Chapter 5

Local well-posedness

5.1 Overview of the chapter

In this chapter, we present the proof of Theorem 1.3.1 on local well-posedness of the
(renormalized) hyperbolic @g—model (1.3.1):

Pu+ du+ (1 — Ayu—o u?: + M(:u?:Hu = V2§, (5.1.1)

where M is defined as in (1.3.2). For the local theory, the size of 0 # 0 does not play
any role and hence we set ¢ = 1 in the remaining part of this chapter. As mentioned
in Chapter 1, local well-posedness of (5.1.1) follows from a slight modification of
the argument in [36, 54]. We, however, point out that the argument in [36] on the
quadratic SNLW alone is not sufficient due to the additional term M (: u? :)u, coming
from the taming in constructing the ®3-measure.

5.2 Paracontrolled approach

In this section, we go over a paracontrolled approach to rewrite the equation (5.1.1)
into a system of three unknowns. While our presentation closely follows those
in [36, 54], we present some details for readers’ convenience. Proceeding in the spirit
of [18,36,47,54], we transform the quadratic SANLW (5.1.1) to a system of PDEs. In
order to treat the additional term M (:u?:)u in (5.1.1), which contains an ill-defined
product in :u?:, we follow the approach in our previous work [54] on the focusing
Hartree @g—model, which leads to the system of three equations; see (5.2.27) below.
Compare this with [18,36,47], where the resulting systems consist of two equations.
At the end of this section, we state a local well-posedness result of the resulting
system.

The main difficulty in studying the hyperbolic @g—model (5.1.1) comes from the
roughness of the space-time white noise. This is already manifested at the level of
the linear equation. Let W denote the stochastic convolution, satisfying the following
linear stochastic damped wave equation:

PV 49,V + (1 — AW = 28
(\If’ allp)|l=0 = (¢07 ¢1)’
where (¢o, $1) = (97, ¢7’) is a pair of the Gaussian random distributions with

Law(¢Q, ¢%¥) = i = 4 ® o in (1.2.2). Define the linear damped wave propagator
D(7) by
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viewed as a Fourier multiplier operator. By setting

[ = |/ + a2 2.0

D) f=e2 Y Mf(n)en. (5.2.2)

nez3 IIn]]

Then, the stochastic convolution W can be expressed as

we have

t
V() = S(t)(¢o. 1) + \/E/O D@t —t)dw(t), (5.2.3)

where S(¢) is defined by

S)(f.8) =0: D) f +DO)(f +g) (5:2.4)

and W denotes a cylindrical Wiener process on L2?(T3) defined in (3.1.1). It is
easy to see that W almost surely lies in C(R4; W_%_E’OO(T3)) for any & > 0; see
Lemma 5.4.1 below. In the following, we use ¢ > 0 to denote a small positive con-
stant, which can be arbitrarily small.

In the following, we adopt Hairer’s convention to denote the stochastic terms
by trees; the vertex ““” corresponds to the space-time white noise &, while the edge
denotes the Duhamel integral operator .I given by

I(F)(t) = /Ot D@ —1t)F()Hdt

b psin(—1)/3 - A
— / e_Tsm( A )F(t’)dt’. (5.2.5)
0

—A

ﬂ

With a slight abuse of notation, we set
1=\, (5.2.6)

where W is as in (5.2.3), with the understanding that 1 in (5.2.6) includes the random
linear solution S(¢)(¢o, ¢1). As mentioned above, 1 has (spatial) regularity' —%—.
Given N € N, we define the truncated stochastic terms t 5 and Yy by

t
tn:=nny! and Yy :=I(Vy)= / D@ —1t)yvy(@dt', (5.2.7)
0

'We only discuss spatial regularities of various stochastic objects in this part. Hereafter, we
use a— to denote a — ¢ for arbitrarily small ¢ > 0.
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where my is the frequency projector defined in (1.2.5) and Vv is the Wick power

defined by
2

VN =1y —OnN (5.2.8)
with 5
_ 2 _ Xy ()
on =E[13(x, )] = EXZ:B e N — oo, (5.2.9)
n

as N — oo. Note that oy in (5.2.9) is independent” of (x,t) € T3 x R and agrees
with o defined in (1.2.8). Note that we have

v = lim vy inC([0,T]; W™ 1=%(T?3))
N —o0

almost surely. See Lemma 5.4.1.
Next, we define the second order stochastic term

Yi=1IWw) = fot D@ —t)yv('ydr,

as a limit of Yy defined in (5.2.7). With a naive regularity counting, with one degree
of smoothing from the damped wave Duhamel integral operator I in (5.2.5), one may
expect that " has regularity 0— = 2(—%—) + 1. However, by exploiting the multi-
linear dispersive smoothing effect, Gubinelli, Koch, and the first author showed that
there is an extra %—smoothing for 'Y and that Y has regularity %—. See Lemma 5.4.3
below. See also [14, 52, 65] for analogous multilinear dispersive smoothing for the
random wave equations. In particular, see [14, 65], where multilinear smoothing has
been studied extensively for higher order stochastic objects in the cubic case.
If we proceed with the second order expansion as in [36]:

u=1+Y+uv,
the residual term v satisfies the equation of the form:
(8? +0; +1—A)v=2v1 +21Y + other terms.

