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CONVERGENCE OF DENSITIES OF SPATIAL AVERAGES OF

STOCHASTIC HEAT EQUATION

SEFIKA KUZGUN AND DAVID NUALART

Abstract. In this paper, we consider the one-dimensional stochastic heat equation driven
by a space time white noise. In two different scenarios: (i) initial condition u0 = 1 and
general nonlinear coefficient σ and (ii): initial condition u0 = δ0 and σ(x) = x (Parabolic
Anderson Model), we establish rates of convergence for the uniform distance between the
density of (renormalized) spatial averages and the standard normal density. These results are
based on the combination of Stein method for normal approximations and Malliavin calculus
techniques. A key ingredient in Case (i) is a new estimate on the L

p-norm of the second
Malliavin derivative.
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1. Introduction

Consider the one-dimensional stochastic heat equation

∂u

∂t
=

1

2

∂2u

∂x2
+ σ(u)Ẇ , x ∈ R, t > 0, (1.1)

with initial condition u(0, x) = u0(x), where Ẇ is a space-time white noise. This is to say,

informally, that Ẇ = {Ẇ (t, x) : (t, x) ∈ R+ × R} is a centered Gaussian random field with
covariance

E
(
Ẇ (t1, x1)Ẇ (t2, x2)

)
= δ0(t1 − t2)δ0(x1 − x2),

where δ0 is the Dirac delta measure at zero.
The existence and uniqueness of a mild solution u(t, x) to equation (1.1) has been proved

by Chen and Dalang in [3] (see also the lecture notes by Walsh [15] in the case where u0 is a
bounded function), assuming that σ is Lipschitz and u0 is a signed measure that satisfies the
following integrability condition for any t > 0

∫

R

|u0|(dx)pt(x) < ∞. (1.2)

Here and along the paper we will make use of the notation pt(x) :=
1√
2πt

e−x2/2t for t > 0 and

x ∈ R.
We are interested in the asymptotic behavior of the spatial averages of the solution to

equation (1.1) in the following two particular cases:

Case 1: u0 ≡ 1 and σ : R → R is a Lipschitz function such that σ(1) 6= 0.

Case 2: u0 = δ0 and σ(x) = x.

The work by D. Nualart has been supported by the NSF grants DMS-2054735.
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We observe that, for any t > 0, in Case 1, the process {u(t, x) : x ∈ R} is stationary and in
Case 2, the process {U(t, x) : x ∈ R}, where

U(t, x) :=
u(t, x)

pt(x)
,

is also stationary (see Amir, Corwin and Quastel [1]).
Fix R > 0 and consider the corresponding centered and normalized spatial averages defined

by

FR,t :=
1

σR,t

(∫ R

−R
u(t, x)dx− 2R

)
, where σ2

R,t := Var

(∫ R

−R
u(t, x)dx

)
(1.3)

in Case 1, and

GR,t :=
1

ΣR,t

(∫ R

−R
U(t, x)dx− 2R

)
, where Σ2

R,t := Var

(∫ R

−R
U(t, x)dx

)
(1.4)

in Case 2.
Huang, Nualart and Viitasaari [10] and Chen, Khoshnevisan, Nualart and Pu [7], studied

the limiting behavior of FR,t and GR,t, respectively, as R tends to infinity. In these papers,
functional central limit theorems have been established. Moreover, by the Malliavin-Stein
approach, introduced by Nourdin and Peccati (see [12]), upper bounds for the total variation
distance have been obtained. More precisely, it has been proven that, for any fixed t > 0 and
for all R ≥ 1,

dTV (FR,t , N(0, 1)) ≤ Ct√
R
, (1.5)

and

dTV (GR,t , N(0, 1)) ≤ Ct
√
logR√
R

, (1.6)

where dTV denotes the total variation distance and Ct is a constant depending on t.
The purpose of this paper is to derive upper bounds for the rate of convergence of the

uniform distance of densities in the two cases above mentioned. Upper bounds for the uniform
distance of densities using techniques of Malliavin calculus were first derived by Hu, Lu and
Nualart in [9]. Inspired by the methodology introduced in this reference, we have been able to
obtain the following two main results. In Case 1, we will make use of the following hypothesis
on σ:

(H1): σ : R → R is a twice continuously differentiable function with σ′ bounded and |σ′′(x)| ≤
C(1 + |x|m), for some m > 0.

Theorem 1.1. In Case 1, let u = {u(t, x) : (t, x) ∈ R+ × R} be the mild solution to the
stochastic heat equation (1.1). Assume that σ satisfies hypothesis (H1). Suppose also that for
some q > 10, E [|σ(u(t, 0))|−q ] < ∞. Fix t > 0 and let FR,t be defined as in (1.3). Then, for
all R > 0,

sup
x∈R

|fFR,t
(x)− φ(x)| ≤ Ct√

R
,

where fFR,t
and φ are the densities of FR,t and N(0, 1), respectively.

We remark that condition E [|σ(u(t, 0))|−q ] < ∞ holds if σ is bounded away from zero or if
|σ(x)| ≤ Λ|x| for all x ∈ R and for some constant Λ > 0 (see, for instance, [4, Theorem 1.5]).
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Theorem 1.2. In Case 2, assume that the random field u = {u(t, x) : (t, x) ∈ R+ × R} solves
the stochastic heat equation

∂u

∂t
=

1

2

∂2u

∂x2
+ uẆ , x ∈ R, t > 0,

with the initial condition u0(x) = δ0. Let GR,t be defined as in (1.4). Fix γ > 19
2 . Then, there

exists an R0 ≥ 1 such that for all R ≥ R0

sup
x∈R

|fGR,t
(x)− φ(x)| ≤ Ct(logR)γ√

R
,

where fGR,t
and φ are the densities of GR,t and N(0, 1), respectively.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we introduce some preliminaries
on the definition of mild solution and we recall some basic elements of Malliavin calculus. In
Section 3 we establish the basic upper bound for the uniform distance between the density of
a given random variable F , which is a functional of an underlying isonormal Gaussian process,
and the standard Gaussian density (see Theorem 3.2). In this estimate we assume that the
random variable F has a representation as a divergence, that is, F = δ(v). A basic assumption
is the existence of negative moments of the projection 〈DF, v〉L2(R+×R). Theorem 6.2 in [9]

can be considered as a particular case of Theorem 3.2 when v = −DL−1F , where L is the
generator of the Orsntein-Uhlenbeck semigroup. Section 4 is devoted to the proof of Theorem
1.1 and Section 5 provides the proof of Theorem 1.2. Finally, the Appendix contains some
technical lemmas used along the paper.

We remark that a fundamental ingredient in the proof of the upper bounds (1.5) and (1.6)
is the estimate of the p-norm of the Malliavin derivative of the solution. More precisely, the
upper bounds

‖Ds,yu(t, x)‖p ≤ CT,ppt−s(x− y)

and
‖Ds,yu(t, x)‖p ≤ CT,ppt−s(x− y)ps(y)

for any p ≥ 2 and 0 < s < t < T , x, y ∈ R in Case 1 and Case 2, respectively, play a basic role
in proving (1.5) and (1.6). However, when dealing with estimates for the uniform distance of
the densities, in view of inequality (3.1) in Theorem 3.2, we need similar estimates but for the
p-norm of the second Malliavin derivative. If σ(x) = x an upper bound for ‖Dr,zDs,yu(t, x)‖p
has been obtained by Chen, Khoshnevisan, Nualart and Pu [6, Proposition 3.4] when u0 = 1
and by Kuzgun and Nualart in [11] for a general initial condition satisfying (1.2). In Case 1,
for a general function σ satisfying Hypothesis (H1), this estimate is established in Proposition
4.1 (see inequality (4.4)). This inequality solves a standing open problem in this topic and it
has its own interest.

Along the paper Ct and Ct,p will denote generic nonnegative and finite constants that
depend on t and (t, p), respectively and might depend also on σ.

2. Preliminaries

We first introduce the white noise on R+×R. Let H = L2(R+×R) and denote by Bb (R+ × R)
the collection of Borel sets A ∈ R+ × R with finite Lebesgue measure, denoted by m(A).
Consider a family of centered Gaussian random variables {W (A) : A ∈ Bb (R+ × R)}, defined
on a complete probability space (Ω,F ,P), with covariance

E [W (A)W (B)] = m(A ∩B) for all A,B ∈ Bb(R+ × R).
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The Wiener integrals

W (h) :=

∫

R+×R

h(s, y)W (ds, dy), h ∈ H,

define an isonormal Gaussian process on the Hilbert space H.
For t > 0, let Ft denote the σ-field generated by {W ([0, s]×A) : 0 ≤ s ≤ t, A ∈ Bb(R)}

and the P -null sets. A random field X = {X(s, y) : (s, y) ∈ R+ × R} is said to be adapted if
X(s, y) is Fs-measurable for each (s, y) ∈ R+ × R. For any adapted random field X, that is
also jointly measurable and square integrable, i.e.

∫

R+

∫

R

E
[
X2(s, y)

]
dyds < ∞,

the stochastic integral
∫

R+×R

X(s, y)W (ds, dy)

is well defined (see [15]).
The following proposition (see [3, 15]) ensures the existence and uniqueness of a mild solution

to equation (1.1) in Case 1 and Case 2.

Proposition 2.1. In Case 1, there exists a unique measurable and adapted random field
u = {u(t, x) : (t, x) ∈ R+ × R} such that for all T > 0 and p ≥ 2

sup
(t,x)∈[0,T ]×R

E [|u(t, x)|p] = CT,p , (2.1)

and for all t ≥ 0 and x ∈ R

u(t, x) = 1 +

∫

[0,t]×R

pt−s(x− y)σ(u(s, y))W (ds, dy). (2.2)

In Case 2, there exists a unique measurable and adapted random field
u = {u(t, x) : (t, x) ∈ (0,∞) × R} such that for all T > 0, t ∈ (0, T ], x ∈ R and p ≥ 2

E [|u(t, x)|p] ≤ CT,ppt(x) , (2.3)

and for all t > 0 and x ∈ R

u(t, x) = pt(x) +

∫

[0,t]×R

pt−s(x− y)u(s, y)W (ds, dy). (2.4)

2.1. Malliavin Calculus. We recall some basic facts from Malliavin calculus. For a broader
exposition, we refer to [13]. We recall that H = L2(R+ × R). Let S denote the collection of
smooth and cylindrical random variables of the form

F = f (W (h1), . . . ,W (hn)) , (2.5)

where f ∈ C∞
b (Rn), that is, f is infinitely differentiable and all its partial derivatives are

bounded, and h1, . . . , hn ∈ H. For a random variable F ∈ S of the form (2.5), we define its
Malliavin derivative by putting

Dt,xF =
n∑

i=1

∂f

∂xi
(W (h1), · · · ,W (hn))hi(t, x)
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for t ≥ 0 and x ∈ R. For any real number p ≥ 1 and any integer k ≥ 1, let D
k,p be the closure

of S with respect to the norm

‖F‖k,p =


E [|F |p] +

k∑

j=1

E
[∥∥DjF

∥∥p
H⊗j

]



1/p

,

where Dj denotes the jth iterated derivative. If V is a real separable Hilbert space, similarly
we can introduce the corresponding Sobolev spaces D

k,p(V ) of V -valued random variables.
The divergence operator δ is defined as the adjoint of the derivative operator D as an

unbounded operator from L1(Ω) to L1(Ω;H). Namely, an element v ∈ L1(Ω;H) belongs to
the domain of δ, denoted by Dom δ, if there exists an integrable random variable δ(v) verifying

E [Fδ(v)] = E [〈DF, v〉H] ,

for any F ∈ S. A crucial property of divergence is the fact that any adapted and square
integrable process v belongs to Dom δ and δ(v) coincides with the stochastic integral:

δ(v) =

∫

R+×R

v(s, y)W (ds, dy).

