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Φ4
3 THEORY FROM MANY-BODY QUANTUM GIBBS STATES

PHAN THÀNH NAM, RONGCHAN ZHU, AND XIANGCHAN ZHU

Abstract. We derive the Φ4
3
measure on the torus as a rigorous limit of the quantum Gibbs state

of an interacting Bose gas, where the limiting classical measure describes the critical behavior of
the Bose gas just above the Bose–Einstein phase transition. Since the quantum problem is typi-
cally formulated using a nonlocal interaction potential, a key challenge is to approximate the local
Φ4

3
theory by a Hartree measure with a nonlocal interaction. This requires uniform estimates on

the Hartree measure, which are achieved using techniques from recent development on stochastic
quantization and paracontrolled calculus from [GIP15]. The connection to the quantum problem is
then established by applying the variational approach in [LNR21], where using a recent correlation
inequality from [DNN25] we refine the analysis and derive a quantitative convergence of the quantum
correlation functions to those of the Hartree classical field.
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1. Introduction

The Φ4
3 measure on a domain D ⊂ R3 is a probability measure over complex-valued distributions

Φ : D → C which is formally defined by

dν(Φ) =
1

Z
exp

(
−
∫

D

(
|∇Φ(x)|2 +m0|Φ(x)|2 +

1

2
|Φ(x)|4

)
dx

)
DΦ (1.1)

with a given parameter m0 ∈ R. This formula is purely formal since all the relevant terms, namely
the kinetic energy

∫
D |∇Φ(x)|2dx, the mass

∫
D |Φ(x)|2dx and the interaction energy

∫
D |Φ(x)|4dx, are

infinite almost surely in the support of the measure. Therefore, ν must be defined via an appropriate
renormalization procedure.

Historically, the measure in (1.1) is a typical example of a class of nonlinear Gibbs measures which
were first defined in the 1960s and 1970s in the context of Constructive Quantum Field Theory [S66,
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N73, S74, GJS74, GRS75, GJ87]. In this direction, the Gibbs measures serve as a tool to construct
interacting quantum fields in the Euclidean framework.

Afterwards, starting from the work of Lebowitz, Rose, and Speer [LRS88], and a series of papers
by Bourgain [Bou94, Bou96, Bou97], the same Gibbs measures have been used to study nonlinear
Schrödinger equations (NLS). Heuristically, since dν in (1.1) is formally the invariant measure of the
cubic NSL, it is helpful to establish the wellposedness with low regular data; see [T08, TT10, BTT13,
BB14a, BB14b, CDS15, OT18, DNY19, DNY22] for more recent developments.

In another direction, in 1981, Parisi and Wu [PW81] introduced a framework for Euclidean quantum
field theory that seeks to obtain Gibbs states of classical statistical mechanics as limiting distributions
of stochastic processes, particularly through solutions to nonlinear stochastic differential equations.
These stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs) can then be employed to study the properties
of Gibbs states, a procedure known as stochastic quantization. We refer to [JLM85, AR91, DD03,
Hai14, Kup16, RZZ17a, TW18, MW17a, MW17, CC18, GH19, GH21] for some further works in this
approach. In particular, for the Φ4

d measure, the corresponding stochastic quantization equation is
referred to as the dynamical Φ4

d model.

Initiated by [LRS88], the idea of using Gibbs measures is also widely applied in quantum statistical
mechanics; see, e.g., [ZJ89, C96, ZJ13, BBS19]. In particular, the Φ4

3 measure is closely related to the
description of the Bose–Einstein phase transition [AM01, BBHLV99, BBHLV01, HB03, KPS01].

The aim of the present paper is to provide a rigorous derivation of the Φ4
3 measure by making

a link between two areas: stochastic partial differential equations and the physics of Bose gases.
Starting from many-body quantum mechanics, where the problem is linear and regular but involving
non commutative operators, we will justify the emergence of the Φ4

3 as a semiclassical limit which
captures the formation of the Bose–Einstein condensation just above the critical temperature, thus
resolving a natural question raised from a series of works [LNR15, FKSS17, LNR18, FKSS19, LNR21,
FKSS22, FKSS23]. In this process, techniques from stochastic quantization allow us to achieve uniform
estimates which are crucial to pass from the quantum setting involving a non-local interaction to the
model (1.1) with a local interaction.

More precisely, we will study an interacting Bose gas on the torus T3 in the grand canonical
ensemble, which is described by the quantum Gibbs state Γλ = Z−1

λ e−Hλ on the bosonic Fock space
F = F(L2(T3)) with the Hamiltonian

Hλ = λ

∫

T3

a∗x(−∆x − ϑ)axdx+
λ2

2

∫

T3×T3

vε(x− y)a∗xa
∗
yaxay dxdy. (1.2)

Here we use the second quantization formalism where the creation and annihilation operators a∗x, ax
satisfy the canonical commutation relations (CCR)

[ax, ay] = 0 = [a∗x, a
∗
y], [ax, a

∗
y] = δ0(x − y), ∀x, y ∈ T

3. (1.3)

We will take λ → 0+ as the inverse temperature and choose ε = ε(λ) → 0+ so that vε converges
to the Dirac delta function δ0. The important parameter ϑ ∈ R, called the chemical potential, is
used to adjust the number of particles (or equivalently, the density) of the system. We will choose
the chemical potential such that the number of particles in the zero-momentum mode is comparable
to that in every nonzero momentum mode, which is appropriate to derive the classical field theory
and essentially places the Gibbs state just slightly above the critical point of the Bose–Einstein phase
transition.

Heuristically, the reader may also think of λ as a semiclassical parameter, and interpret
√
λax and√

λa∗x as the second quantized version of Φ(x) and Φ(x) in the classical field theory. In this way, Hλ

formally gives rise to the energy functional in a Φ4
3 measure.

We are interested in the following question: Is it possible to derive the Φ4
3 theory as a limiting

description of the quantum Gibbs state Γλ? In statistical physics, the macroscopic properties of a
system are typically characterized by its volume, temperature, and number of particles. Here we have
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already chosen the first two parameters, so it is desirable to show that the nonlinear measure in (1.1)
can be obtained under an appropriate choice of the chemical potential ϑ. This type of question, in
the more general context of nonlinear Gibbs measures, was proposed in [LNR15] and further studied
in [FKSS17, LNR18, FKSS19, LNR21, FKSS22, FKSS23]. While these works cover many important
cases, including Φ4

1 theory [LNR15, FKSS17, LNR18, FKSS19], Hartree-type measures with non-local
interactions in 2D and 3D [LNR21, FKSS22], and Φ4

2 theory in [FKSS23], the derivation of the Φ4
3

theory remains open. Our goal is to resolve this issue.

The main challenge in deriving the Φ4
3 theory, compared to previous works [LNR15, FKSS17,

LNR18, FKSS19, LNR21, FKSS22, FKSS23], is that Wick renormalization alone is insufficient. In
particular, determining the correct counterterm is a subtle task. As a first step, we will study a
simplified version of this problem at the classical field theory level. We will show that the Φ4

3 measure
can be approximated by the Hartree measure

dνε(Φ) =
1

Zε
exp

(
−
∫

T3

(|∇Φ(x)|2 +mε|Φ(x)|2)dx − 1

2

∫
: |Φ(x)|2 : vε(x− y) : |Φ(y)|2 : dxdy

)
DΦ

(1.4)

in the limit ε → 0, under a suitable choice of mε → ∞. Here, vε(x) = ε−3v(ε−1x) is a nonlocal
version of the delta function δ0, and : |Φ(x)|2 : is formally defined as |Φ(x)|2 − 〈|Φ(x)|2〉µ0 , the Wick
renormalization of |Φ(x)|2 with the (complex) Gaussian free field µ0 with covariance (−∆+ 1)−1.

For every fixed ε > 0, the Hartree measure (1.4) is absolutely continuous with respect to µ0, and
its construction is standard. For example, this measure was constructed by Bourgain [Bou97] as the
invariant measure for the Hartree (also called the Gross-Pitaevskii) equation

i∂tu = −∆u+ (vε ∗ |u|)u.
This measure has been also derived from the Gibbs state of quantum Bose gases through two inde-
pendent methods in [LNR21] and [FKSS22].

On the other hand, since the Φ4
3 measure is singular with respect to the Gaussian free field µ0,

the limit of the Hartree measure (1.4) is well-defined only under a precise choice of mε. The first
contribution of mε is aε =

∫
T3 v

ε(y)G(y)dy ∼ ε−1, where G(x) is the Green’s function of −∆ + 1,

which behaves as (4π|x|)−1 as |x| → 0 (see, e.g., [RS16, Lemma 5.4]). The counterterm aε still arises
from Wick normalization, and it must be corrected by an additional counterterm −6bε ∼ ln ε, which
will be given in detail later. Combining these, we find that the corresponding Hartree measure

dνε(Ψ) =
1

Zε
exp

(
−
∫

T3

(|∇Ψ|2 +m|Ψ|2)dx − 1

2

∫
: |Ψ(x)|2 : vε(x− y) : |Ψ(y)|2 : dxdy

+ (aε − 6bε)

∫

T3

: |Ψ(x)|2 : dx
)
DΦ

(1.5)

converges to a Φ4
3 measure in a suitable sense. At this point, an interesting aspect is the appearance

of a further correction of order 1 to the mass coefficient m in the limiting Φ4
3 measure. In fact, this

correction would disappear if we take the alternative choice

dν̃ε(Ψ)
1

Zε
exp

(
−
∫

T3

(|∇Ψ|2 +m|Ψ|2)dx− 1

2

∫
: |Ψ(x)|2 : vε(x − y) : |Ψ(y)|2 : dxdy

+

∫
Re(Ψ(x)vε(x− y)G(x− y)Ψ(y))dydx− 6bε

∫

T3

: |Ψ(x)|2 : dx
)
DΦ,

(1.6)

with the nonlocal counterterm
∫
Re(Ψ(x)vε(x − y)G(x − y)Ψ(y))dydx. However, only (1.5) allows

us to make a rigorous connection to the many-body quantum problem (since we can only alter the
chemical potential).

Mathematically, defining the Φ4
3 measure from the Hartree measure νε requires that the measure

is tight as ε → 0, whose proof turns out to be quite demanding. We will prove this uniform bound
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and related estimates for dνε by using the stochastic quantization approach. More precisely, we will
employ the fact that the Hartree measure νε in (1.4) is the invariant measure of the equation

(∂t −∆+ 1)Ψε = −(vε∗ : |Ψε|2 : )Ψε + (aε − 6bε + 1−m)Ψε + ξ, (1.7)

where ξ denotes complex-valued space-time white noise on a probability space (Ω,F ,P).

The construction of Φ4
3 theory by SPDE method has been a subject of many works in the last

decades. In two spatial dimensions, the dynamical Φ4
2 model was previously analyzed in [JLM85,

AR91, DD03, MW17a]. However, the more irregular three-dimensional case (Φ4
3) remained unsolved

for much longer, as it required fundamentally new ideas. A breakthrough was achieved with Hairer’s
theory of regularity structures [Hai14], which for the first time gave meaning to the dynamical Φ4

3

model. Now, local well-posedness for the dynamical Φ4
3 model can also be established using other

methods such as paracontrolled calculus [GIP15, CC18], renormalization group methods [Kup16,
Duc21, DGR24], or the diagram-free approach [LOT23, LOTT24, OSSW18, OW19]. These theories
enable the treatment of a wide class of singular subcritical SPDEs (see [BHZ19, CH16, BCCH21]),
including the Kardar–Parisi–Zhang (KPZ) equation, the generalized parabolic Anderson model, and
the stochastic quantization equations for quantum fields such as Yang–Mills model, Sine-Gordon
model (see [Hai14, CC18, GP17, CCHS22, CCHS24, CHS18, GM24, She21, BC23, BC24, BC24a] and
references therein).

For the dynamical Φ4
3 model, global well-posedness has been established due to the strong damping

term −Φ3, as demonstrated in [MW17, AK20, GH19, MW20, JP23]. Additionally, a new PDE-based
construction of the Φ4

3 field was developed in [GH21]. Recent progress has also been made in the
construction of subcritical Φ4 fields [DGR24], the Abelian-Higgs model [BC24], the Sine-Gordon model
[CFW24, BC24a], and the large N limit of the O(N) linear sigma model [SSZZ22, SZZ22, SZZ23], all
through stochastic quantization.

We also mention the varational approach developed by Barashkov and Gubinelli in [BG20]. Based
on this technique the Hartree-type classical field for general potential v has been constructed in
[Bri22, OOT24]. Since the variational approach is very helpful in the quantum problem [LNR15,
LNR18, LNR21], it would be very interesting to apply and develop this approach to give uniform
bounds on the correlation functions of the classical model.

Now we go back to the quantum model (1.2). Given the insights from the classical field theory, we
will choose the chemical potential in Hλ as

ζ
(
3
2

)

(4π)3/2
λ−1/2 + aε − 6bε (1.8)

with ζ being the Riemann zeta function, plus a correction of order 1 to adjust the shift of the mass

term in the limiting Φ4
3 measure. Here (4π)−3/2ζ

(
3
2

)
= (2π)−3

∫
R3(e

|p|2 − 1)−1 is the critical density
of the ideal gas, which goes back to the computation of Einstein [Ein24].

Using the variational approach in [LNR15, LNR18, LNR21], we compare the correlation functions
of Γλ = Z−1

λ e−Hλ with those of the Hartree measure in (1.5). In this aspect, we will use another
characterization of the Hartree measure, namely it is the unique minimizer for the variational problem

− logZε = minν proba. meas.
ν′≪µ0

{
Hcl(ν

′, µ0) +

∫
D[u] dν′(u)

}
(1.9)

where

Hcl(ν
′, µ0)

def

=

∫
dν′

dµ0
(u) log

(
dν′

dµ0
(u)

)
dµ0(u) > 0

is the classical relative entropy between the probability measure ν′ and the Gaussian free field µ0, and

D[u] =
1

2

∫

T3×T3

: |u(x)|2 : vε(x − y) : |u(y)|2 : dxdy − (aε − 6bε −m+ 1)

∫

T3

: |u(x)|2 : dx (1.10)
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is the renormalized interaction associated with (1.5). This classical variational problem can be related
to its quantum analogue in finite dimensions by using semiclassical techniques. Heuristically, the effect
of the interaction should be only visible in low momenta. In high momenta, the particles move too
fast and they do not really interact with the others, and hence the behavior of the interacting system
is simply comparable to the non-interacting one. The main mathematical challenge in this approach
is justifying the finite dimension reduction, namely removing the contribution from high momenta.

For the interacting Gibbs state Γλ, controlling the interaction contribution from high momenta
requires second-order moment estimates on the Gibbs state Γλ. This task cannot be achieved by
a standard perturbation method (since we cannot deal with a perturbation that is not bounded by
the original Hamiltonian). The key idea from [LNR21] is that second-order moment estimates on the
Gibbs state Γλ can be obtained via first-order moment estimates on a family of perturbed Gibbs states,
and the latter can be handled by a Hellmann–Feynman argument. Rigorously, this was captured by
an abstract correlation inequality in [LNR21, Theorem 7.1], where second-order moments of Γλ are
estimated via Duhamel two-point functions with perturbations. In the present paper, we will use a
new correlation inequality from the recent work [DNN25], which is a considerably improved version of
the previous one and is built on a sharp estimate of Duhamel two-point functions via Stahl’s theorem
[Sta13] (also known as the Bessis–Moussa–Villani conjecture). This allows us to simplify and refine
the analysis. We will derive quantitative error estimates in terms of ε→ 0 and prove the convergence
of the correlation functions in the strong Hilbert–Schmidt topology:

lim
λ→0

Tr
(∣∣∣n!λnΓ(n)

λ −
∫

|Ψ⊗n〉〈Ψ⊗n|dνε(Ψ)
∣∣∣
2)

= 0, ∀n > 1 (1.11)

provided that ε = ε(λ) → 0 is chosen appropriately. Putting together with the convergence from the
Hartree measure to the Φ4

3 theory, we thus conclude the proof.

The precise mathematical setting and statements will be given in the next section.
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Academy of Science and the financial supports by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG, Ger-
man Research Foundation) – Project-ID 317210226–SFB 1283.

2. Main results and Structure of the proof

2.1. Main result on the quantum Gibbs state. We consider a homogeneous system of bosons in
the torus T3 = [0, 2π]3. The underlying many-body Hilbert space is the (complex) bosonic Fock space

F = F(L2(T3)) = C⊕ H⊕ . . .⊕ Hn ⊕ . . . , Hn = L2
sym(T

3n). (2.1)

We are interested in the Gibbs state on Fock space

Γλ = Z−1
λ e−Hλ , Zλ = Tr e−Hλ , (2.2)

with the many-body interacting Hamiltonian

Hλ = 0⊕ (λ(−∆− ϑ))

∞⊕

n=2


λ

n∑

j=1

(−∆xj − ϑ) + λ2
∑

16j<k6n

vε(xj − xk)


 (2.3)
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Here λ→ 0+ is a semiclassical parameter, which plays the same role of the inverse temperature. We
will choose ε = ε(λ) → 0+ and ϑ = ϑ(λ) → +∞ appropriately. The interaction potential vε : T3 → R

will be chosen such that it is a positive-type interaction, namely v̂ε(k) > 0 and v̂ε(0) = 1, and it
converges to the delta function δ0 when ε → 0+. More concrete assumptions will be given later.
Under these conditions, Hλ is bounded from below and it can be defined as a self-adjoint operator
by Friedrichs’ method. In fact, for any given λ > 0, the partition function Zλ is finite and Γλ is well
defined quantum state, namely a nonnegative trace class operator on F with Tr[Γλ] = 1.

Reduced density matrices. In the above grand canonical setting, the number of particles is not fixed
and its expectation in a given quantum state Γ is given by Tr[NΓ] with the number operator N =⊕∞

n=0 n1Hn . If Γ commutes with N , then it can be written in the diagonal form Γ =
⊕∞

ℓ=0(Γ)ℓ,
and we can define the reduced density matrices (also called the correlation functions) of Γ via partial
traces:

Γ(n) =
∑

ℓ>n

(
ℓ

n

)
Trn+1→ℓ[(Γ)ℓ], ∀n > 1.

Thus the n-body density matrix Γ(n) of a state Γ is a nonnegative trace class operator on Hn with

n! Tr[Γ(n)] = Tr[N (N − 1) · · · (N − n+ 1)Γ].

The reader may think of the reduced density matrices as the quantum analogue of the marginal
probability density functions, since for every self-adjoint operator An on Hn we have

Tr[AnΓ
(n)] = Tr[AnΓ],

where An is the second quantization of An, given by

An = 0⊕ · · · ⊕An ⊕
∞⊕

ℓ=n+1


 ∑

16i1<i2<···<in6ℓ

(An)i1,··· ,in


. (2.4)

The ideal Bose gas. In the non-interacting case, the Gaussian quantum state Γ0 = Z−1
0 e−H0 with

H0 = 0⊕
∞⊕

n=1


λ

n∑

j=1

(−∆xj + 1)


 (2.5)

is exactly solvable. It can be interpreted as the quantum analogue of the Gaussian free field

dµ0(u) =
1

Z0
exp

(
−
∫

T3

(
|∇u(x)|2 + |u(x)|2

)
dx

)

over complex valued distributions u. In fact, for all n > 1 we have

n!λnΓ
(n)
0 = n!

(
λ

eλ(−∆+1) − 1

)⊗n

→ n!

(
1

−∆+ 1

)⊗n

=

∫
|u⊗n〉〈u⊗n|dµ0(u) (2.6)

strongly in the Hilbert–Schmidt topology when λ→ 0. Here in the last expression in (2.6), |u⊗n〉〈u⊗n|
is an operator on Hn given by the quadratic form 〈f, (|u⊗n〉〈u⊗n|)g〉 = 〈f, u⊗n〉〈u⊗ng〉, which explains
the reasoning of the bra–ket notation. Here |u⊗n〉〈u⊗n| is unbounded µ0-almost surely, but the expres-
sion can be interpreted in a distributional sense. Moreover, since the system is translation-invariant,

the one-body density ̺0 = Γ
(1)
0 (x, x) is just a constant, namely

̺0 =
1

(2π)3

∑

p∈Z3

1

eλ(|p|2+1) − 1
=

ζ
(
3
2

)

(4πλ)3/2
+
C0

λ
+O

(
1

λ1/2

)
(2.7)

with

C0 = − 1

4π
+

1

(4π)3/2

∑

ℓ∈2πZ3\{0}

e−|ℓ|

|ℓ| . (2.8)
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Here in the leading term, the factor (4π)−3/2ζ
(
3
2

)
, with ζ being the Riemann zeta function, is the

critical density of the ideal Bose gas in the infinite-volume limit [Ein24]. The second order term is a
finite-volume correction since we are working on the fixed torus T3. Since we fix the chemical potential
of the ideal gas as 1, we place the corresponding Gibbs state just slightly above the critical point of the
Bose–Einstein phase transition, where the number of particles in each (zero or nonzero) momentum
mode is of order λ−1. We refer to Appendix C for a more detailed discussion of the ideal Bose gas.

The interacting case. We will establish a picture similar to (2.6), where the limit of the reduced density
matrices of the interacting Gibbs state Γλ is described by the Φ4

3 measure

dν(Φ)
def

=
1

Z
exp

(
−
∫

T3

(
|∇Φ|2 +m0|Φ|2 +

1

2
|Φ(x)|4

)
dx

)
DΦ (2.9)

over C valued fields Φ, where Z is normalization constant (partition function). It is important to
note that the formula (2.9) is only formal, as ν is singular with respect to the Gaussian free field. A
rigorous construction can be obtained via stochastic quantization (see Theorem 3.7 below).

We will need the following concrete assumption on the interaction potential. To this end, we
introduce the following notations: The Fourier transform and the inverse of the Fourier transform
which are defined by

Ff = f̂ =

∫

R3

f(x)e−ıx·kdx, F−1f = (2π)−3

∫

R3

f(x)eıx·kdx.

Assumption (Hv). Let v ∈ L1(R3) be a nonnegative function whose Fourier transform satisfies

v̂(0) = 1, 0 6 v̂(k) .
1

1 + |k|3+δ0
, |Dmv̂(k)| . 1

1 + |k|m , for m ∈ {1, 2}, (2.10)

where the constant δ0 > 0 and the implicit constants are independent of k, and |Dlv| = sup|α|=l |∂αv|
for l ∈ N.

For ε > 0 we define vε = ε−3v(ε−1·) which approximates the Dirac measure δ0 as ε → 0. By an
abuse of notation we periodize vε so that vε is treated as periodic function defined on T3. In fact

vε(x) =
1

(2π)3

∑

k∈Z3

v̂(εk)eik·x. (2.11)

The first condition in (2.10) essentially means that
∑

k∈Z3 v̂(k)(1 + |k|)δ0− < ∞, while the second
condition in (2.10) imposes some weak decay requirement for v. Examples satisfying conditions (Hv)

include the Bessel potential, where v̂(k) = (1 + |k|2)−β/2 with β > 3, and v̂(k) = e−c|k|β for some
c > 0 and β ∈ (0, 2], as well as convex combinations of these functions.

Moreover, to renormalize the interaction in the limit, we choose the chemical potential ϑ in Γλ in
terms of the following counterterms from the classical field theory:

aε =

∫

T3

vε(y)G(y)dy, 6bε = bε1 + 2bε2 + 2bε3 + bε4,

bε1 =
∑

k1,k2∈Z3

v̂ε(k1 + k2)
2b(k1, k2), bε2 =

∑

k1,k2∈Z3

v̂ε(k1 + k2)v̂ε(k1)b(k1, k2),

bε3 =
∑

k1,k2∈Z3

v̂ε(k1)
2b(k1, k2), bε4 =

∑

k1,k2∈Z3

v̂ε(k1)v̂ε(k2)b(k1, k2),

b(k1, k2) =
1

(2π)6(|k1|2 + 1)(|k2|2 + 1)(|k1|2 + |k2|2 + |k1 + k2|2 + 3)
,

C1 =
1

(2π)6

∫

|x|61

v̂(x)(v̂(y)− v̂(x− y)− x · ∇v̂(y))
2|x|4|y|2 dxdy
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+
1

(2π)6

∫

|x|>1

v̂(x)(v̂(y)− v̂(x − y))

2|x|4|y|2 dxdy,

C2 =
1

(2π)6

(∫

|x|61

v̂(y)− v̂(x− y)− x · ∇v̂(y)
2|x|4|y|2 dxdy +

∫

|x|>1

v̂(y)− v̂(x− y)

2|x|4|y|2 dxdy
)
. (2.12)

Here in the definition of aε, we used the Green function G(x − y) = (1 − ∆)−1(x, y). Note that
G(x, y) ⋍ (4π)−1|x − y|−1 when |x − y| → 0 (see, e.g., [RS16, Lemma 5.4]), and hence aε ⋍ ε−1.
This term comes from Wick normal order. The term 6bε ⋍ | log ε| is the correction to the Wick
renormalization, which is crucial to construct the Φ4

3 theory. The two constants C1, C2 are finite
thanks to our condition on v. The derivation of these terms will be explained later.

Now we are ready to state the main result of the paper.

Theorem 2.1. Consider the Gibbs state Γλ = Z−1
λ e−Hλ in (2.2) with vε in (Hv) and the chemical

potential

ϑ =
ζ
(
3
2

)

(4π)3/2
λ−1/2 + C0 + aε − 6bε + 2C1 + 2C2 −m0. (2.13)

Here C0 is given in (2.7), aε, 6bε, C1, C2 are given in (2.12), and m0 ∈ R. Let ν be the Φ4
3 measure

associated with m0 as in (2.9). When λ→ 0 and | logλ|−η 6 ε→ 0 for a constant 0 < η < 1/2, then
for all n > 1,

n!λnΓ
(n)
λ →

∫
|u⊗n〉〈u⊗n|dν(u)

in the distributional sense. That is, for all n > 1 and all ϕ in the Schwartz space S(T3), we have

lim
λ→0

n!λn
〈
ϕ⊗n,Γ

(n)
λ ϕ⊗n

〉
=

∫
|〈ϕ,Φ〉|2ndν(Φ). (2.14)

Remark 2.2. Here we add C1 + C2 in the chemical potential. If we do not put them there, then we
will see a new mass term in the limiting measure (see Remark 3.1 below).

Remark 2.3. We can also interpret the complex-valued Φ4 model as an R2-valued Φ4 model, i.e., as
an O(2) model. From the proof below, we see that Theorem 2.1 holds for any N complex components.
In other words, the convergence of the many body quantum Gibbs states with R2N -valued components to
the O(2N) model follows (see [SSZZ22, SZZ22] for the large-N limit of the O(N) model via stochastic
quantization).

As we mentioned in the introduction, our result is inspired by a series of works [LNR15, FKSS17,
LNR18, FKSS19, LNR21, FKSS22, FKSS23] where nonlinear Gibbs measures are derived from many-
body quantum mechanics. The initial work [LNR15] already contained a derivation of the Φ4

1 measure.
In this case, there is no renormalization needed to construct the measure, and the main difficulty
lies in the implementation of semiclassical techniques in infinite dimensions. The Φ4

2 theory, which
requires Wick renormalization, was derived recently in [FKSS23]. Based on the earlier work [FKSS22]
which handled the derivation of the Hartree-type measure, the paper [FKSS23] made the analysis
quantitative to allow ε → 0 and then resolved the rigorous connection between the nonlocal field
theory and the local one in two dimensions. The problem in three dimensions is significantly harder
since Wick renormalization is insufficient. Nevertheless, our proof of Theorem 2.1 follows the same
overall strategy, namely the Φ4

3 measure and the many-body problem are related via an ε-dependent
Hartree measure. On one hand we refine the approach in [LNR21] to derive the Hartree measure
from the quantum Gibbs state, and on the other hand we use an approach via stochastic quantization
inspired by the SPDE method in [AK20, GH21, SSZZ22, SZZ22] to establish the convergence to the
Φ4

3 theory. These two ingredients are of independent interest and will be explained separately in the
next subsections.
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2.2. Convergence of Hartree measure to Φ4
3. Let v, vε as in (Hv) and aε, bε as in (2.12). We

consider the following Hartree measure

dνε(Ψ)
def

=
1

Zε
exp

(
−
∫

T3

(|∇Ψ|2 +m|Ψ|2)dx− 1

2

∫
: |Ψ(x)|2 : vε(x − y) : |Ψ(y)|2 : dxdy

+ (aε − 6bε)

∫

T3

: |Ψ(x)|2 : dx
)
DΦ,

(2.15)

over C valued fields Ψ, with m ∈ R (the reader may think of m = m0 − 2C1 − 2C2). Here : |Ψ|2 :
denotes the Wick renormalization, formally defined

: |Ψ(x)|2 : = |Ψ(x)|2 − 〈|Ψ(x)|2〉µ0 , (2.16)

and Zε represents the normalization constant (partition function).

For fixed ε > 0, the measure νε can be rigorously constructed as a probability measure that is
absolutely continuous with respect to the Gaussian free field, provided that v satisfies condition (Hv)
(cf. [LNR21] and Theorem 3.8 below). As ε → 0, we expect that the limit of νε corresponds to the
Φ4

3 field, which is formally expressed as

dν(Φ)
def

=
1

Z
exp

(
−
∫

T3

(
|∇Φ|2 + (m+ 2C1 + 2C2)|Φ|2

)
dx+

1

2

∫
|Φ(x)|4dx

)
DΦ (2.17)

over C valued fields Φ, where C1 and C2 are finite constants depending on v, as given (2.12), and Z

is normalization constant (partition function). Recall that the formula (2.17) is only formal and a
rigorous construction can be found in Theorem 3.7 below.

To state the main result of this subsection, for n > 1, we define n-point correlation function of νε

and ν given by

(γεn)x,x̃
def

=

∫
Ψ(x̃1) . . .Ψ(x̃n)Ψ(x1) . . .Ψ(xn)dν

ε(Ψ),

and

(γn)x,x̃
def

=

∫
Φ(x̃1) . . .Φ(x̃n)Φ(x1) . . .Φ(xn)dν(Φ).

Note that νε and ν are supported on C− 1
2−κ for κ > 0. Hence, Φ(xi), Ψ(xi) and Φ(x̃j), Ψ(x̃j) are

understood in the distributional sense.

The following key result allows us to approximate the singular Φ4
3 measure in (2.17) by the Hartree

measure νε in (2.15), which is more regular and easier to connect to the quantum model.

Theorem 2.4. Assume that v satisfies condition (Hv). As ε → 0, the probability measure νε in

(2.15) converges weakly to ν in C− 1
2−κ, κ > 0, where ν represents the Φ4

3 field (2.17). Moreover, any
correlation function γεn associated with νε converges to the n-point correlation function γn of the Φ4

3

field in S ′(T6n).

Remark 2.5. If we consider the following measure

dνε(Ψ)
def
=

1

Zε
exp

(
−
∫

T3

(|∇Ψ|2 +m|Ψ|2)dx− 1

2

∫
: |Ψ(x)|2 : vε(x− y) : |Ψ(y)|2 : dxdy

+

∫
Re(Ψ(x)vε(x − y)G(x− y)Ψ(y))dydx− 6bε

∫

T3

: |Ψ(x)|2 : dx
)
DΦ,

(2.18)

with a natural Wick renormalization counterterm
∫
Re(Ψ(x)vε(x − y)G(x − y)Ψ(y))dydx, then its

limit measure is given by the following Φ4
3 measure without new mass term C1 + C2 in (2.17):

dν(Φ)
def
=

1

Z
exp

(
−
∫

T3

|∇Φ|2 +m|Φ|2dx+
1

2

∫
|Φ(x)|4dx

)
DΦ (2.19)
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over C valued fields Φ, where Zε, Z are normalization constants (partition functions). For further
explanation, see Remark 3.1 below.

The main reason for considering the measure (2.15) instead of (2.18) is that (2.15) is more directly
related to the quantum many-body problem. The renormalization counterterm (aε − 6bε)Ψε can be
understood as the limit of the chemical potential in quantum many-body problems. As we explained in
the introduction, the chemical potential is the only parameter we can adjust in the quantum problem,
and hence having a mass renormalization instead of the nonlocal renormalization keeps the model more
physically relevant.

2.3. From quantum model to Hartree measure. Recall the Hartree measure νε in (2.15) with
m = m0 − 2C1 − 2C2. We have the following connection from the quantum Gibbs state Γλ to the
classical Hartree measure.

Theorem 2.6. Let vε : T3 → R be defined as in (2.11) with 0 6 v̂(k) . (1+ |k|3+δ0)−1 for all k ∈ R
3,

δ0 > 0 and v̂(0) = 1. When λ→ 0+ and ε > | logλ|−η for a constant 0 < η < 1/2, the reduced density
matrices of the interacting Gibbs state Γλ = Z−1

λ e−Hλ satisfy

lim
λ→0

Tr
(∣∣∣n!λnΓ(n)

λ −
∫

|Ψ⊗n〉〈Ψ⊗n|dνε(Ψ)
∣∣∣
2)

= 0, ∀n > 1. (2.20)

The strong Hilbert–Schmidt convergence in Theorem 2.6 implies the weak convergence

lim
λ→0

Tr
[
Bn

(
n!λnΓ

(n)
λ −

∫
|Ψ⊗n〉〈Ψ⊗n|dνε(Ψ)

)]
= 0 (2.21)

for every Hilbert–Schmidt operator Bn on Hn, for every n > 1. Choosing Bn = |ϕ⊗n〉〈ϕ⊗n| with
ϕ ∈ S(T3), we have

lim
λ→0

(
n!λn

〈
ϕ⊗n,Γ

(n)
λ ϕ⊗n

〉
−
∫

|〈ϕ,Φ〉|2ndνε(Φ)
)

= 0, ∀n > 1. (2.22)

From this and Theorem 2.4 we obtain the desired result in Theorem 2.1.

Remark 2.7. Theorem 2.6 is comparable to [FKSS23, Proposition 5.2] and both extend previous
results with ε ⋍ 1 in [LNR21, FKSS22]. While the proof in [FKSS23] is based on a refinement of the
functional integral approach in [FKSS23], we employ the variational approach in [LNR21]. The latter
approach is notably general; in particular, we will see that the proof does not rely on specific properties
of the counter terms, except that they are all bounded by O(ε−1). The precise choice of the counter
terms is more relevant to the convergence from the Hartree measure to the Φ4

3 theory at the classical
field level, as established in Theorem 2.4.

2.4. Ideas of the proof and structure of the paper.

The rest of the paper is devoted to the proofs of Theorem 2.6 and Theorem 2.4. Let us first explain
the proof strategy of Theorem 2.4. We consider the stochastic quantization of the measure (3.1), given
by:

LΨε = −(vε∗ : |Ψε|2 : )Ψε + (aε − 6bε + 1−m)Ψε + ξ, (2.23)

and the stochastic quantization of the measure (2.17) formally given by

LΦ = −|Φ|2Φ− (2C1 + 2C2 − 1 +m)Φ + ξ. (2.24)

Here and in the following, we define L = ∂t − ∆ + 1, with m ∈ R, and ξ denotes complex-valued
space-time white noise on a probability space (Ω,F ,P). We refer to Section 3.1 and (3.28) for more
explain on the Wick renormalization : |Ψε|2 : .

