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A VARIATIONAL METHOD FOR &}
N. BARASHKOV AND M. GUBINELLI

ABSTRACT. We introduce an explicit description of the ®; measure on a bounded domain. Our
starting point is the interpretation of its Laplace transform as the value function of a stochastic
optimal control problem along the flow of a scale regularization parameter. Once small scale
singularities have been renormalized by the standard counterterms, I'-convergence allows to extend
the variational characterization to the unregularized model.

1. INTRODUCTION

The ®4 Gibbs measure on the d-dimensional torus A = Ay, = T¢ = (R/(2rLZ))¢ is the proba-
bility measure v obtained as the weak limit for 7' — oo of the family (vr)rso given by

W vr(dg) = SRITVT@1)] 5 4g)

Zr
where
Vi) i= A [ (0O —arlp(©F ~br)de, 2= [ Vi)

Here A > 0 is a fixed constant, A is the Laplacian on A, ¢ is the centered Gaussian measure
with covariance (1 — A)~!, 2% is a normalization factor, ar,br given constants and ¢ = pr * ¢
with pr some appropriate smooth and compactly supported cutoff function such that pr — ¢ as
T — oo. The measures ¢ and vp are realized as probability measures on ./(A), the space of
tempered distributions on A. They are supported on the Holder-Besov space €24/ 2=r(A) for all
small k > 0. The existence of the limit v is conditioned on the choice of a suitable sequence of
renormalization constants (ar,br)r=o. The constant by is not necessary, but is useful to decouple
the behavior of the numerator from that of the denominator in eq. ().

The aim of this paper is to give a proof of convergence using a variational formula for the partition
function Z7 and for the generating function of the measure vy. As a byproduct we obtain also a
variational description for the generating function of the limiting measure v via I'-convergence of
the variational problem. Let us remark that, to our knowledge, it is the first time that such explicit
description of the unregulated ®3 measure is available.

Our work can be seen as an alternative realization of Wilson’s [49] and Polchinski’s [45] continuous
renormalization group (RG) method. This method has been made rigorous by Brydges, Slade et
al. [11l (18] [10] and as such witnesses a lot of progress and successes [14] 15, [4, [16], 17, 18]. The
key idea is the nonperturbative study of a certain infinite dimensional Hamilton—Jacobi-Bellman
equation [I3] describing the effective, scale dependent, action of the theory. Here we avoid the
analysis involved by the direct study of the PDE by going to the equivalent stochastic control
formulation, well established and understood in finite dimensions [22]. The time parameter of the
evolution corresponds to an increasing amount of small scale fluctuations of the Euclidean field and
our main tool is a variational representation formula, introduced by Boué and Dupuis [7], for the
logarithm of the partition function interpreted as the value function of the control problem. See
also the related papers of Ustiinel [48] and Zhang [50] where extensions and further results on the

Date: April 8th, 2019.
Key words and phrases. Constructive Euclidean quantum field theory, Boué-Dupuis formula, renormalization

group, paracontrolled calculus, I'-convergence.
1


http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.10814v2

2 N. BARASHKOV AND M. GUBINELLI

variational formula are obtained. The variational formula has been used by Lehec [38] to prove
some Gaussian functional inequalities, following the work of Borell [6]. In this representation we
can avoid the analysis of an infinite dimensional second order operator and concentrate more on
pathwise properties of the Euclidean interacting fields. We are able to leverage techniques developed
for singular SPDEs, in particular the paracontrolled calculus developed in [28], to perform the
renormalization of various non-linear quantities and show uniform bounds in the 7" — oo limit.

Define the normalized free energy Wy for the cutoff <1>§l measure, as

@) W)= ~plos [ esploIAIS(@) Vi or)otas)

where f € C ('(A);R) is a given function. The main result of the paper is the following

Theorem 1. Let d = 3 and take a small Kk > 0. There exist renormalization constants ar,bp
(which depend polynomially on \) such that the limit

W(P) = Jim Wr(f),

exists for every f € C (%*I/Q*H;R) with linear growth. Moreover the functional W(f) has the
variational form

W)= inf B | f(Wao o+ Zeo(u)) + Waolu) + Al Zoc ()[4 + 5 110) 30,0

ueH;1/27R
where
e E denotes expectations on the Wiener space of a cylindrical Brownian motion (Xt)i=o on
L2(A) with law P;
W a collection of polynomial functions of the Brownian motion (X¢)i=o comprising a Gauss-

ian process (Wyi)i=o such that Lawp(W;) = Lawy(¢:);
° H;UQ_“ is the space of predictable processes (wrt. the Brownian filtration) in L*(R; H*I/Q*””);
(Z(u),ly(u))e=0 are explicit (non-random) functions of u € H, '™ and W,

Uoo(u) a nice polynomial (non-random) functional of (W, w), independent of f.

See Section Ml and in particular Theorem [B] for precise definitions of the various objects and a
more detailed statement of this result. With respect to the notations in Lemma [B] observe that

fWoo + Zoo(u)) + Voo(u) = P (W, Z(u), K (u)),

where K (u) is another functional of (W, u).

Theorem [I] implies directly the convergence of (v7)r to a limit measure v on ./(A). Taking f
in the linear dual of €~Y/27% it also gives the following formula for the Laplace transform of v:

®) [, esp(=(0)r(dd) = exp(—INOV(/IAD = W(O).
S1(A)

To our knowledge this is the first such explicit description (i.e. without making reference of the
limiting procedure). The difficulty is linked to the conjectured singularity of the <I>§ measure with
respect to the reference Gaussian measure. Another possible approach to an explicit description
goes via integration by parts (IBP) formulas, see [2] for an early proof and a discussion of this
approach. More recently [29] gives a self-contained proof of the IBP formula for any accumulation
point of the <I>§ in the full space. However is still not clear how to use these formulas directly to
obtain uniqueness of the measure and /or other properties (either on the torus or on the more difficult
situation of the full space). Therefore, while our approach here is limited to the finite volume
situation, it could be used to prove additional results, like large deviations or weak universality
very much like for SPDEs, see e.g. [33, [34] 24].
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The parameter L, which determines the size of the spatial domain A = Ay, will be kept fixed all
along the paper and we will not attempt here to obtain the infinite volume limit I — oco. For this
reason we will avoid to explicitly show the dependence of W with A. However some care will be
taken to obtain estimates uniform in the volume |A|.

An easy consequence of the estimates needed to establish the main theorem is the following
corollary (well known in the literature, see e.g. [5]):

Corollary 1. There exists functions E4 (), E_(X) not depending on |A|, such that

. Er(N)
1
,\g&r A3

:O’

and, for any A > 0,
E_(X\) <Wr(0) < EL()N).

A similar statement for d = 2 will be sketched below in order to introduce some of the ideas on
which the d = 3 proof is based.

The construction of the <I>‘2173 measure in finite volume is basic problem of constructive quantum
field theory to which many works have been devoted, especially in the d = 2 case. It is not our aim
to provide here a comprehensive review of this literature. As far as the d = 3 case is concerned,
let us just mention some of the results that, to different extent, prove the existence of the limit
as the ultraviolet (small scale) regularization is removed. After the early work on Glimm and
Jaffe [25] 26], in part performed in the Hamiltonian formalism, all the subsequent research has
been formulated in the Euclidean setting: i.e. as the problem of construction and study of the
probability measures v on a space of distributions. Feldman [21I], Park [44], Benfatto et al. [5],
Magnén and Seneor [39] and finally Brydges et al. [12] obtained the main results we are aware
of. Recent advances in the analysis of singular SPDEs put forward by the invention of regularity
structures by M. Hairer [32] and related approaches [28] [19] [43] or even RG—inspired ones [37], have
allowed to pursue the stochastic quantization program to a point where now can be used to prove
directly the existence of the finite volume <I>§ measure in two different ways [40, [I]. Uniqueness by
these methods requires additional efforts but seems at reach. Some results on the existence of the
infinite volume measure [29] and dynamics [27] have been obtained recently. For an overview of
the status of the constructive program wrt. the analysis of the @‘2173 models the reader can consult
the introduction to [1] and [29]

This paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we set up our main tool, the Boué-Dupuis
variational formula of Theorem 2l Then, as a warmup exercise, we use the formula to show bounds
and existence of the ®3 measure in Section Bl We then pass to the more involved situation of three
dimensions in Section 4] where we introduce the renormalized variational problem. In Section Bl we
establish uniform bounds for this new problem and in Section [6] we prove Theorem [l Section [7]
and Section [ are concerned with some details of the analytic and probabilistic estimates needed
throughout the paper. Appendix[A]gather background material on functional spaces, paraproducts
and related functional analytic background material.

Acknowledgments. The authors would like to thank the Isaac Newton Institute for Mathe-
matical Sciences for support and hospitality during the program SRQ: Scaling limits, Rough paths,
Quantum field theory during which part of the work on this paper was undertaken. This work was

supported by the German DFG via CRC 1060 and by EPSRC Grant Number EP/R014604/1.

Conventions. Let us fix some notations and objects. Let (a) = (1 + a?)!/2. Denote with .7 (A)
the space of Schwartz functions on A and with .#/(A) the dual space of tempered distributions.
The notation f or .% f stands for the space Fourier transform of f. In order to easily keep track
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of the volume dependence of various objects we normalize the Lebesgue measure on A to have unit
mass. We denote the normalized integral and measure by

Jr=m =g

where |A] is the volume of A. Norms in all the related functional spaces (Lebesgue, Sobolev and
Besov spaces) are understood similarly normalized unless stated otherwise. The various constants
appearing in the estimates will be understood uniform in |A|, unless otherwise stated. The constant
k > 0 represents a small positive number which can be different from line to line. The reader is
referred to the Appendix for an overview of the functional spaces and the additional notations used
in the paper.

2. A STOCHASTIC CONTROL PROBLEM

We begin by constructing a probability space P endowed with a process (Y})te[o,w] belonging to
C([0,00], ?=9/2=%(A)) and such that Lawy(¢r) = Lawp(Yr) for all T > 0 and Lawp(Ys) = 0.

Fix @ < —d/2 and let Q := C(Ry; H™), (X})1>0 the canonical process on €2 and % the Borel o—
algebra of Q2. On (Q, #) consider the probability measure P which makes the canonical process X a
cylindrical Brownian motion in L*(A). In the following E without any qualifiers will denote expec-
tations wrt. [P and Eg will denote expectations wrt. some other measure Q. On the measure space
(92, %,P) there exists a collection (B}'),c(p-17ye of complex (2-dimensional) Brownian motions,

such that B} = B;", B}, B/ independent for m # +n and X; = |A|71/ 2 one(L-17)d e Br.
Note that X has a.s. trajectories in C (R+, CK*d/%e(/\)) for any € > 0 by standard arguments.
Fix some p € C°(R4, Ry ) such that p(0) = 1. Let ps(x) := p(x/t) and
ai(x) = (2p()pe())'/? = (=2(x/t)p(x/t)p' (/)2 /1112,

where p; is the partial derivative of p; with respect to t. Consider the process (Y;)i>o defined by
1 O'S n
(4) Yt.:w—l/2 > / ) dB" t>0.
ne(L—-17Z)4
It is a centered Gaussian process with covariance

B W] = o 3 E[/O 2 4 o) [ 2 dB?zz(m)]
17)d

sl (n) (m)

_ 1 prznin(s,t)(n)A 7
= > ),

ne(L—17Z)4

for any ¢, 9 € #(A) and t,s > 0, by Fubini theorem and Ito isometry. By dominated convergence

limysoe E[(Y2, ) (Y, )] = A1 S e o1y (n)~2(n)dh(n) for amy o, ¢ € L2(A).

Note that up to any finite time 7" the r.v. Y7 has a bounded spectral support and the stopped
process ;! = Y;,r for any fixed T > 0, is in C(Ry, W*2(A)) for any k& € N. Furthermore (Y,7),
only depends on a finite subset of the Brownian motions (B"),.

We will usually write g(D) for the Fourier multiplier operator with symbol g. With this conven-
tion we can compactly denote

t
(5) Y; :/ JdX,, >0,
0

where J; := (D)~ 1o,(D). We observe that Y; has a distribution given by the pushforward (p;(D)).9
of ¥ through p;(D). We write the measure v7 in () in terms of expectations over P as

o—Vr(¥r)
() [ stoprias = 20—
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for any bounded measurable g : .’(A) — R.

For fixed T the polynomial appearing in the expression for Vr(Y7) is bounded below (since
A > 0) and Z7 is well defined and also bounded away from zero (this follows easily from Jensen’s
inequality). However as T'— oo we tend to loose both these properties due to the fact that we will
be obliged to take ar — +o0o to renormalize the non—linear terms. To obtain uniform upper and
lower bounds we need a more detailed analysis and we proceed as follows.

Denote by H, the space of progressively measurable processes which are P-almost surely in
H = L?>(R, x A). We say that an element v of H, is a drift. Below we will need also drifts
belonging to H® := L?(R; H*(A)) for some a € R, we denote the corresponding space with HS.
Consider the measure Qp on (2, %) whose Radon—Nykodim derivative wrt. P is given by

dQr e Vr(7)

dP Zr

Since Y depends on finitely many Brownian motions (B™),, then it is well known [46], 23] that any
P-absolutely continuous probability can be expressed via Girsanov transform. In particular, by the
Brownian martingale representation theorem there exists a drift «’ € H, such that

d & Al [
e ([Tatax - [T ).

(recall that we normalized the L?(A) norm) and the entropy of Q7 wrt. P is given by

d A &
H(Qr ) = Eoy [tog S| = Bleo, [ [™ pul2aas]
0

Here equality holds also if one of the two quantities is +o0o0. By Girsanov theorem, the canonical
process X is a semimartingale under Qp with decomposition

t
Xt:XtJr/ ulds, t>0,
0

where (X;); is a cylindrical Q7 Brownian motion in L?(A). Under Q7 the process (;); has the
semimartingale decomposition Y; = W, + U; with

t
Wi ::/ JsdX,, and Ut:It(uT),
0

where for any drift v € H, we define

¢
Ii(v) ::/ Jsvsds.
0

The integral in the density can be restricted to [0, T since u] = 0 if t > T. Now

d —1 00 A 00
&> :VT(YT)+/ usTdXS—|—2|/ |ul]|2ds,
0

_ - _ =Vr(Yr)
(7) log Z7 log [e < 1P ;

and taking expectation of (7l) wrt Qp we get
A oo
0 ~log % = Boy |Ve(Wr + In(™) + 51 [~ Juf Pas].
0
For any v € H, define the measure Q" by

Q[ AL
P = X </0 vsd X — 2/0 lvs]|=ds ) .

