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COLLAPSE OF THE GIBBS MEASURE FOR THE DYNAMICAL

Φ3
2-MODELS ON THE INFINITE VOLUME

KIHOON SEONG AND PHILIPPE SOSOE

Abstract. We study the Φ3
2-measure in the infinite volume limit. This is the invariant measure

for several stochastic partial differential equations including the parabolic and hyperbolic Φ3
2-

models. In the large torus limit, we observe a concentration phenomenon of the Φ3
2-measure

around zero, which is the single minimizer of the corresponding Hamiltonian for any fixed torus
size. From our sharp estimates for the partition function, we obtain a triviality result for the
Φ3

2-measure on infinite volume: the ensemble collapses onto a delta function on the zero field.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Grand-canonical Φ3
2-measure. We study a measure on two-dimensional distributions

inspired by Euclidean quantum field theory, the so-called Φ3
2. This measure is defined on the
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2 K. SEONG AND P.SOSOE

space D′(T2
L) of Schwartz distributions, and is formally written as

dρL(φ) = Z−1
L e

−σ
3

´

T2
L
φ(x)3dx− 1

2

´

T2
L
|∇φ(x)|2dx ∏

x∈T2
L

dφ(x). (1.1)

Here ZL is the partition function, T
2
L = (R/LZ)2 is a dilated torus of sidelength L ∈ N,∏

x∈T2
L
dφ(x) is the (non-existent) Lebesgue measure on fields φ : T2

L → R, and σ ∈ R \ {0}
is the coupling constant measuring the strength of the cubic interaction potential. The main

result of this paper is a concentration estimate for measures ρL in (1.1) in infinite volume limit

L→ ∞, from which we deduce triviality of the Φ3
2-measure in that limit, as explained below.

When σ = 0, the Φ3
2-measure in (1.1) reduces to the Gaussian free field µL with the covariance

operator (−∆)−1 on T
2
L, which corresponds to the following formal expression:1

µL(dφ) = Z−1
L e−

1
2
〈−∆φ,φ〉

L2
∏

x∈T2
L

dφ(x). (1.2)

This is known as the massless Gaussian free field on mean-zero fields. The free field theory

describes a trivial system of particles that do not interact with each other. We consider the

measure with an adiditonal cubic interaction σφ3, corresponding to an interacting quantum

field theory. This cubic interaction, which represents a self-interaction in the scalar field φ,

introduces fundamental complexities.

The construction of the better known Φ4 theory, characterized by a quartic interaction σφ4,

σ > 0, was a fundamental achievement in the constructive field theory program during the 70s

and 80s [35, 19, 20, 22, 23, 17, 21]. The Φ3 theory represents a distinct scenario. Even in the

case d = 1 and finite volume TL = R/LZ, the cubic interaction σ
3

´

TL
φ3dx is unbounded from

both above and below and so for every σ ∈ R\{0}2, e−
σ
3

´

TL
φ3dx

is not integrable with respect to

the periodic Wiener measure µL on TL, as already observed by Lebowitz, Rose, and Speer [32].

Thus, one does not expect to be able to normalize the measure to obtain a probability measure.

This “large field problem” is not an infinite dimensional phenomenon, and indeed, it is similar

to the non-normalizability of the measure on R given by

e−
σ
3
x3− 1

2
|x|2dx.

In order to recover the integrability of the density with respect to µL on TL, Lebowitz, Rose,

and Speer [32] proposed to consider (i) truncated Gibbs measures with an L2 cut-off,

dρL(φ) = Z−1
L e

−σ
3

´

TL
φ3dx

1{
´

TL
φ2 dx≤K}dµL(φ) (1.3)

for some K > 0, and (ii) generalized grand-canonical Gibbs measures with a taming by the

L2-norm

dρL(φ) = Z−1
L e

−σ
3

´

TL
φ3dx−A

(
´

TL
φ2dx

)γ

dµL(φ) (1.4)

for some parameter γ > 0 and A > 0. Here, the parameter A > 0 is sometimes known as a

chemical potential, by analogy with statistical mechanics. In [32], Lebowitz, Rose, and Speer

constructed the one-dimensional focusing Gibbs measures (1.3) for every σ ∈ R\{0} and K > 0.

See also the work by Carlen, Fröhlich, and Lebowitz [13] for further discussion and details of the

1Here, ZL denotes a normalizing constant, which may differ in various instances.
2Compared to the Φ4 theory, the cubic interaction φ3 is not sign-definite and so, the sign of the coupling

constant σ plays no significant role. Therefore, we assume σ ∈ R \ {0}.
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construction of the generalized grand-canonical Gibbs measure (1.4) for all σ ∈ R \ {0} and all

A > 0 under specific γ > 0. Regarding the higher order focusing interaction, namely, focusing

Φp-measure3 (p ≥ 4) on the one-dimensional case T = R/Z, see Subsection 1.3.1.

In contrast, in the two-dimensional case T
2
L = (R/LZ)2, the free field µL is not supported on

a space of functions anymore. It thus becomes necessary to interpret samples as distributions.

In fact, it can be readily shown that
´

T2
L
φ3dx is almost surely infinite under the free field µL.

In order to overcome this issue, one must subtract suitable “counter-terms” from a regularized

version of the nonlinear expression, a procedure known as renormalization, to compensate for

divergences. In [8] Bourgain reported Jaffe’s construction of a Φ3
2-measure in finite volume T

2
L.

A measure is obtained by taking a renormalization on the interaction potential
´

T2
L
φ3dx and

the L2-cutoff as follows

dρL(φ) = Z−1
L e

−σ
3

´

T2
L
:φ3: dx

1{
´

T2
L
:φ2: dx≤K}dµL(φ) (1.5)

where :φ3 : and :φ2 : denote the standard Wick renormalizations (see below). However, a measure

with a (Wick-ordered) L2-cutoff is not compatible with the heat and wave dynamics that one

might expect to leave the ensemble invariant, due to the absence of L2-conservation for those

equations. See Subsection 1.3.3 for details. In [8], Bourgain instead proposed to consider the

grand-canonical Gibbs measure of the form

dρL(u) = Z−1
L e

−σ
3

´

T2
L
:φ3: dx−A

(
´

T2
L
:φ2: dx

)2
dµL(u) (1.6)

for sufficiently large A > 0. The choice of the exponent γ = 2 in A
( ´

T2
L
: φ2 : dx

)γ
(with A≫ 1)

is optimal. See Remark 3.3 and [39, Remark 4.2]. Formally speaking, stochastic quantization

implies that the grand-canonical Gibbs measure in (1.6) can be interpreted as the equilibrium

state of the parabolic/hyperbolic Φ3
2-model, see Subsection 1.3.3. Regarding the construction of

the grand-canonical Gibbs measure (1.6) on finite volume T
2
L, see [40]. We point out that in

the two-dimensional case, even in finite volume, it is known that the higher order focusing Φp-

measure (p ≥ 4) on T
2 = (R/Z)2 cannot be constructed as a probability measure even with a L2-

cutoff or taming by a power of the L2-norm. See Subsection 1.3.1 for further discussion of the non-

normalizability of the focusing Φp2-measure (p ≥ 4). In the two-dimensional context considered

here, the only Gibbs measure based on the Gaussian free field with a focusing nonlinearity that

can be considered is the one with cubic interaction, namely, the Φ3
2-measure.

Our paper is thus a continuation of the study of the grand-canonical Φ3
2-measure (1.6), ex-

amining in particular the behavior of the measure in the infinite volume limit as L → ∞. We

first state our main result in a somewhat informal manner. See Theorem 1.5 for the precise

statement.

Theorem 1.1. Let ρL be the grand-canonical Φ3
2 measure (1.6) on finite volume T2

L. Then,

for any given η, ε > 0, there exists a constant A0 ≥ 1 independent of L ≥ 1 such that for all

σ ∈ R \ {0} and all A ≥ A0

lim
L→∞

ρL

({
φ ∈ Ḣ−η(T2

L) : ‖φ‖Ḣ−η(T2
L
) ≥ ε

})
= 0.

3If (i) p ∈ 2N + 3 or (ii) p ∈ 2N + 2 with a negative sign σ on the potential energy σ
p

´

φp, one speaks of a

focusing nonlinearity.



4 K. SEONG AND P.SOSOE

As a consequence, the infinite volume limit as L → ∞ in sense of weak convergence, is the

trivial measure δ0 placing unit mass on the zero field, which corresponds to the minimizer of the

Hamiltonian (1.22) generating the Φ3
2-measure.

We present the precise statement and more explanations about Theorem 1.1 in the following

subsection.

Remark 1.2. In [43, Remark 1.3. (ii)], the authors stated “Due to the non-defocusing nature

of the problem, however, we expect a certain triviality phenomenon to take place in taking a

large torus limit of the L-periodic Φ3
2-measure.” Our proof of Theorem 1.1 provides the answer

to the remark.

1.2. Main result. In this subsection, we state our main theorem 1.5. We first provide an

overview of the L-periodic problem on the dilated torus T2
L and introduce the relevant notation,

since the presentation in [8, 39] for the Φ3
2-measure is for a torus of fixed size, even though the

results of [8, 39] apply to the Φ3
2-measure on T

2
L for every L > 0.

Given L > 0, we denote by T
2
L = (R/LZ)2 the dilated torus. Let us also define

Z
2
L = (Z/L)2.

For any given λ ∈ Z
2
L, we define

eLλ (x) =
1

L
e2πiλ·x (1.7)

for x ∈ T
2
L. Note that {eLLλ}λ∈Z2

L
is an orthonormal basis of L2(T2

L). For any λ ∈ Z
2
L, the Fourier

transform f̂(λ) of a function f on T
2
L is defined by

f̂(λ) =

ˆ

T2
L

f(x)eLλ (x)dx,

with the corresponding Fourier representation:

f(x) =
∑

λ∈Z2
L

f̂(λ)eLλ (x).

We now review the construction of the Φ3
2-measure on L-periodic distributions on T

2
L, namely,

D′(T2
L).

Let µL denote a Gaussian measure on D′(T2
L), formally defined by

dµL(φ) = Z−1
L e

− 1
2
‖φ‖2

H1(T2
L
)
∏

x∈T2
L

dφ(x)

= Z−1
L

∏

λ∈Z2
L

e−
1
2
〈λ〉2|φ̂(λ)|2dφ̂(λ)

where 〈·〉 = (1 + | · |2) 1
2 , and φ̂(λ), λ ∈ Z

2
L, represents the Fourier transform of φ on T

2
L. The

measure µL corresponds to the massive Gaussian free field on T
2
L, defined as the law of the

following Gaussian Fourier series

ω ∈ Ω 7−→ uL(x;ω) =
∑

λ∈Z2
L

gLλ(ω)

〈λ〉 eLλ ∈ D′(T2
L). (1.8)

Here, {gn}n∈Z2 is a sequence of mutually independent standard complex-valued Gaussian random

variables on a probability space (Ω,F ,P) conditioned on g−n = gn for all n ∈ Z
2. Denoting the
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law of a random variable X by Law(X) (with respect to the underlying probability measure P),

we have

LawP(uL) = µL

for u in (1.8). For any L > 0, µL is supported on Hs(T2
L) \ L2(T2

L) when s < 0.

Remark 1.3. For technical considerations, we employ a massive Gaussian free field as our

reference measure. That is, we introduce an identity “mass” term into the covariance (1−∆)−1

to avoid the degeneracy of the zeroth Fourier mode. If one wishes to consider the massless

Gaussian free field as in (1.2), it is necessary to restrict discussion to fields which satisfy the

mean-zero condition.

As is usual for fields based on the Gaussian free field in higher dimensions, attention must be

given to ultraviolet (small scale) divergences. To explain this problem, let N ∈ N and define the

frequency projector PN onto the frequencies {|λ| ≤ N} as follows

PNf =
∑

|λ|≤N

f̂(λ)eLλ . (1.9)

We set fN := PNf . Letting L > 0 and φ be the free field under measure µL, it follows from

(1.8) and (1.7), and a Riemann sum approximation that

L,N := EµL

[
|PNφ(x)|2

]
=
∑

λ∈Z2
L

|λ|≤N

1

〈λ〉2
1

L2

=
∑

n∈Z2

|n|≤LN

1

〈nL〉2
1

L2
∼
ˆ

R2

1{|y|≤N}
dy

1 + |y|2 ∼ logN → ∞ (1.10)

as N → ∞, independently of x ∈ T
2
L thanks to the stationarity of the Gaussian free field µL.

In particular, φ = limN→∞PNφ is merely a distribution, meaning that the expression (PNu)
k,

where k ≥ 2, does not converge to any limit. Hence, for each x ∈ T
2
L, we define the Wick powers

:φ2N : and :φ3N : as follows

:φ2N : = φ2N − L,N (1.11)

:φ3N : = φ3N − 3 L,NφN . (1.12)

One can show that :φ2N : and :φ3N : converge, almost surely and in Lp(Ω) for any finite p ≥ 1 as

N → ∞, to limits which we denote by :φ2 : and : φ3 : in Hs(T2
L), where s < 0. We study the

corresponding renormalized interaction potential

VL
N (φ) :=

σ

3

ˆ

T2
L

:φ3N : dx+A

(
ˆ

T2
L

:φ2N : dx

)2

(1.13)

where σ ∈ R \ {0} and A ≥ 1. We define the renormalized truncated Gibbs measure

dρN,L(φ) = Z−1
L,N exp

{
−VL

N (φ)
}
dµL(φ) (1.14)

with the partition function ZL,N

ZL,N =

ˆ

e
−σ

3

´

T2
L
:φ3

N
: dx−A

(
´

T2
L
:φ2

N
: dx
)2
dµL(u). (1.15)
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The following proposition shows that the objects just defined converge as the frequency cutoff

N goes to ∞.

Proposition 1.4. Let L > 0 and σ ∈ R\{0}. Given any finite p ≥ 1, VL
N (φ) in (1.13) converges

in Lp(dµL) as N → ∞, to a limit VL(φ),

V
L(φ) =

σ

3

ˆ

T2
L

: φ3 : dx+A

(
ˆ

T2
L

: φ2 : dx

)2

. (1.16)

Moreover, there exists A0 ≥ 1 and Cp,A0 > 0 such that

sup
N∈N

∥∥∥e−V
L
N (φ)

∥∥∥
Lp(dµL)

≤ Cp,A0 <∞ (1.17)

for any A ≥ A0. In particular, we have

lim
N→∞

e−V
L
N (φ) = e−V

L(φ) in Lp(dµL). (1.18)

As a consequence, the truncated renormalized Φ3
2-measure in (1.14) converges, in the sense of

(1.18)4, to the Φ3
2-measure given by

dρL(φ) = Z−1
L e−VL(φ)dµL(φ) (1.19)

where ZL is the partition function

ZL =

ˆ

e−V
L(φ)dµL(φ). (1.20)

Furthermore, for each 0 < L <∞, the limiting Φ3
2-measure ρL is mutually absolutely continuous

with the base Gaussian measure µL.

Proposition 1.4 shows that taking proper renormalizations on the interaction potential gives

the control of the ultraviolet (small scale) issues. The details can be found, for example, in

[41, 39].

