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Abstract. We consider the motion of a particle under a continuum random environment whose
distribution is given by the Howitt-Warren flow. In the moderate deviation regime, we establish that
the quenched density of the motion of the particle (after appropriate centering and scaling) converges
weakly to the (1+1) dimensional stochastic heat equation driven by multiplicative space-time white
noise. Our result confirms physics predictions and computations in [LDT17, BLD20, HCGCC23]
and is the first rigorous instance of such weak convergence in the moderate deviation regime. Our
proof relies on a certain Girsanov transform and works for all Howitt-Warren flows with finite
and nonzero characteristic measures. Our results capture universality in the sense that the limiting
distribution depends on the flow only via the total mass of the characteristic measure. As a corollary
of our results, we prove that the fluctuations of the maximum of an N -point sticky Brownian motion
are given by the KPZ equation plus an independent Gumbel on timescales of order (logN)2.

Contents

1. Introduction 1
2. Girsanov transform and sticky Brownian motion estimates 13
3. Proof of Proposition 1.3 18
4. Martingales associated to the sticky kernels 24
5. Analysis of the quadratic martingale field 27
6. Solving the martingale problem for the SHE 39
7. Quenched tail field 52
Appendix A. Technical lemmas on Brownian bridges 57
References 61

1. Introduction

1.1. Preface. Diffusion in time-dependent random environments has been a subject of intense
investigation recently due to its connection with the KPZ universality class [BC17]. It is well
known that the quenched density of the position of a particle in the diffusive regime (when its

location = O(
√
time)) converges to the Gaussian distribution with a second-order correction given

by the fixed point of the Edwards-Wilkinson (EW) universality class [FK99, KO01, BMP04, RAS05,
KLO12, Yu16, DG22]. Meanwhile in the large deviation (LD) regime (when location = O(time)),
the quenched density is expected to admit a large deviation principle with linear speed, and the
second-order correction is given by the Tracy-Widom (TW) distribution, the one-point marginal
of the fixed point in the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) universality class (proven rigorously only
for a few special models in [BC17, BR20]). The goal of this paper is to show that for a large

class of such diffusions in the moderate deviation (MD) regime (when location = O(time3/4)), the
crossover distribution between these two classes, namely the KPZ equation, arises as a second-order
correction.
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The (1+1) dimensional KPZ equation is a stochastic partial differential equation (SPDE) given
by

∂tH = 1
2∂xxH+ 1

2(∂xH)2 + σ1/2 · ξ, H = Ht(x), (KPZ)

where σ > 0 and ξ = ξ(t, x) is a space-time white noise. The KPZ equation was first introduced
in [KPZ86] as a prototypical model for interfaces of random growth. Since then, the model has
been studied intensively in both the mathematics and physics literature. We refer to [FS10, Qua11,
Cor12, QS15, CW17, CS20] for some surveys of the mathematical studies of the KPZ equation.

As an SPDE, (KPZ) is ill-posed due to the presence of the non-linear term (∂xH)2. One way
to make sense of the equation is to consider Z := eH which formally solves the stochastic heat
equation (SHE) with multiplicative noise:

∂tZ = 1
2∂xxZ + σ1/2 · Zξ, Z = Zt(x). (SHE)

The SHE is known to be well-posed and has a well-developed solution theory based on the Itô
integral and chaos expansions [Wal86, BC95, Qua11, Cor12]. In this paper, we will consider the
solution of the (SHE) started with Dirac delta initial data Z0(x) = δ0(x). For this initial data,
[Flo14] established that Zt(x) > 0 for all t > 0 and x ∈ R almost surely (see also [Mue91]). Thus
H = logZ is well-defined and is called the Cole-Hopf solution of the KPZ equation. This is the
notion of solution that we will work with in this paper, and it coincides with other existing notions
of solutions [Hai13, Hai14, GIP15, GP17, GJ14, GP18], under suitable assumptions.

The work of [ACQ11, CLDR10, Dot10, SS10] demonstrates that the one-point distribution of the
rescaled KPZ equation as t→ ∞ goes to the TW distribution, whereas as t→ 0 then under a differ-
ent rescaling, the KPZ equation converges to the Gaussian distribution (the one-point distribution
of the EW fixed point). Thus, the KPZ equation serves as a mechanism for crossing over between
the EW and the KPZ universality classes. Going back to the diffusion models in time-dependent
random environments, in [LDT17] it was argued that these diffusion models are rich enough to
admit the KPZ equation as limiting statistics. By physical arguments (explained briefly in Section

1.5.2), [LDT17] derived that in the moderate deviation (MD) regime (when location = O(time3/4)),
(KPZ) arises as a second-order correction for the quenched density (see Figure 1). Their heuristic
arguments were later supported by [BLD20] via rigorous moment-level computations for certain
integrable discrete and continuous diffusion models. More recently, using high-precision numer-
ical simulations, [HCGCC23] provided strong numerical evidence for this KPZ equation limiting
behavior.

Diffusive regime MD regime LD regime

e−I(c)t+TW
e−

c2
√
t

2
+KPZ

e−
x2

2t · EW

x ∝
√
t x = ct3/4 x = ct

Figure 1. Schematic diagram of the quenched density p(x) of the position of a particle
at time t. The results in the diffusive regime need to be interpreted appropriately and
may be found in [Yu16]. The fluctuations in the Tracy-Widom regime are known only in
some exactly solvable cases [BR20], but are conjectured to hold generally.
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In this paper, we work with diffusion in continuum random environments. We consider the sto-
chastic flow of kernels whose k-point motions solve the Howitt-Warren martingale problem [HW09a].
We call such stochastic flows Howitt-Warren flows. We show that the logarithm of the quenched
density of the motion of a particle under the Howitt-Warren flow, upon appropriate centering and
scaling, converges weakly to the KPZ equation.

Our work is the first rigorous instance of weak convergence to the KPZ equation for diffusion in
time-dependent random media under the moderate deviation regime. We mention that such weak
convergence to the KPZ equation has been shown in the large deviation regime under weak random
environment settings [CG17, BW22]. Our proof techniques rely on a certain Girsanov transform
related to sticky Brownian motions (see Section 1.5 for details). In particular, we do not rely on
tools from integrable probability, and our results hold for all Howitt-Warren flows with finite and
positive characteristic measures.

1.2. The model: Sticky Brownian motion. In order to define random motions in a continuum
random environment, we need to introduce the notion of stochastic flows of kernels. For s ≤ t, a
random probability kernel, denoted Ks,t(x,A), is a measurable function defined on some underlying
probability space Ω, such that it defines a probability measure on R for each (x, ω) ∈ R × Ω.
Ks,t(x,A) is interpreted as the random probability to arrive in A at time t starting at x at time s.

Definition 1.1. A family of random probability kernels (Ks,t)s≤t on R is called a stochastic flow
of kernels if

(a) For any s ≤ t ≤ u and x ∈ R, almost surely Ks,s(x,A) = δx(A), and∫
R
Kt,u(y,A)Ks,t(x, dy) = Ks,u(x,A)

for all A in the Borel σ-algebra of R.
(b) For any t1 ≤ t2 ≤ · · · ≤ tk, the (Kti,ti+1)

k−1
i=1 are independent.

(c) For any s ≤ u and t ∈ R, Ks,u and Ks+t,u+t have the same finite dimensional distributions.

The general theory of stochastic flows was developed by Le Jan and Raimond in [LJR04a]; see
also Tsirelson [Tsi04b]. For the stochastic flow that we consider in this text, one can ensure that
the random set of probability 1 on which (a) holds is independent of x ∈ R and s ≤ t ≤ u. This
allows us to interpret (Ks,t)s≤t as bona fide transition kernels of a random motion in a continuum
random environment. The annealed law of such a motion is called the 1-point motion associated
to (Ks,t)s≤t. More generally, the k-point motion of a stochastic flow of kernels is defined as the Rk

valued stochastic process X = (X1, . . . , Xk) with transition probabilities given by

Pt(x⃗, dy⃗) = E

[
k∏

i=1

K0,t(xi, dyi)

]
.

We will be interested in a particular random motion in a continuum random environment originating
from the Howitt-Warren flow of kernels. Its corresponding k-point motion solves a well-posed
martingale problem that was first studied by Howitt and Warren in [HW09a]. Below, we introduce
the k-point motion by stating the martingale problem formulated in [SSS14].

Definition 1.2. We say an Rk-valued process Xt = (X1
t , . . . , X

k
t ) solves the Howitt-Warren mar-

tingale problem with characteristic measure ν if X is a continuous, square-integrable martingale
with the covariance process between Xi and Xj given by

⟨Xi, Xj⟩t =
∫ t

0
1{Xi

s=Xj
s}ds, (1.1)

and furthermore it satisfies the following condition:
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Consider any nonempty ∆ ⊂ {1, 2, . . . , k}. For x ∈ Rk, let

f∆(x) := max{xi : i ∈ ∆}, and g∆(x) :=
∣∣{i ∈ ∆ | xi = f∆(x)}

∣∣.
Then the process f∆(Xt)−

∫ t
0 β+

(
g∆(Xs)

)
ds is a martingale with respect to the filtration generated

by X, where β+(1) := 0 and

β+(m) :=
1

2

∫ m−2∑
k=0

(1− y)kν(dy), m ≥ 2.

We remark that the factor of 1/2 before the integral deviates slightly from the literature, which
usually has a factor of 2 instead. Note that from the covariance process formula above, we see that
each Xi is marginally a Brownian motion. Focusing on the k = 2 case, one can check that the last
condition in Definition 1.2 is equivalent to

|X1
t −X2

t | − ν([0, 1])

∫ t

0
1{X1

s=X2
s }ds (1.2)

being a martingale. Using Tanaka’s formula, we see that this forces

LX1−X2

0 (t) = ν([0, 1])

∫ t

0
1{X1

s=X2
s }ds

where LX1−X2

0 (t) denotes the local time accrued byX1−X2 at zero by time t. Thus, from the above
formula, we see that X1 and X2 can be interpreted as Brownian motions evolving independently
of each other when apart, but when they meet there is some stickiness. Due to this stickiness,
the two motions momentarily move together in the sense that they are equal on a nowhere-dense
set of positive measure. The k-point motion defined above is a generalization of this stickiness
phenomenon and is thus referred to as sticky Brownian motion (SBM) in the literature (Figure 2).

Figure 2. 500-point SBM with weak and strong stickiness simulated from discrete ran-
dom walks in random environments.

The study of Brownian motions with stickiness goes back to the work of Feller [Fel52], where
he studied general boundary conditions for diffusions on the half line. Since then, sticky Brownian
motion has been observed to arise as a diffusive scaling limit of various models: storage processes
[HL81], discrete random walks in random environments [Ami91, HW09b], and certain families
of exclusion processes with a tunable interaction [RS15]. An SBM with a uniform characteristic
measure inherits integrability from the beta random walk in random environment model studied
in [BC17]. This was exploited in [BR20, BLD20, BW21] to extract various exact formulas and
asymptotics. SBM models also bear connections to the Kraichnan model of turbulent flow [Kra68].
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Indeed, in the works [GH04, War15], the sticky behavior of particles was observed under certain
fine-tuning in the Kraichnan model. We refer to the series of the physics works [CFKL95, GK95,
BGK98, GK06, GV00] and expository notes [SS00, Kup10] on the Kraichnan model for more details
in this direction.

Howitt and Warren [HW09a, Proposition 8.1] proved that the martingale problem in Definition
1.2 is well-posed, and its solutions form a consistent family of Feller processes. By a remarkable
result of Le Jan and Raimond [LJR04a, Theorem 2.1], any consistent family of Feller processes
can be viewed as a k-point motion of some stochastic flow of kernels, unique in finite-dimensional
distributions. Thus, in particular, the solution of the Howitt-Warren martingale problem can be
viewed as the k-point motion of some stochastic flow of kernels. We call this stochastic flow of
kernels the Howitt-Warren flow. When referring to the k-point motions, we will continue to use
SBM. We refer to [SSS09, SSS14, SSS17] for more background on how SBM can be viewed as
random motions in continuum random environments, and how to give a concrete construction of
such a flow in a space of measure-valued flows using a coupling with the Brownian web and net.

1.3. Main results. Let K0,t(dx) denote the Howitt-Warren flow started from a Dirac mass at 0
whose characteristic measure ν is non-degenerate in the sense that ν([0, 1]) > 0. As mentioned
before, K0,t(x) can be interpreted as the random probability of a particle hitting x at time t. The
goal of this paper is to study the density of this quenched probability in the moderate deviation
regime where we take (t, x) 7→ (Nt, tN3/4 + xN1/2). Formally speaking, we show that the log of
the quenched density after appropriate centering:

logK0,Nt

(
tN3/4 + xN1/2

)
+ 1

2 logN + t
2N

1/2 + xN1/4

converges in law to the solution Ht(x) of the KPZ equation defined in (KPZ).

It is actually the case that K0,t is singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure. In fact,
by [SSS14, Theorem 2.8] it is almost surely purely atomic at deterministic times, and may thus
be viewed (formally) as a large system of interacting Brownian particles of different masses that
dynamically split and recombine according to a time-homogeneous rule determined by the charac-
teristic measure ν. Since K only exists as a measure and not as a function in general, some care
must be taken in order to make sense of the convergence statement written above. To do this, we
introduce the fields {X N}N≥1 below.

For t ≥ 0 and a bounded test function ϕ : R → R we first define

X N
t (ϕ) :=

∫
R
e−

t
2
N1/2+uN−1/4

ϕ(N−1/2(u−N3/4t))K0,Nt(du) (1.3)

so that on a purely formal level, one has (via the substitution x = N−1/2(u−N3/4t))

X N
t (ϕ) =

∫
R
ϕ(x)N1/2e

t
2
N1/2+xN1/4

K0,Nt(tN
3/4 + xN1/2)dx.

The above formally defines a spatial pairing of X N
t with ϕ in L2(R), and we can also define

space-time pairings of smooth compactly supported test functions φ : R2 → R by the formula

(X N , φ)L2(R2) :=

∫ ∞

0
X N

t (φ(t, ·))dt, (1.4)

though again we emphasize that X N is not an element of L2(R2) and the subscript here is merely
suggestive. Our first result shows that for a fixed t > 0 and a spatial test function ϕ, the moments
of X N

t (ϕ) converge to the moments of the stochastic heat equation paired with ϕ.
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Proposition 1.3 (Convergence of moments). Fix t > 0, and k ∈ N. For all ϕ ∈ S(R) (the Schwartz
space on R), one has the following limit:

lim
N→∞

E[X N
t (ϕ)k] = EB⊗k

[ k∏
j=1

ϕ(Bj
t )e

σ
∑

i<j L
Bi−Bj

0 (t)

]
= E[Zt(ϕ)

k]. (1.5)

Here E denotes the annealed expectation over the environment ω and Zt(ϕ) :=
∫
RZt(x)ϕ(x)dx,

where (t, x) 7→ Zt(x) solves (SHE) with σ = 1
ν([0,1]) under Dirac delta initial condition. The

expectation of the middle term is with respect to k independent Brownian motions, and LY
0 (t)

denotes the local time accrued by Y at zero by time t.

Using different methods, a similar multipoint moment convergence result is established in [BLD20]
for the case where the characteristic measure ν is a uniform measure. However, in contrast to the
field (1.3) that we use in this paper, [BLD20] used a slight variant which we refer to as the “quenched
tail field.” We refer the reader to Section 1.3.1 where we define the quenched tail field and discuss
our results related to it.

We will now describe our weak convergence result for the above field under the appropriate
topology. Note that Zt(x) is not uniquely characterized by its moments, since they grow too fast.
Therefore, the convergence of moments alone will not be enough to establish weak convergence of
X N . However, Proposition 1.3 will still be relevant and will help us to identify the limit points of
X N once we show tightness in an appropriate Banach space.

We next introduce these suitable topologies for X N . Fix any T > 0 and set ΛT := [0, T ] × R.
We denote by C∞

c (ΛT ) the set of functions ΛT → R that are restrictions to ΛT of some function in
C∞
c (R2). For α < 0 we let r = −⌊α⌋ and define the weighted parabolic Hölder space Cα,τ

s (ΛT ) to
be the closure of C∞

c (ΛT ) with respect to the norm given by

∥f∥Cα,τ
s (ΛT ) := sup

(t,x)∈ΛT

sup
λ∈(0,1]

sup
φ∈Br

(f, Sλ
(t,x)φ)L2(ΛT )

(1 + x2)τλα

where the scaling operators are defined by Sλ
(t,x)φ(s, y) = λ−3φ(λ−2(t− s), λ−1(x− y)), and where

Br is the set of all smooth functions of Cr norm (see (6.1)) less than 1 with support contained
in the unit ball of R2. These spaces are separable and embed naturally into S ′(R2) (the space of
tempered distributions).

Similarly, for α < 0, r = −⌊α⌋, we define the weighted elliptic Hölder space Cα,τ (R) to be the
closure of C∞

c (R) with respect to the norm given by

∥f∥Cα,τ (R) := sup
x∈R

sup
λ∈(0,1]

sup
ϕ∈Br

(f, Sλ
xϕ)L2(R)

(1 + x2)τλα

where the scaling operators are defined by Sλ
xϕ(s, y) = λ−1ϕ(λ−1(x− y)), and where Br is now the

set of all smooth functions of Cr-norm (see (6.1)) less than 1 with support contained in the unit
ball of R. As before, these spaces are separable and embed naturally into S ′(R). Finally, for a
Banach space Ξ we define the function space C([0, T ],Ξ) containing all continuous paths [0, T ] → Ξ,
equipped with a norm given by ∥v∥ := supt∈[0,T ] ∥v(t)∥Ξ. In particular, we will consider the spaces

C([0, T ], Cγ,τ (R)).
Our main result, stated below, shows that the collection {X N}N≥1 converges weakly to the

stochastic heat equation when viewed as elements of certain weighted parabolic Hölder spaces or
certain function spaces.

Theorem 1.4 (Weak Convergence). Fix any T > 0, and τ > 1.

(a) Fix any α < −1. For each N ≥ 1, X N as defined by (1.3) and (1.4) can be viewed as an element
of Cα,τ

s (ΛT ). Furthermore, the collection {X N}N≥1 is tight with respect to the above topology



KPZ EQUATION LIMIT OF STICKY BROWNIAN MOTION 7

of Cα,τ
s (ΛT ). Additionally, any limit point as N → ∞ is concentrated on C((0, T ], C(R)) and

coincides with the law of (SHE) with σ = 1
ν([0,1]) , started from Dirac delta initial condition.

(b) Fix any γ < −2. For each N ≥ 1, (X N
t )t∈[0,T ] as defined by (1.3) can be viewed as an element

of the space C([0, T ], Cγ,τ (R)). Furthermore, the collection {X N}N≥1 is tight with respect to
that topology. Any limit point as N → ∞ is concentrated on C((0, T ], C(R)) and coincides with
the law of (SHE) with σ = 1

ν([0,1]) , started from Dirac delta initial condition.

Remark 1.5. A few remarks related to the above theorem are now in order.

(a) We explain how to interpret the above results in terms of test functions. For any φ1, . . . , φm ∈
C∞
c (R2), either part of Theorem 1.4 implies the joint convergence of

(
(X N , φj)L2(R2)

)
1≤j≤m

as

defined in (1.4) to
( ∫

(0,∞)×RZt(x)φj(t, x)dtdx
)
1≤j≤m

.

(b) Theorem 1.4(b) implies convergence of (X N
t (ϕ))t∈[0,T ] to

( ∫
RZt(x)ϕ(x)dx

)
t∈[0,T ]

, viewed as

random variables in C[0, T ], for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R). In particular, one may evaluate the field at

some finite collection of fixed times to obtain multi-time convergence.
(c) There is a tradeoff between the two parts of the theorem. Theorem 1.4(a) is a statement about

the convergence of the field X N when tested against smooth functions in both space and time,
and it does not imply convergence in law of X N

t (ϕ) for fixed t > 0. However, α < −1 is indeed
the optimal Hölder exponent that one could hope to obtain for convergence of the fields X N

in the parabolic spaces (the heat kernel itself does not have better regularity). On the other
hand, Theorem 1.4(b) implies convergence of the spatial field for fixed t > 0, but we believe
γ < −2 is no longer the optimal Hölder exponent for the function space.

(d) The weights τ > 1 are not optimal. It should be possible to get rid of the weights altogether,
since (SHE) started from Dirac initial condition is known to have nice decay properties in both
space and time, but some technical aspects of the paper are simplified by using weights.

Theorem 1.4 is part of a series of efforts that have sought to show the weak KPZ universality
conjecture, which postulates that a large class of weakly asymmetric models rescale to the KPZ
equation (see the introduction of [HQ18] for a brief background). For instance, convergence to the
KPZ equation has been established in a variety of models: directed polymers in the intermediate dis-
order regime [AKQ14], exclusion processes [BG97, ACQ11, DT16, CT17, GJ17, CST18, CGST20,
Yan22, Yan23b], and a large class of stochastic growth models [HQ18, AC22, Cha22, Yan23a]. In
the context of diffusion in time-dependent random environments, [CG17] studied nearest neighbor
random walk on Z in random environments. They showed that under the weak scaling of the
environment, the rescaled quenched transition probability evaluated in the large deviation regime
converges to the solution of the stochastic heat equation. In a similar spirit, [BW22] considered
a continuous SPDE model that models the trajectory of a particle in a turbulent fluid. They
showed that under a weak environment setting, the limiting fluctuations of the quenched law of the
underlying process are given by the KPZ equation.

We emphasize that we do not deliberately introduce any weak asymmetry into our model, i.e.,
the environment is independent of N and there are no parameters of the model that are being
tuned. Rather, the KPZ fluctuations suggest that the weak asymmetry is somehow introduced
naturally as a consequence of the moderate deviation scaling. In fact, by the scaling property of
SBM [SSS14, Proposition 2.4], our result can be converted to a large deviation regime result under
weak stickiness.

1.3.1. Quenched tail field and connection to extreme value theory. In this subsection, we describe
how KPZ equation convergence can be established for the quenched tail probability from our results
on the density field stated in the previous section.
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Definition 1.6. We define the quenched tail field by

FN (t, x) := N1/4e
t
2

√
N+N1/4xK0,Nt[N

3/4t+N1/2x,∞).

We remark that although the FN are function-valued, they are discontinuous functions due to the
atomic nature ofK0,t [SSS14, Theorem 2.8]. Our next theorem states that the family {logFN}N≥1 of
space-time processes converges to the KPZ equation, in the sense of finite-dimensional distributions
of pointwise values (t, x).

Theorem 1.7. For any finite collection of space-time points {(ti, xi)}mi=1 ∈ ((0,∞)×R)m one has
the joint convergence (

logFN (ti, xi)
)m
i=1

d→
(
Hti(xi)

)m
i=1
,

where Ht(x) solves (KPZ) with σ = 1
ν([0,1]) .

The above theorem was conjectured in [BLD20] where the authors established a multipoint
moment convergence of the field FN (t, x) to that of the stochastic heat equation for the case where
the characteristic measure ν is a uniform measure. Again, since the moments do not determine the
distribution of the stochastic heat equation, the results in [BLD20] do not yield Theorem 1.7 even
for the uniform case.

To prove Theorem 1.7, we rely on Theorem 1.4(b) and an integration by parts argument to first
obtain the joint convergence(∫

R
ϕi(x)FN (ti, x)dx

)m

i=1

d→
(∫

R
ϕi(x)Zti(x)dx

)m

i=1

. (1.6)

for ϕ1, . . . , ϕm ∈ C∞
c (R) and t1, . . . , tm > 0. We then establish regularity bounds for the two-point

spatial difference of the quenched tail field. This essentially follows from the work of [SSS14],
[Yu16], and [BR20]. Given this regularity bound, the finite-dimensional convergence in (1.6) can
be upgraded to finite-dimensional convergence of pointwise space-time values by an application of
Fatou’s lemma. The full details of the proof of Theorem 1.7 are presented in Section 7.

One could go even further and ask about the convergence of FN in a stronger topology such as
the Skorohod topology (recall the FN are discontinuous), which implies the multipoint result. We
do not pursue this in the present paper and leave this as a future work.

As a consequence of Theorem 1.7, we obtain the limiting distribution for the maximum particle
of a k-point sticky Brownian motion (X1

t , . . . , X
k
t ) in the regime t = O((log k)2).

Theorem 1.8. Fix c, t > 0 and d ∈ R. Let (X1
t , . . . , X

k
t ) be a k-point sticky Brownian motion with

characteristic measure ν. Set the number of particles k = k(N) := ⌊exp(12cN
1/2 + dN1/4 + rN )⌋

where rN can be any sequence satisfying rN = o(N1/4). Then

max
1≤i≤k(N)

{
N− 1

4Xi(Nt)
}
− aN (c, d, t)

d→
√

t
c ·G+Hc(d),

where

aN (c, d, t) :=
√
ctN − dN

1
4

√
t
c −

√
c
t

(
rN − 1

4 logN
)
.

Here G is a Gumbel random variable (i.e., P (G ≤ a) = e−e−a
) which is independent of H, the

solution to (KPZ) with σ =
√
c

ν([0,1])
√
t
.

We remark that k-point sticky Brownian motion refers to the annealed law of the Xi: we are not
making a pathwise statement about the maximum for each realization of the kernels Ks,t, which
is consistent with the fact that Theorem 1.4 is a weak convergence statement, not an almost sure
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convergence statement. We also remark that rather than allowing σ to depend on t and c, one may
instead take σ = 1/ν([0, 1]) but then Hc(d) must be changed accordingly to H t2

c

(
td
c

)
+ log

(
t
c

)
.

Taking d = rN = 0 and t = 1, we see that the above statement is a result of the maximum of

e
1
2
c
√
N many sticky Brownian motion particles at time N . This is the same as understanding the

maximum of N particles when time is of the order (logN)2. This leads to the question of what
happens when (for a fixed characteristic measure ν) one looks at the maximum of N particles
at timescales different from (logN)2. At timescales of order 1, we do not expect universality,
as the answer may depend on the characteristic measure. If the characteristic measure satisfies∫
[0,1] q

−1ν(dq) < ∞, then the support result of [SSS14, Theorem 2.5a] implies that the maximum

of N particles at time t = 1 converges in law (without any centering or scaling) to a Gaussian of
mean

∫
[0,1] q

−1ν(dq). If
∫
[0,1] q

−1ν(dq) = ∞, we have no conjecture what happens.

