
GAUSSIAN FLUCTUATIONS OF A NONLINEAR
STOCHASTIC HEAT EQUATION IN DIMENSION TWO

RAN TAO

Abstract. We study the Gaussian fluctuations of a nonlinear stochastic
heat equation in spatial dimension two. The equation is driven by a
Gaussian multiplicative noise. The noise is white in time, smoothed
in space at scale ε, and tuned logarithmically by a factor 1

√

logε−1 in
its strength. We prove that, after centering and rescaling, the solution
random field converges in distribution to an Edwards-Wilkinson limit as
ε ↓ 0. The tool we used here is the Malliavin-Stein’s method. We also
give a functional version of this result.

Keywords: Stochastic heat equation, Gaussian fluctuations, Malliavin
calculus, Stein’s method.

1. Introduction

1.1. Main result. Consider the following parameterized two-dimensional
nonlinear stochastic heat equation (SHE) with constant initial data on
(t, x) ∈ [0,+∞) ×R2:

∂tu
ε(t, x) = 1

2
∆uε(t, x) + β√

log ε−1
σ(uε(t, x))dWφε(t, x);(1.1)

uε(0, x) = 1.(1.2)

Here β > 0 is a constant; σ ∶ [0,∞)→ [0,∞) is a globally Lipschitz function
satisfying σ(0) = 0, σ(1) ≠ 0, and ∣σ(x) − σ(y)∣ ≤ σLip∣x − y∣ for all x, y ∈ R2

with σLip > 0 fixed. We define

(1.3) dWφε(t, x) = φε ∗ dW (t, x),

where dW (t, x) is a space-time white noise on [0,+∞) ×R2, φ ∈ C∞
c (R2) is

a non-negative mollifier with ∫ φdx = 1 and φε(x) = 1
ε2φ(xε ), and ∗ denotes

convolution in space.
The noise dWφε(t, x) is a centered Gaussian noise, white in time and

homogeneously colored in space. The spatial correlation length is at scale ε.
Formally, the covariance operator of dW ε

φ is given by

E [dW ε
φ(t, x)dW ε

φ(t
′, x′)] = δ0(t − t′) 1

ε2R(x−x′ε ).
1
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2 RAN TAO

Here δ0 is the Dirac delta measure with unit mass at zero. R(x) is non-
negative and non-negative definite, given by

R(x) = ∫
R2
φ(x + y)φ(y)dy ∈ C∞

c (R2).

For ε > 0, it is well-known that the initial value problem (1.1)–(1.2) is
well-posed and has a mild formulation

(1.4) uε(t, x) = 1 + β√
log ε−1 ∫

t

0 ∫R2
Gt−s(x − y)σ (uε(s, y))dWφε(s, y).

Here Gt(x) ∶= 1
2πte

−∣x∣2/(2t) denotes the two-dimensional heat kernel. The
stochastic integral in (1.4) is interpreted in the Itô-Walsh sense.

Our main result is the following central limit theorem (CLT):

Theorem 1.1. There exists some β0 ∈ (0,
√

2π
σLip

) such that if β < β0, for any
fixed T > 0 and any fixed Schwartz function g ∈ C∞

c (R2), the random variable

(1.5) Xε,T (g) ∶=
√

log ε−1∫
R2

[uε(T,x) − 1] g(x)dx

converges in law to a Gaussian distribution

(1.6) XT (g) ∶= ∫
R2
U(T,x)g(x)dx

as ε→ 0. Here U is the random distribution that solves the Edwards-Wilkinson
equation in dimension two:

(1.7) ∂tU = 1
2

∆U + β
√

Eσ (Ξ1,2(2))2dW (t, x), U(0, x) = 0.

Ξ1,2(⋅) is a random process defined by the following as in [11, p.3]:
Let {B(q)}q≥0 be a 1D standard Brownian motion with the natural filtra-
tion {Gq}q≥0. Then Ξ1,2(⋅) is the (unique) solution to a forward-backward
stochastic differential equation (FBSDE):

dΞ1,2(q) =
β

2
√
π
(E[σ2(Ξ1,2(2)) ∣ Gq])

1/2dB(q), q ∈ (0,2];(1.8)

Ξ1,2(0) = 1.(1.9)

The existence and uniqueness of solutions to (1.8)–(1.9) are given in [11,
Theorem 1.1]. To keep the consistency of notations, the subscript 1,2 denotes
that the initial data equals to 1 constantly and the terminal time is at q = 2.

From [11, Theorem 1.1], we have that the coefficient in (1.7) satisfies

β
√

Eσ (Ξ1,2(2))2 = 2
√
πJ(2,1),
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where J2(q, a) is a viscosity solution to the quasilinear heat equation

∂qJ
2 = 1

2
J2∂aaJ

2;

J2(0, a) = β
2

4π
σ2(a).

We also prove the following functional version of the CLT:

Theorem 1.2. Let β < β0. For any T > 0 and g ∈ C∞
c (R2). We have

convergence in law in the space of continuous functions C([0, T ]),

(Xε,t(g))
t∈[0,T ]

→ (β
√

Eσ (Ξ1,2(2))2
∫

t

0 ∫R2
Gt−s ∗ g(x)dW (s, x))

t∈[0,T ]

,

as ε→ 0. As above, dW is a space-time white noise on [0,+∞) ×R2.

1.2. Context. The Gaussian fluctuations of many SHE and KPZ equations
have been widely studied.

If σ(x) = x, our SHE (1.1)–(1.2) becomes a linear one:

∂tv
ε(t, x) = 1

2
∆vε(t, x) + β√

log ε−1
vε(t, x)dWφε(t, x);(1.10)

vε(0, x) = 1.(1.11)

It is known that there is a phase transition at β =
√

2π for this multiplicative
SHE in dimension two. In [2], Caravenna, Sun, and Zygouras showed that for
any fixed T > 0 and x ∈ R2, if β ≥

√
2π, vε(T,x) converges to 0 in probability

as ε → 0; if β <
√

2π (known as β in the "subcritical" regime), vε(T,x)
converges in law to a log-normal random variable as ε→ 0. They also proved
that (see [2, Theorem 2.17]) if β <

√
2π, for any fixed time T > 0 and any

fixed Schwartz function g ∈ C∞
c (R2), the random variable

√
log ε−1∫

R2
[vε(T,x) − 1] g(x)dx

converges in law to a Gaussian distribution. In other words, the solution
random field to (1.10)–(1.11), after centering and rescaling, converges (in
distribution) to the solution to an Edwards-Wilkinson equation.

We are interested in obtaining an analog result for our nonlinear SHE
(1.1)–(1.2). In [2], the authors used the Feynman–Kac formula, which is not
available for nonlinear case. Therefore, new methods should be used for this
problem. In [11], Dunlap and Gu characterized the local statistics for the
limiting solution field to nonlinear SHE (1.1)–(1.2) when βσLip <

√
2π. (See

Proposition 2.10 below or [11, Theorem 1.2].) They showed that uε(T,x)
converges in law to a specific random variable Ξ1,2(2) as ε → 0. They also
gave the multipoint statistics in their work.

Based on their findings, we want to study the asymptotics of the (centered
and rescaled) solution field to the nonlinear SHE as ε → 0. One may
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conjecture an Edwards-Wilkinson limit as in the linear case. In Theorem 1.1,
we gave a proof to this limit for a regime β < β0 <

√
2π

σLip
. Whether or not this

result can be extended to the entire "subcritical" regime β ∈ (0,
√

2π
σLip

) remains
unknown. We will discuss it in more detail below.

We proved Theorem 1.1 by using the mild formulation (1.4) and the
Malliavin-Stein’s method. The use of the Malliavin-Stein’s method in proving
the Gaussian fluctuations for SHE is inspired by works [7, 14, 17, 18, 26].
We also use a multivariate version to prove a functional CLT in Theorem 1.2.

