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HYPERBOLIC O(N) LINEAR SIGMA MODEL
AND ITS MEAN-FIELD LIMIT

RUOYUAN LIU, SHAO LIU, AND TADAHIRO OH

ABSTRACT. We study large N limits of the hyperbolic O(N) linear sigma model (HLSMy) on
the two-dimensional torus T2, namely, a system of N interacting stochastic damped nonlinear
wave equations (SANLW) with coupled cubic nonlinearities. After establishing (pathwise) global
well-posedness of HLSMy and the limiting equation, called the mean-field SANLW, we first
establish convergence of HLSMy to the mean-field SANLW with general initial data (under a
suitable assumption). In particular, for the local-in-time convergence, we obtain a convergence
rate of order N~2%¢ for any € > 0. We then show that the invariant Gibbs dynamics for
HLSMn converges to that for the mean-field SANLW with a convergence rate of order N —5te
on any large time intervals.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Hyperbolic O(N) linear sigma model. In this paper, we consider the following system
of N interacting stochastic damped nonlinear wave equations (SANLW) with coupled cubic
nonlinearities, posed on the two-dimensional torus T? = (R/ 27TZ)2E|

N
1 .
(6t2+8t+m—A)uN,j :—N E u?v,kuN,j—i—\/ifj, j=1,...,N, (1.1)
k=1

where m > 0 and {&;};en is a family of independent space-time white noises on Ry x T2.
Our main goal is to study the large N limit of solutions to and show that (under suitable
assumptions on initial data), for each fixed j € N, a solution uy ; to converges in probability
to a solution u; to the following mean-field SANLW on T? as N — oo:

(07 + 0 +m — Ayuj = —E[ul] uj + V2¢;. (1.2)
See Theorems [1.4] and [I.6] below for the main statements.
In quantum field theory, there are natural models where the field in = (un,,...,un N)

takes values in an N-dimensional space, and it is of importance to investigate their asymptotic
behavior as N — oo. Such a large N limit often leads to a substantial simplification and has been
studied for many models. In [60], Wilson considered the following N-component generalization
of the ®3-measure:

N N
oy =23t ew (= [ 5 Y IV 4 Y ko
P =1

1 AN A
. (ZuN]> d:L‘)duN,

Jj=1

(1.3)

known as the O(N) linear sigma model. Here, the word “linear” refers to the fact that the target
space R is a linear space. In [47], Shen, Smith, Zhu, and Zhu studied the large N limit of the
O(N) linear sigma model py via the method of stochastic quantization. Namely, they studied
the following coupled system of stochastic nonlinear heat equations (SNLH) on T?:

N
1
(O +m = Duy; =~ > udpun + V2. (1.4)
k=1

It is easy to see that the measure py in (1.3) is formally invariant under the dynamics of (|1.4))
and, for this reason, we refer to (1.4 as the parabolic O(N) linear sigma model. In [47], the
authors showed that a solution uy ; to (1.4) converges to the following mean-field SNLH:

(O +m —A)u; = —E[u?] uj + \/§§j

(under suitable assumptions on initial data). This dynamical result in turn implied convergence
of the invariant measure py in (|1.3]) to the limiting Gaussian measure M?N (in a suitable sense),

"n this formal discussion, we ignore the issue of renormalization.



HYPERBOLIC O(N) LINEAR SIGMA MODEL 3

provided that m > 0 is sufficiently large. Here, u; denotes the massive Gaussian free field
measure with mass m > 0:

1
duy = Z Vexp <— 2||(m—A)5u||2L2>du. (1.5)

See [47, Theorem 1.2] for a precise statement. In a recent work [I4], Delgadino and Smith
extended the latter result on the measure convergence to arbitrarily small masses m > 0 by
making use of Talagrand’s inequality [54} 44} [17]. See [48]/49] for further results on the (parabolic)
O(N) linear sigma model. See also a nice survey paper [46] on the subject, including physical
and mathematical backgrounds on the large N methods and % expansions, and the references
therein.

As in the scalar case (N = 1) studied in [23], the SANLW system corresponds to the
hyperbolic counterpart of the parabolic O(NN) linear sigma model . In particular, the
SANLW system is the so-called canonical stochastic quantization of the O(N) linear sigma
model py in (L.3); see [45] and also Subsection below. For this reason, we refer to the
SANLW system as the hyperbolic O(N) linear sigma model (HLSMy) in the following

Starting from the work [41), 21], there has been a significant progress on the study of singu-
lar stochastic (damped) nonlinear wave equations, broadly interpreted with stochastic forcing
and / or random initial data in recent years; see [15] 22, 36} 23], 56, [32] BT, B3] [6l, B4, 37, B5] 43,
53, O, 42, 7, [61]. Nevertheless, to the best of our knowledge, there is no well-posedness result
on a wave equation with a mean-field nonlinearity, in particular in the singular setting (such as
the mean-field SANLW (1.2)), not to mention the large N limit (= the mean-field limit) of a
system of nonlinear wave equations. Thus, the current paper presents the first such results on
the hyperbolic O(N) linear sigma model and its mean-field limit .

1.2. Large N limit of the hyperbolic O(N) linear sigma model. We now take a closer
look at HLSM and its (formal) mean-field limit (L.2). Given j € N, let ¥; denote the
stochastic convolution, satisfying the following linear stochastic damped wave equation with zero
initial data:

(1.6)
(\Ijﬁ 8t\11j)|t:0 = (07 0)7
where {&;}en is the family of independent space-time white noises as in (L.1). As seen in [21],23],
W, (t) is almost surely a distribution of regularityﬂ —e and thus we need to introduce renormal-
ization in considering its powers.
Let uy = {un; };VZI be a solution to HLSMy ((1.1)). Proceeding with the first order expansion
28, 5, 12):

{(63 + 0 +m — AT = V32

unj =¥j+ong,  j=1...,N, (1.7)

we see that the residual term vy = {vn; }évzl satisfies the following SANLW system:

(8752 +0+m— A)UNJ‘ = (UJQVJ{UNJ‘ + 2‘;[/ka,ka7]‘ + Ujgv,k\Ilj

1y
N= (1.8)

+ :\I/zZUNJ‘—i-Q’UN’k :\I/k\I/j: + Z\I/%\I/jl >,

2In describing regularities of functions and distributions, we use € > 0 to denote an arbitrarily small constant.
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where we have already applied Wick renormalization to the powers of the stochastic convolu-
tion W;:

Wy, i k£

AVLEN if k= j,
:\I/i\I/j:: qquj . )
Wi Wy, if k£,

(W2, ifk=34
:\Ilk\Ijj::{ PR, J

(1.9)

where : ¥ : on the right-hand side denotes the standard Wick power. See (2.12) and (2.13)
for the precise definition via a regularization and limiting procedure. See Subsection for a
further discussion. Then, by setting

def
:u?v’kuNyj: = ?)]2\/7,?1)]\[7]' + 2\I/k"UN,kUN,j + ’U?\;,k\llj
+ 2\I/i: UN; + 20N VW, 4 :\I/%\I/j:,
we obtain the renormalized version of HLSMy ([L.1)):

N
1
(02 + 0 +m— Ay = -5 D ufpun s+ V255 (1.10)
k=1

As usual in practice [21], 23], we say that uy = {uNJ};V:l is a solution to (1.10) if un j, j =
1,..., N, has the structure (|1.7), where vy = {UNJ};-V:l is a solution to (|1.8).

Before proceeding further, we introduce some notations; see also Subsection [2.1] Given s € R,
we set

HE(T?) = H5(T?) x H*~1(T?).
For a function space B, we denote by B®V as the N-fold product of the space B with itself:
B®N = B x ... x B. Given a Banach space B and N € N, we define the Ay B-norm, denoting
[ —

N times

the (2-average, by setting
N
lallly s = & > llasli (1.11)
j=1

for a = {a; };VZI € B®N. We may write Ay ; to emphasize that the ¢2-average is taken over the
index j. When B = R, we simply set Ay = AxyR.

We state pathwise local and global well-posedness of HLSM y .
Theorem 1.1. (i) Let m > 0 and 3 < s < 1. Then, given N € N, HLSMy is locally
well-posed in (HS(TQ))(X)N. More precisely, given (vg\?),vg\p) = {(v](\(,)?j,vj(\?j) }jvzl € (HS(TQ))®N,
there exists a unique solution

(v, Vi) = {(on 3, Bron )}y € ANC((0, 7], 7P (T?)) (1.12)

to (L.8) with (VN,vN)|i=0 = (vg\?),vg)) on the time interval [0,7] for some almost surely
positive time T > 0.
(ii) Let m > 0 and % < s < 1. Then, given N € N, HLSMy (1.10) is globally well-posed in

(HS(TQ))®N. More precisely, given (VS\?),VE\P) = {(U&%,U%Z)}j\le € (HS(TZ))®N, there exists
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a unique global-in-time solution (vy,0vy) € (C(R+;”HS(T2)))®N to (1.8) with initial data
( 0) @)

VN VN ), almost surely.

Theorem follows from a straightforward modification of the corresponding results in the
scalar case (i.e. N = 1) in [23]. We present its proof in Section [3] The local well-posedness result
(Theorem [L.1](i)) follows from Proposition [3.1] on local well-posedness of the perturbed SANLW
system with Lemma on the regularity properties of the Wick powers of the stochastic
convolution V¥, defined in . Our proof does not make use of any auxiliary function space and
thus the uniqueness of a solution (vy,d;vy) holds in the entire class (L.12)). See Remark [3.2](i)
We also point out that our argument yields a uniform (in N) local existence time (in the sense
of Proposition .

Let us now turn our attention to the pathwise global well-posedness result (Theorem [1.1{(ii)).
Given (up, iun) = {(un,j, 8tuN7j)}J 1, define the energy functional En(uy, dyuy) by setting

1
Bvton o) = 5 3 [ B iy +
=T

1 2
* 4]V2/TQ (;“?Vﬂ) d (1.13)

dzx

1
= 5 [ IV + e + 0 e

1 4
+ 4/]1‘2 HUN,]H_ANCZ.T?,

where Ay = AyR is as in (1.11)). The energy functional Ex(uy,0uy) is obtained by simply
replacing the absolute value (= the norm on R) in the energy:

1 1
E(u,0u) = 5 /11‘2 \Vul|? + mu? + (9u)?dz + 1 /11‘2 utda (1.14)

for the scalar (deterministic) NLW:
(O +m — A = —u? (1.15)

by the AyR-norm. As such, it is easy to check that Exn(uy,dyuy) is conserved under the
following (deterministic) NLW system:

(@2 +m—A)uyj = —— ZuNkuNJ, j=1,...,N. (1.16)
With vy = dyupy, we can write as the followmg Hamiltonian formulation:
upn 0 IdN
O (VN> = <—IdN 0 ) V(ANL%)@)QEN(UN,VN), (1.17)

where Idy is the N x N identity matrix and V4, r2)e2 En(un, vy) is the L2-gradient (= the

Riesz representation of the Fréchet derivative of Ey (uy, v)) with respect to the (Ax L*(T?)) @2
inner product.

As observed in [23], there are two difficulties in proving global well-posedness of (see
Proposition , using the energy En(uy,0uy) in . First of all, due to the roughness

of the space-time white noises {&;}¥ j=1, the local-in-time solution (v, 0vy)(t) constructed in
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Theorem (1) does not belong to (7—[1('11‘2))®N, namely En(vy,0vy)(t) = oo for t > 0,
almost surely. The second issue comes from the fact that (v, 9, vy) does not solve the NLW
system but it satisfies the perturbed NLW system , where we view the terms involving
(the Wick powers of) ¥; as a perturbation. If each of these difficulties appears alone, then we
could overcome the issue by applying the I-method [II] in the former case, and by applying a
Gronwall-type argument after Burq and Tzvetkov [10] in the latter case. In our current setting,
however, we need to handle both of the difficulties at the same time. Our strategy is to adapt
the hybrid approach combining the I-method with a Gronwall-type argument, introduced in [23]
by Gubinelli, Koch, Tolomeo, and the third author, to the current vector-valued setting. In
Subsections and we present details of a proof of Theorem [1.1](ii) by establishing uniform
(in N) estimates. Our argument also yields a uniform (in V) double exponential growth bound,;

see Remark B.101

Next, we turn our attention to the well-posedness issue of the mean-field SANLW . Take
N — oo in . Heuristically, in view of the law of large numbers (see Subsection , the
empirical average % D i<p<n in gets replaced by an expectation E. Thus, in the limit as
N — o0, we formally obtain the following limiting mean-field equation:

(8? + 8t +m — A)’Uj = —E[’UJQ-]’UJ‘ - QE[\I/J"U]‘]’U]‘ - E[’UJZ]\I/]‘ - QE[UJ'\I’J‘]\I/]‘, (1.18)

We note that the fourth and sixth terms on the right-hand side of (1.8]) vanish in the limit, since
they (formally) converge to E[: \113 :Jvj and E[: \113 :|¥;, respectively, which are both 0 in view of
IE[\IIJ2 :] = 0. By setting

u; = WV, + vy, (1.19)
we obtain the following renormalized version of the mean-field SANLW (|1.2]):
(0} + 0y +m — A)u; = —E[u? — W u; + V2¢;. (1.20)

As in the HLSMy case, we say that u; is a solution to (1.20]) if u; has the structure (1.19)),

where v; is a solution to (1.18)).
Next, we state local and global well-posedness of the mean-field SANLW ({1.20]).

Theorem 1.2. (i) Let m > 0, % <s<1, and 2 <p< oco. Then, the mean-field SANLW (|1.20))
is locally well-posed in LP(Q; H*(T?)). More precisely, given (v(0 v} e LP(Q; H5(T?)), there
exists a unique solution

(v, 0v) € LP(Q;C([0, 7]; H*(T?))) (1.21)
to ([T.18) with (v, 04v)|i=0 = (v@,v()) on the time interval [0, 7] for some T > 0.

(ii) Let m > 0 and % < s < 1. Then, the mean-field SANLW (1.20)) is globally well-posed in
L2(Q; H°(T2)). More precisely, given any (v, vM) € L2(Q;#*(T?)) and T > 0, there exists
a unique global-in-time solution (v,0pw) € L?($; C([0,T); H*(T?))) to (L.18)) with (v, dv)|i=0 =
(v, (M),

We note that the uniqueness of a solution (v, d;v) to holds in the entire class .
See Remark [1.2(i). As in the case of HLSMy (Theorem [1.1]), Theorem follows
from adapting the argument for the scalar case [23] to the current mean-field setting. There
is, however, one seemingly problematic term E[v;¥;]V; in which does not come with
renormalization. Such a term does not appear in the scalar case [23] or in , representing a
new aspect of the current mean-field model, as compared to the hyperbolic O(N) linear sigma
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model. See a proof of Proposition See also Subsection (.2] for a globalization argument
where we encounter similar issues, specific to the current mean—ﬁeld setting.

As for the global well-posedness (Theorem [1.2((ii)), the main strategy is to adapt the hybrid
I-method approach [23] to the current mean-field setting, starting with the following energy
functional:

_1 u2 mug u2 T 1 u2 2 X
£(000) = 58| [ 1Vl + @uofaa] 45 [ (eR'a (1.22)

1 1
=5 [ 19l + mlulfy + 10alisdo+ [ ulfyda.
T2 T2

Note that the energy £(u, dyu) is obtained by simply replacing the absolute value (= the norm
on R) in the definition (1.14)) of the energy E(u,d:u) for the scalar (deterministic) NLW ([1.15))
by the L?(Q)-norm. It is easy to check that &(u, d;u) is conserved under the mean-field NLW:

(0} + m — A)u = —E[u?]u. (1.23)
Remark 1.3. With v = dyu, (1.23) is equivalent to the following Hamiltonian formulation:

U 0 1
Oy (v) = <_1 O> V(La,gc)@zg(u, v),
where V(2 ye2&(u,v) is the L?-gradient with respect to the (L?(€; LQ(TQ)))@—inner product.

Finally, we are ready to state a convergence result for HLSMy ([1.10) to the mean-field
SANLW ([1.20]) with general initial data (under some assumptions).

Theorem 1.4. (i) Let m > 0 and 2 < s < 1. Let {(ug\?)],ug\lf)J)} (’HS(’]IQ)) , N eN,
and {( u; gl))}jeN € (HS(TZ))®N be sequences of random functions such that

° (ugo), g )) € L2(Q; H*(T?)), j € N, are independent and identically distributed,

e for each fized j € N, we hcwe

i probability as N — oo, and
f (“53)3 - “§0)’“§\1f?j - “5'1)) | ayrs 2y — 0 (1.25)

i probability as N — oo.
Let {(un,j, Orun,j)}; N and {(uj, Oyuj)}jen be the global-in-time solutions to (L.10) and (L.20)

with initial data {(ug\?)],ug\l,)J)} ~ . and {( 50), ; ))}jeN constructed in Theorems |1 Z| and
respectively. Then, given any T > 0, we have, for each fixed j € N,

[(un.j, Orun,j) — (uj, Ouj)llcpms — 0 (1.26)

in probability as N — 0o, and

I(unj; Orun.j) = (uj, Oruj)l| ay jormg — 0 (1.27)
in probability as N — oo.
1 s 0 (1
(i) Letm > 0 and § < s < 1. Let{(uN],ugv)])} €(H (TQ)) ¥ NeN, (md{(ug.),u; ))}jeNE

(’HS(TQ))® be sequences of random functions such that
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) u(o), Dy ¢ 16 Q; H3(T?)), j € N, are independent and identically distributed,
J

e there exzsts small eg > 0 such that, for each fized j € N, we have

NE==0 | (uy), = ul” uly), — l34sp2y — 0 (1.28)

i probability as N — oo, and

[

; —0 (1.29)

1

U; )HANHS(’JTQ)
in probability as N — oo.

Let {(uNJ,BtuN])}N 1 and {(uj,0puj)}jen be the local-in-time solutions to and ([1.20)

with initial data {(ug\?)],ug\l,)J)} and {( (0), u; )) }jeN constructed in Theorems and
respectively. Suppose that u;, j € N, exists on the time interval [0,T] for some T > 0 and that

vj=u; —V; € L5, C([0,T); H*(T?))),  jeN (1.30)
Then, we have for each fized j € N,
1
N27(un,j, Oun,g) — (uj, Orug)llopms — 0 (1.31)

in probability as N — oo, and
1_
Nz (un 5, unj) — (uj, Ovug)llay ;ormg — 0 (1.32)
in probability as N — oo.

