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Abstract

The present paper is a continuation of our previous work [HKKZ2I] on the stochastic
quantization of the exp(®)s-quantum field model on the two-dimensional torus. Making
use of key properties of Gaussian multiplicative chaos and refining the method for singular
SPDEs introduced in the previous work, we construct a unique time-global solution to the
corresponding parabolic stochastic quantization equation in the full “L -regime” |a| < V8T
of the charge parameter a. We also identify the solution with an infinite-dimensional diffusion
process constructed by the Dirichlet form approach.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Background

In the present paper, we study stochastic quantization associated with space-time quantum fields
with interactions of exponential type, called the exp(®)s-quantum field model in the Euclidean
quantum field theory, in finite volume. The exp(®)s-quantum field (or the exp(®)s-measure)
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u(a) is a probability measure on D’(A), the space of distributions on the two-dimensional torus

A =T? = (R/277Z)?, which is given by

@) (dg) = exp ( /Aexpo(oqu) (z) dx) wo(do),

1
Z(@)
where the massive Gaussian free field pg is the Gaussian measure on D’(A) with zero mean and
the covariance operator (1 — A)~!, A being the Laplacian in L?(A) with the periodic boundary
conditions, a(€ R) is called the charge parameter, the Wick exponential exp®(a¢)(x) is formally
introduced by the expression

a2
exp®(ag)(x) = exp (ag(a) = TEC[9()Y]).  we A,

and
76 = /D 0 (- /A exp° () () dz ) po(dg) > 0

is the normalizing constant. We remark that the diverging term EH0[¢(z)?] plays a role of the
Wick renormalization. Since this quantum field model was first introduced by Hgegh-Krohn
Hope71| in the “L2—regime”

la| < V4,

it is also called the Hgegh-Krohn model. For a physical background and related early works of
this model, see e.g., [AH73, [AHT4] [Sim74] and references therein. Kahane [Kah85] constructed

a random measure

V(;a)(dx) := exp®(ag)(z) dz, x €A,

called the Gaussian mulptiplicative chaos, in the “L'-regime”
la| < V8.

It implies the existence of the exp(®)s-measure u(® under |a| < /87, which gives a gener-
alization of the early works mentioned above. After that, the relevance of both the Gaussian
multiplicative chaos and the exp(®)s-quantum field model has been received much attention
by many people in connection with topics like the Liouville conformal field theory and the
stochastic Ricci flow. See e.g., [Kah85l [DS11l, RV14l Berl7l [JS17, [DS19, Bis20, BP21] and
references therein. We should also mention that Kusuoka [Kus92] independently studied the
exp(®)z-quantum field model under |a| < /8.

By heuristic calculations, we observe that the exp(®)s-measure 1@ is an invariant measure
of the following two-dimensional parabolic stochastic partial differential equation (SPDE in
short) involving exponential nonlinearity:

(L1)  9dy(x) = %(A ~)@(x) — § oxp® (o) () + Wila), >0, wEA,

where (Wt)tzo is an R-valued Gaussian space-time white noise, that is, the time derivative of a
standard L?(A)-cylindrical Brownian motion {W; = (Wy(2))zea }>0. We call (L)) the exp(®)s-
stochastic quantization equation associated with p(®). Due to the singularity of the nonlinear
drift term, the interpretation and construction of a solution to this singular-SPDE have been
a challenging problem over the past years. For a concise overview on stochastic quantization

equations, we refer to [AMRI5] [AK20), [ADVG21], [AKMR20|] and references therein. Albeverio
and Rockner [AROI] first solved (L)) (in the case where A is replaced by R?) weakly under
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|| < V47 by using the Dirichlet form theory. Inspired by recent quick developments of singular
SPDEs based on Hairer’s groundbreaking work on regularity structures [Hail4] and the related
work, called paracontrolled calculus, due to Gubinelli, Imkeller and Perkowski [GIP15], Garban
[Gar20] constructed a unique strong solution to (II]) (for the case where (A — 1) is replaced by
A\, i.e., massless case) in a more restrictive condition than |a| < V4r. In our previous paper
[HKK21], we constructed the time-global and pathwise-unique solution to the SPDE (LI]) under
|| < V47 by splitting the original equation (II)) into the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process

0Xi(w) = 3 (A~ 1)Xu(a) + Wila),
and the shifted equation
(1.2) BYi(x) = 5(A — DYi(x) — 2 exp(a¥y(a)) exp® (aX,) (x).

This split is based on the idea of Da Prato and Debussche [DPD03], which is now called the Da
Prato—Debussche trick. By the uniqueness of the solution, we also obtained the identification
with the limit of the solutions to the stochastic quantization equations generated by the approx-
imating measures to the exp(®)s-measure u(a), and with the process obtained by the Dirichlet
form approach. Our construction of the solution to the shifted equation (L2) is different from
the standard fixed-point argument applied in [DPDO03], [Gar20]. To be more precise, we proved
convergence of solutions to approximating equations of (1) by using compact embedding, and
then identified the limit as the solution. We should mention that, after [HKK21], Oh, Robert and
Wang [ORW21] independently constructed the time-global unique solution to (II]) in the same
regime in [HKK21]. Later in [ORTW20], together with Tzvetkov, they studied the massless case
on two-dimensional compact Riemannian manifolds in the L?-regime. Besides, elliptic SPDEs,
which also realize the exp(®)s-quantum field model have been studied in e.g., [ADVG21].

The main purpose of the present paper is to construct the time-global and pathwise-unique
solution to the parabolic SPDE (L)) in the full “L'-regime” |a| < /8. Although the present
paper builds on our previous work [HKK21], we significantly improve the arguments of [HKK21]
in several ways. To apply the Da Prato-Debussche trick, we need to construct the Wick exponen-
tial of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process {exp®(aX¢)}+>0 as a driving noise of the shifted equation
([C2). Since the Gaussian free field pg is the stationary measure of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck pro-
cess {X¢}+>0, this problem is reduced to the construction of the Wick exponential exp®(a¢). In
[AKK21, Theorem 2.2], we constructed it under |a| < V47 by combining the Wick calculus of
the Gaussian free field o with the standard Fourier expansion on a negative order L?-Sobolev
space H(A) (s < 0). However, this kind of argument does not work beyond the LZ-regime.

Refining existing results on the convergence of the Gaussian multiplicative chaos yé)a) (dz) in
[DS11l, RV14l Berl7], we construct the Wick exponential exp®(a¢) on a suitable Besov space
under |a| < v/87 (see Theorem 2.1]). This is one of the important contributions of the present
paper. On the other hand, in this case, since the Wick exponential exp®(a¢) does not have L?-
integrability with respect to o unlike the case of |a] < V47, we need to modify our arguments
mentioned above into LP-setting for the construction of the time-global and pathwise-unique
solution to (LI]). Besides, due to the lack of the L%-integrability, we cannot follow the argument
as in [AR90, [AR9T, HKK2T], [AKMR20] to show the closability of the associated Dirichlet form.
To overcome this difficulty, in Corollary 24 we prove that the Wick exponential exp®(a¢) has
the L2-integrability with respect not to pg, but to p(®). This key property plays a significant
role not only for the closability of the Dirichlet form, but also for the identication of the diffusion
process obtained by the Dirichlet form approach with the solution to the SPDE (LL1).



We should mention here that our model is closely connected with the sine-Gordon model (or
cos(®)a-quantum field model), which has been studied for a long period by many authors. See
e.g., [Exo76l [FS76L [FP77, [AHTI| for the early works. Since the sine-Gordon model is formally
obtained by replacing the nonlinearity e®® by e‘/:m, it has some similarities with the exp(®)a-
model. Indeed, it can be constructed rigorously in the same way as the exp(®)s-model in the
case |a| < v/4m. On the other hand, for large values of |a| up to v/8, further renormalization
by counter-terms is required (see [BGN82| [DH93| for details). To make a rigorous meaning to
stochastic quantization equations associated with both the @%—model and the sine-Gordon model,
we require further renormalization procedures beyond the Wick renormalization, and recent
developments of regularity structure and paracontrolled calculus enable us to study such singular
SPDEs rigorously. In [HS16, [CHS1§|, Hairer, Shen and Chandra proved local well-posedness of
(the massless version of) the sine-Gordon stochastic quantization equation by applying regularity
structure. Hence, at first sight, one might guess that regularity structure or paracontrolled
calculus is applicable to the exp(®)s-stochastic quantization equation (LI beyond the L2-
regime. To apply such general theories, we usually assume that the inputs of the solution map
to the shifted equation of a given singular SPDE take values in a Besov space BS . (A) with
some s < 0. (We mention here that the reconstruction theorem in By (Rd) was also studied
by Hairer and Labbé [HLI7], but they considered only the models w1th B3, .-type bounds.)
In contrast, the Wick exponential of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process {exp (oth)}tZO, which
plays a role of an input in our case, belongs to By (A) for some p € [1,2), but does not
to B, »(A) (see Theorem [3.2]). Moreover, since the nonlinear term of the SPDE (L)) has
exponential growth, it is out of results by these general theories. Alternatively, by making use of
the nonnegativity of exp®(aX;), we may define a product between two rough objects exp(aYy)
and exp®(aXy) on the right-hand side of the shifted equation (L2)) (see Theorem[d.3]). This is the
most crucial point in our argument. We remark that the nonnegativity of the Wick exponential
is a remarkable and useful property, and is also applied in proofs of previous results (see e.g

[AHT4, [Gar20, [ORW21], [ORTW20, HKK2T]).

The organization of the rest of the present paper is as follows: In Section [[2] we present
the framework and state the main theorems (Theorems [[1] and [L7). In Section [[3] we
fix some notations and summarize several basic properties on Besov spaces. In Section [2, we
introduce an approximation of the Wick exponentials of the Gaussian free fields and show its
almost-sure convergence in an appropriate Besov space (see Theorem [ZT]). For later use, we
modify the argument of [Berl7] to obtain a stronger estimate than existing results. Moreover,
we also prove that the exp(®)s-measure ;(*) is well-defined and the Wick exponential exp®(ae)
has the L’-integrability with respect to u(® (see Corollaries 23] and 24). In Section [, we
prove the almost-sure convergence of the Wick exponential of the infinite-dimensional Ornstein—
Uhlenbeck process (see Theorem [3.2)). In Section M we prove Theorem [[LT] using the result of
Section Bl In Sections Bl and [6] we prove Theorems and [[7 respectively. Since some parts of
Sections @ Bl and [] go in very similar ways to the arguments of the previous paper [HKK21], we
sometimes omit the details in the present paper. Finally, in Appendix, we give several estimates
on the approximation of the Green function of (1 — A), which is used in Section 2

1.2 Statement of the main theorems

We begin with introducing some notations and objects. Let A = T? = (R/27Z)? be the two-
dimensional torus equipped with the Lebesgue measure dz. Let LP(A) (p € [1,00]) be the usual
real-valued Lebesgue space. In particular, L?(A) is a Hilbert space equipped with the usual



inner product
() = [ f@gayde. fge L2,
A

Let C*°(A) be the space of real-valued smooth functions on A equipped with the topology given
by the convergence f, — f in C*°(A):

‘ ot fn ot f

(ms’;lge/\ 0 9] (x1,2) 0 9] (x1,22)| >0 asn — oo

for all 4,7 € NU{0}. We denote by D’'(A) the topological dual space of C*°(A). We have
LP(A) € D'(A) for all p € [1,00] by identification of f € LP(A) with the map C*°(A) 3 ¢ —
Jy f(@)p(z)dz € R. Since C*(A) C L*(A) C D'(A), the L*-inner product (-,-) is naturally
extended to the pairing of C*°(A) and its dual space D’'(A).

For k = (ki,ks) € Z? and = = (x1,22) € A, we write |k| = (¥ + k32 and k -z =
kiz1 + koxs. Although we work in the framework of real-valued functions, it is sometimes easier
to do computations by using a system of complex-valued functions {ey}cz2 defined by

1 =
ep(r) = —eV e keZ? xeA.
2m
For f € D'(A), we define the k-th Fourier coefficient f(k) (k € Z2) by

f(k) = (f,e_y) = /Af(x)ek(x)dm.

Note that, since f is real-valued, f(—k) = f(k) for k € Z>2.
For s € R, we define the real L?-Sobolev space of order s with periodic boundary condition

by

H*(A) = §u € D'(A);lfullfps := Y (1+ [kP)la(k)]* < oo
kez?
This space is a Hilbert space equipped with the inner product
(w,0) e = > A+ [EP)ak)o(k),  u,ve H(A).
kez?
Note that HY(A) coincides with L?(A) and we regard H*(A) as the dual space of H*(A) through
the standard chain H*(A) C L?(A) € H*(A) for s > 0.