Through a Hopf-Cole transformation h = logu, the linear SHE (1.10)–
(1.11) is related to a KPZ-type equation in d = 2. The Gaussian fluctuations
of the KPZ equation in d = 2 in the subcritical regime is proved in [4] and
[13]. In [23], the authors proved the Gaussian fluctuations of the linear SHE
and KPZ equations in dimension two with general initial conditions. One of
the reasons why we are interested in the nonlinear SHE is that we hope it
will shed lights on the study of more general Hamilton–Jacobi SPDEs:

(1.12) ∂th(t, x) =
1
2

∆h(t, x) +H(∇h(t, x)) + βdWφ(t, x),

where the Hamiltonian H is not necessarily quadratic. The only result
in this direction that we are aware of is the study of a two-dimensional
anisotropic KPZ equation in [1]. While the nonlinear SHE (1.1)–(1.2) is
more complicated than the linear one, it is still much more approachable
than (1.12) because we can make use of the mild formulation (1.4).

[14] presents analog Gaussian fluctuations of the nonlinear SHE in d ≥ 3.
Gaussian fluctuations of the linear SHE and KPZ equations in d ≥ 3 are
studied in [9, 10, 12, 16] and [21].

There are a few other things we would like to remark before we proceed.

1.2.1. β-region. In general, for SHE with multiplicative noise and KPZ
equations in d ≥ 2, the noise-strength parameter β plays a noticeable role.

For linear SHE (1.10)–(1.11), if vε(t, x) converges to 0 in probability as
ε→ 0 for any t > 0, x ∈ R2, we say that the system is in the strong disorder
regime. If vε(t, x) converges in distribution to a non-degenerate random
variable as ε→ 0 for any t > 0, x ∈ R2, we say that the system is in the weak
disorder or subcritical regime.

As stated above, in [2], the authors proved that βc =
√

2π is the exact
critical threshold where the departure from weak disorder to strong disorder
takes place. They also proved the Edwards-Wilkinson limit for linear SHE
in the entire subcritical regime β ∈ (0,

√
2π). (Work [13] gives an alternative

proof to this limiting result for a smaller regime β < β0, where β0 <
√

2π.)
When β ≈

√
2π, the solution random field vε(t, x) no longer needs any

centering and rescaling to obtain a nontrivial limiting structure. We refer to
[5, 15, 3] for the study in this direction.
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Here we are to prove the Edwards-Wilkinson limit (Theorem 1.1) for
nonlinear SHE (1.1)–(1.2) in a regime β < β0 <

√
2π

σLip
smaller than the entire

subcritical regime β ∈ (0,
√

2π
σLip

). In fact, our proof below ensures that The-

orem 1.1 would hold for β0 = 1
2
√

6

√
2π

σLip
(see Remark 2.6 for detail). While

we don’t believe that this is an optimal β-region, whether or not (and how)
Theorem 1.1 can be extended to the entire subcritical regime remains open.

For SHE in d ≥ 3, the readers may refer to [22] and [10] on the weak/strong
disorder regions of β. In particular, [10] proved the Edwards-Wilkinson limit
for linear SHE in d ≥ 3 in the entire subcritical regime. For nonlinear SHE
in d ≥ 3, [14] also restricted β in a smaller region.

1.2.2. General initial condition. Following the same methods as in [11], we
can generate the results from [11, Theorem 1.2] to nonlinear SHE (1.1) with
general initial condition

(1.13) uε(0, x) = u0(x), x ∈ R2,

if we assume u0 satisfies

0 < inf
x∈R2

u0(x) ≤ sup
x∈R2

u0(x) < +∞.

In fact, it can be shown that uε(T,x)→ ū(T,x)Ξ1,2(2) in law as ε→ 0 where
ū(T,x) = GT ∗ u0(x) is a deterministic function. One can now go through
the exactly same arguments as in the proof of Theorem 1.1 here to obtain
the Gaussian fluctuations of the SHE (1.1) with initial condition (1.13) as
ε → 0. We claim, without proof, that Theorem 1.1 still holds, except that
the Edwards-Wilkinson equation (1.7) should be replaced by a new SPDE:

∂tU = 1
2

∆U + β
√

Eσ (Ξ1,2(2))2ū(t, x)dW (t, x), U(0, x) = 0.

This result aligns with the one in [23, Theorem 1.3, Remark 1.4] for linear
SHE in dimension two with general initial condition.

1.3. Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we first scale our SHE
(1.1)–(1.2) to microscopic variables. Then we introduce the basics of the
Malliavin-Stein’s method and prove some uniform moment bounds to use
in the sequel. We will also state [11, Theorem 1.2] in Proposition 2.10 for
convenience. In Section 3 and 4, we prove Theorem 1.1 and 1.2 respectively.

Acknowledgement. The author would like to thank her advisor, Yu Gu,
for suggesting this problem and providing guidance. She would also like to
thank Alex Dunlap for comments and discussion. This work is supported by
Yu Gu’s NSF grant DMS-2203007.
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2. Preliminaries

2.1. Scaling. We are going to use the Malliavin calculus for Gaussian spaces.
In order to simplify the calculation, we want to fix a specific Gaussian space.
For this purpose, we introduce another representation of the SHE (1.1)–(1.2).

We study the following equation in microscopic variables on (t, x) ∈
[0,+∞) ×R2:

∂tVε(t, x) =
1
2

∆Vε(t, x) + β√
log ε−1

σ (Vε(t, x))dWφ(t, x);(2.1)

Vε(0, x) = 1.(2.2)

Here Wφ(t, x) ∶=Wφ1(t, x) = ∫R2 φ(x−y)W (t, y)dy is defined as in (1.3) with
ε = 1. By the scaling property of the space-time white noise, we have

uε(⋅, ⋅) = Vε( ⋅
ε2 ,

⋅
ε
) jointly in law.

Since we are only interested in proving convergence in law, it is sufficient
to prove Theorem 1.1 with uε(T,x) substituted by Vε( T

ε2 ,
x
ε ). In fact, as the

mild formulation of Vε(t, x) is

(2.3) Vε(t, x) = 1 + β√
log ε−1 ∫

t

0 ∫R2
Gt−s(x − y)σ (Vε(s, y))dWφ(s, y),

we have

Xε,T (g) law= Yε,T (g) ∶=
√

log ε−1∫
R2

[Vε( T
ε2 ,

x

ε
) − 1] g(x)dx

= β ∫
R2 ∫

T
ε2

0 ∫
R2
G T
ε2 −s

(x
ε
− y)σ (Vε(s, y))dWφ(s, y)g(x)dx.

(2.4)

For 0 ≤ t1 < ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ < tm ≤ T , we have

(Xε,t1(g), . . . ,Xε,tm(g)) law= (Y ε,t1(g), . . . , Y ε,tm(g)) .

From now on, we will study Y ε,T (g) instead of Xε,T (g), etc.

Remark 2.1. As discussed in [11, Section 1.1], in the subcritical regime
βσLip <

√
2π, the 2-dimensional stochastic heat equation (2.1)–(2.2) evolves

on an exponential time scale with respect to the strength of the random
noise. The exponential time scale explains why we need the tuning 1√

log ε−1

before the noise term in our SHE (1.1)–(1.2).
This scaling is different from the d ≥ 3 cases. When d ≥ 3, if the strength

of the noise is small enough so that the system is in the weak disorder regime,
the SHE (2.1)–(2.2) evolves in an ’arbitrarily long’ diffusion scale ( tλ ,

x
λ2 )

where λ is independent of the strength of the noise. See e.g. [22].
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2.2. The Malliavin calculus. Now we state the Gaussian space in which
we will be working with and give some elementary results from the Malliavin
calculus theory. A detailed discussion should be referred to the monograph
[25].

