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O General introduction

The KPZ equation [40] is a stochastic partiaffeiential equation describing the growth by normal
deposition of an interface ind(+ 1) space dimensions, see e.g! [[6l 17]. By definition the time
evolution of the heighh(t, x), x € RY, is given by

aih(t, ) = vAh(t, X) + 24 (V1 + |[Vh(t Y2 - 1) + VD p(t. ), ~ x€ R (0.1)

wherey (diffusion constant A (coupling constantare positive constants, am, x) is some (pos-
sibly regularized) white noise. The gradidg®t| (the slope of the interface) is assumed to remain
throughout small so that the evolution makes physicallgegeprecluding e.g. any overhang, so that
the non-linear termy1 + [Vh(t, X)|2 -1 ~ %|Vh(t, X)|? is essentially quadratic; using this approxima-
tion gives the most common form of this equation in the lit@r, thereafter calledquadratic KPZ
equation



Ah(t, X) = vAh(t, X) + AVh(t, X)|Z + VD n(t, x), x e RY. (0.2)

Following these preliminary remarks, we shall call KPZ gmraany equation of the type
dth(t, X) = vAh(t, X) + AV(Vh(t, X)) + VD n(t, X), x e RY (0.3)

where thedeposition rate Vis isotropic and convex (hend&Vh(t, X)) = a+b|Vh(t, X)|2+. .. around

0, with b > 0). The interest is generally in the large-scale limit ostkguation, foit large. A
well-known naive rescaling argument gives some ideas abeutlependence on the dimension of
this limit. Namely, the linearized equation, a stochasgattequation which is a particular instance
of Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process

Ap(t, X) = vAp(t,X) + VDn(t,x), (t,X) € R, xR (0.4)

is invariant under the rescalinft, X) — ¢°(t, ) := e %¢(s 1, g‘%x), where
1d
dy ==(z-1 0.5
b=5(-1) (0.5)

is thescaling dimensiomf the field¢ (or ratherhalf the scaling dimension, in the physicists’ con-

vention); we used here the equality in distributiost, s‘%x) @ s%(“%)n(t, X). Assuming that
¢ is a solution of the KPZ equation instead (say, with quadraéiposition ratgVe|?) yields after
rescaling

0td°(t, X) = vA@®(t, X) + sd¢%|V¢8(t, X2 + VD7 (t, %), (0.6)
wheren® 9@ n. Ford > 2, the scaling exponeut; is > 0, and the non-linear term scaling ¢oeient,
% vanishes in the limi¢ — 0O; in other terms, the KPZ equation is sub-critical at larmes in> 3
dimensions and believed to behave like the corresponditeaiized equation up to a redefinition
(called renormalization of the diffusion constany and of thenoise strength D More precisely,
according to the general scheme due to K. Wilson [70, 71]flteuations of the solution field at
time scale of ordee™! ~ 2J and space scale of order? ~ 21/2 should be approximately governed
for j large by a linearized equation with scale-dependentficientsv(), D) (j > 0), themselves
solutions of a certain complicated but explicit discretaaiypical system. Ultimately our purpose is
to confirm these predictions.

The present work contains some preliminary steps towarsigtial, usingleterministic toolsSince
we cannot capture the large-scale behaviour of the equaitbout taking into account white noise
fluctuations, we do not address the full equationl(0.3) hilteei(i) the associated homogeneous
equation D = 0); or (ii) a KPZ-type equation with general, determinigight-hand sidey (possi-
bly coming from a realization of white noise, which allowsa@nnection to our original problem),
exhibiting an extra scale-dependent linear damping, wisicupposed to mimick the behaviour of
the KPZ solutiorat some given scaldecause of the damping we do not see the dimension depen-
dence, so our results actually hold for ashy= 1. For both equations we provide estimates which
are essentially optimal, reproducing the expected Omdtidilenbeck scaling in case (ii). Thus our
renormalization scheme will ultimately be able to includeng of these a priori estimates. The
connection to the multi-scale analysis of KPZ equation #ared in some details in the end of the
article (sections 5 and 6). One may however choose to distéhgase matters, and see this article
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as a purely deterministic PDE paper concerned about egstesults and PDE estimates for inho-
mogeneous viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equations of a cergpim tOur original contribution in this
respect is that we want to allow right-hand sides in functi@paces large enough to contain realiza-
tions of regularized white noise. Since the latter has untded fluctuations in full space, standard
existence theory, mostly based on the maximum principlenaabe applied. Thus we are led to
solve KPZ equation in neviunctional spacesmodeledon thespaceH? of functions with locally
bounded averagesee below). Instead of the a priori bounds in supremum ndotaireed from the
maximum principle, one gefsoinwiseor local a priori bounds irpointwiseor local quasi-norms
using some stronger and more versatile version of the maxipnnciple for parabolic equations,
based on the comparison to the heat flow.

While we provide an outline of the article, we shall try to Eip more concretely the above princi-
ples.

Section 2 is concerned witloundedsolutions of the homogeneous KPZ equation, relying in par-
ticular on the comparison principle for non-linear parab®DE’s. (Precise assumptions for the
deposition rat&/ are listed in section 1). The titles of subsections 2.1,22reflect the three main
arguments from which estimates can be derived; comparistiretlinear heat equatiodZ.1) is the
main argument surviving in later sections when we considéounded solutions. Some results are
derived with little défort from those already existing in the literature; on theeothand, the bounds
on the gradient and on the higher derivatives of the solugee Theorenis 2.1 ahd P.2, may not be
found elsewhere.

The really original material starts in section 3 with thersbdor solutions in new spaces of possibly
unbounded functions with good averaging properties. Theeelarge variety of choice for such

spaces, for which we therefore coin a generic terf/-5paces” for the discussion. Generally
speaking alfWW-spaces are modeled after

HO = {f e L°(RY) | Vx e RY, f*(x) < o0},  f*(X) := supe™|f|(x). (0.7)

0

Sincee™|f|(x) is some weighted average |df centered ak, it makes sense to speak of elements
of H° asfunctions with locally bounded average€learly, L* c HO, but unbounded functions,
with arbitrarily large but rare fluctuations, also belongH8, notably our regularized white noisg,

for which (as is well-known for the supremum wfessentially independent identicallly distributed
Gaussian variables) syp;, [7(X)| = O(+/log(n)). By construction, the solutioh of the heat equation
(0 — A f(t, x) = 0 satisfiegf(t, X)| < (fp)*(x), apointwiseversion of the maximum principle which
states thalf f|| < |[foll- Clearly one also had{*(x) < (fo)*(x). Let nowh = h(t, X) be a solution

of thehomogeneouguadratic KPZ equatiofi {0.2). Since Cole-Hopf transfoiomah — e maps
solutions of [[0.R) into solutions of the heat equation, we(g¥)*(x) < (e™)*(x). With some extra
work (see Lemmpa3.11), letting

1
Il (%) := < In ((€")"(x)) (0.8)
one proves:
I1elllze2 (X) < NlIholllg2 (X)- (0.9)
We have thus defined a new spagé! := {f € L}(RY) | Vx € RY, ||| f|llz2(X) < oo}, together with
what plays the role of a family dipointwise quasi-norms; ||| - [llx2(X). The interplay between
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these spaces is investigatedsB2, where we show in particular satisfactory collectivegarties of
the family [0.8) with respect to convex operations, justifythe term of "quasi-norms” for lack of
a better term.

Then the rest of section 3, resp. section 4, are dedicatedsierce theorem and bounds of the ho-
mogeneous, resp. inhomogeneous KPZ equatiawispaces. Let us first discuss themogeneous
case. We say thdit = h(t, X) solves thehomogeneous KPZ equatiifn

(9 — vA)N(t, X) = AV(Vh). (0.10)

We prove acomparison principldor sub- and supersolutions of the homogeneous KPZ equiation
these spaces, implying existence and unicity for viscamtytions, which are proved to be classical.
The statement is as follows (see Theofem 3.1):

Theorem 1 (comparison principle).Let U € US Q([0, T]xRYNHZ([0, T]) (resp.J e LSO, T]x
RY N HZ([0, T])) be ‘aviscosity sub-solution (resp. super-solution) ofrtheogeneous KPZ equa-
tion (T1). Then U< U in [0, T] x RY.

Bounding the gradient of the solution turns out to be mordlehging than getting the almost trivial
bound [(0.9). One possibility (s€8.3 for a discussion) is to introdudacal ‘W-spaceswjl’w”, for
which one replaces the variod4’-"pointwise quasi-norms’by strongerW-"local quasi-norms”,
- lllqy2(X), Obtained by substituting td (x| its local supremum s%(,l)lfl or more generally

(in consjistence with section 4, see beIow)Bﬁ;dg) |f|, wherej is some scale. As shown §38.3, the
finiteness of thdocal quasi-norm implies a polynomial bound at infinity of a prectsder (which
holds fory and even fore! 1) We emphasize that we do also get boundsoiral quasi-norms
for the solution in terms of théocal quasi-norm of the initial condition (see discussion§®3
and after the proof of Lemmia 3113 §8.4), so usindocal quasi-norms (here and also in the non-
homogeneous case treated below) only shortens the staterteethhe great happiness of the reader,
while restraining the generality. Our main result is :

Lemmal[3.13 (bound for the homogeneous KPZ equatiori)et h be the solution of the homoge-
neous KPZ equatio (0.1L0) witly e ‘W12t 1 C?. Then h € W25 and

Il 21/2locsup [Vhy| [[lgg2us < BlIholllqyreizi (X). (0.11)

An intelligent study of thdull inhomogeneousquation[(0.B) for large time is a much mordéidult
problem, since it relies in an essential way on the averagigerties of the noise. However,
essentially optimal bounds can be obtained forgtale | infra-red cut-¢f equation

A = vAY — 271y + AV(Vy) + g, (0.12)

whereg is some adequate, regular right-hand side. This equatioreant to select the fluctuations
of the solution on time ranges of ordel &nd space ranges of orde¥2 Thusg should enjoy
the same scaling properties as thetti scale projected” regularized white noige Scalings are
discussed in details in section 5; let us just mention atpbist (see Remark at the very end of
section 5) that only smaller scale componejits= O,..., j — 1 of the right-hand side need to be



discarded to get a correct scaling. Then we show in sectiomwdtb solve and bound (0.112) along
essentially the same lines as in section 3. In the courseeafdmputations we are led to introduce
new W-spaces, which take into account both the scaling, and the-diependence (for the right-
hand side). The main result (see Lenimd 4.4 and ensuing disno)iss (se€4.2 for the definition

of the family of time—dependemd/—spaceswjl""“([O, t]) and the associated "local quasi-norms”

||| . ”l(le'OO;/l([O,t])(X) = ”l : ”l/l,]([oa T]’X))

Theorem 2 (a priori bounds for the KPZ equation) Let ¢ be the (viscosity) solution of (0.J12)
with initial condition yo € W} ***" n C? with ' > 4, and forcing term ge ‘W~2Y([0, T]) n
C([0, T],C3(RY)). Then

Ilocsupy llla () < €2 " lllocsuggollly (%) + lllocsug gl ([0. 1], X) (0.13)

and

Il 2/210csup Yyl lllg2us (X) < 5(|||9|||wj1,m;2/«([0’t])(X) + €7 ol aeer (x)). (0.14)

The reader may easily check thatthout the damping ter{0.13[0.14) hold with some modi-
fications on the time interval [@'],

lllocsup s lllg(¥) < C (lllocsugyolllze: (X) + Il locsupgllic.,j([0. 1], X)) (0.15)

and
112920csuB IV 1 (3 < C (il ity (09 + olly ot (9) (0.16)

for C large enough. Composing these estimates on the succeissevéntervals fi2), (n + 1)2],
n=0,1,...,one may easily prove a bound for the solution and its gradgj- |||« "quasi-norms”
for anya > 1, providedyg € Ua1H? andg € Uazlel"”;aﬂ, implying in particularglobal existence
of the solutions of the full inhomogeneous KPZ equafion) (0.34/-spaces However, because of
the "loss of regularity” in1, bounds increase exponentially in time and become extsebaal fort
large.

Finally sections 5 and 6 are appendices containing mudiesdecompositions of the propagator
(0; — vA)~! and the white noise, and large-deviation estimates fgrimplying the applicability of

the general arguments developed in section 4 to the case obthy KPZ equatiori {0.3). The proof
of large-deviation estimates in itself is far from triviaédause we need to bound t#é&! "quasi-
norm” of n (seel(0.8)), which involves iesxponential Since exponentiated Gaussian variables do not
admit any exponential moment, we must turn to non-standand ot that well-known) deviation
estimates found in the Soviet literature of the 60es (setoseB). Though section 5 is really
helpful to motivate the scaling issues relatedfo (0.12 rélagler who is not particularly interested
in stochastic PDEs may safely skip section 6, which is quitelved and of a very dierent nature
with respect to the previous ones.

In a companion article [67], we tackle the problem of gettxgstencgunicity and estimates ifW'-
guasi norms for solutions of the scalénfra-red cut-é¢f equation [(0.112), but with totally fierent
techniques, using thdamilton-Jacobi-Bellman formalispnecall this formalism allows to represent
the solutiony as the maximum over an admissible class of random p&tteven by Brownian
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motion of a functiona%t F(s, Xs) ds Controlling the random characteristics allol@ss precisdout
much more flexiblestimates, extending in particular to the case of deposittesv growing faster
than quadratically at infinity. It is interesting to compahe results obtained by the two methods.
The two articles are largely dependent one from the otheygh the present article may be read
independently from the othexceptfor a technical point in the proofs: thanicity statemenin
Theorem 2, which we couldot prove by the techniques developed here.

1 Model and notations
We consider throughout the present article eithetihrmogeneougor noiselessequation
dth = vAh + AV(Vh) (1.2)
whered > 0 is a fixed, arbitrary constant, or thdra-red cut-gf, inhomogeneousquation,
o = vAYy — ey + AV(VY) + g, 1.2)

where the constant = 271 (j > 0) is an infra-red cut$ of scalej. Bounds for the homogeneous
equation[(T.11), resp. inhomogeneous equafiod (1.2) turtocwe quite diferent in the end, though
they are based of course on the same principles, so — in ard®moid any confusion — we keep
throughout the article to the following conventiosolutions of the homogeneous equation are
denoted byh, solutions of theinhomogeneous equation by .

The assumptions o are the following:

Assumption 1.1 The deposition rateVv satisfies the following assumptions,
(1) VisC?

(2) V is isotropic, i.e. V(Vh) is a function of y = |Vh|; by abuse of notation we shall consider
V either as a function of Vh or of y;

(3) Vis convex;
(4) V(0O)=0andV(y) = 0for all y > 0;
(5) (quadratic growth at infinity) V(y) < y? for all y > 0.

It follows immediately from Assumptions (1), (2) and (4) th&ly) = O(y?) neary = 0. As-
sumption (5) is thus equivalent (up to a redefinition of thestant?) to requiring thal has at most
quadratic growth at infinity.

As for the force terny, it is assumed to be regular enough and have good averagipgries,
depending on the cutfoscalej ~ —loge; the regularized white noise (as shown in section 6)
satisfies these properties.

Assumption (3) is a key assumption to get a time decay of thdignt of the solution, and is
also used in the proof of the comparison theorem for unbalisd&utions; Proposition 2.3 (i), (iii)
hold under a stronger assumption. Assumption (5) allowshapewmison of the solutions to those of
the usual KPZ equation correspondingvty) = y?, which is linearizable.



Notations. The notation:f(u) < g(u), resp. f(u) = g(u) means:f(u)| < Clg(u)|, resp.|f(u)| >
Clg(u)|, whereC > 0 is an unessential constant (depending only on the dimemkand on the
codficients of the linearized equation,and D). Similarly, f(u) ~ g(u) means:f(u) < g(u) and
g(u) < f(u). We denote byLP, p € [1, o] the usual Lebesgue spaces with associated nidfpn
by ‘WL> the Sobolev space of bounded functions with bounded géredaterivative, and bg-?
the space of functions which ae! in time andC? in space. The positive, resp. negative part of
a function f is denoted byf,, resp. f_; by definition, f*,f~ > 0, f = f* - f-andf*f~ = 0.
Theoscillation osg, f of a continuous functiorf on a domain is defined as sypf — infq f; the
average|—£11| fQ f of f on a bounded domaif! is denoted b% f. The space of lower, resp. upper
semicontinuous functions on a domais denoted by.S Q), resp.US Q).

2 Bounds for the homogeneous equation: the case of a boundettial
condition

We consider in this section the homogeneous equation,
oth = vAh + AV(JAh) (2.1)

with initial condition hg(x) = h(0, X) in ‘WL, One finds in the literature a detailed study of the
particular cas&/(y) = y9, g > 1. Most basic results (including existence), based on timeipie of
maximum or on a short-time series expansion of the mild smlutdepend very little on the precise
form of V, provided it is regular enough and, say, polynomially baddWe quickly review them
now and leave it to the reader to check that they extend toea/rattisfying Assumptions 1.1 (1),
(2), (4).

By [5] and [10], the Cauchy problem has a unique, global smhuti which is classical for
positive times, that isy € C([0, +0) x RY) N CL2((0, =) x RY). The comparison principle, in the
form proved by Kaplan[[38] for classical, bounded solutiafision-linear parabolic equations on
unbounded spatial domains, implies that> O for allt > O (resp.h; < Oforallt > 0) if hp > O
(resp.hg < 0) and yields the a priori estimates

INtlleo < Iholleo, IVhtlleo < IIVholles  (t > 0). (2.2)

We now prove time-decay estimates of the solution for varioerms, emphasizing those which
are not a straightforward extension of previously knowmitssor V(y) = y4. Such estimates come
roughly from three dterent sources, and are correspondingly split into 3 papagr§2.1,§2.2 and
§2.3). Generally speaking, constants appearing in the aldigs deteriorate whemn— 0 whenever
parabolic estimates are involved (see below); Propod&i@rii), (iii) is an outstanding exception.

We recall here briefly for non-specialists thraximum principleand thecomparison principle
for parabolic PDE’s, in a weak form which isfigient for section 2. Standard references on the
subject are e.gl [26], [21].]7].

Proposition 2.1 (maximum and comparison principle) Let ut, x), (t, x) € [0, T] x RY be a classi-
cal solution of the parabolic PDB;u(t, X) = vAu(t, X) + W(t, X, Vu(t, X)), where W is a smooth func-
tion, bounded in any subset of the foRsRYx K, K c RY compact. Assume thatig 11xga Ul <
andsupg jxge [VUl < co. Then:



(i) (weak maximum principleyt € [0, T], |[Utllco < []Uollco-

(i) (weak comparison principle) lay, resp. Ube a super-, resp. sub-solution of the above PDE,
namely,U,U e C12([0, T] x R%) and

AU(t, X) > vAU(t, X) + W(t, x, VU(t, X)), dU(t, X) < vAU(t, X) + W(t, x, VU(t, X)).  (2.3)
AssuméJo > U,,. ThenU; > U, forall t > 0.

Note that the above proposition extends under appropriatetonicity hypotheses to parabolic
PDE'’s of the formp;u(t, X) = vAu(t, X)+W(t, X, u(t, X), Vu(t, X)). However, it is precisely the absence
of dependence AV on u(t, X) that makes two-sided a priori estimates like [2.2) so easy.

