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Abstract

The Stochastic Burgers Equation (SBE) is a singular, non-linear Stochastic Partial Differential
Equation (SPDE) that describes, on mesoscopic scales, the fluctuations of stochastic driven
diffusive systems with a conserved scalar quantity. In space dimension d = 2, the SBE is
critical, being formally scale invariant under diffusive scaling. As such, it falls outside of the
domain of applicability of the theories of Regularity Structures and paracontrolled calculus. In
apparent contrast with the formal scale invariance, we fully prove the conjecture first appeared
in [H. van Beijeren, R. Kutner, & H. Spohn, Phys. Rev. Lett., 1986] according to which the
2d-SBE is logarithmically superdiffusive, i.e. its diffusion coefficient diverges like (logt)*/3 as
t — oo, thus removing subleading diverging multiplicative corrections in [D. De Gaspari & L.
Haunschmid-Sibitz, Electron. J. Probab., 2024] and in [H.-T. Yau, Ann. of Math., 2004] for
2d-ASEP. We precisely identify the constant prefactor of the logarithm and show it is proportional
to X*/3, for A > 0 the coupling constant, which, intriguingly, turns out to be exactly the same
as for the one-dimensional Stochastic Burgers/KPZ equation. More importantly, we prove that,
under super-diffusive space-time rescaling, the SBE has an explicit Gaussian fixed point in the
Renormalization Group sense, by deriving a superdiffusive central limit-type theorem for its
solution.

This is the first scaling limit result for a critical singular SPDE, beyond the weak coupling
regime, and is obtained via a refined control, on all length-scales, of the resolvent of the generator
of the SBE. We believe our methods are well-suited to study other out-of-equilibrium driven
diffusive systems at the critical dimension, such as 2d-ASEP, which, we conjecture, have the
same large-scale Fixed Point as SBE.

Key words and phrases. Stochastic Partial Differential equations, critical dimension, Stochastic
Burgers equation, super-diffusion, diffusion matrix, Asymmetric Simple Exclusion Process

Contents



http://arxiv.org/abs/2501.00344v2

INTRODUCTION 2

14
14
20
22

25
25
27
30
36
37

44

47
47
49

52
52
54

localPDH . . . . ... 61

[B__The action of %7 : proofs 62

1 Introduction

In recent years, the interest in singular Stochastic Partial Differential Equations (SPDEs) has
grown dramatically and the field has witnessed spectacular progress. Virtually any subcritical
equation, i.e. whose non-linearity becomes weaker when zooming in at small scales, can be given
arigorous path-wise meaning via the theory of Regularity Structures [Hai14]], paracontrolled cal-
culus [GIP135], or the Flow approach Duc22]]!. Notable examples include the dynamical
@4 model for d < 4 [Hai14]], the Yang-Mills-Higgs equation in d = 2, 3 [CCHS22,[CCHS24] and
the KPZ equation \GP17]], just to mention a few. On the other extreme, the understanding
of supercritical equations, i.e. whose non-linearity becomes weaker when zooming out at large
scales, is much less systematic but some progress has been recently made. The large-scale be-
haviour for the (non-)linear multiplicative stochastic heat equation IGHL23]], the
KPZ equation I(CNN22|[LZ22] and the Stochastic Burgers equation [CGT24],
all in dimension d > 3, has been identified and convergence to the linear Stochastic Heat Equation
(SHE) under diffusive scaling, proved.

In contrast, critical SPDEs, i.e. those which are formally scale-invariant, meaning that
the non-linearity is left unchanged when zooming either in or out, are way less understood.

1Let us also mention the energy solution approach of [GJ14] GPP24] which is though not path-wise and
needs the explicit knowledge of the invariant measure, but is less technically demanding and is better suited to
determine scaling-limits of interacting particle systems.
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Paradigmatic examples in dimension d = 2 are the 2d KPZ equation, the Anisotropic KPZ
equation and the 2d Stochastic Burgers Equation (SBE). While, in view of scale-invariance,
naive scaling arguments fail to predict whether the effect of non-linearity is relevant or not, non-
rigorous Renormalization Group techniques suggest that at large scales their solution approaches
a “fixed point”’, whose nature and scaling exponents depend crucially on the symmetries of
the equation at hand. For instance, for AKPZ and SBE, [Wolg1|| and [vBKS835] respectively
predict that the diffusive scaling exponents should be modified by logarithmic corrections but a
Gaussian fixed point is still expected, while for the 2d KPZ equation the fixed point should be
non-Gaussian [BS9g5]| (and the scaling exponents are not known). Up to now, however, we are not
aware of any singular, critical SPDE whose large-scale behaviour has been rigorously identified,
except in the weak coupling regime, where the strength of the non-linearity is artificially tuned
and is forced to vanish as the scale of the system grows (see Section 2l for a discussion).

In this work, we obtain the first full scaling limit result for a singular critical SPDE beyond the
weak coupling regime: we show that the 2d SBE (with coupling constant of order 1) converges
under logarithmically superdiffusive scaling, to a linear Stochastic Heat Equation with explicit
renormalised coeflicients.

Before precisely stating our theorems, let us introduce the equation of interest and put it into
context. In any dimension d > 1, the SBE is formally defined on R, x R¢ by

1 o
Btu:iAu—i—)\(m-V)uZ—i—V-f, (1.1)

where E = (&1,...,&,) is a d-dimensional vector-valued space-time white noise, and A > 0 is
the so-called coupling constant. Here, w is a unit vector in R?, but, by rotational invariance, the
specific choice of tv is irrelevant.

The SBE was introduced in [VBKS85] as an effective continuous model for the mesoscopic
fluctuations of driven diffusive systems with a single conserved scalar quantity, such as the
Asymmetric Simple Exclusion Process (ASEP), the Zero-Range Process with asymmetric rates
and other driven, conservative, interacting particle systems. In fact, the three terms at the right-
hand side of (1) represent respectively a diffusive term, the non-linear effect of the driving field
acting in direction tv, and a microscopic noise of conservative type. On the basis of the so-called
mode-coupling theory, [vVBKS85|| predicts the large-scale behaviour of SBE in any dimension
d > 1: in the subcritical dimension d = 1, the authors conjecture strong superdiffusion with
a t1/3 divergence of the diffusion coefficient for large time ¢; in the critical dimension d = 2,
logarithmic enhancement of diffusion of order (log¢)2/?; and, in the super-critical dimensions
d > 3, classical diffusive behaviour. Let us point out that in d = 1, the SBE is nothing but
the space derivative of the KPZ equation which, by now, is mathematically well-understood
(see [QS15]], for a review): not only the #1/3 behaviour was confirmed [BQS11], but the solution
was shown to have a non-Gaussian and universal fixed point (the “KPZ fixed point” [MQR21]]),
that also describes the large-scale behaviour of a large class of one-dimensional driven diffusive
processes such as ASEP [[QS23]] and directed polymers in random environment [Vir2o]. In
dimension d > 3, the series of works [LY9g7| [CLOo1l, [LOYo4] has confirmed the conjectured
normal diffusion of ASEP and the convergence of the particle density fluctuations to a linear
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Stochastic Heat Equation at large scales. A counterpart on the SPDE side is the recent [CGT24]],
where the same result is obtained for the SBE in d > 3. As for the critical dimension d = 2,
the breakthrough work [[Yauo4]] proved (log t)2/ 3 diffusivity for ASEP, while in [GHS24] the
analogous was shown for the SBE. Let us stress though that in both cases, the upper and lower
bounds on the diffusivity feature diverging subleading corrections and their statement is phrased
in the Tauberian sense, i.e. in terms of Laplace transform.

The problem when analysing the SPDE (@1) is that it is severely ill-defined due to the
presence of the non-linearity. Since dimension d = 2 is critical, it falls outside of the scope of
any of the path-wise theories mentioned above which successfully addressed subcritical equations
and, in fact, a local solution theory is not even expected@ Our main results are the following.
First, we determine the sharp large-time asymptotic behaviour of the diffusion matrix, including
the explicit constant prefactor, thus significantly improving over both [Yauo4, [GHS24] and fully
addressing the long-standing conjecture of [vBKS85]. Second, we move well beyond that and
obtain the (Gaussian) large-scale fixed point of the regularised SBE, when space-time is rescaled
in a suitable, logarithmically superdiffusive way.

In addition to being the first such result for critical SPDEs, our work opens intriguing
perspectives for other driven diffusive systems, including interacting particle systems, as we will
discuss more in detail at the end of Section Iz In a broader perspective, this paper can be
seen as an out-of-equilibrium counterpart of the celebrated work [ADC21]] that proves that the
large-scale limit of the Ising and <I>§ equilibrium measures, in the critical dimension d = 4, is
Gaussian, despite the presence of logarithmic corrections to the mean field critical exponents.

1.1 The main results: asymptotic superdiffusion and large-scale limit

To give a meaning to the formal equation (1)), we regularise it with a smooth compactly
supported, non-negative, even-symmetric function ¢ whose mass equals 1. Then, we consider

1 .
atu:iAu—F)\JVl(u)—i—V-{l, (1.2)

1 def

0% &% (0% &1, 0% &), and
N = (0 V) 0 f2. (1.3)

Note that, thanks to the convolution(s), the noise 5_1 is smooth and, as we will see in Proposition[23],
the dynamics is globally well-posed and the solution u smooth in space. Moreover, it is a Markov
process (with respect to a suitable filtration) and stationary. Indeed, a fundamental property
of () is that, formally, it admits the law of a spatial white noise 7 on R?, denoted by P, as a
stationary measure, which is the continuum analog of the stationarity of Bernoulli i.i.d. measures
for ASEP. The regularisation in (Iz2) has been chosen similarly to [FQ15]] (which is, however, in
d = 1), in such a way that stationarity is preserved, which means that the law of the mollified

where u = u(t, z), for (¢,x) € Ry x R2, E

space white noise 7' e o *m, denoted by P9, is stationary for the solution to (T2).

2]n a direction orthogonal to ours, the noteworthy work [[GPP24] determines a local solution theory for a scaling-
critical SPDE, the fractional SBE in d = 1 but their approach does not apply to d = 2 and, contrary to ours, their
focus in on small-scales.
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In order to study the large-scale behaviour of u, a convenient tool is the so-called diffusion
matrix, which, for ¢ > 0, is the 2 x 2 matrix whose entries are given by

D; ;) = % /R2 T; T [S(t,x) —850,z)| dx, S, x) &t E(u(0,0) u(t, x)) , (1.4)

with E denoting the expectation with respect to the product measure of 1! and the space-time
noise El and u being the stationary solution of () (i.e. ug has the same law as n'). Intuitively,
if e € R? is an unit vector, one can interpret (D(t)e, e) as the ratio (L(t))?/t, with L.(t) the
time-dependent correlation length in the direction e at time ¢, defined as the distance beyond
which the correlation S(¢, z) is negligible. While it is useful to keep this interpretation in mind,
we will not try to make this connection rigorous.

The integral defining D(¢) is convergent because x — S(t, x) decays fast enough as |z| —
-+00, as is proven in Section 2 Further, upon taking A = 0 in {©2)), which reduces the SBE to
the linear stochastic heat equation, one has

St )heo = (0% P4 ) @)

with &%, the usual heat semigroup, and therefore

D@)lrco = <(1) ?) .

In particular, if for large ¢ the diffusion matrix of a given system has O(1) entries, then its
large-scale behaviour is said to be diffusive, while if it grows with ¢ it is superdiffusive (and if
it decreases, subdiffusive). Even though the formal scale invariance of (1) could at first sight
suggest the former, this turns out not to be the case. Our first main theorem determines the
precise asymptotic behaviour of D(t) as t — oo.

Theorem 1.1 Let A\ > 0 and, without loss of generality, take to = ¢y, where (¢1, ¢2) stands for
the canonical basis of R%. Then ast — 400 it holds

2/3
Dty — (ceff@) (log)*? (1 + o(1)) 0> 7 (15)
0 1
where the constant Cegr(N) is explicit and given by
ar (3N ap3
Ca(N) 2 (%) X173 (1.6)

As mentioned above, Theorem [I-1] substantially improves on the previously known bounds
[GHS24]|] (and the analog for 2d ASEP in [Yauo4]]). Our result is for D itself and not for the
Laplace transform of ¢ — tD(t), as was the case in the above-mentioned references. More im-
portantly, it eliminates spurious multiplicative, subdominant corrections of order (log log log )¢
in [GHS24]| (respectively, of order exp[(log loglog t)?] for ASEP in [Yauo4]) and it identifies
the precise constant Ceg(A). Further, the “o(1)” in the first entry is explicit and our estimates
actually show that Dy 1(t) = Cefr(N) log(t)?/3 4+ O(log(t)'/2+°M) (see (6.20)).
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Let us also underline two important implications of (T:3) and (L6). First, the effective
diffusivity in direction tv is independent of the microscopic diffusivity in the same direction,
which means that it is fully produced by the non-linearity. To see this, take 10 = ¢y, v, 0 > 0
and @ to be the 2 x 2 diagonal matrix such that Q; ; = 1;9; ;, ¢, 7 = 1,2. Consider the solution
v of

8,51):%V-QVU+)\J\71(U)+V-\/@§_1

where N! coincides with /! in (T3) but with the mollifier p replaced by (11 1/2)_1/ QQ(Q_l/ 2).
Then, easy scaling arguments show that u(t, ) = (v12)Y/4v(t, v/Qx), for u the solution to (12)
with A replaced by Av; 3/ 41/2_ /4 and the diffusion matrix associated to v, DV satisfies

DY ;(t) = (viv))/? Dy (). (1.7)

Therefore, as t — oo, (T-3) and (L.6) imply that DY 5(t) = D5 ;(t) = 0, D3 5 = v and especially
that DY ; (t) = C(v1, v2, M)(log £)2/3(1 + o(1)) with

C(vi,v2,N) = Vg_l/gceff()\)
so that overall D" is independent of v.

Remark 1.2 The scaling argument above can be reversed, to show that the lack of dependence
of the diffusion matrix on the parameter vy forces the 2\4/3 dependence of Ceg(A). In fact,
by (I7), C(v1,v2,N) = 11 C(1,1, )\V1—3/4,,2—1/4)’ which means that, assuming C(vq, 1o, A) is
independent of 11, we get that Cegr(\) = C(1, 1, \) is proportional to N\/3,

The proportionality Ce(\) oc A*3 is quite intriguing, especially because exactly the same
holds for the one-dimensional Stochastic Burgers equatio EX despite the fact that the ¢t-dependence
of the diffusion coefficients are completely different in the two cases (of order ¢!/® in one
dimension, in contrast with (log t)*/® in two dimensions). The equality of the exponents of \ in
d = 1,2 is not a coincidence, but rather a reflection of the fact that the diffusion coefficient is
asymptotically (for large t) independent of the microscopic diffusion coefficient in the direction
where the non-linearity acts.

The second implication of Theorem [Tl is the precise identification of the scaling under
which one can expect ([T2) to approach its Fixed Point. If one naively tries the classical
diffusive rescaling, i.e. uf(t,x) = 7V/2u(rt,7'/% x), then an argument similar to that used
to deduce (177), shows that D (t) = D(7t) which, for ¢ > 0 fixed and 7 — oo, blows up as
(log 7)?/3 by (T:3). Thus, the diffusive scaling must be adjusted logarithmically and the above

statement strongly suggests that one should instead look at

Y
uT () 2 log O u(r t, V2RV 5y, R, (“"gTO) ?) a8

3This follows immediately from elementary scaling properties of the 1d SBE, plus the fact that its diffusion
coefficent grows proportionally to the cube root of time
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as, under such scaling, the entries of the diffusion matrix are asymptotically O(1) (see (6.1)).
In principle, Theorem (1) does not fix the size of the fluctuations, i.e. the prefactor in the
definition of u”, but this needs to be chosen in such a way that the law P of the mollified white
noise o, * n, with o-(-) = T(log 7')1/3 Q(’Tl/QR;l/z-), is a stationary measure for 7.

The equation solved by " then becomes

NT(W)+ V- /R €, (1.9)

1 A
du” =~V - R,
tU 2V Vu + IOgT

with gT faw Or * Eand NT(f) e N (f), see (T3). Note that, for 7 — o0, o, is converging to a
d-function so that, morally, identifying the large-scale limit of «” coincides with making sense
of the singular critical SPDE (@1).

Let us also stress that all the terms at the right hand side of (T-g) describing the dynamics
in the direction ¢y, i.e. the Laplacian d3u” and the noise 02£7, are unaffected by the scaling,
meaning that their coefficients are constant in 7, and those in ¢y, i.e. (9%1[, the non-linearity and
01&7, are all multiplied by 7-dependent quantities that vanish as 7 — oo. The main challenge
we have to face is that, even if the vanishing coefficients should tame the growth caused by
the non-linearity, they also lessen the regularising properties of the linear part of the equation,
making it apriori unclear what to expect in the limit.

This is precisely what is addressed by our second main result, which more broadly provides
a full central limit theorem for u”. It shows that as 7 — oo, u” converges in finite-dimensional
distributions to a Gaussian process, given by the solution of an anisotropic linear Stochastic Heat
Equation with explicit renormalised coefficients.

Theorem 1.3 Let Q be a probability measure, absolutely continuous with respect to P and for
T > 0, let (u(t))i>0 be the solution of (T:g) with v = ¢y and initial condition u”(0) = o, * ug
forug ~ Q. Then, forany k € N, 0 < t; < --- <ty and @1, ..., o, € S(R?),

T—+00

(W7 (1), 1)y (U (tr), r)) —— (W), 1), (W (tr), o)

where the convergence is in law and (ueff(t))tzo is the process that starts at u(0) = g and
solves the anisotropic linear Stochastic Heat Equation given by

def

1 -
O = SV Deg Vil + V- /Do &, for  Deir = < (1.10)

Cerr(A) 0
0 1)’

where § is a space-time white noise and the constant Ceg(N) is that in (T3).

The previous theorem fully characterises the large-scale behaviour of (z) and, more gen-
erally, it strongly indicates what to expect for other out-of-equilibrium driven diffusive systems
with one conserved quantity at the critical dimension. Phenomenologically, it says that in the e
direction the original diffusion is unaltered (with the mollifier replaced by the § function), while,
in the ey direction, the linear dynamics vanishes and the non-linear one produces a new noise
and a new Laplacian whose strength explicitly depends on the coupling constant A, i.e. on the
microscopic strength of the non-linearity.
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Even though the creation of new Laplacian/noise from the non-linearity has already been
observed in the context of critical SPDEs (e.g. [CSZ2o0l for KPZ, [CET23b|| for AKPZ or, more
explicitly, [CC22]| for the multiplicative SHE), this is the first time, up to the authors’ knowledge,
where this is coupled with a vanishing microscopic diffusivity.

Theorem [T3]is a corollary of Theorem below, which concerns the convergence of the
semigroup of the solution u™ of (T:g) to that of u®, To properly state it, we need a few preliminary
definitions. Let P}, and PST be the laws (with respective expectations E], and ET) of ™ and
usf given their initial condition uj = ug * o and ug, and denote by (P );>0 and (Pfff)tzo their
Markov semigroups.

Our analysis of P™ and Pt will be carried out on the spaces LY(P7) (to deal with u") and
LY(P) (to deal with u¢™), for 6 € [1, o), where we recall that P and P7 stand for the law of the
spatial white noise 1 and its mollified counterpart ™ = o, * 7. To relate LY(P7) and L/(P), we
define the isometric embedding ¢, : LY(P™) — LLY(P) which sends the functional (7 — F(n7))
to the functional (n — F(o; * 1)) (for more on it see Lemma [T-7]below). With a slight abuse
of notation, we will say that a sequence (F7),~q, with F7 € LY(P7), converges to F' € L(P) if
1 FT — FinLY(P) as 7 — +o0.

Theorem 1.4 Forany € [1,+00) and sequence (F™ )r~q converging to F in LY (P), (PIF")r>0
converges to PEXE in 1L9(P) uniformly over t > 0, that is to say

sup E[|LTETFT - PfffF|9] e N (1.11)
>0

As a consequence, for every k > 1, (F )7>0, ..., (F} )r>0 converging to F1, ..., F}, in L) for
all @ € [1,4+00), and 0 < t; < ... < tg, we have

E [F7 (0" (t)) ... Ff (a7 ()] 7% B R (w (1) ... B (wT(2)] (1.12)

0
where the convergence holds in LG(P(duo)) Jor every 0 € [1,400).

The above theorem is substantially stronger than Theorem In fact, (T12) says that the
finite dimensional distributions of the process u” converge to those of the limit process not just
in average, but in IL?(P) with respect to the initial condition. In this sense, the convergence stated
in (12) is stronger than both annealed and stable convergence (and that in [KLO12) Definition
2.6]), and is closer in spirit to a quenched central limit theorem, although we make no claim of
almost-sure convergence. Note also that, because of the supremum in time in (T11) due to the
ergodicity of the limit process, we have a uniform control of the law of the process u”, over all
time scales, which rules out pathological deviations from the scaling limit. Moreover, while we
formulated Theorem [T-4]for A of order 1, this being the most interesting scenario, our techniques
would allow to obtain the scaling limit of the process in the whole crossover window where
A = A(7) tends to 0 with 7 in any desired way, between the weak-coupling regime (see next
section) and the case A = O(1).