Before presenting the main result (Theorem 1.5), we explain the infrared (large scale) diver-

gence as L → ∞. Proposition 1.4 shows that ρL and µL are mutually absolutely continuous for

each finite L > 0. However, this equivalence between ρL and µL is not uniform as L→ ∞. This

lack of uniformity arises because the potential energy VL(φ), which is the limit of VL
N as defined

in (1.13), has polynomial growth

VL(φ) ∼ L2

under µL as L → ∞. This indicates that any possible infinite-volume limit ρ∞ on R
2 and the

base Gaussian measure µ∞
5 are mutually singular. See Lemma 4.2 (ii). This makes it nontrivial

to get the uniform control of the L-periodic Φ3
2-measure and is the main issue in the study of

the infinite volume limit as L→ ∞.

The main contribution of this paper is to exhibit concentration of the L-periodic Φ3
2-measure

around zero, which is the unique minimizer of Hamiltonian (1.22) as L → ∞ in the range of

parameters we consider.

4This implies that the truncated measure ρN,L converges in total variation to the limiting measure ρL
5Namely, the large torus limit of µL
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Theorem 1.5. There exists a large constant A0 ≥ 1 independent of L ≥ 1 such that for all

σ ∈ R \ {0} and A ≥ A0, the free energy logZL of the grand-canonical partition function ZL in

(1.20) satisfies

lim
L→∞

logZL
L4

= − inf
φ∈H1(R2)

H(φ) (1.21)

where

H(φ) =
1

2

ˆ

R2

|∇φ|2dx+
σ

3

ˆ

R2

φ3dx+A

(
ˆ

R2

φ2dx

)2

. (1.22)

Moreover, if ρL is the grand-canonical Φ3
2 measure (1.6) on finite volume T

2
L, associated with

the Hamiltonian

HL(φ) =
1

2

ˆ

T2
L

|∇φ|2dx+
σ

3

ˆ

T2
L

φ3dx+A

(
ˆ

T2
L

φ2dx

)2

, (1.23)

then, given any η,m, ε > 0 and test functions6 gj with supp(gj) ⊂ T
2
L,

lim
L→∞

ρL

({
φ ∈ H−η(T2

L) : max
1≤j≤m

∣∣〈φ, gj〉
∣∣ ≥ ε

})
= 0 (1.24)

for all σ ∈ R \ {0} and all A ≥ A0. As a consequence, the infinite volume limit as L → ∞, in

the sense of weak convergence,

ρL −→ δ0

is the trivial measure δ0 that places unit mass on the zero field.

The unboundedness of the cubic interaction σ
3

´

T2
L
φ3dx results in a sharp local concentration

of the field around a single minimizer of the Hamiltonian (1.22) as L → ∞, which is zero when

A is sufficiently large. This collapse is a result of the intense competition between the cubic

interaction σ
3

´

φ3dx, which drives the ground state energy towards −∞, and the taming by the

(Wick-ordered) L2-norm A
( ´

φ2dx
)2
, acting to counterbalance the focusing nature. As long as

the chemical potential A is sufficiently large, the unboundedness of the cubic interaction can be

controlled by the taming part. See Remark 3.8 for an explanation of the critical value of the

chemical potential. We also point out that compared to the Φ4 theory whose infinite volume

limit depends qualitatively on the temperature parameter β, all results in Theorem 1.5 are true

regardless of temperature scale for the temperature dependent ensemble e−βH(φ)
∏
x
dφ(x). In

other words, we do not encounter a change of phase depending on low and high temperatures.

In Theorem 1.5, the infinite volume limit is not only unique but is in fact trivial for every

temperature.

The first step of proving the concentration (1.24) is to establish a large deviation estimate, in

other words, to compute the first order behavior of the free energy logZL in the limit L → ∞
(1.21). In contrast to the one-dimensional case, where the ensemble is supported on a space of

functions, the Φ3
2-measure on the finite volume T

2
L lives on the space of distributions on T

2
L.

Because of the renormalization required by this low regularity, one cannot proceed with the

computation of the free energy as in the one-dimensional focusing Φ4
1-measure treated in [45]

and [56], since the renormalization process destroys the coercive structure. See Subsection 1.3.2

for the explanation about the triviality of the focusing Φ4
1-measure, which was proved by Rider

6We extend the test functions to R
2 by periodic extension.
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[45] and Tolomeo and Weber [56]. In particular, the main task of our work is to show that the free

energy logZL in the infinite volume limit L→ ∞ is ultraviolet stable, namely, the limit L→ ∞
is uniform in N ≥ 1. To achieve this, we initially address the small-scale singularities and extend

the variational characterization of the free energy without the small-scale (ultraviolet) cutoff.

Then we control large scale (infrared) divergences as L → ∞, arising from the stationarity of

the Φ3
2-measure.

Remark 1.6. By considering only the mean-zero fields7, we can refine the result (1.24) as follows

ρL

({
φ ∈ Ḣ−η(T2

L) : ‖φ‖Ḣ−η(T2
L
) ≥ L− η

2
})

. exp
{
− cL2η

}
(1.25)

as L → ∞, where Ḣ−η(T2
L) =

{
φ ∈ H−η(T2

L) : φ̂(0) = 0
}
. Specifically, this shows stretched

exponential concentration of the L-periodic Φ3
2-measure around the minimizer of the Hamiltonian

(1.22). See Proposition 6.1 and Remark 6.2.

Remark 1.7. Regarding the interaction potential VL(φ), which is the limit of VL
N as defined

in (1.13), we write

VL(φ) := V(1),L(φ) +V(2),L(φ)

where

V(1),L(φ) =
σ

3

ˆ

T2
L

:φ3 : dx

V(2),L(φ) = A

(
ˆ

T2
L

:φ2L : dx

)2

.

Thanks to Lemma 4.2 (ii), we have EµL

[(
V(1),L(φ)

)2] ∼ L2 and EµL

[
V(2),L(φ)

]
∼ L2. Therefore,

the potential energy V(1),L(φ) grows linearly L as L→ ∞, while V(2),L(φ) behaves quadratically

L2 as L→ ∞. Hence, we conclude that VL(φ) grows like L2.

Notice that V(1),L(φ) and V(2),L(φ) exhibit different growth rates. Hence, by taking the

rescaling as follows

σ

3

ˆ

T2
L

:φ3 : dx+
A

Lγ

(
ˆ

T2
L

:φ2L : dx

)2

(1.26)

for some γ > 0, we can investigate a chance to show a different behavior not being equal to

collapse as L→ ∞. We, however, expect that it is impossible to avoid collapse although we take

the rescaling as in (1.26). Based on Remark 3.3 and 3.7, the critical value A0 of the chemical

potential is related to the ground state Q, ensuring the construction of the Φ3
2 measure on the

finite volume T
2
L. Hence, in (1.26), we should set A > A0L

γ at least. This implies that no

interesting behavior occurs because the critical value A0 is independent of L.

1.3. Motivation and comments on the literature.

1.3.1. Focusing Gibbs measures. In the seminal work [32], motivated by an analogy with statis-

tical mechanics, Lebowitz, Rose, and Speer started studying the one-dimensional focusing Gibbs

measure with an L2-cutoff, of the form

dρ(φ) = Z−1e
σ
p

´

T
φpdx

1{
´

T
φ2 dx≤K}dµ(φ) (1.27)

7by replacing the massive Gaussian free field with a massless Gaussian free field
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where (i) p ∈ 2N+ 1 with σ ∈ R \ {0} or (ii) p ∈ 2N+ 2 with σ > 0. For the (non)-construction

of the focusing Φp-measure on T, see [32, 6, 40]. In [13], Carlen, Fröhlich, and Lebowitz also

investigated the construction of the generalized grand-canonical Gibbs measure (1.4) given by

dρ(φ) = Z−1e
σ
p

´

T
φpdx−A

(
´

T
φ2dx

)γ

dµ(φ) (1.28)

for specific values of σ, p, A, and γ. Additionally, we highlight a phase transition concerning the

normalizability (Z <∞) and non-normalizability (Z = ∞) with respect to these parameters, as

proven by the second author with Oh and Tolomeo in [40]

In the two-dimensional setting T
2, other than p = 3, the focusing Φp measure cannot be

constructed as a probability measure, even with a Wick renormalization on the interaction

potential
´

φpdx and on the L2-cutoff (or the taming by L2-norm), without encountering a

phase transition. This was proven by Brydges and Slade [12] (p = 4) and Oh, Tolomeo, and the

first author [39] (p ≥ 4). Therefore, in the two-dimensional case, the only possible nonlinearity

leading to a renormalizable measure is the cubic interaction, namely, the Φ3
2-measure.

It would be interesting to see whether our method could be used to deduce similar results in

R
3. For the construction of Φ3

3 measure on the finite volume T3 and a phase transition depending

on the size of σ, we refer to [38]. We leave the problem of characterizing the infinite volume limit

of the Φ3
3-measure to further work.

Regarding other focusing Gibbs measures associated to nonlinear Hamiltonian PDEs, for

example, see [7, 10, 58, 37, 11, 48, 49, 50]. We emphasize that many of papers cited above only

treat compact domains (such as the periodic box T
d). It would be also interesting to see whether

the triviality also happens when taking the infinite volume limit of the focusing Gibbs measures

as in our Theorem 1.5.

1.3.2. Triviality of focusing Gibbs measures on the infinite volume. The question raised by McK-

ean [33] and Rider [45] is to identify the ∞-volume Gibbs states for the microcanonical ensemble

dρL(φ) = Z−1
L e

σ
4

´

TL
|φ|4dx

1{
´

TL
|φ|2 dx≤LK}dµL(φ) (1.29)

for any σ > 0 and any K > 0, where φ : TL → C is the complex scalar field. This corresponds

to the invariant measure for one-dimensional focusing Schrödinger equation

i∂tu+∆u+ σ|u|2u = 0, (x, t) ∈ TL × R.

As shown by Rider [45] and Tolomeo and Weber [56], the leading contribution to the partition

function in the measure ρL is a single increasingly focused soliton of height L and width 1
L , like

LQ(L·) where Q is a Schwartz function on R, and it follows from the translation invariance of ρL
that the infinite volume limit is not only unique but also trivial. In other words, the ∞-volume

Gibbs state is the unit mass on the zero path, namely, ρL → δ0 as L→ ∞. Our result in Theorem

1.5 is an extension of [45] and [56], to a setting where small scale (ultraviolet) issues exist.

1.3.3. Stochastic quantization. Sampling from Φ3-measure plays a crucial role in evaluating ob-

servables in the Φ3 quantum field theory. Instead of taking samples from the Φ3-measure, one

can perform sampling from stochastic quantization equations, namley, parabolic/hyperbolic Φ3-

model on T
2
L × R+

∂tu−∆u+ u2 −∞+M(u) · u =
√
2ξL (1.30)

∂2t u+ ∂tu−∆u+ u2 −∞+M(u) · u =
√
2ξL (1.31)
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where M(u) = A
´

T2
L
: u2 : dx arises from the taming part by the L2-norm in (1.6), and ξL =

ξL(x, t) denotes the (Gaussian) space-time white noise on T
2
L×R+. This can be justified from the

fact that the formal ergodicity implies (i) Law(u(t)) → ρL for (1.30) or (ii) Law(u(t), ∂tu(t)) →
ρL ⊗ µ0 for (1.31) as t → ∞, where u is the solution to the dynamical Φ3

2-model, either (1.30)

or (1.31), and µ0 is the (spatial) white noise measure. In fact, this was one of the motivations to

introduce stochastic quantization of Euclidean quantum field theories by Parisi and Wu in [44].

The analysis of singular SPDEs based on the renormalization has been a significant achievement

in recent years [15, 30, 26, 14, 46, 34, 57, 25, 28, 27, 37, 16, 51, 52, 53].

We point out that the Gibbs measures constructed by adding an L2 cut-off8

dρL(φ) = Z−1
L e

−σ
3

´

T
2
L
:φ3: dx

1{
´

T
2
L
:φ2: dx≤K}dµL(φ)

is not suitable to generate any Schrödinger /wave / heat dynamics since (i) the renormalized

cubic power :φ3 : makes sense only in the real-valued setting and hence is not suitable for the

Schrödinger equation with complex-valued solution and (ii) (1.30) and (1.31) do not preserve

the L2-norm of a solution and thus are incompatible with the Wick-ordered L2-cutoff.

1.4. Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we introduce some notations and preliminary

lemmas. Section 3 presents the variational characterization of the minimizers of the Hamilton-

ian. In Section 4, we establish ultraviolet stability for the Φ3
2-measure by using the variational

formulation of the partition. Section 5 analyzes the behavior of the free energy logZL as L→ ∞.

Finally, in Section 6, we prove the main results, specifically Theorem 1.5.

2. Notations and basic lemmas

When addressing regularities of functions and distributions, we use η > 0 to denote a small

constant. We usually suppress the dependence on such η > 0 in estimates. For a, b > 0, a . b

means that there exists C > 0 such that a ≤ Cb. By a ∼ b, we mean that a . b and b . a. Regard-

ing space-time functions, we use the following short-hand notation LqTL
r
x = Lq([0, T ];Lr(T2)),

etc.

2.1. Function spaces. Let s ∈ R and 1 ≤ p ≤ ∞. We define the Lp-based Sobolev space

W s,p(T2
L) by

‖f‖W s,p(T2
L
) =

∥∥F−1[〈λ〉sf̂(λ)]
∥∥
Lp(T2

L
)
.

When p = 2, we have Hs(T2
L) =W s,2(T2

L).

Let φ : R → [0, 1] be a smooth bump function supported on [−8
5 ,

8
5 ] and φ ≡ 1 on

[
− 5

4 ,
5
4

]
.

For ξ ∈ R
d, we set ϕ0(ξ) = φ(|ξ|) and

ϕj(ξ) = φ
( |ξ|
2j

)
− φ

( |ξ|
2j−1

)
(2.1)

for j ∈ N. Then, for j ∈ Z≥0 := N ∪ {0}, we define the Littlewood-Paley projector πj as the

Fourier multiplier operator with a symbol ϕj . Note that we have

∞∑

j=0

ϕj(ξ) = 1

8When looking for an invariant measure, the introduction of the L2-cutoff can be justified by conseravtion of
the L2 norm when it is available. For example, the microcanonical focusing Φ4

1-measure remains invariant under
the flow of the cubic Schrödinger equation [6].
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for each ξ ∈ R
2 and f =

∑∞
j=0 πjf . We next recall the basic properties of the Besov spaces

Bs
p,q(T

2
L) defined by the norm

‖u‖Bs
p,q(T

2
L
) =

∥∥∥2sj‖πju‖Lp
x(T2

L
)

∥∥∥
ℓqj (Z≥0)

.

We denote the Hölder-Besov space by Cs(T2
L) = Bs

∞,∞(T2
L). Note that the parameter s measures

differentiability and p measures integrability. In particular, Hs(T2
L) = Bs

2,2(T
2
L) and for s > 0

and not an integer, Cs(T2
L) coincides with the classical Hölder spaces Cs(T2

L); see [24].

We recall the following basic estimates in Besov spaces, see [1], for example.

Lemma 2.1. The following estimates hold.

(i) (interpolation) Let s, s1, s2 ∈ R and p, p1, p2 ∈ (1,∞) such that s = θs1 + (1 − θ)s2 and
1
p = θ

p1
+ 1−θ

p2
for some 0 < θ < 1. Then, we have

‖u‖W s,p(T2
L
) . ‖u‖θW s1,p1 (T2

L
)‖u‖

1−θ
W s2,p2(T2

L
)
. (2.2)

(ii) (embeddings) Let s1, s2 ∈ R and p1, p2, q1, q2 ∈ [1,∞]. Then, we have

‖u‖Bs1
p1,q1

(T2
L
) . ‖u‖Bs2

p2,q2
(T2

L
) for s1 ≤ s2, p1 ≤ p2, and q1 ≥ q2,

‖u‖Bs1
p1,q1

(T2
L
) . ‖u‖Bs2

p1,∞
(T2

L
) for s1 < s2,

‖u‖B0
p1,∞

(T2
L
) . ‖u‖Lp1 (T2

L
) . ‖u‖B0

p1,1
(T2

L
).

