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SMALL BALL PROBABILITY ESTIMATES FOR THE HOLDER
SEMI-NORM OF THE STOCHASTIC HEAT EQUATION

MOHAMMUD FOONDUN, MATHEW JOSEPH, AND KUNWOO KIM

ABSTRACT. We consider the stochastic heat equation on [0, 1] with periodic boundary
conditions and driven by space-time white noise. Under various natural conditions, we
study small ball probabilities for the Holder semi-norms of the solutions, and provide near
optimal bounds on these probabilities. As an application, we prove a support theorem in
these Holder semi-norms.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

We consider the stochastic heat equation (SHE) on T := [0,1] with periodic boundary
condition and driven by space-time white noise (we identify T as the one-dimensional torus,
i.e., T :=R/Z). This is the real-valued random field u(t,z), t € Ry, x € T which solves

(1.1) Opu(t,z) = %@%u(t,x) +o(t,z,u(t,z)) - W(t,z), teRy veT,

with given initial profile u(0,-) = up : T — R and satisfying u(Z,0) = u(t,1) for all
t € Ry. The space-time white noise W is a centered generalized Gaussian random field

with E[W (t,2)W (s,y)] = do(x — y)do(t — s). We will make the following two assumptions
on the function o : R4+ x T x R — R.

Assumption 1.1. The function o is uniformly elliptic, that is, there are constants €, > 0
and €5 > 0 such that

(1.2) ¢ <o(t,z,u) <6 forallt, x, u.

Assumption 1.2. The function o is Lipschitz continuous in the third variable, that is there
is a constant & > 0 such that

(1.3) lo(t,z,u) —o(t,z,v)] < D|lu—v| forallt, x, u, v.

The existence and uniqueness of solutions to (1.1) under the above assumptions are well
known. See for example [DKM109] or [Wal86] for the proofs and various other properties.
It is also known that the solutions are Hélder(%—) in space and Hélder(%—) in time.

In this paper we study the probabilities of the events that the SHE (1.1) is unusually regular,
as measured in certain Holder semi-norms, up to a fixed time. To the best of our knowledge,
our paper is the first to carry out such a study even though regularity properties of SPDEs
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have been very well studied. See for instance [HSWX20] and [TX17] where very precise
information about the modulus of continuity is given.

Our study will be framed as small ball probabilities of these semi-norms. Small ball prob-
abilities have been very well studied in many different settings but most of the results in
the literature are for Gaussian processes; see [LS01] for an extensive survey on various de-
velopments and applications of small ball probabilities for Gaussian processes. However
there has not been much progress for non-Gaussain processes. Only a handful of papers
have looked at these types of questions for SPDEs. The paper closest to ours is that of
the very recent [AJM] where the sup norm is considered. In another recent paper [Lot17],
heat equations with additive noise are considered under different norms and in [Mar04], the
stochastic wave equation is studied.

To phrase our results precisely we need some notations. Fix 0 < 0 < % and a terminal time
T > 0. For a function f : [0,7] x T — R and for every t € [0,7] and z € T, let

ng)(f) ‘= sup [t 2) = (2, y)]

sty o —yl2

be the spatial Holder semi-norm and let

HO(f) = sup LT S(52)]

1 0
0<s#t<T [t —s|i72

be the temporal Hélder semi-norm. The Hélder(3—) regularity in space and the Hélder($—)

regularity in time of u imply that sup;cjo 1 ng)(u) and sup,cr A4 (u) are finite a.s. The
above quantities provide a quantitative way of measuring regularity of functions. This is a

natural measure; indeed the smaller ”Hf))( f) is the closer f(t,-) is to a constant function,

and similarly for %(9)( f). We investigate the probability that they are exceptionally small
for solutions to the stochastic heat equations.

There have been a few papers which investigate small ball probabilities for Hélder norms
and various Sobolev norms, see for example [KLS95], [KL93|, [BR92|, [BAGL94] and the
references in [LS01]. We emphasize that the above results are for Gaussian processes but
in general the SPDEs that we consider here will be non-Gaussian. Another novel feature of

our work is that we are able to obtain bounds on the probabilities that the HEQ)( f) (resp.

%(0)( f) ) are uniformly small in time (resp. space), whereas [KLS95], [KL93], [BR92]
find bounds on the small ball probabilities of the Holder norms of Gaussian processes X ()
indexed by only one parameter t € R .

Before we state the main result, we introduce one more notation. For each 6 € (0, 1/2), we
let A = A(0) be given by
19
(1.4) AD) = / (L, w)[wl 50 dw = 2 1(1— 6)
R ) ﬁ )
where p(t, z) is the Gaussian density (2.1) and I'(¢) is the Gamma function.
Theorem 1.1. Let 0 < 0 < % and 0 < € < 1. Suppose that the initial profile satisfies

’H(()e) (u) <5 (1 A %) Then for any n > 0 there exist positive constants Cy,Co,C3,Cy > 0
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dependent on ¢1,%62,2,0,n such that

(1.5)
CoT t,x) — CyT
C1exp <_ = >§P sup [utt, x) u(#y) g <¢€| <Csexp .
eot 0<s,t<T |gj—y| _|-|t—s|4" €9|logel2
zyET
(t,z)#(s,y)

One can improve the lower and upper bounds in (1.5) by imposing more restrictions on
o; see Theorems 1.2, 1.3 and 1.4 below, and Remark 6.1. In Section 8 below we provide
several support theorems where bounds on the probability that u is close (in the above
Hélder semi-norm) to a function h in certain classes (such as Holder spaces) are provided.

The reader might wonder whether the upper and lower bounds in (1.5) hold when we
consider the Holder norm

u(t,z) —u(s,y
(16) oz o= ullwsr +sup  —A2G2) = el
0<s5,t<T |t—3| 2—|—|gj—y|§
zyeT
(tx)#(s,y)
instead of semi-norm considered in (1.5), where ||ullco,7 := SUp( z)cjo,r1xT [u(t; )| This is
not the case. Indeed, due to the 1 : 2 : 4 scaling of fluctuations, space and time for the SHE,

_8
2

the Holder semi-norm of the SHE in time-space regions of the form [t,¢ + e%] X [x,z + e%]
fluctuates by order . However in these regions, the solution u 1tself fluctuates by order €% .
Intuitively, what we try to show in this article is that the Te o tlme—space boxes obtained
by dividing [0, 7] x T into subintervals of the form [¢,t + 69] [z, + 69] can be somewhat
viewed as independent regions. This explains the T ¢4 that we obtain in the exponents
n (1.5). Moreover, by this reasoning, one should expect similar bounds on the probability
P(l|ul|cor < e%) if we start at ugp = 0, for example. In fact this is what was proved in
[AJM]. Therefore, while it is not true that we have the same bounds as (1.5) for the Holder
norm (1.6), we do have the same bounds for

t —
Plilufor < e, sup |u(t, w) u(s,y)ll ],
0<s,t<T ]g;—y] -Ht—s]z—E
z,yeT
(tl‘)#(&y)

if we start with ug such that ||ugl/e < 620 and ”H((] )( )< S(1A%).

1.1. Results. Instead of looking at the probability of the event in (1.5) directly, we con-
sider the probabilities of the events {supte[oﬂ ,ng) (u) < e} and {supxeT A (u) < e}

separately. The bounds in (1.5) will then follow from the bounds on the probabilities of
these two events (see Section 6). It turns out that the regularity in time (as measured by the

smallness of %(9) (u)) is intimately connected to the regularity in space (as measured by the

(0)

smallness of H;’(u)). Our arguments indicate that for the solution to be regular in time it
is necessary for it to be regular in space. We now state the small ball probability estimates

()

for sup;<r H; "’ (u) and sup, e H# ©)(u) with varying assumptions on the nonlinearity o.
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Theorem 1.2. Assume that the function o(t,z,u) is independent of u and satisfies As-
sumption 1.1. Let 0 < 0 < % and 0 < e < 1.

€

a) Suppose that the initial profile satisfies u) < 5. en there exist positive con-
S that the initial profile satisfies H(u) < 5. Then th st positi
stants Cy,Cy, C3, Cy > 0 dependent only on 61, %>,0 such that

T T
(1.7) Cyexp <—02 > <P ( sup H;” (u) < e> < Czexp (— c ) :

3
€0 €

3
0

(b) Suppose that the initial profile satisfies ”H((]O)(u) < 55- Then there exist positive
constants Cp,Co,C3,Cy > 0 dependent only on €1,%>,0 such that

(1.8) Cexp (— CzT) <P (sup A () < e> < Cyexp (— C4T> .

3
€0 zeT €

3
0

It can be shown that u is a Gaussian random field when ¢ does not depend on u. The proof
of the above theorem takes up a significant part of this paper and hinges on well known
results specific to Gaussian processes, as well as the recently proved Gaussian correlation
inequality ([Roy14]). We next consider the case when o can also depend on w.

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that o(t,x,u) satisfies both Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2. Let 0 < 6 < %
and 0 < e < 1.

(a) Assume that the initial profile satisfies 7-[(()6) (u) < §. Then for any n > 0 there exist
positive constants Cy,Cs, C3,Cy > 0 dependent on 61,%>,2,0,n such that

(1.9) Cyexp <— ngJrT> <P < sup %EQ) (u) < 6) < Czexp <—£> )

€t 0<t<T ¢o|log e|2

(b) Assume that the initial profile satisfies ’Hée) (u) < 55. Then for any n > 0 there
exist positive constants C1,Csy,Cs,Cyq > 0 dependent on 61,6, 2,0,n such that

(1.10) C} exp (_ Cﬁ) <p <Sup 20 (u) < 6) < Cyexp <_£> ,

3 3 3
€0 z€T €o|loge|2

Our next result sharpens the lower bound of the above theorem by imposing a further
restriction on the Lipschitz coefficient of o.

Theorem 1.4. Suppose that o(t, z,u) satisfies both Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2. Let0 < 0 < %
and 0 < e < 1.

(a) Assume that the initial profile satisfies 7—[(()0) (u) < 5. Then there is a %y > 0 such
that for all 9 < 9y, there exist positive constants Cv,Csy,Cs, Cy > 0 dependent only
on 61,%s,0 such that

T T
(1.11) C1exp <_C2 ) <P ( sup HEG) (u) < 5> < Csexp <_L> )

3 3 3
€0 0<t<T €0 |log €|z
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(b) Assume that the initial profile satisfies 7—[(()0) (u) < 55. Then there is a 21 > 0 such
that for all 9 < 94, there exist positive constants Cv,Csy,Cs, Cy > 0 dependent only
on 61,%s,0 such that

(112) Ch exp <_ 023T> <P <SUp %(9) (u) < 5) < (4 exp <_£> .

3 3
€o z€T €0 |log |2

We now say a few words about the proofs of our theorems. As mentioned above, Theorem
1.2 relies heavily on the fact that when o is independent of w, the solution w(t,z) is a
Gaussian random field. The proof of the upper bound is essentially contained in the proof
of Lemma 3.2 which among other things, relies on the Gaussianity of u. Another crucial
element is the sharp bound given by Lemma 2.5 whose proof uses some well known ideas
presented in [AJM]. It is also interesting to note that when o is a constant, one can further
simplify the proof of the upper bound by resorting to Slepian’s lemma; see Remark 3.4 for
more details. The lower bounds rely even more heavily on Gaussianity of the solution in
that we use the Gaussian correlation inequality in an essential way. This is done in Lemma
4.2. Another key ingredient is the use of a change of measure argument similar to [AJM].
Intuitively, this allows us to keep the solution small which gives us a better handle on the
estimates required.

Under the conditions of Theorems 1.3 and 1.4, the solutions are no longer Gaussian, so the
corresponding proofs require different strategies. For the lower bounds, we use a perturbation
argument together with the proof of the lower bound in Theorem 1.2. We note that the
sharper lower bound in Theorem 1.4 is also a consequence of the very same perturbation
argument.

The proofs of the upper bounds in Theorems 1.3 and 1.4 are entirely different and make
use of certain auxiliary random variables which have nice independence properties. These

random variables are indexed by the spatial variables. Their construction is inspired by
[CIK13].

In the final section of this paper, we present some extensions and prove a support theorem
in the Holder semi-norm. It will be clear later that our paper raises several questions. One
such open question is whether the bounds (1.7) and (1.8) continue to hold in the general
case, that is for any o satisfying Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2. We have assumed that o is
bounded below and above by positive constants. Another avenue of investigation is to
replace these assumptions by less stringent ones. Let us point that here, when 6 = % the
above theorems match the results recently obtained in [AJM] for the small ball probabilities
of the sup norm of u.

We have studied the small ball probability estimates of sup,cp 1) ng) (u) and sup,e s (u).

We next consider the small ball probability estimates of 7-[%? ) (u) for a fixed time T, and

jf)g}) (u) for a fixed spatial point X. We start with the Gaussian case.

