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INVARIANT MEASURES AND LONG TIME BEHAVIOUR FOR
THE BENJAMIN-ONO EQUATION III

YU DENG, NIKOLAY TZVETKOV, AND NICOLA VISCIGLIA

ABSTRACT. We complete the program developed in our previous works aim-
ing to construct an infinite sequence of invariant measures of gaussian type
associated with the conservation laws of the Benjamin-Ono equation.

1. INTRODUCTION

Our goal here is to complete the program developed in our previous works [10,
21, 23, 24, 25] aiming to construct an infinite sequence of invariant measures of
gaussian type associated with the conservation laws of the Benjamin-Ono equation.

The Benjamin-Ono equation reads

(1.1) 8tu+7-[35u+u8mu =0,

where H denotes the Hilbert transform. We consider (1.1) with periodic boundary
conditions, i.e. the spatial variable x is on the one dimensional torus. It is well
known (see e.g. [12]) that at least formally the solutions of (1.1) satisfy an infinite
number of conservation laws of the form

(12) Ek/Q(U’): ||u||§{k/2+Rk/2(u)7 k:071727 )

where Ry, is a sum of terms homogeneous in u of order larger or equal to three
(but contains ”less derivatives”). Despite of this remarkable algebraic property,
which indicates that the Benjamin-Ono equation is ”integrable”, there are some
important analytical difficulties (related to the non local nature of (1.1)) to develop
the inverse scattering method for (1.1). In particular we are aware of no reference
implementing integrability methods in the context of the periodic Benjamin-Ono
equation.

As already noticed in our previous works, the conservation laws (1.2) may be
used to construct invariant measures supported by Sobolev spaces of increasing
smoothness. This in turn implies some insides on the long time behavior of the
solution of (1.1). Recall that the idea of using a conserved quantity to construct
gaussian type invariant measures goes back to [11]. It was then further developed
by many authors including [2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 15, 16, 17, 18, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26].

Let us now briefly recall the construction of gaussian type measures associated
with (1.2). These measures are absolutely continuous with respect to the gaussian
measure /i induced by

(13) <Pk/2($aw) - Z |n|k/261 )
neZ\{0}
where, (gn(w)) is a sequence of centered standard complex gaussian variables such
that g, = -, and (g, (w))n>o are independent. For any N > 1, k > 1 and R > 0
1
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we introduce the function
k—2

(14) Fk/2,N,R(UJ) = ( H XR(Ej/2(WNU)))XR(E(IQ—I)Q (TFNU) — OAN)e_R"ﬂ(ﬂ'Nu)
=0

where ay = 27]:’:1 +— for a suitable constant ¢, mn denotes the projector on Fourier
modes n such that |n] < N, xg is a cut-off function defined as xr(z) = x(z/R)
with x : R = R a smooth, compactly supported function such that x(z) = 1 for
every |z| < 1.

It is proved in [21, 23] that for every & € N with & > 1 there exists a ji;/2
measurable function Fj /o r(u) such that (Fy e v r(u))N>1 converges to Fy o r(u)
in LY(dpuy ) for every 1 < ¢ < oo. This in particular implies that Fj /o p(u) €
L(dpy /2).-

Set dpy/2,r = Frj2,r(u)dpy /2. Then we have that

L supp(pr/2.r) = supp(p2)
R>0
and one may conjecture that pj/o g is invariant under a well defined flow of (1.1).
This conjecture was proved for k = 1 in [10] and for k& > 4 in [24, 25]. Our goal
in this paper is treat the two remaining cases.

Theorem 1.1. The measures dp1 r and dps/s g are invariant under the flow as-
sociated with the Benjamin-Ono equation (1.1) established in [13].

There are two main sources of difficulties to proof the invariance of py /2 gr-

The first one, presented only for k > 2, is that even if E},/, is conserved quantity
for (1.1) it is no longer conserved by the approximated versions of (1.1). This dif-
ficulty was resolved for k > 4 in [24, 25] by introducing an argument exploiting in
an essential way the random oscillations of the initial data. This approach however
does not quite see the time oscillations coming from the dispersive nature of (1.1).
These time oscillations are quantitively captured by the Bourgain spaces. We refer
to [15] where the time oscillations are used in an essential way in a related context,
i.e. to resolve the problem coming from the lack of conservation for of the approx-
imation versions of the original problem.

The second difficulty is the resolution of the Cauchy problem associated with
(1.1) and its approximations on the support of pj 2 g. For k > 4 this can be done
by standard methods for solving quasilinear hyperbolic PDE’s (the case k = 4 is
slightly more delicate and already appeals to a dispersive effect). For k = 2,3 the
resolution of (1.1) on the support of pj /o g is a delicate issue which is resolved in
[13]. The case k = 1 is even more delicate and was resolved in [10] which in turn led
to the invariance of p; /5 r because in the case k = 1 the first mentioned difficulty
is absent.

In view of the above discussion, we see that the cases k = 2,3 combine both
difficulties and the aim of the present paper is to solve them simultaneously.

Let us now explain briefly the main novelty in this paper. Recall that in the
construction of invariant measures, in the infinite dimensional situation, an impor-
tant role is played by a suitable and careful choice of a ”good” family of finite
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dimensional approximating problems. In many situations this approximation can
be obtained by projection on the Fourier modes with at most N frequencies, via
the sharp Dirichlet projectors mn, and letting N — oo. It is however not quite
clear whether in the case of the Benjamin-Ono equation at low level of reqularity
this family of finite dimensional problems approximate well the true solution of the
Benjamin-Ono equation. To overcome this difficulty we use the idea of [7, 8, 10]
and we project the equation by using a family of smoothed projectors S5, with
e > 0 and N € N (see the next pargraph). However, in contrast with the case
treated in [10], where it is sufficient to work with a fixed parameter e and letting
N — oo, in the situation we face in this paper, it is important to consider both
€ — 0 and N — oo, which requires a considerable care. In particular it is of crucial
importance that in Proposition 6.1 below, we have a bound proportional to ¢ which
enables to glue local bounds on time intervals with very poor dependence on €. In
other words, the fact that we do not sacrify any time integration and that we only
exploit the random oscillations of the initial data in the estimates on the measure
evolution is of importance for the analysis in this paper.

We conclude this introduction by fixing some notations. We denote by B(X) the
Borel sets of the topological space X and by By (Y) the ball of radius M, centered
at the origin of a Banach space Y. For every fixed € € (0,1) we denote by . a
smooth function v, : R — R such that

(1.5) Ye(x) =1for z € [0,(1 —¢€)],9e(x) =0 for z > 1,

Vel =1 and Ye(2) = the(|x).
We denote by S5 the Fourier multiplier:

(16) SN(ZCLJ‘SJ ):Zaﬂ/)e(ﬁ)ej .

JEZ J€Z
We also denote by ®(t) the flow associated with (1.1) (well-defined on H®, s > 0
thanks to [13], see also [14] for simpler proof) and by ®%(¢) the flow on H®, s > 0
associated with

(1.7) Ayu+ HOu + S5 (Syu - S§ue) = 0.

Since the x mean value is conserved by the flow of (1.1), we shall only consider
solutions of (1.1) and of its approximated version (1.7) with vanishing zero Fourier
mode (this is the case in (1.3) as well).

Acknowledgement. N.T. is supported by ERC Grant Dispeq, N.V. is sup-
ported by FIRB grant Dinamiche Dispersive.

2. DETERMINISTIC THEORY
In this section we prove the following deterministic result.

Proposition 2.1. Let 0 < e <1, 0 > ¢’ > 0 and M > 0 be fized, so that o is
small enough. We have, for some T = T(e,0,0',M) >0, C = C(e,0,0',M) >0
that:
sup  sup [B5(1)6 — D) r/an < ON,
$EBM (HY/2=0") [t|<T
where 8 = 6(o,0") > 0.
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2.1. The spaces. Let the standard X*? space be defined by

JulZen =3 / (1) (7 — [nln)|(Fe pu)(n,7)? dr,

neZ
and the Y* space be

Jull2. = ZW&( / |<fm,tu><m>|df)2.

nez
We then define the space U’ by

lullor = llull x-1/2.12/25 + [[llyr/2-0r,
and U is defined by replacing o’ with o. The space (U’)? is defined by
lullryr = sup{[|vllvr : v|—7,7) = vl—1,77},

while UT and X7 are defined similarly.
In the proof below we will denote

s=1/2—0, s =1/2-0', r=1/2+0=1-5s.

The norms we will control in the bootstrap estimate will be X T and X577 for
the gauged function w, and (U’)? and UT for the original function u.

2.2. Linear bounds. The content of this section is well-known. We just record it
here for the reader’s convenience. In the sequel x € C§°(R) is a fixed function such
that x(¢t) = 1 for |t| < 1, x(¢t) =0 for [¢t] > 2.

Proposition 2.2. We have the following bounds :
(1) the Strichartz estimates:

lallzs . < ullxo.re,

and

lullg, < llullxer-

(2) the bound for the Duhamel evolution:
l€ullxes S llullxesr, 0<b<1;

where the Duhamel operator is defined by

Eu(t) = x(t) /t x(5)e(t=H %y (5) ds.
(8) the short-time bound: for T §01 and 0 <b <V <1/2 we have
IX(T ™ )ull s S T o
(4) fized-time estimates:
sup [[u(t)lgr1/2-- S min(|lullxi/2-2 1 /210, [ullyi/2--).
(5) the linear bounds:

IX()e= %2 6| xanmye S Il ae

for any s and b.

