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QUASI-INVARIANCE OF THE GAUSSIAN MEASURE FOR THE
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ABSTRACT. We consider the stochastic damped nonlinear wave equation 82u + d,u +
u— Au+u® = v/2(V)7°¢ on the two-dimensional torus T?, where ¢ denotes a space-
time white noise and s > 0. We show that the measure [is corresponding to the unique
invariant measure for the flow of the associated linear equation is quasi-invariant under
the nonlinear stochastic flow.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We consider here the following stochastic damped nonlinear wave equation (SDNLW):

{8t2u + O+ u— Au+ud = 2(V) 3¢

t,) € Ry x T 1.1
(u, Opu) =0 = (uo,u1) (t,z) € Ry x T%, (1.1)

where s > 0, £ is a space-time white noise, and (V)~® denotes the smoothing operator
(V)%= (1-A)"2, (1.2)

In the following, we consider (L)) as a first-order system in the variable u := (u,v) T,

e 0) (000 (e
v 1-A 1 v u3 V2(V)75¢ (1.3)

Uo
Ul—0 = ug =

U1
The interest for the equation stemmed from recent results pertaining to the PDE con-
struction of the Euclidean ®* quantum field theory [1T} I, 2 23, 24, 33]. Namely, if one

considers the stochastic quantisation equation
u + u — Au = u® 4+ V2, (1.4)

as time goes to infinity, we expect a generic solution to (L4]) to converge to the (massive)
d*-measure.
In the above context, the stochastic wave equation

Ou+ dyu +u — Au = u® + V2, (1.5)

corresponds to the so-called canonical stochastic quantisation equation, or equivalently, to
the kinetic Langevin equation for the ®*-measure with momentum v = d;u. Therefore, one
can sample the ®*-measure by sampling the law of the first component of the solution of
(L3). This procedure has the name of Hamiltonian Montecarlo (HCM). It has numerically
been observed that in the finite dimensional setting, HCM converges faster than MCMC
(Markov Chain Montecarlo) in many situations, see [14] (and references within), for a
rigorous justification of these faster convergence rates.

As a consequence, equation (L5]) has received a substantial amount of attention in recent
years, as an alternative approach to stochastic quantisation of the ®* measure. However,
due to the worse analytical properties of the wave propagator (97 — A)~! compared to
those of the heat propagator (0; — A)~!, there are far fewer results available, namely,
uniqueness and convergence to the invariant measure have been proven by the second
author only in [5I] for dimension d = 1 and in [52] for dimension d = 2. Local and global
well posedness results for related models, but without uniqueness of the measure, can be
found in [25] 26], 50, [35] 36 [42].

In light of the above discussion, we see the equation (III) as a version of (LI in frac-
tional dimension d = 2 — 2s. A similar approach to fractional dimension has already been
considered for the parabolic case of (4]), see for instance [9]. In the work by the authors
[18], it has been shown that equation (ILI]) also has a unique invariant measure, to which
we have convergence for every initial data belonging to a certain class. However, strictly
speaking, the equation (II]) is not a Langevin equation, because of the presence of the
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smoothing operator (V)~*. This prevents us from writing an explicit formula for the in-
variant measure, which in turn leaves many open questions. A fairly natural question to

ask is the following. Denoting by fis the invariant measure for the linear equation
Ou+ Opu +u — Au = V2(V) 75,

or more precisely, to the system

U 0 -1 U 0
= (i)=~(:2s V) () (amre)

ug
uf—g = ug = -

Uy

is it true that the invariant measure ps of (LL1]) satisfies ps < fis? As opposed to the invari-
ant measure for the nonlinear equation, the measure jis has an explicit formula, namely, it
formally holds that

S _ 1 1
fis = 27 exp (= Sllulyee. — 510l )- (1.6)

Therefore, this absolute continuity property would allow us to bootstrap relevant properties
of the invariant measure from the analogous properties of fi;. However, while the analogous
of this statement is relatively simple to show for the parabolic equation (I.4]), for the wave
case, it turns out to be a very difficult problem. Indeed, even in the case of the stochastic
Navier-Stokes equation on T?,

Ou = Au—u-Vu+ (V)% (1.7)

this question is still open since the original proof of the existence of the invariant measure
in [I6] 15]. Indeed, the current state-of-the art is that one can show that the invariant
measure is absolutely continuous with respect to the stationary law of the linear solution
when A is replaced with —(—A)!*¢ for some € > 0, see [32].

A closely related question is the following: if Law(ug) = [, is it true that Law(u(t)) <
jis? If this happens, we say that the measure f[is is quasi-invariant under the (stochastic)
flow of (L3)). In the parabolic case of (I4]) and (L7]), or more in general, whenever one has
the strong Feller property, the two questions are actually equivalent. Unfortunately, the
strong Feller property fails for equation (L3]), and one cannot deduce absolute continuity
of the invariant measure from quasi-invariance.

Quasi-invariance for the deterministic flow of Hamiltonian and dispersive PDEs in situ-
ations where the initial data is not distributed according to an invariant measure has been
studied extensively in the last decade. This pursuit was initiated by Tzvetkov in [53] for
the BBM equation, with many results following for a number of other Hamiltonian PDEs,
see [53], 40L [41], 38, 39, [43], 20, 28], 45, 13, 21], 22} [44], [7, 17, 37, 19, 48|, [10}, B1] and references
therein for a list of results in this direction. We point out the results in [41] 28] [45] prove
quasi-invariance results in the case of the deterministic and undamped version of (L1).

Nevertheless, the question of quasi-invariance for stochastic dispersive models is yet to
be answered. In this paper, we prove the first of such results; in particular, we show the
following.
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Theorem 1.1. For each s > 0, let ®4(ug;§) denote the solution to SDNLW [1.1] with
Law(ug) = fis. Then for each t > 0, the probability measure Law(®;(ug;€)) is absolutely
continuous with respect to fis.

1.1. Outline of the proof. The proof of Theorem [[L.T]will follow closely the strategy of the
deterministic results in [41], 28], [45], hence we first describe how one obtains quasi-invariance
of the measure jis for the deterministic equation

Ou+(1—Au+u®=0. (1.8)
One can formally see this equation as an infinite-dimensional system of ODEs in the form
Yy =b(y),

with div(b) = 0 on some infinite-dimensional vector space X. Therefore, denoting by ®;
the flow of this system of ODEs, for a measure vy = exp ( - F (x))d:p and for any Borel set
A, one has that p p

GO = [ By dn(e)
This allows to perform a Gronwall-type argument for the quantity vo(®¢(FE)), from which
one obtains that quasi-invariance holds whenever for every ball B C X, there exists some
nr > 0 such that

d
/BX(O,R) exp <77R‘E E(®(2))],—0o !)dyo < 0. (L.9)

While not codified in this way, one can find a proof of this result in [43]. As the condition
(L9) does not hold for the measures fis, what is shown in [41, 28, [45] is that, for an
appropriate range of s > 0, if one defines the energy functional
1 1 3
Buo) = [l = 5lolly =5 [ (9)0u o)
with o = Ej [[(V)*ul3., then
fis < Z 7 exp(—E(u,v))dudv < fis,

and the property (L.9) holds!]
In order to prove Theorem [T, we follow a similar approach in the stochastic setting.

We define the measure
3

- 1 1

7, ~ exp ( = gl = ol =5 / ((V)*u — a)u2)dudv,
and we try to show that under a condition analogous to (9], we can deduce quasi-
invariance of the measure s in the sense of Theorem [I.Il Indeed, in Section 5, we first
prove that the measure /s satisfies the alternative condition

d
/BX(O,R) P Om‘% Ee [E(®i(o, )],y DdVO(uO) < o0, (1.10)

and then we prove that this condition can indeed replace ([L9)) in the stochastic setting,
thus completing the proof. While the argument is specialised to equation (L], we believe
that a similar condition can be proven more in general.

IThe expression above must be considered formally, as 0 = +00. Nevertheless, one can define the measure
Z7 ' exp(—E(u,v))dudv via a renormalisation procedure.
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1.2. Further remarks.

Remark 1.2. In the proof of the condition (LI0), we follow a slightly different approach
from the cited works [41) [45]. This allows us to prove that the estimate holds in the full
non-singular regime s > 0. When applied to the deterministic wave equation (L8], this
allows us to show the estimate (I.9]), and thus quasi-invariance of jis, in the regime s > 0,
thus improving the result in [45], which instead requires s > %

Remark 1.3. In the deterministic case (L8], it is in principle possible to write an explicit
formula for the Radon-Nikodym derivative %. While this formula has not been used
in the context of wave equations, for other deterministic models, it allowed to improve
quasi-invariance results. See [13] [17, 19} 2], 22, 10} [31] for some examples. However, in the
stochastic case, we do not have such an explicit formula for the density, as we cannot solve

the Fokker-Plank equation (B5.5]) explicitly.

Remark 1.4. A very recent result by Hairer-Kusuoka-Nagoji [29] shows the reverse of
Theorem [I.1] for a wide class of parabolic equations, i.e. that under certain assumptions,
the invariant measure for singular parabolic SPDEs is singular with respect to the law of the
stationary linear solution. Interestingly, the main assumption of their result, i.e. the fact
that ®; — ®™ does not belong to the Cameron-Martin space for /7, also applies to equation
(LI). Nevertheless, the result of this paper shows that the measure is quasi-invariant. The
discrepancy between these results is due to the following.

