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Abstract

In this article, we consider the problem of homogenising the linear heat
equation perturbed by a rapidly oscillating random potential. We consider
the situation where the space-time scaling of the potential’s oscillations is not
given by the diffusion scaling that leaves the heat equation invariant. Instead,
we treat the case where spatial oscillations are much faster than temporal
oscillations. Under suitable scaling of the amplitude of the potential, we prove
convergence to a deterministic heat equation with constant potential, thus
completing the results previously obtained in [PP12].

1 Introduction

We consider the parabolic PDE with space-time random potential given by

ot (z,t) = 0%u(x,t) + 5_5V<§, é)ua(z, t), (1.1)
u®(z,0) = up(x) ,

where z € R, t > 0 and V is a stationary centred random field. The homogenisation
theory of equations of this type has been studied by a number of authors. The
case when V' is time-independent was considered in [IPP08, Ball0]. The articles
[CKPO01, DIPP06] considered a situation where V' is a stationary process as a function
of time, but periodic in space. Purely periodic / quasiperiodic operators with large
potential were also studied in [BLP78, Koz83].

For > 2 and 8 = §, (1.1) was studied in [PP12], where it was shown that its
solutions converge as € — 0 to the solutions to

ou(x,t) = Ou(x,t) + Vu(z,t), u(z,0)=ue(r), (1.2)
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where the constant V' is given by

V= /OO ®(0,t)dt , (1.3)

in the case o > 2 and

_ 0o ooe—i—f
V= &(z, 1) de dt | 1.4
/Of_oowﬁ (2,1) du (1.4)

in the case a = 2. Here, ®(z,t) = EV(0,0)V(x,t) is the correlation function of V'
which is assumed to decay sufficiently fast.

In the case 0 < a < 2, it was conjectured in [PP12] that the correct scaling to
use in order to obtain a non-trivial limit is § = 1/2 + «//4, but the corresponding
value of V was not obtained. Furthermore, the techniques used there seem to break
down in this case. The main result of the present article is that the conjecture does
indeed hold true and that the solutions to (1.1) do again converge to those of (1.2)
as € — 0. This time, the limiting constant V is given by

-1 [
V—2ﬁ/0 \/%dt, (1.5)

where we have set ®(s) := [, ®(z, s)dx.

Remark 1.1 One can “guess” both (1.3) and (1.5) if we admit that (1.4) holds.
Indeed, (1.3) is obtained from (1.4) by replacing ®(x,t) by ®(dx,t) and taking the
limit 6 — 0. This reflects the fact that this corresponds to a situation in which, at the
diffusive scale, the temporal oscillations of the potential are faster than the spatial
oscillations. Similarly, (1.5) is obtained by replacing ®(x,¢) with 6~ '®(6 'z, ¢) and
then taking the limit 6 — 0, reflecting the fact that we are in the reverse situation
where spatial oscillations are faster. These arguments also allow to guess the correct
exponent 3 in both regimes.

The techniques employed in the present article are very different from [PP12]:
instead of relying on probabilistic techniques, we adapt the analytical techniques
from [Hail3a].

From now on, we will rewrite (1.1) as

ot (z,t) = 02u(w,t) + Vo(w, )us(x,t) , u(7,0) = up(x) ,
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where V. is the rescaled potential given by
Vi(a,t) = e~ /2rerny (21
’ g e

Before we proceed, we give a more precise description of our assumptions on the
random potential V.

1.1 Assumptions on the potential

Besides some regularity and integrability assumptions, our main assumption will be
a sufficiently fast decay of maximal correlations for V. Recall that the “maximal
correlation coefficient” of V', subsequently denoted by p, is given by the following
definition where, for any given compact set K C R?, we denote by Fy the o-algebra
generated by {V(x,t) : (z,t) € K}.

Definition 1.2 For any r > 0, o(r) is the smallest value such that the bound

E(p1(V)pa(V)) < or)/Eg2(V) EG(V) .

holds for any two compact sets K7, K5 such that

d(K, K,) < inf inf Ty — To| + |t —ta]) > 1,
(K, o) = inf G if (o =2+ = tal) >

and any two r.v.’s ¢;(V') such that ¢;(V') is Fk,-measurable and Ep;(V') = 0.

Note that o is a decreasing function. With this notation at hand, we then make the
following assumption:

Assumption 1.3 The field V is stationary, centred, continuous, and C* in the x-
variable. Furthermore,

E(|V(x,t)|p + |8xV(:c,t)\p) < o0
for every p > 0.

