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SOLVING THE 4NLS WITH WHITE NOISE INITIAL DATA

TADAHIRO OH, NIKOLAY TZVETKOV, AND YUZHAO WANG

ABSTRACT. We construct global-in-time singular dynamics for the (renormalized) cubic
fourth order nonlinear Schrodinger equation on the circle, having the white noise measure
as an invariant measure. For this purpose, we introduce the “random-resonant / nonlinear
decomposition”, which allows us to single out the singular component of the solution.
Unlike the classical McKean, Bourgain, Da Prato-Debussche type argument, this singular
component is nonlinear, consisting of arbitrarily high powers of the random initial data.
We also employ a random gauge transform, leading to random Fourier restriction norm
spaces. For this problem, a contraction argument does not work and we instead establish
convergence of smooth approximating solutions by studying the partially iterated Duhamel
formulation under the random gauge transform. We reduce the crucial nonlinear estimates
to boundedness properties of certain random multilinear functionals of the white noise.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. White noise on the circle and Hamiltonian partial differential equations.
A white noise on the circle T = R/(27Z) is defined as the following infinite-dimensional
random variable

u (@) = 3 gu(w)e™, (1)

nez

where {g, }nez is a family of independent standard complex-valued Gaussian random vari-
ables. On the other hand, using the representation of the L?(T)-norm in terms of the
Fourier coefficients, one may formally define the white noise measure induced by (L.I) as

1
ccz—le_E ”u”2L2(T) du”

There are many important Hamiltonian PDEs such as the Korteweg-de Vries equation
(KdV) and the nonlinear Schrédinger equations (NLS), under which the L?-norm of a solu-
tion is conserved. Therefore, for this type of equations, thanks to the general globalization
argument introduced by Bourgain in [5 0], if one can solve the equation locally in time
with data distributed according to (III), then one can almost surely extend the solutions
for all times and the white noise would be an invariant measure of the resulting flow.

It is easy to check that the white noise measure induced by (I.1]) is supported in the space
of distributions H*(T) \ H _%(']I‘), s < —2. It is this low regularity which makes it very
difficult to solve locally in time a Hamiltonian PDE with the white noise initial data defined
in (LI)). It is remarkable that this severe difficulty was overcome in the context of the KdV
equation; see [59] 46, 47, [48, [49]. An important property of the KAV equation heavily
exploited in these works is the absence of resonant interactions when restricted to solutions
with a fixed zero Fourier mode (which is a conserved quantity for the KdV equation).
As we shall see below, in the case of NLS-type equations, one may remove a part of the
resonant interactions by a gauge transform. Even after such a transformation, however,
there are remaining resonant interactions. The main goal of this work is to show how, by
exploiting an intricate mixture of probabilistic and deterministic analysis, one may deal with

1By convention, we endow T with the normalized Lebesgue measure (27r)71d:c.
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such resonant interactions in the context of the cubic fourth order nonlinear Schrodinger
equation on the circle with the white noise initial data (II]). In our construction, the main
random part of the solutions will be a nonlinear object (in fact, of infinite degree), which is
in sharp contrast with the simple random linear evolution appearing in the previous random
data well-posedness results such as [0, [I4]. This difference between our main result and
[6L [14] is similar in spirit with the difference between “scattering” and “modified scattering”
appearing in the analysis of dispersive PDEs posed on the Euclidean space. See Remarks
and below.

We succeeded to make our method work only for an NLS equation with a sufficiently
strong dispersion. The generalization of our result to the more standard (in particular
because of its integrability) NLS with the second order dispersion remains as a challenging
open problem.

1.2. The cubic fourth order nonlinear Schrédinger equation and a soft formu-

lation of the main result. In this work, we consider the cubic fourth order nonlinear

Schrodinger equation (4NLS) on the circle T:
jOpu = O 2

{Z b = gu + |uf*u (z,t) € T x R, (1.2)

uli=o = uo,

where u is complex-valued. The equation (2] is also called the biharmonic NLS and it was
studied for instance in [35], [66] in the context of stability of solitons in magnetic materials.
The L?-norm is formally conserved by the dynamics of (I2)) and therefore, as discussed
in the previous subsection, one may hope to construct global dynamics of (L2) with data
given by (ILI]). This is a delicate problem for many reasons, the most basic one being that
it is not clear how to interpret the nonlinearity for such low-regularity solutions.

Let us now briefly go over the deterministic well-posedness theory of ([2]). A simple
fixed point argument via the Fourier restriction norm method introduced by Bourgain [4]
yields local well-posedness of (2] in H*(T), s > 0. The main ingredient is the following
L*-Strichartz estimate:

[ullzarxry S llull yo, 5 5 (1.3)

where X*® denotes the Fourier restriction norm space adapted to (L2). See [54] for the
proof of (L3). Thanks to the L2-conservation law, this local result immediately implies
global well-posedness of (L2) in H*(T), s > 0. The equation (L2]) is known to be ill-posed
in negative Sobolev spaces in the sense of non-existence of solutions [30} 56]. See also [55] [17]
for ill-posedness by norm inflation. We point out that the ill-posedness results in [55 [17]
also apply to the renormalized equation (L.6]) below.

Taking into account that we have a well-defined flow of (2] for smooth initial data,
one may formulate the problem of solving (L[2]) with the white noise initial data (1)) as
that of studying the limiting behavior of smooth solutions to (L2) with initial data given
by suitable regularizations of (LI]). We do not know the answer to this question in full
generality but we can answer it in a satisfactory manner for the natural regularizations by
mollification.
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Let {uf ,,}m—1 be a sequence of random smooth functions defined as the regularization
of v* in (L)) by mollification, i.e.

W = ko = 3 pra(m)ga(w)e™, (1.4)
nez

where p,,(n) = 6(n/m) with a bump function # on R which equals one near the originH De-
note by w,, the smooth solution to (L2)) with smooth initial data w,,|i—¢ = u‘(im constructed
in [54]. If we could solve the equation ([2)) with data given by (L), then the sequence
{unm }2°_; would converge to the solution in an appropriate sense. The ill-posedness result
in [30} 56], however, implies that there is no hope to make {u, }°°_; converge in any Sobolev
space of negative regularity. It turns out that a “renormalization” of w,, is convergent. Here
is a precise statement.

Theorem 1. The sequence {exp (2it||um (£)]|72) um(t)}oo | converges almost surely inl]
C(R; H¥(T)), s < —3. If we denote the limit by u, then we have

u = Z gn(t7w)einw ’
nez
where for every t € R, {gn(t,w)}nez is a family of independent standard complez-valued
Gaussian random variables. Furthermore, the limit u does not depend on the choice of the
bump function 6.

Theorem [Ilis a satisfactory qualitative statement. It, however, does not explain in which
sense the obtained limit u satisfies a limit equation and it does not give any description of
the obtained limit. This will be the purpose of the next two subsections.

Remark 1.1. It is worthwhile to note that in a similar discussion for the KdV equation,
one can show convergence of the sequence of regularized solutions for any regularization
of the white noise initial data. This is because local well-posedness analysis in [36], [47] is
purely deterministic. Furthermore, renormalization is not necessary for the KdV equation.
It would be of interest to investigate whether the result of Theorem [ holds for a more
general class of regularizations of the white noise than those given by mollification (L.4]).

1.3. Renormalized equation. We now derive the equation satisfied by the limiting dis-
tribution derived in Theorem [l Given a global solution u € C(R; L?(T)) to (L2), we define
the following invertible gauge transform:

u(t) — G(u)(t) = 2t f lu@n)Pdey 4y, (1.5)

where f f(z)dz = % Jp f(z)dx denotes integration with respect to the normalized
Lebesgue measure (27)~'dx on T. A direct computation with the mass conservation shows
that the gauged function, which we still denote by u, solves the following renormalized
ANLS:

i0pu = Otu + (\u!z -2 ]u\2daz>u. (1.6)

2We also allow 6 to be a sharp cutoff function 1;_; ;j(n), in which case the resulting ug ,, corresponds to
the frequency truncated version of the white noise onto the frequencies {|n| < m}.
3Here7 we endow C'(R; H*(T)) with the compact-open topology in time.
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Note that the gauge transform G is invertible. In particular, we can freely convert solutions
to (L) into solutions to (LH) and vice versa as long as they are in C(R; L?(T)). Clearly,
the definition (I5) does not make sense outside L?(T) (in space) and hence the original
4NLS (2) and the renormalized 4NLS (L8] are no longer equivalent outside L?(T). As it
turns out, the renormalized equation ([L6]) is the one satisfied by the limiting distribution u
appearing in the statement of Theorem [l

Just like the original 4NLS (L2)), the L*-Strichartz estimate (L3 along with the mass
conservation yields global well-posedness of the renormalized 4NLS (L) in L?(T). The
important point is that the renormalization removes a certain singular component from
the cubic nonlinearity; see (LI7]) and (I8 below. This allows us to study well-posedness
of the renormalized 4NLS (I.6]) in negative Sobolev spaces. In recent papers [38, [50], the
renormalized 4NLS (L) was shown to be locally well-posed in H*(T) for s > —% and

1

globally well-posed for s > —3. Note that the white noise in (L)) lies almost surely in

H*(T)\ H _%(']I‘), s < —1, which is beyond the scope of the known deterministic well-
posedness results in [38, [56]. For this reason, the main part of our analysis is devoted to
the probabilistic construction of local-in-time and global-in-time solutions to (I.6]) with the
white noise as initial data.

Note that the renormalization of the nonlinearity in (L)) is canonical in the Euclidean
quantum field theory (see, for example, [@ﬂ)ﬂ This formulation first appeared in the work
of Bourgain [6] for studying the invariant Gibbs measure for the defocusing cubic NLS
on T2. See [19, 51l B30, 52] for more discussion in the context of the (usual) nonlinear
Schrodinger equations. See also Remark below.

1.4. Statements of the well-posedness results. In the following, we consider the
Cauchy problem for the renormalized 4NLS (L6) with Gaussian random data in a more
general form than (II)). For this purpose, we introduce a family of mean-zero Gaussian
measures on periodic distributions on T. Given a € R, consider the Gaussian measure fi,,
with formal density:

-1 -1 2
dpto = Zy te 210 qu = 7 T e3¢
nez

Q(x‘u |2

(1.7)

We can indeed view p, as the induced probability measure under the map =, given by

Saiw € Qs o g" ¢ ¢ DI(T), (1.8)
nez

where () = (1+]- ]2)% and {gn }nez is a sequence of independent standard] complex-valued
Gaussian random variables on a probability space (€2, F, P). An easy computation shows
that 2, in (L)) lies in H*(T) for

1
- = 1.
s<a—z (1.9)

but not in H*"2 (T) almost surely. In particular, ju, is a Gaussian measure on H*(T) and
the triplet (H®, H®, u,) forms an abstract Wiener space, provided that («, s) satisfies (I9)).

4To be precise, it is an equivalent formulation to the Wick renormalization in handling rough Gaussian
initial data.

5By convention, we set Var(gy,) = 1.
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For more details, see [26] [37]. When a = 0, the random Fourier series (L8] reduces to that
in (LLI) and hence the Gaussian measure p in (L7]) corresponds to the white noise measure.

Our first step is to construct local-in-time dynamics for the renormalized 4NLS (LGl
almost surely with respect to the random initial data of the form:

W) =3 %e" (1.10)
neZ

with @ > 0. For this purpose, we first introduce the following nonlinear operator Z (of
infinite degree) by setting

, 1 e (it)F ~
2(5)(t) = 3 im0 3 G Fy ok fy (1.11)

k!
nez k=0

~

a priori defined for smooth functions f = > _, f(n)e"* on T. The following theorem
addresses almost sure local well-posedness of the renormalized 4NLS (@) for o > 0.

inT

Theorem 2 (Almost sure local well-posedness). Let o > 0. Then, the renormalized cubic
4NLS (L6l on T is locally well-posed almost surely with respect to the Gaussian measure
Lo More precisely, there exist C,c > 0 such that for each sufficiently small § > 0, there
exists a set Q5 C Q) with the following properties:

(1) P(QS) = pa 0 Ea(Q5) < Ce5, where piq and Sq are as in @0 and ([TI).
(ii) For each w € Qs, there exists a (unique) solution u to (LO]) with ul;—o = uf given
by the random Fourier series (LIQ) in the class:

2% + C([~0,8); L*(T)) c C([-4,6]; H*(T)), (1.12)

where 2% = Z(ug) is as in (L) and (i) s =0 if« > 5 and (i) s=a — 3 —¢ for
any € > 0, ifozﬁ%.

In the next subsections, we discuss an outline of the proof of Theorem

Remark 1.2. When o > %, the random initial data ug in (LI0) belongs almost surely to
L?(T) and hence the deterministic uniqueness statements apply. In particular, when a > %,
one can easily modify the argument in [29] to conclude that the solution to (L8] is almost
surely unconditionally unique, namely, uniqueness holds in the entire C([—4,d]; H %(']I‘))
For % < a< %, the solution is almost surely conditionally unique. Namely, uniqueness
holds in an auxiliary function space (the X%°-space for some b > % in this case) contained
in C([—6,0); L*(T)). As for the uniqueness statements for 0 < a < %, see Remark for

0<a< % and Remark 4] for o« = 0.

Theorem 2] with o« = 0 shows that the renormalized 4NLS (LL6]) is almost surely locally
well-posed with the white noise in (II]) as initial data. In constructing almost sure global-
in-time dynamics, we adapt Bourgain’s invariant measure argument [5 6] to our setting.
More precisely, we use invariance of the white noise measure under the finite-dimensional
approximation of the 4NLS flow to obtain a uniform control on the solutions, and then
apply a PDE approximation argument to extend the local solutions to (6] obtained from
Theorem [2] to global ones. As a byproduct, we also obtain invariance of the white noise
under the resulting global flow of the renormalized 4NLS (LG).
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Theorem 3 (Almost sure global well-posedness and invariance of the white noise). Let
a = 0. Then, the renormalized JNLS ([L6) on T is globally well-posed almost surely with
the random initial data ug given by (LIO). More precisely, for almost every w € Q, there
exists a unique solution u to (LBl with uli=o = uf, satisfying

we 2+ C(R; L2(T)) c C(R; H 2 (T))

for any € > 0, where 2 = Z(ug). Furthermore, the white noise measure pig is invariant
under the flow.

Remark 1.3. When o > %, the deterministic global well-posedness [56] of the renormalized
ANLS (L6) in H*(T), s > —3%, implies almost sure global well-posedness of (I6) with the
random initial data uf in (LI0) since the random initial data uf almost surely belongs to
H*(T) for some s > —%.

The proof of Theorem [Blheavily depends on (formal) invariance of the white noise measure
and hence is not applicable for the case a € (0, %] In [19], Colliander and the first author
adapted Bourgain’s high-low decomposition method [§] to prove almost sure global well-
posedness of the renormalized NLS (with the second order dispersion) with the random
initial data of the form (II0) below L?(T) (without relying on any invariant measure). The
same approach is expected to yield almost sure global well-posedness of the renormalized
ANLS (L8] for some range of « € (0, %] We do not pursue this analysis here.

Remark 1.4. The solution u constructed in Theorems [2] and [3] has a structure:
u = random nonlinear term + smoother term.

See (IL37)). This is quite different from the standard probabilistic well-posedness results as
in [6 [14], where a solution u has the structure:

u = random linear term + smoother term. (1.13)

In the field of stochastic PDEs, a well-posedness argument based on the decomposi-
tion ([LI3) is usually referred to as the Da Prato-Debussche trick. When the decompo-
sition (ILI3)) is not sufficient, one may try to write a solution as the sum of finitely many
stochastic terms plus a smoother remainder. See for example [27] 31].

In the context of nonlinear dispersive PDEs, there are recent works [2, [50], where a
solution theory was built, based on the decomposition of a solution as the sum of finitely
many stochastic terms plus a smoother remainder. A remarkable new feature of the de-
composition used in Theorems 2 and Blis that the series expansion ([LII]) for Z(ug) consists
not only of the free solution (i.e. & = 0 in (I.II])) but also of infinitely many higher order
corrections terms k > 1. As a consequence, z¥ = Z(uf) depends on arbitrarily high powers
of Gaussian random variables and hence it does not belong to Wiener chaoses H<,, defined
in (2.I0), of any finite order. See also Remark [[.T1]

Remark 1.5. A decomposition such as (I3]) is not only useful in establishing well-
posedness of a given equation, but also provides a finer regularity description of a solution
thus obtained. For example, The decomposition (LI3]) states that in the high frequency
regime (i.e. at small spatial scales on the physical side), the dynamics is essentially governed
by that of the random linear solution. See also Remark [LTTI(ii). In [9, Page 62], Bourgain
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made an “analogy” of the decomposition (LI3]) to scattering (i.e. a nonlinear solution be-
having like a linear solution asymptotically as t — +00) by saying “This property [namely
the decomposition ([LI3])] reminds of “scattering” occurring in certain dispersive models”
in the sense that in both the decomposition (LI3]) and scattering, the dominant part of
dynamics is given by the linear dynamics.