The following lemma is a factorization property of the divergence operator, obtained in this
generality in [2, Lemma 1].

Lemma 2.2. Fix p, p′ > 1 with 1/p + 1/p′ = 1. Let F ∈ D
1,p′, v ∈ Dom δ, be such that

v ∈ Lp(Ω;H)) and δ(v) ∈ Lp(Ω). Then Fv ∈ Dom δ, and

δ(Fv) = Fδ(v) − 〈DF, v〉H.

Because δ is a continuous linear operator from D1,p(H) to Lp(Ω), Lemma (2.2) holds true

provided F ∈ D
1,p′ and v ∈ D

1,p(H).
The operators D and δ satisfy the following commutation relation

Ds,y(δ(v)) = v(s, y) + δ(Ds,yv), (2.6)

for almost all (s, y) ∈ R+×R, provided v ∈ D
1,2(Ω;H) is such that for almost all (s, y) ∈ R+×R,

Ds,yv belongs to the domain of the divergence in L2 and E
[∫

R+×R
|δ(Ds,yv)|2dsdy

]
< ∞ (see

[13, Proposition 1.3.2]).

2.2. Notation. Recall that pt(x) :=
1√
2πt

e−x2/2t for t > 0 and x ∈ R. We will make use of

the following identity. For 0 < s < t, a, b ∈ R,

pt−s(a)ps(b) = pt(a+ b)p s(t−s)
t

(b− s

t
(a+ b)). (2.7)

For a Lipschitz function f , let Lipf := supx 6=y
|f(x)−f(y)|

|x−y| < ∞. We set

Σt,x := σ(u(t, x)), Σ
(1)
t,x := σ′(u(t, x)), Σ

(2)
t,x := σ′′(u(t, x)). (2.8)

Set QR := [−R,R], and define for 0 < s < t and y ∈ R

φR,t(s, y) :=
1

σR,t

∫

QR

pt−s(x− y)dx, (2.9)
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and

ϕR,t(s, y) :=
1

ΣR,t

∫

QR

ps(t−s)/t(y − s

t
x)dx. (2.10)

For an H-valued random variable v : Ω → H and F ∈ D
1,1, we put

DvF := 〈DF, v〉H .

3. Existence and estimates of densities

In this section, we recall the basic density formula for one-dimensional random variables,
and state and prove an estimate on the uniform distance between the density of a random
variable and the standard normal density, see Theorem 3.2. The proof of this theorem follows
the lines of the proof Theorem 6.2 of [9]. For the sake of completeness, we include here some
details of the proof. These results will be later applied in the context of spatial averages of
the stochastic heat equation.

The results of this section are valid in the framework of a general isonormal Gaussian process
W = {W (h) : h ∈ H} on a Hilbert space H. The following density formula under general
assumptions on the random variable has been proved in [2, Proposition 1].

Proposition 3.1. Let F ∈ D
1,1 and v ∈ L1(Ω;H) be such that DvF 6= 0 a.s. Assume that

v/DvF ∈ Dom δ. Then the law of F has a continuous and bounded density given by

fF (x) = E

[
1{F>x}δ

(
v

DvF

)]
.

Using Lemma 2.2, in the context of Proposition 3.1, the following constitute sufficient
conditions for v/DvF ∈ Dom δ, for some p, p′ with 1/p + 1/p′ = 1 (see [2, Lemma 3]):

(i) (DvF )−1 ∈ D
1,p′ .

(ii) v ∈ D
1,p(H).

In view of [2, Lemma 4], a sufficient condition for (i) is (DvF )−1 ∈ Lp′(Ω) and

(DvF )−2 [‖D2F‖H⊗H‖v‖H + ‖Dv‖H⊗H‖DF‖H
]
∈ Lp′(Ω).

Therefore, assuming that F ∈ D
2,p and (DvF )−1 ∈ Lq(Ω), then condition (i) holds if 2/q +

3/p = 1 for some p > 3 and q > 2. In particular, we can take q = 4 and p = 6.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that v ∈ D
1,6(Ω;H) and F = δ(v) ∈ D

2,6 with E [F ] = 0, E
[
F 2
]
= 1

and (DvF )−1 ∈ L4(Ω). Then, v/DvF ∈ Dom δ, F admits a density fF (x) and the following
inequality holds true

sup
x∈R

|fF (x)− φ(x)| ≤
(
‖F‖4

∥∥(DvF )−1
∥∥
4
+ 2
)
‖1−DvF‖2

+
∥∥(DvF )−1

∥∥2
4
‖Dv (DvF )‖2 , (3.1)

where φ(x) is the density of the law N(0, 1).

Proof. First, note that, by Proposition 3.1, F admits a density fF (x) = E
[
1{F>x}δ (v̄)

]
, where

v̄ = v/DvF . As a consequence, we can write

sup
x∈R

|fF (x)− φ(x)| = sup
x∈R

∣∣E
[
1{F>x}δ (v̄)

]
− E

[
1{N>x}N

]∣∣ , (3.2)
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where N denotes a N(0, 1) random variable. We have

δ(v̄) = δ

(
v

DvF

)
=

F

DvF
−Dv

(
1

DvF

)
=

F

DvF
+

Dv (DvF )

(DvF )2
. (3.3)

Indeed, the second equality follows from Lemma 2.2 together with F = δ(v), and the third
one follows from the chain rule. Then, substituting (3.3) into (3.2), yields

Φx :=
∣∣E
[
1{F>x}δ (v̄)

]
− E

[
1{N>x}N

]∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣E
[
1{F>x}F

DvF

]
− E

[
1{F>x}Dv (DvF )

(DvF )2

]
− E

[
1{N>x}N

]∣∣∣∣ . (3.4)

Adding and subtracting E
[
1{F>x}F

]
in (3.4), we get

Φx ≤ E

[∣∣∣∣
(1−DvF )F

DvF

∣∣∣∣
]
+ E

[ |Dv (DvF ) |
(DvF )2

]
+
∣∣E
[
F1{F>x} −N1{N>x}

]∣∣ . (3.5)

Applying Hölder’s inequlity to the first term, we obtain

E

[∣∣∣∣
(1−DvF )F

DvF

∣∣∣∣
]
≤ ‖F‖4

∥∥∥(DvF )−1
∥∥∥
4
‖1−DvF‖2 . (3.6)

Meanwhile, applying Hölder’s inequality to the second term, we get

E

[ |Dv (DvF ) |
(DvF )2

]
≤
∥∥∥(DvF )−1

∥∥∥
2

4
‖Dv (DvF )‖2 . (3.7)

Finally, applying Stein’s method with h(y) = y1{y>x} (see [12, Chapter 3]), and using the

integration by parts formula E [Ff(F )] = E [f ′(F )〈DF, v〉H], we have
∣∣E
[
F1{F>x} −N1{N>x}

]∣∣ = E
[
f ′
h(F )− Ffh(F )

]

= E
[
f ′
h(F ) (1−DvF )

]
≤ ‖f ′

h(F )‖2‖1−DvF‖2, (3.8)

where fh is the solution to the Stein equation associated to the function h. The estimate in
[9, Lemma 2.1] states that |f ′

h(y)| ≤ |y|+ 1. Therefore,

‖f ′
h(F )‖2 ≤ 2.

Then, substituting (3.6), (3.7) and (3.8) into (3.5) yields the desired estimate.
�

4. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Before proving Theorem 1.1, we will show two fundamental technical ingredients: Moment
estimates for the second Malliavin derivative of the solution and negative moments of the
projection of DFR,t on vR,t, where FR,t = δ(vR,t).

4.1. Moment estimates of the second derivative of u. Let u be the solution to the
stochastic heat equation (1.1) with initial condition u0 = 1. We know (see [14, Proposition
5.1] or [13, Proposition 2.4.4]) that for all (t, x) ∈ R+×R, u(t, x) ∈ ∩p≥2D

1,p and the Malliavin
derivative Ds,yu(t, x) solves the following linear stochastic integral equation:

Ds,yu(t, x) = pt−s(x− y)σ(u(s, y))+

∫

[s,t]×R

pt−τ (x− ξ)σ′(u(τ, ξ))Ds,yu(τ, ξ)W (dτ, dξ) (4.1)
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for almost all s ∈ [0, t] and y ∈ R. Moreover, the following estimate holds true:

‖Ds,yu(t, x)‖p ≤ CT,ppt−s(x− y) (4.2)

for all 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T and x, y ∈ R.
The following proposition provides the corresponding bound for the moments of the second

derivative.

Proposition 4.1. Let u be the solution to the stochastic heat equation (1.1) with initial con-
dition u0 = 1, and assume hypothesis (H1). Fix (t, x) ∈ R+ × R. Then u(t, x) ∈ ∩p≥2D

2,p

and for almost all 0 < r < s < t, y, z ∈ R, the second derivative Dr,zDs,yu(t, x) satisfies the
following linear stochastic differential equation:

Dr,zDs,yu(t, x) = pt−s(x− y)σ′(u(s, y))Dr,zu(s, y)

+

∫

[s,t]×R

pt−τ (x− ξ)σ′′(u(τ, ξ))Dr,zu(τ, ξ)Ds,yu(τ, ξ)W (dτ, dξ)

+

∫

[s,t]×R

pt−τ (x− ξ)σ′(u(τ, ξ))Dr,zDs,yu(τ, ξ)W (dτ, dξ). (4.3)

Moreover, for all 0 ≤ r < s < t ≤ T and x, y, z ∈ R, we have

‖Dr,zDs,yu(t, x)‖p ≤ CT,pΦr,z,s,y(t, x), (4.4)

where CT,p is a constant that depends on T , p and σ and

Φr,z,s,y(t, x) :=pt−s(x− y) (4.5)

×
(
ps−r(y − z) +

pt−r(z − y) + pt−r(z − x) + 1{|y−x|>|z−y|}
(s− r)1/4

)
.

