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Abstract

In the present work, we study the two-dimensional anisotropic KPZ equation (AKPZ),
which is formally given by

Oth = AR+ A(01h)*) — (920)%) + €,

where ¢ denotes a space-time white noise and A > 0 is the so-called coupling constant.
The AKPZ equation is a critical SPDE, meaning that not only it is analytically ill-posed
but also the breakthrough path-wise techniques for singular SPDEs [M. Hairer, Ann. Math.
2014] and [M. Gubinelli, P. Imkeller and N. Perkowski, Forum of Math., Pi, 2015] are
not applicable. As shown in [G. Cannizzaro, D. Erhard, F. Toninelli, arXiv, 2020], the
equation regularised at scale IV has a diffusion coefficient that diverges logarithmically
as the regularisation is removed in the limit N — oo. Here, we study the weak coupling
limit where A = Ay = ;\/ V/log N: this is the correct scaling that guarantees that the
nonlinearity has a still non-trivial but non-divergent effect. In fact, as N — oo the
sequence of equations converges to the linear stochastic heat equation

8th = %Ah + \/ Veff§

where ver > 1 is explicit and depends non-trivially on A. This is the first full
renormalization-type result for a critical, singular SPDE which cannot be linearised
via Cole-Hopf or any other transformation.

Key words and phrases. Stochastic Partial Differential equations, critical dimension,
Anisotropic KPZ equation, weak coupling scaling, diffusion coefficient, stochastic growth
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1 Introduction

The KPZ equation is a (singular) stochastic partial differential equation (SPDE) of evolution
type which models the time-growth of a random surface h. Its (formal) expression in
d-dimensions reads

Oh = 3 Ah + MNVh,QVh) + ¢, (1.1)

where h = h(t, z) for t > 0, € T (the d-dimensional unit torus), £ is a space-time white
noise on R x T, i.e. a centred Gaussian process whose covariance is formally given by
E(x, )y, s)) = 0(x — y)o(t — s), Q is a d X d symmetric matrix encoding how the
growth mechanism depends on the slope and A > 0 is the so-called coupling constant,
tuning the strength of such dependence.
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Introduced in the seminal work [KPZ86], owes its importance to the fact that a
wide variety of dynamical surface growth phenomena such as growth of combustion fronts
or bacterial colonies, crystal growth on thin films, growth of vicinal surfaces and many
others, are conjectured to share the same large-scale fluctuations as those of its solution.

From a mathematical viewpoint, the first problem one faces when dealing with is
that it is analytically ill-posed in any dimension d > 1 as the space-time white noise £ is
way too rough for the nonlinearity to be canonically defined. Nevertheless, in the last years
significant progress has been made in the study of its large-scale properties and behaviour,
at least in the sub- and super-critical regimes, corresponding to dimensions d = 1 and
d > 3 respectively. The case d = 1 is the only one for which a full (local) solution theory is
expected and can be obtained via either the breakthrough pathwise theories of regularity
structures [[Hai14]] and paracontrolled calculus [[GP17] (inspired by rough paths [Hai13]),
or via the energy solutions approach based on martingale arguments [GJ13, |(GP18al.
Concerning the large-scale behaviour, it was shown that the solution h is superdiffusive,
meaning that its fluctuations evolve non-trivially on time scales shorter than those of the
stochastic heat equation (SHE), given by with A = 0. This can be quantified, e.g. by
means of the bulk diffusion coeflicient Dy, which measures how the correlations of a
process spread in space as a function of time and formally is such that the correlation length
behaves like 4(t) ~ v/t X Dypu(t I For the 1-dimensional KPZ equation, Dy, (t) grows
like ¢'/3 for t large (see [BQS11]]), as opposed to SHE whose bulk diffusion coefficient is
constant. On a quantitative level, these fluctuations have been fully characterised and the
scaling limit of determined [QS20) [Vir20].

In the supercritical regime instead, a recent series of works [MU18||(GRZ18, CCM19,
LZ20,|CNN20] has confirmed, at least under the assumption that () is the identity matrix
(but the result should hold for any ()), the prediction first implicitly made in [KPZS86], that
for A small enough the solution A of is diffusive and its scaling limit is the solution of
a stochastic heat equation with renormalised coefficients.

Yet, the critical case d = 2 remains poorly understood. Formally, in 2 dimensions
is scale invariant under diffusive scaling and therefore it is expected that finer features of
the equation, and in particular the nature of the slope dependence determined by the matrix
(2, might qualitatively influence its properties. Via non-rigorous one-loop Renormalisation
Group computations, Wolf conjectured in [Wolg1] that its large scale behaviour will depend
on the sign of det () - in the Isotropic case, corresponding to det @ > 0, Dy (t) ~ t°
for some universal 5 > 0 (known only numerically), while in the Anisotropic case,
corresponding to det Q < 0, Dpu(t) ~ t? for 8 = 0.

The present paper focuses on the latter, and more specifically on the case of () =

Isee below, for the definition we will be using and [CET20, Appendix A] for a heuristic connecting
the latter and 4(¢)
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Qaxpz = Diag(1, —1). We will refer to with Qakpz as the Anisotropic KPZ (AKPZ)
equation, which reads

Oh = SAL+ A(01h)? — (B:h)?) + €. (1.2)

Let us stress that is critical as d = 2 is the dimension at which Hairer’s theory of
Regularity Structures [Hai14]] and the other pathwise approaches break down for (1.1))
and a local solution theory is not even expected to hold. One is therefore naturally
led to first regularise the equation and consequently (try to) determine the large-scale
properties of its solution as the regularisation is removed. Contrary to the folklore
belief [BCT16]], in [CET20]] we showed that is not diffusive but logarithmically
superdiffusive. Translating the result therein to the torus T?, we proved that there exists
0 € (0,1/2], bounded away from zero as A — 0, such that the bulk diffusion coefficient
D}, of the solution A of regularised at level N € N (see for the precise form
of the regularisation) satisfies

(log Ny’ < DY (1) < (log NI for N large and ¢ fixed (1.3)

and we conjectured the exact value of 0 to be 1/2. See [CET20, Appendix B] for a heuristic
and [CHST21] for another system in the same universality class for which such conjecture
was recently established up to lower order corrections. We emphasise that the limit N — oo
corresponds to removing the regularisation.

As the linear part of is clearly diffusive, the origin of the observed logarithmically
superdiffusive behaviour must lie in the slope dependence. In order to find a regime in
which the nonlinearity has a non-trivial but not divergent effect, it is therefore natural to tune
the coupling constant A = Ay, which modulates the strength of the nonlinearity, together
with the regularisation parameter /N. In other words, the present paper is devoted to the
study the AKPZ equation under the weak coupling scaling, i.e.

b = ALY + AN NRNT+ €, (1.4)

where NV is a regularisation of the nonlinearity in at level N and the coupling constant
An has been chosen, in light of (together with the conjecture § = 1/2), as

(1.5)

for A > 0. Our specific goal is twofold.

e In Theorem we will prove that, as N — oo, the solution hN of is asymptotically
diffusive for any value of \. To do so, we will determine the large N limit of the bulk
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diffusion coeflicient and show that it converges to an explicit constant veg = z/eff(;\)
(see (1.13)). Let us point out that, for every A > 0, the resulting vy is strictly bigger than
1, which in turn is the bulk diffusion coefficient of the SHE obtained by simply
setting A = 0, and therefore the choice of is meaningful in that it does not wash
away the nonlinearity W but only “cures” its divergence.

e In Theorem|1.4] we will derive the full scaling limit of and show that, as N — oo,
h" converges in law to the solution of the stochastic heat equation with renormalised
coefficients given by

Oth = % AR + \/Ver§ (1.6)

where Ve is the S\—dependent constant determined above. This is saying that even though
the nonlinearity is tuned down by a logarithmic factor, not only it does not vanish but
actually it produces a new noise (and a new Laplacian) in the limit where the regularisation
is removed.

The scaling regime in and the phenomenon observed above have already appeared
for the Isotropic case in [CD20, [CSZ20, |(Gu20]. In all of these works, the matrix () is
chosen to be the identity matrix so that the nonlinearity in becomes |Vh|?. We will
refer to such equation as the Isotropic KPZ (IKPZ) equation. The work [CSZ20] shows,
under a different regularisation, that the weak coupling limit of IKPZ is given again by a
SHE with renormalised coefficients but that this holds true only for ) smaller than a critical
threshold )\ and the coefficients of the limiting SHE explode as A — A. The absence of
such phase transition in the AKPZ case is already implied by [CES21]] (and it is further
strengthened by the results in the present paper), thus providing a clear indication of the
different nature of the Isotropic and Anisotropic settings and therefore supporting Wolf’s
prediction [Wolg1].

Let us emphasise that there is a major difference between our work and [CD20, (CSZ20,
Gu20] together with all those available in the supercritical regime. As mentioned above,
the equation considered in therein is IKPZ, i.e. with () given by the identity matrix.
Such an equation can be linearised via a nonlinear transformation, the so-called Cole-Hopf
transform, which turns IKPZ into the linear stochastic heat equation with multiplicative
noise. Once in possession of a linear SPDE, it is then possible to obtain an explicit
representation of its solution thanks to the Feynman-Kac formula and therefore reduce
the analysis of IKPZ to a problem of directed polymers in random environment. For the
AKPZ equation there exists neither a transformation that linearises the equation nor (up
to the authors’ knowledge) an explicit representation for its solution, so that we need to
resort to a completely alternative set of tools. What we can and will exploit is that, as
shown in [CES21]], admits an invariant measure which is a Gaussian Free Field .
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Our approach, partly inspired by [GP20] (which though focuses on the subcritical KPZ
equation), is based on a thorough analysis of the action of the generator £% of the solution
of on the (infinite dimensional) space L?() of square integrable functions with respect
to x. The idea is that the distribution of the solution of is fully determined by a
number of observables which is a (very small!) subset S of L?(x). Loosely speaking, our
goal is therefore to identify a (N-dependent) subset S of L?(x) big enough to be able
to characterise the fluctuations of A" and such that for each b € S there exists b € SV
for which both b is well-approximated by b" and the action of the generator of onb
is well-approximated by VbV . As we will see, while S admits an easy description, the
choice of S¥ is rather subtle and SV NS = (! In other words, the structure of the b"’s
needs to be sufficiently rich to be able to capture the roughness of the nonlinearity which is
encoded in £V (see Section |4.2|for a more detailed and precise explanation of the idea and
its subtleties).

Before delving into the proofs, in the next section we will rigorously introduce the
quantities under study and state the main results.

1.1 The equation and the main result

For N € N, let us begin by recalling the AKPZ equation regularised at level N that is the
object of the present work,

1
Y = §AhN +ANNYIAN T+, RN0, ) = x. (1.7)

Above RN = hN(t, z), for t > 0, € T?, the two-dimensional torus of size 2, y is the
initial condition, Ay is as in (1.5)) and the nonlinearity WV * is defined according to

NN E T (y o) = ([ dah™)?) (1.8)

where I1 is the cut-off operator acting in Fourier space by removing the modes larger than
N, i.e., for any function w: T? — R,

Myw(k) £ k)1 <y (1.9)

and w(k) is the k-th Fourier mode of w.
Let us introduce the notion of solution for we will be working with throughout the
rest the paper.

Definition 1.1 We say that 4"V is an almost-stationary solution to (1.7) with coupling
constant \y if YV solves with initial condition h(0,-) = x and y is such that
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n = (—A)'/?y is distributed according to a spatial white noise on T? (see below for
the definition of (—A)'/?), i.e. it is a mean zero Gaussian distribution on T? such that

E[n(e)n)] = (@, V) 22, for all o, 1 € LE(T?) (1.10)

where L2(T?) is the space of zero-average square integrable functions on T2,

Remark 1.2 The reason why we call such solution “almost-stationary” (following the
nomenclature of [|[GJ14]]) is that, as we will see (cf. Lemma , the law of A" with such
initial condition is indeed stationary, except for the zero-mode 5- [, A" (t, 2)dz, whose law
is time-dependent. Note also that the condition that (—A)/?y is a space white-noise does
not impose any restriction on the zero-mode ¥(0) = % fTQ x(x)dz of the initial condition,
that can be either deterministic or random. The fact that the almost-stationary solution

exists and is unique (for fixed /V) follows from soft arguments, see [CES21].

At first, we will show that the almost-stationary solution ¥ of is asymptotically
diffusive for large N. To precisely formulate the corresponding statement, we need to
introduce the bulk diffusion coefficient of h". Similar to [CET20, eq. (1.6)], let Dy, be
defined as

2 t S
DY) =1+ 2/\TN / / / E [JVNUIN](T, )NV [RN(0, O)} dzdrds (1.11)
o Jo Jr2

where NV is given by and E is the expectation with respect to the law P of the process
h. For future reference, we will instead denote by [E the expectation taken with respect to
the law PP of its stationary measure.

The expression for the bulk diffusion coefficient is the analog of that adopted
in [BQS11]] for the 1-dimensional KPZ equation and in [Spo12] for interacting particle
systems (see [CET20, Appendix A] for a discussion).

As mentioned above, recall that for the usual stochastic heat equation, corresponding to
A = 0 in (1.1]), the bulk diffusion coefficient is identically equal to 1. In the next theorem,
we prove instead that DY, in converges to a time-independent constant, which is
however strictly bigger than 1 for all A > 0.

Theorem 1.3 For N € N and \ > 0, let h™N be the unique almost—stationary solution (see
Definition to with coupling constant Ay given by (1.5). For any X\ > 0 the bulk
diffusion coefficient DY, of hY, defined as in (1.12)), is such that for all t > 0

lim DY, (1) = vere (1.12)
N—oo
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where Ve is the effective diffusion coefficient

e, N N e, 5\2
Vet Z1/2¢(N)+1  and ¢=c\)Z — (1.13)

for any A> 0.

The proof of the previous theorem, provided in Section[3]and Appendix[A] is based on a
significant refinement of the iterative scheme introduced in [[Yauo4|] and further developed
in [CET20]. Up to the authors’ knowledge, this iterative procedure has so far only been
used to derive upper and lower bounds on the diffusivity or on any quantity that can be
similarly analysed. In turn, this is the first time in which it is exploited to derive a full
convergence statement.

Heuristically, such a scheme identifies a sequence of operators which are expressed as
nonlinear functions of the generator &, of the stochastic heat equation and are sufficiently
close to the generator £V of h¥ (for N large). As we will see, an interesting point is that
the operators in the sequence do not converge per se to v, generator of (1.6), but they
do so only when applied to suitable observables (see Proposition [3.3).

The previous theorem strongly suggests that in the large N limit, the solution h¥
converges to a stochastic heat equation and explicitly identifies its expected renormalised
limiting coefficients. The next is the main result of the present paper and establishes the
scaling limit of under the weak coupling regime.

Theorem 1.4 Let T' > 0. Then, the almost-stationary solution h™ of under the weak
coupling scaling converges in distribution in C([0,T], D'(T?)) to h which solves

Oth = % Ah + /e ho = x . (1.14)

Remark 1.5 (Extensions) With little extra effort and the same techniques developed below,
the previous results can be translated to the full R

Further, exploiting the estimates in [GP18b, (GP20], it would be possible to weaken the
(almost) stationarity assumption and request instead the initial condition to be absolutely
continuous with respect to  in Definition

Let us conclude this introduction by pointing out that the present paper (and especially
the previous Theorem) represents the first instance of a critical equation, out of the scope
of the theory of Regularity Structures [Hai14]] and with no Cole-Hopf transformation,
for which a full scaling limit (in the weak coupling regime), corresponding to a sharp
renormalisation-type statement, is obtained. Further, the techniques we adopt, based on
the analysis of the generator and martingale arguments, are bound to be applicable to other
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SPDEs at criticality, e.g. the viscous stochastic Navier-Stokes equation in [GT20, (CK20],
or to statistical mechanics models, e.g. ASEP in two dimensions with weak asymmetry
(similarly to the AKPZ equation, 2-dimensional ASEP is logarithmically super-diffusive if
the asymmetry is of order 1 [Yauo4]]), weak coupling version of diffusions in the curl of
GFF considered in [[CHST21]], and many others.

Organization of the article

The rest of this work is organised as follows. Below we introduce the notations and
conventions which will be used throughout. In Section |2 we recall some results from
previous works, introduce the Burger’s version of our equation, and prove some preliminary
estimates. Section 3]is devoted to the proof of Theorem|1.3] and, along the way, we derive
a replacement lemma, which basically allows one to replace the generator of by the
appropriately modulated (in Fourier space) generator of the stochastic heat equation. In
Sections [4]and |5} we prove Theorem First, we introduce the martingale problem and
provide an outline of the proof. Then, we carry out a thorough analysis of the generator
%N of KN and identify the class of observables needed to establish the statement, whose
proof is completed at the beginning Section |5, In the rest of the section, we show that
the martingales associated to the observables determined in the Section 4/ have quadratic
variation which is asymptotically deterministic. At last, in the appendix we obtain some
technical results needed for the proof of the replacement lemma (Appendix [A)), control of
the quadratic variation (Appendix [B)) and provide an example of the estimates to perform in

Section [s| (Appendix [C)).

Notations and Function Spaces

We let T? be the two-dimensional torus of side length 27r. We denote by { ey } 1<z the Fourier
basis defined via ey(z) = o=e'* which, for all j, k € Z?, satisfies (ey, e_;) r2(r2) = Li=;.

The Fourier transform of a given function ¢ € L*(T?) will be represented as F () or
by ¢ and, for k € Z? is given by the formula

def

9}(@)(1{;):@(1@):/ p(r)e_g(z)dz, (1.15)
T2

so that in particular

p(x) =Y @k)ep(x),  forallz € T2 (1.16)

keZ?

Let 9(T?) be the space of smooth functions on T? and 9'(T?) the space of real-valued
distributions given by the dual of 9 (T?). For any € @'(T?) and k € Z?2, we will denote
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its Fourier transform by
(k) = 1(e) . (1.17)

Note that 7j(k) = 7(—k). Moreover, we recall that the Laplacian A on T? has eigenfunctions
{ex}xez2 with eigenvalues {—|k|? : k € Z?}, so that, for § > 0, we can define the operator
(—A)? by its action on the basis elements

(—Ae, = ke, keZ?. (1.18)

In particular, (—A)? is an invertible linear bijection on distributions with null 0-th Fourier
mode. This allows us to make the following observation: given ¥ € 9 (T?), set

Yo = W), W) = V() —oeg(x),  P(x) = (=A) V() (1.19)

for all z € T?. Since ¢ € D(T?), in particular ) € HJ(T?), the space of mean zero
functions such that

[l = D IR < o0,

keZ?

and the following equality holds

||\D||%2(T2) = |¢0|2 + ||¢||%11(’]1‘2)' (1.20)

def

Now, if h € @/(T?) and u = (—A)/2h € D/(T?), then

h(T) = u(yh) + 1hoh(0) (1.21)

which ensures that £ is fully characterised by u and its spatial average given by h(0).

Throughout the paper, we will write a < b if there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
a<Cbanda ~ bifa < band b < a. We will adopt the previous notations only in case in
which the hidden constants do not depend on any quantity which is relevant for the result.
When we write <7 for some quantity 7', it means that the constant C' implicit in the bound
depends on 7'

2 Preliminaries

As in [CES21]], it turns out to be convenient to work with the stationary Stochastic Burgers
equation, which can be derived from the almost-stationary AKPZ started from x (see
Deﬁnition by setting u¥ £ (—A)2hY so that v solves

def

O = SAuN + AV [N+ (—2)3E, WV O) = E (-A)Ex (@)
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where vV = uN(t, ), t > 0, x € T?, Ay is asin and the nonlinearity (" is
AN (= A0y (T 0r (- 2) M) = [da(-2) ). @2)

Before proceeding further, in the next section we recall basic properties of the zero-average
spatial white noise 1 on T2 which will be crucial in our subsequent analysis (for more on it,
we refer to [Nuao6, Chapter 1], or [GP15,/GP20] and [CES21, Section 2]).

