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Abstract

The goal of these lecture notes is to present recent results regarding the large-scale
behaviour of critical and super-critical non-linear stochastic PDEs, that fall outside
the realm of the theory of Regularity Structures. These include the two-dimensional
Anisotropic KPZ equation, the stochastic Burgers equation in dimension d > 2
and the stochastic Navier-Stokes equation with divergence-free noise in dimension
d = 2. Rather than providing complete proofs, we try to emphasise the main
ideas, and some crucial aspects of our approach: the role of the generator equation
and of the fluctuation-dissipation theorem to identify the limit process; Wiener
chaos decomposition with respect to the stationary measure and its truncation;
and the so-called Replacement Lemma, which controls the weak coupling limit of
the equations in the critical dimension and identifies the limiting diffusivity. For
pedagogical reasons, we will focus exclusively on the stochastic Burgers equation.
The notes are based on works in collaboration with Dirk Erhard and Massimiliano
Gubinelli.
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1 Introduction

The study of (singular) Stochastic Partial Differential Equations (SPDEs) has known
tremendous advances in recent years. Thanks to the groundbreaking theory of
regularity structures [Hai14]], paracontrolled calculus [GIP13]] or renormalization
group techniques [[Kup14]], a local solution theory can be shown to hold for a large
family of SPDE:s in the so-called sub-critical dimensions (see for the notion
of sub-criticality in this context). In contrast, SPDEs in the crifical and super-critical
dimensions are, from a mathematical viewpoint, much less explored and still poorly
understood.

In a series of works in collaboration with Dirk Erhard and Massimiliano
Gubinelli (in various combinations), we rigorously determined the large-scale
(Gaussian) fluctuations for a class of SPDEs at and above criticality under (suitable)
diffusive scaling. As detailed below, the class of equations to which our approach
applies include the two-dimensional Anisotropic KPZ equation CES21]],
the stochastic Burgers equation in dimension d > 2 and the stochastic
Navier-Stokes equation with divergence-free noise in dimension d = 2. Moreover,
the methods we established have proven versatile enough to study the large-scale
limit of critical, singular SDEs, such as the diffusion in the curl of the 2-d GFF
ICHST22]], as well as the self-repelling Brownian polymer
(works in collaboration with Levi Haunschmid-Sibitz and Harry
Giles, respectively). The aim of these lecture notes is to give an account of these
recent developments focusing on the main ideas, heuristics and novel technical tools
rather than to provide the complete the proofs, for which we address the interested
reader to the corresponding papers.

Before delving into the details, let us informally introduce the type of S(P)DEs
which can be analysed thanks to the methods presented in these notes and provide
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an overview of the main results we obtained. From Section [2|on, we will focus on a
specific example, the Stochastic Burgers Equation (SBE) in dimension d > 2.

1.1 The equations

The stochastic Burgers Equation

The stochastic Burgers equation (SBE) is a SPDE which, in any spatial dimension
d > 1, can (formally) be written as

On = %An—i—m-V?f—i—divé (1.1)
where the scalar field = n(z, t) depends on ¢t > 0 and x € R? withd > 1, 1w € R¢
is a fixed vector and & = (&1, ...,&y) is a d-dimensional space-time white noise

on Ry x R% i.e. acentred d-dimensional Gaussian process whose covariance is
formally given by E[&;(t, 2);(s,y)] = d(t — s)d(x — y)1;—;.

The SBE in was introduced by van Beijeren, Kutner and Spohn in [VBKS84]]
as an approximation of the fluctuations of general driven diffusion systems with
one conserved quantity, e.g. the Asymmetric Simple Exclusion Process (ASEP) on
Z%. The nonlinear term expresses the fact that the velocity at which the fluctuation
density travels depends on its magnitude. In the context of ASEP, this comes from
the gradient of the current and is due to its asymmetry, so that in particular the
vector tv models how the ASEP under consideration is asymmetric in the different
spatial directions. In the sub-critical dimension d = 1, reduces to the (spatial
derivative of the) celebrated Kardar—Parisi—Zhang (KPZ) equation [KPZ86| whose
local solution theory is by now well-understood [Hai13,|GP17}[GJ 14}, IGP18] and
whose large-scale statistics have been recently determined [QS23} [Vir20]. In higher
dimensions the only available results prior to our recent work [CGT24]] were in the
discrete setting. For d > 3, corresponding to the super-critical case, ASEP has
been shown to be diffusive at large scales [EMYo4, LY97|| — its fluctuations are
Gaussian and given by the solution of a Stochastic Heat equation (SHE) with additive
noise, see [[CLOo1l, [LOYo4]] and [KLO12] for a review. The critical dimension
d = 2 is more subtle. Only qualitative information is available and no scaling
limit had been obtained before [CGT24], either in the discrete or continuous setting.
The most important result in this respect is that of [Yauo4]], which states that the
two-dimensional ASEP is logarithmically superdiffusive, meaning that the bulk
diffusion coefficient Dy (t) (see Sectionbelow) satisfies Dypyx(t) ~ (log t)2/ 3
for ¢ largelT]

The Anisotropic KPZ equation

The so-called Anisotropic two-dimensional KPZ equation (or just AKPZ for short)
is formally written as

Oth = %Ah—l—)\Vh-QVh—i-f (1.2)

IThe diffusivity measures how the correlations of a process grow in space as a function of time so
that, denoting by ¢(t) the correlation length, it formally satisfies £(t) ~ \/tDpui ().
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where h = h(z,t) is a scalar field, z € R?, A € R is a coupling parameter,
Q = Qakpz is the 2 x 2 symmetric diagonal matrix with diagonal entries 1 and
—1 (so that the nonlinearity is (91 h)? — (92h)?), and £ is a space-time white noise,
E[&(t, 2)E(s, y)] = d(t — s)0(x — y). Note that, in contrast to (1.1]), the noise is not
conservative i.e., it is not in divergence form.

Introduced in the work of Wolf [Wolg1] for generic @, was originally
derived as a description of the fluctuations of general (2 4 1)-dimensional (with
“2” the spatial and “1” the time dimension) stochastic growth: the Laplacian is a
smoothing term that overall flattens the interface, the noise models the microscopic
local randomness, while the non-linear term encodes the slope-dependence of the
growth mechanism. Indeed, at a heuristic level, the connection between a specific
(microscopic) growth model and is that  is proportional to the Hessian D?v
of the average speed of growth v of the microscopic model, seen as a function of the
average interface slope.

The (spatial) dimension d = 2 is critical, in that is formally scale invari-
ant under diffusive scaling, and finer features of the equation, and in particular
the nature of the slope dependence determined by the matrix (), are expected
to influence its properties. Via non-rigorous one-loop Renormalisation Group
computations, [Wolg1] conjectured that its large scale behaviour will depend on the
sign of det @ - in the Isotropic case, corresponding to det () > 0, Dyy(t) ~ t8
for some universal 5 > 0 (known only numerically), while in the Anisotropic case,
corresponding to det Q < 0, Dypy(t) ~ t8 for B = 0. There are by now several
mathematically rigorous results which support Wolf’s conjecture regarding the
different nature of isotropic and anisotropic cases, but it is only for the specific
choice of ) = Qakpz as above that the asymptotic behaviour of Dyy(t) has been
characterised: in our work [CET23al], it is shown that Dy (t) ~ (log t)l/ 2 for t
large.

Let us mention that there are several microscopic (2 + 1)-dimensional growth
models that are known to belong to the AKPZ universality class, in the sense that
their speed of growth satisfies det(D?v) < 0. These include the Gates-Westcott
model [PSg7, ILer20], certain two-dimensional arrays of interlaced particle systems
[BF14] and the domino shuffling algorithm [CTar] just to mention a few (other
growth processes like the 6-vertex dynamics of [BB17|] and the g-Whittaker particle
system [BC14] should belong to this class, but an explicit computation of v is not
possible since their stationary measures are non-determinantal; see also [Ton18]] for
further references). Even though several results have been obtained in the discrete
setting, the large-scale diffusivity (or super-diffusivity) properties of these models is
currently unknown and we believe it would be extremely interesting to study.

The stochastic Navier—Stokes equation

The incompressible stochastic Navier—Stokes equation (SNS) of interest for us is

8tv:%Av—)\v-Vv+Vp—f, V-v=0, (1.3)
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where the velocity field v = v(t,x) € R2,t >0,z € R is subject to the
incompressibility condition (second equation in the display above), i.e. it is
divergence-free, A € R is the coupling constant which tunes the strength of
the nonlinearity, p is the pressure which ensures that dynamics preserves the
incompressibility condition, f = V£ for V- (09, —O1) and £ atwo-dimensional
space-time white noise.

For generic f, the SNS equation describes the motion of an incompressible
fluid subject to an external random forcing and it has been studied under a variety
of assumptions on f. Most of the literature focuses on the case of trace-class
noise, for which existence, uniqueness of solutions and ergodicity were proved
(see e.g. [FGos, |[DPDo3, [ HMo06| [FR08|,|RZZ14]] and references therein). The case
of even rougher noises, e.g. space-time white noise and its derivatives, which is
relevant in the description of motion of turbulent fluids [MRo4]], was first considered
in d = 2 in [DPDoz2l], and later in dimension three [ZZ15]] (see also [HZZ23]| for a
global existence result in this latter case).

The interest in our choice of noise is that the dynamics formally leaves the
energy measure, i.e. the law of a vector-valued incompressible white noise, invariant
and the equation is, once again, formally scale invariant under diffusive scaling. In
particular, this is precisely the point at which the work [GT20]| breaks (they consider
a fractional version of in which the Laplacian is replaced by —(—A)? and the
noise by (—A)%E , and their well-posedness result holds for § > 1).

Beyond SPDEs: (self-)interacting diffusions

If we move away from the SPDE setting, there are interesting models of (self-
)interacting diffusions which can be analysed in our framework. The first example is
the so-called Diffusion in the Curl of the 2d-GFF (DCGFF) [TV 12], that is, the SDE

dX; = w(Xpdt +dB;, Xp=0 (1.4)

where X = (X®, X@) is a two-dimensional process, B is a standard Brownian
motion on R? and w(-) = (w1(-), wa(-)) is a quenched, ergodic random vector field,
given by the curl of the two-dimensional Gaussian Free Field, i.e. w = V¢ with &
the centered Gaussian field with covariance given by the Green’s function of the
2-dimensional Laplacian. The DCGFF is a toy model for the motion of a tracer
particle in a two-dimensional turbulent, incompressible fluid, a role played by w that
indeed satisfies divw = 0.

Yet another example is the so-called Self-repelling Brownian polymer (SRBP)
[APP83, [T'V12], described by the two-dimensional SDE

dX, = —V L (X,)dt + dB,, (1.5)

where L, is the occupation measure of (X)s<¢ up to time ¢. What says, is that
the tracer is repelled by its previous trajectory, in that the drift is minus the gradient
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of the occupation measure (hence the name “self-repelling Brownian polymer”).
Note that the SRBP has long memory and is not Markovian.

As discussed below, both models are conjectured (and in the first instance proved)
to be logarithmically superdiffusive, i.e. the mean-square displacement is expected
to grow as tv/log ¢ for ¢ large. For further references on DCGFF and SRBP, see the
introductions of [CHST22, (CG24].

1.2 Common features and stationary measures

The equations discussed in the previous sections are very different in nature and
are used to describe a variety of unrelated phenomena. Yet, our techniques are
applicable in each of these cases. It is therefore natural to ask what are the features
they share and which among those ensure that our approach is viable.

Singularity and (super-)criticality

First of all, they are all ill-posed (singular): for the SPDEs, the noise is merely a
distribution and it is too irregular for the nonlinearity to be analytically defined (it is
not allowed to square a generalised function). Similarly, for the SDEs, the drift is
too singular as, not only it is unclear how to evaluate it on a (Brownian path), but its
spatial regularity is even below the threshold identified in [CC18| [DD16]%] That
said, what is expected to be universal about the equations above is not their solutions
but its large-scale behaviour. As a consequence, we are lead to study a regularised
(or microscopic) version of them. In the case of the SDEs, this is very natural and
amounts to convolve the drift with a smooth compactly supported function. For
the SPDE:s instead, the regularisation can be done various ways and we choose to
smoothen the non-linearity so that the solution is still rough but the dynamics is
well-posed. (An alternative option would be to smoothen the noise via a convolution
with a smooth kernel, so that the resulting solution would also be smooth.) For
instance, for the Burgers equation, we replace the formal expression 72 in by

I [(Tm)%], (1.6)

where II, denotes the projection over the Fourier modes with |k| < a (the choice of
the constant @ = 1 is arbitrary). Similarly, for AKPZ one replaces the non-linearity
by

AL [VIL A - Qakpz VILA]. (1.7)

Let us remark that there is nothing special about the Fourier projection 1I;: we
could have replaced every instance of it by the convolution in space with any
sufficiently regular radial mollifier. What is technically important though is that the
regularisation preserves the symmetries of the stationary measure (see next item).

2To witness, for the DCGFF, the 2d GFF is in €, o < 0, the latter being the space of Holder
distributions with regularity « (see [CC18] for the definition), so thatw € ®>~1. In the aforementioned
works, the threshold regularity is —2/3 so that falls indeed out of their scope.
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We are now in possession of a microscopic well-defined object, and our goal is to
move to large scales. As will be apparent in Section 2, when we rescale the equation
diffusively, i.e. (z,t) — (z/e,t/ £2), the cut-off parameter is automatically removed
in the limit e — 0. Furthermore, the reader can readily check that, in dimension
d = 2, such rescaling has no effect on the coefficients of the equations above (for
the DCGFF, the key observation is that the GFF is itself scale invariant; for the
SRBP, see [CG24], Eq. (1.4)]), which means that the equations are critical. The SBE
in dimension d > 2 is instead super-critical since, under diffusive rescaling, the
coeflicient of the nonlinearity gets multiplied by £%/2=1 which vanishes as ¢ — 0

(see (2.3)-(2.5) below).

Stationarity

All the stochastic processes described in the previous section have a Gaussian
stationary measure (with the regularisation we choose, the measure is actually
independent of the value of the cut-off parameter) and, in fact, all our results
consider the stationary process. This will allow to use tools from Wiener chaos
decomposition of Gaussian Hilbert spaces. In particular, the stationary measure of
the SBE is the space white noise, for AKPZ it is the Gaussian Free Field on the
plane and for SNS, the curl of the Gaussian Free Field. As for the SDEs and
(1.5), we cannot expect the solution itself to be stationary. Instead, we need to look
at the environment seen from the particle (which in turn solves a SPDE of transport
type) and the latter admits a Gaussian stationary measure.

One way to guess whether or not the SPDE at hand has a Gaussian stationary
measure (or to consider a noise for which this is the case) is to see if there exists a
Hilbert space H such that the non-linearity tested against the solution is 0. H would
then be the Cameron-Martin space associated to the Gaussian measure of interest.
In the case of the SBE for example, this amounts to verify (see (3.19)) that for any
a > 0 we have

(0 - T [V(Tan)*],n) 2 = 0.

This suggests that the invariant measure for the process is a space white noise since
H = L? is the Cameron-Martin space associated to it.

Let us emphasise that, while the law of all these processes at any fixed time is
Gaussian, the law of the processes in space-time is not Gaussian. Another important
remark is that, if the cut-off function did not respect the symmetries of the stationary
measure, we would lose stationarity and it is not clear at present how to adjust our
techniques to still recover the same results.

Nature of the nonlinearity

At the more technical level, another common feature of these stochastic processes is
that they have a quadratic non-linearity. While this is obvious for AKPZ, SBE and
SNS, for the two self-interacting diffusions introduced above, this can be seen by
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looking at the SPDE solved by them (see e.g. [CG24, Eq. (1.12)]). Even though we
do not expect such aspect to be essential for our approach, it is not obvious what
happens when considering more general non-linearities. That said, in the critical
dimension progress has been made [CKnt].

1.3 The results: an overview

In this section, we give an informal overview of the results, following a logical
rather than chronological order. From that point on, we will focus exclusively on the
scaling limit results of Sections and in the case of the SBE.

1.3.1  Super-diffusivity in the critical dimension

A way to quantify the (super)-diffusivity of an interacting particle system, or, in the
continuum, of a SPDE like or ([1.2)), is via the so-called bulk diffusion coefficient
Dyuik (or bulk diffusion matrix, for models that are not rotationally invariant). For
its notion in the framework of interacting lattice gases such as the ASEP, we refer
to [Spo12, Ch. II.2] but we only mention that it can be defined either as the mean
square displacement of a second-class particle, or as the space-time integral of the
correlations of the current associated to the conserved quantity of the process (for
ASERP, this is the particle density). The analog in the continuum, for SBE, formally
reads

1
Doun(®) = 5 /R2 |z[*Eln(t, z)n(0, 0)]dx (1.8)

where E denotes expectation with respect to the space-time law of the stationary
process 1, while for AKPZ it would be the same but with (—A)%h in place of

7. Clearly, the expression in is purely formal as both 7 and (—A)%h are
distributions and therefore cannot be evaluated at points. That said, as [CET23al
App. A] heuristically shows, there is an intimate relation between and the
growth of the non-linearity, which is expressed in terms of a Green-Kubo formula.
To be precise, the notion of bulk diffusion coefficient we work with is

o QAQ t s
Dpui(t) = 1+T / ds / dr / dz E[N (r, )N (0, 0)], (1.9)
0 0

where N the (Fourier regularized version of the) non-linearity (9., h)? — (Oxy h)2,
cf. (1.2). Note that thanks to the regularisation in (1.7), the above quantity is
well-defined. In the case of Burgers instead, we set (see [DGHSnt])

def

Dpui(t) =

2|m|2 t s ) 9
: /0 ds /0 ar / 42 [: TLIAL 7)) : (r,) : TLIALm)] : (0,0)],

(1.10)

1+

where TT;((IT;7)?) denotes the Fourier regularisation of 7% (see (1.6)) and this time,
since the square in the non-linearity is not centred, we replaced the usual product
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with the Wick one, i.e. : IT; [(IT;)2] :£ I11 [(I1;7)2] — E(II; [(IT; )2]) with E the
expectation with respect to the invariant measure.