At timescales of order logN , the maximum of N particles fluctuates like (logN)1/3 times a
Tracy-Widom distribution. This is conjectured to be universal, but it is currently only provable in
certain exactly solvable cases (see [BC17, Corollary 5.8] or [BR20]). Finally, on timescales greater
than (logN)2 we believe that the Gumbel term will dominate, since in this regime the motions
closely resemble i.i.d, Brownian motions. We conjecture that (logN)2 is the unique timescale at
which one sees a mix of Gumbel with the KPZ equation. It remains to explore what happens on
timescales between 1 and logN , or between logN and (logN)2.

The physics paper [HCGCC23] contains numerical simulations which explore these regimes and
seem to support some of our conjectures, although they consider the random walk in random
environment which is a discrete analogue of our model. The physics paper [KLD23] also contains
interesting conjectures related to timescales slightly larger than (logN)2.

1.4. Issues with the chaos expansion technique. Before explaining the core ideas and novel
techniques of the proof, it is important to highlight the constraints of traditional methods used in
showing convergence to the (SHE). Among the existing methods, the polynomial chaos method
is a widely used approach in establishing weak convergence to the (SHE). In this method, the
prelimiting object is first identified as a sequence of multi-linear polynomials of independent random
variables (called polynomial chaos expansions). Then each term of the chaos series is shown to
converge in L2 to that of the Wiener chaos series of (SHE). This idea was first implemented by
Alberts, Khanin, and Quastel [AKQ14] for directed polymers. Later, [CSZ16] set up a general
framework, formulating general conditions under which a polynomial chaos series converges in law
to a Wiener chaos expansion. This framework has since been utilized extensively to show that
(SHE) arises as a limit from several models of interest. In particular, Corwin and Gu [CG17] used
the framework of [CSZ16] to obtain KPZ equation convergence for the random walk in a random
environment (RWRE) model in the large deviation regime under a weak environment scaling.
Although sticky Brownian motion bears a strong resemblance to the RWRE model and can be
realized as its diffusive limit [SSS17], there are two serious obstacles in carrying out the polynomial
chaos approach in our setting.

(1) Firstly, it is not clear how to set up the polynomial chaos for the quenched density in the context
of a continuum random environment. Indeed, as shown in [LJR04b] the noise generated by the
Howitt-Warren flow is a black noise in the sense of Tsirelson [Tsi04b] (see also [LJR04b]). Black
noises arise as a scaling limit in various discrete models, such as systems of coalescing random
walks [Tsi04a, EF16] and 2D critical percolation [SSG11]. These non-classical noises are a much
more subtle and less understood subject than white noise. A stochastic calculus for black noise
is not known, and in particular, there is no notion of iterated stochastic integrals with respect
to black noise.

(2) Secondly, even for the discrete RWRE model, it is not straightforward to replicate the ideas
of Corwin and Gu [CG17] to prove KPZ equation convergence under the moderate deviation
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regime. Although a polynomial chaos expansion for the quenched density is available in this
regime, taking a naive limit of this discrete chaos expansion interestingly gives a noise coefficient
in the limiting stochastic heat equation which is strictly smaller than the physics prediction
from [BLD20], see the introduction of our upcoming work [DDP23]. This suggests that this
polynomial chaos does not satisfy the conditions in [CSZ16, Theorem 2.3] needed to apply their
framework. In this particular scenario, a nonzero proportion of the L2-mass of the polynomial
chaos series escapes into the tails of the series in the N → ∞ limit, suggesting that additional
independent noise is generated in the limit.

As far as we know the latter phenomenon has not been observed previously. We study this
phenomenon in our upcoming work [DDP23] where we prove a similar KPZ equation universality
result for the quenched transition kernel of the RWRE using a similar strategy. Like this paper and
in contrast with [CG17], the environment law will be fixed under the scalings, and we will focus on
the moderate deviation setting.

1.5. Proof Idea. In this section, we describe the broad ideas of the proof of our main theorem:
Theorem 1.4. We focus on the proof of Theorem 1.4(a). The proof of Theorem 1.4(b) will follow
readily from Theorem 1.4(a), together with a short embedding lemma about these Hölder spaces
under the action of the heat kernel.

1.5.1. Girsanov’s formula. The main technique in our analysis will be a Girsanov-type formula for
sticky Brownian motion. For simplicity, we illustrate here the 1-point case. Using the definition of
X N

t (ϕ) from (1.3) we may write

X N
t (ϕ) = E(1)

ω

[
e−

1
2
t
√
N+N−1/4XNt · ϕ

(
N−1/2(XNt −N3/4t)

)]
, (1.7)

where E(1)
ω denotes the quenched expectation with respect to a single motion X sampled from the

environment ω = {Ks,t : −∞ ≤ s ≤ t < ∞}. Note that in the annealed sense K0,Nt is simply the
law of BNt for a standard Brownian motion B. Thus, taking the annealed expectation on both
sides of the above equation, and by the tower property for conditional expectation, we obtain

E[X N
t (ϕ)] = EBM

[
e−

1
2
t
√
N+N−1/4XNt · ϕ

(
N−1/2(XNt −N3/4t)

)]
= EBM

[
e−

1
2
t
√
N+N1/4Xt · ϕ

(
Xt −N1/4t

)]
.

Here the expectations are taken with respect to a standard Brownian motion B. In the last

line, we used the scale invariance of Brownian motion to say that X
d
= (N−1/2XNt)t≥0. Note

that Zt := e−
t
2

√
N+N1/4Xt is the stochastic exponential of N1/4Xt. By Girsanov’s theorem for

Brownian motion, under the changed measure Q(A) := EBM (ZT1A), the process (Xt−N1/4t)t∈[0,T ]

is again a Brownian motion. Thus, the last expression in the above equation is precisely equal to
EBM [ϕ(Bt)] which no longer depends on N . This matches the first moment of

∫
RZt(x)ϕ(x)dx

where (t, x) 7→ Zt(x) is defined in Proposition 1.3.

In the case of higher moments, X N
t (ϕ)k can be viewed as the quenched expectation with respect

to k-point motion sample from the environment ω. Then taking the annealed expectation over the
quenched expectation will lead to expressions in terms of a k-point sticky Brownian motion. Then
the key idea is to use a Girsanov-type formula for sticky Brownian motion (see Lemma 2.2) to get rid
of divergent terms appearing in the annealed expectation expression. The resulting higher moment
formulas appear in Lemma 3.1. Unlike the first-moment computation, the resulting expressions for
higher moments still depend on N . However, the expressions are amenable to taking the large N
limit. The expressions obtained in Lemma 3.1 are essentially annealed expectations with respect
to a k-point sticky Brownian motion with characteristic measure N1/2ν. As N → ∞, the stickiness
disappears, and we are left with expectations with respect to a standard Brownian motion on Rk.
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In Theorem 3.2 we compute these limits and show that they indeed match with the moments of
(SHE) defined in Proposition 1.3.

Through our method, the N3/4 term appearing in the scaling is seen to be the unique and
natural choice of exponent that universally gives KPZ fluctuations. Indeed, following (1.7), one
could potentially consider a model with more general exponents:

X N,cN
t (ϕ) := E(1)

ω

[
e−

1
2
c2NNt+cNXNt · ϕ

(
N−1/2(XNt − cNNt)

)]
,

and certain aspects of the paper would still go through. Indeed, following the arguments in the
proof of Lemma 3.1, one can check that the second moment is given by

E
[
X N,cN

t (ϕ)2
]
= E

[
ϕ(Xt)ϕ(Yt) exp

(
c2NN

∫ t

0
1{Xs=Ys}ds

)]
,

where (X,Y ) is a certain tilted version of 2-point SBM with characteristic measure N1/2ν. The key

observation here is that cN = N−1/4 is the unique choice for which local times appear in the limiting
expressions of the intersection times (see Theorem 3.2). When cN ≪ N−1/4, the contribution of

the intersection times would vanish in the limit, whereas for cN ≫ N−1/4 the expressions blow up.

1.5.2. Tightness. We now explain the main idea used in proving the tightness of the field X N .
Roughly speaking, the original conjecture made in [BLD20] interpreted the Howitt-Warren flows
K0,t as a Kolmogorov forward equation associated to an SDE with drift coefficient formally given
by space-time white noise. They then apply a shear transform of space-time given by (t, x) 7→
(Nt,N3/4t + N1/2x) and note that (at least formally) this transforms the Kolmogorov forward
equation into an SPDE which is essentially (SHE) plus some term that should vanish in the limit.
Their derivation is non-rigorous because such a Kolmogorov SPDE is ill-posed due to the roughness
of the noise. The main idea in our proof is to use a rigorous variant of this idea.

More precisely, in Lemma 4.3 we will show that the fields X N satisfy a forced heat equation of
the form

(∂t − 1
2∂

2
x)X

N = dMN (1.8)

in the sense of space-time Schwartz distributions, where MN is a martingale forcing that is con-
structed in Section 4 below. We do not aim to explicitly describe MN but simply work with it
as though (1.8) is the definition. Despite this non-explicit description of MN , we can nonetheless
show that the quadratic variations of MN admit the following nice decomposition:

⟨MN (ϕ)⟩t = QN
t (ϕ2) + EN

t (ϕ), (1.9)

where QN is the quadratic variation field introduced in (5.1) and EN
t (ϕ) is an error term defined

in (5.2) that goes to zero in L2 norm. Our tightness proof then proceeds in two steps:

• In the first step, we obtain various moment estimates for QN . This is done by the same method
outlined in Section 1.5.1. Indeed, the Girsanov approach allows us to get precise expressions
for other relevant observables related to the field X N , not just the moments. In particular, it
gives us access to moment estimates for QN as well (Proposition 5.6).

• The next step is to use the moment estimates for QN to obtain tightness estimates on the fields
X N . Indeed, since the fields MN have a martingale structure, the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequality yields moment estimates for MN from moment estimates for QN . By Schauder
estimates for the heat equation, we may, in turn, translate moment estimates for MN into
tightness estimates for the fields X N using (1.8).

From the above steps, we obtain tightness for the fields X N , QN , and MN in an appropriate
topology (see Propositions 6.12 and 6.13). This roundabout method turns out to be much more
tractable than trying to obtain tightness for the fields X N directly, see Proposition 5.6 below.
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This type of method is somewhat similar to that used in [BG97] where the authors proved KPZ
fluctuations for WASEP.

1.5.3. Identification of the limit points. After tightness is obtained, it remains to identify the limit
points. To do this, we will use the martingale characterization of the solution of the multiplica-
tive noise stochastic heat equation. Specifically, consider a measure µ on C([0, T ], C(R)), and let
(Xt)t∈[0,T ] denote the canonical process on that space. The canonical filtration Ft on C([0, T ], C(R))
is the one generated by {Xs : s ≤ t}. A result of [BG97, Proposition 4.11] inspired by the work of
[KS88] says that if for all ϕ ∈ C∞

c (R) the processes

Mt(ϕ) := (Xt, ϕ)L2(R) −
1

2

∫ t

0
(Xs, ϕ

′′)L2(R)ds (1.10)

are (Ft, µ)-martingales with quadratic variation given by

⟨M(ϕ)⟩t = σ

∫ t

0
(X2

t , ϕ
2)L2(R)ds, (1.11)

then (under reasonable assumptions on the spatial growth of Xt at infinity) the measure µ neces-
sarily coincides with the law of (SHE) started from an initial condition that is distributed as X0

under µ.
Let (X∞, Q∞,M∞) be a limit point of (X N , QN ,MN ). Since in the prelimit the observables

satisfy (1.8), from that equation it is not hard to deduce that (X∞,M∞) satisfies (1.10) with
(X,M) = (X∞,M∞). To show (1.11), we again rely on the Girsanov approach to extract moment
formulas for certain observables in the prelimit. Using these formulas, loosely speaking, we shall
show in Proposition 5.3 that as N → ∞

QN
t (a)− σ

∫ t

0

(
X N

s (a)
)2
ds

L2

→ 0

for each a ∈ R \ {0}. The precise formulation of the above equation requires more care, as QN
t and

X N
t exist only as distributions. Assuming this, thanks to the decomposition in (1.9) and the fact

that EN
t (ϕ) vanishes in the limit, we get (1.11) with (X,M) = (X∞,M∞).

The proof strategy outlined above has the potential to generalize to the random walk in random
environment (RWRE) setting. In an upcoming work, we plan to prove a similar KPZ equation
universality result for the quenched transition kernel of the RWRE in the moderate deviation
regime using the same strategy.

Remark 1.9 (Universality). From the proof outlined above, we see that only the 1-point and
2-point motions associated with the kernels Ks,t are consequential in the limit. The 1-point motion
is simply Brownian motion which is why Mt(ϕ) as defined above is a martingale, while the 2-point
motions appear in the expressions for the quadratic variations of those martingales. Indeed the

kernels Ks,t and their “squares” KSq
s,t (see (4.1)) which appear in the expressions for the martingale

MN and the quadratic martingale field QN are purely in terms of the quenched expectations of at
most two-point motions of SBM (see for instance (5.3)). Since the 1-point and 2-point motions of
SBM are completely determined in law by just the total mass ν([0, 1]) of the characteristic measure
(this can be seen for the 2-point motion by looking at (1.2)), the limiting law in Theorem 1.4 only
depends on SBM via ν([0, 1]). In other words, our result is universal in the sense that it yields the
same limit for all characteristic measures ν with the same total mass.

Organization. The rest of the article is organized as follows. In Section 2 we describe the Girsanov
transform and collect estimates related to sticky Brownian motion. In Section 3 we prove the
moment convergence (Proposition 1.3). In Section 4 we identify the martingale MN and show that
the field X N satisfies a forced heat equation with forcingMN . Section 5 is devoted to analyzing the
quadratic variation of MN . Finally, in Section 6 we prove Theorem 1.4 by utilizing the estimates
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from the previous sections to obtain tightness estimates and to identify the limit points for the
fields X N . In Section 7, we prove results related to the quenched tail field discussed in Section
1.3.1. In Appendix A we prove a few technical estimates related to Brownian bridges which are
used in proving our main theorems.

Notation and Conventions. Throughout this paper we use C = C(a, b, c, . . .) > 0 to denote
a generic deterministic positive finite constant depending on a, b, c, . . . that may change from line
to line. We write S(Rd) to denote the space of all Schwartz functions on Rd and use S ′(Rd) to
denote it’s dual: the space of all tempered distributions. We write E and Eω for annealed and
quenched expectations in the context of random motions in random environments. We use E to
denote expectation under path measures such as Brownian motion, sticky Brownian motion, etc.
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for helpful discussions related to chaos expansion issues for sticky Brownian motion. We also thank
Guillaume Barraquand for several illuminating discussions that eventually led us to derive results
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was partially supported by Ivan Corwin’s NSF grant DMS-1811143, the Fernholz Foundation’s
“Summer Minerva Fellows” program, and also the W.M. Keck Foundation Science and Engineering
Grant on “Extreme diffusion”. HD was also supported by the NSF Graduate Research Fellowship
under Grant No. DGE-2036197.

2. Girsanov transform and sticky Brownian motion estimates

In this section, we develop the basic framework of our proof. As mentioned in the introduction,
our proof relies on a certain Girsanov-type transform for sticky Brownian motion. In Section 2.1
we describe this transform that we will use repeatedly in our later analysis. In Section 2.2, we
collect several estimates related to sticky Brownian motion.

2.1. Girsanov transform. We begin with some necessary notation and definitions. Throughout
this paper we assume ν is a fixed finite measure on [0, 1] with ν([0, 1]) > 0. Fix T > 0. For each
k ∈ N, we denote

• PB⊗k : the law on the canonical space C([0, T ],Rk) of k independent Brownian motions.

• P
SB

(k)
ν

: the law on the canonical space C([0, T ],Rk) of the k-point motion of a sticky Brownian

motion with characteristic measure ν.

Given (X1, . . . , Xk) distributed as P
SB

(k)
ν

, using (1.1) we have〈 k∑
j=1

Xj

〉
(t) = kt+

∑
i ̸=j

∫ t

0
1{Xi

s=Xj
s}ds ≤ k2t. (2.1)

Thus by Novikov’s criterion for each λ ∈ R

Z(t) := exp

[
λ

k∑
j=1

Xj(s)− kλ2t

2
− λ2

∑
i<j

∫ t

0
1{Xi

s=Xj
s}ds

]
. (2.2)

is a martingale. With this information in hand, we now introduce two more measures in the
following definition.
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Definition 2.1. We denote by P
TλSB

(k)
ν

the measure which is absolutely continuous with respect

to P
SB

(k)
ν

with density P
TλSB

(k)
ν

= Z(t) ·P
SB

(k)
ν

on Ft where (Ft)t∈[0,T ] is the filtration generated

by X. We define the measure P
DλSB

(k)
ν

to be the law on the canonical space C([0, T ],Rk) of the

process t 7→ (Xi
t − λt)ki=1 where (Xi)ki=1 is distributed as P

TλSB
(k)
ν
. We shall often refer to them as

the TλSB
(k)
ν and DλSB

(k)
ν measures.

The following lemma shows that P
DλSB

(k)
ν

is also absolutely continuous with respect to P
SB

(k)
ν

on the interval [0, T ] with an explicit Radon-Nikodym derivative. To state the lemma, we introduce
a few more pieces of notation. For x ∈ Rk, define mi(x) to be the cardinality of the set {j ≤ k :
xi = xj}. Define

G(t) :=
k∑

j=1

∫ t

0

[
1− 1

mj(X(s))

]
dXj(s), M(t) := exp

(
λG(t)− λ2

2
⟨G⟩(t)

)
, (2.3)

where X = (X1, . . . , Xk) is distributed as P
SB

(k)
ν

.

Lemma 2.2. The measure P
DλSB

(k)
ν

defined in Definition 2.1 is absolutely continuous with respect

to P
SB

(k)
ν

with density P
DλSB

(k)
ν

= M(t) ·P
SB

(k)
ν

on Ft where (Ft)t∈[0,T ] is the filtration generated

by X.

Proof. Define the measure P
QλSB

(k)
ν

to be the law on the canonical space C([0, T ],Rk) of the process

t 7→ (Xi
t − λt)ki=1 where (Xi)ki=1 is distributed as P

SB
(k)
ν
. By [HW09a, Lemma 5.4], we know that

P
QλSB

(k)
ν

is absolutely continuous with respect to P
SB

(k)
ν

on the interval [0, T ] with Radon-Nikodym

derivative given by

dP
QλSB

(k)
ν

dP
SB

(k)
ν

∣∣∣∣∣
Ft

(X) = exp

(
− λG1(t)−

λ2

2
⟨G1⟩(t)

)
, (2.4)

where

G1(t) :=

k∑
j=1

∫ t

0

1

mi(X(s))
dXi(s).

Take any bounded Ft-measurable functional F : C([0, T ],Rk) → R. We have

E
DλSB

(k)
ν

[F (X)] = E
TλSB

(k)
ν

[
F
(
(Xu − λλλu)0≤u≤t

)]
= E

SB
(k)
ν

[
exp

(
λ

k∑
j=1

Xj
t −

λ2

2

〈 k∑
j=1

Xj

〉
(t)

)
F
(
(Xu − λλλu)0≤u≤t

)]

= E
QλSB

(k)
ν

[
exp

(
λ

k∑
j=1

(
Xj

t + λt
)
− λ2

2

〈 k∑
j=1

Xj

〉
(t)

)
F (X)

]

= E
SB

(k)
ν

[
exp

(
λ

k∑
j=1

Xj
t − λG1(t) + λ2kt− λ2

2

〈 k∑
j=1

Xj

〉
(t)− λ2

2
⟨G1⟩(t)

)
F (X)

]
.

Here λλλu denotes the vector (λu, . . . , λu) ∈ Rk so that (Xu−λλλu) = (Xi
u−λu)ki=1 ∈ Rk. The first three

equalities in the above equation follow directly from Definition 2.1 and the definition of P
QλSB

(k)
ν

.

The last equality uses (2.4). Note that G(t), defined in (2.3), equals to
∑k

j=1X
j(t)−G1(t). Using

(2.1) and the fact that ⟨G1, X
j⟩(t) = t for each j, we observe that the last expression in the above
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equation is precisely equal to E
SB

(k)
ν

[M(t) · F (X)] where M(t) is defined in (2.3). This completes

the proof. □

Remark 2.3. In view of Lemma 2.2, a bit of definition chasing shows that for all bounded Ft-
measurable F

E
SB

(k)
ν

[
Z(t)F

(
(Xu − λλλu)0≤u≤t

)]
= E

SB
(k)
ν

[
M(t)F

(
(Xu)0≤u≤t

)]
,

where Z and M are defined in (2.2) and (2.3) respectively. Using the same argument, one also has

E
SB

(k)
ν

[
Z(t)

Z(s)
F
(
(Xu − λλλ(u− s))s≤u≤t

)
| Fs

]
= E

SB
(k)
ν

[
M(t)

M(s)
F
(
(Xu)s≤u≤t

)
| Fs

]
almost surely. This implies that for all bounded Ft-measurable H

E
SB

(k)
ν

exp(λ k∑
j=1

(Xj
t −Xj

s )− k
2λ

2(t− s)

)
H
(
(Xu − λλλ(u− s))s≤u≤t

)
| Fs


= E

SB
(k)
ν

eλ(G(t)−G(s))−λ2

2 [⟨G⟩(t)−⟨G⟩(s)]H
(
(Xu)s≤u≤t

)
exp

(
λ2

∑
i<j

∫ t

s
1{Xi

u=Xj
u}du

)
| Fs

.
(2.5)

2.2. Sticky Brownian motion estimates. In this section, we gather various estimates related
to sticky Brownian motion that are necessary for our later proofs. In our analysis, we will often
encounter intersection times of a k-point sticky Brownian motion. For ease of notation, for each
k ∈ N and 1 ≤ i ̸= j ≤ k we define the functional V ij : C([0, T ],Rk) → C([0, T ], [0,∞)) by

V ij
t (X) :=

∫ t

0
1{Xi

s=Xj
s}ds. (2.6)

We remark that the processes V ij are Borel-measurable and adapted to the canonical filtration on
C([0, T ],Rk). The following two lemmas record moment estimates related to these functionals.

Lemma 2.4. There exists an absolute constant C > 0 such that for all k > 1, θ, t > 0 and for all
characteristic measures ν we have

E
SB

(k)
ν

[
exp

(
θ

k∑
i=1

[(
sup
s≤t

|Xi
s|
)
+ ν([0, 1])

∑
j ̸=i

V ij
t (X)

])]
≤ C · exp(C · k4θ2t).

Proof. Applying Hölder’s inequality we get

E
SB

(k)
ν

[
exp

(
θ

k∑
i=1

(
sup
s≤t

|Xi
s|
)
+ ν([0, 1])

∑
j ̸=i

V ij
t (X)]

)]

≤
k∏

i=1

E
SB

(k)
ν

[
exp

(
2kθ sup

s≤t
|Xi

s|
)] 1

2k

·
k∏

i=1

E
SB

(k)
ν

[
e2kθν([0,1])

∑
j ̸=i V

ij
t (X)

] 1
2k .

(2.7)

We now proceed to bound the above two product terms individually. Note that marginally each
Xi is a Brownian motion under P

SB
(k)
ν

. For a Brownian motion, one has exponential tail estimates

of the form

PB

[
sup
s≤t

|Xs| > a

]
≤ 2e−a2/2t. (2.8)

We thus have
k∏

i=1

E
SB

(k)
ν

[
exp

(
2kθ sup

s≤t
|Xi

s|
)] 1

2k

= EB

[
exp

(
2kθ sup

s≤t
|Xs|

)] 1
2

≤ CeCk2θ2t, (2.9)
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for some absolute constant C > 0.

To deal with the second product in (2.7), another application of the Hölder inequality on each
of the expectation terms in the product shows that for each i = 1, . . . , k we have

E
SB

(k)
ν

[
exp

(
2kθν([0, 1])

∑
j ̸=i

V ij
t (X)

)]
≤

∏
j ̸=i

E
SB

(k)
ν

[
exp

(
2k(k−1)θν([0, 1])

∫ t

0
1{Xi

s=Xj
s}ds

)] 1
k−1

.

Notice that for all i ̸= j the pair (Xi, Xj) is a 2-point sticky Brownian motion under P
SB

(k)
ν

and

therefore the latter product is the same as

E
SB

(2)
ν

[
exp

(
2k(k − 1)θν([0, 1])

∫ t

0
1{X1

s=X2
s }ds

)]
.

Summarizing, we find that

k∏
i=1

E
SB

(k)
ν

[
e2kθν([0,1])

∑
j ̸=i V

ij
t (X)

] 1
2k ≤ E

SB
(2)
ν

[
exp

(
2k(k − 1)θν([0, 1])

∫ t

0
1{X1

s=X2
s }ds

)] 1
2

.

Note that for a 2-point sticky Brownian motion (X,Y ), recall from (1.2) that the process

ν([0, 1])
∫ t
0 1{X1

s=Ys}ds agrees with the local time LX−Y
0 (t). By [IM63], X − Y can be viewed as

a time changed Brownian motion. Indeed, given a Brownian motion B, if we define

T (t) = t+
1

ν([0, 1])
LB
0 (t), (2.10)

the process
√
2BT−1(·) has the same distribution as X − Y . Note that for 0 ≤ s ≤ t we have

T (T−1(s) + t− s) = T−1(s) + t− s+ 1
ν([0,1])L

X−Y
0 (T−1(s) + t− s))

≥ T−1(s) + t− s+ 1
ν([0,1])L

X−Y
0 (T−1(s))) ≥ s+ t− s = t.

Writing t = T (T−1(t)), we see that

T−1(t)− T−1(s) ≤ t− s. (2.11)

This means that the time increments of the time-changed process are slower than that of the

standard time. In particular, T−1(t) ≤ t, hence LX−Y
0 (t) is stochastically dominated by L

√
2B

0 (t) =
√
2LB

0 (t). By Levy’s identity for Brownian local time, we have LB
0 (t)

d
= maxs≤tB(t) for each fixed

t > 0. Using (2.8) we thus have

k∏
i=1

E
SB

(k)
ν

[
e2kθν([0,1])

∑
j ̸=i V

ij
t (X)

] 1
2k ≤ E

SB
(2)
ν

[
exp

(
2k(k − 1)θν([0, 1])

∫ t

0
1{X1

s=X2
s }ds

)] 1
2

≤ CeCk2(k−1)2θ2t

for some absolute constant C > 0. Inserting the above bound and the bound in (2.9) back in (2.7)
we get the desired bound. This completes the proof. □

Lemma 2.5. Fix k ∈ N and p ≥ 1. There exists a constant C = C(p, k) > 0 such that for all
t > s ≥ 0

sup
ν∈M([0,1])

E
SB

(k)
ν

[(
ν([0, 1])

∑
i<j

(V ij
t (X)− V ij

s (X))

)p]
≤ C|t− s|p/2,

where M([0, 1]) is the space of finite and non-negative Borel measures on [0, 1].
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Proof. Use Minkowski’s inequality and the fact that the 2-point motions of P
SB

(k)
ν

are distributed

as P
SB

(2)
ν

to write

E
SB

(k)
ν

[(
ν([0, 1])

∑
i<j

(V ij
t (X)− V ij

s (X))

)p]1/p
≤

∑
i<j

E
SB

(k)
ν

[(
ν([0, 1])(V ij

t (X)− V ij
s (X))

)p]1/p

=
∑
i<j

E
SB

(2)
ν

[(
ν([0, 1])

∫ t

s
1{Xu=Yu}du

)p]1/p

=
k(k − 1)

2
E

SB
(2)
ν

[(
LX−Y
0 (t)− LX−Y

0 (s)
)p]1/p

.

