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COLLAPSE OF THE GIBBS MEASURE FOR THE DYNAMICAL
®3-MODELS ON THE INFINITE VOLUME

KIHOON SEONG AND PHILIPPE SOSOE

ABSTRACT. We study the ®3-measure in the infinite volume limit. This is the invariant measure
for several stochastic partial differential equations including the parabolic and hyperbolic ®3-
models. In the large torus limit, we observe a concentration phenomenon of the ®3-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
®3-measure on infinite volume: the ensemble collapses onto a delta function on the zero field.
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2 K. SEONG AND P.SOSOE

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Grand-canonical ®3-measure. We study a measure on two-dimensional distributions
inspired by Euclidean quantum field theory, the so-called @%. This measure is defined on the
space D'(T?) of Schwartz distributions, and is formally written as

-2z 3dz—1 Vé(z)|2d

2
z€TT

Here Zj is the partition function, T2 = (R/LZ)? is a dilated torus of sidelength L € N,
HmGTQL d¢(z) is the (non-existent) Lebesgue measure on fields ¢ : T2 — R, and o € 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 pz, in (I.I]) in infinite volume limit
L — oo, from which we deduce triviality of the @%—measure in that limit, as explained below.

When o = 0, the ®3-measure in (L) reduces to the Gaussian free field p;, with the covariance
operator (—A)~! on T2, which corresponds to the following formal expression

pi(dg) = 2 e 2200 T do(w). (1.2)

2
zeTy

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 o>, corresponding to an interacting quantum
field theory. This cubic interaction, which represents a self-interaction in the scalar field ¢,
introduces fundamental complexities.

The construction of the better known ®* theory, characterized by a quartic interaction o¢?,
o > 0, was a fundamental achievement in the constructive field theory program during the 70s
and 80s [35} 19, 20, 22 23, 17, 21]. The ®3 theory represents a distinct scenario. Even in the
case d = 1 and finite volume T = R/LZ, the cubic interaction fTL ¢3dx is unbounded from

both above and below and so for every o € R\ {O}H, e 3 #ods is not integrable with respect to
the periodic Wiener measure puy, on T, 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

1
e~ 57 =512 g

In order to recover the integrability of the density with respect to pr on T, Lebowitz, Rose,
and Speer [32] proposed to consider (i) truncated Gibbs measures with an L? cut-off,

_ 1, =% fp, ey
dpr(¢) =Z; e 3" Ly, ¢ do <k }AHL(P) (1.3)

1Here, Z1, denotes a normalizing constant, which may differ in various instances.
2Cknnpared to the ®" theory, the cubic interaction ¢® is not sign-definite and so, the sign of the coupling
constant o plays no significant role. Therefore, we assume o € R\ {0}.
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for some K > 0, and (ii) generalized grand-canonical Gibbs measures with a taming by the
L?-norm

~y
-g 3dr—A 2dz
(o) = 71 ()

dyir (6) (1.4)
for some parameter v > 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 (LL3)) for every o € R\ {0} and K > 0.
See also the work by Carlen, Frohlich, and Lebowitz [13] for further discussion and details of the
construction of the generalized grand-canonical Gibbs measure (L4) for all o € R\ {0} and all
A > 0 under specific v > 0. Regarding the higher order focusing interaction, namely, focusing
@p—measurda (p > 4) on the one-dimensional case T = R/Z, see Subsection [[3.1]

In contrast, in the two-dimensional case T7 = (R/LZ)?, the free field uy, 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 szL $3dx is almost surely infinite under the free field pr,.
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 @g’-measure in finite volume ']I'2L.
A measure is obtained by taking a renormalization on the interaction potential fTZL ¢>dr and

the L2-cutoff as follows

dpr(¢) = 2,

—2 [ o5:d3:dx
1 3-[T2L¢

N fra s 02 dw <y (@) (1.5)

where : ¢%: and : ¢? : denote the standard Wick renormalizations (see below). However, a measure
with a (Wick-ordered) L?-cutoff is not compatible with the heat and wave dynamics that one
might expect to leave the ensemble invariant, due to the absence of L?-conservation for those
equations. See Subsection [[3.3 for details. In [8], Bourgain instead proposed to consider the
grand-canonical Gibbs measure of the form

-2 szL:¢3:dx—A(fT2L:¢2:d:c)2

dpu(u) = Z; e dyiz(u) (1.6)

for sufficiently large A > 0. The choice of the exponent v = 2 in A( szL D P2 daz)ﬁ/ (with A>1)
is optimal. See Remark B3] and [41, Remark 4.2]. Formally speaking, stochastic quantization
implies that the grand-canonical Gibbs measure in (L) can be interpreted as the equilibrium
state of the parabolic/hyperbolic ®3-model, see Subsection [L3.3] Regarding the construction of
the grand-canonical Gibbs measure (L) on finite volume T2, see [39]. We point out that in
the two-dimensional case, even in finite volume, it is known that the higher order focusing ®P-
measure (p > 4) on T? = (R/Z)? cannot be constructed as a probability measure even with a L?-
cutoff or taming by a power of the L2-norm. See Subsection [.3.1]for further discussion of the non-
normalizability of the focusing ®5-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 ®3-measure.

31t (i) p € 2N+ 3 or (ii) p € 2N + 2 with a negative sign o on the potential energy %f¢p7 one speaks of a
focusing nonlinearity.
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Our paper is thus a continuation of the study of the grand-canonical ®3-measure (L)), examining
in particular the behavior of the measure in the infinite volume limit as L — oo. We first state
our main result in a somewhat informal manner. See Theorem [[.4] for the precise statement.

Theorem 1.1. Let p, be the grand-canonical ®3 measure (LB) on finite volume T%. Then,
for any given n,e > 0, there exists a constant Ag > 1 independent of L > 1 such that for all
o € R\ {0} and all A > Ay

lim py ({6 € H(T3) 0]z = 2}) =0,

As a consequence, the infinite volume limit as L — oo in sense of weak convergence, is the
trivial measure &y placing unit mass on the zero field, which corresponds to the minimizer of the
Hamiltonian (L22)) generating the ®3-measure.

We present the precise statement and more explanations about Theorem [[L1] in the following
subsection.

1.2. Main result. In this subsection, we state our main theorem [[L4. We first provide an
overview of the L-periodic problem on the dilated torus ']T% and introduce the relevant notation,
since the presentation in [8, [41] for the ®3-measure is for a torus of fixed size, even though the
results of [8, 41] apply to the ®3-measure on T% for every L > 0.

Given L > 0, we denote by T2 = (R/LZ)? the dilated torus. Let us also define

7% = (Z/L)%.
For any given A\ € Z2L, we define
1 ...
ek(x) = Ee%”)"m (1.7)

for x € T2. Note that {eZ\} xezz 18 an orthonormal basis of L*(T?). For any A € Z2, the Fourier

transform f()\) of a function f on T% is defined by
foy = [, ra)ekods
L

with the corresponding Fourier representation:

fl@)=">" J(ek(x).

AeZ2
We now review the construction of the ®3-measure on L-periodic distributions on ']I‘%, namely,
D/(T2).
Let pz denote a Gaussian measure on D’'(T%), formally defined by

dun(6) = z;te " T do(e)

2
z€T]

= ZL—l H e—%(MQ@()\)\QdQAS()\)
AeZ?
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where () = (1+ |- ]2)%, and G(A), A € Z2, represents the Fourier transform of ¢ on T%. The
measure jz, corresponds to the massive Gaussian free field on T?, defined as the law of the
following Gaussian Fourier series

weN— ur(rw) = Z gL<,\)\(>w) ek € D'(T?). (1.8)
AeZ?

Here, {gn }nez2 is a sequence of mutually independent standard complex-valued Gaussian random
variables on a probability space (€2, F,P) conditioned on g_,, = g, for all n € Z2. Denoting the
law of a random variable X by Law(X) (with respect to the underlying probability measure P),
we have

Lawp(ur) = pr,

for u in (L8). For any L > 0, puz, is supported on H*(T2)\ L*(T%) when s < 0.

Remark 1.2. 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 — A)~!
to avoid the degeneracy of the zeroth Fourier mode. If one wishes to consider the massless
Gaussian free field as in (L.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 Py onto the frequencies {|\| < N} as follows

Pyf= ) fek. (1.9)

IAI<N

We set fny := Py f. Letting L > 0 and ¢ be the free field under measure pup, it follows from
(L8) and (L), and a Riemann sum approximation that

1 1

Oy =B [Pro@)P] = 3 5=

L,N ,UL|: ] = <)\>2 L2

AN

1 1 dy
= —~ 1 — _~logN 1.10
2, BT s s ~ o o (10

In|<LN

as N — oo, independently of € T2 thanks to the stationarity of the Gaussian free field fup,.
In particular, ¢ = limy_,oo Pn¢ is merely a distribution, meaning that the expression (P Nu)k ,
where k > 2, does not converge to any limit. Hence, for each x € T2, we define the Wick powers
:gb?\,: and :¢§’V: as follows
3¢?v3 = ¢?v - OL,N (1.11)
1PN = Ok — 30NN (1.12)

One can show that :qb?\,: and :qb?’v: converge, almost surely and in LP(2) for any finite p > 1 as
N — oo, to limits which we denote by :¢?: and : ¢3: in H*(T%), where s < 0. We study the
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corresponding renormalized interaction potential
2
VE(¢) = 7 (g%t dr 4+ A (P da (1.13)
3 T2 T2
L L

where 0 € R\ {0} and A > 1. We define the renormalized truncated Gibbs measure
dpn,1(6) = Zp v exp { = VE(9) bpur (@) (1.14)
with the partition function Zj, x

2
—9 [o:p3 :de—A( [2:¢%:d
ZL,N :/6’ 3 Jug 1 onede (‘/TQL o) dpr(u). (1.15)

The following proposition shows that the objects just defined converge as the frequency cutoff
N goes to oc.

Proposition 1.3. Let L > 0 and o € R\{0}. Given any finite p > 1, V& () in (LI3) converges
in LP(dpg) as N — oo, to a limit VE(¢),

2
VL(¢):3/ :¢3:dx+A</ :¢2:d:p> . (1.16)
3 ']TZ ']1*2
L L
Moreover, there exists Ay > 1 and C), a, > 0 such that
— V& (¢>‘
sup |le” "N <C < 00 1.17
Ne% H Lr(dpr) — po (117)
for any A > Aqg. In particular, we have
lim e VN = ¢~V (9) in LP(dpur). (1.18)

N—oo

As a consequence, the truncated renormalized @%’—measure in (LI4) converges, in the sense of
, to the ®3-measure given by

dpp(¢) = Z e ™V Ddpy () (1.19)
where Zy, is the partition function

7, = / eV O duy (9). (1.20)

Furthermore, for each 0 < L < oo, the limiting @%-measure pL ts mutually absolutely continuous
with the base Gaussian measure (ir,.

Proposition [[3shows 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 [40, 41].

Before presenting the main result (Theorem [[.4]), we explain the infrared (large scale) divergence
as L — oo. Proposition [[L3] shows that pr and puz are mutually absolutely continuous for each
finite L > 0. However, this equivalence between pr and pr, is not uniform as L — oo. This lack

AThis implies that the truncated measure py 1 converges in total variation to the limiting measure pr,
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of uniformity arises because the potential energy VI (¢), which is the limit of V]LV as defined in
(L13), has polynomial growth

VE(g) ~ L?

under p7, as L — co. This indicates that any possible infinite-volume limit ps, on R? and the
base Gaussian measure ,uooﬁ are mutually singular. See Lemma (ii). This makes it nontrivial
to get the uniform control of the L-periodic ®3-measure and is the main issue in the study of
the infinite volume limit as L — oo.