In our solution theory, we have the decomposition

u = 2“4 smoother term,

where 2 = Z(ug). Namely, the dominant part is nonlinear (with an explicit structure).
In this context, one may wish to say that the results of Theorems 2 and [ remind of
modified scattering occurring in certain dispersive models [57, B4] [33], where the asymptotic
dominant dynamics is given not by a linear dynamics but by a certain nonlinear dynamics.
See Remark [4.3] below for more details on this analogy.

Remark 1.6. Instead of the renormalized 4NLS (LG), one may work with the Wick renor-
malization to study the same problem. Disadvantage for this approach is that there is no
equation for the limiting dynamics. The limit « of smooth approximating solutions would
formally “satisfy”

10y = Ot + |u*u — 0o - u. (1.14)
This is in sharp contrast with the case of the renormalized 4NLS (L6]), where the renor-
malized nonlinearity has a well defined meaning as a cubic operator, defined a priori on
smooth functions. See (LI7)) and (LI]]). Lastly, we point out that if the Gaussian measure
o in (7)) were invariant, then one could show that the renormalized 4NLS (L) is equiv-
alent to the Wick ordered 4NLS (I.I4]) in a suitable limiting sense, provided that o > %.
See Section 3 in [51]. Unfortunately, such invariance is true only for ov = 0.

1.5. Outline of the well-posedness argument. When o > %, it follows from (L.9]) that
our random initial data u$ defined in (II0) belongs to L*(T) almost surely. Hence, the
aforementioned deterministic global well-posedness of (I6) in L?(T) implies Theorem [ in
this case. Therefore, we focus on the case 0 < a < % in the following.

When 0 < a < %, the random initial data ug in (I.I0) lies strictly in negative Sobolev
spaces almost surely. In view of the failure of the local uniform continuity of the solution
map in these spaces (see [19,[54]), it is non-trivial to construct solutions to (L6]) in negative
Sobolev spaces since a straightforward contraction argument fails in this regime. For o > %,
the random initial data vy in (LI0) almost surely belongs to H*(T) for some s > —% and
hence the global well-posedness in [56] based on a more robust energy method is applicable
to conclude Theorem Bl In the following, however, we present a uniform approach to
construct local-in-time solutions in a probabilistic manner for 0 < o < % by making use of
randomness of the initial data g in (LI0).

By writing (6] in the Duhamel formulation, we have

t
u(t) = S(tus — i / S(t — )N (u)(t')dt, (1.15)
0
where S(t) = e~9: denotes the linear propagator and

N(u) = <\uy2 - 2][ yude)u. (1.16)
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Next, we make an important decomposition of the nonlinearity A (u) into resonant and
non-resonant parts. Namely, define trilinear operators A; and N5 by setting

./\/1 (Ul, uz, U3)(l‘, t) = Z Z ﬂl (nl, t)a2 (’I’LQ, t)a3(’l’L3, t)ei(nl_n2+n3)x, (1.17)
neZT'(n)
No(uq,ug,us)(x,t) := — Z w1 (n, t)Ua(n, t)az(n, t)e™?, (1.18)

where T'(n) denotes the hyperplane:
I'(n) := {(n1,n2,n3) € 73 : n=ny —ng + ng and ny,ng # n}. (1.19)

When all the arguments coincide, we simply write N (u) = Ny (u,u,u), k = 1,2. The term
Ni(u) denotes the non-resonant part of the renormalized nonlinearity N (u), while Ny (u)
denotes the resonant part. Then, the renormalized nonlinearity A/(u) can be written as

N(u) = Ni(u) + Na(w).

Let us first go over the basic idea of the probabilistic local well-posedness, as developed
for instance in [6l [14] [64], 19] [42]. See also [39]. This argument is based on the following

first order expansion:
u=zy 4w, (1.20)
where 2§’ denotes the random linear solution defined by
25 (t) == S(t)ug. (1.21)

By rewriting (L.I5]) as a fixed point problem for the residual term v := u — 2{’, we obtain
the following perturbed renormalized 4NLS:

o(t) = —i /0 S(t— N (v + 22)(¢')dt. (1.22)

Then, the main aim is to solve this fixed point problem for v in L? (T)E where the unper-
turbed equation ([I.6]) is deterministically well-posed by a simple contraction argument. In
particular, it is crucial to make use of probabilistic tools (for example, see Subsection [2.2])
and show that the perturbation N (v + 2{) — N (v) is smoother than the random linear
solution 2¢ and lies in L?(T) for each t. When « > %, this can be indeed achieved and we
can show that for each small 6 > 0, there exists 25 C Q with P(Q) < Ce~5 such that for
each w € Qj, there exists a solution u = 2§ 4+ v to the renormalized 4NLS (L)) in the class:

24+ C([-6,0); L*(T)) € O([~4,4]; H*(T)),

for s < a — % The most singular contribution on the right-hand side of ([L22]) is given by

t 2
(1) = —/ S(t— t)Na(5) ()t = it 3 ’?ZLsi" el (1.23)
EZ

6Strictly speaking, we need to consider the fixed point problem (L22]) in some appropriate function space
X5 C C([—6,6]; L*(T)). For simplicity, however, we only discuss the spatial regularity and suppress its time
dependence. A similar comment applies in the following. In particular, in discussing spatial regularity of a
space-time distribution, we may suppress its time dependence.
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where N is as in (LI8), denoting the resonant interaction. This resonant cubidl term is
responsible for the restriction a > %. It is easy to see that 2§ (t) lies in H*(T) \ H 3a—3 (T)
almost surely for

1
<3a—-.
S a— g

In particular, when o > %, the L2-deterministic well-posedness theory (via a contraction
argument) becomes available for solving the perturbed equation (L22]). As mentioned
above, the case o > % is also covered by the deterministic well-posedness in [38], [56] (based
on a more robust energy method) and thus our main goal in the following is to treat lower
values of a.

Remark 1.7. This argument is basically the Da Prato-Debussche trick in the context of
stochastic PDEs [20] 21], where the random linear solution is replaced by the solution to a
linear stochastic PDE. See [32] for a concise discussion on the Da Prato-Debussche trick. It
is worthwhile to point out that the paper [39] [6] by McKean and Bourgain precede [20, 21].

According to the discussion above, the basic probabilistic argument based on the first
order expansion ([L.20)) does not work for our problem when a < % because the second order
term 24 does not belong to L?(T) almost surely if o < %. See also Case (b) in Subsection 4.2
of [T9]. This shows that we can not solve the fixed point problem (L22)) in L?(T) when
a< %.

A natural next step would be to consider the following second order expansion:

u =2y + 25 +v
for a solution u to (LL6]) and study the equation satisfied by the residual term v := u—2z{ —2¢":

{z’@tv =0+ [N(v+ 2% +25) — Na(2¢)]

U|t:0 =0.

Namely, we consider the following fixed point problem:
¢
v(t) = —z'/ St —t)[N(v+ 21 + 2) — Na(21)] ()dt’. (1.24)
0

Note that the worst contribution 2§ in the first step coming from the resonant interac-
tion N3(2¢) is now eliminated. We can then perform case-by-case nonlinear analysis on
Ni(u1,u2,us), k = 1,2, in the spirit of [0, [19], where each u; can be z{, 2§, or the smoother
unknown function v except for the case u; = us = uz = 2’ with k = 2. This allows us to
show that the fixed point problem ([L24]) for the residual term v is almost surely locally
well-posed in L?(T), provided that a > %0' Recalling that 2¢,25 € C(R; H*(T)) for s
satisfying (LJ]), we obtain a solution u = z; + 23 + v to the renormalized 4NLS (@) in the
class:

2 + 2§ + C([-6,0); L*(T)) < C([-9,4]; H*(T))

almost surely, for s < a — %

"Namely, 2§ in (C23) is trilinear in the random initial data.
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In this second step, the restriction a > 1—10 comes from the following resonant quintic

term in (L24):
t
2 =i Y /0 S(t— t)Na(22, 22 2 ) (1)’

J1,j2,j3€2N-1
Ji1+j2+i3=5

t2 = 190l 9n_ine—nt)
— _ Hnr—m . 1'2
PO e

Given t € R, it is easy to see that z¢(t) lies in H*(T) \ H5 2 (T) almost surely for

<3 !
s a-g.

In particular, 2¢(t) does not lie in L*(T) almost surely if o < 75

One can repeat this process in an obvious manner. Namely, consider the following third
order expansion:

u=2z7 423 + 25 +v

for a solution u to (LID) and study the fixed point problem for v = u — 2 — 2§ — 2¢.
From the discussion above, we see that the limitation comes from the resonant septic term,
yielding the restriction of o > 1—14.

In general, in the kth step, we could write a solution u to (LIH]) as

k
u=v+Y 2, (1.26)

j=1
and consider the fixed point problem for v = u — Z?:l z‘z"j_l. Here, z9;_1 denotes the
following resonant (2j — 1)-linear term (in the random initial data):

t
S =i Y / S(t— )Na(22 22 2 ) (). (1.27)
jLj2.ga€2N—1 70
Jitje+iz=2j-1

Proceeding as before, it is easy to see that the limitation in this kth step comes from 25,
yielding the restriction of
1
30k + D)

which is needed to guarantee that 25, (t) belongs almost surely to L3(T).

The restriction (L28) shows that, in order to treat the a = 0 case, we at least need
an infinite iteration of this procedure. Furthermore, the argument based on the kth order
expansion ([[.20]) leads to the following equation for the the residual term v = u—Z?Zl 2354

(1.28)

k
) 4 w w w w
i = v +/\/<v + E sz_1> — E { N2(Zj172j272j3)
J=1 J1+d2+i3€{3,5,...,.2k—1}
J1,J2,53€{1,3,...,2k—3}

’U|t:0 =0.
In particular, we need to carry out the following case-by-case nonlinear analysis on

-/\/'f(u17u27u3)7 e: 1727
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where each w;, i = 1,2,3, can be either the smoother unknown function v or 25’ for some
J € {1,3,...,2k — 1} such that it is not of the form Na(zj,, zj,, 2j;) With ji + j2 + js €
{3,5,...,2k — 1}. In general, it could be a cumbersome task to carry out this case-by-case
analysis due to the increasing number of combinations. In the next subsection, we will
describe an approach to overcome this issue.

Remark 1.8. In [2], the first author with Bényi and Pocovnicu studied the cubic NLS
on R? with random initial data based on a higher order expansion (of order k), analogous
o ([L24). In order to avoid a combinatorial nightmare in relevant case-by-case analysis for
high values of k, the authors introduced a modified expansion of order k, which simplified
the relevant analysis in a significant manner. We point out that the analysis in [2] is
significantly simpler than that in the current paper, since (i) the random data considered
in [2] are of positive regularities and (ii) the refinement of the bilinear Strichartz estimates
[8, 58] are available on the Euclidean space. We also mention a recent work [50] on the
probabilistic local well-posedness of the three-dimensional cubic nonlinear wave equation in
negative Sobolev spaces, where the main analysis is based on the second order expansion.

1.6. The « > 0 case. In this subsection, we describe an outline of the proof of Theorem
for the o > 0 case. In the next subsection, we discuss additional ingredients required to
treat the o = 0 case.

In view of the restriction ([28]), we need to iterate indefinitely the procedure described
above in order to treat arbitrary « > 0. For this purpose, we define z* by

=" (1.29)
j=1
Then, from (L2I), (I23), (L29), and ([L27), we see that 2% defined in (IL29)) is nothing

but a power series expansion of a solution to the following resonant 4NLS:
i0p2% = 02 2% + No(2¥
! v 2(2%) (1.30)
Zw’t:O = UBJ,

where uf is the random initial data defined in (LI0). By letting z(¢) = S(—t)z“(t), we see
that z,(t) = z(n, t) satisfies the following ODE:

i0Zn = —[Zn|?*Z
{ e ’gn"’ " (1.31)
Zn|t 0= )’
for each n € Z. By the explicit formula of solutions to (L31]), we have
Z,(t) = e OF3, (0). (1.32)
Hence, we can express z% as
. n 2
= gilnz=ntt) it (F2a_In_ (1.33)

neL
By expanding in a power series, we obtain

= 3ty (130

nez =0
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By comparing (LI1)) and (I34) with (LIQ), we obtain
¥ = Z(ug).

Note that, unlike the random linear solution z{ in ([2I) and other lower order terms
2354 in (C27), the random resonant solution z* depends on arbitrarily high powers of
Gaussian random variables and hence it does not belong to Wiener chaoses of any finite
order. Nonetheless, the formula (L33]) shows that z* has a particular simple structure,
allowing us to study its regularity properties; see Lemmas and 2.10] below. In carrying
out analysis on the random resonant solution z* involving the X*’-spaces, we instead need
to make use of the series expansion (L34]) and apply Lemma 21Tl below for each k.

Lemma 1.9. Given a € R, let z¢ be as in (IL33]). Then, z belongs to C(R; H*(T)) almost

surely, provided that s < o — %

Proof. Fix ¢ > 0 sufficiently small such that

ste<a—s. (1.35)
Lemma 2.7 below states that we have
sup lgn(w)| < C(w)(n)* (1.36)
ne

for some almost surely finite constant C(w) > 0.
For fixed t € R, let {t; }‘;‘;1 be a sequence converging to t. Then, for each n € Z, it follows

from (I32) that Za(n,tj) converges to Za(n,t) almost surely as j — oo. Furthermore,
from (32]) and (I36]), we have

sup<n>8|§5(n,tj)| + <n>5|25(n,t)| < 20(w)<n>8—o¢+a’

jeN
where the right-hand side belongs to ¢?(Z) in view of (L35]). Hence, the claim follows from
the dominated convergence theorem. O

Now, express a solution u to (L) in the following random-resonant /nonlinear decom-
position:

u=2*+0o. (1.37)
Then, the residual term v = u — 2% satisfies

{iaw — 9+ [N (v +2%) — No(=)]

1.38
U|t:0 = 0. ( )

By writing (I.38)) in the Duhamel formulation, we consider the following fixed point prob-
lem:

v(t) =T%v(t) := —z'/o St —t) [N+ 2v) — Nao(22)] (')at'. (1.39)

In this formulation, we successfully reduced the number of combinations; we only need to
study Nj(u1,u2,u3), k = 1,2, where each u; can be either the random resonant solution
2% or the smoother unknown function v, except for the case u; = us = ug = z* with
k = 2. In Section [, we perform the case-by-case nonlinear analysis and show that the fixed
point problem (L39)) is almost surely locally well-posed in L?(T) via the standard Fourier
restriction norm method, provided that o > 0.
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Lastly, Lemma[T.9 allows us to conclude that the solution u = z* 4+ v to the renormalized
ANLS (6] lies in the class:

2 4 C([=6,4]; L*(T)) € C([~9,4); H*(T))
almost surely.

Remark 1.10. The probabilistic local well-posedness argument in [6, 14, 64, [19] yields
uniqueness of solutions in a ball of radius O(1) in a suitable (local-in-time) function space
(such as the Strichartz spaces or the X*’-spaces) centered at the random linear solution.
When a > 0, the proof of Theorem [2] yields uniqueness of solutions in the ball of radius 1
in X%3+9 centered at the random resonant solution 2.

Remark 1.11. (i) When a > 0, the terms z5; ; appearing in (L26]) get smoother as j
increases and hence only a finite number of expansion is needed. Nonetheless, the random-
resonant / nonlinear decomposition (L3T) allows us to avoid a number of combinations in
the relevant case-by-case analysis when k> 1. When a = 0, the terms z25;_; in ([T29) do
not get smoother and hence the infinite order expansion in ([.29)) is necessary in this case.

(ii) Let @« > 0. In this case, the random-resonant / nonlinear decomposition (L37])
with (L29) allows us to write the solution u as
u=27 425 4+ 2 T (1.40)

for some v € C([—6,6]; L?(T)), where k is the smallest non-negative in‘i%ger such that (28]

holds. The expansion (L40) provides a finer regularity description of the solution

than the random-linear / nonlinear decomposition (L20). As mentioned above, the terms

in (L29) do not get smoother when o = 0. In this case, the solution u can be written as
u=2z"+v

for some v € C([—4,8]; L*(T)). Namely, the dominant part of the dynamics in small scales
is indeed given by the random resonant solution z* defined in (33]).

1.7. The o = 0 case. Next, let us discuss the o = 0 case. Namely, we consider the white
noise initial data (LI). Unfortunately, the argument described above breaks down in this
case. As we see in Section [ the worst interaction comes from the following resonant
nonlinear terms on the right-hand side of (L38)):

Na(v,2,2%) + Na(2¥, 2%, v) = —2F | ga[*D(n)]
and

In order to weaken the effect of these terms, we introduce the following random gauge
transform:

T (u)(x,t) = Y el @ g(n 1), (1.41)

nel

8This regularity description can also be understood as the “local” (in space) description of the solution
since the singular components of the solution become dominant in small scales.
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When « = 0, the solution z* to the resonant 4NLS (I30]) reads as
= Z ei(”m_”%)eit‘gnpﬂg(n). (1.42)
nes

The random gauge transform J¢ in (L[4I]) allows us to filter out the random phase os-
cillations appearing in ([L42). This gauge transform is clearly invertible and leaves the
H*-norm invariant. If u is a solution to the renormalized 4NLS (I16]), then the gauged
function w := J%(u) satisfies the following random equation:

{ﬁ:;aj:+m< w) + N¥ (w) (1.45)

Here, the first nonlinearity N; “(w) is defined by
N (w Z e Z e MG (ny, t)d(ng, £ (ns, t), (1.44)

nez
where I'(n) is as in (LI9) and ¥*(72) denotes the random phase function:

V(1) = W (1, m2,m3,1) = [gny (@) = g (@) + g (@)* = [gn(w)[*. (1.45)

The second nonlinearity N5’ (w) is defined by
N (w) == e [[@(n, t)]> = [gn(w) ] B (n,1) . (1.46)

nez

As we can see, ([L44) and (L46]) are random versions of (LI7) and (LI8). The main

advantage of working with this gauged version of the renormalized 4NLS (LG) lies in the
weaker resonant nonlinearity [|@(n)|?—|gn(w)|?]@(n), which would be eliminated if @(n) =
gn- This observation turns out to be crucial in our later analysis.