Inheriting the worse regularity —%— of 1, the second term 1Y has regularity —%—.
Hence, we expect v to have regularity at most %— = (—%—) + 1. In particular, the
product vt is not well defined since (%—) + (—%—) < 0.
In order to overcome this problem, we now introduce a paracontrolled ansatz as
in [36,47]:
u=1+Y+X+Y, (5.2.10)

’This comes from the space-time translation invariance of the truncated stochastic convo-
lution 1 5.
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where X and Y satisfy

@40, +1-M)X=2X+Y +YV)Q 1 — M(:u?:)1, (5.2.11)
P+ +1-ANY =X+Y +V)2 42X +Y +Y)O'!
—M(uPHX+Y +V) (5.2.12)

with the understanding that
wi= (X +Y +Y)2+2(X + V)1 +21Y + V. (5.2.13)

Here, ® = & + © . Note that, in the X-equation (5.2.11), we collected the worst
terms from the v-equation, while all the terms in the Y -equation (5.2.12) are expected
to behave better (that is, if the resonant product in (5.2.12) can be given a meaning).
We point out that the problematic term M(:u?:) appears in both equations, unlike
the situation in [36].

There are two resonant products in the system (5.2.11)—(5.2.12), which do not a
priori make sense: Y@ 1 and X © 1. We can use stochastic analysis and multilinear
harmonic analysis to give a meaning to the first resonant product:

=Y

as a distribution of regularity 0— = (%—) + (—%—) (without renormalization). See
Lemma 5.4.4 below. This in particular says that Y has expected regularity 1—.

In view of Lemma 2.1.2, the right-hand side of (5.2.11) has regularity —%— (if we
pretend that M (:u?:) makes sense), and thus we expect that X has regularity %—. In
particular, the resonant product X & 1 in the Y -equation is not well defined since the
sum of the regularities is negative. In [36], this issue was overcome by substituting
the Duhamel formulation of the X-equation into the resonant product X©& 1 and
then introducing certain paracontrolled operators (see (5.2.19), (5.2.20), and (5.2.22)
below). This was possible in [36] since there was no additional term M(:u?:) in
the system, in particular in the X -equation. In our current problem, the problematic
resonant product X @ 1 also appears in M(:u?:), in particular, in the X -equation.
Thus, a strategy in [36,47] of substituting the Duhamel formulation of the X -equation
into X & 1 would lead to an infinite iteration of such substitutions. We point out that
such an infinite iteration of the Duhamel formulation works in certain situations but
we choose an alternative approach which is simpler.

The main idea is to follow the strategy in our previous work [54] and introduce a
new unknown, representing the problematic resonant product:

“R=XE1 (5.2.14)

which leads to a system of three unknowns (X, Y, Ri).
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We now turn our attention to :u2: in (5.2.13). Let Qx.y to denote a good part of
:u?: defined by
Oxy =X+ YV +2(X + V)Y +2XQ 1 +2XO 1 + 2V 1. (5.2.15)

In view of X@ 1 and Y1, Qxy has (expected) regularity —%— From (5.2.10),
(5.2.14), and (5.2.15), we can write : u2: as

= Qxy + 2R+ Y2 + 2%+ v, (5.2.16)
where "> denotes the product of Y and t given by
VoY@ VYO

By substituting the Duhamel formulation of the X-equation (5.2.11) and (5.2.16)
into (5.2.14), we obtain

R=2I(X+Y+YV)Q1)O1
—I(M(Qxy +2R +Y? + 2V +V)1)O 1.

As we see below, both resonant products on the right-hand side are not well defined
at this point.
Let us consider the first term on the right-hand side of (5.2.17):

I(X+Y+Y)Q1)O1. (5.2.18)

(5.2.17)

Due to the paraproduct structure (with the high frequency part given by 1) under the
Duhamel integral operator I, we see that the resonant product in (5.2.18) is not well
defined at this point since a term I (w() 1) has (at best) regularity %—. In order to give
a precise meaning to the right-hand side of (5.2.17), we now recall the paracontrolled
operators introduced in [36].> We point out that in the parabolic setting, it is at this
step where one would introduce commutators and exploit their smoothing properties.
For our dispersive problem, however, one of the commutators does not provide any
smoothing and thus such an argument does not seem to work. See [36, Remark 1.17].
Given a function w on T3 x R4, define

