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CONVERGENCE OF ASEP TO KPZ WITH BASIC COUPLING OF

THE DYNAMICS

SHALIN PAREKH

Columbia University

Abstract

We prove an extension of a seminal result of Bertini and Giacomin. Namely
we consider weakly asymmetric exclusion processes with several distinct
initial data simultaneously, then run according to the basic coupling, and
we show joint convergence to the solution of the KPZ equation with the
same driving noise in the limiting equation. Along the way, we analyze fine
properties of nontrivially coupled solutions-in-law of KPZ-type equations.

1. Introduction and context

Interacting particle systems on the integer lattice have been a popular area of research
in recent years. Of particular interest is the asymmetric simple exclusion process
(ASEP), which was introduced by Spitzer [Spi70] and subsequently generalized and
explored in many works. ASEP is a Feller process on {0, 1}Z in which one starts
with an initial configuration on Z consisting of some particles (1’s) and some empty
sites (0’s), and the evolution of the dynamics can be described by having the particles
independently perform asymmetric nearest-neighbor (continuous-time) random walks
on Z, but with jumps suppressed whenever one particle tries to jump onto another
one. This hard-core repulsion effect between the particles makes the system physically
interesting but also mathematically difficult to analyze.

In a seminal paper, Bertini and Giacomin [BG97] showed that under a certain fluc-
tuation regime and specific scaling of the jump parameters, the fluctuations of ASEP
are described by a nonlinear stochastic partial differential equation called the Kardar-
Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) equation:

∂th(t, x) = ∂2xh(t, x) + (∂xh(t, x))
2 + ξ(t, x),

where ξ is Gaussian space-time white noise, specified by the formal covariance function
E[ξ(t, x)ξ(s, y)] = δ(t− s)δ(x− y). More specifically, Bertini and Giacomin considered
ASEP where the right jump rate for each particle equals 1+ǫ1/2 and the left jump rate
equals 1. They consider initial data which is “near stationarity” in a certain precise
way. They then define a discrete height function hǫt(x) (t ≥ 0, x ∈ Z) as follows: hǫt(0)
is the number of particles up to time t that have passed from 0 to 1, minus the number
of particles that have passed from 1 to 0. Then hǫt(x) equals hǫt(0), plus the number
of particles at time t which are between 0 and x (inclusive), minus the number of
vacant sites between 0 and x (understood to be linearly interpolated when x is not an
integer). They then prove that ǫ1/2hǫ(ǫ−2t, ǫ−1x)− ǫ−1t− t/24 converges as ǫ→ 0, to
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the Hopf-Cole solution of the KPZ equation (see Theorem 3.1 for a precise version).

The result was striking because it was one of the first examples of a particle sys-
tem in a regime that exhibited non-Gaussian fluctuation behavior, and it was one of
the works that paved the way to the field of KPZ universality for random growth
models, see the survey [Cor12] as well as subsequent recent work on particle systems
that built on, generalized, or was inspired by the work of Bertini and Giacomin, e.g.
[ACQ11, BQS11, GJ14, DT16, CT17, CST18, CS18, Yang] just to name a few.

The main goal of the present work is to prove that in the fluctuation regime of [BG97],
if one starts with two or more different initial data, and then one runs the particle
system according to the same dynamics, then convergence to KPZ holds jointly with
the same realization of the noise appearing in the limiting equation. When we refer to
the “same dynamics,” we are referring to the so-called basic coupling, a natural and
important object that appears in many contexts when dealing with exclusion systems,
e.g. in providing a full description of the ergodic theory of exclusion processes, see
[Lig76, Lig05, GS10]. This basic coupling is described as follows: for each pair of sites
(x, y) ∈ Z

2 if a particle from both systems is present at x, and if a particle from one
system jumps from x to y, then a particle from the other system also jumps from x to
y at the same time assuming the target site is not blocked in the other configuration.
This coupling can be constructed by the so-called “graphical construction” of ASEP,
which randomly assigns directed arrows to each bond in Z according to independent
Poisson point processes, see e.g. [Har72, Sep03]. A slightly more general definition
and construction of the coupling is given in Subsection 3.1.

With this setup, let us now state our main result. We will say that a sequence
(ǫ1/2h1,ǫ(0, ǫ−1x), ǫ1/2h2,ǫ(0, ǫ−1x)) of initial data for the height functions is admissi-
ble if it converges (jointly) in law to some limiting pair of height functions, and if it is
tight in the sense that the Lp moments of its absolute value and of its spatial differ-
ences can be bounded via a Kolmogorov-Chentsov criterion with a sublinear growth
rate at infinity. The precise assumption is given in Section 3, see Theorem 3.8.

Theorem 1.1. Consider the weakly asymmetric scaling of ASEP from [BG97]. Let
(h1,ǫ0 , h2,ǫ0 ) be an admissible sequence of initial data. Evolve the corresponding height
functions h1,ǫ(t, x), h2,ǫ(t, x) according to the basic coupling described above. Then
(h1,ǫ, h2,ǫ) converge jointly as ǫ→ 0 to the solution of the KPZ equation driven by the
same noise.

This result will be stated more precisely and proved as Theorems 3.7 and 3.8 below.
The main difficulty lies in the fact that for interacting particle systems such as ASEP,
some of the jumps are suppressed due to the fact that particles are not allowed to
jump onto other particles. To prove the result, one may convince themselves that it is
somehow necessary to keep track of the noise as well as the height profile in the limit,
not just the latter. At first glance, one might try to show that (h1,ǫ, h2,ǫ, ξǫ) converge
jointly as ǫ → 0 to (h1, h2, ξ), where hi,ǫ are the rescaled, renormalized, and basically
coupled height profile as described earlier, where ξǫ keeps track of the Poisson clocks
which excite the particles to jump, and where h1, h2 both solve the KPZ equation with
the same noise ξ. Unfortunately, this approach is bound to fail because approximately
half of the Poisson clocks go unused by the system due to suppressed jumps. In reality,
the “correct” discretization of the noise consists of only those Poisson clocks which are
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used by the system. But this depends intricately on the initial data of the system. In
other words, there is no natural choice of ξǫ above: there is always a ξ1,ǫ associated
with h1,ǫ and likewise there is ξ2,ǫ for h2,ǫ. And the primary technical task is to re-
late the ξi,ǫ for i = 1, 2, in particular to prove that these converge to the same noise
in the limit. So one runs into a vicious cycle which creates a difficulty in the arguments.

In terms of applications of our theorem, one can recover a few results about how
joint solutions of KPZ behave when run according to the same noise ξ. Here is just
one example: consider the stochastic Burgers equation

∂tu = ∂2xu+ ∂x(u
2) + ∂xξ,

which is formally related to the KPZ equation by u = ∂xh, and indeed one can define
the solution this way interpreted in terms of distributions. Consider two solutions
u1, u2 of stochastic Burgers driven by the same realization of ξ, started from two ini-
tial data u10, u

2
0 respectively. Suppose that the initial data are ordered, i.e., u10 ≤ u20

deterministically in the sense that u20− u10 is a positive Borel measure. Then Theorem
1.1 implies that u1(t, •) ≤ u2(t, •) almost surely for all t, again interpreted in the sense
that the difference is a positive measure. In other words, the KPZ dynamics preserve
the property that the difference of height functions is nondecreasing. This is because
the ordering is preserved at the level of the particle systems, see (A) below. This result
can very likely be proved using other methods as well, for instance proving the result
first for smooth noises ξ (see for instance Section 3 of [DGR21]) and then using an
approximation of space-time white noise by spatial mollifications and using the fact
that the desired result is stable under limits and that the associated solutions converge
after height renormalization (see e.g. [PR19]). One advantage in our discretization via
ASEP is that the result is already obvious at the level of the particle system without
using PDE techniques.

The input to proving our main theorem will require two steps. First we will prove
a result (Theorem 2.3 below) about nontrivially coupled KPZ’s, which says that two
solutions-in-law of the KPZ equation with the property that their difference has zero
quadratic variation in the x variable must in fact be driven by the same noise. This
result may be of independent interest, and it will be the main tool to identify joint
limit points of the coupled height functions. The other tool we will use is the mono-
tonicity and attractivity properties of ASEP and related systems. It should be noted
that our methods are easily generalizable to other types of basically coupled systems
that satisfy these properties as well, such as joint convergence of the symmetric simple
exclusion process to the Edwards-Wilkinson fixed point as well as higher-spin processes
for which KPZ fluctuations are known, such as ASEP(q, J) [CST18]. We discuss the
latter model in Subsection 3.5.

Outline: In Section 2, we prove a result about coupled solutions-in-law of the KPZ
equation. In Section 3 we prove Theorem 1.1. Subsection 3.1 introduces the basic cou-
pling model and the notations, Subsection 3.2 describes the result of Bertini-Giacomin
in some detail, Subsection 3.3 contains the proof of our main result in the case of de-
terministic initial data (Theorem 3.7) and then Subsection 3.4 contains the main result
for randomized initial data, Theorem 3.8. Subsection 3.5 then includes a discussion of
how to generalize our argument to more complex models.
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2. A result about nontrivially coupled KPZ’s

To prove the main result, we use a continuum apparatus which allows us to efficiently
identify joint limit points of the coupled particle system. To formulate our result we
consider a slightly more general version of the KPZ equation with a parameter λ ∈ R:

(KPZ) ∂th(t, x) = ∂2xh(t, x) + λ(∂xh(t, x))
2 + ξ(t, x).