The proof of Theorems aland[T-4]relies on a careful analysis of the resolvent of ©™. We will
present the overall strategy and provide a thorough account of the novelties of the present work



INTRODUCTION 9

in Section 23}, after deriving the main properties of " for fixed 7 and studying the action of its
generator £7 on IL2(IP7). For now, let us only point out that our arguments give a scale-dependent
control of the effective diffusion operator, in the spirit of Renormalization Group. Indeed, what
our proof shows is that, for ' € L2(P7) sufficiently regular (think of F' = n(y) for some ¢
smooth), (1 — L")~ 'F approaches (1 — E.B)gff)_lF , which is the resolvent of the solution to the
non-homogeneous Stochastic Heat Equation given by

Opue = %V - DigVugg + V- /D&

and D7 is the operator whose Fourier multiplier is

Dyy(k) = <“°g O+ T (LTGIVR) 0) |

0 1 (1.13)

Above, R” is the matrix in (L8], L™ is a function proportional to = + log(l 4+ 7/x)/log T
(see (3-14) for the precise definition) and, interestingly, g7 is the solution of the ODE

Lo
N ek

Inspecting (T-13) we see that for momenta & of order 1 and 7 large, one has D7 (k) ~ Deg with
the latter defined as in (I10), which in turn implies the proximity of u” and u°". But more than
that, since L™ (x) is small when x is large and g™ satisfies an initial value problem, the effective
diffusivity gT(LT(% |V R, k|?)) at scale k encodes the cumulative effect of momenta larger than
k, that is, of smaller spatial scales. In other words, the ODE corresponds to what would
be called in Renormalization Group a flow equation for the scale-dependent coefficient g”.

g’ (0)=0. (1.14)

1.2 Relation with the literature and future perspectives

As alluded to earlier, most of the work on critical SPDEs (or more general out-of-equilibrium
critical systems) concerns the so-called weak coupling or intermediate disorder scaling, which, in
a sense, provides a bridge between subcritical and critical equations and can be thought of as a way
to zoom into the singular part of the equation at hand. More precisely, starting from a given SPDE
(say ([@=)), this amounts to introduce a vanishing coupling constant multiplying the nonlinearity,
the noise or the initial condition (for [2), set A\ = A\, = \//Iog7), and then take the usual
diffusive scaling (i.e. u — +/Tu(rt,\/7x)). Even though there is currently no systematic
way to analyse such setting, several interesting results in a variety of different contexts have
recently appeared. This is the case e.g. for the KPZ equation [CD20, Guz0, (CSZ20], the AKPZ
equation [CES21l, |(CET23b]], the SBE [[CGT24], (self-)interacting diffusions [CG24] [YY24] the
Allen-Cahn equation with weakly critical random initial data [GRZ24], and, especially, the
multiplicative (non-)linear Stochastic Heat Equation in d = 2 [BCg8| [CSZ17, [DG22| [Tao24]|.
The latter in particular culminated in the ground-breaking work [CSZ23]], which first constructed
the scaling limit of directed polymers in random environment in the intermediate disorder regime
at the critical value of the disorder strength, a process that now goes under the name of critical
“2d-Stochastic Heat Flow” (see also [Tsa24], for a more recent characterisation). As already
stressed, the present work goes beyond weak coupling as the vanishing coefficients at the right
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hand side of (T-g) are not put there “by hand” but come from simply zooming out at the correct
scale, which for the SBE corresponds to (1.8).

Another critical, out-of-equilibrium model which has attracted significant attention due to its
physical importance in connection with turbulence, is the DCGFF, i.e. a singular SDE describing
the motion of a Brownian particle in two dimensions, subject to a divergence-free drift given
by the curl of a log-correlated random field (e.g. the 2d GFF). The analysis of its mean-square
displacement was initiated in [TV12] and later continued first in [CHST22], using functional
analytical techniques similar in flavour to those in the present work, and then in [CMOW?22]],
via stochastic homogeneisation arguments, where the conjectured annealed logarithmic superdif-
fusivity (see [TV12]) was established. The remarkable recent work [ABRK24]], which proves
the analog of Theorem in this context, obtains the full conjecture of [BCGL87| as it derives
a quenched invariance principle under a logarithmically adjusted scaling (that said, the tools
exploited therein are completely different from ours and it is unclear whether they could be
adapted to the SPDE setting).

Ultimately, the major achievement of the present paper is that it establishes a rigorous
framework in which the large-scale behaviour of stationary space-time systems at criticality can
be analysed. Moreover, in relation to the literature, we believe it raises a number of intriguing
questions:

e the convergence, under similar logarithmically adjusted scaling, of the anisotropic self-
repelling polymer of [TV12], of the density fluctuation profile of 2d ASEP and of other
critical interacting particle systems, to a non-trivial Gaussian limit process. We are not
aware of any rigorous statement or even explicit conjecture in this sense;

e the investigation of the role and universality of the A\*/3 dependence (L.6)) of the diffusion
coefficient on the coupling constant (see Remark 2] for the above-mentioned systems at
and above the critical dimension,;

e the study of large-scale behaviour of other critical SPDEs with (non-)quadratic non-
linearity, as the AKPZ equation or the stochastic Navier-Stokes equation, and, in the
long-run, away from stationarity.

At last, a very fascinating line of works [OW24, MOW24] has displayed compelling features of
the DCGFF such as intermittency properties and an unexpected connection with a diffusion on
the Lie group SL(2), and it would be interesting to see if analogous relations can be found in the
present context or even more broadly for other systems at the critical dimension.

Organization of the paper

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In subsection [T3} we recall basic tools from Wiener
space analysis. Section 1] states basic results of the SBE (T-g) for fixed value of 7 > 0 such
as global well-posedness, Markovianity and stationarity. Moreover, the two-point correlation
function is shown to decay polynomially fast and a Green-Kubo formula for the diffusion matrix
in (TF) is rigorously derived, which we believe is of independent interest. The semigroup and
the generator of (T-g), together with the action of the latter on Fock spaces, are analysed in
Section 222l where we further recall basic properties of the limit equation (T1q)). In Section
we provide a high-level roadmap that on the one hand outlines the overall strategy of proofs, and
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should thus guide the reader throughout, while on the other introduces the main novelties of the
paper. Some of these are then detailed in Section [3]such as: a new splitting of the antisymmetric
part of the generator that allows to single out the singularity in Fourier and growth in the “Wiener
chaos index” (Section [3:2); a (refined version of the) Replacement Lemma (Lemma and the
Recursive Replacement Lemma (Lemma[3:g). Section[4]applies these tools to derive the needed
estimates on the resolvent, as summarised in its main statement Theorem Theorems
and concerning the superdiffusive central limit theorem are proven in Section [5, while
Theorem [I1] about the diffusion matrix in Section[6l At last, Appendices [Al and [Bl contain the
proofs of the statements in Section 2, while technical bounds and a general replacement estimate
(which we deem interesting in its own right) can be found in Appendix

Notations and Function spaces

Let ¢; and ey be the canonical basis vectors of R? and | - | be the usual Euclidean norm. For
def

Plyeeey P € R2, we set Pln & 1y, Pn) € R2" and, given a 2 X 2 matrix M, Mpy., =
(Mp1, ..., Mp,). We write (for e € R?)

n

n 1 1
el 2 (X 10P) e pial £ (e nil?)” (1.15)
i=1

1=

For 7 > 0 let the matrix R and v, > 0 be respectively given according to

e O def 1
R, ¥ (”T > and ¥ - (1.16)
0 1 (1Vlogr)*?
and note that it holds
’\/R’rplzn’2 :Vr‘el 'pl:n’2+ ’62 'pl:n’z- (1-17)

Let S(R?) be the Schwartz space of smooth functions whose derivatives decay faster then
any polynomial and 8’(R%) be its dual. For ¢ € S(R%), we define its Fourier transform by

1 —Lp-x
G o #0

while, for f € 8'(R%), it is given via duality.

Throughout the paper we fix a mollifier o € S(R?) (but the results are independent of it)
which is smooth, of mass 1, even and compactly supported in a ball of radius 1. For 7 > 0 and
n € N, we set

def

F(o)p) = op) =

def

0:() E T Y2o(r PRIV and  ©,() & 2ro,()? = Cro(rV2RY20)? ) (1.18)

and define the measure =7, on R?" according to
) n
Endprn) S [[ O dpis,  prn € R (1.19)
i=1

with the convention that, for 7 = oo, @, = 1 and =,, = =7° is the Lebesgue measure.
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For 7 > 0 and v € R, we introduce the 7-dependent (anisotropic) Sobolev spaces with
respect to =7, which are given by the completion of S(R?") under the (semi-)nor

e 1 Y a o
||f||§{2(]R2n) d:f/ (1 + 5 | V RTplzn|2) |f(p1:n)|2 :n(dplzn) . (1-20)

For = 0, this corresponds to the space L2(R2") £ L2(R2", E7), whose scalar product will be
denoted by (-, ) 2 g2n)-

Finally, we will write a < b if there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of any quantity
relevant for the result, such that a < Cband a < bifa < band b < a. If we want to highlight
the dependence of the constant C' on a specific quantity (), we write instead S¢.

1.3 Gaussian white noise and Fock spaces

Let 1) be a space white noise on R?, i.e. an isonormal Gaussian process on L?(R?) (see [Nuao6,
Definition 1.1.1]) and, for 7 > 0, set " “ or xn (with > = 7). Then, 7 is a centred Gaussian
field with covariance

E™[n" (o™ ()] = (¢, ¥) r2m2) = /]R? @@)%Ef(dp), 0,1 € LZ(R?).

We will denote its law by P™ and by L(P7) the space of #-integrable random variable with
respect to P”. A random variable F' € LY(P7) is said to be cylinder if it is of the form
F = f(n"(v1),...,n"(py)) for f: R — R smooth and growing at most polynomially at
infinity, and ¢1,...,¢0, € S (R?). The set of cylinder random variables is dense in LY(P7), for
0 < oo.

According to [Nuao6} Theorem 1.1.1], L2(P") admits the orthogonal decomposition L2 () =
@D,,>0 AT, where HT is the n-th homogeneous Wiener chaos, i.e. the closure in L2(P7) of
Spar;{Hn(nT(h)) |h € S(R?), HhHLa(R% = 1} and H,, is the n-th Hermite polynomial. Fur-
ther, [Nuao6, Theorem 1.1.2] ensures the existence of a canonical isometry I onto L2(P7) which
is the unique extension of the map that, for every n > 0, assigns h®" to n! H,(n" (h)) € #,T for
h € S(R?) with L%(RQ)—norm equal to 1. The space on which ™ is defined is the Fock space
['L2, and is given by the closure of @®,>ol, L2, where I', L2 is the subset of L2(R?") made of
functions which are symmetric with respect to permutations of their variables, endowed with the
norm

IF1Z = 11702 = D ntl fall7egen) (1.21)

n>0
for f = (fp)n>o0 € @nzornLZ- Note that, by construction, the restriction I of I” to I‘an is an

isometry with values in #7 and, again by [Nuao6, Theorem 1.1.2], for any F' € L?(P7) there
exists f = (fn)n € T'L2 such that F = > In(fn) and ET[F?] = | f]|2.

The bulk of our analysis will focus on various operators acting on (subspaces of) L2(P7).
In view of the isometry I, we will abuse notation and identify them with the corresponding
operator acting on I'L2. An important notion is that of diagonal operator that we now define.

4As the zero-set of O is of empty interior since © is analytic, these are actually norms.
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Definition 1.5 An operator @ on I' L2 is said to be diagonal if there exists a family of measurable
kernels d = (d,,),>0 such that for all n > 0 and ¢ € FnLg N S(R?™), it holds FD(p1.,) =
d,,(p1.n) p(p1.n) for (Lebesgue-almost-) every p1., € R2?. 1f M and D@ are diagonal, we
write D1 < D@ if their kernels satisfy dV < d® and say that DV is positive if DD > 0.
Given a diagonal operator & with kernel d = (d,,),,>0 and a measurable scalar function f, we
define f() to be the diagonal operator whose kernel is f(d) = (f o d;,)n>0.

Definition 1.6 We define the number operator N to be the diagonal operator acting on ) =
def

(¥n)n € T'L2 such that ||1),,|| decays faster than any polynomial in n, as N, = nay,.
In order to discuss the domain and well-posedness of the operators we will encounter, it is
convenient to introduce, for v € R, the Sobolev space corresponding to I' L2, which we denote

by I' H7 and whose norm is the same as that in (TZT) but with || - [|2,, (2n) Teplacing - ]2,

(R2m)*

To conclude this preliminary section, let us clarify the relation between LY(P7) and LO(P) =
LI(P>), for § € [1, c0). Recall that the operator " : LYP7) — L?(P) which maps the functional
n" — F(n7) to the functional n — F'(g; * 1), is an isometric embedding. In the next basic
lemma we show that . is an isometry which admits an inverse j7.

Lemma 1.7 Forevery 6 € [1,400), the map " : LOPT) — LO(P) is an isometry which admits
an inverse, that we set to be j™ “ ("), Furthermore, for = 2, .™ and j7 are respectively the
operators from I' L2 to T L? = T L2 and viceversa, that for every o € T',L2, ¢ € ', L%, n € N,
satisfy

o/ T — 2 a N1/2 o/ T _ 1[}(171:71)
F (17 () (P1:n) ap(pm)i]:]l@fm) s FETW) @) T, 6.1

(1.22)
Proof. As (7 is an isometric embedding, to show that it is an isometry, it suffices to prove that
it is surjective. To do so, we will build its inverse, i.e. a map j": LY(P) — L?(P7) such that
1T 0 j7 = 1d. First, let (9, %)~ !: L2(R?) — L2(R?) be given as

w f)

F((or%) 1 fp) = 6.2

which is well defined, as g is compactly supported, its Fourier transform is analytic and thus the
set of points at which O vanishes has zero Lebesgue measure. Furthermore, (o,*) and (0,%)™!
are both isometries respectively from L?(R?) to L2(R?) and viceversa, and are inverses of one
another. Now, note that for ¢ € L2(R?), () = n" ((0-%) '), that is to say = 17 o (0, %)~ '
Hence, the map j7: LY(P) 3 F(n) — F(n" o (0,%)~") € LY(P7) is also well-defined, is an
isometry and it is the inverse of ¢”.

At last, (22) can be immediately deduced by the definitions of (o,*)~! and 5. O
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2 Preliminaries, novelties and roadmap

In this section, we present some preliminary results concerning the solution to the regularised
scaled SBE in (T-g). The statements are essential, since they represent the foundations on which
our analysis relies, but basic, in that their proof uses classical techniques from PDE theory and
functional analysis. This is the reason why we preferred to postpone most of the arguments
(some of which quite involved) to Appendices [Aland Bl and could be skipped at first read.

After studying basic properties of the solution (Section 1), its semigroup and generator
(Section[z2), in Section[Z:3]we provide a more detailed heuristic as to how the proof of the main
result works and what are the novel ideas behind it.

Throughout this section, the regularisation parameter 7 > 0 is fixed and, unless otherwise
specified, in the estimates herein no uniformity in its value is claimed (or true).

2.1 The regularised stochastic Burgers equation

To rigorously discuss the equation of interest, let (0, %, P) be a probability space supporting a
couple of independent spatial white noise 7 on R? and 2-dimensional space-time white noise
5 = (&1,&) on R x R2, whose laws are respectively denoted by P and P, and P EP®P. Let
(Ft)t>0 be the filtration in which F; is the (completed) o-algebra generated by 1 and E |(,Oo,t].
Let o € S(R?) be the mollifier (i.e. smooth, even-symmetric, compactly supported in a ball of
radius 1 and with total mass equal to 1) introduced above and, for 7 > 0, o, be as in (1.18)). Let
n" < 7 * o, and ET « E* or = (&1 * o7, &2 * o) the rescaled white noises, whose joint law is

PTEPT @ P
Now, we want to study the SPDE in (T-g) given by

1 -
atuT:§V-RTVUT—|—)\I/§/4JVT[UT]—|—V-\/RTET, up=mn", (2.1)

where 7 = u"(t,z) = uj(z) for (t,x) € Ry x R? and N7 is given as in but with g in
place of o, and R, v, as in (1.16). To do so, we need to introduce a space in which «7 lives and
a suitable notion of solution. The former is Clﬁc(RJr, B*(py)) for B, a,a > 0, i.e. the space of
locally S-Holder continuous functions in time with values in the weighted Besov-Holder space
6“(p,) of regularity a.. The precise definition of 6*(p,) will be given in Appendix [A.1lbut, for
now, the reader can think of the space of a-Hdolder continuous functions whose norm restricted to
a ball of radius  grows at most as p_,(z) = (14 |z|)* (in particular this is true for all derivatives
of order smaller than |«). Concerning the notion of solution, it will be convenient for us to

work with mild solutions.

Definition 2.1 We say that «” is a mild solution of @&1) driven by (1", gT) if u™ s (Fp)e>0-
adapted, it belongs to Cioc(R4, B“(p,)) P7-a.s., and for every ¢ > 0 it holds

t t
u[:Kﬁf+AﬁMA]ﬁﬂNT%kB+AJQﬂV-R{7®% (2.2)

where the last summand is to be interpreted as a stochastic convolution in the sense of Walsh [Wal86]],
ef 1ty . . .
and K7 2 e2VErV s the heat semigroup associated to %V R, V.
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Remark 2.2 In previous works (and especially [[CGT24]]), the notion of solution considered is
that of analytically weak solution, which is obtained by multiplying both sides of (1) by a
function ¢, integrating in time and space, and requiring the equality to hold for a sufficiently
large class of ¢’s. In general, the notion of mild solution is stronger than that of weak but, given
the regularity of the noise (and the initial condition) for 7 fixed, the two can be easily shown to
be equivalent arguing as in [DPZo8| Theorem 5.4].

The next proposition summarises the main properties of u” we are concerned with, i.e. global
well-posedness, Markovianity and stationarity. See Appendix [A.3] for the proof.

Proposition 2.3 Let 7 > 0 be fixed. For any o > 0 and a > 0, the regularised stochastic
Burgers equation &) driven by (0", ET) admits a unique mild solution whose paths belong
t0 Cloc(Ry, *(py)) (actually to Clﬁc(RJr,‘@a(pa)) for any 5 € [0,1/2)) and path-by-path
uniqueness holds. Moreover, for every o, a,p, T > 0 and 8 € [0,1/2), there exists a positive
constant C = C(1,a, B,a,p,T) < oo such that

E7 [[u7|

p
Cqu,TJf@a(pa»] <C. (2.3)

At last, (u] )i>0 defines a (F¢)¢>o0-Markov process on ‘6“(p,), which is stationary, that is, for any

law

t >0, uf il ", and skew-reversible, in the sense that, for any T > 0, {u}ft: te[0,T]} =

{v] : t € [0, T} where v is the unique mild solution to (Z1) driven by (1", N Z @, ET) with
A replaced by —\.

In light of the previous proposition, we not only know that (2-1]) admits a unique mild solution
u” driven by (n7,£7) but also that v is smooth (and stationary). Therefore, we can define its
two-point correlation function S™: R, x R? — R according to

S7(x) = E"[uj (x) ug(0)], (t,z) € Ry x R?. (2.4)

Note that, since u” is centred, S7 is indeed the covariance of u](x) and u((0). Further, it is
smooth and its derivatives, which, for k € N2, will be denoted by 8l|(k‘ST = 8{“852 ST (with the
convention that if k; = 0 then there is no derivative in the ¢-th direction), can be obtained by
commuting the expectation and the derivative operator (this is allowed as, locally, the sup-norm of
the derivatives of u{ have finite moments of all orders since, in law, u{ equals ™ by stationarity).

In the next proposition, we continue our analysis of «” and show that its correlations, encoded
via S7, and their spatial derivatives decay in space faster than any polynomial.

Proposition 2.4 Let S™ be defined according to (&4). Then, for every T,y > 0 and k € N?,
there exists a positive constant C = C(t,v,T,K) < oo such that for every t < T and x € R?.

O ST ()] < C || 7. (2.5)
Similarly, fork € N2, we have

ET[0M a7 w7 1(x) ug(O)]( v ET0M T ] 1) Mgl < Cl| Y, (26)
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where M7 f] is given by

MTIF1E 022 % f2 —ET[o % f2(0). (2.7)

Proof. Throughout the proof, since 7 is fixed, without loss of generality, we take it to be equal to
1 and remove it from the notation. Note that this gives v, = 1 and R, = Id, the identity matrix.
The result for general 7 can then be deduced by scaling. Further, we will denote by C' > 0 a
constant only depending on the stated quantities, and whose value may change from line to line.

