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THREE-DIMENSIONAL STOCHASTIC CUBIC NONLINEAR WAVE
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EQUATION WITH ALMOST SPACE-TIME WHITE NOISE

TADAHIRO OH, YUZHAO WANG, AND YOUNES ZINE

Dedicated to Professor Istvan Gyéngy on the occasion of his seventieth birthday

ABSTRACT. We study the stochastic cubic nonlinear wave equation (SNLW) with an additive
noise on the three-dimensional torus T®. In particular, we prove local well-posedness of the
(renormalized) SNLW when the noise is almost a space-time white noise. In recent years,
the paracontrolled calculus has played a crucial role in the well-posedness study of singular
SNLW on T? by Gubinelli, Koch, and the first author (2018), Okamoto, Tolomeo, and the
first author (2020), and Bringmann (2020). Our approach, however, does not rely on the
paracontrolled calculus. We instead proceed with the second order expansion and study the
resulting equation for the residual term, using multilinear dispersive smoothing.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Singular stochastic nonlinear wave equation. In this paper, we study the following
Cauchy problem for the stochastic nonlinear wave equation (SNLW) with a cubic nonlinearity
on the three dimensional torus T2 = (R/(277Z))3, driven by an additive noise:
Ru+(1-A 3 =
fut(=Autu’ =600 e gR, (1.1)
(u, Opu) =0 = (uo, u1),
where &(z,t) denotes a (Gaussian) space-time white noise on T? x R with the space-time
covariance given by

E[f(ml, t1)€<1'2, tg)] = (5(.7}1 — 1‘2)(5(751 — tg)

and ¢ is a bounded operator on L?(T?). Our main goal is to present a concise proof of local
well-posedness of (|1.1)), when ¢ is the Bessel potential of order a:

¢=(V) " =(1-4)" (1.2)

for any o > 0. Namely, we consider ([1.1)) with an “almost” space-time white noise.
Given a € R, let ¢ = ¢, be as in (1.2). Then, a standard computation shows that the
stochastic convolution:

1=Z((V)"%¢) (1.3)

belongs almost surely to C(R; W*>(T?3)) for any s < o — % See Lemma below. Here,
we adopted Hairer’s convention to denote stochastic terms by trees; the vertex “.” in 1
corresponds to the random noise ¢p& = (V) ~*¢, while the edge denotes the Duhamel integral

operator:
I=(+01-2)" (1.4)

corresponding to the forward fundamental solution to the linear wave equation. Note that
when o > %, the stochastic convolution 1 is a function of positive (spatial) regularity o — % —5E|

Then, by proceeding with the first order expansion:
u="1+v

and studying the equation for the residual term v = u — 1, we can show that (1.1]) is locally
well-posed, when a > % See [13, 58] in the case of the deterministic cubic nonlinear wave
equation (NLW):

Ru+(1—-Au+u®=0 (1.5)

with random initial data. Furthermore, by controlling the growth of the H!'-norm of the
residual term v via a Gronwall-type argument, we can prove global well-posedness of (1.1)),
when a > %H See [13].

n this discussion, we only discuss spatial regularities. Moreover, we do not worry about the regularity of
the initial data (uog,u1).

2This globalization argument is the only place, where the defocusing nature of the nonlinearity plays a role.
See also Remarks [[.4] and [I.6] In particular, all the local-in-time results, including Theorem also hold in
the focusing case.
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When a < %, solutions to (.1} are expected to be merely distributions of negative regularity
a— % — ¢, inheriting the regularity of the stochastic convolution, and thus we need to consider
the renormalized version of (1.1]), which formally reads

atQU"i‘(I_A)U‘f"UJg—OO-u: (V)¢
{ (u, Opu)|¢=0 = (ug, u1), (1.6)

3 3

where the formal expression u® — 0o - u denotes the renormalization of the cubic power u°. In

the range i <a< %, a straightforward computation with the second order expansion:
u=1-Y+wv

yields local well-posedness of the renormalized SNLW (1.6 (in the sense of Theorem
below). Here, the second order process V is defined by

¥ =),

where ¥ denotes the renormalized version of 13. See [51] for this argument in the context of
the deterministic renormalized cubic NLW ([1.5) with random initial data.
We state our main result.

Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < a < 5. Given s > L, let (up,u1) € H*(T3) = H*(T3) x H*"1(T?).
Then, there exists a unique local-in-time solution to the renormalized cubic SNLW with
(u, Opu)|t=0 = (uo,u1).

More precisely, given N € N, let &y = TNE, where Ty is the frequency projector onto
the spatial frequencies {|n| < N} defined in below. Then, there exists a sequence of
time-dependent constants {on(t)}nen tending to oo (see below) such that, given small
e =e(s) > 0, the solution uy to the following truncated renormalized SNLW :

{ O2un + (1 — A)uy + ud; — 3oyuy = (V) "%y

(un, Orun)|t=0 = (ug, u1) (1.7)

converges to a non—tm’m’a stochastic process w € C([-T,T7; HO‘_%_‘E(TB)) almost surely, where
T =T (w) is an almost surely positive stopping time.

Stochastic nonlinear wave equations have been studied extensively in various settings; see
[15, Chapter 13] for the references therein. In particular, over the last few years, we have
witnessed a rapid progress in the theoretical understanding of nonlinear wave equations with
singular stochastic forcing and/or rough random initial data; see [57, 25] 26, 27, 51, 53] [47),
50, [66] 19, 541 45], 56}, 20] H5] 48], 12 [49]. In [26], Gubinelli, Koch, and the first author studied
the quadratic SNLW on T3:

Pu+ (1 —Au+u®=¢. (1.8)

By adapting the paracontrolled calculus [24], originally introduced by Gubinelli, Imkeller,
and Perkowski in the study of stochastic parabolic PDEs, to the dispersive setting, the
authors of [26] reduced (|1.8]) into a system of two unknowns. This system was then shown to

3Here7 non-triviality means that the limiting process u is not zero or a linear solution. As we see below,
the limiting process u admits a decomposition u = 1 — \V + v, where the residual term v satisfies the
nonlinear equation . See Remark (ii) on a triviality result for the unrenormalized equation. See also
[30L 47, 511, 54] for related triviality results.
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be locally well-posed by exploiting the following two ingredients: (i) multilinear dispersive
smoothing coming from a multilinear interaction of random waves (see also [45] [12]) and
(ii) novel random operators (the so-called paracontrolled operators) which incorporate the
paracontrolled structure in their definition. These random operators are used to replace
commutators which are standard in the parabolic paracontrolled approach [14] [40].

More recently, Okamoto, Tolomeo, and the first author [48] and Bringmann [I2] indepen-
dently studied the following SNLW with a cubic Hartree-type nonlinearity{]

Ru+ (1 —Au+ (Vsu)u=E¢, (1.9)

where V is the kernel of the Bessel potential (V)~# of order 3 > OE| In [48], the authors proved
local well-posedness for 8 > 1 by viewing the nonlinearity as the nested bilinear interactions
and utilizing the paracontrolled operators introduced in [26]. In [I2], Bringmann went much
further and proved local well-posedness of for any 8 > 0. The main strategy in [12] is to
extend the paracontrolled approach in [26] to the cubic setting. The main task is then to study
regularity properties of various random operators and random distributions. This was done
by an intricate combination of deterministic analysis, stochastic analysis, counting arguments,
the random matrix/tensor approach by Bourgain [9] [10] and Deng, Nahmod, and Yue [I§],
and the physical space approach via the (bilinear) Strichartz estimates due to Klainerman
and Tataru [36], analogous to the random data Cauchy theory for the nonlinear Schrédinger
equations on R? as in [2] 3] 4].

From the scaling point of view, the cubic SNLW with a slightly smoothed space-time
white noise (i.e. small a > 0) is essentially the same as the Hartree SNLW with small
B > 0. Hence, Theorem |1.1}is expected to hold in view of Bringmann’s recent result [12]. The
main point of this paper is that we present a concise proof of Theorem without using the
paracontrolled calculus. In the next subsection, we outline our strategy.

Due to the time reversibility of the equation, we only consider positive times in the remaining
part of the paper.

Remark 1.2. The equations and indeed correspond to the stochastic nonlinear
Klein-Gordon equations. The same results with inessential modifications also hold for the
stochastic nonlinear wave equation, where we replace the linear part in and by
0?u — Au. In the following, we simply refer to and as the stochastic nonlinear wave
equations.

“In [12], Bringmann studied the corresponding deterministic Hartree NLW with random initial data.

SWe point out that the scope of the papers [48] [12] goes much further than what is described here. The
main goal of [4§] is to study the focusing problem, in particular the (non-)construction of the focusing Gibbs
measure associated to the focusing Hartree SNLW. They identified the critical value f = 2 and proved sharp
global well-posedness of the focusing problem (with a small coefficient in front of the nonlinearity when g = 2).
On the other hand, the main goal in [12] is the construction of global-in-time dynamics in the defocusing case,
where there was a significant difficulty in adapting Bourgain’s invariant measure argument [8] [9]. This is due to
(i) the singularity of the associated Gibbs measure with respect to the base Gaussian free field for 0 < 8 < %
[48] [I1] and (ii) the paracontrolled structure imposed in the local theory, which must be propagated in the
construction of global-in-time solutions. See the introductions of [48] [12] for further discussion.
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Remark 1.3. Our argument also applies to the deterministic (renormalized) cubic NLW
on T? with random initial data of the form:

¥ ) = gn(w) ein-x hn(w) ein-x
(ug), uy) <Z (n)l+e ’Z (n)e )?

nezs nez3

where the series {g, },cz3 and {hy},czs are two families of independent standard complex-
valued Gaussian random variables conditioned that g, = §=n, hn = h—pn, n € Z3. In particular,
Theorem provides an improvement of the main result (almost sure local well-posedness)
in [51] from o > 1 to a > 0.

Remark 1.4. (i) The first part of the statement in Theorem is merely a formal statement
in view of the divergent behavior oy (t) — oo for ¢ # 0. In the next subsection, we provide
a precise meaning to what it means to be a solution to and also make the uniqueness
statement more precise. See Remark

(ii) In the case of the defocusing cubic SNLW with damping;:
OPu+ O+ (1 — A)u +u? = (V) 7%,

a combination of our argument with that in [47] yield the following triviality result. Consider
the following truncated (unrenormalized) SNLW with damping:

OPun + Oun + (1 — A)uy + uz;’v = (V)" %N
(quatuN)’tZO = (UO,Ul),

where {n = my€. As we remove the regularization (i.e. take N — o0), the solution uy
converges in probability to the trivial function us, = 0 for any (smooth) initial data (ug,u1).
See [47] for details.

Remark 1.5. (i) In our proof, we use the Fourier restriction norm method (i.e. the X **-spaces
defined in (2.8)), following [57, [12]. While it may be possible to give a proof of Theorem
based only on the physical-side spaces (such as the Strichartz spaces) as in [25] 26} 27], we do
not pursue this direction since our main goal is to present a concise proof of Theorem by
adapting various estimates in [I2] to our current setting. Note that the use of the physical-side
spaces would allow us to take the initial data (ug,u;) in the critical space ’H%(T3) (for the
cubic NLW on T?). See for example [25]. One may equally use the Fourier restriction norm
method adapted to the space of functions of bounded p-variation and its pre-dual, introduced
and developed by Tataru, Koch, and their collaborators [37, 28| 31], which would also allow
us to take the initial data (ug,u1) in the critical space 7—[%(']1‘3). See for example [3], [46] in
the context of the nonlinear Schrédinger equations with random initial data. Since our main
focus is to handle rough noises (and not about rough deterministic initial data), we do not
pursue this direction.

(ii) On T3, the Bessel potential ¢, = (V)™ is Hilbert-Schmidt from L?(T?) to H*(T3) for
s < a— % It would be of interest to extend Theorem to a general Hilbert-Schmidt
operator ¢, say from L?(T3) to HO‘_%(T?’) as in [106, 52, 44]. Note that our argument uses
the independence of the Fourier coefficients of the stochastic convolution t but that such
independence will be lost for a general Hilbert-Schmidt operator ¢.

60r a general y-radonifying operator ¢ as in [2I], where the authors proved local well-posedness of the
one-dimensional stochastic cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation with an almost space-time white noise.
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Remark 1.6. (i) When o« = 0, SNLW (1.6} with damping
Pu+ou+(1—Autu®—oco-u=¢ (1.10)

corresponds to the so-called canonical stochastic quantization equationﬂ for the Gibbs measure
given by the ®j-measure on u and the white noise measure on dyu. See [60]. In this case
(i.e. when o = 0), our approach and the more sophisticated approach of Bringmann [12]
for with 8 > 0 completely break down. This is a very challenging problem, for which
one would certainly need to use the paracontrolled approach in [26, [48|, [12] and combine with
the techniques in [18].

(ii) As mentioned above, when o > %, the globalization argument by Burq and Tzvetkov [13]
yields global well-posedness of SNLW with ¢ as in . When a = 0, we expect that
(a suitable adaptation of) Bourgain’s invariant measure argument would yield almost sure
global well-posedness once we could prove local well-posedness of (but this is a very
challenging problem). It would be of interest to investigate the issue of global well-posedness

f for 0 <a < % See [27, [66] for the global well-posedness results on SNLW with an
additive space-time white noise in the two-dimensional case.

1.2. Outline of the proof. Let us now describe the strategy to prove Theorem [I.I] Let W
denote a cylindrical Wiener process on L? (T3)E|

- Z Bn <t)en7
nezs3

where e, (z) = €™ and { By, },czs is defined by B, (t) = (£, 1o,  €n)at- Here, ()¢ denotes
the duality pairing on T3 x R. As a result, we see that {B,},czs is a family of mutually
independent complex-valued Brownian motions conditioned so that B_, = B,, n € Z3. In
particular, By is a standard real-valued Brownian motion. Note that we have, for any n € Z?2,

Var(Bn(t)) = E[<£> 1[0,t] : en>x,t<£a 1[O,t] : en)aﬁ,t] = ||1[0,t] : enH%i,t =t

With this notation, we can formally write the stochastic convolution 1 = Z((V)~%¢) in (1.3)

as
sin((t — t’)(V sin( t —t")(n)) /
= /0 (V)lt+e Z / yiTa — e dBa(t), (1.11)
nezs
where (V) = /1T — A and ( 1+ |n|?. We indeed construct the stochastic convolution 1

in (1.11)) as the limit of the truncated stochastic convolution 1y defined by

N = I(7TN a€ Z / sin t_li,a >)dBn(t/) (112)

nez3
[n|<N

for N € N, where 7y denotes the (spatial) frequency projector defined by

N[ = Z f(n) en. (1.13)

In|<N

7Namely, the Langevin equation with the momentum v = J;u.
8By convention, we endow T® with the normalized Lebesgue measure (27) 3dz.
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A standard computation shows that the sequence {1ny}nen is almost surely Cauchy inﬂ
c([o, 1], W"“%*’OO(']T?’)) and thus converges almost surely to some limit, which we denote
by 1, in the same space. See Lemma [3.1] below.