Proof. We will make use of the Picard iteration scheme. For any (t, x) ∈ R+ × R we put
u0(t, x) = 1, and for n ∈ N we inductively define

un+1(t, x) = 1 +

∫

[0,t]×R

pt−τ (x− ξ)σ(un(τ, ξ))W (dτ, dξ).

Then, for any p ≥ 2, there exists a constant cT,p such that for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× R

sup
n∈N

‖un(t, x)‖p ≤ cT,p. (4.6)

This result is proved in [13, Theorem 2.4.3] for the case of the stochastic heat equation on
[0, 1] with Dirichlet boundary conditions and the proof works similarly for the equation on R.

We apply the properties of the divergence operator, namely using (2.6), to get that for
almost all (s, y) ∈ [0, t]× R and x ∈ R,

Ds,yun+1(t, x) = pt−s(x− y)Σn,s,y +

∫

[s,t]×R

pt−τ (x− ξ)Σ
(1)
n,τ,ξDs,yun(τ, ξ)W (dτ, dξ), (4.7)

and for almost all s > t, Ds,yun+1(t, x) = 0, where we made use of the notation (2.8) with

Σn,s,y := σ(un(s, y)) and Σ
(1)
n,τ,ξ := σ′(un(τ, ξ)).

It has also been proven in [10, Lemma A.1] that there is a constant cT,p, depending on T and
p, such that for almost all (s, y) ∈ [0, t]× R and for all (t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× R,

sup
n∈N

‖Ds,yun(t, x)‖p ≤ cT,ppt−s(x− y). (4.8)
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Once again using (2.6) and (4.7) together with the Leibniz rule for derivatives, we have, for
almost every r, z such that 0 < r < s < t and z ∈ R,

Dr,zDs,yun+1(t, x) = pt−s(x− y)Σ(1)
n,s,yDr,zun(s, y)

+

∫

[s,t]×R

pt−τ (x− ξ)Σ
(2)
n,τ,ξDr,zun(τ, ξ)Ds,yun(τ, ξ)W (dτ, dξ)

+

∫

[s,t]×R

pt−τ (x− ξ)Σ
(1)
n,τ,ξDr,zDs,yun(τ, ξ)W (dτ, dξ), (4.9)

where Σ
(2)
n,τ,ξ := σ′′(un(τ, ξ)). Applying Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality in (4.9), the esti-

mate (4.8), Hypothesis (H1) and the moment estimates (4.6), for any p ≥ 2 we have for all
(t, x) ∈ [0, T ]× R,

‖Dr,zDs,yun+1(t, x)‖2p ≤ CT,pp
2
t−s(x− y)p2s−r(y − z)

+CT,p

∫ t

s

∫

R

p2t−τ (x− ξ)p2τ−r(ξ − z)p2τ−s(ξ − y)dξdτ

+CT,p

∫ t

s

∫

R

p2t−τ (x− ξ)‖Dr,zDs,yun(τ, ξ)‖2pdξdτ, (4.10)

for some constant CT,p > 0 which depends on T , p and σ. Let J be the measure on [s, t]× R

defined by

J(dτ, dξ) := p2τ−r(ξ − z)δs,y(dτ, dξ) + p2τ−r(ξ − z)p2τ−s(ξ − y)dτdξ.

Then, we can put the first two summands in (4.10) together and rewrite this inequality as
follows:

‖Dr,zDs,yun+1(t, x)‖2p ≤ CT,p

∫

[s,t]×R

p2t−τ (x− ξ)J(dτ, dξ)

+ CT,p

∫

[s,t]×R

p2t−τ (x− ξ) ‖Dr,zDs,yun(τ, ξ)‖2p dτdξ.

After one iteration, this leads to

‖Dr,zDs,yun+1(t, x)‖2p ≤ CT,p

∫ t

s

∫

R

p2t−s1(x− y1)J(ds1, dy1)

+ C2
T,p

∫ t

s

∫

R

∫ s1

s

∫

R

p2t−s1(x− y1)p
2
s1−s2(y1 − y2)J(ds2, dy2)dy1ds1

+ C2
T,p

∫ t

s

∫ s1

s

∫

R2

p2t−s1(x− y1)p
2
s1−s2(y1 − y2) ‖Dr,zDs,yun−1(s2, y2)‖2p dy2dy1ds2ds1.

If we perform n− 1 iterations, taking into account that ‖Dr,zDs,yu1(s, y)‖2p = 0, we obtain

‖Dr,zDs,yun+1(t, x)‖2p ≤ CT,p

∫ t

s

∫

R

p2t−s1(x− y1)J(ds1, dy1)

+
n−1∑

k=1

Ck+1
T,p

∫ t

s

∫

R

∫ s1

s

∫

R

· · ·
∫ sk

s

∫

R

p2t−s1(x− y1)p
2
s1−s2(y1 − y2) · · ·

× p2sk−sk+1
(yk − yk+1)J(dsk+1, dyk+1)dykdsk · · · dy1ds1.
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For 0 ≤ r < s < t, x, y, z ∈ R, set

K2
r,z,s,y(t, x) :=

∫ t

s

∫

R

p2t−s1(x− y1)J(ds1, dy1). (4.11)

For the sake of simplicity, we use K2(t, x) to denote K2
r,z,s,y(t, x). The identity p2t (x) =

1√
2πt

pt/2(x) now implies

‖Dr,zDs,yun+1(t, x)‖2p ≤ CT,pK
2(t, x)

+

n−1∑

k=1

Ck+1
T,p

(2π)
k+1
2

∫

s<sk+1<···<s2<s1<t
ds1 · · · dsk

∫

Rk+1

dy1 · · · dyk

× [(t− s1)(s1 − s2) · · · (sk − sk+1)]
− 1

2

× p t−s1
2

(x− y1)p s1−s2
2

(y1 − y2) · · · p sk−sk+1
2

(yk − yk+1)J(dsk+1, dyk+1).

Integrating in the variables y1, . . . , yk and using the semigroup property of the heat kernel
yields

‖Dr,zDs,yun+1(t, x)‖2p ≤ CT,pK
2(t, x) +

n−1∑

k=1

Ck+1
T,p

(2π)
k+1
2

∫

s<sk+1<···<s2<s1<t
dsk · · · ds1

× [(t− s1)(s1 − s2) · · · (sk − sk+1)]
− 1

2

∫

R

p t−sk+1
2

(x− yk+1)J(dsk+1, dyk+1)

= CT,pK
2(t, x) +

n−1∑

k=1

Ck+1
T,p

(2π)
k+1
2

∫

0<rk<···<r2<r1<1
drk · · · dr1

× [(1− r1)(r1 − r2) · · · rk]−
1
2

∫

R

∫ t

s
(t− τ)

k
2 p t−τ

2
(x− ξ)J(dτ, dξ)

= CT,pK
2(t, x) +

n−1∑

k=1

Γ(1/2)kCk+1

(2π)
k
2Γ(k/2)

∫

R

∫ t

s
(t− τ)

k+1
2 p2t−τ (x− ξ)J(τ, dξ)

≤ CK2(t, x) +

n−1∑

k=1

Γ(1/2)kCk+1
T,p T

k+1
2

(2π)
k
2Γ(k/2)

∫

R

∫ t

s
p2t−τ (x− ξ)J(dτ, dξ)

≤


CT,p +

∞∑

k=1

Γ(1/2)kCk+1
T,p T

k+1
2

(2π)
k
2Γ(k/2)


K2(t, x)

=: C̃2
T,pK

2(t, x).

Using Lemma A.1, we arrive at the upper-bound

sup
n∈N

‖Dr,zDs,yun(t, x)‖p ≤ C̃T,pΦr,z,s,y(t, x).
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As a consequence, applying Minkowski’s inequality we can write

sup
n∈N

E
[∥∥D2un(t, x)

∥∥p
H⊗H

]
≤ sup

n∈N

(∫

[0,t]2

∫

R2

‖Dr,zDs,yun(t, x)‖2pdydzdrds
) p

2

≤ C̃p
T,p

(
2

∫ t

0

∫ s

0

∫

R2

Φr,z,s,y(t, x)dzdydrds

) p
2

< ∞.

Since un(t, x) converges in Lp(Ω) to u(t, x) for all p ≥ 2, we deduce that u(t, x) ∈ ∩p≥2D
2,p.

By the same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 6.4 in [5] we deduce the estimate

‖Dr,zDs,yu(t, x)‖p ≤ C̃T,pΦr,z,s,y(t, x)

for all 0 < r < s < t < T , z, y, x ∈ R and p ≥ 2. �

4.2. Negative moments. Recall that u satisfies equation (2.2). For any fixed t > 0, the
random variable FR,t defined in (1.3) is given by

FR,t =
1

σR,t

(∫

QR

∫ t

0

∫

R

pt−s(x− y)σ(u(s, y))W (ds, dy) dx

)

=

∫ t

0

∫

R

1

σR,t

(∫

QR

pt−s(x− y)σ(u(s, y))dx

)
W (ds, dy) ,

where we recall that QR = [−R,R]. So, taking into account that the Itô-Walsh stochastic
integral coincides with the divergence operator, we obtain the representation

FR,t = δ(vR,t),

where

vR,t(s, y) = 1[0,t](s)
1

σR,t

∫

QR

pt−s(x− y)σ(u(s, y))dx. (4.12)

In order to apply Theorem 3.2 we need estimates on the negative moments of DvR,t
FR,t.

The next proposition provides the desired estimates.

Proposition 4.2. Let u be the solution to the integral equation (2.2) and assume that σ is

Lipschitz. Fix p ≥ 2, t > 0 and assume that there exists q > 5p such that E
[
|σ(u(t, 0))|−2q

]
<

∞. Then, there exists R0 > 0 such that

sup
R≥R0

E
[∣∣DvR,t

FR,t

∣∣−p
]
< ∞. (4.13)

Proof. Consider the Malliavin derivative of FR,t given by

Dr,zFR,t =
1

σR,t

∫

QR

dxDr,zu(t, x).
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From (4.12) and (1.3), we can write

DvR,t
FR,t =

∫ t

0

∫

R

vR,t(r, z)Dr,zFR,tdzdr

=
1

σ2
R,t

∫

Q2
R

∫ t

0

∫

R

pt−r(x1 − z)σ(u(r, z))Dr,zu(t, x2)dzdrdx1dx2

=
1

σ2
R,t

∫

Q2
R

∫ t

0

∫

R

pt−r(x1 − z)σ2(u(r, z))Ψr,z(t, x2)dzdrdx1dx2, (4.14)

with the notation

Ψr,z(t, x) =
Dr,zu(t, x)

σ(u(r, z))
,

for any r < t. Notice that σ(u(r, z)) 6= 0 almost surely because E
[
|σ(u(r, z))|−2q

]
< ∞ due

to our hypothesis and the stationarity of the process {u(r, z) : z ∈ R}.
We claim that

Ψr,z(t, x) ≥ 0. (4.15)

Indeed, from equation (4.1), it follows that{Ψr,z(t, x) : (t, x) ∈ [r,∞)× R} satisfies:

Ψr,z(t, x) = pt−r(x− z) +

∫

[r,t]×R

pt−s(x− y)σ′(u(s, y))Ψr,z(t, x)W (ds, dy).