2.1 Comparison to the linear heat equation

Assumption§ 111 (4)-(5), 8 V(y) < y?, allows (as we shall presently see) a diremtnparison with

the linear heat equationf either hg > 0 orhy < 0. Bounds for signed initial conditions follow
then from the comparison principle: namely, lettingresp. h be the solution of[(Z]1) with initial

conditionhy, resp.—h;, one has

h<0,h>0; h<h<h (2.4)

Also,t — ||Ht||1 is increasing, while — ||h,||1 is decreasing.
Considering firsh, the comparison principle allows one to bound the solutib(@dl) by the
solution of the linear heat equation with same initial cdéiodi, namely,

Ih(t)| < €”*hyg. (2.5)

We now turn toh and bound similarly the solution df (2.1) with positive ialtcondition by the
solutionu of the standard KPZ equatiofi;u = vAu + 1|Vu]® with the same initial condition. The
exponential transformatiow := e’¥ — 1 turns it into the linear equatiofyw = vAw, with positive
initial conditionwp = e — 1. The inequalityx < ﬁ(eéx —1), x> 0yields

— 14
Itlleo < lUtlleo < 7 Wtlleo- (2.6)

To go further, we assuma&g € L! and use the following standard parabolic estim&tes [62] for
g=1.

Proposition 2.2 (parabolic estimates)There exist constantsyCk = 0,1, ... depending only on d
such that, for every regular enough functign: R —» R and p> q > 1,

IVke" follp < Ct) 2@ D3| folly, k> 0. 2.7)

Let 1 be the Lebesgue measure BA. The well-known identity [ f(u(x))dx = f0+°° u(u >
a)f’(a)da, valid foru : R — R, measurable anél : R, — R smooth such that(0) = 0, yields for



f(u) = 2(ev! - 1)

b/l

IA

Ziwlly < < fiwoll
- thl = — 0oll1
A A

+00
fhg(x)lha(x)gv//ldx‘f‘f u(hg >a)e%ada
v/A

gl gda
el |1+ f da
v/ a

Anpt
[Ihg [l Molke (2.8)

12\

12\

N

so _ )
loo = [ING]11€7 Mol (2.9)

is an upper bound for sy, Il (seell42], Proposition 2 (iii)); at the same time, one gets
— 4 4 _ —
Ihtlles < =Wl < ~IWollo ()2 < Teot™2, (2.10)
On the other hand, (2.5) gives immediatelyjf € Lt

Ihle < lingllat™9/2. (2.11)

Thus one has shown a global bound for tHenorm, and a time-decay i@(t-%/2) for the sup-
norm of solutions of[{Z]1) with arbitrary integrable inlt@onditionhg € WL N L.

2.2 Time-decay of solutions of viscous Hamilton-Jacobi e@tions

A second series of results is a particular case of the morergkime-decay of the gradients of
solutions of viscous Hamilton-Jacobi equatipmghich can itself be seen as (1) an extension to
non-linear equations of the standard parabolic estim@®spr a multi-dimensional extension of
the decay of solutions of scalar conservation laws, [see [2@], [8], or [9], section 3 for further
results concerning in particular single-sided bounds erHéssian. Generally speaking, such results
rely on convexity assumptions o Here we shall only state the following estimate, which is an
extension of[[10], Theorem 1. In Proposition]2.3, by exa@ptconstants, explicit and implicit (i.e.
hidden by the sigrs) arev-independent.

Proposition 2.3 (time-decay of the gradient) (i) IfyV’(y) - V(y) > 0, then
IVl s llolles (v2) 2. (2.12)
(i) Under the stronger assumption

yV'(y) - V(y) > Cmin(y%y%), y>0 (2.13)

for some constant G 0 and some exponentg(1, 2], one has

lIholleo /2 I1holleo
Vhilleo < : < .
[IVhi]leo < ( " ) t < . (2.14)
1/2
IVhtlleo < (”ho”t“/ﬂ) , t> Ioll (2.15)

10



(iif) Under the even stronger assumption

yV'(y) - V() > Cy%, (2.16)
one has forallt= 0
1/2
IVhe(X)| < (W) ., xeRY (2.17)
Hence in particular
h o/ 1/2
¥Rl < (” o/ ) . (2.18)

Note that condition (i)yV’(y)-V(y) = 0 is a consequence of the convexitywofsee Assumption
1.3 (3)). On the other hand, the hypothesis (2.13) in (iidhdrue for functions/(y) that behave
like y? for y small, and likeyd, 1 < q < 2 for y large; the stronger hypothes[s (2.16) in (iii) for
functions that behave likg? both fory small andy large. Note that the decay in_(2]12) is produced
by the difusion termvA in the equation, so it might be called a generalized paratedtimate;
while (2.14.2.1b) or(2.18) are ftiision-independentfiects of the non-linear term in the equation,
and would also hold true for viscosity solutions of the fivstler Hamilton-Jacobi equation obtained
by lettingv — 0.

Proof. We first rescald andx by lettingx — X' = y ix,h — U= %h so thatVih = (Lf)_% Vy U,
andW(y) = LfV((Lf)_% y), so that the equation far
Ou = Au+ W(|Vu)) (2.19)
is independent of the parameterd.

(i) Referring to the proof of Lemma 3 in [31], from which [3I[heorem 2 follows immediately,
and letting directlye = 0, we see thag(%'; is a super-solution for the parabolic operator

N(W) = AW+ b - VW + cWP + ew— W, (2.20)

wherec = 29(u)¢”’(u), e = —2(W(Vu) — Vu - W(Vu)) (note that forV homogeneous,

V(Vu)) = [Vul, K/(%) = N(%) where N [31] has instead oéw a sum of two terms,

2(a - DL u)e (uwa2 - 228 H(Vu)w, with HE) = W(E) - £ - VW(E) + (0 - 1), the
first term 26 — 1)0%1(u)¢ (W)w'*%¥2 compensating the last termy € 1)i/9 in H). Choose
0 =61 asin[31], eq. (24), so that= —1. Now, forV isotropic,e = —Z%(W(y) - yW(y)),
y = |VU]; this is < 0 under the assumptions (L.1). Herickis a sub-solution ofN, and the
2

comparison principle yield&7u(x)?> < m Now [|01]l < 2||Uglle. Scaling back to the
original variabled, x yields the first bound|Vh|| < ||h0||oo(vt)—%.

(i) The second bound is an extension [of[[10]. Exactly as)inafie may assume thag < 0. Up
to an overall change of sign,— —u, we are in the conditions df [10], Theorem 1, wijth= 2,

except thatv is not necessarily a power function. Letting agais: 0, the function® in eq.
(20) p. 2005 is her®(r) = O(y?) = 2y2$W(y) — W(y) = yW (y) — W(y); by assumption,

12 1-3 12 1-3 q
o) = min(r,(7) ri/2y = rl_e+ (7) rel_e. (2.21)
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Eq. (14) p. 2003 implies
LW+ CV2O( wWw< 0 (2.22)
with £ = d; — A up to some gradient term vanishing on functitnshich are independent of
1
x (see eq. (10) p. 2002 for a precise definition)z vu, w = |[Vvi2. Now v < ||ug||2, hence

1
V||Uo||oo) )

/12

VZOMWW > W (W< (

3-1 -1
o s (M) et g (M)

soNw < 0, whereN is the parabolic dferential operator

N :h Lh+ CN(h), N(h) = h?1

-1
V”uOHoo) Hdg (2.23)

h<(V”uﬂ$)l+(T h>(V”uﬁ$)il'

Note thatN is an increasing function. The comparison principle thuplies thatw < h if
Nh > 0. Such a functiorh = h(t) is easily constructed by solving the ordinaryteiential

q_ _ _
equationsiih = — (12 “hitd for h < (Al ' oth=—h2forh> (Al ) ' yielding

2_

up to unimportant constantgt) = (2Ll Yt < Mol hit) = 3 (t > U= This

gives bounds folfVv¢||., by taking the square-root, and then boundsd|fu||., by noting that
1 1

Vu = 2u1/2vv andu? () < [luollZ (see [9], proof of Proposition 3.1), namely,

_1 1/q
v\~ (VlUolleo Viluolleo
IVul < (35) ( - ) R (2.24)
Uolleo \ 2 1ol
Uo|lco Y||Uol|co
IIVutlloos( ‘; ) t> ﬂ‘; (2.25)

Hence [2.14,2.15) by rescaling.
(iii) Under the stronger assumptidn (2116), the previousgotations yield$(t) = % forallt > 0.

1
Hence|Vu(X)| < ('“‘T(X)')Z Eq. [Z.17), and thed (2.118), follow by rescaling and usimeg
priori bound||ht/le < [Iholleo-

m}
2.3 Bounds through integral representation of mild solutions
The third source of results is the integral form of the eqmti
t
he = €”hg + A f =92/ (Vhe)ds (2.26)
0

the solutions of which, traditionally calleohild solutions are not necessary twicefidirentiable
in space. [(2.26) is used to prove local-in-time well-possdnof the equation, while the a priori
estimates[(Z]2) imply global existence [5]. We shall not ednack to this; instead, we give an

12



application to the proof of various bounds for the gradiert #or higher derivatives of the solution.
Generally speakingy-dependent constants (throughout denotedCbgnd possibly varying from
line to line) come out of the computations everywhere. FiBnthe solution obtained by iterating

(2.28), t
KO =hy,  hD =2l 4 g f -y (vhl)ds (k> 0) (2.27)
0

in search for a fixed point is obtained as a converging sevigls< T,
T; = C(AIVholleo) 2 (2.28)

for some constan€, and shown to be uniformly smooth: namely, for ev&rg 0, ||[V¥hi|le <
CullVEholleos 0 < t < T; provided the initial solution has bounded derivatives @fesi< k. By an
appropriate choice d one may assume th@& = C3 = 2. This, in turn, shows, using the a priori
bound,||Vh|l. < [[Vholl, that the solution at any later time also has bounded damsobf arbitrary
order. We are interested here in quantitative bounds timelbeahown to be close to optimal in some
case where explicit computations are possible (see neagph).

We shall give two dierent results. Recall, = ||hg||1e%”h5||m (see[(2.B). Ouir first result uses
hypothesis[{Z.16)V'(y) — V(y) > Cy? (see Proposition 2.3 (iii)).

Theorem 2.1 (decay inL1-norm of the gradient) Assume fie W-°nL* and let h be the solution
of the KPZ equatior (211), with V satisfying the hypothé&i&g). Then

1 vh
IVl < MaxQe, Jo (142, Ju = sup(l w,ﬂnvmnma + Ounhonm))) [|hl| €&Molls

" lhollx
(2.29)

The time-decay im(t‘%) of ||[Vhl1 is shown in[[9] forV(y) = y?, but with a constand,, which
is roughly €'~ and thus far from optimal (see p. 1290 and 1291). The empkiasie was on the
asymptotic convergence for— oo of the solution to a multiple of the heat-kernel (see Theo2edn
(a)), an interesting result in itself to which we do not conaelohere.

Proof.

Our proof, based on intuition derived from the explicit cartgiions of the next paragraph,
shows that there arefierent time regimes fd{Vh||1. Initially (i) the L-norm of the gradient may
increase (as is the case for tlenorm of the solution when the initial condition is positivéor later
times (iii) it decreases like the square-root of time. Treds® appears a regime (i) for intermediate
times, during which thé-norm of the gradient is shown to be essentially constant.

These three regimes come from the three essentidliigrdnt bounds one has @¥ih||..; namely,

(i) IVhtllee < IVholle by the comparison principle; (ilVhile < +/l=t-3 by Propositio 23 (iii);
(i)

IVhelleo < lhe/2llact 2 < Toot @22, (2.30)
as follows from a combination of Propositibn P.3 (i) and & fharabolic estimates developed in the

lines following eq. [[2.B), where
loo = [Iglly> 1Mol (2.31)

is an upper bound for sy [Ih|l1 (in order to get not too complicated formulas, we avoid the un
pleasant task of optimizing the constants, and ch@lsgge enough).
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(i) Fort small one uses the trivial bound (jlyh¢|l < ||[Vholl, @and applies the iterative scheme
(2.21) in uniform time slicesT[;, T;] = [0, T{L [T1, T3] = [T3, 2T3], ..., [T} _4. Taol = [(No—
1)T], noT ] whereng ~ A||holle, SO that|Vhglle ~ \/@(Tg‘o)‘%. At some time comparable
with Ty, the bound (ii) on|[Vhll becomes better. We 8% := sugr, - ;1IVu{|l; and
M, = SURT; T2 ] VUl = lIMkseo Mﬁ,k). By (Z.Z1) and the parabolic estimates recalled in

2.1,

t
_1 —
MED < IVhrlli+4 sup | (t- 97 2(Vh*&Y(9)?|ds (2.32)
te[Ta. T 1 JTs

together with the interpolation inequality,

I(vh®D(9)2l11 = IVh*D(9)12 < IVh*D(9)]11/[Vh* D (9)]lco, (2.33)
one obtains
MED < Vhrlp + C MY (2.34)

whereC™1 is proportional to the inverse of the constéhin the definition ofT ;- ForC large
enough, this yields syM¥ < 2M,_; andM,, < 2My,_1. Thus

_ I¥hollz,

Mp, < [[Vhollpe&olls < o
lIoll

(2.35)

with an appropriate definition of the constant[in (2.31).

(i) Forn > ngone defines inductively; by T: , —T7 = C(/l||VhT;||oo)‘2. Note thafl;, ~ ””Vhﬁ(')'ﬁ‘g:

H H * * T;
by the second estimate (ii) d¥hlle, T}, — Tp 2 e SO
l1holleo ( C )
T > 1+ , n > ng. 2.36
" IvholZ T Aol 0 (2.36)

Instead of the boungve=T)"Ahr.||; < |[Vhr:|l; used in [Z3R), it is more clever far and
t — T;: large enough to use the parabolic estimatel=Tn"Ahr.||; < (t - T!) 21, if the latter
expression i ||[Vhr:|l1. Thus one gets the improved estimate

MIED < sup (inf(IVhr n 1o(t = T8 + AIVPG MO - TE). 237)
te[T5.T7, ]

If [[Vhr:ll1 2 1eo(T}: T;;)‘% ~ Al|IVhr:lle, the improved estimaté (2.37) is better than

] n+1
(2.32) and yields
[Ihrs 11
Mm% < sup(nvm;nl + A[Vhr: [l MY ,
(IVhr:|l1
sup (1ot = 72072 + Vbl MOt - T)?)
Tr 1= Tazt=Ta2(Ihrs L /IVhre )2

(2.38)
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The functionx - 2 + bx, herex = v/t =T}, is bounded on any interval &, by the max of
its values at the two ends of the interval. Hence

|oo * -3 -
MED < SUP(HVhT;,‘Hl + AV oM = (T = )72+ C 1Mﬁk’) (2.39)

with C™! < 1. Iterating theseffine inequalities yields either

* \—1
Mn < Ioo(TrH_l _Tn) 2= /uooHVhT;”oo < IooHVhO”om (240)
or, assuming on the contrary ththr:|l1 2 1(T,; - T;ﬁ)‘%,
Vur:
My < — Tnvlll . (2.41)
1 g1 Wurglls
o VTt

Since the sequenae— Al.||Vhr:|l. is exponentially decreasing (as follows from the bound
(i) and the fact that the sequencE:] is exponentially increasing, see (2.36)), the recursive

sequence
X S |
n+1 =
IVhrlloo
1- Al XT:

~ X + Aol [Vhr [l (2.42)

starting fromxn, ~ leo(T, 1 = T;;)‘% < A||Vhyllel o, CONVErges to

Xeo < AIVolleo o [1 + J < AIVhollee 1o (1 + O(AlINollo))- (2.43)

C _
1- 1+ gSo) 2

This gives a global bound fdvl,,n > 0,

(IIVholll

supM,, < i 1= sup| ol

n>0

s /1||Vh0||oo(l + O(/]»”hOHOO))) Ioo’ (2-44)

but no time decay yet in general.

(iii) For t > 129 we use the estimate (iil)Vhlle < lot~@*Y/2 and prove the time decay @Xt~?).

Let My, := SURear-1.2m IVl for n > nz := 1 + log, 129, Forallt € [2", 2™1),

t

_ _1
VRl < 272 lh_pnall + A f , At = 9)72[IVhsll| Vo
t-2n-
< 2721 + 22 (M + Mpyg)lo (2@ D72, (2.45)
hence ) 5 )
Mis1 <€ 2210 + U027 "2Np + 1027 "Y2 My, 1. (2.46)

Forn > ny one has by definitioh,2"¥2 < 1, so
Mns1 < (L + O())(2 ™21 + AMp), (2.47)
while My, < I, by (ii), implying by a straightforward induction

Mn < 221 + 0 £ 2721 + 1Y97) (2.48)
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and finally

sup VillVhillz < I + 177 (2.49)
t>12/4
Finally,
sup VilIVhilz < 1297, (2.50)
t<12/4
Hence the result. m]

Remark. If V does not satisfy[ (2.16), then the beginning of the proof igliffed as follows:
substituting to (ii) the bounfVhy||., < ||h0||oot—%, see Proposition 2.3 (i), leads g defined such
as to satisfyj|Vho|le = ||h0||oo(Tr’;0)‘%, namely,ny ~ (1|holls)?, and (compare with (285, <
IVho|l,€°@iMoll=Y* " A bound comparable td(ZR9) probably holds with the quézlexponential
eCUliholl)}* sypstitutingeCAiholl= | which is clearly not optimal for the quadratic KPZ equatisee
next paragraph).

Our second result is valid under our general assumptions stated in section 1.

Theorem 2.2 (bounds on higher derivatives)Let h be the solution of eq._(2.1) with initial condi-
tion hy € W3, Then:

In(1+t
IVl < Py(Nolles Vol 172hellec) t ) (2.51)
In?(1 +t
IV2helleo < P(llholloos 11V Nolleos 172holleo, 11V hollco) (%) (2.52)

where R, P, are polynomials.

