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¢4 THEORY FROM MANY-BODY QUANTUM GIBBS STATES
PHAN THANH NAM, RONGCHAN ZHU, AND XIANGCHAN ZHU

ABSTRACT. We derive the <I>§ 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
<I>§ 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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The ®3 measure on a domain D C R3 is a probability measure over complex-valued distributions

® : D — C which is formally defined by

dv(®) = % exp <— /D (|V<1>(:c)|2 + mo|® ()2 + %|<I>(:E)|4>dx)D<I>

(1.1)

with a given parameter my € R. This formula is purely formal since all the relevant terms, namely
the kinetic energy [}, [V®(z)|*dz, the mass [}, |®(z)[*dz and the interaction energy [, |®(x)|*dx, are
infinite almost surely in the support of the measure. Therefore, v 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
Schridinger equations (NLS). Heuristically, since dv 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, DDO03,
Hail4, Kupl6, RZZ17a, TW18, MW17a, MW17, CC18, GH19, GH21] for some further works in this
approach. In particular, for the @3 measure, the corresponding stochastic quantization equation is
referred to as the dynamical ®4 model.

Initiated by [LRS88], the idea of using Gibbs measures is also widely applied in quantum statistical
mechanics; see, e.g., [2J89, C96, ZJ13, BBS19]. In particular, the ®3 measure is closely related to the
description of the Bose—Finstein phase transition [AMO01, BBHLV99, BBHLV01, HB03, KPS01].

The aim of the present paper is to provide a rigorous derivation of the ®i 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 ®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 T® in the grand canonical
ensemble, which is described by the quantum Gibbs state I'y = Z; Le=Hx on the bosonic Fock space
§ = F(L?(T?)) with the Hamiltonian

)\2
Hy = )\/ ar(—A; — ¥azde + — v (2 — y)aza,aza, dedy. (1.2)
T3 2 T3 x T3
Here we use the second quantization formalism where the creation and annihilation operators a}, a,
satisfy the canonical commutation relations (CCR)

[az,ay] =0 = [a;,a,], [az,a;] =do(x —y), Vr,y€ T3. (1.3)

zr Yy

We will take A — 0T as the inverse temperature and choose ¢ = £(\) — 0T so that v® converges
to the Dirac delta function dy. The important parameter ¥ € 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 A as a semiclassical parameter, and interpret v/ Xa, and
VAa® as the second quantized version of ®(z) and ®(z) in the classical field theory. In this way, Hy
formally gives rise to the energy functional in a ®3 measure.

We are interested in the following question: Is it possible to derive the ®% theory as a limiting
description of the quantum Gibbs state I'y? 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 ¥. 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 ®{ theory [LNR15, FKSS17, LNR18, FKSS19], Hartree-type measures with non-local
interactions in 2D and 3D [LNR21, FKSS22], and ®3 theory in [FKSS23], the derivation of the ®3
theory remains open. Our goal is to resolve this issue.

The main challenge in deriving the ®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 ®3 measure
can be approximated by the Hartree measure

A5 (@) = —exp [ = [ (IVO@)P +me]@(@)2)dz — = [ :10@)P: v*(x —y) :|0(y)]?: dady ) DD
2 T3 2
(1.4)

in the limit ¢ — 0, under a suitable choice of m. — oco. Here, v°(z) = e 3v(e~'x) is a nonlocal

version of the delta function &y, and : |®(x)|?: is formally defined as |®(z)|? — (|®(x)|?),,, the Wick
renormalization of |®(x)|? with the (complex) Gaussian free field po with covariance (—A + 1)1

For every fixed £ > 0, the Hartree measure (1.4) is absolutely continuous with respect to g, 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

0w = —Au~+ (v° * |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 ®4 measure is singular with respect to the Gaussian free field pq,
the limit of the Hartree measure (1.4) is well-defined only under a precise choice of m.. The first
contribution of m. is ac = [, v°(y)G(y)dy ~ ¢!, where G(z) is the Green’s function of —A + 1,
which behaves as (47|x|)~! as |z| — 0 (see, e.g., [RS16, Lemma 5.4]). The counterterm a. still arises
from Wick normalization, and it must be corrected by an additional counterterm —6b. ~ Ine, which
will be given in detail later. Combining these, we find that the corresponding Hartree measure

dvf(0) = Q%exp <— /11‘3(|V\I/|2 + m|¥|?)da — %/ U (@) vt (2 —y) | T (y))?: dady s

+ (a® — 6b5)/T3 W (2))*: daz>D<I>

converges to a ®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 ®3 measure. In fact, this
correction would disappear if we take the alternative choice

d?f(\l/)é exp ( - /T3(|v\1/|2 +m|0[?)de — %/ W) v (2 — ) [0 (y)[2: dady -
+ /Re(@(x)vg(:z —y)G(x — y)¥(y))dydx — 6b° /11‘3 ()2 daj) Do,

with the nonlocal counterterm [ Re(¥(z)v®(z — y)G(z — y)¥(y))dydz. 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 ®3 measure from the Hartree measure v requires that the measure
is tight as ¢ — 0, whose proof turns out to be quite demanding. We will prove this uniform bound
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and related estimates for dv® by using the stochastic quantization approach. More precisely, we will
employ the fact that the Hartree measure v in (1.4) is the invariant measure of the equation

(0 — A+ 1)T° = —(v%% : |[UE|%: )T 4 (a° — 6b° + 1 —m)P° + &, (1.7)

where ¢ denotes complex-valued space-time white noise on a probability space (2, F,P).

The construction of ®3 theory by SPDE method has been a subject of many works in the last
decades. In two spatial dimensions, the dynamical ®3 model was previously analyzed in [JLMS5,
AR91, DD03, MW17a]. However, the more irregular three-dimensional case (®3) remained unsolved
for much longer, as it required fundamentally new ideas. A breakthrough was achieved with Hairer’s
theory of regularity structures [Hail4], which for the first time gave meaning to the dynamical ®3
model. Now, local well-posedness for the dynamical ®2 model can also be established using other
methods such as paracontrolled calculus [GIP15, CC18]|, renormalization group methods [Kupl6,
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 [Haild, CC18, GP17, CCHS22, CCHS24, CHS18, GM24, She21, BC23, BC24, BC24a] and
references therein).

For the dynamical ®3 model, global well-posedness has been established due to the strong damping
term —®3, as demonstrated in [MW17, AK20, GH19, MW20, JP23]. Additionally, a new PDE-based
construction of the ®4 field was developed in [GH21]. Recent progress has also been made in the
construction of subcritical ®* 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 [SSZ722, S7722, S7723], 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 [LNRI15,
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 H as

6 IR (1.8)
(47)3/2

with ¢ being the Riemann zeta function, plus a correction of order 1 to adjust the shift of the mass
term in the limiting ®3 measure. Here (47)~3/2¢(3) = (2m)73 [ (elP” —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 I'y = Z;le_H* 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

—log 2% = min, proba. meas,{?—[cl(u/, o) + /D[u] du’(u)} (1.9)

v <L po

where

o dv/ dv/
Ha/ i) [ 2 105 (520 ) o) 0

is the classical relative entropy between the probability measure v/ and the Gaussian free field g, and

Dlu] = %/ﬂ‘3><']1‘3 Hu(@)]?: v (z —y) :|u(y)]?: dedy — (a® — 665 —m + 1) /T3 Ju(x)?:dz (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 I'y, controlling the interaction contribution from high momenta
requires second-order moment estimates on the Gibbs state I'y. 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 I'y 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 I') 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
[Stal3] (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 € — 0 and prove the convergence
of the correlation functions in the strong Hilbert—Schmidt topology:

2
lim Tr (‘mﬁr&") - / |\I/®”>(\If®"|du5(\11)‘ ) —0, Vn>1 (1.11)
A—0

provided that e = ¢(\) — 0 is chosen appropriately. Putting together with the convergence from the
Hartree measure to the ®3 theory, we thus conclude the proof.

The precise mathematical setting and statements will be given in the next section.
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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, 27]3. The underlying many-body Hilbert space is the (complex) bosonic Fock space

— 2/r3Y) n n__r2 3n
F=3(LN(T"))=Cone..onN" ..., H" =L, ~[T"). (2.1)
We are interested in the Gibbs state on Fock space

Dy=2Z e ™, 2y =Tre ™, (2.2)

)

with the many-body interacting Hamiltonian

o0 n

Hx=00M-A-9)EP [ AD (A, =)+ A > oz — ) (2.3)

n=2 Jj=1 1<j<k<n
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Here A — 07 is a semiclassical parameter, which plays the same role of the inverse temperature. We
will choose € = €(\) — 0" and ¥ = ¥(\) — +o0 appropriately. The interaction potential v¢ : T3 — R
will be chosen such that it is a positive-type interaction, namely v%(k) > 0 and v¢(0) =1, and it
converges to the delta function dg when € — 0. More concrete assumptions will be given later.
Under these conditions, H) is bounded from below and it can be defined as a self-adjoint operator
by Friedrichs’ method. In fact, for any given A > 0, the partition function Z) is finite and I"y is well
defined quantum state, namely a nonnegative trace class operator on § with Tr['y] = 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 I is given by Tr[NT] with the number operator N =
@, ynlgn. If T' commutes with A, then it can be written in the diagonal form I' = @, ()¢,
and we can define the reduced density matrices (also called the correlation functions) of T' via partial
traces:

P = 3 (i) Trnpioe[(T)], ¥n > 1.

L>2n
Thus the n-body density matrix T'("™) of a state I' is a nonnegative trace class operator on " with
n! Tr[0™] = Te NN = 1)--- (N —n + 1T,

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 A,, on $" we have

Tr[A,T™] = Tr[A, I,

where A,, is the second quantization of A,,, given by

o0
An=00--04,0 P > (An)iyoin |- (2.4)
L=n+1 \1<i1 <i2 < <in <L
The ideal Bose gas. In the non-interacting case, the Gaussian quantum state I'g = Z; le=Ho with

n

Ho=00@D [ A (-As, +1) (2.5)
n=1 7j=1
is exactly solvable. It can be interpreted as the quantum analogue of the Gaussian free field

o) = 5z e (= [ (I9u(@P + fute)? )

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

(n) A o L\
n!A"Ty —”!<m> _*"!(_A+1) :/|u®"><u®”lduo(U) (2.6)

strongly in the Hilbert-Schmidt topology when A — 0. Here in the last expression in (2.6), |u®")(u®"|
is an operator on ™ given by the quadratic form (f, (|u®™){(u®"|)g) = (f, u®™)(u®"g), which explains
the reasoning of the bra—ket notation. Here [u®™)(u®"| is unbounded po-almost surely, but the expres-
sion can be interpreted in a distributional sense. Moreover, since the system is translation-invariant,

the one-body density g9 = Fgl)(:zr, x) is just a constant, namely

_ 1 1 _ C(%) Co 1
o= (2m)3 ZZ AP+ — 1 7 (47 ))3/2 + BY +0 NVE] (2.7)
pEZ?

with
67|e|

R (2.8)

1 1
C = —— B ——
0 Ar + (4m)3/2 Z
£e2723\{0}
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Here in the leading term, the factor (47r)_3/2C(%), with ¢ 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 A~!. 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 I'y is described by the ®3 measure

dy(®) & 1 exp ( - / (|V<I>|2 + mg|®|* + l|<1>(gc)|4>d:c> DO (2.9)
g 'JT3 2
over C valued fields ®, where % is normalization constant (partition function). It is important to
note that the formula (2.9) is only formal, as v 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= f = . f(x)e~@kdz, F-1f=(2m)73 . f(z)e*de.

Assumption (Hv). Let v € L'(R3) be a nonnegative function whose Fourier transform satisfies

1

9(0)=1, 0<o(k) < T [RFe”

| D™ o (k) for m € {1,2}, (2.10)

| S —

Tl R
where the constant 6 > 0 and the implicit constants are independent of k, and |D'v| = SUP| = [070|
for I € N.

For ¢ > 0 we define v* = ¢ 3v(¢~!) which approximates the Dirac measure dy as ¢ — 0. By an
abuse of notation we periodize v° so that v° is treated as periodic function defined on T3. In fact

1 )
ve(z) = EEE > i(ek)e . (2.11)
kez3
The first condition in (2.10) essentially means that >, ;s 9(k)(1 + |k[)®~ < oo, while the second
condition in (2.10) imposes some weak decay requirement for v. Examples satisfying conditions (Hv)
include the Bessel potential, where d(k) = (1 + |k[2)~#/2 with 8 > 3, and 6(k) = e~°/¥I” for some
¢>0and 8 € (0,2], as well as convex combinations of these functions.

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

a® = /11‘3 v¥(y)G(y)dy, 6b° =0b] + 2b5 + 2b5 + b3,

b= > (ki +ko)’b(ki, ko), by= > vF(ky + k)v (ka)b(ky, ko),
k}1,k}2€Za k}1,]€2623
b= Y 0(k1)’b(ki, k), b= > 05(k)o% (ka)b(ks, ka),
kl,kQEZS kl,kQGZ?’
1
b(ky, ko) =

(2m)S([k1[? + 1) (Ik2l? + (R + [k2]? + k1 + k2|? +3)°

1 o(x)(0(y) —0(x —y) —x - Vi(y)) .
= e /m@ 2Ly dedy




8 PHAN THANH NAM, RONGCHAN ZHU, AND XIANGCHAN ZHU

1 2(2)(3(y) — oz — y))
e / P
_ 1 iy) —o(z—y) —x-Vi(y) o(y) —o(z —y)
=yl e e [ S ). 212

Here in the definition of a®, we used the Green function G(z —y) = (1 — A)~(x,y). Note that
G(z,y) = (47)" Yz — y|~! when |z — y| — 0 (see, e.g., [RS16, Lemma 5.4]), and hence a® = 1.
This term comes from Wick normal order. The term 6b° = |loge| is the correction to the Wick
renormalization, which is crucial to construct the ®3 theory. The two constants Cy, Cy 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 I'y = Z;le_HA in (2.2) with v¢ in (Hv) and the chemical

potential

(3) - c c
= (475)23)/2)\ V2 4 Cy 4 af — 6b° 4 201 + 2C5 — my. (2.13)

Here Cy is given in (2.7), a®,6b°,C1,Cq are given in (2.12), and mo € R. Let v be the ®3 measure
associated with mg as in (2.9). When A — 0 and |logA\|™" < e — 0 for a constant 0 < n < 1/2, then
foralln>1,

AT — / [u®™) (u®"|dw (u)

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

lim n!A”<gp®”,r§">¢®n> = / (o, ®)[2"dv(P). (2.14)
A—0

Remark 2.2. Here we add Cy + Cs 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 ®* model as an R?-valued ®* 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 RN -valued components to
the O(2N) model follows (see [SSZ7Z22, S7.7.22] 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 ®} 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 ®3 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 ¢ — 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 ®3 measure and the many-body problem are related via an e-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
@4 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 ®3. Let v,v° as in (Hv) and a®,b° as in (2.12). We
consider the following Hartree measure

1

def 1
df (W) = —exp| — [ (VU +m|VP)dz — = [ :|¥(2)]*: v°(z —y) : | ¥ (y)[*: dady
Z. ( /T 2/ (2.15)

+ (a° — 6b5)/T3 () da:>D<I>,

over C valued fields ¥, with m € R (the reader may think of m = mg — 2C; — 2C5). Here :|¥|?:
denotes the Wick renormalization, formally defined

HU@)P: = [0(@) = (12 (@)*)p, (2.16)

and 27 represents the normalization constant (partition function).

For fixed € > 0, the measure v 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 € — 0, we expect that the limit of v corresponds to the
®4% field, which is formally expressed as

ef 1 1
dv(®) & 7 oXP (— /11‘3 (|V<I>|2 + (m+2C; + 202)|<I)|2)dx + 3 / |<I>(ar)|4d:17>D<I) (2.17)

over C valued fields ®, where C7 and C5 are finite constants depending on v, as given (2.12), and &
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 v*
and v given by

(Vo) / T(i1) .. (i) W) ... W () A (),
and
(Yn)x,% déf/@(;zl) ()P (1) - P2, (D).

Note that v* and v are supported on C~27*% for > 0. Hence, ®(x;), ¥(z;) and B(Z;), V(i,) are
understood in the distributional sense.

The following key result allows us to approximate the singular ®3 measure in (2.17) by the Hartree
measure v° 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 e — 0, the probability measure v° in
(2.15) converges weakly to v in C_%_”, k > 0, where v represents the ®3 field (2.17). Moreover, any

correlation function ~: associated with v° converges to the n-point correlation function v, of the ®4
field in S'(T5™).

Remark 2.5. If we consider the following measure

€ dﬁfiex — 2+ m|wl)? 3:—1 : )% v (x —y) : 2. dx
a0 oo (= [ (VUP 4 mePi - 5 [0 o) 90 dedy -

+ /Re(@(z)vs(:r —y)G(z — y)¥(y))dydx — 6b° / W (2))*: da:> Do,

T3

with a natural Wick renormalization counterterm [Re(¥(z)v®(z — y)G(z — y)¥(y))dydz, then its
limit measure is given by the following ®5 measure without new mass term Cy + Cy in (2.17):

dy(®) & %exp ( - /W VO 2 + m|®2ds + %/|<I>(:v)|4d:v>D<I> (2.19)
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over C valued fields ®, where 2%, % 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 (a® — 6b°)U¢ 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 v in (2.15) with
m = mg — 2C7 — 2C5. We have the following connection from the quantum Gibbs state I'y to the
classical Hartree measure.

Theorem 2.6. Let v° : T3 — R be defined as in (2.11) with 0 < (k) < (1+|k>T%)~1 for all k € R3,
8o > 0 and ©(0) = 1. When A — 07 and e > |log A|™" for a constant 0 < n < 1/2, the reduced density
matrices of the interacting Gibbs state I'y = Z;le’HA satisfy

2
;1%I&f(‘nwr§”> —/|\If®"><\1!®"|dy€(\11)‘ ) =0, Yn>1. (2.20)
—
The strong Hilbert—Schmidt convergence in Theorem 2.6 implies the weak convergence
lim Tr [Bn (n!/\"rg") - / |\If®”><qf®”|du5(\1/))} =0 (2.21)
—

for every Hilbert—Schmidt operator B,, on ", for every n > 1. Choosing B,, = |¢®"){(¢®"| with
¢ € §(T?), we have

lim (n!)\"<<p®",l—‘g\n)g0®n> —/|<90,<I>>|2"d1/5(<1>)> 0, Vn>1. (2.22)
A—0

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 € = 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(c~'). The precise choice of the counter
terms is more relevant to the convergence from the Hartree measure to the ®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:

LU = — (0% | T2 )T + (a° — 6b° 4+ 1 — m)T° 4 ¢, (2.23)
and the stochastic quantization of the measure (2.17) formally given by
Lo = —|®°P — (2C; +2Cy — 1+ m)d +&. (2.24)

Here and in the following, we define . = 0; — A + 1, with m € R, and £ denotes complex-valued
space-time white noise on a probability space (2, F,P). We refer to Section 3.1 and (3.28) for more
explain on the Wick renormalization :|¥¢|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_%_"‘, Kk > 0. We then focus on deriving uniform in e 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 L?-energy
bound with Schauder estimates. Then, using the uniform in ¢ moments bounds for the stationary
solutions, we establish tightness of the quantum fields (2.17) in C 2", 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 ®3 field, completing the
proof of Theorem 2.4.

Concerning the uniform in € moments bounds for the stationry solutions, the term —|®|?® plays
a crucial role in the dynamical ®4 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 —v® x| ¥|?¥ only provides a weaker damping effect in L?-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*%*’“, then the solutions to the corresponding
dynamics also converge (see Theorem 3.17 below). Section 4 is focused on deriving global in € 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 v in (2.15) is the unique minimizer for the variational
problem

—log 2% = miny, proba. meas,{?—[cl(u’, o) + /D[u] du’(u)} (2.25)
v o
where
dv/ dv/
/ def
alv, = 1 d >0
Ha/ i) [ 2 0 10g (520 ) ol
is the classical relative entropy between the probability measure v’ and the Gaussian free field g, and
1
Dlu] = 5/ Hu(@)?: vt (z — ) :|u(y)]?: dedy — (a® — 6b° —m + 1)/ Hu(z)?: do (2.26)
T3

is the Wick renormalization of the interaction term. On the other hand, the interacting Gibbs state
I'y = Z;le_H* in (2.2) is the unique minimizer for the variational problem

z
“log 22 = min rso {H(F,I‘O) +Tr [WF]}. (2.27)
Zo Tr =1

Here
H(T,Ty) = Tr[[(logT —logT'o)] > 0

is the relative entropy between a quantum state I' and the non-interacting Gibbs state ['y = Z; e~ Ho

in (2.5), and W is the renormalized interaction in Hy. We have chosen the chemical potential in H)
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 Iy 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
€. 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 I'y 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 ¢ > 0
such that a < ¢b, 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) = ng fgdz for f,g € L?(T?)
and we write LP = LP(T3). We also set ej(z) = (27) " 2e™* 2 € T3.

For index variables i and j of Littlewood-Paley decomposition we write i < j if 2¢ < 2/, meaning
there exists N € N, independent of j such that i < j + N, and we use i ~ j to denote both i < j
and j < ¢. Given a Banach space F with norm || - ||g and T > 0, we write CpE = C([0,T]; E) for

the space of continuous functions from [0, 7] to E, equipped with the supremum norm || - ||¢,.g. For

a € (0,1) we also define C&E as the space of a-Hélder continuous functions from [0, 7] to E, endowed
) . T

with the seminorm || fllcer = sup, sejo,17,s4 Hj(s|12—£|(a)”E'

We have for F=tm € L'(R3) and f € L?(T?)