Theorem [1.4](i) establishes global-in-time convergence of HLSMy to the mean-field
SANLW but it does not provide a rate of convergence. On the other hand, Theo-
rem [1.4](ii) only establishes local-in-time convergence but it provides a convergence rate of
N 7%“0; see and . In view of Theorem (i)7 we note that the higher moment
assumption indeed holds true, at least for small 7' > 0 (and hence is not an assumption
for short times).

We present a proof of Theorem in Section [, The main difficulty for proving the global-
in-time convergence result (Theorem [1.4](i)) comes from the lack of a higher moment control
on a global solution v; to the mean-field SANLW . Namely, due to the use of the energy
E(vj, Opvj) in which comes with the L?(£2)-norm, Theorem(ii) only provides the second
moment bound for the residual part v; = u; — ¥;. This is in sharp contrast to the parabolic
setting studied in [47], where a higher moment bound is available; see [47, Lemma 3.4]. We
overcome this difficulty in the current hyperbolic / dispersive problem by directly establishing
law-of-large-numbers type lemmas (Lemmas and in Subsection assuming only
the second moment bound on v;. We note that, due to the lack of a higher moment control, we
can not rely on a simple orthogonality argument (as in Lemmas and see a discussion
below) and thus we need to proceed with more care, invoking the (strong) law of large numbers
in the Banach space setting; see [20, Chapter 7]. Once we prove the key law-of-large-numbers
type lemmas (Lemmas and [5.4), Theorem [1.4](i) follows from a modification of the
pathwise local well-posedness argument with Lemmas and see Subsection for
details. Note that, in the parabolic case [47], the convergence was shown by an energy estimate
which is not available in the current hyperbolic / dispersive setting (recall that the energy is
almost surely infinite since (vy;(t), ron j(t)) & H'(T?), almost surely).

We point out that, in handling the term I in [47, (4.5)], the authors also established a
law-of-large-numbers type result; see [47, Step 4 on p.163]. Their argument, however, relies on
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a square root gain via orthogonality (see [47) (4.1)]) which requires a higher moment bound. In
proving Theorem [1.4(ii) under the higher moment assumption, we also establish law-of-large-
numbers type lemmas (Lemmas and but their proofs are much simpler than those in
Subsection thanks to the higher moment control, which allows us to exploit orthogonality
and obtain a square root gain just as in [47]. See Subsection

Remark 1.5. The results stated in this subsection (Theorems , and hold for general
initial data (under suitable assumptions). In particular, we do not make use of invariant Gibbs
measures. As such, the damping term d;un ; and V2 on the noises in (and also in ,
, and ) do not play any role, and the corresponding results hold for the undamped
case. We also note that these results also hold for the case m = 0 (without the damping term),
where a separate (but not difficult) analysis at the frequency 0 is required; see, for example, [21].
In the next subsection, we consider invariant Gibbs dynamics, for which the damping term, v/2
on the noises, and the positivity of m are all necessary. We chose to treat the damped case in
this subsection such that we have a uniform presentation throughout the paper.

1.3. Large N limit of the invariant Gibbs dynamics. In this subsection, we consider the
hyperbolic O(N) linear sigma model (1.10]) and its mean-field limit (1.20]) at Gibbs equilibria.
The Gibbs measure gy for the coupled NLW system ((1.16)) is formally given by

dﬁN(uN, 8tuN) = Z&lefN'EN(uN’atuN)duNd(atuN),
where (uy,duy) = {(uN7j,8tuN7j)}§V:1 and En(uy,diuy) is as in (1.13)). Let us rewrite gy as

a weighted Gaussian measure in the following. Given m > 0 and s € R, define the fractional
Gaussian field ps with mass m > 0:

1 s
dps = Z Fexp ( - §H(m — A)2U‘|%2>du. (1.33)

Recall that ps is a Gaussian probability measure on H*~17¢(T?) \ H*~}(T?). When s = 1, it
corresponds to the massive Gaussian free field p; defined in (1.5)), while it corresponds to the
white noise measure when s = 0. With this notation, we can write py as

dpn(un, dpuy)
1 al 2
) 2 QN QN
_ exp<_ . (]Z:jle) dx)dul () @ g Oay)  (134)
= dpn(un) ® du§™ (Opuy),

where py is the O(N) linear sigma model in ([1.3). Using the notation in (1.17) (with vy =
dyuy), let us now rewrite the (formal)ﬂ HLSMy (L.1) as

uy\ 0 Idy 0
O (VN) = (IdN 0 ) V(ANLQQE)@QEN(UN,VN) + (—VN n \/§§N7>

where & = {fj}évzl. Namely, HLSM y is written as a superposition of the coupled NLW
system and an Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process (for the vy-component), both of which (for-
mally) preserves the Gibbs measure py. As a result, we see that the Gibbs measure gy in
is (formally) invariant under the dynamics of HLSM (which can be made rigorous with
a renormalization and a frequency-truncation; see [23], Section 4]).

3Name1y, without renormalization.
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Note that M?N in (1.34) is supported on (vectors of) distributions of negative regularity.
Namely, the interaction potential in ((1.34) requires a renormalization. At the level of the O(N)
linear sigma model, this leads to

N

1 2
—1 _ 2 ) N
dpn(un) = Zy exp < IV (;u]\,j> : d:U) du$™ (uy), (1.35)

where

N 5 N

(D) = Y dady

=1 kyj=1

with

4 3 — 4
Uk U = WUNE itk =7,
N :u?\,’k: :u?\w:, if k # 7.

Here, :ui: on the right-hand side denotes the standard Wick power. By adapting the argument
from the scalar case ([29, 13, [40]) to the current vector-valued setting, we can realize py in (1.35)

as a probability measure on (H _5(T2))®N; see also [47, Remark 5.8]. The renormalized Gibbs
measure jy = py @ uy" (wth py in (I.35)) is then given by
dpn(un,drun)

—1 1 N2 ®N QN (1.36)
=Zy exp| — . : (ZUNJ) sdx ) dpy Y (uy) ® dpg” (Opan).
j=1

Let us now turn our attention to the dynamical problem. Let {(gb§0), qbg.l)) }j ey be a family

of independent D'(T?)-valued random variables, independent of the family {€;};en of the space-
time white noises, satisfying

Law (V) =p1  and  Law (¢\") = po, jeN, (1.37)
where s is as in (1.33)). Here, Law(X) denotes the law of a random variable X. Given j € N,
let ®; be the solution to the following linear stochastic damped wave equation:
(07 + 0 +m — A)d; = V2
(25,050 = (6" 47").

A straightforward computation shows that

Law(®;(t), 9,®;(t)) = Law (¢}, ") = 11 ® uo

(1.38)

for any t € R,
Our goal is to study the convergence issue of (the renormalized version of ) HLSMy (1.1]) with
the Gibbsian initial data:

Law ({(1(0), Drun (O)}I1 ) = v = pv @ ui™, (1.39)

which we assume to be independent of the family {;};cn of the space-time white noises. More-
over, we impose that

dun;(0) =\, j=1,...,N. (1.40)
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By the first order expansion:
un,j = P+ N,

the residual term vy ; satisfies

Mz

(82 + 0 +m— A UNJ (U]Q\fkaN,j + QCI)k’UN,kUN’j + ’UJQVJC(I)J-

N &~ (1.41)
+ Z(I)zi UN,; + 2’[)]\[7]~C :q’k‘I’j: + :@zq)j: )
with initial data (recall (1.40))

0 0
(N7, Oowg)li=o = (v55,0) = (un;(0) — 61, 0),
where we have already applied Wick renormalization to the powers of the stochastic convolu-
tion @;; see (2.15) for the more precise definition. Then, by setting

o2 . def 2 2
'U/N,kuN,j L= ,UN,k‘UNaj + 2(I)kUN7]€UN7j + UN,k(I)j

=+ :‘I’z: UN,j + QUN,k :q)kq)j i @%‘I’j 5
we obtain the renormalized version of HLSMy (L.1):

N
1
(02 + 0 +m — Auy; = % D uR N +V2¢ (1.42)
k=1
with the Gibbsian initial data (1.39). In the current setting, the limiting mean-field equation is
given by

(OF + 0+ m — A)uj = —E[uf — @3] u; + v2¢;. (1.43)

Compare with . Consider with initial data (¢§0),¢§-1)). We first note that
uj = ®; satisfies with (uj, Ouj) = (qbg-o),d)y)). Under the first order expansion u; =
®; + vj, this implies that (v, dv;) = (0,0) is a global-in-time solution to
(07 + 0r +m — Ayvj = —E[v?]v; — 2B[®;v;]v; — E[v3]®; — 2E[v;®,]®; (1.44)
with zero initial data, which trivially implies
(vj, Opv;) € LP(;C([0, T); H (T?))) (1.45)
for any s € R and 7' > 0. By noting that Theorem [1.2| also applies to and (| and

iteratively applying Theorem [1.2{(i), we then conclude that (uj, Opuj) = (<I’J, 8t ) is the unique
solution in the class:

(@5, 0:%;5) + LP (2 C([0, T); H¥(T?))) (1.46)

forany%§8<1andT>0.
We now state a convergence result of the invariant Gibbs dynamics of HLSMy ((1.42]).

Theorem 1.6. (i) Let m >0 and < s < 1. Then, given N € N, HLSMy is globally
well-posed in (7—[5(’]1‘2)) . More preczsely, given (VJ(V), (1)) {(vg\(,))j, U](\})]) }j 1 (HS(TQ))
there exists a unique global-in-time solution

(VN 0vn) = {(vn,j, Owng) 1l € (C(Ry; HA(T?)))
to with initial data (vg\,), 5\})), almost surely.

QN
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(i) Let m > 0. Then, for each N € N, the Gibbs measure py = pn @ py" defined in (.36 is
invariant under the dynamics of (1.42)). More precisely, for each t € Ry, we have

Law ({(uw(8), B ()} ) = .

(iii) Let m > 0. There exists a probability space (', P") such that the following statements hold.
(iii.a) There exists a family {(¢§'O)’¢§’1))}jeN of independent D'(T?)-valued random variables
on ', independent of the family {&;};en of the space-time white noises, satisfying (1.37)).

(iii.b) For each N € N, there exists a family {Ug\[/))j}jeN of H'-valued random variables on €V,
independent of the family {&;}jen of the space-time white noises, satisfying

< N3, (1.47)

~

fl’l}iN H HUJ(\?,)]'HH;

L2(9)
such that
Law ({(00; + 6}, o' )}].V_)zp*N.

7=1

(iii.c) Let {(uN],atuNj) J -1 be the global-in-time solution to with the Gibbsian initial

data {(U](\?)j —l—qb] ,qﬁ )};Vzl constructed in (iii.b). Then, given any o > 0, we have, for
each fized j € N,

1
N2 (un,j, Oun,j) — (@5, 06®;) [ crms — 0 (1.48)
i probability as N — oo, and
1
N27|(un,j, Oun,g) — (R, 0:P))[| Ay ;orHs — 0 (1.49)
i probability as N — oo.

Theorem (iii) implies propagation of chaos for HLSM y . In view of and
the independence of {(d>§.0), qﬁg-l)) }jeN’ the Gibbsian initial data {(v](\(,))j + ¢§0)7 <Z>§~l)) }jvzl (which
is coupled) is asymptotically chaotic (namely, components becomes independent as N — 00).
The convergence claims and show that the solution {(un ;(t), dsu NJ(t))}é-V:l is also
asymptotically chaotic for each ¢ > 0. See [51, Definition 2.1 on p.177 and Theorem 3.1 on
p. 203] for a further discussion on propagation of chaos.

Noting that the regularity properties of ®; is essentially the same as ¥; (see Lemmas
and |2 ., Theorem |1 ( ) follows from a slight modification of the proof of Theorem- presented
in Section |3 I and thus we omit details. As for Theorem - (ii), we first note that Bourgain’s
invariant measure argument [4, [5] is not needed here in view of the pathwise global well-posedness
(Theorem[L.6|(i)). The claimed invariance of the Gibbs measure g under follows from the
invariance of the frequency-truncated version of the Gibbs measure pn and a PDE approximation
argument; see, for example, [23], 37]. As this is standard in the field by now, we omit details.

The construction of the initial data sets claimed in Theorem [L.6|(iii.a) and (iii.b) is based on
the results in [47, [14] (see Lemma and follows from a key proposition (Proposition [6.1)).
We present details in Subsection In view of and , the convergence result
(Theorem [1.6|(iii.c)) follows from a straightforward modification of the proof of Theorem [1.4](ii).
See Subsection [6.2] for details.
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Remark 1.7. In [57], Tolomeo proved ergodicity of the invariant Gibbs measures for the defo-
cusing SANLW on T2. A slight variation of the argument in [57] yields ergodicity of the Gibbs
measure py for HLSM y . It would be of interest to study ergodic properties of the invari-
ant Gaussian measure p; ® po for the mean-field SANLW on T2. Note that such a result

is known in the parabolic case; see [47].

Remark 1.8. With a slight modification of the proof, Theorem extends to the NLW sys-
tem ((1.16) (with a proper renormalization) with the Gibbsian initial data in ((1.39)), converging
to its mean-field limit (1.23]), which is nothing but the linear dynamics:

(O} +m—A)Z; =0
(Zj,0:Zj)|1=0 = (¢§0),¢§-1))-

with { (68, 6{")}, .y as in (T37).

Remark 1.9. (i) In this paper, we considered the defocusing case, namely, with the — sign
in front of the nonlinearity % Z]k,\[:l U%V,kuN,j in (L.I). We note that the local-in-time results
(Theorems [L.1](i), [L.2](i), and (ii)) hold true even in the focusing case (i.e. with the + sign
in front of the nonlinearity 3 > k:l u?\,ku ~,; in (LI)).

As for Theorem (iii) on the convergence of invariant Gibbs dynamics, it does not extend
to the focusing case, since, even in the scalar case (N = 1), the focusing @%—measure does not
exist as a probability measure (even with a (Wick renormalized) L2-cutoff (as in [25, [B]) or a
taming by a power of the Wick renormalized L?-norm); see [8, 38, 20]. See also [39} [33] [34] for
an overview of the focusing Gibbs measure (non-)construction and the references therein. On
the other hand, in the case of the quadratic nonlinearity, the Gibbs measure exists in the scalar
case (N = 1; see [38]), which seems to extend to the O(N) linear sigma model (with a taming
by a power of the Wick renormalized L?-norm, which is suitable for studying wave dynamics).
Thus, it would be of interest to investigate if an analogue of Theorem [L.6](iii) holds in this case.

(ii) In the survey paper [46, Section 9], Shen proposed to study the case of infinite volume,
where there is no known result at this point. In the wave case, thanks to the finite speed of
propagation, we may combine the ideas from [56] and the current paper to extend Theorem
for general initial data to HLSM y posed on the plane R%2. We will address this issue in a
forthcoming work.

2. NOTATIONS AND PRELIMINARY LEMMAS

In Subsections [2.1] and [2.2] we introduce basic notations and recall the product estimates. In
Subsection [2.3] we then recall the definition of the I-operator along with its basic properties
and commutator estimates. In Subsection [2.4] we go over the definitions of the stochastic
convolutions ¥; and ®; in and , respectively, and their Wick powers along with their
regularity properties.

2.1. Notations. Throughout this paper, the value of mass m > 0 is fixed and thus we often
suppress m-dependence in the remaining part of the paper. In describing regularities of functions
and distributions, we use € > 0 to denote an arbitrarily small constant. Constants in various
estimates depend on this € but, for simplicity of notation, we suppress such e-dependence. When
it is clear from the context, we often suppress dependence on other parameters such as s and ¢.
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For A, B > 0, we use A < B to mean that there exists C' > 0 such that A < CB. By A ~ B,
we mean that A < B and B < A. We may write <, and ~,, to emphasize the dependence on
an external parameter . We use A < B to mean A < ¢oB for some small ¢g > 0. We use
C > 0 to denote various constants, which may vary line by line, and we may write Cy, or C(«)
to signify dependence on an external parameter .

In dealing with a solution u to a wave equation, we use @ to denote a pair (u,du). With
a slight abuse of notation, given a vector (fi,...,fn), we often write it as {fj}évzl or f. We

apply a similar convention for a vector (f1, fa,...) of infinite length and write it as {f;}32,
or f Namely, we use the vectorial notation for two different meanings: @ = (u,du) and
f= (fi,---, fn) = {fj}j-v:l, but its meaning is clear from the context.

Given a Banach space B and N € N, let the AyB-norm of a = {aj}éyzl € B®N be the

(%-average of the B-norms of aj, defined in (L.11)). When there is no confusion, we also write

lajllays for |lal|ays = llajllay ;5. By Jensen’s inequality (or Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality), we
have
| X
~ 2 llaills < lallays = llajllays. (2.1)
j=1

Similarly, we define the AS\Q,)B—norm by setting

% (2.2)

N
1
2 2
HaHAﬁ)B = Ha|’AN7jAN7kB - N2 Z [l
jk=1
for a = {aj7k}§-\fk:1 € B®N?, When B = R, we simply set Ay = AyR and Ag\Z,) = Ag\Q,)R.

By convention, we endow T? with the normalized Lebesgue measure dr_, = (27)~2dz such
that we do not need to carry factors involving 27. For simplicity of notation, we use dx to denote
the normalized Lebesgue measure dr_, on T? in the following. We write f or F(f) = F.(f)
to denote the Fourier transform of f on T2. Given M € N, we denote by P, the (spatial)
frequency projector onto frequencies {n € Z? : |n| < M} and we set P, = Id — P .

We use D(t) to denote the linear damped wave propagator defined by

_ _%Sin(t[[V]])
D(t)=e 7[[V]] , (2.3)
where
1
V] =[V]m= m—Z—A.

For n € Z?, we also set

[n] = [[n]]m:\/m—%—l—\n\?