The core idea behind the proof of Theorem 2.4 is to use the dynamics of (2.23) and (2.24) to
establish the convergence of the stationary measures (2.15) associated with the dynamics of (2.23)
to the stationary measure (2.17) corresponding to equation (2.24). To this end, we first prove the
convergence of the solutions to equation (2.23) to the solutions of equation (2.24) if the initial data
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converges in suitable Besov space C− 1
2−κ, κ > 0. We then focus on deriving uniform in ε estimates

(coming down from infinity) for stationary solutions to (2.23). This is done by decomposing the
equation into its low-frequency and high-frequency components, and then combining an L2-energy
bound with Schauder estimates. Then, using the uniform in ε moments bounds for the stationary
solutions, we establish tightness of the quantum fields (2.17) in C− 1

2−κ. Finally, by leveraging the
convergence of the dynamics and the uniqueness of the invariant measure for equation (2.24), as
provided by the theory of singular SPDEs, we identify the tight limit as the Φ4

3 field, completing the
proof of Theorem 2.4.

Concerning the uniform in ε moments bounds for the stationry solutions, the term −|Φ|2Φ plays
a crucial role in the dynamical Φ4

3 model. In that case, we can apply Lp-energy estimates or the
maximum principle to obtain uniform control of the solutions. However, in our modified setting, the
nonlinear term −vε ∗|Ψ|2Ψ only provides a weaker damping effect in L2-energy estimates. As a result,
we need to present a more refined analysis of the nonlinearity to achieve uniform control (see Remark
4.4 below).

In Section 3, we begin by analyzing the stochastic quantization equations via paracontrolled calculus
and demonstrate that if the initial data converges in C− 1

2−κ, then the solutions to the corresponding
dynamics also converge (see Theorem 3.17 below). Section 4 is focused on deriving global in ε estimates
for stationary solutions to (3.1) and establishing the convergence of the fields, which leads to the proof
of Theorem 2.4. All stochastic estimates are collected in Section 5 below.

Now we turn to the proof of Theorem 2.6. We will use the variational approach proposed in
[LNR15, LNR18, LNR21], and also a correlation inequality from the recent work [DNN25] to refine
the analysis. On one hand, the Hartree measure νε in (2.15) is the unique minimizer for the variational
problem

− logZε = minν proba. meas.
ν′≪µ0

{
Hcl(ν

′, µ0) +

∫
D[u] dν′(u)

}
(2.25)

where

Hcl(ν
′, µ0)

def

=

∫
dν′

dµ0
(u) log

(
dν′

dµ0
(u)

)
dµ0(u) > 0

is the classical relative entropy between the probability measure ν′ and the Gaussian free field µ0, and

D[u] =
1

2

∫
: |u(x)|2 : vε(x− y) : |u(y)|2 : dxdy − (aε − 6bε −m+ 1)

∫

T3

: |u(x)|2 : dx (2.26)

is the Wick renormalization of the interaction term. On the other hand, the interacting Gibbs state
Γλ = Z−1

λ e−Hλ in (2.2) is the unique minimizer for the variational problem

− log
Zλ

Z0
= min Γ>0

Tr Γ=1

{
H(Γ,Γ0) + Tr [WΓ]

}
. (2.27)

Here

H(Γ,Γ0) = Tr[Γ(log Γ− log Γ0)] > 0

is the relative entropy between a quantum state Γ and the non-interacting Gibbs state Γ0 = Z−1
0 e−H0

in (2.5), and W is the renormalized interaction in Hλ. We have chosen the chemical potential in Hλ

such that W is exactly the second quantized version of the classical term D[u] in (2.26).

In this approach, we will derive upper and lower bound for the (relative) free energy, and then use
the minimizing property of Γλ to deduce desired properties of the state. Similarly to [LNR21], we will
estimate the energy by splitting to low and high momenta. In this approach, the most challenging
part of the analysis is the high-momentum estimate, for which we use a new abstract correlation
inequality from [DNN25] to improve the analysis and obtain good quantitative estimates in terms of
ε. This will be explained in Section 6. Finally, in Section 7, we perform a semiclassical approximation
in finite dimensions, where the nonlinear classical field theory naturally emerges from a quantitative
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quantum de Finetti theorem. In particular, from the free energy estimates, we can extract a norm
approximation for the Gibbs state Γλ as well as its reduced density matrices.

The rest of the paper is devoted to proving Theorems 2.6 and 2.4 as outlined above.

2.5. Notations. Throughout the paper, we use the notation a . b if there exists a constant c > 0
such that a 6 cb, and we write a ⋍ b if a . b and b . a. We will denote by C a general positive
constant independent of relevant variables, whose value may change from line to line.

We use the convention that the inner product 〈·, ·〉 of a (complex) Hilbert space is linear in the
second argument and antilinear in the first. In particular, we set 〈f, g〉 =

∫
T3 fgdx for f, g ∈ L2(T3)

and we write Lp = Lp(T3). We also set ek(x) = (2π)−
3
2 eıx·k, x ∈ T3.

For index variables i and j of Littlewood-Paley decomposition we write i . j if 2i . 2j, meaning
there exists N ∈ N, independent of j such that i 6 j + N , and we use i ∼ j to denote both i . j
and j . i. Given a Banach space E with norm ‖ · ‖E and T > 0, we write CTE = C([0, T ];E) for
the space of continuous functions from [0, T ] to E, equipped with the supremum norm ‖ · ‖CTE . For
α ∈ (0, 1) we also define Cα

TE as the space of α-Hölder continuous functions from [0, T ] to E, endowed

with the seminorm ‖f‖Cα
TE = sups,t∈[0,T ],s6=t

‖f(s)−f(t)‖E

|t−s|α .

We have for F−1m ∈ L1(R3) and f ∈ L2(T3)

∑

k

m(k)〈f, ek〉ek = F−1m ∗ f. (2.28)

Here and in what follows, the convolution is taken on R3, and we consider f as a periodic function on
R3. We denote by Bα

p,q the Besov spaces on the torus, with general indices α ∈ R and p, q ∈ [1,∞].
Additionally, we use the notations Cα = Bα

∞,∞, Bα
p = Bα

p,∞, and Hα = Bα
2,2. The definition of Besov

spaces and some useful lemmas are provided in Appendix A.

Our proof in Sections 3 through 5 is based on the paracontrolled calculus introduced in [GIP15].
This calculus relies on Bony’s paraproducts [Bon81], specifically f ≺ g, f ≻ g, and the resonant term
f ◦ g. For the definitions and basic estimates related to paracontrolled calculus, we refer to Appendix
A.

3. Convergence of the dynamics associated with (2.15)

We now consider the system of SPDEs arising from the stochastic quantization of the measure
(2.15), given by:

LΨε = −(vε∗ : |Ψε|2 : )Ψε + (aε − 6bε + 1−m)Ψε + ξ. (3.1)

Here and in the following, we define L = ∂t − ∆ + 1, with m ∈ R, and ξ denotes complex-valued
space-time white noise on a probability space (Ω,F ,P). More precisely, we write ξ = ξ1 + ıξ2,
where (ξ1, ξ2) are independent, real-valued space-time white noises. The term : |Ψε|2 : refers to Wick
renormalization, as defined in Section 3.1 and (3.28) below.

In this section, we assume condition (Hv). Under this assumption, we obtain that (1 + |x|κ)v ∈
L1(R3) for κ ∈ [0, 1/2). In fact,

‖(1 + |x|κ)v‖L1(R3) = ‖(1 + |x|κ)F−1v̂‖L1(R3) . ‖(1 + |x|2)F−1v̂‖L2(R3)

.‖F−1(I −∆)v̂‖L2(R3) . ‖(I −∆)v̂‖L2(R3) <∞.
(3.2)

The stochastic quantization of the measure (2.17) is formally given by

LΦ = −|Φ|2Φ− (2C1 + 2C2 − 1 +m)Φ + ξ. (3.3)
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Here

C1
def

=
1

(2π)6

∫

|x|61

v̂(x)(v̂(y)− v̂(x− y)− x · ∇v̂(y))
2|x|4|y|2 dxdy

+
1

(2π)6

∫

|x|>1

v̂(x)(v̂(y)− v̂(x− y))

2|x|4|y|2 dxdy <∞,

(3.4)

and

C2
def

=
1

(2π)6

(∫

|x|61

v̂(y)− v̂(x− y)− x · ∇v̂(y)
2|x|4|y|2 dxdy +

∫

|x|>1

v̂(y)− v̂(x − y)

2|x|4|y|2 dxdy
)
<∞. (3.5)

We use (Hv) to derive the finiteness of C1, C2.

Equation (3.3) is referred to as the dynamical Φ4
3 model. Due to the singular nature of the space-

time white noise, the nonlinear term |Φ|2Φ from (3.3) does not have a classical interpretation. Instead,
it must be understood through advanced frameworks such as regularity structures [Hai14] or paracon-
trolled calculus [GIP15], which introduce a specific structure for the solutions and allow the analytically
ill-defined products to be made sense of using probabilistic tools and renormalization techniques.

The primary objective of this section is to demonstrate the convergence of the stochastic quanti-
zation (3.1) of the measure (2.15) to the dynamical Φ4

3 model (3.3), as stated in Theorem 3.17 below.
The main strategy is to compare the respective nonlinear terms: vε∗ : |Ψε|2 : Ψε from equation (3.1),
and |Φ|2Φ from the dynamical Φ4

3 model (3.3), using paracontrolled calculus. To this end, we express

the convolution vε ∗ f in terms of a shift operator τyf
def

= f(· − y) as
∫
vε(y)τyf , which allows us to

apply paracontrolled calculus to equation (3.1).

Remark 3.1. An interesting aspect is the appearance of a new linear term 2(C1+C2)Φ in the limiting
equation (3.3), where C1 and C2 depend on v. We can also consider the stochastic quantization of the
measure (2.18) given by

LΨε = −(vε∗ : |Ψε|2 : )Ψε + (vεG) ∗Ψε + (1 −m− 6bε)Ψε + ξ. (3.6)

The nonlocal term (vεG) ∗ Ψε arises from the Wick renormalization for (vε∗ : |Ψε|2 : )Ψε, which is
the natural renormalization for the Hartree Φ4

3 model and also appears as a renormalization term in
[Bri22, OOT24].

As ε → 0, the limit of equation (3.6) corresponds to equation (3.1) with C1 = C2 = 0. The
transition from the Wick renormalization term (vεG) ∗Ψε in (3.6) to aεΨε in equation (3.1) creates
a new mass term (2C1 + 2C2)Φ in the limiting equation (3.3). Formally, this transition introduces a

new term RΨε ∈ C− 3
2−κ (see Lemma 3.9) in the equation, which leads to new renormalization terms

cε1 and cε2 when dealing with products involving RΨε, similar to the appearance of bε (see Proposition
3.12 Proposition 3.10 below). Through direct computation, these renormalization terms converge to
finite constants C1 and C2, owing to the special structure of the operator R.

The basic idea to analyze equations (3.1) and (3.3) is to decompose them into an irregular part
and a regular part. The most irregular part of the equation is given by the solution to the following
linear equation:

LZ = ξ, (3.7)

where Z denotes the stationary solution to the linear equation (3.7). Since space-time white noise
is a random distribution with space-time regularity − 5

2 − κ (for κ > 0 under parabolic scaling), we

obtain Z ∈ CTC
− 1

2−
κ
2 ∩C

1
2−σ

T C− 3
2+2σ− κ

2 , P-a.s., for every κ, σ ∈ (0, 12 ). Here, T ∈ (0,∞) represents
an arbitrary finite time. By substituting Z into the nonlinear terms of equations (3.1) and (3.3),
the singularity of Z causes the products involving Z to lose their meaning in the classical analytical
framework. Renormalization and probabilistic tools are required for these terms.
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In the following, we first introduce the stochastic objects required for the rigorous formulation of the
dynamical Φ4

3 model (3.3) and the approximation equation (3.1). Then, we present the paracontrolled
solution framework, incorporating the paracontrolled ansatz for (3.3) and (3.1). Finally, we prove the
convergence of equation (3.1) to equation (3.3).

3.1. Stochastic Objects and Renormalization. In this section we introduce the renormalized
terms. To begin, we define some useful notations. Let Ptf = et(∆−1)f and I f = L −1f =

∫ ·

0 P·−sfds.
Let Zδ be the stationary solution to LZδ = ξδ with ξδ being ξ mollified with a bump function.

We also introduce graph notation as follows. We use Z to denote space–time white noise ξ and use

Z to denote the conjugate of space–time white noise ξ. We use Z to denote Z and use Z to denote
Z. After subtracting the Z-term from equation (3.3), we encounter terms involving the square and
cubic powers of Z in the remainder equation. These terms are defined through the Wick product, as
follows:

Z def

= limδ→0 Zδ
def

= lim
δ→0

(|Zδ|2 − aδ), Z def

= limδ→0 Zδ
def

= lim
δ→0

Z2
δ ,

Z def

= I (Z ), Z def

= I (Z ),

Z def

= limδ→0 I (|Zδ|2Zδ − 2aδZδ), Z def

= limδ→0 I (|Zδ|2Zδ − 2aδZδ),

(3.8)

where aδ = E[|Zδ|2(t)] ∼ 1
δ is a divergent constant independent of t due to stationarity. In the

remainder equation for Φ−Z the most irregualr part is the third Wick power and we need to continue
with the decomposition in the same spirit to cancel it (see (3.23) below).

We further introduce the corresponding ε dependent stochastic objects from the nonlinear term of
equation (3.1):

Zε
def

= (vε ∗ Z)Z − aε, Zε
def

= vε ∗ ZZ,
Zε

def

= (vε ∗ Z)Z Zε
def

= vε ∗ Z ,

Zε
def

= I (Z ), Zε
def

= I (Zε ),

Zε
def

= I (Zε ), Zε
def

= I (Zε ),

(3.9)

and

Zε
def

=Zε Z − (vεG) ∗ Z, Zε
def

= I (Zε ),

where we recall aε = E[vε ∗ ZZ] and G(x − y) = EZ(x)Z(y).

The renormalization described in (3.8) is insufficient for handling the dynamical Φ4
3 model (3.3).

Even further expansions do not completely resolve the issue, as ill-defined products persist. To address
this, we employ paracontrolled calculus, which requires the construction of the following stochastic
objects:

Z def

= limδ→0(I (Zδ ) ◦ Zδ − b̃δ), Z def

= limδ→0(I (Zδ ) ◦ Zδ ),

Z def

= limδ→0(I (Zδ ) ◦ Zδ − 2b̃δ), Z def

= limδ→0(I (Zδ ) ◦ Zδ ),

Z def

= limδ→0 Zδ ◦ Zδ, Z def

= limδ→0 Zδ ◦ Zδ,

Z def

= limδ→0 Zδ ◦ Zδ,

Z def

= limδ→0(Zδ ◦ Zδ − 2b̃δZδ), Z def

= limδ→0(Zδ ◦ Zδ − 2b̃δZδ),

(3.10)

with b̃δ = E(I (Zδ ) ◦ Zδ ). Here b̃δ depends on t and satisfies supt>0 |b̃δ(t)| . | log δ|.
We further introduce the corresponding ε-dependent renormalization terms:

Zε
def

= Zε ◦ Zε − b̃ε1, Zε
def

= Zε ◦ Zε − b̃ε2, Zε
def

= Zε ◦ Zε , (3.11)

use the condition EZZ = 0 to ensure that several renormalization constants vanish. Specifically,

we define b̃ε1 = EZε ◦ Zε and b̃ε2 = EZε ◦ Zε . Additionally, we introduce b̃ε4 = EZε ◦ Zε , b̃
ε
5 =
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EZε ◦ Zε , b̃
ε
3 = b̃ε5 − b̃ε4, which will be used below. Note that b̃εi is given as bεi in (2.12) with b(k1, k2)

in (2.12) replaced by b̃t(k1, k2)

b̃t(k1, k2)
def

= b(k1, k2)(1− e−t(|k1|
2+|k2|

2+|k1+k2|
2+3)). (3.12)

We have for i = 1, 2, 3.4 and κ > 0

sup
ε>0

|b̃εi (t)− bεi | . t−κ.

We also introduce the following ε-dependent renormalization terms:

Zε
def

= (vε ∗ Zε ) ◦ Z, Zε
def

= (vε ∗ Zε ) ◦ Z,

Zε
def

= Zε ◦ Z, Zε
def

= Zε ◦ Z,
Zε

def

= Zε ◦ vε ∗ Z, Zε
def

= Zε ◦ vε ∗ Z,

Zε
def

= Zε ◦ Zε − (b̃ε1 + b̃ε2)Z.

(3.13)

We also set

Zε
def

= Zε + Zε (≺ + ≻)Zε .

The nonlinearity in equation (3.1) involves convolution with vε. To apply paracontrolled calculus to
this term, we introduce the following shift operator for y ∈ R

3:

τyf
def

= f(· − y), (3.14)

and express vε ∗ f =
∫
v(y)τyfdy. Using this shift operator, we define the following random fields

that depend on y:

Zy
def

= : τyZZ :
def

= lim
δ→0

(
τyZδZδ −E[τyZδZδ]

)
= lim

δ→0

(
τyZδZδ −Gδ(y)

)
,

Zy
def

= : τyZZ :
def

= lim
δ→0

(
τyZδZδ

)
, Zy

def

= Zy

Zy
def

=I (Zy ), Zy
def

= I (Zy ), Zy
def

= I (Zy ).

(3.15)

with the limit in Lp(Ω;CTC
−1−κ) for p > 1, κ > 0. Here Gδ is G mollified with a bump function.

As in (3.10) we also define the following y-dependent random fields and the related renormalization
counterterms:

Zy,ε
def

= (τyZε ) ◦ Z, Zy,ε
def

= (τyZε ) ◦ Z,
Zy,ε

def

= Zε ◦ τyZ, Zy,ε
def

= Zε ◦ τyZ,
Zy,ε

def

= Zy ◦ Zε − b̃ε2(t, y), Zy,ε
def

= Zy ◦ Zε ,

Zy,ε
def

= τyZε ◦ Zy − b̃ε2(t, y), Zy,ε
def

= τyZε ◦ Zy ,

Zy,y1

def

= τyZy1
◦ Zy , Zy,y1

def

= τyZy1
◦ Zy − b̃3(t, y, y1),

Zy,y1

def

= τyZy1
◦ Zy , Zy,y1

def

= τyZy1
◦ Zy − b̃5(t, y, y1),

(3.16)

where the RHS of the last two lines can be defined as in (3.10) via probabilistic estimates and

b̃ε2(t, y)
def

=E[τyZ ◦ Z ] =
∑

k1,k2∈Z3

v̂ε(k1 + k2)bt(k1, k2)e
−ık1y,

b̃3(t, y, y1)
def

=E[τyZy1
◦ Zy ] =

∑

k1,k2∈Z3

bt(k1, k2)e
−ık1(y+y1),

b̃5(t, y, y1)
def

=E[τyZy1
◦ Zy ] =

∑

k1,k2∈Z3

bt(k1, k2)(e
−ı(k1y+k2y1) + e−ık1(y+y1)).

(3.17)
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Here b̃3(y, y1) and b̃5(y, y1) can be viewed as L2 function in y, y1. We also introduce the following
random fields through y-dependent random fields:

Zε
def

=
∫
vε(y)τyZε ◦ Zy dy − b̃ε2, Zε

def

=
∫
vε(y)vε(y1)τyZy1

◦ Zy dydy1,

Zε
def

=
∫
vε(y)vε(y1)τyZy1

◦ Zy dydy1 − b̃ε3, Zε
def

=
∫
vε(y)τyZε ◦ Zy dy,

Zε
def

=
∫
vε(y)vε(y1)τyZy1

◦ Zy dydy1, Zε
def

=
∫
vε(y)vε(y1)τyZy1

◦ Zy dydy1 − b̃ε5.

(3.18)

For y-dependent random fields in (3.16) and ε-dependent random fields in (3.11), (3.13) and (3.18)
we have

Zε =
∫
vε(y)Zy,εdy, Zε =

∫
vε(y)Zy,εdy,

Zε =
∫
vε(y)Zy,εdy, Zε =

∫
vε(y)Zy,εdy,

Zε =
∫
vε(y)Zy,εdy, Zε =

∫
vε(y)Zy,εdy,

Zε =
∫
vε(y)Zy dy, Zε =

∫
vε(y)Zy dy,

Zε =
∫
vε(y)vε(y1)Zy,y1,εdydy1, Zε =

∫
vε(y)vε(y1)Zy,y1,εdydy1,

Zε =
∫
vε(y)vε(y1)Zy,y1

dydy1, Zε =
∫
vε(y)vε(y1)Zy,y1,εdydy1,

(3.19)

and ∫
vε(y)b̃ε2(t, y)dy = b̃ε2(t),

∫
vε(y)vε(y1)b̃i(t, y, y1)dydy1 = b̃εi (t), (3.20)

for i = 3, 5.

We then recall the following moments bounds for the stochastic terms from [CC18], [Hos18]. To
this end we also introduce |τ | for every Zτ in the following table.

Zτ Z Z Z Z Z Z Z
|τ | − 1

2 − κ
2 −1− κ −1− κ 1

2 − κ 1
2 − κ −κ −κ

Zτ Z Z Z Z Z Z Z
|τ | −κ −κ −κ −κ −κ − 1

2 − κ − 1
2 − κ

Table 1. Regularity of stochastic objects: Zτ

Lemma 3.2. It holds that for every p > 1, κ > 0 and every Zτ from Table 1

E‖Zτ‖p
CTC|τ| +E‖Z ‖p

C
1
8
T L∞

. 1.

The convergence in (3.8) and (3.10) hold in Lp(Ω;CTC
|τ |).

We use Z = (Zτ ) for the tree τ appear in Lemma 3.2 and ‖Z‖ to denote the smallest number bigger

than 1 and CTC
|τ |-norm of Zτ from Table 1 and C

1
8

T L
∞-norm of Z .

By probabilistic calculation as in [CC18, ZZ18] we can prove the following convergence of the
corresponding renormalized terms. We collect Zτε

ε and the corresponding limit Zτ in the following
table.

Proposition 3.3. For every Zτε
ε and corresponding Zτ in Table 2 it holds that for every κ > 0 and

p > 1

E‖Zτε
ε −Zτ‖p

CTC|τ|−κ +E‖Zε −Z ‖p
C

1
8
T L∞

. εκp,
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Zτε
ε Zε Zε Z Z Zε Zε Zε Zε

Zτ Z Z Z Z Z Z Z Z

Zτε
ε Zε Zε Zε Zε Zε Zε Zε

Zτ Z Z Z Z Z Z Z
Table 2. Convergence of stochastic objects Zτε

ε to Zτ

and

E‖Zτε
ε ‖p

CTC|τ| +E‖Zε ‖p
C

1
8
T L∞

. 1,

with the proportional constant independent of ε.

Proof. The proof follows the same probabilistic calculations as in [CC18, ZZ18], utilizing the chaos
expansion of the stochastic terms, Gaussian hypercontractivity and Besov embedding Lemma A.1.
The only difference is the appearance of the additional term vε, which introduces a Fourier multiplier
v̂ε(k) → 1 as ε → 0. We replace 1 with v̂ε(k), and by applying |v̂ε(k) − 1| . εκ|k|κ we derive the
result using the same approach. �

We collect Zτε
ε and the corresponding limit Zτ in the following table.

Zτε
ε Zε Zε Zε Zε Zε Zε

Zτ Z Z Z Z Z Z
Table 3. Convergence of stochastic objects Zτε

ε to Zτ

Proposition 3.4. For every Zτε
ε and corresponding Zτ in Table 3 it holds that for every κ > 0 and

p > 1

E‖Zτε
ε −Zτ‖p

CTC|τ|−κ . εκp,

and

E‖Zτε
ε ‖p

CTC|τ| +E sup
y∈R3

‖Zτ
y ‖pCTC−1−κ . 1,

for Zτ
y ∈ {Zy ,Zy } and

E sup
y∈R3

‖Zτε
y,ε‖pCTC−κ +E sup

y,y1∈R3

‖Zτ
y,y1

‖pCTC−κ . 1,

for Zτε
y,ε ∈ {Zy,ε,Zy,ε,Zy,ε,Zy,ε,Zy,ε,Zy,ε,Zy,ε,Zy,ε} and Zτ

y,y1
∈ {Zy,y1

,Zy,y1
,Zy,y1

,Zy,y1
}, where

the proportional constants are independent of ε. Moreover, we have

E sup
y∈R3

(‖Zy −Z ‖CTC−1−2κ + ‖Zy −Z ‖CTC−1−2κ

|y|κ
)p

. 1.

Proof. The convergence results follow exactly as in Proposition 3.3. For further details, we also refer
to the proof of Proposition 3.12 below. Regarding the uniform bounds in y for Zτ

y , Zτε
y,ε, and Zτ

y,y1
,

we can use the estimate

|e−ıky1 − e−ıky2 | . |y1 − y2|λ|k|λ, (3.21)
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for 0 < λ < 1, and apply Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion to conclude the result for y ∈ T3. Since
Zτ

y , Zτε
y,ε, and Zτ

y,y1
are periodic in y, we extend this result to y ∈ R3. For the final result, we also use

(3.21) to deduce that it holds for supy∈[−π,π]3 by the same argument, which can be easily extended to

y ∈ R
3, thereby implying the last result. �

We set
Zy,ε = (Zτ

y ,Zτε
y,ε,Zτ

y,y1
),

for Zτ
y ∈ {Zy ,Zy } and Zτε

y,ε ∈ {Zy,ε,Zy,ε,Zy,ε,Zy,ε,Zy,ε,Zy,ε,Zy,ε,Zy,ε} and Zτ
y,y1

∈ {Zy,y1
,Zy,y1

,

Zy,y1
,Zy,y1

}. We also use Zε = (Zτε
ε ,Z

τε
ε ,Zy,ε) for the tree τε, which appears in Propositions 3.3, 3.4

and ‖Zε‖ to denote the smallest number bigger than 1 and CTC
|τ |-norm of Zτε

ε and Zτε
ε from Table

2 and Table 3. Additionally, ‖Zε‖ is also greater than supy ‖Zτ
y ‖CTC−1−κ and supy ‖Zτε

y,ε‖CTC−κ and
supy,y1

‖Zτ
y,y1

‖CTC−κ .

In the following we fix κ > 0 small enough.

3.2. Paracontrolled calculus for equations. In this section we apply paracontrolled calculus for
the dynamical Φ4

3 model (3.3) and equation (3.1).

3.2.1. Paracontrolled calculus for equation (3.3). At the level of approximation, equation (3.3) can be
viewed as the limiting case of the following equations as δ approaches 0:

LΦδ = −(|Φδ|2Φδ − (2aδ − 6bδ)Φδ)− (2C1 + 2C2 +m− 1)Φδ + ξδ, (3.22)

where aδ is given in Section 3.1, bδ = E(
∫ ·

−∞
P·−sZδ ds◦Zδ ) is a constant, and ξδ is the mollification

of ξ with a bump function. Since both aδ and bδ diverge to infinity as δ → 0, directly analyzing
equation (3.22) becomes challenging. To address this, we decompose equation (3.3) into an irregular
part and a regular part as follows:

Φ = Z −Z + ϕ, (3.23)

with ϕ solving the following equation

Lϕ =2Z − 2Z ϕ−Z ϕ− | − Z + ϕ|2Z − | − Z + ϕ|2(−Z + ϕ)

+ Z − 2Re[(−Z + ϕ)Z ](−Z + ϕ)

− (2C1 + 2C2 +m− 1 + 6b)(Z −Z + ϕ),

(3.24)

where

Z def

= Z + Z (≺ + ≻)Z , Z def

= Z + Z (≺ + ≻)Z ,

with Zτ being random objects introduced in Section 3.1. From (3.10) Z and Z evolve renormal-

ization from b̃δ and

b(t) = lim
δ→0

(bδ − b̃δ(t)) =
∑

k1,k2

e−(|k1+k2|
2+|k1|

2+|k2|
2+3)tb(k1, k2) . t−κ

for any κ > 0. Note that the Wick renormalization part 2aδΦδ from the approximation (3.22) has

been incoporated into Z and Z , Z in equation (3.24), whereas 6b̃δΦδ appears in the definition

of Z , Z in (3.10), as well as in the definition of Z ◦ ϕ and Z ◦ ϕ below. Additionally, in (3.22)
and the construction of the Φ4

3 field in (2.17) we use the renormalization constant bδ, while in the

definition of Z , Z we use renormlization involving b̃δ to ensure that Z , Z stay in CTC
− 1

2−κ

P-a.s.. As a result, we have an additional b term in the last line of equation (3.24).

The main difficulty to understand equation (3.24) comes from Z ϕ and Z ϕ. In fact these two
terms are not well-defined in the classical sense as the expected sum of their regularities is not strictly
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positive for the resonant product Z ◦ ϕ and Z ◦ ϕ to be well-defined, cf. Lemma A.5. Collecting
the terms which makes ϕ too irregular leads to the following paraproduct ansatz

ϕ =2(Z − ϕ) ≺ Z + (Z − ϕ) ≺ Z + ϕ♯. (3.25)

Then ϕ♯ becomes more regular than ϕ since

ϕ♯ =ϕ+ 2I [(ϕ−Z ) ≺ Z ] + I [(ϕ−Z ) ≺ Z ]

− 2[I , (ϕ−Z ) ≺]Z − [I , (ϕ− Z ) ≺]Z ,

where [I , f ≺]g denotes the commutator between I and f ≺ given by

[I , f ≺]g
def

= I (f ≺ g)− f ≺ I (g).

Here the second and the third terms on the right hand side cancel the irregular terms in ϕ whereas
the last two terms have better regularity by Lemma A.8. Using (3.25) and the commutator Lemma

A.7 we define Z ◦ ϕ, ϕ ◦ Z as follows

ϕ ◦ Z def

=2[(Z − ϕ) ≺ Z ] ◦ Z + [(Z − ϕ) ≺ Z ] ◦ Z + ϕ♯ ◦ Z ,

ϕ ◦ Z def

=2[(Z − ϕ) ≺ Z ] ◦ Z + [(Z − ϕ) ≺ Z ] ◦ Z + ϕ♯ ◦ Z ,

(3.26)

with

((Z − ϕ) ≺ Z ) ◦ Z def

=C(Z − ϕ,Z ,Z ) + (Z − ϕ)Z ,

((Z − ϕ) ≺ Z ) ◦ Z def

=C(Z − ϕ,Z ,Z ) + (Z − ϕ)Z ,

((Z − ϕ) ≺ Z ) ◦ Z def

=C(Z − ϕ,Z ,Z ) + (Z − ϕ)Z ,

((Z − ϕ) ≺ Z ) ◦ Z def

=C(Z − ϕ,Z ,Z ) + (Z − ϕ)Z ,

(3.27)

where C is the commutator from Lemma A.7. Note that the stochastic terms Z , Z defined in
(3.10) require the renormalization b̃δ.

Let us now formulate the definition of paracontrolled solution to (3.24). We also note that | −
Z + ϕ|2Z and 2Re[(−Z + ϕ)Z]Z also evolve terms not well-defined in the classical sense and
will be defined in Lemma 3.19 and Lemma 3.21 below using stochastic objects introduced in (3.10).
We introduce the following solution space: for a small number κ > 0

D = {(ϕ, ϕ♯) ∈ (CTC
− 1

2−κ)2, sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ϕ(t)‖
C

− 1
2
−κ + sup

t∈[0,T ]

t
1+3κ

2 ‖ϕ(t)‖
C

1
2
+2κ

+ sup
t∈[0,T ]

t
3+8κ

4 ‖ϕ♯(t)‖C1+3κ <∞.}

Definition 3.5. We say that a pair (ϕ, ϕ♯) ∈ D is a paracontrolled solution to equation (3.24) provided

ϕ♯ given by (3.25) and ϕ satisfies (3.24) in the analytic weak sense with Z ◦ ϕ and ϕ ◦ Z given by
(3.26).

Based on this definition we also call Φ is a solution to the dynamical Φ4
3 model if Φ satisfies (3.23)

with ϕ in (3.23) is a solution to equation (3.24) in the sense of Definition 3.5.

We recall the following result from [CC18, MW17].

Theorem 3.6. For any Φ(0) ∈ C− 1
2−κ there exists a global in time unique solutions (ϕ, ϕ♯) ∈ D

P-a.s. to equation (3.24).
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We take solution ϕ from Theorem 3.6 and define

Φ = Z −Z + ϕ,

which gives a unique solution to the dynamical Φ4
3 model (3.3). According to [HM18], these solutions

also constitute a Markov process within the space C− 1
2−κ. By leveraging the uniform estimates pro-

vided in [MW17] or [GH21], one can utilize the dynamical Φ4
3 model (3.3) to offer a novel construction

of the Φ4
3 field ν. This can be achieved through the Krylov-Bogoliubov method applied to the Markov

semigroup or via lattice approximation (c.f. [GH21]). Additionally, we employ general ergodicity
results from [HM18, HS22] along with lattice approximation techniques from [GH21, HM18a, ZZ18]
to establish the following conclusion.

Theorem 3.7. There exists a unique invariant measure to the dynamical Φ4
3 model (3.3) given by ν

from (2.17).

3.2.2. Paracontrolled calculus for equation (3.1). In equation (3.1) : |Ψε|2 : denotes the Wick renor-
malization, which is understood as follows: More precisely, we decompose Ψε = Z + uε, where uε

satisfies the equation:

L uε = −
(
vε ∗ (Z + 2Re(uεZ) + |uε|2)

)
(Z + uε) + (aε − 6bε −m+ 1)(Z + uε). (3.28)

In this equation we interpret : |Ψε|2 : as Z + 2Re(uεZ) + |uε|2, where the Wick renormalization

counterpart is encapsulated in Z . For fixed ε, due to the smoothing effect of v, we obtain local
well-posedeness of solutions to equation (3.28) and also (3.1), similar to the approach used for the
dynamical Φ4

2 model (c.f. [DD03, MW17a]). We first state the following result by using Bourgain’s
argument [Bou94].

Theorem 3.8. For fixed ε > 0 and any Ψε(0) ∈ C− 1
2−κ there exist a unique solution to equation

(3.1) in C([0, T ];C−1
2−κ) P-a.s. Moreover, νε from (2.15) is the unique invariant measure of the

solutions to equation (3.1).

The proof of this result is standard and we put it in appendix.

As we need to prove the solution to equation (3.1) converges to the solution of equation (3.3),
paracontrolled calculus is required to further analyze equation (3.1). To facilitate this, we need a

more detailed decomposition of equation (3.28). Notably the renormalized random field Zε for

vε ∗ Z Z corresponds to the Wick renormalization (vεG) ∗ Z, while in equation (3.3) we transform
this Wick renormalization to mass renormalization aεΨε, as explained in Remark 3.1. To this end,
we rewrite equation (3.1) as

LΨε = −(vε∗ : |Ψε|2 : )Ψε + (vεG) ∗Ψε +RΨε − 6bεΨε − (m− 1)Ψε + ξ, (3.29)

with the operator Rf def

= aεf − (vεG) ∗ f . Compared with (3.6) we have an additional term RΨε,
which depends linearly on the solution. For fixed ε, the operator Rf has the same regularity as f , but
this regularity is dependent on ε. The following lemma regarding Rf demonstrates that this operator
uniformly reduces regularity by one in ε.

Lemma 3.9. Let f ∈ Bα
p , α ∈ R, p ∈ [1,∞]. Then for η ∈ (0, 1)

‖Rf‖
B

α−1−η
p

. εη‖f‖Bα
p
.