That means,Ψr,z(t, x) solves the heat equation

∂Ψr,z

∂t
=

1

2

∂2Ψr,z

∂x2
+ σ′(u)Ψr,zẆ , x ∈ R, t ∈ [r,∞),

with initial condition Ψr,z(t, x)
∣∣
t=r

= δz(x) and, in particular, Ψr,z(t, x) is nonnegative.
As a consequence, from (4.14) and (4.15) it follows that DvR,t

FR,t ≥ 0 and we can write

DvR,t
FR,t ≥

1

σ2
R,t

∫

Q2
R

∫ t

t−εα

∫

R

pt−r(x1 − z)σ(u(r, z))Dr,zu(t, x2)dzdrdx1dx2,

for any ε < t and α < 1. Set tα := t− εα. Using this estimate, we get

P
(
DvR,t

FR,t < ε
)
≤ P

(
1

σ2
R,t

∫

Q2
R

∫ t

tα

∫

R

pt−r(x1 − z)σ(u(r, z))Dr,zu(t, x2)dzdrdx1dx2 < ε

)
.

With the notation (2.9), using (4.1) we obtain

1

σ2
R,t

∫

Q2
R

∫ t

tα

∫

R

pt−r(x1 − z)σ(u(r, z))Dr,zu(t, x2)dzdrdx1dx2

=

∫ t

tα

∫

R

φ2
R,t(r, z)σ

2(u(r, z))dzdr

+

∫ t

tα

∫

R

(∫

[r,t]×R

φR,t(s, y)φR,t(r, z)σ
′(u(s, y))Dr,zu(s, y)W (ds, dy)

)
σ(u(r, z)dzdr

=: I1 + I2.
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From

P (I1 + I2 < ε) ≤ P (I1 < 2ε) + P (I1 + I2 < ε, I1 ≥ 2ε) (4.16)

≤ P (I1 < 2ε) + P (|I2| > ε) ,

we have

P

(
1

σ2
R

∫

Q2
R

∫ t

tα

∫

R

pt−r(x1 − z)σ(u(r, z))Dr,zu(t, x2)dzdrdx1dx2 < ε

)

≤ P (I1 < 2ε) + P (|I2| > ε) .

We shall next estimate these probabilities, starting with the first one:

P (I1 < 2ε) = P

(∫ t

tα

∫

R

φ2
R,t(r, z)σ

2(u(r, z))dzdr < ε

)

= P

(∫ t

tα

∫

R

φ2
R,t(r, z)

(
σ(u(r, z)) − σ(u(t, z)) + σ(u(t, z))

)2

dzdr < 2ε

)
.

Using the inequality (a + b)2 ≥ a2/2 − b2 for a, b ∈ R, and an estimate similar to (4.16), we
get

P

(∫ t

tα

∫

R

φ2
R,t(r, z) (σ(u(r, z)) − σ(u(t, z) + σ(u(t, z)))2 dzdr < 2ε

)

≤ P

(∫ t

tα

∫

R

φ2
R,t(r, z) (σ(u(t, z)))

2 dzdr < 6ε

)

+P

(∫ t

tα

∫

R

φ2
R,t(r, z) (σ(u(r, z)) − σ(u(t, z)))2 dzdr > ε

)

=: K1 +K2. (4.17)

For the term K1 in (4.17), by Chebyshev’s inequality, for q > 5p we obtain

K1 = P

([∫ t

tα

∫

R

φ2
R,t(r, z)σ

2(u(t, z))dzdr

]−1

>
1

6ε

)

≤ (6ε)qE

[(∫ t

tα

∫

R

φ2
R,t(r, z)σ

2(u(t, z))dzdr

)−q
]
. (4.18)

Set

m(ε,R) :=

∫ t

tα

∫

R

φ2
R,t(r, z)dzdr.
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Then, taking into account that the function x → x−q is convex and applying Jensen’s inequal-
ity, we can write

E

[(∫ t

tα

∫

R

φ2
R,t(r, z)σ

2(u(t, z))dzdr

)−q
]

= m(ε,R)−qE

[(
1

m(ε,R)

∫ t

tα

∫

R

φ2
R,t(r, z)σ

2(u(t, z))dzdr

)−q
]

≤ m(ε,R)−q−1

∫ t

tα

∫

R

φ2
R,t(r, z)E

[
|σ(u(t, z))|−2q

]
drdz. (4.19)

Since the solution is stationary in space, the factor Ct := E
[
|σ(u(t, z))|−2q

]
does not depend

on z and we assume it is finite. Therefore, from (4.18) and (4.19), we get

K1 ≤ Ct(6ε)
qm(ε,R)−q (4.20)

for some constant Ct > 0. Moreover,

m(ε,R) =
1

σ2
R,t

∫ εα

0

∫ R

−R

∫ R

−R
p2s(x1 − x2)dx1dx2ds

≥
√
2R

σ2
R,t

∫ εα

0

∫ R/
√
2

−R/
√
2
p2s(y)dyds.

Then, assuming ε ≤ 1 and R ≥ R0, we obtain

m(ε,R) ≥
√
2R

σ2
R,t

∫ εα

0

∫ 1/
√
2

−1/
√
2
p2(y)dyds ≥ Ctε

α, (4.21)

where in the last inequality we have used Lemma A.3 part (a). Hence, from (4.20) and (4.21),
we have

K1 ≤ Ctε
q(1−α). (4.22)

In order to estimate the term K2 in (4.17), we use Chebyschev’s inequality followed by
Minkowski’s inequality, as follows:

K2 ≤ ε−qE

[(∫ t

tα

∫

R

φ2
R,t(r, z)(σ(u(r, z)) − σ(u(t, z)))2dzdr

)q]

≤ ε−q

(∫ t

tα

∫

R

φ2
R,t(r, z)

(
E
[
|σ(u(r, z)) − σ(u(t, z))|2q

])1/q
dzdr

)q

. (4.23)

The Lipschitz continuity of σ and the 1/4-Hölder continuity of the solution u(t, x) in L2q(Ω)
allow us to write for any r ∈ [tα, t]

‖σ(u(r, z)) − σ(u(t, z))‖2q ≤ Lipσ‖u(r, z) − u(t, z)‖2q
≤ CtLipσ|t− r|1/4 ≤ CtLipσε

α/4. (4.24)
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On the other hand, from (4.21) we have, for R ≥ R0,
∫ t

tα

∫

R

φ2
R,t(r, z)dzdr =

1

σ2
R,t

∫ εα

0

∫

Q2
R

∫

R

pr(x1 − z)pr(z − x2)dzdx1dx2dr

≤ 1

σ2
R,t

∫ εα

0

∫

Q2
R

∫

R

p2r(x1 − x2)dx1dx2dr ≤ 2R

σ2
R,t

εα ≤ Ctε
α. (4.25)

Substituting (4.24) and (4.25) into (4.23), yields

K2 ≤ Ctε
( 3α

2
−1)q. (4.26)

We are left to estimate the following probability:

K3 :=P (|I2| > ε) .

Using Fubini’s theorem and Chebyschev’s inequality, we have

K3 ≤
1

εq
E

[∣∣∣∣∣

∫

[tα,t]×R

∫

R

∫ s

tα

φR,t(r, z)φR,t(s, y)Σ
(1)
s,yDr,zu(s, y)Σr,zdrdzW (ds, dy)

∣∣∣∣∣

q]
.

Then, applying Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, followed by Minkowski’s inequality, we
get

K3 ≤
Cq

εq
E



∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

tα

∫

R

(∫

R

∫ s

tα

φR,t(r, z)φR,t(s, y)Σ
(1)
s,yDr,zu(s, y)Σr,zdrdz

)2

dsdy

∣∣∣∣∣

q
2




=
Cq

εq
E

[∣∣∣∣∣

∫ t

tα

∫ s

tα

∫ s

tα

∫

R3

φR,t(r1, z1)φR,t(r2, z2)φ
2
R,t(s, y)

×Xr1,z1,r2,z2(s, y)dz1dz2dydr1dr2ds

∣∣∣∣∣

q
2
]

≤ Cq

εq

(∫ t

tα

∫ s

tα

∫ s

tα

∫

R3

φR,t(r1, z1)φR,t(r2, z2)φ
2
R,t(s, y)

× ‖Xr1,z1,r2,z2(s, y)‖q/2 dz1dz2dydr1dr2ds
) q

2

, (4.27)

where

Xr1,z1,r2,z2(s, y) :=
(
Σ(1)
s,y

)2
Dr1,z1u(s, y)Dr2,z2u(s, y)Σr1,z1Σr2,z2 .

Using Hölder’s inequality, the Lipschitz property of σ, the estimate (4.2) and the fact that
sup(r,z)∈[0,t]×R ‖σ(u(r, z))‖p < ∞ for all p ≥ 2, we have

‖Xr1,z1,r2,z2(s, y)‖q/2 ≤ Ctps−r1(y − z1)ps−r2(y − z2).

Plugging this bound in the estimate (4.27), we see that

K3 ≤
Ct

εq

(∫ t

tα

∫ s

tα

∫ s

tα

∫

R3

φR,t(r1, z1)φR,t(r2, z2)φ
2
R,t(s, y)

× ps−r1(y − z1)ps−r2(y − z2)dz1dz2dydr1dr2ds
) q

2
. (4.28)
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Integrating in z1 and z2, and using the semigroup property, we have for tα < s < t and for
R ≥ R0,

∫

R3



∏

i=1,2

φR,t(ri, zi)φR,t(s, y)ps−ri(y − zi)


 dz1dz2dy

=
1

σ2
R,t

∫

R

∫

Q2
R

∏

i=1,2

φR,t(s, y)pt+s−2ri(y − xi)dx1dx2dy

≤ 1

σ2
R,t

∫

R

φ2
R,t(s, y)



∏

i=1,2

∫

R

pt+s−2ri(y − x)dx


 dy

=
1

σ2
R,t

∫

R

φ2
R,t(s, y)dy ≤ Ct

σ2
R,t

≤ Ct,

where we use Lemma A.4 part (a) of the Appendix. Now, plugging this estimate in (4.28), we
get

K3 ≤
CT

εq

(∫ t

tα

∫ s

tα

∫ s

tα

dr1dr2ds

) q
2

= CT ε
( 3
2
α−1)q. (4.29)

Now, choosing α = 4/5, we get from (4.22), (4.26) and (4.29),

sup
R≥R0

P
(
DvR,t

FR,t) < ε
)
≤ CT ε

q/5.