Proof.
We already know that SWPr:) IVER]eo < 2/IV¥holleo, k = 2, 3 for T = (AlVholle) 2. Fort > T,

V?h is the solution of an integral equation,

t (1-¢e)t
V2h, = 2V2hg + 1 f dg(ve=9"4)v(V(Vhg)) + f dgv2e-9"2)(Vhy)|.  (2.53)
(1-a)t 0

The idea is to commute the gradient with the heat opemto?” in order to make the most of
parabolic estimates; the implied decay may be put to gooanlyefor t — slarge enough, and we
shall choose the parameteraccordingly. First)l€”2V?hglle = [[V2€”*hgllee < IINollot™. Then,
using V(V(Vhs)) = V’(Vhs) - V2hs and Propositiofi 213 (i), together with the inequahti(y) <,
consequence of Assumptidn (1.1) (3), (4) (namely)32 V(2y) > V(y) + yV'(y))

A

t ds
<A f IVhslle  SUP [IV2Nglleo < AllNollee VE  SUP [IV2hglleo
(1-e)t VI—S [(A-e)ti] [(A-e)t1]

f " dgvet I p(v(Vhy)
(1-e)t

provided (1- &)t > t. To get a useful inequality we chooseso that||hgll. Ve < %, namely,
e~ min(3, m). Finally (if t > 1) we split the second integra}gl_sﬁ, into several pieces:

(e (A=)t ds (ol \?
A f dgv2el=9"2)V(Vhe) < 2 f —( ) < Aln(e Yot (2.54)
t/2 2 t—s\ Wt
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Y u2elt-9va o (Y2ds. 5, Int
A [ dgVeeT)V(Vh) < at ~ hollss < A==Tholls; (2.55)
1 1

1 1
A f dg V292 (Vhg) < Attt f dsIVholl3, = A|IVhol3,t™L. (2.56)
0 0

If t < 1, we merge[(2.55.2.56) into

t/2 t/2
2 f dsve 9V (vhg < ™ [ dsivolR, = 5 IVhGl. (2.57)
0 0

We finish as in the proof of Theorem P.1 (iii), namely, lettiMp := SURo.T1] V2|l and
Mn = Suqzn—lTI’znTI] ”Vzht”w (n > l), one haMO < 2”V2h0||oo and

Mns1 < CMp + Q1(Iholleos [[Vholleo)27" + AI[Vhg 2, (2.58)

fort <1,
Mn+1 < C_an + QZ(HhO”oo, ”VhOHoo)z_n + Q3(||h0||oo, ”VhOHoo)nz_n (259)

fort > 1. Hence[(2.51).

This result is used as input to get similar a bound|[f@th||.. This time we must move around
three gradients in the best way; this gives three integeaisitten as

(1-e)t

t t/2
f dgvVet-9"2)v2(v(Vhy)), f dsv2e=94y(v(Vh(9))), f dsv3et=9"Av/(Vhy).
(1-a)t t/2 0
One hasv2(V(Vhs)) = V/(Vhg) - V3hs + V" (Vhs)(V?hs)?, yielding the same constraints enplus a
supplementary quadratic term Wths. The other terms are computed as before. Details are left to
the reader.
]

2.4 An explicit example: decay of a 'bump’ for the quadratic KPZ equation

We consider here the time-decay (pointwise and with resjpeearious norms) of the solution of
the quadratic, homogeneous KPZ equation,

dth = Ah + [Vh/? (2.60)

with initial "bump” condition ho(X) = Aly<., whereA,L > 0. The coéicient 2 in front of the
nonlinearity has been disposed of by a simple rescaling.e Wt ifA = ||hpllo < 1 (i.e. for a
small initial condition), then the decay of the solution arfidts derivatives in_P-norms, 1< p < o
follow the parabolic estimates as for the solutions of thedr heat equation; thus we may assume
thatA > 1. We want to compare the decays obtained by explicit contipnt#o those obtained in
much greater generality in the previous paragraphs.

Through the exponential transformatiam= exph, the equation becomes simply the heat equa-
tion,
dw=Aw,  wp=ev (2.61)
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so that

he(X)

In ((27rt)_d/2 f dye‘(x‘y)z/Z‘wO(y))

dy e_(x_y)z/zt)

In (1 + (e = 1) (2rt) 92
Iyl<L

X

In (1 + a2 dy e-(X-V)Z/Z‘) : (2.62)

lyl<L

Though the initial data is not ifW’>>, this defines a solution. We are interested in its behaviour f
t > L2, corresponding to the approximate amount of time necegsatije solution to smoothen up.
Then

d/2
h(x) ~ In [1+ eA(LTZ) e—xz/ﬂ]. (2.63)

There are two regimes:
(i) (initial regime) Assumd.2 < t < L2e3A. Definexmaxt) € R, as the solution of the equation
d/2
eA('-Tz)/ e/ = 1 explicitly, Xmaxt) = \/Zt(A—%Iog(é)). If X > Xmaxt) then

d
hi(X) ~ eA(LTZ) 2612 < 1. On the other hand, K < Xmadt), thenhy(x) is still large,
h(x) ~ A- §log (i) - £ In particular,

d.t
Ihtlleo ~ A~ > log " (2.64)
and
Ihdls =~ Ihlleo - VOI(B(O, Xmax(t))) + €L f 42 M2t gy
[XI>Xmax(t)
d t\7
< 92 (A— 5 log p) + LY (2.65)

el
Both quantities — t%2 (A - §log %) andt - t¥2(A- $log %) > are easily checked to be
maximal forA - §log 5 ~ 1, yielding

ellholles
Il < LAY~ flholl 72 (2.66)
01loco
and
g glholles
Ihls s €LY ~ ||h0||1m~ (2.67)

d/2
(i) (final regime) Assume > L2e5A. Thenhy(x) ~ eA(LTZ) 2 e < 1; in other words, the
bump has essentially disappeared. Furthermore,

Ml ~ €LIY2 |lhylly ~ €ALY (2.68)

saturating the bounds found in case (i).
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In both cases, bounds f¥9hy||., or [|[VIh||; are obtained by dividing bif/?. Details are left to
the reader.

The above computations make it clear that the general bdont8hy||.., see eq.[(Z.30)\Vh||1
and||V9h||, g = 2, 3 obtained in Theorenis 2.1 and]2.2, are essentially optimal.

3 Bound for the homogeneous equation: the case of unboundeuitial
conditions

We now want to prove existence of, and bound, solutions ohttmeogeneous KPZ equation,
oth = Ah + AV(Vh) (3.2)

with unboundednitial condition hy (for simplicity we fixv = 1 from now on). We would typically
like to consider a random initial condition which is a smathd white noise (see Appendix A).
This raises various problems. First (1), one would like teniify a functional space preserved by
the linear heat equation, for which generalized parabdgficreates hold. Second (2), one would like
to extend the comparison principle to such a functional epiacsuch a way as to prove existence of
and bound the solution. Finally (3), one would like to idgnthe solution as the limit of solutions of
(B.1) associated to a sequence of compactly supporteddenmded) initial conditions converging
to the original initial condition, so as to extend to the limagularity results and estimates obtained
in the previous section.

We provide in this section answers to questions (1), (2),\\& first refer the reader to the Introduc-
tion for a short review§3.1 is devoted to a detailed study of the spfof functions with locally
bounded averages, and more generally of a family of spagsncludingH® = H, which enjoy
the same type of properties. The comparison principle (fédradl in the Introduction) is proved
in §3.2. Estimates for the solutions ¢f (B.1) and their gradieme proved respectively §8.3 and
§3.4.

3.1 The functional spacesH?

For f € L (R ande > 0, x € RY, one may define

*(X) = sup(l + 7)2€™|f|(X) € [0, +o0] (3.2)
>0

and in particular
(%) ;= fo(¥) = supe™|f|(x) € [0, +co]. (3.3)
0

Note thatf* < f; < fg if @ <pB. If fis bounded, theri*(X) < ||f|l». On the other hand, the kind
of random initial conditions we are interested in (see Amlpe®) are a.s. unbounded, but satisfy
a.s. f*(X) < oo for everyx (see Lemma_6l5 and discussion thereafter); compare withtémelard
parabolic estimatesté‘/z(x) < |Iflly for f € LYRY). Note that, ife = 0, the obviouspointwise
estimates, making part of what we cpflintwise parabolic estimates Lemmad 3.6,

€2 f(x) < f*(x), t>0 (3.4)

and, better still,
)<t (®, t=0 (3.5)
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generalizing to
€< ;9. t=0, (3.6)

are improvements on thdobal estimatel|e™ f||., < ||f|l Which is useless for unbounded functions.
If £5(X) < oo for someea > 0, then

€2 (X)) < (1+ 1) (X) (3.7)
decays polynomially in time.
Definition 3.1 (H°%-spaces)Let, for0 < o < d/2,
HO = {f e L2 (RY) | Vx e RY, £(X) < oo} (3.8)

and
HO = HY = {fel)

loc

(RY) | Vx € RY, £*(X) < oo}. (3.9)

For everya < d/2, H? > LY(RY) (actually, it is easy to prove tha{? = {0} for a > d/2).

Itis easy to see thdt e O provided therexistssomex € RY such thatf *(x) < co. However the
various "norms”f — f*(x), x € RY, are not comparable. In this senEgx) should be understood
as alocal, x-centered measunf the size off.

Another closely related definition is by averagingfi€ L® (RY), andr > 0, x € RY, one may

define

Ioc(

Joren T Iy
" 2 a YB(xp)
(0 = sup(d+ ) ol Bi )

(called maximal functionin real analysis forr = 0, see the classical book by Stelin [[64]) where
B(x,p) = {y € RY;ly — x| < p} is the Euclidean ball and Vd(x, p)) its volume. Here alsofg <
f# < f# if 0 < a < B. Itis convenient to denote averages by barred integralhatpby definition,

(3.10)

= vOf|(g) A simple result is the following:

Lemma 3.2 There exists constants@ > 0 such that, for every fe C(RY), cfi(x) < fﬁ(x) <
Cfi(x).

Proof. We must prove two inequalities. First,
e ()% /2t e /2t
dr——— dyi f
[afmmmtion= [ae [ AL
roe 2
S e )
f t(27rt)d/2 B(x,r)

4 —r2/2t
< (X f dr- f d
( ) t (Zﬂt)d/z B(xr) Y

ey 272t
_ fﬁ(x)foly(zm)d/2 = 5% (3.11)
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Thusfg < fg. If @ > 0andt > 1then

e (22t
(1+1) f dye——[f(y)| < fH(L+ ) 3+ f dr(L + r)lrd-2egr?/2t < (y). (3.12)

(2nt)d/2
sof* < f#
Conversely,
100 = [0y s £ o (3.13)
X) = > . .
(Zﬂ)d/z d ey = B(x,r)
]

In particular, an equivalent definition fa? is:
HO = (f e L2 (RY) | ¥x e RY, £4(x) < o). (3.14)

Note also that, iff is lower semicontinuous (in particular,fifis contlnuous)fﬂ(x) > lim; g JCB(xr) |f| >
[f(X)|, and similarly f;(x) > [f(X)I.

Example. The equivalence of the "pointwise quasi-normis(x), f#(x) makes it easy to con-
struct unbounded functiorise H°. The idea is to modify a bounded function on regions with $mal
relative volume. Define for instandeto be identically equal ta; > 0 outside the union of annuli
Uks0Bik, whereBy := B(0, 2 + 2€) \ B(0, 2¥) for somey € (-, 1), andf|Bk 1= (2491 with
c2 > 0andy’ > y. Then fork large, ]%(X’zk) |f| ~ c1 (corresponding to "rare enough” fluctuations) if

v >y, ande «oo | fl ® €1+ c2 if ¥/ =y (corresponding to a border case where fluctuations are as
important as the bulk behaviour). Hentgx) < . On the other handf*(x) = w0 if ' <. One

may also allow arbitrarily large fluctuations by letting = yx be a sequence which is unbounded
below. Typical realizations of regularized white noise ar@e complicated, but large fluctuations
do not contribute to the average on large balls (see sectiong&more precise picture).

Lemma 3.3 Leta € [0,d/2] and fe HO N C(RY).
1. The functionsfjfand fr are continuous.

2. Let furthermore

HCRRIC

[X — yly IOC [0’ l] (315)

B :=sufy €[0,1] 1 (xy) -

be the maximum local Holder exponent of f, and assdme0. Then f and f; are Holder
continuous, with Holder exponeriﬁ—,8 € [0, %].

In particular, £/, f* are(3)-Holder continuous iff € C*.

as la

Proof. For the sake of the proof we choose a bounded fungiionB(0,1) — R, such that
é(u) = ¢(|u)) is strictly increasing ¢(0) = 0, @ > 2 and@ —u_0 ©; we assume furthermore

thatg(u) = oyo(UY3), so that the function(u) = y(|u)) = ¢(u) M satisfies the same properties

but {;Eug —u-0 . The core of the proof is a bound on the modulus of continuity;o fN given in

terms of these two functions. We assume in the followingslitietly — x| < 1.
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() Let us first prove thaif(ﬁ is locally bounded (from which it follows by Lemnia 3.2 thitis
also). Sincay — x| < 1, then

JC |f| < sup|f], r<i (3.16)

B(y.r) B(x.2)

and
r+1\9

1+ rz)af If] < (—) 1+ rZ)Qf 1| < 29F¥(x), r> 1 (3.17)
B(y,r) r B(x,r+1)

So
sup f < 2% max(sup|fl, 29%(x)). (3.18)
B(x,1) B(x,2)

(i) We now obtain a modulus of continuity fdé. Fix x € RY and lety vary in B(x, 1). Consider
firstr < ¢(x—Yy). Then, lettingry_y f(2) = f(z- (x-Y)),

fon-1 |f|’ £ if=net
B(x,r) B(y,r) B(x,r)

sup [F(x) = f(y)l

X €B(xp(x-Y)).Y €BY.H(x-Y))
0SG3(x29(x-y)) (). (3.19)

IA

IA

IA

Sincef is continuous in an neighbourhood xthis quantity goes to zero when— x.

Consider now > ¢(x —y). Lettingr’ =r + [x—y]| so thatB(x, r") > B(y, r),

Vol(B(y, r))
f — T\ f .
Jll;(x,r’) T2 Vol(B(x, r')) B(y.r) Il (3.20)

hence

(1+r’2)"f |f|—(1+r2)"f If| >
B(x,r’) B(y.r)

Similarly, withr”” = r — |x —y| (note that’” > |x — y| by hypothesis),

d
| et ~ IX—yl) 4
) 1] i 2 - (2 téo
(3.21)

(r+|X—Y|

2Q\a _ 2\ _ |X_y| #
1417 waﬂ L+ (")) fB(XJN)m ( W_y))fa(x). (3.22)

Thus, withM = SUpy) ff, M < oo by (i),

sup(l + rz)“f ] —sup(1+r2)“f If] < max( sup (1+r2)“{f ] —JC |f|},
r B(y,r) r B(x.r) r<¢(x-y) B(y,r) B(x,r)

sup {(1+r2)“f ] —(1+r'2)“f |f|}]
r>¢(x-y) B(y.r) B(xI”)

IX-¥
S maX(OSCB(x,¢(x—y))uB(y,¢(x—y)) (M= y)) : (3.23)
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Exchangingx andy gives the same inequality. Hence we have shown I‘,ﬁdﬁ continuous,
and obtained more precisely that, for every functiosatisfying the above hypotheses,

u
Sg» ueon (3.24)

In particular, choosings(u) = 2u@*) if B > 0 yields osgxy ! < U/, so ff is 1%,-
Holder continuous.

0GBy f < Max(0sgzswy(f). M

(iii) Let us finally obtain a modulus of continuity fof;. The proof is a slightly dferent from (ii)
because the support of the heat kernel is the whole spaceg menmust deal with the queue
of the exponentiaé "/t for u > Vi. Assume firstvi < ¢(x — y). Then

|€41£10) — €41FI(y)| < 11+ 12 + 13, (3.25)
where
e Ix-22/2t
Iy :f ———11(2) - Txy T (DIAZ < 0SBy (y)uBE -y (F) (3.26)
By ()2 xy O (-y)UBL (x-Y)
and
o2/t faidze e lu?/2t s Wi
Iz—f [f(2) f ———|f(X+ u)|du
R\BOu () (22 usx(xy) (2rt)42
g [ &L e3P (-y)/8t
<2 @ t)d/zlf(x+ u)ldu -
3 ¢(xy)
< e B f(x), (3.27)
while 13 = foa0 0o %H(z)mzis similar tol,. The exponential factor in front of*

decreases to 0 whgn— x.

Assume nowyt > ¢(x—V). Then|x— 22 < [x-y2+ly—Z2+2)x-Vylly-2 < (L+&)ly—- 2% +
-1 2

(1+&™)Ix -y for everyz € RY ande > 0. Choose: = FA < 3 so thate POt <

Lettingt’ = t(1 + &), one obtains

-Ix-2?/2¢ -ly-22/2t
a+t)” Wﬁ(zﬂdz— a+v” Wﬁ(zﬂdz
e ly-2%/2t
> —e(1+1t)° i ———=|f(9ldz> —&f (y). (3.28)
Exchangingx andy gives a similar inequality, and one concluded 1o (B.24) 4#)iby noting
thate 3% < < ¢( ) foru< 1.
m]
A result in the same direction is
Lemma 3.4 Let f € H%N C(RY). Then, for every + Oand0 < a < 3,

@2 (%) — F(X)| < 0SB F + €3 £2(X). (3.29)

Consequently,'&f —_o f uniformly on every compact.
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Proof. (3.29) follows directly from the inequality

Ix-yI2/2t 2 Ix=yi?/
109 - F(] < fy !0 — 100y + fy & 1)1+ 1160y

B(x,&) (27Tt (27Tt)d/2
(3.30)
Takinge = t* with a < % using the local boundedness fjf (proved in the previous lemma) and
lettingt — 0 yields the uniform convergence on a compact set. O

Finally, we shall later on need to approximate functiong-if by functions with compact sup-
port, and use the following lemma:

Lemma 3.5 Lety : RY — R, be a smooth 'bump’ scale 1 function, i1 = 1, Xlrd\go,2) = 0.
Denote byyn(X) = x(3) its dilatations for ne N*. Then, if fe H?, the functions f:= f - yn, N> 1

also belong toH?, and(f,): — fZ, (fn)ﬁ — fﬁ uniformly on every compact.

Proof. Let K c RY compact containing 0. We prove thdg), — f; uniformly onK. LetB(O,r)
a ball containingk, and assume > r. ThenX X' 'y' forall t,x,ywitht > 0, x € K, |y| > n.
Hence

-lyi? /4t

0 < €f1(x) — €| fnl(x) < 242 f n(20)E Ny = 2922A(1f| - f)(0).  (3.31)

lyI>n (277 (Zt)

from which uniform convergence follows provided simple wergence holds at 0. But

f+(0) = sup(1 + t)*e" (sup| fa[)(0) = sug(1 + t)* (€| fa)(0) = lim(f,);,(0) (3.32)
t n t,n n

by monotone convergence.
The proof for (fn)f, is similar: let us just state that

f (fl=1f) =0 (3.33)
B(x,R)
if B(x, R) c B(0,n), and
R+r\d
f (1] - o)) < (T) f (11 = fal) (3.34)
B(xR) B(O,R+r)
otherwise. Details are left to the reader. O

We may now finally write down oupointwise parabolic estimates

Lemma 3.6 (pointwise parabolic estimates)Leta € [0, %] and fe HP. For every k> 0,
ke f(x)| < t70M2£5(x) (3.35)

and
(VR 1) (%) < t7H285(x). (3.36)
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Proof.
By differentiatingk times the computations leading [6 (3.11), one gets

/ ‘”(%)m% Sy 1700

k+1 e 22
£4(x) f dr = 5 (L + 12 Vol(B(x, 1))

[V £ (X)|

A

A

A

e k/zfn(x)f It (;t)/szO'(B(x N =t 26l (3.37)

and

A

vt 1Y () 1+ p?) d r e dx dyif )l
e X su + p9)* r{- —_—
( )“ PLep f (2nt)d/2 JCB(X,p) B(X.r) ATy

k+1 e’ 22t
ﬁ(x)fdr (zﬂt)d/ZVOI(B(X r)

A

A

/2§ (x) f dr (Z;t)/;tszl(B(x r) = t%2¢(x). (3.38)

To go from the first to the second inequality in (3.38) we hae&lenuse of the following facts which
are easy to prove,

(L+p%)* dx dyl f(y)| < Vol(B(x, 1) (1+p?)” f dyLf(y)l < VOI(B(x, 1) f£(), (Pxr)
B(x,0) B(X.r) B(x.0)
(3.39)
(1+p%)* dx dylf(y)| s VoI(B(x, 1)(1+p?)” f dy f(y)I s VoI(B(x, 1) f&(x), (psT).
B(xr)

B(x,0) B(x,r) (3 40)
O

In the sequel we restrict for simplicity to the case= 0. All results below are easily adapted
to the casex > 0 or to similar functional spaces with pointwise bounds @ tarm ||| f|||(X) =
sup.q F(r, €2[[(X)).