Theorem 1.5. Assume that the function o(t,z,u) is independent of u and satisfies As-
sumption 1.1, and fix a time T > 0. Let 0 < 0 < % and 0 < e < 1.
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€

a) Assume that the initial profile satisfies # (u < £. Then there exist positive con-
0 2
stants Cy,Cy, C3, Cy > 0 dependent only on 61,%2,0,T such that

C C
(1.13) Ci exp <——f> <P (’Hg?) (u) < e) < Csexp <__14> .
€0 €9
(b) Assume that the initial profile satisfies ”H((]O)(u) < 55 Then there exist positive
constants Cp,Co,C3,Cy > 0 dependent only on €1,%>,0 such that
CyT >

2
€0

(1.14) C} exp (— 02T> <P (3@?‘” (u) < e) < Cyexp <_

2
€0

The upper bounds are in fact an immediate consequence of the proof of Theorem 1.2, and
we will see that the constants C3 and Cy can be chosen independently of 7. The lower
bounds follow from the arguments in the proof of Theorem 2.2. of [KLS95|. The proof of
the lower bound above is specific to Gaussian processes and cannot be directly extended to
the general case.

Theorem 1.6. Suppose that o(t,z,u) satisfies both Assumptions 1.1 and 1.2, and fix a
time T > 0. Let0<9<% and 0 < e < 1.

€

(a) Assume that the initial profile satisfies ’Hée)(u) < 5. Then there exist positive con-
stants C,Cy > 0 dependent on €1, %>,0,1T such that

(1.15) P (’HE,?) (u) < e) < C1exp (—L> :

eélloge]%

(b) Assume that the initial profile satisfies ’Hée)(u) < g5x. Then there exist positive
constants Cy,Co > 0 dependent on 61, %>,0 such that

(1.16) P (c%”)ge) (u) < e) < Chexp <— 022T> .
€0

A trivial lower bound is obtained from either Theorem 1.3 or Theorem 1.4 depending on
whether o satisfies the assumptions of Theorem 1.3 or Theorem 1.4. However this is very
far from the lower bound obtained in Theorem 1.5.

Remark 1.1. As the reader observes the bounds in Theorems 1.1, 1.3, 1.4 and 1.6 are close
to optimal but not sharp. While optimal results can be obtained in the Gaussian case (i.e.
when o does not depend on u) using Gaussian-specific techniques, a perturbation argument
is the main tool for the lower bounds in the non-Gaussian case. When the perturbation (as
measured by the Lipschitz constant Z) is small, one can get similar lower bounds as in the
Gaussian case (see Theorem 1.4). However, the perturbation argument works only when
the time interval under consideration is small and therefore does not work for Theorem 1.6.
Moreover, a similar perturbation argument cannot be implemented for the upper bounds as
we don’t have good control of the tail probabilities {|u(t,z) — u(s,z)| > €} when |t — s| =
O(e%) (see Section 4.3 for the perturbation arqument for lower bounds). We thus have
to resort to a general non-Gaussian argument which only gives us close to optimal upper
bounds.
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Remark 1.2. The dependence of the constants in the theorems on the parameters €1, %2, 7,0
etc. is in general quite complicated. See for example Remark 3.5. We have tried to indicate
the dependence on the parameters wherever we could.

Remark 1.3. Note that v(t,z) = u(pt, x) satisfies

B(t, ) = gagv(t,x) 5tz o(t, )Wt )

for some other white noise W, and &(t,z,v) := p%a(pt,w,fu). The function & satisfies
p2%; < a(t,x,v) < p2%, and lo(t,z,u) — a(t,z,v)| < p%@\u —v|. Thus one can obtain
similar results with the inclusion of a diffusion parameter p by converting it to the form

(1.1).

Remark 1.4. Note that it is sufficient to prove the above theorems for all sufficiently small
€ < €y, where €y is dependent on €,%2,0 (and maybe additionally on n in the case of
Theorem 1.3 and T in the case of Theorems 1.5 (a) and 1.6 (a)). The conclusion for any

0 < e <1 follows from the fact that the probabilities P (Hg?) (u) < e), P (,%”)?9) (u) < e),

P (SUpogth 7-[%6) (u) < e) and P (supxeT A (u) < e) are nondecreasing in €.

The following table highlights the main differences between the main theorems and their

extensions.

TABLE 1. Summary of results

Main Theorems: | Conditions on o: Types of small ball probabili-
ties (SBP):

Theorem 1.1 Dependent on upper and lower bounds on space-
time Holder seminorms

Theorem 1.2 Independent of u matching upper and lower bounds
on SBP of supy<i<p ”Ht(e) and
sup,er Ao

Theorem 1.3 Dependent on u upper and lower bounds on SBP of
SUPo<t<T ng) and sup,cr A0

Theorem 1.4 Dependent on u with small & improved lower bounds on SBP of
SUPg<¢<T ’ng) as compared to Theo-
rem 1.3. Same upper bound as The-
orem 1.3

Theorem 1.5 Independent of u matching upper and lower bounds
on SBP of ’Hg,?) and c%”)ge)

Theorem 1.6 Dependent on u Upper bound on SBP of Hg,? ) and
2y

Extensions: Extra conditions on the equation: | Results:

Theorem 8.1 Presence of nice drifts Theorems 1.1-1.4 hold

Theorem 8.2 Presence of Holder continuous drift Bounds on SBP of supy<;<r 7-[%6)

Theorem 8.3 Presence of Holder continuous drift Bounds on SBP of sup,cr %(9)
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Remark 1.5. In this paper, we have studied bounds on various small ball probabilities. A
related question would be to study the small ball constant, that is to find the constant C in
the following

lim €7 In P ( sup ’ng) (u) < e) = —CT,
e—0+ 0<t<T

under appropriate conditions on o. These types of questions are challenging and are beyond
the scope of this current paper. Using the techniques in [LS00], we are confident that one
can successfully tackle the small ball constant problem in some cases, but we leave this for
future work.

Plan: Section 2 contains some preliminary estimates. The proofs of the upper bounds in
Theorems 1.2, 1.3 are given in Section 3, while the correponding lower bounds are given in
Section 4. The proof of Theorem 1.4 is given in Section 5. After this, we give the proof of
Theorem 1.1 in Section 6. The proofs of Theorems 1.5 and 1.6 are presented in Section 7.
Finally in Section 8, we give some extensions and prove a support theorem as a corollary
of our results.

Notation: Throughout this paper, C' with or without subscripts will denote positive con-
stants whose value might change from line to line. Unless mentioned otherwise they will
be independent of the parameters €, %], %>, Z etc. We will sometimes emphasize that the
dependence of the constants on specific parameters will be denoted by specifying the pa-
rameters in brackets, e.g. C(§). For a random variable X we denote || X||, := E[|X|P]'/?.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We define the heat kernel G(¢,x) as the fundamental solution of the heat equation on the
torus T

0,G(t, ) = %8§G(t,x),
G(0,2) = do(x).
Let

22
(2.1) p(t,z) = (2mt) /% exp <_E>

be the fundamental solution of the heat equation on R. It is known that the heat kernel
on T is given explicitly by
(2.2) G(t,z) =) plt,z+k)

keZ

We interpret the solution to (1.1) in the sense of Walsh ([Wal86]) as a random field which
satisfies

(2.3) u(t,z) = (Gy*ug)(z) + N(t,z), as.
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for each ¢t and x, where the first term on the right is the space convolution of the heat kernel
with the initial profile ug(x), i.e.,

(Gt*uo /Gtaz— y) - uo(y) dy,

and the second term which we call the noise term is the space-time convolution of the heat
kernel with the product of o (s,y,u(s,y)) and white noise:

(2.4) N(t,z) / / Gt — s,z —y) o(s,y,u(s,y)) W(dsdy).

We are working on the torus T := R/Z, so in the above two expressions 2 — y should be
interpreted as the unique point z in [0,1) such that 2 —y = z + k for some k € Z.

We now show that it is enough to prove our main results under the assumption that ug = 0.
For a function g : T — R dependent only on the spatial variable x, define

(25) 7‘[(6)(9) = Ssup M
r#y€eT |x—y|§_9

(Note the absence of subscript ¢ in H(?)). The first lemma is a simple observation about
the spatial Holder regularity of Gy * ug.

Lemma 2.1. If for some a > 0 one has H?) (up) < a then H ) (Gt * uo) <a forallt > 0.

Proof. Let 1o : R — R be the periodization of wg, that is tg(z + k) = ug(z) for all k € Z
and x € T. We have

[(Ge*uo)(x) = (Ge % o) (y)]

_ Z/ (b =2+ k) = plt,y — =+ B)] - uo(2) dz

keZ

:Z/ (tye—z+k)— (t,y—z+k)].ﬂ0(z)dz
keZ

- é/_:ﬂ [p(t,:n—w) —p(t,y—w)} - tg(w + k) dw

= /Rp(t,w) : [ﬂo(fﬂ —w) —uo(y — w)]dw'

We have |ug(z — w) — gy — w)| < a|z — y]%_e by assumption and p(t,-) integrates to 1,
therefore the result follows. O

We now prove a similar result for the temporal Holder regularity of (G. *ug)(x). Recall the
constant A introduced in (1.4).

Lemma 2.2. If H9 (ug) < a then
(G * uo) (x) — (G * uo) (2))|

< Aa
|t — s|i_g
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Proof. Without loss of generality assume that s < ¢t. Let g(x) = (Gs * ug) (z) and g be the
periodization of g. Then by arguments similar to Lemma 2.1 we have

(Gy o) (&) — (G #u0) (2)] = |(Gr_s * 9) (&) — 9(2)]
=/pa—amwmx—m—@@ﬂ
R

ga/pa—&mmﬁ*mu
R

< Aalt — S|i_g,

by a simple change of variables. O

Now consider the random field
(2.6) v(t,x) = u(t,z) — (G * ug)(x),
where u(t, ) solves (1.1) with the initial profile ug. One can easily check that
ou(t,x) = %Q,%v(t,:n) +o(t,z,v(t,x)) - W(t,x),
with initial profile vg = 0, where
o(t,z,v) = J(t,az,v + (Gy * uo)(x)>

Furthermore |5 (¢, z,v) — o (t,x,w)| < Z|v—w| and & is bounded below and above by %, 6.

Assume H(e)(uo) < §. Then from Lemma 2.1 and (2.6), we have the following implications:

sup ng)(v) < ¢ implies sup ng)(u) <,
0<I<T 2 0<I<T

sup 7-[&6) (u) < - implies sup ’ng)(v) <e.
0<t<T 2 0<t<T

Similar implications hold when we just consider 7-[%? ) (u) and ’Hg? ) (v) (without the supremum
in t).

Similary if H@ (ug) < 55 then from Lemma 2.2,

sup 29 (v) < % implies sup 9 (u) < e,
zeT zeT
sup 9 (u) < % implies sup 29 (v) < e
zeT z€T

Similar implications hold when we just consider e%”)ge) (u) and ,%”)ge)(v) (without the supre-

mum in x).

Remark 2.1. (Important) From the above discussion we observe that it is sufficient to
prove the main theorems stated in the introduction with ug = 0. This is of course not
surprising since the Laplacian is known to have smoothing effects. The above argument is
merely a weak manifestation of this. We will assume that the initial profile ug = 0
for the rest of the article.

We will need the following lemmas which were proved in [AJM].
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Lemma 2.3 (Lemma 3.3 in [AJM]). There ezist constants C1,Ca such that for all time
points 0 < s < t < 1, spatial points x,y € T, and A > 0,

2
P(IN(t,z) = N(t,y)| > \) < Cyexp <_ Co) >

Clx -y

P (|N(t,z) — N(s,z)| > A) < Crexp <—C27)\2> .
' ' - C2t — s|1/2

Lemma 2.4 (Lemma 3.4 in [AJM]). There exist universal constants Ky, Ko > 0 such that
for all a,\,e >0, 8 >0, and for all a € [0,1) with a + €'/? < 1 we have

L K, A2
(2.7) P sup2 IN(t,z)| > Xez | < TA \/aexp <—K2%> .
0<t<ceb
€laa+e?]

Remark 2.2. Note that Lemma 3.4 in [AJM] provides (2.7) when a = 0, however, one can
follow ezactly the same proof to get (2.7) for any a € (0,1) with a + €'/% < 1. It was also
pointed out in [AJM, Remark 3.1] that if ‘O‘(S y,u(s,y )| Che 5 then one can bound the

2

1
C?eb \Ja

right hand side of (2.7) by M\/a exp <—K2

The analysis of the following function will play a crucial role in this paper.

(t—rz—2)—G{t—ry—2) .
t x,Y) / / = y|%_9 o (r,z,u(r,z)) W(drdz)
N(t,z) — N(t,y).

j —y|2°

(2.8)

Although we have not made it explicit, the function N (t,z,y) clearly depends also on 6.
The following lemma is used several times in the paper.

Lemma 2.5. Let 6§ € (0, %) There exist constants K3, K4 dependent only on 0 such that
for all a, N\, e > 0 and for all a € [0,1) with a + €'/? < 1, we have

- K; A2
(2.9) P sup i |N(t,3:,y)| > Xe | < A exp <_K4—‘522a9> .