- The result in [29] heavily relies on the fact that the nonlinearity of the equation is
not an LllOC function when computed in the linear solution, and

- The dispersive/Hamiltonian structure of the wave equation introduces further can-
cellations that are not present in the parabolic case.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Notations. For a function f : T2 ~ [0, 1]? — C, its Fourier series is given by f: 7Z? — C,
where
f(n) = f(x)e ™™ %dy  and  f(z) = Z f(n)e%m'x.
T2
nez?
Moreover, for a function F' : C?> — C, the expression F(V)u will denote the distribution
with Fourier coefficients given by

F(V)u(n) := F(2rin)a(n).
For z € R?, we denote (z) := (1 + ]az\2)% Given N € Ny := NU {0}, we define II<y as the

sharp projection onto frequencies in the square [N, N]?, that is,

Movu(e) = ooy 3 An)e™,

n€Z?
In|oo <N

where for n = (n1,n2), |n|s = max; |n;|, and similarly, when u is vector valued,

HSNU_((/U) = (HSNmu(az),HSNﬂgu(x)).
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We also define Il y := Id — II<y and for N = —1, extend these projections to II<_1 =0

and II._; = Id. As II<y is the Fourier restriction to a cube with sides of length 2NV 4 1,

we can rewrite II<y as the composition of the Hilbert transform on each of the variables.

Thus, from the boundedness of the Hilbert transform on LP(T) for 1 < p < oo, we obtain
M<nullpeer2y S llullze(r)s

uniformly in the parameter N and for 1 < p < co. When N = 400, we set II< o := Id.
Given a vector u = (u, v)T, we use 7 and 7o to denote the projection onto the first and
second components of u, respectively. Namely, mu = v and mou = v.

2.1. Function spaces. We define the Sobolev spaces W®P and WP := WP x Wa—Lp
via the norms

lullwer = [(V)*ullr  and [ulfya, = [{V)ull, + (V) 0]l7,,

with the usual modification when p = co. Moreover, when p = 2, we write H := W2,
With this definition and (2.38)), it holds that for every t € R,

[S()ullre < e 2 |[ulpe. (2.1)
Following [18], for 0 < o < 1, we define the space
X% = {ueH" : S(thu e C([0,+00); W™a), [S(ul,,..

with the norm

Ses),

2
o

t
fullxe i=sup e [S(t)ully 2 (22
>0

We define X to be the closure of trigonometric polynomials in X under the norm | - || xa,
which makes (X, || - ||x«) into a Polish space. Note that for any ¢ > 0,

IS(t) | xesxce < €75. (2.3)
Moreover the following embeddings hold (see [18]):

HY s XY s WOS,
When o > 1, we simply define X¢ := H*, and, when o« > 1, the embedding H* — L™

implies that X is an algebra.
Similar to the spaces X and X, given a > 0, we let

Z% = {ueH* : S(thue C((0,+00);C), [St)ullee < 75},
and define Z% to be the closure of trigonometric polynomials in Z“ under the norm

t
[lu]| ze = supes||S(t)ul|ce. (2.4)
t>0

Now, (Z%,|| - ||ze) is a Polish space (see [51, Lemma 1.2]) and Z¢ — X°.

We define Littlewood-Payley projections as follows. Let ¢ : R — [0, 1] be a smooth bump
function supported on [—%, %] and ¢ = 1 on [—%,%]. For ¢ € R?, we set ¢o(&) := o(|€])
and ¢;(€) = ¢o(277€) — ¢o(277TLE) for j € N. For j € Ny, we define the Littlewood-Payley

projector Py as the Fourier multiplier operator with symbol

(9
@N(g) - deNO @(5)7
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where N := 2/, This gives a decomposition of a distribution

f=> Pnf

Ne2No

We recall the definition of the Besov spaces B, q(Tz) which are defined by norm:
lullzg, = [IN1Pxull 2] - (2:5)

We have B3, = H® for any o € R, and we define the Besov-Holder spaces C := B, .
We also define vector versions of these spaces as C* := C% x C*~! with the norm

[allee = [[mullge + [[m2ul|ga-1.
The Besov spaces have the following properties. See for instance [3].

Lemma 2.1. The following estimates hold.
(i) (interpolation) For 0 < s1 < s and 6 = £, it holds that

0 —0
lullzzsr S Il s llull 57 (2.6)

(ii) (embeddings) Let s1,s2 € R and p1,p2,q1,q2 € [1,00]. Then,

HU”B;}qu S HU”B;quz for s1 < s2,p1 < p2, and ¢1 = g2,
P P @)

ol . S lullon $ lllgg .
(iii) (algebra property) For any o > 0,
[uvlce < llulles llv]lce- (2.8)

(iv) (duality) Let o € R and p,p’,q,q € [1,00] such that % + 4= % + % = 1. Then,

P
uvdx
’]T2

(iv) (fractional Leibniz rule) Let p,p1,p2,p3,p4 € [1, 00| such that pll + p% =
Then, for all ¢ > 0, we have

< Jlullsg, Iollgs 29)

luvllgs < llullBg

g0 S llullBg,  Mlollcee + llullzes o] 5

o3 .
P49

(iv) (Sobolev embedding) Let 1 < ps < p; < 00, q € [1,00], and s3 > s1 —1—2(1%2 - pil) Then,

lull s < Nl s (2.11)
Given two functions f and g on T?, we can expand the product fg as
fg=rfeg+feg+foy

= Z Py f Pyg+ Z Py f Pyg+ Z Py f Pug. (2.12)
N<3M FM<N<2M M<$N

We will use the shorthand N < M for N < $M and N ~ M for M < N < 2M.
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Lemma 2.2. Let 51,590 € R and 1 < p,p1,p2,q < 0o such that % = p% + p%. Then, we have

1 @gllpzz, S 1 lmllgllsz. (2.13)
When s1 < 0, we have
1 @l e < 1131 Nl (2.14)
When s1 4+ so > 0, we have
1 @l e < 11531 ol (2.15)

In particular, if s; < 0 < so and s1 + so > 0, the mapping (f,g) — fg extends to a

; i15 S1 82 s1+s2
continuous bilinear map from B! X B2 to B)l2.

See [3] for proofs in the non-periodic case. We then have some useful consequences.

Lemma 2.3. Let 0 < a < s and 0 < 0 < 2(1 — s + ). Then,

1f gl S N lla—stallgllcs-ats, (2.16)
1fgllg=ste S N f | o-ossllgllo—sta- (2.17)

Proof. First assume that 0 < s < 1 and consider ([2.16]). Let p = ﬁ with 0 < %5 <l-s
2
sufficiently small so that p > 1. By Sobolev embedding and Lemma [2.2] we have

1£gllm== S NFgll 3o S W lm-srallgll o-aigs S U la-ssallgllos-ats. (2.18)

p,2 00,2

For (m),withp:pr%&ﬁand0<5<2(1—s+oz),when0<s<1:

1Fgllmr-sre S UGl 3o S WS Nars-arsllgll —ra-ys S U Nars-arsllgllo-sre.

p,2 00,2
1
If s > 1, then we instead first use the embedding Bf’g C H™* for both (2.I6]) and (217). O

2.2. A commutator estimate. Our main goal in this subsection is to give a proof of the
following commutator estimate.

Proposition 2.4. For any s >0 and 0 < e < %min(s, 1), it holds that
(V)* (u®) = 3u (V) ull L2 (72) S llullEre—sr2)- (2.19)

Whilst the estimate (219]) is far from optimal, it will be sufficient for our purposes as
we only require the regularities on the right-hand side of (2.I9]) to be strictly less than s.
We need two preliminary results before we can give a proof of (2.19]).

Lemma 2.5. For any s >0 and 0 < e < %s, it holds that
= 3062 © )12y S Nedlie (220)
Proof. We have

ut = %: {(P<anu)® — (P<yu)®} = %: Pyu[(P<onu)? + (P<onu)(P<nu) + (P<yu)?],
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so that
u? —3(u” ©u) =Y Pyu[(Pconu)’ — PS%N(ZE)} (2.21)
N
+ Y Pyvu[Peanu- Peyu— Py y(u?)] (2.22)
N
+)  Pyul(P<yu)® — PS%N(QB)] : (2.23)
N

We provide details only for estimating (221]) as the (222) and ([2:23) follow from similar
ideas exploiting the existence of at least two similar and large frequencies. We write

(P<anu)? — PS%N(Uz) = Po 1 n[P<anPryu - P<on Py, ul
N1,Ny (2.24)
+ P_1y[P<anPvyu - Paon Pyt — Pryu - Pyyul.

Let M € 2Yo. For the first piece on the right-hand side of (2Z.24]), we have

H Z PM[PNU-P>%N[P§2NPN1U'P§2NPN2U,H

N,N1,Na L?

< D lIPvu-Poyy[PoonPyu- PaoxPu,ul] |2

N,N1,N2
Ni~N>M

S Y IPvullzesl|Payul| 2| Py poe (2.25)

N,N1,N2
Ni~N>M

5( 3 <NN1N2>-<8-E>)uuH%”

N,N1,N2
Ni~N>M

< M2 u, .

Using the characterisation
2 2 2
17 ~ D M**|[ Parf |7,
M
we see that this contribution is controlled provided that 2s —4(s —¢) < 0, enforcing € < %s.
For the second piece on the right hand side of (Z24]), we further write it as
PS%N [PSQNPNlu . PSQNPNzu — PNlu . PNQU]
= PS%N [P§2NPN1U . P>2NPN2u — (P>2NPN1’LL)(PN2’LL)]

Again, we have at least that max(Ny, N2) 2 N in each of these terms, and we can proceed
similar to (2.25]) provided that e < %s. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 2.6. Given s >0 and 0 <e < %s, there exists a multilinear operator R such that

2
IVIF(feg) = Fe(VIg) = s> (9;f) @ (IVI"?0;9) + R(f. 9), (2.26)
j=1
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and R satisfies

IRCf, )2 S W flles-<llgll gy e

Lemma is well known in the case of R?; see the more general result in [3, Theorem
2.92]. For an argument in the periodic setting, we refer to [45] Lemma 13].