Let us begin with a few preliminary definitions and observations. Let ¢ : R? — [0,1]
be a compactly supported smooth function such that ¢ = 1 on By(1/8) C R?, i.e. the ball
centred at the origin of radius 1/8, and ¢ = 0 on By(1/4), and set, for x9 € R, |zo| > 4,
@20 = ©(y/|7ol). Letn’ be a space white noise on R? independent of 17 and define 7j according
to

ﬁ: V4 @xon/—i_ 1—9%077

Note that 7 is distributed according to a spatial white noise on R? and, setting as usual 7! = 7% o,
def

we have that 77! coincides w1th n' on By(R)" where R = |£C(]| /4 + 1 (because p has support in
the ball of radius 1), and 7 |Bo(\x0\/8 1) is independent of n' |Bo(|$o|/8 b:

Let @ be the unique mild solution of (ZI) driven by (7}, f) and u that driven by (77 El
sothat @ = u. Setv = u — @ and w = u + @ and note that they satisfy (A.1g) with
X = Kyug = Ki(n' — 7). Then, thanks to the previous observations, the k-th derivative, for

k € N2, of the two-point correlation function S at z:g can be written as
O Su(wo) = EL0 1e(x0) uo(0)] + ELG ve(x0) ug(0)] = B[Oy ve(wo) uo(0)]  (2.8)

K|~ . Ik 1
where we used that J,_'u is independent of 0, 'n ‘ Bo(lzo|/8—1)"
At this point, we need to control 61Lk|vt(:v0). To do so, we will first take advantage of (273)
to get rid of the randomness of w, n' and 7' so to be able to estimate it with the solution to
deterministic PDEs and ultimately prove that these decay sufficiently fast. For § > 0 and R as

above, define the event

E = { sup Ips(z) ﬁLklwt(x)] vV sup lalLklvo(x)] < R‘s} (2.9)
(t,)€[0,T]x R2 z€Bo(R)

and notice that thanks to and (A.g) (the latter with ¢t = 0), the weighted norm of w and the
local sup-norm of vy = 1! — 7' have finite moments of all orders, which immediately implies
that P(E°) < R for any given v > 0. Therefore,

1 S,(20)] < EOM vi(0)uo 0|1 ge] + Bl v,(20)uo (0|1 5]
< R‘”\/E[laLk'vt(xo)P\uo(O)P] + \/E[ya,Lk'ut(xo)PiiE]E[\uo(O)\?]

< R+ B0 o)1 5] (2.10)

where, in the first step we applied Cauchy-Schwarz, while, in the last, again Cauchy-Schwarz
on the first expectation and then stationarity and finiteness of moments of uy(0) = 771(0) and of
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81‘:('771(0), to conclude that the bound is uniform in ¢ and xo. Thus, we are left to show that, on

E, 3l|(k‘vt(m0)\ can be estimated by the right hand side of (Z73).
Recall the definition of W ![-, -] in (A.20)), that v solves and that, by construction, vg is
compactly supported in a ball of radius R. Then, on E, for every (¢, z) € [0,7] x R?, we have

t
oM v(@)| < Kl oM ol ) +/ Ko |0 N g, w1 (2)ds
0 ) (2.11)
< KR Lpym)(@o) + R / Ky #0000 - ¥)0™2]| # ([vs|p-)(@)ds
0

Let us consider first the case of |k| = 0. As 0*2 has compact support and p_; is a weight, (A.1)
ensures the existence of a constant ¢5 > 0 such that the convolution in the second summand
above can be estimated by

|(e1 - V)o*?| * (Jus|p_s)(2) = / 1010%%| (2 — y)|vs(W)|p_s(y)dy
< csp—s(2) / 1010%%| (2 — y)|vs(y)|dy (2.12)

= p-s5(2) / (z — Ylvs@)| — [vs(2)[1dy + map—_s(2)|vs(2)]

where ® £ ¢; |010*?| (which is compactly supported, positive and even) and m is its total mass.
Therefore, (Z11) and (Z12) imply that, uniformly in (¢,z) € [0,T] x R?, v is bounded by the
deterministic function Z = Z;(x) which solves

O Z(x) = (%A + L¢,Rap_5) Zy(@) + mo Rp_s(@)Zy(x), Zo(x) = R'Lpym)(x), (2.13)

for Lg ps,_, the operator acting on functions u: R? — R as

pP—
Lo psp_u(@) & Rp_s(x) / O — y)luly) — u(@)ldy. (2.14)

As detailed in Appendix [A.4] the advantage of singling out the operator L, Rop_, 1s that %A +
Ly psp_, is the generator of a Markov process on R?, and this allows to derive an explicit
expression for the solution to (2-13) via a Feynman-Kac formula, which in turn implies the
(exponential) decay. Indeed, it is not hard to see that Lemmal[A.6lapplies to Z with the choices of
dasabove, f = ROp_s,9 = maRp_sand h = R1 ,(r). Hence, recalling that R = |2¢|/4+1
(so that, since h is supported in a ball of radius r, = R, we have |zo| > 2rp, as |zg| > 4, as
required by Lemmal[A.6), we deduce that on the event £

()| < Zi(wg) < e Cleol

which, once plugged into (Z10) with k| = 0, implies (Z3).
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For |k| > 0, we go back to (Z11) and upper-bound |v| at the right hand side by Z. Then,

arguing as in (12), we deduce that ]81‘:('1)] is upper bounded by the solution ZX¥ of the non-
homogeneous deterministic heat equation given by

1
KZi@) = SAZ8@) + e Bp-s@) (1080107« Z) @), Zo@) = R¥Lpya(@).

Since the initial condition is compactly supported and, by Lemma the second summand
decays exponentially (outside the ball of radius 2R = |z¢|/2 + 2), it can be easily checked that
also Zg‘(xo) decays exponentially in |zo| from which (3) follows at once.

The proof of (2.6) requires only minor changes. For instance, arguing as in (2.8)), the first
term at the right hand side can be rewritten as

E |0 g @o) — [ )wo)uo 0)
On the other hand,
R M ) o) — M (i) (wo)) = D 0 + (uf — @) (o) = O 0™ * (vywr) (o).

At this point, one proceeds exactly as above, removing |w/| as in (Z.10) and then bounding |v| by
Z. We omit obvious details. O

A first consequence of Proposition 2-4]is that the two-point correlation function S™ has total
mass equal to 1, i.e.

/s;(x)dx = /Sg(x)dx = /Q?(x)dx =1 (2.15)

independently of ¢ > 0. To see this, note first that, since u” is a (spatially smooth) mild solution
to (&), then it is standard to show that for every (¢,x) € R4 X R? we have

1t t t .
uj (z) = 1" (x) + 3 / V- R, Vul(z)ds 4+ a3/ / NT[uZ](z)ds + / V-V R-£ (s, z)
0 0 0
(2.16)
which, by multiplying both sides by u;(0) = 7" (0) and taking expectation, gives

t t
ST (x)—Sg(m):% /O V- R, VST(z)ds + A4 /O E[@ljﬁtT[uZ](x)ug(O)}ds, (2.17)

where we used that the initial condition and the driving noise are independent. Integrating with
respect to x, all terms in the right-hand side vanish, as follows by integration by parts, which
is allowed by the decay properties in Proposition A similar argument delivers the second
important consequence, namely a Green-Kubo formula for the diffusivity matrix D7 defined as
in but with u replaced by the rescaled process u” in (L8)).
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Proposition 2.5 Let S be the two-point correlation function in (24). Then, for every t > 0,
the diffusivity matrix D7 in with S7 in place of S is well-defined and admits the following
Green-Kubo representation
2)\2 1/3/2 t s
=+ = / / / E [W[u;](x)W[ug](O)] dz dr ds, (2.18)
’ 0o Jo JRr2

where A" is defined in (Z77), while D3 (1) = 1 and D1 ,(t) = D3 ;(t) = 0.

In previous works [GHS 24} [CET23al], the right hand side of (2.18) (or the corresponding one
for the AKPZ equation) with 7 = v, = 1 was adopted as definition of bulk diffusion coefficient,
but the equivalence with an expression similar to that in (T:7)) was only argued heuristically.

Proof. First, by (23), the integral at the right hand side of (T.4)) is absolutely convergent and
thus the diffusion matrix D" is well-defined. On the other hand, the proof of is essentially
the same as in [GHS24, App. B], except that the authors consider the bulk diffusion coefficient,
which is a scalar quantity, and the argument therein is formal, since it involves an unjustified
integration by parts, which holds in view of the decay of correlations shown in Proposition

Start from (2:17), multiply by z;z;/t, for i, j € {1,2}, and integrate with respect to z, to
obtain

1 t
DZj(t)z—// zix; V- Ry VS (x)dxds
§ 2t 0 JR2

)\1/7?—)/ 4
t
where we used the fact that (" [us] is quadratic while 7 (0) is linear in «”, and that, for every
s> 0, ul = 1™ with n” Gaussian, so that E[" [u] ](x)u}(0)] = E[M"[n"1(z)n™ (0)] = 0. For
the first term at the right hand side of (2:19), we apply integration by parts twice and use that
V- R Vzr; = 2v;1;—j—1 + 21 ;—j—2 together with (Z13). As for the second, we use translation
invariance, the tower property and stationarity to write

(2.19)

t
+ / / P o [alxm[u;](x)(ug(())—u;(O))]dmds
0 JR2

E7 0107 [l @) (wf(0) — T (O)] = BT |47 (77 OB} [0(2) — @5 ()]

~ def ~ . . . . . ~ . . o
where 77”7 = u] (= @) is a regularised spatial white noise and 4 is the time-reversed process, i.e.

Uy e us—p. Thanks to the skew-reversibility of u stated in Proposition in law, u satisfies

the same equation as (2.16) with A replaced by —\ and a (different) space-time white noise
which is independent of 7. Hence, by plugging in such expression in place of the increment of ,
integrating by parts and using the independence of initial condition and driving noise, we obtain

)\21/3/2 t s
T / / / 21 | 01002 [u] ()01 M 2[5 ) (0) | drdsda
tJo Jo Jre

)\2y3/2 t s
= T / / / :CZ'IJ'E [afﬂg[ur](x)mg[uo](o)} drdsde.
t o Jo JR2

Another integration by parts, allowed by (2.6)), ensures that the above coincides with the second
summand in (2.18)) if « = j = 1 and is 0 otherwise. Putting first and second summands together,
the statement follows. O
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2.2 The semigroup and the generator of SBE

In Proposition 273}, we showed that, for every 7 > 0, (1) admits a unique solution " and that
such solution is a stationary Markov process. As such, it possesses both a semigroup P’ and
a generator &7, and all of the analysis detailed in the next sections hinges on determining their
behaviour as 7 goes to +oc0. Prior to that, we need to ensure that, for fixed 7 > 0, P” satisfies
suitable basic properties and to study the action of £7 on its domain.

Fort > 0 and I € LL!(P7), the semigroup PT of u” is given by
PIF S ET[F(ul)| %o, (2.20)
which is clearly well-defined.

Lemma 2.6 Let 0 € [1,00). Then, (P]):>0 in (Z20) defines a contractive strongly continuous
semigroup on LY(P7) such that, for every F' € LY(P7),

1P FllLo@ry < [I1FllLoer) (2.21)

holds uniformly in T and also for 0 = oo. In particular, the generator £7: Dom(¥£") C
LY(P7) — LYP7) associated to P7 is closed and, for every p > 0, its resolvent (u — L7) "L is
bounded uniformly in T by =" and has range given by Dom(£7).

Remark 2.7 Even though for most of the paper we will focus on the case § = 2, we stated the
previous result for generic 6 € [1, co) as the contractivity in (ZZ1)) (which is uniform in 7 > 0)
will be essential to upgrade the convergence of the two-point distribution of u” (i.e. of random
vectors of the form (ug, (¢1), uf,(p2)) to that of finite dimensional distributions (see Section 3] for
more details).

Proof. The contractivity bound (=1 follows by a standard application of Jensen’s inequality
for conditional expectations and stationarity of u”. To see that P7 is a strongly continuous
semigroup on LYP7) for 6 € [1,00), it suffices to verify that, for a given bounded cylinder
random variable F' (or F' in any dense subset of LO(PTY), P/ F converges to I'ast — 0 in
LY(P7). This in turn is a consequence the continuity of «” in time and smoothness of F'. At last,
the properties of the generator listed in the statement follow by classical Hille-Yosida theory (see
e.g. [EK86, Theorem 1.2.6]). O

We now want to study the action of £7 on LL2(P7), which, by abusing notation, is identified
with the Fock space I'L2. To obtain an explicit expression for such action, let us introduce
the subset TH,, of I'L2 consisting of elements f = ( frdn>0 € ' H? such that the sequence
([ fnllr, #2)n>0 decays faster than any inverse power. Then, the following lemma, whose proof
is postponed to Appendix Bl holds.

Lemma 2.8 Let 7 > 0 be fixed. Let 87, A’ and AT be the operators such that ST(I‘OL%) =
Qﬂ(FOLg) = QQZ(Ple) = 0, and that, for any n € N, map FnLZ N SR?™) to Fan, Fn+1L§
and T',,_1 L2, respectively, and whose action on v € I', L2 N S(R?™) is given by

def 1 N
FS™Y) (P1n) L F (LS + LEW) (P1n) = -3 IV Repion]> 0(p1n) (2.22)
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def

2 .
FATY) Prng) S —— 3" KT (pi+ D Drnsngigy) s (223)

n+l 1<i<j<n+1
n—1
F(AT ) Pron—1) Z M40y /R Fap—q V(€0 = & P1n-1\(3}) A (2.24)
i=1
where
i ¢ 1 7 .
F(L) V) Prn) = =5 lej pron V1), G=12, (225)
rodef L e L
xS L 5l g+ dNOa+ ), K, 2L ler- (g + N OHO(7), (2.26)
) e ’ 27T

and O is as in (L18). Then, L7 coincides with 8™ + A7 + AT on T'H,, which is contained

in Dom(¥7). Further, on TH;, 8 and A7 £ A’ + AT are respectively the symmetric and
skew-symmetric parts of £7 and (41)" = —dZ. At last, 'H; is a core for £7.

Remark 2.9 The importance of I'H is that, compared to the domain of &7, which is only
implicitly given, its elements possess an explicit description and, since it is a core, any property
or statement regarding &7 only need to be checked on it. Such a feature will be used throughout
the paper.

Before proceeding let us comment on the nature of the operators 87, s’ and o™, and provide
some intuition regarding their action on I'L2. The Fock space I',, L2 can be seen as the span
of “n-particle states”, each particle carrying a momentum p;, i« € {1,...,n}. In this basis,
while 87 is diagonal and its action simply consists of multiplying by ((—1/2) times) the sum
of squared scaled momenta, s’ and o are not. Indeed, o’ takes one of the n particles, say
that of momentum p; + p;, and creates two particles, whose momenta are p; and p;. Dually,
AT takes two particles, say with momenta p; and p;, and merges (or annihilates) them into one
of momentum p; + p;j. The kernels F 7, F 7 determine the rates at which these transitions
occur.

The difficulty in analysing ™ (and more specifically 7, ) lies precisely in the fact that, even
though p; + p; might be small, there is no mechanism, uniform in 7, that prevents p; and p; from
being arbitrarily large. To see this, let ¢ be as regular as it gets, say in S(T?), and consider the
I'H-'-norm of A7 = "¢ (the importance of such norm will become apparent in the next
lemma). Then, it is not hard to see that

Aoz = / J T IPORNT 3/2/d T T T
17 lp ot = 1 . pler - pl”|o(p)| (VT Tl /—RT(q,p_q)P)

> v, logr/2 dpler - pl2o(p)? (2.27)
R

which explodes as 7 — oo since v, log 7 ~ (log 7)!/3.

Finally, let us conclude with the following statement which will allow us to perform apriori
estimates on the resolvent and approximations thereof.
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Lemma 2.10 Let 7 > 0 be fixed. Then Dom(£7) C FHTl and for 1) € Dom(<£7) it holds
9l1E g = (1 =L, ), - (2.28)

Proof. Thanks to Lemmal[2.8] (2.28)) is satisfied for 1) € I'H,.. Indeed, using the skew-symmetry
of A7, it holds

D[R = (A =8N, ¥)r = (A = L), ), (2.29)
which, by Cauchy-Schwarz, implies

HwHFH} < H(l - gT)wungl . (2.30)

Now, let ¢ € Dom(Z£"), and (¢"),>0 C I'H; be such that ¥ — ¢ and (1 — L7)y" —
(1 — £7)%, in T'L2 (the existence of such a sequence is due to T'H, being a core). Then,
applying (Z-30) to 1, — ¥, we deduce that (¥,),>0 is Cauchy in I' H!. As it already converges
to ¢ in I'L2, the convergence must necessarily occur in ' ! which implies that 1 € T H..
Hence, Dom(£7) C T'H!. Upon applying (2-29) to ¢, and taking the limit in n, .28) follows.

(]

Let us conclude this section by collecting a few facts on the semigroup, P¢, and the generator,
£, of the solution ™ of the limiting (effective) equation in ({I-10), which we here recall

Cetr(A) 0)

0 1 (2.31)

1 Ind ]
Opustt = 3 V - Degt VUt + V- \/Der €, Dep = (

where Cegr()) is as in (1.6).

Lemma 2.11 The semigroup (Pteff)tzo of the solution u°T to (23T)) is strongly continuous on

LY(P) for 0 € [1,00) and contractive on LY(P) for 6 € [1,00]. Its generator << is closed and
has bounded resolvent. Further, £ = Citr()\) Lyt + £52, where Ceg(N) is the constant given
in (L.O) and the operators L', £ were defined in ([Z:23).

At last, u is L2(P)-mixing, in the sense that for all F € L2(P), we have

lim ||PSTF —E[F]|| =0. (2.32)
t—o0

Proof. Basic properties of the semigroup and generator of u®" are standard and can be proved,
e.g., using the same procedure as in Lemmas and The L2(P)-mixing property is well-
known and straightforward to verify (a possible way to do so is by using the explicit expression
for the action of the semigroup on I' L?). O

2.3 Heuristics, novelties and roadmap

Before delving into the details of the proof, we give here a high-level roadmap that outlines the
strategy and the main novelties, and should guide the reader through the next sections.

As stated in Theorem our goal is to prove that the semigroup (F;");>q of the solution
to the regularised SBE in (Z1) converges strongly to that of the effective limit equation (231)),
(Pfff)tzo. Via a suitable version of the classical Trotter-Kato theorem, this follows if we are able
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to show strong convergence of the resolvent (1 — £7) ™! to (u — L") ~! for some 1 > 0, which
amounts to prove that for every ¢ € L?(P), we have

I~ L2(P _
(=% =2 (u—- 2 (2:33)

(see Proposition[5-1]below for a more precise statement). Establishing (2-33)) requires a thorough
understanding of its left-hand side, whose structure is highly non-trivial, and a way to see how,
as 7 goes to oo, the relatively simple right hand side arises. Let us fix © = 1 and, for the sake of
the present informal discussion, a smooth element in the first chaos, i.e. take p € § (R?), and set
rmEA-2T) .

A crucial observation is that the behaviour of the resolvent is intimately related to the
following operator fixed-point-equation

def

T = —dATH, AT, with % =1 -8+ fh,) L. (2.34)

(For a heuristic as to where (2734) comes from see [CT24, Section 5.1].) Indeed, assume
that (2.34) admits a solution %, and that %, is diagonal in chaos, i.e. it maps I’an to itself.
Now, define 77 formally as
FTE (AT Hrp, (2.35)
n>0
which means that 7j = 0, 7] = %y and, when projected onto the n-th chaos component for
n>1r = (%Tsﬂl)”*l%ﬂo = #- 4’ r]_,. In particular, it satisfies

P = H AT+ K. (2.36)
We claim that 77 coincides with 7. Indeed, applying (1 — Z£7) to 7" we obtain

1=2LT)" =1 —8" + h) i — A7 — A7 — o i
= [T — AT+ [~ AT AT — R )T — AT

where in the first step we added and subtracted %7 and in the second we used the definition of
7 and plugged into —sA” 7", Now, by the first term coincides with ¢, the second
is 0 thanks to (2-34), and the last vanishes since, by Lemma[2.8] o7 (I'; LE) = 0. In other words,
A -=2Z7)r" =9 = (1 —-<L7)r" which, by applying the resolvent at both sides, proves the claim.

What the previous shows is that the operator %, is the building block at the core of (1—%7)"!
as it provides a (semi-)explicit representation for r7. With it in hands, (233) would follow
provided we could prove that

(1) (r7)n>2 vanishes as 7 — 0in ' L2,
(2) ] = #H,p € T1L2 is close to (1 — LM~ Ly,

The problem with the above is that, even assuming existence and uniqueness of the fixed
point, 77 is likely to be a very complicated operator to which we have no direct access. The way
out, first explored in [CGT24] (and [[CET23bl|CG24]) in the so-called weak coupling scaling is
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to identify an operator €7 that, on one hand, is an approximate solution of (2.:34), and on the
other has a sufficiently simple form (in particular, it is diagonal in the sense of Definition[T:3) that
allows to rigorously show (1) and (2) in an appropriate sense. To move beyond weak-coupling
though, this is still not enough.

The difficulty lies in the fact that the error in the approximate fixed point equation (referred
to as the “Replacement Lemma”, [CGT24, Lemma 2.5]), while small in 7 in each given Fock
space component I',, L2, grows polynomially in the chaos index n. Such growth is caused by
the “off-diagonal terms” (see (3-3)) in scalar products involving 4 as explained in the proof of
Lemma (31} Let us remark that this problem is structural and somewhat intrinsic to stationary
non-reversible Markov processes (see [KLO12]). It lead to the introduction of the so-called
graded sector condition (see [HTVo12]]) in the study of Gaussian fluctuations for such systems
and is responsible for the sub-dominant corrections to the (log t)%/3-divergence of the diffusion
coefficient D(t) of 2d-ASEP [Yauo4] and of the 2d-SBE [GHS24l], as well as those to the
(log t)'/? divergence of D(t) of the AKPZ equation [CET23a].

The main novelty of the present work is the identification of a way that allows both to
determine a diagonal approximate fixed point for (2:34) and to tame the growth in chaos, thereby
establishing (2733)) in the strong coupling regime (thus beyond the range of applicability of the
graded sector condition, see Remarks and [B.3), and obtaining the precise asymptotic for
D(t), as well as a (superdiffusive) central limit theorem. To understand how the strategy came
about, there are two aspects of the antisymmetric part of the generator that should be taken into
account, namely, the magnitude and the direction of the momenta it produces.

To see the former, note that 4™ (and more specifically 7, ) is “dangerous” for two very
distinct reasons. As was discussed after Lemma the operator o’ , even when acting on
smooth functions with localised momenta, creates new momenta which can range from low to
arbitrarily high. The creation of high momenta causes the output to be very irregular in real
space (or spread out in momentum space) and is the mechanism responsible for the growth of
D(t) and, under the correct scaling, for the origin of £, When instead the new momenta are of
the same magnitude as the original ones, then new and old “resonate” and generate contributions
which are lower order in 7 but grow polynomially in the number of variables (i.e. the chaos
number).

For the latter, note that even though o takes as an input momenta from every direction,
the singularity it produces is concentrated only in the direction e1, which is the direction of the
“drift”, i.e. the non-linearity, of SBE (z1). To witness, the right hand side of (but also
of every upper bound we will obtain on 47) only involves the anisotropic H'-norm of ¢, i.e.
the H'-norm in the direction e1, which is [|(=2§")'/%¢||; = 1|/(e1 - V)|, Further, in such

direction, the linear part of the dynamics is vanishing at an order v, < 1/?/ 4, the latter being the

4y

. - S|
coefficient of /7 (and unsurprisingly the rate of convergence we derive is v;

To translate the previous observations in mathematical terms, we introduce two novel tools.
First, we identify a splitting of ¢4’ (and, by duality, ") which decouples the singularity in
Fourier and the growth in chaos (see Section [3:2). More specifically, we write it as the sum of
Qﬂf and QQE;T, with Qﬂf only producing high modes, and no growth in the chaos number, while

sﬂzf keeping track of the latter and regular (actually, small) in Fourier. Second, we introduce a
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Recursive Replacement Lemma (see Lemma([3.g) which (morally) allows to recursively estimate
each of the summands at the right hand side of (2-35) and precisely pins down the contribution
of the anisotropic I' H-norm of the resolvent 7, i.e. the I' H!-norm in the direction e;.

