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Abstract

We give a direct construction of invariant measures and global flows for the stochas-
tic quantization equation to the quantum field theoretical ®3-model on the 3-dimensional
torus. This stochastic equation belongs to a class of singular stochastic partial dif-
ferential equations (SPDEs) presently intensively studied, especially after Hairer’s
groundbreaking work on regularity structures. Our direct construction exhibits invari-
ant measures and flows as limits of the (unique) invariant measures for corresponding
finite-dimensional approximation equations. Our work is done in the setting of distri-
butional Besov spaces, adapting semigroup techniques for solving nonlinear dissipative
parabolic equations on such spaces and using methods that originated from work by

Gubinelli et al on paracontrolled distributions for singular SPDEs.
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1 Introduction

The present paper undertakes a new and direct construction of global solutions with
general initial conditions and the invariant measure for a nonlinear stochastic partial
differential equation (stochastic quantization equation) associated with the <I>§—model of

quantum field theory on a torus. To understand the origins of the problem and present
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some motivation for the study of the ®3-model, let us shortly recall the origins of quantum
field theory and the motivations for the construction of quantum field models.

The origins of quantum field theory have to be found already at the beginning of
quantum theory. In fact the considerations which lead M. Planck at the beginning of
last century to the introduction of the basic “quantum of action” (expressed by Planck’s
constant /) were based on a phenomenon (“black body radiation”) involving the electro-
magnetic field (described by Maxwell’s equations). Quantum theory evolved first (1924-25)
as a physical theory, different from classical mechanics, for the description of phenomena
characterized by a dependence on h, typical of the world of atoms and molecules. Later
it found its well-known mathematical formulation in terms of operators acting in Hilbert
spaces (see e.g. [83] [84] [86l [85]). Already in 1927, M. Born, W. Heisenberg and P. Jordan
considered an analogue of quantum mechanics where the particles are replaced by fields.
This was quite natural since a field (e.g. the classical electromagnetic field) in any bounded
space-time domain after a decomposition in Fourier components can be looked upon as an
infinite system of oscillators, susceptible to be quantized as mechanical particles perform-
ing oscillations. In the same year P. Dirac gave the first physical discussion of a quantized
electromagnetic field in interaction with quantized particles (see e.g. [65][66]). Soon it was
realized that divergences arise in trying to compute quantities of physical interest. This is
largely due to the fact of having to do with an infinite-dimensional quantum system which
evolves according to the laws of relativity theory. Despite the fact that quantum mechanics
of finite systems of non-relativistic particles found a mathematical formulation quite early,
the extension to the case of quantum fields took a lot of time and in some sense is still
an open problem. However, in the case without interaction (“free field case”) a suitable
setting was found through the Fock space representation (since the 30s) and (since the
60s) the isomorphic Friedrichs-Segal representation of Fock spaces as an L2-space with
respect to a suitable Gaussian measure on the space of real maps from the space variables
to the real numbers. The singularities of this measure coupled with the nonlinearity of the
interaction makes difficult the treatment of the inclusion of interactions. These difficulties
lead in the 50s on one hand to the physical theory of renormalization, on the other hand to
the development of “axiomatic settings”, trying to fix a minimal set of requirements for a
theory or a model to be acceptable. Up to the present no model satisfying all requirements
has been found for the case where the dimension d of space-time is 4. In the case where
d < 3 some nontrivial models satisfying all requirements have been constructed, as part
of the area of research developed in the 60s-70s known under the name of “constructive
quantum field theory” (see e.g. [7], [16], [44], [61], [02]). The ®3-model, which we discuss
in the present paper, belongs to this area, more precisely to the class of models which can
be looked upon as quantized versions of a classical nonlinear partial differential equation

of the form
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(1) £0(6,8) = (B = md) 6(1,) = V/(6(0, ).



Here mg > 0 is a constant, ¢ and & are time and space variables, respectively, t € R,
Z € R?, 0 € NU{0}, ¢ takes real values, V is a real-valued differentiable map on R
expressing the nonlinearity of the equation. More precisely, —V’(¢) is the nonlinearity for
the equation. In the ®% case we have o = 2, V(y) = Ay* for some A > 0 (more general
models have been discussed for ¢ < 1, where V' can be of the lower bounded polynomial,
trigonometric on exponential-type (see e.g. [4], [1I, [2], [30], [44] and [86])). (1) is called
Klein-Gordon equation (with mass mg and nonlinearity given by V'). For the study of
(CI) and similar classical nonlinear PDEs see, e.g. [19] and [95]. It is a prototype of
relativistic local equations, in as much as it can be looked upon as a local perturbation
by the V-term of the relativistic linear equation expressed by (LI) for V' = 0 (the linear
Klein-Gordon equation, which is obviously relativistic covariant, since it only involves the
relativistic operator [0 = 8722 — Az).

The quantum field ®, corresponding to the classical field ¢ satisfying (LI) has been
realized in the models mentioned above as an operator-valued distribution, satisfying all
requirements of a relativistic quantum field theory in space-time dimension d :=oc+1 <3
(as mentioned above, the most interesting case where d = 4 is still out of reach, despite
several partial results, see, e.g [14], [31], [34], [52] and [93]).

A common construction of @, for all d < 3 (within the above mentioned “constructive
quantum field theoretical approach) is by probabilistic methods, where one first constructs
a generalized random field @, (where Eu stands for “Euclidean”) defined as the coordinate
process to a probability measure pp, (depending on mg and V') on the probability space
Q = S'(R?%), with its Borel o-algebra. The measure up, is invariant under the (full)
Euclidean group Fj acting on S’(R%). ®g, is thus Ez-homogeneous (stationary). All
axioms of Euclidean field theory are satisfied, and from the moments functions of pg,
(which have been shown to exist) one can find, by a suitable analytic continuation, a set
of functions, called Wightman functions, which characterize the relativistic quantum field
®, corresponding to ®g,. These ®, are “nontrivial” in the sense that they differ both
physically and mathematically from the corresponding quantities for V=0 (see e.g. [21],
[44] and [92]).

Let us indicate briefly how the structure (®gy, tEy) is constructed in the cases o = 1,2
(for the more elementary but also instructive case ¢ = 0 (nonlinear quantum oscillator)
see [27], [82] and [94]). pg, is obtained by a double limit, introducing both a space-time
cut off (also called “infrared cut-off”) and a regularization cut-off (“ultraviolet cut-off”).
The first is realized either by considering the interaction-term only for (%, ?) in a bounded
region A of R%, and putting appropriate boundary conditions on OA for the space-time
Laplacian in R? (with Euclidean metric), or by replacing R? itself by a d-dimensional
torus T¢. The ultraviolet cut-off is realized in two steps: first by plainly replacing in
the interaction term the coordinate variable by a regularized version of it (e.g. through

convolution with a mollifier, depending on a parameter € > 0); the second step consists in



introducing appropriate renormalization counterterms as we shall see. As a result of the

first step one has then a family of probability measures pj . on S’ (RY) of the form
(1.2) fia < (dw) = Z&ie— Jp Viwe (t’f))dtdf,uo(dw)

where w € Q = S'(RY), Q denoting the probability space (w plays the role of ®g,); o is
the probability measure corresponding to the case where in ([LIl) we have V' = 0, which
is Nelson’s free field measure pg on S'(R%), i.e. the Gaussian measure with mean 0 and
covariance operator (—A + m2)~! in L?(R?), respectively when A is the torus T, in
L*(T) (and then pg can be seen as a measure on S’(A)) (see, e.g. [44], [51], [52], [76],
[77] and [92]). To keep in touch with suggestive notations of the physical literature pg is

heuristically given by a normalization times

exp <_% / (W2 (t, &) + |Vw(t, T)|* + miw?(t, a?’)]dtdf) [[dw(t.2).

t,@

Za. in (L2) is a normalization constant. Note that (¢, Z) are meant to run over RY resp.
T?, in the former case it is the pg, which corresponds to V' = 0 in (II). As it stands
the limit of pp . for € | 0 (removal of the regularization given by € > 0) does not exist
even when V has a simple form, e.g. V(y) = A\y*/4 for y € R with a constant A > 0 (this
model is called ®4-model). For d = 2 a replacement of w?(t, Z) by the Wick ordered power
: wi(t, ) : to we(t,T) (renormalization by Wick ordering; for Wick ordered powers see,
e.g. [29], [77] and [92]) suffices, in the sense that the moments of the measure

Zgi exp <—%/A Wit 1) dtd:ﬁ) po(dw)

(Z), being again a suitable normalization constant), converge as ¢ | 0 to the moments of
a probability measure py on S'(R?). Moreover, (for A\/m?2 small enough, “weak coupling
case”) the latter moments converge as A 1 R? to the moments of a probability measure yg,
on S'(R?). ugy is singular with respect to po, whereas p was still absolutely continuous
with respect to pg. For these and other results on the @%-model, including its relevance
as yielding a model of relativistic quantum fields, see e.g. [9], [37], [44], [51] and [92].

Remark 1.1. Let us make two side remarks:

(i) for d <2 other interesting models have been constructed, e.g. for V a lower bounded
polynomial (see e.g. [44] and [92]), or V of exponential or trigonometric type (see
e.g. [0/, [61] and references therein),

(ii) the ®3-model and related ones are also relevant for other areas of research, like

condensed matter physics (Allen-Cahn model of phase separation), image analysis,
hydrodynamics, or nonlinear phenomena (see e.g. [3], [69)], [38], [88]).



The construction of a corresponding <I>§-model is more complicated and less detailed
results have been established. The main difference in the construction with respect to the
one for the @%—model is that the renormalization needed to obtain ps (from f o) involves,
besides Wick ordering, the insertion of a divergent second order “mass renormalization”
term and to perform the limit € | 0 more detailed estimates had to be established. Basic
steps for this were made by J. Glimm [42] and J. Glimm and A. Jaffe [43], who developed
a Hamiltonian approach (see also [44], [45] and [46]). J. Feldman constructed the moments
of a measure corresponding to s, A being now a bounded subset of R? (see [32]).

The proof of convergence of the moments of 1 as A T R? to the moments of a Euclidean
®3-measure g, is also more indirect, but it has been achieved in [33], [70] and [90], for
the model defined by replacing in the expression for pip . in (I2]) the term

3/ cwi(t, @) : dtdz
4 Ja

by
A

. /A Wi(t, @) + ale, \w?(t, 7)|dtdz,

with a(g, A) := —aXe 1+ BA? In(e~!) + o, with suitable constants «, 8 and for A > 0,0 € R
(cf. [44]). In these references it is then shown that for o sufficiently large compared to
A (“weak coupling”) the moments of . converge as ¢ | 0, A 1 R3 to the moments of a
unique probability measure up. The limit satisfies the axioms of a Kuclidean model and
by analytic continuation a relativistic model is obtained. pg is non-Gaussian, its moments
have an asymptotic expansion in powers of A to all orders [23], its Borel summability is

also proven [70]. On the other hand, non-uniqueness of the limit for sufficiently small o is
shown in [36].

Remark 1.2. Another approach was developed in [80] for the case where A is the 3-
dimensional torus and pg is looked upon as a probability measure on the corresponding
S'(A) space. On the basis of estimates in [80] (Theorem 1.1(c), Theorem 3.5) and [32]
(Theorem 1d) it is arqued to be unique. The coincidence of the limits when A = [—L, L)%,
L 1 oo, (extending functions on A periodically with period (2L)?) of the moments of jia
defined in [80)] with the moments of the Euclidean invariant measure pg, discussed in [33)]
and [T0] in the “weak coupling case” is only hinted to in [SO]. Another result on the ®3-
model on the 3-dimensional torus is in [81)], where the homogeneous term %@4 is replaced
by 2904 —0p? — pp, with o > 0, € R. Here a corresponding iy is constructed by first
replacing the A by a lattice As of mesh 6 > 0, then letting 6 — 0, and showing (Corollary
4.3) the convergence of the moments of pa, to the moments of a unique limit measure fiy.
fip is then studied in the limit A 1 R® and brought in contact with the above Euclidean
measure jigy (on S'(R3), as discussed in [33] and [70]), in the case where o is sufficiently

large compared to A (which corresponds to the above weak coupling case). Further results

on the ®3-model are presented, e.g. in [10], [18], [20], [24), [25], [75] and [93].



Recent important developments initiated by M. Hairer [53] are concerned with the
construction of an SPDE of the heuristic form (L3]) below, and as such being related, in
the case where V(y) = A\y*/4 (y € R and A > 0) with the heuristic expansion for the
probability measure pug, of the Euclidean approach to the q)é—model, in the sense that
UEy 18 a candidate for an invariant measure for the solution of (L3]) for such a V. The
general idea of considering an SDE having a measure of interest as an invariant measure
goes back to work by G. Parisi and Y. S. Wu [79]. In the context of quantum field theory
this has taken the name of “stochastic quantization method”. For the case of the structure
(Pgy, pEu) associated to the classical equation (I the stochastic quantization method
yields the equation

(1.3) dX, = (A —md) X, — V'(X,)]dt + dW,

where dW; is a Gaussian white noise in the new 7 € [0, 0o)-variable and in the old space-
time variables (t,7) € R x R = R%, relative to which A is taken. Thus X, (¢,Z) is for
any given 7 thought as a random field in the Euclidean space-time variables (¢,Z). T
is thought as a “computer time”. Heuristically, assuming that the solution flow to (L3)
exists and is ergodic one can compute ppy-averages like [ Fdpg,, for suitable integrable F',
from limits of T-averages % fOT F(X,)dr as T — oo. This program has been implemented
mathematically for d =1 and V, e.g. of the type of those in the <I>fl-model, in [63] where
existence and uniqueness of solutions of (IL3]) and their properties have been discussed (see
also [67]).

In the case d = 2 correspondingly as for the construction mentioned above of a Eu-
clidean measure for models over R?, one achieves the construction of solutions of (IL3)) for
V, e.g. of the form V(y) = \y*/4 for y € R with A > 0 (or more generally for the class
mentioned in Remark E@, by suitably modifying the nonlinear term V' in (L3). E.g.
for the above quartic V one replaces —AX?2 in (L3) by a Wick ordered version —\ : X3 :
of it. The first solution by a Wick ordered version of the so modified (L3]), both on a
2-dimensional torus and on R? has been realized in [I3] by the method of Dirichlet forms
(see also [22] and [71]) (solutions are here in the weak probabilistic sense), for quasi-every
initial conditions. Solutions in a strong sense have been obtained by other essentially
analytic methods in [29]. In [28] G. Da Prato and A. Debussche introduced the method
of exploiting the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process Z, associated with the linear part in (L3))
and replacing the process of Z, arising from the nonlinear term in X, = (X, — Z;) + Z;
by corresponding Wick powers; this method has been extended to more singular SPDEs
by Hairer and Gubinelli, see below. In [28] ergodicity results for the solution process have
been obtained. See also [12] for a survey of results on the stochastic quantization equa-
tion for the ®3-model and discussion of uniqueness problems. For a proof of restricted
Markov uniqueness of dynamics associated with the ®3-model see [87], which uses also
results of [74], [74] providing also a new construction of strong solutions in certain neg-

ative index Besov spaces for this stochastic quantization equation. For a derivation of



the stochastic quantization equation from Kac-Ising models see [35], [41], [57] and [72].
For work on Gaussian white noise driven PDEs related to other models of quantum fields
in 2-dimensional space-time see [§], [5] and [59]. Let us also add that much work has
been done on related SPDEs with more regular noise and having as a common invariant
measure the ®3-measure p (see [22], [64] and the references in [12]).