Finally, using this estimate we get

sup
R≥R0

E
[(
DvR,t

FR,t

)−p
]
= sup

R≥R0

p

∫ ∞

0
ε−p−1P

(
DvR,t

FR,t < ε
)
dε

≤ 1 + sup
R≥R0

p

∫ 1

0
ε−p−1P

(
DvR,t

FR,t < ε
)
dε

≤ 1 + CT p

∫ 1

0
ε−p−1+q/5dε < ∞

for q > 5p, which completes our proof.
�

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem 1.1.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. We will apply Theorem 3.2 to the random variable FR,t = δ(vR,t). Fix
t > 0. From the proof of Theorem 1.1 in [10], we have

∥∥1−DvR,t
FR,t

∥∥
2
≤ Ct√

R
. (4.30)

We are only left to estimate the term
∥∥DvR,t

(
DvR,t

FR,t

)∥∥
2
. Recall that

DvR,t
FR,t =

1

σR,t

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

QR

φR,t(s, y)σ(u(s, y))Ds,yu(t, x)dxdyds.
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Taking the Malliavin derivative, we get

Dr,z

(
DvR,t

FR,t

)
=

1

σR,t

∫ t

r

∫

R

∫

QR

φR,t(s, y)σ
′(u(s, y))Dr,zu(s, y)Ds,yu(t, x)dxdyds

+
1

σR,t

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

QR

φR,t(s, y)σ(u(s, y))Dr,zDs,yu(t, x)dxdyds,

and, using the notation (2.8), we get

DvR,t

(
DvR,t

FR,t

)

=
1

σR,t

∫ t

0

∫ t

r

∫

R2

∫

QR

φR,t(r, z)φR,t(s, y)Σr,zΣ
(1)
s,yDr,zu(s, y)Ds,yu(t, x)dxdydzdsdr

+
2

σR,t

∫ t

0

∫ t

r

∫

R2

∫

QR

φR,t(r, z)φR,t(s, y)Σr,zΣs,yDr,zDs,yu(t, x)dxdydzdsdr.

Now using (4.1) and (4.3) for Ds,yu(t, x) and Dr,zDs,yu(t, x), respectively, we have

DvR,t

(
DvR,t

FR,t

)
= 2Y1

R,t + Y2
R,t + 2Y3

R,t + 2Y4
R,t,

where:

Y1
R,t =

∫ t

0

∫ t

r

∫

R2

dydzdsdrφ2
R,t(s, y)φR,t(r, z)Σr,zΣs,yΣ

(1)
s,yDr,zu(s, y),

Y2
R,t =

∫ t

0

∫ t

r

∫

R2

dydzdsdrφR,t(s, y)φR,t(r, z)Σr,zΣ
(1)
s,yDr,zu(s, y)

×
∫

[s,t]×R

φR,t(τ, ξ)Σ
(1)
τ,ξDs,yu(τ, ξ)W (dτ, dξ),

Y3
R,t =

∫ t

0

∫ t

r

∫

R2

dydzdsdrφR,t(s, y)φR,t(r, z)Σr,zΣs,y

×
∫

[s,t]×R

φR,t(τ, ξ)Σ
(2)
τ,ξDr,zu(τ, ξ)Ds,yu(τ, ξ)W (dτ, dξ),

Y4
R,t =

∫ t

0

∫ t

r

∫

R2

dydzdsdrφR,t(s, y)φR,t(r, z)Σr,zΣs,y

×
∫

[s,t]×R

φR,t(τ, ξ)Σ
(1)
τ,ξDr,zDs,yu(τ, ξ)W (dτ, dξ).

Putting together the terms Y i
R,t for i = 2, 3, 4, we can write

DvR,t

(
DvR,t

FR,t

)
= 2Y1

R,t + Y5
R,t,

where

Y5
R,t =

∫ t

0

∫

R

(∫ τ

0

∫ τ

r

∫

R2

φR,t(s, y)φR,t(r, z)Zr,z,s,y(τ, ξ)dsdrdydz

)
φR,t(τ, ξ)W (dτ, dξ),
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and we are using the notation

Zr,z,s,y(τ, ξ) =: Σr,zΣ
(1)
s,yΣ

(1)
τ,ξDr,zu(s, y)Ds,yu(τ, ξ)

+ 2Σr,zΣs,yΣ
(2)
τ,ξDr,zu(τ, ξ)Ds,yu(τ, ξ)

+ 2Σr,zΣs,yΣ
(1)
τ,ξDr,zDs,yu(τ, ξ). (4.31)

Therefore,

‖DvR,t

(
DvR,t

FR,t

)
‖2 ≤ 2‖Y1

R,t‖2 + ‖Y5
R,t‖2.

Estimation of
∥∥∥Y1

R,t

∥∥∥
2
: Note that using the estimates (2.1) and (4.2) and Hölder’s inequality

we have, for r < s, ∥∥∥Σr,zΣs,yΣ
(1)
s,yDr,zu(s, y)

∥∥∥
2
≤ Ctps−r(z − y).

As a consequence,

∥∥Y1
R,t

∥∥
2
≤ Ct

∫ t

0

∫ t

r

∫

R2

φ2
R,t(s, y)φR,t(r, z)ps−r(z − y)dydzdsdr.

Integrating in z and using the semigroup property, we have
∫

R

φR,t(r, z)ps−r(z − y)dz =
1

σR,t

∫

QR

∫

R

pt−r(x− z)ps−r(z − y)dzdx

=
1

σR,t

∫

QR

pt+s−2r(x− y)dx ≤ 1

σR,t
.

Using the above estimate, and Lemma A.4 part (a), Lemma A.3 part (a) and we get, for
R ≥ R0,

∥∥Y1
R,t

∥∥
2
≤ Ct

σR,t

∫ t

0

∫ t

r

∫

R

φ2
R,t(s, y)dydsdr ≤ Ct

σR,t
≤ Ct√

R
.

Estimation of
∥∥∥Y5

R,t

∥∥∥
2
: Using the Ito-Walsh isometry of the stochastic integral and Cauchy-

Schwarz inequality, we obtain

∥∥Y5
R,t

∥∥2
2
=

∫ t

0

∫

R

E

[(∫ τ

0

∫ τ

r

∫

R2

φR,t(s, y)φR,t(r, z)Zr,z,s,y(τ, ξ)dsdrdydz

)2
]
φ2
R,t(τ, ξ)dξdτ

=

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

0≤r1≤s1≤τ
0≤r2≤s2≤τ

∫

R4

∏

i=1,2

dyidzidridsiφR,t(si, yi)φR,t(ri, zi)

× ‖Zri,zi,si,yi(τ, ξ)‖2φ2
R,t(τ, ξ)dξdτ.

From the decomposition (4.31), using Hölder’s inequality and the estimates (2.1), (4.2) and
(4.4), we can write

∥∥Y5
R,t

∥∥2
2
≤ Ct

∫ t

0

∫

R

dξdτφ2
R,t(τ, ξ)

∫

0≤r1≤s1≤τ
0≤r2≤s2≤τ

∫

R4

∏

i=1,2

dyidzidridsiφR,t(si, yi)φR,t(ri, zi)

× [psi−ri(yi − zi)pτ−si(ξ − yi) + pτ−ri(ξ − zi)pτ−si(ξ − yi) + Φri,zi,si,yi(τ, ξ)] .
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The estimates φR,t(ri, zi), φR,t(ri, zi) ≤ 1
σR,t

imply

∥∥Y5
R,t

∥∥2
2
≤ Ct

σ2
R,t

∫ t

0

∫

R

dξdτφ2
R,t(τ, ξ)

∫

0≤r1≤s1≤τ
0≤r2≤s2≤τ

∫

R4

∏

i=1,2

dyidzidridsi

× [psi−ri(yi − zi)pτ−si(ξ − yi) + pτ−ri(ξ − zi)pτ−si(ξ − yi) + Φri,zi,si,yi(τ, ξ)] .

Integrating the variables zi and yi for i = 1, 2 and using Lemma A.2, we have

∥∥Y5
R,t

∥∥2
2
≤ C

σ2
R,t

∫ t

0

∫

R

φ2
R,t(τ, ξ)

(∫

0<r<s<τ

(
1 + (s− r)−1/4

)
drds

)2

dξdτ.

Using the above estimate, Lemma A.4 part (a), and Lemma A.3 part (a) we finally have for
R ≥ R0 ∥∥Y5

R,t

∥∥
2
≤ Ct√

R
. (4.32)

Finally, plugging the estimates (4.13), (4.30) and (4.32) into (3.1) we complete the proof. �

5. Proof of Theorem 1.2

Let u = {u(t, x) : (t, x) ∈ R+ × R} be the solution to equation (2.4). The process u is no
longer stationary in the space variable, but if we define U as

U(t, x) :=
u(t, x)

pt(x)

for (t, x) ∈ (0,∞) × R, then for any t > 0, the process {U(t, x) : x ∈ R} is stationary, see [1].
It has been proven in [7] that limt↓0 U(t, x) = 1 in Lp(Ω) for all x ∈ R and p ≥ 2. Moreover,

equation (2.4) can be reformulated in terms of U as follows

U(t, x) = 1 +

∫

[0,t]×R

p τ(t−τ)
t

(ξ − τ

t
x)U(s, y)W (dτ, dξ), (5.1)

where we used the identity (2.7).
According to Chen, Hu and Nualart [4, Proposition 5.1], for any t > 0 and any x ∈ R, the

random variable u(t, x) belongs to the Sobolev space D
k,p for any k ≥ 1 and p ≥ 2. As a

consequence, for all t > 0 and x ∈ R, U(t, x) ∈ ∩k≥1 ∩p≥2 D
k,p. Furthermore, for almost all

(s, y) ∈ (0, t)× R, using (2.6) and (5.1), we have,

Ds,yU(t, x) = p s(t−s)
t

(y − s

t
x)U(s, y) +

∫

[s,t]×R

p τ(t−τ)
t

(ξ − τ

t
x)Ds,yU(τ, ξ)W (dτ, dξ), (5.2)

and for almost all r ≤ s ≤ t and y, z ∈ R,

Dr,zDs,yU(t, x) =p s(t−s)
t

(y − s

t
x)Dr,zU(s, y)

+

∫

[s,t]×R

p τ(t−τ)
t

(ξ − τ

t
x)Dr,zDs,yU(τ, ξ)W (dτ, dξ). (5.3)

Let GR,t and ΣR,t be as defined in (1.4). Then, for any fixed t > 0, GR,t = δ(wR,t), where

wR,t(s, y) = 1[0,t](s)
1

ΣR,t

∫

QR

p s(t−s)
t

(y − s

t
x)U(s, y)dx

= 1[0,t](s)ϕR,t(s, y)U(s, y), (5.4)
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and ϕR,t(s, y) has been defined in (2.10). Finally, we also note that

Ds,yGR,t =
1

ΣR,t

∫

QR

Ds,yU(t, x),

and using (5.4)

DwR,t
GR,t =

1

ΣR,t

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

QR

ϕR,t(s, y)U(s, y)Ds,yU(t, x)dxdyds. (5.5)

The following moment estimates hold for all p ≥ 2 and for all (t, x) ∈ (0, T ]×R and almost
all 0 < r < s < t and y, z ∈ R:

‖u(t, x)‖p ≤ cT,ppt(x), (5.6)

‖Ds,yu(t, x)‖p ≤ cT,ppt−s(x− y)ps(y), (5.7)

and

‖Dr,zDs,yu(t, x)‖p ≤ cT,ppt−s(x− y)ps−r(y − z)pr(z), (5.8)

where cT,p is a constant depending only on T and p. We refer to Chen and Dalang [3, Theorem
2.4] for the proof of (5.6), to Chen, Khoshnevisan, Nualart and Pu [7, Lemma 2.1] for the
proof of (5.7) and Kuzgun and Nualart [11, Corollary 1.2] for the proof of (5.8). Dividing
by the factor pt(x) and using the identity (2.7) we derive the corresponding estimates for the
process U(t, x):

sup
(t,x)∈[0,T ]×R

‖U(t, x)‖p ≤ cT,p, (5.9)

‖Ds,yU(t, x)‖p ≤ cT,pp s(t−s)
t

(y − s

t
x). (5.10)

and

‖Dr,zDs,yu(t, x)‖p ≤ cT,pp s(t−s)
t

(y − s

t
x)p r(s−r)

s

(z − r

s
y). (5.11)

The next proposition ensures the existence of negative moments required in the application
of Theorem 3.2.

