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On a large deviation principle for 1d cubic NLS with optimal
decaying data

Chenjie Fan? Feng Ye!
December 11, 2025

Abstract

In this article, we revisit the work of [7], and prove large deviation principles for more general
random initial data for cubic NLS. The Fourier coefficient of our random data admits an optimal
polynomial decay.

1 Introduction

1.1 Statement of results
Consider cubic NLS on 1d torus T,

{iut + Au = €2|ul?u, (11)

'LI,(O, {E) = UO(x)

here € > 0 is a parameter.
We will focus on the random initial data of type

ug (z) = Y eagie™ (1.2)

where ¢, = (n)~(2%%) § > 0, and ¢¥ be i.i.d standard complex Gaussian.

Note that u4 € L2 almost surely, and it is well known that all L? initial data generates a global
flow, [1]. Our main result is

Theorem 1.1. Consider (1.1) with random initial data (1.2). Let ¢, in (1.2) be (ny~ (20 0 > 0.
Let T, ~ €~'. One has the following large deviation principle

2
. w _1 20
elifég elnP(|u HL??I([O,TE]X’JT) > zge ) = —m~ (1.3)

Remark 1.2. Upon finishing of this work, we notice a recent preprint of Liang-Wang, [8], which
handles Theorem 1.1 in the case 6 > % It should be noted that when 6 > %, the Fourier coefficient
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is in 11, which forms an algebra. We handle all 6§ > 0.

Both [17], [8], and this work actually work for time scale for ce!|lne|, for some ¢ small but
universal. Such improvement comes from standard improvement in Gronwall argument. In [8], they
state the time scale as O(e Y| Ine|), however, it seems hard to cover time scale for Ce~t|Ine| for C
large, see the line below (3.50) in [8].

1.2 Background and motivation

This work is inspired by the pioneering work [7]. Motivated by rogue wave phenomena, Garrido,
Grande, Kurianski and Staffilani study (1.1), with random initial data of form (1.2), but for ¢, =
ae~’"l. They essentially ! obtained (1.3) for such types of random initial data. It has been remarked
in [7, Remark 1.3|, finding optimal family of coefficients (in terms of decay), rather than considering
exponential decay c¢,, remains an interesting open question.

By combining random data type techniques in [2, 3] and some ideas in [4] (which also goes back
to Bourgain’s 1990s seminal work), we are able to extend the result in [7] to coefficients with poly-
nomial decay <n>_%_9, 6 > 0. Such constraint is optimal in the sense when € < 0, even the initial
data will leave L. It remains an interesting question to go beyond the time scale T.. We note that
this e~! time scale (neglecting logarithm corrections) is in some sense critical and we refer to [7,

Remark 1.7] for more details. We note that both current work and [7], can cover time scale of form
|In¢€|
e

c where c is some small universal number.

The overall proof scheme of current article follows [7], which contains a large deviation principle
for the (modified) linear flow and a smoothing estimate for the Duhamel part, (there is some subtle
part here since one needs to first slightly perturb the free linear flow, we will discuss it later).

Our main contributions in this work are

e We find a rather straightforward proof for the large deviation principle for the linear flow,
which simplifies the arguments in 7], and more importantly, extends to random initial data of

form % gg - e ¥ > 0. Our techniques for this part are crucial for our further analysis
n

in the nonlinear smoothing part.

e We adapt the X*? analysis in [2, 3| in the setting of long time analysis of [7], which gives the
desired nonlinear smoothing?.

We end this session by pointing out ever since the seminal work [2, 3], random initial data theory
in nonlinear dispersive PDEs has become a very active research field. Many researchers contribute
to this field and it is impossible to survey the field here. We simply mention that in the perspective
of regularity in NLS model, the recent breakthrough [5] gives a quite complete answer. We refer to
[5], [7] and reference therein for more related reference.

1.3 Notation

Many terms ¢, u“,us are random, and thus depend on w. For simplicity, we will hide the implicit
w and simply denote them as g, u, ug.

IThey state the result for pointwise in ¢t < Te ~ e~!. We take this chance to cover |ullpe  rather than estimate
pointwise in t. '

20n one hand, we will use the X% analysis in the local random data theory as a black box; on the other hand,
the long time analysis we use to get nonlinear smoothing does explicitly use computations of X% type, but without
going to the explicit form of X*:* analysis.
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We introduce Nq, N5 as

Ni(fi, far fo) = D, fi(na) fa(no) fa(ng)elm —ratmale, (1.4)
no#ni,n3
No(fi, fo. f3) = Y fu(n) fo(n) fs(n)e™ (1.5)
and one has )
1120 =2 ([ 11)S = N7, 0.5) — Nat . 1.1) (1.6)

We sometimes short N;(f, f, f) as N;(f).
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2 Preliminary

2.1 X*’ space
In this section, we recall that X*® norm is defined by

2

Jull o0 2= <fR D+ 02y, n)2d7> 7

where (7, n) is the spacetime Fourier transformation of u. One defines X*:*[0, 7] local in time by

gy =, int - fileo

These kinds of spaces were first introduced by Bourgain [1] and are of essential use in random
data theory, [2], [3]. We will only use them as a black box. We note that

o X*b[0,T] < C,H*([0,T] x T) for any b > 1.
e X% space is useful, among others, because of the following X** smoothing estimate,

S IFlxeepo - (2.1)

¢
Hn(t) J. A (s)ds
X5*b+1[0,1]

0

2.2 Hyper-contractivity estimate

We recall the following well-known hypercontractivity of multi-Guassian from [10], see also [3], [6].
Those estimates are widely used in random data theory, and is probably well known in the proba-
bility community.