B

0<t<ael
1
z,y€la,atel], x#ty

Proof. We will show (2.9) when a = 0 and the same proof works for the general a € (0, 1),
which is similar to Lemma 2.4 and Remark 2.2. Let us first consider the case when o > 1.
Consider the following grid on [0, ae%] x [0, e%], where the first coordinate is time and the
second is space:

Ik
o= {( )05 <odsiocpcar).
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The grid G,, will consist of only the point (0,0) if n < ng where
(2.10) ng = [logQ(of%e_%ﬂ

Any p € G,, will be of the form (22%, %) , so for notational convenience, we set

N(p) = N <2‘7m 2%) .

We will choose two parameters 0 < 7o(6) < 71(f) < 3 which depend only on 6 which satisfy

the following constraint
1
(211) 5 =1
We will fix the constant
1_9m
(2.12) = STromo

and consider the events
A(n,\) = {|N(p) — N(q)| < AKe2771"270™ for all p,q € G,, spatial neighbors} .

By p,q being spatial neighbors in the grid G,,, we mean that p,q have the same time
coordinate but their spatial coordinates are adjacent in G,. For instance (2g—n, %) and

(22%, %) are spatial neighbors of (22%, 2%) )

The number of such pairs of points p, ¢ is bounded by 2 - aed 22 . 5 om < 24.923(n=n0) where
we have used (2.10). Therefore a union bound along with the first tail bound in Lemma 2.3
gives

)\2K2 22—2~/1n22~/0n0
P(A(n,\)°) < 12%(0) exp <— C: < >

CF27"
B C2)\2K2a—92—2n092—2~/1n22fyon0
<C 23(n no) -
>~ U1 exp %222—n
Oy N2 K29(1=2m1)(n—no)
3(n—n 2
< 0123m0) exp <_ GFaol )

where the second inequality follows since a?¢22270% > 1 by our choice of ng and the final
inequality is obtained using the choice 7p,~; in (2.11).

We now let A(\) := Nyp>pn,A(n, A) and use a union bound once again to obtain

P(AN)) < > P(A(n, A))

n>ng

<y Z 23("_"°)exp

n>ng

< Csexp <—

Cy\2 K29(1=2m)(n—no)
B e

CuN’K?
¢2al
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Now on the event A(\), one has for p, ¢ spatial neighbors in G,

IN(p) = N(g)| _ AKe2nmgmms
p-a? T 2O

< e,

by our choice of 79,71 and K in (2.11) and (2.12).

We now show that the above bound continues to hold when p, ¢ € G,, are no longer spatial
neighbors but have the same time coordinate. Let the spatial coordinate of p be k27" and
let the spatial coordinate of ¢ be 127", and without loss of generality assume k£ < [. Find
the smallest positive integer ny; with ng < n; < n such that

k kq k1 +1 l
(2.13) on < onr < o < on
for some nonnegative integer k1. First note that we must have

1 k l 4

o S|z | S

2n 2n

(2.14)

The lower bound is clear by (2.13) and the upper bound follows from the minimality of n;,
for if the difference between k2™ and 127" was larger than 2°~"! then there would be two
spatial neighbors in G,,_; between them.

One next observes that we can find a sequence of points p;, n1 <i <n and ¢, n; <i<n
with the same time coordinates as p, ¢, such that p;, pi+1 (resp. ¢, qi+1) are either equal or
adjacent spatial points in G;. In addition at most one such adjacent spatial pair (p;, pit1)
(resp. (i, qi+1)) is in each G, ny < j < n, and p, = p, ¢, = q. Therefore

IN(p) — N(q)| < Z |N(pi) = N(pi+1)| + Z |N(gi) — N(giy1)|

1=n1 1=n1
n
<2 AKe2 TN
1=n1
on the event A(A). As a consequence, on this event

IN() = N(@)| _ _2\Ke _zomog-—nm

<
ST gemioe) S A€

i

p—ql>~"

by (2.14) and our choice of 79,7, and K in (2.11) and (2.12). This completes the proof in
the case o« > 1.

In the case 0 < a < 1, we divide the spatial interval into smaller intervals of length \/ae%
to get that

& Mate)
P sup ‘N(t,x,y)! > e | < Z P sup ‘N(t,x,y)! > ozge
ogtgas% i=1 ogtgas% az

1 1 1
z,y€[0,e7], x4y z,yE [i\/a5§,(i+1)\/55?]x7éy
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Then, as explained in the beginning of the proof of this lemma (see also Remark 2.2), the
probabilities inside the sum on the right hand side above have the same upper bound as for

~ A
P sup ‘N(t,x,yﬂ > ——"
0<t<ael
2y€l0,/aed ], aty

We now apply the previous argument to finish the proof.

o
Qo

Remark 2.3. From Remark 2.2, it also follows from the proof that if ‘J(s,y,u(s,y))‘ <

T
6'1259 ol

C’le% then one can bound the right hand side of (2.9) by 1%\;& exp <—K4 A2

Define

N(t,z) — N(s,x)
t—sli—z

The proof of the following lemma is similar to that of Lemma 2.5 and is therefore omitted.

(2.15) N#(s,t,z) =

Lemma 2.6. Let 6§ € (0, %) There exist constants K7, Kg dependent only on 0 such that
for all a, \;e > 0 and for all a € [0,1) with a + el/? < 1, we have

K~ A2
2.1 P N#(s,t < ~Ks—%— | .
(2.16) sup2 IN#(s,t,x)| > Xe | < 1/\\/aexp< s, >

0<s,t<aeb ,s#t
1
z€la,a+eb)

Remark 2.4. Note also here that a similar statement to that of Remark 2.3 also holds in
1
this case. That s, if ‘J(s,y,u(s,y)ﬂ < (Che20, then one can bound the right hand side of

K7 o A2
(2.7) by TAa exp< KSC%E%(XG

We will also need some estimates concerning G(t, =), which come from Lemmas 3.1 and 3.2
of [AJM]. For the lemma below let

We have

Lemma 2.7. There exist positive constants Cy,Cy,C1,Cs, Cy such that
(2.17) G(t, x) < Cop(t, ) forallz €0, 1], t €T,

t
(2.18) / / |G(s,x — 2) — G(s,y — 2)|*dzds < Colx —y| for all z € [0, 1] and t > 0,
0JT

t
(2.19) Cy t—sg/ /G2(T,x)dxdr§C1\/t—s forO<s<t<s+1,
s JT
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(2.20)
Cs t—sg/ /[G(t—r,z)—G(s—r,z)]zdzdr§C3\/t—s for all0 < s <t < oo.
0o JT

With the preliminaries in place we can now move on to proving the theorems stated in the
introduction.

3. UPPER BOUNDS

3.1. Upper bound in Theorem 1.2 (a). We are assuming that the function o (¢, z,u) =
o(t,x) does not depend on the third variable so the random field u(¢, ) is Gaussian. Before
proving the required estimates, we describe the main strategy behind the proof.

Fix parameters ¢y > 0,c¢; > 4 to be specified later, and let
5= v

We consider discrete time-space points (t;, z;), where the time points ¢; are uniformly spaced
in [0,7] and space points z; are uniformly spaced in T:

T
t =icgd?,  i=0,1,--- [ :=|—

00(52
(3.1)

1
€ 36157 J 07 ; ) |:Cl5:|

We clearly have

tia j 0) — ti7 j
P < sup HEQ)(U) < e) <P | max ‘u( 2y +0) —ul x])| <e
0<t<T

=01, Lg
(32) =i "
<P | max |u(tyz;+0) —u(ts,z;)] < ew |,
i=0,1,---,T
§=0,1--J
Consider the events
(3.3) A; = { max |u(t;, z; +6) — ulty, ;)| < 6219} )
j:0717"'7J
From the above
I
P | sup ng)(u) <e| <P mAi
0<t<T -0

(3.4)

I
=[P (4|40, A -+ Aiy).
=0

We will show in Lemma 3.2 below that for some 0 < n < 1,

(3.5) P (AZ-

u@w%ssm&weT)gw
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uniformly in 1. Since the above bound holds regardless of the profile up to time ¢;_1 one
can conclude that the right hand side of (3.4) is bounded by n”/ (I+1) which gives us the
required upper bound in Theorem 1.2.

We have the following lemma which plays an important role along with the fact the solution
is Gaussian. For k € NT and 6 > 0, we define

(3.6) Ay = N(t1,z + ) — N(t1, zx).

Lemma 3.1. Fiz cg > 0 and ¢; > 4. Then there exist positive constants Cy, Cy, Co such
that for all o small enough,

(3.7) Co6l\/cod < Var(Ag) < 1636

uniformly in k. If 0 < |z — x| < % then

_ 2
(3.8) [Cov (A, A))| < Cov/a@isexp <—’”“”%Tx”> .
1

Proof. Since Ay is a mean zero random variable, we can use Itd’s isometry along with the
bound on o given by (1.2) to obtain

~ 12}
Var(Ak) < (522/ / [G(s,y +0) — G(S,y)]2dyd8
o Jr
< 6509,

where the last inequality comes from Lemma 2.7. This gives the required upper bound in
(3.7)

Next, we have
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which gives the lower bound in (3.7). Let us explain how we obtain the last inequality above.
For k > 1 and § small enough one has (k — §)% > & (k? + 6%). Thus for all 0 < s < 2t,

—k2/2s - s
G(S,O)—G( 2 {Ze k?/2 Ze (k+6)2/2 }
L = kEZ
1 — —52/25 o —(k—6)2/2s
V27s { kZ::l ‘
> {1 e 1/4co _ 6—62/205 f: e—k2/205}
k=1
. {1 ~1/1cs _ VA0 6—1/(4000)}
- 2

puliy ﬁ’
The second last inequality is a consequence of bounding the sum from above by an appro-

priate integral from a Riemann sum approximation.

We next turn to the bound on the covariance. Observe that if we assume that k > [, we
have a =z, — x; = (k — )16 and therefore a + 9 > a — § > a/4. Using this, the semigroup
property of the heat kernel and (2.17) we have

~ ~ tl
Cov(Ay, A)| < %/ / G5,y +0) = G(s,9)| - |G(s,y +a+06) — Gs,y +a)| dyds
0 T
t1
<42 / (2G(25,0) + G(25,a — 8) + G(2s,a + ) ds
0
t1
< C%3 / (2p(2s,a) + p(2s,a — &) + p(2s,a + 9)) ds
0

2
<C"€2\/—exp< (‘54’t>

which completes the proof since ¢; = cgd? and |a| = |z — 7). O

For the next lemma recall the events A; defined in (3.3)

3

Lemma 3.2. Let cg =1 and ¢; = Kz% We can find a K > 0 large enough and 0 <n < 1
1

such that for an arbitrary initial profile ug,

P(A1|’LLO) S ’I’}J.

Remark 3.1. The above lemma implies (3.5) because the initial profile is allowed to be
arbitrary, and by the Markov property, A; depends only on the profile u(t;—1,).

Remark 3.2. (Important) Note that the arbitrariness of ug assumed in the lemma is so
that we can apply the Markov property in (3.5), since a priori there is no restriction on
u(ti—1,-). The Markov property is used several times in this paper and we shall use the
arbitrariness of the profile at time t;_1 often. However the reader should not be confused
with Remark 2.1 where we assumed that the initial profile (i.e. at time 0) for (1.1) isug = 0.
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Proof. For an arbitrary initial profile ug

J—1
(3.9) P(A) =[] P(Bj|B1,Ba,-++ . Bj_1),
j=0

where
B; = {|u(t1,:17j +0) —u(ty,z;)] < e%} .

We will show that each of the terms inside the product sign in (3.9) is uniformly (in j)
bounded away from 1, which will imply the lemma. We will in fact prove a stronger
statement that P (B;|G;_1) is uniformly (in j) bounded away from 1, where G;_; is the o
algebra generated by the random variables Ay = N(t1, x4+ 6) — N(t1,x1), k < j — 1. We
thus need to show the existence of some 0 < 7 < 1 such that

(3.10) (1851 < e [g;n) <,
where Ay := u(t1, zx + ) — u(ty, xx). We will obtain this by showing
(3.11) Var (8;]G,-1) = Cet.

for some constant C' independent of j. We can use general properties of Gaussian random
vectors to write

Aj = [ (Gry #wo) (25 +8) = (Giy +w0) ()] + A

(3.12)
= | (Guy #10) (@ + j +0) = (G # o) ()] + X +Y,
where
-1
X =" By
k=0

is the conditional expectation of Aj given G;_;. The variance of Y is the conditional
variance of A; given G;_1, which is also the conditional variance in (3.11). Moreover Y is
independent of G;_; and thus

cov(Y, Al) —0, 1=0,1,---,j—1.