We use the notion of the so-called Hopf-Cole solution, which uses the fact that if h
solves (KPZ) then Z := eλh solves the multiplicative noise equation given by ∂tZ =
∂2xZ + λZξ which actually turns out to be well-posed using classical methods from
[Wal86]. To make this rigorous, one formulates all of this using the Duhamel principle:

Definition 2.1 (Hopf-Cole solution). Let P (T,X) = 1√
2πT

e−X2/2T , and let ξ denote

a space-time white noise on some probability space (Ω,F ,P). Let Z0 denote some
(random) Borel measure on R. We say that a continuous space-time process h =
(h(T,X))T>0,X∈R is a solution of (KPZ) if P-almost surely, for every T > 0 and
X ∈ R, the process Z(T,X) := eλh(T,X) satisfies the identity

Z(T,X) =

∫

R

P (T,X − Y )Z0(dY ) + λ

∫ T

0

∫

R

P (T − S,X − Y )Z(S, Y )ξ(dS, dY ),

where the integral against the white noise is meant to be interpreted in the Itô-Walsh
sense [Wal86].

Next we will define the class of initial data for which our apparatus will be applicable.
This class of functions will also be used extensively in later sections of the paper.

Definition 2.2. Let α, δ ∈ (0, 1). A function f : R → R is said to be in the δ-weighted
α-Hölder space C

α
δ (R) if

sup
x∈R

|f(x)|
(1 + |x|)δ + sup

x,y∈R
|x−y|≤1

|f(x)− f(y)|
(1 + |x|)δ|x− y|α <∞.

We turn C α
δ into a Banach space by defining the norm of f to be the above quantity.

We are going to prove a result which roughly says that if we have two space-time
processes defined on the same probability space, each solving (KPZ) in law, not nec-
essarily driven by the same noise but their difference satisfies some specific nontrivial
deterministic condition, then the two noises must in fact be the same.

Theorem 2.3. Suppose we have two standard space-time white noises ξ1, ξ2 coupled
onto the same probability space. Suppose furthermore that they satisfy the following
conditions:

(1) E[(ξ1, f)(ξ2, g)] = 0 for all f, g ∈ L2(R+ × R) which have disjoint supports.
(2) For every t > 0 the spatial process h2(t, ·)−h1(t, ·) has a.s. finite p-variation for

some p < 2, where hi is a solution of ∂th
i = ∂2xh

i + λi(∂xh
i)2 + ξi, for i = 1, 2.

Here λ1, λ2 ∈ R and furthermore we assume that the initial data hi(0, ·) ∈ C α
δ

for some α, δ ∈ (0, 1).

Then ξ1 = ξ2.
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We remark that the two noises are not assumed to be jointly Gaussian. This will be
important while applying the theorem later.

Proof. Define a bilinear form I on L2(R+ × R) by I(φ, ψ) := E[(ξ1, φ)(ξ2, ψ)]. By
Cauchy-Schwarz

|I(φ, ψ)| ≤ E[(ξ1, φ)2]1/2E[(ξ2, ψ)2]1/2 = ‖φ‖2‖ψ‖2.
Thus I is bounded, so by Riesz representation theorem there exists some bounded op-
erator A : L2(R+×R) → L2(R+×R) such that I(φ, ψ) = 〈φ,Aψ〉L2(R+×R) and ‖A‖ ≤ 1.

Note that 〈φ,Aψ〉L2(R+×R) = 0 whenever φ and ψ have disjoint supports on R+ × R.
The reader may show that any operator on an L2 space (associated with a sigma finite
measure) which satisfies this property is necessarily a multiplication operator. Thus
there exists some v ∈ L∞(R+ ×R) such that Aφ = v · φ for all φ ∈ L2(R+ ×R). Note
that ‖v‖L∞(R+×R) = ‖A‖ ≤ 1.

We have shown that if φ, ψ ∈ L2(R+ × R) then

(1) E[(ξ1, φ)(ξ2, ψ)] =

∫

R+×R

φ(t, x)ψ(t, x)v(t, x)dt dx,

where |v(t, x)| ≤ 1 a.e. Note that ξ1, ξ2 have not been shown or assumed to be jointly
Gaussian. Our goal is now to show that v = 1 a.e. on R+ × R.

For i = 1, 2 we define X i(t, x) for t ≥ 0 and x ∈ R as the solution of the linear
SPDE

∂tX
i = ∂2xX

i + ξi,

with X i(0, x) = 0. Letting hi be as in the theorem statement, we can write hi(t, x) =
X i(t, x) + vi(t, x), where hi0(x) = hi(0, x) and vi is a remainder term which is locally
Holder continuous of exponent strictly greater than 1/2 in the spatial variable. For
the KPZ equation on the circle T, the existence of such a remainder term vi was
first proved as Theorem 1.10 in [Hai13] using a preliminary version of the theory of
regularity structures. We believe that the result on the full line R (which is what we
need) can also be proved using regularity structures, however it has not been done
in the literature thus far (in the introduction of [HL18], there is a discussion of the
difficulties involved with making direct sense of the full-line KPZ equation). However,
the full line result can instead be deduced from Definitions 3.2, 3.3, and Theorem 3.19
in [PR19] which uses the theory of paracontrolled products to make direct sense of the
full-line KPZ equation. The fact the notion of solution used there coincides with the
Hopf-Cole solution also follows Theorem 3.19 there. However, that theorem assumes
that the initial data lie in C α

δ (see Assumptions 3.7 and Remark 3.8 in [PR19]) which
is the only reason we have assumed such a restriction on the class of initial data in
this theorem and in later parts of this paper. This assumption can likely be relaxed,
but it does not seem to have been done in the literature thus far.

Now let Y := X2 −X1. Then

Y (t, x) =
[

h2(t, x)− h1(t, x)
]

+
[

v1(t, x)− v2(t, x)
]

.

By assumption, for each fixed t > 0, each of the two terms in the square brackets have
a.s. finite p-variation in the x variable, for some p < 2 (since the vi are spatially Holder
continuous of exponent strictly greater than 1/2). Thus, Y has a.s. finite p-variation
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in the x variable.

Define a sequence of random variables

QN(t) :=
2N
∑

k=1

(

Y (t, 2−Nk)− Y (t, 2−N(k + 1))
)2
.

Since Y is of finite p-variation in the x variable with p < 2, and since QN is ap-
proximating the quadratic variation, it follows that QN (t) → 0 almost surely as
N → ∞. We claim that E[QN (t)] → 0 as well. To prove this, it suffices to show
that supN E[QN (t)

q] < ∞ for some q > 1, as that implies uniform integrability. To
show this uniform Lq bound, note that (a− b)2 ≤ 2a2 +2b2 for all a, b, and recall that
Y = X1 −X2. Therefore

QN (t) ≤ 2

2N
∑

k=1

∑

i=1,2

(

X i(t, 2−Nk)−X i(t, 2−N(k + 1))
)2
,

so that

E[QN (t)
q] ≤ 2 · 2(N+1)(q−1)

2N
∑

k=1

∑

i=1,2

E[
∣

∣X i(t, 2−Nk)−X i(t, 2−N(k + 1))
∣

∣

2q
]

= 4 · 2(N+1)(q−1)
2N
∑

k=1

E[
∣

∣X1(t, 2−Nk)−X1(t, 2−N(k + 1))
∣

∣

2q
]

= 2Nq+q+1
E[
∣

∣X1(t, 2−N)−X1(t, 0))
∣

∣

2q
]

≤ Cq · 2Nq
E
[(

X1(t, 2−N)−X1(t, 0))
)2]q

Here the first inequality is obtained by using Hölder (or Jensen) on the double sum
from the previous expression, which allows us to bring the qth power inside the sum
at a cost of an extra factor 2(N+1)(q−1). The equality in the second line holds because
X1 and X2 have the same distribution as space-time fields, so the sum over i = 1, 2
simply doubles the expectation of the i = 1 case. The equality in the third line holds
because X1 is stationary in x (recall that it was started from zero initial data) and
thus the terms in the sum do not depend on k. In the last inequality Cq is a constant
depending on q but not N , and it holds because X1(t, 2−N)−X1(t, 0) has a centered
normal distribution, and thus satisfies the standard “reverse Jensen” bounds. With

all of this in place, we just need to show that E[
(

X1(t, 2−N) − X1(t, 0))
)2
] ≤ C2−N .

But this is standard, see for instance Section 2.3 of [Hai09] for a precise computation
which shows that E[(X1(t, x)−X1(t, y))2] ≤ C|x−y| where C is independent of t, x, y.
Thus we have shown that E[QN (t)] → 0 as N → ∞.