We record it here for the convenience of readers.

eq: nil

eq: algebra
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Lemma 2.1. Let {g} be i.i.d complex Gaussian, let {c,, .} be (fixzed and deterministic) complex
numbers. Let

Fk(w) = Z Cnl,.“,nkg:zul o 'ggk'

N1y, N

Then there holds the associated large deviation type estimate

P{|Fi| > M| Fy| L2 ()} < e O a0

3 An overview of the proof

Let u,ug be as in Theorem 1.1. Recall

ug = chgne”m” = Z <n>g+«9 enr. (3.1) |eq: w0
n

n

We will fix 8 > 0. We will only consider § « 1 and the arguments easily extend to the case when
0 takes larger value.

For every € > 0, we fix T, ~ e 1.

The overall strategy to approach Theorem 1.1, as in [7], is to prove a precise LDP for the (mod-
ified) linear flow, and prove that the difference of u and the (modified) linear flow is small with
probability close to 1.

Let modified linear flow gy, be defined as

—2ite? =

2
. 3 ”UOHLz inx ite2c? 2
uapp(tx) =€ ” z Cngn€ e nlgnl
n

—itn® (3.2) [eq: wuapp

(Strictly speaking, ugy, depends on ¢, for notation simplicity, we hide this e.)
Note that g, solves

(3.3) |eq: wuappformu:

10t Uapp + AUgpp = —2Ny (Uapp) + 262%HUOHL§ Uapp,
uapp(o’x) = uo(l‘)

We refer to (1.4), (1.5), (1.6) for the notation Na.
Theorem 1.1 follows from the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. Let zg > 0, T, = O(e™ ') and ugypp be defined as (3.2), one has the large deviation
principle,

22

. -1 :
Eli%g61HP(HUapp||L§$I([o,TE]xT) > 20€ 7)) = 7?%2 (3.4) |eq: modlinear:

Remark 3.2. One can see from our proof that the result actually holds for T, = e,
and

Lemma 3.3. Let ug be as in (3.1), and uqpp be as in (3.2). Let u be the associated solution to (1.1)
with initial data ug. Let 0 > 0 be fized. Let T, = O(e~'). Let Cy » 1. Then there exists s > %, and
61 > 0, so that
—InP(|u — uapp”Ltst([[LTe]XT) = 6_%+61) > Cpe? (3.5) |eq: errorcont:
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Once Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.3 are established, Theorem 1.1 follows by the similar argument
as in [7].

Proof of Theorem 1.1 assuming Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.3. We first explain the overall idea.
Since we are computing large deviation for |u L« at scale e/, any error of form of e~ %/2%9 § > 0
is irrelevant. It does take a probability e=Co¢" to reduce u to Uapp. But here Cy can be chosen as
arbitrary large.

Note that for any ¢ fixed, —eln(e=¢¢  + e~C0¢ ') = ¢ for all Cy large than c.

We present more details for the convenience of readers.

We start with an upper bound for IF’(( sup sup|u(t,z)| > 2’061/2>. It is bounded by
te[0,T] z€T

P (Juappl 0, > 20672 = € 12494) + P (Ju = ttapp o 7o > €24 (3.6) [eq: twoupper

Via Lemma 3.1, the first term in (3.6) is bounded by

571z2 —1
B +o(c)

e kez * . (3.7)

Co

Via Lemma 3.3, the second term is bounded by e~ < for Cy large.

Thus, we have

<1 o(e )
- 3 ol €
P(| sup sup |u(t,x)| > 20671/2 < 2e wez * (3.8) |eq: upperboun
te[0,T.] z€T

Lower bound is similar, (the point is that we use LDP for the modified linear flow and only need

an upper bound of probability to control the error by Lemma 3.3) and we get
F7122

1 — el
P sup suplu(t,z)| > zoe 12| = e v (3.9) |eq: lowerboun:

te[0,Tc] z€T 2

Combine (3.9) and (3.8), the desired LDP estimate for u follows.
O

By [7, Lemma 4.2] or [9, Lemma 4.2], n is a standard complex Gaussian if and only ne“‘”'Q is
a standard complex Gaussian. Our proof for Lemma 3.1 actually yields to the same result® for the
linear free flow.

pforlinearflow| Lemma 3.4. Let 29 >0, T, = O(e™ 1) and ug be as in (3.1), one has the large deviation principle

61ir£1+ eln ]P’(”eitAuOHwa [0,T.]xT) > 206_%) = _ZZOCQ (3.10) |eq: 1linearldp

We will prove Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.4 in Section 4.
Lemma 3.3 mainly follows from the following two lemmas.
The first one is random data local theory

