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A REMARK ON THE LOG-SOBOLEV INEQUALITY FOR
THE GIBBS MEASURE OF THE FOCUSING
SCHRODINGER EQUATION

GUOPENG LI, JJAWEI LI, LEONARDO TOLOMEO

ABSTRACT. We consider the question of showing a log-Sobolev inequal-
ity for the Gibbs measure of the focusing Schrédinger equation built by
Lebowitz-Rose-Speer (1988), formally given by

1 ) 1 5 1 ,
dp x exp (];/T|u| dm—afT\VM dz — §/T|u| da:)]l”u”izmgl(dudﬁ.

When 2 < p < 4, we show that these measures indeed satisfy a log-
Sobolev inequality. When p > 4, we show a lower bound for the Hessian
of the potential, which implies that the known techniques to show these
inequalities cannot apply to the measure p.

1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we consider the focusing Gibbs measures for the nonlinear
Schrodinger equations (NLS), initiated in the seminal paper by Lebowitz,
Rose, and Speer [24]. A Gibbs measure p is a probability measure on func-
tions / distributions whose density can be formally given by

dp = %e
where H(u) is a Hamiltonian functional and Z is a normalisation constant,
called partition function. In particular, we investigate in the logarithmic
Sobolev inequalities (see (1.7)) for the focusing nonlinear Schrodinger equa-

tion (NLS) on the circle T = R/(27Z):
iug + Au A+ [ulP?u = 0, (1.2)

—HW gy, (1.1)

for which the Hamiltonian H (u) is given by

1 1
H(u) = 2A\vuy2dx—pAyu\pdx. (1.3)

The study of the equation (1.2) from the viewpoint of the (non-)equilibrium
statistical mechanics has received wide attention; see for example [24, 12,
13, 14, 32, 33, 23, 15, 17, 19, 16]. See also [8] for a survey on the subject,
more from the dynamical point of view.
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The main difficulty in constructing the focusing Gibbs measures comes
from the high degree p > 2 of the negative term in the Hamiltonian (1.3).
This makes the problem extremely different from the defocusing case, which
would correspond to the well studied ®” model of quantum field theory. In
[24], Lebowitz, Rose, and Speer suggested to consider the Gibbs measure
with an extra L2-cutoff

1
dp = ——e Hl
where M (u) denotes the mass functional

M(u):/T]u\de. (1.5)

This choice is suitable for the study of the statistical mechanics of NLS,
since the mass M (u) is conserved by the flow of NLS, and represents the
“generalised number of particles”. In a series of papers [24, 12, 29, 31], the
authors showed the following.

1 ar(wy< iy dt, (1.4)

Proposition 1.1. Consider the Gaussian measure

1 1
dp o exp ( —5 /T lu|?dx — B /T ]Vu|2dm)dudﬂ. (1.6)

Then the measure p in (1.4) is well-defined in the following cases:
(1) p<6, K>0,
(2) p=06, and K < HQH%Q(R), where Q is the ground state of the follow-
ing elliptic equation on R
AQ+ Q% +2Q = 0.

Moreover, we have that in all the cases above, the Radon-Nikodym derivative

f= d—z satisfies
(1) If p< 6, K >0, f € Li(n) for every ¢ < oo,

(2) If p=6, and K < ||Q32, then f € L(p) for every

- (!QH%z)Q
— K )
(8) If p =6, then for every a < 1, f € L(log L)%, [22, Proposition 6].
Here, we focus our attention on the logarithmic Sobolev inequality (LSI)

for the Gibbs measures with mass-cutoff. Namely, we ask whether the mea-
sure p in (1.4) satisfies an inequality of the form

F(u)?
F(u 2log | >dpu SC/ VF(u)|?, dp(u), 1.7
/! )| f\F V2 dp(ar) (u) IVE(u)z2 dp(u),  (1.7)
for every suitable smooth functional F' : L?(T) — R and some constant

C>0.
When such an inequality (1.7) holds, we define

LS(p) := inf {C >0 : (1.7) holds for all admissible F} (1.8)
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that is, LS(p) is the best (smallest) constant for which (1.7) is valid. If there
is no finite constant C' for which (1.7) holds, we set

LS(p) := oc. (1.9)

Logarithmic Sobolev inequalities (1.7) are important functional inequal-
ities firstly established by Gross in [20] for Gaussian measures, where its
equivalence to hypercontractivity was also shown. LSI is a powerful tool in
showing the uniqueness of invariant measure and exponential rate of con-
vergence of the Markov semigroup towards the invariant measure in models
from statistical mechanics and quantum field theory. See [5, 21] for compre-
hensive reviews.

