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CRITICAL THRESHOLD FOR WEAKLY INTERACTING

LOG-CORRELATED FOCUSING GIBBS MEASURES

DAMIANO GRECO, TADAHIRO OH, LIYING TAO, AND LEONARDO TOLOMEO

Abstract. We study log-correlated Gibbs measures on the d-dimensional torus with weakly
interacting focusing quartic potentials whose coupling constants tend to 0 as we remove regu-
larization. In particular, we exhibit a phase transition for this model by identifying a critical
threshold, separating the weakly and strongly coupling regimes; in the weakly coupling regime,
we show that the frequency-truncated measures converge to the base Gaussian measure (pos-
sibly with a renormalized L2-cutoff), whereas, in the strongly coupling regime, we prove non-
convergence of the frequency-truncated measures, even up to a subsequence. Our result answers
an open question posed by Brydges and Slade (1996).
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1. Log-correlated Gibbs measures

In this paper, we study the Gibbs measure ρ on the d-dimensional torus on T
d = (R/2πZ)d,

formally given by

dρ(u) = Z−1 exp

(
λ

ˆ

Td

u4dx

)
dµ(u), (1.1)

where the coupling constant λ > 0 denotes the strength of focusing (i.e. attractive) interaction

and µ denotes the log-correlated Gaussian free field on T
d, formally given by

dµ = Z−1e
− 1

2
‖u‖2

Hd/2du. (1.2)

In particular, our interest is to study the weakly interacting case whose meaning we will make

precise in the following; see (1.9).
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Let us first introduce some notations. Recall that the Gaussian measure µ in (1.2) corresponds

to the induced probability measure under the map:1

ω ∈ Ω 7−→ u(ω) =
∑

n∈Zd

gn(ω)

〈n〉 d
2

en, (1.3)

where 〈 · 〉 = (1+| · |2) 1
2 , en = ein·x, and {gn}n∈Zd is a sequence of mutually independent standard

complex-valued Gaussian random variables on a probability space (Ω,F ,P) conditioned that

g−n = gn, n ∈ Z
d. It is easy to see from (1.3) that a typical element under µ is merely a

distribution, thus requiring a renormalization on the interaction potential λ
´

Td u
4dx. Given

N ∈ N, we define the frequency projector πN onto the frequencies {|n| ≤ N} by setting

πNf =
∑

|n|≤N

f̂(n)en. (1.4)

Note that, for each fixed x ∈ T
d, πNu(x) is a mean-zero real-valued Gaussian random variable

with variance:

σN = E
[
(πNu)2(x)

]
=
∑

|n|≤N

1

〈n〉d ∼ logN −→ ∞, (1.5)

as N → ∞. We then define the Wick renormalized power :(πNu)k : by setting

:(πNu)k(x) :
def
= Hk(πNu(x);σN ), (1.6)

where Hk(x;σ) is the Hermite polynomial of degree k with a variance parameter σ; see [9, 15]

for further discussions. By setting

RN (u) =

ˆ

Td

: (πNu)4 : dx, (1.7)

we define the truncated Gibbs measure ρN by

dρN (u) = Z−1
N eλNRN (u)dµ(u) = Z−1

N exp

(
λN

ˆ

Td

: (πNu)4 : dx

)
dµ(u). (1.8)

A standard argument shows that RN (u) is Cauchy in Lp(µ) for any finite p ≥ 1; see Lemma 2.4.

When λN ≡ λ < 0 (i.e. the defocusing case),2 Nelson’s estimate allows us to define the defocusing

log-correlated Gibbs measure ρ in (1.1) as the unique limit3 of the truncated Gibbs measures ρN
in (1.8); see [11, 17]. On the other hand, when λN ≡ λ > 0 (i.e. the focusing case), it is

known that the Gibbs measure ρ is not normalizable to be a probability measure even with a

renormalized L2-cutoff; see [5, 15].4

In [5, p. 489], Brydges and Slade proposed to study the limiting behavior of the following

weakly interacting truncated Gibbs measure ρN with a renormalized L2-cutoff:

dρN (u) = Z−1
N 1{|

´

Td
:(πNu)2: dx| ≤KN}e

λNRN (u)dµ(u), (1.9)

1We endow T
d with the normalized Lebesgue measure dxTd = (2π)−ddx. With a slight abuse of notation, we

still use dx to denote the normalized Lebesgue measure.
2Here, the notation “λN ≡ λ” means that the sequence {λN}N∈N is constant, taking the value λ.
3When d = 2, this corresponds to the so-called Φ4

2-measure.
4We note that the regularization used in [5] is different from the frequency truncation and is based on the

approximation (1−∆+ ε∆2)−1 (as ε → 0) of the covariance operator (1−∆)−1 of the Gaussian free field on T
2.
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where RN (u) is as in (1.7), by taking λN → 0 andKN → ∞ as N → ∞, and investigate existence

of a “critical point, separating the weak and strong coupling regimes”. Our main result answers

this question posed by Brydges and Slade.