(2.3)

(iii) (Besov embedding) Let 1 ≤ p2 ≤ p1 ≤ ∞, q ∈ [1,∞], and s2 ≥ s1 + d
(

1
p2

− 1
p1

)
. Then, we

have

‖u‖Bs1
p1,q

(T2
L
) . ‖u‖Bs2

p2,q
(T2

L
). (2.4)

(iv) (duality) Let s ∈ R and p, p′, q, q′ ∈ [1,∞] such that 1
p +

1
p′ =

1
q +

1
q′ = 1. Then, we have

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L

uv dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖u‖Bs
p,q(T

2
L
)‖v‖B−s

p′ ,q′
(T2

L
), (2.5)

where
´

T2
L
uv dx denotes the duality pairing between Bs

p,q(T
2
L) and B

−s
p′,q′(T

2
L).

(v) (fractional Leibniz rule) Let p, p1, p2, p3, p4 ∈ [1,∞] such that 1
p1

+ 1
p2

= 1
p3

+ 1
p4

= 1
p . Then,

for every s > 0, we have

‖uv‖Bs
p,q(T

2
L
) . ‖u‖Bs

p1,q
(T2

L
)‖v‖Lp2 (T2

L
) + ‖u‖Lp3 (T2

L
)‖v‖Bs

p4,q
(T2

L
). (2.6)

2.2. Tools from stochastic analysis. We conclude this section by recalling some lemmas from

stochastic analysis. See [4, 54] for basic definitions. Let (H,B, µ) be an abstract Wiener space,

that is, µ is a Gaussian measure on a separable Banach space B, and H ⊂ B is its Cameron-

Martin space. Given a complete orthonormal system {ej}j∈N ⊂ B∗ of H∗ = H, we define a

polynomial chaos of order k to be an element of the form
∏∞
j=1Hkj(〈x, ej〉), where x ∈ B,

kj 6= 0 for only finitely many j’s, k =
∑∞

j=1 kj, Hkj is the Hermite polynomial of degree kj, and

〈·, ·〉 = B〈·, ·〉B∗ denotes the B–B∗ duality pairing. We then denote the closure of polynomial

chaoses of order k under L2(B,µ) by Hk. The element in Hk is called homogeneous Wiener

chaos of order k. We also set

H≤k =

k⊕

j=0

Hj

for k ∈ N.
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Let L = ∆−x ·∇ be the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator. Then, it is known that any element in

Hk is an eigenfunction of L with eigenvalue −k. Then, as a consequence of the hypercontractivity
of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup U(t) = etL due to Nelson [35], we have the following Wiener

chaos estimate [55, Theorem I.22].

Lemma 2.2. Let k ∈ N. Then, we have

‖X‖Lp(Ω) ≤ (p− 1)
k
2 ‖X‖L2(Ω)

for any p ≥ 2 and any X ∈ H≤k.

We recall the following orthogonality relation for the Hermite polynomials, see [36, Lemma

1.1.1].

Lemma 2.3. Let X and Y be jointly Gaussian random variables with mean zero and variances

σX and σY . Then, we have

E
[
Hk(X;σX)Hℓ(Y ;σY )

]
= δkℓk!

{
E[XY ]

}k
,

where Hk(x, σ) denotes the Hermite polynomial of degree k with variance parameter σ.

We recall the following Wick’s theorem. See Proposition I.2 in [55].

Lemma 2.4. Let g1, . . . , g2n be (not necessarily distinct) jointly Gaussian random variables.

Then, we have

E
[
g1 · · · g2n

]
=
∑ n∏

k=1

E
[
gikgjk

]
,

where the sum is over all partitions of {1, . . . , 2n} into disjoint pairs (ik, jk).

3. Variational characterization of the minimizers

In this section, we investigate the stability of minimizers for the Hamiltonian (3.1). To analyze

stability, we begin by examining the Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality.

3.1. Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev inequality. The Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev (GNS)

inequality plays an important role in the study of the the minimizers of the Hamiltonian

HL(φ) =
1

2

ˆ

T2
L

|∇φ|2dx+
σ

3

ˆ

T2
L

φ3dx+A

(
ˆ

T2
L

φ2dx

)2

(3.1)

for any 1 ≤ L ≤ ∞. When L = ∞, the Hamiltonian is defined for functions of the full space

T
2
∞ = R

2. The following result on the optimal constant CGNS and optimizers was proved by

Weinstein [60] for general dimensions d ≥ 2. We present the case d = 2.

Proposition 3.1. For any finite p > 2 and φ ∈ H1(R2), we have

‖φ‖p
Lp(R2)

≤ CGNS(p)‖∇φ‖p−2
L2(R2)

‖φ‖2L2(R2) (3.2)

where

C−1
GNS(p) := inf

φ∈H1(R2)
φ 6=0

‖∇φ‖p−2
L2(R2)

‖φ‖2L2(R
2)

‖φ‖pLp(R2)
.

Then, the minimum is attained at a positive, radial, and exponentially decaying function Q ∈
H1(R2) which is the unique radial solution to the elliptic equation on R

2

(p− 2)∆Q+ 2Qp−1 − 2Q = 0
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with the minimal L2-norm (namely, the ground state). In particular, we have

CGNS(p) =
p

2
‖Q‖2−p

L2(R2)
.

The GNS inequality (3.2) fails on the bounded domain T
d
L. For example, (3.2) does not hold

for constant functions. A related inequality, with an additional term on the right, does hold on

T
d
L and appears below in (3.3). The result is elementary, but we could not locate a proof in a

form suitable for our application.

Lemma 3.2. Let 2 < p <∞ if d = 1, 2 and 2 < p < 2d
d−2 if d ≥ 3. Then, there exists a constant

C = C(d, p) independent of L such that for any φ ∈ H1(TdL)

‖φ‖Lp(Td
L
) ≤ C‖∇φ‖θ

L2(Td
L
)
‖φ‖(1−θ)

L2(Td
L
)
+ CL−θ‖φ‖L2(Td

L
). (3.3)

where θ = d(12 − 1
p).

Proof. We first assume the case L = 1, namely, for any ϕ ∈ H1(Td)

‖ϕ‖Lp(Td) ≤ C‖∇ϕ‖θL2(Td)‖ϕ‖
(1−θ)

L2(Td)
+ C‖ϕ‖L2(Td) (3.4)

where θ = d(12 − 1
p), and then prove the main result (3.3). For any φ ∈ H1(TdL) and 1 ≤ L <∞,

we set φL(x) := L
d
pφ(Lx). Then, φL ∈ H1(Td) and

‖∇φL‖L2(Td) = L
d
p
− d

2
+1‖∇φ‖L2(Td

L
)

‖φL‖L2(Td) = L
d
p
− d

2 ‖φ‖L2(Td
L
).

By using (3.4), we have

‖φ‖Lp(Td
L
) = ‖φL‖Lp(Td) ≤ C‖∇φL‖θL2(Td)‖φL‖

1−θ
L2(Td)

+ C‖φL‖L2(Td)

≤ CLθ(
d
p
− d

2
+1)+(1−θ)(d

p
− d

2
)‖∇φ‖θ

L2(Td
L
)
‖φ‖1−θ

L2(Td
L
)
+ CL−θ‖φ‖L2(Td

L
)

≤ C‖∇φ‖θ
L2(Td

L
)
‖φ‖1−θ

L2(Td
L
)
+ CL−θ‖φ‖L2(Td

L
).

Hence, it suffices to prove (3.4). By interpolation in Lp, we have that for any u ∈ H1(Td)

‖u‖Lp(Td) ≤ ‖u‖1−θ
L2(Td)

‖u‖θLr(Td) (3.5)

where 1
p = 1−θ

2 + θ
r and 2 < p < r < ∞ if d = 1, 2, and 2 < p < r ≤ 2d

d−2 if d ≥ 3. Also, there

exists an extension operator E from H1(Td) to H1(Rd) and a constant C such that for every

u ∈ H1(Td), Eu = u on T
d and suppEu ⊂ T

d
L0

for some L0 ≫ 1 and

‖Eu‖H1(Rd) ≤ C‖u‖H1(Td). (3.6)

Since Eu = u on T
d, using the Sobolev inequality, and (3.6), we have

‖u‖Lr(Td) ≤ ‖Eu‖Lr(Rd) ≤ C‖Eu‖H1(Rd)

≤ C‖u‖H1(Td) (3.7)

where 1
r = 1

2 − 1
d . Combining (3.5) and (3.7), we have

‖u‖Lp(Td) ≤ C‖u‖1−θ
L2(Td)

‖∇u‖θL2(Td) + C‖u‖L2(Td),

which completes the proof of (3.4). �



14 K. SEONG AND P.SOSOE

Remark 3.3. The sharp Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev (GNS) inequality on R
2

‖φ‖3L3(R2) ≤ CGNS‖∇φ‖L2(R2)‖φ‖2L2(R2) (3.8)

plays an important role in the study of the Φ3
2-measure. The positive radial solution to the

following semilinear elliptic equation on R2

∆Q+ 2Q2 − 2Q = 0 (3.9)

appearing in Proposition 3.1 is referred to as the ground state for the associated elliptic problem

(3.9).

The construction of the Φ3
2-measure (1.19) and relevance of the GNS inequality (3.8) can be

seen at heuristic level by formally rewriting (1.6) as a functional integral (ignoring the renor-

malization)

ZL =

ˆ

e−
σ
3

´

φ3−A
(
´

φ2dx
)2
e−

1
2

´

|∇φ|2dx
∏

x∈T2
L

dφ(x) (3.10)

for σ ∈ R \ {0} and A > 0. Thanks to the GNS inequality (3.8) and Young’s inequality, we can

control the cubic interaction as follows

‖φ‖3L3(R2) ≤ δ‖∇φ‖2L2 + c(δ)‖φ‖4L2

for all sufficiently small δ > 0 and some large constant c(δ) depending on δ and CGNS in (3.8).

From this, we can establish an upper bound

(3.10) ≤
ˆ

e−(A−c(δ))
(
´

φ2dx
)2
e−
(

1
2
−δ
)
´

|∇φ|2dx
∏

x∈T2
L

dφ(x).

Hence, when the chemical potential A is sufficiently large, we expect the partition function ZL

to be finite. In fact, the choice of the exponent γ = 2 in A
(
´

φ2dx
)γ

with A ≫ 1 is optimal.

When γ < 2 or when γ = 2 and A is sufficiently small, the taming by the Wick-ordered L2-norm

in (3.10) is too weak to control the cubic interaction, and thus we expect an nonnormalizability

result to hold. See [39] for a rigorous argument. The optimal threshold for A when γ = 2 is

related to the ground state Q, given that c(δ) depends on CGNS. See also Lemma 3.6 (i). It

would be interesting to see whether the Φ3
2-measure can be constructed as a probability measure

at this optimal threshold, even on the finite volume T
2
L.

3.2. Existence and stability of minimizers. In this subsection, we study the optimizers for

the Hamiltonian (3.1), along with their stability properties.

We first define the following Hamiltonian, which does not include taming by the L2-norm:

H0(φ) =
1

2

ˆ

R2

|∇φ|2dx+
σ

3

ˆ

R2

φ3dx (3.11)

for any σ ∈ R \ {0}. For any fixed q > 0, define

H∗
0,q = inf

φ∈H1(R2)

{
H0(φ) :M(φ) = q

}
(3.12)

where

M(φ) =

ˆ

R2

φ2dx. (3.13)

We first prove the following lemma.



COLLAPSE OF Φ3
2-MEASURE 15

Lemma 3.4. For every q > 0, we have

−∞ < H∗
0,q < 0

where H∗
0,q is given as in (3.12).

Proof. We first assume σ > 0. Take any functionW ∈ H1(R2) such thatM(W ) = q,W > 0, and

so
´

W 3dx > 0. For each ζ > 0, define Wζ(x) = −ζW (ζx). Then, we have M(Wζ) =M(W ) = q

for every ζ > 0, where M(W ) is as in (3.13). Moreover, we get

H0(Wζ) =
ζ2

2

ˆ

R2

|∇W |2dx− σζ

3

ˆ

R2

W 3dx.

Hence, by choosing ζ sufficiently small, we have H0(Wζ) < 0. From the definition of H∗
0,q, we

obtain H∗
0,q ≤ H(Wζ) < 0. If σ < 0, then one can proceed similarly with Wζ(x) = ζW (ζx).

We now prove the lower bound. By the GNS (3.2) and Young inequalities, we have

‖φ‖3L3(R2) ≤ CGNS‖∇φ‖L2(R2)‖φ‖2L2(R2)

≤ δ‖∇φ‖2H1 +A(δ)‖φ‖4L2 (3.14)

for every δ > 0, where A = A(δ) is a large constant depending on δ > 0. It follows from (3.14)

and M(φ) = q that

H0(φ) =
1

2

ˆ

R2

|∇φ|2dx+
σ

3

ˆ

R2

φ3dx

≥
(1
2
− δ1

)
‖∇φ‖2L2 − cA(δ1)q

2 ≥ −cA(δ1)q2 > −∞ (3.15)

for some small δ1 > 0 and a constant c > 0. In view of (3.15), we obtain H∗
0,q > −∞ for any

fixed q > 0.

�

We next prove the existence of minimizers for the variational problem in (3.12). The set of

minimizers for the problem (3.12) is defined by

Mq = {φ ∈ H1(R2) : H0(φ) = H∗
0,q and M(φ) = q}.

A minimizing sequence for H∗
0,q is any sequence {ϕn} of functions in H1(R2) satisfying

M(ϕn) = q

for every n ≥ 1 and

lim
n→∞

H0(ϕn) = H∗
0,q.

Lemma 3.5. For every q > 0, the set Mq is not empty. Morover, if {ϕn} is any minimizing

sequence for H∗
0,q, then there exists a sequence {yn} and an element W ∈ Mq such that {ϕn(·+

yn)} has a subsequence converging to W in H1(R2). In particular, we have

lim
n→∞

inf
W∈Mq

y∈R2

‖ϕn(·+ y)−W‖H1 = 0.

Proof. Instead of considering the minimization problem (3.12), we study the minimization prob-

lem

H̄∗
0,q = inf

φ∈H1(R2)

{
H̄0(φ) :M(φ) = q

}
,
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where

H̄0(φ) =
1

2

ˆ

R2

|∇φ|2dx− σ

3

ˆ

R2

|φ|3dx. (3.16)

Its minimum is the same as for (3.12):

H∗
0,q = H̄∗

0,q

In the definition of H̄0, we assume σ > 0. If σ < 0, then replace −σ
3 in the right hand side of

(3.16) by σ
3 . From the diamagnetic inequality, we have

∣∣∇|φ|(x)
∣∣ ≤

∣∣∇φ(x)
∣∣ (3.17)

for almost every x ∈ R
d. In particular, |φ| ∈ H1(R2) if φ ∈ H1(R2). Thanks to (3.17), we get

H̄0(|φ|) ≤ H̄0(φ) for any φ ∈ H1(R2). Hence, if W is one of the minimizers for H̄∗
0,q, then |W | is

also a minimizer for H̄∗
0,q since M(|W |) = q. Furthermore, we have

inf
φ∈H1(R2)
‖φ‖2

L2=q

H0(φ) ≥ inf
φ∈H1(R2)
‖φ‖2

L2=q

H̄0(φ) = H̄0(|W |) = H0(−|W |)

≥ inf
φ∈H1(R2)
‖φ‖2

L2=q

H0(φ) (3.18)

where in the last part we used the fact that |W | ∈ H1(R2). Therefore, in order to show Mq is

not empty, it suffices to prove that there exists a minimizer for H̄∗
0,q.