We now define the massive Gaussian free field measure pg by the centered Gaussian measure
on D'(A) with covariance (1 — A)~!, that is, determined by the formula

(1.3) / (6.ex)(Brer) po(dd) = (L+ [k2) Loyy Kol e Z2,
D/(A)

where A is the Laplacian acting on L?(A) with periodic boundary condition. This formula
implies

/ 1812 — 10(d) < oo
D'(A)

for any € > 0, and thus the Gaussian free field measure py has a full support on H¢(A).
For a charge parameter a € (—v/8m,/8), we then define the exp(®)s-quantum field (or the
exp(®)g-measure) p(* on D'(A) by
1
W) i= e (= [ explad)(o) s ) ()
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where Z(® > 0 is the normalizing constant and exp®(a¢) is the Wick exponential which will
be rigorously constructed in Section @2l  We prove in Theorem 2Tl that the function ¢ —
[y exp®(ag)(z)dz is a positive measurable function for all |a| < /8. Hence, we may also
regard (%) as a probability measure on D’(A) (see Corollary 2.3).

In the present paper, we consider the stochastic quantization equation ([LI]) associated with
exp(®)a-measure p(¥, that is a parabolic SPDE

0,y () — %(A ~ )0y (2) S e (a®)(a) + Wile), £ 0, 2 €A,

where W = {W;(z);t > 0,2 € A} is an L?(A)-cylindrical Brownian motion defined on a filtered
probability space (2, F, (Ft)t>0, P) and (W) is its time derivative in weak sense. This driving
noise has a convenient Fourier series representation

Wy(z) = Z w,gk)ek(m), t>0, zeA,
kez?

where {eg}pcze is a real-valued complete orthonormal system (CONS) of L2?(A) defined by
e(0,0)(z) = (27)~! and

(1.4) (@) 1 cos(k-x), keZ2,
. ex(r) = —
g V2r | sin(k-z), keZ?,
with Z2 = {(k1,k2) € Z%;k1 > 0} U {(0,k2);k2 > 0} and Z2 = —Z%, and {w®}; s is a

family of independent one-dimensional (F;);>o-Brownian motions starting at origin. See [DPZ92,
Chapter 4] for the precise definition of cylindrical Brownian motions. For later use, we note here

that Y
2

T(Gk(l') + e,k(.%'))7 ke Z2 s

ex(x) = NG

2v—1

The exponential term of the SPDE (ILT]) is difficult to treat as it is, because the solution ®;

is expected to take values in D'(A) \ C(A). For this reason, we need to give a rigorous meaning

of this SPDE by the renormalization. We assume some properties for the multiplier function.

(er(z) —e_k(z)), ke 72

Hypothesis 1. ¢ : R? — [0,1] is a function satisfying the following properties:
(i) ¥(0) =1 and ¥(z) = (—x) for any x € R
(ii) supyepe [2>TF|¢(x)| < oo for some k > 0.
(iil) supyege |2|~¢|¢(z) — 1| < 0o for some ¢ > 0.

Note that ¥ does not need to be continuous except the origin. For a function v satisfying
Hypothesis [[l we define the Fourier cut-off operator Py on D’(A) by

(1.5) Pyf(x)= > @ Vk)f(k)er(z), NEeN, ze€A
kez?
From Hypothesis [Il, we have the following.
e Py maps H'175(A) to H'*¢(A) for small € > 0. Since H!*¢(A) C C(A), the regularized

cylindrical Brownian motion (PyW;);>o is a continuous function almost surely.
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o limy_,oo ||Pvf — fllzs =0 for any s € R and f € H*(A).

By introducing approximating equations driven by the regularized white noise (PNWt)tZO,
we obtain the following theorem in the full L'-regime of the charge parameter a. See Section
below for the definition of the Besov space B, ;(A).

Theorem 1.1. Assume that 1) satisfies Hypothesis[l. Let || < /87, p € (1, i—g N2), and e > 0.
For any N € N, consider the initial value problem

1 2 .
0Py = (A =1 — = exp (ai%iv - %CN> +PyWy,  t>0,

(1.6) 2

®) = Pno,
where ¢ € D'(A) and
= T
T A2 EENER
Then for pg-almost every ¢ € D'(A), the unique time-global classical solution ®N converges as

N — oo to a By, ;(A)-valued stochastic process ® in the space C([0,T]; B, ;(A)) for any T > 0,
P-almost surely. Moreover, the limit ® is independent of the choice of 1.

In this paper we call this ® the strong solution of the SPDE (L1]), because in view of Theorem
[LT we have the mapping from the initial value ¢ and the driving noise W} to the process ®.

Remark 1.2. The key ingredient of the proof is Theorem 2.1 below is the almost-sure conver-
gence of Gaussian multiplicative chaos (GMC in short). The law of GMC was first constructed
by Kahane [Kah85|, and Robert and Vargas [RV10] extended it for general convolution approz-
imations of the covariance kernel. Although these results give only convergence in law, some
stronger convergence results were also obtained: almost-sure convergence for the circle average
and standard Fourier projection [DS11] and the convergence in probability for general convo-
lution approximations [Berl7]. See |[RV14l BP21] for the reviews of these theories. Our proof
of Theorem 211 is a modification of [BerlT]. We remark that Hypothesis [l is prepared for the
main theorems on singular SPDEs (for e.qg. Theorem[L1l), and the circle average approzimation
contained in [Berl7] does not satisfy Hypothesis[ll. However, our construction of Wick exponen-
tials of the Gaussian free field in Section 2] includes the case of the approximations by averaging
treated in [Berl7], in particular the circle average approximation, because the estimates (2.5
and (Z6) below hold also for the approzimations by averaging (see Section[A3]). See Section 2]
for our construction of Wick exponentials (GMC).

Remark 1.3. Since the exp(®)s-measure p(® is absolutely continuous with respect to pg (see
Corollary 231), “uo-almost every ¢” can be replaced by “(9) _almost every ¢”.

Remark 1.4. We can refine the state space of the strong solution obtained in Theorem [l
Precisely, the strong solution is in C([0,T]; H ¢(A)) almost surely (see Corollary L6l for detail).

To introduce another approach to the SPDE (II]), we define the regularized exp(®)s-measure

2
an ) = exp{— [ e <aPN¢<w>—%cN> dﬂ?}#o(d@, NeN,

N

where Z](\?) > 0 is the normalizing constant, and consider the SPDE associated with this measure.

The sequence {,ug\?)} ~Nen of probability measures weakly converges to p(®) (see Corollary 2.3]).
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Hypothesis 2. The operators Py defined by (L) satisfy the following properties.
(i) Py is nonnegative, that is, Py f >0 if f > 0.

(ii) For anyp € (1,2), s € R, there exists a constant C > 0 such that

p,p

P s <C s 1 P - s :0
sup | Pxfllng, < Cllf sy, Jim 1P = fllsg,

for any f € By ,(A).

If ¢ is a Schwartz function and the inverse Fourier transform of 1 is a nonnegative function,
then Hypothesis [2 holds. See e.g., [BCD11l Proposition 2.78].

Theorem 1.5. Assume that v satisfies Hypotheses[l and[2. Let |a| < /87 and ¢ > 0. For any
N €N, consider the solution ®" = ®N(¢) of the SPDE

~ 1 ~ leY ~ a? .
80N = (A -1 — =P PyoN — —C W, t>0
(1.8) t Py 2( ) t 9 N €XP <a NPy 9 N | + Wy, > U,

N = ¢ e D'(A).

Let £ be a random variable with the law ,ug\?) independent of W. Then PN stat — ;ISN(SN) s a
stationary process and converges in law as N — oo to the strong solution ®3*2% of (L)) with an
initial law p'®, on the space C([0,T]; H=5(A)) for any T > 0. Moreover, the law of the random
variable ®52¢ s 1@ for any t > 0.

Corollary 1.6. The strong solution ® of the SPDE ([IL1l) belongs to the space C([0,T); H™¢(A)),
P-almost surely, for pg-almost every (or p'Y) -almost every) initial value ¢ € D'(A).

Finally, we discuss a connection between the SPDE (LT]) and the Dirichlet form theory. Let
s € (0,1) be an exponent fixed later (see Corollary 2.4]) and set H = L?(A) and E = H~5(A).
Recall that {e}recz2 is a real-valued CONS of H defined by (L4]). We then denote by FC;° the
space of all smooth cylinder functions F': £ — R having the form

F(¢):f(<¢al1>7"'7<¢7ln>)7 ¢ EF,

with n € N, f € Cp°(R™R) and ly,...,l, € Span{ex;k € 7Z?}. Since supp(u(a)) = FE, two
different functions in §C;° are also different in LP (1{*))-sense. Moreover, SCy° is dense in
LP (@) for all p > 1. For F € FC°, we define the H-derivative Dy F : E — H by

DyF(¢) =Y 0;f((¢;ln),.... (&, 1n))l;, @€ E.
j=1

We then consider a pre-Dirichlet form (£, §C;°) which is given by

(1.9) E(F,G) =+ [E (DiP(9), DuG(@)) ™ (dg),  F.G € FCie,

2
where (-, -) g is the inner product of H. Applying the integration by parts formula for 1@ we ob-
tain that (£, FCg°) is closable on L2(u(®)) (see Proposition Gl below for detail), so we can define
D(&) as the completion of FCP° with respect to 511 /2 norm. Thus, by directly applying the gen-
eral methods in the theory of Dirichlet forms (cf. [MR92] [CE12]), we can prove quasi-regularity
of (£, D(£)) and the existence of a diffusion process M = (0,3, (G;)i>0, (¥¢)i>0, (Qg)pcr) Prop-
erly associated with (€, D(E)).

The following theorem says that the diffusion process ¥ = (¥;);>¢ coincides with the strong
solution ® obtained in Theorem [T1]



Theorem 1.7. Let |a| < /8r. Then for 1) _almost every ¢, the diffusion process U coincides
Qg-almost surely with the strong solution ® of the SPDE (1)) with the initial value ¢, driven
by some L*(A)-cylindrical (Gt)i>o0-Brownian motion W = Wy)i>0-

1.3 Notations and preliminaries

Throughout this paper, we use the notation A < B for two functions A = A(A\) and B = B(\)
of a variable ), if there exists a constant ¢ > 0 independent of A such that A(\) < ¢B(\) for
any A\. We write A < Bif A < B and B S A. We write A S, B if we want to emphasize that
the constant ¢ depends on another variable p.

For a measure space (9, m) and a Banach space B, denote by LP(9, m; B) the usual LP-
space, where 91 or m may be omitted if they are obvious in the context. If B = R, then we
write it by LP(9%, m) simply. If 9 is a compact topological space, denote by C(9; B) the space
of continuous functions with the supremum norm.

We collect several basic facts on function spaces used through this paper. Below we usually

denote LP(A), H*(A) and B, ,(A) by LP, H® and B; ,, respectively, for the sake of brevity.

Denote by S(R?) for the space of real-valued Schwartz functions on R? and denote its dual by
S’(R?), which is the space of tempered distributions. The Fourier transform F is defined by

FN© =52 [ @ dn, [ e SEY, €eR,

and so the inverse Fourier transform is given by F~1f(2) = Ff(—2) (z € R?). Also for the
distribution f € S’(R?), the usual generalization of the Fourier transform is considered.
Let (x, p) be a dyadic partition of unity, that is, they satisfy the following:

e \,p:R%? - [0,1] are smooth radial functions,

e supp(x) C B(0,4/3), supp(p) C B(0,8/3) \ B(0,3/4),

o X(§)+D_p(277¢) =1 for any & € R?,
j=0

where B(z,r) stands for the open ball in R? centered at x and with radius r. We then set
p—1:=x and pj := p(277-) for j > 0. We define the Littlewood-Paley blocks (or the Littlewood-
Paley operator) {A;}32_; by

(AiN)@) = 3 p(R)f(R)er(x),  feD(A), xe A

keZ?

We then define the inhomogeneous Besov norm ||| g - and the Besov space By ;(A) (s € R,p,q €
[1,00]) by

> . 1/q
(3 2asrng,) ", ael),
1l = =

up (QjSHAjf”Lp)v q = 00,
j=>—1

and
By, =By (A) :={f € D'(A);||fllBs, < oo},

respectively. The Besov space B, , is a Banach space. Moreover, By  is separable if ¢ < oo (see

[BCD11l, Lemma 2.73]).



We recall mainly from [BCDI1] some basic properties of Besov spaces. We remark that the
setting in [BCD11] is not on a torus but on the Euclidean spaces. However, it is known that
most results in [BCDII] also follow in the case of function spaces on a torus, and are proved
by a parallel argument or by extending functions on a torus to those on the Euclidean spaces
periodically (see e.g. [GIP15, Appendix A]). In view of this fact we refer associate results in
[BCD11] below, though there is a difference between a torus and the Euclidean spaces. The
following embeddings are immediate consequences of the definition.

o If 51 < s, then B;%, C By,

o If p1 < pa, then BSQ,Q - Bgl,Q'

o If 1 < qo, then By ., D B, . However, By ., C B, = for any € > 0.

It is important to note that B3 5 coincides with the Sobolev space H* for any s € R, and B,
coincides with the Holder space C*(A) for any s € R\ N with the equivalent norms ([BCDI11]
Page 99]). The second and third properties above implies that H* C B, ° for any p € [1,2] and
e > 0.

The following is an immediate consequence of the interpolations of LP-spaces and of #P-spaces.