Proof of Proposition[2.7) We begin by writing
(V)8 (u?) — 3u®(V)*u =|V|*(u?) — 3u?|V[*u (2.27)
+ (V) = V) (@?) = 3u*((V)* = |V[*) (u). (2.28)

By the mean-value theorem,
[(n)* —|nl*| < (n)*™' forall neZ? (2.29)
If s <1, then (229) implies
(V) = IV 1) @) 2 S lulls- (2.30)
Otherwise, if s > 1, ([Z.10) implies
1(V)* = (V1) )l e S 1l S Ml oo el s (2.31)
for any € > 0. We also have by (2.29) that
lu®((V)° = V) ()l 2 S llulFoe el o1 (2.32)
Now (2.30), ([2:31), and (2.32) give
@28) < llullZs--.
For ([2.27)), we write

@20) =|V[*(u®) = 3|V[*(u? e u) (2.33)
+ 3|V (u? e u) — 3u’ e |V|°u (2.34)
+ 3u* @ |V|*u — 3u*|V[*u. (2.35)

First, we have
235) = —3(u2 o|V[fu+u*e IV[*u).
Using (2.15]) and (2.8), we have

lu? © [V ullpe S lu® @ |VPull s S Il?llos VPl -5 Sl llull

S o S llulde..

C% H c1

We obtain the same bound for u? © |V |*u by using (214]). Thus,
@33) < [fullge--

For (233), we use (220)). It remains to control ([2.34]) for which we use Lemma For
the remainder term, we obtain the bound < ||ul|?.._., after using ([Z8]). For the first term,
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we fix j = 1,2, and use (2.13) and (2.8)),
1@u*) @ (VP 205u)llze < D 1105 Pw (u?)) @ (IVI°~28; Pyu) 2

Ni<N2
S D 195Pn ()l 1V °20; Pyl e
N1 < N2
S D NITTENGTING T el e
N1 < N2
Now, if s > 1, taking € < % we may sum over the dyadics. If s <1, we need ¢ < %s. g

2.3. The white noise and stochastic convolution. The space-time white noise £ is
the unique (in law) random distribution such that {(¢, $)}¢cr2mxT2) is a family of centred
Gaussian random variables on a probability space (€2, F,P) with the property that

E[(& é)(&¥)] = (6, V) 2mxT2) (2.36)
for any ¢, € C°(R x T?). For t > 0, we set

Fi=0({{&9) : Bl ooyxr2 =0, ¢ € L*(R x T?)})

and we denote by {F;}¢>o the usual augmentation of the filtration {F;}¢>o (see [AT, p. 45]).
We define the stochastic convolution 1;(£) in a pathwise manner as the space-time dis-
tribution satisfying

(1:.(9), ¢>Lf,,x = V2(E(t), Loy < (V) *m2S(t — t,)*¢>Lf,yzv (2.37)

for all test functions ¢ = (¢1,¢o) " : T2 — R. Here, S(t) is the linear propagator for the
(damped) wave equation, and it is given by the formula

sin(¢[V sin(¢{[V
COS (t[V])1+ % [(V[] : ([g] jtin(t[v]) ’
—([V] + g57) sin(¢[V])  cos(t[V]) — 375

e

[NJES

(2.38)

where [V] := (3 — A)% For smooth ¢, the definition (2.38]) corresponds exactly to

1(6) = /0 S(t—t) < \/§<v>0—s s(t’)> dt'. (2.39)

It enjoys the following regularity property.

Lemma 2.7. Let 0 < a < s and N € 2 U{oc}. Then, Tl<nyt(€) € C([0, +00); Z%) almost
surely. Moreover, for every T > 0,

B s IMerhOomn| < C0T) (2.40)
Ne2Nou{oo}

where 1 < p < co.

Before we give the proof, we first recall a quantitative version of the Kolmogorov conti-
nuity criterion, which is a slight modification of [30, Lemma 2.4].
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Lemma 2.8. Given e > 0, j € Nyg, v € (0,1), 1 < p < oo, a Banach space X, and a
process F : [j,j + 1] — X that is almost surely continuous,
[1£(t) — F)|I%

p
[HFHC“/(]]-FH X)] € E[||F(j )HX] +j§t’8<112j+1E it — ¢[pte | (2.41)

Proof of Lemma[2.7, The almost sure properties and the moment bound (2.40) when
N = +o0 were proved in [I8, Proposition 2.7 and 2.8]. Note that this does not automatically
imply (2:40)), since the operator II<y is not bounded on C*. However, the estimate imme-
diately follows form the arguments in [18, Proposition 2.8], so here we highlight the main
modifications to the argument. For (240), a telescoping series argument and Minkowski’s
inequality shows that it suffices to prove that

E[HHSITt(@H% [0T]~Z&)] Sp,T 1, (2-42)
E[Meanrte(€) = LM o1, 20)) S M7 (2.43)

for some 6 > 0, and every M € 2o,

For shorthand, we define 1,(£5r) := T<op1(€) — Hap1e(€). To control the supremum
over t € [0,7] in (243]), we decompose [0, T] into unit intervals and then apply Lemma 2°§]
on each interval. We only discuss the first term on the right-hand side of (2.41I]). The
estimates required for the time-differences term in (2.41)) follow similarly using the strategy
below and the estimates in the proof of [I8, Proposition 2.7], up to the modification we give
below. Fix t € (0,7]. Recalling the definition of the Z¢
Minkowski’s inequality implies

1
BN S 3 cFE| s ISenIE]
TTeN T[T/ —1,T"]

To control the supremum over 7, we again need to use Lemma2.8 We again only discuss the
contribution from the first term from (2.41]). By Sobolev embedding and the Gaussianity

of £, we have

< (S EsE - v 60

n

L A

E[[(V)° 5 ST = D)h(€an)|Eyo,)]

where ¢,, = (e, (n)"'e,)". Using 237 and the frequency localisations from the difference
in 1:(£ar), which forces |n|o ~ M, we bound this by

1
e_T2< Z <n>2a+;§—2s—2>2 < 6_%M_(s_a_%),
In|oo~M
which gives (2.43)), as long as p > ﬁ Finally, (2.42]) follows similarly. d
3. THE FLow FOR ([I.T])

3.1. Review of well-posedness. In this section, we recall elements from [18] of the notion
of solution and associated well-posedness for the equation (LI). We view (L) in the
following integral formulation:

= S(t)ug + /Ot St —t) <\/§<V>0_S£(t,)> dt' — /Ot St —t) <(7T1u(zt,))3> at',  (3.1)
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where 71 denotes the projection to the first coordinate. Motivated by (B.]) and these
considerations about the stochastic convolution (239]), we define a solution of (LI]) in
terms of the first-order expansion [34, [0 [11]:

u(t) = ®y(uo,§) = S(t)uo + 1 (&) + w(t), (3.2)
where w = (w, 9;w) " solves the equation
' / 0 /
w@y:_%;su_t)anﬁqmﬁdﬂ@y+W@qﬁ>ﬁ, (3.3)

We note that the equation (B3] is chosen to be the mild formulation of the differential
equation
OFw + Oyw + (1 — A)w + 1 (S(t)ug + 1(€) + w(t))* =0,

which we obtain by inserting the ansatz ([B.2]) into the equation (IIl). We recall the well-
posedness statement for ([3.3]) below in Proposition [B.1]

In order to make the arguments in this paper rigorous, we require approximating finite
dimensional versions of (1)), which we describe now. Given N € 2% we define the
truncated system of (L3]) by

P ulN _ 0 —1 ulV I 0 0

N —oli-Aa 1 oN =N (HSNUN)3 " V2(V) =€ (3.4)
il U, .
()o -()

Solutions to (3.4 naturally decompose as:

u (t) = e yu™ (1) + o yu® (t) = un(t) + up(t),

where the low-frequency part uy(t) =: (un,vy) solves

unN _ 0 -1 unN _ 0 0
T D ) o)
uUN HSN’LL(] .
(o) =)
UN M<yuy
Lo,L

and the high-frequency part uﬁ =: (up,vy) solves the linear damped stochastic wave

equation:
uy 0 -1\ (uy 0
8t N - _ N
) (D )

u% 0) = I Nug ‘
vy 1T yuy
We write solutions uy to (35]) as
uy(t) = S(t)HSNU() + Tt(HgNg) +wn(t)
=: & (< yug, M né) + Wi (t).

where

O™ (1o, £) := S(t)up + (&) (3.8)
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is the solution map for the linear stochastic damped NLW, and wy solves

t
0
t)y=— [ S(t—t)II dt'. 3.9
() /o (= )Mew ((W1H<N(5(t')uo +1(6) +WN(t’)))3> (39)
We will occasionally use the fact that Tl< y®4" (ug, £) = @I (II< yug, < n&) without explicit
reference. We have the following global well-posedness results for (L)) and (B.9).