The situation with the stochastic quantization of the <I>§-model remained open for a
long time, except for a partial result in [II] until the ground breaking work by M. Hairer
[53156]. Hairer’s methods are essentially PDE’s ones in spaces of generalized functions (C*
with « negative) and are rooted in Gubinelli’s extension of T. Lyons’ rough path methods
to the case of multidimensional time [47,[48]. Hairer’s break through in producing solutions
of the stochastic quantization equation to the @é—model (which following his work is also
named (equation of the) dynamical ®3-model) generated an intensive activity in the area
of singular SPDE;, also for other SPDEs, in particular using Gubinelli’s adaption of the
method of paracontrolled distributions for SPDEs (see e.g. [26], [40], [49] and [50]).

We shall limit ourselves here to mention work specifically related to the ®i-model. The
original work by Hairer proved the existence of local (in time) solutions of (L3)) on the
3-dimensional torus T3, after a renormalization procedure inspired by the one used for the
construction of the ®3i-measure ug,, in the weak coupling case. The space on which the
solutions are located is a C'®-space, for any o € (—2/3,—1/2), of generalized functions,
for initial conditions which are also in the same C'®. Various approximation results for
the solutions have been derived subsequently, see [60] (from other interaction terms) and
[54], [96] (from a lattice approximation). The local well-posedness of (L3]) on T? has also
been proved successively by other methods (see [68]). Existence and uniqueness of local
solutions on T2 have been obtained in [26] by the method of paracontrolled distributions.
The extension to local solutions of (L3]) on R? (the case associated with the original resp.
Euclidean model) was discussed in [58] and [54] by introducing suitable weights. The
extension from local to global solutions in the case of T? is discussed in [53], and in [73]
by an interplay of the paracontrolled approach in [50] with Bourgain’s method, exploiting
the presence of the candidate for an invariant measure, namely the weak coupling case
®3-measure as discussed in [25]. It is asserted in the abstract of [73] that the existence of
invariant measures follows from the proven uniform bounds on solutions “via the Krylov-
Bogoliubov method” (details are not given in the paper). For the relation of such invariant

measures with “the ®3j-measure” of quantum field theory see [54] and [73].

Remark 1.3. (i) In [53] a method for establishing the strong Feller property of pro-
cesses associated with SPDEs of the form (I.3) is presented. In particular, the
strong Feller property of the process of the stochastic quantization equation on T3
constructed in [54)] and [73] is established, for initial data of suitable regularity.

(ii) To the best of our knowledge, all papers discussing invariant measures for the stochas-

tic quantization equation (over R® and T2) use a “ @%—measure 7 as presented in con-



structive quantum field theory, rather than constructing them directly; one exception
being [73], in which as we already commented above an invariant measure is con-
sidered to follow from the proven uniform bounds on global solutions in the relevant
Besov spaces. One main aim of the present paper -and of the partly related paper
[49] - is precisely to provide a direct construction of invariant measures, see below.

The uniqueness of invariant measures remains open in all approaches.

(iii) [97] introduces a Dirichlet form associated with the solution process of the dynamical
di-model over T3 discussed in [73], whereas [15] relates to work in [11] by associating

a family of positive bilinear forms to the weak coupling ®i-measure on R3.

(iv) Results of the type of those of [87] established for the restricted Markov uniqueness
of the dynamical q)%—model, seem however, to remain open for the q)g—model, both on
T3 and on R3.

In the present paper, we consider the stochastic quantization (L3]) with (¢, Z) € A = T3,
V(y) = Ay*/4 for y € R and A > 0 (®3-model on T3). Differently from other approaches,
we do not consider pointwise initial conditions for the regularized equation, but rather a
family of finite-dimensional SDEs approximations with their invariant measures as ini-
tial condition. More precisely, we consider the well-defined finite-sum approximation
{pun; N € N} (defined at the beginning of Section M) of the Fourier expansion of the (heuris-
tic) q)g—measure on T3, and discuss the nonlinear stochastic partial differential equations
given by the stochastic quantization of the approximation measures py. Denote by XV
the solution to the finite-dimensional approximation equations with the initial distribution
un. The difference from all other approaches to the study of the stochastic quantization
equation of the q)g—model mentioned above is that in our case the initial distribution of XV
is given by py. In our setting we have then the advantage of being able to exploit the sta-
tionarity of X*V. To construct a limit process we will prove a uniform estimate for { X"},
which implies the tightness of its laws. For this we use Hairer’s reconstruction method of
singular stochastic partial differential equations. The renormalization will appear in the
reconstruction. The tightness yields a limit process for a suitable subsequence of {XV}.
In particular, we obtain the convergence of the marginal distribution of the subsequence,
which is the limit of the subsequence of {uy} in view of the stationarity of X*~. This is
the strategy for our direct construction of an invariant measure and a flow associated with
the ®3-stochastic quantization equation on T3. The strategy seems natural being much in
the spirit of the treatment of stochastic differential equations based on It6 calculus, and in
this sense it is a natural extension of it. This seems to be a natural method also in relation
to the variational approach to SPDEs (for a related approach see [49]). It is expected that
our method can be extended to other singular semilinear SPDEs with Gaussian white
noise, having finite-dimensional approximations with invariant measures. The extension

will be model-dependent and will however require separate estimates.



The organization of the present paper is as follows. The material in Section 2l and [3]is
introductory. Although it is related to [17], [26], [49], [50], [53], [56], [72], [73], [T4] and [75],
many detailed estimates needed for our main results are not to be found in these references.
In Section 2] we give the definition of Besov spaces and the notation of paraproducts.
Paraproducts appear when we consider the partial differential equation reconstructed from
([I3]), and we solve the reconstructed equation in Besov spaces that are useful for our later
deductions. We also prepare some function inequalities, which are applied for obtaining
estimates of each term in the reconstructed partial differential equations. In Section
we introduce the infinite-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process solving the linear part
of the stochastic quantization equation ([3]) and the polynomials associated with this
process. The polynomials of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process also were used in Hairer’s
reconstruction method and related works, and their renormalization is required for proving
the convergence in the Besov spaces which we need in the rest of the paper. In Section
[ we consider the stochastic quantization equations associated to the measures which
approximate the (candidate for a) q)g—measure on T3. This constitutes the main part of
the present paper. We first apply Hairer’s reconstruction method, and obtain a solvable
partial differential equation with random coefficients. Next we prove many estimates for
each term in the partial differential equation and an associated energy functional, which
appears in the typical approach to dissipative nonlinear partial differential equations and
enables us to control the nonlinear terms. In the estimate for the energy functional new
terms appear. So, we reiterate the procedure to be able to estimate the new terms which
appeared, and then keep repeating the procedure until finally obtain a uniform estimate,
which yields the tightness of the solutions to the approximation equations. From this our

main results follow in a natural way.

2 Besov spaces and estimates of functions

In this section, we introduce the Besov spaces relevant for our work, as well as the para-
products and functional inequalities that we shall use. Let A be the 3-dimensional torus,
i.e. (R/27Z) with the natural Lebesgue measure dz induced from the one on R3. Let LP
and W#*P be the corresponding pth-order integrable function space and the Sobolev space
on A, for s € R and p € [1, 00], respectively. Let x and ¢ be functions in C*°([0, c0); [0, 1])
such that the supports of x and ¢ are included by [0,4/3) and [3/4,8/3] respectively,

X +> e@7r) =1, rel0,0),
j=0

©(279r)p(27%r) =0, 7€ 0,00), j,k € NU{0} such that |j — k| > 2,
x(Mp(279r) =0, re[0,00), j€N.



For the existence of x and ¢, see Proposition 2.10 in [I7]. Throughout this paper, we fix
x and ¢. Moreover, even if the constants that will appear in the estimates below depend
on x and ¢, we do not mention explicitly this dependence.

Let S(R3) and S'(R?) be the Schwartz space and the space of tempered distributions
on R3, respectively. For f € D'(A) where D'(A) is the topological dual of C*®°(A), we
can define the periodic extension f € &'(R3) (see Section 3.2 in [89]). By means of
this extension, we define the (Littlewood-Paley) nonhomogeneous dyadic blocks {A;;j €
NU{-1,0}} by setting

Aif@) = [F(x(-DFF)| @),  weA
Aif(a) = |F (e DFF)] @), weA, jeNU{o},

where F and F~! are the Fourier transform and inverse Fourier transform operators, i,e.

F is the automorphism of &'(R?) given by the extension of the map
1
(2%)3/2
where x - £ 1= Z?:l z;&; for © = (w1, 29, 73),& = (£1,&,&3) € R, and F~ ! is the inverse
operator of F, respectively (see Section 1.2 in [I7]). As a family of pseudo-differential

operator, {A;;j € NU{—1,0}} is given by

Aaf=x(V=8)f, 8if=¢(27V/=8)f jeNu{o}
where A is the Laplace operator for the functions on A, i.e.

0? 0? 0?

0= 30 = G [ @l T, g e SR,

We define the Besov norm || - ||p;  and the Besov space By, on A with s € R and
p,r € [1,00] by
~ 1/r
Z 2jsr“Ajf|’EP , 1 €[l,00),
”f”Bg,r = j=—1
sup 2752 flLe, r =00,
JENU{~1,0}

By, ={f € D'(A)|fls;, < oo}

It is easy to see that B)! . C Bj2
81 > s2, p1 > p2 and 71 < 7. It is known that By, = WP for s € R\Z and p € [1,00]. It
is also known that Bj . C B;:l for p € [0,00] and s, s’ € R such that s’ < s (see Corollary

2.96 in [I7]). For simplicity of notation, we denote By ., by B, for s € R and p € [1, o0].

for s1,s2 € R and py,pa,r1,7m2 € [1,00] such that

Next we prepare the notation and estimates of paraproducts by following Chapter 2

in [I7]. Let
j—1
Sif =Y Apf, jeNU{0}.

k=-—1

10



For simplicity of notation, let A_of :=0 and S_1f := 0. We define

(e}

fQg:=Y (SiHAjg, [Og:=9Of,
j=0

Oy =Y Ajf(Ajag+ A9+ A419)
j=-—1

By the definitions of {A;}, {S;}, ), ®, and (&), we have
f9=FQg+ fEg+ f&g
Let fQg = fQg + fGg and Qg = f&g + fOy.

We summarize the fundamental estimates of Besov norms and paraproducts in the
following proposition. Note that here and in the whole paper constants C' appearing on
the right-hand side of estimates are always meant as positive, without mention it.
Proposition 2.1. (i) For s € R and p1,p2,71,7r2 € [1,00] such that py < py and r1 <

2,

11l gy —seim-rimn) < ClifllBg, > S € By

where C' is a constant depending on s.

(ii) For s € R and p,p1,p2,r € [1,00] such that 1/p =1/p1 + 1/p2,

If@gllss, < Clfllemlgls,,. [l geBy,,,

p,r =

where C' is a constant depending on s.

(iii) For s € R, t € (—0,0), and p,p1,p2,7,71,72 € [1,00], such that
1 1 1 1 . 1 1

—=—+4+— and —=minql,—+ —;,
ryo T

it holds that

1£ @9l st < Cllf sy

P1:71

fe B;n,m’ g€ B’

p2,r2?

gl B3

2.2

where C' is a constant depending on s and t.

(iv) For s1,s2 € R such that sy + sy > 0, and p,p1,pa, 7,711,712 € [1,00], such that
1 1 1 1 1 1
S=— 4 — and -=—+—,
p pP1 P2 roorr

it holds that
1FOllgrrra < CUF I, Nollpgz,,, J € Bits 9 € Bk,

P1,7T1 p2,m2

where C' is a constant depending on s1 and ss.
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(v) For s € (0,00), € € (0,1) and p,p1,p2,r € [1,00] such that 1/p =1/p1 + 1/p2,
1£21ss, < Cllfllml|fll . f € L7 By
where C' is a constant depending on s, €, p1, p2 and r.
(vi) For s € (0,00), € € (0,1) and p,r € [1,00],
12085, < CUF ol fllgge, £ €L B

where C' is a constant depending on s, €, p and .

(vil) For s1,s2 € R, p,p1,p2, 7,711,172 € [1,00] such that 1/p = 1/p1 + 1/ps and 1/r =
1/r1 +1/r9 and 6 € (0,1),

6 —0
11l gy sct-oa < A1 SIS o € Byt (B3R,

(viil) For s € R and py,p2,71,72 € [1,00] such that 1 = 1/py +1/p2 and 1 = 1/r1 + 1/ro,

there exists a constant C depending on s, satisfying

[ @g@)s| < Ul lolsg, e € By 9€ B,

(ix) For a € R, B € [0,00), and p,r € [1,00], there exists a constant C' depending on «
and (B, such that

le" fllpg, < CL+E)|fllga2s, [ € By,
> D,

where {et™;t > 0} is the heat semigroup generated by /\ on L*(A;C).

Proof. The proofs of (1)} |(iv)} [(vii)|and |(viii)| are similar to the case of the functions on the
whole space R3. See Proposition 2.71, Theorem 2.85, Theorem 2.80 and Proposition 2.76

in [17] for [(iv)} [(vii)| and |(viii)| respectively. For and , see Proposition
A.7 and A.13 in [73]. By [(iii)] and we have

1£%1l5;,. < IF©fl5;, +21fQf|5;,

< O fllge 1.
Hence, the fact that LPt C W™=Pt C B, ° yields To prove applying
and again, we have
1£%1l5;,. < IF°Qfls;, + 1726f sy, + IfQF|5;,
< CllPlpze g +Cl el 21

4p/3,r :

Hence, and the fact that L? c W52 C By, yield
172083, < ClF Mol fll gsre + ClF a0 fllms,
2p,r D,

p,r T

This inequality implies O

12



Now we prepare some functional inequalities which we shall apply in the proof of our

main theorem.

Lemma 2.2. (i) For 6 € (0,9/16) there exists a constant C' depending on 0 such that
for 6 € (0,1] andf€L4ﬂB15/16

7/8
1711 <3 (U7Ea + 100 ) - +C5797%.