With the previous at hand, the strategy of proof becomes

(I) find an approximate fixed point g” to but with sﬂy and o4*7 in place of a7 and
AT (so to avoid growth in the chaos in the estimates);

(IT) define the Ansatz for the resolvent s™ as the right hand side of (Z733) but with 6" e
(1 — 8™ +¢g") ! and 1% instead of #, and 7 ;

(TIT) control the anisotropic I’HT1 -norm of s7, i.e. |[|(— 1/75261)1/ 257, with the Recursive
Replacement Lemma and show that it vanishes in the limit for 7 — co. This will show
both that the contribution of s4”7s7 is small and that s7 is sufficiently close to the resolvent
applied to (;

(IV) verify that r™ satisfies [(1)] and [(2)]above, thus proving (Z-33).

The proof of these points will be carried out in Sections[3jand[4} In the former, we will introduce:
the splitting 4% 7 /4”7, the approximate fixed point (point[(T))); the Recursive Replacement Lemma;
and the main estimates needed in the next. Section [4] puts these tools to practice and addresses

points [IDHIVY
3 Estimates on the generator acting in Fock spaces

This section is devoted to the analysis of the antisymmetric part A7 of the generator 7. We will
rigorously present the novel tools mentioned in Section and obtain the bounds we will need
in order to establish (Z33).

3.1 Diagonal and off-diagonal contributions

As should be clear by (2:34), a crucial role will be played by operators of the form —s” 9’ with
9 anon-negative diagonal operator on FL% according to Definition[T:3} with kernel d = (d,,),,>0
and that we assume to be well-defined on I'H ; (this is the case, e.g., if & is bounded). Notice first
that, since by Lemma[2.8 —d” = (s17.)* on I'H; and diagonal operators are always self-adjoint
(on their natural domain), it holds

(—AT DA, ) = (DA 0, AT ), and  (—A" DA% p, ) = DV 2AT 02 (3.1)

for ¢, € TH,.
Let us now introduce the diagonal and off-diagonal terms of operators —sd” D’ , with 9
as above. For ¢, € T'H,, the former is given by

def

< QQT %‘Qﬂ—r@ ’L/J 7,diag = Zn' /E;—L(dplzn) @n(pl:n)gn(plrn)

X Z(el p? 2 - /2 dgdn11(g; Pi = @ P\ (i) Ffpr—q
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for ¥, £ 0,()0-(¢)O-(q+ ¢'), while the others, referred to as the off-diagonal terms of type
1 and 2 respectively, are

(=" DA™ 0, 9)r o, Zn'coff<n)A2 2/ / =01 (@Ptn 1) G P 1) T T, Ho s

X @(p1 + P2; Print1\{1,2}) dpy + P3; PLnt1\{1,3}) > (3-3)
(—ATDAT @, V)roft, =D _ 1! Cory (n) N1/ / 21 dp1ina) A1 (Prins) K T Fop s

X @(p1 + P2; Print1\{1,2}) blps + P45 PLin+1\{3,4}) (3-4)

where coff, (n) € 4n(n—1) and Coff, (n) & n(n—1)(n — 2), and ?]fr is as in (2.26). In the next
lemma, we show that (3-2)-(3-4) indeed provide a decomposition of —AT DA

Lemma 3.1 Let & be a non-negative diagonal operator on I’L% which is well-defined on TH..
Then, the operator —A” DA, preserves the chaos, in the sense that it commutes with the number
operator N, and for every ¢, € T'H, we have

2
<_&11%&11@’ ¢>T = (—gﬂ:@bgﬁj_@, Tzz)>7',diag + Z<—Sﬁ1%$ﬂi@, 7,Z)>7—,0ffi (35)
i=1

where the summands at the right hand side are respectively given by (3:2), (33) and (3.4).
As a consequence, for every n € N, we have

< At 925&1 @n,wn>7 off; ( A’ %ﬂiwna¢n>fr/dlag< Sﬂﬁr%&qiwmwnﬁﬁag > (3.6)
Jorall p,7p € TH,.

Proof. The fact that —si” Dol preserves the chaos follows immediately from Lemma [2.8]
while (3-3) can be argued as in [CET23a, Lemma 3.6] so that we will only sketch the proof.
Consider the first equality in (3:1). By (2:23)), the Fourier kernels of s’ ¢ and ¢’ ¢ contain a
sum over indices 7 < 7, so that, when multiplying them and expanding the product, we obtain a
sum over i < j, 4’ < j'. The diagonal part then corresponds to the sum over i = i’ < j = j/, the
off-diagonal of type 1 to that over |{7,j} N {i’, j'}| = 1 while the off-diagonal of type 2 to that
over [{i, j} N {7, j'}| = 0. Equations (3-3) and are then obtained via a change of variables
and are a consequence of the fact that ¢ and ¢ are symmetric with respect to permutation of
their variables. The constants cof,(n), ¢ = 1,2, are then simple combinatorial factors arising
from counting the number of possible choices of i < j,i' < j’ satisfying |{i,j} N {¢, 7'} =1
or |[{¢,7} N {7, j'}| = 0. Atlast, (3.6) is a straightforward application of Cauchy-Schwarz and
the bound cofr, (n) = O(n?). m

The expressions (3-2)), (3-3) and (3-4) are quite suggestive in regards to the expected contri-
butions from these terms. An inspection of the first hints at where the diffusivity in the direction
e; comes from. Indeed, its right hand side features an integral in ¢ which involves neither ¢ nor
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1), so that its convergence as 7 — oo is totally independent of them. In particular, their decay
in Fourier plays no role, as we saw in for ® = (1 — 87)~L. Further, if we assume for
a moment that, for the right choice of &, such integral were a constant D independent of py.y,
then we would have (—dA” DAL @, V)7 giag = (—DZL;" ), 1) +. Our goal is to show that for the
(approximate) fixed point to (2:34)), in the limit for 7 — oo such integral indeed converges to a
constant and that such constant coincides with the first entry of Deg in (T1Q).

On the other hand, the value of cof,(N), ¢ = 1,2, in (33) and (3-4)), and the trivial bound @
say that off-diagonal terms can be controlled by the diagonal one, times a factor growing like the
square of the chaos index. This bound alone is way too brutal for our purposes since, as hinted
at above, we expect the effective diffusivity to arise from the diagonal terms alone. Thus, the
off-diagonal terms should actually be negligible in the large-scale limit but, as we will discuss
in next section, to see this we need to perform a much more refined analysis of the operators
—AT DA

3.2 Singling out momentum and chaos singularities

In order to set apart the issues coming from the singularity in Fourier and the chaos-growth, we
now introduce a splitting of the operator 7 which is one of the main novelties of the present
work. For any n € Nand ¢ € Fan N S(R?™), we define the operators ‘qufr and QW according
to

c 2 b
GJ(sﬂTi/J) (Prnt1) = AV§/4n—+1 Z %Z;t'zpj Xfﬁ P
1<i<j<n+1

(p; + pj,p1:n+1\{z’,j})

X h(p; + Pjr Prnt1\{i})  (37)

n—1
F( A TY) (Prn—1) = M40 Z /}R2 X Pt D K 0(d,pi — €, Prn—1\(i})da (3.8)
=1

and set f#7 £ Qﬂi’T + %7, where ! is given by

.7 def
Xaq P1:N) = 1) Rogn| VR 152 |V Rrpin] (3.9)

Upon setting x*™ = 1 — %7, we also introduce the operator si*7 = sﬂi’T +o0”7, where sﬂlf and
o7 are given as in (3-7) and (3.8) but with x” in place of x*. Before discussing their features,
let us state in the next lemma their basic properties.

Lemma 3.2 Let us fix 7 > 0. Then the operators %™ and dA>7 are continuous on TH, and
their sum coincides with 7. Further, on TH, they are skew-symmetric, and (Qﬂf)* = o7,
(&QZLT)* = —&QET (in particular (3-1) remains true upon replacing A’ by sﬂff or sﬁlf). At
last, for any bounded diagonal operator D satisfying the assumptions of Lemma 31} both
—ﬂ%@)sﬂ?f and —sﬂETE’ZSﬂZLT preserve the chaos, and the same decomposition into diagonal
and off-diagonal terms given in (3.3) holds with Y and x" appropriately placed at the right hand

sides of ([3-2)-(3-4).
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Proof. Continuity can be argued as in Lemma[B.2] while the other properties follow immediately
by the definition of the operators and straightforward computations. O

The advantage of the previous decomposition is that 91%™ and 7, while singular in Fourier
and chaos respectively, are “regular” in the other. To substantiate such claims, we first show that
%7 does not produce any off-diagonal contribution (and thus its bounds will not display any
dependence in V).

Lemma 3.3 Let < satisfy the assumptions of Lemma 31} Then, the operator —d*T szﬂi’T is
a non-negative diagonal operator according to Definition [T.5|on T'H,. In other words, for any
¢ € TH, and ¢ € T L2 it holds

(—A*" DAY 0, )y = (— A DAL 0, )7 diag - (3.10)

Proof. Let us begm by showing (3-10). Thanks to Lemma [31] (and Lemma [3-2), it follows
provided (— sﬁ TpahT T e, ) rofi; = 0 fori =1,2. We will focus on the case ¢ = 1 as the other
is completely analogous. By definition, we have

(—st*" DA 0, 1) r o, = Zn'coffl(nn2 3/2 / 71 @1 ) Qg 01 ) F T Fpy

X x?;l po(P1 + D2, P1iny1\{1,2)) Xf{;pg@l + D3, P1:nt1\{1,3})

X G(p1 + P2y Prong 1\ (1,2)) VP1 + D3, Prongi\(1.3)) -

Now, the product of the x*’s can be different from 0 only if they are both equal to 1. By (@9),
this holds provided that

|V Rep1| AV Repa| > 2|V Re(p1 + p2, Pring 1\ f1,2))] = |V Reps]

and

’ V RTPQ’ A ’ V RTP?)’ > 2 ’ V R:(p2 +p3ap1:n+1\{2,3})‘ > ’ V R’rpl‘
ie. [V R:pi| > [V R:p3| > |v/R-pi| which is impossible. Hence, (3-10) follows.

Since the second line at right hand side of (3-2) defines a non-negative Fourier multiplier
(as it only depends on pj.,,) and ahT T, sﬂﬁ " and @ are well-defined on TH,, we conclude that

L QDQQE; defines a diagonal operator according to Definition [I-5)on I'H, so that the proof
of the statement is complete. O

On the other hand, the operator norm of {7 from T H! to T H-! is bounded uniformly in
7 (but the bound depends polynomially on the number operator V'), which, together with (Z27),
says that the singularity in Fourier is fully captured by s4*7. The next proposition states an even
more refined estimate.

Proposition 3.4 There exists a constant C > 0 independent of T such that for every ¢ € T'H;
it holds .
I3 Pllp gt < CAIN (=25 0]l (3.11)
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Remark 3.5 The bound (3-11) on "7 is reminiscent of the so-called Graded Sector Condition
(GSC) of [KLO12| Section 2.7.4] but with three differences. First, the GSC refers to the full
operator 7., while in only Qﬂlf appears. Second, the GSC would require the power of
N to be strictly less than 1 or A to be sufficiently small (see [HTVo12]]). Arguing as in [CGT24]
Lemma 2.4], it should be possible to improve and show that instead of W one has vV
at its right hand side. On the other hand, the GSC will play no role in our analysis, because
anyway it does not hold independently of T for the full operator A”, but at best only for 1”7 (see
also Remark [B.3). For this reason, we refrained from optimising (3-11) and limited ourselves
to use the trivial bound (3.6). Third, and more importantly, the operator at the right hand side
of (3-T1) is not the symmetric part of £7, i.e. 87, as is usual for GSC, but only its component
in the ei-direction, i.e. (—uTiPSl), that is in a sense much smaller than —S§”. As mentioned in
Section this fact will be crucial for us (see Section [£-2). Note that, if ¢ is smooth, say in
S(R?™) for some n € N, then ||(—I/TSf§1)1/2g0||T Sen /Vr ~ (log 7)~1/3 which vanishes as
T — 00 (see for comparison).

Proof. Let us consider the diagonal bounded operators @) = (1 — 8™)~! and, for xk > 0,
2P = (k — v, £§") L. A simple duality argument connected to the fact that AT = —(QQE;T)*
ensures that it suffices to prove that for all ¢ € TH; and (7, 5) € {(1,2),(2,1)}, uniformly over
Kk > 0 we have ‘ . '

@) 2T @) 2|l < (1Nl (3.12)

Since both @ and 9@ are bounded operators, they are well-defined on T'H.-, which implies
that (3-1) holds. Hence, by (3-3) and (3.6) we get

(@27 ( @DV 2|12 S (—d”T DDA N (DY 20, N DDY20) 1 i
% - .
Zn!n2/:n(dpl:n)|90n(p1:n)|2 X

2m? (3.13)

n
x AP P12 (er - pi)’ / g d (@i = 4P (i)X g P1n) Ty
i=1 R

where we further used that & and —Qﬂlﬁ“@,@ﬂf commute and the definition of the diagonal

part in (32). To estimate the last line above, note that X" is bounded above by the sum of the

indicator functions over {|/R,q| < 2|/ R;p1.n|} and {|V R;(p; — ¢)| < 2|v/R;p1.n|}. but the
two resulting summands coincide as can be shown by a simple change of variables. Further, the
triangle inequality easily gives

dgll(Qapi - Qapl:n\{i}) 5 d%)(pl:n) .

Putting these observations together, we obtain

n
AP ()2 (o1 - pi)? /R g dy (4P = @1 ()Xo P1in) Ty g
=1

n
S AP @1n)dD 1)V (1 - pi)® /R2 dg 1| /mrgi<oi/Brprnl
i=1
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5 dg)(pl:n)dg)(plzn)yﬂ-kl : pl:n|2| V R7'pl:n|2 5 1,

the second to last step being a consequence of the fact that, for any » > 0, the volume of
{IVRrq| < r}isr? v /%, while the last follows from the definition of 2, @, recalling that
{i,5} = {1, 2}. Plugging the above back into (3-13), (3-12) and thus the statement follow. O

3.3 The approximate fixed point €7, and the Replacement Lemmas

In this section, we focus on operators involving %7 only and aim at refining our understanding
of operators of the form —QQ&T%‘QQT for carefully chosen diagonal <. More precisely, our goals
are to first identify an approximate fixed point 7 to (2:34)) (with sﬂﬁ[ in place of 47, ) which is

diagonal and bounded, and then to obtain suitable estimates on ‘5%24&7 as this will appear in our

ansatz for the solution to the resolvent equation (see [(II)] and (2.36)/@-7)).
Let us begin by introducing the candidate approximate fixed point 6j,, whose definition

requires a few notations. Let L” be the function on R, given by

. )\2113/2 T
LT(z) Z —— log (1 + 1—|——£C> . (3.14)

and, for a measurable function f: Ry — R, set —£'[f] to be the diagonal operator

~Lf1E —FLT(-SN L, (3.15)

whose Fourier multiplier is f(LT(%|\/RTp1:n|2)) %|21 - p1.n|? for any py., € R?" and n € N.
For M > 0, let g3, be the function on R defined as

ghi(@) = (M) V g™ (2) (3.16)
where 2/
@ (Jarvi?) " (3.17)

and g}, and 6], be the diagonal operators
gi S -ZMgh ], and SR E(1-8T+gR) (3.18)

which are the approximate fixed point candidates alluded to earlier.

Before stating the lemma that will make the previous claim rigorous, let us comment on the
structure (and the advantages) of the operators g3, and 67,. What they provide is a scale-by-
scale description of how the limiting operator arises. Indeed, the function ¢g” appearing in their
definition is what determines the size of the diffusivity and, as we will see in the proof of the
next statement (see also [CGT24, Remark 2.6]), it must be chosen in such a way that it solves the
ODE

Y = y(0) = 0. (3.19)

1
Vir +y@)’

If p1.,, € R?™ and M > 0 are given, then the Fourier multiplier of g 3, satisfies

F(gh)@01:0) = 9y (L7 (3 Rep1:nl?) 3le1 - pronl?
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2/3
B {[(% LIV Repral) +022) 7 = 0| v <M”T)} 3ler praf?

T—+00 Ceff()‘)
2
with Cegr(M) as in (1.6), so that the right hand side coincides with the Fourier multiplier of the
limiting operator in the direction ¢;. As will be made more precise in the next section, this last
observation addresses point|(2)|in Section 23]

On the other hand, if —87 2 7 then L7(—87) (i.e. ¢ in (3.19)) is vanishingly small and
g™ (L7 (—87)) is smaller than v, so that it does not provide any relevant (or new) information.
The parameter M provides an extra degree of freedom which controls the ratio between v and
gy for very small ¢, that is, for very small spatial scales. We will see in Lemma that its
role is to artificially force the approximate fixed point to enter some perturbative regime, which
will ultimately make our analysis easier. In the spirit of Renormalization Group, the somewhat
arbitrary parameter M, while technically useful, does not influence the large-scale properties of
the system, notably the diffusion matrix for momenta of order 1, that is independent of M.

We are ready for the first of the two main results of this section, which precisely quantifies
how close g}, and G}, are from solving (2-34).

‘el 'pl:n‘2 (3-20)

Lemma 3.6 (The Replacement Lemma) For M > 0 and 7 > 0, let g}, and G}, be the
operators defined in (3.18). Then, there exists a constant C' = C(\, M) > 0 such that for every
p € TH; it holds

| = 5767150 — gRpllp g1 < Cl(=vr g - . (3-21)

Remark 3.7 In the proof, the dependence of the constant on A and M is explicitly tracked and

it turns out to be proportional to A2 711\63;5[(1%) + M.

Remark 3.8 Compared to previous works in which statements as the above have been exploited,
Lemma|3.6|displays two main differences. The first lies in the fact that the norm of ¢ at the right
hand side is not the whole of the T'H!-norm but only part of it, and more precisely the part in
the ¢; direction (i.e. the anisotropic I' H!-norm). Second, does not display any growth in
chaos, i.e. its right hand side is independent of the number operator /. In all cases previously
considered, the error in the Replacement Lemma contained an exploding polynomial factor of
the form N7, for some v > 0, which limited its applicability to the weak-coupling regime.

Proof. Using orthogonality of chaoses and the fact that —Qﬂﬁng&sﬂy and g}, preserve the
chaos, it is easy to see that it is enough to prove (3:21) for ¢ € I',L?2 NTH, and any n > 1.
Moreover, the duality between T'H- ' and T'H! ensures that we only need to establish the
existence of C' = C(\, M) > 0 such that for all ¢, € I',,L2 N TH, it holds

(<—&«&T@ww,wm — (g}, ¥)r

Now, by Lemma [3-3] the first summand reduces to its diagonal part (see (3-2)) so that, recalling
the definitions of ¢}, and 67, in (3.18)), we have

< C =LY 20|l (v BV 2P|, . (3.22)

(<_9aﬁffg;49«w,w>f —(ghre ¥

< nl / =7 dpra) |G| [pra)| X (3.23)
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Pl o Xopi—g(P1in)
1T 1T d LT
/RQ T3 07 + g7 (LT 31V Bepranl*))

X Z e il

where we adopted the same notations as in[C1] i.e. fori € {1,...,n},

et 1 or 1
7= S IWVEBA@pi = g pem )P T3 = Sler @i — ¢ pmap) -

By Remark [C.2] we can apply Lemma [C.1] with the function @ in its statement given by
O(y,y, 0 = (’Y + g5, (Oy) 71, so that (C4) gives

2 3/2 T
A VT/ / a,pi— qu,pz ¢(P1:n)
R

2 2 1+1I7 + gM(LT(I’T))I’21 ( :
3.24
/L (§|\/R_Tp1;n| ) /VT 1 1 acde] < x2 1V log(M)
- —_— ;.
0 o TVl —v0) 1+gy,0)s 1V M2

Let us now focus on the second term at the left hand side and, to abbreviate the notations,
set 7 = L7(3|v/Rrp1:n|?). We first compute the integral in ¢ using the change of variables
¢ = (v-(1 4+ t?))~1, so that

—1

vr 1 1 1
ds — .
/o Vel -—0,90 L+g,0s - Jtg,0’ (3:25)

and we are left to control the difference between the integral on [0, £7] of the latter, and g} ,(¢7).
To do so, we will separately upper and lower bound (3-23)) in terms of g},(¢7). Recall that g”
in is clearly pointwise smaller than g}, in and was chosen so that it solves the
ODE (3:19). Hence,

=g (") < gy (07).

ZT
/ \/1+9M( / 1+gT(€
On the other hand, let ¢ > 0 be such that ¢"(¢) = Mv,. Then, gy =g’ on [¢, 4+00), and we can
lower bound (3-23) as

=g " U)—g"UNLT) > gy (0T) — My, . (3.26)

z‘l’
/\/1+9M(f /Z/\ZT 1+gT(

As a consequence, we deduce

L%%\@pmﬁ) df
‘ A Y e gTM(LT(%’ V RTplznlz)) S MVT .

V1+93,,0

Plugging the latter, together with (3-25) and (3:24), into (323), (3:22) follows by a simple
application of Cauchy-Schwarz, and the proof of the statement is thus complete. O
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What the previous lemma gives is a quantitative bound on the distance between the operators
—Qﬂﬁf@&gﬂy and g},. For to be effective, we need its right hand side to go to 0 and, as
can be seen from Remark [3-7} such smallness cannot come from the constant C' (which instead
grows linearly in M). Thus, we must hope that, for the functions of interest to us, namely the
ansatz anticipated in point the anisotropic I' H }-norm vanishes in 7 for M sufficiently large.

In the next lemma, we state the second main result of this section which is the core of the
proof of Proposition [4.8] that in turn shows that this is indeed the case.