3.2 The comparison principle
We now want to use as initial condition 6f(B.1) functidmssuch thatg € H* N C(RY), where
H* = {hy € LS (RY) | el e 7O}, (3.41)

The comparison to the linear heat equation (see subsectipm@ually suggests to consider initial
conditions in the unpleasant-looking space,

H' = {hg € L2 (RY) | e, hy e HO) (3.42)

However, by Jensen’s inequalitg!™)® < (eMo)*(x), soH* c H*. Note that the definition is
compatible with that ofH® in the previous paragraph, in the sense th@o® — 1) — |hy(x)|
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whend — 0. Also, by Jensen’s inequality{* is for 1 > 0 a convex subset (but not a vector
subspace) ofH°, and

lIlholllz2 (%) = %supln (e (x) = %In (el (x)) (3.43)

™0

defines damily of pointwise "quasi-norms”in the sense that

11l () < Mg (X) (<), (3.44)
e Flllea (3 < Leel N F 1112 (X) (1 €R) (3.45)
(the last inequality is actually an equality);
1 1 1 1
L+ falllza (¥ < —lpafallen () + —lIp2fallga (¥ (P, P2>1, —+—=1).  (3.46)
P1 P2 Pr P2

We then expect the solution ¢f (3.1) to be "uniformly bounded-"", at least locally in time
(thus allowing for further generalizations to equationthwiime-dependent cdiicients), and thus to
lie for all T > 0 in the functional space

HA([0,T]) := the L2 (R xRY) | Vx e RY, sup (e!)*(x) < oo} (3.47)
te[0,T]

As mentioned previously, the comparison principle in it§etent forms usually requires as a
cornerstone assumption the boundedness of the solutiooge\r, various authors have proved
ad hoc comparison principles for PDE’s with unboundedfficients; the solution lies in func-
tional spaces including functions growing at infinity. ThBXequation is a very particular class of
Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman equations for which a comparigonciple holds undequadratic growth
conditions see Ito[[36], Da Lio-Leyl[22, 23]. Lemma 2.1 and Theorem 8.[RR] state the following
in our case:

Proposition 3.7 [22] _

Let U € USQIO,T] x RY) (resp. U € LSQ(O, T] x RY)) be a viscosity sub-solution (resp.
super-solution) of (3]11). Assume there exists O such thafU(t, X)|, |U(t, x)| < C(1 + 1x2) for all
xeRY4,t<T. ThenU< U in[0,T] x RY.

A continuous functiorhy with quadratic growth at infinityjho(X)| < 1 + [x|?, is in general not
in H* for any 2 > 0. Conversely, a function if{*, 2 > 0 may grow arbitrarily fast in small
domainsQp,, N — oo with d(0, Qn) —n_e oo provided the Lebesgue measure(if decreases to
zero fast enough. On the other hand, since the supremumi.iofl. random variables grows like
O(+/logn), one does expect random initial datato have a.s. quadratic growth at infinity. Actually,
if £ > 0, then a.s. a random initial condition grows more slowlyndinity than|x/®. Thus the above
comparison principle holds for such data, and the existehaesub-solution and a super-solution in
this class of functions entails by Perron’s method the erist and unicity of a viscosity solution of
@.J).

It seems however much more natural in our setting to provergeadison principle for functions
in H* since the bounds one expects for the solution will depenti@pointwise maximal estimates
(h5)* and €')* (on the contrary, solutions are expected to have a finiteosigu time for initial
conditions with quadratic growth, showing that this is imgosense too large a functional space). As
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it happens, we get such a comparison principle, but onlydt®ns in spaceg’ with parameter

A’ > 22 (our proof does not hold fot’ = 1). In some sens#{(® is the largest natural functional space
for globally defined solutions of parabolic PDE’s. We cotjee that this extension of the viscosity

solution theory to spaces modelled affér(like * in the present case) is valid and of interest not
only for the KPZ equation, but probably much beyond for maoglimear parabolic PDE'’s.

Let us state our first main theorem, Theorem 1 in the Intradngcfollowing closely the strategy of
Da Lio and Ley:

Theorem 3.1 (comparison principle) Let U € US ([0, T]xRH)NHZ([0, T]) (resp.J e LSCJO, T]x
RY) N H?Y([0,T])) be a viscosity sub-solution (resp. super-solution)[oIl}3.Then U< U in
[0, T] x RY.

The proof is very similar td [22], section 2. The essentiahatnt is the following lemma.

Lemma 3.8 Let U € USQ(0, T] x RY) n H?([0,T]) be a sub-solution, ant) € LS I0, T] x
RY N HZY([0, T]) be a super-solution of(3.1). The), := U —uU, u € (0,1) is a sub-solution of
the quadratic KPZ equation,

oy = Ay + %IW/IZ. (3.48)
—H

Note that{U, U € H?'([0, T])) = ¥, € H*([0, T]) by 3.48) (hence our choice of parameter,
A’ > 24, see discussion above).

Proof.
If U,V e C12then the proof is elementary. First,
WY, < A¥, + A(V(VU) — uV(VU)). (3.49)
Then, sinceV is convex,
V(@) < uV(b) + (1 - u)V(""l__’Lb), abeRrd (3.50)

Finally, applying this inequality ta = VU, b = VU, and using Assumption 2.1 (4Y,(y) < Y2,
yields the result.
Otherwise the proof is essentially a very particular cag@zjf Lemma 2.2. Let us reproduce the

main arguments for the sake of the reader. k.etC2([0, T] x R%) and €, X) a strict local maximum
of ¥ — y; we must prove thaduw(t, X) < vAy(t, X) + ﬁlWx(ﬁ)@lz. This is done by the standard

doubling of variables argument, namely, we@t, x,y) := y(t, X) + 'X_ylz, andM, = (¥ - 0)(t,, X.)

&2
be the maximum off — ® in a small ball centered at,{); it is known that|x, — y,| = o() and
Ms —sm0 (LX) — ¢(t,X). By Theorem 8.3 in the User’s guide, see [inl[22] for the detaf
computations, one finds, exploiting the hypothese8lpd,

. Y
Bt %) + H(tow X, V(Lo X0) + Po X) = uH (G Yo 22, =
HoH
wherep, = ZXS;ZYS, H(xt, p, X) = =aV(p) — vTr(X), and X, Y are symmetriad x d matrices,

depending o and on a parametgr> 0, such that Tk — Y) < Ay(t,, ) + O(o/£%). Hence

)<0 (3.51)

It Xe) < VAU(to. Xe) + | V(Vih(ts, %) + Ps) - uV(% +O(p/Y). (3.52)
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Lettingp — 0 and using[(3.50) as above yields
A
Oulter Xe) < vAY(ter Xe) + T IV, X:)I. (3.53)

Finally, lettinge — 0 gives the result. O

We shall also need a non-standard comparison lemma fontbarlheat equation:

Lemma 3.9 Let U € US0, T] xRY) nHO([0, T]) (resp.U e LSQ0, TIxRY) nHO([0, T])) be a
viscosity sub-solution (resp. super-solution) of thedineeat equation. Then & U in [0, T] x R

In other words, Theorein 3.1 holds for= 0.

Proof. Since the equation is linear, we may (by replactgvith (U - J) - em(gO - Jo))
assume thdt) =0 andg0 = 0. Now, we have no bound at infinity available fdr and the classical
maximum principle does not hold. Instead we choose a smaowittibny > 0 with )(|(_oo o = 1,
suppf) C (=, 1], defineyn(x) := x(IX — n) and obtain the following inequality fdd , := Uyn,

(@ — A)U,, + AynU + 2V, - VU < 0. (3.54)

Assume thal) € C? is a classical sub-solution to begin with. Then, site AynU and
Vxn - VU are bounded, the classical comparison principle entails

A

U tx s - fo tdsét‘s)A(A)(ng(s))—Z fo tdsét‘s)A(VXn-Vg(s))

| ' dsd-9 (AnU(9) - 2 | VeI (VU 9)
0 0

A

f ' dsE9 (709 + f t ds|Ve 94 (VynU(9)|, (3.55)
0 0

whereyn = max(Vynl, |1Axnl). Now >, ¥n < 1, so (by the pointwise parabolic estimates)
t t
Y, [ dsé U9 < [ dsE UGN ST sup UK. (356
o Jo 0 s€[0,T]

Hence (forx fixed) fot dsé"92 7 U(9)] —=ne 0. Lemma 3.6 yields the same bound @s (B.56), with
T replaced byVT, for the term with the gradient.

The above proof does not seem to extend to fonctiond $([0, T] x R%) n H°([0, T]) by a
density argument (in particular, f is a smooth, positive 'oump’ function, thgn+ U is a smooth
subsolution in the classical sensalifis since ¢ — A)(y * U) = x = (0 — A)U < 0, but not in the
viscosity sense in general @ is only upper-semicontinuous). Instead we use anothecation
argument, which could also have been used in the classisal &&le fixx € RY and leth —» « as
above. SincdJ € HO, itis locally bounded, so the functidd is a bounded sub-solution of the heat
equation on [0T] x B(0,n + 1). Thus the classical maximum principle and Green’s foemuiply
that

t n+1
U(t, x) < f dsf dr f VG (t, X, s Y)U(sY), t<T,xe B(0,n) (3.57)
0 n 0B(0,r)
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whereV,, is the normal derivative an@;, is the Green function of the heat equationkonx B(0, r).
By standard estimate§ G, (t, x; s y)| < (t — s)‘%G(t, x; S y) if y € 0B(0, r), whereG(t, X; s,y) is the
usual heat kernel oR x RY. One has thus obtained an estimate very similafr o [3.5%5)tkmend
of the proof is the same.

m]

Proof of Theorem[3.1. 1
By Lemmd3.80:¥, < AY, + ﬁw\m? Equivalently, §; — A) (el’——ﬂ’u) < 0. By Lemmd3.D,

g v/t
(2nt)d/2

1-
W,(t %) < ﬂ“ In

e"h"(y)dyl . (3.58)
Lettingu — 1, one finds?, < 0. O

3.3 Bounds for the solution

Lethy € H?' n C(RY). Thenh, := —€"*h; is a sub-solution, and, := In(e"e'%) a super-
solution of [3.1), and the pointwise parabolic estimategether with Jensen’s inequality, imply
thath, h € C([0, T] x RY) n #2Y([0, T]). Perron’s method (see User’s guidel[21], Theorem 4.1), in
combination with the comparison principle of the previoasggraph, shows that

h(xX) := suph(X) | h < h < handhis a subsolution of ()} (3.59)

is the unique viscosity solution B([0, T] x RY) n HZY([0, T]) of @) for everyT > 0. We simply
call h the solution on [0T] of (2.1) with initial conditionhg.
Anticipating on section 4, the analogue of the spagZé&™ in our setting is

Definition 3.10
W= {hg € Wie | locsuphg € H, 21%locsug|Vho| € H*|  (j 2 0), (3.60)
where locsup(the "scalej local supremum”) operates on functionsLifj, in the following way,

locsup f(x) :=  sup |f(y)l. (3.61)
yeB(x,2i/2)

Apparently, it is necessary to consider an initial conditl® such thathy and Vhy are locally
bounded (see proof of Lemrha3l13) if one wants the soluti@xitt; these conditions are of course
automatically verified ithg is in Ct. Assuming thdocal supremaocsup hg, locsup|Vhg| to be in
H?! ensures that the spacés’>* are stable under the flow (well, not quite, see Lerimal3.13 for
an exact statement).

The value ofj is at this point arbitrary, and it is quite possible to tgke 0. However the scaling
is important starting from section 4, so we chose to let theddence orj explicit.

Just likeH?! before, W' is a convex subset @(RY), and

ol 2t () 2= max (Il locsup ho llly2:(¥), [I12}/2locsup [Vhol llly (X)) (3.62)

defines now a family ofocal quasi-normsas pointed out in the Introduction. At this point we must
explain clearly why we distinguispointwisequasi-norms fromocal quasi-norms A function f
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such that (locsulf)*(X) < o cannot have arbitrarily large fluctuations, contrary to acfion f
satisfying simplyf*(X) < oo (recall the family of examples from section 3.1). Namelyga$ing
j = 0 for simplicity), if (locsu@ f)*(x) < oo, then (1+ |y — X)~9|f(y) < e¥9"2locsuf(f)(x) is
bounded uniformly iny, hence|f(y)| = O(ly — x|%) grows at most polynomially. Ultimately this
comes from the fact that the integéX‘X)zAlocsur?(f)(x) is equivalent (up to a multiplicative factor
O(1)) to a weighted sum of the values of loc&(f) over cells of the unit lattice: one gelscal
estimates instead g@ointwiseestimates. In particulamIocsu;?ho|||(H2/l(x) < oo (sed_3.6R) implies:
If(Y)l = Oy—w(loglyl) (which holds iff = 7 is a regularized white noise).

On the other hand, bounds also hold if one replaces the Imaﬂiqlormllllocsudho|||(Hz/{(x)
in (3.62) by the smaller local supremum Iocé(umo|||7{24)(x), and thus go back to our previous
pointwise”quasi-norms”. Note that this quantity is finite as soonhase H?' N Lo (see proof
of Lemma [[3:8) (i)). There is also a way to move out the locgremum of the quasi-norm for
Vho in (3.62) — see next subsection for details. Then of courgecan only prove bounds for the
corresponding (local supremum of) pointwise quasi-nortrigree t. Despite allowing more general
initial conditions (i.e. with arbitrary large fluctuatignghis has the inconvenient of complicating
the statements. For applications to inhomogeneous KPZiequaith random forcing in section 4,
the "local quasi-norm” versior (3.62) will flice.

A first easy result is:

Lemma 3.11 Let h be the viscosity solution on [0,T] 6f(B.1) with init@ndition ky € H2'NC(RY).
Then, for every € [0, T],
@ty (x) < @h (), a>1. (3.63)

In particular,
Ihe ()] < [lIholll2(X). (3.64)

Proof. By the comparison principle, Theordm BJh, < u, whereu is the solution of the
quadratic KPZ equatiodu = Au + A|Vul?> with initial condition |nol. Thenel“ is a solution of
the linear heat equation, hence (by Jensen’s inequalitypaimiwise parabolic estimates)

(M) (%) < (€4)" () = ((¢2e™)?)" () < (¢2erM)" (x) < () (x) (3.65)

fora> 1. O
Thush extends td € R, and satisfied (3.63) for arbitraty

Note that[(3.6B) still holds true when one inserts local sam: fora > 1,

(ea/l locsup hy )* (x)

supe™locsup el (x)

0

supe™locsup e eXifol(x)

0

Supe(r+t)Aea/llocsudho(X) < (eaxllocsup'ho)* (x). (3.66)

0

IA

IA
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3.4 Bounds for the gradient
Leth be the (viscosity) solution of(3.1) with initial conditidm € W}***' n C2,

The main task in this subsection is to praveriori boundsfor the discrete gradient,
SUR, ¢eB(0.1) 'h‘(X+2”2|88):3|(X+2”28/)' . If hy is differentiable, then this quantity is equal té?Rcsup |Vh|(X).
Proving diferentiability can then be done using a ctit@gument as follows. Let be a 'bump’
function as in Lemm&35®M(X) = x(¥) (L € N*), andh® be the solution of the homogeneous
KPZ equation with initial conditiorth) = ho(X)x™(x). From Lemmd 3,71, one knows that the
sequenceh(M), s1 is locally uniformly bounded, i.e. for every compattc RY, and everyT > 0,
sup . sup.r supc |h?] < C(K, T). Sinceh® is compactly supported ar@?, h) is known to
be classical, hence a priori bounds for the discrete graaﬁéhgu hold ipso facto for the local
supremum of its gradient,j/ﬁlocsud|Vh§")|(x). Now we use the following argument:

Lemma 3.12 Assumégh(), 51 is locally uniformly djferentiable, i.e. for all compact K RY, and
all T > 0, sup.; supr supc IVh?| < C(K,T). Then K, resp. Vh() converges to h, respvf
uniformly on every compact. The function h is a classicaltsmh of the KPZ equation.

Proof. By Ascoli’'s theorem and the classical diagonal extractioocpdure, one may construct
a subsequendg'™ converging locally uniformly. By the stability principl®f continuous viscosity
solutions (see e.gl[7], Theorem 3.1), the limit is a solutd the KPZ equation with initial con-
dition hg. Since the solution is unique, we have shown titat) —,., hin C(R, x RY). Since
the sequenceh{l)), is pre-compact and all subsequences converde the sequencen(?) itself
converges tdn.

Now Schauder estimates applied first to the equations A)h(D) = Av(Vh(Y), and then to the
equations § — A)(h(® — h(t)) = A(V(VhD) — V(VhL))), imply that V2h) are locally uniformly
bounded, and then (using the uniform convergence of theeseguh(")) on every compact) that
the gradient sequenc&IfY)) also converge uniformly on every compact. Then the stahbtaral
existence theory for the KPZ equation implies thad a classical solution. O

We may now come back to a priori bounds. As mentioned aboeeg tls a "local quasi-norm”
version, and a "pointwise quasi-norm” version. We conadntion the "local ” version, and then
sketch a derivation of the "pointwise” version.