Proposition 5.1. Fix t ∈ (0, T ], p ≥ 2 and γ > 5. Then, there exist R0 > 1 and a constant
ct,p,γ, depending on t, p and γ, such that

∥∥∥
(
DwR,t

GR,t

)−1
∥∥∥
p
≤ ct,p,γ(logR)γ

for all R ≥ R0.

Proof. Using (5.5) and (5.2), we have

DwR,t
GR,t =

1

ΣR,t

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

QR

ϕR,t(s, y)U(s, y)Ds,yU(t, x)dxdyds

=

∫ t

0

∫

R

ϕ2
R,t(s, y)U

2(s, y)dyds

+

∫ t

0

∫

R

ϕR,t(s, y)U(s, y)

(∫

[s,t]×R

ϕR,t(τ, ξ)Ds,yU(τ, ξ)W (dτ, dξ)

)
dyds.
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Since U and DU are non-negative, DwR,t
GR,t ≥ 0 and we have

DwR,t
GR,t ≥

∫ t

tα

∫

R

ϕ2
R,t(s, y)U

2(s, y)dyds

+

∫ t

tα

∫

R

ϕR,t(s, y)U(s, y)

(∫

[s,t]×R

ϕR,t(τ, ξ)Ds,yU(τ, ξ)W (dτ, dξ)

)
dyds

=: I1 + I2,

where tα = t − εα, with ε ∈ (0, t
2 ] and α ∈ (0, 1]. As in the proof of Proposition 4.2, we can

write
P
(
DwR,tGR,t

< ε
)
≤ P (I1 < 2ε) + P (|I2| > ε) . (5.12)

We now estimate these probabilities in two steps.

Step 1: By Chebyshev inequality, for any q ≥ 2,

P (I1 < 2ε) ≤ P

(
I−1
1 >

1

2ε

)
≤ (2ε)qE

[(∫ t

tα

∫

R

ϕ2
t,R(s, y)U

2(s, y)dyds

)−q
]
. (5.13)

Set

m(ε,R) =

∫ t

tα

∫

R

ϕ2
t,R(s, y)dyds.

Using Lemma A.4 part (b), taking into account that s > t
2 , for all R ≥ R0, we have

m(ε,R) ≥ ctε
α

logR
. (5.14)

Then, because the function x → x−q is convex, applying Jensen’s inequality, we can write

E

[(∫ t

tα

∫

R

ϕ2
t,R(s, y)U

2(s, y)dyds

)−q
]

≤ m(ε,R)−q−1

∫ t

tα

∫

R

ϕ2
R,t(s, y)E

[
U−2q(s, y)

]
dyds. (5.15)

Since {U(s, y) : y ∈ R} is stationary, we have for all s ∈ [ t2 , 2]

E
[
(U(s, y))−2q

]
= E

[
(U(s, 0))−2q

]
= (ps(0))

2qE
[
(u(s, 0))−2q

]

≤ (πt)−qE



(

inf
s∈[ t

2
,t]
u(s, 0)

)−2q

 = ct,q < ∞, (5.16)

where ct,q is a constant depending on q and t and the last equality follows from [8, Theorem
1.4]. In what follows, ct,q will denote a generic constant depending on q and t. Substituting
(5.16) into (5.15) and using Lemma A.4 part (b) and (5.14) yields

E

[(∫ t

tα

∫

R

ϕ2
t,R(s, y)U

2(s, y)dyds

)−q
]
≤ ct,qm(ε,R)−q−1

∫ t

tα

∫

R

ϕ2
R,t(s, y)dyds

≤ ct,qm(ε,R)−q−1

∫ t

tα

1

s logR
ds

≤ ct,qε
−αq(logR)q, (5.17)
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for R ≥ R0. Finally, from (5.13) and (5.17), we get

P (I1 < 2ε) ≤ ct,q (logR)q εq(1−α). (5.18)

Step 2: Set Π = P (|I2| > ε). Using Fubini’s theorem and Chebyschev’s inequality for any
q ≥ 2, we have

Π ≤ 1

εq
E

[∣∣∣∣∣

∫

[tα,t]×R

(∫

R

∫ τ

tα

ϕR,t(τ, ξ)ϕR,t(s, y)U(s, y)Ds,yU(τ, ξ)dsdy

)
W (dτ, dξ)

∣∣∣∣∣

q]
.

Then, applying Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, followed by Minkowski’s inequality, we
get for any q ≥ 2

Π ≤ cq
εq
E



(∫ t

tα

∫

R

(∫ τ

tα

∫

R

ϕR,t(τ, ξ)ϕR,t(s, y)U(s, y)Ds,yU(τ, ξ)dyds

)2

dξdτ

) q
2




=
cq
εq
E

[(∫ t

tα

∫ τ

tα

∫ τ

tα

∫

R3

ϕ2
R,t(τ, ξ)ϕR,t(s1, y1)ϕR,t(s2, y2)

× Ys1,y1,s2,y2(τ, ξ)dy1dy2dξds1ds2dτ

) q
2
]

≤ cq
εq

(∫ t

tα

∫ τ

tα

∫ τ

tα

∫

R3

ϕ2
R,t(τ, ξ)ϕR,t(s1, y1)ϕR,t(s2, y2)

× ‖Ys1,y1,s2,y2(τ, ξ)‖q/2dy1dy2dξds1ds2dτ
) q

2

, (5.19)

where

Ys1,y1,s2,y2(τ, ξ) :=U(s1, y1)Ds1,y1U(τ, ξ)U(s2, y2)Ds2,y2U(τ, ξ).

Note that using the estimates (5.9) and (5.10) and Hölder’s inequality, we can write

‖Ys1,y1,s2,y2(τ, ξ)‖q/2 ≤ ct,qp s1(τ−s1)
τ

(y1 −
s1
τ
ξ)p s2(τ−s2)

τ

(y2 −
s2
τ
ξ). (5.20)

Substituting the estimate (5.20) into (5.19), we obtain

Π ≤ ct,q
εq

(∫ t

tα

∫

R

ϕ2
R,t(τ, ξ)

(∫ τ

tα

∫

R

ϕR,t(s, y)p s(τ−s)
τ

(y − s

τ
ξ)dyds

)2

dξdτ

)q/2

. (5.21)

Using the semigroup property, we have
∫

R

ϕR,t(s, y)p s(τ−s)
τ

(y − s

τ
ξ)dy ≤ 1

ΣR,t

∫

R2

p s(t−s)
t

(y − s

t
x)p s(τ−s)

τ

(y − s

τ
ξ)dydx

=
1

ΣR,t

∫

R

p s(t−s)
t

+
s(τ−s)

τ

(
s

t
x− s

τ
ξ)dx =

t

sΣR,t

∫

R

p t(t−s)
s

+
t2(τ−s)

sτ

(x− t

τ
ξ)dx =

t

sΣR,t
,

where we used the identity pt(ax) =
1
apt/a2(x). Hence, taking into account that tα > t

2 , we
can write ∫ τ

tα

∫

R

ϕR,t(s, y)p s(τ−s)
τ

(y − s

τ
ξ)dyds ≤ 1

ΣR,t

∫ τ

tα

t

s
ds ≤ 2εα

ΣR,t
. (5.22)
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Finally, plugging the estimate (5.22) into (5.21), and using Lemma A.3 part (b) and Lemma
A.4 part (b), we get for R ≥ R0,

Π ≤ ct,qε
q(α−1)(R logR)−q/2

(∫ t

tα

∫

R

ϕ2
R,t(τ, ξ)dξdτ

)q/2

≤ ct,qR
−q/2ε(

3α
2
−1)q. (5.23)

Now, choosing α = 4/5, we get, substituting (5.23) and (5.18) into (5.12),

P
(
DwR,t

GR,t < ε
)
≤ ct,q(logR)qεq/5.

Using this estimate, we get

E
[(
DwR,t

GR,t

)−p
]
= p

∫ ∞

0
ε−p−1P

(
DwR,t

GR,t < ε
)
dε

≤ 1 + p

∫ 1

0
ε−p−1P

(
DwR,t

GR,t < ε
)
dε

≤ 1 + ct,q(logR)qp

∫ 1

0
ε−p−1+q/5dε.

Finally, for q = γp > 5p, and for R ≥ R0, we obtain
∥∥∥
(
DwR,t

GR,t

)−1
∥∥∥
p
≤ ct,p,γ(logR)γ ,

which completes our proof.
�

Now, we are ready to prove Theorem 1.2.

Proof of Theorem 1.2. We will apply Theorem 3.2 to the random variable GR,t = δ(wR,t).
Proposition 5.1 provides the estimate

∥∥∥
(
DwR,t

GR,t

)−1
∥∥∥
4
≤ ct,4,γ(logR)γ , (5.24)

for any γ > 5, and for R large enough. Moreover, from the proof of Theorem 1.1 in [7], we
have

∥∥1−DwR,t
GR,t

∥∥
2
≤ Ct

√
logR√
R

. (5.25)

We are only left to estimate the term
∥∥DwR,t

(
DwR,t

GR,t

)∥∥
2
. Recall that from (5.5) we have

DwR,t
GR,t =

1

ΣR,t

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

QR

ϕR,t(s, y)U(s, y)Ds,yU(t, x)dxdyds.