Denote with H. C H, the set of drifts v € H, for which Q¥(Q) = 1, in particular u” € H.. By
Jensen’s inequality and Girsanov transformation we have

oo

—log Z7 = —log Ep[e"77)] = —log E” [G_VT(YT)_IO vadXa 131 [ ”USHQdS]
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(e e] A oo
<E* [VT(YT) +/ vsd X, — %/ HUSH2dsj| ,
0 0
for all v € H, where EV := Eg.. We conclude that

) ~tog 2 <Y V(Wi + (o) + 51 [ s
0

where Y = W2 + I7(v) and Lawgy(WV) = Lawp(Y). The bound is saturated when v = ul. We
record this result in the following lemma which is a precursor of our main tool to obtain bounds
on the partition function and related objects.

Lemma 1. The following variational formula for the free energy holds:

1 i T s 1 [
Wi() = gy logBle 0D = min B | LV W+ B0 + 5 [ o).

where ij = |Alf + Vr.

This formula is nice and easy to prove but somewhat inconvenient for certain manipulations
since the space H, is indirectly defined and the reference measure E¥ depends on the drift v. A
more straightforward formula has been found by Boué-Dupuis [7] which involves the fixed canonical
measure P and a general adapted drift u € H,. This formula will be our main tool in the following.

Theorem 2. The Boué-Dupuis (BD) variational formula for the free energy holds:

1

1 1 [
Wr(f) = logE[e™"7 ()] = inf E —VJ(YT+IT(1)))+§/O Hvs\\%gds].

|A] veHa | |A]
where the expectation is taken wrt to the measure P on Q.

Proof. The original proof can be found in Boué-Dupuis [7] for functionals bounded above. In our
setting the formula can be proved using the result of Ustiinel [48] by observing that ij (Yr) is a
tame functional, according to his definitions. Namely, for some p,q > 1 such that 1/p+1/¢ =1 we
have
E(IVZ (¥r) "] + Ele™"" 7] < +oc.
O

Remark 1. Some observations on these variational formulas.

a) They originates directly from the variational formula for the free energy of a statistical mechan-
ical systems: VF}C playing the role of the internal energy and the quadratic term playing the role
of the entropy.

b) The infimum could not be attained in Theorem [4 while it is attained in Lemma [l

¢) The drift generated by absolutely continuous perturbations of the Wiener measure has been in-
troduced and studied by Follmer [23].

d) They are a non—-Markovian and infinite dimensional extension of the well known stochastic con-
trol problem representation of the Hamilton—Jacobi—Bellman equation in finite dimensions [22].

e) The BD formula is easier to use than the formula in Lemma [ since the probability do not
depend on the drift v. Going from one formulation to the other requires proving that certain
SDFEs with functional drift admits strong solutions and that one is able to approximate unbounded
functionals Vg by bounded ones. See Ustiinel [A8] and Lehec [38] for a streamlined proof of the BD
formula and for applications of the formula to functional inequalities on Gaussian measures. For
example, from this formula is not difficult to prove integrability of functionals which are Lipshitz
in the Cameron—Martin directions.

The next lemma provides a deterministic regularity result for I(v) which will be useful below.
It says that the drift v generates shifts of the Gaussian free field in directions which belong to H*
uniformly in the scale parameter up to co. The space H! is the Cameron-Martin space of the free

field [36].
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Lemma 2. Let a € R. For any v € L*([0,00), H*) we have

11:(v) — Is(0) |34 T
sup [0+ sup et [ ol
0<t<T 0<s<t<T LA(t—s) 0

Proof. Using the fact that o5(D) is diagonal in Fourier space, and denoting with (ej),ez« the basis
of trigonometric polynomials, we have

= \A| Sk (k)2 | [ (os(D)ex, vs)ds i
\A| (k)% <f |(os(D)ex, e !2d8> <f |(ex, vs)] ds)

f [vs]|%ods supy, [ (ek,as(D) €k>d8
f HUSHHadSSupk<ek,pt(D fo HUSHHad3

Hf: os(D)vsds j{

NN N

On the other hand o4(D) is a smooth Fourier multiplier and using Proposition [0 we have the
estimate ||os(D)f|lzra < || fllze/(s)*/? uniformly in s > 0, therefore, for all 0 < r < t < T, we have

2 2
LoD < (S losDuslueds)” < (¢ =) [} o (D)o |Fads
<

(t =) (Jo losl3radls)

t
/ os(D)vsds

Notation 1. In the estimates below the symbol E(X) will denote a generic positive deterministic
quantity, not depending on |A| and such that E(A)/A\3 — 0 as A — 0. Moreover the symbol Qr will
denote a generic random variable measurable wrt. o((Wy)ieo)) and belonging to L'(P) uniformly
in T and |A|.

We conclude that
2

T
12 (v) = I (v) [}jass S ‘ <A (75—7“)]/0 [[vs 7o ds.

Ha
(]

3. TWO DIMENSIONS

As a warm up we consider here the case d = 2 setting f = 0 for simplicity. From Theorem 2l we
see that the relevant quantity to bound is of the form

(10) Fr(w) =& | Ve (Wr + Ir(w) + 5l |

oin

for uw € H,. Let Z; = I;(u) and write Wy = Y; as a mnemonic of the fact that under P the process
W is a martingale. From now on we leave implicit the integration variable over the spatial domain
A. Choosing

(11) ap = 6E[Wr(0)], by = 3E[Wr(0)%]?,

we have

Vir(Wr + Zr) = A][ [Wi] + 4)\][ W3] Zr + 6)\][ [W2]Z2 + 4)7[ WrZ3 + A][ Z%,

where
[WA] = W - GRIWWS + 3E[W3P,
[W7] = W} —3E[WZWr,
[W7] = Wi-E[WZ],

denote the Wick powers of the Gaussian r.v. Wy [36]. These polynomials, when seen as stochastic
processes in T, are P-martingales wrt. the filtration of (W});. In particular they have an expression
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as iterated stochastic integrals wrt. the Brownian motions (Bj');, introduced in eq. (). Using
Theorem [2 with u = 0 we readily have an upper bound for the free energy:

—ﬁ log 27 < AE [ [[Wj‘:]]] = 0.

For a lower bound we need to estimate from below the average under P of the variational expression
4 3 27 72 3 4, Ly
The strategy we adopt is to bound pathwise, and for a generic drift u, the contributions

Or(2) = 4A][ W21 Zr + 6)\][ [W2] 2% + 4)\][ WrZ3,

N~

I II II1

in term of quantities involving only the Wick powers of W which we can control in expectation and

the last two positive terms
1
slulle +Af 23

Any residual positive contribution depending on u can be dropped in the lower bound making the
dependence on the drift disappear. To control term I we see that by duality and Young’s inequality,
for any § > 0,

o Wiz <

For the term II the following fractional Leibniz rule is of help:

T
(12) MW - 12l < C@, )N [TWRTI[F - +5/ s 72 ds.

Proposition 1. Let 1 < p < oo and p1,p2,py,ph > 1 such that pll + p% = pl/l + p% = %. Then for

every s, = 0 there exists a constant C such that

D) (fa)llze < DY fll L2 (D)~ gllLer + KDY gll ot (D)~ f -
Proof. See [31]. O

Using Proposition [l we get, for any § > 0,

|6Af [W7]Z7] AV lw-<s 1 2211«
ATWEN - 65HZT||ws2HZTH
é\lgyfTﬂHwssHZTHwéwHZTHm o
S5-Iy —cs + 3120l + Rl 27 74

In order to bound the term III we observe the following:

(13)

VARVAR VAR IAN

Lemma 3. Let f € W22 for every 1 < p < oo and € > 0. We claim that for any § > 0 there
exists a constant C = C(6,d), and an exponent K < oo such that for any g € W12

Mfrs|<E

Proof. By duality |f fg3| <||flly-1/2-<»ll9*|lyy1/24c07 - Applying again Proposition [ and Proposi-
tion [IIl we get

WISy 172 + (g lfyr1-c2 + Allgll74)-

192 (lwr/2venans S (KDY 2H0 g% prapns S DY B gl prassllgllF
< 5/7 17/7
S lgllgesllglzd
So 5/7 17/7
MEré < Alfllw- 172 814H9HH7/8HQH
S NI -1 omna + 09l 37ss + Algll7a)-



A VARIATIONAL METHOD FOR <I>§ 9

Remark 2. For the d = 2 case it would have been enough to estimate ||g3||wer. The stronger
estimate will be useful below for d = 3 since there we will only have Wr € W=Y275P for any large
p.

Then
(14) AINF WrZi| S CEMNIWr |l -1/2-c + 01 Z1 (G122 + A Z1 7).
W
Using egs. (I2)), (I3]) and (I4]) we obtain, for § small enough,
1
(15) or(@)] < Qr +5 gl + 3 24]
where
Qr = O+ IWElI -2 + ITWEy 25 + IWT g1 /2]
Therefore

1
Fr(u) > ~BQr]+ (1= 9) |l + f 28] > ~Blon)
This last average do not depends anymore on the drift and we are only left to show that

supE[Q7] < oc.
T

However, it is well known that the Wick powers of the two dimensional Gaussian free field are
distributions belonging to L, W~5%) for any ¢ > 1 and b > 1 and hypercontractivity plus
an easy argument gives the uniform boundedness of the above averages, see e.g. [42]. We have

established:

Theorem 3. For any A > 0 we have
1

sup — |log 27| < O()\Q),
T |Al

where the constant in the r.h.s. is independent of A.

Remark 3. Observe that the argument above remains valid upon replacing X\ with Ap with p > 1.
This implies that e=YT(T) s in all the LP spaces wrt. the measure P uniformly in T and for any
p=1l

4. THREE DIMENSIONS

In three dimensions the strategy we used in two dimensions fails. Indeed here the Wick products
are less regular: [W2] € ¢~ uniformly in T for any small x > 0 and [W3] does not even converge
to a well-defined random distribution. This implies that there is no straightforward approach to
control the terms

(16) fwinze, wd fiwiiz

like we did in Section Bl The only apriori estimate on the regularity of Zp = Ir(u) is in H', coming
from Lemma [2] and the quadratic term in the variational functional Fp(u). It is also well known
that in three dimensions there are further divergences beyond the Wick ordering which have to be
subtracted in order for the limiting measure to be non-trivial. For these reasons we introduce in
the energy Vp further scale dependent renormalization constants vp,dr beyond Wick ordering to
have
Loy _ 4 2 2
a7) TVE ) = 0) + f OV = X7 71 = 6r).

Repeating the computation from Section Bl we arrive at

Frlu) = B [f(Wr+ Zr)+ AfW3Zp + 3 W23 + AXf Wr 23]

18
( ) -E [2)\2'YTJC WTZT + )\2"ny Z% + )\257“] + E [}\JC Z% + %HUH%] .
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where we introduced the convenient notations
W= 4[W?]),  WI.=12[W2], t>0,

and we recall that f is a fixed function belonging to C' ((5_1/ 2=, ]R) with linear growth.

This form of the functional is not very useful in the limit T — oo since some of the terms,
taken individually, are not expected to behave well. We will perform a change of variables in the
variational functional in order to obtain some explicit cancellations which will leave well behaved
quantities of T'. The main drawback is that the functional will have a less compact and canonical
form.

Some care has to be taken in order for the resulting quantities to be still controlled by the
coercive terms. We will need some regularization which will make compatible Fourier cutoffs with
L* estimates. To introduce such a regularization fix a smooth function 6 : R, — R, such that

() =11 <1/4and 0(&) =01if £ > 1/2. Then

19 0.(&)os(&) = 0for s>t
1 0:(€) = 1 for £ < ct for some ¢ > 0.

By the Mihlin-Hérmander theorem we deduce that the operator 6; = 6;(D) is bounded on L? for
any 1 < p < oo, see Proposition [@ In the following, for any f € C ([0, 00],.#’(A)) we define
f? := 0:f; then

t T
70 =0,7; = / 0,(D) " oy(D)usds = / 0,(D) Loy (D)usds = 6, Zr.
0 0

In this way we have || Z!|1» < ||Z7||ze for all t < T. The renormalized functional will depend
on some specific renormalized combinations of the martingales ([Wf]);x. Therefore it will be
also convenient to introduce a collective notation for all the stochastic objects appearing in the
functionals and specify the topologies in which they are expected to be well behaved. Let

W — (Wl’WQ’W<3>’W[3]01’W20[3],W(2>0(2>),
with W' := W,

t
W& = w3, Wil = / JW®ds, WE .= wlow?
0

W2l = w2 oWl 1oy, Wl WP = (W) o (J,W2) + 24,.

We not not need to include W since it can be obtained as a function of W) thanks to the bound
t T 1/2

P e ALl B B

s 0

1/2

<[/WW@W —ﬁiﬂ =82 < sup [WE2 0]t — s[2

X r ¢—1/2—k 1+2K ~ p r € —1/2—k S )
0 (r) re[0,T]

valid for all 0 < s < ¢t < T which shows that the deterministic map W) — Wl is continuous from
C ([O, w],%*l/Q*“) to C1/2 ([O, oo],cgl/%?“). The pathwise regularity of all the other stochastic
objects follows from the next Lemma, provided the function «y is chosen appropriately.

Lemma 4. There exists a function v; € C'(R,,R) such that
(20) el + (O3] Slog(t),  t=0.
and such that the vector W is almost surely in & where & is the Banach space
& = ([0, 0], W) N {W<3> e L? <R+,(5*1/2*“> W20 ¢ g1 (R+,(€’“)}

with
2 = W, = %—1/2—/@ X @Ik @mloR ok %—1/2—/@ x € ",
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and equipped with the norm
[Wlle = [Wllc(o,00,20) + HW<3>HL2(R+$71/%R) + WD 11 g gmny.

The norm ||W||g belongs to all LP spaces. Moreover the averages of the Besov norms By, of the
components of W of regularity o are uniformly bounded in the volume |A| if p < co.