Seow)() :=IT(w N({)
= Z en Z /Ot e_#%ww(nl,t’)?(nz,t')dﬂ,

nez3 n=nitnz ]

[n1|<K|n2|
(5.2.19)

3Strictly speaking, the paracontrolled operators introduced in [36] are for the undamped
wave equation. Since the local-in-time mapping property remains unchanged, we ignore this
minor point.
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where [[n] is as in (5.2.1). Here, |n1| < |n2| signifies the paraproduct & in the
definition of g .* As mentioned above, the regularity of 3g (w) is (at best) %— and
thus the resonant product Sg (w)© 1 does not make sense in terms of deterministic
analysis. Proceeding as in [36], we divide the paracontrolled operator 3g into two
parts. Fix small 6 > 0. Denoting by n; and n, the spatial frequencies of w and 1 as
in (5.2.19), we define Sél) and Sg) as the restrictions of Ig onto {|n;| 2 |n2]?} and
{In1] < |n2|?}. More concretely, we set

38 w)()
=) e > /te—"z’/Mw(nl,z')?(nz,z’)dﬂ (5.2.20)
0

n
nez3 n=ni+nz ]
210 <|n |<na|

and
3@ w) =3¢ (w) — 3§ (w). (5.2.21)

As for the first paracontrolled operator Sél), the lower bound |n;| = |n2|? and the
positive regularity of w allow us to prove a smoothing property such that the resonant
product Sél) (w)® 1 is well defined. See Lemma 5.4.5 below.

As noted in [36], the second paracontrolled operator Sg) does not seem to possess
a (deterministic) smoothing property. One of the main novelties in [36] was then to
directly study the random operator 3g o defined by

S0.0 W) =3 W) 1(1)
= Z €n t Z w(nlvt/)ff"n,nl(tvt/)d[/’ (5.2.22)

neZz3 0 n€Z3

where A, ,, (¢,t') is given by

Ann, (1,1)
— sin((t — ¢t/ ~ ~
Sy Y IO A5 v, 5223)
n—ni=nj-+ns Hnl + I’lz]]
Ini|<|n2|?
[ny+n2|~|n3|

Here, the condition |ny + ny| ~ |n3| is used to denote the spectral multiplier corres-
ponding to the resonant product & in (5.2.22). See (5.4.6) and (5.4.7) for the precise

4For simplicity of the presentation, we use the less precise definitions of paracontrolled
operators. For example, see (5.4.4) for the precise definition of the paracontrolled operator

(1)

39
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definitions. The almost sure bounded property of the random operator 3g,o was
studied in [36,54]. See Lemma 5.4.6 below.
Next, we consider the second term on the right-hand side of (5.2.17):

I(M(Qxy +2R+V2 + 20+ V)N 1. (5.2.24)

Once again, the resonant product is not well defined since the sum of regularities
is negative. The term (5.2.24) appeared in our previous work [54] on the focusing
Hartree @g—model, where we introduced the following stochastic term:

, _eesin(( =)D s, s
Aty =Y eax) Y e TIT(nI,Z)T(nZ,Z) (5.2.25)

nez3 n=ni+na
[ny|~n2|

fort > t' > 0, where |n1| ~ |n,| signifies the resonant product. Then, we have
t
(I(Mw))S 1)) =/ Mw)(t)A(t,t")dt'. (5.2.26)
0

We point out that the Fourier transform A&(n, t,t") corresponds to A, o(t,t") defined
in (5.2.23) and thus the analysis for A is closely related to that for the paracontrolled
operator 3g,g in (5.2.22). See Lemma 5.4.7 below for the almost sure regularity
of A.

Finally, we are ready to present the full system for the three unknowns (X, Y, ).
Putting together (5.2.11), (5.2.12), (5.2.15), (5.2.17), (5.2.20), (5.2.22), and (5.2.26),
we arrive at the following system:

(240, +1-AM)X =2(X +Y + V)1
— M(Qxy +20 + V2 + 2%+ )1,
P+ +1-2)Y =X +Y +Y)? +2R+YO 1 + 1)

12X +Y +Y)O! (5.2.27)
—M(Qxy +2R +V2 + 2V +V)(X +Y +Y).
R=23LX+Y+Y)O1+230.0(X +Y +7V)
- fot M(Oxy + 2R + Y2 + 2%+ V)A(t, 1))dr,
(X,0:X,Y,0:Y)|r=0 = (X0, X1, Yo, Y1).
By viewing the following random distributions and operator in the system above:
ov, Y. % A and 3g0, (5.2.28)

as predefined deterministic data with certain regularity/mapping properties, we prove
the following local well-posedness of the system (5.2.27).
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Theorem 5.2.1. Let § <51 < 3 <52 <1+ § and s — 1 < 53 < 0. Then, there
exist 0 = 0(s3) > 0 and ¢ = e(s1, $2,53) > 0 such that if