Recall that the goal is to show that v = 1 a.e. To do this, we will now compute E[QN (t)]
in a different manner using v. We can write Y in mild form as Yt = p∗ (ξ1−ξ2), where
∗ denotes space-time convolution and p is the standard heat kernel as always. Thus,
by using (1) we see that

(2) E[QN (t)] = 2

∫ t

0

∫

R

[ 2N
∑

k=1

(

pt−s(xk − z)− pt−s(xk+1 − z)
)2
]

(

1− v(s, z)
)

dz ds,
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where xk := k ·2−N . Now we will show that the limit of this quantity is strictly positive
for some t > 0 unless 1 − v vanishes a.e. on R+ × R. The only major difficulty is
that v has L∞ regularity at best, and the part of the integrand in the square brackets
is converging weakly as N → ∞ to a measure which is singular with respect to 2D
Lebesgue measure, so taking a limit of the above integral is somewhat tricky and will
involve using the Lebesgue differentiation theorem from measure theory. Define

α := min
t∈[1,2]
x∈[1,3]

(pt(x− 1)− pt(x+ 1)) > 0.

By using the relation pt(x) = ǫ−1pǫ−2t(ǫ
−1x), valid for all ǫ, t > 0 and x ∈ R, we see

that
min

t∈[ǫ2,2ǫ2]
x∈[ǫ,3ǫ]

(pt(x− ǫ)− pt(x+ ǫ)) = ǫ−1α, for all ǫ > 0.

Thus
(

pt(x− ǫ) − pt(x+ ǫ)
)2 ≥ α2ǫ−2

(

1[ǫ,3ǫ] + 1[−3ǫ,−ǫ])(x), for all t ∈ [ǫ2, 2ǫ2]. Taking

ǫ = 2−N−1, we see that

(3)

2N
∑

k=1

(

pt−s(xk − z)− pt−s(xk+1 − z)
)2 ≥ 4N+1α2,

whenever s ∈ [t− 2 · 4−N−1, t− 4−N−1] and z ∈ [0, 1]. Here xk = 2−Nk as always.

For t ≥ 0 define u(t) :=
∫ 1

0

∫ t

0
(1 − v(s, z))dsdz. By combining (2) and (3), we see

that
E[QN (t)] ≥ 4N+1α2

(

u(t− 4−N−1)− u(t− 2 · 4−N−1)
)

.

By the Lebesgue differentiation theorem for nicely shrinking sets (see Theorem 3.21
in [Fol]), there exists a measure zero zet S ⊂ [0,∞) such that for t /∈ S, the right

side of the last expression converges as N → ∞ to α2u′(t) = α2
∫ 1

0
(1 − v(t, z))dz.

But we know that E[QN (t)] → 0 for every t, so we have shown that u′(t) = 0 for all
t /∈ S. Thus u(t) = u(0) = 0. Since v ≤ 1, this implies that v(s, z) = 1 for a.e.
(s, z) ∈ [0,∞)× [0, 1]. Of course, there is nothing special about the interval [0, 1] here.
By changing the definition of QN(t) so that the sum ranges over all k from ⌊2Na⌋ to
⌊2Nb⌋, we can obtain the same result on [0,∞)× [a, b] for any real numbers a < b.

We conclude that v = 1 a.e. Thus by (1) we see that E[(ξ1 − ξ2, φ)2] = 0 for all
φ ∈ L2(R+ × R), and thus ξ1 = ξ2. �

Recall that a cylindrical Wiener process is a family of Brownian motions WT (f),
indexed by f ∈ L2(R), defined on the same probability space, and satisfying

E[WT (f)WS(g)] = (S ∧ T )〈f, g〉L2(R).

for all f, g ∈ L2. Any space-time white noise ξ defines a cylindrical Wiener process
W , and vice versa, so the two may be viewed as equivalent objects [Hai09].

Corollary 2.4. Suppose we have two standard cylindrical Wiener processes W 1,W 2

coupled onto the same probability space. Suppose furthermore that they satisfy the
following conditions:

(1) E[W 1
T (f)W

2
T (g)] = 0 for all T ≥ 0 and all f, g ∈ L2(R) which have disjoint

supports.
(2) For f, g ∈ L2(R), the processes (W 1

T (f))T≥0 and (W 2
T (g))T≥0 are both martin-

gales with respect to their joint filtration.
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(3) For every t > 0 the spatial process h2(t, ·)− h1(t, ·) has a.s. finite p-variation
for some p < 2, where hi is a solution of ∂th

i = ∂2xh
i + F i(∂xh

i) + dW i. Here
F 1, F 2 are admissible nonlinearities as mentioned above.

Then W 1 =W 2.

Proof. Define ξ1, ξ2 to be the random elements of S ′(R+ × R) such that

(ξi, φ) :=

∫ ∞

0

〈φ(T, ·), dW i
T 〉L2(R); for all φ ∈ S(R+ × R).

Note that E[(ξi, φ)2] = ‖φ‖2L2(R+×R) so the ξi are space-time white noises and we can

stochastically extend the definition of (ξi, φ) to all φ ∈ L2(R+ × R).

Let f, g ∈ L2(R). Since W 1(f) and W 2(g) are martingales in their joint filtration
we see that

E
[(

W 1
T (f)−W 1

S(f)
)(

W 2
T (g)−W 2

S(g)
)]

= E[W 1
T (f)W

2
T (g)]− E[W 1

S(f)W
2
S(g)],

which equals zero whenever f, g have disjoint supports. From this it follows (using
approximation by elementary integrands) that E[(ξ1, φ)(ξ2, ψ)] = 0 whenever φ and ψ
have disjoint supports on R+ × R. Thus the conditions of Theorem 2.3 are satisfied,
so ξ1 = ξ2, i.e., W 1 = W 2. �

3. Proof of the main theorem

We will now derive some consequences of Theorem 2.3 in the context of interacting
particle systems. In particular we will prove Theorem 1.1 in the case of [BG97] and
[CST18]. Although our results are for WASEP, they can be extended quite easily to
some other systems, so we describe in some generality a class of particle systems that
we use.

3.1. The basic coupling, height functions, and notation. Although we consider
ASEP for most of the paper, we would like to describe some extensions to more com-
plicated models in later subsections. Thus we give a slightly more general description
of the types of processes that are covered by our result.

In order to describe our result in full generality, fix J ∈ N and consider a func-
tion b : {−1, 1} × {0, ..., J}2 → [0, 1]. We consider Feller processes on the state space
S := {0, ..., J}Z which are described by the following dynamics. Each ordered pair
(x, x+1) and (x, x− 1) has a Poisson clock of rate 1. Every time the clock associated
to (x, y) rings, one particle jumps from x to y with probability b(y−x, η(x), η(y)) and
stays there with probability 1− b(y − x, η(x), η(y)). However, the jump is suppressed
if there is no particle at x, or if there are already J particles at y (equivalently we can
just impose that b(i, 0, ·) = 0 = b(i, ·, J) for all i = −1, 1). The pre-generator of such
a process acts on local functions f by the formula

(4) Lf(η) =
∑

x,y∈Z:|x−y|=1

b(y − x, η(x), η(y))
(

f(η + ey − ex)− f(η)
)

,

where ex(z) = 1{x=z}, and f : S → R is some local function. This process is called
a nearest-neighbor generalized-misanthrope process if b is increasing in the η(x) vari-
able and decreasing in the η(y) variable. Examples include ASEP and more generally
ASEP(q, j) as considered in [CST18]. See Subsection 3.5 for more on the latter.
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For nearest-neighbor generalized misanthrope processes there is a natural way to run
the dynamics associated to several initial data coupled together. This is usually called
the basic coupling. Specifically for x ∈ Z we associate to each directed bond (x, x+1)
and (x, x + 1) Poisson clocks of rate one, as well as iid uniform random variables
{Ui(x, x+1)}i≥1 and {Ui(x+1, x)}i≥1 which are independent of the Poisson clocks on
that bond. Whenever the ith Poisson clock associated to (x, x + 1) rings, a particle
jumps from x to x + 1 only when b(1, η(x), η(x + 1)) < Ui(x, x + 1), and similarly
for (x, x− 1) with b(−1, η(x), η(x− 1)) and Ui(x, x− 1). In this way, we can define a
Markov process on the product S × S of the individual state spaces which describes
the evolution of two particle systems coupled so that each marginal onto S is a Feller
process with generator L given above, and moreover (by the monotonicity properties
of b) the two individual particle systems stay dominated for all time if they start dom-
inated (see (A) below). When J = 1 there is a straightforward way to describe the
coupling without any uniform variables, instead using Poisson clocks of different rates
on each bond. For the seminal work on coupled processes, see e.g. [Lig76, Har72].
Our description of the basic coupling is in the spirit of [Har72], while [Lig76] instead
chooses to explicitly write the generator for the entire coupled system on the product
space.

If (ηt(x))t≥0 is a generalized misanthrope process on the state space {0, ..., J} then
we define the height function

ht(x) :=

{

ht(0) +
∑x

k=0(2ηt(k)− J), x ≥ 0,

ht(0) +
∑−x

k=0(2ηt(−k)− J), x < 0,
,

where ht(0) equals twice the current through the origin up to time t, i.e., twice the
number of particles which have moved from the site x = 0 to the site x = 1 minus
twice the number of particles which have moved from the site x = 1 to the site x = 0
up to time t.