> mk)(f en)er =F 'mx f. (2.28)

k

Here and in what follows, the convolution is taken on R3, and we consider f as a periodic function on
R3. We denote by B , the Besov spaces on the torus, with general indices @ € R and p, g € [1, o0].
Additionally, we use the notations C* = BS, , By = By , and H* = B3 ,. 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 > ¢, and the resonant term
f og. 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:

LU = (%% W2 )W 4 (0 — 665 + 1 — m) US4 £ (3.1)

Here and in the following, we define . = 0; — A + 1, with m € R, and £ denotes complex-valued
space-time white noise on a probability space (2, F,P). More precisely, we write & = & + 1o,
where (£1,&2) are independent, real-valued space-time white noises. The term : |[¥¢|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 + |z|")v €
LY(R3) for € [0,1/2). In fact,

11+ 2ol ey = 11+ [al*) F 0l pagrey S N+ |2]*)F 0 L2 roy

1 . R (3.2)
SIF I = A)d|pemsy S 1 = A)0][L2ms) < oo

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

LP = —|D2D — (201 +2Co — 1+ m)d + £ (3.3)
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Here
aer 1 (@) (0(y) —0(z —y) —a-Viy)) ,
@ = (2m)6 /|m|<1 2|x|*yl? dody (3.4)
1 o(@)(0(y) —o(z —y)) , ~ '
P Lo ety <o
and

o M) m oz —y) —z- Vo), 0 =@ —Y) 44 < 0o
(/... T [ ) < 69

We use (Hv) to derive the finiteness of Cy, Cs.

Equation (3.3) is referred to as the dynamical ®3 model. Due to the singular nature of the space-
time white noise, the nonlinear term |®|?® from (3.3) does not have a classical interpretation. Instead,
it must be understood through advanced frameworks such as regularity structures [Hail4] 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 ®3 model (3.3), as stated in Theorem 3.17 below.
The main strategy is to compare the respective nonlinear terms: v=* : [W¢|2: W€ from equation (3.1),

and |®|2® from the dynamical ®3 model (3.3), using paracontrolled calculus. To this end, we express

the convolution v° * f in terms of a shift operator 7, f &of f(-—y) as [v°(y)7y,f, 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(Cy 4 Ca)® in the limiting
equation (3.3), where Cy and Cy depend on v. We can also consider the stochastic quantization of the
measure (2.18) given by

LU = — (v T2 )V + (0°G) * UE + (1 —m — 6b°)W° + &, (3.6)

The nonlocal term (v°G) * ¢ arises from the Wick renormalization for (véx :|W€|?: )W which is
the natural renormalization for the Hartree ®3 model and also appears as a renormalization term in
[Bri22, OOT24].

As e — 0, the limit of equation (3.6) corresponds to equation (3.1) with C1 = Cy = 0. The
transition from the Wick renormalization term (v¢G) * V¢ in (3.6) to a®P* in equation (3.1) creates
a new mass term (2C1 4+ 2C2)® in the limiting equation (3.3). Formally, this transition introduces a
new term R¥E € C~27 (see Lemma 3.9) in the equation, which leads to new renormalization terms
¢§ and ¢§ when dealing with products involving RWY¢, similar to the appearance of b° (see Proposition
3.12 Proposition 3.10 below). Through direct computation, these renormalization terms converge to
finite constants Cy and Cs, 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:

LI =, (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 —% — k (for K > 0 under parabolic scaling), we

K 1_ K
obtain Z € CrC~275 N C? 7C-3t20-5 P-as., for every k, o € (0, 1). Here, T € (0, c0) 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 ®4 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 Pif = (A~ D fand £ f = £ 1 f = fo P_,fds.
Let Zs be the stationary solution to £ Zs = &5 with & being £ mollified with a bump function.

We also introduce graph notation as follows. We use Z* to denote space—time white noise £ and use
Z' to denote the conjugate of space-time white noise £&. We use Z'" to denote Z and use Z' to denote
7. 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:

ZV Y dims 2Y Lim (22 —as), 2V L limgne ZY & lim 22,

6—0 §—0
Z¥ gz, z7 g2y, (3.8)
Z\V dZCf lim(;_)Q f(|Z5|2Z5 — 2(15Z5), Z\V dZCf lim(;_,o f(|Z5|275 — 2@575),

where a5 = E[|Z|*(t)] ~ } is a divergent constant independent of ¢ due to stationarity. In the
remainder equation for ® — 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 ¢ dependent stochastic objects from the nonlinear term of
equation (3.1):

2V kD)2 —as, 2Y Y w22
zZV (4« 2)Z zY w2V,
Z @Y, Z M @), )
EAGR (P 5) EAG R (F15)

and
2NNy raysz, 20 a2,
where we recall a° = E[v. * ZZ] and G(x — y) = EZ(2)Z(y).
The renormalization described in (3.8) is insufficient for handling the dynamical ®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¥ o nméﬁo(f(z;v’)ozy_ég), 2Z¥ 2 gims o (F(2Y) 0 2Y),
Z¥ Y im0 (F(Z) 0 2Y —2bs), 2¥ L limsLo(£(2Y)0 2Y),

2% i, 2, 0 2, 2% 2 i, 2Y 0 25, (3.10)
Z\y def limg_.q Z;VOZ(;,
¥ i o2 0 2Y —25Zs), 2% 9 limyoo(Z) o ZY - 2557s),

with bs = E(#(Z}) 0 Z)). Here bs depends on ¢ and satisfies SUp;> bs(t)| < |log 4.
We further introduce the corresponding e-dependent renormalization terms:

gt g o ZY _je zP FrozY g 2P 5YozY, (3.11)

€
use the condition EZZ = 0 to ensure that several renormalization constants vanish. Specifically,
we define b5 = EZ{__.Y o Z;f and b5 = EZB o Z;f. Additionally, we introduce b5 = EZB o ZB, bg =
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EZ' o ZV,55 = bt — b5, which will be used below. Note that 5 is given as b¢ in (2.12) with b(k1, k2)
in (2.12) replaced by b:(k1, k2)

be(kr, k) % bk, ko) (1 — e~ Rl hal el 43)) (3.12)

We have for i =1,2,3.4 and k > 0
sup |bj (¢) — b7 S 7.
e>0
We also introduce the following e-dependent renormalization terms:

20 (eaz)oz 2 (2o,
Z} def Z}[ o 7, Z}é def ?Z( A (3 13)
Z§{ def Z;{[ o v % 7, Zg{ def Z;{( oVt *x 4,

Z;Y/' w2V 2Y (5 4857
We also set
Z;% def Z;Y/' + 20 (< + )z

The nonlinearity in equation (3.1) involves convolution with v®. To apply paracontrolled calculus to
this term, we introduce the following shift operator for y € R3:

i L —y), (3.14)

and express v° * f = [v(y)7, fdy. Using this shift operator, we define the following random fields
that depend on y:

z) <72 = lim (1yZsZs — BlryZsZs)) = lim (1yZ5Zs — Gs(y)),

Y
N def def 1. V' def =V
Z, =27 = ég% (1yZ5Zs), z, =2z, (3.15)

Y def oV Y def v Y def v
2l Yoz, 2 Yrz), oz Yz

with the limit in LP(Q; C7C~17%) for p > 1,k > 0. Here G5 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:

Z\% = (TyZ;{[)OZ, Z:/%: & (Tygff)oZ,

z}é o z}foryz z¥y = zY o1y Z,

2V zlozY iy, 2z ¥ ozl ozY, (3.16)
z¥ ¥ ngVezV By, ¥ ¥ nzYoz,

xS AR Y- Z¥ 2l o2V h(ty,m),

Z¥ = rEl oz, Z¥ 2l o2y bty ),

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

B(y) “Bln 2 02V = Y Flk+ kool k)oY,
k}1,k}2€Z3

7 def.

ba(t,y,yn) B2 0 2V = 30 bl ka)e i), (3.17)
kl,k2€Z3

135(t,y,y1)d:°fE[Tyz;f 02Z)]= 3 bk, ko)(e Rtk o emihi by
kl,k2€Z3
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Here Bg(y,yl) and 55(3/, y1) can be viewed as L? function in y,y;. We also introduce the following
random fields through y-dependent random fields:

z¥ & J v (y) TUZY z)/ dy — bs, Zé& = [ ()t (y)y 2 ;f o 2/ dydy,
& fv (y)ve (1) TyZY o Z dydy, — b37 Zw fU y)TyZY o Zde7
= [vi(y) o Zy dydys, Ziﬁ & JvE(y)ve (1) 7'yZY o Zy dydy, — bE.

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

(3.18)

yl Tyzyl

Z?j = [v(y Z?dy, Z? = [v(y Zydy, 319
7V J o ()t (y) 2, dydy, z¥ v )" (1) 235, dydy,
z¥ o ()0 (1) 2, dydys, z¥ v ()vs (y1) 2, dydyr,
and
[rwhena =550, [0 b mddn = 5. (3.20)
for ¢ = 3, 5.

We then recall the following moments bounds for the stochastic terms from [CC18], [Hos18]. To

this end we also introduce |7| for every Z7 in the following table.

z| Zz zVv zv | 2V | 2V | z¥ z¥
| -3-%5[-1-w[-1-k[z-k]|[3—k —K —K
zt | Z¥ 2% | 2% | 2% | 2% | ¥ z¥
7] —K —K —K —K -k |—t—-k|-1-k

TABLE 1. Regularity of stochastic objects: Z7

Lemma 3.2. [t holds that for every p >

TP \VP
B2, 0+ EIZTIY

<1

The convergence in (3.8) and (3.10) hold in LP(Q; CyCI7l).

We use Z =

than 1 and CprC!™l-norm of Z7 from Table 1 and CT% L*-norm of Z

By probabilistic calculation as in [CC18, ZZ18] we can prove the following convergence of the
corresponding renormalized terms. We collect Z7¢ and the corresponding limit Z7 in the following

table.

1,k >0 and every Z7 from Table 1

(Z7) for the tree T appear in Lemma 3.2 and ||Z|| to denote the smallest number bigger

Proposition 3.3. For every ZI= and corresponding Z7 in Table 2 it holds that for every k > 0 and

p=1

E|z

_ZTHC Cltl—+

+E|ZT - Z\VHP

Lco

Kp
<e
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zre| 2V | 2Y | 2V | 2V | 2Y | 2 | 29 | 2P

€ € € € € €

zr |2V |2V |2y |2V ]2V ] 2¥ | 2% | 2¥
2z 20| 20| 2V V| 2% ST z\%

£ £ € e e £ €

zr | 2Y¥ | 2¥ | 2% | 2% | 2% | 2% | 2%

TABLE 2. Convergence of stochastic objects ZI= to Z7

and

)

B2 2, o +BIZT P, <1
cB L
with the proportional constant independent of €.

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 v¢, which introduces a Fourier multiplier
°(k) — 1 as € — 0. We replace 1 with v¢(k), and by applying |[05(k) — 1| < €*|k|® we derive the
result using the same approach. O

We collect ZZ= and the corresponding limit Z7 in the following table.

SPArarararar:
ZT‘Z%‘Z%‘Z%‘Z%‘Z%‘Z%

TABLE 3. Convergence of stochastic objects ZIc to Z7

Proposition 3.4. For every Z7= and corresponding Z7 in Table 3 it holds that for every k > 0 and
p=1

E|Z - ZTHZTC\TVN Se,
and
E||Z§EH%TC\T\ + E sup ||Z;—||2TC,1,N S
yER3
for 27 € {Z;,,Z;’} and
E Sup 1Z E”CTC*N +E sup H yy1||CTC . S

Y,Y1€

for 275, € {z;@z;@zyzyzyzyzﬁ’
the proportzonal constants are independent of €. Moreover we have

Z\Y’} and 27, € (2Y  z¥ z¥

YY1 LYy yyl} where

E sup

(IIZX — Z¥)cpc-1-2 + 12} = 2Vl cpe1-2n )P <1
yER3 ~

|yl
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 Z7, Z7< and Z7

. Y,e? Y,y1?
we can use the estimate

ek — emhu2) <y — g KD, (3.21)
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for 0 < A < 1, and apply Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion to conclude the result for y € T2. Since
Z7, 2,5, and Z] = 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 sup,c(_ s by the same argument, which can be easily extended to

y € R3, thereby implying the last result. O

We set
Zye= (ZT Zre JZT ),

Y,€7 7Y,y

for Z7 e{ 2V ZYY and Z7o e (255, 20 2 ZY 2k z% Z% ZY&} and 27, € {ZY

Y,87 7Y€ TY,E0 Y€ Y, TY,E0 TY,E0 Y,y1? yy1’

Zgyl, v m} We also use Z, = (27,27, Z, ) for the tree 7., which appears in Propos1t10ns 3.3,34

and ||Z.|| to denote the smallest number blgger than 1 and CrCl™l-norm of Z7< and Z7< from Table

2 and Table 3. Additionally, [|Z¢|| is also greater than sup, || Z]||c,c-1-» and sup, || 27 sHCTC ~ and

supy)yl ||Zy,y1 HCTC K.
In the following we fix k£ > 0 small enough.

3.2. Paracontrolled calculus for equations. In this section we apply paracontrolled calculus for
the dynamical ®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 § approaches 0:

Ldbs = —(|‘I>5|2(I)5 — (2&5 — 6b5)‘1>5) — (201 +2C5 +m — 1)@5 =+ 55, (3.22)

where as is given in Section 3.1, bs = E(f7Oo P.,SZ(yds o Zg’) is a constant, and s is the mollification
of £ with a bump function. Since both as and bs diverge to infinity as § — 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:

b=7-2" 1o (3.23)

with ¢ solving the following equation
2o=22Y _0zVo Vo2V opzo— 2V s opzV 1)
+ 2% _oref—zV 4 07Z1-27 1 o) (3.24)
- (24 +2Cz+m—1+6b)(Z—Z\V+cp),

where
AR N A CONRGY R S ANy

with Z7 being random objects introduced in Section 3.1. From (3.10) Zv and Z$ evolve renormal-
ization from bs and

b(t) = lim (bs — bs(t) = Y e (Rathel il lhal®)ty g, ) < ¢or
6—0
k1,k2
for any x > 0. Note that the Wick renormalization part 2as®s from the approximation (3.22) has
been incoporated into Z\V and Z$, 2V in equation (3.24), whereas 6bs®s appears in the definition

of Zy, z¥ i (3.10), as well as in the definition of ZY o ¢ and Z¥ 0% below. Additionally, in (3.22)
and the construction of the ®3 field in (2.17) we use the renormalization constant bs, while in the

definition of Zy, Zkg we use renormlization involving by to ensure that ZKK, Z$ stay in CpC~2—"
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 Zvcp and ZV@ 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 AR w and EARS © to be well-defined, cf. Lemma A.5. Collecting
the terms which makes ¢ too irregular leads to the following paraproduct ansatz

o=20z7 —py <z 42— <2V 4 ot (3.25)
Then ¢ becomes more regular than ¢ since
P =pr2slp-2") <2+ slp-2") <2
o ACEEAND EAGRV AR AN BE

where [Z, f <]g denotes the commutator between .# and f < given by

def

(I, f=<lg=I(f<9)—f=<I(9).

Here the second and the third terms on the right hand side cancel the irregular terms in ¢ whereas
the last two terms have better regularity by Lemma A.8. Using (3.25) and the commutator Lemma
A.7 we define 2V o P, po 2ZV as follows

o2V (27 — ) <202V +[(2Y ~p) <202V +pto 2,

pozVizY —p) <zVezV 12V - v < EV] 02V 4tz 20
with
(27 -y <2NozV ozt - o 2¥ 2V 1 (27 - p)2Y,
(¥ -5)<2V)o 2" o -5,2Y,2%) + 27 -2,
2V -z <z2Nozv oY —5, 2V 2V 1 2V 52 (3:21)
(2 - <2oz oV - 02 2+ 2V - p)2¥,

where C' is the commutator from Lemma A.7. Note that the stochastic terms ZM', 2¥ defined in
(3.10) require the renormalization bs.

Let us now formulate the definition of paracontrolled solution to (3.24). We also note that | —
Z\V + ¢?Z and 2Re[(—Z\V + cp)?]Z\V 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 x > 0

R R 143k
D ={(e¢") € (CrCTH% sup lle@lg-yoe+ 500 75 Iolgran
te|o,

te[0,T] ]

+ sup £ b (t)]|orran < 00.}
te[0,T]
Definition 3.5. We say that a pair (p, %) € D is a paracontrolled solution to equation (3.24) provided

©f given by (3.25) and ¢ satisfies (3.24) in the analytic weak sense with ZY o ¢ and Go Z" given by
(3.26).

Based on this definition we also call @ is a solution to the dynamical ®3 model if ® satisfies (3.23)
with ¢ 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 ®(0) € C~27* there exists a global in time unique solutions (p, ") € D
P-a.s. to equation (3.24).
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We take solution ¢ from Theorem 3.6 and define
b=7- Z\V + o,

which gives a unique solution to the dynamical ®3 model (3.3). According to [HM18], these solutions
also constitute a Markov process within the space C 27", By leveraging the uniform estimates pro-
vided in [MW17] or [GH21], one can utilize the dynamical ®3 model (3.3) to offer a novel construction
of the ®4 field v. 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 ®3 model (3.3) given by v

from (2.17).

3.2.2. Paracontrolled calculus for equation (3.1). In equation (3.1) :|¥¢|?: denotes the Wick renor-
malization, which is understood as follows: More precisely, we decompose V¢ = Z + uf, where u®
satisfies the equation:

L0 = —(v° % (Z2Y 4 2Re(u*Z) + [u°[}))(Z + u) + (a° — 66" —m + 1)(Z + ). (3.28)

In this equation we interpret : |[¥¢|2: as ZV + 2Re(uZ) + |u|?, where the Wick renormalization
counterpart is encapsulated in 2ZV. For fixed €, 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 ®35 model (c.f. [DD03, MW17a]). We first state the following result by using Bourgain’s
argument [Bou94].

Theorem 3.8. For fized e > 0 and any ¥¢(0) € C~ 27" there exist a unique solution to equation
(3.1) in C([0,T);C~2%) P-a.s. Moreover, v° 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 Z;{’ for
v¢ % 2V Z corresponds to the Wick renormalization (v°G) x Z, while in equation (3.3) we transform
this Wick renormalization to mass renormalization a®W¥*¢, as explained in Remark 3.1. To this end,
we rewrite equation (3.1) as

LU = —(v5x | T2 )T + (0°G) * U + RUE — 6b°WE — (m — 1)T° + £, (3.29)
with the operator Rf < a°f — (v°G) * f. Compared with (3.6) we have an additional term R,
which depends linearly on the solution. For fixed ¢, the operator R f has the same regularity as f, but

this regularity is dependent on . The following lemma regarding R f demonstrates that this operator
uniformly reduces regularity by one in €.

Lemma 3.9. Let f € By, a € R,p € [1,00]. Then forn € (0,1)
IRl 0 S 1 s

Here the implicit constant is independent of €.

We put the proof of this lemma in Subsection 3.4.

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

V=2-20 1+ 7(RZ)+ . (3.30)
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Since Z € CTC_%, by Lemma 3.9 we have RZ € CTC_%_"‘ P-as. and #(RZ) — 0 in CTC%_"‘
P-a.s.. We can then easily check that 1) satisfies the following equation:
2p=2"_ srnzY — 2Vp 2(v° * Re[(Y + 1) : Z]) Z:
— 6b5(Y + 1) — (b5 + 205 + b5)Z (3.31)
— (v #Y +9PP)Z = (07 % |[Y +0?) (Y + ) — 2(v° =« Re[(Y + ) Z]) (Y + 1))
+RY + Ry + (665 — 66° —m + 1),
where 6b° = b5 + 2b5 + 2b5 + b§ and b° given in (2.18)

v 20 4 s(R2). (3.32)

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

def

2(v° xRe[f : Z]) Z := 2(v° x Re[fZ]) Z — (v°G) * f. (3.33)
Regarding the renormalization counterterms (v°G) x ¥ and 6b°¥ in equation (3.29) we have
e (v°G) x Z is incoporated into ZW, while (v°G) * (Y + ) from (3.29) is incoporated into
2(1}E x Re[(Y +¢) :7])Z: , respectively;
e By (3.13) (b5 4b5)Z is incoporated into Z\% and (b5 + 2b5 +b5) Z serves as the renomalization
counterterm for 2(v° * Re[Y : Z]) Z: ;

e The term 6b°(Y +1)) serves as the renormalization counterterm for sz/J and 2(v° * Re[y) : Z]) Z: .
Using Lemma 3.9 we know that .#(RZ) € Cz~* P-a.s. uniform in e. Hence, we note that the
convergence of ¥ (RZ) o 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 Kk >0 and p > 1

E|| (vs * J(RZ)) o ZH%TC,ZN + E| (vs * f(ﬁ)) o/ — Ci”Z‘TC*% < P (3.34)
and
E|(v**xZ)o S (RZ) — c‘ngTc,% +E|(v*xZ)o '](RZ)HZTC—% < ePr, (3.35)
EHRe[?o I (RZ)] - cngTc,M < ePr, (3.36)
where

& ZE[( x F(RZ)) 0 Z) =E[(v" xZ) 0 #(RZ)], & ZERe[Zo#(RZ)]  (3.37)
depending on t. Moreover,
lei(t) = Chl S (7" + 1), |ea(t) — Cof S (877 4+ 1)e™
Here Cy and Cs are defined in (3.4) and (3.5), respectively, and the proportional constants are inde-
pendent of .