The bulk diffusion coeflicient is particularly useful as it provides qualitative
information regarding the behaviour of our process. Indeed, by and (1.10), it
is immediate to see that for the linear equations obtained by setting tv and A to 0
in (1.1)) and respectively, Dyyik(f) = 1 for all ¢ > 0. In the following result, we
quantify the corrections to the diffusivity and show that this is the case for neither
AKPZ nor SBE, thus proving that the non-linearity is (marginally) relevant at large
scales.

Theorem 1.1 [|[CET23d] For the stationary AKPZ equation (with non-linearity
regularized in Fourier space), the Laplace transform

o0
Do (1) £ / e M tDpyi(t)dt
0

of the bulk diffusion coefficient in satisfies the bounds

2
. Dy
c_(8)(log | log y|) 5% < ’m < ¢4 (8)(log | log u)>*+ (1.11)

as p — 0, for any § > 0, where c(0) are finite positive constants.

Translated into real time, Theorem morally says that Dy (%) is of order
Vlogt for t — oo, up to possible sub leading multiplicative corrections that are
polynomial in log log t. We believe such corrections to be spurious. It is interesting
that such behaviour had not been anticipated in the Mathematics literature (where
it was implicitly believed that AKPZ would be diffusive at large scales), and no
predictions in this sense had been made in the Physics literature, either.

The result analogous to Theorem|1.1|was proven shortly afterwards in [CHST22]]
(and later refined in [CMOW23]]) for the DCGFF. In this case, the diffusion coefficient
Dpuik(t) is defined simply in terms of the mean square displacement of the particle

ef [ X, 2]
Dpuik(t) = |tt‘ ;
with E the joint expectation with respect the randomness of the Brownian noise and
of the random vector field w. The behaviour of @ (1) turns out to be still of order
p~2+/|log pu| for pu small. This had been conjectured in [TV12], where only the

bounds log |log u| < p?D (1) < |log 11| were obtained.

For the SBE in dimension d = 2, Dy (%) was predicted by van Beijeren, Kutner
and Spohn [vBKS835] to grow logarithmically, but this time with exponent 2/3
instead of 1/2, i.e. Dpyi(t) =~ (log t)2/ 3. This was proven in [Yauo4]| by H.-T. Yau
in the discrete setting for the two-dimensional ASEP, while in the continuum this is
the main result of the very recent work [DGHSnt], which we now state.
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Theorem 1.2 [DGHSnt|] For the stationary stochastic Burgers equation in dimen-
sion d = 2, one has

2
Do
¢ (6)(og log |log =7 < - Zouk1)

< < i (0)(loglog|log >0 (1.12)
| log [ /3

as p — 0.

1.3.2 Scaling limits: the critical dimension

The logarithmic divergence (as ¢t — oo) of the diffusion coefficient for AKPZ
(resp. SBE) in dimension d = 2 implies that, if we rescale diffusively the process,
by setting he(x,t) = h(z/e,t/e?) (resp. n°(x,t) = e 'n(x/e,t/e?)), then the
diffusion coefficient of the rescaled equation will diverge like \/|loge| (resp.
|loge|?/3). In other words, there is no hope for the rescaled equation to have a
meaningful limit as ¢ — 0. Let us stress that h® and n® simply solve the same
AKPZ or SBE equations as above, with the “only” difference that the Fourier cut-off
parameter is not 1 but 1/¢ (i.e., in and (1.7), I1; is replaced by II, /).

In order to obtain meaningful scaling limits, two ways are in principle possible.
One possibility is to rescale space-time differently: according to the above theorems,
the scaling should be as (x,t) — (x/c,t/(¢?|loge|") with v = 1/2 for AKPZ and
« = 2/3 for SBE. It would be then extremely interesting (and probably very hard)
to determine the non-trivial scaling limit of the process. The second way is to insist
on the diffusive scaling (z,t) — (x/e,t/€?) and tame the growth caused by the
non-linearity, by suitably scaling it to zero as € — 0. The correct rescaling turns out
to be, for both equations, of order 1/+/|loge|.

Theorem 1.3 [|CET23b|] Let h® denote the stationary solution of the AKPZ equation
in the weak coupling scaling limit, i.e.

1
Och® = S AR + I /e [V h®) - Qakpz VT h)] + €. (1.13)

A
V| loge|

Here, h® = he(z,t) with x belonging to the two-dimensional unit torus T? and the
initial condition is a mean-zero Gaussian Free Field on T?. Then, foreachT' > 0,
as € — 0 the process h® converges in distribution in C([0, T, S'(T?) to the solution

h of
S ) N 3 23
6th = V%()\)Ah + Veff()‘)ga Veff()‘) = m (1'14)

The fact that the limit equation is (up to a non-trivial renormalization, from 1
to Veff(j\), of the diffusion coefficient) the same as the linear equation obtained by
setting A=0in is due to the fact that AKPZ is invariant under rotations. In
more general cases, the Laplacian and the covariance structure of the noise in the
scaling limit might not be rotationally invariant and, therefore, genuinely different
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from those of the starting linear equation. This is the case for instance for the
two-dimensional Burgers equation: in absence of non-linearity (to = 0) the equation
is rotationally invariant, but not so for to # 0. In fact, the limit process obtained in
the weak coupling limit does feel the anisotropy: see Theorem [2.3]below.

Further, note that Theorem|[1.3]is compatible with Theorem|1.1] In fact, formally
setting A=/ | log ¢| in the expression for v(\), which corresponds to choosing the
coupling constant of order 1, one would get a diffusion coefficient of order /| log ¢|.

Let us also mention that, very recently, the first author, together with Harry
Giles, has proven [CG24]| a weak coupling scaling limit for the SRBP. The limiting
process is a Brownian motion, with non-trivially renormalised diffusion constant.

1.3.3 Scaling limits: the supercritical case

Super-critical SPDEs are characterised by the fact that, under scaling, the non-
linearity is irrelevant at large scales. For instance, rescaling the stochastic Burgers
equation diffusively, the non-linearity is multiplied by £%/2~1, which formally
vanishes in the large-scale limit. Therefore, it is expected that the large-scale
limit of the equation is diffusive, without having to scale to zero “by hand” the
non-linearity, as is done in dimension d = 2 in the weak-coupling limit. In the
context of interacting particle systems and of diffusions in divergence-free random
environment, Gaussian scaling limits in dimension d > 3 have been proven in a
series of works, see e.g. [[CLOo1,[LOYo4, HT'V12, see also [KLO12] for further
references. On the other hand, analogous results were not known in the SPDE setting.
Our work [[CGT24] fills in part this gap, by proving that the SBE in dimension
d > 3 converges on large scales, under diffusive rescaling, to the stochastic heat
equation with additive noise, with non-trivially renormalized Laplacian and noise.
See Theorem [2.3|below for a precise statement. In particular, the limit Laplacian is
not rotationally invariant, since it contains a term (v - V)? that preserves a trace
of the non-linearity of the SBE. In other words, while formally the non-linearity
vanishes proportionally to £%/2~1 it survives in the limit ¢ — 0, in the form of a
finite correction to the linear part of the equation.

1.4 Some related works

Let us mention that the study of large-scale Gaussian fluctuations of space-time
random fields with local, non-linear, random dynamics is not restricted the context
of SPDE:s but is a classical topic in probability theory and mathematical physics.
From the more general point of view of theoretical physics, large-scale Gaussian
fluctuations are expected for equilibrium diffusive systems above their critical
dimension and this belief is informally explained via (non-rigorous) Renormalization
Group (RG) arguments and effective dynamical field theories.

On the other hand, establishing large-scale Gaussian fluctuations for dynamical
problems has proven to be challenging and we are not aware of general results
in this direction. A lot of attention has been recently devoted to the (Isotropic)
KPZ equation in dimension d > 2, with non-linearity |V h|?, corresponding to the
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matrix () discussed after being the d x d identity. The specific choice Q) = I
plays a crucial role. Indeed, in this case one can use the Cole—Hopf transformation
to linearise the SPDE and turn it into a linear multiplicative stochastic heat
equation or the associated directed-polymer model. The latter model possesses an
“explicit” representation (via, e.g., Feynman-Kac formula) and one can then leverage
Malliavin calculus tools to derive the scaling limit (see [DGRZ21l|(GRZ18b] for the
multiplicative stochastic heat equation and [[GRZ18a, I(CCM20, [LZ22, (CNN20| for
KPZ). In this context, let us mention the recent striking results on the fluctuations of
KPZ at the critical dimension d = 2 in the weak coupling scaling (or the intermediate
disorder regime) starting with [CD20, [CSZ20, |Gu20] (for KPZ) and culminating
with the characterisation of the stochastic heat flow [[CSZ23]]. Let us mention also
the recent [DG22], that studies the weak coupling limit of a non-linear multiplicative
stochastic heat equation. An alternative approach is that used in [MU18]], which is
based on re-expressing the SPDE as a functional integral via the Martin—Siggia—Rose
formalism (essentially a Girsanov transformation, which again is only possible in
view of the specific form of the equation) and then leveraging constructive quantum
field theory techniques and RG ideas to control the large scale fluctuations in the
regime of small non-linearity.

Organization of the lecture notes

In Section 2| we will precisely formulate the stochastic Burgers equation, state the
main result from [CGT24] (Gaussian large-scale limit in dimension d > 3 and in
dimension d = 2 in the weak coupling scaling) and outline the ideas behind our
arguments. Section [3]introduces the main general tools we need: Wiener-chaos
analysis, the It trick, apriori estimates. Section [4]explains the high-level structure
of the proof of the scaling limits (tightness and identification of the limit), and
reduces the main statement to the proof of the so-called Fluctuation-Dissipation
Theorem (FDT). Finally, Section|s|gives the main ideas behind the proof of the FDT:
the so-called Replacement Lemma for d = 2 and the path expansion of the resolvent
for d > 3. Some open problems are discussed in Section

2 The equation and main result

As already mentioned, we will focus on the d > 2-dimensional Burgers equation
from now on. As written, the SPDE is meaningless as the noise is too
irregular for the non-linearity to be well-defined. Nonetheless, as we are interested
in the large-scale behaviour, we regularise it, so to have a well-defined field at
the microscopic level, and our goal then becomes to control its fluctuations while
zooming out at the correct scale. We choose the regularisation in such a way to
retain a fundamental property of the solution, namely its (formal) invariant measure.
This amounts to smoothening the quadratic term via a Fourier cut-off as follows

|
o = S A0+ ThV(I)? + (~A)E, (2.1)
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where for a > 0, I, acts in Fourier space as
an(k) = 7(k)1 k) <a - (2.2)

Without loss of generality, we also replaced div £ in with (—A)%g for € a
space-time white noise (see for the definition of the fractional Laplacian),
since the two can be easily seen to have the same law. In order to avoid technicalities
related to infinite volume issues, we restrict to the d-dimensional torus T¢ of
side-length 27 /e. Here, ¢ is the “scale” parameter which will later be sent to 0.

Remark 2.1 In principle, the results below can be shown to hold using the same
techniques of the present paper, even if instead of the Fourier cut-off we used a
more general mollifier. This would correspond to taking the nonlinearity in as
- 0% V(o * 17)2, for p (smooth) radially symmetric function decaying at infinity
sufficiently fast, which means replacing the indicator function in with ¢. For
definiteness, we stick to IT;. In [CGT24], to simplify some (minor but annoying)
technical points, it was further assumed that

e ford >3,1/c € N+ 5 and that the norm in is the sup-norm | - |,
e for d = 2, the norm in is the Euclidean norm | - | (no further assumption
on ¢ is made).

In the present informal lecture notes, these details will play no role.

Note that via the diffusive rescaling

(@, ) S e o (n/e,t/e?) (2.3)

equation ([2.1]) becomes

1 1
O = S A0° + Actw - Ty V(AT )’ + (= A)2€ (2.4)
where now the spatial variable takes values in the d-dimensional torus T¢ = T¢ of
side-length 27, and £ is a space-time white noise on Rt x T¢. The coefficient A,
depends on the dimension and is defined as

1 .
_ ifd=2
Ao def \/dlogs—2 (2.5)
g271 if d > 3.

While in the super-critical case d > 3, . is directly determined by (2.3), for
d=2, is formally scale invariant under the diffusive scaling (another reason
why such dimension is critical) so that one would have A\. = 1. The choice made
in (2.5) corresponds to the so-called weak coupling scaling alluded to earlier and we
will comment more on it after we state the main result. Before doing so, let us give
the notion of solution for we will be working with.
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Definition 2.2 We say that n° is a stationary solution to (2.4]) with coupling constant
e if € solves and its initial condition is 7(0, -) £ y, for p a spatial white noise
on T%, i.e. a mean zero Gaussian distribution on T¢ such that

Elu(o)u@)] = ()2,  forallreal ¢, ¢ € LA(TY) (2.6)

where (-, )72 is the usual scalar product in L%(T%) and L(Q)(Td) is the space of
zero-average square integrable functions on T¢. We will denote by P the law of 1
and by E the corresponding expectation.

The reason why the solution 7° of started from a spatial white noise is
called stationary is that IP is its invariant measure and, as we will prove in Lemma
[E] below, this holds irrespective of the choice of v, ¢. Instead, the law P (with
corresponding expectation E) of a stationary solution to clearly depends on
1, €.

For T' > 0, let us denote by C([0,T], S’ (T%)) the space of continuous functions
with values in the space of distributions 8'(T%) and by F the Fourier transform on
S'(T%) (see for a definition). We are now ready to state the main result of the

paper.

Theorem 2.3 Let v € R4\ {0} and T > 0. Fore > 0, let \. be defined according
to and n° be the stationary solution of started from a spatial white noise
w. Then, there exists a constant Dsyg > 0, depending only on the dimension d and
the norm |w| of v, such that, as € — 0, n° converges in law in C([0, T], S'(T%)) to
the unique stationary solution 7 of

0 = L(A+ Dspp(w- V) +(—A— Dsup(o - V))2¢, 10, =, (2.7)

where (t0-V)? is the linear operator defined as F((v- V)% ) (k) =4 —(0-k)2F(p)(k),
for ¢ € 8'"(T% and k € 72

In the case d = 2, Dgyg is explicit and given by the formula

2

1 3|w|? 3
D = — 1 —1 .8
SHE = 1102 [( or T > ], (2.8)

|| being the Euclidean norm of vo.
We will let
€ 1 C

IPE (0-V)?, DE DsppLy. (2.9)

T2
Before proceeding to the proof of the above theorem, let us make a few comments
on its statement and on the choice of ). in (2.5). Notice that in any dimension

d > 2, the constant Dsygp appearing in the limiting equation is strictly positive.
Hence, despite the presence of the vanishing factor A. in front of the nonlinearity,
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B

not only the quadratic term does not go to O but actually produces a new “Laplacian’
and a new noise. Further, this new Laplacian (and noise), in a sense, “feels” the
small-scale behaviour of the field 7 in as it depends on the vector tv, which in
turn describes its microscopic dynamics. A similar phenomenon has already been
observed for other critical and super-critical SPDEs, even though we are not aware
of examples in which a Laplacian of the form above was derived.

We have already pointed out that in d = 2 is formally scale invariant. That
said, the above mentioned result in [[Yauo4] for ASEP suggests that also is
logarithmically superdiffusive and the additional diffusivity can only come from
the non-linear term. What the previous theorem shows is that the choice in
guarantees that the nonlinearity ultimately gives a non-vanishing order 1 contribution.
What might appear puzzling is that, by translating the result of Yau to (2.4), the
diffusivity D?(t) of the scaled process grows as | log £|%/3 so that one might be led
to think that A. should be chosen accordingly as | log 5\_2/ 3. While this is not the
case, the expression in formally implies the result of Yau, as can be seen by
taking tv = 1o, such that |ro.| = A=, so that

3| loge 2/3 .
DSHE<m-V)2z<|2Wg|> - V)2

and v is the unit vector parallel to tv.

Furthermore, a similar scaling has been considered in the critical dimension
d = 2 in the context of the KPZ equation [CD20, [CSZ20, [Gu20, [CSZ23]], of the
Anisotropic KPZ equation [CES21, (CET23b]] and of the stochastic Navier—Stokes
equation [[CK23[]. What is interesting is that, even though these latter examples in
principle have different large scale diffusivity, i.e., D(t) ~ t° for some 5 > 0 [FTqo]]
for KPZ, D(t) ~ /logt for AKPZ and Navier-Stokes [[CET23a,WAG71], they all
display non-trivial (in that the non-linearity nontrivially contributes to the limit)
Gaussian fluctuations under the same weak coupling scaling A. = |log 5\_%, thus
suggesting some sort of universality for it. This is to be compared with the one-
dimensional case, in which, setting . e V€, one recovers the so-called weakly
asymmetric scaling under which convergence of ASEP to the one-dimensional KPZ
equation was first shown in [BGg7]] and since then for a wide variety of models.

2.1 Open problems

Our results raise several interesting questions, as

e obtain Gaussian fluctuations for in the case of more general non-linearity,
i.e. v - Vn? replaced by to - VF(n), for instance for polynomial F. The main
difficulty is to obtain operator estimates similar to those of Lemma[3.8] which
though seem highly non-trivial.

e Prove the analog of Theorem (for d = 2) for ASEP on Z? in the same
limit of weak asymmetry.

e Indimension d = 2, define 7°(x, t) = e~ 'n(x /e, t/(e27(€))) (to be compared
with (2.3)) and find the right correction 7(¢) to the diffusive scaling so that a
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non-trivial scaling limit as ¢ — 0 exists. This corresponds to a strong coupling
regime. On the basis of [Yauod]], the natural guess is 7(¢) = |loge|?/3 but
the identification of the limit is hard as the regularising properties of the
Laplacian vanish.