By Lemma 3.4, we can choose a minimizing sequence {ϕn}n≥1 for H̄∗
0,q, namely, ‖ϕn‖2L2 = q

for every n ≥ 1 and

H̄∗
0,q = lim

n→∞
H̄0(ϕn) = lim

n→∞

(
1

2

ˆ

R2

|∇ϕn|2dx− σ

3

ˆ

R2

|ϕn|3dx
)
. (3.19)

From the GNS inequality (3.2), we have

H̄0(ϕn) ≥
1− δ

2

ˆ

|∇ϕn|2dx− c(δ)q2 (3.20)

for some small δ ∈ R \ {0} and large c(δ) ≥ 1. From (3.19) and (3.20), {ϕn}n∈N is a bounded

sequence in H1(R2) and so we can exploit the profile decomposition for the subcritical Sobolev

embedding H1(R2) →֒ L3(R3). See Theorem in [31, Proposition 3.1]. Every bounded sequence in

H1(R2) can be written, up to a subsequence, as an almost orthogonal sum of sequences with a

small remainder term in Lp, as follows: there exists J∗ ∈ Z≥0∪{∞}, a sequence {ψj}J
∗

j=1 of non-

trivial H1(R2)-functions, and a sequence {xjn}J
∗

j=1 for each n ∈ N such that up to a subsequence,

still denoted by {ϕn}n∈N, we have

ϕn(x) =

J∑

j=1

ψj(x− xjn) + rJn(x)

for each finite 0 ≤ J ≤ J∗, where the remainder term rJn satisfies

lim
J→∞

lim sup
n→∞

‖rJn‖Lp(R2) = 0 (3.21)
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for every 2 ≤ p < ∞. Here, limJ→∞ f(J) := f(J∗) if J∗ < ∞. Moreover, for any finite 0 ≤ J ≤
J∗, we have

‖ϕn‖2L2(R2) =

J∑

j=1

‖ψj‖2L2(R2) + ‖rJn‖2L2(R2) + o(1) (3.22)

‖∇ϕn‖2L2(R2) =
J∑

j=1

‖∇ψj‖2L2(R2) + ‖∇rJn‖2L2(R2) + o(1) (3.23)

as n→ ∞, and

lim sup
n→∞

‖ϕn‖3L3(R2) =
J∗∑

j=1

‖ψj‖3L3(R2). (3.24)

We define ψ̃j :=
q
1
2

‖ψj‖L2
ψj . Then, it follows from the definition of the infimum H̄∗

0,q and ‖ψ̃j‖2L2 =

q that

1

2

ˆ

R2

|∇ψ̃j |2dx ≥ H̄∗
0,q +

σ

3

ˆ

R2

|ψ̃j |3dx. (3.25)

By taking n→ ∞ and J → J∗ with (3.21), (3.22), (3.23), (3.24), and (3.25), we have

H̄∗
0,q = lim

n→∞

(
1

2

ˆ

R2

|∇ϕn|2dx− σ

3

ˆ

R2

|ϕn|3dx
)

(3.26)

≥
J∗∑

j=1

1

2

ˆ

R2

|∇ψj |2dx− σ

3

ˆ

R2

|ψj |3dx (3.27)

=

J∗∑

j=1

‖ψj‖2L2

2q

ˆ

R2

|∇ψ̃j |2dx−
J∗∑

j=1

σ‖ψj‖3L2

3q
3
2

ˆ

R2

|ψ̃j |3dx

≥ H̄∗
0,q

J∗∑

j=1

‖ψj‖2L2

q
+

J∗∑

j=1

σ‖ψj‖2L2

3q

ˆ

R2

|ψ̃j |3
(
1− ‖ψj‖L2

q
1
2

)

≥ H̄∗
0,q +

J∗∑

j=1

σ‖ψj‖2L2

3q

ˆ

R2

|ψ̃j |3
(
1− ‖ψj‖L2

q
1
2

)

≥ H̄∗
0,q. (3.28)

In order for the last inequality to become an equality, we require either J∗ = 0 or J∗ = 1 with

‖ψ1‖2L2 = q. Suppose that J∗ = 0. Then, by repeating (3.26) and (3.27), we have H̄∗
0,q ≥ 0 which

implies a contradiction from Lemma 3.4. Hence, we get J∗ = 1 and so ϕn(x) = ψ1(x−x1n)+r1n(x)
from which

lim
n→∞

‖ϕn(·+ x1n)− ψ1‖L2 = 0. (3.29)

Since {ϕn(· + x1n)}n≥1 is also weakly convergent in H1(R2), we deduce ϕn(· + x1n) converges

weakly to ψ1 in H1(R2), which implies
ˆ

R2

|∇ψ1|2dx ≤ lim inf
n→∞

ˆ

R2

|∇ϕn|2dx. (3.30)
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Thanks to the GNS inequality (3.2) and (3.29), we get ϕn(·+ x1n) → ψ1 in L3. Therefore, from

(3.30) and the convergence in L3, we have

H̄∗
0,q ≤ H̄0(ψ

1) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

H̄0(ϕn) = H̄∗
0,q.

This shows that ψ1 is a minimizer for H̄∗
0,q and so it follows from (3.18) that Mq is not empty.

In other words, −|ψ1| is a minimizer for H∗
0,q.

It remains to check that ϕn(·+x1n) converges to ψ1 in H1(R2). Since limn→∞ H̄0(ϕn) = H(ψ1),

we have
´

|∇ϕn|2dx→
´

|∇ψ1|2dx and so ‖ϕn(·+x1n)‖H1 → ‖ψ1‖H1 . Therefore, combined with

the weak convergence of ϕn(·+ x1n) to ψ
1 in H1(R2), we have

0 = lim
n→∞

‖ϕn(·+ x1n)− ψ1‖H1 ≥ lim
n→∞

inf
W∈M̄q

y∈R2

‖ϕn(·+ y)−W‖H1

where M̄q = {φ ∈ H1(R2) : H̄0(φ) = H̄∗
0,q and M(φ) = q}. We now choose a minimizing

sequence {φn}n≥1 for H∗
0,q. From (3.18), we have H∗

0,q = H̄∗
0,q. Therefore, we can repeat the

process in (3.28) with (3.25) to obtain that there exists a sequence {yn}n≥0 and a minimizer ψ

for H∗
0,q such that

0 = lim
n→∞

‖φn(·+ yn)− ψ‖H1 ≥ lim
n→∞

inf
W∈Mq

y∈R2

‖φn(·+ y)−W‖H1 .

This completes the proof of Lemma 3.5.

�

We now study the optimizers for the Hamiltonian (3.1) with a taming by the L2-norm, along

with their stability properties.

Lemma 3.6. Let σ ∈ R \ {0}.
(i) The Hamiltonian

H(φ) =
1

2

ˆ

R2

|∇φ|2dx+
σ

3

ˆ

R2

φ3dx+A

(
ˆ

R2

φ2dx

)2

. (3.31)

has the unique minimizer φ = 0 if A > |H∗
0,1| and infinitely many minimizers if A =

|H∗
0,1|, where

H∗
0,1 = inf

φ∈H1(R2)

{
H0(φ) :M(φ) = 1

}
. (3.32)

Here, H0 is the Hamiltonian given in (3.11).

(ii) There exists a large constant A0 ≥ 1 such that for every A ≥ A0 and every L > 0, the

Hamiltonian

HL(φ) =
1

2

ˆ

T2
L

|∇φ|2dx+
σ

3

ˆ

T2
L

φ3dx+A

(
ˆ

T2
L

φ2dx

)2

has the unique minimizer φ = 0. Furthermore, there exists a constant c > 0 independent

of L such that

HL(ϕ) ≥ inf
φ∈H1(T2

L
)
HL(φ) + c

(
‖∇ϕ‖2L2(T2

L
) + ‖ϕ‖4L2(T2

L
)

)
. (3.33)

In other words, if the energy HL(ϕ) is close to the minimal energy infφ∈H1(T2
L
)HL(φ),

then ϕ is close to the minimizer, namely the zero function ϕ = 0.
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Proof. We first prove part (i). Start from the decomposition of the minimization problem:

inf
φ∈H1(R2)

H(φ) = inf
q≥0

{
inf

φ∈H1(R2)
‖φ‖2

L2=q

H0(φ) +Aq2
}

= inf
q≥0

{
q2 inf

φ∈H1(R2)
‖φ‖2

L2=1

H0(φ) +Aq2
}

= inf
q≥0

{
q2H∗

0,1 +Aq2
}
. (3.34)

Given that Lemma 3.4 shows that −∞ < H∗
0,1 < 0, if A > |H∗

0,1|, then the minimum is achieved

at q = 0 in (3.34). This shows that φ = 0 is the unique minimizer.

If A = |H∗
0,1|, then from (3.34), we have infφ∈H1(R2)H(φ) = 0. For any q ≥ 0 and x0 ∈ R

2,

define Qq,x0 := qQ(q
1
2 (· − x0)) where ‖Q‖2L2 = 1 and

H0(Q) = inf
‖φ‖2

L2=1
H0(φ) = H∗

0,1

where H0 is the Hamiltonian given in (3.11). The existence of such Q is guaranteed by Lemma

3.5. Then, since ‖Qq,x0‖2L2 = q and

H0(Qq,x0) =
q2

2

ˆ

R2

|∇Q|2dx+
q2σ

3

ˆ

R2

Q3dx = q2H∗
0,1,

we obtain

H(Qq,x0) = q2H∗
0,1 +Aq2 = 0,

which shows that {Qq,x0}q≥0,x0∈R2 is a set of infinitely many minimizers.

We next prove Part (ii). From the GNS inequality on T
2
L (Lemma 3.2) and Young’s inequality,

we have

HL(ϕ) ≥
1− δ

2

ˆ

T2
L

|∇ϕ|2dx+ (A− c(δ) − c(L))

(
ˆ

T2
L

ϕ2dx

)2

≥ 0 (3.35)

if A is sufficiently large, where c(L) → 0 as L → ∞. Hence, (3.35) implies that HL(ϕ) > 0 if

ϕ 6= 0, which shows that ϕ = 0 is the unique minimizer for every L ≥ 1. Moreover, the estimate

(3.35) implies the quantitative stability (3.33).

�

Remark 3.7. A direct application of the GNS inequality (3.2) without Lemma 3.5 does not

characterize the critical value of A given in (3.32).

If A < |H∗
0,1|, then from the argument in (3.34), we have infφ∈H1(R2)H(φ) = −∞. In other

words, it drives the ground state energy towards −∞. Hence, one does not expect the construc-

tion of the Φ3
2-measure if A < |H∗

0,1| to be possible, even on the finite volume T
2
L. It would

be interesting to see whether the L-periodic Φ3
2-measure can be constructed as a probability

measure in the full range A ≥ |H∗
0,1|, especially the critical case A = |H∗

0,1|.

4. Ultraviolet stability for Φ3
2-measure

In this section, we first address the small-scale (ultraviolet) singularities and give a variational

characterization of the free energy logZL.
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4.1. Boué-Dupuis variational formalism for the Gibbs measure. In this subsection, we

introduce the main framework to analyze expectations of certain random fields under the Gauss-

ian measure µL.

Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space on which is defined a space-time white noise ξL on

T
2
L×R+. Let WL(t) be the cylindrical Wiener process on L2(T2

L) with respect to the underlying

probability measure P. That is,

WL(t) =
∑

λ∈Z2
L

Bλ(t)e
L
λ

where {Bλ}λ∈Z2
L
is defined by Bλ(t) = 〈ξL,1[0,t] · eLλ 〉T2

L
×R. Here, 〈·, ·〉T2

L
×R denotes the duality

pairing on T
2
L×R and ξL is a space-time white noise on T

2
L×R+. Then, we see that {Bλ}λ∈Z2

L
is a

family of mutually independent complex-valued9 Brownian motions conditioned that B−λ = Bλ,

λ ∈ Z
2
L. We then define a centered Gaussian process L(t) by

L(t) = 〈∇〉−1WL(t). (4.1)

Then, we have Law( L(1)) = µL. By setting L,N (t) = PN L(t), we have Law( L,N (1)) =

(PN )#µL. We define the second and third Wick powers of L,N as follows

L,N (t) =
2
L,N (t)− L,N (t), (4.2)

L,N (t) =
3
L,N (t)− 3 L,N (t) L,N (t), (4.3)

where a Riemann sum approximation gives

L,N(t) := E

[
| L,N (t)|2

]
=
∑

λ∈Z2
L

|λ|≤N

1

〈λ〉2
1

L2
∼ t logN.

The second and third Wick powers of L,N(t) are the space-stationary stochastic processes. In

particular, L,N(1) and L,N (1) are equal in law to : φ2N : and : φ3N : in (1.11) and (1.12),

respectively.

Next, let Ha = Ha(T
2
L) denote the space of drifts, which are the progressively measurable

processes10 belonging to L2([0, 1];L2(T2
L)), P-almost surely. We are now ready to state the Boué-

Dupuis variational formula [5, 59]; in particular, see Theorem 7 in [59]. See also Theorem 2 in

[2].

Lemma 4.1. Let L(t) = 〈∇〉−1WL(t) be as in (4.1). Fix N ∈ N. Suppose that F : C∞(T2
L) → R

is measurable such that E
[
|F (PN L(1))|p

]
<∞ and E

[
|e−F (PN L(1))|q

]
<∞ for some 1 < p, q <

∞ with 1
p +

1
q = 1. Then, we have

− logE
[
e−F (PN L(1))

]
= inf

θL∈Ha(T2
L
)
E

[
F (PN L(1) +PNΘL(1)) +

1

2

ˆ 1

0
‖θL(t)‖2L2(T2

L
)dt

]
,

where ΘL is defined by

ΘL(t) =

ˆ t

0
〈∇〉−1θL(t

′)dt′ (4.4)

and the expectation E = EP is an expectation with respect to the underlying probability measure P.

9In particular, B0 is a standard real-valued Brownian motion.
10With respect to the filtration Ft = σ(Bλ(s), λ ∈ Z

2
L, 0 ≤ s ≤ t).
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In the following, we set L,N = PN L(1) and ΘL,N = PNΘL(1) for N ∈ N ∪ {∞} and finite

L > 0.

4.2. Ultraviolet stability of Wick powers. We present a lemma on pathwise regularity

estimates of L,N (t), L,N(t), L,N (t), and ΘL(t). In particular, we also specify the growth rate

as L→ ∞ for the stochastic objects.

Lemma 4.2. (i) For any finite p ≥ 2, 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞, t ∈ [0, 1], and η > 0, each Wick power

in (4.2) and (4.3) converges to a limit in Lp(Ω;W−η,r(T2
L)) as N → ∞ and almost surely in

W−η,r(T2
L). Moreover, we have

E

[
‖ L,N(t)‖pW−η,r(T2

L
)
+ ‖ L,N (t)‖pW−η,r(T2

L
)
+ ‖ L,N (t)‖pW−η,r(T2

L
)

]
. L2 <∞, (4.5)

uniformly in11 N ∈ N ∪ {∞} and t ∈ [0, 1].