The Duhamel formulation for the gauged solution w is given by
t
wit) = S — i / S(t — ) [NE (w) + NE (w)] () d'. (1.47)
0

Now by setting 2y = S(t)uy, we see that the residual term

v=w— 2%,

satisfies the following Duhamel formulation:
t
v(t) = —z’/ S(t—t) NP (v+ 27) + NS (v + 28] ()dt'. (1.48)
0

A naive approach would be to try to solve the fixed point problem (48] by a contraction
argument (namely, by the Picard iteration scheme) for v in L?(T), exploiting randomness.
It turns out, however, that this naive approach via a contraction argument does not work
for our problem. In the following, by partially iterating the Duhamel formulation, we
prove convergence in L?(T) of approximating smooth solutions and construct a solution
to (L48) and hence to (L43]). See Section Ml for more details. We establish the crucial
nonlinear estimates (Propositions 1] and [.2]) by reducing them to boundedness properties
of certain random multilinear functionals of the white noise, whose tail estimates are proved
in Appendix [Al
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Remark 1.12. As it will become clear from the analysis below, there is room to extend
our analysis to the fractional NLS with dispersion weaker than the fourth order dispersion.
However, this would not introduce any new qualitative phenomenon as compared to the
case of the fourth order dispersion and hence we only consider the fourth order NLS in
this paper. We also point out that the case of the standard NLS (with the second order
dispersion) is out of reach at this point. See the introduction in [23] for a discussion on the
criticality of this problem (in the context of the stochastic NLS with additive space-time
white noise forcing).

Remark 1.13. (i) In the deterministic setting, Takaoka-Tsutsumi [63] implicitly used
a gauge transform analogous to ([L42)) in the low regularity study of the modified KdV
equation to weak the resonant interaction. This led them to work in the modified X -
spaces. See also [41]. In our case, the gauge transform J* is random and hence it leads to
the random X®’-spaces. See Subsection [A.Il We also point out the work [53] on the use
of a gauge transform in the probabilistic context.

(ii) In order to construct the dynamics for the av = 0 case, we partially iterate the Duhamel
formulation (of the gauged equation) and establish convergence property of smooth ap-
proximating solutions. See Section [l This strategy is close in spirit to the work [49] 61].
In the context of stochastic PDESs, such iteration of a Duhamel formulation appears in
the dispersive setting [47, 28] and in the parabolic setting [31) [16], 40]. We also mention
[, 10, 1), 12] on the probabilistic construction of solutions by establishing convergence of
smooth solutions. In particular, the recent approach by Bourgain-Bulut [I0} [11] relying on
the invariance of the truncated Gibbs measures even in the construction of local solutions
works well for a power-type nonlinearity with positive regularity but is not suitable to our
problem at hand. See [3] for a survey on this method.

1.8. Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we introduce the basic notations and list
some basic deterministic and probabilistic lemmas. In Section Bl we present the proof of
Theorem 2] for o > 0. The remaining part of the paper is devoted to handle the o = 0
case. In Section ] we prove Theorem [2] by assuming two key nonlinear estimates (Propo-
sitions 1] and F2]). In Section B we prove Theorem [l and then Theorem [[I We present
the proofs of Propositions 1] and 2] in Sections Bl and [ Appendix [Al contains the proofs
of some probabilistic lemmas.

2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARIES

As in the usual low regularity analysis of dispersive PDEs, an important ingredient will
be the Fourier restriction norm method introduced in [4]. Given s,b € R, define X**(T x R)
as a completion of the test functions under the following norm:

lll o (mxmy = I1(0)*(7 + )00, 7) g2 12, (2.1)

where () = (1+]- |2)% Recall that X*? embeds into C(R; H*(T)) for b > 3. Given a time
interval I = [a, b], we define the local-in-time version X;’b = X*%([a, b]) by setting

”UHX;,b = inf {”'ZJ”XS,b(TXR) cvlp = u} (2.2)
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Note that Xls’b is a Banach space. When I = [—§,6], we simply set X500 = Xls’b. The
local-in-time versions of other function spaces are defined analogously.

For simplicity, we often drop 27 in dealing with the Fourier transforms. If a function f
is random, we may use the superscript f“ to show the dependence on w € €.

Let n € C°(R) be a smooth non-negative cutoff function supported on [—2,2] with n =1
on [—1,1] and set

1, (t) = (5~ ') (2.3)

for § > 0. We also denote by x = x|_1 ;) the characteristic function of the interval [—1,1]
and let x,(t) = x(671) = X[-3,5)(1)-

Let Zso := Z N [0,00). Given a dyadic number N € 2720 let Py be the (non-

homogeneous) Littlewood-Paley projector onto the (spatial) frequencies {n € Z : |n| ~ N}
such that

f=> Pxf.

N>1
dyadic

Given a non-negative integer N € Z>q, we also define the Dirichlet projector mn onto the
frequencies {|n| < N} by setting

avf@) =Y fn)e™. (2.4)
In|<N
Moreover, we set
= Id —7y. (2.5)

By convention, we also set 7+, = Id.

We use ¢, C to denote various constants, usually depending only on o and s. If a constant
depends on other quantities, we will make it explicit. For two quantities A and B, we use
A < B to denote an estimate of the form A < CB, where C is a universal constant,
independent of particular realization of A or B. Similarly, we use A ~ B to denote A < B
and B S A . The notation A < B means A < ¢B for some sufficiently small constant ¢. We
also use the notation a+ (and a—) to denote a + ¢ (and a — ¢, respectively) for arbitrarily
small £ > 0 (this notation is often used when there is an implicit constant which diverges
in the limit ¢ — 0).

2.1. Deterministic tools. Define the phase function ®(72) by
®(7) = ®(ny,no,n3,n) = ni —ng +ni —n’. (2.6)
Then, the phase function ®(72) admits the following factorization. See [54] for the proof.
Lemma 2.1. Let n = ny — ngo + n3. Then, we have
®(n) = (ng —n9)(ng — n)(n% + n% + n% +n?+ 2(ny + n3)2).

Recall that by restricting the X*°-spaces onto a small time interval [—4, d], we can gain
a small power of ¢ (at a slight loss in the modulation).

Lemma 2.2. Let s € R and b < % Then, there exists C = C(b) > 0 such that

1_po
175 (&) - ull s+ x5 (8) - wllxen < CO>lul 3
X2
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The proof of Lemma is based on the following scaling property: 7,(7) = 07(07),
yielding
g—1 g—1
751lpg ~ 6" [Illpe S 679, (2.7)
for ¢ > 1. See [19] for details.
Next, we collect the basic linear estimates (see [24]).

Lemma 2.3. Let s € R.
(i) Given b € R, there exists C = C(b) > 0 such that

1S (t)uo| x5 < Clluo| s

for any 0 <6 < 1.
(ii) Given b > L, there exists C = C(b) > 0 such that

/t St —t")F(x,t')dt’
0

SF( xs-1
X s:b,6
for any 6 > 0.
The following periodic L*-Strichartz estimate from [54] also plays an important role:
ull g, < Nl o5, (2.8)
Interpolating (28) with [[u| 2 == [lullx0.0, we have

lullgss S llull and  [lull g2 S [Jullxo0r (2.9)

XO’Q%+

We also recall the following lemma on convolutions. See [24] for a proof.

Lemma 2.4. Let o > 3 > 0 with a4+ 8 > 1. Then, there exists C > 0 such that

/ 1 du < C

R @ -y P Gy
for any x € R, where v is given by

a+B-1, ifa<l,

vy=405—¢, ifa=1,

B, ifa>1

for any small € > 0.

Lastly, we state two lemmas related to boundedness properties of products in Sobolev
spaces.

Lemma 2.5. Let € > 0. Then, there exists C = C(g) > 0 such that
1780532 sy < €I i

Lemma easily follows from standard analysis with Littlewood-Paley decompositions
and Bernstein’s inequality. We omit details.

1
HZ (R

Lemma 2.6. Let 0 <b< % Then, we have

1Lo77 fllavw < N1l ae @)
uniformly in T > 0.
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See [22] for a classical proof via an interpolation argument. By Plancherel’s identity,
Lemma also follows from the boundedness of the Hilbert transform (on the Fourier
side) with an Ap-weight (7)2°, 0 < b < % See [25].

2.2. Probabilistic estimates. Next, we state several probabilistic lemmas related to
Gaussian random variables. See also Appendix [A] for further lemmas. In the following,
{gn }nez denotes a family of independent standard complex-valued Gaussian random vari-
ables on a probability space (2, F, P).

We first start by a well known fact (see for example [45] [19]).

Lemma 2.7. Let € > 0. Then, there exist ¢,C > 0 such that
P(Sup|gn(w)| > K(n)e) < Ce K
nez

for any K > 0. In particular, given 8 > 0, by choosing K = (5‘2, we have
P(sup\gn(w)\ > 5_§(n>5) <Ce 5
nez
for any 6 > 0.

Next, we recall the Wiener chaos estimates. Let {g,}nen be a sequence of independent
standard Gaussian random variables defined on a probability space (£2, F, P), where F is the
o-algebra generated by this sequence. Given k € Zx>(, we define the homogeneous Wiener
chaoses Hj, to be the closure (under L?(f2)) of the span of Fourier-Hermite polynomials
[1,2, Hg, (gn), where H; is the Hermite polynomial of degree j and k= > > knﬁ Then,
we have the following Ito-Wiener decomposition:

L*(Q,F,P) = P Ha
k=0

See Theorem 1.1.1 in [44]. We also set
k
Her = EPH, (2.10)
=0

for k € N. For example, the random linear solution z{’ defined in (L21]) belongs to H; (for
each fixed ¢t € R), while 2§ in ([.23) belongs to H<3. As pointed out above, the random
resonant solution 2z defined in (I.33]) does not belong to H<y, for any finite £ € N.

In this setting, we have the following Wiener chaos estimate [62] Theorem 1.22]. See also
[65] Proposition 2.4].

Lemma 2.8. Let k € N. Then, we have

k
[ X[ r ) < (0 — 1)2[|X |20
for any finite p > 2 and any X € H<y.

We also recall the following lemma, which is a consequence of Chebyshev’s inequality.
See, for example, Lemma 4.5 in [67] and the proof of Lemma 3 in ﬂIﬂ

9This implies that k, = 0 except for finitely many n’s.
10T his corresponds to Lemma 2.3 in the arXiv version.
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Lemma 2.9. Let k > 1. Suppose that there exists Cy > 0 such that a random variable X
k
satisfies | X||pr(q) < Cop? for any finite p > 2. Then, there exist c,C > 0 such that

P(IX| > )) < Ce %

o
o

A
for any A > 0.

In probabilistic well-posedness theory, a probabilistic improvement of Strichartz esti-
mates for random linear solutions plays an important role. The following lemma states
that a similar estimate also holds for the random resonant solution z* defined in (L33)).

Lemma 2.10. Given o > 0, let 2% be the solution to the resonant 4NLS (L30) given
by (L33). Then, given p > 2 and e > 0, there exist ¢,C > 0 such that

N2

w 1_4a _
P(HPNZ Iz (rx(-s6)) > N2 +€) <Ce o (2.11)
for any 6 > 0 and dyadic N > 1.

One way to prove Lemma would be to directly apply the Wiener chaos estimate
(Lemma 28] to the (2k 4 1)-fold products of Gaussian random variables in the series
expansion ([L34]). See Lemma 217 for such a direct approach. In the particular case of
Lemma 2.0, we can give a shorter proof by exploiting the invariance of a complex-valued
mean-zero Gaussian random variable under the transformation: g — e*l9 * g; see Lemma 4.2
in [54]. This allows us to avoid higher order products of Gaussian random variables.

Proof of Lemma[210. Given n € Z and (z,t) € T x R, define h,(z,t) by
. i(nz—ntt) it‘g—"z% 9n

o (,1) := M=) " ) Tnya”

Then, it follows from the rotational invariance of complex-valued Gaussian random variables

and Lemma 4.2 in [54] that hy,(z,t) ~ Nc(0, (n)~2%) for each fized (z,t) € T x R.
By Minkowski’s integral inequality and Lemma 28 we have

1
(E[”PNzw‘|25,t<Tx[—6,61>}>T = HH > hae )]

In|~N
| S o)
In|~N

SVrETNETe

L™ (92
( ) LZ,&

<V

L2 (Q) LP s

for any r > p. Then, the desired estimate (Z.I1]) follows from Lemma 2.9 O

Finally, we conclude this section by stating a crucial lemma in studying powers of the
random resonant solution z* in the multilinear X*’-analysis. This lemma also plays an
important role in establishing boundedness properties of certain random multilinear func-
tionals of the white noise (see Lemma[6.11 below), which is a key ingredient for the proof of
Theorem 2 when oo = 0. We present the proof of this lemma in Appendix [Al
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Lemma 2.11. Fiz a non-empty set A C {1,2,3} and k,kj € Z>¢, j € A, such that

k=Y kj. (2.12)

jeEA
Given a (deterministic) sequence {c with k = {k;}jea, define a sequence
{Zn}nez by setting
1. 1 k ki x
JEA™T (n) ma,ng)€l (n) jEA

for n € Z, where I'(n) is as in (LI19) and g, is defined by

n1,mn2,n3 }nl n2,N3EL

g = ﬁ’ whenj:zl or 3, (2.14)
J Gn;, when j=2.
Then, there exists C' > 0, independent of k and k; € Z>q, j € A, such that
1
JA| = 2
”ENHLP(Q) < Ck(p - 1)k+ 2 < Z ’621,n2,n3’2> (2'15)

(n1,m2,n3)€l(n)
forallp>2 andn € Z.

3. LOCAL THEORY, PART 1: 0 < v < 1

[N}

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem [2] when 0 < o < % In particular,
we show that the Cauchy problem ([L38)) for v is almost surely locally well-posed. More
precisely, we show that for each small 6 > 0, there exists Q5 with P(2§) < Ce~3 such
that, for each w € Qs, the map I' defined in (L39)) is a contraction on B(1), where B(1)
denotes the ball of radius 1 in X%3+9 centered at the origin.

Given v on T X [—4, 0], let ¥ be an extension of v onto T x R. By the non-homogeneous

linear estimate (Lemma 2.3)), we have
‘/S (v)(t")dt’ n, (t /St—t YN () (¢)dt!
S (@

where 7, is a smooth cutoff on [—24,24] as in (I?:{I) and
NY(v) == x, - (N(v+2) — Na(zY)) (3.1)
of the truncated random linear solution x, - 2 from [—4,4] to R.

Then, our main goal is to prove that there exists s C © and § > 0 with P(QS) < Ce
such that

Xo,%+, X0 5+

1
X0 -5+

with an extension z%

3
19 @) g3 S8 (14 170 4oy ) (3.2)
for all w € Qs and for any extension v of v. By the definition (2.2)) of the local-in-time
norm, we then conclude from BI]) and (B2]) that
<o (1+ o]
1,5

t 3
/0 SO I o)

By the trilinear structure of the nonlinearity, a similar estimate holds for the difference

I'“v; — I'vy, allowing us to conclude that I' is a contraction on B(1) C X0+ for
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w € Q5. Note that the claim (.12 follows from the embedding X038 C([-6,4]; L*(T))
and Lemma
In view of (B)), in order to prove ([B.2]), we need to carry out case-by-case analysis on

||X5 'Nk(ulvu2vu3)”xs,—%+’ k=12, (3-3)
where u; is taken to be either of type
(I) rough random resonant part:

uj = 2%, where 2% is some extension of x; - 2,

where 2% denotes the random resonant solution defined in (L33]),

(I) smoother ‘deterministic’ nonlinear part:
uj = v;, where v; is any extension of v,

except for uy = ug = uz = z¥ when k = 2 (thanks to the subtraction of NV5(z¥) in (B1])).
In the following, we take 2% = 7),2*. It follows from (L33]) that

w ponl n 2 gn
F(n;2°)(n, 7) = 1 (T +nt— <‘Z>«la> Ty (3.4)

Thanks to the sharp cutoff function in (83]), we may take
uj = X Uj (3.5)

in B3) when u; is of type (II). We use the expressions u;(I) (and wu;(I), respectively)
to mean that w; is of type (I) (and of type (II), respectively) in the following. We point
out that the most intricate case appears when all u;’s are of type (I) in estimating the
non-resonant contribution. In this case, a simple application of the Wiener chaos estimate
(Lemma [2Z.8)) is no longer applicable and we need to carefully estimate the contribution
from the sum of the products of the (2k; + 1)-linear term, k; € Ny, j = 1,2,3, in (L34,
using Lemma 2Z.T1l See Case (D) in Subsection

3.1. Resonant part As. In this subsection, we estimate the resonant part of the nonlinear
estimate (32)). In particular, we prove

0 ~
Ixs - No(ury uz, us)l oy S 0 T 1950 4034 (3.6)
jeT

for some 0 > 0, outside an exceptional set of probability < Ce_é%, where N5 is the resonant
part of the nonlinearity defined in (II8]), u; is either of type (I) or (I), except for the case
when all u;’s are of type (I), and the index set Z is defined by

Z={je{1,2,3}:u;is of type (I)}. (3.7)
We have

LHSof(BEI):‘ !