(ii) For 0 € (0,9/16) there exists a constant C' depending on 0 such that for § € (0, 1]
and f € L*N Bl‘r’/16

7/8
12 < (||f||L4 FIAIR /) o0,

4/3

(iii) For 6 € (0,9/16) there exists a constant C depending on 6 such that for § € (0,1]
and f € L*N B15/16

1720 <8 (U1 + 1100 ) + €570
Proof. Let f € L* N BY. By Proposition we have
2/5) £113/5 2/5) £13/5
1£lsg < CULIZE S e < CIAIZE 1A
where C' is a positive constant depending on 6. By applying the fact that
(2.1) ab < 9a'/? + (1-— é)bl/(l_é) <a'/ bl/(l_é), a,b € [0,00), € (0,1)

we have

2/5
151 < € (LA 41150 ) <€ (170 + 15100 )+

Hence, applying (2.1 again, we obtain
Next, we show that holds. By Proposition and and (2] we have

2/5 3/5 4/5 3/5 3/5
17205g,, < CUPITa IS < CUPIE I 1A e

By

< CIAITN I < (ufu”’/5 T Hfuliéi?s)

13/20
<O (Il + 1M ) - +C:

Hence, applying (2.1 again, we obtain
Finally, we show that holds. By Proposition and and (2] we have

17205 < CULIE IS W < CULIE NFIZ NI e
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12 3/5 18/5 9/5
< CIAIE 1A 0 < © (\\fHL4/ Il BU)

9/10
<0 (I + 1) +C.

Hence, applying (2] again, we obtain O

Lemma 2.3. Let a,f € [0,1). Then, for any nongegative measurable function f and
s,t € [0,00) such that s < t, we have

/:(t —v)7¢ (/s”(v - u)—ﬁf(u)du> dv = B(a, B) /st(t — )~ @B+ () dy

where B(a, B) is the beta function with indices o and f3.

Proof. The assertion is obtained by a simple application of Fubini-Tonelli’s theorem on

changing the order of integration. O

The following Propositions 2.4] and are about the estimate of commutators of

paraproducts and the heat semigroup, respectively.

Proposition 2.4. Let a € (0,1), and 5,7y € R and p,p1,p2,p3 € [1,00]. Assume that

1 1 1 1
B+v<0, a+B+v>0, —=—+—+—.
p p1 p2 p3
Then,

I(f ©9)Oh = f(gOM) ggrasr < Cllfllg, 19l g 10|57,

1

for fe By, g€ Bgz and h € By, where C' is a constant depending on «, B, v, p1, p2, 3-

Proof. See Proposition A.9 in [73]. O

In the following we shall need the Fourier expansion of functions in L?(A;C). Let

(f. ) = /A f@)g@dr, f.g e L2(A:C)

where Z is the complex conjugate of z € C. For k € Z3, define e, € L?(A;C) by ex(x) :=
eV=1he /(97)3/2 Then, {ep;k € Z3)} is a complete, orthogonal and normal system of
L?(A;C), and ey, is an eigenfunction of —A + m% acting as a self-adjoint operator (> m%)
in L?(A,C) with pure discrete spectrum consisting of the eigenvalues k% + mg where
k%= Z?:1 ka (with mg > 0 as before, k € Z3). Let 9/ be a nonincreasing C*-function
on [0,00) such that ¥ (r) =1 for r € [0,1] and (M (1) = 0 for r € [2,00), and let ()
be a nonincreasing function on [0, 00) such that ) (r) = 1 for r € [0,2] and & (r) =0
for r € [4,00). We remark that ¢ is not necessary continuous.
For i = 1,2 and N € N define P](\ﬁ) by the mapping from D’(A) to L?*(A;C) given by

PYo = 6O N ka)o® @ N [ka)p® 27N [ks|) (9, ex e

keZ3

14



For n € N, denote {j € Z;|j| < 2"} by Z,,. We remark that the terms in the sum are equal
to 0 unless k € Z?’V 4 for e = 1,2, and hence, P](\;)qb is a real-valued and smooth function
for any ¢ € D'(A). Moreover, it holds that

pPPY = PPy = P

This property is very important in arguments in Section @l The theory of Fourier trans-
forms of periodic distributions (see Section 3.2.3 in [89]) implies that for f € D'(A)

V)= hk){f er)e

keZ3

for any continuous function h such that the right-hand side is an L?(A;C) function. In

particular,
P (@) = 6O @] @) fla) = F 007N )P FF] (2), we A
with the periodic extension fof f, where

YOV =P MavW @ NG @ NIG)). €= (6.6.6) e R

In the rest of the paper, we fix /(! and 1/1(2) and do not mention explicitly dependence
on them, even if the constants that will appear in the estimates below are depending on
them.

Proposition 2.5. For p € (1,00) and s € R, there ezists a constant C),, depending on p
such that

IPD fllss < Cyllfllas
for f€ B, NeNandi=1,2.

Proof. Let f € By and ¢ = 1,2. From the definition of Besov spaces and the commutativity
of P](\;) and A;, we have

(2.2) 1P fllpy =  sup 2% PYA;fl1:
jeNU{-1,0}

Note that for N € N, the total variation of the function & — ¢®(27N|¢|) on R equals 2
In particular, the total variation is uniformly bounded for N € N. In view of Theorem 3

of Section 3.4.3 in [89], there exists a constant C),, depending on p, such that
1PV A; e < Colld;flls, jENU{-1,0}, N€N, feB;.
By this inequality and (2.2]) we obtain the assertion. O

Let {e!®;t > 0} be the heat semigroup generated by A on L?(A;C). Then, we have
the following.
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Proposition 2.6. For a € (—00,1), 3,7 € R such that v > a+ 3, € € (0, max{1,1— a}],
and p,p1,p2 € [1,00] such that 1/p = 1/p1+1/pa, there exists a constant Cy) . depending
on v, v and ¢ such that

[ (P (£ @g) = FE (P53 < Cn et 2 fll el g

for f,g € C*(A), t € (0,00) and N € N, where 1) is defined before, between Proposition
and Proposition [2.3.

Proof. We prove the proposition by following the proofs of Lemmas 2.97 and 2.99 in [I7].

We have, recalling the definition of paraproducts,
D2 (F@g) - O (PY)g)
(2P (851 A5119] = (S A (P)2g) -

—~

tA(P

2

'M8

Il
o

J

We shall now use the notation f as defined as above. Since the supports of F (g’vf)
and FA;;1g are included by {¢ € R3;[¢] < 2771(8/3)} and {¢ € R%2/T1(3/4) < [¢] <
27+1(8/3)} for j € N U {0} respectively, the support of F [(S f) J+1g] is included by
{6 e R31/6 < 277[¢] <20/3} for j € NU{0}. Hence, in view of Lemma 2.69 in [17], it is
sufficient to show that

sup 277 ||t (P2 ((5.1)A19] = (S3) 516 (P2
(2.3) JENU{0}

< C¢(1)7%Et_(7_a_ﬁ)/2”f”Bglﬂ”9”1352-

L

Let p € C*([0,00);]0,1]) such that p(r) = 1 for r € [1/6,20/3] and p(r) = 0 for r ¢
[1/12,40/3]. Define

2 .
hi(€) = e [y @ N )23 g p2lel), € e RP.
Noting that
2 0
APy o= F! <e—t'"2 [ @™ f<z>) . BeC),
and that e'® Py and Aj+1 commute, we have for any j € NU{0}, N € Nand z € A;

e A (P2 [(S51)05119) (2) = (S5 ) (@) Aj e (P 2g(2)
= 7 (hnsF [(855)8559] ) @) = (8 )@ F " (hinsFAsiag) (@)

_ / F )@ =) (S57(0) - 837 (@) Ayag(y)dy.
R3

Since gjvf( + 27k) = gjvf and Ajq9(- + 27k) = &J_\/Hg for k € Z3, we get then

AP (8585 419) (2) = (i) (@) Bg1e (P g ()]
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Z /[0 - f_l(ht,NJ)(x -y — 27T/€) (gj\‘/f(y) — g’]\‘/f'(x)> Aj+1g(y)dy

kez3
1 - . —_—
< kgz:g /0 gt / |z — y| ‘f—l(ht,N,j)(ZE -y — 27Tk:)| ‘Vij((l —7T)r+ Ty)‘ ‘Aj+19(y)‘ drdy

- kgz:g /047T]3 /1 |z |]~'_1(ht,N,j)(z—27Tk:)| ‘@j/f(:E—Tz)‘ ‘A/j;z;(gp_z)‘HA(:E_z)dez‘

Hence, Holder’s inequality applied to the right-hand side yields
(2.4)
1 1
|2 (P S50 A19] = (S50 (@)D ae™ (PP

<> / 0.4n]0 /1 |2F ! (he,n ) (2 — 2mk))| H@J/f( _Tz)HLpl HAJHQ(' _2)

keZ3

drdz.
L2

The periodicity of ﬁ]/f and Aj g implies

|8 =), <IVSifllpn s [Bsaat -2,

o < HAj-l-lgHLpz
for 7 € [0,1] and z € [0,47]3. These equalities and (4] imply

|2 (P (858 19] = (S50 @A ae™ (PP

2.5
2 <Z/ [2F Mt s) (= = 270)] 42 95 o 181190 -
k)eZB 047T

On the other hand, by the integration by parts formula we have

gzjs/w |2 F N hyv ;) (2 — 2nk)| dz
< 8/ min{|z], 21} |~ (he) (2)] dz
=22 et minlel am | [ et [0 oe)]” T igiapte e g
w3/2/ |2 min{|2|, 2}
e [0@ Do) ple Adleos(s - 2) - 11de
7T3/2/ |2|7* min{|z|, 27}
[ o3 (e [ o] s e )| teosts ) - 1
[ oz (et o pesce)] o))
2|7 min{|z|, 27} |cos(€ - 2) — zd€.
[ ming 2] 2} eos(e - 2) — 1] dede

dz

X dz

X dz

L 2V2

7T3/2
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Noting that for & € R3,
/ 12|~ min{|2], 27} |cos(€ - 2) — 1] d2
R3
< 21_5/3/ 12|73 |cos(€ - 2) — 1)/2 dz + 47?/ |z|~4dz
|z|<2m |z|>27

< Ce(1+ [€*/%)

where C; is a constant depending on e, we have

Z/ 2F (heny) (= — 27k) |2
047r

(2.6) kez? )
<. [ e o2 (e [s0e ] )] sl ) |

When 2V < 2773/3, the supports of 1)(!) and p imply that [¢1) 27V \)®3]2 p(277]-]) =
When 2V > 2973/3, an explicit calculation implies that for £ € R? and t € [0, c0)

\A? (5 v |>®3<s>]2p<2-j|s|>>1
4

< O (H1e)" + 1™ +279) ey (@) (27 e)
k=0

where C' is a constant depending on the bounds of derivatives of /(') up to order 4. Hence,

in view of the support of p we have

[ |2 (e [ pe) s dled )| ae

< Ot +27Y) / (1+ [€[2/3)e 17 2 g¢
{€eR3;277|¢]€[1/12,40/3]}

< 02 (t2 + 2—4j)2j(3+26/3)e_t22j /24

where C and Cy are absolute constants. This inequality and (2.6) imply
27 > / 2 F (heyv ) (2 — 27k)|dz < Oy (2 + 274 )20 (+22/3) =124 /24,
k)eZB 0 47'(']

In view of Proposition 2.78 in [I7] we have, on the other hand,
VS fll oy < Ce2I0O 2NV aioessr < CLITO2D T F|| ey
p1
< CLAI 2| oy < CLRO2I | ]
1

where C., CL and C? are constants depending on €. From this inequality, (Z5]) and (27

we obtain

20 H A (PI21(S1£) Ajsrg) - (ij)(gj)Aj_l_letA(P](vl))gg‘ .
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< Oy (8 +279) 20202 £ - 2P | A 1]
< o LTIV (22) 00D/ (1 (12%0)2) 2 f]| o 207 || A g

< Cycqb(l),gt(a—l—ﬁ_wﬂ”f”Bg;rf 297 ”Aj-i-lg”Lpz

where Cdj(l)’5 is a constant depending on Y and e, and C, is a constant depending on
~. Thus, we have proven (23] and this, as we mentioned in relation with (23] suffices for
the proof of Proposition O

3 Infinite-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process

In this section we introduce the relevant infinite-dimensional Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process
and its polynomials. The polynomials of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process appear in the
renormalization and the reconstruction of the stochastic partial differential equation asso-
ciated to the ®3-model.

Let fig be the centered Gaussian measure on D'(A) with the covariance operator
[2(=A 4+ m3)] ™! where mg > 0 as before, and let Z; be the solution to the stochastic

partial differential equation on the 3-dimensional torus A:

(3.1) dZi(z) = dWi(x) — (=A +md)Zy(x)dt, (t,x) € (—o0,00) X A
' Zo(x) ={((z), reAN

where dW;(x) is a Gaussian white noise with parameter (¢,z) € (—o00,00) x A and ( is
a random variable which has fip as its law and is independent of W; (see Remark Bl
below for this notation and the relation with the p of Section [Il). We remark that (3.
is an equation not only for positive ¢, but also for negative t. W, can be looked upon
as a O((—00,00);S’(A))-Brownian motion. Then, (Z;, e;) satisfies the one-dimensional

stochastic differential equation of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck type
(3.2) d(Zy,er) = d(Wy, ex) — (K* +md)(Zy, ex)dt,

for each k € Z?, and hence we obtain the solution as
t
(3.3) (Zy,ex) = e M8 (7, ep) + / eSO +mE) 4w, er),
0

for each k € Z3. We remark that ((Wy,ex),t € (—00,00)) is a 1-dimensional standard
Brownian motion, ((Z,ex);t € (—o0,0),k € Z%) is a Gaussian system and the law of Z;

coincides with fip for all ¢ € (—o0, 00).

Remark 3.1. If we replace dWi(z) by v2dWi(z) in (31), then the solution Z; will be
the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process which has the Nelson’s Euclidean free field measure po (of
Section[d, with covariance operator (—/A+m3)~1) with mass mg as the stationary measure.

Some authors define the Ornstein- Uhlenbeck process to be the solution to the equation (31)
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with this replacement. However, in the present paper, in order to adjust (also for reader’s

convenience) our setting to those of other recent papers (e.g. [26], [53)], [73] and [75]), we
define Z; as above. We remark that even if we replace dWy(x) by /2dWy(x) in (Z1), the

arguments below run almost in the same way, with some powers of constants entering in

estimates, that do not change the conclusions.

For square-integrable complex-valued random variables &1, &2, we define Cov ({1, &2) by

Cov(&1,&2) == E[(&1 — E[&1]) (& — E[&])]

(E denoting as usual the expectation). Then, it is easy to see that
(34) E[<Zt7 €k>] = 07
e—\t—s|(k2+m8)

(3.5) Cov((Z, ex), (Zs, e1)) = 202 v ml)

I41=0,
for s,t € (—o0,00) and k,l € Z3. Let

o= Ly (e @] )= (k)]

k2 + m?