For most of our results, we will furthermore require that the correlations of V'
decay sufficiently fast in the following sense:

Assumption 1.4 The mazimal correlation function o from Definition 1.2 satisfies
o(R) S (14 R)™9 for every q > 0.
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Remark 1.5 Retracing the steps of our proof, one can see that in order to obtain
our main result, Theorem 1.8, we actually only need this bound for some sufficiently
large ¢q. Similarly, the assumption on the z-differentiability of V' is not absolutely
necessary, but simplifies some of our arguments.

Let us first give a few examples of random fields satisfying our assumptions.

Example 1.6 Take a measure space (M, v) with some finite measure v and a func-
tion 1: M x R* — R such that
[(m, @, t)| + [0xp(m, @, 1))
sup sup
meM w,t 1+ [a] + [¢]¢

for all ¢ > 0. Assume furthermore that 1 satisfies the centering condition

/R/R/A/l?ﬂ(mw,S)u(dm)dyds:U

Consider now a realisation . of the Poisson point process on M x R? with intensity
measure v(dm) dy ds and set

V([L’,t) :/ / / w(m>y—$a5—t)ﬂ(dm>dyad5) :
MJRJR
Then V' satisfies Assumptions 1.8 and 1.J.

< 00,

Example 1.7 Tuake for V a centred Gaussian field with covariance ® such that
W |P(x, )] + |00 (x, )|
ot 14 |z]7 4+ |t|e

for all g > 0. Then V does not quite satisfy Assumptions 1.3 and 1.4 because V and

0.V are not necessarily continuous. However, it is easy to check that our proofs still
work in this case.

)

The advantage of Definition 1.2 is that it is invariant under the composition
by measurable functions. In particular, given a finite number of independent ran-
dom fields {Vi,...,Vi} of the type of Examples 1.6 and 1.7 (or, more generally,
any mutually independent fields satisfying Assumptions 1.3 and 1.4) and a function
F: R" — R such that

1. EF(Vi(z,t),...,Vi(z,t)) =0,
2. F, together with its first partial derivatives, grows no faster than polynomially
at infinity.
Then, our results hold with V' (x,t) = F(Vi(x,t), ..., Vi(z,1)).
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1.2 Statement of the result

Consider the solution to the heat equation with constant potential

ou(x,t) = Ou(x,t) + Vu(x,t), t >0,z €R; (1.6)

u(z,0) = ug(x),

where V is defined by (1.5). Then, the main result of this article is the following
convergence result:

Theorem 1.8 Let V' be a random potential satisfying Assumptions 1.3 and 1.4, and
let ug € C3(R) be of no more than exponential growth. Then, as € — 0, one has
us(t, z) — u(t, x) in probability, locally uniformly in x € R and t > 0.

Remark 1.9 The precise assumption on ug is that it belongs to the space cé”,{ ? for
some ¢ € R, see Section 2.1 below for the definition of this space.

Remark 1.10 The fact that EV = 0 is of course not essential, since one can easily
subtract the mean by performing a suitable rescaling of the solution.

To prove Theorem 1.8, we use the standard “trick” to introduce a corrector that
“kills” the large potential V. to highest order. The less usual feature of this problem
is that, in order to obtain the required convergence, it turns out to be advantageous
to use two correctors, which ensures that the remaining terms can be brought under
control. These correctors, which we denote by Y* and Z¢, are given by the solutions
to the following inhomogeneous heat equations:

OYE(x,t) = 02Y*(x,t) + Vo(a,t)

_ 1.7
0027 (1,8) = 22 (x,) + |0, (x, ) — Vi (0), (L7)

where we have set V.(t) = E|9,Y*(z,t)|>. In both cases, we start with the flat (zero)
initial condition at ¢ = 0. Writing
v (2, t) = ut(z,t) exp [ (Y (x, t) + Z°(x,1))],
Theorem 1.8 is then a consequence of the following two claims:
1. Both Y¢ and Z¢ converge locally uniformly to 0.

2. The process v° converges locally uniformly to the solution u of (1.6).
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It is straightforward to verify that v solves the equation
O = O20° + Voo© +2(0,Y° + 0,2°)0,0° + (10, 2> + 20,2°0,Y)v°,  (1.8)

with initial condition ug. The second claim will then essentially follow from the first
(except that, due to the appearance of nonlinear terms involving the derivatives of the
correctors, we need somewhat tighter control than just locally uniform convergence),
combined with the fact that the function V.(t) converges locally uniformly to the
constant V.