The main contribution of this paper is to exhibit concentration of the L-periodic q)%—measure
around zero, which is the unique minimizer of Hamiltonian (IL22)) as L — oo in the range of
parameters we consider.

Theorem 1.4. There exists a large constant Ay > 1 independent of L > 1 such that for all
o € R\ {0} and A > Ay, the free energy log Z1, of the grand-canonical partition function Z, in
([C20) satisfies

log Z1,

PTIT T seiay ) 20
where
2
H(¢p) = 1/ yv¢\2da;+3/ <;33da;+A</ ¢2dx> . (1.22)
2 R2 3 RZ R2

Moreover, if py, is the grand-canonical ®3 measure (LB) on finite volume T2, associated with
the Hamiltonian

1 2
Hi(¢) = _/ \Vo|*dx + 5/ ¢3dx+A</ ¢2d;n> , (1.23)
2 Jm 3 T
then, given any n,m,c > 0 and test functions@ g; with supp(g;) C T2,
; —n(m2\ . . _
ngngopL(M € H(Ty) : max (0, 95)| > 6}) =0 (1.24)

for all o € R\ {0} and all A > Ay. As a consequence, the infinite volume limit as L — oo, in
the sense of weak convergence,

pL —> 9o
is the trivial measure 0y that places unit mass on the zero field.

The unboundedness of the cubic interaction g szL ¢>dx results in a sharp local concentration of
the field around a single minimizer of the Hamiltonian (L22)) as L — oo, which is zero when
A is sufficiently large. This collapse is a result of the intense competition between the cubic
interaction g i ¢>dz, which drives the ground state energy towards —oo, and the taming by the
(Wick-ordered) L?-norm A( i ¢2dx)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

5Na,mely7 the large torus limit of ur,
6We extend the test functions to R? by periodic extension.
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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 ®* theory whose infinite volume
limit depends qualitatively on the temperature parameter 3, all results in Theorem [[4] are true
regardless of temperature scale for the temperature dependent ensemble e #H (%) [[do(x). In

xr
other words, we do not encounter a change of phase depending on low and high temperatures.
In Theorem [I.4] the infinite volume limit is not only unique but is in fact trivial for every
temperature.

The first step of proving the concentration (I.24)) is to establish a large deviation estimate, in
other words, to compute the first order behavior of the free energy log Zy, in the limit L — oo
(L21). In contrast to the one-dimensional case, where the ensemble is supported on a space of
functions, the q)%—measure on the finite volume T% lives on the space of distributions on ']I‘%.
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 ®{-measure treated in [44]
and [55], since the renormalization process destroys the coercive structure. See Subsection
for the explanation about the triviality of the focusing ®}-measure, which was proved by Rider
[44] and Tolomeo and Weber [55]. In particular, the main task of our work is to show that the free
energy log Z1, in the infinite volume limit L — oo is ultraviolet stable, namely, the limit L — oo
is uniform in NV > 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 — oo, arising from the stationarity of
the ®3-measure.

Remark 1.5. By considering only the mean-zero ﬁeld&ﬁ, we can refine the result (L24]) as follows

pr({0 € H(TE) 16l gnimgy 2 L3} ) Sexp { — eL?7} (1:25)

as L — oo, where H‘"(’]I‘QL) = {¢ € H(T?) : ngb(O) = 0}. Specifically, this shows stretched
exponential concentration of the L-periodic @%—measure around the minimizer of the Hamiltonian
(I22]). See Proposition and Remark

Remark 1.6. Regarding the interaction potential VZ(¢), which is the limit of VX as defined

in (LI3]), we write

where
VL) =T [ ¢ da
3 T2L
2
VL) —a( [ ot a)
™

Thanks to Lemmal4.2] (ii), we have E,, [(V(l)’L(gb))z} ~ L?andE,, [V(2)’L(¢)] ~ L2. Therefore,

the potential energy v.L (¢) grows linearly L as L — oo, while AASRY (¢) behaves quadratically
L? as L — co. Hence, we conclude that V() grows like L.

7by replacing the massive Gaussian free field with a massless Gaussian free field
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Notice that V1)L (¢) and V&L (¢) exhibit different growth rates. Hence, by taking the rescaling
as follows

o A 2
3 L3 d$+ﬁ</T2L Lk d:z:> (1.26)

2
TL

for some v > 0, we can investigate a chance to show a different behavior not being equal to
collapse as L — oo. We, however, expect that it is impossible to avoid collapse although we take
the rescaling as in (I.20). Based on Remark B3] and B.7], the critical value Ay of the chemical
potential is related to the ground state ), ensuring the construction of the <I>§ measure on the
finite volume T%. Hence, in (L26]), we should set A > AgL” at least. This implies that no
interesting behavior occurs because the critical value Ag 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 L?-cutoff, of the form

dp((b) = Z_le%fT‘f’pdxl{fT(z,deSK}du((b) (1'27)

where (i) p € 2N+ 1 with o € R\ {0} or (ii) p € 2N + 2 with o > 0. For the (non)-construction
of the focusing ®P-measure on T, see [32] [6, 39]. In [I3], Carlen, Frohlich, and Lebowitz also
investigated the construction of the generalized grand-canonical Gibbs measure (4] given by

1 5 e rds-a( Jo

5
dp(¢) = Z~ ) du(9) (1.28)
for specific values of o, p, A, and ~. Additionally, we highlight a phase transition concerning the
normalizability (Z < oo) and non-normalizability (Z = oco) with respect to these parameters, as
proven by the second author with Oh and Tolomeo in [39]

In the two-dimensional setting T?, other than p = 3, the focusing ®? measure cannot be con-
structed as a probability measure, even with a Wick renormalization on the interaction potential
[ ¢Pdz and on the L2-cutoff (or the taming by L?-norm), without encountering a phase transi-
tion. This was proven by Brydges and Slade [12] (p = 4) and Oh, Tolomeo, and the first author
[41] (p > 4). Therefore, in the two-dimensional case, the only possible nonlinearity leading to a
renormalizable measure is the cubic interaction, namely, the @%—measure.

It would be interesting to see whether our method could be used to deduce similar results in R3.
For the construction of <I>§ measure on the finite volume T? and a phase transition depending on
the size of o, we refer to [38]. We leave the problem of characterizing the infinite volume limit
of the ®3-measure to further work.

Regarding other focusing Gibbs measures associated to nonlinear Hamiltonian PDEs, for exam-
ple, see [7, 10, (7, 37, 111, 47, 48, [49]. We emphasize that many of papers cited above only treat
compact domains (such as the periodic box T¢). 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 [I.4
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1.3.2. Triviality of focusing Gibbs measures on the infinite volume. The question raised by McK-
ean [33] and Rider [44] is to identify the co-volume Gibbs states for the microcanonical ensemble

dpr(9) = Z7teT o 1912y d 1.29
pL(¢) = Z; e {Jy, |6[? dz <LK} (o) (1.29)

for any 0 > 0 and any K > 0, where ¢ : Ty, — C is the complex scalar field. This corresponds
to the invariant measure for one-dimensional focusing Schrédinger equation

iy + Au+ olul*u = 0, (x,t) € Tr, x R.

As shown by Rider [44] and Tolomeo and Weber [55], the leading contribution to the partition
function in the measure py, is a single increasingly focused soliton of height L and width %, like
LQ(L-) where @ is a Schwartz function on R, and it follows from the translation invariance of py,
that the infinite volume limit is not only unique but also trivial. In other words, the oo-volume
Gibbs state is the unit mass on the zero path, namely, pr, — g as L — co. Our result in Theorem
[[4lis an extension of [44] and [55], to a setting where small scale (ultraviolet) issues exist.

1.3.3. Stochastic quantization. Sampling from ®3-measure plays a crucial role in evaluating ob-
servables in the ®3 quantum field theory. Instead of taking samples from the ®3-measure, one
can perform sampling from stochastic quantization equations, namley, parabolic/hyperbolic ®3-
model on T2 x R

Ou — Au+u? — oo+ M(u) - u = V2L, (1.30)
O*u + Opu — Au +u? — oo + M(u) - u = V2¢L (1.31)

where M(u) = A [12 : u? : da arises from the taming part by the L?-norm in (L), and &g, =
L

¢1(z,t) denotes the (Gaussian) space-time white noise on T2 x R;. This can be justified from the
fact that the formal ergodicity implies (i) Law(u(t)) — pr for (I30) or (ii) Law(u(t), Opu(t)) —
pL ® po for (L31)) as t — oo, where u is the solution to the dynamical ®3-model, either (L30)
or (L31)), and pyg 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 [43].
The analysis of singular SPDEs based on the renormalization has been a significant achievement
in recent years [15], B0, 26, 14], 451 B34, [56, 25], 28, 27, 37, 16], 50, H1, (2].

We point out that the Gibbs measures constructed by adding an L? cut—oﬂﬁ

-2 fTQL:¢3:d:c

d,OL(QS) = Z_le 1{[T2L¢2dm SK}d#L(QS)

is not suitable to generate any Schrodinger / wave /heat dynamics since (i) the renormalized
cubic power : ¢ : makes sense only in the real-valued setting and hence is not suitable for the
Schrodinger equation with complex-valued solution and (ii) (L30) and (I3T]) do not preserve
the L?-norm of a solution and thus are incompatible with the Wick-ordered L2-cutoff.

8When looking for an invariant measure, the introduction of the L2-cutoff can be justified by conseravtion of
the L? norm when it is available. For example, the microcanonical focusing ®;-measure remains invariant under
the flow of the cubic Schrédinger equation [6].
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1.4. Organization of the paper. In Section Pl we introduce some notations and preliminary
lemmas. Section B] presents the variational characterization of the minimizers of the Hamilton-
ian. In Section Hl, we establish ultraviolet stability for the ®3-measure by using the variational
formulation of the partition. Section [flanalyzes the behavior of the free energy log Z;, as L — oo.
Finally, in Section [6 we prove the main results, specifically Theorem [T.4]

2. NOTATIONS AND BASIC LEMMAS

When addressing regularities of functions and distributions, we use n > 0 to denote a small con-
stant. We usually suppress the dependence on such 7 > 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. Regarding
space-time functions, we use the following short-hand notation L1.L7 = L%([0,T; L (T?)), etc.

2.1. Function spaces. Let s € R and 1 < p < oco. We define the LP-based Sobolev space
W*P(T%) by
1 lwrenzzy = 1710 FON | oen-

When p = 2, we have H*(T%) = W*2(T2).