We then define the Wick powers vy and Wy by

VN<m7t) = (TN(x7t>)2 - JN(t)a

5 (1.14)
\I/N<QZ,t) = (TN(.’L',t>) — 30’N(t) . TN<1',t),
and the second order process ¥ by
Vv =Z(vn), (1.15)
where Z denotes the Duhamel integral operator in ((1.4). Here, on(t) is defined bym
t — tl
on(t) = E[(1n(x,1)) Z / [Sm 1+a< w dt’
In|<N
(1.16)
B Z { sin(2t(n>)} {tlogN7 for o = 1,
)2+2a - 342a (7 1—20 1
=N 4(n) tN , for0<a<3

We point out that a standard argument shows that v and vy converge almost surely to v
in C([0, T); W2=172(T3)) and to v in C ([0, T7; W3a7%7’°°(']I‘3)), respectively, but that we
do not need these regularity properties of the Wick powers v and ¥ in this paper.

As for the second order process ¥y in , 1f we proceed with a “parabolic thlnkmg”m
then We expect that ¥y has regularltym 3a —5— = (Ba— f—) + 1, which is negative for
Q@ S . In the dispersive setting, however, we can exhibit multilinear smoothing by exploiting
multilinear dispersion coming from an interaction of (random) waves. In fact, by adapting
the argument in [I2] to our current problem, we can show an extra ~ %—smoothing for Y,
uniformly in N € N, and for the limit Y = Z(v) = limy_,o ¥ and thus they have positive
regularity. See Lemma . As in [206, [12], such multilinear smoothing plays a fundamental
role in our analysis.

Let us now start with the truncated renormalized SNLW and obtain the limiting
formulation of our problem. By proceeding with the second order expansion:

uy = v — Vv + v, (1.17)
we rewrite as
(07 +1—A)oy =—(vn+1n —VYN)? +30n(Iy — Vv +on) +n
= 0} +3(Vn — 130k — 3(Vx — 2V NN )ow — 3vyon (1.18)
+ Y3 — 3V 3TN + 3V v,

9Hereafter, we use a— (and a+) to denote a — ¢ (and a + €, respectively) for arbitrarily small ¢ > 0. If
this notation appears in an estimate, then an implicit constant is allowed to depend on € > 0 (and it usually
diverges as € — 0).

1011 our spatially homogeneous setting, the variance ox(t) is independent of = € T3.

11Namely, if we only take into account the (uniformly bounded in N) regularity 3o — %f of W and one
degree of smoothing from the Duhamel integral operator Z without taking into account the product structure
and the oscillatory nature of the linear wave propagator.

12By “regularity”, we mean the spatial regularity s of \VN as an element in C([0, T]; W*°°(T®)), uniformly
bounded in N € N.
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where we used ((1.14]). The main problem in studying singular stochastic PDEs lies in making
sense of various products. In this formal discussion, let us apply the following “rules”:

e A product of functions of regularities s; and ss is defined if s; + s > 0. When s; > 0

and s > sg, the resulting product has regularity ss.

e A product of stochastic objects (not depending on the unknown) is always well defined,
possibly with a renormalization. The product of stochastic objects of regularities s;
and s9 has regularity min(sq, s2, 1 + S2).

We postulate that the unknown v has regularity %4—@ which is subcritical with respect to
the standard scaling heuristics for the three-dimensional cubic NLW. In order to close the
Picard iteration argument, we need all the terms on the right-hand side of to have
regularity —%—i—. With the aforementioned regularities of the stochastic terms 1y, vV, and ¥y
and applying the rules above, we can handle the products on the right-hand side of ,
giving regularity —%—F, except for the following terms (for small o > 0):

\VNTNUN, VNUN, and \VNVN- (1.19)

As for the first term Y x1yvn, we first use stochastic analysis to make sense of Y1y with

regularity o — %—, uniformly in N € N, (see Lemma D and then interpret the product as
Yntvoy = (Yatn)ow.

Note that the right-hand side is well defined since the sum of the regularities is positive:
(a—3—)+(3+) > 0. The last product Y nVy in makes sense but the resulting regularity
is 2a — 1—, smaller than the required regularity —%+, when « is close to 0. As for the second
term in , it depends on the unknown vy and thus the product does not make sense (at
this point) since the sum of regularities is negative (when « > 0 is small).

As we see below, by studying the last two terms in under the Duhamel integral
operator Z, we can indeed give a meaning to them and exhibit extra (%—k)—smoothing with the
resulting regularity %4— (under 7), which allows us to close the argument. By writing
with initial data (ug, ;) in the Duhamel formulation, we have

vy = S(t)(ug,u1) +I( - U?\/ +3(¥Yn — TN)U?V — 3??\,1)1\7)
+6Z((Yn1n)un) — 33N (vy) (1.20)
+I(Yh - 3Vatw) +3%
where S(t)(ug,u1) = cos(t(V))ug+ %
JV~ denotes the random operator defined by
TN (v) = Z(vnv) (1.21)
and (as the notation suggests), the last term in is defined by

Yy = Z(Yav) (1.22)

(without a renormalization). By exploiting random multilinear dispersion, we show that

uy denotes the (deterministic) linear solution. Here,

13As for the unknown v, we measure its regularity in (the local-in-time version of) the X ©2+ norm.
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e the random operator 3V~ maps functions of regularity %—i— to those of regularity %—i—
(measured in the X*’-spaces) with the operator norm uniformly bounded in N € N
and IV converges to some limit, denoted by IV, as N — co. We study the random
operator JVN via the random matrix approach [9, 10, (9, 18, 12 . See Lemma

e the third order process Q& v has regularity §+ (measured in the X*’-spaces) with the
norm uniformly bounded in N € N and Q& v converges to some limit, denoted by QP,
as N — co. See Lemma [3.4

We deduce these claims as corollaries to Bringmann’s work [12]. In [I2], the smoothing coming
from the potential V = (V)™? in the Hartree nonlinearity (V * u?)u played an important
role. In our problem, this is replaced by the smoothing (V)™ on the noise and we reduce our
problem to that in [I2], essentially by the following simple observation:
k

) S+ )™ (1.23)

j=1
for any v > 0.

Remark 1.7. In the following, we also set

W =Z(Vatn). (1.24)

By carrying out analysis analogous to (but more involved than) that for Vyty stud-
ied in Lemma below, we can show that {\V?VT N}nen forms a Cauchy sequence in
C([0,T7; WO‘_%_’OO(T?’)) almost surely, thus converging to some limit Y21, In this paper,
however, we proceed with space-time analysis as in [12]. Namely, we study in the
X*P-spaces and show that it converges to some limit denoted by AWL See Lemma

Putting everything together, we can take N — oo in (1.20)) and obtain the following limiting
equation for v =u — 1+ &
v=25(t)(uo,w)+Z(— v3 4+ 3(Y — 1)ov? — 3*?21))
+6Z((Y1)v) — 33V(v) (1.25)

Z(Y*) - 3% + 39,

By the Fourier restriction norm method with the Strichartz estimates, we can then prove local
well-posedness of ([1.25]) in the deterministic manner. Namely, given the following enhanced
data set

= = (ug,ur, 1, Y, Y1, P, 9 9V (1.26)
of appropriate regularities (depicted by stochastic analysis), there exists a unique local-in-time
solution v to , continuously depending on the enhanced data set =. See Proposition
for a precise statement.

This local well-posedness result together with the convergence of 1 and Yy then yields
the convergence of uy = 1y — Yy + oy in to the limiting process

u=1-Y+u,

14We also mention a recent preprint [61], where the random matrix approach is also used to prove probabilistic
local well-posedness of the Zakharov-Yukawa system on the two-dimensional torus T2.
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where v is the solution to ((1.25|).

Remark 1.8. In terms of regularity counting, the sum of the regularities in 1 - v? is positive.
In the parabolic setting, one may then proceed with a product estimate. In the current
dispersive setting, however, integrability of functions plays an important role and thus we
need to proceed with care. See Lemmas [2.7] and [3.6]

Remark 1.9. (i) By the use of stochastic analysis, the stochastic terms 1, ¥, Y1, \\P, v,
and JV in the enhanced data set are defined as the unique limits of their truncated versions.
Furthermore, by deterministic analysis, we prove that a solution v to is pathwise unique
in an appropriate class. Therefore, under the decomposition u = 1 — ¥ + v, the uniqueness
of u refers to (a) the uniqueness of 1 and Y as the limits of 1y and Yy and (b) the uniqueness
of v as a solution to ([1.25)).

(ii) In this paper, we work with the frequency projector mn with a sharp cutoff function on
the frequency side. It is also possible to work with smooth mollifiers ns(z) = §3n(6~'x),
where n € C®(R3;[0,1]) is a smooth, non-negative, even function with [ndz = 1 and
suppn C (—m, w]> ~ T3. In this case, working with

{ 8t2u5 +(1—A)us + ug’ —3osus = (V) ng x &

1.27
(us, Orus)|t=0 = (uo,u1), (1.27)

we can show that a solution us to converges in probability to some limit u in
C([-T.,,T.); HO‘_%_E(T‘%)) as 0 — 0. Furthermore, the limit u; is independent of the choice
of a mollification kernel 1 and agrees with the limiting process u constructed in Theorem
This is the second meaning of the uniqueness of the limiting process u.

Remark 1.10. (i) From the “scaling” point of view, our problem for 0 < a < 1 is more
difficult than the quadratic SNLW considered in [26], where the paracontrolled calculus
played an essential role. On the other hand, for the proof of Theorem [1.1} we do not need to
use the paracontrolled ansatz for the remainder terms v = u — 1 + ¥ thanks to the smoothing
on the noise and the use of space-time estimates, which allows us to place v in the subcritical
regularity %—1—.

Our approach to and Bringmann’s approach in [12] crucially exploit various multilinear
smoothing, gaining ~ %—derivative. When a =0 (or 8 =0 in the Hartree SNLW ([1.9)), such
multilinear smoothing seems to give (at best) %—smoothing and thus the arguments in this
paper and in [I2] break down in the a = 0 case.

(ii) In [26], Gubinelli, Koch, and the first author studied the quadratic SNLW on T? with an
additive space-time white noise (i.e. @ = 0):

Pu+ (1 —Au+u®=¢. (1.28)

With the Wick renormalization and the second order expansion u = 1 —Y +v, where Y = Z(v),
the remainder term v = v — 1 + VY satisfies

(P2 +1—-Aw=—(v-Y)* -2 +21V. (1.29)

As observed in [26], the main issue in studying (|1.29)) comes from the regularity %— of v,
which is inherited from the regularity —%— of 1YY. As a result, the product tv in ((1.29) is not
well defined since the sum of the regularities of 1 and v is negative. As in (|1.21)), it is tempting
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to directly define the random operator J'(v) = Z(tv), using the random matrix estimates.
However, there is an issue in handling the “high x high — low” interaction and thus the
random matrix approach alone is not sufficient to close the argument. In [26], this issue
was overcome by a paracontrolled ansatz and an iteration of the Duhamel formulation. We
point out that the use of the paracontrolled ansatz in [26] led to the following paracontrolled
operator Jg(v) = Z(v@1), which avoids the undesirable high x high — low interaction.
Instead of the paracontrolled calculus, one may use the random averaging operator from [17]
together with an iteration of the Duhamel formulation. We, however, point out that due to
the problematic high x high interaction, the random averaging operator as introduced in [I7]
alone (without iterating the Duhamel formulation) does not seem to be sufficient to study the

quadratic SNLW ([1.28)).

e Organization of the paper. In Section[2] we go over the basic definitions and lemmas from
deterministic and stochastic analysis. In Section|3] we first state the almost sure regularity and
convergence properties of (the truncated versions of) the stochastic objects in the enhanced
data set = in . Then, we present the proof of our main result (Theorem. In Section
we establish the almost sure regularity and convergence properties of the stochastic objects in
the enhanced data set. In Section [A] we recall the counting lemmas from [12] which play a
crucial role in Section 4 In Sections [B] and [C| we provide the basic definitions and lemmas on
multiple stochastic integrals and (random) tensors, respectively.

2. NOTATIONS AND BASIC LEMMAS

We write A < B to denote an estimate of the form A < CB. Similarly, we write A ~ B to
denote A < B and B < A and use A < B when we have A < ¢B for small ¢ > 0. We also
use a+ (and a—) to mean a + ¢ (and a — €, respectively) for arbitrarily small £ > 0.

When we work with space-time function spaces, we use short-hand notations such as
CrH; = C(0,T); H*(T3)).

When there is no confusion, we simply use u or F(u) to denote the spatial, temporal, or
space-time Fourier transform of u, depending on the context. We also use F,, F;, and F,; to
denote the spatial, temporal, and space-time Fourier transforms, respectively.

We use the following short-hand notation: n;; = n; + n;, etc. For example, niz3 =
ni -+ ng + ns.

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

~

[fllErs = 11{n)* f () llez
and set H*(T?) to be
HE(T3) = HS(T3) x HY(T3).
We also define the LP-based Sobolev space W*P(T?) by the norm:
1 llwer = [ FH () F @) -
When p = 2, we have H*(T3) = W*2(T3).
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Let ¢ : R — [0, 1] be a smooth bump function supported on [— %, %] and ¢ =1 on [— %, g]
For £ € R?, we set ¢o(€) = o([¢]) and

6;(€) = o(5) — 6(3%)

for j € N. Note that we have
Yo b =1 (2.1)
Jj€Ng

for any ¢ € R3. Then, for j € Ny := NU {0}, we define the Littlewood-Paley projector P; as
the Fourier multiplier operator with a symbol ¢;. Thanks to (2.1)), we have

F=>_Pjf (2:2)
=0

Next, we recall the following paraproduct decomposition due to Bony [6]. See [I} 24]
for further details. Let f and ¢ be functions on T? of regularities s; and ss, respectively.
Using ([2.2)), we write the product fg as

fog=reg+feg+fog
= Y PifPrg+ > PifPig+ > PifPuy. (2.3)
j<k—2 li—k|<2 k<j—2
The first term f © g (and the third term f © g) is called the paraproduct of g by f (the
paraproduct of f by g, respectively) and it is always well defined as a distribution of regularity
min(sg, s1 + s2). On the other hand, the resonant product f© g is well defined in general only
if s1 4+ s2 > 0.
We briefly recall the basic properties of the Besov spaces Bf,,q(TS) defined by the norm:

2%7||Pjul|

5 (No)

el = |
Note that H*(T%) = B3 ,(T?).