Proposition 3.1. [I8 Section 3] Let N € 2Y0, s >0, 0 < a < s, T >0, uy € X%, and
wo € H'. Then, the equations

t ) 0 /
w(t) = S(t)wo — /0 St —1t) <(7T1(S(t’)u0 100 + V(t,)))3> dt’, (3.10)

t , 0 ’
WN(t) = S(t)WO - /0 St—t )HSN <(7T1H§N(S(7f,)u(] + Tt’(f) + VN(t/)))?,) dt’, (3'11)

are almost surely globally-well posed in H'(T?). Moreover, the following hold true:

(i) With wy denoting the solution to BI1L) with wo = 0, for every N € 280 U {oo} and for
0 < a<sAl, it holds that

W N O 0,350 < CUM<nvuoll xa, [N T (E)llo(o,73,x00), T)- (3.12)
(ii) For every T' < oo, we have

im W —wnllcqrny =0 as.

The existence and uniqueness of w and wy is guaranteed by an application of Banach
fixed point theorem, which uses only the fractional Leibniz rule and Sobolev embedding.
The global bound ([B.12)) follows from a Gronwall argument on an energy quantity resembling
that of the Hamiltonian for the undamped, non-stochastic NLW; see [18, (3.12)]. The a
priori bound (BI2) is only of interest when s < 1. When s > 1, we still have global
well-posedness for w by a Gronwall argument with the energy

HN(U, U) = H(HSNU, HSN”);
(3.13)

1 1
H(u,v):= 5/ u? 4 |Vul? + v?dz + Z/ utdz.
T2 T2

We omit the details. See for example [§].

We remark that by regularity counting arguments, we expect w to be more regular than
H'(T?) and to belong to H!T(T?). This additional regularity can be justified a posteriori
from Proposition B.I, and we will make use of it later; see Lemma

Recall that forug € X®, and N € 2% we have

7 (uo: €) == u(t) = un(t) + uy(t), (3.14)

where uy has the decomposition (B7) and ux(¢) solves the linear equation ([B.6). When
N = oo, we write

D (ug; &) = Pr(ug; &) := S(t)ug + (&) + w(t), (3.15)
where w solves ([3.10)). We have the following convergence statement for the nonlinear flows.

Lemma 3.2. Let s > 0,0 < a < s, ug € X%, and T > 0. Then, ®) (ug,£) converges to
@4 (ug, €) almost surely in C([0,T); H*(T?)) as N — oo.
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Proof. When « < 1, this is immediate from (BI4]), (815]), and Proposition Bl (iii). When
a > 1, we can estimate the difference wy —w in H'** directly using the Duhamel formula-
tion and exploiting the convergence in Proposition 3.1l and the convergence of Il<y.S(t)ug
and IT<n1(§) in H™. O

3.2. Markov semigroups. In this section, we recall how the flows ([B.14]) and (3:I5]) gen-
erate Markov semigroups on X“. We denote by B, (X %) the space of measurable, bounded
functions from X to R, and by Cy(X?®) the space of bounded, continuous functions from
X% to R, both endowed with the norm

[Fl|pe == sup |F(ug)].
ugeEX“

Given N € 2Y0 U {oo} and F € By(X?), we define the family of bounded linear operators
PN Fw— PNF, by
PF () = E[F(®) (ug: )], ¢ =0, (3.16)

for every ug € X<, and P, := P;°. We recall from [I8], Section 4], that P; defines a Markov
semigroup. The same is true for the operators PtN , N € 2N defined using the truncated
flow. We state the main properties of the semigroups {PV}y. For the proof, see [I8|
Proposition 4.1, Lemma 4.2, and Proposition 4.3].

Lemma 3.3. Let N € 2V U {cc}. Then, the following hold true:
(i) Let ug € X®. Then the map [0,00) — X< defined by t — ®N (ug; &) is adapted with
respect to the filtration {Fi}i>0. In particular, for every t > 0,

@Y (w3 &) = @7 (ug, 19 4¢) (3.17)

(ii) For a.e. realisation of &, and for every t,h > 0, we have that

N (19, &) = @5 (2 (w0, Lo &), Re(Ljt.00))), (3.18)

where Ry is the (right) time translation by to, which is defined on space-time distributions
as an extension of the map Ryf(s,x) = f(s +t,x), for f € L] (R x T?).

loc

(iil) {®N }i>0 is a Markov process and {PN }1>0 is a Markov semigroup.

In fact, more than Lemma [3.3] (iii) is true; namely, the maps {®} };>0 satisfy the strong
Markov property (see [18] Section 4]), but we will not need this extra information in this
article.

4. MODIFIED MEASURES AND SAMPLE PATH PROPERTIES
4.1. Modified measures. The Gaussian measure jis in (L.G) can be formally written as
diis = Z7 eV dudv,

where

Golu,v) = % /T (VY0 + (V) dr. (41)
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Rigorously, we define fis := Law(u*) = Law((u“,v¥)), where (u*,v*) denote the following
pair of random Fourier series:

n (W in-xr w hn W) inx
u¥(z) = Z é%e and v (z) = Z (n§25)e ,

nez? nez?

where {gn}nezz and {h,},cz2 are families of standard complex-valued Gaussian random
variables conditioned so that g, = ¢g_, and h,, = h_,. More precisely, we define the index
set

A= (Z x Zy) U (Zy x{0}) U{(0,0)},

and let {gn, hntnen be standard complex valued Gaussian random variables, with g, ho
real-valued, and then define g_,, = Gn, h—, = h, for n € Z>.
Given N € 2%, we define the marginals

fis,n = (Il<n)sfis = Law((L<nu”, H<nv®)), (4.2)
fisn = (o)« fis = Law((Is yu®, T v o). (4.3)

By independence, we then have the decomposition
djis = djisn ® djity. (4.4)

We let Vv be the real vector space
Vn = span{l,cos(n - z),sin(n-z) : n € Ay},

where A%, := {n € Z* : 0 < |n] < N} N A, and put the usual scalar product on Vy. We
endow Vy X Vy with a Lebesgue measure Ly as follows: with

HSNU(‘%) = UN(‘T) = Z aneinfc’ a—n = ﬁ,
In|<N
we put ag = u(0), an,1 = Rey, and a2 = Imu, so that
un(z) = ag+ Z {an12cos(n-x)+ apa(—2sin(n - z))}. (4.5)
neAyy,

We then define Ly as the Lebesgue measure on Vy X Vy with respect to the orthogonal
basis

{1,{2cos(n - x), =2sin(n - x)}neay } x {1,{2cos(n - x), =2sin(n - ) }}neax, }-

For every N € N, the Gaussian measure ﬁst is invariant under the dynamics of the
high-frequency equation ([B.6]). Indeed, a tedious but straightforward computation shows
that

E[lF{mun}(t,n)*) = (n)™7* and E[F{muy}(t,n)’| = (n)~>

for all ¢ € R, and since ufv evolves linearly, Gaussianity is preserved.

As discussed in [41], 28], it is not clear how to study the quasi-invariance of the measure
jis in (6] under the nonlinear flow of (1) directly. Indeed, a renormalisation is needed
to make sense of the time evolution of G in (£1]). Thus, following [28], we define

on = Eg, [/Tz((v>sﬂ<zvu(a:))2d4 = Z L. log N. (4.6)

2
neen ™)
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Then, we set

Qs,n(u) = ((V)* TI<yu)? — on. (4.7)
We now define a modified version of (4.1]) by
Es n(u,v) = Gs(T<yu, dcyv) + Rs n(u), (4.8)
where
R, n(u) == g/p Qs. v () (T< yu)?da + i /TZ (< yu)tda. (4.9)
It follows from Parseval’s theorem that
Es n(u,v) =& n(u,v) + Hy(u,v), (4.10)
where

Esn(u,v) = %Az((v>m(V)HSNU)2 + (m(V)T<nyv)? + g /T2 Qs.n(w)(M<yu)de, (4.11)

where m(V) := /(V)2s — 1, and Hy is the energy in (3.13)).
The following lemma justifies the construction of the modified measures.

Lemma 4.1. Let s > 0 and 1 < p < oco. Then, there exists Ry € LP(fis) such that
Rs N — Rs in LP(jis) as N — oo. Moreover, there exists C, > 0 such that

—Rs,n(u)
;g% He N HLP(ﬁS) < C), < o0. (4.12)
Furthermore,
A}i_l)noo He—Rs,N(u,v) _ e~ Rs(u) HLT’(ﬁs) =0, (4.13)

and thus, for any o < s, the restriction to H°(T?) of the measures
i = Z, 5 e N dji, (4.14)
converge to a measure
di, = Z7 e Wy, (4.15)
in total variation, where Zs N, Zs € (0,00) are defined so that Us y and Us are probability

measures. In particular, Us and [is are equivalent; that is, Vs < jis and vice versa.

The convergence of {Rs y}nen was essentially proved in [41, Lemma 3.4]. The uniform
bound (@I2) is possible in view of the positivity of the term + [u*dz in (@J). Our proof
of Lemma M.1] is by now a standard application of the Boué-Dupuis variational formula
[5, 54] [I]. However, to our knowledge a proof for the whole range s > 0 does not appear
in the literature, so for the reader’s convenience, we will present some of the details in
Section 4.3l

Note that

Zs N ::/e_RSvN(“)dﬁs(u) = /e_RS’N(“N)du57N(uN). (4.16)

In particular, by Jensen’s inequality and Lemma [Tl there is a C' > 0 such that
inf Z; n > C > 0. (4.17)
NeN
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4.2. Pathwise properties. The goal of this section is to establish some properties that
sample paths of 7; and £ satisfy, building up to the uniform bounds on the truncated flows
®Y in Lemma 4 and Lemma We begin with samples of fis, which enjoy the following
regularity property.