Proposition 1.8. Let s1,s2 € R and p1,p2,q1,q2 € [1,00]. Let 6 € [0,1] and set s = (1 —0)s1 +

1_1-6, 6 110,060 7
9827p o1 +p2,andq o +q2. hen one has

< 1-60 0 )
£, < 17150 16,

p,q —

Proposition 1.9 ([BCDI11l Proposition 2.71]). For any s € R, p1,p2,q1,q92 € [1,00] such that
p1 < po and q1 < qa, one has the embedding

s 5—2(1/p1—1/p2)
BPLQl — BP27Q2 N

In particular, the space B, , is embedded into C(A) if s > %.
The following equivalence of norms plays an important role in Corollary 241

Proposition 1.10 ([Tri88] Theorem 9 and Remark 26]). For any s > 0 and p,q € [1, 0],

tS/ZHBtAgHLP‘

- VAN
1€l = lle™ellzr + La((0,1].¢-1dr)”

where e denotes the heat semigroup of the Laplacian /\ on A.

A distribution £ € D'(A) is said to be nonnegative if £(p) = (€, ) > 0 for any nonnegative
@ € D(A). Let By be the set of all nonnegative elements in B, ,- Thanks to the following
theorem, a nonnegative distribution is regarded as a nonnegative Borel measure. This fact plays
a crucial role in Section @l

Theorem 1.11 (|[LLOTl Theorem 6.22]). For any nonnegative & € D'(A), there exists a unique
nonnegative Borel measure pg such that

swwaAw@mamm o € C%(A).

Consequently, the domain of £ can be extended to whole C(A).
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2 Wick exponentials of GFF's

In this section, we construct the Wick exponentials of Gaussian free fields (GFFs in short) on A,
that is, the so-called Gaussian multiplicative chaos (see [Kah85, [DST1l [RV14l [Ber17l [JST7, [DSTIL
Bis20, BP21]). For some specific approximations for Gaussian multiplicative chaos (e.g., usual
Fourier cut-off and circle average), the almost-sure convergence were obtained in [DS11] [BP21].
In the present paper, we consider the approximation with general Fourier multiplier operators
as in (LH]). Since we need a stronger convergence for our purpose, we give a self-contained proof
of the construction in this section.

As mentioned in Remark below, our arguments work more general approximations than
previous results.

2.1 GFFs and Wick exponentials

Recall that pg is the centered Gaussian measure on D’(A) with covariance (1 — A)~!. On
the probability space (2, F,P), a D'(A)-valued random variable X with the law puq is called a
(massive) Gaussian free field. Recalling (L3]), we have the covariance formula of the random

field X:

(21) BX@X0)) = 5= 3 oo —9) = Galen), sy €A
kez?

where G5 stands for the Green function of 1 — A on A. Since G depends on only the difference

x —y, the law of X is shift invariant, that is, X 4 X(- + h) for any fixed h € A.
The aim of this section is to define the formal exponential

exp(aX)

for any GFF X and any « with |a| < /8. Since X is D'(A)-valued, we need a renormalization
procedure to give a rigorous meaning to it. Recall that 1 satisfies Hypothesis[Il and the Fourier
cut-off operator Py on D’(A) is defined by (LH):

Py f(x) =Y ¢n(k)f(k)er(x),

keZ?

where ¥ = ¥(27V.). Since Py maps H~'7¢ to C(A) for small ¢ > 0 as mentioned before
(after Hypothesis[I]), the approximation Xy := PyX is a continuous function, so the exponential
exp(aXy) is well-defined. However, to take a limit as N — oo, we need an approximation with
renormalization

2
(2.2) expi (aX)(z) 1= exp (ozXN(x) - %C’N> , N €N,
where
Cy :=E[X
Rv@)] = ;Z:Q 1+ |1€|2

The following is the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 2.1. Assume that 1) satisfies Hypothesis [Il. Let |a| < /87 and choose parameters
p, B such that

(2.3) pe <1,i—§m>, e (Z—;(p—l),}%(;o—l)).

11



Then the sequence {exp$(aX)}nen converges in the space Bp_ﬁ, P-almost surely and in LP(PP).
Moreover, by regarding exp$ (aX) as the random nonnegative Borel measure exp$;(aX)(z)dx
on A for N € N, one has the weak convergence of {exp$(aX)}nen almost surely. The limits
obtained by different 1’s coincide with each other almost surely.

Remark 2.2. The conclusion of Theorem [Z1] holds under the estimates (2.0) and (Z0) in
Proposition below, even without Hypothesis [Il. See Remark below for details. In most
references, approximations with continuous parameter are used for the convergence in probability
and in LP(P). It is associated to adopt 1. := (e-) instead of ¥y for the approxzimation. For
almost-sure convergence we need discretization of the approximation parameter and sufficiently
high speed of the approximation with respect to the parameter in order to control the P-null
sets. This is the reason why we choose approximation with discrete parameter as appeared
in the definition of ¥y in Theorem 2l Here, we remark that for the convergence in LP(PP)
(in particular the convergence in probability), we do not need to discretize the approximation
parameter. Furthermore we remark that we choose the exponential speed 2~ for the definition
N because of the simplicity of the proof, and N~" with sufficiently large r > 0 instead of 2~V
is also sufficient for the almost-sure convergence. See the proof of Theorem 21l in the last part

of Section 2.4
We denote the (P-almost-sure) unique limit by
exp®(aX).

When the probability space (2, P) is (D'(A), po), the canonical map ¢ — ¢ is obviously a GFF.
We denote by exp®(a¢) the associated Wick exponential. Since the approximation 2.2 is
nonnegative, we can define the exp(®)s-measure 1@ as follows.

Corollary 2.3. On the Borel probability space (D'(A), po), the probability measure
o 1
p(6) = 5 exp (— / exp°<a¢><x>dw) o(d)

is defined as the limit of the approximating measures {ME?)}NGN given by (LT in weak topology.
Moreover, the following holds.

()
(i) The Radon-Nikodym derivatives {dg X } are uniformly bounded.
Ho J NeN

(ii) dd“—;;:) is bounded and strictly positive pg-almost everywhere. Hence p'® and pg are abso-

lutely continuous with respect to each other.

Proof. Denote Méajzf = expf (o) and Méa) = exp®(a¢) in short, and regard them as the
corresponding random nonnegative Borel measures on A, according to Theorem [L.T1]

Although the proof of (i) is completely the same as [HKK21, Corollary 2.3], we note the fact
on the uniform positivity of the normalizing constants

2= [ ew (- ME(M)m(d).  NeN,
D'(A)
which is used in the next corollary. By Jensen’s inequality,

23 > exp ( - /D,(A) ij)v(/\)uo(d@) = exp ( - /

Adx) > 0.
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Here we used the fact that fD'(A) Mq(ﬁajzf(x)uo(dqﬁ) = 1 for any x € A, which follows from the
definition.
Next we show (ii). Let p and g be as in Theorem [ZIl For any n € N, we have

(e} 1 (07
po (M) = n) < — s (MS(A)) o ()
1
ey HM N7, smolde),

since 15 € C®(A) C BB y (I/p+1/p) = 1) and Bp/7p, is a dual space of Bpf{f (see e.g.,
[BCDI1] Proposmon 2. 76]) Letting n — oo, we have Mo(Mq(ba) (A) = 00) = 0. Since Z® =
fD/( A) exp (— M ( ))o(de) is positive by the above estimate of Z](\?) and the dominated

convergence theorem, this implies %ﬁ—z) is bounded and strictly positive pg-almost everywhere.

O

Even though Theorem 2.1] and Corollary imply that the random variable ¢ — exp®(a¢)
belongs to Lp(,u(o‘);BZZ g ), the state space can be chosen smaller. The following fact plays a
crucial role in Sections Bl and [Gl

Corollary 2.4. If |a| < /8w, then there exists an exponent s € (0,1) such that

(2:4) sup [ lexpic(a0) - (d0) < oc.
NeNJDr(a)
Moreover, the random variable ¢ — exp®(ag) belongs to L*(u(®); H~*).
Proof. Recall that H™* = By 5 for s € R. By the interpolation between Besov spaces (Proposi-
tion [L),
2 1-p/2
1M e < I 22 M

for p, 8 in [Z3), and —s := -5 —2(1 — &) > —1. Since M ]2[ is nonnegative, we have
e Myl S MR W), € (0,1]
by the bound of the heat kernel in Spamal component. By Proposition we have
IMER Nz, S M),

Since the function 227Pe~* is bounded on x € (0, 00),

o — M) o o 2-p M)
/D/(A M 13 e™ Mo ™) 1 (dgy) S//(A) ”Mq(s,J)vHI;a;? (M (8))" Fe Mo @ pg(dg)

S [ 1M nolds)
DI(A)

Since {M(;ajzf}NEN are bounded in the space LP(jp; B;g) as in Theorem 2] and {Z](\?)}NGN are
uniformly positive as stated in the proof of Corollary 23] we have the uniform bound (24]).

Since (M(; ]2,, k) — (Méa),e@ for any k € Z? almost everywhere, by using Fatou’s lemma we
have

a) |2 o .. ) 112 o
Thus we complete the proof. .

Below, we give a self-contained proof of Theorem 2.l For the proof we prepare a lot of
technical results, and in the end of Section 2] Theorem Z1]is proved.
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2.2 Approximation of the Green function

By definition, the random field X = PyX has the covariance function
G () = EXar(2) Xy Z DarBVONE) o ()
A T or 1 + |k:|2

for any M, N € N. Recall that ¥y = ¥(27+). By definition, Oy = E[X3/(z)] = Gy n(z,2).
The function G n approximates the Green function G, defined by (2I). In the following
proposition, we summarize the properties of the function Gy n used in the proof of Theorem
211 We regard G,y as a periodic function on R? x R?, rather than a function on A x A.

Proposition 2.5. Assume that 1 satisfies Hypothesis[l. Then for any x,y € R? with |z —y| < 1
and any M, N € N,

1 _ _
(2.5) Gun(z,y) = —%log (Jz —y| V2 My 9 N) + Ry on(x,y),

where the remainder term Ry n(x,y) is uniformly bounded over x,y,M,N. Moreover, there
exist constants C' > 0 and 0 > 0 such that, for any M, N € N,

(2.6) // |Grunia(2,y) — Gun(z,y)|dedy < €277V,
AxA

Since the proof of Proposition is long and technical, we provide it in Appendix [Al We
remark that (Z0]) can be improved by LP-estimate for all p € [1,00) (see Proposition [AT]).

Remark 2.6. Theorem 211 holds true for any multiplier v such that the function Gyrn de-
fined from 1) satisfies the estimates ([Z0) and ([286)). Indeed, in the proof of Theorem 2.1 after
Proposition 23], we use only [2.5) and (2.6]), but do not use Hypothesis[l The class of approxi-
mations satisfying (Z0) and (Z8Q) is quite large, and includes the approrimations by averaging,
treated in [Berl7], in particular the circle average approzimation (see Section[A.3]). Moreover,
our proofs would go similarly even if we replace the torus A with the Lebesque measure dz and
the Gaussian field X generated by free field measure, by a two-dimensional compact Riemannian
manifold M with its volume measure o and a Gaussian random field XM on M with covariance
function G aq satisfying 2.3) and (286]) with replacement of |x — y| by the metric d(z,y) in M,
respectively. However, in the case of M and X3, On(z) := E[X2(2)?] appeared in @2) for
renormalization, which is a constant in the case of the torus with the Lebesque measure dx, will
depend on x € M generally. We are also able to extend it to compact Riemannian manifold with
other dimensions. In the case the range of the charge constant o should be changed according
to the dimension. Even though we have such extensions, for simplicity, we discuss our problem
only on the torus A with the Lebesgque measure dx in the present paper.

2.3 Uniform integrability

Using the first property (2.3]) of Proposition 23] we first prove the uniform bound of {exp3; (aX)}yen
in LP(P; By, g ). Below, we usually denote

Mg\?) = expyy (aX)

in short. At the beginning, we present Kahane’s convezity inequality (cf. [Kah85]), which plays
a significant role in the proof.
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Lemma 2.7 (see [Bis20, Proposition 5.6]). Let D be an open and bounded subset of R?. Let
p1, 2 be continuous Gaussian random fields on D with mean zero and with covariance functions

C1,Cy: D x D — R, respectively. If Cy(z,y) < Co(x,y) for any x,y € D, then one has

E H/Dexp <g01(3:) - %cl(x,x)> dxﬂ <E [{/Dexp <g02(3:) - %cz(g;,x)> dx}p}

for any p € [1,00).

The following estimate is useful to determine the regularity of Mg\?). The estimate is called
a multifractal property and is proved also in previous results (see e.g. [BP21, Theorem 3.23],
[Gar20l, Proposition 3.9] and [RVI4, Theorem 2.14]). As mentioned in Remark 26 our ar-
guments work in the case of more general approximations than those treated in the previous
results.