Theorem 1.1. Let {λN}N∈N be a non-increasing sequence of positive numbers tending to 0 as

N → ∞, and let {KN}N∈N be a non-decreasing sequence of positive numbers. Then, there exist

λ∗ ≥ λ∗ > 0 such that the following statements hold :

(i) (weakly coupling regime). Suppose that

λN ≤ λ∗(KN + logN)−1 (1.10)

for any N ∈ N. Then, given any p ≥ 1 we have

sup
N∈N

ZN := sup
N∈N

∥∥∥1{| ´
Td

:(πNu)2: dx| ≤KN}e
λNRN (u)

∥∥∥
Lp(µ)

< ∞. (1.11)

In particular, we have

lim
N→∞

1{|
´

Td
:(πNu)2: dx| ≤KN}e

λNRN (u) = 1{|
´

Td
:u2: dx| ≤K} in Lp(µ), (1.12)

where K = limN→∞KN ∈ (0,∞]. Here,
ˆ

Td

:u2 : dx = lim
N→∞

ˆ

Td

: (πNu)2 : dx,

where the limit is understood in Lp(µ) and µ-almost surely as in Lemma 2.4. As a consequence,

we have

(i.a) If K = limN→∞KN = ∞, then the truncated Gibbs measure ρN in (1.9) converges in

total variation to the base Gaussian measure µ in (1.2) as N → ∞.

(i.b) If K = limN→∞KN < ∞, then the truncated Gibbs measure ρN in (1.9) converges in

total variation to the base Gaussian measure with a renormalized L2-cutoff :

1{|
´

Td
:u2: dx| ≤K}dµ,

as N → ∞.

(ii) (strongly coupling regime). Suppose that

λN ≥ λ∗(KN + logN)−1 (1.13)

for any sufficiently large N ≫ 1. Then, we have

sup
N∈N

ZN = sup
N∈N

Eµ

[
1{|
´

Td
:(πNu)2: dx| ≤KN}e

λNRN (u)
]
= ∞. (1.14)

As a consequence, the truncated Gibbs measure ρN in (1.9) does not converge to any limit in

total variation, even up to a subsequence.

Theorem 1.1 in particular states that the weakly interacting focusing log-correlated Gibbs

measure is trivial in the sense that, as we remove regularization, we either obtain the base Gauss-

ian measure (possibly with a renormalized L2-cutoff) or non-normalizability / non-convergence.

In a seminal work [10], Lebowitz, Rose, and Speer initiated the study of focusing Gibbs

measures;5 see also [3, 5, 6]. In a series of recent works [16, 13, 15, 14], the second and fourth

authors with their collaborators completed this research program on the (non-)construction of

focusing Gibbs measures for any dimension and any power, in particular, by treating critical

5More precisely, focusing Φk
d-measures, where the base Gaussian measure has covariance (1−∆)−1.
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models, exhibiting delicate phase transitions, when d = 1 and d = 3. When d = 2, there

is no such phase transition in the case λN ≡ λ > 0 in (1.9). Theorem 1.1 shows that the

weakly interacting model (1.9) (proposed by Brydges and Slade [5]) is critical when λN ∼
(KN + logN)−1, nicely complementing the critical models in d = 1, 3 studied in [16, 13, 14].

Remark 1.2. (i) While we stated our result in the real-valued setting, a similar result holds in

the complex-valued setting by replacing the Hermite polynomials with the Laguerre polynomial;

see [17] for a further discussion.

(ii) Let d = 2. Consider the following weakly interacting truncated nonlinear Schrödinger

equation on T
2:

i∂tuN + (1−∆)uN − 4λNπN (|πNuN |2πNuN ) = 0 (1.15)

with the initial data distributed by ρN in (1.9). A standard argument shows that ρN is an

invariant measure for (1.15). Moreover, as a dynamical consequence of Theorem 1.1 and [4], we

see that, as N → ∞, the solution uN to (1.15)

• converges to the solution u to the linear Schrödinger equation i∂tu+(1−∆)u = 0, with

the initial data distributed by the log-correlated Gaussian measure µ in (1.2) (which is

an invariant measure for the dynamics), if (1.10) holds,

• does not converge to any meaningful limit if (1.13) holds.

See [15, Subsection 1.2] for other dynamical models related to the log-correlated Gibbs measures.

2. Preliminary lemmas

2.1. Deterministic estimates. We first recall Young’s inequality in the general setting; see

[8, Theorem 156 on p. 111].