(r+n4)2-

/ al(n,Tl)ag(n,Tg)ag(n,Tg)dTldTg

T=T1—T2+T3

(3.8)
L2
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e Case (a): u; of type (I), j =1,2,3.
By Holder’s inequality with p large (% = ﬁ + %)’ we have

/ al(n,Tl)ag(n,Tg)ﬂg(n,Tg)dTldTg

T=T1—T2+T3

BF) < sup (r +nt) 72 p2r
n 22Lr

By Young’s and Hélder’s inequalities, £2 C ¢8, and Lemma 22 with (B3,

.,.

3 3
HHU’] (n, 7l 3 HH 7405 (n, ) gz < H|!U]HX06+

1_ ~
<o 1 50l 036
j=1

e Case (b): Exactly one u; of type (I). Say w1 (1), ua(Il), and ug(II).
By Hélder’s inequality (with p > 1 as before), ([8.4]), and a change of variables, we have

@) < sup l(r +nt) 72 s
n

. WP\~
o A B Y O ) A R
271P
T=71—T2+73 énL"’
< (sup(n)=*|gnl) 15 (C1)uz(n, 72)us(n, 73)d¢1dm ;
n 271 P
T7=C1—T2+13—C(n,w) nlr
where C'(n,w) is defined by
4 ‘gn‘z (39)

Cn,w):=n"— DL
Note that for fixed n € Z and w € Q, C(n,w) is a fixed number. Hence, we can apply
Young’s inequality (in 7, (1,72, and 73), Lemma 7] with 8 = 0+, ([27), and Lemma
with (B3] as above and obtain
1
(BE) 552 (sup a‘gn HHU] n T s %

n

2/\

o IL Il

3
52~ H 7+ 0 i (n,7) s g2 < 037 H\\ujuxo;+
3

for any o > 0, outside an exceptional set of probability < Ce™ 5.

e Case (c): Exactly two u;’s of type (I).
First, consider the case u(I), us(I), and ug(II). Proceeding as before with p > 1 and a
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change of variables, we have

~ 2
ED 5|l [ A(nent- k)

T=T1—T2+T3

2
o~ g o~
X 15 <7'2 +nt — <‘n’;2|a >u3(n, 73)dT1dT)
2L
n

/ 7 (L) (C2) s (n, 73)dC1 G

T=01—C2+73

By Lemma 27, ([27), and Lemma 22 with (B.5]),

< (sup(n)~**|ga|?)
n 2

1_ _ —~ 1_
< 627 (sup(n) 7**gn|*) s (n, 7)llez 12 < 627 |lus| xo0
n

5 51_|W3HX0,%+

for o > 0, outside an exceptional set of probability < Ce 5
Next, consider the case uq (1), ua(Il), and us(I). Proceeding in a similar manner (with
p > 1 and a change of variables with C(n,w) as in ([3.9])), we have

-~ 2
@D 5|2l [ a(neat- k)

T=T1—T2+T3

—_—— 2
X Un(n, 72)1), (7'3 +nt— ngbzla)dﬁdﬁ
e
< (sup(n)=2¥(g,|?) ‘ / 05 (C1)ua(n, 7)1, (¢3)d¢1d(s .
n gnLT

T:C1 —TQ-‘,-Cg—QC(’fL,w)
1 _ ~ 1_
< 027 (sup(n) **|gal?)[@2(n, M)l L2 S 677 uzllxo.
n

<5l oy

for o > 0, outside an exceptional set of probability < Ce 5

3.2. Non-resonant part Nj. In this subsection, we evaluate the non-resonant part of the
nonlinearity 2M“(v). In particular, we prove

0 ~
s - My uz, us)l o -y S 67 T 1950 404+ (3.10)
JET

for some 6 > 0, outside an exceptional set of probability < C’e_élc, where A7 is the non-
resonant part of the nonlinearity defined in (LIT), u; is either of type (I) or (II), and the
index set Z is as in (3.7)). Set

o= (7-—|—n4> and 0j = <Tj+n§>a J=1,2,3,
and

Omax := max(o,01,092,03) and Nmax 1= Max (]n], |1l [nel, ‘77,3’) + 1. (3.11)
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Given dyadic numbers N, N1, No, N3 > 1, we also set
Nax := max(N, N1, Ny, N3).
By duality, we can estimate the left-hand side of (B.I0) by

o
/ /Nl(ul,ug,u;;) -wd:ndt'. (3.12)
—0JT

sup
lwll o 1_<1
X2

Without loss of generality, we may assume that w = x, - w.

e Case (A): u; of type (), j =1,2,3.
By Holder’s inequality, (2.8), and Lemma [22] with (3.3]), we have

3 3
3_ ~
B <[] lusllee leolls, <65 T oy loell oy

j=1 j=1

e Case (B): Exactly one u; of type (I). Say ui (1), up(Il), and us(II).
First suppose that max(og,03,0) ~ omax. Then, it follows from Lemma 2] that

7

7 _ 7 _
max(a2,a3, O-)Q_ ~ 01?143)( 2 Nr%fax . (313)

By L’;’tLifgL‘zﬁLiﬁ-Hélder’s inequality with p large, (2.9]), Lemma 210, Lemma 22| and
3I13), we have

B S Y. IPvulle Pyl oz IPrusll o IPywll o g0
N,N1,N2,N3
dyadic
< 5ot
S DN IPryu2ll o5 1 IPNsusll o, 54 PN 6,5
N,N1,N2,N3
dyadic
< si- -5+ ~ ~
ST Y Nudl [PwoBall oo IPasTall o g PNl oy -
N,N1,N2,N3
dyadic
; 3
SOz H “17j“x0,%+ (3.14)
j=2

for o > 0, outside an exceptional set of probability

NE
< Y cet e
N1>1
dyadic
Next, suppose that max (o9, 03,0) < Omax, namely 01 ~ oyax. We first consider the case
88 > N-2+2¢ for some small 3,e > 0. It follows from Lemmas 2.1 and 27l that there exists

max

a set Q5. C Q with P(Qf ) < Ce~3 such that

2
g — _
<|nT;|2a <679 (1) < NEE < omax,

on g ., uniformly in n; € Z, as long as o > 0. Hence, we have

N 2 1 1
(4t - )| < L < 315

)2 o~ Nglax|(n_n1)(n_n3)|
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on Qg .. Then, by Holder’s inequality (with p > 1 as in Case (a)), (34), BI5), Young’s
inequality, and Lemma 2.7 (with § < 1), the contribution to ([812) in this case is bounded
by

Sl 2 1 I

N,N1,N2,N3,dyadic | (ny,n2,n3)el(n) {N2.(n —ny)(n—n3)|}

68> Ny e [n|~N,|n;|~N;
~ 4 e\ 5

x / s (7'1 +ny - <m§2a> [P Nytiy (n2, )| P, g (3, 73) dmudra))

T=71—T2+73 ZnL"’
o 1
< (swpln) ™ Flgnl) Y > -

m N,N1,N2,N3,dyadic ' (n1,n2,n3)€l(n { max )(n - n3)|} 2z

69> N 2 In|~N, \”J\NN
X H|ﬁ5|2 H HPN u, (njvTJ)H

L 02

7j n

1 .38 0—
5 92 vz Z NmaxH HPN U, (’I’L],T])H p—fr
N,N1,N3,N3,dyadic 7j=2 & L
67> N e

< shoe-3-8
<5Ed Huvjuxo

for @ > 0, outside an exceptional set of probability < Ce 5
Lastly, we consider the case 6 < N322. Proceeding as in ([3.14), we bound the
contribution of this case to (BI2]) by

21 1_aq ~ ~
ST S NPTl oy P o [Pl oy
N,N1,N2,N3
dyadic
21 g -3+ ~ ~
5524 s Z Nmdx HPN2U2HX07%+||PN3,U3HXO T+

N,N1,N2,N3
dyadic

3
2__
Ao T il

for @ > 0, outside an exceptional set of probability < Ce 5,

e Case (C): Exactly two u;’s of type (I). Say uq(I), ua(I), and usz(II).
First, suppose that max(c3,0) ~ omax. Then, it follows from Lemma 2] that

1
max(os, 0)% ~ Ol 2 N (3.16)
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Suppose that ¢ ~ opax. Then, by LitLitLing%’t-Hélder’s inequality with p large, (2.9]),
Lemma 2.10] Lemma 2.2 and (BI6]), we have

B < Y IPwmul, IPruzlie IPyyuslxoor [Pyw]xoo

N,N1,N2,N3
dyadic
< 3ot
SO N N “TIP g usllxo0 [Pyl xo0
N,N1,N2,N3
dyadic
1
g 20é+ ~
S 02 > NadFIP Tl o34 IPNw] o g
N,N1,N2,N3
dyadic
1~
SCE ”USHXO,%+
for o > 0, outside an exceptional set of probability
Nt N 1
< Z Ce 3¢ + Z Ce 5 <e 3
Ni>1 Na>1
dyadic dyadic

A similar argument holds when o3 ~ opax.
Next, suppose that max(os,0) < Opax, namely max(oi,02) ~ Omax. Without loss of
generality, suppose that o1 ~ .. We first consider the case 6% > N, 2+2¢ for some small

B,e > 0. Proceeding as in Case (B) above, the contribution to (3.12]) is bounded by

2
D> > (T2 1
~ 2 3te’
N,N1,Na,N3,dyadic ! (ny,n,ns)€D(n) y=1 ;) {N2..l(n—n1)(n—n3)|}
S8 N2+2e ||~ N, 1 |~Ny

<

T=T1—T2+T3

< (j]i[lsrlgjp<nj>“"5\gnj\> > H > ! I

N,N1,Na,Ns,dyadic ' (ny ma,ms)el(n) { Niaxl(m — n1)(n —ng)|}

1
§—€

’I/’}\(S (TQ—F’I’L% <|gn2| >‘|PN3’LL3(’I’L3,T3)|dT1dTQ

~ 4 ‘gnl |2
M5 <Tl +ny — (n1)2e
GL?

68> Ny e [n|~N,|ni|~Ny
1,
x |[7 |2 H HmIILlHPNgug(ns,Tg)ll
L.,-3 2
<7 N |P
S » > max | Ngug(n?nTs)H2 2
N,Ni,Na,N3,dyadic G L
5B>>Nm§+25
le-2-g
S 62 ||U3H

for @ > 0, outside an exceptional set of probability < Ce 5
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Lastly, we consider the case 6° < Ng2t?¢.  Proceeding as in (3I4) but with

LY LY L2512 -Holder’s inequality, the contribution of this case to (312)

S YL Nt IPwgusllxoor [Pywlxoo
N,N1,N2,N3
dyadic

5 61_6_ E Nmalx 2a+”PN363H g+”PNwH
N,N1,N2,N3
dyadic

Il o

X0 3
S 6P

for @ > 0, outside an exceptional set of probability < Ce 5,
e Case (D): u; of type (I), j =1,2,3.
Fix small § > 0 (to be chosen later). From (L34]) and (2.3]), we have

o~ (=9)*

w _ o~ 4 |9n|2k9n
F;2°)(n,7) =6 o (O +n%) e -
k=0

<’I’L> (2k+1)a

Then, we have

) (—o)*
Vi (2 >\|Xo,%+=H %Z > Rtk

k=0 k1,k2,k3=
k= k1+k2+k3

k‘ ,k‘z,k;g 2k ;
X Z nll n2,n3 T 6 H ’gn3’ Jgnj
(n1,n2,n3)€l(n)

where gy, is as in (214) and cnynyns (7, 0) is defined by

a2

dTldTg

3 ok 4
0%1;)(8(1; +n?))
k1 ok 3 G iy
Cny g, (T:0) = 0 H (n;)Ck;+Da
r=ri—mat73 I =1 J

with the convention that 7j; = 7 when j = 1 or 3 and 7; = 7 when j = 2.

Minkowski’s integral inequality and Lemma 2.1T], there exists C' > 0 such that
H‘|NI(775ZM)HX0,7%+HLp(Q)

3 o0 o0
= k
<p2y > (Cpo)
k=0 ki,ko,k3=0
k=k1+ka+ks

1
( / > X chﬁlﬁé’f%(W)lsz)

n€Z (nyi,n2,n3)€l(n)

[NIES

for any p > 2. In the following, we estimate ([B.I8) with

p=69>1

(3.17)

Then, by

(3.18)

(3.19)

for some sufficiently small # > 0. Note that, from Lemma 21 and n # nq, n3, we have

Omax Z max‘(n - nl)(n - 77‘3)‘ > nmax

(3.20)
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o Subcase (D.1): 0 ~ opax.  First, note that, in view of suppn C [—2,2], we have
[FH @M ) (1)) = [(—it)in(t)] < Crin(t). (3:21)

Then, by a change of variables: ¢ = 67 +n} — nj +n3 and ¢; = §(7j + n?), j=1,2,3,

Plancherel’s identity, Holder’s inequality (in ¢) with B.2I), and k = ky + k2 + k3, we have

3 [APN
1 0" (¢5)
lesihzhs (7,6)[| 2 = 62 / chzcldcz
¢=Ci—Ca+¢3 71
3

2
LC

FH (0% ;)
<nj>(2k‘j+1)a

I
(=%}
N[=

J=1
3

ksi 1
< CFs2 H1 (@ (3.22)
J

From [BI8)), 320) and (322]), we bound the contribution to
H‘|NI(775Z°J)HX0,7%+HLp(Q)

L?

in this case by

o0

62 3 (Cpo)F(Cps)t(Cpo)*e
k1,k2,k3=0

1 3 1
(z ¥ | ot

n€Z (ni1,nz,n3)el(n {nmax (n —ny)(n — 713)} =1

Njw

p

1
2

By choosing small § = §(C) > 0 such that Cps = C§' % < 1,
< p2os (3.23)
for o > 0.

o Subcase (D.2): 0 < Opax.  Assume that 01 ~ opax. A similar argument holds when
02 ~ Omax O 03 ~ Omax-

From (BI7), Holder’s inequality with ¢ large (% = ﬁ + %), Minkowski’s integral inequal-
ity, and Lemma 2Z.11] we have

H||N1(775zw)||X0,7%+HLP(Q)
sty S (o) (z > \|c21;,’;z:’i33<n6>\liz) (8.24)

k=0 k1,ko,k3=0 neZ n=ni—n2+ns3
k=k1+ko+ks na#ni,ng

[SIE

for any p > ¢q. By integration by parts, we have

1 dﬁ itT
= yB/dtB (t"n(t)) e dt‘

for 7 # 0. In particular, with g = 1, we have

|9"7j(r)| =

(3.25)

N Cch
10T (T)]| 24 S
L2 (rzK) KT
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By a change of variables (as in ([3:22])) and Young’s inequality, (3:25]) with K ~ doq, (3.20),

and (32I)), we can bound the contribution to [|cii %255 ( §)]| e in this case by

3
-1 L k1 k2 )\ F1 (ks
5 q(j1_11<n]>(% e ) 1t Mo ORI @)
L2 1
02 H )@k +D)a TR (3.26)
J=1 {nmax (n - n3)} 2

Hence, by choosing ¢ > 1 and proceeding as in ([3.23]), we conclude from (3.24]) and ([B.20])
that the contribution to |||\ (n; ZW)HXO’*%* HLP(Q) in this case is also bounded by
< p2os. (3.27)
Finally, by Chebyshev’s inequality with ([3.23]) and ([B.27)), we have
P(INi(,2)l] o - > A) < CPATPpiPS

for any A > 0. Letting \ = Cp2(5% and p = 67 as in ([BI9), we have

1

PN,z o ys > C052) < PV < =3t
for all & > 0. In other words, we have

w 1_
[N1(n;2 )HXO’*%+ < Coz

for a > 0, outside an exceptional set of probability < e

This completes the proof of the nonlinear estimate (3.2]) and hence the proof of Theorem [2]
for0<a< %

4. LOCAL THEORY, PART 2: aa =0

The remaining part of this paper is devoted to the @ = 0 case. Namely, we consider
the white noise initial data. In this section, we present the proof of almost sure local well-
posedness (Theorem [2]) by establishing convergence of smooth approximating solutions. The
key ingredients are Propositions 1.1] and .2 whose proofs will be presented in Sections
and [7 respectively.