2

oo Ly BTSN S O ) £ b))

2T 2(2m)s e (13 +mg) (15 +mg) (17 + 15 + (lh + 12)? + 3m§)
and define
zM = Pz,
22V = PPz - oY,

zBN — (PP 2 — 3¢ PP 7,

t
Z02V) ::/ =9)(B=md) p) z2N) g

— 00

t
Z(03.N) ::/ (=) (A=m}) pI) Z(3.N) g,

Zt(2,2,N) — ZE;,ON)@P](VI)ZISO,ZN) _ 02(N)’
Zt(2,3,N) — Zt(2,N)@PJ(Vl)Zt(O,3,N) _ 3C§N)Zt(1,N)’
for t € (—o0,00) and N € N.
Remark 3.2. Fort € (—oo,00) and N € N it holds that
(3.6) B (PP )] - cfY =0,
(3.7) E [z opP V] - cf¥) 0.

The proofs of (3.8) and (3.7) are mentioned at the beginning of the proof of Proposition
below. The definition of C’éN) is a little different from other known results (e.g. [26],
[73]). Howewver, the asymptotics are same and it can be replaced by the one in other known

results.
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The following proposition holds.

Proposition 3.3. Let € € (0,1] and p € [1,00). Then for all T € (0,00) the following
properties hold:

(i) {Zz0N): N € N} and {P( Z; N € N} converge almost surely in C([0,00); Boo o )

and satisfies

sup
NeN

1,N
sup |2 ’Hf;m]mo, sup E
te[0,T] oo NeN

sup HP( Z|P B/ s] < 00;
t€[0,T]

(ii) {Z3N): N e N} converges almost surely in C([0,00); BZ'~¢) and satisfies

sup F

NeN te[0,T)

ap 20 ] <o

(iii) {Z22N): N € N} converges almost surely in C([0,00); BL¢) and satisfies

p
HZt(O’Q’N)‘ _ ] < o0;
B ¢

sup
NeN

sup
te[0,7

(iv) {Z©03N). N € N} converges almost surely in C([0, o0); BY* °) and satisfies

sup F

(0,3,N)
sup HZ ‘
NeN

te[0,7

s

Moreover, for v € (0,1/4), ZO03:N) s n-Hélder continuous in time almost surely for

N € N and )\ p

L2

sup sup

< 0OQ;
NeN 5,t€[0,T) (t—s)7 7

(v) {232N). N € N} conwverges almost surely in C([0,00); BX?) and satisfies

sup F

NeN te[0,T

a 255, ] <

(vi) {Z@3N). N € N} converges almost surely in C([0,00); Bo_ol/2_€) and satisfies

sup F
NeN

2,3,N) [|P
sup HZt( )H Cyjae | <00
te[0,T] Boo

(vii) {20V Z2O03N). N e NV satisfies

sup F

NeN te[0,T

sup HZ (LN) p1 )Z(OgN)H s E] < 00;

21



(viit) {Z(LN) (Z(O’?’vN))z;N € N} satisfies

p

< oQ.
B;O1/275

For the proof of Proposition B3] we shall need a lot of explicit calculations. Since, on

sup
NeN

sup

1,N 1) >(0,3,N)\2
Zt( ) <P](V )Zt( )>
te[0,7)

the other hand, the results have been essentially derived before we shall only present here
a sketch of the proof. The proof uses methods of [50]. For more details on the explicit
calculation used for establishing the estimates in Proposition see [26], [73] and [75],
noticing also that corresponding calculations in the setting of regularity structures can be
found in Section 7 of [53] and [50].

Sketch of Proof of Proposition[3.3. The proofs of and are done by explicit
calculation by the Fourier expansion. We consider First we prove ([3.0]). Note that

£| (V)] - W%f“*zw"’>®3<k>w“’<2‘N\-\>®3<Z>E[<Zt,ek><zt,el>] it

We calculate this sum by using ([34]), (3.5) and Theorem [A.3] and then easily obtain (3.6]).
Let ,¢’ € (0,1] such that ¢’ < &, and define £ = (¢ +¢’)/2. In view of B8, to prove [(ii)

we first calculate

B [Hzt(z,N) _ Z(2,N)H2 ]

S

W-1-¢£2
sy —E |z - Pzl
b Y et |20 e - (02 e
keZS\{O}

for s,t € [0,7]. Using the Fourier expansion of P](\,1 )

Z; we can express the right-hand
side of (B.8]) by the expectation of a fourth order polynomial of complex-valued Gaussian
random variables. Hence, by ([34), (B5) and Theorem [A.3] we are able to calculate it

explicitly, and as a result we have the bound

2 /
sup E [HZt(z’N) - 28(2’N)H ) ] <Clt—s|®, s,te]0,T],
NeN Woi=ez2

where C'is a constant depending on € and &’. Applying the hypercontractivity of polyno-
mials of Gaussian random variables (see Proposition 2.14 in [91] or Theorem 2.7.2 in [78]),
for p € (1,00) we have

sup [HZt@’N) _ z(2,N) P

s HW 1-¢ } Sc‘t_s‘elppv s,t €[0,T]
NeN TP

where C' is a constant depending on p, € and &. The Besov embedding theorem (see

Proposition 2.71 in [I7]) implies that for sufficiently large p, W =177 is embedded in

22



Bz!'~¢. Hence, for sufficiently large p

p ’
(3.9) sup F [HZt(z’N) - Z§2’N)H L ] <Clt—s]FP2, stel0,T)

NeN By ¢
where C' is a constant depending on p, € and €. On the other hand, by a similar calculation
as above, we have

Z E [Hzt(z,NH) _ Z§2,N)“;15] 1/p e
NeN >~

for t € [0,7] and p € [1,00). This implies that Zt(Z’N) converges to a random variable
Zt(z’oo) almost surely for ¢ € [0,7]. This convergence and (3.9) yield the tightness of the
laws of {Z(>N): N € N} as probability measures on C([0,00); B2 ") (see Theorem 4.3 in
Chapter I of [62]). In view of [33) and the Kolmogorov criterion, Z(>>) has a modification
Z(2:20) which is continuous in time almost surely. Therefore, by applying Proposition [A1]
to {Z&N); N e N} and 222 we obtain [(ii)]

Similarly we prove and The proof of [(i)|is simpler. On the other hand,
the proof of is more complicated, because the order is higher and we also need to
calculate the action of the semigroup and the integral in time, in order to get the result.

To prove and we need to calculate paraproducts. Since ey, is an eigenfunction of
—/\ with eigenvalue |k|?, the expression of ¢ (2‘j M) er by the spectral decomposition
of —A\ and the definition of A; imply

Ajep, = <2_j\/—A> e = (277 |k))ep, ke Z3.

Similarly A_jey = x(|k|)er for k € Z3. From this, the Fourier expansions of Zt@’z’N) and
Zt(z’?”N) can then be calculated explicitly. Hence, and are proved similarly as we

did for
The proofs of and are done also by explicit calculation as above. See Section
1.2 of [73] for details. U

4 Construction of the invariant measure and flow

In this section, we will construct an invariant probability measure and a flow associated
to the @é—measure. We use the same notations as in Sections 2l and Bl
Let \g € (0,00) and X € (0, o] be fixed. Define a function Uy on D’(A) by

A 1 3\ N N 1
Uno) = [ {3 0@! - (0 -3l (PP o) | o
and consider the probability measure uy on D'(A) given by

pun(dp) = Zy" exp (—Un(6)) fio(do)
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where Z is the normalizing constant. We remark that {uy} is an approximation sequence
for the @g—measure which will be constructed below as an invariant probability measure
of the flow associated with the stochastic quantization equation.

Consider the stochastic partial differential equation on A

AN (2) = dWylz) — (~A + md)YN (@)dt
(4.1)
APP{ (PN P ) =3 (cf = 3aef) POYN @) } e

where dW,;(z) is a white noise with parameter (¢,x) € [0,00) x A. First, we prove that

this SPDE is associated to py, in the sense that uy is the invariant measure for Y,V

Theorem 4.1. Let o € (1/2,00). For each N, ({{.1]) has a unique global solution as
a stochastic process on W~%2(A) almost surely for all initial values Y € W=%2(A).

Moreover, puy is the invariant measure with respect to YN

Proof. To simplify notation, we denote (M) (2=N| . )3 by w%). Denote (Y,/V,e;) and
(Wi, ex) by }A/;N’k and Wtk, respectively, for k € Z3, and consider the Fourier expansion of
YN as

(4.2) YN (@)= Y Ve (a).
kez3

Then, the stochastic differential equation associated to ([I]) is given by

dYNE = awk — (K2 + md) YN Far

A N SN Lo
(4.3) G 2 N WUY @R el 7T
l,l2,l3€Z%;
Li+lo+lz=—k

+3x (Y = 3™ ) ) (k)2 e

where k € Z3. Once we prove the existence and the uniqueness of the solution to (&3,
we obtain the existence and the uniqueness of the solution to (£Il) by means of ([Z2]).
If k ¢ 73, [@3) reduces to

AV, NP = awF — (K + m2)Y, Nt

This implies that YNE with k ¢ Z% n has no interaction with the other components, and

the solution YV'F exists and is unique almost surely for k ¢ Zg’ ~- In particular, similarly

as for (3:2),

t
(4.4) Pk :e_t(k2+mg)}701v,k+/ (=02 +m3) gk
0

for k ¢ Z3 . In view of this fact, we can regard ([@3]) with k € Z3 as a finite-dimensional

stochastic differential equation, from now on. The existence and the pathwise uniqueness of
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the local solution in time to (£3]) with k € Zg’ y immediately follow from the local Lipschitz
continuity of the coefficients of (£3]). Now we show that the global existence of the solution
holds. Let 7' > 0. Define a stopping time 7 := min{7T, inf{¢t > 0; Zkeng ]fﬁN’klz > M}}
for M € [0,00). Then, by Ito’s formula we have for any ¢ € [0, c0)

N2 N2
E| swp Z ‘YtN,k‘ _E Z ‘YON,k‘
tEl0ATM] ez keZ3

t t
<E| sup Y (/ Yst’de;’“r/ Yfﬁ%Wf) + (2N )3
tE[OJf/\T]\/[] kEZgN 0 0

t
+2E | sup Z [— (k2 +m(2))]/ YVE2ds
tE[O,i/\T]\/[] kJEZgN 0

LB sw < )Z S @l )l 1) (k)

tE[O,t/\TM] kEZEN l17127l3€ZZN7
lit+lo+l3=—k

t
X/(}/;N,ll}/sN,lz}/sN,lg}/sN,—k+}/SN,—ll}gN,—lQ}gN,—lg}/;N,k)ds
0

+ 6AE sup (C(N 3)\C2 ) Z QpN /]YsN’k]zds

te[0,tATAL]

keZ
_ _ 1/2

<) E </ ﬁN’des?Vv‘kJr/ ngv‘de;V’k> + (2N )3

keZ3 0 0 IATM

+E| su <_L> /t (1)y N4 (M) g Nk2

p <(PNYS),1>ds +6AC) Z/ TNk 2ds
teloirm N 2032 ) o ke
1/2

<> E / \}AfsN’des +6xCY) Z/ Y VFRds |+ 2N42 +1)3%

kEZ3 kEL3

<@V 4131+ 1) + (1+6AC§N>)E / sup > [V 2ds
0 7‘6[0 S/\T]w] keZ3
where (-) here means the quadratic variation. Hence, by Gronwall’s inequality we have for

t €[0,00)

- ~ 2 (N) 7
E| sup (Y”‘ <@ 1P (1+ivE| Y (YONJC‘ A
telo, t/\T]\/[] kGZS kGZgN
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By letting £ = T" and M 1 oo in this inequality and combining it with (@) we get

N2
sup ‘YtN,k‘

C 1) [ SNk 2} or.
t€[0,7] = b Z(1+ ) B ‘YO ‘ €

keZ3

> (1+k)E

keZ3

where C'is a constant depending on N and mg. Thus, we have the unique global solution as
a stochastic process Y~ on W~%2(A) almost surely for all initial values Yj¥ € W=%2(A).

For the invariance of py under the solution of ([1]), consider the differential operator

1 0 1
Ay = Z exp | 5 Z (12 +m(2))\xz’2 + V() G—:ZkeXp 5 Z (12 +mg)\x1]2 —V(z) Grn
k€Z3 €23y I3y

for = (z1)pezz, and zy € C, where

A
V(z)= 3 Z wg\})(ll)wg\})(12)w§\})(13)w](\})(l4)xl1mllesxl4
4(2m)
l1,l2,l3,l4 €23 5
l1+l2+13+14=0
3\
-5 (e =3cf) 3w el (e,

l1,lQEZ§N;
l1+12=0

0 1 0 — 0 19} 1 0 — 0
Orp 2 <8Rexk B _181mxk> D) <8Rexk + _181mxk> '

Then, by the standard argument by conformal martingales (see Section 6 of Chapter III
in [62]) and Dirichlet forms (see [39]) we see that Ay is the generator of (Y N:F: k € Z3N)

and the measure

~(1) _ (zO\! 1 2 o2
i () = (Z) e | =5 3 @+ mdaf - V(@) | T daw.
1€73 kEL3
where dz}, is the Lebesgue measure on C for k € Z3 and 2](\}) is a normalization constant, is
the unique invariant measure associated to (}A/N ko ke Z3x). For k € Z3\ Z3 , as we have
seen above, YN has no interaction with other components and satisfies (@4). Moreover,

it is easy to see that for k € Z3\ Z3

~(o\ —1 2 2
ﬁg\%)’k(dx) = <Z](\?)) exp <—L —;m0|x|2> dx

5(2) . . . . . . S
where Zz(v) is a normalization constant, is the invariant measure associated to Y V'*. Hence,

~(1 ~(2),k
NSV) ® H a2
keZA\ZS

is the invariant measure associated to (}A/N k. L € Z?). Therefore, uy is the invariant

measure associated to Y. O
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For each N € N, consider a stochastic process Y,V given by (&I) with initial law
un. We extend W appeared in (4I) to a white noise for (t,z) € (—oo0,00) x A, define
Z; by BI) with W, and assume that YON and Zy are independent. Then, in view of
Theorem [A.T], Y;N and Z; are stationary processes. In particular, each of the families of
laws {YV;V;t € [0,00)} and {Z;;t € [0,00)} are tight. Corollary [A.5 implies the laws of the
pair {(Y}, Z;);t € [0,00)} are also tight. Hence, by Proposition [A.6 we have an invariant
probability measure for the system (Y, Z;). Let (£x,¢) be a pair of random variables
whose law is the invariant probability measure.

Now we fix a pair of random variables ({x,(). Consider the stochastic partial differ-

ential equation on A
dXN(z) =dW(z) — (—A + m%)f(tN(x)dt
(4.5) AP {(P]<;>X5V B (z) -3 ((JfN) . 3A0§N>) PPXN (x)} dt
X3 (x) = én(a)

where W} is a white noise independent of ({x, (). Note that ([@3H]) is the equation with time
evolution the same as ([@I]) with initial law py. Let XV := P](V2)X'N for N € N. Then,
in view of the fact that P( )P( ) = P(l) XN satisfies the stochastic partial differential

equation
dXN(z) = PPdWi(z) — (—A + md) XN (z)dt

(4.6) AP {(PP XN @) - 3 el PP X (@) } at
XY (x) =PPen(x).