(2.12)

The last identity follows from the fact that for a 2-point sticky Brownian motion (X,Y ) the process

ν([0, 1])
∫ t
0 1{X1

s=Ys}ds agrees with the local time LX−Y
0 (t). Recall that X − Y

d
=

√
2BT−1(·) where

B is a standard Brownian motion and T is defined in (2.10). It follows from (2.11) that LX−Y
0 (t)−

LX−Y
0 (s) is stochastically dominated by

√
2(LB

0 (t)−LB
0 (s)). By Levy’s identity for Brownian local

time, we have LB
0 (t) − LB

0 (s)
d
= M(t) − M(s) where M(u) := maxv≤uB(v). Since E[|M(t) −

M(s)|p] ≤ E[sups≤u≤t |B(u) − B(s)|p] = C|t − s|p/2 for some constant C > 0 depending on p, we

have (2.12) ≤ C|t− s|1/2 for some constant C > 0 depending on p, k. This completes the proof. □

We end this section by recording a uniform exponential moment estimate for a certain class of
P

SB
(k)

N1/2ν

-martingales that will be very important.

Proposition 2.6. Fix k ∈ N. Let GN = GN (X) be any family of continuous P
SB

(k)

N1/2ν

-martingales

satisfying

⟨GN ⟩(t) ≤ CN1/2
∑
i<j

V ij
t (X) (2.13)

for some deterministic constant C > 0 independent of N . For all p, t > 0 we have

sup
N≥1

E
SB

(k)

N1/2ν

[
epGN (t)− p

2
⟨GN ⟩(t)] <∞. (2.14)

Remark 2.7. Suppose X = (X1, . . . , Xk) is distributed as P
SB

(k)

N1/2ν

. Consider G defined in (2.3).

Clearly GN := N1/4G satisfies (2.13). Let us write

MN (t) := exp
(
N1/4G(t)− 1

2N
1/2⟨G⟩(t)

)
. (2.15)

Note that MN is the same as M defined in (2.3) with λ 7→ N1/4 and ν 7→ N1/2ν. The above
proposition shows that the Lp norms of MN (t) are uniformly bounded.

Proof of Proposition 2.6. For convenience, we write E for E
SB

(k)

N1/2ν

. Due to the hypothesis (2.13),

for every λ > 0 we have

sup
N≥1

E
[
eλ⟨GN ⟩(t)

]
≤ sup

N≥1
E

[
exp

(
λCN1/2

∑
i<j

V ij
t (X)

)]
<∞. (2.16)
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where the last inequality is due to Lemma 2.4 (applied with ν 7→ N1/2ν). Thus,

E
[
epGN (t)− p

2
⟨GN ⟩(t)] ≤ E

[
epGN (t)

]
= E

[
epGN (t)1{pGN (t)≤2p2⟨GN ⟩(t)}

]
+E

[
epGN (t)1{pGN (t)>2p2⟨GN ⟩(t)}

]
≤ E

[
e2p

2⟨GN ⟩(t)]+E
[
e2pGN (t)−2p2⟨GN ⟩(t)]. (2.17)

Due to (2.16), Novikov’s condition holds and thus E
[
e2pGN (t)−2p2⟨GN ⟩(t)] = 1. Thus, taking supre-

mum over N ≥ 1 on both sides of (2.17), in view of (2.16), we get (2.14). This establishes the
proposition. □

3. Proof of Proposition 1.3

The goal of this section is to prove Proposition 1.3, the moment convergence of the field X N
t

(defined in (1.3)) to that of the stochastic heat equation. The key idea is to observe that the
moments of X N

t can be written as expectations of certain functionals of a tilted version of a
sticky Brownian motion (see Lemma 3.1). We then carefully analyze sticky Brownian motions and
the associated tilted measures to obtain a weak convergence result for the tilted measure. This
eventually leads to the moment convergence for the field X N

t .

3.1. Moment computations and moment convergence. We first identify moments of X N
t (ϕ)

as expectations of certain functions under the DN1/4SB
(k)

N1/2ν
measure introduced in Definition 2.1.

Lemma 3.1. For all bounded functions ϕ on R, t > s ≥ 0, and k ∈ N one has that

E[X N
t (ϕ)k] = E

D
N1/4SB

(k)

N1/2ν

[ k∏
j=1

ϕ(Xj
t ) exp

(
N1/2

∑
1≤i<j≤k

V ij
t (X)

)]
, (3.1)

where the functionals V ij are defined in (2.6).

Proof. The proof essentially follows by keeping track of all the definitions. Indeed, using the
definition of X N

t (ϕ) from (1.3) we may write

X N
t (ϕ) = E(1)

ω

[
e−

1
2
t
√
N+N−1/4XNt · ϕ

(
N−1/2(XNt −N3/4t)

)]
, (3.2)

where E(1)
ω denotes the quenched expectation with respect to a single motion X sampled from the

environment ω = {Ks,t : −∞ ≤ s ≤ t <∞}. Taking the kth power we find that

X N
t (ϕ)k = E(k)

ω

e− k
2
t
√
N+N−1/4(X1

Nt+···+Xk
Nt)

k∏
j=1

ϕ
(
N−1/2(Xj

Nt −N3/4t)
) ,

where E(k)
ω denotes the quenched expectation with respect to a k-point motion (X1, . . . , Xk) sampled

from the environment ω = {Ks,t : −∞ ≤ s ≤ t < ∞}. Taking an annealed expectation over the

above expression and then using the fact that the annealed law of (X1, . . . , Xk) is a k-point sticky
Brownian motion with characteristic measure ν we obtain that

E
[
X N

t (ϕ)k
]
= E

SB
(k)
ν

e− k
2
t
√
N+N−1/4(X1

Nt+···+Xk
Nt)

k∏
j=1

ϕ
(
N−1/2(Xj

Nt −N3/4t)
) .

A standard fact about sticky Brownian motion is that N−1/2(X1
Ns, . . . , X

k
Ns) is distributed as

SB
(k)

N1/2ν
whenever (X1

s , . . . , X
k
s ) is distributed as SB

(k)
ν (see [SSS14, Proposition 2.4]). Therefore
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the expectation in the last math display can be rewritten as

E
SB

(k)

N1/2ν

e− k
2
t
√
N+N1/4(X1

t +···+Xk
t )

k∏
j=1

ϕ(Xj
t −N1/4t)

 .
Using the definition of DN1/4SB

(k)

N1/2ν
measure from Definition 2.1 and the definition of V ij from

(2.6), it is not hard to check that the above expression is precisely equal to the right-hand side of
(3.1). This establishes the lemma. □

Thus, in view of the above lemma, it suffices to study weak convergence of DN1/4SB
(k)

N1/2ν
measures

to extract moment convergence for X N
t (ϕ). Our next theorem is the main technical result of this

section. It shows that if we consider the path X to be distributed according to the DN1/4SB
(k)

N1/2ν
measure, as N → ∞,

• X converges to k independent Brownian motions.
• On the N1/2 scale, pairwise intersection times converge to pairwise local times of the corre-
sponding Brownian motions.

Throughout the theorem and its proof, we will diverge from our usual notational conventions by
describing the random variables instead of referring to the path measures on the canonical space
explicitly. In particular, we will write the associated expectations generically as E, rather than
E

SB
(k)
ν

and EB⊗k . This will avoid heavy notation, and hopefully does not cause confusion.

Theorem 3.2. Fix any k ∈ N and constants A, b, C, T > 0. Fix any continuous function f :
C([0, T ],Rk × Rk(k−1)/2) → R such that |f(p)| ≤ Aeb∥p∥∞ for all paths p : [0, T ] → Rk × Rk(k−1)/2.

Suppose XN is distributed according to the SB
(k)

N1/2ν
measure from Definition 2.1. Set V ij =

V ij(XN ) as defined in (2.6). The following holds.

(a) We have the following convergence

lim
N→∞

E
[
f
(
XN , N1/2ν([0, 1])

(
V ij

)
1≤i<j≤k

)]
= E

[
f
(
U ,

(
Lij

)
1≤i<j≤k

)]
,

where U is a standard k-dimensional Brownian motion on [0, T ], and Lij(t) := LU i−Uj

0 (t) is
the local time accrued by Ui − Uj at zero by time t.

(b) Let GN = GN (XN ) be any family of continuous P
SB

(k)

N1/2ν

-martingales with GN (0) = 0 satisfying∫ t

s
d⟨GN ⟩(u) ≤ CN1/2

∑
i<j

(V ij
t (XN )− V ij

s (XN )
)
, (3.3)

for all 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T . Then {GN}N is a tight family of random variables in C[0, T ]. Fur-

thermore, any limit point of the triple
(
GN , XN , N1/2ν([0, 1])

(
V ij

)
1≤i<j≤k

)
is of the form

(G,U,
(
Lij

)
1≤i<j≤k

), where U, Lij are as in part (a), and G is a C[0, T ]-valued random variable

satisfying E[epG(T )− p
2
⟨G⟩(T )] <∞ for all p > 0 as well as

E[exp(G(T )− 1
2⟨G⟩(T )) | FT (U)] = 1, (3.4)

where FT (U) denotes the σ-algebra generated by U. In particular, we have

lim
N→∞

E

[
eGN (T )− 1

2
⟨GN ⟩(T )f

(
XN , N1/2ν([0, 1])

(
V ij

)
1≤i<j≤k

)]
= E

[
f
(
U,

(
Lij

)
1≤i<j≤k

)]
. (3.5)

(c) Suppose k = 2m is even. Let us write

∆m(s, t) := {(s1, s2, . . . , sm) ∈ [s, t]m | s ≤ s1 ≤ s2 ≤ · · · ≤ sm ≤ t} (3.6)
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for the set of all m ordered points in [s, t]. We define M(∆m(0, T )) to be the space of finite and
non-negative Borel measures on that simplex, equipped with the topology of weak convergence.
Consider the following sequence of M(∆m(0, T ))-valued random variables

γN (du1, . . . , dum) := Nm/2
m∏
j=1

1{X2j−1
uj

=X2j
uj

} du1 . . . dum. (3.7)

The random variables {γN}N≥1 are tight in M(∆m(0, T )). Moreover, any limit point of the

triple (XN , N1/2ν([0, 1])
(
V ij

)
1≤i<j≤k

, γN ) is of the formU,
(
Lij

)
1≤i<j≤k

, σm
m∏
j=1

dLU2j−1−U2j

0 (uj)


where U, Lij are as in part (a), and dL(t) denotes the Lebesgue-Stiltjes measure induced by the
increasing function t 7→ L(t).

By Remark 2.7, taking GN := N1/4G with G defined as in (2.3), we see that equation (3.5) in

part (b) of the above theorem deals with the weak convergence of DN1/4SB
(k)

N1/2ν
measures. Let us

first show how it implies Proposition 1.3.

Proof of Proposition 1.3. Fix any ϕ ∈ S(R). Given X distributed as P
SB

(k)

N1/2ν

, the martingales

GN (t) = N1/4
k∑

j=1

∫ t

0

[
1− 1

mj(X(s))

]
dXj(s)

clearly satisfy (3.3). Thus, Theorem 3.2 part (b) holds for this choice of GN . In view of Lemma
2.2, equation (3.5) yields that

lim
N→∞

E
D

N1/4SB
(k)

N1/2ν

[
f

(
X , N1/2ν([0, 1])

(
V ij

)
1≤i<j≤k

)]
= EB⊗k

[
f

(
U ,

(
Lij

)
1≤i<j≤k

)]
,

for all continuous functions f : C([0, T ],Rk × Rk(k−1)/2) → R with |f(p)| ≤ Aeb∥p∥∞ for some
A, b > 0. Specializing f to a particular choice given by product of ϕ multiplied by the exponential
of the intersection times, we get

lim
N→∞

E
D

N1/4SB
(k)

N1/2ν

[ k∏
j=1

ϕ(Xj
t )e

N1/2
∑

i<j V
ij
t (X)

]
= EB⊗k

[ k∏
j=1

ϕ(Bj
t )e

σ
∑

i<j L
Bi−Bj

0 (t)

]
.

where σ = 1
ν([0,1]) . Thanks to the moment formula from Lemma 3.1, we thus have the first equality

in (1.5) from the above equation.
By the Feynman-Kac formula, the stochastic heat equation (SHE) admits well-known moment

formulas in terms of local times of Brownian bridges (see [BC95] for example). In particular, from
[BC95] we have

E

[
k∏

i=1

Zt(xi)

]
= pt(x1) · · · pt(xn)Ex⃗

[ k∏
j=1

eσ
∑

i<j L
Bi−Bj

0 (t)

]
,

where p is the standard heat kernel, and the Bi are independent Brownian bridges on [0, t] from 0
to xi respectively. From here one arrives at the same moment formula for Zt(ϕ) :=

∫
RZt(x)ϕ(x)dx,

yielding the second equality in (1.5). This completes the proof. □
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3.2. Proof of Theorem 3.2. Throughout the proof, we will write XN,i and U i for the ith coor-
dinate of the Rk-valued processes XN and U respectively.

Proof of (a). We prove part (a) for any bounded continuous function f . In view of Lemma
2.4 and Proposition 2.6, a uniform integrability argument then extends the result to all continuous
functions f with exponential growth. Recall that the stickiness of the sticky Brownian motion
has an inverse relationship to the characteristic measure, so intuitively, as we take N → ∞, the
Brownian motions will no longer stick together, resulting in k independent Brownian motions in
the limit.

We now flesh out the technical details of the above-claimed Brownian motion convergence. We
assume for convenience that all (XN )N≥1 are coupled onto the same probability space (Ω,F ,P).
For each N , we partition [0, T ] into the two random sets AN , BN as

AN :=
{
s ∈ [0, T ] | #{XN,1

s , XN,2
s , . . . , XN,k

s } = k
}
,

BN :=
{
s ∈ [0, T ] | #{XN,1

s , XN,2
s , . . . , XN,k

s } ≤ k − 1
}
.

(3.8)

Let us use |S| to denote the Lebesgue measure of a set S. Clearly by the definition of V ij
T (see

(2.6)), we have |BN | ≤
∑

i<j V
ij
T (XN ). Using a ≤ ea for a > 0, we see that

E [|BN |] ≤ N−1/2 ·E
[
exp

(
N1/2

∑
i<j

V ij
T (XN )

)]
≤ C ·N−1/2, (3.9)

where C = C(k, T ) > 0 may be chosen free of N . The last inequality above is a consequence of

Lemma 2.4 with ν 7→ N1/2ν. Let W be a Brownian motion independent of XN defined on the
same probability space. Let us set

YN
t :=

∫ t

0
1{s∈AN}dX

N
s +

∫ t

0
1{s∈BN}dWs.

As XN,i
s ̸= XN,j

s for all s ∈ AN , we get that

⟨Y N,i, Y N,j⟩(t) =
∫ t

0
1{s∈AN |XN,i

s =XN,j
s }ds+ 1{i=j}

∫ t

0
1{s∈BN}ds = 1{i=j} · t.

for all t ∈ [0, T ]. Thus, by Levy’s criterion, we find that the YN is a k-dimensional standard
Brownian motion in the combined filtration of (XN ,W). We claim that

P

[
sup
t≤T

∥∥YN
t −XN

t

∥∥ > N−1/6

]
≤ 2k · CN−1/6. (3.10)

where the C is the same as in (3.9). An application of Doob’s submartingale inequality followed by
Itô’s isometry yields

P

[
sup
t≤T

∥∥YN
t −XN

t

∥∥ > N−1/6

]
≤ N1/3 ·E

[∥∥YN
T −XN

T

∥∥2]
= N1/3 ·E

[∥∥∥∥ ∫ T

0
1{s∈BN}d

(
Ws −XN

s

)∥∥∥∥2]
= 2kN1/3 ·E

[ ∫ T

0
1{s∈BN}ds

]
= 2kN1/3 ·E[|BN |].

Inserting the bound from (3.9) leads to (3.10). As YN is a standard k-dimensional Brownian
motion, (3.10) implies XN converges weakly to a standard k-dimensional Brownian motion.



22 S. DAS, H. DRILLICK, AND S. PAREKH

Let us now settle the weak convergence of pairwise intersection times. Observe that by Lemma
2.5, N1/2ν([0, 1])V ij(XN ) is a tight sequence in C[0, T ] for each i < j. Let us consider any limit
point (U, (Kij)1≤i<j≤k) of

(XN , (N1/2ν([0, 1])V ij(XN ))1≤i<j≤k).

By the property (1.2) of sticky Brownian motion, for each i < j we have that

|XN,i(t)−XN,j(t)| −N1/2ν([0, 1])V ij(XN )

is a martingale for eachN . Thanks to the estimates in Lemma 2.4, the above expression is uniformly
integrable. Thus in the limit point, the process |U i−U j |−Kij is a martingale as well. However, we
have already established that U is a standard k-dimensional Brownian motion. Thus, by Tanaka’s

formula, Kij(·) has to be LU i−Uj

0 (·).
Thus, summarizing, we have identified the limit point as (U, (Lij)1≤i<j≤k) where U is a standard

k-dimensional Brownian motion and Lij(t) := LU i−Uj

0 (t). This verifies part (a).

Proof of (b). Let us take any GN satisfying the assumption of the theorem. We first prove that
GN is tight in C[0, T ]. Indeed, by Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, we have that

E
[
|GN (t)− GN (s)|p

]
≤ E

[(∫ t

s
d⟨GN ⟩(u)

) p
2
]
≤ C ·E

[(
N1/2

∑
i<j

(
V ij
t (XN )− V ij

s (XN )
)) p

2
]
.

The second inequality above is due to the assumption (3.3). Lemma 2.5 implies that the term on

the right-hand side of the above equation is bounded by C|t − s|p/4 for some constant C > 0 free
of N . This verifies the tightness of GN .

Note that (3.5) would be immediate from (3.4), because the latter would imply that any subse-
quence of the left side of (3.5) has a further subsequence which converges to the right side of (3.5).
Let us therefore prove (3.4). Consider any joint limit point (G,U, (Kij)1≤i<j≤k) of

(GN , XN , (N1/2ν([0, 1])V ij(XN ))1≤i<j≤k).

By part (a), U is a standard k-dimensional Brownian motion and Kij = LU i−Uj

0 . By our moment
estimates, we have uniform integrability of both prelimiting martingales GN and XN . Thus in the
limit, G and U are martingales in their joint filtrations. By Proposition 2.6 and the assumption

(3.3), we have boundedness of pth moments (hence uniform integrability) of {eGN (T )− 1
2
⟨GN ⟩T }N≥1.

Thus, in the limit, exp(G(t)− 1
2⟨G⟩(t)) is a martingale as well.

To complete the proof of (3.4), the main idea is to use (3.3) to prove that the martingales GN

are asymptotically decoupled from the sticky Brownian motions. To be precise, we shall prove that
for each i and for all 0 ≤ t ≤ T

lim
N→∞

E

[ ∫ t

0
d|⟨XN,i,GN ⟩(s)|

]
= 0. (3.11)

Let us assume (3.11) for the moment and complete the proof of (3.4). Note that in the prelimit
XN,i · GN −⟨XN,i,GN ⟩ are martingales and (3.11) shows that the covariations vanish in probability.
Therefore, in the limit, we can conclude that G · U i is a martingale so that ⟨U i,G⟩ = 0.

Take any bounded FT (U)-measurable functional H : C([0, T ],Rk) → R. Note that t 7→
E[H(U)|Ft(U)] is a martingale in the filtration of U. As U is a standard k-dimensional Brownian
motion, by the martingale representation theorem we have

H(U) = E[H(U)] +
k∑

i=1

∫ T

0
hisdU

i
s
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for some adapted R-valued processes h1, . . . , hk. For stochastic exponential we have

exp

(
G(T )− 1

2
⟨G⟩(T )

)
= 1 +

∫ T

0
exp

(
G(s)− 1

2
⟨G⟩(s)

)
dG(s).

Using this we find that

E
[(
eG(T )− 1

2
⟨G⟩(T ) − 1

)(
H(U)−E[H(U)]

)]
=

k∑
i=1

E

[(∫ T

0
eG(s)−

1
2
⟨G⟩(s)dG(s)

)(∫ T

0
hisdU

i
s

)]

=
k∑

i=1

E

[ ∫ T

0
hise

G(s)− 1
2
⟨G⟩(s)d⟨G, U i⟩(s)

]
= 0,

where the last equality is due to the fact ⟨U i,G⟩ ≡ 0 almost surely. This proves that for all bounded

measurable H we have E[eG(T )− 1
2
⟨G⟩(T )H(U)] = E[H(U)], establishing (3.4) modulo (3.11).

Let us now explain why (3.11) holds. Note that by assumption (3.3)

GN (t) =

∫ t

0
1{s∈BN}dGN (s),

where BN is defined in (3.8). By the Kunita-Watanabe inequality, we have that

E

[ ∫ t

0
d|⟨XN,i,GN ⟩(s)|

]
= E

[ ∫ t

0
1{s∈BN}d|⟨XN,i,GN ⟩(s)|

]
≤ E

[(∫ t

0
1{s∈BN}ds

) 1
2√

⟨GN ⟩(t)
]
. (3.12)

By definition,
∫ t
0 1{s∈BN}ds ≤

∑
i<j V

ij
t . Using assumption (3.3) we get that

r.h.s. of (3.12) ≤ N1/4 ·E
[∑

i<j

V ij
t

]
≤ N−1/4 ·E

[
exp

(
N1/2

∑
i<j

V ij
t

)]
≤ C ·N−1/4,

where we used a ≤ ea and then applied Lemma 2.4 in the last two bounds. This verifies (3.11),
completing the proof of the theorem.

Proof of (c). Note that

γN (∆m(0, T )) ≤
m∏
j=1

[
N

1
2

∫ T

0
1{X2j−1

u =X2j
u }du

]
.

From Lemma 2.4 we know the exponential moments for each of the terms in the product are

uniformly bounded under SB
(k)

N1/2ν
measure. Thus for all p ≥ 1,

sup
N≥1

E
SB

(k)

N1/2ν

[γN (∆m(0, T ))p] <∞. (3.13)

Hence the laws of {γN}N≥1 are tight, because the total mass of γN is a tight family of random

variables and because ∆m(0, T ) as defined in (3.6) is a compact space. Let
(
U,

(
Kij

)
1≤i<j≤k

, γ
)

be any limit point of the sequence (XN , N1/2ν([0, 1])
(
V ij

)
1≤i<j≤k

, γN ). By part (a), we know U

is a standard k-dimensional Brownian motion and Kij = Lij . Note that the joint cumulative
distribution function of the measure γ is necessarily given by σm times a product of the Kij .

Since we know that Kij = Lij , this immediately implies that γ = σm
∏m

j=1 dL
U2j−1−U2j

0 (uj). This

establishes part (c).
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4. Martingales associated to the sticky kernels

In this section, we begin our analysis of the field X N
t by identifying some useful martingale

observables which will later be used to identify the limit in Section 6.

Definition 4.1. For a finite measure ν = λ+
∑

k∈N pkδxk
on the real number line with λ atomless,

we define its “square”

νSq :=
∑
k

p2kδxk
. (4.1)

For a continuous function ϕ we also denote by (ν, ϕ) :=
∫
R ϕ dν the natural (spatial) pairing.

When ϕ is smooth, we will use ϕ′, ϕ′′ to denote the first and second (spatial) derivatives of ϕ
respectively. We then have the following lemma.

Lemma 4.2. Let K0,t denote the Howitt-Warren flow. Then for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R), the process

St(ϕ) := (K0,t, ϕ)−
1

2

∫ t

0
(K0,s, ϕ

′′)ds

is a continuous martingale in the filtration Ft := σ({Ka,b(x,A) : 0 ≤ a < b ≤ t, x ∈ R, A Borel}).
Furthermore its quadratic variation is given by

⟨S(ϕ)⟩t =
∫ t

0
(KSq

0,s, (ϕ
′)2)ds.

From [SSS14, Theorem 2.8], we know for each fixed t > 0, K0,t is atomic almost surely. Thus

KSq
0,s is nonzero for almost every s > 0.

Proof. For the moment being, we consider a fixed realization of the kernels {Ks,t : 0 ≤ s ≤ t}. By
[LJR04a, Section 2.6], we can sample paths B1, B2, B3, . . . starting from 0 in such a way that:

• given {Ks,t : 0 ≤ s ≤ t}, the paths {Bi}i≥1 are all independent.
• given {Ks,t : 0 ≤ s ≤ t}, the law of Bi

t given (Bi
u)0≤u≤s is Ks,t(Bs, ·) for all 0 ≤ s ≤ t.