4.1. Partially iterated Duhamel formulation. In Section [ we introduced the random
gauge transform J“ in (IL4I]) and converted the renormalized 4NLS (L6) into the random
equation ([43) for w = J%(u). In the following, we study the Duhamel formulation (.47
for this random equation. Define

Th (wy, we, ws)(t) := —’L/ S( t—t Nl (wl,wg,wg)(t )dt/

To(w)(t) = —i / S(t — N (w) (¢)dt, (A1)
0
where N (w1, wq, ws) is defined by

N (w1, we, w3)(z,t) Z e Z )Gy (ng, 8)Wa (ng, t) W3 (ns, t)
nez T'(n)
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with the random phase function U* defined in (48] and Ny (w) is as in (L40]). By setting

T (w) = Ty (w, w,w), we define Z(w) := Z;(w) + Zo(w). Then, we can write the Duhamel
formulation (A7) for w = J“(u) as

w = S(t)uf +Z(w), (4.2)

If we were to apply the strategy for the o > 0 case discussed in Section [3] then by noting

that J%(z¥) = S(t)uy, we would write v = w — S(t)uf and try to solve the fixed point

problem for v:
v="T(v+ S(t)ug) + Z2(v + S(t)ug) (4.3)

by a contraction argument. As mentioned in Section [T, however, we are not able to solve
the fixed point problem (£3]) by a contraction argument. In the following, we reformulate
the equation by assuming that w is a solution to (£.2)) and study the reformulated problem.
Recalling that w(n,0) = g, and that w satisfies the equation ([L43]), we formally have

¢ d N2 g4/
— t)|“dt
| gl

t e — _—
— —2Rei / > e B (ng )@ (ng, ¥)(ng, )@ (n, ) dt’
0 r(n)
=: Ep(w, w, w,w)(t). (4.4)

In view of (L46]), (1)), and ([@4)), we then have

Ir(w) = z'/o St —t) Z e E (w, w, w, w)(t )W (n, t')dt

nez

@ (n,t)* — |gnl®

for a solution w to (L43). We denote by Zy(w) the quintilinear operator Z§ (w, w, w, w, w)
given by

ISJ(U)l, w2, W3, W4, ’UJ5)($, t) = / S(t - t/) Z eZNSL‘gn(wl, w2, w3, w4)(t/)&}5(n7 t,)dt,
0 ne”L
Then, for a solution w to (IL43]), the equality
To(w) = Ty (w) (4.5)

formally holds. As a result, we can rewrite (£.2]) as the following partially iterated Duhamel
formulation with cubic and quintic nonlinearities:

w = St + Iy (w) + Lo(w). (4.6)
We then obtain the following fixed point problem for v = w — S(t)ug:
v="T1(v+St)uf) + To(v + S(t)uf). (4.7)

It turns out that the quintic term Zy(v + S (t)ug) has a better regularity property than the
original cubic resonant nonlinearity Z(v+S(t)ug ), which enables us to solve the fixed point
problem (7)) for v by a contraction argument. See Remark .4l below. Note, however, that
in deriving the equation (47]), we used the a priori equality (LX), which only holds for a
solution w = S(t)ug + v to ([@2).

In order to overcome this issue, we use an approximation method to construct a solution
to (). To be more precise, we construct a local solution u to (LG) as a limit of a
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sequence {u™} yen of smooth solutions with smooth initial data ug . For simplicity of the
presentation, we only consider the following frequency-truncated data:

[ — w o nx
ug = TNUG = E gn(w)e
In|<N

in the following. Here, 7y is the Dirichlet frequency projection onto the frequencies {|n| <
N} defined in (24]). See Remark [4](ii) for the case of smooth initial data given by
mollification as in (I4]).

Letting
gn, if In] < N,

4.8
0, if |n| > N, (4.8)

g = 1N - gn = {

we have

zn:c
ug, N E .gn .

nez
Define a truncated version of the random phase function ¥ in (L45]) by setting

TR = |gn, ()7 = 198, (@)I° + lgas (@)I° = 195 (@)1 (4.9)

We also set W% = U«

Let N € N. Then, we have ug y € C°(T) almost surely. Hence, by Proposition 1.1
in [54], there exists a unique global-in-time solution u" to (L) with uV|;—y = ug -
Furthermore, by introducing the truncated random gauge transform:

WM (z,t) = TgN) = 3 e itlon P N (1) (4.10)
nez

with g7 in @), we see that w" satisfies a modified version of the random equation ([LZ3):

0w = aqw™ + Ny () + Ny y (w?) (411)
wli=o = UBJ,N’ '
where N}y (w) = Ny (w, w, w) and N’y (w) are defined by

NN (Wi, we, w3) (2, ) Z e Z YN PGy (ny, t) Do (ng, t)D3(n3, t), (4.12)
nez

(W) Zem Iw n, )2 — g5 ()] @(n, t).

neL

By writing (4.I1]) in the Duhamel formulation, we have
wh = S(t)ug v + IfN(wN) + IéfN(wN), (4.13)

where ¢\ (w) := ¢ y(w, w, w) and Z5 \ (w) are defined by
IY y (w1, w2, w3) := —1/ S(t —t" )N N (wr, wa, ws)(t')dt’, (4.14)

= —z/ S(t —t" NS N (w)(t')dt'. (4.15)
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Noting that w! is almost surely a smooth solution to ({fII]) with the truncated random
initial data ug N, we have

— t
o (n, £)2 — g |? = / LN (n, )2

= —2Rei Z VR wN (nq,t )ﬁ(ng, t’)ﬁ(ng, t')ﬁ(n, t)dt'
0
T'(n)

= EN (N, wN W™, w)(t). (4.16)
This motivates us to define a truncated version of Z, by

i;fN(wl,wg,wg,w4,w5)(a: t)

/ St —t) Ze’mé’N w1, we, w3, wy) ()5 (n, t")dt’. (4.17)
neL
We also set f;N(wN) = f;N(wN w™,wh wh wh). Then, we can rewrite ([@I3) as the
following partiélly iterated buhamel formulation:
wh = S(t)uf y + ¢ () + I8y (w™). (4.18)
Note that while Z§' y(w) in (@I5]) corresponds to the resonant part of the nonlinearity,
only the non-resonant contribution survives in (4.16]) after substituting the equation, thus
yielding a non-resonant structure in the quintic term fg’ N(wN ).

In order to prove Theorem B we need to show that {w™ } yen converges in some function
space and that the limit w = limy_oo w' is a distributional solution to (L43). We now
state the crucial nonlinear estimates in our analysis. Recall from (ZX) that given N €
Z>_1 = ZN[-1,00), 7y denotes the frequency projection operator onto the (spatial)
frequencies {|n| > N} with the understanding that 7+, = Id.

Proposition 4.1. Let 0 < 8,7y <1 and b > 3 L be sufficiently close to i 5. Then, there exist

¢, 0 > 0 and small 69 > 0 with the following pmperty. For each 0 < § < &y, there exists
1

Q5 C Q with P(Q2§) < e”3° such that for each w € 5, we have

15 (w1, w3, w5) | 0 <069H( P fhwy = SR, (W) | x—ns )y (419)
j=1

uniformly in Nj € Z>_1, j = 1,2,3, and N > Ny(w, ) for some No(w,d) € N. Here, we
allow N = oo as well.

Proposition 4.2. Let 0 < 8,7y <1 and b > 3 L be sufficiently close to i 5. Then, there exist

¢, 0 > 0 and small §g > 0 with the following pmperty. For each 0 < § < &y, there exists
1

Q5 C Q with P(Q2§) < e”3° such that for each w € 5, we have

\|f§),zv(w1,w2,w37w4,w5)llxo b5
<oy H (N + ey — Sk, @)llx-0s),  (420)

uniformly in N; € Z>_1, j =1,...,5, and N > Ny(w,0) for some No(w,0) € N. Here, we
allow N = oo as well.
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We remark that both estimates ([£19) and (£20) exhibit some smoothing effect. The
main reason is that both nonlinearities Ii‘i N (w1, w2, ws) and i’é" N (w1, w2, w3, wy, ws) possess
non-resonant structures. In the next subsection, we present the proof of Theorem [l by
assuming Propositions [.Iland [£.21 We present the proofs of these propositions in Sections [0l
and [ By careful analysis, we reduce these nonlinear estimates to boundedness properties
of certain random multilinear functionals of the white noise.

Remark 4.3. In deriving &, (w,w, w,w) in ([@4]), we made use of a key cancellation:
Re (if(/\/;(w)) (n)@(n)) =0, (4.21)

i.e. the resonant part of the nonlinearity disappears in ([@4]). Interestingly, a similar can-
cellation is used in the context of the modified scattering analysis of the one-dimensional
cubic nonlinear Schrédinger equation on the real line:

i = 0%u + |ulu (4.22)

with localized initial data. More precisely, if we set v(t) = eitagu(t), then by a stationary
phase argument, (£.22)) can be rewritten as

(&, t) = cit ()P, t) + R(Et),  EER, (4.23)

where ¢ is a real constant and v denotes the Fourier transform of v on the real line. The
trilinear remainder term R(§,t) decays (in a suitable functional framework) faster than
t~! and therefore the principal part of the nonlinearity for analyzing long-time behavior is
given by cit =1 [0(&,1)[*0(€, t), which is the analogue of the resonant part of the nonlinearity
N§ (w) in our problem. Note that the key cancellation in the context of ([@23) is

~

Re <z‘t‘1]6(§, 1)[25(¢, )0 (¢, t)) —0. (4.24)

The cancellation ([@24]) appears in computing 9;[0(,¢)|?, which is the analogue of the
computation ([@Z]) in the context of ([L23]). We point out strong similarity between (Z2T])

and ([@24]).

4.2. Proof of Theorem the a = 0 case. In this subsection, we present the proof of
Theorem 2] for &« = 0. More precisely, by applying Propositions [4.1] and to the iterated
Duhamel formulation ([4I8]) we prove that, for each 0 < § < 1, there exists Q5 C  with
P(QS§) < e~ such that for w € s, the following statements hold:

(i) The sequence {w" — S(t)ug n}nven is Cauchy in X05+9,

(ii) The limit w of w'¥ satisfies the equation (LZ3) in the distributional sense with the
white noise initial data ug.
(iii) The solution w is unique in the class: S(t)ug + B, where By denotes the ball of
radius 1 in X3 centered at the origin.
Given 0 < 8,y < 1 and b > % sufficiently close to %, apply Propositions [£.]] and 2] and

construct a set {25 C Q with P(§§) < e~ for each 0 < § < 1 such that the conclusions of
both Propositions A Iand [£2 hold. In the following, we fix w € Qs and hence the parameter
No(w, d) in Propositions 1] and is a fized number. In what follows, unless otherwise
stated, the number N and M are always assumed to be greater than Ny(w, ).
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(i) By setting vV = w" — S(t)ug -, it follows from ([@I3) and (£I8)) that vV satisfies

VN = TPy (0N + S(tug n) + T (0" + S(t)uf x)
= T¢ (" + S()ugy) + T (0" + S(t)us n), (4.25)

where Zy’, Z5 \y and fg’ y are as in (@I4), @I5) and (EIT7). Note that the second equality
holds since w' is a classical solution to ([@II)).
We first claim that

N
[0V ogs < 1 (4.26)

0.5+.6 =

by choosing § > 0 sufficiently small. Indeed by applying (AI9) and (£20) in Proposi-
tions @] and 2] (with N; = —1, i.e. 7rN Id) to ([£25]), we have

N 0 N 0 N
0™ o300 SO+ N0V Iy gy s)? + 07+ 0Ny g05)°

-2-+5N

<67(1+ ”UN”XO,%+,5)3 +67(1+ H/UNHXO,%ﬁ',(S)s’ (4.27)

Then by choosing § > 0 sufficiently small, the bound ([£26]) follows from (L27) and a
standard continuity argument.

Next, we show that the sequence {v" } yen is a Cauchy sequence in X 0.3+3, By possibly
restricting to smaller § > 0, we prove

o™ — | < N~ min(9) (4.28)

XO §+ 5~
for any w € Qs and M > N > Ny(w,d). The bound ([@E28) shows that vV converge in
X390 for each w € Q5 and thus wV = vV + S(t)ug v converge to w = v + S(t)ug in
C([-6,6]; H*(T)), s < —3.
We now prove ([L28). From ([@25]), we have

™ =™ o3 S IZE0 (0 + SOU 1) — TEN (N + Sl 3| o345

)

+ Hig,M(UM + S(t)ug ar) — ~§J,N(’UN + S(t)ug,N)|’X0,%+,6' (4.29)

We first estimate the first term on the right-hand side of ([@29). From (dI2]) and (@14
with w™ = vV + S(t)ug y» we have

M N
|’IfM(w ) _IfN(w )”XO 146
<P A (™) = TN ()] o g5 + T8N (M) = T2 ()] o 340
M M M N M M
< Hl-fM(w Iii (w )HXO,%Jr,é + ”ILN(U) —wo,w )”XO 1is

N M _ N N N M_
+ | ZEp (™, ™ —w w )||Xo,%+,a+||IfN(w W, w )||Xo,%+,5- (4.30)

In the following, we only treat the first two terms since the other two terms can be treated
in a similar manner. Using the trilinear structure of Z}’, for L € {M, N}, we have
o) = Iy (ry w w W) + Iy (ry w oy w w)
3 3

+ 7% (ryw™ my w™ ry w) + ¥ (rn M o w™ wr ™).
) 3 3 3 ’ 3 3 3
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The key point is to observe that it follows directly from the definitions ([AI2]) and (ZI4])
with (£9) that for M > N

IlﬁM(ﬂ'%wM,ﬂ'%wM,ﬂ'%wM) - Lf’N(ﬂ'%wM,ﬂ'%wM,ﬂ'%wM) =0.
Therefore, in order to control
M M
120 (™) = ZE N (™) 0,4 4.00

we only need to bound

|’I{JL( J%_ MvaawM)”Xo TENCE

175 (o kw0 oy

”Iiu,L(W%wMﬂTgvaﬂ'éw )HXO 1is

for L = M and N. We only consider the first one since the others can be treated similarly.
From Proposition [4.I] and ([£.20]), we have

L O A e [ S [N T T B ol (WP
NP+ N o)
< 60 N~ min(B)
where we used the fact that w”™ = vV + 5 (t)u‘a’ n- Therefore, we obtain
12200 (™) = T (M) oy g S 0PN,

Next, we proceed with estimating the second term on the right-hand side of (£30]):

|’IfN(wM - wN wM M)HXO 146
< ”IfN(’U — oV + S(t)myug, on + S(t UG N> UN + S(t)ug,N)HXO,%+,5
TP N (S magug, v + S v ov + S @)l vl o345 (4.31)
By applying Proposition 1l to (£31]) with N3 = N or M and Ny = N3 = —1, we obtain
|’IfN(wM - wN wM M)HXO 14
2
SO (N2 oM = oMy ) (T 0™ g
0 _
<3 (N B4 oM — "’Nwa,%%a)' (4.32)

Similarly, we can estimate the second term on the right-hand side of ([@29) by applying
Proposition and obtain

1T (™) = T (™) oy
5 50 (N—min(ﬁﬁ) + ||’UM o UN||X(),%+,5)- (433)

Putting (£29), (432)), and ([£33) together, we obtain

0 nr— mi 0
HUM - UNHXO,%Jr,é < C§?NTmEA) 4 05 HUN - UMHXO,%Jr,é’

Therefore, by choosing § > 0 sufficiently small, we obtain ([Z28]).
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(ii) Next, we show that the limit w = v 4 S(t)ug satisfies the Duhamel formulation ([.2)):
w = S(t)ug + I (w) + Ia(w), (4.34)

in the distributional sense, locally in time. We first recall the following definition of the
Fourier-Lebesgue spaces FL*P(T). Given s € R and 1 < p < oo, define the Fourier-
Lebesgue space FL*P(T) by the norm:

| fllFLsery = 1Kn)° F ()l e (z)-
Then, it is easy to see that the white noise uf in (II0) (with a = 0) almost surely belongs
to FL*P(T) if and only if sp < —1 with the understanding that s < 0 when p = oc.

Given 0 < 6 < 1, let w € Qg. Then, it follows from Lemmalﬂ@ that the truncated ran-
dom linear solution S(t)uf x converges to S(t)ug in C([—0,6]; FL==°°(T)) for any ¢ > 0.
The residual part vV converges to v in Xo’%+’5, and hence in C([—6,6]; L?(T)). Putting
together, we see that w!¥ converges to w in C([—4,0]; FL™5°°(T)). Hence, from the def-
initions (ZI) and (@IF) of Iy and Iy n, we conclude that T y(w!Y) converges to Zs(w)
in C([—6,0); FL73%°°(T)). On the other hand, from (&30), we see that that Z; y(w')
converges to 7y (w) in X 0,5+3, Together with the convergence of w to w, we have shown
that each term in the truncated Duhamel formulation (ZI3]) converges to the corresponding
term in ([Z34). Recalling that w’ satisfies (EI3]), we conclude that w is a solution to the
Duhamel formulation (£34]) in the distributional sense.

In Step (i), we already showed that w satisfies the iterated formulation ([&3]). Thus, as
a byproduct, we have verified that

Ir(w) = Tr(w),
for the solution w constructed in Step (i).