Lemma 4.2. Let a < s. For u ~ jig, we have u € Z%* C C* almost surely. Moreover,
li P
Bl s Ien Ol | < CO.T) (118)
e2VoU{oo}
Proof. Clearly, the membership in Z is stronger than that in C%, so we focus on the former.
Using Sobolev embedding for some p < oo large enough so that % 4+ a < s, with ¢ > p,
Lemma 28 we have
2]
o

Eflully] S Y 5| sup [S(t)ul?
J q IS(tu = S(Eyl? s,
es S(j)u } + su E ,
JE% { [H Iy j<rraiZit [ |t — /|t ] }

b1

7=0 tE[],]—l—l] w

for some v > 0 to chosen later. It will suffice to control the norms of just the first com-
2

ponents of the vectors. For each fixed z € T2, (V)*" 27 S(j)u(z) is a mean zero Gaussian

random variable with a variance bounded by

2a+4
Var({V) +P7T15( )Sed Z % <e . (4.19)

By Minkowski’s inequality, the Gaussianity of <V>O‘+57T15 (7)u(z) and @I9),

1 a+2 . 1 _J 1
Bllmstl, . ;10 < B S mstui:| <ot

The factor e 9/2 ensures the summability of the first term in j. For the second term
we argue similarly using the mean value theorem to see that for each fixed z € T2,

(V>a+_7T15( thu(x) — <V>a+_7rlS( t")u(z) is a mean zero Gaussian random variable with
variance bounded by

20+2a+% ‘t o t/’2€

e—jz < S e_j\t— t/’26,

242
ne”L <n> ’

provided that 0 < § < min(1,s — a — —) Thus,

[IIS(t)u =Sl .,

’t _ tl‘l-i—’yl]-i-a

LTI\

P

—_al
Sef2g

sup [E
G<U <t<j+1

provided that v < 6 — % — % which is possible by taking ¢ sufficiently large and e sufficiently
small at the beginning. We then obtain

1
Efl[ufZe] < q2.
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As for (4.I8]), this follows in a similar way as for (2.40). In particular, by (3.8]) and the
triangle inequality, we only need to prove the bound for S(¢)ug, which further reduces to
showing

E [ 1 St uoll% o r1.0m] Spir L (4.20)
E[[[M<anr S (t)uo — MearS(#)uollZgo gy.coy) Spr M~ (4.21)
for some 6 > 0, and every M € 2Yo. Here, [E20) just follows from Sobolev embedding and

(ZT). Now, ([A21)) follows similar arguments as above in showing up € Z%, and we gain the
factor M ~Y from localisation to frequencies around M in the sum @I9). O

As our arguments in Section [5.3] require us to also control norms of the time evolution of
the function Qs n(u), we need to be more precise here about this quantity. For u € C%(T?),
we define

Qs(u) == lim Qs n(u) (4.22)
N—o0
in H*~%(T?), whenever this limit exists.

Lemma 4.3. Let o < s but sufficiently close to s. Suppose that u € C%(T?) is such that
Qs(u) emists in the sense of [A22), and let w € H'T*(T?). Then, Qs(u + w) ewists in the

sense of [@22) and satisfies
Qs(u+w) = Qs(u) + 2((V)* u) (V)*w) + ((V)*w)?. (4.23)
In particular, if u is distributed according to psy1, then almost surely Qs(u) exists, and

moreover, Qs(u) € C~5(T?) for any e > s — a, and Qs n(u) — Qs(u) in C=5(T?). Finally,
for ug distributed according to fis, Qs(m @4 (g, &)) exists almost surely and satisfies

E sup ”Qs,N(Wl@}tin(uOr 5))“%([0 T}, H—7) <C(T,p). (4.24)
Ne2Nou{oo} v

for any 1 < p < oo, o > 0, and where ®I" is the linear flow defined in (B.7).
Proof. For each fixed N € N, it follows by the definition (£.7]) that
Q&N(u + w) = Q&N(u) + 2(<V>SH§NU)(<V>SHSNU)) + (<V>SH§NQU)2. (4.25)

Then, the existence of Qs(u + w) is ensured by verifying that the right hand side of ([Z25])
converges as N — oco. The term Q, n(u) converges by our assumption on u. For the mixed
term ((V)*Il<yu)((V)*I<yw), we use (2ZI7) which is controlled provided that 1 +a—s >
s — a, which holds as long as a < s is sufficiently close to s. Similarly, ((V)*I<yw)?
converges to ((V)*w)? in H* % aslong as 1 +a — s > s — .

The second claim regarding functions u distributed according to ps+1 is essentially shown
in [28], (4.6), Proposition 4.3] and the required details are already encapsulated in showing
(4.24]), which we move onto now.

By a telescoping series argument, it is enough to show that

[HQS 1(7T1(I)hn(u07 ))”C’(OT -0 ] rgpff L, (4'26)
E[)|Qs.20 (1™ (10, ) — Qs v (m1 @™ (o, DIy 0 110 -)) Spr M7 (4.27)
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for 1 < p < oo and some § > 0. In particular, (£27)) also establishes that the se-
quence {Q,(m1 P (ug,¢))}n is Cauchy in this sense and thus Q4 (m @} (uy,£)) exists in
LP(Q; C([0,T]; H=?)). We only consider (£.27)) as simpler arguments suffice for (£.20)).

By Lemma [2.8] we have

E[HQSQM(m(D?n(uO,f)) - Qs,M(qu)?n(uov5))“2([]-73'4_1} H,[,)]

1 e (8) = Qunt (). (4.28)

p
SE[IQum(®)If ]+ e .

}E[
J<H<t<j+1
where v < 0 — %, for some 0 < § < 1, and

Qs 1 () = Qs 20 (M @™ (10, €)) — Qs 1r (124 (g, £)).
For each fixed t > 0, the law of ®}"(ug,£) is fis, so then

E || Qum (-] = B[l Qe ()]

2

1 1 1

< S - i

Y Y e ¥

n#0 n=ni+ng j=1 M<|n|<2M
3j€e{1,2},In;|~M

< (log M)M ™2 + M2,

which is acceptable as o > 0. The Wiener Chaos estimate (see [46, Theorem I1.22] and [49,
Proposition 2.4]) then implies a similar result for any finite p > 2. Moreover, by the Wiener
Chaos estimate, for the second term in (4.28]), it is enough to show that

E[I1Qur(t) = Quar(®) 3| S It — ¢, (4.29)

where v < 6 — % and for some 0 < # < 1. By expanding the definition of the H~7 norm,
(@29)) follows from

E[|F{Quar(t) = Quart)}m)[*] < It — ¢ (n) 22042001, (4:30)

for any n € Z. We compute

2
Homym = > ]I

n=ni+nz
0

z(t,n;) |z(t,m)]? — 1
) Loy D (m)? (4.31)

> M<|m|<2M
n
3j€{172}7|nj‘NM

Stn) = e <(cos(t[n]) Dy ) i 4]

+ \/[575]”> / o5 sin((t — t’)[n])dﬂn(t/))

0
Then, taking the difference of the first term in (@31 at times j < ¢ <t < j + 1, with the
absolute value squared, and using the mean value theorem, we find

Z max((n1), (n2))* It — /20 < |t — ¢/|26 ()~ 2+20+20 =3
~ )

(n1)?(n2)? (4.32)

n=ni+ngz
max(|n1l,|nz|)~M
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provided that 0 < 8 < 1. When n = 0, we need to use that fact that for each fixed ¢ > 0
and m € Z, z(t,m) is a standard complex Gaussian random variable so

‘Z(t7m)‘2 -1= ‘Z(t7m)‘2 - E[’Z(tam)’2]
Then, ([£30) follows in this case since
E[(|2(t,m1)? — [2(t',m1)[)(|2(t, ma)|? — |2(¢',ma) )]
= Oy o Bl(|2(8,ma) |2 — [2(t',ma) )2,

and thus
2 1 _
E[|F{Quur(t) = Quu(NOP’| St = ¢ 37 oy S o= ¢ PIM2+2
[m|~M
for any 0 < 6 < 1. This completes the proof of ([@30]) and thus also ([Z29). O

We now show that ([AI8) and (£24) also hold for the nonlinear flow ®; of (LIJ). To
this end, we need to exploit that w belongs to the higher regularity space H'*t*~¢ for any
e > 0, namely, one full degree better than that of the initial data uy and the stochastic
convolution 1,(§). It is convenient to verify this a posteriori relative to the results from
Proposition Bl In particular, the following results hold pathwise.

Lemma 4.4. Let 0 <o <a<s, T >0, and ug € X*. Then, for every N € 2% U {oo},
wy(t) € C([0, T); HITY(T?)), and whenever

sup  sup (| Men @™ (w0, )l z + IMent(@llze) SR (433)
Ne2Nou{oo} t€[0,T

for some R > 0, there exists C(T, R) > 0 such that

sup sup {”HSMWN(t)Hca’ + ”WN(t)H’HHa} < C(T,R). (4.34)
N,Mc2Nou{co} t€[0,T

Proof. By [BI1]), (210), the fractional Leibniz rule, and the definitions of the space X, we
get
t t—t'
W (t)]lgg+a 5/0 e 2 (IS0 + (&)1 %e + W () [5,)dt'. (4.35)

Now, the bound in H'*® in [@34) follows from [#33) and (BI2). For the C%-norm in
([@34), we use the embedding H'T+¢ < € for any € > 0, the boundedness of II<y; on
H1*T and the bound in H'** that we just proved. O

We now obtain a uniform control on the transport of the renormalised quantities Qs /.

