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Abstract

We prove quasi-invariance of Gaussian measures pgs with Cameron-Martin space H?
under the flow of the defocusing nonlinear wave equation with polynomial nonlinearities
of any order in dimension d = 2 and sub-quintic nonlinearities in dimension d = 3, for all
s > 5/2, including fractional s. This extends work of Oh-Tzvetkov and Gunaratnam-Oh-
Tzvetkov-Weber who proved this result for a cubic nonlinearity and s an even integer.
The main contributions are a modified construction of a weighted measure adapted to the
higher order nonlinearity, and an energy estimate for the derivative of the energy replacing
the integration by parts argument introduced in previous works. We also address the
question of (non) quasi-invariance for the dispersionless model raised in the introductions

to [151 0.

1 Introduction

1.1 Statement of results

We consider the nonlinear wave equation (NLW), on T¢ for d = 2 and d = 3. This is the
following equation for an unknown function u : T x R — R:

{8fu—Au+uk:0 (1)

(u, Ou)lt=0 = (uo, vo)
where k is a positive, odd integer. We rewrite () as a first order system:

ou=nv
ov=Au—uF=0 . (2)

(u,v)|t=0 = (u0,v0)

The system (2)) is a Hamiltonian system with Hamiltonian

1 1
E(u,v) = 5 /W (IVul* +v*) dz + FET bt d. (3)

The solutions of the system (2)) we work with have initial data in the Sobolev space

H°(T%) := H°(T%) x H°~}(T%
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for d = 2,3. We consider the transport properties of the Gaussian measure on initial data
i = (u,v) formally given by
_1 2
ﬁs(dﬁ) _ Zs—le 2 ||(u7v)||1_75+1 dii. (4)

The expression ({]) is given meaning as a product measure on the Fourier coefficients of
the pair (u,v):

fs(dudv) = 271 T e 3Vl e 300l qg,,dg,. (5)
neZ3

Equivalently, s is the distribution of the pair of function-valued random variables given
by w + (u¥,v*), where u¥,v* are the functions on T% defined by

<

nez3

Here, gn, hn, n € Z% are standard complex Gaussian random variables, independent
except for the conditions:

In = G—n, hn = B—nan 7é 07 (7)

and go, ho real-valued. By inspection of the series (@), it is clear that us is supported on

H"for0<s—%

Let s > 1 and d =2 or d = 3. The system (2]) is said to be globally well-posed in Hs
if, for every (u,v) € H?®, there is a solution (u(t),v(t) = dyu(t)) : Ry — H? to the integral
equation

u<t>:cos<tm><uo>+L/_;_A><%>_ [ ;%m%ﬁ(s) 0s

which is unique in the class C(Ry; H*(T9) x L?(T¢)). The Fourier multipliers cos(v/—A)

and % '_AA) are defined by

Fleos(vV=A)u)(n) = cos(|nl)u(n),

B sin(|n]) .

u(n),

]

where for u € D(T?), we use both F(u)(n) and (n) interchangeably to denote the nth
Fourier coefficient:

F(u)(n) =u(n) = @ /1rd e Ty(z) da.

For d = 2, the system is globally well-posed for any odd integer k, for a certain range of
regularities. For d = 3, global wellposedness is known for £k = 3 and k = 5 for certain
regularities. A pedagogical proof of well-posedness in the three-dimesnional case appears

in [22].
Theorem 1. Let s > % Let k be an odd integer such that 3 <k < oo ifd=2 and k=3
or k=25 when d = 3.

For any time t > 0, the distribution of the solution ®(t)(u,v) = (u(t),v(t)) of the
system (2)) is absolutely continuous with respect to the distribution ps of the initial data,

given by ().



The special case of Theorem [ for d = 2, k = 3 and s an even integer was proved by Oh
and Tzvetkov in [I5]. This work first introduced the renormalized weighted measure to
improve the energy estimate on the support of the Gaussian measure. Gunaratnam, Oh,
Tzvetkov and Weber [10] extended the result to dimension 3 (k = 3, s > 4). Their proof
uses the recent variational formulation of partition function introduced by Barashkov and
Gubinelli for the purpose of renormalization of ¢* field theories, combined with a recent
argument of Planchon, Tzvetkov and Visciglia [18] for proving quasi-invariance in “local”
situations, exploiting deterministic growth bounds on the solution.

The somewhat surprising aspect of [10] is that although the weighted measure involves

the quartic quantity
[@runrat,

no renormalization other than the Wick type subtraction ([I]) is necessary, in contrast to
the ¢* model in dimension 3.

Our estimates also yield a result in the spirit of [I8] Theorem 1.5] concerning the
transport of bounded subsets of H? in settings where global well-posedness is not known.

Theorem 2. Let s > 5/2, and 0 < s — % be sufficiently close to s — % ford =2, and
5> 3, % <0<s—% sufficiently close tos—%ford:?).
For each R > 0, let

Bp(0;H) = {(u,v) : |(u,0)] go < R}

denote the ball of radius R centered at the origin in H”. There exists T = T(d,R) and
C(R) > 0 such that for (up,v9) € Br(0; H?), there is a solution (u(t),v(t)) of (@) such
that

sup |[(u,v)(t)[| g» < C(R). (8)
[~t4<T

Let A be a Borel subset of H such that
Ac{u€H :|u|z <R}
and fis(A) = 0. Then
fis({u(t) - u(t) solution of with initial data ug € A}) =0
for allt € [-T,T).

We remark that the assumptions on s and o in the statement of this result are not
optimal. For example, for d = 3, the restrictions on ¢ imply that H? is an algebra, so
that the nonlinearity can be treated by the basic tame estimate

2oy S Nl sy
and so the existence is classical in this case. It is well known that a basic short-time
well-posedness result can be proved in the range s > % — ﬁ using Strichartz estimates.
Since our methods do not reach the optimal range of s in the energy estimate, we do not
attempt to optimize s in Theorem 2l As remarked in [I5], [I0] it is of interest to consider
quasi-invariance in low regularity settings.

Our final result concerns the necessity of the dispersion for the results in Theorem [II
and Theorem 2] to hold. Omitting the Laplacian term in (2]) leads, for any initial data
(ug,vp0), to an ordinary differential system whose solution exists globally thanks to the
Hamiltonian structure. Moreover, considering the = dependence, the algebra property of
the Sobolev space He implies that the solution remains regular for all positive times if
o > 3. The next result shows that, unlike preservation of Sobolev regularity, the absolute
continuity statements in the two previous results depend crucially on the dispersion.



Theorem 3. Fort > 0, let (u(t),v(t)) be the solution at time t of the system ([[2)) with
initial data (u(0),v(0)) = (u¥,v¥) distributed according to the random series (@). Then
(u(t),o(t)) is not absolutely continuous with respect to (u(0),v(0)).

The analogue of Theorem [3] for a Schrodinger-type equation in dimension d = 1 was
proven by Oh, Tzvetkov, and the first author in [I7]. The difference in the nonlinear wave
case is that we do not have an explicit solution of the the ODE that appears when the
Laplacian term Aw is left out of (). The proof of Theorem B appears in Section [Bl

1.2 Motivation and previous literature

The current work is motivated by the results of Oh-Tzvetkov [I5] and Gunaratnam-
Oh-Tzvetkov-Weber [10] on the transport of Gaussian measures by the flow of the 2d,
respectively 3d, cubic nonlinear wave equations. In particular, we address a number of
questions mentioned in the introduction to these papers.

The study of the transport properties of Gaussian measures by Hamiltonian dispersive
dynamics was recently initiated by N. Tzvetkov in [23]. The initial motivation in this work
was the study of long term estimates in high Sobolev norms. Another motivating question
is the existence of invariant measures supported on Sobolev spaces of regularity higher
than the formal Gibbs measures.