Proof. These are well-known properties of X spaces, see [20]. (I
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2.3. The gauge transform. The use of gauge transforms (allowing to weak the
impact of the derivative loss) in the context of the Benjamin-Ono equation was
initiated by Tao [19]. The computation in this section is a much simplified version
of that in [10]. We still need the notation from [10], namely that m;; represents
the sum m; +--- +m,; for ¢ < j.

In this section we are fixing an € and an N; so we will denote S§; simply by S
and ¢, by ©. Let u = ®%(t)(¢) be the global solution to (1.7) (with initial data
¢ of zero mean value). Let z be the unique mean zero antiderivative of w, and
consider the operators P : g — (Sz)-g and Q : g — (Su) - g. By abusing notation
we will also call them Sz and Su. The exponential

i =1 . N
M = exp <2SPS) = )\ZZO N (i/2)*(SPS)

is defined as a power series; we will then define
v=Mu; w=mso(Mu).
The goal is to prove the following

Lemma 2.1. We have the evolution equation

(2.1) (O — 10pz)w = No + N,
where
A
U,
A SIS DR SR § 3
A>0  mo=nitnatmix i=1
and
A
U,
EOIES SICSNED DI SR ) £
A>0 no=ni+nz+n3+mix i=1 v

Here |Cy] < C*/\!, some of the w may be replaced by w, and that
[Az| S min(|no|, [nal, |n2),  [As] S 1,
where we use the notation v, = v(n).
Proof. The evolution equation satisfied by w can be computed as follows:
(O —104g)w = wsoM (0 — 10z )u + T50[0r, M|u — im50[0z, Mu
= —2imso(MT<otiag) + 50 ([0, Mu — 1[0z, [0z, M]]u)
+ mso(—MS(Su- Suy) — 2i[0y, Muy)

(2:2) = _2i7T>08m(M7T<O"UJm)
(2.3) — 2im0([0y, M) = M (SQS))u
(2.4) +  2im50[0z, M]Tcoua + 750 ([0, M] — i[0s, [0z, M]]) u.

Expanding M as the power series and writing in Fourier space, we see that the
term in (2.2) has the form May, where

A
(M2)ny =Y Ca > (nomiug,) - @ - I umi7

A>0  ni4my a=ng,no>0>n; i=1 "
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where |Cy] < C*/A!, and ® is a bounded factor. Notice that one of m; must be at
least |ng| + |n1| in size, we can rearrange the indices and rewrite this as
A
(Ma)n, = ZOA Z A up tn, - H%a
A>0 ni+nz+mi x=no i=1 o

where A verifies the bound
|A| < min({no), (n1), (n2)).
Next, to analyze the term in (2.3), notice that [0,, SPS] = SQS, we have that

02, M] ~ M(SQS) = R

where )
R= —————(i/2)M* T (SPS)MSQS, (SPS)"].
2 TSP sas 5Py
,u=>0
The last commutator can be written as a power of SP.S, multiplied by

[SPS, SQS] = SP[S?,Q]S + SQ[P, S5,

multiplied by another power of SPS. We will only consider the first term, since the
second one is similar. First we may commute 0, with a power of SP.S and move it
left; since [0, P] = @, the error term will be of form M3, where
A
U,
M =0 Awm ][
A>0 ni+nz+nz+mi x=ng =1 ’
where |A] < 1.
Now, let v = (SPS)*~!u for some u, we have
(9, QUO)ng =1 30 11 (62(n0/N) — 02(01/N)) (/N Yty Uy
no=ni-+mi
Plugging in the expression of vy, in terms of u, we obtain that
o

(5%Q00)y =1 D ma(¥3(n0/N) = V2 (1 /N)) s /N Yt s [ 522,

T

no=nz+mi . 1=2
where ny = ny +ms ,. Now in this sum, if (m;) 2 (n;) for some ¢ > 2, it would be
of form Ms3; otherwise, if (ng) 2 (n1), it would be of form Ma, and if (ng) < (n1),
then we have (ng) < (ns) also, so by swapping ne and m; and using symmetry, we
find that this term will be of form M also.

Next we consider the second term in (2.4). Recall from Leibniz rule that

_ 1 (/o) Mt A n
[0, M] —A%Z:O (/\+u+1)!(/2) (SPS)*(SQS)(SPS)".

If we then commute this with 0, again and the commutator hits one SPS factor,
we will get the same cubic term as My above. Therefore, let
Yy = 8tF — 18xu,

we only need to consider the part

1 ) ; .
X%Om(l/2)>\+ +17T>O(SPS))\(S(Sy)S)(SPS) '



INVARIANT MEASURES FOR BO 7

We then have from our equation that
. 1 2
Yy = —2imcouy — 57'(#08(8’&) .

The second term in the above equation corresponds to a term of form Mas; for the
first term above, we will combine it with the first term of line (2.4) to obtain (here
we omit the summation in A and p which does not affect the estimate anyway)

N = 150[(SPS)*S(Su)S(SPS)*(m<ous) — (SPS) S (Smouz)S(SPS)H(u)].

Writing this in Fourier space, we can check that

o

(N)no = Z A- Uny Uny H 1:;: )

no=ni+nz+mis,no>0>ns i=1

where 0 = A\ + pu, A is nonzero only if all variables are < N, and that
[A] S N7 nel - (Jno| + [ma + -+ + [mo]).

Therefore, depending on whether max |m;| 2 min(|ng|, |n2|) or not, we can also
include this term in either M3 or M.

Now we need to transform My and M3 further into Mo and N3. We will leave
M3 as it is, and further consider an Ms term

A
U i
Z A-umunz-HnZ.
ni+nz2+mi x=no =1
Recall that
=1
-1 < 79\A A
u=M"v="" L (C/2NSPS) M,
A=0
we have that for positive nq,
A u
wn =3 0 ) e ]
A>0 ni=nsz+mix i=1 m;

where |Cy| < C*/A!, and |®| < 1. Since u = 4, for negative n; we have

A
w =Y Ch Y <1>-(@)MHQ;’;?.
i=1 "

A>0 ni=ng+mix

Clearly we may do the same for ny. If nyng < 0, then there must be some ¢ so
that |m;| 2 |n1| (which cancels the A factor), therefore this counts as a term of A,
upon substituting v by w again. If ninsg > 0, then we may replace the v on the
right hand side by w, since we know that w (resp. @) is supported in the positive
(resp. negative) frequencies, so we get No.

In any case we have reduced each of (2.2), (2.3) and (2.4) to either Ny or N3,
this completes the proof. (I



8 YU DENG, NIKOLAY TZVETKOV, AND NICOLA VISCIGLIA

2.4. The bootstrap estimate. In this section we prove the main a priori estimate,
namely the following

Proposition 2.3. Let € and M be fized. For each N, let uN be the solution to
(1.7), with initial data u™(0) = ¢, where ||¢|| g < M. If N = oo we assume
u® solves (1.1). Moreover, let wY and w™ be the corresponding gauge transforms.
Then, when T' is small enough dependmg on € and M, we can find some functions

and wN, w> on [~T,T)], such that

uN wN and u®, we extending u” , u>

@™o + [0 + N9||UN — Xy Ser 1

and
1T (| yorr + 1@ ore + NOJJw — w0 | xer Senr 1,

where 6 > 0 is some constant independent of N.

Notice that
sgPIIU(t)IIHs S llullu,

which follows from proposition 2.2, we can see that Proposition 2.1 is a consequence
of Proposition 2.3.

Proof. We only consider the bound for 4"V (and denote u™ by u), since the bound
for u* follows from a similar (and much easier) estimate, and the bound for the
difference vV — u™ follows from a standard procedure of taking differences.

In order to initiate the bootstrap, the first step is to bound the norm ||u® ||y
and ||[w¥ || yo .z for very small T. By the standard arguments in X*° theory,
together with part (5) of Proposition 2.2, we know that this reduces to proving

lw(0)]| oo Sar 1. However, from the expression of the gauge transform we know

that
OMED D SENUOME | S

u>0 77 no=nit+ma,

Let the sum over m; be yn,—_n,, then we have

DOl S Y Hmz ) u(0)m,| S

l mi, - ,my, =1

S (O are S 1,

and s’ < 1/2, so we can easily deduce that

1/2
POIESE (Zm n Z>2S’|u<o>n|2> <wl.
l n

Suppose we have constructed some w and u for some time 7', satisfying the
desired inequalities, we now need to improve these inequalities, with the same T,
provided that T < ps 1. We will first construct a new w, and this is done simply
using the equation (2.1). We will define

w* = x(t)eP==w(0) + ENz + N3),
where £ is the Duhamel operator as in Proposition 2.2, and N3 and N3 are con-

structed using x(t)w and x(T~1t)u respectively; however, we will denote these two

1Since we are not using any energy estimate which may not be compatible with taking
differences.
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functions simply by w and u below. Using Proposition 2.2 again, we now only need
to bound

N2l xorrm1 + Vsl xorrma-
To bound N3, we use duality to reduce the bounding the following expression

ZC Z / - (n0)* (Fupv) (0, &) X

no=niz+miy 513+771;L

)

) II intu)Unu7h)

m tu n]a§]
m;

HE&

i=1

note the abuse of notation by replacing x(7T~'t)u with u. Here we assume that
v e X012 ¢ Lf)m (even after taking absolute value in Fourier space), and we
may assume without loss of generality that |ng| < |ni| (the case [nol < |myl is
much easier). Now use that (0,)"*u € L7, and that u € v L{9 when o is
small enough, and that 9, 'u € L%, (all hold after taking absolute value in Fourier
space), we could simply take absolute value of every term in .J, then switch to (¢, x)
space, then use Holder to bound J. The gain 77 will come from Proposition 2.2
and the time cutoff x(7~'t) (the same happens below).