Lemma 3.13 (see Introduction)

(i) Assume pe (le’“’;”. Then the solution h is classical for-t0. Furthermore,

IVh(t, x| < 4|||holllelyoo:u(x)- (3.67)

(i) (same hypothesis) Then & (le’m;zﬂ/s and

A

l12/2locsug Vi lllgzis < 4lllocsug holllgzi(x) + lIl2Y2locsup|[Vhol [l (X)
51110y 22 (X). (3.68)

IA

Proof.
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(i) Lete € B(0,1)\ {0}). We introduce the following notations,

f( + 2j/28) - f() 5] f() = f( + 2j/28) - (1 - |8|)f()

SLE() =
le| &l

(3.69)

Note that B _
SLf =6 f + 1. (3.70)

By Lemma3:8leldLh () = h(t, - + 2/2&) — (1 - |e)h(t, -) is a sub-solution of the KPZ equation
o = Ay + &IVyI?, hence

Sin(x) < %Iog & (e=10)(x). (3.71)
On the other hand, exchanging the rolexadx + 2//2¢,
i) = T (n9 - Tt 20%)
lel 1-lel
= —(1-l8))d) h(x + 21%€) + (2 - |e)hy(x + 21/%8) (3.72)
hence the two-sided bound,
5 1o ho(2/%€ + ) = (1 - |& — &/ ho(2%¢’ + )| -
lo.he(X)| < = log€e” |expd sup - (X) + 2 locsuphy(x)
A £,6/cB(0,1) le — &
ir2 D) — i12gr 4. .
< L loge (epo& sup Iho(277e + ) ~ No(2176” + )l)(x) + iIog e exp(2 locsup hp)(X)
21 £.6/€B(0,1) le — & 21

< % loge™ (exp 21 - 2//2locsup[Vhol) (x) + % log €™ exp(21 locsup hg)(X)
(3.73)

From this we deduce in particular the pointwise estimate,
52091 < 1001 + 809 < 5 ol 21 () (3.74)
which is uniform ing, and also

(e%msj hd)* (X) < @311 2/locsuniVhol 21 (9 g3 A lTocsupholl 21 (9. (3.75)

Applying the above arguments t6%), L > 1, and lettings — 0, one obtains the first es-
timate [3.67) forh®), with [I[Noll, 12:(x) replaced byllh{ Il 12:(X) . The latter quantity
is bounded uniformly irL, implyiﬁg thath is classical by Le;nmmz In particuldr,is
differentiable, so we have actually proved (3.67).

(ii) Letting x move around in the baB(x, 21/2) we see that the bound (3173) is also valid for
F(t.X) = SUR,yep0) 'h‘(”z”zs)‘l(j_";l‘ £In0+s)l - Hence (applying Holder's inequality with

conjugate exponentp(q) = (%, 5))
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e8I 272 locsup (9hy ll, 2509 < [(e%ﬂF(t'))* (x)r/5 [(e” '°°S”ﬂh‘)* (x)]l/5

g Ali2 locsup Vol 21 () g Alllocsupall, 2109 (3,76)

IA

whence the result.

O

Let us now briefly explain how to derive the weaker "pointwiggasi-norm” version of this
bound. Leaving the supremum ouee’ outside of the heat kernel, one obtains instead of {3.73)

e} 15 (5) = max( P | & 35in0)
< ma)(((etA(e/llgi’ho')(X))l/2 , (etA(e/ugighd)(x + 2j/28))1/2 (etA(62/1|hO|)(X + 2j/28))1/2)
1/4

< max((etA(eZA|6,j;ho|)(X))1/4 (etA(eZAIhol)(X))lM ’ (etA(eZAIsz,ghol)(X + 2]/28)) (etA(eZ/llhol)(X + 2]/28))3/4)

(3.77)
1

< (etA(GZ/llé,i‘hol)()())1/4 (etA(ez’llhol)()())l/4 + (etA(GZ/lléighol)(x + 2]/28)) 4 (etA(elehol)(X + 2j/28))3/4 (3.78)

hence
eTAe%MSihf'(x) < (e(r+t)A(821|5iho|)(X))l/ 4 (e(T+t)A(ez/l|ho|)(x))1/4
(T+0)A (2A16) ol 12\ * (0 2o i12,\ %4
+ |0 (@1eol) (x + 212g) | (el A (2l (x + 21/26)) 7 (3.79)
d I tt ] f . f(X+2j/28)—f(X+2j/28/) d . I I S] f . f(X+2j/28)—(l—|8—8,|)f(X+2j/28,)
and (lettings, ., f(x) := o] and similarlys, , f(x) := P )
AREAG) A B0 N2 (A 2ai 2,1/
sup ePesrM(x) < sup (eT e2ee l(x)) (€M) (x + 212¢"))
£,e'€B(0,1) &,6'€B(0,1)
j . 1/5 . 4/5
< 2[ sup (e(T+t)A(e2’wi‘,s/h°)(x+21/28)) [ sup (e(‘r+t)A(eZ/l|h0|)(x+2]/28))/
&,6'€B(0,1) £€B(0,1)

1,00;21
2e2/1|||hollle ,poim(X)’ (3.80)

where (compare with (3.62))

lI1holll.yy 220 (X) 1= max( sup llholllyi(x + 2/7%¢), sup li6 h0|||ﬂa(x)) (3.81)

Lpoint £€B(0,1) s&€B(01)
is the aforementioned "pointwise quasi-norm”. Combiniregima 3.1 witH(3.80), we get a "point-
wise” version of the "local” bounds of Lemnia 3]13,

5
IR 102,09 < 57102 + SllRolllyy 121 (4. (3.82)

j,point
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Note that forhg small (in the appropriate pointwis®d’-quasi norm), one obviously expedtisto
be small. Lettinga, b > 1 be the two terms appearing In(3.77), one may bound ayax(a, b > 1)
by abinstead ofa + b. This way, we get rid of the unwanted additive fac%nn 2, at the price of
some more loss of regularity in thieexponents.

As a side application, let us consider a rdte V(y) satisfying assumption (2.116), i.e. behaving
like y2 for y small or large, and show how to generalize the conclusiofabositiord 2.8 (iii).

Corollary 3.14 Let V satisfy assumption (2]16), iy) — V(y) > Cy?. Then

R (w)uz' (3.89

Proof. By (2.17),
VO ()l < [M]M, x e RY. (3.84)
By LemmalBIIthgL)(x)l < |||hg')|||w(x). Hence, for every € B(0, 1), é|h§"’(x + &) - h§"(x)| <
SURs(x1) (W)m. The corollary follows by letting first — oo and there — 0. ]

4 Bounds for the infra-red cut-off inhomogeneous equation

We introduce in this section thecale j infra-red cut-¢f KPZ equation (see eq[{0]12) in the In-
troduction, or[(4.14) below) and prove the estimates forgletions stated in Theorem 2 of the
Introduction. §4.1 is a somewhat lengthy motivation for eg._(0.12), in catioe to the general,
motivating goal of showing diusive large scale limit fod > 3, and to the multi-scale analysis of
the linearized problem (Ornstein-Uhlenbeck’s equationyection 5. The reader ill-at-ease with
the scaling analysis may take ef. _(4.14) for granted and jdinggtly to §4.2 and$4.3, where we
introduce newlW-spaces adapted to the time-dependent forcing tgramd then prove Lemnia 4.4,
from which we deduce Theorem 2. Arguments are generaliypglydased on the computations of
§3.3 and§3.4, together with drotter formulasorting out the contribution of the right-hand side.

4.1 General philosophy of scale decompositions
In this section, we start our study of the inhomogeneous Kdriaton,
O (t, X) = vAy(t, X) + AV(Vy(t, X)) +9(t, X) (4.1)

whereg(t, X) is a continuous forcing term. For the time being, we onlysider an infra-red cut-

off version of this equation, see_(1..2) or Definition]4.1 belowe ®ly require here good scale-
dependent averaging properties {pfsee precise assumptions below). For the complete study (to
be developed in the further articles) we shall takegfarregularized white noise, denotedy

The general motivation in the subsequent analysis is tobéxan dfective scale separation
mechanism. In other words, I be the Green kernel,

G:gm (Go(t) = fo e"%g(t — 9)ds 4.2)
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(calledpropagatorin the physics literature). Ed. (4.1) is equivalent to thegmnal equation,

Y = G(AV(VY) + 9). (4.3)
Now we want to writeG as a sunG = 3’5o G/ overscalesin such a way that
(1) Glis "negligible” except at time-, resp. space distances dép@, resp. 2/2;

(2) v is well approximated by the suly; ¢, wherey!)) is the solution of thesingle-scale
integral equation _ o _ _
w(l) - GJ(/I(J)V(Vlﬁ(J)) + g(J))’ (4.4)

whereg() has typical fluctuations at time-, resp. space distancesdef &, resp. 2/2; and

(3) ¢ by the solutionp)) of the linearized equatiom!)) = Gigl), at least fort small enough or
j large enough.

The approximations in (1), (2), (3) are responsible for #meormalization procedure in which
becomes the scale-dependent paramétetactually A is not renormalized in the case of the KPZ
model because it is super-renormalizable in the infraitedsubcritical at large scaleg)becomes
g, andG! also receives correction terms (see further article in eties).

At this point we are not interested in the renormalizationcpdure and would like in principle
to consider a single-scale equation sucH as (4.4),

W = GIavy)) +g¥). (4.5)

The easiest way to select fluctuations at time, resp. spatandes of orderi2resp. 22 is to
set

(GI)(t) = f dsyi(9)e¥ f(t - 9), (4.6)

whereyT is a cut-df function s. t,x7(s) = 0if s < 2/ or s> 2! (see Definitioi 5]1). Coming back to
g = n to mimic the behaviour of the noisy KPZ equation, we are lesktg! = G!n, n! = (0;—A)¢’.
Recall 14
dsg:=5(5-1 4.7
b=5(-1) (4.7)

is the scaling dimensiorof the solution of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck or of the KPZ emmtsee
Introduction. It is proved in Appendix A that

E[g)(t, )¢/ (t', )] 5 2711771(27 maxG1))2grez MO it ez e kx| (4.8)

E[nj , X)nj’(t/’ )] < 2-2lj- j’|(2— max(j, j’))2+2d¢ e—cz-max(i-i’)n—tq—cz-max(i-i’>/2|x—>«| (4.9)

for some constant > 0. Consider first the diagonal covariance £ j’): since¢! andn! are
Gaussian[(418)[_(4.9) essentially mean that the follovsicejingshold,

Pl(t,X) = 0(271%),  plt,x) = O(27)1%), (4.10)

with random prefactors. The bounds in Appendix A also yieldbeder of magnitude of the gradi-
ents, with a supplementary 22 factor,

Vol(t,x) = O((271)2*%),  Val(t,%) = O((271)3*%), (4.12)
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For j # |’ one has an extra decaying exponential factor it which lies at the root of the scale
separation mechanism.

We shall not pursue along this road in this article. The reasthat the integral equatioh (#.4)
is a delay, non-local equation which does not satisfy athalrhaximum principle, and we have
no a priori bounds for its solutions, save in terturbativeregime whereg or  is small. So we
introduce instead in the sequel a very simipliea-red cut-gf of scale jfor the propagator, namely,
we replace’A by vA — 271, Denoting byGI~ the Green kernel of the operatak — 27, one has the
explicit formula _

Gl (L x 1. X) = lore? Ty py(x= X), (4.12)

which makes apparent an exponential decay in time and spee: ingo(% +5270) x 271/2)x—

S
X, ‘ ,
G]—>(t, X: t,, X/) < (t _ t/)—d/ZG—CZ_J(t—t')—CZ_J/zlx—X'l. (413)
for some constant > 0. The idea is thaG/~ is a good substitute for the suly..; GX. We also

replace the force termg by g/ such thatg!(t, x) = O((271)1*%) as fory!, see[(4.10). Thus the new
equation is the following.

Definition 4.1 (inhomogeneous KPZ equation with scalg infra-red cut-off) The inhomogeneous
KPZ equation with scale j infra-red cutfas

O = (A =27 + AV(Vy) + . (4.14)
As in §3.4, we have chosen= 1 for simplicity. The integral form of this equation is
¥ =GI7(V(Vy) +9). (4.15)

Note that the kerneBi~ has noultra-violet cut-gf;, in the sense that it behaves like the full Green
kernelG for time separationt — t’| < 2!. Becausey hasan ultra-violet cut-€, it actually turns out
that the solutiony of (@.13) has the correct scaling(t, x) = O(2-1%), see[[4.10), under appropriate
assumptions og that we now proceed to write down. Note that, converselgesBi— has arinfra-

red cut-of, it is not really necessary to put an infra-red cfitan g too (see remark at the very end
of section 5).

4.2 Functional spaces of scal¢

As in the case of the homogeneous equation, we need a "lopa¢érsum” operation adapted
to space-time functiong. Generalizing[(3.61) in a straightforward way, taking imtccount the
parabolic scaling, we let

Locsudg(t,X) :=  sup sup lg(s,y)l. (4.16)
se(t—21,t+21) yeB(x,21/2)
We shall assume that the right-hand sidesits in a new convex subspade’jl""“([o, T]) c

C([o, T],Wli’;’"(Rd)) that we now proceed to define, in its stronger "local quesim” version (a

weaker, somewhat ugly "pointwise quasi-norm” version &sists),
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Definition 4.2 For g € C([0, T], W:*(RY)), let

loc

(i) forall x e RY,
llallla,j ([0, T], x) := 2_11; e 9121g(T - s ) lllgr(¥) ds (4.17)

(i) for all x € RY,

gy 10,77y (¥9) = max( Il Locsudgille; ([0, T1, X), l112/*Locsup vl ([0, T1,))
(4.18)

I Gl 210,77y () < o0 for all x € RY, then we say that g W} ([0, T]).

If |||g|||(W1.oo;21([0 t])(x) = O(271%) then Theorem 2 in the Introduction (proved in the following
, }

subsection) ensures thaft, X) = O(271%), Vy(t,x) = O((?__‘j)%+d¢) as expected (seE (4]11)). Itis
proved in section 6 that, indeadmlllllw;,m;u([o g = 0(271%) a.s.
: ,

4.3 Bounds

Consider an initial conditiosio € W nC?with ' > 4, and forcing terng € W/ *#!([0, T)) n
C([0, T], C3(RY)), for some large but finite time horizah We prove here our second main theorem,
Theorem 2 in the Introduction.

We use the following notations in this paragraph. The homegas nonlinear semi-group
generated by the homogeneous KPZ equafion (3.1) is dengtebl'(y), i.e. ®*(t)hg is the so-
lution at timet of the homogeneous KPZ equation with initial conditiby € W', Let also

() 1 CRY) - CRY), f - 7(9F by () F(X) = kfjnk“”g(u, X)du+ f(x) (0 < k < n-1).
Treating each term i (4.14) separately, we get three emasati(i) oy = —2 )y, with solution
w(t) = e 2"y (0) =~ (1-271t)y(0) for smallt; (ii) (—A)y = AV(Vy), with solutiony(t) = O (t)y(0);

(iii) owr = g, with solutiony (s + kt/n) = 7«(S)ykyn. Alternating the action of these three non-linear
semi-groups, we obtain

Definition 4.3 Let, for k=0,...,n,

YD) = (1= 27 t/mricat/m) (A - 27 /M@ t/n)ric2(t/n)) - (1 - 27t/md t/n)zo(t/m)) wo(X).
(4.19)

Having a "Trotter formula” in this setting means proving tthd” converges in some norm
to y, solution of [4.14). Trotter formulas have been shown witime generality for non-linear
monotonous operators acting on Hilbert spaces [13]. Homlesee the natural spacesy?, WL
and their localized counterparts{*, ‘W.1’°°;”, are not Hilbert spaces. To show this lemma we there-
fore follow instead the proof of convergence of "viscoustsph” algorithms for the Navier-Stokes
equation, as found in [11§3.4, resting on theistability and consistency Stability means that the
sequencey™), is bounded in the relevant norms. Once one has proved $fabiie may prove
consistencyi.e. prove that/(™ — y converges to 0 when — co.
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p+1

Lemma 4.4 (stability) Letn> 27tand p:= (2771)™ - 1. Assumeyq € ‘le’wﬂT (ile. ¥ >
ﬂprl). Then the following bounds hold,

. 1 » . )
Il ocsupy{™ lliga(x) < (1+O(5)e ™ Mlilocsupyoll, . s (09-+ lllocsupgila, (0.1, 9. ae(1.2]

(4.20)
and

. . 1 o
Il 272locsug Vg™l llzzus(X) < 5(1+O(5))[|||g|||wjl,m;z/l([o,ﬂ)(x) +e7? ‘t|||¢o|||ww%l(x) . (4.21)
i
Proof. Note first that the condition’ > 12 is always verified fom large enough since by
hypothesist’ > 2. We shall rely on the following two elementary bounds,

(e/lalocsudld)ﬂ(s)ﬂ)*(x) < (e(lalocsuﬁlﬂ)*(x), @x1) (4.22)
(seel(3.66)) and Holder’s inequality

@17y 09 < [Ty [ Do (423

Choosep = (2711)1 - 1in (£.23).
For0< x <In(2),e* - 1 < x+ %% < ;. Hence (lettingx = 2711)

= 1-x
eg—i%<p+1= 1 N 1 p n_) a2t
T p 1-2dyn 77 p+1) %
Thus, by [(4.2R), fom > 1,
(eaﬂﬂ;locsudwgﬂlmn(-))* ) = (ea,l Iocsud((Iﬂ(t/n)ork(ﬁ))(lﬁ(krgn(‘)))* (%)
pel o1 (k+2)t/n i o
< [( a/l |0CSUFjl//kt/n( )) (X)|] [( a/l(P+l)fkt/n |OCSUF‘g(u,-)dU)*(X):|
P ) )
< [(ea’l p+1|ocsuril//kt/n()) (X)|] p+l [(ea,zzlLocsurig(kt/n,-)dU)*(X)]p%l‘ (4.24)

By induction onk, this gives

) * pil L)\ n-1 1 (.P K P_\n
(ea/l Iocsuden)) (X < (ea/lTlocsude )) (X < H(Aﬁn)(x))m(m) ](Aﬁ”)(x))(m) i (4.25)
k=0

where
Ai((n)(x) — (ea/lzj Locsu[ig(t—kt/n,-))* (x) (k=0,...,n-1), As]n)(X) (& —Iocsuﬁwo) (X) (4.26)

Hence

i locsugy{™\" n-1 j -
—In(elest’) (9 < (p+1) oll, p+14(x)+k:0|0+ —2Y12! Locsupgt )|||W(x)
_o-in-l t -kt
< €°n lllwolll ap, (9 +27 ’ﬁ e a2 Locsurig(t—— M1 (X)
k=0
< (1+0@= ))( &2 ol p+14(x)+|||Locsudgnm,-[o,t],x)), (4.27)
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as claimed in[{4.20).
Note for further use that the exponents[in (4.25) sum up to 1,

n-1

n 1 k

The proof of [4.211) is similar but requires a further elaltioraon the arguments developed in
the course of the proof of Lemrha 3]13, to which we refer thdee#or the notations. Let € B(0, 1)
anda > 1. First

p+l 6] (n)

~j k+1
A C I L RN AT

kt/n " Jkt/n
~ K+ 1)t/
b (em;(w‘kT}n+ in” "guduxx))

A

Bl
A

(k+1)t/n

[ A(eﬂp*lajw(k’!}n)(x)]p%[e%A(e”(p”)fkvn 5Lg“d“)(x)] - (429

IA

By induction onk, this yields

Lz () p+l j (p%l)n n-1 Kt /1 1) [tkun d p+l(p+1)k
gl o ¥ e 1t/n(X) < [etA (e/l 0 Wo)( )] [eﬁA( (p+1) [ (k+Lt/n 5h0u u) (X)]

k=0

|_;

B )", (4.30)

IA

n—
oo
0

>~
I

where

B(kn)(x) _ ekn‘A (e(l21[2j/2Locsud|Vg|(t—kt/n,-)+Locsudg(t—kt/n,~)] ) (x) (k=0,...,n—1), (4.31)