2.1 Elements of Wiener space analysis

Let (€2, F, IP) be a complete probability space and 7 be a mean-zero spatial white noise on
the two-dimensional torus T?, i.e. 7, defined in (2, is a centred isonormal Gaussian process
(see [Nuao6, Definition 1.1.1]) on H = L3(T?), the space of square-integrable functions

with 0 total mass, whose covariance function is given by

E[n(en)] = (@, ¥) L2r2) (2.3)

where ¢, ¢ € H and (-, -) 1212 is the usual scalar product in L*(T?). For n € N, let J%,
be the n-th homogeneous Wiener chaos, i.e. the closed linear subspace of L%(n) « L*())
generated by the random variables H,,(n(h)), where H,, is the n-th Hermite polynomial,
and h € H has norm 1. By [Nuao6, Theorem 1.1.1], %, and 7, are orthogonal
whenever m # n and L*(n) = €, .#%,. Moreover, there exists a canonical contraction
I:8,-,L*(T*) — L*(n), which restricts to an isomorphism [ : I'L? — L?*() on the
Fock space I'L” := @,, 'L}, where 'L} denotes the space L2, (T*") of functions in
LZ(T?") which are symmetric with respect to permutation of variables. The restriction
I, of I to T'L?, called n-th (iterated) Wiener-Ito integral with respect to 7, is itself an
isomorphism from I'L? to 7%, so that by [Nuao6, Theorem 1.1.2], for every F' € L*(n)

there exists a family of kernels (f,,),en € I'L? such that F' = Enzo I,(f,) and

E[F?] = HFHQ = Zn!an”%?(T?n) (2-4)

n>0

and we take the right hand side as the definition of the scalar product on I'L?, i.e.

(f,9) = (fargn) £ D 0l fs ga) 2oy (2:5)

n>0 n>0

Remark 2.1 In view of the isometry (2.4), we will abuse notations throughout the rest of
the paper and implicitly identify a random variable in ./, with its kernel f,, in T'L2.
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We conclude this paragraph by mentioning that we will mainly work with the Fourier
representation {7)(k)} of 1, which is a family of complex valued, centred Gaussian random
variables such that

0)=0,  pk)y=n(-k) and  E[HE)GG)] = Try=o - (2.6)

Given a random variable f = f(n) in 77, whose kernel f, has a Fourier transform f n» WE
write

f(n): Z fn(phapn)ﬁ(pl)ﬁ(pn)

where : - - - : denotes the Wick product. A few basic properties of Wick polynomials (in the
specific case where 7 is a white noise) are collected at the beginning of Section (see
[Jang7|] for additional details).

2.2 Stochastic Burgers equation and its Generator

In the present section, we summarise the main results, properties and notations concerning
the solutions A and u” of and respectively, proven in [CES21]].

As can be directly checked, in Fourier variables, corresponds to an infinite system
of (complex-valued) SDEs whose k-th component, k € Z? \ {0}, reads

a™ (k) = (— HEPaN (k) + vty [uN])dt + |k|dBy(k), a) (k) =nk)  (2.7)

where 7 is as in (2.6), the B(k)’s are complex valued Brownian motions defined via B;(k) = =

fo (s, k)ds, £(-, k) = (-, e_y), so that B(k) = B(—k) and d(B(k), B(()); = 1 e=oy dt,
and J(} is the k-th Fourier component of the nonlinearity in (2.2). More explicitly, the
latter is given by

MY TN E MM ey = (K] Y Y AN @O ), (2.8)
l+m=k

the sum running over ¢, m € Z?*\ {0}, and, for z,y, z,w € R?\ {0}

%N def 1 C(l’ y)

T,y 27T |xHy| Jx/Ny/Nv C(LU y) 1’22/2 — T1Y1 (29)

N det
sz = Ly /N<)z|<1,1/N<w|<1,|24w|<1 - (2.10)

Since eventually we are interested in 1" rather than u”, we note that by we can
recover all the non-zero Fourier components of 4" while the zero-mode A" (0) satisfies

dhN (0) = Ay N [N ]dt 4 dBy(0), h (0) = x(0) (2.11)
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where Y is as in Definition[1.1] and

NN =Y wy AN (0aN m) (2.12)

£+m=0

so that also A (0) is a function of u"V (and of an independent Brownian motion B.(0)).

By [[CES21, Proposition 3.4], forany /V € N, there exists a unique global in time solution
t = 0N (@) = {aN(t, k) }rezz\joy tO (and consequently the same holds for (1.7)), and
such a solution is a strong Markov process, whose law is translation invariant and whose
generator will be denoted by £%. Let I be a cylinder function on @'(T?), i.e. F is such
that such that there exists a polynomial f = f((x})rez2\(01) (depending only on finitely
many variables), for which F'(n) = f((7)(k))rez2\{0})- Then, writing & NZ P+ oV, the
action of £, and o4V on F is

def 1 ~
(ZoF)(v) = ICEZZ §|k|2(_v(_k)Dk + D_Dy)F(v) (2.13)
AV 0)=Ay > m A LFEY Hm)d(0) Dy F(v). (2.14)
m,0eZ2\{0}

Here, for k € 72, D, F is defined a{?]

Dy F = (O PO kez2\ f0y) - (2.15)

Lemma 2.2 [CES21, Lemma 3.1] For every N € N, the spatial white noise 1 on T? defined
in is an invariant measure for the solution 0" of and, with respect to 1, £y and
AN are respectively the symmetric and anti-symmetric part of £.

Our goal is to determine the limit of A" as N — oo. A first result in this direction was
obtained in [[CES21], and it ensures that the sequence {hN } v is tight.

Theorem 2.3 [CES21l Theorem 1.1] For every A > 0, the sequence {h™N}y is tight in
C([0,T1, D'(T?)).

Remark 2.4 Theorem [[CES21, Theorem 1.1] actually shows more, namely that for the
choice of Ay in (1.5), {" }y is tight in C([0, T'], €*(T?)) for any o < 0, where 6 is the
Besov-Holder space of distribution defined in [CES21, eq. (1.11)]. This is the optimal
regularity one can expect for the solution to (1.7). We will not need this fact here.

2For more on the actual definition of cylinder function and Malliavin derivative, see [CES21, Section 2
and Lemma 2.1]
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2.3 The action of Burgers’ generator on L?(7)

In this section, we want to deepen our knowledge of the generator £” and understand how
it acts on random variables in L?(). To lighten the exposition, we will use the following
convention throughout the rest of the paper. In line with Remark[2.1] we will identify linear
operators acting on L?(n) with the corresponding linear operators acting on €@, Lfym(Tzn),
and we will denote them using the same symbol.

Lemma 2.5 [CES21, Lemma 3.5] For N € N, let ¥, and d” be defined according
to (2.13) and (2.14)) respectively. For all n € N the operator £ is such that £(H;,) C I,
and on T'L? it satisfies £y = %A, i.e. for v, € 7, we have

Gj(gogpn)(kln) = _%|k1n|2¢n(kjln) (2.16)

The operator A instead can be written as the sum of two operators sﬂf and AN which,
for every n € N, map J, respectively into ;1 and #,_, and are such that —s1% is the
adjoint of AN. Further, for ,, € 7, 4% and AY are given by

%(ﬂfsﬁn)(/ﬁ:nﬂ) = nAy|k + k2|351]€\17,k2¢n(7€1 + k2, k3:ny1) (2.17)
F(AY 0 (k1) =200 — DAx Y ImIFHL _pu(l,m, kyn), (2.18)
l+m=k1

where all the variables belong to 7> \ {0} and we adopted the short-hand notations
kim 2 (ky, ko, ... ky) and k1n)? “ |k1|? + -+ + |k,|? Strictly speaking the functions
on the right hand side of and need to be symmetrised with respect to all
permutations of their arguments.

Before proceeding, we recall one of the main tools in the proof of Theorem [2.3|which is
going to be useful also in our analysis, namely the so-called It0 trick. First devised in [GJ13]
and since then exploited in a number of references, we provide its statement below in the
form that will be used later on.

Lemma 2.6 For N € N, let u be the stationary solution to 2:1). Then, for any p > 2,
T > 0 and F € L?(n) with finite chaos expansion, the following estimate holds

t
/ F)ds

Pa1y/p
[ < (2.10)
0

E[ sup

t€[0,T1]

Proof. In view of Lemma (—%£y) is strictly positive and invertible on I"'L?, hence, for
F as in the statement, G = (—%,) ' F is well-defined. Applying [CES21], Lemma 4.1, eq.
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(4.7)] to G with vy = 1, we get

t P ¢ Pl
E[ sup / F(uév)ds }p = E[ sup / QOG(uéV)ds }p
te[0,T] 0 te[0,T7] 0 (2-20)
,-S Tl/QE |:|%N(G)|§:| P 5]? Tl/QE [%N(G)] 2
where the energy functional €” is defined as
V(G =D k| DG (2.21)

keZ?

with Dy, as in (2.15)), and in the last inequality we used Gaussian hypercontractivity [Nuao6),
Theorem 1.4.1] which holds as F', and therefore (5, has a finite chaos expansion. Now,
in order to simplify the right hand side of (2.20), we apply the integration by parts
formula [[CES21. eq. (2.11)], so that we obtain

E[6Y(@)] = Y WPEl( — D_wDeGm) + =k DiGn) G

keZ?
1
=28 [( Y Sk~ DDiG) +i-BDiGm) ) G| (2:22)
keZ?

= 2E|Gp(~L) G| = 2/(=L0) /G

where we used also the definition of %, in (2.13). Since we chose G = (—%,) ' F,
follows at once. O

According to Lemma < is a diagonal operator - for every n, it maps .7, into
itself and it acts in Fourier space as multiplication by a Fourier multiplier. In the following
statement, S will denote a generic diagonal operator with multiplier o, o corresponding to
the collection (o,),, 0, being the multiplier on .7,.

Lemma 2.7 [[CET20, Section 3.1.1] Let § be a diagonal operator with Fourier multiplier
0. Then, for every 1, o € 2, the following decomposition holds

2
(St o1, st p2) = (St o1, Y @o)piag + > (S 01, Y 03) o

i=1

where the first summand will be referred to as the “diagonal part” and is given by

(SsAY o1, A% 02 piag Enln 203 ¥ (2.23)
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XYk Perkr)Parn) Y o (6m, ko) H,)’

kl:n Z+m:k1
while the other two terms will be referred to as the “off-diagonal part of type 1 and 2" and
are respectively given by
(St o1, Y pa)orr, <l o, (n) Ny X (2.24)
X Z Opt1(kims)|kr + k2|%;i\177k2|/€1 + ks’%ﬁ,ks X

kl:n+1

X 1(k1 + ko, k3, kgnt1)P2(k1 + ks, ko, kany1)
(SAN o1, AN Voo, 0l cofry (n) N3y X (2.25)

X Z Opt1(kims)|kr + k’2‘%ﬁ,k2|k3 + k4’%é\;,k4 x

kl:n+1

X 1(k1 + ko, k3, ka, ksn1)P2(ks + ky, ki1, ko, Ksing1)

where, for i = 1, 2, cos,(n) is an explicit positive constant only depending on n and such
that cog,(n) = O(n).

Proof. See [[CET20, eq.’s (3.28) and (3.34)] for (2.23), [CET20, eq.’s (3.29)-(3.30)]
for (2.24)-(2.25) and [CET20), eq. (3.31)] for the magnitude of c,,(n), ¢ = 1, 2. 0

Before stating the next lemma, let us introduce the so-called number operator.

Definition 2.8 We define the number operator N: TL?* — T'L? as the linear diagonal
operator acting on ¢ € ['L? as (N ), = nep,.
In force of the results and notations above, we are ready to derive the first bounds on the

operators Qif and /% when the operator § in Lemma is &y.

Lemma 2.9 Let N be the number operator of Definition Then, for every . > 0 and
o € T'L? one has

(e — L) Y o) S |V (=Z) )], (2.26)
(1 — Lo) 2tV o) S [N (=), (2.27)

while
1

V]og N

G — o) st ol S Vel (2.28)
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Proof. Let ¢ = (¢,,),, € I'L?. The square of the left hand side of is

(e — Loy~ 2N o = (( — o) Y o, Y ) = (1 — Lo) st g, st )

n

Thanks to Lemma for each n, we can decompose the scalar product at the right hand
side into diagonal and off-diagonal terms, defined according to (2.23)—(2.25). For our
purposes, we will just upper bound the off-diagonal terms by the diagonal ones, using the
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and the bounds cog,(n) < n?, i = 1, 2. Therefore we get

(= L) o, N 0,y S (1 — Lo) Y 0, AN 01) Diag

1t 2 S e Y o)
=n'n n(K1n : .
log N iR 1+ SQ0P F [P+ Jhzn]?)

k1:n l+m=Fk,

Now, the inner sum can be controlled via

> Ot <
i+ 22+ m)? + ko> ™~

l+m=k1

1
Z W <log N (2.29)

0<[¢|<N

. N .
since, by (2.9) |K;',,| S Ti<jg<n1<m|<N,je+m|<n- Therefore, we obtain

G = L) Pt olP S Dty Sk Pl pn(ka)l?
n kl:n

= aln? > kil @akin)l® = |V (~L0)el?
n ki:n

where in the passage from the first to the second line we used that ¢ is symmetric in its
arguments.

The bound follows similarly by noting that if the denominator in is squared,
then the corresponding sum in is bounded uniformly in V.

As for (2.27), arguing as above we can focus on the case ¢ € T'L? forn € N. If
¢ € I'L3 then [CET20, Lemma 3.10] gives the desired estimate: just choose G = 1 in that
statement, so that g(-) < log N, and replace A% by A% in (1.3). If instead ¢ € 'L2, n > 2
note first that, by symmetrizing one has

5\ n—1 R
F(AY 0, (k1p-1) = QHW Z Z |m|%/g,_490n(£> m, k{tn-1p\{j})  (2.30)

Jj=1 L+m=k;



THE EFFECTIVE DIFFUSION COEFFICIENT 18

so that, using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the square of the left hand side of is
upper bounded by

~

A2 1 )
n! 4n3 < m|3{N — @n(& m, k m— )> (2.31)
log N kgl o+ %|k1:n_1|2 £+;k1 | ki,—¢ 2:n—1

(the factorial comes from the conventions in (2.5))). As in the proof of [CET20, Lemma
3.10], the sum within the parenthesis is upper bounded by an absolute constant times

Bal > [@allm, k)]

l+m=k1
0<|t],|m|<N

Plugging this into (2.3 1)) one obtains an upper bound proportional to

5\2 AV \mfz + M’Q‘@n(g m k2:n71)’ 2
! 3 Y )
. log N k%; ( H;kl VIm2 + |¢)? >

0<|4],|m|<N
S TL' n3X2 Z(|k1|2 + |k2|2)|¢n(k1:n)|2 5 TL' 7125\2 Z |k;1:n|2|927n(k11:n)|2
k'l:n kl:n

where in the first step we used Cauchy-Schwarz and (2.29)), while in the second the symmetry
of ¢. The bound is then proven. O

3 The effective diffusion coefficient

The aim of this section is to determine the limit as N — oo of the bulk diffusion coefficient
DY, in and consequently deduce that h¥ is asymptotically diffusive as stated in
Theorem As a first step, we will derive an alternative representation for DY, , thanks to
which we will be able to connect its Laplace transform to the inverse of the generator £V

of u" in (2:1).

Lemma 3.1 For N € N, let u™ be the stationary solution of with coupling constant
Ay in and £V its generator. Then, for allt > 0, one has

DY () :t+E[</Ot ANNON[uf]dS)Q] (3.1)

where N is the 0-th Fourier mode of the nonlinearity of kY and is given by ([2.12).
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Moreover, for all ;i > 0, the Laplace transform DX, of t — tDY,, (1) is given by
g [ L2 -
D2 [ e DYd = Sl -2 ) G2)
0 H K
where n) is the unique kernel in T L3 such that
ANy ] = Lo(n)) (3-3)
Its explicit Fourier transform can be read off (2.12]).

Proof. Despite the different scaling, the proof of follows the same steps as that
of [CET20, Lemma 4.1]. On the other hand, is a consequence of the representation
and [CES21, Lemma 5.1]. O

For the previous Lemma to be of any use, we need to control the large /N behaviour
of the scalar product at the right hand side of . This, in turn, seems to require us to
determine (sufficiently explicitly!) the solution b of the generator equation

(n— 2NN =n) . (3.4)

Despite being linear, is extremely hard to study as £* is non-diagonal, in its chaos
decomposition and in Fourier space, so that even though n}’ lives in J#4, hY will have
non-trivial components in arbitrarily high chaoses. As noted in [CET20, Section 3],
a way around it is to consider instead the truncated generator equation, an equation
involving only finitely many chaoses and obtained by replacing the operator £% in (3.4)
with £V = I, 2N, where, forn € N, I, is the projection onto I'L%, = @, _ T'L3.
More explicitly, we are led to study the solution hN" of

(= LN = nf! (3:5)
which, by Lemma 2.5} is equivalent to the hierarchical system
(- 30)@5’” - ﬂffiﬁfﬂ =0,
(11— 0)b "y — b, — ANBY" =0,
< (3.6)
(1= o)y — A" — sA¥b3"" = nf!,
(1= Zo)by " — sty " = 0.
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Lemma 3.2 Forany N,n € N, the solution h" of (3.6) is such that ﬁjlvn =0 and
N %N)fl“év (3:7)
)" = (u— Lo+ KN, )T ANG, forj=3,...,n

where, for 7 > 2 the %jN 's are positive definite operators such that, for all n € N,
HN (A, C A, and are recursively defined via

%Y = 0. (38)
WY = AN [(n— L)+ HY 1Y, forj >3, '

Proof. Asshownin [CET20 Section 3], the expression (3.7)) can be obtained by solving (3.6)
recursively expressing h in terms of f) " starting from j = n. Concermng the first chaos

component of h™", (2.12)) and (2.9 (2.9) state that the Fourier transform of nj)’ is concentrated on
those  and m € 22 such that {+m = 0, and the same holds for [j " Infact, one readlly sees
from Lemma!that if ¢,, is concentrated on the set AS” = {ky.,, € Z*": 3. <n ki =0}
then F (4 ,,) are concentrated on A("il) As a consequence, 9;(%’]-]\’ Vn) 18 concentrated
on Af”, because " is defined through of¥, /1" and the diagonal operator (—%,). But
then, by (2.18), szw 2" = 0 which in turn implies that )" solves (1 — Lo)h)" = 0 and

hence Eivn = 0. At last, for the properties of the operators %jN ’s we refer to [[CET20,
Lemma 3.2]. 0

In order to be able to exploit the previous Lemma, we need to analyse the operators
%jN ’s. In the next section, we will show that, for each j, %J-N can be replaced with diagonal
operators at a cost which is negligible in the N — oo limit. The advantage of dealing with
(positive) diagonal operators is that their inverse is explicit so that the terms at the right
hand side of (and in particular Gév ™) can be more easily controlled.

3.1 The replacement argument

Before stating the main result of this section, we need to introduce some notation. For
N € N, let LY be the non-negative function defined on [1 /2, 00) as

2

def N
LY(x) = gNQIOg(H?), (3.9)

where ¢ is the constant in (1.13)).
In the following proposition, we derive an approximation of the operators %jN in terms
of diagonal operators given by a nonlinear transformation of &j.
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Proposition 3.3 Let ;1 > 0, n € N and ¢y, p, € T'L? be such that (—%,)"/?¢; € TL?,
1t = 1,2. Then, for every j € N, j > 2, there exists a constant C' = C(n, j) such that
(1, [%]-N—FG]'(LN(H — Z0)ZLo]p2)]

(3.10)
< Cen||(=2)" %01 || [|(=ZLo) 25|

where e — 0 as N — oo uniformly in n and j, %jN is defined in (3.8)) and the functions
G;’s on [0, 00) are such that for all j and all x

(i) G;(0) = 0and G;(x) > 0,
(i) |Gi(@)| < z, |G(@)| < 1and |G(x)| < 1,

and are recursively defined via the relation

e] j - 27
G(x)Z{ ., . (3.11)
’ o me—mdy 723

i—1(y)

The proof of the previous statement relies on the following Replacement Lemma which
represents one of the main technical tools of the present paper. Its formulation, more general
than what needed for the Proposition [3.3] is chosen to be able to approximate a broader
class of operators and it will play a crucial role also in the upcoming sections.

