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The study is devoted to the interpretation and wellposedness of the stochastic NLS model

where 9 B stands for a space-time fractional noise with index H " pH 0 , H 1 q in a subset of p0, 1q 2 . We first establish that in the situation where 0 ă 2H 0 `H1 ď 2, the equation cannot be interpreted in a (classical) functional sense.

Our investigations then focus on the rough regime corresponding to the condition 7 4 ă 2H 0 `H1 ď 2. In this specific case, we exhibit an explicit Bourgain-Wick renormalization procedure allowing to restore the (local) convergence of the approximated solutions.

We follow a pathwise-type approach emphasizing the distinction between the stochastic objects at the core of the dynamics and the general deterministic machinery.

1. Introduction 1.1. General considerations. In this paper, we propose to explore a few fundamental issues related to the 1-d quadratic Schrödinger model with additive noise, i.e. the equation: pıB t ´∆qu " λ|u| 2 `9 B, u 0 " 0, t P R, x P T,

with T " R{2πZ, λ P t´1, 1u and where 9 B stands for a space-time real valued noise, defined on a complete filtered probability space pΩ, F, Pq. In this setting, we actually intend to pursue two main objectives, that can be roughly summarized as follows:

piq Try to go beyond the classical white-noise situations and handle the case of a space-time fractional noise. In other words, we would like to deal with a centered Gaussian noise 9 B the covariance of which is given for all test-functions φ, ψ on R 2 by E " x 9 B, φy x 9 B, ψy

‰ " ż R 2 dsdt ż R 2
dxdy φps, xqψpt, yq|s ´t| 2H0´2 |x ´y| 2H1´2 , (

for some indexes H 0 , H 1 in a subset of p 1 2 , 1q to be specified. piiq Identify and treat situations where the equation cannot be interpreted in a space of functions, but only in a space of general distributions, using some additional renormalization procedure.

The influence of randomness on nonlinear Schrödinger (NLS) dynamics has been a topic of great interest and the source of an abundant literature since the pioneering works of Bourgain [START_REF] Bourgain | Periodic nonlinear Schrödinger equation and invariant measures[END_REF][START_REF] Bourgain | Invariant measures for the 2D-defocusing nonlinear Schrödinger equation[END_REF], de Bouard and Debussche [START_REF] De Bouard | A stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation with multiplicative noise[END_REF][START_REF] De Bouard | On the effect of a noise on the solutions of the focusing supercritical nonlinear Schrödinger equation[END_REF] in the late nineties.

These investigations can essentially be structured around two main directions.

The first line of research, initiated by Bourgain, is concerned with the propagation of randomness within (deterministic) NLS dynamics, that is the influence of a random initial condition Φ on the general equation pıB t ´∆qu " λ u p u q , up0, .q " Φ, t P r0, T s, x P R d or T d , (1.3) for fixed integers p, q ě 0 and λ P t´1, 1u. Such a randomization procedure is typically motivated by the possibility to improve the classical wellposedness results associated with (1.3) (see e.g. [START_REF] Grünrock | Low regularity local well-posedness of the derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation with periodic initial data[END_REF][START_REF] Colliander | Almost sure well-posedness of the cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation below L 2 pTq[END_REF][START_REF] Bényi | Higher order expansions for the probabilistic local Cauchy theory of the cubic nonlinear Schrödinger equation on R 3[END_REF]), and the developments along this approach have also led to the exhibition of fundamental invariant measures for NLS models (see e.g. [START_REF] Bourgain | Periodic nonlinear Schrödinger equation and invariant measures[END_REF][START_REF] Bourgain | Invariant measures for the 2D-defocusing nonlinear Schrödinger equation[END_REF][START_REF] Oh | A pedestrian approach to the invariant Gibbs measures for the 2-d defocusing nonlinear Schrödinger equations[END_REF]). Considerable progress have been made in the last few years regarding local wellposedness theory for (1.3) thanks to the works of Deng, Nahmod and Yue [START_REF] Deng | Optimal local well-posedness for the periodic derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation[END_REF][START_REF] Deng | Invariant Gibbs measures and global strong solutions for nonlinear Schrödinger equations in dimension two[END_REF][START_REF] Deng | Random tensors, propagation of randomness, and nonlinear dispersive equations[END_REF]: the so-called theory of random tensors now provides us with an extensive covering of the important Hamiltonian-related class of equations (take q " p `1 in (1.3))

pıB t ´∆qu " ´|u| p u, up0, .q " Φ, t P r0, T s, x P T d , (1.4) for Φ in a suitable (Gaussian-type) space of random distributions.

The second field of investigations, which can be traced back to works by de Bouard and Debussche, focalizes on the influence of a random perturbation within the intrinsic dynamics of the equation. This so-called stochastic forcing can take the form of an additive [START_REF] De Bouard | On the effect of a noise on the solutions of the focusing supercritical nonlinear Schrödinger equation[END_REF][START_REF] De Bouard | The stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation in H 1[END_REF], multiplicative [START_REF] De Bouard | A stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation with multiplicative noise[END_REF] or even dispersive [START_REF] De Bouard | The nonlinear Schrödinger equation with white noise dispersion[END_REF][START_REF] Debussche | 1D quintic nonlinear Schrödinger equation with white noise dispersion[END_REF][START_REF] Chouk | Nonlinear PDEs with modulated dispersion I: Nonlinear Schrödinger equations[END_REF][START_REF] Duboscq | On a stochastic Hardy-Littlewood-Sobolev inequality with application to Strichartz estimates for a noisy dispersion[END_REF] noise. As far as applications are concerned, random perturbations can for instance be regarded as natural ways to model the influence of temperature variations on some molecular aggregation process [START_REF] Bang | Temperature effects in a nonlinear model of monolayer Scheibe aggregates[END_REF], or the evolution of nonlinear dispersive waves in a totally disorder medium [START_REF] Conti | Solitonization of the Anderson localization[END_REF][START_REF] Ghofraniha | Shock waves in disordered media[END_REF]. In the context of optically trapped Bose-Einstein condensation, the fluctuation of laser intensity can be modelled by a temporal noise [START_REF] Garnier | Collapse of a Bose-Einstein condensate induced by fluctuations of the laser intensity[END_REF].

From a mathematical point of view, NLS models with stochastic forcing are part of the general SPDE theory [START_REF] Da Prato | Stochastic equations in infinite dimensions[END_REF][START_REF] Walsh | An introduction to stochastic partial differential equations[END_REF], just like stochastic heat equations or stochastic wave models. However, it is a well known fact that the properties of Schrödinger propagation, and especially the relatively weak regularization effects in this setting, makes the analysis of stochastic Schrödinger equations particularly delicate. As a consequence, the literature related to this specific field turns out to be more scarce than its heat or wave counterpart.

Schrödinger equations with random perturbation have been mostly investigated along a fully stochastic approach, that is in the presence of a white noise in time and through the use of sophisticated Itô-type controls. On top of the aforementioned papers by de Bouard and Debussche (see [START_REF] De Bouard | A stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation with multiplicative noise[END_REF]Lemma 3.1] or [START_REF] De Bouard | The stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation in H 1[END_REF]Lemma 4.2] for examples of Itô-type lemmas), we can here refer to recent works by Hornung about stochastic NLS on R d [START_REF] Hornung | The nonlinear stochastic Schrödinger equation via stochastic Strichartz estimates[END_REF], or to Brzézniak-Millet [START_REF] Brzézniak | On the stochastic Strichartz estimates and the stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation on a compact Riemannian manifold[END_REF] and Cheung-Mosincat [START_REF] Cheung | Stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equations on tori[END_REF] for results on compact domains (see e.g. [START_REF] Brzézniak | On the stochastic Strichartz estimates and the stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation on a compact Riemannian manifold[END_REF]Theorem 3.10] and [START_REF] Cheung | Stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equations on tori[END_REF]Lemma 3.6] for Itô-type estimates in such a framework).

Observe that in all of these studies, the implementation of stochastic analysis is permitted by the fact that the equation can be interpreted and solved in a space of functions (typically a subspace of L 2 pr0, T s ˆRd q or L 2 pr0, T s ˆTd q), leading to restrictive conditions on the noise spatial regularity.

Pathwise-type strategies -in the vein of our subsequent developments -have also been developed in a few studies, especially in the multiplicative situation, where specific rescaling transformations are available. This is for instance the case in the results by de Bouard-Fukuizumi [START_REF] De Bouard | Representation formula for stochastic Schrödinger evolution equations and applications[END_REF], Pinaud [START_REF] Pinaud | A note on stochastic Schrödinger equations with fractional multiplicative noise[END_REF] for a temporal noise, Barbu, Röckner and Zhang [START_REF] Barbu | Stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equations[END_REF][START_REF] Zhang | Strichartz and Local Smoothing Estimates for Stochastic Dispersive Equations with Linear Multiplicative Noise[END_REF] for a white-in-time smooth-in-space noise on R d , or in the recent papers by Debussche, Weber and Martin [START_REF] Debussche | The Schrödinger equation with spatial white noise potential[END_REF][START_REF] Debussche | Solution to the stochastic Schrödinger equation on the full space[END_REF] for a rough (spatial) noise forcing the deployment of a renormalization procedure.

Let us now turn to the presentation of several previous works related to the pathwise approach in the additive case, which is precisely the category our model (1.1) falls into -note indeed that our consideration of a fractional noise rules out any possible Itô-type control, i.e. control in L p pΩq, for the stochastic integral.

First, and albeit restricted to a white-in-time noise, the two references [START_REF] Oh | On the stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equations at critical regularities[END_REF][START_REF] Oh | On the stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equations with non-smooth additive noise[END_REF] by Oh, Okamoto, Pocovnicu and Wang offer us an insightful example of a pathwise procedure in the additive situation, with a clear separation between the stochastic arguments (see the study of the stochastic convolution therein) and the deterministic analysis of the problem. In both works [START_REF] Oh | On the stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equations at critical regularities[END_REF][START_REF] Oh | On the stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equations with non-smooth additive noise[END_REF], the noise under consideration happens to be sufficiently regular (in space) for the equation to be directly treated in a space of functions, with no need for any renormalization trick. Such a renormalization trick can be found in the reference [START_REF] Deya | A nonlinear Schrödinger equation with fractional noise[END_REF] about the NLS model on R d with additive fractional noise. Although the latter setting may look similar to the one in the present study (i.e. to the setting in (1.1)), it should be noted that the analysis in [START_REF] Deya | A nonlinear Schrödinger equation with fractional noise[END_REF] strongly relies on a specific local regularization effect of the Schrödinger operator on R d (see [START_REF] Constantin | Local smoothing properties of dispersive equations[END_REF]), which is no longer available on the torus, making a huge difference between the two problems.

Last but not least, let us report on the results by Forlano, Oh and Wang in [START_REF] Forlano | Stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation with almost space-time white noise[END_REF], the framework of which is certainly the closest to ours -even if the analysis therein applies to a white-noise-in-time only. These few comments will also allow us to briefly discuss about renormalization methods in similar rough settings.

In [START_REF] Forlano | Stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation with almost space-time white noise[END_REF], the authors are interested in the study of a cubic NLS model (take p " 2 in (1.4)) perturbed by an additive noise, and rescaled as follows: pıB t ´∆qũ " ´´|ũ| 2 ´2 ż T |ũ| 2 ¯ũ `9 B, ũ0 " Φ P L 2 pTq, pt, xq P R `ˆT.

(1.5)

The need for renormalization in the above model is a consequence of the roughness of the noise in [START_REF] Forlano | Stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation with almost space-time white noise[END_REF], and is classically determined from the regularity of the so-called stochastic-convolution term (see Proposition 2.1 below for a result in this vein). As for the shape of the renormalization procedure in (1.5), i.e.

|u| 2 ÝÑ |ũ| 2 ´2 ż T |ũ| 2 , ( 1.6) 
it is directly inspired by the one used by Bourgain in [START_REF] Bourgain | Invariant measures for the 2D-defocusing nonlinear Schrödinger equation[END_REF] for the cubic NLS equation with irregular (random) initial condition, that is the equation

pıB t ´∆qũ " ´´|ũ| 2 ´2 ż T |ũ| 2 ¯ũ, ũ0 " Φ P G, pt, xq P R `ˆT, (1.7) 
where G stands for a space of rough random distributions (see also [START_REF] Oh | A pedestrian approach to the invariant Gibbs measures for the 2-d defocusing nonlinear Schrödinger equations[END_REF][START_REF] Deng | Random tensors, propagation of randomness, and nonlinear dispersive equations[END_REF] for higher-order generalizations of this rescaling trick). Accordingly, in the sequel, we shall refer to the transformation in (1.6) as the Bourgain renormalization procedure (see Remark 2.6 below for additional details about the terminology).

In the analysis of (1.7), the choice of such a rescaling can be justified through at least three reasons:

p1q When working with a regular enough initial condition, say Φ P L 2 pTq, the two models (1.4) (with p " 2) and (1.7) turn out to be equivalent. Indeed, in this case, it is readily checked that if ũ is a solution to (1.7), then u :" e ´2ıt ş T |ũ| 2 ũ is a solution to the standard cubic NLS equation. p2q The transformation in (1.6) gives us access to the convenient properties of the twisted product N pu, v, wq :" ˆuv ´żT d uv ˙w with respect to the topology of Bourgain spaces, which can be observed for instance in the result of [START_REF] Forlano | Stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation with almost space-time white noise[END_REF]Proposition 4.1] (see Section 2.7 for a discussion related to these spaces).

p3q Although it may not be obvious at first sight, the renormalization term 2 ş T |ũ| 2 in (1.7) happens to be explicit, that is does not depend on the implicit solution ũ but only on the (known) initial condition Φ, due to the basic conservation property: for all t ě 0, ş T |ũpt, .q| 2 " ş T |Φ| 2 . As a particular consequence of this explicitness, we are offered the possibility of a straightforward comparison between the renormalization procedure in (1.7) and some other classical rescaling methods in the SPDE literature. To see it, let us first rephrase the main wellposedness result about (1.7) as follows (see e.g. [8, theorem 1]).

Given Φ in a suitable space of random negative-order distributions on T (with full Gaussian measure), there exist a natural approximation pΦ pnq q ně1 of Φ with Φ pnq P C 8 pTq and a time τ ą 0 such that by setting Λ pnq :" 2 ş T |Φ pnq | 2 , the sequence of classical solutions pıB t ´∆qũ pnq " ´`|ũ pnq | 2 ´Λpnq ˘ũ pnq , ũpnq 0 " Φ pnq , t P r0, τ s, x P T, (1.8) is well defined and converges almost surely in Cpr´τ, τ s; H ´αpTqq, for some α ą 0.

Presented in this way, the latter statement shows a strikingly similar pattern to some other fundamental renormalization results for stochastic equations with polynomial nonlinearities.

Consider for instance the case of the dynamical Φ 4 3 model, whose main wellposedness theorem -derived from the theory of regularity structures -reads as follows (see [START_REF] Hairer | A theory of regularity structures[END_REF]Theorem 1.15]).

Given a space-time white noise 9

B on R `ˆT 3 , there exist a smooth approximation p 9 B pnq q ně1 of 9 B, a time τ ą 0, as well as an explicit sequence of constants pσ pnq q ně1 depending only on p 9

B pnq q ně1 , such that the sequence of classical solutions pB t ´∆qũ pnq " ´`pũ pnq q 2 ´σpnq ˘ũ pnq `9 B pnq , ũpnq 0 " 0, t P r0, τ s, x P T 3 , (1.9)

is well defined and converges almost surely in Cpr0, τ s; H ´αpT 3 qq, for some α ą 0.

Similar statements exist in the wave framework as well. Recall for instance the following resultobtained in [START_REF] Gubinelli | Paracontrolled approach to the three-dimensional stochastic nonlinear wave equation with quadratic nonlinearity[END_REF]Theorem 1.1] with tools from paracontrolled calculus -for the three-dimensional stochastic wave equation with quadratic nonlinearity.

Given a space-time white noise 9

B on R `ˆT 3 , there exist a smooth approximation p 9 B pnq q ně1 of 9 B, a time τ ą 0, as well as a sequence of time-dependent constant pσ pnq ptqq ně1 explicitly described in terms of p 9

B pnq q ně1 , such that the sequence of classical solutions B 2 t ũpnq `p1 ´∆qũ pnq " ´pũ pnq q 2 `σpnq `9 B pnq , ũpnq 0 " 0, t P r0, τ s, x P T 3 , (

is well defined and converges almost surely in Cpr0, τ s; H ´αpT 3 qq, for some α ą 0.

Of course, in the above examples (1.8), (1.9) or (1.10), the fact that pΛ pnq q ně1 , resp. pσ pnq q ně1 , can be explicitly described in terms of pΦ pnq q ně1 , resp. p 9 B pnq q ně1 , also allows us to envisage, as a second step of the analysis, a full control and estimation of this renormalization sequence. For instance, it can be proved that as n Ñ 8, one has σ pnq " c log n for (1.9), while σ pnq ptq " t n for (1.10).

(1.11)

Remark 1.1. Although we have stuck to white-noise-driven dynamics in both (1.9) and (1.10), it should be noted that similar renormalization results can also be found in the fractional setting: see e.g. the rescaling results of [START_REF] Oh | Comparing the stochastic nonlinear wave and heat equations: a case study[END_REF][START_REF] Oh | Three-dimensional stochastic cubic nonlinear wave equation with almost space-time white noise[END_REF] for a white-in-time fractional-in-space noise, or the results of [START_REF] Deya | On a modelled rough heat equation[END_REF][START_REF] Deya | A nonlinear wave equation with fractional perturbation[END_REF] for a fully space-time fractional noise.

Unfortunately, the above fundamental features p1q-p2q-p3q about the model (1.7), and especially the observations and comparisons in item p3q, no longer apply to the (renormalized) stochastic NLS equation (1.5), simply because the L 2 pTq-conservation property is not satisfied anymore in the presence of a noise (or an approximation of it). Thus, there is no reason for the renormalization term 2 ş T |ũ| 2 in (1.5) to be independent of the whole dynamics of ũ: any approximation result based on a smoothened noise (such as the one derived from [START_REF] Forlano | Stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation with almost space-time white noise[END_REF]Theorem 1.1]) would necessarily deviate from the common pattern of (1.8), (1.9) or (1.10) involving an explicit renormalization sequence pσ pnq q ně1 . In light of these elements, and going back to our quadratic fractional model (1.1), we are now in a position to clarify the main objective of our study, namely:

In situations where the noise is too rough (i.e., H 0 , H 1 in (1.2) are too small) for equation (1.1) to be treated directly, we would like to find out an explicit renormalization procedure, similar to the one in (1.8), (1.9) or (1.10), allowing to offer a non-trivial interpretation of the problem.

This search for a renormalization term depending only on 9 B pnq can also be seen as an attempt to minimize the deformation of the model, as opposed to the fully-twisted product in (1.5), or even to the trivial rescaling pıB t ´∆qu pnq " λ p|u pnq | 2 ´σpnq q `9 B pnq with σ pnq :" |u pnq | 2 .

In the same spirit, we shall obviously exclude from our considerations any renormalization method that would significantly hinder the effect of random perturbation, the most trivial of which being the example pıB t ´∆qu pnq " λ|u pnq | 2 ´σpnq `9 B pnq with σ pnq :" 9 B pnq .

To avoid such trivial situations, and in light of both Bourgain rescaling method in (1.8) and Wick rescaling method in (1.9)-(1.10), we propose to restrict the class of admissible renormalization procedures through a few natural requirements. We will thus be able to prove the following result: Theorem 1.2. For suitable values of H 0 , H 1 P p 1 2 , 1q and for a natural smooth approximation p 9 B pnq q ně1 of 9

B, there exist two sequences pΛ pnq q ně1 , pσ pnq q ně1 such that:

piq For every n ě 1, Λ pnq : Ω ˆR Ñ C is a time process, while σ pnq : R ˆT Ñ C is a deterministic function on R ˆT.

piiq For every n ě 1, both Λ pnq and σ pnq depend only on 9 B pnq .

piiiq The sequence pσ pnq q ně1 fails to converge in the space of distributions on r´T, T s ˆT, for any T ą 0. pivq There exists a (random) time T 0 ą 0 such that the sequence pũ pnq q ně1 of classical solutions to the renormalized equation

pıB t ´∆qũ pnq " λ " ũpnq ´Λpnq ı ũpnq ´σpnq `9 B pnq (1.12)
converges almost surely to some limit ũ in the space of distributions on r´T 0 , T 0 s ˆT.

We refer to Theorem 2.10 and Theorem 2.12 for more quantitative results.

The above requirements piq-pivq can thus be read as follows. Condition piq ensures the non-triviality of the renormalization method: Λ pnq is reduced to a time process, while σ pnq is a constant, i.e. non random, distribution. Condition piiq emphasizes the explicit nature of the procedure, a major improvement over existing methods: Λ pnq and σ pnq only depend on the data we are given a priori, and not on pu pnq q ně1 . Condition piiiq then confirms the necessity of renormalization, through the fundamental divergence of the rescaling sequence. Finally, condition pivq guarantees the success of the method, by restoring the (asymptotic) wellposedness of the problem.

Note that, as indicated in the latter condition, our analysis will only focus on the exhibition of a local solution, satisfying the equation on a (possibly small) time interval r´T 0 , T 0 s, with T 0 ą 0. In particular, the choice of λ P t´1, 1u in (1.1) or (1.12) will not play any essential role in our analysis: for simplicity, we assume from now on that λ " 1.

Reformulation of the equation and main steps of the strategy.

Let us now provide some details about the main steps of our strategy to achieve the above purpose. With conditions piq-pivq of Theorem 1.2 in mind, we henceforth focus on the rescaled model

pıB t ´∆qu " `u ´Λ˘u ´σ `9 B, u 0 " 0, t P R, x P T, (1.13) 
for some fixed functions Λ : R Ñ C and σ : R ˆT Ñ C, whose expression will be determined later at the level of an approximated equation. Since we are only interested in local solutions (in time), we introduce and fix once and for all a smooth temporal cut-off function χ : R Ñ r0, 1s such that piq χ is symmetric, i.e. χptq " χp´tq for all t P R, piiq χptq " 1 for all t P r´1, 1s, and χptq " 0 for all |t| ě 2.

For every time τ ą 0, we will also denote by χ τ the function defined for t P R by χ τ ptq :" χ `t τ ˘. 

where the bilinear operator M is defined by Mpv, wqptq :" e ıt∆ `pe ´ıt∆ vptqqpe ´ıt∆ wptqq ˘,

and the product Λ ¨ů is basically understood as pΛ ¨ůqpt, xq :" Λptqůpt, xq.

Our next transformation of the model is often referred to as the Da Prato-Debussche trick in the SPDE literature (in reference to the techniques used in [START_REF] Da Prato | Strong solutions to the stochastic quantization equations[END_REF]), but similar ideas can also be found in Bourgain's work [START_REF] Bourgain | Invariant measures for the 2D-defocusing nonlinear Schrödinger equation[END_REF] about a Schrödinger model. Namely, we introduce the remainder process z defined by zptq :" ůptq ´ptq, t P R, (1.20) and thus recast equation (1.18) into the remainder equation

z " χ τ ¨Iχ Mpz `, z `q ´χτ ¨Iχ `Λ ¨pz `q˘´χ τ ¨Iχ `eı.∆ σ ˘,
or otherwise stated z " χ τ ¨Iχ Mpz, zq

`χτ ¨"I χ Mpz, q `Iχ Mp , zq ı ´χτ ¨Iχ `Λ ¨z ˘`χ τ ¨"I χ Mp , q ´Iχ `Λ ¨˘´I χ `eı.∆ σ ˘ı . (1.21)
At this stage, and based on the latter expansion, let us clarify the general objectives raised in Section 1.1 through the following two-step procedure:

Step 1. Identify situations where the fractional noise is so rough, i.e. the indexes H 0 , H 1 in (1.2) are small enough, that the central process -and accordingly the solution u itself -cannot be treated as a function on R `ˆT (for fixed ω P Ω), making impossible the interpretation of the square term |u| 2 in (1.14) as a standard product of functions.

Step 2. In some of the situations identified in Step 1, try to find out suitable expressions for Λ and σ, depending only on 9

B -or equivalently on -, so that (1.21) admits a non-trivial interpretation and allows us to set up a fixed point argument in a space of functions.

The treatment of Step 1 will actually reduce to relatively standard moments estimates on (see the subsequent Proposition 2.1 and its proof). Therefore, as the reader might expect it, the bulk of our work will consist in the analysis of Step 2.

In brief, our first idea to achieve Step 2 will be to concentrate the renormalization procedure on the last expression into brackets in (1.21), that is the explicit (but a priori ill-defined) term

I χ Mp , q ´Iχ `Λ ¨˘´I χ `eı.∆ σ ˘, (1.22) 
which ultimately offers the guarantee of an explicit rescaling method (see item piiiq of Theorem 1.2). The result of this procedure is summed up in the statement of Proposition 2.4 below, and will give birth to the so-called Bourgain-Wick renormalization of I χ Mp , q, denoted by . In turn, we can inject this new object into (1.21) and derive the final formulation of our problem, namely the renormalized equation

z " χ τ ¨Iχ Mpz, zq `χτ ¨"I χ Mpz, q `Iχ Mp , zq ı ´χτ ¨Iχ `Λ ¨z˘`χ τ ¨. (1.23)
The above general rescaling strategy (i.e., the fact that we focus on I χ Mp , q only) does not significantly deviate from the one used in [START_REF] Gubinelli | Renormalization of the two-dimensional stochastic nonlinear wave equation[END_REF], [START_REF] Deya | A nonlinear wave equation with fractional perturbation[END_REF] or [START_REF] Oh | Comparing the stochastic nonlinear wave and heat equations: a case study[END_REF] within similar "Da Prato-Debussche-trick" procedures -except for the shape of our Bourgain-Wick transformation in (2.8). What actually makes the subsequent analysis very different from those in [START_REF] Gubinelli | Renormalization of the two-dimensional stochastic nonlinear wave equation[END_REF][START_REF] Deya | A nonlinear wave equation with fractional perturbation[END_REF][START_REF] Oh | Comparing the stochastic nonlinear wave and heat equations: a case study[END_REF], and what will be the source of our main efforts, is the interpretation and the control of the -non-renormalized -product terms I χ Mpz, q, I χ Mp , zq in (1.23).

Indeed, in contrast with the heat or the wave situation, one must here cope again with the fundamental difficulties related to the weak regularization properties of the Schrödinger operator: since is only a negative-order distribution, we cannot rely on any known (deterministic) effect of I χ M to bring the product term I χ Mpz, q back into a space of functions (as regular as z may be).

In order to overcome this problem, we essentially have no choice but to consider the product operations

L ,χ : z Þ Ñ I χ Mpz, q and L ,χ : z Þ Ñ I χ Mp , zq (1.24) 
as random operators, with stochastically-controlled operator norms. At a heuristic level, our aim will thus be to highlight random quantities Q ,χ whose moments can be explicitly estimated, and so that for every (deterministic) function z,

› › L ,χ pzq › › ď Q ,χ
}z}, where }.} stands for a functional norm to be suitably chosen. These -quite extensive -investigations will be the topic of Section 6, the main result of which is reported in Proposition 2.9 below. Note that the above random-operator approach is already at the core of a number of studies about Hamiltonian NLS equations with random initial condition (i.e., the problem described in (1.4)), and it is one of the ingredients toward the recent breakthrough results by Deng, Nahmod and Yue (see e.g. the involvement of the operator norm [START_REF] Deng | Random tensors, propagation of randomness, and nonlinear dispersive equations[END_REF]Proposition 5.1]). However, we are not aware of a similar approach for stochastic NLS models with additive noise. Fourier analysis will play a prominent role in our study, and for this reason we introduce the following convention for spatial Fourier transform. Using this convention, let us emphasize the expression of the bilinear operator M in Fourier modes.

› › L ζ › › X 1´b,b pkÑk 1 q in the central statement of
Lemma 1.4. For any v, w P S 1 pTq, we have that for all k P Z Mpv, wq k ptq " e ıtp|k`k1| 2 ´|k1| 2 ´|k| 2 q v k`k1 ptqw k1 ptq, hence the result. □

ÿ k1PZ e ıtΩ k,k 1 v k`k1 w k1 , with Ω k,k1 :" |k `k1 | 2 ´|k 1 | 2 ´|k| 2 " 2kk 1 . (1.

Main results

We are now in a position to elaborate on our main results about the model (1.1), in a specific rough regime. As a first step, let us briefly go back to the definition of the fractional noise on R ˆT.

2.1.

Fractional noise on R ˆT. The space-time fractional noise is classically defined on R 2 , using the covariance formula (1.2). We will here handle its natural counterpart on R ˆT, defined through a basic periodization procedure in space.

In order to motivate this definition, let us briefly go back to the classical white noise case and consider a white noise 9

W on the whole Euclidean space R 2 , that is a centered Gaussian noise with covariance (formally) given for pt, xq, pt 1 , x 1 q P R 2 by

E " 9 W pt, xq 9 W pt 1 , x 1 q ‰ " δ tt"t 1 u δ tx"x 1 u ,
where δ stands for the Dirac mass distribution. Then by setting, for every pt, xq P R ˆT, 

" ÿ k,k 1 PZ ż R 2 dtdt 1 ż T 2 dxdx 1 φpt, xqψpt 1 , x 1 qe ıkx e ´ık 1 x 1 ż T 2 dydy 1 e ´ıky e ık 1 y 1 E " 9 W pt, yq 9 W pt 1 , y 1 q ‰ " ż R dt ÿ kPZ ˆżT dx e ıkx φpt, xq ˙ˆż T dx 1 ψpt, x 1 qe ´ıkx 1 ˙" ż RˆT dtdx φpt, xqψpt, xq,
which corresponds precisely to the covariance of a space-time white-noise on R ˆT.

Keeping this general injection procedure in mind, we define, for all indexes H 0 , H 1 P p where, in the right-hand side, 9 B is a space-time fractional noise on R 2 with indexes H 0 , H 1 , as defined through the covariance formula (1.2).