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 Ca, 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 (v°  |Y + |?)Z, (v° * Re[(Y + ¢)Z])(Y + ¢), and #(RZ) o ZV,
v¢ x Re[F(RZ)o : 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 e estimates for ZVz/J, 2(v° * Re[(Y + ) : Z]) Z: requires
paracontrolled calculus. The latter term 2v° x Re[(Y + ) : Z]Z: involving the convolution with v¢.
We use paraproduct decomposition and the random fields introduced in (3.15) to write it as follows:

20° x Re[(Y +v) : Z]|Z

- / o )y (¥ + )2 dy + / ) T D dy

— [ty 9 < B+ [n T < 2 (3.8)

+ /vs(y)ry(Y + ) = 2, dy + /vs(y)Tym 2,/ dy.

Here for fixed ¢ > 0, Y9 € (o} 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 Zs. To prove convergence to the
corresponding terms in the dynamical ®3 model, we need to introduce renormalization counterterms
for the terms involving the paraproduct o. For the purely stochastic term, we have

/va(y)TyY o Z;fdy + /vg(y)Ty? o Z;,dy
=- /vg(y)TyZY( o Z;’dy - /va(y)ry§w o Z;fdy
+ /vg(y)Tyf(RZ) 0 2)/dy + /Ug(y)Tyf(RZ) AL
Proposition 3.12. It holds that for kK > 0,p > 1

1
(EH/UE( TZWOZ dy — (b5 +05)Z — Z¥’ )p <et,
Cpc3

and

1
P

(| / ua(y)nz 0 2Vdy — b7 - Zﬂ

with the proportional constant independent of €.

LA
et

)

Cchff'”)

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 .#(RZ) € C2~* P-as.. Hence, we note that .#(RZ) o 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 kK >0 and p > 1

E|7(RZ)o2) —cEz|P | <,
crC 27"
and
EH/ Y)Ty S RZ)OZde—c2 oy Ss%p,
-
EH/ RZ)OZde—c‘iZ—CQZ‘ <
CrC-T "

Here ¢5, 5 are defined in (3.37) and the proportional constant is independent of €. Moreover, it holds
that

<1
CrC—2x

)

Esup HTy (RZ)

+Bsup |rr(RZ) o Z}

CrC—2x
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P
< 1.

E HﬂRZ 7
sup (RZ) o, RS

+Bsup |7 (R2)0 Tyz‘

CrC—2%

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

—(Y+Y) =< zY _ / YT, (Y + 1) < Zvdy /vs(y)ry(Y +) < Z;’dy,
which leads to the following paracontrolled ansatz:

b=—(+Y)< 2 = / )1y (Y + ) < Z;fdy—/va(y)ry(Y+w)<Z;fdy+w. (3.39)

Similar to the discussion after (3.25), 1 exhibits better regularity compared to . Specifically, we
have ¥* € B, "%, As with the dynamical ®3 model, the paracontrolled ansatz (3.39) can be used to

decompse the terms AR Y, [v(y)Tytp o Z dy, [v°(y Tde o Z dy and give uniform in £ bounds
after renormalization.

For 2¥ o 1) we have the following result.

Lemma 3.14. It holds that for any p > 1 and € (0, 3)

1270+ (55 + B5)(Y + Dlgze SINY + Gllsae €21 Zel| + 1Ze 1) + [0* | grran]|Ze]-

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

2 o+ (B +55)(Y + ) = ZJ yytozY, (3.40)

=1

with
1y +9) < 2702 (v + o),
/zf(y)[ry(mw) <202 ay — (v + ),

def

Jo =
52 [T < 2))0 2V,
Using the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 we have that
9% 0 2¥llg-n S ¥ lgpsan|ZY flgm1mv.
Furthermore J; can be decomposed as follows by using the classical commutator from Lemma A.7:
=C(y+Y, ZY, ZV) +(Y + 1/;)23&',

where b5 (Y 4 ) is incoporated into ZYJ'(Y + ) from (3.11). Using Lemma A.7 and Proposition 3.3,
we obtain

[1llgsw S 1Y + vllmarl|Ze ).



24 PHAN THANH NAM, RONGCHAN ZHU, AND XIANGCHAN ZHU

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

Jp = / 0% (y)C (1) (Y + ), Z;f 2V)dy + / v (y)y (Y + w>z? dy
+ [ @n + vy - B+ o) (3.41)

3
= E Jai,
=1

with

o
@
Y

o / FQCHY +v), 2, 2 )dy + (v + )2

[N
Y

Tz % / F ) [ (Y + ) — (¥ + )] 25 dy
Toy & / W) (Y + 1) — (¥ + $)]B(w)dy.

for b5(y) = b5(t,y) defined in (3.17), where we used (3.19) and (3.20).
For Ja3 we have by Lemma A.9 and (3.2)

T3l g5~ SE_%IIZEII/lva(y)llyl”lly+¢||sg~dy5€%|IZEII|IY+¢||B,2)~, (3.42)

where we used [0 (k + k)| < e % |ky + k2| =% to deduce [b5(y)| < e %. For Joy we have by Lemma
A.9 and Proposition 3.4 and (3.2)

| eallp- < / o ()l (¥ + ) = (¥ + )2 [ 25 o dy

(3.43)
S [ I @IY + vlmgdysup |25 lo-e S 1Y + bl 2]
y
For Jo; we use Lemma A.7 and Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 3.4 and (A.1) to have
1J2nllp= S Y+ ¢llsael|Z ). (3.44)

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

Js = / FQ)CnT D), 2 2 )dy + T+ D)2

+ / o W) (T 0) - YT 91254y,

The desired bounds for ||J3||B;n follow the same line as that for Jo; and Jss. Hence, the result
follows. O

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

Rif € gk){fsex)er,
k

with
ef 7 - -
g(k) 3" bu(ky, k) (0% (k + k1 )? — 0% (k)?), (3.45)
ki1,k2

for by defined in (3.12).
We have the following result for R.
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Lemma 3.15. It holds that for p > 1, € (0,3)
[RifllBy < EK||f||B?;,~7

with the proportional constant independent of €.

We put the proof of this lemma in Section 3.4. Moreover, we have the following result for
Jve(y TywoZ dy—i—(ba—i—ba)(Y—i—@/J and [ v¥(y)T, ¢ 0 Zvdy—i—bE(Y—i—@/J)

Lemma 3.16. It holds that for any p > 1
| o wmwo 2+ G+ + o+ | [vomboza+ i+ v,

SIY + ¥llsge (%1 Ze || + 1Ze]*) + ||¢u||B;,+2" IIZEIL

—K

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

/ “(y)ryth o 2 dy + (55 + 05)(Y + ) = ZJ +/ (y)myt o Z)dy (3.46)
with
7 d_ef/vs(y)[fy(y+¢) <1270 ZYdy — B(Y + ),

def

Ty / o )0 () [y (T T D) < 7y 2] 0 2V dydys,

Ja ™ [ @ )l (Y +9) < 72, 25 dydys — BV + ).

We use the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 and Proposition 3.4 and (A.1) to have

| [ wmes oz a5 10yl

Furthermore, we use Zw Z@ Z@ introduced in (3.18) and z¥ 2% 2% introduced in (3.16)

¥,e “y,y10 Cy,u
to decompose Ji,J2, J3 as in (3 41) We only give details for Js3 and others follow the same line:

Similar as in (3.41) we have

3
J3 = Z J3is
=1

with
G0 (12)C Ty (V + ), 1y 2 EV)dydys + (¥ + )2,

OE )0 (1) 7y 40 (Y +0) — (¥ + )] 23, dydyn,

J33 :f/vg(y)va(yl)[Teryl (Y +9) = (Y +)]bs(y, y1)dydys,

where b3 (y,y1) = bs(t,y,y1) defined in (3.17) and we used (3.19) and (3.20).
For J3; we use Lemma A.7 and Proposition 3.3 and Proposition 3.4 as in (3.44) and (A.1) to have

151l g+ SNV + ¢llmax |1 Ze]|*.

K

We note that Js3 cannot be bounded as in (3.42), since we cannot bound |b3(y, y1)| by €~ %. Instead
we use Fourier basis to have

Jzz =Ri(Y + ).
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By using Lemma 3.15 we have
[ JssllBy < €®llY + B3~

Similar as in (3.43) we have for J33 and p > 1

[zl S [ 1050 @l (¥ ) = + ) |23, oo

/|U NUYI™ + [y Y + ¥ llge-dydys sup [B=5 y1||c . (3.47)
s@~||y+w||Bg~||za||,
where in the second step we used Lemma A.9 and (3.2).

Similarly we can also use Zyj Z%& and Z%& introduced in (3.18) and z¥ z¥  2¥  fom

ve) Py Py
(3.16) to decompose [ v¢(y)T,y o (Z;’)dy +b5(Y +¢) and derive the same bounds. Thus the result
follows. O

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 [Z718].

Theorem 3.17. Suppose that U<(0) — ®(0) in C~ 27" for k > 0 and v satisfies (Hv). It holds that
the unique solutions U and ® to equations (3.1) and (3.3) satisfy for any T >0

£ P
% _(I)HCTC’%*” - 0, e—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 ||Z.|| from Section 3.1 to be
greater than the ||Z.|| from Section 3.1 and also larger than

||ZV 2ZY||cpo-1-2n ‘f‘||ZV ZY||lcpo-1-2n

yE]R'g |y|’{

and ||Zy|| 1, as well as
CF Lo

sup Hryf(RZ) o Z‘
y

sup HTyﬂ(RZ) o Z’
y

CrCc-2r’ Ccrc-2n’

sup HJ(RZ) o7-y7‘
y

supHﬂ(RZ)OTyZ‘
y

CrC-2x’ CrC—2~

from Proposition 3.13. Furthermore, we also use ||Z — Z.|| to denote the smallest number bigger than
| 275 = Z7||¢pcivi— from Proposition 3.3 and || Z7* — Z7||¢,.ci+1-~ from Proposition 3.4 and CpCI7I="%-
norm of all the random fields Z7 — Z7 from Propositions 3.10 and 3.12, and the first three terms in

Proposition 3.13, and ||Z;{( - Z\VHC%L . Here, we also view the random fields from Propositions 3.10
T

and 3.12 and the first three terms in Proposition 3.13 as Z7c — Z7.
Using Propositions 3.3 and 3.4 3.13 and Lemma 3.2 we also have for every p > 1

sup E||Z.|[” + E[|Z]” < 1, (3.48)
g
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with the proportional constant independent of . Using Proposition 3.3, Propositions 3.10 and 3.4
and 3.13, we obtain

E|Z. ~ZIIP S €%, (3.49)
where the proportional constant is independent of «.

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

def
Ml g ne 100 g e + 120+ 122+ 1,

def

Moo =19l + llpllze + 2] + 12| + 1.

(3.50)

We first consider the terms ZV(Y + 1) and 2(v° « Re[(Y + ¢) : Z])Z : from the first two lines of
(3.31).

Lemma 3.18. It holds that fort > 0
12(0° % Re[(Y + ) : Z)) Z : +(b5 + b5 + b5)(Z + Y + )
+2¥ 2oy 2Y 2V (0420026 e
SNZe = ZIMIZI| + 19 = oll g g-van |17 + €™M Ze | *(1 4+ ¢77)
+[9F = Pl |2l + (12 = Z|) + ) |9F | s,

(3.51)

and
Y 7e | € ¥ _ A
1ZT(Y +¢)+ (] +5)(Z4+Y +¢)+ Z pZ C1Z||g-1-2~
SNZe — ZIMIZI + 19 = @ll gy e IZ17 + M| Ze |7 (1 +77)
+19* = PFllcrrex 2] + (12 — ZI| + %) |[9F | crvon,
where
2V 2V (<4 m)p+2Y0 25 €2V (< + ~)p+ 2V

with Z¥ o ¢ and Z¥ 0@ 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
H/ (Y + )2y dy+ (G2 +Y +9) +2Y - 2V o7| (3.52)

controlled by the RHS of (3.51), and the other part follows the same line. We first have

/ @)Y + )<+ )2 dy
= [FOERE 40 - e+ P+ ¥ <+ ) [ )2

By using the paraproduct estimates in Lemma A.5 and Lemma A.9 and (3.2) we obtain

| [ winy +0) - 0+ o< + -1z

C—-1-k

S [ @lIn Y +6) = (7 + D)lle-12) lo1--dy
SeRNY + Yl |z,
which by Propositions 3.3, 3.4 and Lemma 3.9 implies that
H/ D (Y + )< + )2V dy — 2V(< + =) (-2 + <p)H
SlZe = ZIM + (|9 = ol c2< |Z]] + e"M| Ze ||

c-12n (3.53)
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Here we also used (3.2) and

12y — 2¥llg-1-2x < lyl"IIZel. (3.54)

We then consider [ v¢(y)7,v o Zvdy + (b5 4 05)(Y + ¢) 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 J; = Z§:1 J3; and we know that the C~"-norms of .J33, J33 are bounded
by the RHS of (3.51). For J3; we write it as follows

/ )0 () C (g (¥ + ) — (¥ + ), 7, 2 L 2))dydyn
+/v5(y)v( DO+, 20 2V — 2V)dydy, (3.55)

O+, / o () () 20 dydyn, 2V) + (Y + )2

Using Proposition 3.4 for sup, ||TyZ;i||clfm,supy ||Z;,||Cflf»i, along with (3.54), Lemma A.9 for
Tyt (Y +9) — (Y + ), Lemma A.7, and (3.2), we conclude that the C"-norms of the first two terms
on the RHS of (3.55) are bounded by the RHS of (3.51). Furthermore, the C~"-norm of the difference

between the last term in (3.55) and C(—Z\V + o, ZV, zZV)+ (—Z\V + cp)ZM' in the definition of Z¥o¢
from (3.26) can also be bounded by the RHS of (3.51). Moreover, J; and J; can be bounded in a
similar manner using Proposition 3.4, Lemma A.9, Lemma A.5, and Lemma A.7. Hence, we obtain

| [ wmu o 2yay+ G+ )0 +0) - 2o
can be bounded by the RHS of (3.51).
It remains to consider [ v®(y)7,Y o Z;’dy — C2Z. We use Propositions 3.10 and 3.13 to obtain

H/ )77 (RZ) 0 2V dy — OQZH SN Ze = Z)) + | Ze | (1L 4+ 7). (3.56)

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

We then consider the last line of equation (3.31).
L (6b° — 6b° +m — 1)U — (6b+ m — 1)®: By definition we know that

b _bE Z e —(Jk1+k2 |2 +|k1 | +k2 |2 +3)t, % (kl +k2)2b(k51,]€2).
k1,k2

Thus [b5 — b5 — b| < e®t~*. For other b5 and b5 we have similar bounds. Hence we obtain

1(6b° — 65° +m — 1)¥ — (6b+m — 1)&| 3.
S+ D2+ Iy ) + 16 = gy + 122 — Z1). (337)
II. RY and Rv: By Lemma 3.9 we know that
IRY N yae S el IR yan S Il o (3.5%)

Next, we analyze the contribution from the third line of equation (3.31) in the following lemmas.
We begin by examining the difference between (v° x|Y +1|?) Z from the RHS of equation (3.31) and

| — Z\V + ¢|2Z from equation (3.24).
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Lemma 3.19. It holds that fort > 0

1= YP)Z(O)ll -y« S (1Ze]? + 1) + 1), (3.59)

lg-g-x <
and

Hvs «|Y + 22 — (|- Z\V + o7+ 01(—Z\V + <p))||c,%,ﬁ (3.60)
SMMo (1 Ze = ZI| + " (IZI| + 1Z1)) (1 + ™) + (I¥ — @ll gy 426 Moo + 19 — ]| L= M) | Z]),
C
where the proportional constants are independent of € and
|—Z\V+¢|2Z déf|zw|22—¢z\”—¢z\”+ o2, (3.61)
with
272oz% 2V ozVozr 0V 2V 24 2V 2¥ 102V 2V 7)1 2V ¥

¥V vz 2¥ ¥V oz 2Y
Here C' is the commutator given by Lemma A.7 and all the Z7 are introduced in (3.10).

Proof. First note that by Lemma 3.9
17 (RZ) g3 ae S "2 (3.62)
We have the following decomposition
(v * Y +9|*)Z = 0" * |Y[PZ + 0" % [|*Z + 20° * Re[y Y] Z. (3.63)
We compare the RHS of (3.63) with the RHS of (3.61).
I. For the first term we decompose
VR |YPZ = # [Y]2) (= + =)Z + (v° % |[Y]?) o Z. (3.64)
By Lemmas A.5, A.9 and Proposition 3.3 and (3.62), we know that for the first term
l *[YP)(= + )2 — |27V (< + )2l g-3-x
can be controlled by the RHS of (3.60).
For the second term on the RHS of (3.64) we have the decomposition
W |Y[P) o Z = *(Y <Y)oZ+ 0+ Y =Y)oZ+ (@ *(YoY))oZ. (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)

15+ (Yo7 oz — (27 020z

0%74“
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

v (Y <Y)oZ = /vs(y)(TyY < 7,Y)o Zdy
(3.66)
:/vs(y)C(TyY, Y, Z)dy + /Us(y)TyY(Ty?O Z)dy.

For the first term we use Lemmas A.7 and A.9 and (3.2) and (3.62) to have

H /Ua(y)C(TyY, 7, 2y —czV, 2V, Z)‘

Cr
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controlled by the RHS of (3.60). For the second term we write it as
[y @Yo 2ty = [W)nY - V)@Y o 2)dy+ Y0 +T 0 2),
Here we used (3.19) to have
v xYolZ = —Z\%—I—vE * S(RZ)o Z
:/vg(y)( - Z;g + 1y I (RZ) o Z)dy = /vg(y)TyY o Zdy,
as the both sides are well-defined for fixed . 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

(3.67)

Y sToz)+2 0 -2V 2% an

SVl Z¥ 405+ T 0 Z = Cullgae + 1V + 2V |y (12 ¥ 02 + ).

1_ l,(
27" cz— "

In fact, we write
||Z\¥ +v°xY 0oZ —Ci|c-2~ < ||Z\y — ZYHCm +||v° % F(RZ) o Z — Ci||c—2~

and apply Proposition 3.3 and (3.34).

Thus using (3.62) v« [V[22 (127 22— 2V)|
follows similarly.

is bounded by the RHS of (3.60). (3.59)

—K

II. Concerning the second term on the RHS of (3.63), using Lemmas A.5 and A.9 we have
lo* * 16122 — o221l 4

N [W = @l gz enlolliee + llollze) + 1 = el (1Pl g1 vn + 0l 1 40) (3.68)
S P ) | [

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

20° x Re[y)Y]Z = /vs(y)rdeTy?Zdy—k /vs(y)TyETyYZdy. (3.69)

We only concentrate on the first one and the second one is similar. For the first one we have

/ oF (y)rym, ¥ Zdy = / V() (s — ) (F(RZ) — F 1) Zdy + b(* + FIRZ)Z — 2.0),(3.70)

with

\{(

Z%d:d(vg*§ )(<+>)Z+Z§§,

€

for Zy defined in (3.13). The C~2~* norm of the first term on the RHS of (3.70) is bounded by
7

[ 10 = gy 500 17 (S (RD) 2 2 gy S [9] gan2
Yy

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 (F(RZ) — 2

! )2l -y



<I>‘31 THEORY FROM MANY-BODY QUANTUM GIBBS STATES 31

_ Y _
Soup I (F(RZ) — Z V(< + 2] 150 +5up 1 # (RZ) o Zllcmse + 515 12, v
Yy Yy Yy

Y _
SUZI 1ge +1Z gy IZ] 150 +5up 7y # (RZ) 0 Zllcmar +sup |12, o S 2],
Yy Yy

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

between the second term on the RHS of (3.70) and ¢(Cy — Z\K) can be controlled by the RHS of
(3.60). Hence, we deduce the result.