Therefore for all [ =0,1,--- ,7 — 1 we have
j—1

(3.13) cov(Aj, Al> - ZﬁkCov<Ak, Al>
k=0

Let y = (yo,91,- - ,yj_l)T where y; represents the entry on the left hand side above, 8 be
the vector of the §;’s, and let

S = ((cov(Ak, Al)))

0<k,I<j—1
be the covariance matrix of the increments A;. We can thus rewrite (3.13) in matrix form

(3.14) y =Sg.
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Let us next show that S is invertible. Write S = D(I — A)D, where D € R/7*/ is the
diagonal matrix with diagonal entries

Std(Ak>, k=01, ,j—1,
and I — A is the correlation matrix of A;. Above Std denotes the standard deviation of the

random variable in parentheses. Denote by || - |11 the norm on matrices in R/*J induced
by the ¢; norm || - ||; on R?. Now ||A[1 = max; Y ;" |a;;| (see page 259 in [RB00]), we

can use (3.7) and (3.8) to obtain
HEL
C 067 =

A1 <

for a large K. In that case the inverse of I — A exists and moreover

1 3
I-A)! < - <2
0= A) M < e < 5

by choosing ¢; = K- /3

Using this along with the lower bound in (3.7) we obtain that S is invertible and moreover

1
3.15 Sl < D™ aa - 1T = A) Mg DMt € w5
(3.15) 187 M < D7 1= A) 7 - [P 1 < 2

Note also from (3.8)

~ 22\ Ch635
: < 0462 Aty < 2%
(3.16) wm_@%?;m< 1)< &

for another constant Cs.

Let us now return to (3.14) which we write as 3 = S_ly From this we obtain

Co ey

181 < ISl - Iyl <

(623
@23
(«1&1

The above quantity can be made arbitrarily small by a choice of a large K in ¢y = K
Thus
OO

C() 01%2
can be made a small multiple of €v/d by a large choice of K. We have used the upper
bound in (3.7) above. Using this along with the lower bound in (3.7) once again we obtain

Std(Y) > Std(4;) — Std(X (Jo_o(gl _ VG ) Vo

Std(X) < 18|11 - sup Std(Ay) <

C() 61(512
uniformly in j, and this proves (3.11) if we choose K large enough. We then get the bound
in (3.10) with n = P <|N(0, 1) < ﬁ) for some constant Cs. O

Remark 3.3. One can check that one obtains for small §
<g3

P(As|uo) gP(!N(O, 1) < — )”’3

Cs361

%3 log 61 )

In particular if €1 is large one obtains a bound of exp <—C’4 Ve
2
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Remark 3.4. We note that if o(s,y) is a constant function, then Lemma 3.2 can be easily
proved by using Slepian’s inequality. For instance, if o(s,y) = 1, then it is easy to see that
there exist co > 0 and ¢; > 0 such that G(t1,z) is convex for all |z| > 19, and then the
convexity implies that

CO’U(Ak, Al) < 0.

Using now Slepian’s inequality, we get
P (m,gx 1Ay < 61/29> <P <m13x Ag < 61/29> <[IP (Ak < 61/29) ,
k

which provides an upper bound on P(A;) as in (3.9) since Ay is mean-zero Gaussian with
variance estimated in (3.7).

3.2. Upper bound in Theorem 1.2 (b). We provide the outline of the proof of the upper
bound. The details are quite similar to that of the proof of the upper bound of Theorem
1.2 (a) and are left to the reader. Using the same discrete time-space points as in (3.1) we
obtain

(3.17) P <Sup A0 (u) < e> <P | max |u(t;+ 5%, x5) — u(ts, ;)| < €20
zeT Z:_O(’]llvf
J=U,1--

Defining
A?ﬁ = {j:mla.).c. p |u(t; + 6% a;) — u(ty,x;)| < 6219} ,
the upper bound will follow on(;67 w7e show the existence of a 0 < 77 < 1 such that
P (AfE ‘ u(s,x), s <t;, x € T) <q’.

Note here the slight change from (3.5); here we condition on the profile up to ¢;. One could
have conditioned up to time ¢;_1 but conditioning up to time ¢; makes the argument simpler.
Define

AZ& = N(6%, zp).
Using (2.19), one obtains a similar result to Lemma 3.1 with the random variables Ay,
replaced by Af We also need

52
Cov (Ak#, Af) < (522/0 /FG(52 — s,z —y)G(0% — 5,2 —y) dyds

62
< %22 G(2s,zk, xy)ds
0
|2y, — 2]
< C(gzzéexp <—T .

By the Markov property again, we only need to show
P(Afuo) <7/
for some 0 < 77 < 1. For this we note

J—1
7=0
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where
B]# = {]u(éz,xj) — u(O,a:])] < 5%} .
Define Ak# = u(0?, z;) — u(0,z;) and then show
P(lafi<em |gi) <

for some 0 < 7 < 1, where G;_1 is the o algebra generated by the random variables
Ak#, k < 7 — 1. Note that although

AF = [ (@ = wo) (23) —wol)] + AF

is of a slightly different form than that of (3.12), the term in the square brackets does not
play any role in the argument of Lemma 3.2.

3.3. Upper bound in Theorem 1.3 (a). The function o(¢,z,u) now depends on the
third variable, so the resulting random field is no longer Gaussian. Therefore, we will need
an alternative argument based on an approximation procedure. For 5 > 0, we define the
following equation,

(3.18)

VO (L, 2) = (Gy *uo)(z / / Gt — 5,2 =)o (5,5, VO (s5,9) ) W(dsdy).
[e—v/Btz+V/Bl

Of course, here, we treat = + /gt € T.

Existence and uniqueness of a solution to the above equation is not an issue. In fact, this
can be easily proved by considering the following Picard iterates:
(3.19)

VO, 2) = (Gyxuo)(x // G(t—s,z—y)o (s y, VI, y)) W (dsdy),
—/Bt,x++/Bt]

with VO(t, x) := (G % ug) (). We will need the following result.

Proposition 3.1. Assume Bt < %. There exist positive constants Cy and Cy that are

independent of B and t such that

2\ P/2 Ip/2
sup B | [VOU(t, z) — v, a:)]fl’} < <01f2> (27t <1>
zeT 9 2

Proof. We use (3.18) and (3.19) to write

V(B)J(t, z) — VB (t, z)

— /Ot /[x_\/@ﬁ\/m] Gt — s,z —y) [0’ (sjy’ V(B),l—l(sjy)) —0 <37y’ V(B)(S,y))} W (dsdy).



22 MOHAMMUD FOONDUN, MATHEW JOSEPH, AND KUNWOO KIM

For notational convenience, we set f(I,t) := sup ey |[|[VO(t, z) — V¢, z)||2. We now
use Burkholder’s inequality and the fact that o is globally Lipschitz to obtain

t
fll,t) < 09219/ fl=1,s) lsup G2t — s,z —y)dy| ds
0

z€T /[gc—\/ﬁ,x+\/ﬁit]
t

sc%/ f(l—l,s>/ G2(t — s,y) dy
0 T

LFl—1,5)
< C9? /!}0(7’617
S po . S

where we have used the heat kernel estimate (2.17) to get the last bound in the above (here

the value of the constant C' changes from line to line, and is independent of 8 and ¢). Upon

setting F(1) := supy~oe " f(l,s), the above immediately yields

CP?*p
VEk

Upon choosing k = C2*p? with some large constant C and iterating, we obtain F(I) <

C (%)l . This along with

F(l) <

F(l-1).

P ) C%2
F(0) < %5 supe G*(t —s,x —y)dyds < —
t>0 0 J[z—+/Bt,z++/Bt] 7

gives the result. O

We also have the following error estimate on the difference between u and V¥,

Proposition 3.2. Assume St < %. Then there exist positive constants C1 and Co that are
independent of B and t such that

27\ P/2
sup & [|u(t, x) — v ®) (t, x)|p] < <Cl(f2 ) 602@4p3te—ﬁp/4
zeT 9

Proof. We use (3.18) and the mild formulation of the u(t, x) to write
u(t,z) — VOt z)

- / t / Gt — 5.2~ ) [o (s.vu(s.v) — o (5.0.VO(s,9))] W(dsdy)
0 Jlo—vBLa+ vl

t
[ Gt — 5,2 — ) - (5,9, u(s,)) W (dsdy).
0 [5‘3_\/@71’4‘\/@6

We now use Burkholder’s inequality together with the Lipschitz continuity of o to write

lu(t, z) = VO (t, )17

t
<coy [ | sy G 55w = lCs,0) = VO o)y
0 J[z—+/Bt,x++/Bt

t
+Cp / / G2(t — 5,2 — )0 (5., u(s, ) |2dsdy
0 [ —\/EJH'\/E]C

=1 + 5.
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We bound I first. We now use the heat kernel estimate (2.17) and the fact that o is
bounded above to get that

t
1
I < C€3pe P12 / ——ds
0 t—s

< CE2pe=P12 1.

We now set F'(k) := sup;~¢ zeT e "t |\u(t, z) — VO (t, x)||12, and bound I; as in the Proposi-
tion above to obtain

CPD%*p CE3p
Fk) < F(k) + =22 8/2,
Y S N
This finishes the proof upon choosing the k = C2%p? for a large constant C. O

We will use the following straightforward consequence of the above:

2\ P/2 Ip/2
320) s b [ult,a) - VOl o] < (PHE) e [e—ﬁp/u(l) ]
z€T 9 2

where D; and Dy are some positive constants. The following lemma along with (3.20)
suggests that we can construct independent random variables that are close to u(t,z). The
proof of Lemma 3.3 is essentially the same as that of Lemma 4.4 of [CJK13].

Lemma 3.3. Let 8,t > 0 and | > 0. Fiz a collection of points x1,xs,--- € T such that
the distance between x; and x; is greater than 2l\/Bt whenever i # j. Then {V B, zj)}
forms a collection of independent random variables.

We can now prove the upper bound. Recall § = ¢5 and the time points t; := 6% as in
(3.1); we have chosen ¢y = 1. We shall consider now the spatial points x9; := j(6 + p) and
x9j—1 = j(0 +p)—pfor j=1,...,J where J := [1/2(6 + p)] and p := 2|a10g6|%5. Here
a > 4(DyP* +1) 4160 is a constant which is independent of € and i, j where Dy is in (3.20).
From this definition, we have |x9j11 — 29j| = 0 and |rgj42 — x2j41| = pfor j =0,...,J. As
in the proof of the upper bound for the Gaussian case, we have

_ t: ) — ult .
P sup ’u(tv‘r) ?(uy)‘ <e|l<pP max ‘u( 17x2]+1)1 u( Z7x2])| <
R i 5

0<t<T

<P max |u(ti,zoj +6) — ulty,me;)| < €20
i=0,1,--,T
j=0,1---7

We will show below that uniformly over initial profiles uy (see Remark 3.2)
1 C
(3.21) P max |u(ty, g+ 0) — u(t,z5)| < €2 ) <exp | ————5—
J=0,1,+,J |loge|zed
for some positive constant C'. One then uses (3.4) and the Markov property, and notes that

the number of time intervals I = [522] = [62%] to get the required upper bound.
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Let us therefore turn to the proof of (3.21). Using the triangle inequality, the left hand side
of (3.21) is bounded above by

AR v CIN ‘ 1/20
2P (j:(%??{’w‘u(tl,x]) VWi (g, 5)| > € >

+ P < max ‘V(B)J(tlax%—i-l) - V(ﬁ)’l(tlw”@j)‘ < 351/29>
J: SALyeey
= L1+ Lo.

Before we consider L and Lo, we define

(3.22) B=1:=|a|loge|] and p:= L\/lloge]/ﬁj.

Let us now consider L; first. By Chebyshev’s inequality and (3.20) there exist constants
C1 > 0 and Cy > 0 which are independent of ¢ such that
(3.23)

2\ P/2 Ip/2
R R R G R B O

zeT

Since 2J < 1/(5 + p) < 1/5 = € /? we have for some other positive constants C; and C
independent of ¢

(3.24) Ly <2JsupP (‘u(tl,x) — V(B)’l(tl,m)‘ > 61/20> < Cyexp <— 170

zeT

Cy2*|log 6\3/2>

Let us now consider Lo. First observe that W; := (V(g)’l(t1,$2j),V(ﬁ)’l(t1,$2j+1)) are
independent for j = 0,1,...,J — 1 by Lemma 3.3 since the distance between x2;41 and
Tgjy2 is greater than 203/2,/t;. Thus, we have

L2 =P ( max ‘V(ﬁ tl,x2]+1) V(B)’l(tl,xgj)‘ < 361/20>
j=0,1,--

(‘ Mty waj41) — VL, T2; )‘ < 361/29)

||;:]a

Using the triangle mequahty, we have
(3.25)

P <‘V(ﬁ)’l(t1,x2j+1) - V(g)’l(tl,@j)‘ < 361/26))

<2 max P <‘U(7517<L"j) - V(ﬁ)’l(thfﬂj)‘ > 61/29> +P <|U(t1,<172j+1) — u(ty, x25)| < 561/29>
<<
=: Loj + Los.
Let us first consider Los. Consider the following martingale My for 0 < s < t1:

My = [(Gy, * uo) (w2511) — (G, * uo) (w25)]
/ / (b1 — 1 2aja1 — y) — G(t1 — raway — y)] - 0 (ray, u(ry ) W(dydr).