More challenging will be to move towards models for which the invariant
measure is non-Gaussian or non-explicit. One guiding heuristic could be that the
limiting Gaussian fluctuations and associated Gaussian stationary distribution could
still provide a good setting for the analysis.

2.2 Idea of the proof

The idea of the proof finds its roots in the approach detailed in [KLO12] in the
context of interacting particle systems. To summarise it and see how it translates
to the present context, let us consider the weak formulation of started from a
spatial white noise i, which, for a given test function ¢, reads

t t
)~ = b [ s — [ azmis = Mg (2.10)
0 0

where NS stands for the nonlinearity tested against ¢ and M is the martingale
associated to the space-time white noise £&. Now, upon assuming the sequence
{nF}. to be tight in the space C([0,T]S'(T%)), we see that all the terms in the
above expression converge (at least along subsequences) but we have no information
concerning the nonlinearity. For Theorem [2.3|to be true, we need this latter term
to produce both a dissipation term of the form n(2y), with @ = %DS gE( - V)2
defined in (2.9), and a fluctuation part which should encode the additional noise
in (2.7). (See Theorem below about the well-posedness of the martingale
problem associated to the limit equation (2.7))). In other words, the problem is to
identify a fluctuation-dissipation relation [LY97], i.e. to determine Dsyg > 0 and
We such that

No(°) = =LEWEM°) + 0" (D) (2.11)

where £°¢ is the generator of 7°. Indeed, since by Dynkin’s formula, there exists a
martingale (¢ (W ¢) such that

t
W%%WW%/?W%mzwm%
0
given (2.11]), we could rewrite the nonlinear term in ( as

/ No(n5)ds = / N2(Dp)ds — M (W) + o(1), (2.12)

where o(1) is a vanishing summand which contains the boundary terms. The
advantage of the above is that we have expressed the nonlinearity in terms of a
drift which captures the additional diffusivity and a martingale part which instead
encodes the extra noise. At this point, tightness would ensure convergence of the
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former and we would be left to prove that the sequence JL°(7 ¢) converges to a
martingale with the correct quadratic variation.

The (hardest) problem is clearly the derivation of the fluctuation-dissipation
relation and this is the point from which our analysis departs from that in [KLO12].
Even though, as we will see, it is enough to determine approximately (i.e.
that the difference of left and right hand side is small in a suitable sense), in the
equation there are two unknowns, Dsyg Which is not apriori given to us, and W ¢
which, even if we were given the previous, is the solution of an infinite dimensional
equation. To separate the two issues, we introduce a suitable truncation which
removes the second summand from the right hand side of (2.11)), so that we can first
solve for /¢ and then project back and determine & = DsygZ’. This is done in
d > 3 and d = 2 in very different ways. In the former case, we will control ¥ *®
similarly to [LY 97|, as we can show it satisfies a graded sector condition in the spirit
of [KLO12l Section 2.7.4]. Nonetheless, their functional analytic approach does
not apply in our setting and in particular, for the identification of Dsyg and &,
we devise a new method which is detailed in Section For d = 2 instead, we
introduce a novel Ansatz which is based on the idea that at large scales the generator
of 7 should approximate a modulated version of the generator of (2.7). This Ansatz
simplifies dramatically the (iterative) analysis performed in [CET23b|| and is heavily
based on the Replacement Lemma in Section

Notations and function spaces

We let T? be the d-dimensional torus of side length 27. We denote by {e;.} kezd
(Zﬂid/Q ¢ which, for all j, k € Z%, satisfies
(e, ej)r2 = 1j—;, where the scalar product at the right hand side is the usual
complex scalar product.

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

the Fourier basis defined via ej(z) =

FD) = 0 < (s = [ p@estin, @y
so that in particular

p=> ¢ker,  in LT (2.14)
kezd

Let S(T) be the space of smooth real-valued functions on T¢ and S8’(T%) the space
of real-valued distributions given by the dual of § (T%). For anyn € §’ (T%) and
ke Zd, we will denote its Fourier transform by

A(k) = nle—x) = n(Re(e_p)) + mIm(e_)) . (2.15)

Note that 7(k) = 7(—k). Since the zero mode 7(0) of the solution of the Burgers
equation is constant in time we will set it to be 0, and therefore we will only care
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about 7(k) for k € Z& = 7%\ {0}. Moreover, we recall that the Laplacian A on
T? has eigenfunctions {ey}ycz« With eigenvalues {—|k|? : k € Z9}, so that the

operator (—A)% is defined by its action on the basis elements
(—A)zey & |kle,, kez?. (2.16)

In particular, (—A)% is an invertible linear bijection on distributions with null 0-th
Fourier mode. We denote by H'(T%) the space of mean-zero functions ¢ such that

the norm
def

1 ef ~
el =220l £ kP ek
kezgd

is finite.

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

3 The main tools: Chaos decomposition and the generator

In this section, we introduce the main technical tools we will use in our analysis. More
specifically, we will first recall a few elements of Wiener-space analysis following
the classical book of Nualart [Nuao6]. Then, we will derive the generator of
and provide some preliminary estimates on its action over suitable observables.

3.1 A primer on Wiener-chaos analysis

Let (2, F, P) be a complete probability space and 1 be a mean-zero spatial white
noise on the d-dimensional torus T¢, i.e. 7 is a Gaussian field with covariance

E[n(en@)] = (@, ) 12 (3.1)

def

where ¢, € H = L(Q)(’]I‘d), the space of square-integrable functions with 0 total
mass, and (-, -) ;2 is the usual scalar product in L?(T9).

Wiener-chaos decomposition. In the language of [Nuao6, Ch. 1], the process
n = {n(p): ¢ € H} is an isonormal Gaussian process. One of the advantages of
working with isonormal Gaussian processes is that the space of square integrable
random variables with respect to their law PP, i.e. the space L2(Q) £ L%(Q, F, P),
admits an orthogonal decomposition in terms of the so-called homogeneous Wiener
chaoses (%, )nen. For n € N, J7, is the closed linear subspace of L?(£2) generated
by the random variables { H,,(n(y)): ¢ € H} where H, is the Hermite polynomial
of order n defined according to
def 22 d" 2

Hy(x) E ()T —e 7.

dx”
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As can be readily checked, the Hermite polynomials and the corresponding homoge-
neous chaoses forn = 0, 1,2 are

n=>0 Hy(r) =1, 76 =R
n=1 H@ ==, JA = span{n(p): p € H} (3-2)
n=2 Hya)=2>-1, % =span{n(p)> — |¢|*: ¢ € H}.

What [Nuao6, Theorem 1.1.1] tells us is that whenever m # n, ¢, and .7, are
orthogonal, i.e. if X € 77, and Y € 77, then E[XY] = 0, and

LX) = P .

neN

Gaussian Hypercontractivity. There is another property which makes the Wiener-
chaos analysis particularly convenient, namely Gaussian hypercontractivity. It states
that, for random variables in a fixed chaos, all moments are equivalent, which is
to say that J7], C Npe(0,00)LP(£2). More precisely, (see [Jang7, Theorem 5.10]),
for every p, q € (0, 00) there exists a constant C' = C(p, ¢) > 0 such that for all
X € J;, we have ) )

E[|X|?e < C"E[|X[P]7 . (3.3)

We will use (3.3)) in the form of a reversed Jensen’s inequality, i.e. for ¢ < p. In other
words, Gaussian hypercontractivity allows to bound higher moments of random
variables in a given chaos in terms of its lower ones, thus being an extremely useful
tool when it comes to apply Kolmogorov’s type criterion (and consequently prove
tightness), see Sections[3.4|and[4.1] Clearly, for this to be possible there is a price to
pay, namely the constant C™ appearing at the right hand side. According to [Jang7,
Remark 5.11], C'(2, q) = v/q — 1 so that for ¢ > 2 the bound worsens exponentially
in n. That said, we will mainly use (3.3)) at fixed n.

From Wiener-chaos to Fock spaces. From the expressions at the right hand
side (3.2)), it is then not hard to believe that we can be associate each element in
£, to an element in the n-th Fock space L2 = LZm((TH™), the latter being the

space of functions in LZ(T%") which are symmetric with respect to permutation of
variables. To continue with the example in (3.2), we have

n=0 TL:=R
n=1 TL?=span{p: p€c H} = H (3.4)
n=2 TL;=span{p @ —|pl: p € H}.
Setting ' < ®n20 FL%, it can be rigorously shown (see [Nuao6, Eq. (1.9)]) that
there exists an isomorphism I : I'L? — L2(9) whose restriction I, to I‘L% is itself

an isomorphism onto 7;,. By [Nuao6l Theorem 1.1.2], for every F' € L2%(Q) there
exists a family of kernels (f,,)nen € I'L? such that F = ano IL,(fr) and

E[F?1E ||F|1* = nlllfall72 (3:5)
n>0
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def

where L%L = L2(T%™), and we take the right hand side as the definition of the
scalar product on I'L?, i.e.

<f7 g> = Z(fnagn> = Zn'<fnagn>L% (3.6)

n>0 n>0

In particular, (3.5) shows that I (and I,,) is an isometry between (I'L?, (-, -)) (resp.
(TL2,(-,-))) and (L*(), E[-]) (resp. (£, E[-])).

Remark 3.1 In view of the isometry between I'L? and L?(£2), throughout the paper,
we will abuse notation and denote with the same symbol operators acting on I'L?
and their composition with the isometry I, which is an operator acting on L().
More precisely, if 77}, > F,, = I,(f,) and © = (0,),,>0 is an operator on L%(Q)
with 6,,: 2, — I'L?, then we will write OF = 0,,1,,(f,) = I(0,, fn).

Malliavin Derivative. Let us introduce the notion of Malliavin derivative [Nuao6,
Definition 1.2.1]. Let F'be a cylinder random variable,i.e. F'(n) = f(n(¢1), . -.,n(n))
with f: R® — R smooth and growing at most polynomially at infinity, and
©1,...,on € H. We define the Malliavin derivative of F' as the element
DF € L*(Q, H) given by

DFEmO) 2 Y 0if (1), - -, npn)ei() (3:7)

i=1
and, for k € ZZ&, denote its Fourier transform by

def

Dy F(v) = F(DF(v)(k) = (DF,eg) 2 . (3-8)
Note that by definition, if F' € 7, then DF € J2,,_.

Remark 3.2 In what follows we will often use the Malliavin derivative on random
variables which depend explicitly on finitely many Fourier modes of 7, i.e. on finite

subsets of {7(k) = n(e_x): k € Zg} (see (2.15)). For F' = f(5j(k1),...,N(kn)),
one should think of D F' as

Dy F = (0, N(0)(K1), - - -, 11(kn)) - (3-9)
To see this, let us consider for example F' = 7)(k1)7)(k2) — Lp,£_,. Assume
for simplicity that ky # —ks so that 13,24, = 0. From (2.15), upon writing
er(x) = cos(k - x) + ¢sin(k - x) = cp(x) + tsg(x), we have
F =n(c—g)n(c—ky) — n(s—g IN(S—ky) + (n(C—p IN(S—ky) + N(S—ky IN(C—ky))
which means that, extending D by linearity, D F' is given by
DF =n(c_j,)c—k, + n(c—t,)C—ky — M(S—kz)S—ky — N(S—k;)S—ks
+ (S —ky)Cky + M(Ck)S—ky + N(Cky)Sky + N(S_gy)C—k,]

e ey 1 k)eky + DGy G x)egg]

=n(e_gy)e_g, +ne_g)e_r, = fik2)e_g, +N(k1)e_,
from which the claim follows upon computing Dy, F" as in (3.8).
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Integration by Parts. We conclude this section by recalling the following integration
by parts formula on Wiener space. Thanks to [Nuao6, Lemma 1.2.2], this is

E[GDyF] = E[G(DF, ey)r2] = E[-FDyG + FGn(k)] . (3.11)

As an illustration of how to apply it, consider F' = f(n(p1),...,n(py)) as above
and G = n(k1)N(k2) — L, ——k,, With k1, ko € Zg (so that G € J#%). Assume, as
above, that k1 # —ks. Then
E[7(k1)7)(k2)D—g, —k, F()] = E[GD_g, —, F']

= E[—FD_kl_kQG + FGn(—k1 — k9)]

= E[—F'D_g, k,7(k1)0(k2) + F'(k)n(k2)n(—k1 — k2)]

= E[F7(k0)n(k2)n(—k1 — k2)]
where in the last step we used that neither k1 nor ko equals k1 + ko, so that by
Dy 1, G = D, g, M(k1)7)(k2) = 0.

(3.12)

3.2 The equation, its generator

In this section, we want to derive a number of properties of the solution to the
(rescaled) Burgers equation, such as its Markovianity, the structure of its generator
and how the latter acts on the Fock space I'L?. Let us first write in its weak
formulation. For ¢ € § (T%) and ¢t > 0, it reads

1 t t t 1
1) =) = 5 / i (Ap)ds + / NE(Sds + / £ds, (~A)7p) (3.13)
0 0 0

where 75 is the initial condition, § is a space-time white noise so that

£dt, (—0)2g) = Y [k[@k)dBy(k) (3-14)
kezgd

for B(k) = fot &(ds, e_) complex valued Brownian motions satisfying B(k) =
B(—k) and E[By(k)Bs(£)] = (t A s){ex,e_¢)r2 = (t A $)1x—_y, and N5 (n) is the
nonlinearity tested against ¢, i.e.

NE@) = Aevo - T . V(AT /o) ()
=5 L)d A ST - (4 mp(—f — myi@im) B9
)2

lm
with t = v/—1 and
Jim = T{0 < ell|oo < 1,0 < glmloe < 1,0 < gl +mlo < 1}. (3.16)

In accordance with Remark [2.1] for d = 2 the sup-norm | - | in is replaced
by the Euclidean norm | - | instead.
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Lemma 3.3 For every deterministic initial condition 1o, the solution t — n; of
is a strong Markov process which exists globally in time. The generator £°
of n° can be written as £° = £y + d° where the action of £y and d° on smooth
cylinder functions F is given by

dey 1 ~
(FoF)) = 5 Y [KP(=i(=k)Dj + D D) F() (317)
kezg
(st° F)() 2 W& S I to - (€ m)AmAOD_—F().  (3.18)

m,EEZg

Moreover, the law P of the average-zero space white noise is stationary for n° and
Lo and A° are respectively symmetric and skew-symmetric with respect to P.

Proof. Very similar arguments were provided in a number of references for equations
which share features similar to those of (3.13), e.g. [CES21l [GJ13] and, more
comprehensively, [Gub19]], so we will limit ourselves to sketch some of the proofs.

Strong Markov property and global in time existence. Concerning the strong Markov
property, note that, by writing the time derivative of in Fourier variables, i.e.
taking ¢ = e_g, we obtain

il () = (= §IKJ235 )+ N, ) ) dt -+ K| Bk

Note that, thanks to the regularisation J°. in (3.16), N5 , (n°) = 0 for every
|k| > &1, so that {*(k): |k| > =1}, evolve like independent (and ¢-independent)
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes, which are clearly strong Markov and exist for all
times. Instead, {7{(k): |k| < !} forms a finite dimensional system of SDEs,
which are strong Markov up to a possibly random explosion time 7. To see that
T = 00, one can argue as in [GJ13}, Section 4] (see also [[GP15, Section 2.7]). This
amounts to apply Itd’s formula to the L?(T%) norm of {#(k): |k| < e~'} given by

def

A() = D e 75 (k)|?, and get

aar® == Y KPE®P+ Y N k) + Ce )t
|k|<e—! |k|<e—t

+ > |kl (k)dBy(k)

|k|<e—1

where C. £ 1 > Jk<e-1 |k|? < e72=%. Now, the first term on the right hand side is
non-positive, and, more importantly, the second vanishes since for any 1 € 8'(T¢)

ST NS i(—k) = N () = Al - V(T ), (I 2n))

|k|<et

) (3.19)
= S (- V(L en)* 1) =0,
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Therefore,

ot
A(t)? < A0 4 C22 4+ ME(H)?, ME@) = / > |klAs()dBa(k).
0
Jel<e =1

Moreover, MF is a martingale so that, by definition of quadratic variation, we obtain

E[ sup As(tﬂ 5E[AE(0)2]+T203+E[<M€(-)>t}
te[0,T7]
T
= E[A°(0)*] + T*C? +E[/ > \k|2\ﬁ§(k)|2dt}
O |kj<et

T
§T203+a2/ E[ sup As(s)}dt
0 s€[0,t]

T
< T2C2 4+ ¢72 / E[l + sup Aa(s)Q] dt.
0 s€[0,t]

An application of Gronwall’s lemma then gives the result.

The generator. The formulas and can be easily deduced by applying
Itd’s formula to a cylinder random variable F'(1n;) = f(n:(©1), - - ., n:(n)), singling
out the drift part and writing the resulting expressions in Fourier variables. A similar
procedure can be found in [GP20l Section 2.1] (or, for &£y, in [Gub1g, Section 2.3])
for the one-dimensional version of (1.1)).