Lemma 2.1. (i) (paraproduct and resonant product estimates) Let s1,s2 € R and 1 <
D, P1,D02,q < 00 such that % = p% + p%. Then, we have

Ifeallgn < 1Flmlgl (2.4)
When s1 < 0, we have
1 @ gl geyres < £l Nlmsz (2.5)
When s1 4+ s9 > 0, we have
1 @l geyres < £ Nlmsz (2.6)

(ii) Let s1 < s2 and 1 < p,q < co. Then, we have
lullgsy, S llullwsze. (2.7)
p,q

The product estimates (2.4)), , and (2.6) follow easily from the definition ({2.3]) of the

paraproduct and the resonant product. See [Il [39] for details of the proofs in the non-periodic
case (which can be easily extended to the current periodic setting). The embedding (2.7)
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follows from the ¢9-summability of {2(51_52)j }j N for s1 < s9 and the uniform boundedness
of the Littlewood-Paley projector P;.
We also recall the following product estimate from [25].

Lemma 2.2. Let 0 < s<1. Let 1 < p,q,r < oo such that s > 3(% + % — %) Then, we have

V)2 (Dl e sy S TV Fllwcos) V)9l Lars) -

Note that while Lemma was shown only for s = 3(% + % — %) in [25], the general case

s> 3(%J + % — %) follows the embedding L™ (T3) C L™2(T3), r1 > ro.

2.2. Fourier restriction norm method and Strichartz estimates. We first recall the
so-called X*P-spaces, also known as the hyperbolic Sobolev spaces, due to Klainerman-
Machedon [34] and Bourgain [7], defined by the norm:

el o qrs sy = [6m)*(I7] = (n))*@(n, 7)lle2 12 23 xm)- (2.8)

For b > 1, we have X** C C(R; H*(T?)). Given an interval I C R, we define the local-in-time
version X*°(I) as a restriction norm:
HuHXs,b(I) = mf {”'UHXs,b(T:iX]R) : ’U‘[ = U} (29)

When I = [0, 7], we set X5 = X*(1).
Next, we recall the Strichartz estimates for the linear wave/Klein-Gordon equation. Given
0 < s <1, we say that a pair (¢, r) is s-admissible if 2 < ¢ < 00, 2 <7 < o0,
1 3 3 1 1 1
- +-=--35 and -+ -<-.
q r 2 q r 2

Then, we have the following Strichartz estimates.

Lemma 2.3. Given 0 < s <1, let (q,r) be s-admissible. Then, we have
15(8) (0, o)l L2 L7 (12 S [1(0, D1) I35 (72) (2.10)
forany 0 <T < 1.

See Ginibre-Velo [23], Lindblad-Sogge [38], and Keel-Tao [32] for the Strichartz estimates
on R?. See also [33]. The Strichartz estimates on T3 in Lemma [2.3| follows from those
on R3 and the finite speed of propagation.

When b > %, the X%b-spaces enjoy the transference principle. In particular, as a corollary
to Lemma we obtain the following space-time estimate. See [35], [64] for the proof.

Lemma 2.4. Let 0 < T < 1. Given 0 < s <1, let (q,r) be s-admissible. Then, for b > %, we
have

lullpg Ly S Nl g
We also state the nonhomogeneous linear estimate. See [22].

Lemma 2.5. Let —% <V <0<b<V +1. Then, for 0 <T <1, we have

)l = H /0 sin((t <_Vt>/)<v>) P

b S Tl_b+b/||F||Xs—1,b'-
X7 T
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In the following, we briefly go over the main trilinear estimate for the basic local well-
1
posedness of the cubic NLW (1.5 in H27¢(T3).

Lemma 2.6. Fiz small 61,02 > 0 with 465 < §1. Then, we have
3

1
HI(UIUQUS)”XT%HL%HQ ST H HUJ'HXT%MI,%HZ (2.11)
i1

for any 0 <T < 1.

Proof. Recall that (¢,7) = (4,4) is 3-admissible. Then, in view of Lemma interpolating
e I P (2.12)

with small dy > 0, we obtain

ol g Sl _yosy g (2.13)

T,x T
Moreover, noting that (%, %) is (% =+ %51)—admissible, we obtain from Lemma that

Il s < Covgallul ygoyon (2.14)
T

3—-26q
T,x

for any do > 0.
Hence, from Lemma duality, Holder’s inequality, (2.13)), and ([2.14)), we obtain

HI(UIUQU?)) HX%+51,%+52 5 T62 ”ulu2u3HX_%+51,—%+252
T
= T% sup

T
/ / u1UQU3wdxdt‘
T3
HwHX%,(;L%,%Q 0

3
< 7% 11l
< w (LTl g JIol

501,526 =1 T,x T,

=1

o
ST | | ||uj|| 125,145y
1. X2
j=1

provided that 0 < 465 < §; < 1. This proves (2.11)). O

We conclude this part by establishing the following trilinear estimate, which will be used to
control the term 1v? in (1.25)). See Proposition 8.6 in [I2] for an analogous trilinear estimate.

Lemma 2.7. Let §1,69 > 0 be sufficiently small such that 859 < d1. Then, we have
[ O g A

for any 0 <T < 1.

+267 00 ||u2HX2%+61,%+62 [|us HXZ%MI,%HQ (2.15)

Proof. By applying the Littlewood-Paley decompositions, we have

LHS of (2.15)

= Z HPj123 (Pj1u1Pj23(u2u3))||X*%+61,7%+262'

J1,J23,j123=0 T



3-d CUBIC SNLW WITH ALMOST SPACE-TIME WHITE NOISE 15

For simplicity of notation, we set Ni = 271, Nog = 2723 and Njo3 = 27123, denoting the
dyadic frequency sizes of ny (for ui), nas (for ugug), and njes (for ujugus), respectively. We
set v = Pj,up. In view of nja3 = n1 + no3, we separately estimate the contributions from
(1) N123 ~ maX(Nl, N23) and (11) N123 < HlaX(Nl,Ngg).
e Case 1: N123 ~ maX(Nl,Ngg).

By Hélder’s inequality and the L*-Strichartz estimate , we have

L5
HPJ'123 (Ule% (u2“3)) HX7%+6 Lrasy S N12§ ' ||U1Pj23 (ugu3) ||L%z

T
3
—81
S Nigg' |U1”L00W 1126),00 H ”uJ”L4
j=2
-5
§N1231IIU1H mlm HuaH 11
2 2
JC T

This is summable in dyadic Ny, Nag, Ni23 > 1, yielding (2.15]) in this case.

e Case 2: Njo3 < max(Ny, Na3).
In this case, we further apply the Littlewood-Paley decompositions for us and ug and write

o0

ugug = (Pjus)(Pjyuz).
J2,j3=0

Without loss of generality, assume N3 > N, where Nj, = 2% k = 2, 3. Then, we have
Nigg S N1~ Nog S Ns. (2.16)
By duality and (2.13)) (with 6; = 4(52), we have

”PjuHXO,f%u&Q = 3 P, 1+P;+ Pj+1)v)dxdt
! Il 01 22 : (2.17)
52<*—452>J||P ul
Tx
Then, from (2.17)), (2.14), and (2.16|) with 83 < 01, we have
—3+0 46
Hlezzs (”1Pj23(7)2”3))u deor-hezsy S V123 1]\71223 (1P g (v203)| =55
Xr - 2
1
61—485 73 —20
< Nigg PNy 1|| e lV2ll s llvsllzs,,
T,x
1 _1_
< Neg NN

XHUlHL%oW;%H&LmHUZH 7%+8§2,%+52‘|u3|| 7%4—51,0

—44 -0 -0
S Nigg *Ny “' Ny IHUIH 14267 ,00 H HUJH +51 1isy-

This is summable in dyadic Ny, Nao, N3, Na3, N19g > 1, yielding (2.15)) in this case. O
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2.3. On discrete convolutions. Next, we recall the following basic lemma on a discrete
convolution.

Lemma 2.8. (i) Let d > 1 and «, 5 € R satisfy
a+pB>d and a, B < d.

Then, we have
1
s S ()T
2, T
for any n € 7.
(ii) Let d > 1 and o, f € R satisfy o+ > d. Then, we have

1 o
Z <n1>°‘<n2>5 S <n>d B

n=ni+nga
[n1|~|n2]

for any n € Z°.

Namely, in the resonant case (ii), we do not have the restriction a, 8 < d. Lemma
follows from elementary computations. See, for example, Lemmas 4.1 and 4.2 in [41] for the
proof.

2.4. Tools from stochastic analysis. We conclude this section by recalling useful lemmas
from stochastic analysis. See [5], 62 [43] for basic definitions. See also Appendix (B for basic
definitions and properties for multiple stochastic integrals.

Let (H, B, ) be an abstract Wiener space. Namely, u is a Gaussian measure on a separable
Banach space B with H C B as its Cameron-Martin space. Given a complete orthonormal
system {e;}jen C B* of H* = H, we define a polynomial chaos of order k£ to be an element
of the form [[;2, Hy;((z,€;)), where x € B, k; # 0 for only finitely many j’s, k = 372, kj,
Hj,; is the Hermite polynomial of degree k;, and (,-) = p(-,-) g~ denotes the B~B* duality
pairing. We then denote the closure of polynomial chaoses of order k under L?(B, u) by Hy.
The elements in Hj are called homogeneous Wiener chaoses of order k. We also set

k
Har = EPH,
§=0

for k € N.

Let L = A — z -V be the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operatorﬁ Then, it is known that any
element in Hj is an eigenfunction of L with eigenvalue —k. Then, as a consequence of the
hypercontractivity of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup U(t) = e'* due to Nelson [42], we
have the following Wiener chaos estimate [63, Theorem I1.22]. See also [65, Proposition 2.4].

Lemma 2.9. Let k € N. Then, we have
k
[ X zr) < (p— 1) 2| X || 22¢0

for any p > 2 and any X € H<y,.

L5por simplicity, we write the definition of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator L when B = R,
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The following lemma will be used in studying regularities of stochastic objects. We say
that a stochastic process X : Ry — D/(T?) is spatially homogeneous if {X(-,¢)}tcr, and
{X(z0+-,t)}ier, have the same law for any zg € T Given h € R, we define the difference
operator ¢, by setting

ShX(t) = X (t +h) — X(t).

Lemma 2.10. Let {Xy}nen and X be spatially homogeneous stochastic processes : Ry —
D'(T%). Suppose that there exists k € N such that Xn(t) and X (t) belong to H<y, for each
teR,.

(i) Let t € Ry. If there exists so € R such that
E[|X (n,£)]*] S (n)=¢72 (2.18)
for any n € Z%, then we have X (t) € W=(T9), s < sq, almost surely.
(ii) Suppose that Xy, N € N, satisfies . Furthermore, if there exists v > 0 such that
E[|Xn(n,t) — Xar(n,t)[?] S N7V (n)=d72s0
for any n € Z* and M > N > 1, then Xn(t) is a Cauchy sequence in W5>(T%), s < s,

almost surely, thus converging to some limit in W (T%).
(iii) Let T > 0 and suppose that (i) holds on [0,T]. If there exists o € (0,1) such that

E[0,X (n,t)[?] < (n) "% |h|7
foranyn € Z4,t € [0,T], and h € [-1, 1]@ then we have X € C([0, T]; W*>(T%)), s < 50— %,
almost surely.

(iv) Let T > 0 and suppose that (ii) holds on [0,T]. Furthermore, if there exists v > 0 such
that

E[|6, X n(n,t) — 0 Xas(n,1)[?] S N7V (n)~d7250%7 | p|o

for any n € Z%, t € [0,T], h € [-1,1], and M > N > 1, then Xy is a Cauchy se-
quence in C([0,T]; W>(T%)), s < so — 4,
C([0,T); W*(T)).

almost surely, thus converging to some process in

Lemma [2.10] follows from a straightforward application of the Wiener chaos estimate
(Lemma [2.9). For the proof, see Proposition 3.6 in [41] and Appendix in [50]. As compared to
Proposition 3.6 in [41], we made small adjustments. In studying the time regularity, we made
the following modifications: (n)~47250120 s (n)=d=250%7 and s < s — 0 > s < 59 — § s0
that it is suitable for studying the wave equation. Moreover, while the result in [41] is stated
in terms of the Besov-Hélder space C*(T?) = B, ., (T?), Lemma handles the L*>-based
Sobolev space W*>°(T3). Note that the required modification of the proof is straightforward
since W5 (T?) and B, (T%) differ only logarithmically:

oo
Fllwece <D NP fllwses S (1f ]| pze, (2.19)
=0

for any € > 0. For the proof of the almost sure convergence claims, see [50].

16yye impose h > —t such that ¢ + h > 0.
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3. LOCAL WELL-POSEDNESS OF SNLW, a > 0

In this section, we present the proof of local well-posedness of (Theorem . In
Subsection [3.1] we first state the regularity and convergence properties of the stochastic objects
in the enhanced data set = in . In Subsection we then present a deterministic local
well-posedness result by viewing elements in the enhanced data set as given (deterministic)
distributions and a given (deterministic) operator with prescribed regularity properties.

3.1. On the stochastic terms. In this subsection, we state the regularity and convergence
properties of the stochastic objects in ((1.26)) whose proofs are presented in Section

Lemma 3.1. Let o > 0 and T > 0.
(i) For any s < a—%, {In}nen defined in is a Cauchy sequence in C ([0, T]; W>(T3)),
almost surely. In particular, denoting the limit by t (formally given by ), we have
te C([0, T); W 275°(T?))
for any € > 0, almost surely.
(il) Let 0 < a < % Then, for any s < o, {VYn}nen defined in is a Cauchy sequence in
C([0, T); W#°(T3)) almost surely. In particular, denoting the limit by Y, we have
Y e C([0, T); Wo==(T%))
for any € > 0, almost surely.

Remark 3.2. (i) As mentioned in Section |1 a parabolic thinking gives regularity 3a — %—

for V. Lemma (ii) states that, when o > 0 is small, we indeed gain about %—regularity
by exploiting multilinear dispersion as in the quadratic case studied in [26]. We point out
that our proof is based on an adaptation of Bringmann’s analysis on the corresponding term
in the Hartree case [12] and thus the regularities we obtain in Lemma [3.1)(ii) as well as
Lemmas and may not be sharp (especially for large o > 0; see, for example, a
crude bound ) They are, however, sufficient for our purpose.

(ii) In this section, we only state almost sure convergence but the same argument also yields
convergence in LP(2) with an exponential tail estimate (as in [27, 48] [12]). Our goal is,
however, to prove local well-posedness and thus the almost sure convergence suffices for our
purpose.

Lemma 3.3. Let 0 < a < § and T > 0. Let {Iy}nen and {Vn}nen be as in (L12)
and (L.15)). Then, for any s < a—%, {\VNTN}NEN is a Cauchy sequence in C([0, T]; W°(T3))

almost surely. In particular, denoting the limit by Y1, we have
V1 e O([0, T]; Wo—z = (T3))
for any € > 0, almost surely.
Lemma 3.4. Leta>0,T >0, and b > % be sufficiently close to %

(i) For any s < a+ 3, {QpN}NeN defined in (1.22)) is a Cauchy sequence in X**([0,T]). In
particular, denoting the limit by % we have

Y e xo+375([0, 1)),
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for any € > 0, almost surely.