Here the implicit constant is independent of ε.

We put the proof of this lemma in Subsection 3.4.

To address the singular SPDE (3.29) as well as the new term RΨε, we introduce the following
decomposition for equation (3.1), omitting ε in Ψ and renormalized terms for simplicity in the sequel:

Ψ = Z −Z + I (RZ) + ψ. (3.30)
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Since Z ∈ CTC
− 1+κ

2 , by Lemma 3.9 we have RZ ∈ CTC
− 3

2−κ P-a.s. and I (RZ) → 0 in CTC
1
2−κ

P-a.s.. We can then easily check that ψ satisfies the following equation:

Lψ =Z − I (RZ)Z − Z ψ − 2
(
vε ∗ Re[(Y + ψ) :Z]

)
Z :

− 6b̃ε(Y + ψ)− (b̃ε2 + 2b̃ε3 + b̃ε4)Z

−
(
vε ∗ |Y + ψ|2

)
Z −

(
vε ∗ |Y + ψ|2

)
(Y + ψ)− 2

(
vε ∗ Re[(Y + ψ)Z]

)
(Y + ψ)

+RY +Rψ + (6b̃ε − 6bε −m+ 1)Ψ,

(3.31)

where 6b̃ε = b̃ε1 + 2b̃ε2 + 2b̃ε3 + b̃ε4 and bε given in (2.18)

Y
def

= −Z + I (RZ). (3.32)

Here and in the following we used the notation for the Wick product over ZZ:

2
(
vε ∗ Re[f : Z]

)
Z :

def

= 2
(
vε ∗ Re[fZ]

)
Z − (vεG) ∗ f. (3.33)

Regarding the renormalization counterterms (vεG) ∗Ψ and 6bεΨ in equation (3.29) we have

• (vεG) ∗ Z is incoporated into Z , while (vεG) ∗ (Y + ψ) from (3.29) is incoporated into
2
(
vε ∗ Re[(Y + ψ) :Z]

)
Z : , respectively;

• By (3.13) (b̃ε1+ b̃
ε
2)Z is incoporated into Z and (b̃ε2+2b̃ε3+ b̃

ε
4)Z serves as the renomalization

counterterm for 2
(
vε ∗ Re[Y :Z]

)
Z : ;

• The term 6b̃ε(Y+ψ) serves as the renormalization counterterm for Z ψ and 2
(
vε ∗ Re[ψ :Z]

)
Z : .

Using Lemma 3.9 we know that I (RZ) ∈ C
1
2−κ P-a.s. uniform in ε. Hence, we note that the

convergence of I (RZ) ◦ Z and several new stochastic terms invovling RZ requires renormalization
(c.f. Lemma A.5). We employ probabilistic calculations to prove that they converge to zero in suitable
spaces, after subtracting suitable renormalization counterterms.

Proposition 3.10. It holds that for κ > 0 and p > 1

E‖
(
vε ∗ I (RZ)

)
◦ Z‖pCTC−2κ +E‖

(
vε ∗ I (RZ)

)
◦ Z − cε1‖pCTC−2κ . εpκ, (3.34)

and

E‖(vε ∗ Z) ◦ I (RZ)− cε1‖pCTC−2κ +E‖(vε ∗ Z) ◦ I (RZ)‖pCTC−2κ . εpκ, (3.35)

E‖Re[Z ◦ I (RZ)]− cε2‖pCTC−2κ . εpκ, (3.36)

where

cε1
def
= E

[(
vε ∗ I (RZ)

)
◦ Z
]
= E

[
(vε ∗ Z) ◦ I (RZ)

]
, cε2

def
= ERe[Z ◦ I (RZ)] (3.37)

depending on t. Moreover,

|cε1(t)− C1| . (t−κ + 1)εκ, |cε2(t)− C2| . (t−κ + 1)εκ.

Here C1 and C2 are defined in (3.4) and (3.5), respectively, and the proportional constants are inde-
pendent of ε.

The proof of Proposition 3.10 is given in Section 5.1.

Remark 3.11. From Proposition 3.10, we deduce that the renormalization constants from RZ con-
verge to finite values C1 and C2, which correspond to the newly introduced mass term in the limiting
equation (3.3). Furthermore, we will observe the emergence of such new mass terms in the limiting

behavior of the nonlinear terms
(
vε ∗ |Y + ψ|2

)
Z,
(
vε ∗ Re[(Y + ψ)Z]

)
(Y + ψ), and I (RZ) ◦ Z ,

vε ∗ Re[I (RZ)◦ :Z]Z : (see Proposition 3.13, Lemmas 3.19 and 3.21 below).
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Similar as (3.24) to obtain uniform in ε estimates for Z ψ, 2
(
vε ∗ Re[(Y + ψ) : Z]

)
Z : requires

paracontrolled calculus. The latter term 2vε ∗ Re[(Y + ψ) :Z]Z : involving the convolution with vε.
We use paraproduct decomposition and the random fields introduced in (3.15) to write it as follows:

2vε ∗ Re[(Y + ψ) :Z]Z :

=

∫
vε(y)τy(Y + ψ)Zy dy +

∫
vε(y)τy(Y + ψ)Zy dy

=

∫
vε(y)τy(Y + ψ) ≺ Zy dy +

∫
vε(y)τy(Y + ψ) ≺ Zy dy

+

∫
vε(y)τy(Y + ψ) < Zy dy +

∫
vε(y)τy(Y + ψ) < Zy dy.

(3.38)

Here for fixed ε > 0, Y, ψ ∈ C
3
2−κ P-a.s., and each term on both sides is well-defined. For the

first equality, we can rigorously deduce it by approximating Z with Zδ. To prove convergence to the
corresponding terms in the dynamical Φ4

3 model, we need to introduce renormalization counterterms
for the terms involving the paraproduct ◦. For the purely stochastic term, we have∫

vε(y)τyY ◦ Zy dy +

∫
vε(y)τyY ◦ Zy dy

=−
∫
vε(y)τyZ ◦ Zy dy −

∫
vε(y)τyZ ◦ Zy dy

+

∫
vε(y)τyI (RZ) ◦ Zy dy +

∫
vε(y)τyI (RZ) ◦ Zy dy.

Proposition 3.12. It holds that for κ > 0, p > 1
(
E
∥∥∥
∫
vε(y)τyZ ◦ Zy dy − (b̃ε2 + b̃ε3)Z −Z

∥∥∥
p

CTC
− 1

2
−κ

) 1
p

. ε
κ
2 ,

and
(
E
∥∥∥
∫
vε(y)τyZ ◦ Zy dy − b̃ε5Z −Z

∥∥∥
p

CTC
− 1

2
−κ

) 1
p

. ε
κ
2 ,

with the proportional constant independent of ε.

The proof of this result is purely probabilistic, and we will provide the proof of Proposition 3.12 in
Section 5.2.

Using Lemma 3.9 we know that I (RZ) ∈ C
1
2−κ P-a.s.. Hence, we note that I (RZ) ◦ Z and

several new stochastic terms invovling RZ do not make sense in the classical setting (c.f. Lemma
A.5). We employ probabilistic calculations to prove that they converge to zero in suitable spaces,
after subtracting suitable renormalization counterterms.

Proposition 3.13. It holds that for κ > 0 and p > 1

E‖I (RZ) ◦ Z − cε1Z‖p
CTC

− 1
2
−κ

. ε
pκ
2 ,

and

E
∥∥∥
∫
vε(y)τyI (RZ) ◦ Zy dy − cε2Z

∥∥∥
p

CTC
− 1

2
−κ

. ε
κp
2 ,

E
∥∥∥
∫
vε(y)τyI (RZ) ◦ Zy dy − cε1Z − cε2Z

∥∥∥
p

CTC
− 1

2
−κ

. ε
κp
2 .

Here cε1, c
ε
2 are defined in (3.37) and the proportional constant is independent of ε. Moreover, it holds

that

E sup
y

∥∥∥τyI (RZ) ◦ Z
∥∥∥
p

CTC−2κ
+E sup

y

∥∥∥τyI (RZ) ◦ Z
∥∥∥
p

CTC−2κ
. 1,
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E sup
y

∥∥∥I (RZ) ◦ τyZ
∥∥∥
p

CTC−2κ
+E sup

y

∥∥∥I (RZ) ◦ τyZ
∥∥∥
p

CTC−2κ
. 1.

The proof of Proposition 3.13 is given in Section 5.1.

By Lemma A.5 the worst part of the RHS of (3.31) is

−(ψ + Y ) ≺ Z −
∫
vε(y)τy(Y + ψ) ≺ Zy dy −

∫
vε(y)τy(Y + ψ) ≺ Zy dy,

which leads to the following paracontrolled ansatz:

ψ =− (ψ + Y ) ≺ Z −
∫
vε(y)τy(Y + ψ) ≺ Zy dy −

∫
vε(y)τy(Y + ψ) ≺ Zy dy + ψ♯. (3.39)

Similar to the discussion after (3.25), ψ♯ exhibits better regularity compared to ψ. Specifically, we
have ψ♯ ∈ B1+2κ

p . As with the dynamical Φ4
3 model, the paracontrolled ansatz (3.39) can be used to

decompse the terms Z ◦ ψ ,
∫
vε(y)τyψ ◦ Zy dy,

∫
vε(y)τyψ ◦ Zy dy and give uniform in ε bounds

after renormalization.

For Z ◦ ψ we have the following result.

Lemma 3.14. It holds that for any p > 1 and κ ∈ (0, 12 )

‖Z ◦ ψ + (b̃ε1 + b̃ε2)(Y + ψ)‖
B

−κ
p

. ‖Y + ψ‖B3κ
p
(εκ/2‖Zε‖+ ‖Zε‖2) + ‖ψ♯‖

B
1+2κ
p

‖Zε‖.

Proof. Similar to (3.26), we substitute the paracontrolled ansatz (3.39) into Z ◦ ψ and have the
following decomposition :

Z ◦ ψ + (b̃ε1 + b̃ε2)(Y + ψ) = −
3∑

i=1

Ji + ψ♯ ◦ Z , (3.40)

with

J1
def

=[(Y + ψ) ≺ Z ] ◦ Z − b̃ε1(Y + ψ),

J2
def

=

∫
vε(y)[τy(Y + ψ) ≺ Zy ] ◦ Z dy − b̃ε2(Y + ψ),

J3
def

=

∫
vε(y)[τy(Y + ψ) ≺ Zy ] ◦ Z dy.

Using the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 we have that

‖ψ♯ ◦ Z ‖
B

−κ
p

. ‖ψ♯‖
B

1+2κ
p

‖Z ‖C−1−κ .

Furthermore Ji can be decomposed as follows by using the classical commutator from Lemma A.7:

J1 = C(ψ + Y,Z ,Z ) + (Y + ψ)Z ,

where b̃ε1(Y +ψ) is incoporated into Z (Y +ψ) from (3.11). Using Lemma A.7 and Proposition 3.3,
we obtain

‖J1‖B−κ
p

. ‖Y + ψ‖B3κ
p
‖Zε‖2.



24 PHAN THÀNH NAM, RONGCHAN ZHU, AND XIANGCHAN ZHU

For J2 further refinement is required. In fact, we use the y-dependent random fields introduced in
(3.16) to have

J2 =

∫
vε(y)C(τy(Y + ψ),Zy ,Z )dy +

∫
vε(y)τy(Y + ψ)Zy dy

+

∫
vε(y)τy(Y + ψ)b̃ε2(y)dy − b̃ε2(Y + ψ)

=

3∑

i=1

J2i,

(3.41)

with

J21
def

=

∫
vε(y)C(τy(Y + ψ),Zy ,Z )dy + (Y + ψ)Z

J22
def

=

∫
vε(y)

[
τy(Y + ψ)− (Y + ψ)

]
Zy dy

J23
def

=

∫
vε(y)[τy(Y + ψ)− (Y + ψ)]b̃ε2(y)dy.

for b̃ε2(y) = b̃ε2(t, y) defined in (3.17), where we used (3.19) and (3.20).

For J23 we have by Lemma A.9 and (3.2)

‖J23‖B−κ
p

.ε−
κ
2 ‖Zε‖

∫
|vε(y)||y|κ‖Y + ψ‖B2κ

p
dy . ε

κ
2 ‖Zε‖‖Y + ψ‖B2κ

p
, (3.42)

where we used |v̂ε(k1 + k2)| . ε−
κ
2 |k1 + k2|−κ

2 to deduce |b̃ε2(y)| . ε−
κ
2 . For J22 we have by Lemma

A.9 and Proposition 3.4 and (3.2)

‖J22‖B−κ
p

.

∫
|vε(y)|‖τy(Y + ψ)− (Y + ψ)‖B2κ

p
‖Zy ‖C−κdy

.

∫
|vε(y)||y|κ‖Y + ψ‖B3κ

p
dy sup

y
‖Zy ‖C−κ . εκ‖Y + ψ‖B3κ

p
‖Zε‖.

(3.43)

For J21 we use Lemma A.7 and Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 3.4 and (A.1) to have

‖J21‖B−κ
p

. ‖Y + ψ‖B3κ
p
‖Zε‖2. (3.44)

For J3 in (3.40) we use similar decomposition to obtain

J3 =

∫
vε(y)C(τy(Y + ψ),Zy ,Z )dy + (Y + ψ)Z

+

∫
vε(y)[τy(Y + ψ)− Y + ψ]Zy dy.

The desired bounds for ‖J3‖B−κ
p

follow the same line as that for J21 and J22. Hence, the result

follows. �

Before proceeding we introduce the following operator, which will be used in the sequel:

R1f
def

=
∑

k

g(k)〈f, ek〉ek,

with

g(k)
def

=
∑

k1,k2

b̃t(k1, k2)(v̂ε(k + k1)
2 − v̂ε(k1)

2), (3.45)

for b̃t defined in (3.12).

We have the following result for R1.
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Lemma 3.15. It holds that for p > 1, κ ∈ (0, 12 )

‖R1f‖Bκ
p
. εκ‖f‖B3κ

p
,

with the proportional constant independent of ε.

We put the proof of this lemma in Section 3.4. Moreover, we have the following result for∫
vε(y)τyψ ◦ Zy dy + (b̃ε2 + b̃ε3)(Y + ψ) and

∫
vε(y)τyψ ◦ Zy dy + b̃ε5(Y + ψ).

Lemma 3.16. It holds that for any p > 1
∥∥∥
∫
vε(y)τyψ ◦ Zy dy + (b̃ε2 + b̃ε3)(Y + ψ)

∥∥∥
B

−κ
p

+
∥∥∥
∫
vε(y)τyψ ◦ Zy dy + b̃ε5(Y + ψ)

∥∥∥
B

−κ
p

.‖Y + ψ‖B3κ
p
(εκ‖Zε‖+ ‖Zε‖2) + ‖ψ♯‖

B
1+2κ
p

‖Zε‖,

Proof. We start with the first term and substitute the paracontrolled ansatz (3.39) to obtain

∫
vε(y)τyψ ◦ Zy dy + (b̃ε2 + b̃ε3)(Y + ψ) = −

3∑

i=1

Ji +

∫
vε(y)τyψ

♯ ◦ Zy dy (3.46)

with

J1
def

=

∫
vε(y)[τy(Y + ψ) ≺ τyZ ] ◦ Zy dy − b̃ε2(Y + ψ),

J2
def

=

∫
vε(y)vε(y1)[τy+y1(Y + ψ) ≺ τyZy1

] ◦ Zy dydy1,

J3
def

=

∫
vε(y)vε(y1)[τy+y1(Y + ψ) ≺ τyZy1

] ◦ Zy dydy1 − b̃ε3(Y + ψ).

We use the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 and Proposition 3.4 and (A.1) to have
∥∥∥
∫
vε(y)τyψ

♯ ◦ Zy dy
∥∥∥
Bκ

p

. ‖ψ♯‖
B

1+2κ
p

‖Zε‖.

Furthermore, we use Zε , Zε , Zε introduced in (3.18) and Zy,ε, Zy,y1
, Zy,y1

introduced in (3.16)
to decompose J1, J2, J3 as in (3.41). We only give details for J3 and others follow the same line:
Similar as in (3.41) we have

J3 =

3∑

i=1

J3i,

with

J31
def

=

∫
vε(y)vε(y1)C(τy+y1(Y + ψ), τyZy1

,Zy )dydy1 + (Y + ψ)Zε ,

J32
def

=

∫
vε(y)vε(y1)[τy+y1(Y + ψ)− (Y + ψ)]Zy,y1

dydy1,

J33
def

=

∫
vε(y)vε(y1)[τy+y1(Y + ψ)− (Y + ψ)]b̃3(y, y1)dydy1,

where b̃3(y, y1) = b̃3(t, y, y1) defined in (3.17) and we used (3.19) and (3.20).

For J31 we use Lemma A.7 and Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 3.4 as in (3.44) and (A.1) to have

‖J31‖B−κ
p

. ‖Y + ψ‖B3κ
p
‖Zε‖2.

We note that J33 cannot be bounded as in (3.42), since we cannot bound |b̃3(y, y1)| by ε−κ
2 . Instead

we use Fourier basis to have

J33 = R1(Y + ψ).
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By using Lemma 3.15 we have

‖J33‖Bκ
p
. εκ‖Y + ψ‖B3κ

p
.

Similar as in (3.43) we have for J32 and p > 1

‖J32‖B−κ
p

.

∫
|vε(y)vε(y1)|‖τy+y1(Y + ψ)− (Y + ψ)‖B2κ

p
‖Zy,y1

‖C−κdydy1

.

∫
|vε(y)vε(y1)|(|y|κ + |y1|κ)‖Y + ψ‖B3κ

p
dydy1 sup

y,y1

‖Zy,y1
‖C−κ

.εκ‖Y + ψ‖B3κ
p
‖Zε‖,

(3.47)

where in the second step we used Lemma A.9 and (3.2).

Similarly we can also use Zε , Zε and Zε introduced in (3.18) and Zy,ε, Zy,y1
, Zy,y1

from

(3.16) to decompose
∫
vε(y)τyψ ◦ (Zy )dy + b̃ε5(Y + ψ) and derive the same bounds. Thus the result

follows. �

3.3. Control the difference. In this section, we will provide the proof of the convergence of the
dynamics stated in Theorem 3.17. The main approach is to compare the corresponding terms in
equations (3.31) and (3.24). We can estimate each term through paracontrolled calculus and employ
similar arguments as in [ZZ18].

Theorem 3.17. Suppose that Ψε(0) → Φ(0) in C− 1
2−κ for κ > 0 and v satisfies (Hv). It holds that

the unique solutions Ψε and Φ to equations (3.1) and (3.3) satisfy for any T > 0

‖Ψε − Φ‖
CTC

− 1
2
−κ →P 0, ε→ 0.

The proof of Theorem 3.17 follows the same reasoning as in [ZZ18, Section 5], while accounting for
the differences in the corresponding terms as given in Lemma 3.18– Lemma 3.21, as well as (3.49),
(3.57)–(3.58), below. Further details can be found in Appendix B.

In the sequel we compare the corresponding terms on the RHS of equation (3.31) and equation
(3.24). To this end, we introduce the following notations: We adjust ‖Zε‖ from Section 3.1 to be
greater than the ‖Zε‖ from Section 3.1 and also larger than

sup
y∈R3

‖Zy −Z ‖CTC−1−2κ + ‖Zy −Z ‖CTC−1−2κ

|y|κ

and ‖Zε ‖
C

1
8
T L∞

, as well as

sup
y

∥∥∥τyI (RZ) ◦ Z
∥∥∥
CTC−2κ

, sup
y

∥∥∥τyI (RZ) ◦ Z
∥∥∥
CTC−2κ

,

sup
y

∥∥∥I (RZ) ◦ τyZ
∥∥∥
CTC−2κ

, sup
y

∥∥∥I (RZ) ◦ τyZ
∥∥∥
CTC−2κ

from Proposition 3.13. Furthermore, we also use ‖Z−Zε‖ to denote the smallest number bigger than
‖Zτε

ε −Zτ‖CTC|τ|−κ from Proposition 3.3 and ‖Zτε
ε −Zτ‖CTC|τ|−κ from Proposition 3.4 and CTC

|τ |−κ-
norm of all the random fields Zτε

ε −Zτ from Propositions 3.10 and 3.12, and the first three terms in

Proposition 3.13, and ‖Zε −Z ‖
C

1
8
T L∞

. Here, we also view the random fields from Propositions 3.10

and 3.12 and the first three terms in Proposition 3.13 as Zτε
ε −Zτ .

Using Propositions 3.3 and 3.4 3.13 and Lemma 3.2 we also have for every p > 1

sup
ε

E‖Zε‖p +E‖Z‖p . 1, (3.48)
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with the proportional constant independent of ε. Using Proposition 3.3, Propositions 3.10 and 3.4
and 3.13, we obtain

E‖Zε − Z‖p . ε
pκ
2 , (3.49)

where the proportional constant is independent of ε.

Now we analyze each term in equation (3.31) as follows. We define

M
def

=‖ψ‖
C

1
2
+2κ + ‖ϕ‖

C
1
2
+2κ + ‖Z‖+ ‖Zε‖+ 1,

M∞
def

=‖ψ‖L∞ + ‖ϕ‖L∞ + ‖Z‖+ ‖Zε‖+ 1.
(3.50)

We first consider the terms Z (Y + ψ) and 2
(
vε ∗ Re[(Y + ψ) : Z]

)
Z : from the first two lines of

(3.31).

Lemma 3.18. It holds that for t > 0

‖2
(
vε ∗ Re[(Y + ψ) : Z]

)
Z : +(b̃ε3 + b̃ε2 + b̃ε5)(Z + Y + ψ)

+ Z − Z ϕ+ Z − Z ϕ− (C1 + 2C2)Z‖C−1−2κ

.‖Zε − Z‖M‖Z‖+ ‖ψ − ϕ‖
C

1
2
+2κ‖Z‖2 + εκ/2M‖Zε‖2(1 + t−κ)

+ ‖ψ♯ − ϕ♯‖C1+2κ‖Z‖+ (‖Zε − Z‖ + εκ)‖ψ♯‖C1+3κ ,

(3.51)

and

‖Z (Y + ψ) + (b̃ε1 + b̃ε2)(Z + Y + ψ) + Z − ϕZ − C1Z‖C−1−2κ

.‖Zε − Z‖M‖Z‖+ ‖ψ − ϕ‖
C

1
2
+2κ‖Z‖2 + εκ/2M‖Zε‖2(1 + t−κ)

+ ‖ψ♯ − ϕ♯‖C1+2κ‖Z‖+ (‖Zε − Z‖+ εκ)‖ψ♯‖C1+3κ ,

where

Z ϕ
def
= Z (≺ + ≻)ϕ+ Z ◦ ϕ, Z ϕ

def
= Z (≺ + ≻)ϕ+ Z ◦ ϕ,

with Z ◦ ϕ and Z ◦ ϕ defined in (3.26).

Proof. We only prove the first one and the second one is similar. Recall (3.38) and it suffices to prove
∥∥∥
∫
vε(y)τy(Y + ψ)Zy dy + (b̃ε3 + b̃ε2)(Z + Y + ψ) + Z − Z ϕ− C2Z

∥∥∥
C−1−2κ

(3.52)

controlled by the RHS of (3.51), and the other part follows the same line. We first have
∫
vε(y)τy(Y + ψ)(≺ + ≻)Zy dy

=

∫
vε(y)[τy(Y + ψ)− (Y + ψ)](≺ + ≻)Zy dy + (Y + ψ)(≺ + ≻)

∫
vε(y)Zy dy.

By using the paraproduct estimates in Lemma A.5 and Lemma A.9 and (3.2) we obtain
∥∥∥
∫
vε(y)[τy(Y + ψ)− (Y + ψ)](≺ + ≻)Zy dy

∥∥∥
C−1−κ

.

∫
|vε(y)|‖τy(Y + ψ)− (Y + ψ)‖Cκ‖Zy ‖C−1−κdy

.εκ‖Y + ψ‖C2κ‖Zε‖,
which by Propositions 3.3, 3.4 and Lemma 3.9 implies that

∥∥∥
∫
vε(y)τy(Y + ψ)(≺ + ≻)Zy dy −Z (≺ + ≻)(−Z + ϕ)

∥∥∥
C−1−2κ

.‖Zε − Z‖M+ ‖ψ − ϕ‖C2κ‖Z‖+ εκM‖Zε‖.
(3.53)
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Here we also used (3.2) and

‖Zy −Z ‖C−1−2κ . |y|κ‖Zε‖. (3.54)

We then consider
∫
vε(y)τyψ ◦ Zy dy + (b̃ε3 + b̃ε2)(Y + ψ) and recall Lemma 3.16 and we only

concentrate on J3 on the RHS of (3.46) and the bounds for the other terms are similar. From the

proof of Lemma 3.16 we have J3 =
∑3

i=1 J3i and we know that the C−κ-norms of J32, J33 are bounded
by the RHS of (3.51). For J31 we write it as follows

∫
vε(y)vε(y1)C(τy+y1(Y + ψ)− (Y + ψ), τyZy1

,Zy )dydy1

+

∫
vε(y)vε(y1)C(Y + ψ, τyZy1

,Zy −Z )dydy1

+ C(Y + ψ,

∫
vε(y)vε(y1)τyZy1

dydy1,Z ) + (Y + ψ)Zε

(3.55)

Using Proposition 3.4 for supy,y1
‖τyZy1

‖C1−κ , supy ‖Zy ‖C−1−κ , along with (3.54), Lemma A.9 for
τy+y1(Y +ψ)− (Y +ψ), Lemma A.7, and (3.2), we conclude that the Cκ-norms of the first two terms
on the RHS of (3.55) are bounded by the RHS of (3.51). Furthermore, the C−κ-norm of the difference

between the last term in (3.55) and C(−Z +ϕ,Z ,Z )+(−Z +ϕ)Z in the definition of Z ◦ϕ
from (3.26) can also be bounded by the RHS of (3.51). Moreover, J1 and J2 can be bounded in a
similar manner using Proposition 3.4, Lemma A.9, Lemma A.5, and Lemma A.7. Hence, we obtain

∥∥∥
∫
vε(y)τyψ ◦ Zy dy + (b̃ε3 + b̃ε2)(Y + ψ)−Z ◦ ϕ

∥∥∥
C−κ

can be bounded by the RHS of (3.51).

It remains to consider
∫
vε(y)τyY ◦ Zy dy − C2Z. We use Propositions 3.10 and 3.13 to obtain

∥∥∥
∫
vε(y)τyI (RZ) ◦ Zy dy − C2Z

∥∥∥
C

− 1
2
−2κ

. ‖Zε − Z‖+ εκ‖Zε‖(1 + t−κ). (3.56)

Thus, the conclusion that (3.52) is controlled by the RHS of (3.51) follows from the application of
Proposition 3.12. �

We then consider the last line of equation (3.31).

I. (6bε − 6b̃ε +m− 1)Ψ− (6b+m− 1)Φ: By definition we know that

bε1 − b̃ε1(t) =
∑

k1,k2

e−(|k1+k2|
2+|k1|

2+|k2|
2+3)tv̂ε(k1 + k2)

2b(k1, k2).

Thus |b̃ε1 − bε1 − b| . εκt−κ. For other bεi and b̃εi we have similar bounds. Hence we obtain

‖(6bε − 6b̃ε +m− 1)Ψ− (6b+m− 1)Φ‖
C

− 1
2
−κ

.(t−κ + 1)
(
εκ(‖Z‖+ ‖ψ‖

C
− 1

2
−κ) + ‖ψ − ϕ‖

C
− 1

2
−κ + ‖Zε − Z‖

)
.

(3.57)

II. RY and Rψ: By Lemma 3.9 we know that

‖RY ‖
C

− 1
2
−2κ . εκ‖Zε‖, ‖Rψ‖

C
− 1

2
+κ . εκ‖ψ‖

C
1
2
+2κ . (3.58)

Next, we analyze the contribution from the third line of equation (3.31) in the following lemmas.
We begin by examining the difference between

(
vε ∗ |Y +ψ|2

)
Z from the RHS of equation (3.31) and

| − Z + ϕ|2Z from equation (3.24).
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Lemma 3.19. It holds that for t > 0

‖
(
vε ∗ |Y |2

)
Z(t)‖

C
− 1

2
−κ . (‖Zε‖3 + 1)(t−κ + 1), (3.59)

and
∥∥vε ∗ |Y + ψ|2Z − (| − Z + ϕ|2Z + C1(−Z + ϕ))

∥∥
C

− 1
2
−κ

.MM∞

(
‖Zε − Z‖+ εκ(‖Z‖+ ‖Zε‖)

)
(1 + t−κ) +

(
‖ψ − ϕ‖

C
1
2
+2κM∞ + ‖ψ − ϕ‖L∞M

)
‖Z‖,

(3.60)

where the proportional constants are independent of ε and

| − Z + ϕ|2Z def
= |Z |2Z − ϕZ − ϕZ + |ϕ|2Z, (3.61)

with

|Z |2 ◦ Z def
= (Z ◦ Z ) ◦ Z + C(Z ,Z , Z) + Z Z + C(Z ,Z , Z) + Z Z ,

Z def
= Z (≺ + ≻)Z + Z , Z def

= Z (≺ + ≻)Z + Z .

Here C is the commutator given by Lemma A.7 and all the Zτ are introduced in (3.10).

Proof. First note that by Lemma 3.9

‖I (RZ)‖
C

1
2
−2κ . εκ‖Z‖. (3.62)

We have the following decomposition
(
vε ∗ |Y + ψ|2

)
Z = vε ∗ |Y |2Z + vε ∗ |ψ|2Z + 2vε ∗ Re[ψY ]Z. (3.63)

We compare the RHS of (3.63) with the RHS of (3.61).

I. For the first term we decompose

vε ∗ |Y |2Z =(vε ∗ |Y |2)(≺ + ≻)Z + (vε ∗ |Y |2) ◦ Z. (3.64)

By Lemmas A.5, A.9 and Proposition 3.3 and (3.62), we know that for the first term

‖(vε ∗ |Y |2)(≺ + ≻)Z − |Z |2(≺ + ≻)Z‖
C

− 1
2
−κ

can be controlled by the RHS of (3.60).

For the second term on the RHS of (3.64) we have the decomposition

(vε ∗ |Y |2) ◦ Z =(vε ∗ (Y ≺ Y )) ◦ Z + (vε ∗ (Y ≻ Y )) ◦ Z + (vε ∗ (Y ◦ Y )) ◦ Z. (3.65)

Using Lemmas A.5 and A.9 and Proposition 3.3 and (3.62), we know that for the last term on the
RHS of (3.65)

‖(vε ∗ (Y ◦ Y )) ◦ Z − (Z ◦ Z ) ◦ Z‖
C

1
2
−4κ

can be bounded by the RHS of (3.60).

The first two terms on the RHS of (3.65) are similar and we only concentrate on the first one. We
have

vε ∗ (Y ≺ Y ) ◦ Z =

∫
vε(y)(τyY ≺ τyY ) ◦ Zdy

=

∫
vε(y)C(τyY, τyY , Z)dy +

∫
vε(y)τyY (τyY ◦ Z)dy.

(3.66)

For the first term we use Lemmas A.7 and A.9 and (3.2) and (3.62) to have
∥∥∥
∫
vε(y)C(τyY, τyY , Z)dy − C(Z ,Z , Z)

∥∥∥
Cκ
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controlled by the RHS of (3.60). For the second term we write it as
∫
vε(y)τyY (τyY ◦ Z)dy =

∫
vε(y)(τyY − Y )(τyY ◦ Z)dy + Y (vε ∗ Y ◦ Z).

Here we used (3.19) to have

vε ∗ Y ◦ Z = −Z + vε ∗ I (RZ) ◦ Z

=

∫
vε(y)

(
−Zy + τyI (RZ) ◦ Z

)
dy =

∫
vε(y)τyY ◦ Zdy,

(3.67)

as the both sides are well-defined for fixed ε. Using Lemma A.9 and Proposition 3.4 and Proposition
3.13 and (3.2) we obtain that the first term is bounded by the RHS of (3.60). By Lemma A.5 and
Propositions 3.3 3.10 , we have

‖Y (vε ∗ Y ◦ Z) + Z C1 −Z Z ‖C−2κ

.‖Y ‖
C

1
2
−κ‖Z + vε ∗ Y ◦ Z − C1‖C−2κ + ‖Y + Z ‖

C
1
2
−κ(‖Z ‖C−2κ + C1).

In fact, we write

‖Z + vε ∗ Y ◦ Z − C1‖C−2κ . ‖Z − Z ‖C−2κ + ‖vε ∗ I (RZ) ◦ Z − C1‖C−2κ

and apply Proposition 3.3 and (3.34).

Thus using (3.62) ‖vε ∗ |Y |2Z− (|Z |2Z−C1Z )‖
C

− 1
2
−κ is bounded by the RHS of (3.60). (3.59)

follows similarly.

II. Concerning the second term on the RHS of (3.63), using Lemmas A.5 and A.9 we have

‖vε ∗ |ψ|2Z − |ϕ|2Z‖
C

− 1
2
−κ

.
[
‖ψ − ϕ‖

C
1
2
+κ(‖ψ‖L∞ + ‖ϕ‖L∞) + ‖ψ − ϕ‖L∞(‖ψ‖

C
1
2
+κ + ‖ϕ‖

C
1
2
+κ)

+ εκ‖ψ‖
C

1
2
+2κ‖ψ‖L∞

]
‖Z‖

C
− 1

2
−κ

2
.

(3.68)

III. For the third term on the RHS of (3.63), we have

2vε ∗ Re[ψY ]Z =

∫
vε(y)τyψτyY Zdy +

∫
vε(y)τyψτyY Zdy. (3.69)

We only concentrate on the first one and the second one is similar. For the first one we have
∫
vε(y)τyψτyY Zdy =

∫
vε(y)(τyψ − ψ)τy(I (RZ)−Z )Zdy + ψ(vε ∗ I (RZ)Z − Zε ),(3.70)

with

Zε
def

= (vε ∗ Z )(≺ + ≻)Z + Zε ,

for Zε defined in (3.13). The C− 1
2−κ norm of the first term on the RHS of (3.70) is bounded by

∫
|vε(y)|‖τyψ − ψ‖

C
1
2
+κ sup

y
‖τy(I (RZ)−Z )Z‖

C
− 1+κ

2
dy . ‖ψ‖

C
1
2
+2κε

κ‖Zε‖2.

Here in the last step we used Lemma A.9 and (3.2), and Lemma A.5, (A.1), Proposition 3.13 and
Proposition 3.4, Lemma 3.9 to have

sup
y

‖τy(I (RZ)−Z )Z‖
C

−
1+κ
2
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. sup
y

‖τy(I (RZ)−Z )(≺ + ≻)Z‖
C

− 1+κ
2

+ sup
y

‖τyI (RZ) ◦ Z‖C−2κ + sup
y

‖Zy ‖C−κ

.(‖Z‖
C

− 1+κ
2

+ ‖Z ‖
C

1
2
−κ)‖Z‖

C
− 1+κ

2
+ sup

y
‖τyI (RZ) ◦ Z‖C−2κ + sup

y
‖Zy ‖C−κ . ‖Zε‖2.

By the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 and (3.62) we know that the C− 1
2−κ-norm of the difference

between the second term on the RHS of (3.70) and ϕ(C1 − Z ) can be controlled by the RHS of
(3.60). Hence, we deduce the result.