Note that in the sequel, we will make no distinction between 9 B and its space-periodization 9 B.

Approximation of the noise.

For a rigorous treatment of 9 B in (2.1), as well as a suitable interpretation of the related processes , I χ Mpz, q, I χ Mp , zq and in (1.23), we propose to follow an approximation procedure. In other words, we intend to define these objects as the limits of the corresponding processes above a smooth approximation 9 B pnq of 9 B. Owing to its convenience in the context of Fourier analysis, we will here consider the so-called harmonizable approximation of 9 B. To be more specific, we first introduce the approximation B pnq of a fractional sheet B given for all n ě 1 and pt, xq P R 2 by the formula

B pnq pt, xq :" c H ż |ξ|ď2 2n ż |η|ď2 n e ıtξ ´1 |ξ| H0`1 2 e ıxη ´1 |η| H1`1 2 x W pdξ, dηq (2.2)
for some constant c H ą 0, and where x W is the Fourier transform of a space-time white noise W on R 2 (defined on some complete filtered probability space pΩ, F, Pq).

Due to the restricted integration domain in (2.2), it is readily checked that for every fixed n ě 1, pt, xq Þ Ñ B pnq pt, xq is a smooth real-valued process on R 2 . Besides, it is a well-known fact that for an appropriate choice of c H (that we fix from now on), the sequence pB pnq q ně1 converges to B in the space CpKq of a continuous function on K, for any compact subset K Ă R 2 , where B is a space-time fractional sheet of index H " pH 0 , H 1 q.

Then we set B of index H " pH 0 , H 1 q, as desired.

Stochastic tree-elements.

With the smooth approximation p 9 B pnq q ně1 in hand, we define the approximated version of the process at the core of (2.15) (and formally given by (1.15)) as

pnq ptq :" ´ıχptq ż t 0 ds χpsqe ıs∆ 9 B pnq psq, (2.4) 
or otherwise stated Our wellposedness criterion for will then be based on the following convergence results, the proof of which will be examined in the subsequent Section 5.1 (see Notation 2.3 below for the definition of the spaces H ´αpTq, α P R). Proposition 2.1. Assume that H 0 , H 1 P p 1 2 , 1q satisfy 3 2 ă 2H 0 `H1 ă 2. Then the following assertions hold true.

piq For every α ą 2 ´2H 0 ´H1 , the sequence p pnq q ně1 converges a.s. to some limit in L 2 pR; H ´αpTqq.

piiq For every T ą 0, one has E

" } pnq } 2 L 2 pr0,T sˆTq ı Ñ 8 as n Ñ 8.
The above statement allows us to conclude that when 2H 0 `H1 ă 2, the process -which governs the regularity of the equation -can only be defined as a distribution of negative order. The treatment of such situations is precisely the main objective of this paper, and accordingly, from now on, we will only focus on cases for which 2H 0 `H1 ă 2.

Remark 2.2. It could be proved that when 2H 0 `H1 ą 2, the process becomes a well-defined function (almost surely), and in this case we could rely on the classical Strichartz estimates to ensure straightforward wellposedness of (1.1) (see e.g. [START_REF] Cheung | Stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equations on tori[END_REF] or [START_REF] Deya | A nonlinear Schrödinger equation with fractional noise[END_REF]Section 3] for treatments of such situations).

Note that in the specific case where 2H 0 `H1 " 2, the conclusions of our study (from Proposition 2.1 to Theorem 2.12) would essentially remain the same. However, taking this situation into account would require a number of technical adjustments in the (numerous) estimates of the paper, and so we have preferred to avoid such complications.

As a fundamental consequence of the fact that cannot be regarded as a function, the interpretation of the "square" element I χ Mp , q in (1.21) is not clear at first sight. In fact, such an interpretation can only be obtained through a renormalization procedure.

In this stochastic Schrödinger setting, we are naturally led to introduce the following Bourgain-Wick renormalization of I χ Mp , q, defined at level of the approximation I χ Mp pnq , pnq q along two steps.

First, in a similar spirit to the 

Then the following assertions hold true.

piq There exists b " b H P p 1 2 , 1q such that for every 0 ă c ă 1 4 , the sequence of processes p pnq q ně1 defined by (2.8) converges a.s. in X b c . We denote its limit by . piiq For any T ą 0, there exists a test-function Φ P Dpr´T, T s ˆTq such that, as n Ñ 8, one has

@ σ pnq , Φ D Ñ 8.
We thus have the following picture:

piq When restricting the roughness domain of the noise 9 B to the case 7 4 ă 2H 0 `H1 ă 2 (to be compared with the condition 3 2 ă 2H 0 `H1 ă 2 in Proposition 2.1), we can indeed construct a renormalized version of the product term I χ Mp , q in a space X b c adapted to our purpose -as it will be observed in the sequel. piiq The constant (i.e., non-random) sequence `σpnq ˘ně1 at the core of this rescaling method fundamentally diverges in any space of (space-time) distributions, which shows how necessary the renormalization step.

Remark 2.5. It is not clear to us whether the condition 2H 0 `H1 ą 7 4 is optimal in the result of Proposition 2.4, or if our technical estimates could be refined in order to cover the range 3 2 ă 2H 0 `H1 ď 7 4 . In fact, this restriction 2H 0 `H1 ą 7 4 also prevails in the subsequent construction of the stochastic product terms I χ Mpz, q, I χ Mp , zq (see Proposition 2.9 below) and the condition looks unavoidable therein.

Remark 2.6. We are aware that transformations such as the one described in (1.5) or in (2.6) are also referred to as Wick orderings in the literature. However, we have here preferred to use the term Bourgain renormalization, in order to avoid any ambiguity with the stochastic Wick ordering used in (2.8), that is the (elementary) transformation

Y ÝÑ Y ´E" Y ‰ ,
for random variables Y in a second-order Gaussian chaos.

Before we turn to the treatment of the product terms I χ Mpz, q, I χ Mp , zq in (1.23), let us further investigate the properties of the sequence pΛ pnq ptqq ně1 defined by (2.5), and prove that this sequence actually converges to some process Λ in a space of (regular enough) functions. To this end, we recall that according to (2.3) As reported in Section 1.2, the negative Sobolev regularity of (see Proposition 2.1), combined with the lack of (deterministic) regularization effect of the Schrödinger operator, rules out the possibility of a direct pathwise interpretation, and invites us to consider these two objects as random operators acting on z.

Just as above, our strategy to implement this idea will be based on an approximation procedure. For the sake of consistency, we shall again rely on the smooth approximation 9 B pnq of 9 B introduced in (2.3), as well as on the associated smooth process pnq defined through (2.4). Thus, for every fixed n ě 1, we introduce the approximated operators L pnq,`a nd L pnq,´a long the formulas Our objective in this setting will thus be to prove the convergence of pL pnq,`q ně1 and pL pnq,´q ně1 as sequences of random operators acting on a specific space X b c (as defined in Notation 2.3). For a clear and efficient statement of this property, we need to introduce the following additional notation. Notation 2.8. For all b, c ě 0 and µ P r0, 1s, we denote by

L pnq,
L µ pX b c , X b c q the space of linear operators L from X b c to X b c such that › › L › › LµpX b c ,X b c q :" sup 0ăτ ď1 sup zPX b c ,z‰0 1 τ µ }z} X b c › › χ τ ¨Lpzq › › X b c ă 8. (2.14) 
We denote by L µ pX b c , X b c q the space of antilinear operators from X b c to X b c satisfying the same condition.

Our main result regarding the product elements in (2.12)-(2.13) now reads as follows.

Proposition 2.9. Assume that H 0 , H 1 P p 1 2 , 1q satisfy 7 4 ă 2H 0 `H1 ă 2. Then for every c P p2 ´p2H 0 `H1 q, 1 4 q, there exist b c P p 1 2 , 1q such that for every b P p 1 2 , b c s, the sequence pL pnq,`q ně1 , resp. pL pnq,´q ně1 , converges almost surely in L µ pX b c , X b c q, resp. L µ pX b c , X b c q, for some µ P p0, 1q.

We denote the limit by L ,χ , resp. L ,χ . This result, which will be proved in Section 6 below, is thus another step toward the complete interpretation and control of the remainder equation (1.23) (or (2.15) below): on top of , we are endowed with two natural extensions L ,χ pzq and L ,χ pzq of the elements in (2.13) such that for all z P X b c and τ P p0, 1s,

› › χ τ ¨L ,χ pzq › › X b c À τ µ › › z › › X b c ,
for some c P p0, 1 4 q, b P p 1 2 , 1q and µ P p0, 1q. 2.5. Wellposedness of the (renormalized) remainder equation.

Recall that we are interested in the (renormalized) remainder equation

z " χ τ ¨Iχ Mpz, zq `"χ τ ¨L ,χ pzq `χτ ¨L ,χ pzq ı ´χτ ¨Iχ `Λ ¨z˘`χ τ ¨, t P R, x P T, (2.15) 
where L ,χ pzq is interpreted through Proposition 2.9 and is interpreted through Proposition 2.4. Thanks to the (almost sure) estimates contained in these propositions, we essentially have all the tools in hand to set up a fully deterministic fixed-point argument for (2.15). The only additional ingredient we need is a suitable control on I χ Mpz, zq and I χ `Λ ¨z˘i n X b c , which will be established in Section 4.2 using deterministic estimates only.

For more clarity in the subsequent statement and its proof, let us denote

› › Λ, L ,χ , L ,χ , › › γ,pb,cq,µ :" › › Λ › › H γ pRq `› › L ,χ › › LµpX b c ,X b c q `› › L ,χ › › LµpX b c ,X b c q `› › › › X b c , (2.16)
for γ, b, c, µ to be specified later on.

Theorem 2.10. Assume that H 0 , H 1 P p 1 2 , 1q satisfy 7 4 ă 2H 0 `H1 ă 2. Fix c P p2 ´p2H 0 `H1 q, 1 4 q and with the notation of Proposition 2.4 and Proposition 2.9, set b :" b H ^bc P p 1 2 , b c s. Also, fix µ :" µ b,c P p0, 1q such that the result of Proposition 2.9 applies almost surely, that is

L pnq,`Ñ L ,χ in L µ pX b c , X b c q and L pnq,´Ñ L ,χ in L µ pX b c , X b c q.
Then the following assertions hold true.

piq Almost surely, there exists a time τ 8 ą 0 such that for every τ P p0, τ 8 s, the equation (2.15) admits a unique solution z pτ q P X b c . piiq Almost surely, there exists a sequence pτ pnq q ně1 of positive times such that:

pii-aq τ pnq Ñ τ 8 as n Ñ 8; pii-bq for all n ě 1 and τ P p0, τ pnq s, the equation z pτ,nq " χ τ ¨Iχ Mpz pτ,nq , z pτ,nq q `χτ ¨Lpnq,χ pz pτ,nq q `χτ ¨Lpnq,χ pz pτ,nq q ´χτ ¨Iχ `Λpnq ¨zpτ,nq ˘`χ τ ¨pnq (2.17) admits a unique solution z pτ,nq P X b c . piiiq There exists a time τ ď min `inf ně1 τ pnq , τ 8 ˘such that τ ą 0 almost surely and for every τ P p0, τ s, the sequence pz pτ,nq q ně1 converges a.s. to z pτ q in X b c .

Remark 2.11. Although we have insisted on the dependence on τ through the notation z pτ q , it should be noted that the following consistency property holds true (as a consequence of the uniqueness of the solution): if 0 ă τ 1 ă τ 2 ă τ 8 , then z pτ1q " z pτ2q on the time interval r´τ 1 , τ 1 s.

Proof of Theorem 2.10.

piq-piiq. For all 0 ă τ ď 1 and z P X b c , set Γ τ pzq :" χ τ ¨Iχ Mpz, zq `χτ ¨L ,χ pzq `χτ ¨L ,χ pzq ´χτ ¨Iχ `Λ ¨z˘`χ τ ¨.

By gathering the results of Proposition 2.4, Proposition 2.9, Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.2, we can guarantee that (a.s.) Γ τ is a well-defined map from X b c to X b c . Besides, there exist constants ν ą 0 and C ą 0 such that for all z, z p1q , z p2q P X

b c , › › Γ τ pzq › › X b c ď C ! τ ν }z} 2 X b c `τ ν N }z} X b c `N ) (2.18) and › › Γ τ pz p1q q ´Γτ pz p2q q › › X b c ď C ! τ ν `}z p1q } X b c `}z p2q } X b c ˘}z p1q ´zp2q } X b c `τ ν N }z p1q ´zp2q } X b c ) , (2.19) 
where we have used the shorthand notation N :" we get that for the same constants ν, C ą 0 as above, 

› › Λ, L ,χ , L ,χ , › › γ,
› › Γ pnq τ pzq › › X b c ď C ! τ ν }z} 2 X b c `τ ν N pnq }z} X b c `N pnq ) (2.20) and › › Γ pnq τ pz p1q q ´Γpnq τ pz p2q q › › X b c ď C ! τ ν `}z p1q } X b c `}z p2q } X b c ˘}z p1q ´zp2q } X b c `τ ν N pnq }z p1q ´zp2q } X b c ) , ( 2 
sup ně1 ´}z pτ,nq } X b c _ }z pτ q } X b c ¯ă 8 almost surely.
piiiq Thanks to the results of Proposition 2.4, Proposition 2.7 and Proposition 2.9, we know that a.s.

M pnq :" › › Λ pnq ´Λ, L pnq,χ ´L ,χ , L pnq,χ ´L ,χ , pnq ´› › γ,pb,cq,µ Ñ 0 as n Ñ 8.
For every 0 ă τ ď min `inf ně1 τ pnq , τ 8 ˘, both solutions z pτ,nq and z pτ q are well defined in X b c , and we can thus examine the equation satisfied z pτ,nq ´zpτq . In fact, using again the estimates of Proposition 2.4, Proposition 2.9, Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 4.2, it is easy to check the existence of constants C, µ ą 0 such that for all 0 ă τ ď min `inf ně1 τ pnq , τ 8 ˘and n ě 1,

› › z pτ,nq ´zpτq › › X b c ď C ! τ ν `}z pτ,nq } X b c `}z pτ q } X b c ˘}z pτ,nq ´zpτq } X b c `τ ν M pnq }z pτ,nq } X b c `τ ν N }z pτ,nq ´zpτq } X b c `M pnq ) ď C ! τ ν `2K `N ˘}z pτ,nq ´zpτq } X b c `τ ν K M pnq `M pnq ) .
It now becomes clear that we can find τ P p0, min `inf ně1 τ pnq , τ 8 ˘s small enough so that for all 0 ă τ ď τ and n ě 1,

› › z pτ,nq ´zpτq › › X b c À M pnq .
Since M pnq Ñ 0 a.s., the conclusion immediately follows.

□ 2.6. Convergence of the (renormalized) strong solutions.

To end up with this study, we propose to turn the wellposedness properties of Theorem 2.10 into an approximation result for the original equation (1.1), and thus provide a final statement following the pattern of those in (1.8), (1.9) or (1.10). Theorem 2.12. Assume that H 0 , H 1 P p In other words, there exists a (random) time T 0 ą 0 such that the sequence pũ pnq q ně1 of classical solutions to the renormalized equation

pıB t ´∆qũ pnq " " ũpnq ´Λpnq ı ũpnq ´σpnq `9 B pnq (2.23)
is well defined and converges a.s. in L 2 pr´T 0 , T 0 s; H ´αpTqq, for every α ą 2 ´2H 0 ´H1 .

Moreover, denoting the limit by ũ, it holds that

ũ ´e´ı.∆ P L 2 pr´T 0 , T 0 s; H c pTqq X C `r´T 0 , T 0 s; L 2 pTq ˘, (2.24) 
for every 0 ă c ă 1 4 . The fundamental decomposition of the solution ũ in (2.24) is an immediate consequence of our strategy, based on a Da Prato-Debussche trick. This decomposition would certainly be more difficult to derive from a direct fixed-point argument in a space of distributions (see e.g. the strategy in [START_REF] Forlano | Stochastic nonlinear Schrödinger equation with almost space-time white noise[END_REF]) -at least in case such a direct method could be implemented for our fractional model (1.1), which has not been proved yet.

Proof of Theorem 2.12. Using the setting and notation of Theorem 2.10 piiiq, we fix τ :" τ P p0, 1s and consider the sequence pz pτ,nq q ně1 of solutions in X b c to the equation z pτ,nq " χ τ ¨Iχ Mpz pτ,nq , z pτ,nq q `χτ ¨Lpnq,χ pz pτ,nq q `χτ ¨Lpnq,χ pz pτ,nq q ´χτ ¨Iχ `Λpnq ¨zpτ,nq ˘`χ τ ¨pnq .

(2.25) Let us now quickly trace back the steps that led us (in Section 1.2) to this remainder equation.

First which is nothing but the mild formulation of (2.23) on r´τ, τ s. By uniqueness of the (mild) solution for the regularized problem, we can thus assert that for every t P r´τ, τ s, ũpτ,nq pt, .q " ũpnq pt, .q, or otherwise stated: for all t P r´τ, τ s and k P Z,

ũpnq k ptq " e ı|k| 2 t " z pτ,nq k ptq `pnq k ptq ‰ . (2.26)
We know from Proposition 2.1 that for α ą 2 ´2H 0 ´H1 , the sequence pnq converges (almost surely) to in L 2 `r´τ, τ s; H ´αpTq ˘. Besides, since b ą 1 2 , one has H b pR; L 2 pTqq Ă CpR; L 2 pTqq, and so

› › z pτ,nq ´zpτq › › L 2 pr´τ,τ s;H c pTqq `› › z pτ,nq ´zpτq › › Cpr´τ,τ s;L 2 pTqq À › › z pτ,nq ´zpτq › › X b c Ñ 0 as n Ñ 8,
where the latter (almost sure) convergence is guaranteed by Theorem 2.10 piiiq.

Going back to (2.26), this achieves to prove the (almost sure) convergence of ũpnq in L 2 `r´τ, τ s; H ´αpTq ˘, as well as the decomposition (2.24) of ũ. □

Let us insist again on the fact that, in contrast with the rescaled model (1.5), the renormalizing sequences pΛ pnq q ně1 , pσ pnq q ně1 in (2.22) are explicit, i.e. they are explicitly defined in terms of the approximated noise 9

B pnq , which fundamentally improves our control on the procedure.

Let us now complement the above results with a series of remarks.

Remark 2.13. As explained in Section 2.3, the choice of the sequences pΛ pnq q ně1 , pσ pnq q ně1 in (2.22) follows from our renormalization of I χ Mp pnq , pnq q, that is from our definition of pnq in (2.6)-(2.8).

Remark 2.14. In the present study, we have preferred to highlight the impact of an additive noise and thus chosen to work with a zero initial condition in (1.1). However, the consideration of a regular enough initial condition f on T (for instance, f P H c pTq, with c ą 0 as in Theorem 2.10) could be easily included into our analysis.

On the other hand, injecting a rough random initial condition (such as Φ in (1.8)) into our additivenoise model (1.1) would naturally require further investigations, with new "mixed" terms (such as I χ MpΦ pnq , pnq q) to be controlled in the expansion. We are not aware of any such mixed problem in the literature.

Remark 2.15. A few technical elements of our analysis (see e.g. Lemma 3.1 or Lemma 3.3 below) have been inspired by the recent powerful developments of Deng, Nahmod and Yue [START_REF] Deng | Optimal local well-posedness for the periodic derivative nonlinear Schrödinger equation[END_REF][START_REF] Deng | Invariant Gibbs measures and global strong solutions for nonlinear Schrödinger equations in dimension two[END_REF][START_REF] Deng | Random tensors, propagation of randomness, and nonlinear dispersive equations[END_REF] for non-linear Schrödinger equations with rough random initial conditions. In turn, we hope that some of our results could help to adapt the so-called random tensor machinery to the additive noise situation -even though, at this stage, our investigations do not include any random tensor ansatz for the solution.

Besides, readers familiar with the topology in [START_REF] Deng | Random tensors, propagation of randomness, and nonlinear dispersive equations[END_REF] may be surprised by our consideration of the space X b c in Theorem 2.10, instead of X b only -see e.g. [25, Proposition 5.1, item ( 4)]. In fact, this sophistication is mostly due to the absence of any preliminary gauge transform in the additive-noise situation, and thus to the treatment of the full products I χ Mpz, q, I χ Mp , zq, instead of rescaled products in [START_REF] Deng | Random tensors, propagation of randomness, and nonlinear dispersive equations[END_REF] (see in particular the control of L 7,pnq in (6.6), requiring us to involve the X c space) . 2.7. Discussion about an alternative Bourgain space approach. The spaces X b c introduced in Notation 2.3 correspond more or less to the so-called Bourgain spaces X c,b " X c,b pR ˆTq for u " e ´ıt∆ z. Namely, define the space X c,b by the norm

}u} 2 X c,b " }e ıt∆ u} 2 H b t H c x :" ÿ k xky 2c xλ ´|k| 2 y 2b ż dλ ˇˇFpu k qpλq ˇˇ2 , ( 2.27) 
so that (2.10) can be rephrased as

› › z › › X b " › › u › › X 0,b and › › z › › Xc " › › u › › X c,0
. For a pedagogical introduction to these spaces, we refer to [START_REF] Ginibre | Le problème de Cauchy pour des EDP semi-linéaires périodiques en variables d'espace (d'après Bourgain)[END_REF] or to [START_REF] Erdogan | Dispersive partial differential equations. Wellposedness and applications[END_REF].

In [START_REF] Kenig | Quadratic forms for the 1-D semilinear Schrödinger equation[END_REF], Kenig, Ponce and Vega proved the following important bilinear estimate in the Bourgain scale: when N pu, vq :" uv or N pu, vq :" uv, it holds that for all s ą ´1 2 and b ą

1 2 , › › › › χ τ ¨ż . 0 e ´ıp.´rq∆ N pu r , v r q dr › › › › X s,b À τ µ › › N pu, vq › › X s´1,b À τ µ › › u › › X s,b › › v › › X s,b , for some µ ą 0. (2.28)
As a straightforward consequence of this control, we obtain that the deterministic Schrödinger equation

pıB t ´∆qu " N puq, u 0 " Φ P H ´αpTq, t P R, x P T,
is (locally) wellposed for every α ă 1{2. Besides, in the additive-noise situation

pıB t ´∆qu " N puq `9 B, u 0 " 0, t P R, x P T, (2.29) 
the estimate in (2.28) immediately ensures (local) wellposedness of the problem provided Ψ P X s,b with s ą ´1 2 and b ą 1 2 , where Ψ denotes the solution of the problem, that is pıB t ´∆qΨ " 9 B with Ψp0q " 0.

When 9 B is a fractional noise of index pH 0 , H 1 q P p 1 2 , 1q 2 (along (1.2)), similar arguments to those of Proposition 2.1 show that Ψ P X s, 1 2 a.s., for every s ą 2H 0 `H1 ´2. In fact, thanks to the estimates of Proposition 3.5 and Lemma 3.8 below, one has for ε ą 0 small enough,

E " › › Ψ › › 2 X s, 1 2 `ε ı " E " › › e ı.∆ Ψ › › 2 H 1 2 `ε t H s x ı " E " › › › › 2 H 1 2 `ε t H s x ı " ÿ k 1 xky ´2s ż R dλ xλy 1`2ε E " ˇˇFp k qpλq ˇˇ2 ı À ÿ k 1 xky 2H1´1´2s ż R dλ xλy 1´2ε 1 xλ ´k2 y 2H0´1 À ÿ k 1 xky 2H1`4H0´2s´3´4ε .
Therefore, in the fractional situation, the corresponding problem (2.29) is guaranteed to be wellposedin the Bourgain scale -for all H 0 , H 1 ą 1 2 .

Let us now emphasize the fact that for the nonlinearity at the core of our investigations, namely |u| 2 -to be distinguished from u 2 or ū2 -, the bilinear estimate (2.28) is only known to be true for s ě 0 (see Appendix G), with counterexamples at negative regularity (see [START_REF] Kenig | Quadratic forms for the 1-D semilinear Schrödinger equation[END_REF]Theorem 1.10 piiiq]). In the above fractional situation, the restriction thus corresponds to the "regular" situation where 2H 0 `H1 ą 2.

This observation further motivates the analysis developed in the present paper, for a "rough" fractional noise 9

B such that 2H 0 `H1 ď 2.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 3, we introduce a few technical ingredients related to the model and useful for its analysis. Sections 4-5-6 are then devoted to the interpretation and the control of the successive terms involved in the central equation (2.15). To be more specific, we start with fully deterministic considerations about the control of I χ `Λ ¨z˘a nd I χ Mpz, wq for z, w in X b c (Section 4), then continue with stochastic arguments towards the interpretation of p , q (Section 5), and finally conclude with a mixed deterministic/stochastic analysis of the product terms I χ Mpz, q, I χ Mp , zq, seen as random operators (Section 6). Note that for the sake of clarity, we have postponed the proof of several of our technical moments estimates to the appendix of this paper.

Preliminary estimates

We gather a few technical properties that will play a central role in our analysis of the (renormalized) equation.

Basic controls on time integration.

Recall that we have fixed (once and for all) a time cut-off function χ : R Ñ R, and the operator I χ has been introduced in (1.16). 

F `Iχ v ˘pλq " ż R dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qFpvqpλ 1 q, (3.1)
for some kernel I χ satisfying

ˇˇI χ pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇÀ 1 xλyxλ ´λ1 y .
The analysis of the localized equation (1.21) (on r´τ, τ s) will also lead us to consider the localized time integrator χ τ ¨Iχ v and look for a suitable τ -dependent estimation of it. Using the notation of Lemma 3.1, we can write for every τ ą 0

F `χτ ¨Iχ v ˘pλq " ż R dλ 1 I χ,τ pλ, λ 1 qFpvqpλ 1 q, (3.2)
where the kernel I χ,τ is given by the convolution formula

I χ,τ pλ, λ 1 q :" ż R dβ F `χτ ˘pλ ´βqI χ pβ, λ 1 q. (3.3)
Let also extend this definition to τ " 0 by defining I χ,0 pλ, λ 1 q :" 0, and then set for all τ, τ 1 ě 0 I χ,pτ 1 ,τ q pλ, λ 1 q :" I χ,τ pλ, λ 1 q ´Iχ,τ 1 pλ, λ 1 q.

Lemma 3.2. With the above notation, the following assertions hold true.

piq For all λ, λ 1 P R, one has

I χ,τ pλ, λ 1 q Ñ 0 " I χ,0 pλ, λ 1 q as τ Ñ 0.
piiq For all times 0 ď τ, τ 1 ď 1, all µ P r0, 1s and λ, λ 1 P R, it holds that

ˇˇI χ,pτ 1 ,τ q pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇÀ |τ ´τ 1 | µ xλy 1´µ xλ ´λ1 y 1´µ . (3.4)
Proof.

piq It is readily checked that the kernel I χ pλ, λ 1 q (defined through the relation (3.1)) is in fact explicitly given by the formula

I χ pλ, λ 1 q " ż 8 0 dt e ´ıλt χptq ż t 0 ds e ısλ1 χpsq.
Therefore, 

I χ,τ pλ, λ 1 q " ż R dβ F `χτ ˘pλ ´βq
where the last identity stems from the fact that supp χ Ă r´2, 2s. We immediately deduce the uniform bound

ˇˇI χ,τ pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇÀ ż 2τ 0 dt ż t 0 ds 1 À τ 2 , ( 3.6) 
which of course guarantees that I χ,τ pλ, λ 1 q Ñ 0 as τ Ñ 0.

piiq Starting from (3.5), we can write 

I χ,τ pλ, λ 1 q " ż 2τ 0 dt e ´ıλt χ `
ˇˇI χ,τ pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇÀ 1 xλyxλ ´λ1 y . (3.12) It remains us to show that ˇˇI χ,pτ 1 ,τ q pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇÀ |τ ´τ 1 |, (3.13) 
which, combined with (3.12), will achieve the proof of (3.4).

In fact, based on the representation (3.5), we easily get that

ˇˇd dτ I χ,τ pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇÀ 1, (3.14) 
and the Lipschitz property (3.13) immediately follows. □

Basic controls on time localization.

Time localization, that is multiplication by χ τ in (2.15), plays an important technical role in our final fixed point argument. Let us highlight two elementary lemmas that will occasionally help us to control this operation in the subsequent analysis.

The first one is related to the control in X b , and is borrowed from [START_REF] Deng | Random tensors, propagation of randomness, and nonlinear dispersive equations[END_REF]Lemma 4.2].

Lemma 3.3. For all 1 2 ă b ď b 1 ă 1, it holds that › › χ τ ¨y› › X b À τ b 1 ´b› › y › › X b 1 .
Let us now establish the following possible counterpart of Lemma 3.3 in the X c -setting.

Lemma 3.4. For all c ě 0, 0 ă τ ď 1 and µ P r0, 1s, it holds that

› › χ τ ¨y› › Xc À τ µ 2 › › y › › Xc,µ ,
where the quantity 

› › y › › Xc,µ is defined by › › y › › 2 Xc,µ :" ÿ kPZ xky 2c ż dλdλ 1 xλ ´λ1 y 1´µ ˇˇFpy k qpλq ˇˇˇˇF py k qpλ 1 q ˇˇ. ( 3 
E " 9 B pnq pt, xq 9 B pnq pt 1 , x 1 q ‰ " c 2 H ż Dn dξdη |ξ| 2H0´1 |η| 2H1´1 e ´ıξpt´t 1 q e ´ıηpx´x 1 q , ( 3.16) 
where D n stands for the integration domain D n :" tpξ, ηq P R 2 : |ξ| ď 2 2n and |η| ď 2 n u. Besides, observe that the difference 9 B pn,n`1q :" 9 B pn`1q ´9 B pnq between two successive elements can be represented along the same pattern, that is As a result, it holds that

E " 9 B pn,n`1q pt, xq 9 B pn,n`1q pt 1 , x 1 q ‰ " c 2 H ż Dn`1zDn
dξdη |ξ| 2H0´1 |η| 2H1´1 e ´ıξpt´t 1 q e ´ıηpx´x 1 q .