Note that My, is u(t1, z2j41) — u(t1, ;). The quadratic variation of the martingale is given
by

M) = / / Gty — 1, T2j41 —y) — G(t1 — 1,295 — y))> o (1, y, u(r, ) dydr.
o Jr
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We use (3.7) to obtain

CoGEs < (M), < CL1E36.
Since M; is a continuous martingale, it is a time change of a Brownian motion B, i.e.,
My = Mo + By, Hence, recalling § = €!/? we have

P <|U(751,£172j+1) —u(ty, 25)] < 561/29) <P <‘M0 + By,

< 561/29)

§P< inf | Mo + By §5\/5>

(3.26) CoE25<t<C1%25

<p inf |By| <5V3 | =7,
CoCR6<t<C1636

for some v < 1 independent of § (but dependent on %;,%,). The last inequality can be
obtained by a coupling argument as follows: Let BM0 be a Brownian motion starting at M
independent of a standard Brownian motion B starting at 0. Now let X be the process which
follows the trajectory of BMo till it hits either B or —B, after which it follows the trajectory
of B or —B (depending on which one it hits). Clearly X has the same distribution as

M, . .
BYo I infoygzscicoyazs | Xl < 5V/6 then both the events {lnfc()(sz&gthl%;& | By| > 5\/3}
and {infco%’f s<t<crezs | — Bil > 5V } cannot occur simulataneously since then BM would

have hit B or —B before entering the strip [~5v/8, 5v/9]. Thus

{ inf X g5\/5} c{ inf | By| g5\/S}U{ inf | — By g5\/5}
CoCRo<t<C1 625 CoCR6<t<C1626 CoCRo<t<C1 625

= { inf |By| < 5\/5}

Co625<t<Ch 625

Let us now consider Lo;. Here, (3.24) implies Loy can be made arbitrarily small by choosing
e small enough. Therefore, there exists a constant 1 < 1 independent of € such that

Loy + Lap <n <1,
which implies from (3.25)

C
Ly <n’/ < —_—= | .
S )

Combining our bounds on Li and Ls, we finish the proof. O

3.4. Upper bound in Theorem 1.3 (b). The proof follows a similar strategy to that of
the upper bound proved above and we will sketch the proof focusing on the main differences.
Note that we use the same choice of # and [ as in part (a) (see (3.22)). Then, we have

P <Sup A0 (u) < e> <P | max |u(t;+ 5%, x5) — u(ts, ;)| < €20 ,

wet =010
where the points t; = % while z; = 4jlalogel?/?26, j = 0,1, - ,J := [W]. Here

we choose a as in part (a) such that |z; — ;] > 2¢4/B(t1 + 02). In other words, by our
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choices of x;, {V3I(t; + 62, 2;) — VO (1, x])}j is a collection of independent random

=0
variables. Now we have

P (‘u(tl + (52,m]~) — u(tl,a:j)| < e%) <P <|u(t1 + (52,x]~) — V(B)’l(tl + (52,:5]-)‘ > 62%)
+ P (Julti, ;) = VOt 2y)| = )
+P <|V(5)vl(t1 +62,25) = VOt 25)] < 3620) .
For the first two terms, we have similar upper bounds as the one given by (3.23);

P <|u(t1 + 52,$j) — V(g)’l(tl + 52,$j)| > 6%) + P <|u(t1,:17j) — V(g)’l(t1,$j)| > 6%>

Cs|log €|3/?
< Ciexp (—%) )

for some positive constants C; and C5. For the final term, we have

P <|V<B>J(t1 + 0% a5) = VO a)] < 36%) <p (\VW(tl +0%,a5) — ulty + 6%, a;)| > ez%)
P <|u(t1,a:j) — VO (1), ;)| > 6%)
+P <|u(t1 + 6%, ) — u(ty, z;)| < 56%) .

The bound for the last term is similar to the bound given by (3.26). The martingale term
is slightly different. For 0 < s < t; + 62

M = [(Gy 462 x u0) (x7) — (G, % ug) ()]
/ / (t1+ 6% —rzj—y) = Glts — 2 — y) o<y, | - 0 (r,y, u(r,y)) W(dydr).
We now use (2.19) and (2.20) to show that there exist constants C3 and Cy such that
03(51 < (M >t1+62 < 04(52 0.
A similar argument to that of (3.26) shows that
P (fu(ty +82,2;) — u(ts, ;)] < 53 ) <,

where 7 < 1. The proof now follows from part (a).

4. LOWER BOUNDS

4.1. Lower bound in Theorem 1.2 (a). Recall our time discretizations from (3.1): ¢; =
icpd? = icoe%, 1=0,1,---,I, and consider now the events
(4.1) B; =U; N H;,

where the event U; puts restriction on the supremum norm of u(¢,-) in the time interval
[tistiva]:

1 1
€30 2620
(4.2) U; = {Sup lu(tiyr, z)| < 5 and sup |u(t,z)| < ¢

< for all t € [t;, tiy1] ¢,
z€T z€T 3
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and the event H; puts restriction on the Hoélder norm of w in the time interval [t;,¢;1]:

(4.3) H, = {7—[(.9) () < <, and HV(u) < % for all ¢ € [ti,tHl]}.

tit1 6’

It is clear that

P < sup ”Hf))( < e sup ”Ht u) <e, sup |u(t, z)| < €20
0<t<T 0<t<T 0<t<T
z€[0, 1]
4.4 -1
(44) - p(ni5)

I-1

P (Bi|Bo, B1 -~ Bi—1) .
1=0

Similar to the method of the upper bound, our main task will be to obtain a uniform lower
bound on P (Bi|Bo,Bl e Bi_l). It turns out that with an appropriate choice of ¢y one
can in fact obtain such a uniform lower bound. We do this in Lemma 4.3 below (see also
Remark 4.1), and then the lower bound in Theorem 1.2 (a) follows immediately. We first
need a couple of lemmas which we turn to next.

c )

Lemma 4.1. There exists a constant K5 dependent only on 0 and oy = 270 > 0 such that
72

for a < ag we have

~ 2 K
o o re nle)som( e 52)
tSOﬁE%, xz#yeT azeo 29

Proof. We first split T? into squares S of side length azes. By the Gaussian correlation
inequality ([LaM17], [Roy14]) we have

P sup |ﬁ(t,x,y)|§e ZHP sup ‘N(t,:n,y)‘ <e
tSae%, x#yeT S tgae%,
(z.y)€S, £y
For £k =0,1,--- ,of%e_% — 1, let S be a square in T? whose center is k2 3a2ed from

the diagonal x = y. There are at most 20" 267 of such squares. Therefore the above
probability is bounded below by

2007 2€ 0
11
a 2¢ 01 -
(4.6) H P sup  |N(t,z,y)| <e
k=0 t<ach,

(x,y)ESk, Ty

Let us now give a lower bound of the expression inside the square brackets. We first consider
the case when k > 1. For any (z,y) € Sy one has a lower bound |z —y| > <k‘a%e%> and
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therefore

p sup ‘N(t,:n,y)‘ <e

tgae%, (z,y)ESk
€ 11y\3—0

>P sup IN(t,z) — N(t,y)| §Z(kza269)

(4.7) t<act, (zy)€Sy
€ 11\ 30
> P sup max{‘N(t,a:)L |N(t,y)‘} §§<k‘a565>

2
tSQ’Ey ’ (x,y)ESk

k1—2€
>1-2K -Ko——
= 1 €Xp < 2 64%22(16) )

the last inequality follows from (2.7). Therefore there exists an oy = ;g% > 0 small enough
such that for all positive o < 7 one has ’
. K2k1—2€
P Ntz y)| <e| >1- Bl
2Sup IN(t,z,y)| <e| > exp( 128%2a7
tSaee ) (wyy)esk

Returning to (4.6) we can obtain a lower bound on the product of terms for which k£ # 0

by choosing an as = ;é% > 0 small enough such that for a < as we have
2

=

200 2€
1 _1
o 2e 6-—1 _
Pl s [Nty <e
k=1 tSQE%,
(z,y) €Sk, 7y
3b
(e} € —
IRt K2k1_29
> ex 200 2¢ 0 logs1l—e —_
(4.8) = P e g{ Xp( 128%2af
Ao
S |20t t 3 Kok!
exp | —2a Ze exp | ———
=P 2o TP\ Timggar

1 Ko 1
> exp —2a7 2 exp —W <€ 0 .
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)

Finally we consider the k = 0 term in (4.6). For a small a3 = 20 > 0 one has for a < ag
2
1 _1
2007 2¢ 0
1 1
1 1yg
~ a2€0
Pl s [Ny < @0
2 o2
t<ael

(x,y)€So0, x#y

1 _1
K4 200" 2¢O
- [1—exp <_2C522046>}

_1 Ky 1
>exp | —4a” 2 exp 5720 -€70 |,
2

where the first inequality follows by Lemma 2.5. We now use the bounds (4.9) and (4.8)
n (4.6). The statement (4.5) follows immediately from this by choosing ap < a3 A ag A ag
small enough. O

(4.9)

Lemma 4.2. There exists a constant Kg dependent only on 6, and a positive &g = %
max(%y,¢5"")
such that for a < &g small enough one has

(4.10)

~ 1 K
P sw [Nt <ew, s [N(tay) <e zexp<— exp<—2—6))

11
3 2 3€d
t<aeb ,z€T t<aeb ,x#yceT Qz€

Proof. An application of the Gaussian correlation inequality ([Roy14], [LaM17]) gives

‘ =

P s INGo)<ew, s [N(hzy) <e
tSOﬁE%7SCET tSaE%,x;ﬁyeT
>P| sup |N(ta)|<ew |-P|  sup  |[N(tay)<e
tgae%,:cET tgae%,:c;ﬁyeT
We now partition T into disjoint intervals [a;, a;11) where a; := iazed fori = 1,... ,oz_%e_%.

Applying the Gaussian correlation inequality once again and (2.7), one obtains

ai%ei%
1 1
P sup |[N(t,z)| < e P sup IN(t,x)] < €26
tgae%,xET 1=1 tgae%,me[o,\/aﬁ}

v

1
)}a 2e€
K
> exp —2a_%e_% exp | — 2 T
263a

ifa<ay= (@% is small enough. The result now follows from this and (4.5). O
2

V
—N—
—_
|
D
>
o
—

[\]
Y| R
LS
[N
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For the next lemma recall the events B; defined in (4.1).

1
Lemma 4.3. For all initial profiles ug with |ug(z)] < <% and 7 (uy) < 5, one has

2 K 2
P(By) > exp | ———— exp <— g 6) — T
\/EOEG 36(52 &) 960(51269

2 [ .
when cpbe < &g, where &g is defined in Lemma 4.2.

Remark 4.1. Note (see Remark 3.2) that the arbitrariness of ug assumed above is so that
we have the same lower bound for P(B;|Bo, B1,--- ,Bi—1). This is because given B;_y the
1

profile u(t;—1,-) has sup norm at most ? and Holder norm at most 5. One can then use
the Markov property and the above result.

Proof. We will use a change of measure argument inspired by a technique in large deviation
theory. A similar method was employed in [AJM]. Consider the measure @) defined by

dQ W1 o
P = exp <Zt1 — §Zt1 ,

70 — /tl/ (G *”0)( 2 (dzdr),

T‘Z

where

1 (G * uo)(z)

o(r,z)

dzdr.

Define

W(r z) = W(r, 2) + L (Gex uo)(z)'

0-(73 Z) tl

It follows from Lemma 2.1 in [AJM] that W is a white noise under the measure Q.

By change of measure

Qe = Br (7 150} ).

and so Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives
dQ\
E
P<MJ

1
(4.11) P(By) > Q(By)? {Ep <Zg> } .

2 1
dyds | <exp| —— | .
96()(51265

Q(By) < - P(By)?,

from which we obtain

Now

a1 e (52) o

t1

(G r o))
o(s,y) t1
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We next provide a lower bound on Q(Bjy). First observe that

(4.13) u(t,z) = <1 — ti> (Gt * up)(x) + /Ot /T Gt —r,x — z)o(r,z)W (drdz),

1

and
ult, o) — ulty) _ (1 . 3) | Geruo)@) ~ (G Uo)(y)]
(4.14) o —ylz 7 ttl o x|f ;)y_lzit_r o B
—i—/o /r z —y|%_9 o(r,z)W(drdz).

1
The deterministic term in (4.13) is bounded uniformly (in x) by % in the interval [0, 1]

and is equal to 0 at the terminal time ¢;. Similarly, due to Lemma 2.1, the first term in
(4.14) is bounded uniformly (in ,y) by § in the same interval and is also equal to 0 at the
terminal time ;. We define Ni(¢,z) and N (¢, 2, y) as N(¢,z) and N(t, 2, y) as in (2.4) and

(2.8) respectively but by replacing W by W. It therefore follows

(4.15)
eﬁ ~ €
QBo) = Q| swp [Ni(tz)] <=,  sup |N1<t,x,y>|s6
t<ty,z€T t<ty, z#y€eT
€ % ~ €
>Q s It < (5)7 sip [Ni(tay)| < ¢

2 2
t<cp69 (¢/6) ¢ ,z€T

2o -t oo (gt
exp | — exp [ — ,
S NI R N T2

as long as 064 < G from Lemma 4.2. If we use (4.15) and (4.12) into (4.11) we obtain

P K P
P(By) > exp | — exp <— ) -
\/EOE% 36¢3 g 900%126%

2
as long as cp60 < ag. ]

4.2. Lower bound in Theorem 1.2 (b). The argument in Section 4.1 has to be modified
at quite a few places. We first note the following lemma which follows immediately from
the Gaussian correlation inequality.