Let ¢ : R — [0,1] be a smooth bump function supported on [—%, %] and ¢ =1 on [ - %, %] For
£ € RY, we set @o(€) = ¢(I¢]) and

i) = o(L) — ¢(5) (2.1)

for j € N. Then, for j € Z> := NU {0}, we define the Littlewood-Paley projector 7; as the
Fourier multiplier operator with a symbol ¢;. Note that we have

D i) =1
=0

for each € € R? and f = Z]O'io mjf. We next recall the basic properties of the Besov spaces
B3 ,(T%) defined by the norm

2SJH7TJ'UHL§(T%)

ullg @3 = |
ull s (r2) (Zs0)

We denote the Holder-Besov space by C*(T%) = Bgo’oo(']l‘%). Note that the parameter s measures
differentiability and p measures integrability. In particular, H*(T?) = B§72(T%) and for s > 0
and not an integer, C*(T?) coincides with the classical Holder spaces C*(T%); 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 € (1,00) such that s = 0s1 + (1 — 0)se and
= pil + =8 for some 0 < 0 < 1. Then, we have

1 10
p D2

% —0
lellienrsy S ealor o crz iyt o (2.2)
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(ii) (embeddings) Let s1,s2 € R and p1,p2,qi1,q2 € [1,00]. Then, we have
HU”B;} W (T2) S HU”B;g 4 (T2) for s1 < s2, p1 < p2, and q1 > g,
HUHB;% 0 (T2) S HUHBgf 0o(T2) for s1 < s2, (2.3)

lullss, x2S lullmers) < Nl oo

(iii) (Besov embedding) Let 1 < pp < p1 < o0, g € [1,00], and sy > 51+ d(5; — o-). Then, we
have
HU”B;} o(T2) S ”UHBf,g o(T2) (2.4)

ualit et s €R and p,p’,q,q € [1,00] such that L1417 en, we have
(iv) (duality) L R and [1,00] such that  + L—1.Th h

1
P q T q
‘/ uv dx
T3,

where szL uv dx denotes the duality pairing between B (T7) and B.* ,(T2).

< gz Il o2 (25)

ractional Leibniz rule) Let p,p1,p2,ps3,ps4 € 00| suc a —1—————1——:—. en,
fractional Leib le) Let 1, hthat oo+ - = -+ == 2. Th
for every s > 0, we have

”UU”B;(I(T%) S HU”BS (T2 H’UHLpz(T2 +HUHL1’3(’]1‘2 ”U”Bs o(T2)- (2.6)

2.2. Tools from stochastic analysis. We conclude this section by recalling some lemmas from
stochastic analysis. See [4], 53] for basic definitions. Let (H, B, 1) be an abstract Wiener space,
that is, p is a Gaussian measure on a separable Banach space B, and H C B is its Cameron-
Martin space. Given a complete orthonormal system {e;}jeny C B* of H* = H, we define a
polynomial chaos of order k& to be an element of the form H;’il Hy;({z,e5)), where x € B,
k; # 0 for only finitely many j’s, k = Z]O’;l kj, Hy, is the Hermite polynomial of degree k;, and
(-,-) = B(-,-)p* denotes the B-B* duality pairing. We then denote the closure of polynomial
chaoses of order k under L?(B,u) by Hj. The element in H; is called homogeneous Wiener
chaos of order k. We also set i
Har = EPH,
j=0

for k € N.

Let L = A—x-V be the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck operator. Then, it is known that any element in Hy,
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 [35], we have the following Wiener
chaos estimate [54, Theorem 1.22].

Lemma 2.2. Let k € N. Then, we have
k
[Xzr ) < (0 — 121X 20

for any p > 2 and any X € H<y,.

We recall the following orthogonality relation for the Hermite polynomials, see [36, Lemma
1.1.1].
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Lemma 2.3. Let X and Y be jointly Gaussian random variables with mean zero and variances
ox and oy. Then, we have

k
E[Hy(X;0x)H(Y;0v)] = 6k {E[XY]}",
where Hy(x,0) denotes the Hermite polynomial of degree k with variance parameter o.
We recall the following Wick’s theorem. See Proposition 1.2 in [54].

Lemma 2.4. Let g1,...,92, be (not necessarily distinct) jointly Gaussian random variables.
Then, we have

E g2n Z H E glk g]k

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

3. VARIATIONAL CHARACTERIZATION OF THE MINIMIZERS

In this section, we investigate the stability of minimizers for the Hamiltonian (3.]). 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

_1 2 z 3 2 2
HL(<;5)—2/T2L\V¢] dx+3/TQL¢dx+A</T2L¢da:> (3.1)

for any 1 < L < oo. When L = oo, the Hamiltonian is defined for functions of the full space
T?, = R2. The following result on the optimal constant Cgns and optimizers was proved by
Weinstein [59] for general dimensions d > 2. We present the case d = 2.

Proposition 3.1. For any finite p > 2 and ¢ € H'(R?), we have

P70 g2y < Cans(p VeIl @) 191172 g2y (3.2)

where

. IIV¢HL2(R2 16]17 2 (R?)
SeH (R2) [ol7, (R?)

¢#0

Cans(p) ==

Then, the minimum is attained at a positive, radial, and exponentially decaying function @ €
H(R?) which is the unique radial solution to the elliptic equation on R?

(p—2)AQ +2QP 1 —2Q =0
with the minimal L?-norm (namely, the ground state). In particular, we have

D _
Cans(p) = 5@l 72z
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The GNS inequality ([3.2]) fails on the bounded domain TCLl. For example, ([B.2]) does not hold for
constant functions. A related inequality, with an additional term on the right, does hold on TCLl
and appears below in ([33]). The result is elementary, but we could not locate a proof in a form
suitable for our application.

Lemma 3.2. Let 2 <p<ooifd=1,2 and2 <p< ;75 zfd > 3. Then, there exists a constant
C = C(d,p) independent of L such that for any ¢ € Hl(Td)

—6 _
16]zocrg) < CIVONGa a6l Cagny + CL™ Nl gy (33)
where 6 = d( — %)

Proof. We first assume the case L = 1, namely, for any gp € HY(T?)
H‘PHLP Td) < C”VSDHL%W ”‘P”LQ (Td) + CH‘PHLZ(Td (3.4)
where 6 = d(3 — %) and then prove the main result ([3.3). For any ¢ € H*(T¢) and 1 < L < oo,
we set ¢r,(z) := L?¢(Lx). Then, ¢; € H'(T%) and
1YLl ey = L2~ 2 Vel o
l6zlz2cray = L2 ™2 6] 2ca-
By using (3.4)), we have
161l Loze) = 162l Loy < CIVOLIG2 (00 192l 2 (pay + CliLll L2 (e
<cr’G- +m“9“wwwmwwuwdﬂmﬂwmm>
< CIVellz2grg 161l 2 pay + CL7 @l 2rg).

Hence, it suffices to prove ([B.4). By interpolation in LP, we have that for any u € H'(T%)
0
l[ull Lo (ray < HU”LQ(W HUHLT(’]Td) (3.5)

Where%:15—9+—and2<p<r<oo1fd—12 and 2 <p<r <y 2d 5 if d > 3. Also, there

T
exists an extension operator E from H'(T?) to H'(R?) and a constant C such that for every

uw € HY(T?), Eu = v on T¢ and supp Eu C ']I‘CLlO for some Ly > 1 and
| Eull g1 ey < Cllull g (pay- (3.6)

Since Fu = u on T¢, using the Sobolev inequality, and (B.6]), we have
ullr(ray < [[Bullprray < CllEul| g1 ray
< Cllull g (ray (3.7)

where £ = 1 — 1. Combining 3] and B7), we have

el oy < Cllel 2 gy IVl 2 oy + Cllll z2pay,

which completes the proof of (34]). O
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Remark 3.3. The sharp Gagliardo-Nirenberg-Sobolev (GNS) inequality on R?
191125 g2y < CanslIVollL2@2) 61172 @) (3.8)

plays an important role in the study of the @;’—measure. The positive radial solution to the
following semilinear elliptic equation on R?

AQ +2Q°-2Q =0 (3.9)

appearing in Proposition [B.1]is referred to as the ground state for the associated elliptic problem
B.9).
The construction of the ®3-measure (LI9) and relevance of the GNS inequality (3.8) can be

seen at heuristic level by formally rewriting (I.6]) as a functional integral (ignoring the renor-
malization)

Zp = /e—‘é [6-a([#dz)” 4 [1Vode I dé(=) (3.10)

2
z€Ty

for o0 € R\ {0} and A > 0. Thanks to the GNS inequality (3.8) and Young’s inequality, we can
control the cubic interaction as follows

11352y < SIVOl72 + (9161172

for all sufficiently small 6 > 0 and some large constant ¢(d) depending on § and Cgng in (B.8).
From this, we can establish an upper bound

@I < / e~ (a=eloN ([ %)~ (3-0) SIVoP e TT g,

2
z€Ty

Hence, when the chemical potential A is sufficiently large, we expect the partition function Zj,
to be finite. In fact, the choice of the exponent v = 2 in A< fqbzd:z:)Py with A > 1 is optimal.
When v < 2 or when v = 2 and A is sufficiently small, the taming by the Wick-ordered L?-norm
in ([B.10) is too weak to control the cubic interaction, and thus we expect an nonnormalizability
result to hold. See [4I] for a rigorous argument. The optimal threshold for A when v = 2 is
related to the ground state @, given that ¢(d) depends on Cgns. See also Lemma (i). It
would be interesting to see whether the @%-measure can be constructed as a probability measure
at this optimal threshold, even on the finite volume ’]I'QL.

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 L?-norm:
1
Ho(d) = —/ Vo dz + 5/ $da (3.11)
2 Jr2 3 Jr2

for any o € R\ {0}. For any fixed g > 0, define

Hoq =, intee {Ho(¢) : M(¢) = q} (3.12)
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where

M(p) = g P*d. (3.13)

We first prove the following lemma.
Lemma 3.4. For every q > 0, we have
—o0 < Hy, <0

where H , is given as in (312).
k)

Proof. We first assume o > 0. Take any function W € H'(R?) such that M (W) = ¢, W > 0, and
so [ W3dx > 0. For each ¢ > 0, define W¢(z) = —(W ({z). Then, we have M (W) = M(W) = ¢
for every ¢ > 0, where M (W) is as in (8.13]). Moreover, we get

2
Ho(W¢) = C—/ VW [2da — %[ wida.
2 R2 3 R2

Hence, by choosing ¢ sufficiently small, we have Ho(W;) < 0. From the definition of Hg .. we
obtain Hg , < H(W;) < 0. If 0 <0, then one can proceed similarly with W¢(z) = (W ((z).

We now prove the lower bound. By the GNS ([8.2) and Young inequalities, we have

191125 g2y < CanslIVollL2@2) 61172 @)
<8IVl +A@)|#l (3.14)

for every 6 > 0, where A = A(0) is a large constant depending on 6 > 0. It follows from (B.14))
and M(¢) = q that

o) =5 [ IVoPdo+ 5 [ dda
= (% — 1) IVl = cA(B1)g> = —cA(d1)g* > —o0 (3.15)

for some small §; > 0 and a constant ¢ > 0. In view of (B.I5), we obtain Hg, > —oo for any
fixed ¢ > 0.

O
We next prove the existence of minimizers for the variational problem in ([BI2)). The set of

minimizers for the problem ([B.12)) is defined by
Mg ={p € H'(R?) : Ho(¢) = Hg, and M(¢)=q}.

A minimizing sequence for Hj , is any sequence {¢n} of functions in H'(R?) satisfying

M(pn) = q

for every n > 1 and

lim Ho(pn) = Hp,-

n—o0
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Lemma 3.5. For every q > 0, the set M is not empty. Morover, if {¢n} is any minimizing
sequence for Hp ., then there exists a sequence {yn} and an element W € M such that {¢n (- +
yn)} has a subsequence converging to W in H*(R?). In particular, we have

A nf lon(-+y) = Wllg =0.
y€eR?