By the definition, X € C([0,00); Bj) for s € R and p € [1,00]. Since for k € Z,,

E[[(PP ¢y, er) )

_ ZL W@V DE (k)2 (0, ex)]?
N Js/(A)

coxp (= [ (Far = Tl - 58P 02 ) do) pofae)

1 9\
< go oo (e =cl™?) [ 1.0l

1 9N, (N N

by the invariance of py with respect to XV we have

wn) BN = Y [ )®m) B &Y a)P] = 21X 5] < oo

3
k€T3,

for t € [0, 00).
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Now we shall investigate the tightness of the laws of { XV} (see Theorem EI9 below).
To solve (4.0)) we apply to our equation a method inspired by the one used by M. Hairer in
his setting in [53], however we keep entirely in the paracontrolled decomposition setting.
We use the notation of paraproducts and of polynomials of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process
as in Sections 2 and Bl respectively. In particular, we extend W in (L)) to a white noise
for (t,z) € (—o0,00) x A and define Z; by BI) with the extended W, where ( is the
random variable defined above. We remark that the pair (X}, Z;) is a stationary process
by the construction of ({x, (). Similarly to (A7) we have

(48) E (1P 23] = E 1P Z0li32] < o

for t € [0,00). Let XN(I) = XN - P](Vz)Zt for t € [0,00). From (@I and (BI) we have

dx¥W 4 (A +m2)xN Vg
PP [P XN 4 203 at
+3x (e = eV PO (PP XY 4 20 )ar
= AP (PP XV at - 3PP |20 (PP XV at

—aapy |28V PR X O] at - aPP 28N ar - ox2 el PP (P XY 4 2 at.

Let
N,(2)

xNV® = xN — PPz, 4220 e 0,00).
Then, we have
dXV® 4 (A +m2)x NP at
= apY [(P}V”va’@) APy z w”’ﬂ dt
—aap) [Z(lN ( XM _\pd) Z(°3N”
—3)\P [Z (P(l N(2) OSN)]
—oxeV Y (P XN ’+z( M AP0 g,

Hence, the pair (X;V,(2),<7th\f,(2),>) defined by

t
xN (@2< . 3y / (=) (D=m3) p](\}) [( Pz(vl) xN@ ) p](vl> Z§073,N)> &) Zg(m)} ds
0
N,(2),> N,(2 N,(2),
Xt ()>::Xt ()_Xt (2),<
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is the solution to the following partial differential equation

0 — A +md) X} (2),<

= _3)\p](vl) [(Pz(vl)Xt (2),< +P(l)XN (2),> )\P](vl)Zt(O’g’N)> @Zt(ZN)}

0 — A +md) X} (2,2
3
(4.9) = _)\p](v) [(P](Vl)XtN,@)K +P](\71)XtN’(2)’> - /\PJ(VI)Zt(O’&N))

2
_3>\P](V1) Zt(lvN) <P](V1)X£]V7(2)’< + P](\TI)XZV’(2)7> _ APJ(\71)2150737N))
_3)\P(1) (P](\})XNv(2)7< + P(l)XN7(2)7> _ )\P](\})Zt(ovng)) @Zt(ZN)]
9)\2C(N)P(1) (P( )XN(2) + P( )X (2> 4 Zt(l’N) _ )\P](Vl)zt(ov&f\’))

with initial condition (Xév’(2)’<,Xév’(2)’/) (0, XN (2)) Now, we change (£9) for another

equivalent equation by using the calculus of paraproducts. By denoting
\Ifgl)(w) — /Ot (t—s)(A )(p(l)) [(ws _ )\P](Vl)ZS(O’?”N)> @ZS(ZN)} ds
- (wt - AP}V”z}Ov?’vN)) ® /0 t (=) (B=m) (P2 z(2.N) g
‘I’?) (w) == [(wt - )\P](vl)Zt(o’?”N)> ® /ot e(t_s)(A_m%)(P](Vl))2Z§2’N)d8:| @Zt(z,zv)

t
- (wt — )\P](\,l)zlfo’?”N)) [/0 e(t_s)(A_mg)(P]ifl))22§2’N)ds@th(2’N):|

for w € C([0,00); L>®(A)), we have

(P X< 0 70

t
— —3)\ (PZ(VI) / e(t—s)(A—mg)PZ(Vl) [(PZ(VI)XZV,(Z) o )\P](VI)ZS(O’?)’N)> @28(2,N):| d8> @Zt@,]\/)
0

t
= —3)\ <p]§71)XtN,(2) _ )\P](Vl)zt(o,s,N)> [/0 e(t—s)(A—mg)(P](Vl))2zs(2,N)dS@Zt(2,N)}

— (PO XN z2N _ gap® (p0) xN.2)
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for t € [0,00). In view of this equality, ([£9) is equivalent to

(4.10)

(0 — &+ md)x, V=

_ _3>\P](V1) [(P](Vl)XtN,(?)K i Pz(vl)XtN’( ),> )\P(l) (0 3, N)) @Zt(ZN)]

(0 — A&+ md) x>

3
= —xpY [(P](Vl)XtN’@)’ »>

APVl (P xN2)< +P(1)XN<2%>)
APV (P XN @< 4 p) xV2)2)
+)\P](V1)(I)(3) (P](Vl)XN,(2),< + P](VI)XN,@),Z) _ 3)‘P](V1) |:(P](\71)XZV’(2)7>)@Z§27N)]
+A2P (Wi (PP X< 4 p) XN @29z

\ +9A2P](\71)\P§2) (P](Vl)XN7(2)7< + P](VI)XN’(2)’>)

2

WV

where for w € C([0,00); L>(A))
o (w) = =3 (2" AP 20V @uf + 3 | (22" - APP 20MV) 202V @y,
o (w) = =3 (w - APPZM) © 2PN 4 3rz N

+ 97 (w, - APP ZN)

><<Z(22N 2N©/ (t—s)(A— m0)< ](\,))228(2’N)d3>
A2 <3Z§1’N’ _\pU ’2(073’1\”) <P( )Zt(o’?”N)>
3 1L,N 1) 0 ,3,N)
¥ (w) == —3 <Zt( )PPz ) Ow?
+3x | (220 - apP 20V PP 20| Q.

For n € [0,1), v € (0,1/4) and € € (0, 1] define %,%(t) and 9N (t) b

20 = [ (e

R e R L N
L2 L2 L4

"y Hthlv,@) _ levv(z)‘

+ sup i LY/
s/t €[0,t];8' <t (' —s)
N,(2), N,(2),
/ HX (2) R ds+/ HX /(2) ‘BHEds
4/3

respectively. We are going to estimate E {%ﬁ\v . V(T)} and E [YN(T)4] for given T € (0, c0)
and ¢ € (1,8/7). To simplify the notation, we denote by ) a positive polynomial built
with the following quantities

1,N 2 2,N)
sup 12" yoaans  sup P Zill posans sup |23V

—1—e/247
te[0,7 te[0,7T te[0,T Bl
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2,2,N) 0,2,N) (0,3,N)
T e I R
t€[0,7] te[0,T] oo te[0,T] B
(2,3,N) H H (LN) ( (1) z(0,3,N)
sup ||Z Cieyes  SUp || Z Py Z Cier
ey I B2 o 1T N BT/

03,N)  (0,3,N)
|z = 20

2
sup Zt(l’N) (PJ(VI)ZISO’?”N))
te[0,7

LOO
and sup ,
B 1+e)/2 5,t€[0,T) (t—s)7

with coefficients depending on g, €, n, v and T, and we also denote by C a positive
constant depending on Ag, €, 1, v and T. A constant depending on an extra parameter §
is denoted by Cs5. We remark that ), C' and Cy can be different from line to line and that
Proposition B3] implies E[Q] < C' for some C.

Lemma 4.2. Fore € (0,1/4], t € [0,T], and § € (0,1], the following inequality holds for

some positive Q) as above:

t t W 4 7/8
/ HX;V’(2)’<H%175/12dt <9d (/ HPN Xév’(Q)HLAL d8> + Q5—6
0 4 0

almost surely.

Proof. By (@I0) and Propositions 2.1] and [2Z5] we have for ¢ € [0, 7]

”XN(2 ” — < C/ —14e/48 H(P(l XN(Z) \pU )Zs(o,g,N)) @Z‘SZN)HB*H/M ds
4
< Q/ s | pOX )| ds+ Q.
Hence, by Young’s inequality we obtain for ¢ € [0, 7]
t t 1 3
/ IXN@<3, L ds < Q/ |POxre| s+ Q.
0 By 0 L4
This yields the desired inequality through Hélder’s inequality. O
Lemma 4.3. For v € (0,1/8), £ € (0,7v/2), p € [1,2], t € [0,T] and 6 € (0, 1]
(1) N
H\P N X © ))‘ Byt
< Q/ —21/32 HP XN (2)‘ e ds
B /16
0
1) N, (2 1) N, (2
(o el s,
sup
s€[0,4] (t—s)
Dy o 1 D on. @[t
(R e ) e A R

almost surely.
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Proof. Let s € [0,t). Then, Propositions 2] and 2.6] imply that
He(t—s)(A—mo)(P](vl))2 [(P](VUXQW) _ )\P](Vl)ZS(O,ZS,N)) @Zs@,N)]
_ (P](Vl)XtN’(Z) _ )\P](Vl)Zt(O’?”N)> Q (e(t—s)(A—mo)(P](Vl))zzs(zzv))
< He@—s)(A—mo)( phy? [van XN Zﬁ”’]
_ (Pz(vl)Xév’(2)> ® (e(t—s)(A—mo)(P](Vl))zzs(z,zv))
Y H s)(A— mo)(P](Vl))z [(PNZ§0,3,N)) @28(2,1\/)]
_ (PNZ§O73,N)> Q (e(t—s)(A—mo)(P](Vl))2zs(2,N))
+ || (PPXN® = PPXN@ — ApQ 2N 1 \pP 205M)

&) (e(t—s)(A—mo)( P2 Z§2,N))

1+42¢
BP

14-2¢
BP

14-2¢
BP

1+42¢
BP

<Ot — s)—17/32—2€ HP](VI)X;V,(z)

BL/16 +Q(t — s) 73473
+Q(t —s)7175/2 (HP}vl)XjV 2 px N HL n H 2088 _ z083) HL> |

Hence, we have

t
/ e(t—s)(A—mo)(P](Vl))2 |:(P(1)XN,(2) _ )\P(l)Z(O,3,N)> @2(2,N)} ds
0

_(me B2 o [[ e mepzeval
/ [et=oa=mo [(POxNO - )\P](V)ZSO’?”N)@ZQN)]

(p<1>x <> SAPYZ0) @ (BT (P2 ) | L ds
<Q/ ~17/32-2¢ HP XN<2>H 150 8+ Q
+Q/S”9t stz (| pPx ||+ x| )

(Pf(vl at i )
o

e[ arenld 2
(t—s)

< Q/O (t — 5)=21/32 HPJ(Vl XéV(z)HB}f/“’ ds+Q

1o ( I it ) ’(Q)Hm)e

LY is

s€[0,t] (t - s)ﬁ/
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¢ 1-0
—nb Oy—1— 1) yN,
(CHP @)1 +/ 570 (¢ — 5)07-1-3¢/2 HP}V)XS (2)‘” ds).
This proves the assertion in Lemma 3] O

Lemma 4.4. For v € (0,1/8), £ € (0,7v/2), p € [1,2], t € [0,T], 6 € (0,1] and 6 € (0,1]
H\I, )XN(2 @Z(zN‘

B3
< Q/ 21/32 ‘P(l XN (2)‘ e s
BP
0
SnH PO XN® _ pMxNE@ ,
+ Q| sup L
s€[0,t] (t - s)ﬁ/
- by—1-3¢/2 || p(1) N, |17
IPOXT P+ [ (=) [P xi@| Tas) +q,
\1/ )XN(2) <5 p(l)XN7(2) 4 x V(@) 2 e 1 4 +—5)05—16/19
) Be = | N ¢ ”L4+” t HB;S/M +(1+ )Q
P

almost surely.

Proof. By Proposition 211 we have, for a positive constant C,

2,N 2,N 1), (1
e moar ], sclpr o],
P e P
Hence, by applying Lemma 3] we have
N
|e PP x|
P
t
B T e
0 By
0
| 2 SnH pPUXNC _ ph) x N )
+C| sup ' sup -
(sE[O,t] HBoo”> s€l0,1] (t—s)7

1)y N.(2) _ o .
X (HP](V) (2) HLP _|_/ " (f — 5)0r—1=3e/2 HP](V)XSN,(Q)‘

1-0 d
L 98 +Q
almost surely. Thus, the first estimate is proven.

By Proposition 2:4] we have

H‘I’§2) (PJ(VI)XN,@))‘ .
Vg
<c HZt(ZN)HB—l—s /t o(t=5)(A—m3) <P](V1))238(2,N)d8 1
e} 0 BL —€

< || PR X AP 205

B3®
<Q HZt(oz,N) _ 230,2,N)‘

PYX® AP 20|

Bl>e B3e

Hence, by Proposition 2.1l and Lemma we also have proven the second estimate. [
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Lemma 4.5. Fore € (0,1/16), t € [0,T] and ¢ € (0,1], the following bound holds almost

surely:

7/8
e x|, <6 (IO DXy ) 450G,
L4/3

Proof. Proposition 2] implies

|10 e x|

4/3
1,N) (0,3,N) 1) v N,(2
< 0 ([ o+ [5 ) LRER],
1,N) 5(0,3,N 0,3,N)||? 1) N, (2
(P TR e

Hence, by Lemma we have the assertion. O

Lemma 4.6. Fort € [0,T] and § € (0, 1], the following bound holds almost surely:

'A@ﬁkﬁ®m9uﬁ&“®wm350wﬂ XL+ 1P x Wu%>+@Q
Proof. Holder’s inequality implies
1 N,(2 1 1 N 2)
OV < [ o,

Applying Lemma with replacing § by

min {HP](VUXtN’(z)

—1
71} 9
LA

we obtain
H (P(l) N, (2))<I>(1) (P(l)XN (2))‘
1
/8 26/9
N, N
< (10X L+ PPN )+ PPN
almost surely. This inequality and (2] imply the assertion. O

Lemma 4.7. For p € [1,2], € € (0,1/16), t € (0,T] and § € (0,1], the following bounds

hold almost surely:

H@g) (PS)XN@))H

B;1/275

7/8
<5 (I XSO+ PO X ) 400G,

/(P}V”X @) (pD) XN gy
A

7/8
(w @2, 4 PO u%m) )

for a positive constant Cs and a positive polynomial Q.