The paper [23] follows a long line of work on the dynamics of Hamiltonian dispersive
equations with random initial data. This goes back at least to the foundational paper [12]
by Lebowitz, Rose and Speer (LRS), which constructs measures absolutely continuous
with respect to circular Brownian motion. These were expected to be invariant under the
flow of the nonlinear Schrédinger equation on the torus. J. Bourgain used his X*? spaces
to construct dynamics on the support of these measures and gave a proof of invariance
[]. Bourgain then applied his method to a number of other equations [5, [6], [7].

Quasi-invariance does not have the dynamical implications of invariance, but it is
nonetheless a delicate property of the flow, implying for example the propagation of fine
regularity properties of the initial data. It is a much stronger property than persistence of
the Sobolev regularity implied by the usual well-posedness results. Indeed, it was noted in
[1I7] that quasi-invariance implies propagation of the (a.s. constant) modulus of continuity
of the Gaussian initial data at any point, and this fact was used to show that the dispersion
in the nonlinear Schrédinger equation is essential for quasi-invariance to hold.

While several results after [23] used modified measures to obtain a favorable energy
estimate, the paper [I5] was the first to consider the addition to the energy of a formally
“infinite” term. Namely, Oh-Tzvetkov modify the base measure by adding a term which
does not converge as the Fourier cutoff is removed on the support of the base Gaussian
measure, requiring a renormalization. The renormalization of the modified energy there
is based on argument akin to Nelson’s argument for the construction of P(¢)s quantum

fields [14].

This paper’s contributions. The main differences with previous works, in particular
[10], are as follows:

1. The key energy estimates in [I5] [I0] depend on an initial integration by parts (see
[10, Equations (3.5)-(3.6)]). This integration by parts removes the most singular
term in the derivative of the energy. It is also in this step of the argument that the
correction needed to define the weighted measure is identified.

As pointed out in [I0], when s is not an integer, we cannot integrate by parts and
obtain exact cancellation. The main tools here are paraproducts and an expansion of
the relevant multiplier. Since we do not require s to be an integer, we automatically
lower the accessible regularities for the measure fi.



2. To construct the weighted measure g5, one needs uniform control of the partition
function of the trunctated measures ps y. As in [I0], we achieve this by pathwise
bounds on the terms in a stochastic optimization problem involving a measure per-
turbed by a “control drift”. In our case, the relevant expression involves higher
powers of the drift. To ensure positivity, we must modify the weighted measure to
incorporate a high power of the energy.

1.3 Outline of proof of Theorems [l and

Our proof proceeds along the lines of that in [I5] [I0], following a general methodology
introduced in [23]. Tzvetkov method is based on the construction of a measure ps which
is mutually absolutely continuous with respect to the Gaussian measure jis of interest,
but for which the time evolution of sets can be controlled effectively. Then, we need a
suitable energy estimate on the support of the renormalized measure.

We start by replacing the measure ps by an equivalent measure more suitable to the
analysis of the nonlinear wave flow.

Definition 4. Let g,, h,, n € Z3 be standard complex Gaussian random variables sat-
isfying (7)) such that gy and hg are real valued. Define dis to be the distribution of the
random series

uw(x) = go + Z gn(w) ein-x, (9)

1
nezqoy (Inf? +[nf?5+2)2

v (x) = Z Mem'x. (10)

1
nezs (1+n*)2

For each N > 1, let ®n(t) denote the time ¢ flow of the following approximation of
the flow of the equation (2):

ou=v
O = Au — mn((ryu)k)

(u,v)|t=0 = (uo;vo),

where by mx we denote the projection (28] onto frequencies less than N.
A change of variables formula (see [23, Proposition 4.1] or [15, Lemma 5.1]) then
implies

/ 75(di) = Zs_zlv/ e 2NN IIP g1, @ ,}’sJ:N(dﬁ). (11)
DN (t)(A) TJA

In (II), we have used the notation

2
H(u,v)H?:/ (D%)der/ (DS+1u)2dx+/ \Vuy2dm+/ v2dx+</ udx) .
T3 T3 T3 T3 T3

Here, D*u denotes] the action on u of the Fourier multiplier with symbol |n|*:
Diu = |V|*u = F(|n|*n).

The measure
Ly ® U5y (di)

appearing in ([II) is the product of Lebesgue measure Ly on

EN X EN = (7TNL2(T3))2

For s < 0, we define Dsu(0) = 0.



. . — | . N N
and the projection vy = (id — mn)«¥s v of Ug v on

Ex x Ex = ((id — my) L3(T?))2.

Zs N is a normalization factor.
Differentiating (II]) and using the invariance of the Hamiltonian, we obtain

[

s / thH‘I)N( B (myu)|Pe 21PN OEN WALy © 7l (du).

Denote by
Uy = TNU, UN = TNV

the projections of the solution on Fourier frequencies less than or equal to N. The deriva-
tive of the energy is

glen®vol? =a (5 [ 0o+ 0t + 5 [ ux)?) (12)

1
+8t <E(UN7UN)_]{;——}—1 3u§€V+1>
T

d 1
_ D28 .k el S k+1 ) 1
o oM “N”/Ts“N/Ta”N dt(k+1/1r3uN 0

We now rewrite the first quantity in (I3)) as
/u?VDQSUN = kz/stNDsuNuﬁv 1
/DSUN Dsuk; — kuk T D3uy)

= §8t/(D8uN)2 5“‘\, ! k(kT_l) /(DSuN)ZvNu?V 2 (14)

+ /DSUN(DSU?V — kT Do), (15)

The quantity (D*uy)? is divergent on the support of 7y, and so requires a renormalization.
This was one of the innovations in [15]. Following the notation introduced there, we define

Qs.n(f) = (D*f)* = o, (16)

with
on = Ey [(D*nyu)?] ~ N.

Defining the renormalized energy by

futu)i= 3 ([ 0o+ [ 0%+ ([ ) =5 [ @uvtuwi s a7

the result of the above computations is the following expression for the time derivative of
Es N(u,v):

O s N(TN PN (L) (u,v)) = — 1) / Qs.n(un)vyub?

-+ DSUN(DSUN — kulfv_leuN) +/ UNVN -
T2 T3

The idea in [23] is to pass from 7s to the measure

e~ Rs(w) g7,



where Rg(u,v) is a limit of the terms

k -~ 1
R s N = B /TS Qs (un)ubit + 1 Jos uht! (19)

appearing in the renormalized energy (I7]). We must then estimate the time derivative
(@)

The following two propositions contain the main technical results needed to close the
argument.

Proposition 5. Let s > % Define

1 1 1
EN(U,U) = 5 / ‘VUNF + 5 /U]2V + ]C——f—l U?V—H.

Then for p < oo there exists ¢ > 0 and C, > 0 such that

sup Heka,s,N(u)ng\f(u7v) < Cp < 00
NeN Lp(s)
and moreover,
lim e Brsn@=Ex(up) _ JFor(uv) LP(,). (20)
N—o00

In particular, for any o < s — %, the restrictions to H° of the measures

dﬁS7N = Z;]lve_Rk,s,N(a)_Eq ﬁs(dﬁ)

converge in total variation to a measure ps.

Proposition 6. Let s > % Given Ry > 0 there exists C = C(Ry) such that, for allp > 1
finite, we have

1
B Ly @) 10165 N (T N (8) (1)) e=0 "] < Cp (21)
where C' can be taken independent of N.

As in [10], we obtain the estimates necessary to the construction of our measure from
a variational bound introduced in [2].

Finishing the proof of Theorem [ We now indicate how to finish the proof given
Propositions [l and [l Since this part of the argument requires no modification from [10],
we refer the reader to that paper for details.

Leta<s—%,d:3andk:3ork:5. FixR>OandletACBRCﬁUbeaBorel

measurable set (for the topology induced by the norm) such that
ﬁS,N (A) = 0.