O
Lemma 3.20. It holds that

[ (v° = Y)Y 1Ze|1® + 1, (3.71)

1 <
CTcé—m ~

and
£ Y 2 Y | Z\V 2 _Z\V
(0" [Y +9) (Y + ) — | + ¢l*( + o)l
SMEZ (112 = ZI| + ™M + || = | =),
where the proportional constants are independent of €.
Proof. Since ¥ — —Z\V in CrC2—2~, using the paraproduct estimates Lemmas A.5 and A.9, the
bounds follow. O
Lemma 3.21. It holds that for t > 0

[0° * Re[Y Z]Y (#)]| -3 S (|Ze|PP + 1)1 +¢77), (3.72)

c3
and
2(0° * Re[(Y + $)Z]) (Y +¢) — 2Re[(~Z 1 + 9)Z)(~2" + )
(G +20)(-Z2 +9)] g (3.73)
SMMoo (|1 Z = ZI| + 2 Z]) (1 +¢7%) + (¢ = @ll gy 42 Moo + [ = ]| L=M) | Z],

where the proportional constants are independent of € and

Re[(-27 +0)Z)(-2Y + o)

(3.74)
“ore(z V212V — 2Re(2F)p + 2Re[0Z)p — (02 ¥ 1+ 52 ),
with
Re[2 7712V @ orelzY <7<+ )27 +2Re(2Y 72V 4 (2¥ 4 2¥%) 27
vozV 72V 1 2Y2% L 02V 2 2V 4 2V ¥
and
gV mz42¥ ¥ YV <z 2Y
Proof. We have the following decomposition
(v6 *Re[(Y—H/J)Z])(Y—H/J) (3.75)

=v" * Re[Y Z]Y + v° x Re[Y Z]tb + v° * Re[¢ Z]¢) + v° x Re[y Z]Y.
I. We start with the first term on the RHS of (3.75) and by the paraproduct decomposition:
(v° *Re[YZ])Y = (v° * Re[Y < Z])Y + (v° xRe[Y = Z])Y + (v° * Re[Y o Z])Y. (3.76)
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We have for the last term
(v *Re[Y 0 Z))Y + (o2 ¥ — %(z\y + 2% 2%

<II(v° * Re[.# (RZ) 0 Z)Y + CoZ " || gose + || (0 + Re[—sz’])y - %(2\5 +2%zY)c

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 (v * Re[Y = Z])Y we use Lemma A.5, Proposition 3.3 and (3.62) to have that

1o * Re[Y > Z)Y —Re[ZY = Z)2 Y [lc s
is bounded by the RHS of (3.73). For the first term on the RHS of (3.76) we decompose it as
(v° % Re[Y < Z))Y = (v° * Re[]Y < Z])(< + =)Y + (v° * Re[Y < Z]) o Y.
By the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5, Lemma A.9 and (3.62) we have for the first term,

| ¥ RelY < Z))(< + =)Y —Re[Z <Z)(<+=)Z | 4.
is bounded by the RHS of (3.73). For the resonant term we have

(v *x[Y < Z])oY = /vs(y)(TyY < T1yZ)oYdy
- [FwewYnZ )+ [F@)EY - VnZ oY)y - vZ¥ 4 YA (RZ) o0 7,

with Z§{ introduced in (3.13), where we also used (3.19) and similar calculation as (3.67) to have

S (y)ryZoYdy = —Z§{ + F(RZ)ov® x 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\V, Z, Z\V) + Z\VZ\i; — Clz\V
in C~2¢ is bounded by the RHS of (3.73). For (v* * [Y < Z]) oY the required bounds follow exactly

the same way. Thus we obtain that ||v® *Re[Y?]Y—Re[Z\VZZ\V—i— iy —i—Cg)Z\VHC,%,K 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

o * Re[Y Z}w + Re(Z V) — Coeoll

Sl * Re[ S (RZ)Z] — Copll -y + || — 07 Re[Zy]df + Re(Z\K)chf%w
with
Z}é défzyg + >)7+Z§f’,

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 v x Re[t)Z]) on the RHS of (3.75)

v® * Re[y Z]y = v° x Re[t) < Z]ih + v° * Re[y) = Z]y.
Then by Lemmas A.5 and A.9 we have
o7 + Re[Z]4 — Rel¢Z)¢l, 3.
can be bounded by the RHS of (3.73).
IV. We have that for the fourth term on the RHS of (3.75)

20° x Re[y Z]Y = /vs(y)TdeTyZYdy + /vs(y)ryﬂTyZYdy. (3.77)
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Using similar argument as III. in the proof of Lemma 3.19 we obtain ||v® * Re[¢Z]Y + 1 (wZ\K

cpZ\K) - §Clgo||c,%,N is bounded by the RHS of (3.73).
O

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 (x,6) in the proofs, and refer to Appendix A for its
definition. We write ; = §(277-) for j > 0. Let A; be the Littlewood-Paley blocks. Let 6 € C2°(R?)
with support in an annulus such that 0 = 6. Define K; = F'4;, Kj = }'_19~j with 0~j = é(2‘j~).
We recall the following result from [Z715].

Lemma 3.22. ([ZZ15, Lemma 3.10]) Let 0 < I,m < d,l +m —d > 0. Then we have for k # 0

kleZd\{O}kakl\)%' l|| — 1| | |

Proof of Lemma 3.9. We use (2.28) to have for j > 0
) = 0;(k1)F*C (k1)(f, ex, Jer, = 29 k1)0; (k1) FYC (k1) (f, exy e,
k1
=FH0;F°) « A,

where

FC () & 3Z|k|2+1( k) — Ja(kl—k)).
We then obtain
18;RANe SUF O F ) | prges) | A5 f | -
It remains to bound || F~1(8; F*%)|| 11 (rs), which equals to

IFHOF S @ )| gy S [+ [l FHOFE @) o)

SIFHE = 2)OF 2| ooy = 1= AYOFC(2))]] 22
We have
@k =5 Z |k|2+1( (k) = 0% (P = ) = Vi (k) - 2k ). (3.78)

where we used the fact that Vo¢ (k) is odd in k. Regall that 0 is support on an annulus. Subsequently,
we employ (Hv) to have for k1 on the support of 6

vE(k) — 05 (27ky — k) — V£ 1 1)) ve(k — su2’ky)|duds
k 27k — k) — VoE(k) - 27k | (27 |k v2 29k |dud

‘ 1
<e2|27k 2/ / . dud
SRR T ek — w4




34 PHAN THANH NAM, RONGCHAN ZHU, AND XIANGCHAN ZHU

which by Lemma 3.22 implies that for n € (0,1) and for k; on the support of 0

1 .
FY9(27ky) <223k2// dud 123 fy 1
27k )| 57127 0 & 1+|k|21+€2|su21k1 gz duds €727k
1 1
27 ey |2 : dud
SR / / K2+ 1 Jsu2iky — k210"
k;ﬁO\suQﬂkl k=1 (3 79)
1
2 2
+e |23k1| / / |k|2+1duds+g’7|2ﬂk1|n

k;ﬁO\suQﬂkl k<%
1,1 ()
<27k |2 -~ dud NI feq |1 < gn(I+mi | |1+7,
<e”| 1|/o/o E 23k1|1nu‘9+8| 1|"Se | |

In the first line, the last term arises from the calculation for k& = 0. Additionally, we utilized the fact
that when |k| > 1, |su2/k; — k| < 3, |su27k| ~ |k| in the third step. Moreover, we have

. 27 1 ~ . ~
VFYS(27)(ky) = Vi (k — 27ky) — Voo (k).
Thus using (3.80) and similar as (3.79) we obtain on the support of 6

1 1
FUY (27 (ky)| <2%¢e? / 4 d
IVE™( 1) $27e ) |k|2 T 16220k s — k]2

k£0,29kq s—k|>
1 (3.81)
2j
+2%¢? / Z |k|2+1d8+62j
k0,29 ky s—k| <
<gno(1+m)j
Furthermore, we have
V2EUC (27 = 0% (27K — k
(27) (k1 (27)? Z |k|2 1= k).
We then apply Lemma 3.22 and (Hv) and similar as (3.79) to have on the support of §
. . 1 . .
2 G 2j .2 (1+n) n9i(1+n)
FY5(27) (k)| S 29 27 < e"2 .
vIrtEnEls s Y G meeh—Rp Y S s

k0,120 k1 —k| >3
Combining (3.79), (3.81) and (3.82) we obtain for j > 0
H]:il(éjFUG)”Ll(RS) 5 5772j(1+77)'

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

IAL(RAIZ: SIALRAIZ2 S D 1F (k) Pxka)?|(f, )

k1

. - ) (3.83)
<5 ZXkl f76k1>| <‘€ ”A ()HLP7

which implies Lemma 3.9. g

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
ARLf = Zg k){(f.en)er = F 1 (059) = A f.
We then obtain

18R lee S IFHOi9)l L) |2 fl o
It remains to bound ||f_1(§jg)||L1(Ra) which equals to

H]: 99 (27) HLI (R3) ~ S H (1 + [l F~ (99 (27) HL2 (R3)

SIFTHE = 8)O9(27 ) paasy = [T = 20927 )] L2
Since 1 1
@Ik + ) = ] S P2 (o )

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

, ‘ X 1 | |
lg(27k)| SER22JN Z 3 j ~+ ghi2in < 5'122#”»7
20,29 ot er [ 1/2 k1|3 + 1120k + k|
Moreover, m-th (|m| < 2) derivative of v¢(27k + k;)? — v%(k1)? is bounded by
1
le(20k + k)™ +1°

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

emaIm

4. UNIFORM IN € ESTIMATES AND CONVERGENCE OF THE MEASURES 1°

In this section, we prove the convergence of the measure v° given in (2.15) to the ®% field v from
(2.17). The first aim of this section is to derive the following uniform in £ moment bounds for v*
via the uniform estimates from the dynamic (3.1). In this section we assume that v > 0 and satisfies
(Hv).

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

P

sup B W=(t)]2_, . +supEJe@)]” , <1
e Cc 2 e B, 2
As v® 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 v, > 0 in C 3 ", Furthermore, based on
Theorem 4.1 and Theorem 3.17 we can further identify the limit of »* and derive the convergence of
¢ to the @3 field v and the convergence of the related n-point functions.

Theorem 4.2. As e — 0, v° converges weakly to v in C 2% with v being the ®3 field given by the
unique invariant measure of the solutions to equation (3.3). Furthermore, any correlation function ~yg,
of V¢ converge to the n-point correlation function v, of ®3 field in S'(T").

The main idea of the proof of Theorem 4.1 is to establish uniform in € moment bounds for the
stationary solutions ¥¢ 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= — v [P — (Y + )27 — 207« Re[(Y + ) : Z)Z
— 6V (Z+Y + 1) + fo(¥) + f1(¥) + fo, (4.1)
¥(0) =¥=(0) — Z(0).
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Here
fo =" % |YH(Z+Y) — 20° * Re[Y Z]Y + RY
+(6(b° —b) —m+1)(Z+Y),
f1() L, L Re[y)Y]Z — 20° * Re(vY)Y — v® * |V >
—20° % Re[Y Z]y) — 20° x Re[¢ Z]Y + Ry
+ (6(b° — b°) —m + 1)y,

fo(¥) &' — Zo® % |92 — 20° x Re(¥Y ) — v° * [1]2Y — 20° * Re[Z]p.
We note that fy arises from the purely stochastic terms in the third and fourth lines of equation (3.31),
while f1(1)) corresponds to the linear part of these lines, and f2(1)) depends quadratically on 1. Fix
T > 0. For fixed € > 0 by Theorem 3.8 there exists a unique solution v € CrC™ 27" to (4.1) for any
¥e(0) € C2—*. In the following we will prove global and uniform in ¢ estimates for the solution 1.
We adjust ||Z.|| from Section 3.3 to represent the smallest number greater than both ||Z.|| and
|Z — Zc|| in Section 3.3. Similar as in Section 3.3 we know that for any r > 1

supE||Z|" < 1. (4.2)
13

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

Using (3.59), (3.71), (3.72) and (3.58), (3.57), we find that fo € C~2~2% and for t > 0
[fo@®ll g3 2e S (I1Ze]? + 1A +E77). (4.3)

In the following we decompose 1 into ¥, + ¥, 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'(T%) we

define
Assf = ANif, Acf=) Af.
J>J J<J
Then, in particular, for a < 8 < -, it holds
1Assfllee S 2777 flles, A< fller S 2707 fllcs, (4.4)

where the proportional constants are independent of f.
Now we decompose ) = 9; + ¥, with ¢; and vy, satisfying

LYn =G<,>r(Y +9), (4.5)

L = ="+ (P12 + f2() + fLW) + fo+ G <r(Y + ) + B + G,
with initial condition ;(0) = v(0), 5 (0) = 0 and

6. 2~ (v 24 G+ )Y +0)) = ([ i = 2y + B+ )Y + )
_ (/US(y)TyE - Z;’dy+B§(Y+w)),
and
11‘1:6_(1/»23V (b5 +b5)Z / = 2, dy + (05 +15)Z )
_ (/ve(ym? 2y +52),

and

G<>r(f) = -f= A>RZV / (Y)ry f < A>RZ dy — / ‘() [ = A>RZ;,dya
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g-<,gR(f) d:Cf —f < AgRZV — /’U‘E(y)Tyf < AgRZ;,dy — /’Ua(y)Ty7 < AgRZ;,dy

Here A~ g and A¢p 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 1(0) € C™2=%. For every t € (0,T], we have
1
[onOl 4 + 1Oz S K12 +172). (4.7)
4
Here the implicit constant is independent of € and initial value.

Note that the RHS of (4.7) is independent of the initial data ¢ (0). In the following we will prove
Theorem 4.3 under assumption that ¢(0) € L2N C~2*. Since the solution is continuous w.r.t. the
initial data in C~2~*, as established in Section 3, we can deduce that (4.7) holds for general initial
data 1bg € C~2~* 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
¥ (i.e. ;) and smoothing effect of heat operators to establish uniform in ¢ estimates for . When

performing the L2-energy estimate for 1, we encounter a useful term V¢(v;) from the nonlinearity,
which is defined for f € L?

V) [ = PPy,
We have a useful lower bound for Ve(f):
VE(f) =D RIS e 2 11FI1e (4.8)

k

where in the last step we used v*(k) > 0, and when & = 0 in the Fourier transform, we obtain || f||1..
Using condition (Hv) we can also derive

los s+ [£2132 = > = (RPIIFP end* S VE(S). (4.9)

k

Remark 4.4. For the dynamical ®4 model, one can use the strong damping term —|p|>¢ and the
mazimum principle (see [GH19, MW20]) or LP-energy estimates (see [MW17]) to obtain global esti-
mates. However, for v x ||*1), it appears that only the L?-energy estimate is effective. In [GH21],
the authors proved a global estimate using only the L?-energy estimate, without relying on Schauder
estimates for the dynamical ®3 model, through a duality argument between the paraproducts < and
o. The technique used there may also apply here (see also [SZ722]), but our proof combines Schauder
estimates and the L%-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 15,, and 9! in Sections 4.1-4.2. We then perform L?-energy estimates for 1 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 ¢. In this section we use Duhamel’s formula and the smoothing effect of heat
operator to derive a priori estimate for ¢5,. We make use of the localizers A r present in the equation
for 1, 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 . We are therefore able to obtain a bound independent of
¥ (see (4.10) below).
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We use Duhamel’s formula to write for 0 < ¢ < T

t
Yn(t) —/0 P G- >r(Y +9)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

t
_ 5 Vs
len(®)l_ g SK(1Z<]) + / (6= )l (00 18502 N30

4

v
50 A5 nZ] | + ||A>RZV||C,%)ds

33
c ite

KAZ 120 =74 otslase -0

where we used the localizer estimate (4.4) in the last step.
We choose 28()(17=25) — ||4)(s)|| .4 + 1 and obtain for ¢ € [0, T]

lon @ g SEZN)- (4.10)

4

Hence we also derive for s € [0, 7]

2R =29 < K (| Ze ) + [[ou(s)l| - (4.11)
Moreover, we further apply the smoothing effect of heat operator to derive improved regularity es-

1
timates for vy in different Besov spaces lefz’”” and By 2% in terms of 1y, which will be used for
the estimates of ¢; below. More precisely, we use Duhamel’s formula to express the solution for
0<s<tLT

t
Yu(t) =Pi—s¥n(s) + / P G2 > r(Y +4p)dr
LM (1) + 2 (1),

We also use the smoothing effect of heat operator Lemma A.3 and the paraproduct estimates Lemma
A5 toobtain for 1 <p<4

(4.12)

t
1957 @y 2 5 [ (¢ =) E (ol + 12D IZ
el [ 0= 1S s + K2 (1.13)

<K(z.(1 / (t =) 2 () o),

where we used (4.10). Furthermore we use the smoothing effect of heat operator Lemma A.3 for w,(ll)
to have for 1 <p <4

o (0) -2 S(— )T gn(s)]| o

B17

"By

KAz (1+ [ €= 07 )

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

ln (8 gy SE(IZe) (2= ) Frtr + / (t =) () odr ). (4.14)
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Similarly we have
t
[n®ll e S EAZD((€ =9+ [ =02 )lladr). (415)

4.2. Estimate of 1!. The main aim of this section is to prove a uniform in ¢ bound for ¢, 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

djﬁ :wg + djg’ (4.16)
with
s /Ua@)([f,TJ 2] + 17, Y <) )dy - 17,y <27,

f

Fy - (G (V) 4o < 2T + /vg(y) (nw< 2]+ <2, (417)

where G &of G <r + G< >r and we recall [.Z, f <]g denotes the commutator between .# and f <
given by
[ f<lg=I(f<9)—F=<I(9)

In the following we concentrate on proving the following uniform in e estimates for *.

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

¥ loporise SK(|1Z]), (4.18)
and
t t
/ WgHB;H“dT N 5/ (V2 () + [l 7 )dr + K (| Ze ) + ()17 (4.19)
t 5 t
/ ||1/Jg(7")||]§§+2xd7“ 55/ (V2 (1) + [l 7 )dr + K (1Ze ) + [lou(s)[[7 2, (4.20)

where 6 € (0,1) is a small number and the proportional constant is independent of €.

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

LY, =G + Gy — Go,

where

G =—v"x [P + fo) + fid) + fo+ Fr + G, (4.21)

G =2v <2 + /ua(y) (20 < 2) + 7,70 < 2, )ay, (4.22)
Go =2V < VE 4+ 2/u€(y) (Ve < VE! + 7,V < vz;f)dy
(4.23)
+ 1 < ZY + /vs(y)(rydj =< Z;[ + Tyt < Z;[)dy.
We use Duhamel’s formula to have for s <r <t
VA(r) = Pr_sti(s) + F5(G + G — Ga) (1),
with .Z,(f) = [, P._,fdr. We first use the smoothing effect of heat kernel Lemma A.3 to have

t t
[ IR tb@lggranedr S [ (=92 (o) adr S (o)1

SIS 212l + K(IZel) < lea(s)l12e + K (1Z]).
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where we used the definition of ¢g 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 fst ||1/1§||Bé+24~dr is bounded
by

t
5 [ 8llpgrase + Vo) + [l ) + K(Zel) + (5

Then we choose § small enough such that 6[; ||¢g||B;+z4mdr 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 B;Q“-norm bound
of 1/)3 using the definition of 1/)%. 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

t
@)y -2 SKOZ(1+ [e@ze + [ 6= 1) il o
+(t= )7 + [tll gy

Thus we use the interpolation Lemma A.2 and Young’s inequality to have

t " 3 t 4 3 4 33
J IO e S [ RO G 80
t t 33
S0 [ b llpgandr + [ 1AOIE wdr (4.21)

¢ ¢
0 [ 10 g dr 4 KO +5 [ 07 0n) + i)
where we use (4.8) in the last step. Thus the third result follows. O

Lemma 4.6. It holds that

t t
[ 100 pgraredr 6 [ (Wl + V2000 + [walp)dr + K(Ze]), (425

where 6 € (0,1) is a small number and the proportional constant is independent of €.

Proof. We start with the pure stochastic term fo + F. on the RHS of (4.21). They stay in C272%,
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
10+ B0 o

! " —%—13& P rdr
S/S / (r—m) (77" + DE(|Z|)drdr < K (]| Ze]])-

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 9o zY 4 (b5 +b5)(Y +1). Using Besov embedding Lemma A.1 and the smoothing
effect of heat operator Lemma A.3 we have

2o 2V + @+ B + o) Olpgene S [ =7y 900 2¥ 4 B+ )Y + ) e
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Using Lemma 3.14, (4.10) and take integration w.r.t. r we obtain the following terms:

K(|Z°]) // (r =) 395 (¥ gyene + 1+ [y )drdr). (4.26)

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

t t
KOZ)( [ 104 agenar + [ Tunligedr +1)

which can be estimated by the RHS of (4.25) using (4.24) and (4.18).
We then consider ¢ > zY. By the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 we have

||ﬂs(’l/) - ZV)(T)||Bé+24n S”ZE”/ (T — 7' '34 13;1”1/}”
s (4.27)

sl | <r—T>-ﬁ-13“<n¢hnB% + il )dr
S 2

Thus, by (4.10), and by changing the order of integration, we deduce that f; IBACES ZV)(T‘)||B;+24N dr
is bounded by the RHS of (4.19). Regarding the other two terms in G, for those involving the
paraproct o, we employ Lemma 3.16 and (A.1) to ensure that their BJ"***-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).

I1.1 We start with —v® x[1|%¢). We also use Besov embedding Lemma A.1 and the smoothing effect
of heat operator Lemma A.3 to have

17 (0% # [1P0) (r) | paras S 1175 (0% [ 24) ()]

+24k

mH EINSR

T s [Pl 2 | pad

<
I
2

S [ = n E e g dr S [ -

We then separate ¥ = i + 15, and use Sobolev embedding H T C L* and the interpolation Lemma
A2, (4.10), (4.8), (4.9) to have it bounded by

[ = B e Pge + llalnloe + alEe) Qi il + K QZD)r
S [ = B V0Bl + 1 + KOZD Il fl vl )ar + K(l22])

S [ =) F ) + [l + K (2]

Thus taking integral w.r.t. r we obtain fst IBACEE |1/)|21/))(r)||B;+24~dr is bounded by the RHS of
(4.19).

I1.2 We then consider f2(¢)). We also have two type of terms from fo(3)) given by v¢ x [ Z
and v® x Re[)Z]y with || Z]| |Z||. For the first type v° * [1|?>Z, we use the paraproduct
decomposition to have

Cr C———m ~ |

v P2 = (0 x Y1) < 2+ (7 [9I7) = 2. (4.28)
For the first term from the RHS of (4.28) by using Lemma A.3 and Lemma A.5 we have

176 (v" * []* < Z2) ()| grasn S K(IIZEII)/ (r=7)7 1 g adr. (4.29)
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We then take integral w.r.t. r and obtain

t t
J 1A« W < 2)0) g dr K2 (14 [ 0l3ar).