34



Proof. By Proposition 2T we have
H< N(2 )\P(l) (03N)) @Zt(zN)H

ez,

B;(1+5)/2

POXNE AP 20N

1 1/2—¢/4
o01 e/4 Bp/ e/

0
H<P](V1) XN AP 209) <Zt(2,2,N>_ 20N / (=5 (B-m3) PNZS(ZN)dS)

B;(1+5)/2
2,2,N - 2,N 0,2,N
<0 (2 25
1) vN,(2 1) 7(0,3,N
x| POXNE = AP 205N pyre
Hence, we have
_ N,(2 _
(4‘11) H(I) )XN (2))“37(1+5)/2 < Qt € N)Xt ( )‘ 12 4t 6@-
P P
This inequality and Lemma imply the first inequality.
For the second inequality, by Proposition 2] and (£I1]) we have
—e() 44—t N,(2) (1) N, |5
St Q+t QHPN Xt HL2 HPN Xt ‘B15/16'
2

Hence, by (2I]) we have

RO (P X

A
16/5 8/5
<SITQ+Qr <HP}V”X§V’(2’HL2 + || PP x| 315/16>
2
1) N ,(2) 4/

<Qt* (HP ||L4 + ||P( 12 10/16> +17°Q.

Thus, we have the second inequality. O

Lemma 4.8. Forp € [1,2], e € (0,1/16), t € [0,T] and ¢ € (0,1], the following bounds

hold almost surely:

|2 EPxY@)| L, <oIPP XL+ 674,

(1+ )2 —

7/8
<5 <||va” XN 4 pY ||2h/w> L 0s0.

/ (PO x VD153 (PO x V) gy
A

Proof. By Proposition 2T we have

N,
[P PN vy <@(H XW H 1A X))
<QIPPx O,

(4.12)
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This and (21)) imply the first inequality.
By Proposition 2] and (£12]) we have

[ PR x| < QAP P X Oy

A

Applying Lemma 2.2l with replacing § by (1+ QHP || )"0, we obtain the second
inequality. O

Lemma 4.9. Fore € (0,1/16), p € [1,2], t € [0,T] and 6 € (0, 1],

@02 020

By/®
7/8
N,(2),> |2 1) N2 || N(2),<||7/* N,(2),>|%/© _82/23
<o (o[, + R @) s [ s [ [ s,
Proof. By Proposition we have
1) 1N, (2),> 2,N) 2,N) 1) 1N, (2),>
@) eV ONezY| L <oz L 0O L
Proposition and (1)) imply
XN XN 2/3 (1) y N,(2),> || /3
HP it/ = CHP pies TN X BLte
(1) 3 N.(2),> || /4 8/13 x N> /13
SdHPN X; ‘Bl e HP (B;H.
Since
x> /4 (1) N.(2).> ||/
[P0 e < € [P
(1) N( XN 7/ (1) 3 N,(2),< ||/
<co(|pPx?|  +|vrPx L) re|PPx L+
from ([@I3]) we have
1) N, (2), 2,N)
[P @20z8)| .
(2.N) XN (1) N.@>] \7* (1) 3 N, (@),< ||/
= C(SHZt H}Ezgc,“s/8 [(HP I HVPN Xt LP) - HPN Xt Lr
7/13
O o I S
[e's} P
On the other hand, (2.I)) implies
—8/13 N(2) /13 N(2) 5/6 —82/23
! HP ‘BH <5HP ‘B”E—HS .
P P

Hence, by replacing § by
d min {C’ HZ(2 ) H]f1 -/ ,1}

and applying Proposition we obtain the assertion. O
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Lemma 4.10. Fort € [0,T] and § € (0,1] it holds that, for some positive C and Q,

1) N, (2),> 1) < N,(2 1) -(0,3,N 2N
NG R >[<P}V’Xt ”—AP}V’Zé @z da

N,(2),> N,(2),> 5/3
<8 (IVX D70+ 1P P ) + 017D e + L B0, + CsQ

almost surely.

Proof. By Proposition 2l and (1)) we have

/(PJ(VI)XZV@) )[(Pa) xN@ _ \ph) z(05.N) @Zzzv}d:p
A

1) +N,(2),> 1) x N2 0,3,N) (2,N
§ C P](V)Xt ( ) Bl+€/8 (P( ) ( ) )\P( ) ( @Z )HB—l—s/lz
4/3 4
1) N, (2),>||3/2 1) ~N,(2 0,3,N) @N ||
< ¢ P](V)Xt ® Bl+s/8 + H(PJ(V)Xt ® )‘P( ) ( @Z )HB’I’E/M
4/3 4
3/2 3
S i I N e P I L |, +e.
Bys te[0,T L
Hence, we have for ¢ € (0, 1]
JEPRNO2) (PP - APP 222 da
(4.14) N(2) N@),/ 3/2
<5HP HL +CHP ‘31“/8—1—06@'
4/3
On the other hand, by Proposition 2] and (21]) we have
1) +N,(2),>,3/2 N2,/54 1) N,(2),21/4
1B X O s < QPR X D2 0L o 1P X022
4/3 Bys 4/3
1) N, (2),> 1) N 2),>,5/3
< 0Py X0 gy + OO PIPY XD
Since
1) v N,(2),>,5/3 1) +N,(2),>,5/3
IR XTI < OB X0 Hvél s
4/3
<63 (IVPP X220 + 1P XV ON2,,) + PP XN =70, + come
for some a € (0, 00), by Proposition we have
1) N 2),>13/2
IR X2
B3
N,(2),> N,(2),> 12 1) +N,(2) N,(2),<5/3 —a
< 81X [ page + 8 (IVX D22 + 1P XD ) + CIXTEO=I0, + coo.
This inequality and ([@I4) yield the assertion. O

Now we prepare a pathwise estimate of the energy functional on the left-hand side.
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Proposition 4.11. For v € (0,1/8), € € (0,7/2), n € [0,1) and t € [0, T

t 2
N2 N2 > N
X, ()H%Z — X} ()H%Z _|_/0 <HVX£V,(2)> 2_'_H 5(2)‘

L +)\HP XN<2>H )ds

4/5

s

HP N 2(2) P(l) XN7(2)‘
< [1X,"P 2 + 9N () + @ sup r o2 N +Q.
L : 14 €[0,8];8" <t/ (=)

Proof. Proposition 2] implies that for ¢ € (0, 1]

F(O —mp)gdz
A

< £l gy gl

3/2
< CO | fIp-ere + 5 lgl A

Bys

N,(2),<

Hence, by the integration by parts formula, the facts that X, = O and that | i (P](\,1 ) g)dx =

fA P](\,1 f)gdz for f,g € L?, and Proposition 2.5, we have
N,(2 N,(2
1XY @12 - 1513

-9 / t / X§V7(2)’<8SXSN’(2)’< + XN@)2g x N2).< +X§V’(2)8SXSN’(2)’>) dxds
xS, +4/ /XN<2 (A —m2) X N2> dyds
— 6 / / xN@.>p) [(P(I)XN() )\P](V)ZS(O’?”N)) @ZS’N)} dxds
—2/ / yVXN 1212 4 2 x NG ’2\2+)\1P](V1)XSN’(2)]4> dzds
6 / / XN@ pd) [ (289 AP 203V) [(Pﬁ’XﬁV’@’)QH deds
+2A / / xN@ PP (PP XN @)dzds + 21 / / xN@PHNe@ (PP XN drds
+6)\/ /XN (P XN @z”}da;ds
— 182 / /A xNE P}Vl fogD(P}V”XN’(?))@Zg?vN)] dxds

t
— 182 / / xN@pPw@ (PP XN drds
A
t 2
< —2/ (HVX;W)
0

2
o el
L2

y +)\HP XN<2>H )ds

xS 2, 1 o2 /OtHXS{v,(zx‘;m ds+5/0 x> Zgg/ﬁ ds
o A(P](V”X;Vv(?)v?) [(P}Vl)X;Vv@)—AP( Z<03N>@z } ds

(1)XN,(2))(I)(l)(P](Vl)XN,(Z))dx

s

ds
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t
+CA / / (PP XYo@ (P XN @) dz| ds
0 A

t
+CA / / (PP XYo@ (P XN dz| ds
0 A

t
+ C)\/O P](Vl)XéV’@) L (P](\/l)XéV’(2)’>)@Z§2’N)‘

LA/3

ds
4/3

t
1 1
vor [ x| e xrenezem)

du.
4/3

t
1 1
+C‘)\/O PPXNO| [ e@ PP xN@)

By a similar way to the proof of Lemma [£.10] it is obtained that

N,(2),>3/2 ),= ),= N,(2)
IO < 8l X ||Bl+s+5(uvx 2o + 1% P12, )

4/3

5/3 —a
+CIX O, 1 Cs

for some a € (0,00), and by (Z1) and Lemma 23] it holds that

(e Y AT L T

<o [ pnselave (] 8<s—u>-21/32HPM«@\B
0 0

<5/ HP XN<2>H4 ds+C’5/ PO xN@ g

4/3
du> ds

15/16
j

15/16

Thus, applying Lemmas [£.2] [1.6] 7] [1.8] and 10 and Lemmas 4] and .9 with replacing
—1

d by 5min{HP](Vl)XSN’(2)H ,1}, we have
L4

N, (2 N, (2
1X,V )2, — 1x0 P12,

< -2 /t (HVX;W%?
0
o t (Hvx;vw
0

Hp(l xN@ P(l)XiV (2)‘ s
+AQ » sup IR

€[0,t];s'<t!
1/2

([ e o xee] a

o [ e, ([ e e L o) w)

almost surely, for some a € (0, 00). Since for 6 € (0, 1]

t
[l
0 4/3

2 2

e

L2

y +>\HP XN<2>H >ds+||X <2,

> 22+HX§“(2)HL +>\HP XN(Q)H >d8+5@5 (t)

1/2

+077Q

PPXYO| du
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/HP XN<2 du<5/ HP XN<2>H4 du + C5=3/5,

I s E R

0 0

<c / t / 2y g pp/ai-e2 [P0 x| PO drd
0 JO

; C/t /tr—”/2|u /21322 <5—1/5 HPJ(VI)XT{V’(Q)H Ve HP(I XN(2)H )drdu
0 JO

t t
<ci | (/ |“—r|”/2_1_3€/2d“> | PO ar
0 0 L
t t
+C’51/5/ (/ 7“_77/2|u—r|’7/2—1—3€/2dr> HPJ(VI)XQJLV’@)
0 0
) . 34, . /4 ¢ 2
5-1/5 </ 7,_277/3dr> </ HPJ(vl)Xiv’@)H du) +51/5/ HP](Vl)Xin@)H du
0 0 L4 0 L

<5 /0 P x| s cio,

2
du

L4

<C

by applying these inequalities with letting

~ (|| PO PPy N
0 :=max{ J sup @ —s7 5

s/, t'€[0,t];s' <t

we obtain

N,(2 N,(2
1% @2, — 1 x37?)12,

-2 (foxtef, <ugle]
L4> du + 09N (t)

¢ 2
vo [ ([oxre|,
0 L

4/5

1) N, (2 1) N, (2
y (s/)7 HPJ(V)Xt’ @ _ ph x N L -
+0°Q » sup e +57°Q

2

+A“P](\,1)X§’(2)“ >du+ XN @<,

L2

[, A xye)

€[0,t];s' <t/ (t" —
almost surely. Now by taking sufficiently small ¢ so that QJ < 1/2, we obtain

O -1+ [ (Joxd e+ x| PO x50 Ya

HP N ,(2) P](Vl)lev,(z)‘ 4/5

< X + 9Nt +Q sup ° L/ + Q.
H HL2 5 ( ) (s’,t’e[o,t];s’<t’ (t/ _ S/)'y

Therefore, the assertion of Proposition E.11] holds. O
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The expectation of the energy functional is estimated as follows. We remark that in

the proof of the following proposition we apply the stationarity of the process X*V.

Proposition 4.12. For v € (0,1/8), € € (0,7/2), n € [0,1), t € [0,T] and § € (0,1]

E [/Ot <HVX£LV’(2)’> i +A HP}V”XN?)H;) du]

oy H PO XN _ p) xN@)

2

e

4/3

FE X
€[0,t];s'<t/ (t' — ') +C [H ”Lz]

<0k [ sup
/ t/

+CE [@5 ()] +C sup E [HXN@ H 1/2+5} + Cs.
s€[0,t]

Proof. 1t holds that for ¢ € [0, 7]
(@) = ()
= (x¥ - P](@)th - (X - PJ(V?)Z()) + 21 (PP X1

2 2
_ (AP](\fl)th(o,?,,N)) _9)\ <P](\,1)Zéo’3’N)) X(J]V,(2) i <AP](\,1)Z(SO’3’N)) ‘
By the stationarity of the pair (X}, Z;), (&) and (&S] we have for t € [0, 7]
N@|* ] N(2) |2
(] e el
< 2>\< H/ (PP 2) P da

Hence, Proposition 1] implies

] == [l

<4\ sup E [HZO?’N H
s€(0,t]

[)+e

] +E H/ Wz) X P an

2
L2

XsN’(z)HBll/us] +C.

B(lff)/2

From this inequality and Proposition [£.11] we obtain that for ¢ € [0, T]

o[ (o], +HXN<2 oo 202, )

H POXN@ _ ply) Xz/w)‘ 45
< s LA/3
<E|Q (s’,t’ sup (t' _ Sl)'y +CE |:HX ”LQ]

€[0,t];s'<t!

+CE[QYN®#)] +C sup E [HXN(2 H 1/2+5} +C.
s€[0,t]

Therefore, the assertion of Proposition E.12] holds. O
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Next we consider the estimate of the Holder continuity that appeared in Proposition

4. 12

Proposition 4.13. For v € (0,1/8), n €[0,1), € € (0,7/2) and t € [0,T],

!

o [ - x@)

FE sup i LY/
s/ t'€0,t];s' <t/ (t, - S,)Fy
<CE | sup r" ‘X7{V7(2),; +CE | sup r" ‘XN@) ‘ +CFE [HXN(2 ||L2
rel0,t] 4/3 r€(0,t] B4/3
+CE[Y ()] +C sup E [HXN i 1/2+5] +C.
s€[0,t]

Proof. From ([@I0]) it follows

XtN,(2)7< _ e(t—s)(A_mg)Xév,(2),<

t
_ _3)\/ e(t=u)(2=m3) p() [(Pz(vl)XfLV’(z) N )\P](Vl)zt(bo,s,zv)> @Z&Q’N)} Ju

s

for s,t € [0,7] such that s < t. Hence, for s',¢,t' € [0,T] such that s’ < ¢ <t, the mild

form representation of the solutions implies

RIS

Lass
<He<t’—s>(A—mo>_I‘ N,(2),< ‘
- BZ73—>L4/3 s BZ%

+CA /t’ He(t'_u)(A—mé)P}Vl) KP}Vl)X;V,@) - )\P](Vl)zq(LQ?,,N)) @352’”} ‘

’ 4/3
< C)\(t'—s’)“/HX]Y’@)’ ‘ ,
S B 0%
4/3
+C/ _1/2-¢/2 H(P(l N2) )\P](Vl)Z}LO’?”N)) @ZL(LZ,N)‘ du
B4/3
Applying Proposition 2.1l we have
HXtJ,v,(z),< _ XN,(2),<‘
L4/3
<C(t — Y HXé/V,(z) - 4 )\Q/ ~1/2—¢/2 HP XN(2) )\P(l)Z(OSN)‘ s
4/3
us, by applying we have for s,t € |0,7'] such that s <1
Thus, b, lyi have f 0,7 h th
/)77 HX;I\77(2)7< _ X§7(2)7<‘ L
sup
(4'15) st ef0,t];s' <t! (t'—s)
<C sup | 7" HXN(2 +)\/ HP(l + Q.
ref0,t] By, L4/3
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Similarly, from (£I0) and Proposition for s',¢" € [0,T] such that s’ < ¢’ we have

the estimate

L4/3
t’ 1 3
(t' —u)™ HP}V)X{LV’@) du

L4

<c )| x|

., Ot — s /

4/3 S

!
t/

+ ONt' — s’)V/ t —u)™ H@gl)(pj(vl)XN,(z))‘

s’ LY/3
+ Ot — 8) / t (' — w) =A==/ Hq)g)(Pf(Vl)XN’@))HBMg . du
L O — §) / t (t' — u)~H/A=1e/2 H@&”’)(P}V”XM@))‘ e du
+ONH — &) / /t/(t’ —u)7 (PS)XN’(Q)’>)@Z£2’N)‘ Lo
+ONH — &) / /t/(t’ —u)7 \I/gl)(P](\,l)XN’(2))@Z£2’N)‘ yo
+CONE = &) / /t/(t’ —u)? \Ilgz)(P](Vl)XN’@))‘ . du.