3We will not use this result in the proof, and strictly speaking those two results, though same, are not equivalent,
but we feel it is good to record this estimate for linear flow here.
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Lemma 3.5. Let u, Ugpp, Te be as in Lemma 3.3. For all (fizred) 0 < §1 < 1 and 6 > 0. There exists
some § > %, so that the following holds.
Assume that for some ty < T, one has

_1
lu(to) — wapp(to) |y < €2, (3.11)

then one has up to (extra) probability 6_571752, for some d2 > 0,
He%tf?ﬁ\\“o\lgu(t) _ 62”062i“uo‘lgei(t_tO)Au(tO)HXS:b[tD,tOJA] < €301 (3.12)

Proof. Lemma 3.5 lies essentially in [2, 3], see in particular [4], Proposition 4.6, and Lemma 4.9. All

aforementioned works focus on the regularity issue, i.e. the part s > % However, its easy to see the

—1/2 the nonlinearity is of cubic form €|u|?u, and

/2 This actually

—1-6%

size also matches. Since our initial data is at size €
crucially, we only need to control error at size €'/2791 rather than critical scale €
freedom, combines the hypercontractivity estimate, Lemma 2.1, allows a loss of probability e~¢
rather than 6*6_1, the latter would be too large for our application.

O

The second one is a normal form type transformation, which is also the key in [7], except that
here we needs to combine it with the analysis based on Lemma 3.5, via computations of same nature
as the X*? type computations in [3].

Lemma 3.6. Let u, Uqpp, Uo, ITc be as in Lemma 3.5. Let C1v » Cy » 1 and Cy » 1, s > % Let

0 <6 < 1. Let F, = {w||uolz < C1e"V2}. Then there exists a set E. with probability measure
e~ "7 for some 63 > 0, such that the following holds for all w € F. — E.:

If there holds bootstrap hypothesis, for allt < T < T
1
lu = tappllc, 1o 0,71 xm) < €277, (3.13)
then there holds bootstrap estimate

1_
”U - uapp”CtHS([O,T]x']]‘) < €2 Cy0; (314)

We will present the proof of Lemma 3.3 assuming Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.6 in Section 5.

4 LDP for the linear flow and modified linear flow

We prove Lemma 3.4 and Lemma 3.1 in this section. The proof are of same nature. We start with
Lemma 3.4, which is slightly easier.

4.1 Proof of Lemma 3.4

We first start with the following classical pointwise Large Deviations Principle for e®*®ug(z).
Recall ug = >, —Zp—e'"".

" (nyzte

Lemma 4.1. Fixt,x, then

22671
S lenl?

P(|e"Pug(z)] > z0e"7) = € nez " (4.1)

eq: close

eq: xsbmain

eq: pointwise!
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Proof. Fix t,, it is well-known that e**®ug(z) is still a Guassian with mean 0 and variance 3 |c,|2.
neZ

Therefore, e“ug(x) follows a Rayleigh distibution and (4.1) holds, see also [7]. O

Now we apply Lemma 4.1 to obtain Lemma 3.4. We fix zg, e > 0 throughout.
Applying (4.1), we have the desired lower bound

2Ze1
P( sup sup |[e?Pug(x)| > zoefé) >e nen
te[0,T] z€T

Next we turn to the upper bound. Those types of computations originates from [3], and play an
important role in [4], in particular proof of Prop 4.1, see also [6].

Let us fix dyadic N ~ e large.

We note that up to probability e~V 9/100, we have
lgn| < <n>%, In| = N. (4.2) |eq: tamegauss:
and
lgn] < N,|n| < N (4.3) |eq: tameguass:
We claim

_ N©/200

Lemma 4.2. Toke dyadic N ~ e large, up to probability e & 6*6_2, one has for all

dyadic M = N

sup | PyePug|pe < MY/10 (4.4) |eq: uniformhi
te[0,T¢]
and in particular 4
sup HPgNeltAuoHLw < N—0/100, (4.5) |eq: uniformhi,
te[0,T]

Furthermore, we claim

N

Lemma 4.3. Under the same assumptions of Lemma 4.2, up to probability e « 6*6_2, we have

[Pl < N1 (49

Hvt,ngNeitAu()”Lch;o < N1O0O (4.7) |eq: derivativ

and in particular

We first prove Lemma 3.4 assuming Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.3.

Proof. We short e**2ug via uy;, First observe, since N ~ ¢ 10090 For any fixed points (z1,t1), ..., (z1,t1),

with L < N'0% one has (since polynomial always dominated by exponential), thanks to Lemma
41,
286’1

2 lenl®

Secondly, by Lemma 4.2, (since N=9/190 ~ ¢10 « ¢1/2) we have

111]P’< sup |ugin (i, ;)| > 2061/2> = +o(e™h) (4.8) |eq: multildpp

i=1,...,.L

—1n]P’< sup | Penugin(ti, ;)] > zoe_l/2> == —— +o(e™) (4.9)

i=1,....L
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Now, we pose (x1,t1),...,(xr,tr) even on [0,T¢] x T, thus for any ¢ € [0,T.], one can find
(essentially unique)|(t;, z;) — (t,z)| < N5 thus by (4.7), we have the desired

-1

m + 0(67 ) (410)

—InP <sup [wpin (t, )| e > 2061/2> =
t €T

O

We are left with the proof of Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3.