Proof. The proof is based on the observation that one can choose 7 in such a way that every
component W of the vector W is such that (Aqwgl) (x))i=0 for ¢ > —1 and = € A is a martingale
wrt. the Brownian filtration. The reader can find details for this statement in the proof of Lemma[24]
below, in particular eq. (59]) and (61]) give the stochastic integral representations of the most difficult
terms which require renormalization by . The quadratic variation of these martingales can be

controlled uniformly up to ¢ = co. As a consequence, there exists a version of (Aqwf) (x))i=0
which is continuous in ¢ € [0, 00]. Since each Littlewood—Paley block is a smooth function of x is

not difficult from this to deduce that ((¢,z) — AqW,gl) (z)) € C(]0,00] x A;R). By Burkholder—
David-Gundy (BDG) estimates and L? estimates on the the quadratic variations one can conclude
that ||W||g is in all L spaces provided we can control the appropriate moments of the norm of Wp
uniformly in 7. This is achieved in Lemma 4] for the more difficult resonant products where we
show also the claimed uniformly of the finite 7 Besov norms By, U

For convenience of the reader we summarize the probabilistic estimates in Table [I1

wi W2 W<3> W[S} W[?)]ol W20[3} W(Z)O(Z)
Ce~V2 o~ CceVP Nl CceYri CceY oeV?m CeVnLe’-
TABLE 1. Regularities of the various stochastic objects, the domain of the time

variable is understood to be [0,00]. Estimates in these norms holds a.s. and in
LP(P) for all p > 1 (see Lemma [)).

Remark 4. The requirement that W) € L2612~ wjll be used in Section[@ to establish equicoer-
civity and to relax the variational problem to a suitable space of measures.

We are now ready to perform a change of variables which renormalizes the variational functional.

Lemma 5. Define l =17 (u) € Hy, Z = Z(u) € C([0,00], H/?>7%), K = K(u) € C([0,00], H'~*)
such that

1T (u) = g+ Nar W+ N (W2 = 2),

21
( ) Zt(u) = It(u), Kt(u) = It(w), Wy 1= —)\,HéthJt(W% - ZII?) + lt,

Then the functional Fr(u) defined in eq. (I8) has the form
Fr(u) = B [00(W,200). K(w) + M (Ze () + 5100 w3

where

6
(W, Z,K) = f(Wr + Zr) + > _ T,
i=1
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T(Tl) = _%R2(W%“aKT,KT) + %][(WQT < Kr)Kr — )\Z]Z(WQT < W[;)})K

0 = AW (Zr - 2K

TP = A/OT][(W;% - 7)) K,dt

YW = anf WrKd — 122 ][ WrWE K2 4+ 12034 (W2 K

0P = N forzpz -2 - v][ el -z =23 | ' fruzizia

1O = el / ][ Wi - %2 /0 g (W2, W2, 20, Z0)et

where Ry and Rz are linear forms defined in the Appendiz (and recalled in the proof below) and
we have chosen

or = FE [ fW)2dt + FEL WE(W)?

22
#2) 203y B WrWE — ANEf Wp(WE)3,

Proof. Step 1. We are going to absorb the mixed terms (6] via the quadratic cost function. To
do so we develop them along the flow of the scale parameter via Ito formula. For the first we have

T
][WTZT = / ][Wi’tht + martingale,
0
and we can cancel the first term on the r.h.s. by making the change of variables
(23) Wy 1= U + )\,HéthWIgg), t > 0,

into the cost functional to get

o
][WTZT—i— / HuSHLgdS———/][ )2dt + = / |ws||22ds + martingale,
0

where we used that J; is self-adjoint. The divergent term fW%ZT has been replaced with a

divergent but purely stochastic term fOT f (W§3>)2dt which does not affect anymore the variational
problem and can be explicitly removed by adding its average to d7. As a consequence, we are not
able to control (Z;); in H' anymore and we should rely on the relation (2I)) and on a control over
the H' norm of (K;); coming from the residual quadratic term |lw|)3,.

Step 2. From (23]) we have the relation

= WE 4 Ko,

which can be used to expand the second mixed divergent term in (I6]) as

A A3 A
(24) 5]1 W3.23 = 7][ Wi (W2 — 3 WiWH Ky + 5 ][ W33,

Again, the first term on the r.h.s. a purely stochastic object and will give a contribution independent
of the drift u absorbed in ér. We are still not done since this operation has left two new divergent
terms on the r.h.s. of eq. (24)): the H! regularity of K7 is not enough to control the products with
W? which has regularity € ~17*, a bit below —1. In order to proceed further we will isolate the
divergent parts of these products via a paraproduct decomposition (see Appendix [Al for details)
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and expand
—)\2][ wW2wH K + %][ W2KZ = )\][(WQT = Zr)Kr — )\2][(W2T o Wi Kp

—AQJ[(WQT ~WEh Ky + %][(W% < K7)Kr

+% <][(W2T o Kp)Kr —][(W%p - KT)KT> .

The first two terms will require renormalizations which we put in place in Step 3 below. All the

)

other terms will be well behaved and we collect them in Tg} .
last one can be rewritten as

A

A
5 <][(W2T o Kr)Kr —][(W%r - KT)KT> = —§ﬁ2(W2T,KT, Kr)

In particular we observe that the

using the trilinear form 85 defined in Proposition [7
Step 3. As we anticipated, the resonant term W%OW%?’] needs renormalization. In the expression

of Fr in (I8) we have the counterterm —2)\27Tf W Zp available, which we put in use now by writing

—AQJZ (W2 o WEN K — 202y Wi Zp = —)\2][ (W2 o WE 4 2y, Wp) K + 203y WrWh,

W2T<>[3]

The first contribution is collected in Tg? ) and the expectation of the second will contribute to dp.
As far as the term Af(W2. = Z7)Kr is concerned, we want to absorb it into [ [jws||?ds like we

did with the linear term in Step 2. Before we can do this we must be sure that, after applying Ito’s

formula, it will be still possible to use f Z% to control some of the growth of this term. Indeed the

quadratic dependence in K7 (via Zr) cannot be fully taken care of by the quadratic cost [ [Jws||*ds.
We decompose

A][(WQT > Zp)Kp = A][(WQT - Z0)Krp + A][(WQT — (Zp — Zb))Krp

and using the fact that the functions Zp — Z% and K7 — K'j’ﬂ are spectrally supported outside of
a ball or radius ¢I'" we will be able to show that the second term is nice enough as T' — oo to not

)

require further analysis and we collect it in Tg? . For the first we apply Ito’s formula to decompose

it along the flow of scales as

T T
A][(W% - 7)) K = )\/ ][(Wf - 7)) K,dt + )\/ ][(Wf ~ 77)K,dt + martingale.
0 0

)

The second term will be fine and we collect it in Tg? .

Step 4. We are left with the singular term fOT f(W? = Z2)K;dt. Using eq. ) and expanding
w in the residual quadratic cost function obtained in Step 1, we compute

T 2 by 12 L[ 2 A2t 2 b\ 2 L[
A (Wi = Z))Kydt + 3 [we||72dt = -5 (S (Wi = Z7))"dt + 5 | e|l72dt
0 0 0 0

2 T
(25) =5 | fowt - zynent - ziae+ 53,

To renormalize the first term on the r.h.s. we observe that the remaining couterterm can be
rewritten as

(26) - A%T][ 73 = —A%T][ (2% A%T]l Z5(Zr — Z) A%T][ (Zr — Z3)%.
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Differentiating in T the first term in the r.h.s. of eq. (26) we get

T T
(27) —ef @t = - [ faiapa-oe [z
0 0

The last term in eq. (26]) and the last two contributions in (27) are collected in Tg? ). The first
contribution in eq. (26]) has the right form to be used as a counterterm for the resonant product
in (28). Using the commutator 3, introduced in Proposition [§ we have

—A; /T][[(Jt(W? = Z))(J(W? = 7)) + 24(Z))?)dt
0

N 2 2 12 AT 2 w2 b b
Y [(JEWE) o (Je W) + 2] (Z))"dt — B} Rs 1 (Wi, Wi, Z), Z7)dt
0 W(2)0(2) 0
and collect both terms in Tg? ),
Step 5. We are now left with the cubic term which we rewrite as
AN W ZE = — Y W (WD 4 1203 L W (WED 2K — 1222 W WERZ + anf WK,

The average of the first term is collected in d7 while all the remaining terms in T(TA‘ ). At last we
have established the claimed decomposition since the residual cost functional, from eq. (25]) has the
form |[|1]|3,. O

5. BOUNDS

The aim of this section is to give upper and lower bounds on Wr(f) uniformly on 7" and |A|. In
particular we will prove the bounds of Corollary [ taking the explicit dependence on the coupling
constant A into account.

Lemma 6. There exists a finite constant C, which does not depend on |A|, such that
sup [Wr(f)| < C.
T

Proof. Observe that from Lemma [5] and Section [7] we have that
o
0r(W,2.8) < Qr+ (el + [ lniat)
0

which immediately gives

(28) ~E[Qr] < ~ElQr] + (1 -8 (IZrllke + [ [ulaat) < Weh),
On the other hand for any suitable drift @ € H, we get the bound

(20) Wirls) <BlQrl + 1+ 28 (Mr@Ids + [ 1 @Radt).
where

(30) 17 (1) = ity + N o (W + W7 = (I())").

Therefore it remains to produce an appropriate drift @ for which the r.h.s. in eq. (29) is finite (and
so uniformly in |A| and of o(A3)).

One possible strategy is to try and choose % such that [(@) = 0, however this fails since estimates
on this u via Gronwall’s inequality would rely on the Holder norm of W? for which we do not
have uniform control in the volume. In order to overcome this problem we decompose W? and use
weighted estimates similarly as done in [27].
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Consider the decomposition
W2 = Us W2 + USW?,
where the random field U>W? is constructed as follows. Let ¢ be smooth function, positive and
supported on [—2,2]* and such that Y, . \~z¢ 9*(® —m) = 1. Denote by ¢, = ¢(e —m). Let
X be a smooth function supported in B(0,1). Denote by Xsyf the Fourier multiplier operator

. . 1
F1X(k/N)f and similarly X<y f = F (1 —x(k/N))f. Set Ly(s) := (1+ ||g0mW§||)fg‘5,1,5 and let

USW = Z Pm&s L, () (PmW2),
meANZd
and
U<W§ = Z ‘PngLm(s)(QOng)'
meANZd
(with slight abuse of notation we drop the time dependence of the operators U<, U-.).
Observe that the laws of both UsW? and U<W? are translation invariant w.r.t to translations
by m € ANZ% By [47], Theorem 2.4.7 and Bernstein inequality

U WElg-1-35 S sup | Xsp,, (5) (0mW2)|lg-1-25
m
1
S sup
L+ [lomWE|lg-1-5

Furthermore for a weight p (see Appendix [A] for precisions on the weighted spaces LP(p), €(p)
and By (p) used below):

lomWllg-1-5 < 1

Ul p-145,2) S sUDp, lomU<WE lp—115(2
S suby (14 [0mW2 15 [lomW2llig-1-s(,2)
(31) S Sy p(m) (1+ [ 0m W2 ee-1-5) [omW2ig-1-s(,)
S sy (14 lomWelg1-s(y) ) lomWelig-1-s(,)
S LHIWEE L,

where we used the possibility to compare weighted and unweighted norms once localized via @p,.
We now let @ be the solution to the (integral) equation

(32) iy = — N W+ JUSW2 = 0,(1,(0))],  t >0,
which can be solved globally For 30 < 1/2 and p > 1, we have, for ¢ € [0, T,

. < 2173 2 2 .
HIt(u)HB;’/E—S‘S(p) ~ )\/O [HJSWSHB;)’/E_‘S(p) + )\HJSZ/{>WS - HS(IS(U))HB;?)/Q_5 ]ds

(p)

bods 3 tods 9 .
[ Wy + 3 | TR s @ gy

Therefore Gronwall’s lemma implies that, for ¢ € [0, T:

. I W ||l p—1-cds
5@ py-s

(M s I o) ) e (0 fy =)

(Afo Cxiacd DAL T
A |

(33)

AR ZANRZA

L2(Ry, By (p)

A

Taking p = % and using Besov embedding we deduce from (33]):

. *  ds 4
SUPEHIT(U)H%zt SNE </0 W"JSW?HBJ/QQ <AL

Now computing 17 () from eq. (B0) and (32)), we obtain
1T (0) = N JUW? = 0,(I (7)),  t=0.
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It now remains to prove that E[||lI” (a)||3,] < O(A%) uniformly in T > 0. Note that, for s € [0, 7],
HJSU<W§ ~ GS(IS(Q))HB(/)?) g (S>1/++6/2HU<W§ ~ 08(18(ﬁ)>|’3;;+6/2(p2)
<

34 ¥
39 eV | DRSNS

We know that the distribution of # is invariant under translation by m € A N Z% Recalling that
Y meAnzd ©%(e —m) =1 and letting p be a polynomial weight with sufficient decay and such that

p3 > 2, we have
E(I5 @3] = MNElls = KscrJUWS = 05(Ls(@) 7]

< )\2 Z E[Hs — @2(0 — m)JJJgWg >~ HS(IS(ZL))H%'L]
meANZ4
(by trans. inv) < NAE[||s = Wecrp® JUW? = 0,(Is())||3,]

T
(using o > ¢?) < A / ASE[| U2 = B, (I, ()220
0

T
ds §
(by eq. @1) < N /0 <S_>1+6E[Hu<wg|y;_l+5/2(p2)|us(u)|yf9;;+5/2(p)}
< 2 r ds 9 2114 H "
< A i —<s>1+6E M NUSW 145722y + A Hfs(u)HBQ_%H/Q(p)
©  ds
(by egs. @3), BI)) < >\4/0 5)iTe [1+EIIW§H%_1_5/2( + EX|WE ”mR v 6(,)))}
< b

This last quantities are bounded since standard arguments allow to bound, for p sufficiently large,

28 »/8 2 2
BIW2E sz < EIWRIE . ypa,) SEIWIID o )
=) 2i-1=o/p / dap(z)E[AW2(z)|P < Y 2/ I2PEIAW2(0)P < 1

i>—1 A i>—1

uniformly in s > 0. Similarly, we have

EIWAS, oyl <EIW3E, ) = E[WSO)P,
Now
sup E[W3(0)[P < sup(E[W3(0)[*)7/? < 7%/
s<T s<T
and

(3) < [ 3
HW ||L2(R+7B;117/276(p)) N/O HJSW ||B;,117/276(p)

< * 3112
W HL2R By S /0 HJSWS||BZ;117/2*5(I))dS
[e'e) 2
<
0
S [l DmEy ds
0

< /0 TR () W2, ds

O’t(D)Ws

d
T P

This concludes the proof of the lemma.
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Remark 5. The decomposition of the noise is similar to the one given in [27] but differs in the
fact that we choose the frequency cutoff dependent on the size of the noise instead of the point, to
preserve translation invariance. The price to pay s that the decomposition is nonlinear, however
this does mot present any inconvenience in our context.