Lemma 4.4. There is off = ig% > 0 such that for a < ozé?ﬁ we have
2

1 K
P sup ‘N#(s,t,x)‘ <e|>exp (——exp <__9>>

1 1
2 azed cgal
0<s,t<cel | s#t
zeT
We shall consider time discretizations t; = ic20? = icoed, i = 0,1,--- ,I. The constant cy

will be appropriately chosen so as to get a uniform lower bound on P <BZ# |BSéé , BfE e Bﬁ 1)
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in (4.20) below. It will only depend on 6 and %». In this section let
Bf .=U’ nHF nTF,

where, similar to Section 4.1,

% %
(4.16) UZ-# = ¢ sup |u(tivr, )| < 6@ -, and sup |u(t,z)| < 6@ - for all ¢t € [t;,tiy1] ¢,
zeT e2 1 zeT 4e2 1
2 2
(4.17)
# _ [0 € (6) €
H = {Htiﬂ(u) < e and H, ' (u) < 2K for all t € [ti,ti+1]},
(418) T;# — sup |’LL(t,£E) — ?(89733” < E
It —s|i72 2

zeT
1 <s,t<tit1,s7#t
Here, we recall the constant A in (1.4). Let us first consider the following lemma.
Lemma 4.5. We have the following inclusion.

(4.19) nL_, BY c {sup A9 (u) < e} :
zeT

Proof. We take a realization u(-,-) of the left hand side. We need to show for any s < ¢ €
[0, 77,
|’LL(t, :E) — U(S, l‘)|
jt— i3

Suppose s < t are both in [t;,¢;11]. Then, since the profile is in TZ-#,

€.

lu(t,z) — u(s,x)| <€

|t — 8|i_g -2
Next we consider the case when s € [0,¢;,-1] and ¢ € [t;,¢;41]. In this case we have
|u(t7 l‘) B ’LL(S, $)| < |u(t7 l‘) - u(ti7 l‘)| + |u(ti7 :E) - U(S, l‘)|

t-sliTE T e—tilih t; — 5|32
€ 2¢20 1
<ot 2
2 4e2 1 C2€0
-1

since u € ﬂilzo UZ-#. Finally consider s € [t;_1,t;] and t € [t;,t;+1]. In this case
‘u(th) — U(S,JZ‘)’ < ‘u(th) — u(th)‘ + ’U(t“.’,l') — u(s,x)] < ¢

t—sliTE T fe—tfiE it —sliE

2

=

This shows that the realization is in {SupxeT s (u) < e}. O

Remark 4.2. Observe that the events HZ# play no role in the argument above, and we can
in fact take the larger set ﬂsz(Ui# N TZ#) in the left hand side of (4.19). However, as we
will see in Proposition 4.1 below, to get a lower bound on P(Ti#) we will need a control on
the spatial Holder norms of u as given by the events HZ#
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From the above lemma

P <Sup A9 (u) < 6) > P <mz‘I:OBz#>

zeT
(4.20)

Il
.
Il ~
o

P(BF|BY.BY - BE,).

The lower bound follows from the Markov property and the following

Proposition 4.1. Suppose the initial profile ug satisfies

N =
N[

€3 ¢
sup |ug(x)| < 5
zeT

(9) < &
H (UQ) =3A

Then there exists a constant Ko > 0 dependent only on 0 and a positive d# = %
max(¢y,

such that for all co < d# one has

1 Ky 1
P (B#> > ex — ex <— >
0 P \/5265 P (1+ A5 64%72c 2+9 €?

Proof. We work with the measure @) constructed in the proof of Lemma 4.3. From (4.13)
we have

u(t,x) —u(s,x

{[1——] (G % uo)(x +N1(ta;)} {[1—;](Gs*uo)(az)—i—N1(s,a;)},

1

where we recall
t s
Ni(t,z) = / / Gt —r,x— z)o(r,z)W (drdz).
0JT

Define

Na(t) = Na(s,2)

Nfﬁ(s,t,:n) =
[t —s[372

For s,t € [0,t1]

|t — 5|72
t—s||(G
L [t =5l [(Ge * wo)(2)]

31 ‘t—s‘%_g

[ult,z) — u(s,2)| [1+%] (G * uo)(x) — (Gs *uo)(x)]

[t — s[5

+|NF(s,t, 7).
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The first term on the right is less than 7 thanks to Lemma 2.2. The second term is less

than g by the assumption on the initial profile. Now

8-

€2 €

A’

Q(B#>z@< s [Mibe) < —r s |Filhay)| <
2712 t<ty, x#yeT

t<t1,z€T 862

oo

sup ]Nl#(s,t,x)\ < E)
z€T, s#t€[0,t1] 8

8-

2@( sup | Ny (t,x) < —

~ €
9 Sllp |N1(t,l',y)| S _>
t<t1,z€T Sc

1
—1  t<ty, z#yeT A

oo

N

X Q< sup ]Nl#(s,t,x)\ < %)

z€T, s#t€[0,t1]
by the Gaussian correlation inequality. By splitting the interval T into smaller intervals of

1
length 6226% and using Gaussian correlation inequality repeatedly (see also Lemma 4.4 and
Lemma 4.2) one obtains

1 Ky
4.21 B7) > — S S
(4.21) QBg) > exp cieb eXp( (1+A2)(5§c§>

as long as ¢y is small enough. Following the arguments of Lemma 4.3 we obtain

P(5f) =0 (Bg#)Q{EP <Z—§)}

where @) is the measure constructed there. As in (4.12) we have

dQ\ 2 t 1 . 2 1
EP <_Q> = exp / / X (G * UO)(y)‘ dyds < exp [ —————
ap o Jrlo(sy) t1 64‘51%25%6%
Using the above along with (4.21), the proof is complete. O

4.3. Lower bound in Theorem 1.3 (a). We begin by describing the idea behind the
proof first. The same idea will be used for the proof of Theorem 1.4. We will consider the
following modifications of the temporal discretisation given by (3.1),

T
B AN/ — = —
(422) t; = 2605 5 1= 0, 17 7I e |:C()52+77:| .

Define

R; = {|u(ti+1,:1:)| < for all x € T, and |u(t,z)| < e20 for all t € [titit1], T € T} ,

and
and ng)(u) <eforall t €[, ti+1]} .

We consider the event
A, = R;NS;.
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Our goal is to provide a lower bound on P(A;). By the Markov property it is sufficient
to obtain a lower bound on P(Aj) under the assumption that the initial profile satisfies

luo(z)| < €27 /3 and H© (ug) < €/3.
Consider the evolution of u(t,-) in [0, ;] and write
u(t,xz) = ug(t,xz) + D(t, x),
where ug,(t, z) solves
1 .
Orug(t,z) = iﬁgug(t,:n) +o(t,z,up(x)) - W(t,z), teRy4, z€T,

with initial profile ug(z). Note that the third coordinate in o is now up(x) and therefore u,
is a Gaussian random field. Therefore if we define as in (4.1)

Bég) _ ég) n Hég)’
with U(gg ) and H(gg ) defined similarly as in (4.2) and (4.3) but for the process u, in place of

u, and with the new value of t; = 6211 = (2+m)/0,

Now Bég ) 5 BY ), where Eég ) is similar to (4.1) but with u replaced by ul9), e replaced by
eé=<,and t] = co(g)%. Therefore

€ =
1 1
2.89 K 2 .89
(4.23) P(BY) = exp { ——>" exp (‘ 2 e) - =
\/6065 36%2 CO 900(51265

2 . .
when cp67 < ag. The difference between v and u, is

D(t,x) = /0 /rG(t —s,x—y)- [o(s,y,uls,y)) —o(s,y,uo(y))] W(dsdy).

Consider the set

€20 ) €
(4:24) V= S ID(t,2)| < = forall t € [0.1], w € T ﬂ{?—tt (D) < % forallt e [O,tl]}.
Define now
1
7 :=inf {t >0 |u(t,x) — ug(x)| > 2€20 for some x € T} ,
and let

~ ¢
(425) D(t7x) = / / G(t—s,ﬂj‘—y) ’ [O'(S,y,U(S/\T,y)) _J(s7y7u0(y))] W(dey)
oJr
Let the event V be the same as V (see (4.24)) but with D replaced by D. Now
P(Ag) > P (Bé” N v)

(
(4.26) > P (B(()Q)) _p (f/c)
() -+ 101 ) = s, 0009>5).
z€T



36 MOHAMMUD FOONDUN, MATHEW JOSEPH, AND KUNWOO KIM

The equality holds because on the event Ay we have ||u(t,-) — ugllco < 20 (recall that our
initial profile is everywhere less than e%/3), and so D(t,-) = D(t,-) up to time ¢; on the
event Ag. Now we use Remark 2.2 together with the fact that now t; = 606%—'—% to obtain

(4.27)
1 68%67%
~ €20 ~ 1 1,
P | sup [D(t,z)|>— | < P sup |D(t,x)| > — <c()‘e20>
Ogt%[t‘l 6 i—1 0<t<tqy 663
e we [(i_n\/zoe% ,i\/Eoe%:|
K1 K2
<——F—exp|— — | -
Vcgeo a0 144y/cyD?eo 20

Next we focus on the last term in (4.26). We divide T? into squares S of side length \/Eoe%

Let
D(tvx) — D(Ly).

N(D) (t7 x? y) = 1 0
lz—yl2™

Using Lemma 2.5 (more specifically, Remark 2.3) we obtain

- 1 =
P( sup H," (D) > E) < —5 supP sup [N (t,2,y)| > -
O=tsty 6 Co€? o 0<t< 5+3 6
(2.9)€5, sty
(4.28) o L
=—— supP sup NPt z,y)| > —5 - cBe
coed S 0§t§606%+g 603
(z,y)€S, x4y
K K,
S o X | 1 |-
coed 20 144§ D%ev
We plug in the bounds (4.28), (4.27) and (4.23) into (4.26) to obtain
1 1
2-8% Ks 2.8%
P(Ap) > exp{ — T exp <— 5 9> - ;1
Coe? 3665 ¢y 9coCTed
Ky Ky K3 exp K4
——Fexp | — - xp | ————
\/Eoe%+2n_0 144\/6092€%+% coed T30 14468.@26%—1—77

The last two terms are much smaller than the first term for small e. Therefore P(Ay) >

P(B(()g )) /2 when € is small enough. We thus have a lower bound on P(4;) for all i. As
mentioned earlier, the proof of (1.11) then follows from the Markov property. O

4.4. Lower bound in Theorem 1.3 (b). The argument follows that of Section 4.3 with
some modifications. Now let t; = icyd?T"0 = 5. Similar to before, for t € [t;,t;11], we
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write u(t,z) = ugi) (t,z) + D@ (t,z). Here
1 .
SOy + o (t o u(ti,2) W(t.2), L€ [t ti),
u

(ti-),

atu() —
ugi)(t )=

and
DO (t,x) = /t /rG(t — s,z —y)[o(s,y,u(s,y)) —o(s,y,u(t;,y)] W(dyds).

Now define

where Hi(g)’#, Tl-(g)’# are as in (4.17) and (4.18) but with u, in place of w, and with the
ti = iced? 0 = i026%+7]. On the other hand we define

Ui(g)’# = {sup ‘ugi)(ti-i-lrx)‘ S 1
xeT 8C22 4

and sup ‘ugi)(t,x)‘ <

for all t € [ti,ti+1]}.
zeT 462

Now let

where

VA= swp [DO(t,a)| <

zeT
tE[ti,ti+1]

Vf; = sup

zeT
t;<s,t<t;iy1, 5%t

It follows from arguments similar to Lemma 4.5 that

z€T

I
(4.29) ﬂ ,%’Z# C {sup A0 (u) < 26} ,
i=0

where

#Y = BO* vt

(2
By the Markov property it is enough to give a lower bound on P(%’g]éﬁ ) under the assumption

( )
that |ug(z)] < W# and 7-[(6)( ) < gx- Let
3cs

1 1_6
e20™(i~2) for some z € T §,
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Let ‘70# be defined as VO# but with D© in place of D). Here Dy is as in (4.25) but with
the above 7.