(When 0 < m < %, the operator D(t) in ([2.3)) behaves slightly differently at the frequency n = 0.

However, it does not affect our analysis.) Given ¢ty € Ry, consider the following linear damped

wave equation (with a nice function F on Ry x T?):
¥¥+@+m—AW:F

(u, Opu)|t=ty = (f,9)- (2.4)
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Then, a solution u to (2.4]) is given by

u(t) = S(t —to)(f,9) + Ly (F)(1),
where S(t) is the linear propagator given by

S)(f,9) = D) f +DH)(f +9) (2.5)
and 7Z;, denotes the damped wave Duhamel integral operator given by

To(P(0) = | Dt~ )f(¥)at = /t e%t'sm((’fﬂ—v’i)ﬂvﬂ)

When tg = 0, we set Z = Zy for simplicity.
Given s € R and 1 < r < oo, we define the L™-based Sobolev space W*"(T?) as the closure
of C*°(T?) under the norm:

| llwer = 109) Fller = |77 () F)]
such that W*"(T?) is separable even when r = co. Here, (-) = (1 +]- |2)% When r = 2, we set
H*(T?) = W*%(T?). We also define H*(T?) = H*(T?) x H*~!(T?) via the norm:

1CFs s = (1 F | zzs + Mgl rs-1-

We will often use the short-hand notations such as CrH? and L%, HS for C([0, T]; H*(T?)) and
LP(2; H5(T?)), respectively. Given an interval I C R, we also write C;H? for C(I; H*(T?)), etc.

Lastly, given 1 < p < 0o, we denote by p’ its Holder conjugate (i.e. % + z% =1).

f(t)dt'. (2.6)

Lr

2.2. Product estimates. We recall the following product estimates for Sobolev spaces; see [3]
for a proof. See also [21].

Lemma 2.1. Let s > 0.

(i) (fractional Leibniz rule). Let 1 < p1,p2,q1,q2,7 < 0o be such that % = p% + qil =141
Then, we have
1fgllwer S I llwsarllglliza + [ f] ez lgllws.a.
(ii) Let 1 <p<oo and 1 < q,r < oo be such that % + % <541 and q,r' > p'. Then, we have
Ifgllw—sr S N fllw=snllgllwea
2.3. I-operator and basic commutator estimates. Fix 0 < s < 1. Given M € N, we define
a smooth, radially symmetric, non-increasing (in |¢]) multiplier m = mg € C®(R?;0,1]),
satisfying
1, if [£] < M,

ms,M(f) = {(f\é)ls, if ’f‘ > e

We then define the I-operator I = I, s to be the Fourier multiplier operator with the multiplier
mg nf:

Loarf(n) = mon(n)f(n), neZ? (2.7)

As it is customary in the field, we suppress the s-dependence and usually use I (or Ij; to denote
the M-dependence in an explicit manner) in the following, Note that If € H'(T?) if and only
if f € H*(T?) with the bound:

I fllezs S I flan S M50 f s (2.8)
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Moreover, from the Littlewood-Paley theorem, we have

11 f lwsotsre S M| fllwsor (2.9)

forany s € R, 0<s1 <1—s,and 1 < p < oo.
We now recall the commutator estimates. See [23, Lemmas 3.1 and 3.3] for the proofs.

Lemma 2.2. Let % < s < 1. Then, we have

11(f29) = (1))*1gll e S M*=*|ILf[|3: 19l a1
where the implicit constant is independent of M € N.

Lemma 2.3. Let % < s < 1. Then, given small 6 > 0, there exist small o9 = 0¢(d) > 0 and
po = po(d) > 1 such that

I (fh) = (LAUIR) |2 S ML g ||l -o0.00,
el
1 (fgh) = (L) Tg)(IN) |2 S M2 Lf | |l 1g ] o | oll vy oo .m0
for any sufficiently large M > 1, where the implicit constant is independent of M > 1.

2.4. Stochastic convolutions and their Wick powers. In this subsection, by first recalling
some basic tools from stochastic analysis (see, for example, [50, 24] [30]), we go over the defini-
tions and basic regularity properties of the stochastic convolutions ¥; and ®; defined in (|1.6])
and , respectively, and their Wick powers, formally defined in .

First, recall the Hermite polynomials Hy(z;0) of degree k with variance parameter o > 0,
defined through the generating function:

0 Lk

ezt = Z t—Hk(;zc7 o).

k!
k=0

For readers’ convenience, we write out the first few Hermite polynomials:
Ho(z;0) =1, Hy(z;0) =2z, Hy(z;0)=2*—0, Hsi(z;0)=2—30x.

Next, we recall the Wiener chaos estimate. Let (H,B,u) be an abstract Wiener space.
Namely, p is a Gaussian measure on a separable Banach space B with H C B as its Cameron-
Martin space. Given a complete orthonormal system {e;}jen C B* of H* = H, we define a
polynomial chaos of order & € NU {0} to be an element of the form [[;Z, Hy;((z,e;)), where
x € B, kj # 0 for only finitely many j’s, k = Z;; kj, Hy; is the Hermite polynomial of degree
kj,and (-, -) = B(-, ) B~ denotes the B-B* duality pairing. We then denote the closure of the
span of polynomial chaoses of order k& under L?(B, ) by Hi. The elements in #Hj, are called
homogeneous Wiener chaoses of order k. We also set

k
Har =P H,
§=0

for k € N.

As a consequence of the hypercontractivity of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup due to Nel-
son [29], we have the following Wiener chaos estimate ([50, Theorem 1.22]). See also [55, Propo-
sition 2.4].
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Lemma 2.4. Let k € N. Then, we have

3
[ X N zr) < (0= 12| X 22(0
foranyp > 2 and X € H<y,.

Next, we provide a precise meaning of the stochastic convolutions ¥; and ®; and define their
Wick powers. Let {;},en be a family of independent space-time white noises on Ry X T? as
in [L.I). Given j € N and n € Z?, define Bj, by setting Bj(t) = (&, 1jy - €™ %)t 4, where
(-, )tz denotes the duality pairing on Ry x T2. It is easy to see that {B%}jGN,nEZQ is a family

of independent complex-valued Brownian motions conditioned that B n = Bﬂ; for each j € N
and n € Z2. Note that we have

Var(B (1) = E[(, Lo - €™ )earl&s Loy - € FDta| = Loy ™15 =t

for any n € Z?. We then define a family {W7};cy of independent cylindrical Wiener processes
on L?(T?) by setting
Wi(t) =Y Bj(t)e™".
nez?
With these notations, we can write ¥; in (1.6) as

40 = V2 [ D~ g o)
(2.10)

— \@/tD(t — ) dWi(t),
0

where D(t) is the linear damped wave propagator defined in (2.3). Given j, M € N, set ¥, ys =
Py¥;. Then, given (t,z) € Ry x T2, we see that ¥; 5/(¢, ) is a mean-zero Gaussian random
variable with variance:

o (t) L E[W2 (1, 2))]

B 1—et B e t2sin(2t[n]) 1= et cos(2t[n])
-2 ( [2]> [ +4[n]?)  [2](1 +4[n]?) )

~m,t log M — o0,

(2.11)
In|<M

as M — oco. Note that, while o3; depends on ¢t € R, it is independent of 2 € T2.
Given k,j € N, we define the Wick powers by setting
Hy(Vjas00), if k=7,
Ve vtV ars if k # J,
H3(‘11j,M;O-M)7 lfk:])
Hoy(Yenrson)Win,  if k# 5,
where Hy(x;0) is the Hermite polynomial of degree ¢ with variance parameter o. Then, the
Wick powers, formally given in (|1.9), are defined by
AR

Ve mVYim: = {
(2.12)

Wi = {

= Jim W W
9 . 9 (2.13)
WL, = J\/}lgloo :\I/k,M‘I/j,M: .
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Proceeding as in [21, 22], it is easy to see that, given any £ > 0, the limits in (2.13]) exist in
C(R4; W—5°°(T?)) almost surely. See Lemma
Next, we turn our attention to ®; in (|1.38]). With the notations above, we have

&) = S0, 0") + V2 | Dl — )W), (2.14)
0

where S(t) is as in and {(qﬁgo), ¢§1)) }j ¢y is a family of independent D'(T?)-valued random
variables, satisfying , which is assumed to be independent of {{;}jen. Given M € N and
j €N, we set @,y = Py ®;. Then, using (2.11)), it is easy to see that, given (¢,z) € Ry x T?,
®; p(t, x) is a mean-zero Gaussian random variable with variance:

1
ang d:efE[tID?’M(t,x)] = E ———5 ~m log M — o0,
m + |n|
neZ?
In|<M

as M — oco. Note that ayy is independent of (t,x) € Ry x T2, Then, as in (2.13), we define the
Wick powers by setting
0P, = lim Py P
E®j Mlinoo k,MPj M,

(2.15)

P2H . — .H2 Lo
(I)kCI)J - m .@k’M(b‘%M.,

li
M—o0
where the limits exist almost surely in C(R; W5°°(T?)) for any € > 0. Here, : @y ;P as: and
:(<I>k7M)2<I>j’M: are as in , but with the variance parameter o, instead of ojy.

Before we state lemmas on regularity properties of the stochastic convolutions and their Wick
powers, we need to introduce some notations. Fix NV € N. Given € > 0 and an interval J C R,
we define the space Z5,(J) of enhanced data sets Zx of the form

Zx ={2". 25 20} (2.16)
by setting

_ iz )
1282500y = 125 N aye,weee + 12050 ay e wies (2.17)

2 3
FNZEN e + 12531 40 ¢ e

where Ay B and AE\Q,)B are the ¢?-averages defined in (T.11)) and (2.2). When J = [0, T], with a
slight abuse of notation, we simply set

Z§(T) = 25([0, T]). (2.18)
For our application, we take
ZV=w;, 77 =0, and 7)) =005 (2.19)
in studying ([1.8)), while we set
zZV=o;,  zZ =08,  and  Z) =:0}0;: (2.20)

in studying (1.41]).

The first lemma states the basic regularity properties of these stochastic terms.
Lemma 2.5. (i) Given j, k, M € N, set

Z =Y, AVIES VS FEVES and  Z}} =LY
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where W = Py Uy, and 2V W07 and :\I/iM\I']-,M: are as in (2.12)). Let £ =1,2,3. Then,

given any T, e > 0 and finite p > 1, Z](\f[) converges to some limit ZW in

LP(Q; C((0,T); W=%(T?)))

and also almost surely in C(R; W=5°°(T?)), endowed with the compact-open topology in time,
as M — oo, where ZO is given by

zW = v, AL =WV, and z® ::\II%\IIJ-: .

Moreover, there exist C,c > 0 such that
P(||Z<f>||C]W_E,oo > )\) < Cexp (—cA?) (2.21)

for any A > 0 and any interval J C Ry with |J| =1, uniformly in J and j, k € N.

ii) Given N € N, let Zn be as in (2.16]), where Z(-l), Z(Q), and 72 are as in (2.19). Then,
J k,j k,j
given € > 0, there exist C,c > 0 such that

2
A3

for any interval J C Ry and X > 0, uniformly in N € N, where the Z5(J)-norm is as in (2.17)).

(i) The claims in Parts (i) and (i) hold even if we replace W; and its Wick powers by ®;
defined in ([2.14) with the corresponding Wick powers.

Proof. (i) By noting that Z](\f[), 7z € Hy, the claims in Part (i) follows from a slight modification
of the proof of [23, Lemma 2.3], based on the Wiener chaos estimate (Lemma and the Garsia-
Rodemich-Rumsey inequality ([23] Lemma 2.2]). Since we work with the damped wave equation,
there is no growth in time in computing the pth moments of the stochastic terms, which is the
reason that the right-hand side of is independent of time; compare this with [23, (2.7)].
See also [21], Proposition 2.1] and [22, Lemma 3.1], where the latter utilizes [35, Proposition 2.7
and Lemma A.1].

(ii) For simplicity of the presentation, we only consider the case J = [0,T]. We first consider the

contribution from the last term on the right-hand side of ([2.17). Write [0,7] = UEO Jy, where

Jo=[0,0+1] for £=0,...,[T] — 1 and Jypy = [[T],T]. Here, [T] denotes the integer part of T'.
From , we have

3)

3
A 2
5J

<
IR0y, Wy o> S P2

sup sup || Z]g
¢=0,...,[T] j,kEN

Then, by Minkowski’s integral inequality, we obtain

(T]
4 S -
HH k LP(Q)_; H k:]HLwCJ[Wz A%) (223)

3)
J HAﬁ)CTW;W ’

SpE(1+T)
for any finite p > 2, where the implicit constant is independent of N € N. By a crude estimate,
we see that the other terms on the right-hand side of (2.17)) also satisfy the same bound. Hence,
the tail estimate (2.22)) follows from (2.23) and Chebyshev’s inequality (see the proof of [2|
Lemma 3]E[); see also [58, Lemma 4.5].

4Lemma 2.1 in the arXiv version.
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(iii) A straightforward modification yields the corresponding results for ®;, and thus we omit
details. g

Remark 2.6. (i) As a consequence of (2.21]), we have the following moment bound:
E[IZO)7, ] S 08

for any finite p > 1 and any interval J C Ry with |J| = 1, uniformly in J and j, k € N.

(ii) In Section |5, we need to deal with the product ¥;P1,¥; with k # j, where P1, = Id — P.
It follows from a slight modification of the proof of Lemma that there exists small 6 > 0
such that

E[ 0Py 17 SopM O (2.24)

A
for any finite p > 1, uniformly in j,k, M € N.

Lastly, we state a variant of [23] Lemma 2.4] and its consequence (see [23, Subsection 3.2])
on the logarithmically divergent nature of the stochastic convolution ¥; in ([2.10).

Lemma 2.7. Given 0 < s < 1 and M € N, let I = I; ) be the I-operator defined in (2.7)).
Given j € N and (t,x) € Ry x T?, IV;(t,x) is a mean-zero Gaussian random variable, satisfying

E[(IT;(t,2))%] <s log(M), (2.25)

uniformly in j € N and (t,x) € Ry x T?. Furthermore, given N € N, there exists a random
variable Ry and 0 = 0(s) > 1, independent of N € N, such that
sup E[Rn] < o0 (2.26)
NeN

and

1
95l ay < rerfT1os(M) 1. (2.27)

[t1,t2],
for any 1 <r <oo, 0 <t <ty <T, and M € N, uniformly in N € N, where L[tm] An =
LT.AN

[t1 t2

Proof. The bound ([2.25)) follows from a straightforward modification of the proof of [23, Lemma 2.4]
and thus we omit details.
Given N € N, define Ry = Ry(0) by setting

ZZ —00log(M // 1195 (0| Ay dadt, (2.28)
’]TZ

M=1¢=1
where 6 = 6(s) > 1 (to be chosen later) and Ay = AyR is as in (1.11). Then, from (2.28])), we

have
2 g (TN, (t,2)l
I %, —/ / IV, (¢, z)|" dxdtﬁr!/ / e!NYiGTAN dadt
H HLt1 tol, " T2 ” ]( )HAN 0 T2 (229)

< HeOTlog(M)RN

forany 1 <r < oo, 0 <t <ty <T,and M € N, uniformly in N € N. By noting r! < r", the

bound (2.27) follows from ([2.29)).
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1
It remains to prove (2.26). Note that the function edt1#D? is convex. From (T.11)) and
Jensen’s inequality, we have

N
T (E0)lay < exp ({1 + % > (IY(t, ) }

Jj=1
N
= E 1419 (t,x)|

Then, from (2.28)), (2.25)), and the fact that I¥;(¢,z) is a mean-zero Gaussian random variable,
satisfying (2.25]), we obtain

=
N————

2

N oo o
RN] S %Z D) e ttiostM) / E / E[e'mj(t’m)‘]dxdt
J=1 M=1 (=1 0 JT?
1 N oo o
5 N Z Z Ze—%log(M) . gec’s log(M)
j=1 M=1¢=1
SJ 17

uniformly in N € N, where the last step follows from taking sufficiently large 6 = 0(s) > 1.

This proves ([2.26)). O

3. WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE HYPERBOLIC O(N) LINEAR SIGMA MODEL

In this section, we prove pathwise global well-posedness of HLSMy ((1.10) (Theorem . In
fact, by the first order expansion (|1.7)), we show global well-posedness of the SANLW system (|1.8))
for viv = {vn; }é-vzl, which we write out below for readers’ convenience:

1
(0F + 0y +m — Ay, = N (U?V,kUN,j +20guN kN, + Ui Y5 (3.1)
2 3.1

+ :\IJ%: N+ 20N, WP+ :\Il%\I/j: )

=

forj=1,...,N.

In Subsection we prove local well-posedness of via a standard contraction argument.
In Subsection we then establish some preliminary uniform (in V) estimates for the modified
energy En(t) defined in . Finally, in Subsection we prove global well-posedness of ,
with uniform (in N) bounds, by adapting the hybrid I-method introduced in [23] to the current
vector-valued setting. We note that a slight modification of the argument presented in this
section also yields pathwise global well-posedness for (Theorem [1.6(i)). We omit details.

3.1. Local well-posedness. In this subsection, we prove local well-posedness of (3.1). In
order to separate the deterministic and probabilistic components of the argument, we con-
sider the following system of SANLW with a given deterministic enhanced data set Zy =
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{zV, ZISJ),Z(S)}M | as in (2:16):

N
1
(8t +8t+m A/UN,]__ Z(UNkUN]+2Z( )UNkUN,j+UNkZ(1) ( )
k::1 3.2

+Z,§,,)CUNJ +2kaZ,§ )z ))

for j = 1,...,N. Under (2.19)), the system reduces to , while it reduces to (|1.41))
under ([2.20]).

Given an interval J C R4, define the X3 (J)-norm by setting

IVnllxs oy = (v, Ovn) lane,ms (3.3)
= ||(UN,jv8tUN,j)“AN,jCJHi‘

When J = [0, 7], with a slight abuse of notation, we set X3 (7) = X3([0,7]).