In [4], Bakry and Emery provide a nice sufficient condition for LSI under
log-concave measures. For a Gibbs measure p as in (1.1), Bakry-Emery
criterion (see Proposition 2.1) implies LSI holds when the Hamiltonian H is
strictly convex. For applications of Bakry—Emery criterion, see [18, 25, 21].

In the context of Gibbs measures for NLS, [9] was the first paper proving
an LSI. They applied the Bakry-Emery criterion to the Gibbs measures for
focusing NLS when 2 < p < 4. We however point out that in [9], the
authors seem to overlook the complications deriving from the presence of
the cutoff function,' so for completeness of exposition, we revisit this result
and establish the following LSI.

Our first main result is the following.

Theorem 1.2. Let 2 < p <4 and K > 0, and let p be the focusing Gibbs
measure with L?-cutoff at level K given in (1.4), associated with the nonlin-
ear Schradinger equation (1.2) on T. Then p satisfies a logarithmic Sobolev
inequality of the form (1.7). In particular,

LS(p) < oo,
in the sense of definition (1.8).

When p > 4, the situation is more complex. In general, establishing LSI
beyond the strict convexity assumption on H is challenging, especially on
infinite-dimensional spaces. In recent years, there have been several break-
throughs by Bauerschmidt, Bodineau, and collaborators, see [1, 2, 3], that
culminated with the proof of uniqueness for the 3 measure in high temper-
ature in [7]. These results have been obtained via the use of a “multiscale
Bakry—Emery formula”, [2, Theorem 2.5], that we now describe in the par-
ticular case of the measure p. Define the family of Gaussian measures [i;
formally given by

1 (V)2

1We remark that if the cutoff function in (1.4) is instead on a non-convex subset of the
ball, then the log-Sobolev inequality (1.7) might fail (counterexamples can be constructed
easily when the set is disconnected and F is constant on the connected components), but
the argument in [9] cannot distinguish the two situations.



4 GUOPENG LI, JIAWEI LI, LEONARDO TOLOMEO

Note that if u is a random variable with Law(u) = p in (1.6), then
Law (V1 — e #V)%u) = fi,. (1.10)
We then set

Vi(p) = log (Em [exp (; /T |u+ @lpd$> ﬂuuwn;gK])

for every ¢ € H!'. Theorem 2.5 in [2] states that under some suitable
ergodicity assumption, if for every ¢ > 0 there exists a differentiable map

t — A+ € R such that
oo
/ et < oo
0

and the Hessian of V;(p) denoted by
(V)2 _yw?

1 .
HV)(p)le™ 2 w,e 2w < §||w||§p = AdlwlZa (1.11)

for all w € H', then LSI holds.
Instead of working with (1.11), we consider the functional

V(p) = log (Eu [exp (]1) /T lu+ cp\pdm> 1|IU+@D||2L2SKD’ (1.12)

where p is as in (1.6). Note that, abusing of notation, we have V' = V.

By taking ¢ large in (1.11), by boundedness of the operator y/1 — e=#{V)?
and its inverse, due to the integrability condition for A;, in order to apply
this criterion we essentially require that, for w € H!,

sup H(V)(p)|w,w] < co. (1.13)
pEH!

We define the probability measure

1 1
dpy(u) = 7 exp (;} /T |u + ¢|pdm> ]1Hu+solligéKd“(u)7 (1.14)

where Z, is an appropriate normalisation constant.
The second main result of this paper is the following.