We first prove Lemma 4.3. It is almost direct since (4.3) implies (4.6), and by Sobolev embedding
and the equation of linear Schrodinger, we obtain (4.7).

We now prove Lemma 4.2.

It is enough to prove for all M > N, one has up to probability e=M 9/150, there holds (4.4).

This part is similar to our previous proof of Lemma 3.4 assuming Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.3.

Note that for any (z1,t1), ..., (xr,tr), with L < M0 we have

_ pg8/100

P(sup | Pasugin (7, 1)) > M~9109) < e (4.11)
1
Furthermore, we have, up to probability e~
|Pasuo]| grao < MM (4.12)
and thus ,
‘|Vt7w€uAPMUO‘|L§CI § MlOO. (413)

Pose (x1,t1), ..., (zr,tr) evenly on [0,T¢] x T, and the desired estimates follows as we do for
(4.10).

4.2 Proof of Lemma 3.1

Lemma 3.1 follows almost same as the argument in previous section.
It suffices to show (3.4) for b(t, z) := e2it<” z=[uo ngapp = >k Ckgre®

that {gpeic k|95 }, ; are still i.i.d complex Guassian normal random variables (see [7, Lemma 4.2]),
thus Lemma 4.1 remains valid.

ikatite?c | gyl —itk? . .
F . Fix ¢, noting

The Sobolev norm control in space is same as the free linear flow. The time derivative control
is slightly different. But observe, in frequency k, the time derivative for the free flow gives an extra
k2, (0,(e7 1" Yeikr = —ik20,(e~¥")e?k*). But for the modified linear flow, the time derivative at
frequency k gives an extra €2c?|gx|?, noting that we are doing ldp for g;. at level of e~'/2, so this
part is neglectable compared to k2, and previous arguments works line by line same.

5 Error control

We first prove Lemma 3.3 assuming Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.6.
To start, we first observe Lemma 3.5 implies the following (one may need to slightly change d2),

Lemma 5.1. Let u, uqpp, Te be as in Lemma 8.8. For all (fited) 6 > 0. There exists some s > %,
so that the following holds.
Assume that for some ty < T, one has

1
lu(to) — tapp(to)lmy < €2, (5.1)

eq: finalldpl:

eq: close2
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then one has up to (extra) probability eme T , for some d2 > 0,

[u() = app ()l L2 Heftot0+1) S €2 (5.2)
Proof of Lemma 5.1. Recall X** embeds into Ly H*, estimate (3.12) implies
it amlolBu(g) — 2itoe 25 0B R 0 | L 1) < €27 (5.3)
Now we note that
e2ite” e luolLa (4 — ypp) (£) =e2ite” 3 luol iz gy (4) — e2itoc 35 luoliz gy (1)
+e2itoezi\|u0\\iz ei(tfto)Au(tO) _ ei(titO)Auapp(tO) (5.4)

i(t—to)A _2ite?|uo |2
+e Uapp(to) — € *Uapp(t)

Note that phase 2t 2= lu0l72 does not change H*. The first term in RHS of (5.4) is controlled via
(5.3). The second term is controlled by (5.1).
The third term can be controlled via the explicit formula of uqpp,

. ., 2 2
Hez(t_to)Auapp(tO) - 62”6 Huouzuamo(ii) H%{* < Z |Cngn|2|t - t0|2(€20721|g’ﬂ|2)2n2s

" (5.5)
SOOI

The desired estimates follows now from Lemma 2.1, (or by computing the probability |g,| <<
n >0t (1) O

We now apply Lemma 5.1 and (assuming) Lemma 3.6 to close the proof of Lemma 3.3.

Proof. 1t follows standard continuity argument. Note that we are doing an upper bound estimate
1 > 1 .
forP(|u — wapp| L ms o115y = € 2P )P(Ju — wapp|lLe e o, 715y = € 27%), and FE and E in
Lemma 3.6 admits small enough probability for the estimate in Lemma 3.3. Everytime, we apply
Lemma 5.1 to extend the solution for extra time interval of Length 1, which will force us to drop
g

e~ 7" We need to drop at most ~ 1/e times, and such a loss of probability is allowed. We leave

the left to interested readers.
O

We now turn to the proof of Lemma 3.6.
Lemma 3.6 can be reduced to the following Lemma via a Gronwall argument.

Lemma 5.2. Under the assumption of Lemma 3.6. Assuming bootstrap hypothesis (3.13) for [0,T].
There exists a set E. with probability measure emc T for some d35 > 0, such that for allw e F,—E,:
one has for some C;Cs > 0

t
[ (w — ttapp) (1) 1= < C€?Jluo| 72 L [a(7) = tapp(7) | = dr + Cet/2Cats (5.6)

forallt <T.

We first prove Lemma 3.6 assuming Lemma 5.2.

eq: hsmain

eq: hswork

eq: workdeco

eq: mnormalforr
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Proof. Tt is standard gronwall argument.
Let A(t) := (v — tapp)(t)||ms and B(t) := Sé A(7)dr. By Lemma 5.2, for all t < T and w € F, — E,

we have .