It is clear that the joint quenched law of these paths {Bi}i≥1 is a deterministic function of the
collection {Ks,t : 0 ≤ s ≤ t}, because the two bullet points automatically determine the multi-time
marginal laws of any finite subcollection {Bi}ri=1 in terms of the kernels Ks,t. It is also clear that
the annealed law of (B1, . . . , Br) is just r-point sticky Brownian motion (see the discussion after
Definition 1.1). We define µrt :=

1
r

∑r
i=1 δBi

t
. By the law of large numbers, as r → ∞ we have

µrt → K0,t and

∫ t

0
µrsds→

∫ t

0
K0,sds

almost surely in the topology of weak convergence of Borel measures, for each t > 0. Notice that

|(µrt , ϕ)− (µrs, ϕ)| ≤
1

r

r∑
i=1

|ϕ(Bi
t)− ϕ(Bi

s)| ≤
∥ϕ′∥L∞(R)

r

r∑
i=1

|Bi
t −Bi

s|

for all s, t ≥ 0, all r ∈ N, and all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R). By Minkowski’s inequality and the fact that the Bi

are individually Brownian motions in the annealed sense, we obtain

E[|(µrt , ϕ)− (µrs, ϕ)|p]1/p ≤
∥ϕ′∥L∞(R)

r

r∑
i=1

E[|Bi
t −Bi

s|p]1/p = Cp∥ϕ′∥L∞ |t− s|1/2, (4.2)

for any p ≥ 1. Define

S̃r
t (ϕ) := (µrt , ϕ)−

1

2

∫ t

0
(µrs, ϕ

′′)ds =
1

r

r∑
i=1

∫ t

0
ϕ′(Bi

s)dB
i
s. (4.3)
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where the second equality above is due to Itô’s formula. Hence, S̃r
t (ϕ) is a martingale. Clearly

|(µrt , ϕ)| ≤ ∥ϕ∥L∞(R). Combining this with (4.2) and the first equality in (4.3), one has

E[|S̃r
t (ϕ)− S̃r

s(ϕ)|p]1/p ≤ Cp∥ϕ′∥L∞ |t− s|1/2 + 1

2
∥ϕ′′∥L∞ |t− s|,

uniformly over s, t ≥ 0. On any compact interval [0, T ] the right side can be bounded above by

C|t−s|1/2 for some constant C = C(p, T, ϕ) independent of s, t ∈ [0, T ]. Since St(ϕ) = limr→∞ S̃r
t (ϕ)

almost surely, this Lp bound implies that the limit St(ϕ) is a continuous Lp-martingale for each

ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R). The quadratic variations of S̃r(ϕ) can be computed explicitly as

⟨S̃r(ϕ)⟩t =
1

r2

∑
i,j

∫ t

0
ϕ′(Bi

s)ϕ
′(Bj

s)d⟨Bi, Bj⟩s =
1

r2

∑
i,j

∫ t

0
ϕ′(Bi

s)
21{Bi

s=Bj
s}ds =

∫ t

0
((µrs)

Sq, (ϕ′)2)ds.

We consider what happens to the quadratic variation as we take r → ∞. By [SSS14], we have
that for each t > 0, K0,t is a.s. atomic. Using this, it is easy to show that for each s > 0,

the quantity ((µrs)
Sq, (ϕ′)2) will converge almost surely as r → ∞ to (KSq

0,s, (ϕ
′)2). Since µrt is a

probability measure, we have ((µrs)
Sq, (ϕ′)2) ≤ (µrs, (ϕ

′)2) ≤ ∥ϕ′∥2L∞ deterministically, and likewise

(KSq
0,s, (ϕ

′)2) ≤ (K0,s, (ϕ
′)2) ≤ ∥ϕ′∥2L∞ . Therefore the dominated convergence theorem applied on

the product space P⊗ ds gives

lim
r→∞

E
[ ∫ t

0

∣∣((µrs)Sq, (ϕ′)2)− (KSq
0,s, (ϕ

′)2)
∣∣ds] = 0.

Here as always, E is annealed expectation. In other words, the expression for ⟨S̃r(ϕ)⟩t will converge
in L1(P) as r → ∞ to the quantity

∫ t
0 (K

Sq
0,s, (ϕ

′)2)ds. Putting all of this together, we obtain that

St(ϕ) = limr→∞ S̃r
t (ϕ) is a martingale with quadratic variation

⟨S(ϕ)⟩t = lim
r→∞

⟨S̃r(ϕ)⟩t =
∫ t

0
(KSq

0,s, (ϕ
′)2)ds,

where the limit is interpreted in L1(P). This completes the proof. □

Given the above lemma, our next goal is to derive a (local) martingale that is related to the
rescaled field X N from (1.3) instead of K0,t. To motivate the choice of our next martingale, we first
perform some martingale calculations on a formal level. The process S from Lemma 4.2 resembles
an orthomartingale in the sense that the cross-variation vanishes whenever ϕ and ψ have disjoint
support, and the above lemma states that K0,t solves the SPDE

dK = ∂2xKdt+ dS.

Note that if u solves the forced heat equation ∂tu = 1
2∂

2
xu+F and if a, b, c ∈ R then eax+btu(t, x+ct)

solves the equation ∂tv = Lv + F where

L =
1

2

(
∂x − (a− c)I

)2
+
(
b− 1

2
c2
)
I,

F (t, x) = eax+btF (t, x+ ct).

This makes sense even when F is a Schwartz distribution. Note that when a = c and b = 1
2c

2 then

L = 1
2∂

2
x is unchanged.

We now formally go from K0,t to X N
t defined in (1.3) in two steps. We first apply the above

argument for u = K and F = dS, with a = c = N−1/4 and b = 1
2N

−1/2. This gives us that the
measure-valued process

K̃N (t, x) := eax+btK0,t(x+ ct) = e
t
2
N−1/2+xN−1/4

K0,t(x+N−1/4t)
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solves the SPDE

∂tK̃
N = ∂2xK̃

Ndt+ dSN

where SN is the orthomartingale measure defined by

dSN (t, x) = e
t
2
N−1/2+xN−1/4 · dS(t, x+N−1/4t),

to be interpreted by integration against test functions. Next, we apply a diffusive scaling to K̃N .
Let us set

X N
t (x) := N1/2K̃N (Nt,N1/2x) = N1/2e

t
2
N1/2+xN1/4

K0,Nt(tN
3/4 + xN1/2).

This solves the SPDE

∂tX
N = ∂2xX

Ndt+ dMN

where MN is the orthomartingale measure defined by

dMN (t, x) = N3/2dSN (Nt,N1/2x) = N3/2e
t
2
N1/2+xN1/4 · dS(Nt, tN3/4 + xN1/2).

The above formal calculations suggest the following lemma.

Lemma 4.3. With X N as defined in (1.3), for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R) the processes

MN
t (ϕ) := X N

t (ϕ)− ϕ(0)− 1

2

∫ t

0
X N

s (ϕ′′)ds (4.4)

are continuous martingales with

⟨MN (ϕ)⟩t =
∫ t

0

(
(X N

s )Sq, (ϕ′ +N1/4ϕ)2
)
ds

where (X N
s )Sq is defined via (4.1).

We remark that the MN (ϕ) are actually tight in C[0, T ] as N → ∞. This will follow from the
Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality as well as moment bounds on the quadratic variation that are
proved in Proposition 5.6. Tightness will be proved in Proposition 6.13, using moment formulas
and bounds that we will derive in Section 5. This will be crucial in solving the martingale problem
for (SHE).

Proof. The proof follows in a similar manner to the proof of Lemma 4.2. We omit the details. □

Lemma 4.3 can be extended to include time-dependent test functions as well.

Lemma 4.4. Let φ ∈ S(R2). Consider MN
t (ϕ) as defined in (4.4). The process

RN
t (φ) :=MN

t

(
φ(t, ·)

)
−
∫ t

0
MN

s

(
∂sφ(s, ·)

)
ds (4.5)

is a continuous martingale, and its quadratic variation up to time t is given by

⟨RN (φ)⟩t = N1/2

∫ t

0

(
(X N

s )Sq, (φ(s, ·) +N−1/4∂xφ(s, ·))2
)
ds. (4.6)

Intuitively, one should think of RN
t (φ) as being equal to

∫ t
0 (φ(s, ·), dM

N
s )L2(R), which yields (4.5)

by a formal integration-by-parts.

Proof. Let Ft := σ({KNa,Nb(x,A) : 0 ≤ a < b ≤ t, x ∈ R, A Borel}). Fix 0 ≤ u ≤ t. By Lemma 4.3
we have

E[RN
t (φ) | Fu] =MN

u

(
φ(t, ·)

)
−
∫ u

0
MN

s

(
∂sφ(s, ·)

)
ds−

∫ t

u
MN

u

(
∂sφ(s, ·)

)
ds. (4.7)
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Note that ∫ t

u
MN

u

(
∂sφ(s, ·)

)
ds =MN

u

(
φ(t, ·)

)
−MN

u

(
φ(u, ·)

)
.

Inserting this identity back in (4.7), we get E[RN
t (φ) | Fu] = RN

u (φ). This verifies that RN
t (φ) is a

martingale with respect to Ft. The claimed quadratic variation for RN
t (φ) in (4.6) can be verified

similarly. □

5. Analysis of the quadratic martingale field

Recall the martingale MN
t from (4.3). As explained in the introduction, in order to identify

limit points of the field MN
t (ϕ), one must study the quadratic variation of this martingale. In this

section, we identify the leading order contribution of ⟨MN (ϕ)⟩ as a functional which we call the
quadratic martingale field—introduced below.

Definition 5.1. Recall the field X N
t from (1.3), as well as the squaring operation from Definition

4.1. For a bounded test function ϕ on R, we define the quadratic martingale field (QMF) as

QN
t (ϕ) := N1/2

∫ t

0

(
(X N

s )Sq, ϕ
)
ds (5.1)

= N1/2

∫ t

0

∫
R
e−s

√
N+2uN−1/4

ϕ(N−1/2(u−N3/4s))KSq
0,Ns(du)ds,

From Lemma 4.3, in view of the above definition, one has that

⟨MN (ϕ)⟩t = QN
t (ϕ2) + EN

t (ϕ),

where EN
t (ϕ) is the “error term” given by

EN
t (ϕ) :=

∫ t

0

(
(X N

s )Sq, 2N1/4ϕϕ′ + (ϕ′)2
)
ds = QN

t

(
N−1/2(ϕ′)2 + 2N−1/4ϕϕ′

)
. (5.2)

The main goal of this section is to show that only QN
t contributes to the limit (in a very specific

way, see Proposition 5.3) and that EN
t vanishes in the limit (Proposition 5.5). The starting point of

our analysis is a probabilistic interpretation of QN
t (ϕ). Indeed, similar to the representation (3.2)

for X N
t (ϕ), the field QN

t (ϕ) also admits a formula in terms of a quenched expectation of 2-point
motion sampled from the environment ω := {Ks,t : −∞ < s < t < ∞}. Given a 2-point motion
sampled from the environment ω := {Ks,t : −∞ < s < t <∞}, we may view QN

t (ϕ) as

QN
t (ϕ) = N1/2

∫ t

0
E(2)
ω

[
e−s

√
N+2N−1/4XNsϕ(N−1/2(XNs −N3/4s))1{XNs=YNs}

]
ds

= N1/2

∫ t

0
E(2)
ω

[
e−s

√
N+N−1/4(XNs+YNs)ϕ(N−1/2(XNs −N3/4s))1{XNs=YNs}

]
ds (5.3)

where the second equality follows by replacing 2N−1/4XNs in the exponential with N−1/4(XNs +
YNs) due to the presence of the indicator 1{XNs=YNs}. The representation (5.3) will be used as a
starting point in the next section, Section 5.1, in extracting formulas and estimates for the QMF.

5.1. Formulas and limits for the Quadratic Martingale Field. Recall the field X N
t from

(1.3). The goal of this section is to show that the limit of QN
t can be related to that of X N

t

in a precise way (see Proposition 5.3). To do this, we first extract moment formulas of certain
observables of (X N

t , QN
t ) in terms of sticky Brownian motion in the same spirit as Lemma 3.1.

Lemma 5.2 (Moment formulas). Fix any bounded functions ψ, ϕ on R and N ≥ 1. Suppose

that (X1, . . . , X2k) denotes a 2k-point sticky Brownian motion with characteristic measure N1/2ν.
Recall ∆m(s, t) from (3.6) and σ = 1

ν([0,1]) . We have the following moment formulas.
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(a) For all t > 0, we have

E

[(
QN

t (ψ)− σ

∫ t

0
X N

s (ϕ)2ds

)k
]

= k!

∫
∆k(0,t)

E
SB

(2k)

N1/2ν

[ k∏
i=1

e−si
√
N+N1/4(X2i−1

si
+X2i

si
)ΥN

si (X
2i−1, X2i)

] k∏
i=1

dsi,

(5.4)

where

ΥN
u (X,Y ) := N1/2ψ

(
Xu −N1/4u

)
1{Xu=Yu} − σϕ

(
Xu −N1/4u

)
ϕ
(
Yu −N1/4u

)
.

(b) For all 0 ≤ s < t we have the following moment formula for the increment of the QMF

E

[(
QN

t (ψ)−QN
s (ψ)

)k
]

= N
k
2 k!

∫
∆k(s,t)

E
SB

(2k)

N1/2ν

[ k∏
i=1

e−si
√
N+N

1
4 (X2i−1

si
+X2i

si
)ϕ(Xi

s −N1/4si)1{X2i−1
si

=X2i
si
}

] k∏
i=1

dsi.

(5.5)

Proof. Recall the probabilistic interpretation of X N
t (ϕ) and QN

t (ψ) from (3.2) and (5.3) respec-
tively. Combining them we get that

QN
t (ψ)− σ

∫ t

0
X N

s (ϕ)2ds =

∫ t

0
E(2)
ω

[
e−s

√
N+N−1/4(X1

Ns+X2
Ns)Υ̃N

s (X1, X2)
]
ds (5.6)

where E(2)
ω denotes the quenched expectation of a 2-point motion sampled from the environment

ω := {Ks,t : −∞ < s < t <∞} and

Υ̃N
s (X1, X2) := N1/2ψ

(
N−1/2(X1

Ns −N3/4s)
)
1{X1

Ns=X2
Ns}

− σ
2∏

i=1

ϕ
(
N−1/2(Xi

Ns −N3/4s)
)
.

Taking the k-th power of (5.6) we see that(
QN

t (ψ)− σ

∫ t

0
X N

s (ϕ)2ds

)k

= k!

∫
∆k(0,t)

E(2k)
ω

[
k∏

i=1

e
−si

√
N+N−1/4(X2i−1

Nsi
+X2i

Nsi
)
Υ̃N

si (X
2i−1, X2i)

]
k∏

i=1

dsi.

(5.7)

In the above line, we have also used the fact that
∫
[0,t]k

∏k
i=1 F (xi)dxi = k!

∫
∆k(0,t)

∏k
i=1 F (xi)dxi

(recall ∆k from (3.6)). Here E(2k)
ω denotes the quenched expectation of a 2k-point motion sampled

from the environment ω := {Ks,t : −∞ < s < t < ∞}. Taking annealed expectation on both sides
of the above equation, interchanging the order of integration and expectation, and then using the
fact that the annealed law of (X1, . . . , X2k) is a 2k-point sticky Brownian motion with characteristic
measure ν, we get

E

[(
QN

t (ψ)− σ

∫ t

0
X N

s (ϕ)2ds

)k
]

= k!

∫
∆k(0,t)

E
SB

(2k)
ν

[
k∏

i=1

e
−si

√
N+N−1/4(X2i−1

Nsi
+X2i

Nsi
)
Υ̃N

si (X
2i−1, X2i)

]
k∏

i=1

dsi.

The interchanging of the order of integration and expectation is permissible by Fubini’s theorem.
Indeed, Fubini’s theorem is applicable as applying Lemma 2.4, one can check that for each fixed N ,
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the expectation of the absolute value of the integrand on the right-hand side of (5.7) is uniformly

bounded as s⃗ varies in ∆k(0, t). Using the fact that N−1/2(X1
Ns, . . . , X

2k
Ns) is distributed as SB

(2k)

N1/2ν
measure, (5.4) follows from the above formula. Relying on (5.3) alone, one can derive the formula
in (5.5) by the exact same argument. This completes the proof. □

We now come to the main result of this section, which shows that the quadratic martingale field
QN

t is well approximated by the integrated version of the square of X N
t . Loosely speaking, for

each a ∈ R \ {0} we shall show as N → ∞

QN
t (a)− σ

∫ t

0

(
X N

s (a)
)2
ds

L2

→ 0.

Since QN
t and X N

s exist as distributions, to make sense of the above display, we work with a
sequence of Gaussian test functions converging to δa.

Proposition 5.3 (Limiting behavior of the QMF). Let a ∈ R and let ξ(x) := 1√
π
e−x2

be the

Gaussian test function and let ξaε (x) := ε−1ξ(ε−1(x− a)). Then for all t > 0 and a ∈ R \ {0},

lim sup
ε→0

lim sup
N→∞

E
[(
QN

t (ξaε )− σ

∫ t

0
X N

s

(
ξa
ε
√
2

)2
ds

)2]
= 0, (5.8)

where as usual, σ = 1
ν([0,1]) . Furthermore, we have the bound

sup
ε>0

a∈R\{0}

lim sup
N→∞

[
1 ∧ (| log a|−2)

]
· E

[(
QN

t (ξaε )− σ

∫ t

0
X N

s

(
ξa
ε
√
2

)2
ds

)2]
<∞. (5.9)

We remark that the relevance of the second bound (5.9) is that even though we may not have
convergence to 0 in (5.8) when a = 0, we can still control the behavior near a = 0 by a blow-up
that is polylogarithmic at worst. In the proof of (6.15) in Theorem 6.16 below, we will see that
such blow-ups are irrelevant in the limit.

The starting point of the proof of Proposition 5.3 is the moment formula in Lemma 5.2 (a). As
noted in (5.4), the moments can be expressed as integral of the expectation of certain observables
under sticky Brownian motion. Recall that in Theorem 3.2 we saw that the expectation of a
certain class of observables under sticky Brownian motion converges to the expectation of those
observables under standard k dimensional Brownian motion. That theorem will be used to prove
a similar convergence result for the expectations of the type of observables that appear in (5.4).

Proposition 5.4. Fix any k ∈ N and 0 = t0 < t1 < t2 < · · · < tk < ∞. Set s0 = t0 and

s2i−1 = s2i = ti for 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Suppose (X1, . . . , X2k) is distributed according SB
(2k)

N1/2ν
. Let (ϕi)

2k
i=1

be bounded continuous functions on R. We have

lim
N→∞

E
SB

(2k)

N1/2ν

[ 2k∏
i=1

e−
1
2
si
√
N+N

1
4Xi

siϕi(X
i
si −N

1
4 si)

]
= EB⊗2k

[
eσLk (⃗t)

2k∏
i=1

ϕi(U
i
si)

]
(5.10)

where

Lk (⃗t) :=
k∑

r=1

∑
2r−1≤p<q≤2k

[
LUp−Uq

0 (tr)− LUp−Uq

0 (tr−1)
]
. (5.11)
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Furthermore, recalling ∆k(s, t) from (3.6), the integrated version of (5.10) also holds:

lim
N→∞

∫
∆k(0,t)

E
SB

(2k)

N1/2ν

[ 2k∏
i=1

e−
1
2
si
√
N+N

1
4Xi

siϕi(X
i
si −N

1
4 si)

] k∏
i=1

dti

=

∫
∆k(0,t)

EB⊗2k

[
eσLk (⃗t)

2k∏
i=1

ϕi(U
i
si)

] k∏
i=1

dti.

(5.12)

Additionally, for each 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T <∞ we have

lim
N→∞

N
k
2 ·E

SB
(2k)

N1/2ν

[ ∫
∆k(s,t)

k∏
i=1

e−ti
√
N+N

1
4 (X2i−1

ti
+X2i

ti
)ϕi(X

2i
ti −N

1
4 ti)1{X2i−1

ti
=X2i

ti
}dti

]

= σkEB⊗2k

[ ∫
∆k(s,t)

eσLk (⃗t)
k∏

i=1

ϕi(U
2i
ti )dL

U2i−1−U2i

0 (ti)

]
.

(5.13)

Here
∫ t
0 f(s)dL

U i−Uj

0 (s) denotes the integration of the continuous function f : [0, t] → R against the

random Lebesgue-Stiltjes measure dLU i−Uj

0 induced from the increasing function t 7→ LU i−Uj

0 (t).

The proof of Proposition 5.4 builds up on the estimates proved in Section 2 and uses Theorem
3.2. We postpone the proof of Proposition 5.4 to Section 5.2 and complete the proof of Proposition
5.3 assuming it.

Proof of Proposition 5.3. For clarity, we split the proof into three steps. We first provide a brief
outline of the steps below. Note that, given the moment formulas from Lemma 5.2 (a) and the
limit of those formulas from Proposition 5.4, one can compute the N → ∞ limit of the expecta-
tion in (5.9) in terms of expectation of certain observables under a 4D Brownian motion measure
(X1, X2, Y 1, Y 2). We then proceed to carefully massage this expectation formula to obtain the
desired result.

• In Step 1, we use a simple transformation to express the limit in terms of an expectation under
a different 4D Brownian motion measure:

(X1 − Y 1, X2 − Y 2, X1 + Y 1, X2 + Y 2).

• In Step 2, we show how local time heuristics (which are rigorously shown in Appendix A) can
be used to rewrite the expectation formula in terms of a certain concatenation of Brownian
bridge and Brownian motion measures.

• In Step 3, we use local time estimates for concatenated processes (Lemma A.6) and heat kernel
calculations to bound the formula obtained in the previous step. The bound obtained in this
step is sharp enough to conclude the proof of Proposition 5.3.

Step 1. Applying Lemma 5.2 (a) and Proposition 5.4 with k = 2 we get

lim
N→∞

E

[(
QN

t (ψ)− σ

∫ t

0
X N

s (ϕ)2ds

)2
]

= 2σ2 ·EB⊗4

[∫
∆2(0,t)

eσL2(s1,s2)
2∏

i=1

(
ψ(Xi

si)dL
Xi−Y i

0 (si)− ϕ(Xi)ϕ(Y i)dsi

)]

= 2σ2 ·EB⊗4

[∫
∆2(0,t)

eσL2(s1,s2)
2∏

i=1

(
ψ
(
1
2(X

i
si + Y i

si)
)
dLXi−Y i

0 (si)− ϕ(Xi)ϕ(Y i)dsi

)]
(5.14)

for all ψ, ϕ ∈ S(R), where L2 is defined in (5.11). The second equality in the above equation follows

by observing that Xi
u = Y i

u for u in the support of LXi−Y i

0 (du).
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We shall now write E instead of EB⊗4 for convenience. Let us now take

ψ(x) := ξaε (x) =
1√
πε2

e−(x−a)2/ε2 , ϕ(x) := ξa
ε
√
2
(x) =

1√
2πε2

e−(x−a)2/2ε2 ,

in (5.14). Using the identity ξa
ε
√
2
(x)ξa

ε
√
2
(y) = ξaε ((x+ y)/2)ξ02ε(x− y), we may now write (5.14) as

2σ2 ·E

[∫
∆2(0,t)

eσL2(s1,s2)
2∏

i=1

(
ξaε
(
1
2(X

i
si + Y i

si)
)
· (dLXi−Y i

0 (si)− ξ02ε(X
i
si − Y i

si)dsi)
)]

. (5.15)

Let us write U i,− := Xi − Y i and U i,+ := Xi + Y i. Note that under PB⊗4 the four processes
U1,−, U1,+, U2,−, U2,+ are independent Brownian motions with diffusion coefficient 2. This enables
us to view (5.15) as

2σ2 ·E

[∫
∆2(0,t)

eσL2(s1,s2)
2∏

i=1

(
ξaε
(
1
2U

i,+
si )

)
· (dLU i,−

0 (si)− ξ02ε(U
i,−
si )dsi)

)]
=: 2σ2[A1(ε)−A2(ε)−A3(ε) +A4(ε)], (5.16)

where

A1(ε) := E

[∫
∆2(0,t)

eσL2(s1,s2)ξaε
(
1
2U

1,+
s1

)
ξaε
(
1
2U

2,+
s2

)
dLU1,−

0 (s1) dL
U2,−
0 (s2)

]
(5.17)

A2(ε) := E

[∫
∆2(0,t)

eσL2(s1,s2)ξaε
(
1
2U

1,+
s1

)
ξaε
(
1
2U

2,+
s2

)
ξ02ε(U

2,−
s2 ) dLU1,−

0 (s1) ds2

]
(5.18)

A3(ε) := E

[∫
∆2(0,t)

eσL2(s1,s2)ξaε
(
1
2U

1,+
s1

)
ξaε
(
1
2U

2,+
s2

)
ξ02ε(U

1,−
s1 ) dLU2,−

0 (s2) ds1

]
(5.19)

A4(ε) := E

[∫
∆2(0,t)

eσL2(s1,s2)ξaε
(
1
2U

1,+
s1

)
ξaε
(
1
2U

2,+
s2

)
ξ02ε(U

1,−
s1 )ξ02ε(U

2,−
s2 ) ds1 ds2

]
. (5.20)

Step 2. In this step we focus on each of the Ai(ε) terms separately. We drop the ε and write Ai

for simplicity. Note that informally dLU i,−
0 (si) may be written as δ0(U

i,−)dsi which suggests that
each of the Ai may be written in terms of Brownian bridge expectations. To this end, we introduce
the function

Hs1,s2(x⃗, y⃗) := E
[
eσL2(s1,s2) | U i,−

si = xi, U
i,+
si = yi, i = 1, 2

]
(5.21)

where the above conditional expectation is interpreted as taking expectation under the measure
where U i,− (U i,+ resp.) is a concatenation of a Brownian bridge from 0 to xi (0 to yi resp.) over
the interval [0, si] and an independent Brownian motion started from xi (yi resp.) on [si, t]. All
Brownian objects considered are independent with diffusion coefficient 2.

A1 term: Let us consider the A1 term from (5.17). Let F−
t be the σ-field generated by {U1,−

s , U2,−
s |

0 ≤ s ≤ t}. By the tower property of conditional expectation, we have

A1 := E

[∫
∆2(0,t)

E

[
eσL2(s1,s2)

2∏
i=1

ξaε
(
1
2U

i,+
si

)
| F−

t

]
dLU1,−

0 (s1) dL
U2,−
0 (s2)

]
.