Theorem 1.3. Let 4 < p < 6 and let V be defined by (1.12), with p, the
probability measures given in (1.14). Then the following hold:

(i) For every ¢ € HY(T) and every w € H'(T),
HV (p)[w,w] = (p— 1)/TEW[|U(1‘)|”_2} w(z)|? da. (1.15)

(ii) We have

sup E,, / lu(z) P~ de = 0. (1.16)
peHL(T)
In particular, for every w € H*(T) \ {0},

sup HV(p)w,w] = oo. (1.17)
peH(T)
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Theorem 1.3 tells us, when 4 < p < 6, the Hessian HV (¢) cannot be
uniformly bounded from above on H!(T) in any fixed direction w # 0,
and thus the multiscale Bakry-Emery criterion from [2] cannot be used to
establish an LSI for the associated Gibbs measure.

2. PRELIMINARIES

Throughout the paper we work with complex-valued functions u : T — C
and view L?(T;C) = L?(T) as a real Hilbert space with scalar product

(f.g) == Re /T f(z) 7(@) da.

In particular, |lul|7; = (u,u) and all gradients and Hessians are taken with
respect to this real structure. Whenever we write (-,-)r2 below, it is this
(real) scalar product.

We use C' > 0 to denote various constants, which may vary line by line.
We also use A < B to denote an estimate of the form A < CB for some
constant C' > 0. We denote by dz the Lebesgue measure on the torus,
normalised so that [ dz = 1.

Given N € N, we denote by Py the projector onto the frequencies {|n| <
N} defined by

Prf(n) = Lgn<ny f(n).

We remark that due to the boundedness of the Hilbert transform on the
torus, we have that

1PN f = fllr — 0 (2.1)
as N — oo, for every f € LP, 1 < p < oo.
Finally, we set 2 = max{z,0}.

To show Theorem 1.2, we will use the following celebrated criterion.

Proposition 2.1 (Bakry-Emery [4]). Consider a probability measure on R™
(or a linear sub-space) of the form

dv(z) x e H@ dy,
and assume that there is A > 0 such that as quadratic forms:

H(H(z)) > A-id. (2.2)
Then, we have

LS(v) < — < .

>N
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2.1. Gaussian measure and Gibbs measure. The Gaussian measure p
we introduced formally in (1.6) can be defined rigorously as the law of

u(z) =Y Ineine (2.3)

neZ <’I’L>

where {g, }nez is a family of mutually independent complex-valued centred
Gaussian random variables. By standard bounds on Gaussian random vari-
ables, we have the following.

Lemma 2.2. Let u be a function-valued random variable with Law(u) = p
in (1.6). Then for every q < oo, and every x € T, we have that

Elu(z)|? = E||quLq(T) < 00. (2.4)
Moreover, using (2.3), we can deduce the following fact.
Lemma 2.3. Let K > 0, and consider the set
S ={uclL?: ||u||%2 = K}.
Then
1(Sk) =0.
Proof. The proof is completely analogous to [30, Lemma 2.7]. ([l

2.2. Boué-Dupuis variational formula. In order to state the Boué-Dupuis
variational formula, as in [6, 31, 26, 27, 28|, we first need to introduce some
notations. Let W; be a cylindrical Brownian motion in L?(T) given by

W= Bn(t)e,
nez
where { B, }necz is a family of mutually independent complex-valued? Brow-
nian motions on a probability space (2, F,P). We then define a centered
Gaussian process Y; by

Y; = (V)W (2.5)

Note that we have P o (Y(1))~! = u. By setting YV = PyY, we have
Po (YN(1))~! = (Py)«p, i.e. the push-forward of y under Py.

Next, let H, denote the space of drifts, which are progressively measurable

processes belonging to H'([0,1]; H'(T)), and which are 0 in 0. We now state
the variational formula [10, 34]; in particular, see Theorem 7 in [34].

Lemma 2.4 (Boué-Dupuis variational formula). Let Y be as in (2.5) and
fit N € N. Suppose that V. : C®(T%) — R is measurable, and satisfies
E[|V(PyY1)IP] < 0o and E[e”lV(PNYl)] < 00, for some 1 < p < oo, with

1 1
p D

2By convention, we normalize B, so that Var(B,(t)) = t.
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Then, we have

1/t
logE{eV(PNYl)} — @su[g E{V(PNYl + PyO(1)) — 2/ HG)(t)H%I%dt], (2.6)
cHq 0

where the expectation & = Ep is with respect to the underlying probability
measure P.