(iii) Lastly, we turn to the uniqueness issue. Given 0 < § < 1, fix w € Q5. Let w =
S(t)ug+v be the solution to ([A.2]) with the white noise initial data u§ constructed in Steps (i)
and (ii). Suppose that there exists another solution w to ([@2]) of the form w = S(t)uy + v
for some v € By C X3+ Since such @ is also a solution to ([43]), by repeating the
argument in Subsection [ we see that w satisfies the iterated Duhamel formulation (4.0)):

W = S(t)u§ + T1 (D) + Lo(w).
Then, by repeating the argument in Step (i) with Propositions 1] and 2] we obtain

~ 0 ~ ~
v — U”XO,%+,6 <C6|jv— UHXO,%J“(S < 5“” - UHXO,%Jr,é

for § > 0 sufficiently small, yielding v = v in X 0.5+8 This proves uniqueness in the class
S(t)ufj + Bj.
This completes the proof of Theorem 2l when a = 0.

Remark 4.4. (i) By a continuity argument, we can easily upgrade the uniqueness of w in
S(t)ug + Bi to uniqueness of w in the class

S(tyug + X039

HNote that Lemma 2.7 appears in the proof of Propositions 1] and (see also Lemma [A3]) and thus
we may assume that the conclusion of Lemma [Z7] holds on the set 5 constructed in Step (i).
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See Remark 2.9 in [I8]. By inverting the random gauge transform J in ([4I]), we then
obtain uniqueness of u in the class

1
0,1+
5

Z(ug) + X
. . 0,5+.0
where Z is as in (LII)) and X3,

0,3+
. 1 :
restriction norm space X 2" defined in (A.2)).

is the local-in-time version of the random Fourier

(ii) Let ug,, = ug * pm be the regularization of the white noise uf by mollification via a
mollification kernel p,, in (L4]). Denote by w, the solution to the gauged equation (.43
with wy, =0 = UG - Then, by proceeding as above one can easily establish convergence
of wy, to w in the class S(t)uf + By, satisfying ([A2)). Then, by the uniqueness proved in
Step (iii) above, we conclude that w = w. This proves independence of the mollification
kernel.

5. GLOBAL WELL-POSEDNESS AND INVARIANCE OF THE WHITE NOISE MEASURE

In this section, we extend the local solutions constructed in Theorem 2] to global solutions
and prove invariance of the white noise measure (7)) with & = 0 under the flow of the
renormalized 4NLS (L@]). The main ingredient is Bourgain’s invariant measure argument [5,

6].

5.1. Invariance of the white noise measure under the truncated 4NLS. In this
section, we will denote the white noise measure by p. For fixed € > 0, p is a measure on
H_%_s(']l'), defined as the pushforward of P under the map from (2, F, P) to H_%_E(’]I')
(equipped with the Borel o-algebra) given by

W up = Zgn(w)eim.
ne”L
Given N € N, we also define the finite-dimensional white noise measure puy on Ey =

span{e™™, |n| < N} as the pushforward of P under the map from (€, F, P) to Ey given
by w — myug, where my is the Dirichlet projector onto the frequencies {|n| < N} defined

in (2.4).
Consider the frequency-truncated version of the renormalized 4NLS (L6):
{z’@tuN = 0fulN + Ty (N (ulY))

uM(z,0) = Tyuo(z) € En, (5.1)

where N (u) denotes the renormalized nonlinearity in (LI6). It is easy to see that the
solution uV to (B.I) exists globally in time. Let ©y(t) denote the flow map for (5I). By
the Liouville theorem, we see that the truncated white noise measure pp is invariant under
5) ~(t). Following [I3], we also consider the extension of (5.I)) to infinite dimensions, where
the higher modes evolve according to linear dynamics:

{z’@tuN = 0dulN + Ty (N (myul))

u(z,0) = ug(z) € H—%—€(']I')‘ (5.2)

12Here, our assumption that the symbol p,,, =1 on [—com, com] for some c¢o > 0, independent of m € N
provides a simplification of the argument as compared to a general mollification kernel.
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Let ©n(t) denote the flow map for (5.2)). Then, we have

ON(t) = N (t)ry + S(t)my,
where 73 = Id —7y. Denoting by Ex the orthogonal complement of Ey in H_%_a(’]I'), let
,u]lv be the white noise measure on EJ%, (i.e. the image measure under the map: w — Wﬁuf{).

Note that ,ufv is invariant along the linear flow on E]# (this is a consequence of the invariance
of complex-valued Gaussians under rotations). Therefore, by writing

dp = dpn @ dpy,
we conclude the following invariance of p under Oy (t).

Lemma 5.1. For each t € R, the white noise measure v is invariant under the flow map
1
ON(t) on H™275(T).

5.2. Almost sure global well-posedness. By using the invariance of the white noise
measure for (0.2 (Lemma [(.1]) and a PDE approximation argument, we have the follow-
ing lemma, guaranteeing long time existence with large probability for the renormalized

ANLS (L0).

Lemma 5.2. There exist small 0 < e < g1 < 1 and B > 0 such that given any small k > 0
1

and T > 0, there exists a measurable set L, v C H™27%(T) such that (i) p(X§ r) < £ and

(ii) for any uy € Xy 1, there exists a (unique) solution

u € Z(u) + C([~T,T); L*(T)) € C([~T,T]; H"2~*(T))

to the renormalized 4NLS (L6]) with u|i—o = uo, where Z is defined in (LII)). Furthermore,
giwen any large N > 1, we have

[u(t) = Y (1) (wo)|
where ON (t) denotes the flow map for (5.2)).

SO, T)N 7,

C(-T.T):H"3~°1(T))

For the uniqueness statement, see Remark [£4](i).

Proof. Once we have almost sure local well-posedness (Theorem [2)), the proof of Lemma[5.2]
is by now standard. In the following, we only sketch key parts of the argument and refer
to [5 6] 151 60, [61] for further details.

Given a solution u” to (52)), we define w¥ = J%(uV) as in the proof of Theorem [
where J3% denotes the truncated random gauge transform in (AI0). Namely, we have

’LUN(.Z',t) _ Z einm—it|gy(w)‘2lzj\v(n7t)7
nez

where g is as in ([EX). The key observation is that convergence properties of w” in a
Fourier lattic can be directly converted to convergence properties of u’V. For M > N > 1,
write

M 1, N

M N M N)—i—mﬁw —TNw .

wo —w :(ﬂ'M’w — TNW

13N amely, in a space where a norm depends only on the sizes of the Fourier coefficients. For example,
H*(T) and FL*P(T).
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The convergence of (7w — S(t)ug ar) — (ryw — S(t)ug ) can be shown exactly as in
the proof of Theorem B locally in time, i.e. in X%2H0 ¢ C([-46,0]; L*(T)), which yields
convergence of myw™ — myw? in C([-6, 5];H_%_5(']I‘)). On the other hand, the second
and third terms decay like N~ for some 8 > 0 thanks to the high frequency projections.
The remaining part of the argument leading to the proof of Lemma is contained in
[5L 6L 15, 60, 61]. In particular, see the proof of Proposition 3.5 in [60] for details in a
setting analogous to our work. O

Once we have Lemma [5.2] the desired almost sure global well-posedness follows from
the Borel-Cantelli lemma. Given k > 0, let 7; = 27 and k; = 57> J € N. By applying
Lemma [5.2] construct a set X, T and set

Se=[) S, (5.3)
j=1

Then, we have (X¢) < x and for any ug € X, there exists a unique global-in-time solution
to the renormalized 4NLS (L6]) with u[;—o = ug. Finally, set

Y= Y.
1 n

n=

Then, we have (X¢) = 0 and for any ug € X, there exists a unique global-in-time solution
to the renormalized ANLS (L6) with u|—o = up. This proves almost sure global well-
posedness.

5.3. Invariance of the white noise measure. Let ©(¢) be the flow map for the renor-
malized 4NLS (L6]) defined on the set 3 of full probability constructed above. Our goal
here is to show that

[ Feww)utw = [ Fudu(w) (5.4

pM %

for any F € LI(H_%_a(T),du) and any ¢t € R. By a density argument, it suffices to
prove ([B.4) for continuous and bounded F.
Fix t € R. By Lemma [5.1], we have

[ PO @@)duta) = [ Plujdutu), (5.5)

% 2

Fix small § > 0. The boundedness of F' implies that for any sufficiently small £ > 0, we
have

/ F(O(t)(w))du(u)| +

25
where ¥, is as in (B.3]). Fix one such x > 0. Then, by Lemma [5.2] we have
10(t)(w) — 0% (t)(u)]

[ F(e¥ @) w)dutu

o

<6, (5.6)

1 < C(rk,t)N7P
H™ 2
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for any u € ¥, and sufficiently large N > 1. Hence, by continuity of F', we have

[ Fe®w)duw) - [ F©(0)w)du(w)| < (5.7)
DI Xk
for any sufficiently large N > 1. Combining (&.5]), (58], and (57) and taking § — 0, we

obtain (G.4]).

5.4. Proof of Theorem [l The proof of Theorem [l follows from the arguments presented
in the proofs of Theorems 2] and Bl

6. NONLINEAR ESTIMATE I: NON-RESONANT PART

In this section, we present the proof of Proposition .11

6.1. Probabilistic estimates. We begin by presenting several probabilistic estimates that
will be used to prove Proposition E.Il The proofs of these lemmas are presented in Appen-
dix [Al

We first recall some notations. Let n € C2°(R) be a smooth non-negative cutoff function
supported on [—2,2] with n =1 on [—1,1]. Recall from (LI9), ([26), and (£9) that

I'(n) = {(n1,n2,n3) € Z>: n=n1 — ny +n3 and n1,n3 # n},

(I)(ﬁ) = @(nl,ng,ng,n) = nzll — n% + n% o n47

VR (1) = lgn, (@)1 = lgn, (@)* + lgn, (@) = gz (@)[*. (6.1)
where g2 is as in [EX). Given s,b € R and § > 0, the following random functionals S;”b’é,

j =1,2,3, play an important role in the proof of Proposition ] (and also in the proof of
Proposition presented in Section [7)):

=0 (7 + () — lgny )
SEN(f) = ) z 6.2
1,N (f) ' Z f( 1) (n2>5<n3>5<n>25(7>b ( )
n1€Z € ng ng L7
(n1,n2,n3)€l(n) 23
(observe that there is at most one term in the n; summation),
Sy (1, fo) = H > Fi(n) fa(n2)
ni,no€ZL
(n1,n2,n3)€l(n)
05 (7 + (1) — |gny |* + lgns )
s 2s b ’ (63)
(g} () 1) o
Sy (fr for f3) = || D Fi(na) fa(no) Fa(ns)
I(n)
s+ @) — g [ + lgn, [* = l9ns ) (6.4)
(n)2s(r)?
GL?
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In the following, we will take f1, fo, f3 as the white noise

fi=fa=fa=ug =) galw)e™, (6.5)

neL

or its frequency truncated version (projected onto high frequencies)

mh ) = D galw)e.

[n|>N;
For simplicity of notations, we se
SN (W) = S (e, (u), (6.6)
Sy (w) = S5 (o, (), i, (ug), (6.7)
S (w) o= S5 (o, (u), v, (uf), v, (), (6.8)

for N1, Na, N3 € Z>_; (recall our convention: 7TJ_‘1 = Id). With the notations defined above,
we have the following tail estimates for these random functionals.

Lemma 6.1. Let s < 0, b < %, and B > 0 such that s and B are sufficiently close to 0
and b is sufficiently close to % Then, there exist c,k > 0 and small 69 > 0 such that the
following statements holds.

(i) We have

P<{w €Q:sup sup <N1>B\Sf’?\}6(w)\ > 5“}) < eTwe
NENN1€ZZ,1 ’
for any 0 < 6 < dp.

(ii) Let k =2,3. Given 0 < 6 < dp, define the sets Ay by

A = {w € Q) : there exists Nog = No(w, ) € N such that

sup sup (ﬁl ) Sbé(W)IScS“}.

N>No N;€Z> 1 \ i
]:17 7k

Then, we have
P(AS) < e
for any 0 < 6 < dp.
Given N € NU {oo}, we introduce a random version Xj_’b(w, N) of the X*-space:
ell se ey = 1) (7 +n* + lgn’ (@) 1%)*a(n, )2 2

with the understanding that g;° = g,,. By slightly losing spatial regularity, we can control
the random X*’-norm by the standard X®’-norm (with o > s) uniformly in u € X%°,

14Strictly speaking, we should denote the dependence of S;y'f\;é(w) on the parameters Ni, N2, and Ns.
For simplicity of the presentation, however, we suppress such dependence unless it plays an important role.
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Lemma 6.2. Let 0 > s and b > 0. Then, for each K > 0, there exists a set Qx C Q with
1
P(Q5) < Ce K" such that

sup lull xsv, ny S (14 K)lluflxon
NeNU{oo} Xy (W)

In particular, by choosing K = ¢ for some small ¢ > 0, there exists a set Q5 C Q with
1
P(Q%) < Ce™5° such that

sup S 0 ullxor

[[wll o0
NeNU{oco} XY (w.N)

uniformly in v € X%, for any 0 < § < 1.

For the proofs of Lemmas and [6.2], see Appendix[Al In the next subsection, we prove
Proposition 1] assuming these lemmas.
6.2. Proof of Proposition 4.1l For j =1,2,3, let z; = S(t)ﬂ']J\‘[j (ug) and set vj; = w; — z;.
Then, by the linear estimate (Lemma [23]), it suffices to construct Qs C  with P(Qf) <

e~ 3 such that for each w € Qs, we have, for some s < 0 sufficiently close to 0,

X§’§+’6

3
IVE N (01 + 21,02 + 22,03 + 23) | o345 < CF 11 ((Nj>_ﬁ + vl 5.1 ) (6.9)
=1

uniformly in N; € Z>_1, j = 1,2,3, and N > Ny(w,d) for some Ny(w,d) € N. By the
definition (2.2]) of the local-in-time space, the estimate ([6.9]) follows once we prove

3
Iy (8) - Ny (1 + 20,72 + 20, + 28) o, < OO [T (V) + Il 5,50 )  (6.10)
j=1

for any extension v; of v; (restricted to the time interval [—4,4]) onto R, j = 1,2,3. For
simplicity of notations, we denote the extension v; by v; in the following.
By duality, we have

LHS of (6I0) =  sup

a <1
lall_o.3-<

, (6.11)

/ ns(t) '-N'lu,)N(Ul + 21,02 + 29, U3 + z3)a(z, t)dxdt
TxR

where 7, is as in (Z3]). By (£I2]) and expanding the product, we write the double integral
in (EII) add

/ ()Y e [@1 (n1)v2(n2)vs(nz)a(n)
R n T(n)

+ Ly o8, (71)e ™ g, Ta(n) 03 (n3)a(n) + similar terms

2
" <H 1nj>Nj> e_it(n§_n%)g”19n2U3(n3)a(n) + similar terms
j=1

3
A4 4 _ =
+ <H1nj>Nj>e e n2+n3)gn1gn29n3a(n) dt
j=1

15Here and in the following, we suppress the time dependence.
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where the term I consists of the term with all three factors given by v;’s, Il consists of the
terms with one factor of z; and two factors of v;’s, Ill consists of the terms with two factors
of z;’s and one factor of v;, and IV consists of the term with all three factors given by z;’s.

e Estimate on I. Define
bg) ztn4+zt\g \2< >56j(n) and a, = e Ztn4+zt\g \2< >2sa(n)’ (612)

essentially representing the Fourier transforms of the ungauged interaction representations
of v; and a. Then, we have

/ Z Z YN G (n1) o (na)03(ng)a(n) di

—itd(n 2
= Z Z <nl>s<n2>s<n3>s<n>2s /R (n; (t)e £ ( )) b(l)bg;bgla)an dt.
n T'(n)

By Parseval’s identity in the ¢ variable, we have
1
I = 7, (r + ®() FOL @b @) (—r)dr.
gghwwm%wmwé%“+m”< s ) =)r
(T + ®(1))

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have
2 >é
(2l

I < <ZZ nl 28 n2 25 n3>2s< >4s
2\ 2
Lg) . (6.13)

n T'(n)
(Z;H FOWBD @) ()|
By Lemma [24] with (2.3]), we have
(T = 2(R)) 6 i 5
s mmam ) S g o9

for any small € > 0. Then, by (6.14]) and Lemma 1], we can bound the first factor of (G.I3))
by

N
N[ =

0 2 1
<ZZ (n1)25 (ny)2s n3>2s< )45 (@(ﬁ)>1_) NEER (6.15)

n T'(n)

provided that s < 0 is sufficiently close to 0. Next, we consider the second factor of (G.I3)).
By Lemma 2.5 we have

>5[ e emn],

n T'(n)

@B g

n1 n2 ns an H?