(3.17)

With the two formulas (3.16) and (3.17) in hand, we can turn to the desired estimation of the covariance functions related to pnq . To this end, we also set 

P R, it holds that ˇˇE " F `pnq k ˘pλqF `pnq k 1 ˘pλ 1 q ıˇˇˇÀ 1 xλyxλ 1 y Γ pH0q k,k 1 pλ, λ 1 qΛ pH1q k,k 1 , (3.18)
where the proportional constant does not depend on n, and where we have set

Γ pHq k,k 1 pλ, λ 1 q :" ż R dξ |ξ| 2H´1 1 xξ ´p|k| 2 ´λqy 1 xξ ´p|k 1 | 2 ´λ1 qy , (3.19) Λ pHq k,k 1 :" ż R dη |η| 2H´1 1 xη ´ky 1 xη ´k1 y . (3.20)
Besides, for all 0 ď κ ď minpH 0 ´1 2 , H 1 ´1 2 q, n ě 1, k, k 1 P Z and λ, λ 1 P R, one has

ˇˇE " F `pn,n`1q k ˘pλqF `pn,n`1q k 1 ˘pλ 1 q ıˇˇˇÀ 2 ´2nκ xλyxλ 1 y " Γ pH0´κq k,k 1 pλ, λ 1 qΛ pH1q k,k 1 `ΓpH0q k,k 1 pλ, λ 1 qΛ pH1´κq k,k 1 ı , (3.21)
where the proportional constant does not depend on n.

Proposition 3.6. Fix H 0 , H 1 P p 1 2 , 1q. Then for all n ě 1, k, k 1 P Z and λ, λ

1 P R, it holds that ˇˇE " F `pnq k ˘pλqF `pnq k 1 ˘pλ 1 q ıˇˇˇÀ 1 xλyxλ 1 y r Γ pH0q k,k 1 pλ, λ 1 q r Λ pH1q k,k 1 , (3.22)
where the proportional constant does not depend on n, and where we have set

r Γ pHq k,k 1 pλ, λ 1 q :" ż R dξ |ξ| 2H´1 1 xξ ´p|k| 2 ´λqy 1 xξ ´pλ 1 ´|k 1 | 2 qy , (3.23) r Λ pHq k,k 1 :" ż R dη |η| 2H´1 1 xη ´ky 1 xη `k1 y . (3.24)
Besides, for all 0 ď κ ď minpH 0 ´1 2 , H 1 ´1 2 q, n ě 1, k, k 1 P Z and λ, λ 1 P R, one has

ˇˇE " F `pn,n`1q k ˘pλqF `pn,n`1q k 1 ˘pλ 1 q ıˇˇˇÀ 2 ´2nκ xλyxλ 1 y " r Γ pH0´κq k,k 1 pλ, λ 1 q r Λ pH1q k,k 1 `r Γ pH0q k,k 1 pλ, λ 1 q r Λ pH1´κq k,k 1 ı , (3.25)
where the proportional constant does not depend on n.

For the sake of readability, we have reported the proof of these two propositions, i.e. the details behind transition from (3.16)-(3.17) to (3.18)-(3.25), in Appendix A. Now, as a complement to the above estimates and in light of the definition of pΓ pHq , Λ pHq q (resp. p r Γ pHq , r Λ pHq q), let us emphasize the two following technical lemmas, that will be extensively used in the sequel.

The first one is borrowed from [31, Lemma 4.2] (see also [START_REF] Ginibre | On the Cauchy problem for the Zakharov system[END_REF]Lemma 4.2]).

Lemma 3.7. Let β ě γ ą 0 be such that γ `β ą 1. Then it holds that

max ˆÿ kPZ 1 xk ´ξy γ xk ´ζy β , ż R dλ xλ ´ξy γ xλ ´ζy β ˙À 1 xξ ´ζy α
where α is explicitly given by α :"

$ ' & ' % γ `β ´1 if β ă 1 γ ´ε if β " 1 γ if β ą 1 , for any 0 ă ε ď γ.
The second technical lemma is more specific to our fractional setting (see again the above definitions of pΓ pHq , Λ pHq q, for H ą To control the first integral in (3.29), introduce p ą 1 close enough to 1 so that 0 ď pν ă 1. Then for q ą 1 such that 1 p `1 q " 1, one has

ż |ξ|ď1 dξ |ξ| ν 1 xξ ´ay 1 xξ ´by À ˆż|ξ|ď1 dξ |ξ| pν ˙1 p ˆżR dξ xξ ´ay q xξ ´by q ˙1 q ,
and we can again rely on Lemma 3.7 to assert that ˆżR dξ xξ ´ay q xξ ´by q ˙1 q À 1 xb ´ay , which concludes the proof of (3.28).

Step The first two integrals can be bounded as

ż |a| 2 0 dξ |ξ| ν 1 x|ξ| ´|a|y p `ż 8 3|a| 2 dξ |ξ| ν 1 x|ξ| ´|a|y p À 1 |a| p ż |a| 2 0 dξ |ξ| ν `ż 8 3|a| 2 dξ |ξ| ν`p À 1 |a| ν`p´1 .
As for the third integral in (3.31), one has for every ε ą 0,

ż 3|a| 2 |a| 2 dξ |ξ| ν 1 x|ξ| ´|a|y p À ż 3|a| 2 |a| 2 dξ |ξ| ν 1 ||ξ| ´|a|| 1´ε À 1 |a| ν´ε ż 3 2 1 2 dξ |ξ ´1| 1´ε À 1 |a| ν´ε . □ 4.

Fully deterministic controls

We start our investigations about the model (1.21) with a purely deterministic step, namely the control of the product terms I χ `Λ ¨z˘a nd I χ Mpz, wq, for a regular enough function Λ and for z, w in the scale X b c defined through (2.11).

We recall that throughout the paper, the notation F stands for the Fourier transform in time, whereas the notation z k refers to the convention introduced in Notation 1.3.

Control of

I χ `Λ ¨z˘.
Based on the result of Proposition 2.7, we are led to consider Λ P H γ pRq, for γ ą 1 2 . Our estimate then reads as follows. 

› › χ τ ¨Iχ `Λ ¨z˘› › X b c À τ µ }Λ} H γ pRq }z} X b c (4.1)
for some µ ą 0, and where the product Λ ¨z is naturally understood as pΛ ¨zqpt, xq :" Λptqzpt, xq.

Proof. Pick any b 1 P pb, 1q. By Lemma 3.3, we know that

› › χ τ ¨Iχ `f ¨z˘› › 2 X b À τ b 1 ´b› › I χ `f ¨z˘› › 2 X b 1 À τ b 1 ´b ÿ k ż dλ xλy 2b 1 ˇˇF `Iχ `f ¨zk ˘˘pλq ˇˇ2. (4.2)
Then, using Lemma 3.1, we get that for all k P Z and λ P R,

ˇˇF `Iχ `f ¨zk ˘˘pλq ˇˇ" ˇˇˇż dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qF `f ¨zk ˘pλ 1 q ˇˇÀ 1 xλy ż dλ 1 xλ ´λ1 y ż dλ 2 |Fpf qpλ 1 ´λ2 q||Fpz k qpλ 2 q| À 1 xλy ż dλ 2 |Fpz k qpλ 2 q| ż dλ 1 " 1 xλ ´λ1 yxλ 1 ´λ2 y γ ȷ" xλ 1 ´λ2 y γ |Fpf qpλ 1 ´λ2 q| ȷ À 1 xλy › › f › › H γ pRq ż dλ 2 |Fpz k qpλ 2 q| ˆż dλ 1 xλ ´λ1 y 2 xλ 1 ´λ2 y 2γ ˙1 2 À 1 xλy › › f › › H γ pRq ż dλ 2 xλ 1 ´λ2 y γ |Fpz k qpλ 2 q| (4.3) À 1 xλy › › f › › H γ pRq ż dλ 2 " xλ 2 y b |Fpz k qpλ 2 q| ı " 1 xλ 2 y b xλ ´λ2 y γ ȷ À 1 xλy › › f › › H γ pRq ˆż dλ 2 xλ 2 y 2b xλ ´λ2 y 2γ ˙1 2 ˆż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b ˇˇFpz k qpλ 1 q ˇˇ2 ˙1 2 À 1 xλy 3 2 › › f › › H γ pRq ˆż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b ˇˇFpz k qpλ 1 q ˇˇ2 ˙1 2 .
Injecting this estimate into (4.2), we deduce that

› › χ τ ¨Iχ `f ¨z˘› › 2 X b À τ b 1 ´b› › f › › 2 H γ pRq › › z › › 2 X b ż dλ xλy 3´2b 1 À τ b 1 ´b› › f › › 2 H γ pRq › › z › › 2 X b . (4.4)
On the other hand, using Lemma 3.4, we can write (for any fixed µ P p0, 1q)

› › χ τ ¨Iχ `f ¨z˘› › 2 Xc À τ µ › › I χ pf ¨zq › › 2 Xc,µ À τ µ ÿ kPZ xky 2c ż dλdλ 1 xλ ´λ1 y 1´µ ˇˇF `Iχ `f ¨zk ˘˘pλq ˇˇˇˇF `Iχ `f ¨zk ˘˘pλ 1 q ˇˇ. (4.5)
Then, according to (4.3),

ˇˇF `Iχ `f ¨zk ˘˘pλq ˇˇÀ 1 xλy › › f › › H γ pRq ż dλ 2 xλ ´λ2 y γ |Fpz k qpλ 2 q| À 1 xλy › › f › › H γ pRq ˆż dλ 2 |Fpz k qpλ 2 q| 2 ˙1 2 ,
and so, going back to (4.5), we obtain We now state a (localized) control of I χ Mpz, wq in the X b c norm.

› › χ τ ¨Iχ `f ¨z˘› › 2 Xc À τ µ › › f › › 2 H γ pRq ˆÿ kPZ xky 2c ż dλ 2 |Fpz k qpλ 2 q| 2 ˙ˆż dλdλ 1 xλ ´λ1 y 1´µ 1 xλyxλ 1 y À τ µ › › f › › 2 H γ pRq › › z › › 2 Xc ˆż dλ xλy 2´µ´ε ˙À τ µ › › f › › 2 H γ pRq › › z › › 2 Xc . ( 4 
Proposition 4.2. For all 1 2 ă b ă 3 4 and 0 ă c ď b, there exists µ ą 0 such that for every τ P p0, 1s,

› › χ τ ¨Iχ Mpz, wq › › X b c À τ µ }z} X b c }w} X b c . (4.7)
For the sake of clarity, we have divided the proof of this estimate into two natural steps: a control in X b first, followed by a control in X c . 

› › I χ Mpz, wq › › X b 1 À }z} X b }w} X b . (4.8)
As a consequence, for all

1 2 ă b ď b 1 ă 3 4 , it holds that › › χ τ ¨Iχ Mpz, wq › › X b À τ b 1 ´b}z} X b }w} X b . (4.9)
Proof of Proposition 4.3. The transition from (4.8) to (4.9) is a straightforward consequence of Lemma 3.3, and so we can focus on the proof of (4.8).

With the notation of Lemma 3.1, we can first write

F `Iχ Mpz, wq k ˘pλq " ż R dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qFpMpz, wq k qpλ 1 q " ÿ k1 ż R dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 q ż dt e ´ıλ 1 t e ıtΩ k,k 1 z k`k1 ptqw k1 ptq " ÿ k1 ż dλ 1 Fpw k1 qpλ 1 q ż dλ 2 Fpz k`k1 qpλ 2 q ż R dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 q ż dt e ´ıλ 1 t e ıtΩ k,k 1 e ıtλ2 e ´ıtλ1
and so

F `Iχ Mpz, wq k ˘pλq " ÿ k1 ż dλ 1 Fpw k1 qpλ 1 q ż dλ 2 Fpz k`k1 qpλ 2 qI χ pλ, Ω k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 q. (4.10)
Based on this expression, one has

› › I χ Mpz, wq › › 2 X b 1 " ÿ k ż dλ xλy 2b 1 ˇˇˇÿ k1 ż dλ 1 Fpw k1 qpλ 1 q ż dλ 2 Fpz k`k1 qpλ 2 qI χ pλ, Ω k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 q ˇˇˇ2 " ÿ k‰0 ż dλ xλy 2b 1 ˇˇˇÿ k1 ż dλ 1 Fpw k1 qpλ 1 q ż dλ 2 Fpz k`k1 qpλ 2 qI χ pλ, Ω k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 q ˇˇˇ2 `ż dλ xλy 2b 1 ˇˇˇÿ k1 ż dλ 1 Fpw k1 qpλ 1 q ż dλ 2 Fpz k1 qpλ 2 qI χ pλ, λ 2 ´λ1 q ˇˇˇ2 ": I `II.
Estimate for I. One has

I " ÿ k‰0 ż dλ xλy 2b 1 ˇˇˇÿ k1 ż dλ 1 ż dλ 2 Fpw k1 qpλ 1 qFpz k`k1 qpλ 2 qI χ pλ, Ω k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 q ˇˇˇ2 " ÿ k‰0 " ÿ k1,k 1 1 ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 ż dλ 2 dλ 1 2 ´"xλ 1 y b Fpw k1 qpλ 1 q ‰" xλ 2 y b Fpz k`k1 qpλ 2 q ‰" xλ 1 1 y b Fpw k 1 1 qpλ 1 1 q ‰" xλ 1 2 y b Fpz k`k 1 1 qpλ 1 2 q ‰ 1 xλ 1 y b 1 xλ 1 1 y b 1 xλ 2 y b 1 xλ 1 2 y b ż dλ xλy 2b 1 I χ pλ, Ω k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 qI χ pλ, Ω k,k 1 1 `λ1 2 ´λ1 1 q ˙ȷ,
and so, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with respect to

pk 1 , k 1 1 , λ 1 , λ 1 1 , λ 2 , λ 1 2 q, we get I ď ÿ k‰0 ˆÿ k1,k 1 1 ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 ż dλ 2 dλ 1 2 ˇˇ"xλ1y b Fpw k1 qpλ 1 q ‰" xλ 2 y b Fpz k`k1 qpλ 2 q ‰ " xλ 1 1 y b Fpw k 1 1 qpλ 1 1 q ‰" xλ 1 2 y b Fpz k`k 1 1 qpλ 1 2 q ‰ ˇˇ2 ˙1 2 ˆÿ k1,k 1 1 ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b ż dλ 2 xλ 2 y 2b dλ 1 2 xλ 1 2 y 2b ˇˇˇż dλ xλy 2b 1 I χ pλ, Ω k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 qI χ pλ, Ω k,k 1 1 `λ1 2 ´λ1 1 q ˇˇˇ2 ˙1 2 .
Setting

C :" sup k‰0 sup λ1,λ2PR sup λ 1 1 ,λ 1 2 PR ÿ k1,k 1 1 ˆż dλ xλy 2b 1 |I χ pλ, Ω k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 q||I χ pλ, Ω k,k 1 1 `λ1 2 ´λ1 1 q|

˙2

and using the fact that b ą 1 2 , we obtain that

I ď C 1 2 ¨ÿ k ˆÿ k1 ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b ˇˇFpw k1 qpλ 1 q ˇˇ2 ż dλ 2 xλ 2 y 2b ˇˇFpz k`k1 qpλ 2 q ˇˇ2 ˙ď C 1 2 }z} 2 X b }w} 2 X b .
Therefore it remains us to prove that C ă 8.

To this end, let us first use Lemma 3.1 to write, for all k ‰ 0 and λ 1 , λ 2 P R,

ÿ k1,k 1 1 ˆż dλ xλy 2b 1 |I χ pλ, Ω k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 q||I χ pλ, Ω k,k 1 1 `λ1 2 ´λ1 1 q| ˙2 À ÿ k1,k 1 1 ˆż dλ xλy 2´2b 1 1 xλ ´Ωk,k1 ´λ2 `λ1 y 1 xλ ´Ωk,k 1 1 ´λ1 2 `λ1 1 y ˙2 À ż dλ xλy 2´2b 1 ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2´2b 1 " ÿ k1 1 xλ ´Ωk,k1 ´λ2 `λ1 y 1 xλ 1 ´Ωk,k1 ´λ2 `λ1 y ȷ " ÿ k 1 1 1 xλ ´Ωk,k 1 1 ´λ1 2 `λ1 1 y 1 xλ 1 ´Ωk,k 1 1 ´λ1 2 `λ1 1 y ȷ . ( 4.11) 
Then recall that Ω k,k1 " 2kk 1 , and so

ÿ k1 1 xλ ´Ωk,k1 ´λ2 `λ1 y 1 xλ 1 ´Ωk,k1 ´λ2 `λ1 y " ÿ k1 1 xλ ´2kk 1 ´λ2 `λ1 y 1 xλ 1 ´2kk 1 ´λ2 `λ1 y ď ÿ k1 1 xλ `k1 ´λ2 `λ1 y 1 xλ 1 `k1 ´λ2 `λ1 y ,
where we have used the fact that k ‰ 0 to derive the last inequality. We are here in a position to apply Lemma 3.7 and assert that for every 0 ă ε ă 1,

ÿ k1 1 xλ ´Ωk,k1 ´λ2 `λ1 y 1 xλ 1 ´Ωk,k1 ´λ2 `λ1 y À 1 xλ ´λ1 y 1´ε ,
where the proportional constant does not depend on k, λ 1 or λ 2 . Injecting this uniform bound into (4.11) now yields

ÿ k1,k 1 1 ˆż dλ xλy 2b 1 |I χ pλ, Ω k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 q||I χ pλ, Ω k,k 1 1 `λ1 2 ´λ1 1 q| ˙2 À ż dλ xλy 2´2b 1 ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2´2b 1 1 xλ ´λ1 y 2´2ε ,
uniformly over k ‰ 0 and λ 1 , λ 2 , λ 1 1 , λ 1 2 P R. Finally, we can again rely on Lemma 3.7 to deduce that

C À ż dλ xλy 4´4b 1 ,
and since b 1 ă 3 4 , this achieves to prove that C ă 8.

Estimate for II. Using Lemma 3.1, we can write

II " ż dλ xλy 2b 1 ˇˇˇÿ k1 ż dλ 1 Fpw k1 qpλ 1 q ż dλ 2 Fpz k1 qpλ 2 qI χ pλ, λ 2 ´λ1 q ˇˇˇ2 À ż dλ xλy 2´2b 1 " ÿ k1 ż dλ 1 ż dλ 2 ˆ"xλ 1 y b |Fpw k1 qpλ 1 q| ‰" xλ 2 y b |Fpz k1 qpλ 2 q| ‰ ˙ˆ1 xλ 1 y b 1 xλ 2 y b 1 xλ ´pλ 1 ´λ2 qy ˙ȷ2 ,
and then, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (with respect to pλ 1 , λ 2 q), we obtain

II À ˆż dλ xλy 2´2b 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b dλ 1 2 xλ 1 2 y 2b 1 xλ ´pλ 1 1 ´λ1 2 qy 2 " ÿ k1 ˆż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b |Fpw k1 qpλ 1 q| 2 ˙1 2 ˆż dλ 2 xλ 2 y 2b |Fpz k1 qpλ 2 q| 2 ˙1 2 ȷ 2 À ˆż dλ xλy 2´2b 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b dλ 1 2 xλ 1 2 y 2b 1 xλ ´pλ 1 1 ´λ1 2 qy 2 ˙}z} 2 X b }w} 2 X b .
To prove that the integral in the latter estimate is indeed finite, we can apply Lemma 3.7 twice, which gives successively (recall that 1

ă 2b ă 3 2 ) ż dλ xλy 2´2b 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b dλ 1 2 xλ 1 2 y 2b 1 xλ ´pλ 1 1 ´λ1 2 qy 2 À ż dλ xλy 2´2b 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b 1 xλ ´λ1 1 y 2b À ż dλ xλy 2´2b 1 `2b ,
and it is now easy to check that 2 ´2b 1 `2b ą 1. □

4.2.2. Control in X c .
We now turn to the control of χ τ ¨Iχ Mpz, wq in X c , which, thanks to Lemma 3.4, reduces to a control of I χ Mpz, wq in X c,µ , for µ ą 0. Together with the result of Proposition 4.3, this assertion will achieve the proof of our main Proposition 4.2.

Proposition 4.4. For all 1 2 ă b ă 1, 0 ď c ď b and µ P r0, 1s, one has

› › I χ Mpz, wq › › Xc,µ À }z} X b c }w} X b c . (4.12)
As a consequence, for all 1 2 ă b ă 1, 0 ď c ď b and 0 ă τ ď 1, it holds that › › χ τ ¨Iχ Mpz, wq Proposition 4.4. Using the expression in (4.10), one has

› › Xc À τ 1 2 }z} X b c }w} X b c . Proof of
› › I χ Mpz, wq › › 2 Xc,µ ď ÿ k xky 2c ÿ k1,k 1 1 ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 ż dλ 2 dλ 1 2 |F `wk1 ˘pλ 1 q||F `zk`k1 ˘pλ 2 q||F `wk 1 1 ˘pλ 1 1 q||F `zk`k 1 1 ˘pλ 1 2 q| ż dλdλ 1 xλ ´λ1 y 1´µ ˇˇI χ pλ, Ω k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 q ˇˇˇˇI χ pλ 1 , Ω k,k 1 1 `λ1 2 ´λ1 1 q ˇˇ. (4.13) 
Then, by Lemma 3.1,

ż dλdλ 1 xλ ´λ1 y 1´µ ˇˇI χ pλ, Ω k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 q ˇˇˇˇI χ pλ 1 , Ω k,k 1 1 `λ1 2 ´λ1 1 q ˇÀ ż dλdλ 1 xλ ´λ1 y 1´µ " 1 xλy 
1 xλ ´Ωk,k1 ´λ2 `λ1 y ȷ" 1 xλ 1 y 1 xλ 1 ´Ωk,k 1 1 ´λ1 2 `λ1 1 y ȷ À ż dλ xλy 1 xλ ´Ωk,k1 ´λ2 `λ1 y ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 1 xλ 1 ´Ωk,k 1 1 ´λ1 2 `λ1 1 y À 1 xΩ k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 y 1´ε 1 xΩ k,k 1 1 `λ1 2 ´λ1
1 y 1´ε , for any 0 ă ε ă 1. Injecting this estimate into (4.13), we obtain that

› › I χ Mpz, wq › › 2 Xc,µ À ÿ k xky 2c " ÿ k1 ż dλ 1 ż dλ 2 |F `wk1 ˘pλ 1 q||F `zk`k1 ˘pλ 2 q| 1 xΩ k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 y 1´ε ȷ 2 . (4.14)
Let us bound the latter sum as follows:

ÿ k xky 2c " ÿ k1 ż dλ 1 ż dλ 2 |F `wk1 ˘pλ 1 q||F `zk`k1 ˘pλ 2 q| 1 xΩ k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 y 1´ε ȷ 2 À I `II `III, with 
I :" ÿ k‰0 xky 2c " ÿ k1‰0 ż dλ 1 ż dλ 2 |F `wk1 ˘pλ 1 q||F `zk`k1 ˘pλ 2 q| 1 xΩ k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 y 1´ε ȷ 2 , II :" ÿ k‰0 xky 2c " ż dλ 1 ż dλ 2 |F `w0 ˘pλ 1 q||F `zk ˘pλ 2 q| 1 xλ 2 ´λ1 y 1´ε ȷ 2 ,
and

III :" " ÿ k1 ż dλ 1 ż dλ 2 |F `wk1 ˘pλ 1 q||F `zk1 ˘pλ 2 q| 1 xλ 2 ´λ1 y 1´ε ȷ 2 .
Control of I. For this term, using Lemma 3.7 twice, we have

I " ÿ k‰0 xky 2c " ÿ k1‰0 ż dλ 1 dλ 2 " xλ 1 y b xλ 2 y b |F `wk1 ˘pλ 1 q||F `zk`k1 ˘pλ 2 q| ı " 1 xλ 1 y b xλ 2 y b 1 xΩ k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 y 1´ε ȷȷ 2 À ÿ k‰0 xky 2c ˆÿ k1 ż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 y 2b xλ 2 y 2b |F `wk1 ˘pλ 1 q| 2 |F `zk`k1 ˘pλ 2 q| 2 ÿ k 1 1 ‰0 ż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 y 2b xλ 2 y 2b 1 xΩ k,k 1 1 `λ2 ´λ1 y 2´2ε À ÿ k‰0 xky 2c ˆÿ k1 ż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 y 2b xλ 2 y 2b |F `wk1 ˘pλ 1 q| 2 |F `zk`k1 ˘pλ 2 q| 2 ˙ˆÿ k 1 1 ‰0 1 xΩ k,k 1 1 y 2b À ÿ k‰0 xky 2pc´bq ÿ k1 ż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 y 2b xλ 2 y 2b |F `wk1 ˘pλ 1 q| 2 |F `zk`k1 ˘pλ 2 q| 2 À ÿ k ÿ k1 ż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 y 2b xλ 2 y 2b |F `wk1 ˘pλ 1 q| 2 |F `zk`k1 ˘pλ 2 q| 2 À › › z › › 2 X b › › w › › 2 X b .
Control of II. One has in this case, for ε ą 0 small enough,

II " ÿ k‰0 xky 2c " ż dλ 2 |F `zk ˘pλ 2 q| ˆż dλ 1 |F `w0 ˘pλ 1 q| 1 xλ 2 ´λ1 y 1´ε ˙ȷ2 À ÿ k‰0 xky 2c ˆż dλ 1 2 |F `zk ˘pλ 1 2 q| 2 ˙ˆż dλ 2 ˆż dλ 1 |F `w0 ˘pλ 1 q| 1 xλ 2 ´λ1 y 1´ε ˙2À › › z › › 2 Xc " ż dλ 2 ˆż dλ 1 " xλ 1 y b |F `w0 ˘pλ 1 q| ‰ " 1 xλ 1 y b xλ 2 ´λ1 y 1´ε ȷ˙2ȷ À › › z › › 2 Xc › › w › › 2 X b ż dλ 2 dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b xλ 2 ´λ1 y 2´2ε À › › z › › 2 Xc › › w › › 2 X b .
Control of III. Finally, for this term, we have for ε ą 0 small enough,

III " " ż dλ 1 dλ 2 ˆÿ k1 xλ 1 y b |F `wk1 ˘pλ 1 q| ¨xλ 2 y b |F `zk1 ˘pλ 2 q| ˙ˆ1 xλ 1 y b xλ 2 y b xλ 2 ´λ1 y 1´ε ˙ȷ2 ď " ż dλ 1 dλ 2 ˆÿ k1 xλ 1 y b |F `wk1 ˘pλ 1 q| ¨xλ 2 y b |F `zk1 ˘pλ 2 q| ˙2ȷ" ż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 y 2b xλ 2 y 2b xλ 2 ´λ1 y 2´2ε ȷ À " ż dλ 1 dλ 2 ˆÿ k1 xλ 1 y 2b |F `wk1 ˘pλ 1 q| 2 ˙ˆÿ k 1 1 xλ 2 y 2b |F `zk 1 1 ˘pλ 2 q| 2 ˙ȷ À › › z › › 2 X b › › w › › 2 X b .
□

Study of the tree-elements

Before we can go further with the analysis of the terms in (1.21), we need to collect a few information about the explicit stochastic elements p , q at the core of the dynamics. Otherwise stated, we now intend to report on the proofs of the assertions in Section 2.3.