Proposition 3.1. Let m > 0 and % <s<landT >1. Given N € N, suppose that
_ 7)) (2) N
= {Zj ij,zkj }j,k:1 € Z5(7),

and (vg\?),vgv)) = {(v](\?)j U](\})J)}] | € ANHP(T?), where Z5(T) and AxB are as in (2.17)
and -, respectively. Then, gwen any to € [0,T), there exists a unique solution Vy =

(VN,OvN) = {(vNy‘,,(?tvNJ)}ﬁy:l to with Vn|i=t, = (Vg\?),v%)) on the time interval [ty, to+
7] N[0, T], where the local existence time

_ 0 (1)
T= T(H(”NMN,;’)HANH;a HZNHZ;V(T)> >0
does not depend on N € N in an explicit manner. Moreover, the solution V is unique in the
entire class X3 ([to, (to +7) AT]), where a A b= min(a,b).

Theorem (1) follows from Proposition (2.19)), and Lemma We omit details.

Remark 3.2. (i) As pointed out in Section [I} by using the Strichartz estimates as in [21], it is
possible to prove local well-posedness of for s > i. However, the uniqueness guaranteed by
such an argument holds only in the intersection of X3 (7 A (T — to)) with a suitable ¢£?-averaged
version of Strichartz spaces. A similar remark holds for the local well-posedness argument of the
mean-field SANLW (see Proposition for which unconditional uniqueness of solutions
plays a key role in Section@ Since we prefer to have a uniform treatment for both HLSM 1-)
and the mean-field SANLW , we restrict our attention to s <s<1lin Prop051t10
(and also in Proposition , guaranteeing unconditional uniqueness of solutions.

(ii) Let T" > 1. Given N € N, let vy be the local-in-time solution to (3.2]) constructed in

Proposition [3.1] Then, by denoting by 7. its maximal existence time, the following blowup
alternative holds:

T.=T or lim |[(vy, 0svn) (1) || ayns = 0o (3.4)

t—Tw—

We now present a proof of Proposition

Proof of Proposition[3.1. The claimed local well-posedness of follows from a straightfor-
ward adaptation of the proof of [23, Proposition 4.1]. For readers’ convenience, however, we
present some details, in particular to show that the local existence time 7 > 0 does not depend
on N € N in an explicit manner.
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Without loss of generality, we assume that tg = 0. Fix N € N. By writing (3.1) in the
Duhamel formulation, we have

6
on(t) = S (Fs 00 = Y T(A00), j=1,...,N, (3.5)
=1

where S(t) and T = Zy are as in (2.5)) and ({2.6]), respectively, and {A;, = Aj,g(N)}é-V:l, =
1,...,6, are given by

N N
1 1 1
A= 2 vy Az =5 222w,
k=1 k=1
1 Y 1 Y
1 2
Ajz = ZUJQV,kZ](‘ o Aju= N > Zzg,inN,jv
k=1 k=1

1 Y L v
2 3
Moo= 3 2ozl A= D20
=1 k=1

Fix 0 < 7 <1 and small € > 0 such that s < 1 —¢e. By Sobolev’s and Hoélder’s inequalities

with (3.3]), we have

N
- 1 9
IZ(As0lx5,,0m) S 7+ kzl IR koNllay o prst
N
1 (3.6)
S NZ lon il s llowll S5
=1 C, L2 N,;CrLz

< T”VN”};V(T)7
provided that 3 < s (< 1). Here, f(AjJ) is given by
Z(Aj1) = (Z(A;1), 0Z(Aj1)) (3.7)

and we use analogous notations in the following. By ({3.3]), Sobolev’s inequality, Lemma (ii),
the fractional Leibniz rule (Lemma [2.1](i)), Sobolev’s inequality, and Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequal-
ity (in k) with (2.17)), we have

N

=g 1
IZ(A452)]1 x5, S 7 212 ow o

g2
’2—s—e
N,;Cr Wy

2=
>~
A

N
\1

2l

AS) e ||UN EUN 2
125 e e llon, ’]’AN,J-CTWE’QT‘E (3.8)

M= T

(1) .
12 e lowal sgllonll, s

2=

ST

b
Il
—

= 12
< T||ZNHZIEV(T)HVNHX;V(T)a
provided that 3e < s <1 —¢. A similar computation yields

Hf(Aj,B)HX;,j(T) S T\WHZ@(T)’WM’%@@)- (3.9)



24 R. LIU, S. LIU, AND T. OH

By Sobolev’s inequality, Lemma (ii), and (2.1) with (2.17), we have

N
- 1
Z(A; s — ; .2
1750 s 0 S T kZ N””AN,J.CT%
N
1 (3.10)
< e e,00 ||V ] e 2
~ N Z x H N’JHANJCTWE’Q—S—E
S THZNHZ]E\,(T)HVNHXJSV(T)a
provided that e < s < 1 — e. Similarly, by Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality (in k), we have
I v 2)
= 2
IZ(A5) x50 ST z_: lon k25 a0z (3.11)
S TNZ N zs, () IVN ] x5, ()
Lastly, it follows from (3.3)), (2.1)), and (2.2) with (2.17) that
LS~ )
2 3
1Z(Aj6)llx3, (1) S 7|77 D Zhj < 7|z @ £100
%.5(7) N ; 2] A, oW JWAY ,CrWe (3_12)

< 7lZNllzg, (1)

provided that s — 1 < —e.
Denote the right-hand side of (3.5) by I'nv ;(Vn), and set

N

fN(VN) = {(FN,]' (\_;N)a 8tFN,j (‘_"N)) }jzl‘

Then, putting — together, we obtain
ITN ()l < Cull (08 08 a2 + Com I8 g v
+ 7l 2wl 25 (14 9l xg o )2
for any vy € X3(7). A similar computation yields the following difference estimate:
ITN (¥5) = Tn (%n)llx3,(r)
S T(l + HZN”Z]EV(T)>
< (14 95 llxg ) + 19 lxg ) 9% — Foxllg o

for any vy, Wy € X3(7). Therefore, by choosing

T= T(H (UI(\?,)J"UJ(\},)]') HANHm 1Zn| 22 (T))) >0

sufficiently small, we conclude that T'y is a contraction in the (closed) ball By C X (1) of

radius R = 2C4 H(UNJ,’UNJ)HA s
but by a standard continuity argument, we can extend the uniqueness to hold in the entire class
X3 (7). We omit details. This concludes the proof of Proposition O

+ 1. At this point, the uniqueness holds only in the ball Br



HYPERBOLIC O(N) LINEAR SIGMA MODEL 25

3.2. Preliminary estimates. In this subsection, we establish preliminary uniform (in N) es-
timates for proving global well-posedness of HLSM by pathwise analysis.

Fix a target time 7' > 1. In view of the blowup alternative and , almost sure global
well-posedness of on [0, 7] follows once we show the following bound:

S I(Tvn,j, Olon ) () 4y < Cw, T) (3.13)
t<

for some almost surely finite constant C(w,T) > 0, where {Ivy ; }évzl is a solution to the following
I-SANLW system:

(8§+8t+m—A)vaj
:_7Z< UNka] +2](\11kaka3)+—7(”qu’) (3.14)

+I(: 0% oy ) + 20 (vn g VLT, 0) + T(: 0T, ))
Here, I denotes the I-operator defined in . Define the modified energy En(t) by setting
En(t) = En(Ivy, 0 IvN)(t), (3.15)
where E is the energy defined in . Then, follows once we prove

sup En(tw) < C'(w,T)
0<t<T

for some almost surely finite constant C’(w,T’) > 0.
Let to > t; > 0. From (3.15)) and (3.14]), we have

4 to 1 N
En(t2) — En(t1) = ZBg — /t /1?2 N Z(@tIUNJ)dedt
=1 1 j=1

) (3.16)
<> By,
(=1
where By = By(N), { =1,...,4, are given by
t2
By = Nz Z / 8tIUNJ (IUN,k)QIUN,j -1 (Uzzv,ka,j))dﬁdt
k=1 t1
to
By = — N2 Z/ 6tIij QI(WkUNkUN])—I—I(UNk\I/ ))d$dt,
jk 17/t
(3.17)

to
By = N2 Z /t atIUNJ I(:\p%: UN,;) + 21 (N g Z\I/k-‘I/j:))dxdt,

t2

Z / 8tIvN7jZI(:\Ili\IJj:)dxdt.
jk=1"t k=1

In and , we suppressed t-dependence for notational simplicity; we apply the same

convention in the following. The first term Bj is the main commutator term, appearing in the

standard application of the I-method, while the terms By, B3, and By represent the contributions

from the perturbative terms in which are to be controlled by a Gronwall-type argument.
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As seen in [23], the key contribution from the perturbative terms comes from Bs (or rather B)

defined in (3.19) below).

In the following, we establish uniform (in N € N) bounds on By, £ =1,...,4.

Lemma 3.3. Let % < s < 1. Then, we have

to
|By| < M*73 | E%(t)dt (3.18)
t1

for any to > t1 > 0, where the implicit constant is independent of N, M € N.

Proof. The bound (3.18]) follows from Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality in z, Lemma and Cauchy-
Schwarz’s inequality in j and k with (3.15]). O

By formally distributing the I-operator to each factor of Bs and Bs in (3.17)), we obtain the
following terms:

By=—— / dToy
N en Jre

X (2(I\I]k)(IUN,k)(IUN,j) + (IUN,k)ZI\I/j>d$dt,

/ 1 al 2
By = -3 > / olvy,;

jh=17t ST

x ((I(; W2)) Tunj + 2Tvn i (1(: 00, ;)))da:dt.

(3.19)

We first establish the following commutator estimates.

Lemma 3.4. For { = 2,3, let B; and By be as in (3.17) and (3.19)), respectively. Let % <s< 1.
Then, given T > 1 and small § > 0, we have

ta 3

B2 = Byl s Mo V(T 6) | By (0t (3.20)
1
s t2

By — By < M—3HVI(1,6) [ En(t)dt (3.21)

t1

for any 0 < t1 < to < T and any sufficiently large M > 1, where the implicit constant is
independent of N € N and M,T > 1. Here, VJS,I)(T, 0) is defined by

1
V(T 8) = 195y o yromo + | 192

: ||ANCTW9c_GO’pO (3 22)
+ H :\I/k\I/j

: HAg)CTWx_UO’pO 9

where ANB and A%)B are the £%-averages defined in (I.11) and [2.2), while o9 = o¢(d) > 0
and po = po(6) > 1 are as in Lemma[2.5

Proof. The first bound ([3.20) follows from Lemma and Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, while
the second bound (3.21)) follows from Lemma Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, and (2.1). O

Next, we estimate By and Bj in (3.17) and (3.19), respectively.
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Lemma 3.5. Let By and B be as in (3.17) and (3.19), respectively. Let % < s < 1. Then,
given small v > 0, we have

ta 1

Ba| S MWV(T,) [ EZ(1)dt, (3.23)
t1
ta 3
By < MV(T,y) | EL(t)dt (3.24)
t1

for any 0 < to < t < T and any sufficiently large M > 1, where the implicit constant is
independent of N € N and M,T > 1. Here, VZS,Q) (T,~) is defined by

2
V@) = 195 o 1005y 6y (3.25)
SR AZE ||,4§3)CTW{“4’

where AnB and A%)B are the (*-averages defined in (1.11]) and (2.2)).
Proof. The first bound (3.23) on By follows from Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality in « and then in j

and (2.1).
As for the second bound (3.24]) on Bj, we first write

where Bj; and Bj, are given by

N t

1 2

By = -3 E /t1 - OIvn,; - I(:93%:) - Tuy jdxdt,
k=1

N

2 2

By, = N2 Z /t1 o Odvnj - Tun g - I(: WV 2 )dxdt.
k=1

By Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality in j, Holder’s inequality in z, (3.15)), (2.9), and (2.1]), we have

N
1 b2

B3| < NQZ/t ||atIUN,j||e§Lg||IUN,j||Lge§||I(1‘I’%3)’|Lgdt/
k=171

. (3.27)
3
SMY 93 4 oot | Ex(t)dt.
t1
Similarly, we have
1 [
B3| < Ng/t 10 Ton, @LgHI”N,k L;lcngI(“I’k‘I’ji)H@kLﬁdt/
! (3.28)

ta 3

S M| 0L, EL(t)dt.

: HAS\?CTWI—“/A ]

1
Hence, the second bound ([3.24)) follows from (3.26)), (3.27)), and (3.28]) with (3.25]). O

Lastly, we estimate B in (3.19)), where the logarithmically divergent nature of I'¥; plays an
important role.

Lemma 3.6. Let B be as in (3.19)). Then, given s < 1, there exists ¢ > 0 such that

to
Bl < (1 Elten L) v 2
| 2|N{/tl FEV O ) I (3.29)
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for any ta > t1 > 0 and small n > 0, uniformly in M, N € N, where Lftl o] JAN = Lftl tZ]LQ.AN.

Proof. The bound (3.29)) follows from a straightforward modification of the proof of [23, Lemma 3.4]
adapted to the current vector-valued setting. We first note that by interpolation, Minkowski’s
integral inequality, and Sobolev’s inequality with (3.15)), we have

1—4 4 1—4 4
HIUNJHLﬁA < ||IUNJ||L%A77N||IUN,J'||L%AN < ||IUNJ||L§A17N||IUN,J'||J¢(]NL§
x N
1—4 4
< 1 ow 550 120w, e (3.30)
oy _
S Ey' Ey =EN'
uniformly in small n > 0.
Write B) in (3.19) as
By = By + By,
where B, and B), are given by
/ 2 al f2
By =—+5 > / Oulow ;- (T0g) (Ton ) (Toy ) dedt,
k=17t JT
’ (3.31)
1 o [
By, = N2 Z /t - Odonj - (Iv]\z’k)2 IV dxdt.
Jk=171

By Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality (in j and k), Holder’s inequality (in ), and (3.30)), we have
t2
Bl,| < Tvy Toy g2 I || -1, dt
Bl < [ 1ol Foral? I8l

t2
< [ B9t

~Y
t1

ta 1421 1-n
1—
s(ﬂ&ww@ L7,
1

[t1.t2],z

PRS- U
< EXwy + — 1 Na vy -
{7 (e u(tUQ}Hﬂm1M

— 11 [t1,ta],z

to
< (1 + B ”)dt}||1\11-| L
{/tl N (t—tl)% ! ’Ln AN

[t1,ta],x

HLgflAth

uniformly in small > 0, where the penultimate step follows from [23, the math display be-
fore (3.21)] as a consequence of Holder’s and Young’s inequalities. The contribution from Bj;
in (3.31)) can be treated in an analogous manner, thus yielding (3.29). O

3.3. Global well-posedness. In this subsection, we prove pathwise global well-posedness of

HLSMpy (1.10) (Theorem [L.1](ii)). In view of the first order expansion ([L.7), Theorem [L.1|(ii)

follows once we prove the following proposition.

Proposition 3.7. Letm >0 (md% <s<1. Gwen N € N, let (vg\?),vg\})) = {(vj(\e)j,vj(\%) };\;1 €
(HS(TQ))®N. Then, there exists a unique solution (vn,0vn) = {(vn 5, atvN,j)}é-V:l in the class

(C(R+;H5(T2)))®N to (3.1) with initial data (Vgg),vg\l,)), almost surely.
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The rest of this subsection is devoted to a proof of Proposition with a particular emphasis
on uniformity in N € N; see, for example, Remark Fix % < s < 1. Given small 4,y > 0 and

a target time T > 1, it follows from (3.16)), (3.17)), (3.19), Lemmas and that
En(t2) — En(t1)

t2
<SM?3s [ B (t)dt

t1

=3) 4 5v,(1) o
+ZM* oy (T, 6) / Ey (t)dt (332)
t1 .

to 3
+ MVE(T, ) / (14 EA(t))dt

t1

+{/: (1+E}V“”(t)+tz))dt}lll‘lf [ [

(t—t1)? AN

15 tz]
for any 0 < t; <t9 <T and small n > 0, uniformly in N € N and M > 1, where st,l)(T, ) and
VJS,2) (T, ) are as in (3.22)) and ([3.25)), respectively.

Before we state a crucial lemma (Lemma that allows us to proceed with an iterative ar-
gument, we introduce two auxiliary random variables. Given N € N, let Ry be as in Lemma[2.7]
which controls I'¥; on the last term in . The next random Vj controls the other contri-
butions from the stochastic terms in . By choosing £ = min(oy, ), it follows from

and (3.25)) that
1 2
VT, 6) + VP (T.7) S I 25,01y
where Z5,(T) is as in (2.17)) and ¥ is given by
Uy = {T;, 00,0, U0 }]k L
Define a random variable V by

o 1
3 _ w2
€VN — E e 9@6” N”Zs(g) (333)

for some 6 > 0. Then, by applying Lemma- ii) and choosing 6 > 0 sufficiently large, we have

1 o0
3 —0¢ II\I'NII c —00 ct
sup E|e"~ | = sup e 'E 220 | < e " e” < oo. 3.34
s E[e4] = g S e[t <3 @34
From (3.33)), we also have
1 3
1N 25, ) < (vjs T O(1+ T)) < Vy + T3, (3.35)

The left-hand side of (3.35) plays a role of My in [23] (3.24)].
The following lemma is an analogue of [23, Proposition 3.5] in the current vector-valued
setting.

Lemma 3.8. Let % <s<landT > 1. Given N € N, let Ry and Vy be as in Lemma
and (3.33), respectively, which are almost surely finite. Fixw € § such that Ry (w), Vi (w) < oo.
Then, there exist o = a(s), B = (s) >0, and M, = M,(s) € N, satisfying

B<a<3s—2, (3.36)
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such that if
En(to) < M” (3.37)
for some 0 <ty <T and M > M,, then there exists small
™~ =7n(s,M,T, Rn(w), VN (w)) = 75 (s, M, T,w) > 0
such that
En(t) < M©

for any t satisfying to <t < min(T,ty + 7).

Remark 3.9. In Lemma|[3.8] the dependence of 7,y on N only appears through Ry and V. In
view of the uniform (in N) bounds (2.26) and (3.34]) with Chebyshev’s inequality, we see that
Lemma [3:8 holds “uniformly in N € N” in the sense that the statistical properties of 7y can be
estimated uniformly in N € N.