Invariance and Symmetry. According to Echeverria’s criterion in [[Ech82], invariance
of PP follows provided we can show that E[£® F] = 0 for all cylinder F' which In
turn is implied by the symmetry properties of Sév and o°. Indeed, Assume ¥y
is symmetric and #* skew-symmetric. Then, setting 1 to be the random variable
constantly equal to 1, we have

E[Z°F]1 =E[1ZL°F] = EQZyF1+ E[1d°F] = E[FZy1] — E[Fd°1]

and since £yl = 0 = o°1 as D1 = 0, the claim follows. Therefore we are left
to prove that £y is symmetric and 94 skew-symmetric. Let F' and G be cylinder
functions. By Gaussian Integration by parts (3.11]), we immediately have

E[D_y D F(mG(n)] = E[Dp F ()G mn-i] — E[DyFMD_G(m)]  (3.20)

from which we deduce

1
E[ZoF(GM] = —5 > [KPEDxFm)D_xG),
keZz?

and the latter is clearly symmetric. For 9° instead, we apply once again (3.11]
(see for the case in which G = 1) and get

E[GA°F] = — E[FA°G]
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L \e

oy 2o T € mE[(-L— myimiOF G

m,LeZd

= — ELFSlG] + E|[N;(DF G| = ~ELFs°G]
where the last step follows by (3.15)). Hence, the proof is completed. O

Remark 3.4 There is also an intuitive explanation as to why the law of the white
noise is stationary for the stochastic Burgers equation. In fact, recall that for the
Asymmetric Simple Exclusion Process, the product Bernoulli measure ®,,.c747m:(0)
is stationary for any particle density g, and its scaling limit (after recentering) is just
white noise.

Next, we want to determine the action of % and ¢ on the Fock space I'L2. To
lighten notations, for a set of integers I, we will denote by k; the vector (k;);c; and

1315 défz:|k?z'|2 and Ky = kg (3.21)
icl
where {1:n} < {1,...,n}.

Lemma 3.5 Let € > 0, &y and A® be the operators defined according to (3.17)
and respectively. Then, 1° can be written as

A* = oS + o7, with =—(d))". (3.22)
For any n € N, the action of the operators £y, d° ,d on f € ['L2 is given by

F( Lo Ek1n) = — k1| flk1n)

2t Ae
J'('Qq f)(kl n+1) Wm X

X Z [to - (k; + k )] ik f(k + k], k{l n+1}\{z,j})
1<i<j<n+1

(3-23)

FEA ki) = = G )d/QnA Z<m k) Y 3ol m kg gy
l+m=k;

and, if n = 1, then d° f is identically 0. Moreover, for any i = 1,...,d, the mo-
mentum operator M;, defined for f € FL,QI as F(M; f)(k1.n) = (Zj 1 ])f(kl )
with k; the it" component of the vector k;, commutes with £y, 45 and 47, i.e. i.e.

(5, M;) £ L°M; — M;$° =0, i=1,...,n. (3.24)

Proof. Regarding (3.24)), this is immediate from while the proof of the latter
is identical to that of [CES21, Lemma 3.5], to which we refer the reader interested in
the details. In words, it consists of showing that holds for elements f € I'L2 of
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the form f = ®™¢, the latter being the tensor product of ¢ with itself n times, which
is enough by the definition of I'L? in Section (3:1). To do so, one applies
and to random variables F' = I,,(f), with f as above, and singles out the
resulting kernel. While for &y this is quite straightforward, for i* one further
needs the product rule for Hermite polynomials [Nuao6, Proposition 1.1.3]. The
decomposition A° = A5 + oA° with 2 (resp. 9° ) increasing (resp. decreasing)
the chaos by 1 comes exactly from this: the Malliavin derivative decreases the chaos
by 1sothat D_y_,,F € 3¢, 1; D_y_,, I is then multiplied by an element in the
second chaos, i.e. 7§(¥)7(m); in its chaos component the product is made of three
summands, one in %, 11, one in 7,1 and one in J%,_3. As it turns out, the latter
vanishes because of (3.19), while the others respectively produce /4% and of°. O

Before moving on, let us briefly comment on the operators in 3) and provide
an example of how they act on specific functions.

A< and A are referred to as the creation and annihilation operators respectively.
The reason for this terminology is that if we feed 9§ with a random variable in the
n-th Wiener chaos (resp. a function in I'L2) they produce a random variable (resp.
function) in the (n + 1)-th chaos (resp. in I‘L?1 1 1)- More pictorially, if we interpret
the Fourier mode of the space white noise, 7(k), as a particle with momentum k, o
destroys the particle 7(k) and creates two new particles 77(¢), n(m) whose momenta
sum up to k. To see this, let us apply d° to 7(k). By the definition of 94° in (3.18)),
the fact that 4% [T'L? = 0 and since D_;_,A(k) = Lpym—— (see (3.9)), we have

———=X > Tg,00 - (L m)AmYA() D i) (k)
mZEZd

A (k) = dAn(k) = or )M
(3-25)

- (2 )d/2)‘ Z mem (€+m)77(m)77(€)—12(94+6k)
l+m=k

In the second line, we plastically see what was described before, namely the particle
7(k) to which we applied 9° has disappeared and was replaced by #(m) and 7/(¥).

The operator s instead acts in the opposite way, it annihilates two particles
with momenta ¢ and m, say, and replaces them by one whose momentum is given by
¢+ m. As an example, for k1 # —ks, |k1|, |ko| < e take F = 7i(k1)i(k2) € 4,
whose kernel is f = %(e_kl ® e_k, +e_k, ®e_g,). Then

F(AZ ) (k) = . d/22)\ (- k) Z T3 f 6, m)
( ) {+m=k
20
- 2 : d/2( kj) Z Jém(]lﬁ——kl ]lm_—k:Q + ]15——k2]1m——k1)
( ) l+m=k
By
- _W(m SRk ths (3.26)

which means that

. ; . IO
A H(k)N(ke) = A F = IS —— (k1 + k2).
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Remark 3.6 The example also shows why the operator 9 is particularly
singular. Indeed, as can be checked from (3.15)), the second line corresponds to the
k-th Fouerier mode of the nonlinearity and we have

ELWNS )] = (st exl|* = A2 Y J7,,00 - (L4 m))® ~ A2 >4
l+m=k

which, by (2.5), explodes as ¢~% in any dimension. In other words, even though the
function we applied it to, i.e. ey, is as smooth as it gets, 45 gives back a function
whose L? norm diverges as ¢ — 0. The problem lies in the fact that we have no
control over the momenta of the newly created particles, i.e. £ = £+ m can be O(1)
but £ and m can be arbitrarily large.

On the other hand, when applied to a smooth function independent of ¢, A
is very well-behaved. To witness, if in the example k1 and k9 are fixed and
independent of , we have

1672 1672
[42FI* = 3 G 0 BV Lk oy = (0 G+ ko) (3:27)
k

which converges to 0 as ¢ — 0.

3.3 Estimates on the antisymmetric part of the generator

In this section we present an important estimate on 94° and derive the so-called
graded sector condition in the setting of the SBE. To introduce it and discuss its
importance, let us define the number operator.

Definition 3.7 We define the number operator N : T'L?> — T'L? to be the linear

operator acting on 1) = (1), € I'L? as (N 1)), ] nYy,.

The graded sector condition (GSC) is a condition on the antisymmetric part of
the generator which originally appeared in [SVY 00| in the context of the asymmetric
simple exclusion process. It requires that the growth in the number operator induced
by o9 is (strictly) sublinear, i.e. ||(—$0)7% Qﬁi(—go)fé lrr2mrrz < NP, for some
B € [0,1). As we state in the next lemma, the previous bound holds in the context
of SBE with 8 = 1.

Lemma 3.8 (Graded Sector Condition) For d > 2 here exist a constant C' =
C(d) > 0 such that for every 1 € T'L? the following estimate holds

1 1
=) 2sl50| < CIVN (=Z0)7 0|, (3-28)
for o € {+, —}. In particular, for o € {+, —}, it implies

[(—Lo) ™25l (— L)~ 29)]| < CIIVN Y] (329)
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As shown in [KLO12| Section 2.7.4], the GSC is very powerful in that it generally
implies a central limit theorem for additive functionals of the (non-reversible) Markov
processes for which it holds. That said, our setting is very different and the proof
of the implication in the above-mentioned reference fails. Indeed, in all the works
which have exploited the GSC thus far, the operator was scale-independent (i.e. there
was no explicit dependence on ¢) and the stationary measure was either discrete and
in product form or supported on smooth functions. This is not the case here and this
will have important repercussions on our analysis.

Before proceeding, let us prove Lemma 3.8

Proof. Clearly, once we establish (3.28), follows immediately by choosing 1)
to be (—Zo) 2o for o € TL2.

For (3.28), we claim that we only need to prove that for any ¢ € I'L? and
S FL?LH, we have

1 1 1
o930} S Va(H-L2el” + I-Fiel’) . (30)
We will show at the end. Assuming it holds, we first derive for o7 .
The variational characterisation of the (—SEO)_%I‘L2-norm gives

1 1
IS a5l = sup (2o, s150) — (o)t ell?)
0€l'L?

1 1 1 1
< s (2Cova(slzbolP + L l-Zotel?) - Izt

2
€Ly

Sl (=Lo) 70| = VN (~ZLo) 20 |)?

where in the first step we used (and Cj is the universal constant implicit in
that inequality) while in the last we chose €20 V.

For g1 instead, we use that, by (3.22)), s = —(s15)*. Invoking again the
variational formula above, we deduce

I-Zoy 3wl = sup (2o,520) — (~2Z0) o)
0€lL2

n—1
1
= sup (2stT0,v) — |(—Zo)tell?)
0€l'L2
1 2 1 1 2 1 2
< swp 200V (A0 ol + ZIIL0 ) — l-Lo) 7ol
0€l'L2 Y

1 1
S nll (L) y* = VN (=%o)2 |
where this time we chose ~y & /(2Chy/n).
It remains to prove (3.30). By definition of s{< , we have

> o—krmg1) x

k11n+1

2
(o, 3 )| =n!——= A

2m)2
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X Z [ro - (k; + k‘j)]ﬂii,kﬂﬁ(kz‘ + kj, k{l:nJrl}\{i,j})’
1<i<j<ntl
~(n+Dln

T Ae
(2m)2

Z O(—kpns D0 - (k1 + k)II5, g, V1 + ko, ks, n+1)‘ :

kl:n+1

Let us look at the sum over k1, k2. This equals

| > ol - G+ k)W, gy B + bz, )|
k1:2

=X bk 30 Tl Ftine1)|

k1+ko=q

(Z(m ’ Q)2|@2(q, k3zn+1)|2) E ( Z ‘ Z Jilvkz @(7k1:n+1)‘2) %
q

q  kitko=q
= Ax (D). (3.31)

We leave A as it stands and focus on (I). Note that this can be bounded by

0= (Y| ¥ Fichan])’

N

q k1+k‘2:q
Tr ks \ 2
(2 ¥ ookl 3 )
¢ kitke=q k1+ka=q ’
1
SN X halPletanP)t =201 (3.32)
q k1+k22:q

where we used that for d = 2, \2 = (loge=2)"! and

Y Tiuks & 3 1 1 / d79”<1
° |k1:2|> ~ loge=2 lek1]2 ™ loge=2 ),

T
k1+ke=q e<|ek1|<1 z|€le,1] | |

(3-33)
while for d > 3, \2 = ¢7~2 and

€
5al—2 2 : thk?. d 2 :

2 i
k1+ka=q 2] lek1|<1

dx
< — <1.
|ek1|2 /m EE (3.34)

As a consequence, for any v > 0, we have

o, st59)| S (n+ Din Y AB<(n+1)‘n( oA Z BQ>

k3:na1 k3 nt1 k3:nt1
1
n+1)

< et Din (-l + ,BH(—%)%IIQ)

< Vil LRl + f\!( seom)u? (335)
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where we used that, by the definition of A and B in and respectively,
we have .
A~ n- 1
D ALY kPt < -7yl
k3:n+1 kl:n )

and similarly for B. Then, follows. O

3.4 The Ito6 trick

Another crucial tool in our analysis is the so-called It6 trick, which first appeared
in [[GJ13] and has later been used in various forms in several different contexts
(see e.g. [GJ13, [DGP17, IGT20, [CES21}, [CG24]]). It represents a refined version of
the celebrated Kipnis-Varadhan lemma (see [KLO12, Lemma 2.4]), as it allows to
estimate arbitrary moments of additive functionals of Markov processes. Let us
recall its statement.

Lemma 3.9 (Itd trick) Let d > 2, n® be the stationary solution to (2.4]) with \.

given as in 2.3). Foranyp > 2, T > 0and F € L*(Q) with finite chaos expansion,
ie. I e EB?:l #; for some n € N, there exists a constant C = C(p,n) > 0 such

that
t
/ F(ng)ds
0

For p = 2 the constant C'is independent of n.

E| sup

t€[0,T]

p] /P
] < CT=|[(=%o0) 2] (3.36)

Notice that, while the expectation at the left hand side of is with respect
to the law of the whole process (7););>0, the quantity at the right hand side is an
expectation only with respect to the law of 7° at a fixed time. In other words, the It6
trick allows to reduce the problem of controlling complicated functionals of n* at
multiple times to equilibrium estimates which are generally easier to obtain. This
will be crucial not only in obtaining tightness for n* but also to identify the limit
point.

Proof. Let F be as in the statement and G to be the solution of —£yG = F'. Notice
that, since F" has no component in .77 and has finite chaos expansion, such G exists,
is unique and lives in EB?:l ;. Its explicit expression can be found by exploiting

the form of & in (3.23).

Thanks to Itd’s formula, we can write

t
GO~ GO = [ (@04 )G ds + MAG,  (33)
0
where M.(G) is the martingale whose quadratic variation is

d(M(F)); = EG)f)dt = > k| DeG )| dt . (3.38)
kezgd
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For fixed 7" > 0, the backward process 7j; = n7_, 1s itself Markov and its generator
is given by the adjoint of £°, i.e. (£°)* = £y — oA°. In particular, applying again
It6’s formula, but this time to G(77), we get

T
Giir) — G(ir—y) = / (Zo — )G (1) ds + Mr(G) — Mr—(G), (3.39)
T—t
where M (G) is a martingale with respect to the backward filtration, generated by
the process 77°, and its quadratic variation is that in (3.38) but with 7 replacing 7°.

By a simple change of variables, and using the fact that 77° is the time-reversed 7°,
we see that ((3.39) becomes

t
G(p) — G(ny) = / (Zo — d°)G (n5)ds + Mp(G) — Mp—«(G).  (3.40)
0
Hence, adding up (3.37) and (3.40), we obtain
t
2 [ %G () ds = M) ~ NIr(G) + Mr—i(G),
0

Therefore, applying Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality to the right hand side of
the previous, we immediately obtain that there exists an absolute constant C' > 0
(which might change from line to line) such that

1

P

< CE[(M(@G@)}] ’

sup‘/ F(ns)ds

t<T

sup) / S&)G(ns)ds’

t<T

For the last term, we use (3.38) so that

elareni]” =g[( [ seuia)’] < ([ Blecont] e’

Notice that the argument of the expectation depends only on 7° at a given time, so
that since 7)° is stationary we get

1
1

(/OTE[’%(G)(%EME] 127dt> : T3E “%(Gﬂ } » T%E[%(G)} 1

where in the last step we used Gaussian hypercontractivity (3.3) and therefore the
hidden constant depends on both n and p, unless p = 2.

To conclude, we are left to analyse the expectation of ‘€(G). For this, notice that,
by taking F' = G in and using that, for G real-valued, D_;,G = DG, we get

E[G()D_DG(n)] = E[G(A(—k)DrG(m)] — E[|DrG()|?]
so that, by (3.17), we deduce

I(—=Lo) 2 F||? = |[(=2%0)2 G| = E[G)(—Lo)G(n)]
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1
= 5 2 [MPEIC®) (-1 DxGn) — Dk DkG))]
k
1
= 3 Y WPE[IDGm) = E[5(G)],
k
and the proof is completed. O

4 The approach

As the title suggests, in this section we present the approach we follow in order to
establish Theorem [2.3] It consists of three steps

1. show tightness for the sequence n° (Section |4. 1)),

2. derive a suitable characterisation of the law of the conjectured limit, i.e. the
solution of (Section [4.2)),

3. prove that the law of every limit point of 7° is that identified in the previous
point.

While the proof of the first item follows by an easy application of the It6 trick
(Lemma|3.9) and the second is classical, the third point is delicate and requires a
refined analysis. This is where the novelty of our approach lies, so we will motivate
it carefully providing several heuristics that, we hope, will help the reader navigating
the details.

4.1 Tightness

As mentioned above, our first goal is to show that the sequence 7° is tight in the
(weakest) space in which we expect the limit to live, i.e. the space of continuous
functions in time with values in the space of distributions.

Theorem 4.1 The sequence {n°}. is tight in C([0,T], S'(T%)).