Lemma 3.9 (The Recursive Replacement Lemma) Ler f: R, — R be a locally Lipschitz
Sfunction such that for every x > 0 where its derivative exists it holds

f@) < Cp(vr + giy(@) and |f'(x)] < Cy ; (3:27)

vr + gy (@)
T

for some C'y > 0. Then, there exists a constant ol = CR}I)()\) > 0 independent of f and such

that limpy o C'J(\? = 0, for which for every ¢ € T'H; we have

(=L DY Chstb T ol12 < (LS LIA(S) + v CrOOD 202, (3.28)

where €], is as in and F; is the linear operator acting on (R, ,R ) as

a1 [7 [
I () (@) = 2/0 T TP de. (3-29)

Remark 3.10 In the proof, the dependence of the constant CJ(\? on A and M is explicitly tracked
2 1Vvlog M

and it turns out to be proportional to A VL2

Remark 3.11 The 1/2 in the expression of .% in (3.29), and more precisely the fact that it is
strictly less than 1, will play a crucial role in our analysis (see Remark [f-11). As we will see in
the proof, it comes from differentiating (3-23) with respect to g}, and the square-root therein is
a direct consequence of the anisotropy of the SBE. Indeed, for “isotropic”” models, as the AKPZ
equation, the power would be one (as shown in [CET23b, Eq. (3.29)]).

Proof. Arguing as in Lemmal[3.6] it suffices to prove the statement for ¢ € I',, L2 N TH, and any
n > 1. Furthermore, by Lemma [3-3) and the fact that both 67, and —%'[f] are non-negative
diagonal (see (3-13) for the latter), we have

I~ DY Gty )12 = (~LS L1 (G50 A% 0, %7 0) 1 diag

! / =7 (dp1n) |G Pra)l? X

n 3/2 e
1 5 N2y / FLT(T)Ie g
X E —le1 - pi d L . _o(p1:
s 2’ 1 pil 72 Juo 77 + 17 + g7, (LTI 7P 9Xq,pi—q(P1:n)

where we adopted the same notations as in (C.1]).
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Once again, we apply Lemma this time with the function ® given by ®(v,~/,¢) =

%, which, by Remark [C.2] satisfies (C.2)) and (C.3). Hence, we get
M

%W/ FILTEDT R
2 R2 77 +T7 +T5g7,(L7(T])) 0.pi—qXq,pi—q\Plin
LT(l|\/R_7—p1:n\2) vt 1 / 1v1 M
- / ’ / 1O sdsdl| < vy C}AQVL().
0 o T/ —rv5) (1+g3,0)9) 1V M1/2

We are left to compute the second integral at the left hand side. Set ¢ £ L™ (3|VRpin)?).
The integral in ¢ can be immediately deduced by (3-23) by differentiating with respect to gj,(£)
(which is a fixed number for given £), so that we obtain

s g_l/f G
0

VA 1/;1 1
/o /o V(A = vr6) (1 + g7, (0)<)> T3 (14 g7,(0)3/2

R (0 _ .
<3, et =IO,

and the proof is concluded. O

The reason why we dubbed the previous Lemma Recursive is because we will use
recursively on the chaos components of our ansatz (see the proof of Proposition [4.8]), while
Replacement is motivated by the fact that to leading order we expect the quantity at the left hand
side of to behave as that at the right hand side without the correction v,C fC’](\}I), and thus
we would like to replace the former by the latter. That said, a matching lower bound, which
would fully justify the name “replacement”, is only true at the cost of a larger (negative) additive
error (in the spirit of (3.26)) and, in our setting, an upper bound suffices.

An important observation is that while Cg\}[) vanishes as M — oo, the constant C' in (3:21)
explodes (see Remark[3-7). For our purposes though, it will be enough to choose M sufficiently
large so that C'](\? < 1/2 (as this will help stabilize the iteration f — F.(f) + v,.C fC'](\?) but
fixed, thus not creating problems when applying Lemma 3.6

We conclude this section with a lemma whose goal is to control the norm of operators of the
form ‘@fwsﬂiﬁ and &Q&T@]\/[ as these play a crucial role in addressing point[(1)]in Section 23]

Proposition 3.12 There exist a constant C](\? = C](\?()\) > 0 which converges to 0 as M — oo,
such that for every ¢ € I'H it holds

T sT 2
1655 ¢l < C7 el (330)
Furthermore, for any o € [0, 1) there exists a constant C' = C(\, ) > 0, for which
165451 g7 <ra ol V [T G7 T gr<ra |- < C V2 @]l (3.31)

where 1 _gr<,a stands for the diagonal operator whose kernel is ]l| VR pin|?j2< T
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Remark 3.13 As for the replacement lemmas, the dependence of 05\2/[) and C on M, X and 7 can
be explicitly tracked and they can respectively be taken to be proportional to A/(1 V M 3/4y and

1-p~V2+ Ay 2= (B=0)/2 for any0<a< <.

Proof. As in the proof of Replacement Lemmas [3.6 and [3:} it suffices to prove the statement
for ¢ € ', L2 N TH, and any n > 1. Furthermore, by Lemma 373} the fact that both 67, and
£;'[f] are diagonal (see (3-13) for the latter), and formula (3-2), we have

H@&gﬂﬁf@”?_ = <_QQ&T(C5}\—4)2QQ&TSO7 ‘~P>T,diag (3.32)

n
dg
STU/ET(dpl )|¢(p1 )|2>‘2 |21 ‘p,|2y3/2/

where we adopted the same notations as in (C.1)). Let us now focus on the inner integral which
will be bounded in two different ways to obtain (3-30) and (3-3T)), respectively.
For the former, since g}, > Muv; (see (3:17)) we have

dq / dq
<
/RQ (14+T7 4 g7, (L7 @TNTY)? ~ Jr2 (e (M V Dley - pronl? + [WEql2 + Muzley - qf?)?
S
V2LV M32)|ey - prop|?

where the last estimate follows by (C.s) in Lemma|C.3] Then, plugging the previous into (3:32),
we obtain (3:30).

Let us now turn to (3-317). The bound on the term containing "7 follows from that on

sﬂi’T and a duality argument. Indeed, duality ensures that it suffices to control the I' L2-norm of

]l,gfgl/zc@&&zﬂygo via the right hand side of (3:31). But, thanks to the definition of x*in @9,
we have
1 grara®f s =1 _grera Gt _grera

so that we can apply (3:31) for Qﬂﬁf to conclude.

To prove the estimate on sﬂw, we split the integral in (3:32) in two regions, corresponding
to |¢|> < 79 and |¢|> > 75, for some given S such that & < # < 1. In the first, we have
I'7T = 3VR:(q,pi — ¢, p2)> S 7P, which implies that g7,(L™ (3[R (q,pi — ¢, p2:0)*) 2
AY3(1 — 8)2/3. Hence,

/ Lijg2<rsydg - / dg
(14+T7 + g5, (L7 @INTH? ~ ) ([VR-ql? + X3 = B23(Jer - q? + [e1 - pral?))”
< 1
)‘2(1 - 5)|21 : pl:n|2
where in the last step we used (C.s) from Lemma [C.3] with A and M therein respectively given
by A% = A3(1 — B)*/3|ey - p1.n|? and M = v 1A*/3(1 — B)%/3. For the other instead, we keep
only the term |/R,q|* > v2|q|* at the denominator and obtain

/ L{jq2>reyda < / Tge>reyde 1 1
(1+T7 + g5, L @HTE)> ™ Vgt Y wErP T wdrteoer  praf?
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the last bound being a consequence of 7® > |/ R, p1.n|?> = vrler - prn|?. Therefore, (3-37)
follows by estimating (3-32) via the two equations above and thus, the proof of the proposition is
complete. O

4 The Resolvent and its ansatz

Now that we collected all the necessary bounds, we turn to the analysis of the resolvent and aim
at obtaining the estimates needed to prove Theorems 1] and To properly state them, let

be an element of I',,, L2 for some fixed ng € N and 77 be the resolvent applied to ¢, i.e.

rmEA-Z) . (4.1)

Note that, if ng = 0, then r” coincides with ¢ (and there is thus nothing to prove) so that in what
follows we will focus on the case of ng > 0. The main result of the present section is summarised
in the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1 Let ng € N, ng > 1, and M be sufficiently large so that the constants C](é) and

C](\Z) in (3.28) and satisfy
1
ci)ved) < 5 (4.2)

Then, there exists a constant C' = C'(\, M, ng) > 0 such that for all ¢ € Iy, Lz, we have

I lle < C(lllag + 150117 ) (43)
17 Wy — NSF0 2] < Clllng (Wells + IS5 0l) @)

where 17 is defined according to and the (semi-)norm || - ||| is given by
el ar < v/ Tlog v lIl(= L5 R0l + |82 76 o 4.5)

Furthermore, if there exists o such that Supp(Fp) C {—87 < 7@}, then there exists a constant
C = C(\, ) > 0 for which

I =65l < C vt/ Tlog v ol - (4.6)

As outlined in Section 273} the proof of the above statement is based on a approximation of
the resolvent with a suitably chosen ansatz s (point[(I[)]of the roadmap). The latter is introduced
in Section where its main properties together with a control over the I' H!-norm of the
difference between ™ and s” are derived. Most of the estimates we obtain therein are in terms
of ||(—r- 21257 ||, whose control is only possible via the Recursive Replacement Lemmaf3:g}
This is detailed in Section (point [(TID)), at the end of which all the results derived are put
together and the proof of Theorem is completed.
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4.1 The ansatz and its properties

As explained in Section 23] the resolvent is a complicated object whose structure intimately
depends on the fixed point operator to (2:34). The ansatz that we will now introduce shares the
same structure, i.e. that in , but with two twists: we replace # ™ with 67, given in (3.13),
and the whole of #7. with ‘qufr in (@).

Let ¢ be an element of T',,, L2 for some fixed ng > 1. We define the ansatz s” for the
resolvent equation in according to

TS Z(@M&«ﬁ’ 6. 4.7
k=0

Equation (F7) provides the full chaos decomposition of s” as, for any k, (@&dﬁf)k G €
Dotk L2. Let us first show that, for fixed 7 > 0, the series at the right hand side is absolutely
convergentin I'H.; so that s” is indeed a well-defined element of the core, and derive an expression
for the action of the generator on it.

Lemma 4.2 Let ¢ € T',,,L? for some ng > 1, and assume that (d2) holds. Then, for T > 0
fixed, the sum at the right hand side of (7)) is absolutely convergent in I'H, so that s™ is indeed
well defined. Moreover, it satisfies

— g5 dhTsT + €50, (4.8)

and
(1 —2L7)s™ = o+ ("G — st — d"7s" — A€ . (4.9)

Proof. Assume first that the sum in (4.7) indeed converges absolutely in I'H,, and let us prove

(4.8) and (@=g). For (4.8)), notice that

=Sy + Z(@Mﬂﬁ’ P GT 0 = 6o + Gy s
k>0

where in the last step we are able to collect Cgf\/[sﬁy from the infinite sum, which is allowed as
this operator is continuous on I'H- and the sum is absolutely convergent therein.
For (4-9), by adding and subtracting g },s” from (1 — £7)s”, we obtain

(1—LT)s" =1 -8 +gf)s™ —dhsT —d?Ts™ — g7 s™ — A" s°
_ (cg}‘-/l)—lsr _ QQEZTS’T _ QQW'ST _ QX/[ST B qu,rsfr
— o+ (— ARG AT — gh)sT — ATEGT 0 — APTST
the second step being a consequence of the definition of G}, in and the last of two
applications of (4.8), one for the first two terms and the other for the third and fourth.
Let us now argue that the series at rlght hand side of (4-7) converges absolutely in I'H. First,

by Proposition [3:12] and (4-2), H‘@Msﬁ Yllpr2—rr2 < 1/2. Hence, a k-times iteration of this
bound gives

Ishsullr = IR 25T SRl < 2717500l < 27%[l]l- - (4.10)
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Now, since, by definition, it can be directly checked that 520 kel = Cgesﬁfjfsgo Lo WE have

T

Hs:l,0+k+1HFH$ = Hcged&TSnoJrkHFHE < HQQEZngoﬁJ'CHT SA,T (no + k)3/2 HS:L()+]€H7—7 (4.11)

where in the last step we exploited (B.1) which, even though stated (and proved) for o7, also
holds for 9&5{ (with the same proof). Combining and concludes the proof. 0

The (rather) explicit structure of s™ allows to efficiently estimate both its ' L2 and I' H } -norms,
as the next proposition shows.

Proposition 4.3 Assumte that (d2) holds. Then, there exists a constant C' = C(\, M) > 0 such
that for all ¢ € T, L2 for some ng € N, we have

Is7ll- < 2[1Gy el (4.12)
187112 = 1CEED 20 l12| < Cll(—vr g 26712 (4.13)

where s7 is defined according to [@7]). Furthermore, if @ is such that Supp(F¢) C {—-8™ < 7%}
Jor some o € [0, 1), then there exists a constant C = C'(\, «) > 0 independent of @ for which

Is” = Girellr < v Cllgllr (4.14)

Remark 4.4 As the proof shows, the constant C' in (4:13) is the same at that of the Replacement
Lemma, i.e. the one for which (3:Z1)) holds, and that in (4:14) coincides with that of (3-31).

Proof. Asnoted in the proof of Lemma[f-2] Proposition[3-12jand imply that || 67, Qﬂf lrr2—srre <
1/2. Hence,

157l < > llCsRstE SRl < D 278 6hell- < 206h¢ll-
k k

from which ([@-12) follows.
For (4-13), Lemmaf2]ensures that s™ € 'H, C Dom(Z£7), so that (2.28) gives

8712 p1 = {1 = L7)sT, 7). (4.15)
Plugging (4-9) in the above formula, we obtain
Is7IR s = (0, 57)r + (—APTGR %7 — g7 )™, 87)r — (A757,57) 7 — (A27 €] 0,57

Now, the third and fourth terms are 0: the third since 7 is skew-symmetric on T'H, by
Lemma 32 the fourth since s™ € €D, I, L2 while sﬂ&“ﬁ]wgo € T',—1L2 and these spaces
are orthogonal. For the first, we use again the orthogonality of Fock spaces with different indices
and (47), and deduce

(0,87)r = (0,50 )r = (0, Ghr)r = [I(GEN 2012
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Thus we are left to control the second term, on which we apply (3Z1) in the Replacement
Lemma|3.6] and get (7-13).
At last, we turn to (4-14)) whose proof is similar to that of (-12). By definition

Is” — €hrelle < 3 IR EL el < S5t E5 el
k>1

where we used that ||@]7\-4-§ﬁ3j—||r r2-rrz < 1/2. Now, since 6, is diagonal, the Fourier
transforms of ¢ and 6}, ¢ have the same support, so that (3:31) holds. Further exploiting that
G < 1, we obtain

l&TstENER el S v 6Tl < v gllr

~ —

which concludes the proof. O

Remark 4.5 The bound shows in particular that, for ¢ smooth, s7 is asymptotically equal
to €}, in ' L2, which means that s7 is well-approximated by the k¥ = 0 summand at the right
hand side of (777). In ' H, the situation is drastically different: while the I' H of the whole s”
does converge to a positive constant for 7 — oo, and this (as can be seen from (4.13); and this
will play a crucial role in obtaining the limiting diffusion matrix), it can be shown that the I' /!
norm of each individual summand in (Z-7)) tends to zero with 7 — oo. In fact, one can prove that
the summands that indeed contribute are those whose k diverges with 7 as log log 7.

To conclude this section, we derive an apriori estimate on the difference of s7 and r™ in T H'!
(and thus also in FL%).

Proposition 4.6 There exists a constant C = C(\, M) > 0 such that for any ¢ € T, L2 for
some ng > 1, we have

7™ — sl < CIN (- ZEHY25T 7 + [l €]l (4.16)

where r™ and sT are respectively given as in and (@7), and N is the number operator in
Definition

Remark 4.7 The constant C'in can be taken to be proportional to A + A2 + M.
Proof. Note that r™ — s™ € Dom(£7), so that Lemma [Z.10] gives
7T = sT[B gy = (L = LT = 87),r7 = sT),. (4.17)

Thanks to the definition of " and (4.9), we can compute (1 — £L7)(r" — s7) and plug it into the
above expression. What we obtain is the sum of three terms

—<[(—91&T)°§X491&T —gilsT,rT —8T) + (Qﬂb’TsT, rT— s, + (Qﬂngfmp, rT—sT),
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that we denote by (I), (I) and (III), and separately estimate. For the first, we apply the Replacement
Lemma 3.6| which gives
D] < Cll=vrZgH 2T 17 = 7 s - (4.18)
Proposition [3-4] allows to control (II) as
D] S AN (L5281 1T = 87 llps - (4.19)
At last, we simply use Cauchy-Schwarz on (III), thus obtaining
| < 7ol 17 = 5717 < [Tl 1T~ 8l (420)

As a consequence, (4.16) follows upon plugging (4.18)), and at the right hand side
of @17), and dividing both sides by ||7" — s7[|p 1. O

4.2 Estimating the anisotropic norm of the ansatz and proof of Theorem

For the estimates in the previous section to be effective and allow us to deduce Theorem we
need to control the |[w(N) (—uTiPél)l/ 2. ||,-norm of the ansatz s” in (g-7)), for suitable weights
w: N — R, and prove that it is small as 7 — +o0. This is the content of the next proposition.

Proposition 4.8 Assume that (@:2) holds. Let w: N — R be such that, for every k > 0,
w(k 4+ 1) < 2w(k). Then, for every p € FnOszor some ng > 1,

[[wW — no)IY/2 (—u, L)Y 257, < 2|(=LE LfI)Y2 €50l (4.21)
where
T\ def 1 vr +gT(x)\k
fo@) 2o, ;0 w(k) log ‘/T) (4.22)

and g" is the function in (3:17).

Remark 4.9 The reason why we imposed w(-+ 1) < 2w(-) is to ensure that f,, in satisfies
the assumptions of the Recursive Replacement Lemma with constant Cy, = w(0) as can
be immediately checked via a direct computation. Notice also that, if w is non-decreasing then
I (fw) + w) v < fy, where ¥, is the map given in (329).

Remark 4.10 Even though for the sake of the present paper, it would have been sufficient to
consider w given by the identity, we preferred to state Proposition in broader generality as it
reveals deeper properties of the ansatz and partially, by (4.16)), of the resolvent (#1)). Indeed, the
bound shows that the anisotropic I' ! -norm of the former decays in chaos exponentially
fast as can be checked by taking w to be w(k) = ¢* for ¢ < 2, in which case

c
< 2

fa@ = (v + @) (423)
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and that, upon choosing ¢ < 2, the weighted norm vanishes as T — 00, as one sees from (4.23).
Even though per se does not allow us to deduce the same at the level of the resolvent (and
we will not need it), we suspect that this is indeed the case. Note that weighted (in ') apriori
bounds on the resolvent are highly non-trivial and, the only available ones, strongly rely on the
graded sector condition (see [KLO12]), which, as pointed out in Remark does not hold in
our context.

The proof of the above proposition is based on two main ingredients: the explicit iterative
structure of the Ansatz s™ and the Recursive Replacement Lemma 3.9, Before delving into the
details, let us provide a brief heuristic that on the one hand shows how they come into play and
on the other sheds some light on the role of the map ., in (3-29).

Thanks to (4.7), for every N > 0, the (N + ng)-chaos component of s” is given by

o = (GsEN G,
which implies
1~ 25T o2 = (0 ZEH Y2tV G )2

| G R e g [ A e

I?

where we have taken w = 1 and used that, by (3:15), —Z;'[v-] = —v,Z;'. To estimate the
norm at the right hand side we apply with f = v, and, neglecting the error for the sake of
this heuristic, we obtain

(LG R SN [ G/ K A28 ) . 2 ol v 0

where .7 is as in (3-29) and the right hand side has precisely the same shape of (24) but with
J,(v;) and N — 1 in place of v, and N. In other words, we can iterate the above procedure
N — 1 times, ultimately getting

=225 s 17 < (=5 LN W) 2 G017 (4.25)

for JT"N the N-fold composition of the map ¥, with itself. On the other hand, JfN (vy) is
nothing but the N-step Picard iteration for the ODE
1 y&)

2(vr + g7 ()32

(which is the linearisation of (3:19)) whose unique solution is

y(x):m/g @ o @ o (4.27)

Remark 4.11 Here we see how crucial is the fact that the coefficient of the integral at the right
hand side of (32g) is 1/2 < 1. Indeed, the 1/2 therein corresponds to the square-root inside the
logarithm in which in turn results in the square-root in the second term of (4.27). Since
9" (@) +vr S 1, we gety(x) S vr//Vr = /U7 — 0 thus suggesting that the [|(—v, 252 - ||,-

norm of the (INV + ng)-chaos component of the ansatz s” vanishes at rate ui/ 4

y) = y(0) = v, (4.26)
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To make the previous argument rigorous, we need to be able to sum over NV the bound (4.23),
introduce the dependence on the number operator via the weight w and take into account the
error in ((3.28). This boils down to a stability type result for the Picard iteration of which
reduces to understand how .¥- iterates. This is precisely what the following lemma explains.

Lemma 4.12 For k € N, let p;.: Ry — R be the function given by

ZETEN -

Vr

o 1
pi@ 2 v, —(log

where g" is defined according to (317). Then, p; is smooth, non-negative and non-decreasing
and, for all x > 0, it holds

2v, 4+ g™ ()
S Pp@ < v +g@, Y2 @) < ST (4.29)
k>0 k>0
Furthermore, for every k > 0, we have
Fr(PK) = Diy1 - (4.30)

The statement follows by basic computations, and thus its proof is omitted. We now have all
the elements we need in order to prove Proposition [4.8]

Proof of Proposition We claim that for every 0 < m < N it holds

N
> w®) [(—v L2 sh gl < LG N DY Syl (4.31)

k=m

where f, v = 2 SN r—o w(k+m)pf and p7 is as in (4.28). Given the claim, then follows
by taking m = 0 and N — oc.