The following consequence of this formula will play a fundamental role.

Lemma 2.5. Let Y, N,V be as in Lemma 2.4. Let 0 < € < 1, and suppose
that ©. € Hy, is an £2-optimiser for the expression in (2.6), in the sense that

I
vy + eve.v) - 3 [ 10.0lf]

1 [t
> —&2 + sup E[V(PNYl + PyO(1) — / H@(t)uipdt].
OcH, 2 Jo z

Let F : C*(T) — R be measurable and bounded. Then, we have that

E[F(PNyl) eXp(V(PNH))]
Elexp(V (PxY1))]

~E[F(Py(¥i+0-()]] < (14 5)el Fllz= (27)
Proof. Since the map

E[F(PnY1)exp(V(PnY1))]

B T Elexp(V(Py11)

defines a probability measure, it is enough to show (2.7) when F' = 1 is an
indicator function. Moreover, by swapping £ with E¢, it is enough to show
that

E[1g(PyY1) exp(V(PyY1))]
Elexp(V(PnY1))]

CE[1p(Py(Y: +O.(1))] > —(1 + g)g. (2.8)

For this, we apply (2.6) with V replaced by elg + V, for 0 < e. By the
elementary inequalities

eE§1+5+252 and log(l4+2z) <=z
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for 0 <e <1, z >0, we have that
E[15(PyY:) eV (Pn1D)]
E[ev(PNYl)]
E[e(81E+V)(PNY1)]
E[eV(PNYI)]

(e +52%)

> log

1t
= sup E[(51E+V)(PNY1+PN@(1)) - 2/ [CIG] dt]
OcH, 0

1 [/t
— sup E[V(PNYl + PN®(1)) — 2/ ||@(t)||%{1 dt]
O€cH, 0 *

1
> E[(EIE FV)(PAY 4 PyO.(1)) ~ /0 16:(0) dt]

1/t
- e~ m[v(rvi+ mve) - [ 1601,

=~ E[1p(Py (Y1 + ©:(1))]
from which we deduce

E[F(PnY1)exp(V(PnY1))] .
EEZX;(V(PNYI)J)V] 2L E[F(Py(Yh +0:(1))] = _(1 + 5)5,

and hence (2.8).

3. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.2

Throughout this section, we consider the measure

dpa(u) = 5 exp(-A /T ful2d)dp(), (3.1)

where A > 0 is an appropriate normalisation constant. Since p is supported
on the set {||ul|3, < K}, we have that
exp(—AK)LS(p) < LS(pa) < exp(AK)LS(p). (3.2)

We have the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. Let p < 6, and let N € N, R > 0 and A > 0. Consider the
measures

dpa,N,R

1
= e (- A/ |\ Pyul?da + / |Pruffde — R(|Pyuls — K)S.)dp.
AN,R T pJr

Then we have that

lim lim pa Nk = pA
N—le%%aap AR A

where pp is given as in (3.1) and the limits are taken in total variation.
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Proof. 1t is enough to show that

1
lim lim exp ( — A/ | Pyul®dz + / |PyulPdz — R(||Pynul|32 — K)i)
T pJr

N—o0o R—o0

1
T pJr L

in L'(u). We first check pointwise convergence and then verify a uniform
integrability bound.
We have that

1
lim  lim exp(—A/ |PNu|2d3:—|—/ (PrulPdz — B(|Pyul}s — K)S)
T pPJr

N—oo R—o0

1
:exp(A/u2dx+/updx>]lu2
1l o )1 Jul? <K

pointwise, so it is enough to show that for any ¢ > 1,
sup limsup/exp (q/ |PyulP — gR(||Pyul/2: — K)i)du(u) < oo. (3.3)
NeN R—oo pJr