The height functions associated to nearest-neighbor misanthrope processes have two
useful properties. The dynamics preserve their ordering as well as the ordering of their
spatial derivative:

h1t (x) ≤ h2t (x) for all t ≥ 0, x ≥ 0 if h10(x) ≤ h20(x) for all x ≥ 0,(M)

η1t (x) ≤ η2t (x) for all t ≥ 0, x ≥ 0 if η10(x) ≤ η20(x) for all x ≥ 0.(A)

Property (M) is usually called monotonicity of the particle system, whereas property
(A) is usually called attractivity of the system. Both properties are easily proved by
considering the action of a single jump excitation in the joint system. In terms of the
SPDE limits, (M) says that the limiting height functions h1 and h2 are coupled so that
h1 ≤ h2 if h1(0, ·) ≤ h2(0, ·), and (A) says that h2(t, ·) − h1(t, ·) is a nondecreasing
function for every t > 0 if it is nondecreasing for t = 0.

Let us now establish some notation. A function h : Z → Z is called viable if
there is a particle system associated to it, in other words if ht(x + 1) − ht(x) ∈
{−J,−J+2, ..., J−2, J} for all x. Likewise a function from R → R will be called viable
if its restriction to Z is viable and if its value at non-integers is linearly interpolated
from the two nearest integer values. An obvious but important property used below
is that the class of admissible height functions is closed under the operations max and
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min.

Given some collection h1, ..., hn : R+ × Z → R of time-evolving height profiles, we
will often define “rescaled and renormalized” versions of them which converge in law
to the solution of the KPZ equation. In all of these cases what we will mean is that
there exist some constants aǫ, bǫ such that

(5) hi,ǫ(t, x) := aǫh
i(ǫ−2t, ǫ−1x) + bǫt

converges in law to the solution of (KPZ).

Whenever we have an evolving height function h(t, x) in our model, we will denote
by hǫ its rescaled and renormalized version converging to KPZ. Thus hǫ is a random
function from R+ × ǫZ → R that depends on ǫ in three different ways: through the
initial data which is generally changing with ǫ, through the parameters of the model
which are being weakly scaled as p = 1

2
+ 1

2

√
ǫ and q = 1

2
− 1

2

√
ǫ (this will be ex-

plained below), and through the renormalization constants and diffusive scaling as in
(5). Often we will have several height functions h1, h2, ..., hn which are coupled via
the same dynamics, we will denote their rescaled versions as h1,ǫ, h2,ǫ, ..., hn,ǫ. We will
use the capital letters (H1, H2, ..., Hn) to denote the joint continuum limits of the
rescaled fields (h1,ǫ, h2,ǫ, ..., hn,ǫ). Thus the H i are random continuous functions from
R+ × R → R which are defined on the same probability space as each other. We will
always use the subscript 0 to denote the initial data both in the prelimit and the limit,
i.e., H i

0 = H i(0, ·), hi,ǫ0 = hi,ǫ(0, ·), and so on.

Often we will have some initial data h1,ǫ0 , h2,ǫ0 , ..., hk,ǫ0 and from these we will build

more initial data hk+1,ǫ
0 , ..., hk+n,ǫ

0 . We will always denote by hi,ǫ (i.e., without the zero
subscript) to denote the evolution of the coupled the process started from hi,ǫ0 . In other
words, the dynamics of the newly constructed hi,ǫ are always implicitly assumed to
be driven by the same realization of the Poissonian clocks (and uniform variables, if
J > 1) as those of the original hi,ǫ.

Whenever we refer to “convergence” of (hi,ǫ0 )ki=1 to (H i
0)

k
i=1, we mean convergence in

C(R)k, where C(R) is the space of continuous functions on R equipped with the the
topology of uniform convergence on compacts, which is completely metrizable via the
same metric

d(f, g) :=
∑

n≥1

2−n max
{

1, sup
x∈[−n,n]

|f(x)− g(x)|
}

.

Sometimes we use the stronger topology of C α
δ (R) from Definition 2.2 and we specify

whenever we do this. When we refer to the convergence of the entire height profile hi,ǫ

to H i, we mean in the Skorohod space D([0, T ], C(R)k) for every T > 0.

3.2. The convergence result of Bertini-Giaomin. Throughout Subsections 3.2,
3.2, and 3.4 we consider ASEP, which corresponds in (4) to the choices J = 1,
b(1, 1, 0) = p, and b(−1, 1, 0) = q where p, q ≥ 0. In our ǫ-dependent model be-
low, p will be scaled as 1

2
+ 1

2
ǫ1/2 while q will be scales as 1

2
− 1

2
ǫ1/2.

The main result of [BG97] can be formulated as follows. We would like to empha-
size once again that the height functions considered in the theorem below depend on
ǫ in three different ways: through the initial data which is generally changing with ǫ,
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through the parameters of the model which are being weakly scaled as p = 1
2
+ 1

2
ǫ1/2

and q = 1
2
− 1

2
ǫ1/2, and through the renormalization constants and diffusive scaling as

in (5).

Theorem 3.1 (Theorem 2.3 of [BG97]). Let hǫ0 be a deterministic sequence of initial
data such that ǫ1/2hǫ0(ǫ

−1x) converges in C α
δ to some H0, where 0 < α < 1/2 and

0 < δ < 1. Let hǫ denote the rescaled and renormalized height function as in (5),
with aǫ = ǫ1/2 and bǫ = 1

2
ǫ−1 + 1

24
. Then hǫ converges in law to the Hopf-Cole solu-

tion of (KPZ). The initial data of the limiting object is given by the limit in C
α
δ of

ǫ1/2hǫ0(ǫ
−1x). The convergence is obtained with respect to the topology of the Skorohod

space D([0, T ], C(R)), for all T > 0.

Let us remark that convergence in C
α
δ is slightly different than the actual assumption

on the initial data given in [BG97]. Specifically, in Definition 2.2 of [BG97], the
authors considered possibly random initial data which are “near stationarity” in the
sense that if Zǫ

0 := exp(hǫ0) then one has the moment bounds ‖Zǫ
0(x)‖p ≤ Ceax and

‖Zǫ
0(x)− Zǫ

0(y)‖p ≤ C|x− y|1/2ea(|x|+|y|), uniformly in x, y, ǫ. Here p is some exponent
larger than 10 and ‖A‖p := E[|A|p]1/p. The substance of their proof is unchanged when
the exponent 1/2 in the second bound is changed to arbitrary α ∈ (1/p, 1/2). For
technical reasons we will find it convenient to work with deterministic initial data
which converge in C α

δ , which clearly satisfy these bounds. In fact even functions of
linear growth would satisfy these bounds, so our assumption of sublinear growth and
deterministic data is actually substantially more restrictive. We will randomize the
assumptions on our initial data in Subsection 3.4.

3.3. Main result: joint convergence for ASEP. Our goal is to extend Theorem
3.1 so that one may consider the limiting height field started from any finite collection
of (sequences of) initial data (hi,ǫ0 )ki=1 whose dynamics are jointly run according to the
basic coupling. The goal is to obtain convergence in D([0, T ], C(R)k). We are going to
do this in a manner which is essentially orthogonal to proof of the original convergence
result of [BG97], by exploiting Theorem 2.3 and (M) and (A).

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that we have two deterministic sequences of initial data h1,ǫ0

and h2,ǫ0 which both converge in C α
δ to the same initial data. For any joint limit point

(H1, H2) of the basically coupled space-time processes, we have H1(t, x) = H2(t, x) for
all t, x a.s.

Proof. One readily checks that if two height functions are viable, then so are their max-
imum and minimum. We thus define h3,ǫ0 := max{h1,ǫ0 , h

2,ǫ
0 } and h4,ǫ0 := min{h1,ǫ0 , h

2,ǫ
0 }.

It is clear that h3,ǫ0 and h4,ǫ0 both converge in C α
δ to the same initial data as h1,ǫ0 and

h2,ǫ0 . By (M) is also clear that h4,ǫ(t, x) ≤ hi,ǫ(t, x) ≤ h3,ǫ(t, x) for i = 1, 2 and all t, x, ǫ.

Letting (H1, H2, H3, H4) denote a joint limit point of all four processes, we see that
it must satisfy H4 ≤ H i ≤ H3 for i = 1, 2. It is also true that H1

0 = H2
0 = H3

0 = H4
0

because h1,ǫ0 and h2,ǫ0 converge in C
α
δ to the same function and hence so do their max

and min. The KPZ equation satisfies uniqueness in law, thus two solutions started
from the same initial data have the same expectation, i.e., E[H4(t, x)] = E[H3(t, x)].

Since H4(t, x) ≤ H3(t, x) and E[H4(t, x)] = E[H3(t, x)], we conclude that H4 = H3

a.s. Since H1, H2 are nested in between H3 and H4, we conclude that H1 = H2. �
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The next lemma will be the key behind all subsequent results. It proves the main
result in the very special case that the two initial data are ordered as in (A), and it
will be proved using the results of Section 2.

Lemma 3.3. If h1,ǫ0 and h2,ǫ0 which are both deterministic, their difference is nonde-
creasing for every ǫ, and they converge weakly to initial data H1

0 and H2
0 , then h

1,ǫ and
h2,ǫ converge jointly to the solution of the KPZ equation driven by the same noise.