At) < ccfefo A(T)dr + Cel/2=Csds, (5.7)

Thus, we have
B(t) < CC?eB(t) + Cet/2=Csds,

which implies

d
%(C—CCfetB(t)) < 061/2—03636—0012615.
Note that B(0) = 0. For all t < T and w € F, — E, we have
B(t) < Oy 26 1/2-Csbs (oCCTet _ 1), (5.8)
Inserting (5.8) into (5.7), yields (3.14) if we take Cy = 2C5 and §; = J5. O

Remark 5.3. We can obtain T. < ce *|Ine| for some universal constant with 0 < ¢ < 1 as in [7].

We now turn to the proof of Lemma 5.2, which is the most technical part of the article.

21 2 .
Proof. Let w(t,z) = e arlvoliy Zmu(t,x) = Y wy(t)e*®. From (1.1), we have
ko

i0ywy = —e2|wy 2wy + €2 >, wklwhwkge’im
, Ry (k1,k2,k3) , (59)
— k
wk(o) - <k>%+9

where Q = k? — k3 + k2 - k;,l Rk(iﬁ,kg,k‘g) = {(k1,ko,k3) € Z% : k = k1 — ko + k3, # 0}, see also
7, (4.5)]. Let a(t,z) =€ 27 luolig ﬂmuapp(t,x) = Yl a(t)e?**. From (3.3), we have
ko

{mt“’“ N (5.10)
— 9k ) .
ax(0) = <k>%+e

see also [7, (4.6)]. We subtract (5.10) from (5.9), then integrate it from 0 to ¢ and use the fact that
[(w = tapp) ()| = = ||(w — a)(t)| =, the square of the LHS of (5.6) is bounded by

2

®F a3 L (i, Bigwi,) (T)e 27| (kY2
)

¢
f (|ak\2ak — |wk\2wk) (r)dr
0 E |Ry(ky ko ks

4y
k
(5.11)

Next, Minkowski’s inequality implies that the first term of (5.11) is controlled by

2 2

t t
< Y (f (laxl? + wel) |ak—wm) < uolls (j |u<r>—uapp<r>|HsdT) ,

keZ

which accounts for the first term in (5.6). In order to get the other term, following [7], we first
integrate by parts

t ¢
: 1 ) 1 )
J W, Wiy Wiy e " dT = ——wy, Wh, wi,e ™ + mf Or (Wi, Wiy Wi, ) €~ 7. (5.12)
0

T=

eq: gronwall

eq: gcontrol

eq: eqforw

eq: eqgfora

eq: fisrtredus

eq: integratel



5 ERROR CONTROL 11

Therefore, we reduce (5.6) to the following two estimates: for all w € F, — E., one has

2
1 (! .
PR DI f Or (wr, Wiy w, ) (r)e ™ dr| < €70 (5-13)
keZ Ry (k1 k2,ks) 0
and
2
1 i o o

2<k>25 2 ﬁ [(wklwilmwks) (t)e e (wklwk2wk3) (0)] S € 3 20361' (514)
keZ Rk(k,‘l,kz,kg)

5.1 Proof of (5.13)
We deal with (5.13) first. Using Holder’s inequality, we can bound LHS of (5.13) by
2

o Sw | gl @) ]

keZ Ry (k1,k2,k3) ‘ |

Since t < T, < € !, we can reduce (5.13) to: for all w € F. — E, (for some E. with admissible small
probability), one has

1
sup > 2|07 (W, Wiy wiy ) (7)] S ey~ 1202 Catn (5.15)
0<T<t 1]

k(k1,k2,k3)

for some 63 > 0. By (5.9) and the symmetry of k; < k3, we can bound LHS of (5.15) pointwise in
T by

1 1
DY @\wkl (Mwk, (T)] - [wiy (P + € ] @Wkl (T)wy (7)] - [wy, ()]
Ry (k1,k2,k3) Ry (k1,k2,k3)

W \T )W \ T . 0

+ 62 Z | 1( |z) 2( )| Z wk’lwk’zwkge it
Ry (k1,k2,k3) Ry (K1,k5.k3)

+ 62 Z |wk1 (T|)ka3 (T)| Z wk'lwik’zwk’seii‘rgﬂ
Ry (k1,k2,k3) Ry, (K} k5,K5S)

=0+ M+ A3+ By,

where V' = (k)2 — (k5)? + (k4)? — k3 and Q" = (k})? — (k)2 + (k%)? — k3. Therefore, we reduce
(5.15) to: for all w e F, — E,, one has

SUp (@ + g + B + ) S (k)52 0 m1/2=Catn (5.16)

o<r<t

From the bootstrap hypothesis (3.13), we can write
w(t,z) = Z cngne"“”emzci|g”|2 + h(t,x) = Z wh (t)e™ (5.17)
n n

—1/2—6,

with |h|c,jo,r1ms < € . Therefore, if we denote

GS = {w: |ergr| < 6_1/2_51<k‘>_%_9+64,k‘ €7} (5.18)

eq: derivativ

eq: boundary

eq: dersiredpj

eq: intergoal

eq: bhdeco

eq: gepsic
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for some 0 < d4 « 1 to be chosen later, then we have P(G,) < e T Further, for any w € F. — G,
we have

sup |wg(7)] < € V2R ke Z (5.19)

0<T<t
thanks to the bootstrap hypothesis (3.13). Next, we claim that we can reduce (5.16) to:

For every n, there exists a set E., with probability measure e~ <" and to

be chosen later such that for all w e Fr. — G — E,,, one has

. 2 2 2 2
sup Z Wy, Wy Wpye MMM =00) | < () =0+05=3/2=301 (5.20)

o<s<r<t
=T | Ra(n1,n2,n3)

Indeed, if (5.20) holds, then for all w € F. — G —|,, Ee n, using (5.19), the LHS of (5.16) is bounded
by

e 1/2750 1 1 1 1
Y ( + + + )
BTy |SICRD® N3 Cha)s  Chop*Chg)?=0s - (hapsChap®s () Chz)?=08
e—1/2—56 e~ 1/2—561 (5'21)

s Z QK s (kg s (ks )?=0s " |k )3 (ks ys kgt =05

Ry, (k1,k2,k3)

Now let E. = J,, Ec,n () Ge. We have

P(Ee) <P(Go) + Y P(E,) <e 4 Dle e g

n

So if (5.20) holds and we take , then we reduce (5.16) to showing following two inequalities:

1
<k —s—1/2—63 (5.22
Rk(klzzyk%ks) |Q‘<k1>s<k2>s<k3>97(§5 < > )

and

1
< (ks 720 5.23
Rk(k?lzl,kz,kg) |Q‘<k1>s</€3>s<k‘2>9_65 < > ( )

We rewrite LHS of (5.22) as

1
DAY TR e
N1,N2,Ns Sy, (k1,ka,ks) |2/ (K™ Cha)” Clea o0

(5.24)

where N7, Ny, N3 are dyadic numbers and for fixed k, we denote
Sk, ko, ks) == {(k1, ko, k) € Z% : k = ky — ko + ks, ko # k1, ks, |ks| ~ Ny, i =1,2,3}.

(Restrictly speaking, Si(k1, k2, k3) defined above depends on Np, N, N3, we hide this dependence
for simplicity.) We always assume N7 < N3 due to the symmetry of k; < k3.

eq: wktaupoint

eq: crucialrec

eq: keyl

o vt

eq: dyadickey:
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o If N3 > Ng or N3 ~ N2 > ]\[17 we have N3 = <I€> and ‘Q| ~ N3|k2 — kﬂ, thus,

1 s . )
Z Z Qo) oy ()05 3 Z Ny 0105 (N, N 2 ko — k| ?

N1,N2,N3 Sy (k1,k2,ks) N1,N2,N3 Sk (k1,k2,k3)
S > NgTUS(NpNy) TH(Ng A Ny)In(Ny v Ny)
N1,N2,N3

< <k,>—9—1+65

< <k>7571/2753’

where the last inequality we take d3, 05 such that | d3 + d5 < % +60—s|

o If Ny » N3, we have Ny = (k) and |Q| ~ N3 and

1
< N7872N178N1+5570 < <k>725 < <k>7871/2753
E 2 s s 0—65 ~ 2 2 1 3 ~ ~ ’
N1,N3,Ns Sy (k1,ka,ks) (2] (k1) Cka)” CRs) Ni,N2,Ns

where the last inequality we choose d3 such that |d3 < s — % )

e If N3 ~ Ny ~ Ny, we have N3 = (k) and

1 —0—25+65 1.2
< N. T In” N-
2, X Gy Gy ey S 2 N e

N1,N2,N3 Sy (ki1,k2,ks) N1,N2,N3

< <k>79728+65 1n4<k>
< <k>—s—1/2—637

where the last inequality we take d3, d5 such that | d3 + d5 < s — % + 0|

Therefore, (5.22) holds.
For (5.23), LHS of (5.23) is bounded by

1
2 Y o (5.25)
Ni1,N2,Ns Sy, (k1 ,k2,k3) (2] CR1)” Chea)
We also assume N7 < N3 due to the symmetry of k1 < k3.
e If Ny » N3, we have Ny = (k) and |Q] ~ N3 and
1

s S Y. NyP(NaNy) T < (k)2 s (ky oA
N1,N2,N3 Sy, (k1,ka,k3) |Q| <k1> <k3> N1 Na,Ns

where the last inequality we choose |03 < s — % .

e If N3 » Ny, we have N3 = (k) and || ~ N3|ks — k| and
1
Z 2 GITRIRGE Z Ny *7INp® Z ks — k[~
Ny NaoNa S sy 1S R Ry 5, Sk (k1 ka2, ks)

< D) NyTNTU(N; A Np)InNs
N1,N2,N3

< </€>_2s+
< <k‘>_s_1/2_63,
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where the last inequality we choose |03 < s — % .

e If N3 ~ Ny » Np, we have N3 2 (k) and |Q| ~ Nao|ko — k3| and

L Ry S, NN 2 ekl

N1,N2,N3 Sy (ki1,k2,ks N2,N3 Sk (k1,k2,k3)

< > NN TInNg
N1,N2,N3

< <k>_28+
< <k>—s—1/2—63 ,

where the last inequality we choose that |3 < s — % .

o If N3 ~ N2 ~ ]\/vl7 we have N3 =z </€> and

1 o
Z Z W s N17Z N3 ° N, In% Ny

N1,N2,N3 Sy (k1,k2,k3) N2,N3
$ <k>—2$+
< <k‘>_s_1/2_53,

where the last inequality we choose that | §3 < s — % .