* 1is adistribution-valued function belonging to C ([0, 1]; W 2800 (T3)N
C (0. 1]: W37520(T %)),

Vs a distribution-valued function belonging to C([0, 1]; W=175°(T3)),

*  Yis a distribution-valued function belonging to C([0, 1]; W%_8’°°(T HHN
CH([0, 1]; WT175°(T?)),

YV is a distribution-valued function belonging to C([0, 1]; H~¢(T?3)),

o A(t, 1)) is a distribution-valued function belonging to L??L?(Az(l); H™(T?)),
where Ao (T) C [0, T)? is defined by

Ao(T) ={(t,t)eR::0<t' <t <T}, (5.2.29)
» the operator 3g) o belongs to the class 332(%, 1), where £,(q, T) is defined by
£2(q.T) := L(LI([0, T]; L*(T?)); L=([0, T]: H*3(T?))),  (5.2.30)

then the system (5.2.27) is locally well-posed in J5'(T3) x #*2(T?3). More pre-
cisely, given any (Xo, X1, Yo, Y1) € H51(T3) x H52(T?3), there exist T > 0 and a
unique solution (X, Y, R) to the hyperbolic ®3-system (5.2.27) on [0, T in the class:

Z515253(T) = XSU(T) x Y2(T) x L3([0, T]; H*3(T?)). (5.2.31)

Here, X*1(T) and Y*2(T) are the energy spaces at the regularities s1 and s, inter-
sected with appropriate Strichartz spaces defined in (5.5.1) below. Furthermore, the
solution (X, Y, N) depends Lipschitz-continuously on the enhanced data set:

(Xo0. X1.Y0. Y1, 1.V.YV. (. A, 3g.0) (5.2.32)
in the class:

x;},sz,e — gpsi (T3) % %sz(ﬂd)
X (C([0. T); W375(T2)) 0 C ([0, T): W3 75°(T?)))
x C([0. T]; W=175°(T3))
X (C([0. T]: WA=#(T2)) N €1 ([0. T): W1 =5(T %))

3
x C([0,T]; H~5(T?)) x LY L3} (Ax(T); H5(T?)) x :62(5, T).
Given the a priori regularities of the enhanced data, Theorem 5.2.1 follows from

the standard energy and Strichartz estimates for the wave equation. While the proof
is a slight modification of those in [36, 54], we present the proof of Theorem 5.2.1 in
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Section 5.5 for readers’ convenience. The local well-posedness of the hyperbolic ®3-
model (Theorem 1.3.1) follows from Theorem 5.2.1 and the almost sure convergence
of the truncated stochastic objects:

'N. VN. Y. %, Ay, and 3G g (5.2.33)

to the elements in the enhanced data set in (5.2.28); see Lemmas 5.4.1, 5.4.3, 5.4.4,
5.4.5,5.4.6, and 5.4.7 in Section 5.4. See Remark 5.2.2 below.

Remark 5.2.2. (i) For the sake of the well-posedness of the system (5.2.27), we con-
sidered general initial data (X¢, X1, Yo, Y1) € #°1(T3) x #52(T3) in Theorem 5.2.1.
However, in order to go back from the system (5.2.27) to the hyperbolic ®3-model
(5.1.1) with the identification (5.2.14) (in the limiting sense) we need to set (Xg, X1) =
(0, 0) since the resonant product of the linear solution S(¢)(Xo, X1) and 1 is not well
defined in general. As we see in Chapter 6, we simply use the zero initial data for
the system (5.2.27) in constructing global-in-time invariant Gibbs dynamics for the
hyperbolic ®3-model (5.1.1).

(i) Our choice of the norms for “{» is crucial in the globalization argument. See
Proposition 6.2.4 and Remark 6.2.5.

(iii) In proving the local well-posedness result of the system (5.2.27) stated in
Theorem 5.2.1, we do not need to use the C;-norms for 1 and Y. However, we
will need these CTl—norms for 1 and Y in the globalization argument presented in
Chapter 6 and thus have included them in the hypothesis and the definition of The-
orem 5.2.1 of the space X' *2**. See also (5.5.3) and Remark 5.5.1.

Furthermore, with this definition of the space X7'**2**, the map from an enhanced
data set in (5.2.32) (with (Xo, X1, Yo, Y1) = (0,0, ug, u1)) to (u, d;u), where u =
'+Y 4+ X + Y asin (5.2.10) becomes a continuous map from X4 > to C([0, T];
H~37E(T3)).