Proposition 2.8. For any o € R and p € [1,00) there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for
any N € N and X € (0,1],

p p
( / Mg‘;)(x)dx) < A= D/ATg K / Mﬁ?)(x)dw> ]
B(0,7/2) A

Proof. Consider the random field z — Xy (Az). The inequality

E

log (|Az| v2™N) > log (|Jz| v27) + log A

is easily checked by considering the three cases separately; Az| < |z| <27V, Mz| <27V < |z,
and 27V < \|z| < |z|. By the estimate (ZH), for x,y € R? with |z| V |y| < 1/2,

B[y (A% ()] = —5-log (IA(w — )| v2™) +0(1)
< —% log (jz — y| v2~N) — % log A + O(1)
< E[Xx(0)Xn(y)] - 5= log A+ ¢

for some constant ¢ > 0 independent of A, x, y and N. Hence by introducing a centered Gaussian
random variable Y) with variance —(1/27)log A + ¢, independent of X, we have

EXy(Ar)Xy (Ay)] < E[(Xn(2) + Y3)(Xn(y) + Y3l

Then Lemma 2.7 yields

p o2 P
E ( / Mg\?‘)()\x)dx) <E [exp <apYA - TpE[YfN E ( / ng(m)dm) ]
|x[<1/2 |x[<1/2
2 -1 o p
= Cexp <—M log )\> E / MSV)(x)dx
4m |z|<1/2
for some constant C' > 0. By changing the variable y = Az we obtain the assertion. O

The following lemmas are useful to show the uniform integrability of |’ A Mg\o,‘) (z)dz.
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Lemma 2.9. For a € R and p € [1,2] there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for any N € N

and ¢ € (0,1/4],
p/2
< /] M ()M () dwdy>
lz|VIyl<1/2,|z—y|<d

p
< C5@-ep/Am -1 [< / ME?’(a:)dx> }
A

Proof. For any ¢ € (0,1/4] we can choose {x;;1 =1,2,...,ns} such that

B(0,1/2) C UB (x4,9), ng < cd 2,

where ¢ is an absolute constant. Since
M ()M (y) ded
N (@)My’ (y) dzdy
lz|V]y|<1/2, |[z—y|<s
<[ MY ( / ng(y)dy) dr
|x|<1/2 B(x,9)
< M y)dy | dx
Z/ (/B(M) @)
< x)dx / M y)dy
3 ([, e ([
2
(@)
< z)dz | ,
Z </ J:,,Z(S) ( ) )

we have by the elementary inequality (a+ b)p/ 2 < aP/24bP/% for a,b > 0 and the shift invariance

of the law of Mg\?),
P
B(0,26)

p/2
E (// Mg\?) (x)Mg\?) (y) dxdy) < °E
|z V]y|<1/2, |z—y|<é

Hence Proposition 2.8 yields the conclusion. O

Lemma 2.10. For any o € R there exists a constant C' > 0 such that, for any N € N and
§ € (0,1/4],

E < O(1 + §270%/2m),

/] M (@M (y) dady
lz|V]y|<1/2, |x—y|>d

Proof. By the estimate (2.5,

I/ M ()M () dwdy]
lz[VIy|<1/2, |[z—y[>d

:e*aQCN Elexto (a(Xn (2 X ded
//xv|y<1/2 . [exp (a(Xn(2) + Xn(y))) | dedy

E
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= // e’ ONN (@) qgdy
|z V]y|<1/2,|z—y|=5

< // |z — y|7°‘2/27T dedy <1+ §2—a?/2m,
lz|V]y|<1/2, |z—y|>d

O

By using above estimates, we prove LP-boundedness, in particular the uniform integrability,
of [, Mg\?) (x)dz. It has also proved in previous results (see e.g. [BP21l Theorem 3.26] and
[RV10, Proposition 3.5]). As mentioned in Remark [Z8] our arguments work in the case of more
general approximations than those treated in the previous results.

Proposition 2.11. For any |a| < /87 and p € (1,87/a?) N (1,2],

| ([ M @ar) | <o

Proof. Choosing finite points {z;} such that A = [—m,7)? C U, B(zi,1/2) and using the shift
invariance of the law of My,

(@),
B |:</A Mg?)(x)de] = </B(o,1/2> Mﬁ)mdx)?

for an absolute constant C' > 0. Let § € (0,1/4] and we decompose

p/2
E [(/ M%)(m) x) ] E (// MS\?)(JU) (o )( )dxdy)
B(0,1/2) lz|V]|y|<1/2, |x—y|<d
p/2
E ( / / ME?)(x)ME?)(y)dwdy>
[z[V]y|<1/2, |z—y|>d
p/2
<E ( /[ M ()M () dwdy)
lz|V|yl|<1/2, |z—y|<d

p/2
/] M (a)h) <y>dwdy] |
lz|V]|y|<1/2, |x—y|>d

In the second inequality, we use p < 2 and the nonnegativity of Mg\?)

and [Z10] we have

p p
E K / ME@%)@) ] < 6@V K / ME@%)@) ] + ¢ gp—a?/im)
A A

where the constant C is independent of N and 6. Since a®p < 87, by choosing sufficiently small
d, we complete the proof. O

_l’_

+E

. Applying Lemmas 2.9

Corollary 2.12. For any parameters p and ( as in [2.3]), one has

sup E [HM O‘)Hp 3} < 00.
NeN
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Proof. By definition of the Besov norm,

o0 (e 9]

B[P, ] = 2 [llam$|1,] = P [ B[lam @] a.

By the shift invariance of the law of Mg\?), it is sufficient to consider IE“AJ-ME?) (0)[’]. The
bounds for j = —1,0 are obvious in view of Proposition 211l For j > 1, by using Mikowski’s
inequality, rapid decay of the Schwartz function F~!p, and the shift invariance of the law of
M(a)

N »

B [lam o] = | [ e s

R? Lr(P)
SY | [ MPe
kez? B(k.1) L»(P)
< / M%)(ijx) dz
B(0,1) Le(®)
Hence by Proposition 2.8]
a 1/p _in—a2(p— -
E ||aM) )] 7 s (27) e
Therefore, we obtain E[HM%)H%,B] < 1for B> a?(p—1)/4r. O
p,p

2.4 Almost-sure convergence
In this subsection, we show the almost-sure weak convergence of Mg\o,‘) as N — oo in the space
of positive Borel measures on A, and we finally complete the proof of Theorem Il We apply

the following proposition several times, which follows from direct computation.

Proposition 2.13. Let X be an n-dimensional centered Gaussian random vector with a covari-
ance matriz V. Then, for a € R™ and a Borel function f on R",

E (e f(X)] = e VIPE[f(X + Va)).
The following theorem plays a crucial role to prove Theorem 2.1

Theorem 2.14. Let |a| < /8. Then, there exist positive constants ¢ and C' such that

27) B[ = (R M) < Ol low?2 ™™
for any N € N and f € C(A).

Proof. Our proof is based on the same spirit as [Berl7, Sections 3 and 4]. It is well-known that
the limiting measure M(®) must be supported on the points z such that
Xn(x)

lim =«
N—o00 CN

)

called a-thick points. An essential point of [Berl7] is to decompose Mg\?) into two parts:

M5(2) =MP@) [ lg@eeaioc) Mi() =My (2) - M5(2),
no<n<N
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for some fixed ng € N and 6 > 0. Then, L' contribution of M3, can be eliminated, while My
has a good control in L? depending on the choice of ng and §. However, we need the following
modifications to obtain the stronger estimate (2.7)).

e Let ng = 82N be a variable depending on § and N.
e Replace the indicator function 1 with some Lipschitz function.

Now we start the proof of this theorem. Denote by B(z,7) the open ball in A centered at
and with radius r under the canonical metric of A. It is sufficient to show (271) for f € C(A)
with suppf C B(0,1/2). Indeed, we obtain the assertion for general f € C'(A), once we apply
the finite decomposition f = Zk fr with fr supported in some ball B(wk, 1/2) and the shift
invariance of the law of Mg\o,‘). Hence we assume |z| V |y| < 1/2 throughout this proof.

As introduced in Section[Z2] we set G n (2, y) = E[Xp(2)Xn (y)] and set Cor v = Gy (2, )
for M, N € N. By the estimate (ZH), for any z,y € R? with |z| V |y| < 1/2 and any M, N € N
with M < N, we have

1 M
Gun(z,y) = —%log (lz —ylv2=) +0(1), CunN = %logQ +0O(1).

These yield the following: for any sufficiently small 6 > 0, there exists an integer N§ depending
on § such that, for any Nj < M < N and |z| V |y| < 1/2

(2.8) 1 <, CM,J\Z_ Cun <, GM7N(907y)~—GM(DC7y) < 5,
where
- M ~ 1
= —log?2 =——1 — 2~ M)
Cu = 5—log2,  Gu(w,y) = —g—log (jz —y[v2~")

The parameter J is to be chosen later, as a sufficiently small number compared with 1 — o?/87
and the exponent 6 in the estimate (2.0]).
Furthermore, let x5 be a function on R such that

1, T <9,
Xs(T)=q —7/0+2, §<71<26,
0, T> 26

Then we define for each N,i € N such that N < i (actually we will let i = N or N + 1),

Xn(x) —aCh

(o) =) [T e (F52

) o MR,(e) = M (z) - My ;(2)-
BN<n<i

Let Ns be an integer such that N5 > N}/6%. From (Z8]) we have that, if N > Ng, then for any
integers m,n with 6N <m <n and |z|V |y| < 1/2,

Cm,n - Cm
Crm

1
2.9 — <8,
(2.9) a =

We assume N > N throughout this proof, and decompose
M), — MYy = (M5 vy — MR x) + (M3 4y — M3 y)-

19



(1) The terms My 5 ; and My \. For any fixed i € {N,N + 1} and = € A, we apply
Proposition 213] to the (i — [0° N] + 1)-dimensional random vector X = (X,(z))s: y<n<; and a

fixed vector a = (0,...,0,a). Then, since Va = (aCy, ;)55 ny<n<i, We have
i X, () — aCy
E[M?VZ(%)] -k ea-Xa-Va/Q{l o H Yo < n(x) _ o nﬂ) }]
’ 5 , aCy,
L §3N<n<i
_E|1- w (4 )
L 53N<n<l
<,z 1G]
B N<n<i
© S ez ma)
§3N<n<i

where we used the elementary inequality

K K
1—Han§2(1—an), ai,...,ag € 1[0,1].
n=1 n=1

Since X,,(x) has a variance C,,,, and (Z3) implies Cy,,, = (1 + 0(6))C,, we have by the tail
estimate of the normal distribution,

X (x ~
EM7,(x)< > P (\/C(,_) > a0 + 0(5))\/07>

§3N<n<i n,n
<Cp Y e IO 2 < Cromat (o) 0N A
§3N<n<i

for some positive constants Cs and C§ depending on §. Therefore, we obtain the exponential
decay (@) for E [[(f, M5, y41) — (£, M3 )l

(2) The difference My v, — My 5. We actually show the stronger estimate

E “<fv M]<V,N+1> - <f7 MJ<V,N>‘1 < C(stH%(A)Qin

than ([2.7) with replacement of Mg\o,il and Mg\of) by My y,1 and My y, respectively. We write
the expectation as the form [, f(z)f(y)Mn(z,y) dzdy, where

My (.y) = E | (M7 x1(2) = M5 x (@) (MFxa@) - M3 v )]

and consider the integral

(2.10) /l D (2, )| dady.
lz|V]y[<1/2

Moreover, we decompose the integrand by

My (2, y) = INyive1(z,y) — Incin(z,y) — Invii(z,y) + Inn (2, y),
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where I; j(z,y) = E[My,(z)My ;(y)] (i,j = N,N +1). For any fixed z,y € A, we apply
Proposition to the multidimensional Gaussian random variable

% = ((a@))ssvnsis (Ko 05 vz )

and a fixed vector a € ROTIENHFDFGFNIHD) gych that a - X = a(X;(z) + X;(y)). Since the
covariance matrix V of X is given by

Va= a((cn,i + Gnj(2,9)) 53 N<n<is (Gmyi(z,y) + Cm,j)zSSNgmgj)’
a-Va=a*(Ci;+Cj;+2Gi (z,y)),
Proposition yields

_ ,a2G i(zy) |: a-X—aVa/2 H <Xn(1') — aCn,i) Xm(x) — aCmJ
—e J Ele Xs = H X5 =
aCy, aCy,

SBN<n<i BN<m<j

_ eaQGi,j(m,y)E[ H " (Xn(ﬂc) +aGn,j(96,y)> H " (Xm(y) + aGm,i(x,y)> }

FBN<n<i aCyp FBN<m<j aCm,

We decompose the integral (ZI0) into the two regions

|z —y| < 2_‘53N7 9—0°N <l|lz—y| <1

(2-1) The integral over |z —y| < 279N, We estimate each I;j (i,j = N,N + 1) separately.
Assume i < j without loss of generality. We further decompose the integral into two regions
|z —y| <277, 27 < | —y| < 90N,

(2-1-1) The integral over |z — y| < 27%. Since x5 < 1,

X, () +aaéCj¢,j(fﬂa y)ﬂ '

Lij(z,y) < e i@ [xa <

Since |z — y| < 27¢, (Z9) implies that

Gij(x,y) = Gz, y) + 0(8)C; = (1 + 0(6))Ci.

Hence we have

E [X(; <Xi(x) +aog’*j(x’ y)ﬂ <P (Xi(2) < (~1+ 25+ 0(9))aC)

N

o~ (1+0(8)a?Ci/2 < 9—(14+0(8))a” N/dm

Since " Ci(@y) < |g — y|=a/2m < 20 N/2m by the estimate (Z), we obtain

// Ii j(x,y)dedy S // 9(14+0(8))a® N/ 4 dzdy
[z|V]y|<1/2, |[z—y|<2~7 [z|V]y|<1/2, |[z—y|<2~?