When k£ = 3, a simple application of Gronwall’s lemma and conservation of the energyﬁ
shows that for any 7" > 0, there is a radius C(T, R) such that for [t| < T,

®N(t)(Br) C Ber,r)- (22)

The estimate ([22]) in case k =5 is proved in Appendix [Al
By the change of variables formula, we have

Fan (P (t)(A)) = Zs_,jlv/AeEN(WN‘I)N(t)(uyv))E?V(uvv)dLN ® IjsJ:N(du)'

2See [10, Lemma 2.5].



Differentiating and using (21I), we find

S hn(@x(D(A)) < Crp - Fn (@ (1)(4) 5

This inequality is equivalent to

SA@XANF < Cr (23)

The linear dependence on p on the right side is essential in (2II) plays an essential role
here. Integrating (23)), we find

s N (P (8)(A)) < (Fs,n(A)VP + Crt)?
< 2P0 n(A) + CR2PEP.
Taking ¢t < ﬁ and p large enough, we find that
s, N (PN (t)(A)) <&, (24)

uniformly in N, for any A € Br € H?(T?). Theorem [ follows from (Z4) by a soft
approximation argument identical to that in [I5] Section 5.2].

For Theorem 2], the estimate (22]) is replaced by (8)), where T' now depends on R, but
otherwise the proof proceeds as before.

2 Basic estimates

We use the notation A < B to mean that A < C'B where C' is an unspecified constant
independent of N whose exact value is unimportant for the argument.

2.1 Littlewood-Paley theory

We denote the Fourier transform of a function v € L'(T?) by

i(n) = —— w(x)e™?® dz
i) = g [ )™ o

The Fourier transform of u € D’(T?), the space of distributions on T? is defined in the
usual fashion by duality. As we have already stated above, we denote by mn the Dirichlet
truncation of a distribution in Fourier space:

TNU = Z a(n)e™?. (25)

In|<N

We make extensive use of Littlewood-Paley theory in its dyadic decomposition incar-
nation. See [I] for a thorough treatment. Following these authors, we B(&,r) denote the
ball in R? of radius r around a point ¢ in phase space.

Consider functions y, x such that

);

suppy C B(O,

=W Wl

suppy C B(O,

We define ¢_1 = y and A
Pi() =x(@27), j=0.



We also define P;, the Littlewood-Paley projector, associated to symbol 1; by

Pju(z) = (¢;(V)u)(2) = Y x(n)a(n)e™™.

n€ez3

We define the (low-high) paraproduct T,b by

Tab = Z Sj,lanb,
j=—1

S; = Z P;..

k<j—1

where

2.2 Basic estimates for Besov-type norms

We recall the definition of Besov spaces through the Littlewood-Paley decomposition. For
seRand 1 < p,q < oo, the Besov space B;;’,q(T?’) is the set of distributions v on T3 such
that

< 0.

lull g ms) = || @IPsulzz) 150,
J

For p = ¢ = 2, this corresponds to the Sobolev spaces H*(T?), while for s > 0, s ¢ Z,
this is the Hélder space C*(T?). We define Holder spaces for negative s or for s € Z by
setting C* 1= B3, .. We again refer to [T} [I3] for details. Following [I0], we denote

Bs M3y _ 3 —1(m3
By o(T%) = By 4(T7) x By g (T%).

Lemma 7. The following estimates hold

(i) Let so,s1,s € R and v € [0,1] be such that s = (1 — v)sg + vs1. Then,
1—v v
ull s < llullgso llullzre - (26)
(7’7’) Let so,s1 € R and Do, D1, 40,01 € [1?00] Then,

lullgzo o S lullggr - for so < 's1,po < p1and go > i,

[l 20

w0 Slullgg o for so < s, (27)

lullgg, . S lullzo S lellgo |-

(7ii) Let s > 0. Then,

[uvllcs S Nlulles Ivlles - (28)
(iv) Let 1 < p; <pg<o0,q€[l,oo] and s1 = so—l—d<pL1 — p%) Then,
lall g S el gy (29)

(v) Let s € R and p,p',q,q € [1,00] be such that%—i—% =1 and%—i—%:l. Then,

P
uv dx
Td

(vi) Let g,po,pl,pg,pg € [1,00] be such that p% + p% =1 and p% + p%) = 1.. Then for
s>0,

< HUHBZSW HUHB;,Sq, : (30)

luolly < ullgs Nollm + lolls,  lellon (31)



g ) - 1 11
(vii) Let m > 0 be an integer, s > 0 and q,p, po,p1 € [0,00] satisfy wto =5 Then

Hum+1|

5g. S I Tl (32)
(viii) Let sy < 0 < s1 be such that sg + s1 > 0. Then,
[uvllgso < llullgso [0l - (33)
We refer to [II, [I3] for proofs. We also note the Bernstein inequality:

N
1P julle < 29579 ||Pjul| 4 (34)

~

for p < g < o0.

2.3 Wiener chaos and hypercontractivity

The hypercontractive estimate is a key tool to estimate nonlinear functions of Gaussian
random variables. We recall this estimate here. See S. Janson’s book [II] for more
information on hypercontractivity and Wiener chaos spaces.

Let X,,, n > 1 be a sequence of i.i.d. standard Gaussian random variables. We define
Hp, the homogeneous Wiener chaos of order k to be the closed span of the polynomials

11 #x. (X0), (35)
n=1

where H; is the Hermite polynomial of degree j and k = > >, k,. Note that since
Hy(z) = 1, the formally infinite product in (??) has only finitely many non-trivial factors.
We have

L*(Q, F,P) = &2 o Hr,
where F is the o-algebra generated by the Gaussian random variables X,,, n > 1.

The next lemma gives the crucial hypercontractivity estimate. See [11] for a proof.

Proposition 8. Let p > 2 be finite. If X € Hy, then

(BIX|))7 < (p—1)% (B[ X2)2. (36)

3 Energy estimate for fractional s

In this section, we derive Proposition [6] the energy estimate for fractional s. This is the
analogue of [I0], estimate 3| to general nonlinearities and fractional regularity s > 5/2.

The possibility of fractional s makes our derivation more involved, since we cannot
integrate by parts as in [I5, Equation 1.25] and [10, Equation 3.5] to remove the most
singular spatial derivatives in the time derivative of the energy. Instead, we perform a
higher order expansion to exploit the cancellation in the commutator term k:u]fv_leu N —
D#uk; appearing in (7).

Recall that

atgs,N(WN(I)N(t)(ﬁ))|t:0 = @/Q&N(UN)UNU%Q

(37)
—|—/DS’UN(]€U{7V_1DSUN—DSU?V)—{—/UN/’UN.

10



Proposition 9. For s > g, there exists o < s — 5, such that, for € sufficiently small,

|06, N (T @ (8)(@))|1=0]
S (@ il 5N+ 1Qs N ()l o1 + un]

+ ‘Ds*%vDs‘L%uH

co-t-e lonll oz (38)
+||prRope ).

C—1-¢
The implicit constants are uniform in N.

Then Proposition [f follows from (B38) and Lemma

Our goal is to prove uniform in N estimates for the derivative of the energy (37). For
this reason and for simplicity of notation, in this section we omit the subscripts N on u
and v in deriving the estimates.