(i) For any s < a+ 3, {%}NEN defined in (1.24) is a Cauchy sequence in X**([0,T]). In
particular, denoting the limit by V, we have

e X (0,7)),

for any € > 0, almost surely.

Given Banach spaces B; and By, we use L(Bj; B2) to denote the space of bounded linear
operators from By to By. We also set

ch = () L(X([0,T]); X2 (0,T))) (3.1)
0<T<Ty

endowed with the norm given by

S S1,8 - T_9 S s s 32
I gy = 500 TSl g (3.2

for some small 6 > 0.

Lemma 3.5. Let a > 0 and Ty > 0. Then, given sufficiently small 01,82 > 0, the sequence

of the random operators {JVN}NeN defined in (1.21)) is a Cauchy sequence in the class
1461,1461,246 . . L
E%OJF L oLyt ? . almost surely. In particular, denoting the limit by 3V, we have

1 1 1
~\ 5+01,5+61,5+02
Jv e ﬁTO ,

almost surely.
The following trilinear estimate is an immediate consequence of Lemma [2.7]

Lemma 3.6. Let o > 0. Let 61,02, > 0 be sufficiently small such that 201 + ¢ < a. Then,
we have

1 U1U2||X;%+51,_%+252 S —e,00 ||U1”X7%+51,%+52 HU2||X7%+51,%+52

I
LEW,
forany 0 <T < 1.

3.2. Proof of Theorem In this section, we prove the following proposition. Theorem [I.1
then follows from this proposition and Lemmas [3.1] -

Proposition 3.7. Let a > 0, s > %, and Ty > 0. Then, there exists small € = (v, ),
0 = 01(a, ), 62 = a2, s) > 0 such that if

e 1 is a distribution-valued function belonging to C(]0,Tp); Wa_%_E’OO(T?’)),

o V is a distribution-valued function belonging to C([0, Tp]; We=°°(T?)),

o V1 is a distribution-valued function belonging to C([0, Tyl; W“_%_a’oo(’]l‘3)),

. Q& is a function belonging to Xo‘*%fe’%J”S?([O,TO]),

o “W* is a function belonging to X"‘*%*E’%*‘SQ([O,TO]),

~\ %+517%+51,%+52 .
e the operator J* belongs to the class L, defined in (3.1)),
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then the equation (1.25)) is locally well-posed in H*(T3). More precisely, given any (ug,u1) €
H*(T3), there exist 0 < T < Ty and a unique solution v to the cubic SNLW (L.25)) on [0,T]

in the class

X354 ((0, 7)) € O([0, T); H2 1 (T%)),
Furthermore, the solution v depends continuously on the enhanced data set

E= (uo, U1, T,\V,\VT,QK,V,SV) (3.3)
in the class
XS = H(T®) x O([0, T); W2 7=>(T?))

X C(0, T W= (T%) x C((0,T]; W™ 27=(T%))

x Xta—e3t0([0, T]) x XT2—=2192(]0, T7)

X L(X 205402 (0, T]); X 302370 ([0, 7).

Proof. Given a > 0 and s > 3, fix small € > 0 such that £ < min(a, s —1). Given an enhanced
data set = as in (3.3)), we set

=€) = (1,7, 7,7 ¥, 9Y)

and
IEEyge = HTllcT0 a-pocoo F ¥lley, we—ee + 11711 e dme
T 2 o I
0 0
+ va||£%+51,%+51,%+527
L1461,1461,246
where E%OJF L LT 4o oS in (13.2). In the following, we assume that

IE©)yge < K (3-4)

for some K > 1.
Given the enhanced data set = in (3.3)), define a map I's by

T=(v) = S(t)(uo, u1) + Z( — v* + 3(Y — 1)o? — 3¥%0)
+6Z((Y1)v) — 33 (v)
+ (V) -39 439,

Fix 0 < T <7Tp. From Lemmas and with (3.4]), we have

6 0
TPy gosn S TRV sy gass < TNV age ol
T T ’
3.5)
0 71,12 (
<T K||vHX7%+51,%+52
and
2 0 0
IZ(Y v)||X%+61,}2+52 <T |’\V|’%°T°ZHUHL2TI <T KQHU”X%ML%HQ (3.6)

T T
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for some 6 > 0. Similarly, we have

lZev™)| 2+512+52NT52W I bonyean < TI¥IEg, < TR (3.7)

From Lemma ﬂ and Lemma - 2| with , we have
QDI N NT52\|<%> |y goom ST, o,

T x
0
5 T ||\VT” oo ;%+61’°°H’UHL2 H§—51 (38)
6
STK|vl 4 i b
provided that 01 + & < . From ( and (| -, we have
HJV( )11 §+61 146y <T HJVH —+51 115,46, HUHX%HI,%MQ <TK|v| 1 §+61 1isye (3.9)
T T

0
Hence, by applying Lemmas ﬂ and , then Lemma n, Lemma ﬂ , ,
, , and Lemma with , we have

0
IP=() g s S Mo un)llpes + T (ol )y, + ) + K.
Xi X7

An analogous computation yields a difference estimate on I's(v1) — I's(v2). Therefore,
Proposition follows from a standard contraction argument. g

4. REGULARITIES OF THE STOCHASTIC TERMS

In this section, we present the proof of Lemmas [3.1] - [3.5] which are basic tools in applying
Proposition to finally prove Theorem In view of the local well-posedness result in [51],
we assume that 0 < a < i in the following. Without loss of generality, we assume that 7' < 1.
The main tools in this section are the counting estimates from [12], Section 4] and the random
matrix estimate (see Lemma below) from [I8], which capture the multilinear dispersive
effect of the wave equation. For readers’ convenience, we collect the relevant counting estimates
in Appendix [A] and the relevant definitions and estimates for random matrices and tensors
in Appendix [C] We show in details how to reduce the relevant stochastic estimates to some
basic counting and (random) matrix/tensor estimates studied in [I2, Section 4] and [I8].

In the remaining part of this section, we assume 0 < T < Ty < 1.

4.1. Basic stochastic terms. We first present the proof of Lemma
Proof of Lemma[3.1 (i) Let t > 0. From , we have

o~

E[fin(n, t)? } < C(t)<n>_2_2a (4.1)

for any n € Z3 and N > 1. Also, by the mean value theorem and an interpolation argument
as in [26], we have

E[[in(n,t1) = Tn(n,t2)P] S (n) 200y — )
for any 0 € [0,1], n € 73, and 0 < ty < t; < T with t; —ty < 1, uniformly in N € N.
Hence, from Lemma , we conclude that 1y € C([0,T]; WO‘_%_‘E’C’O(T?’)) for any € > 0,

almost surely. Moreover, a slight modification of the argument, using Lemma yields that
1
{1n}Nen is almost surely a Cauchy sequence in C([0, T]; W™ 275°°(T3)), thus converging
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to some limit 1. Since the required modification is exactly the same as in [26], we omit the
details here.

Remark 4.1. In the remaining part of this section, we establish uniform (in N) regularity
bounds on the truncated stochastic terms (such as V) but may omit the convergence part of
the argument. Furthermore, as for Y1y studied in Lemma we only establish a uniform
(in N) regularity bound on Y1y (t) for each fixed 0 < ¢t <T < 1. A slight modification as
above yields continuity in time but we omit details.

(ii) It is possible to prove this part by proceeding as in [26], 45] (i.e. without the use of the
X3b_spaces). In the following, however, we follow Bringmann’s approach [12], adapted to the
stochastic PDE setting. More precisely, we show that given any §; > 0 and sufficiently small
d2 > 0, the sequence {wx}nyen is a Cauchy sequence in X O‘_l_‘sl’_%MQ([O, T]), almost surely,
and thus converges almost surely to ¥ in the same space, where v is the almost sure limit of
{¥n}nen in C(]0,T7]; W3O‘_%_’°°(’]I'3)) discussed in Section

Our first goal is to prove the following bound; given any d; > 0 and sufficiently small §o > 0,
there exists 8 > 0 such that

30
IR arsy - sl ooy S PET (4:2)
XT

for any p > 1 and 0 <7 < 1, uniformly in N € N.

Let us first compute the space-time Fourier transform of vy (with a time cutoff function).
From with (L.12)), we can write the spatial Fourier transform Tn(n,t) as the following
multiple Wiener-Ito integral (as in [41]):

vt = Y / / / Hsm 1+a >)dBn3(tg)dBm(tg)dBm(tl) (4.3)

n=nj+nz+ns
[nj|<N

We emphasize that the renormalization in is embedded in the definition of the multiple
Wiener-Ito integral.

We now compute the space-time Fourier transform of 1o 7w, where 1jy 1) denotes the
sharp cutoff function on the time interval [0,T7]. From and the stochastic Fubini theorem
([15, Theorem 4.33]; see also Lemma [B.2)), we have

_— 1
Loy (n,7) = Vo Z /1[0T]€ ///

n=ni+nz+ns
In;|<N

3 .
H 51n((<75nf>fi)0§nj>) By, (t3)dBn, (t2)dBn, (t1)dt (4.4)

s L
= == Z Fm,nmns t1>t2’t3)dBn3 (t3)dBn2 (tZ)dBm (tl)a
2 n=ni+nza+ns

[nj|<N

where Fp, nong(t1,t2,t3,7) is defined by

T 3 .
itr sin((t —t5)(n;
Fn11n27n3<t17t27t377—) _/0 € ' H ((<n>1i-)0§ ]>)1[0:t](tj)dt' (4'5)
)

j=1
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Note that Fy,, nyns(t1,t2, t3,7) is symmetric in ¢y, o, t3.

Given dyadic N; > 1, j = 1,2, 3, let us denote by A%,Nz,Ns the contribution to 1o 7jwn
from |n;| ~ Nj, j =1,2,3, in . We first compute the X* P-norm of A%LNQ,NS with
b= —% — ¢ for 6 > 0. We then interpolate it with the trivial X%%-bound. Recall the trivial

bound:

[l =

IN

1(m)* (] = (n))° @, 7)l 2 12

>

I(n)* (7 + eo(n))* @(n, 7)ll¢2 2

for any s,b € R. Then, defining k(1) = Key 1 e0.05(N1, N2, n3) by

eoe{-1,1} (4.6)
>y ()P atn, T — co(n))lle e
eoe{-1,1}
K(n) = eo(ni23) + e1(n1) + e2(n2) + e3(ns), (4.7)

with e; € {—1,1} for j = 0,1,2,3, it follows from (4.6)), (4.4), Fubini’s theorem, Ito’s isometry,
and expanding the sine functions in (4.5)) in terms of the complex exponentials that

N
[ER

eoe{—1,1} neZ3

X {
n=ni+nz+ns
[nj|<N
;| ~N;

L2(Q)

S Y X [w

s—1) <T>71725

/[ ” | Py mans (t1, 12,13, 7 — 50<n>)’2dt3dt2dt1}d7
0,7

3
_ 1 1
D SRND o) (CEERER D ol | (o

€0,61,62,63€{—1,1} neZ3

/T
max(tl,tg,tg)

“J
[0,7]°

DD

€0,61,62,e3€{—1,1} neZ3 n=ni+n2+ns

DD

€0,61,62,e3€{—1,1} neZ3 n=ni+n2+ns

S X

€0,61,62,63€{—1,1}

sup
meZ

n€Z3 n=ni+nz+nsz

n=ni+n2+nz j=1

Inj|<N
|nj|~N;
| i 2
e (T—r(n)) 4 dtsdtodty }dT
> (n)2(==) / ! dr
[T, (200 Jo ()27 = w()?
njl~N;
2(s—1)
Z 3<n> (/{(ﬁ»_l_%
Hj:1 <nj>2(1+a)
nj|~Nj
2(s—1)

(n
Z H3 <nj>2(1+a) -1{\n(ﬁ)—m|§1} (4.8)

j=1
Inj|~N;
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for any 6 > 0, uniformly in dyadic N; > 1, j = 1,2,3. By noting

3
H ;) < (nag) 72, (4.9)

we can reduce the right-hand side of (4.8]) to the setting of the Hartree nonlinearity studied

n [12]. In particular, from (4.8)) with (4.9) and the cubic sum estimate (Lemma [A.1)), we
obtain

N —
148 sl gy S N (4.10)
where Npax = max (N7, No, N3). This provides an estimate for s < o and b = —% -0 < —%.
On the other hand, using (4.4), we have
N
1%, 50 0 o HH AN, w23 |

<7’ Ny H 2(1+a) (4.11)

ni,n, n3623 J=1
||~ N

< T9N3 6a

max

for some 6 > 0. Hence, it follows from interpolating (4.10)) and (4.11]) and then applying the
Wiener chaos estimate (Lemma [2.9) that given s < a, there exist small d, > 0 and & > 0 such
that

<p2T6N €

max

1A [
H NN Ns et 002 {] 1 ()

for any p > 1, uniformly in dyadic N; > 1, j = 1,2, 3 By summing over dyadic blocks V; > 1,
j =1,2,3, we obtain the bound (4.2]) (Wlth b=—3+6>-1).