For ¢ € (0,1}, applying Lemmas [£.4] 5] [L.7] 4.8 and L9l with replacing 6 by §(t —u)* with
suitable « for each lemmas, and applying Lemma[2Z3] we have for 6 € (0,1) &', ¢, ¢ € [0,T]
such that s’ <t/ <t

L4/3
/ / N,(2),>
SO =4y ‘ X B>
4/3
t 2 2 4 \7/8
vate-n [ (sl e oo ) o
0 L2 L2 I4
¢ 7/4 % 5/6
+C(t - 8’)7/ ‘P](\fl)XiV7(2)’<‘ L du+Q(t — s’)’Y/ (t' —u)™/3 HPJ(VI)Xin@),)‘ ’
¢ & s Bys
v . HP(I)XN,@) _ pMxNO
+0Q(t - 8')”/ sup S c o g g o - Sy
s rels’u) (U - T)'y

This inequality and (£I5]) imply

(s')" Hthle(Q) _ XJY’@)‘

sup ° L4/3

s E[0,t];s' <t (t/ _ 8/)’7

<C sup (7" HXT{V7(2)72 | +Cosup [ HXT{V,(2)7<‘ ,
rel0,] By)s rel0,1] By

b
L2 v e N

4 \7/8
> du
L4

t
0
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()7 [POx) ) — PP X

t 7/4
s 4/3 (1) v N,(2),<
+0Q sup L +C’/ HP X ‘
s’ t'e[0,t];s' <t! (t/ - S/)ﬁ{ 0 N By~ *
t/
+Q sup / (t' — u)_1/2_7_5/2 HPJ(VI)XLJLV’(Q)‘ du
st ef0,t];s' <t Js L4/3
t/
+Q sup / (t' — u)—v/?, HPJ(VUXTJLV’(Q)72 5/1(1 du + Cs5Q.
s’ t'el0,t];s"<t! J s’ B4/35

Hence, by taking 6 = 3 (Q[1 + T])~" and applying Proposition 5 and (2.I) we obtain

N,(2),> N,(2),>
(S/)nHXt’ (2 _Xs’ )

sup 4/3
s/t €[0,t];s' <t (t/ - S/)’y
<C sup |7 HXN’(Q)’> +C sup |17 HXN’(2)’<‘
(4.16) r€[0,1] < " By, rel0,t] " B,

co [ (|oxro || o sl x|z )

L4
wo [|pxre|l are [[|pxrez| e
0 By 0

1+4¢
Bys

By (£I6) and Proposition 12} for ¢’ € (0,1] we have

()7 [0 - x|

S

4/3

E sup
/ /
s/t €l0,t];8"<t! (t - )PY

s/

(s || PO X - PO x22)

<CVE sup

L2+ OB [|1x <3,

s/, t'€0,t];s' <t (t/ - S/)’y
+CE | sup " ‘Xﬁvv(z)z | +cE| swp rnHXT{V,(2)7<‘ 2
ref0,4] Bi)s ref0,4] BiJs

+CE[QN®)] +CE [HXjV’(” H;WH] +Cy.

Therefore, by taking ¢’ sufficiently small we have the conclusion. O

We have to estimate the terms that appeared in Propositions [4.12] and 413l For

convenience in the proofs of the estimates we give the following lemma.
Lemma 4.14. (i) Forp € [1,2], a, 8 € R and s,t € [0,T] such that s < t,

pe

L SCt=s77 HXSN’(Q)’<‘

Bs 28

du

P
t
_o—(at+1)/2—e/4 || p(1) v N,(2) _ y p(1) 2(0,3,N)
+Q/8(t u) | PP XN —APP 0|
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(ii) For~y € (0,1/4), n € [0,1), p€ [1,4/3], e € (0,1/16), a € [0,2], B € R and 0 € (0, 1]

|

By

<C(t—s)P HXéVv@)v?

Bo28
+5/ (20+142¢)/4 <HVXN() Lt HX}LV,@)H; +)\HP](V1>X11LV,(2)‘;>7/8du
+5/ —(2a+142¢)/4 Hp(l XN)< ‘7/4 "

By ©
v [t o e
+>\Q/ )/2 ( sup || P XN - PO XN Lp)e
rels,u) (u—7)"

1-6
(HP(I XN (2) HLP _|_/ —nG(u _ r)“/9—1—3€/2 HPJ(Vl)Xﬁ\[@)HLP dr) du + C5Q).

(iii) For v € (0,1/4), n € [0,1), € € (0,1/16), p € [1,4/3], « € [0,2/3], B € R and

6 € (0,1]

HXZV’(Q)’2 "

< 0= @],
oo flaren (o], el eafxeo]L)
. 5/3 (t — )=z P x| Z;E du + 5/:(15 — )™/ | PP x| Z;E

0

: i H pPUXN® _ ph) x N
+ )\Q/ (t 2| sup LP
s re(s,u) (u - T)Fy

1-6
(HP(l X2 HLP +/ 0 (qy — )0 1-32/2 HP](Vl)XT],Vv@)HLP dr) du + CsQ.

Proof. Similarly to the beginning of the proof of Proposition [4.13] we have for s,t € [0,T]
such that s <t

N7(2)7< < _ —B N,(Z),<
HXt ‘ By ~ Clt—s) HXS ‘ Bg %
t
_ (a+1)/2—¢/4 N,(2) _ y p) (o 3,N) (2,N)H
+C / (t—u) | (P xy® AP LK
Therefore Proposition [2.1] yields |(1)|
Similarly to above, from (ZI0) and Propositions 2] and 25 we have
3
HXZV’(Q’ L SCt—s) HX;W) +0/ )= P(1>X§v<2>) du
P Lp
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ro e wu@ Ve,

I C/ —(20+142¢) /4 H(I)@ P(l)XN (2))H o du
B, /¢
+0/ —(2a+1+42¢)/4 H@g (PLXN (2))H o du
B, /¢
+C / (t— w7 | (PP XY QZEY)||  du

t
n C/ (t — u)~(@=2)/2 H\Ing)(P](Vl)XN,@))@Zy,N)‘

du
B

t
+C / (t—u)_(a_ewH\Iff)(P](VI)XN’@))‘ du.

By

Hence, by the fact that

sy’

-l <l
p

L4

for k = 2,3, and Lemmas 23] £.4] and 9 and Lemmas 7] and L8 with and without
replacing 0 by 8(t — u)1+29)/% we obtain and O

Proposition 4.15. For v € (0,1/8), n € [0,1), € € (0,7/2), ¢ € (1,8/7), t € [0,T] and
d € (0,1],

EQY®] <CE + CSE [x3, ()] + Cs.

[,

142~v+43¢
3

Proof. By Lemmas 2.3] and we have for ¢t € [0, 7
(4.17)

/ HXN 1+e du
B4/3

o P (e T R A

4 7/8
> du
L4

t 7/4 t 5/6
+05/ HP](VI)Xin(Q)“ o du+C’5/ HP}V”X;W% L
0 B 0 B4/3

1/2

1) v N, (2 1) v N, (2
[ PR
sup
rel0,u) (u_r)’\/

u 1/2
<||P(1 XN ||1L/42/3 + / 7"_77/2(u _ 74)’7/2—1—36/2 HPJ(VUX?[’@) HL4/3 dr) du + Cs5Q.

On the other hand, by Lemma

t u
/ </ T_”/Q(u — 7’)7/2_1_3‘3/2 HP](\})X?{V’(Q)HU2 dr) du
0 0 L4/3

t 1/8
<c [y [P x| < / |pw x| dr> |
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This inequality and (2.I]) imply

1/2
i H pUXN® _ ph ng,@)‘
Q/ sup LA/3
rel0,u) (u - T)Fy
v L 1 1/2
< (IO RFONS + [ s PO |18 ar ) au

1/2

()" H PN ph) N2 y T 1/8
<CQ sup EnY L </ HPN X, ’(2)H 4d7‘>
s/, t'€[0,t];s" <t (t - S ) 0 L

7/8

POXNE _ phxNe) s
=0 <s',t/e[0,t};s/<t’ H (t' — s’)’]YV ‘ L4/3) i (/ot HP](VI)XT]’V’@) H; dr)

sup

+ C5Q).

Hence, [@I7) yields

[

N,(2),>
<
¢ HX B4/13+35
9 4 \7/8
+05/ <Hvx}jv >,/ x|+ A PP x| > du
(4.18) 0 L2 L74/8
HP N(2) P](Vl)ng@)‘ »
+4d sup — L
st el0,t];s' <t! (t —-$ )PY
t 7/4
6 / [Pyl |pOxre] ) desco
0 B4/3
Thus, from this inequality and Lemma we get
N,(2),> |4
E[QY ()] <CE HXO ( )>H371+3s+2”3 +COE [x), ()] + 6E (DX (1)1] + Cs.
4/3
By taking 0 sufficiently small, we obtain the desired inequality. O

Proposition 4.16. For v € (0,1/8), n € [0,1), € € (0,7/2], ¢ € (1,8/7), t € (0,T] and
d € (0,1],

sup B [HXN " - ] < 5B [xY, . (T)] + Cs.

Proof. By the stationarity of the pair (X}, Z;), [@1) and (&3] we have for ¢t € [0,7]]

R e P B

¢ [ b -t
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s 311/2“} ds +C



<0/ [HXN@ 1/2+5]ds+0.

Hence, by (2.1 we have the assertion. O

Proposition 4.17. For v € (0,1/8), n € [0,1), € € (0,7/2), ¢ € (1,8/7), t € [0,T] and
d € (0,1], we have

3
E | XN @< +E | xN2)>
B e P R A i P
<CE HXéV’(Q)‘ s |+ CSE [xN,. (1)] + CSE [N ()] + Cs,

for some constants C' and Cs.

Proof. By Lemma I14[(i)| we have

|| x N:(2),
et
r 3
<AE |Q sup < / (r —w) 72 | PO X I AP Z05N) du>
ref0,4 \Jo Lt
r 4 t 4 3/4
< AE |Q sup </ (r —u)_(47+2+5)/3du> </ HP](VI)XQJLV’@) - )\P](VI)ZQ(LO’?”N)H du> .
refo4] \Jo 0 L4

Hence, we have for ¢ € (0, 1]

3
(4.19) E | sup r" HXT],V’(2)’<‘

2
ref0,4] By"

<JE Uot HPJ(VDX{LV’(Q)H; du} + Cy.

By Lemma [.T4|(ii1)| and Holder’s inequality, for ¢ € (0, 1] we have

E | sup " “X§7(2),>‘ .
rel0,t] B4/3
N,(2) N
<cE||x@| pagon | +OF DX
t 2 2 4
+OE U <HVX£LV’(2)’> + HX{LV’(Z)H +A HP}V”X;V@)H > du]
0 L2 L2 LA
1/2
; o H PUOXN@ _ plhx N2 /
+ AE | Q sup / (r—u)_7+5/2 sup L4/
ref0,4 Jo vel0,u) (u—v)7
1/2
v (HP](VI)XQJLV’(z Hi/f/s + / U—??/2(u _ U)’Y/2—1—3€/2 HP](VI)Xévv(?)‘ L dv> du} + Cs.
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Since in view of Lemma and Holder’s inequality it holds that

(L) ¢ N@) _ p(D) XM@)‘ 12

r olpxse - szl
E |Q sup / (r—u)_7+€/2 sup L
ref0,] Jo veE[0,1) (u—wv)7

><<||PJ$>X5“<2 I+ [ 03— opr2tse P xe

1/2
dv> du}
4/3

1/2
e -]\
<E|Q sup L4/3
14 €[0,8];8' <t/ (t' —s')7
) (S“p T R X
ref0,t] JO
" 1/2
+ sup / u_"/z(r_u)—’Y/?—E P](vl)XQJLV’(z) / du
ref0,t] JO LA/3
1/2
PR - RO, "W M)
<E|Q sup <1+/ PO X du)
s/t el0,t];s" <t! (t’—s’)V 0 ” N ”L4/3
(1) v N,(2) (1) v N,(2)
sy HPN X, =Py X, s

<Cs+0F sup
|:s’,t’6[0,t};s’<t’ (t/ - S/)ﬁ{

t
+ CSE [/ HP](VI)XQJLV’(Q)II%;du} ,
0

we obtain for § € (0, 1]

E| sup " Hxﬁvv(?)v? . | <cE HXN @ ( s | HCOE (XN, ()] +CSE [DN (1)) +Cs.
re[0,t] B4/3 4/3

Therefore, by this inequality and (£I9]) we have the assertion. O
We have finished estimating the terms. So, now we obtain the following uniform

estimate.