Remark 1.11 One way of “guessing” the correct forms for the correctors V¢ and
Z¢ is to note the analogy of the problem with that of building solutions to the KPZ
equation. Indeed, performing the Cole-Hopf transform A® = log u®, one obtains for
h® the equation

ahe = 02hF + (9,h°)° + V..,

which, in the case where V. is replaced by space-time white noise, was recently
analysed in detail in [Hail3a]. The correctors Y¢ and Z° then arise naturally in this
analysis as the first terms in the Wild expansion of the KPZ equation.

This also suggests that it would be possible to find a diverging sequence of con-
stants C. such that the solutions to

ot (z,t) = 0*u(w,t) + 5_13(11/({, i)u‘3(55, t) — Cou(z,t) ,

£ &%

converge in law to the solutions to the multiplicative stochastic heat equation driven
by space-time white noise. In the non-Gaussian case, this does still seem out of reach
at the moment, although some recent progress can be found in [Hail3b].

The proof of Theorem 1.8 now goes as follows. In a first step, which is rather
long and technical and constitutes Section 2 below, we obtain sharp a priori bounds
for Y¢ and Z¢ in various norms. In a second step, which is performed in Section 3,
we then combine these estimates in order to show that the only terms in (1.8) that
matter are indeed the first two terms on the right hand side.

Remark 1.12 Throughout this article, the notation X < Y will be equivalent to
the notation X < CY for some constant C' independent of e.
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2 Estimates of Y° and Z¢

In this section, we shall prove that both Y* and Z° tend to zero as ¢ — 0, and
establish further estimates on those sequences of functions which will be needed for
taking the limit of the sequence v°. But before doing so, let us first introduce some
technical tools which will be needed both in this section and in the last one.

2.1 Weighted Holder continuous spaces of functions and the
heat semigroup

First of all, we define the notion of an admissible weight w as a function w: R — R,
such that there exists a constant C' > 1 with

1 wl@)
A (2.1)

for all pairs (x,y) with |z —y| < 1. Given such an admissible weight w, we then
define the space C,, as the closure of Cj° under the norm

|/ ()]
w = w = Su :
11l = 17l =500 L2
We also define C$ for a € (0, 1) as the closure of C§° under the norm
[f(x) = f(¥)]

Hf”mw = Hf”w + sup .
e—yl<1 W(z)|z — Y|

Similarly, for o > 1, we define C recursively as the closure of C5° under the norm

[l = Il + 1 lla=1.0 -

It is clear that, if w; and wy are two admissible weights, then so is w = w; ws.
Furthermore, it is a straightforward exercise to use the Leibniz rule to verify that
there exists a constant C' such that the bound

||f1f2||a,w < C||f1||a1,w1||f2||a2,w2 ) (2'2)

holds for every f; € Cgi, provided that o < ay A as.

We now show that a similar inequality still holds if one of the two Hélder expo-
nents is negative. For a € (—1,0), we can indeed define weighted spaces of negative
“Holder regularity” by postulating that Cg is the closure of C5° under the norm

Y dz
low= sup e F2)

le—y|<1 ’LU(ZIZ')|ZE - y|a+1 .
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In other words, we essentially want the antiderivative of f to belong to C2*!, except
that we do not worry about its growth.
With these notations at hand, we then have the bound:

Proposition 2.1 Let wy and wy be two admissible weights and let oy < 0 < ag be
such that ag > |ay|. Then, the bound (2.2) holds with oo = av.

Proof. We only need to show the bound for smooth and compactly supported ele-
ments f; and fy, the general case then follows by density. Denote now by F; an
antiderivative for f;, so that

y y
/ £1(2)falz) dz = / fol2) dF(2)
where the right hand side is a Riemann-Stieltjes integral. For any interval I C R,

we now write @) — ()
r)—JY
| floy= sup ————.
ryrcr T =Yl
It then follows from Young’s inequality [You36] that there exists a constant C' de-

pending only on the precise values of the «; and on the constants appearing in the
definition (2.1) of admissibility for the weights w;, such that