Therefore, (5.23) holds.
Hence, we reduce (5.16) to (5.20).
Note that we have wy(7) = ckgke”ezcim’“'2 + hy, =: I, + 11}, for all k € Z. We can divide LHS of
ire’cl, |95 ‘2
k k3

(5.20) into 8 terms and denote by J; = I if we choose C: Gk € for the decomposition term

of wy, and denote by J; = IT otherwise, fori=1,2,3.

5.1.1 Casel: Ji=Jo=J3=1
We note that the subtle point here is that we need to get estimate in the form of sup., but hy-
percontractivity estimates only works well for (finite) fixed 7, so the trick we prove for linear LDP

matters here.

In this case, we reduce (5.20) to proving that there exists a set E. , with probability measure
e~ porallwe . — G, — E. ., one has

.2 2 2 .2 2 2 .22 2
iTe“c \gnl\ —— —iTe"C \gn2\ iTe“cy, |gn3|

Gn, € n1 Tna 12 Gn, € 3 g2 2, 2 2

sup E 1 2 3 e iT(ny—ny+nz;—n”)

<nl>%+0<n2>§+0<n3>%+0

o<7t<t
TS N1,N2,N3 |S,,(n1,n2,n3)

S <n>76+55673/27361 .
(5.26)

Denote

. 2 2 2 . 2 2 2 .2 2 2
. ) G, €7° Cpy lgna | Gnge Cry 19ns | G’ Crg 9n3]
n,N1,Na,N3,e\T) *= 2 1ip 11p 1ig
SCVERMCEYERMCE VRN

Sn(ni,n2,n3)

efi‘r(nf 7n§ +n§7n2)

eq: estimatel!
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Let Ny, Ny, N3 be the decreasing order of Ny, Ny, N3. Therefore, we have Ny = (n). So for all
we F, — G, — E,, we reduce (5.26) to the following estimate

. S 5 N e (7)] 5 (70032700, (527) [eq: estimatel
STSU R N2 Ny

Firstly, fix any 7, noting that g,e'™ 9:°=i7* are still 4.4.d standard complex Guassian [7], we

have

2 1
E(|Fo, 8, 8, R G(T)‘ )=2 e —1rar S N TNy
Sy mg) SN2 120 (g

265

—1—-26
€ A , we have

Then applying the hypercontractivity of (multi) Guassians, up to e

o —1/2—0+385 X7—0 R7—0 _—3/2—361
Fn,Nl,Ng,Ng,e(T)‘ <M N5 "N;3 7€ .

Now we decompose [0,t] = u I such that I; n I, = @ if |[j — k| > 1 and I; n I;41 = t; and the
length of each I; equal to N 1 10, Therefore there exists a set E_, Ny N N with probablhty measure

tN]Oe¢ TN Such that for all w e (Eeon Ny Ny.iv,)> We have
Fn ,N1,N3,N3.e ( ) S N_1/2 0+365N GN 3/273617 .] = la e 7tN110 (528) eq: pointwise:
Since for all w € (G.)¢, we have

22N > S 7P « 1, ke Z

Therefore, for all w € F, — G, we have

n,N1,N2,Ns,e (7)

7>0
< ¥ |91 9naGnal €23, 1gn, | — €7, lgn, [* + ¢}, gns | — (n] —n3 + nf —n?)]
) Sp(n1,n2,n3) <n1>2+9<n2>2+0<n3>2+9 (5.29) |eq: partiallo
S ) Inf—n3+ni—n’lfuol}
Sn(n1,n2,n3)
< Nie 32,

So from (5.28) and (5.29), for all w € Fe — Ge — E_,, §, §, N, We have

sup sup
7 TEIJ'

P X 4 —3/2 7. —1/2—0+4385 n7—0 x7—0 —3/2—36,
Fn,Nl,NQ,N;,,,E(tJ)’ + Nye 11| < N Ny N3 e .

(5.30)

F7L7N171\~/'27]\73,€(7')‘ S Sup
J

If we set Een = Ux, 5,8, Een N, .Ny.5, then we have
__—1-287 5265 1 . —1-28 385/2 __—1-28¢ 55
P(Ecn) < Y, P(E .5 m8) S 2, tN P (™% < e SRS
N1,Na, N3 N1,N2,Ns

Further, (5.30) implies for all w € F, — G¢ — E, ,, one has

sup Z

o —1/2—04365 7 —60 N7—0 _—3/2—35; —0+65 ,—3/2—361
JSup Fn,Nl,Ng,Ng,e(T)‘ S Z Ny Ny "N;3 7€ < (n) €
ITSU

N1,N2,N3 Ni,N2,N3
(5.31) |uniformIII

, where the last inequality we use the fact that Ny = (n). Therefore, (5.31) implies (5.27).