Lemma 2.1. Let f be a strictly increasing function on R+ such that f(0) = 0 and its inverse

f−1 is also strictly increasing. Then, for any a, b ≥ 0, we have

ab ≤
ˆ a

0
f(x)dx+

ˆ b

0
f−1(x)dx (2.1)

with equality if and only if b = f(a). In particular, applying (2.1) to f(x) = ex − 1 and

f−1(x) = log(1 + x) (with b replaced by b− 1), we have

ab ≤ ea + b log b− b (2.2)

for any a ≥ 0 and b ≥ 1.

2.2. Tools from stochastic analysis. In this subsection, we state several useful lemmas from

stochastic analysis. We first state the Wiener chaos estimate ([19, Theorem I.22]); see [18,

Lemma 3.2] for the following particular version.

Lemma 2.2. Let {gn}n∈Zd be a sequence of independent standard real-valued Gaussian random

variables. Given k ∈ N, let {Pj}j∈N be a sequence of polynomials in ḡ = {gn}n∈Zd of degree at

most k. Then, for finite p ≥ 1, we have
∥∥∥∥
∑

j∈N

Pj(ḡ)

∥∥∥∥
Lp(Ω)

≤ (p − 1)
k
2

∥∥∥∥
∑

j∈N

Pj(ḡ)

∥∥∥∥
L2(Ω)

.

Next, we recall the following orthogonality result [12, Lemma 1.1.1].
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Lemma 2.3. let f and g be jointly Gaussian random variables with mean zero and variances

σf and σg. Then, we have

E
[
Hk(f ;σf )Hℓ(g;σg)

]
= δkℓk!

{
E[fg]

}k
,

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

The following convergence result follows from a standard computation, using Lemmas 2.2

and 2.3; see, for example, [17] for the proof when d = 2, which can be easily generalized to any

dimension d ∈ N.

Lemma 2.4. Let k ∈ N. Then, given any finite p ≥ 1,
´

Td : (πNu)k : dx converges to a unique

limit, denoted by
´

Td :uk : dx, in Lp(µ) and µ-almost surely, as N → ∞, where µ is as in (1.2).

In particular, given a sequence {λN}N∈N of positive numbers tending to 0 as N → ∞, λNRN (u)

converges to 0 in Lp(µ) and µ-almost surely, as N → ∞, where RN (u) is as in (1.7).

The next lemma plays an important role in studying convergence of the indicator function

1{|
´

Td
:u2

N : dx| ≤KN}; see [15, Lemma 2.4] for the proof. See also [7, Remark 5.12].

Lemma 2.5. Let µ be as in (1.2). Then, we have

µ

(
ˆ

Td

:u2 : dx = K

)
= 0

for any K ∈ R, where
´

Td :u2 : dx is the limit of
´

Td : (πNu)2 : dx as N → ∞.

2.3. Variational formulation. We prove Theorem 1.1, using a variational formula for the

partition function, recently popularized in a seminal work [1] by Barashkov and Gubinelli; see

also [13, 15, 14, 20]. First, we introduce some notations. Fix a probability space (Ω,F ,P). Let

W (t) be a cylindrical Brownian motion in L2(Td). Namely, we have

W (t) =
∑

n∈Zd

Bn(t)en,

where {Bn}n∈Zd is a sequence of mutually independent complex-valued6 Brownian motions con-

ditioned that Bn = B−n, n ∈ Z
d. Then, we define a centered Gaussian process Y (t) by

Y (t) = 〈∇〉− d
2W (t). (2.3)

In the following, we use the shorthand notation: Y = Y (1). Then, we have Law(Y ) = µ, where

µ is the log-correlated Gaussian measure defined in (1.2). Given N ∈ N, we set YN = πNY . such

that Law(YN ) = (πN )∗µ, i.e. the pushforward of µ under the frequency projector πN in (1.4).

Next, let Ha denote the space of drifts, which are progressively measurable processes belonging

to L2([0, 1];L2(Td)), P-almost surely. Then, the Boué-Dupuis variational formula [2, 23] reads

as follow; see [24] and [20, Appendix A] for infinite-dimensional versions.

Lemma 2.6. Given N ∈ N, let YN be as above. Suppose that F : C∞(Td) → R is measurable

such that E
[
|F (YN )|p

]
< ∞ and E

[
|eF (YN )|q

]
< ∞ for some 1 < p, q < ∞ with 1

p
+ 1

q
= 1. Then,

we have

logE
[
eF (YN )

]
= sup

θ∈Ha

E

[
F (YN +ΘN )− 1

2

ˆ 1

0
‖θ(t)‖2L2

x
dt

]
,

6By convention, we normalize Bn such that Var(Bn(t)) = t. In particular, B0 is a standard real-valued
Brownian motion.
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where the expectation E = EP is taken with respect to the underlying probability measure P. Here,

ΘN = πNΘ, where the process Θ is defined by

Θ(t) =

ˆ t

0
〈∇〉− d

2 θ(t′)dt′. (2.4)

We conclude this section by stating basic lemmas in applying the variational formula

(Lemma 2.6); see [15, Lemmas 3.2 and 3.5].