Applying again the derivative operator, we obtain

Dr,z

(
DwR,t

GR,t

)
=

1

ΣR,t

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

QR

ϕR,t(s, y)
(
Dr,zU(s, y)Ds,yU(t, x)

+ U(s, y)Ds,yDr,zU(t, x)
)
dxdyds,
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so that,

DwR,t

(
DwR,t

GR,t

)
=

1

ΣR,t

∫

0<r<s<t

∫

R2

∫

QR

dxdydzdsdrϕR,t(s, y)ϕR,t(r, z)U(r, z)

× (Dr,zU(s, y)Ds,yU(t, x) + 2U(s, y)Dr,zDs,yU(t, x)) .

Now using (5.2) and (5.3) for Ds,yU(t, x) and Dr,zDs,yU(t, x), we get

DwR,t

(
DwR,t

GR,t

)
= 2X 1

R,t + X 2
R,t + 2X 3

R,t,

where:

X 1
R,t =

∫ t

0

∫ t

r

∫

R2

dzdydsdrϕ2
R,t(s, y)ϕR,t(r, z)U(r, z)U(s, y)Dr,zU(s, y),

X 2
R,t =

∫ t

0

∫ t

r

∫

R2

dzdydsdrϕR,t(s, y)ϕR,t(r, z)U(r, z)Dr,zU(s, y)

×
∫

(s,t)×R

ϕR,t(τ, ξ)Ds,yU(τ, ξ)W (dτ, dξ),

X 3
R,t =

∫ t

0

∫ t

r

∫

R2

dzdydsdrϕR,t(s, y)ϕR,t(r, z)U(r, z)U(s, y)

×
∫

(s,t)×R

ϕR,t(τ, ξ)Dr,zDs,yU(τ, ξ)W (dτ, dξ).

As a consequence, we have
∥∥DwR,t

(
DwR,t

GR,t

)∥∥
2
≤ 2

∥∥X 1
R,t

∥∥
2
+
∥∥X 2

R,t + 2X 3
R,t

∥∥
2
. (5.26)

We will further estimate the two terms in the right-hand side of the previous display.

Estimation of
∥∥∥X 1

R,t

∥∥∥
2
: Using the estimates (5.9) and (5.10) and applying Hölder’s inequality,

we can write

‖U(s, y)U(r, z)Dr,zU(s, y)‖2 ≤ Ctp r(s−r)
s

(z − r

s
y).

Therefore,

∥∥X 1
R,t

∥∥
2
≤
∫ t

0

∫ t

r

∫

R2

dzdydsdrϕ2
R,t(s, y)ϕR,t(r, z) ‖U(s, y)U(r, z)Dr,zU(s, y)‖2

≤ Ct

∫ t

0

∫ t

r

∫

R2

ϕ2
R,t(s, y)ϕR,t(r, z)p r(s−r)

s

(z − r

s
y)dzdydsdr =: I1. (5.27)

To estimate I1, we first integrate in z and use the semigroup property, to obtain
∫

R

ϕR,t(r, z)p r(s−r)
s

(z − r

s
y)dz =

1

ΣR,t

∫

QR

∫

R

p r(t−r)
t

(z − r

t
x)p r(s−r)

s

(z − r

s
y)dzdx

=
1

ΣR,t

∫

QR

p r(t−r)
t

+ r(s−r)
s

(
r

s
y − r

t
x)dx

=
s

rΣR,t

∫

QR

p s2(t−r)
tr

+
s(s−r)

r

(y − s

t
x)dx. (5.28)
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Now using the estimate ϕR,t(s, y) ≤ t
ΣR,ts

for one of the factors together with (5.28) and then

applying the semigroup property in y, we get

∫

R2

ϕ2
R,t(s, y)ϕR,t(r, z)p r(s−r)

s

(z − r

s
y)dzdy

≤ t

rΣ3
R

∫

Q2
R

∫

R

p s(t−s)
t

(y − s

t
x1)p s2(t−r)

tr
+

s(s−r)
r

(y − s

t
x2)dydx1dx2

=
t

rΣ3
R

∫

Q2
R

p s(t−s)
t

+ s2(t−r)
tr

+ s(s−r)
r

(
s

t
(x1 − x2))dx1dx2

=
t2

srΣ3
R

∫

Q2
R

p t(t−s)
s

+ t(t−r)
r

+ t2(s−r)
sr

(x1 − x2)dx1dx2

=
t2

srΣ3
R

∫

Q2
R

p 2t(t−r)
r

(x1 − x2)dx1dx2

=
4Rt2

πsrΣ3
R

∫

R

ϕ(ξ)e−
2t(t−r)

rR2 ξ2dξ, (5.29)

where the last equality follows from Lemma A.5. So, substituting (5.29) into (5.27), we get

I1 ≤ Ct
R

Σ3
R,t

∫

R

ϕ(ξ)

∫ t

0

1

s

∫ s

0

1

r
e−

2s(s−r)
r

ξ2

R2 drdsdξ.

By Lemma A.6, we can write

I1 ≤ Ct
R logR

Σ3
R

(∫

R

ϕ(ξ) log(e+
1√
2|ξ|

)dξ

)(∫ t

0
log(e+

1

s
)ds

)
.

Finally Lemma A.3 part (b) yields

I1 ≤ Ct(R logR)−1/2. (5.30)

Estimation of
∥∥∥X 2

R,t + 2X 3
R,t

∥∥∥
2
: Define

Vr,z,s,y(τ, ξ) = U(r, z)Dr,zU(s, y)Ds,yu(τ, ξ) + 2U(r, z)U(r, z)Dr,zDs,yU(τ, ξ).

With this notation in mind, we can write

X 2
R,t+2X 3

R,t =

∫

[0,t]×R

(∫ τ

0

∫ τ

r

∫

R2

ϕR,t(s, y)ϕR,t(r, z)Vr,z,s,y(τ, ξ)dsdrdydz

)
ϕR,t(τ, ξ)W (dτ, dξ).
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Using the Ito-Walsh isometry of the stochastic integral and Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we
obtain

I2 =: ‖X 2
R,t + 2X 3

R,t‖22

=

∫ t

0

∫

R

E

[(∫ τ

0

∫ τ

r

∫

R2

ϕR,t(s, y)ϕR,t(r, z)Vr,z,s,y(τ, ξ)dsdrdydz

)2
]

× ϕ2
R,t(τ, ξ)dξdτ

=

∫ t

0

∫

R

∫

0≤r1≤s1≤τ
0≤r2≤s2≤τ

∫

R4

∏

i=1,2

dyidzidridsiϕR,t(si, yi)ϕR,t(ri, zi)

× ‖Vri,zi,si,yi(τ, ξ)‖2ϕ2
R,t(τ, ξ)dξdτ.

Using (5.9) (5.10) and (5.11), we see that, for i = 1, 2,

‖Vri,zi,si,yi(τ, ξ)‖2 ≤Ctp si(τ−si)

τ

(yi −
si
τ
ξ)p ri(si−ri)

si

(zi −
ri
si
yi)

and hence

I2 ≤ Ct

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

∫ s1

0

∫ s2

0

∫ t

s1∨s2

∫

R

dξdτdr1dr2ds1ds2ϕ
2
R,t(τ, ξ)

×
∏

i=1,2

∫

R2

ϕR,t(si, yi)ϕR,t(ri, zi)p si(τ−si)

τ

(yi −
si
τ
ξ)p ri(si−ri)

si

(zi −
ri
si
yi)dzidyi. (5.31)

Integrating in the variable zi and using the semigroup property, we have
∫

R

ϕR,t(ri, zi)p ri(si−ri)

si

(zi −
ri
si
yi)dzi

=
1

ΣR,t

∫

QR

∫

R

p ri(t−ri)

t

(zi −
ri
t
xi)p ri(si−ri)

si

(zi −
ri
si
yi)dzidxi

=
1

ΣR,t

∫

QR

p ri(t−ri)

t
+

ri(si−ri)

si

(
ri
t
xi −

ri
si
yi)dxi

=
si

riΣR,t

∫

QR

p s2
i
(t−ri)

rit
+

si(si−ri)

ri

(
si
t
xi − yi)dxi. (5.32)

From (5.32), using the estimate ϕR,t(si, yi) ≤ t
siΣR,t

, and applying the semigroup property, we

see that
∫

R2

ϕR,t(si, yi)ϕR,t(ri, zi)p si(τ−si)

τ

(yi −
si
τ
ξ)p ri(si−ri)

si

(zi −
ri
si
yi)dzidyi

≤ t

Σ2
R,tri

∫

QR

∫

R

p s2
i
(t−ri)

rit
+

si(si−ri)

ri

(
si
t
xi − yi)p si(τ−si)

τ

(yi −
si
τ
ξ)dyidxi

=
t

Σ2
R,tri

∫

QR

p s2
i
(t−ri)

rit
+

si(si−ri)

ri
+

si(τ−si)

τ

(
si
t
xi −

si
τ
ξ)dxi

=
tτ

Σ2
R,trisi

∫

QR

p τ2(t−ri)

rit
+

τ2(si−ri)

risi
+

τ(τ−si)

si

(
τ

t
xi − ξ)dxi. (5.33)



CONVERGENCE OF DENSITIES OF SPATIAL AVERAGES OF STOCHASTIC HEAT EQUATION 27

Substituting the estimate (5.33) into (5.31), together with bound ϕR,t(τ, ξ) ≤ t
τΣR,t

, and then

integrating in ξ this time, we get
∫

R

ϕ2
R,t(τ, ξ)

∏

i=1,2

∫

R2

ϕR,t(si, yi)ϕR,t(ri, zi)p si(τ−si)

τ

(yi −
si
τ
ξ)p ri(si−ri)

si

(zi −
ri
si
yi)dzidyidξ

≤ t4

Σ6
R,tr1r2s1s2

∫

Q2
R

∫

R

∏

i=1,2

p τ2(t−ri)

rit
+

τ2(si−ri)

risi
+

τ(τ−si)

si

(
τ

t
xi − ξ)dxidξ

=
t4

Σ6
R,tr1r2s1s2

∫

Q2
R

p τ2(t−r1)
r1t

+
τ2(s1−r1)

r1s1
+

τ(τ−s1)
s1

+
τ2(t−r2)

r2t
+

τ2(s2−r2)
r2s2

+
τ(τ−s2)

s2

(
τ

t
(x1 − x2))dx1dx2

=
t5

Σ6
R,tτr1r2s1s2

∫

Q2
R

p t(t−r1)
r1

+
t2(s1−r1)

r1s1
+

t2(τ−s1)
τs1

+
t(t−r2)

r2
+

t2(s2−r2)
r2s2

+
t2(τ−s2)

τs2

(x1 − x2)dx1dx2

=
t5

Σ6
R,tτr1r2s1s2

∫

Q2
R

p2t( t
r1

+ t
r2

− t
τ
−1)(x1 − x2)dx1dx2

=
4t5R

πΣ6
R,tτr1r2s1s2

∫

R

ϕ(ξ)e
−2t( t

r1
+ t

r2
− t

τ
−1) ξ2

R2 dξ, (5.34)

where in the last inequality we have used Lemma (A.5). Moreover, using the bound

t

r1
+

t

r2
− t

τ
− 1 ≥ t− r1

2r1
+

t− r2
2r2

,

and substituting (5.34) into (5.31), we obtain

I2 ≤
Ctt

5R

Σ6
R,t

∫

R

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

∫ t

r1

∫ t

r2

∫ τ

s1∨s2

ϕ(ξ)

τr1r2s1s2
e
−t(

t−r1
r1

+
t−r2
r2

) ξ2

R2 dτds1ds2dr1dr2dξ

≤ Ctt
5R

Σ6
R,t

∫

R

ϕ(ξ)dξ

∫ t

0

dτ

τ

(∫ τ

0

1

s

∫ s

0

1

r
e−s( s−r

r
) ξ2

R2 drds

)2

.