Lemma 4.5. Let 0 < a < s such that s — a < % Given T > 0 and R > 0, suppose that

sup  sup ([|Qs,ar(m @™ (0, &)l ra—s + |M<ar @™ (o, &)llce + | M<arTe(€)]2e) < R.
Me2No te[0,T)

Then, there exists a constant C(T, R) > 0 such that

sup  sup HQS,M(m@iv(uo,f))HHo‘ﬂ < C(T,R). (4.36)
N,Me2No te[0,T)
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Proof. By Sobolev embedding, our assumption, and (£34]),

(V) MIcprwny (8))? | gra-s < Imllcarwn (B)|[yes S Imwn O,y < C(R,T),
uniformly in M and N, and where we used that s + % <14 «a, when s —a < % Next,
using (2.17)) and ([@.34]), we get

1((V)* T <ar®;™ (w0, €)) (V) millearw (t)) | o
S IV a4 (o, €)oo (V) 1w (8) | oot

< ImI< @™ (ug, €) || ca || m1w N ()| frova

< C(R,T),
provided that ¢ < 1. Combining these estimates, recalling (3I4]) and (B.7) and then
applying (£.23]) and the triangle inequality yields (4.30)). O

4.3. Proof of Lemma (4.1l First, we note that (4.I3]) follows from (4.12)) and the conver-
gence in measure from of (49]), which in turn follows from immediately from Lemma A3l
We thus focus on establishing (£12]). We set p = 1 as the argument is identical for any
finite p > 1. We now state the Boué-Dupuis variational formula [5 54]; the current version
can be found in [19, Lemma 2.6].

Lemma 4.6. Let Y be distributed according to (my)«jis and N € N. Suppose that F :
C>(T?) — R is measurable such that E[|F_(Il<xY)[P] < oo for some p > 1, where F_
denotes the negative part of F'. Then, we have

logE[e—F(HgNY)} < E[ sup. { — F(IInY + M<pO) — %”euiﬂﬂ}], (4.37)
OcH+s *

and the expectation |E = Ep is an expectation with respect to the underlying probability
measure P.

In the following, we simply write Yy for IIxY and Oy for II<yO.
Lemma 4.7. Let s > 0. Then, given any finite p > 1, we have
E IV 1. + Qe (YWl ] < Cep < o0,
for any € > 0, and uniformly in N € N
We omit the proof of Lemma [4.7] as it follows similarly from [28], (4.6), Proposition 4.3].

Proof of Lemma [{.1] @12)). In view of (£I6]), we apply Lemma with F' = R, n. Note
that the assumptions in Lemma [£.6] are trivially satisfied as the bounds may depend on N.
From (A.37), we have

log Zyy SE|_sup { = Ron(¥v +0x) = §1Onne. | (4.38)
e S

By Holder and Young’s inequalities, we have
3 3 4 1 4
YN@Nd.Z' + YN@Nda; < C”YNHL4 + —”@N”L4. (439)
T2 T2 100
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Thus, (4.39) implies

1 1
~5 L0 +0)'de < —ellOxlfs + ClYx L

Next, by (29), (Z10), [2.7), for every § > 0, there exists Cs > 0 such that

< Qs N(YN) I -5 (YN + GN)Z”B%

11

S Qs N(YN) [l -5 YN + On|lp2 ||V + @N”BE
1

S Qs N(YN) | -5 YN + On|[L2[|YN + On| 1=
< Cs(1 4+ 1Qs (YNl 52 (1 + YN |l 2)?
+o(lOn s + 1O [1Z1+5)-

/T Qu(YW) (Vi + Ox)%dr

By Holder and Young’s inequalities, we also have
[ yvon (i + on)Pda] < Cota 4 ¥l )! + Sl I
T

for any § > 0. Thus, by (@41)) and ([£42), we have

— [ Qua¥i + Ox) (¥ + O
T

< —/ Q&N(YN)(YN + @N)2dx — 2/ YN@N(YN + @N)2da;
T2 T2

< CUQs N (YNl -5 1YL=, [Ynllzoe) + 8(1O | o + [On1F15),

where C(xz,y, z) is polynomial in its arguments. Therefore Lemma [L.7] implies

;%%E[C(HQS,N(YN)HC%, YN e, [[YN [l Lo )] < oo

23

(4.40)

(4.41)

(4.42)

(4.43)

Combining (4.40) and (4.43]) in (£38) and choosing § > 0 sufficiently small, we have shown

log Zs v < C+E[ sup { - g|Ons — 3lOn 704 }] < C,
OcH!+s
uniformly in N € N. This completes the proof of (L12]).

5. ON THE TRANSPORTED DENSITIES

5.1. Functional derivatives. For vector-valued functions u and v, we define an inner

product on L?(T?) x L?(T?) by
(u,v)p2xp2 = (u1,v1) 2 + (U2, v2) 2,

and we denote the Fréchet derivatives as follows: if F': S(R)? — R, then

dF‘ll[f] F(u+ Hf) = <DUF7f> = <au1F7 f1> + <8u2F7 f2>

0=0

_ 8
-~ d
and, if F is also C?, then we define the second functional derivative

d
D?F|,[f, h] == —

a0 dF‘u—i—@h[f] = <(D121F) [h]7f>

0=0
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and the Hessian D2F can be further expanded as

2. F 02 . F
D*F — < U1t U1t )
u Oy V' 05,0, F
In the finite dimensional setting, we can relate the functional derivatives Dy, to the
derivatives with respect to the Fourier coefficients {ag, an 1, an.2}ne A% of uy as in (45H]). In

particular, by the chain rule, we have

L —

Qa1 ' = Rem(n), Oan o F = Imm(n), and  Ogy F = 0y, F(0),
so that
Oun F(x) = 0o F + Z {04, F -2cos(n - ) + Oa, , F - (—2sin(n - z))}.

neAy

5.2. Transported densities. In the following, we fix N € 20 and consider the truncated
system (B.5). Using H<n&(t) = 321, <n df,(t)e™ . ([3.5) is then a finite dimensional system
of SDEs for the Fourier coefficients {(ao, an,1,an2), (bo, bn.1, bn,2)}neA}‘\,- We use (45) as a
bijection between (upy,vy) and the coefficients {(ao,an,1,an,2),(bo,bn,hbn,z)}ne/\;\,- We
write ([B.35]) in the Ito formulation:

d <Z§> = {JV(UN,UN)H(uN,vN) - (&) }dH— V2 (8 H<N(<)V>‘S> (da/) . (5.1)

where
0 1
e (_1 0),

and V(yy on) = (Ouy,0uy) is the gradient with respect to the variables (uy,vy). With
respect to Vn x Vi, we associate to (5.1) the (adjoint of the) infinitesimal generator:

LNF = =diviyy o) [(JVH)F] 4 diviy, o) [ <0 1> <U§> F]

(5.2)
+ Tr | D? 0 0 F
(un,wn) \ O H§N<V>_28 :
As div(yy vy /VH = 0, we rewrite (5.2]) as
>kNIT = _{H7 F} + diVUN (UNF) + diVUN [VUN(<V>_2SF)]7 (53)
where
{H,F} := Oy H,Ouy F) — (Ouy H, Opy F), (5.4)
and
N
divey [F(0)] == div(py by y.) F(0) = 0 F+ Y (0, F + Oy, F).
n=1
Note that

divyy [oNF] = (|AN|+ D F + (vn, Ouy F).

Let uy(t) denote the almost sure global-in-time solution to (5.1)) with initial data ug y,
as guaranteed by Proposition B.1] and recall the decomposition

upy (t;u9,€) = S(t)ug v + My (&) + Wi (?).
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These solutions generate a Markov semigroup
PiF (o) = E[F(un(t; 10, )],

and the push-forward measure v; n := (ﬁt)*LN is a weak solution to the Fokker-Planck
equation:

{@%,N =L N (5.5)

’Yt,N’t:O = e_ES;N(quvN)dLN7

where E, y is as in (£I0). See [4], Proposition 1.3.1].

Lemma 5.1. For each N € 20, there exists hlY € C12([0,00) x R2IANIHDY such that
YN = hNdLy, and hi¥ satisfies

3thi\7(u07N)’t:0 _ ﬁ*(e—Es,N(uo,N)) = —{H, 587N}(u07N)e—Es,N(UO,N)7 (5.6)
and
{H, & n}(uon) = (vn, 3(V)*[(V)un - ui] — (V)** (u}y) + 3Qs N (un)un). (5.7)

Proof. As the coefficients of the operator £* are smooth and the initial datum e~ s~ (10.n)
is smooth, Hérmander’s condition ensures that vy xy = hi¥dLy and h)¥ € C°°°([0,00) x
R2(IANIF1) " The first equality in (5.8) follows from (55 and the second equality follows
from (5.3), (54), [@I0), and the fact that {H, H} = 0. In particular, we have

divey [Vo, ((V)72e750M)] = —(JAN ]+ De™ 5 — (v, Boye™ V) = ~divy, (uye™ ).
Finally, for (5.7), a direct computation from (4I1]) shows that
OunEs,N(un,vN) = (V)25 — 1)(V)2upn + 3(V)* ((V)un - ud) + 3Qs,N(un)un,
DunEs, N (un,vn) = (V) un — v,
and from (B13]), we have
Ouy H(un,vn) =uny — Auy + u‘?v and Oy H(un,vn) = vn.
Then (5.7) follows from (5.4]), and using that (V)2 =1 — A. O
We define
gt (o) i= €PN oM (ug ), (5-8)
which is the transported density of the truncated probability measure
dpsn = Z e BN ondLy = 7\ e fan(woldi . (5.9)

We extend g;¥ to all of X® by defining g;¥ (ug) := g{¥ (Il<yup). In the following key result,
we show that g/ is the transported density of the measure (P})*#s y with respect to 75
as well as obtain good long-time LP-bounds for g/¥ when restricted to compact sets.