Lemma 10. We have

<
HUHLP(dvs)CS—%—E(Tg) ~ \/ﬁ’ (39)
Il g5 o3y S VP (40)
Ifa+ﬁ>%,a,ﬁ20, thenf0r7<min{a—%,ﬁ 2,a+ﬁ 3},
HDS ayps+1=8 ‘ <. (41)
LP(d7s)C ()

Proof. We only prove the third bound, ([I). The first two can be proved in a similar
manner. To simplify the notations, let L}, L% denote LP(di), L4(T?) respectively. By
Bernstein’s inequality (34]), Fubini’s theorem and Wiener chaos estimate (30)),

HDS—avDS-i-l—ﬁu‘

< HDs—avDs—i—l—ﬁ ‘

7+3

Lrcy Lr B,

_ Zzy’(w%)
J

; (DsfavDerlfﬁu) ‘

Ly
i (42)
-8
s> s
sz2j(’7+%) ‘Pj(DsfavDerlfﬁu)‘ .
J e

On the other hand, by series representation (IEI)

IR0 D = T Y "

n~2J7 N1

We claim the following convolution estimate: for any € > 0,

1 —mi _
Z — = 5 <TL> min{2a,23,2a+28—-3}+¢ (44)
naczs (n1)™ (n—n1)

provided o + 8 > % and a, > 0. Hence ([@2) is bounded by p if p is large and v <

min{a — 2,ﬁ 2,04—1—5 3}.
To prove (), we follow the idea of [I3] Lemma 4.1]. Split the index set of the
summation into

A i={n; € 73 Ini| > 2|n|},
1
Ay i={m €Z’: |m| < 5Int,

1
Az:={n €Z%: |n—ny| < §|n|},

3
Ay =73\ A;,

j=1

11



and bound each parts separately. If ny € Ay, then [n —ni| > |ni| — |n| > 3|n1|. Using
200+ 28 > 3, we have

1 1
Z <n1>2a <n 283 Z >20¢+26

ni€A;

For ny € Az, we have [n —n1| > |n| — |n1| > 3|n|, then

1 1 1 -
2 : S 2 : - S <TL> 2f—min{—e,2c 3}‘
<n1>2a <n 25 <'I’L>26 <n1>2

n1€A; o ’I’L1>

Here, —¢ is used to bound the logarithm factor when 2a = 3. Similar bound holds for A3
by symmetry. Finally, if ny € A4, then [n —nq| > 3|n| and 3|n| < |ni| < 2|n|. Therefore,

1 < 1 L ) —(20+25-3)
Z <n1>204 <n_ >2ﬁ ~ <n>26 Z <’I’L1>2a N< >

n
ni€ds ! Lin|<|m|<2ln|

O

To prove Proposition [@ we only need to bound the second term on the RHS of (7).

The other terms are the same as those in [10, Proposition 5.1].

Lemma 11. For any e > 0, we have |[kTx-1u — u¥|| gars— S ||uHBg [[wll go ] 522,
1’1 OO q,o0 x

provided o+ B > 0, and % —i—% =1.

Proof. A more general R? version can be found in [I, Theorem 2.92]. For our case, note

uF =Y (Siw) = (Su)
j=—1
e k—1 (45)
= > Pju) (Sinu)(Su)
=1 (=0

It suffices to bound Tye-1u—3_; Pju(S;11u)*~1, the other terms are similar. Since a+3 >

0, we may assume 3 > 0. Taking the L. norm, we have

Pn Tuk—1u - ZPJU(SJJAU)]{:?I
J Lt

x

= Pn Z Pju (Sj_luk_l — (Sj+1u)k_1>

jzn—3 L

S Y0 IPjully [ Si-a (et = (S5 + (85w = (Sjaaw) )|

j>n-3 &
S X IRl (Huk—l GO R (G i Lg) -

Expressing u*~1 — (Sj_lu)k*1 in terms of products of lower-order quantities, we find that
the previous expression is bounded up to a constant factor by

k—2

l k—0—2 k—0—2

> IPsully > IPmullyg Do ISkl (lulliz "+ 1S5 rulli )
£=0

jzn—3 m>j—k
—j - k-2
S Y 2l Do 27 s llulliE
jzn—3 m>j—k
- k—2
2 lull gl g Null7s
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The next lemma allows us to replace u*~'D*u by T, x—1 D%u.

Lemma 12. ||7;,b — ab| gots < HaHB? 6]l s, provided 5 < 0 and a+ > 0.
1,1 ,00

Proof. The proof is a straightforward application of the definition of the paraproduct and
Besov spaces. ]

The remaining difference DT, x-1u — T,x—1 D*u cannot be bounded directly. The

u
following decomposition is the main result describing the regularity of this commutator:

Lemma 13. Given s > 0, D*(Tyu) — Ty (D*u) = Fy + F» + R, where
3
F1 =S Z Tajw(ajDs_Qu),
j=1

s(s —2) 2 4, 2,
B 72%2 (07D )+2T 2D

And for any B € R, p < 3,
1Bl oo < ol gy Nalcoss - (46)

Remark 14. If we only expand once, then the reminder has the same bound but with
more restricted p. More precisely, with the notations above, for p < 2,

152 + Rl gpto S llwlipp _ Mullcsss s (47)

and for p < 1,

Proof. Let m € C*°(R) be a bump function such that m = 1 on [—3, 1] and is supported
on [—1—,3+]. Then,

2
(D*(Twu) — Ty (D*u)) ()

D> (Ing 4 nal® = [nol*)@(n1)a(n2)m(—

ny,no€Z3

In1]

)ei(nl +ng)-x
n2|

By Taylor’s theorem, for ny # di
In1 + nal® — [nal®
_ 1 _ _
= s|ngl® lng -nq + 3 (s(s —2)|ng|® 4(n2 . n1)2 + s|ngl|® 2[n1\2) + Ry

where the first 2 terms correspond to F; and Fy, and

s(s —2)

Ri(nq1,ng) = 5

1
/ (1-1t)2 (3|n2 +tm[* 4 (ng + tng) - na a2
0
(5 = D)o+ tna |0 ((my + tny) - m1)* ),

Define R by
R = Z Ri(n1,n2)u(ng)w(ng)e i(n1+nz)-x

ny,na€ZL3

We now estimate R. First, we can write Ry = >, _3 Ca(n1,n2)ny, where o is a 3d
multi-index and C, can be extended by homogeneity to a function on RS such that

Co( A1, A\) = N30, (&1, &2)

[m1 |

3If ny = 0, then on the support of m(m), we have n; = 0. That why we don’t need to estimate P_; R.

13



for any A > 0, and is smooth on the support of m(g—)w] (&1 + &2) for any j > 0.
To bound ||P;R|;., set

€1
€2l

and define h; € L*(T3 x T?) and H; € L*(R3 x R3) by

Ka,j(€1,82) = i(&1 + Ea)m(T—)Cal&1, E2),

hoz,j(y7 Z) = Z (f’]IT(ilKOé,j)(y7 Z)?

|or|=3
Hoj(y,2) =Y (Fad Kaj)(y, 2).
lo]=3
By the Poisson summation formula,
haj(y,2) = > Hay(y +mi,z+ma).

(ml,mg)EZG

Hence,

Hhoz,jHLl(TG) < HHOé,jHLl(RfS)
— ng(sf?» . 261Ha0(2j.,21.)‘

L(RS)
— 97(5-3) ||Ha,0HL1(R6) )

Note [|Ha,o||;: is bounded since Kq o € C§°(R®). Then,

1P Rl = || 3 wy(n1 +noym

ni,n2

) Y Calni,na)nf@(nJi(ng)e! ™ +2)
lof=3

|2|

L

= Z Z Ka,j(nl,ng)Sjﬁw(nl)ﬁju(ng)ei("ﬁm)'x

|oe]=3 n1,m2

7
N [ttt - Bt - e

al=3 La
< 37 sl 1510wl [P,

la]=3 ’

< 3 20 DAC || s - 2T |y o

lo]=3

<290 ] gyl gess

Here f’j is another Littlewood-Paley projector such that f’ij =P;.
We can now give the proof of the energy estimate (38]).