Lemma 2.7. (i) Let ε > 0. Then, given any finite p ≥ 1, we have

E

[
‖YN‖p

W−ε,∞ + ‖ :Y 2
N : ‖p

W−ε,∞ + ‖ :Y 3
N : ‖p

W−ε,∞

]
≤ Cε,p < ∞,

uniformly in N ∈ N.

(ii) For any θ ∈ Ha, we have

‖Θ‖2
H

d
2
≤
ˆ 1

0
‖θ(t)‖2L2dt.

Lemma 2.8. Given N ∈ N, let YN = πNY (1), where Y is as in (2.3). Then, there exist small

ε > 0 and a constant c0 = c0(ε) > 0 such that for any δ > 0, we have
∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Td

:Y 3
N : Θdx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(δ)‖ :Y 3
N : ‖2W−ε,∞ + δ‖Θ‖2

H
d
2
,

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Td

:Y 2
N : Θ2dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(δ)‖ :Y 2
N : ‖4W−ε,∞ + δ

(
‖Θ‖2

H
d
2
+ ‖Θ‖4L4

)
,

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Td

YNΘ3dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ C(δ)‖YN‖c0
W−ε,∞ + δ

(
‖Θ‖2

H
d
2
+ ‖Θ‖4L4

)
,

uniformly in N ∈ N.

3. Weakly coupling regime: normalizability

In this section, we present a proof of Theorem 1.1 (i). Let K = limN→∞KN ∈ (0,∞].

Then, it follows from Lemmas 2.4 and 2.5 that 1{|
´

Td
:(πNu)2: dx| ≤KN}e

λNRN (u) converges to

1{|
´

Td
:u2: dx| ≤K} in probability (with respect to µ) as N → ∞. Then, the desired Lp(µ)-

convergence (1.12) follows from the uniform integrability bound (1.11); see [21, Remark 3.8].

See also the discussion at the end of Section 2 in [17].

Given N ∈ N, define WN (θ) by

WN (θ) = E

[
λNRN (Y +Θ) · 1{| ´

Td
:(YN+ΘN )2: dx| ≤KN} −

1

2

ˆ 1

0
‖θ(t)‖2L2

x
dt

]
,

where Θ is as in (2.4). Then, from Lemma 2.6 with (2.3), we see that (1.11) follows once we

prove

sup
N∈N

logEµ

[
exp

(
λNRN (u) · 1{| ´

Td
:(πNu)2: dx| ≤KN}

)]
= sup

N∈N
sup
θ∈Ha

WN (θ) < ∞. (3.1)

From (1.6) and (1.7) we have

λNRN (Y +Θ) = λN

ˆ

Td

:Y 4
N : dx+ 4λN

ˆ

Td

:Y 3
N : ΘNdx+ 6λN

ˆ

Td

:Y 2
N : Θ2

Ndx

+ 4λN

ˆ

Td

YNΘ3
Ndx+ λN

ˆ

Td

Θ4
Ndx.

(3.2)
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By applying Lemma 2.8 and Lemma 2.7 to (3.2), we have

WN (θ) ≤ C0 + E

[
2λN‖ΘN‖4L4 · 1{| ´

Td
:(Y 2

N+ΘN )2: dx|≤K} −
1

4

ˆ 1

0
‖θ(t)‖2L2

x
dt

]
, (3.3)

uniformly in N ∈ N and θ ∈ Ha. Hence, (3.1) (and thus (1.11)) follows from (3.3) once we prove

the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. There exists small λ∗ > 0 such that if (1.10) holds, then we have

sup
θ∈Ha

E

[
λN‖ΘN‖4L4 · 1{| ´

Td
:(Y 2

N+ΘN )2: dx|≤KN} −
1

10

ˆ 1

0
‖θ(t)‖2L2

x
dt

]
. 1, (3.4)

uniformly in N ∈ N.

Suppose that λN decays at a rate of the form λN . N−κ for some κ > 0. Then, by Sobolev’s

inequality, interpolation, and (standard) Young’s inequality, we have

λN‖ΘN‖4L4 ≤ C‖ΘN‖4
H

d−κ
4

≤ C ′‖ΘN‖
2(d−κ)

d

H
d
2

‖ΘN‖
2(d+κ)

d

L2

≤ 1

10
‖ΘN‖2

H
d
2
+ C ′′‖ΘN‖

2(d+κ)
κ

L2 ,

(3.5)

where the first term on the right-hand side is then controlled by Lemma 2.7 (ii). When λN ∼
(logN)−1 (essentially corresponding to κ = 0), such an argument does not work, exhibiting the

critical nature of our problem. While our argument is motivated by those in [13, Subsection 5.6]

and [14, Subsection 3.2], there is an additional difficulty in our current problem as compared to

those in [13, 14] in the following sense. In [13, 14], the essential part in estimating the potential

energies was reduced to estimating ‖ΘN‖6
L2 ; see [13, (5.76)] and [14, (3.21)]. On the other hand,

when κ = 0, (3.5) would give us an infinite power of the L2-norm of ΘN ; see the first term on

the right-hand side of (3.10).