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

i, =, int, {Ho(0): M(¢) = a).

where
¥ L 2 g 3
Ho(¢) =5 | [Vo[ide — < | |¢|"dz. (3.16)
2 Jr2 3 Jr2
Its minimum is the same as for (B.12)):
H;, = Hg,g
g

In the definition of Hy, we assume o > 0. If & < 0, then replace —2 in the right hand side of
(BI6) by §. From the diamagnetic inequality, we have

V[¢|(2)] < [Ve(z)] (3.17)

for almost every x € R%. In particular, |¢| € H'(R?) if ¢ € H'(R?). Thanks to (BI7), we get
Hy(|¢|) < Ho(¢) for any ¢ € H'(R?). Hence, if W is one of the minimizers for Hg , then [W] is
also a minimizer for H§ , since M(|W|) = ¢. Furthermore, we have

inf  Ho(¢) > inf Hy(¢) = Ho(|W]|) = Ho(—|W])

deH(R?) T peH(R?)

6112 ,=q 9112 ,=a
> inf  Ho(¢) (3.18)
pcH (R?)
912 ,=a

where in the last part we used the fact that |W| € H'(R?). Therefore, in order to show M, is
not empty, it suffices to prove that there exists a minimizer for ﬁ(’iq.

By Lemma [3.4] we can choose a minimizing sequence {¢y, },>1 for Hg,q’ namely, HgonH%z = q for
every n > 1 and

[7% . r7 . 1 2 (o2 3
i, = lim Hy(p,) = lim (5 /R Vion ?da — §/Rz ol dx). (3.19)
From the GNS inequality (B.2]), we have
) =5
Aopn) > 15 / Voo Pz — c(6)q (3.20)

for some small 6 € R\ {0} and large ¢(6) > 1. From (BI9) and B20), {¢n }nen is a bounded
sequence in H'(R?) and so we can exploit the profile decomposition for the subecritical Sobolev
embedding H'!(R?) « L3(R3). See Theorem in [31, Proposition 3.1]. Every bounded sequence in
H'(R?) can be written, up to a subsequence, as an almost orthogonal sum of sequences with a
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small remainder term in L?, as follows: there exists J* € Z>oU{oo}, a sequence {); }37 _, of non-

trivial H'(R?)-functions, and a sequence {:E%}j;l for each n € N such that up to a subsequence,
still denoted by {¢y, }nen, we have

J
pnlz) =YW (@ —ah) + 7] (2)

Jj=1

for each finite 0 < J < J*, where the remainder term r;{ satisfies

lim limsup ||r;] || 1o g2y = 0 (3.21)
J—=00 n—ooo

for every 2 < p < oo. Here, limj_,o f(J) := f(J*) if J* < oco. Moreover, for any finite 0 < J <
J*, we have

J
lonlTzmey = D 10711722y + Il 72 ey + 0(1) (3.22)

j=1

J .

IVenl7age) = Y IV 2@y + I1Vr [ 72(ge) +o(1) (3.23)

j=1

as n — oo, and
I

lim sup [ on|Z ey = D 17135 g2)- (3.24)

1

We define TZj = %%’. Then, it follows from the definition of the infimum H(’]"q and ||QZJ ||2L2 =
q that

1 ~ - o ~
—/ vajﬁdxzﬂogjt—/ 5] dz. (3.25)
2 Jr2 3 Jr2
By taking n — oo and J — J* with (321), (322), (3.23), (3:24), and [B.25]), we have
_ 1 o
H§, = lim (= nlPde — — nld 3.26
a= i (5 [ 1Weuar =7 [ feupar) (3.20)
T o
> | |V ——/ T2 3.27
_;2/RQW\I 2 [ 1w (327)
"l ||2 - S 7|3 ~
=S [ e -3 I [ pa
j=1 2¢ Jre = 3¢z JR?
S Nl | alllze [ 1971l 2
2H07q2J+Z37L/2’¢J!3 1
j=1 q j=1 q R q?2
— JIIWHLz/ ~-3< HWHLZ)
> HX + - L= J 1 - =
— £40,q ]2221 3q R2 W ’ q%

> ;. (3.28)
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In order for the last inequality to become an equality, we require either J* = 0 or J* = 1 with
[4!|7, = q. Suppose that J* = 0. Then, by repeating [B8.28) and ([B.27), we have Hg , > 0 which
implies a contradiction from Lemmal[3.4l Hence, we get J* = 1 and so ¢, (z) = ¢! (z—zl)+7l(2)
from which

Tim [lon (- +23) = 9!l 2 = 0. (3.29)

Since {pn(- + x1)}n>1 is also weakly convergent in H'(R?), we deduce ¢, (- + x.) converges
weakly to ! in H'(R?), which implies

/RQ |Vl Pde < lim inf /R2 |Von|?d. (3.30)

Thanks to the GNS inequality (32) and 329), we get o, (- + z.) — 9! in L3. Therefore, from
(330) and the convergence in L3, we have

Hj, < Hy(y') < liminf Hy(p,) = Hg .
n—oo
This shows that t; is a minimizer for Hj , and so it follows from (BI8) that M, is not empty.

In other words, —|t!| is a minimizer for H .

It remains to check that ¢, (- + z1) converges to 1! in H(R?). Since lim,, o Ho(py) = H (1),
we have [ |V,|?dz — [ |V 2dz and so |l@n(- 4+ z)|| g1 — [[¢ | ;1. Therefore, combined with
the weak convergence of ¢, (- + x}) to ¢! in H'(R?), we have

0= lim n'+x,11— 1 > lim inf n(-+y)—W
Jim [l (- + 2,) = 9 | —n%owquH‘p (+y) =Wl
y€eR?
where M, = {¢ € H'(R?) : Ho(¢) = H;, and M(¢) = q}. We now choose a minimizing
sequence {¢n}n>1 for Hy . From ([B.I8]), we have Hj, = ﬁ(’iq. Therefore, we can repeat the

process in (3.28) with (3225 to obtain that there exists a sequence {yy, }n>0 and a minimizer 1)
for Hj , such that

0=l lln(-+yn) =Vl 2 lim Anf Jién(- +y) = Wil
yeR?

This completes the proof of Lemma
O

We now study the optimizers for the Hamiltonian (3.1 with a taming by the L?-norm, along
with their stability properties.

Lemma 3.6. Let 0 € R\ {0}.

(i) The Hamiltonian

1 2 g 3 2 ?
H(¢)_§AQ|V¢| d:n+§/R2¢d:E+A</RQ¢dx>. (3.31)
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has the unique minimizer ¢ = 0 if A > \H&ll and infinitely many minimizers if A =
|Hg 4|, where

Hiy = it {Ho(@): M() =1} (3.32)

Here, Hy is the Hamiltonian given in (3.11]).
(ii) There exists a large constant Ay > 1 such that for every A > Ay and every L > 0, the
Hamiltonian

1 2 g 3 2 ?
HL(<;5)—§/T%\V¢] dx+§A%¢dx+A<A%¢ da:)

has the unique minimizer ¢ = 0. Furthermore, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 independent
of L such that

. 2 4
Hie)> | int . Hi(0)+ (19012002, + 1913222 )- (3.33)

In other words, if the energy Hr(p) is close to the minimal energy inf¢€H1(TzL) Hi(9),
then o is close to the minimizer, namely the zero function ¢ = 0.

Proof. We first prove part (i). Start from the decomposition of the minimization problem:

inf H(¢) = inf { inf  Ho(¢) + Aq2}

peHL(R2?) q>0 | pc H'(R?)
9112 ,=a
—inf{¢> inf H +A2}
qzo{q pEH(R?) 0(¢) q
loll? ;=1
— inf {q2H§ L+ qu}. (3.34)
q>0 ’

Given that Lemma [3.4 shows that —oo < Hj; <0, if A > |Hg [, then the minimum is achieved
at ¢ = 0 in (B3.34]). This shows that ¢ = 0 is the unique minimizer.

IfA= |H§71|, then from (3.34]), we have infye 1 (r2) H(¢) = 0. For any ¢ > 0 and zo € R2, define
1
qumo = QQ(qi( - xo)) Where HQH%Q =1 and

Ho(Q) = inf Ho(¢)= Hpj,
l6l12 =1

where Hj is the Hamiltonian given in ([B.11]). The existence of such @ is guaranteed by Lemma
Then, since ||Qqz, |72 = ¢ and

¢ 2 o 3 2
Ho(Qun) = 5 [ 1VQPar+ L7 [ Qo= ;..

we obtain

H(Qq,xo) = q2H(>)k71 + Aq2 =0,

which shows that {Qg.zo}4>0.2,er2 is a set of infinitely many minimizers.
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We next prove Part (ii). From the GNS inequality on T? (Lemma [B.2) and Young’s inequality,
we have

2
Hi(p) > 1%5/T Vool2dz + (A — ¢(6) —c(L))</TZ ¢2d;p> > (3.35)

if A is sufficiently large, where ¢(L) — 0 as L — oo. Hence, (3:35]) implies that Hy(p) > 0 if
 # 0, which shows that ¢ = 0 is the unique minimizer for every L > 1. Moreover, the estimate

(335)) implies the quantitative stability (B3.33)).
g

Remark 3.7. A direct application of the GNS inequality (3.2]) without Lemma does not
characterize the critical value of A given in (3:32]).

If A < |Hg,|, then from the argument in ([3.34]), we have inf ¢ g1 (p2y H(¢) = —oc. In other words,
it drives the ground state energy towards —oo. Hence, one does not expect the construction of
the ®3-measure if A < |H 0.1/ to be possible, even on the finite volume T?. It would be interesting
to see whether the L-periodic @%—measure can be constructed as a probability measure in the
full range A > |Hg 4|, especially the critical case A = [Hg ,|.

4. ULTRAVIOLET STABILITY FOR ®3-MEASURE

In this section, we first address the small-scale (ultraviolet) singularities and give a variational
characterization of the free energy log Z.

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 fif,.

Let (2, F,P) be a probability space on which is defined a space-time white noise £z, on ']I‘% xR,.
Let W (t) be the cylindrical Wiener process on L?(T? ) with respect to the underlying probability

= ) Bi(t)ex

A\eZ2

measure P. That is,

where {B,\})\ezz is defined by By(t) = ({L, 1} 6)\>T2 «r- Here, (-, >T2 «r denotes the duality
pairing on T x R and &/, is a space-time whlte noise on T2 xR4. Then, we see that {B)\}AGZ2 is a

family of mutually independent complex—valuedﬁ Brownian motions conditioned that B_\ = By,
X € Z2. We then define a centered Gaussian process 11(t) by

TL(t) = <V>_1WL(t). (4.1)

Then, we have Law(?(1)) = pr. By setting '7 n(t) = Pn1(t), we have Law(t; n(1)) =
(Pn)gpr. We define the second and third Wick powers of t7, v as follows

VL N(t) = 7%7N(t) = Q. (), (4.2)
wrn(t) =17 n(t) =30, y()TL N (), (4.3)

9n particular, By is a standard real-valued Brownian motion.
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where a Riemann sum approximation gives

1 1
QL) = E[!’L,N(t)ﬂ = > e~ tlog N.
\eZ2
IAN<N

The second and third Wick powers of t7 n(t) are the space-stationary stochastic processes. In

particular, ¥z y(1) and @ n(1) are equal in law to : ¢ : and : ¢3 : in (LII) and (TIZ),
respectively.