Consider a complete probability space (Ω,F ,P) generated by the Gaussian
noise dWφ as defined above. Let H be the Hilbert space given by the closure
of C∞

c (R≥0 ×R2) with respect to the inner product

⟨f, g⟩H ∶= ∫
+∞

0 ∫
R2 ∫R2

f(s, x)g(s, y)R(x − y)dxdyds.

Define an operator W ∶H → L2(Ω) as

W (h) = ∫
+∞

0 ∫
R2
h(t, x)dWφ(t, x).

Then W is a linear isometry and the Gaussian space {W (h) ∶ h ∈ H} is an
isonormal Gaussian process over H.

Following the conventional notations, we denote the Malliavin derivative
operator for the isonormal Guassian process {W (h) ∶ h ∈ H} by D. Let
Dk,p, k, p ∈ Z+ denote the associated Gaussian Sobolev spaces.

For any t ≥ 0, let Ft be the σ-algebra generated by {Wφ([0, s] ×A) ∶ 0 ≤
s ≤ t,A ∈ Bb(R2)} and the null sets of F . Here Bb(R2) denotes the bounded
Borel subsets of R2. A random field v = {v(t, x), t ≥ 0, x ∈ R2} is adapted if
it is Ft-measurable for each t ≥ 0 and x ∈ R2.

Let δ denote the divergence operator. δ is the adjoint operator of D. If
v(t, x) is an adapted and measurable random field on [0,+∞)×R2 such that

∫
+∞

0 ∫
R2 ∫R2

E (v(t, x)v(t, y))R(x − y)dxdydt < +∞,

then v ∈ Dom(δ) and

δ(v) = ∫
+∞

0 ∫
R2
v(t, x)dWφ(t, x),

where the last integral is well-defined in the Itô-Walsh sense with the isometry

E (δ(v))2 = ∫
+∞

0 ∫
R2 ∫R2

E (v(t, x)v(t, y))R(x − y)dxdydt

By [25, Proposition 1.3.8], if v ∈ Dom(δ) and is an adapted process in D1,2,
then

Dr,zδ(v) = v(r, z) + ∫
+∞

0 ∫
R2
Dr,zv(s, y)dWφ(s, y).

A standard Picard’s iteration scheme shows that for all ε > 0 and (t, x) ∈
[0,+∞) × R2, Vε(t, x) ∈ D1,p for all p ≥ 1. Since Vε(t, x) has the mild



8 RAN TAO

formulation (2.3), the Malliavin derivative Dr,zVε(t, x) satisfies the equation

Dr,zVε(t, x) =
β√

log ε−1
1[0,t](r)Gt−r(x − z)σ(Vε(r, z))

+ β√
log ε−1 ∫

t

r
∫
R2
Gt−s(x − y)Dr,zσ(Vε(s, y))dWφ(s, y)

= β√
log ε−1

1[0,t](r)Gt−r(x − z)σ(Vε(r, z))

+ β√
log ε−1 ∫

t

r
∫
R2
Gt−s(x − y)Σ(s, y)Dr,zVε(s, y)dWφ(s, y).(2.5)

Here Σ is an adapted process bounded by the Lipschitz constant σLip. If we
further assume that σ ∈ C1([0,+∞)), then Σ(s, y) = σ′(Vε(s, y)).

In addition, we will need the following version of the Clark-Ocone formula
in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Proposition 2.2 (Clark-Ocone Formula). For X ∈ D1,2,

X = EX + ∫
+∞

0 ∫
R2

E(Dr,zX ∣Fr)dWφ(r, z) P − almost surely.

Proof. See [8, Proposition 6.3]. ◻

2.3. Moment bounds. We will use the following two uniform moment
bounds in the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Note that in both lemmas we are not able to cover the entire subcritical
regime 0 < β <

√
2π

σLip
. In fact, the extension of Lemma 2.3 to the entire

subcritical regime should be true and its counterpart in the 2D directed
polymer environment is proved in [20]. However, it remains unknown whether
Lemma 2.5 can be extended to the entire subcritical regime.

We first give a uniform moment bound on the mild solution to the SHE.

Lemma 2.3. For all p ≥ 2, there exists 0 < β0(p) ≤
√

2π
σLip

depending only on
p, such that for all T > 0 and β < β0(p), there exists ε0 > 0 (depending on
φ,T , βσLip and p) and C > 0 (depending on βσLip and p) such that

(2.6) sup
t∈[0,T ],x∈R2

E ∣uε(t, x)∣p ≤ Cp,

for all ε < ε0.

Proof. First we notice that, for any ε, t > 0, uε(t, ⋅) is stationary in the
x-variable, so we only need to prove for uε(t,0).
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By the mild formulation (1.4), the triangle inequality and the inequality
2ab ≤ (ca)2 + ( bc)

2 for all c > 1, we have that for any arbitrary α > 1,

(E ∣uε(t,0)∣p)
2
p

≤ α

α − 1
+ αβ2

log ε−1 (E(∫
t

0 ∫R2
Gt−s(y)σ (uε(s, y))dWφε(s, y))

p

)
2
p

Apply the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we have that with cp = p(p−1)
2 ,

(E ∣uε(t,0)∣p)
2
p

≤ α

α − 1
+ cp

αβ2

log ε−1

⋅ ∫
t

0

⎛
⎜
⎝
E(∫

R2 ∫R2
∣

2
∏
i=1
Gt−s(yi)σ(uε(s, yi))∣

1
ε2R(y1 − y2

ε
)dy1dy2)

p
2 ⎞
⎟
⎠

2
p

ds

The Hölder’s inequality gives that

(E ∣σ(uε(t, x))σ(uε(t, y))∣
p
2 )

2
p ≤ (E ∣σ(uε(t, x))∣pE ∣σ(uε(t, y))∣p)1/p

(2.7)

= (E ∣σ(uε(t, x))∣p)
2
p ≤ σ2

Lip (E ∣uε(t,0)∣p)
2
p

Combined the above results. Use the Minkowski inequality and a change of
variable y1 − y2 ↦ y, we obtain

(E ∣uε(t,0)∣p)
2
p

≤ α

α − 1
+ cp

αβ2

log ε−1 ∫
t

0 ∫R2 ∫R2

⎛
⎜
⎝
E ∣

2
∏
i=1
Gt−s(yi)σ (uε(s, yi))∣

p
2 ⎞
⎟
⎠

2
p

1
ε2R(y1 − y2

ε
)dy1dy2ds

≤ α

α − 1
+ cp

αβ2σ2
Lip

log ε−1 ∫
t

0 ∫R2 ∫R2
Gt−s(y1)Gt−s(y2) (E ∣uε(t,0)∣p)

2
p

1
ε2R(y1 − y2

ε
)dy1dy2ds

= α

α − 1
+ cp

αβ2σ2
Lip

log ε−1 ∫
t

0 ∫R2
G2(t−s)(y) (E ∣uε(s,0)∣p)

2
p

1
ε2R(y

ε
)dyds.

It is easy to see that with R(⋅) ≤ ∥φ∥∞ and ∫R2
1
ε2R(yε )dy = 1, we have the

elementary inequality

∫
R2
G2(t−s)(y)

1
ε2R(y

ε
)dy ≤ 1

4π(t − s)
∧ ∥φ∥∞

ε2 .

By the Lemma 2.4 below, if for some α > 1,

(2.8) cpαβ
2σ2

Lip < 2π,
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there exists an ε0 > 0 and C0 = C0(cp, α, βσLip) > 0 such that for all ε < ε0

(E ∣uε(t,0)∣p)
2
p ≤ α

α − 1
C0.

Since α > 1 is arbitrary, condition (2.8) is valid if and only if

β < β0(p) =
√

2π
√
cpσLip

.

In particular, β0(2) =
√

2π
σLip

and β0(4) = 1√
6

√
2π

σLip
. We can choose an appropriate

α according to p and βσLip. ◻

As an immediate corollary, we have that under the same condition as in
Lemma 2.3,

(2.9) sup
t∈[0,T ],x∈R2

E ∣Vε( t
ε2 ,

x

ε
)∣
p

≤ Cp for all ε < ε0.