B|(»]n)(X) _ (e/lp;pl[21'/2|ocsuﬂ|V1//o|+IOCSUdl//o])(X) (4.32)
For the reverse inequality, proceeding ag1in (B.72), we get

e AT g B (Bl Y (2 28) A B -ty (2 28). (4.33)

whence the two-sided, uniform inequality,

n-1
H(B(n)(x)) s1(5) ] (B(n)(X))( p+1)" 21 p+1locsuri1//(")(x) (4.34)
k=0

p+ sup, epon B, wi" (x+21/%8) <
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from which (using Holder's inequality with exponents (@)2
(e%} SUR, v cpo) B, Ui (x+20/%¢) )* ()

(eZ’1p SUR »ep(01) Ly U4" )(X+2J/28,)|) (¥

1/2
[(B(n)(x))(pﬂ) H(B(n)(x)) p+1(p+1) ] (X)] [(e2/1%llocsudwf”)(.))* (X)]l/z

1/2
{(B(n)) ())F" n((B(n)) (x)F1(e) } [(eznp%locsuﬂwﬁn)(.))* (X)]l/z
eZ/l

{[f@ 2oty oo (i o

>

=
N
—
o
Tlo
AR
—
=
——
[N
~
~

((62/1-231'/2Locsud|Vg(t—kt/n,-)|)* (x) (ez,l.zj Locsudg(t—kt/n,-)|)* (X))m P

[(ez/l‘ipl Iocsuril//t(n)('))* (X)] 1z

& ol | pia ()
< ORI g2t () W [(emm;mcsuw@(.))* (X)]l/ 2( 4.35)

=~
1l

0

(compare with[{4.27)). Finally, using Holder’s inequglitith conjugate exponentp(q) = (%, 5),

(eSAZJ/Zlocsudlva )|) (x) < (e%/l[supwlea(o_l) |5i_8,l//t(n)(X+2j/28/)|+|0CSUdl//t(n)(-)])* (X)

~i ) ® 4/5 ) * 1/5
< I:(e%ﬂSUQ,S/GB(O’l)|5i;78,l,0$n)(x+2]/28,)|) (X)) / [(@)Iocsudwfn)(')) (X)] /

e 2t
da@a+o(2 Jt/”))|||glllwlma (x) g4 lliolll e ;2/12}51()()

<e (0.0 Wi [(e”tpl'ocsuriwt")(?)* (x)r/5 (4.36)

Applying now our previous bound (4.27) yields(4.21).
]

Let us now turn to the proof afonsistencySince this is an essentially perturbative, short-time
argument, it introduces non-linear terms, typical§y ™2, whoseH*-norm cannot be assumed
to be bounded. Hence we use the same @upmcedure as 3.4, and introduce instead the
doubly-indexed sequencgt-"), | L n € N, constructed as in Definitidn 4.3 but with cuf-mitial
data and right-hand sideio ~ y$”() = vo( W), g(s) ~ g(s) = go(s V(). where
¥V is a cut-df function as in LemmB&3.12. Sing#" is regular and bounded, the standard theory
of existence for KPZ equation implies that) is classical. For sake of convenience, we slightly
modify the notation of Definitiofi 413 (but not the scheme gbraximation) by letting

ieyn® 1= nt/m@ - 27 ymat/myiey (k= 0yl = Tot/mud) (9. (4.37)
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Introduce, for O< s< t/n,

Vaian® = TS~ 2790 (g
s+kt/n ‘
i fkt/ gY(w g du+ (1= 2790 (9ugn 9. (4.38)
n
Then
ol (9 = G000~ ZIOUSUED00 + (1 - 27 YA@IUED(0) + V@ (s ()
= (A= 2709 + V(TR () + 00 + (AT + A5 + ATD) (5 %),
(4.39)
where: | |
ALD(s 9] = -2 - 279 - 9] < 2D (4.40)

IAS-(s 91 = [(1- 27 9av((a - 27192V (4) - V(T ()| sz-iﬁaww“’”) )i

s+kt/n s+kt/n s+kt/n

(4.41)
) ) s+kt/n )
A 61 = (1~ 2192 (Vi - 279790, [ 60 e - Vi - 219wl )

) ) s+kt/n s+kt/n
+27l1-27197t gP(u, X)du - f Ag®P (u, X)du
kt/n kt/n

{27 ILocsugg® (kt/n, x) + 4 (|Vw(sti?t>/n(x)|2 + (Locsud|Vg(kb>n|(x))2) + LocsudAg(kt}n(x)} .
(4.42)

t

~ %

Let now ¥ (x) = ¢V () — V%), B < ui= s+ ¥ < (k+ 1)L, Subtracting the evolution
equations fog (" andy (Y, one obtains

WPV = (A-27)PEV0) + 4 (VVEI(x) - VTP ) + (A + AT + ATY)(s )
(A - 27D (0 + att, X) - VR (0 + (ALY + ALY ¢ ALYy (s 5, (4.43)

where (as follows from Lemnia4.4 and standard bound#d¥) |a(t, x)| < C, with
C = CUIgVleo, VgD oo, 17 1o, 1908710 By the usual comparison principle,

t N
¥ Dy nllo < ¥R s + O (27180l + 4GV o + A (IVgVIZ + V0 -PIZ)). - (4.44)
from which by inductiony™" — ¢l < CE + " -y, s C(E + 1), with

C = CUIg o VG lleor 1V2gV o, 1875 o ||Vw§ﬂ”||w). Hencey" — y locally uniformly.
Differentiating [[4.413) one prove similarly theg (" — vy (L) locally uniformly (at this point we
needg(t, -) to beC3). Thus the bounds of Lemnia 4.4 hold for the limit).

Finally Lemm&3.IR allows to conclude th#t) — y locally uniformly, withy solution of [4.14),
andVy(Y) — vy locally uniformly, with the limit,y, satisfying the same bounds as in Lenima 4.4.

On the other hand, in absence of a comparison principle ®mthomogeneous KPZ equation, we
cannotconclude to the unicity of the limit. Thefdiiculty here is to control the dependence/gt, x)
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on the (possibly large!) values of the date,(g) at space locationg at distancgx — y| — .
We did not manageby purely PDE arguments, to show that the sequepé®)(is Cauchy for
the uniform convergence on compacts. At this point it is muaural to solve the KPZ equation
by using characteristics. 1n [67] (s€@.2) it is shown that characteristics going far astray from
their starting pointx hardly contribute to the value @k at x, implying, with more generality than
required here, thai™) is a Cauchy sequence wheneyé? are the solutions of the KPZ equations
(0 — A + 27 )™ = Av(Vy™) + g with initial condition zﬁg‘), for all sequences of bounded data
pO) e Wre, g e C([0, T], W) such that

) 116" Nl (9. MG llyy 2 g0 () are uniformly bounded;

(i) for all K c R compacty!) —n e o in WH=(K) andg®™ —n ... gin C([0, t], W)

This concludes the proof of Theorem 2 in the Introduction.

5 Scale decompositions

As a general motivation for this section, consider the @instyhlenbeck process (0.4),

o = vAg +1 (5.1
wheren is aregularized white noiseOur precise choice of regularization is the following: vedide
nreg to be a "kick force”, namely, we choose an infinite number aleipendent copiegf;(igl)neN of

2
regularized space white noises andijig) := f:]igl be constant ohe (n,n + 1). For definiteness we
2

0 . . . o . . . .
take£™9 = s )Ag, whereé is a standard space white noise. Thus iS the piecewise continuous in
time, smooth in space, centered Gaussian process withiaogar

E [U(t, X)’ ﬁ(t/’ X,)] = 6l(t’ t/) pZV(X - X/)’ (52)

where: §;(t,t') = 1 if t,t’ are in the same unit time intervah,f + 1) for somen € Z, 0 else;
andp;(x — X) := (27”1)[1,2 e X2t i5 the standard heat kernel. Note that the choice of a piseewi
continuous "kick force” instead of a time delta-correlatesise avoids the use of the stochastic

calculus toolbox.

LetG = (6 — vA)™t be the Green kernel of the linear heat equation; formally; Gn. Thus
scalej fluctuation fieldsp’ andy,’ should be in direct link, namely)’ = Gn'. A natural way to
accomplish this is to cu® itself into scales = 3}; G/, and setp) = Gln, ! = (0y — vA)p!.

ThestationaryOrnstein-Uhlenbeck process,

B(t, X) = [ t ds &= (x), (5.3)

solution of [0.4), has covariance kernel (assumingtexgt’)

t t/
E[o(t, Yo(t’. X)] f ds f dg f dydy Py (X = V) Prv—s)(X — ¥)61(S €)Par(y - ¥)

Q

fo ) du( [ vy b x = YPulx - ¥Ipaty - y)) . (5.4)
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The regularization has a measuratfieet only around the diagongk t/, x = X', u = 0. Away from

. . 00 , ) X=X [2/2v(t-t +2u)
the_dlagonal the Ia_st mtegrz_ﬂ_f(}i.él_) behaves Ifk+e du pt-v+2p)(X = X) = f+ duw,
an integrable function at infinity sinay2 > 1. Thus

IX = X|

N

is bounded by a constant times-(t' )92 if [x- x| < Vt—t/, and byflx+_x,|2 sd42gs= ﬁj_—z (the
Green kernel of the Laplacian @f') in the contrary case.

+00 -N
[E[g()¢v (X)]| < fo du(t—t'+u)-d/2(1+o( )) , N>1 (5.5

o0

We now want to cup into scales, i.e. understand how it behaves typically foetseparations
of order 2 (j > 0), or space separations of ordef’2 The main task is to cu® into dyadic scales,
G = }j>0G/; then (as discussed above) we define

¢l =Glp,  pl= (0 -vA). (5.6)

With these definitionsy, .04’ = Gn = ¢ is the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck field, andj.on' = (9 -
vA)Gn = n.
We proceed as follows. Lgt : R, — R, be a smooth 'bump’ function of scale 1 supported

away from the origin, saw|[2_%’2% = 1,ﬂR+\(2,1’2) = 0, chosen in such a way that

X°() = Z)?(Z”-), O =x2)  (iz1) (5.7)

n>0

form a partition of unity, i.e.¥j.0x? = 1 onR,, with supp® c B(0, 2), suppg’) ¢ B(0, 21*1) \
B(0, 2171 (j = 1).

Definition 5.1 (cut-off) Let G' be the operator

Glg)(t) = f D(9e™gt-9ds  j=0 (5.8)

¢'=Gln, )= (0 —-vA) . (5.9)

Clearly, j,0G) = Gand} 509! = ¢ is the solution of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck equationl(0.4).
Note that, forj > 1,71(t) = [(7)’(s)e¥*n(t-s) dsis smooth, while;’(t) = n(t)+ [ (x°) (9> n(t-
s)dshas an extra "kick force” term.

Lett > t'. Assumej > 1. The diagonal covariance kerr@jj(t, X t,xX) = E[¢tj(x)¢tj,(x’)] is
non-zero only fott — t' < 21, in which case (recatly := 3(4 - 1))

j VAN
C¢(t,x,t,x)

A

2] _ .
f du (ev(MJ’1+u)Aev(MJ’1+u—(t—t/))A) Doy (X — X)
0

2/ poy2i (X = X)
(27 1) ge 22X | (5.10)

A

A
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for some constants ¢’ > 0. A similar formula holds foj = 0: if t -t/ < 1,
1
Colt. x;t'.x) < f du(eV“AeV(”_(t_t/))A) Py (X = X) < Por(X— X) < € XX, (5.11)
0
Then the &-diagonal covariances
Cy(t.x ', X) = E[4{ ()¢, (X)] (5.12)
are similarly shown to satisfy for > j’ the estimate
CE (6%t X)1 5 27 poyai(x = X) 5 2717T1(27)) g2 e, (5.13)
SinceCJ;j'(t, st,)y=0forjt—t'| > 2i. one may clearly also write
IC3Y (4 x ', X)| 5 277112 Iy 2 itz tFbex], (5.14)

Finally gradients applied to the heat kernel produce bydstethparabolic estimates small factors
of orderO(2-Max(:)/2) et us recapitulate.

Lemma 5.2 (covariance kernel estimates) et

C;l (L x v, X) = Elg{(0ey, ()], CJ (t, x; ¥, X) = B[l (t. )/ (t', X)] (5.15)
] o )] ) o_ )l
c,=C)l, cj=C). (5.16)
Then, for j> j’,
;i ;L i , . P S IV v/ S
VRVECH (6 x; 7, X)| 5 2711711272(P+P) (21 )2 g2 it e x| (5.17)
and - , _ _

VEOIVP AT CHY (t, x; t, X)| 5 27111127 2P+ (242 g2 it 1-e2 2xx ] (5.18)

Furthermore, if j> O, _ _ _
E[(m () = m ()] < (27)%2%|x - yi? (5.19)

and _ _ _
E[(m{(¥) — nd(x))?] < (271)*2%|t — 52, (5.20)

The last two estimate§ (5119), (5120) follows immediatetynf Taylor's formula: lettingv :=
Y=X
ly-x"

) ) [y—X] ly—X|
B[ (9 — nl(0)] < fo dz fo dz

and similarly forE[(n! (X) — 75(x))2.

V\,V\’,C,j,(t, X+ 2v;t, X+ ZV) (5.21)

One has thus obtained a very elaborate version of the sed#nf) ¢’ (t, X) = O(271%), ni(t, ) =
O((27 1)1+, together with a first indication of the scale-separatioechanism: the prefactors in
powers of 211-1'l show clearly that fields of widely separated scales &eztvely independent.
Remark. Note that thelow-momentum fieldss~I(t, X) = Y ot X, 771t %) = Jiej 74t X)
verify the same scaling as the single-scale fields, naméy,x) = O(21%), pi(t, x) = O((271)1*%).
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6 Appendix. Large deviations estimates for the single-scahoisy equa-
tion

6.1 Introduction

We consider here the noisy KPZ equation with sqgal&ra-red cut-dr,
O = (vA = 27 + AV(VY) + 1) (6.1)

with right-hand side;! = Gl defined as in section 5. Recall the conclusion of the disonsa the
end of§4.2: by Theorem 2 (see Introduction), [lif!||l4yr<2:([0,1], X) = O(271%), then|y(t, X)| =
O(214), 1wy (t, Y| = O((271) %),

We show in this section thaltnjlllwl,m;z/{([o, ), X) is a.s. bounded, and prove large deviation es-
]

timates for this quantity when it is much larger th@®-19¢). Contrary to the previous sections,
this one is of essentially probabilistic nature. Non-spkstis who are not particularly interested in
stochastic PDEs may safely skip it.

The random variables appearing in the definition of the pos# "quasi-norms” associated with
WL=2l gre essentially time- and space-averages of a large nunibedependentog-normal
variables such a2 (9l | og-normal variables have large tails én®"2* and thus no ex-
ponential moment, hence standard large-deviation themtably Cramér's theorem) does not give
any valuable information on the probability that such agesmabecome large. Some authors have
been considering this problem, notably Russians, staftorg the 60es; one may cite Linnik [46],
Nagaev|[[52| 53], Rozovski [59], see also e.g. Klippelberg lslikosch [41] for a renewal of the
theory with a view to applications in insurance. The thearpot easily accessible, partly because
written originally in Russian journals in the 60es and 70eéarticular inTeoriya Veroyatnostei i
ee Primeneniyaater translated to English dheory of Probability and its Applicatiohspartly for
the lack of a theory as general and satisfactory as the sthtatge-deviation theory.

Let us just point out the diculties (this very short abstract is taken from an inspiregew in
[51]). Choose a random variab¥ewith finite first and second moments; by translation and tasga
we may assume th&X] = 0, E[X?] = 1. LetS, := X1+ ...+ Xn, My i= max(Xy, ..., Xp), where
X1, ..., X, are independent copies ¥f Let finally FX(x) := P[X > X], FX(X) := P[S, > X] and
Errfc(X) := fx+°° e;/yz_: dybe resp. the queues ¥f of S, and of a standard Gaussian variable. By the

central limit theorem, one expects

Fa(X) ~ Errfc(x/ Vi), (6.2)
at least ifx ~ +4/n. On the other hand, one clarly has<if> 0
FX(X) = P[Mn > X] ~xoe0 NFX(X). (6.3)

Subexponential distributior{gcluding log-normal distributions) are precisely defi®y the asymp-
totic relationFX(X) ~x.. NFX(X), implying a heavy queue. For distribution with lighter ges
(such as e.g. Gaussian distributions), the inequality. i) (8 very rough, in the sense that typically
nFX(x) < FX(X) for everyx > Xo, with xo independent fronm.
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Thus, one expects, specifically for subexponential distiobs, acentral limit theorem be-
haviour as in [6.2) forx < ¢, with ¢, defined by Errfo§,/ vn) ~ FX(cy), and anextreme-value
regime

FX(X) ~ nFX(x), x> dy (6.4)

with dy > ¢y, in which nF_X(x) > Errfc(x/ v/n). Optimal sequences,, d, have been identified
for various types of subexponential distributions; for ansiard log-normal variabl¥ = €, Z ~
N(0,1), one findsy, dn = nz Inn. One major drawback of this picture is that it doesn’t saytlaing
about the behaviour dﬁf(x) in the windowc, < x < dy (in our case, foix ~ ¢, sincec, = dp),
which is expected to be a mixture ¢&f (6.2) ahd [6.3). The caraf#d asymptotics, valid on the
whole real line, proved by Rozovski [69] — a veritable tourfoiee — give a more complete answer.

This being said, our problem does not fit exactly into thisrfeasince (1) we are only interested
in upper boundgor FX, moreover in thextreme-value regimavith x > n; on the other hand (2) the
variablesXy, ..., X;,..., Xj,..., Xn (chosen as local space or space-time averages of the noise) a
not independent, but hawerrelations which decrease exponentialiith the scaled distancﬂi_(see
below) or equivalently withj — i|; (3) we needscale-dependent estimaties FX sinceX ~ &,

Z ~ N(0,1) is strongly j-dependent. However all the previous results are strongheddent on
the particular form of the distribution, in particular oretfirst and second moments, and it is often
difficult to retrace thg-dependence of the constants in the bounds.

Our main result is the following.

Theorem 6.1 Let j € NandA > 0. Then the function x> |||nj|||q4,‘1_oo;,1(R )(x) is a.s. everywhere
j +
defined (i.e. finite). Furthermore, the following large deidn estimates holds for everye®Y,

P[sup [l llyyneng () > A271%] < A Ax 1 (6.5)
B(x,2/2) i *

where ¢> 0 is some constant.

As follows from Theorem 2, this implies (up to the replacetana by 21) that the solution
y of the full KPZ equation with scal¢ infra-red cut-df (4.14) is defined a.s. for all positive times
t > 0 and sits in the spac® ">, with fllylll,,1c20s() = O(271%) for everyx e RY, with a
random multiplicative prefactoA(x) whose queué is boundédically in x by that of a log-normal
distribution. (Note that the prefacté«(x) is not globallybounded!)

The proof includes both Gaussian inequalities taken fraamtbnograph_[2], and an adaptation
to weakly correlated variables of a result about large dena for subexponential distributioris [53].
We shall need quite a few preliminary results before the fpmigen at the very end of the present
section.