�

Lemma 3.20. It holds that

‖
(
vε ∗ |Y |2

)
Y ‖

CTC
1
2
−κ . ‖Zε‖3 + 1, (3.71)

and

‖
(
vε ∗ |Y + ψ|2

)
(Y + ψ)− | − Z + ϕ|2(−Z + ϕ)‖L∞

.M
2
∞

(
‖Zε − Z‖ + εκM+ ‖ψ − ϕ‖L∞

)
,

where the proportional constants are independent of ε.

Proof. Since Y → −Z in CTC
1
2−2κ, using the paraproduct estimates Lemmas A.5 and A.9, the

bounds follow. �

Lemma 3.21. It holds that for t > 0

‖vε ∗ Re[Y Z]Y (t)‖
C

− 1
2
−κ . (‖Zε‖3 + 1)(1 + t−κ), (3.72)

and
∥∥2
(
vε ∗ Re[(Y + ψ)Z]

)
(Y + ψ)− 2Re[(−Z + ϕ)Z](−Z + ϕ)

− (C1 + 2C2)(−Z + ϕ)
∥∥
C

− 1
2
−κ

.MM∞

(
‖Zε − Z‖+ ε

κ
2 ‖Z‖

)
(1 + t−κ) +

(
‖ψ − ϕ‖

C
1
2
+2κM∞ + ‖ψ − ϕ‖L∞M

)
‖Z‖,

(3.73)

where the proportional constants are independent of ε and

2Re[(−Z + ϕ)Z ](−Z + ϕ)

def
=2Re[Z Z]Z − 2Re(Z )ϕ+ 2Re[ϕZ]ϕ− (ϕZ + ϕZ ),

(3.74)

with

2Re[Z Z]Z def
= 2Re[Z ≺ Z](≺ + ≻)Z + 2Re[Z ≻ Z]Z + (Z + Z )Z

+ C(Z , Z,Z ) + Z Z + C(Z , Z,Z ) + Z Z ,

and

Z def
= Z (≺ + ≻)Z + Z Z def

= Z (≺ + ≻)Z + Z .

Proof. We have the following decomposition
(
vε ∗Re[(Y + ψ)Z]

)
(Y + ψ)

=vε ∗ Re[Y Z]Y + vε ∗ Re[Y Z]ψ + vε ∗ Re[ψZ]ψ + vε ∗ Re[ψZ]Y.
(3.75)

I. We start with the first term on the RHS of (3.75) and by the paraproduct decomposition:

(vε ∗Re[Y Z])Y = (vε ∗ Re[Y ≺ Z])Y + (vε ∗ Re[Y ≻ Z])Y + (vε ∗ Re[Y ◦ Z])Y. (3.76)
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We have for the last term

‖(vε ∗ Re[Y ◦ Z])Y + C2Z − 1

2
(Z + Z )Z ‖C−2κ

.‖(vε ∗ Re[I (RZ) ◦ Z])Y + C2Z ‖C−2κ + ‖(vε ∗ Re[−Zε ])Y − 1

2
(Z + Z )Z ‖C−2κ ,

which by Propositions 3.3, 3.10, Lemmas A.5 and A.9 and (3.62) is bounded by the RHS of (3.73).
For the second term (vε ∗ Re[Y ≻ Z])Y we use Lemma A.5, Proposition 3.3 and (3.62) to have that

‖(vε ∗ Re[Y ≻ Z])Y − Re[Z ≻ Z]Z ‖C−3κ

is bounded by the RHS of (3.73). For the first term on the RHS of (3.76) we decompose it as

(vε ∗ Re[Y ≺ Z])Y = (vε ∗ Re[Y ≺ Z])(≺ + ≻)Y + (vε ∗ Re[Y ≺ Z]) ◦ Y.
By the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5, Lemma A.9 and (3.62) we have for the first term,

‖(vε ∗ Re[Y ≺ Z])(≺ + ≻)Y − Re[Z ≺ Z](≺ + ≻)Z ‖
C

− 1
2
−κ

is bounded by the RHS of (3.73). For the resonant term we have

(vε ∗ [Y ≺ Z]) ◦ Y =

∫
vε(y)(τyY ≺ τyZ) ◦ Y dy

=

∫
vε(y)C(τyY, τyZ, Y ) +

∫
vε(y)(τyY − Y )(τyZ ◦ Y )dy − YZε + YI (RZ) ◦ vε ∗ Z,

with Zε introduced in (3.13), where we also used (3.19) and similar calculation as (3.67) to have
∫
vε(y)τyZ ◦Y dy = −Zε +I (RZ) ◦ vε ∗Z. Using similar argument as that for (3.66) in the proof of

Lemma 3.19, we know that the difference between these terms and C(Z , Z,Z ) +Z Z −C1Z
in C−2κ is bounded by the RHS of (3.73). For (vε ∗ [Y ≺ Z]) ◦ Y the required bounds follow exactly

the same way. Thus we obtain that ‖vε∗Re[Y Z]Y −Re[Z Z]Z +(12C1+C2)Z ‖
C

− 1
2
−κ is bounded

by the RHS of (3.73). (3.72) follows by a similar argument.

II. For the second term on the RHS of (3.75), we have

‖vε ∗Re[Y Z]ψ +Re(Z )ϕ− C2ϕ‖
C

− 1
2
−κ

.‖vε ∗Re[I (RZ)Z]ψ − C2ϕ‖
C

− 1
2
−κ + ‖ − vε ∗ Re[Zε ]ψ +Re(Z )ϕ‖

C
− 1

2
−κ ,

with

Zε
def

= Zε (≺ + ≻)Z + Zε ,

which by Lemmas A.5 A.9 and Proposition 3.3 and (3.36), (3.62) can be bounded by the RHS of
(3.73).

III. For the third term vε ∗ Re[ψZ]ψ on the RHS of (3.75)

vε ∗ Re[ψZ]ψ = vε ∗ Re[ψ ≺ Z]ψ + vε ∗ Re[ψ < Z]ψ.

Then by Lemmas A.5 and A.9 we have

‖vε ∗ Re[ψZ]ψ − Re[ϕZ]ϕ‖
C

− 1
2
−κ

can be bounded by the RHS of (3.73).

IV. We have that for the fourth term on the RHS of (3.75)

2vε ∗ Re[ψZ]Y =

∫
vε(y)τyψτyZY dy +

∫
vε(y)τyψτyZY dy. (3.77)
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Using similar argument as III. in the proof of Lemma 3.19 we obtain ‖vε ∗ Re[ψZ]Y + 1
2 (ϕZ +

ϕZ )− 1
2C1ϕ‖

C
− 1

2
−κ is bounded by the RHS of (3.73).

�

3.4. Proof of Lemma 3.9 and Lemma 3.15. We first recall the following notations from Appendix
A. We will use the dyadic partition of unity (χ, θ) in the proofs, and refer to Appendix A for its

definition. We write θj = θ(2−j ·) for j > 0. Let ∆j be the Littlewood-Paley blocks. Let θ̃ ∈ C∞
c (R3)

with support in an annulus such that θ̃θ = θ. Define Kj = F−1θj , K̃j = F−1θ̃j with θ̃j = θ̃(2−j ·).
We recall the following result from [ZZ15].

Lemma 3.22. ([ZZ15, Lemma 3.10]) Let 0 < l,m < d, l +m− d > 0. Then we have for k 6= 0

∑

k1∈Zd\{0},|k−k1|>
1
2

1

|k1|l|k − k1|m
.

1

|k|l+m−d
.

Proof of Lemma 3.9. We use (2.28) to have for j > 0

∆j(Rf) =
∑

k1

θj(k1)F
vG(k1)〈f, ek1〉ek1 =

∑

k1

θj(k1)θ̃j(k1)F
vG(k1)〈f, ek1〉ek1

=F−1(θ̃jF
vG) ∗∆jf,

where

F vG(k1)
def

=
1

(2π)3

∑

k

1

|k|2 + 1

(
v̂ε(k)− v̂ε(k1 − k)

)
.

We then obtain

‖∆j(Rf)‖Lp . ‖F−1(θ̃jF
vG)‖L1(R3)‖∆jf‖Lp .

It remains to bound ‖F−1(θ̃jF
vG)‖L1(R3), which equals to

∥∥F−1(θ̃F vG(2j ·))
∥∥
L1(R3)

.
∥∥(1 + |x|2)F−1(θ̃F vG(2j·))

∥∥
L2(R3)

.
∥∥F−1(I −∆)(θ̃F vG(2j ·))

∥∥
L2(R3)

=
∥∥(I −∆)(θ̃F vG(2j·))

∥∥
L2(R3)

.

We have

F vG(2jk1) =
1

(2π)3

∑

k

1

|k|2 + 1

(
v̂ε(k)− v̂ε(2jk1 − k)−∇v̂ε(k) · 2jk1

)
, (3.78)

where we used the fact that ∇v̂ε(k) is odd in k. Recall that θ̃ is support on an annulus. Subsequently,

we employ (Hv) to have for k1 on the support of θ̃

|v̂ε(k)− v̂ε(2jk1 − k)−∇v̂ε(k) · 2jk1| .(2j |k1|)2
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

|∇2v̂ε(k − su2jk1)|duds

.ε2|2jk1|2
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

1

1 + ε2|su2jk1 − k|2 duds,
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which by Lemma 3.22 implies that for η ∈ (0, 1) and for k1 on the support of θ̃

|F vG(2jk1)| .ε2|2jk1|2
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∑

k 6=0

1

1 + |k|2
1

1 + ε2|su2jk1 − k|2 duds+ εη|2jk1|η

.εη|2jk1|2
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∑

k 6=0,|su2jk1−k|> 1
2

1

|k|2 + 1

1

|su2jk1 − k|2−η
duds

+ ε2|2jk1|2
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∑

k 6=0,|su2jk1−k|< 1
2

1

|k|2 + 1
duds+ εη|2jk1|η

.εη|2jk1|2
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

1

|su2jk1|1−η
duds+ εη|2jk1|η . εη2(1+η)j |k1|1+η.

(3.79)

In the first line, the last term arises from the calculation for k = 0. Additionally, we utilized the fact
that when |k| > 1, |su2jk1 − k| < 1

2 , |su2jk1| ≃ |k| in the third step. Moreover, we have

∇F vG(2j ·)(k1) =
2j

(2π)3

∑

k

1

|k|2 + 1
(∇v̂ε(k − 2jk1)−∇v̂ε(k)). (3.80)

Thus using (3.80) and similar as (3.79) we obtain on the support of θ̃

|∇F vG(2j ·)(k1)| .22jε2
∫ 1

0

∑

k 6=0,|2jk1s−k|> 1
2

1

|k|2 + 1

1

ε2−η|2jk1s− k|2−η
ds

+ 22jε2
∫ 1

0

∑

k 6=0,|2jk1s−k|< 1
2

1

|k|2 + 1
ds+ ε2j

.εη2(1+η)j.

(3.81)

Furthermore, we have

∇2F vG(2j ·)(k1) =− 22j

(2π)3

∑

k

1

|k|2 + 1
∇2v̂ε(2jk1 − k).

We then apply Lemma 3.22 and (Hv) and similar as (3.79) to have on the support of θ̃

|∇2F vG(2j ·)(k1)| . 22jε2
∑

k 6=0,|2jk1−k|> 1
2

1

(|k|2 + 1)|ε(2jk1 − k)|2−η
+ εη2j(1+η) . εη2j(1+η).(3.82)

Combining (3.79), (3.81) and (3.82) we obtain for j > 0

‖F−1(θ̃jF
vG)‖L1(R3) . εη2j(1+η).

Moreover, since χ is supported in a ball, we employ the Bernstein-type lemma along with (3.79) to
have

‖∆−1(Rf)‖2Lp .‖∆−1(Rf)‖2L2 .
∑

k1

|F vG(k1)|2χ(k1)2|〈f, ek1〉|2

.ε2η
∑

k1

χ(k1)
2|〈f, ek1〉|2 . ε2η‖∆−1(f)‖2Lp ,

(3.83)

which implies Lemma 3.9. �

Remark 3.23. We can also prove Lemma 3.9 using the properties of the Green function G(x − y).
Here we use the Fourier analysis-based proof, as we will later rely on some estimates established in
the lemma.
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Proof of Lemma 3.15. We have for j > 0

∆jR1f =
∑

k

g(k)θj(k)〈f, ek〉ek = F−1(θ̃jg) ∗∆jf.

We then obtain

‖∆j(R1f)‖Lp . ‖F−1(θ̃jg)‖L1(R3)‖∆jf‖Lp .

It remains to bound ‖F−1(θ̃jg)‖L1(R3), which equals to
∥∥F−1(θ̃g(2j ·))

∥∥
L1(R3)

.
∥∥(1 + |x|2)F−1(θ̃g(2j·))

∥∥
L2(R3)

.
∥∥F−1(I −∆)(θ̃g(2j ·))

∥∥
L2(R3)

=
∥∥(I −∆)(θ̃g(2j·))

∥∥
L2(R3)

.

Since

|v̂ε(2jk + k1)
2 − v̂ε(k1)

2| . ε2κ22jκ|k|2κ
( 1

|ε(2jk + k1)|κ
+

1

|εk1|κ
)
,

which by Lemma 3.22 and similar argument as (3.79) implies that

|g(2jk)| .εκ22jκ
∑

k1 6=0,|2jk+k1|>1/2

1

|k1|3 + 1

1

|2jk + k1|κ
+ εκ22jκ . εκ22jκ,

Moreover, m-th (|m| 6 2) derivative of v̂ε(2jk + k1)
2 − v̂ε(k1)

2 is bounded by

εm2jm
1

|ε(2jk + k1)|m + 1
.

Using Lemma 3.22 and similar argument as in the proof of Lemma 3.9 we obtain the result. �

4. Uniform in ε estimates and convergence of the measures νε

In this section, we prove the convergence of the measure νε given in (2.15) to the Φ4
3 field ν from

(2.17). The first aim of this section is to derive the following uniform in ε moment bounds for νε

via the uniform estimates from the dynamic (3.1). In this section we assume that v > 0 and satisfies
(Hv).

Theorem 4.1. Let Ψε be the stationary solution to equation (3.1). Then it holds that for any t > 0
and p > 2

sup
ε

E‖Ψε(t)‖2
C

− 1
2
−κ

+ sup
ε

E‖Ψε(t)‖p
B

− 1
2
−κ

2

.1.

As νε from (2.15) is the unique invariant measure of the solutions to equation (3.1) (c.f. Lemma

4.17 below), Theorem 4.1 is enough to derive tightness of νε, ε > 0 in C− 1
2−κ. Furthermore, based on

Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 3.17 we can further identify the limit of νε and derive the convergence of
νε to the Φ4

3 field ν and the convergence of the related n-point functions.

Theorem 4.2. As ε → 0, νε converges weakly to ν in C− 1
2−κ with ν being the Φ4

3 field given by the
unique invariant measure of the solutions to equation (3.3). Furthermore, any correlation function γεn
of νε converge to the n-point correlation function γn of Φ4

3 field in S ′(T6n).

The main idea of the proof of Theorem 4.1 is to establish uniform in ε moment bounds for the
stationary solutions Ψε through the dynamics (3.1). By the decomposition (3.30), equation (3.1) can
be reduced to equation (3.31). Hence, in the sequel we mainly concentrate on equation (3.31). To
this end, we rewrite (3.31) as follows:

L ψ =− vε ∗ |ψ|2ψ − (Y + ψ)Z − 2vε ∗ Re[(Y + ψ) :Z]Z :

− 6b̃ε(Z + Y + ψ) + f2(ψ) + f1(ψ) + f0,

ψ(0) =Ψε(0)− Z(0).

(4.1)



36 PHAN THÀNH NAM, RONGCHAN ZHU, AND XIANGCHAN ZHU

Here

f0
def

= − vε ∗ |Y |2(Z + Y )− 2vε ∗ Re[Y Z]Y +RY
+ (6(b̃ε − bε)−m+ 1)(Z + Y ),

f1(ψ)
def

= − 2vε ∗ Re[ψY ]Z − 2vε ∗ Re(ψY )Y − vε ∗ |Y |2ψ
− 2vε ∗ Re[Y Z]ψ − 2vε ∗ Re[ψZ]Y +Rψ
+ (6(b̃ε − bε)−m+ 1)ψ,

f2(ψ)
def

= − Zvε ∗ |ψ|2 − 2vε ∗ Re(ψY )ψ − vε ∗ |ψ|2Y − 2vε ∗ Re[ψZ]ψ.
We note that f0 arises from the purely stochastic terms in the third and fourth lines of equation (3.31),
while f1(ψ) corresponds to the linear part of these lines, and f2(ψ) depends quadratically on ψ. Fix

T > 0. For fixed ε > 0 by Theorem 3.8 there exists a unique solution ψ ∈ CTC
− 1

2−κ to (4.1) for any

Ψε(0) ∈ C− 1
2−κ. In the following we will prove global and uniform in ε estimates for the solution ψ.

We adjust ‖Zε‖ from Section 3.3 to represent the smallest number greater than both ‖Zε‖ and
‖Z− Zε‖ in Section 3.3. Similar as in Section 3.3 we know that for any r > 1

sup
ε

E‖Zε‖r . 1. (4.2)

We also use K(‖Zε‖) to denote a generic polynomial depending on ‖Zε‖ for the stochastic terms. The
coefficients of K are independent of ε and may change from line to line.

Using (3.59), (3.71), (3.72) and (3.58), (3.57), we find that f0 ∈ C− 1
2−2κ and for t > 0

‖f0(t)‖
C

− 1
2
−2κ . (‖Zε‖3 + 1)(1 + t−κ). (4.3)

In the following we decompose ψ into ψl + ψh, as detailed in (4.5) and (4.6) below. To this end,
we introduce the localizers in terms of Littlewood–Paley expansions. Let J ∈ R+. For f ∈ S ′(Td) we
define

∆>Jf =
∑

j>J

∆jf, ∆6Jf =
∑

j6J

∆jf.

Then, in particular, for α 6 β 6 γ, it holds

‖∆>Jf‖Cα . 2−J(β−α)‖f‖Cβ , ‖∆6Jf‖Cγ . 2J(γ−β)‖f‖Cβ , (4.4)

where the proportional constants are independent of f .

Now we decompose ψ = ψl + ψh with ψl and ψh satisfying

L ψh =G≺,>R(Y + ψ), (4.5)

Lψl =− vε ∗ |ψ|2ψ + f2(ψ) + f1(ψ) + f0 + G≺,6R(Y + ψ) + F< + G<, (4.6)

with initial condition ψl(0) = ψ(0), ψh(0) = 0 and

G<
def

= −
(
ψ < Z + (b̃ε1 + b̃ε2)(Y + ψ)

)
−
(∫

vε(y)τyψ < Zy dy + (b̃ε2 + b̃ε3)(Y + ψ)
)

−
(∫

vε(y)τyψ < Zy dy + b̃ε5(Y + ψ)
)
,

and

F<
def

= −
(
Y < Z + (b̃ε1 + b̃ε2)Z

)
−
(∫

vε(y)τyY < Zy dy + (b̃ε2 + b̃ε3)Z
)

−
(∫

vε(y)τyY < Zy dy + b̃ε5Z
)
,

and

G≺,>R(f)
def

= −f ≺ ∆>RZ −
∫
vε(y)τyf ≺ ∆>RZy dy −

∫
vε(y)τyf ≺ ∆>RZy dy,
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G≺,6R(f)
def

= −f ≺ ∆6RZ −
∫
vε(y)τyf ≺ ∆6RZy dy −

∫
vε(y)τyf ≺ ∆6RZy dy.

Here ∆>R and ∆6R are localizers introduced in (4.4) with R depends on time given later and we used
(3.38).

In the following we will prove the following coming down from infinity result for the solutions
obtained by Theorem 3.8.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose that ψ(0) ∈ C− 1
2−κ. For every t ∈ (0, T ], we have

‖ψh(t)‖
B

1
17
4

+ ‖ψl(t)‖L2 . K(‖Zε‖)(1 + t−
1
2 ). (4.7)

Here the implicit constant is independent of ε and initial value.

Note that the RHS of (4.7) is independent of the initial data ψ(0). In the following we will prove

Theorem 4.3 under assumption that ψ(0) ∈ L2 ∩C− 1
2−κ. Since the solution is continuous w.r.t. the

initial data in C− 1
2−κ, as established in Section 3, we can deduce that (4.7) holds for general initial

data ψ0 ∈ C− 1
2−κ by approximating the initial data (see [MW17, Remark 2.4]).

The idea to prove Theorem 4.3 is to combine L2-energy estimates for the low frequency part of
ψ (i.e. ψl) and smoothing effect of heat operators to establish uniform in ε estimates for ψ. When
performing the L2-energy estimate for ψl, we encounter a useful term Vε(ψl) from the nonlinearity,
which is defined for f ∈ L2

Vε(f)
def

=

∫
vε(x− y)|f |2(x)|f |2(y)dxdy.

We have a useful lower bound for Vε(f):

Vε(f) =
∑

k

v̂ε(k)|〈|f |2, ek〉|2 & ‖f‖4L2, (4.8)

where in the last step we used v̂ε(k) > 0, and when k = 0 in the Fourier transform, we obtain ‖f‖4L2.
Using condition (Hv) we can also derive

‖vε ∗ |f |2‖2L2 =
∑

k

v̂ε(k)2|〈|f |2, ek〉|2 . Vε(f). (4.9)

Remark 4.4. For the dynamical Φ4
3 model, one can use the strong damping term −|ϕ|2ϕ and the

maximum principle (see [GH19, MW20]) or Lp-energy estimates (see [MW17]) to obtain global esti-
mates. However, for vε ∗ |ψ|2ψ, it appears that only the L2-energy estimate is effective. In [GH21],
the authors proved a global estimate using only the L2-energy estimate, without relying on Schauder
estimates for the dynamical Φ4

3 model, through a duality argument between the paraproducts ≺ and
◦. The technique used there may also apply here (see also [SZZ22]), but our proof combines Schauder
estimates and the L2-energy estimate, which simplifies such kind of argument in [AK20, MW17] by
introducing localizers. We believe this proof is of independent interest and is more compatible with the
analysis in Section 3, so we have chosen to present it this way.

In the following, we employ localizer and smoothing effect of heat operator to derive regularity
estimates for ψh, and ψ

♯ in Sections 4.1-4.2. We then perform L2-energy estimates for ψl in Section
4.3 and make use of the dissipation effect from the cubic nonlinearity to derive uniform estimates.
The proof of Theorems 4.1–4.3 are given in Section 4.4.

4.1. Estimates of ψh. In this section we use Duhamel’s formula and the smoothing effect of heat
operator to derive a priori estimate for ψh. We make use of the localizers ∆>R present in the equation
for ψh in (4.5). Namely, by an appropriate choice of R we can always apply (4.4) to get a small
constant in front of terms which contain ψ. We are therefore able to obtain a bound independent of
ψl (see (4.10) below).
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We use Duhamel’s formula to write for 0 6 t 6 T

ψh(t) =

∫ t

0

Pt−sG≺,>R(Y + ψ)ds.

We then use the smoothing effect of heat operator Lemma A.3 and the paraproduct estimates Lemma
A.5 and (A.1) to obtain

‖ψh(t)‖
B

1
17
4

.K(‖Zε‖) +
∫ t

0

(t− s)−1+κ
2 ‖ψ‖L4

(
sup
y

‖∆>RZy ‖
C

− 33
17

+κ

+ sup
y

‖∆>RZy ‖
C

− 33
17

+κ + ‖∆>RZ ‖
C

− 33
17

+κ

)
ds

.K(‖Zε‖) + ‖Zε‖
∫ t

0

(t− s)−1+κ
2 ‖ψ(s)‖L42−R(s)( 16

17−2κ)ds,

where we used the localizer estimate (4.4) in the last step.

We choose 2R(s)( 16
17−2κ) = ‖ψ(s)‖L4 + 1 and obtain for t ∈ [0, T ]

‖ψh(t)‖
B

1
17
4

.K(‖Zε‖). (4.10)

Hence we also derive for s ∈ [0, T ]

2R(s)( 16
17−2κ) . K(‖Zε‖) + ‖ψl(s)‖L4 . (4.11)

Moreover, we further apply the smoothing effect of heat operator to derive improved regularity es-

timates for ψh in different Besov spaces B1−2κ
p and B

1
2+2κ
p in terms of ψl, which will be used for

the estimates of ψl below. More precisely, we use Duhamel’s formula to express the solution for
0 6 s 6 t 6 T

ψh(t) =Pt−sψh(s) +

∫ t

s

Pt−rG≺,>R(Y + ψ)dr

def

=ψ
(1)
h (t) + ψ

(2)
h (t).

(4.12)

We also use the smoothing effect of heat operator Lemma A.3 and the paraproduct estimates Lemma
A.5 to obtain for 1 6 p 6 4

‖ψ(2)
h (t)‖

B
1−2κ
p

.

∫ t

s

(t− r)−1+ κ
2 (‖ψ‖Lp + ‖Zε‖)‖Zε‖dr

.‖Zε‖
∫ t

s

(t− r)−1+ κ
2 ‖ψ(r)‖Lpdr +K(‖Zε‖)

.K(‖Zε‖)
(
1 +

∫ t

s

(t− r)−1+ κ
2 ‖ψl(r)‖Lpdr

)
,

(4.13)

where we used (4.10). Furthermore we use the smoothing effect of heat operator Lemma A.3 for ψ
(1)
h

to have for 1 6 p 6 4

‖ψh(t)‖B1−2κ
p

.(t− s)−
8
17+κ‖ψh(s)‖

B

1
17
p

+K(‖Zε‖)
(
1 +

∫ t

s

(t− r)−1+ κ
2 ‖ψl(r)‖Lpdr

)
,

which combined with (4.10) implies that for 1 6 p 6 4

‖ψh(t)‖B1−2κ
p

.K(‖Zε‖)
(
(t− s)−

8
17+κ +

∫ t

s

(t− r)−1+ κ
2 ‖ψl(r)‖Lpdr

)
. (4.14)
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Similarly we have

‖ψh(t)‖
B

1
2
+2κ

2

. K(‖Zε‖)
(
(t− s)−

1
4 +

∫ t

s

(t− r)−
3
4−2κ‖ψl(r)‖L2dr

)
. (4.15)

4.2. Estimate of ψ♯. The main aim of this section is to prove a uniform in ε bound for ψ♯, which is
defined in (3.39). Our main technique is also the smoothing effect of heat operator Lemma A.3 and
the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 and Lemma A.8. By (3.39) we have

ψ♯ =ψ♯
1 + ψ♯

2, (4.16)

with

ψ♯
1

def

= −
∫
vε(y)

(
[I , τyY ≺]Zy + [I , τyY ≺]Zy

)
dy − [I , Y ≺]Z ,

ψ♯
2

def

=ψ − I (G≺(Y )) + ψ ≺ Z +

∫
vε(y)

(
τyψ ≺ Zy + τyψ ≺ Zy

)
dy, (4.17)

where G≺
def

= G≺,6R + G≺,>R and we recall [I , f ≺]g denotes the commutator between I and f ≺
given by

[I , f ≺]g = I (f ≺ g)− f ≺ I (g).

In the following we concentrate on proving the following uniform in ε estimates for ψ♯.

Proposition 4.5. It holds that for any 0 6 s 6 t 6 T

‖ψ♯
1‖CTC1+3κ .K(‖Zε‖), (4.18)

and ∫ t

s

‖ψ♯
2‖B1+24κ

2
dr . δ

∫ t

s

(Vε(ψl) + ‖ψl‖2H1)dr +K(‖Zε‖) + ‖ψl(s)‖2L2 , (4.19)

∫ t

s

‖ψ♯
2(r)‖

3
2

B
1+2κ
2

dr .δ

∫ t

s

(Vε(ψl) + ‖ψl‖2H1)dr +K(‖Zε‖) + ‖ψl(s)‖2L2 , (4.20)

where δ ∈ (0, 1) is a small number and the proportional constant is independent of ε.

Proof. The first result follows from Lemma A.8 and Proposition 3.3. We then concentrate on the
second result. We have

L ψ♯
2 =G + G1 − G2,

where

G = −vε ∗ |ψ|2ψ + f2(ψ) + f1(ψ) + f0 + F< + G<, (4.21)

G1 =L ψ ≺ Z +

∫
vε(y)

(
τyLψ ≺ Zy + τyL ψ ≺ Zy

)
dy, (4.22)

G2 =2∇ψ ≺ ∇Z + 2

∫
vε(y)

(
τy∇ψ ≺ ∇Zy + τy∇ψ ≺ ∇Zy

)
dy

+ ψ ≺ Z +

∫
vε(y)

(
τyψ ≺ Zy + τyψ ≺ Zy

)
dy.

(4.23)

We use Duhamel’s formula to have for s 6 r 6 t

ψ♯
2(r) = Pr−sψ

♯
2(s) + Is(G + G1 − G2)(r),

with Is(f) =
∫ ·

s
P·−rfdr. We first use the smoothing effect of heat kernel Lemma A.3 to have

∫ t

s

‖Pr−sψ
♯
2(s)‖B1+24κ

2
dr .

∫ t

s

(r − s)−
1
2−12κ‖ψ♯

2(s)‖L2dr . ‖ψ♯
2(s)‖L2

.‖ψl(s)‖L2‖Zε‖+K(‖Zε‖) . ‖ψl(s)‖2L2 +K(‖Zε‖).
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where we used the definition of ψ♯
2 given in (4.17), (4.10), and Proposition 3.3, the paraproduct

estimates Lemma A.5 in the last step.

Using Lemma 4.6, Lemma 4.7 and Lemma 4.8 below we obtain that
∫ t

s ‖ψ
♯
2‖B1+24κ

2
dr is bounded

by

δ

∫ t

s

(‖ψ♯
2‖B1+24κ

2
+ Vε(ψl) + ‖ψl‖2H1)dr +K(‖Zε‖) + ‖ψl(s)‖2L2 .

Then we choose δ small enough such that δ
∫ t

s ‖ψ
♯
2‖B1+24κ

2
dr can be absorbed by the LHS, which

implies the second result.

For the third result, we use interpolation to derive it. To this end, we give a B1−2κ
2 -norm bound

of ψ♯
2 using the definition of ψ♯

2. More precisely, we use the smoothing effect of heat operator Lemma
A.3 and the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 and (4.10) and (4.14) to estimate each term on the
RHS of (4.17) and have for any t > s

‖ψ♯
2(t)‖B1−2κ

2
.K(‖Zε‖)

(
1 + ‖ψl(t)‖L2 +

∫ t

s

(t− r)−1+ κ
2 ‖ψl‖L2dr

+ (t− s)−
8
17+κ

)
+ ‖ψl‖B1−2κ

2
.

Thus we use the interpolation Lemma A.2 and Young’s inequality to have
∫ t

s

‖ψ♯
2(r)‖

3
2

B
1+2κ
2

dr .

∫ t

s

‖ψ♯
2(r)‖

3
13

B
1+24κ
2

‖ψ♯
2(r)‖

33
26

B
1−2κ
2

dr

.δ

∫ t

s

‖ψ♯
2(r)‖B1+24κ

2
dr +

∫ t

s

‖ψ♯
2(r)‖

33
20

B
1−2κ
2

dr

.δ

∫ t

s

‖ψ♯
2(r)‖B1+24κ

2
dr +K(‖Zε‖) + δ

∫ t

s

(Vε(ψl) + ‖ψl‖2H1)dr,

(4.24)

where we use (4.8) in the last step. Thus the third result follows. �

Lemma 4.6. It holds that
∫ t

s

‖(IsG)(r)‖B1+24κ
2

dr . δ

∫ t

s

(‖ψ♯
2‖B1+24κ

2
+ Vε(ψl) + ‖ψl‖2H1)dr +K(‖Zε‖), (4.25)

where δ ∈ (0, 1) is a small number and the proportional constant is independent of ε.

Proof. We start with the pure stochastic term f0 + F< on the RHS of (4.21). They stay in C− 1
2−2κ.

We use (4.3), Lemma A.3 and Propositions 3.3, 3.12–3.13 and the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5
to find that

∫ t

s

∥∥Is(f0 + F<)(r)
∥∥
B

1+24κ
2

dr

.

∫ t

s

∫ r

s

(r − τ)−
3
4−13κ(τ−κ + 1)K(‖Zε‖)dτdr . K(‖Zε‖).

Step I. In this step we derive that the contribution from G< on the RHS of (4.21) can be controlled
by the RHS of (4.25).

We first consider ψ◦Z +(b̃ε1+ b̃
ε
2)(Y +ψ). Using Besov embedding Lemma A.1 and the smoothing

effect of heat operator Lemma A.3 we have

‖Is(ψ ◦ Z + (b̃ε1 + b̃ε2)(Y + ψ))(r)‖
B

1+24κ
2

.

∫ r

s

(r − τ)−
1
2−13κ‖ψ ◦ Z + (b̃ε1 + b̃ε2)(Y + ψ)‖

B
−κ
2

dτ.



Φ4
3 THEORY FROM MANY-BODY QUANTUM GIBBS STATES 41

Using Lemma 3.14, (4.10) and take integration w.r.t. r we obtain the following terms:

K(‖Zε‖)
(∫ t

s

∫ r

s

(r − τ)−
1
2−13κ(‖ψ♯‖

B
1+2κ
2

+ 1 + ‖ψl‖B3κ
2
)dτdr

)
. (4.26)

We first take integration w.r.t. r and reduce these terms to the following terms:

K(‖Zε‖)
(∫ t

s

‖ψ♯‖
B

1+2κ
2

dr +

∫ t

s

‖ψl‖B3κ
2
dr + 1

)
,

which can be estimated by the RHS of (4.25) using (4.24) and (4.18).

We then consider ψ ≻ Z . By the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 we have

‖Is(ψ ≻ Z )(r)‖
B

1+24κ
2

.‖Zε‖
∫ r

s

(r − τ)−
33
34−13κ‖ψ‖

B

1
17
2

dτ

.‖Zε‖
∫ r

s

(r − τ)−
33
34−13κ(‖ψh‖

B

1
17
2

+ ‖ψl‖H1)dτ.

(4.27)

Thus, by (4.10), and by changing the order of integration, we deduce that
∫ t

s ‖Is(ψ ≻ Z )(r)‖
B

1+24κ
2

dr

is bounded by the RHS of (4.19). Regarding the other two terms in G<, for those involving the

paraproct ◦, we employ Lemma 3.16 and (A.1) to ensure that their B1+24κ
2 -norm is controlled by

(4.26). Consequently, the same reasoning applies, yielding identical bounds. For the terms involving
the paraproduct ≻, the required bounds follow a similar approach as in (4.27), utilizing paraproduct
estimates and (A.1).

Step II. In this step we derive that the contribution from the first three terms on the RHS of
(4.21) can be controlled by the RHS of (4.25).

II.1 We start with −vε ∗|ψ|2ψ. We also use Besov embedding Lemma A.1 and the smoothing effect
of heat operator Lemma A.3 to have

‖Is(v
ε ∗ |ψ|2ψ)(r)‖

B
1+24κ
2

. ‖Is(v
ε ∗ |ψ|2ψ)(r)‖

B

7
4
+24κ

4
3

.

∫ r

s

(r − τ)−
7
8−12κ‖vε ∗ |ψ|2ψ‖

L
4
3
dτ .

∫ r

s

(r − τ)−
7
8−12κ‖vε ∗ |ψ|2‖L2‖ψ‖L4dτ.