P(#Y) = P(BY V)
= P(B"7 NV
> P (BO*) = P ((V)) - P (V7))

Using Remark 2.2 and the argument in (4.27) we obtain

~ 4 ~ 62719—“7(%_%)
(4.30) P (V) =P | swp [DO(t,2)] > “——
’ 0<t<t; 4e2” 1
zeT 2

K, K>
é l_;’_ﬂ eXp | — 2 l+”l :
NI 64/coP?eo 2

Similarly using Remark 2.4 we obtain

~ K K
(4.31) P ((Vo#;)c) <—1ep|——— |
’ Vegert2 161/c, P%ev 2
Lemma 4.6. We have when € is small enough
K
P(B) 2o (L ()
C§€%+n(%—9) 128¢5%¢5

Proof. As in the proof of Proposition 4.1, with this new choice of t; = 026%+” and with
¢ y
Nl(g)(t,a;) = / / Gt —r,x — z)o(r, z,up(2))W(drdz),
0JT
Nl(g), Nl#’(g) defined in terms of Nl(g), we have
(4.32)

€
Q(Bé”’#)zcz( sup  [NO(t,2)] <
t<ty,zeT ]c

[SIES)

)

IS

+n(

g~

~ €
0 1 ’ sup |N1(g)(t7xay)‘ S _>
22 a t<t1, x#yeT 8A

X Q( sup \Nl#’(g)(s,t,x)\ < E)
z€T, s#t€(0,t1] 8

A lower bound on the last probability is obtained by taking the supremum of s # t over
2
[0, coe0] instead of [0,t1]. This gives (when ¢y is chosen small enough)

1 K
4 Qs NP <) zew | o (~ gt
€T, s#t€[0,t1] 8 c38v¢€o0 2

Next let
1 = 026%+’7(1_29).
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Clearly ; > t; and so a lower bound of the first term on the right of (4.32) is (note the #;
in the sup has been replaced by t;)

(434) Q< swp INO (¢, )] <

~ €
= ’ sup ‘Nl(g)(t7x7y)| S 8_A>
tStLZ‘ET 86

1 B
1 t<f1, o£yeT

(¥ et 3) 9) ¢
> Q( sup N7 (¢, z)| < T) ‘Q< sup | (2, y)| < 8_A>
st et 8cy * t<eac, aAyeT

> 1 < K, > 2 < K; )
Zexp| ——————exXp| ——F— -exp | — eXp | ———=—>
128c46% 62%65 64A242c5

c(9)
max(¢4,6;"%)
have used the Gaussian correlation inequality in the second step. Note that the sup in ¢ in

when o < is chosen small enough, using the arguments in Lemma 4.2. We

the second probability is over a larger time interval [0, cze%].

The event B((]g )# depends on the noise up to time CQE%, and so

2
[O,CQE§]>

1
<exp| —
[07025‘%]) 64%12(:?%6%_"(%_9)

Plugging in the bounds (4.33),(4.34) and (4.36) into (4.35) we obtain the lemma. O

-1

(4.35) P <B(<)g>,#) >0 (Bég)’#)2 Ep <;l_g

We have the following upper bound (similar to (4.12):

(4.36) Ep <@

dP

From the above lemma as well as (4.30) and (4.31) we obtain

4 Ky
P(BT) > exp | ——————exp (—7>
’ chedtns—o) 12862
when € is small enough, and thus from (4.29) one gets

P <sup A0 (u) < 2e> > exp <—

zeT

C(0,%2)T
for some constant C(#,%>) > 0 dependent only on %5 and €. This completes the proof of
the lower bound since 7 is arbitrary. O

5. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.4

The proofs of the upper bounds in both statements in Theorem 1.4 are the same as that of
Theorem 1.3. The proof of the lower bounds follows the same ideas as in the proofs for the
lower bounds of Theorem 1.3. We show this only for statement (a); the proof of statement
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(b) is similar. The only difference as compared to the proof in Theorem 1.2 (a) is that we
revert back to the discretisation given by (3.1). We therefore have

2 K 2
P(Ag) > exp { ——— exp (— g €> — T
NN 36%5 ¢ 96()(51269

K, K> Ks K,
- T exp | — T - exXp | |.
VCyeo 144./c,P?eo coeo 144c8 P2eo

For any fixed ¢y, 41 and %5, we can choose Z small enough so that as e decreases, the final
two term goes to zero much faster than the first term. Therefore for small € a lower bound
on P(Ap) (and hence P(A4;)) is one half times the first term above. An application of the
Markov property then finishes the proof. O

6. PROOF OF THEOREM 1.1

We first prove the upper bound. This follows immediately from

t
P sup [ult, a:) u(s,y)l <e| <P sup’H,ge)(u) <el,
0<s,t<T \x—y\ +]t_3]4—* t<T
0<z,y<1
(t,2)#(s,y)

and Theorem 1.3. Let us turn our attention to the lower bound. In the proof of the lower
bound of Theorem 1.3 (b), we let

D¢, z) — DO (¢
‘/;7#3: sup ‘ (7‘7:) (7y)‘ <i

1 = )
z#yeT ’g; — y’ﬁ 0 2A
1, <t<t;41

and redefine
Vv =vEavhavE and 2 .= B9 nv#
We then have
I
m %’Z# C {Sup A0 (u) < 26} N< sup ’ng) (u) < ct
i=0 z€T t€[0,7] A
In addition, similar to (4.30) and (4.31), Remark 2.3 says that

~ Ks
Plv#)y) < 3 o
<( o) ) T eyents p( 16\/ A2@2 ot3

Now it is easy to see that

b ult, ) — u(s.y) )

sup 5
0<s,t<T |t— s|4 2 + |;1; —y|___
0<z,y<1
(t,z)#(s,y)

>P {supjf()()<2e} sup’H ()<E
z€T t€[0,1] A
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It then follows quite easily that under the same assumptions of Theorem 1.3, for any 7 > 0,
there exist positive constants C1,Cy > 0 dependent on 61, %>, 0,7 such that

t,x) — u(s, CoT
Pl s ’U(l xg) u(s y)\l <] > e (_ ke >
0<st<T |t —s|772 + |z —y|272 o7
0<z,y<1
(t,z)#(s,y)
This finishes the proof of Theorem 1.1. U

Remark 6.1. It is easy to see from the arqgument presented here that under the assumptions
of Theorem 1.2 (resp. Theorem 1.4) we have the same bounds as in (1.7) (resp. (1.11)) for
the Holder semi-norm. We leave the verification to the reader.

7. PROOFS OF THEOREMS 1.5 AND 1.6

The proof of the lower bound of Theorem 1.5 relies heavily on Theorem 2.2 of [KLS95]. We
will use some notations from its proof and indicate only the main differences. The proofs
of Theorem 1.6 follow from Theorem 1.5 using the same arguments used previously to deal
with the non-gaussian case.

Proof of Theorem 1.5 (a). The upper bound is a result of Lemma 3.2 (recall the event A;
defined in (3.3)); note that the initial profile in Lemma 3.2 is arbitrary. Indeed, we might
condition on the profile at time 7' — ¢y6? and conclude from the above lemma that

P [ max |u(T,z; + 6) — u(T,z;)| < €20
]_

T —cpd?. )| <n’

where 0 <n < 1and J = [C%&}, and ¢g = 1,¢1,0 = ¢ are as in Section 3.1. From this and
(3.4) we obtain
() s J
P{Hy (u) <e|lu(l —cpd,-)) <n’.

Integrating over the profile u(T — cqd?,-) we obtain the upper bound.

We next turn our attention to the lower bound. As mentioned above, the proof follows
along the lines of the proof of Theorem 2.2 of [KLS95], and we just sketch the necessary
modifications in the proof. Recall that we assume that our initial profile u¢ = 0, and
therefore

B [{u(T,2) = u(T.)}| = E [{N(T,2) - N(T,p)}*].
Defining o2(v) := E [{N(T, x+v)— N(T, x)}2] it follows from the proof of (3.7) that

C(T)y < o*(7) <VC1y
for v > 0 small enough, where C(T) is a constant dependent on 7" and Cj is the constant
in (3.7). The above is the key ingredient in the proof of the lower bound. We take 8 = 6

and f(z) = 227 in Theorem 2.2 in [KLS95]. While it is not true that o(x)/2Pf(x) is
nondecreasing in x as in Theorem 2.2 of [KLS95], a close examination of the proof reveals
that all we require is that o (az)/f(azx) < CoaPo(x)/f(x) for some positive constant Cs,
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for all 0 < a < 1 and x small enough. This clearly holds for us. The sequences z; and
y;; encountered in the proof there should be modified by multiplying by C% Similarly,
while going through the arguments of the lower bounds of the terms A, B,C defined in
the paper, one just gets an additional constant multiple inside the exponentials and this
does not change the result. We leave this routine checking to the interested reader. The
lower bound in Theorem 1.5 follows immediately from the lower bound of Theorem 2.2 in
[KLS95]. 0

Proof of Theorem 1.5 (b). For the upper bound, let t; = ie%, 1=0,1,--- 1= Te 3.

ti 7X - t’hX .
[ultiss, X) qf( 7 ) <e foralli=0,1,---,1].
(tig1 —ti)2 2
By considering the profile at time ¢; we obtain
u(ti+1, X) = (Gti—ti+1 * u(ti, )) (X) + N(ti, ti+1, X)

Note that N (¢;,t;+1,X) is really the noise term from time ¢; to t;y1, that is thinking of
time t; as the new time zero . Similar to arguments used a few times in this paper we have

P <’u(t1+17X)_u(tlaX)’ <e ‘ U(S,'), S§t2> SP <’N(t27tl+laXz
2

p (%@ﬁe) (u) < e) <P <

N[

1 1
(tiv1 — )T~ (tig1 — )1~
which is bounded uniformly (in 7) by a number less than 1 (note that the variance of

N (ti,tiz1,X) is bounded above and below by constant multiples of 62%) The Markov
property then gives the upper bound.

S € U(S, ')7 S Stl) )

Consider the process Y; := u(tT, X), 0 <t < 1. As we are under the assumption ug = 0 we
have

E [(Yt - 1@)2] —E [{N(tT, X) — N(sT, X)}2] .
Defining o2(v) := E [(Ytﬂ - Yt)ﬂ and using (2.19) and (2.20) one obtains

C1\/Ty < a*(y) < Co /Ty

for constants C,Cy independent of T. Ome can then follow the argument of the lower
o

bound of Theorem 1.5 for the process Y;, now with f(z) = 2173 and B = g. O

Proof of Theorem 1.6 (a). The proof of the upper bound is similar to Theorem 1.3 but
instead we use (3.21) and note that this bound is uniform over the initial profiles ug. We
can then conclude

P<H§?)(U)SE‘U(T—60€%,'))SeXp —% .
|loge|2ev
2
0

Now integrate over the profile at time 1" — cpeo. O

Proof of Theorem 1.6 (b). The proof is very similar to that of the proof of the upper bound
of Theorem 1.5 (b). The only difference is that now N (¢;,t;41, X) is no longer Gaussian.
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For t; < s <t;+1, we note that
N(ts.X) = [ [ Guor(Xo) - (vl ) W)
t;

is a martingale. Similar arguments to that of the proof of (3.26) and an application of the
Markov property complete the proof.

0

8. SOME EXTENSIONS

In this section, we provide support theorems in the Holder semi-norm, which are similar to
the support theorem in the sup norm in [AJM]. We provide probabilities that the solution
u stays close to a function in Holder spaces C78 (see Theorems 8.2 and 8.3 for the precise
statements). These theorems are of a different flavour from the support theorem proved in
[BMSS95], where a description of the support set of the solution is given.

We first consider small ball probabilities of (1.1) with nice drifts. By means of a change of
measure argument, we can show that all of our results are still valid when we add a bounded
drift term to the equation. Consider

(8.1) Owu(t,z) = %agu(t,:n) +g(t,z,u) +o(t,z,ut,z)) - Wi(t,z), teR,, zeT,

The proof of the following theorem follows exactly the argument given in Section 2.2 of
[AJM] and is left to the reader to verify.

Theorem 8.1. Consider (8.1), where the assumptions (1.2) and (1.3) on o hold, and
g(t,z,u) : RT x T x R — R is bounded in absolute value by a constant G and globally
Lipschitz in the third variable (that is, there is a 9 such that |g(t,z,v) — g(t,z,w)| <
D|v — w|). Then the statements of Theorems 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 and 1.4 still hold, with the
constants now depending additionally on G but not on 2.

Note that the Lipschitz condition on ¢ is just to gaurantee uniqueness and existence of
solutions to (8.1). We also have the following result which is analogous to that of Theorem
1.2 of [AJM].

Proposition 8.1. Consider the solution to (1.1). Let h : RT x T — R be a smooth
function such that h,d;h and 0*h are uniformly bounded by a constant H. Let 0 < 6 < %
and 0 < € < 1 and suppose that 7—[(()0) (u—h) < & (1A 5x5) where A is given in (1.4).

(a) Suppose that the function o(t,z,u) is independent of u but satisfies Assumption 1.1.
Then there exist positive constants C1,Csy,Cs,Cy > 0 depending on 61,%>,0 and H
such that

C1 exp <—02.T> <P < sup ’ng) (u—nh) < e> < Csexp <—C4T> ,

3
€0 0<t<T €

3
0

and
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C1 exp <— 023T> <P (SHP AL (u—h) < 6> < Czexp <—

€0 zeT

C4T>
3 .
€0

(b) Suppose that o(t,x,u) is now dependent on u and satisfies both Assumptions 1.1 and
1.2. Then for any n > 0, there exist positive constants Cy,Cs, C3,Cy > 0 depending
on 61,%5,0 and H such that

Cl exp <_ C2_E;> < P ( sup Hi‘g) (u— h) < 6> < Cgexp <_£> ,

3 3 3
€0 0<t<T €0 | loge|§
and
r T
C1exp <— C;2 > <P <sup A0 (u—h) < e> < C3exp _% '

(¢) Suppose that o(t,x,u) is again dependent on u and satisfies both Assumptions 1.1
and 1.2. Then there is a Dy > 0 such that for all D < Dy, there exists positive
constants Cq,Cy,C3,Cy > 0 depending on 61, %2,0 and H such that

Cl exXp (_C2T> < P ( sup nge) (u — h) < E) < 03 exp <_£> ,

E) 5 3
€0 0<t<T eo|loge|2
and
CyT C4T
C1 exp (— 23 > §P<sup<%’;(€) (u—h)§e> < Csexp —% .
€o z€T eo|logel2

We quickly discuss how the above follows from Theorem 8.1 and the previous resuls. Con-
sider w(t,z) = u(t,z) — h(t,x). The reader can check that w satisfies

Ow = %8%10 + Eaﬁh - ath] + & (t,z, w)W,

where wy = ug(z) — h(0,z), and &(t,z,w) := o (t,z,w + h(t,z)). One also observes that &
satisfies the same assumptions as that of o, and the function g(¢,x) := %8§h — O¢h satisfies
the assumptions of Theorem 8.1. Proposition 8.1 follows from Theorem 8.1 applied to w.