if| 6

3
A
=
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5.1.2 Case 2: Jl = JQ = I, J3 =11

In this case, we we reduce (5.20) to proving that for all w e F, — G, one has

sup % < (ny T HO 8230 (5.32)
O0STSE o (oo ims) (n1yzt9ny)2

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (5.18), for all w € F. — G, we have

|Gy G P |
Sup 1+0 3+6
o<t Ry (n1,m2.n3) <n1>2 <n2>2
2\ 2
Z , Z —1-201
< |hle,fo,mae (ng)~=* 7
, +0—5 1/246—4
ns Rn3,n(n1,n2) <n1> / 4 <n2> / 4 (533)
1
2\ 2
1
< 6—3/2—351 Z<n3>—23 Z
~ 1/246—35 1/246—6 )
™ Ry nnz) T (g 1O
where for fixed n,n3, we denote R, ,,(n1,n2) := {(n1,n2) € Z? : n. = ny — na + n3,na # ny,nz}.
Next, we aim to reduce (5.32) to following
1 _
2 < (n—ngy 200 (5.34)

1/216—5 1/246—3
Ry g,n(n1,m2) <TL1> / ! <n2> / 4

If (5.34) holds, noting that

Z <n3>_28 <’I’L _ n3>740+4§5 S <n>—49+455

|ns|<|n|

and

Z <’)’I,3>728 <n - n3>—49+465 ~ Z <n3>728749+465 S <n>*49+455

[n3|>»|n| Ina|»[n|

and
Z <7’L3>725 <n _ n3>—49+465 - <n>f2s Z <Tl3 _ n>740+465 < <n>172574(9+4§57

[nz|~|n| Ins|~|n|

then we have
D3(na) T n =gy T g (A,
ng

which, along with (5.34) and (5.33), yields (5.32). So we reduce (5.32) to (5.34) if we take .
Similarly, noting that

D ) E s =)™ T s o)™ T N )™ s (g

|n1|<|n—ng| |n1|<|n—ng|

and

Z <n1>647%70 <n g — n1>547%70 - Z <n1>26471729 < <TL B n3>729+264

[n1|»[n—ns| |n1|»|n—ns|

eq: I-I-II

eq: uniformI-!

eq: mainreduc!
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and

Z <n1>64—%—9 <'n, — N3 — n1>54—%—9 - <n — n3>54—%—9 Z <n —ng — n1>54—%—0 < <n_n3>—2«9+254’

[n1|~[n—ns] [n1|~n—ns]

then we have (5.34) if we take .

5.1.3 Case 3: J3=Jy=1,J; =11

Similar to Case 2.

5.1.4 Case4: Ji=Js=1,Jo,=11

Similar to Case 2.

5.1.5 Case5: Jy=1,Jo=J3=11

In this case, we we reduce (5.20) to proving that for all w € F, — G, one has

sup Z |Gns oy P | < (n) 0+05 ,—3/2-361 (5.35)

O0STSE b (o ims) (ny)zto
Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (5.18), for all w € F. — G, we have

sup |Gna hnf Png|
0ST<E (s ) (nyyz+?0

2\ 2
120 |

< sup |hle,po,r)me (nzy** — s
2 e | 2 21 G

o<t
= Rng,n(nlv

1 (5.36) |uniformI-II-II
2

1
< Ve 5
< [0,T]H* 1720-20
t Ro(namams) <TL1> 4 <n2>25<n3>25

< 3230 Z Z 1

2
2
N1,N2,N3 Sy, (n1,n2,n3) (n1) ’ <n2>25<n3>25

if 54<%+0—S.Since

DS ! < Y R (RNy) <

2s 2s
N1,N2,N3 S, (n1,n2,n3) (n1)™ (ng)™ (nz)*s N1.Na, N

where Ny, Ny, N3 are the decreasing order of Ny, Ny, N3, the LHS of (5.36) is bounded by e=3/273%1 ()~
which implies (5.35).

5.1.6 Case 6: Jo=1,J1 =J3=11

Similar to Case 5.



REFERENCES 18

5.1.7 CaseT7: J3=1,J,=Jo=11

Similar to Case 5.

5.1.8 Case 8: Ji=Jy=J3=11

In this case, we we reduce (5.20) to proving that for all w € F, — G, one has

sup D1 by by hiy| S (ny 7003280 (5.37)

o<T<t
STSY R, (n1,n2,n3)

Using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (5.18) as in (5.36), we have

N|=

ST YN N el B YD S 1 . 639)

2:
0<7T<t R (n1mzns) N1,N3,N3 Sy (n1,n2,n3) <n1> $ <n2>23<n3>25

Therefore, similar to Case 5, (5.38) is enough to imply (5.37).

Therefore, combining the above 8 cases, we obtain (5.20) and thus we complete the proof of
(5.13).

Finally, we reduce Lemma 5.2 to (5.14).

5.2 Proof of (5.14)
It suffices to prove (5.14) for all w € F, — G, there exists some dg > 0 such that

[0 Ty 0y (D] —3/2-Cat1 gy 517233 (5.39)

sup |Q| =

<7<
OSTSE Ry (on b2 Ka)

Using (5.19), for all w € F, — G, LHS of (5.39) is bounded by

1
32730 . (5.40)
Rk<k§2,k3> €<k o (o )>Cks )

Therefore, since we have taken , we reduce (5.39) to bound (5.40) by e=3/27391(fy=s=1/2=%
This can be implied by (5.22) and (5.23) if we take dg = 4.
Hence, we complete the proof of Lemma 5.2.
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