To prove the claim, we fix N > 0 and proceed by induction from m = N to m = 0. The
case m = N is obvious, so assume (F-31)) holds for m + 1, with m € {0, ..., N — 1}. Then, by
the induction hypothesis, we have

Zw(k)H( v E Y 2sT P
k=m

.32
< wm)|[(=v- L) st ll” + 1L Uit N D87 et |1 (432)

2
= w25 257 ol + || [ (L Ui DY G | 7|

where in the last step we used (#7). In order to use the Recursive Replacement Lemma
to bound the second term, we need to check that f,, 1 v satisfies its assumptions. Since
w(- + 1) < 2w(-), we have

Frprn(@) < 2" w(m) pi(x) < 2wm) (vr + g7 (), forallz >0,
k>0
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the last bound being a consequence of (4-29), and similarly for f/ 1.~ Hence, (3727) holds for
fmi1,n with Cy o = 2w(m). Thus, plugging into (F32), we deduce

N
> wll) |(—v- LG sT 4l

k=m
< wm)|[(—vr L 25T 1+ 1L I Fmin) + vrwm)DY 2 57 1
= (L I (rns1,n) + 20D 8T 12

where we also used (@-2) to bound v;C¥, ., NC](\?T < vy;w(m). But now, thanks to (4:30),
Ir(fm+1,8) + 2v;w(m) = fp, N, which concludes the proof of the induction and therefore of

(4.21). U

Thanks to the previous proposition and the results in the previous subsection, we can now
prove Theorem

Proof of Theorem -7} We will first prove (4-3) and (d-4), for which we take ¢ € T, L2, for
some ng > 1. Notice first that

1Pl < 117 = 7 llems + 871 S I (gD 267 + 576G el + [165r0ll (433)

where in the last step we used and (@-12). The triangle inequality together with the basic
estimate a < \/|a? — b| + b, which holds for any a, b > 0, implies
17712 2y = R 22| <

<|r" = s"lpa(lr™ = s"lvm +2[1s [lpm) +

+ |17 1 = 57D 202

IsTI1F 2 — €830 % l12
2

< (10 = s lem + 712 = G502 I121) + 17 = 7l 1930 20

and thus, by and (4-13), we deduce

2 2
[ el I[P

S (W v 25 | + 127Gl ) (4:34)

X (I (=g 287 + 157Gl + 1950 2l )

[E Y (€ PO R [

As a consequence, we are left to estimate the weighted norm of s”. Upon taking w: N — R to
be defined as w(k) = ng + k, Proposition [4.8] gives

[[wN — no)V2 (—r,LEHY257 | < 2|(=LS foDY2 €50l

< v/ Nog ve| (=259 67l
which holds since the function f; (L"), for f; as in (§:22) can be bounded uniformly in z > 0 as

Fa(LT @) S vy \/vr + g7 (L7 (x)) max {no V log w}

Vr

(4.35)
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< v1? max {no V log yfl/z} <o V22| Tog vy |

~ 7T T ~10

where we used that L7 is bounded uniformly in x, and consequently so is g7 (L"), and, in the last
step, that ng is fixed. By plugging (Z-33) into both (Z-33) and (4:34) and recalling the definition

of the seminorm in (#.3), (4-3) and (4-4) follow.

We now turn to (4.6)), for which we proceed similarly to what was done in (7-33). Assume
¢ is such that Supp(¢) C {—8™ < 7%} for some o € (0,1). Then, Proposition [4.6] and
equations (4-33)) and give

[r™ =Syl < Ir" = s"llrm + 1" — Gl
< v [og v (=25 2650l + 14576 0ll- + v 4ol
< v Nog v |25 2G5l + vl

where the last step follows by (3-31). To conclude, notice that, since 63, is diagonal, then
Supp(F(€7,¢)) = Supp() C {—8™ < 7*} and on the latter set we have

gL (=8T) = gp (L7 (7%) Za 1.

Therefore, (—Sﬁél)l/ 2@]\/[ <a (‘@fw)l/ 2 < 1, from which we get (4.6) and thus conclude the proof
of the statement. 0

5 The superdiffusive Central Limit Theorem

The goal of this and the next section is to show the main results of this paper, which, as we will
soon see, are direct consequences of the analysis carried out in the previous.

Here, we focus on Theorems and[T3} As mentioned before, for the former we will exploit
(a version of) the Trotter-Kato theorem which requires to show convergence of the resolvent
(1—27)"1to (1 — 2 ~1. This is the content of the next Theorem which addresses point[(TV)]
of Section Before stating it, recall that, as mentioned in Section [, the two resolvents are
defined on different spaces, namely LY(P7) and LY(P), # € [1, 00), which can be mapped to one
another thanks to the surjective isometries ¢, j introduced in Lemma[i7]

Theorem 5.1 For every F € L2(P), we have

2
T R i e (A iy o (5.1)

where " and jT are the maps defined in Lemma [1.7) and < s the operator introduced in
LemmazT1n

Proof. By Lemmas[i-7jand[2.6] and Lemma[1T] the operators " (1 — < 7)1 and (1 — )1
are bounded, uniformly in 7, from LL2(P) to itself, so that it suffices to verify for F belonging
to a subset spanning a dense subspace of L?(P), e.g. the set of F' of the form I7 () with n € N
and ¢ € T',,L? such that F¢ has compact support (recall the notation I” from Section for
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the isometry between Fock space and L%(PP)). Hence, we are left to verify that for such n and ¢,
we have
S -2 e B0 gyl (52)
T—00
Notice that, by ([22), for any (bounded) diagonal operator & acting on I" L2 (see Definition [3),
the diagonal operator ;" acting on I'L2_ has the same kernel as @, so that, with a slight
abuse of notations, we denote it by ¢ 237 = . Then we have

HLT(l _ iPT)_le¢ . (1 _ Sﬁeff)_lgoH
<[TA =L = TGl + G — (1= 2 ]

By (@14), the first term goes to 0 as 7 — +o0o. From the explicit expression of the kernels of
€1y and Peft it is easy to see that also the second term vanishes as 7 — +00, so that the proof
is complete. O

Thanks to the previous result, we are now ready to prove Theorems [T-4] and

Proof of Theorems -4 and[1.3} Let us immediately say that, given Theorem Theorem [T73]
follows immediately by taking F;"(n") o fin™ (), fori=1,...,k, ¢1,...,0r € S(R?) and
fi,..., fn bounded continuous functions on R.

Turning to Theorem[1.4] we split its proof in two parts. First, we will show strong convergence
of the semigroup, and more precisely that (1) holds for any 6 € [1, co). Then, we will use the
latter to deduce the convergence in (T12).

Part I: Convergence of the semigroup. Thanks to Lemma[i77]and Theorem we are precisely
in the setting of the Trotter-Kato theorem [[Ko2| Theorem 4.2], which implies that for every
F € L2(P) and T > 0, it holds

sup [P/ jTF — PE"F||p2qy — 0.
te[0,7 T—+00

This can be rewritten in the following form. Let (F}); be sequence such that I, € L?(P7) and
|e"Fy — F|| 2@y — 0 as 7 — +o0. Then noticing that || F, — F|p2p) = ||F™ — j7F||L2pr)
and using the contractivity of the semi-groups stated in Lemmas [2.6] and Z11), we also deduce
that
sup ||e" P} FT — PEUF || 2@ —— 0. (5.3)
te[0,T T—+00

Hence, we are left to extend the above to 7" = oo and any value of 6 € [1, 00). Let us begin with
the former.

Without loss of generality, we can take F'™ and F' with mean zero. Let 7" > 0 and note that,
for any ¢ > T, the contractivity of P7 and P° implies

|7 P FT — PteffFHLQ(]P’) <N PIFT ||2pry + HPteHF”M(P)
S |NPRET ||L2@er) + Hp%ffF”M(P)
< ||e"PFFT — PYF |2 + 2 || PFF||p2p)



THE SUPERDIFFUSIVE CENTRAL LiMiT THEOREM 46

where we also used that +” is an isometry. Therefore,

sup [|" P/ FT — PteffFHLQ(IP) < sup [[JVFJFT - PteffFHLQ(]P’) + 2 HP%HFHU(P) .
t>0 te[0,T]

We can now take the limsup as 7 — +-oc0 at both sides so that, at the right hand side, the first
term vanishes and what is left goes to 0 in the 7" — oo limit by (2:32). Hence, (@1 holds for
0=2.

To prove that it also holds for § € [1,00), let (F'7), be such that F7 € LY(P7) and ||.™F™ —
F|lLo@) — 0as 7 — +oo. Applying (Z=1) with 6§ therein equal to +oo, it is immediate to see
that (@T11) for 6 = 2 extends to € [1,00) if F'” (and F') is bounded by a constant, uniformly
in 7. For general F'™ and F, let M > 0 and xs(x) o (—M)V (M A x). Clearly, YM(FT) and
xM(F) are bounded and satisfy [|c"x™ (F7) — x™(F)|| o) — 0 as 7 — ~+oc. Using once
again the contractivity of the semigroups, we obtain the bound

/7P FT — PteffFHLG(P) < HLTPtTXM(FT) - PteffXM(F)HLG(P)
+2||F — XM(F)HM(P) + |"FT = Fllep)

and we take the supremum in ¢ > (. Now, we can pass to the limit first in 7 — 400, so that
the first and last terms vanish (the former since XM (F7) and XM (F") are bounded and the latter
by construction) and then in M — oo which ensures that also the second term converges to 0.
Therefore, (1) holds for any 6 € [1, c0).

Part II: Convergence of the finite-dimensional laws. We first rewrite the conditional expectations
in @12). Todoso,let0 =ty < 1 < --- < {; and set At; o t; —t;—q fori € {1,...,k}. Define
recursively the functionals G7 and G, i € {1, ...,k + 1}, according to G}, ; = G5, 1 and
forevery i € {1, ..., k}

GT = PL,(F7GT,,) and  G' = P (FGET,). (5.4)

7

Note that both ﬂ@zl LY(P7) and ﬂ@zl LLY(PP) are stable under multiplication and the action of the
respective semigroups. Thus, the above recursion is well-defined and, for every i € {1,...,k},
GT € Np»1 LOPT) and G§ € My, LY(P). The Markov property implies that the two terms
in (I12) can be written as

E} [F] (uf,) ... F (up )] = "GT(ug) and EST[Fy(u§h) ... Fr(uf™)] = G (up).  (5.5)

1 k

Therefore, if we show that for every i € {1,...,k + 1} it holds |[."GT — GS"|| o) — O
as 7 — +oo, for every 6 € [1,00), then [12) follows at once. To prove it, we proceed
by (backward) induction. The result is obvious for ¢ = k + 1, since .G}, = 1 = G%fj_l.
Assume now it holds for ¢ + 1, and let us verify the same is true for 7. Since by assumption
|e"F7 — Fy||popy — 0 forall § € [1, 00), and, by induction, the same holds with G7, | and G¢"
in place of F; and Fj, the same must be true for their product. By applying (Iz11), we obtain
G} = PR, (F{GT,y) 22

3
T—00

PR (FGH,) = G

which completes the proof. O
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6 The large-scale behaviour of the Diffusion Matrix

In this final section, we show Theorem 1] whose proof amounts to determine the asymptotic
behaviour of the diffusion matrix ¢ — D(%) in ast — oo.

To do so, let us first make a couple of remarks. By Proposition (for 7 = 1), the only
non-trivial entry of D is Dj ; which can be written in terms of the rescaled process u” as

Dy 1(s) = v Dy 1(75). 52>0. (6.1)

In particular, this means that Theorem 1 follows provided we show that, for s = 1, the left
hand side converges as 7 — oo to Ceg()\) in (1.6). Now, before that, we need to manipulate the
Green-Kubo formula in 2.18)) so to unveil the connection with the results in the previous section.

6.1 The diffusivity as the energy associated to a parabolic problem

In order to simplify our analysis and ensure that all the quantities under study are well-defined,
we approximate the spatial integral at the right hand side of (2.18) in such a way that the
functional L™ in (Z77) is written in terms of the operator d”,. Loosely speaking, L7 [n"] is the
antiderivative in the e; direction of the nonlinearity N7 [n"], which, when tested against a test
function ¢ € S(R?) N Ty L2, satisfies N7 [n"](x)) = A’ " (). Thus, we would like to say that
JT[MTI(W) is 911777(8;111@, but this only makes sense provided Supp(zﬁ) N (e2R) = 0.

To do so, let us fix an even symmetric function ¢ € S(R?) such that ||¢|| 22y = 1 and
whose Fourier transform 1[1 has compact support in a ball of radius 1 around the origin contained
in (e2R)®, with esR denoting the vertical axis. For § > 0, set 1)°(-) e 61(d ), so that the
convolution of 4 with itself converges to 1 as  — 0. Then, we hope that

/R BT[] @) (g )0)] W0 % YO)(z)dz °R° /R BT w7 )@ (g1 0)] dz - (6.2)

The advantage of the left hand side is that, by translation invariance and the symmetry of ¢, it
equals

/R \ E[T [ul1(x — )M [ufl(—y)] ©°(x — y)° (y)dzdy

= B[ [uf 1) [uf) ()] = ——57 (PTm™ m™). (6.3)
A2y

where in the last step we denoted by m™0 ¢ ['sL2 N TH, the kernel of )\1/3/ 4MT7‘5, and P7 is
the semigroup of the rescaled SBE. Now, since by construction Supp(¥%) C (eaR)C, 8;111/15 is
well-defined and a direct computation shows that

m™ = o7 0, 10 . (6.4)

In the next lemma we show that the Green-Kubo formula (2.18)) can be expressed in the form
of the energy of the solution of the parabolic equation given by

(at _ gﬂ') QDT,(S — mT,5 ’ SDT75|t:O —0 (65)
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which is explicit and given by
t
o’ = / Pim™ds,  t>0. (6.6)
0

Proposition 6.1 For any t, 7 > 0 fixed, the following equality holds

_ %T(SOT,(S)
T () =v,; 4 lim 2 6.
110 =vr+ lim —— 6.7)
where, for any § > 0, > is the unique solution to (6.5) and, for any (fs)s>0 € C1([0,t], T L2)N

C([0,t], Dom(Z7)), the positive quadratic form ] is defined as

def

t t
& 2SI + 2 /0 J=8TV2 £, 12 ds = || fo]}2 + 2 /0 (@ =)y f)rds. (68)

Proof. Letus first briefly argue the second equality in (6.8)). A proof similar to that of Lemmaz 10
gives that for every ¢ € Dom(Z7), ||(—=87)2¢||2 = (=£7) ¢, ¢),. Therefore,

t

t t
/ <(8s - gT)f57fs>7' dS = / <asf57fs>’r d3+ / <(_g7)fsyfs>7' dS
0 0 0

from which the conclusion follows by integration by parts.

Next, we address (6.7), which essentially boils down to show that (6.2)) holds. For this, note
that |¢° * ¢¥0(x) — 1| = |[¢ * ¢¥(dz) — ¢ * ¥(0)| < §|z| and, thus, the polynomial decay of
correlations in (2.6) implies

BT 7L )L )~ [ B @ T I0) de| . 5.
R2
Together with and (6.3)), the previous gives

2)\2

I/3/2 t s
i /Ods/o dr E[(7 [ul], °) (M7 [uF), ¢°)]

D7) =v lim
1’1( ) Tt 5—0 t

9 t s 9 t
= v; + lim —/ ds/ dr (PTm™° m™°) . = v + lim —/ ds (™%, m™0)
=0t Jo 0 -0t Jo

where in the last step we used (6.6). Since by (6.5), m™ = (0, — £7) ¢™°, the second equality
of (6.8) implies (6.7) and the proof of the statement is complete. 0

To combine the previous proposition with the results from Section [f] we need to understand
the relation between the parabolic equation in and the elliptic one given by

1—2L7)r™ =m™°. (6.9)

This is the content of the next (rather straightforward) 1emma@.

5See also [CMOW22| Section 9], for a similar a similar analysis in a different context.
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Lemma 6.2 Let ©™° and r™° be respectively the solutions of (6.5) and (6.9). Then, for every
T > 0, there exists a constant C = C(T) > 0 such that

sup €7 (™0 — ™) < C|lr™0 . (6.10)
t€[0,T7

Proof. First, recall that (9; — £7) ™% = m™° while (§; — L7)r™0 = —L7r™0 = m™® — 79,
since ™ does not depend on ¢. Thus, by (6.8) and Cauchy-Schwarz, we deduce
t
(™ =70 = 702 4 2 / (r0, @7 —17%) ds
0
t
<A+ [ fert -0 as
0
t
<A+ DrmoY2 + / (o™ — 1) ds,
0

where the last step follows by the first equality in (6.8)). Then, Gronwall’s lemma gives
B (T — 1T < L+ e T2
which concludes the proof. O

6.2 Proof of Theorem

In view of Proposition and Lemma we are left to identify the limit as first 6 — 0 and
then 7 — oo of €/ (r™%) for ™9 the solution to the elliptic equation (6.9). This is the point at
which Theorem [4.1]comes into play. To apply it, we need to estimate the right hand sides of (4:3)
and (F-4) for ¢ given by m™ in (6.4). We want to control the (semi-)norms appearing therein
using the results of Section [33} which are though stated in terms of the sharp operators 17"
Hence, let us consider the following slight modification of m™°

w70 & gty (6.11)
and show that its resolvent is close to 7™ in T L.
Lemma 6.3 Let 7™° and 7™ be respectively the solutions to (6.9) and
(1= =™, (6.12)
Then, there exists a constant C = C(\) > 0, independent of § such that
[P0 = 7|y < Cup/?5. (6.13)
Proof. By and the equations (6.9) and (6.12)), we have

178 = Oy = (= YT = ), T — ),

7,0 ﬁlfr,é’ 7,7',6 _

= (m 7:T’é>r < HmT’(S - ﬁlTﬁHFH;I HTUS - 7:T’(SHI‘H}
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so that we are left to control the I' .~ L_norm of the difference between m™% and ®7°. Their
deﬁmtlon in (6.4) and (6.11)) together with the fact that o7 = ﬂﬁ T 7", implies that m™
= "9 }4°. Thus,

070 s < 16O S0 [ 0B [t cas S 0

where we used that [[¢°|| 22y = 1 and that the volume of {q: |V/R7q| < 25} is of order
v Y252 Hence, follows at once. 0

Let us now analyse m™° and estimate all the (semi-)norms needed to conclude our proof.

Lemma 6.4 Let m™ be defined according to (@11). Then, there exists a constant C' =
C(\, M) > 0 such that

limsup [@7°[|, V[ €507l < Crt/*log | 6.14)
—0
1ignsup (€5 2|2 — LCu(N)| < Cry (6.15)
—0

where || - || s is the (semi-)norm in (&3).

Proof. Let us begin by controlling ||€7,@"°||,. Since the support of 1) is contained in a ball of
radius 1 away from e2RR, that of F(0;; 111/)5) is contained in a ball of radius ¢ which is independent
of 7. Hence, we can apply (3-31)), which gives

1637l = 167,570, 4 Il S v/ 1105 0 S v 105 bl ey S v
and in the third step we used that ©” < 1 and in the last last step that 1/3 is supported away from
¢2RR and that ¢ is smooth, so that [|0; 1| 122y < co. Note that, for T large enough, the right

hand side is controlled by the right hand side of (6.14).
Concerning [|m™9 Il - s> we will separately bound the two summands in its definition. For the

second the definition of Qﬂf in (@) ensures that Fm™ is supported on modes (¢, ¢') satisfying

v 7 in (2.26) of 4" can be bounded by §. Hence, at a price
which mlght blow up as 7 — oo, we have

[ A RS /]R dp 8 [°(p)? /R dg©,(@)0-(p — @) Samr 2

which means that, since we are taking § — 0 first, the limsup;_,, of the previous vanishes. For

T —

the first, we first apply the Recursive Replacement Lemma [3:g] with f = p{ = v; and pj as
in (meaning C'y = 1), and get

I~ 265w, = [[(—r )26 o P ||
< [(=$ T + v-CDY20 0|
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S v/ Tlog v, || (= 2EHY201° |
< v Tog v [|[90 < v2/?y/|log v, ] (6.16)

where we used together with the definition of 5951 [-] in (3-15) and the fact that

vr + g7 (L7(=87)) 1

Vr

PILT(—=8T) + v,CY) < uT(log\/ ) < vrllogus|.

Simplifying the /2 at the right and left hand sides of (6.16), we deduce that the first summand
in (F-3) is bounded by the right hand side of uniformly in 6 > 0, and thus, the analysis of
[lm™0||._, is concluded.

At last, we turn to (6.15). Let us first note that, by and the definition of m™ in (6.11)),
we have
G A N AN T B
and the Replacement Lemma|[3.6] gives
TeT Ta—1,6 9—1,0 T a9—1,6 9—1.96
(Tt 87 0 0, 0 ) — (g0 00
SI=vr g 2 012 < vl oy = vir
As a consequence, we are left to analyse

(a5 207 002 = (| ghr (LT (=8N 2 (=) Y20 0|2 = 1|5, (LT (=8T)Y 20|12,

where the prefactor 1/2 comes from the definition of £ in (ZZ22). Now, by construction, |¢)° |2
converges to a Dirac mass at 0 as 6 — 0, which means that, as 6 — 0 the right hand side
converges to

T T 3)‘2 3/2 3/2 2/3
(L7 = (Sv210g(1 + 1) +122) T — v = Ce) + O,)
from which follows at once. O

Thanks to the previous lemmas, we can now complete the proof of Theorem 11

Proof of Theorem Dl The bulk of the proof consists of establishing that, as 7 — oo, D ;(1)
converges to Cefr(\), which, by (6.7), follows provided

lim lim €] (™) = Cetr(N), (6.17)
00 §—0

T—

where ™ is the solution of the parabolic equation (6.5).
Let us first show that, in (6.17)), we can replace ¢™° with the solution 7™ of (6.12)) at a cost
which is negligible with respect to § and 7. Recall the definition of ™ in (6.9, and note that

%I(@T,é _ 7:7'5) g %I(@T,é _ 7,,7',5) + cgi'(rﬂ',(s _ 7:7',5)

) 5 _ ~md ~7,6 5§ ~rd (6.18)
SR+ 170 = Ry S NP0+ 0 = 770 g
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where in the last step we simply applied the triangle inequality to bound ||77%|| - by the right hand
side, and in the second, we used and fact that, for a time independent ¢ € Dom(£7), (6.8)
implies that ] () < [l¢l|Z ;1. Now, the second term at the right hand side is of order v-62 in

view of (6.13)), while for the first we invoke (F3) (with ™ replaced by #™), which gives

timsup |771|, S timsup (&7, 5, + 5@, ) S v/illogre|  (619)
—0 6—0 ’

thanks to (6.14).
As a consequence, (6.18) vanishes in the double limit lim,_,,, lims_,q and we are left to
study

1
B0 = |70 + 2/ I=8T2F702 ds = |77 |2 4+ 2|77 || s -
0

The limsup;_,, [|7™||? can be controlled as in (6.1g), while for the T'H!-norm, by @) (with
79 replaced by 77%), we get

limsup‘ HFT"SH%Hl — %Ceff()‘)‘
§—0 T

< timsup |72 1 — (672072
§—0 T

DRSS TaPoN]

< limsup I, (872 g + ICGED 207 ) + vr S w14 og v
_)

~ T

where we used both and (6.15). By putting the previous estimates together, follows
at once.