Lemma 5.2. Let s > 0 and N € 2Y0. Then, it holds that
d(PN)*vs,n

1
s N (5.10)

g (ug) =
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Moreover, for a > 0 such that s — a < %min(l, s) and K C RZANTY ¢ compact set, there
exists 0 < 7(K,N) < 1 such that

g (won)| < 1+ t({H, & n}(ugn) +1) (5.11)
for all0 <t < 7(K,N) and ug y € K. Furthermore, given R > 0, let
Kp:= {uo  sup (IM<yugllea + [|Qs,n (T110)]| ra—s) < R} (5.12)
€

and Kr N = l<nyKgr. Then, Kr N is pre-compact in R2UIAN I+ gnd

sup Hgiv(uo)lKR,N (HSNUO)HIZP(JS " < COeC(R)(pT(KR,N7N))2 (5'13)
0<t<7(Kg,n,N) '

for all 1 < p < oo, and where the constants cq, C(R) do not depend on N € 2No,
Proof. We first show (5.10). Recalling (£14) and (£4]), we have

s N = Po,N @ [z n- (5.14)
Let A C Il<xyX“ and B C II.yX® be measurable sets. Then, as II<y¢ and IIs € are
independent and, for fixed ug, Il<y®} (ug, &) and Iy @i (ug, &) depend only on <&
and Tl &, respectively, the random variables Tl<y® (ug, ) and s xy @1 (ug, &) are in-

dependent. Thus, using (5.14]) and the invariance of ﬁsl n under the linear high-frequency
flow T NP (ug, €), we obtain

[La(Tenuo) (0 o) d(PYY ()
— [ E[LaTen®] (a0, €) Lo (1L x O} (0, )] d7. v
— [ BlLaen® (a0, O)ELA(IL N0 (0, €))d.y
— [ BLaen® (w0,6)] [ BLo(n e 0,67 d7.x
~ [ 1801t yuo) [ B} (00, €))1d7 iy

:/1A(H<NUO)1B(H>NU_0)giV(U_Q)dﬁs7N.

As this holds for all such sets A and B, we conclude (5.14)).

We now move onto the latter claims in the lemma. By Lemma Il and (G.8),
gV € CY2([0,00) x R2IANIFDY) and satisfies g) (ugn) = 1 and Oig (uon)|i=0 =
—{H,E n}Hugn). As Oigi(ugn) is uniformly continuous on [0,1] x K, there exists
0 < 7(K,N) <1 such that for all 0 < ¢ < 7(K,N), and ug ny € K,

10:97 (wo,n) — BegyY (wo,n)|1=0| < 1. (5.15)

For up vy € K, and 0 <t < 7(K, N), Taylor’s theorem implies

98 (ao,n) = 1+ t[(9eg] (wo,n))le=0 + (99, (wo.n)) = — (99" (wo,n))le=0],

for some 0 < ¢’ < 7(K, N). Then, (511)) follows by using (5.15)).
We move onto the claims regarding the set Kg n. Since the C* norm controls the Fourier
coefficients of ug n, Kgr n is bounded, and hence pre-compact. We now show the bound
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(GI3). Let 7p := 7(Kgr N, N). From (5.11]), the inequality 14z < e* for any = € R, ({.12),
([44]) and Cauchy-Schwarz, we have

g (o) ey (e o) 755, )

< / 1+ 7r({H,E N} (uon) + 1)[PLgp  (wo,n)dls v

< / PTRUHE NI (g \)dT,

< Z;Jl\fepTRHe—Rs,N(U)HLQ(ﬁS)(/e2pTR{H7gs,N}(uO,N)1KRVN(UO’N)d[L)S’N) . (5.16)

Recall that for ¢ € C°°(T?), the random variable (vy,¢) is a centered complex-valued
Gaussian with variance ||II< N<25H%175(T2)' Moreover from (51), {H,E&; n} can be written as

(V)*un, W(upn)), where
W(un) = 3[(V)*un - ud] — (V)5 (u}) + 3(V) " (Qs,n (un)un).-

Thus, from (5.7) and the independence of the random variables vy and uy, we have

/€2pTR{H’gS’N}(uO’N)1KR,N(UO,N)d,Js,N
< /1W1KR,N(UN)/€2pTR{H’gS'N}(u0'N)dMs,N(UN)dMsH,N(uN)

T 2 w 2
N /1W1KR,N(UN)62(p RV gy v ().

It follows from (2.I6)), (Z19]), and the definition of K y, that there exists C' > 0 such that
W(un)lz. < C(R® + RY).
for uy € m Kg n. Inserting this bound back into (5.16]) and using [I7) yields (5.13). O

5.3. Lifted Markov semigroups. For ¢ > 0 and 0 < a < s, we define the space
Z={ee 701 5([0,00) x T2) & 1,(€) € C([0,00); Z

a+s

> )h

with the norm

l€llz = lellcars-=(oeyc1-2) + 1Ml ) o2

It is clear from (2.37)) that (2, - [|z) is a Polish space. We view = := Law(1jg oo)x12§) as
a probability measure on Z. More precisely, for any F': Z — R, we have

In the following proposition, we show that for each N e 2No {0}, the Markov semigroups
{P}N ;>0 lift to Markov semigroups on the product space (X® x Z,is v ® Z).

Proposition 5.3. Given N € 20 U {oc}, there exists a Markov semigroup UYN on X x Z
such that

PNV N@E=UN) (vsn @ E). (5.17)
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Moreover, the Radon-Nikodym derivative
AU ) s,y ® E)
d(ﬁs,N ® E) .

exists and is equal to gl (ug) for almost every (ug,&) with respect to s x ® =, where gi¥

was defined in (5.8]).
Proof. For F € By(X® x Z), we define the operator U} : By(X® x Z) — By(X* x Z) by
U F (w9, €) = F(®7 (u0;€), Ri(Lj,00)6)), (5.19)

and claim that {¢¥ }>0 is a Markov semigroup. We only need to check the semigroup
property. Note that R(1j00)€) = 1jo,00) e for any ¢ € R. Given #1,t2 > 0, and using
BI7) and BI8]), we have
ut]:[-i-tzF(uO?g) = F(q)i\lf-i-tz (u()a 6)7 Rt1+t2(1[t1+t2,oo)£))

= F(O (D} (10 10,1)); R (Lt5,00)))s Rey Lty 00) B €)

= F(O (PP (105 €); 10,00 Rto), By 1ty 00) L(0,00) Reo)

= ug(F(@g(um5)7Rt21[t2,oo)€))

= U} o U)F(up, ).

This proves the semigroup property.

We now show (5.I7) and, at the same time, that this density is equal to g/¥. Note that
for any ¢ > 0, 1j9 4§ and Ryl )€ are independent. Then, given A C X and B C Z be
measurable and using (5.10), we have

/1AXB(UO,£)d(utN)*(’73,N®E) =/1A(<I>iv(u0,g))lB(Rtytm)g)dEdﬁs,N

FN (g, €) := (5.18)

= /E[lA(q)iV(um1[0,t]§))1B(Rt1[t,oo)€):| dvs N
= /E[]-A(q)iv(u(bl[O,t}g))]E[]-B(Rtl[t,oo)g)}dﬁSJV
— [ Lon(uo A(PY) 7y )

— [ Lasn(u0, 95 (w)d(7y 9 2).
(5.20)
As this identity is true for all such measurable sets A and B, we get that f¥ = g/ a.e. O

In order to establish the absolute continuity result, we need to argue locally in the
function spaces, which necessitates keeping track of the flow. For a fixed measurable set
K C X% and t > 0, we define

BN = {(up,€) : @) (ug, ) € K forall 0 <t/ <t} (5.21)
These sets behave well with respect to the Markov semigroup " in the following sense.
Lemma 5.4. For every t,7 > 0, and K C X% measurable, it holds that
1w (uo,€) = U (1 ) (w0, €)1 v (o, €). (5.22)
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Proof. Suppose that (ug,§) € Eﬁf Using (519), (5:21), and (B.I8]), we have

Uiv(lEtN,K)(UOyf) = 1EZV’K(CI)7J—V(1107€)7Rr(l['r,oo)g)) = LN (uo.0)eK v vefrr+g3 (10, €) = L.

Moreover, by the inclusion
ER c BNK (5.23)

for any 0 < t2 <t1, we have that 1 v« (uo,§) = 1.

Next, assume that (ug, §) ¢ Eﬁf Then, there is a t € [0, 7+¢] such that @} (uo, &) ¢ K.

Iftg € [0,7], then 1 vk (up,§) = 0. Ifinstead ¢y € (7, 7+, then MﬁV(IEN,K)(uO,ﬁ) =0. O
T t

We now obtain an analogue of Proposition [5.3]for the localised measures (75 y ®Z)1 vk
t

Lemma 5.5. Let N € N, K C X% be measurable, t > 0, and EtN’K be as in (B2I)). Then,

the measure (UN)*(Fsny @ E)1 Nk ) has a density with respect to the probability measure
t

Vs, N ® 2 and we set

AUN ) (Fo © D)1 s

N,K L
fi7 (o, &) = CACE) : (5.24)

)

In particular, the following properties hold:
() V" (ag, &) > 0 for Us N @ 2 almost every (up,§),
(i) V" (ug,€) = 0 for almost every (ug,€) € (X*\ K) x Z,

(iii) ftN’K(uo,ﬁ) < gN(ug) for almost every (ug,&).