We then decompose ¢ = 1; + 15, and use (4.10) and Sobolev embedding Hi C L* and (4.8) to obtain
that fst | s (vF % ]2 < Z)(T)||Bé+~d'f' 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

17 (v" % [ 27 Z2)(r) ]| g2

SIFa® 1917 3= Z2)(0)] 21000 S K(IIZaII)/ (r=m) 752 el

LdT.
B 2

[INNT

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

t t t
[ 120 0 = ) lpgenedr S 1Zell [ Iy e S 12l [ 6] g e[l
S S S 2

[NV

We also decompose 1 = 1 + 1, and use (4.10) and Lemma A.2 and Sobolev embedding H3 C L* to
have it controlled by

5—2K

t 1 1 3 1
19k 3 1
IIZaII/ (lebnll 3o + 1ol 2 ™ 1l 22 ) Uloell ol 72 + ECCl1Ze 1)) dr
s 2

< —2K

t 3 1 5 3
5 5 T2k
5/ (Ill/fhllli%m+K(IIZEII)(IIszIEIIIwzlliz+||1/Jz||ﬁp 11l 22 ))dT+K(IIZsll)-
s 2

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 v x Re[¢)Z] from fa(3)) we use the paraproduct
decomposition to have

vF % Re[ 2l =v* * Ret) < Z]ib + v° * Relyy = Z]y (4.30)

=v° * Re[) < Z](< + =) +v° * Re[) < Z] o p + v° * Re[y) 3= Z]1. -
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 (v° * [1)|?) < 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 t
[ I s Rl <)o+ 07« Relw 3= Z0)0) pgrosedr 12 [ 61y o

which can be bounded exactly the same way as that for v * [)|? = Z.
I1.3 We then consider f1(1)). We note that we have three type of terms:
(1) v° % Re[g[}?]? and v¢ x Re[y Z]Y;
(2) R+ and (6(b° — b°) —m + 1)y; B
(3) ¥ Z with ”Z(t)Hc*%*“ SNZe|(t" 4+ 1) and v° * Re(9Y)Y.
For the first type, we recall that the C~ 2 "-norm of the purely stochastic terms 7,YZ, 7,YZ, 7,ZY

and 7, ZY on the RHS of (3.69), (3.77) can by bounded by ||Z.||? using paraproduct estimates Lemma
A5 and Propositions 3.3, 3.4 and Propositions 3.10, 3.13. Hence, we have by (A.1)

[v° * Re[pYIZ @) g + 0% # ReWZIY ||y SN g K (1 Ze])-
2 2 2
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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

LA, -3- S I g on KIZNE + 1), (4.31)

which implies that
16 (fr () ()| grraan S K(IIZEII)/ (r—7) 51 DIl 3 +2edr
S 2

Using (4.15) and changing the order of integral as before, we obtain that f: 175 (f1 () (r) [ g+2andr
is bounded by

t t
KOZel) [+l yandr € [ 1012 g o + K2,
S 2 s B2

which, by (4.15), is bounded by the RHS of (4.25).
Combining the above calculations, the result follows. O

Lemma 4.7. It holds that

/S G lgyeasedr S 5 / g + Vo) + e + KOZ), (432
where § € (0,1) is a small number and the proportional constant is independent of .
Proof. From (4.22) and Z¢ =G + G (Y + ¢) we know

G =(G +G-(Y +v) < 2"
+/Us(y)(Ty(g+G<(Y+¢)) <2) +7,G+ oV +0) < 2, )dy.

Since the regularity of the terms G < 2" and J v (y)r,G < Z;(dy, [ (y)TyG < Z;(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 + 1) we use the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 and (A.1) to have

1G<Y +)lggr-~ S KUZeDIY + bl 2 (4.33)
Hence, we have by (4.10)
[G<(Y +¢) < ZYHB;% SKZDNY + ¥llee S KNZe|)A + (1l r2),
which implies that
IAGY + ) < 2D pgrandr S [ = 1) H S KZA + o),
Taking integral w.r.t r we obtain that it is bounded by the RHS of (4.32). For the other two terms

involving G4 (Y + %) we use (4.33) and (A.1), and Proposition 3.4 to have the same bound and the
result follows. O

Lemma 4.8. It holds that

| IAGa) (1) granedr 6 [ (07 (00) + sl )+ K (2] (4.3

where § € (0,1) is a small number and the proportional constant is independent of .
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Proof. Recall (4.23) and we use the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 and (A.1) to have
1G5 S I¥lgy-» K (1Z]),

which implies that

r L 1ae
2@ lpgraredr S [ = 1) A K Zel) (2o + )
Taking integral w.r.t r and using (4.14) we obtain it is bounded by the RHS of (4.34). O

4.3. Energy estimates for ;. In this section, we undertake L?-energy estimates for ;. Our ob-
jective is to derive energy estimates for ¢; that are uniform in e, 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 ¢; on both sides of equation (4.6), the cubic nonlinearity yields V=(¢;). Thanks to
the lower bounds provided by (4.8) and (4.9), V=(¢;) exhibits a dissipative effect, enabling us to gain
uniform control over the other nonlinear terms. However, the dissipative effect from V°(¢;) is not as
potent as [|¢]|7. in the context of energy estimates for the classical ®* model (refer to [GH21] for
details). To obtain a finer control over the nonlinearity, we must exploit the specific structure of Ve.

Consider the energy estimates for 1);, we first have the following result.

Lemma 4.9. It holds that
1d )
5&”%”%2 + [IVillZ + 17 + Vo (¥) = © + &,

with

&
&

€

O = — (v° x Y + Yn|*n + v° * (2Re(vitdn) + |n]?)br, i),

LG + Py tn) + (fo(¥) + F1() + fo, 1) + (G <r(Y + ), 1)

&

—
fl

Proof. The result follows by taking L?-inner product on both sides of equation (4.6). We also use
(0% * [ [, n) = Vo (). 0

The aim of this section is to prove the following uniform in e estimate of ;.

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

t t
e ()17 +/ I\Vl/le\%szﬂL/ VE(n)dr S K (I1Ze|) + [lv(s)ll72,

with the proportional constant independent of €.

Proof. The idea of the proof is to bound [!(© + E)dr by

([ 1vilar [ vear) + sz + IR

for 6 € (0,1) and Cs independent of e, which follows by Lemma 4.11- Lemma 4.16 and (4.35) below.
The result then follows by choosing § small and applying Lemma 4.9. O

To derive Proposition 4.10 we start with the control of © in the following lemma.
Lemma 4.11. It holds that

O] SoV=(v) + dlleallF + K (I1Ze])),

for § € (0,1), where the proportional constant is independent of €.
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Proof. For © we use (4.10), (4.9) and Besov embedding Lemma A.1 to have
1O Ul * [ulPllze + 10 [on Pl )@l allnllpa + [0 v || p2llvon | 7
1 K] 1
SKUZe) (Vo (@0t + KZel)) (Iall el 2 + 1).

Here we used (v x f,g) = (f,v® * g). We then use (4.8) to bound

1

1
[illz2 S V()7
which combined with Young’s inequality implies the result. O
We then continue with the more complicated term Z. We will consider each term separately.

Using (4.3), we have for 0 < ¢ < 1
[{fo, )] S Mlvll g van KN ZDE + 1) S SlltallFn + K (IZeDE + 1), (4.35)

We then consider ((v¢ * [¢]|?)iy, Z) from fa(1)), which follows essentially the same argument as in
the proof of [OOT24, Lemma 6.1]. Here we use the fact that v > 0.

K

Lemma 4.12. Suppose that Z € CrC~ 275 with ||Z||C, . S K(||Zel]). It holds that for § > 0

g
2

1
2

(" =[£I, 2)| + (@ = [fI)F, 2)] S 6V (f) + 1/ 17m) + K (1Ze]), (4.36)

where the implicit constant is independent of e.

Proof. We only consider the first term, as the second term follows in exactly the same way. We use
[SSZ722, Lemma A.5] to have

ik ik
9. 2)1 < (IVallz: " gll7 ™ + lgllz) 12] -y - (4.37)
We take g = (v * |f|?) f and use (4.8) and (4.9) to have
18 LF1P) F o < Mo L Plz2 (L flle < VRGPS
On the other hand, we use (4.9) to have
IVallor < [ o fEVSlde+ [ o7« (917D

1
SVEzI e + I 10" = [F [ 21 f 1| e
1
SV 2 s
where we used integration by parts in the second step and used Holder’s inequality to have

J17208 < 1o < [ 1P« e = 2 ()

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 § >0 and 0 < s <t < T

[ g2t wnldr 8 [ 05+ ol + K12, (4.39)

with the proportional constant independent of €.
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Proof. We have the following decomposition:
4

(f2(0), ) =(v° * > 2, ) + 2(0° * |1, Re(Z1n)) + D T, (4.39)
=1
withZ2=-Z-Y,2=-2-Y € C;C~2~5 and

def

J1 d:ef2<’u8 * Re(i/n@h)z, 1/)l>7 Jo = <1)5 * |wh|2za 1/}l>7

def

J3 2(v° x Re(21)tn, 1), Ja = 2(0° * Re(¥n21)tr, ).
We know that

5 S 12

||Z||CT07%7% T HZl”CTC*%’f

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 J;, ¢ =1,...,4.

I. For J; we use the paraproduct decomposition to have

1 — —
31 = {7 % Re(uihy)) < Z,4h) + ((0° * Re(Yuihy)) = 2. 4).
By Lemma A.6 and the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 and (4.10) we have

(v * Re(viip)) < Z,90)] S 1l o llvonllzallvonll g nllZel
SOl + 1l 2 K (1Ze) < dllnllzn + V= () + K (|Ze])),

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 v,. More precisely, we recall the

decomposition in (4.12). In the following we estimate w,(ll) and w,(f) separately. By the paraproduct
estimates Lemma A.5, Lemma A.6 and (4.10) we have

(e * Re(@ifD)) = Z,40)| S 19l pal D1yl Ze]

1
2
4

Slllza (el 1 an I8 e + 1l 2l e ) 1Ze] (4.40)
B B
2 4

< —2K

549k 3 —i5_
Sl g el o KN Zell) + bl zallnl 2 (r — )55~ [ (s)]| o (1 Ze]l,

7
B4

where we also used Sobolev embedding H ic L*, 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 6(V(¢r) + |tul13:) + K (|| Zc|)). Using (4.10) and Young’s inequality with exponents (3,12, 18) we
obtain that the second term on the RHS of (4.40) can be bounded by

]| 2 ] 2 (r — 8)= 8 =% < 6(VE () + [[llZn) + (r — 8)~ F 4% K (|| Zc])).

For the term including 1/),(12) we also use the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 and Lemma A.6,
Sobolev embedding H % C L* and the interpolation Lemma A.2 to have

(0 * Re(wit?)) = Z,0n)| S 1l a2y el Ze]

ol ol

2 2
SltlalZell (1l g cae 967 s + Tl s 97y 1o ) (4.41)
2 12
5

< —2K

242k 3 2)111—a .20
Slwnll ™ 1l 22 K OZell) + Il ol ol 127 1ok -2 | Ze
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Here 0 = éfi: 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 H2z C L? H3 C L*, we obtain that the

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

elullontfs (1+ [ = o) # f)lar) K (2])

SEV () + Iall3) + K (120 (1 + /T(T ) i ggar),

16

where we use (4.8) and Young’s inequality with exponents (%, =

use 60 < 4 to obtain

| [ 40" < Re(iB)) = 2,0ar| £ [ 05 + s + K (122,

, 1—3?) Taking integration w.r.t. r we

II. For J; we also use the paraproduct decomposition to have
J2 = (0% % [Yn|*) < Z, 1) + ((v° % [¥n]?) = Z, ).
By the paraproduct estimates Lemma A.5 and (4.10), (4.8), the interpolation Lemma A.2 we have
(" [9nl?) < 2,90 S Nl Zallvnll ya e 12
Sollwnllzn + Ve () + K (|1 Ze])),

and

{0 = ) = 2, 00] S Il pslllonPll_ g lZell S Nlnllzallonll g llon | osl|Z< ]
2

2
4
3
Sl zallenll gy K IZ<]]) S lellZe + ||7/}h||2B%+~K(”Z5H)'
2 2

The first term can be bounded by Sobolev embedding H% C L* and Young’s inequality. By (4.15) we
have

AR g one S KAZ) (= 975+ [ =732 aar), (1.42)

2

which implies that after integration w.r.t. r, f; Jodr can be bounded by the RHS of (4.38).
ITI. For J; we use ¢ = ¢; + 1y, to have

%Jg = (0% * (Pr¢n), Re(Z10))
— (0% % (utbn), Re(Z1400)) + (v° * (Bron), Re(Z10n)).

The first term can be estimated exactly the same way as Ji. For the second term we focus on
(V& * (Y12bp), Z110n); the other terms can be handled similarly. Using the paraproduct decomposition,
we obtain

(0% % (Putpn), Z1von) = (0% * (Pron)) < Z1,%m) + (v = (Yion)) = 21, 9n)-
We use Lemma A.5 and Lemma A.6, (4.10) to have

[ Gun)) < 20,9l S l1nllzallonllsllonll g1 Zell S Noullzallen]l_ g K (N1Ze]),

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

(0" = (uyn)) = 20, ¥m)| S ¥mllzallednll g o2l

SEZe) (I l_geelall s + ol

2

lnle).

1

1.k

2
B2
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which can be estimated as Jo by using Young’s inequality and (4.42).

IV. For J; we focus on (v¥x|1;|? 21,15 ) and the other part follows similarly. We use the paraproduct
decomposition to obtain

(0 % [P Z1,9n) = (0% % [0il*) < Z1,9n) + (0% % [1]?) = Z1,¢n)-

For the first trem we use Lemma A.5 and (4.9) to have

K 1l*) < Zu9on)] S llo® % [Pz lonll_ g [1Ze ]
§V€(¢l)%||wh||B%+mHZE” S OVE(Y) + IIWIIQB%MK(IIZEII),

which can be estimated by using (4.42). For the second term we use Lemma A.5, Lemma A.6 and
Sobolev embedding H i C L* and the interpolation Lemma A.2 to have

[ 1) 2= 20,0 S Il g 100 o 19l s N Ze S 11l + N1l K (12 ),
2

which by (4.8) implies the desired bound.

Lemma 4.14. [t holds that for § >0 and 0 < s <t < T

t t
[ G+ Frounlar 8 [ 05+ ol e + KO + o) (4.43)

with the proportional constant independent of €.

Proof. By Propositions 3.3, 3.12 and 3.13 and (A.1) we have
[(Fs )| S K (1 ZelDlloell g (r™" 4 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

(= 20| SKAZN g+ 190030 162]L_y.

T , , (4.44)
SOllenllz + K(1ZeD[[¥ullz2 + llonl] N

which can be bounded using (4.42). For [v®(y)ry¢ = Z dy and [v¢(y)Ty9 = Z dy, we use (A.1),
Proposition 3.4 and exactly the same argument to conclude the de51red estimates.

Moreover, by Lemma 3.14 we have
[0 27+ (B + B)(Y + ), )
SE1Ze ) (1 mge + Dl + 92 gyl o
SKE(1Z|)) + ||¢ﬁ||B1+2~ +0(lvellE + l19llz2),

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

applying Proposmon 4.5, the desired estlmate follows for ¥ o 2Y. The desired bounds for the terms
involving [ v (y)7,¢ o Zvdy and [ v°(y)Ty¢ o Zvdy follow the same arguments by Lemma 3.16. O

Lemma 4.15. [t holds that for § >0 and 0 < s <t < T

[ ) wnlar 8 05+ ol s + K12,

with the proportional constant independent of €.
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Proof. Using (4.31) we know that
[ 0l SA 77N g o [l g o B CIZe 1)
2 2

—2K (4‘45)
5”@/%”2 %+2N+(1+T 2 )||¢l||2 %+2NK(”Z€”)
B; B;

We then use (4.42) for [[¢o5[? , ,,, and the interpolation Lemma A.2, Young’s inequality for [|¢y||* , ,,
B B
to obtain the desired estimates.

Combining these estimates the result follows. g
Lemma 4.16. [t holds that for 6 > 0
{G=.<r + Fx<r )| S 6V () + [eallFn) + K (|12,

with the proportional constant independent of €.
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<.<r + Fx <r )
Vv %
SN2 + 1ll22) (sup [A<rZ) o +sup |A<rZ) llox + 18<rZ Y llox ) vl
Yy Yy

SENZI) L+ [[9]]2)27 2 gy 2.
We then use (4.11) to have it bounded by

142k

(L + el z2) (el o + 1) 1% 72~ K (|| Ze])

3 1 2K
S+ el 7)ol i el 2 + 1) 3772 K (|| Ze)-
We then use Young’s inequality and (4.8) to derive the desired result. O

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 v, follows from (4.10). The result for v; follows from the same
argument as in the proof of [MW17, Theorem 7.1]. More precisely, let F(s) = |[¢1(s)||22 + 1, and by
Proposition 4.10 we obtain

/ F(r)2dr < CK(|Z2])F(s).

By the construction of solutions in Theorem 3.8, F' is continuous. Using [MW17, Lemma 7.3] we
obtain a sequence 0 =ty < t; < tg < ... < t;y = T, such that for every n € {0,..., N — 1}

F(ta) S K(|Ze])tn5s-

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

le @3 S KZeD) (lnta) 32 + 1) S KZel) (620 +1) S K(IZe)(E +1).
Thus the result follows. O

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 (V¢, Z) such that the components V¢, 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 (¥, Z) to be the stationary process given in Lemma 4.17. As W€ is
stationary solution, we only need to prove the result for ¢ = 1. We then set

V-7 4 27 _ I (R(Z)). (4.46)

We then know ¢ satisfies equation (4.1) with ¢(0) € C~27*. We can also decompose ¢ = b + 1,
with 1)y, ¢y, satisfying (4.6) and (4.5), respectively, and then apply the uniform in ¢ estimate derived
in Section 4.1-Section 4.3 to 1 and ¢y, ¢p. Using stationary of (¥¢, Z) and (4.10) we obtain

E||[(0)[|7 = E[| (¥ = Z)(0)[[7> = EIl(¥° - 2)(1)]7-
<Ellun(1)[3 + Ellvn(1)|2: + B2 ()2 + B (RZ)(D]2- S 1.

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

(4.47)

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

1 1
E [ [oinds+ B [ V(0ds SEIWO)E + 151 (1.43)
0 0

Thus we use Lemma A.1 to obtain

Ele (W], 4. SEI® =27, +EIZD]7,,

c 3"

——7& ~

<E/ |(© ||2 ds+1

———»i

1
<E / 4122 + E / lalids +1 S 1.

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

B [ ol s S+ B(K0ZD [ [ 6 n) e aaras)

<1+E/ ||1/Jl||H1ds—|—E/ Ve(¢y)ds < 1.

Thus the first result follows.
Using Theorem 4.3 and (4.2) we obtain for any p > 2

sup(B|[y (DIl + Bllvi(L)llz:) <1

We then use (4.46) to have

E|we(1 )IIP,E,N S E|(Y-2)1 )Ilp,f, +E|Z)|P _, i
2 2 2
SE[[YF (D% +Ellva (D7, +1 <1
Thus the second result follows. O

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 v¢, for ¢ > 0, is tight in C 27", Suppose
that a subsequence— still denoted by v® for simplicity— converges weakly to 7 in C 7% We
begin with the unique solutions ¥¢ to equation (3.3) with initial distribution v, and the unique
solutions ® to (3.3) with initial distribution 7. By Theorem 3.17, we know that ¥¢ converges to ® in
C(]0,T); C~2~*) in probability. Since < is an invariant measure for (3.1) by Theorem 3.8, we conclude
that ¢ is a stationary solution to equation (3.1). Hence, ® is a stationary solution to equation (3.3),
and therefore, 7 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 v, we deduce that 7 = v. Consequently, the
entire sequence ¢ converges weakly to v in C~2~". Furthermore, by Theorem 4.1, we obtain

sup/ 1P, pAAr) <1,
e B22

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 = Z3 and let W (-, k) = (£, ex) and W (-, k) = (€, ex) for ex(z) = (27) " 2e** 1z €
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 x E with
covariance given by

E( RxEf(n)W(dn)/Rng(n’)W(dn’)) =2/Rng(771)f(n—1)dma

(5.1)
E( f(n)W(dn)/ g(n’)W(dn’)) =E( f(n)W(dn)/ g(n')W(dn’)) =0.
RxE RxE RxE RxE
where 7, = (Sa,ka); S—a = Sask—a = —kq and the measure dn, = ds,dk, is the product of the
Lebesgue measure ds, on R and of the counting measure dk, on E.
We write
20)= [ aP W, (2000 = [ peaw s
RxE
Z(t) :/ exPi_ W (dn), /pt s(k)dW (s, k),
RxE R
with py(k) = e~ (H*+D11, . Hence, we use (5.1) to have for t > o
— 7 1tk =0} 2 _
E(Z(t),ex N Z(0), err) =21 (1 pr— _(k)po—s(k)ds = D2 = o= (kFH1) (E=0)
(2(0).00) (Z(0). 1) =gy [ prosbpos(h)ds = HE= .

E(Z(t),ex)(Z(0),ex) =0, E(Z(t),ex)(Z(0),er) = 0.

We will meet the random fields written as

n n+m
ZT — / H(t,z,n) H W (dn;) H W (dn;),
(Rx E)ntm i=1 j=n+1

which are easier to handle when decomposed into different chaos. We now introduce the following
notations kjy, ) = S ki =1, ) € (RX E)*, dmy.., = dny ... dn,. Denote by

/(R I f(nl...ner)W(dnl...n)OW(dnnJrl...ner)
>< n m
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a generic element of the n + m-th chaos of W on R x 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

N 2
E(‘ / f(nln-l-m)W(dT/ln) < W(dnn—i-ln-l-m)‘ ) Sn,m / |f(n1n+m)|2dn1n+m
Rx E)ntm (Rx E)ntm
(5.3)

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

We introduce the following notation: for ki, ko € Z3

Yok k) = DT DT 0i(k1)0(ka),  Wolki k) = D 6i(ky)0

j=>—1li<j—1 li—j|<1

and Y. =1 —1.
In the following x > 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 k; € Z3

t
(F(RZ),en,) = / FYO (e =9 0B+ (7(5) e, )ds,
0

with F*O(k) = gl 3 e (&(k) — (k- k)).
We first consider (v° % #(RZ)) o Z. By chaos decomposition we have
(v % F(RZ)) o Z =c§ + I?,

with I? in the second chaos and ¢f in the zeroth chaos.
Terms in the zeroth chaos: By direct calculation and (5.2) we find

1 — e=2t(kal?+1)

1 ~
,W ZFvG(kﬂvE(kl)WdJo(kl, k1)

*Qt(\kll%rl))

Z 0% (k) (03 (k) — vs (k1 — k))(1 —e
~(2m)° 2k 2+ 1)2(|k[2 + 1)

Since v¢ (k) = ©(ck), we use change of variable to have

3 » » —2t(|k1]%e 2 +1 2
g 3 ) il k)P

k,k1 €23 2 (2m)6(|k1 ]2 4+ €2)2(|k|% + €2)

with

??.