Proof. Note by (A) that the dynamic of the particle system preserves the condition
that the difference of height functions is nondecreasing. Thus if h2,ǫ0 − h1,ǫ0 is nonde-
creasing, then we know that h2,ǫ(t, ·) − h1,ǫ(t, ·) is a.s. nondecreasing for every t. In
particular, if (H1, H2) is a joint limit point of (h1,ǫ, h2,ǫ), then H2(t, ·) − H1(t, ·) is
nondecreasing (and in particular, of finite variation) for every t. Thus condition (3)
of Corollary 2.4 is satisfied.

Now we just need to make sure that the conditions (1) and (2) of Corollary 2.4 is
satisfied. For this we need to look into the precise details of how exactly Bertini and
Giacomin proved their result. They first noted that of one defines

Z i,ǫ
t (x) := exp

(

ǫ1/2hi,ǫ(t, x)− (
1

2
ǫ−1 − 1

24
)t
)

,

then the Z i,ǫ solve a discrete parabolic martingale-driven SPDE:

(6) dZt(x) = (1 + 2ǫ1/2)1/2∆Z i,ǫ(x)dt+ dM i,ǫ
t (x),

where ∆f(x) := 1
2
(f(x + 1) + f(x − 1) − 2f(x)), and M i,ǫ(x) are jump martingales

with the property that

(7) 〈M i,ǫ(x),M j,ǫ(y)〉t = 0 if x 6= y

for all i, j = 1, 2. See equation (3.13) in [BG97].

Bertini and Giacomin then proceed to show that, for smooth functions φ ∈ C∞
c (R), if

one defines the martingale M i,ǫ
t (φ) := ǫ

∑

x∈Z φ(ǫx)M
i,ǫ
t (x), then any limit point (joint

over all φ ∈ C∞
c and all i = 1, 2) of M i,ǫ

t (φ) as ǫ → 0 is a continuous martingale
M i

t (φ). In the language of [Wal86], the collection of martingales M i
t (φ), as φ ranges

over all smooth functions, form an orthogonal martingale measure, in the sense that
〈M i

t (φ),M
j
t (ψ)〉 = 0 whenever φ, ψ have disjoint supports and i, j = 1, 2 (this is clear

because the corresponding statement is true even in the prelimit, by the property that
〈M i,ǫ(x),M j,ǫ(y)〉t = 0 if x 6= y and i, j = 1, 2).

Now consider any joint limit point (H1, H2) of (h1,ǫ, h2,ǫ). Let Z1 := eH
1

and Z2 := eH
2

.
Bertini and Giacomin show using (6) that the Z i must satisfy the relation

(Z i
t , φ)L2(R) −

∫ t

0

(Z i
s, φ

′′)L2(R)ds =M i
t (φ).

Using the language of [KS88] and [Wal86], Bertini and Giacomin then use this to show
that for each i = 1, 2 one can construct the driving noise W i of Z i as an Ito-Walsh
stochastic integral against M i. By the properties of Ito-Walsh stochastic integrals, it
then automatically follows that 〈W i(φ),W j(ψ)〉 = 0 for i, j = 1, 2 and φ, ψ of disjoint
supports. Indeed, thus is is because the corresponding property is true for M i and
because W i is a stochastic integral against M i. Thus the conditions of Corollary 2.4
are satisfied and so H1 = H2. �
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Remark 3.4. Note that the results of the previous two lemmas generalize fairly straight-
forwardly to the case where we have k > 2 distinct initial data converging in C α

δ (R)
k.

Indeed, if (H1, ..., Hk) is a joint limit point of the height functions and if any subpair
(H i, Hj) is driven by the same noise, then they are all driven by the same noise. Here
we are implicitly using the fact that the driving noise can be deterministically recovered
from any solution-in-law of the KPZ equation, which is a nontrivial fact that can be
deduced by combining the orthomartingale theory of [Wal86] with the Hopf-Cole trans-
form and a positivity result of [Mue91]. Alternatively this fact can also be deduced
more directly from the pathwise theories developed by [Hai13, PR19]. Alternatively,
even without using any of those aforementioned results, one can recognize that our
proof strategy in both lemmas was done in such a way that the proofs generalize di-
rectly to several initial data. Indeed, in the proof of Lemma 3.2 one can consider the
max and min of k distinct initial profiles, and these are still viable and convergent to
the same limit in C α

δ . In the proof of Lemma 3.3, it is clear that one can keep track of
both the noises as well as the height functions in the limit. Likewise, subsequent results
such as Proposition 3.6, Theorem 3.7, and Theorem 3.8 also generalize to more than
two initial profiles, either by using the nontrivial fact mentioned earlier or by working
through the logic in the proofs directly.

Now that we have proved the main result in the special case when the two initial data
are ordered deterministically at the level of the particle system, the next step will be
to prove the claim for two initial data which are smooth or at least differentiable in
some strong enough sense. Then we can dominate both of the initial data by some
third initial data whose derivative is larger than both of the individual initial data,
and then apply Lemma 3.3 to conclude that the noises for all three are the same. This
will be done in Proposition 3.6 below, but first we need a lemma.

We henceforth define Vǫ to be all functions of the form ǫ1/2f(ǫ−1x) where f is a viable
height function as defined in Subsection 3.1. We also let C 1

δ to be the set of all continu-
ously differentiable functions on R such that supx∈R(1+ |x|)−δ(|f ′(x)|+

∫ x

0
|f ′(u)|du) <

∞. It is clear that C 1
δ is a Banach space if we define its norm to be |f(0)| plus that

quantity1 and that it embeds compactly into C α
δ′ whenever α < 1 and δ′ > δ. More

generally we will often use the fact that if 0 < α1 < α2 ≤ 1 and 1 > δ1 > δ2 > 0
then C

α2

δ2
embeds compactly into C

α1

δ1
. This follows from Arzela-Ascoli together with

the interpolation properties of Hölder seminorms, see e.g. Lemma 24.14 of [Dri] for
the elementary proof, or [Mey90] for a more general theory on Hölder spaces and their
embeddings via Littlewood-Paley theory (Section 2 of [PR19] also has a nice discussion
of the latter). We now give an approximation algorithm Aǫ for smooth functions by
rescaled viable functions, and moreover the algorithm preserves the property that the
difference of two functions is nondecreasing.

Lemma 3.5. Fix α ∈ (0, 1/4) and δ < δ′ ∈ (0, 1). Then there exists a family of maps
Aǫ : C 1

δ → C α
δ ∩ Vǫ with the following properties:

• For all f ∈ C 1
δ , we have that Aǫ(f) → f in C α

δ′ as ǫ→ 0.
• Aǫ(g)−Aǫ(f) is nondecreasing whenever g − f is nondecreasing.

Proof. We will construct Aǫ(f) on ǫZ. The values in between are understood to be
linearly interpolated.

1This is not a standard definition of C
1

δ
, we have only defined it in this way for convenience of the

arguments given later. Strictly speaking, we should really call this space BVδ or something similar
due to the defining condition that the variation is bounded by C|x|δ .
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Note that (1 + |x|)−δ′(|f(x)| + |f ′(x)|) can be viewed as a continuous function on
the closed interval [−∞,∞], which vanishes at the endpoints −∞ and ∞. Sup-
pose (1 + |x|)−δ′(|f(x)| + |f ′(x)|) < 2ǫ1/2 on [−∞,−M ] ∪ [M,∞] where implicitly
M =Mǫ ≥ 1. We define Aǫ(f) on (−∞,−M ] to just oscillate between the two values
in ǫ1/2Z which are closest to f(−M).

Next we define Aǫ(f) on the interval [−M,M ]. Break [−M,M ] into ⌊ǫ−1/4⌋ equally
sized intervals of length 2M/⌊ǫ−1/4⌋. On each of those intervals I, let xǫI := min I ∩ ǫZ.
For x ∈ ǫZ such that xI ≤ x ≤ max{xI + |f ′(xI)|ǫ3/4,max I ∩ ǫZ} we define f induc-
tively by the formula Aǫf(x + ǫ) − Aǫf(x) := sign(f ′(xI))ǫ

1/2. For x ∈ ǫZ such that
xI+ |f ′(xI)|ǫ3/4 ≤ x ≤ max I∩ǫZ we simply define Aǫf(x+ǫ)−Aǫf(x) := ǫ1/2(−1)x/ǫ.

Finally, define Aǫ(f) on [M,∞) by the formula Aǫ(f)(x+ǫ)−Aǫ(f)(x) := ǫ1/2(−1)x/ǫ.

From our construction it is clear that Aǫ(g)−Aǫ(f) is nondecreasing whenever g − f
is nondecreasing. This is because the latter is equivalent to g′ ≥ f ′.

Note that for all x ∈ [−M,M ], the quantity Aǫ(f)(x) is always within O(ǫ1/4) of
f(−M) + ǫ1/4

∑

I:sup I<x f
′(xI), which is a Riemann sum approximation to f(−M) +

∫ x

−M
f ′(t)dt. Consequently Aǫ(f) converges pointwise to f as ǫ→ 0.

Next we prove that there exists C > 0 independent of x, y, ǫ (but in general de-
pendent on f) such that |Aǫf(x)−Aǫf(y)| ≤ C|x|δ|x− y|1/4 whenever |y−x| ≤ 1 and
x ∈ R. This is enough to prove relative precompactness of {Aǫ(f)}ǫ∈(0,1] inside of C α

δ′

(because α < 1/2 and δ′ > δ), which would finish the proof. To prove this inequality,
we first consider the case where x, y ∈ [−M,M ] and 1 ≥ |x − y| > ǫ3/4. In this case,
note that Aǫf(x)−Aǫf(y) is always within ‖f ′‖L∞([y,x])ǫ

1/4 of ǫ1/4
∑

I:y<sup I<x f
′(xI).