By Lemma A.2, the right-hand side of the above equation simplifies to

A1 =

∫
∆2(0,t)

E
[
eσL2(s1,s2) · ξaε (12U

1,+
si )ξaε (

1
2U

2,+
si ) | U i,−

si = 0, i = 1, 2
]
p2si(0) dsi (5.22)
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where again the conditional expectation is interpreted via concatenation of Brownian bridges and
Brownian motions. Note that via Brownian motion decomposition, we have

E
[
eσL2(s1,s2) · ξaε (12U

1,+
si )ξaε (

1
2U

2,+
si ) | U i,−

si = xi.i = 1, 2
]

=

∫
R2

Hs1,s2(x⃗, y⃗)
2∏

i=1

ξaε (
1
2yi)p2si(yi)dyi

(5.23)

where H is defined in (5.21). Inserting the above formula back in (5.22) we get

A1 =

∫
∆2(0,t)

∫
R2

Hs1,s2((0, 0), (y1, y2)))

2∏
i=1

ξaε (
1
2yi)p2si(yi)p2si(0) dyi dsi. (5.24)

A2 and A3 terms: Recall A2 from (5.18). We condition only on F1,−
t := σ{U1,−

s | 0 ≤ s ≤ t} to get

A2 := E

[∫ t

0
F (U1,−)dLU1,−

0 (s1)

]
where

F (U1,−) :=

∫ s1

0
E
[
eσL2(s1,s2)ξaε

(
1
2U

1,+
s1

)
ξaε
(
1
2U

2,+
s2

)
ξ02ε(U

2,−
s2 ) | F1,−

t

]
ds2

Applying Lemma A.2 again, we see that

A2 =

∫ t

0
E[F (U1,−) | U1,−

s1 = 0]p2s1(0)ds2.

where again the conditional expectation is interpreted in a similar manner. Performing a similar
trick as in (5.23), we see that

A2 =

∫
∆2(0,t)

∫
R3

Hs1,s2((0, x2); y⃗)

[
2∏

i=1

ξaε
(
1
2yi

)
p2si(yi)

]
ξ02ε(x2)p2s2(x2)p2s1(0)dy⃗ dx2 ds⃗. (5.25)

Similarly for A3 defined in (5.19) one has

A3 =

∫
∆2(0,t)

∫
R3

Hs1,s2((x1, 0); y⃗)

[
2∏

i=1

ξaε
(
1
2yi

)
p2si(yi)

]
ξ02ε(x1)p2s1(x1)p2s2(0)dy⃗ dx1 ds⃗. (5.26)

A4 term: Recall A4 from (5.20). Note that A4 does not involve any integration with respect to local
times. Thus we may use H from (5.21) directly and tricks similar to (5.23) to get

A4 :=

∫
∆2(0,t)

∫
R4

Hs1,s2(x⃗, y⃗)

2∏
i=1

ξaε
(
1
2yi

)
ξ02ε(xi)p2si(xi)p2si(yi)dxi dyi dsi. (5.27)

Step 3. In this step, we determine convergence and provide bounds for each of the Ai terms defined
at the end of Step 1. We claim that for each i,

lim
ε→0

Ai(ε) =

∫
∆2(0,t)

Hs1,s2((0, 0), (2a, 2a))

2∏
i=1

p2si(0)p2si(2a)dsi, (5.28)

where H is defined in (5.21). Inserting this limit back in (5.16) verifies (5.8). Let us consider A1(ε)
from (5.17). Let us consider the integrand on the right-hand side of (5.24):

p2si(0)

∫
R2

Hs1,s2((0, 0), (y1, y2)))

2∏
i=1

ξaε (
1
2yi)p2si(yi) dyi.
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Clearly as ε → 0, it converges to p2si(0)
∫
R2 Hs1,s2((0, 0), (a1, a2)))p2s1(a1)p2s2(a2). Thus, to show

(5.28) holds for A1(ε), it suffices by dominated convergence to show that for all a ̸= 0,

sup
ε∈(0,1]

p2si(0)

∫
R2

Hs1,s2((0, 0), (y1, y2)))

2∏
i=1

ξaε (
1
2yi)p2si(yi) dyi (5.29)

is dominated by some integrable function of s1, s2. Towards this end, note that H is defined as the
expectation of exponentials of local times of certain linear functions of concatenated processes in-
troduced at the beginning of Step 2. In Lemma A.6, we study these expectations and in particular
show that for all s1, s2 ∈ [0, t] and for all x⃗, y⃗ ∈ R2, Hs1,s2(x⃗, y⃗) ≤ C for some constant C > 0 that
depends only on t. As ξaε (

1
2y) = 2p2ε2(y−2a), using Hs1,s2(x⃗, y⃗) ≤ C and then using the semigroup

property of the heat kernel (i.e.,
∫
R pu(x− b)pt(x)dx = pu+t(b)) we have from (5.24) that

(5.29) ≤ C sup
ε∈(0,1]

2∏
i=1

p2si+2ε2(2a)p2si(0). (5.30)

Note that the heat kernel globally satisfies the bound pt(x) ≤ C(t + x2)−1/21{t>0} for some large
enough constant C > 0. Consequently we have∫

∆2(0,t)
sup

ε∈(0,1]

2∏
i=1

p2si+2ε2(2a)p2si(0)dsi ≤ C

∫
∆2(0,t)

2∏
i=1

s
−1/2
i (si + a2)−1/2 dsi

= C

∫
∆2(0,a−2t)

2∏
i=1

v
−1/2
i (vi + 1)−1/2 dvi.

where the equality above follows by making the substitution si = a2vi. Extending the range of
integration we have∫

∆2(0,a−2t)

2∏
i=1

v
−1/2
i (vi + 1)−1/2 dvi ≤

∫
[0,a−2t]2

2∏
i=1

v
−1/2
i (vi + 1)−1/2 dvi ≤ Cmax{1, | log a|2}.

(5.31)

This verifies the integrability of the bound in (5.30) and consequently proves (5.28) for A1. Start-
ing from (5.25), (5.26), and (5.27), an analogous computation verifies (5.28) for A2, A3 and A4

respectively. This establishes (5.8). From the polylogarithmic bound in (5.31) (and its analogous
counterparts for A2, A3, A4) one arrives at (5.9). This completes the proof. □

Proposition 5.5 (Error term limit). For any t ≥ 0 and ϕ ∈ S(R), we have that

lim sup
N→∞

E[EN
t (ϕ)2] = 0. (5.32)

Proof. Note that ϕϕ′ ≤ 1
2(ϕ

2 + (ϕ′)2) thus

|EN
t (ϕ)| ≤ 2N1/4

[∫ t

0
((X N

s )Sq, ϕ2)ds+

∫ t

0
((X N

s )Sq, (ϕ′)2)ds

]
= 2N−1/4

[
QN

t (ϕ2) +QN
t (ϕ′2)

]
.

Now by Lemma 5.2 (b) and Proposition 5.4 ((5.10) specifically), we see that for every ψ ∈ S(R),
L2 moments of QN

t (ψ) are uniformly bounded in N . Since ϕ2 and ϕ′2 are also Schwartz functions,
in view of the above inequality, we readily have (5.32). □
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5.2. Supporting estimates. In this section we prove Proposition 5.4 and establish an estimate
for the moments of the increments of the quadratic martingale field which will be useful in Section
6.2.

Proof of Proposition 5.4. Proof of (5.10). We continue with the same notation as in the statement
of the Proposition 5.4. Let us set

Gr
N (t) =

2k∑
j=2r−1

∫ t

0

[
1− 1

mr
j(X(u))

]
dXj(u)

where mr
j(x) := #{i ∈ {2r − 1, . . . , 2k} : xi = xj}. Note that Gr

N are martingales of the form (2.3)
where only the last 2k − 2r of the 2k particles are taken into account. Define the martingale

dGN (t) := N1/4
k∑

r=1

1{t∈[tr−1,tr)}dG
r
N (t). (5.33)

It turns out that the stochastic exponential of GN is precisely the tilt that gets rid of the divergent
term appearing in the expectation of the left-hand side of (5.10). To be precise, we have that

E
SB

(2k)

N1/2ν

[ 2k∏
i=1

e−
1
2
si
√
N+N

1
4Xi

siϕi(X
i
si −N

1
4 si)

]

= E
SB

(2k)

N1/2ν

[
eGN (T )−1

2 ⟨GN ⟩(T ) exp

(
N

1
2

k∑
r=1

∑
2r−1≤i<j≤2k

∫ tr

tr−1

1{Xi
u=Xj

u}du

) 2k∏
r=1

ϕr(X
r
sr)

]
.

(5.34)

Note that N1/4Gr
N satisfies the assumption (3.3). Consequently, GN satisfies the assumption (3.3)

as well. From Theorem 3.2 (b), it is immediate that, as N → ∞, the right-hand side of (5.34)
converges to the right-hand side of (5.10). This proves (5.10) modulo (5.34). Observe that by
Lemma 2.4 and Proposition 2.6, an application of Hölder’s inequality yields that the right-hand
side of (5.34) is uniformly bounded as t⃗ varies in ∆k(0, t). Thus by the dominated convergence
theorem, we have (5.12).

We now turn towards the proof of (5.34) which is done by iteratively applying (2.5). We illustrate
the proof for the k = 2 case only; the general case follows in the exact same manner. Let us set

k = 2 and write E for the expectation with respect to SB
(2k)

N1/2ν
measure. Recall that s2i−1 = s2i = ti

for i = 1, 2. Let (Ft)t≤T denote the filtration of the 2k-point sticky Brownian motion. Note that
the expression inside the first expectation in (5.34) can be written as A ·B where

A := e−2t1
√
N+N1/4

∑4
j=1 X

j
t1

2∏
i=1

ϕi(X
i
si −N

1
4 si)

B := e−(t2−t1)
√
N+N1/4(X3

t2
+X4

t2
−X3

t1
−X4

t1
) ·

4∏
i=3

ϕi(X
i
si −N

1
4 si).

A is measurable with respect to Ft1 . By the Markov property of sticky Brownian motion E[B | Ft1 ]
is measurable with respect to σ

(
Xi

t1)
4
i=1

)
. Let us write

H
(
Xt1

)
:= E[B | Ft1 ].
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By the tower property of conditional expectation followed by an application of (2.5) with λ = N
1
4 ,

s = 0, t = t1, ν 7→ N
1
2 ν, and k = 4 we get

l.h.s. of (5.34) = E
[
A ·H

(
Xt1

)]
= E

eN 1
4 G1

N (t1)−N
1
2 ⟨G1

N ⟩(t1) exp

(
N

1
2

∑
1≤i<j≤4

∫ t2

t1

1{Xi
u=Xj

u}du

)

·
2∏

i=1

ϕi(X
i
si) ·H

(
(Xi

t1 +N
1
4 t1)

k
i=1

)]
.

(5.35)

Observe that by the Markov property of the sticky Brownian motion, we have

H
(
(Xi

t1 +N
1
4 t1)

k
i=1

)
=E

[
e−(t2−t1)

√
N+N

1
4 (X3

t2
+X4

t2
−X3

t1
−X4

t1
)

4∏
i=3

ϕi(X
i
si −N

1
4 (t2 − t1)) |Ft1

]
. (5.36)

We use (2.5) with λ = N
1
4 , s = t1, t = t2, ν 7→ N

1
2 ν, and k = 2 to get that

r.h.s. of (5.36) = E

[
eN

1
4 G2

N (t1,t2)−N
1
2 ⟨G2

N ⟩(t1,t2) ·
4∏

i=3

ϕi(X
i
si) exp

(
N

1
2

∫ t2

t1

1{X3
u=X4

u}du

)
| Ft1

]
,

where g(s, t) := g(t)−g(s). Inserting the above expression back in (5.35) and again using the tower
property of the conditional expectation, we derive the identity in (5.34).

Proof of (5.13). Following the same argument as in the proof of (5.10), in the same spirit as
(5.34), one has that

E
SB

(2k)

N1/2ν

[ 2k∏
i=1

e−ti
√
N+N

1
4 (X2i−1

ti
+X2i

ti
)ϕi(X

2i
ti −N

1
4 ti)1{X2i−1

ti
=X2i

ti
}

]

= E
SB

(2k)

N1/2ν

[
eGN (T )−1

2 ⟨GN ⟩(T )

· exp
(
N

1
2

k∑
r=1

∑
2r−1≤i<j≤2k

∫ sr

sr−1

1{Xi
u=Xj

u}du

) k∏
r=1

ϕi(X
2r
tr )1{X2i−1

ti
=X2i

ti
}

]
.

(5.37)

Set

AN (⃗t) := eGN (T )−1
2 ⟨GN ⟩(T ), BN (⃗t) := exp

(
N

1
2

k∑
r=1

∑
2r−1≤i<j≤2k

∫ tr

tr−1

1{Xi
u=Xj

u}du

)
. (5.38)

Recall γN from (3.7). By Theorem 3.2 (b) and (c), any limit point of the sequence

(GN ,X, N
1/2ν([0, 1])

(
V ij

)
1≤i<j≤2k

, γN )

is of the form G,U,
(
L
Ui−Uj

0

)
1≤i<j≤k

, σk
k∏

j=1

dLU2j−1−U2j

0 (uj)


for some G with E[epG(T )− p

2
⟨G⟩(T )] < ∞ for all p > 0 and satisfying (3.4). Here U is standard 2k-

dimensional Brownian motion. By continuous mapping theorem, it follows that along a subsequence
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we have

N
k
2

∫
∆k(s,t)

DN (⃗t) ·
k∏

i=1

1{X2i−1
ti

=X2i
ti
}dti

d→ σk
∫
∆k(s,t)

eG(T )−1
2 ⟨G⟩(T )+σLk (⃗t)

k∏
i=1

ϕi(U
2i
ti )dL

U2i−1−U2i

0 (ti),

(5.39)

where

DN (⃗t) := AN (⃗t) ·BN (⃗t)
k∏

r=1

ϕi(X
2r
tr ). (5.40)

We now upgrade (5.39) to imply convergence of first moments. To do this, we shall show the
sequence of random variables in the left-hand side of (5.39) is uniformly integrable. Repeatedly
using Proposition 2.6 and Doob’s martingale inequality to the stochastic exponentials of each of
the martingales Gr

N appearing in the expression for GN we find that for all p ≥ 1, we have

sup
N≥1

E
SB

(2k)

N1/2ν

[
sup

t⃗∈∆k(0,T )

(
AN (⃗t)

)p]
<∞, sup

N≥1
E

SB
(2k)

N1/2ν

[
sup

t⃗∈∆k(0,T )

(
BN (⃗t)

)p]
<∞, (5.41)

and thus via the definition of DN (⃗t) from (5.40) we get

sup
N≥1

E
SB

(2k)

N1/2ν

[
sup

t⃗∈∆k(0,T )

(
DN (⃗t)

)p]
<∞.

In view of the above bound and (3.13), we obtain uniform integrability for the sequence of random
variables in (5.39). This implies that along the same subsequence,

lim
N→∞

N
k
2E

[∫
∆k(s,t)

DN (⃗t) ·
k∏

i=1

1{X2i−1
ti

=X2i
ti
}dti

]

= σkE

[∫
∆k(s,t)

eG(T )−1
2 ⟨G⟩(T )+σLk (⃗t)

k∏
i=1

ϕi(U
2i
ti )dL

U2i−1−U2i

0 (ti)

]

. = σkE

[∫
∆k(s,t)

eσLk (⃗t)E

[
eG(T )−1

2 ⟨G⟩(T ) | FT (U)

] k∏
i=1

ϕi(U
2i
ti )dL

U2i−1−U2i

0 (ti)

]
where the last equality follows from the tower property of the conditional expectation. By (3.4),
the above inner expectation is 1. Since the limit is free of G, we have the same above limit along
every subsequence. Thus we arrive at the (5.13) formula. This completes the proof. □

We end this section by recording a couple of useful estimates for moments of the increments of
the quadratic martingale field.

Proposition 5.6 (Estimates for moments of the increments of QMF). Fix k ∈ N and T > 0. Then
there exists a constant C = C(k, T ) > 0 such that for all bounded measurable functions ϕ on R and
all 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T one has that

sup
N≥1

E
[
(QN

t (ϕ)−QN
s (ϕ))k

]
≤ C∥ϕ∥kL∞(R)(t− s)k/4. (5.42)

Furthermore fix p > 1 and ε > 0. Then there exists C = C(p, ε, k, T ) > 0 such that for all functions
ϕ ∈ Lp(R) and all ε ≤ s < t ≤ T one has

lim
N→∞

E
[
(QN

t (ϕ)−QN
s (ϕ))k

]
≤ C∥ϕ∥kLp(R)(t− s)k. (5.43)
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We remark that the first bound is crude and nowhere near optimality. However, the latter bound
is more important, and it will be most powerful when p is very close to 1, as this will allow us to
obtain optimal tightness bounds for limit points in the next section.

Proof. Proof of (5.42). Using (5.5) together with the trivial bound |ϕ(N−1/2Xj
tj
− N1/4tj)| ≤

∥ϕ∥L∞ , we obtain that

E[
(
QN

t (ϕ)−QN
s (ϕ)

)k
]

≤ Nk/2k!∥ϕ∥kL∞

∫
∆k(s,t)

E
SB

(2k)

N1/2ν

[ k∏
j=1

e
−tj

√
N+N1/4(X2j−1

tj
+X2j

tj
)
1{X2j−1

tj
=X2j

tj
}

]
dt1 · · · dtk

= k!∥ϕ∥kL∞ ·Nk/2

∫
∆k(s,t)

E
SB

(2k)

N1/2ν

[
AN (⃗t) ·BN (⃗t) ·

k∏
j=1

1{X2j−1
tj

=X2j
tj

}

]
dt1 · · · dtk, (5.44)

where in above we use the same notation from (5.38):

AN (⃗t) := eGN−1
2 ⟨GN ⟩, BN (⃗t) := exp

(
N

1
2

k∑
r=1

∑
2r−1≤i<j≤2k

∫ tr

tr−1

1{Xi
u=Xj

u}du

)
,

and where GN = GN (t) defined in (5.33). The equality in (5.44) is due to (5.37). Note that by
Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and using the fact that A2 ·B2 ≤ A4 +B4, we have

(5.44) ≤ k!∥ϕ∥kL∞

√√√√N
k
2

∫
∆k(s,t)

E
SB

(2k)

N1/2ν

[
(AN (⃗t)4 +BN (⃗t)4) ·

k∏
j=1

1{Xj
tj
=Y j

tj
}

]
dt1 · · · dtk (5.45)

·

√√√√N
k
2

∫
∆k(s,t)

E
SB

(2k)

N1/2ν

[ k∏
j=1

1{Xj
tj
=Y j

tj
}

]
dt1 · · · dtk (5.46)

For the factor in the square root of (5.46), note that

N
k
2

∫
∆k(s,t)

E
SB

(2k)

N1/2ν

[ k∏
j=1

1{Xj
tj
=Y j

tj
}

]
dt1 · · · dtk ≤ E

SB
(2k)

N1/2ν

[ k∏
j=1

N
1
2

∫ t

s
1{Xj

t=Y j
t }dt

]

≤
k∏

j=1

E
SB

(2k)

N1/2ν

[(
N

1
2

∫ t

s
1{Xj

t=Y j
t }dt

)k] 1
k

≤ C|t− s|k/2.

(5.47)

where the last inequality follows by applying Lemma 2.5 on each of the expectations. Here the
constant C > 0 depends only on k. We now focus on the factor in the square root of (5.45). We
shall show that this factor can be bounded uniformly in N ≥ 1 and s, t ∈ [0, T ]. We split it into
two parts: one containing A(⃗t) and B(⃗t). Recall the γN measure from (3.7). Note that

sup
N≥1

Nk/2

∫
∆k(s,t)

E
SB

(2k)

N1/2ν

[
AN (⃗t)4

k∏
j=1

1{Xj
tj
=Y j

tj
}

]
dt1 · · · dtk

≤ sup
N≥1

E
SB

(2k)

N1/2ν

[
sup

t⃗∈∆k(0,T )

AN (⃗t)4
∫
∆k(s,t)

dγN

]

≤ sup
N≥1

√
E

SB
(2k)

N1/2ν

[
sup

t⃗∈∆k(0,T )

AN (⃗t)8
]
·E

SB
(2k)

N1/2ν

[
γN (∆k(0, T ))2

]
.
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where the last inequality is due to Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. By (3.13) and by (5.41), we find
that the above expression is finite. On the other hand, for the B(⃗t) term it is clear from Theorem
3.2(a) and (c) that

Nk/2

∫
∆k(0,T )

E
SB

(2k)

N1/2ν

[
BN (⃗t)4

k∏
j=1

1{Xj
tj
=Y j

tj
}

]
dt1 · · · dtk

converges to some finite quantity as N → ∞, which implies that it is bounded independently of
N . Thus the last two math displays imply that the term in (5.45) is bounded uniformly in N ≥ 1

and s, t ∈ [0, T ]. From (5.47), we see that (5.46) ≤ C|t− s|k/4. Inserting these two bounds back in
(5.45) and (5.46), we arrive at (5.42).

Proof of (5.43). Appealing to the moment formula for the increment of QMF from (5.5) and the
convergence from (5.13) we have

lim
N→∞

E
[(
QN

t (ϕ)−QN
s (ϕ)

)k]
= k!σk ·EB⊗2k

[ ∫
∆k(s,t)

eσLk (⃗t)
k∏

j=1

ϕ(U2j
tj
)dLU2j−1−U2j

0 (tj)

]
, (5.48)

where Lk (⃗t) is defined in (5.11). Lemma A.2 formalizes the intuition that dLU2j−1−U2j

0 (tj) =

δ0(U
2j−1
tj

− U2j
tj
). Thus by appealing to that lemma, we can write the above expectation in terms

of a certain family of concatenated bridge processes whose law we will write as Pc. Specifically we
have that

r.h.s. of (5.48) =

∫
∆k(s,t)

Ec

[
eσLk (⃗t)

k∏
j=1

ϕ(U2j
tj
)

] k∏
j=1

p2tj (0)dt1 · · · dtk, (5.49)

where the expectation is taken over a collection of paths U j such that

• (U2i−1 − U2i, U2i−1 + U2i)ki=1 are 2k many independent processes.

• U2i−1 + U2i is a Brownian motion of diffusion rate 2 for i = 1, 2, . . . , k.

• U2i−1 − U2i is a Brownian bridge (from 0 to 0) of diffusion rate 2 from [0, ti] and an
independent Brownian motion of diffusion rate 2 from [ti,∞) for i = 1, 2, . . . , k.

We have used a different notation for the expectation operator Ec in (5.49) (c for concatenation)
just to stress that the law is different from the standard Brownian motion. We claim that for all
p > 1 we have

sup
t⃗∈[0,T ]

Ec

[
eσLk (⃗t)

k∏
j=1

|ϕ(U2j
tj
)|
]
≤ C · ∥ϕ∥kLp . (5.50)

where the C > 0 depends on p, k, ε, T . Let us assume (5.50) for the moment. By hypothesis,
tj ≥ ε > 0. Thus, p2tj (0) ≤ C for some constant C > 0 depending on ε. Thus, in view of (5.50), to
get an upper bound for the right-hand side of (5.49), we may take the supremum of the integrand
in the right-hand side of (5.49) and pull it outside of the integration. As the Lebesgue measure of

∆k(s, t) is
(t−s)k

k! , we thus have the desired estimate in (5.43).

Let us now establish (5.50). Fix p > 1 and take q > 1 so that p−1 + q−1 = 1. Use Hölder’s
inequality to write

Ec

[
eσLk (⃗t)

k∏
j=1

|ϕ(U2j
tj
)|
]
≤ Ec

[
eqσLk (⃗t)

]1/q
Ec

[ k∏
j=1

|ϕ(U2j
tj
)|p

]1/p
.
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For the first expectation above, observe that by Lemma A.6, Ec

[
eqσLk (⃗t)

]
is uniformly bounded

over t⃗ ∈ ∆k(0, T ). For the second expectation above, note that under Ec, we have

U2j
tj

= 1
2(U

2j−1
tj

+ U2j
tj
)− 1

2(U
2j−1
tj

− U2j
tj
) = 1

2(U
2j−1
tj

+ U2j
tj
)− 0.

Thus under Ec, U
2j
tj

are independent Gaussian random variables with variance tj/2. Hence,

Ec

[ k∏
j=1

|ϕ(U2j
tj
)|p

]1/p
=

k∏
j=1

Ec

[
|ϕ(U2j

tj
)|p

]1/p
=

k∏
j=1

(∫
R
ptj/2(y)|ϕ(y)|

p dy

)1/p

≤ C · ∥ϕ∥kLp .

where the last inequality follows by again using the fact that tj ≥ ε > 0, together with the uniform

bound supy pt(y) ≤ (2πt)−1/2, and noting that the constant C is allowed to depend on ε. This
establishes (5.50) completing the proof of (5.43). □

6. Solving the martingale problem for the SHE

The goal of this section is to establish the tightness of the field X N defined in (1.3) and identify
its limit points as the solution of the stochastic heat equation (SHE). As the field X N does not
exist in a functional sense, we first introduce in Section 6.1 appropriate spaces and topologies that
work well with the bounds derived in the previous section. In Section 6.2 and Section 6.3 we deal
with the tightness and identification of the limit points of X N respectively.

6.1. Weighted Hölder spaces and Schauder estimates. In this subsection, we introduce var-
ious natural topologies for our field X N and its limit points. We then discuss how the heat flow
affects these topologies and record Kolmogorov-type lemmas that will be key in showing tightness
under these topologies. We begin by recalling many familiar and useful spaces of continuous and
differentiable functions that have natural metric structures. For d ≥ 1, we denote by C∞

c (Rd) the
space of all compactly supported smooth functions on Rd. For a smooth function on Rd, we define
its Cr norm as

∥f∥Cr :=
∑
α⃗

sup
x∈Rd

|Dα⃗f(x)| (6.1)

where the sum is over all α⃗ ∈ Zd
≥0 with

∑
αi ≤ r and Dα⃗ := ∂α1

x1
· · · ∂αd

xd
denotes the mixed partial

derivative.

We now recall the definition of weighted Hölder spaces from [HL15, Definitions 2.2 and 2.3]. For
the remainder of this paper, we shall work with elliptic and parabolic weighted Hölder spaces with
polynomial weight function

w(x) := (1 + x2)τ (6.2)

for some fixed τ > 1. We introduce these weights because weighted spaces will be more convenient
to obtain tightness estimates. Since the solution of (SHE) started from Dirac initial condition is
known to be globally bounded away from (0, 0), we expect that it is possible to remove the weights
throughout this section, but this would require more precise moment estimates than the ones we
derived in previous sections, which take into account spatial decay of the fields.

Definition 6.1 (Elliptic Hölder spaces). For α ∈ (0, 1) we define the space Cα,τ (R) to be the
completion of C∞

c (R) with respect to the norm given by

∥f∥Cα,τ (R) := sup
x∈R

|f(x)|
w(x)

+ sup
|x−y|≤1

|f(x)− f(y)|
w(x)|x− y|α

.
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For α < 0 we let r = −⌊α⌋ and we define Cα,τ (R) to be the closure of C∞
c (R) with respect to the

norm given by

∥f∥Cα,τ (R) := sup
x∈R

sup
λ∈(0,1]

sup
ϕ∈Br

(f, Sλ
xϕ)L2(R)

w(x)λα

where the scaling operators Sλ
x are defined by

Sλ
xϕ(y) = λ−1ϕ(λ−1(x− y)), (6.3)

and where Br is the set of all smooth functions of Cr norm less than 1 with support contained in
the unit ball of R.