We then separate ψ = ψl + ψh and use Sobolev embedding H
3
4 ⊂ L4 and the interpolation Lemma

A.2, (4.10), (4.8), (4.9) to have it bounded by
∫ r

s

(r − τ)−
7
8−12κ

(
‖vε ∗ |ψl|2‖L2 + ‖ψl‖L4‖ψh‖L4 + ‖ψh‖2L4

)(
‖ψl‖

1
4

L2‖ψl‖
3
4

H1 +K(‖Zε‖)
)
dr

.

∫ r

s

(r − τ)−
7
8−12κ

(
Vε(ψl)

9
16 (‖ψl‖

3
4

H1 + 1) +K(‖Zε‖)‖ψl‖
1
2

L2‖ψl‖
3
2

H1

)
dr +K(‖Zε‖)

.

∫ r

s

(r − τ)−
7
8−12κδ[Vε(ψl) + ‖ψl‖2H1 ]dτ +K(‖Zε‖).

Thus taking integral w.r.t. r we obtain
∫ t

s ‖Is(v
ε ∗ |ψ|2ψ)(r)‖

B
1+24κ
2

dr is bounded by the RHS of

(4.19).

II.2 We then consider f2(ψ). We also have two type of terms from f2(ψ) given by vε ∗ |ψ|2Z
and vε ∗ Re[ψZ]ψ with ‖Z‖

CTC
− 1

2
−κ . ‖Zε‖. For the first type vε ∗ |ψ|2Z, we use the paraproduct

decomposition to have

vε ∗ |ψ|2Z = (vε ∗ |ψ|2) ≺ Z + (vε ∗ |ψ|2) < Z. (4.28)

For the first term from the RHS of (4.28) by using Lemma A.3 and Lemma A.5 we have

‖Is(v
ε ∗ |ψ|2 ≺ Z)(r)‖

B
1+24κ
2

. K(‖Zε‖)
∫ r

s

(r − τ)−
3
4−13κ‖ψ‖2L4dτ. (4.29)



42 PHAN THÀNH NAM, RONGCHAN ZHU, AND XIANGCHAN ZHU

We then take integral w.r.t. r and obtain
∫ t

s

‖Is(v
ε ∗ |ψ|2 ≺ Z)(r)‖

B
1+24κ
2

dr .K(‖Zε‖)
(
1 +

∫ t

s

‖ψ‖2L4dr
)
.

We then decompose ψ = ψl +ψh and use (4.10) and Sobolev embedding H
3
4 ⊂ L4 and (4.8) to obtain

that
∫ t

s ‖Is(v
ε ∗ |ψ|2 ≺ Z)(r)‖

B
1+κ
2

dr is bounded by the RHS of (4.25). For the contribution from

the second term of (4.28) we use Besov embedding Lemma A.1, followed by Lemma A.3 and Lemma
A.5 to have

‖Is(v
ε ∗ |ψ|2 < Z)(r)‖

B
1+24κ
2

.‖Is(v
ε ∗ |ψ|2 < Z)(r)‖

B

7
4
+24κ

4
3

. K(‖Zε‖)
∫ r

s

(r − τ)−
7
8−12κ‖|ψ|2‖

B

1
2
+2κ

4
3

dτ.

We also first take integration w.r.t. r and by Lemma A.5 have
∫ t

s

‖Is(v
ε ∗ |ψ|2 < Z)(r)‖

B
1+24κ
2

dr . ‖Zε‖
∫ t

s

‖|ψ|2‖
B

1
2
+2κ

4
3

dr . ‖Zε‖
∫ t

s

‖ψ‖
B

1
2
+2κ

2

‖ψ‖L4dr

We also decompose ψ = ψl + ψh and use (4.10) and Lemma A.2 and Sobolev embedding H
3
4 ⊂ L4 to

have it controlled by

‖Zε‖
∫ t

s

(‖ψh‖
B

1
2
+2κ

2

+ ‖ψl‖
1
2+2κ

H1 ‖ψl‖
1
2−2κ

L2 )(‖ψl‖
3
4

H1‖ψl‖
1
4

L2 +K(‖Zε‖))dr

.

∫ t

s

(
‖ψh‖2

B

1
2
+2κ

2

+K(‖Zε‖)(‖ψl‖
3
2

H1‖ψl‖
1
2

L2 + ‖ψl‖
5
4+2κ

H1 ‖ψl‖
3
4−2κ

L2 )
)
dr +K(‖Zε‖).

We then use Young’s inequality and (4.8) and (4.15) to have it bounded by the RHS of (4.25).

On the other hand, for the second type term vε ∗ Re[ψZ]ψ from f2(ψ) we use the paraproduct
decomposition to have

vε ∗ Re[ψZ]ψ =vε ∗ Re[ψ ≺ Z]ψ + vε ∗ Re[ψ < Z]ψ

=vε ∗ Re[ψ ≺ Z](≺ + ≻)ψ + vε ∗ Re[ψ ≺ Z] ◦ ψ + vε ∗ Re[ψ < Z]ψ.
(4.30)

Using Lemma A.5 we easily find that the contribution from the first term on the RHS of (4.30) can
be controlled by the RHS of (4.29), which can be bounded the same way as (vε ∗ |ψ|2) ≺ Z. For the
last two terms on the RHS of (4.30) we also use the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 and Lemma
A.3 to find

∫ t

s

‖Is(v
ε ∗ Re[ψ ≺ Z] ◦ ψ + vε ∗ Re[ψ < Z]ψ)(r)‖

B
1+24κ
2

dr . ‖Zε‖
∫ t

s

‖ψ‖
B

1
2
+2κ

2

‖ψ‖L4dr,

which can be bounded exactly the same way as that for vε ∗ |ψ|2 < Z.

II.3 We then consider f1(ψ). We note that we have three type of terms:

(1) vε ∗ Re[ψY ]Z and vε ∗ Re[ψZ]Y ;

(2) Rψ and (6(b̃ε − bε)−m+ 1)ψ;
(3) ψZ with ‖Z(t)‖

C
− 1

2
−κ . ‖Zε‖(t−κ + 1) and vε ∗ Re(ψY )Y .

For the first type, we recall that the C− 1
2−κ-norm of the purely stochastic terms τyY Z, τyY Z, τyZY

and τyZY on the RHS of (3.69), (3.77) can by bounded by ‖Zε‖2 using paraproduct estimates Lemma
A.5 and Propositions 3.3, 3.4 and Propositions 3.10, 3.13. Hence, we have by (A.1)

‖vε ∗ Re[ψY ]Z(t)‖
B

− 1
2
−κ

2

+ ‖vε ∗ Re[ψZ]Y ‖
B

− 1
2
−κ

2

. ‖ψ‖
B

1
2
+2κ

2

K(‖Zε‖).
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We then use Lemma 3.9 and (3.57) for the second type, and the paraproduct estimates from Lemma
A.5 for the third type to deduce

‖f1(ψ)(t)‖
B

− 1
2
−κ

2

. ‖ψ‖
B

1
2
+2κ

2

K(‖Zε‖)(t−κ + 1), (4.31)

which implies that

‖Is(f1(ψ))(r)‖B1+24κ
2

. K(‖Zε‖)
∫ r

s

(r − τ)−
3
4−13κ(τ−κ + 1)‖ψ‖

B

1
2
+2κ

2

dτ.

Using (4.15) and changing the order of integral as before, we obtain that
∫ t

s ‖Is(f1(ψ))(r)‖B1+24κ
2

dr

is bounded by

K(‖Zε‖)
∫ t

s

r−κ‖ψ‖
B

1
2
+2κ

2

dr .

∫ t

s

‖ψ‖2
B

1
2
+2κ

2

dr +K(‖Zε‖),

which, by (4.15), is bounded by the RHS of (4.25).

Combining the above calculations, the result follows. �

Lemma 4.7. It holds that
∫ t

s

‖(IsG1)(r)‖B1+24κ
2

dr . δ

∫ t

s

(‖ψ♯
2‖B1+24κ

2
+ Vε(ψl) + ‖ψl‖2H1)dr +K(‖Zε‖), (4.32)

where δ ∈ (0, 1) is a small number and the proportional constant is independent of ε.

Proof. From (4.22) and Lψ = G + G≺(Y + ψ) we know

G1 =(G + G≺(Y + ψ)) ≺ Z

+

∫
vε(y)

(
τy(G +G≺(Y + ψ)) ≺ Zy + τy(G + G≺(Y + ψ)) ≺ Zy

)
dy.

Since the regularity of the terms G ≺ Z and
∫
vε(y)τyG ≺ Zy dy,

∫
vε(y)τyG ≺ Zy dy, which involve

G, is enhanced compared with G due to the paraproduct estimates provided by Lemma A.5, they can
be bounded in the same manner as demonstrated in the proof of Lemma 4.6. For the other terms
involving G≺(Y + ψ) we use the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 and (A.1) to have

‖G≺(Y + ψ)‖
B

−1−κ
2

. K(‖Zε‖)‖Y + ψ‖L2 . (4.33)

Hence, we have by (4.10)

‖G≺(Y + ψ) ≺ Z ‖
B

−2κ
2

. K(‖Zε‖)‖Y + ψ‖L2 . K(‖Zε‖)(1 + ‖ψl‖L2),

which implies that

‖(Is(G≺(Y + ψ) ≺ Z ))(r)‖
B

1+24κ
2

dr .

∫ r

s

(r − τ)−
1
2−13κK(‖Zε‖)(1 + ‖ψl‖L2)dτ.

Taking integral w.r.t r we obtain that it is bounded by the RHS of (4.32). For the other two terms
involving G≺(Y + ψ) we use (4.33) and (A.1), and Proposition 3.4 to have the same bound and the
result follows. �

Lemma 4.8. It holds that
∫ t

s

‖(IsG2)(r)‖B1+24κ
2

dr . δ

∫ t

s

(Vε(ψl) + ‖ψl‖2H1)dr +K(‖Zε‖), (4.34)

where δ ∈ (0, 1) is a small number and the proportional constant is independent of ε.
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Proof. Recall (4.23) and we use the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 and (A.1) to have

‖G2‖B−3κ
2

. ‖ψ‖
B

1−2κ
2

K(‖Zε‖),

which implies that

‖Is(G2)(r)‖B1+24κ
2

dr .

∫ r

s

(r − τ)−
1
2−14κK(‖Zε‖)(‖ψh‖B1−2κ

2
+ ‖ψl‖H1)dτ.

Taking integral w.r.t r and using (4.14) we obtain it is bounded by the RHS of (4.34). �

4.3. Energy estimates for ψl. In this section, we undertake L2-energy estimates for ψl. Our ob-
jective is to derive energy estimates for ψl that are uniform in ε, specifically Proposition 4.10, by
leveraging the dissipative impact of the nonlinearity. It’s worth noting that when we compute the L2

-inner product of ψl on both sides of equation (4.6), the cubic nonlinearity yields Vε(ψl). Thanks to
the lower bounds provided by (4.8) and (4.9), Vε(ψl) exhibits a dissipative effect, enabling us to gain
uniform control over the other nonlinear terms. However, the dissipative effect from Vε(ψl) is not as
potent as ‖ϕ‖4L4 in the context of energy estimates for the classical Φ4 model (refer to [GH21] for
details). To obtain a finer control over the nonlinearity, we must exploit the specific structure of Vε.

Consider the energy estimates for ψl, we first have the following result.

Lemma 4.9. It holds that

1

2

d

dt
‖ψl‖2L2 + ‖∇ψl‖2L2 + ‖ψl‖2L2 + Vε(ψl) = Θ + Ξ,

with

Θ
def
= − 〈vε ∗ |ψl + ψh|2ψh + vε ∗ (2Re(ψlψh) + |ψh|2)ψl, ψl〉,

Ξ
def
=〈G< + F<, ψl〉+ 〈f2(ψ) + f1(ψ) + f0, ψl〉+ 〈G≺,6R(Y + ψ), ψl〉.

Proof. The result follows by taking L2-inner product on both sides of equation (4.6). We also use
〈vε ∗ |ψl|2ψl, ψl〉 = Vε(ψl). �

The aim of this section is to prove the following uniform in ε estimate of ψl.

Proposition 4.10. It holds that for 0 6 s 6 t 6 T

‖ψl(t)‖2L2 +

∫ t

s

‖∇ψl‖2L2dr +

∫ t

s

Vε(ψl)dr . K(‖Zε‖) + ‖ψl(s)‖2L2 ,

with the proportional constant independent of ε.

Proof. The idea of the proof is to bound
∫ t

s
(Θ + Ξ)dr by

δ
( ∫ t

s

‖∇ψl‖2L2dr +

∫ t

s

Vε(ψl)dr
)
+ Cδ

(
K(‖Zε‖) + ‖ψl(s)‖2L2

)
,

for δ ∈ (0, 1) and Cδ independent of ε, which follows by Lemma 4.11– Lemma 4.16 and (4.35) below.
The result then follows by choosing δ small and applying Lemma 4.9. �

To derive Proposition 4.10 we start with the control of Θ in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.11. It holds that

|Θ| .δVε(ψl) + δ‖ψl‖2H1 +K(‖Zε‖),
for δ ∈ (0, 1), where the proportional constant is independent of ε.
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Proof. For Θ we use (4.10), (4.9) and Besov embedding Lemma A.1 to have

|Θ| .(‖vε ∗ |ψl|2‖L2 + ‖vε ∗ |ψh|2‖L2)‖ψh‖L4‖ψl‖L4 + ‖vε ∗ |ψl|2‖L2‖ψh‖2L4

.K(‖Zε‖)
(
Vε(ψl)

1
2 +K(‖Zε‖)

)(
‖ψl‖

3
4

H1‖ψl‖
1
4

L2 + 1
)
.

Here we used 〈vε ∗ f, g〉 = 〈f, vε ∗ g〉. We then use (4.8) to bound

‖ψl‖
1
4

L2 . Vε(ψl)
1
16 ,

which combined with Young’s inequality implies the result. �

We then continue with the more complicated term Ξ. We will consider each term separately.

Using (4.3), we have for 0 < δ < 1

|〈f0, ψl〉| . ‖ψl‖
H

1
2
+3κK(‖Zε‖)(t−κ + 1) . δ‖ψl‖2H1 +K(‖Zε‖)(t−2κ + 1). (4.35)

We then consider 〈(vε ∗ |ψl|2)ψl, Z〉 from f2(ψ), which follows essentially the same argument as in
the proof of [OOT24, Lemma 6.1]. Here we use the fact that v > 0.

Lemma 4.12. Suppose that Z ∈ CTC
− 1

2−
κ
2 with ‖Z‖

C
− 1

2
−κ

2
. K(‖Zε‖). It holds that for δ > 0

|〈(vε ∗ |f |2)f,Z〉|+ |〈(vε ∗ |f |2)f,Z〉| . δ(Vε(f) + ‖f‖2H1) +K(‖Zε‖), (4.36)

where the implicit constant is independent of ε.

Proof. We only consider the first term, as the second term follows in exactly the same way. We use
[SSZZ22, Lemma A.5] to have

|〈g,Z〉| .
(
‖∇g‖

1
2+κ

L1 ‖g‖
1
2−κ

L1 + ‖g‖L1

)
‖Z‖

C
− 1

2
−κ . (4.37)

We take g = (vε ∗ |f |2)f and use (4.8) and (4.9) to have

‖(vε ∗ |f |2)f‖L1 6 ‖vε ∗ |f |2‖L2‖f‖L2 6 Vε(f)
3
4 .

On the other hand, we use (4.9) to have

‖∇g‖L1 6

∫
vε ∗ |f |2|∇f |dx+

∫
vε ∗ (|∇f ||f |)|f |dx

.Vε(f)
1
2 ‖f‖H1 + ‖|f |vε ∗ |f |‖L2‖f‖H1

.Vε(f)
1
2 ‖f‖H1 ,

where we used integration by parts in the second step and used Hölder’s inequality to have
∫

|f |2(vε ∗ |f |)2dx 6

∫
|f |2(vε ∗ |f |2)dx = Vε(f)

in the last step. Substituing the above two estimates into (4.37) and applying Young’s inequality, we
derive the result. �

Lemma 4.13. It holds that for δ > 0 and 0 6 s 6 t 6 T
∫ t

s

|〈f2(ψ), ψl〉|dr . δ

∫ t

s

(Vε(ψl) + ‖ψl‖2H1)dr +K(‖Zε‖), (4.38)

with the proportional constant independent of ε.
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Proof. We have the following decomposition:

〈f2(ψ), ψl〉 =〈vε ∗ |ψl|2Z, ψl〉+ 2〈vε ∗ |ψl|2,Re(Z1ψl)〉+
4∑

i=1

Ji, (4.39)

with Z = −Z − Y , Z1 = −Z − Y ∈ CTC
− 1

2−
κ
2 and

J1
def

=2〈vε ∗ Re(ψlψh)Z, ψl〉, J2
def

= 〈vε ∗ |ψh|2Z, ψl〉,
J3

def

=2〈vε ∗ Re(ψZ1)ψh, ψl〉, J4
def

= 2〈vε ∗ Re(ψhZ1)ψl, ψl〉.
We know that

‖Z‖
CTC

− 1
2
−κ

2
+ ‖Z1‖

CTC
− 1

2
−κ

2
. ‖Zε‖.

Concerning the first two terms on the RHS of (4.39) we use Lemma 4.12 to derive the desired estimates.
It remains to consider Ji, i = 1, . . . , 4.

I. For J1 we use the paraproduct decomposition to have

1

2
J1 = 〈(vε ∗ Re(ψlψh)) ≺ Z, ψl〉+ 〈(vε ∗ Re(ψlψh)) < Z, ψl〉.

By Lemma A.6 and the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 and (4.10) we have

|〈(vε ∗ Re(ψlψh)) ≺ Z, ψl〉| . ‖ψl‖L4‖ψh‖L4‖ψl‖
H

1
2
+κ‖Zε‖

.δ‖ψl‖2H1 + ‖ψl‖2L2K(‖Zε‖) . δ‖ψl‖2H1 + δVε(ψl) +K(‖Zε‖),
where we used interpolation Lemma A.2 and Young’s inequality in the second step and (4.8) in the
last step.

For the remaining part we need a more delicate estimate for ψh. More precisely, we recall the

decomposition in (4.12). In the following we estimate ψ
(1)
h and ψ

(2)
h separately. By the paraproduct

estimates Lemma A.5, Lemma A.6 and (4.10) we have

|〈(vε ∗ Re(ψlψ
(1)
h )) < Z, ψl〉| . ‖ψl‖L4‖ψlψ

(1)
h ‖

B

1
2
+2κ

4
3

‖Zε‖

.‖ψl‖L4

(
‖ψl‖

B

1
2
+2κ

2

‖ψ(1)
h ‖L4 + ‖ψl‖L2‖ψ(1)

h ‖
B

1
2
+2κ

4

)
‖Zε‖

.‖ψl‖
5
4+2κ

H1 ‖ψl‖
3
4−2κ

L2 K(‖Zε‖) + ‖ψl‖L4‖ψl‖L2(r − s)−
15
68−κ‖ψh(s)‖

B
1
17
4

‖Zε‖,

(4.40)

where we also used Sobolev embedding H
3
4 ⊂ L4, the interpolation Lemma A.2 and Lemma A.3 in

the last step. By applying Young’s inequality, the first term on the RHS of (4.40) can be bounded
by δ(Vε(ψl) + ‖ψl‖2H1) +K(‖Zε‖). Using (4.10) and Young’s inequality with exponents (83 ,

16
5 ,

16
5 ) we

obtain that the second term on the RHS of (4.40) can be bounded by

‖ψl‖
3
4

H1‖ψl‖
5
4

L2(r − s)−
15
68−κ . δ(Vε(ψl) + ‖ψl‖2H1) + (r − s)−

12
17−4κK(‖Zε‖).

For the term including ψ
(2)
h we also use the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 and Lemma A.6,

Sobolev embedding H
3
4 ⊂ L4 and the interpolation Lemma A.2 to have

|〈(vε ∗ Re(ψlψ
(2)
h )) < Z, ψl〉| . ‖ψl‖L4‖ψlψ

(2)
h ‖

B

1
2
+2κ

4
3

‖Zε‖

.‖ψl‖L4‖Zε‖
(
‖ψl‖

B

1
2
+2κ

2

‖ψ(2)
h ‖L4 + ‖ψl‖L3‖ψ(2)

h ‖
B

1
2
+2κ

12
5

)

.‖ψl‖
5
4+2κ

H1 ‖ψl‖
3
4−2κ

L2 K(‖Zε‖) + ‖ψl‖L4‖ψl‖L3‖ψ(2)
h ‖1−σ

L4 ‖ψ(2)
h ‖σ

B
1−2κ
2

‖Zε‖.

(4.41)
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Here σ = 1+4κ
2−4κ and we used (4.10). The first term on the RHS can be bounded the same as the first

term in (4.40). Using (4.13), (4.10) and Sobolev embedding H
1
2 ⊂ L3, H

3
4 ⊂ L4, we obtain that the

second term on the RHS of (4.41) can be bounded by

‖ψl‖
5
4

H1‖ψl‖
3
4

L2

(
1 +

∫ r

s

(r − τ)−1+ κ
2 ‖ψl(τ)‖L2dτ

)σ
K(‖Zε‖)

.δ(Vε(ψl) + ‖ψl‖2H1) +K(‖Zε‖)
(
1 +

∫ r

s

(r − τ)−1+ κ
2 ‖ψl(r)‖6σL2dτ

)
,

where we use (4.8) and Young’s inequality with exponents (85 ,
16
3 ,

16
3 ). Taking integration w.r.t. r we

use 6σ < 4 to obtain
∣∣∣
∫ t

s

〈(vε ∗ Re(ψlψh)) < Z, ψl〉dr
∣∣∣ . δ

∫ t

s

(Vε(ψl) + ‖ψl‖2H1)dr +K(‖Zε‖).

II. For J2 we also use the paraproduct decomposition to have

J2 = 〈(vε ∗ |ψh|2) ≺ Z, ψl〉+ 〈(vε ∗ |ψh|2) < Z, ψl〉.
By the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 and (4.10), (4.8), the interpolation Lemma A.2 we have

|〈(vε ∗ |ψh|2) ≺ Z, ψl〉| . ‖ψh‖2L4‖ψl‖
H

1
2
+κ‖Zε‖

.δ‖ψl‖2H1 + δVε(ψl) +K(‖Zε‖),
and

|〈(vε ∗ |ψh|2) < Z, ψl〉| . ‖ψl‖L4‖|ψh|2‖
B

1
2
+κ

4
3

‖Zε‖ . ‖ψl‖L4‖ψh‖
B

1
2
+κ

2

‖ψh‖L4‖Zε‖

.‖ψl‖L4‖ψh‖
B

1
2
+κ

2

K(‖Zε‖) . ‖ψl‖2L4 + ‖ψh‖2
B

1
2
+κ

2

K(‖Zε‖).

The first term can be bounded by Sobolev embedding H
3
4 ⊂ L4 and Young’s inequality. By (4.15) we

have

‖ψh(r)‖2
B

1
2
+2κ

2

. K(‖Zε‖)
(
(r − s)−

1
2 +

∫ r

s

(r − τ)−
3
4−2κ‖ψl‖2L2dτ

)
, (4.42)

which implies that after integration w.r.t. r,
∫ t

s
J2dr can be bounded by the RHS of (4.38).

III. For J3 we use ψ = ψl + ψh to have

1

2
J3 = 〈vε ∗ (ψlψh),Re(Z1ψ)〉

=〈vε ∗ (ψlψh),Re(Z1ψl)〉+ 〈vε ∗ (ψlψh),Re(Z1ψh)〉.
The first term can be estimated exactly the same way as J1. For the second term we focus on
〈vε ∗ (ψlψh),Z1ψh〉; the other terms can be handled similarly. Using the paraproduct decomposition,
we obtain

〈vε ∗ (ψlψh),Z1ψh〉 = 〈(vε ∗ (ψlψh)) ≺ Z1, ψh〉+ 〈(vε ∗ (ψlψh)) < Z1, ψh〉.
We use Lemma A.5 and Lemma A.6, (4.10) to have

|〈(vε ∗ (ψlψh)) ≺ Z1, ψh〉| . ‖ψl‖L4‖ψh‖L4‖ψh‖
B

1
2
+κ

2

‖Zε‖ . ‖ψl‖L4‖ψh‖
B

1
2
+κ

2

K(‖Zε‖),

which can be estimated similarly as the second term in J2. Similarly we use Lemma A.5 and (4.10)
to have

|〈(vε ∗ (ψlψh)) < Z1, ψh〉| . ‖ψh‖L4‖ψlψh‖
B

1
2
+κ

4
3

‖Zε‖

.K(‖Zε‖)
(
‖ψh‖

B

1
2
+κ

2

‖ψl‖L4 + ‖ψl‖
B

1
2
+κ

2

‖ψh‖L4

)
,
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which can be estimated as J2 by using Young’s inequality and (4.42).

IV. For J4 we focus on 〈vε∗|ψl|2Z1, ψh〉 and the other part follows similarly. We use the paraproduct
decomposition to obtain

〈vε ∗ |ψl|2Z1, ψh〉 = 〈(vε ∗ |ψl|2) ≺ Z1, ψh〉+ 〈(vε ∗ |ψl|2) < Z1, ψh〉.
For the first trem we use Lemma A.5 and (4.9) to have

|〈(vε ∗ |ψl|2) ≺ Z1, ψh〉| . ‖vε ∗ |ψl|2‖L2‖ψh‖
B

1
2
+κ

2

‖Zε‖

.Vε(ψl)
1
2 ‖ψh‖

B

1
2
+κ

2

‖Zε‖ . δVε(ψl) + ‖ψh‖2
B

1
2
+κ

2

K(‖Zε‖),

which can be estimated by using (4.42). For the second term we use Lemma A.5, Lemma A.6 and

Sobolev embedding H
3
4 ⊂ L4 and the interpolation Lemma A.2 to have

|〈(vε ∗ |ψl|2) < Z1, ψh〉| . ‖ψl‖
B

1
2
+κ

2

‖ψl‖L4‖ψh‖L4‖Zε‖ . δ‖ψl‖2H1 + ‖ψl‖2L2K(‖Zε‖),

which by (4.8) implies the desired bound.

�

Lemma 4.14. It holds that for δ > 0 and 0 6 s 6 t 6 T
∫ t

s

|〈G< + F<, ψl〉|dr . δ

∫ t

s

(Vε(ψl) + ‖ψl‖2H1)dr +K(‖Zε‖) + ‖ψl(s)‖2L2 , (4.43)

with the proportional constant independent of ε.

Proof. By Propositions 3.3, 3.12 and 3.13 and (A.1) we have

|〈F<, ψl〉| . K(‖Zε‖)‖ψl‖
H

1
2
+3κ(r

−κ + 1),

which implies the desired bound for it by Lemma A.2 and Young’s inequality. For the term involving
the paraproduct ≻ from G< we use the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 and Proposition 3.3 to
have

|〈ψ ≻ Z , ψl〉| .K(‖Zε‖)(‖ψl‖
B

1
2
+κ

2

+ ‖ψh‖
B

1
2
+κ

2

)‖ψl‖
B

1
2
+κ

2

.δ‖ψl‖2H1 +K(‖Zε‖)‖ψl‖2L2 + ‖ψh‖2
B

1
2
+κ

2

,
(4.44)

which can be bounded using (4.42). For
∫
vε(y)τyψ ≻ Zy dy and

∫
vε(y)τyψ ≻ Zy dy, we use (A.1),

Proposition 3.4 and exactly the same argument to conclude the desired estimates.

Moreover, by Lemma 3.14 we have

|〈ψ ◦ Z + (b̃ε1 + b̃ε2)(Y + ψ), ψl〉|

.K(‖Zε‖)
(
(‖ψ‖B3κ

2
+ 1)‖ψl‖H2κ + ‖ψ♯‖

B
1+2κ
2

‖ψl‖H2κ

)

.K(‖Zε‖) + ‖ψ♯‖
3
2

B
1+2κ
2

+ δ(‖ψl‖2H1 + ‖ψl‖4L2),

where we use (4.10) and Young’s inequality in the last step. By integrating with respect to time and

applying Proposition 4.5, the desired estimate follows for ψ ◦ Z . The desired bounds for the terms

involving
∫
vε(y)τyψ ◦ Zy dy and

∫
vε(y)τyψ ◦ Zy dy follow the same arguments by Lemma 3.16. �

Lemma 4.15. It holds that for δ > 0 and 0 6 s 6 t 6 T
∫ t

s

|〈f1(ψ), ψl〉|dr . δ

∫ t

s

(Vε(ψl) + ‖ψl‖2H1)ds+K(‖Zε‖),

with the proportional constant independent of ε.
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Proof. Using (4.31) we know that

|〈f1, ψl〉| .(1 + r−κ)‖ψ‖
B

1
2
+2κ

2

‖ψl‖
B

1
2
+2κ

2

K(‖Zε‖)

.‖ψh‖2
B

1
2
+2κ

2

+ (1 + r−2κ)‖ψl‖2
B

1
2
+2κ

2

K(‖Zε‖).
(4.45)

We then use (4.42) for ‖ψh‖2
B

1
2
+2κ

2

and the interpolation Lemma A.2, Young’s inequality for ‖ψl‖2
B

1
2
+2κ

2

to obtain the desired estimates.

Combining these estimates the result follows. �

Lemma 4.16. It holds that for δ > 0

|〈G≺,6R + F≺,6R, ψl〉| . δ(Vε(ψl) + ‖ψl‖2H1) +K(‖Zε‖),
with the proportional constant independent of ε.

Proof. We use the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5, Lemma A.6, Propositions 3.3, 3.4, (A.1) and
the localizer estimate (4.4) to have

|〈G≺,6R + F≺,6R, ψl〉|

.(K(‖Zε‖) + ‖ψ‖L2)
(
sup
y

‖∆6RZy ‖Cκ + sup
y

‖∆6RZy ‖Cκ + ‖∆6RZ ‖Cκ

)
‖ψl‖L2

.K(‖Zε‖)(1 + ‖ψ‖L2)2R(r)(1+2κ)‖ψl‖L2 .

We then use (4.11) to have it bounded by

(1 + ‖ψl‖2L2)(‖ψl‖L4 + 1)
1+2κ
16
17

−2κK(‖Zε‖)

.(1 + ‖ψl‖2L2)(‖ψl‖
3
4

H1‖ψl‖
1
4

L2 + 1)
1+2κ
16
17

−2κK(‖Zε‖).
We then use Young’s inequality and (4.8) to derive the desired result. �

4.4. Proof of Theorems 4.1–4.3. In this section we first give the proof of Theorem 4.3 based on
the uniform estimates derived in Proposition 4.10.

Proof of Theorem 4.3. The bound for ψh follows from (4.10). The result for ψl follows from the same
argument as in the proof of [MW17, Theorem 7.1]. More precisely, let F (s) = ‖ψl(s)‖2L2 + 1, and by
Proposition 4.10 we obtain ∫ t

s

F (r)2dr 6 CK(‖Zε‖)F (s).

By the construction of solutions in Theorem 3.8, F is continuous. Using [MW17, Lemma 7.3] we
obtain a sequence 0 = t0 < t1 < t2 < ... < tN = T , such that for every n ∈ {0, ..., N − 1}

F (tn) . K(‖Zε‖)t−1
n+1.

The proportional constant is uniform in ε. Hence, for any t ∈ [0, T ] we can find n ∈ {0, ..., N − 1}
such that t ∈ (tn, tn+1]. We then apply Proposition 4.10 to obtain

‖ψl(t)‖2L2 . K(‖Zε‖)
(
‖ψl(tn)‖2L2 + 1

)
. K(‖Zε‖)

(
t−1
n+1 + 1

)
. K(‖Zε‖)(t−1 + 1).

Thus the result follows. �

It will be convenient to have a stationary coupling of the linear and nonlinear dynamics (3.7) and
(3.1), which is stated in the following lemma.

Lemma 4.17. There exists a stationary process (Ψε, Z) such that the components Ψε, Z are stationary
solutions to (3.1) and (3.7) respectively.
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The proof follows essentially the same steps as in [SSZZ22, Lemma 5.7] and [SZZ22, Lemma 4.2]
and we put it in Appendix B.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. We take (Ψε, Z) to be the stationary process given in Lemma 4.17. As Ψε is
stationary solution, we only need to prove the result for t = 1. We then set

ψ
def

= Ψε − Z + Z − I (R(Z)). (4.46)

We then know ψ satisfies equation (4.1) with ψ(0) ∈ C− 1
2−κ. We can also decompose ψ = ψl + ψh

with ψl, ψh satisfying (4.6) and (4.5), respectively, and then apply the uniform in ε estimate derived
in Section 4.1–Section 4.3 to ψ and ψl, ψh. Using stationary of (Ψε, Z) and (4.10) we obtain

E‖ψ(0)‖2L2 = E‖(Ψε − Z)(0)‖2L2 = E‖(Ψε − Z)(1)‖2L2

.E‖ψl(1)‖2L2 +E‖ψh(1)‖2L2 +E‖Z (1)‖2L2 +E‖I (R(Z))(1)‖2L2 . 1.
(4.47)

Here we used Theorem 4.3 and (4.2) in the last step and the proportional constant is independent of
ε.

On the other hand, taking expectation on the both sides of inequality in Proposition 4.10 with
s = 0 we use (4.47) to obtain

E

∫ 1

0

‖ψl‖2H1ds+E

∫ 1

0

Vε(ψl)ds . E‖ψ(0)‖2L2 + 1 . 1. (4.48)

Thus we use Lemma A.1 to obtain

E‖Ψε(1)‖2
C

− 1
2
−κ

. E‖(Ψε − Z)(1)‖2
C

− 1
2
−κ

+E‖Z(1)‖2
C

−1
2
−κ

.E

∫ 1

0

‖(Ψε − Z)(s)‖2
C

− 1
2
−κ

ds+ 1

.E

∫ 1

0

‖ψh‖2
B

1−2κ
4

ds+E

∫ 1

0

‖ψl‖2H1ds+ 1 . 1,

where we used stationary of (Ψε, Z) in the second step and the proportional constant is independent
of ε. Here we used (4.48) and (4.14) to obtain

E

∫ 1

0

‖ψh‖2
B

1−2κ
4

ds .1 +E
(
K(‖Zε‖)

∫ 1

0

∫ s

0

(s− r)−1+ κ
2 ‖ψl(r)‖2L4drds

)

.1 +E

∫ 1

0

‖ψl‖2H1ds+E

∫ 1

0

Vε(ψl)ds . 1.

Thus the first result follows.

Using Theorem 4.3 and (4.2) we obtain for any p > 2

sup
ε
(E‖ψε

l (1)‖pL2 +E‖ψε
h(1)‖pL2) . 1.

We then use (4.46) to have

E‖Ψε(1)‖p
B

− 1
2
−κ

2

. E‖(Ψε − Z)(1)‖p
B

− 1
2
−κ

2

+E‖Z(1)‖p
B

− 1
2
−κ

2

.E‖ψε
l (1)‖pL2 +E‖ψε

h(1)‖pL2 + 1 . 1.