In order to complete the proof of (T:3), it suffices to exploit the scaling relation in (6.1) and
the definition of v, in (1.16)), which give

Dii() = CorN) vt + O34 [Tog v, ]) = Cor(\(log 7>/ (1 4 0<%>> . (6.20)
(log 7)1/6

O

Appendix A The regularised SBE: proofs

In this appendix, we collect some of the proofs of the statements concerning the solution to
the regularised SBE in @1). Since 7 > 0 is fixed, we take it to be equal to 1 and omit the
corresponding index so to lighten the notation. In particular, v, = 1, R, is the identity matrix
and (T-g) reduces to (Z). The case of general 7 can be recovered by scaling.

We begin by recalling the definition and main properties of weighted Besov spaces (for a
thorough exposition we refer to [ETq6, Ch. 4]).

A.1  Weighted Besov spaces

Since we want to construct a solution to (1) in infinite volume, we will need to consider
weighted norms. A function w: R? — R is said to be a weight if there exists a positive constant

C > 0 such that
C < sup w@) <C. (A1)
le—y|<1 w(y)
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The weights we will be concerned with are of polynomial or exponential type, namely
pa(@) E (1427,  el(x) = exp(— b(l + |z[)7) (A2)

fora,b € Ry, o € (0,1) and z € R2.
We now turn to Besov spaces, whose definition is based on a dyadic partition of unity, i.e. a
family (¢;)j>-1 C €° (R?) of non-negative radial functions such that

e supp —_1 and supp g are respectively contained in a ball and in an annulus around the
origin,

o forj >0, ¢;() = ¢o(277)

o forall z € R?, Yis 1@ =1,

e if [j — j'| > 1, then supp o, N supp ;» = 0.

We denote by ®; the inverse Fourier transform of ¢; and set A, f e ®; x f to be the j-th
Littlewood-Paley block.

Definition A.1 Let w be a weight as in (A1), « € R and p,q € [1,00]. We define the
weighted Besov space 3, (W) as the space of distributions (if the weight is polynomial, and of
ultra—distributionsE] if exponential) f € S'(R?) (or S/,(R?)) such that

def

1
FiETTOs = (3 2w ey ) < 00 (A3)

j=-1

(297w fll e )

jz-1

For p = ¢ = oo, we adopt the notation ‘€ (w) o 97330700(w).

As given above, weighted Besov spaces are Banach and, for suitable choices of «,p,q
and w they coincide with spaces the reader might be more familiar with. In particular, if
p=q=o00,a € R\Nand w = 1, €4(1) is the space of a-Holder continuous functions. If
p=q=2, %5‘ o(w) = H*(w) is the usual (weighted) Sobolev space and, if « = 0 and w = 1,
B9 5(1) = L*(R).

Besov spaces satisfy a number of properties that we will need in what follows. Let us
summarise them without proof.

e (Besov embedding) (see e.g. [ET96, Thm. 4.2.3]) for any weights wo < wj such that

lim oo Wo(z)/Wi(z) = 0, 1 < p1 < pp < 00,1 < q1 < q2 <00, a1 €Rand
as < ag — 2(1/p1 + 1/p2), we have the continuous embedding

Byl g (W1) C B2 (W2). (A.4)

P1,91 P2,q92

o (Semigroup estimates) (see e.g. [MP1g, Prop. 3.6]) Let K, © 3D be the semigroup
associated to %A. Then, for any o € R, 8 > 0 and weight w, we have

_B
1K f lgorsoy S 21 leaw) (A.5)

where K; f &K, x f.

¢For the definition of ultra-distributions and their need in the case of exponential weights, see e.g. [MP19g| Sec.
2.2]
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o (Product rule) (see e.g. [MP1g, Lem. 4.2]) For any a;, a2 € R and weights wy, wo, if
a1 4+ ag > 0, then

1 9lleerroziwiwg) S 1 [[eorcwnllglleas wa) - (A.6)
A.2 Approximation and convergence for the linear equation

Before turning to Burgers, we consider the stationary solution to the linear stochastic heat equation
(SHE) obtained by dropping the non-linearity in ().

Let (1, E) be a couple of independent space and space-time Gaussian white noises on R? and
R x R? respectively. In order to ensure measurability of the solution (both for SHE and SBE), we
want to construct our approximating sequence in such a way that all of its elements are coupled
together using the same noises. For this, starting from (7, E) and given M € N, we set

def def

M = Z rylgan)  and  Ey(ds) = Z 7y €l gan) (A7)
yeEMZ? yEMZ2

def

where Q(M) = [-M /2, M/2]? and, for y € R?, we denoted by T, the translation operator on
S’'(R?) (and defined by duality from Ty f() = f(- —y) for f € S(R?)). Note that, thanks to
spatial independence, (97, E M) coincide in law to periodic independent space and space-time
white noises with period M € N.

According to Definition 2.1} the unique mild solutions X and XM of (z1) with A\ = 0 driven
by (n*,€") and by (1}, €} ,) are respectively given by

t t
X, = Kt + / K odivél(ds) and XM = Kl + / K o divEi(ds), (A.8)
0 0
for K the usual heat kernel. Then, we have the following lemma.

Lemma A.2 In the setting outlined above, let X and X™ be as in (A8). Then, for any
a,a,p, T > 0and B € [0,1/2), X and XM almost surely belong to CE)C(RJF,C@OO(RQ)) and
there exists a constant C' = C(9) > 0 such that

<(C. (A.9)

p
E [HX | cmo,T]fea(pa»] =

p M
CB([O,T],C@Q(pa))} v S]l\l/[pE[HX H

Furthermore,

. M p _
MllnooE[HX X Hcﬂ([O,TWWGD} ~0. (A.10)

In the proof of the lemma (and in Lemmal[A.4)) we will need the following technical result.

Lemma A.3 Forany v,k > 0, k € N? and m € {1,2}, there exists a constant C > 0 such that
for every j > —1, every r > 0 and all x € R?, we have

Hp—zn(AjKrall(k‘Q*m)(w — 2 < C277 (A.11)

where A; denotes the j-th Littlewood-Paley block, p_ is as in (A2) and 6Lk| = 6?1852.
Moreover, for any 0 < s < t, we have

P (DK — KON 0)(@ — )| p2@ey < Ct — )27 . (A.12)
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Proof. Notice that, upon taking ' > & so that ’ € N, we can interpret the weight p_, as the
inverse Fourier transform of a derivative, thus the left hand side of (A.11) is bounded above by

[P (A K0 0@ = 2w S 1F (A K 0 0™ @ = Dl g ey
where, for any p = (p1, p2) € R?,

9;*1((AjKralLk|Q*m)(x —N®) = ¢;(P) 67r|p| ot pkz 0" (p)e” 2mipw

A similar argument holds for the left hand side of (A.12)), with the inverse Fourier transform of
the argument given by

FHAK — K)o olw = N@) = o;0) (P — e phiphz 4y 770

Hence, (A.11)) and (A.12) follow by the fact that every factor in the above formulas is (uniformly)
smooth, that ¢ and all its derivatives decay faster than any polynomial, and that ¢; is supported
on modes p of order 27. O

Proof of LemmalA.2] Since the proof of (A.g) and follows the same steps with the second
being slightly more involved, we only focus on the latter.

We proceed as usual, namely, setting X © X — XM we control the time increments of
XM (and Xé\/[ , but the proof is similar and thus omitted), apply first Besov’s embedding (A.4)
and then Kolmogorov’s criterion.

As a first step, we need to consider the Littlewood-Paley blocks of these increments and,
using the coupling of (77 E) and (n ,57” ) provided by the construction in (A.7), we write them
purely in terms of (7, f) To do so, let K JEA Ko, j > —1, and notice that

A XM (@) = &Y + / £ds, VK'Y ) (A.13)
where
KMo Y K@ - 20l — Y. oy (K@ - 2lean>)

yeMZ2 yeMZ2

for Z3 =72 \ {0}. The absence of the summand corresponding to y = 0 is due to the difference.
The right hand sides of are well-defined as, even though K. géw is not smooth (because of
the behaviour on MZ?), it belongs to L?(R?) for all € R2. Indeed, for any k € N?, we have

k k
O B 2y <2 D 00 K @ — Yy lgan)|l e
yEMZ2

S Z P=()|lp- lia‘ |KJ(I— )||L2(R2) < MR
yEMZ2

(A.14)

where we have chosen x > 0 large enough so that p, is summable and used (A.11) in the last
bound.
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In view of (A.14), we can now estimate to the time increments of A; X . Let 0 < @’ < a,
p > max{2/a’,(1/2 — B)~'} and o/ > a + 2/p. Then, for any 0 < s < ¢, we have

E[llpa 85X} — X2

|

. - . t - ~
— [ puteP B[ (w LY — K+ [ Gan VRRL)
R ]

P
LP(R2)]

P

. . t . s o .
pu (nEY — KM+ [ Gar VR + [ s 9D - R )|
s 0

LP(R2)

+ / £lds, V(KD — R’iﬁ‘@))p} dz
0
< [ potor (Bt - w32+ e[ ( | ias, VREY) ]
2

+ E[(/Osg(ds, VP - f(g’ﬁ‘f,x))) ])gdx

t
i M e M2 i M2
= /]R2 pa/(x)p(HKfJ - Kl HL2(R2)+/ HVKg—mHB(R?)dS) dz
S
s , . P ,
- / HV(Kg’—A;I,x - Kg%,x))”%m@)d‘g) “dz < (t — 5)> M P27IP
0

where in the third step we used Gaussian hypercontractivity and the independence of 7 and E,
in the fourth It6’s isometry and in the last for the second summand, and the analogous
bound for the first and third (which can be obtained arguing as in using (A.12)) in place
of (A.11)).

Now, using Besov’s embeddings (A:4]) together with our assumption on a’, &/, p and v > o/,
we get

M _ My M _ My P
B[ = X o | S E[ICRY = XN, ]
. 8 8 ~ (A.15)
= > PPE o A (X = XN )| S €= 9P2M,
Jj=-1
from which, an application of Kolmogorov’s criterion gives (A.10). 0

A.3 The regularised SBE: Proposition

This section is the core of the present appendix as it contains the proof of Proposition 273}
The latter is based on two main ingredients: the derivation of suitable weighted estimates for
a stationary periodic approximation to the solution of (1) (Lemma [A.4) and a deterministic
apriori bound which allows to control the difference of two solutions driven by possibly different
noises (Lemma[A.s). We begin with the former.

Lemma A.4 For M € N, let ny and £y be as in (A.7). Then, the equation 1) driven by

(77]1\/[, @M) admits a unique mild solution u™ according to Definition Ziwhich is strong Markov,

. . law .
stationary, i.e. for every t > 0, uM = 77%/[, and skew-reversible. Furthermore, for every
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a,a,p, T > 0and 5 € [0,1/2), there exists a positive constant C = C(p,a, 3,a,p,T) < oo
such that

p
06<[0,T1f6a<pa>>] =C. (A.16)

sup E|[[u]|
M
Proof. Existence, uniqueness (of weak solutions in Cioc(Ry,8'(T%,)), T%, being the two-
dimensional torus of side M), strong Markovianity, stationarity and skew-reversibility for fixed
M (essentially) follow from [CGT24) Lemma 2.1]. In the afore-mentioned reference, it is shown
that such properties hold for @ which is the solution to

1 ~ e
oM = S AT AN + ) e, @ (A17)

on T?%,, with 0y and £y space and space-time white noises on T%,, and

def

NF1@) E Lo * (e1 - V(o * /1) = [0+ B1(0 % /)](x). (A.18)

Compared to our setting, the o chosen therein is a cut-off function in Fourier space (so that in
particular it is not compactly supported in real space) and the noise is formally different. That
said, (—A)l/ 2¢em = div E m and, standard references (e.g. [DPZo8||]) guarantee existence and
uniqueness of local in time weak solutions and that these solutions are adapted and strong Markov.
On the other hand, the proof of global in time existence, stationarity and skew-reversibility given
in [[CGT24]| (see also [CT24, Lemma 3.3]) applies verbatim.

Therefore, setting u e o * @M, uM is clearly smooth in space (and thus belongs to the
unweighted space of spatially periodic functions with period M, Cioc (R, C@gérM ), for any o > 0),
and is the (necessarily unique) weak solution to (I2) (which is also mild, see Remark =2) driven
by (n}m EIM). Further, it is a strong Markov process, has the law of 77]1\4 as invariant measure and

is skew-reversible.

Thus, identifying « with its periodic extension to the whole of R?, we are left to show that,
for every T > 0, it belongs to the weighted space C([0, T, 8%(p,)) uniformly over M, i.e.
that (A.16)) holds. First, let us write the mild formulation as

t t
W = Kl + A /0 Ky s N ds + /O K, div €l ds) = XM + NM

in which XM collects the first and the last summand, i.e. the terms containing the noises, and
N™M the second, i.e. that containing the nonlinearity.

Let a/,p and o/ be such that 0 < a’ < a, p > max{2/d’,(1/2 — B)~! and &/ > a + 2/p.
Let us begin by controlling the norm of the Littlewood-Paley block of N at a fixed time ¢ > 0.
Then,

t
p
ElIpw & NI 0 :Ap/ pa/(x)pEK/ A Ky M V@) dr )| da
R2 0

SEE[ sup |45, ¥ k10|
re[0,t]
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where we first applied Jensen’s inequality to the time integral, then we used stationarity of u to

replace it with 77%4’ translation invariance to remove the spatial dependence from the quantity in
the expectation and the fact that a’p > 2 to bound the spatial integral. Now, for x > 0 we have

AN I O)| = (8550107, %) < [p—e i 0102 | 2wy | 0Pl 2
= Hp*IiAjKraIQﬁHLQ(RQ)HUZIMH%Q(pK) S 27j7\|77%4||f2@a(p~)

where the third step follows by (A-4]) and (A.6) (up to take « sufficiently large) while the last step
holds for any v > 0 and r € [0, ¢], and is a consequence of (A.11)). Therefore, applying Besov’s
embedding once again, combining the last two estimates and choosing v > «’, we obtain

M \p ja'p
a(p@} SE{HNt H%g,’p(pw] Z 2 EH
j>

B[N,

Par A NM(

Lp(R?J

S|, | 32 270 S
j=-1

in which we also used (A.g) with ¢ = 0.
Since u™ is Markov, stationary and has stationary increments, a bound on any time increment
from s to ¢, with 0 < s < ¢, follows provided we have one for s = 0. By the previous bound

and (A.9), we get

1

1 1 1
M M M M M
E 6 = w5 Waqpy|” < EIX = X0 | + E[INM ] ” S5 ¢

for any 8 € [0,1/2). By Kolmogorov’s criterion, this implies (A.16) so that the proof of the
lemma is complete. O

At this point we can move to the second step, namely show that (1) has a unique solution
and that the sequence {u },; converges to that solution. As we will soon see, both the results
follow from the next lemma.

Lemma A.5 Leta,b,a > 0, 0 € (0,1) such that a < 0. Letv € C([0,T'],6%(ef)) be such that
there exist X, w € C([0,T], 6%(py)) for which

t
v =X + )\/ Ki_ s Nvs, ws]ds, Vit e[0,717, (A.19)
0

where N[ f, g] is defined according to

NUf, g1 < (D10%) * (fg). (A.20)

Then, there exists a positive constant C = C(g, A, a,b,0,T) < 0o such that v satisfies

1

Sup, [vtlleeceg, ) < CllIXlcqo,r1,€pa) exp <C lwll oy c@a(pa))) (A.21)
€
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Proof. The proof follows the strategy implemented in [HL15] in the context of the parabolic
Anderson equation (which, contrary to our setting, is rough) and consists of taking advantage of
the different weights imposed on v and w. The crucial ingredient is the (trivial) estimate

epi(@) [ — )L+ x5 e~ =9+ < =3 < Jl )% , (A.22)

Pa(@) epss(z) t —s)s \t—s

which holds uniformly over z € R2, and where in the last step we used that y — y*/“e ™Y is
bounded by e~ (a/0)*/°.
From (A.19), we deduce

t
[velleoceg, ) < [ Xelleeg,,) + )\/0 K5 N [0, wsl [ gaceg, ) ds

t
S WX+ [ oo, ds
. (A.23)
S PXilleny + 4 [ €= 957 ullencg, e ¢
0

t
S [ Xtlleopa) + A Hwae([o,T]f@a(pa»/o (t = ) |vglligeeg, ) ds,

where in the second step we used the convolution bound (A.5) while in the third the product
rule (A.6) and (A.22). Now, recalling that a/o < 1, Gronwall’s lemma [Hen81, Lemma 7.1.1]
implies the existence of C' = C(p, A\, a,b,0) > 0 for which holds, thus the proof is
concluded. O

We now have all the elements to complete the proof of Proposition 23}

Proof of Proposition 2.3} The proof of the statement is divided into three steps which amount to
show that 1) the sequence {u™ },; converges to a unique limit u which is a mild solution to (1)
and satisfies (23)), 2) (1) admits a unique solution in Cloc(R, €*(p,)), for a, o > 0 (so that it
is necessarily given by u) and 3) that w is a Markov process and is stationary. Let us fix a number
of parameters which will be used throughout, namely 7" > 0, «,a,b,0 > 0, 5 € [0,1/2) such
thata < o < 1,and &/ > a, 8’ € (8,1/2) and &’ € (0, a).

1) Convergence of {u™},r. The result follows upon proving that the sequence is Cauchy in the
right (Banach) space. Adopting the same notations as in the proof of Lemmal[A.4] for M, M’ € N
we have

t
ui\/[—uiw =xM - xM —|—)\/ K o N — o M 4w dsds
0

where W[+, -] is defined according to (A.20). Hence, applying Lemma[A.5| with v = v =
uM — M X = XMM = xM _ XM and op = wMM = M 4y M Jeads to

ts[‘é%] HUM’M H‘@a(egH) < CHXM’M o112 (pa)) €XP <C HU)M’M Hé'([o/,T]f@a(pa))>
S )
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for some constant C' = C(p, A, a, b, o, T'), which, together with (A.16]) and (A.10)), easily implies

lim E|1A su uM — M| gaieo ]:0. A2
raim tE[OPT ] | [eeg, (A.24)

At this point, it remains to show that the convergence takes place in a space with polynomial

(instead of exponential) weight. To do so, note that our choices of «, o/, 3, 3, a and b ensure
that the following embeddings hold

CP([0,T1,6% (par)) <> CP(10, T, B (pa)) < C([0,T1, 6%(e], 7)),

the first even being compact and where the last space contains those functions such that the norm
at the left hand side of (A.21)) is finite. Note that, for generic Banach spaces X; C Xy C X3
such that the first embedding is compact, it is easy to see that for every & > 0, there exists a
constant As > 0 such that

[2]lx, < Ol + As ll2llxs -

In particular, the above applies to X; = CB,([O,T],‘@O"(pa/)), X, = C8([0,T1,6%(p,)) and
X3 = C([0,T1,6%(ef, 1)). Therefore, invoking LemmalA.4} we deduce

E[l Al — M ||CB([0,T],‘6°‘(pa))]
< SE[lu™ — u™ | o g0.11600 oy + As BILA [[u™ — u™ [l oo 1.2 eh 1)

<6+ ASELA i — ™ || oo eotes.a)

which, using and that ¢ can be taken arbitrarily small, leads to

li E|1A [[u™ —u™ o =0. A.
paim, l|lu u™ |l es0,11,69(pa)) (A.25)

The latter implies that the sequence (u),; converges in probability in C([0, T'], €*(p,)) to
a unique limit u which, by (A.16) and Fatou’s lemma, satisfies (23), and, up to passing to a
subsequence, the convergence is almost sure. A diagonal argument then guarantees that we can
find an event of full P-measure in which the convergence takes place in ol ([0, T],6%(py)) for
every T' > 0, i.e. in CﬁC(R+,°6°‘(pa)), so that P-a.s. u € C@C(RJF,‘@‘I(pa)). Further, u is
(Ft)t>0-adapted because each uM is, and it can be easily seen to satisfy (2) thanks to (A.10)
and the continuity of the map C’E)C(RJF, 6% py)) > f — fg Ki_sN'[fs]ds. In other words, u is

a mild solution to (1) driven by (7, &).

2) Path by path uniqueness. It is an immediate consequence of the fact that P-a.s. X, u €
C(Ry,6%(pe)) and Lemma[A.5|applied with v = u; — ug, X = 0 and w = u; + us.

3) Skew-reversibility, stationarity and Markovianity. Since for every t > 0, u} converges in
probability to u; in €“(p,) and skew-reversibility holds for u™ it also holds for the limit. Further,
convergence in probability implies convergence in law, so that, since by Lemmal[A.4] u} e 77]1\/[,
and 7}, converges in law to ! (because of LemmalA.1d} noticing that XM = ni; and Xo = nh),

we deduce that u; and 77! have the same law, which implies stationarity.
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For the Markov property, note that w is a measurable function of (7, {), so that it can be written
as u = ®(n, &). Now, defining the translation 6, f ) (ft+r)e>0 for 7 > 0, it is immediate to see

that 6.,.P(n, E) and ®(u(7), 075) are both mild solutions to (1) driven by (u,, 975 1y so that, by
uniqueness, they coincide. In particular, since u, is %,-measurable while 6.£ ! is independent
of %, and has the same law as ¢ !, for bounded functionals F it holds

E[F(6-2(1, £)|F;] = ELF((ur, )1
which means that the process is Markov, hence the proof is completed. O

A.4 Decay properties of a non-local PDE

In this appendix, we determine decay properties of the non-local PDE (Z-13) derived in the proof
of Proposition Let us take a slightly more general approach, namely consider the PDE

&7 = <%A+L¢7f>Z—|—gZ, Zo=h, (A.26)

where Z = Zy(x) for (t,z) € Ry X R2, f > 0,9 > 0,h > 0 are locally bounded functions on
R?, and L is the operator acting on functions «: R? — R as

Lo ju(@) £ f(2) / (e — yluy) — @)y (A.27)

for & a non-negative, compactly supported and even function. Under suitable assumptions on
f, g, h, the solution Z decays exponentially fast, as the next lemma shows.