(ii) For any N ∈ N ∪ {∞}, we have

E

[
ˆ

T2
L

L,N (1)dx

]
= 0 (4.6)

E

[∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L

L,N (1)dx

∣∣∣∣
2
]
∼ L2 (4.7)

E

[∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L

L,N (1)dx

∣∣∣∣
2
]
∼ L2 (4.8)

as L→ ∞, where the implicit constant is uniform in N ≥ 1.

(iii) The drift term θL ∈ Ha(T
2
L) has the regularity of the Cameron-Martin space, that is, for

any θL ∈ Ha(T
2
L), we have

‖ΘL(1)‖2H1(T2
L
) ≤
ˆ 1

0
‖θL(t)‖2L2(T2

L
)dt. (4.9)

Proof. We first prove Part (i). Regarding the convergence of the stochastic objects, see for

example [42, Proposition 2.3]. We concentrate on proving (4.5) to make the L-dependent growth

rate L2 explicit. Applying the Sobolev inequality, we can reduce the case r = ∞ to the case of

large but finite r at the expense of a slight loss of spatial derivative

‖ L,N (t)‖W−η,∞ . ‖〈∇〉− η
2 L,N(t)‖Lr . (4.10)

Using the Wiener chaos estimate (Lemma 2.2) and a Riemann sum approximation, we have that

for any p1 ≥ 2

(
E|〈∇〉−

η
2 L,N (t)|p1

) 1
p1 . p

1
2
1

(
E|〈∇〉−

η
2 L,N(t)|2

) 1
2

=
∑

λ∈Z2
L

|λ|≤N

t

〈λ〉2+η
1

L2
=

∑

n∈Z2

|n|≤LN

t

〈nL〉2+η
1

L2

∼ t

ˆ

R2

1{|y|≤N}
dy

1 + |y|2+η <∞, (4.11)

11When N = ∞, the statement concerns the norms of the limiting objects.
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uniformly in N,L ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. Let p1 ≥ max(r, p). It follows from (4.10), the Minkowski’s

integral inequality and (4.11) that

E

[
‖ L,N(t)‖pW−η,∞

]
. E

[
‖〈∇〉− η

2 L,N (t)‖pLr .
]

. 1 +

∥∥∥∥
(
E|〈∇〉− η

2 L,N (t)|p1
) 1

p1

∥∥∥∥
p1

Lr(T2
L
)

. p1
p1
2 L

2p1
r . (4.12)

By choosing r ≥ p, where r comes from the Sobolev inequality W
η
2
,r(T2

L) →֒ L∞(T2
L), and

p1 = r, we have

E

[
‖ L,N (t)‖pW−η,r(T2

L
)

]
= O(L2).

for any 0 ≤ t ≤ 1. From now on, we prove the estimate for L,N = L,N (1) at t = 1. We first

write

〈∇〉−
η
2 L,N = IL,N + IIL,N

where

IL,N =
∑

λ∈Z2
L

|λ|≤N
λ1+λ2 6=0

Bλ1(1)Bλ2(1)

〈λ1 + λ2〉
η
2 〈λ1〉〈λ2〉

e2πi(λ1+λ2)·x

L2

IIL,N =
∑

λ∈Z2
L

|λ|≤N

|Bλ(1)|2 − 1

〈λ〉2
1

L2
.

From the Wiener chaos estimate (Lemma 2.2), the Wick’s theorem (Lemma 2.4), and a Riemann

sum approximation, we have that for any p1 ≥ 2

(
E| IL,N |p1

) 1
p1 . p1

(
E| IL,N |2

) 1
2

.

( ∑

λ1,λ2∈Z2
L

|λ1|≤N,|λ2|≤N

1

〈λ1 + λ2〉η〈λ1〉2〈λ2〉2
1

L4

) 1
2

.

(
∑

λ∈Z2
L

|λ|≤2N

1

〈λ〉η
( ∑

λ1,λ2∈Z2

|λ1|≤N,|λ2|≤N
λ1+λ2=λ

1

〈λ1〉2〈λ2〉2
1

L2

)
1

L2

) 1
2

∼
(
ˆ

|z|≤2N

1

1 + |z|η
(
ˆ

|z1|≤N

dz1
(1 + |z1|2)(1 + |z − z1|2)

)
dz

) 1
2

.

(
ˆ

|z|≤2N

1

1 + |z|η
1

〈z〉2
) 1

2

<∞, (4.13)
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and

(
E|IIL,N |p1

) 1
p1 . p1

(
E|IIL,N |2

) 1
2 ∼

( ∑

λ∈Z2
L

|λ|≤N

1

〈λ〉4
1

L4

) 1
2

∼
(
ˆ

|z|≤2N

dz

1 + |z|4
1

L2

) 1
2

<∞, (4.14)

uniformly in N,L ≥ 1. Let p1 ≥ max(r, p). It follows from (4.10) (replacing L,N by L,N ), the

Minkowski’s integral inequality, (4.13), and (4.14) that

E

[
‖ L,N‖pW−η,∞(T2

L
)

]
. E

[
‖〈∇〉− η

2 L,N‖pLr(T2
L
)
.
]

. 1 +

∥∥∥∥
(
E|〈∇〉−

η
2 L,N |p1

) 1
p1

∥∥∥∥
p1

Lr(T2
L
)

. p1
p1L

2p1
r . (4.15)

By choosing r ≥ p, where r comes from the Sobolev inequality W
η
4
,r(T2

L) →֒ L∞(T2
L), and

p1 = r, we have

E

[
‖ L,N‖pW−η,r(T2

L
)

]
= O(L2).

For stochastic object L,N = L,N (1), by following the above arguments, it suffices to check

that for any p1 ≥ 2

(
E|〈∇〉− η

2 L,N |p1
) 1

p1 . p
3
2
1

(
E|〈∇〉− η

2 L,N |2
) 1

2
<∞,

uniformly in N,L ≥ 1. Inclusion-exclusion applied to the indices λj, j = 1, 2, 3 gives the decom-

position

〈∇〉− η
2 L,N = IIIL,N + IVL,N

where

IIIL,N =
∑

λj∈Z
2
L, |λj |≤N, j=1,2,3

(λ1+λ2)(λ2+λ3)(λ1+λ2)6=0

Bλ1(1)Bλ2(1)Bλ3(1)

〈λ1 + λ2 + λ3〉
η
2 〈λ1〉〈λ2〉〈λ3〉

e2πi(λ1+λ2+λ3)·x

L3

IVL,N = 3
∑

λ∈Z2
L

|λ|≤N

|Bλ(1)|2 − 1

〈λ〉2
∑

ζ∈Z2
L

|ζ|≤N

Bζ(1)

〈ζ〉1+ η
2

e2πiζ·x

L3
− 3

∑

λ∈Z2
L

|λ|≤N

|Bλ(1)|2Bλ(1)
〈λ〉3+ η

2

1

L3
e2πiλ·x + |B0(1)|2B0(1)

1

L3
.
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Thanks to the Wiener chaos estimate (Lemma 2.2), Wick’s theorem (Lemma 2.4), and a Riemann

sum approximation, we have that for any p1 ≥ 2

(
E|IIIL,N |p1

) 1
p1 . p

3
2
1

(
E|IIIL,N |2

) 1
2

.

( ∑

λ1,λ2,λ3∈Z2
L

|λ1|≤N,|λ2|,|λ3|≤N

1

〈λ1 + λ2 + λ3〉η〈λ1〉2〈λ2〉2〈λ3〉2
1

L6

) 1
2

.

(
∑

λ∈Z2
L

|λ|≤3N

1

〈λ〉η
( ∑

λ1,λ2,λ3∈Z2

|λ1|≤N,|λ2|≤N,|λ3|≤N
λ1+λ2+λ3=λ

1

〈λ1〉2〈λ2〉2〈λ3〉2
1

L4

)
1

L2

) 1
2

∼
(
ˆ

|z|≤3N

1

1 + |z|η
(

ˆ

|zj |≤N, j=1,2,3
z1+z2+z3=z

dz1dz2
(1 + |z1|2)(1 + |z2|2)(1 + |z3|2)

)
dz

) 1
2

.

(
ˆ

|z|≤3N

1

1 + |z|η
1

〈z〉2
)1

2

<∞, (4.16)

uniformly in N ≥ 1. From a Riemann sum approximation and the Wiener chaos estimate

(Lemma 2.2), we have that for any p1 ≥ 2

(
E|IVL,N |p1

) 1
p1 . 1 +

(
E

∣∣∣∣
∑

λ∈Z2
L

|λ|≤N

|Bλ(t)|2 − 1

〈λ〉2
1

L2

∣∣∣∣
2p1
) 1

2p1

(
E

∣∣∣∣
∑

ζ∈Z2
L

|ζ|≤N

Bζ(t)

〈ζ〉1+ η
2

e2πiζ·x

L

∣∣∣∣
2p1
) 1

2p1

. 1, (4.17)

uniformly in N ≥ 1. Hence, by following either (4.12) or (4.15) with (4.16) and (4.17), we have

E

[
‖ L,N‖pW−η,r(T2

L
)

]
= O(L2)

for any finite p ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞.

We now prove Part (ii). (4.6) follows from a standard computation. Hence, we present the

derivation of (4.7). It follows from Lemma 2.3 and a Riemann sum approximation that

EµL

[∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L

L(x)dx

∣∣∣∣
2
]
= lim

N→∞
EµL

[∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L

L,N (x)dx

∣∣∣∣
2
]

= lim
N→∞

¨

T2
L
×T2

L

EµL

[
L,N (x) L,N (y)

]
dxdy

= lim
N→∞

¨

T2
L
×T2

L

(
EµL

[
L,N (x) L,N (y)

])3
dxdy

= lim
N→∞

¨

T2
L
×T2

L

( ∑

λ∈Z2
L

|λ|≤N

eLλ (x− y)

〈λ〉2
1

L

)3

dxdy
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= L2 lim
N→∞

∑

n1,n2,n3∈Z2

n1+n2+n3=0
|nj |≤LN

( 3∏

j=1

1

〈nj

L 〉2
)

1

L4

∼ L2. (4.18)

By following the same calculation in (4.18), we have

EµL

[∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L

L(x)dx

∣∣∣∣
2
]
= lim

N→∞
EµL

[∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L

L,N (x)dx

∣∣∣∣
2
]

= L2 lim
N→∞

∑

n1,n2∈Z2

n1+n2=0
|nj |≤LN

( 2∏

j=1

1

〈nj

L 〉2
)

1

L2

∼ L2 (4.19)

as L→ ∞.

As for Part (iii), the estimate (4.9) follows fromMinkowski’s and Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequalities.

See also the proof of Lemma 4.7 in [29] .

�

4.3. Gamma convergence. In this subsection, we study the Γ-convergence (Proposition 4.8)

of the variational problem by taking the ultraviolet limit N → ∞, following an idea in [2]. This

allows us to remove the ultraviolet cutoff PN when applying Lemma 4.1, and obtain a variational

characterization for ZL.

By the Boué-Dupuis formula (Lemma 4.1), the partition function ZL,N with ultraviolet PN

and infrared cutoffs T2
L, defined by

ZL,N =

ˆ

e
−σ

3

´

T2
L
:φ3N : dx−A

(
´

T2
L
:φ2N : dx

)2
dµL(u), (4.20)

has the variational expression

− logZL,N = inf
Θ∈H1

a(T
2
L
)
E

[
VL
N ( L +ΘL) +

1

2

ˆ 1

0
‖Θ̇L(t)‖2H1(T2

L
)dt

]

= inf
Θ∈H1

a(T
2
L
)
E

[
ΦN,L(ΞL,ΘL) +A

(
ˆ

T2
L

Θ2
L,Ndx

)2

+
1

2

ˆ 1

0
‖Θ̇L(t)‖2H1(T2

L
)dt

]
(4.21)

where ΞL = ( L, L, L) and ΦL,N = Φ
(1)
L,N +Φ

(2)
L,N

Φ
(1)
L,N (ΞL,ΘL) =

σ

3

ˆ

T2
L

L,Ndx+ σ

ˆ

T2
L

L,NΘL,Ndx+ σ

ˆ

T2
L

L,NΘ
2
L,Ndx+

σ

3

ˆ

T2
L

Θ3
L,Ndx

Φ
(2)
L,N (ΞL,ΘL) = A

{
ˆ

T2
L

( L,N + 2 L,NΘL,N +Θ2
L,N)dx

}2

−A

(
ˆ

T2
L

Θ2
L,Ndx

)2

. (4.22)

The positive terms A‖ΘL,N‖4L2(T2
L
)
and 1

2

´ 1
0 ‖Θ̇L(t)‖2H1dt in (4.21) ensure that the free energy

logZL,N is finite uniformly in N for each fixed L > 0. For convenience of notation, we set
ˆ 1

0
‖Θ̇L(t)‖2H1dt := ‖ΘL‖2H1 .
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We now study the Γ-convergence of the variational problem in (4.21) as the ultraviolet cutoff

PN is removed (i.e. as N → ∞).

Definition 4.3. Let (X,T ) be a topological space and {Fn}n∈N 12be a sequence of functionals

on X. The sequence of functionals {Fn}n∈N Γ-converges to the Γ-limit F∞ if the following two

conditions hold:

(i) For every sequence xn → x in X, we have

F∞(x) ≤ lim inf
n→∞

Fn(xn).

(ii) For every point x ∈ X, there exists a sequence {xn} (recovery sequence) converging to x

in X such that we have

lim sup
n→∞

Fn(xn) ≤ F∞(x).

We also need the notion of equicoercivity.

Definition 4.4. A sequence of functionals denoted as {Fn}n∈N is said to be equicoercive if there

is a compact set K ⊂ X such that, for every n ∈ N, the following condition holds:

inf
x∈K

Fn(x) = inf
x∈X

Fn(x).

One important implication of Γ-convergence and equicoercivity is the convergence of the

minima.

Proposition 4.5. Suppose that {Fn}n∈N Γ-converges to F∞ and {Fn}n∈N is equicoercive. Then,

F∞ possesses a minimum. Moreover, we have the convergence of minima

min
x∈X

F∞(x) = lim
n→∞

inf
x∈X

Fn(x).

Our goal in this section is to establish the Γ-convergence of the variational problem in (4.21)

as N → ∞ (Proposition 4.8). For this, we relax the variational problem presented in (4.21).

Instead of solving the problem over H1
a with the strong topology, we consider a problem on the

space of probability measures with a weak topology. Define

XL :=
{
µ = Law(ΞL,ΘL) ∈ P( ~W−η,r ×H

1
w) : ΘL ∈ H

1
a and EµL

[
‖Θ‖2

H1

]
<∞

}
, (4.23)

where ~W−η,r = W−η,r ×W−η,r ×W−η,r for any fixed 1 ≤ r < ∞ and P( ~W−η,r × H
1
w) is the

space of Borel probability measures on ~W−η,r × H
1
w. Here H

1
w means that H1 is equipped with

the weak topology. We will set up a minimization problem over the space XL of distributions

µL = LawP(ΞL,ΘL), where ΞL = ( L, L, L) is fixed, and ΘL varies within H
1
a, employing the

weak topology.