Proof. By Mitoma’s criterion [Mit83, Theorem 3.1], the sequence {7 }. is tight in
C([0,T1,8'(T%) if and only if {n°(p)}. is tight in C([0, T'], R) for all ¢ € S(T9).
Therefore, let ¢ € S(T?) be fixed and consider ¢ — 77 (¢). A convenient way to
prove tightness is Kolmogorov’s criterion [Kal21, Theorem 23.7] which requires a
uniform control over the moments of the time increments of n°(y). The Markov
property and stationarity imply that forall 0 <r <t <T

E[n; (©) — n:()|? = E[E[|n; (¢) — 1;.(0) ||, ]] (4.1)
= E[E"P[|n5_,(p) — n5()IP]] = Elni_.(9) — n(p)?

where {6, }, is the filtration generated by 7, so that we can reduce to the case of

r = 0. By (3.13)), we have

El75(o) — ni()|P17
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t L t L t . it

<[] [ o] ]| [ w7 B[] [ e o))
0 0 0

and we will separately analyse each of the summands at the right hand side starting

with the last as it is the easiest. Indeed, since the space-time white noise & is
Gaussian, an immediate application of Gaussian hypercontractivity (3.3) gives

¢ 91
o] [(eascartof] 5 e [Cewscarol]’

1 1 1
= 12[|[(=A)2 ¢l p2(pey = 2 ||l gr1ra

(4.2)

where in the last step we used (3.14) and Itd isometry.
We now turn to the other two summands in (4.1). As announced, we use
Lemma [3.9]and obtain, for the first,

t p % 1 1 1
EWO ni(Aso)dsH <L Aol = Blelmay  @3)

where we further exploited the definition of £ in (3.23), while for the second

1

| ([ wzonas) | < o Ll -

S 2 (202 ]l = 2|0l gr1cra)

-

where we used that the kernel of V(7)) is #4% ¢ as can be seen by (3.25), and (3.28).
By putting together (4.3), (4.4 and (4.2) the assumption of Kolmogorov s criterion
are satisfied and the statement follows at once. O

Remark 4.2 Let us make a couple of comments regarding the space in which
tightness is obtained. First, as it is standard in the applications of Kolmogorov’s
criterion, the proof above shows that tightness holds in the space of a-Holder
continuous functions in time with values in 8'(T%), for any a < % Furthermore, a
slightly more involved argument could upgrade the space of Schwarz distributions
to a Besov space of (optimal) negative regularity. This is what was done in [CES21),
Theorem 4.5] and, with minor adjustments, could have been done here as well. Since
we will not need any of these results, we refrained from following this route in these
notes.

4.2 A martingale formulation for the limit

Theoremimplies that the sequence {7°}. converges along subsequences. Our
goal is then to show that all the limit points have the same law and, to do so, it is
convenient to have an independent characterisation of the law of the expected limit,
which is the linear stochastic heat equation (SHE) given by

i = LA+ D0 -V)2n+(—A — Dspp(o-V))2E, n(0,) = 11, (4.5)
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where Dsgg > 0 and (to - V)? are given as in Theoremand 1 1s a space white
noise. The characterisation which best fits into our framework is in terms of a
martingale problem. Before stating it, let us set £’ and & be the operators on
L?(Q) whose action on f € T'L2 is given by

def 1 def ]. n A
F(LY k) = =500 k) = =25 ) (0 k)*fkin),  and w6
=1 .

def

D = Dsue<y’

so that, in particular, Z§ = (i - V)? on I'L3.

Definition 4.3 Let 7' > 0, Q = C([0,T], S’(T%)) and % the canonical Borel o-
algebra on C([0, T'], S'(T%)). Let ;1 be a zero-average space white noise on T¢ and
9 the operator in (2.9). We say that a probability measure P on (2, B) solves
the martingale problem for ¢ “ Fo + D with initial distribution p, if for all
@ € S(T%), the canonical process 7 under P is such that

def

t ~y
ML(F)) & Fyn) — Fj(u) — / LUEmads,  j=12 (47
0

is a local martingale, where F(n) £ n(¢) and Fa(n) £ n(p)? — ”@H%?(Td)'
Crucially, the martingale problem stated above is well-posed and indeed uniquely
characterises the law of (4.5).

Theorem 4.4 The martingale problem for £ with initial distribution y in Defini-
tion has a unique solution and uniquely characterises the law of the solution

to on C([0,T1],8"(T%).

The proof of the above statement is rather classical and therefore omitted. A good
reference for it is [MW 17, Appendix D] together with the proof of [CGT24, Theorem
3.4]. In general, when dealing with the well-posedness of martingale problems
(see e.g. [EK86, Chapter 4]), the challenge is to identify a sufficiently large class of
observables F' for which the fact that the right hand side of is a martingale
suffices to characterise uniquely the probability measure P. Now, admits a
unique analytically weak and probabilistically strong (and therefore probabilistically
weak) solution, which means that given a probability space which supports both a
space white noise y and space-time white noise &, there exists a unique 7 such that
for all p € S(T9)

t
() — () — / P (o)ds “48)
0

is not just some martingale, but it is precisely the martingale given by

t 1
M) = /O £(ds, (—A — Dgp(to - V)3



THE APPROACH 34

The martingale above is 0 at time 0, continuous and Gaussian, and therefore its law
is uniquely characterised by its quadratic variation. Getting back to the martingale
problem in Definition we can now understand the reason why we only need
observables F' which are either linear or quadratic: the former ensure that (4.8) is
indeed a martingale while the latter uniquely characterise its quadratic variation and
thus its law (see the proof of [CGT24, Theorem 3.4], for the connection between
quadratic variation and quadratic functionals).

4.3 The Fluctuation-Dissipation theorem

Once we have tightness, we would like to use the martingale problem in Definition
to identify the limit. Since by Theorem [4.4]the latter has a unique solution, we only
need to prove that every limit point satisfies (4.7). Note that, for ¢ € § (T%) and
Fi(n) = n(), Fa(n) = n(e)* — [l¢l32 (rpy> Dynkin’s formula gives that

t t t
Fy0) — Fy(u) — / SoF(nS)ds — / oS Fy(n)ds — / A F0)ds (4.9)
0 0 0

is a martingale. Since we have tightness in C([0, 77, S’ (T9)), the first three terms can
be immediately seen to converge to F(n;), F;(i) and fg <o F(ns)ds respectively,
where 7 is any limit point of the sequence {7°}.. In light of Remark (see in
particular (3.27)), the fourth instead vanishes as Fj is smooth (see below for
the proof).

The analysis of the last summand is more delicate, as it should, since, e.g. for
ji=1, morally shows that #% F1(n) is nothing but the nonlinearity N (1)
in (3.15), which is precisely what we need to make sense of! According to the
discussion in Section , one expects this term to converge to fot D F;(ns)ds plus a
martingale. By taking conditional expectation with respect to the initial condition
7o (so to remove the martingale contribution), we should have

E| /0 5 FyrEds ] — /0 ST M P RO RO

where we recall that & is the operator in and the approximation is to be
understood in the sense that the left-hand side, as a function of the initial condition
no, is small in L?(P) as € — 0. The problem is that is all but trivial. Indeed,
a naive application of the It0 trick simply gives

t 2 1
Bl| [ @ir - o] | < degotet s -2
= l=20) 2% 5]1” + | (=0) 2D 5|

where we denoted by f; € FL? the kernel associated to F; € #;, and the last is
an equality since o7 f; € FLJQ. 1and Df; € FL? live in different chaoses and are
therefore orthogonal. The right hand side is the sum of positive quantities, the
second of which does not even depend on ¢, and therefore cannot be small in €.
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What the above suggests is that the observables F;’s are not rich enough to
capture the complexity of A5 F); and a larger class of observables is needed in order
to describe its large scale-behaviour. The next theorem, which we will refer to as
the Fluctuation-Dissipation relation, identifies such class and states the conditions
its elements need to satisfy to conclude the proof of Theorem 2.3}

Theorem 4.5 Let ¢,v) € S(T?) be fixed and, for j = 1,2, fi € FL? be given by

€] {4 €] ® + ®
flg@ and f2d:f[80®¢]symd:f¢¢2#-

Then, for every i € {2,3} and any n € N, there exists w*" € @?:iFL? such that
I(~£o)z s

(4.11)

| is bounded uniformly in € and n, and the following limits hold

lim limsup [|w®"] =0, (4.12)
n=00 0

. . _1
Jim_Timsup [(=Z0) 2(=Lw™" —dS fir + A w]™)|| =0, (4.13)
e—

lim limsup [|(—%0) ™2 [ wE" — Dfi_1|| =0, (4.14)
n—oo

e—0
where 9D is defined in (2.9).

In the rest of the section, we will show how Theorem|4.5|implies Theorem|2.3|but
before that we want to give a heuristic which explains how to choose the functions

w®"™ and why the conditions (4.12)-(4.14)) are needed.

As pointed out at the beginning of this subsection, the goal is to show (4.10]).
Taking a Laplace transform with respect to ¢, and ignoring the issue of exchanging
the limit in € and the integral in ¢, the validity of for every ¢ > 0 is essentially
equivalent to proving that, for every p > 0,

—+00

“+oo
ozE[/O o5 Fy(n) e_“sds‘no} —E[ R e_”sds‘ng}

= (u— L) AL Fj(no) — (0 — L°) ' DF;(no)

the last equality being a consequence of E(G(n5)|no) = [eSEESG](no). To be
consistent with the statement above, denote, for i € {2,3}, by f;_; the kernel
associated to F;_; so that in the language of Fock spaces the previous condition
reads

(=) S fimi — (W—2) ' Dfi_1 ~ 0 (4-15)
where this time the left-hand side is an element of I'L? and the approximation
means that its norm is small as ¢ — 0. Since cannot be a consequence
dAS fio1 = D fi—1 (right and left hand side are orthogonal and the right-hand side is
not small), we introduce the operator £$, = P>;£°P>;, with P>; the orthogonal
projection onto @jZiFL?, and define

w® S (= L) fien, (4.16)
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which belongs to & jziFL? asd® fi1 € I‘L?. Note that implies

(n— LY = dS fi—1 — A wf, (4.17)
so that, inverting (1 — £¢) and adding and subtracting (11 — £°)~'D f;_1, we obtain
(W=7 A5 fir — (= L)' Dfics = 0 + (= L) A wf — Dfial.

In other words, we have re-expressed the left-hand side of (4.15)) in terms of the
solution to (4.16), thus showing that (4.15) is equivalent to proving
lim [|w®[|* =0, (4.18)
e—0

lim [|(x — %)= wf — D fial* = 0. (4.19)
e—0

The limit clearly corresponds to (4.12), while to see that is implied
by (4.14), it suffices to note that, for any v,

[ S EA [ (4.20)

Indeed, by positivity of &, we have

e = 29 0l = (== L5 = Lo)2 (n — F0) 29
< M_% (= — if’o)%(u - 36)_1(lu — SO)%(M — gw-%wn
<1 - 2Ry

where in the last step we used that

(—pt— L2 (1 — L) (i — Lo)2 = (—p — Lo)2 (i — Lo — 49) "N — Lo)2
= (I — (u — o) 2ed%(u — Lo) " 2)"!

and this operator is bounded by 1 in norm, since (¢ — &Po)fésﬂe(,u — il’o)*% is
antisymmetric and hence has purely imaginary spectrum.

The above heuristics not only motivates and but suggests that our
family of observables should be taken as the elements of I'L? defined according
to (4.16). The problem is that, when written in its chaos components, the latter is an
infinite system of equations and it is not even a priori clear whether or not it admits
a solution. This is the reason why we will have to further truncate the system in n,
which in turn will cause not to be an equality thus giving condition (4.13).

4.4 Proof of the main result

In this section, we will rigorously prove Gaussian fluctuations for the Burgers
equation assuming Theorem
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Proof of Theorem By Theorem|[4.1} we know that the sequence {7°}. is tight in
C([0,T1, 8'(T%)), hence it converges along subsequences. If we prove that any limit
point is a solution of the martingale problem in Definition [4.3| then the statement
follows by Theorem |4.4]

Letn € C([0,T1,8’ (T%)) be a limit point. To verify that ) satisfies the martingale
problem, we need to show that for every given ¢ € S(T?) the processes M(f;_1),
i = 2,3, defined according to [-7) with f1 = n(¢) and fo = n(p)? — Hap||i2(Td),
are local martingales. In turn, this follows if we prove that for every s € [0, 7] and
G: C([0,T],8(T%) — R bounded continuous we have

E[5s,tM~(fi—1)G(77f[o,s])] =0, (4.21)

. . . . . . def
where we introduced a convenient notation for the time increment, i.e. g f =

f@) — f(s). Now, by the definition of M(f;_1), we deduce that
E[(M:(fi-1) — Ms(fi—1))G (9 5)]

t
—E[(fistm ~ fian) = [ LT )Gl g)] (o)

= ;%E[(fi—l(nf) — fic1(3) — /: Sfefffz‘—l(nf«)dT’) G f[O,s])}

where we used that 1° converges in law to in C([0, 1", 8'(T%)) together with [CET23b),
Eq. (5.11)] to approximate the first factor in the expectation with bounded continuous
functionals. To analyse this latter term, let us write the equation for 7° in such a way
that we can identify the elements which are relevant to the limit.

By Dynkin’s formula and the weak formulation of in (3.13)), we have

t t
Fi1 () — fir(f) — / Fofs1(E)dr — / S i () = 8, ME(fi)

(4.23)
where M*(f;_1) is the martingale whose quadratic variation is given by

t
) = [ S IR s (4.2
k

and Dy, is the Malliavin derivative in (3.§).

The term which is responsible for creating the new noise and the new Laplacian,
is that containing 94 f; 1. In order to describe it, notice that the kernel of f; in
I'L?is f; = ¢, while that of f5 is ¢ ® ¢. Then, we consider the random variable
wen € LA(P), for n € N, whose kernel is w®™ in the statement. By Dynkin’s
formula applied to W =", we have

t
W™ () — W"(3) — / LEWS"(p)dr = G5 MZ(W=") (4.25)



THE APPROACH 38

where Me(W*") is the martingale whose quadratic variation is the same as (4.24)
with f;_1 replaced by /™. We now go back to which we rewrite as

St () — fia () — / L L )dr = Sy o(ME(fim1)+ MECHE™) 45 (R

(4.26)
for R=™ < Z?:l R;™ and the R>"™’s are defined as

def

RY™M®) = W () — W=" (),

RS (t)“—“/ (s wer 4 st fimy — o2 WE") (s,
0

¢
RS0 [ (o ) - i) ) ds.
0
¢
REm () & / 4 fiy(rf)ds
0
We now get back to (4.22), which, in view of equals

lim_1im E| (8, (M (fio1) + M) + 6, R ) GOr o)

n—o00 e—0

Since M¢(f;—1) and M(W ™) are martingales, for every n and every € we have

E [0, (ME(fi-1) + MEWS")GOF )] = 0. (427)
For the other term instead, we apply Cauchy-Schwarz and exploit the boundedness
of GG, from which we obtain

4

P <0 S E "]

7j=1

[N

E [0, RGO o) < 1Gll<E 16,

so that we are left to show that each of the summands at the right hand side converges
to 0. Let us begin with the first, which can be controlled as

B Jo.ofi" - (15 oy — = () %

1 1
< E|:‘OM/€7TL(7]§)‘2:| 2 + E[’Cﬂ/&n(ng)’Q} 2 _ 2Hw€,nH
and the right hand side converges to 0 as € goes to 0 by (4.12). For the others, we
apply the Itd trick, Lemma 3.9l which gives

1

E[((Ss,tRZ’”)Q} Ct2||(=0) 2 (LW — s, fi_1 + o1 w™)|| (4.28)

H

1
2 1

B[00 B5"?] " < CH||(—0) 320" — D i (4:20)
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1
2

E| (0o By " < Ot |[(~0) 3 s1% fiol. (4:30)

with C independent of n. Now, and converge to 0 in the double limit
as € — 0 first and n — oo then, by and (4.14)). Concerning (4.30)), for i = 2,

¢ fi = 0, while for ¢ = 3 we leverage the smoothness of f>. Indeed,

1 . 2 A~
b 2 < SRS g faem)”
k

|k|2 l+m=k
1 e
S (2 30 ) o0+ P fattm
||<e—1 Lm

= (X ) I 2Ll

¢

for a > 1. The last norm is finite and it is not hard to see that the quantity in

parenthesis is converging to 0, thus implying that the ¢ — 0 limit of is 0.
Collecting the results above together with (4.22) and (4.27), (4.21)) follows at

once so that the proof of the theorem is complete. O

As it should be clear by now, the bulk of our work is to establish the existence

of functions {w®"},, . satisfying conditions (4.12))- in Theorem [4.5] This
is quite subtle and we will adopt different strategies for d = 2 and d > 3. In both
cases, the rationale behind the search for w*™ is dictated by (4.16).

5 Characterisation of limit points: the Fluctuation-Dissipation relation

According to the heuristic provided in the previous section, we would like to choose
w® as in (4.16]) but without the mass u. Taking a (slightly) more general perspective,
we consider, for ¢ € N, u® solving

_ggius =9, (51)

where we recall that £$;, = P>;£°P>;, with P>; the orthogonal projection onto
@jZZ‘FL?, and g is an arbitrary element of > FL?. Later on we will mostly
consider the case of g = o9 f; 1 for f;_1 as in (4.11). When decomposed in its
chaos components becomes an infinite system

£ g, € € ., €
_goun - -gﬂ_un+1 - %+un_1 - g’l’L

—ZLouy, g — AT uy — AUy = gna (52)

g € g € e __
—Loui g — A ujy — Aiu; = gita
g € €
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Note the absence of 9 u;_; from the last equation due to the projection. As we
mentioned, it is not a priori clear that the admits a solution, not even if g is
regular and with finite chaos decomposition. Therefore, we are lead to introduce a
second truncation which removes all high chaoses. To be precise, for ¢, m € N, let
g€ @;"ZZ I‘L? and 1 < m < n. Define u®" as the unique solution of the truncated
generator equation which is defined as

~Ziu" =g, (5.3)

where, analogously to the above, &7 = P;,%°F;,, with P;, the orthogonal
projection onto @;L:Z FL?. In other words, u*" solves the finite system of equations
given by

en € &N _
7goun +Up_1 =

g,n €, ,Em _ g€ &M __
—Pou,,_ — A u," —diu,) ", =0

—Fjoufﬁ” — ﬂiuiﬁrl - ﬂiufﬁn_l = 9m (5-4)

en e &M €, &N
—ZLou;q — ATy —dAiu = gy

gn e &gn .
—Lou;”" —AZu = gi-

Our first result, we obtain a weighted a priori estimate which ensures that uniformly
in € the high chaoses of ©*" decay polynomially in the number operator.
Proposition 5.1 Letm € N, ¢ < mand g € @T:Hl FL?. Forn e N, n>m, let
u®"™ be the solution of the truncated generator equation in in any dimension
d > 2. Then, there exists a positive constant C' = C(m, k) independent of n, € and
g, such that

_1
| < Cll(=Zo) 29, (5-5)
where N is the number operator in Definition[3.7]

\|J\/k(—go)%u5’"

Proof. The proof follows closely that of [LY97, Lemma 2.5] (see also [CGT24,
Proposition 2.8]) and crucially uses the antisymmetry of the operator 4° in (3.18)),
its decomposition 45 in and the fact that it maps FL? into FL? 1@ FLJQ-_l.
For the sake of completeness, we provide the details below.