Lemma 2.4. Fix constants 0 < b <
√

2π and a, c, T > 0. There exists an
ε0 > 0 (depending on b, c and T ), such that for all ε ∈ (0, ε0) the following
holds:

If f ε ∶ [0, T ]→ [0,∞) is a function such that for all t ∈ [0, T ],

f ε(t) ≤ a + b2

log ε−1 ∫
t

0
f ε(s)( 1

4π(t − s)
∧ c

ε2)ds,

then for all t ∈ [0, T ], we have
(2.10) f ε(t) ≤ aC,

for some uniform constant C > 0 depending only on b.

Proof. Define [0, t]j< = {(s1, . . . , sj) ∈ [0, t]j ∣ s1 ≤ ⋯ ≤ sj}, we have

f ε(t) ≤ a
∞

∑
j=0

b2j

(4π log ε−1)j ∫[0,t]j
<

j

∏
k=1

( 1
sk+1 − sk

∧ 4πc
ε2 )ds1⋯dsj

≤ a
∞

∑
j=0

b2j

(4π log ε−1)j ∫[0,t]j
j

∏
k=1

( 1
rj
∧ 4πc
ε2 )dr1⋯drj

= a
∞

∑
j=0

b2j

(4π log ε−1)j
[∫

t

0
(1
s
∧ 4πc
ε2 )ds]

j

(2.11)

Notice that when t > 0,

∫
t

0
(1
s
∧ 4πc
ε2 )ds = ∫

ε2
4πc

0

4πc
ε2 ds + ∫

t

ε2
4πc

1
s

ds = log 4πct
ε2 + 1,

and

lim
ε→0

b2

4π log ε−1 (log 4πcT
ε2 + 1) = b2

2π
.
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Therefore, if b <
√

2π, there exists an ε0 > 0 depending on b, c and T , such
that for all ε ∈ (0, ε0), the sum of the series in (2.11) converges for all t ∈ [0, T ]
and is uniformly bounded by some constant C depending only on b. ◻

Next we give the uniform moment bounds for the Malliavin derivatives.

Lemma 2.5. For all p ≥ 2, there exists 0 < β0(p) ≤
√

2π
σLip

depending only on
p, such that for all T > 0 and β < β0(p), there exists 0 < ε′0 ≤ ε0 (depending
on φ, T , βσLip and p) and C ′ > 0 (depending on βσLip and p) such that for
all (t, x) ∈ (0, T

ε2 ] ×R2 and all (r, z) ∈ [0, t) ×R2,

(E ∣Dr,zVε(t, x)∣p)
1
p ≤ C ′

√
log ε−1

Gt−r(x − z), for all ε < ε′0.

Proof. We follow the idea from [14, Lemma 2.2].
Let α > 1 be arbitrary. By (2.5), the triangle inequality and the inequality

2ab ≤ (ca)2 + ( bc)
2 for all c > 0, for all 0 ≤ r < t ≤ T

ε2 , x, z ∈ R2,

(E ∣Dr,zVε(t, x)∣p)
2
p

≤ α

α − 1
β2

log ε−1Gt−r(x − z)
2 (E∣σ(Vε(r, z))∣p)

2
p

+ αβ2

log ε−1 (E ∣∫
t

r
∫
R2
Gt−s(x − y)Σ(s, y)Dr,zVε(s, y)dWφ(s, y)∣

p

)
2
p

Applying the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality with cp = p(p−1)
2 , we have

(E ∣Dr,zVε(t, x)∣p)
2
p ≤ α

α − 1
β2σ2

Lip

log ε−1Gt−r(x − z)
2 (E∣Vε(r, z)∣p)

2
p

+ cp
αβ2

log ε−1 ∫
t

r
[E(∫

R2 ∫R2
Gt−s(x − y1)Gt−s(x − y2)Σ(s, y1)Σ(s, y2)

⋅Dr,zVε(s, y1)Dr,zVε(s, y2)R(y1 − y2)dy1dy2)
p
2

]
2
p

ds

Using the Minkowski inequality, (2.9) and the boundness of Σ, we further
obtain

(E ∣Dr,zVε(t, x)∣p)
2
p

≤ α

α − 1
β2σ2

LipC
2

log ε−1 Gt−r(x − z)2 + cp
αβ2σ2

Lip

log ε−1 ∫
t

r
∫
R4
R(y1 − y2)

⋅Gt−s(x − y1)Gt−s(x − y2) [E∣Dr,zVε(s, y1)∣p]
1
p [E∣Dr,zVε(s, y2)∣p]

1
p dy1dy2ds.

If we set t = θ + r and x = η + z, let

K(θ, η) ∶= (E ∣Dr,zVε(θ + r, η + z)∣p)
1
p = (E ∣Dr,zVε(t, x)∣p)

1
p ,
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then we can rewrite the above inequality as

K(θ, η)2 ≤ α

α − 1
β2σ2

LipC
2

log ε−1 Gθ(η)2 + cp
αβ2σ2

Lip

log ε−1 ∫
θ

0 ∫R4
R(y1 − y2)

⋅Gθ−s(η − y1)Gθ−s(η − y2)K(s, y1)K(s, y2)dy1dy2ds.

Applying [6, Lemma 2.2], we have

(2.12) K(θ, η) ≤
√

α

α − 1
βσLipC√

log ε−1
Gθ(η) ⋅H

⎛
⎝
θ,2cp

αβ2σ2
Lip

log ε−1
⎞
⎠

1
2

where H(t, γ) is defined for all γ ≥ 0 as

H(t, γ) =
∞

∑
n=0

γnhn(t).

Here h0(t) ∶= 1 and for n ≥ 1,

hn(t) ∶= ∫
t

0
hn−1(s)∫

R2
Gt−s(z)R(z)dzds.

It is easy to see that with R(⋅) ≤ ∥φ∥∞ and ∫R2 R(y)dy = 1, we have the
elementary inequality

∫
R2
Gt−s(z)R(z)dz ≤ 1

2π(t − s)
∧ ∥φ∥∞ for all 0 ≤ s ≤ t.

Since 0 ≤ θ ≤ t ≤ T
ε2 ,

h1(θ) = ∫
θ

0 ∫R2
Gθ−s(z)R(z)dzds ≤ ∫

θ

0
( 1

2π(θ − s)
∧ ∥φ∥∞)ds

= ∫
θ

0
( 1

2πs
∧ ∥φ∥∞)ds ≤ ∫

T
ε2

0
( 1

2πs
∧ ∥φ∥∞)ds

= ∫
T

0
( 1

2πs
∧ ∥φ∥∞

ε2 )ds = ∫
ε2

2π∥φ∥∞

0

∥φ∥∞
ε2 ds + ∫

T

ε2
2π∥φ∥∞

1
2πs

ds

= 1
2π

+ 1
2π

log 2π∥φ∥∞T
ε2 .

Thus for all n ≥ 1,

hn(θ) ≤ [ 1
2π

+ 1
2π

log 2π∥φ∥∞T
ε2 ]

n

.

Notice that we have

(2.13) lim
ε→0

⎛
⎝

2cp
αβ2σ2

Lip

log ε−1
⎞
⎠
⋅ ( 1

2π
+ 1

2π
log 2π∥φ∥∞T

ε2 ) =
2cpαβ2σ2

Lip

π
.

The limit is independent of φ and T . Therefore, if for some α > 1,

(2.14) 2cpαβ2σ2
Lip < π,
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then there exists an ε′0 > 0, such that when ε ≤ ε′0,

H
⎛
⎝
θ,2cp

αβ2σ2
Lip

log ε−1
⎞
⎠
≤ C ′

0

for some C ′
0 = C ′

0(α, cp, βσLip) > 0. By (2.12), there exists a uniform C ′ =
C ′(α, cp, βσLip) > 0 such that

K(θ, η) ≤ C ′

√
log ε−1

Gθ(η).