Proof of Proposition 3.1. On AN :=
{
|
´

Td : (Y 2
N +ΘN )2 : dx| ≤ KN

}
, we have

‖ΘN‖2L2 ≤ KN + σN + 2

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Td

YNΘNdx

∣∣∣∣, (3.6)

where σN ∼ logN is as in (1.5). First, suppose that we have

‖ΘN‖2L2 . KN + σN . (3.7)

Then, from Sobolev’s inequality, interpolation, (3.6), and (3.7) with (1.5) and (1.10) followed by

Lemma 2.7 (ii), we obtain

λN‖ΘN‖4L4 · 1{| ´
Td

:(Y 2
N+ΘN )2: dx|≤KN}

≤ CλN‖ΘN‖2L2‖ΘN‖2
H

d
2
· 1{| ´

Td
:(Y 2

N+ΘN )2: dx|≤KN}

≤ C ′λ∗‖ΘN‖2
H

d
2
≤ 1

10

ˆ 1

0
‖θ(t)‖2L2

x
dt,

provided that λ∗ is sufficiently small. This yields (3.4) under the condition (3.7).

In view of (3.6), it remains to consider the case:

‖ΘN‖2L2 .

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

T

YNΘNdx

∣∣∣∣. (3.8)
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We note that the following argument holds under a weaker assumption:

λN ≤ λ∗(logN)−1, N ∈ N. (3.9)

By applying (2.2) in Lemma 2.1, (3.9), and Bernstein’s inequality (recall that supp Θ̂N ⊂ {|n| ≤
N}), we have

λN‖ΘN‖4L4 . λ
1
2
∗ (logN)−1‖ΘN‖2L2

(
λ

1
2
∗ ‖ΘN‖2L2

‖ΘN‖2
H

d
2

‖ΘN‖2
L2

)

≤ λ
1
2
∗ (logN)−1‖ΘN‖2L2e

λ
1
2
∗ ‖ΘN‖2

L2

+ λ
1
2
∗ (logN)−1‖ΘN‖2

H
d
2
log

‖ΘN‖2
H

d
2

‖ΘN‖2
L2

. λ
1
2
∗ (logN)−1e2λ

1
2
∗ ‖ΘN‖2

L2 + λ
1
2
∗ ‖ΘN‖2

H
d
2
.

(3.10)

We now claim that there exists a non-negative random variable XN (ω) with

sup
N∈N

E[XN ] < ∞ (3.11)

such that

e2λ
1
2
∗ ‖ΘN‖2

L2 . 1 + ‖ΘN‖2
H

d
2
+XN (ω). (3.12)

Then, (3.4) follows from (3.10), (3.12), and Lemma 2.7 (ii), provided that λ∗ is sufficiently small.

The remaining part of the proof is devoted to proving (3.12). We proceed as in the proof of

[14, Lemma 3.6] (see also [13, Subsection 5.6]). Define the sharp frequency projections {Πj}j∈N
by setting Π1 = π2 and Πj = π2j − π2j−1 . We also set Π≤j =

∑j
k=1Πk and Π>j = Id−Π≤j .

Then, write ΘN as

ΘN =

∞∑

j=1

(αjΠjYN + wj),

where

αj :=

{ 〈ΘN ,ΠjYN 〉

‖ΠjYN‖2
L2

, if ‖ΠjYN‖L2 6= 0,

0, otherwise,
and wj := ΠjΘN − αjΠjYN .

Noting that wj is orthogonal to ΠjYN and YN in L2(Td), we have

‖ΘN‖2L2 =
∞∑

j=1

(
α2
j‖ΠjYN‖2L2 + ‖wj‖2L2

)
,

ˆ

Td

YNΘNdx =

∞∑

j=1

αj‖ΠjYN‖2L2 . (3.13)

Given small N ∈ N, fix a random number j0 ∈ N (to be chosen later). Then, arguing as in

the proof of Lemma 3.6 in [14] (see [14, (3.49)-(3.51)]), we obtain
∣∣∣∣

∞∑

j=1

αj‖ΠjYN‖2L2

∣∣∣∣ . ‖ΘN‖
H

d
2
‖Π>j0YN‖

H−
d
2
+ ‖Π≤j0YN‖2L2 . (3.14)



LOG-CORRELATED GIBBS MEASURES 9

Since YN is spatially homogeneous, we have

‖Π>j0YN‖2
H−

d
2
=

ˆ

Td

: (〈∇〉− d
2Π>j0YN )2 : dx+ E

[
(〈∇〉− d

2Π>j0YN )2
]
, (3.15)

where the last term is independent of x ∈ T
d (and hence we suppressed its x-dependence).