Definition 6.2 (Function spaces). Let Cα,τ (R) be as in Definition 6.1. We define C([0, T ], Cα,τ (R))
to be the space of continuous maps g : [0, T ] → Cα,τ (R), equipped with the norm

∥g∥C([0,T ],Cα,τ (R)) := sup
t∈[0,T ]

∥g(t)∥Cα,τ (R).

Here and henceforth we will define Λ[a,b] := [a, b]× R and we will define ΛT := Λ[0,T ].

So far we have used ϕ, ψ for test functions on R. To make the distinction clear between test
functions on R and R2, we shall use variant Greek letters such as φ, ϑ, ϱ for test functions on R2.
In some instances, we will explicitly write (f, φ)R2 or (g, ϕ)R when we want to be clear about the
space in which we are pairing.

Definition 6.3 (Parabolic Hölder spaces). We define C∞
c (ΛT ) to be the set of functions on ΛT that

are restrictions to ΛT of some function in C∞
c (R2) (in particular we do not impose that elements

of C∞
c (ΛT ) vanish at the boundaries of ΛT ).

For α ∈ (0, 1) we define the space Cα,τ
s (ΛT ) to be the completion of C∞

c (ΛT ) with respect to the
norm given by

∥f∥Cα,τ
s (ΛT ) := sup

(t,x)∈ΛT

|f(t, x)|
w(x)

+ sup
|s−t|1/2+|x−y|≤1

|f(t, x)− f(s, y)|
w(x)(|t− s|1/2 + |x− y|)α

.

For α < 0 we let r = −⌊α⌋ and we define Cα,τ
s (ΛT ) to be the closure of C∞

c (ΛT ) with respect to
the norm given by

∥f∥Cα,τ
s (ΛT ) := sup

(t,x)∈ΛT

sup
λ∈(0,1]

sup
φ∈Br

(f, Sλ
(t,x)φ)L2(ΛT )

w(x)λα

where the scaling operators are defined by

Sλ
(t,x)φ(s, y) = λ−3φ(λ−2(t− s), λ−1(x− y)), (6.4)

and where Br is the set of all smooth functions of Cr norm less than 1 with support contained in
the unit ball of R2.

Remark 6.4 (Derivatives of distributions). By definition, any element f ∈ Cα,τ
s (ΛT ) admits an

L2-pairing with any smooth function φ : ΛT → R of rapid decay, which we can write as (f, φ)ΛT
.

Consequently there is a natural embedding Cα,τ
s (ΛT ) ↪→ S ′(R2) which is defined by formally setting

f to be zero outside of [0, T ] × R. More rigorously, this means that the L2(R2)-pairing of f with
any φ ∈ S(R2) is defined to be equal to (f, φ|ΛT

)ΛT
.

The image of this embedding consists of some specific collection of tempered distributions that
are necessarily supported on [0, T ]×R. Consequently we can sensibly define ∂tf and ∂xf as elements
of S ′(R2) whenever f ∈ Cα,τ

s (ΛT ). Explicitly these derivatives are defined by the formulas

(∂tf, φ)ΛT
:= −(f, ∂tφ)ΛT

, (∂xf, φ)ΛT
:= −(f, ∂xφ)ΛT
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for all smooth φ : ΛT → R of rapid decay. This convention on derivatives will be useful for certain
computations later. From the definitions, when α < 0 one can check that for such f one necessarily
has ∂tf ∈ Cα−2,τ

s (ΛT ) and ∂xf ∈ Cα−1,τ
s (ΛT ).

We remark that this fails for α > 0. Indeed, by our convention of derivatives, ∂tf may no longer
be a smooth function (or even a function) even if f ∈ C∞

c (ΛT ). This is because such an f gets
extended to all of R2 by setting it to be zero outside ΛT . In particular, if f does not vanish on the
boundary of ΛT , then it may become a discontinuous function under our convention of extension to
R2. Due to these discontinuities, the distributional derivative ∂tf can be a tempered distribution
with singular parts along the boundaries (one may verify that ∂tf can be at best an element of

C−2,τ
s (ΛT ) for generic f ∈ C∞

c (ΛT )). In our later computations, we never take derivatives of
functions in Cα,τ

s (ΛT ) with α > 0.

We now discuss the smoothing effect of heat flow on these weighted Hölder spaces.

Proposition 6.5 (Smoothing effect on elliptic spaces). For f ∈ C∞
c (R) and t > 0 define

Ptf(x) :=

∫
R
pt(x− y)f(y)dy.

Then for all α ≤ β < 1, there exists C = C(α, β, T ) > 0 such that

∥Ptf∥Cβ,τ (R) ≤ Ct−(β−α)/2∥f∥Cα,τ (R)

uniformly over f ∈ C∞
c and t ∈ [0, T ]. In particular, Pt extends to a globally defined linear operator

on Cα,τ (R) which maps boundedly into Cβ,τ (R).

A proof may be found in [HL15, Lemma 2.8] in the case of an exponential weight. The proof for
polynomial weights is identical.

For the parabolic Hölder spaces, the following lemma states that the heat flow improves the
regularity by a factor of 2 and provides a Schauder-type estimate.

Proposition 6.6 (Schauder estimate). For f ∈ C∞
c (ΛT ) let us define

Kf(t, x) :=

∫
ΛT

pt−s(x− y)f(s, y)dsdy, (6.5)

where pt is the standard heat kernel for t > 0, x ∈ R and pt(x) := 0 for t < 0. Then for all α < −1
with α /∈ Z there exists C = C(α) > 0 independent of f such that

∥Kf∥
Cα+2,τ

s (ΛT )
≤ C · ∥f∥Cα,τ

s (ΛT ).

In particular K extends to a globally defined linear operator on Cα,τ
s (ΛT ) that maps boundedly into

Cα+2,τ
s (ΛT ). Furthermore, if f ∈ Cα,τ

s (ΛT ), then K(∂t − 1
2∂

2
x)f = f .

We remark that the last statement is only true because of our convention on distributional
derivatives that we have explained in Remark 6.4. Without that convention, that statement would
be false even for a smooth function f that does not vanish on the line {t = 0}.

Proof. Let φ be any smooth function that equals 1 in a ball of radius 1 about the origin in R2

and is supported on a ball of radius 2 about the origin in R2. For (t, x) ∈ R2 let us define
P+(t, x) := pt(x)φ(t, x) and P

−(t, x) := pt(x)− P+(t, x) so that

pt(x) = P+(t, x) + P−(t, x).

We have that P− is a globally smooth function on R2, and without any loss of generality, we may
assume that it is supported on ΛT+1 since values of the heat kernel outside ΛT do not matter
when convolving with distributions supported on ΛT . Then we get a corresponding decomposition
K = K+ +K− of the operator defined in the proposition statement.
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Since P+ is supported on a ball of radius 2, the proof of the weighted Schauder estimate for K+

is sketched in [HL15, Page 8, proof of Corollary 1.2], and we do not repeat it here. That proof
is given in an elliptic setting, but the proof of the parabolic version is no different because the
singularity of the 1+1 dimensional heat satisfies a bound of the form

|∂k1t ∂k2x pt(x)| ≤ C(|t|1/2 + |x|)−1−2k1−k2 ,

where C may depend on k1, k2 ≥ 0 but not on t, x ∈ R.
Thus it only remains to prove the weighted Schauder estimate for K−. As P− is globally smooth

on ΛT and has a Gaussian decay at infinity, we may write

P−(t, x) =
∞∑
n=1

ψn(t, x)

where ψn can be taken to be smooth functions supported on [0, T+1]×
(
[n−1, n+1]∪[−n−1, 1−n]

)
and ∥ψn∥L∞ ≤ Ce−

1
C
n2
, for some constant C > 0 free of n. Consequently, if we write K− =∑

nK
−
n where K−

n corresponds to convolution with ψn, then the infinite sum of the operator norms∑
n ∥Kn∥Cα,τ

s →Cα+2,τ
s

may be shown to be finite using the fact that Gaussian decay of the ψn

dominates the growth of the polynomial weights.

Finally, it remains to prove K(∂t − 1
2∂

2
x)f = f for f ∈ Cα,τ

s (ΛT ) with α < 0. To prove this, we

remark that Kf may actually be defined for any f ∈ S ′(R2) with support contained in [0, T ]× R,
via the formula

(Kf,φ) := (f,Ks ∗ φ),

where Ks(t, x) = 1√
2π|t|

e−x2/2|t|1{t≤0} and ∗ denotes convolution in both space and time. The

right side is well-defined because f is supported on [0, T ] × R, and because one can ensure that
if φ ∈ S(R2) then Ks ∗ φ agrees on that strip with an element of S(R2) thanks to the Gaussian
decay properties of Ks in the spatial variable (this is our reason for working on ΛT rather than all
of [0,∞)× R).

Then Kf as defined above will be an element of S ′(R2) that is supported on [0,∞)×R, and this
definition of Kf agrees with the one in the proposition statement because it agrees on smooth test
functions using integration by parts. Now we claim (more generally than stated in the proposition)
that K(∂t − 1

2∂
2
x)f = f for any f ∈ S ′(R2) that is supported on [0, T ]× R. But this just amounts

to showing that ((∂t − 1
2∂

2
x)f,K

s ∗ φ) = (f, φ) for all such f and all φ ∈ S(R2). By definition of

(∂t − 1
2∂

2
x)f , this is equivalent to showing (f, (−∂t − 1

2∂
2
x)K

s ∗ φ) = (f, φ) for all such f and all

φ ∈ S(R2). As f is supported on [0, T ] × R, this reduces to showing that (−∂t − 1
2∂

2
x)K

s ∗ φ = φ

for all φ ∈ S(R2) that are supported on [−1, T + 1]× R (for instance), which is clear. □

Corollary 6.7. Define J : Cα,τ (R) → Cα,τ
s (ΛT ) by

Jf(t, x) :=
(
f, pt(x− ·)

)
R,

J is a bounded linear operator for any α < 1 and any τ > 0. Consider the operator P̂t := JPt with
Pt defined in Proposition 6.5. By the semigroup property of the heat kernel, we have that

P̂sf(t, x) = (Jf)(t+ s, x). (6.6)

Furthermore, the operators satisfy

∥P̂tf∥Cβ,τ
s (ΛT )

≤ C · t−(β−α)/2∥f∥Cα,τ (R), (6.7)

where C = C(α, β, T ) > 0 is independent of t and f .
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Proof. The first part follows by using the Schauder estimate in Proposition 6.6, noting that Jf =
K(δ0 ⊗ f) where for f ∈ Cα,τ (R) the latter distribution is defined by (δ0 ⊗ f, φ)R2 := (f, φ(0, ·))R.
Directly from the definitions one can check that f 7→ δ0⊗f is bounded from Cα,τ (R) → Cα−2,τ

s (ΛT ).
Finally, (6.7) follows from Proposition 6.5. □

Remark 6.8. Although we have only defined it for 0 < α < 1, one may actually define Cα,τ
s for

all α > 0, as the closure of C∞
c (ΛT ) with respect to

∥f∥Cα,τ
s (ΛT ) := sup

(t,x)∈ΛT

|f(t, x)|
w(x)

+ sup
(t,x)∈ΛT

sup
λ∈(0,1]

sup
φ∈B0

(f, Sλ
(t,x)φ)

w(x)λα

where the scaling operators are defined in (6.4) and where B0 is the set of all smooth functions of C0

norm less than 1, supported on the unit ball of R2 that are orthogonal in L2(R2) to all polynomials
of parabolic degree less than or equal to ⌈α⌉, see for instance equation (3.8) and (3.9) in [CW17].
One may verify that this norm is equivalent to the one in Definition 6.3 for α ∈ (0, 1). Stated in
this way, the Schauder estimate actually holds for all α ∈ R\Z, though we will not need this.

We next define a space-time distribution that is supported on a single temporal cross-section:

Definition 6.9. Let α < 0. Given some f ∈ Cα,τ (R) and b ∈ [0, T ] we define δb ⊗ f ∈ Cα−2,τ
s (ΛT )

by the formula (δb ⊗ f, φ)R2 := (f, φ(b, ·))R.

Directly from the definitions of the scaling operators in (6.3) and (6.4), it is clear that for fixed

b ∈ [0, T ], the linear map f 7→ δb ⊗ f is bounded from Cα,τ (R) → Cα−2,τ
s (ΛT ) as long as α < 0. It

is also clear that δb ⊗ f is necessarily supported on the line {b} × R. The following lemma shows
that under mild conditions, δT ⊗ f vanishes upon the action of the heat flow K defined in (6.5).

Lemma 6.10. Let f ∈ Cα,τ (R), where α > −2. Then viewing K as an operator from Cα−2,τ
s (ΛT ) →

Cα,τ
s (ΛT ), we have that K(δT ⊗ f) = 0.

Proof. Note that δT ⊗ f ∈ Cα,τ
s (ΛT ) where α > −4. Thus by Proposition 6.6, we know that

K(δT ⊗f) ∈ Cβ,τ
s (ΛT ) for some β > −2. Now since δT ⊗f is supported on {T}×R, it immediately

follows that K(δT ⊗ f) is also supported on {T} × R.
Thus it suffices to show that if g ∈ Cβ,τ

s (ΛT ) for some β ∈ (−2, 0), and if g is supported on {T}×R
then g = 0.We can prove this directly: fix some smooth nonnegative compactly supported function
φ on R2, and define gλ(t, x) := (g, Sλ

(t,x)φ), where the scaling operators are given by (6.4). Using

g ∈ Cβ,τ
s (ΛT ) for some β ∈ (−2, 0), one has that gλ(t, x) ≤ Cw(x)|T − t|

β
2 where C is independent

of λ, x, t, and where w is the weight function given by (6.2). Now if ψ is any compactly supported

function on R2, then by integrability of t 7→ tβ/2 on [0, 1] and the dominated convergence theorem,
we find that

(g, ψ) = lim
λ→0

∫
R2

gλ(t, x)ψ(t, x)dtdx =

∫
R2

lim
λ→0

gλ(t, x)ψ(t, x)dtdx = 0,

where we used the fact that limλ→0 g
λ(t, x) = 0 at all points (t, x) outside of the measure-zero

subset given by {T} × R. □

We remark that the last paragraph of the above proof has an intuitive analogue in the elliptic
setting as well: if f ∈ Cα,τ (R) where α > −1, and if f is supported on a single point, then f = 0.
The proof proceeds in a similar manner.

We end this subsection by recording a Kolmogorov-type lemma for the three spaces introduced
at the beginning of this subsection. It will be crucial in proving tightness in those respective spaces.

Lemma 6.11 (Kolmogorov lemma). Let L2(Ω,F ,P) be the space of all random variables defined
on a probability space (Ω,F ,P) with finite second moment. We have the following:



44 S. DAS, H. DRILLICK, AND S. PAREKH

(a) (Elliptic Hölder Space) Let ϕ 7→ V (ϕ) be a bounded linear map from S(R) into L2(Ω,F ,P).
Recall Sλ

x from (6.3). Assume there exists some p > 1 and α < 0 and C = C(α, p) > 0 such that
one has

E[|V (Sλ
xϕ)|p] ≤ Cλαp,

uniformly over all smooth functions ϕ on R supported on the unit ball of R with ∥ϕ∥L∞ ≤ 1,
and uniformly over λ ∈ (0, 1] and x ∈ R. Then for any τ > 1 and any β < α− 1/p there exists
a random variable V taking values in Cβ,τ (R) such that (V , ϕ) = V (ϕ) almost surely for all ϕ.
Furthermore one has that

E[∥V ∥p
Cβ,τ (R)] ≤ C′,

where C′ depends on the choice of α, p, and the constant C appearing in the moment bound above
but not on V,Ω,F ,P.

(b) (Function space) Let (t, ϕ) 7→ V (t, ϕ) be a map from [0, T ]×S(R) into L2(Ω,F ,P) which is linear
and continuous in ϕ. Fix a non-negative integer r. Assume there exists some κ > 0, p > 1/κ
and α < −r and C = C(κ, α, p, T ) > 0 such that one has

E[|V (t, Sλ
xϕ)|p] ≤ Cλαp,

E[|V (t, Sλ
xϕ)− V (s, Sλ

xϕ)|p] ≤ Cλ(α−κ)p|t− s|κp,

uniformly over all smooth functions ϕ on R supported on the unit ball of R with ∥ϕ∥Cr ≤ 1, and
uniformly over λ ∈ (0, 1] and 0 ≤ s, t ≤ T . Then for any τ > 1 and any β < α− κ there exists
a random variable

(
V (t)

)
t∈[0,T ]

taking values in C([0, T ], Cβ,τ (R)) such that (V (t), ϕ) = V (t, ϕ)

almost surely for all ϕ and t. Furthermore, one has that

E[∥V ∥p
C([0,T ],Cβ,τ (R))] ≤ C′,

where C′ depends on the choice of α, β, p, κ, and the constant C appearing in the moment bound
above but not on V,Ω,F ,P.

(c) (Parabolic Hölder Space) Let φ 7→ V (φ) be a bounded linear map from S(R2) to L2(Ω,F ,P).
Assume V (φ) = 0 for all φ with support contained in the complement of ΛT . Recall Sλ

(t,x)

from (6.4). Fix a non-negative integer r. Assume there exists some p > 1 and α < 0 and
C = C(α, p) > 0 such that one has

E[|V (Sλ
(t,x)φ)|

p] ≤ Cλαp,

uniformly over all smooth functions φ on R2 supported on the unit ball of R2 with ∥φ∥Cr ≤ 1,
and uniformly over λ ∈ (0, 1] and (t, x) ∈ ΛT . Then for any τ > 1 and any β < α − 3/p there

exists a random variable V taking values in Cβ,τ
s (ΛT ) such that (V , φ) = V (φ) almost surely

for all φ. Furthermore one has that

E[∥V ∥p
Cβ,τ

s (ΛT )
] ≤ C′,

where C′ depends on the choice of α, p, and the constant C appearing in the moment bound above
but not on V,Ω,F ,P.

A proof of the above results may be adapted from the proof of Lemma 9 in Section 5 of [MW17].
We remark that we do not actually need uniformity over a large class of test functions as we have
written above, just a single well-chosen test function would suffice (e.g. the Littlewood-Paley blocks
as used in [MW17] or the Daubechies wavelets in [HL15]). Part (a) of the above lemma can be
stated with Cr functions just like part (c), but we will not need this general version.
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6.2. Tightness. In this section, we prove tightness of the field X N and establish regularity esti-
mates for the limit points.

Proposition 6.12. For each t ≥ 0, the fields {X N
t }N≥1 defined in (1.3) may be realized as random

elements of the elliptic Hölder space Cα,τ (R) for any τ > 1 and any α < −1. Moreover they are
tight with respect to that topology as N → ∞, in fact, we have that supN E[∥X N

t ∥p
C−α,τ (R)] < ∞

for all p ≥ 1. Furthermore, the X N defined in (1.4) themselves may be viewed as elements of the
parabolic Hölder space Cα,τ

s (ΛT ) for α < −1 and τ > 1. Moreover they are tight with respect to that
topology as N → ∞.

Proof. Using Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 3.1 we obtain that

E[X N
t (ϕ)2k] = E

D
N1/4SB

(k)

N1/2ν

[ 2k∏
j=1

ϕ(Xj
t )e

1
2
N1/2

∑
i<j V

ij
t (X)

]

= E
SB

(k)

N1/2ν

[
MN (t)

2k∏
j=1

ϕ(Xj
t )e

1
2
N1/2

∑
i<j V

ij
t (X)

]

≤ ∥ϕ∥2kL∞(R)ESB
(k)

N1/2ν

[MN (t)2]1/2E
SB

(k)

N1/2ν

[
eN

1/2
∑

i<j V
ij
t (X)

]1/2
,

where MN (t) is defined in (2.15) and the last inequality above is due to the Cauchy-Schwarz

inequality. From Remark 2.7 and Proposition 2.4 (with µ 7→ N1/2ν), we know that the above
two expectations are uniformly bounded in N . Therefore the last expression is bounded by some
universal constant times ∥ϕ∥2kL∞ . In particular we get that

E[X N
t (Sλ

xϕ)
2k] ≤ C∥Sλ

xϕ∥2kL∞ ≤ Cλ−2k,

uniformly over all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R) with ∥ϕ∥L∞ ≤ 1, where Sλ

x is defined in (6.3). Appealing to Lemma
6.11 (a) we get the desired result for fixed t.

To prove the second statement about tightness in the parabolic Hölder space, we will as in (1.4)
denote space-time pairings as (X N , φ)L2(R2). Note by Minkowski’s inequality that

E[(X N , φ)2kL2(R2)]
1/2k = E

[ ∫
R

X N
s (φ(s, ·))ds

)2k]1/2k
≤

∫
R
E[X N

s (φ(s, ·))2k]1/2kds.

Now with Sλ
(t,x) defined in (6.4), we have

E[(X N , Sλ
(t,x)φ)

2k
L2(R2)]

1/2k ≤
∫
R
E
[
X N

s

(
(Sλ

(t,x)φ)(s, ·)
)2k]1/2k

ds ≤ C

∫ t+λ2

t−λ2

λ−3ds ≤ Cλ−1,

uniformly over all φ ∈ C∞
c (R2) supported on the unit ball, with ∥φ∥L∞ ≤ 1. Here the λ−3 comes

from the fact that the parabolic scaling operator differs from the elliptic one by exactly a factor of
λ−2. In the second bound, we used the same bounds appearing in the proof for the elliptic case
above, noting that the constants there are independent of t ∈ [0, T ]. Appealing to Lemma 6.11 (c)
we get the desired result. □

Proposition 6.13. The fieldsMN defined in (4.4) may be realized as an element of C([0, T ], Cα,τ (R))
for any α < −2 and τ > 1. Moreover, they are tight with respect to that topology. QN defined in
(5.1) may be realized as an element of C([0, T ], Cγ,τ (R)) for any γ < −1 and τ > 1. Moreover,
they are tight with respect to that topology. Let (M∞, Q∞) be a joint limit point of (MN , QN ) in
C([0, T ], Cα,τ (R) × Cγ,τ (R)). For all ϕ ∈ C∞

c (R) the process (M∞
t (ϕ))t∈[0,T ] is a martingale with

respect to the canonical filtration on that space, and moreover one has

⟨M∞(ϕ)⟩t = Q∞
t (ϕ2). (6.8)
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We remark that the canonical filtration Ft on C([0, T ],Ξ) for any Polish space Ξ is the one
generated by the random variables X(s) for s ≤ t as X varies through all elements of C([0, T ],Ξ).

Proof. Take any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R) with ∥ϕ∥L∞ ≤ 1. Recall Sλ

(t,x) from (6.4). Using the first bound in

Proposition 5.6, we have

E[(QN
t (Sλ

xϕ)−QN
s (Sλ

xϕ))
k] ≤ C|t− s|k/4λ−k,

uniformly over x ∈ R, λ ∈ (0, 1], 0 ≤ s, t ≤ T . Since QN
0 (ϕ) = 0 by definition, therefore the

assumptions of Lemma 6.11 (b) are satisfied for any κ ≤ 1/4, any p > 1/κ, and any α ≤ −1, and
we conclude the desired tightness for QN .

Now we address the tightness of the MN . By Lemma 4.3 and the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequality, we have that

E[(MN
t (ϕ)−MN

s (ϕ))2k] ≤ C · E
[(

(QN
t

(
(ϕ+N−1/4ϕ′)2

)
−QN

s

(
(ϕ+N−1/4ϕ′)2

))k]
,

where C = C(k) > 0 is free of ϕ, s, t,N. Using a crude bound

(ϕ+N−1/4ϕ′)2 ≤ 2ϕ2 + 2N−1/2(ϕ′)2 ≤ 2ϕ2 + 2(ϕ′)2,

we find from the first bound in Proposition 5.6 that

E[(MN
t (ϕ)−MN

s (ϕ))2k] ≤ C(t− s)k/4(∥ϕ∥2L∞ + ∥ϕ′∥2L∞)k ≤ C(t− s)k/4∥ϕ∥2kC1 . (6.9)

This gives

E[(MN
t (Sλ

xϕ)−MN
s (Sλ

xϕ))
2k] ≤ C(t− s)k/4λ−4k

uniformly over x ∈ R, λ ∈ (0, 1], 0 ≤ s, t ≤ T , and ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R) with ∥ϕ∥C1 ≤ 1.MoreoverM0(ϕ) = 0

by definition, therefore the assumptions of Lemma 6.11 (b) are satisfied for any κ ≤ 1/8, any
p > 1/κ, and any α ≤ −2. Hence, we conclude the desired tightness for MN .

We next show that the limit point M∞(ϕ) is a martingale. Since MN
0 (ϕ) = 0, from (6.9), we

see that supN E[MN
t (ϕ)2k] < ∞. Thus by uniform integrability, M∞(ϕ) is a martingale. In the

prelimit we know that

(MN
t (ϕ))2 −QN

t

(
(ϕ+N−1/4ϕ′)2

)
= (MN

t (ϕ))2 −QN
t (ϕ2)− EN

t (ϕ)

is a martingale, where the error term EN
t is defined in (5.2). By Proposition 5.5 we know that EN

t

vanishes in probability, so we conclude (again by uniform Lp boundedness guaranteed by Proposition
5.6) that (M∞

t (ϕ))2 −Q∞
t (ϕ2) is a martingale. This verifies (6.8) completing the proof. □

Proposition 6.14. For α < 0, the derivative operator ∂s : C([0, T ], C
α,τ (R)) → Cα−2,τ

s (ΛT ) which
is defined by sending (vt)t∈[0,T ] to the distribution

(∂sv, φ)L2(ΛT ) := vT (φ(T, ·))−
∫ T

0
vt(∂tφ(t, ·))dt− v0(φ(0, ·)),

whenever φ ∈ C∞
c (ΛT ) is a bounded linear map. Let MN be as in Proposition 6.13, viewed as

elements of C([0, T ], Cα,τ (R)) for some α < −2. Also let X N
t and X N and be as in Proposition

6.12, viewed as elements of Cγ,τ (R) and Cγ,τ
s (ΛT ) respectively for some γ < −1. Then one has

that

∂sM
N = −δ(0,0) + (∂t − 1

2∂
2
x)X

N + δT ⊗ X N
T (6.10)

in the sense of distributions.
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Proof. Recall Sλ
(t,x) from (6.4). From the definition of the space Cα,τ (R) one verifies directly that

if v ∈ Cα,τ (R) then∫ T

0
|vt

(
∂t(S

λ
(s,y)φ)(t, ·)

)
|dt ≤ w(y)

∫ s+λ2

s−λ2

λα−4dt ≤ w(y)λα−2

uniformly over (s, y) ∈ ΛT and φ ∈ C∞
c (R2) supported on the unit ball of R2 with ∥φ∥Cr ≤ 1 where

r = ⌈−α⌉. This proves the first part of the proposition that ∂s is bounded from C([0, T ], Cα,τ (R)) →
Cα−2,τ
s (ΛT ).