Now let us consider the harder part AVs. We may omit the summation in u, and
we only need to consider a sum of type

J = Z (no)* (n1) ™% (na) ™% min_(n;) x

0<y<2
no=ni+nz+mi,

o

H(mg,n;)

X / F(no,&)G(m1,6)G(n2, &) [[ ——
0=61+&2+n1,+E i—1

Here E = |ng|ng — [n1|n1 — |nz2|n2 and F' is defined by

F(n,8) = (Feav)(n, £ + Injn)

with v as above, G and H are defined in the same way, corresponding to functions
(8,)%w and u respectively. Moreover, we may assume in the summation that
min(n;) > max(m;), since otherwise we can bound this term in the same way as
N3. In this situation we can check algebraically that

|Z| ~ Inj&x(nﬁ - min(n;).

Let max(n;) = A and min(n;) = B, then the weight
s’ —s' —s' . N\ < Bll/20,
(o) (n1) ™" {n2) ™" min (n;) ;
moreover, one of &; or n; must be 2 AB by our bound on E.
Let || 2 AB for some j, say j = 1 (the other cases being similar). Notice that
ve X%/2me c L and also (8,)" w e L}, (the function that determines G), and

3/10 50 we still have

that we can cancel the weight B'Y/20 by a power (£;)
he X0V L},
by interpolation, where

(Frah)(n, & + nln) = (£)*°G(n, &).
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Now we simply use the above arguments to cancel the weight, then switch to the
(z,t) space and ue Hélder, bounding the F' factor in L{ ,, one G factor in L} , and
the other in L?m, and all H factors in appropriate spaces.
If |n;| = AB for some i (say i = 1), then we will use the X ~1/2:12/25 bound for
u, which implies
he x5 L3,
by Holder, where

(Fath)(n, € + Inln) = |n|~H€)/* H(n, £).

Moreover the (£;)7/?5 factor cancels the weight, so we simply bound F and both
G factors in L, (using part (1) of Proposition 2.2 and interpolation), bound the
H factor correspondmg to my in L} _, then bound the other factors in appropriate
norms.

Finally we should improve the bound on u. We must be careful here, since we
will not use the evolution equation of u; however, let us postpone this issue to the
end, and first see how we can bound the (U’)T norm of u.

Bounding the Y+ norm is easy; since v = M~'v we can write v as a linear
combination of spacetime shifts (n,3) of v with coefficients that are summable
even after multiplying by (n)7/® (this can be proved in the same way as in the
analysis of w(0) before), and we know that a spacetime shift (n,3) increases the
Y* norm by a factor < (n)*

Now we need to bound the X ~1/212/25 norm of u. Clearly we may restrict to
T>0U, 50 by the formula v = M ~'v and duality we only need to bound

(2.5) J = Z / n0>—1/2<[30>12/25 y

no=ni+mi, =B1+n1u+E

t,x»

—s’ - a H muTh
X <TL1> <Bl> (n()aﬂo nlaﬂl H

i=1

provided (m;) < (no) for each i, and H is as above, F and G are bounded in L7 .
If instead (m;) = max({ng), (n1)) for some i, then we should have

@6 I = 3 / (o)~ 1/2 (80) 12/ x

no=ni+mi, 61+771u+~

1
H m’Lv (3
X (Y8 P (g, Bo) Gy, By) [ 2L )

i=1
In both cases we have
E = |no|no — |n1lny — [mamy — -+ — [my|my.

From the equation we know that either (81) 2 (Bo), or (n;) = (Bo) for some i, or
|Bol < |EI-

In case (2.5), if (Bo) < (B1), then we can cancel the two powers, then bound F'
and G in L7, the other factors in L{%; if (Bo) < (1) for some 4, then we simply

invoke the X ~1/2:12/25 hound for u and make similar arguments; if |3o| < |Z|, notice
that

21 < Inol - max [,
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we can use this to cancel the weight, then bound F in L7, G in Lf)w, the other
factors in appropriate spaces.

In case (2.6), we must have some 4, so that |m;| ~ A is larger than any other
parameter. We may assume in the worst case that |nq| ~ A (since when |ng| ~ A
or |mj| ~ A we will gain more due to the powers we have), and the maximum of
all other parameters is B. Then again we have either (5y) < (81) or (Bo) < (m;) or
16o| S |Z| £ AB. In the first case we cancel the weight, then bound F' and G in
Lf@, in the second case, we make similar arguments as before, using the X —1/2:12/25
norm of u; in the third case we can cancel the weight and gain at least AY?°, so
the proof still goes through.

Finally let us discuss how to obtain an improved estimate without using the
evolution equation for u. We argue as in [10], first choose some large K depending
on the bound M’ appearing in the bootstrap assumption, but still smaller than
T~!: then by decomposing m~ou into 7~ xu and T[o,K]%, we can bound the slightly
weaker norm HB;U/wu*HU/ of some other extension u* of u by Opr(1) (in fact, the
bound for 7~ k- part is trivial since we can gain a power of K, and for the 7o ] part
we will use the evolution equation for u). Then we use the formula u = M1
write v = w + m<ov. We will use u* to realize the operator M, use some extension
w* of w that is bounded by Ojs(1) as we just proved. Then we should be able to
bound the output function by Os(1) as above, except for the part where we have
7w<ov (which is bounded only by O (1) instead of Ops(1)). But in this case we
must have |m;| > K for some 4, so we gain a small power of K which cancels the
O (1) loss.

In this way we can complete the proof of the proposition. O

v and

3. SOME USEFUL ORTHOGONALITY RELATIONS

In this section we recall for the sake of completeness some useful results from
[25] on the orthogonality of multilinear products of Gaussian variables g (w) that
appear in (1.3). Introduce the sets :

A(n) = {(j1s ) € Z"|jk # 0,k = 1,...,m, jr = 0},
k=1

) ) A(n) = {(j1, v dn) € A(n) | jic # =1, Yk, 1},
Af(n) = A(n) \ A(n) and
A () = {(j1, -y Jn) € A°(n)|j = i = —jim for some 1 < 1% m < n}.
Proposition 3.1. Assume that
(15 we0sGn)s (i1, o in) € A(0), {1, oo dn} # {1 o in},
then [ g, ..-95,Gir—-Gi,.dp = 0.
Proposition 3.2. Leti,j > 0 be fixred and assume
(J1s G2y 33, 1> Js) € A% (5), (i1 iz, i3, 1a, i5) € A% (5),
{{i1. 2. 335 das ds} \ {d, =5} } # {{ix, i, i3, 44,05} \ {i, —i} },
then [ 95, 952952911955 Tir Gi2 92 9ia i P = 0.

The proof of the propositions above are based on the following lemma.
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Lemma 3.1. Let

(3.1) (J1s ey Jn)s (015 s in) € A(N), {1, s G} # {15y in}
be such that:
(3.2) /gjl---gjngn---gz'ndp # 0.

Then there exist 1 < I,m < n, withl # m and such that at least one of the following
occurs: either iy = —iy, 07 j; = —jm.

Proof. By (3.1) we get the existence of [ € {1,...n} such that:
(3.3) Hk=1,..,nli=ix}| # {k=1,....n|jk = i,}|
where |.| denotes the cardinality. Next we introduce

M = {k:155n|lk:_ll}a

M, = {k=1,.,nl|ir =1},
Po= {k=1,...,n|jk =14},
L = {k=1n|ji = —id)

Notice that M; # 0 since it contains at least the element [, and also by (3.3)
|IMi| # |Pi|. We can assume |[M;| > |P;| (the case |[M;| < |P;| is similar). Our
aim is to prove that A; # (). Next assume by the absurd that A; = ), then by
independence we get

(3.4) /gjl...gjngil...gindp

_|M Ly|—|P __
:/|gil|2|7’z\gll t+1Le =] lep/(Hknggik)(HheéﬁzUPzgjh,)dp:0

where at the last step we used |M;| + |£;| — |P;| > 0. Hence we get an absurd by
(3.2). 0

4. ON THE APPROXIMATION OF THE MEASURES dp1 r AND dps/2 g

We first introduce the modified energies:

(4.1) By (u) = [[ullfy, — 1S5 ullfy, + B (Siu),

(4.2) G (w) = ||ullfyss — I1ShullFs/n + Esja(Siu),
and the approximating modified densities:
(4.3) Fi.r = xr(lmnvullr2) x xr(lmvulF . — an + 1/3/(3%@36196)

x exp([[Siullf — Er(Siu)),

(4.4) Hy g = xr(lmvullz2) x xr(lmvulf,. + 1/3/(55\7u)3d$)

x xr(Ey(myu) — ay) x exp(||Sxullfs/> — Bs2(Siu)).-

We recall the explicit expressions of £y and Ej/o:

3 1
Eqi(u) = ||u||§1,1 + 1 /u27-[5mu+ 3 /u4
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and

Byya() = el = ([ Sund SulHun )~ [(GutHua+ i Hwn)) — 55 [ o
3/2(u ull %5, (/ 2uum—|—2u( Ug)?) /(3u um+4u (uug)) 2O/u.