Theorem 4.18. Let v € (0,1/8), n € [0,1), € € (0,7v/2) and q € (1,8/7). Assume that

>+ !
n=" 1
Then,

E %Y, (T)]+E [QN(T)]+E +E

sup 7“’7HXN(2 ‘
rel0,77]

Proof. Propositions [4.12] A.13] [A.15] and .17 imply that for § € (0, 1]

sup r" HXN ‘ . | <C.
re[0,T] B473

B4

E,,()] + B[R @)+ E | swp o1 |x¥@<| |+ B

rel0,7]

sup 7"7HXN ‘ -
rel0,T) By)s

B
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< COE (XY, (T)] + CSE [QN(T)] + CE [HXCJFV,(2)7<‘

2
L2

ver ver [Hx [ } TeN

1,

2(v—n)
4/3
On the other hand,

3
sup s,
rel0,T)] By

LQ] <JiF + Cy.

e |

Hence, by taking § sufficiently small we have

E x5, ()] + B [9X(T)7]

3
+E | sup 7" HXN’(2)’<‘
(4.20) r€[0,T] " Bi73

<o |

+FE

sup 1" HXﬁV’@)’}‘
rel0,7]

2
B473]

[+e

+CE [HXéV’”’

2(y=m) H —1+2v+3e
By)s Bys

The invariance of the law of Xév with respect to XV implies that

N7(2)‘
X,
b
S A P ] | L I £
=T B3 By Bii"
<= HX dt+2 sup E HP@)Z( ) +HZO3N‘ )
/ Biﬁg K t€[0,7] NS g2 By
< 3 E[x},,(T)] +C.
Similarly it holds that
) 1 N
HXO HB4/13+2~/+35 < gE [%Aﬂ?ﬁ/(T)] +C.
By these inequalities and ({20 we obtain the assertion. O

Theorem EI8 yields the tightness of the laws of {X~}, which is the target in the
present paper.
Theorem 4.19. For ¢ € (0,1/16], the laws of {XN} are tight on C([O,oo);BZ/éﬂ_E).
Moreover, if X is a limit of a subsequence {XN®)} of {XNV on C(]0, 0); Bﬁt_/é/z_e), then
X is a continuous process on B, /é/ 2 °, the limit measure p (in the weak convergence
sense) of the associated subsequence {,uN(k)} 1$ an invariant measure with respect to X

and it holds that
/\|¢||21/25u(d¢) < 00
2
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Proof. Let T € (0,00) and tg € (0,T). Take «, n and ¢ as in Theorem I8 For h € (0, 1]
and €’ € (0, 1], Chebyshev’s inequality implies that

sup P sup HXtN’(z) - XSN’(Q)‘ > ¢/
NeN  \ stefto,T];|s—t|<h LA/3
N,(2) N,(2)
7 _
o il n i P
= Sup ~
'ty s,t€to,T);s<t,t—s<h (t—s)

Hence, from Theorem .18 we obtain

(4.21) lim sup P sup HXtN,(2) _ Xé\f,(z)‘
hi0 NeN s,t€lto,T];|s—t|<h

> E') =0
4/3

for ¢ € (0,1]. On the other hand, Chebyshev’s inequality implies that, for any R > 0,

1
sup P HXN(2 ‘ >R 7 sup E | sup r" ‘Xﬁv’@)‘ o | -
NeN By, =R to NeN | re[0,T] By,
Hence, by Theorem I8 we obtain
4.22 I P HXN’@)‘ >R| =
(4.22) P S ( o g,

In view of the fact that the unit ball in Bi73 is compactly embedded in L*? (see The-
orem 2.94 [I7]), the tightness of the laws of {X™®} on C([to,T]; L*/3) follows from
(#21) and (£22]). From this fact, the tightness of the laws of {PJ(\?)Z} and {Z©3N)Y on
C([to, T7; B >7%) for sufficiently small £ € (0,1], and Corollary A5, we have the tightness

of {X"} on C([to, T); B ). For N € N, in view of the Markov property of XV and

4/3
the invariance of /¥ with respect to X%, the law of X" on C([to, T; B4_/13/ e

with the law of X on C([0,T — to); B;/g/ 2_5). Hence, we have the tightness of the laws

of {X¥} on C([0,T — to];BA:/é/z_e). Since T € (0,00) and ty € (0,7") are arbitrary and

the topology of C([0,0); BV

) coincides

173 ) is given by uniform convergence on compact sets, we
obtain the tightness of the laws of {X*} on C([0,c0); B4_/13/2_6
then a continuous limit process X (which might depend on the subsequence).

—1/2—¢
4/3

). By construction there is

Let f be a bounded continuous function on B, . Then, by the invariance of uv

with respect to XV for any N € N, we have
B7(0) = tim B[] = im_ [ fduy = [ fdn, ¢ [0,00).
N—o00 N—o0

Therefore, j is invariant with respect to X. Moreover, by the invariance of i with respect
to X%, for t € (0,00) we have

2 F— N2 .. 2
E |:||X0||B21/25:| < lim inf & [IlXo ||le/2g] < Climinf & [IIX 12 -1/2- ] +C

o1



c.. . ! N,(2) 2 C.. . N
= ?l}\lggilof/o E [HXt HBQI/ZE} dt +C < ?l}ﬁglof"{knn(t) +C.

From this also the last assertion in Theorem [4.19 is proven. O

Remark 4.20. The ezistence of the continuous process X obtained in Theorem [{.19 is
only for almost all initial point Xy with respect to the probability measure p which we
obtained as a limit measure of the {un}. The exceptional set appears, because we give the

initial distribution of X by the specific measure .

Remark 4.21. The state space of X obtained in Theorem [{.19 is B4_/13/2_6 The index

—1/2 — ¢ for the differentiability seems to be optimal. However, the index 4/3 for integra-
bility is not expected to be optimal, in fact higher integrability for the process is obtained in
[73]. By following the argument in [73] we may improve also in our case the integrability

index of the state space.

Remark 4.22. In the present paper, we proved only the existence of a continuous limit
process and of an associated invariant measure. However, the uniqueness of the limit
process in some classes of approximations is expected to hold, because in Theorem 1.15
in [53] and Theorem 3.1 in [26] a contractive map from the polynomials of the Ornstein-
Uhlenbeck process to the unique local solution has been obtained. It seems thus possible to
show this kind of uniqueness in our approach by adapting the arguments in [53] and [26]

to our setting.

Remark 4.23. In the present paper, we only considered the approximation of the <I>§—
measure by finite sums in a Fourier series expansion. However, a small modification of

the proof yields the same result with other spatial reqularization as for the process discussed
in [26].

Corollary 4.24. The limit process X that appeared in Theorem [{.19 can be regarded as

—3/4 .
a By /4 valued continuous Process.

Proof. As in the proof of Theorem (19 for T" € (0,00) and ty € (0,7), the laws of
{XN)Y on C([tg, T); L*?) are tight. Hence, by the Besov embedding theorem, the laws
of {XM2)1 are also tight as the probability measures on C([tg, T]; By 3/ 4). The rest of the
proof follows similarly as in the proof of Theorem O
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A Appendix

A.1 Almost sure convergence of continuous stochastic processes

Proposition A.1. Let (S,d) be a separable metric space, and let X™, X be S-valued
continuous stochastic processes on a probability space (2, F, P). Assume that the family
of the laws of {X™} is tight as a family of probability measures on C([0,00);S), and that
X[ converges to Xy almost surely for t € [0,T]. Then, X™ converges to X almost surely

in C([0,00);S) with the topology of uniform convergence on finite intervals.

Proof. Let T > 0 and € > 0. For m,p € N define €2, , by the total set of all w € Q
satisfying

1 1
wp d(X(). X)) < L and sp swp d(XP(w), X)) < -
s,t€[0,T);]s—t|<1/m p neN s,te[0,T];|s—t|<1/m p

Because of the tightness of {Po X~ !}U{Po(X")~}n € N} on C(]0,00); S), for P-almost
every w € Q, {X(w)} U{X"(w);n € N} is equi-continuous on [0,7]. Hence, we have

(A1) P ( U Qm,p> =1, peN
m=1

Let K, := min{k € N; k > mT'} for any m € N. Since by assumption X' converges to X;
almost surely for ¢ € [0, 7], for each m € N there exists a P-null set N, such that

(A.2) lim — max  d(X}),, (), Xpmw)) =0, weQ\Ny.

n—o0 k=12, . Km

On the other hand, for m € N and w € €, , we have

sup d(X{' (w), X¢(w))

t€(0,T]

= max Sup d Xn w ,X W
k=120 Ko e [(k—1) .k /m) (X' (w), X¢(w))

< max d( X3 (W), Xi/m (W) + sup d( X} (w), X3, (W
k:1,2,...,Km< ( k/ ( ) k/ ( )) te[(h—1) /m.kjm) ( t( ) k/ ( ))
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+ sup d(Xt(w),Xt/m(W))>
te[(k—1)/m,k/m)

n 2
< fhax, A( Xy (W), Xpeym (W) + o

Hence, by (A.2), for p € Nand w € U1 (. \ Nin),

limsup sup d(X}'(w), Xi(w)) <
n—oo  te(0,T]

E'Iw

Therefore, by (Al we obtain

P lim sup d(X}', X;) = P U limsup sup d(X[ (w), X¢(w)) >2
n—00 4c(0.7] e P

n—oo  te[0,7T)

M

P <limsup sup d(X}'(w), X¢(w)) > g)

=1 n—00  ¢€[0,T) p
<> |j1-P (U (vap\Nm)ﬂ
1 m=1

I
=0

A.2 Moments of multidimensional Gaussian random variables

Proposition A.2. Let n € N and let (X1, Xo,...,Xo,) be a 2n-dimensional Gaussian

random vector with real-valued components. Then, we have

2n n 1
b UlX] _; (20)! (n — i)l 27—
21
X Z (HE[XU(j)] H Cov(Xs2j-1)s Xo(25))

0€G2, \Jj=1 j=i+1

Proof. 1t is well-known that for m € N and m-dimensional real Gaussian vector (Y7, Ya,...Y),)
it holds that

m/2
- Cov(Yy(2i-1)s Yo(2i)), m :even
E H(Y —EYi])| =1 (m/2) lzm/2 UEEG:M Hl o(2i=1)» To(2i)
= 0, m :odd

(see Proposition 1.2 in [92]). Applying this formula, we have

2n 2n
E HX,- =F H(Xi_E[Xi]+E[Xi])
i=1

i=1

o4



2n 2n 7

:Zoﬁ 2 | 1 BXe] ) B 11 Xow) — BlXa)

C €Sy, \j=i+l j=1

n 1 2n 1 )
:Zm Z H E[ X)) Toi Z HCOV(XTOO'(2j—1)7XTOO'(2j))

=0 lASISHTS j=2i+1 TEGY; jzl

2n %
1
il (2n — 24)! 21 Z H BlXo(j)] H Cov(Xo(2j-1)s Xo(25)
J=1

1=0 ce€Gay, \Jj=2i+1

By changing i for n — ¢ in the sum, we obtain the assertion. O

Now we consider a complex-valued version of Proposition [A.2l For square-integrable

complex-valued random variables Z1, Zs we define Cov(Z1, Zs) by

COV(Zl, Zg) = E[(Zl — E[Zl])(ZQ — E[ZQ])]
Theorem A.3. Let n € N and let (X1,Y1,X2,Ys,..., Xon,Yon) be a 4n-dimensional
Gaussian random vector. Then, we have

2n

[+ vV=1v))

1=1

n 21

1
- Z (i) (n —d)l2n— Z 1E (Kot + V=1V

1=0 0€62y, Jj=

E

X H Cov(Xo(2j-1) + V—1Y5(2j-1), Xo(2j) + V—=1Y502j))
j=it1

Proof. Define a 4n-dimensional real-valued Gaussian random vector
(Z1,Zo, ..., Lo, Z_1,Z_o,...,Z_9,) and a 4n-dimensional complex-valued Gaussian ran-
dom vector (Zl, ZQ, ceey Zgn, Z_l, 2_2, ceey Z_Qn) by

X;, i=1,2,...,2n,
Zi = .
Y, i=-1,-2,...,—2n,
7. X, i=1,2,...,2n,
Ul VeI, i=-—1,-2,...,—2n,
respectively. Then, by Proposition we have

2n

[+ vV=1v))

1=1

= > (/T2 iy <0}

E

2n
H Zsii

e=(ex;k=1,2,....2n)e{£1}2n i=1
n
_ Z (\/__1)#{j:1,2,...,2n;6j<0} Z ' L ' '
; _ A\lon—i
e=(ep;k=1,2,....2n)e{£1}2" i—0 (2Z) (7’L Z)- 2
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2 n
X Z <HE[ZEZU(l)]> <H COV(Zegl10’(2l—1)726210'(2l))>

€62, \l=1 l=i+1

3

1
(20! (n — i)l 2n—

1=

2 n
x> > ( E [Zem(wD (H COV(Z@10(2z—1>=262m<2l>)>
ye{£1}2n \i=1

0€6an e=(ep;k=1,2,...,.2n I=i+1

[en]

n 1 2i
~ L @iy (n i)l > | E KXo + V1Yo

i=0 0€Ga, \J=1

X H COV(XU(Qj_l) + Vv _1Yo'(2j—1)7X0'(2j) +v _1Y0(2j))
j=it1

A.3 Tightness of the direct product of tight families

Let S7 and Sy be metric spaces, S x S9 be the product space of S; and Sy and 7; be a
projection on S7 x S to S; for ¢ = 1,2. We remark that S; x Ss is a metrizable topological

space.

Proposition A.4. Let {Py\} be a family of probability measures on Sy X So. If the family
{P)\Oﬂ'i_l} is tight as probability measures on S; for i = 1,2, then {Py} is tight on Sy X Ss.

Proof. For e € (0,1] there exists compact sets K7 and K5 in S7 and S; such that for A € A

P)\O7T1_1(K1)>1—E, P)\O7T2_1(K2)>1—%

2

respectively. Hence, for A € A

P)\(Kl X Kg) = P((Kl X 52) N (51 X Kg))
Zl—P(Kl XSQ)—P(Sl XKQ)

>1—c.

Since the compactness is equivalent to the sequential compactness on metric spaces and
the product of sequentially compact sets is also sequentially compact, K1 x K5 is a compact
set in S7 x S5. Therefore, the assertion holds. O

Corollary A.5. Let B be a Banach space. Let {X/(\l)} and {X/(\z)} be families of B-valued
random variables on a probability space. If the laws of {X)(\l)} and {X/(\z)} are tight, then
the laws of the pairs {(X)(\l),X§2))} are also tight as probability measures on B x B. In
particular, the laws of {X >(\1) + X /(\2)} are tight as probability measures on B.
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Proof. The assertions follow from Proposition [A.4] and the continuity of the mapping

f:BxB—B, f(ryy)=z+y, (z,y€ B).

A.4 Existence of invariant measures for stationary Markov processes

Proposition A.6. Consider a Markov process (X7t € [0,00)) on a topological space S
and denote the process X. with initial distribution v by XY. If the family of probability
measures

{Po(X}) te0,00)}

18 tight for a probability measure v, then X has an invariant probability measure.

Proof. Since {P o (X})71;t € [0,00)} is tight, the family {u;;t € (0,00)} of probability
measures on (S, #(S)) defined by

1 t
pld) =5 [ o) i a)ds, A a(s)
0
is also tight. Hence, there exists a sequence {t,,} C (0,00) such that lim, . t, = oo and

e, converges to a probability measure pu. For f € Cy(5)

.1 y
E[f(X{)] = lim = | E[f(X{.)]ds
n [e.9] n 0
1 tn tn+t t
—tm ([T [ plroelas - [ i)
n—oo iy, 0 tn 0
= / fdu.
S
Therefore, 1 is an invariant probability measure for X. O
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