6. GAMMA CONVERGENCE

In this section we establish the I'-convergence of the variational functional obtained in Lemma [l
as T — oo. I'-convergence is a notion of convergence introduced by De Giorgi which is well suited
for the study of variational problems. The book [§] is a nice introduction to I'-convergence in the
context of the calculus of variations. For the convenience of the reader we recall here the basic
definitions and results.

Definition 1. Let T be a topological space and let F, F,, : T — (—o0,00]. We say that the sequence
of functionals (Fy,), I'-converges to F' iff

i. For every sequence T, — x in T

F(z) < liminf F,(z,);

n—oo

it. For every point x there exists a sequence x, — x (called a recovery sequence) such that
F(z) > limsup Fy,(xy,).

n—oo

Definition 2. A sequence of functionals F,, : T — (—00, 0] is called equicoercive if there exists a
compact set IC C T such that for allm € N

mfF()—lan()

ek z€T
A fundamental consequence of I'-convergence is the convergence of minima.
Theorem 4. If (F,), I'-converges to F' and (F),), is equicoercive, then F admits a minimum and

min F' = lim inf F,.
T n—oo T

For a proof see [20].

In this section we allow all constants to depend on the volume |A[: this is not critical since, at
this point, the aim is to obtain explicit formulas at fixed A.

We denote
HOP = L*([0,00); W*P),  a€R,
and by Hq? the reflexive Banach space H*P endowed with the weak topology. We will write H®
for H*?2, and H for H° and let £ := H /23 this space will be useful as it gives sufficient control
over Z:

Lemma 7. For k small enough u — Z(u) is a compact map L — C([0, 00, L*).

Proof. By definition of Z we have for any 0 < e < 1/8 — k/2,

to to
/ Jsugds < /
t1 W4e t1

to
< /t1 1/2+aH >1+€USHW4’EdS

os(D)
(D)

121, (0) = Zuy @) e = 0

Us

to
_1+
5 /tl 1/2+5 > 6us||V[/1/4+s,3(i18
/252 / , t )
S sy ss-nads S Nl [ opds
n 1+2 e t1 <s>1+25 ’
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where we have used a Sobolev embedding in the second to last line. Since

to 1 o0 1
li ——_ds= S
dm, [, et =0, grmte <o

for any t9 € [0, c0], we can conclude by the Rellich-Kondrachov embedding theorem and the Arzela—
Ascoli theorem, that bounded sets in £ are mapped to compact sets in C([0, oc], L*), proving the
claim. O

We will need the following lemma, which establishes pointwise convergence for the functional &1
defined in Lemma [Bl In the sequel, by an abuse of notation, we will denote both a generic element
of & and the canonical random variable on & by

X = (X17 X27 X<3> , X[3]017 X<2><><2> ’ X2<>[3})
Lemma 8. Define [*°(u) = 1°(X,u) € H, such that

(35) 19°(u) 1= ug + AW + ANJ(W2 = 20),  t>0.
For any sequence (u’,XT)7 such that u” — w in Ly, 1T = 1T(XT uT) = 1 =1°(X,u) in H, and
XT — (XT’l, XT’Z, XT,<3) , }gT7 [3}01’ XT,<2)<><2) , XT72<>[3})
1
X = (§§17 X2, xX(3) , X[B]OI’ x20[3] , X<2><><2>)

m S we have
lim &7(X", Z(u"), K(u")) = @ (X, Z(u), K (u)),

T—o00

where @, is defined by

6
Boo(X, Z (1), K (u)) i= f(Xi + Zoo(w) + Y YU(X, Z(w), K (w)),

=1

with Té@(x, Z,K) = ¥ given by

O = %ﬁg(xgo,Koo,Koo) + %]l(xgo < Kyo)Koo — ,\2][(ng < xXBhK.,

@ = o,

TG = )\/ ][(Xf - Z0)K,dt,

0

TG = 4)\][ XLK3 — 12A2][(X}>OX§;J)K§O + 12)\3][ XL (xBY?2 K,

TO) = —2)2 / ][ SVAPALL

TO = )\QJ[X2°3]K >\2/ ][ 2(z)2dt + —/ Rs (X2 X2, 70, 72)dt,
where, with abuse of notation, we set

Xl XH — x! >X[§§ —{-Xl %X[g} _}_X[g}'ﬂ

(36) XLxB)2 = xL(xlox®) T ox x4 2p, (x, x, x1,)

+2x - (X - xB poxt) < (xB - xB),

and where R, Ra, R3 are the trilinear forms defined in Proposition [8, Proposition [] and Proposi-
tion [8 respectively.
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Proof. Lemma [1 implies that for any u’ — w in £, we have Z(u”) — Z(u) in C([0,00], L?)
and by the convergence of I — [ in H,, we have also K (u?) — K(u) in C([0,00], H*=*). The
products X?X? Bl and X;’l(X;’ 13 )2 can be decomposed using paraproducts and, after replacing the
resonant products by the corresponding stochastic objects in X, we obtain the finite 7' analogs
of the expressions in eq. ([B0). After this preprocessing, it is easy to see by continuity that we
have XEIXDB — xUXE and xBUxEBh2 o xL (xB)2 in 41/2-% For YW and T® and the
first term of T(® the statement follows from uniform bounds for (X7, Z(uT), K(u”)) on & x
C([0,00], H'/27%) x C(]0, 00], H**) and multilinearity. For T(® and the first two terms of Y
convergence to 0 follows from the bounds established in Lemma [[9 and Lemma For T®), the
last term of T®) and the last two terms of Y(®) we can again use uniform bounds and multilinearity
as well as dominated convergence, thanks to Proposition [8l O

Going back to our particular setting recall that from Lemma Bl we learned that
Wr(f) = inf Fr(u),
ueH,
with
1
Fr(u) =B | ®7(W, Z(u), K (u) + M| Zr ()12 + 5117 @) |
where 7 (u), Z(u), K(u) are functions of u according to eq. (ZI). This form of the functional is

appropriate to analyze the limit T — oo and obtain the main result of the paper, stated precisely in
the following theorem which is a simple restatement of the basic consequence of Theorem [ below.

Theorem 5. We have
lim Wr(f) = W(f) :== inf F(u),

T—o0 u€H,
where

1 o0
Foo(u) = E | Poo(W, Z(u), K (u)) + M| Zoo(u) | 14 + I @)l |
and where ®o and [°° are defined in Lemma [8.

In order to use I'-convergence, we need to properly modify the variational setting in order to
guarantee enough compactness and continuity uniformly as T — oo.

The analytic estimates contained in Section [ below allow to infer that there exists a small
0 €(0,1), and a finite constant Q7 > 0 uniformly bounded in T" such that

(37) - Qr+ (L= 9 | NI Zells + 51T W < Friw)
and
(39) Fr) < Qr + (14008 [NZrl + 5107 W

As long as T is finite, the original potential V7 is bounded below so in particular we have
1
(39) —Cr+E [?\u”%] < Pr(u).

From this we conclude that we can relax the optimization problem and ask that u € L,, once we
have established Lemma [I0] where L, is the space of predictable processes in L:

Wr(f) = inf Fp(u).
u€Lg

The reason of this relaxation lies in the fact that the cost terms ||[I7 (u)||3,and || Z7|| 4 control the
L norm of u uniformly in 7', modulo constants depending only on ||W||g which are bounded in
average uniformly in 7.
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Note that eq. (B7) implies that for any sequence (u”)r such that Fr(u’) remains bounded we
must have that also

(40) S'%pE[HlT(uT)H%] < 00,

To prove I'-convergence we need to find a space with a topology which, on the one hand is strong
enough to enable to prove the I'-liminf inequality, and on the other hand allows to obtain enough
compactness from Fp. Almost sure convergence on & x £ would allow for the former but is to

strong for the latter. For this reason we need a setting based on convergence in law as precised in
the following definition.

Definition 3. Denote by (X,u) be the canonical variables on & x L and consider the space of
probability measures

X = {u € P(& x L)|u = Lawp(W, u) for some u € L, with E,[|jul|Z] < oo} .
Equip X with the following topology: ., — w iff
a) pn converges to p weakly on & x Ly,
b) sup, By, [ull2] < oc.

Denote by X the closure of X in the space of probability measures ju on & x L, such that EM[HuH%] <
00 .

Condition (b) allows to exclude pathological points in X and makes possible Lemma T3] below.
Then

(41) Wr(f) = ﬁgf Fr(p),

where
g 1
Fr(p) ==K, |®70(X, Z(u), K(u)) + X Zr(u)| 14 + §HlT(U)H%

and where E,, denotes the expectation on & x £ wrt. the probability measure p. Our first aim will
be to prove that the family (Fr)r is indeed equicoercive on X.

Lemma 9. Let (u")r be a family of measures on & x L such that supp E,,[||ul%] < co. Then
(,uT)T is tight on & x L, in particular there exists a subsequence converging in X.

Proof. Observe that Law(W) on & is tight since & is a separable metric space, so for any € > 0, we
can find a compact set K} C & such that u((S\K:)x L) < €/2. Now let K2 := K xB(0,C) C &x L,
for some large C' to be chosen later. Then K2 is a compact subset of & x £, and

PalXw) ¢k < e+ SEalull
Choosing C' > supy 2E,r[||ul|Z] /¢ gives tightness. O
Lemma 10. There exists a constant C, depending only on k and A, such that
Eyrlllulz] € C + 2XE,x ([ Zr (w)l|74] + E,r 117 (w)|3,].
Proof. We use I (u)||z < |I7 (u)||3 in the bound
Erllullz] S AEx[IX®NZ]+AEw[|s = J5(X3 = 020 (w))|Z] + Eur (117 (w)[13,]

S AR lIEO ] + X, |7 ?!%;; | Zr(0)} ]
+E,r (17 (u )H’H
B, XT3+ 38, 17 Ehlesiends | + 238, (120 )1
+E, o || (u )HH

AN
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Corollary 2. The family (F’T)T is equicoercive on X.

Proof. Define for some K > 0 large enough

1
= { s A IZr ] + GBI ] < K }
From eq. (37)) we have

1 _
B[l 2 (w) 1] + SEll (w)3] < C + Fr(w),
SO

inf Fr(p)>K—-C
pekKe

on the other hand from (B8] it follows that

sup inf Fip(p) < oo.
T pex

So for K large enough

inf F — inf I
;g} (1) ﬁrel;c (1)

And by Lemma [I0 and Lemma [ K is a compact set. O

To be able to use the equicoercivity we will need to show that we can extend the infimum in (41])
to X. For this we will first need some properties of the space X. In particular we will need to show
that measures with sufficiently high moments are dense in X in a way which behaves well with
respect to Fp. For this we introduce some approximations which will be useful in the sequel.

Definition 4. Let u € L, N € N, and (n:)e>0 be a smooth Dirac sequence on A and (p:)eso be
another smooth Dirac sequence compactly supported on Ry x A. Denote by x5 the convolution only
wrt the space variable, and by x the space-time convolution. Define the following approximations
of the identity:

(regm,e(u)) = O UKA T,
(regep e (W) (8) = e ux () = e [fult — s)xape(s)ds.
Denote by
t
TV (u) := inf {t > 0‘/ u(8) |5 — 12— ads > N} :
0
and

(cuty (u)) (t) := u()Lyn ()
Observe the following properties of these maps:
reg, . s a continuous map Ly — Hy and L — H;
reg., . IS a continuous map Lo — H;

cuty is continuous as a map L — B(0,N) C L;
if u is a predictable process then regLE( u), reg., (), cuty(u) will also be predictable.

Furthermore we have the bounds

Hreg:v,s(u)HL ) | regt:x,e(u)HL ) ||CUtN( )HL Hqu:

uniformly in e, N, and for every u € L,
;I_I)I(l) Hregm,e(u) - u”£ - il_{% Hregt:m,e(u) - u”ﬁ - ]\;gnoo ”CHtN(U’) - uHL =0.
With abuse of notation, for p € P(S x L) and f: L — L, we let
fep = (Id, f)ep = Law (X, f(u)).
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Remark 6. Let us briefly comment on the uses of these approzimation in the sequel. reg,., . will
be used when one wants to obtain a sequence of weakly convergent measures on & X H or & X L
from a sequence of measures weakly convergent on & X L. reg, . will be used when one wants to
obtain a measure on & X H from one on & X L, while preserving the estimates on the moments of
Z(u) since Z(u*p ne) = Z(u) *p 7.

Lemma 11. Let u € X. Then there exist (pn)n in X such that p, — p on & x L (now with the
norm topology) and sup, E,, [|lul|2] < cc.

Proof. By definition of X of there exists fi, — pu weakly on & x L,. Then (regm@)* [ —
(regt:x@)* pwon G x L as n — oo, and since (regt:x@)* p — p weakly on & x £ as € = 0, we obtain
the statement by taking a diagonal sequence. O

Lemma 12. Let i, — p1 on & x L, such that sup, E,, [||ul|2] < co. Then

(1) for every Lipschitz function f on L, E,, [f(u)] = E,[f(u)];
(2) for every Lipschitz function f on C([0, 0], L) we have B, [f(Z(u))] = E,[f(Z(u))].