(k1 — k Cot(lky|2e—2 41
Tk1(|2) 62()2(|/€|2)—ia2)(1 e

k1 —2t(|k1|?e % +1
Tk1(|2)—|— 52()2(|/€|2)—|)—52) (1 — e 2l

def 6 o
Ly =e¢ Z 2. (2m)0

k,k1€eZ3,|k1|<1

def ¢ ’0(
Ly =e Z 2. (2

k,k1€8237|k1‘>1

\./

1)(2
(
1)(0
o(

i‘/?v

Recall that C4, given in (3.4), can be decomposed into C11 + C12, where Cy; and Cja correspond to
the first and second terms on the RHS of (3.4), respectively. It is easy to see that

|L2 - Clg| S En(l + tig).
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For L, we use Vi(k) = —Vi(—k) to have
D

k) (0(k) — 0(ks — k) — ky - Vi(k P
D T T !

k,k1€eZ3,|k1|<1

We first consider the term excluding e~ 2t(k’e7?+1) anq compare it with C7;. We empoly Taylor

expansion and interpolation for the numerator from L; and C1; to have it bounded by

Lottt [ e
g” —— |z dsdudzdy
lzj<1 || y]? o Jo (L+]y—sux)i=
11 1
/Sa“/ / / ———=dzdydsdu
0o Jo J)z|<1,yI<1 |22 |y|? (5.5)

—I—E"‘/l/l/ i(/ Ldy)%(/ ! dy)%dxdsdu
0 Jo Jjzi<t 122 N5 lyl? wi>1 (1 + |y — sux]?)—2~
<e".

2t(|k1]2e7241)

For the term involving e~ the approach is similar, since we can bound it with an additional

factor et~ % |ky| 7",
Thus we obtain
6§ —Ch| Se(1+17%). (5.6)

Terms in the second chaos: By direct calculation we have
F=@mn?y wo(kl,/@)&s(kl)/te—<f—8><l’ﬁ2+1>Fv0(k1) Zs e ) (Zy, en,) - dsena®,
k1, ke 0
with : (Zs, e, )(Zi, ex,): denoting Wick product of (Zs, ey, )(Z:, ex,) given by
(Zs,ex M Zt,ery) — EB[(Zs, ex, {2, 1))
Thus we use (3.79) with n = &, (5.2), (5.3) and Lemma 3.22 to obtain

1/’0(1417/42)52&%(]‘3[12])
E|A 12|2 S S €2n22qn7
! kz,; (Ika| + )4 =25 (Jk2| + 1)?

where we used 7 ~ j to have |ki| ~ |kz| in the last step. Since Ay[(v® * S (RZ)) o Z — ¢f] is a random
variable with a finite chaos decomposition, we use Gaussian hypercontractivity to have for p > 2

E|Ay((o7 « F(RZ)) 0 Z — )| £ 72",

which implies

sup2 PIEBA,[vf « F(RZ) 0 Z — [}, < .
q

Using Besov embedding Lemma A.1 we choose p large enough to obtain

E[(v" « S (RZ)) 0 Z||g-20 S E|(v° % S (RZ)) 0 Z||” s S
B 2

p,p

Furthermore, the second bound in (3.34) follows by considering the time difference
1= eI S (y — ol IR%) AL,

and Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion.

We now consider the remaining terms. For (v€* Z)o .#(RZ) the required bounds and convergence
follow the same line. For (v x #(RZ))o Z and (v°* Z)o F(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 o .#(RZ)], the terms in the second chaos are similarly bounded, and we focus
only on the terms in the zeroth chaos, given by c5.

Terms in the zeroth chaos: By direct calculation

£ __ vG
h _kZlF P RCHE

(v (k) — vF kl k))(1 — e 2tk " 1)y
Z O(Jkal? + 1)2(Ik1> + 1)

1 — e=2t(kal?+1)

(K1, k1)
(5.7)

Note that c5 is the same as cj, with ’Ua(kl) 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

lc5 — Co| Se®(1417%).
Using Besov embedding Lemma A.1, Gaussian hypercontractivity, the bound in (3.36) follows. O
Proof of Proposition 3.13. We classify these calculations into the following two categories:
L #(RZ)o 2V, / o () S (RZ) 0 2V dy, / ()1, I (RZ) 0 2V dy,
and
II. 7, (RZ)o Z, 1,9(RZ)oZ, I(RZ)or,Z, F(RZ)or,Z.
I. We then consider .#(RZ) o ZY, which by chaos decomposition is given by
S(RZ)o2Y =13+ 1},
with
I = /H(n123)W(d7712) o W (dns), I} = /H(W12(—1))W(d772)7
for
t ) 3
def -~ v —(t—s
H = o (k1 k 23])“5(143[23])/ FY (ky)e C Um0y (k1)pi—s, (k2)pi—s, (k3)ds H € -
0 i=1

Terms in the third chaos: Using (3.79) and (5.2), (5.3) we obtain by Lemma 3.22

0q(kp2s)
E A IS 2 < ° k k [ n2q(l+ﬁ)
| | ) k1%k3w v [23)(1+|k1|)4 K(1+|k2|) (1+|k3|)

where we used |kja3)| ~ |k1] in the last step.
Terms in the first chaos: We have

vG
I} = L Z o (K1, k2 — kl)Fi(kl)UAs(l@ — k1)
G 2 DR

X (Zt, ey Yeny (1 — e~ 2RI+
=L+ 57,
with ¢§ is given by (5.4) and

Ly (2w S D) ek — k) (ks — ) — (R k)i )
1= 2 (1 [k 2)2 ol 2 — R 2 — K1 o(F1, K1 1

X (Zy, eky)en, (1 — e*Qt(\k1|2+1)).
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We then claim that L; converge to zero in CTC_%_"‘. In fact, we use interpolation to have

|tho (K1, ko — k1)0% (k2 — k1) — o (K1, k1)v (K1)
ol by — k) (elka]) 0% (y — ku) — 0% ()| + (ko |~k )
(| M ) E o+ o (er, ko — ) [a| F ([l — k|75 + [ky |7 5)
S| M ka]) F
which combined with (3.79) implies

2 -1 3r N\ 2
2 <.k 2) ([K1|™"[k2]) 3
Bt s e (C TR o
k1

0,(k 5
ey el < ot
k2 |k2|2 2 +1

Using Besov embedding Lemma A.1, Gaussian hypercontractivity, we have
F(RZ)o2Y —&EZ = 0in CpCE",

In the case of [v°(y)7y.#(RZ) o Z;’dy, we have the same chaos decomposition, with v® (k) in
H replaced by v (k1 + k3), which gives CQZ as the renormalization counterterm The convergence of
Jv® I (RZ) OZde 57 in CrC™2 2% follows the same reasoning. For Jvf J(Rf)OZ;’dy,
we have two terms in the first chaos, arising from ki + k2 = 0 and k1 + k3 = 0, Wthh yield c¢jZ and
¢5Z, respectively. Thus, the convergence of [v¢(y)7,.# (RZ) o Zvdy — ¢iZ — 57 follows the same
approach.

I1. For the second type, we employ a calculation akin to Re[Z o .# (RZ)] from the proof of Proposi-
tion 3.10. The sup,, bound follows from [e**¥1 —e™*¥2| < (|k||y1 — y2|) A 1 and Kolmogorov’s continuity
criterion. In fact the calculation for the second order chaos follows the same line. The zeroth chaos
components of 7,.#(RZ) o Z and #(RZ) o T, Z vanish, while the zeroth chaos part of 7,.#(RZ) o Z,
I (RZ)o1,Z is given by

FC (k) 1—e_2t(|’€1\ +1) PR
= L) e b R

We bound e~**1¥ by 1 and use a similar calculation as in (5.5) to have sup, |¢5(y)| < 1. The result
then follows. O

5.2. Proof of Proposition 3.12. We focus on the first term fvs(y)Tyzy o Z;’, as the other term
follows the same line. We also have chaos decomposition

/’Us(y)TyZ;QOZ;, = IE +IE +Itla
with
= /H(7712345)W(d77135)OW(dW‘l)a

where

¢ 5
H(n..5) dZwao(k[us],k[45])U8(k[1234])/ s (kpaz ) 0% (kpz) Hps s; (ki)ds Hpt—Sj(kj)Hek
j=4 =
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In the following we will solely demonstrate a uniform in € bound for [ v® (y)ryzy oZ;f and the required
result for the difference of [ ’U‘E(y)TyZ;[( o Z;f and Zkg can be derived analogously by applying
05 (k) — 1| < " [k]"
Terms in the fifth chaos: Using Lemma 3.22, (5.2) and (5.3) we have

5
B 1 Vo (k23] Kjas))
E|A ) < 6279k
Dol s 32 00 k) ] g (e P ) T P 7 P TR F5)
1,R2,R3,K4,R5 1=

1
< E 0279k <29
~ ( [12345]) (|k[123] |371~e + 1)(|k[45]|2+n + 1) ~ )
k[123],k[45]

where we used |kj45)| = |kj123]] in the second step.
Terms in the third chaos: We have the following decomposition:
3

By
j=1
with

T d:ef/H(ﬂ$777123(—3)5)d773W(d7715)OW(dm)v I? d:ef/H(t7$7771234(—2))d772W(d7713)OW(dm),

I? d:ef/H(tv33777123(—1)5)d771W(d7735) o W (dng).

We use Lemma 3.22 to have
E[A

< Z 0( qk[125]) (Z 1 )2
® e TRl + D[P+ 1)k + 1)\ = (hal? + D) ([Roa” + ksl + 1)

0271 "
Z ( [125)) dkpags S 9a(1+5)
(IR PP=2 +1)(Jks[2 + 1)

k[12).ks5

For I3?, we simply replace ks with k4 and change the roles of ks and k3 in the above estimate and
obtain the same bounds for E|A,I?2|%. Similarly, for I3, we exchange the roles of k; and k3 in the
estimate and derive the same bounds for E|A,I33|?.

Terms in the first chaos:
We have the following decomposition:

2 .
-
j=1
with
I d:ef/H(tail?a77123(—1)(—2))d7712W(d773)a I d:ef/H(ta517,77123(—3)(—2))d7723W(d771)-

The convergence of the terms I}%,i = 1,2, require renormalization. More precisely we prove the
probabilistic bounds for the following terms:

M —vsz, 12—z
We first have

= 0(279%3) 0 (kg )ha (ks k2, k) \ 2
E|A, (I — b7 E 3 (§ [ ,
[Aq(le” =022 |k3|2+1 TR+ Dkl + 1)
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where

hi(k1, k2, k3) dZCf?;E(k[23])L(/€[123])¢o( 123)> kpazy) — 0% (k2) L(kp2))vo (k2 kpazy)s

and
1 — e tUkP+[EL®+k2|+3)

K[+ |1 | + [R2|> +3

L(k) <

The terms v° (ko) L(kp12))%o (kpi2), kp12)) correspond to the renormalization counterterm B§Z We rewrite
hy(k1, ko, k3) as

(0% (Kpaa)) — 0% (k2)) L(kpi23)) Vo (K23, kizy) + 0% (ko) (L(kpaz) — L(kpz)) ) o (kp2a, iz
+ (1/)o(k[123], 2)) — Yolkpnay, k[12]>)L(k[12]) “(k2),

which by interpolation is bounded

5%|k|%( 1 n 1 ) 1
U\ elkpg DT T (Elkal) T/ Thpag 2+ [ka? + [ka]? + 1

§ ! lka| \ 5
+ k3|2 _ I Lk '
|ks] (|k1| + [k2])?T5 +1 (|]€[12]|) ( [12])

We then use Lemma 3.22 to have that E|A, (I — b52)|? is bounded by

1 .
> 02 k) s < 290F5).
- ST

3

For I}? — b5Z we have

(279ky) ho(k1, ko, ks) 2
EIA 112 bg 2< 1 ( 2 1,2, 3 ) 7
1BelLi” = 552) Z|k1|2+1 2 TP + DkaP £ 1)

2.k3
where
ha(k1, ka, k3) 0% (kpug )2 L (kpas) )¥o (kuas), kpas)) — 0% (k)2 L1 (kpas) o (Kas), jas))s
and
Lyk) & L o=tk Hkal* +kal* +3)

k[ + |k2|? + |k3|> +3
Here UAE(kz)QLl(kpg]) correspond to IN)§Z for the renormalization counterterms. We write ho as

(v (kpi2))? — 0% (k2)?) L1 (Kji23)) o (k23] kp2a)) + v° (k2)? (L1 (kpi2s)) — L (Kpea))) o (Ki2a), Ki2a))
(wo(k[lzs]a 23]) ¢0( [23]» 23]))L1(k[23])va(k2).

We then use similar calculation for E|A, (I} — 052)|? 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 € L?(T?), we define the annihilation operator
a(f) and the creation operator a*(f) on Fock space § = §(L?(T?)) by

(a(f)v) (@1, s Tp1) = \/ﬁ/ﬂ‘3 F@)p(xy, .oy zp, z)dz,

n (6.1)
(a*(f)w)(xlv oy Tpyl) = \/nl—_H Z f(xj)w(xlv c Lj—1, Lj+1, "-75571)7

Jj=1

and extend to L?(T?) by linearity. These operators are related to the operators a,,a’ in (1.2) by

a(f) f@)azdz, a*(f) = TSf(ﬂﬂ)aéidfl?, Vf e L*(T?).

T3
In particular, for every k € Z3, we denote ay = a(ex) with function ey(z) = (2m)~3/2¢"**. They
satisfy
lak,a;] =0 =[a},a}], [ar,a}] =6k , Vk,j€Z’ (6.2)
which are similar to (1.3).
If A is a self-adjoint operator on §), then its second quantization on Fock space can be written as

dl'(A) =0& @(Z Aj) = Z (ej, Aex)ajay = /1r3 aAazdr.

n=1 j=1 J,kez®

For example, the number operator is A/ = dI'(1). More generally, if A, is a self-adjoint operator on
H™, we can write its second quantization A,, defined in (2.4) as

1
A, = — E (er, s+ - ep,, Anej, s €5, )05~ aj Ak, ... Q-
ki, kn,gi,ee ,jn €23

We will always denote by h = —A + 1 the one-body operator on L2(T?). Thus the Gaussian
quantum state in (2.5) is Ty = Zo_le_’\dr(h). Moreover, with our choice of the chemical potential ¢

in (2.13), the interacting Hamiltonian Hy in (2.3) can be written as AdI'(h) + W — E with

)‘2 2 )‘2 > 2 5
W = W(N—NQ) +kz7’£0?’0 (k)|d1"(€k)| — A (N—No),
P =a®*—6b"—m+1—ey, m=mg—207 —2C5, (6.3)
_ ¢(3) (1o N e
ex = Aoog — (47T)3/2)\ —00—7 =0(\7),
and
3 A2 3 2 3 e
No = (27m)%00, Ex= 7(271') 05 + (2m)° Aog?*®, (6.4)

where gp, Cy and a®,b°, Cq,Cs are introduced in (2.7), (2.8) and (2.12), respectively. Moreover, we
used the notation |A|? = A* A with A = dI'(ey,) the second quantization of the multiplication operator
ex(z) = (2m) =32 Since the constant E plays no role in the Gibbs state T'y (although it changes
the partition function), from now on we will take

Ty=2te ™ Zy=Tre ™™, H, =\I(h) +W. (6.5)

as definition, where the renormalized interaction W is given in (6.3). We can also write H) as
A2 .
Hy = )\/ ay(—Ay; +m)aydr + 1 // v (2 — y)(azaz — 0o)(ay,a, — 0o)drdy
T3 T3 X T3

_ (af — 66 —ex)A / (aa, — 00)dz,
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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 I'y. Our starting point is the Gibbs variational principle, which asserts that the interacting Gibbs
state I'y = Z Ye=Hx in (6.5) is the unique minimizer for the variational problem

Z
“log 22 = min rso {H(F, To) + T [Wr]}. (6.6)
2 =1
with the relative entropy H(I',Tg) = Tr[['(logT" — logT'g)] > 0. This leads to the following a-priori
estimate.

Lemma 6.1 (A-priori estimates). The relative partition function satisfies

Z
log Z—;‘ <e 2 (6.7)
Consequently, we have the following a-priori estimates on the Gibbs state I'y :
H(Tx, To) + A2 Tr[(N — No)’T'\] Se?, (6.8)
Moreover, we have the Hilbert—-Schmidt estimate on the one-body density matrix:
A VRES? —Ti0)va| s (6.9)
Proof. From (6.6), by using I'y as a trial state, we have the upper bound
Z\ A2 9 A2 ~ 9
~log 2 < Te{WEo) = 5o T = No)*Tol + 5 kzﬂvs(k) Tr [|dr(€k)| FO] (6.10)
Here the expectation of ¥¢(N — Ny) in W against T'g is 0. From [LNR21, Eq. (5.43)] we have
> Tr[(NV = No)’To] S Tr[h ] S 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 & # 0, then Tr[d['(ex)Tg] = 0 since I'y preserves the total momentum while
dl'(ex) = Zpezg ay @k does not. Therefore, from the variance computation in [LNR21, Lemma 5.11],
we have

)\2

2
X o= (k) Tr [|dF(ek)|2I‘0] =5 > (k) TrlesT§Verld].
k0 k0
By the operator inequality
A
g = C<h

and the cyclicity of the trace we can bound

A2 Trfe; P(Mep V] = A2 T [ﬁekro ek\/T} <)\’I‘r{\/Te*h \/7}

=ATr {h_lmekfgl)e;;h_l/ﬂ <Tr [h_l/Qekh_leZh_l/Q}

=Tr {eZhilekhfl} .

Therefore,
)\2 - 5 x71 —1 —1
T2 (k) Tr [|d1" er)| 1"0} < Z’U [ekh erh }
e == (6.12)
<SS EmEEKR) £ S E k) Se 2
k#0 k#0 |

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 =2 < Tr[WTy) < e 2. (6.13)

On the other hand, the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality implies
A2 A2

2@ s(NV = Np)? = M (N — No) > EISE = (N — No)* = C(9°)°. (6.14)
Therefore,
2y
- log?O =H(T\,To) + Tr[WT',]
22 (6.15)

A2
> H(Tx,To) + ) gva(k)ﬁ[ldl“(ek)lzl“x] +
k0

T2 Tr[(N — No)?T'5] — C(9°)%.

Since H(T'x,T) > 0 and ©¢ > 0, the right-hand side of (6.15) is bounded from below by —C/(¥°)? =
O(e72). Thus we get the lower bound

Z
—log ZA > 72 (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(I'y,Tg) < g2
and the inequality from [LNR21, Theorem 6.1]:

A%&H\/ﬁ(r( N S)) \F} } AH(T,To) (\f+ \/ﬁ) (6.17)

we obtain (6.9). Note that there is no A in the statement of [LNR21, Theorem 6.1], but applying this
abstract with h +— Ah, which is due to our choice I'y = Zo_le*)‘dr(h), then we have the factor A\? in
(6.17). O

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 I'y, 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 A=/ > A > e Let P=1(h < A) = 2o ikiz+1<a ler)(ex]-
For all k € Z3, we denote e), = 6: +e, with e, = Pep P, where ey, is the multiplication operator with
(2m)=3/2e™* Then

A2<ydr(e;) - (dl“(ez)>0‘2>,\ e 2ATVAR L e VOS2I + N2 [R|AY2) 475N, (6.18)
and

/\2<ydr(e,;) - <clr(e,;)>oy2>A <eh b eI 479N, (6.19)

This result is an extension of [LNR21, Theorem 8.1] which concerned the case ¢ = 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] < 400 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

_ exp(—A+1tB)
C = Neparm) B (6.20)
satisfies
sup |Tr(BG:)| < a.
S BRG] (6.21)
Then we have
1
Tr[B*Go) < ae® + < Tr[[B, [A, B]|Gy). (6.22)

4

Proof of Theorem 6.2. Since ey, = (2m)~3/2e®* = (271)73/2(cos(k - ) +isin(k - z)), it suffices to prove
(6.18) with e replaced by f;\ = fx — PfixP where f(z) € {cos(k - z),sin(k - )} is real-valued. To
apply Theorem 6.3, we consider the perturbed Gibbs states
Tae =25 e ™ T, =25 e MRt e [—11] (6.23)
with
I 1AAP(Q) — (dr(@))o) i k=0
B = - \dT(f;") — (dT(f, =- ’
XA - @r o) 4{)\dl“(f,j) M,
For k # 0, (dT(fx))o = (dT'(PfxP))o = 0 due to the fact that T'y preserves the total momentum (we
have the same identity for e; and the function fj is a linear combination of e, and e_g).