Yy
/ f2(2) dFl(Z)‘ < |f2(36)|‘F1(y) - F1(ZL’)‘ + C|f2|a27[x7y} IF1|a1+1,[x,y]‘x — y|a1+a2+1
< w(a:)|x - y|a1+1(||f2“07w2Hleal,wl + C’|f2||a2,w2“f1||a1,w1) )

which is precisely the requested bound. 0

There are two types of admissible weights that will play a crucial role in the
sequel:
eo(r) = exp(—Llal) ,  pale) =14 |z|7,
where the exponent x will always be positive, but ¢ could have any sign. One has of
course the identity
€0 €m = €pim - (2.3)

Furthermore, it is straightforward to verify that there exists a constant C' such that
the bound
pr(@)ec(z) < CC™, (2.4)

holds uniformly in x € R, x € (0,1], and ¢ € (0, 1].
Finally, we have the following regularising property of the heat semigroup:
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Proposition 2.2 Let o € (—1,00), let B > «, and let £,k € R. Then, for every

t >0, the operator P, extends to a bounded operator from C¢, to Cfe and from CJ to

Cgﬁ. Furthermore, for every £y > 0 and kg > 0, there exists a constant C such that
the bounds

—Q

_B=a _B-a
1P fllgee < C2 M fllaee s 1Pgllope < C = lIgllap, »

hold for every f € C2, every g € C5, every t € (0,1], every |{| < £y, and every
|| < Ko.

Proof. The proof is standard: one first verifies that the semigroup preserves these
norms, so that the case = « is covered. The case of integer values of [ can easily be
verified by an explicit calculation. The remaining values then follow by interpolation.

O

2.2 Bounds and convergence of Y° and Z°
For any integer k > 2, define the k-point correlation function ®* for z,t € R* by
W (z,t) =E(V(21,t1) ... V(zp, t)) -
(In particular, ®@ (zy,t1,29,t5) = ®(x, — o,t1 — t3), where ® is the correlation
function of V' defined above.) With these notations at hand, we have the following
bound which will prove to be useful:
Lemma 2.3 The function ¥4 given by
T (2, 1) = dW (2, 1) — By — o, ty — to)D(wg — 24, t5 — t4)
satisfies the bound

(OO (z, )] < nllzr — z3] + [t — ta])n(|we — 24| + [t — ta]) (2.5)
+ (o1 — 24| + [ty — ta])n(|z2 — 23] + [t2 — 13]) ,

where the function n: Ry — R is defined by

n(r) =V Eo(r/3),  with K =4(|[V(z, )|V (@, )]l + [[V(z, )]2).

where we write || - ||o for the L*(2) norm of a real-valued random variable.
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Remark 2.4 In the Gaussian case, one has the identity
\11(4) (SL’, t) = (I)(Zlfl — I3, tl —tg)q)(.flfg — Ty, t2 —t4) +(I)(LU1 — Ty, tl —t4)q)($2 — T3, tg —tg) s

so that the bound (2.5) follows from the fact that ¢ dominates the decay of the
correlation function ®.

Proof. For the sake of brevity denote &; = (x;,t;). We set

By = max dist (6, | J{g}), R = macdist ({6, €0} 1606},
- JF

where the second maximum is taken over all permutations {4, 72, 43,44} of {1,2,3,4}.
Consider first the case Ry > Ry. Without loss of generality we can assume that
Ry = dist(&1, U{E;})- It is easily seen that, in the case under consideration,
J#1

dist((&,6,) < 3Ry, i,j=1,2 3, 4. (2.6)
Then the functions ®® and ® (&, — &)P(£3 — &) admit the following upper bounds:
[PW (&1, 6,8, &) = [BE(V(£)V(£)V(E)V (64))]

< o(R)[[V (&) [|2l[V (€2)V (€3)V (Ea) 2
< o(R)IV(O)l2 (V(€))?[l2,

and
D& — &)P(& — &) < o(R)VIE VI3
Therefore,
[0 (2, )] < o(Ra) ( IV NNV E) 2+ VI5)

From (2.6) and the fact that p is a decreasing function we derive

Ko(Ry) = n(3R1)n(3R1) < n(|&1 — &)n(1&2 — &l)-

This yields the desired inequality.
Assume now that Ry < Ry and dist({&1, &2}, {€3,&}) = Ra. In this case

diSt(gl,gg) < Ry, and diSt(€3,€4) < Rs. (27)

Indeed, if we assume that dist(&;, &) > Ra, then dist(&1, {2, &3,&4}) > Ry and, thus,
R1 > Ry which contradicts our assumption. We have

U (&, &0, &, &) = |W (&1, &, 65, &0) — (&1 — &)P(& — &) (2.8)
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= |[E(V(E)V (&) — E(V(ENV(&)]V(&)V () — B(V(E)V(ED))|
< o(Ra)[[(V(€)?]I3 .