Lemma A.6 Let ®. f, g, h be functions on R? such that ® is non-negative, compactly supported
and even, f,garenon-negative and such that there exists 0 € [1,1/2) forwhichsup, | f(x)ps(x)|V
sup,, |g(x)ps(z)| < oo, and h is non-negative, bounded and compactly supported in a ball of
radius r, > 0. Then, for every T > 0 and v > 0 there exists a positive constant C' =
C(®,0,T,v) < oo such that for all |x| > 2rp, and t < T, we have

Zy(x) < C||h|lsce €1 (A.28)

Proof. Throughout the proof we will denote by C' a generic constant depending only on the
parameters in the statement and whose value might change from line to line.

As mentioned in the proof of Proposition L,y is the generator of a pure jump Markov
process on IR? that has rate f(z)®(y — z)dy of jumping from z to dy. Therefore, (1/2)A + Ly ¢
is the generator of a Markov process Y on R? that has a Brownian and a jump part, the Brownian
noise being independent from the Poisson jump noise. We call P} the law of Y with initial
condition x. The reader can then easily check that the following Feynman-Kac formula holds

Zy(w) = EY [h(rpels 907
which, by Cauchy-Schwarz, implies

Zu(@)? < b2 PY (V3] < r) EY [ €200 900 ] (A.29)



THE ACTION OF £7: PROOFS 62

and we will separately bound the last two factors at the right hand side starting from the first.

Let z € R? be such that |z| > 2rj,. AsY starts at x, on the event |Y;| < 75, Y has to move at
least at distance |x|/2 in the time-interval [0, ¢]. Let IV be the number of jumps that the process
does in [0, ¢] starting from positions smaller than |z|+r¢ and F be the event that N > |z|/(4rs),
r¢ being the radius of the support of ®, which is finite by assumption. We claim that

PY(F) < e Clel (A.30)

for C some constant depending on all the parameters in the statement, but independent of . To
see why holds, note that IV is dominated by a Poisson random variable X of parameter
A < tsup{f),|y| < |z| +7rs} < t|z|?°. Now, an elementary estimate then gives that the
probability of X > k is upper bounded by \* /k!, which, via an application of Stirling’s formula,
implies since 20 < 1. On the other hand, Y’s jumps are at most of size r¢, hence, on E€,
the contribution to |Y; — x| coming from the jumps counted by NV is at most Nre < |z|/4 and
the Brownian noise must do the rest. Thus,

_ 2
PYVil <ms B9 <PE( s |By, = By > Jal/4) 5 e Ol (A31)
0<s1<s2<t

We now turn to the second factor in for which, in view of (A.30]) and (A.31)), it suffices to
show that

EY [62 Js g(i@ds} < ¢Clal” (A.32)

for some v < 1. Denote by M the maximum of |Y| in the interval [0,¢]. Then, using that g
grows at most as |z|%°, we have

Eg [ezfot g(Ys)ds] < E}” [BCtM%] < Ctlzl? n Z IP’{(M €n—1,n)) Otn®
n>2|z|

To control the probability of the event { M € [n — 1,n]}, we argue as above. If M € [n — 1, n],
then either Y has n/(4rg) jumps from positions with norm smaller than n 4 r,, or the Brownian
noise induces a displacement of at least n/2 in time ¢. The latter event has probability <
exp(—n?/2t). The probability of the former event is upper bounded by the probability that a
Poisson random variable of parameter A < tn?® is larger than n/(4rg), which decays super-
exponentially in n, as mentioned above. Therefore, IP’}C/O(M € [n — 1,n]) decays at least
exponentially in n and the sum is small since 29 < 1. It follows that holds for vy = 26 < 1,
and the proof of the statement is complete. O

Appendix B The action of £7: proofs

In this appendix we provide the proof of Lemma [2.8, which will be split in two steps. Let us
begin with the following.

Lemma B.1 For any n € Nand ¢ € S(R*) N T, L2, it holds that L7 = (ST + A7 + AT )p,
where the operators at the right hand side are defined according to formulas (Z22)-([Z-24).
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Proof. The proof follows a (by now) standard procedure which has been implemented in a
number of references for slightly different equations (see e.g. [GP20, [CES21l [CGT24]), so we
refrain from carrying out the (long but) straightforward computations. The main difference with
respect to the literature listed above is that our equation is defined on the full space and the
Gaussian analysis is done with respect to a regularised measure but the bulk of the argument is
exactly the same. At first, one considers functionals of the form I7(h®™) = n!H,(n" (h)) (with
H,, the n — th Hermite polynomial) for h € § (R?) and applies 1t6’s formula to H,,(u] (h)). Then,
one reads off the drift of the latter from which one deduces the action of £7 on I7(h®"). By
basic calculus on the n-th Wiener-It6 integrals I (and in particular the product formula [Nuao6,
Proposition 1.1.3]) it is then possible to single out the contributions which respectively give rise
to 87, A’ and A7 . Hence, the equality £7 = 8™ + d”, + 97 holds on functionals of the form
h®™ which then can be extended to S(R?*) N T',, L2 by polarisation. O

In order to extend the definition of the operators 87, o’ and A7 to the whole of I'H, show
that they satisfy the stated symmetry properties and verify that I'H,; is indeed a core, we will
need the following lemma which holds for 7 > 0 fixed.

Lemma B.2 The operators 87, A’ and A” are well-defined and continuous on T'H; and there
exists a constant C' = C(1) > 0 for all » € TH, N T, L2

I3l < Cnd/2|9||, . (B.1)

Furthermore, the graded sector condition [KLO12| Section 2.7.4] holds for fixed T, i.e. there
exists a constant C' = C(1) > 0 such that, for all 1) € T',, H, we have

195 llp -0 < OVRllYllems - (B.2)

Remark B.3 The dependence on 7 in the graded sector condition (B.2)) can be explicitly tracked
and it can be shown that C = C(7) ~ (log7)'/2. That is, the graded sector condition is not
satisfied uniformly in T (see also the discussion in Remark [33).

Proof. Concerning well-posedness and continuity, they are obvious for §7, while for o7 and o™
the argument is similar so we will only focus on the former. Let v > 0 and ¢ € S(R**) N T, L2.
By Cauchy-Schwarz, we get

AT 7 Sr(n+ Dn? ! / En(dprn) [ (p1en)[* X (B.3)
x / p11*(1+ [V Re(1 = ¢, ¢, p2n)|?) ©2(0)O-(p1 — )dg .

Now, bounding |p1 |2 < |g|>+|p1 —¢|? and using that ©,, decays fast (recall its definition in (L18)),
the integral over ¢ can be bounded above by a T-dependent constant times (1 + |\/RTp1:n|2)7,
from which we deduce

I3l my Se 0™ [011F - (B.4)

In particular, by taking v = 2, we conclude that the operator o’ can be extended by continuity
to a map from T'H, to ' H; C T'L2, and, by taking v = 0, satisfies (B.1)).
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At last it remains to argue (B.2). The same bound was obtained in [CGT24, Lemma 2.4] in
the periodic setting, but the estimate can be similarly shown in the present context (for 7 fixed!)
and the proof is thus omitted. O

We are now ready to complete the proof of Lemmal[2.8]

Proof of Lemmalz.8 We have shown above that on S(R?*) N I",,L2, %7 coincides with ST +
A7 + A7 . Lemma[B.2] guarantees that the operators 8™, 517 and sI” are continuous from I'H,
to FL% so that, since by Lemma 2.6l £7 is closed, we deduce that TH, C Dom(%7) and that,
onTH,, &7 = 8™ +d’ + d”. The symmetry properties can be straightforwardly checked
from the formulas (ZZ2))-(2:24) so that we only need to prove that I'H is a core for £7, which
amounts to show that the closure of £7 on I'H - coincides with &£7.

At first, we claim that the closure of the range of (1 — &£7) restricted to I'H.- is dense in
I'L2. We will prove such claim at the end, but first we argue that it implies the result. Let
z € Dom(%£7) (so that (1 — L")z € FLE) and let (z,,),>1 be a sequence in I'H; such that
1-<LNx, - (1 —<Z)x in I’L%, whose existence is guaranteed by the claim above. To
conclude, it only remains to show that (x,),>1 converges to x in FL%. Notice that by
(which is applicable since, for every n, z,, € TH; C I’HT1 N Dom(Z£7)), we have

Hxn - me’T g H(l —LNxy — (1 - gT)meT )

so that (z,,)n>1 is Cauchy in T'L2. Let # € I'L2 be the corresponding limit. As £7 is closed,
T € dom(£7) and we have (1 — £L7)x = (1 — £7)x. Hence, applying the resolvent to both sides
we obtain £ = x as desired.

We are left to prove the claim. For n > 1, let us define the operator &7 acting on I'<,, L2 e

@D;_TrL? as
FTE PYST +dT)P",

where P" is the orthogonal projection of I' L2 onto anLi. Now, —87 is positive self-adjoint
while P"sd™ P" is skew-symmetric and bounded for 7 fixed (see (B.4)), therefore (1 — £7)~!is
a bounded operator on FSHLE, taking values in I'<,, /. 72.(C T'H,). Note that the inclusion holds
because of the projection: any element in I'<,, H? is compactly supported in chaos so that, in
particular, it decays sufficiently fast. Let us fix ¢ € I'L2 and set 7™ £ (1 — £7)" 1Py ¢
<, H 2. A consequence of [CGT24] Proposition 2.8] is that for any o > 0, there exists a constant
C = C(7) > 0 such that »™ satisfies

sup (1 4+ k9)||r™|, < C. (B.5)

k.n
Now, observe that
11— L™ — |l < [[ad — PYpllr + |5 S 1/Ad = Pyl + n®2[riV]-

where in the second bound we exploited (B.1). But now, the two terms at the right hand side
vanish as n — oo - the first since ¢ € I'L2, and the second by the polynomial decay in n given
by (B.5). Thus, the proof is concluded. O
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Appendix C The Replacement Lemmas: integral approximations estimates

In this appendix, we detail the main technical ingredient which is at the heart of the proof of the
Replacement Lemmas in Section 373} Before stating it, let us introduce some useful notations
which will be used throughout the section. For p1., € R?", ¢ € R%, and i € {1,...,n}, we
denote by ¢’ £ p; — ¢ and set

I7 23 IVR @, d prmpls  T7 VRl + 51V Repinl

ey def 1
Fi

(C.1)
-2 |el ' (Qa q/aplzn\{i})|2 :

Notice that for any a, b, c € R? such that a + b = ¢, then |/R,a|> + |VRb]*> < |v/R:al? +
IVR:c|> < [V/R:b|* + |v/Rrc|?, and the same holds replacing the scaled norm on R? with | - |.
In particular, this ensures that, forany i € {1,...,n},I'7 <I7.

Lemma C.1 Let ®: R? — R be a locally Lipschitz function such that there exists Cp > 0 for
which for every t > 0, i € {1,2,3} and x1,x9,x3 > 0 where the partial derivatives of ® are
well-defined, it holds

Oty tog, v3) =t B(y, 72, 73) (C.2)
P <C Vgl 0;® <C ) C
‘ (xth,ﬂUs)‘ = ¢m7 ’ i (3U1,3U279U3)’ = <I>(J31 ¥ Mo, a9) 2, . (C3)

Then, adopting the notations in (C1), uniformly over py., € R*", i € {1,...,n} and M > 0,
we have

)\21/3/2 4
2 /]RQ (I)(l +FZ—7P§17LT(PZ—)) j‘;ql Xq7q/(p1:n)dq

=
(C.4)
91 Vlog(l+ M)

L (5VEpel?) vt (1 e, 0
_ b b <
/ / T dedt] S CoX— 73— U

0 0 Vel —v79)

where the map L7 is given according to (3.14), and Fq g was introduced in (32).

Remark C.2 We will apply the previous statement to two specific functions, namely

1 @y
(7,7, 0 = ————, and  P(y,7,0) = ————0,
T T @y T G O
for some function f on R . The former will appear in the Replacement Lemma[3.6and the latter
in the Recursive Replacement Lemma[3.g} It is not hard to see that (C.2)) and (C.3)) hold for the
first with C'y = 1, and the same is true for the second provided f satisfies the assumptions of
Lemma[3.g, with Ce = 6 C'y and Cy such that is verified.

In the proof of the above (and in that of Proposition [3:12), we will exploit the basic integral
estimates summarised in the next lemma.
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Lemma C.3 Let v, A > 0 and M > 0, then for every T > 0 it holds

r2 (A% 4+ |VR-q]? + Muglep - q>? ~ 7 A21v M1/2 '
]l{,,i/2 le1-g|<A} dg < -1/ 1Vlog(l+ M) (C.6)
R A2+ [VRq2+ Muvgey - g2~ 7 v M2 '
dg Iel-ql)7 <|e1 -q|>—q p 1
R A SuP———(C
/]RQ ’ RTqP—l-MVT‘el -q’Q |:( A A ~y Vr 1\/M1/2 ( 7)

VR: VR, -
/]RQ !x/R_TqPerJ(th\el-q!?[(' iﬂ)%(' CA) ]N””Tl/zlvjlwl/?' €8

Proof. For the first three bounds, write ¢ = (, ) € R? and use the estimate |/ R, q|> + Muv; e, -
q*> = ”77302 + %yQ + Mv,2? > y? + (1 V M)v,2%. Then, for (C.3), we have

d 1
/ 2 2q 225// 4 4 55 1drdy
w2 (A2 + [v/Tg +Mu71e1-q\> ATy + AV M)
,1/2 —1/2 1/71/2

1 \/Ml/Q / (A4 +y4)3/4 ~ 1\/M1/2/ A3_|_y3 N A2(1 \/Ml/Q)

where in the second and the last step we used the elementary bound

du 1
<
/R alul® +b ~* gl/apl-1/a (€9

which holds for any a > 1, uniformly over a, b > 0.
Concerning (C.6), we proceed similarly, i.e.

/ {v1'? |er-ql<A} < / / WP el<A} g,
R?2 A2+|V q|2_|']\47/7'|el'Q|2N R ]RAQ"’_yQ"’_(l\/M)VTxQ

/ 2 <) dx</ Yot picay 4 1l Viog(l £ M)
¢A2+(1VM)uTx2 “eAvav P T T v e

the integral in y being controlled via (C.g) with o = 2 and the last via a direct computation.
For (C.7), we use once again (C.g) with & = 2 on the integral in y, so that

/Rg,mpfzm.q,2[<':q'>%<':q'>‘1

< (]x\/A)’Y/\(\x]/A)*'Yd dr < (x/A)'Y/\(x/A) v dz

r2 Y2+ (M V 1) a2 1\/M1/2 z

(C.10)

from which the bound follows by splitting the cases < A and = > A.
At last, in the integral at the left hand side of (C.8) we first apply the change of variables
¢ = v/ R-q and then pass to polar coordinates, so that it equals

J1/2 (gl/A) A g/
T Jre g2+ Mleq - gf?

dq
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< i /27? dg oA AT
~ T o 14+ (M V1)cos9)? Jr r ~”1vM1/2 '

the integral over the radial component was bounded as in (C.10), while that of the angular one
can be obtained by a direct computation. O

We are now ready to prove Lemma[C.1l

Proof of Lemma The bulk of the proof consists of showing that

)\2 3/2
2

™

/ Q(1+T7,T5, L7(IY)) Fou Xi ¢ (P1:m) dg
R2 ’
(C.11)

or 1407 o2 r
_/ PO Gigles a1 1y dos 4+ 00
R? 1+ @A +TI7)r1 ~ 1v M2 T

To see how the latter implies (C.4), let us manipulate the second term above, which we denote
by Iy. Using the scaling relation and the symmetry of the integrand with respect to the
inversion g — —gq, we see that I3 equals

.q|? ~ .q|? ~
)\2V§/2 / q)(l’ ‘%LP?LT(FT)) d 4)\21/?/2 / q)(l’ I%LP?LT(FT))
R R

2 = T 2 = = dg
7T (14T (14+A+T7)r 1) m 2 (I+I)(A+ A +T7)r )

def

Then, we perform two change of variables, first (,<) = (I'", ey - ¢|?/|v/Rrql|?), for which the
determlnant of the Jacobian is dods = 44/¢(1 — v-¢) dg, and then £ = « L7 (o), for which instead

dr = X ”T [(A+o)1+A+0)r H] ldo. Asa consequence we obtain

)\2 3/2/ / (I)(l §7LT(O,)) 0_ de
W22 A+ )1+ A +0)/7) @ —vr9)

/ (ix/f;Tfmzn)/V?1 s o
~Jo VA R s

which indeed coincides with the second integral at the left hand side of (C.4).

(C.12)

We are thus left to show (C.11). Heuristically, the reason why we expect it to hold is that

only the regions |e; - q|,|e1 - ¢'| > 1V |p1.n| and |ql, |¢'| < 771 should contribute and, on
1/2

such regions, the integrands are indeed close. To formalise this idea, let Q_ = {v;/"|e; - q| <
101 V |V R:p1n])} and Q4 be its complement. Assume the following estimates hold
C 1Vlog(M) _
/ 1 N EERNG 2 RE 7 S ‘I’igl/zVTl/Q’ (C.13)
Q 1+| RTQ| +| R7P1:n| +MVT|31'Q| 1vM

/ d < 7 ! <c v 2 (C.14)
Qs+ UVRaP + Mujer g2 1797 ~ T 1oyt~ 2TV M2’ '
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R ~ —1/2
/Q+ dg ‘@(1 +T7, 08, L7(I]) — ¢(1 417, |¢l%fq\2 le1 - g2, LT@T7)| < Cop W (C.15)

In order to deduce (C.11l), we begin by splitting the first integral al the left hand side of (C.11]) in
the regions ()_ and (). For the integral over ()_, we bound @ via the first inequality in (C.3),

use that 1V v, = +FT < 1, and control what is left with (C.13] - For the integral over ), note

that, on Q_, the definition of x* in (39) ensures that X a. q,(pl:n) = 1. Then, we replace Z% ¢

with [1 4+ (1 + IT'7)71]7, by adding and subtracting the corresponding term, and estimate the
error by treating ® as above and exploiting (C.14). At last, we want to substitute (I'7, I';') with

T 1+f‘7
= "
difference by bounding [1 + (1 + I'")r~1]7! < 1 and using (C.15). These last two steps are
instrumental to reducing the integrand to a form in which the change of variables in (C.12)) is
possible.

Therefore, we are left to show (C.13)-(C.15). The first is the easiest since it can be deduced
by simply removing |\/R,p1.,|? from the denominator and then applying (C.6) from Lemma

C.al
For ( , recall the definition of ¢, and ©; in (1.18)), and that $o= = 0.(9)0-(¢HO(p;).
Since 9 € § (]RQ) and 279-(0) = 1, we have

oy — 1 S 77 max{|/R q| NN 1/2\/7q|

o S S R WAV S VI
= max{|v/R-q|,|vVR-q|,|v/R:pi|}. Therefore,

le1 - ¢|%). Once again, we add and subtract the corresponding term, and control the

o=t
P — S T < T,—1+‘1——ND
Faq 1+ +T)r1 {712V R-q|<1} 0q | 1+A+D)rt
1
o ()
{7 1/2| R-q|>1} jq,q 1+(1+F)7.71

1, _
_ {(r=1/2|\/Rrq|>1}
STV R ey gy T—l/z!\/R_qq\ '

Plugging the above estimate into the left hand side of (C.14), we can upper bound it (modulo an
absolute constant) by

/ dg <Tl/2L il epymg<yy (Tl/z“RTq‘)1]1{71/2|¢R—Tq|>1}> <
R2 ’ RTQ’Q"FMVT‘el'QP ‘\/RTQP"FMVT’el'Q‘Q ~ 1\/Ml/2,

the last step being a consequence of (C.8)), applied with v = 1.
It remains to prove (C.15)). Let us first control the integrand as

[@(1L+ 7, T3, L7 = @1+ 17, ey - g2, L7(07))
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<[®(1 +T7, T, LTIT)) — @(L+ 7, T, L7(I7))

7

+ @+ T7, I LTAT) = @+ I, it fer - g, L7(AT)
@A+ T, e g, LTAT) = @1+ 17, e - g, LTAT)))
~ [ T 412
g Co <rrz—rT\+\Fi Ve At >
“VR-q* + Muzler - q* \ |VRrq|? le1 - g|? IVRq|?

where in the last step we used mean value theorem, assumption (C.3)) on the gradient of ®, which
in particular gives
052(7, 7, LT ()| < [01@(y, 7', LT + [932(t, 7', LT(1)] x [0, L7 ()]
_ Cop(1V VT%) Co(1V I/T%) L'(y) _ 1V, L

~Y + ~Y ’y )
v+ Mvy)yy (v + MvAYL7(y) v v+ Muy )y

that T7 < T'7 > |\/R,q|? and that, on Q, T'{" < NE—%(JPM -q? Z |e1 - q|. Now,

|FZ— _fT| = |<\/ RTpi, V RTQ>| < | V RTpZ| | \% RTQ|,

1
05— ler - qf*| < [er - piller - gl + §|91 - pl?,

2 1—|—f 9 (1+‘\/R7p1:n’2)’e1 q‘2
|21'q| - 2|e1'Q| < P )
IvVR-q| |V R-q|

so that, putting everything together, we obtain

/ dg |1+ T7, T3, L7(0D) — &(1+ 17, ey - g2, L7(E7)
Q+

" [VR-q|?
</ C<I>dq <‘erPi’ + ‘el 'pi‘ + ’el 'pl:n’2 + 1+ ’VRTplznP)
- Q+ v RTQ|2 + Muvy|eq - Q|2 IV R-q| ’61 'q’ ‘61 'q’2 v R7'C.7|2

—1/2
VT/

S Co

which holds thanks to (C.7) and (C.8) in Lemma|C.3] Therefore, the proof of (and of the
lemma) is complete. O
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