We now complete the space XL:

XL :=
{
µ ∈ P( ~W−η,r ×H

1
w) : µn → µ weakly for some {µn}n∈N ∈ XL

and sup
n∈N

Eµn

[
‖Θ‖2

H1

]
<∞

}
.

Thus XL is equipped with the following topology: {µn}n∈N in XL converges to µ if (i) µn
converges to µ weakly on ~W−η,r ×H1

w and (ii) supn∈N Eµn

[
‖Θ‖2

H1

]
< ∞. Each element XL has

12
N means the set of extended natural numbers, i.e. N ∪ {∞}
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first marginal equal to to LawP(ΞL), and this fact extends to X . Passing to this space ensures

compactness.

To present the relaxation of the variational problem, define, for N ∈ N ∪ {∞},

FLN (ΘL) = EP

[
VL
N ( L +ΘL) +

1

2

ˆ 1

0
‖Θ̇L(t)‖2H1(T2

L
)dt

]

= E

[
ΦL,N (ΞL,ΘL) +A

(
ˆ

T2
L

Θ2
L,Ndx

)2

+
1

2

ˆ 1

0
‖Θ̇L(t)‖2H1(T2

L
)dt

]
(4.24)

where ΦL,N = Φ
(1)
L,N + Φ

(2)
L,N is given in (2.1). When N = ∞, the projection is interpreted the

identity operator (i.e. PN = Id). We substitute the initial variational problem (4.21) with a new

variational problem over XL as follows

inf
Θ∈H1

a

FLN (Θ) = inf
µ∈XL

FLN (µ). (4.25)

Here Eµ denotes the expectation with respect to the probability measure µ. The following lemma

shows that the variational problem on XL and XL are equivalent. In particular, the infimum is

achieved within X . For the proof of Lemma 4.6, see [2, Lemma 15, 18] or [3, Lemma 8].

Lemma 4.6. Let L > 0 and N ∈ N ∪ {∞}. Then, we have

inf
µ∈XL

FLN (µ) = min
µ∈XL

FLN (µ).

Here the infimum is attained at an element in XL.

The following lemma establishes compactness on XL. For the proof, see 4.7, see [2, Lemma

10].

Lemma 4.7. Let L > 0 and K be a subset of XL such that supµ∈K Eµ

[
‖ΘL‖2H1

]
<∞. Then, K

is compact in XL.

We are now ready to prove the following proposition that allows us to obtain the variational

characterization of the grand-canonical partition function ZL without the ultraviolet cutoff PN .

Proposition 4.8 (Gamma convergence). Let L > 0. Then, the sequence of functional {FLN}N∈N

Γ-converges to FL∞ on XL as N → ∞. Moreover, we have

lim
N→∞

inf
ΘL∈H1

a

FLN (ΘL) = inf
ΘL∈H1

a

FL∞(ΘL) (4.26)

where the functionals FLN and FL∞ are given as in (4.24). In particular, the grand-canonical

partition function ZL in (1.20) is given by

− logZL = inf
ΘL∈H1

a

FL∞(ΘL) (4.27)

for every L > 0.

Proof. Thanks to the relaxed variational problems coming from (4.25) and Lemma 4.6, it suffices

to consider the variational problem (4.26) over XL. We first prove the following liminf inequality

FL∞(µ) ≤ lim inf
N→∞

FLN (µN ) (4.28)

when µN → µ in X̄L. We may assume that supN F
N
L (µN ) < ∞. Otherwise, there is nothing

to prove. By exploiting the Skorokhod’s representation theorem, there exists random variables
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{XN , ζN}N∈N and {X∞, ζ∞} on a common probability space (Ω̃, F̃ , P̃), with values in ~W−η,r×H
1
w

such that

LawP(XN , ζN ) = µN and LawP(X∞, ζ∞) = µ (4.29)

for every N ≥ 1. Furthermore, we have the following almost sure convergence

XN → X in ~W−η,r (4.30)

ζN → ζ in H
1
w (4.31)

as N → ∞. It can be easily proven that for any sequence {XN , ζN} satisfying XN → X∞ in
~W−η,r and ζN → ζ∞ in H

1
w, we have

lim
N→∞

ΦL,N (XN , ζN ) = ΦL,∞(X∞, ζ∞). (4.32)

Thanks to the pathwise regularity estimates in Lemma 5.6, we have the following pathwise

bound on the same probability space

ΦL,N (XN , ζN ) +A‖ζN‖4L2 +
1

2
‖ζN‖2H1 +H(XN ) ≥ 0 (4.33)

for some random variable H(XN ) ∈ L1(dP̃), uniformly in N , such that E
P̃

[
H(XN )

]
=

EP

[
H(ΞN )

]
for every N , where ΞN =

(
L,N , L,N , L,N

)
. For example, we can choose H(XN ) =

C(1 + ‖XN‖p~W−η,r
) for some large C ≫ 1 and p ≫ 1. It follows from (4.29), (4.33), (4.32), and

Fatou’s lemma that

lim inf
N→∞

FLN (µN ) = lim inf
N→∞

E
P̃

[
ΦL,N (XN , ζN ) +A‖ζN‖4L2 +

1

2
‖ζN‖2H1

]

= lim inf
N→∞

{
E
P̃

[
ΦL,N (XN , ζN ) +A‖ζN‖4L2 +

1

2
‖ζN‖2H1 +H(XN )

]
− E

[
H(XN )

]
}

≥ E
P̃
lim inf
N→∞

[
ΦL,N (XN , ζN ) +A‖ζN‖4L2 +

1

2
‖ζN‖2H1 +H(XN )

]
− EP

[
H(Ξ)

]

= E
P̃

[
ΦL,∞(X∞, ζ∞) +A‖ζ∞‖4L2 +

1

2
‖ζ∞‖2H1

]

= FL∞(µ),

from which we obtain (4.28).

Next, we prove that for every µ ∈ X̄L, there exists a sequence {µN} such that {µN} converges

to µ in X̄L and

lim sup
N→∞

FLN (µN ) ≤ FL∞(µ). (4.34)

Let µ ∈ X̄L. By setting µN := µ for every N ≥ 1, we obtain µN → µ in X̄L. We may assume

that FL∞(µ) <∞. Thanks to Lemma 4.2 and 5.6, we have

FL∞(µ) ≥ −cL2 + (1− δ)Eµ

[
A‖ΘL‖4L2(T2

L
) +

1

2
‖ΘL‖2H1(T2

L
)

]
(4.35)

for some small 0 < δ ≪ 1 and c > 0, where L2 follows from computing the expected values of

the higher moments for each component of ΞL,N =
(
L,N , L,N , L,N

)
in W−η,r, uniformly in

N ≥ 1. From the assumption FL∞(µ) <∞ and (4.35), we have

Eµ

[
A‖ΘL‖4L2(T2

L
) +

1

2
‖ΘL‖2H1(T2

L
)

]
<∞ (4.36)
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for each fixed L > 0. Then, by the definition of FLN (µ) in (4.24), Lemma 4.2, 5.6, and (4.36), we

can use the dominated convergence theorem to obtain

lim
N→∞

FLN (µN ) = lim
N→∞

FLN (µ)

= lim
N→∞

Eµ

[
ΦL,N(PNΞL,PNΘL) +A‖PNΘL‖4L2 +

1

2
‖PNΘL‖2H1

]

= F∞
L (µ).

Hence, we obtain the result (4.34).

Finally, we show that {FLN}N∈N is equicoercive on XL. Define

K :=

{
µ ∈ X̄L : Eµ

[
‖ΘL‖4L2

]
+ Eµ

[
‖ΘL‖2H1

]
≤ K

}

for some sufficiently large K ≫ 1, which will be specified below. Thanks to Lemma 4.7, K is

compact. By using Lemma 5.6 and 4.2, we have

inf
µ6∈K

FLN (µ) ≥ −c1L2 + (1− δ) inf
µ6∈K

E

[
A‖ΘL‖4L2(T2

L
) +

1

2
‖ΘL‖2H1(T2

L
)

]

≥ −c1L2 + c2(1− δ)K (4.37)

for some c1, c2 > 0 and small δ > 0, where L2 arises by computing the expected values of the

higher moments for each component of ΞL,N =
(
L,N , L,N , L,N

)
inW−η,r, uniformly in N ≥ 1.

Thanks to Lemma 5.6 and 4.2, we have

sup
N

inf
µ∈X̄L

FLN (µ) ≤ c1L
2 + (1 + δ) inf

µ∈X̄L

Eµ

[
A‖ΘL‖4L2(T2

L
) +

1

2
‖ΘL‖2H1(T2

L
)

]
<∞, (4.38)

Hence, it follows from (4.37), (4.38), and choosing K ≫ 1 sufficiently large that

inf
µ∈K

FLN (µ) = inf
µ∈X̄L

FLN (µ),

for every N ≥ 1, from which we conclude that {FLN}N∈N is equicoercive.

�

We close this subsection by showing convergence of the Hamiltonian HL as the size of the

torus goes to infinity (i.e. L→ ∞).

Lemma 4.9. There exists a large constant A0 ≥ 1 independent of L such that for all σ ∈ R\{0}
and A ≥ A0,

lim
L→∞

inf
φ∈H1(T2

L
)
HL(φ) = inf

φ∈H1(R2)
H(φ)

where

HL(φ) =
1

2

ˆ

T2
L

|∇φ|2dx+
σ

3

ˆ

T2
L

φ3dx+A

(
ˆ

T2
L

φ2dx

)2

.

Proof. We first prove

lim inf
L→∞

inf
φ∈H1(T2

L
)
HL(φ) ≥ inf

φ∈H1(R2)
H(φ). (4.39)
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Thanks to the GNS inequality (3.8) on T
2
L (Lemma 3.2) and Young’s inequality, we have

HL(φ) ≥
1− δ

2

ˆ

T2
L

|∇φ|2dx+ (A− c(δ) − c(L))

(
ˆ

T2
L

φ2dx

)2

≥ 0

if A is sufficiently large, where c(L) → 0 as L→ ∞, which implies

lim inf
L→∞

inf
φ∈H1(T2

L
)
HL(φ) ≥ 0.

From Lemma 3.6, we have infφ∈H1(R2)H(φ) = 0 and so obtain the result (4.39).

It remains to prove

inf
φ∈H1(R2)

H(φ) ≥ lim sup
L→∞

inf
φ∈H1(T2

L
)
HL(φ). (4.40)

Let u∗ be a minimizer, namely, infφ∈H1(R2)H(φ) = H(u∗). Let {ϕL}L≥1 be a sequence of smooth

cutoff functions where ϕL is supported on
[
− L

8 ,
L
8

]2
and ϕL = 1 on

[
− L

16 ,
L
16

]2
. Then, ϕLu

∗ ∈
H1(T2

L) and so {ϕLu∗}L≥1 is a minimizing sequence. Hence, we obtain

inf
φ∈H1(R2)

H(φ) = H(u∗) = lim
L→∞

H(ϕLu
∗) = lim

L→∞
HL(ϕLu

∗)

≥ lim sup
L→∞

inf
φ∈H1(T2

L
)
HL(φ).

By combining (4.39) and (4.40), we obtain the result.

�

5. Analysis of the free energy

In this section, we analyze the behavior of the free energy logZL as L → ∞. Our main goal

is to establish the following large deviation estimate.

Proposition 5.1. There exists a large constant A0 ≥ 1 independent of L ≥ 1 such that for all

σ ∈ R \ {0} and A ≥ A0, the grand-canonical partition function ZL satisfies

lim
L→∞

logZL
L4

= − inf
φ∈H1(R2)

H(φ)

where

H(φ) =
1

2

ˆ

R2

|∇φ|2dx+
σ

3

ˆ

R2

φ3dx+A

(
ˆ

R2

φ2dx

)2

.

We prove Proposition 5.1 by showing Lemma 5.2 and 5.5 in the following subsections.

5.1. Upper bound for the free energy. In this subsection, we investigate the limiting be-

havior of the free energy logZL, concentrating on obtaining an upper bound.

Lemma 5.2. There exists a large constant A0 ≥ 1 independent of L ≥ 1 such that, for all

σ ∈ R \ {0} and A ≥ A0, we have

lim sup
L→∞

logZL
L4

≤ − inf
W∈H1(R2)

H(W ).
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Proof. Thanks to Proposition 4.8, the grand-canonical partition function can be expressed with-

out the ultraviolet cutoff PN as follows

logZL = sup
ΘL∈H1

a

E

[
−VL( L +ΘL)−

1

2

ˆ 1

0
‖Θ̇L(t)‖2H1(T2

L
)

]

≤ sup
ΘL∈H1(T2

L
)

E

[
−VL( L +ΘL)−

1

2
‖ΘL‖2H1(T2

L
)

]
(5.1)

whereH1 represents the collection of drifts ΘL, characterized as processes that belong to H1(T2)

P-almost surely (possibly non-adapted). For any ΘL ∈ H1
x(T

2
L), we perform the change of variable

L2W (L·) := L,M +ΘL where L,M = PM L. Set

ΘL = − L,M +WL (5.2)

where WL := L2W (L·) for some W ∈ H1(T2
L2). From (5.1) and (5.2), we have

logZL ≤ sup
W∈H1(T2

L2 )

E

[
−VL

(
( L − L,M) +WL

)
− 1

2
‖ L,M‖2H1(T2

L
) −

1

2
‖WL‖2H1(T2

L
)

−
ˆ

T2
L

〈∇〉 L,M 〈∇〉WLdx

]

≤ sup
W∈H1(T2

L2 )

E

[
−VL

(
( L − L,M) +WL

)
+
(
c(δ) − 1

2

)
‖ L,M‖2H1(T2

L
) −

1− δ

2
‖WL‖2H1(T2

L
)

]

(5.3)

where we used Young’s inequality to find that for any δ > 0,
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L

〈∇〉 L,M 〈∇〉WLdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ c(δ)‖ L,M‖2H1(T2
L
) +

δ

2
‖WL‖2H1(T2

L
).

With the change of variable given by (5.2), we can express

VL( L +ΘL) =

ˆ

T2
L

:
(
( L − L,M ) +WL

)3
: dx+A

(
ˆ

T2
L

:
(
( L − L,M ) +WL

)2
:

)2

=

ˆ

T2
L

:
(̃
L,M +WL

)3
: dx+A

(
ˆ

T2
L

:
(̃
L,M +WL

)2
: dx

)2

. (5.4)

Here, L̃,M = L − L,M represents a new Gaussian field whose variance is given by

E|̃ L,M (x)|2 =
∑

λ∈Z2
L

M<|λ|≤N

1

〈λ2〉
1

L2
=

∑

n∈Z2

LM<|n|≤LN

1

〈nL〉2
1

L2
∼
ˆ

R2

1{M<|y|≤N}
dy

1 + |y|2

for any x ∈ T
2
L as L→ ∞.