5.3 Strichartz estimates

Given 0 < s < 1, we say that a pair (g, r) is s-admissible (a pair (g, 7) is dual s-
admissible,’ respectively)if ] <§ <2 <qg <o0,1 <7 <2 <r < o0,
1 3 3 1 3 1 1 1 1 1_3
- +-=--s=-+--2, - +-=<-, and -+ ->_.
q 1 2 q T q r 2 qg 1 2
We say that u is a solution to the following nonhomogeneous linear damped wave
equation:
240 +1—-ANu=F
{( POt ) (5.3.1)

(u,0:u)|r=0 = (uo,u1)

>Here, we define the notion of dual s-admissibility for the convenience of the presentation.
Note that (G, 7) is dual s-admissible if and only if (§’, 7’) is (1 — s)-admissible.
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on a time interval containing ¢ = 0, if u satisfies the following Duhamel formulation:
t
u = S()(up,uy) + / D —tYF(dr,
0

where S(¢) and D(¢) are as in (5.2.4) and (5.2.2), respectively. We now recall the
Strichartz estimates for solutions to the nonhomogeneous linear damped wave equa-
tion (5.3.1).

Lemma 5.3.1. Given 0<s <1, let (q,r) and (4, 7) be s-admissible and dual s-admis-
sible pairs, respectively. Then, a solution u to the nonhomogeneous linear damped
wave equation (5.3.1) satisfies

Gt 0r)llLgegey + MullLg Ly < 1Geo.un)llses +11Fl a7 (53.2)
forall0 < T < 1. The following estimate also holds:
Gt de)llge gy + lullzg ry < 1o, un)llges + 1F MLy g (5.3.3)

forall 0 < T < 1. The same estimates also hold for for any finite T > 1 but with the
implicit constants depending on T .

The Strichartz estimates on RY are well known; see [30,41,46] in the context of
the undamped wave equation (with the linear part 32 — A). For the undamped Klein—
Gordon equation (with the linear part 8? 4+ 1 — A), see [42]. Thanks to the finite
speed of propagation, these estimates on T3 follow from the corresponding estimates
on R3.

As for the current damped case, by setting v(z) = e 5 u(t), the damped wave equa-
tion (5.3.1) becomes

{(8%+%—A)v=e§F

(v,0:V)[r=0 = (U0, u1),
to which the Strichartz estimates for the Klein—-Gordon equation apply. By undoing
the transformation, we then obtain the Strichartz estimates for the damped equa-
tion (5.3.1) on finite time intervals [0, 7], where the implicit constants depend on 7.

In proving Theorem 5.2.1, we use the fact that (8, %) and (4, 4) are %—admissible
and %—admissible, respectively. We also use a dual %—admissible pair (%, % .

5.4 Stochastic terms and paracontrolled operators
In this section, we collect regularity properties of stochastic terms and the paracon-

trolled operators. See [36, 54] for the proofs. Note that the stochastic objects are
constructed from the stochastic convolution 1 = W in (5.2.3). In particular, in the
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following, probabilities of various events are measured with respect to the Gaussian
initial data and the space-time white noise.’

First, we state the regularity properties of 1 and V. See [36, Lemma 3.1] and [54,
Lemma 4.1].

Lemma 5.4.1. Let T > 0.
(1) For any ¢ > 0, 'y in (5.2.7) converges to 1 in C([0, T]; W_%_E’m(T3)) n
c([0,T]; W_%_8’°°('IF3)) almost surely. In particular, we have

te C(0.TEW™275°(T*) N C((0, T W375(T?)
almost surely. Moreover, we have the following tail estimate:

P(Itnll o 1ieeo C3pee > A) SC(1+ T)exp(—cA?) (54.1)
CrW, 2 nclw, 2
forany T > 0 and A > 0, uniformly in N € N U {oo} with the understanding that
Too = 1.
(i) Forany e > 0, Vy in (5.2.8) converges toV in C ([0, T]; W —175°(T3)) almost
surely. In particular, we have

v e C([0, T); W™175°(T?))
almost surely. Moreover, we have the following tail estimate:
P(”VN||CTW;I_€’°° > k) <C(+T7T) eXp(—C)L)

forany T > 0 and A > 0, uniformly in N € N U {oo} with the understanding that
Voo = V.

Remark 5.4.2. A slight modification of the proof of the exponential tail estimate
(5.4.1) shows that there exists small § > 0 such that

P(NZItw = taall > 1) < C(1 + T) exp(—cA?)

_1_ _3_
e > g,oomC}Wx 5 —€,00
forany 7 > 0 and A > 0, uniformly in N; > N, > 1. A similar comment applies to
the other elements Vy, Yy, ?N, Ay, and i?g .© in the truncated enhanced data set

in (5.2.33).