Lemma 3.4 (Replacement Lemma) Let H and H™" be real-valued differentiable functions
on [0, 00) such that

1. for every compact subset K of [0, 00) there exists a finite constant K > 0 for which

Su§{|H(?J)\, |H' WL IH WL IHD W)} < K (3.12)
ye

2. forally >0, Hiy) > 1 and H* (y) > 0.
Let 1 > 0, N € Nand §V be the operator defined by

FVE (= HE LN (= Lo)%o) X (= HLY (= Zo)Z) > (3:13)
where LY is as in (3.9). Let n € N and oy, py € T'L? be such that (—%y)"?¢; € TL?,
t = 1,2. Then, there exists a constant C' = C(n), possibly depending on K, for which

(¥ TN Y+ HLY (= Lo) L)1, p2)| < Cen|(=L0) Ponl[|(=20) 22| (3.14)

where ey — 0 as N — oo uniformly in n and K, and Hisa non-negative bounded
differentiable function on [0, 00) with first derivative bounded on compact sets, defined by
“H™(y)

H(z) = dy .
) 0 H(y)2 Y

(3.15)
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Proof. In order to estimate the left hand side of (3.14)), we first decompose it in diagonal
and off-diagonal terms as in Lemma [2.7) and obtain

(=A™ gAY + ALY (1 — Lo)Zo) 1, 02)|
g’ (FNAY o1, AY 09 Diag + (HLN (1 — Lo)Lopr, ©a)rrz2| (3.16)
+ ) (F Vst oy, st po)

1=1,2

(3-17)

We will separately bound and (3.17)), starting with the former. By (3.13)), one sees
that ¥V is a diagonal operator whose Fourier multiplier on .57, is J%, given by

Pk ,U+ ha PHS Gt ) )
7 " 2 ’k1n|2H(LN(M + 5 B ‘kltnP))

Hence, thanks to and the definition of PV in (A.1)), equals

w4k P ) Baran) (P (s i) = ALY G+ lkna®))|

kl.n

< éynln > 4k Ple1Rrn)ll@a(hrn)| = Enn Y ki *[@1(krn) ][ @alkrn)]

k1:n k1:n
Zn EN (=LY 201 || [ (=ZL0) 20|

where € is given by

EvE sup ‘PN(M, i) — ALY (1 + §|km|2)>\ (3.19)
kl:nEZQH\{O}
pu=>0

and in the last two steps we respectively exploited the symmetry of 1, ¢o, and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality. At this point, we only need to show that £y converges to 0 as N — oo,
which in turn is a direct consequence of Proposition[A.1] In view of we further deduce
the shape of H in (3.15). so that the estimate in on follows.

We now treat the off-diagonal terms for which we proceed similarly to what done in the
proof of [CET20, Lemma 3.9]. We start with the off-diagonal terms of the first type defined
in (2.24). Relabelling the variables, we need to control

~

2

Z TNy J13, kan)lr + Jol K i ]2|]1 + ]3|3'f;<;1 kg X

j1:37k3:n

n! Coffy (n) o

X 1(J1 + Jo2, J3, kan)P2(j1 + Js, J2, kam) -
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where J is as in (3.18). Defining

cbl(kln) = Sal(kln) H |k]| ) = 17 2

j=1

applying Cauchy-Schwarz and estimating | %
above can be bounded by

N ol [HY | by 1, we see that the expression

A2 Z |1(J1 + J2, Jss ks || P2(J1 + J3, Jo, kzn)]

n!cofr, (1) — - IV (1, 313, K3in)
log V' . 1731152] TTjs K12
PR |Bi(j1 + o, 3, kam)|? 3
< (n Coffy (1) T T JN(M,jlzg,k’:a:n))
log N H ' Zm |73l 172l T Tjzs K52
32 A 2|1 |2 Loong 2
= o 7 LT (mleom 0 Y itk Pl Plkel > PG (1, 12, k) (3.20)
1 ktom J1tja=ky 172

7

Note that the argument of H* in is at most ¢ + 1, so that ™ < K since it is bounded
on compact sets. Also, H > 1 and (u+ Kx)/(u+ x) < K V 1, so we have

KvVv1
M+ %(|j1;2|2 + |kom|?)

TN (1, 312, ko) <

Using further that |j1.2> + |k |[? > 1([72]* + [k1:0]?) (Whenever ji + jo» = k1), we obtain
an upper bound for the inner sum in of the form

1 1 dz 1
KV1 <= <
Z 2l + 5721 + [kral®) ™ N Jge |2](Frn/N? + [2[7) ™ Kyl

where, in the last two steps, we passed to polar coordinates and computed the remaining
integral. Hence, we conclude

/\

2 1
(VY o1, oY @Yo | S 10 H (nleom ) Y &) Pl ?)

kl:n

5 mll(—%)wl\lll(—%)wzH

where the constant hidden into < depends on n and K.
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For the off-diagonal terms of the second type we proceed similarly. With the same
notations as above, by we have

|<(5N&qf¢1, &qf¢2>off2|
A? Z |1(j1 + Jo2, Jsa, k3| | P2(js + Ja, J1:2, Kan)|

. . . . n JN( ) .Z 7k ITL)
log N G llallGsl sl Ty K2 fh Juss, B

< nlc, (1)

j1:47k4:n

37 |D;(j1 + J2, J3:4, kan)|? 1/2
< nleogr,(n) —— ( . e Tl JN(M,j1:4,/f4:n)> .
log N 11 j; |7ull72]1 73117l TTj—y 15512

The inner sum can then be controlled as

~ JN 7 . : 7]{: .
S @r ) Pl Pl [hs] S TN (i, o, Koon)|

kl:n j1+j2:k1 |]1||j2|
b ‘]N(a.:yk':n) . kllkollk
S S I MR oo o
k1 Jj1+je=k1 J2 kin 1:n

from which we can argue as for the off-diagonal terms of the first type (see the proof
of [CET20, Lemma 3.9] for more details). 0

We are now ready to prove Proposition [3.3]

Proof of Proposition[3.3] The proof goes via induction. If j = 2, then %JN =G, =0and
there is nothing to prove. Assume that the result is true for some j > 2. We write

([FN) + G (LY (1 — LN ZLoler, o) = (D + (1D,
where
M= ([ —Lo+7")" — (u—[1+ GLY (1 — Lo)1Lo) 1Y o1, Y 03)
D) = ([N — [1 + G (u — LoNIZLo) 'Y + G LY (1 — L) Lol @2) -

We first treat (I). To that end let A = (u — £y + 64) and B = (1 — £y + 65) where

B4 = H while 65 = —G (LY (1 — %0))%o, and use the relation

At —Blt=AYB- AB! (3.21)
to deduce that
(D] = (=GN (1 — L)L — H)B st o1, A7t )]

B - (3.22)
< Cen|(=20)"*B | (=)' /2 A et ol
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the last passage being a consequence of the induction hypothesis which holds as 64, 65 are
diagonal in the chaos, so that A~'sd¥ ¢, B¢y € A, 1 and C = C(n + 1, j). Note
that both the operators €4 and ‘65 are non-negative definite, and this is the only property
we will need in order to bound the two terms at the right hand side. Hence, let 6 be either
64 0r 6gandi = 1 or 2. Since . > 0, we have

(=) (1 — Lo + @) st o

= (L) — Lo + €)' i, (1 — Lo + B) 'Y i)

<=L+ B — Lo+ ) sl (n—Lo+€) i) (3.23)

= (s pi, (0 — Lo+ 6) 'Y )

< (st ooy, (e — L) st i) S NI(=2L0)' i
where in the last step we applied Lemma Hence, we have the desired estimate for
(I). We turn to (II), for which we will apply Lemma In the notations therein, set
H* = H =1+ G; and note that, since by the induction hypothesis G satisfies (i)-(ii), H "
and H satisfy assumptions 1. and 2., from which follows at once with GG, defined

according to (3.11). Finally, as (i)-(ii) hold for G}, it is straightforward to verify that they
also hold for G 1. O

3.2 The diffusivity

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem|1.3] First, we will determine the large N limit
of when the operator £% is replaced by £V and n is fixed.

Proposition 3.5 Letn € N, u > 0 and, for N € N, 6N ™ be the solution of the truncated
generator equation (3.5). Then, the following holds

~ 1
lim (n', (u — LX) 'nl) = lim (), V") = G, 11(¢) (3.24)
N—oo N—o0 2
where the functions G,,’s are defined in and ¢ is as in (1.13).
Proof. By orthogonality of Wiener chaoses and the definition of h™" in (3.5, we have
(g = L) gy = (ng’, 03" = (g, (1 — Lo + %) ' ny)
=(ng, (= Lo+ %) = (0= Lol[1 + GulV (= LD ' ng) - (3:25)
+ (g’ (i — Lol + G (= LoD ™)
As in the proof of Proposition[3.3] set A = (1 — £y + 64) and B = (u — £, + 6) where

G4 = HN while B = —G, (LN (1 — %0))%o. Exploiting we see that absolute value

of the first summand at the right hand side of (3.25)) equals
[((— G (1 — Lo) %o — %) B ng, A~ ng')|
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S en||(=Z) 2Bl | [[(=ZLo) 2 A Y|

where the bound is a consequence of (3.10). Denoting by 6 either €4 or €, and arguing
as in we get

_ _ 1 1
IS0 20 = %o+ ) P S -0 P S g D S 1
040

Therefore, the first summand in goes to 0 as N — oo and we only need to focus on
the second. Note that

(nd, (1 — Lol1 + GV (1 — L)) nd)
1

2\2
— %N, 2
log N #ZO( O TP + Gl Ga & [P

_ 22 (KN _an)’

~log N Jge pn 4 221 + GV (N2 (uy + [2]2)]
B 222 (?fffg]c\[zv,—ch)2

" log N Jre (un + 2w + |22 + DIL + Gu@LN(N2(uy + |2]2))]

dz + o(1)

dx + o(1)

where iy = p /N? and o(1) goes to 0 as N — co. The second step follows by Riemann-
sum approximation: by defining x = ¢/N and recalling the definition of %gm, we
replace the sum by an integral which grows like log N (see below), plus a O(1) error
that gives o(1) once divided by log N. The third step is a consequence of (with
H =1+ Gy, ki, = 0) and (A.g) (with HT = H = 1+ G,,). For the last integral, we
proceed similarly to the proof of Proposition[A.1] i.e. we pass to polar coordinates and get
that it equals

5\2 1 2 ) un+1 dQ

_— cos(26 d@/ + o(1

i ), @ ik 22+ DI+ G (g T
c uN+1 dQ

 21og N2/, s1nz 0(0 + DI+ GL(LN(N?p))]

+o(1),

where we used the definition of ¢ in (1.13). By (3.11)), the last expression becomes

1 LY (u+1) dy 1 N
- ————+o0o(1)= -G (L™ (u+ 1)) +o(1).
2 /LN(N2(uN+1» 1+ Gu(y) 27"
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Summarising, all the estimates above give
1
(ng', (1 = Lol + G (= L)) 'ng) = §Gn+1(LN(,U +1D)+ol)  (3:20)

from which, by definition of LYV and the continuity of G,,|; (see Proposition @ii)),

2

~ 1 < 1
: N N,n _ M _ = —
J\}gréomo b7 = Jm 2Gn+1<10g]\f2 log <1+ u+1>> 2Gn+1(0)'
and ((3.24)) follows at once. 0

Thanks to the previous proposition, we are ready to complete the proof of Theorem [1.3]

Proof of Theorem At first, we will determine the limitas N — oo of @, , the Laplace
transform of ¢ — ¢ D}, (). As mentioned in Section [3} this amounts to characterise
the behaviour of the scalar product at the right hand side of (3.2). To do so, we will
exploit [CET20, Lemma 3.1] which holds mutatis mutandis in the present context as the
operators we are considering are the same apart from the fact that A therein is replaced by
An. It states that, for every > 0,n € Nand N € N the following holds

(g’ b2 ) < (ngf, (u — 2N Mng) < (ng, 5V (3-27)

As a consequence, we deduce that for alln € Nand p > 0

: _ . Cvon 1
limsup(ng’, (1 = £™)"'ng’) < limsup(ng’, h™") = S Gonsa(0)
N—oo N—oo

and
.. _ .. ~ N on 1
liminf(ng', (u — ™) ~'ng’) > liminf(ng’, ™) = 5Gonra(0).

so that it suffices to argue that the sequence G,,(«) converges as n — oo. Notice that, in
view of Proposition [3.3|(ii), the functions G,,’s are uniformly bounded (in n) on [0, <] and
have uniformly bounded first and second derivative. Hence, by Arzela-Ascoli’s theorem,
the sequence {G, }, is relatively compact in 6€'([0, K], R) for any K < oo, the space
of real-valued bounded continuously differentiable functions, and therefore converges
along subsequences in 6'([0, K]). Thanks to Proposition @ (i), any limit point must
be non-negative, 0 at 0 and, in view of the recursive relation in (3.11)), it must satisfy the
following Cauchy-value problem

G'=—7, G(0) =0,
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which has a unique solution given by

G)EV2r+1-1. (3.28)

In conclusion, the sequence {G,, },, converges in ®([0, K]) to G for any K < oo, which in
particular means that

lim Gj(¢) = G(e) =V2e +1—1=rg—1 (3.29)
Jj—o0

and consequently by (3.2, we obtain

. N _ V2ot 1 | v
N Do) = —— 57— = "5 - (3-30)

In order to translate the result from Laplace to real time (the only point to be justified is the
interchange between the inverse Laplace transform and the N — oo limit) and conclude
the proof of Theorem we argue as follows. For N € N, let 2V be the map on [0, c0)
defined by the right hand side of (3.1)), i.e.

t
2Nt DN () =t FE[QN#)?,  where  QV(t) = / AN [ul1ds .
0

In the proof of [CES21), Theorem 4.8] it was shown that there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all
N eN
N (t) < et for all t > 0. (3.31)

By stationarity, we also deduce that
Y- ()] < It = 5| + [BIQYW? - Q¥(s)?)
— |t = ]+ [BIQY(®) ~ Q¥N@Q () + Q¥ &)

< |t — 5|+ EIQV®) — Q)12 (BIQV (012 + BIQ (91
S|t —s|+ |t — sVt Vv 8)2.

(3.32)

Thanks to and (3.32), the assumptions of [Drio3, Corollary 10.12] are satisfied.
Hence, the sequence {2V} y is relatively compact with respect to the uniform on compacts
topology on C'(R,,R). Let x € C'(R, R) be a limit point and, slightly abusing notations,
let {zV} y be the subsequence converging to it uniformly on compacts (and therefore
pointwise). Note that, since the constant c in (3.3 1)) is independent of N then also x satisfies
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the same bound. Therefore, by the Dominated Convergence Theorem and (3.30), we obtain
that, for all p > 0,

V2e+1
112
which, by uniqueness of the Laplace transform, implies that the sequence z
unique limit. Therefore, for all ¢ > 0, we have

N
¢
fim DY, (1) = fim 2 = oo T = vy
N—oo N—o0 t

= lim D), () = lim / e MaN(t)dt = / e Ma(t)dt
N—oo N—oo 0 0

N converges to a

and the proof is concluded. O

4 The truncated generator equation

4.1 The martingale problem

The goal of the present and the next sections is to prove the main result of the paper, namely
Theorem Since by Theorem we already know that, for every 7" > 0, the sequence
{h™}y is tight in the space C([0,T], D'(T?)), it remains to verify that any limit point /
equals in law the solution to the almost-stationary stochastic heat equation that we
here recall

Oh = %Ah F v, ho=x (4.1)

where v, is defined according to (1.12)), £ is a space-time white noise on R X T? and, as
in Definition [1.1} v is such that (—A)Y/?y = n, for 1) a spatial white noise on T?.

Heuristically, in order to show convergence in law of A" to the solution h of (4.1)),
it suffices to prove that limy f(h'V) is distributed as f(h) for a sufficiently rich family of
observables f’s. The family of functionals identified by the following martingale problem
associated to is made of those of the form f(h) = h(¥) for ¥ € B (T?).

Definition 4.1 Let 7 > 0, Q = C([0,T],92'(T?)) and € = B(C([0,T],D'(T?))) the
canonical Borel o-algebra on it. Let y be such that (—A)/?y = 1 for 1 a zero-average space
white noise on T2, We say that a probability measure P on (2, 6) solves the martingale

problem for £ < vy, with initial distribution x, if for all U € P(T?), the canonical
process h under P is such that

e t

ALY £ hy(T) — x(F) — % / hs(AW)ds 4.2)
0

IV S () = tvee]| ]| F 20 (4.3)

are local martingales.
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In the next theorem (see e.g. [MW17]]) it is shown that the family of observables
mentioned above is wide enough in that the martingale problem is well-posed (i.e. it has a
unique solution) and its unique solution is the law of (4.1).

Theorem 4.2 [MW17, Theorem D.1] The martingale problem for Sfoeff with initial distri-

bution x in Definition is well-posed and uniquely characterises the law of the solution
to (@-1)) on C([0, T, D'(T?)).

In view of the previous statement, the proof of Theorem [1.4]boils down to verify that
any limit point A of the sequence {h" } is such that for all U € 9(T?), the processes
and are (local) martingales. In the next section, we give an overview of the strategy
we will follow and introduce the necessary notations. The actual technical work starts in

Section

4.2 Theorem[1.4: strategy of proof

As argued in Section |2, we can fully recover h"Y from vV and so that we can (and
will) directly work with u¥, and we will come back to 1Y only in Section

Translated in terms of u, Theorem tells us that we need to show that, for any limit
point u = (u;);>o of the sequence {u’¥}y = {(u))i>0}n (known to exist by [CES21]
Theorem 4.5]), and for every test function ) € H}(T?), the stochastic processes

t
M £ uy() — uo(y) — / ZTus)ds, =MD~ el @4)
0

are martingales. What we know for free, as u”' is a Markov process with generator £, is

that, for any reasonable functional b = b"(n), allowed to explicitly depend on N,
t
MO E Y ) — b ) — / LYY (uMyds “.5)
0

and (MM (bN))? — (MY (bY)), are martingales. Therefore, if we were able to show that for
all 7 there exists bV such that the difference

t t
(@ =@ - [ emuwns) - (P - - [ 2 wdhas) @
0 0

is small for /V large in, say, mean square, then by standard martingale convergence theorems
and tightness of 4" we could conclude that the sequence {M”(b™)} converges (at least
along subsequences) and that the limit, M, is indeed a martingale (for a rigorous proof
see Section . Proving that 72” is also a martingale additionally requires the quadratic
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variation of M (b") to be asymptotically non-random: this is a very challenging technical
step, deferred to Sections|5.3]and

Hence, the goal is to determine b in such a way that is small in mean square,
which in turn requires b" to be such that

N—xo

In@) —o™m)| =% 0, (4.7)

thus ensuring that u (1)) — " (u") vanishes, and

L —00
(=02 (L5 nw) — ™Y )| =5 0 (48)

which, by the It trick (see (2.19)), guarantees that the difference of integral terms in
also goes to 0.

As a first attempt (motivated by the observables needed in Definition [4.1)), one might
be led to take b = b" independent of N and of the form b(n) = n(v), so that is
trivially satisfied. That said, as it can be readily checked by the definition of 2% and ("

in (2.13)-(2.14) and respectively, and the orthogonality of different Wiener chaoses,
with this choice of b, the left hand side of reduces to

=202 (e = D) — Awt i) |
1
= (e — DI|(=L)25@)]| + || (~Lo) 2 MV 1]

and the right hand side, even though bounded, certainly does not vanish as N — oo!
The problem is that functionals of the form () = 7(z)) live only in the first chaos and
consequently are not able to capture the fluctuations coming from higher chaoses which are
induced by the nonlinearity.