Proof of Proposition[d. We first write
Dév(kuF~1D%u — D*u¥)
T3

_ / D% (k" Do — KTy D*u) = K(D* (L) = To(D*w)) + (kD*Typvu — D).
’]T3

14



Using Lemma [[2] 03] and [l we estimate the last quantity by

k—1 k
100l (k [[us LD Tuk_leuHBEf RN g+ ”k:DSTuk—ML — Dfu HB%jf )

+ '/D%(Fl + )

k—2
e [ 1 ey ' [ Do+ B

Sl i

CS—%—E CS—%—E

fulf! +| [ Dot + )

Here, Ry, F1, F5 are the terms in Lemma [[31 We used (27) and (29)) in the last step.

It remains to deal with [ D*vFy and [ D*vF,. To simplify the notation, in the re-
maining part of the proof, we use D to represent both D and 0, and fix a = % Since D¢
is self-adjoint, we can write the first integral as

D*vF) = / DS_aU(TDuk71DS_1+au) +/ DS_aU[Da,TDukdes_lu =11+ I
T3 T3 T3

For I, since DuF~! has positive regularity(for s > g), Lemma [12] allows us to treat the
paraproduct as a real product, which can be bounded by

L 5 HDs—a,UDs—l—l—a S HDs—oz,UDs—l—l—ozuHc_l_E HUHI]?{Z'I

“Hc—l—s

Duk—l‘

14¢
Bl,oo

Moving D® from v to u and using ([@T]), we can decompose I into

I = Ds_avazuk_1DS_2+au+/ D* "R, (48)
T3 T3
Wherﬂ
> k-1 s—1 k-1
HR‘ BE < HDU HBiﬁis Dl g S llulle Il ey — -

The first integral in (@8], by Lemma 2 can be treated a real product(for s > 3), then

N Ds—avDQUk—le—Q-l—ozu S HDs—a,UDs—Z—i—auHC_E

Dzuk—l‘

1
Bl,oo

< ||DsewDs 2 o| - [l

For f D*vF5, note its terms have form

DS’UTD2uk—1DS_2’LL = DS_aUTD2uk71DS_2+au + D *vR,
T3 T3 T3

where R satisfies the same bound as one in @S). And it can be treated by exactly the
same way as Is. ]

4 Construction of the measure

In this section, we construct a measure gy which is absolutely continuous with respect to
1s and corresponds to the formal expression:

dps = Zs_le_‘gs(“’”)_Eq(“’”)dudv. (49)

4Here we choose p =1+ 2¢ and 3 = —1

15



Here &;(u,v) is the renormalized energy defined in (I7)), E(u,v) is the Hamiltonian energy
@), and g = q(s, k) is a large integer to be chosen later.
Define the truncated measures

dﬁS,N - Z;]{/v”‘ei S’N(u,v)iE?V(u’v)dud’U

50
— Zfifeka,s,N(u)fE?V(uvv)dys(u U) ( )
s, s U
where the truncated energy En(u,v) is defined by
- _ 1 2 2 1 k+1
En(u,v) := E(uy,vN) = (IVrnul® + (myv)?) de + (ryu)* ™ dx. (1)
2 T3 ]{? + 1 'If3

In this section, we prove Proposition [I6, which asserts that the measures g y converge
to a limiting measure as N — oo.

The general method to establish convergence of the measures is standard (see for exam-
ple [24, Remark 3.8]), and consists of two steps, corresponding Lemma [I6l and Proposition
Bl respectively.

1. Convergence of Ry, s y(u) and E%;(u,v) in LP. This is a consequence of the regularity
properties of the field @ on the support of fis, since Ry s n(u) and E%(u,v) are
continuous functions of the Fourier truncated field m .

2. Uniform integrability of e~ f.s.N (w)=ER (wv) with respect to 5. This will follow from

a uniform bound in LP, p > 1. It is here that we make use of the variational

representation of

Z, N = By [e Forn (@) =B (wo)] (52)

Indeed, the uniform integrability resulting from the second point allows us to take the

limit in the expectation
Eﬁ [eka,s,N(u)fE?\](uvv)]’

which is sufficient to define ps as a measure.

Compared to the cubic case, k = 3, in [10], the addition of —FE%(u,v) makes the
construction of the measure easier as it introduces more decay. Also, as the energy is
conserved we have

%E?V(UN,UN) =0.
Consequently, no extra terms appear in the energy estimate in section 3.
Definition 15. For u given by (@), we define
(DPun)? == (D%uy)? — By, [(D*un)?.
This notation is inspired by an analogy with Wick ordering in Gaussian analysis and
quantum field theory (see [11, Chapter 3]).
Lemma 16. Let s > % Set
Fypn(u,v) := =Ry s n(u) — E% (u,v). (53)
Then for p < oo, Fsj N converges to some Fg, in LP(vg) as N — oo.

Proof. Since s > 3 we have by @), (9) that u € LP(Q, C'+¢(T3)) and v € LP(Q, C(T?))
for some £ > 0. These bounds imply that Ex(u,v) < oo and moreover is bounded in LP
for any 0 < p < co, uniformly in N. The same holds for EY,.

As in [I0, Proposition 4.3], we have, for any p > 2:

” : (DSUN)2 : HLP(Q707175(T3)) < Chp.
By duality in C* spaces ([33]), the term

/ Qs (un)uli?t

converges in LP. ]

16



4.1 Variational formulation

In this section, we apply the Barashkov-Gubinelli variational approach to obtain uniform
in N control over the quantity e ks~ (W=Fx(uv)  This is equivalent to showing that
the partition function is uniformly bounded, since higher LP norms of e~ .5~ (w)—Ef (u)
introduce only constant factors in the representation (G3)).

This approach was first applied in [I0]. The idea is to write the partition function as
an optimization over time-dependent processes, so we begin by representing the measure
Vs as the time 1 distribution of a pair of cylindrical processes. We refer to [2], [10] for more
details.

Let Q = C(Ry, 07%75('11‘3)). Let BL(t), B2(t), t > 0 be two sequences of independent
standard Brownian motions. We define

X(t) = (X1(1), Xa(t) = | D Bi(t)e™™, Y By(t)e™" (54)

nez3 nez3

so that X (t) is a Brownian motion on L2(T3) x L2(T3). Set Y (t) = (Y(t), Y2(t)) where

Vi) = T X () = B+ Y Bilt)
nez3\ {0} (Inf? + nf?s +2)2

and

Vilt) = T () = 3 — 20

D2 (56)
neze (1+[n]*)2

Note that

—

Law(Y (1)) := 7.
We let H, be the set of progressively measurable processes belonging to
L2([0,1], L*(T?) x L*(T?))

almost surely. For 6 € H,, the classical Girsanov theorem [J, Section 5.5] describes the
semimartingale decomposition of X () and Y (t) with respect to the measure Q? defined
by its relative density

dQ° _ 3 (0naXa—3 Jy 10112, as

= . 57
1P (57)
We have the decompositions
— — t —
X(t)=X0t) + / o(t)dt (58)
0
and .
P(0) = (P, @0) + [ (7700000 (59)
0
where X? is a QY L?-cylindrical Brownian motion and
YP(t) =T 7 IXT(), V(1) =T X5().
For convenience, we set
t
() = (] (1), 13(1)) = / (T 77101, T702) () dt! (60)
0

and YO(t) := (Y (t), Y{(t)). With this notation in place we have the following variational
formula for Z n.