Proof. Let f be a Lipschitz function on £ with Lipschitz constant L. Let n € C(R,R) be supported
on B(0,2) with n =1 on B(0,1), and ny(x) = n(z/N). Then u — f(u)ny(||u|z) is bounded,

Jim By £ (lelle)) = Byl @ (o))

and

B, [(f(wnn([ulle) = fu) L) >~}

B [f (w)nn ([lull2)] = Ep, [f ()]

< Eu, 2Ll L) >y

< 2LE,, [Juli]ua(fulle > N)
2L

< Bl

Using that sup, E,,, [||[ul|%] < co we have
Tim B, [F(w)] ~Bylf@)] < | lim B, [F)n(ul2)] ~ Bl ()]
+sup [Ey, [f(@nn (lul2)] = Ep, [ ()]

+sup [E, [ (w)nn ([[ull2)] — E,[f ()]
n
4L _
< S [ulE] S N
n
and sending N — oo gives the statement. The second statement follows from the first and Lemmal[7l

0

From the definition of X we have that

Wr(f) = ﬁfeli Fr(p),

where

Fr(u) o= By | @0 (X, Z(), K () + A Z2 ) [ + 517l

The space X is not necessarily closed w.r.t weak convergence of measures. To be able to use an
argument involving equicoercivity we need to show that we can pass to the closure X of X in the
infimum. To do this we first need to prove that we can approximate measures in X by measures
with bounded support in the second marginal which are still in X. This is the content of the
following
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Lemma 13. Let p € X such that E,[||Zr(u)|14) + Eull|ul|2] < co. For any L > 0 there exists
pr € X such that ||ul|z < L, pr-almost surely, puy — p weakly on & x L as L — oo,

Ep, (127 (w)l|74] = Eull Zr(w)l|74),  and By [lullz] = EulllullZ].
Furthermore for any py, there exists (pupn)n C X such that ||ullz < L, prn,-almost surely and
L, — pr weakly on & X L.

Proof.

Step 1 First let us show how to approximate p with fi, which are defined such that || Zr(u)[|zs <
L, pi, almost surely. As p € X, there exists (upn), C X such that p, — p on & x £ and
sup,, E,,, [[|u]%] < co. Since u, € X there exist (u"), adapted such that p,, = Law(W,u™). Define

Zs" = [fOT Jtu?dt\fs} = fOT JiE[u}'|Fs]dt. Then 7 is a martingale with continuous paths in
L*(A). Define the stopping time Tr,,, = inf{t € [0, T]|[| 2|4+ = L} where the inf is equal to T if
the set is empty. Observe that ZTL,n = fOT JBuf| Fp, )dt = Zp(u™™) with utL’n = Eluf|Fr, ]
adapted, by optional sampling, and almost surely || Zr, ||+ < L. Now set fir, ,, := Lawp(W,u").
Step 1.1 (Tightness) The next goal is to show that for fixed L, we can select a suitable convergent

subsequence from (fi, ,, ). For this we first show that (fif, ,,)» is tight on &x L,,. From the definition
of X we have that sup,, E,,[||u]%] < oo, and by construction

2 2 2 2
sup B, [llullz] < sup Ep[|[E[uy|Fr, ,]llz] < supEp[[|u”([z] = sup By, [[Jullz] < oo,
n n n n
which gives tightness according to Lemma [0l We can then select a subsequence which converges
on L.
Step 1.2 (Bounds) Let fi;, be the limit of the sequence constructed in Step 1.1. In this step we

prove bounds on the relevant moments of fir. Let f, f27 be sequences of functions on R which
are Lipschitz, convex and monotone for every N, while for every x € R

0< fM(x) <a?, lim f(x) = 2?,
M—o00

0< fQM(x) < 2t lim sz(x) = 2%
M—o00

Then fM(||lullz) is a lower-semi continuous positive function on £,, so by the Portmanteau lemma
we have

Ep, LA (lulle)) < liminf Bz, [ (ull2)],

and since it is also Lipschitz continuous and convex we have
liminf Bz, [ (lulle)] = liminf Eel[f{|[Elun| Fr, ]l2)]
n—oo n—oo
< tminf e[ (Jun )] = ELAY (Jul)]
Therefore
Bolul] = Jim Eg, [ (lu]c)

Jim B[ (lulle)) = EullullZ]-

Proceeding similarly for Z, we see that f2¥(||Z7||z4) is a continuous function on L* bounded below,
and Lipschitz-continuous and convex on L* so we again can estimate

B [ (122 )20)) = lim By (13 (1 Z211)],

N

B [ (1Zrlle)) = Tim By [A7(1Z210)
= tim Eplf3(IE[Zr(un) | Fry,, | 4]
Tim B[ 73 (| 27 (un) )] = Bl 737 (12 )] 0)]

N
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and, taking N — oo, obtain
a1 27l < Eull Zrll74)-

Step 1.3 (Weak convergence) Now we prove weak convergence of fir, to p on & x L. Let
f 6 x L — R be bounded and continuous. By dominated convergence and continuity of f,
lim. Bz, [f (X regy., -(w))] = B, [f(X,u)]. Using furthermore that (X,u) — f (X, reg., (u)) is
continuous on & x L, and Lemma[fl in the 5th line below, we can estimate

Jim [, [£(%,)] ~ By, [£(X,u)]
= lim lim | lim B, [f (X regy, (u"))] —Ea,, [f (X regp, (u

L—00e—0 |n—00 )
(W, regyp - (u")) = f (W, E [regy, . (u")|Fr, |

]

]

[/
= lim lim | lim Ep [f (W 1regt:,3‘E U )) - f (W,E [regt:xs NFr,
|f

i
= Jim, limy | i o il
) Lizy<ocy]|
)

L—oo0e—0 In—o0

< Jim Tim ) Tim B [f (W, regy, o (u")) = f (W, E [regpg o (u”)|Fr, 1{||“"||L>CL}H
E n
< _”f”oo hm sup [H ||£] —0.

L?

Step 2 In this step we improve the approximation to have bounded support. Let u, — u
be the subsequence selected in Step 1.1. Recall that p,, = Law(W,u™) with adapted u™. Define
7PN = E[Zr (cuty(u)) | ], and similarly to Step 1, Tnpn = inf{t > 0| Z/"" || > L}, set
uNL = E [euty(u) | Fr, , n]- Then [u™N-F|z < N uniformly in n and P-almost surely, so
fn,r,N = Law(W, u™™F) is tight on & x £, and we can select a weakly convergent subsequence.
Denote the limit by uy, n. Now we follow the strategy from Step 1.

Step 2.1 (Bounds) Let f be defined like in Step 1.2. Then again we have

liminfE,, , ([ (ullc)] = liminf B £ |Bla"N|Fr, , Jle)]
Tim B[/ (" )]
= By, [ (leutw (w)] )] < Bl (lull2)]

N

It follows that

Bup nllullz] = Jim By [ (ullc)]

< m tmintE,, [ ()

< i B[ (Julle)] = EyfllulZ).

Step 2.1 (Weak convergence) Now we prove that py y — fif, weakly on £. Let f: & x L - R
be bounded and continuous. By dominated convergence and continuity of f,

lign E[LL [f (X,regt:x,a(u))] = EﬁL [f(X’u)]’
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and furthermore since f (X, regmﬁ(u)) is continuous on & x L,, we have
]\}im |EﬂL [f (X, u)] = ]E/JL,N Lf (X, u)]|
— 00

= Jim lim | lim B, [f (X, regr o (0)] = Bgp iy [F (X108 ()]|

N—ooe—0 In—o0

= lim lim | lim Ep [f (W,E [reg, . (u")|Fr.]) — f (W,E [regt:x@(u NFT, L ‘

N—o00e—0 In—00

= lim lim | lim Ep {(f (W,E [regt:x,e(u")]fTL]) —f (W,E [regmﬁ(u , \fT ])) {Tn,N<OO}H

N—oc0e—0 In—o0

< lim sup S%pEP [(f (W,E [reg,.,. .(u")|Fr,]) — f (W, E [reg, . (@) | Fr, . v])) ]l{||u”||g}>N}]'

N—oo ¢
: E[f|u"||Z]
< (élilz\f\)ngnwsng

= 0

Step 3. We now put everything together. Since all py, x are supported on the set {u : || Z7(u)| 2 <
L}, weak convergence and Lemma [7] imply

Jim By (120 (@)4] = B, 1 Z0 @)1 14)
By the Portmanteau lemma,
(12) lin inf By, (lul2] > B, (]2,

and

tninf B, (2] > B, [Jul2)
which together with Step 1.2 1mply thHOO EﬂL[HuH%] = EH«[HUH,QC]? and by the same argument
limy, oo E,;L[HZT(u)H%A = EAHZﬂu)H%A. For any § > 0 we can choose a [iy, such that

B, (127 (u)l| 4] = Eplll Zr () a]l + [ llullZ) — EullulZ]] < 0.
Since then by (42)
Bllul) > o inf By, [ll2) > B,ul?] -

we can choose N large enough so that

1By 1 (127 ()1 2a] = BulllZr ()74l + By o [ull 2] = EplllullZ]] < 6

which implies the statement of the theorem. O

Lemma 14. If T < oo we have
Wr(f) = inf Fr(p).
peEX
Proof. To prove the claim it is enough to show that for any u € X, for any a > 0, there exists
a sequence f, € X such that limsup,,_,. FT(pn) < FT(,u) + a. W.lo.g we can assume that
Fr(p) < co. Observe that, as long as T < co we can also express

Fr(n) = By | Ve (Kb + Zr(w) + 3 July

" LAl
and deduce that EMHUH% < oo since Vr is bounded below at fixed T. By Lemma [[3] there exists a
sequence () C X , such that puy, |Jul|z < L almost surely, pz, — p on & x £ and

B 1 Zr(@)lzs] = Eull Zr()lizal, B llullz) = EulllullZ]-

First we have to improve the regularity of ur, to get convergence on & x H,, but without affecting
our control on the moments of Zr, so let uj = (regxﬁ)* pr, and p® = (reg$76)* . Then

By (1 Zr()l74] = Bl Zr@)lal, By llullz] — Bpellul3],
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and pu5 — pf on & x H. By continuity of Fr and the bound @B8), Fr(us) — Fr(uf) as L — oo
and Fr(u®) — Fr(u) as e — 0. In particular we can find L and e such that |Fr(us) — Fr(u)| <
a/2. By Lemma there exists a sequence (fin 1,)n, 1 such that each measure p, 1, is supported

on & x B(0,L) and 1, — pr weakly on & x H,,. Setting Mi’i = (regt;$75)* (regwﬁ)*umL
and ,ui’é = (regmﬁ)* (regx@)*/@ we have ,u;’i — /fL’(S on 6 x H with norm topology. Then,
for some y € C(R,R),x = lonB(0,1) supported on B(0,2) and for any N € N, Vp(XL +
Zr(uw)x(||X[|e/N), |ul|3, are continuous bounded functions on the common support of ,u‘;’i and

) 1
T |8, | VG + Zea) + 3lully] -
8o [ Ve + Zr() + g1l
< im [k, [M,rmmmm@mT+&«»+§mﬁﬁ—
8o [l /) V() + () + g1l
oup|B e | (1= ) e/N)Vi G + Z20)|
o[ | 0= 0K/ NV + Z20)|
< s [E s Loy Ve (X + Zr(w))]]

+|E 575[1{||X||6>N}VT(X%“ + Zr(u))]|
(by B8)) < QS%p‘(MnL(HXHG N)E s [IX][s + L7
E,co [IXlle]
N

N

8
e [IXIG + L)

(as N - o0) — 0.

and by dominated convergence (since /fL’(S is supported on & x B(0, L)) we can find a 0 such that
|FT(M€L’5) — Fr(ps)| < o/2 which proves the statement. O

The proof of Lemma [I4] does not apply when T' = co. However also in this case the functional
o 1
(43) Foo () = By | ®oo(X, Z(u), K () + M Zoo(u)[ 15 + 5117 (w) I3

has a well defined meaning, so we can investigate the relation between the two variational problems
(on X and on X) when the cutoff is removed. An additional difficulty derives from the fact that
approximating the drift « we might destroy the regularity of [*°(u), since now [°°(u) needs to be
more regular than u, contrary to the finite T case. To resolve this problem we need to be able
to smooth out the remainder without destroying the bound on Zr(u). To do so smoothing [°°(u)
directly, and constructing a corresponding new u will not work, since [*°(u) by itself does not
give enough control on v and Z(u). However we are still able to prove the following lemma by
regularizing an “augmented” version of [*°(u).
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Lemma 15. There exists a family of continuous functions reme : L — L, which are also continuous
Ly — Ly, such that for any T € [0, 00],
[reme(u)ll, S [Xlle + [lulle,
127 (reme(u))[[Le S [Xlle + |20 (u) 24,
11 (reme (X, u)) |3, e (14 [Xl[e)* + [ Zoo (W) 74 + [[ullZ,
and ||I%° (rem, (X, u))|,, depends continuously on (X,u) € & x L. Furthermore
rem, (X, u) — uin L,
and if I*°(u) € H
[*°(remg (X, u)) — *°(u)in H as € — 0.

Proof. Let X2 = U<X? + U-X2 be the decomposition introduced in Section [, and observe that
for any ¢ > 0 we can easily modify it to ensure that ||[UsX?|4s-1-» < ¢, almost surely for any
p€ X and for any 1 < p < oo, B, [lUX?[|F._.,,] < C where C depends on [A],, ¢, p. Now set

li(u) = =AJs(U<X? = Z2(u)) + 1°°(u). Then u satisfies
ug = —AXE — AT, (UsX2 = 20) + I,(u).
From this equation we can see that, like in Section [,

o 1 ~
lulz < AW Z + A/O <s>—1+5HU>X§H%—HdSHUH% + [l (u)lZ,

and choosing, ¢ small enough we get
(44) lulle S MEXP|z + [lEs(w)]le-

And similarly we observe that
T
Zp(u) = - X5 — )\/ J2(UsX2 = Z°)ds + Zp(i(u)),
0

so again with ¢ small enough and since ZZ =0sZp for s <T:

, :
(45) 1Zr ()l pa S M Lo+ 12 (1(w))| -
Conversely, it is not hard to see that we have the inequalities

¥ 3
(46) 1Ze(@)s S MK s+ 120 (w)]] 4,
and
(47) i)z S AXP 2 + [Ju .