We may choose α > 1 according to p and βσLip. Condition (2.14) is valid
if and only if

β < β0(p) ∶=
√

2π
2√cpσLip

.

In particular, β0(2) = 1
2

√
2π

σLip
and β0(4) = 1

2
√

6

√
2π

σLip
. ◻

Remark 2.6. In Section 3 below, we only need the results of Lemma 2.3 and
Lemma 2.5 for p = 2,4. As a result, we can let β0 = 1

2
√

6

√
2π

σLip
in Theorem 1.1.

Compared with the linear SHE case, we don’t believe that it is an optimal
value. The main difficulty of extension came from the restriction of β in
Lemma 2.5. The coefficient 1√

6 came from the BDG-inequality and 1
2 came

from (2.12). One may find elementary ways to improve the BDG-inequality
here, but while we believe that (2.12) is not sharp, it remains unclear how
we can improve it.

2.4. Stein’s method. The following propositions are key ingredients in our
proof of the central limit theorems Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2. They
are derived from the Stein’s method for normal approximations and are also
used in [14] and [17]. A more detailed discussion on the Stein’s method with
Malliavin calculus should be referred to the monograph [24].
Proposition 2.7. Let X be a random variable such that X = δ(v) for
v ∈ Domδ. Assume X ∈ D1,2. Let Z be a centered Gaussian random variable
with variance Σ. For any C2-function h ∶ R→ R with a bounded second order
derivative,

∣Eh(X) −Eh(Z)∣ ≤ 1
2
∥h′′∥∞

√
E ∣Σ − ⟨DX,v⟩H∣2.

Proof. This is a special case of the Proposition 2.9 below with m = 1. ◻

Remark 2.8. The class of C2 functions with bounded second order derivatives
is a sufficient class of test functions h(⋅) to show convergence in law. With
Proposition 2.7, if we can prove that E ∣Σ − ⟨DXn, vn⟩H∣2 → 0 as n→∞ for a
series of random variables Xn ∈ D1,2 with Xn = δ(vn), then we have Xn ⇒ Z
in law.
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To prove Theorem 1.2, we need the following multivariate version.

Proposition 2.9. Let F = (F (1), . . . , F (m)) be a random vector such that
F (i) = δ(vi) for vi ∈ Domδ, i = 1, . . . ,m. Assume F (i) ∈ D1,2 for i = 1, . . . ,m.
Let Z be an m-dimensional centered Gaussian vector with covariance matrix
(Ci,j)1≤i,j≤m. For any C2-function h ∶ Rm → R with bounded second order
derivatives,

∣Eh(F ) −Eh(Z)∣ ≤ 1
2
∥h′′∥∞

¿
ÁÁÀ

m

∑
i,j=1

E ∣Ci,j − ⟨DF (i), v(j)⟩H∣
2
,

with

∥h′′∥∞ = max
1≤i,j≤m

sup
x∈Rm

∣ ∂2h

∂xi∂xj
(x)∣ .

Proof. See [17, Proposition 2.3]. ◻

2.5. Local statistics of the limit. We need the following local statistics
of the limiting random field uε(t, x) as ε→ 0.

Proposition 2.10. If βσLip <
√

2π, for any t > 0 and x ∈ R2, we have

uε(t, x) law→ Ξ1,2(2) as ε→ 0.

The random process Ξ1,2(⋅) is defined as in (1.8)–(1.9).

Proof. See [11, Theorem 1.2]. ◻

We also need the following spatial regularity statement for uε(t, ⋅).

Proposition 2.11. For fixed T > 0, we have

lim
ε→0

sup
t∈[0,T ]

x1,x2∈R2

(E(uε(t, x1) − uε(t, x2))2)1/2

1 + ε−1∣x1 − x2∣
= 0.

Proof. See [11, Corollary 7.2]. ◻

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

For fixed T > 0 and g ∈ C∞
c (R2), let

vε,T (g)(s, y) = β1[0, T
ε2 ]

(s)σ (Vε(s, y))∫
R2
G T
ε2 −s

(x
ε
− y)g(x)dx.

By the formulation of Y ε,T in (2.4) and [25, Proposition 1.3.8], we have

Yε,T (g) = δ(vε,T (g)) ∈ D1,2,
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and

Ds,y (Yε,T (g))(3.1)
= vε,T (g)(s, y)

+ β ∫
T
ε2

s
∫
R2 ∫R2

G T
ε2 −r

(x
ε
− z)g(x)dxDs,yσ (Vε(r, z))dWφ(r, z)

= vε,T (g)(s, y)

+ β ∫
T
ε2

s
∫
R2 ∫R2

G T
ε2 −r

(x
ε
− z)g(x)dxΣ(r, z)Ds,yVε(r, z)dWφ(r, z).

Here Σ(r, z) is the same random process as in (2.5).
Our goal is to prove that Y ε,T (g) converges in law to XT (g) as defined in

(1.6) when ε→ 0. Since U is the random distribution that solves the Edwards-
Wilkinson equation (1.7), we have that XT (g) is of normal distribution
N(0,ΣT

g ) where

ΣT
g ∶= Var(∫

R2
U(T,x)g(x)dx)

(3.2)

= β2Eσ (Ξ1,2(2))2
∫

T

0 ∫
R2×3

GT−s(x − z)GT−s(y − z)g(x)g(y)dxdydzds

= β2Eσ (Ξ1,2(2))2
∫

T

0 ∫
R2 ∫R2

G2(T−s)(x − y)g(x)g(y)dxdyds

= β2Eσ(Ξ1,2(2))2∫
T

0 ∫
R2

∣GT−s ∗ g(y)∣2dyds.

Note that the last integral is finite for any g ∈ C∞
c (R2), but is not finite if

g = δ0.
By Proposition 2.7, the proof of Theorem 1.1 is reduced to showing that

(3.3) E ∣ΣT
g − ⟨DY ε,T (g), vε,T (g)⟩H∣

2 → 0, as ε→ 0.

We follow the procedure in [14, Section 4]. From (3.1), we have

⟨DY ε,T (g), vε,T (g)⟩H = A1,ε +A2,ε,

where

A1,ε = ⟨vε,T (g), vε,T (g)⟩H

(3.4)

= β2∫
T
ε2

0 ∫
R2 ∫R2

σ(Vε(s, y1))σ(Vε(s, y2))R(y1 − y2)

⋅ (∫
R2
G T
ε2 −s

(x1
ε
− y1)g(x1)dx1)(∫

R2
G T
ε2 −s

(x2
ε
− y2)g(x2)dx2)dy1dy2ds.
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and

A2,ε = ⟨DY ε,T (g) − vε,T (g), vε,T (g)⟩H

(3.5)

= β2∫
T
ε2

0 ∫
R2×2

σ(Vε(s, y1)) (∫
R2
G T
ε2 −s

(x1
ε
− y1)g(x1)dx1)

⋅ (∫
T
ε2

s
∫
R2

(∫
R2
G T
ε2 −r

(x2
ε
− z)g(x2)dx2)Σ(r, z)Ds,y2V

ε(r, z)dWφ(r, z))

⋅R(y1 − y2)dy1dy2ds.

We notice that

(3.6) E ∣ΣT
g − ⟨DY ε,T (g), vε,T (g)⟩H∣

2 ≤ 2E ∣ΣT
g −A1,ε∣

2 + 2E ∣A2,ε∣2 .

Thus it is sufficient to prove the following two lemmas.

Lemma 3.1. If β < β0,

E ∣ΣT
g −A1,ε∣

2 → 0 as ε→ 0.

Lemma 3.2. If β < β0,

E ∣A2,ε∣2 → 0 as ε→ 0.

To simplify the equations, we use the convolution notation

Gt ∗ g(x) ∶= ∫
R2
Gt(x − y)g(y)dy, for all (t, x) ∈ (0,+∞) ×R2.