< 9N(a?/4m—2+0(9))
This decays exponentially if a? < 87 and ¢ is chosen sufficiently small.
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(2-1-2) The integral over 2~ < |z—y| < 279N, The argument is similar to (2-1-1). For any
z,y in this region, there exists an integer n,, € [§3N, ] satisfying 27" < |z — y| < 27"=wFL,

For such n, ,, we have
(an,y ('1") + aGnI,yJ ('1"’ y) ) ]
Xs = .
aC,

Na,y

Iivj(x7 y) S GOCQGZGJ'(%Z/)E

Since (29) implies
an,yvj(x7 y) = G~nac,y (.%'7 y) + 0(5)671;0,1; = (1 + 0(5))671:0,1;7
similarly to the argument in (2-1-1) we have

Xn Gn j Ly

N,y

>] <P <an7y () < (-1+26+ 0(5))a5‘nx,y)

< e—(1+0(5))a2énx,y/z

< 2—(1+O(6))a2nx,y/47r -

— ‘.%' o y‘(1+0(6))o¢2/47r.

On the other hand, by the estimate (2], e i (@) < |z — y|~*/27. Hence we have

// Ii,j(%y) dxdy
lz|V]y|<1/2,2-i<|z—y|<2-9N

: // [z =y o? /4m+0(9) dxdy
- lz|V]y|<1/2,2-i<|x—y| <29 N

< / ‘x’fa2/47r+0(5) dz
2-i<|z| <28 N

2—53N

g / rfa2/47r+1+0(5) dr
2

—1

< 983N (a? /4m—2+0(3))

if a® < 8. This decays exponentially if § is chosen sufficiently small.

(2-2) The integral over |z —y| > 279N, We have to consider combinations of I terms. We
consider only Iny1 n — In N, since the other difference Ini11 nv41 — In n41 is estimated by a
similar way. For simplicity, we write

Xa(@) = Xs (Xn(x) +ao(éj*(jn’j(x’ y)> - Xm(W) = x5 (Xm(y) +aoécjm’i(x’ y)> .

Now we decompose

Inpin(zy) — InN(z,Y)

_ ea2GN+1,N($7y)E[ H XnN(m') H X%+1(y):|

B N<n<N+1 S N<m<N

_eamN,N(x,y)E[ I Y@ II x%(y)}

SBN<n<N SBN<m<N

_ (6a2GN+1,N(x7y) . eOCQGN,N(l'7y)> E[ H ery(ﬂ:) H X%H(y)]

S3N<n<N+1 S3N<m<N
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2
e GN’N@@/)E[(X%H(x)—l) M <@ II x%%)}
§3N<n<N B N<m<N

+ea2GN,N<w)E[ SOl I @) 6w -, )

SBN<mo<N  8B3N<n<N

< I xaw I1 x%“(y)}]

§3N<m<mgo mo<m<N
= Jl(x7y) + JQ(x7y) + Jg(l’,y)

9—0°N , we have no choice but to do

II <1

O3 N<n<N

In the region |z — y| >

However, we can use the estimate (2.0). Indeed,
‘6042GN+1,N($73/) _ eOéQGN,N(x,y)|
<G (@) — O (e, y)| (X705 0) y (22 Onaew)
S1CN+LN(2,y) = G, y)| - o —y[

and

X M) = xh, W)

_ ‘m (Xmo(y) + O‘Gmo,N-l—l(x?y)) o (Xmo (y) + O‘Gmo,N(x7y)> '

OéCmO aCmo

5(5 |Gm07N+1(xay) - Gm07N(x’y)| :

Hence by the estimate (2.0 we have

i (22, 0)| + ()] dady
| VIy|<1/2, [a—y| 22707V

> // G +1(@,9) = G (@,9)| |2 — 5~/ dardy

_53
BN<mo<nN ? 7 12IVIyI<1/2, [e—y|>270"N

3 2 T
N 0% Na2 /2 Z // |G N+1(2,y) — G N (2, y)| dzdy
SN<mo<N / [2IVIyl<1/2

< N2N(63a2 /2m—0) )

Since € > 0, this decays exponentially if § is chosen sufficiently small.
Finally we consider J,. The estimate (Z3) implies that for 279N < |z — y| < 1,

'GN+~1,N(967?/)‘< 1 (

1
5= Togle — 3] + O

CN+1 T Cng1 \ 27
3
< = ! (6—N 10g2+0(1)>
Cny1 \ 27
= 0(9).
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Hence we have

8kt 1] =5 (Rl oG natn) ]

< <XN+1(36) +aGyiin(T,y) > 5OCC'N+1>

(Xn41(2) = (64 0(8))aCiv1 )
<5 o~ (0+0(8))?a?C 41 /2

< 2—(6+0(6))2Na2/47r.

Therefore,

// | Jo (2, y)| dzdy
lz|V]y|<1/2, |z—y|>2-03N

S // ‘.%' o y‘—042/27r2—(5+0(6))2N042/47r dzdy
|| V|y|<1/2, |z—y|>2-03N

< 2—05N

with ¢s = (6 +0(8))?a? /4m — §3a? /27 Since cs is positive for sufficiently small §, this completes
the proof. 0

Corollary 2.15. For any f € C(A), the sequence {(f, Mg\?)ﬂNeN converges almost surely and
in LY(P). This limit is independent to the choice of 1.

Proof. Almost-sure convergence follows from Theorem 2141 Denote by (f, Mgg)> the limit. The
uniqueness follows completely in the same way as the argument in [Ber17, Section 5], but we
provide a sketch of the proof for readers’ convenience. Let ¢ = 1pq 1), the indicator function of
the ball B(0,1), and define Py and Mg\?) in a similarly way to Py and Mg\o,‘), respectively, by 1
instead of 1. Since 1) satisfies Hypothesis [ there exists an almost-sure and L-limit (f, M&f)>
Denote by F,, the filtration generated by {X(k)}g<on. Since (1 — P,)Xy is independent of F,,
we have

E[(f, M)\ F] = (£, M),

where
2

_ _ o _ _
M), = exp (aPnXN - 7CMn> . Cnm =E[(BXn(2))?).
Since P,Xy converges as N — oo to P,X uniformly in z € A almost surely for each n, we have

(f, M) = tim (f, M) = lim E[(f,M)|F.] = E[(f, M) |Fo).

N—o00
Letting n — oo, we have (f, Mé‘éjb = (f, Mgg)> almost surely. O

Corollary 2.16. Regard Mg\?) as a measure as in Theorem Il Then, the sequence {ME\?)}NGN
converges in the weak topology, almost surely.

Proof. Let D be a countable dense set in C'(A) which includes the constant function 1. Then,
by Corollary we have

: @y 1y _
P (A}gnoo(f, M)’) exists for all f € D> = 1.
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a)

From now, in order to clarify the dependence of the randomness w € €2, we denote MEV
sample w € € by Mg\?) (w). Let NV € F be the event that limy_,o0(f, Mg\o,‘) (w)) does not exists
for some f € D. For each w € Q\ N, define an operator M) (w) on C(A) with domain D by

with a

MG @)(f) = lim (f, My @), feD.

Then, for w € Q\ N, it is easy to see that MY (w) can be extended to a linear operator on the
space linearly spanned by D. Moreover, since D includes the constant function 1,

(2.11) sup / M w)dz < oo,
NeN

and hence, for f € D
M @)()] = i [t MF @] < I low sup [ M5 @) ds S 1o
© NeNJA

In view of these facts, for w € Q\ N, Mg)( ) is extended to a bounded linear operator M2 ( )
on C(A). By the denseness of D in C'(A) and (ZII]), we have for w € Q\ N, MY (w)(f) =
limy 00 (f, Mg\?) (w)) for f € C(A). Nonnegativity of M) follows from that of {ME?)}NeN- O

Proof of Theorem [21l. Since convergence of the corresponding measures follows from Corol-
lary 2.I6] we prove convergence in the Besov space and independence of the limit in ).

First we show the convergence of Mg@l) in By, 5 . By Theorem 214, for small § > 0 and any
N > N(S’

(Pl =) MY, — M) da

( (c) _
E [am, - AME),] = [ B
S 0522j2—C5N’
where pj = > cz2(F 1p;)(- + 27k). This means
M@ —csN
[HMNH My HB;}] S G2
for any v > 2. On the other hand, by Corollary 2I2] for any parameters p’, 5’ satisfying (Z3)),
supE [HMNH O‘)Hp _B/} < 00.
Ne PP
Fix parameters p and § satisfying ([23]). For any € € (0,1), let p. and . be parameters defined

by 1/p=e+ (1 —¢)/p. and B =ev+ (1 —€)p.. Since p. — p and . — f as € — 0, p. and S
satisfy ([23]) for small e > 0. For such ¢, by the interpolation (Proposition [[.8]), we have

} (1—¢)p/pe

E [, - M o] < B MG - M o] E M, - M|
SC(/SQ—C:SN

355

for some constants Cj, 5 > 0 depending on p, 3, and e. This implies the L”(IP)-convergence of
{MS\?‘)} in By, 5 (A). Moreover, since

[e.e]
Z [HMNJrl Mg\‘;‘)|]3;§]<oo,
N=N;
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by the Borel-Cantelli lemma we obtain the almost-sure convergence of {Mg\?)} NeEN-

Finally we show the uniqueness of the limit. Consider two multipliers ¢ and v satisfying
Hypothesis [ and define the limits Mgﬁf) and Mg), respectively. By Corollary 2.15] <M£§), er) =
<Mg),ek> for any k € Z? almost surely, so Angg) = Angg) for any j > —1 almost surely.

Hence M) = M) in By, 5 almost surely. O

3 Wick exponentials of Ornstein—Uhlenbeck processes
For ¢ € D'(A) and an L?(A)-cylindrical Brownian motion W, let X = X(¢) be the unique
solution of the initial value problem

1 .
X, = ~(A—1X,+W, >0,
(3.1) X =50 JXe+ Wi
Xy = o.
In this section, we consider the Wick exponential of the infinite-dimensional Ornstein—Uhlenbeck
(OU in short) process X. First we recall the basic estimate of X in [HKK21].

Proposition 3.1. Fore >0, 6 € (0,1), m € N, and T > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 such
that one has the a priori estimate

(3:2) B HX(QS)Hg([O,T];H—E)OC5/2([0,T];H—8—5)] < C(1+ [|9l-<)-

Moreover, for any e >0 and ¢1,¢p2 € H™F,

(3.3) 1 X (#1) — X(@2)llco,m;m-<) < NP1 — Pallpr—--
Proof. See [HKK21l Proposition 2.1] for the proof of ([B.2)). The estimate (B3] is obtained by
writing down the mild form of (B.J]). O

It is known that the GFF measure g is the invariant measure of the process X (see e.g.,
[DPZ96], Theorem 6.2.1]). Therefore, the random variable

QxD'(A) 5 (w,¢) = Xi($)(w) € D'(A)

is also a GFF under the probability measure P ® g for any ¢ > 0. Thus the existence of the
Wick exponential of X is an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.1

Theorem 3.2. Assume that 1) satisfies Hypothesis[Il Let |a| < /87 and choose parameters p
and B as in 2Z3). Then the functions

a2
X)) = o (alPuX@) (@) - GO ), Nen

are uniformly bounded in the space LP(P ® uO;Lp([O,T];Bpfg)) for any T > 0. Moreover, the
function XN converges as N — oo in the space Lp([O,T];B;g), P ® po-almost surely and in
LP(P® ug). The limits obtained by different 1)’s coincide with each other, P ® ug-almost surely.

Proof. Using the invariance of pp with respect to X; and using Theorems 2] and 214l we have
the exponential decay

T
7 [ o) = [ B0 - 2

’;5] dt 1o(d9)

P,
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=TE [HexpNH(aX) — exply(aX) HB ﬁ]

<TC2™N
for some positive constants ¢ and C', where X is a GFF under the probability P. Then the
assertion is obtained by a similar way to the proof of Theorem 211 O
Denote by X*® := limy_00 XN the P ® po-almost-sure limit. The following result is an

immediate consequence of the P ® pg-almost-sure convergence in Theorem

Corollary 3.3. For pg-almost every ¢ € D'(A), the random function XN (¢) converges to X>°(¢)
in the space LP([0,T7; B;g) almost surely.

In Section [0 the following “stability” result of X*°(¢) with respect to ¢ makes an important
role.

Lemma 3.4. Let € > 0, and let {{N}nenu{) be H ™ °-valued random variables independent of
W. Assume that the law vy of En is absolutely continuous with respect to g for any N € NU

dvn }
do J NeNU{oo}
o in H™F almost surely, then for any T > 0,

Jim X%(6) = X(6e)

{o0}, and Radon-Nikodym derivatives { are uniformly bounded. If impy_ o0 &N =

in LP([0,T); By2) in probability.