As n and ¢ are fixed throughout, we will write u and u;, j = 1,...,n in place
of u®™ and uj’", respectively. Also, by convention, we let u, 11 = 0 = u;_1 =
-+ = uy. To denote constants which do not depend on &, n or g we will use C, and
such C' might change from line to line.

Let us test the j-th component, j > i, with £°u, which, since by Lemma 3.5

(d5)* = —d°, gives

<uj,5£6u> = <U,j, go’uﬁ -+ <Uj,.94iuj‘_1> + <Uj,&quj+1>
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= (uj, Louj) — [<uj+1,miuj> - <Uj=9“iuj—1>]-
Via a summation by parts, for any a > 0, we have

n n
D @+ i) (uy, (ZLoyuy) = (a+ i) (uy, (~L)u)
j=i j=i

n
+> G =G = D)y, ).
j=i

Next, note that —£“u = g — AT u,, — A u; so that, by orthogonality of Fock spaces
with different indices,

1 1
(g, (ZOu)| = (g, 97| < 5 g, (Zo)uy) + 5(93"(—550)_199')-

As a consequence, there exists some finite strictly positive constant C' = C'(m, k),
which might change from line to line, such that

D (a+ i) (uj, (~ZLo)uy)
j=t

< (=20 292 + 30% — G = DM b)) (56
j=i

< C(I-L0 3 gl + 3 7% g, st 1) )

j=i

where the constant C' = C(k) was chosen in such a way that (2% — (j — 1)%%),/7 <
Cj 2k=3 . To handle the last sum, we bound

(g, A5 uj—1)| < [[(~Lo)2uy | |[(— L)~ 2 sl uji |
" 1 1
< C\/ll(=Zo) 2 u;[[[(—=ZLo)2 w1 | (5.7)
-1 1 1 1
< OV (G102 + 5 -0 b1 2)

where in the second bound we used in Lemma|[3.8] We now plug the result
into and rearrange the terms, so that we conclude

;]%(1 + o = ) CFow) < CA+IZ gl (58)

Choosing a sufficiently large, in such a way that (1 + ]%k - %) > 1/2 for every

J > 2, (5.5) follows. O

At this point, we want to gather further properties of the solution to but for
this we will adopt very different strategies in d = 2 and d > 3.
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5.1 The critical dimension d = 2: the Replacement Lemma

To analyse the critical dimension, we take a closer look at and elaborate on the
observation made in [LQSYo4, Section 2] which we now explain.

For simplicity, assume g € T'L?. As % is invertible on FL? forall j > 1, uy"
can be written in terms of u;"; as

uS" = (~Lo) MU = (~FLo + HO T AU

where 75 is the operator identically equal to 0. Upon plugging the above expression
into the projection of (5.3) on L2 _;, we get

—Loul" — AT (— Lo + HE) AT = AU
Now, the operator evidenced in blue is non-negative, self-adjoint and maps each

FL? to itself (i.e. its diagonal in the chaos), since by Lemma for any ) € T'L2,
we have

(== (=0 + H5) ALY, ) = (P, = (= Lo + HG) A5 )
= |l(~%0 — %) 2st 0> > 0.

As a consequence, —Fy — A (—Ly + %g)_lsﬂi_ is invertible itself and we can
express u;"'| via

up™y = (=0 — AZ (=L + ) AT T AL gy = (=L + HE) T ATy

By iterating the above procedure, we obtain the recursive expression for the
components of u*" given by

u = (Lo +FHE_ )T AE W, forj=i+1,...,n
{ J n=j + (5.9)

j—1>
u" = (Lo +#:_) g

where the operators # are non-negative, self-adjoint and diagonal in the chaos
(see [CET23b, Lemma 3.2]), and are inductively defined according to #§ = 0 and
forj > 1

Hepy =~ (—SLo — H) Y (5.10)

Formally, one expects that, by taking n — oo, for every j € N, uj’n converges
to the j-th component of the solution u° to (5.1). The latter should, heuristically,
have the same structure as the right hand side of (5.9)) but with the operator 7 _ j
replaced by the operator #° given by the fixed point of the relation in (5.10), i.e.
#© should satisfy

HE =~ (Lo + H) o7 (5.11)

Indeed, if such #* existed, were non-negative, self-adjoint and diagonal in chaos,
then z¢ € @jZiFL? given by

25 = (=L +H) AL+ (Lo +H) g (5.12)
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would be a solution to (actually, the solution since the equation is linear). To
see this, note first that, since 945 increases the chaos by 1, 2 is defined recursively
and therefore it is well-defined. Then,

—pE, o = [(—550 —HE)E sﬂizf} — Pool® Poet R
S [(—30 +F5) el 2 4 (— %o + %E)*lg} et
— g+ |~ Ao+ F) el + | = g
where in the first step we used (5.12), in the second that g € I‘L% and in the

last (5.11)), so that the claim follows.

That said, it is difficult to directly study #° and, in particular, to accurately
describe its behaviour for € small. The idea then, is to derive an approximate fixed
point for and use the latter to define our family of observables. This is the
content of the next subsection.

5.1.1 The Replacement Lemma and Equation

The existence and properties of such an approximate fixed point are detailed in the
so-called Replacement Lemma, which is one of the main contributions of our work.
Before stating it, we need to introduce some notation. For € > 0, let L® be the
function defined on [%, 00) as

1
def 12
L°(z) = AZ log <1 + 6210) . (5.13)
Further, let G be the function
2
o1 3||? 3
Gx)E — 1] -1 .

(z) ‘1’0’2 [( 2t T + ) ]7 (5.14)

and €° be the operator on I'L? given by
6 E GLA(—20) (5:15)

which means that for ¢» € L2, n € N, the action of €° on 1) is

def

F(C ) (k1n) = GLEG kP )d(k10),  kin € Z27.

Lemma 5.2 (Replacement Lemma) There exists a constant C' > 0 such that for
every 1,19 € T'L? we have

([ — o (=S — LFEC) AT + LPEC Wy, 1)) (5.16)
< CA?HJV(—SL’O)%%H||JV(—5£0)%1112||

where 6° and £ are the operators defined respectively according to (5.15))

and (2.9).
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Before proving the statement, let us make a few remarks and see how to
use the Replacement Lemma to define a family of observables which satisfy

conditions (4.12))-(4.14) in Theorem
An immediate corollary of is that

1 1
1(=%0) ™2 [~AZ (= Lo — LFE) oA + LFE] (=ZL0) 2 ||Pr2 rpz S A0

~

which, since we assume . to be chosen according to weak coupling, i.e. as in (2.5),
implies that for n fixed, the left hand side vanishes as ¢ — 0. In other words, on
any given chaos, £"€° is an approximate fixed point to (5.11) uniformly over .
As we will see, this is enough for our purposes and, in line with the heuristic z*
in (but with the choice of g = o5 f), we can give the definition of the family
of observables we will be considering hereafter.

Definition 5.3 (Replacement Equation) Fore > 0,7 < n € Nand f € FLf_l,
we define v*" € @?:1 FLJZ to be the solution of the replacement equation with
input f, which is given by

VI = (=L — LEG) T ALP T 4 (L — L5760 T AL f L (5.17)

with the convention that for all j < i, ’U;’n =0.

The equation morally corresponds to a truncated version of but in
which the mysterious operator #° is replaced by a fully explicit one, i.e. —Z’€°.
Further, the equation admits a unique solution since it is triangular and can be
explicitly solved starting from v{" = - -+ = vJ"} = 0, and then inductively setting

VT E (=L — LFE) AT + (Lo — LG AL, >

Our goal in the next subsection is to prove that indeed the solution to the replacement
equation (5.17)) satisfies (4.12)-(4.14) but before that we want to sketch the proof of
Lemma

Proof of Lemma (Sketch and derivation of G). The proof of the Replacement
Lemma is mainly technical and can be found in [[CGT24, Lemma 2.5]. For the
sake of these notes, we will present the main ideas behind it and provide a heuristic
justification as to where the specific G in comes about.

Notice first that, for any n € N, the operator o° (—%y — Sf(‘}’@e)*l&ﬂi maps
FLZL into itself, so that, to establish , it suffices to consider 1, Yo € FL%. For
simplicity, let us take vy = ¥ = 1, and consider

1
(—dZ (=L — LYC°) 'S, ) = [[(=FLo — L5E) 27| (5.18)
Let St & (—%y — %6"‘@8)_1 and denoteAby 0° = (07, )n>1 its Fourier multiplier, i.e.
for ¢ c FL% °J(35¢)(1€1n) = U%(klzn)w(klzn) where

2
et + (0 - k)2, GG [n[2) (5-19)

Ufl(klzn) =
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and G, L? are as in (5.13) and (5.14)) respectively. From (3.23)), we deduce that the
right hand side of (5.18) equals

(n+D! > 05 (Brng) X
kl:n«l»l

A2 . 2

el 2 o G RDWR g Yk + Ry R )| -

1<i<j<n+1

Now, expanding the square we obtain a sum over 4 indices, i, 7,7 and j’ with
1 < jand 7' < j', which we split into a diagonal part, corresponding to the choice
i1 =1 and j = j', and an off-diagonal part, in which instead the cardinality of
{i,7} Nn{i,j'} is less or equal to 1. We will neglect the off-diagonal part as, via
a clever Cauchy-Schwarz inequality (see the proof of Lemma 2.5 in [CGT24]), it
can be shown to be bounded precisely by the right hand side of and is that
responsible for the growth in the number operator. The diagonal part instead is
given by

(n+1)! Z o5 1(kting1) X

kl:n+1
22 5
Xm Z [ro - (ki + ]fj)]za]]ii,kj [P(ki + kj, k{l:n+1}\{i,j})|2
1<i<j<n+1
1 21,7, 2 Ag € 5
=nln Y 0 k)G | 50 Y0 T monga (m, k) (5:20)
kl:n £+m:k1

where we applied a simple change of variables. What we immediately see is that
the quantity in square brackets is a given function of k1., independent of . Let us
denote it by U, i.e.

2
7.‘.7; Z Jz,meL—H(f? m, kZIn) . (5.21)
f-i—m:k:l

def

\I’E(kl:n) =

Before proceeding, notice also that the second term at the left hand side of is
1 .
(L0 0) =0y 500 WG Glkwn ) Crrn)|
kl:n

1 ~
=nln) o0 k) GLEGlRn DKL) (5:22)
k1:n

where we used the symmetry of both @Z and k1., — G(L® (% |k1.0|%)). By compar-
ing (5.20) and (5.22), we deduce that these two terms are close provided that

sup | U= (k1.n) — GLE (3 [k )| S A2, (5-23)

1:n
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whose proof is given in detail in [CGT24, Appendix A].

We do not want to repeat here the whole argument since it is mainly technical.
The idea is to perform a series of approximations of W* making sure that the error
made is of order A2, and thus vanishes as ¢ — 0. We will split the rest of the proof in
two steps. The first provides some insight over the type of approximations required
and which make no use of the explicit form of the function G. The second instead is
devoted to the derivation G, whose expression results from the solution of an ODE.
For simplicity, we take n in to be equal to 1.

Step 1: Approximation. Consider

)\2
V) =5 D Jinosm)

l+m=k
S o
) [£24[m|? | (0-0)24(0-m)? [24m|2\y
™ fmek 3 2 GLe(H—5—)

and note that

>
N|O N

Z “Uz,m

b P+ B o - 02G o612 + )
52 1
ek|? iz
e<lef|<1 lef|? + % + (v - (e0))2G(Le(e2(|el)? + %))

Ue(k) ~

3

|5

Q

3
[\V)

Q

/\2/ dx
™ Jiai<t o + B 4 (o - 2P G(LA(e2(|xf? + EED))

where in the first step we replaced 3(|¢|% + |m|?) — [€]> + 3|k|%, &((w - 0)? +
(0 - m)?) — (o - £)? + %(m - k)? — (w - £)2, in the second we removed J5,, and

added the condition 1 < |¢] < e~ ! and in the last we performed a Riemann-sum

approximation. At this point, set a, e %|z~:k|2 and pass to polar coordinates, i.e.

define x = rvg, and tv = |to|vg,, for vy = (cos b, sin F), which gives

[\

)\7? /27r W /1 rdr
72 Jo o T34 ac + 13- vp)?GLA(e2(r? + ar)))

)\2 27 1 dr
== dé
272 /0 /0 4+ e + (o - v)2GLE(e2(r + ar)))
2 27 1
= )\52 / d9/ 2 o2 & 2
272 Jo o T+ a:+r|2cos?(0 — 0,)GLE(e2(r + ar)))

A2 /1 & /“ do
w2y o T+ a:+ 7|2 cos2()GLE(e2(r + o))

Q

A2 /1 /’f dédr
™ Jo Jo (r+a)(r+ a:+ D1+ |w|? cos?2(D)GLE(e2(r + az)))]
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the second to last step being a consequence of the periodicity of the integrand in
0. We are left with analysing the last integral for which we perform the change of
variables

y =L + a0) = M log (1+

dr
=-\_*d
r+a)(l+r+az) e Y

7“—{—045)’

and conclude that it equals

Lor G d
2/ d9/ 2 y2
T 0 5(6_2+%‘k‘2) ]. + |t’0| Cos (H)G(y)

1 /ﬂde/mék?) dy B 1/L6<;k2> dy
™ Jo 0 1+ |w]2cos?2(DG(y) 7 Jo V14 [w2G ()

where in the last step we computed the integral in # exactly.

Step 2: An ODE for G. Summarising, in the previous step we have shown that
1 (LGP d
(k) ~ — / . E—
™ Jo V1+|w[PGy)

For (5.23) to hold, we need to control

4
V1 |wPGy)
uniformly over |k|. Both summands are functions of L(%|k|?) which is bounded

below by 0 and above by 1, uniformly over k and €. Therefore, (5.23) follows if we
choose G such that, for all ¢ € [0, 1],

1 (LGIEP
W) - GG ~ | [ — G

G(t) = 1/t SN E—
1o /14 [W]2G(y)

which is equivalent to

. 1
G=—"—"F-: G0)=0. 2
0+ PG 0) (524)
The ODE in (5.24) has an explicit solution given by (5.14). Hence, the choice of G
is justified and the proof of the statement is concluded. 0

5.1.2 Estimates on the Replacement Equation

We now collect all the estimates needed to show that (4.12)), (4.13) and (4.14) hold
for v*", and conclude the section by proving Theoremf4.5| Let us begin with the first
two, for which we will first need to specialise the a priori estimates in Proposition
to v ™.
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Lemma 5.4 Fori € {2,3}, f € T'L? | andn € N, n > 3, let v5" be the solution
of the replacement equation with input f as in Definition[s.3] Then, for any k € N
there exists a constant C > 0 and (n, k) > 0, both independent of f, such that for
every € < g(n, k)
1 1
IN*(=0)20™"(| < Cll(~L0)= f]] - (525)

Proof. Throughout the proof i is fixed.
We first prove the result for £ = 0. Let us look at the way in which the generator
Z¢ acts on v=". We have

—LO" =(—Ly — LEENWT" — AT — AT + LGV
=dlS [ — A% (Lo — LFG) AL f — A5 + LG 0"
+ [ = A (Lo — ZPEC) T + LFEE P (5.26)
where in the last step we used (5.17). Now, gﬂivf{" S FL?L 11> so that, since
vo" € @?:iFL?, the two are orthogonal. For the same reason, also v=™ and

A (—Ly — LPE°) 1% f € TL?_, are orthogonal. Therefore, by testing both
sides of by v, we obtain

1
I=S£oy2v™[* = (v, oS f) + (w3, 5 670" (5:27)
+ (07" [ = A (L — LFE) T + LPET P ")

Now, we bound the first term by Cauchy-Schwarz and neglect the second since it is
negative, i.e.

1 1
(07" LS < Jl-Z0) 0™ P + Jl Loy 2 1P
(0", LEG") = — (LS < 0.

For the third, we use the Replacement Lemma so that, overall (5.27) becomes
1 1 1
I(—=Lo)2v""||* < LI(=%0) 2t fII* + (5 + Crn2A2)||[(—ZLo) 2 0™ |2
< O[=L)? 1> + (& + Cn2AD)||(=Lo)2 vo |2

where in the last step we used with ¢ = +. At this point, fork =0
follows upon choosing £(n, 0) in such a way that an)‘g(n,O) < %

def

We now turn to k > 0. Let v=" be the solution to (5.3) with 1) = &7 f. Then,
IWE(=L0)20™ || < ¥ |[(~L0)2 =" — o) + [IWE(-ZLo)20 | (5.28)

In view of Proposition the second summand is bounded by (a constant times)
H(—&Pg)_ésﬂifﬂ which, by (3.28)), is controlled by ||(—$0)%f\|. For the first, we
claim that for any j there exists C' > 0 such that for € small enough, we have

I(=0)2 @™ — v"™)|12 < C(n~ + n?A2)|[(~Lo)7 f]%. (5.29)
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Assuming the claim, the proof is concluded as it suffices to choose in j=k
and e5(n, k) > 0 such that nk+2)\52(n,k) < 1, to ensure that also the first summand
in (5.28)) is bounded.