Then by the properties of heat kernel, we have for all t > 0,

Gt ∗ g ∈ C∞(R2);
∥Gt ∗ g∥L∞(R2) ≤ ∥g∥L∞(R2);(3.7)
∥Gt ∗ g∥L1(R2) ≤ ∥g∥L1(R2);(3.8)

and for all x ∈ R2,
lim
t→0

Gt ∗ g(x) = g(x).

We may rewrite

∫
R2
G T
ε2 −s

(x
ε
− y)g(x)dx = ε2∫

R2
GT−ε2s(x − εy)g(x)dx = ε2GT−ε2s ∗ g(εy).

By a change of variable ε2s↦ s, εy1 ↦ y1, y2 − y1 ↦ y2, we have

A1,ε = β2∫
T

0 ∫
R2 ∫R2

σ (Vε( s
ε2 ,

y1
ε
))σ (Vε( s

ε2 ,
y1
ε
+ y2))R(y2)(3.9)

⋅GT−s ∗ g(y1)GT−s ∗ g(y1 + εy2)dy1dy2ds,
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and

A2,ε = β2∫
T

0 ∫
R2×2

σ (Vε( s
ε2 ,

y1
ε
)) ⋅ (∫

T
ε2

s
ε2
∫
R2
GT−s ∗ g(y1)R(y2)(3.10)

GT−ε2r ∗ g(εz)Σ(r, z)D s
ε2 ,

y1
ε
+y2
Vε(r, z)dWφ(r, z))dy1dy2ds.

Without loss of generality, we assume that g ≥ 0 when we estimate the
integrals involving g in the part (ii) of the proof of Lemma 3.1 and the proof
of Lemma 3.2. Observing that ∣Gt ∗ g(x)∣ ≤ Gt ∗ ∣g∣(x) for any t > 0 and
x ∈ R2, one can easily check for general g ∈ C∞

c (R2).

Proof of Lemma 3.1. To prove E ∣ΣT
g −A1,ε∣

2 → 0 as ε→ 0, we show that (i)
E(A1,ε)→ ΣT

g as ε→ 0, and (ii) Var(A1,ε)→ 0 as ε→ 0.
Part (i): By (3.9),

E(A1,ε) = β2∫
T

0 ∫
R2 ∫R2

E(σ (Vε( s
ε2 ,

y1
ε
))σ (Vε( s

ε2 ,
y1
ε
+ y2)))R(y2)

(3.11)

⋅GT−s ∗ g(y1)GT−s ∗ g(y1 + εy2)dy1dy2ds.

By Proposition 2.10, 2.11 and Lemma 2.3, we have that, for any s ∈ (0, T )
and y1, y2 ∈ R2,

E(σ (Vε( s
ε2 ,

y1
ε
))σ (Vε( s

ε2 ,
y1
ε
+ y2)))→ Eσ(Ξ1,2(2))2, as ε→ 0.

The Lipschitz condition and Lemma 2.3 gives the uniform integrability to
pass to the limit in (3.11) and conclude that

E(A1,ε)→ β2∫
T

0 ∫
R4

Eσ(Ξ1,2(2))2R(y2) ⋅ ∣GT−s ∗ g(y1)∣2dy1dy2ds

= β2Eσ(Ξ1,2(2))2∫
T

0 ∫
R2

∣GT−s ∗ g(y1)∣2dy1ds

= ΣT
g , as ε→ 0.

Part (ii): As in [14, Lemma 4.1], let

Λε(s, y1, y2) = σ (Vε( s
ε2 ,

y1
ε
))σ (Vε( s

ε2 ,
y1
ε
+ y2)) .

Then by the chain rule, for all 0 ≤ r < s
ε2 and z ∈ R2,

Dr,zΛε(s, y1, y2) = Σ( s
ε2 ,

y1
ε
)Dr,zVε(

s

ε2 ,
y1
ε
)σ (Vε( s

ε2 ,
y1
ε
+ y2))

+ σ (Vε( s
ε2 ,

y1
ε
))Σ( s

ε2 ,
y1
ε
+ y2)Dr,zVε(

s

ε2 ,
y1
ε
+ y2).
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Use Hölder inequality and apply the uniform moment bounds from Lemma 2.3
and 2.5 (with p = 4). We obtain

(E [Dr,zΛε(s, y1, y2)]2)
1
2(3.12)

≤ C√
log ε−1

(G s
ε2 −r

(y1
ε
− z) +G s

ε2 −r
(y1
ε
+ y2 − z))

Now, by (3.9) and using that
√

Var (∫
t

0 Φsds) ≤ ∫
t

0
√

Var (Φs)ds for any
process Φ = {Φ(s), s ∈ [0, t]} with

√
Var (Φs) being integrable on [0, t], we

obtain

√
Var(A1,ε) ≤ β2∫

T

0
(∫

R8
Cov [Λε(s, y1, y2),Λε(s, y′1, y′2)]R(y2)R(y′2)

(3.13)

⋅GT−s ∗ g(y1)GT−s ∗ g(y1 + εy2)GT−s ∗ g(y′1)GT−s ∗ g(y′1 + εy′2)

dy1dy′1dy2dy′2)
1
2

ds.

By the Clark-Ocone formula (Proposition 2.2),

Λε(s, y1, y2) = E (Λε(s, y1, y2))+∫
s
ε2

0 ∫
R2

E (Dr,zΛε(s, y1, y2)∣Fr)dWφ(r, z).

Using the Hölder’s inequality and the Jensen’s inequality, we have

∣Cov [Λε(s, y1, y2),Λε(s, y′1, y′2)]∣

= ∫
s
ε2

0 ∫
R4

E ∣E (Dr,zΛε(s, y1, y2)∣Fr)E (Dr,z′Λε(s, y′1, y′2)∣Fr)∣

⋅R(z − z′)dzdz′dr

≤ ∫
s
ε2

0 ∫
R4

(E [Dr,zΛε(s, y1, y2)]2)
1
2 (E [Dr,z′Λε(s, y′1, y′2)]

2)
1
2

⋅R(z − z′)dzdz′dr

≤ C2

log ε−1 ∫
s
ε2

0 ∫
R4

(G s
ε2 −r

(y1
ε
− z) +G s

ε2 −r
(y1
ε
+ y2 − z))

⋅ (G s
ε2 −r

(y
′
1
ε
− z′) +G s

ε2 −r
(y

′
1
ε
+ y′2 − z′))R(z − z′)dzdz′dr.

= C2

log ε−1 ∫
s

0 ∫R4
(Gs−r(y1 − z) +Gs−r(y1 + εy2 − z))

⋅ (Gs−r(y′1 − z′) +Gs−r(y′1 + εy′2 − z′))
1
ε2R(z − z

′

ε
)dzdz′dr.

We applied (3.12) and do a change of variable in the last two steps.
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If we do a change of variable z − z′ ↦ z and integrate in z′, the above
expression equals

C2

log ε−1 ∫
s

0 ∫R2
G2s−2r(y1 − y′1 − z)

1
ε2R(z

ε
) +G2s−2r(y1 + εy2 − y′1 − z)

1
ε2R(z

ε
)

(3.14)

+G2s−2r(y1 − y′1 − εy′2 − z)
1
ε2R(z

ε
) +G2s−2r(y1 + εy2 − y′1 − εy′2 − z)

1
ε2R(z

ε
)dzdr.

Denote Rε(⋅) ∶= 1
ε2R( ⋅ε). We have ∥Rε∥L1(R2) = 1 and for all t > 0, it holds

that
(3.15) ∥Gt ∗ g ∗Rε∥L∞(R2) ≤ ∥g ∗Rε∥L∞(R2) ≤ ∥g∥L∞(R2) ,

and
(3.16) ∥Gt ∗ g ∗Rε∥L1(R2) ≤ ∥g ∗Rε∥L1(R2) ≤ ∥g∥L1(R2) .