In view of (2.7), dist(&1,&3) < 3Rs and dist(&s, &) < 3Ry. Therefore,
Ko(Ra) < n(|& — &Nn([§2 — &),

and the desired inequality follows.
It remains to consider the case Ry < Ry and dist({&1, &3}, {&2,&4}) = Ro; the case
dist({&1, €4}, {&2,&3}) = Ra can be addressed in the same way. In this case

diSt(gl,é-Q) > Rg, diSt(gl, 54) > Rg, diSt(gl,&g) < R,.
Therefore, dist(&1, {&2,&3,&4}) = dist(&1,&3), and we have

9@ (&1, &, &, &)| < o(Jér — &NIVOIII(V(€))?]]2
D& — &) (€5 — &4)| < o(R) V2 < o(l& — &)V
This yields
(W (&1, 6,8, 1) < 0|6 = &N VNIV )2+ IV]13)

In the same way one gets

W&, &,8,8)] < o1& — &N (IVEOIII(VE) 2+ IV]]3)

From the last two estimates we obtain

W0 (&1, 6,8, 60)| < Vollé — &NV (& — AV E NV + IVI13)
< (& = &hn([&2 — 4\)-

This implies the desired inequality and completes the proof of Lemma 2.3. 0

In order to prove our next result, we will need the following small lemma:
Lemma 2.5 Let F': R, — R, be an increasing function with F(r) < r4. Then,
Jo (L +7)"PdF(r) < oo as soon as p > q.

Proof. We have [[°(1+r)PdF(r) < 1+ [~ r7PdF(r), so we only need to bound
the latter. We write

2k:+1 2k:+1

/ rPdF(r) <) / rPdF(r) <) 27 / dP(r) <) 27Pkgethl)
E k>0

k>0 k>0

This expression is summable as soon as p > ¢, thus yielding the claim. 0
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Lemma 2.6 Fixt >0 and let ¢ : Rx R, — Ry be a smooth function with compact
support. Define ps(x,t) = 63p(%,%). Then, for allp > 1, €,6 > 0, one has the

bound
[ </ /%x_y’t‘SW(y, )dyd8>T/p

( —1/2—a/4 A~ 1/2 a/4/\5 3/2 a/4) )

where Cy, depends on p, on the supremum and the support of ¢, and on the bound of
Assumption 1.3.

Proof. We consider separately the cases § > max(g,e%), 0 < min(e,e?®), as well as
min(e, e®) < 6 < max(e,e%).

Assume first that § > max(e, ). Without loss of generality we also assume that
p is even, that is p = 2k with £ € N. Then

t p
VA ZIE(/ /@a(x—y,t—S)‘é(y,S)dde)
0 JR
t t 2k 2k
o Jo JR JR i=1

where dif = dy; . . . dys, and d5 = ds; . ..dss,. Changing the variables §; = ey, and
S; = €~ %s;, and considering the definition of s and V., we obtain

jp&,é _ 56k —k—F _2k+2ak / /H‘p x—ayZ’ —e SZ) (HV Uiy S )dgjdg.

0 t/ea 2k: R2k i=1

The support of the function 1_[1 go(x ayl, = et sl) belongs to the rectangle (x—k:gs@, T+
kgsw) X (t— l{:g—as@, t+k§—as¢)2k, where s, is the diameter of support of p = ¢(y, s).
Denote IIj . = (0,2k2s,)%* and 113 . = (0,2k% " 5,)%. Since V(y, s) is stationary, we

have

jpsa < §6k —k—7€2k+2ak“¢’| / / HV yl,sl)

(0.2k254)%* (0,2k 22 5,,)2F

(2.9)

For any R > 0 we introduce a subset of R**

[ = 1 2 . N
Vse(R) = {(y, §) € I xII5,_ - max dist( y],gyl ) <R, rgzgk dlSt(Sg,gSi) < R},
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and denote by |Vs.|(R) the Lebesgue measure of this set. It is easy to check that
the set Vs.(0) is the union of sets of the form