As for the convergence of Wy to W in X1~ 51’ 2Jr‘52([0,T])7 we can simply repeat the
computation above to estimate the difference 1o 7vp — 1o 7wy for M > N > 1. Fix s < a.
Then, in (4.8)), we replace the restriction |n;| < N in the summation of n;, j = 1,2, 3, by
N < max(|n1], |n2]|, |n3|) < M, which allows us to gain a small negative power of N. As a
result, in place of | m, we obtain
< N ENS— a+te

max

AM A .
HH N1,N2,N3 — Nl,NQ,N:a”X;*L*%*‘; L2(Q) "~

for any small e > 0 and M > N > 1. Then, the interpolation argument with (4.11]) as above
yields that given s < a, there exist small do > 0 and £ > 0 such that

< paTIN—¢ 4.12
Loy > P° (4.12)

H Lompvar = Lo UNIl ocr-gas,
T

for any p > 1 and M > N > 1. Then, by applying Chebyshev’s inequality and the Borel-
Cantelli lemma, we conclude the almost sure convergence of wy. See [51].
Finally, fix s < . Given N € N, let Hy = Z(1{o )(v'n — ¥)). Then, we have

V() —Y(t) = Hn(t) (4.13)
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for t € [0,T], Note that from (4.4), we have ﬁN(n, t) € Hs and, furthermore, by the
independence of {By,},,czs (modulo B_, = B,,), we have
E [E[N(n, tl)f_A[N(m, tg)] = 1n+m:0 E [E[N(n, tl)ﬁN(n, tg)] (4.14)

for any t1,t2 € R. Then, by (4.13)), Sobolev’s inequality (with finite > 1 such that rdy > 3
for some small §p > 0), Minkowski’s integral inequality, the Wiener chaos estimate (Lemma [2.9)
with (4.14), Hausdorff-Young’s inequality (in time), we have, for any p > max(q,r) > 1,

HH\VN - \VHL%"W?OOHL;:(Q) 5 H||HN||W‘§O!TWS+5OW

Lp(Q)
(n)*+% H v (n, ten(z )]
) ngg
g seren
p} i (n, t)en(a)

3 5 8o 77
Sp2 ||<r> ()0 H (n, 7)1 1)

Now, by the triangle inequality: ()% < (|7] — (n))% (n)%, Holder’s inequality (in 7), followed
by the nonhomogeneous linear estimate (Lemma and (4.12) (with p =2, M = o0, and s
replaced by s + 2§y < ), we obtain

H ||\VN - \{/HL%OW?Oo HLP(Q) 5 p% ” ||HNHXS+25O’%+5O HL2(Q)
SpRTIN~E

by choosing dp > 0 sufficiently small. Then, the regularity and convergence claim for {V'n}nen
follows from applying Chebyshev’s inequality and the Borel-Cantelli lemma as before. O

Remark 4.2. Given a function f € L?((Z* x R)*), define the multiple stochastic integral
I [f] by

Ll = Z /0 FOs b1y e s 3)d By (11) - - - dBo (1),
nk€Z3 OO

See Appendix [B] for the basic definitions and properties of multiple stochastic integrals. In
terms of multiple stochastic integrals, we can express (4.3 as

\/I}N(nv t) = I3 [f'fl,t]7
where f,, ; is defined by

3 .
sin((t —t;)(n;
f”vt(nl’tl’nz’t2’n3’t3) = ln=nizg - (H (( >1i)o§ ]>) '1|nj|§N : 1[0,t](tj)>

ol (n;

for (ni,t1,n9,t2,n3,t3) € (Z3 x R)3. Then, by Fubini’s theorem for multiple stochastic
integrals (Lemma [B.2)), we have

Loy (n,7) = I3 [Fe(L 1 fn ) ()]

where F; denotes the Fourier transform in time. With this notation, it follows from Lemma [B.1]
that we can write the second moment of the X**-norm of A%l N,.Ns» appearing in (4.8)
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and (4.11)), in a concise manner:

) 3!n§34<n>25<|7| — )| A /)OOl . dr

2
H HANl,NQ N3 ||X754b LQ(Q ni,m9,m37ty tg,tg

N

where is given by

B 3

N _

n,t - fn,t : H 1‘7’Lj|NNj'
Jj=1

In the following, for conciseness of the presentation, we express various stochastic objects
as multiple stochastic integrals on (Z® x R, )* and carry out analysis. For this purpose, we set

Zj = (nj,tj) S 73 x Ry (4.15)
and use the following short-hand notation:
173z, = 170l 17 - (4.16)

Note, however, that one may also carry out equivalent analysis at the level of multiple
Wiener-Ito integrals as in the proof of Lemma presented above.

Next, we briefly discuss the proof of Lemma
Proof of Lemma([3.3. By the paraproduct decomposition (2.3)), we have

Yvivn=Yveiv+¥nvorin+TVyvory

In view of Lemma with (2.19)), the paraproducts Yy @ 1y and Yy © 1 belong to
C([O,T];WO‘*%*":’OO(Tg)) for any ¢ > 0, almost surely. Hence, it remains to study the
resonant product gN =Yy ©1y. We only study the regularity of the resonant product

for a fixed time since the continuity in time and the convergence follow from a systematic
modification. In the following, we show

E[% (n,0)] S (my~2 (4.17)

for any n € Z3 and N > 1. Note the bound (4.17) together with Lemma shows that the

resonant product ? is smoother and has (spatial) regularity 2a — 3— = (a—) + (a — 3 — ).

As in [41], by decomposing \g (n,t) into components in the homogeneous Wiener chaoses
Hi, k= 2,4, we have

~ ~ (4)

Wn,w —

where ? (n,t) € Hy and ? ) € Ha. See, for example, [43 Proposition 1.1.2] and

Lemma on the product formula for multiple Wiener-Ito integrals (and it also follows from

(n,t) + ?E\QI) (n,t

Tto’s lemma as explained in [41]). From the orthogonality of H4 and H2, we have
E[1% (0P =E[1% m0P] +E[ T (o).

Hence, it suffices to prove (4.17)) for %E\jf , 7 =2,4.
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From a slight modiﬁcationlﬂ of (4.8) with Lemma we have
E[[Yn(n,t)]] <C(t)(n)=>72 (4.18)

for any n € Z3 and N > 1. Then, from Jensen’s inequality (see 1 H . -, and
Lemma we have

B9 R s S E[Tu(u,HPE[fvn - ni, b

N
nez?
[n1|~|n—n1|
1 (4.19)
< C(t )
< C(t) ,EZ:B (n1)3+20(p — py)2+20

[n1|~|n—n1|

< C(t)(n)=27%

for any n € Z* and N > 1, where |n1| ~ |n — ny| signifies the resonant product ©. This

&@
yields (4.17)) for \ng
From Ito’s lemma (see also the product formula, Lemma, (11.12), and (4.3]) with (4.15)),

we have

5 (2) t
?N (n,t) = 3/ Iy (gt (22, 23)] dt’,
0

where g, ;  is defined by

sm((t — t’)<n123>)
Intp (22, 23) = E Ln=ngs * Linyj<iv - 1|ns|<N/
0

In1|<N (n123)
|1 |~|n123] (4.20)
3 sin((t — t;)(n; sin((t — t1){n
: <]1:[1 ((<nj>1i)a< i) '1[0,t’](tj)> ((<tn1>ii~)o§ 1>)dt1-

Note that gy ;¢ (22, 23) is symmetric (in 22 and z3). From Fubini’s theorem (Lemma [B.2)), we
have

5@ t
%N (n, t) = 3_[2 |:/ gn,t,t/(ZQ’ Zg)dt/:| . (421)
0

We now apply Lemmato compute the second moment of (4.21]). Then, with x(n) as in ,
it follows from expanding the sine functions in (4.20) in terms of the complex exponentials

17Namely, with s = 0 and dropping the summation over n in (4.8]).
18Gee the discussion on \g in Section 4 of [4I]. See also Section 10 in [29].
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and switching the order of integration in ¢’ and ¢; that

2

t
E[[%i)(n,t)\z] ~ H/ Gt (n2, to, ng, t3)dt’
0

2
Z"Q "3

1
S Z Z (ng)2+2o (ng)2+2a

€0,61,62,e36{—1, 1}n| n‘2+n3
njl<

1 2
X( 2 <;<;(n)><n123><n1>2+2a>

[n1|<N

1
S Z Z (ng) 2120 () 2+2a

€0,61,62,63€{—1, 1}n| n‘2+n3
nj|<

2
y3H2a 1{n<n>m|<1}> :

(Y o

n n
mez |n1|<N 123) (1

Under the condition |n1| ~ |n123] and n = ny + n3, we have |n;| 2 |n|. Then, by applying the
basic resonant estimate (Lemma [A.3) and Lemma we obtain

1 log?(2 + N 1
EU%E\?(”J)‘Q}SW Z g(N;ﬂ Z (n2) 272 (1) 2+2a

[n|SN1SN 1 n=nz4n3
dyadic In;|<N;
X (4.22)
< 1 Z 1 < <n>—3—8o¢+‘
= ‘<n>2+4a_ e (ng)2+2e(ng)2+2a ~
In; |[<N;

This computation with Lemma [2.10| shows that \i’/ﬁ) is even smoother and has (spatial)

regularity 4a—.
Therefore, putting (4.19) and (4.22)) together, we obtain the desired bound (4.17)). O

4.2. Quintic stochastic term. In this subsection, we present the proof of Lemma (1)

on the quintic stochastic process \\%N defined in (1.22). In view of Lemma we prove the
following bound; given any € > 0 and sufficiently small d2 > 0, there exists § > 0 such that

H |WNH et < piT? (4.23)

Lr(Q)

for any p > 1 and 0 < T < 1, uniformly in N € N.

We start by computing the space-time Fourier transform of ¥y with a time cutoff. As
shown in (T.22)), the quintic stochastic objects ¥y is a convolution of ¥y in (T.15) and Vy
in (L19):

v t) = > Vn(nies,t)Vn(nas,t). (4.24)

n=n123+n45
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Using Lemma we can write Y and ¥y as multiple stochastic integrals:

. t ¢
Yn(n,t) = / I3[ fru (21, 22, 23) | dt’ = I3 [/ Frpw (21,22, 23)dt' |,
0 0

(4.25)
QN(TL, t) = Iz[gn’tL
where f,, ;4 and g, are defined by
sin((t — t'){n
Jrta (21, 22,23) = Lp—pyyy - ((t —#'){n123))
(n123)
3 .
sin((¢' — t;)(n;))

J=1

2 sin((t — t;)(n;
11 (( )(n;))

In,t(21,22) = Ln=py, - < (n;)1+e "L, 1<n - Loy (tj)>-
J

Jj=1

By the product formula (Lemma D to (4.24), we can decompose ¥y into the components
in the homogeneous Wiener chaoses Hy, k =1, 3,5:

T, 8) = B2 (0,0 + B0 (0, 1) + TV (m, ), (4.27)

) &6) &M . . o
where QKN € Hs, \\KN € Hs, and QKN € H;,. By taking the Fourier transforms in time, the
relation (4.27)) still holds. Then, by using the orthogonality of Hs, Hs, and Hi, we have

5 o)
ElBvn )P = > E[l%x ()]
je{1,3,5}
Hence, it suffices to prove (4.23)) for each \\K%), j=1,3,5.

~ (5

e Case (i): Non-resonant term QKEV) From (4.25)) and (4.26)), we have
5 ()
By (n.t) = L[],

where %) is defined by

t sin((t — t')(n123>)

(5)
fn’t (Zla 22, 23y %4, 25) - 1n=n12345 .
0

(n123)
3 sin((¢' — tj n; .
5 . Vi
X (1_[4 ((<tnj>7lfg+)of i) Ly <N 1[0,t](tj)>.

Let Sym( fft)) be the symmetrization of ff’t) defined in (B.1)). Then, from Lemma (ii), we
have

B (n,1) = I [ syn(£O)].
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Then, by taking the temporal Fourier transform and applying Fubini’s theorem (Lemma ,
we have

)
Fi(lon¥w ) (n,7) = I5[Fulljony Sym(f32) ()] = I [ Syn(Fi (1o, £i2) (7))
Then, by (4.6), Fubini’s theorem, and Lemma [B.1](iii) with (4.15) and (4.16]), we have

[

L2()
4.29)
2 (
S XX [P smon i@ - ),
e0€{—1,1} nez3 105
where Z = (21,...,25).

By expanding the sine functions in (4.28)) in terms of the complex exponentials, we have

eitﬁl(ﬁ) t o (_) )

21,29, 23,24,25) = c- 1 g- e "t

f t( 1, %2, 23, ~4 5) N=n12345 zg: (n123> [nax(tl,tQ,tg)
5 1 5 (4.30)
X <H (nj)1+a ) 1|nj§N> (H 1[0,t](tj)>F1(Zla ey 25),
j=1 V1Y j=4

where Fy(z1,...,25) is independent of ¢ and ¢ with |Fy| < 1. Here, &, &, k1(n), and k2(n) are
defined by

&= {51,...,55,51236{—1,1}}, E=c123 || ¢y,
= (4.31)
k1(n) = €123(n123) + €4(na) + e5(ns),
k2(n) = e123(n123) — €1(n1) — €2(n2) — e3(ns).
By integrating in ¢, we have

t . B 7itl€2(ﬁ) _ 7it’1‘231€2(ﬁ)
/ e e
/ (& u F”Q(n)dt, =

—— : (4.32)
max(t1,t2,t3) —ika(n)

where t]93 = max(t1, t2, t3). Then, from (4.30) and (4.32]), we have

(5) Z)IT —€eofn = !
o fnZ GD( = eolmh] S Inmmasss 1 S P

1 LN |
7 ><H<>Ha”wﬂfmﬂ”)

where k3(n) and k4(n) are defined by

(4.33)

k3(N) = e0(n12345) + €123(N123) + €4(n4) + €5(ns),

5
4.34
ka() = eo(nigsas) + Y _ &j(n;). (4.34)
j=1
Given dyadic N > 1 ] =1,2,3,4,5, we denote by B . N5 the contribution to 1[0 T]QKN
from |n;| ~ Nj in . Let & =E8U{eg € {—1,1}} and Ninax = max(N,...,N5). Then,
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from (4.29)), Jensen’s inequality (B.2]), and (4.33)) with ((1.23]), we have

2

HHl[o,T}Bﬁl,..-,N5HXS_1,_%_5 LQ(Q)

5

ey Y s (e )

&y neZ3 N=Nn12345 123 ]:1
[nj|~N;

1
X : — — dr (4.35)
/IR (r)1+20(min(|7 — k3(n)|, |7 — Ka(R)]))?
2(s—atie—1)
<71 sup 1<n123452 2 5
&o m’mlez7’L1,-..7n5€Z:3 <n1234> §€<n12>§e<n123>2 Hjil <nj>2

|mj|~N;
X Lz () —ml<1} (1{|n3<ﬁ>—m'|31} + 1{|~4<ﬁ>—m'|su)

for some 6 > 0, provided that > 0. In the last step, we used the following bound:

/ 1 dr
R (M) (min(|7 — r3(n)], |7 — Kka(R)]))?

1 1
S/R<T>1+26<T—m< N / 0 (@

S (ra()) 172 4 (ma(R)) %

1
S Z W(l{\m(ﬁ)—m/‘gl} + 1{‘,{4(7—1)_7,1/51})
m'€Z

for § > 0. Then, by applying Lemma [A.4] to (4.35), we obtain

TN % (4.36)

max

H|\1[07T]Bﬁl,...7NSHX;%5,%a L

for some dp > 0, provided that £,0 > 0. Using (4.29) and (4.33), a crude bound shows

< TINE (4.37)
L2(9)

N
HHl[OzT]BNh:NS X0,0

for some (possibly large) K > 0. By interpolating (4.36)) and (4.37)), applying the Winner
chaos estimate (Lemma , and then summing over dyadic IV, j = 1,...,5, we obtain

<piT?
Lr(Q)

(5) H
1
H H [O’T]\\KN Xﬂ‘%—f’—*+52([o T))
for some # > 0, uniformly in N € N. Proceeding as in the end of the proof of Lemma (ii)

on Wy, a slight modification of the argument above yields convergence of \\%\5/) to \\5(5). Since
the required modification is straightforward, we omit details. A similar comment applies to

QKE\?;) and Q%\l,) studied below.
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e Case (ii): Single-resonance term QKS\?;) In view of the product formula (Lemma i
and Definition together with (4.25) and (4.26)), we have

53
P (n1) = T [£:7],
where fT(LSt) is defined by

4
sin((t — t;)(n
fad ez, za) = D7 Lncm, <H1|nJ<N> <n4>1]+)§ ) “Lpo.(ta)

n3€Z3 Jj=1
sin((t — ) (n12s) (77 sin((# = t;)(n;) ,
- /o (n123) <]1_[1 (nj)tte to) (tj)>
sin((t — t3){n3)) sin((¢' — t3)(n3)) /
" </0 AL dt3> dt'.