For the second part, let us abbreviate MN := ∂sM
N . We first note by definition of ∂s that for

any smooth φ of compact support on R2, MN (φ) is explicitly given by

MN (φ) =MN
T (φ(T, ·))−

∫ T

0
MN

s

(
∂sφ(s, ·)

)
ds,

where we used the fact thatMN
0 ≡ 0. Note that the above expression is the same as RN

T (φ) defined
in (4.5). Now observe that using (4.4) we have∫ T

0
MN

s

(
∂sφ(s, ·)

)
ds =

∫ T

0
X N

s

(
∂sφ(s, ·)

)
ds−

∫ T

0

(
∂sφ(s, 0)

)
ds

−
∫ T

0

1

2

∫ s

0
X N

u

(
∂xx∂sφ(s, ·)

)
duds

=

∫ T

0
X N

s

(
∂sφ(s, ·)

)
ds+ φ(0, 0)− φ(T, 0)

−
∫ T

0

1

2

∫ s

0
X N

u

(
∂xx∂sφ(s, ·)

)
duds.

The last term on the right-hand side of the above equation can be simplified as follows.∫ T

0

1

2

∫ s

0
X N

u

(
∂xx∂sφ(s, ·)

)
duds =

∫ T

0

1

2

∫ T

u
X N

u

(
∂xx∂sφ(s, ·)

)
dsdu

=
1

2

∫ T

0

[
X N

u

(
∂xxφ(T, ·)

)
− X N

u

(
∂xxφ(u, ·)

)]
du

= −MN
T (φ(T, ·)) + X N

T (φ(T, ·))− φ(T, 0)

− 1

2

∫ T

0
X N

u (∂xxφ(u, ·)
)
du.

We applied (4.4) with ϕ = φ(T, ·) in the last line. Combining these expressions, we derive that

MN (φ) = −φ(0, 0)−
∫ T

0
X N

s (∂sφ(s, ·)ds−
1

2

∫ T

0
X N

s (∂xxφ(s, ·)
)
ds+ X N

T (φ(T, ·)).

This verifies (6.10) completing the proof. □

Since we expect to obtain a Dirac initial data in the limiting SPDE, there is an additional
singularity at the origin that we have not yet taken into account. To fix this issue, we now
formulate a tightness result taking into account this singularity, by starting our martingale-forced
heat equation from some positive time ε (which should be thought of as being close to 0).

Proposition 6.15 (Tightness). Fix ε > 0, and consider the fields X N,ε(t, ·) := X N
t+ε(·), for t ≥ 0.

Set X N,ε(t, ·) := 0 for t < 0. The fields X N,ε may be realized as random variables taking values
in Cα,τ

s (ΛT ) for any τ > 1 and α < −1. Furthermore, they are tight with respect to that topology,

and any limit point necessarily lies in C
−κ+1/2,τ
s (ΛT ) for any κ > 0.
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Proof. The proof that the fields X N,ε are tight in Cα,τ
s (ΛT ) for any τ > 1 and α < −1 follows by

using the exact same strategy followed in the proof of Proposition 6.12. Let us set

MN,ε :=
(
∂t −

1

2
∂2x

)
X N,ε + (δT ⊗ X N

T+ε − δ0 ⊗ X N
ε ).

We first claim that for fixed ε > 0, the fields {MN,ε}N>1 are tight in C−3−κ,τ
s (ΛT ) for any τ > 1

and κ > 0. As X N,ε is tight in C−1−κ,τ
s (ΛT ), the tightness of the (∂t − 1

2∂
2
x)X

N,ε in C−3−κ,τ
s (ΛT )

is immediate since ∂t − 1
2∂

2
x is a bounded linear map from Cα,τ

s (ΛT ) into C
α−2,τ
s (ΛT ) as explained

in Remark 6.4. From Proposition 6.12 we know that both X N
T+ε and X N

ε are tight in C−1−κ,τ (R).
As we remarked after Definition 6.9, the map f 7→ δa ⊗ f is continuous from C−1−κ,τ (R) →
C−3−κ,τ
s (ΛT ), therefore we can immediately conclude that (δT ⊗ X N

T+ε − δ0 ⊗ X N
ε ) are tight in

C−3−κ,τ
s (ΛT ). Hence, the sum given by MN,ε is also tight in the latter space as N → ∞ (for fixed

ε).
Next, we address the regularity of the limit points of X N,ε. By the last statement in Proposition

6.6, we can apply the linear operator K to both sides to obtain

X N,ε = K(δ0 ⊗ X N
ε ) +KMN,ε −K(δT ⊗ X N

T+ε).

By Proposition 6.12 we know that X N
T+ε is tight in Cγ,τ (R) for γ < −1, and from Lemma 6.10

we can conclude that K(δT ⊗ X N
T+ε) = 0. On the other hand, K(δ0 ⊗ X N

ε ) = JX N
ε , where J is

defined in Remark 6.7. We thus have the Duhamel equation

X N,ε = JX N
ε +KMN,ε.

For technical reasons that will be made clear below, we now replace ε by ε/2 and T by T +1. If we

take any joint limit point (X ∞,ε/2,M∞,ε/2, h) in Cα,τ
s (ΛT+1)×Cα+2,τ

s (ΛT+1)×Cγ,τ (R) as N → ∞
of (X N,ε/2,MN,ε/2,X N

ε/2), then (by continuity of J and K on the relevant spaces) the Duhamel

relation still holds in the limit, i.e.,

X ∞,ε/2 = Jh+KM∞,ε/2. (6.11)

We now claim that

E[∥M∞,ε/2∥p
C

−κ−3/2,τ
s (ΛT+1)

] <∞. (6.12)

Let us now complete the proof of regularity assuming (6.12).

• Using (6.12) and Proposition 6.6, it follows that

E
[∥∥KM∞,ε/2

∥∥p
C

−κ+1/2,τ
s (ΛT+1)

]
<∞.

This implies that the restriction ofKM∞,ε/2 to [ε/2, T+ε/2]×R lies in C
−κ+1/2,τ
s (Λ[ε/2,T+ε/2]).

• By Proposition 6.12 we have E[∥h∥p
C−1−κ,τ ] <∞. So from (6.7) with α := −1−κ and β := 1

2−κ.
It follows that

E[∥P̂ε/2h∥
p

C
−κ+1/2,τ
s (ΛT+1)

] <∞.

Since from (6.6), we know Jh(t+ ε/2, x) = P̂ε/2h(t, x), we thus have that the restriction of Jh

to [ε/2, T + ε/2]× R lies in C
−κ+1/2,τ
s (Λ[ε/2,T+ε/2]).

Thanks to the above two bullet points and the relation (6.11), we have showed that the restriction

of X ∞,ε/2 to [ε/2, T + ε/2] × R lies in C
−κ+1/2,τ
s (Λ[ε/2,T+ε/2]). This is equivalent to the fact that

X ∞,ε lies in C
−κ+1/2,τ
s (ΛT ). This completes the proof modulo (6.12).
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Proof of (6.12). We shall show (6.12) with ε/2 and T + 1 replaced by ε and T respectively.
Following the same proof as in Lemma 6.14, one can check that

MN,ε(φ) = RN
T+ε(φ)−RN

ε (φ),

where RN are the same martingales defined in (4.5). We will denote the right side as RN,ε(φ) and
the quadratic variation up to time T as ⟨RN,ε(φ)⟩T . Let us fix any α < −3 and take any joint

limit point (M∞,ε,X ∞,ε) in Cα,τ
s (ΛT )×Cα+2,τ

s (ΛT ) of (M
N,ε,X N,ε) as N → ∞. Let us consider

any smooth function φ supported on the unit ball of R2 such that ∥φ∥C1 ≤ 1. Recall Sλ
(t,x) from

(6.4). Using Skorohod’s lemma, Fatou’s lemma, and the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, one
has that

E[|M∞,ε(Sλ
(t,x)φ)|

p] ≤ lim inf
N→∞

E[|MN,ε(φ)|p] ≤ C · lim inf
N→∞

E
[
⟨RN,ε(Sλ

(t,x)φ)⟩
p/2
T

]
,

where C = C(p) > 0. From Lemma 4.4, the quadratic variation is given by

⟨RN,ε(Sλ
(t,x)φ)⟩T = N1/2

∫ T

0

(
(X N

s+ε)
Sq, ((1 +N−1/4∂x)S

λ
(t,x)φ(s, ·))

2
)
ds.

Using (a+b)2 ≤ 2(a2+b2), it is clear that
(
(1+N−1/4∂x)φ

)2 ≤ 2φ2+2N−1/2(∂xφ)
2. Furthermore,

the term with a factor N−1/2 will not contribute when taking the lim inf as N → ∞ (by e.g.
Proposition 5.5). Therefore, we can obtain that

lim inf
N→∞

E[⟨RN,ε(Sλ
(t,x)φ)⟩T ] ≤ lim inf

N→∞
N1/2E

[ ∫ T

0

(
(X N

s+ε)
Sq, (Sλ

(t,x)φ)
2
)
ds

]
.

Recall the fields QN defined in (5.1). Notice that
(
Sλ
(t,x)φ

)2 ≤ λ−61[t−λ2,t+λ2]×[x−λ,x+λ]. Therefore,

taking any δ > 0, by the above bound and by the second bound in Proposition 5.6 we find that

E[|M∞,ε(Sλ
(t,x)φ)|

p] ≤ 2Cλ−3p lim inf
N→∞

E
[(
QN

t+ε+λ2(1[x−λ,x+λ])−QN
t+ε−λ2(1[x−λ,x+λ])

)p/2]
≤ 2Cλ−3p(λ2)p/2∥1[x−λ,x+λ]∥

p/2

L1+δ(R) = Cλ−
3
2
p−
[

δ
1+δ

]
p.

Given any κ > 0, by making δ = δ(κ) close to 0 and making p = p(κ) large enough, we may then
apply Lemma 6.11(c) to conclude (6.12). □

6.3. Identification of the limit points. In this subsection, we identify the limit points as the
solution of the stochastic heat equation (SHE) and thereby prove our weak convergence theorem:
Theorem 1.4.

Theorem 6.16 (Solving the martingale problem). Consider the triplet of processes (X N ,MN , QN )t≥0,
where X N , MN , and QN are defined in (1.3), (4.4), and (5.1) respectively. Fix α < −1, β <
−2, γ < −1, and τ > 1. These triples are jointly tight in the space

Cα,τ
s (ΛT )× C([0, T ], Cβ,τ (R))× C([0, T ], Cγ,τ (R)).

Consider any joint limit point (X∞,M∞, Q∞). Then for any s > 0, the process (t, x) 7→ X∞
s+t(x)

is necessarily supported on the space C
−κ+1/2,τ
s (ΛT ). Furthermore, (M∞

t (ϕ))t≥0 is a continuous
martingale for all ϕ ∈ C∞

c (R), and moreover for all 0 < s ≤ t < T one has the almost sure
identities

M∞
t (ϕ)−M∞

s (ϕ) =

∫
R
(X∞

t (x)−X∞
s (x))ϕ(x)dx− 1

2

∫ t

s

∫
R
X∞

u (x)ϕ′′(x)dxdu (6.13)

⟨M∞(ϕ)⟩t = Q∞
t (ϕ2) (6.14)

Q∞
t (ϕ)−Q∞

s (ϕ) = σ

∫
R

∫ t

s
(X∞

u (x))2ϕ(x) du dx. (6.15)
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Before going into the proof, we remark that with some inspection it may be verified that all
quantities make sense given the spaces they lie in, as long as we choose κ < 1/2 to ensure that X∞

is a continuous function in space-time away from t = 0.

Proof. Most parts of the following theorem are already established in previous propositions and
lemmas. Note that the tightness of X N was proved in Proposition 6.12. The tightness of MN

and QN was shown in Proposition 6.13. Thus the joint tightness follows from individual tightness.
Consider any limit point (X ∞,M∞, Q∞). The fact that for any s > 0, the process (t, x) 7→
X∞(s+ t, x) is necessarily supported on the space C

−κ+1/2,τ
s (ΛT ) was proved in Proposition 6.15.

From Proposition 6.13 we have that for all ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R) the process (M∞

t (ϕ))t≥0 is a martingale.
(6.14) is already proven in Proposition 6.13 as (6.8). All we are left to show is (6.13) and (6.15).

Proof of (6.13). In Lemma 6.14 we obtained that ∂sM
N = −δ(0,0) + (∂t − 1

2∂
2
x)X

N + δT ⊗ X N
T

in the sense of distributions, which by disregarding the boundary terms implies that

(∂sM
N , φ) = ((∂t − 1

2∂
2
x)X

N , φ)

for all φ of compact support contained in Λ[ε,T−ε] for some ε > 0. Note that this relation is still
respected by any limit points and hence remains true when N = ∞. We thus have

(∂sM
∞, φ) = ((∂t − 1

2∂
2
x)X

∞, φ)

Since both M∞ and X ∞ lie in spaces with strong enough topologies, taking φ(u, x) to approach
the function (u, x) 7→ 1[s,t](u)ϕ(x) in the above equation leads to (6.13).

Proof of (6.15). Fix any 0 ≤ t ≤ T and let µ be a S ′(R) valued random variable defined as

(µ, ϕ) := Q∞
t (ϕ)− σ

∫
R

∫ t

0
(X ∞

s (x))2ϕ(x) ds dx.

We claim that (µ, ϕ) = 0 a.s. for all ϕ ∈ S(R). This will validate (6.15). To verify this, let us define
a sequence of function-valued random variables:

µε(a) := Q∞
t (ξaε )− σ

∫ t

0
(X ∞

s (ξa
ε
√
2
))2ds

where ξaε (x) := ε−1ξ(ε−1(x− a)) with ξ(x) := 1√
π
e−x2

. Observe that for any ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R) supported

on [−S, S], by Cauchy-Schwarz and Jensen’s inequality we have that

E
[
|(µε, ϕ)|

]
≤ ∥ϕ∥L2(R) · E

[√∫
[−S,S]

µε(a)2da

]
≤ ∥ϕ∥L2

[ ∫
[−S,S]

E[µε(a)2]da
]1/2

.

We now make use of Proposition 5.3. From (5.9), we see that the integral is uniformly bounded
in ε > 0. On the other hand, (5.8) tells us that the integrand goes to zero as ε → 0. Thus, by
dominated convergence theorem (µε, ϕ) → 0 in probability. But (µε, ϕ) → (µ, ϕ) almost surely as
ε → 0. Hence, (µ, ϕ) = 0 almost surely. This proves the claim for compactly supported ϕ. For
general ϕ ∈ S(R), we may find a sequence of functions ϕn ∈ C∞

c (R) such that ϕn → ϕ in the
topology of S(R). Then 0 = (µ, ϕn) → (µ, ϕ) almost surely as n → ∞. Hence, (µ, ϕ) = 0 almost
surely for all ϕ ∈ S(R). This verifies the claim, completing the proof. □

We now complete the proof of our main theorem, Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4(a). We continue with the notation and setup of Theorem 6.16. We have
already established the tightness of X N in the topology of Cα,τ

s (ΛT ) in Proposition 6.12. Consider
any limit point X∞ of X N . From the previous theorem, we already know that (t, x) 7→ X∞

t+ε(x)
is a continuous function in space and time. From the three equations (6.13), (6.14), and (6.15) in
Theorem 6.16 it follows that the martingale problem for (SHE) is satisfied by any limit point X∞.
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We refer the reader to [BG97, Proposition 4.11] for the characterization of the law of (SHE) as the
solution to this martingale problem.

The result there is only stated for continuous initial conditions, so what this really shows is that
for any ε > 0 the law of the continuous field (t, x) 7→ X∞

t+ε(x) is that of the solution of (SHE) with
initial condition X∞

ε (·). Thus we still need to pin down the initial data as δ0, by showing that we
can let ε→ 0 and see that the limit of X∞

ε (·) is equal to δ0 in some sense.
In [Par18, Section 6] there is a general approach to do exactly this. Specifically, it suffices to

show as in Lemma 6.6 of that paper the two bounds

E[|X∞
t (x)|r]2/r ≤ C · t−1/2pt(x), (6.16)

E[|X∞
t (x)− pt(x)|r]2/r ≤ C · pt(x), (6.17)

where r > 1 is arbitrary, pt is the standard heat kernel, and C is independent of t > 0 and x ∈ R.
Clearly, it suffices to show this when r is an even integer. The solution of (SHE) with δ0 initial
condition certainly satisfies this bound, and by the moment convergence result (Proposition 1.3),
we know any limit point X∞ must satisfy E[(

∫
RX

∞
t (x)ϕ(x)dx)k] = E[(

∫
RZt(x)ϕ(x)dx)

k] for all

k ∈ N and ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R), where (t, x) 7→ Zt(x) solves (SHE) with δ0 initial data and σ = 1

ν([0,1]) .

From here we can conclude by letting ϕ → δx that E[X∞
t (x)k] = E[Zt(x)

k] for all k ∈ N and all
x ∈ R. Consequently, we may immediately deduce (6.16) and (6.17) by the corresponding bounds
for Zt. This completes the proof. □

Finally, we conclude this section by proving Theorem 1.4(b) which follows from the existence of
a certain bounded linear operator.

Proof of Theorem 1.4(b). Fix α < 0. We claim that there exists a bounded linear map K∂s :
C([0, T ], Cα,τ (R)) → C([0, T ], Cα,τ (R)) such that for all v = (vt)t∈[0,T ] ∈ C([0, T ], Cα,τ (R)) one has

that K∂sv = K(∂s(v)) where K and ∂s are the same operators defined in Propositions 6.6 and
6.14 respectively (where the equality may be interpreted in the sense that both sides are viewed as
elements of S ′(R2)).

Note that the existence of K∂s would immediately imply the desired result. Indeed by applying
K to both sides of (6.10) and using Proposition 6.6 and Lemma 6.10 we get that

X N = p+K(∂s(M
N )),

where p is the standard heat kernel. We also know from Proposition 6.13 that the MN are tight
in C([0, T ], Cγ,τ (R)) for γ < −2, therefore tightness of X N in C([0, T ], Cγ,τ (R)) for γ < −2 would
be immediate by continuity of K∂s. The fact that any limit point coincides with the law of (SHE)
follows from Theorem 6.16, (6.16) and (6.17) by taking a joint limit point with the triple appearing
there, then using the fact that K(∂s(M

N )) = K∂sM
N .

We now turn toward the existence of K∂s. To construct K∂s we first remark that C∞
c (ΛT )

embeds into C([0, T ], Cα,τ (R)) in the natural way: a function v ∈ C∞
c (ΛT ) may be identified with

(v(t))t∈[0,T ] given by (v(t), ϕ)L2(R) :=
∫
R v(t, x)ϕ(x)dx. Then ∂sv =: v′ is given by (v′(t), ϕ) :=∫

R(∂tv)(t, x)ϕ(x)dx. In this case we may integrate by parts to obtain

(K(∂sv)(t), ϕ) =

(∫ t

0
Pt−sv

′(s)ds , ϕ

)
=

(
v(t)− Ptv(0) +

∫ t

0
∂sPt−sv(s)ds , ϕ

)
= (v(t), ϕ)− (v(0), Ptϕ)−

∫ t

0
(v(s), Pt−s∂

2
xϕ)ds,



52 S. DAS, H. DRILLICK, AND S. PAREKH

where all pairings are in L2(R) and we use that ∂sPt−s = −∂2xPt−s, and ∂
2
x and Pt are self-adjoint

operators on L2(R).
Based on this calculation, we consider a general path v ∈ C([0, T ], Cα,τ (R)) and we finally define

K∂sv suggestively by the formula([
K∂sv

]
(t), ϕ) := (v(t), ϕ)− (v(0), Ptϕ)−

∫ t

0
(v(s), Pt−s∂

2
xϕ)ds. (6.18)

First note that the pairings on the right-hand side are indeed well-defined for all v ∈ C([0, T ], Cα,τ (R)).
What remains to be seen is that the integral is convergent and that the right-hand side is indeed an
element of C([0, T ], Cα,τ (R)) whose norm may be controlled by ∥v∥C([0,T ],Cα,τ (R)). By the definition

of these spaces, we must replace ϕ by Sλ
xϕ (where the scaling operators are given in Definition 6.1)

and then study the growth as λ becomes close to 0.
The first two terms on the right side of (6.18) are completely straightforward to deal with: the

growth is at worst λα(1 + x2)τ uniformly over λ, ϕ, x, T , since we assumed v ∈ C([0, T ], Cα,τ (R)).
To deal with the third term, we claim that one has

|(v(s), Pt−s∂
2
xS

λ
xϕ)| ≲

(
λα−2 ∧ (t− s)

α
2
−1

)
(1 + x2)τ (6.19)

uniformly over s < t ∈ [0, T ], as well as λ, ϕ, x. Indeed the bound of the form λα−2 follows by
noting that when t − s is much smaller than λ, Pt−s is essentially the identity operator, so we
can effectively disregard the heat kernel and note that ∂2xS

λ
xϕ paired with v(s) satisfies a bound of

order λα−2. Likewise the bound of the form (t − s)
α
2
−1 is obtained by noting that when λ is very

small compared to t− s, Pt−sS
λ
xϕ behaves like S

√
t−s

x ϕ, giving a bound of order (
√
t− s)α−2 after

applying ∂2x and pairing with v(s). This proves the bound (6.19).
Now the fact that ∥K∂sv∥ can be controlled by ∥v∥ follows simply by noting that uniformly over

0 < λ2 ≤ t ≤ T one has∫ t

0

(
λα−2 ∧ (t− s)

α
2
−1

)
ds =

∫ t−λ2

0
(t− s)

α
2
−1ds+

∫ t

t−λ2

λα−2ds ≤ C(α) · λα.

It remains to verify that K∂sv is indeed a continuous path. So far, what we have effectively shown
is that K∂s is a bounded operator from L∞([0, T ], Cα,τ (R)) to itself. Note that C([0, T ], Cα,τ (R))
is precisely the closure of S(ΛT ) inside of L∞([0, T ], Cα,τ (R)), where S(ΛT ) denotes restrictions to
ΛT of those functions in S(R2). From here, path continuity of K∂sv for all v ∈ C([0, T ], Cα,τ (R))
is immediate because the bounded operator K∂s : L

∞([0, T ], Cα,τ (R)) → L∞([0, T ], Cα,τ (R)) maps
the linear subspace S(ΛT ) into itself.

Since K∂s is indeed a bounded operator, and since K∂sv = K(∂s(v)) for smooth paths v ∈
C∞
c (ΛT ) as shown above, this equality remains true for general v by the denseness of the linear

subspace C∞
c (ΛT ) in C([0, T ], C

α,τ (R)). □

We remark that the above proof is essentially sharp, in the sense that K improves parabolic
regularity by 2, while ∂s destroys parabolic regularity by 2. Hence, we expect their composition
to preserve regularity, which is what we showed. Nonetheless, the Hölder exponent appearing in
Theorem 1.4(b) may not be sharp, because we do not know if we obtained tightness of MN in the
best possible space in Proposition 6.13.

7. Quenched tail field

The goal of this section is to prove the results from Section 1.3.1, namely Theorem 1.7 and The-
orem 1.8. Recall the quenched tail field FN (t, x) from Definition 1.6. We begin with a preliminary
estimate for the first moment of FN (t, x).
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Lemma 7.1. Let B be a standard Brownian motion. For all t > 0, x ∈ R, we have

E[FN (t, x)] = N1/4E[e−N1/4(Bt−x)1{Bt≥x}] ≤ (2πt)−1/2.

Proof. The proof proceeds by writing FN as a quenched expectation, exactly as we did in Section
1.5.1 or Section 2. Then one takes the annealed expectation over the quenched expectation and
uses the scale invariance of Brownian motion to obtain

E[FN (t, x)] = N1/4e
t
2

√
N+N1/4xP(Bt −N1/4t ≥ x).

Now applying Girsanov with the stochastic exponential of −N1/4B will give the claimed equality.
To prove the inequality, we note that

N1/4E[e−N1/4(Bt−x)1{Bt≥x}] = N1/4

∫ ∞

x
e−N1/4(u−x)pt(u)du

≤ (2πt)−1/2

∫ ∞

x
N1/4e−N1/4(u−x)du = (2πt)−1/2.

□

We first prove a variant of Theorem 1.7 where the quenched tail field is integrated against test
functions.

Proposition 7.2. Fix m ∈ N. For all ϕ1, . . . , ϕm ∈ C∞
c (R) and t1, . . . , tm > 0 we have(∫

R
ϕi(x)FN (ti, x)dx

)m

i=1

d→
(∫

R
ϕi(x)Zti(x)dx

)m

i=1

. (7.1)

Proof. Let us formally define

µNt (dx) := N1/2e
t
2

√
NK0,Nt(N

3/4t+N1/2x)dx.

The above definition can be interpreted rigorously as a random Borel measure by pushing forward
K0,Nt under a linear change of coordinates, just as we did in (1.3). Then we notice that Definition
1.6 is equivalent to

FN (t, x) := N1/4eN
1/4xµNt [x,∞).

An application of Fubini’s theorem gives∫ x

−∞
N1/4eN

1/4uµNt [u,∞)du =

∫ x

−∞
eN

1/4uµNt (du) + eN
1/4xµNt [x,∞).

In the sense of distributions, it is clear that

FN (t, x) = ∂x

[ ∫ x

−∞
N1/4eN

1/4uµNt [u,∞)du

]
, eN

1/4xµNt (dx) = ∂x

[ ∫ x

−∞
eN

1/4uµNt (du)

]
.

Consequently, for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m, we can repeatedly integrate by parts to obtain that∫
R
ϕi(x)FN (ti, x)dx = −

∫
R
ϕ′i(x)

[ ∫ x

−∞
N1/4eN

1/4uµNti [u,∞)du

]
dx

= −
∫
R
ϕ′i(x)

[ ∫ x

−∞
eN

1/4uµNti (du) + eN
1/4xµNti [x,∞)

]
dx

=

∫
R
ϕi(x)e

N1/4xµNti (dx)−
∫
R
ϕ′i(x)e

N1/4xµNti [x,∞)dx.

Thanks to Theorem 1.4(b) (see Remark 1.5(b)) we know that as N → ∞(∫
R
ϕi(x)e

N1/4xµNti (dx)

)m

i=1

d→
(∫

R
ϕi(x)Zti(x)dx

)m

i=1

.