Proof. The proof is very similar to [HKK21], Lemma 2.5] and done by a slight modification. For
any fixed M € N, by the estimate (3.3)),

[P X (En) — Prr X (§oo)lleomiony) Sm X (EN) — X (Eoo)lle o, o)

N
SEn = ooll-« —=> 0,

almost surely. In the first inequality, we use the fact that Py sends H ¢ to C'(A), as mentioned
after Hypothesis [Il Hence for any fixed M € N,

dim [ (6n) = XY (€ lleqo,riormy =0

almost surely, from the definition of the Wick exponential X™. On the other hand, since
Radon-Nikodym derivatives ‘31"71(\)’ are uniformly bounded, by using Theorem [3.2]

E|||AM(en) — X2 ()|
< sup E[/ &M () — XN 0.1 uN(dé)IMO.
NeNU{oc} D'(A)

Hence, by using the inequality (a +b) A1 <a+ (bA 1) for a,b > 0, we have
E[I127(en) = X (€o)ll porynasy A 1]

M o0
<2 Neillg{)oo} E {HX (fN) - X (éN)HLp([(],T];B;,g)}

+E [HXM(&V) - XM(goo)HLp(OT] ) A 1}

Letting N — oo first and then M — oo, we have
. oo _ ypoo _
Jim B [2%(6n) = X% (o)l ooy A1) =0

Thus we have the assertion. O
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4 Global well-posedness of the strong solution

In this section, we consider the approximating equation (L.0]):

1 2 .
N = (8= noYN — %exp <a<1>,{V - %CN> + PyWi,  t>0,
o) = Pno,

and prove Theorem [[Il The proof goes in a similar way to [HKK2Il Section 3] with a slight
modification. Similarly to the previous paper, we use the Da Prato-Debussche trick, that is, we
decompose the solution of (L8) by @V = XV + YV where X and YV solve

1 .
XN = G DXN + PyW;,  t>0,

(4.1)
Xév — PN¢’
oY N = l(A — 1)YN - gexp(ozYN) exp (aXN — a—2C’N> t>0
(4.2) b2 b2 ! b2 ’ ’

Note that X~ = Py X(¢), where X(¢) is the solution of (ZII) with the initial value ¢. Hence
the renormalized exponential of XV in the latter equation (2] is equal to

N042 N
eQO;—7a0=&<w

Since XN converges to X> in LP([0,T]; By, 5 ) as stated in Corollary B3] we consider the solution
map of the deterministic equation

1
oYy =5(A - DT —5eMx, e[0T

for any generic nonnegative X € LP([0,T]; B, 5 ).

4.1 Products of continuous functions and nonnegative distributions

Since any nonnegative distribution is regarded as a nonnegative Borel measure by Theorem [LTT]
the product of a function f € C'(A) and a nonnegative distribution £ € D’(A) is well-defined as
a Borel measure.

Definition 4.1. For any f € C(A) and any nonnegative & € D'(A), we define the signed Borel
measure

M(f,6)(dx) := f(x)pe(d),

where pe(dx) is the Borel measure associated with &, as in Theorem [LTIl.

We recall some properties of the product map M from [HKK21] Section 3.1]. Recall that
By 4 (A) denotes the set of nonnegative elements in By (A).

Theorem 4.2 (J[HKK21, Theorems 3.4 and 3.5]). Let s >0 and p,q € [1,00]. The map
M:C(A) x B2t — B, »
1s continuous, and bounded in the sense that
MOl S I Flleen el 5.4
for any f € C(A) and € € By ™.
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Theorem 4.3 ([HKK2I, Theorem 3.6]). Let s > 0, p,q € [1,00], and r € (1,00]. For any
space-time functions (Y, X) € L*([0,T]; C(A)) x L"([0,T); Bpg ") and any function f € CL(R),
consider the time-dependent distribution

M(F(Y), X)(t) := M(f(Y2), &).
Then the correspondence (Y, X) — M(f(Y),X) is well-defined as a map
L}([0,T]; C(A) x L7 ([0, T); By ™) = L7 ([0,T): B, 3)-
for any v" € [1,7]. Moreover, if ' < r, this map is continuous.

4.2 Global well-posedness of T

In this part, we can consider more general parameters

(4.3) pe (L), fe (o,]%(p— 1)) |

than those in ([Z3]). We fix such parameters p, 5 and the time interval [0,7]. We consider the
initial value problem

1
Oy = (A= 1)Ti = %M(eo‘Tt,Xt), te (0,71),
TQ =,

(4.4)

for any given X € LP(]0,T]; By, 5 ) and v € Bg;,ﬁ . To solve the equation ([£4]), we introduce
the space

p ={Y € LP([0,T]; C(A)) N C([0,T]; LP) ;e*F € L=([0,T]; C(A)) }
as a solution space. The purpose of this section is showing the following theorem:

Theorem 4.4. Assume that p and 5 satisfy (A3]). Let X € Lp([O,T];Bp_ﬁ”L) and v € Bi;ﬁ.
Then there exists the unique mild solution T € % of (@A), that is, T satisfies the equation

¢
(4.5) T, = etA=D/2y — g/ eE=A=D2 A (2T X)) ds
2 0 9 S

for any t € (0,T]. Moreover, this solution belongs to the space
L7([0,T); By# ) nC([0,T}; By )

for any § € (0, %(p — 1) — B), and the mapping

S: B2 x LP([0,T); B, ) 5 (v, X) = T € LP([0,T]; BP0y n C([0,T7; B )
18 continuous.

Recall the following Schauder estimates for the heat semigroup.

Proposition 4.5 ([KOT03, Lemma 2.2] and [MWIT, Proposition 6]). Let s € R and p,q €
[1,00].

(i) For every § >0, ||et(A_1)/2u||Bﬂza S t_‘SHuHstw uniformly over t > 0.
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(ii) For every d € [0,1], [|(e!A1/2 — 1)u| 25 < t‘sHuHst)q uniformly over t > 0.
p,q ’
Remark 4.6. We remark that, if N — 1 is replaced by /\, then
YAN —0
et 2] gsas S (147 ullzg,

is the right t-uniform estimate (JKOT03, Lemma 2.2]). The constant 1 comes from the bound

of et212A_ju. In the above proposition, we can omit this constant by using the factor e=t.

Proposition 4.7 ([HKK21l, Proposition A.3]). Let # € R, p,q € [1,00], and r € (1,00]. Let U
be an element of L"([0,T; ng), and let u be the mild solution of the equation

1
3tu:§(A—1)u+U, t>0,
with initial value ug € BYT?. Then for any € > 0 and 6 € (0,2/r'), one has

Hu”m([o,ﬂ;B;‘l#*f)nC([O,T];Bgif/’""g)ncé/2([o,ﬂ;Bﬁﬁ;ﬁ/“‘g“s) S HUOHBZI;2 U e o188, )
where v’ € [1,00) is such that 1/r +1/r' = 1.

We first show the uniqueness of the solution, by following [HKK21l Lemma 3.8]. Since the
function x — |z|P is not twice differentiable if p < 2, we need to modify the previous argument.

Lemma 4.8. For any X € LP([0,T7; Bz;g’Jr) and v € Bf,;,ﬁ, there is at most one mild solution
T € % of the equation ([LZ).

Proof. Let T,Y' € %7 be two solutions of ([&4]) with the same X and v. Then Z = T — Y’
solves the equation

1 /
{5t - §(A - 1)} Zy = _%M(ewt - 6aTt7Xt) =: Dy,

where D € LP([0,T]; B, 5 ), because of definition of %7 and Theorem Let € > 0 and define
Z¢ = 7. Then Z¢ solves the equation

{at - %(A - 1)} ZF = 2D,

By the regularizing effect of the heat semigroup (Proposition EH), e D belongs to LP([0, T]; C*°(A)).
Then by the Schauder estimate (Proposition 7)), we have that Z¢ belongs to C([0,T]; C*°(A)).
Hence for any f € C?(R), we have

[ 1z an = soal+ [ [ £(z:)0. 25w duas
=t +5 [ [ FZ@)@ - 0Zi@ dnds+ [ [ F(Z @)D ) dads
=10 =5 [ [ Pz Z P asas— g [ [ F(zs)Z: @) dads
! 1(r7e eN
—i—/o /Af(Zs(ac))e D(x)dxds,

30



where the first equality is justified as a Riemann—Stieltjes integral, because
1
0,2° = (A -1)Z° + 2D e LP([0,T]; C*(A)).

For A > 0, let
fa(@) = (V¥ +2®)P2, zeR,
and for R > 0, let o € C*°(R) be a nonnegative even smooth function such that
() 1, |z| <R,
€Tr) =
R 0, |z|>R+1.
Then we define f) g € C*(R) by the function determined by

N r@) = f(@)er(z),  zER,

f&,R(O) =0,
Since we easily have the properties

L4 é\/,R >0,
o f{ p is bounded and x f} p(x) >0,
o far(@) 1 fa(z) as R — oo,

we have the inequality

€ p t ! £(2))ef2 Dy(x) dzds
/A far(Zi (@) dz < WP|A| + /O /A for(Z2(2))e" D () dards.

Once we let € — 0, e2D — D in LP([0, T7; Bpfff’f”) for any x > 0 by Proposition .5 and hence
ZF — Z in LP(]0,T]; Bi;ﬁ_%) by Proposition 47 Since Bi;ﬁ_% C C(A) for small k > 0, by
using Theorem we have

(4.6) AfA7R(Zt($))d$ < AP|A] —|—/0 /Af)/HR(Zs(x))Ds(x)dxds

for almost every t. Here, we used the boundedness of f} ; and that e D is a difference of two
nonnegative functions, for the convergence of the second term of the right-hand side. We can
deduce the term as

/ Fon(Za(2) Dy () da = 2 / (¥Te@) _ U@ (7 (1)) X (2) da
A 2 Ja ’
2
-5 / AT @0V 7 (5) 1 1 (Zy(2)) Xa(z) da < 0,
2 A ’

where A(z,y) is a continuous function on R? defined by

1 e*—eY
A(z,y) = { 8 Goy TAY,

x T =1.

Hence letting R — oo in ([@.6]), we have

/ (Zy(z))dx < NP|A].
A

for almost every ¢. Letting A — 0, we have ||Z|[z»(n) = 0, which implies T = T’ for almost
every (t,x), thus T =Y in %7. O
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Next we show the existence of the solution, by following [HKK21l Lemma 3.10]. Since the
only difference is that we use Besov spaces instead of Sobolev spaces, we omit some details in
this part. The following embedding theorem is frequently used below.

Lemma 4.9 ([Sim&87, Corollary 5]). Let A C B C C be Banach spaces such that the inclusion
A < B is compact. Then for any p € [1,00] and s > 0, the embeddings

LP([0,T]; A) 0 C*([0, T;.€) — LP([0,TT; B),

C([0,T];.A) N C*([0,T];C) = C([0,TT; B)

are compact.

Lemma 4.10. For any X € LP([0, T] Bp_g ) and v € Bg;,ﬁ, there is at least one mild solution
Y € #%p. Moreover, for any § € (0 ,p( — 1) — B), there exists a constant C > 0 independent of
X and v such that one has the a priori estimate

HTHLP ([0.T); BP0 )nC([0,T); B3, )NCo/2([0,T];LP)

4.7
(47) < C{ ol p2-s + elellivlien) x| B
- Bg,pﬁ LP([O,T];BZMB,) ’

Proof. As discussed in [HKK21l Lemma 3.10], for any X € LP([0,T]; B, 5 ™), there exists a
family {X"}nen of nonnegative continuous functions on [0,7] x A such that XY — X in
LP([0,T); By, 5 ) as N = co. For such XN, we consider the classical global solutions of the
approximating equations

1
oY = (8 -1y - %eaTivxtN,

TV =w.
Note that Y} < |al[[v]|c(a) follows from the comparison principle. By applying the Schauder
estimate (Proposition 7)) and Theorem [£2] for any §" € (9, %(p — 1) — B) we have

N T N
” HLp [0 T] B2/P+5 )mcé//Q([O T] Lp) ~ ”UHB2 B + HM( “ X )”LP(OT}BI;I*[?)
S 1llga- + 1™ e oo 12 Lo oyt

N
< ||UHB§;75 + elelllvilea) X HLP([O,T];B,;,B,)'
By Lemma [£9], the embeddings
L2 ([0, T); Byt m ¢ 2([0, T]; LP) — LP([0, T); By ),

C((0,T); By,) N C°7([0,T); L”) = C([0, T}; By ,)
are compact. Here, recall that the embedding B, , — B]‘;p is compact for any s’ < s (see
[BCD11l, Corollary 2.96]). Hence there exists a subsequence { Ny} such that

TNe Y in LP([0,T); BP0 N C([0,T); BS,).

This yields the bound (7)) for Y, thus in particular T € #7.