Next, let H, = HG(T%) denote the space of drifts, which are the progressively measurable
processes@ belonging to L2([0, 1]; L? (']I‘%)), P-almost surely. We are now ready to state the Boué-
Dupuis variational formula [5, [58]; in particular, see Theorem 7 in [58]. See also Theorem 2 in

[2].

Lemma 4.1. Let 1,(t) = (V)W (t) be as in (@I)). Fiz N € N. Suppose that F : C>°(T2) — R
is measurable such that E[|F(Pyt1(1))[P] < oo and E[\e‘F(PN’L(l))]‘J] < 0o for some 1 < p,q <
oo with % + % = 1. Then, we have

_ , e
_logEle F(PNTL(I))} :eLeﬁlf(Tz)E[F(PNTL(l)+PN@L(1))+§/O HHL(t)H%z(T%)dt ,
al’L

where Op, is defined by
t
Ou(t) = / (V) 10, () dt’ (4.4)
0
and the expectation E = Ep is an expectation with respect to the underlying probability measure P.

In the following, we set *;, v = Pntr(1) and O 5y = PyOp(1) for N € NU {oo} and finite
L >0.

4.2. Ultraviolet stability of Wick powers. We present a lemma on pathwise regularity
estimates of ', n(t), VL N (1), v N(t), and O (t). In particular, we also specify the growth rate
as L — oo for the stochastic objects.

Lemma 4.2. (i) For any finite p > 2, 1 < r < oo, t € [0,1], and n > 0, each Wick power
in E2) and E3) converges to a limit in LP(; W7 (T2)) as N — oo and almost surely in
W=7 (T2). Moreover, we have

E[H’L,N(t)H?VW,T-(TzL) VLN Ol 2y + ”WLJV(t)”a/fn,r(T%)] S L? < oo, (4.5)
uniformly ol N e Nu {0} and t € [0,1].

OWith respect to the filtration F; = o(Ba(s), A € Z2,0 < s < t).
H\wWhen N = 00, the statement concerns the norms of the limiting objects.
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(ii) For any N € NU {oo}, we have

E|: \VL7N(1)dx =0 (46)
T2 J
2_

E ‘ v n(ldz| | ~L? (4.7)
T2 ]
)

E ‘ / v n(1)dz| | ~ L (4.8)
T2 ]

as L — 0o, where the implicit constant is uniform in N > 1.

(iii) The drift term 01, € H,(T2) has the regularity of the Cameron-Martin space, that is, for
any 01, € H,(T?%), we have

1
1Oy s3) < [ 1000t (49)

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 L? explicit. Applying the Sobolev inequality, we can reduce the case r = co to the case of
large but finite r at the expense of a slight loss of spatial derivative

1L () l=nee S (V)20 N (E)]| - (4.10)

Using the Wiener chaos estimate (Lemma[2.2]) and a Riemann sum approximation, we have that
for any p; > 2

dy
~t o1 Y <o, 4.11
/RQ <Ny T, /2 (4.11)

uniformly in N, L > 1 and 0 < ¢ < 1. Let p; > max(r, p). It follows from (€.I0), the Minkowski’s
integral inequality and (£I1]) that

E[ltnv @Iy | SE[IV)Fn @, |

1

Si+ H (BIv) 2w (t)) ™

p1
<pzL . (4.12)
Lr(T2)

By choosing r > p, where r comes from the Sobolev inequality Wg’T(T%) — L°°(T%), and
p1 = r, we have

Btz @y | = OL).
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for any 0 < ¢ < 1. From now on, we prove the estimate for ¥ y = ¥z n(1) at ¢t = 1. We first
write

(V) 3% n = Ion+ 1Ly

where

B}\1 (1)B)\2 (1) e27r2()\1 +2)x
Ipn= Z i 2
5 (A1 A2)2 (A1) (A2) L
AEZ2
IMN<N
A1+A2#£0

_ [Ba(D[* =11
M- Y BOEL L
ez
IAI<N

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 p; > 2
1

1
<E|IL,N|p1) " <m <E| IL,N|2> ’

JQp> )
2 274
>\1,>\2€Z )\1—|—>\2> (/\1> (/\2> L
\)\1\<N\)\2\<N
1
1 1) 1)\°?
s > o) s)
~ 2 272 )72
< A\eZ2 A1, €72 <)\1> <)\2> L)L
|)\‘<2N ‘)\1|<N|>\2‘<N
M FAa=\
1
</ a2 >dz )
\z\<2N 1+ ’Z\" i<y (L4212 (1 + |2 — 21[?)
S < ! >§ (4.13)
~ ) < 007 .
lz|<an 1+ |Z|77 ()2
and
1 1 1)\
D1 7’ 2 el
AeZ2
[M<N
1
dz 1\2
~ —_— < 00, 4.14
</|z|§2N 1+ ]z]* L2> (4.14)

uniformly in N, L > 1. Let p; > max(r,p). It follows from (£I0) (replacing 'z ny by ¥ n), the
Minkowski’s integral inequality, (£13]), and (4.14]) that

_n
BVl ray| S B[ EVLNI, o ]
P1

_n ﬁ 2pr1
<14 (E|<v> wL,Nl’“) <pPL (4.15)

L7(T3)
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By choosing r > p, where r comes from the Sobolev inequality W%’T(T%) — L*®(T?%), and
p1 =1, we have

B[y 2| = O,

For stochastic object €, y = ¥, n(1), by following the above arguments, it suffices to check
that for any p; > 2

1 3 1

(BIW) 2o ni) ™ S 0 (BI(W) Fomp v ) < ox,

uniformly in N, L > 1. Inclusion-exclusion applied to the indices \;, j = 1,2, 3 gives the decom-
position

<v>_g'\T’L,N =M, n+ IV N

B)\l(l)B)Q(]‘)B)\S(l) e2m’()\1+)\2+)\3)-m

My N = >
A€Z3, I/\§<:N, j=1,2,3 (M + A2+ 23) 2 (A1) (A2) (As) L?

(A1+A2)(A2+A3) (A1 +A2)#0

BA nPE-1 B (1) efmicr By(D)]PBA(1) 1 o5 i\ 1
ves Y BT Y 2 e Y PRl e R g5
AN Cl<N AN

Thanks to the Wiener chaos estimate (Lemma[22]), Wick’s theorem (Lemmal[2.4]), and a Riemann
sum approximation, we have that for any p; > 2

L

3 1
(E|IHL,N|p1> S p? <E|HIL,N|2) ’

> ! 1>%
o A AT )2 00)20)2 19

9 b L
[A1|<N, A2, |A3|<N

1 1 1\1 :
2 W( 2 (A1>2<>\2>2<)\3>2ﬁ> ﬁ)

( \eZ2 A1,A2,A3E€7Z2

I\ <3N [A[SN[A2 <N, |A3|<N
A1+HA2+A3=

1
/ 1 ( / d21d22 >dZ ?
jzj<an 1+ [2[7 (T4 [z P) (X + 222 (A + [23]?)

|2j|<N, j=1,2,3
z1t+z2+z3=2

1

1 1 2
) < 4.16
/z<3N L+ |z <2>2> (416
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uniformly in N > 1. From a Riemann sum approximation and the Wiener chaos estimate
\eZ2

(Lemma [2:2)), we have that for any p; > 2
5 (o s 2% 5)”
L
I/\\SN |C|<N

L Bt -11
(BVL)” 5”( > P
(eZz
<1, (4.17)

uniformly in N > 1. Hence, by following either (4.12) or (4.I5]) with (£I6]) and (£I7), we have
B[y | = O

for any finite p > 2 and 1 < r < oo.

We now prove Part (ii). (£6) follows from a standard computation. Hence, we present the
derivation of (7). It follows from Lemma 23] and a Riemann sum approximation that

2 2
/Tz o (x)dz ] = A}i_r)rlooEuL[ x ]
L
= lim // E.. [\T}'LvN(az)\VLN(y)]dxdy
N—=oo JJT2 xT2

3
- ]\;E)noo //TQ XTQ (EML [TL,N(x)fL,N > xdy
3

“ [ (2 5 ) e

e ¥ (M)

n1,n2,n3€%2 Jj=1
ni1+n2+n3=0
Inj|<LN

~ L (4.18)

Eup

By following the same calculation in ([AI8]), we have

2
E,.. ”/ v (x)dz
T3,

|- g 5.

2
1 1
_ 72 7
-y % (mp)m
ni,no€Z? “j=1

ni1+no=0
[n;|<LN

~L? (4.19)

as L — oo.

As for Part (iii), the estimate (£9]) follows from Minkowski’s and Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequalities.
See also the proof of Lemma 4.7 in [29] .
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O

4.3. Gamma convergence. In this subsection, we study the I'-convergence (Proposition (4.8
of the variational problem by taking the ultraviolet limit N — oo, following an idea in [2]. This
allows us to remove the ultraviolet cutoff Py when applying Lemma[dT] and obtain a variational
characterization for Zp,.

By the Boué-Dupuis formula (Lemma [T), the partition function Zj, y with ultraviolet Py and
infrared cutoffs T2, defined by

2
-2 (¢S ide—A (2 d
ZL,N Z/e § iy 0o Ay o) dp,(u), (4.20)

has the variational expression

1t
- L : 2
—logZp N = @eﬁngQL)E[VN(fL +0r) + 5 /0 H@L(t)HHl(TgL)dt]

2 1
1 .
_ . - 2 - 2
= @eﬁn;TQL)E[(I)NL(HL,@L) + A(/T% @L,Ndx> + 5 /0 H@L(t)||H1(T2L)dt:| (4.21)

where Zf, = ('1,,%r, ) and & v = <I>(LI)N + <I>(L2)N

—_ g g
(I)g’)N(\:L,@L) = 3 \T)'L7Ndx+0'/2 VL,N@L,Ndx+O'/2 TL7N@%7NCZ‘T+ g/’ﬂq @%Ndx
L

T% TL TL
) 2 2
®P)\(S,01) = A{ /2 (Vrv + 2t NOL N + @%W)daz} ~ A( 2 @%,Ndx> . (4.22)
T Tz
The positive terms AH@L,NHiz(Tz) and %fol ||®L(t)||fqldt in (£2])) ensure that the free energy
L

log Z1, v is finite uniformly in N for each fixed L > 0. For convenience of notation, we set
b 2 2
| 1000t = 0

We now study the I'-convergence of the variational problem in (£2]]) as the ultraviolet cutoff
Py is removed (i.e. as N — 00).

Definition 4.3. Let (X,T) be a topological space and {F,}, e o sequence of functionals
on X. The sequence of functionals {F, }nen I'-converges to the T'-limit Fu if the following two
conditions hold:

(i) For every sequence x,, — = in X, we have

Fyo(z) < liminf F, (x,).

n—oo

(ii) For every point v € X, there exists a sequence {x,} (recovery sequence) converging to x
in X such that we have

limsup F,(x,) < Foo(x).

n—oo

12N means the set of extended natural numbers, i.e. NU {oo}
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We also need the notion of equicoercivity.

Definition 4.4. A sequence of functionals denoted as {Fy, }nen is said to be equicoercive if there
is a compact set K C X such that, for every n € N, the following condition holds:

inf F,(x) = inf F,(x).
B F) = g B0

One important implication of I'-convergence and equicoercivity is the convergence of the minima.