Now the number of intervals I in the approximation scheme such that such that
y < sup I < x is bounded above by ǫ−1/4/2M ≤ ǫ−1/4. Consequently we find that
|Aǫf(x) − Aǫf(y)| ≤ 2ǫ1/4‖f ′‖L∞([y,x]). Now since f ∈ C 1

δ and |y − x| ≤ 1 we find

that ‖f ′‖L∞[y,x] ≤ ‖f‖C 1
δ
|x|δ, proving the claim in this case since ǫ1/4 can be bounded

above by |x−y|1/3 (recall we assumed |x−y| > ǫ3/4). Next we consider the case where
ǫ < |x− y| ≤ ǫ3/4. Then we can use the naive bound

|Aǫf(x)−Aǫf(y)| ≤ ǫ1/2 +
∑

u∈ǫZ∩[x,y]
|Aǫf(u+ ǫ)−Aǫf(u)|

≤ ǫ1/2 + ǫ−1/2|x− y|
≤ ǫ1/2 + ǫ1/4 ≤ 2|x− y|1/4.

Finally, we consider the case where |x − y| < ǫ. In this case it is clear that since the
global Lipchitz constant of Aǫ(f) never exceeds ǫ−1/2 that one has

|Aǫ(f)(x)−Aǫ(f)(y)| ≤ ǫ−1/2|x− y| ≤ ǫ−1/2ǫ1/2|x− y|1/2 = |x− y|1/2.
�

Proposition 3.6. Suppose that we have two viable deterministic sequences of initial
data such that their re-scaled versions h1,ǫ0 and h2,ǫ0 converge in C

α
δ to functions H1

0

and H2
0 respectively, where 0 < α < 1/2 and 0 < δ < 1. Assume that H1

0 , H
2
0 ∈ C 1

δ .
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Then for any joint limit point (H1, H2) of (h1,ǫ, h2,ǫ), H1 and H2 are solutions of the
KPZ equation driven by the same noise.

Proof. Choose some probability space (Ω,F ,P) on which one may define, for each
ǫ ∈ (0, 1], a system of i.i.d. Poisson clocks of rate p = 1

2
+ 1

2

√
ǫ and rate q = 1

2
− 1

2

√
ǫ

associated to each bond {x, x + 1} with x ∈ Z. For different values of ǫ these can be
coupled in an arbitrary manner; ultimately it is irrelevant.

Define H3
0 (x) :=

∫ x

0
max{∂xH1

0 (u), ∂xH
2
0 (u)}du, so that H3

0 − H1
0 and H3

0 − H2
0 are

both nondecreasing functions. Note that H3
0 also lies in C 1

δ .

Next, use the algorithm in Lemma 3.5 to construct viable height functions hi,ǫ0 for
3 ≤ i ≤ 5 in such a way that

• ǫ1/2h3,ǫ0 (ǫ−1x) converges in C
α′

δ′ to H3(x) for some δ′ > δ and α′ < α.
• ǫ1/2h4,ǫ0 (ǫ−1x) converges in C α′

δ′ to H1(x) for some δ′ > δ and α′ < α.

• ǫ1/2h5,ǫ0 (ǫ−1x) converges in C α′

δ′ to H2(x) for some δ′ > δ and α′ < α.

• h3,ǫ0 − hi,ǫ0 are nondecreasing in x for i = 4, 5 and all ǫ.

On the same probability space, let h1,ǫ and h2,ǫ be the (time-evolving) height profiles
started from initial data h1,ǫ0 and h2,ǫ0 (respectively) and whose dynamics are governed
by the Poisson clocks described above. Then let h3,ǫ, h4,ǫ and h5,ǫ be the height func-
tions associated with initial data h3,ǫ0 , h

4,ǫ
0 , h5,ǫ0 , respectively.

Let (H1, H2, H3, H4, H5) be a joint limit point of (h1,ǫ, h2,ǫ, h3,ǫ, h4,ǫ, h5,ǫ), which is not
necessarily defined on the same probability space as above. Then let (ξ1, ξ2, ξ3, ξ4, ξ5)
denote the respective driving noises. By Lemma 3.2 we know that H4 = H1 and
H5 = H2, therefore ξ4 = ξ1 and ξ5 = ξ2 (for instance by Theorem 2.3). But since

h3,ǫ0 − hi,ǫ0 are nondecreasing in x for i ∈ {4, 5}, Lemma 3.3 implies that ξ4 = ξ3 and
ξ5 = ξ3. So all noises are equal, and in particular ξ1 = ξ2. �

We are now ready to state and prove the main result for two arbitrary initial data
which converge in C α

δ . The idea will be to nest the two initial data between smooth
initial data satisfying the hypotheses of Proposition 3.6, and then take advantage
of the monotonicity (M). Recall our notation that the subscript “0” in H i

0 denotes
the (deterministic) initial data of the height profile, while H i without the subscript
denotes the entire space-time profile viewed as a random variable in some Skorohod
space D([0,∞), C(R)).

Theorem 3.7. Let η1,ǫt and η2,ǫt be sequences (indexed by ǫ ∈ (0, 1]) of exclusion
processes with generator (4) on {0, 1}Z with b(−1, 1, 0) = 1

2
+ 1

2

√
ǫ and b(1, 1, 0) =

1
2
− 1

2

√
ǫ. Assume that the dynamics are run via the basic coupling as described above

in Subsection 3.1. Let h1,ǫ, h2,ǫ denote the rescaled height functions as in (5). Suppose
that the deterministic sequences of initial data h1,ǫ0 , h2,ǫ0 converge in C α

δ as ǫ → 0 to
H1

0 , H
2
0 respectively, where 0 < α < 1/2 and 0 < δ < 1. Then one has joint convergence

in law as ǫ → 0 of the entire time-evloving height profile (h1,ǫ, h2,ǫ) to (H1, H2) where
H1, H2 both solve the KPZ equation with the same noise and with initial data H1

0 , H
2
0 ,

resp. The convergence holds with respect to the topology of D([0, T ], C(R)2).

Proof. Choose some probability space (Ω,F ,P) on which one may define, for each
ǫ ∈ (0, 1], a system of i.i.d. Poisson clocks of rate p = 1

2
+ 1

2

√
ǫ and rate q = 1

2
− 1

2

√
ǫ

associated to each bond {x, x + 1} with x ∈ Z. For different values of ǫ these can be
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coupled in an arbitrary manner; ultimately it is irrelevant.

Choose arbitrary sequences of smooth approximating height functions aN0 , b
N
0 , c

N
0 , d

N
0 ,

for N ∈ N, satisfying the following five properties:

• aN0 , b
N
0 , c

N
0 , d

N
0 ∈ C 1

δ′ for some δ′ > δ.
• bN0 ≤ H1

0 ≤ aN0 .
• dN0 ≤ H2

0 ≤ cN0 .
• aN0 , b

N
0 converge in C α′

δ′ to H1
0 for some α′ < α and δ′ as above.

• cN0 , d
N
0 converge in C α′

δ′ to H2
0 with α′, δ′ as above.

The existence of such sequences is straightforward. Indeed, one can even choose (α′, δ′)
arbitrarily from (0, α)× (δ, 1) and then take aN0 and cN0 to coincide with |x|(δ+δ′)/2 in
some neighborhood of ±∞ and similarly one can choose bN0 and dN0 to coincide with
−|x|(δ+δ′)/2 in some neighborhood in ±∞ (this neighborhood will obviously depend on
N though).

Now use Lemma 3.5 to define viable height functions aN,ǫ
0 , bN,ǫ

0 , cN,ǫ
0 , dN,ǫ

0 which are
jointly admissible and converge under the appropriate scaling to aN0 , b

N
0 , c

N
0 , d

N
0 , respec-

tively. Let (h1,ǫt , h2,ǫt , a
N,ǫ
t , bN,ǫ

t , cN,ǫ
t , dN,ǫ

t )t≥0 denote the (time-evolving) height profiles

associated with initial data (h1,ǫ0 , h2,ǫ0 , a
N,ǫ
0 , bN,ǫ

0 , cN,ǫ
0 , dN,ǫ

0 ), respectively. The dynamics
for each of these objects are run according to the Poisson clocks described above.

Let (H1, H2, aN , bN , cN , dN) denote a joint limit point of all of these objects (as ǫ → 0),
which is not necessarily defined on the same probability space. By Proposition 3.6, all
of aN , bN , cN , dN solve the KPZ equation with the same realization of the noise ξ (we
are using Remark 3.4 here).