First-order: proof of Proposition 2.1.

piq Using the result of Proposition 3.5, we get that for all α ě 0 and 0 ă κ

ă infpH 0 ´1 2 , H 1 ´1 2 q, E " › › pn,n`1q › › 2 L 2 pR;H ´α pTqq ı " ÿ k 1 xky 2α ż R dλ E " ˇˇFp pn,n`1q k qpλq ˇˇ2 ı À 2 ´2κn ÿ k 1 xky 2α " ż R dλ xλy 2 ż dξ |ξ| 2pH0´κq´1 1 xλ ´p|k| 2 ´ξqy 2 ż dη |η| 2H1´1 1 xη `ky 2 `żR dλ xλy 2 ż dξ |ξ| 2H0´1 1 xλ ´p|k| 2 ´ξqy 2 ż dη |η| 2pH1´κq´1 1 xη `ky 2 ȷ À 2 ´2κn ÿ k 1 xky 2α " ż dξ |ξ| 2pH0´κq´1 ż R dλ xλy 2 1 xλ ´p|k| 2 ´ξqy 2 ż dη |η| 2H1´1 1 xη `ky 2 `ż dξ |ξ| 2H0´1 ż R dλ xλy 2 1 xλ ´p|k| 2 ´ξqy 2 ż dη |η| 2pH1´κq´1 1 xη `ky 2 ȷ À 2 ´2κn ÿ k 1 xky 2α "ˆż dξ |ξ| 2pH0´κq´1 1 x|k| 2 ´ξy 2 ˙ˆż dη |η| 2H1´1 1 xη `ky 2 ż dξ |ξ| 2H0´1 1 x|k| 2 ´ξy 2 ˙ˆż dη |η| 2pH1´κq´1 1 xη `ky 2 ˙ȷ.
Now we can apply the elementary inequality (3.27) and assert that for every ε ą 0 small enough,

E " › › pn,n`1q › › 2 L 2 pR;H ´α pTqq ı À 2 ´2κn ˆ1 `ÿ k‰0 1 |k| 2α " 1 |k| 4H0´4κ´2´ε 1 |k| 2H1´1´ε `1 |k| 4H0´2´ε 1 |k| 2H1´2κ´1´ε ȷ˙.
It is readily checked that the sum into brackets is finite as soon as 2α`p4H 0 ´4κ´2´εq`p2H 1 ´1´εq ą 1, that is α ą 2 ´2H 0 ´H1 `2κ `ε, where ε, κ ą 0 are chosen small enough. As a result, we get the bound

E " › › pn,n`1q › › 2 L 2 pR;H ´α pTqq ı À 2 ´2κn .
Once endowed with this moment estimate, the almost sure convergence of pnq in L 2 pR; H ´αpTqq follows from an elementary Borel-Cantelli argument.

piiq Going back to the definition of pnq in (2.4) and since χ " 1 on r0, 1s, we have We can now apply the covariance identity in (3.16), which yields

E " › › pnq › › 2 L 2 pr0
E " › › pnq › › 2 L 2 pr0,T sˆTq ı Á ÿ kě1 ż |ξ|ď2 2n dξ |ξ| 2H0´1 ż |η|ď2 n dη |η| 2H1´1 ż T ^1 0 dt ż t 0 ż t 0 dsds 1 e ´ıps´s 1 q|k| 2 ż T dx ż T dx 1 e ´ıkpx´x 1 q e ´ıξps´s 1 q e ´ıηpx´x 1 q Á ÿ kě1 " ż |ξ|ď2 2n dξ |ξ| 2H0´1 ż T ^1 0 dt ˇˇˇż t 0 ds e ısp|k| 2 ´ξq ˇˇˇ2 ȷ" ż |η|ď2 n dη |η| 2H1´1 ˇˇˇż T dx e ´ıxpk`ηq ˇˇˇ2 ȷ Á ÿ 1ďkď2 n´1 " ż 1 2 |k| 2 ď|ξ|ď 3 2 |k| 2 dξ |ξ| 2H0´1 ż T ^1 0 dt ˇˇˇż t 0 ds e ısp|k| 2 ´ξq ˇˇˇ2 ȷ " ż 1 2 |k|ď|η|ď 3 2 |k| dη |η| 2H1´1 ˇˇˇż T dx e ´ıxpk`ηq ˇˇˇ2 ȷ . ( 5.2) 
At this point, observe that for every k ě 1,

ż 1 2 k 2 ď|ξ|ď 3 2 k 2 dξ |ξ| 2H0´1 ż T ^1 0 dt ˇˇˇż t 0 ds e ısp|k| 2 ´ξq ˇˇˇ2 " k 4´4H0 ż 1 2 ď|ξ|ď 3 2 dξ |ξ| 2H0´1 ż T ^1 0 dt ˇˇˇż t 0 ds e ıs|k| 2 p1´ξq ˇˇˇ2 Á k 4´4H0 ż 0ďξď 1 2k 2 dξ ż T ^1 0 dt ˇˇˇż t 0 ds e ıs|k| 2 ξ ˇˇˇ2 Á 1 k 4H0´2 ż 0ďξď 1 2 dξ ż T ^1 0 dt ˇˇˇż t 0 ds e ısξ ˇˇˇ2 Á 1 k 4H0´2 .
In the same way, for every k ě 1,

ż 1 2 kď|η|ď 3 2 k dη |η| 2H1´1 ˇˇˇż T dx e ´ıxpk`ηq ˇˇˇ2 " k 2´2H1 ż 1 2 ď|η|ď 3 2 dη |η| 2H1´1 ˇˇˇż T dx e ´ıxkp1`ηq ˇˇˇ2 Á k 2´2H1 ż 0ďηď 1 2k dη ˇˇˇż T dx e ´ıxkη ˇˇˇ2 Á 1 k 2H1´1 ż 0ďηď 1 2 dη ˇˇˇż T dx e ´ıxη ˇˇˇ2 Á 1 k 2H1´1 .
Going back to (5.2), we obtain

E " › › pnq › › 2 L 2 pr0,T sˆTq ı Á ÿ 1ďkď2 n´1 1 k 4H0`2H1´3 Á 2 np4´4H0´2H1q , ( 5.3) 
where we have used the fact that 4H 0 `2H 1 ´3 ă 1 to derive the last inequality. This concludes the proof of Proposition 2.1.

Second-order: proof of Proposition 2.4.

piq Along the same principles as in Section 5.1, our objective is to derive the almost sure convergence of p pnq q ně1 in X b c from a suitable moment estimate. Namely, setting pn,n`1q

:"

pn`1q

´pnq , we can rely on the following property.

Proposition 5.1. Assume that H 0 , H 1 ą 1 2 and 7 4 ă 2H 0 `H1 ď 2. Then there exists 1 2 ă b ă 1 such that, for every

0 ă c ă 1 4 , E " › › pn,n`1q› › 2 X b c ı À 2 ´κn , ( 5.4) 
where κ :" inf `H0 ´1 2 , H 1 ´1 2 ˘ą 0.

Due to the involvement of a space-time fractional kernel within the computations, the proof of this moment estimate turns out to be quite long and technical. For this reason, we have reported it in Appendix B.

Let us only observe here that once endowed with (5.4), the almost sure convergence of p pnq q ně1 in X b c becomes an easy consequence of the Borel-Cantelli lemma, which achieves the proof of item piq in Proposition 2.4.

piiq We now focus on the proof of the fundamental divergence property satisfied by the Bourgain-Wick renormalization constant σ pnq pt, .q :" E " e ´ıt∆ ˆMp pnq , pnq qptq ´pnq ptq ż T pnq ptq ˙ȷ in the general space of distributions on r´T, T s ˆT, for any fixed T ą 0.

To this end, it actually suffices to pick any test-function Φ P Dpr´T, T sˆTq of the form Φpt, xq :" φptq, for some real-valued and non-negative φ P Dpr´T, T sq such that φ " 1 on r0, T 2 s. For such a choice, we can write

@ σ pnq , Φ D " ÿ kPZ ż R dt σ pnq k ptqΦ k ptq " ż R dt φptqσ pnq 0 ptq,
and so, using the simplification highlighted in (2.7), we deduce

@ σ pnq , Φ D " ÿ k1‰0 ż R dt φptqE " ˇˇpnq k1 ptq ˇˇ2 ı ě ÿ k1ě1 ż T 2 0 dt E " ˇˇpnq k1 ptq ˇˇ2 ı ě ÿ k1ě1 ż T 2 0 dt E "ˇˇˇˇż t 0 ds e ´ıs|k1| 2 9 B k1 psq ˇˇˇ2 ȷ ě ÿ k1ě1 ż T 2 0 dt ż t 0 ż t 0 dsds 1 e ´ıps´s 1 q|k1| 2 E " 9 B pnq k1 psq 9 B pnq k1 ps 1 q ı .
At this stage, observe that we are essentially in the same position as in (5.1). Therefore, by repeating the arguments of Section 5.1, we end up with

@ σ pnq , Φ D Á 2 np4´4H0´2H1q ,
hence the conclusion.

Estimate on the random operator

This section is devoted to the construction and the control of the two product terms L ,χ pzq :" I χ Mpz, q and L ,χ pzq :" I χ Mp , zq , involved in the remainder equation (2.15). In other words, we will here develop the arguments of the proof of Proposition 2.9, which we recall below for the reader's convenience. Then for every c P p2´p2H 0 `H1 q, 1 4 q, there exists b c P p 1 2 , 1q such that for every b P p 1 2 , b c s, the sequence L pnq,`, resp. L pnq,´, converges almost surely in L µ pX b c , X b c q, resp. L µ pX b c , X b c q, for some µ P p0, 1q.

In what follows, we will focus on the convergence of χ τ ¨Lpnq,`( and the estimate for L ,χ ), but as it should be clear to the reader, the convergence of χ τ ¨Lpnq,´( and the estimate for L ,χ ) could be derived with similar arguments.

The starting point of the proof of Proposition 6.1 (restricted to L pnq,`) will be the following decomposition of the operator:

L pnq,`p zq k " I χ Mpz, pnq q k " I χ ˆÿ k1 e ı.Ω k,k 1 z k`k1 p.q pnq k1 p.q ˙" L 7,pnq pzq k `L5,pnq pzq k `r L pnq pzq k , (6.2)
where we set L 7,pnq pzq k :" 1 tk"0u I χ ˆÿ k1 z k1 p.q pnq k1 p.q ˙, (

L 5,pnq pzq k :" 1 tk‰0u I χ ´zk p.q pnq 0 p.q ¯, (6.4) and r L pnq pzq k :" 1 tk‰0u I χ ˆÿ k1‰0 e ı.Ω k,k 1 z k`k1 p.q pnq k1 p.q ˙. (6.5)

Following the convention initiated in Section 3.3, we also set L pn,n`1q,`: " L pn`1q,`´Lpnq,`, L 7,pn,n`1q :" L 7,pn`1q ´L7,pnq , L 5,pn,n`1q :" L 5,pn`1q ´L5,pnq , r L pn,n`1q :" r L pn`1q ´r L pnq , and recall that pn,n`1q :" pn`1q ´pnq .

For a clear presentation of our arguments, we will estimate the three operators L 7,pn,n`1q , L 5,pn,n`1q and r L pn,n`1q separately, with, in each case, the exhibition of a control in X b first, followed by a control in X c . The combination of these estimates will finally provide us with the desired proof (see Section 6.4).

6.1. Estimate for L 7,pn,n`1q . 6.1.1. Control in X b . Let us slightly anticipate the proof in Section 6.4 by pointing out that our estimate on › › χ τ ¨L7,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b q (for some b ą 1 2 ) will be derived from an interpolation procedure between the two norms

› › χ τ ¨L7,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X 1 q and › › χ τ ¨L7,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X a q for 0 ă a ă 1 2 .
The controls exhibited in the two following propositions will thus prove fundamental in this regard. Proposition 6.2. Fix H 0 , H 1 ą 1 2 . piq For all a, c P R, it holds that

› › L 7,pn,n`1q pzq › › X a ď `Q7,pnq a,c ˘1 2 › › z › › Xc , (6.6) 
where we have set

Q 7,pnq a,c :" ÿ k1 xk 1 y ´2c ż dλ xλy 2a ż dλ 2 ˇˇˇż dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qF `pn,n`1q k1 ˘pλ 1 ´λ2 q ˇˇˇ2 .
piiq For all 0 ă a ă 1 2 and c ą 2 ´p2H 0 `H1 q, one has

E " ˇˇQ 7,pnq a,c ˇˇı À 2 ´2nκc , (6.7)
where κ c :" min `H0 ´1 2 , H 1 ´1 2 , c´r2´p2H0`H1qs 4 ˘ą 0.

Proof.

piq With definition (6.3) in mind, we have

› › L 7,pn,n`1q z › › 2 X a " ż dλ xλy 2a ˇˇˇÿ k1 ż dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 q ż dλ 2 F ´pn,n`1q k1 ¯pλ 1 ´λ2 qF `zk1 ˘pλ 2 q ˇˇˇ2 " ż dλ xλy 2a ˇˇˇÿ k1 ż dλ 2 " xk 1 y c F `zk1 ˘pλ 2 q ı " xk 1 y ´c ż dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qF ´pn,n`1q k1 ¯pλ 1 ´λ2 q ȷˇˇˇˇ2 ď › › z › › 2 Xc Q 7,pnq a,c .
piiq For the sake of clarity, we have postponed this moment estimate to Appendix C.

□ Proposition 6.3. Fix H 0 , H 1 ą 1 2 . piq It holds that › › L 7,pn,n`1q pzq › › X 1 À ␣ pS 7,pnq q 1 2 `pS 7,pn`1q q 1 2 ( ¨}z} X 0 ,
where the random quantity S 7,pnq is given by S Proof.

piq First, we can use a standard Sobolev spaces identification to write, for every n ě 1,

› › L 7,pnq pzq › › 2 X 1 " ÿ k ż dλ xλy 2 ˇˇF `L7,pnq pzq k ˘pλq ˇˇ2 À ÿ k › › L 7,pnq pzq k › › 2 H 1 pRq À ÿ k ! › › L 7,pnq pzq k › › 2 L 2 pRq `› › B t `L7,pnq pzq k ˘› › 2 L 2 pRq
) .

Now recall that for any f : R Ñ R, pI χ f qptq " ´iχptq ş t 0 ds χpsqf psq, and so one has clearly

› › I χ f › › 2 L 2 pRq `› › B t `Iχ f ˘› › 2 L 2 pRq À }f } 2 L 2 pRq . (6.9)
Thus,

› › L 7,pnq pzq › › 2 X 1 À › › › ÿ k1 z k1 p.q pnq k1 p.q › › › 2 L 2 pRq À ż dt ˇˇÿ k1 z k1 ptq pnq k1 ptq ˇˇ2 À ż dt ´ÿ k1 ˇˇpnq k1 ptq ˇˇ2 ¯´ÿ k ˇˇz k ptq ˇˇ2 À S 7,pnq ¨}z} 2 X 0 .
piiq For the sake of clarity, we have postponed this moment estimate to Appendix C. □ 6.1.2. Control in X c . Given the definition of L 

› › χ τ ¨L5,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b q À τ b 1 ´b› › L 5,pn,n`1q › › LpX b
c ,X b 1 q , which accounts for the additional parameter b 1 involved in the following statement. piiq For the sake of clarity, we have postponed this moment estimate to Appendix D. □ 6.2.2. Control in X c . In this case, the derivation of the τ µ -factor involved in (2.14) will be obtained as an application of Lemma 3.4, namely: for all c ě 0 and µ P p0, 1q, it holds that

Proposition 6.4. Fix H 0 , H 1 ą 1 2 . piq For all 0 ă b, b 1 ă 1, one has › › L 5,pn,n`1q pzq › › X b 1 À `Q5,pnq b,b 1 ˘1 2 }z} X b , with Q 5,
› › χ τ ¨L5,pn,n`1q pzq › › Xc À τ µ 2 › › L 5,pn,n`1q pzq › › Xc,µ
, where we recall that

› › L 5,pn,n`1q pzq › › 2 Xc,µ " ÿ kPZ xky 2c
ż dλdλ 1 xλ ´λ1 y 1´µ ˇˇFpL 5,pn,n`1q pzq k qpλq ˇˇˇˇF pL 5,pn,n`1q pzq k qpλ 1 q ˇˇ. (6.12)

For this reason, we focus here on the estimate of › › L 5,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,Xc,µq . Proposition 6.5. Fix H 0 , H 1 ą 1 2 . piq For all c ě 0 and µ P p0, 1q, one has › › L 5,pn,n`1q pzq › › Xc,µ À pP 5,pnq µ q 1 2 ¨}z} Xc , (6.13)

where the random quantity P 5,pnq µ is given by

P 5,pnq µ :" ż dλdλ 1 xλ ´λ1 y 1´µ ˆż dβ ˇˇˇż dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qFp pnq 0 qpλ 1 ´βq ˇˇˇ2 ˙1 2 ˆż dβ 1 ˇˇˇż dλ 1 1 I χ pλ 1 , λ 1 1 qFp pnq 0 qpλ 1 1 ´β1 q ˇˇˇ2 ˙1 2 . (6.14)
piiq For every µ P p0, 1q, it holds that

E " ˇˇP 5,pnq µ ˇˇı À 2 ´2nκ , (6.15)
where we have set κ :" min `H0 ´1 2 , H 1 ´1 2 ˘.

Proof.

piq Keeping the definition in (6.12) in mind, and using the representation

F `L5,pn,n`1q pzq k ˘pλq " 1 tk‰0u ż dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qF ´zk p.q pn,n`1q 0 p.q ¯pλ 1 q " 1 tk‰0u ż dβ " Fpz k qpβq ‰ " ż dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qF ´pn,n`1q 0 ¯pλ 1 ´βq ȷ ,
the estimate (6.13) follows from an elementary application of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality.

piiq For the sake of clarity, we have postponed this moment estimate to Appendix D. □ 6.3. Estimate for r L pn,n`1q . Given the higher sophistication of r L pnq (in comparison with L 7,pnq and L 5,pnq ), let us introduce an additional notation for the Fourier kernel associated with this operator. 

F `r L pnq pzq k ˘pλq " 1 tk‰0u F ˆIχ ˆÿ k1‰0 e ı.Ω k,k 1 z k`k1 p.q pnq k1 p.q ˙˙pλq " 1 tk‰0u ÿ k1 1 tk1‰0u ż R dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 q ż dt e ´ıλ 1 t e ıtΩ k,k 1 z k`k1 ptq pnq k1 ptq " ÿ k1 1 tk‰0u 1 tk1‰0u ż dλ 1 Fpz k`k1 qpλ 1 q ż dλ 2 F `pnq k1 ˘pλ 2 q ż R dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 q ż dt e ´ıλ 1 t e ıtΩ k,k 1 e ıtλ1 e ´ıtλ2 " ÿ k1 ż dλ 1 Fpz k`k1 qpλ 1 q " 1 tk‰0u 1 tk1‰0u ż dλ 2 F `pnq k1 ˘pλ 2 qI χ pλ, Ω k,k1 `λ1 ´λ2 q ȷ " ÿ k1 ż dλ 1 Fpz k1 qpλ 1 q " 1 tk‰0u 1 tk1‰ku ż dλ 2 F `pnq k1´k ˘pλ 2 qI χ pλ, Ω k,k1´k `λ1 ´λ2 q ȷ , that is F `r L pnq pzq k ˘pλq " ÿ k1 ż dλ 1 `Kpnq χ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 qFpz k1 qpλ 1 q,
where we set from now on

`Kpnq χ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q :" 1 tk‰0u 1 tk1‰ku ż dλ 2 F `pnq k1´k ˘pλ 2 qI χ pλ, Ω k,k1´k `λ1 ´λ2 q.
Let us also set `Kpn,n`1q χ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q :" 1 tk‰0u 1 tk1‰ku ż dλ 2 F `pn,n`1q k1´k ˘pλ 2 qI χ pλ, Ω k,k1´k `λ1 ´λ2 q (6.16)

where we recall that pn,n`1q :" pn`1q ´pnq . Accordingly, it holds that F `r L pn,n`1q pzq k ˘pλq " ÿ k1 ż dλ 1 `Kpn,n`1q χ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 qFpz k1 qpλ 1 q. (6.17) 6.3.2. Control in X b . Along the same idea as in Section 6.1.1, we shall later deduce the desired estimate on › › χ τ ¨r L pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b q (for some b ą 1 2 ) from a suitable interpolation between

› › χ τ ¨r L pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X 1 q and › › χ τ ¨r L pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X a q for 0 ă a ă 1 2 ,
hence our subsequent investigations about these two quantities. Proposition 6.6. Fix H 0 , H 1 ą 1 2 , and recall that the random kernel K pn,n`1q χ has been introduced in (6.16).

piq For all a, b P R, it holds that

› › r L pn,n`1q pzq › › X a À p r Q pnq a,b q 1 2 ¨}z} X b ,
where the random quantity r Q pnq a,b is given by

r Q pnq a,b :" ˆÿ k1,k 1 1 ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 y 2b xλ 1 1 y 2b ˇˇˇÿ k ż dλ xλy 2a `Kpn,n`1q χ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q χ ˘kk 1 1 pλ, λ 1 1 q ˇˇˇ2 ˙1 2 . (6.18)
piiq For all 0 ă a ă 1 2 ă b ă 1, one has

E " ˇˇr Q pnq a,b ˇˇ2 ı À 2 ´4nκ , (6.19)
where, just as in Proposition 6.5, we have set κ :" min `H0 ´1 2 , H 1 ´1 2 ˘.

Proof.

piq Using the representation (6.17), we can write

› › r L pn,n`1q pzq › › 2 X a " ż dλ xλy 2a ÿ k ˇˇˇÿ k1 ż dλ 1 `Kpn,n`1q χ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 qFpz k1 qpλ 1 q ˇˇˇ2 " ÿ k1,k 1 1 ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 ˆ"xλ 1 y b Fpz k1 qpλ 1 q ‰" xλ 1 1 y b Fpz k 1 1 qpλ 1 1 q ‰ ẋλ 1 y ´bxλ 1 1 y ´b ÿ k ż dλ xλy 2a `Kpn,n`1q χ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q χ ˘kk 1 1 pλ, λ 1 1 q ˙,
and so, by applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with respect to the 4-uplet pk 1 , k 1 1 , λ 1 , λ 1 1 q, we obtain

› › r L pn,n`1q pzq › › 2 X a ď › › z › › 2 X b ÿ k1,k 1 1 ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 y 2b xλ 1 1 y 2b ˇˇˇÿ k ż dλ xλy 2a `Kpn,n`1q χ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q χ ˘kk 1 1 pλ, λ 1 1 q ˇˇˇ2 ˙1 2 ,
which corresponds to the desired estimate.

piiq For the sake of clarity, we have postponed this moment estimate to Appendix E. □ Proposition 6.7. Fix H 0 , H 1 ą 1 2 . piq It holds that

› › r L pn,n`1q pzq › › X 1 À ␣ p r S pnq q 1 2 `p r S pn`1q q 1 2 ( ¨}z} X 0 ,
where the random quantity r S pnq is given by r S pnq :" sup tPR ´ÿ kPZ ˇˇpnq k ptq ˇˇ¯2 .

piiq It holds that

E " ˇˇr S pnq ˇˇı À 2 5n . (6.20) Proof.
piq The argument is essentially the same as in the proof of Proposition 6.3, item piq. Namely, we first use a standard Sobolev spaces identification to assert that

› › r L pnq pzq › › 2 X 1 " ÿ k ż dλ xλy 2 ˇˇF `r L pnq pzq k ˘pλq ˇˇ2 À ÿ k ! › › r L pnq pzq k › › 2 L 2 pRq `› › B t `r L pnq pzq k ˘˘› › 2 L 2 pRq
) .

Then, by (6.9), we deduce that

› › r L pnq pzq › › 2 X 1 À ÿ k‰0 › › › › ÿ k1‰0 e ı.Ω k,k 1 z k`k1 p.q pnq k1 p.q › › › › 2 L 2 pRq À ż dt ÿ k ˇˇˇÿ k1‰0 e ıtΩ k,k 1 z k`k1 ptq pnq k1 ptq ˇˇˇ2 À ż dt ÿ k ˆÿ k1 ˇˇpnq k1´k ptq ˇˇˇˇz k1 ptq ˇˇ˙2 À ż dt ´ÿ k1 ˇˇpn,n`1q k1 ptq ˇˇ¯2´ÿ k ˇˇz k ptq ˇˇ2 ¯,
where we have used Young's convolution theorem to derive the last inequality. We immediately deduce the desired bound, that is

› › r L pnq pzq › › 2 X 1 À ˆsup tPR ´ÿ kPZ | pnq k ptq| ¯2˙ˆÿ k ż dt ˇˇz k ptq ˇˇ2 ˙.
piiq For the sake of clarity, we have postponed this moment estimate to Appendix E. □ as well as the related process τ Þ Ñ r P pnq c,b pτ q defined for τ ą 0 by

r P pnq c,b pτ q :" ˆÿ k1,k 1 1 ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b ˇˇˇÿ k xky 2c ż dλ `Kpn,n`1q χ,τ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q χ,τ ˘kk 1 1 pλ, λ 1 1 q ˇˇˇ2 ˙1 2 .
With this notation, our main control on › › χ τ ¨r L pn,n`1q › › piq For every µ P p0, 1q, it holds that

› › χ τ ¨r L pn,n`1q pzq › › Xc À τ µ 4 N " r P pnq c,b p.q 2 ; C µ pr0, 1s; Rq ‰ 1 4 ¨}z} X b .
piiq For every µ P p0, 1 ´bq and every p ě 1, it holds that E " N " r P pnq c,b p.q 2 ; C µ pr0, 1s; Rq

‰ p ı À 2 ´4nκp , (6.22)
where, just as in Proposition 6.5, we have set κ :" min `H0 ´1 2 , H 1 ´1 2 ˘.

Proof.

poq Going back to the definition of K pn,n`1q on the one hand (see (6.16)) and to the definition of I χ,τ on the other hand (see

(3.3)), it is readily checked that `Kpn,n`1q χ,τ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q " 1 tk‰0u 1 tk1‰ku ż dλ 2 F `pn,n`1q k1´k ˘pλ 2 qI χ,τ pλ, Ω k,k1´k `λ1 ´λ2 q.
Based on this representation and using the results of Lemma 3.2, we first deduce that for every 0 ă ε ă 1, As a result, for every ε ą 0 small enough, we obtain successively that

ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ,τ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇÀ 1 tk‰0u 1 tk1‰ku τ ε xλy 1´ε ż dλ 2 xλ ´Ωk,
ˇˇr P pnq c,b pτ q 2 ˇˇÀ ÿ k1,k 1 1 ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b " ÿ k xky 2c ż dλ ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ,τ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ,τ ˘kk 1 1 pλ, λ 1 1 q ˇˇȷ 2 À τ 4ε A 4 n ÿ k1,k 1 1 ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b " ÿ kRt0,k1,k 1 1 u xky 2c 1 xk 1 ´ky 2 1 xk 1 1 ´ky 2 ż dλ xλy 2´2ε 1 xλ ´Ωk,k1´k `λ1 y 1´ε 1 xλ ´Ωk,k 1 1 ´k `λ1 1 y 1´ε ȷ 2 À τ 4ε A 4 n ÿ k1,k 1 1 ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b " ÿ kRt0,k1,k 1 1 u xky 2c 1 xk 1 ´ky 2 1 xk 1 1 ´ky 2 1 xΩ k,k1´k ´λ1 y 1´ε 1 xΩ k,k 1 1 ´k ´λ1 1 y 1´ε ȷ 2 À τ 4ε A 4 n ÿ k1,k 1 1 ÿ k,k 1 Rt0,k1,k 1 1 u xky 2c xk 1 y 2c 1 xk 1 ´ky 2 1 xk 1 1 ´ky 2 1 xk 1 ´k1 y 2 1 xk 1 1 ´k1 y 2 ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b 1 xΩ k,k1´k ´λ1 y 1´ε 1 xΩ k 1 ,k1´k 1 ´λ1 y 1´ε ż dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b 1 xΩ k,k 1 1 ´k ´λ1 1 y 1´ε 1 xΩ k 1 ,k 1 1 ´k1 ´λ1 1 y 1´ε À τ 4ε A 4 n ÿ k1,k 1 1 ÿ k,k 1 Rt0,k1,k 1 1 u xky 2c xk 1 y 2c 1 xk 1 ´ky 2 1 xk 1 1 ´ky 2 1 xk 1 ´k1 y 2 1 xk 1 1 ´k1 y 2 1 xΩ k,k1´k y b 1 xΩ k 1 ,k1´k 1 y b 1 xΩ k,k 1 1 ´ky b 1 xΩ k 1 ,k 1 1 ´k1 y b À τ 4ε A 4 n ÿ k,k 1 ‰0 1 xky 2pb´cq 1 xk 1 y 2pb´cq ˆÿ k1Rtk,k 1 u 1 xk 1 ´ky 2`b 1 xk 1 ´k1 y 2`b ˙2 À τ 4ε A 4 n ÿ k 1 xky 2pb´cq ÿ k 1 1 xk 1 y 2pb´cq 1 xk ´k1 y 4`2b À τ 4ε A 4 n ÿ k 1 xky 4pb´cq .
Since 4pb ´cq ą 1, we can conclude that

ˇˇr P pnq c,b pτ q 2 ˇˇÀ τ 4ε A 4 n ,
which of course guarantees that r P pnq c,b pτ q 2 Ñ 0 as τ Ñ 0.

piq Starting from the representation of F `r L pn,n`1q pzq k ˘pβq in (6.17), we can write

› › χ τ ¨r L pn,n`1q pzq › › 2 Xc " ÿ k xky 2c ż dλ ˇˇˇż dβ F `χτ ˘pλ ´βq ÿ k1 ż dλ 1 `Kpn,n`1q χ ˘kk1 pβ, λ 1 qFpz k1 qpλ 1 q ˇˇˇ2 " ÿ k xky 2c ż dλ ˇˇˇÿ k1 ż dλ 1 `Kpn,n`1q χ,τ ˘kk1 pβ, λ 1 qFpz k1 qpλ 1 q ˇˇˇ2 " ÿ k1,k 1 1 ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 ˆ"xλ 1 y b Fpz k1 qpλ 1 q ‰" xλ 1 1 y b Fpz k 1 1 qpλ 1 1 q ‰ ÿ k xky 2c xλ 1 y ´bxλ 1 1 y ´b ż dλ `Kpn,n`1q χ,τ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q χ,τ ˘kk 1 1 pλ, λ 1 1 q ˙,
and by applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we immediately deduce that

› › χ τ ¨r L pn,n`1q pzq › › 2 Xc ď › › z › › 2 X b ¨r P pnq c,b pτ q.
Now, since r P pnq c,b p0q " 0 (by item poq), one has

› › χ τ ¨r L pn,n`1q pzq › › 4 Xc ď › › z › › 4 X b ¨r P pnq c,b pτ q 2 " › › z › › 4 X b ¨ˇr P pnq c,b pτ q 2 ´r P pnq c,b p0q 2 ˇď › › z › › 4 X b ¨τ µ N " r P pnq c,b p.q 2 ; C µ pr0, 1s; Rq ‰ ,
which corresponds to the claimed bound.

piiq For the sake of clarity, we have postponed this moment estimate to Appendix F. □ 6.4. Proof of Proposition 6.1.

Recall that we focus on the convergence of the sequence `Lpnq,`˘n ě1 in L µ pX b c , X b c q. This property will be deduced from a suitable combination of the estimates exhibited in the previous sections.

For more clarity, let us organize the arguments along three successive steps.

Step 1: A first general bound.

Starting from the decomposition of L pnq,`i n (6.2), we can obviously write

› › χ τ ¨Lpn,n`1q,`› › LpX b c ,X b c q ď " › › χ τ ¨L7,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b q `› › χ τ ¨L7,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,Xcq ı `"› › χ τ ¨L5,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b q `› › χ τ ¨L5,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,Xcq ı `"› › χ τ ¨r L pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b q `› › χ τ ¨r L pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,Xcq ı .
Then, by appealing to the results of Lemma 3.3 and Lemma 3.4, as well as the observations in Section 6.1.2, we obtain that for all 0 ă c ă 1 2 ă b ă b 1 ă 1 and ν P r0, 1s,

› › χ τ ¨Lpn,n`1q,`› › LpX b c ,X b c q À τ b 1 ´b" › › L 7,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b 1 q `› › r L pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b 1 q ı `"τ b 1 ´b› › L 5,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b 1 q `τ ν 2 › › L 5,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,Xc,ν q `› › χ τ ¨r L pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,Xcq ı .
Using the notation introduced in Proposition 6.4, Proposition 6.5 and Proposition 6.8, we get that for all 0 ă c ă 1 2 ă b ă b 1 ă 1 and ν P p0, 1 ´bq,

› › χ τ ¨Lpn,n`1q,`› › LpX b c ,X b c q À τ b 1 ´b" › › L 7,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b 1 q `› › r L pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b 1 q ı `"τ b 1 ´b`Q 5,pnq b,b 1 ˘1 2 `τ ν 2 pP 5,pnq ν q 1 2 `τ ν 4 N " r P pnq c,b p.q 2 ; C ν pr0, 1s; Rq ‰ 1 4 ı ,
and so for all 0 ă c ă 1 2 ă b ă b 1 ă 1 and ν P p0, 1 ´bq, there exists µ P p0, 1q such that

› › L pn,n`1q,`› › LµpX b c ,X b c q À " › › L 7,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b 1 q `› › r L pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b 1 q ı `"`Q 5,pnq b,b 1 ˘1 2 `pP 5,pnq ν q 1 2 `N " r P pnq c,b p.q 2 ; C ν pr0, 1s; Rq ‰ 1 4 ı . ( 6 

.23)

Step 2: Estimate associated with the first bracket in (6.23).