54 S. DAS, H. DRILLICK, AND S. PAREKH

Thus, to show (7.1) it suffices to show that as N → ∞,
∫
R ϕ

′
i(x)e

N1/4xµNti [x,∞)dx goes to zero in

L1(P) for each 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Indeed, observe that

E
∣∣∣∣ ∫

R
ϕ′i(x)e

N1/4xµNti [x,∞)dx

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∫
R
|ϕ′i(x)|eN

1/4xE[µNti [x,∞)]dx.

By Lemma 7.1 we get

eN
1/4xE[µNti [x,∞)] = E[e−N1/4(Bti−x)1{Bti≥x}] ≤ N−1/4(2πti)

−1/2

for all x ∈ R, which implies the desired L1 convergence. This completes the proof. □

Note that composition with the logarithm function is not a continuous operation in the topology
of integration against test functions, hence the convergence result stated above cannot be directly
translated to any convergence result for the KPZ equation. Our next lemma produces a regularity
estimate two-point spatial difference of the quenched tail field. This is the crucial result that allows
us to improve Proposition 7.2 to obtain multipoint convergence in law of FN (t, x) to Zt(x) for
individual values of (t, x) ∈ (0,∞)× R.

Lemma 7.3. As N → ∞, we have that

E[FN (t, x)FN (t, y)] → E[Zt(x)Zt(y)]

where Z as in Proposition 1.3. Furthermore, the above convergence is uniform over compact sets
of (t, x, y) ∈ (0,∞)× R2.

Proof. By adapting the methods in Section 2, the two-point correlation function given by (t, x, y) 7→
E[FN (t, x)FN (t, y)] can be written as an expression involving only the 2-point motion associated to
the kernels K0,t. More specifically, in the notation of Section 2, it equals

Net
√
NP

SB
(2)

N1/2ν

(Xt −N1/4t ≥ x, Yt −N1/4t ≥ y).

Consequently the two-point correlation function only depends on the total mass of the characteristic
measure. We shall thus assume ν is a multiple of uniform measure. Without loss of generality, we
will assume σ = 1 (i.e., ν is precisely the uniform measure).

We shall now invoke results from [BR20] which are for the uniform characteristic measure. In

[BR20], the authors consider a slightly different field F̂N (t, x) which is “dual” to ours in a certain
sense. More specifically, they vary the starting point x and fix the tail probability as [0,∞),
whereas we fix the starting point 0 and vary the tail probability as [x,∞). One may show that
the distributions of both fields are the same as space-time processes, modulo a reflection of the

characteristic measure. More precisely, we have F ν
N

d
= F̂µ

N , where µ is the pushforward of ν
by x 7→ 1 − x, and the superscript highlights the dependence of each field on the underlying
characteristic measure.1 This is proved using an explicit coupling of the two fields via the Brownian
web. See [Yu16, Equation (1.8)] and the subsequent discussion for a short proof, which in turn is
based on a construction of [SSS14, Section 3].

Note that for the case of uniform characteristic measure, we have µ = ν. Proposition 1.22 in
[BR20] provides exact moment formulas for the unscaled version of FN (t, x) in this case. Taking
the scalings into account we have that

E[FN (t, x)FN (t, y)] =

∮
r1+iR

∮
r2+iR

N−1/2(z2 − z1)

N−1/2(z2 − z1)−N−1/2 −N−3/4(z1 + z2)−N−1z1z2

· e
t
2
(z21+z22)−(xz1+yz2) N−1/2

(N−1/4 +N−1/2z1)(N−1/4 +N−1/2z2)

dz1
2πi

dz2
2πi

,

1In particular, our results imply multipoint convergence of their field F̂N to (SHE) as well.
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where r1, r2 are fixed numbers not depending on t, x, y and N (large enough), and such that
r2 > r1 + 1.

Now assume that we have a sequence (tN , xN , yN ) converging to (t, x, y) ∈ (0,∞) × R2. Note

that for z1 ∈ r1 + iR and z2 ∈ r2 + iR we have that |e
tN

2
(z21+z22)−(xNz1+yNz2)| ≤ Ce−

1
C
(|z1|2+|z2|2) for

some constant C > 0 which is independent of N, z1, z2. Also, note that the ratios appearing in the
integral may be bounded independently of N thanks to the fact that z1 ∈ r1 + iR and z2 ∈ r2 + iR
with r2 > r1 + 1. Therefore, by the dominated convergence theorem (with dominating function

given by e−
1
C
(|z1|2+|z2|2)) we may conclude that the integral expression for E[FN (tN , xN )FN (tN , yN )]

converges as N → ∞ to∮
r1+iR

∮
r2+iR

z2 − z1
z2 − z1 − 1

e
t
2
(z21+z22)−(xz1+yz2) dz1

2πi

dz2
2πi

.

This is known to agree with E[Zt(x)Zt(y)], see [BC14, Section 6.2], thus proving the uniform
convergence. □

With the above lemma in place, we now prove a stronger version of Theorem 1.7.

Proposition 7.4. Suppose that the deterministic sequence of vectors (xN1 , . . . , x
N
m) ∈ Rm converges

as N → ∞ to (x1, . . . , xm) ∈ Rm. Fix t1, . . . , tm > 0. Then we have the joint convergence(
FN (ti, x

N
i ))mi=1

d→
(
Zti(xi)

)m
i=1
.

Proof. We first prove the case when xNi = xi for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. We give a proof for m = 1 to simplify
the notation, but the generalization to larger m is straightforward. We will simply write (t1, x1) as

(t, x), which will be fixed throughout the proof. By Lemma 7.1 we get that E[FN (t, x)] ≤ (2πt)−1/2

which is independent of N , thus it follows that the {FN}N≥1 are tight. Consider any limit point µ0
of the laws of {FN (t, x)}N≥1. Fix a smooth compactly supported nonnegative function ϕ : R → R
which integrates to 1, and define ϕλx(y) = λ−1ϕ(λ−1(y − x)). By Proposition 7.2 we know that for
each λ, x ∈ R,

{ ∫
R ϕ

λ
x(y)FN (t, y)dy

}
N≥1

is a tight sequence. For r ≥ 1, consider any measure µr

on Rr+1 which is a joint limit point as N → ∞ of(
FN (t, x) ,

( ∫
R
ϕ2

−k

x (y)FN (t, y)dy
)r
k=1

)
,

such that the first marginal of µr is µ0. Using a diagonalization argument, these measures µr
may be chosen so that they form a projective family, and therefore by the Kolmogorov extension
theorem, we may consider any projective limit µ which will be a measure on the space of sequences
(ak)k≥0 ∈ RN0 , equipped with the σ-algebra generated by the projection maps. By Proposition 7.2,
we find that for such a measure µ the marginal distribution of (ak)k≥1 is simply equal to the law

of
( ∫

RZt(y)ϕ
2−k

x (y)dy
)
k≥1

. We now claim that

lim sup
λ→0

lim sup
N→∞

E
∣∣∣∣FN (t, x)−

∫
R
FN (t, y)ϕλx(y)dy

∣∣∣∣ = 0. (7.2)

Assuming this fact, one finds that such a measure µ is necessarily supported on those sequences
(ak)k≥0 which satisfy a0 = limk→∞ ak in L1(µ), which means that a0 must have the law of Zt(x)
under µ. We are thus left to check (7.2). By Lemma 7.3, we have that

lim sup
N→∞

E[(FN (t, x)− FN (t, y))2] = E[(Zt(x)−Zt(y))
2] ≤ C|x− y|

uniformly over compacts sets of (t, x, y) ∈ (0,∞) × R2 where the above inequality is a known
estimate for (SHE) (see [Das22, Proposition 2.4-nw] for example). Thus, by Fatou’s lemma, we
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note that

lim sup
N→∞

E
∣∣∣∣FN (t, x)−

∫
R
FN (t, y)ϕλx(y)dy

∣∣∣∣ ≤ lim sup
N→∞

∫
R
E|FN (t, x)− FN (t, y)|ϕλx(y)dy

≤
∫
R
lim sup
N→∞

E|FN (t, x)− FN (t, y)|ϕλx(y)dy

≤
∫
R
lim sup
N→∞

E[(FN (t, x)− FN (t, y))2]1/2ϕλx(y)dy

≤ C

∫
R
|x− y|1/2ϕλx(y)dy = Cλ1/2

∫
R
|u|1/2ϕ(u)du.

Taking λ → 0 leads to (7.2). To justify the above application of Fatou’s lemma with lim sup, one
needs a bound on the integrand which is independent of N and is in L1(ϕλx(y)dy), for which we
may use Lemma 7.1 to get

E|FN (t, x)− FN (t, y)| ≤ E[FN (t, x) + FN (t, y)] ≤ 2(2πt)−1/2.

Finally, the case when xNi varies with N follows from the fact that as N → ∞ we have

E
[(
FN (ti, x

N
i )− FN (ti, xi)

)2] → 0

due to the uniform convergence in Lemma 7.3. This completes the proof. □

Remark 7.5. We remark that one can allow t1, . . . , tm to depend on N as well, and the multi-point
convergence result analogous to Proposition 7.4 would still be true. However, the proof is more
involved than just studying the correlation functions: first one modifies the proof of Proposition 7.2
to allow the ti to depend on N . This is fairly immediate since Theorem 1.4(b) gives convergence in
a topology that is uniform in time. Then notice that in Lemma 7.3 we have already allowed the ti
to depend on N . Thus we can replace ti by t

N
i in Proposition 7.4 as well (the estimate using Fatou’s

Lemma will still work), which is enough to establish the claim. After the claim is established, some

interesting effects can be observed by setting tNi := ti + αN−1/4 for α ∈ R. Using Definition 1.6
one sees in this case that α gets reinterpreted as a shift of the x variable, but with different scaling
values.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. We continue with the same notations as in the statement of the Theorem

1.8. Fix any a ∈ R. Set v :=
√
ct and x := d

√
t
c so that c = v2

t and d = vx/t. It suffices to show

that

lim
N→∞

P
SB

(k)
ν

(
max

1≤i≤k(N)

{
Xi(Nt)

}
− vN3/4 − x

√
N − tN1/4

v

(
rN − 1

4 logN
)
≤ aN1/4

)
= P(tG/v + logZv2/t(vx/t) ≤ a),

(7.3)

where Z solves (SHE) with σ = v
tν([0,1]) and G is an independent Gumbel random variable.

For now, fix any k ∈ N which may be arbitrary. Fix a realization of the kernels ω = {Ks,t : −∞ <

s < t < ∞}. As before, we let P(k)
ω be the quenched probability of k random motions (Xi(t))ki=1

sampled from these kernels. The random variable

P(k)
ω

(
max
1≤i≤k

{
Xi(Nt)

}
≤ vN3/4 + x

√
N +

t

v
N1/4(rN − 1

4
logN) + aN1/4

)
has the same law for any y > 0 as the random variable

P(k)
ω

(
max
1≤i≤k

{
Xi(Ny2t)

}
≤ y

[
vN3/4 + x

√
N +

t

v
N1/4(rN − 1

4
logN) + aN1/4

])



KPZ EQUATION LIMIT OF STICKY BROWNIAN MOTION 57

except that the characteristic measure in the latter expression has changed to y · ν. Now we make
a specific choice of y := v/t and we get by Definition 1.6 that it is equal (pathwise, not just in
distribution) to the quantity(

1− exp

[
− v2

2t

√
N −N

1
4
vx

t
− av

t
− rN

]
· FN

(
v2/t, vx

t +N− 1
4 (avt + rN − 1

4 logN)
))k

. (7.4)

where it is implicit that the characteristic measure associated to FN is (v/t) · ν. Then we may
choose

k = k(N) =

⌊
exp

[
v2

2t

√
N +

vx

t
N1/4 + rN

]⌋
as stated in the theorem to obtain that (7.4) is a quantity of the form (1 − u(N)

k(N)+ON (1))
k(N),

where the ON (1) term is deterministic and bounded between 0 and 1, and u(N) is a sequence of
random variables which by Proposition 7.4 converges in law to the strictly positive random variable
e−

av
t Zv2/t(vx/t). Since the functions u 7→ (1− u

k(N)+ON (1))
k(N) converge uniformly to u 7→ e−u on

compact subsets of [0,∞), we can conclude that the expression in (7.4), therefore converges in law
to the random variable

exp
[
− e−

av
t Zv2/t(vx/t)

]
,

where Z solves (SHE) with σ equal to v/(tν([0, 1])). Now this convergence in law also implies
convergence of the associated annealed expectations thanks to the boundedness of all quantities
involved, which implies that the limit of the left side of (7.3) equals

E
[
exp

[
− e−

av
t Zv2/t(vx/t)

]]
,

which agrees with the right-hand side of (7.3) by the explicit form of the Gumbel distribution. □

Using Remark 7.5, one could also consider replacing time Nt by time Nt plus a correction of
order Nα for some α < 1, and this would change the constants appearing in the proof in an explicit
manner and introduce even more terms in the recentering if α ∈ [1/2, 1). For brevity, we will not
explore this.

Appendix A. Technical lemmas on Brownian bridges

Definition A.1 (Brownian concatenated process). Fix any x ∈ R, and s ∈ [0, 1]. Let Bbr be a
Brownian bridge on [0, s] from 0 to x. Let W be a standard Brownian motion independent of Bbr.
We define the Brownian concatenated process Bs,x with anchor at (s, x) as

Bs,x(y) :=

{
Bbr(y) y ∈ [0, s]

W (y − s) + x y ∈ [s, 1].

Lemma A.2. Let W = (Ws)s∈[0,1] be a Brownian motion on [0, 1]. Let F = (Fs)s∈[0,1] : C[0, 1] →
C[0, 1] be a Borel-measurable functional. Suppose that E[sups≤1 Fs(W )2] < ∞. Suppose further
that the function g(s, x) := E [Fs(Bs,x)] is bounded on [0, 1]×R and continuous in x for each s > 0.
Then for all compactly supported smooth functions ϕ we have the identity

E

[ ∫ 1

0
Fs(W )ϕ(Ws)ds

]
=

∫ 1

0

∫
R
g(s, x)ps(x)ϕ(x) dx ds,

and moreover for all x ∈ R we have

E

[ ∫ 1

0
Fs(W )dLW

x (s)

]
=

∫ 1

0
g(s, x)ps(x)ds,

where dLW
x (s) is the Lebesgue-Stiltjes measure associated to the nondecreasing function s 7→ LW

x (s).
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We remark that all expectations appearing above are finite. Let Z := sups≤1 |Fs(W )|. Note that∣∣ ∫ 1
0 Fs(W )ϕ(Ws)ds

∣∣ ≤ Z ·
∫ 1
0 |ϕ(Ws)|ds and

∣∣ ∫ 1
0 Fs(W )dLW

x (s)
∣∣ ≤ Z · LW

x (1). Therefore a simple

application of Cauchy-Schwarz (noting that E[Z2] <∞ by assumption) shows that all expectations
above are finite.

Proof. Note that for all ϕ continuous and compactly supported, by the tower property of conditional
expectation we have

E

[ ∫ 1

0
Fs(W )ϕ(Ws)ds

]
=

∫ 1

0
E[Fs(W )ϕ(Ws)]ds =

∫ 1

0
E
[
E[Fs(W )|Ws]ϕ(Ws)

]
ds.

Now the law of W conditioned on Ws is precisely given by Brownian concatenated process with
the anchor at (s,Ws). Thus, E[Fs(W )|Ws] = g(s,Ws). Therefore, the above expectation equals∫ 1

0
E[g(s,Ws)ϕ(Ws)]ds =

∫ 1

0

∫
R
g(s, x)ps(x)ϕ(x)dxds,

proving the first identity. To prove the second identity, we will let ϕ converge weakly to a Dirac
mass and use the continuity in x of g. Let ϕ be smooth, nonnegative, even, supported in [−1, 1],
and suppose that it integrates to 1. Let ϕε(u) := ε−1ϕ(ε−1u). It is standard that the random
measure on [0, 1] given by ϕε(x−Ws)ds converges almost surely as ε→ 0 to LW

x (ds), with respect
to the topology of weak convergence on the space of finite measures on [0, 1]. Consequently, since
we assume continuity of s 7→ Fs(W ) we have the almost sure convergence∫ 1

0
Fs(W )ϕε(x−Ws)ds

ε→0−→
∫ 1

0
Fs(W )LW

x (ds). (A.1)

Now by the first identity, the expectation of the left-hand side equals∫ 1

0
Hε

x(s)ds, where Hε
x(s) :=

∫
R
g(s, u)ps(u)ϕ

ε(x− u)du.

It is clear from the continuity of g in x that Hε
x(s) → g(s, x)ps(x) as ε → 0, and moreover since g

is assumed to be globally bounded and ϕ is supported in [−1, 1], we have that

|Hε
x(s)| ≤ max

u∈[x−1,x+1]
|g(s, u)|ps(u) ≤ ∥g∥L∞s−1/2.

Hence by dominated convergence we find that

E

[ ∫ 1

0
Fs(W )ϕε(x−Ws)ds

]
=

∫ 1

0
Hε(s)ds→

∫ 1

0
g(s, x)ps(x)ds.

Thus it suffices to prove that (A.1) also holds in L1. To prove that, we note that∣∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0
Fs(W )ϕε(x−Ws)ds

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∫ 1

0
|Fs(W )|ϕε(x−Ws)ds ≤ Z

∫ 1

0
ϕε(x−Ws)ds,

where Z := sups∈[0,1] |Fs(W )|. By the occupation time formula for the local time, we have

sup
ε∈(0,1]

∫ 1

0
ϕε(x−Ws)ds = sup

ε∈(0,1]

∫
R
ϕε(x− u)LW

u (1)du ≤ sup
u∈R

LW
u (1).

Summarizing the last two expressions and applying the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have that

EBM

[
sup

ε∈(0,1]

∣∣∣∣ ∫ 1

0
Fs(W )ϕε(x−Ws)ds

∣∣∣∣] ≤ E[Z2]1/2E
[
sup
u∈R

LW
u (1)2

]1/2
.

The expected square of the sup over local times is finite, e.g., by [RY99, Chapter XI, Theorem
(2.4)]. Therefore, we have uniform integrability and thus L1 convergence in (A.1) as desired. □
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Lemma A.3. Let Bs,x(t) be a Brownian bridge on [0, s] from 0 to x. Denote by LBs,x

0 (t) the local
time at 0 of Bs,x at time t. Then the map (s, x) 7→ LBs,x

0 (s) has a modification which is almost
surely continuous in both variables on (0, 1]× R.

Proof. Let G(s, x) := LBs,x

0 (s). Note that the zero set of Bs,xs1/2 is just a reparametrization of that

of Bx,1, in fact Bx,xs1/2 is just s1/2 multiplied by a reparametrization of Bx,1, and so we have that
G(s, xs1/2) = G(1, x). Thus G(s, x) = G(1, xs−1/2) and therefore it suffices to show a.s. Hölder
continuity of x 7→ G(1, x).

To prove continuity of x 7→ G(1, x), let us simplify notation and henceforth write B1,x = Bx. Now
write LBx

0 (1) = LBx

0 (1/2) + LWx

0 (1/2), where W x(t) = Bx(1 − t). Note that on the time interval
[0, 1/2], Bx is absolutely continuous with respect to a Brownian motion of drift x started from
0, and moreover the Radon-Nikodym derivative is independent of x. Likewise, W x is absolutely
continuous with respect to a Brownian motion of drift −x started from x, and similarly, the Radon-
Nikodym derivative is independent of x. Consequently, for a standard Brownian motion Z if we

define Za,λ(t) := a+λt+Z(t), then it suffices to show that (a, λ) 7→ LZa,λ

0 (1/2) is a.s. jointly Hölder

continuous as this would imply the desired result for both Bx and W x. Note that LZa,λ

0 (1/2) =

LZ0,λ

−a (1/2). For Brownian motion, joint continuity of local times in the drift and the spatial variable
is now a standard result. □

Lemma A.4. Fix a, b, c, d, x ∈ R with c2+d2 = 1. Let B be a Brownian bridge from 0 to x on [0, 1]
and let W be an independent standard Brownian motion. Consider the process X := a+ cB+ dW .
For all θ > 0, we have

E[eθL
X
0 (1)] ≤ θ

√
2πeθ

2/2. (A.2)

Remark A.5. Since the above bound is uniform in a, b, c, d, x, the same bound continues to hold
when a, b, c, d, x are random variables (with c2 + d2 = 1) independent of B and W .

Proof. Note that conditioned on W (1), X is a standard Brownian bridge from a to a+ cx+dW (1).
In [Pit99, (3)] it is shown that for a standard Brownian bridge Y from a to a + b one has for all
v > 0 that

P(LY
0 (1) > v) = eb

2/2e−(|a|+|a+b|+v)2/2

and therefore if θ > 0 then

E[eθL
Y
0 (1)] =

∫ ∞

0
θeθyP(LY

0 (1) > y)dy ≤ θeb
2/2

∫
R
eθye−(|a|+|a+b|+y)2/2dy = θ

√
2πeθ

2/2e−(|a|+|a+b|)θ.

Thus returning to the process X we simply take b = cx+ dW (1), and we find that

E[eθL
X
0 (1)|W (1)] ≤ θ

√
2πeθ

2/2e−(|a|+|a+cx+dW (1)|)θ.

Taking the expectation again and noting that e−(|a|+|a+cx+dW (1)|)θ ≤ 1 we arrive at (A.2), proving
the claim. □

Lemma A.6. Fix r,m ∈ Z>0. Fix x = (x1, x2, . . . , xr) ∈ Rr, t = (t1, t2, . . . , tm) ∈ [0, 1]m, and
s = (s1, s2, . . . , sr) ∈ [0, 1]r. Let Bs,x = (Bi)ri=1 be r-many independent processes with each Bi

being distributed as a Brownian concatenated process with the anchor at (si, xi) (recall Definition
A.1). Let ℓk : Rn → R be linear functions for 1 ≤ k ≤ m. Define

f(x, s, t) := E

[
exp

( m∑
k=1

L
ℓk(B

s,x)
0 (tk)

)]
.

Then f is globally bounded and continuous on Rn × (0, 1]r × (0, 1]m.
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Proof. We use a coupling argument based on Lemma A.3. Take W 1, . . . ,Wn to be i.i.d. Brownian
motions on [0, 1] and then define

Bj,s,x(t) :=W j(t)− ( ts ∧ 1)(W j(s)− x).

Note that for all r-tuples of pairs (sj , xj) the processes (Bj,sj ,xj )rj=1 are distributed as (Bi)ri=1.

Applying Lemma A.3 we see that if (xn, sn, tn)n∈N converges to (x, s, t) ∈ Rn× (0, 1]r × (0, 1]m, we
have

L
ℓk(B

sn,xn )
0 (tn,k) → L

ℓk(B
s,x)

0 (tk)

for each 1 ≤ k ≤ n almost surely. Consequently, the exponential of the sum over k also converges
almost surely. To show convergence of the expectations of those exponentials we need uniform
integrability of the exponentials. We will prove this in a way that also gives global boundedness of
the function f. Since local time is an increasing process we have the automatic bound f(x, s, t) ≤
f(x, s,1). To prove uniform integrability we will upper-bound f(x, s,1) in L2 independently of
sj , xj . First, apply Hölder’s inequality to obtain

E

[
exp

( m∑
k=1

L
ℓk(B

s,x)
0 (1)

)]
≤

m∏
k=1

E

[
exp

(
mL

ℓk(B
s,x)

0 (1)

)]1/m
.

Thus, it suffices to show each term in the product above is finite. Let us take any ℓ(v) := a1v1 +
· · ·+arvr. Assume without loss of generality that s1 ≤ · · · ≤ sr. Then on each subinterval, [sj , sj+1],
we have

ℓ(Bs,x)(t) =

j∑
i=1

ai[W
i(t)− (W i(si)− xi)] +

r∑
i=j+1

ai[W
i(t)− t

si
(W i(si)− xi)].

Let us set

D1,j :=

j∑
i=1

a2i , D2,j :=
r∑

i=j+1

a2i , γ := D2,j ·
[ r∑
i=j+1

a2i /si
]−1

. (A.3)

Note that ℓ(Bs,x)(t + sj) − ℓ(Bs,x)(sj) has mean t
∑r

i=j+1
aixi
si

, and for s, t ∈ [0, sj+1 − sj ] its
covariance function is given by

C(s, t) := (s ∧ t) ·D1,j +
r∑

i=j+1

a2i
[
(s ∧ t)− ts

si

]
= (s ∧ t) ·D1,j +

[
(s ∧ t)− ts

γ

]
·D2,j .

As s1 ≤ · · · ≤ sr, one can check that γ ≥ (sj+1 − sj). Thus,

ℓ(Bs,x)(t+ sj)− ℓ(Bs,x)(sj)
d
= U1(t) + U2(t)

as processes on [0, sj+1 − sj ] where U1 is a Brownian bridge with diffusion rate D2,j from 0 to
γ
∑r

i=j+1 aixi/si on [0, γ] and U2 is an independent Brownian motion with diffusion rate D1,j .

On [0, sj+1−sj ], we have shown that ℓ(Bs,x)−ℓ(Bs,x)(sj) is distributed as the independent sum of
a Brownian bridge (not necessarily ending at zero) and a Brownian motion whose diffusivities sum
to ∥ℓ∥22 = a21+ · · ·+ a2r . Consequently, by breaking up the expectation on each of these subintervals
(by again applying Hölder’s inequality) and using the fact that each of these subintervals has size

at most 1, it suffices to bound E[eθL
X
0 (1)] for all θ > 0 where X := a + cB + dW , where B is a

standard Brownian bridge from 0 to x on [0, 1] andW is an independent standard Brownian motion
on [0, 1]. More precisely, we need a bound which is uniform over all a ∈ R and c2 + d2 = 1. This is
precisely done in Lemma A.4. This completes the proof. □

We remark that Definition A.1 can be naturally extended to Brownian concatenated processes
defined on [0, T ] for any fixed T > 0. Both Lemma A.2 and Lemma A.6 continue to hold under
this setting.
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l’Institut Henri Poincaré-Probabilités et Statistiques, volume 52, pages 162–172, 2016.

[Fel52] William Feller. The parabolic differential equations and the associated semi-groups of transformations.
Annals of Mathematics, pages 468–519, 1952.

[FK99] Albert Fannjiang and Tomasz Komorowski. Turbulent diffusion in Markovian flows. Annals of Applied
Probability, pages 591–610, 1999.

[Flo14] Gregorio R Moreno Flores. On the (strict) positivity of solutions of the stochastic heat equation. The
Annals of Probability, pages 1635–1643, 2014.

[FS10] Patrik L Ferrari and Herbert Spohn. Random growth models. arXiv:1003.0881, 2010.
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