ZZ
TS I I ol

n ni,n2,n3

- <;|yan\\2%>j1i[1<;|yb%>\\2%+>. (6.16)
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By (612]), Plancherel’s identity, and Lemma [6.2] we have that
D0 = Do e g ()] 4
n n

=> (n)*||{r +n*+ lgév|2>%+5j(”’ T)Hig

= [lv;|? < 6%l 6.17
v il s, .
Il gy 000 (6.17)
and
2 — 2 < 15 2
E a 1. =|la 6 %lla
. H "HH? ” HXis 1+ ) ” H 0,4+

for small € > 0, outside an exceptional set of probability < Ce 3. Collecting estimates

©E13), 6I5), ([6.16), and ([GIT), we obtain
3
l
92 H ol 5.1+

outside an exceptional set of probability < Ce 3.

e Estimate on II. Without loss of generality, we may assume II has only one term:
= / ns ()Y Y INOL e g, Ta(na)Ba(ns)a(n) | de.
* n T(n)
With b5 and a, as in (m) Parseval’s identity yields
\n | gnl ~
M= 3050 et |+ () — Lol ) F O mm) ()i

nl"(

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in 7 and then in n,no, ng, we have

HS Z 1\’:;1\>N18'gn1 on ﬁé(T—i_@( l)_ |g | )

T (n2)*(n3)*(n) (1) P L

(nlyn27n3)€F(N) n,ng,nz 7
< [ty 5= F 6@ bam)(r)
‘ ’ B gy L2
. -
9 s 2 _
< )| sda] |,
7' n,ng,n3

where Sf’?\’,é(w) is defined in ([G.6]). Proceeding as in (616 and (GI7), we arrive at

o lall -
+

s, 15
<SR " @lvall egy,  vsl
X2 (w

i (w.N)’

X2+

Then, by applying Lemmas and [6.2] we conclude that there exist small 6,8 > 0 and
s < 0 close to 0 such that

3
Mw) S8 (N) 7 T 51l 5.1+
=2

outside an exceptional set of probability < Ce 3.
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e Estimate on III. Without loss of generality, we assume that IIl has the following form:

= / 0 (£) 303 ROy - g, GogU3(n3)a(n)dt

n T'(n)

where x, , := H§:1 l‘nj‘> N, By Parseval’s identity as before, we have

1 T o d(n) — N |2 N |2
I = ZZ X;;g g 1g 2 / 776(7-"_ (n) llgnl’ + ’gTLz’ )(<T>é_f(bs?m)(—7')>d7,

n T(n R (T)2~

where bg’) and a, are as in (6.12]). By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and proceeding as before
we obtain
i (r+ @A) — |gn P + lghy]?)
= Z X1,2 “ In19na : 9 " 1_ =
n1,m2 (n3)s(n)2s(r)? 2, L2

(n1,n2,n3)€l(n)

x| () F O an) ()
n,n3L72'
s, -5
SR @l e ol o

where SS”?\’,&(w) is defined in (6.7)). Then, by applying Lemmas and [6.2] we conclude that
there exist small 8,8 > 0 and s < 0 close to 0 such that

)< 69<H Y4

outside an exceptional set of probability < Ce 7.

e Estimate on IV. Lastly, we consider IV. We have

vV = / 775 Z Z ezt\pw ﬁ —it nl_n2+n3)X1,2,3 -gm%gnga(n)dt

_ Z Z X123 9n19n29n3 / 0y (1) TEN D=2 gy
R

n T'(n)

3 . .
where x,,, = [[j_; L isn Y is as in @9), and Vs n = [g) |2 — |gh]? + |92 >, By
applying Parseval’s identity and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality as before, we have

V= 30 30 A Bt [t 0(7) — W5 (1)) ()

n T'(n)

ZX R ﬁa(T"i_(I)(ﬁ) - \Ilgj,N(ﬁ))
fe T e

([

32
a2 "
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where S 20 (w) is defined in @8). Then, by applying Lemmas E1] and B2 we conclude that
there exist small 0,5 >0 and s < 0 close to 0 such that

3
w) S TTV) 7
i=1

outside an exceptional set of probability < Ce 5.

This completes the proof of Proposition E.11

7. NONLINEAR ESTIMATE II: RESONANT PART

This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition Recall from ([@I0) and (417
that

~ t .
ISjN(lUl, w2, W3, W4, w5)($7 t) = /0 S(t - t,) Z eznnglv(wly w2, w3, w4)(t/)w5(n7 t,)dt/7
nez

where
E (wy, w2, w3, wy)(t) = =2 RGZ/ ZG“ YRV @y (ny, ) Do (ng, V)3 (ng, ') Da(n, t')dE'.
0
n

Given wj, let v; = w; — S(t)wﬁj (ug). Then, we denote by v; an extension of v; (viewed

as a function on the time interval [—d, d]) and set
wj = S(t )7TN (ug) + v;.

Let s < 0 < [ be sufficiently close to 0. By the linear estimate (Lemma [2.3) and the
definition (2:2)) of the local-in-time space, it suffices to construct Q5 C Q with P(€§) < e~
such that for each w € s, we have

‘ X5 (8) D eMTEN (i, W, Wa) () W5 (1, t) H 1
nez X0z
6
< C$ H( el 1 ) (7.1)
for any extension v; of v;, j = 1,...,5, uniformly in N; € Z>_4, j = 1,...,5, and

N > Ny(w,0) for some No(w,0) € N. For simplicity of notations, we denote v; (and
wj, respectively) by v; (and wj, respectively) in the following. We also suppress the time
dependence when it is clear from the context.

By the (continuous) trivial embedding L?(T x R) = X%Y ¢ X 0.3+ and Holder’s in-
equality, we have

%
X (¢ (Z N (w1, wa, w3, wa) ()W (n, t)!2>

nez

LHSof(IE[I)<‘

2
Lt
1

1 N 2
<ot s (316N (o wun w) O 0P

te[=6,] \ 27
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Therefore, in order to prove Proposition [£.2] it suffices to prove

1

Sup < Z |£T]LV(w17 w2, W3, w4)(t)ﬂ75 (nv t)|2> ’

te[=0,0] \, =z

<0073 H (N2 +llegll 5.4 ) (72
with large probability, where v; is given by
vy =w; — S(t )TN (uo)

Step (i): Elimination of ws. With s < 0 close to 0, we have

(e o, un, wn, vy

ne”L

< <Z<n>_2515£v(w1, wa, w3, w4)!2> . Sup | (1)L 59 ()|

neL

+ <Z<n>_28’(€r]zv(wlaw27w3yw4)’2>2 'sgp!<n>sﬁ5(n)]. (7.3)

nez

By applying Lemma 2.7 with ¢ = —5 > 0, we conclude that

sup ()" Lo s gn (W)] < (N5)28°7, (7.4)

outside an exceptional set of probability < Ce~3. We also have

sup sup [(n)*vs(n, t)| < [|vs|| (7.5)

te[—6,0] m

Therefore, we conclude from (73)), (7)), and (73] that, in order to prove (Z.2)), it suffices
to show the following estimate:

X&%‘F'

1
sup <Z(”>_28|5r]zv(w1,w2,w3,w4)|2> <Coz H < f+ H%\|X§,%+> (7.6)

te[—6,0] \, 27

outside an exceptional set of probability < 06—5%7 uniformly in N; € Z>_q, j = 1,...,5,
and N > Ny(w, d) for some Ny(w,d) € N.
Step (ii) Smoothing effect. In the remaining part of this section, we present the proof
of ([Z6). By expanding the product of

—~ ~ —itn?

wj(”j? t) = Uj(njv t) +emM 1|nj\>Njgnj7
we can bound the left-hand side of (Z.6]) (without the supremum in time) by

/ Z VR G) (ny, )Wy (ng, ) is(ns, t') g (n, ) dt’
0 T'(n)

SA+B+C+D+E, (7.7)

&
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where A, B, C, D, and F are given by

A= / Z e )X1 2,3.4 Gy Gz GnsGndt'||
0 fom 2
B = / Z et (¥ v ()= ))X1,2,3 . gm%gwbg)dt' + similar terms,
&

+ similar terms,

¢ w(wpm( 1)~ (7)) —
e i (3) (@)
C = / > Xi1o * 9 Grabbh ) dt
0 F( ) <n3>s<n>2s 1,2 1 2°ng

&

+ similar terms,

t it P-am) —
D= b2 p3) @ gy
/OI%W (g} (e I ons

&
—zt Pd(n)

E: /OZ ><n>sbmbn2bn3b dt

Here, bY) is as in 612),

&

,,,,,

and
= i+1) N |2
¢ o) =S COMIGP, k=23
j=1
In view of the restriction of the time variable onto [—d, §], we may freely insert the cutoff

functions x,(t) and 7,(t) in evaluating the terms A, B, C, D, and E. In the following, we
prove ([.0) by estimating each term on the right-hand side of (7).

(ii.1) Estimate on A. Fix k,e > 0 small. By applying Lemma [27] we have
|gn(w)] S 677 (n)* (7.8)

outside an exceptional set of probability < Ce . Then, for such w, we split A(w) into
two parts:

Aw) = A1 (w) + A2(w),

where Aj(w) denotes the contribution from the case nmax < 0. Namely, we have

Al(w) = n X5 Z lnmax<6 ew (V& (ﬁ)_q)(ﬁ))xl,z,?,A 'gm%gn?,g_ndt/

OF(

Note that if max(Ny, Na, N3, Ny) > 67", then we have A;(w) = 0. Otherwise, using (T8,
we have

&

1

4
Al(w) 5 jltsn—Cr H(Nj>_1
j=1
for some C' > 0. This yields (7.0]).
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1
Next, we consider As(w). Since nmax > 0", we have |g,(w)| S 072 (n)* < nZas. Then,
it follows from Lemma 2Tl and (GII), we have
[V (R) — (n)] ~ (®(n)) (7.9)
for (n1,ng,n3) € I'(n). Thus, from (Z8]), (Z9]), and Lemma 21} we obtain
) — e 5 €O o
2(W) = ||\ — -~ X *9ni19na9nsGn
F ) \I’N(n) _q)(n) 1,2,3.4 1 2 3 (%
4 n45+4a s
< 5" ( H > THie X1,2,3.4
j=1 ]
= 1
< 5—2/@( >
l] e (= m)(n—ng)lle

4
5 >0 are Sufﬁmently small. This yields (Z.0l).

provided that ¢, 3, —
(ii.2) Estimate on B. Without loss of generality, we may assume that B consists only of

one term:
4
))X1 2,3 gmgnzgmb( )dt
143

/ Z (5
To exploit the oscillatory nature of the time integral, we rewrite the above integral as
/ \ij ¢ - —4
/R Z eZt (n))X1,2,3 * In19na9ns <1[0,t} (t/)bgl )( )) dt’

T'(n)
where 7, is as in (2Z.3]). Then, by Parseval’s identity, the above expression is
()

S s - Gy Trating /R 7y (7 + B() — U 5 (7)) Fy (Lo g b0 (—7)dr
(7 + ®(7) — T ()

= Z X1,2,3 'gm%gns/ 1
R (r)2

L)
x (13 Ful1 gbh) (7)) dr.

T'(n)

Therefore, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in the 7 variable and Lemma [2.6] we have
Z X s - Gos g n,(1 + ®(n) — ;I’_EU,N(ﬁ)) 10 (#)69 (#)]] .
(n) (n)2s(r)2 Hj
<SE @I ]
where 557y (w) is defined in (6.8). Then, proceeding as in (6.17)), we obtain
(7.10)

Lo

B <
22

)

1 5
B) S8 @l gy
+ K

~
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Finally, by applying Lemmas and [6.2] to (ZI0]), we obtain the desired estimate (7.0)) for
the term B outside an exceptional set of probability < Ce 7

(ii.3) Estimate on C. Without loss of generality, we assume that C' consists only of one
term:

G (W5 ()= (7))

C:H/ 2 ) Xz * 9Tz (Lo (055 (010 (1) )t

G

By Parseval’s identity, we have

_ 7757+<1> — V5 n(n)
lez gn1gn2 1_

(n 5(T>§

x (< ) Fu1 b0 ) (7)) dr

2
&

By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality in 7 and ng followed by Hoélder’s inequality in n, we have

(4 ®(R) — Uy (7))
¢< E : Xi,2 *9n19ns d 5 i_
T eE i P
(n1,n2,n3)€l(n) nng L7
(3) (4\5(&)
e 20,0 (#)brg (¢)0 (t/)”Hﬁ’ 2, (7.11)

As for the second factor of (T.I1]), by applying Lemma and then Lemma and pro-
ceeding as in (6.17]), we have

B3 (4 p (D) (4 (4)
g T CL ARG TS Sy (L PR e i
< 7.12
[[vs]| b (w,N)”U4HX+% o) (7.12)
Therefore, from (ZII]) and (ZI2), we obtain
s,1-6

Clw) $85,% 7 7.13
(W) S S5 % (W)||U3HX1%+( | 4|| o) (7.13)

where S;:?\’,&(w) is defined in ([6.7)). Finally, by applying Lemmas and to (CI3), we

obtain the desired estimate (7.6]) for the term C' outside an exceptional set of probability
1

< Ce @,

(ii.4) Estimate on D. Without loss of generality, we assume that D has only one term:

”’ﬂgnﬁ 2 (n))
H/ na)*(ng) (m)= g"l( 0.0 (E)b1 ()b (¢ ’)b&‘*)(t/))da

2
Zn
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Proceeding as before with Parseval’s identity and Holder’s inequality, we have

Z ] ﬁg(T + @(n) — |97]LV1|2)

1 ni 1
n1el (n2)3(n3)s(n)?s(r)2
(n1,n2,n3)€l(n)

110,865 (#)68) ()05 (21

D <

2. L2

,no,m3 =T

X sup
nez

Then, by estimating the the second factor as in (712 with Lemmas 23] and [Z6] we obtain

62

1 .
53—
Ht’ ng,n3

4
5,2—.0
D(w) < &2 1. , 7.14
(W) S5 N (W)JZLHU’HXI%%N> (7.14)

where S} ’?\}5(w) is defined in (6.6)). Finally, by applying Lemmas [6.1] and [6.2] to (Z.14]), we

obtain the desired estimate (.6l for the term D outside an exceptional set of probability
1

< Ce s,

(ii.5) Estimate on E. We have

E= / DY 4 P (L0, ()06 (#EE (163 (el () )t
0ot (n1)5(n2)*(n3)*(n) ’ »
Proceeding as before with Parseval’s identity and Holder’s inequality, we have
g y Y.
B e sup|| BT
neZ {| (n1)*(ng)*(ng)®(n)?*(r)2" 2, L2
< ([0, (#9668 @ W@y |, (7.15)
t! n,I'(n)

where the E%m)—norm is defined by

2
Hfm,nz,m”é%(n) = < Z |fn1,n2,n3|2> :

(n1,n2,n3)€l’(n)
By Lemma[2.4] followed by Lemma 2.1l we can bound the first factor on the right-hand side
of (ZI%)) by
an(o(r — @(n)))

(1) (na)* (n3)* ()23 ()3~

1
§3
< sup

1_ _
gtz "L lMRa(T) (T = @@)2 o

(% )

(n1,n2,n3)€l(n) MaX

=

nel

provided that s < 0 is sufficiently close to 0. The second factor on the right-hand side
of (CI5) can be estimated as in (7I2]) with Lemmas 25 and Therefore, we obtain

4
Ew) ST lvl? .. - (7.16)
]1;[1 ! X572 w,N)
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Finally, by applying Lemma [6.2] to (T.I0]), we obtain the desired estimate (7.0)) for the term
FE outside an exceptional set of probability < Ce 7.
This completes the proof of Proposition

APPENDIX A. FURTHER PROBABILISTIC ESTIMATES

In this appendix, we state and prove crucial probabilistic estimates. These probabilistic
estimates play an important role in establishing PropositionsETland[E2l In Subsection[A.3]
we present the proof of Lemma 2111

In the following, {g,}nez denotes a sequence of independent standard complex-valued

Gaussian random variables. In particular, we have

E (g5 95] = OkeSpm - k! (A1)
for any k,?¢ € Z>¢ and n,m € Z. The identity (A.I]) easily follows from a computation with
|2 _

the moment generating function for the chi-square distribution of degree 2 (i.e. |g,
(Re gn)2 + (Im gn)z)’

A.1. Random X*-space. Given N € NU{oc}, set g = 1)<y - gn as in (@) with the
understanding that 1, <y =1 when N = oco. Then, we define random versions Xj_’b(w, N)
and Xf’b(w, N) of the X*t-space by the norm:

el sy = () (7 + 0 & g’ @)1*)*a(n, 7)| 2 12 (A.2)
When N = oo, we simply set Xi’f; = Xi’b(w,oo). The following lemma shows that the
random X*P-norm is controlled by the standard X*°-norm in (ZI)) with large probability.

Lemma A.1. Let n € S(R) be a Schwartz function in time and u € X*° with s € R and
b > 0. Then, there exists C > 0 such that

sup [|nul| g, H < CP2 | o (A.3)
NeNU{co} Xi (@, N) Lp(Q) X

for all p > 2, where the constant is independent of u. As a consequence, there exist ¢,C > 0
such that

1 _ 1

_KT2 b+2
P< sup HWHxva(wN)>K”UHXS">SCG Ielce (A4)
NeNU{oc} =

for any K > 0.