Note that the constant (dI'(f,"))o in B does not change the Gibbs states I'y ; and T'o 4, but it affects
the partition functions Zy ; and Zy ;. Hence, equivalently we can write

Ty = 67iA(dF(fk*))oZ}:iefAdF(ht)fwj Loy = e*%A<dl‘(fk+)>oz(;tlef)\dl"(ht)7 te[-1,1],
with . .
ht:h—zf]:r:—A—Fl—Zf]j, te[-1,1].
For all t € [—1,1], since ||f,7|| < 2, we have ||h; — h|| < 1/2, and consequently h > h; 2 h.
Step 1. Let us mimic the proof of Lemma 6.1 to show that

A|VRES) - TE)VA|  se (6.24)
Note that I'y ; is the unique minimizer for the following variational problem, which is similar to (6.6),
Z
“log 2 — min rso {H(F, o) + T [Wr]}. (6.24)
Zo,t Tr=1

Using I'g ; as a trial state for the variational principle of I'y ; similar to (6.6), we have the upper bound
Clog 22 < v - Moo + > 0 (k)T [[dT (e [PTo,
Zog  2(m)? T2 ’ (6.25)
— M Tr[(N = No)To 4.
The term 9° Tr[(N — No)Tp ] can be estimated by [DNN25, Lemma 5.1] as

A|TI‘[NFO¢] — TI‘[NF()” =

A A
Tr[e”” 1 M 1} ‘ (6.26)
< e = RI[(Tx[A 2] 4+ Tx[hy %)) S 1.

(In [DNN25, Lemma 5.1], the trace is taken over the subspace {eg}* of L?(T?) since their lemma only
assumes that h, hy 2 —A. However, in our case here, we have h, h; > —A + 1/2, and hence the trace
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can be taken over the whole L?(T?), by the same proof. ) Thus —AJ° Tr[(N — No)To ] < |[9°] Set
We also have

N Tr[(N — Tr[NTo.4])?To.] < Tr[hy 2] <1

similarly to (6.11). Combining this with (6.26) and using the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality we can
bound

A2 Tr[(N — No)2Toe] < 2% Te[(N — Tr[NTo.4])?To.0] + 222 (Tr[NTo ] — TN T))* < 1.

Moreover, by using the operator inequality

A
)‘F((JQ s <hit<2nTt
we can proceed as in (6.12) and obtain
2
XN ERT (10 (ex)2To. | S D7 (k) Tr [ephtexn ™| S 272 (6.27)
k40 k0
Thus (6.25) gives the upper bound
Z
—log 22t < 72, (6.28)
Zo,t

Zxt o> 2

The lower bound — log Z,, ~ —€ ~can be obtained exactly as in the proof of Lemma 6.1. In this

~

way, we also obtain the relative entropy estimate H(I'x ¢, Lo ) < €72, which implies

N W 520

)

by [LNR21, Theorem 6.1]. Since h; > %h, the operator h1/2h;1/2 is bounded, and hence we can
replace v/A; in (6.29) by vh and obtain (6.24).
Step 2. Using (6.24) and [LNR21, Lemma 6.3], we have

1 1 1
| Te[BL]| = A TS = TfTEV) < A Tl (03 = DO+ A Tl (6 - 16
O M M L I

< e ?|Qh us Se2ATYA

for all t € [-1,1]. Here we decomposed f;" = fx — PfiP = Pf,Q + QfxP + Qf,Q and used that
Q =1 — P satisfies
1
2. < <A_1/2+.
k|25 /2

Step 3: From the first moment estimate in Step 2, Theorem 6.3 gives us
Te[B2T,] < e 2A~ V4 4+ Tr [[B, [HA,IB%]]I‘A] (6.31)

In our choice of A and ¢, we have 0 < a = Ce2A~1/4+ <1, and hence ae® = a.
Next, let us estimate the double commutator
B, [B, HAJ] = N*[[dT(f;), [AT(f1), AT (R)]] + A [[AT(f;), [dT(f5), W]).
For the kinetic term, note that [dI['(X),dI'(Y)] = dI'([X,Y]) and
[ U P = £1fx = PfeP, [fx, h] — Plfx, h]P]
< |\ Uk, Ui I+ 2(|[ i AP f Pl + 2[ fe Pl fis R P|| + 2|| P fuP[fi, R]P|| - (6.32)
S IRP 4 [KAZ
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Here we used || fill < 1, [[[fi, [fu: Ml S IV fillZoe S |K[?, and [fi, h] = Afy + 2V fi. - V which gives
10fes RIPI < A fillzoe + 20V fill L= VP S [KJ* + [KIAY2.
Therefore,
X0 T [[[A0 (), [AD(), AU ()ITS] < A (K + KAY2) THAT]
S e N2 ([K[? 4 [K|AM?).
Here we used Tr[NT,] < e *A73/2) which comes from the fact that
Tr[(N — No)T'»] < Tr[(N — Np)?Ta /2 < et

due to (6.8) and Ny < A73/2.
For the interaction term, using (6.3) we have

(6.33)

N[ ), [dD(f), W) = 2 sz YAT(f), [dT(£), 1dT (e)]?]]
040
SN D E(OIN? S NN
£#0

Here for the first inequality we used again [d'(X),dT(Y)] = dI'([X,Y]) and the simple bound
+dI'(O) < ||O||N.
Combining with the bound Tr[(N — Np)?T'\] < e 2172 from (6.8) we get

A2 T [[[dD(f7), [T (), WITA| S 2e™. (6.34)

In summary, from (6.31), (6.33) and (6.34) we have
Tr[B2Ty] < e 2A~ Y4 £ eI (k|2 4 |k|AY/2) + 670, (6.35)

which implies the desired inequality (6.18).
For the rough bound (6.19), we will use Theorem 6.3 with

AdD(P) — (dD(P))o)  if k=0,

A=Hy, B=eNdT(f;) — (dT(f;))) = 52{/\d1“(fk_) if k0.

Here f, = P fi.P. Note that we have an extra factor 2 in the definition of B to make sure that it is
of order 1. Then proceeding exactly as in (6.24) we also have

A VRS - ffft))\/ﬁHHS Se? (6.36)
with
~  exp(=MD(h —£2tf;)) ~  exp(~A+1tB) B
Tos = Trlexp(—AdT(h — e2tf, )]’ o = Tr[exp(—A + tB)]’ tel=L1l (6.37)

Now instead of (6.30) and (6.33), we have
| Te[BT]| < gaum(fg{g - fg}z)\/EHHSHh—l/Qf,;h—l/QHHS + e T frh T Y
SIPh ns £ 1,

(6.38)

and
X T [[[0(f ). [A0(F ). AD(]I0S] £ PATHNT,] € 67 AXY2, (6.39)
since we can replace (6.32) by

£[fi s [ ISl Z 1PR] < A (6.40)
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The bound (6.34) still holds true with f,j replaced by f, . Therefore, we have the following replacement
for (6.35):

Te[B?T)] < 14 IA3/2A +£75), (6.41)
which implies (6.19). O

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 I'y. The analysis of this part is close
to [LNR21] but we need to carefully track the e-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 $ and let Q@ = 1 — P. We have the
unitary equivalence

§=3(H) =3(PH®QN) = F(PH) ©F(Q9), (7.1)
namely there is a unitary
U:F(PHSQH) — F(PH ©F(QH) (7.2)
satisfying
uu* =1, Ua*(fHlU* =a*(Pf)@1+1®a*(Qf) (7.3)

and a similar formula for annihilation operators. Consequently, for any state I' on § and any orthogonal
projector P, we define its localization I'p as a state on § obtained by taking the partial trace over

F(Q9H):
Tp = Trgom) UTU].
The density matrices of I'p can be shown to be equal to

(Tp)*) = pekpR pek g > 1, (7.4)

Now we consider the finite dimensional space P$) and the associated Fock space §(P$). Note that
we have the resolution of identity

Ly(psy = 7 ) /P W )3V (1) 7.5)

where du is the usual Lebesgue measure on P§) ~ C™() and
W () = exp(a”(u) — a(u))|0) = e 1"/ exp (a* (u))]0) (7.6)

is the coherent state on F(P$)), with |0) the vacuum in F(P$).

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 T’ on §, using the coherent states in
(7.6) we define the lower symbol of T' on P$) at scale A by

d/‘)]\{l“(u) def ()\71')_ Tr(P) <W(u/\/X), FPW(U/\/X)>S(PIJ)du' (7.7)
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Then for all k € N, we have

k—1

k
/P}5 [u®F) (u®*| dﬂ}\v,r( )= kl)\kl—\( ) 4 EINE éz (6) r® g, Lyi—tpg- (7.8)
0

Thus, with d = Tr[P],

Tf‘kmkrgi” —/ ) (W] dpd
P9

A’fZ( ) L‘f)') NTp].  (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 ' and IV be two states on §. Let :u>1\3,F
and uj\gﬁr, be the lower symbols defined in (7.7). Then we have

H(T,T') = H(Tp,Tp) = Ha(upr, ipr)- (7.10)

Finally, we recall [LNR21, Lemma 9.3] for a comparison between the de Finetti measure du},)o =

dugpo of the non-interacting Gibbs state I'g and the cylindrical projection po p of the Gaussian free
field o on PS$).

Lemma 7.3 (From de Finetti to classical field: non-interacting case). For P =1(h < A), we have
H/LPO Ko, PHLI(Pf)) 2TI‘[ 72]/\A3' (711)

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<A), Q=1-P, with A=X"15
Note that under the condition € > |log A| ™ for some 1 < 1/2, we have ¢“¢ ~ <, A= for any x > 0.

Lemma 7.4. Let Ty = Z;'e ™M) qnd Ty in (6.5). Recall that po p of the Gaussian free field po
on P$. When X — 0% and e > |log \| ™" for a constant 0 < n < 1/2, then there exist 6 > 0 depending
on v such that

Z
—log 22 = —log (/ e~ Plul duoyp(u)) +0(\9). (7.12)
Zy P$
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 e, = e; + e, with e, = PeyP, then by
Theorem 6.2 and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we can bound

e {Jar(er) — areo )~ N2 (jar(e;) - @rie o) |

2 2\ 2\ 2
§A2<|dr(ei)— (dl(ef))o| >A+A2<\dr(e;)—<dr(eg)>o\ > <|dI‘ ex) — (dT(ex))ol >A(7.13)
<875(A71/4++)\%|k|2+)‘%|k|A1/2+)\)+875(A 1/4++)\2|k|2+)\2|k|A1/2+)\)%

~

and

A2<\dr(e,;) - <dr(e,;)>0\2>A Semhp eTIN2N feIN < 0 (7.14)
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We will use (7.13) for |k| < A='/2 and (7.14) for |k| > A='/2. Summing over k € Z3 we have

A2 _ _
5 Z o (k <’d1" ex) — (dT(ex))o > -z Z oF (k <‘d1"(ek) — (dI'(e, )>0‘2>)\
kezs (7.15)
> 5 Z ﬁ(k)min{l, (A~ 1/4+ +)\§|k|2 +)\7|k|A1/2 +)\)1/2} >\
keZ3

with some small constant § > 0 depending only on §p > 0 in (2.10).
The following calculation is the same as [LNR21, (9.7)-(9.11)]. We observe that

AdT(e;, ))o = ATr ( T ’) =T (ek %) =Tr (e A7) +ATr (e’: (e*hl— L %)(2 16)
B / (u e u)dpao(u) + O(AP?). |

Here we used [|(e* —1)~! — (Ah)~'|| S 1 and K = Tr P < A%/2. The bound (7.16) also shows that
ATr (e,:l"(l ) (A), which then implies that A Tr (ek 1"(1)) < e72A by using (6.9) as in (6.30).
Combining with (e, )* = P(ey)*P = Pe_,P = e_,, we find that

/\72<‘dF(e,;) — <dF(e;)>0‘2> > A2 Tr (e L ®e T ) ARe Tr ( (1)) /<uae]:u>d,u0(u)

+ 5‘/ (u, e u)ydpo(u) 2 (7.17)

=\ Tr (e_k ® ek(l",\)g)) — AReTr (e_k(l",\)ggl)> / (u, epu)dpo(u)

— CXe™20%/2

1 2
+5 — CXe 2A%/2,

/P}5 (u, exu)dpo(u)

Inserting (7.17) in (7.15) and using Y, °(k) < &3, we find that

2
O F0)(Jdr(en) - (dr(ex))o]*)
kezZ3
> \? Z Ua(k)Tr(e k® er( I‘,\ ) A Z vt (k ReTr(e k(l",\)( )> /(u erpu)dpo(u)
kez3 kez3
2
1 ~
+ = Z ve (k) / (u, exu)dpug(u)| — CAe™5A5/2,
2 i P9
Next, we represent (I‘A)gj) and (I‘)\)( ) by de Finetti measure pp s = Wpr,. Here recall that

Tr[(Ty)p] =1 and
Tr[N(T2)p] < Tr[NTy] = No + Te[(N — No)Ta] S A2 477t <a—3/2,

Therefore, using (7.9) with £ = 1 and k£ = 2, we have

Tr 5 /\Tr[(r)\)p] = /\,

W - /P ] dipa ()

1
=5 [, 0 i)

(7.18)

Tr [(A2(T) <A TY[(1+N)(Ta)p] S A2,
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Using also 3, 0% (k)e_g(2)er(y) = v (x —y), Sp 05 (k) S 73, Tr[P] < A%/? and Tr[P @ P] < A®, we
get

> —/ Z ﬁ(k)(u,e_ku)<u,eku)duj\g7)\(u) - Z ﬁ(k)Re/ <u,e_ku)du§)\(u)/<u,eku>du0(u)
P9 pezs hezd P$
2

— CAe™PNP/2 — ONV/2e 7303

/Pyj (u, egu)dpg(u)

1
- (5 /@ o7 = ) sluto) P ey ) — O
This gives us the first term in D[u] in (2.26). Concerning the contribution of A9 (N — Ny), we have
TR = TEN] < VAT = T67)V ]| Qs < e 24714,
by (6.9). Similarly, Aex Tr[(N — No)T'a] = O(e~2AY/2) where ¢, is defined in (6.3). Hence,
PMN = No))y, < (a5 — 66° + 1 — m)AT[(Tx)%) — (To) W] + Ce3A-1/4
, S (7.19)
< (aE—GbE—m—l—l)/ Hu(z)|?: de + CA°,
T3
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

1
Te[WD] > 5 Dluldp \(u) — CN’, (7.20)
P$H
with D[u] in (2.26). Combining with the Berezin-Lieb inequality (7.10), and the classical variational
principle (2.25) we conclude that

Z 1
—log 22 = AT To) + TiWEA] > Ha(pbxs o) + 5 [ Dluldip s (u) = ON
$

> —log (/ e~ Plul du}\go(u)> —CN.
P$ ’

Finally, on the right hand side of (7.21), let us replace the de Finetti measure duj\gﬁo of the non-
interacting Gibbs measure I'g by the cylindrical projection i, p of the Gaussian free field djg. Since
9 > 0, we have D[u] = —(9)? > —e~2. Therefore,

0< e~ Dlul < 60572' (7.22)

Combining with the estimate Huj\gﬁo - /,LO)P”LI(Pﬁ) < 2Tr[h~2]AA? < from Lemma 7.3, we deduce from
(7.21) that

(7.21)

Z _
—log - log / e Pl dpg p(u) + e©° A ) — ON
2o P 7

(7.23)
> —log (/ e~ Dlul du07p(u)) —ON.
P$
In the last estimate we also used the lower bound
/ e Pl dpug p(u) 2 e, (7.24)
P$H

which follows from

[ Pldnnptu) = 5 [ @~ 9)Grlo — ydady =2
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and Jensen’s inequality. Here G p is the Green function projected on PL?(T3).

Proof of the free energy upper bound. Using the unitary ¢ in (7.2), we define the trial state
I =y (FMD ® (PO)Q)L{, (7.25)

where (I'g)q is the Q-localization of the Gaussian state I'g, and I'y p is the interacting Gibbs state in
3(P5H):

e~ (Ph)—Wp

Typ = 7.26
Trg(ps) e AT PH—Wr (7.26)

with Wp the localized interaction
A2 ~ _ W2 -
Wp =53 0*(k)]d0(e;) — (dP(ej;))| " — W (AL(P) = (T (P))o)- (7.27)
k

Note that the expectation (d['(Pe’**P))y in Ty is the same as that in (I'g)p. In general, T'y p is
different from the state (I'y)p obtained by P-localizing the full interacting Gibbs state I'y.

Under the definition, we can compute explicitly

r® = pri,p+Qrye, (7.28)
and
1) = porr, pe2 1+ QUrP Qo2 + (1, @ or{’Q + or{’Q e ri}). (7.29)

On the other hand, since the trial state is factorized and the Gaussian state T'g satisfies T'g = (T'g)p ®
(To)g, we have

H(T,To) = H(Tr.p @ (To)q, (To)p ® (To)q) = H(Tx.p, (To)p)

with T'o = U* ((I‘o)p ® (FQ)Q)L{. Hence, by the variational principle (6.6)
Z ~ ~ ~
~log 2 < H(T, To) + Te[WE] = H(Ts p, (Do) p) + TWE).
0

Next, we have

2

Te[WI] < Te[WpTs p] 4+ €95 (A4 4 1), (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,

Z _
—log ?A < HTp, (To)p) + Tr[WpTy p] 4+ €95 (A4 4 1)
0
Ty e~ AT (Ph)-Wp

Tr e— AL (Ph)

(7.31)

= —log + 60672(A71/4+ +2)°.

Here in the last equality we used the variational principle due to the choice of I'y 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):

lzpg) = (/\WTK/

P$H

‘W(u/\/X)><W(u/\/X)‘du,
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Here we rescaled (7.5) with u +— uA~'/?  and denote K = dim P = Tr P < A%/2. By the Peierls-

Bogoliubov inequality (z,e4z) > e(*4%) we obtain
Tr e MINPR)=We — ﬁ /P}3 Tr [e_AdF(Ph)_WP W(u/\/X) ><W(u/\/§) Hdu
= ﬁ/ <W(u/\/x>,e_’\dF(Ph)_WPW(u/\/X>>du (7.32)
T P
> W /% exp [—<W(u/\/x>,)\(d1“(Ph) +WP)W(u/\/X)>}du

Then, for u € P$, we have the identity

)\<W(u/\/X),dF(Ph)W(u/\/X)> = (u, hu)

and
(W (/A2 Ja(er ) = (A (e )l "W (uw/X2) )
- ‘(u, e,;u>f ~ 2Re(u, e u)Tr[ e T | + A?}ﬁ[e;rgﬂ }2 F N en w2 (7.33)

2
< ‘(u,e;w — <<u,e;u>>#0‘ + C|lulPAN32.
The latter bound is an analogue of (7.17) and is based on (7.16). We also have
e 1/2 _ 1/2
0 <W(u/)\ ) (dD(P) <dF(P)>O)W(u//\ )> —
= (a® — 60" — m + 1)((u, Pu) — ((u, Pu)),, ) + O(\/?),

where the error term comes from the constant ey = O(A\/2) in ¥°.
Summing over k and using >, [05(k)| < e, we find that

(W (w/VX)Wp, W (u/VX) ) < Dlu] + CllulPAn2e 2,
Inserting the latter bound in (7.32) we arrive at
rI\re—)\dF(Ph)—Wp > (}\ﬂ_)—K/
P$
Combining with the explicit computation for Tre=*'(P") in [LNR21, (10.12)], we find

exp {—(u, hu) — Du] — C||u||2)\A3/25_3} du.

Ty e~ (Ph)~Wp ", N
K ]‘[M (1= M) /Pﬁexp [~Dlu) — Cllul?AN*"% 3 dpp(u) (7.35)

where dyo p is the cylindrical projection of dug on P$) and 0 < A1 < Ay < ... are eigenvalues of
h=—A+1. Since K = Tr P < A%? and \; ~ j%/% we have
K K

i e AN _& _ _ 5/2
H{Mju e )}/HP 2} 1—CAKAg >1—CAA

j=1 Jj=1

On the other hand, using again (7.22) we have
exp {—’D[u] - C||u||2)\A5/2573} = exp [-Dlu]] exp {—C’||u||2)\A5/2(573
> exp [~ Dlu]] — e [|ul|2AA®.
Using also [p [|ul|*dpo,p(u) = Tr[PA] < AY/? we get

[ exp [~Dlul = A2 dn () > [ exp = Dlulduon(u) €A%
P$H P$
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Then we conclude from (7.35) that
Ty e~ AL (Ph)~Wp

> 1—0)\A5/2 / —D[u]d _ ,—Ce
Tr o~ AT (Ph) ( ) Pﬁe po,p(u) —e

2/ eiDMduo,p(u) — e O,
P$

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). O

—2

AA3

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 Tg = Z; e (") and Ty in (6.5). When A — 0T
and € = |log A\|™" for a constant 0 < n < 1/2, then there exist C > 0 and § > 0 depending on v such
that

Te [Py = (D) e @ (To)g )| < O©), (7.36)
with U the unitary in (7.2) and (Tx)p, (To)g are localized states in F(P$), F(QH), respectively.

Moreover, the de Finetti measure uj\p)/\ associated with (T\)p as in (7.7) satisfies

Dlu) duoP( )
v dpo,p(v)

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.