From (2.3), we have

σ̃j0 := E
[
(〈∇〉− d

2Π>j0YN )2
]
=

∑

|n|>2j0

1

〈n〉2d ∼ 2−dj0 . (3.16)

Proceeding as in the proof of Lemma 2.5 in [17] with Lemma 2.3, we have

E

[(ˆ

Td

: (〈∇〉− d
2Π>j0YN )2 : dx

)2]

=

ˆ

Td
x×Td

y

E

[
H2(〈∇〉− d

2Π>j0YN (x); σ̃j0)H2(〈∇〉− d
2Π>j0YN (y); σ̃j0)

]
dxdy

= 2

ˆ

Td
x×Td

y

{
E
[
〈∇〉− d

2Π>j0YN (x) · 〈∇〉− d
2Π>j0YN (y)

]}2
dxdy

= 2
∑

n1,n2∈Zd

2j0<|nj |≤N

1

〈n1〉2d〈n2〉2d
ˆ

T3
x×T3

y

en1+n2(x− y)dxdy

.
∑

|n|>2j0

1

〈n〉4d ∼ 2−3dj0 .

(3.17)

Now, define a non-negative random variable B1,N (ω) by setting

B1,N (ω) =

( ∞∑

k=1

2
5
2
dk
(ˆ

Td

: (〈∇〉− d
2Π>kYN )2 : dx

)2) 1
2

. (3.18)

From (3.15), (3.16), and (3.18), we obtain

‖Π>j0YN‖2
H−

d
2
. 2−

5d
4
j0B1,N (ω) + 2−dj0 . (3.19)

Let us now consider the second term on the right-hand side of (3.14). As in (3.15), write

‖Π≤j0YN‖2L2 =

ˆ

Td

: (Π≤j0YN )2 : dx+ E
[
(Π≤j0YN )2

]
. (3.20)

We have

E
[
(Π≤j0YN )2

]
=

∑

|n|≤2j0

1

〈n〉d ∼ j0. (3.21)

Proceeding as in (3.17), we have

E

[(ˆ

Td

: (ΠkYN )2 : dx
)2]

. 2−dk. (3.22)

As in (3.18), define a non-negative random variable B2,N (ω) by setting

B2,N (ω) =

∞∑

k=1

∣∣∣∣
ˆ

Td

: (ΠkYN )2 : dx

∣∣∣∣. (3.23)
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Thus, from (3.20), (3.21), and (3.22), we have

‖Π≤j0YN‖2L2 . B2,N (ω) + j0. (3.24)

We now choose j0 = j0(ω) by

2
d
2
j0(ω) ∼ 2 + ‖ΘN (ω)‖

H
d
2
. (3.25)

Then, putting (3.8), (3.13), (3.14), (3.19), and (3.24) together with (3.25), we have

‖ΘN‖2L2 ≤
(
2−

d
2
j0 + 2−

5d
8
j0B

1
2
1,N (ω)

)
‖ΘN‖

H
d
2
+B2,N (ω) + j0

. log
(
2 + ‖ΘN‖

H
d
2

)
+B

1
2
1,N (ω) +B2,N (ω).

Hence, by Young’s inequality and choosing λ∗ > 0 sufficiently small, we obtain

e2λ
1
2
∗ ‖ΘN‖2

L2 . 1 + ‖ΘN‖2
H

d
2
+XN ,

yielding (3.12), where XN = XN (ω) is defined by

XN (ω) = eγB
1
2
1,N (ω)+γB2,N (ω) (3.26)

with some small constant γ > 0, which we now choose to guarantee the uniform bound (3.11).

From (3.18), Minkowski’s integral inequality, the Wiener chaos estimate (Lemma 2.2), and (3.17)

(with j0 replaced by k), we see that

E
[
Bp

1,N

]
. p

for any finite p ≥ 1, uniformly in N ∈ N. Then, it follows from [22, Lemma 4.5] that there exists

γ > 0 such that

E
[
eγB

1
2
1,N
]
. 1, (3.27)

uniformly in N ∈ N. A similar computation applied to (3.23) yields

E
[
eγB2,N

]
. 1, (3.28)

uniformly in N ∈ N. Hence, the bound (3.11) follows from (3.26), (3.27), and (3.28). �

4. Strongly coupling regime: non-normalizability

In this section, we present a proof of Theorem 1.1 (ii) by following closely the argument in

[15, Section 3], which was in turn is inspired by the recent works by the fourth author with

Weber [20] and by the second and fourth authors with Okamoto [13, 14]. For this purpose, we

first recall notations and preliminary results from [15].