We have that T solves the mild equation (&3] by a similar argument to [HKK21, Lemma
3.10]. Since aY¥ is uniformly bounded from above, we can apply Theorem to the function
[ € C}(R) such that f(z) = e” on some half line z € (—00, a] and obtain

M 2NE) o MY, X)) in L9([0,T); B, £)

for any ¢ < p. Then letting Ny — oo on both sides of (£5]) and applying the Schauder estimate
(Proposition 7)), we have that (T, X) solves the same equation in the space C(]0,T]; Bg,p). O
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By Lemmas [ and 10, the solution map S : (v, X) — T is well-defined. The continuity
of the map

S: B2 x LP([0,T); B, 2T) 3 (v, X) = T € LP([0,T); BZP*5) n C([0,T); BS )

follows from a similar compactness argument as above, and from uniqueness of the solution.
Indeed, by the a priori estimate (A7), any convergent sequence of Bf,;,ﬁ x LP([0,T7]; By, g”L)

is sent to a bounded sequence of Lp([O,T];B%,pJFJH) N C([O,T];Bg:;,) by the map S, for any

8" € (o, %(p— 1) — 3). This sequence is precompact in LP([0,T; B%;Hé) NC([0,T); BS,). By the

same argument as before, we see that any accumulation point solves the equation (43]), which is
unique. Hence this precompact sequence converges. This completes the proof of Theorem [£41

4.3 Proof of Theorem [1.1]
From Theorem (4], the first main result of this paper (Theorem [[J]) immediately follows.

Proof of Theorem [L.1l. By the Da Prato-Debussche decomposition (LI])-([Z2), the solution
®N(¢) of the equation (LB) satisfies

N (¢) = PnX(¢) + S(0, XN (9)).

For pg-almost every ¢, X(¢) € C([0,T]; H ) for any € > 0, in view of Proposition Bl Hence
the first term Py X (¢) of the right-hand side converges almost surely to X (¢) in C([0,T]; H™¢)
for any e > 0, under Hypothesis [l The second term S(0, XV (¢)) converges almost surely to
S(0,X%(¢)) in C([0,T]; BS,) (see Theorems 32 and E4). Hence ®(¢) converges to

D(¢) = X(¢) + 5(0, £%(¢))

in the space C([0,T]; B, ;) for any € > 0 almost surely, for yp-almost every ¢. O

5 Stationary solution

In this section, we prove Theorem [L5and Corollary [L.6] by assuming that ¢ satisfies Hypotheses
Mand 2 Recall that ®V = & (¢) is a unique solution of the SPDE (ILJ):

~ 1 ~ ~ 2 .
o) = (A - nHoY — %PN exp <aPN<I>§V - %CN> + Wy,  t>0,
b =¢ e D'(N),
and ® = ®(¢) is the strong solution obtained by Theorem [[LTl Since the nonlinear term of (L8]

is given by the log-derivative of the approximating measure ME\?) defined by (7)), it is easy to

show that /‘5\?) is an invariant measure of the process (see [HKK21l Section 4] for details).

Therefore, if £y is a random variable with the law ,ug\o,é) and independent of W, then

;IV)N,stat — &)N(&V)

is a stationary process. Let & be a D'(A)-valued random variable with the law 1@ and inde-
pendent of W, and define
P = ().

The proof of Theorem consists of showing the following two facts:
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(i) {®Nstatl oy is tight in the space C([0,T]; H—¢) for any & > 0.
(ii) ®NSat converges in law to @52 in the space C([0,7]; B ) for any € > 0.

Once they are proved, Theorem [L3lis obtained as follows: (i) implies that there exists a subse-
quence {®V kSt L e converging in law to a stochastic process W in the space C([0,T]; H™¢). On
the other hand, {®Nestat}, o converges to @4 in C/([0, T] ) by (ii). Since C([0,7]; H™*)
is continuously embedded into C([O,T],Bp;) for any £ > 8, the laws of ¥ and @5 in
C([0,T); By, f,/) coincide. Since H™° and B, ;l are separable, by Lusin-Souslin’s theorem (cf.
[Kec93, Theorem 15.1]), C([0,T]; H~¢) is a measurable subset of C([0,T]; B, f,/). Therefore,

P (q)stat c C([O,T];Hﬂg)) =P (\I’ S C([O,T]§H7€)) =1,

and hence ¥ L gstat iy ([0, T); H~*). This implies that the accumulation point of the laws of
{@Nstat vy in C(]0,T]; H¢) is unique, therefore V5%t converges in law to @' in the space
C([0,T]; H~¢). For any bounded continuous function f on H ¢, by Corollary 23]

E[f(@7)] = Jim E[f(®)] = lim | f(o)u o) = | 1) (do)
for any t > 0. This means that ®§%* has a law p(® for any ¢ > 0.
Corollary is obtained as follows. Since

ANMP(QW)QCQQTkH‘%)MMQM)Zp(@%tecanLH—ﬂ):L

we have

B (9(¢) € C(0,T): H 7)) = 1

for (®-almost every ¢ € D’ (A). Since 1@ and pg are absolutely continuous with respect to
each other (Corollary 23)), “u(@)_almost every ¢” can be replaced by “ug-almost every ¢”.

We now turn to proofs of (i) and (ii). The proofs go in very similar ways to [HKK21l, Section
4].

Proof of (i). By the definition &I of the OU process X, we can decompose &Vt — X (¢x)+
YV, where Y¥ solves

1 -
YN = 5(& -1DYN - %PN exp?\,(a@iv’smt),

Y) =o.

For X (&y), it is easy to check that

sup E[[[ Xo(En) <] + sup E
NeN NeN

X — X e
sup | Xe(En) sng)HH <
s,t€[0,T] [t — s|

for sufficiently small 6, > 0, by the a priori estimate of the OU process (Proposition [3]]) and the

(@)
uniform bound of Radon-Nikodym derivatives dC’{T"(’) (Corollary 23). For Y¥, by the Schauder

estimate (Proposition 1), the invariance of ,ug\?) under &V , and Corollary 2.4] for any small
0 > 0 we have

E[IY™ &5 o,17,22)] < E[ HP N {exp?V(“&)Nﬁtat)H ;([O,T];H—S)}
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E[ HeXpN( o Stat)‘ i?([o,T];H—s) }

/ 0‘) (do) /TE[ Hexp}}(afiiv(@)uz ]dt

H-—s

:T/ HGXPN(OC(?)HH s:“N (d¢)
D/(A)

Then by a similar argument to [HKK21, Theorem 4.2], we have the tightness of {®Ns6a6} vy
in C([0, T]; H—*). 0

Proof of (ii). By a similar argument to the proof of [HKK2Il Theorem 1.3], we can assume
that {x converges to & in H ¢ almost surely. Then we can complete the proof of (ii) by showing

that
%N,stat _y Ppstat

in C([0,T]; B, ), in probability. To do this, we decompose oNstat — X () + YV, as in the
proof of (i), and decompose 5 = X (¢) +Y, where Y = §(0, X>°(£)). Since

X(En)— X)), inC([0,T];H ) almsot surely,
XN (En) = x=(€),  in LP([0,7); B,5) in probability,
by B3) of Proposition Bl and Lemma B4, we consider the solution TV = Sy (0, X) of the

deterministic initial value problem
1
oY = S(A -1 - %PN (&Pﬂiv XtN> ,
TV =0

for any nonnegative functions {XV}yen € C([0,T] x A). Then, the proof completes, once we
show that; if
XN x i I7([0,T); B, 7,
then
Sn(0,XN) = 8(0,X)  in C([0,T); BY,).

This is obtained by a similar way to Lemma FLI0l Indeed, the a priori estimate (7)) holds
for YV uniformly over N, since {Py} are nonnegative and uniformly bounded as operators on
By, 5 , in view of Hypothesis Bl If {Y"*},cn is a convergent subsequence, then the limit Y solves

the equation (£1]) as a consequence of the continuity of Py as N — oo, which is assumed by
Hypothesis 21 O

6 Relation with Dirichlet form theory

In this section, we prove Theorem [[L7l Although the proof goes in a very similar way to one in
[HKK21], we provide a sketch of the proof for readers’ convenience.

We fix the parameter s € (0,1) appearing in Corollary 24 and set D = Span{ey; k € Z?},
H = L[? and E = H*. In what follows, (-,-) stands for the pairing of E and its dual space
E* = H®. By Corollary[Z4], the map ¢ — exp®(a¢) can be regarded as a B(E)/B(E)-measurable
map. Let (£,FCp°) be the pre-Dirichlet form defined by (L9), that is,

E(F.G) = /E (DiP(8), DuG(@)) ™ (dg),  F.G € FCi~.

Then we obtain the following;:
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Proposition 6.1. It holds that
(6.1) E(F.G) = - /E LRGGO)u@(dg),  F.CeFCo,

where LF € L*(p(®)) is given by

LF@)= 5 3 B (6.1}, (6.1 0 )

1,j=1

=3 2SS (01) - {1 = A)0,1) + al expf(ad). 1))}

for F(¢) = f({¢,11), ... (¢, 1n)) with f € CF(R™),y,.. .1 € D.

Proof. Let ¢ = 1;_; 1j2, which satisfies Hypothesis [l Applying the Gaussian integration by
parts formula with respect to pg (see [GJ86, page 207]), we have

/ (DHF(¢), h)H exp < — / expi (@) (x) dx) 1o(de)
E A
_ /E F(0)((6. (1 A)h) — alexp} (ag), P} ) exp ( - /

expy (a)(z) d ) ro(dg)
A

for all ' € §Cy°,h € D and N € N.

Now we recall Theorem 1] Corollary 2241 and limy 00 Z](\?‘) = 7@ > (. Taking the limit
N — oo on both sides of the above equality, we obtain

/E (DrF(9),h) ;u¥(dg) = /

E

F(8)((6, (1 = £)h) — alexp®(ag). h) ) ) (do)

and this leads us to the desired integration by parts formula (6.I]). Besides, applying Corollary
24 again, we obtain £F € L?(u(®)). This completes the proof. O

Proposition implies that (£,FC;°) is closable on L?(u(®). We denote the closure by
(£,D(£)). As mentioned in Section 1.2, (£,D(E)) is a quasi-regular Dirichlet form on L?(p(®)),
and thus we obtain an E-valued diffusion process Ml = (0, G, (G;)i>0, (¥¢)i>0, (Q¢)pecr) properly
associated with (£, D(£)). By recalling Corollary [2Z4] and applying [AR91], Lemma 4.2], we have

T
EQd’[/ He><p°(a\11t)HEdt} <oo, T3>0, fae. o
0

In particular,

T
@¢(/0 || exp®(@®y)|| 5 dt < OO) =1, T>0, p¥-ae. ¢.

Thus we are able to apply [AR91), Lemma 6.1 and Theorem 6.2] and [Ond04, Theorem 13] as in
[HKK21]. As a result, there exists an H-cylindrical (G;)-Brownian motion W = (W;)¢>¢ defined
on (0,G,Q4) such that

t
U, = HO-D/2 _ g/ = A=D/2 50 (00, ds
2 Jo
t
. / etIAD2qyy >0, Qpas., p@-ae. ¢,
0
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Now we are going to prove Theorem [[L7l Precisely, we prove that the process ¥ coincides
with the strong solution ® driven by the cylindrical Brownian motion WW. We decompose ¥ =

X(¢) +9), where

t
X(¢) = €27 D29 +/ ct=5)(B-1/2 gy
(6.2) 0

t
VD, = —%/ eU=AD/2 oxp®(a W) ds, t > 0.
0

From the Da Prato-Debussche trick as used in Section Ml it is sufficient to show that
Qo (D = S0, exp°(ax(9))) =1, u-ae. 6.
We prepare the following lemma.

Lemma 6.2. Assume that the mollifier 1 satisfies Hypothesis[Il. Let Ey be the set of all p € E
such that the convergence

exp®(ad) = lim expy(ae)
N—o00
holds in Bp_,g. Then, for any f € H™¢ and ¢ € Ey such that f + ¢ € Ey, one has
exp®(a(f + ¢)) = exp(af) exp®(ag).

Proof. Let f € H™® and ¢ € Ey. Pyf converges to f in H'*® by Hypothesis [l Since
H'*e c C(A), exp(aPy f) converges to exp(af) in C(A). Therefore, by Theorem 2]

expy(a(f + ¢)) = exp(aPy f) exply(ag) 222 exp(af) exp®(ag)

in B,;g. If f+ ¢ € Ey, expi(af + ¢)) converges to exp®(a(f + ¢)). From these convergences
the assertion follows. O

Proof of Theorem [1.7]. 1t is sufficient to check that ) belongs to the space %7 and solves
the mild equation [@H). By the invariance of x(® under ¥ and Corollary 24,

/ EQe M expo(a\I’)HQQ - ],u(a)(dgb) = /T dt/ H e><p<>(04<25)H2 9 (dg) < .
E L ([07T]§H S) 0 E H—s

In particular,
Qs (exp<>(axp) c LZ([O,T];H_5)> =1, u@ae o

By the Schauder estimate (Proposition [A.7]),
(6.3) Qo (Y € L0, T H ) N C(0, T ™)) =1, p@-ace. 6

for small k > 0. Since o) is nonpositive, we have

Qs(Y € ?7) =1, 1 Doae. b.

Finally we show that 9) solves the mild equation ([@5]) with (v, X') = (0, X). By the definition
[62]) of ), it is sufficient to show that

(6.4) Q¢(exp°(a\lft) = et exp®(aXy), ae. t) =1, fo-a.e. .
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Recall the definition of the subset Ey in Lemma B2l Then 1o(Ep) = 1, so u(®(Ep) = 1 by the
absolute continuity (see Corollary 2.3]). By using the invariance of ,u(o‘) under ¥,

A;§%[1;1E4wgdﬂ @) (dg) = l/ dﬁ/]ﬂc ) (dg) = Tl (ES) = 0.