For any Gaussian X and σ1, σ2 in R, we have

H1(X;σ1) = H1(X;σ2)

H2(X;σ1) = H2(X;σ2)− (σ1 − σ2)

H3(X;σ1) = H3(X;σ2)− 3(σ1 − σ2)H1(X,σ2) (5.5)
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where Hk(x;σ) is the Hermite polynomial of degree k. Defining ˜L,M , ˜L,M and the correspond-

ing Wick powers relative to the Gaussian L̃,M , it follows from (5.5) that
ˆ

T2
L

:
(̃
L,M +WL

)3
: dx =

ˆ

T2
L

:
(̃
L,M +WL

)3
:M dx− 3CM

ˆ

T2
L

(̃ L,M +WL)dx

=

ˆ

T2
L

˜L,Mdx+ 3

ˆ

T2
L

˜L,MWLdx+ 3

ˆ

T2
L

L̃,MW
2
Ldx+

ˆ

T2
L

W 3
Ldx

− 3CM

ˆ

T2
L

(̃ L,M +WL)dx (5.6)

and
ˆ

T2
L

:
(̃
L,M +WL

)2
: dx =

ˆ

T2
L

:
(̃
L,M +WL

)2
:M dx− CM

=

ˆ

T2
L

˜L,Mdx+ 2

ˆ

T2
L

L̃,MWLdx+

ˆ

T2
L

W 2
Ldx− CM (5.7)

where

CM : = lim
N→∞

( ∑

n∈Z2

|n|≤LN

1

〈nL 〉2
1

L2
−

∑

n∈Z2

LM<|n|≤LN

1

〈nL 〉2
1

L2

)

=
∑

n∈Z2

|n|≤LM

1

〈nL〉2
1

L2
∼
ˆ

R2

1{|y|≤M}
dy

1 + |y|2 ∼ logM

as M → ∞. Thus, from (5.6), (5.7), Lemma 5.6, and Lemma 4.2(i), it follows that for arbitrarily

small δ > 0

E

[∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L

:
(̃
L,M +WL

)3
: dx−

ˆ

T2
L

W 3
Ldx

∣∣∣∣

]
≤ δ‖WL‖4L2(T2

L
) +

δ

2
‖WL‖2H1(T2

L
) +O((logM)2L2)

(5.8)

and

AE

[∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L

:
(̃
L,M +WL

)2
: dx+ CM

∣∣∣∣
2
]
≥ A

2
‖WL‖4L2(T2

L
) −

1

100
‖WL‖2H1(T2

L
) −O(AL2)−A(logM)2

(5.9)

where the term O(L2) comes from Lemma 4.2 (i) by computing the expectation of the higher

moments for each component of (˜L,M , ˜L,M , L̃,M
)
in W−η,r(T2

L) for 1 ≤ r ≤ ∞. We also note

that

CM

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L

WLdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖WL‖L2(T2
L
)CML ≤ δ‖WL‖4L2(T2

L
) +O(δ−1) + C2

ML
2 (5.10)

and

E

[
‖ L,M‖2H1(T2

L
)

]
=
∑

λ∈Z2
L

|λ|≤M

=
∑

n∈Z2

|n|≤LM

= O(L2M2). (5.11)
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It follows from (5.3), (5.8), (5.9), (5.10), (5.11), and undoing the scaling WL = L2W (L·) that

logZL

≤ sup
ΘL∈H1(T2

L
)

E

[
−VL

(
( L − L,M ) +WL

)
+
(
c(δ) − 1

2

)
‖ L,M‖2H1(T2) −

1− δ

2
‖WL‖2H1(T2

L
)

]

≤ sup
W∈H1(T2

L2 )

E

[
− σ

3

ˆ

T2
L

W 3
Ldx− A− δ

2
‖WL‖4L2(T2

L
) −

1− 2δ

2
‖WL‖2H1(T2

L
)

+
(
c(δ) − 1

2

)
‖ L,M‖2H1(T2

L
)

]
+O(L2(logM)2) +O(δ−1)

≤ −L4 inf
W∈H1(T2

L2 )
Hδ
L2(W ) +O(L2M2) +O(δ−1) (5.12)

where

Hδ
L2(W ) =

σ

3

ˆ

T2
L2

W 3dx+
A− δ

2

(
ˆ

T2
L2

W 2dx

)2

+
1− 2δ

2

ˆ

T2
L

|∇W |2dx.

Therefore, by taking the limit first L→ ∞ in (5.12) with Lemma 4.9 and then δ → 0, we have

lim sup
L→∞

logZL
L4

≤ − inf
W∈H1(R2)

H(W ),

the desired result.

�

Remark 5.3. Following the arguments in the proof of Lemma 5.2 with the change of variable

ΘL = − L,N +WL, we obtain

logZL,N ≤ −L4 inf
W∈H1(T2

L2 )
Hδ
L2(W ) +O(L2N2) +O(δ−1). (5.13)

Here, the term O(L2N2) arises from ‖ L,N‖2H1(T2
L
)
. Consequently, by taking the ultraviolet limit

as N → ∞, the truncated partition function logZL,N converges to logZL. However, the right-

hand side of (5.13) tends to infinity due to the term O(L2N2). Therefore, it is necessary to

address the ultraviolet problem initially by using Proposition 4.8 and then separately control

the infrared limit L → ∞ as in the proof of Lemma 5.2. The same phenomena occur in the

proofs of Lemma 5.4 and 5.5.

The following lemma, whose proof follows similar lines to Lemma 5.2, is used in the proof of

Theorem 1.5.

Lemma 5.4. There exists a large constant A0 ≥ 1 and c > 0 independent of L ≥ 1 such that

for any given ε > 0, all σ ∈ R \ {0} and A ≥ A0,

lim sup
L→∞

EµL

[
exp

{
−V

L(φ)
}
1{φ 6∈SL}

]

L4
≤ −cε4

where

SL =
{
φ ∈ H−η(T2

L) : ‖L−2φ(L−1·)‖H−η(T2
L2 )

< ε
}
.
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Proof. We first note that

logZL(S
c
L) : = EµL

[
exp

{
−VL(φ)

}
1{φ 6∈SL}

]

≤ EµL

[
exp

{
−VL(φ)1{φ 6∈SL}

}]
. (5.14)

We proceed as in the proof of Lemma 5.2 with considering 1{φ 6∈SL}. It follows from (5.14) and

the analog of Proposition 4.8 with 1{φ 6∈SL} that

logZL(S
c
L) ≤ sup

θL∈Ha

E

[
−VL( L +ΘL)1{( L+ΘL)/∈SL

} − 1

2

ˆ 1

0
‖θL(t)‖2L2(T2

L
)

]

≤ sup
ΘL∈H1(T2

L
)

E

[
−VL( L +ΘL)1{( L+ΘL)/∈SL

} − 1

2
‖ΘL‖2H1

]
(5.15)

where the space H1(T2
L) represents the set of H1(T2

L)-valued random variables (these processes

need not be adapted). For any ΘL ∈ H1
x(T

2
L), we perform the change of variable L2W (L·) :=

L,M +ΘL where L,M = PM L. Then, we write

ΘL = − L,M +WL (5.16)

where WL := L2W (L·) for some W ∈ H1(T2
L2). Define the set

WL =
{
W ∈ H1(T2

L2) : ‖W‖H1(T2
L2 )

≥ ε/2
}
. (5.17)

If

L−2( L − L,M +WL)(L
−1·) /∈ SL,

then

‖W‖H1(T2
L2 )

≥ ‖L−2( L − L,M )(L−1·) +W‖H−η − ‖L−2( L − L,M )(L−1·)‖H−η

≥ ε− ‖L−2( L − L,M)(L−1·)‖H−η ≥ ε/2, (5.18)

by choosing sufficiently large M =M(L) ≫ 1 with high probability, where we used the fact that

P

{
‖L−2( L − L,M )(L−1·)‖H−η(T2

L
) ≥ ε

}
→ 0

as M → ∞. It follows from (5.15), (5.16), (5.18), and (5.17) that

logZL(S
c
L) ≤ sup

W∈H1(T2
L2 )

E

[
−VL

(
( L − L,M ) +WL

)
1{

L−2( L− L,M+WL)(L−1·)/∈SL

}

− 1

2
‖ L,M‖2H1(T2

L
) −

1

2
‖WL‖2H1(T2

L
) −
ˆ

T2
L

〈∇〉 L,M 〈∇〉WLdx

]

≤ sup
W∈H1(T2

L2 )

E

[
−VL

(
( L − L,M ) +WL

)
1{

L−2( L− L,M+WL)(L−1·)/∈SL

}

+
(
c(ζ)− 1

2

)
‖ L,M‖2H1(T2

L
) −

1− ζ

2
‖WL‖2H1(T2

L
)

]
(5.19)

for arbitrary small ζ > 0, where in the last line we used the fact that Young’s inequality gives
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L

〈∇〉 L,M 〈∇〉WLdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ c(ζ)‖ L,M‖2H1(T2
L
) +

ζ

2
‖WL‖2H1(T2

L
).
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By proceeding as in (5.12) together with (5.17), (5.18), and (5.19), we have

logZL(S
c
L)

≤ sup
W∈H1(T2

L2 )

E

[(
− σ

3

ˆ

T2
L

W 3
Ldx− A− ζ

2
‖WL‖4L2(T2

L
)

− 1− ζ

2
‖WL‖2H1(T2

L
)

)
1{

L−2( L− L,M+WL)(L−1·)/∈SL

}
]
+O(L2M2) +O(ζ−1)

≤ L4 sup
W∈H1(T2

L2 )

E

[(
− σ

3

ˆ

T2
L2

W 3dx− A− ζ

2
‖W‖4L2(T2

L2 )

− 1− ζ

2
‖W‖2H1(T2

L2 )

)
1{

W∈WL

}
]
+O(L2M2) +O(ζ−1)

≤ −L4 inf
W∈H1(T2

L2 ),

‖W‖
H1(T2

L2
)
≥ ε

2

Hζ
L2(W ) +O(L2M2) +O(ζ−1). (5.20)

where

Hζ
L2(W ) =

1− ζ

2

ˆ

T2
L2

|∇W |2dx+
σ

3

ˆ

T2
L2

W 3dx+
A− ζ

2

ˆ

T2
L2

W 4dx.

Thanks to the GNS inequality on T
2
L (Lemma 3.2) and Young’s inequality, we have

HL(ϕ) ≥
1− δ

2

ˆ

T2
L

|∇ϕ|2dx+ (A− c(δ) − c(L))

(
ˆ

T2
L

ϕ2dx

)2

≥ 0,

where we used the fact that A ≥ A0 for some sufficiently large A0 > 0 and c(L) → 0 as L→ ∞.

This implies that there exists a constant c independent of L ≥ 1 such that

Hζ
L2(W ) ≥ c‖∇W‖2L2(T2

L2 )
+ c‖W‖4L2(T2

L2 )
,

from which we have

inf
W∈H1(T2

L2 ),

‖W‖
H1(T2

L2
)
≥ε/2

Hζ
L2(W ) ≥ c inf

W∈H1(T2
L2 ),

‖W‖
H1(T2

L2
)
≥ε/2

‖W‖4H1(T2
L2 )

≥ cε4 (5.21)

where in the first inequality we used the fact that the infimum is attained when ‖W‖H1(T2
L2 )

is

equal to ε/2 and so ‖∇W‖2
L2(T2

L2 )
≥ ‖∇W‖4

L2(T2
L2 )

if ε is sufficiently small. It follows from (5.20),

(5.21), and taking the limit L→ ∞ that

lim sup
L→∞

EµL

[
exp

{
−VL(φ)

}
1{φ 6∈SL}

]

L4
≤ −cε4.

This completes the proof of Lemma 5.4.

�
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5.2. Lower bound for the free energy. In this subsection, we derive a lower bound for the

free energy.

Lemma 5.5. There exists a large constant A0 ≥ 1 independent of L ≥ 1 such that for all

σ ∈ R \ {0} and A ≥ A0, we have

lim inf
L→∞

logZL
L4

≥ − inf
W∈H1(R2)

H(W ).

Proof. Thanks to Proposition 4.8, we have

logZL = sup
θL∈Ha

E

[
−VL( L +ΘL)−

1

2

ˆ 1

0
‖θL(t)‖2L2(T2

L
)

]
(5.22)

We choose a specific drift θ0L ∈ Ha, defined by

θ0L(t) =
1

ε
1{t>1−ε}〈∇〉(−ZM,L +WL) (5.23)

where

ZM,L : =
∑

λ∈Z2
L

|λ|≤M

λ̂(1− ε)eλL,

WL : = L2W (L·)

for any fixed W ∈ H1(T2
L2). Thanks to the time cutoff 1{t>1−ε} and the definition of ZM,L, the

drift θL belongs to the right Ha. Then, by the definition of ΘL(t) in (4.4), we have

Θ0
L(1) =

ˆ 1

0
〈∇〉−1θ0L(t)dt = −ZM,L +WL. (5.24)

It follows from (5.22), (5.23), and (5.24) that

logZL ≥ E

[
−VL

(
( L − ZM,L) +WL

)
− 1

2
‖ZM,L‖2H1(T2) −

1

2
‖WL‖2H1(T2)

−
ˆ

T2
L

〈∇〉ZM,L〈∇〉WLdx

]

≥ E

[
−VL

(
( L − ZM,L) +WL

)
− c(δ)‖ZM,L‖2H1(T2) −

1 + δ

2
‖WL‖2H1(T2

L
)

]
(5.25)

where we used the fact that Young’s inequality gives
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L

〈∇〉ZL,M 〈∇〉WLdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ c(δ)‖ZL,M‖2H1(T2
L
) +

δ

2
‖WL‖2H1(T2

L
).

Notice that XL,M := L−ZM,L is a new Gaussian process and so the Wick powers in VL
(
( L−

ZM,L) +WL

)
= VL

(
XL,M +WL

)
have to be taken with respect to the new Gaussian reference

measure. Note that for any Gaussian X and σ1, σ2 in R,

H1(X;σ1) = H1(X;σ2)

H2(X;σ1) = H2(X;σ2)− (σ1 − σ2)

H3(X;σ1) = H3(X;σ2)− 3(σ1 − σ2)H1(X,σ2) (5.26)
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where Hk(x;σ) is the Hermite polynomial of degree k. It then follows from (5.26) and the Wick

powers :X2
L,M :M , :X

2
L,M :M that:

ˆ

T2
L

:
(
( L − ZM,L) +WL

)3
: dx =

ˆ

T2
L

: (XL,M +WL)
3 :M dx− 3CM

ˆ

T2
L

(XL,M +WL)dx

=
σ

3

ˆ

T2
L

:X3
L,M :M dx+ σ

ˆ

T2
L

:X2
L,M :M WLdx+ σ

ˆ

T2
L

XL,MW
2
Ldx+

σ

3

ˆ

T2
L

W 3
Ldx

− 3CM

ˆ

T2
L

(XL,M +WL)dx, (5.27)

and
ˆ

T2
L

:
(
( L − ZM,L) +WL

)2
: dx =

ˆ

T2
L

: (XL,M +WL)
2 :M dx− CM

=

ˆ

T2
L

:X2
L,M :M dx+ 2

ˆ

T2
L

XL,MWLdx+

ˆ

T2
L

W 2
Ldx− CM

(5.28)

where

CM : = lim
N→∞

( ∑

n∈Z2

|n|≤LN

1

〈nL〉2
1

L2
−
( ∑

n∈Z2

LM<|n|≤LN

1

〈nL〉2
1

L2
− ε

∑

n∈Z2

|n|≤LM

1

〈nL〉2
1

L2

))

= (1 + ε)
∑

n∈Z2

|n|≤LM

1

〈nL 〉2
1

L2
∼
ˆ

R2

1{|y|≤M}
dy

1 + |y|2 ∼ logM (5.29)

as M → ∞. Note that CM in (5.29) comes from

E

∣∣∣ L,N
(
x)|2 =

∑

n∈Z2

|n|≤LN

1

〈nL 〉2
1

L2
,

E

∣∣∣XL,N.M (x)
∣∣∣
2
=

∑

n∈Z2

LM<|n|≤LN

1

〈nL〉2
1

L2
− ε

∑

n∈Z2

|n|≤LM

1

〈nL〉2
1

L2

for any x ∈ T
2
L, where XL,N,M := L,N − ZM,L. From (5.27), (5.28), Lemma 5.6, and 4.2 (i), we

have that for arbitrary small δ > 0

E

[∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L

:
(
XL,M +WL

)3
: dx− σ

3

ˆ

T2
L

W 3
Ldx

∣∣∣∣

]
≤ δ‖WL‖4L2(T2

L
) +

δ

2
‖WL‖2H1(T2

L
) +O((logM)2L2)

(5.30)

and

AE

[∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L

:
(
XL,M +WL

)2
: dx+ CM

∣∣∣∣
2
]
≤ 3A‖WL‖4L2(T2

L
) + δ‖WL‖2H1(T2

L
) +O(AL2). (5.31)

We also notice that

E

[
‖ZL,M‖2H1(T2

L
)

]
= (1− ε)

∑

λ∈Z2
L

|λ|≤M

= (1− ε)
∑

n∈Z2

|n|≤LM

= O(L2M2). (5.32)
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Hence, it follows from (5.25), (5.30), (5.31), (5.32), and (5.10) that

logZL

≥ −σ
3

ˆ

T2
L

W 3
Ldx− (3A+ δ)‖WL‖4L2(T2

L
) −

1 + δ

2
‖WL‖2H1(T2

L
) −O(L2M2)−O(δ−1)

= −L4

(
σ

3

ˆ

T2
L2

W 3dx+ (3A+ δ)‖W‖4L2(T2
L2 )

+
1 + δ

2
‖W‖2H1(T2

L2 )

)

−O(L2M2)−O(δ−1)

for any W ∈ H1(T2
L2) and δ > 0. Hence, we have

logZL ≥ −L4 inf
W∈H1(T2

L2 )
Hδ
L2(W )−O(L2M2)−O(δ−1).