Thus the second result follows. �

We now give the proof of Theorem 4.2.
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Proof of Theorem 4.2. Using Theorem 4.1, we know that νε, for ε > 0, is tight in C− 1
2−κ. Suppose

that a subsequence—- still denoted by νε for simplicity—- converges weakly to ν̃ in C− 1
2−κ. We

begin with the unique solutions Ψε to equation (3.3) with initial distribution νε, and the unique
solutions Φ to (3.3) with initial distribution ν̃. By Theorem 3.17, we know that Ψε converges to Φ in

C([0, T ];C− 1
2−κ) in probability. Since νε is an invariant measure for (3.1) by Theorem 3.8, we conclude

that Ψε is a stationary solution to equation (3.1). Hence, Φ is a stationary solution to equation (3.3),
and therefore, ν̃ is an invariant measure for equation (3.3). Given that the invariant measure for
equation (3.3) is unique by Theorem 3.7 and is given by ν, we deduce that ν̃ = ν. Consequently, the

entire sequence νε converges weakly to ν in C− 1
2−κ. Furthermore, by Theorem 4.1, we obtain

sup
ε

∫
‖Ψ‖p

B
− 1

2
−κ

2

νε(dΨ) . 1,

for any p > 1, which implies the convergence of p-point correlation functions by uniform integrability.
�

5. Stochastic calculations

In this section, we prove the stochastic estimates required in Section 3, following the notations from
[GP17, Section 9]. We express the complex-valued white noise through its spatial Fourier transform.

More precisely, let E = Z
3 and let W (·, k) = 〈ξ, ek〉 and W (·, k) = 〈ξ, ek〉 for ek(x) = (2π)−

3
2 eıx·k, x ∈

T3. Note that W (·, k) is not the conjugate of W (·, k), but rather we have W (·, k) = W (·,−k) with

W (·,−k) being the conjugate of W (·,−k). We view W (·, k) as a Gaussian noise on R × E with
covariance given by

E
(∫

R×E

f(η)W (dη)

∫

R×E

g(η′)W (dη′)
)
=2

∫

R×E

g(η1)f(η−1)dη1,

E
(∫

R×E

f(η)W (dη)

∫

R×E

g(η′)W (dη′)
)
=E
(∫

R×E

f(η)W (dη)

∫

R×E

g(η′)W (dη′)
)
= 0.

(5.1)

where ηa = (sa, ka), s−a = sa, k−a = −ka and the measure dηa = dsadka is the product of the
Lebesgue measure dsa on R and of the counting measure dka on E.

We write

Z(t) =

∫

R×E

ekPt−sW (dη), 〈Z(t), ek〉 =
∫

R

pt−s(k)dW (s, k),

Z(t) =

∫

R×E

ekPt−sW (dη), 〈Z(t), ek〉 =
∫

R

pt−s(k)dW (s, k),

with pt(k) = e−(|k|2+1)t1t>0. Hence, we use (5.1) to have for t > σ

E〈Z(t), ek〉〈Z(σ), ek′ 〉 =21{k+k′=0}

∫ σ

−∞

pt−s(k)pσ−s(k)ds =
1{k+k′=0}

|k|2 + 1
e−(|k|2+1)(t−σ),

E〈Z(t), ek〉〈Z(σ), ek′ 〉 =0, E〈Z(t), ek〉〈Z(σ), ek′ 〉 = 0.

(5.2)

We will meet the random fields written as

Zτ =

∫

(R×E)n+m

H(t, x, η)
n∏

i=1

W (dηi)
n+m∏

j=n+1

W (dηj),

which are easier to handle when decomposed into different chaos. We now introduce the following
notations k[1...n] =

∑n
i=1 ki, η1...n = (η1, ..., ηn) ∈ (R× E)n, dη1...n = dη1 . . .dηn. Denote by
∫

(R×E)n+m

f(η1...n+m)W (dη1...n) ⋄W (dηn+1...n+m)
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a generic element of the n + m-th chaos of W on R × E. Since W is complex valued white noise,
we need to consider the conjugate part here. We refer to [HIN17, Appendix A] for more details. By
[GP17, Section 9.2] and [HIN17, Appendix A] we know that

E
(∣∣∣
∫

(R×E)n+m

f(η1...n+m)W (dη1...n) ⋄W (dηn+1...n+m)
∣∣∣
2)

.n,m

∫

(R×E)n+m

|f(η1...n+m)|2dη1...n+m.

(5.3)

Hence for bounding the variance of the chaos it is enough to bound the L2 norm of the unsymmetrized
kernels.

We introduce the following notation: for k1, k2 ∈ Z
3

ψ≺(k1, k2)
def

=
∑

j>−1

∑

i<j−1

θi(k1)θj(k2), ψ◦(k1, k2)
def

=
∑

|i−j|61

θi(k1)θj(k2),

and ψ< = 1− ψ≺.

In the following κ > 0 is any small number.

5.1. Proof of Propositions 3.10 and 3.13. In this subsection, we perform stochastic calculations
for the random fields introduced in Propositions 3.10 and 3.13.

Proof of Proposition 3.10. We recall that for k1 ∈ Z3

〈I (RZ), ek1〉 =
∫ t

0

F vG(k1)e
−(t−s)(|k1|

2+1)〈Z(s), ek1〉ds,

with F vG(k) = 1
(2π)3

∑
k

1
|k|2+1

(
v̂ε(k)− v̂ε(k1 − k)

)
.

We first consider (vε ∗ I (RZ)) ◦ Z. By chaos decomposition we have

(vε ∗ I (RZ)) ◦ Z = cε1 + I2,

with I2 in the second chaos and cε1 in the zeroth chaos.

Terms in the zeroth chaos: By direct calculation and (5.2) we find

cε1 =
1

(2π)3

∑

k1

F vG(k1)v̂ε(k1)
1− e−2t(|k1|

2+1)

2(|k1|2 + 1)2
ψ◦(k1, k1)

=
1

(2π)6

∑

k,k1

v̂ε(k1)(v̂ε(k)− v̂ε(k1 − k))(1 − e−2t(|k1|
2+1))

2(|k1|2 + 1)2(|k|2 + 1)
.

(5.4)

Since v̂ε(k) = v̂(εk), we use change of variable to have

cε1 =ε6
∑

k,k1∈εZ3

v̂(k1)(v̂(k)− v̂(k1 − k))(1 − e−2t(|k1|
2ε−2+1))

2 · (2π)6(|k1|2 + ε2)2(|k|2 + ε2)
=

2∑

i=1

Li,

with

L1
def

=ε6
∑

k,k1∈εZ3,|k1|61

v̂(k1)(v̂(k)− v̂(k1 − k))

2 · (2π)6(|k1|2 + ε2)2(|k|2 + ε2)
(1− e−2t(|k1|

2ε−2+1)),

L2
def

=ε6
∑

k,k1∈εZ3,|k1|>1

v̂(k1)(v̂(k)− v̂(k1 − k))

2 · (2π)6(|k1|2 + ε2)2(|k|2 + ε2)
(1− e−2t(|k1|

2ε−2+1)).

Recall that C1, given in (3.4), can be decomposed into C11 + C12, where C11 and C12 correspond to
the first and second terms on the RHS of (3.4), respectively. It is easy to see that

|L2 − C12| . εκ(1 + t−
κ
2 ).
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For L1 we use ∇v̂(k) = −∇v̂(−k) to have

L1 =ε6
∑

k,k1∈εZ3,|k1|61

v̂(k1)(v̂(k)− v̂(k1 − k)− k1 · ∇v̂(k))
2 · (2π)6(|k1|2 + ε2)2(|k|2 + ε2)

(1 − e−2t(|k1|
2ε−2+1)).

We first consider the term excluding e−2t(|k1|
2ε−2+1) and compare it with C11. We empoly Taylor

expansion and interpolation for the numerator from L1 and C11 to have it bounded by

εκ
∫

|x|61

1

|x|4|y|2 |x|
2

∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

1

(1 + |y − sux|2)1−κ
dsdudxdy

.εκ
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∫

|x|61,|y|61

1

|x|2|y|2 dxdydsdu

+ εκ
∫ 1

0

∫ 1

0

∫

|x|61

1

|x|2
(∫

|y|>1

1

|y|4 dy
) 1

2
( ∫

|y|>1

1

(1 + |y − sux|2)2−2κ
dy
) 1

2

dxdsdu

.εκ.

(5.5)

For the term involving e−2t(|k1|
2ε−2+1) the approach is similar, since we can bound it with an additional

factor εκt−
κ
2 |k1|−κ.

Thus we obtain

|cε1 − C1| . εκ(1 + t−
κ
2 ). (5.6)

Terms in the second chaos: By direct calculation we have

I2t = (2π)−3
∑

k1,k2

ψ◦(k1, k2)v̂ε(k1)

∫ t

0

e−(t−s)(|k1|
2+1)F vG(k1) : 〈Zs, ek1〉〈Zt, ek2〉 : dseık[12]x,

with : 〈Zs, ek1〉〈Zt, ek2〉 : denoting Wick product of 〈Zs, ek1〉〈Zt, ek2〉 given by

〈Zs, ek1〉〈Zt, ek2〉 −E[〈Zs, ek1〉〈Zt, ek2〉].
Thus we use (3.79) with η = κ, (5.2), (5.3) and Lemma 3.22 to obtain

E|∆qI
2|2 .

∑

k1,k2

ψ◦(k1, k2)ε
2κθq(k[12])

(|k1|+ 1)4−2κ(|k2|+ 1)2
. ε2κ22qκ,

where we used i ∼ j to have |k1| ∼ |k2| in the last step. Since ∆q[(v
ε ∗I (RZ)) ◦Z − cε1] is a random

variable with a finite chaos decomposition, we use Gaussian hypercontractivity to have for p > 2

E|∆q((v
ε ∗ I (RZ)) ◦ Z − cε1)|p . εpκ2qpκ,

which implies

sup
q

2−pqκE‖∆q[v
ε ∗ I (RZ) ◦ Z − cε1]‖pLp . εpκ.

Using Besov embedding Lemma A.1 we choose p large enough to obtain

E‖(vε ∗ I (RZ)) ◦ Z‖p
C−2κ . E‖(vε ∗ I (RZ)) ◦ Z‖p

B
− 3κ

2
p,p

. εpκ.

Furthermore, the second bound in (3.34) follows by considering the time difference

|1− e−|t1−t2||k|
2 | . (|t1 − t2||k|2) ∧ 1,

and Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion.

We now consider the remaining terms. For (vε ∗Z) ◦I (RZ) the required bounds and convergence
follow the same line. For (vε ∗I (RZ)) ◦Z and (vε ∗Z) ◦I (RZ), the zeroth chaos part vanishes, and
the terms in the second chaos are bounded in a similar manner.
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In the case of Re[Z ◦ I (RZ)], the terms in the second chaos are similarly bounded, and we focus
only on the terms in the zeroth chaos, given by cε2.

Terms in the zeroth chaos: By direct calculation

cε2 =
∑

k1

F vG(k1)
1− e−2t(|k1|

2+1)

2 · (2π)3(|k1|2 + 1)2
ψ◦(k1, k1)

=
∑

k,k1

(v̂ε(k)− v̂ε(k1 − k))(1− e−2t(|k1|
2+1))

2 · (2π)6(|k1|2 + 1)2(|k|2 + 1)
.

(5.7)

Note that cε2 is the same as cε1, with v̂
ε(k1) replaced by 1. Therefore, we can apply a similar decom-

position and follow the same steps as in the calculation for (5.6) to obtain

|cε2 − C2| . εκ(1 + t−
κ
2 ).

Using Besov embedding Lemma A.1, Gaussian hypercontractivity, the bound in (3.36) follows. �

Proof of Proposition 3.13. We classify these calculations into the following two categories:

I. I (RZ) ◦ Z ,

∫
vε(y)τyI (RZ) ◦ Zy dy,

∫
vε(y)τyI (RZ) ◦ Zy dy,

and

II. τyI (RZ) ◦ Z, τyI (RZ) ◦ Z, I (RZ) ◦ τyZ, I (RZ) ◦ τyZ.

I. We then consider I (RZ) ◦ Z , which by chaos decomposition is given by

I (RZ) ◦ Z = I3t + I1t ,

with

I3t =

∫
H(η123)W (dη12) ⋄W (dη3), I1t =

∫
H(η12(−1))W (dη2),

for

H
def

= ψ◦(k1, k[23])v̂ε(k[23])

∫ t

0

F vG(k1)e
−(t−s)(|k1|

2+1)ps−s1(k1)pt−s2(k2)pt−s3(k3)ds

3∏

i=1

eki .

Terms in the third chaos: Using (3.79) and (5.2), (5.3) we obtain by Lemma 3.22

E|∆qI
3
t |2 . εκ

∑

k1,k2,k3

ψ◦(k1, k[23])
θq(k[123])

(1 + |k1|)4−κ(1 + |k2|)2(1 + |k3|)2
. εκ2q(1+κ),

where we used |k[23]| ∼ |k1| in the last step.

Terms in the first chaos: We have

I1t =
1

(2π)3

∑

k1,k2

ψ◦(k1, k2 − k1)
F vG(k1)

2(1 + |k1|2)2
v̂ε(k2 − k1)

× 〈Zt, ek2〉ek2(1 − e−2t(|k1|
2+1))

=L1 + cε1Z,

with cε1 is given by (5.4) and

L1
def

=(2π)−3
∑

k1,k2

F vG(k1)

2(1 + |k1|2)2
[ψ◦(k1, k2 − k1)v̂ε(k2 − k1)− ψ◦(k1, k1)v̂ε(k1)]

× 〈Zt, ek2〉ek2(1− e−2t(|k1|
2+1)).
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We then claim that L1 converge to zero in CTC
− 1

2−κ. In fact, we use interpolation to have

|ψ◦(k1, k2 − k1)v̂ε(k2 − k1)− ψ◦(k1, k1)v̂ε(k1)|
.ψ◦(k1, k2 − k1)(ε|k2|)

3κ
4 |v̂ε(k2 − k1)− v̂ε(k1)|1−κ + (|k1|−1|k2|)

3κ
4

.(|k1|−1|k2|)
3κ
4 + ψ◦(k1, k2 − k1)|k2|

3κ
4 (|k2 − k1|−

3κ
4 + |k1|−

3κ
4 )

.(|k1|−1|k2|)
3κ
4 ,

which combined with (3.79) implies

E|∆qL1|2 .εκ
∑

k2

θq(k2)
2

|k2|2 + 1

(∑

k1

(|k1|−1|k2|)
3κ
4

1 + |k1|3−κ
2

)2

(5.8)

.εκ
∑

k2

θq(k2)
2

|k2|2− 3κ
2 + 1

. εκ2q(1+
3κ
2 ).

Using Besov embedding Lemma A.1, Gaussian hypercontractivity, we have

I (RZ) ◦ Z − cε1Z → 0 in CTC
− 1

2−κ.

In the case of
∫
vε(y)τyI (RZ) ◦ Zy dy, we have the same chaos decomposition, with v̂ε(k[23]) in

H replaced by v̂ε(k1 + k3), which gives cε2Z as the renormalization counterterm. The convergence of∫
vε(y)τyI (RZ)◦Zy dy−cε2Z in CTC

− 1
2−κ follows the same reasoning. For

∫
vε(y)τyI (RZ)◦Zy dy,

we have two terms in the first chaos, arising from k1 + k2 = 0 and k1 + k3 = 0, which yield cε1Z and

cε2Z, respectively. Thus, the convergence of
∫
vε(y)τyI (RZ) ◦ Zy dy − cε1Z − cε2Z follows the same

approach.

II. For the second type, we employ a calculation akin to Re[Z ◦I (RZ)] from the proof of Proposi-
tion 3.10. The supy bound follows from |eıky1 − eıky2 | . (|k||y1− y2|)∧1 and Kolmogorov’s continuity
criterion. In fact the calculation for the second order chaos follows the same line. The zeroth chaos
components of τyI (RZ) ◦ Z and I (RZ) ◦ τyZ vanish, while the zeroth chaos part of τyI (RZ) ◦Z,
I (RZ) ◦ τyZ is given by

cε2(y) =
∑

k1

F vG(k1)
1− e−2t(|k1|

2+1)

2 · (2π)3(|k1|2 + 1)2
ψ◦(k1, k1)e

−ık1y.

We bound e−ık1y by 1 and use a similar calculation as in (5.5) to have supy |cε2(y)| . 1. The result
then follows. �

5.2. Proof of Proposition 3.12. We focus on the first term
∫
vε(y)τyZε ◦ Zy , as the other term

follows the same line. We also have chaos decomposition
∫
vε(y)τyZε ◦ Zy = I5t + I3t + I1t ,

with

I5t =

∫
H(η12345)W (dη135) ⋄W (dη24),

where

H(η1...5)
def

=ψ◦(k[123], k[45])v̂ε(k[1234])

∫ t

0

pt−s(k[123])v̂ε(k[12])

3∏

i=1

ps−si(ki)ds

5∏

j=4

pt−sj (kj)

5∏

i=1

eki .
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In the following we will solely demonstrate a uniform in ε bound for
∫
vε(y)τyZε ◦Zy and the required

result for the difference of
∫
vε(y)τyZε ◦ Zy and Z can be derived analogously by applying

|v̂ε(k)− 1| . εκ|k|κ.
Terms in the fifth chaos: Using Lemma 3.22, (5.2) and (5.3) we have

E|∆qI
5
t |2 .

∑

k1,k2,k3,k4,k5

θ(2−qk[12345])
5∏

i=1

1

|ki|2 + 1

ψ◦(k[123], k[45])

(|k[123]|2 + 1)(|k[123]|2 + |k2|2 + |k1|2 + 3)

.
∑

k[123],k[45]

θ(2−qk[12345])
1

(|k[123]|3−κ + 1)(|k[45]|2+κ + 1)
. 2q,

where we used |k[45]| ≃ |k[123]| in the second step.

Terms in the third chaos: We have the following decomposition:

I3t =
3∑

j=1

I3jt ,

with

I31t
def

=

∫
H(t, x, η123(−3)5)dη3W (dη15) ⋄W (dη2), I32t

def

=

∫
H(t, x, η1234(−2))dη2W (dη13) ⋄W (dη4),

I33t
def

=

∫
H(t, x, η123(−1)5)dη1W (dη35) ⋄W (dη2).

We use Lemma 3.22 to have

E|∆qI
31
t |2

.
∑

k1,k2,k5

θ(2−qk[125])

(|k1|2 + 1)(|k2|2 + 1)(|k5|2 + 1)

(∑

k3

1

(|k3|2 + 1)(|k[123]|2 + |k3|2 + 1)

)2

.
∑

k[12],k5

θ(2−qk[125])

(|k[12]|3−
κ
2 + 1)(|k5|2 + 1)

dk[12]5 . 2q(1+
κ
2 ).

For I32t , we simply replace k5 with k4 and change the roles of k2 and k3 in the above estimate and
obtain the same bounds for E|∆qI

32
t |2. Similarly, for I33t , we exchange the roles of k1 and k3 in the

estimate and derive the same bounds for E|∆qI
33
t |2.

Terms in the first chaos:

We have the following decomposition:

I1t =

2∑

j=1

I1jt ,

with

I11t
def

=

∫
H(t, x, η123(−1)(−2))dη12W (dη3), I12t

def

=

∫
H(t, x, η123(−3)(−2))dη23W (dη1).

The convergence of the terms I1it , i = 1, 2, require renormalization. More precisely we prove the
probabilistic bounds for the following terms:

I11t − b̃ε2Z, I12t − b̃ε3Z.

We first have

E|∆q(I
11
t − b̃ε2Z)|2 .

∑

k3

θ(2−qk3)

|k3|2 + 1

( ∑

k1,k2

v̂ε(k[12])h1(k1, k2, k3)

(|k1|2 + 1)(|k2|2 + 1)

)2

,
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where

h1(k1, k2, k3)
def

= v̂ε(k[23])L(k[123])ψ◦(k[123], k[12])− v̂ε(k2)L(k[12])ψ◦(k[12], k[12]),

and

L(k)
def

=
1− e−t(|k|2+|k1|

2+|k2|
2+3)

|k|2 + |k1|2 + |k2|2 + 3
.

The terms v̂ε(k2)L(k[12])ψ◦(k[12], k[12]) correspond to the renormalization counterterm b̃ε2Z. We rewrite
h1(k1, k2, k3) as

(
v̂ε(k[23])− v̂ε(k2)

)
L(k[123])ψ◦(k[123], k[12]) + v̂ε(k2)

(
L(k[123])− L(k[12])

)
ψ◦(k[123], k[12])

+
(
ψ◦(k[123], k[12])− ψ◦(k[12], k[12])

)
L(k[12])v̂ε(k2),

which by interpolation is bounded

ε
κ
2 |k3|

κ
4

( 1

(ε|k[23]|)
κ
4
+

1

(ε|k2|)κ
4

) 1

|k[123]|2 + |k1|2 + |k2|2 + 1

+ |k3|
κ
4

1

(|k1|+ |k2|)2+κ
4 + 1

+
( |k3|
|k[12]|

)κ
4

L(k[12]).

We then use Lemma 3.22 to have that E|∆q(I
11
t − b̃ε2Z)|2 is bounded by

∑

k3

θ(2−qk3)
1

|k3|2−κ
2 + 1

. 2q(1+
κ
2 ).

For I12t − b̃ε3Z we have

E|∆q(I
12
t − b̃ε3Z)|2 .

∑

k1

θ(2−qk1)

|k1|2 + 1

( ∑

k2,k3

h2(k1, k2, k3)

(|k2|2 + 1)(|k3|2 + 1)

)2

,

where

h2(k1, k2, k3)
def

= v̂ε(k[12])
2L1(k[123])ψ◦(k[123], k[23])− v̂ε(k2)

2L1(k[23])ψ◦(k[23], k[23]),

and

L1(k)
def

=
1− e−t(|k|2+|k2|

2+|k3|
2+3)

|k|2 + |k2|2 + |k3|2 + 3
.

Here v̂ε(k2)
2L1(k[23]) correspond to b̃ε3Z for the renormalization counterterms. We write h2 as

(v̂ε(k[12])
2 − v̂ε(k2)

2)L1(k[123])ψ◦(k[123], k[23]) + v̂ε(k2)
2(L1(k[123])− L1(k[23]))ψ◦(k[123], k[23])

+ (ψ◦(k[123], k[23])− ψ◦(k[23], k[23]))L1(k[23])v̂ε(k2)
2.

We then use similar calculation for E|∆q(I
11
t − b̃ε2Z)|2 to derive the same bound.

Combining the above probabilistic bounds and using Gaussian hypercontractivity and Kolomogorov
continuity criterion and Besov embedding Lemma A.1, we obtain the result in Proposition 3.12.

6. A-priori and correlation estimates for the quantum Gibbs state

Now we start to consider the quantum Gibbs state.
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6.1. Second quantization formalism. For every f ∈ L2(T3), we define the annihilation operator
a(f) and the creation operator a∗(f) on Fock space F = F(L2(T3)) by

(a(f)ψ)(x1, ..., xn−1) =
√
n

∫

T3

f(x)ψ(x1, ..., xn−1, x)dx,

(a∗(f)ψ)(x1, ..., xn+1) =
1√
n+ 1

n∑

j=1

f(xj)ψ(x1, ..., xj−1, xj+1, ..., xn),
(6.1)

and extend to L2(T3) by linearity. These operators are related to the operators ax, a
∗
x in (1.2) by

a(f) =

∫

T3

f(x)axdx, a∗(f) =

∫

T3

f(x)a∗xdx, ∀f ∈ L2(T3).

In particular, for every k ∈ Z3, we denote ak = a(ek) with function ek(x) = (2π)−3/2eik·x. They
satisfy

[ak, aj ] = 0 = [a∗k, a
∗
j ], [ak, a

∗
j ] = δk,j , ∀k, j ∈ Z

3. (6.2)

which are similar to (1.3).

If A is a self-adjoint operator on H, then its second quantization on Fock space can be written as

dΓ(A) = 0⊕
∞⊕

n=1

(

n∑

j=1

Aj) =
∑

j,k∈Z3

〈ej , Aek〉a∗jak =

∫

T3

a∗xAaxdx.

For example, the number operator is N = dΓ(1). More generally, if An is a self-adjoint operator on
Hn, we can write its second quantization An defined in (2.4) as

An =
1

n!

∑

k1,··· ,kn,j1,··· ,jn∈Z3

〈ek1 ⊗s · · · ekn , Anej1 ⊗s · · · ejn〉a∗j1 · · · a∗jnakn . . . ak1 .

We will always denote by h = −∆ + 1 the one-body operator on L2(T3). Thus the Gaussian
quantum state in (2.5) is Γ0 = Z−1

0 e−λdΓ(h). Moreover, with our choice of the chemical potential ϑ
in (2.13), the interacting Hamiltonian Hλ in (2.3) can be written as λdΓ(h) +W− Eλ with

W =
λ2

2(2π)3
(N −N0)

2 +
∑

k 6=0

λ2

2
v̂ε(k)|dΓ(ek)|2 − λϑε(N −N0),

ϑε = aε − 6bε −m+ 1− eλ, m = m0 − 2C1 − 2C2,

eλ = λ̺0 −
ζ
(
3
2

)

(4π)3/2
λ−1/2−C0−

λ2

2
= O(λ1/2),

(6.3)

and

N0 = (2π)3̺0, Eλ =
λ2

2
(2π)3̺20 + (2π)3λ̺0ϑ

ε, (6.4)

where ̺0, C0 and aε, bε, C1, C2 are introduced in (2.7), (2.8) and (2.12), respectively. Moreover, we
used the notation |A|2 = A∗A with A = dΓ(ek) the second quantization of the multiplication operator
ek(x) = (2π)−3/2eik·x. Since the constant Eλ plays no role in the Gibbs state Γλ (although it changes
the partition function), from now on we will take

Γλ = Z−1
λ e−Hλ , Zλ = Tr e−Hλ , Hλ = λdΓ(h) +W. (6.5)

as definition, where the renormalized interaction W is given in (6.3). We can also write Hλ as

Hλ = λ

∫

T3

a∗x(−∆x +m)axdx+
λ2

2

∫∫

T3×T3

vε(x− y)(a∗xax − ̺0)(a
∗
yay − ̺0)dxdy

− (aε − 6bε−eλ)λ

∫
(a∗xax − ̺0)dx,
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which is a quantum analogue of the energy functional in (2.15).

6.2. Variational principle and a-priori estimates. Now we collect a-priori estimates for the Gibbs
state Γλ. Our starting point is the Gibbs variational principle, which asserts that the interacting Gibbs
state Γλ = Z−1

λ e−Hλ in (6.5) is the unique minimizer for the variational problem

− log
Zλ

Z0
= min Γ>0

Tr Γ=1

{
H(Γ,Γ0) + Tr [WΓ]

}
. (6.6)

with the relative entropy H(Γ,Γ0) = Tr[Γ(log Γ − log Γ0)] > 0. This leads to the following a-priori
estimate.

Lemma 6.1 (A-priori estimates). The relative partition function satisfies
∣∣∣∣log

Zλ

Z0

∣∣∣∣ . ε−2. (6.7)

Consequently, we have the following a-priori estimates on the Gibbs state Γλ :

H(Γλ,Γ0) + λ2 Tr[(N −N0)
2Γλ] . ε−2, (6.8)

Moreover, we have the Hilbert–Schmidt estimate on the one-body density matrix:

λ
∥∥∥
√
h
(
Γ
(1)
λ − Γ

(1)
0

)√
h
∥∥∥
HS

. ε−2. (6.9)

Proof. From (6.6), by using Γ0 as a trial state, we have the upper bound

− log
Zλ

Z0
6 Tr[WΓ0] =

λ2

2(2π)3
Tr[(N −N0)

2Γ0] +
λ2

2

∑

k 6=0

v̂ε(k)Tr
[
|dΓ(ek)|2Γ0

]
. (6.10)

Here the expectation of ϑε(N −N0) in W against Γ0 is 0. From [LNR21, Eq. (5.43)] we have

λ2 Tr[(N −N0)
2Γ0] . Tr[h−2] . 1. (6.11)

The second term on the right-hand side of (6.10) is called the exchange energy, which can be computed
explicitly. Note that if k 6= 0, then Tr[dΓ(ek)Γ0] = 0 since Γ0 preserves the total momentum while
dΓ(ek) =

∑
p∈Z3 a∗p+kak does not. Therefore, from the variance computation in [LNR21, Lemma 5.11],

we have
λ2

2

∑

k 6=0

v̂ε(k)Tr
[
|dΓ(ek)|2Γ0

]
=
λ2

2

∑

k 6=0

v̂ε(k)Tr[e∗kΓ
(1)
0 ekΓ

1
0].

By the operator inequality

λΓ
(1)
0 =

λ

eλh − 1
6 h−1

and the cyclicity of the trace we can bound

λ2 Tr[e∗kΓ
(1)
0 ekΓ

(1)
0 ] = λ2 Tr

[√
Γ
(1)
0 e∗kΓ

(1)
0 ek

√
Γ
(1)
0

]
6 λTr

[√
Γ
(1)
0 e∗kh

−1ek

√
Γ
(1)
0

]

= λTr
[
h−1/2ekΓ

(1)
0 e∗kh

−1/2
]
6 Tr

[
h−1/2ekh

−1e∗kh
−1/2

]

= Tr
[
e∗kh

−1ekh
−1
]
.

Therefore,

λ2

2

∑

k 6=0

v̂ε(k)Tr
[
|dΓ(ek)|2Γ0

]
6

1

2

∑

k 6=0

v̂ε(k)Tr
[
e∗kh

−1ekh
−1
]

.
∑

k 6=0

v̂ε(k)Ĝ2(k) .
∑

k 6=0

v̂ε(k)
1

1 + |k| . ε−2.

(6.12)

Here in the last estimate we used Lemma 3.22.
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From (6.10), (6.11) and (6.12), we obtain the upper bound

− log
Zλ

Z0
6 Tr[WΓ0] . ε−2. (6.13)

On the other hand, the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality implies

λ2

2(2π)3
(N −N0)

2 − λϑε(N −N0) >
λ2

4(2π)3
(N −N0)

2 − C(ϑε)2. (6.14)

Therefore,

− log
Zλ

Z0
= H(Γλ,Γ0) + Tr[WΓλ]

> H(Γλ,Γ0) +
∑

k 6=0

λ2

2
v̂ε(k)Tr[|dΓ(ek)|2Γλ] +

λ2

4(2π)3
Tr[(N −N0)

2Γλ]− C(ϑε)2.
(6.15)

Since H(Γλ,Γ0) > 0 and v̂ε > 0, the right-hand side of (6.15) is bounded from below by −C(ϑε)2 =
O(ε−2). Thus we get the lower bound

− log
Zλ

Z0
& −ε−2, (6.16)

thus concluding the proof of (6.7).

From (6.15) and (6.13), we also obtain (6.8). From the relative entropy estimate H(Γλ,Γ0) . ε−2

and the inequality from [LNR21, Theorem 6.1]:

λ2Tr
[∣∣∣
√
h
(
Γ(1) − Γ

(1)
0

)√
h
∣∣∣
2]

6 4H(Γ,Γ0)
(√

2 +
√
H(Γ,Γ0)

)2
, (6.17)

we obtain (6.9). Note that there is no λ in the statement of [LNR21, Theorem 6.1], but applying this
abstract with h 7→ λh, which is due to our choice Γ0 = Z−1

0 e−λdΓ(h), then we have the factor λ2 in
(6.17). �

6.3. Correlation estimates for high momenta. In principle, the estimates in (6.8) hold for any
“good approximate minimizer” of the free energy. But to control the contribution from high momenta,
we will need to use specific properties of the Gibbs state Γλ, which do not hold for any approximate
minimizer of the free energy. The main result of this subsection is the following:

Theorem 6.2 (Correlation estimates). Let λ−1/4 > Λ > ε−9. Let P = 1(h 6 Λ) =
∑

|k|2+16Λ |ek〉〈ek|.
For all k ∈ Z

3, we denote ek = e+k + e−k with e−k = PekP , where ek is the multiplication operator with

(2π)−3/2eik·x. Then

λ2
〈∣∣dΓ(e+k )− 〈dΓ(e+k )〉0

∣∣2
〉
λ
. ε−2Λ−1/4+ + ε−1(λ3/2|k|2 + λ3/2|k|Λ1/2) + ε−5λ, (6.18)

and

λ2
〈∣∣dΓ(e−k )− 〈dΓ(e−k )〉0

∣∣2
〉
λ
. ε−4 + ε−5λ3/2Λ + ε−9λ. (6.19)

This result is an extension of [LNR21, Theorem 8.1] which concerned the case ε ⋍ 1. The bound
(6.19) was not included in [LNR21] and we add it here to improve the condition on v later. Proving
the corresponding bound is the most challenging part in [LNR21]. In the proof below, we will simplify
the analysis significantly by using the following abstract result from [DNN25, Theorem 2], which is
an improvement of [LNR21, Theorem 7.1].

Theorem 6.3 (Second order correlation inequality). Let A be a self-adjoint operator on a separable
Hilbert space such that Tr[e−sA] < +∞ holds for all s > 0. Let B be a symmetric operator such
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that B is A-relatively bounded with a relative bound strictly smaller than 1. We also assume that the
perturbed Gibbs states

Gt =
exp(−A+ tB)

Tr[exp(−A+ tB)]
, t ∈ [−1, 1] (6.20)

satisfies

sup
t∈[−1,1]

|Tr(BGt)| 6 a. (6.21)

Then we have

Tr[B2G0] 6 aea +
1

4
Tr[[B, [A,B]]G0]. (6.22)

Proof of Theorem 6.2. Since ek = (2π)−3/2eik·x = (2π)−3/2(cos(k ·x)+ i sin(k ·x)), it suffices to prove
(6.18) with e+k replaced by f+

k = fk − PfkP where fk(x) ∈ {cos(k · x), sin(k · x)} is real-valued. To
apply Theorem 6.3, we consider the perturbed Gibbs states

Γλ,t = Z−1
λ,t e

−Hλ+tB, Γ0,t = Z−1
0,t e

−λdΓ(h)+tB, t ∈ [−1, 1] (6.23)

with

B =
1

4
λ(dΓ(f+

k )− 〈dΓ(f+
k )〉0) =

1

4

{
λ(dΓ(Q)− 〈dΓ(Q)〉0) if k = 0,

λdΓ(f+
k ) if k 6= 0.

For k 6= 0, 〈dΓ(fk)〉0 = 〈dΓ(PfkP )〉0 = 0 due to the fact that Γ0 preserves the total momentum (we
have the same identity for ek and the function fk is a linear combination of ek and e−k).

Note that the constant 〈dΓ(f+
k )〉0 in B does not change the Gibbs states Γλ,t and Γ0,t, but it affects

the partition functions Zλ,t and Z0,t. Hence, equivalently we can write

Γλ,t = e−
1
4λ〈dΓ(f

+
k )〉0Z−1

λ,t e
−λdΓ(ht)−W, Γ0,t = e−

1
4λ〈dΓ(f

+
k )〉0Z−1

0,t e
−λdΓ(ht), t ∈ [−1, 1],

with

ht = h− t

4
f+
k = −∆+ 1− t

4
f+
k , t ∈ [−1, 1].

For all t ∈ [−1, 1], since ‖f+
k ‖ 6 2, we have ‖ht − h‖ 6 1/2, and consequently h & ht & h.