Proposition 4.5. Suppose that {F}, },en T'-converges to Foo and {Fy, }nen is equicoercive. Then,
F possesses a minimum. Moreover, we have the convergence of minima

min Fo(z) = lim inf F,(x).

zeX () n—o0 zeX n(2)
Our goal in this section is to establish the I'-convergence of the variational problem in (A.21])
as N — oo (Proposition [£.8)). For this, we relax the variational problem presented in (4.2I]).
Instead of solving the problem over H. with the strong topology, we consider a problem on the
space of probability measures with a weak topology. Define

Xy = {N — Law(Z,0,) € P(W " xHL): 0, € H: and E,, [H@ng] < oo}, (4.23)

where W™ = W= x W=1" x W=" for any fixed 1 < r < oo and P(W_W’ x HL) is the
space of Borel probability measures on W=r x H! . Here H. means that H' is equipped with
the weak topology. We will set up a minimization problem over the space X of distributions
pr = Lawp (2L, 01), where 2 = (11,v, %) is fixed, and O varies within H., employing the
weak topology.

We now complete the space X7f:

Xy = {,u € P(W‘"’T X H}U) ¢ by, — p weakly for some {p, }neny € XL

and supE,,, [H@H%p} < oo}.
neN

Thus X, is equipped with the following topology: {fin}nen in X converges to u if (i) pn
converges to p weakly on W= x HL and (i) sup,en By, [[©]13:] < 0o. Each element X7, has
first marginal equal to to Lawp(Zr), and this fact extends to X'. Passing to this space ensures
compactness.

To present the relaxation of the variational problem, define, for N € N U {oc},

1
F]\Lf(@[,) =Ep [VJLV(TL +05)+ 5/ |’®L(t)H?;Il(T%)dt:|
0

2 1
1 .
T2 0

where &7 v = Q(LI)N + Q(Lz)N is given in (2. When N = oo, the projection is interpreted the

identity operator (i.e. Py = Id). We substitute the initial variational problem (£.2I)) with a new
variational problem over X, as follows

inf FL(O©)= inf FEL(u). 4.25
onf, ~(©) Jnf (1) (4.25)
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Here E,, denotes the expectation with respect to the probability measure . The following lemma
shows that the variational problem on X7, and X, are equivalent. In particular, the infimum is
achieved within X. For the proof of Lemma 6] see [2, Lemma 15, 18] or [3, Lemma 8].

Lemma 4.6. Let L >0 and N € NU {oo}. Then, we have
inf FE(x) = min F5(s)
HEXT, HeEX

Here the infimum is attained at an element in X,

The following lemma establishes compactness on X7. For the proof, see A7, see [2, Lemma 10].

Lemma 4.7. Let L >0 and K be a subset of X1, such that sup,,cx Eu“’@L”%{l} < 00. Then, K

is compact in Xf,.

We are now ready to prove the following proposition that allows us to obtain the variational
characterization of the grand-canonical partition function Z; without the ultraviolet cutoff Py.

Proposition 4.8 (Gamma convergence). Let L > 0. Then, the sequence of functional {F]%,}NeN
I'-converges to FL on X as N — oo. Moreover, we have

li f FLO,)= inf FL(O 4.26
Ngmooeué ~(Or) olnt, ~(Or) (4.26)

where the functionals F ]\L, and FL are given as in [@24). In particular, the grand-canonical
partition function Zy, in (L20) is given by

—~logZ;, = inf FL(© 4.27

5= jinf FL(61) (a.27)

for every L > 0.

Proof. Thanks to the relaxed variational problems coming from ([£.25]) and Lemma[L8] it suffices
to consider the variational problem (E26]) over X' 1. We first prove the following liminf inequality

FL (1) < liminf F(uy) (4.28)
N—oo

when puy — p in Xz. We may assume that supy F iv (un) < oo. Otherwise, there is nothing
to prove. By exploiting the Skorokhod’s representation theorem, there exists random variables
{Xn, v }ven and {X oo, (oo } 0n a common probability space (€, F, P), with values in W =" x HZ,
such that

Lawp(Xn,(N) = N and Lawp(Xoo, Coo) = 1 (4.29)

for every N > 1. Furthermore, we have the following almost sure convergence
Xy—X in W (4.30)
(v = ¢ in H, (4.31)

as N — oo. It can be easily proven that for any sequence {Xy,(n} satisfying Xy — X in
W="" and (y — (s in H, we have

J\}E)noo ¢L,N(XN7 CN) = q>L,oo(Xooa Coo) (4'32)
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Thanks to the pathwise regularity estimates in Lemma [5.6] we have the following pathwise
bound on the same probability space

1
PN (XN, V) + Al 72 + S lICn I + H(Xn) 20 (4.33)

for some random variable H(Xy) € L'(dP), uniformly in N, such that Es[H(Xn)| =

Ep [H(EN)] for every N, where Zy = (?L,N,VL7N,\VL7N). For example, we can choose H(Xy) =
p

CA+ XNl ,,) for some large ¢ > 1 and p > 1. It follows from ([£.29), (.33), {.32), and

\T

Fatou’s lemma that

. . 1
lim inf F{;(uy) = lim inf Eg [4>L,N<XN, (n) + Allwllze + 5||<N||?ql]

= @mf{zaﬂ; {%,N(XN,@V) + AlCu T + gl +H<XN>] —E[H(XNH}

N—oo

.. 1 _
> Eg lim inf [(I)L,N(XNa (n) + AllCy 72 + §HCNH§{1 + H(XN)] —Ep[H(Z)]
e 1 2

= Fx(n),

from which we obtain (4.28]).

Next, we prove that for every pu € X, there exists a sequence {uy} such that {uy} converges
to p in X, and

limsup Fi (un) < F2 (). (4.34)

N—oo

Let pu € Xj. By setting uy := p for every N > 1, we obtain puy — p in X7. We may assume
that FL(u) < oo. Thanks to Lemma 2] and 5.6, we have

1
FL(6) 2 e + (1= )8, | 4161 aqes, + 5100/ | (1.35)

for some small 0 < § < 1 and ¢ > 0, where L? follows from computing the expected values of
the higher moments for each component of Z; y = (7L,N,VL,N,‘\T’L,N) in W= uniformly in
N > 1. From the assumption FZ (1) < oo and (&35]), we have

1
B, [AH@LH;(WL) + §||@LH§{1(T2L)} < oo (4.36)

for each fixed L > 0. Then, by the definition of Ff(u) in (@24), Lemma 2] £.6, and {386]), we
can use the dominated convergence theorem to obtain
lim Ff = lim Ff
N N (k) N N (k)
. - 1
~ Jin B, [01,0(PxZL.PrOL) + AIPXOLIL: + 1 [PxOLIE
N—o00 2
= Fro(n).

Hence, we obtain the result (434]).
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Finally, we show that {Ff,} Nen is equicoercive on X, Define
k= {nediEflonlt] +Blout] < &}

for some sufficiently large K > 1, which will be specified below. Thanks to Lemma 47, K is
compact. By using Lemma and [4.2] we have

1
: L 2 : 4 2
inf Fy(p) > —a1L* + (1= 9) ;2£E[A||@LHL2(TQL) + §||®L||H1(T2L):|

> —61L2 + 62(1 - 5)K (437)

for some ¢1,¢2 > 0 and small 6 > 0, where L? arises by computing the expected values of the
higher moments for each component of Z; v = (fL,N, VLN, '\T/'LJV) in W=" uniformly in N > 1.
Thanks to Lemma and [£.2] we have

1
. L 2 . 4 2
sup inf I () < 11 +<1+6>Mlen;LEu[AueLum(T%)+§u@LHH1(WL>} <oo,  (438)

Hence, it follows from ([£37)), (£.38]), and choosing K > 1 sufficiently large that
inf Fi(p) = inf F(p),
HeEK HEXT,

for every N > 1, from which we conclude that {F'%}ney is equicoercive.

O

We close this subsection by showing convergence of the Hamiltonian Hj, as the size of the torus
goes to infinity (i.e. L — 00).

Lemma 4.9. There exists a large constant Ag > 1 independent of L such that for all o € R\ {0}
and A > Ag,

li inf H = inf H
A it Hr(9) = it H(9)

where
1

2
_ 2 g 3 2
HL(¢)—2/T2L]V¢\ da:—i—g/T%qﬁ dx—i—A(/Wgéda:) .

L

Proof. We first prove

liminf inf H > inf  H(¢). 4.
B el )2 el T )

Thanks to the GNS inequality (B.8) on T? (Lemma[3.2) and Young’s inequality, we have

1-4 2
Hi9) 2 750 [ 19oPds+ (A=)~ ([ oar) >0
2 Jn TS
if A is sufficiently large, where ¢(L) — 0 as L — oo, which implies

liminf inf H > 0.
1LHi>lo% qﬁeénl(’]l‘%) L(¢) -
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From Lemma [3.6] we have infyc ;1 g2y H(¢) = 0 and so obtain the result (£.39).
It remains to prove

inf H > limsu inf H . 4.40
stz 1O 2 Insup i, ) H(9) (140

Let u* be a minimizer, namely, inf y¢ 1 (r2) H(¢) = H(u*). Let {¢L}1>1 be a sequence of smooth

cutoff functions where ¢, is supported on [— %, §]2 and ¢, =1 on [— 1—L6, %]2. Then, pru* €

H(T?) and so {¢ru*}r>1 is a minimizing sequence. Hence, we obtain
etttz 1O = H ) = iy Hlore) = g Haloeed)

> limsup inf Hp(¢).
L—oo ¢EHL(T2)

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 log Zr, as L — oo. Our main goal is
to establish the following large deviation estimate.

Proposition 5.1. There exists a large constant Ag > 1 independent of L > 1 such that for all
o € R\ {0} and A > Ay, the grand-canonical partition function Zy satisfies

. logZp, .
1 = — f H
Am = seiitpe H(®)

_ 1 2 g 3 2 2
H(¢)_§/RQ|V¢| d$+§/R2¢ d$+A</R2¢ dm) .

We prove Proposition [5.1] by showing Lemma and in the following subsections.

where

5.1. Upper bound for the free energy. In this subsection, we investigate the limiting be-
havior of the free energy log Z1, concentrating on obtaining an upper bound.

Lemma 5.2. There exists a large constant Ag > 1 independent of L > 1 such that, for all
o€ R\ {0} and A > Ay, we have

log Z
lim sup Oi4L <— inf H(W).

L—oo WeH(R?)