We finish this introductory paragraph with the tiny bit of ctastic domination and Gaussian
inequalities used in the sequel, and a little bit of geometry

Definition 6.1 Let X: Q - R,Y : Q" — R be two real-valued random variables, defined a priori
on two dfferent probability spaces. Then Xgtochastically dominatelly Y if

¥xeR,P[X> X <P[Y > X]. (6.6)
We then write X Y.
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By Strassen’s theorern [45],X < Y, there exists a coupling betweXrandY, i.e. random variables

X,Y : Q” — R defined on the same probability space, V\bit‘n(g) XY @ Y, and such that
X <Y,

Proposition 6.2 (see [2]) Let(Zy,...,Z,) be a centered Gaussian vector, and R" — R be a
convex function with polynomial growth at infinity. ThBR(Z1, ..., Zs)] is an increasing function
of the cogficients ¢ = E[ZZj],i,j=1,...,n.

This technical lemma, due to Slepian (whose short prooésadn a Gaussian integration by parts)
is one of the main tools for Gaussian inequalities. It exsalodGaussian fieldZ(),.rs and convex
functionals¢ under adequate regularity assumptions.

Proposition 6.3 (Borell-Tsirelson-lbragimov-Sudakov orBTIS inequality) (see [2])
Let (Yy)xen, D C B(0,1) be a centered Gaussian process, such ﬁ’%t: SUBcp E[YZ] < o0, and

6% Y) = JE[(Yx = Yy)2] < X =Y. Let||Yllw := MaXen [Yul. Then a.s)Ylle < oo, E[lIYlle] < 1
and .
P[[IYllo — E[lIYllo] > U] < €/%7D, (6.7)

This is actually a particular case of the BTIS inequality. r BoGaussian procesé indexed by
an abstract seD, E[||Y|l»] is bounded by the integral of the square-root of the entdogyN(e),

E[llYlle] < O+°° VInN(e)de, whereN(g) is the minimum number of balls of diameter e (with

respect to the metric induced By, -)) covering®D. In our proposition, IlN(g) = 0 for £ > 1 since
SURyep 0(X.Y) < 1, andN(e) = O(&%) otherwise by hypothesis, hence the resuilt.

The above proposition applies for fixeg X to Yy := 21+b)pi(ty, o+ 21/2X), with O = B(0, 1).
It follows from Lemmd5.R2 in Appendix A thar% ~ 1 andd(x,y) < |x-Y|. Thus

E

sup Inﬁoll < 27 i) (6.8)
B(x0.2//2)

and there exists a constabts 1 such that

PRI+ sup pll>u+Cl < gL, (6.9)
B(x0.2/2)
One easily deduces that ‘ _
21+) sup |pl| < C'(1Z)+1) (6.10)
B(x0,21/2)

if Z~ N(0,1).
Recall from section 3.1 that* < f# (f € C(RY,R)) — note, and this is very important, that

the inequality isexact with a coeficient one —, wherd#(x) = SUR,-o fB(Xp) |f|. We cannot bound

directly a supremum over a continuous parameter (hgrso it is natural to start by rewriting;&)*
in terms of its local averages or suprema on balls of raditfs @ver which we have a good control.
However, we cannot obviously cov@f (nor B(x, p)) by disjoint balls of fixed radius, and taking
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into account error terms due to overlaps or bounddigces would cost a multiplicative ctigeient,
which we cannot fliord to do. Hence we first transform balls centered iato cubes by letting

ly - X
ly — Xleo
where|ly — X|lo = sup(yr — X1, ..., |yd — Xdl) is the supremum norm. The Euclidean ndrm| and

the supremum norrh - ||, are equivalent, hence (the easy proof is left to the reabl@ndd* are
uniformly Lipschitz. Thus sug, . It | = SURs,) It o @21, whereB(x, p) = {y € R9| ly—Xlo = p}

isacube. The fielct}t"0 o®~! has the same general propertiegytjg\@caling, exponentially decreasing

covariance) as stated in Leminal5.2, so (by abuse of notatiersimply denote;t‘0 o ¢t by 77th in
the sequel.

O:RYISRIY ys dY) = x+

(Y—X) (6.11)

Definition 6.4 (scalej cubes) Let D! be the set of allscale j cubes i.e. of all primitive cells
[k12/2, (kg + 1)2/2] x ... x [kg2)/?, (kg + 1)2/?], Ky, ..., kg € Z of the square lattic@l/279,
We denote byx= (Xa1,- .., Xag) the center of a cuba € D'.

We now show how to bound an averag%(p) If|, f € C(RY,R) over a cube of arbitrary radius

in terms of the local supremf := sup, |f|, A € DI. We give the proof in dimension 2 to simplify
notations (in general, we would need the whole cellular dgmusition of a cube). Let, fg5 > 0,

Bi(x,p) ;= UIA e DV | A c B(x, 21%p)},  9B)(x,p) := U{A e DI | AN B(x,2/2p) # 0} \ BI(x, p),
(6.12)

andn := Bi(x, p). The boundaryBi(x, p) decomposes into 8 disjoint subsets,
aégight(X, p) = U{A = [Xa min, Xa.max X[Ya.min» Yamax | @ < Xamin < B < Xamax C < Yamin < Yamax < d}
| (6.13)
J
down

and similaryaéljeﬂ(x,p), 0Bl(x p), 8Bl (x p) for the sides of the square;

aélﬂpright(x’ p) = U{A = [Xa min, Xa,max] X[Yamins Yamax | @ < Xamin < B < Xamax € < Yamin < d < YA maxt
(6.14)

Vol(9B), . (x0)nB(x0) .
, and similarlyC, . . . be

right
VOI((9B] gy (%)

and similary for the three other corners. Wedgjit :=

the corresponding volume ratios. Let

ZAeéj(xp) fA + CI’ight ZA’Eﬁégight(xﬂp) fA’ +...
; (6.15)

F(Cright, Ceft, - - ) = =

note thatfé(xp) f < F(Cright, . ..) sincecyignt is the uniform volume ratio\%(%(ij of all scale

j cubes at the right border, as follows from the fact that thed&ois straight. Then trivially
F(Cright, Cieft, - ..) < max(F(O, Cleft, - - -), F (O, cright,...)); this same elementary remark may be re-
peated for the eight codficients. Thus we have proved that

f f < max2ace fa (6.16)
B(xp) B 4Bl

where theB! range among @subsets of squares, and by definitiBi(x,p) c Bl c Bi(x,p) U
OBI(x, p).
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6.2 Afirst preliminary result: large deviations for the noise

We prove in this paragraph the following result.

Lemma 6.5 Let j € N and § € R,. Then the function x> (7/)*(to, X) is a.s. everywhere defined
(i.e. finite). Furthermore, the following large deviatiostienates holds,

P[ sup (n))"(to) > A27I(1+h)] < g olA-C): (6.17)
B(x,21/2)

for some constants € > 0, where(A — C)? = (A - C)?1a-c.

It is actually reasonable to expect, on account of the celitnit theorem, that|n!(to, X)| —
E[ln}(to, X)|] € HO for everya < d/4, and that the norm ift? satisfies large deviation estimates as
in (6.17), but we do not prove this. The above result, howaatural it may be, is not really needed
anywhere in the article, but the proof of Theoreml 6.2 is basethe arguments developed for the
proof of the lemma.

Proof. In the sequet,c’,C > 0 are constants possibly varying from line to line (contrary
Co, Mo, see below, which are fixed once and for all). As already feda’)" (to, X) < (n)i(to, X) =
SUR,-o fB(ij,Zp) dyin! (to, y)|. Also, from the results of Appendix A, the correlations of theld

(i, (9)xera decay exponentially with thecaled distance i, x') := 2/?|x - x|, in the sense that,
for a certain constarty, _ _ _ '
Bl (), (x)]| < 2720 d)gmeod (6x) (6.18)

We split the proof into several points.

(i) In order to use the exponential decay, we first chomge> 2 large enough (depending on
further considerations), and partitid®' into nf disjoint suset}, u € {1,...,mp}9, with
A = [k272 (ke + 1)20/2] x ... x [kg2i/2, (kg + 1)2/2] € D,‘l o k =y modmy. Two
points x, X' located in disjoint cubea # A’ in the same sublattic@), are thus at distance
d'(x,x) = my, which amounts (up to rescaling) to replaciogby mycy in (6.18); in the
sequel, we may thus assume thats large enough. By abuse of notation, we also denote by
D), the subset{A; A € D)} c RY. Clearly,

f Cate<sunf ity (6.19)
B(x.21/2p) 1 JB(x2112p)nD,,

If ¥ : R — Ris increasing, then

j j
E [t// ( JCB o) dytn’ (to. y)I)] < Zﬂl E [w ( Ji R dyir (to, y)|)] : (6.20)

(i) Next, we want to bound the averag& 125)nD)] dyin! (to, y)| over some fixed sublattice by the
y7

X,21
average of a finite number of variables representing thessupm of|!| on each cube. For
that (note that the following constructionisdependent, which we do not always specify) we
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introduce i.i.d. COpieSr]Q)AeDL of the fieldntj0|[_l21,2 1912 restricted to some reference cube,
2 °2

and define a new random fiejd 6n D! ,

= ) e @Ml (x=xy),  XxeA (6.21)
AeBi(x,p)

separately on each cubec D) , Where

di(A, A) := 2712 supinf [x -] (6.22)
xeA YEN

is the set distance measured in scaled units, and
Bi(x,p) := {A € D) | A c B(x, 2//2p)) (6.23)
(compare with the previous definition, (6112)). By a simpdenputation, one finds
B[ (0071 ()] ~ (L+ (A, A7) e P CMB[ (x=xa)nl, (X = xa)] 2 Bl (91, ()] (6.24)
if xe A, X € A’ and
AN € Bl(x,p) UABI(x p) := (A € D) | A N B(x,2/%p) # 0}. (6.25)

Applying Propositiod 6.2 with)(ntjo) =y (Zj(1+do>) fB(X’zj - dwntjo(y)|) wherey is any con-
vex, increasing functiod on R,

E[w (zi(“dw) f dwm’g(yn]] < E[w (zi(“dw) f dwﬁj(y)l)]. (6.26)
B(x.21/2p)NDy, B(x.21/2p)nDy,

As follows from the discussion in the previous paragraph,

f dyi ()] < max 2 Ya 6.27)
B(x,2)/2p)ND)}, B #BJ

where _ _
Y = supli’| (6.28)
A

and thBj are a ﬁr_\ite number (depending only dnof subsets of cubes such tHal(x, p) c
B! c B!(x,p) U dBI(x, p).

(iiiy By construction, sed (6.21),

Ya < Z e‘cOdj(A’A')suplnjA,l. (6.29)
A eBi(xp)

2Observe thaty; o y, is convex ify; : R, — R is convex and increasing angh : R" — R, is convex, since
VA(Wr0og2) =y oy - Vo @ Vo + 0 Yra - Voo,
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We have seen in (6.10) that(®d) suplnjA,l < C(1Za/| + 1) if Zy» ~ N(0,1). Since the fields
(n’A)A are independent, we may by the above cited Strassen theaféme d coupling of the
field ﬂj|Dj with i.i.d. standard Gaussian variablés), i in such a way that

H H

21+ gupiyl | < C(1Zal + 1). (6.30)
Hence _ N
W) X'y <C Y (1Zal+ 1) (6.31)
AeBi AeBi(x,p)

— note that the bound in the right hand side does not depertieochbice o8/ — and

E[w(2“1+d¢>f dwﬁj(y)l)]sE T Y || 632)
B(x,21/2p)ND}, n AcBI(xp)
We rewrite the expectation as an integral by integration dysp
Bly|S D zal+ 1) —f+oodA1//’(A)P ¢ D (Zal+ 1) > Al +%(0) (6.33)
v ’ Jo e ’ . |

Finally, > Acgi 1Zal IS @ sum ofn independent copies ¢Z|, whereZ ~ N(O, 1), to which we
may apply standard large deviation arguments in a trivigirgg

P[Z |Zs] > NnA] < min (1, mine "AR[e' 2a 'ZA']) < min (1, 2"min e‘t”A”“z/z)
AcBi t>0 t>0

min (1, 2"e"¥/2) < CeAC: /2, (6.34)

Thus we may choosg(A) = &MACE1, ¢ + 1acc SO thatE (& ZaceilZal + 1)) < 1.
Collecting [6.20),[(6.26) and (6.B2), one obtains by Maikavequality

| - 1 :
p MJ(l+d¢)f Ayl (V) > Al < —— < e A0’ Asc 6.35
| oy O = AL < (6.35)

For each fixech > 1, the set(Bi(x.p).p > 0 #Bi(x.p) = n} U {BI(x,p) U dBI(x.p).p >
0| #BJ(x,p) U dB!(x,p) = n} consists of 01 or 2 elements. Thus, usirlg (6120),

P{(n))"(to, x) > A2713+)] < min[l, > e-CfKA—Cﬁ} < A Cx, (6.36)
n>1
Finally, we use a scaled version bf (3.18),
sup ()" < sup Ingl + (7 )*(X). (6.37)
B(x,2i/2) B(x,22i/2)
from which we conclude that
P[ sup (n)* > A2 I0+d)] < g o(ACR, (6.38)
B(x,21/2)
In particular,
P[Ax € RY| (7,)"(X) = +o0] < > P[sup(n;,)" = +oo] = 0. (6.39)
AeD]
i
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6.3 Large deviations for the exponential of the noise

i
We now turn to large deviation estimates fef'z("“o')*(x) and prove the following result.

Theorem 6.2 Let je N, A > 0and § € R,. Then the function % (€ 42 |’“o') (x) is a.s. everywhere
defined (i.e. finite). Furthermore, the following large deidn estimates holds for everye®Y,

Pl sup In@2 oo (x) > eA < AN A1 (6.40)
B(x2)/2)

wheree = 1271% and ¢> 0is some constant.

The proof is essentially similar to that of Leminal6.5, exdbpt it is based on large deviation
estimates for log-normal variables. We cite a result by Magshow how to apply it in our context,
and prove a few technical lemmas before turning to the prodheoreni6.R.

6.3.1 Log-normal large deviations

Proposition 6.6 (see [53], Corollary 1.8) Let X be a real-valued random vétiasuch thaE[X] =
0 andE[|X[!] < oo for some t> 2, and X, ..., X, ni.i.d. copies of X, §:= Xy + ...+ X,. Then

P[Sh > A] < NE[X'1ysg] At + g 2(+2) e A?/nE[X7] (6.41)
Note that this general bound mixes the two regiried (6.2)[G8).(

Corollary 6.7 Let(Z)i=1...n, N> 1be i.i.d. standard Gaussian variables, and let

.....

n

= an 4l - pleal)), Z (e - (6.42)
i=1

i=1

where0 < ¢ < 1. Let finally A> ne and B> In(n). Then there exists a constant-d such that

(i)

P[Sh > A] < (A/s)CNA/2) (6.43)
or equivalently
(if)
P[In (S )> Bl <& (6.44)
(iii)
P[ln Sy > A] < (A/g) A2, (6.45)

Furthermore, the same estimates (6.43), (6.44), (6.4Bbhsld if one replaces Shy S,.

Proof.

Note that (ii) is equivalent to (i), and (|||) follows dirdgtfrom (i) since e® > ne andi > £
if A > ne. Also, sinceE[e"“]] = 1+ O(e), Sh— Sn = O(ne) < A, so the same estimates hold
indifferently forS,, or S, (up to the choice of).
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Therefore we need only prove (i) f&,. We apply the above Proposition with= e/4/—E[e4],
whereZ is any of the variableZ;. One findsEX? = E[e®?] — (E[¢/9])? ~ &2 andE[X!1x-q] <
E[e“?] < 2¢”**/2. The bound[{6.41) is close to optimal if one choosesi In(A/e) > 1; we then
find (using IR(A/g) < (A/&)* for all k > 0)

B[S, > A] < ne (A A=3In(Ae) | g-§(A0)T ™ (6.46)
(i) Assume first that\ > e€¢ > 1. The second term in the right-hand side[of (6.46) is then the
smaller one since (for < 3)
e SN o SARAR) T o (A _ (A/e)-2 N/ < p-$in(ase) (6.47)
As for the first term, it is bounded b4 ¢'"(#/2) since (usingA > 1)

e% In2(A/s) et In2(A/s) < e% (eIn(A)+1) In(A/s)

<
; e% In(A) In(A/e) _ A% In(A/e) (6.48)
and
n < A/e = dA/8) ¢ ATz INAVE) (6.49)
All together one has obtained
P[Sh > A] < ACNVe) < (A/g)"CINAE) A ele, (6.50)

(i) We now assume thah < e¥¢, implying thatt = %In(A/e) < 3—8L ThenA! is not necessarily
small, so we must first improve our bound BpX!1x.]:

E[X'Ixs0] < 2E[(€” —1)1z.0]
1/e +00
< dzZe? - 1)\e?/2 + dze” - 1)le /2
0 1/e
<

+00
f dze2'e /2 + B[ Z]e V%
0

246 VT + 1)+ ol (6.51)

Sincet < 1, we finde?®"2) < 707" « e-Hnel ¢ e tinel = 2t Hence
NE[X!1x-0] At < nti(A/e)CNAE) < (A/g)~C INA/2), (6.52)
As for the second term, clearty #(A/9)°* < (A/g)=¢ I(V9) (see [6.417)). All together,

P[Sh > Al < (A/e)CN®e) - A< elle, (6.53)

m|

Remark. The above results are actually valid as sooAas n‘e with x > % as the reader may
easily check (choose= cIn(A/e) with ¢ small enough and see how (6.46) and (6.47) are modified).
The conditionA > n‘e may certainly be further improved with some extfEod.

Corollary[6.T has the following generalization.
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Corollary 6.8 (block large deviation estimates)Let Z := ir}/:l 1Zi|, Where(Z,)pzl w, W > 1

.....

are i.i.d. standard Gaussian variables;alN* a multiple of i, Z, i = 1,...,n/n’ i.i.d. copies of Z;
n/n’ n/n’

Sni= ) (¢4 -E[e¢?]),  Sp=) (e%-1) (6.54)
i=1 i=1

where0 < ¢ < 1landen’ < 1. Let finally A> ne and B> In(n). Then there exists a constant
¢ > 0 such that

0)

P[Sh > A] < (A/ng)CNAMe) (6.55)
or equivalently
(i) S
>n ~CcB?.

P[In (n,g) > B] < &% (6.56)

(iii)
P[In S, > A] < (A/n'g)~cNA/e), (6.57)

Furthermore, the same estimatgs (6.55), (5.56). (6.5 hsiid if one replaces Shy ;..