17



Lemma 17. Let 0 € H,, N > 1 and let Q be the measure defined by (BI). Then the
relative entropy of QY with respect to P is finite:

dQ? dQ?
0 _
HQ |P)=E [dIP)lngP) < 0.
In particular,
t
E@@[/ H@HL%dS] < 0. (61)
0

Proof. Once we prove the finiteness of the relative entropy, the bound (@l follows from
the inequality [8, Lemma 2.6],

t
oo | [ 16l130s] < 261@ | )

We turn to the relative entropy. In our case, it takes the following explicit form:

HQ|P) = log

ZS,N Zs,N

e~ R, N—EY e—Rs,k,N—E?v]

For the partition function Z y, we have by Jensen’s inequality:
ZsN = Ele kN e~ PN
> ¢ ElRs k,N]-E[E}]
> ¢(N). (62)
In the final step, we have used the integrability of R, y and E%;, which follows directly

from (@Q), (B9) since B, ., C L when a > 0.
Using Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality, it is easy to see that for ¢ > 1,

- k _ —
Ropx(V) + E4(7) = 5 (DY = o) (i)t~ do+ B4 (F)
T

k o k-1 1 / k1 1)
> —— Y; —_ Y;
> 2O’N/(TFN 1) da + (k—i—l)q < (7TN 1) dz
k-1
k 2 3 k+1 E+1 1 k+1 I
> —50 ~|T |k+1 (/(WNYI) + 1) (rnY7) dx

2r
kT3, 1 et k a
> _ _ T - _ Y +1
> <2€> . UN+(4 T) /(7TN )" dw

> —00,
where q( y + % = 1. Using (62) and Cauchy-Schwarz, we now have
dQG dQ? “9R, N (Y1) 2
log P < C(N)E[e™ sk + |Rs e n(Y1)]” + 1] < 0.

O

Proposition 18. Recall the definition of the partition function Zs n For N € N we have,

. 1 [t
~log 2, = inf Eqs {Rk,s,ma(l) + 1{(1) + BR(Y(1) + (1) + 5 /0 fie

18



Proof. Given 6 € H,, Girsanov’s theorem gives:

- log ZS,N = — IOg E[eiRk,s,N*Eq(“Nﬂ)N)]

~ log Egofe ey 0P W+ @)=L (F @+ (1) = Jo (00AXe)+3 [y 10:1175 ds

By Jensen’s inequality, we have
—log Zyx < Ego[Res n(YY (1) + 1{ (1) — EG(Y'(1) + I'(1))]
1 1
1
B[ (0 dx) -3 [ 18,13 a5
0 2 Jo @

= Eqo[Rpsn (Y (1) + (1)) — EL(Y?(1) + IP(1))]

+E[/ (01, 4x0) + / 16:]2, ds.
0

1
EQQ[/O 10,112, ds} < oo,

If

the stochastic integral term is a martingale, so its expectation vanishes and we find

J

~log 2o < Bge | R (1) + (1)) = B (F(1) + (1) / 6.3 0s] (o1

If instead

1
Eqe [/0 H%H%g ds} = 00,

the inequality (64]) holds trivially provided we verify that
Ry v (Y (1) + 17(1)) = ER(Y?(1) + I (1))

is Q-integrable, which we do below.
Conversely, the measure

d@N e*Rk,s,N(Yl)*EJqV(Y(l))
P Z, N

is absolutely continuous with respect to P, so there is a 0 € H,, such that

dQN N axy) -1 [l 182112, dt
P °

Combining the last two expressions gives

- L 1 .
~1og Zu = Ry (V) + B4 () + [ @Y,x) - 5 [ 16713 at
0 0

By Lemma [I7] we have

1
EQ@[/O H93||%% ds} < 00,

we can take expectations in (65]) and the martingale term vanishes, so

—log Z, v = [Rk sN(Y1) + EY, / HHN”B dt]

19
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4.2 Exponential integrability

We now prove Proposition Bl by estimating the quantity on the right side of ([G3]). Since
the time ¢ = 1 is fixed, for simplicity we set

V0= (Y107Y29) = (Y10(1)7Y29(1))-
A simple application of Young’s inequality gives
1 - > 20 |, 7
SENIY) < CEL(Y?) + EL(Y? +1Y).
for some large constant C. Hence it suffices to bound

- 1 1!
Ew[mewnf+ﬁ)—CE%O”)+5E%U%%—5/
0

9“@)‘

The following lemma gives the regularity of D*YY, : (D*Y)? : and Y.

L2xL2

’ dt] . (66)

Lemma 19. Let 2 < p < co. Then fore >0,

sy9l|” sy o2 [P H 9‘12 }
eseulflﬂz Ege [HD Y] HC,%E + [|: (D*YY) .Hcﬂii + ||V oy <o
Proof. This follows directly from Proposition 4.3 in [10]. .

A direct application of Cauchy-Schwarz (see [10, Lemma 4.7]) gives

0l 1 )
HIIHH5+1 S/O HGtHLz dt. (67

Lemma 20. For s > %,

sup Ege {E}’V(?(’)] < 00

0cHt,

independently of N.

Proof. Under QY, Y9(1) = (Y{(1),YY(1)) has the same distribution as the pair (u,v) in
under 7;. The result then follows from @0), (39). O

We introduce some abbreviated notations for the most common terms appearing in
the estimates below. We set:

Y =Y/,
0:=1,
E = Ex(I").

From the definition of Ry v we have

k—1

Ry n(Y + ©) 2@ /TS H(DY)?: i

k—1 Yk:flfm(_)m
m

1

k-1
-1 DY D* Yk:—l—m m
+ k(k—1) . S) ZO< . > S)

=]

k—1
+ k(k — 1) / (DS@)2 k — 1> kalfm(_)m
2 T3

m
m=0

1 k1
o [ e (68)

We aim to bound (66]) by using Young’s inequality and the positive terms
[orepett [ ot mr el
T3 T3
in (G6).
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Lemma 21. (Terms quadratic in DY ). Let s > 3 and 0 < m < k—1. Then for

2
sufficiently small 6 > 0 there exists small € > 0 and large p and c¢(0) such that

[0 vimen <o) (0 DI VI
+6 <\|@\|§{SH +Eq) .

Proof. For m = 0, using [B0) and [27) and (28] we have

Sl @YY o

Yk*l‘

/ H(DPY)? YRt
T3

Bi+2s
k—1
SY)2 :H0717€ ”YH01+25

<@
S @Y el VIS,

if s > % and € > 0 is small. The estimate then follows from Young’s inequality.
m=Fk—

1, using (30), 7), B2) and [29) we have

/TB (DY) O S (DY) | oy (O

142¢
Bl,oo

S Rk PR e

k—2
. (DSV)2 - k1| *+T
S H (‘D Y) 'HC—I—E @ 1 ||®||B2%;35
s 2 k=2
S|l DY)? | i BR[O o
if s > % and € > 0 is small. If we choose ¢ large enough so that
Pzl
glk+1) 2
the stated inequality then follows from Young’s inequality.
If 0 < m < k — 1 then similar to the above,
. s 2 . vk—1-mpom . s 2. k—1—-mpom
/TS.(D Y2y 0" < | (DY) || o || Y 0 ‘B}tjs
. 2, k—1—
SOV s g Y5 L O
k—1— m=l
S @Y el peac V12T B 110 s

Hence if we choose ¢ large enough so that

m—1 +1<1
gk+1) 2

Young’s inequality the gives the desired result.