We next increase the collection of functions h for which we can prove support theorems
similar in spirit to Proposition 8.1.

Definition 8.1. We say that f : [0,T] x T — R is in C7? if we have

’f(t7x)_f(say)’
B = 0,0 + su < Q.
Iflens = 70,01+ swp  GTE 0
z,yeT
(t,2)#(s,y)

In other words, C?? is the set of functions that are uniformly bounded, Holder continuous
with the exponent ~ in time and the exponent 5 in space.
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Let v : R — R be a non-negative, symmetric and smooth function such that the support
of ¥ is in [—1,1] and fR¢(x) dr = 1. For any positive integer n and f € C??, we set
Un(x) := nip(nx) and define

(52 fulta) = [ Fs.wpinte = pite = s)ayas.

where f is the periodization of f in the spatial variable 2 and we also define f (s,z) =

f(0,z) for s < 0 and € R and f(s,z) = f(T,z) for s > T and z € R. We have the
following bounds on the derivatives of the above function. The proof is straightforward and
is therefore omitted.

Lemma 8.1. Suppose f € CVB. Then there exists a constant C > 0 such that for all z € T
and t € (0,7

Ofn(t,x)
ot

0 f(t, o) 9
— | < .
922 Cn

Ofn(t,x)
‘ ox

< Chn, ‘

< Chn,

The following lemma shows we can approximate f € C"? by smooth mollifications of f.

Lemma 8.2. Let f : [0,T]xT — R be in C"P for some v, 3 € (0,1]. Consider the sequence
of smooth functions {f,}5°, defined by (8.2). Let 51 € (0,5) and v1 € (0,7). Then, for
any fized € > 0, there exist constants Ci(€) and Co(€) such that we have

(8.3) sup ’Ht( Bl)(fn —f)<e as n>Cie),
0<t<T

and

(8.4) sup %(__2%)(]‘"” —f)<e as n>Cqe).
neT

Proof. We start by making the following observation. Since for each t > 0, f(¢,-) is
Holder(3) continuous, for §; < /5 we have

|f(t,x) = f(t,v)|
|z =yl

< 01|33 - y|ﬁ_517

where (] is a positive constant that is independent of ¢t. We also have
[fultsw) = falt.y)| _ [JS1f (5,2 — 2) = f(s,y — 2)[¥n(2)¢n(t — 5)dzds]
|z —y|* |z —y|*
< Cylx — y|5—51‘

We therefore obtain
(fn(t’x) _ f(t,l‘)) B (fn(tvy) B f(tvy))

|z — y|h -

sup
0<t<T

whenever we choose |z — y| < <201> 777 We now consider f(t,z) — fn(t,z):
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flt,2) = falt,2) = //[f(t, z) — f(8,9)|Yn(t — 8)Pn(x — y) dyds
_ / / [f(t,) = F(t— 5,2 — y)] bn(s)n () dyds
[ e s

+// [f(t—s,x) —‘yjll(gt— s,x—y)] 1P ()60 (4) dyds.

Since f € C7F, ¢p(z) = 0 if |z| > 1/n and [, (x)dz = 1, there exists some constant
C5 > 0 such that

(8.5) sup sup |f(t,x) — fu(t,x)] < Co <n_“’ + n_ﬁ> .
0<t<T €T

1
Hence, for all t € [0,7] and z,y € T satisfying |x — y| > <2a>6761, there exists some
constant C3 > 0 which only depends on 3, 51 such that

(falt,z) = f(t,2)) = (fult,y) — f(t,y)) 90y \ P/ (8= )
[ =y ‘ =2 < ; > sup | (t,7) — fu(t, )|

z€T
< Oy <n—v 4 n—ﬁ) S/ (Br1—B).
We have therefore proved (8.3) for all large enough n > C(€) where
1 1/8
(86) Cl(e) = max { <2036ﬁ/(51—5)) /v 7 <2C366/(51_B)> / } .

For (8.4), we follow the same proof above but switch 8 by v to get (8.4). Here, we need
n > Cy(e) where

1/ 1/8
(8.7) Co(e) = max{<203€w/m—w>) ’Y,<2036w/<wl—w) }

This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Remark 8.1. It is easy to see from (8.3), (8.4) and (8.5) that every f € CYVP can be
approzimated by its smooth mollification fy in || - [|c.6 for all yi < v and By < . That
is, for any € > 0 and for every f € CV8, there exists a constant C(e) > 0 such that

(8'8) ”fn - fHC“ﬂ»lﬁ <e forn > C(E)

We can now drop the assumption that A is smooth in Proposition 8.1. We obtain bounds
on the small ball probabilities when h € C7#. The upper bounds remain the same as
before, but the lower bounds now depend on 8 and . We now have to treat the spatial and
temporal regularities of u — h differently. We first consider the spatial difference of u — h,

ie., 7-[&6) (u—h).

Theorem 8.2. Consider the solution to (1.1). Let 0 < 6 < 3 and 0 < € < 1. Suppose
h:[0,T] xT — R is in C with 1 —0 < 8 < 1 and v € (0,1]. We also assume
’H(()e) (u—h) < §. Then we have the following:
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(a) Suppose that the function o(t,z,u) is independent of u but satisfies Assumption 1.1.
Then there exist positive constants C1,Cy,Cs,Cy > 0 depending on 61,%>,0,5 and
v such that

1 1 CaT
)l e) s ()
3 0

€ €T BHI-172) 0<t<T €

Ciexp <—02T

(b) Suppose that o(t,x,u) is now dependent on u and satisfies both Assumptions 1.1 and
1.2. Then for any n > 0, there exist positive constants Cy,Cs, C3,Cy > 0 depending
on 61,%>,0,8 and v such that

C1exp <—02T

3
0

3 3
€ TBII-1/) 0<t<T €o|loge|2

(¢) Suppose that o(t,z,u) is again dependent on w and satisfies both Assumptions 1.1
and 1.2. Then there is a Dy > 0 such that for all D < Dy, there exists positive
constants Cy,Co,Cs,Cy > 0 depending on 61,%>,0,5 and v such that

Cl exp <—C2T

3 3
€0 (FE-1/D 0<t<T €7|logel2

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 1.2 of [AJM], but here we use the
approximation procedure presented above. That is, we set §; := % — 6 in Lemma 8.2 and
n = C1(e) where Ci(e€) is given in (8.6), and define a smooth function h,, by (8.2). Then,
we have

(8.9) sup 1 (hy, — h) <
0<t<T

[NON e

Since ”HEO) (u—h) < ’ng) (u—hyp)+ ’ng)(h — hy), (8.9) implies that
P ( sup 7-[&6) (u—hy) < E) SP( sup ’H,Ee)(u—h) §e> .
0<t<T 2 0<t<T
By Lemma 8.1, there exists a constant C so that

(8.10) sup sup|(8; — 02) ha(t, z)| < Cn?.
t€[0,T] z€T

Here, (0; — 102) hy(t, %) is the drift term when we consider the differential form of u(t,z) —
hyn(t,z). That is, if we let @, := u — hy,, then @ satisfies

atﬂn = 3tu - Z?thn
1 )
= 58:%11 +o(t,z,u)W — Ohy,
1,9 1, 5 oaes
= §8mun — | Oihy, — §8xhn + on(t, z, )W,

where 7, (t,z,2) := o(t,z,z + h,(t,z)). A close inspection of the proof of Theorem 1.2 of
[AJM] shows that in the case of (a)

1
C1 exp <—C’2T [—3 + n4]> <P ( sup ’ng) (u—h) < e) .

€o 0<t<T

1 1 0 c,T
+77+ a] ]>§P<Sup HE)(u—h)§e>§C’3exp<—$

) |

L ! C\T
3 +W]> SP(SUP Hﬁe)(u—h)§e> < Csexp <—#>
0
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Here, n* comes from (8.10). Recalling the choice of n finishes the proof of the lower bound
in part (a). The arguments for the lower bounds in (b) and (c) are similar.

Let us now consider the upper bounds. First, we prove the upper bound in part (a). Here
we also use the approximation procedure. That is, we choose and fix n large enough to get
(8.9). Then, by triangle inequality, we have

P ( sup ’ng) (u—nh) < E) §P< sup ’ng) (u— hy) §e> .
0<t<T 2 0<t<T

Let v, (t,x) := u(t,x) — hy(t,z). Then, v satisfies
1 .
(811) atvn(t7x) = 5 8:%1%(75733) - gn(t7$) + O'(t,l‘) ’ W(t,ﬂj‘), le R—H zeT,

where g,,(t,2) = (8; — $02) hy(t,2). To get the upper bound in part (a), we just follow the
proof of the upper bound of Theorem 1.2 (a). Note that the upper bound of Theorem 1.2
(a) is obtained once (3.11) is proved. The only difference from (8.11) to (1.1) is that we
have the additional drift term g, (¢,2) in (8.11). However, the drift term does not have any
effect in obtaining the upper bound. More precisely, similar to (3.11), we need to show that
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that

(8.12) Var (Aj ‘ gj—l) > e/’

where

Aji=Aj+ [(th xup) (z+9) — (G, *ug) (x)}

[ ] Gty =) = Gty — 23— ) sl dys].
and A is given in (3.6). Here, since gy, is deterministic, we have
Var (Aj ‘ g,»_l) = Var (Aj ‘ gj_l) .
Thus, (3.11) implies (8.12), which leads to the upper bound in part (a), that is the same

upper bound in Theorem 1.2.

For the upper bound in part (b), we follow the proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1.3
(a). That is, we add —h(t,z) to the mild form of u(t,z) and also add —h(t,z) to V(#) and
VB in (3.18) and (3.19), then follow the proof of the upper bound in Theorem 1.3 (a). It
is easy to see that Propositions 3.1 and 3.2, and Lemma 3.3 still hold. In addition, as in

(3.26), we can regard (u(t1,xoj41) — u(t1, ;) — (h(t1, x2j41) — h(t1, x25)) as
Mo — (h(t1, m2j4+1) — h(t1,225)) + By,
Following the same proof of (3.26), we obtain
(8.13) P <|(u(t1,:172j+1) — u(tl,xgj)) — (h(t1,$2j+1) — h(t1,l‘2j))| < 561/2€> <,

where 7 is given in (3.26).

The proof of the upper bound in part (c) is exactly the same as the one for the upper bound
in part (b). O
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Similar to Theorem 8.2, we now provide small ball probabilities of the temporal Holder
semi-norms of u — h. We skip the proof since one can basically follow the proof of Theorem
8.2.

Theorem 8.3. Consider the solution to (1.1). Let 0 < 6 < % and 0 < € < 1. Suppose
h:[0,T] x T — R is in CF with —g < v <1and B € (0,1]. We also assume
%(9) (u—h) < f5. Then we have the following:

(a) Suppose that the function o(t,z,u) is independent of u but satisfies Assumption 1.1.
Then there exist positive constants C1,Cy,Cs,Cy > 0 depending on 61,%>,0,5 and

v such that
1 1 ouT
Crexp | —COT | 5+ —@y | | =P <Sup%(€) (u—h) < 6> < Csexp <— P ) :
€0 55(7+g7?1£) zeT €0

(b) Suppose that o(t,x,u) is now dependent on u and satisfies both Assumptions 1.1 and
1.2. Then for any n > 0, there exist positive constants Cy,Cs, C3,Cy > 0 depending
on 61,%>,0,8 and v such that

Ciexp | —CT 31 i 1 <p <sup %(0) (u—h) < e) < Csexp <_£> )
)

. ) 3 3
€9 66(7+%7% z€T €0 |loge|2

(¢) Suppose that o(t,z,u) is again dependent on w and satisfies both Assumptions 1.1
and 1.2. Then there is a Dy > 0 such that for all D < Dy, there exists positive
constants Cy,Co,Cs,Cy > 0 depending on 61,%>,0,5 and v such that

3 4(BVy) 3 3
€0 B(Wr%*% z€T 59|]oge|2

Cirexp | —CoT L + _ <P <sup A0 (u—h) < e> < Czexp <—£> .
)

€

We end with a remark.

Remark 8.2. Support theorems involving the Holder semi-norm used in Theorem 1.1 can
be obtained by a combination of Theorems 8.2 and 8.3. We leave these to the reader.
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