Proof. Thanks to Proposition [4.8], the grand-canonical partition function can be expressed with-
out the ultraviolet cutoff Py as follows

IR
IOgZL: sup E|:—VL(TL+@L)——/ |’®L(t)”%11(']1'2):|
©,€eH} 2 Jo L

1
< sup E[—VL($L+@L)—§||®LH§{1(T2)] (5.1)
OLEH(T2) L
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where H! represents the collection of drifts O, characterized as processes that belong to H'(T?)
P-almost surely (possibly non-adapted). For any O, € HL(T?%), we perform the change of variable
L*W (L") := tr,m +©Or where 7y = Ptz Set

Op=—-tr,m+Wg (5.2)
where Wy, := L*W (L-) for some W € H(T?,). From (5.I) and (5.2)), we have
L 1 2 1 2
logZL§ sup E|l -V ((?L—TLM)—I—WL)—§HTL7MHH1(T2L)—§||WLHH1(T2L)

WGHl(TQLQ)
— / <V>TL,M<V>WLCLZ':|
T

2
L

1 1-9
< E| - V(@1 -1 144 §) — = ) It ll? — —|Wy)?
- Wevsilfgriy [ (e = tear) + W) + <C( ) 2)” vl gy = 5 Wl )
(5.3)
where we used Young’s inequality to find that for any § > 0,
(V)L a(V)Weda| < e(d) |1 al7 +§||W [
’]1‘% L,M L > L,M Hl(T%) 9 L Hl(T%)'
With the change of variable given by (B.2]), we can express
3 > \?
VL(TL + @L) = /2 :((TL - 7L,M) + WL) s dx —|—A</2 :((TL — 7L,M) + WL) : >
T T
' 3 ) 2 2
:/QZ(TVLvM—i_WL) :dw+A</2ZGL,M+WL) de). (5.4)
TL TL

Here, *7 v = 1, — ', v represents a new Gaussian field whose variance is given by

N 11 11 dy
2 _ —
Efeu@l= > mmp= 2 <%>2ﬁ“/m LM T
)\EZQ TLEZ2
M<|>\\L§N LM<|n|<LN

for any x € T as L — oo.

For any Gaussian X and 01,05 in R, we have

Hy(X;01) = Hi(X;02)
Hy(X;01) = Ha(X;02) — (01 — 02)
Hs(X;01) = H3(X;09) — 3(01 — 02)H1(X, 02) (5.5)
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where Hy(x;0) is the Hermite polynomial of degree k. Defining \N/’L, M, \?fL, » and the correspond-
ing Wick powers relative to the Gaussian 17, 7, it follows from (5.5)) that

/ :GL7M+WL)3:dx:/ :(?L,M—I-WL)gtM da:—3CM/ (fTVL7M+WL)dx
T3 T3 T3

= | wpumdr+3 / Vo muWrdr + 3 / tuWide + | Widx
2 2

T2 T2 T2 T2
—3CM/ (T + Wp)dz (5.6)
T3
and
/ :(?L7M—|—WL)2:da;:/ 3GL,M+WL)23Md$—CM
7 T2
= / Vo vdz +2 / touWede + [ Wide —Cy (5.7
i i T2
where
1 1 1 1
Cy = lim < —— — —
(X e X g
neEZL neZ
[n|<LN LM<|n|<LN
1 1 / dy
- o 79 1 M ——————'VIOgAJ
%Z:Z (2)2 L2 2 {lyl< }1+\y!2
In|<LM

as M — oo. Thus, from (5.06]), (5.7), Lemma[5.6] and Lemma[L2)i), it follows that for arbitrarily
small 6 > 0

E ‘/ CLM+WL) daz—/ Wde] < S|Wil|7, () HWLHHl () + O((log M)*L?)
TL
(5.8)
and
2 2 A
AE /2 :(TVL7M+WL) cdx + Cy E”WL”LQ(TQ — 1OOHWL”H1 2) —O(ALQ)_A(logM)2
TL

(5.9)

where the term O(L?) comes from Lemma (i) by computing the expectation of the higher
moments for each component of (%1, as,% 1 M, TL7M) in W‘"""(']I'QL) for 1 < r < oco. We also note
that

CM‘/ Wde

< Well2(rz) O L < 8 Will7ape ) + O(07") + CF/L? (5.10)

and

Elltaliim | = > = > =ow2m?). (5.11)

A\eZ2 n€Z?
\)\|<M [n|<LM
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It follows from (5.3), (5.8), (5.9), (5.10), (5.11), and undoing the scaling Wy, = L?W (L-) that
log Z1,

1 1—-9
< E| - VE((rp —1 + W)+ (el86) = = )t — —||Wy|?
<, o E| = VE =t £ 92) 5 (o0) g e ~ 5 W
o A—90 1—-26
< E| -2 [ Wiz — 22wt — ——— Wi
= weni(rz,) [ 3/1@ 14 = == IWellza) = —5— Wil )
51 2 O(L*(log M)?) + O(6~*
4 (e(0) = 5) Il eay | + O (log M) + O
< L' inf  HS,(W)+O(L*M?*) + 0571 (5.12)
WEHl('H‘QLQ)
where
A- 212
HS,(W) =2 W3dx+—5< W%la;) +—5 VW |2dz.
3 T2 2 T2 2 T2
L2 L2 L
Therefore, by taking the limit first L — oo in (5.12]) with Lemma 9 and then 6 — 0, we have
: log Z1, :
| < - f HW
TP TET S el 1O

the desired result.
O

Remark 5.3. Following the arguments in the proof of Lemma with the change of variable
O = —tLN + Wi, we obtain

log Z v < —L* inf  HS,(W)+O(L*N?) +0(571). (5.13)
WeHl(T2L2)

Here, the term O(L?N?) arises from ||1, N||§{1(T2 ) Consequently, by taking the ultraviolet limit
L

as N — oo, the truncated partition function log Z; y converges to log Zr. However, the right-
hand side of (5.I3]) tends to infinity due to the term O(L2N2). Therefore, it is necessary to
address the ultraviolet problem initially by using Proposition 8] and then separately control
the infrared limit L. — oo as in the proof of Lemma The same phenomena occur in the
proofs of Lemma [5.4] and

The following lemma, whose proof follows similar lines to Lemma [5.2] is used in the proof of
Theorem L4

Lemma 5.4. There exists a large constant Ag > 1 and ¢ > 0 independent of L > 1 such that
for any given € > 0, all 0 € R\ {0} and A > Ay,

EML[exp{ —~ V*(¢)}1{¢¢SL}] -

S —C€4

lim sup
L—oo L4

where

Sp={¢e H(T}): ||L_2¢(L_1')||H*W(T2L2) <e}



36 K. SEONG AND P.SOSOE
Proof. We first note that
log Z1(S7) : = E,, [exp{ — VL(QS)}I{%{SL}}

< By, [exp { = VE()Liggs,1 |- (5.14)

We proceed as in the proof of Lemma 5.2l with considering 1;4¢g, . It follows from (G.14]) and
the analog of Proposition .8 with 1(4¢g,} that

1 1
C < _ L - 2
log Z1,(S%) < 5161]%)1&1}3[ V&(r + QL)I{(TL+®L)¢SL} 2/0 ||9L(t)HL2(T2L)]

E VvV O 1
< _ L ' 1 1 N |
= @LGS;LIP(’]I‘QL) [ ('L +Or) {($L+®L)¢SL} 2”9L”H1] (5.15)

where the space H'(T%) represents the set of H!(T?% )-valued random variables (these processes
need not be adapted). For any O, € HL(T2), we perform the change of variable L2W (L-) :=
‘v + ©, where 'Lvm = Purtr. Then, we write

Or=-tm+Wr (5.16)
where Wy, := L*W (L-) for some W € H'(T%,). Define the set
Wy, = {W € HY(TE) : Wl re ) = 5/2}. (5.17)

If
L_2(TL —tom+ WL)(L_l') ¢ Sr,
then
Wl 2,y 2 1Lt — o) (L) 4+ Willg—a = 1L — 1) (L) [ rn
>e—|L72(tn — o) (L) g > /2, (5.18)

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

IED{||L_2(’L - 7L,M)(L_1')HH—7;(T2L) > 5} -0

as M — oo. It follows from (5.15)), (5.16), (5.I8), and (5.17)) that

log Z1,(S¢) < sup E[ - VL((TL — o)+ W)
)

1
WeHN(T?, {201+ W) (L-1)¢S }

1 1
~ 3t es, = 51V~ [ (O (9 Wida]

L

1{L72(TL—fL,Al+WL)(L71')¢SL}

1 1-¢
+ <C(C) - 5) HTL,MH?p(TQL) - THWLHzl(T?L)] (5.19)

< sup E[ - VL((TL — o)+ W)
WGHl(TQLQ)
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for arbitrary small ¢ > 0, where in the last line we used the fact that Young’s inequality gives

‘ /11‘2 (V)rLm(V)Wedx

< C(O‘“L,MH?{l(T?L) + §||WLH§{1(T2L)-

By proceeding as in (5.12)) together with (5.17), (5.18), and (5.19), we have
log Z1,(S%)
A—
< sup E (— —/ W3idx — CHWLHLQ(TQ
WeHl(Ti2)

1-¢

2 2 2 -1
B THWLHHI(TQL)>1{L2(7L—7L,M+WL)(L1')¢5L} +OLM7) +0(C)

<L* sup E [( 2 Widx — A CHWHLz (T2,
)

WeH! (T2, 3 Jr2,
_ 1— W 1 9] L2M2 9] -1
<-L* inf ng(W)+0(L2M2)+0(<—1). (5.20)
WEHl(TQLz)y
”W”HI(TiZ)Z%
where
1—
HS,(W) = —C/ |VW|2dx+5/ W3d:1:+—< Wida.
2 I, 3T, 2,

Thanks to the GNS inequality on ']I‘2L (Lemma [B.2)) and Young’s inequality, we have
1-6 2
Hile) > 5 [ 1VePdot (4 =cto) - em)( [, i) >0,
TL TL

where we used the fact that A > Ay for some sufficiently large Ag > 0 and ¢(L) — 0 as L — oc.
This implies that there exists a constant ¢ independent of L > 1 such that

HE(0) 2 el VW )+ clW s,

from which we have

inf HS, (W) > ¢ inf 17 > cet 5.21
WeH(T2,), (W) WeH(T2,), H HHl(Tz (5:21)
Wil a2, 2e/2 Wil a2, 22/2
L2 L2

where in the first inequality we used the fact that the infimum is attained when ||| H(T2,) 1
L
equal to £/2 and so [|[VW]2, (12,) > VW7, (12,) if € is sufficiently small. It follows from (5.20),
(52T)), and taking the limit L — oo that
By, | exp{ = Vi(6)} Liggs) | -

lim sup < —ce
L—oo L4
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This completes the proof of Lemma 5.4l
O

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 Ay > 1 independent of L > 1 such that for all
o € R\ {0} and A > Ay, we have

lm inf =7 Z_Weiz?lf(R?)H(W)'

Proof. Thanks to Proposition 4.8 we have

1 M
logZy, = sup E| — VE(1, +©p) — 5/ HHL(t)H%Q(TQ)] (5.22)
GLEHa 0 L

We choose a specific drift 9% € H,, defined by

1
02.(t) = Zli>1-¢) (V) (=ZmL +W5) (5.23)

where

ML= Z (1 —e)ep,
A\eZ3
A<M
Wy .= L*W(L-)

for any fixed W € Hl(']I'2L2). Thanks to the time cutoff 1;~;_. and the definition of Zy/ 1, the
drift 67 belongs to the right H,. Then, by the definition of ©(t) in (44]), we have

0%(1) = /01<v>—192(t)dt =—ZnL+ Wi (5.24)

It follows from (5.22)), (5.23)), and (5:24]) that

1 1
log Z1, > E[ - VL((TL —Zu) + WL) - §HZM,LH%{1(T2) - §HWL”%{1(T2)

- /11‘2 <V>ZM,L<V>WLCZ33]

1+

> E[ ~VE((tr = Znn) + W) — 0(5)||ZM,L||§{1(T2) Ty

WLl | (5:25)

where we used the fact that Young’s inequality gives

A2 <V>ZL,M<V>WLd.Z'

< C(‘S)HZL,MH?{I(W ”WL”HI (T2)