Recall by construction, aN0 and bN0 converge in C
α′

δ′ to H1
0 as N → ∞, and more-

over bN0 ≤ H1
0 ≤ aN0 . Note that for a fixed realization of ξ, the solution of the KPZ

equation is continuous as a function of the initial data, viewed as a function from
C α′

δ′ (R) → C(R+ × R). This can be proved directly from Definition 2.1 by exploiting
Mueller’s positivity result [Mue91], and it can also be proved more directly by using
more modern techniques such as [Hai13, PR19]. Thus, bN − aN converges uniformly
to 0 on compact sets of R+ × R, and moreover by (M) it is true that bN ≤ H1 ≤ aN .
Thus aN , bN both converge uniformly as N → ∞ to H1 on compact subsets of R+×R,
and on the other hand they also converge to the solution of the KPZ equation driven
by the common noise of the ai, bi and initial data H1

0 . Thus, we conclude that H1 is
driven by the same noise as the ai, bi.

A completely analogous argument will show that H2 is driven by the same noise
as the ci, di, completing the proof. �

One can ask why, in the above proof, one could not have defined simpler approxima-
tions H i ∗ φδ and then just used the fact the the KPZ equation is continuous as a
function of the initial data on C α′

δ′ (R), and used Proposition 3.6 without relying on
(M). The problem with this idea is that it would be circular: we do not know be-
forehand that the joint limit points all solve the KPZ equation with the same noise:
therefore we do not know that they are continuous as a function of the initial data.
Hence some kind of monotonicity property must be leveraged.
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3.4. Random initial conditions near stationarity. In the above theorem we as-
sumed that h1,ǫ0 and h2,ǫ0 were deterministic and converged with respect to the topology
of C α

δ (R) for some 0 < α < 1/2 and some 0 < δ < 1. In this subsection we relax these
conditions slightly to allow for random sequences of pairs of initial data that may only
converge in distribution and satisfy some pth moment bounds that are generally easy
to check in practice. The prototypical examples to keep in mind for this subsection are
the height function pairs generated by iid Bernoulli configurations. These two product
Bernoulli configurations may be independent or correlated by some parameter; it does
not matter so long as the finite-dimensional marginals for the pair of height functions
converge jointly in law.

We denote by ‖X‖p := E[|X|p]1/p for a random variable X defined on some prob-
ability space.

Theorem 3.8. The conclusion of Theorem 3.7 still holds for random initial data
(h1,ǫ0 , h2,ǫ0 ) so long as this pair converges jointly in the sense of finite dimensional
distributions to (H1

0 , H
2
0 ) and there exist α ∈ (0, 1/2],δ ∈ (0, 1), C > 0, and p >

max{α−1, (1− δ)−1} such that for all ǫ ∈ (0, 1] the pair satisfies the moment bounds

‖hi,ǫ0 (x)‖p ≤ C(1 + |x|)δ for all x ∈ R

‖hi,ǫ0 (x)− hi,ǫ0 (y)‖p ≤ C(1 + |x|)δ|x− y|α whenever |x− y| ≤ 1.

The proof is immediately obtained by combining the results of Lemmas 3.9 and 3.10
given just below. Note that the rescaled height functions associated to iid Bernoulli
configurations satisfy these bounds with α = δ = 1/2 (in fact, one does not even need
the extra factor of (1 + |x|)δ in the second bound).

Lemma 3.9. The conclusion of Theorem 3.7 still holds for random initial data (h1,ǫ0 , h2,ǫ0 )
so long as this pair converges in law to (H1

0 , H
2
0 ) with respect to the topology of C α

δ ×C α
δ

for some α ∈ (0, 1/2) and δ ∈ (0, 1).

Proof. Recall Vǫ which is the set of all functions of the form ǫ1/2h(ǫ−1x) where h is a
viable height function. Fix T > 0 and let M denote the set of all probability measures
on D([0, T ], C(R)2). Define Qǫ : (V ǫ ∩C α

δ )
2 → M by sending a rescaled pair of viable

height functions (h10, h
2
0) to the law of the (entire time evolution of the) basically cou-

pled ASEP height process started from (h10, h
2
0), with right jump parameter 1

2
+ 1

2
ǫ1/2

and left jump parameter 1
2
− 1

2
ǫ1/2.

Likewise, define Q : C α
δ (R)

2 → M by sending (h10, h
2
0) the solution of the KPZ equa-

tion driven by the same realization of ξ started from h10, h
2
0 respectively. Theorem 3.7

says precisely that Qǫ(h1,ǫ0 , h2,ǫ0 ) → Q(h10, h
2
0) whenever (h

1,ǫ
0 , h2,ǫ0 ) → (h10, h

2
0) in (C α

δ )
2.

Now suppose that the hypothesis of the lemma holds, i.e., (h1,ǫ0 , h2,ǫ0 ) converges in law
to (H1

0 , H
2
0) with respect to the topology of C α

δ (R)
2. By Skorohod’s representation

theorem2 we may find a probability space (Ω,F ,P) such that (h1,ǫ0 , h
2,ǫ
0 ) → (h10, h

2
0)

2One technical remark here is that the spaces C
α

δ
are not separable and thus Skorohod’s represen-

tation theorem may not hold, strictly speaking. In practice this is not an issue, because for δ < δ′

and α′ < α it is actually true that C α

δ
embeds compactly into C α

′

δ′
, as we already mentioned earlier.

Any compact metric space is separable, thus in our argument above, one should instead use almost
sure convergence with respect to the weaker topology of C α

′

δ′
for some α′ < α and δ′ > δ. This does

not cause any issues for the proof.
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in (C α
δ )

2 almost surely. Then by the discussion above, Qǫ(h1ǫ0 , h
2,ǫ
0 ) → Q(h10, h

2
0) in

M almost surely. This is enough to give the required result. Indeed it shows that
E[f

(

Qǫ(h1ǫ0 , h
2,ǫ
0 )

)

] → E[f
(

Q(h10, h
2
0)
)

] for all bounded continuous f : M → R. To
finish the proof one simply takes f of the form f(ν) :=

∫

D([0,T ],C(R))
g(h)ν(dh) where g

is a bounded real-valued continuous function on D([0, T ], C(R)). Then one may disin-
tegrate the law of hi,ǫ by decoupling the initial data and the dynamics to obtain the
desired result. �

Lemma 3.10. Suppose that {hǫ}ǫ∈(0,1] is a family of C(R)-valued random variables
such that there exist α ∈ (0, 1/2),δ ∈ (0, 1), C > 0, and p > max{α−1, (1− δ)−1} which
satisfy the following moment bounds uniformly over all ǫ ∈ (0, 1]:

‖hǫ(x)‖p ≤ C(1 + |x|)δ for all x ∈ R

‖hǫ(x)− hǫ(y)‖p ≤ C(1 + |x|)δ|x− y|α whenever |x− y| ≤ 1.

Then there exist α′ ∈ (0, α) and δ′ ∈ (δ, 1) such that {hǫ}ǫ∈(0,1] is tight with respect to

the topology of C α′

δ′ .

Proof. Recall from earlier that C α
δ embeds compactly into C α′

δ′ whenever δ′ > δ and
α′ < α. Therefore to prove the lemma, it suffices to show that if the two inequalities
in the lemma statement hold, then there exist α′, δ′ such that

lim
a→∞

sup
ǫ∈(0,1]

P(‖hǫ‖
Cα′

δ′
> a) = 0.

We actually show something stronger, namely that under the given assumptions, there
exists C ′ > 0 such that for all a > 0

(8) sup
ǫ∈(0,1]

P(‖hǫ‖
Cα′

δ′
> a) ≤ C ′a−p,

where p is the same exponent given in the lemma statement. To prove this we write

‖hǫ‖
Cα′

δ′
= ‖hǫ‖δ′ + [hǫ]α′,δ′ where ‖h‖δ′ := supx∈R

|h(x)|
(1+|x|)δ′ and [h]α′,δ′ := supx∈R(1 +

|x|)−δ′ sup|y−x|≤1
|h(x)−h(y)|
|x−y|α′ .

To prove (8), the following fact will be useful to us: For any γ ∈ (0, 1), the γ-Hölder
seminorm [f ]γ of a function f : [0, 1] → R is equivalent (as a seminorm) to the quantity
given by supn∈N,1≤k≤2n 2

γn|f(k2−n)−f((k−1)2−n)|. This is proved as an intermediate
step in the standard proof of the classical Kolmogorov-Chentsov criterion.

The exact choices of α′, δ′ will be specified later, but for now let them denote generic
constants. Now to prove (8) let us write for a function h,

‖h‖δ′ ≤ sup
n∈Z

(1 + |n|)−δ′
(

|h(n)|+ sup
x∈[n,n+1]

|h(x)− h(n)|
)

≤ sup
n∈Z

(1 + |n|)−δ′
(

|h(n)|+ sup
x∈[n,n+1]

|h(x)− h(n)|
|x− n|α′

)

. sup
n∈Z

(1 + |n|)−δ′
(

|h(n)|+ sup
r∈N,1≤k≤2r

2α
′r|h(n+ k2−r)− h(n + (k − 1)2−r)|

)

,

where . denotes the absorption of some universal constant which can depend on α′, δ′

but not on the function h. Likewise let us note that

[h]α′,δ′ . sup
n∈Z

(1 + |n|)−δ sup
r∈N,1≤k≤2r

2α
′r|h(n+ k2−r)− h(n+ (k − 1)2−r)|.
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Consequently we find that

‖h‖
C α′

δ′
. A(h, δ′) +B(h, α′, δ′),

where

A(h, δ′) := sup
n∈Z

(1 + |n|)−δ′ |h(n)|,

B(h, α′, δ′) := sup
n∈Z

(1 + |n|)−δ′ sup
r∈N,1≤k≤2r

2α
′r|h(n + k2−r)− h(n+ (k − 1)2−r)|.