Next we prove that as N — oo the measures Fy; pdpu1 (for € > 0 fixed) converge to

dp1,r and Hy pdpusz s converge to dpsjs r (in a strong sense).

Proposition 4.1. Let R,0 > 0 and ¢y > 0 be fized, then:

(4.5) A}im sup |/ Ff\,‘iRdul—/ dp1.r| =0,
T AcB(HY/2-7) JA A

(4.6) A}im sup | / HY pdpa — / dps/a.r| = 0.
T AcB(HI-) JA A
The next lemma will be of importance in the sequel.

Lemma 4.1. For every fized R > 0, ¢ > 0, p € [1,00) we have
Slj\lfp{HFle\fo,RHLp(dmy HHle\(f),RHLp(dﬂs/Q)} < oo.

The proof follows modulo minor changes in the argument presented in the anal-
ysis in [23]. The only difference is that in this paper we use smoothed projectors
S in the definition of the approximating measures, while in [23] we use the sharp
projectors my. This difference however does not affect the argument presented in
[23].

Lemma 4.2. Let ¢g > 1 be fized and o0 > 0 be small. For every sequence N in N,
there exists a subsequence Ny, such that:

(4.7) FJEVth,R(u) — Fn,, ,r(u) =0, ae (wrt du)ue HY?o,
(4.8) Hf\‘,’kh)R(u) — Hy,, r(u) =0, a.e (wrt duz;,)ue H™C,
where

FN,R = XR(HTFN’UJHLz)XR(H?‘r]\]’u,H%(l/2 — an + 1/3/(7Nu)3d$)67R1(7TN’U‘)
and

Hy r = xr([|[mnul|2) X R(Er 2 (mvu)) X r(EL (Tvu) — ay)e” Ray2(mvw)

are two of the functions introduced in (1.4).

Proof. First we focus on the proof of (4.7). Notice that if we prove
@9) | / (S0 u)>HO, (S<0u) — / () MO (3 ) | () — 0 25 N — o0,
then up to subsequence we get

|/(S§\?u)27-[81(8;‘;u) - /(WNU)QH(?I(WN’UJN —0, ae. (wr.t. du) ue HY/?7°,
On the other hand

(4.10) / ()t — / (SSu)* = 0,Vu € HY/>,
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provided that ¢ > 0 is small enough in such a way that H'/?>~% < L* Hence
summarizing we get

(4.11) [RY,, (u) = Ry, (u)] = 0as h — oo ae. (wrt. dum)u€ HY/?=7,
where:

Rov() = 3/4 [ (e M) + 18 [ (v’
and

R = 3/4 / (S0 u)>HO, (S0u) + 1/8 / (Sou)™.

Recall also that following [23] one can show that there exists L such that
/(WNU)QIH(?;E(FNU) — L

in L2(duy), in particular we have up to subsequence convergence a.e. w.r.t. dp
and hence we can assume that up to subsequence Ry (u) is bounded a.e. w.r.t. dpuy.
By combining this fact with (4.11) we deduce:

(4.12) klg{)lo exp(—R?{,’kh’ (u)) —exp(—RN,ch’ (u)) =0, a.e. (wr.t. duy) u€ HY/?,
On the other hand we have
/(WNu) /(SE“ )3 = 0,Vue HY/?77,

and hence

(4.13) i [xa(myal s - ax +1/3 [(Sg0)?)

—xr(|TNnul32 —an +1/3 /(FN’U/)3)} =0ae. (wrt. du)ue HY?>.

We conclude by combining (4.12) and (4.13).
Next we focus on (4.9), whose proof follows by

| o (= ey /Ny (/N (N gyt 2, = 0 85 N = oo,

L I
0<|illF],|kI<N
J+k+1=0

that in turn, by an orthogonality argument (as in [25]), is equivalent to:
1 .
Z ﬁll_weo(j/N)wﬁo(k/N)wﬁo(l/N)lz_>Oa“SN_>OO'
= PR
(4, k,1)EL
0<ljl, |kl Il <N
jHk+1=0
Notice that due to the cut—off ¥, we can restrict the sum on the set
{(G.k,1) € 2%+ k+1=0,0 < |jl, k], 1| < N,max{|j|/N, [k|/N,JU/N} > (1-e0)}
and hence we can control the sum above by
1
Z 5 = 0as N — oo,
_ [FRZE
51,1 k1> (1—e0)N/2

The proof of (4.8) is similar to the proof of (4.7), provided that we show:

(4.14) I / S0u) (S2u)? — () (avite) o gy — O 855 N — o0,
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(4.15) [ /(S;gu)(}tszﬁyum)? — (rnu)(Hrnue) || L2 (ap,) — 0 as N — oo,
and

(4.16) |/ (SPu)>*H(SPu), /(WNu)g’y'-[(ﬁNu)z| -0,

(4.17) |/(S§\})u)2H(Sf\})qu\‘;ux) — /(WNU)QH(WNUWNUIN — 0,

(4.18) | / (S%ou) / )] = 0,

e. (wr.t. duy) ue H'™C

The proof of (4.18) follows by the Sobolev embedding H'~° C L°. To prove (4.16)
(and by a similar argument (4.17)) we use the following inequality (that follows by
fractional integration by parts, see page 283 in [23]):

|/U1U2U3H5mv4dw| < C(llvzllzee lvsll zoe lo1 || gz [vall g2+

o1l e lloll oo lvall /2 lvall /e + [vrll oo (o2l oo [0 vzl vall rose)

and hence (4.16) follows provided that ||SYu—myul/r — 0, [[SYu— 7Nl g1/2 —
0 a.e. (wr.t. dug) u € H'=9. The second estimate is trivial and the first one
follows since we can select p,p > 0 in such a way that W#P C L* and also
llvllwer < o0 ace. (w.r.t. dui) u € H'=7 (see Proposition 4.2 in [23] ). The proof
of (4.14) and (4.15) follows the same orthogonality argument as the proof of (4.9).
More precisely we get

1 1
> < >
ikl ™ AR
(4.k,))EZ3 j+k+1=0 1112 0<|7],[k|<N,|I|>N(1—eo) 711111

o<l KL <N
maxc{|j1 /N, [kl /N1 /N}> (1 —co)

1 1
+ - =0(—)
2. TmaE O
0<|j,|k|<N,|j|>N(1—e0)

for some o > 0. In the last estimate we used [21] (end of page 500). O

Proof of Proposition 4.1. The proof of (4.5) and (4.6) since now on are the same,
hence we focus on the first one. It is sufficient to prove that given any sequence Nk
in N there exists a subsequence Ny, such that (4.5) occurs. Recall that

lim sup |/ Fn rdps — / dp1,r| = 0.
N—=00 geB(H/2-7) A

By combining Lemma 4.2 with the Egoroff theorem we get that, up to subsequence,
for every € > 0 there exists Q. € H'/?~7, with ¢ > 0, such that y;(€.) < 1 — € and
FY p(u) — Fy r(u) = 0 in L(Q). As a consequence we get

(4.19) | FY g(u)du — / Fn r(u)dps| < € for N > N(e).
ANQ. ANQ.
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On the other hand by the Holder inequality

@20 | [ Fgawdn - [ Fuade)
ANQe ANQe

S sup (HFZEVO,RHLz(dM) + IIFN,RIIL‘Z(dm)) < | (Q2)[M? < €2
where we used Lemma 4.1 and [23, Proposition 6.5]. The proof follows by combining
(4.19) with (4.20).

O
5. A-PRIORI GAUSSIAN BOUNDS W.R.T. duy

Recall that for every € > 0 we denote by 1. any function that satisfies (1.5) and
by S§ the associated multiplier defined by (1.6). The main aim of this section is
the proof of the following result.

Proposition 5.1. Let us denote by S the family of operators SY, for every N € N,
€ > 0. Then we have:

5.1 | [ So(Sen)SeSes - SeH(S .S (S9Sen) Laam ey = OVE)
3 3 02 In N
(5.2) | [ (S)’(SpSepa) = (59)”S"(SpSer)ll L2 (du () :O(€)+0(ﬁ)-
The estimate (5.1) is equivalent to:
. stgn(d
63 Y Aybe d>W§|>gagbgcgd|Lg — 0(ve)

(a,b,c,d)eAy (4)
where g, are the Gaussian independent variables in (1.3),

(G4)  Aylabed) = (2 1

and
(5.5) An(4) = {(a,b,c,d) € Z*|0 < |al, |b|, |c|,|d| < N,a+ b+ c+d = 0}.
The proof of (5.3) (and hence (5.1)) is splitted in several lemmas.

Lemma 5.1. We have Z(a,b,c,d)esj\, A (a,b, e, d) sjfl’l’lg"i) Gagbgega = 0, where

By = {(a,b,¢,d) € An(4)[0 < |al, [b], |c],|d] < N(1 - €)}
for every N € N, € > 0.

Proof. Let us fix (a,b,c,d) € BS. First we assume c¢,d > 0 (the case ¢,d < 0 is
similar). By the condition a + b+ ¢+ d = 0 we deduce that min{a,b} < 0. Since
we are assuming 0 < |al, |b], |c], |d| < N(1 —¢€), we get |a +¢|=|b+d| < N(1—¢).
Hence we obtain by the cut-off properties of 1. that A% (a,b,c,d) =0.