In order to bound the moments of the sum

› › L 7,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b 1 q `› › r L pn,n`1q › › LpX b
c ,X b 1 q , we shall implement the interpolation procedure alluded to in Section 6.1.1 and Section 6.3.2.

To this end, let us go back to the specific assumptions of the proposition, that is fix c P `2 ´p2H 0 H1 q, 1 4 ˘. In accordance with the results of Sections 6.1.1 and 6.3.2, we introduce two parameters a :" 1 2 ´ε P p0, 1 2 q and b 1 :" 1 2 `ε P p 1 2 , 1q, for ε ą 0 to be determined later on. Setting θ :" b 1 ´a 1 ´a P p0, 1q, we get by interpolation, for every

1 2 ă b ă b 1 , › › L 7,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b 1 q `› › r L pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b 1 q À › › L 7,pn,n`1q › › 1´θ LpX b c ,X a q › › L 7,pn,n`1q › › θ LpX b c ,X 1 q `› › r L pn,n`1q › › 1´θ LpX b c ,X a q › › r L pn,n`1q › › θ LpX b
c ,X 1 q , which, with the notation of Proposition 6.2, Proposition 6.3, Proposition 6.6 and Proposition 6.7, yields

› › L 7,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b 1 q `› › r L pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b 1 q À `Q7,pnq a,c
˘1 2 p1´θq pS 7,pnq `S7,pn`1q q

1 2 θ `p r Q pnq a,b q 1 2 p1´θq p r S pnq `r S pn`1q q 1 2 θ . (6.24)
As a result, for every

1 2 ă b ă b 1 , E "ˇˇˇ› › L 7,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b 1 q `› › r L pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b 1 q ˇˇ2 ı À E " ˇˇQ 7,pnq a,c ˇˇ1´θ ˇˇS 7,pnq `S7,pn`1q ˇˇθ ı `E" ˇˇr Q pnq a,b
ˇˇ1´θ ˇˇr S pnq `r S pn`1q ˇˇθ ı

À E " ˇˇQ 7,pnq a,c ˇˇı 1´θ E " ˇˇS 7,pnq `S7,pn`1q ˇˇı θ `E" ˇˇr Q pnq a,b
ˇˇı 1´θ E " ˇˇr S pnq `r S pn`1q ˇˇı θ .

We are here in position to apply the moments estimates established in the aforementioned propositions, which gives us, for every

1 2 ă b ă b 1 , E "ˇˇˇ› › L 7,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b 1 q `› › r L pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b 1 q ˇˇ2 ı À 2 ´2npp1´θqκc´5 2 θq
where we recall that κ c :" min `H0 ´1 2 , H 1 ´1 2 , c´r2´p2H0`H1qs 4 ˘ą 0.

At this point, observe that we can recast the interpolation parameter θ as

θ :" b 1 ´a 1 ´a " 2ε 1 2 `ε .
Therefore, since κ c does not depend on a, b 1 , or equivalently on ε, we can find such ε ą 0 small enough (depending on c) so that

α c :" p1 ´θqκ c ´5 2 θ ą 0, that is `1 2 ´ε˘1 2ε ą 5 2κ c .
For such a choice of ε ą 0 (that we fix from now on), we have thus shown that for every

1 2 ă b ă b 1 , E "ˇˇˇ› › L 7,pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b 1 q `› › r L pn,n`1q › › LpX b c ,X b 1 q ˇˇ2 ı À 2 ´2nαc , (6.25)
with α c ą 0.

Step 3: Conclusion.

Let us fix c and b 1 just as in the above Step 2, and set b c :" 1 2 `1 2 `b1 q P p 1 2 , b 1 q. as well as ν P p0, 1 ´bq. By combining (6.23) and (6.25), we obtain first that for all b P p 1 2 , b c s and ν P p0, 1 ´bq,

E " › › L pn,n`1q,`› › 2 LµpX b c ,X b c q ı À 2 ´2nαc `E" ˇˇQ 5,pnq b,b 1 ˇˇı `E" ˇˇP 5,pnq ν ˇˇı `E" N " r P pnq c,b p.q 2 ; C ν pr0, 1s; Rq ‰ 1 2 ı ,
for some µ P p0, 1q, and with α c ą 0. We can then inject the estimates obtained in Proposition 6.4 piiq, Proposition 6.5 piiq and Proposition 6.8 piiq to assert that b P p 1 2 , b c s,

E " › › L pn,n`1q,`› › 2 LµpX b c ,X b c q ı À 2 ´2nγ , (6.26)
for some µ P p0, 1q, and where γ :" minpα c , κq ą 0.

The latter estimate immediately entails the convergence of the sequence `Lpnq,`˘n ě1 in the space L 2 pΩ; L µ pX b c , X b c qq. By combining (6.26) with an elementary Borel-Cantelli argument, this L 2 pΩqconvergence can then be turned into an almost-sure convergence in L µ pX b c , X b c q, as desired.
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Appendix A. Moments estimates related to Section 3.3

Proof of Proposition 3.5. We only focus on the proof of the second estimate in the statement, namely

ˇˇE " F `pn,n`1q k ˘pλqF `pn,n`1q k 1 ˘pλ 1 q ıˇˇˇÀ 2 ´2nκ xλyxλ 1 y " Γ pH0´κq k,k 1 pλ, λ 1 qΛ pH1q k,k 1 `ΓpH0q k,k 1 pλ, λ 1 qΛ pH1´κq k,k 1 ı , (A.1)
but it should be clear to the reader that the first estimate could be proved with similar arguments.

Let us start from the representation where we recall that 9 B pn,n`1q :" 9 B pn`1q ´9 B pnq and

E " 9 B pn,n`1q pt, xq 9 B pn,n`1q pt 1 , x 1 q ‰ " c 2 H ż Dn`1zDn dξdη |ξ| 2H0´1 |η| 2H1´1 e ´ıξpt´t 1 q e ´ıηpx´x 1 q . (A.2)
Let us also recall that according to Lemma 3.1, one can rely on the following representation of the (localized) time integrator:

F `Iχ v ˘pλq " ż R dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qFpvqpλ 1 q, (A.3)
for some kernel I χ pλ, λ 1 q satisfying

ˇˇI χ pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇÀ 1 xλyxλ ´λ1 y . (A.4) F `pn,n`1q k ˘pλq " ż dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qF `e´ı.|k| 2 9 B pn,n`1q k ˘pλ 1 q " ż dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 q
ż dt e ´ıtpλ1`|k| 2 q ż T dx e ´ıxk 9 B pn,n`1q pt, xq. (A.5)

We can now apply the above covariance formula (A.2) and deduce that

E " F `pn,n`1q k ˘pλqF `pn,n`1q k 1 ˘pλ 1 q ı " ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qI χ pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ż dtdt 1 e ´ıtpλ1`|k| 2 q e ıt 1 pλ 1 1 `|k 1 | 2 q ż T dxdx 1 e ´ıxk e ıx 1 k 1 E " 9 B pn,n`1q pt, xq 9 B pn,n`1q pt 1 , x 1 q ‰ " c 2 H ż Dn`1zDn dξdη |ξ| 2H0´1 |η| 2H1´1 ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qI χ pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ż dtdt 1 e ´ıtpλ1`|k| 2 q e ıt 1 pλ 1 1 `|k 1 | 2 q ż T dxdx 1 e ´ıxk e ıx 1 ¨k1 e ´ıξpt´t 1 q e ´ıηpx´x 1 q " c 2 H ż Dn`1zDn dξdη |ξ| 2H0´1 |η| 2H1´1 ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qI χ pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q
ˆż dt e ´ıtpλ1`|k| 2 `ξq ˙ˆż dt 1 e ıt 

ˇˇˇˇI χ pλ 1 , ´|k 1 | 2 ´ξq ˇˇ˙ˆż R dη |η| 2H1´1 xη `kyxη `k1 y 2´2nκ ˆżR dξ |ξ| 2H0´1 ˇˇI χ pλ, ´|k| 2 ´ξq ˇˇˇˇI χ pλ 1 , ´|k 1 | 2 ´ξq ˇˇ˙ˆż R dη |η| 2pH1´κq´1 xη `kyxη `k1 y ˙. (A.8)
The bound (A.1) is now an immediate consequence of (A.4).

Proof

of Proposition 3.6.

As one might expect, the bound for

E " F `pn,n`1q k ˘pλqF `pn,n`1q k 1 ˘pλ 1 q ı
follows from the same procedure as in the proof of Proposition 3.5.

Starting from (A.5) and following the arguments leading to (A.6), we get this time

E " F `pn,n`1q k ˘pλqF `pn,n`1q k 1 ˘pλ 1 q ı " ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qI χ pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ż dtdt 1 e ´ıtpλ1`|k| 2 q e ´ıt 1 pλ 1 1 `|k 1 | 2 q ż T dxdx 1 e ´ıxk e ´ıx 1 k 1 E " 9 B pn,n`1q pt, xq 9 B pn,n`1q pt 1 , x 1 q ‰ " c 2 H ż Dn`1zDn dξdη |ξ| 2H0´1 |η| 2H1´1 I χ pλ, ´|k| 2 ´ξqI χ pλ 1 , ´|k 1 | 2 `ξq ˆżT dx e ´ıxpη`kq ˙ˆż T dx 1 e ´ıx 1 p´η`k 1 q ˙,
and so

ˇˇˇE " F `pn,n`1q k ˘pλqF `pn,n`1q k 1 ˘pλ 1 q ı ˇˇÀ 2 ´2nκ ˆżR dξ |ξ| 2pH0´κq´1 ˇˇI χ pλ, ´|k| 2 ´ξq ˇˇˇˇI χ pλ 1 , ´|k 1 | 2 `ξq ˇˇż R dη |η| 2H1´1 ˇˇˇż T dx e ´ıxpη`kq ˇˇˇˇˇˇż T dx 1 e ´ıx 1 p´η`k 1 q ˇˇˇ2 ´2nκ ˆżR dξ |ξ| 2H0´1 ˇˇI χ pλ, ´|k| 2 ´ξq ˇˇˇˇI χ pλ 1 , ´|k 1 | 2 `ξq ˇˇż R dη |η| 2pH1´κq´1 ˇˇˇż T dx e ´ıxpη`kq ˇˇˇˇˇˇż T dx 1 e ´ıx 1 p´η`k 1 q ˇˇˇ˙.
which, thanks to (A.4), yields the desired bound.

The uniform estimate for

E " F `pnq k ˘pλqF `pnq k 1 ˘pλ 1 q
ı can naturally be obtained along the same procedure.

Appendix

B. Moments estimates related to Section 5.2

Proof of Proposition 5.1.

We will focus on the proof of the uniform estimate

E " › › pnq› › 2 X b c ı À 1,
and leave it to the reader to check that the subsequent arguments could in fact be extended toward

E " › › pn,n`1q› › 2 X b c ı À 2 ´κn
by following the same (basic) estimation procedure as in the transition from (A.7) to (A.8).

Using the representation formula (A.3), we can first write

F `Iχ `Ă Mp pnq , pnq q k ˘˘pλq " ż R dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qFp Ă Mp pnq , pnq q k qpλ 1 q " ÿ k1‰0 ż R dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 q ż dt e ´ıλ 1 t e ıtΩ k,k 1 pnq k`k1 ptq pnq k1 ptq " ÿ k1‰0 ż dλ 1 Fp pnq k1 qpλ 1 q ż dλ 2 Fp pnq k`k1 qpλ 2 q ż R dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 q
ż dt e ´ıλ 1 t e ıtΩ k,k 1 e ıtλ2 e ´ıtλ1 , and thus

F `Iχ `Ă Mp pnq , pnq q k ˘˘pλq " ÿ k1‰0 ż dλ 1 dλ 2 I χ pλ, Ω k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 qFp pnq k1 qpλ 1 qFp pnq k`k1 qpλ 2 q.
Based on this expression, and by applying Wick's formula, we can compute

E " ˇˇF `Iχ `Ă Mp pnq , pnq q k ˘pλq ˇˇ2 ı " ÿ k1‰0 ż dλ 1 dλ 2 ÿ k 1 1 ‰0 ż dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 I χ pλ, Ω k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 qI χ pλ, Ω k,k 1 1 `λ1 2 ´λ1 1 q E " Fp pnq k1 qpλ 1 qFp pnq k`k1 qpλ 2 qFp pnq k 1 1 qpλ 1 1 qFp pnq k`k 1 1 qpλ 1 2 q ı " ˇˇE " F `Iχ `Ă Mp pnq , pnq q k ˘pλq ‰ ˇˇ2 `ÿ k1‰0 ż dλ 1 dλ 2 ÿ k 1 1 ‰0 ż dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 I χ pλ, Ω k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 qI χ pλ, Ω k,k 1 1 `λ1 2 ´λ1 1 q E " Fp pnq k1 qpλ 1 qFp pnq k 1 1 qpλ 1 1 q ı E " Fp pnq k`k1 qpλ 2 qFp pnq k`k 1 1 qpλ 1 2 q ı `ÿ k1‰0 ż dλ 1 dλ 2 ÿ k 1 1 ‰0 ż dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 I χ pλ, Ω k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 qI χ pλ, Ω k,k 1 1 `λ1 2 ´λ1 1 q E " Fp pnq k1 qpλ 1 qFp pnq k`k 1 1 qpλ 1 2 q ı E " Fp pnq k`k1 qpλ 2 qFp pnq k 1 1 qpλ 1 1 q ı .
Thus, going back to the definition of pnq , namely 

pnq k ptq :" I χ ´Ă Mp pnq , pnq q k p.q ´E" Ă Mp pnq , pnq q k p.q ‰ ¯ptq,
ÿ k1‰0 ż dλ 1 dλ 2 ÿ k 1 1 ‰0 ż dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 I χ pλ, Ω k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 qI χ pλ, Ω k,k 1 1 `λ1 2 ´λ1 1 q E " Fp pnq k1 qpλ 1 qFp pnq k 1 1 qpλ 1 1 q ı E " Fp pnq k`k1 qpλ 2 qFp pnq k`k 1 1 qpλ 1 2 q ı and II pnq k pλq :" ÿ k1‰0 ż dλ 1 dλ 2 ÿ k 1 1 ‰0 ż dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 I χ pλ, Ω k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 qI χ pλ, Ω k,k 1 1 `λ1 2 ´λ1 1 q E " Fp pnq k1 qpλ 1 qFp pnq k`k 1 1 qpλ 1 2 q ı E " Fp pnq k`k1 qpλ 2 qFp pnq k 1 1 qpλ 1 1 q ı .
The two following sections are devoted to the exhibition of uniform bounds for these two quantities, when evaluated in the X b c -topology.

B.1. Estimates related to I pnq . By using (A.4) and the first covariance estimate in Proposition 3.5, we can assert that

ˇˇI pnq k pλq ˇˇÀ ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u ż dλ 1 dλ 2 ż dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 ˇˇIχpλ, Ω k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 qI χ pλ, Ω k,k 1 1 `λ1 2 ´λ1 1 q ˇĚ " Fp pnq k1 qpλ 1 qFp pnq k 1 1 qpλ 1 1 q ı E " Fp pnq k`k1 qpλ 2 qFp pnq k`k 1 1 qpλ 1 2 q ıˇˇÀ 1 xλy 2 ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u ż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 yxλ ´Ωk,k1 `λ1 ´λ2 y ż dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 xλ 1 1 yxλ 1 2 yxλ ´Ωk,k 1 1 `λ1 1 ´λ1 2 y " Γ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 qΛ pH1q k1,k 1 1 ı" Γ pH0q k`k1,k`k 1 1 pλ 2 , λ 1 2 qΛ pH1q k`k1,k`k 1 1 ı ,
where the proportional constant does not depend on n. Thus one has, uniformly over n,

ˇˇI pnq k pλq ˇˇÀ ˇˇJ p0q k pλq ˇˇ`ˇˇJ p1q k pλq ˇˇ, where J p0q k pλq :" 1 tk"0u 1 xλy 2 ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u ż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 yxλ `λ1 ´λ2 y ż dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 xλ 1 1 yxλ 1 2 yxλ `λ1 1 ´λ1 2 y " Γ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 qΛ pH1q k1,k 1 1 ı" Γ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 2 , λ 1 2 qΛ pH1q k1,k 1 1 ı and J p1q k pλq :" 1 tk‰0u 1 xλy 2 ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u ż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 yxλ ´Ωk,k1 `λ1 ´λ2 y ż dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 xλ 1 1 yxλ 1 2 yxλ ´Ωk,k 1 1 `λ1 1 ´λ1 2 y " Γ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 qΛ pH1q k1,k 1 1 ı" Γ pH0q k`k1,k`k 1 1 pλ 2 , λ 1 2 qΛ pH1q k`k1,k`k 1 1 ı .
With this notation, it remains us to guarantee that

› › J p0q › › x X b c `› › J p1q › › x X b c ă 8, (B.1) 
where, for more clarity, we set from now on

› › f › › x X b c :" › › f › › x X b `› › f › › x Xc (B.2) with › › f › › x X b :" k ż dλ xλy 2b ˇˇf k pλq ˇˇand › › f › › x Xc :" ÿ k xky 2c ż dλ ˇˇf k pλq ˇˇ.
B.1.1. Estimates related to J p0q . By applying the result of Lemma 3.8 piq to the expression of Λ pH1q , we obtain that for every ε ą 0 small enough,

J p0q k pλq À 1 tk"0u 1 xλy 2 ÿ k1,k 1 1 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 4H1´2 1 xk 1 ´k1 1 y 2´ε ż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 yxλ `λ1 ´λ2 y ż dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 xλ 1 1 yxλ 1 2 yxλ `λ1 1 ´λ1 2 y " Γ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 qΓ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 2 , λ 1 2 q ı . (B.3)
Fix ε ą 0 such that 0 ă ε ă 2 ´2H 0 , as well as q ą 1 such that 2H 0 ´1 ă 1 q ă 1 ´ε. Besides, let p ą 1 be such that 1 p `1 q " 1. With this notation in mind, we can write

ż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 yxλ `λ1 ´λ2 y ż dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 xλ 1 1 yxλ 1 2 yxλ `λ1 1 ´λ1 2 y " Γ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 qΓ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 2 , λ 1 2 q ı " ż dλ 1 dλ 2 dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 yxλ 1 1 yxλ 1 2 y " 1 xλ `λ1 ´λ2 y 1 xλ `λ1 1 ´λ1 2 y ȷ " Γ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 qΓ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 2 , λ 1 2 q ı ď ˆż dλ 1 dλ 2 dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 yxλ 1 1 yxλ 1 2 y ˇˇˇ1 xλ `λ1 ´λ2 y 1 xλ `λ1 1 ´λ1 2 y ˇˇˇp ˙1 p ˆż dλ 1 dλ 2 dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 yxλ 1 1 yxλ 1 2 y ˇˇΓ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 qΓ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 2 , λ 1 2 q ˇˇq ˙1 q ď ˆż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 y 1 xλ `λ1 ´λ2 y p ˙2 p ˆż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 yxλ 1 1 y ˇˇΓ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇq ˙2 q . (B.4)
On the one hand, it holds that

ż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 y 1 xλ `λ1 ´λ2 y p À ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 1 xλ `λ1 y À 1 xλy 1´ε . (B.5)
On the other hand, one has

ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 yxλ 1 1 y ˇˇΓ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇq À ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 yxλ 1 1 y ˆ1 x||k 1 | 2 ´λ1 | ^||k 1 1 | 2 ´λ1 1 |y 2H0´1 1 x|k 1 | 2 ´λ1 ´|k 1 1 | 2 `λ1 1 y 1´ε ˙q À ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 x|k 1 | 2 ´λ1 yx|k 1 1 | 2 ´λ1 1 y ˆ1 x|λ 1 | ^|λ 1 1 |y 2H0´1 1 xλ 1 ´λ1 1 y 1´ε ˙q (B.6) À ż t|λ1|ă|λ 1 1 |u dλ 1 dλ 1 1 x|k 1 | 2 ´λ1 yx|k 1 1 | 2 ´λ1 1 y ˆ1 xλ 1 y 2H0´1 1 xλ 1 ´λ1 1 y 1´ε ˙q `żt|λ 1 1 |ă|λ1|u dλ 1 dλ 1 1 x|k 1 | 2 ´λ1 yx|k 1 1 | 2 ´λ1 1 y ˆ1 xλ 1 1 y 2H0´1 1 xλ 1 ´λ1 1 y 1´ε ˙q À ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y p2H0´1qq 1 x|k 1 | 2 ´λ1 y ż dλ 1 1 x|k 1 1 | 2 ´λ1 1 y 1 xλ 1 ´λ1 1 y p1´εqq `ż dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y p2H0´1qq 1 x|k 1 1 | 2 ´λ1 1 y ż dλ 1 x|k 1 | 2 ´λ1 y 1 xλ 1 ´λ1 1 y p1´εqq . (B.7)
Let us recall that p1 ´εqq ą 1 and p2H 0 ´1qq ă 1. Thus,

ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y p2H0´1qq 1 x|k 1 | 2 ´λ1 y ż dλ 1 1 x|k 1 1 | 2 ´λ1 1 y 1 xλ 1 ´λ1 1 y p1´εqq À ż dλ 1 |λ 1 | p2H0´1qq 1 x|k 1 | 2 ´λ1 y 1 x|k 1 1 | 2 ´λ1 y À 1 x|k 1 | 2 ^|k 1 1 | 2 y p2H0´1qq
, where we have used the result of Lemma 3.8 piq to derive the second estimate. In the same way,

ż dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y p2H0´1qq 1 x|k 1 1 | 2 ´λ1 1 y ż dλ 1 x|k 1 | 2 ´λ1 y 1 xλ 1 ´λ1 1 y p1´εqq À 1 x|k 1 | 2 ^|k 1
1 | 2 y p2H0´1qq , and so, going back to (B.7), we get that

ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 yxλ 1 1 y ˇˇΓ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇq À 1 x|k 1 | 2 ^|k 1 1 | 2 y p2H0´1qq . (B.8)
We can now inject (B.5) and (B.8) into (B.4), which yields

ż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 yxλ `λ1 ´λ2 y ż dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 xλ 1 1 yxλ 1 2 yxλ `λ1 1 ´λ1 2 y " Γ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 qΓ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 2 , λ 1 2 q ı À 1 xλy 2 p p1´εq 1 x|k 1 | 2 ^|k 1 1 | 2 y 4H0´2 ,
and accordingly, by (B.3),

J p0q k pλq À 1 tk"0u 1 xλy 2`2 p p1´εq ÿ k1,k 1 1 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 4H1´2 1 xk 1 ´k1 1 y 2´ε 1 x|k 1 | 2 ^|k 1 1 | 2 y 4H0´2 (B.9) À 1 tk"0u 1 
xλy 2`2 p p1´εq ÿ k1 1 xk 1 y 8H0`4H1´6 ÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 ´k1 1 y 2´ε À 1 tk"0u 1 
xλy 2`2 p p1´εq ˆÿ k1 1 xk 1 y 8H0`4H1´6 ˙ˆÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 1 y 2´ε ˙.
At this point, recall that 2H 0 `H1 ą 7 4 , that is 8H 0 `4H 1 ´6 ą 1: based on the above estimate, we have thus proved that for every ε ą 0 small enough, there exists p ą 1 (possibly very large) such that

J p0q k pλq À 1 tk"0u 1 xλy 2`2 p p1´εq .
As a result, for all 1 2 ă b ă 1 2 `1´ε p and c ě 0, it holds that

› › J p0q › › x X b c À › › J p0q › › x X b " ÿ k ż dλ xλy 2b ˇˇJ p0q k pλq ˇˇÀ ż dλ xλy 2`2 p p1´εq´2b ă 8. (B.10) B.1.2.
Estimates related to J p1q . By applying the result of Lemma 3.8 piq to the expression of Λ pH1q , and bounding each Γ pH0q by 1, we derive that for every ε ą 0 small enough,

|J p1q k pλq| À 1 tk‰0u 1 xλy 2 ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u ż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 yxλ ´Ωk,k1 `λ1 ´λ2 y ż dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 xλ 1 1 yxλ 1 2 yxλ ´Ωk,k 1 1 `λ1 1 ´λ1 2 y 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k `k1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 1 ´k1 y 2´ε À 1 tk‰0u 1 xλy 2 ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u ż dλ 1 xλ 1 yxλ ´Ωk,k1 `λ1 y 1´ε ż dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 yxλ ´Ωk,k 1 1 `λ1 1 y 1´ε 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k `k1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 1 ´k1 y 2´ε À 1 tk‰0u 1 xλy 2 ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u 1 xλ ´Ωk,k1 y 1´2ε 1 xλ ´Ωk,k 1 1 y 1´2ε 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k `k1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 1 ´k1 y 2´ε . (B.11)
For the control related to the X b -norm, we obtain in this way, for every ε ą 0 small enough,

› › J p1q › › x X b " ÿ k ż dλ xλy 2b |J p1q k pλq| À ÿ k‰0 ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k `k1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 1 ´k1 y 2´ε ˆż dλ xλy 2´2b 1 xλ ´Ωk,k1 y 1´2ε 1 xλ ´Ωk,k 1 1 y 1´2ε À ÿ k‰0 ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k `k1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 1 ´k1 y 2´ε 1 xΩ k,k1 y 1´b 1 xΩ k,k 1 1 y 1´b À ÿ k‰0 1 |k| 2´2b ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 p|k `k1 | ^|k `k1 1 |q 2H1´1 1 xk 1 1 ´k1 y 2´ε 1 |k 1 | 1´b 1 |k 1 1 | 1´b À ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u 1 p|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |q 2H1`1´2b 1 xk 1 1 ´k1 y 2´ε ÿ k‰0 1 |k| 2´2b 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k `k1 1 |y 2H1´1 . (B.12)
At this point, let us pick b P p 1 2 , H 1 q, and observe that for all fixed k 1 , k 1 1 P Zzt0u,

ÿ k‰0 1 |k| 2´2b 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k `k1 1 |y 2H1´1 À ÿ k 1 xky 2´2b 1 xk `k1 y 2H1´1 `ÿ k 1 xky 2´2b 1 xk `k1 1 y 2H1´1 À 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´2b ,
where we have used the fact that p2 ´2bq `p2H 1 ´1q ą 1. Therefore, going back to (B.12), we get that

› › J p1q › › x X b À ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u 1 p|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |q 1`4pH1´bq 1 xk 1 1 ´k1 y 2´ε À ÿ k1 1 xk 1 y 1`4pH1´bq ÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 1 y 2´ε ă 8, due to b ă H 1 .
Now pick any 0 ă c ă 1 2 , and let us try to control the quantity related to X c . Starting from (B.11), we obtain this time

› › J p1q › › x Xc " ÿ k xky 2c ż dλ |J p1q k pλq| À ÿ k‰0 xky 2c ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k `k1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 1 ´k1 y 2´ε ˆż dλ xλy 2 1 xλ ´Ωk,k1 y 1´2ε 1 xλ ´Ωk,k 1 1 y 1´2ε À ÿ k‰0 xky 2c ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k `k1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 1 ´k1 y 2´ε 1 xΩ k,k1 y 1´2ε 1 xΩ k,k 1 1 y 1´2ε À ÿ k‰0 1 |k| 2´2c´4ε ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k `k1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 1 ´k1 y 2´ε 1 xk 1 y 1´2ε 1 xk 1 1 y 1´2ε À ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1`1´4ε 1 xk 1 1 ´k1 y 2´ε ÿ k‰0 1 |k| 2´2c´4ε 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k `k1 1 |y 2H1´1 .
For all fixed k 1 , k 1 1 P Zzt0u, one has this time

ÿ k‰0 1 |k| 2´2c´4ε 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k `k1 1 |y 2H1´1 À ÿ k 1 xky 2´2c´4ε 1 xk `k1 y 2H1´1 `ÿ k 1 xky 2´2c´4ε 1 xk `k1 1 y 2H1´1 À 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 ,
where we have used the fact that for any 0 ă c ă 1 2 , one has trivially 2 ´2c ´4ε ą 1 ą 2H 1 ´1 for ε ą 0 small enough. Thus, for every 0 ă c ă 1 2 and ε ą 0 small enough, we get that

› › J p1q › › x Xc À ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 4H1´4ε 1 xk 1 1 ´k1 y 2´ε À ÿ k1 1 xk 1 y 4H1´4ε ÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 1 y 2´ε ă 8.
This concludes the proof of (B.1).

B.2.