The next two lemmas treat " and the resonant product ? exhibiting an extra

%—smoothing. See [36, Propositions 1.6 and 1.8]. While the exponential tail estim-

ates (5.4.2) and (5.4.3) were not proven in [36], they follow from the second moment

6With the notation in Chapter 6 (see (6.1.4)), this is equivalent to saying that we measure
various events with respect to i ® P».
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bounds on the Fourier coefficients of Yy and ?N obtained in [36] and arguing as

in the proof of [37, Lemma 2.3], using a version of the Garsia—Rodemich—Rumsey
inequality (see [37, Lemma 2.2]) with the fact that Y’y € J, and ?N € J<3. Since
the required argument is verbatim from [37], we omit details.

Lemma 5.4.3. Let T > 0. Then, Yy converges to Y in C([0, T]; W%_S’OO(T3)) N
CL([0, T]; W=1=6°°(T3)) almost surely for any & > 0. In particular, we have
Y € C([0, T; W3°(T%) 0 C1([0, T]; W'75°°(T?))

almost surely for any ¢ > 0. Moreover, we have the following tail estimate:

IP’(||YN||C 1—c.0 > A) <C(1+T) exp(—ck) (5.4.2)

TWx ﬂC}VVX_I_E“OO

forany T > 0 and A > 0, uniformly in N € N U {oo} with the understanding that

Lemma 5.4.4. Let T > 0. Then, ?N =YnN® tn converges to “ in C([0, T];

W=%%(T3)) almost surely for any & > 0. In particular, we have
e C(I0, T; W=5%(T?))
almost surely for any € > 0. Moreover, we have the following tail estimate:
POV lepwiee > 2) < C(1+T) exp(—cA3) (5.4.3)

forany T > 0 and A > 0, uniformly in N € N U {oo} with the understanding that
Vo=

Next, we state the almost sure mapping properties of the paracontrolled operators.
We first consider the paracontrolled operator 3, ) defined in (5.2.20). By writing out
the frequency relation |15|? < |n1| < |n2| in a more precise manner, we have

) =D e Y Y ek

nez3 n=ni+nz Ok+co<j<k—2
t : Y

<f -5 sin((t =) [n])
0 [n]

where @; is asin (2.1.1) and ¢o € R is some fixed constant. Given a pathwise regular-

W(ny, )1 (ne, 1')dt', (5.4.4)

ity of 1, the mapping property of Sé%) can be established in a deterministic manner.
See [54, Lemma 7.1]. See also [36, Corollary 5.2].

Lemma 5.4.5. Let s > 0 and T > 0. Then, given small 8 > 0, there exists small
e =¢&(s,0) > 0 such that the following deterministic estimate holds the paracontrolled
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operator Sé%) defined in (5.2.20):

||~9(1)(w)|| tae S wllpz gt ) 1o (54.5)
H2 TWX 2

In particular, 38) belongs almost surely to the class
£1(T) = LWL([0. T); H* (T*): C((0, T); H+#(T?),

Moreover, by letting i?g)’N, N € N, denote the paracontrolled operator in (5.2.20)
with 1 replaced by the truncated stochastic convolution 1y in (5.2.7), the truncated
paracontrolled operator Sél)’ converges almost surely to Sél) in £1(T).

Next, we consider the random operator 3, defined in (5.2.22). By writing out
the frequency relations more carefully as in (5.4.4), we have

t o0
oo @) =) e,,/ DD @) by 1) Ann, (1.0)dl, (5.4.6)

nez3 J=0n,ez3

where A, ,, (¢,1') is given by

Any (1.1) = 11 (1)) Z Z Y ek)ee(ny + n2)em(nz)

{,m=0 n—ni=np+n3
0</<9k+c0 [{—m|<2

it sin((t —t")[ny + n2]) ~

x e~ T T(n2, 1)1 (3, 1). (5.4.7)

Then, we have the following almost sure mapping property of the random operator
3©.0 - See [54, Proposition 2.5]. See also [36, Proposition 1.11].

Lemma 5.4.6. Let s3 < 0 and T > 0. Then, there exists small = 6(s3) > 0 such
that, for any finite q > 1, the paracontrolled operator 3g o defined by (5.2.22)
and (5.2.23) belongs to £,(q, T) defined in (5.2.30), almost surely. Furthermore,
the following tail estimate holds for some C,c > O:

P(I30.0 ll£,@.r) > A) < C(1 + T) exp(=A) (5.4.8)

SJorany A > 1.