Hence we have to consider the case ¢-d < 0. Under the extra assumption a # b we
deduce that the vectors (a,b,c,d), (a,b,d,c), (b, a,c,d),(b,a,d,c) are distinct and
belong to By. Moreover gogvgcgd = gagvgagec = gvgagedd = gogagdge and by simple
algebra (recall a + b+ ¢+ d = 0) we get:

1
lallo] [AY(a,b,c,d)sign(d) + Ay (a,b,d, c)sign(c)
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+A% (b, a,c,d)sign(d) + Ay (b, a,d, c)sign(c)] = 0.

The same argument works for a = b (in fact in this case (a, a, ¢, d), (a,a,d, c) € BY
are distinct since ¢ and d have opposite sign, gu9a9c9d = Ga9agigc and we have
the identity ;A (a,a,c,d)sign(d) + Sz A§(a,a,d, c)sign(c) = 0). The proof is
concluded. ]

Lemma 5.2. We have

. sign(d
SupH Z AN(a7b7 C, d) |a||l(7| )gagbgcgdHLi = O(\/E)u
(a,b,c,d)eCy,

where C§; = {(a,b,c,d) € An(4)| max{lal, |b|} > N(1 —¢€)} and N € N,e > 0.

Proof. Assume for simplicity that |a| > N(1—e¢) (the case [b] > N(1—e¢) is similar).
Next we split C§; = C§ UCY” where

Cyv = {(a,b,c,d) € Cyla # —b,a # —c,a # —d,b# —c,b # —d,c # —d}
and (f;vc =Cy \(ffv Then by orthogonality and Proposition 3.1 we can estimate

. sign(d
> AN(a,b,c,d)Wgagbgcgdllia

(a,b,c,d)eéf\,

A

> #)-( 3 #)-( S 1) =0

N(1—e)<|a|<N 0<|b|<N 0<|c|<N

Concerning the sum on the set Cy° notice that:

C]E\}C = ({(CL, —a,a, _a)||a| # O} U {(CL, a, —a, _a)||a| 7£ 0} U {(av —a, ba _b)a |CL| 7£ |b|}
U{((L, bv —a, _b)v |a‘| # |b|} U {((L, bv _bv _a)v |a‘| # |b|}) ﬂcle\/

As a consequence we get (a,b,c,d) € Cy° implies (—a, —b, —¢, —d) € Cy° and more-
OVer gagv9edd = J—ad—b9—cG—d- Since we have the identity

szgn(d)Aﬁv(a, b7 Cy d) + SZgn(_d)ART(_au _bu —C _d) = 07
it is easy to deduce that

. stgn(d
Z AN(avba ¢, d) |a||1()| )gagbgcgd =0.

(a,b,c,d)eCy”

€ sign(d
Lemma 5.3. We have Z(a,b,c,d)eva A (a, b, e, d)‘ZTé')gagbgcgd =0, where
Dy ={(a,b,c,d) € An(4)|0 <lal,[b| < N(L =€), [c],|d] > N(1 - €)}
for every N € N, € > 0.
Proof. We notice that if (a,b,c,d) € D% then ¢-d < 0. In fact assume by the
absurd that ¢,d > 0 or ¢,d < 0 then we have |c¢ + d| > 2N(1 — ¢€) and it implies
|a 4+ b| > 2N (1 — €). This is in contradiction with |a + b| < |a| + |b] < 2N (1 —¢).

The proof can be concluded arguing as in Lemma 5.1 in the case ¢-d < 0.
d
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Lemma 5.4. We have
. sign(d
swll Y Ay(abe d>W§)'>ga9bgcgd|Lg — 0(ve),

(a,b,c,d)EES,

where
Ey ={(a,b,c,d) € An(4)|0 < |al, 0], |le] < N(1—¢),|d]| > N1 —€)}
U{(a,b,C, d) € AN(4)|O < |CL|, |b|a |d| S N(l - 6), |C| > N(l - 6)}5

for every N € N and € > 0.

Proof. Arguing as in Lemma 5.1 in the case ¢-d < 0, we can restrict to the case
(a,b,c,d) € € with ¢-d > 0. Next we split the sum on two constraints (see
Section 3 for the definition of A(4) and A°(4)):

EyNAM4) N {(a,b,c,d)|c-d >0}
and 3
G NA(4) N{(a,b,c,d)|c-d > 0}.

By combining an orthogonality argument with Proposition 3.1 we can estimate the
sum on the first constraint by

1
( Z a2b2) ’ ( Z 1) = 0(6)7
latb|>N(1—c) N(l—o)<|d|<N
where we used that ¢-d > 0 implies |a + b| = |c+ d| > N(1 — €). Concerning the
sum on the second constraint we have
5 NA(4) N {(a,b,c,d)|c-d > 0}

c &y m ({(a,b,—a,—b)} U{(a,b,—b,—a) U {(a,—a,b,—b)}) = 0.
[l

Proof of Proposition 5.1. The proof of (5.3) (and hence (5.1)) follows by combining
Lemma 5.1, 5.2, 5.3, 5.4.
Next we focus on the proof of (5.2), that can be written as follows:
sign(e) In N
(5.6) |l I'y(a,b,c,d, €)= gagvgedagell Lz = O(€) + O(—=
T allb el : VN
a,o,c,a,e N

),

where:

(57) F?V(aabv Gy da 6) 1/’5( )we( )we( )we( )1/}6( )[1 - 1/}2(
and
(5.8) An(5) = {(a,b,c,d,e) € Z°|0 < |al, |b], |c|, |d|, |e]| < N,a+b+c+d+e=0}.

Due to the cut-off properties of ¥, the sum in (5.6) can be replaced by the sum on
the set

d—l—e

)l

An(5)N{(a,b,c,d,e)|ld+e| > N(1—¢€)}
=An()N{(a,b,c,d,e)|la+b+c| > N(1—€)}.
Next we split
(5.9) An(5) = An(5) U AR (5),
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where:

An(5) ={(a,b,c,d,e) € An(5)|
a¢{-b,—c,—d,—e},b¢ {—c,—d,—e},c¢ {—d,—e},d # —e}

and A% (5) = An(5) \ An(5). By orthogonality and Proposition 3.1 we get:

'S (a,b,¢,d, e)sign(e) 5
[ = agvgegage 2
2 |al[b]c]|d] =

(a,b,c,d,e)€AN (5)
|a+b+c|>N(1—€)

1 1
< 1 _ oy
~ 2 |a[?[b]?[c]?|d|? 52

0<]al,|bl,|c|,|d|<N,
la+b+c|>N(1—¢)

Concerning the sum on the set A% (5)N{(a,b, ¢, d,e)|la+b+c| > N(1—e€)} we first
consider the splitting:

Af\/(5) = f\/,a:—b U A?V,a:—c U A?V,a:—d U A‘]:V,a:—e U A?V,b:—c

UA?V,bzfd U A?V,bzfe U A?v,c:fd U A?V,czfe U A?V,dzfev
where
(5.10) A% ae—p = {(a,b,c,d,e) € An(5)|a = —b}
and analogous definition for the other sets. First notice that
A.da——e N{(a,b,c.d,e)||d+e| > N(1—e)} = 0.

Moreover by orthogonality and Proposition 3.2 we can estimate the sum on the set
A a=—p N{(a,b,¢c,d,e)|la+b+¢c| > N(1 —€)} (notice that since a = —b we get
le] > N(1—¢)) by:

1 1 .2 1
2 — O .
S LY apteok
0<|a|<N le|>N(1—e),
0<|cl,|d|<N
In a similar way we can treat the sum on A§V7a:_c, A‘j\,’b:%. Next we treat the

sum on A(]:V,a:—d (which by symmetry is equivalent to A§V7b:_d, Af\m:_d). In this
case we can control the sum by

1 1|1 1 1.1
PONE I GND DI - LD DR e D DI -k

|al b%c |al b2c
0<|a|<N la+b+c|>(1—e)N 0<|a|<N/2(1—¢) [b+c|>(1—€)N/2
0<lbl.lel <N 0<lbl |l <N

1 1.1 1
+ 2 W( ) W)QZO(\/—N)-

N/2(1—e)<|a|<N 0<|bl,|c|<N
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Next we treat the sum on the set A% ,___ (in the same way we can treat the

remaining cases). We reduce by orthogonality to the estimate:

CEUREED DI IO DI KD SIS [N DI A

0<|e|]<N ¢ le+d|>N(1—¢) 0<le|]<N ¢ le+d|>N(1—¢€)
0<|d|<N 0<|d|<N
_ 1 1,172 1 1.1/2
oD DN 1D DI han D DI 1S DI-)
N(1—e)<l|e|<N le+d|>N(1—¢) 0<|e|<N(1—e¢) le+d|>N(1—¢)
0<|d|<N 0<|d|<N

1 1.1/2
0<|e|<N(1—e¢) le+d|>N(1—¢)
0<|d|<N

Notice that if |e] < N(1 —¢€) and |e + d| > N(1 — €) then either |d| > N(1 —¢)
or e-d > 0. In the first case the sum on the r.h.s. of (5.11) can be estimated by
O(12N) and in the second case it can be controlled by:

\/N
1 1.1/2
> =0 X %)
0<e<N(l—¢)  N(l—¢)—e<d<N

We can suppose that the e summations ranges up to N (1 — €) — 2 since the contri-
bution of the remaining terms is O(%;). Finally, we can estimate

)R GED DI N

(&
0<e<N(l—e)—2 N(l—e)—e<d<N

by
1 1 1.1
< N
~ Z e(N(l—e)—e N)2
0<e<N(l—e)—2
5 Z 1 \ € N+€

0<e<N(1—c) €yNN(1—e)—¢)

< 1 ! '
~ Z e/ (N(1—¢€)—e)

0<e<N(l—e)

By using the variable eN 4 e we can rewrite the last sum as follows:

1
T Z (a —eN)V/N —a

eN<a<N

1 1
SO DR e s e AP DU pe s s

eN<a<N/2 N/2<a<N

1 1 1 1 In N
57 Z a—eN+N Z TN O(ﬁ)

eN<a<N/2 N/2<a<N

It concludes the proof of (5.2).
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6. ALMOST INVARIANCE OF F pdpy
The main result of this section is the following proposition, where Fy 5 is defined
in (4.3).