Now, with hǫ as given in the lemma statement, let us bound these terms A(hǫ, δ′) and
B(hǫ, α′, δ′) individually to obtain (8). We will do this by using the hypotheses in the
lemma. Note that by a brutal union bound and Markov’s inequality followed by the
hypothesis ‖hǫ(x)‖p ≤ (1 + |x|)δ, we have

P(A(hǫ, δ′) > a) ≤
∑

n∈Z
P(|hǫ(n)| > (1 + |n|)δ′a)

≤
∑

n∈Z
a−p(1 + |n|)−δ′pE[|hǫ(n)|p]

≤ a−p
∑

n∈Z
(1 + |n|)(δ−δ′)p,

The series converges as long as δ′ is chosen so that (δ − δ′)p < −1, for instance
δ′ := 1

2
(1 + δ + 1

p
) which is less than 1 by the hypothesis that p > (1 − δ)−1. Next we

control B, which will also just use a brutal union bound and Markov’s inequality:

P(B(hǫ, α′, δ′) > a) ≤
∑

n∈Z
r∈N

1≤k≤2r

P(2α
′r|hǫ(n + k2−r)− hǫ(n+ (k − 1)2−r)| > (1 + |n|)δ′a)

≤
∑

n∈Z
r∈N

1≤k≤2r

a−p2α
′pr(1 + |n|)−δ′p

E
∣

∣hǫ(n+ k2−r)− hǫ(n + (k − 1)2−r)
∣

∣

p

≤ a−p
∑

n∈Z
r∈N

1≤k≤2r

2(α
′−α)pr(1 + |n|)(δ−δ′)p

= a−p
∑

n∈Z
r∈N

2

[

1+(α′−α)p
]

r(1 + |n|)(δ−δ′)p

The series converges so long as (δ − δ′)p < −1 and 1 + (α′ − α)p < 0. We already
chose δ′ earlier so as to satisfy the condition (δ− δ′)p < −1. Now α′ can be chosen for
instance 1

2
(α− 1

p
) which is positive since p > α−1. �

3.5. More general models and further problems. One may ask the question of
how robust the above method of proof is. The answer is that it is generalizable to
more complex systems than ASEP, but it is not all-encompassing. More precisely, the
method is applicable to any particle system where

• both (M) and (A) hold.
• one has a discrete martingale equation as in (6).
• the discrete martingales from (6) satisfy (7).
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Then one can essentially copy and paste the proof above (with minor modifications)
to prove joint convergence in those systems as well.

For instance, by taking λi = 0 in Theorem 2.3, our method will also work to show
joint convergence of the nearest-neighbor symmetric simple exclusion process to the
Edwards-Wilkinson fixed point. Actually this is even simpler, as one need not perform
a nonlinear transform to obtain a discrete SPDE as in (6). The height function itself
will satisfy an equation similar to (6) with the martingales satisfying (7). The proofs
of all other propositions and lemmas work in precisely the same way as done above.

Less trivial examples of systems satisfying all three of the points above are higher-
spin misanthrope processes. One concrete example of such a particle system is the
ASEP(q, J) model from [CST18]. This comes from the generator (4) on {0, ..., J}Z by
taking

b(1, a, b) :=
1

2[J ]q
qa−b−(J+1)[a]q[J − b]q, b(−1, a, b) :=

1

2[J ]q
qa−b−(J+1)[J − a]q[b]q,

where [a]q := qq−q−a

q−q−1 for q ∈ (0, 1). ASEP(q, J) satisfies (A) as well as (M) thanks to

the nearest-neighbor interaction. The main result of [CST18] then proves convergence
of the associated (diffusively scaled and renormalized) height function to the KPZ
equation by scaling the model parameter as q = e−ǫ. Note that this recovers the
results of [BG97] by setting J = 1. Proposition 2.1 in [CST18] says precisely that
(6) and (7) are satisfied with Zt defined in expression (1.8) there and aǫ, bǫ defined
accordingly in (5). We then have the following result:

Theorem 3.11. Theorems 3.7 and 3.8 still hold if we replace ASEP by ASEP(q, J),
scaling q as e−ǫ in the model parameters above.

Proof. The proof of Lemma 3.2 holds essentially verbatim as given. For the proof of
Lemma 3.3, we need to replace (6) with the appropriate modification and then verify
that (7) still holds. See equation (1.8) of [CST18] for the appropriate modification of
the discrete equation (6), and see Proposition 2.1 of [CST18] for the proof that (7) still
holds. The proof of Lemma 3.5 still holds verbatim, since height functions which are
viable for ASEP are still viable for ASEP(q, J) (after perhaps multiplying by 2 in the
case that J is even). In the proofs of Proposition 3.6 and Theorem 3.7, the argument
requires a slight modification: on the probability space (Ω,F ,P) one should just take
the Poisson clocks to be of rate one, and to account for the jump rate differences one
should instead add i.i.d. uniform variables to each bond, which are independent of
the Poisson clocks. The reason for this is discussed in Subsection 3.1: if J > 1 then
the construction of the basic coupling is slightly more complicated than for single-spin
systems. The proof of Theorem 3.8 is unchanged. �

Examples of interesting systems that do not satisfy property (M) are the non-simple
exclusion processes studied for instance in [DT16, Yang]. These processes have a gen-
erator similar to (4), the only difference is that non-neighboring sites may interact
with one another, so b can be a function from Z × {0, ..., J}2 → [0, 1] and the sum
in (4) would be over all pairs (x, y) ∈ Z

2. Particles may jump over other particles in
these systems, which locally allows height functions to overtake one another. These
systems still satisfy (A), and thus our proof still works as long as the two sequences
of near-stationary initial data are coupled so that one always dominates the other
(Lemma 3.3), however for arbitrary sequences one probably needs to use a different
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method without appealing to a black box like Theorem 2.3. For instance one can hope
to directly study the quadratic variations appearing in (6).

Then there are also open boundary systems such as those considered in [CS18]. These
do seem to satisfy (M) but the missing part of the argument is the boundary analogue
of Theorem 2.3. Furthermore, there are also discrete-time vertex models and their
degenerations, such as those studied in [CT17, Gho17, CGST20, Lin20], for which
KPZ fluctuations are known. We do not know if these systems fall within the scope
of our work, since the rules of their evolution are more complex and do not exactly
fit the framework of the misanthrope-type exclusion processes we have described in
Subsection 3.1. In particular it is unclear what exactly the basic coupling even means
for these models. Some of the aforementioned systems may be explored in future work.

Here is another direction in which one can hope to generalize Theorem 3.7. Rather
than making the model more complicated, one can instead hope to strengthen the
topology in which convergence occurs. Specifically one can hope to prove uniform
convergence of the entire stochastic flow of ASEP to that of the KPZ equation. More
precisely, fix a compact set K ⊂ C α

δ (R) and let Kǫ ⊂ Vǫ∩C α
δ be a sequence of compact

sets that converge to K in the sense of Hausdorff distance, as ǫ→ 0 (where Vǫ was de-
fined just before Lemma 3.5). Consider the random maps Φǫ

t : Kǫ → C(R) which (for a
fixed realization of the Poisson clocks) sends a rescaled initial height function h to the
height profile at time t of the ASEP profile started from h and whose dynamics are run
according to those Poisson clocks. Consider also the continuum version Φ : K → C(R)
which (for a fixed realization of ξ) sends a function h to the time t solution of the KPZ
equation started from h and driven by ξ. Let G(Φǫ

t) denote the set of all (h,Φ
ǫ
t(h)) such

that h ∈ Kǫ, and likewise let G(Φt) denote the set of all (h,Φt(h)) such that h ∈ K.
Also let dH denote the Hausdorff distance on compact subsets of C(R) × C(R) (one
could also hope to use the stronger topology of C α

δ (R)× C α
δ (R)). Then one can hope

to prove convergence of the entire flow (Φǫ
t)t∈[0,T ] to (Φt)t∈[0,T ] where the convergence is

meant to be interpreted, for instance, in the sense that (via Skorohod’s representation
theorem) there exists a coupling of all Φǫ

t ,Φt onto some probability space and some
α ∈ (0, 1/2) such that

lim sup
δ→0

lim sup
ǫ→0

[

sup
t∈[0,T ]

dH(G(Φ
ǫ
t), G(Φt)) + sup

|s−t|≤δ

dH(G(Φ
ǫ
t), G(Φ

ǫ
s))

|t− s|α ∨ ǫα
]

= 0,

where the extra factor ǫα in the denominator is to account for jumps. Theorem 3.7
and Remark 3.4 show (in some sense) that convergence of these flows holds in the
sense of finite-dimensional distributions, but extending the convergence to this uniform
Hölder sense might be more interesting. The goal would be to prove this for arbitrary
compact sets K and arbitrary approximating sequences Kǫ. We do not have strong
enough spatial or temporal estimates required to do this, except for the trivial case
where K,Kǫ are all finite sets with cardinality bounded in ǫ, in which case the methods
of [BG97] combined with our methods used to prove Theorem 3.7 are enough.
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