By the Wiener chaos estimate (Lemma [2.9) and Hoélder’s inequality, we have

HHQKE\:?)HXQ—%—‘E’_’*‘@ < HH\\K(S)HLQH 7 Lp(Q)
' < Tips HH\\K(?))“)H (4.38)
su
~ te[O%] NS =il 2
for small d, > 0. Hence, (4.23|) follows once we prove
o] | 1l oy < (4:39)

for £ > 0, uniformly in NV € N.
With the symmetrization Sym( fT(L?}) ) defined in (B.1), it follows from Lemma and Jensen’s
inequality (B.2) that

2
RO o |y = 2 N [y e
“ nezs

200—1—2¢ 1 ~(3) 2 (440)
I \2+2a 1,22, 04 1atadty,
Z Z n) H (n;y2+2 ) Jq |3% (21, 22, ta)|“dt1dtadt
j

3
ez =z je{1.2.4} 4
J

)

where ’3(3)(21, z9,t4) is defined by

2
X <Hsin((t’ - tj)<nj>)> (4.41)
j=1

X /t sin((t — t3)(n3)) sin((#' — t3)(ns))dtsdt’.
0

9Note that both fr,ep and gn,¢ in (4.26) are symmetric in their arguments.
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By switching the order of the integrals in (4.41)) (with a = max(t;,t2)):

t t! a t t t
/ fdtsdt’ = / / fdt'dts + / fdt'dts
a JO 0 a a Jt3

and integrating in ¢’ first, we have

1
|33 (21, 29, t4)| < Z Z T i R s )Y (4.42)

€1,£2,3,123€{—1,1} |ng|<N

where k2(n) is as in . Hence, from , , and Lemma we obtain
(3) 2 a—1- 1
2 D DD DI DR G B e

£1 62,83,61236{ 1 1} n€Z37‘7’ Fé% j€{1,2,4}

1 ngn m|< 2
IO DI DI

TL
1<N3<N meZ ‘n3| ~N3 123

A

1
a—75—¢€
H, 2

dyadic
1
Z Z nyl— 2a+25< )2 ( H ( A>2+2a>
nezZs M=ni124 2 ie{1,2,4} "
|nJ|<N ! ’,
1 { 1
- Z 212a Z 2075\ 2420
ey () ey (112)%(n2)
1
X .
(2 )}
By applying Lemma iteratively, we then obtain
2
<1
H HQK ;* M2 ~ 7

provided that §; > 0. This yields (4.39).

AL
e Case (iii): Double-resonance term <>y . As in Case (ii), from the product formula

(Lemma [B.4]) and Definition together with (4.25)) and (4.26)), we have

()
Ty (nt) = L[ f]:
where f.!) is defined by

3
> lumm <H 1|nj|SN>
j=1

na,n3€ZL3

></ sin((t — t')(n123)) sin((t' — t1)(n1))

n123> (ng)tte

([ Tt =) )

“1yo,(t1)
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Arguing as in (4.38]), it suffices to show

< 00 (4.43)
iz

sw (|80 .oy

t€[0,T] H =k

for € > 0, uniformly in NV € N.
With the symmetrization Sym(f (1)) defined in (B.1]), it follows from Lemma and Jensen’s
inequality (B.2) that

(1) 2 20—1-2 (1)
IO gy = 2 [
ne (4.44)
S 3 )t [ ) P,
1 |<N (0.4
where 3 (z;) is defined by
1
30 (z1) =
2+2a 242«
mal o<y (1123) (122422 (n3)
t
x / sin((t — ) (n1as) sin((¢' — 1) (1)) (4.45)
+ t 3
/ / Hsm (t— ;) (n;)) sin((¢' — t;)(n;))dtadtsdt’.
By switching the order of the integrals in (4.45]) and integrating in ¢’ first, we have
30 1
T (2l (4.46)

mal <y (1123) (12)242% (ng)2F2 (a(1)

where k2(n) is as in . Hence, from and ([4.46), we obtain

2

—3—2¢
1ol o0 S > > ()
L2 ()
€1,€2,€3,6123€{—1,1} [n1|<N

L{jna(m)-mi<1} 2
22 (n123) (n2)*+2%(n3) 22 (m)

meZ |na|,|n3|<N

22

Now, apply the dyadic decompositions |n;| ~ N;, j = 1,2,3. By noting that (n12)* < N{* N3
and that |k2(71) — m| < 1 implies |m| < Nmax = max(N1, No, N3), it follows from Lemma [A.F]
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that

2 N2a
—€ 5 Z Z Nf?lax 2a \T4a

L2(Q) N5*Ng
€1,62,63,6123€{—1,1} 1<N1,N2,N3SN

s

dyadic
X Z (n1) %72 | sup Z L{jsa(m)—m|<1}
[na|~N mez |n2|~N2 <n123><n12>a<n2>2<n3>2
|n3|~N3

N2a 2e
¥ —2a4-2y
S E Nmax N2aN4a maX(N17 NQ)
1<N1,N2,N3<SN

dyadic

S L

provided that € > 0, where v = (e, ) > 0 is sufficiently small. This yields (4.43)).
This concludes the proof of Lemma [3.4](i).

4.3. Septic stochastic term. In this subsection, we present the proof of Lemma (ii) on
the septic stochastic term W defined in (T.24). Proceeding as in (4.35), it suffices to show

<1 (4.47)
L2(9)

sup
te[0,7)

[ to)

1
a—5—¢

Hy

for € > 0, uniformly in NV € N. As in the previous subsections, we decompose @N(n, t) into
the components in the homogeneous Wiener chaoses Hy, k= 1,3,5,7:

[Py (n,t) = Zw%“ ), (4.48)

(27+1)
where AKI}"N] € Haj4+1. From the orthogonality of H;,, we have
— 3 (25+1)
E[10Ex (n, )] = Y B[R (1))
7=0

Hence, it suffices to prove (4.47)) for 5\2[j+1)’ j=0,1,2,3.

—(7
e Case (i): Non-resonant septic term. We first study the non-resonant term *‘K[)"EV) € Hr.

From ([1.12)) and (4.25) with (4.26)) and (4.15), we have

<570

Ay (n,t) = I[£7]), (4.49)
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where f7) is defined by

7
fé,t)(zh ooy 27) = Lnznygauser ° (H 1|n]|<N>

3
" Esin((t — t')(n123)) H —t] j))l L) )ar
0 n123 1-‘,—04 [tjvt}
J=1 (4.50)
6 c /I
Sln((t - t n456 t — tj)<nj>) " "
S (I e
sin((t — t7)(n7>)
X <TL7> T+a [0,¢] (t7) :
By defining the amplitude ® by
t . +_ t 3
B(t, 21, 22, 23) = / sin((t — #)(n123)) 11 sin 1+a< >)dt’, (4.51)
max(t1,t2,t3) 77’123 j=1
we have
7 sin((t — t7)(n7))
fT(L,t)(zla"'az7) = (I)(t,Zl,ZQ,Zg)q)(t,Z4,Z5,Z6) <7’L7>1+a .
Let ko(n) be as in (4.31)). Then, from (4.51]), we have
3
sup |®(t, 21, 22, 23)| S K (n1,n2,n3) [ [ (n) ™,
t€[0,T j=1
where K (ni,nz,n3) is defined by
3
K(ni,n9,n 4.52
(n1,m2,n3) = <n123 L7 (4.52)
]—1
Note that from Lemma [AT] we have
> K*(ni,ng,ng) < max(Ny, N, Ns) (4.53)
nl,ng,ngéZS
||~ N

for any v > 0. In view of (4.52) and (4.31)), K(n1,n2,n3) depends on €193,£1,€2,e3 € {—1,1}.
In the following, however, we drop the dependence on €123,€1,€2,e3 € {—1,1} since (4.53])
uniformly in e193,€1, 2,63 € {—1,1}. The same comment applies to (4.54) below.
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With the symmetrization Sym( f,yt)) defined in (B.1)), it follows from Lemma [B.1} Jensen’s
inequality (B.2)), and Lemma (to sum over n7) that

[l .y

Hy 2 " 1IL2(Q)
INE
~ Y i Y / |syn(/)Pdty - dtz
nezd n= n1234567 (0,¢]
Inj|<
2a-1-2¢ s 6
0 (n1234567) 1
STy (n7)2+20 (H (n >2a>K2(n17n27n3>K2(”4’”57"6)
ni,...,n7€Z3 J=1
Injl<N
6
§T9 Z <H > n1,n2,n3)K2(n47”57"6)
. <n123456 i
n1,...,ngEZL =
Injl<N

for some 6 > 0, provided that 6; > 0. By applying the dyadic decomposition |n;| ~ N,
j=1,...,7, and then applying (4.53]), we then obtain

6
2
o~ 2 (=)=
L2(Q2 al
) 1<Ny,...,.N¢<N *j=1 N]
dyadic

RSl

1
o — —€
H, 2

as long as v < 2«. This proves (4.47)).

e Case (ii): General septic terms. As we saw in the previous subsections, all other terms
in come from the contractions of the product of ¥ -V - 1. In order to fully describe
these terms, we recall the notion of a pairing from [I2] Definition 4.30] to describe the structure
of the contractions.

Definition 4.3 (pairing). Let J > 1. We call a relation P C {1,...,.J}? a pairing if

(i) P is reflexive, i.e. (j,j) ¢ P foralll1<j<.J,

(ii) P is symmetric, i.e. (i,7) € P if and only if (j,i) € P,

(iii) P is univalent, i.e. for each 1 <i < J, (4,7) € P for at most one 1 < j < J.
If (i,74) € P, the tuple (1, 7) is called a pair. If 1 < j < J is contained in a pair, we say that j
is paired. With a slight abuse of notation, we also write j € P if j is paired. If j is not paired,
we also say that j is unpaired and write j ¢ P. Furthermore, given a partition A4 = {Ag}le
of {1,---,J}, we say that P respects A if i, j € Ay for some 1 < ¢ < L implies that (i, ) ¢ P.

Namely, P does not pair elements of the same set A, € A. We say that (ny,...,ny) € (Z%)’
is admissible if (¢, j) € P implies that n; + n; = 0.

<5k . o .
In order to represent Py (n,t), k =1,3,5, as multiple stochastic integrals as in ((4.49)),
we start with (| and perform a contraction over the variables z; = (n;,t;), namely, we

consider a (non tr1v1a1)|ﬂ pairing on {1,...,7}. Then, by integrating in ¢’ and ¢” first in (4.50))

QONamely, P=0.
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after a contraction, a computation analogous to that in Case (i) yields

(R840l

1
e
H, 2

L2(Q)

Z Z Z (nnr>2a7172e

€123,61,62,63€{—1,1} P€ll {n;}g¢p

1 K (n1,n2,n3)K(n4, ns, ng) s 2
X Z (n1,..,n7) (n >1+a H TL]

{n;}iepr admissible

N

(4.54)

where K is as in (4.52) and the non-resonant frequency ny, is defined by
Mo = ) ;. (4.55)

J¢P
Here, II; denotes the collection of pairings P on {1,...,7} such that (i) P respects the
partition A = {{1,2,3},{4,5,6},{7}} and (ii) |P| =7 — k (when we view P as a subset of
{1,...,7}). Note that the estimate on *K[}"%) discussed in Case (i) is a special case of
with P = @. By applying Lemma (with ), we then obtain

HHW%’?’@)

<1

~ )

L2(Q)
provided that ¢ > 0. This concludes the proof of Lemma [3.4(ii).

HH?’%’E

4.4. Random operator. In this subsection, we present the proof of Lemma on the
random operator VN defined in

In view of (| and (| . in the deﬁnition of E%’”’b, (1.21), and the nonhomogeneous
linear estimate (Lemma [2.5), it suffices to show the following bound:

Sp (4.56)

H sup sup ||VNUHX—%+61,—%+262 Lp(Q)

Telo,1 <1
€[0,1] ”v”XT%HL%Hz— T

for some small §1,d2 > 0 and any p > 1, uniformly in N € N. From ({2.9)), we see that (4.56]

follows once we prove

~

| supswp el g g, S (4.57)
T

T€[0,1] ||vl <1

LP(Q2
xhtondes S “)

Furthermore, by inserting a sharp time-cutoff function on [0, 1], we may drop the supremum
in 7" and reduce the bound (4.57)) to proving

| s ) YNl g |, ) S (4.58)
ol g vy o5, <
As in the proof of Lemma [3.1](ii), we first prove
| s @ el s, 0 S (4.59)
1ol 115,346, <
namely with b = —% —i< —% on the X*-norm of 1(0,1)(t) - Vv for § > 0. In fact, we prove

a frequency-localized version of (4.59) (see (4.72) below) and interpolate it with a trivial
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X009 estimate (see (4.73) below), as in the proof of Lemma (ii) and Lemma (i), to
establish (458) with b= —1 + 26, > —3
We start by computing the space-time Fourier transform of 1y 1)(t) - Vyv. From (4.25)

and (4.26)), we have

‘Fw(vN : v)(n’t) = Z i)\(n?)?t)I?[gn—ng,t]?

n3€Z3
where gn—n, (21, 22) is as in (4.26]). Now, write v = v1 + v_;, where
01(n,7) = 1poe)(7) - 0(n,7)  and  V_1(n,T) = L(_oo0)(T) - D(n, T).