If we define the truncated paracontrolled operator i?g o Ne N, by replacing
1 in (5.2.22) and (5.2.23) with the truncated stochastic convolution 1y in (5.2.7),
then the truncated paracontrolled operators i?g ,© converge almost surely to 30,0
in £5(q, T). Furthermore, the tail estimate (5.4.8) holds for the truncated paracon-
trolled operators 3%’,@, uniformly in N € N.
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Finally, we state the regularity property of A defined in (5.2.25). See [54, Lem-
ma 7.2]. Given N € N, we define the truncated version A y:

avtt) = Y e 3 IO 5 3 )

n
nez3 n=nj+ny |I 1]]
[y |~|n2|

(5.4.9)
by replacing 1 by 1y in (5.2.25).

Lemma 5.4.7. Fix finite ¢ > 2. Then, given any T, e > 0 and finite p > 1, {AN}NeN
is a Cauchy sequence in L? (Q; L;’?L?(AZ(T); H™%(T?))), converging to some limit
A (formally defined by (5.2.25)) in LP (R2; L‘;,"L?(Az (T); H™¢(T?))), where Ay(T)
is as in equation (5.2.29). Moreover, A Ny converges almost surely to the same limit in
L?,"L‘,] (A2(T); H4(T?3)). Furthermore, we have the following uniform tail estimate:

P(IAN L L ancryaze) > ) < C(L+ T) exp(=)

forany A > 1, and N € N U {00}, where Ay = A.

5.5 Proof of local well-posedness

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem 5.2.1. In the following, we assume
that s3 < 0 < 51 < 5o < 1. Recall that (8, &) and (4, 4) are %—admissible and %-
admissible, respectively. Given 0 < T < 1, we define X*!(7T') (and Y*2(T)) as the
intersection of the energy spaces of regularity s; (and s, respectively) and the
Strichartz space:

X*U(T) = C([0. T]: H*'(T?)) N C'([0. T]; HS1~1(T?)
N LE([0, T]; W~ 3 (T?)),

Y*2(T) = C([0.T]: H*>(T?)) n C'([0. T]; H*>~'(T?))
N L0, TT; W2~ 24(T?)),

5.5.D

and set
Z55253(T) = XSU(T) x Y52(T) x L3([0, T); H'3(T?)).

By writing (5.2.27) in the Duhamel formulation, we have
X = 0y(X. 7. %)
=80 (Xo. X1) +2I(X+Y +V)Q 1)
—I(M(Qx.y + 2% + Y+ 2% +v)1),
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Y = ®(X,Y, R)
1= S() (Yo, Y1) + I((X +Y +Y)?)
+2I(R+YO 1+ V) +2I(X+Y +Y)O 1)
—I(M(Qxy +2R+Y?* + 2% +V)(X + Y + 7)), (552)
R = d3(X. Y. R)
=230 (X +Y+Y)@1+230.0(X +Y +V)

t
—/ M(Qx,y + 2R + Y2420+ V)A(t,t)dt'.
0

In the following, we use &€ = &(s1, 52, 53) > 0 to denote a small positive number. Given
an enhanced data set as in (5.2.32), we set

E = (T,V,Y, ?,A,S@’@)

and
” = ||X% = || ! ”CTWY_%_S’OOQC}W;%_E’OQ + ||V||CTWX—1—8,OO
R
+ ”A”L?,"L?(AZ;H;S) +89.0 ||x2(%,T) (5.5.3)

for some small ¢ = &(s7, 52, 53) > 0. Moreover, we assume that
[(Xo. XD llgest + (Yo, YD) llges2 + [ Ellxce = K (5.5.4)
for some K > 1. Here, we assume the bound on E for the time interval [0, 1].

Remark 5.5.1. As for proving local well-posedness stated in Theorem 5.2.1, we do

1—e&,00

&,

not need to use the C Tl W, 2 *_norm for 1 and the C} Wy -norm for Y. How-
ever, in constructing global-in-time dynamics, we need to make use of these norms
and thus we have included them in the definition of the X7.-norm in (5.5.3).

We first establish preliminary estimates. By Sobolev’s inequality, we have

12Nt S WF20 ) e = IS p S A g (5.5.5)

3+2a 3+2a 4

forany 0 <a < % By (5.2.15), (5.5.5), Lemma 2.1.2, Lemma 2.1.3 (ii), and Holder’s
inequality with (5.5.4), we have

IOx.y |L‘%°Hx_100
2

SIX4+Y) ||L<7>-°Hx_100 + ”XY”L;’?H;‘OO + ||YY||L<%on—100

+ 11X T||L<%0Hx—1oo + 11X T”L‘}OH;IOO + Y1 ||L(7>—~OH;100
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2 2
SIX N zse e + 1Y Izge e
+ (XN ooz + 1Y llseor2) 1Y llzgerse