1 — M”Ll P S <O, dfi(u) ff (7.37)
Ps©

Proof of Lemma 7.5. Since Iy is factorized, namely T'g = U* ( (To)p ® (FO)Q) U, we have
H(I'x,To) = HUTU", (To)p @ (Fo)q)
= H(0n U (TP @ (T2 )U) + H(TA)p, (To)) + H(Th ), (To)g)-

Combining (7.38) with the energy lower bound (7.20) we obtain
2y
Zy

(7.38)

—10g H(F)\,Fo) +TI‘[WF)\]

> H(0a U ((Ta)p @ (Ta)o )U) +H(T2)p, (To)p) + H(Ta)g, (To)a)  (7.39)

+ D[u]d,u}y)\(u) + O()\‘s).
P$
By the Berezin-Lieb inequality (7.10) and the classical variational principle (2.25), we have

H((TA)p, (To)p) + - Dluldpp x(u) = Halup s, 1po) + s Dlu]dup  (u)

= ’Hcl(#f\%m p') —log </ e Pl dﬂf\zo(u))
P$

> He(pp o 1') — log </ e~ Pl duo,P(U)> +0(\),
P$

where we used (7.11), (see also [LNR21, (9.17), (11.11)]) and u})o is the de Finetti measure of (I'g)p
and

def ~Plul d.“?DO( )
fPﬁ D) dpup,(v)

du' (u) = (7.38)
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Therefore,

—log i,—z > H(FMU* ((FA)P ® (F/\)Q)U) +H((Tx)q, (T0)Q) + Her(up 1)

(7.38)
—log (/ e Pl duo,P(U)) +O(\).
P$H
Comparing with the the upper bound in (7.12), we obtain
H (FA= ur ((FA)P ® (F/\)Q)u> +H((TA)Q: (To)@) + Ha(uprs ') S A°. (7.39)

Let us conclude using the (quantum and classical) Pinsker inequalities (see e.g. [CL14]),

1 1 2
TA- B2, Haliwe) > 5 (v —l9)

From (7.39) we find that
Te |0y = U (Ta)p @ (T )U| S AV, Tr|(Ta)g = (To)al S A7
By the triangle inequality, we conclude (7.36) by

Tr

Ty —U* ((FA)p ® (FO)Q)L{’
< Tr ‘I‘,\ -Uur ((F,\)P ® (FA)Q)U‘ + Tr ‘U* ((FA)P ® (F,\)Q)U -Uur ((F,\)P ® (FO)Q)U‘
=Tr }FA s ((FA)P ® (FA)Q>U‘ +Tr|(Th)g — (To)ol S A€,

Moreover, using ||u?31A —Wlloips) S M/ due to (7.39), and || — Wlloips) < O(\/€) by Lemma
7.3, we also obtain (7.37) by the triangle inequality. O

7.4. Convergence of density matrices. Finally, we will use the norm approximation on I'y 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

s

Proof. The proof is the same with [LNR21, Lemma 11.3]. From the heat kernel positivity e """ (x,y) >
0 and the pointwise estimate W > —Ce2, a standard argument using the Trotter product formula
and the relative bound (6.7) on partition functions, we obtain the kernel estimate

0 <TM (X4 ¥3) Sk €€ T (X0 Y2)
for all X, Y € (T3)*. Thus the desired bound follows from AT ||gs < |1 )|kg <k 1. O

Lemma 7.7 (From states to density matrices, Hilbert-Schmidt estimate). Let T', TV 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

2k
I0® — PO < i (Tr|r — 1)) (Z (I s + ||F'<f>||Hs)> . (7.38)

{=k

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 I'y = U* ((F)\)P ® (I‘Q)Q>L{ satisfies
ff\k) — P®krf\k)P®k + Q@kr(()k)Qm_ (7.39)

Here there is no cross term since h®* commutes with ng). From (7.39), it is clear that ff\k) satisfies
the same Hilbert-Schmidt estimate as in Lemma 7.6. Note that ef < AT for every k > 0. Hence,

combining with the norm estimate (7.36), we deduce from Lemma 7.7 that
IT® = T s <6 ONYCF), Wk > 1.

Thus it suffices to focus on ff\k) The @-localized term is small since

N QFFTEIQPH| | Si 1Qh s S ATH S A

Here we used the explicit form of ng) in (2.6), which implies /\kF(()k) < (h~H®*. 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 3, , of (I'x)p, we have from (7.8)
k—1
k
/P . [u®F) (k] dpp  (u) = A k! PERTR) POk 4 3k ot ™ ( E) PPTOPH @1 i ipg. (7.40)
£=0
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(P$) < CA%/? < A~1/2, we find that
for every k > 1,

A similar estimate with u}) 5 replaced by i in (7.37) holds thanks to the operator inequality

AR P [t 0 dih )

<p O(NY/Cr), (7.41)
HS

/P}5 [u®*) (1 dfi < e /p: [u®F) (u®*|dpgp = O kI(Ph~1)EF. (7.42)
2l

Next, for every Hilbert-Schmidt operator X > 0 on H¥+*  using (7.37) we can estimate

([ et - o))

/ 2% (WK (g + 7D (1)
P$H

2

<X © Xlus

s — Bl(P$)
HS

Sk | X[EsONx).
By duality we deduce that

<k O(NY/Cr), (7.43)
HS

/ i) (| (g — 7D (1)
P$

Thus, by the triangle inequality,

< O(NY/Cr), (7.44)
HS

AR k!P®kFE\k)P®k _ /Pr |u®k><u®k|dﬁ(u)
)]

To conclude, we need to replace dj in (7.44) by dv®. We compare

1
<
Tog e P djio,p(0)

) (PR |dwe /P ) ()
)

) HS

/ [u®*) (u®* e~ P (dpgp — dpo)
k3]

HS
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1 1
) e g
2

+ } -
Jpg e Pllduo,p(v) [ e Plldug(v)

HS

072
<Le™*

/Q ) (e Pdpg |+ e /P e PP — " P|do (v)
ko) HS 9

s 3
(1 + [ 1P) ~ D(Pe)idnle)
<ecaf2(||Qh_l||11{/32 + A 1/4+) < < O™ 2A—1/4—i- <k O(}\é/ck)'

Here in the third inequality we used
je=PLP) — e =PI < |D[Py] = Dlu]|(e PP + eIy < e |D[Pu] — Dl

since D[v] > —72 > —Ce~2, and then we used similar calculation as in the proof of [LNR21, Lemma
5.3] (see in partlcular, [LNRQL (5.15) and (5.8)]) to bound

/'D D(Pv)|duo(v) S 0%l |Qh [lms & A4 S @ N,

This concludes the proof of Theorem 2.6. O

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 x, 0 € C°(R3)
be nonnegative radial functions on R?, such that

i. the support of x is contained in a ball, and the support of # is contained in an annulus;

i, x(2) +30,500(2772) =1 for all z € R%.

iii. supp(x) Nsupp(#(277-)) =0 for j > 1 and supp(#(2~*)) Nsupp(d(277-)) = 0 for |i — j| > 1.

We call the pair (x,#) a dyadic partition of unity, and refer to [BCD11, Proposition 2.10] for its
existence. The Littlewood-Paley blocks are then defined as follows:

A_ju=F YxFu), Aju=F 027 )Fu),j=>0.

Let S’ be the space of distributions on T%. For a € R,p,q € [1,00], the Holder-Besov space is
defined by

1
By, = {u e &) fulsg, = (3 @ Ia5ule)?)" < oo},
Jjz-1
with the usual interpretation as [* norm in case ¢ = oco. For the shift operator 7, introduced in
(3.14), it is easy to see that

7y fllBg, = [IflBg - (A1)
The following embedding results will be frequently used.

Lemma A.1. (i) Let 1 < p1 < p2 <0 and 1 < ¢1 € ¢2 < 00, and let « € R. Then Bo .
Bj.. 52(1/1)1 1/p2) . (cf. [GIP15, Lemma A.2])

(i) Let s € R, 1 <p< o0, d>0. Then By ; CB,  C B;)_lls.

Here C means continuous and dense embedding.

We also recall the following interpolation lemma.
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Lemma A.2. Let 6 € [0,1] and a, a1, a2 € R satisfy o = O +(1—0)az, and p, ¢, p1,q1, P2, q2 € [1, 0]
satisfy
1 6 1-6 1 0 1-46

)

p P1 D2 q q1 q2
It holds that

0 1-6
£, < 175, 1A
(¢f. (27722, Lemma 2.7])

A.2. Smoothing effect of heat flow. We recall the following smoothing effect of the heat flow
P, = e!A71 (e.g. [GIP15, Lemma A.7], [MW17, Proposition A.13], [ZZ722, Lemma 2.8]).

Lemma A.3. Letu € By for some a € R,p,q € [1,00]. Then for every 6 > 0,
|Padlggss <t ulsg
If0 < B <2, then

~

B
(T =Pullze S = ullgs-

Lemma A.4. ([GIP15, Lemma A.9],[ZZ722, Lemma 2.8, Lemma 2.9]) Let « € R. Then the following
bounds hold for J f = [ P._,fds

17 fllzgeczve S I fllLgece
If0< 24+ a <2 then

||ff||C<T2+a)/2Loo S ||f||L%°Ca-

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 € C®, g € C? is well defined if
and only if a4+ 8 > 0. In terms of Littlewood-Paley blocks, the product fg of two distributions f and
g can be formally decomposed as

fe=> > AifAjg=f=<g+fog+f -y

jz—liz—1
with
f=g=g=Ff=>Y Y AifDjg fog= > AifAg
j>—1i<j—1 li—il<1
We also denote
FE =40, KE<+o.
For j > 0 we also use the notations
Sif= > Aif,
i<G—1

and §; =0(27%) fori > 0and 6_; = x.

It is easy to see that the support of Fourier of Sj fA;g is contained in an annulus of the form 27.¢7.
Let § € C°(R?) with support in an annulus such that § = 1 on .. Let K; = F'6;, K; = F~'0;
with 6; = §(27.).

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 € R, p,p1,p2,q € [1,00] such that 1—17 = p% + p%' Then we have

If < 9gllgs, S I fllerllgllsg,
P,q P2,9

I < gllgess < fllBg, lollgs . (fora<0)
1f o allgsss < Ifllmg, lollgs, . (fora+8>0).

Furthermore, for a+ >0

Ifollgans < 1lms, ,lollgs -

r1,9

Moreover, for a >0, p3,ps € [1,00] satisfy % =L 4 L. Then it holds that

p3 Pa
1f9llBg, < /1By

p,q ™ P1,9

lgllzez + [ flles lgllB

Pa.a’
Lemma A.6. (Duality.) Let o € (0,1), p,q € [1,00], p’ and ¢ be their conjugate exponents, respec-
tiwely. Then the mapping (u,v) — fuﬂd:z: extends to a continuous bilinear form on By , X B;,?;,, and
one has [(u,v)| < [lullBg llvllg-=  (c¢f. [MWITa, Proposition 3.23]).

) P/,q/

We also recall the following commutator estimate ([GIP15, Lemma 2.4], [MW17, Proposition A.9]).

Lemma A.7. Let a € (0,1) and 8,7 € R such that a+ [+~ >0 and B+~ <0, p,p1,p2,p3 € [1, 0],

1_ 1,11 . . '
AR TR TR Then there exist a trilinear bounded operator C(f,g,h) : By, x Bi xB), — Bg*‘ﬂ*‘"*

satisfying
1C(f; 9. W)llggreer S 1 flImg, l9llsg, I2/l83,
and for smooth functions f,qg,h
C(f,9:h) = (f <g)oh—[f(goh).
We also recall the following commutators from [CC18, Lemma A.1].

Lemma A.8. Let a € (0,1) and B8 € R, p,p1,p2 € [1,00],
Schwartz functions. Then for every n < 1 it holds that

lp(eD)(f < 9) = f < p(eD)gllggre—n < "l fllmg, l9llss, -

1 _ 1 1
5_17_1+17_2' Let ¢ € S, the space of

Here p(D)f = F~Y(pFf) = (F~Lo) * f and the proportional constant is uniform in €. Moreover, it
holds that for T >0

117, f <glleroeroes S (Ifllexce + 1fl g2y ) lglcros:

Proof. The first result follows from [CC18, Lemma A.1]. The second result follows from the first result
and we refer to [HZZ724, Lemma 3.13] for a proof. O

Lemma A.9. It holds that for y € R, 6 € (0,1),a € R,p € [1, <]
Iy f = flleg < I°lflgg+s-
Moreover, if (1 + |z|%)v € LY(R?), then it holds that
o7 5 £ = Fllmg S & s

Proof. The first result follows from [HZZZ24, Corollary 2.9]. We have

Fafof= / o(y)(f (& — ey) — f(2))dy.

Thus the result follows from the first result. O
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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 € > 0, due to the smoothing effect of v¢, Z;’ € CrC 2" Z;[’ €
CTC’%”" P-a.s.. It is standard to derive a local in time solution in C~2 by fixed point arguments
in suitable space, following similar arguments as in [DD03, MW17a]. We then use invariant measure
V¢ to construct global in time solutions. More precisely, recall the following potential term from »¢
eor 1
we &t 5/ @) v (z —y) 1| @(y)]?: dedy — (a — 6b5)/ | ®(x)?: de,
Td
which can be approximated by the following Galerkin approximation:

§ 5 [ (e @F - Bloa(@)P)er(@ - 5)(@x ) - Bloy(y))dody

~ (¢ - 65) / (|@n () — El®y(2)P)de

1

—5 [ (25 @P - Blex@P - (0" - 6)e"(z ~ )

x (1en () ~ Elox (y)* - (a° - 66%) ) dady — T7,

with ®y = Py® for Pyf = F 'ljg<nFf and T¢ = 4n(a® — 6b°)%2. We can then apply the
same arguments as in [LNR21, Lemma 5.3] to have W§ — W€ in L'(uo) for Gaussian free field
o = N(0,5(m — A)~'), as N — oo. We further construct the probability measure

v e, 2 / e dpo,
with We > —T¢.

Using Galerkin approximation we establish that the measure v° is an invariant measure to equation
(3.1). Another way to derive that v® is an invariant measure of the solutions to equation (3.1) is
through the Dirichlet form approach. Since v° is absolutely continuous with respect to pg, with its
density in LP(uo) for every p > 1, we can readily apply the general Dirichlet form theory from [AR91]
to construct a Markov process that leaves v° 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 (y= () denote the blow-up time of ¥* in C i~ staring from W¢(0). We then use v to apply
Bourgain’s argument [Bou94] to extend the local-in-time solution to a global one for v°-a.s. initial data
in C~2~%, meaning that P(Cye(0) = 00) = 1 for v*-a.s. ¥5(0) € C~2* (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 ¢ > 0, the map W*(0) — P(t < (y<(0)) is
continuous. Consequently, we conclude that P((y= (o) = 00) = 1 for every ¥*(0) € C~z—*. Moreover,
by applying [HM18, Corollary 3.9], the strong Feller property of the Markov semigroup, and the fact
that v¢ is supported on C*%*", we conclude that v¢ is the unique invariant measure of the solutions
to equation (3.1). The result follows. 0

Proof of Theorem 3.17. During the proof, we use ||Z.(t)||, ||(Z. — Z)(t)||, and ||Z(t)|| to denote the
quantities ||Z¢||, |Ze — Z||, and ||Z]| introduced in Section 3.3, where these norms are now considered
on the interval [0,¢] for the random fields. We also introduce the following random time: Define for
any L > 1

e def . def .

b > 0 (Ol y . > LYAT, of S inf{t > 05 |Z(1)] > L.
We first have the following bound before 77 A 07, L, L1 > 1: Set

348k

e 143k
Q (1) = el g+t 7 [P ghran Tt 3

2

[E(t) | cresn + 1.
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It holds that for ¢t < 77 A 07,
Q*(1) S C(L, L), (B.1)

with the propotional constant independent of €. In fact, by similar calculations as in [ZZ18, Section
4] there exists ¢ > 1 such that for 0 < ¢ < 07, NTL

Q)" < CLNWOIL -, +1)+C(E) [ @y ar

Then Bihari’s inequality implies that there exists a short time t* = C'(L, L1) > 0 such that
s Q(t) < C(Ly, L).

te[0,t*ATE Ao, ]
Consider the solution at time t* < ¢ < o7, A 7f, then it can be viewed as a solution starting from
t— % A similar argument as above implies for t* <t < o7 ATf

(

which implies (B.1).
For L > 0 define

7 it {t >0 (o)l oy = LIAT,  op = inf{t>0:|Z(t)| > L},

t* 143k 34

FEETS t* aise
377 0@l gy + (5)77 [WEDllcreo S C(L, L),

and
L nf{t>0:(Z—2Z)() = et}
Then using Lemma 3.18-Lemma 3.21 and (3.57), (3.58), (3.49) above, (B.1) and similar argument as
[2718, Section 4] we have for L, L; > 1 with i = 1,2, 3,
sup [0t — p®ll, 4 =T 0, &0, 5

t€[0,TLATE  AQS , ABLyAEF]

=

Moreover, we have the following estimates: for n > 0

P( sup [l —oll 1 >n)
te[0,T]

<P( sup 195 =@l g-3-« >m) +P(rL A 0L, Nows N O™ > 71,)
te[0,TLATE A0S, ABLgAGE]

+P(T > 7)) +P(T > 5°) +P(T > 07,) + P(T > 01,).
The first term goes to zero as ¢ — 0 by (B.2). Also for Ly > L+1n

P(7o A op, Aoy N&° > 7r,) < P( sup 19° =@l g3 >m),
te[0,TLATE A0S, ABLAG"]
which goes to zero by (B.2). The third term tends to zero as L go to co by Theorem 3.6. The fourth
term goes to zero as € — 0 by (3.49). The last two terms go to zero uniformly over € € (0,1) as Lo, L3
go to 0o by Lemma 3.2 and (3.48). Thus the result follows. O

Proof of Lemma 4.17. Let ¥¢ and Z be solutions to (3.1) and (3.7) with general initial conditions,
respectively. By the general results of [HM18], (¥¢, Z) is a Markov process on (C~27%)2, and we
denote by (Pf)i>o0 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 W€ the solution to (3.1) starting from Z(0) where Z is the stationary solution to (3.7), so that the
process U — Z starts from the origin. In this case Z is the same as the stationary solution Z. By
Theorem 4.3 for every T > 1 and k > 0

T ~ ~
| B0 = D0l a7

2
12 s
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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 € Ny, i.e. by Proposition
2
12

4.10
n+1
[ Bl - 20
. n+1

n+1
S [ Elads [ Bl s

n

. )dt

,liﬁdt
2

n+1 n+1
s [Tz e [T Bls@RE)0

SE[vi(m)|z: +151,

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

2
2

n+1 n+1 s .
E[ lonlyads SU+B(KOZA) [ [ (=05 fuuto)]Fadrds)

n+1 n+1
§1+E/ ||z/;l||§pds+E/ Ve(¢y)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 [SZ722, Lemma 4.2] to construct an invariant measure 7€ on (C~2%)2 for (Pf);>0 and the desired
stationary process (¥¢, Z), defined to be the unique solution to (3.3) and (3.7) obtained by sampling
the initial datum from 7°. |

APPENDIX C. THE IDEAL BOSE GAS

In the grand canonical ensemble, the non-interacting (ideal) Bose gas in T? at temperature A=! > 0
and with chemical potential —y < 0 is described by the Gibbs state on Fock space

Ty = Z5le MICA+) - z) — Ty~ MA+00),

This model is exactly solvable. In particular, the total number of particles in T'g is

1
N=3 Smr T (C1)
keZ3

which is proportional to A=3/2 when X\ — 0 if \1/2 <9y < AL,
The Bose—Finstein condensation is the phenomenon when the number of particles in the zero-

momentum mode Ny = Tr[ajaolo] = (e*”° —1)~1 is comparable to N. As Bose [Bos24] and Einstein
[Ein24] realized in 1924, in the limit A — 0, i.e. N — oo, we have

- (5)"] 2oele) "

which implies a phase transition when \./\ crosses the critical value 1. The parameter A\ ! is called
the critical temperature (here we are in a fixed volume setting, hence A\;! = N?/3. A more detailed
analysis using (C.1) shows that if we fix A/\; = @ € (0, 0), then

{NO N, Vg \/? if a<1 (condensed phase),

C.2
No=1, Y92t if a>1 (non-condensed phase). (€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 ¥y = 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 ®3 theory. This choice places us in
the non-condensed phase, but just slightly above the critical point. The condensed phase requires
P99 = A2, 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 A.

Lemma C.1 (Particle number of the ideal Bose gas). For A > 0 small we have

\ T/2¢(2) o1l
Z eA(lklerl)—l = \/X2 —27T2+7T3/2 Z —+O(\/X) (03)
kez3

te2r73\ {0} 4

This formula is the same as [LNR21, Eq. (B.5)], except for a rescaling by the volume (27)3 and a
quantitative error estimate.

Proof. Using )\(emk'QH) -1t = )\Zn>1 e~ MIE*+1) and the Poisson summation formula

Y fky=0@m2 > f)

keZ3 Le2nZ3

2 2
for f(z) = e M=l — 11 148 % e~ "Ml we have
272

1 dp
A(% AP =1 /R3 eMlp+1) — 1)

ke
— )\Ze—nk Z (e—n)\k2 _/ e—n>\|/€—P|2 dp) (04)
n>1 keZ3 (=3:3)°

=2 Y e .

3
w1 (nA)2 £e2773\{0}

For every ¢ € 2773 \ {0}, we have the convergence of the Riemann sum

oo —lel
73/2 —n,\—% = 7r3/2/ 1 e—t—ﬂ dt = 3/26
Z (4mnA) (dmnnE o (47t)2 4 (€5)

when A — 0. Here in the last equality we used the Fourier transform of Yukawa potential, see [LLO1,
Theorem 6.23]. In fact, the convergence rate in (C.5) can be estimated as

A 2 1 2
Z —(n)\)% e~ x / t—%eftf% dt
0

2 n 2
oA~ Tix _/ A _ e~ M-l dt‘ <
n—1 (t)\)§

VA I -2
5/2 t3/2 + AN3/2¢7/2 € edt

3 VA (AN 2 /! g
Aelie) *liw) () )

AAA
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5/2 0
< )‘—/ t2e7 Mt < %
0 €]

Here we used e 147/(4%) < (£A/]£]2)* for all s € {2,3,4}. Since |¢|~* is summable in 27Z3\{0}, we
deduce from (C.4) and (C.5)

A B Adk 32¢” "
Z AR — 1 /Rd AP —1 Z L] +O(\/X)' (C.6)

keZ3 Le2nZ3\{0}

The conclusion follows from from the well-known formula

A3/2dk dk 3
_ _ . 3/2 2
s = T =T — | —2m°VA+O(A . C.7
/]R3 MK+ _ 1 - elklP+x _ ¢ 2 \/_+ ( )AHO+ ( )
|
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