Proposition 6.1. Let 0, R > 0 be fizred. Then for every § > 0 there exists N =
N(d) > 0 and e = €(0) > 0 such that

[ Fiondin = [ Fiopdi| <t
A o5, (1) A

for every A € B(HY?=7) and for every t.
Remark 6.1. Notice that the proposition follows provided that we show

sup|£/ FY rdp| = 0ase — 0, N — oco.
tA At Joe (ya

Using that the modified energies associated with Ey and Ey /5 are true conserva-
tion lows for the approximated flows, we obtain that the proof of Proposition 6.1
can be completed by combining Remark 6.1 with Proposition 5.4 in [24], once we
proof the following statement.

Proposition 6.2. We have the flowing estimate:
3 3 d € €
lim (hmsup HEEN(WN@N(t)gp)t:OHL2(dm(w))> =0,

=0 N—o0
where the energies ES (u) are defined by (4.1).
Proof. In the sequel we make computations with NV € N,e > 0 fixed. Hence for

simplicity we use the following notations: S§ = S, Ey = E. Notice that if we
denote by u(t) = mnP% (t)¢ the solution to (1.7), then Su(t) solves

(6.1) Suy + MUz + (SuSug) + (8% — Id)(SuSu,) = 0.
Next we recall that

(6.2) E(u) = B(Su) + (Jull%, — [1Sul%),
where

Ey(u) = |Jull%, +3/4/u27-[81u—|— 1/8/u4.
Arguing as in [23] and recalling that Su solves (6.1), then we get:

(63) %El (Su)t:() =

2 / S (Id — S?)(SpSps)s + 3/2 / (Se)YH(Sp.)(Id — S*)(SpSe:)
+3/4 /(Scp)QH((Id — SH(SpSpr)s) +1/2 /(&p)?’(ld — S%)(SpSep.).
Moreover we have (use that u(t) solves (1.7)):
Ll ~ 1Sul im0 =
2 [(~Hirs = S(S¢Sen)aon — 2 [(~HSpa - S(S0Sga))sSin

(6.4)

:2/S<pS<pmSg0m —Z/SwamSgwm
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(here we used integration by parts and [vHv = 0). By combining (6.2), (6.3),
(6.4) we get:

d -

GEEN 5 (00)m0 = 3/2 [ (SoU(Sea)1d - $2)(SeSe)

34 / (S)H((Td — 5%)(SpSipn)s) +1/2 / (S)?(Id — 5%)(SSipy),

and by integration by parts

..=3/2 / SH(Sp,)(SpSp.) —3/2 / SeH(S¢)S*(SpSes)
—3/2/SwamH(SgﬁSwz)+3/2/S¢S¢IHSQ(S¢S¢1)

+1/2 / (S (SeSis) — 1/2 / (5¢)35%(SpSipy).

By using the property [vHv = 0 we deduce

= 3/2/S¢H(S¢z)(ld 52)(SpSp.) +1/2 /(S<p)3(1d — 52)(SpSp.).

We conclude by Proposition 5.1. (I

7. INVARIANCE OF dp1,Rr

The proof of the invariance of dp; g follows via standard arguments (see e.g.
[24]) by the following proposition.

Proposition 7.1. Let 0 > 0 small enough and t > 0 be fized. Then for every
compact set A C HY?~7 we have:

(7.1) /dpl,RS/ dp1,r.
A (DA

Proof. We fix M > 0 such that A C By(H'/?77) and we choose L > 0 such that
(7.2) O(t)(Bu (H'Y?77) € BL(H?77)

for every ¢ € [0, 7] (the existence of L follows by [13]).
Next we fix k£ > 0 and by Proposition 6.1 we get N € N and ¢, > 0 such that:

@3 | [ P [
A D (¢

~(

Fifpdpa| < t/k, YN >Ny, Wt
YA

On the other hand we have by Proposition 2.1 the existence of t; = t1(L,k) > 0
and C = C(L, k) > 0 such that

sup 8% (H)u — D(t)ul a0 < ON7?
uGBL(Hl/Zf")
te(0,t1]
and hence
(74) / dpl,R < / dpl,R; Vit € [O,tl].
DF (A (t)A+B o (H/2=7")
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In turn by combining (7.3) with Proposition 4.1 we get the existence of Nj, € N
such that

(7.5) |/ dp1.r —/ dpir| <3ti/k VYN >Ny, Vit
A ¥ (A
By combining (7.4) with (7.5) we get
(76) / dpl,R S / dpl,R + 3t1/k, Vit S [O, tl]
A ‘P(t)A-‘rBCN,g(Hl/Q—U/)

that by taking the limit as N — oo gives:

/ dp1,r < / dp1,r + 3t1/k, Yt €]0,t4].
A D(t)A

It is sufficient to iterate the bound at most [t/¢1] + 1 times and to take the limit as
k — oo in order to get (7.1) (notice that we can iterate thanks to (7.2)). O

8. THE MEASURES HJ pduz/s AND THE INVARIANCE OF dp3/2 R

The proof of the invariance of dp3 /3 g is similar to the proof of the invariance of
dp1,r, once we establish the following analogue of Proposition 6.1.

Proposition 8.1. Let o, R > 0 be fized. Then for every § > 0 there exists N =
N(6) > 0 and € = €(6) > 0 such that

|/ Hy rdpsz o —/ HY pdus)s| < 6t
A o5, (1) A

for every A € B(H'=7) and for every t.
Its proof follows by the following analogue of Proposition 6.2.

Proposition 8.2. We have the following estimate:

. . d e e
lim (hmsup HEGN(WN(I)N(t)(p)tZOHLz(dug/z(ap))) =0,

=0 N—o00

where G (u) are defined in (4.2).
In turn we split the proof of this proposition in several steps.

Proposition 8.3. We have the following estimates:

8.0 | [ Se(HSpa M - S80S pa)ellLatanuien = OO T50) +O(6),

3
82 I [ (SeaP - $)(S0Sea)l1aans s = O T5) + O,

n3
63) I [ (HS a1 5256800 tane sion = O “50) + OVR)

where S = SY.

We split the proof of (8.1) in several lemmas. Notice that we have

| [ SedS e m(rd = S5(SeSea)ellvatans =
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. e + d|sign(d)
|| (s ;A @ AN(a‘7 ba ) d) |a|3/2|b|1/2|c|3/2|d|1/2 gagbgcgdHLaa
a,b,c,d)EA N

where g. are the Gaussian independent variables in (1.3),

(84 AR(abed) = bl (o)l v

and
(8.5) An(4) = {(a,b,c,d) € Z4|O < |al, |bl,c|,|d] < Nya+b+c+d=0}.

Lemma 8.1. We have Z(a,b,c,d)er\, ‘ap/z‘,(f;f)ﬁ?g;%fd‘l/Q A (a,b, ¢, d)gagvgcga = 0
where:

By = {(a,b,c,d) € An(4)|0 <lal, [b], |c],|d]| < N(1 —€)}
for any N € N, € > 0.

Proof. Notice that in the case sign(b) - sign(d) < 0 we have:

lc + d|sign(d) |a + b|sign(b)
a|3/2|b[1/2]¢[3/2|d| /2 |a|3/2[b|1/2|c|3/2|d|/2

A (a,b,c,d) +

A (e,d,a,b) =0.

Hence we can assume that sign(b) = sign(d). By the condition a+b+c+d =0 we
get that at least one of the following occurs: either sign(b) # sign(a) or sign(c) #
sign(d). In any case we have |a 4+ b| = |c + d| < N(1 — ¢€) and hence we conclude
by the cut—off properties of ¢ that A% (a,b,c,d) = 0.

(I

Lemma 8.2. We have

|c + d|sign(d) . B In N
H Z |a|3/2|b|1/2|c|3/2|d|1/2AN(a‘vbacv d)gagbgcgd”[,i _O( T)_FO(E%

(a,b,c,d)E€CS,
where:
Cy ={(a,b,c,d) € Ay(4)| max{|al,|c|} > N(1 —¢€)}
for every N € Nje > 0.

Proof. We will only treat the case |a| > N(1 —¢) (for |c¢| > N(1 — €) the same
argument works). Notice that by the cut—off property of ¥ we can work on the set
Cyn{lal>NA—-¢e)}n{la+b =lc+d >N(1—-e}

We argue as in Lemma 5.2 and we split C§ = C5 U (f;vc When we sum on the set
éjv then we can combine an orthogonality argument with Proposition 3.1 and with

the identity d = —a — b — ¢, and we are reduced to:
1 la + b+ | 1
Z_ |al?|b|c] Z_ |al[b]]c? Z_ |al?[b]]c]
la|>N(1—¢) la|>N(1—e¢) la|>N(1—e€)
0<[bl,|e|<N 0<b];|c|<N 0<b];|c|<N
1 1 1
+ —5 s T —=r e T SNEIENTING]
Zf |al?[b]|c[? Zf |af?|c[? Zf |al?[b]|c[?
la]>N(1—¢) la]>N(1—¢) la|>N(1—¢)
0<b];|c|<N 0<[bl,|e|<N 0<b];|c|<N
In N
= 0(—).