Let f : Rd → R be a real-valued Schwartz function with ‖f‖L2(Rd, dx

(2π)d
) = 1 such that its

Fourier transform f̂ is supported on {ξ ∈ R
d : |ξ| ≤ 1} with f̂(0) = 0. Define a function fM on

T
d by

fM = M− d
2

∑

|n|≤M

f̂
( n

M

)
en, (4.1)

where f̂ = FRd(f) denotes the Fourier transform on R
d.
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Lemma 4.1 (Lemma 3.3 in [15]). Let α > 0. Then, we have
ˆ

Td

f2
Mdx = 1 +O(M−α), (4.2)

ˆ

Td

f4
Mdx ∼ Md, (4.3)

ˆ

Td

(〈∇〉− d
2 fM )2dx ∼ M−d (4.4)

for any M ≫ 1.

We also define Q(u) by

Q(u) =

ˆ

Td

u4dx. (4.5)

As in [15], the divergence of Q(fM ) (see (4.3)) is what allows us to prove (1.14).

In the following, we split the proof of Theorem 1.1 (ii) into two cases, depending on whether

supN∈N(logN)−1KN < ∞ or not. In the former case, we use exactly the same drift θ0 as in [15],

which we recall now. In [15, Lemma 3.4], given M ≫ 1, we constructed the approximation

process ζM to Y in (2.3) by solving the stochastic differential equation [15, (3.18)] on low

frequencies {|n| ≤ M} and setting ζ̂M (n, t) ≡ 0 on high frequencies {|n| > M}. In [15, (3.27)],

we then defined a drift θ0 by setting

θ0(t) = 〈∇〉 d
2

(
− d

dt
ζM(t) +

√
αM,NfM

)
,

where αM,N is as in [15, (3.25)]. As in (2.4), we then set

Θ0 =

ˆ 1

0
〈∇〉− d

2 θ0(t) dt = −ζM +
√
αM,NfM .

From [15, (3.26) and (3.34)] and the frequency supports of fM and ζM , we have

αM,N = σM (1 + o(1)) ∼ logM, (4.6)

E
[
‖Θ0‖2

H
d
2

]
≤ E

[
ˆ 1

0
‖θ0(t)‖2L2

x
dt

]
. Md logM, (4.7)

πNΘ0 = Θ0
N = Θ0

for any N ≥ M ≫ 1.

The following lemma follows from a slight modification of the proof of [15, (3.42)].

Lemma 4.2. Let {KN}N∈N be a non-decreasing sequence of positive numbers. There exists

M0 = M0(K1) ∈ N such that

P

(∣∣∣
ˆ

Td

(: Y 2
N : +2YNΘ0 + (Θ0)2)dx

∣∣∣ ≤ KN

)
≥ 1

2

for any N ≥ M ≥ M0(K1).

We now present a proof of Theorem 1.1 (ii).
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Proof of Theorem 1.1 (ii). We only prove the divergence in (1.14), since the claimed non-

convergence then follows from Lemma 2.4. Noting that

Eµ

[
exp

(
min(λNRN (u), L)

)
· 1{| ´

Td
:(πNu)2: dx|≤KN}

]

≥ Eµ

[
exp

(
min(λNRN (u), L) · 1{| ´

Td
:(πNu)2: dx|≤KN}

)]
− 1,

it suffices to prove

lim inf
N→∞

lim
L→∞

Eµ

[
exp

(
min (λNRN (u), L) · 1{| ´

Td
:(πNu)2: dx|≤KN}

)]
= ∞. (4.8)

We split the proof into two cases.

• Case 1: supN∈N(logN)−1KN < ∞.

In this case, from (1.13), we have

λN ≥ Cλ∗(logN)−1, N ∈ N, (4.9)

for some C > 0. In the following, we take N ≥ M ≫ 1.

From (3.2) (with ΘN replaced by Θ0) and Lemma 2.8, we have

λNRN (Y +Θ0) ≥ (1− δ)λNQ(Θ0)

− c(δ)λN

(
‖ :Y 3

N : ‖2W−ε,∞ + ‖ :Y 2
N : ‖4W−ε,∞ + ‖YN‖c0

W−ε,∞

)

− λN |RN (Y )| − δλN‖Θ0‖2
H

d
2
.

(4.10)

See [15, (3.41)]. Proceeding as in [15, (3.31)-(3.33)] with (4.6), Lemma 4.1, and Lemma 4.2, we

have

E

[
min ((1− δ)λNQ(Θ0), L) · 1{| ´

Td
:(YN+Θ0)2: dx| ≤KN}

]

≥ CλNα2
M,NMd − C(δ)λNαM,NE[ζ2M ]‖fM‖2L2

≥ C ′λNMd(logM)2 − C ′′(δ)λN (logM)2.