Clearly the map (X, u) — (X, lN(u)) is continuous as a map & x £ — £ and using Lemma [7] also as
amap 6 x L, = 6 x L, , and the inverse is clearly continuous & x £ — & x L. We now show
that it is also continuous as a map & x L, — & x L. Assume that I(u") — [(u) weakly, since
then [|l(u™)||z bounded, this implies by (44)) that also ||u"|, is bounded, and so we can select a
weakly convergent subsequence, converging to u*. Then u* solves the equation

uf = =AXP = AL (UsXE = Z)(u*)) + 1s(u),

(which can be seen for example by testing with some h € £*) which implies that v* = u (e.g. by
Gronwall). Now define rem.(u) to be the solution to the equation

rem, (u) = —AX® — A, (UsX2 = Z°(rem, (u))) + regx@(lNS(u)).

Then by the properties discussed above u +— rem.(u) is continuous in both the weak and the norm
topology, we also have from (44]) and (47)) that

Ireme(u)lle S MXP e+ [lulle,

~
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from (45) we have
12 (vemn (u)) | g < MG e + 1127 (w) | 1,
and by definition of rem, (u)
Jiremo(u) e = ||re..(Uw))|,
(48) Se AIX® g+ Jlull.

Now observe that

I eme()F S lls = MsUXE = ZZ(veme (w))ll + [|I(reme (w)) |,
1
Se A/ WW/&X?H%—MIlzﬁ(rema(U))\\%4d8+ MK Z + lulZ
< A+ IXle)" + 11 Zoo (reme ()17 + [lullZ
S A+ IXle)* + 1 Zoo ()74 + llullZ.

Observing that also ||AJs(U<X? = Z7(rem.(u)))|% depends continuously on (X,u) (both in the
weak and strong topology on L) gives the statement. U

Lemma 16. For any u € X such that F’Oo(,u) < oo there exists a sequence of measures j € X
such that
1. For any p < oo,

(49) By [l 2] + Bpup [1127° () 5] < o0,
ii. pr, — p weakly on & x L and Law,,, (I°°(u)) — Law, (I1°°(u)) weakly on H,
113
L—oo
w. For any py, there exists a sequence i, 1, € X such that
(50) sUp(Ey, , [lullZ) + B, . [17° (w)[3,]) < oo,

pin,L. = i, weakly on & x Ly, and Law,,  (1°°(u)) — Law,,(I°°(u)) weakly on H,,.

Proof. By Lemma [[3] there exists a sequence pj — p weakly on & x £ such that

Eu 1 Zr@)ll74] = Eull Zr()lza],  EppllullZ] = EulllullZ],
and p; is supported on & x B(0,L) € & x L. Now set ps = (remg)ypj. Then ps = ps =
(remg),p on & x L and by the bounds from Lemma [I5] also EuE[HZT(u)Hb] = Eue | Zr(w)]|14]
and Bz [[[1°°(u)||7,] = Eue[[1°°(u)||3,). The bounds from Lemma [I5 imply also Ee[|| Zr (u)||7.] —

L
Eﬂ[HZT(u)H%AL], EHE[HZOO(U)H%{] — EH[HZOO(U)H%_[], and furthermore

B llulz] S Bup (IXls + llullz)
S Eu (IX[E) + L7,

~

and similarly
Epe (1)) Se By (XN + lullz)
S Eu (IXIE) + L7,

~

and by continuity of Fi, and (B8) we are also able to deduce that we can find  small enough and L
large enough depending on ¢ such that |Fi (1) — Foo(pt)| < 1/2L and [Foo (1] ) — Foo(pF)| < 1/2L.
Choosing puy, = ,u% we obtain the first three points of the Lemma. For the fourth point recall that
from Lemma [I3] we have sequences P = Hf weakly on & x L, and Pni € X, which have
support in & x B(0, L) and since rem, is continuous on & x L,, setting /fni = (reg.), 1, j We

obtain the desired sequence. O
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Lemma 17. If T = oo we have

f Froo(p) = inf Foo(p).
Jnf Foo (1) jng (1)

Proof One can now proceed very similarly to the proof of Lemma 4 Let pu € X such that
Fio(p) < 00. By LemmalI8] for any L, € X, there exists a ju, such that | Fao (1) — Fao (1) < 1/L,
and a sequence (tn,1)n, such that p, € X, pn 1 — pr weakly on & x Ly, and such that (G0)

is satisfied. Define uan’st = Law (X, rem, (regt:$75(u))), and observe that now ,ufl’i — /fL"S on

S x L, Law s (X,1%°(u)) — Lawue,g(X, [°(u)) on & x H, and that we have Supn(Eﬂe,g [ull?] +
n,L L n,L

]E“eé [|7°°(u)||%,]) < oo. Then for some x € C(R,R),x = Lon B(0, 1) supported on B(0,2), for any

N € N, the function

(et bl £ VRN (g, 70, Ke) + AN el + S0

— () (Bl 20, K ) + M Zw @l + 102015

is bounded and continuous on & x L, and so by weak convergence

9

. 9 ¥ ¥
i [ oo (117,7,) = Foo (7))

N

i 8,0 [T, 0) (@onl2, 2000, K0) + A Ze) s + 5100 )

|-
—E e [%N(X,u) (‘I)oo(XaZ(u%K(u))“”Z ()”L” I o H”)H

+ Slyllp E“i’,(SL [

(1 R0, ) (o, 2000 K 00) + A Zo0) e + 51500 ) |

+EH«?6 |:

(1= T (,10) (B, 200, K ) + M Zwlil s + 510l ) H

N

1 [oe)
2sngui’f§L [1{||X||G+|Iu||c+||l°°(u)||;.¢>N} "POO(X, Z(u), K(u)) + Al Zoo ()| 74 + 5l (w)[|3

|

N

sup (unL(HXHes + llulle + 1% (@)l > NIE e [IXIG + ulZ + 11°°( )H%ﬁ])

1
< el 0 p 8 0 4
S sup (7B Il + e + 1l g K12+l + 1=l
— QOas N — o
As we can find €, 6 such that ]FOO(MEL’J) — Fyo(pr)] < 1/L we can conclude. O
Finally we can state the key result of this section.
Theorem 6. The family (F’T)T I'—converges to F. on X. Therefore
lim Wr(f) = lim inf Fp(p) = inf Fxo(u) = W(f).
T T uex HEX
Proof. In order to establish T'-convergence consider a sequence u’ — p in X. We need to prove
that liminfr oo Fr(u’) > Fao(p). Tt is enough to prove this statement for a subsequence, the full

statement follows from the fact that every sequence has a subsequence satisfying the inequality.
Take a subsequence (not relabeled) such that

(51) sup Fr(ul) < oo.
T

If there is no such subsequence there is nothing to prove. Otherwise tightness for the subsequence
follows like in the proof of equicoercivity. Then invoking the Skorokhod representation theorem
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of [35] we can extract a subsequence (again, not relabeled) and find random variables X7, 4"y
and (X, ) on some probablhty space (,P) such that Laws(X”,a”) = pu”, LawP(X @) = p and
almost surely X” — X in &, @7 — @ in £,,. Note that [T := lT(XT, a’) = 1:=1°(X,u) in £, and
using (51]) we deduce that the almost sure convergence [T — [ in H,,, maybe modulo taking another
subsequence, again not relabeled. Note that, by our analytic estimates (which hold pointwise on
the probability space) we have

- _ _ _ 1 ~ B
(X7, Z(@"), K(@")) + M| Zr(@")||7. + §||lT(uT)H% +H(XT) >0,

for some L'(P) random variable H(X”) such that Ez[H (XT)] = E[H(W)]. Fatou’s lemma and
Lemma [§] then give

g - 1
liminf Fr(p”) = liminf E; [@T(XT, Z(@"), K(@h)) + M| Zr(@")|| 14 + —WTH%{]
T—o00 T—oc0 2
= liminf Eg, [‘I>T(XT7 Z(@"), K(a")) + N Zr(@")|| 7. + 5HlTH% +H(XT)| —E[H(W)]

- 1 -
> B lim inf [ch(xT, 2"), K(@) + M Zr (@)l + 510713, + H(XT)] — E[H(W)

1 5 o

1@ = Fito

which is the I-liminf inequality. Now all that remains is constructing a recovery sequence, for
this we can again assume w.l.o.g that Fo(u) < oco. From Lemma there is py such that
|Foo (i) — Foo(pr)] < 1 and (@J) is satisfied. Then choosing pf = Law,,, (X, Lp<ryut) we ob-
tain that /7 (]l{t<T}ut) = Lyeryl®(w), so 1T (Lyeryue) [l < 11°(w) |3, and || 27 (Lyeryu) |74 =
1 Zr(u)||* < Hu|]4, which is integrable by ([#9). By dominated convergence and Lemma [§ we

> E, [@mo& 2(8), K (@) + || Zoo @) [ 44 +

obtain limy_,ee Frr (ML) = Fiy (1ur). Extracting a suitable diagonal sequence gives the recovery
sequence. O]

7. ANALYTIC ESTIMATES

In this section we collect a series of analytic estimate which together allow to establish the
pointwise bounds (B7) and (38)) and the continuity required for Lemma [l First of all note that

VKl S 0 Ji s W23 sl Zrll3 + fi IL]32ds
s ¥ (fo T W2, ds) 4 M Zrllds + JE I ads

which implies that quadratic functions of the norm ||K||z1-~ with small coefficient can always be
controlled, uniformly in [0, cc|, by the coercive term

1 o
A][ Z3 + 5/ 11517 2ds.
0

Lemma 18. For any small € > 0 there exists § > 0 such that

T < Cle, ) ENQr + | Krl3n-s + M| Zr 1.
Proof. By Proposition [1]

Af(W2 - Kp)Kp — f(w o K7) KT\
S AW g -ors 1K1} B S WL gors 1K 155

53 10/7 - 47 Frrasa
(53) S AWl 9 12

10/7
SNWENT s + [ Krllygss + NI
7,00
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By Proposition 4]

‘A][ (W2 < Kp)Kr

< MN|WE|| L —oss || K7 |
S AWl s 1Ko
which is estimated in the same way and finally,

~

Az]l (W2 < W) Ky

3
S WVUWE sssa [WE | gy/-ar2 | Kol gasaes

2
3
< CON (I gyoar 9 yaein )+ 81

Lemma 19. For any small € > 0 there exists § > 0 such that
TP < T7(CE ))EMNQr + el Kllms + M| Zr ] 14)
Proof. Using the spectral support properties of the various terms we observe that

IWE | p1es S W 10T,

e 25 1/2-36
TN Zr = Zpllp2 S 120 = Zpllges S1Zr = 2l fis| 20 — 27147

26 1/2-35

SN Zrl sl 2l 27"

where we used also interpolation and the L? bound ||Z]| 2 < || Zr||2. We recall also that

(54) Zp = Ky + AW,

Therefore we estimate as follows

A][ (W2 > (Zr — Z3)Kp = A][ (W2 > (K — K3))Kr + A?f (W2 > (W — W) ey

For the second term we can estimate

3 3],b 3 3],b
AZf(MHW%—W[T] DEr S NIWR s [W = WE | g K] s

A

_5 3
NT W o= W3 | g, | Kl s
for the first term we get

MO (Kr = KK S AIWR oya-al Kl 1Bl e

7/3,2

5 )‘H WIZ“ ||B7—1—5T1/2T_1/2_6 HKT HQBI;2+6
;00 7/3,2

-0
S ATNWi s Kl 205,
e 7/3,2
which we can again estimate like in Lemma I8

Lemma 20. For any small € > 0 there exists § > 0 such that

TPl < C(e,0)ENQr +e sup [IKellf-s + M1 Zrzs.
<t<

31
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Proof. First note that 6,(D) = ((D)/t?)((D)/t). In particular Z? is spectrally supported in an
annulus with inner radius t/4 and outer radius ¢/2. Then for any 6 € [0, 1]

Zlagy = 0 (B2) Rz 5[0 (2) B

t 12
By Proposition @ for any € > 0 there exists § > 0 such that

< N2rlB;,
~ <t>1+€

s+6 s+6
Bpﬂl Bpﬂl

T . T .
NS w7 = 23 Eat] S A ST IR v 1220 g e a-acl
SAfY W2l o512l g, I Kol 110 Wit

< M Zrll pgs, suposer 1 Kelli-s fy 11WE ] 100 ks
1/2 1/2
S MZr 512757, suposecr 1Kellm—s fo IWE ores gites

1/2 3/2
S MZ s swpocrar | Kellyis J3 W] s it

1/2 31 2
X2\ 21| 1 supocyer 1Kol s IWE 125 Jo W21 10 it

H46
and again
1/2 3/2 T
2] SUPogthHKtIIH/l s Jo W2l g1t s
T
<CN fo HW%HS ~1+5 (t)”“ + esuPogi<r HKtH st 5)‘HZT||L£4
While

dt

>1+6

1/9 3]1/2
o2z |V 2 s HKtHHwHW[T}HH/m/ Wil 100y

11/3 8/3 dt (3],/8/6 2
< o [ R S + s s+ M 2ol

Lemma 21. For any small € > 0 there exists 6 > 0 such that

5] < C(e,0)EWNQr + ell Kr|3ns + M| Zr |34
Proof. Using Lemma [3 we establish that

A][ W3 | < EQ) W% ooy, + 601Kz 2 + AET]L0).

Next, we can write,

| < 00 [f W) WG|+ W s WP,y e

which can be easily estimated by Young’s inequality. Decomposing
Wr(WE o W = W - (WB - Wi 4w < (WE - WE £ w0 (W - Wi,

We can estimate the first two terms by

28| fw - o) - i ‘<A3||WT|| s W g I1Kr e,

and

][W < (WH - wEh K ‘<)\3HWTH 1o | [WE HBO K7 e
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Young’s inequality gives then the appropriate result. For the final term we use Proposition [6] to get
X |f W o (W - Wi K|
SN P |+ X W s s (W _yama Kol

3 10[3 3
< NI s W5 g LB e + XNWr s o s W, o K e
3 10[3 3 ’
S NC@ WL gara-sWr g + Wl yoayos W, oo+l B s

For the last term we estimate

/\2][(WTW[7§])K%

3
5 )‘2HWTW[T} HB*1/2*5 HKTH2B1/2+5,
7,00 7/3,2
which can be estimated like in Lemma [I8 after we observe that
3 3 3 3
\|WTW[TH|B;¥275 < |[Wr = W[T]HB%H + W oW[T]HB;zH + W < W[T}HB;ZH

3 103
S IWall o oms (Wl gy, + W s

and use Lemma to bound W%po[?’]. O

Lemma 22. Assume that

< 00

sup 7L /T [eldt
7 (T)/4 (t)5/4
Then for any small € > 0 there exists § > 0 such that

2
19 < ey [ 2L [T 2 ez
7 1S C¢ <T>1/4 ) <t>5/4 EN4T | f1/2-8 T € Tll4a-

Proof. We can estimate

Nrf 2(2r - 23) e

)

< Nl 2 2| Zr = Z3ll e S A 125 2127 = Z3 s,

and

T
>\27T][(ZT — 27| < Nrl|Zr — Z3 |32 S A2 <:|p>1|/4 125 — Zrll 2|1 Zr — Zi | gasa.