We now prove ((5.29). To shorten the notation, set @ZJE (L — Ly E* )_1d§r I
We begin by evaluating —£¢ on v="™ — v=™. To do so, we exploit and the
fact that, as noted in the proof of Proposition since v=" solves (5.3), we have

L —dS f + divf’" = —div".
This means that
—LES — &™) = — di(@bﬁ — ;") = AL — o)™ + Ly E U™ (5.30)
[ ==L — LPCT) S+ LG P

Now, since ¢/ € T'L3, o4 (¢ — v7™) € TL? and o4 (v, — v5™) € TL2, |, they
are orthogonal to both v=™ and v*=™ as these belong to EBj:Z»FLg. Hence, testing
both sides of by v&™ — v=", we obtain
I(=%0)2 @™ — 052 = (5" — 0", LGS (5.31)
+ (V" =0 [ = A (—Ly — LPG) AL + LY P o)

Let us analyse the two terms at the right hand side separately. For the first, note that
the operator £ €¢ is negative, so that

<Ue,n _ Us,n7 Sf(gncgav?a{n>

W IR — (" LS
< (=" (=G ")

1 1
S =202 o [[[(=Z0)2 0"
and in the last bound we used that —£€° < —%, and that £y, £} and 6°
commute. Now, the a priori estimates in Proposition [5.1]and Lemma[s.4]for & = 0
allow to upper bound the previous by

1 1 1
(= Lo)2 o [N E(=L)2 o || S Tl o) 2ol £
_ 1
S n Loz fI?

where, once again, the last step follows by (3.28). For the second term in (5.31)), we

apply the Replacement Lemma [5.2] first and the same a priori estimates as above,
thus getting

<Us,n _ Us’n,[&qi(—go _ g(\)ﬁcgs)flwi + g(\)ﬁ E]Hn—lvs,n>
1 1
< ON® || (=%0)2 (™" — o™ |[[(=Lo)2 ™" |
< loan? (H(—sgo)%(va" — 0" + [[(—Lo) 20"

’)

1 n n -1
< JONE (-3 — P+ (- 2t f?)
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< JON? (|| ~Lo) 3™ — v P 4 [~ F?)

where the constant C' changed in the last two lines. Now, by using that fore < e(n, k),
Cn?\? < 1, we see that is bounded by

I(=Z0)2 (05" — v5™)||2 < LOAZn?||(~20)3 (05" — o5 | + C'||(~ZL0)% ]
for some constant C’ > 0, from which follows at once. |

We are now ready to state and prove the proposition from which we will

deduce and (4.12).

Proposition 5.5 Fori € {2,3}, f € TL?  andn € N, n > 3, let v°" be the
solution of the replacement equation with input f as in Definition|5.3] Then, for any
k € N, there exists a constant C' > 0, depending only on k, and £(n, k) > 0 such
that for any € < e(n, k) the following estimates hold

—_= n n O =
|20y 2 (-5 — st f st < L0 L (532)

and

1
| < CX||[(=Zo)2 f]| - (5-33)

H,UE,TL

Proof. Let us begin with (5.32). Notice that, by the recursive definition of v,

v:", = 0 and therefore

0" = (=L — LPG) LS
Hence, by (5.26), we see that
—LE — A f A+ AT = = L — A f AT (—Fy — LFE) AL f

€, En e, E,n
=—dlv," +ZyE v,

+ [ = A (=L — LFE) AL+ LPET| PP
Now, for the first two terms we use Lemma3.8|and —£€° < — %y, to obtain

|(=%0) "2 [—slf 05" + LEEe 0| S Vall(=%0)2 3|
1
ST (=202 f]]
where the last step follows by Lemma For the third term, we note that the
I'L2-norm satisfies a variational formulation, i.e.
_1 _ _
I(=L0) ™2 [ = A2 (=F0 — LFE) S + LFG| P 1™

— sup (1, (—=F0) 7 [ — oA (~Ly — LPEN) S + LY P o)
ll=1
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= sup (=Lo) 2h, [ — A5 (—Ly — LEGE) Lol + LPE| PP

llll=1
1 -n 1
S0 i [I[[|(=L0)20™" || = CAZ||N*(=Lo)2 0™
pl|=1
1
< OAZ?||(=20)2 f|| (5.34)

where in the third step we used the Replacement Lemma and in the last,
Lemmal|s.4} By choosing e(n, k) > 0 such that AgQ(n’k)n%k <1, follows at
once.

We now turn to (5.33). Note that for any j € N and ¢ € T'L?,
(=0~ ") iy

<y o ko (10 - Gkt + K))? |0k + kg, i)
T Bkl 4 50 R GG R )P

€

. - g
SN k)P Y s (5.35)
‘ = (0 [mP)
1:5 +m=k1
Now, the inner sum is clearly finite, and therefore we deduce
_ 1
(=0 — L§CH) Sy )|? S NN (=Z0)2 |1 (536)
We apply the previous estimate to the definition of v*", so that we obtain

HUE,R

12 < [[(—SLo — LRE) A [0 + F1II2 S AN (—Lo)z [ + £11%.

(5:37)
By the weighted a priori estimate on v*" in Lemma(s.4] we see that the norm at the

right hand side of (5.37)) is bounded uniformly in € so that (5.33)) is proven. O

We can now turn to the proof of (4.14)), which is a very easy consequence of the
replacement lemma.

Proposition 5.6 For i € {2,3}, f € I‘L?f1 and n € N, n > 3, let v°™ be
the solution of the replacement equation with input f as in Definition[s.3} Let
D = Dsupyy be the operator in with Dsyg given by

def

Dsue = G(1) , (5-38)
and G the function in (5.14)). Then,
lim ||(~Zo) 2[4 o5 — D f1] = 0. (539)
e—0

Proof. The recursive definition of v=™ ensures that

A2 0] = A2 (Lo — LFG) LS
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hence we can write
1
(=) 2[dZv;" — Df|
<~y 2 [ (- 595“55)—1941 ~ 2G|
+ =) 2 [£56° — DI/
For the first term at the right hand side, we use the same variational principle as
in ( so that
—1 _
I(=%0)™2 [ — A= (=0 — L5 ol + L5E° f|

= (, (=L0) 2| — o7 (=L — LXEG) A5 + LPE°] f)
P||=1

1 1
<A uilﬁp [Y[[(=ZL)2 fI| = A2[[(—Z0)2 £
=1

where in the last step we used the Replacement Lemma 5.2 For the second, we use
the explicit expression of £, 6° and &, which give

I—0) "2 [25e° — D f|)* = Z

(o 2

W 2 [Gas ik - Dse] I
Since for both ¢ = 1 and 2, f is smooth we can take the limit in ¢ inside the sum
and, provided we take Dsyg as in (5.38), the right hand side goes to 0. Hence, the
proof of (5.39) is completed. O

At last, we collect the results above and complete the proof of Theorem [4.5]|for
d=2.

Proof of Theorem[4.5)for d = 2. For ¢, € S(T?), let f be either f; or f2 in [g.11).
We choose w®™ to be v*™, the solution of the replacement equation with input f
as in Definition Then, and in Proposition 5.5]|respectively imply
that and hold. The limit in instead follows immediately by

in Proposition[5.6] Therefore the proof is concluded. |

5.2 The super-critical case: d > 3

In this section, we focus on Theorem in the super-critical dimensions d > 3.
Recall our goal: given the smooth test functions ¢, 1) we define the functions
fi € FL?,j = 1,2 according to (4.11)), i.e. as fi Lo frEle® Y]sym, and
for i = 2,3, we want to show the existence of a function w*" &€ EB?:iFLg (the
inhomogeneous Fock space of index running from 7 to n) such that (4.12)),
and hold, for a suitable choice of the constant Dsyg in the definition of
the operator .
For this purpose, we let w = w*" to be the solution of the truncated generator
equation
I (5.40)
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def . . .
where we recall that Sﬁf:n =%+ sﬁin and gﬂin = P, ,d° P; ;, is the antisymmetric

part of the generator, projected on the chaos components from 7 to n. This choice is
dictated by the heuristic argument in Section[4.3] and in particular by (4.16). Clearly,
w®™ depends also on the choice of ¢ = 2, 3, but we do not add an index ¢, because
we reserve the notation w;" for the component of w®" in the Fock space FL?.

The proof of is quite simple and is a consequence of the general estimates
that we have given above. We note first of all that

—LE" — A fiog + AW = =AW, (5.41)
which simply comes from the definition of w™™ and of o7 . In fact,

A° = o5, — Pindl° Py + Pyl + APy,
with P;,, = 1 — P, ,, i.e., the orthogonal projection on @ag{imn}FLg, so that for
1<j<n

€, 6N __ g . EN e Enq . . € &N .
dAw;” =y w; " + AW ey + AZw, L,

By Lemma|3.§]
_1 1 ;o .
I~y Fet5 we | < VAll—Lorbus|| < nd—HNE (g bus.

At this point we apply the apriori estimate of Proposition[s.1} which implies that the
right hand side of the previous formula is upper bounded by a constant dependent
only on k, times

1 1 1 1
nzF||(=Lo) "2 fioa || S n2F|(=%0)2 fial,

where in the last step we applied again Lemma([3.8] Since f;_; is smooth, the last
norm is finite (and independent of n, €) and therefore, taking k£ > % and letting n

tend to infinity, (4.13) follows.
The proof of and is more subtle but also much more interesting.

Here, we give rather a heuristic approach, that allows to introduce the main tools

that are used in the actual proof, and in Section we explain how the rigorous

proof (that can be found in full detail in [CGT24, Sections 2.3 and 2.4]) works.
Let us start by looking at the I' L?-norm of w®™. By definition,

W = (=% — o5 ,) T fior (5-42)
It is convenient to define
TE = (=) 2 sli.(~Fo)
i = (_30)_%5ﬂf,n(—30)_% (5.43)
5 S (~%0) 2Pl P (—%0) 2
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Now, pretend that the inverse that appears in the definition (5.42) can be expanded
in power series as

(—Lo — ot5,) " = (L) 2 = T5,) M (~%0) 7
= > (-0 BTV (~F0) 2. (5-44)
5>0

The first is a rigorous identity but the second is only formal. Indeed, o7, is not
negligible with respect to & as an operator, uniformly in € and n, not even when the
vector tv € R? in the definition of the non-linearity has very small norm. In Section
we will explain how to derive a expansion which can be mathematically
justified. Let us look first at the O-th term in the expansion for w*", i.e.

(=Lo) ' fia (5.45)

and let us convince ourselves that this is small (as € — 0). The computation is
analogous to that in (5.35)) without £ 6¢, and for any ¢ € FL? with generic j, we
get

1

B 1 e 2<.!.2 k~'2Ak~r 2)\2 -
IS0~ 5017 £ 357 3 I PGP 3

k1.5 [€|<e—

where the constant implicit in the bound is independent of €, ¢, m. The latter sum
is finite in dimension d = 3, diverges like | log ¢ in dimension d = 4 and as ¢*~¢ in
dimension d > 5. Therefore,

eifd=3,
1 .
1(=ZL0) TS ))? S VN (—ZL0)2 9| x { e2|logel|ifd =4, (5.46)
e2ifd > 5.

As a consequence of (5.46) applied with f;_; in place of v, the norm of (5.45)
converges to zero as € — 0.

Remark 5.7 The inequality (5.46) should be compared with (3.28)): while the norm
of (—gg)_%sﬂiw is at most of the order of || \/JTf(—Sfo)%wH, that of (—SEO)*lgﬂiw
is negligible with respect it.

Next, let us look at the j-th order term in the expansion for w*", with j > (. This
is given by
1 ; _1
(=ZL0) 2(T5,Y (=ZLo) 25 fi1, (5-47)

whose norm is
. 1 . 1
(T, (—=Lo) "2 fim1, (—L0) (T, (—%0) 215 fi1) - (5.48)

Proving that this norm tends to zero as € — 0 is far less trivial than for j = 0
and it requires giving a more careful look at the action of the operators $4° and
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17, For definiteness, consider the case ¢ = 2, so that f;_1 = f1 = ¢ belongs to
the homogeneous Fock space I'LL?, and for simplicity assume that ¢ has a single
Fourier mode, i.e. = ey, for some fixed k € Zg. That is, the Fourier transform ¢
is zero except when the momentum equals k&, in which case it equals 1. In this case,

(—Sfo)%cp = %ek and the scalar product in can be rewritten as

|k|2 € \JTE —1e Njrpe

7<(Ti,n) TS e, (—=2Lo)  (T5,Y T ex) (5-49)
with the notations (5.43).

To get a grip on (5.49), it is useful to introduce an intuitive representation in
terms of paths. First of all, expand

. e
(T TS = (T3, + T, YT

into a sum of 27 terms. Each such term is a product of j + 1 operators vaf ,0 €
{—1,+1}, whose structure can be encoded via a “path” p = (pg, p1, . . . , Pj+1) With
7 + 1 steps, where by convention pyp = 1 and p, — p,—1 = *+. These increments
correspond to the signs o of operators appearing in the product, read from right
to left. For instance, for j = 3 the product Tif;;rTZ;L_Ti;jTi would correspond
to the path p = (po, p1,p2, p3,p4) = (1,2,3,2,3) because p1 — pp = p2 — p1 =
+1, p3 —p2=—1, ps —p3 = +1L.

Since we are applying such products to e, that belongs to I'L?, the effect of
the projectors P ,, in the definition of T;f is to select only paths that never reach
height 1 (except at its starting point) or height n + 1. Note that, necessarily, p1 = 2,
because the rightmost operator in the product is 77, and also py = 3, otherwise one
would have ps = 1. Call Hg'n+)1 the (finite) set of such paths of length j + 1 that
reach neither height 1 (except at the starting point and possibly at the endpoint) nor
n + 1, and call HE.TL ., the subsets of those paths in Hg@l that end at height a, i.e.

such that p; 1 = a. Finally, for p € Hﬁ)l, let
T R A (5.50)

Plugging this (finite) expansion into (5.49), we can rewrite it as

k|? B
|2’ Z Z (%Emek,(—if’o) 197;(2)616)' (5.51)

2<a<n pM pdell;y ,

(n)
7+1l,a
scalar product would be zero otherwise, since J;Jey € ['L2. Since the sum over
paths is finite (for every given j7), we are left with proving that each scalar product
in the last expression individually tends to zero as € — 0.

For pedagogical reasons, let us look at a concrete example, with 7 = 1 and
p = p@ = p:= (1,2, 3), corresponding to I, =T5Ts. Thatis, we look at the
norm

The reason why both paths belong to 11 with the same value of a is that the

(Tyer, (=L0) " Ty ex) = (TE TS e, (=%0) ' TE TS ep). (5.52)
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Recalling how T’ are defined in terms of 95 and how ¢S act on each Fock subspace,
the scalar product in (5.52)) can be written as a multiple Fourier sums. Let us work
this out step by step. First of all, recalling that ¢ = e,

or 2 L\e \/5 o
F(IT o)1) = — TEEaE (27r)d/2m (k1 + k?)le,kgm@(k'l + ko)

-k

= Cl)\am«]]ih@]lkl-&-kg:k, (5-53)

with C; £ 20/ (2m)%2. 1In the first equality, the first square root comes from

the leftmost (—%0) "2 in the definition of T¢, while the ratio /2 /|k| from the
rightmost one, and in the second equality we used the fact that for our choice of
©, (m) = 1,,—. When we apply T for a second time we get something more
complicated, because the output belongs to I'L2, so that there are three possible
choices of (7, 7) in the formula for g5 . Namely, the reader can easily check
that

w-k1 a=
FILTL ki) = CoNE ’“T]’;j S+ )+ @), (5.54)

where Cy £ 2(C1)? and

o we(kitk) o
- |]€1+k2|2+’k3’2 k1,kaYk1+ko, k3o

@

while the term denoted (II) (resp. (III)) is defined like (I), except that (k1, k2, k3)
is replaced by (k1, k3, ko) (resp. by (ke, k3, k1)). Note in particular the indicator
function that imposes that the total sum of the momenta is k. This is a general
fact, that holds for every choice of path p, and is a consequence of translation
invariance (in law) of the Burgers equation (see for how it translates to the
generator). The occurrence of the prefactor (1 - k)/|k| is also general and is due to
the action of the rightmost (—S‘/’o)_% (that produces 1/|k| when acting on ey) and of
the term to - (k1 + ko) from the rightmost % , since at the first application one has
k1 + ko = k by conservation of momentum. See also the left drawing in Fig.

At last we can compute the norm in (5.52). When squaring, we obtain both
“direct terms” like (I)?, or “cross terms” like (I) x (I), see again Fig. for a schematic
illustration. By symmetry, all direct terms give the same result, as do all cross terms.
Altogether, the contribution of the direct terms is

-k 2 (t’O : (kl + k2))20]]i k i ko k
302>\4< ) 1 _ 1,k2% kK1+k2,k3 ) )
2% ‘k‘| g; k1+ko+ks=k |k51;3’4(|k‘1 T k2’2 T ‘k3‘2)2 (5 55)

The contribution from the cross terms is similar, and actually for the present purposes
we can simply bound it above by (5.55)), using Cauchy-Schwarz.
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Figure 1: Left drawing: a schematic representation of term (I) in (T¢ 75 ex)(k1.3).
The drawing should be read from right to left: each branching corresponds to the
application of 4 (or equivalently 7°%), the labels next to the lines denote the Fourier
variable (momentum) and at each branching, the sum of outgoing momenta equals
the incoming momentum. Center and right drawings: a schematic representation of
the direct term (I)? and of the cross term (I) x (II).

Let us make a few comments about (5.55). The sum on k1.3 runs over (Z4\ {0})3,
but because of the indicator function, it is actually only on k1, k3. Secondly, the
terms J7. restrict summed momenta to be at most of order £~!. Finally, observe that

M= 2d 4. Therefore, we can rewrite the sum (including the prefactor \?) in the
more evocative form

2d
D Bk ko Tk ko) e ot ko) X (5-56)
k1,k2

y (w0 - (eky + €k2))? 1
(|ek1]? + |eka|? + |e(k — k1 — k2)[2)? (Je(k1 + k2)|? + |e(k — k1 — k2)|?)?