Notice that X, as := 1, — Zm, 1 is a new Gaussian process and so the Wick powers in VL((TL —
Zm,L) + WL) =vl (X LM+ WL) have to be taken with respect to the new Gaussian reference
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measure. Note that for any Gaussian X and 01,05 in R,
Hy(X;01) = Hi(X;09)
Hy(X;01) = Ha(X;02) — (01 — 02)
Hs3(X;01) = H3(X;09) — 3(01 — 02)H1 (X, 09) (5.26)

where Hy(x;0) is the Hermite polynomial of degree k. It then follows from (5:26]) and the Wick
powers 3X%,M3M, 3X%,M3M that:

/T%

:g/ :X%M:Md:z:—l—a/ :XiM:M WLdZE—I—O'/ XL,MVngx+g Wida
3 Jr2 T2 T2 3

2
TL

:((TL — ZM,L) + WL)3: dx = /

:(XLJ\/[ +WL)33M dr — 3CM/2 (XL,M —i—WL)dx
T T2

2
L

— 3CM/ (XLJ\/[ + Wp)dz, (5.27)
%

and

J

, :((TL—ZM,L)+WL)2:CZ$:/2 3(XL,M+WL)23M dx — Cy
L T7

= :X%M:M dr + 2 X mWrdx + ng:E—CM

T3 % T3
(5.28)
where
. 1 1 1 1 1 1
C'M2=]\}1_1>ﬂ"100< > <2>2ﬁ_( ) o2z € ) <ﬁ>2ﬁ)>
nez? L nez? L nez? L
In|<LN LM<|n|<LN In|<LM
1 1 dy
=(1 — ~ 1 —— ~logM 5.29
(1+e) ZZ ()2 12 /RZ <M~ %8 (5.29)
neL
In|<LM
as M — oo. Note that Cps in (5:29]) comes from
1 1
E"LN(@P = Z (22
nez? L
In|<LN
2 1 1 1 1
E‘XLvN-M(x)‘ = X (mya2z ¢ ) (22 12
nez? L nez? L
LM<[n|<LN In|<LM

for any = € T, where X1 yar =108 — Zu, 1. From (5.27), (5.28), Lemma 5.6, and 1.2 (i), we
have that for arbitrary small § > 0

EM

o 0
3(XL,M + WL)3: dr — 3 /T2 ngw ] < 6HWL”i2(T2L) + §”WLH§{1(T2L) + O((logM)2L2)
L

(5.30)

2
L
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and
2
AE

/']1*2 :(XL7M+WL)2: dr + Cyy
L

< 3A[WL||7, (12 +5HWLH§{1(T%) + O(AL?). (5.31)

We also notice that

B(1Zonlpm | = (1-2) 3 =(1-2) 3 =o@*m?). (5.32)
AEZ3 nezZ?
A<M [n|<LM
Hence, it follows from (5.25)), (5.30), (.31), (5.32), and (E.10) that
log ZL
2 -3 - Wide = 34+ )|Wellzaz) — ——IWellip () — OL*M?) = O™

o 1 —1-5
— _L4<§ . W3dz + (3A+ 6)||W||72 , \\W\\Hl(T2 )
—O(L*M?) —0(s™)

for any W € H'(T%,) and 6 > 0. Hence, we have

log Zr, > —L* inf  HY (W) — O(L*M?) — O(s71).
WEHl('H‘QLQ)

By taking the limit first in L — oo and then § — 0 and using Lemma .9, we obtain

.. logZp .
thigf L4 E_We}?lf(ﬂ{?)H(W)’

This completes the proof of Lemma
O

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

Lemma 5.6. (i) Let n > 0. For every 6 > 0, there exists c(§) > 0 such that

/ VLJV@L’Nd:E
T2

L

‘/ TLN@LNdx

< @IV + O1OLN I ra, (5.33)

< Oty o) + 0 (1OLN ey + 101N o). (5:34)

for every N € NU {o0}.

(ii) Let A > 0. Given any small n > 0, there exists ¢ = c(n, A) > 0 such that

2
A{/ (VL,N+2fL,N@N+®?V)dtT}
T2

1 s 2
101 MlEscey) — 510 ey, — ef Il iao+ ([ vewas)

L

(5.35)
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uniformly in N € N.
Proof. We first prove Part (i). From Young’s inequality, we have

< VLN l-n2) 1O Nl mnerzy < VLNl -ner2) 1OL N 11 (12)

/ VLJV@L’Nd:E
']TZ

L

(5.36)
< C(&HVL,NH?{fn(T?L) + 5||@L,N||§{1(T2L)-

This yields (5:33]). By the fractional Leibniz rule (2.6]) and the Sobolev inequality, we have

2 2
[ re®h ] < 1w lg-aceg) [0l

[ T TN [N AKICYd PAYAPR (<Yl e (5:37)
S LN lz-nr2)1OL, N |z r2) 1O [ (2
Then, the second estimate (5.34)) follows from Young’s inequality.
We now prove Part (ii). From
1
(a+b+c)?> 502 —2(a® + %)
for any a,b,c € R, we have
2
A{ /2 (VLJV + 27L,N@L,N + @%7N>da;}
TL
g , ) , (5.38)
> —</ @%Ndilt) —2A{</ VL,NdZE> + (/ TL7N@Nd:E> }
2\ T T
From Lemma [2.1](i) and Young’s inequality, we have
2
2 2
/T% " NOrNdr| < LN g2 1OLN (2
S It w1l ez ||@LN||L2 aIOLN I3 e (5.39)
< CH’L,NHE_f’n +3 H9L NIz2er2) MHGL,N”%{l(WL)'
Hence, (5.35)) follows from (5.38) and (5.39).
g

6. COLLAPSE OF THE ®3-MEASURE

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem [[4, namely, that the L-periodic q)%—measure
exhibits a concentration phenomenon around the minimizer of the Hamiltonian (B.I]). Before
proceeding with the proof of Theorem [[L4] we first establish the following proposition, which
plays a crucial role in the proof of Theorem [I.41
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Proposition 6.1. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 independent of L > 1 such that for any given
e>0

pr ({6 € HTE) : IL26(L 7 ey 2 €}) Sexp{ =Lt} -0
as L — oo.

Proof. We first write

E,, [eXp {- VL(¢)}1{¢¢SL}}

pr({6 € HTE) : [L20(L 7l gon(re ) 2 £}) = 7 (6.1)
where Zp, is the partition function as in (L20) and
Sy ={¢e H(T}): |]L—2¢(L—1.)”H,,7(T2Lz) <e}. (6.2)
Hence, from (6.0)) and (6.2]), we have
log By, | exp{ = VL(0)} 1isgsr}| 1o 2
c g4
log pr.(S7) = L4< { 7 } -~ ) (6.3)
It follows from Proposition (5.I)) and Lemma [5.4] that
. logZy . B
P 7 I We}?lf(R?) HW) =0 (6.4)
and
) logE,,, [eXp { - VL(¢)}1{¢¢SL}:| 4
lim sup 7 < —ce”. (6.5)
L—oo
Combining ([6.3]), (64), and (6.35]), we obtain
pr({o € H'(TH)  IL20(L ) vy 2 €'}) Sexp{ — 'L} 50 (6.6)

as L — oo. This completes the proof of Proposition [6.11

Remark 6.2. We can also establish Proposition by restricting to mean-zero ﬁeld and
letting € = L7 *3

pr({o € HTD) L 20 fngen ) 2 L)) Sexp{ —cL®} 20 (67)

as L — oo, where H"(T%) = {¢p € H(T?): QAS(O) = 0}. It can be easily shown that
L2 (L M rn g2y = L7l nr)- (6.8)

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

pr({6 € HTE) : |9llyoir, = L72}) Sexp{ —e2?7},.

13rep1acing the massive Gaussian free field with a massless Gaussian free field.
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When considering general fields which are not mean-zero, there is a loss caused by the inhomoge-
neous component of the || - || H-n(r2) norm. In (63), the inhomogeneous component only has the

factor L~! which is not enough to control L3 in (67)). Therefore, an additional argument,
given below is required to conclude weak convergence to zero.

O
We are now ready to present the proof of Theorem 41
Proof of Theorem [1.4. We note that
pr({o € HT(TY) : max [(6.g)| > ¢}) < Zm(w € H(T3) : [(9,9,)] = ¢}
< %lg&gﬂEm U(Qﬁ,gﬁ!]-
In order to estimate maxi<j<m E,, U (¢, g]>|], we first write
o [[(6.9)] =B || [, (9)7 2LV (017 0)) o ]
< [ B )L )9 (L ) o
|lz|<L
s B ) 9 () o
L<|z|<L2
=141 (6.9)

Before we estimate I and 1T in (69), we first consider the expectation
-2 —1,]|2 .
Ep, ||IL720(L 7)o )

_ _ 2 o0 B B B
Ey, |[[L7%6(L 1‘)\\1{77;(@%2)] =/0 pr{ € HI(TY) : L7201 DI > A
L 24n
= [T e e BT L e, > N
- (T2 . 1T ~24(7 1.2
w7 o € BT L ) > A

o0

—2+4n 2y . _9 C1y2
<L +/LM pL{¢eH (T2) + IL72 (L ) e, >)\}d>\

(6.10)
Thanks to Proposition 6.1}, we have
* —nm2y LT =2 -1, 1
/L oo e BT LT e, > A A

o0 (o]
< / e ML\ < g2l / e VLN = VarL2e sl (6.11)
L—2+n

L72+71
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Hence, by combining (6.10) and (G.I1)), we have

o [HL_%(L_L)H;"(TEQJ S LT (6.12)

Thanks to the spatial stationarity of the measure pr,, we have that for any fixed z; € T%

EPL [HL_2¢(L_1')H§{4;(T2LZ)] = L4EpL|<V>_U(L_2¢(L_lxl))|2- (6~13)

It follows from (6.12)) and (6.I3)) that for any fixed z; € T%

Ep, [(V) (L 72¢(L ™ ay))[* < L5, (6.14)

We now estimate the test function [(V)7(g;(L™'2))| on the region {2°'L < |z| < 2L} for
1 </ <log L. Since g; has compact support in ']T%, we have that for some large £ > 1

(V)" (gi(L 1)) | S 27 (6.15)

on the region {271 < |z| < 2L} for 1 < /¢ < log L.

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 pr,, Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequality, and L* bound of the test function
(V)"g;, we have that for any z; € T%

L5 (Bl )70 20 ) [ 9t e

<Lp3tep? = pits (6.16)

It follows from (G.I5), the spatial stationarity of the measure pr, Cauchy-Schwarz’ inequality,
and (6.14) that for any z; € T2 and some large k > 1

log L

n<y £y, [(V) L2 ) (V) (gL ) |
(=1

¢—1L<|]<2¢L
log L

<y e E,, (V) (L 26(L"2))|da
(=1

1L 2| <2
log L

<3 2 2L (B, [(9) L 20 an) )
(=1

log L
< L—3+g Z 2—@/&‘(2@[/)2
(=1

D=

< L7 e, (6.17)

By combining (6.9), (616, and (6.I7), we have

sup EpL“(QSang} SLE
1<i<m
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pu(fo € HT/(TH) s max [(6.9))] 2 <}) < T max By, [|(,9))]

< %L—”% ~0 (6.18)

as L — oo. Proposition 5.l and (6.I8]) imply that we complete the proof of Theorem L4
O

Remark 6.3. By letting ¢ = L~'*" in (6.I8)), 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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