These bounds imply that both of them remain bounded provided 7 does not grow too fast in T’
which is indeed insured by Lemma For the last term we can apply the estimate

2 [T b b s [T b b 2 Ty dt
A Ve Zy Zydt| < A ; Vel Z 2 1 27 | 2dt S AN Z7 | 2| Zr || gaga |
0

Again, after we have fixed ~; below, we will see this to be bounded. Collecting these bounds we
get

2
@) < oo [rl [T i+ el 2o
T | ~ Ve <T>1/4 0 <t>5/4 Tl 4 Tl g1/2—-6-

Lemma 23. For any small € > 0 there exists a 6 > 0 such that
TP < Ce)ENQr + el Krlfn-s + el Zrllfs.
Proof. We start by observing that

)\2

F3 oW 4 290 Wr) K| € IV s |l
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and using Lemma 24] and eq. (52]) we have this term under control. Next split

e [ faos - 22+ 2@y

T
[ oy

and note that ( 1/ 2 J, satisfies the assumptions of Proposition [0 with m = —1. Therefore

HJt(W? = 20) = (JW}) = 2\l gprjamas S (8) /2| WE HBG—;5||Z15HB3*§/4*5’

~

(W2 = Z2))% = (J;W? o J,W2)(Z2)2dt| + N\

and by Proposition [0
b b —-1/2-¢6 b
1Te(WE = Z) -2 + 1T (WE = Z9) || g2 S (8)71/2 Wl g 151271 g,

and by binomial formula

/][thwzb t——/][ (JW?) = Z2)2dt

dt
2 b b 212
< 2 Spll 2 g 12 -4 / W11 s

dt
< AZsup[||2° z / W2 -
SNl 2 eall 2l rovacs] | NV o s

Which can be easily estimated by Young’s inequality. From Proposition [[l and Proposition
A2 b A2
W - 2 - 2

and by interpolation

b b
S NNIWEI2 s al| 28 a1 22 g,

][ (J\W? = Z2) o JW2 20

<R, o220 a2
The integrability of this term in time follows from the inequality

HJtWtHB 15 S ()7 o 2‘SHWMIB s

To prove this last bound, recall that ¢/ 2Jt is a Fourier multlpher with symbol

(k) (= (k) 6) ) 1)1 = (k) "M (k) /8),

where 7 is a smooth function supported in an annulus of radius 1. Using this observation and
applying Proposition [0l gives the estimate. Applying Proposition [6] and Proposition 2] we get

b b b
VW2 = 20) 0 JOWE — (W2 0 TWD(ZD) g, _ S NI s ol 221 s
and after using duality and interpolation we obtain

)\2 T
T UL fm -z - oot o sz
0

dt
2 b b
g)\ izjlz[”zt”L4”Zt”H1/2_6]/ HWtHB - 5<t>1+6
4
1 dt
< (—sup 12212000 + A\IZT||i4> + C(eg, 5)\" (/ IIWtIIB 1= <t>1+5>

dt
Se <_|yZTH§p/2_5 +A|yZTH‘i4> +C(5,5))\7/0 waufﬂgym.

Finally we have

T
| frapeeyal v [ [ iz iz
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T 4
< CN [ / HW§2>°<2>HL4dt] el Ze s + el 2ol as.
0

Using eq. (54) to control || Zr|| g1/2-s in terms of K7 we obtain the claim. O

8. STOCHASTIC ESTIMATES

In this section we close our argument proving the following lemmas which give uniform estimates
as T — oo of the stochastic terms appearing in our analytic estimates.

Lemma 24. For any ¢ > 0 and any p > 1,7 < 00,q € [1,00], there exists a constant C(g,p,q)
which does not depend on A such that

(55) SUp W o wh -] < Clep.a).

Moreover there exists a function v € C*(Ry,R) such that for any ¢ > 0 and any p > 1,

(56) SUp (| (W o Wil — 20 W[l o] < Clepra),
Tq

(e p
(57) B ([ 1w 0 a2 - 23l at)| < Clepa)
0 ,

SIEPE[HJtW? o W} — 2| -] < C(e,p,q)
and

(58) el + @] S 1+1og(t), ¢ >0.

Furthermore v is independent of A. By Besov embedding Holder norms of these objects are also
uniformly bounded in T (but not uniformly in A).

Proof. We will concentrate in proving the bounds on the renormalized terms in eq. (B6) and (57
and leave to the reader to fill the details for the easier term in eq. (55]). Recall the representation
of Wy =Y} in terms of the family of Brownian motions (B}"):,, in eq. (@)). Wick’s products of the
Gaussian field Wr can be represented as iterated stochastic integrals wrt. (Bf);,. In particular,

if we let dwy(k) = (k) 'os(k)dB%, we have

W) = 1231w =24 3 @ [ [ (jau ),

K1,k
2(k
W) =24 3 e / / / ( / . “2;”))(1 ) duws, (k1 )dws, (ko) duws, (ks),
Ky o ks 53 (123)
where k(123) := k1 + ko + k3. Now products of iterated integrals can be decomposed in sums of

iterated integrals and we get

AW (@) = Ag(WE o WY — 297 Wr)(2)
S Lz Gon ,k) 5)dws, (k1) -+~ dws, (ks)
+Zk1, k3 fAS (8,k)1..3)dws, (k1) - - - dws, (ks3)
+ 50 Jar G 2”’] sk) )dws, (k1),

(59)
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where A := {0 <s1 <--- <s, <T} C[0,7]" and where the deterministic kernels are given by

Ggff’]((s,k)l..,g,) = (24K, o(k(1...5))e ’(’% 5))" Z Zx

c€Sh(2,3) i~j

T O'u(k(o 040 ))2
X Ki(k(o1 00 K (K(osoaoe) ) / — BB du |,
(o102) )27\ M(030405) Sos (K(os0405))”

G (5. k)1-3) = (241K (k.. Fo) > ZZ/

o€Sh(1,2) i~j P

T Uu(k(a 03) _p)2
b + 0K (o — o) | [ 20 P 4
Ki(ko, K ( (0203) — ) ( ooV </€(0203) _p>2

2
Gol(s k) = (24K ZkleZ/ drl/ erUmppl UrQ(pQQ)

~] P1,P2 1 <p2>

T 2
oulkl —p1 —
X K;(p1 + p2)K; (k1 — p1 — p2) (/ (ks = p1 = p2) du> ,

1VraVsy <k1 — D1 _p2>2

Ggfq[s]((s’k)l) = Ggfq[s]((s’k)l)—QWTKq(k?l)e““'x,

where Sh(k,[) is the set of permutations of {1,...,k + [} keeping the orders o(1) < --- < o(k) and
o(k+1) <--- <o(k+1) and where, for any symbol z, we denote with expression of the form z;...,,

the vector (21,...,2,). Estimation of A,(W2 o W[;’])(x) reduces then to estimate each of the three
iterated integrals using BDG inequalities to get, for any p > 2,
_ 2p1 y /P
Ing={E Z 5 Goo¥ (s, k)1.5)dws, (k) - - - duwgg (k)
kot yooks * AT
- 2
SE|| X [ G (s kus)dug, (k) - dwg (ko)
| k1,...,ks AT
2 2
< 20[3] 205, (k)" 05 ()"

k1,...,ks

The kernel GQO[S}((S, k)i..5) being a symmetric function of its argument, we can simplify this ex-
pression into an integral over [0, 7]°:

og, (k1)? s (ks5)?
Ing < / 1G2B (s, k)p..5) 2 22 L S VA PR P
0% 2 o0 YRR
Under the measure S<5k(5>2) dss, we have
/T O'u(k(030405))2du <
Sog <k(030405)>2 ~ <k05>2
Therefore with some standard estimates we can reduce us to consider
k(1 5) 05 (k1)? 045 (ks)?
I 1o 1 .. 255 dsy---d
0q S Z /0 175 k12)~k(345) (k)2 (ks)2 51 55

) os,(k1)? 05 (ks)?
Z /OT ]]'k'(lg)/\/k‘(345) <1]€1>2 <5k5>2 dSl---dSE)

7
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(k(1.5)) 1 1
Sl T Mt TR (i

klv"'7k5
1 1 1
S Z ]lp1~p2 pl +p2) Z —4]lk —1 k ...
(12)=P1,R(345)=DP2 2 2
P1,P2 k1,...ks <k5> <k1> <k5>
S Dl 422 T € S K £ Y Kyl £
P1,p2 . (1) (p2)* ™~ p1,T ! (p1) (pr +m)t ~ r ! (ry2 ~

Now by similar reasoning we also have

) D)2 Ki(koy + D) Kj(k(oyoq) — D)
|qu[3]((s,k)1..-3)|§ Z | K (K...3) |ZZ/ ar” <><ki+Jp>2( —

o€Sh(1,2) i~j P
< ¥ [ Kq(kq-3))
- (Foy)
o€Sh(1,2)
S0
2p 1/p
20(3]
L,={E kz A3qu[ (8, k)1.5)dys, (K1) - - dys, (k3)
177
2
|Kq(k3))l| o5, (k1)? 04, (k3)?
< alk)? on(hs) g
kI;kg 0,75 eg% 2) (ko) (k1)? (ks3)?

NZ k32N¥ >2

Finally, we note that the same strategy cannot be applied to the first chaos, since the kernel G2<>
cannot be uniformly bounded. We let

3]

11 = Or 2 Or 2
T(s1,k1) (242)ZZN] g fo dry fo dry 1() B <2q(2(§2) X
T k
XKz(Ql Q2) J(kl —q — q2) (fh\/rg\/sl Wdu>

SO
Gg?qm((s’ k)1) = Kq(k1)e™ " [Ap(s1, k1) — 2v7).
Observe that

Or Or 2
Ar(0,0) = (12°-2) 3, 4, fo dry fo dry 1(312) (Qq(zq>22) X
T
X frivrs <q§cfﬁ;;q2 dud’, ; Ki(g1 + ¢2)Kj(—q1 — q2).

We choose 7 as

2 2
E r r —|—QQ)
v = 4r(0,0) = (12°-2 / dU/ dr / dr Jl q1 2 ory (@) o
() i a1,a2 1 )? (@? (ot e)?

where we used the fact that for all ¢ € R we have >oinj Ki(@)Kj(q) = 1, since [ fog = [ fg.
Note that, as claimed,

L1 lgz a1 421 ST
Ivrl < E e ~— < 1+ log(T).
= (01)*(02)* (@1 + 2)?

Now

2
Ap(si,ky) — 2yp = (24% -6 / dridr ) 7r(42) Ki(q1 + q2) ¥
(s1,k1) — 277 = quqQ pdryZ ) (022 ; (q1 + q2)
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T 2 T 2
oulk1 — a1 — ¢2) / ou(d1 + ¢2) >
w [ Kk — a1 — / U du — Ki(q1 + —————5du
( .7( 1 A q2) S1Vr1Vrs <k1 —q1 — QQ>2 J(ql Q2) r1Vra <q1 + q2>2

so when |q; + g2| > |k1| the quantity in round brackets can be estimated by |k1|{q1 + g2) % while
when |q1 4 g2| < |k1] it is estimated by (g1 + ¢2) 2 so we have

1 1 1
A S ak -7 5
Az (a1, k1) 7! qu,p (q1)% (q2)? (@1 + g2)*

[F1 |
<]l|q1+q2|s|k1| T Vavtaalzihal 70 v

S 1+ log(ky).

And then with this choice of yr the kernel ég?[?’]

4 stays uniformly bounded as T' — oo and satisfies

20[3
G2 (s, k)1)| S Koy(k) log (k).
From this we easily deduce that

2p  1/P

Lg=1E || /A G (s, k)1.-5)dys, (k) <2, g>-1.
k1 T

All together these estimates imply that
203
E|AWEP 1, S @)%, > -1

L2 ~

Standard argument allows to deduce eq. (B6). The analysis of the other renormalized product
proceeds similarly. Let

V(t) = W2 = W20 W2 — 24, t>0.

First note that by definition of Besov spaces we have

E K/OOO HV(t)HBmEd/rdt>p}

1/r p

<E / <§:2qr(ﬁd/””AqV(t)HLr) dt
0
q

By Minkowski’s integral inequality this is bounded by

o] p/r
N / dt {E <Z2qr(‘g*d/r)IIAqV(t)\IEr)
0

q

1/p\ P

When r > p Jensen’s inequality and Fubini’s theorem give

1/r\ P
o dx
S| [ arg e [ Eaiav @@
/ {Z a JA] 15
Finally hypercontractivity and stationarity allow to reduce this to bound
1/r\ P

< /OO dt {Z g-ar(etd/r) (EHAqV(t)(O)F])T/Q}
0 q

Letting I,(t) = E[|A,V (¢)(0)|?] we have

o] p e8] 1/r
B | ([T 1 ) | < ([ dt{Zz—q“”d/”uq(t))r/ﬁ}

q

p



A VARIATIONAL METHOD FOR <I>§ 39

Now we decompose the random field Aq(W§2>°<2> )(z) into homogeneous stochastic integral as above

and obtain
Ag(WP ) @) = Sy Lag Gl (s, k) ra)dwsy (k) - g, (ka)

(61) + St a2 Gy (5, k) 12)dws, (k) e, (k)
+G2JZqu2
with
G({f&o@) ((s,k)1..q) = (242)Kq(k‘(1___4))ei(k(l""l))'x x

S Koo K (b)) Tt o)
(o102) (0304) (k(o102)> (k(0304)>

o€Sh(2,2) i~j

GﬁzO(Z)((sy k)i2) = (242)Kq(k( z(k(m) Z Z Z o

c€Sh(1,1) i~y g

! UQ(Q) Ut(ka +Q) Ut(ka _Q)
x [ dr-H K (ky, +q)K;(ky —q( L 2 )
[ ar e e 08 e =) (%
Gé?()}o@) — 24 q_lzZ/ d?“l/ drg x
1~] 41,92

Ory ((h) Ory (QQ)
(@) (g2)? i
— 2, L1

)Ut((h + QZ)2

(@1 + @) Kj(—q1 — @+ 0)?