As ¢ tends to zero, the sum (including the factor £2¢) is a Riemann sum approximation
and the whole expression approximately equals

-G+
(g + pP+p+4q»? " 4p+q/*

e? x / dgdple<ip),|q|,lp+el<1 » (557)
R2d

where the indicator function comes from the fact that, for instance, J! chyicks = Yk ko

imposes 0 < | k1|, |ka|, |k1 + ka| < e7L. To analyse this integral, it is convenient to

make a dyadic scale decomposition into regions where 27971 < [p| < 27¢,27b71 <

Ip+q| <27°with 0 < a,b < |log, €. In each such region D, j the integrand is

approximately constant, and the integral restricted to D, is of order

9—d(a+b)
9—2b9—Amin(a,h) ’

where the numerator estimates the size of D, ; and the denominator estimates
the integral (we used the obvious bound |w - (p + ¢)| < [p + ¢|). The sum over
a,b < |log, | is bounded uniformly in € for d > 3 and it is of order | log | for
d = 3. In either case, the expression tends to zero as € — 0. We emphasize
that the presence of the inverse (—%) ! in (5.52) is crucial: otherwise, the exponent
4 in (5.55) would be 2 and the prefactor e2in (5.56) would not be there.
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The argument just given proves that one particular term in the sum (5.51)),
corresponding to a specific j and a specific choice of pV, p®, converges to zero
as desired. In principle, to prove the convergence (4.12)), one might try to treat
the generic term in the same way and prove that each individually converges to
zero. As the reader can easily imagine, however, expressions like and the
corresponding integrals become unmanageable as soon as j grows. This problem is
solved in a systematic way in [CGT24, Lemma 2.19], where the generalisation of
formula to the case of a generic path p € Hﬁ)l,a is derived via an inductive
procedure, the induction being with respect to the length of the path p. Without
writing here the full result, let us point out its main features. If p € H;’jr)lya, then
%Eek S FLZ. The expression for 9(%gek)(k1;a) has several points in common with

(5.59):

1. it is proportional to pYA (because the product J;7 contains j + 1 operators,
each bringing a factor \.),

2. itis proportional to (tv - k)/|k| (coming from the rightmost 7%%), to 1/|k1.q|

. _1 .
(coming from the leftmost (—Zp)™ 2) and to 1, 4...4, = (from translation
invariance),

3. it contains the sum over r “momenta” in 7.2 where r is the number of operators
T¢ that appear in J; (in the example ., r = 0). The sums come from
that over £, m that appears in the definition of o= .

4. just as involves the sum of the three terms (I), (IT), (IIT) coming from
the three possible choices of 1 < ¢ < j < 3 from the application of A%
to a function in I'L3, the general formula involves a large but finite sum of
terms, each coming from a choiceof 1 <1< j<n+4+lorl<j<n-1
from the repeated applications of 9%, see (3.18). Each term is a product of
indicator functions J7 ., multiplied by a ratio of two homogeneous polynomials
of k1.,. The polynomials in the numerator originates from the to - (¢ 4+ m)
or 1 - (k; + k;) in (3.23), while those in the denominator come from the

(—)" % involved in the definition of T%.

A simple power counting based on the degree of homogeneity of the polynomials
mentioned in item 4 above then shows that the scalar product in is in the form
a product between £2 and the Riemann sum approximation of an integral of j + 1
variables in R¢, where the integrand is a linear combination of ratios of homogeneous
polynomials whose variables are constrained to be of norm at most 1. It would be
extremely laborious to analyse by hand the convergence of such integrals, as we did
for the simple case of above. The way out devised in [CGT24] is based on the
following observations. First, as noted above, there is an extra (—%,)~!, in the sense
that even without it the scalar product in would be bounded. Second, the main
contribution to the norm of T{ comes from momenta whose size diverges with €
(see the informal discussion after Lemma or the precise formulation of [CGT24}



CHARACTERISATION OF LIMIT POINTS: THE FLUCTUATION-DISSIPATION RELATION 59

Lemma 2.15]), i.e. the Fourier modes ¢, m produced by /% (or those annihilated by
1% ) need to be such that ||, |m| = =7 for some v € (0,1). As a consequence, we
can (formally) bound the extra (—Ly)~ ! < €27, which vanishes, and be left with
something which is O(1) (see [[CGT24, Lemma 2.16] for the details).

Let us now turn to (the heuristics of) the proof of (4.14)). Again, we consider
1 = 2 and the special case f; = ¢ = ey, (the function ¢ is the single Fourier mode
k). At the end of this section, we will comment on the case ¢ = 3, which is not a
simple extension of ¢ = 2 and requires some new ideas. Again we choose w®" as in
and our goal is to prove that, in the double limit as e — 0 first and n — oo
afterwards,

(m k)2

for a suitable constant Dspg > 0. Let us start by rewriting the Lh.s. of (5.58) as

(—Lo) 2ol W™ & (—F0) 2D f) = (5.58)

(~ o)~ 2= " = (~Lo) "2 Pt (~%o — ol )Ml
= (_30)7%P1913(—30)7%([ — Tin)*l(_go)fédiw
_ Ik
V2

with Pj the projection on I'L2. Again, let us proceed heuristically and expand the
inverse in power series:

T - Ts,) ' T,

= ﬁP e Z(T&)JTiw
7=0

|k| € (et J
\fz;)PT (T, + T3, Y TS (5-59)
j

NGRS Z S g

=0 (n)
J eHJ’fm L

(—Sﬁo)_%sﬂiw;

where, in the last step, we expanded the power (T}, : + Ty o ) and used the fact that,

due to the presence of the projector Py, each resulting paths p belongs to e 2,15 i.e.
p has to end at height 1. Note that the first (resp. last) step of the path is necessarlly
upward (resp. downward), due to the rightmost 7% (resp. to the leftmost 7).
What we would like to see is that for each path p € Hg +)2 1>
‘k| e—0 (m . k)2

-—9° — =D e

for some D(p), so that (morally) the constant Dsyg in (5.58) would be given by

Dsug £ lim > D).

j (n)
7Pl

(5.60)
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For concreteness, let us look at a concrete example, namely take p = (1,2, 1),
that belongs to e 21 with j = 0, corresponding to J,7 = T=T%. (It would
probably be more convincing for the reader if we worked out an example with 57 > 0,
but I17 21 is empty unless j is even and for j = 2, I, involves the product of four
operators 717, leading to a cumbersome and unreadable expression for J7ey.) Let
us then write down the explicit expression for (77 er)(k". To do this, we start
from and we apply 7, with the result

G A L PRVIC ROTCRD ) Tim
—F(T=TS ex)(k —C3\Z =55 Litm=
A e I P e i
(m'k)z Zm
= O3\ T Ty E e 6

with O3 = —4(C1)? > 0 and C as in @ Next, note that

€

AZ Z Jé,m _ d Z _ d Z ]10<|z| \x ek|<1 :
2 e = X S e o + Jek — aP?

as € — 0, the latter sum converges to the integral

Lz 1<1
Id:“/ IS 6
i 22 x (5.62)

which is both finite (because d > 3) and independent of k. Since the function
k' — 1/}, is exactly the kernel of o = e}, we have proven that (for this particular
choice of path p) holds, with D(p) = I x C'3 > 0. Obviously, for generic path
p there is no simple way of writing down explicitly the kernel of J7e;. However,
using the recursive expression mentioned above (see [[CGT24, Lemma 2.19]), it is
not difficult to convince oneself that indeed each of these kernels is proportional to
(v - k)?14/—;, times a Riemann sum, whose summand is a finite linear combination
of ratios of polynomials. Next, an a priori estimate of “uniform summability” type,
on the operators on the operators T, (or rather on a modified version of them,

called Ti"s there, see [CGT24, Lemma 2.14]) allow to prove that indeed the sums
converge to the corresponding integrals, and that these are finite. The integrals are
independent of £ since, before the limit ¢ is taken, k& appears in the sums only in the
combination ¢ x k. We refer to [CGT24, Lemma 2.20] for all details.

Finally, we want to explain why formula holds also for 7 = 3,i.e. when the
function f;_1 = f2 belongs to the second Wiener chaos FL%. Recall that for the proof
of Theoremwe want to take f5 of the form fo = [P @V ]sym = [PRV+1YRp]/2
for some smooth test functions ¢, . For simplicity, consider here the case
p = Y = ey, so that Fourier transform of f5 (as function of two momenta k1, ko) is
just ]]-kl;gi(k,k)'

What we need to prove is that, in the limit where € — 0 first and then n — oo,

1
— Dgspg(tv - k)’ep, ® ey, (5.63)

(o)Ll ~ (<L) F DL = —
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where ~ means that the difference of the two expressions should have small I'L?-
norm as € — 0. We emphasise that there are two non-trivial points here. First,
Dsye should not just be “a constant”, but the same constant as in @ Secondly,
by translation invariance, it is clear that the right hand side of (5.63) should be a
linear combination of [e,, ® €glsym, With £ + m = 2k. What is saying is
much stronger: not only the total momentum, but (at least in the limit ¢ — 0) the
two individual momenta are conserved!

To see why this happens, let us proceed exactly as in the case ¢ = 2 but, this
time, take, according to (5.40)),

W = (=Ly — d5,) S fo

Now, a formal power series expansion of (—%y — gyn)_l leads to (the reader is
invited to check!)

(~Lo)” 285wy (ko) = [k PTE Y (T5,) TS Lex © exl(kro)

=0
o0

= |k| Z Z T, lex @ exl(ki:2) -
7=0 pGH(]'722,1

Note that, like in (5.59)), the paths p end at height 1: however, since [e ® e ] € ['L3,
the right-hand side is correctly an element of T'L2. Let us choose the same
p=(1,2,1)and I = TETY as above, and let us see whether, indeed,

1

7 D(p)(w - k)*[ex, @ ex], (5.64)

k| T, [er @ ex] ~
with the same D(p) = I x (5. This is a bit laborious but very instructive. First of
all, using the definition of 9% , note that

A V2

k| F(T5er ® ep)kr3) = Cro
3 |k1:3‘

(v - K)[(I') 4 (') + (11)] (5:65)

where (I') e J5 ) kzll k1 +ko=ks =k, While (II’) (resp. (III")) is defined like (I’), except
that (k1, ko, k3) is replaced by (k1, k3, ko) (resp. (ks, k3, k1)), and the constant C
is the same as in (5.53). See Fig. [2|for a schematic representation of (I')-(III").

Next, we apply 7¢. Because it acts on a function in I'LZ, in the definition
of o°, we have two possible choices for j, i.e. 7 = 1 or 2. Therefore
|k| F(TT5 [er, @ e])(k1:2) is the sum of six terms: two of them are referred to
as “the diagonal diagrams” and the other four as the “off-diagonal diagrams”. The
term “diagram” is chosen because of the analogy with Feynman diagrams arising
in perturbative analysis of field theories. See Fig. [3] for an explanation of this
nomenclature.
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kl kl k
k k
ky = k ko k
by = K=k ky =k — ks

Figure 2: A schematic representation of the terms (I'), (II’), (II"). When T’ acts on
er @ e, the first momentum £ is split into two momenta k;, k; with three possible
choices for 1 < i < j < 3. By conservation of momentum, k; + k; = k, and the
third outgoing momentum also equals k.

Taking carefully into account the prefactors in the definitions of o5 , the reader
can check that the sum of the two diagonal diagrams in |k| T2 75 [e;, ® ex](K1.2)
equals

5 (0 - k)(to - k) 5 Jim
2 x (C1)} —————22v/2)\2 2 Lormeko—k
i gmzz [0 1 [P 1 JRE erm=te
(0 - k)2 1
—C 1 )\
S Mkt D T R

l+m=k

with C3 the same constant as in (5.61), and the factor 2 at the beginning of the
first line comes from the fact that there are 2 diagonal diagrams. Finally, note
that 1y, —g,—r = F([er ® ex])(k1.2) and that the sum, including the prefactor )\g,
converges as € — 0 to the same finite integral I as in (5.62)). In other words, the
diagonal diagrams in |k]9p5[ek ® ex](k1.2) are non-zero only if k1.0 = (k, k), in
which case they tend exactly to the r.h.s. of computed at k1.0 = (k, k).
Hopefully, the contribution of the off-diagonal diagrams to \k|?7p€[ek ® er](k1.2)
is negligible in the limit. Let us compute them. Applying again the definition of 7
one sees that, for instance, the diagram in the middle of Fig. [3]is proportional to

(- k)(vo - k1) Jom
N 1 m=
[k HZ [0+ T2 + [kof? 7=

Note that, because of the indicator functions, the whole expression is zero unless
k1 + ko = 2k and the only possible value of ¢ is k1 — k = k — ko. Therefore, the
previous sum is upper bounded by

2 (v - k)(1 - k) Ljgyj<e—t
"k 2k — ke |2 [k =k f? + (K2 + 2k — K|

_oy, Lo<|ky|<e—1
d QIk\T’EEMﬁkz:zk-

92 k’l +ko=2k
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Figure 3: A schematic, graphical, representation of the three contributions that are
obtained by applying 7 (with the choice j = 1 in the definition of o°)
to the three terms (I’), (I'), (III") defining T [e;, ® ex]. The left-most drawing
corresponds to a diagonal diagram (a similar one is obtained with the choice 7 = 2)
while the second and third are two of the four off-diagonal diagrams (again, the
remaining two are obtained with the choice j = 2). As the drawing indicates, in
diagonal diagrams the action of 7 merges exactly the two momenta that have
been generated by the application of 7', which splits one incoming momentum k.
In off-diagonal diagrams, instead, one of the two merged momenta has not been
modified by the action of 7% . Note that because of momentum conservation, in the
two off-diagonal diagrams, / is forced to be equal to k; — k = k — ko (recall that
k1 + ko = 2k also because of momentum conservation), while in the diagonal one
¢ free and will be summed over.

The last expression, as a function of k.2, has an L? norm that vanishes as € — 0,
for every dimension d > 3. More precisely, the squared norm vanishes as ¢ for
d > 5, as e*|loge| for d = 4 and as £2 for d = 3, which implies that (5.64) holds.

We emphasise that (see Fig. [3)) what distinguishes graphically a diagonal from an
off-diagonal diagram are the following two properties, namely the graph associated
to a diagonal diagram (i) is disconnected and (ii) it has a line flowing from one of
the two incoming to one of the two outgoing momenta, without undergoing any
branching or merging. A systematic analysis of J;7[e, ® ej], and more generally of
T, f2, for general path p € Hﬁ)zl and fy € I'L2, shows that the only diagrams that
contribute as ¢ — ( are those that satisfy properties (i)-(i1) (see [CGT24, Lemma
2.17]). See also Fig. [4]for a pictorial example.

5.2.1 Avoiding the power series expansion

The argument sketched in the previous section has an obvious weak point: the power
series expansion is not justified. In fact, what says is that the norm of
TZ, when acting on I‘L]z, is bounded by a constant C times /7. Following the proof
of one easily sees that the constant C' can be (artificially) made small choosing
the vector tv that defines the nonlinearity to have a small norm. However, the factor
\/j grows with the chaos label, so that the operator T3 ,, cannot be expected to be
bounded in norm by anything better than y/n. Hence, the power series expansion of
- Tfyn)*1 around T3 ,, = 0 has no chance of converging.
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2k — k1 — ¢

Figure 4: A schematic representation of three diagrams arising in the expression
of J;[er ® ex] for paths belonging to H;Z)Q,l’ j = 2. The left-most one satisfies
properties (i)-(ii) and it gives a non-vanishing contribution as ¢ — 0. The two
others do not, either because they are not disconnected, or because both connected

components involve branching and merging.

Let us present the way to avoid it that we learned from [GP]. We will specialise
to the case of (4.12)), since the argument for works similarly (see the proof
of [[CGT24, Proposition 2.12] for the details). The key point is to note that, while
T3 ,, is not small, it is antisymmetric, so that, in particular, its spectrum is purely
imaginary. As a consequence, the inverse (I — T2€,n)_1 is well-defined and can be
expressed as

I - Tjn)_1 —/ e*elinds (5.66)
0

and the integral converges since the exponential is bounded by 1 thanks to the
mentioned purely imaginary nature of the spectrum of 77 . Therefore, the L? norm
of w*™ is given as

k|2 _ _ _
fwrr? = e 204 T2 - T T ) 6
k; 2 S8 e o0 £
- _|2’<@k7TE/ ese_STZ”dS(—%)l/ e e ndrTLey).
0 0

Since the exponentials are bounded by 1, we can apply Fubini’s theorem to exchange
integration with the scalar product and, dominated convergence, to exchange it with
the limit ¢ — 0, thus obtaining

L
2

(o]
lim |w®™ || = / dsdre "% lim (eg, TS e~ *T2n (~Lo) Le T 2n TS ).
0 e—0

(5.68)
At this point, since 75, is bounded (for fixed n, thanks to Lemma [3.8), we can
expand the exponentials in power series and exchange limit and summation

o _ K2 [
lim ||w®"]|* = —/ dsdre™" % x
e—0 2 0

(—s)* 1 o _
x Y o7 lim (e, T=(T5,)" (= 0) NT5 )P TS er)

al bl e—
a>0,b>0
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(this is allowed for fixed values of r and s; note, however, that we cannot exchange
the order of summation and integration at this point!). Now we are in a situation
similar to that where we got after the non-rigorous step ((5.44)), except that this time
all expansions and exchanges of limits are justified. Hence, we reduced the problem
to the analysis of a scalar product which has the form of that in and we can
proceed as we did in the previous section.
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