Ideally, one would like to take instead b = b" explicitly depending on N in such a way
that the left hand side of is 0, i.e. so that

Veft

—LM0N ) = (= Ag) =~ (4.9)

and subsequently prove that such ™ also satisfies (4.7). As noted in Section @ it is very
difficult to analyse the generator equation directly since its solution will have non-
trivial components in every chaos. To overcome this issue, we resort instead to introduce a
truncation parameter n and consider the truncated generator equation where £ is replaced
by £ (defined in Section . More precisely, for N € N and n € N we analyse

—N N = () (4.10)
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and, to control the zero-mode of A%,
—N N =l (4.11)

where n})’ is defined in In view of the the results in Section |3 I we can (and will) even
do better. As Propositio% hints at, we can approximate observables as 6N and hN" by
(almost) explicit functionals, 6™ and h'", whose definition involves perturbations of the
operator £, (see 2" in below, with a = 1,2) which are converging to £ in the
large n limit (see the proof of Theorem [1.3]in Section[3.2)). The observables b™"" are those
for which we will establish and (4.8)), though as a result of rwo limits, first take the
limit N — oo and then let n tend to infinity.

Let us describe more in detail the implementation of this program, rigorously introduce
the observables mentioned above and state the main results of this section. To do so let us
begin by looking at the solutions b™-" f)N ™ of (4.10) and (4.11]). As can be seen by arguing
as in the proof of Lemma | bV and N have a similar structure and we will therefore
treat them likewise. Let

S i) = Veff n(—A¢p)eTL?  and gy =n) e 'L (4.12)

and fV" = (fa] )j=a,...n be the solution to for a = 1 and to for a = 2 (in the
latter case, Lemma |3.2|ensures that the component of fflv " in the first Wiener chaos is 0).
Writing down in each chaos component analogously to what was done in (3.6)) and
recalling the definition of %} in (3:8), j"" can be equivalently written as

fa = (=Lo+ HNo )
TNn _p %N 1&41\[ f . 1 (413)
f‘] _( 0+ n+2— ] fa] 19 Orj—CL+ ,...7n

In light of Proposition we now define the observables we aim at analysing, ", a = 1, 2,
(in the above discussion f¥ = b for a = 1 and h™'" for a = 2) as in but with the
operators %jN replaced by diagonal (and therefore explicitly invertible) operators expressed
as perturbations of —%,. More precisely, for a = 1, 2, we set fsz = (fiv’ }")j:a,,.,,n as

N, def N
{f = (—Lo[1 4 Grio—a N (=ZLo)D 'ga (4.14)

N S B0l + Gy (LY (LD IANFY | forj=a+1,....n

a,j—1"

where the functions GG;’s are those in (3.11).

We have now all the elements we need in order to state the main result of this section
which rigorously establishes and for the observables b™". We will also obtain
analogous estimates for h™", which, even though has vanishing norm (see (4.17)), will be
useful in the description of the 0-mode of Y (see Corollary .
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Theorem 4.3 For i) € H1 (T?), N,n € Nand a = 1,2, let ffy" be given in (4.14) and
o = §0 hNm = §2". Then, we have

Tlim Tim [6™"(n) — n()]| =0, (4.15)
Tim Tim [[(~0)2 (L) — L6V )| =0, (4.16)
and
lim 1im [|5™" (]| =0, (4.17)
Tim Tim (~%0)2 (g ) — V0" ) | = 0. (4.18)

So far we have only briefly alluded to the process 7 in (4.4). As we already mentioned,
proving that it is indeed a martingale boils down to show (see Theorem that the
quadratic variation of M" in (4.4) is deterministic, and given by tves||9||% (2~ The proof
that the quadratic variation is non-random is based on entirely different ideas than the ones
of the present section and will be given in Section[5.3] As far as the expectation of the
quadratic variation is concerned, it turns out (see Section to be proportional to 2¢ times
the N,n — oo limit of ||(—%)!/26™"||2. As the computation of this limit exploits the
techniques introduced in this section, we give below the following proposition.

Proposition 4.4 Fory € HX(T?), N, n € Nand a = 1,2, let {¥ be given in (4.14) and
N = ﬁ\m’ Vv = févn Then, we have

. . _ 1/2N,n |2 Vet

lim lim [[(=%0)*6™ "I = =¥, (4.19)
1/2. N 2 Veff 1

Jim i [[(=Z0) 707" = = — (4.20)

Jim <( L) PN (=Ly) 2Ny = 0. (4.21)

Let us briefly comment on the structure of the rest of the paper. In Section we
derive suitable recursive estimates on the functions ffZ}” in (4.14)), which will be used to

prove both that " is indeed a good approximation to ’%v "™ (Proposition i , Theorems
and Proposition 4.4 (Section . In Section@ we will focus on the martingale v¥ and
show how to exploit the previous statements in order to conclude the proof of Theorem

4.3 Recursive estimates

Given the recursive definition of ¥, a = 1, 2, in (4.14]), we first determine a general bound
on functionals with a similar structure.
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Lemma 4.5 Let j,n € Nwithn > jand g € FL?. Define tV € FL2+1 according to

N Z (~Lo[1 + Grpo ;LN (L)) et g, (4.22)

where the functions G;’s are given as in (3.11)). Then, there exists a constant C = C(j) > 0
such that the following estimates hold

[tY]] < Cenllgl (4.23)
|(=L) 2| < C|[(—%0) g (4.24)

and e — 0 as N — oo uniformly over j and n.

Proof. By Proposition the functions G;’s are non-negative, therefore (4.23) is a direct
consequence of (2.28)). For (4.24]), we exploit the argument in (3.23)), which gives

(=) 2| = [|[(=Z0) 2 (= Lol + Grya j (LN (=L))ot g|
< |(=ZLo) 2l g|| < [(—=%o) g

where the last bound follows by Lemma [2.9| with i = 0. O

As a consequence we deduce the main estimates on the different components of

77777

Proposition 4.6 Let n € N. There exists a constant C' = C'(n) > 0 such that

67" < Cely ||¢||L2<1r2>7 (=)' 263" | < ClYllmy, j=1,....n

¥ < cel (22 <0, j=2...n &2

where ¢ goes to O as N — oo uniformly over n.

Proof. Notice first that, by definition of bj-v’" and bj»v’", we can recursively apply esti-

mates (4.23)) and (4.24)) and obtain

e [ [ L A (I TC= A e [
J—

||ij,n 2 N N.
16371 =020 < a3

s e
;"1 < en

Hence, we are left to estimate the right hand sides of the above for which we will repeatedly
use the fact that, for all j, G; > 0.
Let us begin with ||b}"|| and ||(—%,)/26Y""||, for which we have

162" 1> S (=) (= AP)|* = 2/[) |72z,
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where the last equality follows by Lemmal|2.5| Arguing as in (3.23)), it is not hard to see that

1(=20) 26212 < [(=Lol1 + Gt LN (=L)]) ™ 20(— 1))
< [(=Zo) P(=D)|IP = {(=ZLo) (= AY), n(—Av))
= 2(n()), n(—Ay)) = 2||77Z}||H1(11‘2)'

For ||| and ||(—%0)"/2h2"||, we proceed similarly and, for o € {0,1/2}, we get

1 1 1
_gaN,n2< _g —1+ozN2<_ <
[(=ZLo)*by " (|7 < [[(=F0) ny |7 < Io E : |([+~4o ~ (log N)i-20
0<|(|<N

from which the required estimates follow at once. O

In order to prove (4.16)), (4.18)) and especially Proposition 4.4} we need first to introduce
suitable functlons Let n e N and for A > 0, < be given as in l-]i Forj=1,...,nand

1=0,...,7—1,1let G:r 277 be the function on [0, o) defined as
)L ifi=0
G/ @) = . . (4.26)
fAz 1 HZ 0 1+Gnya 7+é($2)]2dx0:i71 s if1 = 1, N 1 ,

where the functions G are those in and A’ is the i-th dimensional simplex, i.e.
Aiil = {xO:i—l = (l’o, e ,ZL‘Z'_l) c [0, I’]Z 0 <L Ty <o < Ti—1 < {L‘} In the fOHOWil’lg
lemma, we derive the main properties of the functions G:“"”_].

Lemma 4.7 Let n € N and, for A > 0, ¢ be given as in (1.13). For j =1,...,n and
i=0,...,5—1, let G;“"J“Q_] be the functions defined in (4.26).
Then, for all n, j, © as above and x > (,

(i) GF"* 7 (x) > 0and GI"H77(0) = 1y,
(ii) for i # 0, the following identity holds
Gji-,n+2—j(l.)

G—'i-,n+2—j T I _ i—1 s
; () TENCRNNGTE (4.27)

(iii) we have the bounds

. i—1
G (r) < — fori>1 (4.28)
(i—1)!
‘ i—2
G @y| < fori>2 (4.29)

(i —2)!



THE TRUNCATED GENERATOR EQUATION 36

ZL‘Z;Q 1.1'73

G—2! (-3

and the first and second derivative of Gf’””_j and the second derivative of G;’”H_j
are uniformly bounded by 1.

|G ()] < 2

fori >3 (4.30)

Proof. Parts|(i) and are direct consequences of the definition of Gj 270 g (4.26]) and
the non-negativity of the functions G;’s determined in Proposition For [(iii)} we exploit
once more the latter facts to see that

1 xi—l

i—1
Gtk,n+2*j _/ d e </ d e < )
W A;—lg[lJanuM(:cz)]? TS T )

The estimate (4.29) can be easily derived by and while (4.30) can be easily
seen to hold thanks to Leibniz differentiation rule, and (4.29). 0

The next lemma establishes the main recursive bound needed in the identification of the
N — oo limit of the norms [|(—%)"/?f."||, a = 1,2 and fixed j = a, ..., n, whose proof
is given in the subsequent Proposition

Lemma 4.8 Letn, j € N, 1 < j < n and G,’s be the functions given as in (3.11)). For
g1, 92 € TL2, let ) t) € TL? | be defined as in with Gy, 1o j replaced by G0 j
and g replaced by g, and g, respectively. Then, there exists a constant C' = C(n, j) > 0
such that forall1 =0,...,7 —1

(=G AN (L)Lt 6) — (G AN (L) Zo)gr, 92)
< Cen||(=20) g llII(—%0)" g2l (4.31)
where G?’”H_j is defined in (4.20) and ¢ goes to 0 as N — oo uniformly over n, j, 1.

Proof. To prove the statement, set H = G;“””_j and H = 1+ G\12_;4; and define § N
as in with ¢ = 0. By Proposition [3.3]and Lemmal4.7} both H and H ™ satisfy the
assumptions of Lemma Now, by the definition of tflv ,a = 1,2, we have

(—HT LN (L)L)t &) = (FV s g1, Y g2) = (—AF el g1, 92) -
By (3.15), H is given by

3 * H* () /”E G2 (1)
H@ = | e ™= : a, 32
" o H@)? ’ o [+ Gnpajyi(z)l ! (4.32)
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— / G (@) day = GHVP T (o)
0

where the passage from the first to the second line follows by (4.27). Hence, Lemma 3.4
implies that (4.31)) can be bounded above by

[((—st¥ gV — G LN (~Zo) Lo, 92)] S enll(=Z0) aulll(—Z0) g2 -

0
Proposition 4.9 For any n € N, we have
+n+2 —J
(e) 13
li % 1/2[]N,n - eff L2 )
dim [ (=£0)! 25" = 56‘?_”1”%) (4.34)
dim (=)0, (=)' 2p]"") = 0 (4.35)

where (4.33) and (4.35) hold forall j = 1, ..., n and (4.34] -forj = 2,...,n, the functions
G’s and G“r s are respectively defined in - 3.11) and (4.2

Proof. To prove (4.33) (4.34) and (4.35), we apply Lemma inductively on ¢ starting
from ¢ = 0. Recall that in this latter case, by definition (4.26), Gar 270 = 1 g0
that [|(—=%o)/261"|2 = (—Gg "LV (= %) Zob) ", b)) and the same holds for

]
|](—S£0)1/2Ij;.v’”|]2. Therefore, for j > 2, one gets
1(=S£0) /265" 17 = (=G ™27 (LN (= L) Z0) 02 |1 + 0(1)
(=) 2051 = =G (N (= Lo))0) 0575 |2 + (1)
(=L0)b)™, b7) = (=TI LN (L) Lo)b) T, ) + o(1)

where o(1) goes to 0 as N — oo (the error terms comes from the right hand side of
(4.31), with the norms being bounded via Lemma [4.6). Applying again Lemma [4.8] for

1=1,...,7—1andi=1,...,j — 2 respectively, one arrives at
(=26 |1> = (=G N (—L)Z) 207 P + o)) (4.36)
(=)0 1P = (=G5 T N (—LoNZ) 203" I + o(1)  (4.37)

(L))" by = ((— G*"“ TN (—L)L0)by ™", b)) +0o(1)  (4.38)
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where, as above, o(1) goes to 0 as N — oo (the error terms accumulate along the recursion,
but the number of steps does not grow with N). Here, is also valid for j = 1 since in
that case G777 = 1.
Since b is defined by the first line of with @ = 1, the first summand at the right
hand side of equals
(=G (LN (=L %0) 207 |2
G MNP

2
Vett 217 2 Tj-1
== kPl
2 E [+ G WG K22

and, since the quotient is uniformly bounded in N and ¢ € HJ(T?), we can apply the
dominated convergence theorem to pass the limit inside the sum. Both Gj_’q“_j and G141
are continuous and, for fixed k, LY (5|k|?) converges to ¢ as N — oo, so that follows
at once.

For the right hand side of (4.37) instead we observe that bév "™ is defined by the first line
of with a = 2 so that we have

(=G5 N (—Lo) %) 05" |1
12 PG (LN (0|2
_ 2)\ Z(%é\/z)2| | 7j—2 ( (| | ))
log N =" AL + G (€)1

S N )
~ logN /R NN 212[1 + G (LN (N2]7]2))]2
1 /LN(l) Gj*f;r?*] (y)
2 Jivavy [T+ Gu(y))?

where in the steps from the second to the fourth line we adopted the very same strategy as
in the proof of Theorem[1.3|to determine (3.26)), and, as therein, o(1) goes to 0 as N — oo.
In the last equality we used also the identity (4.32). Therefore follows by recalling

the definition of L" and taking the limit as N — oo.
At last, we have

dz + o(1)

dy + o(1) = %Gj”}“‘j(LN(D) + o(1)

(—G52 N (~Lo)L0)b3 ", 55™) = 0

as the Fourier support of bév " has empty intersection with that of [’Jév ™. Indeed, while by
Lemmalz.5|F(62"™)(¢, m) = 0 for all £, m such that £ +m = 0, F(h2"™)(¢, m) # 0 only for
¢, m such that £ + m = 0. Given that the operator G;’_’g“_j (LY (—%y))%, is non-negative
and diagonal in Fourier space, and therefore does not alter the support of the functions to
which it is applied, the conclusion follows at once. 0
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We now turn our attention to the difference between {2 and %V . First, in the next
lemma we show that the cost at which we replace %jN with the operator (—Z£()G (LN (=Z)),
vanishes in the large N limit.

Lemma 4.10 Letn, j € Nsuch that 1 < j < n. Let ¥ be the operators defined in (3.8)
and G;’s be the functions given as in (3.11). For s, § € I'L?, let p™ and p™ be respectively
defined as

pY E (Lol + Grupoy LY (L)) s

N (4.39)
N“( Lo+ Ao )5

Then, there exists a constant C' = C(n, 7) > 0 such that
I 26 = p) < C (1% 26 — 9l + enll(~%0) sll)  (4.40)

where ex — 0 as N — oo uniformly in n and j. Further, if s = A% g and 5§ = A% § for

some g, g € FLJ 1, then, under the same conditions as above,

I 26 = e < C(II-%0 2@ - ol +exll L8]} . @4

Proof. Notice first that follows immediately by (4.40) and (2.26) in Lemma2.g| so
that we only need to focus on (4.40).
Similarly to the proof of Proposition (3.3, let A; = —SZO +FHN _jand B; = =%, —
G j(LN(— SL’O))SL’O We add and subtract (=)~ 1/ 2A 5 to the left hand side of (4.40)),
use the definition of p?¥ and p*¥ in (4.39) and apply trlangular inequality, thus obtaining

(=)™ = p™)|| <I(—L0) LA = By sl + [(=2%0)' /2 A7 G — 9)|
=) + (II) .

For (I), we exploit and get
(D) = [I(—%0) /A7 [B; — A\B;'s|| < |(—%0)"1B; — Aj1B; s

where we used also the non-negativity of %2, _j- Now, by Proposition and in
particular ( , we have
\|(—90)_1/2[Bj — Aj1B; s
= (=% 5_; — Grioj (LN (=FL0)L0]B; s, (—L0) "' [B; — A;1B; 's)
S enll(=20)'* By ||| (—=£0) 1B — Aj1B] s
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3 _ _ € _
< S0 V218, — 4B} 8| + (=) 2By s .
For N large enough, we can bring the first summand to the left hand side and conclude that
I(=%£0)™21B; = Aj1B} || S VENI (=) 2B s ]| < VEN (=)™ s]

where the last inequality follows from the fact that —G, o ; (LN (—%0))Z, is a non-negative
operator.
For (II), similar arguments provide the following bound:

(D) = [[(=%)" 2 (Lo + Hs_ )7 G = 9)| < (=272 — )|
so that (4.40) follows by putting these two bounds together. 0

We conclude this subsection by showing that, for n fixed and large N, pVn = ﬁv ™ and
N = fév " are indeed good approximations of b = fJIV ™ and hN" = fév ™, respectively.

Proposition 4.11 Let n € N be fixed. Then, for a = 1,2, the following limit holds
lim [|(=%e) 22" — fa™)|| = 0. (4-42)
N—o0

Proof. Notice that it suffices to show that forall j = a,...,n

Nn)

dim (=)Ao = fal = 0. (4.43)

We prove the statement for a = 1 (i.e. )" = b™'"), the other case being analogous. By
iteratively applying (4.41)) in Lemma[4.10| we obtain

j—1
I 2@ — )| S L) 2B — )|+ en D L) 20N

r=1

At this point, recall that b} and b}"" are defined by the first lines of (4 13)) and (]4_])
respectively, with @ = 1. We can therefore apply (4.40) with p = b"" p = b2"" and
§ =6 = g; given in and altogether we get

7j—1
(L)' /267" — 67| S e (H(—Sfo)—l/?gln +> ||(—S£o>1/2bi“”||) . (4.44)
By Proposition [(=£L0)Y/26Y7|| < 1 (the constant hidden into “<” depends on
[4]| 1z2) but this is irrelevant for our purposes) while [|(—%£0)~"/2g1[|* = 2ver|¥]| 31 7).
Altogether (4.43)) and consequently the statement follow. 0
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4.4 Proof of Theorem [4.3 and Proposition

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem [4.3]and Proposition We begin with the
former.

Proof of Theorem|4.3] We focus first on (4.15) and [4.17] Notice that, since each of the
625 lives in the j-th homogeneous chaos, 1(¢)) lives in the first and the different chaoses
are orthogonal, we have

1657 (n) = n@)|I* = 1|67 () = n@) 1> + > 677"
j=2

Thanks to Proposition 4.6] the sum goes to 0 as N — oo (and therefore the same holds if we
afterwards take the limit in n) so that we only need to focus on the first term. By definition,

2
Veff

2 J—
1+ G (LY (51K

67" ) — )P = >

kez2\{0}

and we want to take first the limit as N — oo. Since the term in the second line is bounded
uniformly in N and moreover we have that 1 € H'(T?) hence ) € L*(T?), we can apply
the dominated convergence theorem to pass the limit inside the sum. For fixed k, L (% k%)
converges to ¢ as N — oo and by the continuity of G,, 1, we get

2
Veft

. N,n . 2 T~ N
Jim 6" () — n(W)* = ||¢||L2<T2>1+Gn+l<c) !