Then, by noting [0(n, 7)[* = [01(n, 7)* + [0_1(n, 7)|?, we have

lolion =" D lloesllies

e3e{-1,1}

= X 0 a7+ el

ese{-1,1}

(4.60)

With this in mind, we write

Fat(Ljo,)(t) - VNvey)(n, T — €0(n))

1 1 .
=== ) <n3>2+51/RUE3(n37T3+€3<n3>)H(n7n37T)7—3)d7—33 (4.61)
Ing|<N

where £9,e3 € {—1,1} and the kernel H = H®%3 is given by

1
_1l.5 _1l_5s 1 it —Ta— _
H(n,ng,7,73) = (n) 27 (n3) "2 1\/%/0 e~ t(T=T3—¢c0(n) 63<n3>)12[gn—n3,t]dt-
By Fubini’s theorem (Lemma [B.2)), we can write H as
_1 _1_
H(n7n37 T, T3) = <n> 2+61 <7’L3> 2 51[2[hn,n3,T,T3]7 (462)
where hy, ;.7 is given by

—it(T—T3—e0(n)—e3(n3))

1 1
h”7”377a7'3 (Zl’ 22) = 1n—n3=n12 ’ \/%/0 e
2 .
sin((t —t;)(n;))
% (H <nj>1j+a . Lyny<n - Lpog(t5) |dt.

j=1

(4.63)
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Then, by (4.6]), (4.61]), Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, and (4.60)), we have

H sup ||1[0 1](t)'VNU|| —L45y,-1-s
’ X272
1ol 115,346, < Lr(Q)
= Z H llv]l o Hl[o’l](t)'VNUE?’HX—%HL—%—(S Lr(Q)
536{71:1} X%+517%+52*
S sup sup <7—>—%—5 Z <n3>%+51
607536{_111} ”’Unx%‘,"slv%‘ﬂbgl |n3\§N
| [ Bt 7+ sl H i, )
. Gllor@iL2)
1 1
< suwp o (0)7TE () 2R H(nns, 7 ms) e, e
507536{71’1} 3 LP(Q§L72—,7'3)

Y

Lr(Q)

S swp sup |[[H(n,na,7.7) ez, ez
€0,€3 T,73E€R 3

as long as §,d2 > 0, where, in the last step, we used Minkowski’s integral inequality followed
by Holder’s inequality (in 7 and 73). Here, we viewed H(n,ns, 7, 13) (for fixed 7,73 € R) as
an infinite dimensional matrix operator mapping from Z?m into ¢2. Hence, the estimate
is reduced to proving

<p. (4.64)

sup sup H|!H(nan3,7773)||egs%zz

€0,€3 7,73ER LP(Q)

As mentioned above, we instead establish a frequency-localized version of (4.64]):

< pN_do 4.65
Loy ~ PNma (4.65)

sup sup HHHN1,N2,N3(”7713,T, )z ez
€0,63 T,73€R 3
for some small dy > 0, uniformly in dyadic Ny, No, N3 > 1, where Nyax = max(Ny, No, N3)
and Hn, N, N, is defined by (4.62) and (4.63) with extra frequency localizations 1, | n;,
7 =1,2,3. Namely, we have

1 1
R ) 1 N1,Na,N.
HN1,N2,N3 (n7 n3, T, T3) = <n> 2T <n3> 27 [hn,’lng,‘l%,Tg3j| ) (4'66)
N1,N2,N3 . .
where hy 527, is given by
3 L ()
N1,N2,N3 — —it(t—T13—r(R
hn,n3,7’,7'3 (’21’ ZQ) - Cey,e2 1”*”3:7112 ’ 1|7’L3‘NN3 : m/ €
e1,e26{—1,1} 0

(4.67)

—

e ttjg (nj)
) <H (n;)ylte i 1on; Lo (tj))dt
j=1 V" Inj|<N

with (n) as in (4.7).
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For m € Z, define the tensor h™ by

2
m _
Dnninang = Cerea ln=ni2s - Ljng|~Ng < H 1|nj|~NJ'>
j=1 [njISN

(4.68)
(n)2+%
X j(a)—ml<1} 7 ; T
(1)t (ng) e (ng) 2™
Then, from (4.66)), (4.67), and (4.68]), we have
HNl,N27N3 (n7n377—7 T3) = Z Z Hm(n7n3>7—7 7—3)
£1,€ —1,1} meZ

peactmLme (4.69)

= Z Z 12 [bzlnlngn3ﬁnm317ﬂ'3:| ’

c1e2€{—1,1} meZ

m -
where ;- is given by

m 1 ! —it(T—m3—K(N 2 —itjei(n;
571377,73 (21722) = \/ﬂ/@ 1{|n(ﬁ)—m|§1}€ t( 3—k( ))( e tigi(ng) . 1[0,t} (tj))dt.
j=1

Performing ¢-integration, we have
195 v (21 22) e 12 (og2) S (T — 713 —m)~ (4.70)

ni,m7t,tg

Then from Lemma (4.70), and Lemma (with ((1.23))), there exists d3 > 0 such that

1™ (0,m3, 7,73z e

Lr(Q)
S PN (T — 73 —m) 7 (4.71)

X (0™ lnsnans-+ns 16 g 15 s sz 167 iz s )

,SpN‘E_&‘(T — T3 — m)_l.

max
for any ¢ > 0, provided that d; < «a, which is needed to apply Lemma [C.2] Hence, by
noting that the condition |k(7) — m| < 1 implies |m| < Nypax and summing over m € Z, the
bound (4.65)) follows from (4.69)) and (4.71]) (by taking e > 0 sufficiently small), which in turn

implies

N1,N:
sup 10,1 (t) - vy

<
%+51,%+52 <1

< pN-do 4.72
LP(Q) Np max ( 7 )

UN3||X7%+51,7%75

H loll

for some 0y > 0, where vy, = F, (1), 0(n)) and

j=1 Inj| <N
Namely, the frequencies ni, ng, and n3 are localized to the dyadic blocks {|n;| ~ N;},
j=1,2,3.
On the other hand, a crude bound shows

N1,N.
H sup 10,1 (t) - vy

10035y 4ag <

< pNE (4.73)

'UN3”X0*0 o) ~ max
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for some (possibly large) K > 0. By interpolating and and then summing over
dyadic Vj, j = 1,...,3, we obtain for some small d9 > 0.

Lastly, as for the convergence of YN to IV, we can simply repeat the computation above to
estimate the difference 1 1jVasv — 19 Vv for M > N > 1. In considering the difference of
the tensors h™ in (4.68]), we then obtain a new restriction max(|ni|,|nz2|) = N, which allows
us to gain a small negative power of N. As a result, we obtain

for some small €, 6 > 0, Then, interpolating this with (4.73]) and summing over dyadic blocks,
we then obtain

N1, N. N1, N.
sup “1[071]( (VNl’ 2 -y 2)1)]\73
1

103y 55 <

< pN =Nl
LP(2)

SpNTE,

13 =3V S
LP(Q)

2+51 2+51 2+52
To

for any p > 1 and M > N > 1. Then, by applying Chebyshev’s inequality, summing over
N € N, and applying the Borel-Cantelli lemma, we conclude the almost sure convergence
of 3V~ This concludes the proof of Lemma

APPENDIX A. COUNTING ESTIMATES

In this section, we state the counting estimates used in Section [4] to study the regularities
of the stochastic terms. These lemmas are taken from Bringmann [12]. Note that some
statements are given in a slightly simplified form. The same comment applies to Lemma

Lemma A.1 (Proposition 4.20 in [12]). Let 0 <s < 1 and 0 < 3 < 1. Givene; € {-1,1}
for j =0,1,2,3, let k() = Keg ey e0.e5(N1,12,1n3) be as in (4.7)). Then, we have

1 _
S 2(s—1) {lx(n)—m|<1} <N2(sfﬁ)’
s D, (ma) (n12)20 TT3 ng)2 ™

ni,ne,ns3 €73
;| ~N;

uniformly in dyadic Ni, N2, N3 > 1 and ¢; € {—1,1} for j = 0,1,2,3, where Npax =
maX(Nl,NQ,Ng,).

Lemma A.2 (Lemma 4.22 (i) in [I2]). Given ¢; € {-1,1} for j = 0,1,2,3, let x(n) =
Kep,er,e0,e5 (M1, N2, m3) be as in (4.7). Then, we have

sup sup #{(nl,m,ns) €73 :|nj| ~ Nj, 7 =1,2,3, n = nyag, {|k(R) —m| < 1}}
meEZ neZ3

5 med(Nl,Ng, N3)3 min(Nl, NQ,N3)2,
uniformly in dyadic N1, No, N3 > 1 and e; € {—1,1} for j =0,1,2,3.

Next, we recall the basic resonant estimate.

Lemma A.3 (Lemma 4.25 in [12]). Given ¢; € {-1,1} for j = 0,1,2,3, let k(n) =
Keo,e1 0,63 (1, N2, n3) be as in (4.7). Then, we have

Z Z 1{|lm m|<1} 510g(2+N1),

)(n123) (n1)? (n23)

MmEZ n,€Z3
\n1|~N1
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uniformly in dyadic Ny > 1 and e; € {—1,1} for j =0,1,2,3.
The next two lemmas (and Lemma above) are used for estimating the quintic stochastic
term.
Lemma A.4. Let s < %— n and f > 0 for some n > 0. Given €123,¢; € {—1,1} for
j=0,...,5, let ka(n), k3(n), and ka(n) be as in (4.31)) and (4.34). Then, we have
(n19345)2~ Y
o o (230) 2P (112) 20 (m125)2 T ()2
||~ N; (A.1)
X L s ()—m| <1} (1{|ng<ﬁ>—mf|31} + 1{|n4<ﬁ>—mf|§1})
< max(Ny, Na, N3, Ny) 2PN,
for any € > 0, uniformly in dyadic Ny,...,N5 > 1 and 123,65 € {—1,1} for j =0,...,5,
where Npyax = max(Ny, ..., Ns).

Lemma is essentially Lemma 4.27 in [12], where the condition |rk4(n) —m/| < 1 in (A.1))
is replaced by |k4(7) + £123(n123) — m/| < 1. We point out that this modification does not
make any difference in the proof. In our notation, the first step of the proof of Lemma 4.27

sup
m,m’€E€Z

in [I2] is to sum over njy, using [12, Lemma 4.17], for which the conditions |rk4(7) —m/| < 1
in (A.1) and |k4(R) + e123(n123) — m’| <1 do not make any difference since the extra term
€123(n123) is fixed in summing over ns.

Lemma A.5 (Lemma 4.29 in [12]). Let > 0. Given €123,¢; € {—1,1} for j =1,2,3, let
ko(n) be as in (4.31). Then, we have
1 ) —
sup sup {lr2(n)—m|<1}

meZ? i~ |, T, (n123){n12)8(no)2(n3)?

|ng|~N3

for any € > 0, uniformly in dyadic N1, N2, N3 > 1 and €123,¢; € {—1,1} for j =1,2,3.

S HlaX(Nl, NQ)_ﬁJ’_E

Lastly, we state the septic counting estimate. See Definition in Subsection for the
definition of a paring.

Lemma A.6 (Lemma 4.31 in [12]). Let 5 < s <1 and B > 0. Given c123,¢; € {—1,1} for
j=1,2,3, let ko(n) be as in (4.31) and set

1
o {|k2(n)— m\<1}
’C(nl,TlQ,TLg) - E < ﬁ |7| Tl]

n ’I’l
meZ, > 123 12

Let P be a pairing on {1,--- 7} which respects the partition {{1,2,3},{4,5,6},{7}}. Then,
we have

2(s—1) § . . .
E <nnr> ( 1\“1234567|~N1234567 1|n1237|~N1237 1\”456\~N456 1\n7|~N7

{nj}ier {nj}jer
2
’C(nb na, ng)’C(TL4, ns, nﬁ)
X 1(n1,...,n7) :
admissible <’I’L7>
< N2s 1+e

max
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for any € > 0, uniformly in dyadic N1234567, N1237, Nase, N7 > 1 and €123, € {—1,1} for
j=1,2,3, where Nyax = max(Ny,- -+, N7) and nyy is as in (4.55)).

APPENDIX B. MULTIPLE STOCHASTIC INTEGRALS

In this section, we go over the basic definitions and properties of multiple stochastic integrals.
See [43] and also [12, Section 4] for further discussion.
Let A be the measure on Z := Z3 x R, defined by

d\ = dndt,

where dn is the counting measure on Z3. Given k € N, we set \, = ®§f:1 A and L?(ZF) =
L2((Z% x Ry)F, A\p). Given a function f € L2(Z¥), we can adapt the discussion in [43] Section
1.1] (in particular, [43] Example 1.1.2]) to the complex-valued setting and define the multiple
stochastic integral I;[f] by

Lifl= > /0 f(ni,te, . g, te)dBp, (t1) - - dBy, (t1,).

ni,...,n, €Z3

Given a function f € L2(Z¥), we define its symmetrization Sym(f) by

Sym(f)(z1,...,2,) = % > F oy Zam); (B.1)

T oEeSy

where z; = (nj,t;) as in (4.15) and Sy, denotes the symmetric group on {1,...,k}. Note that
by Jensen’s equality, we have

|Sym(f)(zl,..., S k! Z |f Ro(1)s -+ ))| (BQ)
og€ESy,

for any p > 1. We say that f is symmetric if Sym(f) = f. We now recall some basic properties
of multiple stochastic integrals.

Lemma B.1. Let k,¢ € N. The following statements hold for any f € L*(Z*) and g € L*(Z*):
(i) I : L2(Z%) — Hyp € L%(Q) is a linear operator, where Hj, denotes the kth Wiener
chaos.
(i) Ix[Sym(f)] = Ix[f]-
(iii) Ito isometry:
B[] = Lo B [ sym(/)Sym(gdn,
(Z3 xR)*

(iv) Furthermore, suppose that f is symmetric. Then, we have

t1 pte—a
Iilf] = k! Z /// fnity, ... g te)dBp, (t) - - - dBy, (t1),

€L
where the ztemted integral on the right-hand side is understood as an iterated Ito
integral.

We state a version of Fubini’s theorem for multiple stochastic integrals that is convenient
for our purpose. See, for example, [I5, Theorem 4.33] for a version of the stochastic Fubini
theorem.
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Lemma B.2. Let k > 1. Given finite T > 0, let f € L*((Z3 x [0,T])* x [0,T],d\; ® dt).
(In particular, we assume that the temporal support (for the variables ty, ..., tg,t) of f is
contained in [0, T]** for any (n1,...,nx).) Then, we have

[ nistonae =] [ sl (B.3)

Proof. From Lemma(ii), we may assume that f(z1,..., 25, t) is symmetric in z; = (n,t;),
j=1,...,k. Let n = (n1,...,n;) and t = (¢1,...,t;). From Minkowski’s integral inequality,
Lemma [B.1](iii), and Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, we have

T
H/ I[(f = )( /0 1 =) )llez 28y L210,17k)) At

in L%(Q).

(B.4)
< T3||f - ¢llez (z2yk;22, (0,1p41)) -
On the other hand, by Lemma (iii) and Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, we have
T T
[ [ v-aeon)| o~ [ -ocom
0 L2(Q) 0 G (23R L (RE)) (B.5)

1
S T2 Hf - SO"é%((ZS)k;L?’t([O’T]]H,l))_

Hence, it follows from (B.4), and the densitylﬂ of £3((Z*)%;Cp3([0,T1 1)) in
2 (73, Lgt([O,T]kH)) that we may assume that f is symmetric and belongs to
2 ((Z3)F; e ([0, T7%+1)). Furthermore, we may assume that f has a compact support in n.
Namely, there exists K > 0 such that if max(|n1],...,|ng|) > K, then f(ny,t1, ... ,ng, tg, t) =
0 for any t1,...,tk,t € [0,T]. Then, together with Lemma (iv), we have

[ ndsonar
:k!/OT > //tl /t“ F(21, .., 2k t)dBy, (tg) - - - dBy, (t1)dt

nl: €L (B.G)

max |n1|7 7|nk‘)<K

TS ///tl /t“ F(1y s 20 ) dBy (1) - -~ dBo, (t1)d,

ni,.. ,nk€Z3
max(|ni|,...,|ng|) <K
since the summation is over a finite set of indices n = (ni,...,n;) and f is symmetric.
Hence, it remains to justifying the ¢-integration with the stochastic integrals for each fixed
n = (ny,...,ng). For this reason, we suppress the dependence of f onn = (ny,...,ng) in the
following.