We present the proof of Lemma [A1] at the end of this subsection. While the tail esti-
mate ([(A4) holds for each fized u € X*°, Lemma [A1] does not provide a uniform control
in v € X* and hence is not useful in the proof of the main nonlinear estimates (Proposi-
tions Il and [£2]). By slightly losing spatial regularity, however, we can control the random
X*b_norm by the standard X?°-norm (with o > s) uniformly in u € X%*. See Lemma .2
above.

Lemma A.2. Let 0 > s and b > 0. Then, for each K > 0, there exists a set Qi C € with
1
P(Q5) < Ce=E® such that

sup
NeNU{co}

ol sy (14 F) e (A.5)
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uniformly in u € X%P.
Proof. Fix ¢ > 0 sufficiently small such that

o> s+ 2be.

By Lemma 27 there exists Qg with P(Q%) < Ce_CK% such that

(40t g (@) < (7 +n")" + lga (@)
S (0t K (n)*e,
This implies that

sup el ooy S Nullves + Kl oo
NeNU{oc} =

for each w € Q, uniformly in u € X%, Then, the desired estimate ([AF) follows from the
monotonicity of the X*P-norm in s and b. O

We now present the proof of Lemma [ATl
Proof of LemmalA. 1 Trivially, we have

S < S S .
NeIS\IlLlJIEoo} HTIUHXJ(W,N) < lnul xsp + |’77UHX£‘7(W,OO)

Since the multiplication by a smooth cutoff function 7 is bounded in X*?, the estimate (A.3])
follows once we prove

< b+2 b, ]
ey < OP e (A.6)

i

The tail estimate (A.4]) follows from applying Lemma 29 to (A.3).
Let v(t) = S(—t)u(t) denote the interaction representation of u and set a,(7) = v(n, 7).
Then, we have

fWMmﬂzémn+#mm;nm@ (A7)

From the definition (A2), (A1), and the triangle inequality (7)° < (r)? + (r — 7)? for
b > 0, we have

”W@ﬂzz;éW%WMHWWm=M$MﬁWw
=§Aw%#b
sgéw%

+§Aw%

2
dr

/ﬁ(ﬁ F |gnl*)an(r — 71)dm
R

2
dr

/v&mﬁxmm%v—mwl
R

2
dr

'/ﬁﬁfH%fNT—ﬁV%&P—ﬁﬂﬁ
R
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Before proceeding further, we claim the following inequality:

Bu(r) = (E[n)"l(r 7 \gnF)\p])% <ot (4.9)

We first use this estimate to bound I and II in (A.g)). We present the proof of (A9)) at the
end of this proof.
By Minkowski’s integral inequality, (A9]), and Young’s inequality, we have
/ Eb(Tl)‘CLn(T — Tl)‘dTl
R

J=($ o vl )

< p<b+2>p(2<n>2s / |an<f>|2df> — P2 . (A.10)
R

n

Nl’ﬁ

Similarly, we have

2
2

> 4
d7'>

§ <Z/ Eo () {1 — 7'1> lan (T — 71)|dm
5p2p(2<n>28 [ antear)” < p s (A1)

n

Hence, (A.6) follows from (A.8), (A.I0), and (A.II).
It remains to prove (A.9)). By the triangle inequality:

(1) ST F |gnl®) + |gnl®

and using the rapid decay of € S(R), we have

123 = L)l oy < (210200 F Lo )| oy
b+2
SO+ ol he) S Ty

yielding (A9]). This completes the proof of Lemma [A] O

A.2. Key tail estimates. In the following, we present the proof of the key tail estimates
(Lemma [6.1]) in establishing crucial nonlinear estimates (Propositions [1] and [.2]). Given
s,b e R, § >0, and N € N, we recall the definitions of Sj’]ﬁ}é, j=1,2,3, from ([62), (63,
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and (G4]) (expressed in slightly different forms via Taylor expansions):

Y P ~ (T +®(n) — |gn )
Sl,N (f) = mZg:Z f(n1) (n2)*(n3)*(n >2s<7->b

(n1,n2,n3)€l(n)

SR =| Y S At falne)

k1,ko=0 ni1,n2€EZL
(n1,m2 ﬂa)EF(")

|9¢JLV 2k; akﬁ-kz (T+<I>( )

X )
=R O LN P
S (fro fo f3) = Z Zfl (n1) f: f3(n3)
k1,k2,k3= OF(n
\g% 2k; 8k1+k2+k3 (T4 ®(n))
j=1 k]' < >2S< >b Z%L?,

Here, n € C2°(R) denotes a smooth non-negative cutoff function supported on [—2,2] with

n = 1on [—1,1], and the notations I'(n), ®(n), and ¥ (7) are as in (LI9), (2.0]), and (@3],

respectively. We also recall that there is only one term in the summation over n; in (A.12]).
For simplicity of notations, we set

Sy (w) = Sy (i, (u)),
Sy (w) = Sy (mx, (uf), i, (ul)),
(u

S0 (w) = S5 (o, (u), o, (ul)), i, (),

where u is the white noise in (G5) and W]J\?j denotes the frequency projection onto the

frequencies {|n| > N;} as in (ZH) with the convention that 7%, = Id. With the no-
tations defined above, we have the following tail estimates for these random functionals

(Lemma [6.1]).

Lemma A.3. Let s <0 ,b< %, and > 0 such that s and (8 are sufficiently close to 0
and b is sufficiently close to % Then, there exist ¢,k > 0 and small dg > 0 such that the
following statements holds.

(i) We have
P<{w €Q:sup sup <N1>B|Sf’?\}5(w)| > 5“}) <ew (A.13)
NENN1€ZZ,1 ’
for any 0 < 6 < dp.
(ii) Let k = 2,3. Given 0 < § < &g, define the sets Ay by

A = {w € Q) : there exists Nog = No(w, ) € N such that
k
sup  sup <H ) SZ?V(S( )]Sé“}.

N>No Nj€Zs 1 \ 32
]:17 7k
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Then, we have
P(AS) < 7o (A.14)
for any 0 < 6§ < dg.

Proof. In the following, we take s < 0 and 8 > 0 both sufficiently close to 0 and b < %

sufficiently close to %
We first prove (A13). Fix K > 1. Given small € > 0, it follows from Lemma 27 that
there exists Qx C Q with

P(QS) < e K (A.15)
such that we have
lgn ()| < K(n)* (A.16)

for any w € Qg, any n € Z, and any N € N. We separately consider the following two
cases:

1 1
(i) nhax S K and (ii) nhax > K,

1
where npax is as in (.11)). Suppose that nhax S K. By crudely estimating the contribution
in this case with (AI6), Ny < |ny| < K?, and 7, (1) = 07(67), we have

n(1+ ®(R) — |g) (w)|?
sup sup <N1>5‘Sf,?\}5(w)‘ 5 K1—83+2ﬁ+2€ 1nmax§Kn6( ( ) > |gn1( )| )
NENNi€Z>_, ’ (7) Bingma L7
B J
SKIETEEg — - -
()22~ (7 + ®(n) — [gh (w)[?) 27"l ,,, ., L2
< §atb—e rA—8s+2+2 5%+b—aK5’ (A.17)

provided that K > 1 and s, 3, and ¢ are all sufficiently close to 0.
1
Next, we consider the case nhax > K. In this case, we have
|©(7) — |gn, ()] ~ |@(R)]
uniformly for any w € Qx, 7 = (n1,n2,n3,n) € Z*, and N € N. Then, by Lemma 4], we
have

05 (7 + (1) — g, (@) )
(r)?

52 2
< T
. (/ (VB (7 1 0 (a) — g (@B P >
61—b 61—b
5 T~ 1 (A.18)
(®(1) = |gh (W)2)*72  (B(n))*"2

for b < 1 sufficiently close to . Hence, from (AIR) and Lemma T} we have

b0
sup sup  (N1)7|STR (W)
NENNi€Z>_,

B
1-b (n1)
~0 KHI("L”%HS)GF(H) R LT e 2b—3 2—3
Nmax <n - n1> 2 <n - n3> 2 Z%,nQ,ng

< 6K, (A.19)
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provided that s, 8, and ¢ are all sufficiently close to 0 and that b < % is sufficiently close
to % Hence, by choosing K = 62 for some small ¢ > 0, the bound (AI3) follows from

(A.15), (A.17), and (A.19).

Let us now turn to the proof of (A.14]) for k = 2. We have

2k; k1+ko > P
sb6 Z Z H|gn]| gn 0 0 (1 + ®(n))
X1,2 | 2s(+\b ’
k1,k2=0 n1,n2€% j=1 k]‘ <7”L3> < > < > 2o
(n1,n2,n3)€l(n) 3
where g;, is as in (2.14) and x,, = H?:1 L, By Minkowski’s integral inequality and
Lemma 2Z.1T] with ([23]), we have
- MHRg(S(T + (1))
|’S§’?\}6|’LP(Q) < pd Z (Cpé)kﬁ_kz X1,2 s 25/ \b (A.QO)
= o e e o
We separately consider the following two cases:
(i) (mz[e@]  and (i) (1) <[®(7)].
First, suppose that (7) 2 |®(n)|. By Plancherel’s identity with ([B.2I]), we have
52 || 0" 7(8(r + B(n MWl < C* (A.21)

for any k € Z>g. Then, from (A20), (A2]]), Lemma 2] and choosing p = 5% for some
6 > 0 such that Cpd < 1 as in (3:23]), we obtain

o0

18588 oy < pOF (1) 2 (No) 2 37 ()t
k1,k2=0
(ZZ (1) (n2)"? >
n€ZT(n (n)Asnib, (n —nq)%(n — nz)?
< Opdz (N1) 2 (Ng) ™, (A.22)

provided that s and g are all sufficiently close to 0 and that b < % is sufficiently close to %
Next, we consider the case (1) < \CID(’)\ By Hausdorff-Young’s inequality, we have

|47 + Bl < [|(—itYn(t)]y < C*,
|6(7 + ®(7))0"5(5(r + ®(n Ml < 104 ((—it)Fn(t)) HL% < C*

for any k£ > 0. By interpolating the two estimates above, we have

162 (r + ®(7)) 2076 (r + B(A)))|| . < C* (A.23)
for any k£ > 0. Then, from ([A23), Lemma 1] and choosing p = 6~ as above, we obtain
1955 o) < P02 (N1) 29 (N2) ™ 3 (Cpo)ithe
k1,k2=0
n1)* (ny) 48
) ‘ Xaz : 2i> < 2>——e bt
)y lo@)E< (e lle e

< Cpdz (Ny) " (Ny) =%, (A.24)
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provided that s, 3, and ¢ are all sufficiently close to 0 and that b < % is sufficiently close
to 5 such that b+ ¢ > . By applying Chebyshev’s inequality with (A.22]) and (A.24]) and

choosmg A= Cp2(52 w1th p=0"% we obtain
1

$,b,0 — 4
P<<N1>B<N2>B|SQ,N,N17N2| > )\) S ch)\ ppp52
1 1 1
— —plnp _ e~ e
<N1>BP<N2>517€ Ny VP (N} PP . (A.25)

Here, we added subscripts N7 and Ny in SS:?\}?M, N, to show its dependence on Ny and N
explicitly. Now, by summing (A.25]) over N1, Ny € Z>_; we obtain

1 1
P( 5w (0 (IS4, ) > 072 < e
NJEZ> 1
7=1,2

for any 0 < § < g, where dy > 0 is defined by 550_9 =1.
Let M > N > 1. Then, by slightly modifying the computation above with the defini-
tion (X)) of g and Minkowski’s inequality (on the ¢2, L2-norm), we also have

n,n3 =t

b6 b, _
19283y v — S8y v |22 (2) < Cpoz NP (Ny) ™28 (Ny) =%,

since we must have ny,.x > N to have a non-zero contribution to the left-hand side above.
This shows that {S; ?V‘SNI’NQ }NEN

,b,0 . .
converges to some limit S; oo Ny N, Satisfying

forms a Cauchy sequence in LP(Q2) for any p > 1 and

b, b, 1 _ _
1950631 835 = S2iv.1 3, E2(0) < CPIZN (N1 T2 (N2) 7

and
P( sup <N1>ﬁ<N2>ﬁrs;’2leN2\>a—29)50e—9¢ (A.26)
NJGZ271 ’ ) )
j=1,2

for any 0 < § < dg.
By repeating the computation in ([A.25]), we then obtain

b b,6 199 ¢
P( sup <N1>B<N2>B|S§,OO,N1,N2 _SS,N,Nl,N2| > 02 > < N (A.27)
NjEZZo
j=1,2

for any 0 < ¢ < ¢ (by possibly making dy smaller but independent of N € N). Given ¢ € N
sufficiently large, by choosing ¢ = 529_%, it follows from (A.27)) that

b0 b6 1
ZP< sup (N1 (N2) 71952 v, vy = Svons vl > Z)
N €Z>0

7j=1,2
o C)

< NBp
N=1

Q

< o0,
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since Bp > 1. Therefore, we conclude from the Borel-Cantelli lemma that there exists {2y
with P(£2;) = 1 such that for each w € Qy, there exists Ny = Ny(w) € N such that

b5 b6 1

sup <N1>B<N2>B‘S§,OO,N1,N2 - SS,N,Nth’ < 0
AGEZZO
j=1,2

for any N > Ny. By setting ¥ = (1,2, Q, we have P(X) = 1. This shows that, as N — oo,

b5 b,6 . .
S5 converges almost surely to S5 with respect to the metric:
2,N,N1,N> Y 2,00,N1,N2 p

d(fNni N 9N Ne) = sup (N (N2)7| fvy e — g .
AGEZE,1
j=1,2
Combining this almost sure convergence with (A.26]), we obtain (A1) when k = 2.
The proof of (AJ4) for k = 3 follows in an analogous manner and hence we omit
details. 0

A.3. Proof of Lemma [2.71l We conclude this appendix by presenting the proof of

Lemma 2.17]
First, we consider the case |A| = 1. By Stirling’s formula: k! ~ \/E(%)k, there exist
Cy, C' > 0 such that

% < CkVE < C* (A.28)

for any k € Z>¢. Hence, the desired estimate (2.I5]) follows from the Wiener chaos estimate

(Lemma 2.8)), (A1), and (A28]).

The proof when |A| > 2 follows in a similar manner, using an estimate such as (A28]).
In the following, we only present the proof when |A| = 3, namely, A = {1,2, 3}, since the
proof for the case |A| = 2 follows in an analogous manner. In this case, by the Wiener
chaos estimate (Lemma 2.8]) with ([Z12]), we have

3
1Znllze@) < (0= DM 2S5l 22(q)- (A.29)
In the following, we estimate [|,||12(q). From [I3)), we have

Iz k
Z Z Cny,ma,n3 cﬁlﬁzﬁ?,

(n1,n2,n3)€l'(n) (R1,n2,73)€l'(n)
3 3
2k; % 2k ;
X | | |9n; 17 g3, | | 971" g5
. o J
J=1 j=1

Recall from (AJ]) that under the conditions ng # ny,n3 and ng # Ny, ng, the right-hand
side of ([(A30) yields zero contribution unless ny = no. Hence, we assume ns = ng in the
following.

1
1Znllz2(0) = Ty Vool B3

(A.30)

L*(Q)

e Case 1: ny #n3. Note that we must have ny = ny # ng or n; = ng # ny in this case.
Otherwise, the right-hand side of (A30) yields zero contribution.
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We first consider the case ny = ny # ns. In this case, we have ng = ng. Then, from ([A.T]),

we obtain
1

3
RHS of (A3 < kll@'kg (Z LA Hl(?k‘j + 1)!>
]:

1
<o ( 3 \czm,m\?) g (A.31)

I(n)

Next, we consider the case ny = nig # 7111 In this case, we have ng = ny. Then, from (AT])

and (A28]), we obtain

2

RHS of (A30) < kl,kQ,kg <Z| cF mama (k1 + k3 + 1)) (2k:2+1)!> . (A.32)

We claim that
(k1 + ks + 1))
Ty s
for some C' > 0. Hence, from (A32) with (A28) and (A33), we obtain

< Ckithks (A.33)

RHS of (A30) < ck<z ]cﬁhn%ngP) g (A.34)

T'(n)

Hence, it remains to prove (A32]). Without loss of generality, assume ky < k3. Then, by

Stirling’s formula, we have
ks
k
<1 + 3) ] . (A.35)
ky

Then, (A33) follows from (A35) once we note that limg_ee(1 + 2)s = 1.

3
2

(kl + k3 + 1)! < Cks (kl + kg) (k‘l + kg)kl

< Ckl +ks3
klks! - k1ks klfl -

e Case 2: ny =n3. In this case, we must have n; = ng = ny = n3. Proceeding as before
with (A1), we have

2

RHS of (A30) < kl'k2'l<:3 (Z\ | npms P (21 + 2k3 + 2)1(2ks + 1)!)

1
= 2
<ck < > |c]f“7n2,n3|2> , (A.36)

I(n)
where we used
(21 + 2k3 + 2)!
(k11)? (ks!)?
in the second inequality. The proof of ([A.37)) is analogous to that of (A.33]) and thus we
omit details.

Putting (A29)), (A31), (A34), and (A30) together, we obtain (2.I5) when A = {1,2,3}.

This completes the proof of Lemma 2111

< Ckithks (A.37)
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