Estimates related to II pnq . By using (A.4) and the first covariance estimate in Proposition 3.6, we derive that

|II pnq k pλq| À ÿ k1‰0 ż dλ 1 dλ 2 ÿ k 1 1 ‰0 ż dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 ˇˇI χ pλ, Ω k,k1 `λ2 ´λ1 qI χ pλ, Ω k,k 1 1 `λ1 2 ´λ1 1 q ˇĚ" Fp pnq k1 qpλ 1 qFp pnq k`k 1 1 qpλ 1 2 q ı E " Fp pnq k`k1 qpλ 2 qFp pnq k 1 1 qpλ 1 1 q ıˇˇÀ 1 xλy 2 ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u ż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 yxλ ´Ωk,k1 `λ1 ´λ2 y ż dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 xλ 1 1 yxλ 1 2 yxλ ´Ωk,k 1 1 `λ1 1 ´λ1 2 y " r Γ pH0q k1,k`k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 2 q r Λ pH1q k1,k`k 1 1 ı" r Γ pH0q k`k1,k 1 1 pλ 2 , λ 1 1 q r Λ pH1q k`k1,k 1 1 ı ,
where the proportional constant does not depend on n. Thus one has, uniformly over n,

ˇˇII pnq k pλq ˇˇÀ ˇˇJ p0q k pλq ˇˇ`ˇˇJ p1q k pλq ˇˇ, where J p0q k pλq :" 1 tk"0u 1 xλy 2 ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u ż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 yxλ `λ1 ´λ2 y ż dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 xλ 1 1 yxλ 1 2 yxλ `λ1 1 ´λ1 2 y " r Γ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 2 q r Λ pH1q k1,k 1 1 ı" r Γ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 2 , λ 1 1 q r Λ pH1q k1,k 1 1 ı and J p1q k pλq :" 1 tk‰0u 1 xλy 2 ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u ż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 yxλ ´Ωk,k1 `λ1 ´λ2 y ż dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 xλ 1 1 yxλ 1 2 yxλ ´Ωk,k 1 1 `λ1 1 ´λ1 2 y " r Γ pH0q k1,k`k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 2 q r Λ pH1q k1,k`k 1 1 ı" r Γ pH0q k`k1,k 1 1 pλ 2 , λ 1 1 q r Λ pH1q k`k1,k 1 1 ı .
Just as before, we are left with the proof of the fact that

› › J p0q › › x X b c `› › J p1q › › x X b c ă 8. (B.13)
where the notation › › .

› ›

x X b c has been introduced in (B.2).

B.2.1.

Estimates related to J p0q . We can follow the same arguments as for J p0q . Namely, fix ε ą 0 such that 0 ă ε ă 2 ´2H 0 , q ą 1 such that 2H 0 ´1 ă 1 q ă 1 ´ε, p ą 1 such that 1 p `1 q " 1, and write, with the help of Lemma 3.8 piq,

ˇˇJ p0q k pλq ˇˇÀ 1 tk"0u 1 xλy 2 ÿ k1,k 1 1 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 4H1´2 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε ż dλ 1 dλ 2 dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 yxλ 1 1 yxλ 1 2 y " 1 xλ `λ1 ´λ2 y 1 xλ `λ1 1 ´λ1 2 y ȷ " r Γ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 2 q r Γ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 2 , λ 1 1 q ı À 1 tk"0u 1 xλy 2 ÿ k1,k 1 1 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 4H1´2 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε ˆż dλ 1 dλ 2 dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 yxλ 1 1 yxλ 1 2 y ˇˇˇ1 xλ `λ1 ´λ2 y 1 xλ `λ1 1 ´λ1 2 y ˇˇˇp ˙1 p ˆż dλ 1 dλ 2 dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 yxλ 1 1 yxλ 1 2 y ˇˇr Γ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 2 q r Γ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 2 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇq ˙1 q À 1 tk"0u 1 xλy 2 ÿ k1,k 1 1 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 4H1´2 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε ˆż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 y ˇˇˇ1 xλ `λ1 ´λ2 y ˇˇˇp ˙2 p ˆż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 yxλ 1 1 y ˇˇr Γ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇq ˙2 q .
Just as in (B.5), one has

ż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 y 1 xλ `λ1 ´λ2 y p À 1 xλy 1´ε .
Besides, by Lemma 3.8 piq,

ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 yxλ 1 1 y ˇˇr Γ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇq À ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 yxλ 1 1 y ˆ1 x||k 1 | 2 ´λ1 | ^||k 1 1 | 2 ´λ1 1 |y 2H0´1 1 x|k 1 | 2 ´λ1 `|k 1 1 | 2 ´λ1 1 y 1´ε ˙q À ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 x|k 1 | 2 ´λ1 yx|k 1 1 | 2 ´λ1 1 y ˆ1 x|λ 1 | ^|λ 1 1 |y 2H0´1 1 xλ 1 `λ1 1 y 1´ε ˙q.
Thus, we are essentially in the same position as in (B.6), and we can actually follow line by line the arguments leading to (B.8) to assert that

ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 yxλ 1 1 y ˇˇr Γ pH0q k1,k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇq À 1 x|k 1 | 2 ^|k 1 1 | 2 y p2H0´1qq .
We have thus proved that

J p0q k pλq À 1 tk"0u 1 xλy 2`2 p p1´εq ÿ k1,k 1 1 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 4H1´2 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 x|k 1 | 2 ^|k 1 1 | 2 y 4H0´2 À 1 tk"0u 1 
xλy 2`2 p p1´εq ÿ k1,k 1 1 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 4H1´2 1 xk 1 ´k1 1 y 2´ε 1 x|k 1 | 2 ^|k 1 1 | 2 y 4H0´2 ,
and we can again follow the arguments from (B.9) to (B.10) to conclude that, for all 1 2 ă b ă 1 2 `1´ε p and c ě 0,

› › J p0q › › x X b c À › › J p0q › › x X b " ÿ k ż dλ xλy 2b ˇˇJ p0q k pλq ˇˇă 8.

B.2.2.

Estimates related to J p1q . By applying the result of Lemma 3.8 piq to the expression of r Λ pH1q , and bounding each r Γ pH0q by 1, we derive that for every ε ą 0 small enough,

|J p1q k pλq| À 1 tk‰0u 1 xλy 2 ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u ż dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 yxλ 2 yxλ ´Ωk,k1 `λ1 ´λ2 y ż dλ 1 1 dλ 1 2 xλ 1 1 yxλ 1 2 yxλ ´Ωk,k 1 1 `λ1 1 ´λ1 2 y 1 x|k 1 | ^|k `k1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 `ky 2´ε À 1 tk‰0u 1 xλy 2 ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u ż dλ 1 xλ 1 yxλ ´Ωk,k1 `λ1 y 1´ε ż dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 yxλ ´Ωk,k 1 1 `λ1 1 y 1´ε 1 x|k 1 | ^|k `k1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 `ky 2´ε À 1 tk‰0u 1 xλy 2 ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u 1 xλ ´Ωk,k1 y 1´2ε 1 xλ ´Ωk,k 1 1 y 1´2ε 1 x|k 1 | ^|k `k1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 `ky 2´ε . (B.14) 1 |k| 2´2b 1 x|k 1 `k| ^|k 1 1 ´k|y 2H1´1 1 |k 1 1 ´k| 1´b À ÿ k 1 xky 2´2b 1 xk 1 1 ´ky 2H1´b `ÿ k 1 xky 2´2b 1 xk `k1 y 2H1´1 1 xk 1
1 ´ky 1´b . Since p2 ´2bq `p2H 1 ´bq " p2 ´3bq `2H 1 ą 2H 1 ą 1 and 2H 1 ´b ă 2 ´2b ă 1, one has

ÿ k 1 xky 2´2b 1 xk 1 1 ´ky 2H1´b À 1 xk 1 1 y 2H1´3b`1 . Besides, ÿ k 1 xky 2´2b 1 xk `k1 y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 1 ´ky 1´b À ˆÿ k 1 xky 2´2b 1 xk `k1 y 4H1´2 ˙1 2 ˆÿ k 1 xky 2´2b 1 xk 1 1 ´ky 2´2b ˙1 2 À 1 xk 1 y 2H1´b´1 2 1 xk 1 1 y 3 2 ´2b
, where we have used the fact that p2 ´2bq `p4H 1 ´2q ą 1, 4H 1 ´2 ă 2 ´2b ă 1 and p2 ´2bq `p2 ´2bq ą 1.

As a result, we have shown that for all k 1 , k

1 1 P Z, ÿ kRt0,k 1 1 u 1 |k| 2´2b 1 x|k 1 `k| ^|k 1 1 ´k|y 2H1´1 1 |k 1 1 ´k| 1´b À 1 xk 1 1 y 2H1´3b`1 `1 xk 1 y 2H1´b´1 2 1 xk 1 1 y 3 2 ´2b .
By injecting this bound into (B.15), we deduce that in the above setting, one has

› › J p1q › › x X b À S 1 `S2 , with S 1 :" ÿ k1‰0 ÿ k 1 1 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 |k 1 | 1´b 1 xk 1 1 y 2H1´3b`1
and S 2 :"

ÿ k1‰0 ÿ k 1 1 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 |k 1 | 1´b 1 xk 1 y 2H1´b´1 2 1 xk 1 1 y 3 2 ´2b .
Now, on the one hand,

S 1 À ÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 1 y 4H1´3b ÿ k1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 xk 1 y 1´b `ÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 1 y 2H1´3b`1 ÿ k1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 xk 1 y 2H1´b À ÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 1 y 1`4pH1´bq ă 8,
due to b ă H 1 . On the other hand,

S 2 À ÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 1 y 2H1´2b`1 2 ÿ k1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 xk 1 1 y 2H1´2b`1 `ÿ k1 1 xk 1 y 4H1´2b´1 2 ÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 xk 1 1 y 3 2 ´2b À ÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 1 y 1`4pH1´bq ă 8,
for the same reasons as above.

Case 2: 3 4 ď H 1 ă 1. Pick b P p 1 2 , 3 4 q. Then for all k 1 , k 1 1 P Z,

ÿ kRt0,k 1 1 u 1 |k| 2´2b 1 x|k 1 `k| ^|k 1 1 ´k|y 2H1´1 1 |k 1 1 ´k| 1´b À ÿ k 1 xky 2´2b 1 xk 1 1 ´ky 2H1´b `ÿ k 1 xky 2´2b 1 xk `k1 y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 1 ´ky 1´b .
Since p2 ´2bq `p2H 1 ´bq " p2 ´3bq `2H 1 ą 1 and 2 ´2b ă 2H 1 ´b,

ÿ k xky 2´2b 1 xk 1 1 ´ky 2H1´b À 1 xk 1 1 y ν ,
where ν :" infp2 ´2b, 1 `2H 1 ´3bq. Besides,

ÿ k 1 xky 2´2b 1 xk `k1 y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 1 ´ky 1´b À ˆÿ k 1 xky 2´2b 1 xk `k1 y 4H1´2 ˙1 2 ˆÿ k 1 xky 2´2b 1 xk 1 1 ´ky 2´2b ˙1 2 À 1 xk 1 y 1´b´ε 1 xk 1 1 y 3 2 ´2b
, where we have used the fact that 4H 1 ´2 ě 1 and p2 ´2bq `p2 ´2bq ą 1.

As a result, we have shown that for all k 1 , k 1 1 P Z,

ÿ kRt0,k 1 1 u 1 |k| 2´2b 1 x|k 1 `k| ^|k 1 1 ´k|y 2H1´1 1 |k 1 1 ´k| 1´b À 1 xk 1 1 y ν `1 xk 1 y 1´b´ε 1 xk 1 1 y 3 2 ´2b .
By injecting this bound into (B.15), we deduce that in the above setting, one has

› › J p1q › › x X b À S 1 `S2 , with S 1 :" ÿ k1‰0 ÿ k 1 1 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 |k 1 | 1´b 1 xk 1 1 y ν and S 2 :" ÿ k1‰0 ÿ k 1 1 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 |k 1 | 1´b 1 xk 1 y 1´b´ε 1 xk 1 1 y 3 2 ´2b .
Now, on the one hand,

S 1 À ÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 1 y 2H1´1`ν ÿ k1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 xk 1 y 1´b `ÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 y ν ÿ k1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 xk 1 y 2H1´b À ÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 1 y 2H1`ν´b ă 8,
due to 2H 1 `ν ´b " infp2H 1 `2 ´3b, 1 `4pH 1 ´bqq ą 1. On the other hand, for ε ą 0 small enough,

S 2 À ÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 1 y 2H1`1 2 ´2b ÿ k1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 xk 1 y 2´2b´ε `ÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 1 y 3 2 ´2b ÿ k1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 xk 1 y 2H1`1´2b´ε À ÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 1 y 2H1`5 2 ´4b´ε ă 8, because 2H 1 `5 2 ´4b ą 1.
Finally, by gathering the estimates obtained in Case 1 and Case 2, we derive the existence of a parameter b ą 1 2 such that

› › J p1q › › x X b ă 8.
Now pick any 0 ă c ă 1 2 , and let us try to control the quantity related to X c . Starting from (B.14), we obtain this time

› › J p1q › › x " ÿ k xky 2c ż dλ |J p1q k pλq| À ÿ k‰0 xky 2c ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u 1 x|k 1 | ^|k `k1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 `ky 2´ε ˆż dλ xλy 2 1 xλ ´Ωk,k1 y 1´2ε 1 xλ ´Ωk,k 1 1 y 1´2ε À ÿ k‰0 xky 2c ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u 1 x|k 1 | ^|k `k1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 `ky 2´ε 1 xΩ k,k1 y 1´2ε 1 xΩ k,k 1 1 y 1´2ε À ÿ k‰0 1 |k| 2´2c´4ε ÿ k1,k 1 1 PZzt0u 1 x|k 1 | ^|k `k1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 `ky 2´ε 1 xk 1 y 1´2ε 1 xk 1 1 y 1´2ε À ÿ k1,k 1 1 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 xk 1 y 1´2ε ÿ kRt0,k 1 1 u 1 |k| 2´2c´4ε 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k ´k1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk ´k1 1 y 1´2ε . (B.16)
Then, setting c 1 :" infp2H 1 , 2 ´2cq P p1, 2q and c 2 :" infp2H 1 ´1, 1 ´cq P p0, 1q, one has, for every ε ą 0 small enough,

ÿ kRt0,k 1 1 u 1 |k| 2´2c´4ε 1 x|k `k1 | ^|k ´k1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk ´k1 1 y 1´2ε À ÿ k 1 xky 2´2c´4ε 1 xk ´k1 1 y 2H1´2ε `ÿ k 1 xky 2´2c´4ε 1 xk `k1 y 2H1´1 1 xk ´k1 1 y 1´2ε À 1 xk 1 1 y c 1 ´4ε `ˆÿ k 1 xky 2´2c´4ε 1 xk `k1 y 4H1´2 ˙1 2 ˆÿ k 1 xky 2´2c´4ε 1 xk ´k1 1 y 2´4ε ˙1 2 À 1 xk 1 1 y c 1 ´4ε `1 xk 1 y c 2 ´2ε
1 xk 1 1 y 1´c´2ε . Injecting this estimate into (B.16), we deduce that

› › J p1q › › x Xc À S 1 `S2 with S 1 :" ÿ k1,k 1 1 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 xk 1 y 1´2ε 1 xk 1 1 y c 1 ´4ε
S 2 :"

ÿ k1,k 1 1 1 x|k 1 | ^|k 1 1 |y 2H1´1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 xk 1 y 1´2ε 1 xk 1 y c 2 ´2ε 1 xk 1 1 y 1´c´2ε .
It remains us to observe that, on the one hand, for ε ą 0 small enough,

S 1 À ÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 1 y 2H1´1`c 1 ´4ε ÿ k1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 xk 1 y 1´2ε `ÿ k1 1 xk 1 y 2H1´2ε ÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 xk 1 1 y c 1 ´4ε À ÿ k1 1 xk 1 y 2H1`c 1 ´6ε ă 8,
since one has trivially 2H 1 `c1 ą 1. On the other hand, for ε ą 0 small enough,

S 2 À ÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 1 y 2H1´c´2ε ÿ k1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 xk 1 y 1`c 2 ´4ε `ÿ k1 1 xk 1 y 2H1`c 2 ´4ε ÿ k 1 1 1 xk 1 `k1 1 y 2´ε 1 xk 1 1 y 1´c´2ε À ÿ k1 1 xk 1 y 2H1`1`c 2 ´c´6ε ă 8
due to the (readily-checked) inequality 2H 1 `1 `c2 ´c ą 1.

We have thus shown that › › J p1q › ›

x Xc ă 8, and the proof of (B.13) is thus complete.

Appendix

C. Moments estimates related to Section 6. It thus remains us to prove that the latter sum (over k 1 ) is finite.

For k 1 " 0, and thanks to the result of Lemma 3.8 piq, we know that Λ pH1q 0,0 , Λ pH1´κq 0,0 ă 8 and we can bound the two quantities Γ pH0q 0,0 pλ 1 ´λ2 , λ 1 1 ´λ2 q, Γ pH0´κq 0,0 pλ 1 ´λ2 , λ 1 1 ´λ2 q by max ´ˇΓ pH0q 0,0 pλ 1 ´λ2 , λ 1 1 ´λ2 q ˇˇ, ˇˇΓ pH0´κq 0,0

pλ 1 ´λ2 , λ 1 1 ´λ2 q ˇˇ¯À 1 xλ 1 ´λ1 1 y 1´ε .
Using also (A.4), the corresponding term in (C.1) (i.e. for k 1 " 0) can thus be estimated as

ż dλ xλy 2´2a ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 ´λ1 1 y 1´ε 1 xλ ´λ1 y 1 xλ ´λ1 1 y ż dλ 2 xλ 1 ´λ2 yxλ 1 1 ´λ2 y À ż dλ xλy 2´2a ż dλ 1 xλ ´λ1 y ż dλ 1 1 xλ 1 ´λ1 1 y 2´2ε 1 xλ ´λ1 1 y À ż dλ xλy 2´2a ż dλ 1 xλ ´λ1 y 2 À ż dλ xλy 2´2a ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2 ă 8.
As for the sum over k 1 ‰ 0, we have, by combining again (A.4) and Lemma 3.8 piq,

ÿ k1‰0 xk 1 y ´2c ż dλ xλy 2a ż dλ 2 ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 |I χ pλ, λ 1 q||I χ pλ, λ 1 1 q| 1 xλ 1 ´λ2 yxλ 1 1 ´λ2 y " Γ pH0´κq k1,k1 pλ 1 ´λ2 , λ 1 1 ´λ2 qΛ pH1q k1,k1 `ΓpH0q k1,k1 pλ 1 ´λ2 , λ 1 1 ´λ2 qΛ pH1´κq k1,k1 ı À ÿ k1‰0 xk 1 y ´2c ż dλ xλy 2´2a ż dλ 1 xλ ´λ1 y dλ 1 1 xλ ´λ1 1 y 1 xλ 1 ´λ1 1 y 1´ε ż dλ 2 xλ 1 ´λ2 yxλ 1 1 ´λ2 y " 1 ||k 1 | 2 ´pλ 1 ´λ2 q| 2pH0´κq´1 1 |k 1 | 2H1´1 `1 ||k 1 | 2 ´pλ 1 ´λ2 q| 2H0´1 1 |k 1 | 2pH1´κq´1 ȷ . (C.2)
At this point, observe that for all p, q ą 1 such that 1 p `1 q " 1, and for every k 1 ‰ 0, one has

ż dλ 2 xλ 1 ´λ2 yxλ 1 1 ´λ2 y 1 ||k 1 | 2 ´pλ 1 ´λ2 q| 2pH0´κq´1 ď ˆż dλ 2 xλ 1 ´λ2 y p 1 ||k 1 | 2 ´pλ 1 ´λ2 q| p2pH0´κq´1qp ˙1 p ˆż dλ 1 2 xλ 1 1 ´λ1 2 y q ˙1 q À ˆż dλ 2 xλ 2 y p 1 ||k 1 | 2 ´λ2 | p2pH0´κq´1qp ˙1 p À ˆż dλ 2 |λ 2 | p2pH0´κq´1qp 1 xλ 2 ´|k 1 | 2 y p ˙1 p .
By choosing p ą 1 close enough to 1 so that p2pH 0 ´κq ´1qp ă 1, we are in a position to apply Lemma 3.8 piiq and assert that for all λ 1 , λ 1 1 , ż dλ 2 xλ 1 ´λ2 yxλ 1 1 ´λ2 y

1 ||k 1 | 2 ´pλ 1 ´λ2 q| 2pH0´κq´1 À 1 |k 1 | 4pH0´κq´2´ε .
In the same way,

ż dλ 2 xλ 1 ´λ2 yxλ 1 1 ´λ2 y 1 ||k 1 | 2 ´pλ 1 ´λ2 q| 2H0´1 À 1 |k 1 | 4H0´2´ε ,
and so, going back to (C.2), we obtain that for all ε ą 0 small enough,

ÿ k1‰0 xk 1 y ´2c ż dλ xλy 2a ż dλ 2 ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 |I χ pλ, λ 1 q||I χ pλ, λ 1 1 q| 1 xλ 1 ´λ2 yxλ 1 1 ´λ2 y " Γ pH0´κq k1,k1 pλ 1 ´λ2 , λ 1 1 ´λ2 qΛ pH1q k1,k1
`ΓpH0q k1,k1 pλ 1 ´λ2 , λ where we have used the fact that Ψ pnq p0q " 0 to get the last inequality.

In order to control the second moment of }Ψ ı , and then combine (A.4) with the second covariance estimate in Proposition 3.5 to obtain that

E " ˇˇQ 5,pnq b,b 1 ˇˇı À 2 ´2nκ ż dλ xλy 2´2b 1 ż dβ xβy 2b ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y ż dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 1 xλ ´pλ 1 ´βqy 1 xλ ´pλ 1 1 ´βqy " Γ pH0´κq 0,0 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q `ΓpH0q 0,0 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ı ,
where, as in the proof of Proposition 6.2 piiq, we have used the fact that Λ pH1q 0,0 , Λ pH1´κq 0,0 ă 8. By applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with respect to the pair pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q, we deduce As for the second term into brackets in (D.1), we can apply Lemma 3.8 piq, which entails

E " ˇˇQ 5,pnq b,b 1 ˇˇı À 2 ´2nκ " ż dλ xλy 2´2b 1 ż dβ xβy 2b ż dλ 1 xλ 1 yxλ ´pλ 1 ´βqy 2 ȷ" ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y ż dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y ˇˇΓ pH0´κq 0,0 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q `ΓpH0q 0,0 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2 ȷ 1 
ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y ż dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y ˇˇΓ pH0´κq 0,0 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q `ΓpH0q 0,0 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2 À ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y ż dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 1 xλ 1 ´λ1 1 y 2´2ε À ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2 ă 8.
Proof of Proposition 6.5 piiq. One has first, as a basic application of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

E "ˇˇP 5,pnq µ ˇˇ‰ ď ż dλdλ 1 xλ ´λ1 y 1´µ ˆż dβ E "ˇˇˇˇż dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qFp pnq 0 qpλ 1 ´βq ˇˇˇ2 ȷ˙1 2 ˆż dβ 1 E "ˇˇˇˇż dλ 1 1 I χ pλ 1 , λ 1 1 qFp pnq 0 qpλ 1 1 ´β1 q ˇˇˇ2 ȷ˙1 2 . (D.2)
Then by combining (A.4) with the second covariance estimate in Proposition 3.5, we deduce, along the same procedure as in the proof of Proposition 6. for every ε ą 0 small enough. Thus, we obtain that for ε ą 0 small enough,

ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b ż dλ xλy 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇ2 ı À 2 ´2nκ ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b ż dλ xλy 2´2a 1 xλ 1 `λ ´Ωk,k1´k y 2´ε À 2 ´2nκ ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b 1 xλ 1 ´Ωk,k1´k y 2´2a À 2 ´2nκ xΩ k,k1´k y 1`η ,
where we recall that η :" minp2b ´1, 1 ´2aq ą 0.

E.2.

Proof of Proposition 6.6 piiq.

Let us write

E " ˇˇr Q pnq a,b ˇˇ2 ı ď ÿ k1,k 1 1 ÿ k,k 1 ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 y 2b xλ 1 1 y 2b ż dλdλ 1 xλy 2a xλ 1 y 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk 1 1 pλ, λ 1 1 q ˇˇˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘k1 k1 pλ 1 , λ 1 q ˇˇˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘k1 k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇı ď ÿ k1,k 1 1 ÿ k,k 1 ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 y 2b xλ 1 1 y 2b ż dλdλ 1 xλy 2a xλ 1 y 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇ4 ı 1 4 E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk 1 1 pλ, λ 1 1 q ˇˇ4 ı 1 4 E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘k1 k1 pλ 1 , λ 1 q ˇˇ4 ı 1 4 E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘k1 k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇ4 ı 1 4 À ÿ k1,k 1 1 ÿ k,k 1 ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 y 2b xλ 1 1 y 2b ż dλdλ 1 xλy 2a xλ 1 y 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇ2 ı 1 2 E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk 1 1 pλ, λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2 ı 1 2 E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘k1 k1 pλ 1 , λ 1 q ˇˇ2 ı 1 2 E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘k1 k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2 ı 1 2 , (E.2)
where we have used the Gaussianity of the variables under consideration to derive the last estimate.

Then for all fixed k

1 , k 1 1 , k, k 1 , it holds that ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 y 2b xλ 1 1 y 2b ż dλdλ 1 xλy 2a xλ 1 y 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk 1 pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇ2 ı 1 2 E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk 1 1 pλ, λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2 ı 1 2 E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘k1 k 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 q ˇˇ2 ı 1 2 E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘k1 k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2 ı 1 2 À ż dλ 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 y 2b xλ 1 1 y 2b ˆż dλ xλy 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk 1 pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇ2 ı 1 2 E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk 1 1 pλ, λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2 ı 1 2 ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘k1 k 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 q ˇˇ2 ı 1 2 E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘k1 k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2 ı 1 2 À " ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b ˆż dλ xλy 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk 1 pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇ2 ı ˙1 2 ˆż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘k1 k 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 q ˇˇ2 ı ˙1 2 ȷ " ż dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b ˆż dλ xλy 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk 1 1 pλ, λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2 ı ˙1 2 ˆż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘k1 k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2 ı ˙1 2 ȷ À "ˆż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b ż dλ xλy 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk 1 pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇ2 ı ˙1 2 ˆż dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b ż dλ xλy 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk 1 1 pλ, λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2 ı ˙1 2 ȷ "ˆż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘k1 k 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 q ˇˇ2 ı ˙1 2 ˆż dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘k1 k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2 ı ˙1 2 ȷ ,
and so, going back to (E.2),

E " ˇˇr Q pnq a,b ˇˇ2 ı À ÿ k 1 ,k 1 1 " ÿ k ˆż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b ż dλ xλy 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk 1 pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇ2 ı ˙1 2 ˆż dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b ż dλ xλy 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk 1 1 pλ, λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2 ı ˙1 2 ȷ " ÿ k 1 ˆż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘k1 k 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 q ˇˇ2 ı ˙1 2 ˆż dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘k1 k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2 ı ˙1 2 ȷ À ÿ k 1 ,k 1 1 "ˆÿ k ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b ż dλ xλy 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk 1 pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇ2 ı ˙1 2 ˆÿ k ż dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b ż dλ xλy 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk 1 1 pλ, λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2 ı ˙1 2 ȷ "ˆÿ k 1 ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘k1 k 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 q ˇˇ2 ı ˙1 2 ˆÿ k 1 ż dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘k1 k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2 ı ˙1 2 ȷ À ˆÿ k 1 ÿ k ż dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b ż dλ xλy 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ ˘kk 1 pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇ2 ı ˙2.
Thanks to the bound obtained in Lemma E.1 and recalling that Ω k,k1 " ´2kk 1 , we deduce that for some η ą 0,

E " ˇˇr Q pnq a,b ˇˇ2 ı À ˆÿ k‰0 ÿ k1‰k 2 ´2nκ xΩ k,k1´k y 1`η ˙2 À 2 ´4nκ ˆÿ k‰0 1 |k| 1`η ˙4 À 2 ´4nκ ,
which corresponds to the desired estimate.

E.3.

Proof of Proposition 6.7 piiq.

We follow the same steps as in the proof of Proposition 6.3 piiq. Thus, for every fixed n ě 1, set Ψ pnq ptq :"

ÿ kPZ | pnq k ptq|, so that r S pnq " ´sup tPR |Ψ pnq ptq| ¯2 " ´sup tPr0,2s |Ψ pnq ptq| ¯2 ď 2 1 2 › › Ψ pnq › › 2 C 1 4 pr0,2s;Rq , (E.3)
where the last inequality is due to the fact that Ψ pnq p0q " 0. In order to control the first moment of r S pnq , that is the second moment of }Ψ pnq } C Recall that for every τ ą 0, the localized random kernel K pn,n`1q χ,τ is defined as

`Kpn,n`1q χ,τ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q :" ż dβ F `χτ ˘pλ ´βq `Kpn,n`1q χ ˘kk1 pβ, λ 1 q
and can also be represented as

`Kpn,n`1q χ,τ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q " 1 k‰0 1 k1‰k ż dλ 2 F `pn,n`1q k1´k ˘pλ 2 qI χ,τ pλ, Ω k,k1´k `λ1 ´λ2 q, (F.1)
where I χ,τ is the kernel of the localized time integrator introduced in Section 3.1.

For the sake of clarity, we extend this definition to τ " 0 by setting `Kpn,n`1q χ,0 ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q :" 0, (F.2)

which is actually consistent with the estimates in the proof of Proposition 6.8 poq.

Moreover, for all times τ, τ 1 ě 0, we define `Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q :" `Kpn,n`1q χ,τ ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q ´`K pn,n`1q χ,τ 1 ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q.

With this notation, we can state the following technical lemma, which will play a central role in the subsequent proof of Proposition 6.8 piiq.