Hence, (4.15) follows by taking the limit n — oo and applying (3.29)). On the other hand,
by Proposition 4.6} for every fixed n, limy_,, |[§¥"|| = 0 so that (4.17) clearly holds.

We now turn toand- 8l Let f¥" be asin (4.14), i.e. ¥ — pNm and févv" = pn,

By construction, " lives in the n-th mhomogeneous Wlener chaos so that
A A N AR S AT A AR A R N
= —ga + 212" = R s

where fV' is the solution of for a = 1 and (4.11)) for @ = 2. Hence, by the above and
the triangular inequality we have

Iy 2 (LY 4 g )| < =o)L = T+ 11— k) 2 R
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We will separately deal with the two summands above, starting from the first. Now, by the
very definition of £, and the properties of £, fY and o/ determined in Lemma the
following equality holds

n—1

LV = T = Lol = T+ S A - +Z&“N Pl

n La
J=1

where we used that 4% ¢ = 0 if ¢ is in the first chaos. The previous, together with
and (2.27) in Lemmal2.g] implies that

(=) 2N [N — T2 S (=2 2R = Faom)|1?

n—1 n
2N AT = TP D N0 P — I
J=1 j=2

Sall(=L)' 2 — §m )2

and the right hand side goes to 0 as N — oo by Proposition
We are left with the second summand. Applying once more (2.26)), we have

H( i}’) 1/2521N NnH <rn H( 30)1/2 NnH

By Proposition [4.9] and the bound in Lemma[4.7] we have

: 1/2¢. Ny |2 G () fo " 2
i =0y, = (T Grn(eF 2 5 1l 5 g e
n—2
. _cp\/2p N2 _ =2 <

Since the right hand sides go to 0 as n — oo, both and follow at once. 0
We now turn to the proof of Proposition

Proof of Proposition As an immediate consequence of Proposition [4.9| and orthogo-
nality of different chaoses, we have the limits

++2
S, G o)

1+ Gn+1(0))2 ’

2
. 1%
am I(=0)" /6™ = Lﬁ||¢||§fl<ﬂr2)

. N 1/2¢N,n |2 +,n+2— J
lim [|(—=<£0)" 2" = ZG
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lim <(_80)1/26N,n7 (_go)l/QbN,n> — 07
N—oo

the last of which directly implies (4.21]). Hence, it remains to argue the validity of (4.19)
and (4.20)), for which we proceed as follows For n € N, consider the function S, (z) =
S i1 Gj_”“ I(x). Thanks to the definition of G 273 in (4.26) and Lemma E.H
and|(iii)| for every n and z > 0

(1) Sp(0) =1and S,(z) >0

(i1) we have the bounds

—2

S (x) <1+ Z <e® and |S,(2)|V [Sn(@)"| S e”,

2)' ~
(iii) the following relation holds

n+1 + n+3— j($) Z?:l Gj_,quQ*j(m) B Sn($)

SMMﬁ:;;U+Qm@H_ [1+Gra@)? [+ Gnra(@)?

where we used that G "7 = 1.

Arguing as in the proof of Theorem|1.3|and using the fact, showed therein, that G; converges
uniformly to G given in (3.28), we see that S,, and .S, converge uniformly on every compact
set to S and ', for S the unique solution to the Cauchy-value problem

, S

—Gogpe SO=1

S is explicit and given by

S(x)zexp[/or[l;l%] :exp[/OIZydil] =22 +1.

Therefore,

lim S,(c) = lim Y G177 (0) = V20 + 1 = v
n—00 n—00 1
J_

Now, since G(¢) = v/2¢ + 1 — 1, we immediately deduce that

Sn(c) Vetf
lim 1 Fo) 2o 2 et 12 1 -5
Tim fim [(~%) 1= 5 Wl Jim G a s =

so that (4.19) holds, and

lim hm H( P )1/2[)NnH2 Sp(c) —1 _ Veff — 1

which concludes the proof. 0
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5 The convergence

The goal of this section is to prove the main result of the present paper, namely Theorem|[1.4]
but first we need to recall some preliminary facts.

For N € N, let A" be defined as in (1.7). Recall that " = (—A)Y/2hN and AN (0)
respectively solve and (2.11]). 1t6’s formula ensures that for 7" > 0 and all ¢ € [0, T']
the following equality holds for any smooth function f, say with a finite chaos expansion,

t
) = o — [ 2¥juds = s (5.1
0
where Jl.(f) is the martingale given by
t
=[S kD) aBaah (52)
0 kez2\{0}
whose quadratic variation is
t
iy =[S P D s (5.3)
0 kez2\{0}

We will apply these formulas especially in the case f = ", a = 1, 2, where the latter is
defined according to (4.14). We start by studying the behaviour of the martingale in
and its quadratic variation in (5.3) in these cases.

5.1 The martingales

In this section, we focus on the martingale (5.2). Our goal is to prove the following theorem
which on the one hand shows that, as N — oo, its quadratic variation in converges in
mean square to a deterministic function of time, while on the other determines the limit as
first V and then n — oo of such a function.

Theorem 5.1 Let ¥ € 6°(T?) and define 1y and ¢ according to (1.19). Let " “
oM™ o = FV 4 pofS ™ and M, (FN) be the martingale defined according to (5.2)
with quadratic variation (ML.(FN'™)); given in (5.3). Then, for all t > 0 the following holds

Jim Var((4L.(*™)) = 0 (5.4)

and

lim lim E[LGY™),] = ¢ x (veff||\lf||izarz> - ¢8>. (5.5)

n—o0 N—o00
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Remark 5.2 Note that, because of v > 1, the r.h.s. of @ is indeed positive. The reason
why the quadratic variation has the extra factor —t13 with respect to that of J(;" (see (4-3))
is, roughly speaking, that the latter also contains a term v, B;(0), which is the independent
standard Brownian motion appearing in the equation of the zero mode of h". This
issue is further expanded in Section |5.2| below.

We begin by proving (5.5)), which is direct consequence of Proposition [4.4} The proof
of (5.4) is much more involved and is deferred to Section|s.3]

Proof of (5.5). Notice that by (5.3) and the definition of the energy €%, we have

t
0

keZ?

= 21202
where in the last step we applied (2.22)). Notice that

H(_go)l/Q(bN,n + wObN,n)HQ :”(_go)l/QbN,nHQ + 77ng||(_go)l/2hN,n||2
+ 200 ((=Z0) 20N, ()P
The double limit of each of the summands at the right hand side was determined

in (4.19), (4.20) and in Proposition and gives exactly %(VeffH\IJH%Z(Tg) — 2)
(see (1.20)), so that (5.5)) follows at once. 0

5.2 Proof of Theorem

Before turning to the proof of Theorem|1.4] let us give two statements which are immediate
consequences of Theorem [4.3]and the It6 trick, Lemma

Proposition 5.3 For N € N, let u¥ be the unique stationary solution to (2.1). Letn € N
and " a = 1,2 be defined according to (4.14)). Let g € {g1, g2}, where the g,’s, a = 1,2,
be those in (4.12). Then, the process Qi,fv () given by

t ¢
R (W) L / LNV (N )ds + / ga(ul)ds (5.6)
0 0
is such that for all p > 2 and all T' > 0

. . fN,n N p %
lim limsupE| sup ‘SRt“ (u )H =0. (5-7)

n—=00 N_oo [ t€[0,T]
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Proof. Notice that by the Itd trick, in particular (2.19)), we have

B[ sup | @[] S g 2 (28 +0.)

t€[0,T]

which, by (4.16) and in Theorem[4.3] converges to 0 in the limit N' — oo first and
n — oo after. O

The following immediate corollary shows how to rewrite the 0-th Fourier mode of h"
in terms of u” and the observable h™:".

Corollary 5.4 For N, n € N, let b be defined according to (4.14) with go = n’. Then,
with RY"" given by (5-6) and L, (6™"™) the martingale defined in (5.1)),

AN (0) = %(0) = 57 () — BV @) + R W) + A, (5™ + By(0). (5.8)

Proof. By (2.11)), we have
t t
hY (0) — x(0) = / NV [ud1ds + B,(0) = / ny’ (ul)ds + B,(0).
0 0
Applying to 2" = h™N" and exploiting (5.6) we obtain
t
N,n n
/ ny (u)ds = 5V ) — @) + R @) + B
0
from which the statement follows at once. O
We are now ready for the proof of Theorem
Proof of Theorem[i.4} Let T > 0 and h a limit point for 2" in C([0, T, 2'(T?)), which
exists in view of Theorem To establish the theorem, we will prove that / satisfies
the Martingale Problem in Definition [4.1] for which we need to verify that the processes
Y and T'Y defined in (4.2)) and (4.3)) respectively, are (local) martingales. The latter in

turn follows, once we show that forall 0 < s < t < T, all ¥ € €°>°(T?) and all bounded
continuous function G: C([0, s], 2'(T?)) — R we have

E[ (0,7 ) Ghlig.)] =0 = B[ (8,17 Ghl,0)] (5:9)
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where from here onwards, to compactify the notations, we will denote the time increment
of a generic function f by d,f. < f, — f, and its restriction to an interval [0, s] by f M[0.51-
Let us begin with the first equality, which holds if

E[ (8,.00" ) GhT10,9)]
= lim Tim B[ (0 (6™") + o, (5°7) + by B.O)) G )

n—o00 N—00

(5.10)
|

where b, h¥'" are the observables defined according to witha = 1 and a = 2
respectively. Indeed, since B(0) is a Brownian motion and both /((b"") and L (H™") are
martingales, the expectation at the right hand side equals O for all n, N € N.

Set as usual u = (—A)'/2h and, with the notations introduced in (t.19)), gives

eff

Mﬂ—émm—7/h@WWJWW)/Q%MW%%%MW

We now want to replace u and h in the expectation with Y and h"¥. To do so we proceed
as in the proof of [GP20, Theorem 4.6]. Note that if I}, F, € L*(n) and I, is a bounded
cylinder function, then

limsup |E[Fy (u,)G(h [y )] — E[F1(u)GR" g )]

N—oco
SE[|Fi(uy) — Fy(u,)|] + lgnsupE[lFl(UiV) — By
+ limsup E[Fy(u,)G(h] ()] — E[F2(u)G(AN 1.4 (5.11)

N—oo

SE[|Fi(u,) — Fy(u,)|?]? + limsup E[| Fy (u)) — Fy(uM)[?]2 = 2||F) — F|
N—o00

where r is either s or t, in the first step we used that G is bounded and, in the passage
from the second to the third inequality, that 2" converges in law to A to conclude that the
third summand converges to 0. We also employed the fact that the law of u2 for fixed r is
independent of r, N. Since we can approximate arbitrarily well general elements in L*(n)
with bounded cylinder functions, it follows that the right hand side of is arbitrarily
small and therefore the left hand side is zero. Hence, the left hand side of equals

Jm B (5= [ @) G0V )]+ fim B8, OG0T,
(5-12)
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and we will separately consider the two summands. For the first, we need to substitute
u® (1) with b and LTl (1) with V6" (u™). To do so, Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
and boundedness of GG give

E[(@@) - 0¥ @G 0] | S @) = 6™l refst) a3)

and by (4.15) in Theorem the right hand side converges to 0 as N — oo first and
n — oo after. On the other hand, (5.6) applied to b™" implies

t t t
/ L5l (W)dr = _/ g1(u))dr = / £V (N )dr — 5, R (W)

S

where g; is defined in (4.12)) and, arguing as in (5.13)), we have

N,n N,n 2 %
‘E[?Rf | (uN)G(hN[[O,S])H gE[ sup ‘%f | (uN)’ ] . forallr € [0, (5.14)

t€[0,T]

and, by (5.7)), the right hand side converges to 0 if we let N — oo and then n — oco. Hence,
the first summand of equals

Jm B[ (50070~ [ o) on )

up to an error term which is controlled by the right hand sides of (5.13)) and (5.14). Since
further the first summand of is independent of n, we can take the limit for n — oo
and, by 1t0’s formula (5.1)) applied to b™"", we obtain

Jim E| (600" @)~ / e W) ) G [g.)

= lim lim E[(d,06™") GO [jg.0)| = 0.

n—o00 N—o00

It remains to treat the second summand in (5.12)). Setting 1), aside, thanks to Corollary|5.4]
it equals

lim lim B (= 0,6™" @) + 0, R )+ 0, o) + 6,0 B.0)) GO 0.0
n—oo — 00 E]

Now, the term containing the increment of &7 (1) can be treated as in (5.14) and
therefore does not contribute. The same holds for the first summand, since we can argue

as in (5.13) but using (4.17)) in Theorem 4.3} Hence, follows and so does the first
equality in (5.9).
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We now turn to I'Y, for which, using arguments similar to those exploited above, we
obtain

E[(8.,1") Ghl.0)]

= 1im lim E| (8, = vt = || )GV )| (515)

n—o00 N—o00

= lim lim E [(537,5(%.]\[’”). — Vst — S)H\I’H??(T?)) G(th[O,s])}

n—o00 N—o00

where we have set
M S A ON) + o) + By(0) = Mo(6™" + 10 ™) + 1 B(0)

and, in the last step, used that, by definition of quadratic variation, (N2 — (/%,N ™). isa
martingale. Notice that by construction both {u™¥(k)} 1o and { B(k)} 1o are independent
of B.(0) so that the quadratic variation of /(""" is given by

(™) = (AN 4 o™ ™)) + it for all t > 0. (5.16)

By (5.4) in Theorem we can replace the quadratic variation by its expectation, so that
the limit in (5.15) equals

[G(h[[o S])] lim lim (E[(./W’"ﬁ - (ﬂ/L,N’”>S} Vet — s)||\1/||§2(T2)) ~0

n—o00 N—00

and the last equality follows by (5.5) and (5.16). Hence, both equalities in hold and
the proof in concluded. 0

5.3 The variance of the quadratic variation

Notice at first that, using (5.3]), we can write the variance of the quadratic variation as

t 9 1/2
Var((.(FV™)),) = E {( / ey )ds) ] S H2)|(=Lo) VY (57)
0
where the last inequality follows by (2.19)), " is the cylinder function given by
Y £ P (IDEFN ") = B[ DY I*]) (5.18)

keZ?

and the Malliavin derivative D, was defined in (2:13). Since V" = P fj-v’”, V()
can be written as

FV" () = Z g ) = Z > IRPEN k) (5.19)

Ji1,J2=1 J1,Jj2=1 keZ?
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2SS kP (DN D o) — B[ Def "D o] )

J1,j2=1kez?

where we used the fact that (D f(n))* = D_ f(n), if f isreal-valued. In view of (5.17)), (5.4)
follows once we prove that limy . [|(—%o)~Y/2FV"|| = 0 at fixed n. Hence, it is sufficient
to show

Jim[(—<£0)” V2EN | =0 (5.20)

separately for every 71, jo < n.
Up to this point, we have not used the definition of fj-v’" and it is time to do so. Recall

that f¥7 = §" 4+ ¢of5"" with " defined as in (4.14), with @ = 1,2. As a consequence,
to prove it is enough to show

. N,
]\}l_inoo [(=Zo)~ 1/23a121 ja2,j2 | =0, a1 J1ia,d2 Z ’kl 3a1 Jiiaz,g2;k (5.21)

fo]ff ever]?[l ay,ay € {1 2}, where Sal i1iaz.da and Sal 1ias JQ  are defined similarly to
S 8y in (5:19), with the only difference that f;, ”, " are replaced by " s o -

Recall from (4.14)) that ffZ}" is zero unless a < j < n, so that - ) has to be checked only
fora; < j1 <n,a < js < n.

Before proceeding, we need to recall a couple of useful properties about Wick polyno-
mials : 7(p1) . . . (p,) : in the specific case where 7 is a white noise, so that holds (see
[Jang7, Chap. 3]). Let us begin with the following definition.

Definition 5.5 Forn, m € N, we will denote by €[n, m] the set of collections GG of disjoint
edges connecting a point in V" e {1,4): i =1,...,n} to one in V" o {2,7):] =
1,...,m} and by V[(] the subset of vertices in V” o = V1 U V4 which are not endpoints
of any edge in G.

If a random variable f € JZ,,n > 1 is written as

FO) =" faprn) 1 1) - - 1(pa)

Pin

with a symmetric kernel f and D, is the Malliavin derivative (2.15), then

Dief) =n 3 fa@ra-1,k) 9@ . 0pa-1) : - (522)

Plin—1
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Further, with the conventions of Definition [5.5] the product of two Wick’s polynomials is
given by [Jang7, Th. 3.15]

T ieo = I aen:= > I Leen: [ @0 (523)

veV® veVy" Geg[n,m] (a,b)eG vGV[G]

Since Wick products are centered, the expectation of the left hand side of (5.23]) consists of
the sum of the terms such that V[G] = (), which is possible only if n = m

We now get back to
N def N
Sk (n) = gal,juamjz;

in where we dropped the indices n, j1, j2, a1, as of Sal s gk since these arguments
are ﬁxed, and we will keep only the dependence on k, which is summed over, and /N over
which we take the limit.

Using the properties of Wick products introduced above, one can write

SNOESIVEED S () LIV ST te-

Ge%lj1—1,j2—11: Ge%[j1—1,52—11: £,€Z?\{0} (a,D)EG
V[Gb’é@ VIG J?’é@ U€V12 (5 24)
X Fa Uy F" Uy, —k): T A6,
veVIG]

where we adopted the notation ¢ lvy = (L4)vev, and we set V; = Vlj 1_1, Vo = VQjQ_I, Vig =
Vi L1271 Since the cardinality of €[j; — 1, j, — 1] does not depend on N, to prove
it is enough to prove

1 _ —1/2xN| _ Ndcf
]\}I_I}I;OH( Zo) el =0, Z k"3 (5.25)

kez?

for every G € €[5, — 1,7, — 1], V[G] # 0.

In order to see that holds true, we need to exploit the specific form of the fN o
and are therefore forced to distinguish two cases: either both j,, z = 1, 2 are strictly larger
than a,, or at least one of them equals a,. We will start with the former, which requires the
most work.
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5.3.1 The case j; > a1, j2 > as

Fixa =1,2and a +1 < j < n. Then, with S; the set of permutations of j elements,

Fag' = (= Lol + Gy (LN (=L)"Y o

a,j—1

01.;€723\ {0}

TN 2
~ VIogN ‘0GP 4 G (LN (1042 /2))] (5.26)

7l Z ool loy + Lo o Loty + Loy, Lo@rot)): Hﬁ(f ):

.O'ES i=1

and the coefficient of : HZ 1 N(;): defines ffj}"(ﬁlzj), ie.

NECEHES P AACGE (527)
o€S;
ot 12X KLY o oy o)

VIO N Ty L1+ G J Oy BB 110 L)

o€S;

This whole expression should be plugged into the definition of F2, both for f ., and for

fa2 _»+ Since the cardinality of S; does not depend on N, to obtain (5.25) it is suffic1ent to
show that, for every oV € S, a<2 € S;, one has

: i —1/2~N _
J\;LH;OH( g0) SG,O‘(D,U@)H 0 (528)

where

N def 2
SG,U(D,U@) = Z || Z H Loy=—t,

k 0,€72\{0} (a,b)EC
’UGVl 2

X fal 15 U(l)(g‘VN k)fag J2, 0-(2)(£|V27 _k) H ﬁ(gv) .

veVI[GE]

To continue, we observe that
1. . 2 . .
(—%0) " (q) - (gn): = =——57(q1) - - - 7(qn): -
> i<n 6]

Altogether, this implies that

||(—&/’o)_1/23270a>,0<2> ||2 (5-29)
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=23 WP Y (I ty=g)E[: T s TT i

WY 0.t (@abeG fa=lb veVIG] veVIG]
v€V1 2
y fal J1, 0<1)(€|V17 k)faz J2, U<2>(€|V2’ - a1 g1, g<1>(€|v17 k/)f@ J2, U(2>(€“/27 _k/)
ZveV[G] |€v|

In order to express the expectation above, let P[] be the set of bijections of V[(G] to itself
which we think of as a set of edges whose first endpoint is in V'[G] and the second in an
identical copy of V[G]. Then, by the observation just after (5.23)), we have

E[: IT aco: IT i) = > I te-e.
veV[G] veVI[G] PeP[G] (v,w)EP

Once more, note that the cardinality of P[] is bounded independently of /V so that it is
sufficient to show that, for every P € P[],

SORPEE Y ]I M—% | | - (5.30)

k,k' Ly, 0, (a,b)EG & (v,w)eP
vEVL 2
sN,n
X f‘11 2J1s 0(1)(£’V1’ k)fa2 »J25 0(2)(£’V2’ - a1 ]1 0(1)(£‘V1 k/)faz ,J25 o-(2>(€|/V27 _k,)
ZUEV[G] 6]

tends to zero as N — 0.