)

If

(69)

O

Lemma 22. (Terms linear in DY ). Let s > % and 0 < m < k—1. Then for sufficiently

small 6 > 0 there exists small € > 0 and large p and c(0) such that

DYDOYsimen| <o) (IDVIE, .+ IV, )
T3 Cc™2 573

+5 <H@H§,s+1 + Eq) .
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Proof. First we estimate the term corresponding to m = k — 1. Using ([B0)), ([27)) followed
by I,

DY DOk 1

<IDYl,

@@’H‘

%+25 .
1,00

Hence it remains to estimate HD‘*G)@"C 1“ +25 Using (1)), @0), @9), (32)), [29) again,

Jensen’s inequality and (28]), we have

T3

s k—1 < s k—1 s k—1
i TP L PP G RS Pt ) G YOS
k—1
SID*6| o [[057 4
2,00 2,00
k—1
S H@HH5+%+2E © B2
k—
SO0 porgae ||O°77)| 1Ol g2
k—2
k+1|| k+1
<100y [ 7 10
. k=2
_ k RS
YR T ol (Chnd SR T
k—2
Slelil, B (70)
5 s+1+2e
for s > 3 and e > 0 small where v = 7(s,e) = — 25— < 1. If we choose ¢ = &(s, k) small

enough and ¢ = ¢(s, k) large enough so that
1+~ k—
— 1
> Ty < Ly 1> <

the desired inequality follows from Young’s inequality.
Now for the case 0 < m < k — 1, using [B0), 1), (3] we have,

DsYDsgyk—l—m@m‘ S HDSYHC—%—E Yk—l—mDs
T3
k—1—
SIDYlgege [y D007y
k—1—
< HDSYH . HY” s— T_nEHDs@@mH 2+2E
loo

for s > 1 and € > 0 small. It remains to estimate the term |[D*©O™| ., . If s > 5 and
Bl,oo

e > 0 is small enough, this term can be estimated in a manner similar to (Z0J).
Finally we estimate the term corresponding to m = 0. We have,

DsYDseykflfm S”DSYH 1. @kal‘ 1i0
T3 ¢z BIQ,oo
SID Y-y YIE 1% ID°6l _y
1,00
k—1
S ||DSYHC—7—5 1Yl oS-+ HDSGHHS“

for s > 1 and € > 0 small. The desired inequality then follows from Young’s inequality.
O
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Lemma 23. (Terms quadratic in D*©). Let s > % and 0 < m < k —1. Then for

sufficiently small 6 > 0 there exists small € > 0 and large p and c¢(0) such that

Cs—%+25

2
‘ +Eq>.
L2

/T 3<DS@>2y“m@m\ <e(®) (IDYIP_y . +IYIP, ...

+6 (yy@uzs“ + HDS@@%

Proof. Using Young’s inequality,

/ (Dse)Zyk—l—mem' SC((S)/ (DS@)ZYk_l—i—(S (DS@)QGk_l.
T3 T3 T3

It remains to estimate the first term on the right hand side of the above inequality. Using
Holder’s inequality, (26]) and the fact that s > % we have,

DO2Yr-1| < |o]2 Yk—lH
[ orerytil < el [yt
< @ 25«‘?»1 @ 2sj»l Y k—1
SOl 1012 Y1z
2s 2
k-1
S8l IOl 1Yl Ly .

2s_ 2
< 0|55 ETI&D Y2,

For g large enough,
s n 2
s+1 q(s+1)(k+1

and so the desired inequality follows from Young’s inequality. O

)<1

Lemma 24. (Remaining Terms) Let s > % Then for sufficiently small § > 0 there exists
small € > 0 and large ¢(3) such that

[ +0)f < CO IVl oy 4 [ OFH
T3 T3

Proof. Using Young’s inequality and (27 we have,

/ (Y+@)k+1 SC((S)/ Yk+1+6/ @k-ﬁ-l
T3 T3 T3

<COY|F, 45 eF, (71)
ceT27° T3

which completes the proof. ]

5 Dispersionless case

In this section, we show that the dispersion is essential to the quasi-invariance result, by
showing that it fails if the Laplacian term is absent from the system (2]). More precisely,
we show that there exists a dense sequence of times ¢ such that the distribution of the
flow of the dispersionless model ([72]) at time ¢ is not absolutely continuous with respect
to the distribution of the initial data. This answers a question posed in the introductions
to [15], [10].

The proof uses an idea developed by Oh, Tzvetkov and the third author in [I7] to
prove the same result for a Schrodinger-type equation, using almost-sure properties of the
series ([B)). Unlike in [I7] situation, no explicit solution of the ODE (72) is available, so we
instead use the invariance of the Hamiltonian to derive a contradiction.
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The dispersionless system is

o = —u

{m o (72)

We take the initial data
(u(0,z),v(0,2)) := (u*,v"),

where u*, v* are the random series already given in ()

u () = Z <n§2+1emm’

nez3

v (z) = Z fin e,

e ()

(73)

Our main tool to derive Theorem Bl the law of the iterated logarithm, gives a fine
description of the regularity of the process at a fized point x € T®. The key point is that
the result holds almost surely, so it must also hold on the support of any measure that is
mutually absolutely continuous with respect to .

The analog for Gaussian fields indexed by R? the following result was proved in [3, The-
orem 1.3]. Their result is more general and covers non-stationary Gaussian fields whose
covariance is defined by a pseudodifferential operator. The proof uses a wavelet decom-
position of the process. Given the explicit representations (@), they can also be derived
more directly using more classical tools. This was done in the case of one dimensional
Gaussian fields in [I7]. We do not reproduce the details of the proof here.

Proposition 25. For x € T3, let v(x) be given by the random series defined in ([3). We
have the following:

1. Forse€ (3,3), b o
v(xr + —v(x

lim sup =1
|hl—0 \/cslhl%*lloglogmﬂ
almost surely.
2. For s = %,
h) —
lim sup vz +h) —v@) =1.

|h[—0 \/cslh\Q log ﬁ log log log Wll

3. When s > %, let r = |s— %j, then Oyv exists and is continuous, and satisfies the
above LILs with v replaced by Oiv and s replaced by s — r.

The Hamiltonian associated to the ODE is

1 1
H(U,’U) = 5’[)2(2?) + kj——|—1

uF L (2). (74)
This quantity is conserved along the flow of the ODE (72l):

H(u(0),0(0)) = H(u(t), v(t)) (75)
for each t > 0.

Proof of Theorem[3. Let hy,, |hy| J 0 be a sequence along which the limsup in the LIL
for v(t,x) is attained. Differentiating both sides of this equation r times, we find:

v(0,2)070(0, 2)+u(0, 2)*OTu(0, z)+lo.t. = v(t, z)dLv(t, z)+u(t, ©) O u(t, z)+1.o.t., (76)
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where “l.o.t.” denotes lower order terms which are more regular that dLv(0,x), dLv(t, ).
The equality (76]) also holds with z shifted by h,, on both sides, so that after subtraction
and division by

1
\/cslhn]%—lloglogm
n

in case s —r # 3/2 and

1 1
¢s|hn|?log — log log ——
|| ||
ifs—r= %,We find, for each z € T2 and t > 0:
0(0,2) > vlt, ) (77)

almost surely. Exchanging the roles of v(0,z) and v(t, z), we obtain
v (z) =v(0,2) = v(t,x) (78)
with probability 1. Using (75) again, we now find

1 1 1
k—Huk“(t,x) = H(u(0),v(0)) — §v(t,m) = k—HukH(O,x),

SO
u(t,z) = £u(0,x),

almost surely. Let Hy = H(u(0),v(0)). The equality
(u(t,z),v(t,z)) = (£u(0,z),v(0,x))

implies that ¢ is equal to the period T of the system (72]) on the energy surface H(u,v) =

HQZ
1 1
o 4 - (2H0)§7k7+1 1 1
T:= (k + 1)1/(k+1) /O (1— yg)l/(kJrl) dy, (79)

or equal to an integer multiple of 7" plus or minus

A= —/ — dy
(k+ DY S0 (Hy — %)

2. (2H,)Fm /1 Ly (80)
TGO et (g el
Both quantities (9) and (80) have continuous distributions if k£ # 1, so
P(t=n-T+m-A for somen € Z;,m € {—1,0,1}) =0,
so the assumption of absolute continuity between the distributions is untenable. U
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A Bound for the H? in the critical case

In this section, we derive the growth bound ([22)) in the case d = 3, k = 5. This is the
energy-critical nonlinearity. In this case, it is known solutions exist globally (see [20,
Chapter 5], [19, Chapter V]) and scatter.