Lemma F.1. Let us set κ :" inf `H0 ´1 2 , H 1 ´1 2 ˘ą 0.

piq With the above notation, one has for all 0 ď τ, τ 1 , τ 2 ď 1, µ P p0, 1q and ε ą 0 small enough,

ˇˇˇE " `Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 2 ,τ q ˘k1 k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ı ˇˇˇÀ 1 tk‰0,k 1 ‰0u 1 tk‰k1u 1 tk 1 ‰k 1 1 u 2 ´2nκ |τ ´τ 1 | µ |τ ´τ 2 | µ xa kk1k 1 k 1 1 y 1´ε 1 xλy 1´µ xλ 1 y 1´µ 1 xλ `λ1 ´Ωk,k1´k y 1´µ´ε 1 xλ 1 `λ1 1 ´Ωk 1 ,k 1 1 ´k1 y 1´µ´ε ,
where we have set

a kk1k 1 k 1 1 :" " k 1 ´k‰ `"k 1 ´k1 1 ‰ .
piiq For all 0 ď τ, τ 1 , τ 2 ď 1, µ P p0, 1q and ε ą 0 small enough, it holds that

ˇˇˇE " `Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 2 ,τ q ˘k1 k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ı ˇˇˇÀ 1 tk‰0,k 1 ‰0u 1 tk‰k1u 1 tk 1 ‰k 1 1 u 2 ´2nκ |τ ´τ 1 | µ |τ ´τ 2 | µ xã kk1k 1 k 1 1 y 1´ε 1 xλy 1´µ xλ 1 y 1´µ 1 xλ `λ1 ´Ωk,k1´k y 1´µ´ε 1 xλ 1 `λ1 1 ´Ωk 1 ,k 1 1 ´k1 y 1´µ´ε ,
where we have set

ãkk1k 1 k 1 1 :" k 1 `k1 1 ´k ´k1 .
Proof.

piq Starting from the representation (F.1), we have ˇˇˇE " `Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 2 ,τ q ˘k1 k 1

1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ı ˇˇÀ 1 tk‰0,k 1 ‰0u 1 tk‰k1u 1 tk 1 ‰k 1 1 u ż dλ 2 dλ 1 2 ˇˇI χ,pτ 1 ,τ q pλ, Ω k,k1´k `λ2 ´λ1 q ˇˇˇˇI χ,pτ 2 ,τ q pλ 1 , Ω k 1 ,k 1 1 ´k1 `λ1 2 ´λ1 1 q ˇĚ" F `pn,n`1q k1´k ˘pλ 2 qF `pn,n`1q k 1 1 ´k1 ˘pλ 1 2 q ıˇˇˇ. (F.3)
By the second covariance estimate in Proposition 3.5, we know that

ˇˇE " F `pn,n`1q k1´k ˘pλ 2 qF `pn,n`1q k 1 1 ´k1 ˘pλ 1 2 q ıˇˇÀ 2 ´2nκ xλ 2 yxλ 1 2 y " Γ pH0´κq k1´k,k 1 1 ´k1 pλ 2 , λ 1 2 qΛ pH1q k1´k,k 1 1 ´k1 `ΓpH0q k1´k,k 1 1 ´k1 pλ 2 , λ 1 2 qΛ pH1´κq k1´k,k 1 1 ´k1 ı . (F.4)
Then, thanks to the result of Lemma 3.8 piq, we can assert that for every ε ą 0 small enough, max By injecting this bound into (F.3) and using the result of Lemma 3.2 piiq about I χ,pτ 1 ,τ q , we finally deduce that for all µ P p0, 1q and ε ą 0 small enough, ˇˇˇE " `Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 2 ,τ q ˘k1 k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 

´ΓpH0´κq k1´k,k 1 1 ´k1 pλ 2 , λ 1 2 q, Γ pH0q k1´k,k 1 1 ´k1 pλ 2 , λ 1 2 q ¯À 1, max `ΛpH1q k1´k,k 1 1 ´k1 , Λ pH1´κq k1´k,k 1 1 ´k1 ˘À 1 xa kk1k 1 k 1 1 y 1´ε , (F.5) for proportional constants that do not depend on k, k 1 , k 1 , k 1 1 , λ 2 ,

F.2.

Proof of Proposition 6.8 piiq.

Recall that the process τ Þ Ñ r P pnq c,b pτ q 2 is defined for every 0 ď τ ď 1 as For all times 0 ď τ, τ 1 ď 1, we introduce the additional notation K pnq χ,pτ 1 ,τ q pk 1 , k 1 1 ; λ 1 , λ ) .

Using the convention in (F.2), we can write for all times 0 ď τ, τ 1 ď 1, " ˇˇK pnq χ,p0,τ q pk 1 , k 1 1 ; λ 1 , λ 1 1 q

ˇˇ2

´ˇK pnq χ,p0,τ 1 q pk 1 , k ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘kk 1 1 pλ, λ 1 1 q ˇˇˇ2 ȷ ": r p pnq c,b ppτ 1 , τ q; τ q `r p pnq c,b ppτ 1 , τ q; τ 1 q, (F.9)

and we are thus left with the estimation of these two quantities. For obvious symmetry reasons with respect to pτ, τ 1 q, we will stick to the control of r p pnq c,b ppτ 1 , τ q; τ q. By writing the latter quantity as `Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘k1 k1 pλ 1 , λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q `Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘k1 k1 pλ 1 , λ 1 q ı .

For the rest of the proof, we fix µ P p0, 1 ´bq, as well as µ 1 P pµ, 1 ´bq.

Estimate of P 1 . By applying Lemma F.1 piq, we obtain in this case ˇˇˇE " `Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q where the last inequality follows from our assumption b ´c ą 1 4 .

Estimate of P 2 . By using Lemma F.1 piq, we get this time ˇˇˇE " `Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘k1 k1 pλ 1 , λ 1 q ı ˇˇˇÀ 1 tk‰0,k Estimate of P 3 . Lemma F.1 piiq provides us with the two bounds ˇˇˇE " `Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q χ,τ `Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘k1 k1 pλ 1 , λ 1 q ı ˇˇˇÀ 1 tk‰0,k 1 ‰0u 1 tk‰k By choosing p ě 2 large enough so that 2 ´pµ 1 ´µqp ă 1, we obtain the desired bound. ˝

˘k1 k 1 1 pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q ı ˇˇˇÀ 1 tk‰0,k 1 ‰0u 1 tk‰k1u 1 tk 1 ‰k 1 1 u 2 ´2nκ |τ ´τ 1 | µ 1 xã kk1k 1 k 1 1 y 1´ε 1 xλy 1´µ 1 1 xλ 1 y 1´µ 1

Notation 1 . 3 .

 13 For every function φ : T Ñ R and every k P Z, we will denote φ k :" ż T dx e ´ı kx φpxq " kx φpxq.

Lemma 3 . 1 .

 31 [START_REF] Deng | Random tensors, propagation of randomness, and nonlinear dispersive equations[END_REF] Lemma 4.1]) For all function v : R Ñ R smooth enough, one can write

9 B

 9 pn,n`1q pt, xq :" ´cH ż Dn`1zDn ξ e ıtξ |ξ| H0`1 2 η e ıxη |η| H1`1 2 x W pdξ, dηq.

Proposition 4 . 1 .

 41 Let 1 2 ă γ, b ă 1 and c ě 0. Then for all Λ P H γ pRq and z P X b c , it holds that

4. 2 . 1 .Proposition 4 . 3 .

 2143 Control in X b . For all 1 2 ă b, b 1 ă 3 4 , one has

dx 1 e ´ıkpx´x 1 q E " 9 B

 9 pnq ps, xq 9 B pnq ps 1 , xq ı .

6. 3 . 1 .

 31 Definition of K pnq χ . With the notation of Lemma 3.1, we can write

2 , and let 0 ă c ă 1 2 ă b ă 1 be such that b ´c ą 1 4 .

 24 can be stated as follows. Proposition 6.8. Fix H 0 , H 1 ą 1 poq For every fixed n ě 1, one has almost surely

ˇˇr P pnq c,b pτ q 2 ´r P pnq c,b pτ 1 q 2

 2 

2 . 1 ,τ q pk 1 , k 1 1 ; λ 1

 2111 Going back to (F.7) and setting alsor p pnq c,b pτ 1 , τ q :" p0, τ q ˘p 2 ``r p pnq c,b p0, τ 1 q ˘p 2 (`r p pnq c,b pτ, τ 1 q ˘p 2 . (F.8)Therefore we can focus on the estimation of the quantity r p pnq c,b pτ, τ 1 q for 0 ď τ, τ 1 ď 1. In fact, it is easy to check that r p pnq c,b pτ, τ 1 q À ÿ n`1q χ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q

1 pλ, λ 1 1

 11 n`1q χ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q χ,τ ˘kk 1 q

À 2 1 x k1 ´k 1 1 y 2´2ε 1 x k1 y b 1 x k1 `k ´k1 y b 1 x k1 1 y b 1 x k1 1 `k ´k1 y b À 2 1 x k1 y 2b 1 x 1 xky 2pb´cq ÿ k 1 1 xk 1 y 2pb´cq 1

 2111111211111 ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ k1 `k ´k1 y 2b À 2 ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ k xk ´k1 y 2b À 2 ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ k 1 xky 4pb´cq À 2 ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ,

À 2 À 2 1 x k1 y b 1 xÀ 2 À 2

 221122 ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ k,k 1 1 xk ´k1 y 2´2ε 1 xky 2pb´cq xk 1 y 2pb´cq ÿ k1 k1 `k ´k1 y b ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ k 1 xky 4pb´cq À 2 ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 , since b ´c ą 1 4 .

À 2 À 2 1 xr k1 ´k 1 1 s `rk 1 ´ksy 2´2ε 1 x k1 y b 1 x k1 `rk ´k1 sy b 1 x k1 1 y b 1 x k1 1 ` 1 x k1 y b 1 x 1 1xr k1 ´k 1 1 s `rk 1 ´ksy 2´2ε 1 x k1 1 y b 1 x k1 1 `rk ´k1 sy b À 2 ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ k,k 1 1 xky 2pb´cq 1 xk 1 y 2pb´cq ÿ k1 1 x k1 y 2b 1 x 1 xÀ 2 4 .pτ q 2 ´r P pnq c,b pτ 1 q 2 ˇˇp ı À 2 1 |

 2211111111111111112421 ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ rk ´k1 sy b À 2 ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ k1 `rk ´k1 sy b ÿ k1 k1 `rk ´k1 sy b k1 `rk 1 ´ksy b À 2 ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ k 1 xky 4pb´cq À 2 ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 , due to b ´c ą 1Conclusion. By combining (F.8)-(F.9)-(F.10) and then using the above estimates for P 1 , P 2 , P 3 , we deduce for all p ě 2 and 0 ď τ, τ1 ď 1, ´4nκp |τ ´τ 1 | µ 1 p . Since τ Þ Ñ r P pnq c,b pτ q 2 isa continuous process on r0, 1s (as guaranteed by Proposition 6.8 poq), we are in a position to apply the classical Garsia-Rodemich-Rumsey inequality and conclude that for every p ě 2, p.q 2 ; C µ pr0, 1s; 2´pµ 1 ´µqp .

  With this notation, let us recast the dynamics in (1.13) under the following (localized) mild form:

	ż t									ż t
	uptq " ´ıχptq	ds χpsqe ´ıpt´sq∆ 9 Bps, .q ´ıχ τ ptqχptq	ds e ´ıpt´sq∆ χpsq|ups, .q| 2
	0									0
				ż t				ż t
	`ıχ τ ptqχptq		ds χpsqΛpsqe ´ıpt´sq∆ ups, .q `ıχ τ ptqχptq	ds χpsqe ´ıpt´sq∆ σps, .q. (1.14)
						0				0
	The mild formulation (1.14) clearly emphasizes the role of the so-called stochastic convolution in the
	dynamics, and accordingly let us set (at least formally, since 9 B is only defined as a distribution)
									ż t
			pt, xq :" ´ıχptq		ds χpsq `eıs∆ 9 Bpsq ˘pxq, t P R, x P T,	(1.15)
									0
	or otherwise stated								
	pt, xq "	´ı ÿ	" χptq	ż t	ds χpsqe ´ıs|k| 2	ż	dy e ´ıky 9 Bps, yq	ȷ	e ıkx , t P R, x P T,
			kPZ			0			T
	where we use the notation	ż T	dx φpxq "	1 2π	ż 2π 0	dx φpxq.

Introduce the (local) time integration operator, that is

I χ vptq :" ´ıχptq ż t 0 ds χpsqvpsq, (1.16)

as well as the auxiliary process ůptq :" e ıt∆ uptq.

(1.17)

Then (1.14) is equivalent to ůptq " ptq `χτ ptqI χ Mpů, ůqptq ´χτ ptqI χ `Λ ¨ů ˘ptq ´χτ ptqI χ `eı.∆ σ ˘ptq, t P R,

25 )

 25 Proof. Recall the definition of M in (1.19), then Mpv, wq k ptq " e ´ıt|k| 2 `pe ´ıt∆ vptqqpe ´it∆ wptqq ˘k " e ´ıt|k| 2 ÿ

	e ıt|k´k1| 2	v k´k1 ptqe ıt|k1| 2 w ´k1 ptq
	k1PZ	
	ÿ	
	"	
	k1PZ	

k1PZ

`e´ıt∆ vptq ˘k´k1 ptq `e´ıt∆ wptq ˘´k1 " e ´ıt|k| 2 ÿ

2 pR; H c pTqq. In other words, the space X b , resp. X c , stands for the completion of the set of test-functions on R ˆT with respect to the norm

  

								Bourgain transformation in (1.6), we will lean on the first correction
	term ´Iχ	`Λpnq ¨pnq ˘in (1.21) by specifically choosing
														ż	ż
									Λ pnq ptq "		pnq ptq :"	pnq pt, xq,	(2.5)
														T	T
	in such a way that								
				I χ Mp	pnq ,	pnq q ´Iχ	`Λpnq ¨pnq ˘" I χ ´Mp	pnq ,	pnq q	´pnq	ż	pnq	¯":	pnq	.	(2.6)
														T
	The whole point of this transformation lies in the simplification occurring at the Fourier level: namely,
	using the expression (1.25) of M, we obtain that
	"					ż	ȷ						
	Mp	pnq ,	pnq q	´pnq	pnq	ptq " Mp	pnq ,	pnq q k ptq	´pnq k ptq	pnq 0 ptq "	ÿ	e ıtΩ k,k 1 pnq k1`k ptq	pnq k1 ptq. (2.7)
						T	k							k1‰0
														pnq
	Secondly, we proceed with an additional Wick renormalization of the element	in (2.6) and thus
	consider the sequence of processes defined for all n ě 1 by
												pnq	:"	pnq	´E" pnq ı	.	(2.8)
	Using the extra correction term ´Iχ	`eı.∆ σ ˘in (1.22), the Wick reduction (2.8) can in fact be derived
	from the specific choice							
						σ pnq pt, .q :" E "	e ´ıt∆ ˆMp	pnq ,	pnq qptq	´pnq ptq	ż	pnq ptq ˙ȷ.	(2.9)
														T
														pnq
	Let us now examine the convergence of the sequence p	q ně1 in a scale of Sobolev spaces suited to
	our problem.									
	Notation 2.3. Recall the Notation 1.3 for the Fourier transform in space. For c P R, we define the
	Sobolev space H c pTq by the norm					
											}φ} 2 H c pTq "	ÿ	xky 2c |φ k | 2 .
														kPZ
	ż Next, for all b, c P R, we set X }z} 2 X b :" ÿ dλ xλy 2b ˇˇFpz k qpλq| 2 , resp. }z} 2 Xc :"	ÿ	xky 2c	ż	dλ ˇˇFpz k qpλq	ˇˇ2 ,	(2.10)
						kPZ	R							kPZ	R
	where F refers to the Fourier transform in time, and where we have used Notation 1.3.
	We then set X b c :" X b X X c and consider the related norm
											}z} X b c :" }z} X b `}z} Xc .	(2.11)
	Proposition 2.4. Assume that H 0 , H 1 P p 1 2 , 1q satisfy the condition 7 4 ă 2H 0 `H1 ă 2.

b :" H b pR; L 2 pTqq and X c :" L

Stochastic product as a random operator. Let

  , the approximation 9 B pnq can be represented as 9B pnq :" B t B x B pnq , where B pnq -given by (2.2) -converges to a fractional sheet B on R 2 . us now turn to the interpretation and control of the two product terms L ,χ pzq :" I χ Mpz, q and L ,χ pzq :" I χ Mp , zq ,

	2.4. (2.12)
	involved in the remainder equation (1.23) and in equation (2.15) below.
	Proposition 2.7. For all 1 2 ă γ ă H 0 and T ą 0, one has almost surely
					Λ pnq Ñ Λ in H γ pRq,
	where Λ : Ω ˆR Ñ C is the process given by
		Λptq :"	ı 2π	χptq "	χptqBpt, 2πq	0 ´ż t	ȷ ds χ 1 psqBps, 2πq	.
	Proof. Based on the expression (2.2), it is readily checked that B pnq p0, xq " B pnq pt, 0q " B t B pnq pt, 0q " 0
	a.s., and so, for every t P R,					
	ż						ż t	ż
	Λ pnq ptq "	pnq pt, xq dx " ıχptq	ds χpsq	dy B x B t B pnq ps, yq
	T						0	T
				"	ı 2π	χptq	ż t 0	ds χpsqB t B pnq ps, 2πq
				"	ı 2π	χptq "	χptqB pnq pt, 2πq	0 ´ż t	ȷ ds χ 1 psqB pnq ps, 2πq	.
	Now, it is a well-known fact B pnq p., 2πq Ñ Bp., 2πq in the classical Hölder space C γ pr´T, T sq (for every T ą
	0), which, by using the standard Sobolev spaces identifications (see e.g. [51, Section 1.2]), immediately
	entails the desired convergence Λ pnq Ñ Λ in H γ pRq.
								□

  `p zq " L

	pnq	,χ pzq :" I χ Mpz,	pnq q, L pnq,´p zq " L	pnq	,χ pzq :" I χ Mp	pnq , zq,	(2.13)
	which, in this smoothened situation, are easy to interpret for any function z P L 2 pR `ˆTq.	

holds true with Λ pnq , σ pnq given by (2.5) and (2.9), i.e. Λ pnq ptq :" ż T pnq pt, xq dx and σ pnq pt, .q :" E

  

	1 2 , 1q satisfy 7 4 ă 2H 0 `H1 ă 2. Then the statement of
	Theorem 1.2 "	e ´ıt∆ ˆMp	pnq ,	pnq qptq	´pnq ptq	ż	pnq ptq ˙ȷ. (2.22)
						T	

  " χ τ ¨Iχ M `zpτ,nq `pnq , z pτ,nq `pnq ˘k ´χτ ¨Iχ `Λpnq ¨pz pτ,nq `pnq k q ˘´χ τ ¨Iχ `e´ı|k| 2 . σ

										pnq k ˘ı,
	or in other words								
	k z pτ,nq									k pnq	˘.
	Then, setting								
	ũpτ,nq		pτ,nq k	ptq	`pnq
										k1 psq
	´χτ ptq ¨χptq "	ż t 0	ds χpsqe ´ıs|k| 2	Λ pnq psqũ pτ,nq k	psq	0 `ż t	ds χpsqe ´ıs|k| 2	σ
										pτ,nq k1 psq
	´χτ ptq ¨χptq "	ż t 0	ds χpsqe ´ıs|k| 2	Λ pnq psqũ pτ,nq k	psq	0 `ż t	ds χpsqe ´ıs|k| 2	σ
	´χτ ptq ¨χptq "	ż t 0	ds χpsqe ıpt´sq|k| 2	Λ pnq psqũ	pτ,nq k	psq	0 `ż t	ds χpsqe ıpt´sq|k| 2	σ
										pτ,nq k	psq	ı k psq ´σpnq ,

, combining (2.6),

(2.8

) and (2.13), we can rephrase (2.25) as z pτ,nq k " χ τ ¨Iχ M `zpτ,nq , z pτ,nq ˘k `χτ ¨Iχ Mpz pτ,nq , pnq q k `χτ ¨Iχ Mp pnq , z pτ,nq q k ´χτ ¨Iχ `Λpnq ¨zpτ,nq ˘`χ τ ¨"I χ `M`p nq , pnq ˘k ´Iχ `Λpnq ¨pnq k ˘´I χ `e´ı|k| 2 . σ k ptq :" e ı|k| 2 t " z k ptq ‰ , we get that for every t P R, e ´ı|k| 2 t ũpτ,nq k ptq ´pnq k ptq " χ τ ptq ¨χptq ż t 0 ds χpsq ÿ k1PZ e ısΩ k,k 1 e ´ıs|k`k1| 2 ũpτ,nq k`k1 psqe ´ıs|k1| 2 ũpτ,nq pnq k psq ȷ " χ τ ptq ¨χptq ż t 0 ds χpsqe ´ıs|k| 2 ÿ k1PZ ũpτ,nq k`k1 psqũ pnq k psq ȷ , that is, with expression (2.4) of pnq in mind, ũpτ,nq k ptq " χptq ż t 0 ds χpsqe ıpt´sq|k| 2 9 B pnq k psq `χτ ptq ¨χptq ż t 0 ds χpsqe ıpt´sq|k| 2 `|ũ pτ,nq psq| 2 ˘k pnq k psq ȷ . In particular, for every t P r´τ, τ s, it holds that ũpτ,nq k ptq " ż t 0 ds e ıpt´sq|k| 2 9 B pnq k psq `ż t 0 ds e ıpt´sq|k| 2 " `|ũ pτ,nq psq| 2 ˘k ´Λpnq psqũ

  .[START_REF] De Bouard | Representation formula for stochastic Schrödinger evolution equations and applications[END_REF] and it remains us to observe that ˇˇˇż dβ Fpχ τ qpβ ´λqFpχ τ qpβ ´λ1 q ˇˇˇ" ˇˇˇż dβ Fpχ τ qpλ ´λ1 ´βqFpχ τ qpβq ˇˇ" In any Gaussian setting, covariance functions of the processes under consideration are known to play a fundamental role when it comes to moments estimates. Thus, let us go on with this preliminary section by exhibiting sharp bounds on the covariance function of the central process in our analysis, namely the (rescaled) linear solution pnq is the smooth approximation of the noise 9 B introduced in (2.3). It is readily checked that the covariance of the latter approximation is given for every n ě 1 by

							ˇˇ"	F `χτ q	˚F`χ	τ q ‰	pλ ´λ1 q ˇ"
							τ qpλ ´λ1 q ˇˇF `χ2	ˇ"
							τ ˇˇF `χ2 ˘pτ pλ ´λ1 qq ˇˇÀ τ ˇˇF `χ2 ˘pτ pλ ´λ1 qq	ˇˇ1´µ	À	τ µ xλ ´λ1 y 1´µ .
							□
	3.3. Covariance estimates for the (rescaled) linear solution. pnq
	(see (1.21)).				
	Following (2.4), the process	pnq is explicitly defined by the formula
				pnq k ptq " χptq	ż t 0	ds χpsqe ´ıs|k| 2 9 B	pnq k psq " I χ	`e´ı.|k| 2 9 B	pnq k ˘ptq,
	where 9 B					
	Proof. One has				
	› › χ τ	¨y› › 2 Xc "	ÿ	xky 2c	ż	dβ ˇˇˇż dλ Fpχ τ qpβ ´λqF `yk ˘pλq ˇˇˇ2
			k			
		ď	ÿ	xky 2c		
			k			

ż dλdλ 1 ˇˇˇż dβ Fpχ τ qpβ ´λqFpχ τ qpβ ´λ1 q ˇˇˇˇF py k qpλq ˇˇˇˇF py k qpλ 1 q ˇˇ,

  where we have used Lemma 3.7 to obtain the last inequality.

	The second integral can be trivially bounded as
			ż |ξ|ě1	dξ |ξ| ν	1 xξ ´ay	1 xξ ´by	À	ż R	dξ xξ ´ayxξ ´by	À	1 xb ´ay 1´ε ,
			1 2 ).											
	Lemma 3.8. Consider a parameter ν P p0, 1q.	
					R	dξ |ξ| ν	1 xξ ´ay	1 xξ ´by	À	1 xay ν	1 xb ´ay 1´ε .	(3.26)
										R	dξ |ξ| ν	1 xξ ´ay p À	1 |a| ν´ε .	(3.27)
	Proof. We divide the proof into three steps.			
	Step 1. Let us establish that										
					ż R	dξ |ξ| ν	1 xξ ´ay	1 xξ ´by	À	1 xb ´ay 1´ε .	(3.28)
	In fact, this estimate is an almost straightforward consequence of Lemma 3.7. Write first
	ż R	dξ |ξ| ν	1 xξ ´ay	1 xξ ´by	À	ż |ξ|ď1	dξ |ξ| ν	1 xξ ´ay	1 xξ ´by `ż|ξ|ě1	dξ |ξ| ν	1 xξ ´ay	1 xξ ´by	.	(3.29)

piq For all pa, bq P R 2 such that |a| ď |b|, and for every 0 ă ε ă 1, it holds that ż piiq For all p ě 1, |a| ě 1 and 0 ă ε ă ν, one has ż

  2. Let us now show that ż

										R	dξ |ξ| ν	1 xξ ´ay	1 xξ ´by	À	1 |a| ν	1 xb ´ay 1´ε .	(3.30)
	To this end, write										
		ż R	dξ |ξ| ν	1 xξ ´ay	1 xξ ´by		"	ż |ξ|ě	|a| 2	dξ |ξ| ν	1 xξ ´ay	1 xξ ´by `ż|ξ|ď |a| 2	dξ |ξ| ν	1 xξ ´ay	1 xξ ´by	.
					|ξ|ě	|a| 2	dξ |ξ| ν	1 xξ ´ay	1 xξ ´by	À	1 |a| ν	ż R	dξ xξ ´ayxξ ´by	À	1 |a| ν	1 xb ´ay 1´ε .
	Then													
								ż |ξ|ď	|a| 2		dξ |ξ| ν	1 xξ ´ay	1 xξ ´by	À	1 |a|	1 xb ´ay	ż |ξ|ď	|a| 2	dξ |ξ| ν
															À	1 |a| ν	1 xb ´ay	.
	Namely, write											
	ż R	dξ |ξ| ν	1 xξ ´ay p À	ż 8 0	dξ |ξ| ν	1 x|ξ| ´|a|y p
						À	ż |a| 2 0	dξ |ξ| ν	1 x|ξ| ´|a|y p	`ż 8 3|a| 2	dξ |ξ| ν	1 x|ξ| ´|a|y p	`ż 3|a| 2 |a| 2	dξ |ξ| ν	1 x|ξ| ´|a|y p .	(3.31)

Just as in

Step 1, the integral over t|ξ| ě |a| 2 u can be trivially bounded as ż Let us now focus on the integral over t|ξ| ď |a| 2 u, and note first that, for symmetry reasons, we can assume that b ě 0. For |ξ| ď |a| 2 we have xξ´ay ě |a| 2 . Next, we observe that for all |a| ď b we have xb´ay ď 4xb´| a| 2 y À xb´ξy.

Step 3. Let us finally turn to the proof of (3.27), which again reduces to elementary integral estimates.