By dominated convergence, we have that

sup limsup E,, [exp (g / |PyulPdz — qR(|| Pyul|2s — K)i)}
NeN R—oo bJr

q
=sup E [exp (/ PNupdx)]l 2 },
sup By jexp (0 | 1PNulPd L ypyaz, <
which is finite by [31, Proposition 3.1]. O
Proof of Theorem 1.2. By (3.2), it suffices to show that for A big enough,
LS(pa) < 0o. Moreover, it is enough to show the inequality (1.7) for bounded
cylindrical functions F', in the sense that there exists Ny € N such that

F(u) = F(Ppn,(u)). Finally, in view of Lemma 3.1, the result follows once
we show that

LS((Pn)+pan,R) S 1

uniformly in N and R. We have that, on the image of Py (which is finite
dimensional, and can be identified with C2V¥ +1)| the measure (PN)«pAN,R
is of the form

d(Pn)«pa,N,r(1)
1
xexp (- A/ [uf2dz + / lulPdz — R(|[ull?. — )%
T pJr

Therefore, we can apply Proposition 2.1 to

1 1
) =A [ fuPds 5 [ fupda + Rl - K05+ 5l
T pJr 2
We have that
HH(u) = 2A -id — (p — D)|u[P~? + 16R(J|ul2: — K)T. -id
+224R([[ullf: — K)ju@u+(1-A),

1 _
- 5||u||§{1)dudu.

(3.4)
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which implies that
HH (u) > 2A -id — (p — )|uP~2 + 16R(|jul|?s — K)7 -id + (1 — A)

as operators.

For w € H', since p — 2 < 2, by Sobolev embeddings and Young’s in-
equality, we have that (for some constant C' > 0 that can change from line
to line)

0=1) [ Jul ol < [ 00+l fufds
< C(L+ [lullZe)llwlie
< OO+ ullz2) wlf 5
< C+ el el fa el
< O+ ula) ols + 3 ol
This shows that
(p = DulP~? < CL+ [luf72)" -id + (1 - A)
as operators. Moreover, there exists a constant A, = A, (K) such that
(lull?e = K)§ = O+ [lulf2)* = —Ax.
Therefore, for R > 1—16, we get that as operators
HH(u) > (2A — Ay)-id > id
as long as A > %, which shows that

LS((Pn)+pa,N,R) < 2.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.3

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is heavily reliant on the description of the
measure p, provided by Lemma 2.5. To see this, we first show the following
lower bound on the quantity #V (¢), which is (1.15) in Theorem 1.3.

Proposition 4.1. Let V() be given as in (1.12). Then for all p € H(T),
we have that

HV)(@)[w, w] = (p - 1)/TEWHUIP_2Hw!2dw- (4.1)

Proof. By Cameron-Martin’s theorem (see e.g. [11, Corollary 2.4.3]), we may
write that

Vo) =tog (B, exp ([ 1+ {u. (1= 8)) = ol Ly, <] )
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In particular, we have that V is smooth as a function of ¢, and by com-
putation similar to (3.4) and the argument in the proof of Lemma 3.1, we
have

HV (p) = lim HVg(p),

R—o0
where

Vi) = tog (B, [exp (5 [ Ju+ oo = R(lu+ ol - 1)7)]).

and ¢ > § + 1. For an appropriately integrable functional F(y), by the
chain rule we have that

V log (E,[exp(F(p))]) = 2V PU(0))]

E,.[exp(F(¢))]

and so

Hlog (Ep[exp(F())]) [w, w]
B, [HE[w, w]exp(F(p))] | Eu[[VF - w]* exp(F(p))]

(
Efep(F(0)] | Eulexp(F(9))]

_‘EWF wenP o)
E,[exp(F (¢))
E, [HF[w, w] exp(F (p))]

=T Edea(Fo)]

where we used Jensen’s inequality for probability measure

dv _ exp(F(yp))
du  Eylexp(F(p))]

in the last step. Applying to Vr, we get
H(Vr)(¢)|w, w]

Eu | (Jr lu+ ol 2hf?) exp (3 fr lu+ ol” = R(Ju+ ]2 - K)7 )|
E, [exp <% Jrlu+elp = R(|u+ |2, — K)i)]

By [(RH(l[u+ o2, — K) fw,w]) exp (£ folu+ 9P = R(llu+ o2, - K)7)]