Proof of Lemma (3.8 Once we have the bound ([3.32)), this proposition follows from repeating the
proof of [23] Proposition 3.5] based on a double Gronwall-type inequality and we only indicate
the basic idea. As in [23] (3.32) and (3.38)], define F by

Fn(t) = max En(7) — En(to) + max(En(to), M?),
to<t<t

Gn(t) = Fx(t) — 2CoRn(t — to)?

for some suitable Cy > 0. Then, after some manipulation on (3.32)) with (3.38]), we arrive at

Gn(t) —Gn(to)) SA+VN+ Ry +T) t Gn(t)(log G(t') + T?)dt (3.39)

to

(3.38)

for any to <t < min(ty,to + t+«(Co, Rn)) such that 2CoR(t — to)% ~ 1, guaranteeing G (t) ~
Fn(t); see [23, (3.39)]. From the differential inequality (3.39), we obtain a double exponential
bound on G (t), which, together with , implies the conclusion of this proposition. Lastly,
we note that the condition follows from [23], (3.36)] and that the condition M > M, =
M, (s) comes from [23], (3.45) and (3.46)]. O

We conclude this section by presenting a proof of Proposition [3.7]

Proof of Proposition|3.7. This proposition follows from a straightforward modification of the
proof of [23, Theorem 1.2]. We, however, present some details in order to demonstrate that the
following iterative argument provides a uniform (in N) bound on the Ax7H:-norm of a solution

Vn(t) = (v, 0:vn)(t). See also Remark
Let % < s < 1 and fix a target time T > 1. Moreover, given N € N, fix w € €2 such that

Ry(w), Vy(w) < oc. (3.40)

Then, let the parameters «, 5, M, and 75 be as in Lemma (3.8
Fix My > 1 (to be determined later) and define an increasing sequence { My }ren by setting

M, = Mg
for some o > 1. Under the assumption

2(1—s) < 3, (3.41)
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we can take o = o(s, a, 3) > 1 sufficiently large such that

2=

k41 )Mk + M M;fﬂ’ (3.42)

We point out that the constraint s > 5 appears from (3.36]) and ( -
Given N,M € N and ¢t > 0, set

Enm(t) = EN(Imvn, Olpuvy)(t) (3.43)
where the right-hand side is as in ((1.13). Suppose that
En o, (t) < My (3.44)

for some k € NU{0} and ¢t > 0. Then, by (2.8), Minkowski’s integral inequality, (2.9), Sobolev’s
inequality (with s > 1), (3.44), and (3.42), we have

EN,Mk+1 (t) S ||(IMk+1VN7 8tIMk+1VN)||?4NH;: + ”IMkJrIVNH%%AN

2(1
< M (v, 00 Pryns + g Vvl s

2(1 4
< Mkil NI v, Oclan, V) 5 0 + HVN||A . (3.45)
N1y 3 5
2(1—
< MITIME [ Lovn

S Ml?ill_S)Mlg + Mi°
< My,
where, at the fourth inequality, we use the fact that s > (in applying )
Given (V](V),VN ) € ANHS ("JI‘Q) and w € Q, satisfying (3.40), let Vy(w ) = (vn(w),0rvn(w))
be the local-in-time solution to with Vy(w)|i=0 = (vgg),vgv)) In view of the blowup
alternative (3.4), the desired global Well—posedness of on the time interval [0, 7] (for the

fixed w € Q) follows once we prove

sup [V (t;w)l|ayus < Cw,T) < oc. (3.46)
0<t<T

In the following, we prove 6)) by implementing an iterative argument based on Lemma
Choose My = My (v](\,),vg\}), S T) > 1 such that
En, o (0) < M.
Then, it follows from Lemma [3.8 that

sup En g (t) < MS,
0<t<rn

satisfying (3.44)) at time 7. From (3.43)), m, and @, this in particular implies

sup [V () | yms S M-
0<t<tn

Moreover, from (3.45)), we obtain
By (7v) < MY
By applying Lemma once again, we have

sup  Enar (t) < MY,
TN<t<27N
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satisfying (3.44)) at time 27y, from which we obtain

sup [V (tw) Py S MF
TN <t<2Tpn

and
En o (27x) < MJ.
By iterating this argument [%] + 1 times, we obtain the following bound:

sup VN (6 w) [Py S M7
Irn §t§(£+1)71\]

for £ =0,..., [%] + 1, yielding (3.46]). This proves existence of the unique solution vy to (3.1))
on the time interval [0, 7| (for the fixed w € €, satisfying (3.40))). Since the choice of T' > 1 was
arbitrary, we conclude almost sure global well-posedness of (3.1)). O

Remark 3.10. As pointed out in [23] Remark 3.7], the iterative argument presented above
yields the following uniform (in N) double exponential bound:

q . i
[9n ()llayms < Cexp (clog 2+ [Fa(0)Laymus) - €C“)

for any ¢ > 0. See [23, Remark 3.7] for details.

4. WELL-POSEDNESS OF THE MEAN-FIELD SDNLW

In this section, we present a proof of Theorem on local and global well-posedness of the
mean-field SANLW ([1.20]). By the first order expansion (|1.19)), we study the following equation
(see ([1.18])) satisfied by the residual part v = u—®, where we drop the superscript j for notational
simplicity:

(02 + 0 +m — A)v = —E[v?|v — 2E[¥v]v — E[v?]¥ — 2E[v U]V (4.1)
(v, 0pv) =0 = (0, v(D). '
As pointed out in Section [1} there are no terms involving E[: ¥2:] since E[: ¥2:] = 0. We note

that there are certain similarities between and after replacing the empirical average
% Y oi<k<n in with the expectation E, leading to computations similar to those presented
in Section [3] There are, however, fundamental differences between the mean-field SANLW
and the SANLW system , in particular on the treatment of the following terms:

1 N

E[oW]¥ and Nkz_lka AJAFEN

where the former term does not have an explicit renormalization; see below. See also the
proofs of Lemmas [£.4] [4.6] and [I.7] where we apply a similar idea.

In Subsection we prove local well-posedness of . In Subsection we briefly discuss
global well-posedness of .
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4.1. Local well-posedness. In this subsection, we prove the following proposition on local
well-posedness of the mean-field SANLW (4.1)) (Theorem [I.2](i)) whose proof follows closely that
of Proposition but with one twist due to the term E[vW]¥; see (4.4) below.

Proposition 4.1. Let m > 0 and 3 < s < 1. Given 2 < p < oo, let (v, vM)) € LP(Q; H*(T?)).

Then, given any tg € Ry, there exists a unique solution (v,0v) € LP(Q; C([to, to + 7]; H*(T?)))

to [@.1)) with (v, 0pv)|i=t, = (0O, v M), where the local existence time T > 0 depends on || (v(o),v(l))HLgﬂi
and V.

Remark 4.2. (i) As pointed out in Remark(i), it is possible to lower the regularity threshold
by using the Strichartz estimates. We, however, restrict our attention to the range % <s<1,
which guarantees unconditional uniqueness of solutions (namely, uniqueness in the entire class
LP(2; C(1;H*(T?)))), since it plays a key role in Section @

(ii) Let 7' > 1. Let (v, dyv) be the local-in-time solution to constructed in Proposition
Then, by denoting by T its maximal existence time, the following blowup alternative holds:

T,.=T or til%l*li [(v, Op0) (D) L2245 = 0. (4.2)

Proof of Proposition [4.1 Without loss of generality, we assume that tg = 0. By writing (4.1]) in
the Duhamel formulation, we have
o(t) = S(t) (WD, vW) — Z(E[v?]v)(t) — 2Z(E[Tv]v)(t)
— Z(E[*)¥)(t) — 2Z(E[pT]¥)(¢),

where S(t) and Z are as in (2.5) and (2.6)), respectively.
Let 2 < p < oo. Fix 0 <7 <1 and small € > 0 such that s < 1 —¢. Let us first consider

the last term on the right-hand side of (4.3), involving E[vW]W¥, which shows a new aspect as
compared to the hyperbolic O(N) linear sigma model (3.1)) studied in Subsection In order
to handle this term, we write

(4.3)

EpY]|¥(w) = Eu' ¥V (w) = /Qv'(w’)\lll(w/)\ll(w)IP’(dw'), (4.4)

where (v'0’) is an independent copy of (v, V). In particular, the product ¥'¥ makes sense
without renormalization. As a consequence, it follows from Lemma that

Recall the notation (3.7). We apply (4.4) and proceed as in (3.10) with Sobolev’s inequality
and Lemma [2.1)(ii). Then, from the independence of ¥’ and ¥ with Law(v') = Law(v) and (4.5)),

we have
IZELPIO) || 5 e S Tl (@) ()0 ()|

_ 2 Pl
572—3—5 LwLwl
T xr

< 7|1 @@y I 6]

T

2
€ 3" s—¢
T

LBLY,
< 7V (W) ¥ (w)

|| P —€,00 2
Lwywlclwx 2 €3 "s—¢

/
=7V (W)W(W)HLZQWJEWHUHLQ :

N TKPH’UHLE,CTH;v
provided that ¢ < s < 1 — ¢, where, at the third inequality, we used the fact that p > 2.
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Let us now handle the remaining terms. Proceeding as in (3.6, we have
HI(EW]U)HLZCT% < 7‘||E[’U2]UHL£CTH£71

(4.7)

STHE vl|? v 6
[ HCTLf%]H HcTLF

Lf,
3
S THUHLECTHgv
provided that 3 < s (< 1). Proceeding as in (3.8)) with Lemma(ii) (but in a slightly different
order due to the presence of the expectation), we have

Hf(E[\I/v}v) HLE,C{H; S THE[\IW]UH%CTW*E’Q%—E

< ||E Il
[oR

—572%] ”UHClW;Q%

v LS (4.8)
2
SN oy oo ||UHL30TH§+35
S TR g0
provided that 3e <s (< 1). Similarly, we have
7 2 < 2
Z @) g S TIBRATN, e
< 2
~ THE[”U ”awjﬁ]”qj”@Wf’w‘ Lt (4.9)
2
S TH‘I’HLgCIW;»w||UHLZCTH§+%E
< TR0l s

provided that 3e <s (< 1).
Denote the right-hand side of (4.3) by I'(7) = I'(v, 8yv), and set I'(%) = (I'(7), &,I'(7)). Then,
putting (4.3), (4.6), (4.7), (4.8), and (4.9) together, we obtain

IF @)l p.c,aes < Ol 0W) gy + Com 1300, 346

+ G Ky (14 19 20,03 ) 19 2t

for any v € LP(Q; C([0,7]; H*(T?))), where K, is as in ([£.5)). A similar computation yields the
following difference estimate:

IT(@) = (@) pcyaes
S 71912 00,m5 + 181350,905 )17 = @l gcms
+ 7Ky (14 102,305 + 190 22,20 )17 = Bz
for any @, € LP(2; C([0, 7]; H*(T?))). Therefore, by choosing
7 =7([(@, 0" 135, Kp) >0
sufficiently small, we conclude that [ is a contraction in the (closed) ball
B € LP(2;:C((0,7]; H*(T?)))

of radius R = 2C1 || (v, v(1) 2225 + 1. At this point, the uniqueness holds only in the ball Bg
but by a standard continuity argument, we can extend the uniqueness to hold in the entire class
LP(;C([0, 7]; H*(T?))). We omit details. This concludes the proof of Proposition O
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4.2. Global well-posedness. In this subsection, we prove global well-posedness of the mean-
field SANLW (Theorem [1.2|(ii)). As in Subsection our main strategy is to adapt the
hybrid /-method introduced in [23] to the current mean-field setting. We note that, while the
analysis in [23] and Section [3|is pathwise, our analysis presented below is carried out under the
L?(Q)-norm (i.e. not pathwise).

Fix a target time 7' > 1. In view of the blowup alternative (4.2) (with p = 2) and (2.8)),
existence of the unique solution (v, d;v) to on the time interval [0, T'] follows once we show
the following bound:

sup ||(1v, 9 1v) (1) 1201 < C(T)

0<t<T
for some finite constant C(T") > 0, where ([v,d,Iv) is a solution to the following I-mean-field
SANLW:

(0F + 0 +m — A)Iv

4.10
= —I(E[v*]v) — 21 (E[¥v]v) — I(E[v*]¥) — 21 (E[v¥]¥). (4.10)
For this purpose, define the modified energy £(Iv, 0 1v):
E(1v, 0uv) = 1E[/ \VIv|? +m(Iv)* + (8tlv)2d$} + 1/ (E[(Iv)2])2d$
2 T2 4 T2 (411)

1 1
=5 [ IVTlE + miloly +l0ulade+ 5 [ 1ol de
where £(v, 0pv) is as in ((1.22). For notational simplicity, we set
E(t) = EIv, 0 Iv)(t).

As in Subsection Theorem [1.2](ii) on global well-posedness of the mean-field SANLW ([1.20))
follows from the following proposition; compare (4.12]) with (3.32)).

Proposition 4.3. (i) Let % < s < 1. Then, given small 6,y >0 and T > 1, we have

to
Elty) — E(t)) SM*3 | E3(t)dt
t1

to
PRSI S 3
+ M—stet t Ex(t)dt - ¥l 13 ¢, 00
1

to
+ ME [ E(bdt - U], e (4.12)
t1 « *
to 3
+ M7 Ea(t)dt - ||‘I’/‘I’||L2CTW‘%°°
t1 “ ‘
to n
+{/ (1 +EMen(t) + 1>dt}HI‘PHLn1 12
. (t — tl)i [t1,ta],x @

for any 0 < t1 < to < T and small n > 0, uniformly in N € N and M, T > 1, where
0o = 09(8) > 0 and py = po(8) > 1 are as in Lemma[2.9 Here, ¥’ denotes an independent copy
of U.

(i) Let 3 < s < 1. Then, given (0@, v € H(T?), there exists a unique global solution
(v,0v) € C(Ry; H¥(T?)) to (A1) with (v,0w)|i—0 = (v(O, (V).
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Proof. (i) Let to > t; > 0. Then, from (4.11)) and ({ , we have
to
E(ty) — E(t1) ZBL) - [ / / (8, Iv) dxdt}
< 2887
(=1

where By = By(N), £ =1,...,3, are given by

[ / N / ath) )Q]IU—I(E[UZ]U))dxdt},

_ —E[ / : / (0,10) (21 (E[To]o) +I(E[U2]\I/)>dxdt} (4.13)

= —QE{/E/ (O Iv)I ]\Iz)da;dt’]

Then, the energy growth bound (4.12]) follows from Lemmas and presented
below.

(ii) The energy growth bound (4.12)) yields an analogue of Lemma[3.8] which in turn allows us to
proceed with an iterative argument as in the proof of Proposition presented in Subsection
We omit details. O

The remaining part of this section is devoted to estimating By, £ = 1,...,3, which closely
follows the argument presented in Subsection but with modification coming from the view-
point ; more precisely, as in , we regard the outer expectation as an integration over
w € €, while the inner expectation is over w’ € Q. Moreover, as in Subsection we often
suppress t-dependence for notational simplicity in the following.

The following lemma establishes the commutator estimate on the cubic term in v.

Lemma 4.4. Let % < s < 1. Then, we have

to
|By| < M*73 | £2(t)dt (4.14)

t1

for any to > t1 > 0, where the implicit constant is independent of M € N.
Proof. By Cauchy-Schwarz’s and Minkowski’s integral inequalities, we have
H (oulv) (B[(1v)*]10 — (E[v?]o)) ) "
< 10e1vll 2, |E[(Iv)*]Tv — I (E[v*]v) HLE ) (4.15)

I(Tv(w")? Tv(w) = I (v* (@ )o(w)) |2

s é

L2L,

Then, the bound (4.14) follows from (4.15), Lemma 2.2 and (4.11]). O
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By formally distributing the I-operator to each factor of By and Bs in (4.13]), we obtain the
following term:

B, = —E[ / ’ /T (1) <2E[(I\P)(IU)]IU + E[(IU)Q]I\I/) da:dt},
C (4.16)
B, = —2Ew[ /t /Tr (Ov(w)) B [(Jq/(w'))(J(qz’(w/)\y(w)))}dxdt],

where (U, v’) is an independent copy of (¥,v) as in (4.4). We first establish the following
commutator estimates.

Lemma 4.5. For { = 2,3, let B; and B} be as in (4.13)) and (4.16)), respectively. Let % <s<l1.
Then, given T > 1 and small § > 0, we have

to
By — By < M—t2%0 [ £3(p)dt - |
t1

’\IIHLaCTW;UOxP()y (417)

£l t2
Bs — By S M= [ g@tyde- |00, Cp =700 (4.18)
t1 « *

for any 0 < t1 < to < T, uniformly in N € N and M,T > 1, where oy = 0¢(d) > 0 and
po = po(d) > 1 are as in Lemma . Here, V' denotes an independent copy of V.

Proof. Proceeding as in (4.16|), we have

[E[(19)(To)|[Tv — I(E[¥o]v) ||,

< [irwe @) - (@), . 19
Then, the bound follows from Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality (in w arfd x), , and
Lemma with . The second bound follows in a similar manner. ([l
We conclude this section by estimating B4 and B in ({.16)).
Lemma 4.6. Let B be as in . Let % < s < 1. Then, given small v > 0, we have
) 5007 [ E 0 190 (4:20)
1

for any 0 < tqg <t < T, uniformly in N € N and M,T > 1. Here, ¥' denotes an independent
copy of W.
Proof. From the independence of ¥ and ¥, we have

@ To@) I NI T,
< 0Tl 170l 2 [ 1OV () ¥ (@)) 2 (121)
= e T0ll 2 | Toll 2 | TP @) | . -

Then, the bound (4.20]) follows from proceeding as in the proof of (3.24) in Lemma[3.5with (4.21]).
U

Lemma 4.7. Let B} be as in ([4.16). Then, given s < 1, there exists ¢ > 0 such that

to
By < { / (1+ &) + ’ﬂ)dt}umnﬂl L (4.22)
t1 (t — t1)2 [t1.to],z™w
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for any ta > t1 > 0 and small n > 0, uniformly in M, N € N, where L L[rt1 tﬂLg.