Since in ( we will take absolute values and we want to take the limit ' — oo for the
Ji’s fixed, in the definition (5.27) of f " i, we can drop the factor 2)/j!, we can bound F~
with the indicator function of 1ts arguments being smaller than N and neglect the functions
Gr42-4’s, as they are positive. Therefore, we need to show that for every j; > a1, j» > a9,
G € €[5, — 1, jp — 2] with V[G] # 0, P € P[G] and permutations o'V, 0@, the quantity

1 I Ll
Tog V7 24 2 B | P | (531

/
kk' by, 0 ZUGV[GH ( bec a=% wuep
’UGVLQ

tal,jl,a(l)(a\/m k') tag,jg,o'@)(gl‘/g? _k) tal,jl,a(l)(a/\/l? k,) ta27j2,0(2)(€‘/\/27 _k,)
(€l [* + 1R vs |* + [EALL, [ + [F ), + K2

tends to zero as N — oo, where

def sNn
ta.jo(q1:5) = do) + Go@| [Fo i 1(0o0) + @@ 3106 Ligon)|lgom|<N- (5.32)

To make formula (5.31])) more readable, let us introduce the following conventions. Let
G be the graph given by an identical copy of GG whose vertex set is V3 4 < V3 UV, where
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def

Vs = {3,i) :i=1,...,5p—1}and V4 = {(4,7) :i=1,...,j,—1}, and whose edges are
such that ((3, a), (4, b)) € G iff ((1,a),(2,b)) € G. Accordingly, we view P as a bijection
from V[(G] to V[é], i.e. as the set of edges connecting a variable p, ;, for u € {1, 2} with
another variable p, j, with v € {3,4}. Then, we set

def

£ GUGUPU{(1,0),(2,00, (3,0), 4,00}, (5:33)

which is the edge set of a graph whose vertices are those in ' S VieUViaU{(u,0): u=
.4}, |V| = 2(j1+72) and which has j; + j, edges. We redefine the momentum variables
¢, 0" by introducing p.i), u = 1,...,4 where pay = £y, Py = £, for v = (1,i) and

def

1< g1 —1, andp(gz) —Ev,p(m) —E forv = (2,7)andi < j, — 1, and pq o) = —peo = k
and p0) = —puo) = K. Then (5.31) reads

1 w0 |1t (D))
os N)2 Z ; H p(u = H |P< w)|

oy warevia ol (D), (0.5)EY ’p o ?
(u,i)eV

, (5:34)

and in Figure |1/ we provide graphical representation to which we will refer throughout.
Here, for each (u,i) € V, pu. takes values in Z* \ {0} with the additional constraint
that |pw.)| < N if pu) is one of the eight variables inside one of the blue rectangles

(this comes from the indicator in (5.32))). Also, we introduced the shorthand notations
def

Paw = (Pw,0)s - - - » Pru,ju—1)) and
def
tu = ta“,j“,a(“) (5-35)

where
j* =gy foru € {1,3} and j* = js for u € {2,4} (5.36)

and an analogous definition holds for o, a®.

We call I'[j1, 7] the set of all allowed Feynman diagrams (this includes the constraint
that P is non-empty), whose graph  is necessarily of the form (5.33). Altogether, up to
now we have proved the following proposition.

Proposition 5.6 If (5.34) converges to zero as N — oo for every v € T'[ 1, j2], then
(and hence (5.21)) holds with j; > a1, jo > as.

It is important for what follows to note that, when applying the definition of
t.j,0(q1:;) for instance to t,, ;, ;o (pa)), it may happen that the two summed variables
do1) + Go(2) (.. the variables in the rectangle of row 1) are two of the variables p ;),7 > 1,
or that it is the sum of p( o) plus one of the variables p ;,72 > 1. This depends on the
chosen permutation oM. In fact, we are going to estimate the Feynman diagrams differently
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P10 Pay Pa2) P@ji-1)

P@,ja-1) N

)(l t2(pe))

P(3,0) P31 ‘\ 4 ’ ‘\ P(3,1-1)
1 .

. . t3(10(3))

: .
P(4,0) Puyy 0 P(4,52-1)

. o t*(p))

Figure 1: A graphical representation of formula for j; = 6, jo = 4. Each of the four
horizontal strings of dots represent the vertices in V7, . . ., V; and to each line we associate the
corresponding factor t“. An edge connecting two dots means that the variables labelled by
the two endpoints coincide modulo a sign change. Thick edges correspond to edges in G, G
(note that they are repeated identically in the first and second pair of rows) while dashed edges
correspond to edges in P. There is necessarily at least one dashed line, as V' [(G] is non-empty.
In fact, the collection of endpoints of dashed lines in the first two rows is exactly V[G].
The two dotted edges are present in every Feynman diagram ~ and encode the conditions
Pa,0) = —Peo0 and ps o) = —pa,o)- Finally, the positions of the rectangles depend on the
permutation ¢ and correspond to the variables which are added up in t? (see (5.32)) - for
instance, in the first line they represent p(1 o) + p 1) in t(pa)) = ta, j, o0 (Pa1)). Rectangles
can either contain one of the variables p(, o), © = 1,...,4 (as in row 1) or not (as in row
2). Note that the two vertices contained in a rectangle are in the same row but need not be
adjacent, although for clarity of the pictures we will always draw cases where they are.

according to the number x € {0,...,4} of indices u = 1,...,4 such that the variable
Dw,0) 1s contained in the rectangle of row u. We denote by I';[71, j2] C I'[j1, j2] the set of
Feynman diagrams such that the quantity of v € {1,2, 3,4} with the property that p(,.g) is
contained in a rectangle equals . Actually, since the positions of the rectangles in rows 1, 2
is the same as in rows 3, 4, only the values v = 0, 2, 4 can occur. The crucial estimate is the
content of the following proposition.

Proposition 5.7 Let j; > aq, jo > aq. For every diagram v € I';[j1,72], K = 0,2, (5.34)
is upper bounded by an N -independent constant times

1

WH(—%)V%N’” [ [[GR=7 R ANERI [ (5:37)

ai,j1—1 az,j2—1
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If instead k. = 4, then (5.34)) is upper bounded by the supremum of 1/(log N)? times

(=LY PI(=Zo) 250 | (5.38)

a1»]1 1 az,j2—1

and the product (5-38) where, in at least one of the four norms ||(—%y)" 2f%h_1H the

operator (—Fjo) 2 is replaced by S, which in turn is the diagonal operator whose Fourier
multipliers o = (0,), act as

e) kﬂ 2
On(k1m) 2 Z [rcy) kim € Z7\ {0},  forall n>2 (5.39)

= k|

while o0, = 0,n < 1.

The proof of these estimates is a based on a very elaborate and iterative procedure, and
it is deferred to Section

Remark 5.8 The most challenging case is kK = 4. We will see that in this case, the
denominator ), .\ [Pwu.a)|” - due to the existence of at least one dashed line - is crucial
in the estimate. Recall also that this denominator originates from the operator (—%;) ! in

G.17).

We need the following estimate concerning the action of the operator S, whose proof is
deferred to Appendix

Proposition 5.9 Foranya = 1,2, n € N,a < 7 < n one has
. 1 Ny
Jim S| = 0.

In Section we will show how the previous estimates imply (5.25). Before doing that,
we need to consider the case where j; = a; and/or jo = a9, that we have left aside for the
moment.

5.3.2 The case where j; = a; and/or j, = ay

In this section we consider the case where either j; = a; or jo = as, or both. Recall that
we need to prove (5.21). Note that the case j; = a1 = 1 = ag = jo is trivial: since fﬁ"
belongs to the first Wiener chaos, Dkﬁv 1" is a constant and one sees immediately from its

definition that § " 1111 vanishes identically. Note also that if a; = j; then the function fal T
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that appears in the definition of Sal 112,02
the definition of g, go) its kernels are

is given by the first line in (4.14) so that (recall

2N (k)
(k) = e .
Fri (k) = ver G (N (RE/2) (5.40)
and
tN,n %Ift\{ —k1
95 (K1, ko) = ANTj, =, : (5.41)

k121 4+ Go(LN(|k1]?)))
respectively. One can first of all deal with the case where both a; = j; and ay = js.

oqe N.
Proposition 5.10 One has §35., , =0,

1
[(=Zo0)~ 1/2322,1,1 > S ~ Jog N ||77Z)||H1(11‘2)

and
1
(log N)*'
These bounds follow from a direct computation, using GG,, > 0 and the explicit expressions

of the kernels (5.40) and (5.41)); we omit the details.
The last two cases that can occur are

I=20) ™ *Fazal® <

® ji=a1=1landj, > ap(or j2 = az =1, j1 > ay);
° jl =a; =2 andjg > Qo (OI'jg =9 =2 andj1 > ap).
We start with the former. In this case, the function fivlrjll that appears in the definition of

gV 'ir.ay 18 given by (5.40), while ffl\;’% is given as in (5.26). Proceeding as in Section
I

5.3.1}, one can derive a bound for ||(—S£0)_%Sﬁ?am2 as a sum over diagrams v € I'[1, jo],
whose terms are similar to (5.34). The diagrams v € I'[1, j2] (see Figure [2] left for an
example) have a simpler geometry than those in I'[71, jo] with j; > aq, jo > a9, introduced
in the previous section. Note first that the graph G' € €[j; — 1, j» — 1] (see (5.24)) in each
v € I'[1, j2] 1s empty, because j; — 1 = 0. As a consequence, in the left drawmg of Figure
[2| there are no thick lines between the first and second (or between third and fourth) rows.
This implies that V[G] = Vo = {(2,4),i = 1,..., jo — 1}. For the same reason, the first
and third row contain a smgle vertex, Wthh are p(1,0) and p3 o), and there are rectangles
only in the second and fourth rows. The analog of 1} is then the following upper bound
on the contribution from vy € I'[1, j2] to ||(— 20)_’31 b

1 1

IOgN P(u,i) Z(u,a)eVQ |p(u,a)|2
(u,n)EV

7]2

(5-42)



THE CONVERGENCE 58

: P21 P2,j,-1)

.

P2.0)

P3.0)

L]

° ¢

P(4,0) Pa,1) P4,52-1) P(4,0) P, P(4,j2-1)

Figure 2: Left: A Feynman diagram in the case j; = a; = 1 and j; = 4. In this example,
the rectangles do not contain the vertices (2, 0), (4, 0), that is, = 0. Right: a diagram in
the case j; = a; = 2 and j5 = 3. The horizontal dashed lines in the first/third rows indicate
that, because of the form of the kernel of f.'3" 5 (see (5.41)), the two variables at the endpoints
take opposite values.

|Pao [t (Pw)| (P(u))|
X H p(u )= —P(v,5) H H |f (p(u,O))| °

(i), (0,)E u=2,4 el u=1,3

Note that the prefactor (log N)~2 of (5.34) is replaced here by (log N)~!, because the
functions fl i have no logarithmic factor in front The direct analog of Propos1t10n is
the followmg

Proposition 5.11 If (5.42) converges to zero as N — oo for every v € I'[1, 73] with
Jo > ag, then (and hence (5.21))) holds with j, = 1, jo > as.

In order to bound the sum in (5.42), again one has to distinguish diagrams - according
to the number x € {0, 2} of rows with index u € {2, 4} such that the rectangle includes the
vertex (u, 0). As a result, we have the next proposition.

Proposition 5.12 If j; = a1 = 1 and jo > ao, for diagrams y with k = 0, (5.42)) is upper
bounded by

logNH( g0)1/2 2;1;2 1|| ||¢||H1('£r2) (5-43)
If instead k = 2, then is bounded by

waﬁ(m) X max (lg,]g 1”2 .

az,j2—1

20 20, P 182
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Finally, we consider the case where j; = a; = 2 and jg > as. In this case, the function
f25" that appears in the definition of §7' b.jy.ay 1S giVEN and f2"! ", is asin (5.26). Once
more, we bound ||(— .SUPO)"g2 b g, |I” @S @ sum over dlagrams v € I'[2, j2], an example
of which can be seen in the rlght drawing of Fig. |2l The first and third lines contain just
two vertices, p(i o), Pai,1) and pe.0), P(3,1) respectively. Because of the indicator function in

(5-41), one has pq gy = —pa.1y and ps o) = —p@a,1y- The analogue of (5.34) and (5.42) is
then the following

1 1
Too N (5-44)
IOgN P Z(u,a)EVQ |p(u,a)|2
(wi)eV
|Pao [t ()|
X H p(u H=—D(v,j) H . ’ ’2 . H ‘f22 (p(u 0)7p(u71))‘
() (0, E u=2,4 P u=13

and the direct analog of Proposition [5.6]and holds.

Proposition 5.13 If (5.44) converges to zero as N — oo for every v € I'[2, 73] with
ja > ao, then (and hence (5.21))) holds with j; = 2, jo > as.

Finally, the sum in (5.44)) admits the following bounds.
Proposition 5.14 For eacy v € I'[2, j2], j2 > as the sum in (5.44) is bounded by

—H( 0" Fassaall?

The proof of Propositions and is very similar (but simpler, because the
Feynman graphs involved are simpler) to that of Proposition so that in Section[5.4] we
will only focus on the latter.

5.3.3 Proof of (5.4)

As argued at the beginning of Section(s.3] it is enough to prove foreveryay, as € {1,2}
and a; < j; < n, as < j» < n. The cases j; = a; and j, = ay are covered by Proposition
since ¢ € H'(T?). When instead j; > ai, jo > ay, by Proposition it suffices
to show that tends to zero as N — oo for every v € I'[J1, j2], which in turn is a
consequence of the estimates in Proposition In fact, if v € ['x[J1, J2], K = 0, 2 we note
that the two norms at the right hand side of are bounded uniformly in N in view of
Proposition [4.6] (recall that {2 is either b™™ or h¥", according to the value of a) while the
prefactor tends to zero. As for the case k = 4, we use the additional information provided
by Proposition|[s.9]
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At last, for j; = a; = 1 (resp. j; = a1 = 2) and j, > as, by Proposition [5.11] (resp.
Proposition [5.13]), one has to prove that (resp. (5.44)) tends to zero as N — oo for
every v € I'[1, jo] (resp. v € I'[2, j]). This time we apply the bounds in Proposition|[s.12]
(resp. Proposition[5.14) and argue as above.

This concludes the proof of (5.4), assuming Proposition Proposition and
Proposition the first of which is proven in the next section.

5.4 Proof of Proposition

The main source of difficulty in bounding is represented by the factors |p(, o).
u=1,...,4, and the summed variables in the expression of t" in (5.32)), which need to be
counterbalanced by the denominators in (5.34). Foru = 1,...,4 let (u, i), (u,i2) be the
vertices in the rectangle of row u and define the triplet of variables z(,, as

def

Ty = (P05 Peuyitys Pusiz)) - (5-45)
At first, we bound |p,)|? > |x,|* so that (5.34) is bounded from above by

1 1
Ly e
(log Ny* ; 2 veviar D[ ((W.H PP

),(v,0)€EY
<, (5.46)
o H 1P,y [Pty + Pewizy 15" Pty + Pewsizys P,

| T |

1Peuidy IPe,igy SN
u=1

where (see (5.32) and (5.33)) s* = fivu’zufl and ¥, = {(u,il), (u,i2)}.
At this point we look at the edges of v (see (5.33))) and split them into three disjoint
families:

e the “undirected edges” U with vertices V;;, whose endpoints do not contain variables
from any of the triplets ), u=1,...,4,

e the two “special edges” S with vertices Vg that connect variables p, o) and p, ),

u # v,
e the “directed edges” D with vertices Vp, that are all the others.

In order to control (5.46), we will bound the sum over each of the variables p,;, first
those that are endpoints in U, then D and finally S. We will separately treat the cases
k = 0,2, 4 and we proceed in increasing order of difficulty, starting with x = 0. We refer to
Appendix [C|for an illustrative example of the estimates to come.

The case x = 0
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In this case, the ratio (ZveV[G] Ipy|?)~! and the indicator functions play no role: since all

the variables involved are different from 0, we simply bound them by 1, thus reducing

to
(log N)2 Z H 1P(u,i):*P(u,j)

pv ((u,),(v,5))€Y

(5.47)

y H Doy | P, at) T Dw,a2) 8" (P, ily T Pw,i2)s p(u)\%)’
|I< )|

Now, the variables py, ;) and p, ;), u # v, whose indices are vertices of an edge in U, appear
only in s*, s so that we can bound the corresponding sum simply using Cauchy Schwarz,
ie.

4

Z H ]lp<u,n=—p<u,j>H‘5U(P<u,ia>+P(u,ii>7p<u>\%)| (5-48)
Vé"V/U ((u,1),(v,7)EU u=1
4 1
2 2
< | | ( E 15" (Puity + Pewsiz)s P, )
u=1 P(u,i)
(u,1)EVYy

Notice that the functions at the right hand side still depend on all the variables whose index
is not in Vy; and not anymore on those whose index is in V/, and the number of remaining
variables is bounded uniformly in j;, 7. It is important to keep in mind that, in order to
control what is left, we will perform the sums over the remaining indices one by one and
at each step we will lose the dependence on a single variable. The dependence on the
remaining ones will be clear from the context and we will leave it implicit hereafter.

We now continue with the variables whose index is in V. Let us first endow the edges in
D with both a direction and a colour - both of which will determine the order of summation,
i.e. which sum is treated first, and the type of estimate we apply. We will regard two edges
in D as “connected” if they intersect the same rectangle. In this way, the edges in D can be
split into (at most four) connected components, each of which is either a closed loop or an
open path. For an open path, choose arbitrarily one of the two endpoints and orient the path
from there to the other endpoint. We assign to the first edge along the path the colour blue,
to the last the colour green and the colour red to all the others (see Figure [3] right graph).
For closed loops instead, choose (arbitrarily) one of the two possible orientations; as for the
colours, choose arbitrarily two connected edges, painting the first purple, the second orange
and the others red (see Figure 3] left graph). At last, relabel the vertices of the graph (and
relabel the variables in (5.47)) in such a way that, foru = 1,...4, (u,1,) is always the tip
of an edge, while (u, i2) the base point.
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- ;

Figure 3: Two examples of graphs in I'g[j1,j2], 51 = 7,j2 = 5: the two special edges
(dotted) have no endpoints in the rectangles. Non-special edges not interesecting the
rectangles are undirected edges U, while those intersecting the rectangles are the directed
edges D. Connected components of directed edges can be either closed loops (left drawing)
or open paths (right drawing). For a graph -, it can happen that both loops and open paths
exist.