Proof. The existence of (5.24]) and consequently (i) is immediate from the existence of f
which we showed in Proposition 5.3l We move onto showing the properties (ii) and (iii).
First, by the definition (5.24]) we have

/F(uoyf)ffV’K(uo@)d(ﬁs,N ®E) = /(UtNF)(U-Oaé‘)lEthK(umg)d(ﬁ&N ®Z)  (5.25)

for any F' € By(X* x Z). By choosing F' = 1xa\g(ug) in (.23 and noting that EiV’K is
disjoint from {®} (ug, &) € (X*\ K) x Z}, we obtain

/ Loz (0) £ (. £)d(yw © ) = 0. (5.26)

Property (ii) now follows from property (i) and that ftN’K > 0.
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We move onto showing property (iii). For F € By(X® x Z) such that F' > 0, (5.29)),
(5:23) and (5.19]), we have

/F(u(]vé.)ftN’K(uOvé.)d(ﬁs,N ® E) = /(Z/[{NF)(U(],g)lEtN,K(UO,g)d(ljs,N ® E)

< [ UV F)(ag, )1k (@] (u,€))d(Ts vy ® E)

F(ug, €)1k (o) Y (w, §)d(Fsn @ E)

F(u, )1k (10)g; (0)d(7s v ® ),

/

_ / UN (F1i) (w0, €)d(7s 5 © E) (5.27)
/
/

which proves (iii). O
5.4. LP bounds on densities. The key ingredient for the proof of Theorem [I1] is the
following long-time LP bounds on the truncated densities ftN K

Proposition 5.6 (Uniform long-time bounds on densities). Let s >0, 0 < a < s be as in
Lemmal52, T >0, R >0, and Kg be as in (5.12). Then, it holds that

sup  sup [|f" "R | Lo, yez) < C(R,T.q) (5.28)
Ne2No te[0,T)

for any 1 < g < oo.

Proof. To simplify the notation, we write K in place of Kg. First, we will prove that

1
Hft]j—{{”[ﬂ"(ﬁs,N@E) S quj—mKHLp(,js’N@E)HftN7K Zr(pfl) 9 (529)

P=r (U5, N®E)

forany 0 < 7,t <T suchthatt+7<Tand 1 <r <p< oo.
Let F € Cy(X® x Z). Then, by (5.22), the semigroup property of U}, (5.23), and
Holder’s inequality,
[P0, 075 (0 7 0 2)
— [P0, gy (00, Ty )
= /Uiv(UtNF)(uoyf)uiv(lEthK)(uoyf)lEy’K(UO,f)d(ﬁs,N ® E)
= /uj-v((utNF)lEtN’K)(UOa5)1E£\”K(u07f)d(JS,N ® =)
= [ £ (a0, U F) a0, €)1 gy (wn, )y 9 2)

S HfiV’KHLP( )H(utNF)lEtN’KHLP’(ﬁs,N®E)' (5.30)

ﬁs,N®E
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Now using the definition (5.19) and (5.22]), we have
@ )L gy, gom) = / U (IF|)1 e (w0, )d (s @ E)
~ [ 1F 0,915 (w0, 9dn 0 2). (531)
for any 1 < ¢ < co. Using (5.3])) in (5:30), we then have
[P0, (w0, i 9 2)

< oy am IF - £

LP (7, N®—)
NSt

_rp_

= Hf—;]-V’KHLp(ﬁSyMgE)HFHU (U5, NQE LP=7 (75, NQE)

= HfiV’KHLp(ﬁS,Nega)||F||Lr-’(ﬁs,N®5)HftN’K‘ rp=1)

L p=7 (U5, N®F)
Thus, by duality we establish (5.29)).

We now iterate (5.29). We choose the time-step 0 < 7 = 75 = 7(Kg,N) < 1 from
Lemma and break the time interval [0,7] into J = [%] many sub-intervals of width
TR > 0. We let t; := jrg for j =0,1,..., J and note that 0 < jrp < T For g9 > 0 to be
_, recursively by

chosen sufficiently small, we define p :=

;D
r =3¢ and 71 =—7I"—.
1 q j+1 ptr—1
Note that 1 < rj;; <rjforall j=1,...,J—1andr; = %‘;’;1). Using that the sequence
{r; }3]:1 is decreasing, we have
J—1 J—1 2
ri(r; —=1) _ry 2
7"1_7‘]: ',"-_7‘»1 = S—JST(L:OT
]Z::l(] 1) ;Iﬂrm—l p !

Thus, by choosing

. in(97,1
g0 = ¢eo(q,T) = min (Tl—l’ %{1’)) >0

we ensure that p > 2¢—1 > g and ry —rj < ¢q. In particular, ry > 2q. For j =1,...,J—1,

(5:29) implies

N,K N,K N,K
||ftj+1 HLTJ'“(I?S,N@E) < || TR ||Lp(1757N®E)Hftj HLT'j(,js’N®E)

.G\

Therefore,
>
N,K k=0 (p"Hk
1, e @, vom) < [F ”Lp(,,s ;,p®)
foreach j=1,...,J. As
(o]
Z Nk 1= b
(p »

k=0
Holder’s inequality then implies

NK :
max £ | 20w, yez) < max (LIS e, vom)- (5.32)
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Now recalling that we chose p such that prgp = ¢ ! and using Lemma (ii)-(iii), Propo-
sition (.3} and (5.I3]), we have

N,Kr|J N J
”fTR R”Lp(ljs’N(@E) S ”gTR]'KR(uO)HLP(ﬂSYN)

< llgm Lriey ir (Men o) |70, o) (5.3
5.33

1L

= (Hg—Jr\;lKR,N (HSNHO) ||§,p(,78’N))

< " exp(C(R)Tey") =: C(R, T, q),
uniformly in N € 2Y0. Returning this bound to (5.32]), establishes that

N.K ~
jf}é?fJ|’ftj | 224(5, yom) < C(R, T, q) (5.34)

)

uniformly in N € 2o,

Now we obtain L? bounds for every t € [0,T]. Let t € [0,7] and assume that ¢ is not
an integer multiple of 7. If t € (0,7g), then Lemma (ii)-(iii), Proposition (5.3 (5.13])
imply

sup || £ | o, yez) < C(R,T,q) (5.35)

te[0,7x] B

uniformly in N € 2Y0. Now we assume that ¢t > 7z. There is a k € N (depending on N)
such that k7p <t < (k + 1)7g. By repeating the arguments leading to (5.29]), we find that

N,K N.K N,K 7o
i oo vez) < ikl oo @ vem) | frry ”pmpfp

for any 1 < r < p < co. We choose r = p+22q5_1 so that % = 2q. Moreover, since

p > 2q — 1, we have r > ¢. It now follows from (534)), (535), and Holder’s inequality that

sup [ " Lo, yom) < C(R, T, q)° (5.36)
Ne2No
As t € [0,T] was arbitrary, (5.35) and (5.36) complete the proof of (5.28]). O

5.5. Proof of Theorem [I.1l. Let s > 0,0 < a < s be as in Lemma 52l Let T > 0. For
L > 1, define the set

Dry = {(uo,ﬁ) eX*xZ:

sup  sup([1Qu,ar (m1 @™ (0, )l e+ + IMans @ (w0, ) lco + [Manrhi(€) 12 ) < L.
Me2No te[0,T)

and let 0 < o/ < «a be sufficiently close to «a so that (s,a’) also satisfy the conditions in
Lemmas [4.4] [15] and Then, for any F' € Cy(H* (T?)) such that F > 0, Lemma B2,
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and Lemma 1] imply
/F(UO)d(,Pt)*ﬁs = /(PtF)(uo)dﬁs
:/E[F(cpt(uo,g))]dﬁs

= lim [ E[F(®} (uo,&))]di

N—oo

= lim [ E[F(®} (ug,&))]ds N (5.37)

N—oo

= lim [ F(®) (ug,&))d(7sn @ E)

N—oo

<timsup [ 1p,., (a0, F(B (wn. €))7y 2)

N—oo

T limsup / 15, , (0, &) F (@) (10, ))d(7, x © ).

N—oo

It follows by Markov’s inequality with (3.7), [2.40), (4.18]), (£24) that

‘ [ 105, (00 F (@ (0, 70 0 5)| < T2

<
- L

(5.38)

From Lemma [£.4] and Lemma [£.5] we see that if (ug,§) € Drr, then (ug,§) € EiV’Kc(L’T),
where Kc(r, 1) is a set of the same form as Kg in (B.I2) but with radius C(L,T) and «
replaced by /. Consequently,

102 (00, P (w0, €)d(x 9 2)
</ 1 e (20 EVF (2] (0, ) @ 2) (5.30)

N /F(uo)fth{C(L’T) (o, §)d(Vs,n ® E).

It follows from (5.28]) that, up to a subsequence,

N,K¢ R,L,T -1 —-R
f, ( )(uo,E)Zs,Ne s,N (10)

converges weakly in L?(d(ji; ®Z)) to some element fth(L’T) € L*(d(fis®E)). It then follows

from (5.37), (538), and (5.39)) that
- I’E —_ — S, o0
/ F(uo)d(P,).7, < / Fuo)fy “" (ug, €)d(fis © B) + ALl (5.40)
By density of continuous, bounded functions in

LM ((Py)+7s + (m)*ff{c“'” (o, £)d(fis ® Z)),

we can extend (5.40) to hold for all F € By(X?*). Let E C X® be a Borel set such that
fis(E) = 0. Therefore, by (5.40), we obtain
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for every L > 1. By taking L — oo, we obtain that (P;).Vs(E) = 0. Since this holds for
every E with [is(F) = 0, we deduce that (P;).fis < (P)«Vs < fis. This completes the
proof of Theorem [I.1]
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