Step 1. Let us mimic the proof of Lemma 6.1 to show that

λ
∥∥∥
√
h
(
Γ
(1)
λ,t − Γ

(1)
0,t

)√
h
∥∥∥
HS

. ε−2. (6.24)

Note that Γλ,t is the unique minimizer for the following variational problem, which is similar to (6.6),

− log
Zλ,t

Z0,t
= min Γ>0

Tr Γ=1

{
H(Γ,Γ0,t) + Tr [WΓ]

}
. (6.24)

Using Γ0,t as a trial state for the variational principle of Γλ,t similar to (6.6), we have the upper bound

− log
Zλ,t

Z0,t
6

λ2

2(π)2
Tr[(N −N0)

2Γ0,t] +
λ2

2

∑

k 6=0

v̂ε(k)Tr
[
|dΓ(ek)|2Γ0,t

]

− λϑεTr[(N −N0)Γ0,t].

(6.25)

The term ϑε Tr[(N −N0)Γ0,t] can be estimated by [DNN25, Lemma 5.1] as

λ|Tr[NΓ0,t]− Tr[NΓ0]| =
∣∣∣∣Tr
[

λ

eλht − 1
− λ

eλh − 1

]∣∣∣∣
. ‖ht − h‖(Tr[h−2] + Tr[h−2

t ]) . 1.

(6.26)

(In [DNN25, Lemma 5.1], the trace is taken over the subspace {e0}⊥ of L2(T3) since their lemma only
assumes that h, ht & −∆. However, in our case here, we have h, ht > −∆+ 1/2, and hence the trace
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can be taken over the whole L2(T3), by the same proof. ) Thus −λϑε Tr[(N −N0)Γ0,t] . |ϑε| . ε−1.
We also have

λ2 Tr[(N − Tr[NΓ0,t])
2Γ0,t] . Tr[h−2

t ] . 1

similarly to (6.11). Combining this with (6.26) and using the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality we can
bound

λ2 Tr[(N −N0)
2Γ0,t] 6 2λ2 Tr[(N − Tr[NΓ0,t])

2Γ0,t] + 2λ2(Tr[NΓ0,t]− Tr[NΓ0])
2
. 1.

Moreover, by using the operator inequality

λΓ
(1)
0,t =

λ

eλht − 1
6 h−1

t 6 2h−1,

we can proceed as in (6.12) and obtain

λ2

2

∑

k 6=0

v̂ε(k)Tr
[
|dΓ(ek)|2Γ0,t

]
.
∑

k 6=0

v̂ε(k)Tr
[
e∗kh

−1ekh
−1
]
. ε−2. (6.27)

Thus (6.25) gives the upper bound

− log
Zλ,t

Z0,t
. ε−2. (6.28)

The lower bound − log
Zλ,t

Z0,t
& −ε−2 can be obtained exactly as in the proof of Lemma 6.1. In this

way, we also obtain the relative entropy estimate H(Γλ,t,Γ0,t) . ε−2, which implies

λ
∥∥∥
√
ht
(
Γ
(1)
λ,t − Γ

(1)
0,t

)√
ht

∥∥∥
HS

. ε−2 (6.29)

by [LNR21, Theorem 6.1]. Since ht > 1
2h, the operator h1/2h

−1/2
t is bounded, and hence we can

replace
√
ht in (6.29) by

√
h and obtain (6.24).

Step 2. Using (6.24) and [LNR21, Lemma 6.3], we have

|Tr[BΓλ,t]| =
1

4
λ|Tr[f+

k Γ
(1)
λ,t]− Tr[f+

k Γ
(1)
0 ]| 6 1

4
λ|Tr[f+

k (Γ
(1)
λ,t − Γ

(1)
0,t )]|+

1

4
λ|Tr[f+

k (Γ
(1)
0,t − Γ

(1)
0 ]|

. λ
∥∥∥
√
h
(
Γ
(1)
λ,t − Γ

(1)
0,t

)√
h
∥∥∥
HS

∥∥∥h−1/2f+
k h

−1/2
∥∥∥
HS

+Tr[f+
k h

−1f+
k h

−1]

. ε−2‖Qh−1‖HS . ε−2Λ−1/4+.

(6.30)

for all t ∈ [−1, 1]. Here we decomposed f+
k = fk − PfkP = PfkQ + QfkP + QfkQ and used that

Q = 1− P satisfies

‖Qh−1‖2HS .
∑

|k|2>Λ/2

1

(k|2 + 1)2
. Λ−1/2+.

Step 3: From the first moment estimate in Step 2, Theorem 6.3 gives us

Tr[B2Γλ] . ε−2Λ−1/4+ +Tr
[
[B, [Hλ,B]]Γλ

]
. (6.31)

In our choice of Λ and ε, we have 0 < a = Cε−2Λ−1/4+ . 1, and hence aea ⋍ a.

Next, let us estimate the double commutator

[B, [B,Hλ]] = λ3[[dΓ(f+
k ), [dΓ(f+

k ), dΓ(h)]] + λ2[[dΓ(f+
k ), [dΓ(f+

k ),W]].

For the kinetic term, note that [dΓ(X), dΓ(Y )] = dΓ([X,Y ]) and

±[f+
k , [f

+
k , h]] = ±[fk − PfkP, [fk, h]− P [fk, h]P ]

6 ‖[fk, [fk, h]]‖+ 2‖[fk, h]PfkP‖+ 2‖fkP [fk, h]P‖+ 2‖PfkP [fk, h]P‖
. |k|2 + |k|Λ 1

2 .

(6.32)
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Here we used ‖fk‖ . 1, ‖[fk, [fk, h]]‖ . ‖∇fk‖2L∞ . |k|2, and [fk, h] = ∆fk + 2∇fk · ∇ which gives

‖[fk, h]P‖ 6 ‖∆fk‖L∞ + 2‖∇fk‖L∞‖∇P‖ . |k|2 + |k|Λ1/2.

Therefore,

±λ3 Tr
[
[[dΓ(f+

k ), [dΓ(f+
k ), dΓ(h)]]Γλ

]
. λ3(|k|2 + |k|Λ1/2)Tr[NΓλ]

. ε−1λ3/2(|k|2 + |k|Λ1/2).
(6.33)

Here we used Tr[NΓλ] . ε−1λ−3/2, which comes from the fact that

Tr[(N −N0)Γλ] 6 Tr[(N −N0)
2Γλ]

1/2 . ε−1λ−1

due to (6.8) and N0 6 λ−3/2.

For the interaction term, using (6.3) we have

±λ2[[dΓ(f+
k ), [dΓ(f+

k ),W]] = ±λ
4

2

∑

ℓ 6=0

v̂ε(ℓ)[[dΓ(f+
k ), [dΓ(f+

k ), |dΓ(eℓ)|2]]

. λ4
∑

ℓ 6=0

|v̂ε(ℓ)|N 2 . λ4ε−3N 2.

Here for the first inequality we used again [dΓ(X), dΓ(Y )] = dΓ([X,Y ]) and the simple bound
±dΓ(O) 6 ‖O‖N .

Combining with the bound Tr[(N −N0)
2Γλ] . ε−2λ−2 from (6.8) we get

±λ2 Tr
[
[[dΓ(f+

k ), [dΓ(f+
k ),W]]Γλ

]
. λε−5. (6.34)

In summary, from (6.31), (6.33) and (6.34) we have

Tr[B2Γλ] . ε−2Λ−1/4+ + ε−1λ3/2(|k|2 + |k|Λ1/2) + ε−5λ, (6.35)

which implies the desired inequality (6.18).

For the rough bound (6.19), we will use Theorem 6.3 with

A = Hλ, B̃ = ε2λ(dΓ(f−
k )− 〈dΓ(f−

k )〉0) = ε2

{
λ(dΓ(P )− 〈dΓ(P )〉0) if k = 0,

λdΓ(f−
k ) if k 6= 0.

Here f−
k = PfkP . Note that we have an extra factor ε2 in the definition of B̃ to make sure that it is

of order 1. Then proceeding exactly as in (6.24) we also have

λ
∥∥∥
√
h
(
Γ̃
(1)
λ,t − Γ̃

(1)
0,t

)√
h
∥∥∥
HS

. ε−2 (6.36)

with

Γ̃0,t =
exp(−λdΓ(h− ε2tf−

k ))

Tr[exp(−λdΓ(h− ε2tf−
k ))]

, Γ̃λ,t =
exp(−A+ tB̃)

Tr[exp(−A+ tB̃)]
, t ∈ [−1, 1]. (6.37)

Now instead of (6.30) and (6.33), we have

|Tr[B̃Γλ,t]| . ε2λ
∥∥∥
√
h
(
Γ̃
(1)
λ,t − Γ̃

(1)
0,t

)√
h
∥∥∥
HS

∥∥∥h−1/2f−
k h

−1/2
∥∥∥
HS

+ ε2 Tr[f−
k h

−1f−
k h

−1]

. ‖Ph−1‖HS . 1,
(6.38)

and

±λ3 Tr
[
[[dΓ(f−

k ), [dΓ(f−
k ), dΓ(h)]]Γλ

]
. λ3ΛTr[NΓλ] . ε−1Λλ3/2, (6.39)

since we can replace (6.32) by

±[f−
k , [f

−
k , h]].‖fk‖2L∞‖Ph‖ 6 Λ. (6.40)



64 PHAN THÀNH NAM, RONGCHAN ZHU, AND XIANGCHAN ZHU

The bound (6.34) still holds true with f+
k replaced by f−

k . Therefore, we have the following replacement
for (6.35):

Tr[B̃2Γλ] . 1 + ε−1λ3/2Λ + ε−5λ, (6.41)

which implies (6.19). �

7. Convergence of free energy and Gibbs state

Thanks to the estimates in the previous section, we can restrict the variational problem (6.6) to
low momenta and then apply semiclassical approximation. This leads to a good estimate for the free
energy and eventually implies the convergence of the Gibbs state Γλ. The analysis of this part is close
to [LNR21] but we need to carefully track the ε-dependence.

First, we recall the localization method on Fock space and introduce the quantum de Finetti
measure on the localized space in Section 7.1, which provides a natural link to classical field theory.
Then, we discuss the free energy in Section 7.2 and deduce a norm estimate for the Gibbs state in
Section 7.3. Finally in Section 7.4 we conclude the convergence of density matrices in Theorem 2.6.

7.1. Fock-space localization and de Finetti measure. Let us recall the standard localization
method in Fock space. Let P be an orthogonal projection on H and let Q = 1 − P . We have the
unitary equivalence

F = F(H) = F(PH⊕QH) ≈ F(PH)⊗ F(QH), (7.1)

namely there is a unitary

U : F(PH⊕QH) 7→ F(PH)⊗ F(QH) (7.2)

satisfying

UU∗ = 1, Ua∗(f)U∗ = a∗(Pf)⊗ 1+ 1⊗ a∗(Qf) (7.3)

and a similar formula for annihilation operators. Consequently, for any state Γ on F and any orthogonal
projector P , we define its localization ΓP as a state on F obtained by taking the partial trace over
F(QH):

ΓP
def

= TrF(QH)[UΓU∗].

The density matrices of ΓP can be shown to be equal to

(ΓP )
(k) = P⊗kΓ(k)P⊗k, ∀k > 1. (7.4)

Now we consider the finite dimensional space PH and the associated Fock space F(PH). Note that
we have the resolution of identity

1F(PH) = π−Tr(P )

∫

PH

|W (u)〉〈W (u)|du, (7.5)

where du is the usual Lebesgue measure on PH ≈ CTr(P ) and

W (u)
def

= exp(a∗(u)− a(u))|0〉 = e−||u||2/2 exp (a∗(u))|0〉 (7.6)

is the coherent state on F(PH), with |0〉 the vacuum in F(PH).

We have the following quantitative version of the quantum de Finetti theorem [LNR15, Lemma 6.2
and Remark 6.4].

Theorem 7.1 (Quantitative quantum de Finetti). For any state Γ on F, using the coherent states in
(7.6) we define the lower symbol of Γ on PH at scale λ by

dµλ
P,Γ(u)

def
= (λπ)−Tr(P )

〈
W (u/

√
λ),ΓPW (u/

√
λ)
〉
F(PH)

du. (7.7)
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Then for all k ∈ N, we have

∫

PH

|u⊗k〉〈u⊗k| dµλ
P,Γ(u) = k!λkΓ

(k)
P + k!λk

k−1∑

ℓ=0

(
k

ℓ

)
Γ(ℓ) ⊗s 1⊗k−ℓ

s PH
. (7.8)

Thus, with d = Tr[P ],

Tr

∣∣∣∣k!λkΓ
(k)
P −

∫

PH

|u⊗k〉〈u⊗k| dµλ
P,Γ(u)

∣∣∣∣ 6 λk
k−1∑

ℓ=0

(
k

ℓ

)2
(k − ℓ+ d− 1)!

(d− 1)!
Tr
[
N ℓΓP

]
. (7.9)

The following Berezin-Lieb type inequality links the relative entropy of two quantum states to the
classical entropy of their de Finetti measures [LNR15, Theorem 7.1].

Theorem 7.2 (Relative entropy: quantum to classical). Let Γ and Γ′ be two states on F. Let µλ
P,Γ

and µλ
P,Γ′ be the lower symbols defined in (7.7). Then we have

H(Γ,Γ′) > H(ΓP ,Γ
′
P ) > Hcl(µ

λ
P,Γ, µ

λ
P,Γ′). (7.10)

Finally, we recall [LNR21, Lemma 9.3] for a comparison between the de Finetti measure dµλ
P,0 =

dµλ
P,Γ0

of the non-interacting Gibbs state Γ0 and the cylindrical projection µ0,P of the Gaussian free
field µ0 on PH.

Lemma 7.3 (From de Finetti to classical field: non-interacting case). For P = 1(h 6 Λ), we have
∣∣∣∣µλ

P,0 − µ0,P

∣∣∣∣
L1(PH)

6 2Tr[h−2]λΛ3. (7.11)

7.2. Free energy estimate. Now we are ready to relate the quantum free energy to the classical
analogue in low momenta. From now on, we will always choose

P = 1(h 6 Λ), Q = 1− P, with Λ = λ−1/8.

Note that under the condition ε & | logλ|−η for some η < 1/2, we have eCε−2

.κ λ
−κ for any κ > 0.

Lemma 7.4. Let Γ0 = Z−1
0 e−λdΓ(h) and Γλ in (6.5). Recall that µ0,P of the Gaussian free field µ0

on PH. When λ→ 0+ and ε > | logλ|−η for a constant 0 < η < 1/2, then there exist δ > 0 depending
on v such that

− log
Zλ

Z0
= − log

(∫

PH

e−D[u] dµ0,P (u)

)
+O(λδ). (7.12)

Proof. We will prove the lower and upper bounds separately, both using the variational principle (6.6).

Proof of the free energy lower bound. By decomposing ek = e+k + e−k with e−k = PekP , then by
Theorem 6.2 and the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, we can bound

∣∣∣λ2
〈∣∣dΓ(ek)− 〈dΓ(ek)〉0

∣∣2
〉
λ
− λ2

〈∣∣dΓ(e−k )− 〈dΓ(e−k )〉0
∣∣2
〉
λ

∣∣∣

. λ2
〈∣∣dΓ(e+k )− 〈dΓ(e+k )〉0

∣∣2
〉
λ
+ λ2

〈∣∣dΓ(e+k )− 〈dΓ(e+k )〉0
∣∣2
〉 1

2

λ

〈∣∣dΓ(ek)− 〈dΓ(ek)〉0
∣∣2
〉 1

2

λ

. ε−5(Λ−1/4+ + λ
3
2 |k|2 + λ

3
2 |k|Λ1/2 + λ) + ε−5(Λ−1/4+ + λ

3
2 |k|2 + λ

3
2 |k|Λ1/2 + λ)

1
2 ,

(7.13)

and

λ2
〈∣∣dΓ(e−k )− 〈dΓ(e−k )〉0

∣∣2
〉
λ
. ε−4 + ε−5λ3/2Λ + ε−9λ . ε−5. (7.14)
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We will use (7.13) for |k| 6 λ−1/2 and (7.14) for |k| > λ−1/2. Summing over k ∈ Z3 we have

λ2

2

∑

k∈Z3

v̂ε(k)
〈∣∣dΓ(ek)− 〈dΓ(ek)〉0

∣∣2
〉
λ
− λ2

2

∑

k∈Z3

v̂ε(k)
〈∣∣dΓ(e−k )− 〈dΓ(e−k )〉0

∣∣2
〉
λ

> −ε−5
∑

k∈Z3

v̂ε(k)min
{
1, (Λ−1/4+ + λ

3
2 |k|2 + λ

3
2 |k|Λ1/2 + λ)1/2

}
& −λδ

(7.15)

with some small constant δ > 0 depending only on δ0 > 0 in (2.10).

The following calculation is the same as [LNR21, (9.7)-(9.11)]. We observe that

λ〈dΓ(e−k )〉0 = λTr
(
e−k Γ

(1)
0

)
= λTr

(
e−k

1

eλh − 1

)
= Tr

(
e−k h

−1
)
+ λTr

(
e−k

(
1

eλh − 1
− 1

λh

))

=

∫ 〈
u, e−k u

〉
dµ0(u) +O(λΛ3/2).

(7.16)

Here we used ‖(eλh − 1)−1 − (λh)−1‖ . 1 and K = TrP . Λ3/2. The bound (7.16) also shows that

λTr
(
e−k Γ

(1)
0

)
= O(Λ), which then implies that λTr

(
e−k Γ

(1)
λ

)
. ε−2Λ by using (6.9) as in (6.30).

Combining with (e−k )
∗ = P (ek)

∗P = Pe−kP = e−−k, we find that

λ2

2

〈∣∣dΓ(e−k )−
〈
dΓ(e−k )

〉
0

∣∣2
〉
λ
> λ2 Tr

(
e−−k ⊗ e−k Γ

(2)
λ

)
− λReTr

(
e−−kΓ

(1)
λ

) ∫ 〈
u, e−k u

〉
dµ0(u)

+
1

2

∣∣∣∣
∫ 〈

u, e−k u
〉
dµ0(u)

∣∣∣∣
2

− Cλε−2Λ5/2

= λ2 Tr
(
e−k ⊗ ek(Γλ)

(2)
P

)
− λReTr

(
e−k(Γλ)

(1)
P

) ∫
〈u, eku〉dµ0(u)

+
1

2

∣∣∣∣
∫

PH

〈u, eku〉dµ0(u)

∣∣∣∣
2

− Cλε−2Λ5/2.

(7.17)

Inserting (7.17) in (7.15) and using
∑

k v̂
ε(k) . ε−3, we find that

λ2

2

∑

k∈Z3

v̂ε(k)
〈∣∣dΓ(ek)− 〈dΓ(ek)〉0

∣∣2
〉
λ

> λ2
∑

k∈Z3

v̂ε(k)Tr
(
e−k ⊗ ek(Γλ)

(2)
P

)
− λ

∑

k∈Z3

v̂ε(k)ReTr
(
e−k(Γλ)

(1)
P

) ∫
〈u, eku〉dµ0(u)

+
1

2

∑

k∈Z3

v̂ε(k)

∣∣∣∣
∫

PH

〈u, eku〉dµ0(u)

∣∣∣∣
2

− Cλε−5Λ5/2.

Next, we represent (Γλ)
(1)
P and (Γλ)

(2)
P by de Finetti measure µλ

P,λ = µλ
P,Γλ

. Here recall that

Tr[(Γλ)P ] = 1 and

Tr[N (Γλ)P ] 6 Tr[NΓλ] = N0 +Tr[(N −N0)Γλ] . λ−3/2 + ε−1λ−1 . λ−3/2.

Therefore, using (7.9) with k = 1 and k = 2, we have

Tr

∣∣∣∣(Γλ)
(1)
P −

∫

PH

|u〉〈u| dµλ
P,λ(u)

∣∣∣∣ . λTr[(Γλ)P ] = λ,

Tr

∣∣∣∣λ2(Γλ)
(2)
P − 1

2

∫

PH

|u⊗k〉〈u⊗k| dµλ
P,λ(u)

∣∣∣∣ . λ2 Tr[(1 +N )(Γλ)P ] . λ1/2.

(7.18)
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Using also
∑

k v̂
ε(k)e−k(x)ek(y) = vε(x− y),

∑
k v̂

ε(k) . ε−3, Tr[P ] . Λ3/2 and Tr[P ⊗ P ] . Λ3, we
get

λ2

2

∑

k∈Z3

v̂ε(k)
〈∣∣dΓ(ek)− 〈dΓ(ek)〉0

∣∣2
〉
λ

>
1

2

∫

PH

∑

k∈Z3

v̂ε(k)〈u, e−ku〉〈u, eku〉dµλ
P,λ(u)−

∑

k∈Z3

v̂ε(k)Re

∫

PH

〈u, e−ku〉dµλ
P,λ(u)

∫
〈u, eku〉dµ0(u)

+
1

2

∑

k∈Z3

v̂ε(k)

∣∣∣∣
∫

PH

〈u, eku〉dµ0(u)

∣∣∣∣
2

− Cλε−5Λ5/2 − Cλ1/2ε−3Λ3

>

∫

PH

(
1

2

∫
: |u(x)|2 : vε(x− y) : |u(y)|2 : dxdy

)
dµλ

P,λ − Cλδ.

This gives us the first term in D[u] in (2.26). Concerning the contribution of λϑε(N −N0), we have

λ|Tr[Q(Γ
(1)
λ − Γ

(1)
0 )]| 6 λ‖

√
h(Γ

(1)
λ − Γ

(1)
0 )

√
h‖HS‖Qh−1‖HS . ε−2Λ−1/4+.

by (6.9). Similarly, λeλ Tr[(N −N0)Γλ] = O(ε−2λ1/2) where eλ is defined in (6.3). Hence,

ϑελ〈(N −N0)〉λ 6 (aε − 6bε + 1−m)λTr[(Γλ)
(1)
P − (Γ0)

(1)
P ] + Cε−3Λ−1/4+

6 (aε − 6bε −m+ 1)

∫

T3

: |u(x)|2 : dx+ Cλδ,
(7.19)

which gives the second term in D[u] in (2.26). Here we used again (7.16) and (7.18). Thus in summary,
for the interaction term we have

Tr[WΓλ] >
1

2

∫

PH

D[u]dµλ
P,λ(u)− Cλδ, (7.20)

with D[u] in (2.26). Combining with the Berezin-Lieb inequality (7.10), and the classical variational
principle (2.25) we conclude that

− log
Zλ

Z0
= H(Γλ,Γ0) + Tr[WΓλ] > Hcl(µ

λ
P,λ, µ

λ
P,0) +

1

2

∫

PH

D[u]dµλ
P,λ(u)− Cλδ

> − log

(∫

PH

e−D[u] dµλ
P,0(u)

)
− Cλδ.

(7.21)

Finally, on the right hand side of (7.21), let us replace the de Finetti measure dµλ
P,0 of the non-

interacting Gibbs measure Γ0 by the cylindrical projection µ0,P of the Gaussian free field dµ0. Since
v̂ > 0, we have D[u] & −(ϑε)2 & −ε−2. Therefore,

0 6 e−D[u] 6 eCε−2

. (7.22)

Combining with the estimate
∣∣∣∣µλ

P,0 − µ0,P

∣∣∣∣
L1(PH)

6 2Tr[h−2]λΛ3 . from Lemma 7.3, we deduce from

(7.21) that

− log
Zλ

Z0
> − log

(∫

PH

e−D[u] dµ0,P (u) + eCε−2

λΛ3

)
− Cλδ

> − log

(∫

PH

e−D[u] dµ0,P (u)

)
− Cλδ.

(7.23)

In the last estimate we also used the lower bound∫

PH

e−D[u] dµ0,P (u) & e−Cε−2

, (7.24)

which follows from ∫
D(u)dµ0,P (u) =

1

2

∫
vε(x− y)GP (x− y)2dxdy ≃ ε−2.
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and Jensen’s inequality. Here GP is the Green function projected on PL2(T3).

Proof of the free energy upper bound. Using the unitary U in (7.2), we define the trial state

Γ̃ = U∗
(
Γλ,P ⊗ (Γ0)Q

)
U , (7.25)

where (Γ0)Q is the Q-localization of the Gaussian state Γ0, and Γλ,P is the interacting Gibbs state in
F(PH):

Γλ,P =
e−λdΓ(Ph)−WP

TrF(PH) e−λdΓ(Ph)−WP
(7.26)

with WP the localized interaction

WP =
λ2

2

∑

k

v̂ε(k)
∣∣dΓ(e−k )−

〈
dΓ(e−k )

〉
0

∣∣2 − λϑε(dΓ(P )− 〈dΓ(P )〉0). (7.27)

Note that the expectation 〈dΓ(Peik·xP )〉0 in Γ0 is the same as that in (Γ0)P . In general, Γλ,P is
different from the state (Γλ)P obtained by P -localizing the full interacting Gibbs state Γλ.

Under the definition, we can compute explicitly

Γ̃(1) = PΓ
(1)
λ,PP +QΓ

(1)
0 Q, (7.28)

and

Γ̃(2) = P⊗2Γ
(2)
λ,PP

⊗2 +Q⊗2Γ
(2)
0 Q⊗2 +

(
Γ
(1)
λ,P ⊗QΓ

(1)
0 Q+QΓ

(1)
0 Q⊗ Γ

(1)
λ,P

)
. (7.29)

On the other hand, since the trial state is factorized and the Gaussian state Γ0 satisfies Γ0 = (Γ0)P ⊗
(Γ0)Q, we have

H(Γ̃,Γ0) = H(Γλ,P ⊗ (Γ0)Q, (Γ0)P ⊗ (Γ0)Q) = H(Γλ,P , (Γ0)P )

with Γ0 = U∗
(
(Γ0)P ⊗ (Γ0)Q

)
U . Hence, by the variational principle (6.6)

− log
Zλ

Z0
6 H(Γ̃,Γ0) + Tr[WΓ̃] = H(Γλ,P , (Γ0)P ) + Tr[WΓ̃].

Next, we have

Tr[WΓ̃] 6 Tr[WPΓλ,P ] + eCε−2

(Λ−1/4+ + λ)δ , (7.30)

which can be obtained by the same argument in the proof of Lemma 7.4 (see also the proof of [LNR21,
Lemma 10.2]). Consequently,

− log
Zλ

Z0
6 H(Γλ,P , (Γ0)P ) + Tr[WPΓλ,P ] + eCε−2

(Λ−1/4+ + λ)δ

= − log
Tr e−λdΓ(Ph)−WP

Tr e−λdΓ(Ph)
+ eCε−2

(Λ−1/4+ + λ)δ .

(7.31)

Here in the last equality we used the variational principle due to the choice of Γλ,P .

To compute the relevant partition functions on the right hand side of (7.31), we use the coherent-
state resolution of the identity (7.5):

1F(PH) = (λπ)−K

∫

PH

∣∣∣W (u/
√
λ)
〉〈
W
(
u/

√
λ
)∣∣∣du,
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Here we rescaled (7.5) with u 7→ uλ−1/2, and denote K = dimPH = TrP . Λ3/2. By the Peierls-
Bogoliubov inequality 〈x, eAx〉 > e〈x,Ax〉 we obtain

Tr e−λdΓ(Ph)−WP =
1

(λπ)K

∫

PH

Tr
[
e−λdΓ(Ph)−WP

∣∣∣W
(
u/

√
λ
)〉〈

W
(
u/

√
λ
)∣∣∣
]
du

=
1

(λπ)K

∫

PH

〈
W
(
u/

√
λ
)
, e−λdΓ(Ph)−WPW

(
u/

√
λ
)〉

du

>
1

(λπ)K

∫

PH

exp
[
−
〈
W
(
u/

√
λ
)
, λ(dΓ(Ph) +WP )W

(
u/

√
λ
)〉]

du.

(7.32)

Then, for u ∈ PH, we have the identity

λ
〈
W
(
u/

√
λ
)
, dΓ(Ph)W

(
u/

√
λ
)〉

= 〈u, hu〉
and

λ2
〈
W
(
u/λ1/2

)
,
∣∣dΓ(e−k )−

〈
dΓ(e−k )

〉
0

∣∣2W
(
u/λ1/2

)〉

=
∣∣∣〈u, e−k u〉

∣∣∣
2

− 2Reλ〈u, e−k u〉Tr
[
e−k Γ

(1)
0

]
+ λ2

∣∣∣Tr
[
e−k Γ

(1)
0

]∣∣∣
2

+ λ|ek|2‖u‖2TrP

6
∣∣∣〈u, e−k u〉 −

〈
〈u, e−k u〉

〉
µ0

∣∣∣
2

+ C‖u‖2λΛ3/2.

(7.33)

The latter bound is an analogue of (7.17) and is based on (7.16). We also have

λϑε
〈
W
(
u/λ1/2

)
, (dΓ(P )− 〈dΓ(P )〉0)W

(
u/λ1/2

)〉

= (aε − 6bε −m+ 1)(〈u, Pu〉 − 〈〈u, Pu〉〉µ0
) +O(λ1/2),

(7.34)

where the error term comes from the constant eλ = O(λ1/2) in ϑε.

Summing over k and using
∑

k |v̂ε(k)| . ε−3, we find that
〈
W
(
u/

√
λ
)
WP ,W

(
u/

√
λ
)〉

6 D[u] + C‖u‖2λΛ3/2ε−3.

Inserting the latter bound in (7.32) we arrive at

Tr e−λdΓ(Ph)−WP > (λπ)−K

∫

PH

exp
[
−〈u, hu〉 − D[u]− C‖u‖2λΛ3/2ε−3

]
du.

Combining with the explicit computation for Tr e−λdΓ(Ph) in [LNR21, (10.12)], we find

Tr e−λdΓ(Ph)−WP

Tr e−λdΓ(Ph)
>




K∏

j=1

1

λλj
(1− e−λλj )



∫

PH

exp
[
−D[u]− C‖u‖2λΛ3/2ε−3

]
dµ0,P (u) (7.35)

where dµ0,P is the cylindrical projection of dµ0 on PH and 0 < λ1 6 λ2 6 ... are eigenvalues of

h = −∆+ 1. Since K = TrP 6 Λ3/2 and λj ≃ j2/3 we have

K∏

j=1

[
1

λλj
(1− e−λλj )

]
>

K∏

j=1

[
1− λλj

2

]
> 1− CλKλK > 1− CλΛ5/2.

On the other hand, using again (7.22) we have

exp
[
−D[u]− C‖u‖2λΛ5/2ε−3

]
= exp [−D[u]] exp

[
−C‖u‖2λΛ5/2ε−3

]

> exp [−D[u]]− eCε−2‖u‖2λΛ3.

Using also
∫
PH

‖u‖2dµ0,P (u) = Tr[Ph−1] . Λ1/2 we get
∫

PH

exp
[
−D[u]− C‖u‖2λΛ5/2ε−3

]
dµ0,P (u) >

∫

PH

exp [−D[u]]dµ0,P (u)− e−Cε−2

λΛ3.
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Then we conclude from (7.35) that

Tr e−λdΓ(Ph)−WP

Tr e−λdΓ(Ph)
> (1− CλΛ5/2)

[∫

PH

e−D[u]dµ0,P (u)− e−Cε−2

λΛ3

]

>

∫

PH

e−D[u]dµ0,P (u)− e−Cε−2

λΛ3.

Here we used (7.22) in the last inequality. Thanks to (7.24), we can take the log and use the fact that
log(1 + t) = O(t) for |t| small to conclude the proof of the upper bound in (7.12). �

7.3. Norm estimate for the Gibbs state. By refining the free energy estimate, we have

Lemma 7.5 (Trace-class estimates for states). Let Γ0 = Z−1
0 e−λdΓ(h) and Γλ in (6.5). When λ→ 0+

and ε > | logλ|−η for a constant 0 < η < 1/2, then there exist C > 0 and δ > 0 depending on v such
that

Tr
∣∣∣Γλ − U∗

(
(Γλ)P ⊗ (Γ0)Q

)
U
∣∣∣ 6 O(λδ/C), (7.36)

with U the unitary in (7.2) and (Γλ)P , (Γ0)Q are localized states in F(PH), F(QH), respectively.
Moreover, the de Finetti measure µλ

P,λ associated with (Γλ)P as in (7.7) satisfies

∣∣∣∣µλ
P,λ − µ̃

∣∣∣∣
L1(PH)

6 O(λδ/C), dµ̃(u)
def
=

e−D[u] dµ0,P (u)∫
PH

e−D[v] dµ0,P (v)
. (7.37)

Note that (7.36) confirms the expectation that the interacting and non-interacting Gibbs states
almost coincide on high kinetic energy modes, whereas (7.37) quantifies the precision of the mean-
field/semi-classical approximation on low kinetic energy modes.

Proof of Lemma 7.5. Since Γ0 is factorized, namely Γ0 = U∗
(
(Γ0)P ⊗ (Γ0)Q

)
U , we have

H(Γλ,Γ0) = H(UΓλU∗, (Γ0)P ⊗ (Γ0)Q)

= H
(
Γλ,U∗

(
(Γλ)P ⊗ (Γλ)Q

)
U
)
+H((Γλ)P , (Γ0)P ) +H((Γλ)Q, (Γ0)Q).

(7.38)

Combining (7.38) with the energy lower bound (7.20) we obtain

− log
Zλ

Z0
= H(Γλ,Γ0) + Tr[WΓλ]

> H
(
Γλ,U∗

(
(Γλ)P ⊗ (Γλ)Q

)
U
)
+H((Γλ)P , (Γ0)P ) +H((Γλ)Q, (Γ0)Q)

+

∫

PH

D[u]dµλ
P,λ(u) +O(λδ).

(7.39)

By the Berezin-Lieb inequality (7.10) and the classical variational principle (2.25), we have

H((Γλ)P , (Γ0)P ) +

∫

PH

D[u]dµλ
P,λ(u) > Hcl(µ

λ
P,λ, µ

λ
P,0) +

∫

PH

D[u]dµλ
P,λ(u)

= Hcl(µ
λ
P,λ, µ

′)− log

(∫

PH

e−D[u] dµλ
P,0(u)

)

> Hcl(µ
λ
P,λ, µ

′)− log

(∫

PH

e−D[u] dµ0,P (u)

)
+O(λδ),

where we used (7.11), (see also [LNR21, (9.17), (11.11)]) and µλ
P,0 is the de Finetti measure of (Γ0)P

and

dµ′(u)
def

=
e−D[u] dµλ

P,0(u)∫
PH

e−D(v) dµλ
P,0(v)

. (7.38)
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Therefore,

− log
Zλ

Z0
> H

(
Γλ,U∗

(
(Γλ)P ⊗ (Γλ)Q

)
U
)
+H((Γλ)Q, (Γ0)Q) +Hcl(µ

λ
P,λ, µ

′)

− log

(∫

PH

e−D[u] dµ0,P (u)

)
+O(λδ).

(7.38)

Comparing with the the upper bound in (7.12), we obtain

H
(
Γλ,U∗

(
(Γλ)P ⊗ (Γλ)Q

)
U
)
+H((Γλ)Q, (Γ0)Q) +Hcl(µ

λ
P,λ, µ

′) . λδ. (7.39)

Let us conclude using the (quantum and classical) Pinsker inequalities (see e.g. [CL14]),

H(A,B) >
1

2
(Tr|A−B|)2, Hcl(ν1, ν2) >

1

2

(
|ν1 − ν2|(H)

)2
.

From (7.39) we find that

Tr |Γλ − U∗
(
(Γλ)P ⊗ (Γλ)Q

)
U| . λδ/C , Tr |(Γλ)Q − (Γ0)Q| . λδ/C .