(4.11)

for any small δ > 0 and N ≥ M ≫ 1, provided that L ≫ λNα2
M,NQ(fM) ∼ λNα2

M,NMd. Thus,

it follows from the variational formula (Lemma 2.6), (4.10), (4.11), Lemmas 2.7 and 2.4, and

(4.7) that

logEµ

[
exp

(
min (λNRN (u), L) · 1{| ´

Td
:u2

N : dx|≤KN}

)]

≥ E

[
min (λNRN (Y +Θ0), L) · 1{| ´

Td
:(YN+Θ0)2: dx| ≤KN} −

1

2

ˆ 1

0
‖θ0(t)‖2L2

x
dt

]

& λNMd(logM)2 − C(δ)λN (logM)2 − C ′Md logM − C ′′(δ)

(4.12)

for any small δ > 0 and N ≥ M ≫ 1, provided L ≫ λNα2
M,NMd. In view of (4.9), by setting

M = N in (4.12), taking L → ∞, and then N → ∞, (4.8) follows from (4.12), provided that λ∗

is sufficiently large.

• Case 2: supN∈N(logN)−1KN = ∞.

In this case, from (1.13), we have

λN ≥ Cλ∗K−1
N , N ∈ N, (4.13)
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for some C > 0. Under the condition (4.13), a deterministic drift suffices for our purpose. Given

M ≫ 1, let fM be as in (4.1) and we define a drift θγ by

θγ(t) =
√

γKM 〈∇〉 d
2 fM , (4.14)

for some small γ > 0 is independent of M (to be chosen later). We then set

Θγ =

ˆ 1

0
〈∇〉− d

2 θγ(t) dt =
√

γKMfM . (4.15)

From the frequency support of fM , we have

πNΘγ = Θγ

for any N ≥ M ≫ 1. From (4.15), Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality (in time), (4.14), Bernstein’s

inequality (with supp f̂M ⊂ {|n| ≤ M}), and Lemma 4.1, we have

‖Θγ‖2
H

d
2
≤
ˆ 1

0
‖θγ(t)‖2L2

x
dt . γKMMd (4.16)

for any M ≫ 1. From (4.5) and Lemma 4.1, we also have

Q(Θγ) ∼ γ2K2
MMd (4.17)

for any M ≫ 1.

We claim that by choosing γ > 0 sufficiently small, we have

P

(∣∣∣
ˆ

Td

: Y 2
N : +2YNΘγ +Θ2

γ dx
∣∣∣ ≤ KN

)
≥ 1

2
(4.18)

for any N = M ≫ 1. Then, from the variational formula (Lemma 2.6), (4.10) (with Θ0 replaced

with Θγ), (4.16), (4.17), and Lemmas 2.7 and 2.4, we have

logEµ

[
exp

(
min (λNRN (u), L) · 1{| ´

Td
:u2

N : dx|≤KN}

)]

≥ E

[
min (λNRN (Y +Θγ), L) · 1{| ´

Td
:(YN+Θγ)2: dx| ≤KN} −

1

2

ˆ 1

0
‖θγ(t)‖2L2

x
dt

]

& λNγ2K2
MMd − CγKMMd − C ′(δ)

(4.19)

for any small δ > 0 and N = M ≫ 1, provided L ≫ λNγ2K2
MMd. In view of (4.13), by setting

M = N in (4.19), taking L → ∞, and then N → ∞, (4.8) follows from (4.19), provided that

λ∗ = λ∗(γ) is sufficiently large.

It remains to prove (4.18). From Lemma 2.7, we have

E

[∣∣∣
ˆ

Td

: Y 2
N : +2YNΘγ + (Θγ)

2dx
∣∣∣
2
]

. 1 + E

[∣∣∣
ˆ

Td

YNΘγ dx
∣∣∣
2
]
+ E

[( ˆ

Td

Θ2
γ dx

)2] (4.20)

From (4.15), (2.3), and (4.4) in Lemma 4.1, we have

E

[∣∣∣
ˆ

Td

YNΘγ dx
∣∣∣
2
]
= γKME

[∣∣∣
ˆ

Td

YNfMdx
∣∣∣
2
]
= γKM

∑

|n|≤M

〈n〉−d|f̂M (n)|2

. γKMM−d.

(4.21)



14 D. GRECO, T. OH, L. TAO, AND L. TOLOMEO

From (4.15) and (4.2), we have

E

[( ˆ

Td

Θ2
γ dx

)2]
= γ2K2

M‖fM‖4L2 ∼ γ2K2
M (4.22)

for any M ≫ 1. Hence, by applying Chebyshev’s inequality, (4.20), (4.21), and (4.22), we obtain

P

(∣∣∣
ˆ

Td

(: Y 2
N : +2YNΘγ + (Θγ)

2)dx
∣∣∣ ≥ KN

)

.
1

K2
N

+ γ
KM

MdK2
N

+ γ2
K2

M

K2
N

.

(4.23)

Finally, recalling that KN & logN → ∞ as N → ∞, the bound (4.18) follows from setting

M = N sufficiently large and choosing γ > 0 sufficiently small in (4.23). �
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