Proof. The result is exactly the one stated in Corollary 6.7 i£ 1. We want to prove the same
kind of result for blocks of size&w'. Standard large deviation arguments apply¥iogielding (see
(6:33))P[Z > A] < ce"ar A-<M% hence (letting as befoné := eZ — E[e’Z]), B[] = 1+ O(e),
E[X?] < €2Var(Z) = O(1'£?), and

E[X'1x-0] < E[€¥7]

A

—+00 1 2
te f g¥Zg av (ZCM)igz
0

2cn/ +00 N
f tee*?dz + f e aw?dz
0 —00

< OMte | (L (te)/2 (6.58)

We sett := In(A/n V&) and distinguish two regimes according to whethee e/ "), corre-
sponding ta = —X_. Thus

IA

sV’
2Cite _ Clsin(A/s ViT) < dn(a/evim) A% In(A/e V) (6.59)
instead of[(6.48), and
E[X'lx-0] < E[(€7-1)]
1/e 00
< dz(esz _ 1)te—2—}],(z—crf)§r + ’ dZ(éz _ 1)te—2—#(z—crf)3
0 1/e
2cnf +00 ) +00 2 _ ¢
< f dzs2)! + f dzs2)le®/8" + dzé?e o w2
0 0 1/e
t 2 L
< (2sCr)¥t 4 (c:rf)%““)etr(E + 1)+ &) (6.60)

instead of [(6.51). Hence all estimates contained in thefmb@orollary[6.7 hold if one replaces
Ale by A/n'e or A/ Ve,
i
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6.3.2 Mayer expansion

We also need in the course of the proof of Theofem 6.2 a teahrésult which we choose to state
§eparately for tb_e sake ofNC_Iarity. In the sequiljs one of theu-dependent subsets of cubes with
B!/(x,p) c B! c B!(x,p) UdB!(X, p) introduced in section 6.2.

Lemma 6.9 ("Mayer expansion”) Let (zA)Aegj(X,p) € R, and ¢c> 0. Define

yai= Y @@tz (6.61)
N eBj(xp)
(see eq.[(6.29)).
() ("Mayer expansion”) Let
S(@) = Y. (€% -1), 620 (6.62)
AeBj(x,0)
and
So(a)) == ) (€ - 1). (6.63)
AeB;
Then .
0<So(al <Y e 3 [ ] Sz (6.64)
m>1 (m )! 01<...<0m p=1

wheres;, i = 1,2, ... range among the s¢tll (A, A’), A, A’ € Bi}.
More generally, i6max € R,, then

SO < Y = >, | [Sul@)
m>1 '

Omax<01<...<0m p=1

m-1 1 B m
+ — So((za)) O™ Ss,((zn))
n;m’zzll (m -1- m)! 01<...<0py <6r§<6n1+1<...<6m e p:l;[+1 ’ ’
£ Sol@)e™, (6.65)
m>161<...<6m<Omax
(i) Let
T(@):= ), e (6.66)
AeBj(xp)
and similarly
T() = ) & (6.67)
AGBJ'
Then
T((ya)) < (T((2a))29€ 9. (6.68)

55



Note that (by invariance by translatios) € {d/(A,A’),A’ e DJ} = {0 < d; < dy < ...} where
A is some arbitrary fixed cube, amkl ~i_,., i/9. The indexation is easier if we choose a distorted

.....

¢ fixed, which we denote bx(5). The nickname "Mayer expansion” refers to a common ex@nsi
of the free energy in equilibrium statistical physics whef€, H being the local energy density, is
expanded int¢e?”’ - 1) + 1, which is exactly what we do in (i).

Proof.

(i) Letax(6) := €% — 1 (A € Bl(x,p)) anda, := ar(0) = €% — 1. RewritingSo((ya)) in
terms of thez-variables and expanding the product of terms of the faxg) (o) + 1 yields

=3 Y e

AeBi m=161<62<...<6m p=1

So((ya)) = ).

AeBi

DI RIPIRPIL TG

01<02<...<0m Ae Bj

[ Jas@©) +2)

o

IA

;ﬁ ) [ZaA(al)][ZaA2<6z>(---)]

01<02<...<0m \AeBi AseBI

i n;ﬁ > [ ]ss@. (6.70)

01<...<0m p=1

For the proof of [(6.65), we fi¥max > 0, start from [(6.69) and pick itp-th factor, A, =

.....

erwise we use the identityx(— 1) < x* — 1 (x = 1,« > 1) and Holder’s inequality to get
—Coo -
an,(0p) < (€% - 1)° o= achOAp and

e %p
Ap<(m-p+ 1)[2 aA} = (M- p+1)So((z))* " (6.71)
AeBI
Finally, ¥, %% < 1+ e %% 4 gk + =1+ 0(e®).

(i) One finds (all sums or supremums in the next expressiange over subsets Bf(x, p), unless
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otherwise stated)

—codl (A,A7)
ZesyA < Zl_[ee cod £Zp
AeBi AeBi A’
1 z e 0t1g7 e o257
< R e Y e
1

Az#A1

1 ~cod
— eEZAl}sup[ e 1%2} e
(n—1) [Azl M \ApzAy

e c0d1
Ty [Z e%}- (n- 1)[2 e‘%] \ 6.72)

Az Az

Az#A1,A2

(Holder’s inequality was used in the last line). The prddfche prefactors in the last expres-
sion, i — 1)(n - 2)--- is exactly compensated by the factorﬂ'ﬁ(jl—)!, and there remains
1+0(e™0)

(6.73)

Ze% <

AcBi

> e

AeBi(xp)

O

Again, this lemma has a block generalization. Roughly sipggakve want to group together all
cubesA’ at distance ~ 3¥ of a given cube\ and sum ovek, instead of summing over tés which
(as a detailed computation proves) increase too slowly wtibhgive a converging series. Actually,
we bother to do so only faf > dmayx in @ region where the exponential decay governs essgntiall
the estimates; the value 6f,a is fixed later in the text. In order to avoid blocks with "hdlesd
overlaps between blocks, we introduce the following definit. LetD ¥, k > logs 6maxbe the set of
blocksAk = [3k2i/2ky, 3k21/2(Kk; + 1)] x . . . x [3¥21/2kg, 3421/2(ky + 1)] of size & included inBi(x, p).
The 3'—1 blocks of size 8 [xa 1 +£13%21/2(k; — %), Xa1+£13520/2 (kg + %)] X. .. [Xad+&43421/2(kyg -
$)Xad+£a32)/2(kg + 3)], wheree = (e1, ..., &q) € {-1,0,1}9\{0, ..., 0}, are all situated at a scaled
distance> ¢ = 3¢ of A. We denote them bi(6), wheres := (6, €) is a composite index including
both the distancé and a discrete index ranging in a fixed finite set. Then, for smaller distances
5 < 3X, we setA(5) = A(S) as in the previous lemma, add= 6 simply. All together the blocks
(A(6))s, 6 = (6,€) (6 > 3X) or s (6 < 3 define for every fixed cuba a partition ofRY. We choose
in the sequel some arbitrary total orderiagf the indicess such that§ = (6,&) or 6, & = (¢, &’)
ory, 6<d)=>6<6".

Lemma 6.10 (block "Mayer expansion”) Let(zx)acs; € R+ and c> 0. Define as in the previous
lemma

yai= . @Mz, So(a)) = D (€ -1), So((z) = Y. (€% -1) (6.74)

A eBi(xp) A€BI AeBIi(x,0)

and let, for ke N,
2K
S3k((ZA)) = Z (ee co3 sZAeAkmBi Zn l) , k > 0, (675)

AkeDik
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a block version of(6.62) distinguished by the boldfaceetetthoose some value &f.x and order
the indicesy as indicated above. Then

SO < Y=g D) | [Sul@)
m>1 ’

Omax<01<...<0m p=1

m-1 k
5% D So((za)) O H Ssp((2))

m>1 k=1 61<...<6ny <Omax<Ony +1<---<6m

L)Y Sol(@)toe. (6.76)

m>161<...<0m<Omax

Proof. If A is a block of size Bfor somek > 0, we letas (5) := €@ “¢ZaeaZ — 1. Thus

So(a) < ), -1

AeBi

- ZZ Z ]_[aA(ap>(6p)- (6.77)

AeBi m>18§1>62>..>0m p=1

1—[ aA(g)((S) +1

6

We then expand as i (6)69) ad (8.70), and forget the unsagefactorials in the denominator
(which would require a short discussion in any case sinceetteeno symmetry factor for terms

belonging to blocks with dierent sizes). O
m|

6.3.3 Proof of Theoren 6.2

We shall use several times the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 6.11 Let X, ..., Xn, N> 1 be real-valued random variables, and, . . ., 1, € R, such that
A+...+A,=1 Then

n
PLA1Xa + ...+ AnXn > Al <P[ sup Xp> Al < Y P[X, > Al. (6.78)
p=1,...,n p=1

Proof of Theorem[6.2. The general scheme of the proof is the same as that of Ldmrha 6.5
APplying PropositiorT B2 withb(n}) = v/(2 fy 1z, dy(€?e% ~ 1)) wherew : 2. — Ris
"
any convex, increasing function yields instead of (5.26)

E[w(} f dy(eﬂzj'”tjo(y)' - 1)) < E[w(} JC dy(e?70) - 1))]
€ JB(x,21/2p)nD), € JB(x2i2p)nD),

Then we bound the last integral by sums of local supr&ma sup, i),

JC dyé&j ol < maXZALe/IZJYA (6.79)
B(x2i/2p)ND), Bl B,
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whereB! is a union of cubes ranging over a finite set as in subsectichsu&d 6.2, andB; <

#Bi(x p) = n. Eq. (6.29),[(6.30) imply

2y <ce ) e AN)(Z, |+ 1) < C'e +Cle > god @A)z, | (6.80)
NeBi(xp) NeBi(xp)

Finally, we use the formula

E

w[n_l,sZ(em‘l)J] ) fomdAl//'(A)P[Z e?% > n(1+eA)] +y(0) (6.81)

AeBi AeBi

Clearly,e ©?(1+ ¢A) > (1-C’e)(1 + &A) > 1+ ceAif A 1. Hence, assuming suppe [C, +oo]
with C large enough, one finds

1 D~ +00 ,
E ‘/’[n_g Z CalE 1)]] < fo dAy/ (A) P Z €Y > (1 + eA)] + ¥(0) (6.82)
AeB! AeB!
with
. —codi(A,A)
Yai= Y e 1Zu| (6.83)
NeBi(x,p)
(seel(6.30) and (6.80)).
Below we prove that
P[ Z e > n(l+eA)] < g’ (A, A> 1 (6.84)

AcBi

HenceP[ Y ocqi € > n(1 + £A)] < ¢ ~?(A) with

W(A) = e°In*(n(A-C)) 1A>C(1+ 1 + In(C) 1A<C(1+%)‘ (6.85)
Therefore,
1 i 1 ..
E w[n—g Z (€% - 1)” < [_m]g +(0) = O(1) (6.86)
AcBi
and, by Markov’s inequality,
1 i 1 a2
P[= ) e s>14eAls—— e A (6.87)
" 2 7
P m[l S e2% |5 on =p |3 3 2% eﬂ < eeI0A), (6.88)
n AeBi n AeBi

(Note that, ifeA > 1, one obtains in fact a Gaussian queue distribution,

P [In [% Z e”“} > eA| g e AN D) ¢ grdleA) (6.89)

AeBi
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with a very bad coficiente in front of A however.) Thus

B[in(e2 M)y’ (x) > sA| < 3 e o4 < pccln®), (6.90)

n>1

It remains to prove the key estimale (8.84). Re¥all= 3\ cgix,) e0od A8z, | where Za)a
are i.i.d. standard Gaussian variables. It turns out thatettare four dferent large deviation
regimes, according to the value 8§((1Zal)a) = S acgi (eS'ZA' - 1), written asS,, in Corollary[6.8, or

So((Ya)a) = Y acsi (eSYA - 1) (see Lemm&a 6.10). By assumption

D&M > n(l+eA) (6.91)
A€eBI
with A > 1; in other terms,
So((Ya)a) > neA. (6.92)

() (Gaussian regime) Assun®((1Zal)a) = Sn < 2. Thene|Za| = O(1) for all A, hencesY, =

O(1) too, s0So((Ya)a) S So((1Zal)a) = € X acori 1Zal- Therefore

P Z €2 > n(1 + eA)] < P[So((Ya)a) > NeA] < P Z 1Z4] > cnA] < e CNA-0?,
AeB AeBi(xp)
(6.93)

Clearly this last quantity is bounded By "“0A for A large enough.

(i) (very large deviation regime) Assun®(Ya)a) > n**C€ ™) or equivalentlyAs > nPE€ ),
Then the "Mayer expansion” (see Lemmal6.9 (i)) is not neededuse Lemma 619 (ii) and
find successivelBo((Ya)a) ~ T((Ya)a) < (T((1Za)a))**°€ ™), s0T((1Zal)s)) > n, hence
againT ((1Za))a)) ~ So((1Zal)a)). Alltogether we have foun8o((Ya)a) < (So((1Zal)a))*+O€ ).

So we may apply Corollafy 6.7, to the result that

P[ Z & > (L + eA)] < P[Sn > (N(L + eA))YHOEO)] < g IN*(A) (6.94)
AeBi

(i) Assumene < 1 andAs < n®€ ). Then we use the generalized block "Mayer expansion”

P[So((Ya)a) > neAl <P| X" > [ [S5,((1ZaDa) > neA|. (6.95)

m>1§1>...>6m p=1

.....
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6.11

. ﬁ S5, ((1Za0)a) . ﬁ (e%g(ng)%—lAl/m)

nee Codp
p=1 p=1

> 3 Se[ R coiyiamn]

m>1§1<...<ém p=1

P[So((Ya)a) > neA]

IA

2, 2,

m>16:<...<6m

IA

(6.96)

wheres = nlq(él + ...+ dm). Note that the expressio;, is a sum over blocks of size
N ~ 6% < (se %), ande?9(ne)#~1AYM . 1 hence we are in the large deviation regime
studied in Corollary 618. Also,

o
2

ne?d(ng)m LAY > neo(ne) 2 > €29 AZnz O ) (6.97)

if m> 2. Form = 1 the estimates of CoroIIa@ 8 glve directly a log-normatge, so we
sum overm > 2. By constructionsy, > 3D, s05 > 92 > G, andn’ ~ 68 < 69 <« e29,
Hence

_ - Q5 -
55 ((lZAl)A) e%(s(ng)nl’]_lAl/m] < e—cln ( n ecobA) < e—clnz(ne‘f”A) < e_cz/62(nA < |I’](I’]A)‘

ge%dp ~
(6.98)
Let Vi(r) = #{(01,...,0m) | 5 <1} = #(61,...,0m) | Zg‘zlép < mr}: clearly Vi(r) <
B{@i,...,im) €eNM|iy +...+im = mr}, hence
+00 ( r)m m
Vim(r) < 0 dx . --dxmlszp<mr < (Cn™. (6.99)

Thus (with an extra factoﬁ due to the ordering, > ... > &)

56 ((1Zal)a) 29 F-1al/m cIn(nA) _ —cr2
=360 o [ nee oy~ &0 (ME)TTA ] 3 Z (A rZO(Vm(r) Vin(r - 1))e
< (nA~ C'n(nA)Z —chZVm(r)
< (nA) cin(nA) (6.100)

(iv) Finally, assumee > 1 andAs < n°€ ), and apply the generalized "Mayer expansion” with
Smax = % In(ne) defined in such a way thate® > ne for § > dmax. Since

m
Z Z Z e‘%(6w+1+...+6m) <HPWL,. ... 0max) = 20max — (n8)2|n(2)/co,

m>1nr=0§1<...<6ny <Omax<Ony +1<-.-<O0m

(6.101)
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the generalized "Mayer expansion”, together with Lenimdl6yleld

P[So((Ya)a) > NeA] < ) i

mM>1M'=06§1<...<6ny <Omax<Opy +1<---<Om

) m 7 2n@) m 0 5
P [So((1Zal)a) €™ 1—[ —SJP(G_CAOL)A) > (ne) 0 A l_[ ei]
p=nv+1 ne€ =™ p=nr+1 ne
Sn((1Z 1+0(e0) _2In@2)
SZ{ > ]P[ o((Za)a) > g2IN@/eopl~"g A] (6.102)
&
m>1 | §1<...<6m<Omax
m-1 1+0(e%) n _
N Z Z (P[SO((lel)A) > 8—2|n(2)/c0n1—%§2)e%5A]
E
MY =0 §1<...<6ny <Omax<Ony +1<---<Om
N [S5,((12aDs)  e®
p=nm’+1 €€ P €

wheres := =L (St + ... + Om).

For cg large enough (recatly has been multiplied byng, thus it siffices to choosey large

enough) - B B
N s 2N@I0gPIA > e PIAR > (6.104)
with « > , and
Qs D500.32/3 _
SRR max[n, ﬂ) > max(n, edIAS n%‘o(e{”). (6.105)
E E

Thus we are in the large deviation regime (see remark afteoll@oy [6.7, and Corollary
6.8), and the lower bounds are as [in_(6.97), yielding a boDf@A) ") for the sum
(6.103) overm’ and 6yy41,...,0m. As for the first sum oveb; < ... < 6m < Omax iN

(6.102), or6; < ... < &y in (6.103), it produces as i (6.101) a supplementary midép

tive factor of order ifg)2@/% of no incidence on the result sinces2'"@/cnA)-cnMA <
n2 |n(2)/co(nA)—cIn(nA) < (nA)—c’ In(nA).

O
6.4 Proof of Theorem 6.1
We may now finally prove Theorem 6.1. Let
A a2) £ 0D i gids)”
F(ot,[0,1]) := 27 st Z(e—2 MPIn [(e pot ) (x)], (6.106)
p=0
and
ey 1
Cst i= [Z‘JétZ(e‘zj‘“)p‘ > 1 (6.107)
p=0
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Clearly,
Ly _ - .
F(t,[0,1]) < 2705t Z (e—zflat)p In [(eﬂzj||771||oo.[t—p6t,t—(p—1)6t]) (X)] (6.108)
p=0

Where“ﬁj||c>o,[t—p5t,t—(p—1)6t] (X) = SUR[t— pst,t—(p-1)st] |77j(5’ X)I. Thus

cstF(ot) < SU[I(e_ij‘st)ID In [(e’lzj||’~7j||m,[tfpétyt—(p—1)stl)* (X)]
p
< Supe_q In [(e/lzj”ﬁj”oo_[t—qu .t—(q—l)ZJ'])%< (X)] . (6109)
geN

The estimates we developed "#o' in Theoreni 6.2 extend t|¢ﬁj||Oo,[t_q2,-,t_(q_1)2j](x) by using
the BTIS inequality once again. Hence

PF(SL, [0,1]) > eA] < ZP[ln[(e”j”'7"“m,n-qzi,t-m_nzn) (x)] > Cequ]
q
+00
< Z(qu)—c/ In(e?A) < AC'InA (6.110)
q=0
by Theoreni 6.2.
Now, by Holder’s inequality,
15 N i A2 B i (gds) a2 {0 i9ids)”
F(t, [0,t]) < 52 5tZ(e )P<In (e t-pat )(x) +In (e t-(p-1/2)ot )(x)
p=0
< 92F(5t/2,[0, 1)) (6.111)

solllqjlllﬂ,j(R% X) < lim SUPs 0400 %F((St, [0,1]) by (4.17), and by monotone convergence we get
Pl Il (R4, X) > A271%] < fim SUPst 0400 PIF (0L, [0, 1]) > €A] < ACInA,

The estimates deZj/ZWHM (R,.X) are proved in the same way sindé2.t-+0X-lC.) _

oX
O((271)*%) scales likey{(x) (sed5.2D).
o
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