T —

[t1,t2],x —

Proof. The bound (4.22)) follows from a slight modification straightforward modification of the

proofs of [23, Lemma 3.4] and Lemma and thus we only indicate required modifications.
By replacing the Ay-norm in ([3.30) with the L?(2)-norm, we have

—4 4
(R o 7 £ e D 3 9
1-2n 2 T w witx
Le " Li e (4.23)
e,

uniformly in small > 0. Moreover, by Holder’s inequality, we have

|@ero(w)) (209 @) To@) Tvw)) + (To@)) (19 (w)) )|

Ll L}
e (4.24)

< 2 _
S ”8tIUHL§L§,HIUHLﬁLa”I‘I}HLg 2

Then, the bound (4.22]) follows from repeating the rest of the argument in the proof of Lemma
with (4.23) and (4.24]). O

5. MEAN-FIELD LIMIT OF THE HYPERBOLIC O(N) LINEAR SIGMA MODEL

In this section, we present a proof of Theorem on convergence of HLSM y to the
mean-field SANLW . In Subsection we present several law-of-large-numbers type
lemmas. In Subsection we then prove Theorem (1) Lastly, under a higher moment
assumption, we establish a convergence rate of to the mean-field limit (Theorem [1.4](ii))
in Subsection (.3l

5.1. Law of large numbers. In this subsection, we present three law-of-large-numbers type
lemmas. While the first lemma (Lemma provides a convergence rate of the purely stochastic
terms, the second and third lemmas (Lemmas and do not provide any rate under the
second moment assumption. Under a higher moment assumption, they can be upgraded to
versions with a decay rate; see Lemmas [5.5] and [5.6]

Lemma 5.1. Given £ =2,3 and j, k € N, let Zliej). be as in (2.19) or (2.20). Namely,

ZE) =0y and  Z) =030 (5.1)

or

2

ZE) =0 @50 and 7)) =:9}0;: . (5.2)

Then, given € > 0, we have

N
1 2 D
228 o 2 5
k=1 LELEW, &% 2
1 Y 3
(3) p
sup [|—= » 24, Sr—, (5.4)
1 Y 3
=N z® r 2 (5.5)
k ~ )
HN ; 7 LE Ay jLEW, &% N3
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uniformly in finite p > 1 and N € N, where AxB is as in (1.11). As a consequence, given any
gg > 0, the following almost sure convergence holds; for each fized T > 0, we have

N
1
Nzl =N 72 — 0,
N el ’ L%Wz—s,oo
1 1 N
for each fixred j e N: N27°|— Z Zlg) — 0, (5.6)
Nim Y lzwee
1 1 N (3)
Nz~ =N 78 —0
k )
N 2 %k T

as N — oo.

Proof. By applying Chebyshev’s inequality with (5.3), (5.4), and (5.5)), we see that the almost
sure convergence (5.6) follows from the Borel-Cantelli lemma. Hence, we focus on proving

(15.3)), , and (j5.5)) in the following. Moreover, we assume ([5.1]) since the same proof holds

under ((5.2)).
We first look at (5.3). By Sobolev’s embedding (with finite » > 1 such that er > 4),

Minkowski’s integral inequality (for finite p > r > 2), the Wiener chaos estimate (Lemma [2.4)),
the independence of {215;213;}sz1= and Lemma (i), we have

1 o, 1 2)
2 _£ 2
1z sH (V)57
HN kzl “llzrgwee TN kzl “lliprz i
1 2) S 2)
< |~ w528 ) < H (V)5 281, )
HN ; S g TN ; R PV (5.7)
p s (2 D —_£ (2
= LV 220 D)2 arz, ST = V) TEZEN(E ) ayrzcrrs
N2 ’ N2
ST Ll?
N2

yielding ([5.3)).
We note that (5.5)) follows from (5.4]) and the definition (1.11)) of the Ay B-norm. Thus, it

suffices to prove (j5.4]). Note from (2.12]) that
E[:Wj0;::070;:] =0
unless k = k’. Then, the bound (5.4) follows from proceeding as in (5.7)). O

In the following two lemmas, we assume that vy € L*(Q; C([0, T]; H*(T?))), k € N, which is
the only integrability guaranteed by Theorem for global-in-time solutions to the mean-field
SANLW ([1.20)). See Subsection for a discussion under a higher moment assumption.

Lemma 5.2. Let % <s < 1. Given k € N, let U}, be the stochastic convolution defined in
and let vy, € L*(Q;C([0,T]; H*(T?))) be a solution of the mean-field SANLW (L.18). More-
over, we assume that (vi(0), vy (0)) € LA H*(T?)), k € N, are independent and identically
distributed over k € N. Then, given T > 0 and small € > 0, we have

1 N
HN > <\I/kvk - E[\Ilkvk]> ., —0, (5.8)
k=1

& 2=s—¢
L2 W s
T x
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H]{,i (v - BL?)

k=1

& ., —0, (5.9)
L%(Lg—s mVVI‘2—S—€)

almost surely, as N — oo.

Proof. We first note that (U, vx), k € N, are independent and identically distributed since
U}, are independent and identically distributed and so are the initial data (v (0), 0:vg(0)). In
particular, we have

def
R= sup lvellzzopms = lvillzzopms < oo (5.10)
€

Proceeding as in (4.§) with Lemma [2.1](ii), Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, Lemma [2.5|(i),
Sobolev’s inequality, and ([5.10)), we have

—S—€

1
< T2 —e,00
E[nwkvkn@mw | S T e U Bp——
1
S T2 vl 2 opms
< 00,

uniformly in & € N. Hence, in view of the independence of {Ujv}ren, the almost sure con-
vergence follows from the strong law of large numbers in the Banach space setting ([26,
Corollary 7.10 on p. 189]).

Next, we consider . Proceeding as in and with the fractional Leibniz rule
(Lemma [2.1)(i)), Sobolev’s inequality, Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, and (5.10]), we have

ol [ I ——

1
< T3 2
L3(LI7 W, )} ST vellzz o my < o0 (5.11)

uniformly in £ € N. Hence, in view of the independence of {U]%}k:eNa the almost sure conver-
gence (j5.8)) follows from the strong law of large numbers ([26, Corollary 7.10 on p. 189)]). O

Remark 5.3. From (5.11), we see that the L?()-integrability assumption for vy is indeed
necessary for the (almost sure) convergence (/5.9); see [26, Corollary 7.10 on p. 189].

Lemma 5.4. Let 3 < s < 1 and {(V;,v;)}jen be as in Lemma . Then, given T > 0, we
have, for each j € N,

N
1
H 3 (vk:qzk\pj: —E[vk\yk]\yj) 50 (5.12)
N L3H; ™!
in probability as N — 0o, and
1 N
H 3 (vk;\pkqu; —E[vk\I/k]\I/j) 0 (5.13)
N4 An L3 H

in probability as N — oo.

Proof. We only prove ([5.13)) in the following, since ([5.12)) follows in a similar manner.
We first study the contribution to (5.13)) from the case k = j. Let 1 < p < 2. Then, proceeding

as in (3.10) with Holder’s inequality, Lemma [2.5/(i), and (5.10), we have

1
L ST2|vjllrzopms |l 95 || 2
w

LETP Cr Wy =% (5.14)

H||vj:\1:§; 2 -1

1

Sp TE)
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uniformly in j € N, provided that 0 < ¢ < min(l — s,s). Let (¥’,v') be an independent
copy of (V;,vj). Then, given 1 < p < 2, it follows from Minkowski’s integral inequality, the
independence of (¥, v") from ¥;, and proceeding as in (5.14)) with (4.5) that

B 20011z |, = |1 b (@) @] ) .15

LE
S ||’U,\IJ,\IJj||LPL2 st
whpily
<k , (5.15)
S T2 vjllzorm V9G] 2
Lw pCTWx e
ST,

uniformly in j € N. Hence, given L > 1, it follows from Chebyshev’s inequality with (5.14)
and (5.15)) that

00 1 1 > Ip

2
Z P(HN<UJ 2\I’j1 —E[Uj\l’j]‘l’j)‘ > L) ST Z m < 0, (516)
N=1 N=1

since p > 1. Therefore, by the Borel-Cantelli lemma, we conclude that
— 0,

1
H N <’Uj . \1’3 . —E[Uj\l’j]‘l’j>
AN,jL%H;_l

almost surely (and thus in probability) as N — oo, which shows (5.13)) for the case k = j.
Next, we study the contribution to ([5.13)) from the case k # j. By taking the Fourier transform
in x (suppressing the t-dependence), we have

Fo (o — Elon4]) ¥ ) (n)

= Y (B Ta(n2) — () Br(n2)] ) T (o).

n=ni+nz2+ns

Ay L2 H;™!

Then, given M > 1 (to be chosen later), we write

N
1
NZ (vk U, — E[op U] ) ¥; = 1; + 10, (5.17)
k=1
k#j
where I; denotes the contribution from the case
max(|n[, [n1], [na|, [ng|) > M. (5.18)
Namely, II; denotes the contribution from the case: max(|n|, |n1i|, |na|, |n3|) < M, given by
N
1
I, = NZPM((PMW%M —E[Pka\IJk,M])\I!jM), (5.19)
k=1
k#j

where \I]j,M = PM\I/]
We first treat the first term I;. From a slight modification of (3.10), we have

1
||Uk\Ijk‘IIj||L2 Fs—l+e 5 T2 ||Uk\I/k\I/JH _25’?7_27T
T C‘T x s €
1
ST el s 2 PRVl pp2e0e (5.20)
TV

1
S T2 vkl ops—= 1We Y5l oy 2000
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Note that, thanks to (5.18]), we can gain M~¢ by losing e-regularity. Thus, from (5.20),

(5.18), Lemma [2.5/(ii) (see also (2.24) in Remark [2.6/(ii)), , Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequal-
ity, and ([5.10]), we have

E (1Tl g, 221 | ST MR,
uniformly in N € N. Then, given small § > 0, it follows from Markov’s inequality that
P(Illay, e > ) < cTéﬁa < g (5.21)
uniformly in N € N, by taking M = M (6,T, R) > 1 sufficiently large.
Next, we consider the term II; in , where all the frequencies are bounded by M. We
first write II; as

)

I, = '

(1
I +

1 N
def Nz ( (PrroeVp s — E[Pyor W ar]) 95, M> (5.22)
k=
1

Let us first consider H§-2). By a slight modification of (5.14]), for 1 < p < 2, we have

1
S T2 M*|vjllrzcrm 19517 4

1P a2 sl 2 o
Js T T Lp wap CTWajs,oo (523)

Sp T2 M,
uniformly in j € N. Then, from (5.23)) and (5.15)) (which implies (5.16)) with an extra factor
M?%P on the right-hand side) with the Borel-Cantelli lemma, we conclude that
)

almost surely (and thus in probability) as N — oo. Namely, given small § > 0, there exists
Ni = Ni(6) > 1 such that

HAN L2 HS! — 0,

Wl >

IP)(HHE‘Q)H,atN,jL?TH;*1 > 5) < (5.24)

for any N > Nj.
Next, we treat H§1) in (5.22). From ([5.10) and Lemma (i), we have

1
E[IPyoriumllzz 2] S M o1z cpnz 11 g 0y pmes
< 00,
uniformly in k£ € N. Then, noting that P vy Wy ar — E[P ok Vs a], k € N, are independent and
identically distributed, it follows from [26, Corollary 7.10 on p. 189] that
N
1

N Z (Proe¥sn — E[Pyop Py a])
=1

def
Yvu =

— 0, (5.25)
L2.12
almost surely, as N — oo, which in particular implies that the convergence ([5.25) also holds in
probability. Thus, given small 6 > 0 and K > 1, there exists No = Na(d, M, K) > 1 such that

IP(YN,M > 5K—1) < g (5.26)
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for any N > Ns. By a crude estimate, we have
(1)
I a2zt < CoMEYN M5 4y, cpmrece- (5.27)
Given small § > 0, T > 0, and M > 1, it follows from Lemma [2.F|(ii) that there exists
K = K (5, M,T) > 1 such that

IP(COMEH\IJ]-HAN o > K) < 6’ (5.28)

uniformly in NV € N. Hence, given small § > 0, it follows from ([5.27)) with ([5.26)) and (5.28] - ) that
we have

P(H]Ig'l) HANJL%H;—I > 5)

<P(Yau > K"
+P({Yir < SK O {COME 5]y o e > K (5.29)
<24 IP’(COMEH\IJ]-H o Crwe > K)

<

Wl >

for any N > No.
Therefore, from (5.17)), (5.21), (5.22)), (5.24]), and (5.29)), we conclude (5.13) for the case
k+#j. O

5.2. Proof of Theorem |1 -() In this subsection, we present a proof of Theorem |1.4{(i).

Let 2 < s < 1. Let {(uNJ, S\I,)])};.Vzl € (HS(T2)) , N € N, and {( 50), 5 )}jeN €

(H® ('H‘2))®N be sequences of random functions as in Theorem [1.4|(i), where the former converges
in probability to the latter in the sense of and (1.25)). In particular, we assume that
(ugo), 5 )) € L?(;H*(T?)), j € N, are independent and identically distributed.

Let {(un;, atuN,])}N ; and {(u;, 8tu])}jeN be the global-in-time solutions to @J} and (L.20)
with initial data {(ug\?)],ug\lf)])}J , and {( 4 )} N constructed in Theorems 1.1 and
respectively. Then, set vy; = un; — ¥; and vj = u; — VU, as in and (1.19) such that
{(vn g, Oron )} N (C(R+;HS(T2)))®N almost surely and (vj;, 0yv;) € LQ(Q; C([0,T); H*(T?)))
for any T > 0. Then, by writing and m ) in the Duhamel formulation, we have

N, = S(t) (ugs)],ug\l,)] ZI(UN kUN,; + 2V N kUN,; + vN A (5.30)
+ 102 uN, + 20Nk PR, + :\Ili\llj: )
and
© @
v =507 vy) (5.31)
v .

-2(e

where S(t) and Z are as in (2.5) and (2.6)), respectively. We set
VNj = VNG =Y (5.32)

2o -+ 2E[Wj0]0; + B[], + 2B [0, 9]¥; )
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and VNJ = (Vn,j,0:Vn,j). By taking the difference of m and (5.31)), we have

6
Vi (t) = S) (Vv (0) = > Z(A;
=1 ; (5.33)
0 1
= S(1) (uy); — " uy)y = i) = ST T(A) (1),
=1
where {A4;, = AM(N)}éV:l, ¢=1,...,6, are given by
L
Aji = D vken, — Eljluj,
k=1
.Aj72 = Z Q\I/kUN EUN; — QE[\II ’U]]’Uj,
N=
N
Ajs = N ZUJQV,k\Il] E[UJZ]\II.W
(5.34)

N
Z 2'UN,k : \I/k\I/] : —2E[’l}j\11j]\:[/j,
k=

Fix a target time T > 1 and we work on the interval [0, T]. We point out the following; while
we take % < s < 1 to prove global-in-time convergence (namely, on [0, 7] for any given T > 1),
the convergence argument presented below works for % < 5 < 1, assuming that v; exists on [0, T
(more precisely, (v}, 0v;) € L*(Q; C([0,T]; H*(T?)))).

Since the parameters s, e, T are fixed, we often drop the dependence on these parameters. In
the remaining part of this subsection, we fix small § > 0.

e Step 1: In this first step, we establish the convergence ([1.27)) for each T > 1:
VN illxs ) = 110N, = Tjllxg, ) — 0 (5.35)

in probability as N — co, where X5 (T) is as in (3.3).

Before we start estimating the terms on the right-hand side of , let us first prepare data
sets indexed by N > 1. As we noted in the proof of Lemma the solutions ¥; = (vj;, 0v) €
C([0,T); H*(T?)) to (L.18), j € N, are independent and identically distributed. In particular,
we have

sup 195l L2 crms = 1011l L2 0pps < 00 (5.36)
JjE

Given N € N and R > 1, define the set Q; y(R) C Q by setting

QN (R) = {w € Q: ||l x5 (r) < R}. (5.37)
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Then, it follows from Chebyshev’s inequality, (3.3)), and (5.36|) that there exists R = R(J) > 1,
independent of N € N, such that

| >

P((QLN(R))C) <
Given small 19 > 0, define Q9 y(170) C Q by setting

= 0 0) (1 1
() = {w € 2 [Vns(0) Lawrs = [[ (0l = o 0l = ul) | e Smo}. (5:39)
Then, from the assumption ([1.25)) on the initial data, there exists Ny = Ni(no,d) € N such that

P((Q2,n5(n0))°) <

(5.38)

3 (5.40)
for any N > Nj.

Next, we discuss controls on the stochastic terms. Given K > 1, define the set Q3 y(K) C
by setting

Qs n(K) = {w € Q1 gy opmece + 00T |y e < K} (5.41)

Then, it follows from Lemma[2.5(ii) and Chebyshev’s inequality that there exists K = K (§) > 1,

independent of NV € N, such that

J
P((937N(K))C) < é
Given small > 0, define the set Q4 n (1) C 2 by setting

Qun() = {weQ: v, )y, <n}, (5.43)

where the YVy-norm is defined by

(5.42)

N
1 1

el = 3 9 PR

k=1 LaWg =% k=1 AN, LFWy =%

N
1
+ ||= (q/k’l)k — E[\Ilkvk])
N ; L%WZ_E 2—s5—¢

(5.44)

LQ (L%mws’ﬁ)
T\t T

(Y \I/k\I/ [’Uk\:[/k]\I/

1N
+Nkz

5.2)

/N

Ax L3S

and [5.4] that there exists No = Na(n,d) € N such that

P((Qu,n(n))°) < g

Then, it follows from Lemmas [5.1]

(5.45)
for N > Ns.

We are now ready to estimate the terms on the right-hand side of (5.33). Let J C [0,7] be
an interval with |J| < 1. With a slight abuse of notation, we define X3, (J) by setting
1Tl x5,y = [1(vs, Ovs) |l ancyms

(5.46)
= |l(vj, Ovj)llan ;coms
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where the Ay B-norm is as in (1.11)). In the following, we work on Qn (R, K, n9,n) defined by
On (R, K,m0,m) = Q1 n(R) N Q2 n(10) N Q3§ (K) N QY n(n), (5.47)
where Q1 n(R), Q2N (10), Q3,n5(K), and Q4 n(n) are as in (5.37), (5.39), (5.41)), and (5.43),

respectively. Before proceeding further, we note that, given small § > 0, by choosing R = R(9)
and K = K(9) sufficiently large, it follows from (5.47) with (5.38]), (5.40)), (5.42)), and (5.45)
that

B((O (R, K, m,)) < 3 (5.48)

for any N > max(N1, N3), where Ni(no,9) and Na(n,d) are as in ((5.40) and ([5.45)), respectively.