  For all 1 2 ă b, b 1 ă 1 and 0 ă κ ď minpH 0 ´1 2 , H 1 ´1 2 q, it holds that

												E " ˇˇQ 5,pnq b,b 1	ˇˇı	À 2 ´2κn .	(6.11)
	Proof.												
	piq One has											
	› › L 5,pn,n`1q pzq › › 2 X b 1 "	ÿ	ż	dλ xλy 2b 1 ˇˇˇż dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qF ´zk p.q	pn,n`1q 0	p.q ¯pλ 1 q ˇˇˇ2
						k‰0						
	"	ÿ	ż	dλ xλy 2b 1 ˇˇˇż dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 q	ż	dβ F	´pn,n`1q 0	¯pλ 1 ´βqF `zk ˘pβq ˇˇˇ2
		k‰0											
	"	ÿ k‰0	ż	dλ xλy 2b 1 ˇˇˇż dβ	" xβy b F `zk ˘pβq ı "	1 xβy b	ż	dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qF	´pn,n`1q 0	¯pλ 1 ´βq	ȷˇˇˇˇ2
	ď	ˆÿ k	ż	dβ xβy 2b ˇˇF `zk ˘pβq	ˇˇ2	˙ˆż	dλ xλy 2b 1	ż	dβ xβy 2b	ˇˇˇż dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qF	´pn,n`1q 0	¯pλ 1 ´βq ˇˇˇ2	˙,
	which corresponds to the desired inequality.	

pnq b,b 1 :" ż dλ xλy 2b 1 ż dβ xβy 2b ˇˇˇż dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qF `pn,n`1q 0 ˘pλ 1 ´βq ˇˇˇ2 .

piiq

  2H1´1 I χ pλ, ´|k| 2 ´ξqI χ pλ 1 , ´|k 1 | 2 ´ξq ˆżT dx e ´ıxpη`kq ˙ˆż

									˙ˆż	˙ˆż	"
									1 pλ 1 1 `|k 1 | 2 `ξq	dx e ´ıxpη`kq	dx 1 e ıx 1 pη`k 1 q
									T	T
		c 2 H	ż Dn`1zDn	dξdη |ξ| 2H0´1 |η| (A.6)
	Observe that	
									ˇˇż T	dx e ´ıxpη`kq ˇˇÀ	1 xη `ky	,
	then based on the formula (A.6), we easily obtain the estimate
	ˇˇˇE								ˇˇÀ
	"							ı
		F	`pn,n`1q k	˘pλqF	`pn,n`1q k 1	˘pλ 1 q
		ż Dn`1zDn	dξdη |ξ| 2H0´1 |η| 2H1´1 ˇˇI χ pλ, ´|k| 2 ´ξq	ˇˇˇˇI
									A.7)
	À	ż |ξ|ě2 n	ż ηPR	dξdη |ξ| 2H0´1 |η| 2H1´1 xη `kyxη `k1 y	ˇˇI χ pλ, ´|k| 2 ´ξq	ˇˇˇˇI	χ pλ 1 , ´|k 1 | 2 ´ξq	ˇż
		ξPR	ż	|η|ě2 n	dξdη |ξ| 2H0´1 |η| 2H1´1 xη `kyxη `k1 y	ˇˇI χ pλ, ´|k| 2 ´ξq	ˇˇˇˇI	χ pλ 1 , ´|k 1 | 2 ´ξq	ˇÀ
		2 ´2nκ	ˆżR	dξ |ξ| 2pH0´κq´1 ˇˇI χ pλ, ´|k| 2 ´ξq

T dx 1 e ıx 1 pη`k 1 q ˙. χ pλ 1 , ´|k 1 | 2 ´ξq ˇˇˇˇˇˇż T dx e ´ıxpη`kq ˇˇˇˇˇˇż T dx 1 e ıx 1 pη`k 1 q ˇˇ(

1

  Proof of Proposition 6.2 piiq.

	which, by using the second covariance estimate in Proposition 3.5, yields
														ż	ż	ż
	E "	|Q 7,pnq a,c |	‰	À 2 ´2nκ	ÿ	xk 1 y ´2c		dλ xλy 2a	dλ 2	dλ 1 dλ 1 1 |I χ pλ, λ 1 q||I χ pλ, λ 1 1 q|
									k1					
				1 xλ 1 ´λ2 yxλ 1 1 ´λ2 y	" Γ	pH0´κq k1,k1 pλ 1 ´λ2 , λ 1 1 ´λ2 qΛ pH1q k1,k1	`ΓpH0q k1,k1 pλ 1 ´λ2 , λ 1 1 ´λ2 qΛ pH1´κq k1,k1	ı . (C.1)
			Let us write							
	E "	|Q 7,pnq a,c | ‰	"	ÿ xk 1 y ´2c	ż	dλ xλy 2a	ż	dλ 2 E "ˇˇˇˇż	dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qF	`pn,n`1q k1	˘pλ 1 ´λ2 q ˇˇˇ2	ȷ
							k1						
	"	ÿ	xk 1 y ´2c	ż	dλ xλy 2a	ż	dλ 2	ż	" 1 qE 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qI χ pλ, λ 1 dλ 1 dλ 1 F	`pn,n`1q k1	˘pλ 1 ´λ2 qF	`pn,n`1q k1	˘pλ 1 1 ´λ2 q	ı ,
			k1											

  Dn dξdη |ξ| 2H0´1 |η| 2H1´1 e ´ıξpt´t 1 q e ´ıηpx´x 1 q . As a result, for every p ě 1 and uniformly over pt, xq P R `ˆR, one has

	Recall that 9 B pnq is a Gaussian field with covariance formula given by
																	ż
							E " 9 B pnq pt, xq 9 B pnq pt 1 , x 1 q	‰	" c 2 H
													E " | 9 B pnq pt, xq| 2p ‰	À E " | 9 B pnq pt, xq| 2 ‰ p	À 2 3np .
	which entails that		E " › › 9 B pnq pvq	› › 4 L 2 pTq	ı	À	T ż	E " | 9 B pnq pv, xq| 4 ‰	dx À 2 6n .
	We can now inject this bound into (C.5) and conclude that
															E " |Ψ pnq ptq ´Ψpnq psq| 2 ‰	À 2 6n |t ´s| 2 .
	Since Ψ pnq is a continuous process (as can be seen from (C.4)), we are in a position to apply the classical
	Garsia-Rodemich-Rumsey inequality and assert that
					E " › › Ψ pnq › › 2 C	1 4 pr0,2s;Rq	ı	À	ż r0,2s 2	dsdt	E " |Ψ pnq ptq ´Ψpnq psq| 2 ‰ |t ´s| 5 2	À 2 6n	ż	r0,2s 2	dsdt |t ´s|	2 1	À 2 6n .
	Going back to (C.3), we obtain that
																	E " ˇˇS 7,pnq ˇˇ2	ı	À 2 6n ,
	which immediately leads us to the desired estimate for E "ˇˇS	7,pnq ˇˇ‰	.
																	Appendix
													D. Moments estimates related to Section 6.2
	Proof of Proposition 6.4 piiq.						
	Let us write										
		b,b 1 ˇˇQ " E 5,pnq	ˇˇı										
		" "	ż ż	C `pn,n`1q 1 4 pr0,2s;Rq 0 ˘pλ 1 q ˇˇˇ2 , let us write first, for all 0 ď s ď t ď 2, ȷ pnq psq} L 2 pTq dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 ´βqF |Ψ pnq ptq ´Ψpnq psq| À dλ xλy 2b 1 ż dβ "ˇˇˇˇż xβy 2b E ␣ } `} pnq ptq} L 2 pTq ( } pnq ptq ´pnq psq} L 2 pTq . dλ xλy 2b 1 ż ż ż " dβ xβy 2b dλ 1 dλ 1 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 ´βqI χ pλ, λ 1 1 ´βqE F `pn,n`1q 0 ˘pλ 1 qF `pn,n`1q 0 ˘pλ 1 1 q
	Then, by recalling that	pnq ptq :" ´ıχptq	ş t 0 dv χpvqe ıv∆ 9 B pnq pvq, we deduce
																	›	ż t	›	›	ż t	›
	}	pnq ptq	´pnq psq} L 2 pTq À |χptq ´χpsq|	› › ›	0	dv χpvqe ıv∆ 9 B pnq pvq › › › L 2 pTq	`|χpsq| › › ›	s	dv χpvqe ıv∆ 9 B pnq pvq	› › › L 2 pTq
								À |t ´s|	ż t 0	dv	› › 9 B pnq pvq › › L 2 pTq	`ż t s	dv	› › 9 B pnq pvq › › L 2 pTq ,
	and so, for all 0 ď s ď t ď 2,			
	|Ψ pnq ptq ´Ψpnq psq| À |t ´s|	ˆż 2 0	dv	› › 9 B pnq pvq › › L 2 pTq ˙2	0 `ˆż 2	dv	› › 9 B pnq pvq › › L 2 pTq	s ˙ˆż t	dv	› › 9 B pnq pvq	› › L 2 pTq	˙.
																	(C.4)
	Consequently,										
	E " |Ψ pnq ptq ´Ψpnq psq| 2 ‰								
		À |t ´s| 2	ż 2 0	dv E " › › 9 B pnq pvq	› › 4 L 2 pTq	ı	`ˆż 2 0	dv E " › › 9 B pnq pvq	› › 4 L 2 pTq	ı ˙1 2	|t ´s|	3 2	ˆż t s	dv E " › › 9 B pnq pvq	› › 4 L 2 pTq	ı ˙1 2	.
																	(C.5)

pnq }

  , and since b 1 ă 1, the latter integral is clearly finite.

													2
													.
													(D.1)
	To ensure finiteness of the first term into brackets, it suffices to observe that			
	ż	dλ xλy 2´2b 1	ż	dβ xβy 2b	ż	dλ 1 xλ 1 yxλ ´pλ 1 ´βqy 2 À	ż	dλ xλy 2´2b 1	ż	dβ xβy 2b xβ `λy	À	ż	dλ xλy 3´2b 1

  2 piiq or Proposition 6.4 piiq, dλ 2 I χ pλ, λ 1 qI χ pλ, λ 2 qE Assume that H 0 , H 1 ą 1 2 and set κ :" minpH 0 ´1 2 , H 1 ´1 2 q ą 0. Besides, let 0 ă a ă 1 2 ă b ă 1 and set η " η a,b :" minp2b ´1, 1 ´2aq ą 0. Then for all k, k 1 P Z, one has Proof. By combining (A.4) with the second covariance estimate in Proposition 3.5, we get

	E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ	˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇ2	ı
	ď	ż	dλ 2 dλ 1 2 ˇˇI χ pλ, Ω k,k1´k `λ2 ´λ1 q ˇˇ¨ˇˇI χ pλ, Ω k,k1´k	`λ1 2 ´λ1 q ˇˇ¨ˇˇE " F	`pn,n`1q k1´k	˘pλ 2 qF	`pn,n`1q k1´k	˘pλ 1 2 q	ıˇˇÀ
		2 ´2nκ xλy 2	"	Λ pH1q k1´k,k1´k	ż	dλ 2 xλ 2 y	dλ 1 2 xλ 1 2 y	1 xλ ´Ωk,k1´k ´λ2 `λ1 y	1 xλ ´Ωk,k1´k ´λ1 2 `λ1 y	¨ΓpH0´κq k1´k,k1´k pλ 2 , λ 1 2 q
		`ΛpH1´κq k1´k,k1´k	ż	dλ 2 xλ 2 y	dλ 1 2 xλ 1 2 y	1 xλ ´Ωk,k1´k ´λ2 `λ1 y	1 xλ ´Ωk,k1´k ´λ1 2 `λ1 y	ȷ 2 q k1´k,k1´k pλ 2 , λ 1 ¨ΓpH0q	.
												(E.1)
	Thanks to Lemma 3.8 piq, we know that the following uniform bound holds true:
										max	´ΛpH1´κq k1´k,k1´k , Λ pH1q k1´k,k1´k , Γ	pH0´κq k1´k,k1´k pλ 2 , λ 1 2 q, Γ	pH0q k1´k,k1´k pλ 2 , λ 1 2 q ¯À 1.
	Going back to (E.1), this yields
	E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ	˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q	ˇˇ2	ı
	À	E "ˇˇˇˇż 2 ´2nκ ż xλy 2	dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qFp dλ 2 dλ 1 2 xλ 2 y xλ 1 2 y xλ ´Ωk,k1´k ´λ2 `λ1 y pnq 0 qpλ 1 ´βq ˇˇˇ2 ȷ 1	1 xλ ´Ωk,k1´k ´λ1 2 `λ1 y
	À	" 2 ´2nκ ż xλy 2 ż dλ 1 " Fp dλ 2 xλ 2 y 1 xλ ´Ωk,k1´k ´λ2 `λ1 y	pnq 0 qpλ 1 ´βqFp ż dλ 1 2 xλ 1 2 y xλ ´Ωk,k1´k ´λ1 pnq 0 qpλ 2 ´βq ı 1 2 `λ1 y	À	2 ´2nκ xλy 2	1 xλ `λ1 ´Ωk,k1´k y 2´ε
			À	2 ´2nκ xλy 2	ż	dλ 1 xλ ´λ1 y	dλ 2 xλ ´λ2 y	1 xλ 1 ´βyxλ 2 ´βy	" Γ	0,0 pH0´κq	pλ 1 ´β, λ 2 ´βq	`ΓpH0q 0,0 pλ 1 ´β, λ 2 ´βq ı
			À	2 ´2nκ xλy 2	ż	dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 ´λ2 y 1´ε	1 xλ ´λ1 y	1 xλ ´λ2 y	1 xλ 1 ´βyxλ 2 ´βy	,
	which entails that for every ε ą 0 small enough,
										ż	dβ E "ˇˇˇˇż	dλ 1 I χ pλ, λ 1 qFp	pnq 0 qpλ 1 ´βq ˇˇˇ2	ȷ
											À	2 ´2nκ xλy 2	ż	dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 ´λ2 y 1´ε	1 xλ ´λ1 y	1 xλ ´λ2 y	ż	dβ xλ 1 ´βyxλ 2 ´βy
											À	2 ´2nκ xλy 2	ż	dλ 1 dλ 2 xλ 1 ´λ2 y 2´2ε	1 xλ ´λ1 y	1 xλ ´λ2 y	À	2 ´2nκ xλy 2	ż	dλ 1 xλ ´λ1 y 2 À	2 ´2nκ xλy 2 .
	Injecting this estimate into (D.2), we obtain that for every µ P p0, 1q and every ε ą 0 small enough,
											E "ˇˇP 5,pnq µ	ˇˇ‰	À 2 ´2nκ	ż	dλdλ 1 xλ ´λ1 y 1´µ	1 xλy	1 xλ 1 y	À 2 ´2nκ	ż	dλ xλy 2´µ´ε À 2 ´2nκ ,
	which concludes the proof.
												Appendix
												E. Moments estimates related to Section 6.3.2
	E.1. A preliminary estimate. The following technical bound related to the random kernel K χ pn,n`1q
	will prove useful in the subsequent proof of Proposition 6.6 piiq.
	Lemma E.1. ż	dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b	ż	dλ xλy 2a E " ˇˇ`K pn,n`1q χ	˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q ˇˇ2	ı	À	2 ´2nκ xΩ k,k1´k y 1`η .

  it is not hard to see that uniformly over pt, xq P R `ˆR, one has

												1 4 pr0,2s;Rq	, note first that for all 0 ď s ď t ď 2,
			|Ψ pnq ptq ´Ψpnq psq| ď	ÿ	ˇˇ|	pnq k ptq|	´| pnq k psq| ˇˇď	ÿ	ˇˇpnq k ptq	´pnq k psq ˇˇ.
												kPZ	kPZ
	Since	pnq k ptq :" χptq	ş t 0 dv χpvqe ıv|k| 2 9 B	pnq k pvq, we deduce that for all 0 ď s ď t ď 2,
		|Ψ pnq ptq ´Ψpnq psq| À |t ´s|	ż t 0	dv	ÿ kPZ	ˇˇ9 B k pvq ˇˇ`ż pnq s t	dv	kPZ ÿ	ˇˇ9 B	pnq k pvq ˇˇ(E.4)
						À |t ´s|	ż t 0	dv	ˆÿ kPZ xky 2 ˇˇ9 B k pvq pnq	ˇˇ2 ˙1 2	`ż t s	dv	ˆÿ kPZ xky 2 ˇˇ9 B	pnq k pvq	ˇˇ2 ˙1 2	.
	At this point, observe that for all v ě 0,
				ÿ	xky 2 ˇˇ9 B	pnq k pvq ˇˇ2	À	› › 9 B pnq pvq	› › 2 L 2 pTq	`› › B x `9 B pnq pvq ˘› › 2 L 2 pTq ,
				kPZ						
	and so										
		|Ψ pnq ptq ´Ψpnq psq| 2 À |t ´s| 2	ż t 0	dv	␣› › 9 B pnq pvq › › 2 L 2 pTq	L 2 pTq `› › B x `9 B pnq pvq ˘› › 2	(
												`|t ´s|	ż t s	dv	␣› › 9 B pnq pvq	› › 2 L 2 pTq	`› › B x `9 B pnq pvq ˘› › 2 L 2 pTq	( .	(E.5)
	Besides, using the (readily-checked) moment formulas
	E "ˇˇ9 B pnq pt, xq	ˇˇ2 ‰	" c 1	ż Dn	dξdη |ξ| 2H0´1 |η| 2H1´1 and E "ˇˇB	x 9 B pnq pt, xq	ˇˇ2 ‰	" c 2	ż Dn	dξdη |ξ| 2H0´1 |η| 2H1´3 ,
								E "	| 9 B pnq pt, xq| 2 ‰	`E" |B x 9 B pnq pt, xq| 2 ‰	À 2 5n ,
	which, going back to (E.5), immediately leads us to
										E " |Ψ pnq ptq ´Ψpnq psq| 2 ‰	À 2 5n |t ´s| 2 .
	As Ψ pnq is also a continuous process (see e.g. (E.4)), we can apply the classical Garsia-Rodemich-Rumsey
	inequality, which yields here					
				E " › › Ψ pnq › › 2 C	1 4 pr0,2s;Rq	ı	À	ż r0,2s 2	dsdt	E "	|Ψ pnq ptq ´Ψpnq psq| 2 ‰ 2 |t ´s| 5	À 2 5n .
	Combining this estimate with (E.3), we derive the desired bound for E "ˇˇr S pnq ˇˇ‰ .	Appendix
								F. Moments estimates related to Section 6.3.3
	F.1. Preliminary estimates.			

  tk‰0,k 1 ‰0u 1 tk‰k1u 1 tk 1 ‰k 1 1 u 2 ´2nκ |τ ´τ 1 | µ |τ ´τ 2 | µ xa kk1k 1 k 1 1 y 1´ε 1 xλy 1´µ xλ 1 y 1´µ ż dλ 2 xλ 2 yxλ 2 ´λ `Ωk,k1´k ´λ1 y 1´µ tk‰0,k 1 ‰0u 1 tk‰k1u 1 tk 1 ‰k 1 1 u 2 ´2nκ |τ ´τ 1 | µ |τ ´τ 2 | µ xa kk1k 1 k 1 1 y 1´ε 1 xλy 1´µ xλ 1 y 1´µwhich corresponds to the desired bound.piiq The arguments are essentially the same as in the proof of item piq. To be more specific, we only to replace the estimates (F.4)-(F.5)-(F.6) with

							ˇˇÀ
							ı			
							1 1 q			
		1 ż			dλ 1 2
								xλ 1 2 yxλ 1 2	´λ1 `Ωk 1 ,k 1 1	´k1 ´λ1 1 y 1´µ
	À 1 1 xλ `λ1 ´Ωk,k1´k y 1´µ´ε	1 1 ´Ωk 1 ,k 1 xλ 1 `λ1 1	´k1 y 1´µ´ε ,
	ˇˇE "					ıˇˇÀ		
	F	`pn,n`1q k1´k	˘pλ 2 qF	`pn,n`1q k 1 1 ´k1 ˘pλ 1 2 q				
	2 ´2nκ xλ 2 yxλ 1 2 y	" Γ r pH0´κq k1´k,k 1 1	´k1 pλ 2 , λ 1 2 q r Λ pH1q k1´k,k 1 1	´k1 `r Γ pH0q k1´k,k 1 1	´k1 pλ 2 , λ 1 2 q r Λ pH1´κq k1´k,k 1 1	´k1	ı	À	2 ´2nκ 1 y 1´2ε xλ 2 yxλ 1 xã kk1k 1 k 1 2 y	.

  ,τ q pk 1,i , k1 1,i ; λ 1,i , λ1 1,i qˇˇˇˇK pnq χ,pτ 1 ,τ q pk 1,i , k 1 1,i ; λ 1,i , λ 1 1,i qwhere we have used the hypercontractivity properties of Gaussian chaoses to derive the last inequality.As a result, it holds that

		Now observe that for every p ě 2, one has
	E " ˇˇr R pnq c,b pτ ; pτ 1 , τ qq	ˇˇp	ı				
	ď	ÿ k1,1,...,k1,p	ż ˆź i"1,...,p	dλ 1,i xλ 1,i y 2b	dλ 1 1,i xλ 1 1,i y 2b	˙E"	i"1,...,p ź	ˇˇK pnq χ,p0ˇˇȷ
		k 1 1,1 ,...,k 1 1,p										
	ď	ˆÿ k1,k 1 1	ż	dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b	dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b E "	ˇˇK pnq χ,p0,τ q pk 1 , k 1 1 ; λ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2p	ȷ 1 2p	E "	ˇˇK	pnq χ,pτ 1 ,τ q pk 1 , k 1 1 ; λ 1 , λ 1 1 q	ˇˇ2p	ȷ 1 2p ˙p
	À	ˆÿ k1,k 1 1	ż	dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b	dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b E "	ˇˇK pnq χ,p0,τ q pk 1 , k 1 1 ; λ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2	ȷ 1 2	E "	ˇˇK pnq χ,pτ 1 ,τ q pk 1 , k 1 1 ; λ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2	ȷ 1 2 ˙p,
	E " ˇˇr R pnq c,b pτ ; pτ 1 , τ qq	ˇˇp	ı				
	À	ˆÿ k1,k 1 1	ż	dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b	dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b E "	ˇˇK pnq χ,p0,τ q pk 1 , k 1 1 ; λ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2	ȷ˙p 2 ˆÿ k1,k 1 1	ż	dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b	dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b E " ˇˇK pnq χ,pτ 1 ,τ q pk 1 , k 1 1 ; λ 1 , λ 1 1 q	ˇˇ2	ȷ˙p 2	,
	and in the same way				
	E " ˇˇr R					ˇˇp	ı				
	À	ˆÿ k1,k 1 1	ż	dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b	dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b E "	ˇˇK pnq χ,p0,τ 1 q pk 1 , k 1 1 ; λ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2	ȷ˙p 2 ˆÿ k1,k 1 1	ż	dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b	" 1 y 2b E dλ 1 xλ 1 1 ˇˇK
														ˇˇď
														1 1 ; λ 1 , λ 1 1 q	ˇˇ2	ı
			ÿ k1,k 1 1	ż		dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b	dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b ˇˇK pnq χ,p0,τ q pk 1 , k 1 1 ; λ 1 , λ 1 1 q	ˇˇˇˇK pnq χ,pτ 1 ,τ q pk 1 , k 1 1 ; λ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇÿ
										k1,k 1 1	ż	dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b	dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b ˇˇK pnq χ,p0,τ 1 q pk 1 , k 1 1 ; λ 1 , λ 1 1 q	ˇˇˇˇK pnq χ,pτ 1 ,τ q pk 1 , k 1 1 ; λ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇ:"
							r R					(F.7)

pnq c,b pτ ; pτ 1 , τ qq `r R pnq c,b pτ 1 ; pτ 1 , τ qq. pnq c,b pτ 1 ; pτ 1 , τ qq pnq χ,pτ 1 ,τ q pk 1 , k 1 1 ; λ 1 , λ 1 1 q ˇˇ2 ȷ˙p

  ,τ q ˘k1 k1 pλ 1 , λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘k1 k1 pλ 1 , λ 1 q

	we can apply the Wick formula and derive the decomposition
							r p pnq c,b ppτ 1 , τ q; τ q " P 1 `P2 `P3 ,	(F.10)
	where								
	P 1 :"	ÿ k,k 1	xky 2c xk 1 y 2c	ÿ k1,k 1 1	ż	dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b	dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b	
	ż		"						ı	"	ı
	dλdλ 1 E	`Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q χ,τ	˘kk 1 1	pλ, λ 1 1 q	E	`Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 1 χ,τ	˘k1 k 1 1	pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q	,
	P 2 :"	ÿ k,k 1	xky 2c xk 1 y 2c	ÿ k1,k 1 1	ż	dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b	dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b	
	ż		"						ı	"	ı
	dλdλ 1 E	`Kpn,n`1q						E	`Kpn,n`1q χ,τ	˘kk 1 1	pλ, λ 1 1 q `Kpn,n`1q χ,τ	˘k1 k 1 1	pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q	,
	and finally							
	P 3 :"	ÿ k,k 1	xky 2c xk 1 y 2c	ÿ k1,k 1 1	ż	dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b	dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b	
	ż		"						ı	"
	dλdλ 1 E	`Kpn,n`1q				χ,τ	˘k1 k 1 1	pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q	E	`Kpn,n`1q χ,τ	˘kk 1 1	pλ, λ 1 1 q
										ı
										χ,τ	˘k1 k 1 1	pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q	,

χχ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘kk1 pλ, λ 1 q `Kpn,n`1q

  tk 1 ‰0u 1 tk 1 ‰k1u 1 tk 1 ‰k 1 1 u 2 ´2nκ |τ ´τ 1 | µ 1 xk 1 ´k1 1 y 1´ε 1 xλ 1 y 2´2µ 1 1 xλ 1 `λ1 ´Ωk 1 ,k1´k 1 y 1´µ 1 ´εAs a result, for ε ą 0 small enough,P 1 À 2 ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ k‰0,k 1 ‰0 xky 2c xk 1 y 2c xλ 1 y 2b 1 xλ 1 ´Ωk,k1´k y 1´µ 1 ´ε 1 xλ 1 ´Ωk 1 ,k1´k 1 y 1´µ 1 ´ε ż dλ 1 ´k1 y 1´µ 1 ´ε À 2 ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ k‰0,k 1 ‰0 xky 2c xk 1 y 2c

									ÿ	1
									k1,k 1 1 PZztk,k 1 u	xk 1 ´k1 1 y 2´2ε
	ż	dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b	dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b	ˆż	dλ xλy 2´2µ 1	1 xλ `λ1 ´Ωk,k1´k y 1´µ 1 ´ε	1 1 ´Ωk,k 1 xλ `λ1 1	´ky 1´µ 1 ´ε ż
							dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2´2µ 1	1 xλ 1 `λ1 ´Ωk 1 ,k1´k 1 y 1´µ 1 ´ε	1 1 ´Ωk 1 ,k 1 xλ 1 `λ1 1	´k1 y 1´µ 1 ´ε À
	2 ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ k‰0,k 1 ‰0	xky 2c xk 1 y 2c	ÿ 1 PZztk,k 1 u k1,k 1	1 xk 1 ´k1 1 y 2´2ε
			ˆż dλ 1	
									1	1	1
									xλ 1 1 y 2b	xλ 1 1 ´Ωk,k 1 1	´ky 1´µ 1 ´ε	xλ 1 1 ´Ωk 1 ,k 1 1
							χ,τ		˘kk 1 1	pλ, λ 1 1 q ı ˇˇˇÀ 1 tk‰0u 1 tk‰k1u 1 tk‰k 1 1 u
			2 ´2nκ |τ ´τ 1 | µ 1 xk 1 ´k1 1 y 1´ε	1 xλy 2´2µ 1	1 xλ `λ1 ´Ωk,k1´k y 1´µ 1 ´ε	1 1 ´Ωk,k 1 xλ `λ1 1	´ky 1´µ 1 ´ε ,
	and							
	ˇˇˇE " `Kpn,n`1q χ,pτ 1 ,τ q ˘k1 k1 pλ 1 , λ 1 q	`Kpn,n`1q χ,τ	˘k1 k 1 1	pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q	ı ˇˇˇÀ 1 1
									xλ 1 `λ1

1 ´Ωk 1 ,k 1 1 ´k1 y 1´µ 1 ´ε .

  1 ‰0u 1 tk‰k1u 1 tk 1 ‰k1u 2 ´2nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 xk ´k1 y 1´ε 1 xλy 1´µ 1 xλ 1 y 1´µ 1 1 xλ `λ1 ´Ωk,k1´k y 1´µ 1 ´ε 1 xλ 1 `λ1 ´Ωk 1 ,k1´k 1 y 1´µ 1 ´ε ,Thus, just as above, we derive that for ε ą 0 small enough,P 2 À 2 ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ `λ1 ´Ωk 1 ,k1´k 1 y 1´µ 1 ´ε 1 xλ 1 `λ1 1 ´Ωk 1 ,k 1 1 ´k1 y 1´µ 1 ´ε À 2 ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ

								xky 2c xk 1 y 2c	ÿ
						k‰0,k 1 ‰0	xk ´k1 y 2´2ε	k1,k 1 1 PZztk,k 1 u
	ż	dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b	dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b	ˆż	dλ xλy 2´2µ 1	1 xλ `λ1 ´Ωk,k1´k y 1´µ 1 ´ε	1 1 ´Ωk,k 1 xλ `λ1 1	´ky 1´µ 1 ´ε ż
							dλ 1		1
				xλ 1 y 2´2µ 1 xky 2c xk 1 y 2c xλ 1 k‰0,k 1 ‰0 xk ´k1 y 2´2ε
	and							
	ˇˇˇE " `Kpn,n`1q χ,τ	˘kk 1 1	pλ, λ 1 1 q `Kpn,n`1q χ,τ	˘k1 k 1 1	pλ 1 , λ 1 1 q	ı ˇˇˇÀ 1 tk‰0,k 1 ‰0u 1 tk‰k 1 1 u 1 tk 1 ‰k 1 1 u
				2 ´2nκ			1	1	1
				xk ´k1 y 1´ε	xλy 1´µ 1 xλ 1 y 1´µ 1	xλ `λ1 1 ´Ωk,k 1 1	´ky 1´µ 1 ´ε	xλ 1 `λ1

1 ´Ωk 1 ,k 1 1 ´k1 y 1´µ 1 ´ε .

  1 1 u 1 tk 1 ‰k1u2 ´2nκ |τ ´τ 1 | µ 1 xã kk 1 1 k 1 k1 y 1´ε `λ1 ´Ωk 1 ,k1´k 1 y 1´µ 1 ´ε .Observe that one has in fact ãkk1k1 k 1 1 " ãkk 1 1 k 1 k1 " k 1 `k11 ´k ´k1 , and so for ε ą 0 small enough,P 3 À 2 ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ k‰0,k 1 ‰0 xky 2c xk 1 y 2c `λ1 ´Ωk 1 ,k1´k 1 y 1´µ 1 ´ε 1 xλ 1 `λ1 1 ´Ωk 1 ,k 1 1 ´k1 y 1´µ 1 ´ε À 2 ´4nκ |τ ´τ 1 | 2µ 1 ÿ k‰0,k 1 ‰0 xky 2c xk 1 y 2c

	ż	dλ 1 xλ 1 y 2b	dλ 1 1 xλ 1 1 y 2b	1 xλy 1´µ 1 ˆż dλ xλy 2´2µ 1 xλ 1 y 1´µ 1 1 xλ `λ1 ´Ωk,k1´k y 1´µ 1 ´ε 1 xλ `λ1 1 ´Ωk,k 1 1 ´ky 1´µ 1 ´ε k1,k 1 1 PZztk,k 1 u 1 xã kk1k 1 k 1 1 y 2´2ε 1 xλ `λ1 1 ´Ωk,k 1 1 1 dλ 1 1 xλ 1 ÿ xλ 1 y 2´2µ 1 xλ 1	1 ´ky 1´µ 1 ´ε ż

For the control related to the X b -norm, we obtain in this way

For technical reasons, we must treat the two situations 1 2 ă H 1 ă 3 4 and 3 4 ď H 1 ă 1 separately.

Case 1:

Appendix G. Proof of a bilinear estimate

For completeness, we write the outline of the proof of Bourgain's bilinear estimate for s ě 0. Namely, let us show that for all s ě 0 and b ą 1{2 we have }uv} X s,b´1 pRˆTq À }u} X s,b pRˆTq }v} X s,b pRˆTq .

To begin with, let us recall the fundamental estimate: for any ε ą 0 }u} L 4 pr0,1sˆTq À }u} X 0,3{8`ε pRˆTq . This result was established by Bourgain [START_REF] Bourgain | Fourier transform restriction phenomena for certain lattice subsets and applications to nonlinear evolution equations[END_REF].

We interpolate the previous inequality with the identity }u} L 2 pr0,1sˆTq " }u} X 0,0 pRˆTq and obtain that for all ε ą 0 }u} L 3 pr0,1sˆTq À }u} X 0,1{4`ε pRˆTq . As a consequence for all s P R, we get }u} L 3 pr0,1s;W s,3 pTqq À }u} X s,1{4`ε pRˆTq À }u} X s,1{2´ε pRˆTq .

(G.1)

Now, by duality and (G.1), for s ě 0 we can write }uv} X s,´1{2`ε pRˆTq À }uv} L 3{2 pr0,1s;W s,3{2 pTqq À }u} L 3 pr0,1s;W s,3 pTqq }v} L 3 pr0,1s;W s,3 pTqq À }u} X s,1{2`ε pRˆTq }v} X s,1{2`ε pRˆTq , hence the result.