We begin by establishing a bound for the solutions of the equation on R? instead of
T3. We have the global space time bound

[ulls 10 < C(Ho), (81)

where Hj is the initial energy. See [I9, Chapter V, Proposition 3.1] for a global bound in
LiL12. See also [21, Theorem 1.1] for a quantitive estimate in terms of Hy. The estimate
[B2) follows from this by the standard Strichartz estimates for the wave equation ([19}
Chapter IV, Corollary 1.2] with ¢ =5, r=2, ¢ =1, 7 = 2).

Let n > 0, and divide R into a finite number of interval I;, j = 1,...,J such that

lull s (1;5200) < -
Denote by t the left endpoint of the interval I;, so that
Ij = [t; ,t]),

J*vi
- gt
t 1= tj .
We now recall the Strichartz estimate for the linear wave equation. A pair of exponents
(q,7), ¢ > 2,2 <r < o0, is called s-admissible (in dimension 3) if

+-<

Slw 3=

+

R

Let s > 0. If (¢,7) and (g,7) are s—admissible (respectively, 1 — s—admissible pairs, then
if (@, 0) solves the linear wave equation with right hand side given by F', we have [20,
Theorem 2.6]

1 9) o ooy + 1l 2z S 105 @)y + 1PN g )

We choose p =5, r = 10, § = 1, ¥ = 2. We let choose % = V°~lu, we obtain
1Ca, )l ey + el 5 gz 110y < Cll(wo, vo)llre + CIVT (ful*u) Ly 1,22

Applying the Leibniz rule (32)) with s = o — 1, pg = 10, py = 5/4 and p = ¢ = 2 to the
final term, we obtain, on each interval I;, the estimate

lulleqsmey + el g3 e 10y < C (10w, ) G + el g5 e -100) 1l 757, 10))
< O (I, )& e + 1 Nl g 1)
For 1 small enough, we obtain
1w )l (1y17) + Nl s =110y < C(u 0) () 15 (rs)-
Repeating this over each of the J intervals, we obtain the bound
It )l s o) + o -0z, < (C').

The same argument applied to the negative time direction finally gives
| (w, )|y Ry + Hu||L5(R;W§_1’10(R3)) < (. (82)
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To transfer the estimate ®2) to T? ~ [—3, )3, we consider initial data (ug,vy) €
H7(T3). We extend (ug,vg) to a periodic function (g, 7o) on R3. Let n € C2°(R3) such

that 7 = 1 on [~1,1]3, and define

nr(x) =n(x/(T)).

Here (-) = (14| -|?)'/2.
Consider the initial data problem on R3:

Ow — Aw + |w[*w 7: 0 ) (83)

(w, Qpw) =0 = (7o, N700)-
By (82]), we have the estimate

| (w, Orw)|c, jo,11,12) < CI[(w, Ow)li=o e m))
Then, by [16, Eqn. (3.7)], we have, for f € H*(T?)
/CUTY* 2 fllgrsrsy < I fllms sy < CCDY*2 fllgrs (vs)- (84)

It follows that

1(w, D)l eypo,17, 00y S T2,
By finite speed of propagation, for [¢| < T\ the restriction of (w(t), dw(t)), to [—3,3)° =~

T3 coincides with the solution (u(t),v(t)) of the quintic nonlinear wave equation on T3
with initial data (ug,vo).

27



References

Bahouri, H., Chemin, J.-Y., and Danchin, R. Fourier analysis and nonlinear partial
differential equations. Vol. 343. Springer Science & Business Media, 2011.

Barashkov, N., Gubinelli, M. Variational approach to FEuclidean QFT. arXiv
preprint larXiv:1805.10814 2018.

Benassi, A., Roux, R., and Jaffard, S. Flliptic Gaussian random processes. Revista
Matematica Iberoamericana 13, no. 1, 1997.

Bourgain, J. Fourier transform restriction phenomena for certain lattice subsets
and applications to nonlinear evolution equations. I: Schrodinger equations. Geom.
Funct. Anal. 3, 107-156, 1993.

Bourgain, J. Periodic nonlinear Schrodinger equation and invariant measures.
Comm. Math. Phys. 166 (1), 1-26, 1994.

Bourgain, J. Invariant measures for the 2D-defocusing nonlinear Schridinger equa-
tion. Comm. Math. Phys. 176 (2), 421-445, 1996.

Bourgain, J. Invariant measures for the Gross-Piatevskii equation. J. Math. Pures
Appl. (9) 76, 649-702, 1997.

Follmer, H. An entropy approach to the time reversal of diffusion processes, Stochas-
tic differential systems (Marseille-Luminy, 1984), 156-163, Lect. Notes Control Inf.
Sci., 69, Springer, Berlin, 1985.

Le Gall, J.F. Brownian Motion, Martingales and Stochastic Calculus, Springer,
2015.

Gunaratnam, T. S.; Oh, T., Tzvetkov, N., Weber, H. Quasi-invariant Gaussian
measures for the nonlinear wave equation in three dimensions. preprint.

Janson, S. Gaussian Hilbert Spaces, Cambridge University Press, 1997.

Lebowitz, J., Rose, H., Speer, E. Statistical mechanics of the nonlinear Schrodinger
equation. J. Stat. Phys. 50 (3-4), 657-687, 1988.

Mourrat, J.-C.; Weber, H., and Xu, W. Construction of @g Diagrams for Pedestri-
ans. Meeting on Particle Systems and PDE’s. Springer, Cham, 2015.

Nelson, E., A quartic interaction in two dimensions, Mathematical Theory of Ele-
mentary Particles (Proc. Conf., Dedham, Mass., 1965), M.I.T. Press, 1966.

Oh, T., Tzvetkov, N. Quasi-invariant Gaussian measures for the two-dimensional
defocusing cubic nonlinear wave equation, to appear in J. Eur. Math. Soc.

Oh, T., Pocovnicu, O. A remark on almost sure global well-posedness of the energy-
critical defocusing nonlinear wave equations in the periodic setting. Tohoku Math.
J. 69, no. 3, 2017.

Oh, T., Sosoe P., and Tzvetkov, N.. An optimal reqularity result on the quasi-
invariant Gaussian measures for the cubic fourth order nonlinear Schrodinger equa-
tion.

Planchon, F., Tzvetkov, N., Visciglia, N. Transport of gaussian measures by the flow
of the nonlinear Schrodinger equation. Preprint: larXiv:1810.00526.

Sogge, C. D. Lectures on Non-Linear Wave Equations, Second Edition. International
Press, 2008.

Tao, T. Nonlinear Dispersive Equations — Local and Global Analysis, CBMS Re-
gional Conference in Mathematics, No. 106.

Tao, T., Dynamics of PDE, Wol. 3, No. 2, 2006.
Tzvetkov, N. Random data wave equations. Lecture notes, arXiv:1704.01191/ (2017).

28


http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.10814
http://arxiv.org/abs/1810.00526
http://arxiv.org/abs/1704.01191

[23] Tzvetkov, N. Quasi-invariant Gaussian measures for one dimensional Hamiltonian
PDE’s, Forum Math. Sigma 3 (2015), e. 28, 35 pp.

[24] Tzvetkov, N. Invariant measures for the defocusing nonlinear Schrédinger equation.
In Annales de I'Institut Fourier, Vol. 58, No. 7, pp. 2543-2604), 2008.

29



	1 Introduction
	1.1 Statement of results
	1.2 Motivation and previous literature
	1.3 Outline of proof of Theorems 1 and 2

	2 Basic estimates
	2.1 Littlewood-Paley theory
	2.2 Basic estimates for Besov-type norms
	2.3 Wiener chaos and hypercontractivity

	3 Energy estimate for fractional s
	4 Construction of the measure
	4.1 Variational formulation
	4.2 Exponential integrability

	5 Dispersionless case
	A Bound for the H in the critical case