From (5.34) with (5.32)), we have

N N
1 1
Aj1= N kE_l VN EUNEUN,; + N k§_1 v VN EUN,

1 Y 1 Y
+ N ; vkkaNJ + N ; (Uz — E[vg])v]

Using (5.32)), we replace each occurrence of vy, in (5.49) by V¢ + ve, £ = j, k Then by pro-
ceeding as in (3.6 (while keeping the k-summation 1ns1de for the last term in ) with -

and (5.43)), we have

IZCA DN S 11 (10 B 0 + 1 00 ) 1P g

(5.49)

N
1|1 .
w2 ()| | il (5.50)
L2L;~*

k=1
— — 1
< 1 (IVwalBeg () + B2 ) WVncsllxg ) + 130,

provided that 3 < s (< 1).

From (5.34)) with (5.32]), we have

A ZQ\I/kVN EUN + = ZQ‘I/kUkVNJ
= (5.51)
N
+ — Z (\Ilkvk — \Ifkvk]>vj
k:l

Then, by proceeding as in (3.8)) (see also (4.8))) with Lemmal2.1](ii), Sobolev’s inequality, (5.37),

(p.41)), and (5.43), we have
1Z(Aj2) x5, ()

S TNy e (1Pl o + 18,00 ) 1 Vv

X3 ()
N
1] 1 ( (5.52)
= @v—Emv)H v .
N;;:l KUk — E[W ] QWI—MJ;S” J”AN] ot

1
< VIE (1Vwallxg o + ) Wl o) + 1150 R,
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provided that 3 < s (< 1). Similarly, by writing

N N N
1 1 1
N Z VN,k'UN,k\I/j + N Z ’UkVNyk\I/j + N Z (Ul% - E[U%])‘Ifj (5.53)
k=1 k=1 k=1
and proceeding as in (5.52)) (see also (4.9)) with (5.37)), (5.41), and (5.43)), we have
IZ(Aj3)llx, ()
S (17,
11 o 2 2
N Z <”k - E[”M)

k=1

(J)H\Ij HANCJW €,

(5.54)
H 272775H\II‘7HANCJW;E‘OO

7+ 18lx00 ) 1V

. - 1
< |J\K( )+ B) IVl ) + 1T 5k

Proceeding as in ) with (5.37) and (5.43)), we have
1 N

5 2.

g Wy

k=1

”f(AjA)HXfV(J)

. <H‘7N,jHX;V(J) + ||'l7j||X;V(J)>

LW, © (5.55)

S |I1E Vgl o + 1 120R,
provided that e < s <1 —e. By writing
Ajs = ZVM 04— Z (wg R E[vk\yk]xyj) (5.56)
and proceeding as in w1th and (| -, we have
I1Z( j,s)HX;V(J) S !J|H R PR

3 1
< IKVNkllxg o) + 1120,

1
7+ 1020
a (5.57)

where Ag\?)B is as in (2.2). Lastly, from (5.34) and ([5.43]), we have

1 N

= 2

— g :\I/k\I/j:‘
k=1

< |J|%n.

Therefore, putting (5.33)) (but starting at time t¢g), (5.50), (5.52), (5.54), (5.55), (5.57), and

(5.58)) together with J = [to,¢1] C [0,7T] such that |J| < 1, we obtain
HVN,J

IZ(Aj6)llx5, ) S
J N( ) AN7jL2JH;71 (558)

x5, < CrllViv(to) llans
+ ol T K (IVwalleg oy + B2) Vsl ) (5.59)
+ Cs)J|2n(R + K).

Suppose that

Vavillxg, (J) <1 (5.60)

for some interval J C [0,7]. Then, it follows from ) that there exists 7 = 7(R, K) € (0, 1]
such that

IVarillxg, () < 2011 Vivg(to)llaxs + 2Csn, (5.61)
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provided that |J]| < 7.

While the claimed convergence-in-probability follows from , the discussion above,
(5.39) (with sufficiently small 19 > 0), and a standard continuity argument, we present some
details for readers’ convenience, especially similar iterative arguments are needed in Step 2 and
in Subsection [6.21

Fix small 6 > 0. With R = R(0) > 1 and K = K(6) > 1 as in and (5.42)), let
7 =7(R(8), K(6)) = 7(6) > 0 as in (5.61)). Then, write [0,7] as

(T/7

]
0,71 = Je.
=0

where Jy = [, (¢ + 1)7] N [0,T]. Let us work on the first interval Jy = [0, 7]. Note from (5.39))
that

IV (0| A <o < 1. (5.62)
Then, in view of the continuity of ||V ;| xs (o) in ¢, it follows from a standard continuity
argument with (5.60]), (5.61), and (5.62) that
Vv jllx3, (o) < 2Camo + 2Ca,
which in turn implies
[V j (Tl awrs < 2C1m0 + 2C3m < 1. (5.63)
As a consequence, it follows from ((5.63)), , and a continuity argument that
Va2 lanas < IVaillxg o) < (2C1)n0 + 2C5(2C1 + 1) < 1,

which allows us to iterate the argument on the third interval Js.
After ¢ + 1 steps, we obtain

/-1
IV (€ 4+ D7) layaes < IVaillxg o < (2C1) 0 +2C5 Y (2C1)" -
=0 (5.64)

(2Cy)*

20, — 1"

In order to cover the entire interval [0, 7], recalling that 7 depends only on 4, it suffices to choose
1o = no(d) and n = n(d) sufficiently small such that

< (201)'n0 + 205

T T (201)[F]
— [7—] At VAN <
<[T} +1> <(201) no + 2C3 201_1T]> <ok 1. (5.65)

Then, it follows from ([5.64]) and (5.65|) that

[/
avorrs < Y IVgllxg oo <6,

£=0
on Qn (R, K, no,n) defined in (5.47)), for any N > max (N1(no(6), ), N2(n(0),4)), where Ny and
Ny are as in (5.40) and ([5.45)), respectively. In view of (5.48]), this proves the convergence-in-
probability (5.35]).

e Step 2: In this part, we establish the convergence (1.26)) for each fized j € N:

VN

IV llerms = 19v, — illopm — 0 (5.66)
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in probability as N — oc.
We first go over the construction of data sets indexed by N > 1. Fix j € N. Given R > 1,
define the set Q5 ;(R) C § by setting

Os5.(R) = {w €Q: Tl opns < R}. (5.67)
Then, it follows from Chebyshev’s inequality and (5.36]) that there exists R = R(4) > 1,
independent of j € N, such that
)

P((9s,(R))°) < o (5.68)

Given small 79 > 0, define Qg ; n(10) C Q2 by setting
Qi (m0) = {w € @ [V (O)lles < o} (5.69)

Then, from the assumption ((1.24) on the initial data, there exists N3 = N3(j,10,0) € N such
that

P((€2%,5,5(m0))°) < 15+

for any N > N3. Given small n > 0, define the Q7 y(n) C Q by setting
Qrn(n) = {W €Q: HVN,kHXfV(J) < 77} (5.71)

Then, it follows from the convergence-in-probability (5.35)) established in Step 1 that, given
d > 0, there exists Ny = Ny(n, ) € N such that

(5.70)

B((Qr(0)) < (5.72)

for any N > Ny4. Given j € N and K > 1, define the set Qg ; n(K) C €2 by setting

Qg v (K) = {w €Q:| U, e < K} (5.73)

”.AN LCTW,

Then, it follows from Lemma (1) (for the uniform (in j, k) moment bound on the CrW, =™°-
norm of : W, W;:) and Chebyshev’s inequality that there exists K = K(0) > 1, independent of
7, N € N, such that

)
P((92s,,5(K))) < 15+ (5.74)
Given small 1 > 0, define the set Qg ; n(17) C Q by setting
Qi) = {we Qv w5  <n}. (5.75)
where the jﬂvj’ n-norm is defined by
U2,
(v, %NHNZ i
g (5.76)
+ HN Z (Uk : \I’k\I/j : —E[Uk\I/k]\I’j) L Hsfl'
k=1 THe
Then, it follows from Lemmas and that there exists N5 = N5(j,n,0) € N such that
)
P((Q9,4,n8(n)%) < = (5.77)

10
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for N > Ns.

We now turn to estimating the terms on the right-hand side of (5.33)) for fized j € N, which
follows from a straightforward modification of the estimates in Step 1. In the following, we work
on Q; (R, K,n9,n) defined by

QN (R, K, mo,m) = QN (R, K, no,m) N Qs 5(R) N Q65N (00) (5.78)

NQ7,n () N Qs 5n (K) N Qg jn (1) '
where Qn (R, K,10,1m), Q55(R), Q65,n5(n0), Q7,n(n), s~ (K), and Qg ; n(n) are as in (5.47)),
(5.67), (5.69), (5.71)), (5.73)), and (5.75)), respectively. Then, given small § > 0, by choosing
R = R(6) and K = K(§) sufficiently large, it follows from (5.78) with (5.48)), (5.68)), (5.70),
(-72), (5.74), and (5.77) that

P((Qyn(R, K, 7)) <6 (5.79)
for any N > N,, where
N, = max (N1(770; 5)7 N2(777 6)? N3(j> 105 5)7 N4(77a 6)7 N5(j7 m, 5))) . (580)

Here, Ny, £ =1,...,5, are as in (5.40) (5.45), (5.70), (5.72)), and (5.77)), respectively.
Let J C [0,7] be an interval with |J| < 1. Proceeding as in (5.50]) with (5.49), (5.37), (5.43)),

E2). E57). and {71 we have

IZCAs)llesms S 171(11 Ve

%0t Hng?)(i,(J)> IVNillesms
+ |J|HVN,kHX;V(J)(||VN,k||X;V(J) + ||Uk:HXf\,(J)) 1Tl ey

1 N
v 2 (B L I5le
=1 LiL;—°

- 1
SRV slleyms + |1 2nR?,

1 (5.81)
+ 7|2

provided that % < s (< 1). Proceeding as in (5.52) with (5.51)), (5.37), (5.41)), (5.43), (5.44)),
(p-67), and (5.71)), we have

1Z(Aj2)lleme
S TNy e (1Pl o) + 18kl 00 )1 Vsl
TN 40w IVkllxs, (o) 1Tl ey

1 N
=2 (i — E[w40y] ) ’ B

k=1 g
- 1
SIKR(|Vajlle,ms + |J[2nKR,

(5.82)

1 —
+ ]2 o |Vl

—s5—¢
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provided that 3 < s (< 1). Similarly, proceeding as in (5.54)) with (5.53)), we have

IZ(A;3)ll s
S ’J’<HVNI€HXS N+ HﬁkHX;V(J))HVN,k”X;V(J)H‘I’jHCJW;E»OO

(5.83)
Z (v~ B} H R —
k
< |J|%77KR.
Proceeding as in with -, we have
| N
e < V1| 5 3wt (1Pl + Illms)
e N ; pwpee N T (5.84)
1= 1
S IRV sllesms + |J|2nR7
provided that e < s <1 — . Proceeding as in with ( and -, we have
IZ(A; ) llcms S 11 PRl HAN’,@CJWD;&OO”VN,kHX]S\,(J) +1J]2n (5.85)
< 20K,
Lastly, from (5.34]) and (| , we have
N
IZ(Aj0)lloyms S 112)| > - VR
PR N ; 13! (5.86)

< |J|2n.

Therefore, putting (5.33)) (but starting at time tg), (5.81)), (5.82), (5.83), (5.84), (5.85), and
(5.86) together with J = [to,t1] C [0, 7] such that |J| < 1, we obtain

_ _ 1 _
IVNjllosms < Cal Vi j(to)llns + Cs|J 12 R(K + R) |V jlloyms (5.87)
+ Cs|J|2nR(K + R).

Suppose that
Vavsllems <1

for some interval J C [0,7]. Then, it follows from (5.87) that there exists 7 = 7(R, K) € (0, 1]
such that

IVnillcsas < 204 Viv,j(to)llas + 2Cen,

provided that |J| < 7. Then, by recalling that 7 depends only on § and by choosing 179 = 1y(0)
and n = n(¢) sufficiently small, it follows from a slight modification of the iterative argument in

Step 1 with (5.69) that
IV jllormg <6

on Q; n(R, K,n9,n), satisfying (5.79), for any N > N,, where N, is as in (5.80). This proves
the convergence-in-probability ([5.66]), and therefore concludes the proof of Theorem [1.4](i)
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5.3. On the convergence rate under a higher moment assumption. In this subsection,
we present a proof of Theorem (ii) on a convergence rate under the higher moment assump-
tion (|1.30)):

v; € LY C([0,T); H*(T?))), j€N (5.88)
for some T > 0 and 3 < s < 1. Given (v](-o),v](-l)) € L%(Q;H5(T?)), Proposition guaran-

tees (5.88) only for a short time. As in Subsection however, the convergence argument
presented below works on [0, 7] for any given T > 0, assuming that (5.88) (together with ([1.28))

and ((1.29)) holds.

As compared to the presentation in Subsection the only difference appears on how we

handle the terms in ([5.44)) and (5.76)). More precisely, we show that the terms in ([5.44)) and (5.76)

converge in probability to 0 with a rate N —3+0 for any g9 > 0. In view of Lemma which
1

comes with a convergence rate of N~ 27 we only need to establish suitable replacements of

Lemmas [5.2] and 5.4
The following lemma establishes an extension of Lemma [5.4] under the higher moment as-
sumption on v;.

Lemma 5.5. Let 3 < s <1 and {(¥;,v;)}jen be as in Lemma|5.4 Moreover, assume that
vj € LP(Q;C([0,T); H*(T?))) (5.89)

for some p > 2. Then, given T,eq > 0, we have, for each j € N,

N
% Z (vk ARV —E[vk\Pk]\I/j>

1
N30 50 (5.90)
k=1 LyH;™!
in probability as N — oo, and
1 1 N
NER I (Uk:\yk\lzj: —E[vk\llk]\lfj> ) (5.91)
N Ay L3 H: ™

i probability as N — oo.

Proof. We only consider ({5.91)) since (5.90) follows from a similar consideration. From a slight
modification of the proof of Lemma [5.4] it is easy to see that the contribution from the case
k = j satisfies (5.91]). Thus, we only consider the case k # j in the following.

Set

X = U0, — Efop U] T,
Then, from the mutual independence of {(Vy, vg) }ren, we have
E[X ;] = E[vp ¥y, — E[Wgvi]] - E[¥;] =0 (5.92)
and
E[Xy; - Xiwj] = E[(ve Vs — E[op¥h)) (vp Vg — Efop Up])] - E[T?] =0 (5.93)
for any k # k' with k, k' # ;.
A slight modification of with yields

el e

< s|[UpW s

<1,

~
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uniformly in j, & € N. Similarly, a minor modification of ([5.15)) yields

[R5 s

L STl (5.95)

uniformly in j, k € N. Hence, proceeding as in (5.7) with (5.92)), (5.93)), (5.94), and (5.95)), we
have

N
1 1 1
— > Xp; < — 1| X w5l 4 o1 ST — 1 5.96
HN ; ez an,izmt ~ N2 il vz v =17 (5.96)
k#j
where A%)B is as in (2.2)). Therefore, the convergence-in-probability (5.91]) follows from Cheby-
shev’s inequality with ([5.96)). O

In the proof of Lemma we crucially used the fact that the space-time norm is L2-based.
Since the terms treated in Lemma [5.2] involve the L!-base Sobolev spaces with r > 2, we can
not proceed as in the proof of Lemma [5.5] We instead make the observation that the terms

treated in Lemma [5.2] only appear in (5.49), , and ((5.53):

1 N ) ) 9 N
N ; (Uk; — E[vk])vj, N Z (‘Ifkvk. - E[\Ilkvk])vj

N - (5.97)
and % Z (v,% - E[vi]) U,
k=1

which do not involve the difference Vi ; defined in (5.32). The following lemma establishes
convergence in probability of these terms in a direct manner.

Lemma 5.6. Let 3 < s <1 and T > 0. Let {(¥;,v;)}jen be as in Lemma|5.4 Moreover,

assume (|5.88|):

v € LY C([0, TT; H*(T?))). (5.98)
Then, given €9 > 0, we have, for each j € N,
1 1 N
eI EDS (\Ilkvk - IE[\Ifkkavj L0 (5.99)
k=1 Tz
1 1 N
N =% <v,§ - E[vz])vj 0, (5.100)
N =1 L2 Hs—l
= Tz
1 E
NERCHESDN (v,% - E[ug])qzj 50, (5.101)
N 1 L2 Hs—l
= Tz

N
1
N =% <\Ilkvk — B[] )v; — 0, (5.102)
Ni= An L3 H ™
N
Ni-eo|| L 3 (v,% B2 o 0 (5.103)
N ! An L2 H5! 7
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§ 2 (- m)

*—6()

— 0, (5.104)
An L2 H5™!

in probability, as N — oo.

Proof. Since the claim follows from a slight modification of the proof of Lemma we keep
the discussion brief. We only consider ([5.103) since (5.99)), (5.100)), (5.101)), (5.102)), and ([5.104)
follow from a similar consideration. We first note that, by arguing as in the proof of Lemma

the contributions from the case k = j can be treated easily and thus we omit details. In the
following, we assume k # j.
Set

Yij = (vi - E[vi])vj (5.105)
Then, from the mutual independence of {(¥, vi)}ren, we have
E[Yk Al =EY; Y] =0 (5.106)

for any k # k' with k k’ # j; see and (5.93).
Proceeding as in with (| -, we have

wamﬁmq

St okl opms l0sll s op s

L? (5.107)
S L
uniformly in j, k € N. Similarly, a minor modification of ([5.15)) yields
2
Rl g, £ (5.108)

uniformly in j,k € N. Then, the claim (5.103) follows from proceeding as in the proof of
Lemma [5.5 with (5.105)), (5.106), (5.107), and (5.108). We omit details. O

With Lemmas and Theorem (ii) follows from a straightforward modification of
the argument presented in Subsection More precisely, given small g9 > 0, we need to prove
the following two convergence results under the assumption together with the assumed
convergence of initial data and with the convergence rate of N —3+e0,

(i) in Step 1, instead of ([5.35]), we prove

10 1= S
N2Vl x5 ) = N27°l|0n,; — il x5, () — 0
in probability as N — oo,
(ii) in Step 2, instead (5.66)), we prove, for each fized j € N:
1o 1 o .
N2V jllorms = N27(|vn; = Vjllerns — 0
in probability, as N — oc.