By Lemma A.6, we get

I2 ≤
Ctt

5R(logR)2

Σ6
R,t

∫

R

ϕ(ξ)

∫ t

0

dτ

τ

(∫ τ

0
log(e+

1

s
) log(e+

1

|ξ|)ds,
)2

.

which implies, in view of Lemma A.3 part (b),

I2 ≤ Ct
1

R2 logR
(5.35)

for all R ≥ R0. Plugging (5.30) and (5.35) into (5.26), yields, for all R ≥ R0,

‖DwR,t

(
DwR,t

GR,t

)
‖2 ≤ Ct(R logR)−1/2. (5.36)

Finally, from (5.24), (5.25) and (5.36), applying Theorem 3.2 we get

sup
x∈R

|fGR(t)(x)− φ(x)| ≤ Ct,γ(logR)2γ−
1
2

√
R

,

for all R ≥ R0, which yields the desired estimate. �
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Appendix A.

Lemma A.1. For 0 < r < s < t and y, z, x ∈ R, we have

Kr,z,s,y(t, x) ≤ CtΦr,z,s,y(t, x),

where Φ and K are defined in (4.5) and (4.11) respectively.

Proof. Using the identity p2t (a) = 1√
2πt

pt/2(a), we see that the first term in Kr,z,s,y(t, x) is

bounded by a constant depending on t times the first term in Φr,z,s,y(t, x). So, we estimate
the integral term in Kr,z,s,y(t, x) that we denote by I. Using the above identity for the square
of the Gaussian together with the identity (2.7) we get

I =

∫ t

s

∫

R

p2t−θ(x− w)p2θ−s(w − y)p2θ−r(w − z) dwdθ

=

∫ t

s

∫

R

1√
(2π)3(t− θ)(θ − s)(θ − r)

p t−θ
2
(x− w)p θ−s

2
(w − y)p θ−r

2
(w − z) dwdθ

= p t−s
2
(x− y)

∫ t

s

∫

R

1√
(2π)3(t− θ)(θ − s)(θ − r)

p (t−θ)(θ−s)
2(t−s)

(w − y − θ − s

t− s
(x− y))

× p θ−r
2
(w − z) dwdθ.

Now, applying the semigroup property,

I =
p t−s

2
(x− y)

(2π)3/2

∫ t

s

1√
(t− θ)(θ − s)(θ − r)

p (t−θ)(θ−s)
2(t−s)

+ θ−r
2

(z − y − θ − s

t− s
(x− y))dθ.

Since for r < s < θ < t

θ − r

2
≤ (t− θ)(θ − s)

2(t− s)
+

θ − r

2
≤ t− r

2
,

we have

p (t−θ)(θ−s)
2(t−s)

+ θ−r
2

(z − y − θ − s

t− s
(x− y)) ≤

√
t− r√
θ − r

p t−r
2
(z − y − θ − s

t− s
(x− y))

and

I ≤
p t−s

2
(x− y)

(2π)3/2

∫ t

s

√
t− r√

(t− θ)(θ − r)2(θ − s)
p t−r

2
(z − y − θ − s

t− s
(x− y))dθ

≤
√
t− rp t−s

2
(x− y)

(2π)3/2
J,

where

J =

∫ t

s

√
t− r

(θ − r)
√

(t− θ)(θ − s)
p t−r

2
(z − y − θ − s

t− s
(x− y))dθ.

Making the change of variables θ−s
t−s = γ and putting β = s−r

t−s > 0 yields θ−r = θ−s+s−r =

(t− s)(γ + β) and

J =
1

t− s

∫ 1

0
(1− γ)−

1
2γ−

1
2 (γ + β)−1p t−r

2
(z − y + γ(y − x))dγ.

We consider two cases:
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Case 1: If z − y and z − x have same sign, then

p t−r
2
(z − y + γ(y − x)) ≤ p t−r

2
(z − y) + p t−r

2
(z − x).

Case 2: If z − y and z − x have different sign, suppose firstly that z − y > 0 and z − x =
z − y + y − x < 0. Then, 0 < z − y < −(y − x); so |z − y| < |y − x| and

p t−r
2
(z − y + γ(y − x)) ≤ 1√

π(t− r)
1{|y−x|>|z−y|}.

Similarly, if z− y < 0 and z−x = z− y+ y−x > 0, then 0 > z− y > −(y−x), which implies
|z − y| < |y − x| and we end up with the same inequality.

Finally, noting that for β = s−r
t−s > 0

∫ 1

0
(1− γ)−1/2γ−1/2(γ + β)−1dγ =

1√
β(β + 1)

=
t− s√

(t− r)(s− r)
,

we get

I ≤
√
t− rp t−s

2
(x− y)

(2π)3/2
J

≤ CT

p t−s
2
(x− y)

√
s− r

(
p t−r

2
(z − y) + p t−r

2
(z − x) + 1{|y−x|>|z−y|}

)

≤ C ′
T

p2t−s(x− y)√
s− r

(
p2t−r(z − y) + p2t−r(z − x) + 1{|y−x|>|z−y|}

)
,

which then completes our proof by taking the square roots on both sides. �

Lemma A.2. Let Φ be as in (4.5). For fixed 0 < r < s < t and x ∈ R,
∫

R2

Φr,z,s,y(t, x)dydz ≤ Ct

(
1 +

1

(s− r)1/4

)
.

Proof. Fix 0 < r < s < t and x ∈ R, using the semigroup property and Gaussian integrals, we
have ∫

R2

pt−s(x− y)

(
ps−r(y − z) +

pt−r(z − y) + pt−r(z − x) + 1{|y−x|>|z−y|}
(s− r)1/4

)
dydz

= 1 +
1

(s− r)1/4
+

1

(s− r)1/4

∫

R2

pt−s(x− y)1{|y−x|>|z−y|}dydz

≤ Ct

(
1 +

1

(s− r)1/4

)
.

�

Lemma A.3. Let σ2
R,t and Σ2

R,t be as defined in (1.3) and (1.4) respectively. Then

(a) lim
R→∞

σ2
R,t

R
= 2

∫ t

0
ξ(s)ds where ξ(s) = E

[
(σ(u(s, y)))2

]
.

(b) lim
R→∞

Σ2
R,t

R logR
= 2t.

Proof. See proposition 3.1 in [10] for part (a) and proposition 4.1 in [10] for part (b).
�
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Lemma A.4. Fix t > 0. Let φR,t and ϕR,t be defined as in (2.9) and (2.10). Then, there
exists R0 ≥ 1, depending on t, such that for all 0 < s < t and R ≥ R0:

(a) ct ≤
∫

R

φ2
R,t(s, y)dy ≤ Ct, where the lower bound holds for t/2 < s < t.

(b)
ct

s logR
≤
∫

R

ϕ2
R,t(s, y)dy ≤ Ct

s logR
where the lower bound holds for t/2 < s < t.

Proof. (a) We start with the upper bound. Using the semigroup property, we see that

∫

R

φ2
R,t(s, y)dy =

1

σ2
R,t

∫

Q2
R

∫

R

pt−s(y − x1)pt−s(x2 − y)dydx1dx2

=
1

σ2
R,t

∫

Q2
R

p2(t−s)(x1 − x2)dx1dx2

≤ 1

σ2
R,t

∫

QR

∫

R

p2(t−s)(x1 − x2)dx1dx2 =
2R

σ2
R,t

≤ Ct,

where the last bound follows from Lemma A.3 part (a). To see the lower bound, let R ≥ 1,
and t/2 < s < t. Then,

∫

R

φ2
R,t(s, y)dy =

1

σ2
R,t

∫

Q2
R

p2(t−s)(x1 − x2)dx1dx2 ≥
1

2σ2
R,t

∫

Q2
R/

√
2

p2(t−s)(y1)dy1dy2

≥ R√
2σ2

R,t

∫ 1/
√
2

−1/
√
2
p2(t−s)(y)dy ≥ ct,

where the last bound follows from Lemma A.3 part (a).
(b) Similarly, using the semigroup property, we see that

∫

R

ϕ2
R,t(s, y)dy =

1

Σ2
R,t

∫

Q2
R

∫

R

p s(t−s)
t

(y − s

t
x1)p s(t−s)

t

(y − s

t
x2)dydx1dx2

=
1

Σ2
R,t

∫

Q2
R

p 2s(t−s)
t

(
s

t
(x1 − x2))dx1dx2

=
t2

s2Σ2
R,t

∫

Q2
sR/t

p 2s(t−s)
t

(y1 − y2)dy1dy2

≤ 2Rt

sΣ2
R,t

≤ Ct

s logR
,
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for all R ≥ R0, where the last bound follows from Lemma A.3 part (b). To see the lower
bound, let t/2 < s < t. Then, assuming R ≥ 1,

∫

R

ϕ2
R,t(s, y)dy =

t2

s2Σ2
R,t

∫

Q2
sR/t

p 2s(t−s)
t

(y1 − y2)dy1dy2

≥
√
2tR

sΣ2
R,t

∫

Q sR
t
√
2

p 2s(t−s)
t

(z)dz

≥
√
2tR

sΣ2
R,t

P

(
|N | ≤ R

2

√
s

t(t− s)

)

≥
√
2tR

sΣ2
R,t

P

(
|N | ≤ 1

2
√
t

)
≥ ct

s logR
,

where the last bound follows from Lemma A.3 part (b) and N denotes a N(0, 1) random
variable. �

Lemma A.5. For all R, t > 0,
∫

Q2
R

pt(x1 − x2)dx1dx2 =
4R

π

∫

R

ϕ(ξ)e−t ξ2

R2 dξ,

where

ϕ(ξ) =
1− cos ξ

ξ2
.

Proof. See Appendix in [6]. �

Lemma A.6. For all R ≥ e and all s > 0,

1

s

∫ s

0

1

r
e−s( s−r

r
) ξ2

R2 dr ≤ 7 logR log(e+
1

s
) log(e+

1

|ξ| ).

Proof. See [6, Lemma A.1]. �
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