> (p—

By exp (3 fxlu+ ol = R(llu+ ¢l12, - K)7 )]
By taking limits as R — oo, we deduce
HV) () [w, w]
B[ (ot~ 2lof?) exp ( Jo s+ o) Uy <

E|exp (5 Jo ut o) w2, <
which is (4.1). O

>(p-1)

9
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Lemma 4.2. Let2 < p < 6. For every ¢ € H'(T), we have that V() < oo.
Moreover, for N € NU{oo} dyadic, L > 0, define pn,1, to be the probability
measure

1
dpN,Lp = exp (]; /T |Pn (u+ @) Pdrly py urg))2, <k

1
ZN,Lp (4.2)
- L]IHPN(uw)nipK) dp,

where Zn 1., 15 an appropriate normalisation constant. Then for every q <
oo, we have that

Nh_IgoEpr[ﬂHuw <K/|U\ dx =Epere [1||u||ngK/T|U|qdiU}» (4.3)

and

Vip) = lim  log Zn,p - (4.4)

N—o0,L—00
Proof. By (2.1), we have that for every 1 < p < oo,
Pn(u+¢) 2 u+o

in LP(T). Therefore, from Lemma 2.3, we have that
1
exp (I; /T | P (u+ Q)P dely py )2, <k — Lﬂ||PN<u+so>Hig>K>

1
- p —
— exp ( /T |u + ¢ dl’ﬂHu+<p||i2SK LI[HU <P||2Lz>K)

p-a.s. as N — oo, and also from Lemma 2.3, we have
1
exp (I; /T | P (u+ Q)P dely py g2, <k — Lﬂ||PN<u+so>Hi2>K>

1 P
— exp (5 . |U + 4,0| dx)ﬂ“u+@||iQSK
p-a.s. as N, L — oo. Recalling that
Eullul?) <q 1
for every ¢ < oo, for both (4.3) and (4.4), it is enough to show that for any
q>1,

NS:EENE exp /|PN w+ Q)P daL by 2, <k — LYy e, oK ) )|

_ q P )} :
_;%%EM[GXP p/TPN(UJrSO)! Aol py utg))2, <k ) | < 00

Since ¢ € H', because of the Sobolev embedding H L' c LP, it is enough to
show that for every 5 > 0, K > 0, we have that

Eu[exp (,B/T\u|pda;]lu|12§~(>} < 0.

This however follows from [31, Proposition 3.1]. O
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Lemma 4.3. Let 4 <p < 6. Let M > 1 be a dyadic number, and suppose
that ¢ € HY(T) satisfies

2
el S M, Nelze < K/2, llelf% 2 M

p_
Lp— 2 A~ 2
and

p_
ol ~ M=t (4.5)

Let 0 < g9 < 1, N > Ny(p) be big enough, and let ©1 be a 1-optimiser for
the expression

—_—

log ZN7M790

1
= Sup E { /T |PNY1 + Pyo + PNOW) Pz pyy, 4 pyot P2, <

P
—eoM= " Lypyyvi4 Pyt PyO() 2,5 K

1t
-3/ H@(t)HH;dt],

(4.6)
where Y1 is defined as in (2.5). Then
log Z/NIS@ pe M31 (4.7)

and
— D__
E[/TPNSH-PN@l(le 2dfﬂ]l||PNY1+PN¢:+PN91(1)\@2gK ZM>72 (4.8)

Proof. First of all, by choosing © = 0, we have from (4.5) that

log Zn e 2 M5,

which is (4.7). Now suppose by contradiction that for some constant dy < 1
small enough (to be determined later),

_ b __
By Gagliardo-Nirenberg, we have that
P < 541 51
[PnO1(D)[[e S 1PNO1(D][ 72 [PNO1(D)][ 71
Define the set
E<:={|PvY1+ Pno+ Pn©:1(1)|72 < K},

and let E- be its complementary. On E., for some constant C' = C(p, K),
by Young’s inequality we have that

2p+4 1 2
IPNOL (DI, < O+ [PaYilz2) o= + S PaO1 (D)
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which implies that