In Step 1, the only modification appears in (5.50)), (5.52)), and (5.54)), where we treat the terms
in @ dlrectly by Lemmas and |5.6 . Similarly, in Step 2, the only modification appears
in @ ,and (5 -, where we once again treat the terms in ([5.97)) directly by Lemmas
and [5.6] Slnce the required modifications are straightforward, we omit detalls see Subsection[6.2]

for an example of an argument where we obtain a convergence rate (in a slightly different setting).
This concludes the proof of Theorem [1.4](ii).
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Remark 5.7. Let " > 1. In Theorem (ii), we only assume the existence of a solution
{(uj,0ruj)}jen to the mean-field SANLW on the time interval [0,7] along with the
higher moment assumption ([1.30). In particular, we did not assume existence of a solution
{(unj, Orun,j) ;\/:1 to HLSM on the time interval [0, 7] (whose local-in-time existence is
guaranteed by Theorem [L.1](i)). We point out that an iterative application of the local-in-time
convergence argument together with the blowup alternative guarantees existence of the
solution {(uNj,é?tuN]) ', to HLSMy on the time interval [0,7] for sufficiently large
N =N(w,T) > 1. See [27] for an argument, Where existence (with a control on the norm) of a
solution to a limiting equation, say on a time interval [0, 7], guarantees existence (and a control
on the norm) of converging solutions on the same interval.

6. MEAN-FIELD LIMIT OF INVARIANT (GIBBS DYNAMICS

In this section, we present a proof of Theorem (iii) on convergence of the invariant Gibbs
dynamics for HLSM to the limiting invariant dynamics for the mean-field SANLW ,
given by . In Subsection we go over the construction of the initial data set on an
appropriate probability space (', F',P’). In Subsection we then establish convergence of
the invariant Gibbs dynamics for HLSM n .

6.1. On the Gibbsian initial data. In this subsection, we go over the construction of the
initial data set stated in Theorem (iii)7 which follows from the following proposition.

Proposition 6.1. Let m > 0. Then, there exist a probability space (1, F1,P1) and random
variables {¢§0 } ey ond 1/1N = {%Z)N,J}] 1» N €N, on (1, F1,P1) such that the family {¢§0)}

1s independent and

jEN

Law (¢§0)) = forallj €N and Law(¥y) = pn, (6.1)

where 1 s the massive Gaussian free ﬁeld with mass m > 0 defined in (1.5) and py is the
O(N) linear sigma model defined in . Purthermore, we have

R Hl!wm ] SN H (62

L2(Q)

By assuming Proposition we first carry out the construction of the initial data sets stated
in Theorem [1.6](iil.a) and (iii.b).
By extending the probability space (21, F1,P1) constructed in Proposition let {¢(1)}]€N

be a family of independent random variables on € such that Law (gb( )) = o for each j € N,
where f19 is the white noise measure on T? defined in with s = 0. Given N € N, we set

def (0 1) 1 def
oy = o © "L and cz‘s‘< = o o = 6] 0,
where {gb( )}jEN is as in Proposition For each N € N, we define 17(0) = {ij}év:l by setting
0 0 :
UJ(V)] ¢N7j_¢N7j:¢N7j_¢§.)7 j=1,...,N, (6.3)
where ¥y = {¢¥n, J} ", is as in Proposition |6.1} Then, from (6.2), we have

< N73,
L2(2)

o [0
j=1,..,.N I H

yielding ((1.47)).
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Let {&;}jen be a family of independent space-time white noise on Ry x T? which is also
independent from {¢§O)}]EN, {ng-l)}jeNa and {JN}NGN. Namely, we may assume that §; is a
D'(R4 x T)-valued random variable defined on another probability space (22, F2,P3). Then, by
setting P’ = P; ® Py and ' = Q; x s, we complete the construction of the initial data sets
stated in Theorem [L.6](iii).

We now turn to a proof of Proposition Let us first introduce some notations and prelim-
inary lemmas. Let v; and 15 be two probability measures on a Banach space B and let H C B
be a closed subspace. We define the Wasserstein-2 distance of v; and v, with respect to H by
setting

(Warn.m)) = _inf E[IX ~v|3]. (6.4)
X~v1,Y ~ug
where X ~ v and Y ~ 15 mean that X and Y are B-valued random variables with Law(X) =
v1 and Law(Y) = v, and the expectation is taken with respect to the probability measure
associated with the coupling of X and Y. Equivalently, it can be written as
(Watnm)) = _int [ o= ol dio.), (65)
pell(v1,v2) JBx B
where II(v1, 1) is the set of probability measures p on B x B whose first and second marginals
are given by v and vy, namely,
dp(o.y) = (@) and [ dp(oy) = dia(y). (6.6)
yeB z€B
See, for example, [17,[16], where they take (B, H, 1) to be an abstract Wiener space (for a Gauss-
ian measure p with its Cameron-Martin space given by H) and v;, j = 1,2, to be probability
measures on B. In this case, the infimum in and is indeed attained.

In our setting, we take B = (H € (TQ))@)N and consider two probability measures: the Gauss-
ian measure M?N , where p1 is the massive Gaussian free field with mass m > 0 defined in ,
and the coupled ®3-measure py in . Then, we take H to be its Cameron-Martin space of
p&N namely, H = (H! (']1‘2))®N endowed with the norm:

N
HfH%[l(ﬂQ)@N = Z Hfj”?{l(ﬂlq)
j=1

for f=(f1,..., fn)-

We now state a crucial lemma from a recent work by Delgadino and Smith [14].
Lemma 6.2. Let m > 0. Given N € N, let ,ui@N and py be as above. Then, we have

sup W(H1(T2))®N (,UJ?N, pN) < 0.
NeN

Lemma plays a key role in studying the limiting behavior of the coupled ®3-measure py
in (1.35) as N — oo. It was first proven by Shen, Smith, Zhu, and Zhu [47, Theorem 5.11; see
also (5.14)] for large masses m > 1. In a recent work [14], Delgadino and Smith extended this

result to arbitrarily small masses m > 0 by making use of Talagrand’s inequality [54] 44. [17].
It follows from Lemma with (6.4) that, for each N € N, there exist random vectors

on = {on 1y ~ uPY and ¥y = {yn ;1Y ~ py such that

EI65 — o s rapon] S 1, (6.7)
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uniformly in NV € N. We point out that Proposition does not immediately follow from
since $N depends on N € N. In order to amend this issue, we need the following gluing lemma,
which is an infinite-dimensional generalization of [59, Lemma 7.6]. Given a measurable space
E, we denote by P(E) the set of probability measures on E.

Lemma 6.3. Let I be an index set. Let E and E;, j € I, be Polish spaces. Given p € P(E),
suppose that for each j € I, v; is a probability measure on E x E; with margz’nal won E in the
sense of ([6.6) . Then, there exists a probability measure w € P(E x 11
on E x E; for each j € 1.

jer ) with marginal v;

Proof. Let J C I be a finite set. By the disintegration-of-measure theorem ([I19, Theorem on
p. 148] and [I8 Proposition 4520]), for each j € J, there exists a measurable map z € E
m7 € P(Ej), uniquely determined p-almost everywhere, such that

y(A) = [ mA)duta)
for any measurable set A; C I/ x E;, where
={yeE;: (z,y) € A;}.

We then define 7y € P(E x [] ) by setting

JjeJ
wdn = [ (@) it

for any measurable set A; C E x [[;c; Ej, where

{yEHE (z,9) EAJ}

jedJ

It is not difficult to check that m; has marginal v; on E x Ej; for each j € I. Furthermore,
one can easily see that the collection of the probability measures {m; : J C I is finite} is
consistent. Then, by the Kolmogorov extension theorem ([I, Appendix D]), there exists a
measure ™ € P(E x H E;) that satisfies the desired properties. O

We also need the following lemma; see [52], (v) on p. 52].
Lemma 6.4. A countable product of Polish spaces is Polish.
We are now ready to present a proof of Proposition [6.1}

Proof of Proposition|[6.1. As observed above, it follows from Lemma that, for each N € N,
there exist $N = {¢NJ}] L~ M?N and 1/_;N = {1/)NJ}§V 1 ~ pn such that . ) holds. For
each N € N, we extend ¢N to a sequence of independent random variables gb N = {(bN’] }ien
by setting ¢y ; = ¢n,; for j =1,..., N and Law(¢n,j) = 1 for 7 > N + 1. Then, ng is an
(H _5(T2))®N—Valued random variable with the law M?N . Note from Lemma that the space
(H_a(’]I’Q))@N is a Polish space.

We now apply Lemmaby taking I =N, F = (Hfs(']I‘z))®N, En = (H*E(’]I‘Q))@)N, W= ,u?N,
and vy = Law(gi_))ﬁ, @EN) for each N € N. By Lemma there exists a probability measure 7
on E x [[yen En with marginal vy on E x Ey for each N € N.
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The probability measure 7 then gives rise to random variables d_;(o) = {gbgo)}j ey on B o=
(H_‘E(’]IQ))®N and ¥y = {sz,j};V:l on Ey = (H‘g(’I[‘Q))(X)N for each N € N, satisfying (6.1)),
such that, for each N € N, we have

O\N 72 ]
sup E[[{ef"} ) = 9l rapon | < oo (6.8)
It follows from the symmetry in ((1.35) that the components 9 ;, j = 1,..., N, have the same
distribution. Hence the desired bound ([6.2) follows from ({6.8). O

6.2. Convergence of invariant Gibbs dynamics. In this subsection, we prove convergence
of the invariant Gibbs dynamics for HLSM y claimed in Theorem (iii.c). Since the
proof follows closely to that of a combination of the local well-posedness argument (the proof
of Proposition presented in Subsection and the iterative argument presented in Subsec-
tion [5.2] we keep our discussion brief here, indicating necessary modifications.

Let {(¢§-O) ¢§'1))}jeN and Y = {sz’j}éV:l, N € N, be as in Theorem (iii) constructed in

Subsection and let 271(\9) = {vj(\?)J};Vzl be as in (6.3)). Let ®;, j € N, be the solution to (1.38).
By writing (|1.41) in the Duhamel formulation, we have

N
1
UN,j = S(t) (vg?,)j, 0) - N ZI(U?V,ICUNJ + Q(I)kUNJg’UN,j + U]2V,}cq)j (6 9)
k=1 .

+ Z(I)i: UN,j+2UN,k :‘I)kq)jl + I‘I’i@j: ),

where S(t) and Z are as in (2.5 and ([2.6)), respectively. Denote by u; the limit of un ; = ®;+vn ;.

As mentioned in Subsection (1.3} the (formal) limit u; solves ([1.43|) with initial data (qbg.o) ¢§.1)).

Hence, recalling that u; = ®; is a solution to (1.43)) with (u;, yu;)|i=0 = (¢§-0),¢;~1)) and that
the uniqueness of (u;, G;u;) holds in the class (1.46), we conclude that (uj, dpuj) = (®;,0:®;).

Namely, we have v; = u; — ®; = 0 for any j € N, which in particular (and trivially) implies

(v, 8rvj) = (0,0) € LP(Q; C([0, T]; H*(T?)))

for any p > 1 and T > 0. This is the main difference and the simplification as compared to
Subsection (.2

e Step 1: In this first step, we establish the following convergence for each T' > 1; for any
g >0,

1 v d
N2 0Nl xg, () — 0 (6.10)

in probability (with respect to ') as N — oo, where X3/(T) is as in (3.3)).

Fix a target time T > 1, g > 0, and small 6 > 0. Let % < s < 1. In the following, we suppress
dependence on T, s, €9, and small € > 0. Given small 79 > 0, define the set Q} (170) C €' by
setting

1_ 0
A (m0) = {' € @ N2 ol agmy <mo - (6.11)

where Ay B is as in (1.11)). Then, it follows from Chebyshev’s inequality and (6.2)) with (6.3))
that there exists N1 = Nj(ng,0) € N such that

P'((21,5(m0))°) <

ol >

(6.12)
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for any N > Nj. Next, given K > 1 define the sets Q5 y(K) C Q' by setting
Ly (K) = {w € @5 r) < K} (6.13)
where the Z5,(T")-norm is as in (2.17) and (2.18)), and @y is given by
By = {0, Dby, Ojx} 0,

with 6j7k = 0 for any j,k = 1,...,N. Then, it follows from Lemma (111) that there exists
K = K(9) > 1, independent of N € N, such that

)
P (Y (K)) < o (6.14)
Given small 7 > 0, define the set Q3 () C €' by setting
I
v c =< e N2 Z:@zcﬁj:‘ <ne. (6.15)
N — An s L2WE®
k=1 N,jbpWa
Then, it follows from Lemma [5.1] that there exists Ny = Na(n,d) € N such that
)
P((nm)) < g (6.16)
for any N > Ny. In the following, we work on Q' (K, n9,n) defined by
QU (K10, 1) = Q1 n(110) N Qv (K) N Q3 n (1) (6.17)

Given small 0 > 0, by choosing K = K (¢) sufficiently large, it follows from with ( -,

(6.14), and (6.16) that

P((y (K, m0,m))°) < g (6.18)

for any N > max (N, Na), where Ny (1o, 0) and Na(n,d) are as in (6.12)) and (6.16]), respectively.
We now consider on an interval J = [tg,t1] C [0,7] with |J| < 1, starting at time tp.

By applying a slight modiﬁcation of { .— , where Z = {Z ,g 3)7 (3)}] p—p are as in
, with (| and we obtain
Nz EOHUN]HXS ) < CLN=[y ;(to) | an iz
1_ —
+ ColJ|(IowallBeg () + K2 )NE = ol g (6.19)

+Cs|J |2,
where the X3, (J)-norm is as in (5.46)). Suppose that
10N 51l () <1

for some interval J C [0,7]. Then, it follows from (6.19)) that there exists 7 = 7(K(0)) = 7() €
(0,1] such that

1 N 1
Ni_EOH'UNj”Xs ) <2C1Nz SOHUNj(tO)HAN’H; + 2Csn, (620)

provided that |J| < 7. Compare (6.20) with - Then, by noting that 7 depends only
on J, and choosing 79 = n9() and n = n(d) sufficiently small, the desired convergence-in-
probability follows from and a slight modification of the iterative argument in
Step 1 of the proof of Theorem (1) presented in Subsection We omit details.
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e Step 2: In the following, we briefly discuss how to obtain the following convergence in
probability for each fized j € N:

N0ty opag — 0 (6.21)

as N — oo.
We first go over the construction of data sets indexed by N > 1. Fix j € N. Given small
1o > 0, define the set ) ; \/(10) C €' by setting

1
Uy (m0) = {o’ € Qs NE=0|jol) 1z <o }. (6.22)

where Ay B is as in (1.11)). Then, it follows from Chebyshev’s inequality and (6.2)) with (6.3))
that there exists N3 = N3(j,m0,6) € N such that

)

P/(( ﬁl,j,N(UO))C) < 3 (6.23)
for any N > Nj. Given small 1 > 0, define the Q y(n) C ' by setting
1 o=
En) = {o € Qs NEavsllg ) < ) (6.24)

Then, it follows from the convergence-in-probability (6.10]) established in Step 1 that, given
d > 0, there exists Ny = Ny(n, ) € N such that

)
P((5.x()°) < 3 (6.25)
for any N > Ny. Given j € N and K > 1, define the set Qg ; (K) C Q' by setting
Uy (K) = {0 €0 1045y oyypmee <KD (6.26)

Then, it follows from Lemma (1) (for the uniform (in j, k) moment bound on the CrW, =>°-
norm of : ®,®;:) and Chebyshev’s inequality that there exists K = K(J) > 1, independent of
7, N € N, such that

4]
B(O%(K))) < 2. (6.27)
Lastly, given small 7 > 0, define the set Q7 ; /() C €' by setting
N[ i
7inm C =quw e N27| — Z DD, <np. (6.28)
N LEWg &%
Then, it follows from Lemma that there exists N5 = N5(j,7,d) € N such that
0
P nm)°) < 3 (6.29)

for any N > Ns. In the following, we work on €} \ (K, n9,7) defined by
Q},N(Ku Mo, 77) = Q/]V(K7 o, 77) N Qﬁl,j,N(”O)
N Qs n (1) N v (K) N QG ;5 v (1)

where Q' (K,n0,n) is as in (6.17). Given small 6 > 0, by choosing K = K (4) sufficiently large,
it follows from (6.30) with (6.18), (6.23), (6-25), (6.27), and (6.29), that

P(( n (K, m0,m)¢) <0 (6.31)

(6.30)
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for any N > maxy—1, 5 Ng, where Ny, £ =1,...,5, are as in (6.12)), (6.16]), (6.23), (6.25), and

(6.29), respectively.
For fixed j € N, we now consider on an interval J = [to,¢1] C [0,7] with |J| < 1, starting

at time to. By applying a slight modification of (3.6)-(3.12)) (without taking the ¢2-average in
7; see also the estimates in Step 2 of the proof of Theorem (1) presented in Subsection
with (6.13)), (6.24]), (6.26)), and (6.28]), we have

1 . 1 .
N2"2in jllerws < CLN272 0N ;(to) 1
- i_ -
+ Col|(nalig () + K2)NE sl (6.32)
+ CslJ|2n(1 + K).

Compare (6.32) with (5.87). Then, in view of (6.32) with (6.22) and (6.31]), the desired
convergence-in-probability (6.21)) follows from a slight modification of the iterative argument

in Step 1 of the proof of Theorem (1) presented in Subsection We omit details.
This concludes the proof of Theorem [1.6](iii).
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