By the triangle inequality, we conclude (7.36) by

Tr
∣∣∣Γλ − U∗

(
(Γλ)P ⊗ (Γ0)Q

)
U
∣∣∣

6 Tr
∣∣∣Γλ − U∗

(
(Γλ)P ⊗ (Γλ)Q

)
U
∣∣∣+Tr

∣∣∣U∗
(
(Γλ)P ⊗ (Γλ)Q

)
U − U∗

(
(Γλ)P ⊗ (Γ0)Q

)
U
∣∣∣

= Tr
∣∣∣Γλ − U∗

(
(Γλ)P ⊗ (Γλ)Q

)
U
∣∣∣+Tr |(Γλ)Q − (Γ0)Q| . λδ/C .

Moreover, using ‖µλ
P,λ − µ′‖L1(PH) . λδ/C due to (7.39), and ‖µ̃− µ′‖L1(PH) 6 O(λδ/C ) by Lemma

7.3, we also obtain (7.37) by the triangle inequality. �

7.4. Convergence of density matrices. Finally, we will use the norm approximation on Γλ estab-
lished in the previous subsection to deduce the desired estimate on its density matrices. Let us recall
two lemmas from [LNR21].

Lemma 7.6 (Rough Hilbert-Schmidt estimate). For every k > 1, we have
∥∥∥λkΓ(k)

λ

∥∥∥
HS

.k e
Cε−2

.

Proof. The proof is the same with [LNR21, Lemma 11.3]. From the heat kernel positivity e−th(x, y) >
0 and the pointwise estimate W > −Cε−2, a standard argument using the Trotter product formula
and the relative bound (6.7) on partition functions, we obtain the kernel estimate

0 6 Γ
(k)
λ (Xk;Yk) .k e

Cε−2

Γ
(k)
0 (Xk;Yk)

for all Xk, Yk ∈ (T3)k. Thus the desired bound follows from ‖λkΓ(k)
0 ‖HS . ‖h−1‖kHS .k 1. �

Lemma 7.7 (From states to density matrices, Hilbert-Schmidt estimate). Let Γ,Γ′ be two states on
Fock space that commute with the number operator N . Then for all k > 1, we have the Hilbert-Schmidt
norm estimate on the associated density matrices

‖Γ(k) − Γ′(k)‖2HS 6 Ck

(
Tr |Γ− Γ′|

)( 2k∑

ℓ=k

(
‖Γ(ℓ)‖HS + ‖Γ′(ℓ)‖HS

))
. (7.38)

This is [LNR21, Lemma 11.4]. Now we are ready to conclude
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Proof of Theorem 2.6. By (7.3), the density matrices of Γ̃λ = U∗
(
(Γλ)P ⊗ (Γ0)Q

)
U satisfies

Γ̃
(k)
λ = P⊗kΓ

(k)
λ P⊗k +Q⊗kΓ

(k)
0 Q⊗k. (7.39)

Here there is no cross term since h⊗k commutes with Γ
(k)
0 . From (7.39), it is clear that Γ̃

(k)
λ satisfies

the same Hilbert-Schmidt estimate as in Lemma 7.6. Note that eε
−2

. λ−κ for every κ > 0. Hence,
combining with the norm estimate (7.36), we deduce from Lemma 7.7 that

‖Γ(k)
λ − Γ̃

(k)
λ ‖HS .k O(λ

δ/Ck ), ∀k > 1.

Thus it suffices to focus on Γ̃
(k)
λ . The Q-localized term is small since

λk
∥∥∥Q⊗kΓ

(k)
0 Q⊗k

∥∥∥
HS

.k ‖Qh−1‖kHS .k Λ−k/4 .k λ
δk/C .

Here we used the explicit form of Γ
(k)
0 in (2.6), which implies λkΓ

(k)
0 6 (h−1)⊗k. For the P -localized

term, we use the quantitative quantum de Finetti theorem 7.1 exactly as in the proof of [LNR21,
Lemma 11.2]. Recalling the lower symbol µλ

P,λ of (Γλ)P , we have from (7.8)

∫

PH

|u⊗k〉〈u⊗k| dµλ
P,λ(u) = λk k!P⊗kΓ(k)P⊗k + λk k!

k−1∑

ℓ=0

(
k

ℓ

)
P⊗ℓΓ(ℓ)P⊗ℓ ⊗s 1⊗k−ℓ

s PH
. (7.40)

From the lower symbol expression (7.40), taking the Hilbert-Schmidt norm on both sides, then
using the uniform bound in Lemma 7.6 and the fact that dim(PH) 6 CΛ3/2 ≪ λ−1/2, we find that
for every k > 1,

∥∥∥∥λk k!P⊗kΓ
(k)
λ P⊗k −

∫

PH

|u⊗k〉〈u⊗k| dµλ
P,λ(u)

∥∥∥∥
HS

.k O(λ
δ/Ck ). (7.41)

A similar estimate with µλ
P,λ replaced by µ̃ in (7.37) holds thanks to the operator inequality

∫

PH

|u⊗k〉〈u⊗k|dµ̃ 6 eCε−2

∫

PH

|u⊗k〉〈u⊗k|dµ0,P = eCε−2

k!(Ph−1)⊗k. (7.42)

Next, for every Hilbert-Schmidt operator X > 0 on H⊗sk, using (7.37) we can estimate
∣∣∣∣Tr
[
X

(∫

PH

|u⊗k〉〈u⊗k|(dµλ
P,λ − dµ̃)(u)

)]∣∣∣∣
2

6 ‖X ⊗X‖HS

∥∥∥∥
∫

PH

|u⊗2k〉〈u⊗2k|(dµλ
P,λ + dµ̃)(u)

∥∥∥∥
HS

|µλ
P,λ − µ̃|(PH)

.k ‖X‖2HSO(λ
δ/Ck ).

By duality we deduce that
∥∥∥∥
∫

PH

|u⊗k〉〈u⊗k|(dµλ
P,λ − dµ̃)(u)

∥∥∥∥
HS

.k O(λ
δ/Ck ). (7.43)

Thus, by the triangle inequality,
∥∥∥∥λk k!P⊗kΓ

(k)
λ P⊗k −

∫

PH

|u⊗k〉〈u⊗k|dµ̃(u)
∥∥∥∥
HS

.k O(λ
δ/Ck ). (7.44)

To conclude, we need to replace dµ̃ in (7.44) by dνε. We compare
∥∥∥∥
∫

H

|u⊗k〉〈u⊗k|dνε −
∫

PH

|u⊗k〉〈u⊗k|dµ̃(u)
∥∥∥∥
HS

6
1∫

PH
e−D[v] dµ0,P (v)

∥∥∥∥
∫

H

|u⊗k〉〈u⊗k|e−D(u)(dµ0,P − dµ0)

∥∥∥∥
HS
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+
∣∣∣ 1∫

PH
e−D[v]dµ0,P (v)

− 1∫
H
e−D[v]dµ0(v)

∣∣∣
∥∥∥∥
∫

H

|u⊗k〉〈u⊗k|e−D(u)dµ0

∥∥∥∥
HS

6eCε−2

∥∥∥∥
∫

QH

|u⊗k〉〈u⊗k|e−D(u)dµ0

∥∥∥∥
HS

+ eCε−2

∫

PH

|e−D[Pv] − e−D[v]|dµ0(v)

6eCε−2
(
‖Qh−1‖1/2HS +

∫
|D(v) −D(Pv)|dµ0(v)

)

6eCε−2

(‖Qh−1‖1/2HS + Λ−1/4+) 6 eCε−2

Λ−1/4+ .k O(λ
δ/Ck ).

Here in the third inequality we used

|e−D[Pv] − e−D[v]| 6 |D[Pv]−D[v]|(e−D[Pv] + e−D[v]) . eCε−2 |D[Pv]− D[v]|
since D[v] > −τ2ε > −Cε−2, and then we used similar calculation as in the proof of [LNR21, Lemma
5.3] (see in particular, [LNR21, (5.15) and (5.8)]) to bound

∫
|D(v)−D(Pv)|dµ0(v) . ‖v̂ε‖ℓ1‖Qh−1‖HS . ε−3Λ−1/4+ . eCε−2

λδ.

This concludes the proof of Theorem 2.6. �

Appendix A. Notations and Besov spaces

A.1. Besov spaces. In this section, we recall the definitions and some key properties of Besov spaces
and paraproducts. For a more detailed introduction, we refer to [BCD11, GIP15]. Let χ, θ ∈ C∞

c (R3)
be nonnegative radial functions on Rd, such that

i. the support of χ is contained in a ball, and the support of θ is contained in an annulus;

ii. χ(z) +
∑

j>0 θ(2
−jz) = 1 for all z ∈ Rd.

iii. supp(χ) ∩ supp(θ(2−j ·)) = ∅ for j > 1 and supp(θ(2−i·)) ∩ supp(θ(2−j ·)) = ∅ for |i− j| > 1.

We call the pair (χ, θ) a dyadic partition of unity, and refer to [BCD11, Proposition 2.10] for its
existence. The Littlewood-Paley blocks are then defined as follows:

∆−1u = F−1(χFu), ∆ju = F−1(θ(2−j ·)Fu), j > 0.

Let S ′ be the space of distributions on T
3. For α ∈ R, p, q ∈ [1,∞], the Hölder-Besov space is

defined by

Bα
p,q =

{
u ∈ S ′(Td) : ‖u‖Bα

p,q
=
( ∑

j>−1

(2jα‖∆ju‖Lp)q
) 1

q

<∞
}
,

with the usual interpretation as l∞ norm in case q = ∞. For the shift operator τy introduced in
(3.14), it is easy to see that

‖τyf‖Bα
p,q

= ‖f‖Bα
p,q
. (A.1)

The following embedding results will be frequently used.

Lemma A.1. (i) Let 1 6 p1 6 p2 6 ∞ and 1 6 q1 6 q2 6 ∞, and let α ∈ R. Then Bα
p1,q1 ⊂

B
α−d(1/p1−1/p2)
p2,q2 . (cf. [GIP15, Lemma A.2])

(ii) Let s ∈ R, 1 6 p 6 ∞, δ > 0. Then Bs
p,1 ⊂ Bs

p,∞ ⊂ Bs−δ
p,1 .

Here ⊂ means continuous and dense embedding.

We also recall the following interpolation lemma.
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Lemma A.2. Let θ ∈ [0, 1] and α, α1, α2 ∈ R satisfy α = θα1+(1−θ)α2, and p, q, p1, q1, p2, q2 ∈ [1,∞]
satisfy

1

p
=

θ

p1
+

1− θ

p2
,

1

q
=

θ

q1
+

1− θ

q2
.

It holds that

‖f‖Bα
p,q

6 ‖f‖θ
B

α1
p1,q1

‖f‖1−θ
B

α2
p2,q2

.

(cf. [ZZZ22, Lemma 2.7])

A.2. Smoothing effect of heat flow. We recall the following smoothing effect of the heat flow
Pt = et(∆−1) (e.g. [GIP15, Lemma A.7], [MW17, Proposition A.13], [ZZZ22, Lemma 2.8]).

Lemma A.3. Let u ∈ Bα
p,q for some α ∈ R, p, q ∈ [1,∞]. Then for every δ > 0,

‖Ptu‖Bα+δ
p,q

. t−δ/2‖u‖Bα
p,q
.

If 0 < β < 2, then

‖(I− Pt)u‖Lp . t
β
2 ‖u‖

B
β
p
.

Lemma A.4. ([GIP15, Lemma A.9],[ZZZ22, Lemma 2.8, Lemma 2.9]) Let α ∈ R. Then the following
bounds hold for I f =

∫ ·

0 P·−sfds

‖I f‖L∞
T C2+α . ‖f‖L∞

T Cα .

If 0 6 2 + α < 2 then

‖I f‖
C

(2+α)/2
T L∞ . ‖f‖L∞

T Cα .

A.3. Paraproducts and commutators. Now, we recall the following paraproduct introduced by
Bony (see [Bon81]). In general, the product fg of two distributions f ∈ Cα, g ∈ Cβ is well defined if
and only if α+β > 0. In terms of Littlewood-Paley blocks, the product fg of two distributions f and
g can be formally decomposed as

fg =
∑

j>−1

∑

i>−1

∆if∆jg = f ≺ g + f ◦ g + f ≻ g,

with

f ≺ g = g ≻ f =
∑

j>−1

∑

i<j−1

∆if∆jg, f ◦ g =
∑

|i−j|61

∆if∆jg.

We also denote

<
def

= ≻ +◦, 4
def

= ≺ + ◦ .
For j > 0 we also use the notations

Sjf =
∑

i6j−1

∆if,

and θi = θ(2−i·) for i > 0 and θ−1 = χ.

It is easy to see that the support of Fourier of Sjf∆jg is contained in an annulus of the form 2jA .

Let θ̃ ∈ C∞
c (R3) with support in an annulus such that θ̃ = 1 on A . Let Kj = F−1θj , K̃j = F−1θ̃j

with θ̃j = θ̃(2−j ·).
The following results on paraproduct in Besov space is from [Bon81] (see also [GIP15, Lemma 2.1],

[MW17, Proposition A.7]).
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Lemma A.5. Let β ∈ R, p, p1, p2, q ∈ [1,∞] such that 1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
. Then we have

‖f ≺ g‖
B

β
p,q

. ‖f‖Lp1‖g‖
B

β
p2,q

,

‖f ≺ g‖
B

α+β
p,q

. ‖f‖Bα
p1,q

‖g‖
B

β
p2,q

, (for α < 0)

‖f ◦ g‖
B

α+β
p,q

. ‖f‖Bα
p1,q

‖g‖
B

β
p2,q

, (for α+ β > 0).

Furthermore, for α+ β > 0

‖fg‖
B

α∧β
p,q

. ‖f‖Bα
p1,q

‖g‖
B

β
p2,q

.

Moreover, for α > 0, p3, p4 ∈ [1,∞] satisfy 1
p = 1

p3
+ 1

p4
. Then it holds that

‖fg‖Bα
p,q

. ‖f‖Bα
p1,q

‖g‖Lp2 + ‖f‖Lp3‖g‖Bα
p4,q

.

Lemma A.6. (Duality.) Let α ∈ (0, 1), p, q ∈ [1,∞], p′ and q′ be their conjugate exponents, respec-
tively. Then the mapping 〈u, v〉 7→

∫
uvdx extends to a continuous bilinear form on Bα

p,q ×B−α
p′,q′ , and

one has |〈u, v〉| . ‖u‖Bα
p,q

‖v‖
B

−α

p′,q′
(cf. [MW17a, Proposition 3.23]).

We also recall the following commutator estimate ([GIP15, Lemma 2.4], [MW17, Proposition A.9]).

Lemma A.7. Let α ∈ (0, 1) and β, γ ∈ R such that α+β+γ > 0 and β+γ < 0, p, p1, p2, p3 ∈ [1,∞],
1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
+ 1

p3
. Then there exist a trilinear bounded operator C(f, g, h) : Bα

p1
×Bβ

p2
×Bγ

p3
→ Bα+β+γ

p

satisfying

‖C(f, g, h)‖
B

α+β+γ
p

. ‖f‖Bα
p1
‖g‖

B
β
p2
‖h‖Bγ

p3

and for smooth functions f, g, h

C(f, g, h) = (f ≺ g) ◦ h− f(g ◦ h).

We also recall the following commutators from [CC18, Lemma A.1].

Lemma A.8. Let α ∈ (0, 1) and β ∈ R, p, p1, p2 ∈ [1,∞], 1
p = 1

p1
+ 1

p2
. Let ϕ ∈ S, the space of

Schwartz functions. Then for every η 6 1 it holds that

‖ϕ(εD)(f ≺ g)− f ≺ ϕ(εD)g‖
B

α+β−η
p

. εη‖f‖Bα
p1
‖g‖

B
β
p2
.

Here ϕ(D)f = F−1(ϕFf) = (F−1ϕ) ∗ f and the proportional constant is uniform in ε. Moreover, it
holds that for T > 0

‖[I , f ≺]g‖CTCα+β+2 .
(
‖f‖CTCα + ‖f‖

C
α/2
T L∞

)
‖g‖CTCβ .

Proof. The first result follows from [CC18, Lemma A.1]. The second result follows from the first result
and we refer to [HZZZ24, Lemma 3.13] for a proof. �

Lemma A.9. It holds that for y ∈ R3, δ ∈ (0, 1), α ∈ R, p ∈ [1,∞]

‖τyf − f‖Bα
p
. |y|δ‖f‖

B
α+δ
p

.

Moreover, if (1 + |x|δ)v ∈ L1(R3), then it holds that

‖vε ∗ f − f‖Bα
p
. εδ‖f‖

B
α+δ
p

.

Proof. The first result follows from [HZZZ24, Corollary 2.9]. We have

vε ∗ f − f =

∫
v(y)(f(x− εy)− f(x))dy.

Thus the result follows from the first result. �
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Appendix B. Proof of Theorem 3.8, Theorem 3.17 and Lemma 4.17

Proof of Theorem 3.8. For fixed ε > 0, due to the smoothing effect of vε, Zε ∈ CTC
− 1

2−κ Zε ∈
CTC

− 1
2−κ P-a.s.. It is standard to derive a local in time solution in C− 1

2−κ by fixed point arguments
in suitable space, following similar arguments as in [DD03, MW17a]. We then use invariant measure
νε to construct global in time solutions. More precisely, recall the following potential term from νε

W ε def

=
1

2

∫
: |Φ(x)|2 : vε(x − y) : |Φ(y)|2 : dxdy − (aε − 6bε)

∫

Td

: |Φ(x)|2 : dx,

which can be approximated by the following Galerkin approximation:

W ε
N

def

=
1

2

∫
(|ΦN (x)|2 −E|ΦN (x)|2)vε(x− y)(|ΦN (y)|2 −E|ΦN(y)|2)dxdy

− (aε − 6bε)

∫
(|ΦN (x)|2 −E|ΦN (x)|2)dx

=
1

2

∫ (
|ΦN(x)|2 −E|ΦN (x)|2 − (aε − 6bε)

)
vε(x− y)

×
(
|ΦN (y)|2 −E|ΦN (y)|2 − (aε − 6bε)

)
dxdy − T ε,

with ΦN = PNΦ for PNf = F−11|k|6NFf and T ε = 4π3(aε − 6bε)2. We can then apply the

same arguments as in [LNR21, Lemma 5.3] to have W ε
N → W ε in L1(µ0) for Gaussian free field

µ0 = N (0, 12 (m−∆)−1), as N → ∞. We further construct the probability measure

νε =
1

Zε
e−W ε

dµ0, Zε =

∫
e−W ε

dµ0,

with W ε > −T ε.

Using Galerkin approximation we establish that the measure νε is an invariant measure to equation
(3.1). Another way to derive that νε is an invariant measure of the solutions to equation (3.1) is
through the Dirichlet form approach. Since νε is absolutely continuous with respect to µ0, with its
density in Lp(µ0) for every p > 1, we can readily apply the general Dirichlet form theory from [AR91]
to construct a Markov process that leaves νε as an invariant measure for equation (3.1). Moreover,
by following the same approach as in [RZZ17, Theorem 3.9], we conclude that this Markov process
coincides with the local solutions to equation (3.1).

Let ζΨε(0) denote the blow-up time of Ψε in C− 1
2−κ staring from Ψε(0). We then use νε to apply

Bourgain’s argument [Bou94] to extend the local-in-time solution to a global one for νε-a.s. initial data

in C− 1
2−κ, meaning that P(ζΨε(0) = ∞) = 1 for νε-a.s. Ψε(0) ∈ C− 1

2−κ (see also [DD03]). Moreover,
by a general result from [HM18], we can show that the Markov semigroup formed by the solutions to
equation (3.1) is strong Feller. This implies that for every t > 0, the map Ψε(0) → P(t < ζΨε(0)) is

continuous. Consequently, we conclude that P(ζΨε(0) = ∞) = 1 for every Ψε(0) ∈ C− 1
2−κ. Moreover,

by applying [HM18, Corollary 3.9], the strong Feller property of the Markov semigroup, and the fact

that νε is supported on C− 1
2−κ, we conclude that νε is the unique invariant measure of the solutions

to equation (3.1). The result follows. �

Proof of Theorem 3.17. During the proof, we use ‖Zε(t)‖, ‖(Zε − Z)(t)‖, and ‖Z(t)‖ to denote the
quantities ‖Zε‖, ‖Zε − Z‖, and ‖Z‖ introduced in Section 3.3, where these norms are now considered
on the interval [0, t] for the random fields. We also introduce the following random time: Define for
any L > 1

τεL
def

= inf{t > 0 : ‖ψε(t)‖
C

− 1
2
−κ > L} ∧ T, ̺εL

def

= inf{t > 0 : ‖Zε(t)‖ > L}.
We first have the following bound before τεL ∧ ̺εL1

, L,L1 > 1: Set

Qε(t)
def

= ‖ψε(t)‖
C

− 1
2
−κ + t

1+3κ
2 ‖ψε(t)‖

C
1
2
+2κ + t

3+8κ
4 ‖ψ♯

ε(t)‖C1+3κ + 1.
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It holds that for t 6 τεL ∧ ̺εL1

Qε(t) . C(L,L1), (B.1)

with the propotional constant independent of ε. In fact, by similar calculations as in [ZZ18, Section
4] there exists q > 1 such that for 0 6 t 6 ̺εL1

∧ τεL

Qε(t)q 6 C(L1)(‖ψ(0)‖q
C

− 1
2
−κ

+ 1) + C(L1)

∫ t

0

Qε(r)3qdr.

Then Bihari’s inequality implies that there exists a short time t∗ = C̃(L,L1) > 0 such that

sup
t∈[0,t∗∧τε

L∧̺ε
L1

]

Qε(t) 6 C(L1, L).

Consider the solution at time t∗ < t 6 ̺εL1
∧ τεL, then it can be viewed as a solution starting from

t− t∗

2 . A similar argument as above implies for t∗ < t 6 ̺εL1
∧ τεL

(
t∗

2
)

1+3κ
2 ‖ψε(t)‖

C
1
2
+2κ + (

t∗

2
)

3+8κ
4 ‖ψ♯

ε(t)‖C1+3κ . C(L,L1),

which implies (B.1).

For L > 0 define

τL
def

= inf{t > 0 : ‖ϕ(t)‖
C

− 1
2
−κ > L} ∧ T, ¯̺L

def

= inf{t > 0 : ‖Z(t)‖ > L},
and

˜̺ε
def

= inf{t > 0 : ‖(Z− Zε)(t)‖ > ε
κ
4 }.

Then using Lemma 3.18–Lemma 3.21 and (3.57), (3.58), (3.49) above, (B.1) and similar argument as
[ZZ18, Section 4] we have for L,Li > 1 with i = 1, 2, 3,

sup
t∈[0,τL∧τε

L1
∧̺ε

L2
∧ ¯̺L3∧ ˜̺ε]

‖ψε(t)− ϕ(t)‖
C

− 1
2
−κ →P 0, ε→ 0. (B.2)

Moreover, we have the following estimates: for η > 0

P( sup
t∈[0,T ]

‖ψε − ϕ‖
C

− 1
2
−κ > η)

6P( sup
t∈[0,τL∧τε

L1
∧̺ε

L2
∧ ¯̺L3∧ ˜̺ε]

‖ψε − ϕ‖
C

− 1
2
−κ > η) +P(τL ∧ ̺εL2

∧ ¯̺L3 ∧ ˜̺ε > τεL1
)

+P(T > τL) +P(T > ˜̺ε) +P(T > ̺εL2
) +P(T > ¯̺L3).

The first term goes to zero as ε→ 0 by (B.2). Also for L1 > L+ η

P(τL ∧ ̺εL2
∧ ¯̺L3 ∧ ˜̺ε > τεL1

) 6 P( sup
t∈[0,τL∧τε

L1
∧̺ε

L2
∧ ¯̺L3∧ ˜̺ε]

‖ψε − ϕ‖
C

− 1
2
−κ > η),

which goes to zero by (B.2). The third term tends to zero as L go to ∞ by Theorem 3.6. The fourth
term goes to zero as ε→ 0 by (3.49). The last two terms go to zero uniformly over ε ∈ (0, 1) as L2, L3

go to ∞ by Lemma 3.2 and (3.48). Thus the result follows. �

Proof of Lemma 4.17. Let Ψ̃ε and Z̃ be solutions to (3.1) and (3.7) with general initial conditions,

respectively. By the general results of [HM18], (Ψ̃ε, Z̃) is a Markov process on (C− 1
2−κ)2, and we

denote by (P ε
t )t>0 the associated Markov semigroup. To derive the desired structural properties

about the limiting measure, we will follow the Krylov-Bogoliubov construction with a specific choice
of initial condition that allows to exploit the uniform estimate from Theorem 4.3. Namely, we denote
by Ψ̃ε the solution to (3.1) starting from Z(0) where Z is the stationary solution to (3.7), so that the

process Ψ̃ε − Z̃ starts from the origin. In this case Z̃ is the same as the stationary solution Z. By
Theorem 4.3 for every T > 1 and κ > 0

∫ T

0

E
(
‖(Ψ̃ε − Z̃)(t)‖2

C
− 1+κ

2

)
dt . T,
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where the implicit constant is independent of T . In fact, as the uniform bounds are independent of
initial data, we can have the same estimates for the solution on [n, n+ 1], n ∈ N0, i.e. by Proposition
4.10 ∫ n+1

n

E
(
‖(Ψ̃ε − Z̃)(t)‖2

C
− 1+κ

2

)
dt

.

∫ n+1

n

E‖ψl(t)‖2H1dt+

∫ n+1

n

E‖ψh(t)‖2
B

1−2κ
4

dt

+

∫ n+1

n

E‖Z (t)‖2
C

− 1+κ
2

dt+

∫ n+1

n

E‖I (R(Z))(t)‖2
C

− 1+κ
2

dt

.E‖ψl(n)‖2L2 + 1 . 1,

where in the last step, we used the fact that the moment bounds for the stochastic terms are uniform
with respect to time shifts (see e.g. [MW17]) and Theorem 4.3. In the second step we used (4.14) to
have

E

∫ n+1

n

‖ψh‖2
B

1−2κ
4

ds .1 +E
(
K(‖Zε‖)

∫ n+1

n

∫ s

n

(s− r)−1+ κ
2 ‖ψl(r)‖2L4drds

)

.1 +E

∫ n+1

n

‖ψl‖2H1ds+E

∫ n+1

n

Vε(ψl)ds . 1.

Here the proportional constant independent of n. Taking sum for n we derive the estimate.

We then apply Krylov-Bogoliubov existence theorem (see [DZ96, Corollary 3.1.2]) as in the proof

of [SZZ22, Lemma 4.2] to construct an invariant measure πε on (C− 1
2−κ)2 for (P ε

t )t>0 and the desired
stationary process (Ψε, Z), defined to be the unique solution to (3.3) and (3.7) obtained by sampling
the initial datum from πε. �

Appendix C. The ideal Bose gas

In the grand canonical ensemble, the non-interacting (ideal) Bose gas in T3 at temperature λ−1 > 0
and with chemical potential −ϑ0 < 0 is described by the Gibbs state on Fock space

Γ0 = Z−1
0 e−λdΓ(−∆+ϑ0), Z0 = Tr e−λ(−∆+ϑ0).

This model is exactly solvable. In particular, the total number of particles in Γ0 is

N =
∑

k∈Z3

1

eλ(|k|2+ϑ0) − 1
, (C.1)

which is proportional to λ−3/2 when λ→ 0 if λ1/2 . ϑ0 . λ−1.

The Bose–Einstein condensation is the phenomenon when the number of particles in the zero-
momentum mode N0 = Tr[a∗0a0Γ0] = (eλϑ0 − 1)−1 is comparable to N . As Bose [Bos24] and Einstein
[Ein24] realized in 1924, in the limit λ→ 0, i.e. N → ∞, we have

N0

N
≃
[
1−

(
λc
λ

)3/2
]

+

, λc = π

(
N

ζ(3/2)

)−2/3

,

which implies a phase transition when λc/λ crosses the critical value 1. The parameter λ−1
c is called

the critical temperature (here we are in a fixed volume setting, hence λ−1
c ⋍ N2/3. A more detailed

analysis using (C.1) shows that if we fix λ/λc = α ∈ (0,∞), then
{
N0 ⋍ N, ϑ0 ⋍ λ1/2 if α < 1 (condensed phase),

N0 ⋍ 1, ϑ0 ⋍ λ−1 if α > 1 (non-condensed phase).
(C.2)

To understand further details of the phase transition, we need to zoom in at the critical point with a
specific rate of convergence. The choice ϑ0 ⋍ 1, as used in [LNR21, FKSS22] and in the present paper,
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is special since it ensures that the contributions from all momentum modes (both zero and nonzero)
are comparable, thus naturally leading to the emergence of the Φ4

3 theory. This choice places us in
the non-condensed phase, but just slightly above the critical point. The condensed phase requires
ϑ0 ⋍ λ1/2, which we do not consider here; see [DNN25] for recent results in this case (with a weaker
interaction potential).

Concerning the total number of particles, we have the following expansion in terms of λ.

Lemma C.1 (Particle number of the ideal Bose gas). For λ > 0 small we have

∑

k∈Z3

λ

eλ(|k|2+1) − 1
=
π3/2ζ

(
3
2

)
√
λ

− 2π2 + π3/2
∑

ℓ∈2πZ3\{0}

e−|ℓ|

|ℓ| +O
(√

λ
)
. (C.3)

This formula is the same as [LNR21, Eq. (B.5)], except for a rescaling by the volume (2π)3 and a
quantitative error estimate.

Proof. Using λ(eλ(|k|
2+1) − 1)−1 = λ

∑
n>1 e

−nλ(|k|2+1) and the Poisson summation formula
∑

k∈Z3

f̂(k) = (2π)
3
2

∑

ℓ∈2πZ3

f(ℓ)

for f(x) = e−nλ|x|2 − 1[− 1
2 ,

1
2 ]

3 ∗ e−nλ|x|2, we have

λ

(∑

k∈Z3

1

eλ(|k|2+1) − 1
−
∫

R3

dp

eλ(|p|2+1) − 1

)

= λ
∑

n>1

e−nλ
∑

k∈Z3

(
e−nλ|k|2 −

∫

(− 1
2 ,

1
2 )

3

e−nλ|k−p|2 dp

)

= 2−3λ
∑

n>1

e−nλ

(nλ)
3
2

∑

ℓ∈2πZ3\{0}

e−
|ℓ|2

4nλ .

(C.4)

For every ℓ ∈ 2πZ3 \ {0}, we have the convergence of the Riemann sum

π3/2
∑

n>1

λ

(4πnλ)
3
2

e−nλ− |ℓ|2

4nλ → π3/2

∫ ∞

0

1

(4πt)
3
2

e−t− |ℓ|2

4t dt = π3/2 e
−|ℓ|

|ℓ| (C.5)

when λ→ 0. Here in the last equality we used the Fourier transform of Yukawa potential, see [LL01,
Theorem 6.23]. In fact, the convergence rate in (C.5) can be estimated as

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

n>1

λ

(nλ)
3
2

e−nλ− |ℓ|2

4nλ −
∫ ∞

0

1

t
3
2

e−t− |ℓ|2

4t dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

n>1

(
λ

(nλ)
3
2

e−nλ− |ℓ|2

4nλ −
∫ n

n−1

λ

(tλ)
3
2

e−λt− |ℓ|2

4λt dt

)∣∣∣∣∣∣

6
∑

n>1

∣∣∣∣
λ

(nλ)
3
2

e−nλ− |ℓ|2

4nλ −
∫ n

n−1

λ

(tλ)
3
2

e−λt− |ℓ|2

4λt dt

∣∣∣∣ 6
∑

n>1

∫ n

n−1

∣∣∣∣∂t
(

λ

(tλ)
3
2

e−λt− |ℓ|2

4λt

)∣∣∣∣dt

.

∫ ∞

0

(
1√
λt5/2

+

√
λ

t3/2
+

|ℓ|2
4λ3/2t7/2

)
e−λt− |ℓ|2

4λt dt

.

∫ ∞

0

(
1√
λt5/2

(
λt

|ℓ|2
)3

+

√
λ

t3/2

(
λt

|ℓ|2
)2

+
|ℓ|2

λ3/2t7/2

(
λt

|ℓ|2
)4
)
e−λtdt
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.
λ5/2

|ℓ|4
∫ ∞

0

t1/2e−λtdt .
λ

|ℓ|4 .

Here we used e−|ℓ|2/(4tλ) .s (tλ/|ℓ|2)s for all s ∈ {2, 3, 4}. Since |ℓ|−4 is summable in 2πZ3\{0}, we
deduce from (C.4) and (C.5)

∑

k∈Z3

λ

eλ(|k|2+1) − 1
=

∫

Rd

λdk

eλ(|k|2+1) − 1
+

∑

ℓ∈2πZ3\{0}

π3/2 e
−|ℓ|

|ℓ| +O
(√

λ
)
. (C.6)

The conclusion follows from from the well-known formula
∫

R3

λ3/2dk

eλ(|k|2+1) − 1
=

∫

R3

dk

e|k|2+λ − 1
= π3/2ζ

(
3

2

)
− 2π2

√
λ+O(λ)λ→0+ . (C.7)

�
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[RZZ17a] M. Röckner, R. Zhu, and X. Zhu, Ergodicity for the stochastic quantization problems on the 2D-torus,
Comm. Math. Phys., 352, pp. 1061–1090, 2017.

[R15] N. Rougerie, De Finetti theorems, mean-field limits and Bose-Einstein condensation, ArXiv e-prints,
(2015).

[She21] H. Shen. Stochastic quantization of an Abelian gauge theory. Comm. Math. Phys., 384(3):1445–1512,
2021.

[S74] B. Simon, The P (ϕ)2 Euclidean (quantum) field theory, Princeton University Press, Princeton, N.J.,
1974. Princeton Series in Physics.

[S05] , Functional integration and quantum physics, AMS Chelsea Publishing, Providence, RI, second ed.,
2005.

[S66] K. Symanzik, Euclidean quantum field theory. I. Equations for a scalar model, J. Mathematical Phys.,
7, (1966), pp. 510–525, 1966.

[SSZZ22] H. Shen, S. Smith, R. Zhu, and X. Zhu. Large N limit of the O(N) linear sigma model via stochastic
quantization. Ann. Probab. 50(1), 131–202, 2022.

[SZZ22] H. Shen, R. Zhu, and X. Zhu. Large N limit of the O(N) linear sigma model in 3D. Comm. Math. Phys.,
394 no.3, 953–1009. 2022.

[SZZ23] H. Shen, R. Zhu, and X. Zhu. Large N limit and 1/N expansion of invariant observables in O(N) linear
σ-model via SPDE. arXiv preprint arXiv:2306.05166, 2023.

[Sta13] H. R. Stahl. Proof of the BMV conjecture. Acta Math. 211 (2), 255–290, 2013.
[Tri78] H. Triebel. Interpolation theory, function spaces, differential operators, volume 18 of North-Holland Math-

ematical Library. North-Holland Publishing Co., Amsterdam-New York, 1978.
[TT10] L. Thomann and N. Tzvetkov, Gibbs measure for the periodic derivative nonlinear schrödinger equation,

Nonlinearity, 23, p. 2771, 2010.
[TW18] P. Tsatsoulis and H. Weber, Spectral gap for the stochastic quantization equation on the 2-dimensional
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