1
p/ |PnY: + Pno + PvO1(1)[Pdzlp.
T
= 410
< C(1+|1PanallT, + el + I1PaYall 55" ) 1e. (4.10)

1
+ gHPN@l(l)Hipl&
and proceeding similarly with p — 2 instead of p, we have

_ 2p-8 2p
1PyO1(D)]7,2% < eoM 50 (14 || PxYi] g2) 7 (4.11)
+ CM | PnO1(1)]|7:

Since H(pHiﬁQ > M372 when N > Ny(¢) is big enough, on the set
Ge = {/ [Py + P01 (1)P2de < epM 2%} N B,
T

we must have that ||®1(1)||7£;22 > M3~2 as well, and so for M big enough,
we have from (4.11) that

2p—8
E[|Px0i(1)316.] > OMPP(GL) — C2M¥F (412)
provided that 4 < p < 6. Moreover, by Gagliardo-Nirenberg, we have that
4 p2-4 1 9 12
lulle S el Fpllull e < el + Cllullzy - (4.13)

In particular, by (4.13) and the definition of G, we obtain that

1
E| [ [Pve+ PyO1(D)|Pdrle. | < ~E|||[PnO1(1)|5: Lo
T 4

(4.14)
(p+2)(p—4)
+OM -3 P(G.).
Since 2 < p < 6, note that
2)(p—4
pt2m-49) _,
2(p—2)
Note also that by (4.9), we must have that
P(E \G)<(5‘:min(570]P’(E ) < % (4.15)
< <) = . €0P(E<) ) < = 0 9

and so
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Therefore, by (4.6), (4.7), (4.9), (4.10), (4.14), we deduce that

P

log ZN,M,go

1
<1+E [p /T |PNY1 4 Png + PNOU)PArL ) pyyi 4yt Pyos (12, <K

p_ 1 [t 9
—coM? 1]l||PNY1+PN‘P+PN®1(1)”22>K o 2/0 lgl(t)HHédt]'
SC(1+M2 ]P)(E<\G<)+€OM 87?)
_ 1
+E[ —eM2 g, — gHPN@h(l)H?{l}
<206M =" — o(P(Go) + P(Es)) M2,

which is a contradiction with (4.7) when § < 1 is small enough, which in
view of (4.15), is the case as soon as Jp in (4.9) is small enough.
O

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Suppose that ¢ satisfies the hypotheses of Lemma
4.3. Such a family of ¢y can be built (for instance) by choosing ¢; to be
a nonnegative smooth function with compact support with [[¢1]/7, < K/2,
and

ou(z) = M2 (Mz).

Recall the probability measures py, 1, introduced in (4.2). With this nota-
tion, we have that

de?‘EOMg_leO
1 1
= ———exXp (/|PN(U+‘P)|pdx]1 2
o PG | Py (a2, <K (4.16)

p_
—eoM>2 lﬂHPN(u—i—go)||i2>K) dp(Pyu),
and analogously

dpoo,agM%_l,gp
! (1/| + pPdxl
= —— €X — u X
- P\s /o ¥ lutell? , <K (4.17)

p_
oM 5 e i ().

—_—~—

Note that the definition of Zy ar, in (4.16) coincides with the expression
(4.6) in view of Lemma 2.4.

Then, by Lemma 2.5, (4.8), and monotone convergence theorem, we have
that

Ep

_ p—2
N,egM L

_ D _ —2 p_
ety <] 2 M- OBl 2 52
P

p
2
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In view of (4.3), we can take limits as N — oo, and obtain that

p—2 pP_9
Epoo,sOM%_l,¢ [/ﬂ- ‘u’ d‘rHHuHQLgSK} 2 M= (4.18)

as well. Therefore, we have that

Z
—2 _ —2 )
Ep@[/gluw d$}—-EpwﬁoMg_av[jg|UV dxﬂﬂizSK}Z¢

p—2
= [/T |ul dfﬁﬂuuuigsK}
2 M5
where we used (4.18) in the last step. This shows that

sup E,, [/ |u\p*2dx] > M2,
peH! T

Since M is arbitrary, we obtain (1.16). Together with (1.15), we obtain
(1.17). O
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