Using our choice of 7 in eq. (60) we have that

2 2
_ (1222 Z/ dn/ dman Q1 2 0, (q2) Jt(QI+Q2)du
(q1)

2 2
e 1 (QQ> <Q1 + q2)

which implies also that

) 1+ log(t)
=0, and |3 S —F7—
{t)

as claimed. We pass now to estimate the other two chaoses. The technique is the same we used
above. Consider first

2
IO 4 |: Z GO ,q S k)l"'4)dw81 (kl) T dw34(k4)
ki,...k

Os; (k1)2 0'54(/€4)
kl; |G0 q (S, k)l---4)|2 <]€1>2 o <l€4>

k1)? o, (ka)?
< G (s, k) ___4)|2‘751( )7 GsaFa)” 0 g
kzk /[ovtyl 0 ' e (kg2 (o Tds

2(k 2(f 2 2
5 Z Kq(k(l 4))2/ O't( (12))0'15( (34))0'31(]{31) ‘”054(]&‘4) dsy -~ sy

d81 -ds S4

Sy 044 (kaz)? (keay)? (k)2 (F4)?
< Z k) O-tQ(k(12))O-t2(k3(34)) 11
o (k(12))* (kpa)? (k1)*  (ka)?

< ]l?qit Z Ky(ka))? < 12q§t24q
SIS, T2 (k)2 (ks (Ra)? ~ )"
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where we used that |oy(z)| < t~1/?1,.;. Now taking € + d/r > 0 we have

00 r () 9qr(2—e—d/r) .
/ dt Z 2—qr(6+d/r)(10,q(t))r/2 S / dt Z —
0 0 et {t)

q
o0
< [Ty
NORTEET

Taking into account that |k1|, k2| < ¢ we can estimate

G (s k)l 5 1) | 2 25 (T D) S a6,

from which we deduce that

2
I 4(t) L}; 207 (s, k) 12)dws, (k1 )dws, (Kz) ]
2081(k1) 082(k2)
<klzk?:2/ ko)l (k1)? (k2)? dsyds;

— k )2 o (k2)2
4 § : K 2/ 051( 1 S0
ik HKqkqa)l g2 (k)2 (k2)? dsidsy

1 1
Y K (k) P T S (07 2 g,

& (k)2 Tha)?
and then, as for Iy 4, we have
00 1/r 00 1/r
—qr(e+d/r) r/2 de qr(l—e—d/r)
dt Z 2 (I1,4(t)) S Z 2 Loagy SRS
0 7 o (1?2
as claimed. From these estimates standard arguments give eq. (57)). O

Lemma 25.
E[||Wi|[7,]/P < T3/

This implies that W3 € C([0, o0], Bpi;/%“) NL?(Ry, Byyp

volume and W& e C ([O, w],%*l/Q*“) N L? (R L2 ””)

/2=~ ™) for any p < oo uniformly in the

Estimating the cube

T S9
Wi(z) = 12[Wi](x) =24 > e kl*’”*’“’”/o /0 dws, (k1)dws, (k2)dws, (k3)
k1,k2,ks

We get for any p, by space homogeneity,

2p- 1/p
EH|W3( )||2p Up = |: Z / / / dws, (k1)dws, (k2)dws, (k3) ]

k1,k2,ks
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- p11/p
EWi@)IL) = E|| 3 / / / duwy, () sy (ko) g (ks)
| |k1,k2,k3 i
— 2_
S EDY / / / dws, (k1)dws, (kg )dws, (k3)
L |k1,k2,k3 |
N / / /81 ~ kl Jsg(ks)zdsl---dss
2
k1,k2,k3 <k3>

Now

3 // [ fﬁ ...o?](fgg)stl...dsg

k1,k2,ks
0'51 kl 053(k3)2
< Z/// a2 dsp---dss
k1,k2,ks
_ Z / "s
S T3

Now the second properties follow by the fact that o; is supported in an annulus of radius ¢, so
ot(D) o3
(D)

and Hoelder estimates follow by Besov-embedding.

3 /2 s\ —
Wy = R L T e e L T

—1/2—
BPvP
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APPENDIX A. BESOV SPACES AND PARAPRODUCTS

In this section we will recall some well known results about Besov spaces, embeddings, Fourier
multipliers and paraproducts. The reader can find full details and proofs in [3, 28] and for weighted
spaces in [27], [41]. First recall the definition of Littlewood—Paley blocks. Let x, ¢ be smooth radial
functions R — R such that

o supp x € B(0, R), suppy C B(0,2R) \ B(0, R);

¢ 0< 9 <1, x(€) + X5 9(277€) =1 for any € € RY

e supp(277-)Nsuppp(2™") =@ if |i — j| > 1.
Introduce the notations p_1 = x, ¢; = @(277:) for j > 0. For any f € .%/(A) we define the
operators A, f := f_lgpj(g)f(g), j=-1.
Definition 5. We say a function p : R — R of the form p(x) = (x)~7 for o > 0 is a weight.

Definition 6. For a weight p let

Hﬂmw:<éﬂﬂ@W@MQup

and by LP(p) the space of functions for which this norm is finite. For function defined on a torus
in R? we consider their periodic extensions on R?.

Definition 7. Let s € R,p,q € [1,00], and p be a weight. For a Schwarz distribution f € /'(A)
define the norm

11155 400 = 1@ 1A5F | o) )izl

Then the space By (r is the set of functions in #'(A) such that this norm is finite. We denote
By, = By ,(1/[A]) the normalized Besov space and H® = B3, the Sobolev spaces, and by ¢° =
B3, « the (unweighted) Hoelder spaces.

Definition 8. Let s € R and p be a weight. Then we denote by
1Fllgs o) = 127 [1pA; fllpoe)jz—1lleoe
and by €°(p) the space of Schwarz distributions such that this norm is finite.
Proposition 2. Let § > 0. We have for any q1,q2 € [1,00],q1 < q2
1flles,, < Iflm5, < 1Fl50s
Furthermore, if we denote by W*P the normalized fractional Sobolev spaces then for any q € [1,00]

171135, < W lwesss < 1 pgee

p,q —
Proposition 3. For any si,s2 € R such that s1 < sa, any p,q € [1,00] the Besov space By, is

compactly embedded into B2

Definition 9. Let f,g € /(A). We define the paraproducts and resonant product
frg=g=1f= > AifNjg, and fog:i= > AifAyg
j<i—1 li—j|<1
Then
fg=F=<g+fog+fryg
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Proposition 4. Let f,g € .#(A). We define the paraproducts and resonant product by
Frg=g=f= ) AifAjg, and  fog= ) Aifdg.

j<i—1 li—j|<1
Then
fg=f<g+fog+f>g
Moreover for any weight p, f < 0,a € R and py,p2 € [1,00], p% + p% = % we have the estimates

< o
15 = gllgsrey S Wfllog oiollolls
and for any o, 8 € R such that o+ 8 > 0 the estimates
< o
1 oallgsragy S 1flsg lollss, o
For a proof see Theorem 3.17 and Remark 3.18 in [41].
Proposition 5. For any weight p, 3 < 0,a € R we have
Hf - gHBg,j{ﬂ(/)Q) S Hf”‘ga(p)HgHBg’q(p)a
The proof is an easy modification of the proof of Theorem 3.17 in [41].

Proposition 6. Let a € (0,1) 8,7 € R such that 5+~ <0, a+ B+~ > 0 and p1,p2,ps3,p € [1, 0]
such that pll + p% + pla = Then there ezists a bounded trilinear form R1(f, g, h) such that for any

6 >0,

1
P

191 (f, 00 g < Ngllmg, 1 e, Il

p3,00

and when f,g,h € . we have

Ri(f,g:h) = (f=g)oh—g(foh).

Proof. The proof is a slight modification of the one given in [28] Lemma 2.97 from [3] and inter-
polation implies that |A;fg — Aj(fg)llee < 279%|f|lwew ||g]|zr2. This in turn gives after some
algebraic computations(see [28])that

Aj(f = g)=(Ajf) =g+ Ri(f,9)
with ||R;(f,g)le < 2792 f|| g

~ P1,00

lgllgs . Now to prove the statement of the proposition
p2,00
observe that for smooth f, g, h we have

flfigh) = D D A(f = Arg)Ash — ArgA;fih

Now observe that the term f > Ajg has Fourier transform outside of 2B for some Ball B inde-
pendent of k, so choosing N large enough we can rewrite the sum as

00 = D D Licirn(D;fARgAR + Ri(f, Agg)) — ArgA, fih

DY LkcisnRi(f Akg)ih — Lisip nArgA, fih
Jk>=1li—j|<1

Now we estimate the norm of the two terms separately. First note that for fixed j

> > LicirnRy(f, Arg)

k>-1i—jI<1
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has a Fourier transform supported in 2/ B. By Lemma 2.69 from [3] it is enough to get an estimate
on supy, ‘2(0‘+5+V)j > js—1 2i—jl<1 Le<it N R () Akg)ihHL to estimate it in Bﬁtf%’, so by Holder
= X P

inequality

+N
S w1 ) 5 X e g i1yl
li—j|<1 k>—1 li—jl<1

% Lp

< 2T glle e Il ,

For the second term observe that for fixed & the Fourier transform of

Z Z Lisit NARGA; fih

Jjz-1li—j|<1

is supported in 28 B. Now we can estimate again by Holder inequality

S 1D D LisinArgAjfib

Jjz-1li—j|<1 e
k+N
—ak — k
S 2 Y O i nllglag, Ll IRy,
j=-1

< 2@ glne g bl ,

O

Proposition 7. Assume a € (0,1), 8,7 € R such that B+~ < 0, and a+B+~v =0, pil—i-p%—i-p% =1

and qll + q% = 1. Then there exists a bounded trilinear form Rao(f, g, h) for which
Ra(F,0. ) S 1735, s, s

a1 ’ P2,92

and )
K2y h) = — h — oh
o(fo0uh) = i [ [ = b= (F o))
for smooth functions.

Proof. This is modification of the proof of Lemma A.6 in [30]. Repeating an algebraic computation
given in [30] in the proof of Lemma A.6, we get that for smooth f, g, h we have

fa(f,g.h) = - (Aig, AjhALT)

i>k—1,j—k|<L i~k,1<|j—k|<L

Then we estimate

[Ra(f,9, )] S - (Aig, AjhALF)

isk—1,j—k|<L i~k 1<|j—k|<L

S [Aig, AjhALS)|

ik, j~k
S 3 Ak el Aiglirs 1Al 2o

ik, j~k
S s (2F1AkT ) S 37 2PN Mgl Al

E ik, j~k

S s wllaligs  Mkllsg, ,
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O
Proposition 8. There exists a family (R )i=0 of bounded multilinear forms on €17 x ¢~17F x

HY2=0 5 H'Y27% such that for smooth ¢, 1, g1, g?) it holds

f4(p,1p, g, g?) = ][[Jt(cp = g (0 = ¢) = (Jrp o i) g ),
and 1
Rs4(p, 0,91, g™ < WH@H‘K*lﬂQH¢H‘€*1*“Hg(1)HH1/2*5||g(2)HH1/2*6a
for some 6 > 0.
Proof. Note that (t>1/ 2], satisfies the assumptions of Proposition [0 and with m = —1, therefore
using also Proposition
17:(p = g™) = Jip = g prasa-zo—n S (872 @llg=1-x g™ [l a2
and therefore

\][[Jt«»g% (o = ¢ = g >\

< Wele = gW) = Jep = gDl o-ssms | T (W = gD gr-1/24251

é
S O lellg-1-x g e &) T2 g 1wl gP Ml grasa-s
and by symmetry also

'][[thg (W > 42 — (o = gO) (s = g >]'

—1-45
S O Npllg-r-w gl rr/e-s [ $llg-1-x g |l 12—

Furthermore from Proposition [7 and for sufficiently small , ¢

][(Jt<p>g )(Jeh = g — ][((Jtcp>g )o Jih)g!!

S WTeplg—n-sllg™M Nl ar/e=s [Tl 119 | prasa-s
—1-5
S O lellig-1-xllg™ rase-s 1l g g1 72-
and applying Proposition{f]
(T = gM) 0 Tytpy — (Jispr © Jitpr) ()| r-1/245
S epelli—n-s g™ | gasa—s | Terbe |
—1-5
S 070Nl 1w g g ra-s g1
and putting things together gives the estimate.

O

Definition 10. A smooth function n is said to be an S™ multiplier if for every multiindex o there
exists a constant C,, such that

80(
age
We say that a family ny is a uniformly S™ multiplier if (62)) is satisfied for every t with C,
independent of t.

(62)

(S)‘ <o (14 [y led, £ e R

Proposition 9. Let n be an S™ multiplier, s € R, p,q € [1,00], and f € B;q(']l‘d), then
n(D) g5 < 111135,
Furthermore the constant depends only on s,p,q,d and the constants Cy, in (62).
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For a proof see [3] Lemma 2.78.

Proposition 10. Assumem <0, a € (0,1),8 € R. Letn be an S™ multiplier and q,p1,p2 € [1, 0],
pll + p% = %, fe Bﬁlm, g € By, - Then for any ¢ > 0.

[9D)(F > 9) ~ (D) = )l ggssms < 1fll s Nl .
The constant depends only on o, 3,0 and the constants in ([62)).

For a proof see [3] Lemma 2.99.
Proposition 11. Let 0 p, p1,p2 and s, s1, 2 be such that % =2 410 ynd s = 0s; + (1—6)s9 and

P p2
assume that f € WPL N WS2P2 Then

1F lwer < WS Isrmn 1F liirea.pe -

For a proof see [9].
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