+ X oo T — 5 —£,00 + Y =+ T — x5 —E&,00
X1 oo 2l ”u;owx [ || Leonbt | IIL%OWX 1.
5 ”(X» Y’ E)%)”2251-S2.S3 (T) + Kz, (556)
provided that s; > ¢ and s, > l + ¢.
We now estimate @ (X, Y M) in (5.5.2). By (5.5.1), Lemmas 5.3.1 and 2.1.2,
(1.3.2), and (5.5.6) with (5.5.4), we have
[®1(X, Y, R)lxs1 (1)
S 1o, X0llzens + [(X + Y +NQ 1], o1
+ [ M(Qxy + 2% + Y2+ 2%+ V)1 HLITH;I—I
SIXos X)) llgest +TIX +Y + Yl poo 2|l ~L—ec0
(X0, X1) || ges1 | lzserzll IIL%OWX 1.
1 2
+T3]0xy + 2R+ +2V+ V”IZJ%HX—IOOH ! ||L%OH;I_]
(5.5.7)

1
S 1 Xo, X0)llgest + T3K(I(X, Y, R G123y + K°),

provided that e < 51 < % —&, 8 > % + &, and s3 > —100.
Next, we estimate @, (X, Y, R) in (5.5.2). By (5.5.1) and Lemma 5.3.1 with the

fractional Leibniz rule (Lemma 2.1.3 (i)), we have

I Z(X +Y +%) | yor )
VPRTI(X 4 Y + AN

'*! WA

\ VIR 2y 9 )

A
Bl=

T (H(v 2rx | s+

LS LX
(5.5.8)

(Ix.Y, 9%)”2?1 s2.53(7) T Kz)
%). By Lemmas 5.3.

Bl

<T
provided that % < s, <min(l —¢,s7 + 1 and 2.1.2, (5.5.8),
and (5.5.6) with (5.5.4), we have

[@2(X. Y, R)lys2(T)
SN0 YDllsez + [T +Y +3%) [ysn gy + 191 oo

+ ||Y@ T||L1 sp—1 + ”?”LlTH;z—l + ||(X +Y +Y)® T”LITH 2—1

—1

+[M(Qxy + 2%+ Y+ 26 A V)X Y + Yy e
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1 2
S o, YD llges2 + T3 (I(X. Y. ) Z5155.5 7y + K?) + T3 ||5R||L3TH;§3

+T 1" PllLge e +T(||X||L%OH;1 FNY o gz + IIYIIL?OWY%_S)H ! ||L?QWX-%_8
1
+ T3 Qxy +2% + Y+ 2%+ VI3 00
X (”X”L%OH;I + ||Y||L%0Hi2 + ”YHL%OWX%—SOO)
1
S Yo, YD) llges2 + T*(I(X, Y, R 1515253y + K°), (5.5.9)

provided that s; > e, % + & < 5o <min(l — 3¢, 51 + %,53 + 1), and s3 > —100.
Finally, we estimate ®3(X, Y, ) in (5.5.2). By Lemmas 2.1.2, 5.4.5 (in particu-
lar (5.4.5)), and (5.5.6) with (5.5.4), we have

[®3(X, Y. )l s

<3 1)(X +Y +Y)o1 HL-}Hj3 +l13e.0(X +Y +Y) HL;H;3

t
+ ‘ / M(Qxy + 2R + Y 4+ 2%+ V)A(r, 1)1’
0

L3 Hy?

STHRQE+Y )]yt FTERIX Y +Y 12

JUN B
T X

oo
T

T
2
[ IM@xy 423+ 4 26+ DO TAC g

oo

1
T

L deco)
X

1
+ T3K||Qxy + 2R + V> + 20+ V173 o100

1

STIK(I(X, Y, R) | %51 253 1y + K*) (5.5.10)
provided that s; > 0 with sufficiently small € = &(s1) > 0 (in view of Lemma 5.4.5),
Sy > % + &,and —100 < 53 < —&.

Note that |x|x is differentiable with a locally bounded derivative. In view of

(1.3.2), this allows us to estimate the difference M(w;) — M(w>). By repeating a
similar computation, we also obtain the difference estimate:

|D(X, Y, R) — DX, Y, R)| 2515253 (7)
1 ~ o~ o~
S THIX Y. R 1 sy + KDIX Y. R) = (R, T, )| 251253 (1
(5.5.11)

where
D = (P, Dy, 3).

Therefore, by choosing T = T'(K) > 0 sufficiently small, we conclude from (5.5.7),
(5.5.9),(5.5.10), and (5.5.11) that ® = (1, P, P3) is a contraction on the closed ball
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Br C Z515253(T) of radius R ~ 1 + || (Xo, X1) || 751 + ||(Yo, Y1) || ges2 centered at the
origin. A similar computation yields Lipschitz continuous dependence of the solution
(X, Y. R) on the enhanced data set (Xo, X1, Yo, Y1, ) measured in the X7'**2**-norm
by possibly making T > 0 smaller. This concludes the proof of Theorem 5.2.1.