Concerning the sum on CY° we work on the set:
N

{(av a, —a, —CL)||CL| # 0} U {(CL, bv —a, _b)v |a| # |b|} U {(CL, bv _bv _a)v |a| # |b|})
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Notice that

|a + b|sign(—b) .
|a[3/2b]1/2|a|3/2]b[1/2 Ay (a,b,—a,—b)+

ja+blsign(s) .
|a|3/2|b|1/2|0|3/2|d|1/2 N

(—a,—b,a,b) =0

and hence we have to consider the sum on the set:

{(a7 a, —a, _a)”al 7é O} U {(av b7 _b7 _a)7 |a| 7é |b|}

We can conclude by combining the Minkowski inequality with the following esti-

mates: . | b|
a—+
Z W+ Z |a|2]b]2
2|a|>N(1—e¢) 0<|al,|b|<N
la|>N(1—¢)
|a+b|>N(1—¢)
1 1 1 In N
< O(=—= —_— —— = 0(—— O(e).
SO+ 2 EpEt 2 g~ O+ 00
0<|b|<N 0<|b|<N
N(1—e)<|a|<N N(l—e)<|a|<N

Lemma 8.3. We have

| + d|sign(d) . B
> al3/2|b|1/2|c|3/2|d|1/2 Al (a,b,¢,d)gagvgcga =0,

(a,b,c,d)€DS,
where:
Dy = {(a,b,c,d) € An(4)|0 < |a|, |e| < N(1 —€), max{|b|,|d|} > N(1 —€)}
for every N € N, e > 0.

Proof. Arguing as in Lemma 8.1 we can assume that sign(b) = sign(d), and also
by the cut-off property of 1. we can restrict to the set |a +b| = |c+d| > N(1 —¢).
We claim that DS N {sign(b) = sign(d)} N {la+ b > N(1 —¢)} = 0, and it will
conclude the proof. We can assume b,d > 0 (the case b,d < 0 can be treated in
a similar way). This implies that 0 < min{b,d} < N(1 —¢). In fact in case it is
not true then we get b+ d > 2N (1 — €) which implies |[a + ¢| = b+ d > 2N(1 — ¢),
and it is in contradiction with 0 < |al,|c|] < N(1 —¢€). We assume for simplicity
0 < b < N(1—¢€). Moreover by the condition |a + b] > N(1 — ¢) we get (since
la] < N(1 —¢€) and 0 < b < N(1—¢€)) a > 0. By combining a+b+c+d =10
and a,b,d > 0, we get ¢ < 0. Hence we have |c| = a + b+ d and it is absurd since
0<l|c|<N(l—-¢€eanda+b+d>d>N(1—e¢).

O

Proof of Proposition 8.3. The proof of (8.1) follows by combining Lemma 8.1, 8.2
and 8.3. Concerning the proof of (8.2) first notice that

(2.6) || / (Sa)2(1d = 52)(S 9S00 on

sign(a)sign(b)sign(d
S Y Akabed s Osionld) gl
(@b ey () |a[1/2[b]1/2|c[*/2|d| B
where A% (a,b,c,d) and An(4) are defined in (8.4) and (8.5). Next (following
Section 3) we split An(4) = An(4) U A% (4), where:

An(4) ={(a,b,¢c,d) € Ax(4)|a # —b,a # —c,a # —d, b # —c,b# —d,c # —d}
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Ay (4) = {(a,a, —a, —a)lla| # 0}
U {(av ba —a, _b)a |CL| 7£ |b|}
U {(av b7 _b7 _a)7 |a| 7é |b|})7

(notice that we have excluded the vectors (a, —a, b, —b) that in principle belong
to An(4), but due to the cut-off property of 1. they give a trivial contribution
in the sum in (8.6)). When we consider the sum on Ay (4), and we recall that
A% (a,b,c,d) =0 when |c+d| < N(1—¢), then by orthogonality and Proposition 3.1
we are reduced to:

1 1
————— < O(In* N) -
[allblcP[d] IRCEE
0<|al,[bl,|c|,|d|<N 0<]c|,|d|<N(1—¢)
la+b|=|c+d|>N (1—¢) le-pd|> N (1—e)
+om*N) Y L 3 1
0<|c],|d|<N |C|3|d| 0<|c|,|d|<N |a||b||cl3|d|
le|>N(1—¢) |d|>N(1—¢)
le+d|>N(1—¢) la+b|=|c+d|>N(1—e¢)

The first and second terms on the r.h.s. are O(lr‘ij) (in particular the first term is

estimated by Lemma 3.3 in [24]). Concerning the third sum we can estimate it by

SOy m Y

n>N(1—e) 0<|al,]b|<N 0<|c|<N
|a+b|=n N(1—e)<|d|<N
le+d|=n

and since by elementary considerations

> i
lal|b] ~ n

0<|al,|b|<N
|a+b|=n

, we can continue the estimate above:

1 1
NP DR D e R DR -

n>N(l—e)  0<[|c|<N 0<|c|<N

N(1—e)<|d|<N N(1—e)<|d|<N
|e+d|=n le+d|>N(1—¢€)
1
< L _ o
0<CZ<N |c[?|d]

N(1—e)<|d|<N

Concerning the sum on flfv(él) we can apply the Minkowski inequality and we get:

1 1 In N
Z |a|3+ Z la]b]2 ( N )+ O(e),
2la|>N(1—¢) 0<]al,|b|<N

|a+b|>N(1—¢)
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where the estimate of the second term is obtained as follows:

1 1 1
. < -
(57 X TEES, 2 @Y, 2 TiE

0<|al,|b|<N 0<|al,|b|<N(1—e 0<|al,|b|<N
|a+b|>N(1—¢) la+b|>N(1—¢) |b|>N(1—¢)
la+b|>N(1—¢)
1 In N
= O0(——) + O(e).

0<|b|<N
N(1—e)<|a|<N
la+b|>N(1—¢)
Here we have used Lemma 3.3 in [24] to estimate the first term on the r.h.s. The
proof of (8.3) is similar.
O

We shall also need the following estimates.

Proposition 8.4. We have the following estimates:

I [(80P(HSe.)l(1d = S2)(SeSenlliaaus = O ) + O,
I [(se9Hi1d = $)(SeSenall s ) = Ol S5 + OV

I [ (5SS el(1d ~ (S eSoe)lia(aus = O S) + O,

In N

I [(80PHISeutd = S)(SeSenllinans = O T5) + OWE)

I [(S0PHISe(1d - $2)(SeSea)ullzataus = 04 S) + 02,

Proof. We focus on the first estimate (the others can be treated by the same argu-
ments as below). We have to prove

sign(e)T'5 (a, b, ¢, d, e)
(8.8) I 9agvgcgade| L2
(a,b,c,d,ez)eAN(5) [aB/2[b372|c| 2] d 372|172 )

= 0(y/ 5 + 0(Ve)

where I'§(a,b,c,d,e) and An(5) are defined in (5.7) and (5.8). Next we split
An(5) = An(5) U A (5) (see (5.9)) and we get by Proposition 3.1

sign(e)T' (a, b, ¢, d, e) 9
(89) H( , dz)jl (5) |a|3/2|b|3/2|C|1/2|d|3/2|e|1/2gagbgcgdgeHLi
a,b,c,d,e)€EAN

1
< S —
N 2 |al*[bf[el|d|?[e]

0<lal,[b],|e[,|d],|e| <N

|d+e|>N(1—¢)
1 1
< ). -
SC 2w (2 e
lal,|b],]c|<N |d|,le]<N

|a+b+c|>N(1—€) |d+e|>N(1—e€)
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(here the constraint |d + e| > N(1 — €) comes from the cut—off ¢.). Next notice
that

1
(8.10) Z e

|d],le] <N
|d+e|>N(1—¢)

< — + -+
0<d|,|ez<:zv<1—e> el |d>%<:1_6) |df[e] N(l_;dw [df3e]
|d+8‘>]_v(1*€) ‘d+€_|>N(175) |d+e\>N(1:€)

= 05X +0(0)

where we have used Lemma 3.3 of [24] to estimate the first term on the r.h.s. By
a similar argument

1 In N

lal,[o],lc|l<N
la+b+c|>N(1—¢)

Hence the Lh.s. in (8.9) can be estimated by 0(1“]\2,2]\7) + O(€?). Next we consider
the set

(8.11) A o = {(a,b,¢,d,¢) € Ax(5)]a = —b}.