By taking the limit first in L → ∞ and then δ → 0 and using Lemma 4.9, we obtain

lim inf
L→∞

logZL
L4

≥ − inf
W∈H1(R2)

H(W ),

This completes the proof of Lemma 5.5.

�

5.3. Proofs of the auxiliary lemmas. In this subsection, we provide proofs of the auxiliary

lemmas used in proving Lemmas 5.2, 5.4, and 5.5.

Lemma 5.6. (i) Let η > 0. For every δ > 0, there exists c(δ) > 0 such that
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L

L,NΘL,Ndx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ c(δ)‖ L,N‖2H−η(T2
L
) + δ‖ΘL,N‖2H1(T2

L
), (5.33)

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L

L,NΘ
2
L,Ndx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ c(δ)‖ L,N‖4H−η(T2
L
) + δ

(
‖ΘL,N‖2H1(T2

L
) + ‖ΘL,N‖4L2(T2

L
)

)
. (5.34)

for every N ∈ N ∪ {∞}.
(ii) Let A > 0. Given any small η > 0, there exists c = c(η,A) > 0 such that

A

{
ˆ

T2
L

(
L,N + 2 L,NΘN +Θ2

N

)
dx

}2

≥ A

4
‖ΘL,N‖4L2(T2

L
) −

1

100
‖ΘL,N‖2H1(T2

L
) − c

{
‖ L,N‖

4
1−η

H−η +

(
ˆ

T2
L

L,Ndx

)2}
,

(5.35)

uniformly in N ∈ N.

Proof. We first prove Part (i). From Young’s inequality, we have
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L

L,NΘL,Ndx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖ L,N‖H−η(T2
L
)‖ΘL,N‖Hη(T2

L
) ≤ ‖ L,N‖H−η(T2

L
)‖ΘL,N‖H1(T2

L
)

≤ c(δ)‖ L,N‖2H−η(T2
L
) + δ‖ΘL,N‖2H1(T2

L
).

(5.36)
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This yields (5.33). By the fractional Leibniz rule (2.6) and the Sobolev inequality, we have
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L,NΘ

2
L,Ndx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ‖ L,N‖H−η(T2
L
)‖Θ2

L,N‖Hη(T2
L
)

. ‖ L,N‖H−η(T2
L
)‖〈∇〉ηΘL,N‖L4(T2

L
)‖ΘN‖L4(T2

L
)

. ‖ L,N‖H−η(T2
L
)‖ΘL,N‖H1(T2

L
)‖ΘN‖L4(T2

L
).

(5.37)

Then, the second estimate (5.34) follows from Young’s inequality.

We now prove Part (ii). From

(a+ b+ c)2 ≥ 1

2
c2 − 2(a2 + b2)

for any a, b, c ∈ R, we have

A

{
ˆ

T2
L

(
L,N + 2 L,NΘL,N +Θ2

L,N

)
dx

}2

≥ A

2

(
ˆ

T2
L

Θ2
L,Ndx

)2

− 2A

{(
ˆ

T2
L

L,Ndx

)2

+

(
ˆ

T2
L

L,NΘNdx

)2}
.

(5.38)

From Lemma 2.1 (i) and Young’s inequality, we have
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L

L,NΘL,Ndx

∣∣∣∣
2

≤ ‖ L,N‖2H−η(T2
L
)‖ΘL,N‖2Hη(T2

L
)

. ‖ L,N‖2H−η(T2
L
)‖ΘL,N‖2(1−η)L2(T2

L
)
‖ΘL,N‖2ηH1(T2

L
)

≤ c‖ L,N‖
4

1−η

H−η +
1

8
‖ΘL,N‖4L2(T2

L
) +

1

200A
‖ΘL,N‖2H1(T2

L
).

(5.39)

Hence, (5.35) follows from (5.38) and (5.39).

�

6. Collapse of the Φ3
2-measure

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem 1.5, namely, that the L-periodic Φ3
2-measure

exhibits a concentration phenomenon around the minimizer of the Hamiltonian (3.1). Before

proceeding with the proof of Theorem 1.5, we first establish the following proposition, which

plays a crucial role in the proof of Theorem 1.5.

Proposition 6.1. There exists a constant c > 0 independent of L ≥ 1 such that for any given

ε > 0

ρL

({
φ ∈ H−η(T2

L) : ‖L−2φ(L−1·)‖H−η(T2
L2 )

≥ ε
})

. exp
{
− cε4L4

}
→ 0

as L→ ∞.

Proof. We first write

ρL

({
φ ∈ H−η(T2

L) : ‖L−2φ(L−1·)‖H−η(T2
L2 )

≥ ε
})

=
EµL

[
exp

{
−VL(φ)

}
1{φ 6∈SL}

]

ZL
(6.1)

where ZL is the partition function as in (1.20) and

SL =
{
φ ∈ H1(T2

L) : ‖L−2φ(L−1·)‖H−η(T2
L2 )

< ε
}
. (6.2)



40 K. SEONG AND P.SOSOE

Hence, from (6.1) and (6.2), we have

log ρL(S
c
L) = L4

(
logEµL

[
exp

{
−VL(φ)

}
1{φ 6∈SL}

]

L4
− logZL

L4

)
. (6.3)

It follows from Proposition (5.1) and Lemma 5.4 that

lim
L→∞

logZL
L4

= − inf
W∈H1(R2)

H(W ) = 0 (6.4)

and

lim sup
L→∞

logEµL

[
exp

{
−VL(φ)

}
1{φ 6∈SL}

]

L4
≤ −cε4. (6.5)

Combining (6.3), (6.4), and (6.5), we obtain

ρL

({
φ ∈ H1(T2

L) : ‖L−2φ(L−1·)‖H−η(T2
L
) ≥ ε4

})
. exp

{
− cε4L4

}
→ 0 (6.6)

as L→ ∞. This completes the proof of Proposition 6.1.

Remark 6.2. We can also establish Proposition 6.1 by restricting to mean-zero fields13 and

letting ε = L−1+ η
2

ρL

({
φ ∈ Ḣ−η(T2

L) : ‖L−2φ(L−1·)‖Ḣ−η(T2
L2 )

≥ L−1+ η
2
})

. exp
{
− cL2η

}
→ 0 (6.7)

as L→ ∞, where Ḣ−η(T2
L) =

{
φ ∈ H−η(T2

L) : φ̂(0) = 0
}
. It can be easily shown that

‖L−2φ(L−1·)‖Ḣ−η(T2
L2 )

= L−1+η‖φ‖Ḣ−η(T2
L
). (6.8)

Hence, by combining (6.7) and (6.8), we obtain the exponential concentration of the L-periodic

Φ3
2-measure

ρL

({
φ ∈ Ḣ−η(T2

L) : ‖φ‖Ḣ−η(T2
L
) ≥ L− η

2
})

. exp
{
− cL2η

}
.

When considering general fields which are not mean-zero, there is a loss caused by the inho-

mogeneous component of the ‖ · ‖H−η(T2
L
) norm. In (6.8), the inhomogeneous component only

has the factor L−1 which is not enough to control L−1+ η
2 in (6.7). Therefore, an additional

argument, given below is required to conclude weak convergence to zero.

�

We are now ready to present the proof of Theorem 1.5.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. We note that

ρL

({
φ ∈ H−η(T2

L) : max
1≤j≤m

∣∣〈φ, gj〉
∣∣ ≥ ε

})
≤

m∑

j=1

ρL

({
φ ∈ H−η(T2

L) :
∣∣〈φ, gj〉

∣∣ ≥ ε
})

≤ m

ε
max

1≤j≤m
EρL

[∣∣〈φ, gj〉
∣∣
]
.

13replacing the massive Gaussian free field with a massless Gaussian free field.
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In order to estimate max1≤j≤m EρL

[∣∣〈φ, gj〉
∣∣
]
, we first write

EρL

[∣∣〈φ, gj〉
∣∣
]
= EρL

[∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T2
L2

〈∇〉−η(L−2φ(L−1x))〈∇〉η
(
gi(L

−1x)
)
dx

∣∣∣∣

]

≤
ˆ

|x|≤L
EρL

∣∣〈∇〉−η(L−2φ(L−1x))
∣∣∣∣〈∇〉η

(
gi(L

−1x)
)∣∣dx

+

ˆ

L≤|x|≤L2

EρL

∣∣〈∇〉−η(L−2φ(L−1x))
∣∣∣∣〈∇〉η

(
gi(L

−1x)
)∣∣dx

= I + II. (6.9)

Before we estimate I and II in (6.9), we first consider the expectation

EρL

[∥∥L−2φ(L−1·)
∥∥2
H−η(T2

L2 )

]
:

EρL

[∥∥L−2φ(L−1·)
∥∥2
H−η(T2

L2 )

]
=

ˆ ∞

0
ρL

{
φ ∈ H−η(T2

L) : ‖L−2φ(L−1·)‖2H−η(T2
L2 )

> λ
}
dλ

=

ˆ L−2+η

0
ρL

{
φ ∈ H−η(T2

L) : ‖L−2φ(L−1·)‖2H−η(T2
L2 )

> λ
}
dλ

+

ˆ ∞

L−2+η

ρL

{
φ ∈ H−η(T2

L) : ‖L−2φ(L−1·)‖2H−η(T2
L2 )

> λ
}
dλ

≤ L−2+η +

ˆ ∞

L−2+η

ρL

{
φ ∈ H−η(T2

L) : ‖L−2φ(L−1·)‖2H−η(T2
L2 )

> λ
}
dλ

(6.10)

Thanks to Proposition 6.1, we have
ˆ ∞

L−2+η

ρL

{
φ ∈ H−η(T2

L) : ‖L−2φ(L−1·)‖H−η(T2
L2 )

> λ
1
2

}
dλ

≤
ˆ ∞

L−2+η

e−λ
2L4

dλ ≤ e−
1
2
L2η
ˆ ∞

L−2+η

e−
1
2
λ2L4

dλ =
√
2πL2e−

1
2
L2η

. (6.11)

Hence, by combining (6.10) and (6.11), we have

EρL

[∥∥L−2φ(L−1·)
∥∥2
H−η(T2

L2 )

]
. L−2+η. (6.12)

Thanks to the spatial stationarity of the measure ρL, we have that for any fixed x1 ∈ T
2
L

EρL

[∥∥L−2φ(L−1·)
∥∥2
H−η(T2

L2 )

]
= L4

EρL

∣∣〈∇〉−η(L−2φ(L−1x1))
∣∣2. (6.13)

It follows from (6.12) and (6.13) that for any fixed x1 ∈ T
2
L

EρL

∣∣〈∇〉−η(L−2φ(L−1x1))
∣∣2 . L−6+η. (6.14)

We now estimate the test function
∣∣〈∇〉η

(
gi(L

−1x)
)∣∣ on the region {2ℓ−1L ≤ |x| ≤ 2ℓL} for

1 ≤ ℓ ≤ logL. Since gi has compact support in T
2
L, we have that for some large k ≥ 1

∣∣〈∇〉η
(
gi(L

−1x)
)∣∣ . 2−ℓk (6.15)

on the region {2ℓ−1L ≤ |x| ≤ 2ℓL} for 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ logL.

We are now ready to estimate I and II in (6.9). Let us first consider I . By using the spatial

stationarity of the measure ρL, Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequality, and L
∞ bound of the test function



42 K. SEONG AND P.SOSOE

〈∇〉ηgi, we have that for any x1 ∈ T
2
L

I .
(
EρL

∣∣〈∇〉−η(L−2φ(L−1x1))
∣∣2
) 1

2

ˆ

|x|≤L

∣∣〈∇〉η
(
gi(L

−1x)
)∣∣dx

. L−3+ η
2L2 = L−1+ η

2 . (6.16)

It follows from (6.15), the spatial stationarity of the measure ρL, Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequality,

and (6.14) that for any x1 ∈ T
2
L and some large k ≥ 1

II ≤
logL∑

ℓ=1

ˆ

2ℓ−1L≤|x|≤2ℓL
EρL

∣∣〈∇〉−η(L−2φ(L−1x))
∣∣〈∇〉η

(
gi(L

−1x)
)∣∣dx

≤
logL∑

ℓ=1

2−ℓk
ˆ

2ℓ−1L≤|x|≤2ℓL
EρL

∣∣〈∇〉−η(L−2φ(L−1x))
∣∣dx

≤
logL∑

ℓ=1

2−ℓk(2ℓL)2
(
EρL

∣∣〈∇〉−η(L−2φ(L−1x1))
∣∣2
) 1

2

≤ L−3+ η
2

logL∑

ℓ=1

2−ℓk(2ℓL)2

. L−1+ η
2 . (6.17)

By combining (6.9), (6.16), and (6.17), we have

sup
1≤i≤m

EρL

[∣∣〈φ, gj〉
∣∣
]
. L−1+ η

2 .

ρL

({
φ ∈ H−η(T2

L) : max
1≤j≤m

∣∣〈φ, gj〉
∣∣ ≥ ε

})
≤ m

ε
max

1≤j≤m
EρL

[∣∣〈φ, gj〉
∣∣
]

.
m

ε
L−1+ η

2 → 0 (6.18)

as L→ ∞. Proposition 5.1 and (6.18) imply that we complete the proof of Theorem 1.5.

�

Remark 6.3. By letting ε = L−1+η in (6.18), one derives a quantified version of the concen-

tration. It is not clear whether the resulting rate of concentration is optimal. We do not pursue

optimizing the rate of concentration here.
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