Similarly, by the invariance of pg under X,

T T
[ mee [ JRTTES dt] po(@s) = [ dt [ Leg@nolde) = Tuo(E5) = 0.
E 0 0 E
From these equalities and (6.3)), we have
@¢(mteﬁb,xteﬁb,@tefﬂ+“,ae.gzz1

for pp-almost every ¢. Therefore, Lemma [6.2] implies (6.4]). O

A Green functions and their approximation

In this appendix, we provide some properties of Green functions and their approximation on the
whole space and the torus. In the end, we prove a proposition, which yields Proposition
A.1 Green function on the whole plane

Recall that 1 is a function satisfying Hypothesis @ 1n = (27V), and

Y (k)n (k)
— M,N .
Gun(x QWkEZQ 1+\/<:]2 —————ei(r —y), ,NeN

We regard Gy n as a periodic function on R? x R?, rather than a function on A x A. Then by
the Poisson summation formula, we can write it as an infinite sum of decreasing functions

YN ) .

1
GM,N(x,y): ZKM,N(x_y+27Tk), KM,N = %]:_1 <1+||2

keZ?

Hence we need to observe the behavior of Ky n for our purpose. Setting py,n = %}" -1 (YN,
we can write K7y as a convolution

Kurn(z) = (1— Age) Lparn(a /Kx— W)onx () dy,

where Ag: is the Laplacian on R?, and K is the Green function of 1 — Ago.

Proposition A.1. The function K : R?\ {0} — R is positive and has the estimates

1
= ——loglz|+O(1), |z| <1,

(A1) K@) 5 log[z[+O(1), ||

< lal/2, 2| > 1.

Proof. By the relation between the heat semigroup and the resolvent kernel, we have

1 00 2
K(m):4—/ exp( t—%)%
T Jo
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for x # 0. Since the integral over (0,|x|/2) and (]z|/2,00) are equal in view of the change of
variables by s = |z|?/4t, we have

K(x) 1 [ . lz|2\ dt 1 [ || - 1\ dt
Tr)—=— — ex = | = — ex —— - —_.
27 Jias ¥ )T T )y TP\ 1))

Hence we observe the behavior of the function

g(r) = /looexp (—% <s+ %)) %, r € (0,00).

Since the integrand is bounded by e~"*/2 on s > 1, we have g(r) < e /2 for r > 1, so the latter
part of (AJ]) follows. To consider the estimate on r < 1, we decompose

o) :/11/7’%+/11/r {exp (_g <S+§>> _1}%—{—/1:6}@ <—g <s+§>> %

The first term is equal to —logr. The other terms are O(1), since

/Ur r +1 1ds</1/7"r +1 ds<1
1 ST\ s — )y 2 TS s S
& r 1 ds & r 1

__ ) ) =< — < /2,
/l/rexp< 5 <s+8>> S _/l/rrexp< 23) ds < 2e

Thus we have the former part of (AJ). O

and

Next we consider the convolution of K and a function with sufficient decay.

Lemma A.2 ([RVI0, Lemma 4.1]). For any function p on R? such that
lp(2)] < C(1+ |z)=*7
for some C' >0 and v > 0, one has

2]

lp(y)|log dy| < oo,

su
P R2 \x—y\

|z|>1

Lemma A.3. Let p be a function on R? such that [, p(z)dz =1 and

(A.2) |p(a)] < C(1+ [a]) ™

for some C >0 and v > 0. Set py = 22V p(2N.) for N € N. Then for any |z| <1 and N € N,
(A.3) K+ py(z) = —%mg(m v2N) £ o).

Moreover, for any x € R? and N € N,

(A4) K % py(a)] S Je| 27

39



Proof. First we prove (A3). By Proposition [A] we can decompose
1
K(@) = - log(la| A1) + R(z),

where R is a bounded function with rapid decay as |z| — oo. Since R * py is bounded, it is
sufficient to show that

(o *og(| - | A 1)) (2) = log (2] v 2~N) + O(1).

We decompose

(A.5) (pn *log(|- [ A1) (x) = /RQ pn(y)log |z —y|dy — / - pn (y)log |z — y| dy.
r—y|>

Since |z| < 1, the second term of the right-hand side is bounded. Indeed, since 1 < |z — y| <
L+ yl,

/ pn(y)log o —yldy < / lon (y)[log(1 + |y[) dy
|lz—y|>1 R2
= [ (e og(1 + 2Ny a
< / |p(2)|1log(1 + |2]) dz < oo.
R2
Consider the first term of the right-hand side of (AH). When |z| > 27", by Lemma [A2]

/R2 pn(y)log |z —y|dy = log2™" + /R2 p(y)log [2Vz — y| dy
=1log2 ™V +log [2Vz| + O(1) = log|z| + O(1).

When |z| < 27, by the calculation

[ ot iog 2~y

< +

[ etwosl2Ve—yldy
[2Nz—y|<1

1/2 1/2
< (/}1&2 ) dy> (/y|<1 (log |y])” dy) + /]R2 p(y)log(1 + |y|) dy < oo,

/RQ pn (y)log |z — y|dy = log 27 + O(1).

[ stw)osize—yldy
[2Nz—y|>1

we have

Thus, we have (A3]).
Next we prove ([(A4]). By Proposition [A] K € LP(R?) for any p € [1,00) and

sup |z|*T K (z) < occ.
zER?

Hence we have
N (@) S [ PR Gote = ldy+ [ o=y RG] dy
. R
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=/ IyIQMK(y)IpN(w—y)Ider/ K(z =)yl |pn(y)| dy
R2 R2

= /R2 lon (y)] dy + (/RQ (9 lox @) dy>1/q

for any ¢ € (1,00). By the condition (A.2),

L (P lontl) dy =20 [ Pl ay s [ 1 )Gy < o

Thus we have (A4]). O

A.2 Green function on the torus

We return to the proof of Proposition

Lemma A.4. Let ¢ be a function satisfying Hypothesis[Il. Then there exists a smooth function
¥ with the following properties:

e ¢ satisfies Hypothesis [l
e 0 <Y< 1Z on R2.
o For any k € N? there exists a constant Cy, such that
(A.6) 0% ()] < Cp(1 + [z]) 7> 1*0

for any x € R?, where k is a constant as in Hypothesis [(ii) and |k|; := |k1| + |kz| for each
k= (k1,ko) € N2

Proof. By Hypothesis [I(ii),
()] < C(1 4+ Ja) 727"

for some constants C, k > 0. Then, there exists a radial smooth function 1 such that 0 < ¢ < 9
on R% ¢(z) =1 on x € B(0,r) for some r > 0, and

d(x) = C(L+ |z[)7>7"
on x € B(0, R)¢ for some R > r. Obviously, ¢ satisfies all the required properties. O

Now we prove the following proposition, which yields Proposition The estimate (A.S)
in the following proposition is better than (Z8]), because (A.8]) is LP-estimate for all p € [1,00).

Proposition A.5. Assume that 1 satisfies Hypothesis. Then for any x,y € R? with |z —y| < 1
and any M, N € N,

1
(A.7) Gun(z,y) = ~om log (|z —y| v 2~ My 2_N) + Ry on(x,y),

where the remainder term Ry n(z,y) is uniformly bounded over x,y, M, N. Moreover, for any
p € [1,00), there exist constants C > 0 and 6 > 0 such that, for any M,N € N,

(A.8) // Gy (2,y) — G (,y) P dedy < €270V,
AxA
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Proof. First, we prove (AT). Let M < N without loss of generality. First we assume that v
satisfies ([A.6) in addition to Hypothesis [l By (A.6), the function py = %}' —14) satisfies that
for all n € N

(1 + ) o (a)| = 5 [F 71 - 2)} (=)

1 n
3= [ 10=arue) s < .

IN

Recall that par, v = %]—"_1(1/)]\/[1/)]\;). Let py = %‘7:_11#1\;. Since py = 22V po(2V-), we have
pun = pux pn = 22 (po x py_ar)(2M).
Let papr,n = po * pn—nm- Then from the above estimate of py, we have the uniform estimates
PN ()] S (1 +Ja]) 78
Indeed, for |z| < 1, since pys,n is uniformly bounded, this estimate is obvious. For |z| > 1,
(% |pa v ()]
S /]R2 1v1®100(y)llon -1 (2 — y)| dy + /]R2 [ = y°lpo()llon—n (& — y)| dy
S [ oves@lay+ [l low-artw)lay

5/ (lpo()| + lyI°lpo(y)]) dy < oo.
R2

Since fRQ puN(z)dx = 1, pprn satisfies the conditions of Lemma [A.3] with v = 1. Therefore,

the estimates (A3]) and (Ad]) yield

1
Gun(w,y) = ) (K * pan)(w =y + 2rk) = ——log (jv —y| v 2~) + O(1)
kez?

for |z —y| < 1.

Next let 1) be an arbitrary function satisfying Hypothesis [l Let 1 be a smooth function
in Lemma [A.4] and define the function Gy similarly to Gy n with replacement ¢ by 9. As
shown above, Gy n satisfies the estimate

_ 1 -
Gun(z,y) = —5log (lz =yl v2=) + O(1).

Since 0 < 9 < 4,

Y (k) (k) — Yar(k)on (k)

= 1
|GM,N(x,y) - GM,N(xay” < el Z

keZ?;|k|<2M L+ |k3|2
(A.9) k<M
+ L 3 Dar (k)b (k) — s (k) (k)
2 1+ |k[2 '
keZ2; |k|>2M

Hypothesis [[}(iii) and the property of ¥ imply that for sufficiently small ¢ > 0,

(@) =1+ () =1 < Claf’,  z€R?
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with a positive constant C. Hence, by the boundedness of ¢ and 1,

D (k)Y (k) — ar (k) (k)
Z M N e

keZ?; |k|<2M

< ¥ @ MR NE) = 1] + [P MR k) — 1

2
keZ2; |k|<2M L+ |A

S X
kez2; |k|<2M
<1.

2= MC|k[¢
1+ k]2

Besides, since 0 < 1 <+ and ¢(x) < (1 + |z]) 727"

b (K)o (k) — k k k
Z Y ( )wN(1)_|_y]j\}§/1( Jin (k) < Z Y (k)

kez2; |k|>2M kez?; |k|>2M

1
SIS
~ 2 —M 24K
e (L TR+ 27V

2(2+H)M
(14 [k[)t+n

(]

keZ2; |k|>2M
1
|x|>2M |£C|

<1

These inequalities and (A.9) yield the estimate (AT) for G .
Finally, we prove (A.8). Let p € [1,00). In view of the shift invariance of Gps n(+,-) and the
compactness of A, it is sufficient to show

(A.lO) / ’GM7N+1(.%',O) — GM7N(1', 0)‘p dx S 20N
A
for some 6 > 0. Hypothesis [iii) implies that for sufficiently small ¢ > 0,
[U(z) =1 <Claf',  zeR?
with another positive constant C'. Then, by Plancherel’s formula we have

2

1Grn+1(550) = Gun (s
keZ?

- |w<2-N-1k> 1P+ [P NE) — 1P
S 2 (L k2200

< 92NC Z WQC
e G |k|2)?

1
<92 2N(¢ - -
E: 2-3C
kez2 (1 +[&[?)

for sufficiently small ¢. Since the Sobolev embedding theorem implies H!=¢ C LP for ¢ < 2/p,
by talking ¢ sufficiently small we have the estimate (AI0]). O
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A.3 Approximations by averaging

We introduce a class of approximations of the Gaussian free field, which contains the circle

average (see e.g. [Berl7, [BP21] [DST1]), and show that the associated kernels also satisfy (23]
and (2.6]) in Proposition This implies that our construction of Wick exponentials of the

Gaussian free field in Section 2] includes the circle averaging approximation.
Let X be the Gaussian free field on A = T? as defined in Section 2.1 and extend X on R?
periodically. Let v be a probability measure on R? supported in the unit ball B(0,1) such that

(A.11) sup |log(z — y)|v(dy) < oco.
wj<2 JR2

For N € N denote by vy the measure given by vy (A) = v(2¥ A) for a Borel set A. Define the
approximation Xy of X by

Xn(x) :=X*xvy(z) := /R2 X(z — y)vy(dy).

Then the random field X has the covariance function

Gun(z,y) = EXy(z)Xn(y)] = % > (]:VM)l(i)‘(ljgyN)(k)ek(x — )
kez?
for M, N € N, where
F©) = 5= [T, ¢ er?

for a probability measure p.

Proposition A.6. The sequence Gy n(x,y) defined as above satisfies (23] and (2.8]) in Propo-
sition [2.3.

Proof. The estimate (2. is obtained in [Berl7, Lemma 3.5]. We show the estimate (Z.6]). It is
easy to see

(Fon)(k) = (Fv)2 k), keZ?
(F) < 5z [ vidy), e R

R2

(F)E) - ()l < 5 / N G
Sl-&l [ ), b6 e®
ly|<1

From these inequalities it follows that Fv is bounded and ¢-Hoélder continuous for any ¢ € (0, 1].
Hence, the estimate (Z.6]) is obtained in the same way as the proof of (A8) in Proposition
A5 O
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