Now, let us see how to control the sums over the variables whose indices are in an open
path. First, we upper bound by removing from the denominator all the variables p, ;1)
and those whose index is the base point of the blue edge or the tip of the green one. Then, we
first bound the sum over the variables whose indices are those of the blue edge and then the
sum over the variables whose indices are those of the edge connected to that (which could
be either red or green) and so on. The last sum we perform is that on the variables whose
indices are those of the green edge. We write f, and f, to denote two functions, which at
each step represent what is left of the kernel s* and s” after performing the bounds over
all the variables considered before, so that they do not depend on any variable which was
already summed but might depend on all the variables whose sum was not yet considered.
In the sequel when we write something like f,(p), then it does not necessarily mean that
fu only depends on p but might depend on other variables (those that were not summed
over yet). For ease of readability however we suppress these additional variables from the
notation. Then, the estimates we exploit for the generic edge ((u, %), (v, 7)), oriented in such
a way that (u, 7) is the base and (v, j) is the tip, depend on the colour as follows

- blue directed edge: we apply Cauchy-Schwarz on

Z ]lpw):fpw’i%) fuPai)|Pwiny + Pwiz) | foPw.in) + Pw.i2)

Plusi)s Py i1,
1 1
2) 2 2 2\ 2
< ( E JuPuiy) ) ( E 1P,y fo(Pw,in)) > .

P(u,i) p(v,i},)

(5-49)

Note that the right hand side does not depend on the other variable in the original sum, i.e.
Pw,2), anymore.
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- red directed edge: we apply Cauchy-Schwarz on

Z 1 |Pw,i1) + p(v,i%)|fv(p(v,i%) + Pw,i2))
Powiy™ Poad) |p(u,i%)|2 + |p(u,0)|2

< ( Z ! )é( Z ’p(v,i}))|2fv(p(v,i})))2>é (5.50)

. (IPwiz)? + [P, ?? .,

(usig)
( Z ’p(v,j)

P(v,5)

Pu,i2) Pro,id)

(w,i%)

2fv(p(v7j))2) :

™~ P

and once again note that the right hand side does does not depend on p, ;2) anymore.
- green directed edge: we apply Cauchy-Schwarz but on

Z 1 Jo(Pw.s) (5.51)

Paid™PeD | p, 2] + (Do

p(u,i%y P, j)

1 2 3 1 2
<( V(X hwen?)’ 5 (D hwes?)
22 (P * + o *)? p(zj) ’ |Paso)] p(zj) ’

(u,’iv)

where, in both and (5.51]), we exploited the following estimate:

1 e rdr < dr 1
Z 2 225/ 2 22,§/ 2 : (5-52)
— (0 + [Pao ) o O+ |puol® ol T2 [Pl

The reason why the first term at the left hand sides of (5.50) and (5.51) do not display
fu 1s that both red and green edges always comes after either a blue or a red edge, whose
tip (u, ii) is the unique other vertex in the same rectangle as the base (u, ii). This means
that the dependence on py, ;2) of the only function which would have it as a variable (in a
sum) has already been removed by either the bound or (5.50). Also note that the
denominator in and come from the fact that a red and green edge are always
preceded by a red or blue edge.

Next, we sum over variables corresponding to oriented closed loops (if there are any).
First, we upper bound by removing from the denominator all the variables whose
index is either a vertex on the orange edge or at the tip of a red edge, not those whose index
is a vertex of the purple edge. We proceed by summing over the variables whose indices
are those of the orange edge, and then with the next edge anti-clockwise, until the last of
the loop, which is purple. As before, the generic edge ((u,7), (v, 7)) is oriented in such a
way that (u, 7) is the base and (v, j) is the tip. The type of bound we use will depend on
the colour of the edge as follows (we do not specify what to do with red edges, as this has
already been explained above)
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- orange directed edge: we apply Cauchy-Schwarz on

JuPu,ity T Pusiz))

»”u

D Tnuamro Pa +Pa

Pu,i2) Pro,id)

X Pty + Py foPw,it) + Pw,iz)
1 1
2 2
< ( Z ’p(u,i%)|2fu(p(u,i%))2> ( Z |p(v,i}))|2fv(p(v,i%))2> (5-53)

Plu,id) Pro,ib)

and the right hand side depends neither on p, ;1) nor on py, ;2.
- purple directed edge: we apply Cauchy-Schwarz as follows:

1 1
1, ,-——p (5-54)
Z Pu,i2) = Pr,id) |p(u,i5) 2 4 !p(u,0)|2 |P(v,i},) + |p(v,0)|2 55

Pu,i2y Pro,id)

1 2 1 2 1
<( ) ( )" s
Z ([Pew,iz) I + [P0y |H)? pz ([pew,iny| + [P0 ?)? 1P, ||Pew,0)]

Pru,i2)

w,i2 (v,i%)

where in the last step we used (5.52).

At this point we have summed over all the variables whose labels belong to directed
edges in D and it is not hard to check that we obtained the following

e the factors |p, 0|~ " provided by the bounds on red, green and purple edges altogether

give a contribution
1

-
Hu:1 |p(u,0) |

This is because (5.50) and (5.51)) give such factor for the sum over variables whose index
is the base of a red and green edge respectively, and give it for the sum over
variables whose index is both the base and the tip of a purple edge. On the other hand, in
each Feynman diagram, for each row there is exactly either the base of a green/red/purple
edge, or the tip of a purple edge.

(5-55)

e the factors depending on s* altogether take the form

4 1
" 2
11 ( > Pawin 5 (P(u)\{(u,ii>}))!2>
u=1

P(u,i)
(u,)EV UV \{(,i2)}

and each of the factors only depends on pg.. To see this, recall that s“(p, 1) +
Paw,i2), Pap\7,) in depends symmetrically on its j* — 1 arguments (where j* is
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defined in (5.36)) and one of the components of P\, 18 P(u,0» Whose sum has not been
performed yet. The appearance of [p, ;1)|? is due to the outcome of the bounds on blue,
red and orange edges. Indeed, one such factor appears on rows corresponding to tips
of red/blue/orange edges or to the base of orange edges. On the other hand, in every
Feynman diagram there is exactly one such vertex per row.

It remains to sum (5.47) over pq, o), u = 1, ..., 4, that are the vertices of special edges.
The factor (5.55)) cancels exactly the same factor in the numerator of (5.47). Then, (5.47) is
upper bounded by a constant times

1
(]()g N)2 Z llp(1,0)=*p(z,O),p(s,O):*P@,o) (556)
D(u,0),u=1,...,4
! 1
2 2\ 2
X H ( Z Py |78 P {u,iz)))] )
u=1 P(u,i)

(u,)EVyUVD\{(w,i2)}

Recall that s* = " _ju_1 and relabel the variables pu\ (w2} = (Pew,0), {1:5u—1)- Now, we
apply Cauchy-Schwarz once more to the sums with respect to p(, 0y, v = 1, ..., 4, so that
the previous expression is upper bounded by

1
(log N)2 Z ‘gl‘ H:al,jl 1(pa, 0)7513172)’2 Z ]61] |faw2 1(]7(20),51;3'245).87)
Pa,0s b1y 2 P2,0):1:55—2

(=L P2

2
U«l;]l 1 a2,ja2— 1|| 9

1
- (log N)?

where we used the symmetry of {¥'" in the last step. Since the right hand side corresponds
to (5.37) for k = 0, this case is concluded.

The case xk = 2

Like for # = 0, also for x = 2 the ratio (3_,c\/¢; [Pv|*)™" plays no role so that we will
bound it by 1. In this case though, we will need to keep track of the indicator function.
More precisely, we need to control

1 Z
—_— 1 <N I I 1, .
(log N )2 - 2,0, 1p3,0]< P(u,i)=—P(v,5)

(i) (0.0)E

ey (5-58)
H 1Pwo [Pty + Paiz) 18Pty + Pusiz) Pans,)|

|5E(u)‘2

u=1
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where (u,12), u = 1,...,4, is such that i2 = 0, either for u = 1, 3 or u = 2, 4 and, without
loss of generality, we assume that the first holds, i.e.
i =i3=0, i5=i7#0. (5.59)

Getting back to (5.58)), we first bound all the sums over variables whose indices are
vertices in Vi by removing such variables from the denominator and applying Cauchy-
Schwarz as in (5.48). Next, we turn to the sums whose indices are vertices of edges in D
and S.

According to the conventions introduced for the previous case, we note that the edges
in S are all connected to those in D. Therefore, D U S can be split into (at most four)
connected components and each of the two edges in S must be contained in exactly one
of them (which could be the same). First we bound the sums over the variables whose
index is a vertex of an edge in the connected components fully contained in D (i.e. which
do not contain any special edge), which are at most 2 (and there could be none). We
endow the edges with the same colours and directions defined above and apply the bounds
in (5.49)), (5-59).(5-51), (5.53) and (5.54)) accordingly.

Therefore, we are left with one or two connected components, each containing at least
one special edge. In both cases, we will first provide direction and colour to those edges
in the connected components which also lie in D, then we will bound the sums over the
variables whose indices are vertices of these edges and at last we will estimate the sums
over the variables indexed by vertices of edges in S.

Assume the edges s1, so € S lie in different connected components and denote them by
(1, C, respectively. The first edge e € D N C; is the farthest from s; and it is assigned the
colour blue. Those in between e and s; (if any) are directed in successive order starting at e
and are all assigned the colour red. All edges in C'; are directed towards s; (see Figure
left graph). If instead s;, s, belong to the same connected component C', then we start
from the edge e € D N C' connected to, say, s;. We impose its base point lies in the same
rectangle to which a vertex of s; belongs (and its tip to a different rectangle) and assign to e
the colour orange. Once again, all the other edges in D N C are ordered starting from e
directed towards s, and painted in red (see Figure |4} right graph).

We now upper bound (5.58) by removing from the denominator all the variables whose
index is either a vertex on an orange or a blue edge, or at the tip of a red edge. Let us stress
that in this way we get a prefactor of the form

1
1P,0)Pa,0l?

(5.60)

since the rectangles in which (1, 0) and (3, 0) lie can only contain the tip of a blue or red edge,
or the base point of an orange one. This prefactor cancels exactly the factor Hi:l |Dw,0)]
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Figure 4: The two possible types of connectivities of special edges in Feynman diagrams
occurring when x = 2, as described in the text. For clarity, only directed and special edges
(s1, s2) are drawn. In the left figure there are two connected components C', Cs that we
orient towards s1, So. In the right drawing there is a single component, that we orient from
51 to s9. Special edges are not oriented. In some Feynman diagrams, also closed loops of
oriented edges (and therefore purple/orange edges) can be present.

in (5.58)), because |pa.0)| = [P0l P30 = |Pao|. Then, we perform the sums over the
variables indexed by the vertices of directed edges in Cy, Cs (or just C' in the second case),
according to the order just introduced. We bound the sum of variables indexed by vertices of
a blue edge via (5.49), those indexed by vertices of a red edge via and those indexed
by vertices of an orange edge via (5.53).

At this point we have estimated the sums over all the variables whose labels belong to
directed edges in D, it can be directly checked that we obtained the following

e the factors |pg,,0)| ' provided by the bounds on red edges in C' (or C1, C5) and on the red,
green and purple edges on the open or closed connected components of D disconnected
from the special edges, altogether give a contribution of the form

1 1
= . (5.61)
|P(2,0) | \P<4,0> | \P<1,0> | ’P(3,0)|

This is a consequence of (5.59), which imposes i? = % = 0, and the bounds (5-59),
and (5.54). Indeed, as noted above, gives a factor |p, 0| " both for u the row
containing base and the row containing the tip of a purple edge but, if in our graph there
is a purple edge then this necessarily belongs to a closed connected component of D,
disconnected from the special edges, and by (5.59) it will involve vertices on the rows
2 and 4. Instead, and give a factor |pg, )| " for u whose row contains the
base of a red/green edge and, by construction, in the rectangles containing the vertices of
special edges there is either a tip of a (red or blue) edge or the base of an orange edge.
On the other hand, in each such Feynman diagram, each of the rows 2 and 4 will have
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precisely one base point of a green/red edge, or one the base point and one the tip of a
purple edge.

o the factors depending on s* altogether take the form

1 Ips.ol<N 1
Ipa,ol, [pa3,0)|< H < Z |p(u,i11t)’2‘5u(p(u)\{(u,z’%)}))‘2>2

Pa.ollpe.ol w=2.4 Prant)
(u,)EVyUVp\{(u,a3)}

x> 6P G, G2

P(1,0),01:57 -2

1 7 <N :
< _Paol Peol<V 11 ( > |p<u,i5>l2|5"(p<u)\{(u,a%>}))|2>2

|p(170)||p(370)| u:2’4 DP(u,i)
(u,1)EVUVD\{(u,i2)}

X |[(=Lo) 0 I

ai,ji1—1

Note that the product in the first line (corresponding to rows 2 and 4 of the graph) has
still to be summed over pe ) and p,0). On the other hand, in rows 1, 3 all variables
have already been summed over and no dependency on p(; ) and p3 o) is left. This is a
consequence of the fact that the bounds (5.49)), (5.50), (5.53) obtained when summing
over red/blue/orange edges do not depend on the second variable contained in the same
rectangle whose index is the vertex at the tip of the blue/red edge, or at the base of the
orange edge. Such variables are exactly p(1.0), P3,0)-

We now perform the sums over p, o), v = 1, ..., 4 and conclude the proof of the case
= 2. We have that (5.58) is bounded by

1 . Z ]llp(l,())la\p(:s,())\SN]l
(log N) s [P0 [Pao

1
u 2 N,n
< 1] ( > [Pty 15 (P<u>\{(u,i3>}))|2> (=)0, 1P

u=2,4 P(u,i)
(u,1)EVyUVD\{(u,a2)}

m( ) (X

2
Pa,o
\<N’ 0| Ips,0)| <N

P(1,0)=—P(2,0):P(3,00=—P(4,0)

L2
2 N,n
) H 1= 30)1/2 1117]1—1"2

2
|P(3 ol*/ &5

2
H I(=<£0) /250 1
1:1
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Figure 5: The two different possible situations in the case x = 4 and D U S has a single
connected components. The thick dashed edge is the edge e = ((u, i), (,1})) that we treat
separately. We don’t need to assign it a direction and a color.

where we used that

1 N dr
§j—< — —logN. .
WN/1 " og (5.62)

l|<N
Consequently, (5.37) for & = 2 follows at once.
The case x = 4

When x = 4, all the vertices (u,0), uw = 1,...,4 belong to a rectangle so that
i2 =0, forallu=1,...4. (5.63)

Before performing any bound let us look at the edges in D U S. Adopting the same
conventions as above, there are two scenarios we need to consider - either D U S has only
one connected component or two. Let us begin with the first.

Note that the unique connected component of D U S can only be an open path or a
cycle. If it is an open path then D has exactly two edges with one vertex in a rectangle
and one outside (and one edge connecting two rectangles). We endow the former two with
a direction by imposing their tip lies in the rectangle and paint them blue. If instead the
connected component of D U S is a cycle then D has cardinality 2. We pick one of its
two edges, assign it a direction (no matter which one) and paint it orange. In both cases,
we have left aside an edge e = ((u,1il), (v,1})) € D (the dashed line in Figure [5)) which
is necessarily such that either u € {1,2} and v € {3,4}, or v € {1,2, } and u € {3,4}.
Without loss of generality we assume that

ue{1,2} and v e {3,4}. (5.64)

We now get back to the sums in (5.46). Thanks to (5.64), (@, i) € V[G], hence we can

estimate
1 1

<
> vevian IV T P

5 (5-65)




THE CONVERGENCE 70

We only keep the indicator function imposing |p; ;1| [p@,1)| < N and bound the sums
over all variables whose indices are vertices of edges in U as in (5.48). For the sums over
the variables whose indices are vertices of the two blue or the orange edge, we remove these
variables from the denominator and exploit or (5.53)), respectively.

Before summing over p; ;1) and p ;1), we focus on the sum over the variables whose
indices are vertices of the special edges. Let T be either @ or v and {z} be {1,2} \ {u} if
T =wuand {3,4} \ {v} if z = v. Then, we need to control

PPl Pe.0 + Pai |5 (a0 + Pa.))
Z ]1P<x 0)=—P,0)

i, Pa0*(Ipeol* + eyl (560
where )
5 (P o) + Pait) = < > 15 0ao + P(:z,i,lf)»p@)\%)ﬁ) : (5.67)
(i],)i()ié%U

To see how (5.66) arises, it suffices to note that the sums we have bounded up to now
involving variables whose index is a vertex in the z-th row never considered Vp or V-
indexed variables, while the dependence of the kernel s* on p, o) was lost because of

Now, (5.66) equals
Z |0+ p@,@léi(f + P.it))
P+ s

(X !219(:5,1'9\2)2)%(; o) 5

where in the last step we used (5.52)), the definition of § in (5.67) and the symmetry of s.
By collecting what we obtained so far, we see that is upper bounded by

‘ (5.68)

[CENEE

| (xz )|

S IS P P Y et
0 a17]1 1 0 az,j2—1 2 PNEITT
(log N) O<\p( 1)| |p(f " <N ’p(ﬁ,z%)| ‘p(v,z%)’
1 N, n N
S Gog e IS0 *Fa G PN 0 1 (5:69)

the last inequality being a consequence of the fact that 3, 0]~ < oo.

We now turn to the scenario in which D U S has two connected components, for which
the factor (3,1 Ipv|*) ™" will be crucial in controlling (5.46). Recall that this factor

contains the sum over vertices of edges in P # () which connect V[G] to V[C?].
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Figure 6: The case x = 4, when D U S has two components and P N D = (). The thick
dashed edge is the selected edge in P. In the left (resp. right) drawing the case where
|D| = 4 (resp. |D| = 2).

We first consider the case P N D = (), which implies that P C U as, clearly, PN .S = (.
Pick arbitrarily some e = ((u, 1), (v, 7)) € P so that (4, 7) € V[G] and brutally bound

1 < 1
ZveV[G] v >~ Ipaa|

(5.70)

Then, we estimate the sums over all variables whose indices are vertices of edges in U \ {e}
as in (5.48) while for the sum over p( ), p,;) we use the bound

ILpul—*pv P, )y=—Pw
3 % faPai) oo = > Hfu(p(ﬂ,i))fi(p(ﬁaj))
Pappoy LD (@, P(@,5) PPy

(Z fa(pai)” ) (Z fs(P@, )’ )

P |p(u z)| |p(v,j)|

(5.71)

Remark 5.15 Note that necessarily 5%, 7V > 2, otherwise the edge e € P could not connect
rows 1, U, since by definition it is has no endpoint in the rectangles of those rows.

We now turn to the sums over the variables whose indices are vertices of edges in D.
Adopting the same conventions as above, we endow each of these edges with a direction
and a colour. Given the structure of the Feynman graphs ~ in (5.33)), either |D| = 4 and
therefore all of its edges have one vertex in a rectangle and one outside, or | D| = 2 so that
both edges have both vertices lying in two different rectangles. In the first case, we direct
the edges in such a way that the tip is in the rectangle (and the base outside) and assign
them the colour blue, in the other we arbitrarily choose a direction and paint it orange. See

Figure [6]
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As usual, we upper bound by removing from the denominator all the variables
whose index is either a vertex of an orange or blue edge. As a consequence, the denominators

become
S
1T (5.72)
u=1

P02

Then, we estimate the sums over variables whose indices are vertices of blue edges by (5.49),
while those over variables whose indices are vertices of orange edges by (5.53).

Before summing over the remaining variables (that are those with labels on the two
special edges) we consider the case in which P N D # (). As was done in all other cases
apart from the previous one, we upper bound by removing from the denominator
all the variables indexed by vertices in V;; and applying (5.48). Next, let us pick one edge
e = ((u,1), (v,4})) € P N D which is necessarily such that one between # and v belongs to
{1,2} and the other is in {3, 4}, and without loss of generality we assume that u € {1, 2}.

Remark 5.16 Note that necessarily j* > 2, otherwise e would have both endpoints in a
rectangle and D U S would have a single connected component.

We bound the sum over pw i) and pg,;1), by removing the second variable from the
denominators and brutally estimating

1 1
<
ZVEV[G] |py|? YV D]

so that, recalling (5.67), we are left to control

1, .——
Z Mfﬂ(p(ﬁ,i))‘p(v@) + P(u,i5)|5v(p(v,0) + Dw,it))
PP,V P
’ D)y b . (573)
< < %) 2 < Z |P<v,i%>\25v(]9<v7i%>)2> ’
Da, i) Pap Py,al)
where f; is given by the u-th term at the right hand side of and above, we only
highlighted the dependence on the summed variable p(g ;.