Go back to (3.13) with a change of variable εy2 ↦ y2 and εy′2 ↦ y′2, we have
√

Var(A1,ε)

≤ β2C√
log ε−1 ∫

T

0
(∫

R8 ∫
s

0
(G2s−2r ∗Rε(y1 − y′1)

+G2s−2r ∗Rε(y1 + y2 − y′1) +G2s−2r ∗Rε(y1 − y′1 − y′2)
+G2s−2r ∗Rε(y1 + y2 − y′1 − y′2))GT−s ∗ g(y1)GT−s ∗ g(y1 + y2)

⋅GT−s ∗ g(y′1)GT−s ∗ g(y′1 + y′2)Rε(y2)Rε(y′2)drdy1dy′1dy2dy′2)
1
2

ds

≤ β2C√
log ε−1 ∫

T

0
(∫

s

0 ∫R8
(G2s−2r ∗Rε(y1 − y′1)

+G2s−2r ∗Rε(y1 + y2 − y′1) +G2s−2r ∗Rε(y1 − y′1 − y′2)

+G2s−2r ∗Rε(y1 + y2 − y′1 − y′2))GT−s ∗ g(y1) ⋅Rε(y2)Rε(y′2)dy1dy′1dy2dy′2dr)
1
2

ds

= β2C√
log ε−1 ∫

T

0
(∫

s

0 ∫R6
(GT+s−2r ∗Rε ∗ g(y′1) +GT+s−2r ∗Rε ∗ g(y′1 − y2)

+GT+s−2r ∗Rε ∗ g(y′1 + y′2) +GT+s−2r ∗Rε ∗ g(y′1 + y′2 − y2))

⋅Rε(y2)Rε(y′2)dy′1dy2dy′2dr)
1
2

ds

If we integrate each term in the order of y1, y′1, y2, y′2 and use the inequalities
(3.7) and (3.16), the above is bounded by

β2C√
log ε−1 ∫

T

0
(∫

s

0 ∫R4
Rε(y2)Rε(y′2)dy2dy′2dr)

1
2

ds ≤ β2C√
log ε−1
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The constant C may vary at each occurrence. The last C depend on T and
βσLip. ◻

Proof of Lemma 3.2. By Minkowski inequality and (3.10),

(E∣A2,ε∣2)
1
2

(3.17)

≤ β2∫
T

0
(E∣∫

R2×2
σ(Vε( s

ε2 ,
y1
ε
))GT−s ∗ g(y1)R(y2)

⋅ ∫
T
ε2

s
ε2
∫
R2
GT−ε2r ∗ g(εz)Σ(r, z)D s

ε2 ,
y1
ε
+y2
Vε(r, z)dWφ(r, z)dy1dy2∣

2
)

1
2

ds

= β2∫
T

0
(∫

R2×2 ∫R2×2
GT−s ∗ g(y1)R(y2)GT−s ∗ g(y′1)R(y′2)

⋅E[σ(Vε( s
ε2 ,

y1
ε
))σ(Vε( s

ε2 ,
y′1
ε
))

⋅ ∫
T
ε2

s
ε2
∫
R2
GT−ε2r ∗ g(εz)Σ(r, z)D s

ε2 ,
y1
ε
+y2
Vε(r, z)dWφ(r, z)

⋅ ∫
T
ε2

s
ε2
∫
R2
GT−ε2r′ ∗ g(εz′)Σ(r′, z′)D

s
ε2 ,

y′1
ε
+y′2
Vε(r′, z′)dWφ(r′, z′)]

dy1dy′1dy2dy′2)
1
2

ds.

Using Itô isometry, we have

E[σ(Vε( s
ε2 ,

y1
ε
))σ(Vε( s

ε2 ,
y′1
ε
))

⋅ ∫
T
ε2

s
ε2
∫
R2
GT−ε2r ∗ g(εz)Σ(r, z)D s

ε2 ,
y1
ε
+y2
Vε(r, z)dWφ(r, z)

⋅ ∫
T
ε2

s
ε2
∫
R2
GT−ε2r′ ∗ g(εz′)Σ(r′, z′)D

s
ε2 ,

y′1
ε
+y′2
Vε(r′, z′)dWφ(r′, z′)]

= ∫
T
ε2

s
ε2
∫
R2 ∫R2

R(z − z′)GT−ε2r ∗ g(εz)GT−ε2r ∗ g(εz′)E[σ(Vε( s
ε2 ,

y1
ε
))

⋅ σ(Vε( s
ε2 ,

y′1
ε
))Σ(r, z)D s

ε2 ,
y1
ε
+y2
Vε(r, z)Σ(r, z′)D

s
ε2 ,

y′1
ε
+y′2
Vε(r, z′)]dzdz′dr.
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By applying (2.9), Lemma 2.5 (with p = 4) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
there exists a uniform C > 0 such that when ε is small enough,

E[σ(Vε( s
ε2 ,

y1
ε
))σ(Vε( s

ε2 ,
y′1
ε
))Σ(r, z)D s

ε2 ,
y1
ε
+y2
Vε(r, z)Σ(r, z′)D

s
ε2 ,

y′1
ε
+y′2
Vε(r, z′)]

≤ C2

log ε−1Gr−
s
ε2

(z − y1
ε
− y2)Gr− s

ε2
(z′ − y

′
1
ε
− y′2).

Substitute back into (3.17) and integrate in y1, y′1, we have

(E∣A2,ε∣2)
1
2 ≤ β2C√

log ε−1 ∫
T

0
(∫

R2×2 ∫R2×2
GT−s ∗ g(y1)R(y2)GT−s ∗ g(y′1)R(y′2)

(3.18)

∫
T
ε2

s
ε2
∫
R2 ∫R2

R(z − z′)GT−ε2r ∗ g(εz)GT−ε2r ∗ g(εz′)

⋅Gr− s
ε2

(z − y1
ε
− y2)Gr− s

ε2
(z′ − y

′
1
ε
− y′2)dzdz′drdy1dy′1dy2dy′2)

1
2

ds

= β2C√
log ε−1 ∫

T

0
(ε2∫

T

s
∫
R8
R(y2)R(y′2)R(z − z′)GT−r ∗ g(εz)GT−r ∗ g(εz′)

⋅GT+r−2s ∗ g(εz − εy2)GT+r−2s ∗ g(εz′ − εy′2)drdzdz′dy2dy′2)
1
2

ds

= β2C√
log ε−1 ∫

T

0
(∫

T

s
∫
R8
Rε(y2)Rε(y′2)Rε(z − z′)GT−r ∗ g(z)GT−r ∗ g(z′)

⋅GT+r−2s ∗ g(z − y2)GT+r−2s ∗ g(z′ − y′2)drdzdz′dy2dy′2)
1
2

ds.

Here we do a change of variable εy2 ↦ y2, εy′2 ↦ y′2, εz ↦ z and εz′ ↦ z′. We
integrate the last integral of (3.18) in the order of y2, y′2, z,z′. Together with
(3.8) and (3.15), we obtain that the last expression is bounded by

β2C√
log ε−1 ∫

T

0
(∫

T

s
∫
R4
Rε(z − z′)GT−r ∗ g(z)GT−r ∗ g(z′)drdzdz′)

1
2

ds

≤ β2C√
log ε−1

,

The constant C may vary at each occurrence. The last C would depend on
T and βσLip. ◻

4. Proof of Theorem 1.2

It suffices to prove the convergence of the finite-dimensional distributions
and the tightness.
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To give the tightness, we use the following proposition.
Proposition 4.1. For p ≥ 2, T > 0, g ∈ C∞

c (R2), let β0(p) and ε0 be defined
as in Lemma 2.3. If β < β0(p), there exists a uniform constant C > 0
(depending only on βσLip, p and g), such that for any 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T and ε < ε0,
E ∣Xε,t(g) −Xε,s(g)∣p ≤ C(t − s)

p
2 .