21By identifying a function f € 2((Z%)F; L7 ([0, T7FF1)) with a sequence {fatne@syr C L7 4([0, T]FY),
we can approximate each fn by a smooth function ¢n such that || fn — gon||L? L([0,T]R+1) < &n such that e, is
symmetric in n and 3, 3y €n = €. Then, the function ¢ = {¢n },c(zs)x approximates f within distance &

in £2((Z*)%; L7 ([0, T)**")). Since f is symmetric, we can choose ¢ to be symmetric.
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When k = 1, we can exploit the smoothness of f and have

/0 ! /0 L bty 0By ()t = /O B, (Tt — /O ' /0 U By (6)00, (b, )dtndt
— B, (T) /0 ety /0 TBnl(t1)8t1< /0 ' f(tl,t)dt>dt1
_ /T /Tf(tl,t)dtdBnl (1),
0 0

where, at the second equality, we used the standard Fubini’s theorem in view of the almost
sure boundedness of By, on [0,T]. This proves when k£ = 1.

For the general case, let us first consider the innermost integral in . For notational
simplicity, let us suppress all the variables of f except for ¢, and ¢t. Let A,, = {0 < 719 <
71 < -+ < Ty < T} be a partition of [0,7] and define a step function f,,(+,t) by setting
fm(7,t) = f(7j-1,t) for 7j_1 <7 < 75. Then, by defining J,, by

tk—1 m
Im(t) = /0 (i )dBuy (t) = >~ (Lo 1 F)(T5-1,8) (Buy (1) = By (5-1)),  (B.7)
j=1
it follows from the definition of the Wiener integral that
tk—1
() — / Flto)dBo, ()  in L2(Q), (B.8)
0
as m — oo (such that |A,,| — 0). By integrating (B.7) in ¢, we have
T m T
[ e =30 ([ Gon a0 (B - Bu(ry)). (B9)
j=1

By the definition of the Wiener integral once again, we have

t—1 T
RHS of — /0 /0 f(ty, t)dtdB,, (tx) in L*(Q), (B.10)

while from Minkowski’s integral inequality, (B.8), and the bounded convergence theorem
(recall that f is smooth), we have

T T k-1
/ o (B)dt — / / N b B, (1)t
0 o Jo £2(9) (B.11)

T tk—1
< () — t,tdBntH dt ,
< [ o= [ rnasa ], it —o
as m — oco. Hence, from (B.9), (B.10)), and (B.11)), we conclude that
T th—1 th—1 T
/ / Fltos)dB, (t)dt — / / Flte,t)dtdBp, (t)  in L2(Q). (B.12)
o Jo 0 0

Next, we consider

ti_2 T
/ / Flty1,t)dtdBn, (tp1)
0 0

ty—o T te—1

(B.13)
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Given the partition A,, of [0,7] as above, we define an adaptive step function F,,(-,t) by
setting F, (7, t;w) = F(7j-1,t;w) for 71 <7 < 75. Then, we can simply repeat the previous
computation (but with Ito integrals instead of Wiener integrals) and obtain

ti—o tp—2
/ / F(tg—1,t)dBn, _,(tk—1)dt = / / (tg—1,t)dtdBy, _, (tk—1) (B.14)
in L*(2). Combining (B.13) and (B.14) with (B.12)), we then obtain

tk—2  fle—1
/ / / J(th—1,t5,1)dBy, (ty)dBy, _, (ty—1)dt
o Jo 0

tk—2 fte—1 ;T
= / / / f(te—1,tk, t)dtdBy, (tx)dBp, ,(tk—1)
0 0 0

in L2(€2). By iterating this process, we conclude

T T t1 te—1
/ / / / Ftrs . test)dBu, (th) - - - dBy, (t1)dt
0 0 0 0
T t1 te—1 T
o Jo 0 0

in L?(2). Together with (B.6), this proves (B.3). O

We conclude this section by stating the product formula (Lemma [B.4)). Before doing so, we
first recall the contraction of two functions.

Definition B.3. Let k,¢ € N. Given an integer 0 < r < min(k,[), we define the contraction
f ®, g of r indices of f € L?(Z*) and g € L?(Z*) by

(f®7’g)(zl7"'7zk+f727‘): Z f<217-~'7zk7T7C17"-7CT>
mi,...,mq€Z3 RY
X G(Zhi1rs - s Zhtt—2m Cly e oy Gr)dsy - - - dsy,
where (; = (mj,s;) and Z] = (—mj, s5).

Note that even if f and ¢ are symmetric, their contraction f ®, g is not symmetric in
general. We now state the product formula. See [43, Proposition 1.1.3].

Lemma B.4 (product formula). Let k,¢ € N. Let f € L*(Z*) and g € L*(Z%) be symmetric
functions. Then, we have
min(k,?)

i) il = Y () () eenls @)

r=0
APPENDIX C. RANDOM TENSORS

In this section, we provide the basic definition and some lemmas on (random) tensors
from [18, [12]. See [18, Sections 2 and 4] and [12] Section 4] for further discussion.

Definition C.1. Let A be a finite index set. We denote by n4 the tuple (n; : j € A). A
tensor h = hy,, is a function: (Z3)#4 — C with the input variables n4. Note that the tensor h
may also depend on w € €. The support of a tensor h is the set of n4 such that h,, # 0.
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Given a finite index set A, let (B, C') be a partition of A. We define the norms || - ||, and

I lng—sne by

1
2
1l =l = (31 ?)
na

and
101 e =500 { 0[S
nc np

where we used the short-hand notation »_, for }-, .
that, by duality, we have ||h|nz—ne = [|Rllng—snp = ||Pllng—ne for any tensor h = hy,,. If
B =@ or C = @, then we have ||h||n;—ne = ||R]ln,-

2
7l =1}, (c)

73)% for a finite index set Z. Note

For example, when A = {1,2}, the norm | hl|;,—n, denotes the usual operator norm
1Al 2 -, for an infinite dimensional matrix operator {hn,n, }ny nyezs- By bounding the
matrix operator norm by the Hilbert-Schmidt norm (= the Frobenius norm), we have

Il e, < It (C2)

n1,n
Let (B,C) be a partition of A. Then, by duality, we can write (C.1)) as
HthB—)nc :SUP{Z‘ Z hnAangnc 1}7
sup |hn,| = sup |hnpne| < [|llnp—nc- (C.3)
na ng,no

Alle, = llglle,,

nc np,nc

from which we obtain

Next, we recall a key deterministic tensor bound in the study of the random cubic NLW
from [12].

Lemma C.2 (Lemma 4.33 in [I2]). Let s < 5 + 8 for some 8 > 0. Given ¢; € {—1,1} for
j=0,1,2,3, let k(n) be as in (4.7). For m € Z, define the tensor h™ by

3
(n)
h;nn nang ( 1n‘|~N'>1{|m(n)m<1} .
e =\ Wy = () () (na) (ma) 3

s—1

Then, there exists 6o > 0 such that

max (113" lnsnana s 107 s —smnsna s A" bsmgmas |0 lngna-smns
< max(N1, Na, N3) =%,
uniformly in N > 1, m € Z, dyadic N1, N2, N3 > 1, and ¢; € {—1,1} for j =0,1,2,3.

We conclude this section with the following random matrix estimate. This lemma is
essentially Propositions 2.8 and 4.14 in [18]; see also Proposition 4.50 in [I2]. In our stochastic
PDE setting, however, we need a slightly different formulation (in particular, adapted to
multiple stochastic integrals with general integrands) and thus for readers’ convenience, we
present its proof.

Let A be a finite index set. As in and , we set z4 = (ka,ta) for (ka,ta) €
(Z)A x R4 and write f., = f(za) = f(na,ta).
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Lemma C.3. Let A be a finite index set with k = |A| > 1. Let h = hpen, be a tensor such
that nj € Z3 for each j € A and (b,c) € (Z3)? for some integer d > 2. Given N > 1, assume
that

supph C {|b],|c|, |n;| S N for each j € A}. (C4)
Given a (deterministic) tensor hpen, € Egan, define the tensor H = Hy, by
Hbc = Ik [hbansz] (05)

for f € E;’&((Z?’)A;L?A (R4)), where Ij, denotes the multiple stochastic integral defined in
Appendiz[B. Then, for any 6 > 0, we have

k
11l ) S 25 N7 mmas 1l mscnc )£ st 22, (C.6)

where the maximum is taken over all partitions (B,C) of A.

Remark C.4. (i) The assumption that hpe,, € EZCM and f € EE((Z%A; L7, (R4)) ensures
that the multiple stochastic integral I [hbcn ne A] in (C.5) is well defined. Note that if for
instance we have a stronger condition f € ¢2((Z3)%; L?(R4)), then the conclusion
trivially holds without any loss in V. We also note that even if the tensor h is random,
Lemma holds with the same proof as long as h is independent of the Brownian motions

{B,} defining multiple stochastic integrals.
(ii) By translation invariance, we may replace the condition (C.4) in Lemma by

supph C {[b— b, |c — csl,|n; — nj.| S N for each j € A}
for some (b, c.) € (Z%)? and nj. € Z3, j € A.

Proof of Lemma[C.3. We follow the proof of Proposition 4.14 in [18] and use a higher order
version of Bourgain’s TT*-argument [9]. Let T : /2 — (2 be the linear operator whose kernel
is Hp.. Namely, T is defined by

(Tg)o = Hicger g€ L2 (C.7)

For j € N, we define the operator T; by T; = (TT*)™ if j = 2m, and T; = (TT*)"T if
Jj =2m+ 1. We claim that 7} has a kernel which is given by a linear combination of terms 7
of the form

)L [y (2p)], when j is even, (©8)
L [Yve(zp)],  when j is odd, :

for some finite index set D and ¢ = |D| < kj, where ypy (2p) (or ype(2p)) satisfies the following
bound:

lyor z0)llez, 2 (o llwe(zn)llez, 12 )

(C.9)

-1 :
< (mas Whllonssenc ) Wsenally, 1, el 1o

where the maximum is taken over all partitions (B,C) of A. Here, the implicit constant
depends on k, ¢, and j. While it grows with j (and ¢), this does not cause an issue since for a
given small 6 > 0 in (C.6]), we fix j = j(0) > 1.
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Let j = 1. In this case, comparing (C.8) with (C.7) and (C.5) and using Lemma(ii), we
have ypc(2p) = Sym(hpen , f(24)) with D = A and thus the bound (C.9) follows from Holder’s
inequality. Note that, in this case, it follows from Lemma [B.1](iii) that

H<7Jl)c(214)||£2 2 = (k!)ilHHHbcHZgCHL2(Q)7

ben g Tt g

where the right-hand side is the second moment of the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of the operator 7.
By taking higher powers T}, we control the operator norm of 7.

Now, assume that the claim with and hold true for j — 1. We assume that j is
odd. The proof for even j is analogous. Noting that T; = T;_1T, it follows from the inductive
hypothesis with and Lemma (ii) that the kernel for T} is given by a linear
combination of terms 7; of the form

(T)be = > _(Ti—1 )by Hyre
b/
= > Te[unw (2)] - T [lyen £ (24)]
b/

= Zfz[SYm(ybb'(ZD))} Iy [ Sym(hwen, f(24))]-
m

Then, from the product formula (Lemma [B.4)), we have

min(k,?) i ;
The= 3 ;) (r>zk+z_2r[;(s§zm<yw>®r Sya(hyf)|.

Hence, it suffices to show that ), (Sym(ypy) ®, Sym(hy.f)) satisfies for each 0 < r <
min(k, ¢). For notational simplicity, we drop Sym in Sym(ysy) and Sym(hy.f) in the following.
Note that this does not cause any issue since, in taking the L?(2)-norm, we can remove Sym
by Jensen’s inequality as in Section

Fix 0 <7 < min(k,¢). From Definition on the contraction, we have
(Yobr @ by f)(2B)

— Z/T Yoo (281, 20) - (hyef) (2B, Z0)dl o, (C.10)

where zo = (—ng¢, t¢) for given zo = (ne, tc). Here, By, Bg, and C are pairwise disjoint sets
such that |Bi| ={¢ —r, |Ba| =k —r, |C| =7, B = B; U By, and (by suitable relabeling of
indices)

BiuC=D and B, uC = A. (C.11)
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Then, from , Cauchy—Schwarz’s inequality (in t¢), Minkowski’s integral inequality (with
L, = L% tB , (C.1), and the identification in (C.11]), we have

H > (ys @ hwvef)(np, tp)
m

52

benp

LQ
B

S H Z ”ybb/(nBl,tBl,’I'LC,tC)”L%BItC . H(hb/cf)(n32>t327 nCth)HL%B to || g2

V.no B (C.12)

<l (ny toometolle, gz |1weh) e 20l
1 1 2

tc llt'ng —enp,

[venallf )l

= z ’
||ybb/( D)Héib’nDL%D b’nc—ﬂ:nA\c

Moreover, from ((C.1f), we have

th,muﬂzA)HLz

ta

o < Wenalbncmcnn . ta)l, 2,
(C.13)
< (e Whvonallma, semay )1 01,84 e, 12,
where the maximum is taken over all partitions (A1, A2) of A. Hence, from (C.12)), (C.13|),
and the inductive hypothesis (C.9) (with j — 1 in place of j), we obtain (C.9) for j. Therefore,
by induction, the claim holds for any j € N.

We are now ready to prove (C.6). Consider the product Ty, = (TT%)™ for m > 1. Let
us denote by Ray, the kernel of Tb,,, which consists of terms 7}, satisfying (C.8) and ( -

Namely, we have

J
(Rom)oyy = Z Lok, [yéf,)(zD(j))} (C.14)
=

for some J > 1, 0 < ¢; < m, and yl()i,), satisfying (C.9)). Note that we have Raon € H<omk-
Then, by the standard TT* argument, (C.2)), Minkowski’s integral inequality, (C.14]), the
Wiener chaos estimate (Lemma [2.9)), Lemma [B.1|(iii), and (C.9)), we obtain

1
11 Hbcllb—se | 1oy = H||Hbc||§3c}|2m = HHTHezﬁegHz"; @
= [ITT*) ™ lleg, -2 H ) = < [[I1(R2m)ew llez, 7(9)
< HH RQm bb/HLZm HZm

| A

1
> 2m (C.15)
be’

];(ZHHIQM ybb/) ZD(J) ]HL2
p§ (Z ||ybb’ ZpG) ||Elgcn pG )LQD(j)>

k -3 T
< pe ((xgggc) Wllgsenc ) WRIET 117Gt e, 22,
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for any p > 4m. Moreover, from (C.4) and (C.3)), we have

3 (d+k) 3 (d+k)
Iollg,, <N S |hben | < N2 e [172llbn s —cnc - (C.16)
Therefore, by combining (C.15) and (C.16)) and taking m sufficiently large, we obtain the
desired bound (/C.6)). O
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