We now turn to the sums over the variables whose indices are vertices of edges in
D\ {e}. Adopting the same conventions as above, we endow each of these edges with a
direction and a colour. If an edge has only one vertex in a rectangle then we orient it in such
a way that its tip belongs to the rectangle and assign it the colour blue. If instead both of its
vertices lie in different rectangles then we choose one of the two possible directions and
paint it orange. We then bound the remaining sums by removing from the denominators all
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variables whose indices are vertices of a blue/orange edge (thus obtaining the same factor
as in (5.72))) and exploiting (5.49) and (5.53).

In conclusion, in the case x = 4, D U S having two components and P N D being empty
or not, we have summed over all variables except to the ones (p, o), v < 4) corresponding
to special edges and it is easily checked that:

o the factors containing the variables p(, o), v = 1, ..., 4 overall give a contribution of the
form

which is the combined effect of li and of the factor Hizl |Dw,0y| i (5.46).

o the expression (5.46) is upper bounded by

1 n
s s (0 T N2 ) Gga

(log N)?
oe D) ue{l,... 43\ {a,7}
4
1
Z ]]'p(l 0)="P(2,0) H
oSN PEOTTPA0 |p(u 0)|
u=1,...4

if DN P = () (recall that in this case u, v are the rows containing the endpoints of the
dashed line in Figure[s)) and by

1 1.Nn N
(log—N)2 IS i o I ( H ||(_30)1/2fau7ju_1 ||> (5-75)
ue{L,...4}\{u}
4
1
Z ]lpﬂ 0)="P(2,0) H
Puop|<N  PEOTTPA0 |p(u 0

u=1,...4

if instead D N P # () (in this case, @ is the same index that appears in (5.73)). Here, S is
the operator defined in (5.39)). Its origin is in the denominators |pe.;)|, [P, | in (5-71),
(5.73) and the blue/orange edge estimate that is applied afterwards. Note also, recalling

Remarks|s.15} [5.16]that ;% — 1, 7% — 1 in (5.74) and j* — 1 in (5.73) are all strictly larger

than 1, so indeed we can use definition (5.39).

It remains to estimate the sum over p, o), u = 1, ..., 4 in (5.74), which equals

Z #)2 < (log N)2.

0<|¢|<N
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Altogether, the bounds (5.69), (5.74) and (5.75), which apply to the three subcases into
which we have split the case k = 4, immediately imply the statement of Proposition |5.7/in
the case Kk = 4.

Appendix A Some technical results on the replacement argument

The present appendix is devoted to the proof of the following proposition that allows us
to replace the complicated sums appearing in the expression for the diagonal terms of the
operators we consider with simpler integrals.

In the whole section, < is given by and H and H* satisfy the assumptions
of Lemma Since the argument of H, H* is always L"(x) for some x > 1/2 and
LN(z) € [0,2¢] for z > 1/2 (see (3-9)), we can assume that H, H " are defined just on
[0, 2¢] and that holds for some constant & depending only on <.

Proposition A.1 For N € N, u > 0, n € Nand ky.,, € Z*" \ {0}, define P~ as

v AN2
P ki) = =2 Y (Fi)” X
Nz A.1)

[+ §<|€|2 + |m|? + ko HH LY (+ L2 + Mm% + k2 [?)
[p+ SR+ [m? + koD HLN (4 S + [m? + ko [2))]1?

where Y and LY are given as in and (3.9)), respectively. Then, there exists a constant
C = C(n,¢) such that

LN<M+l|k’1:n|2> H+
sup PN (1, kyp) — / ’ (y)dy‘ < Cepn (A.2)

k1 €227\ {0} 0 H(y)?
n>0

where ey goes to 0 as N — oo uniformly over n, < and K as in Lemma (3.4}

In order to lighten the exposition, let us introduce some notations. Set

,UNd—EfM/N /6Nd=€f

and, for z € R? such that |z| < 1,

k2:n/N|27 an d_ef HN + 3 |k‘11:n/]\[|2 (A3)

def def

D(z) = L2+ ki /N —z*+B8y), Ti(x) = z* +an. (A4)

py+L(),  Da(x) =

For future reference, we point out that I'; and I's are comparable in that, by the triangular
inequality, we have
Ia(z) S T'i() S Do) (A.5)
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for all x € R? and k1., € Z*". The bulk of the proof of Proposition is contained in the
following technical lemma, which allows us to substitute the Riemann-sum approximation
of PV with a more tractable integral.

Lemma A.2 Under the assumptions of Proposition the quantity

) / ar (K 2l + T(z) HT (LN (N?Ty(2)))
B2 PNR=NT e+ D(@) HLN (V2T ()2

_ N 2 H*(LY(N?Ty(x)))
/Rz A (FNe N2 B ) T(@) + DHLN (N2T5(0)))?

(A.6)

is bounded uniformly over N, 1 and k., € Z* \ {0}.

Proof. In order to prove the lemma, we will add and subtract a number of terms and show
that the resulting integrals are bounded uniformly over N, y and k1., € Z*" \ {0}. More
precisely, we will subsequently replace each factor in the first integral of (A.6), with the
corresponding term of the second and we will do so in the following order. We begin by
turning every ['into a I'y

pv + D@ HH LV (N?T1(2))) HH (LY (N?T1(2))

[y + D) HLN(N?Ti@)])? Ti@)H (LY (NT1(2)))?

)

(A7)

/]R2 dx (%éVN,klfoF

then every I'; into I'y

HH (LY (N?T1(2)) HH (LY (N?To(2))

D@ HLN(N?T1(2)))*  Da(x)HLN(N?Ta(2)))?

(A.8)

/ dz (%iVN,klfo)Q
R2

we insert a factor which will be needed to apply a change of variables (see (A.17))

N ,  HTLN(N?Ty(x)))
/RQ A (Hey o) Ty () H(LN (N2Ty(x)))?

1
T @)+ 1’ (A-9)

and at last we modify the arguments of H

H* (LY (NTy(2)))

Do(2)(Do(x) + 1) H (LN (N2D9(x)))? (A.10)

/ dx ‘(%i\[N,kl—mN)2 - (%ivN,—xN ?
R?

The proof consists of showing that each of (A.7)-(A.10) are bounded uniformly over N,
p and ky.,, € Z** \ {0}. Throughout, in order to lighten the notation we will omit the
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arguments of the functions involved unless needed. Moreover, for (A.7), (A.8) and (A.9),
F won’t play any role, therefore we directly bound it by 1.

Let us begin with (A.7). We add and subtract a term from the integrand so that we
obtain

/d uN+FH+_uN+PH++uN+FH+ H*
R2

“Nuy +THE ~  [TLHP LH]?  TH2 A
[T H]? — [uny + THYP?| 1 '
< d +TH" + +TH"—-TH"|.
- /]1%2 L ) [un + THP[T H? ([ H]? i A

Notice that, for the first summand, since I'y = uy + [' and H is bounded, the numerator
can be controlled as

[T H? — [py +TH? = uy[H — Ulpy(H + 1) + 2TH] < pyTy
for the second instead, we use that also H ™ is bounded, so that
luy +TH" =T HY| = py|HT = 1] S pw

As further H > 1, can be bounded above by

[(x)? 1 / dz /°° dr
+ S e § _— S 1, (A.12)
HN /R D@t Ti@E ~ M ) G+ 1222~ o ot a)?

which completes the argument for (A.7).

We turn to (A.8). Similarly to (A.11]), we add and subtract a term whose numerator
is that of the first summand while the denominator is that of the second, so that, by the
triangular inequality we need to bound

N 2 2 N 2 2
o B N2 (o P2 HLY(V2Do(@))? — Dy@) HLY (VT ()]
/Rz T RO T O EOY T P T BN (4 )
1 .

LY (N? gt N2
+Fz(a:)H(LN(NQFQ(;;;)))2|H LY (NT1(2))) — HT (LT (N Ta(2))]

For the first summand, we introduce the function G(z) = zH (L (N?2))? and note that its
derivative is such that

o 2HANNZ)H'LN(N?)| _

eR
og N2 z+1 ~ : *

') = ‘H(LN(N%))2 -1
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thanks to the definition of LY in and the assumptions on H. Now, in terms of GG, the
numerator equals
|G([a(2)) — GT2(2)| S Tao(x) — T'i(2)]

and the bound follows by mean value theorem. For the second summand in (A.13]), we note
that

|[HY LN (N?2))| =

¢ |[(HTYLN(N?2)) < 1
log N 2(z+1) P

which, arguing as above, implies

[Ty — Ty

[HH LY (N?T)) — HY LY (VT)| < <S“p I —Tel = PiATy

where the supremum is over the interval [I'y A I's, I'; V I's]. Now, by (A.4) we have

Tao(z) = Ti(@)] = [[ef? + 51k /N|* = gl = ki /N — 2]

(A.14)
= [(k1/N, z)| < [k1/N||].

Since further H* is bounded, H# > 1 and I'; and I, are comparable by (A.3)), is
bounded above by

/ Po(2) —Th(@)] < Jky/N |/ |wfde
R? [y(x)? (|z|> + an)?

r2dr \kl/N|
< |k, /N = <1,
umwé(ﬁmw LT

which concludes the proof of (A.8]).

The analysis of (A.g)) is immediate and therefore we omit it. Hence we are left with (A.10).
At first, we upper bound the ratio H/ H? by K. To treat what is left, we split the integral over
two regions corresponding to |ky /N — x| < 1|k /N| and |ky /N — x| > L|k;/N| and begin
by the former. Using the definition of X in (2g), we bound the difference by 1, exploit the
fact that I’ (z) 2 |z|? and note that since |k /N — z| < L[k /N|, |z| € [3]k1/N|, 2|k1/N|1.
Then, the integral is bounded above by

/ dx2 <1
jaletd ks /N1, /) 1]

Instead, for x such that |k /N — x| > |k1/N|/2, we use the bilinearity of ¢ in to get

oz, k1 /N — 2)? = c(x, —x)* + c(x, k1 /N)c(x, ky /N — 22)
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so that
oz, ki /N —x)? oz, —x)?
2Pk /N — a2 [z ‘
c(z, —x)? 1 1 le(x, ki /N)e(z, ki /N — 2x)]
= 2P [[R/N =2 [ 2?1 /N — [?

k1 /N| [k /N — 2x| < k1 /N|

< :
~ kN =z T k/N -2

Here, we used that c(z, —) < |z|?. Therefore, we obtain

/ q oz, ki /N —x)?  cx,2)?| 1
T _
o /N=al> Ly 2Pk /N — ] lz[* | T1(z)
dx
e /N—al> S| R /N —
and the proof is concluded. O

Remark A.3 Arguing as in the proof of (A.7)), one can also show

N 2 1 - !
/RQ o v -en) | P @ HILN N ) Ty HON (VT ()

(A.15)

is uniformly bounded which will be used in the proof of Proposition|3.5]
We are now ready to prove Proposition

Proof of Proposition As a first step, we note that, performing a Riemann sum approxi-
mation, the sum in can be written as

1 N 2
> N2 TN/, Nom )™
l+m=ky

v+ SAEP + 122+ B H LN (N2 (uy + 3£ + |22 + Bv))
[n + SOE2 + 122 + B HLN (N2(uy + S(E12 + 22 + By
_ N o iy + D@ H (LN (VT (2))
= / W HNe k32 L T ) HN (NPT @) 2

where we adopted the conventions in (A.3]) and (A.4), and the o(1) vanishes for NV large as a
consequence of the Riemann summation. Thanks to the previous and Lemma[A.2] we have

(A.16)

+ o(1)

4N HH (LY (N*Ty(2)))

2
N _ N 2
P, krn) = log N / dz (K no-na) Do) (Ta(x) + D H(LN (N2T'y(2)))>2

+ o(1)
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where o(1) converges to 0 as (log N)~! uniformly over y > 0 and ky.,, € Z*" \ {0}. For the
latter integral, we pass to polar coordinates and exploit the fact that c(x, —x)* = r cos(20)?,
which gives

421 o(z, —1)? HH(LN(NTs(2)))
log N2 21)? Jigienyny 12t Ta@)(Ta(z) + D H LN (N2 (2)))?
1T ) [ H(LN(N?(r? + ay))) rdr
" log N2 72 / oSO | G F am(® +ay + DHLN(NVGE + an)P

e trex gHILN(N?0))do
~ log N2 /N oo+ 1)H(LN(N?p))?

+ o(1)

where < is defined in (1.13]) and the last step follows by

/ o / ey (1+ 1 ) (A17)
» oo+ DHLN(N2g)2 ~ | 0 it k)

and the latter is uniformly bounded by 1 as |k;.,| > 1. By the definition of LV in (3-g), we
see that

c /1+aN H+(LN(N2Q))dQ _ /LN(NQQN) H+(y)dy + o)
logN? J,,  olo+DHILN(N?9)* H(y)?
since
LN (N2 (an+1)) HH(
Y) N nr2 1 1
———dy SLY(NV 1)=—-=1 1 <
/0 H(y)? O ane )= gN og( +aN+1>NlogN2’
where we bounded the ratio of H* and H by K, and the proof is concluded. O

Appendix B The operator §

Lemma B.1 Let S be the diagonal operator on L*(n) whose Fourier multiplier is defined
as in (5.39). Let j € Nand g € TL?_,. Define t" € T'L? according to

N E (L))l g (B.1)

Then, there exists a constant C' = C(7) > 0 such that

8562 < O (18 all* 152 + ——ll=o)al1?) (B.2)
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Proof. First, we decompose the square of the left hand side of in diagonal and
off-diagonal parts as in Lemma [2.7|and bound, via Cauchy-Schwarz, the off-diagonals with
the diagonal up to a constant that only depends on j. Therefore, we are left to bound

(S(—=%0) 'l g, (—=L0) " AV 9)piag
kal* |k +k;
SO Z' "1 d (K )80k + ko, ks )

bty by 0 (B.3)
1 ‘kl‘i‘kj‘
S A ki + ko, k 1
sﬁbe; }kz‘ K15 |? TroE 180k R Ra) Pk ral<-
a#be{l,..., j

We need to distinguish a few cases. If {a,b} N {1,2} =0, ora € {1,2} and b > 2 (which
is possible only if j > 2), then the inner sum in is bounded above by

2 k[ 1 < 195 A112
A Z 50 3j>|( ~ > |k1|2+|k2|2)wus gl
g k1+ko=k

as the quantity in parenthesis is bounded above by a constant and g is symmetric by definition.
If instead either b € {1,2} and @ > 2, or |{a, b} N {1,2}| = 2, then we control as

1
A2 kP a(k, ks.)|? < N||(-=< 2

k, ks.; k1+ko=k

as the inner sum can be easily checked to be bounded. Since A3, ~ 1/log N, the result
follows at once. O

Proof of Proposition[s.gl We can assume j > 2 since otherwise the norm we want to
estimate is just 0. If 7 > 2 then we recall that f " is defined by the second line in (4.14)

and in the computation of the norm ||Sz f "|| we can replace G,42—; (wWhich is positive) by
zero. We have then

1 n 1 n
||82ffz\g || < ||82(_QO) 1941\7 111\7] 1|| <C(])(||S fa] 1||2+—||( g0) fa] 1||2)

where the last inequality follows from Lemma [B.1} The norm ||(— 30) fa 1|l is bounded
as N — oo by Proposition[4.6|so that, by iteratively applying Lemma[B.1]over j it is enough
to show

Jlim (S50 = 0. (B.4)
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P,0) P,y Pa,2)
L[] o
Pe3)
. |u |
P2,0) Py Pe2)
P3,0) P P3,2)
L[] o
. |o |
P,0) Py P@a2) P3)

Figure 7: An example of a diagram involved in the estimation of the variance in (5.4).

Recall (d-14). If a = 1 (so that {2 = b"") then f1'3" is defined by the second line of
and (B-4)) follows again by Lemma If instead a = 2 (so that {3 = h¥'") then 13" is
defined by the first line of (4.14)) with g, = n))’ (see (3.3)). Then,

1 1 1 1 |k ]?
S22 < [|82(=%p) |2 <
IS 157117 < 1182 (~0) g’ ”lgNH; T T Tl |k|< ks’
2
~ logNl;) ]k1|3 S logN
from which the result follows at once. O

Appendix C The variance of the quadratic variation: a concrete ex-
ample

In this section we provide a concrete example to illustrate how to apply the estimates
associated to the various colours outlined in Section We focus on the simplest case,
namely x = 0. The graph we consider is given in Figure[7] and our starting point is (5.47).
We first note that, with the notation introduced in Section the only edge in U is
((2,3), (4, 3)). We therefore first sum over p 3) and p4 3). Hence, we estimate

2 4
Z ]lp<2,3>:—p<4,3)|5 (P2.2) + D1y P20y Pes)|s” (Pu2) + Day, Paoy, Pas)|

P(2,3):P(4,3)

1/2 1/2
< (Z |5°(P2.2) +p(2,1)>p(2,0)7p(2,3))|2> (Z |5 (P2 + P(4,1),p(4,0),p(4,3))|2> :

P2,3) P4,3)
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It remains to sum over the remaining vertices. Observe that the remaining edges in D form
two closed loops, and we colour the edges purple and orange as in Figure[j] Since in our
graphical notation there are no other edges between the first two rows and the last two
rows, we see that the remaining sum can be factorised and we can independently sum over
{Pw,iy: we{1,2}, 4> 1} and {pw,s : v € {3,4}, i > 1}. Since these two sums can be
treated in the exact same way we only sum over {p.; : v € {1,2}, i > 1}. Note that in
that case (1, 1) and (2, 1) are the vertices on the orange edge, so that by removing |p 1|
and |p(,1)|* from the denominator we are left to estimate

E :1p(1,0>=*P(2,0)]117(1,1):*17(2,1)1p(1,2)=*p(2,2> X
D(u,i)

(Co)
y 51(10(1,1) + pa.2), Pa,o)| f2(pe1) + Pe.2), Peo) Hizl D0y |Pas1) + P2l
(Ipa,ol? + Ipas>)(peol? + [pegl?) ’

where u = 1,2 and 7 = 1, 2, 3 and we defined

1/2
2P + Pe2): Peo) = ( Z |5° (D21, +p(2,2),P(2,0),p(2,3))|2> -

P2,3)

We first perform the sum with respect to the vertices of the orange edge, i.e., over p(; 1) and
D2,1)- We bound, using (5.53)),

2
1
> Apympon L Pan + Pasls' @an + paz, pao)l e + Pe2, peo)

P@a,1),P2,1) u=1

1/2 1/2
< (Z |p(1,1)’2|51(2?(1,1)7p(l,O))\Q) (Z |p(2,1)|2f2(p(2,1),p(2,0))2>

Pa,1) Pe,1)
1/2 1/2
= (Z |p(1,1)|2|51(p(1,1),P(1,0))|2> < Z |p(2,1)|2|52(P(2,1),p(2,0)7P(2,3))|2> .
Pa,1) P(2,1),P(2,3)

The next sum we perform is over the purple edge, i.e. over p(; 2) and p 2). To that end, note
that the right hand side above does not depend on those two summation variables. Hence,
the sum over p(; 2, and p(2 9 1S given by

> o 1 S s
Pa,2)=—P2, ~
ST (pao P + pas )Pl + Peal®) T paollpeol

P@a,2),P2,2)

(C.2)

where we made use of (5.54). Combining the above estimates, we are left with
1/2

2|1 2\ /2 2|2 2
Z Z a5 (Pa,y, Pa.o)l Z Py l*15"(Pe,1), Pe.0): Pe3)) .

Pa,00P2,00  pa,i P(2,1):P(2,3)
p(l,O):_p(Q,O)
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Here, we used that the factor on the right hand side of cancels the term [ [, _, 5 [P0
in (C.1). The above however equals the expression in (5.56) and can be bounded in the

same way as in (5.57).
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