Proof. By the mild formulation of uε in (1.4) and the Burkholder-Davis-
Gundy inequality, let cp = p(p−1)

2 , we have

(E ∣Xε,t(g) −Xε,s(g)∣p)
2
p

= (E ∣
√

log ε−1∫
R2

[uε(t, x) − uε(s, x)] g(x)dx∣
p

)
2
p

= (E∣β ∫
R2

[∫
t

0 ∫R2
Gt−r(x − y)σ(uε(r, y))dWφε(r, y)

− ∫
s

0 ∫R2
Gs−r(x − y)σ(uε(r, y))dWφε(r, y)]g(x)dx∣

p

)
2
p

= β2 (E∣∫
T

0 ∫
R2

(Gt−r ∗ g(y)1[0,t](r) −Gs−r ∗ g(y)1[0,s](r))σ(uε(r, y))dWφε(r, y)∣
p

)
2
p

≤ cpβ2∫
T

0
(E(∫

R2 ∫R2
(Gt−r ∗ g(y1)1[0,t](r) −Gs−r ∗ g(y1)1[0,s](r))

⋅ (Gt−r ∗ g(y2)1[0,t](r) −Gs−r ∗ g(y2)1[0,s](r))

⋅ (σ(uε(r, y1))σ(uε(r, y2)))
1
ε2R(y1 − y2

ε
)dy1dy2)

p
2

)
2
p

dr.

Apply the Minkowski inequality, inequality (2.7) and Lemma 2.3, the above
is bounded by

cpβ
2σ2

Lip∫
T

0 ∫
R2 ∫R2

(Gt−r ∗ g(y1)1[0,t](r) −Gs−r ∗ g(y1)1[0,s](r))

⋅ (Gt−r ∗ g(y2)1[0,t](r) −Gs−r ∗ g(y2)1[0,s](r)) (E∣uε(r,0)∣p)
2
p

1
ε2R(y1 − y2

ε
)dy1dy2dr

≤ Cβ2σ2
Lip∫

T

0 ∫
R2 ∫R2

(Gt−r ∗ g(y1)1[0,t](r) −Gs−r ∗ g(y1)1[0,s](r))

⋅ (Gt−r ∗ g(y2)1[0,t](r) −Gs−r ∗ g(y2)1[0,s](r))
1
ε2R(y1 − y2

ε
)dy1dy2dr

≤ Cβ2σ2
Lip∫

T

0
(∫

R2 ∫R2
(Gt−r ∗ g(y1)1[0,t](r) −Gs−r ∗ g(y1)1[0,s](r))

2 1
ε2R(y1 − y2

ε
)dy1dy2)

1
2

⋅ (∫
R2 ∫R2

(Gt−r ∗ g(y2)1[0,t](r) −Gs−r ∗ g(y2)1[0,s](r))
1
ε2R(y1 − y2

ε
)dy1dy2)

1
2

dr

= Cβ2σ2
Lip∫

T

0 ∫
R2

(Gt−r ∗ g(y)1[0,t](r) −Gs−r ∗ g(y)1[0,s](r))
2 dydr.
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Here we used the Hölder inequality and the fact that ∥Rε∥L1 = 1 in the last
two steps. Denote the Fourier transform of g by ĝ. Adopt a similar procedure
as in [17, Proposition 4.1], we have

∫
T

0 ∫
R2

(Gt−r ∗ g(y)1[0,t](r) −Gs−r ∗ g(y)1[0,s](r))
2 dydr

= C ∫
T

0 ∫
R2

(e−
t−r

2 ∣ξ∣2
1[0,t](r) − e−

s−r
2 ∣ξ∣2

1[0,s](r))
2
ĝ(ξ)2dξdr

= C ∫
s

0 ∫R2
e−(s−r)∣ξ∣

2
(e−

t−s
2 ∣ξ∣2 − 1)

2
ĝ(ξ)2dξdr +C ∫

t

s
∫
R2
e−(t−r)∣ξ∣

2
ĝ(ξ)2dξdr

= C ∫
R2

1
∣ξ∣2

(1 − e−s∣ξ∣
2
) (e−

t−s
2 ∣ξ∣2 − 1)

2
ĝ(ξ)2dξ +C ∫

R2

1
∣ξ∣2

(1 − e−(t−s)∣ξ∣
2
) ĝ(ξ)2dξ

≤ C ∫
R2

1
∣ξ∣2

(1 − e−s∣ξ∣
2
) t − s

2
∣ξ∣2ĝ(ξ)2dξ +C ∫

R2

1
∣ξ∣2

(t − s)∣ξ∣2ĝ(ξ)2dξ

≤ C(t − s)∫
R2
ĝ(ξ)2dξ.

In the last steps, we applied inequalities ∣1 − e−a∣ ≤
√
a and (1 − e−a) ≤ a for

all a ≥ 0. The constant C may vary at each occurrence.
In the proof, the conditions β < β0 and ε < ε0 are given only to validate

the use of Lemma 2.3. Therefore, we can choose β0(p) and ε0 to be the same
value as in Lemma 2.3. ◻

Choose p = 4. By [19, Problem 4.11], the measure induced by Xε(g) =
{Xε,t(g); 0 ≤ t ≤ T} on (C([0, T ]),B(C([0, T ]))) is tight. By [19, Theorem
4.15], to prove Theorem 1.2, we only need to show the convergence of the
finite-dimensional distribution.

Lemma 4.2. Fix 0 ≤ t1 < ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ < tm ≤ T . As ε → 0, the sequence of ran-
dom vectors (Xε,t1(g), . . . ,Xε,tm(g)) converges in law to the m-dimensional
Gaussian centered vector Z = (Z1, . . . , Zm) with covariance

Ci,j ∶= E(ZiZj) = β2Eσ (Ξ1,2(2))2
∫

ti∧tj

0 ∫
R2
Gti−s ∗ g(y)Gtj−s ∗ g(y)dyds.

Proof. Recall that we have shown

(Xε,t1(g), . . . ,Xε,tm(g)) law= (Y ε,t1(g), . . . , Y ε,tm(g)) ,
and

Yε,ti(g) = δ(vε,ti(g)) ∈ D
1,2.

By Proposition 2.9, it suffices to show that for each i, j,
E∣Ci,j − ⟨DY ε,ti(g), vε,tj(g)⟩H∣

2 → 0.
Use (3.1), we have

⟨DY ε,ti(g), vε,tj(g)⟩H = Ai,j1,ε +A
i,j
2,ε,
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where
Ai,j1,ε = ⟨vε,ti(g), vε,tj(g)⟩H

= β2∫
ti∧tj

ε2

0 ∫
R2 ∫R2

σ(Vε(s, y1))σ(Vε(s, y2))R(y1 − y2)

⋅ (∫
R2
G ti
ε2 −s

(x1
ε
− y1)g(x1)dx1)(∫

R2
G tj

ε2 −s
(x2
ε
− y2)g(x2)dx2)dy1dy2ds.

and
Ai,j2,ε = ⟨DY ε,ti(g) − vε,ti(g), vε,tj(g)⟩H

= β2∫
ti∧tj

ε2

0 ∫
R2×2

σ(Vε(s, y1)) (∫
R2
G tj

ε2 −s
(x1
ε
− y1)g(x1)dx1)

⋅ (∫
ti
ε2

s
∫
R2

(∫
R2
G ti
ε2 −r

(x2
ε
− z)g(x2)dx2)Σ(r, z)Ds,y2V

ε(r, z)dWφ(r, z))

⋅R(y1 − y2)dy1dy2ds.
Following the same arugments as in Section 3, we can show

E ∣Ci,j −Ai,j1,ε∣
2
→ 0 as ε→ 0,

and
E ∣Ai,j2,ε∣

2
→ 0 as ε→ 0.

◻
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