By Proposition 3.2 we can estimate the sum on the set jlfv,a:—b N{(a,b,c,d,e)||la+
b+cl>N(1—¢€} by

Z 1 1 1 1 L
|a|3( 2 |C||d|‘°’|€|)2 SVl 2 |d|‘°’|e|)2
0<|a|<N |d+e|>N(1—¢), |d+e|>N(1—¢),
0<d],e| <N.N(1—e)]e| <N 0<d],|e|<N

(the condition |c¢| > N(1 — €) comes from a + b+ ¢ = ¢ on the set a = —b), and by
(8.10) we can continue the estimate

In N

- £ O(AIOG) 5) + OV,

We can treat the sum on Afv,a:ﬂ; by the following estimates:

1 1 3 1 |1
T - < pl
0<;<N |“|2(|d+e>zzv:<1—e> CREEEI (d+e|>zzv<1_e> T
- 0<ldl.le]<N 0<|dl,le]<N
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where we used again (8.10). Concerning the sum on A% ,__,, we are reduced to
the estimate:

(8.12) 3 #( 3 m)%

0<|a|<N la+b+c|>N(1—¢)
0<|d|<N

1 1 3 1 1/2
<y L L yhy e
0<%:<N al a+b+c|Z>:N<1e> CRERE (|a+b+cz>:zv<1e> CREEEEY

le+d|>N(1—¢) le+d|>N(1—¢)
0<lel,|d|<N(1—¢) d|>N(1—e)

1 1 1/2
+ T T7121 11 141 1 .
O<|aZ|<N jal (|a+b+§N(1€) |b|3|c||d|4|€|)

le+d|>N(1—¢)
N(—o)<le|<N

Notice that the first two terms on the r.h.s. give a contribution O(lerN) (in par-

ticular to estimate the first term we used Lemma 3.3 in [24]). Concerning the last
term, due to the fact a = —d and | —d+ b+ ¢| > N(1 —¢), it can be controlled by

1 1 1/2
2wl 2 R

0<|a|<N |a+b+c|>N(1—e
le+d|>N(1—¢)
Na-o< e < N

1 1 1/2
< > Vet X pEgar) | = OWAIoG )+ O(Ve).
|al []3]cl|d] N
0<]a|<N |—d+b+c|>N(1—e¢)
At the last step we have used the estimate

1 In N

- —0 O(——
2 e OO
|—d+b+c|>N(1—c)

that in turn follows by splitting the constraint in four subdomains given by:

{|=d+b+cl > N(1=e),[d], [b], |c] < N(1=e)}, {|=d+b+c| > N(1=¢), |d| > N(1=€)},

{l—d+b+e|>NA—e),b| > N1—e)},{|—d+b+ec|>N1—e),]c| > N1—e)}.

The sum on the first constraint can be estimated by Lemma 3.2 in [25], the estimate
on the second and third one are trivial, and the last one gives a contribution O(e).
Concerning the sum on A?V)a:_e, notice that the constraint |d +e| > N(1 —¢) is
equivalent to |d — a| > N(1 — €) and hence we are reduced to treat:

1 1 1
519 2wl 2 )

0<|a|<N |[d—a|>N(1—¢
0<|bl,[el,ld[<N

1 1 1 .1 In N
<VInN( Z W+ Z W( Z W)Q)ZO( N )-

la|>N(1-€)/2 la]<N(1—€)/2 |dI>N(1—¢€)/2
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On the set AN b—_. the constraint |a + b+ ¢| > N(1 — €) becomes |a] > N(1 —¢)
and hence the estimate follows by

1 1 1 In N
5 ——r) . = O(——).
Z |b|2( Z | |3|d|3|e|) ( N )
0<|b|<N la|>N(1
0<|d|, \e|<N
Notice that the sum on the sets "Zlf\/,b:—d and flf\,’b:_e are similar to the sum on
~§V,a:— 4 and -/Zlfv,azfea that have been already treated. Next we focus on the sum

on the set "Z(?V@:fd' In this case the constraint |a + b+ ¢/ > N(1 — €) becomes
la+b—d| > N(1—¢) and we are reduced to estimate

1 1 1
0<|d|<N la+b—d|>N(1— e)
0<|d|,|e|<N

<ViN( > oy > =0 =8,

|d|? |al3[b]? N
|d|>N(1-¢)/2 la-+b|=N(1-c)/2

The last sum to be considered is on the set Af\,ﬁczfe, where the constraint |d+e| >
N(1 —€) can be rewritten as |d — ¢| > N(1 —€), hence we conclude by the following
estimates:

1 1 1 1 1
Z = Z 3(,3d3)2S Z ( Z 2d3)2
0<|c|<N e 0<|al,|b|,lcl,|d|<N lal?[b1%]d| 0<|c|<N(1—¢) 0<|d|<N Jel?ld]

a |d—c|>N(1—¢) a |d—c|>N(1—¢)

1 1 1

+ Z le| < Z ( Z |c|? |d|3)2
N(1—e€)<|c|<N 0<|c|<N(1—e) 0<|d|<N(1—e¢)
|d—c|>N(1—¢)

+ Y X m)ﬁo&):m

0<|c|<N(1—e) |d|>N(1l—¢)
|d—c|>N(1—¢)

)+ 0(e),

-

where we used Lemma 3.3 in [25] to estimate the first sum on the r.h.s.

Proposition 8.5. We have the following estimates:

1
4 2 _
I ]S (1d= 5SS 20200 = Ol )
Proof. We have to show
sign(f)A(a,b, ¢, d, e, f)gaggegagedy 1
8.14 - 2 = 0(—= s
BN A PR e 1 = O
where:
. _a b c d e f 5 |e+ fl

AN(avbvcvdvevf)—w(N)ewe(N)we(N)we(N)we(N)we(N)[l Ve (—)]

and

'AN(G) = {(aabv Cy daea f) € ZG|O < |a|a |b|7 |C|a |d|a |€|, |f| < N,a—l—b—|—c—|—d—|—e—|—f = 0}
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By the Minkowski inequality and by the cut—off property of 1. we can estimate the
Lh.s. in (8.14) by

1

(8.15)

(a)b7c7d)§f:)eAN(6) |al3/2[b]3/2|c|3/2|d[3/2|e]/2| f|1/2
|a+b+c+d|>N(1—€)

1 1

< E =0(—=)

= 372151372\ -13/21713/21013/2
o<tal ol ergd el < 01721012l 2]d] el VN
la+b+c+d|>N(1—e€)

where we used |a+b+c+d| > N(1—¢) implies max{|al, |b|, ||, |d|} > N/4(1—¢). O

Proof of Proposition 8.2. For simplicity we denote G = G% and S = S§, then we
get for a general function v

(8.16) G(v) = E3/2(S) + (|01 %a/2 — 1150]1%5,2)
where

8.17 E = ||ul|? Sl 4 1 Hu,)?
(5.17) s2(0) = Nl — ([ Suul + Su(Hu,)?)

L3 L o L 5
_/(3u Huz—|—4u H(uuz))—20/u.

Arguing as in Proposition 6.2 and by using the notation u(t) = 7y @5 (t)¢ we get:

d

3 1
—(/ ESut(Sgaz)2 + §Sut(’H,Sgaz)2) - (/ 3SpS@, Sty + Sp(HS @, ) HSurs)

1
— / (S@)2SusHS @, — / g(S’cp)?”HSum

1

-3 / (S)Su M (05 00) - / (S H(SurSio)

1 1
- 1/(5@)27'[(5905%@) - Z/(590)45'“15]Sut:(ldez)SapSwz-

Moreover by using the equation solved by wu(t, x) we get:

d
(el -

= /(_H@zz — S(SpSpe))Hprza + / OH(=Hpzz — S(SpSps))zaa

15l %s/2)e=0

F3/2

+ /(’H,Ssﬁzz + S2(S0S e VHS Prws + /SwH(HSwm + S%(SpSYs)) ez
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By properties of H and integration by parts we get:

4
at

- / (—S(SSpa)Hpans + / oH(—S(5050x)) e

(8.19) (1202 — 1Sl /2)e0
+ / (S2(SSn)) HSPune + / SH(S2(S9S0s))rre

=2 / H(—S(59S502))ans + 2 / (S2(S0Sa))HS@ase-

By combining (8.18), (8.19) with (8.16) we deduce that the terms of order three
in the expression % (G(mn®% (t)¢)i—o give a trivial contribution, as the following
computation shows:

cubic terms in (8.18)+ (8.19)

=2 [ GH(-S(Se5 e )ere +2 [ (575500 HS pres

+ / (Id — S*)(SSpr)HS Prwe + / SeH(Id — §?)(S0S¢s)ara
= =2 [ GH(S(SPSp)una +2 [ (8256500 HS puae
+/(5s05s01)7%5s0m+/S<pH(SsDSsom)m

_/SQ(SQPSQPI)HSSDJMJU_/SSDIHSQ(SQDSQDI)MH = 0.

Next by combining again (8.18), (8.19) with (8.16) we compute the contribution to
%(G(m\ﬂlﬁv (t)p)i=0 given by terms of order four:

quartic terms in (8.18)+ (8.19)

== [ 3(0d - $)(8¢80.)(Sp)? ~ 38pSpa(Id - (S¢S en):

= [ 3= $H(S S (HSp. ) - Se(HSpr)H(Id - (S eSp.).
— - [ JUd=8(SeSea) (S0 - [ SU1d - $)(SpS ) (S,
= So(HSpa ) H(Id — S*)(SpSpa)e,

where we used

2 / SpSpa(Id — 5%)(SpSipy)s = / 0, ((Id — $2)/2(SpSip,))? = 0.
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Proposition 8.3 we can estimate the terms above. Next we focus on the quintic

terms:

quintic terms in (8.18)+ (8.19)

- [(802(msea)l(1d - (S¢S - 5 [(SelHiId - $2)(SeSea)

_% / (So)H(SpSwa)[(Id — S?)(SpSpy)]

1

~1 [(SoPHISea1d - $)(SpSen) - | [(SePHISe(Id— 5)(SpSen).)

Notice that those terms can be controlled by Proposition 8.4. Next we notice that

sixth order terms in (8.18)+ (8.19)

__ i / (S)"(Id — S5*)(SpSes)

and they can be controlled thanks to Proposition 8.5.
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