~ = 1 1~ ~ T : _z
{(ya S) € H(S,e X Hé,a Y = Yiay o s Yiggy = Yiggs Sin = Sjas o5 Sy — Sj2k}

with 4, # i, and j; # j,, if | # m, that is, V;.(0) is the union of a finite number
of subsets of 2k-dimensional planes in R*. The 2k-dimensional measure of this set
satisfies the following upper bound

G\ Fk 62\ Fk
< z -
< (2),
Therefore,
O\ F 62\ k
< (Z v 2k
Vael(R) 5 (5) (5“) B (2.10)
For each (7, 5) € V5.(R) we have
2%
E(TTVG:5)| < oRICENV 220 IV 120, (2.11)
i=1

Combining (2.9), (2.10) and (2.11) yields
TS 5‘6'“5_"3_03652“2“’“/ o(R) d|Vs.|(R) < 673
0

Here, the last inequality holds due to Assumption 1.4, combined with (2.10) and
Lemma 2.5. Therefore, recalling that p = 2k, we have the bound

(TP < 67320/, (2.12)

In the case ¢ < min(e, %) we have
t oyt 2k 2k
J€’5=/...//--/ ws(x —yi,t — 5;)E Ve(yi, si) )dy ds
=) fe T E(IIV:w.0)
t ot 2k 2k
< o Lo T este —wit — s B TT Valys, 50) )dgdg
Jod A FUTvs)
+ t 2k
<E(Vetes®) [of oo TLlesto =t = s)lagas
o Jo JrR JR ]
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S eh T |||

Lt

so that
(TP S emt/2mel (2.13)

Finally, if we are in the regime £ < § < €*/2, then

\7;’6 = Skt Gk / /Hg0<x_5yl, - s,) (HV (Us, 8:) )dgjd?

[0,¢/c2]2k R2k =1

< OkekHBak/2 |2k / /| Hv (5.5 ) a5 a5

0.2k 5% 2 50)2k (0,2k25,,)2F

o0

k
Sasr sl [ WVl e (2) [ eR R
(0,2k 3% 5,2k 0
<5—k€—ak/2'

Hence,
(t7pe,6)l/p S 5—1/25_0‘/4 (214)

so that, combining (2.12), (2.13) and (2.14), the desired estimate holds. 0

Lemma 2.7 Fixt > 0 and let ¢ : R x Ry — R be a function which is uniformly
bounded and decays exponentially in x, uniformly over s € [0,t].
Then, for allp > 1, € > 0, one has the bound

t p11/p
[E (/ / o(x —y,t —s)V(y,s) dy ds) } < C,(e7MPmo N g7l o)
o Jr

Here, the proportionality constant depends on p, on t, on the bounds on p, and on
the bounds of Assumption 1.5.

Proof. The proof of this lemma is similar (with some simplifications) to that of the
previous statement. We leave it to the reader. 0

Lemma 2.8 For each p > 1, there ewists a constant C, such that for all € > 0,
t>0,reR,

[E(Y* (2, ))]"" < C(1+ ViE)eo/t (2.15)
[E(0,Y*(x, 1)) < C, (2.16)
[B(|2ve(z,t)[")]"" < G (2.17)
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Proof. Our main ingredient is the existence of a function ¢: Ry — [0, 1] which is
smooth, compactly supported in the interval [1/2,2], and such that

d v =1,

for all r > 0.
As a consequence, we can rewrite the heat kernel as

pt(x) = Z 2_2"@n(;1j,t) ) (2'18)

nez

where
pn(w,t) = 202", 2°"t) , pla,t) = px)p(Va? + 1) . (2.19)

The advantage of this formulation is that the function ¢ is smooth and compactly
supported. The reason why we scale ¢, in this way, at the expense of still having
a prefactor 272" in (2.18) is that this is the scaling used in Lemma 2.6 (setting
0=2"").

We use this decomposition to define Y, by

t
V(e t) =272 / / onle — yot— 5) Valy, s) dyds . (2.20)
0 R

so that, by (2.18), one has Y* = " Y°. Setting ¢(z,t) = 0,p(x,t) and defining

On(x,t) = 257p(27x, 2%") as in (2.19), the derivative of Y¢ can be decomposed in
the same way:

t
0, Y7 (x,t) = 2_"/ / On(r —y,t —s) V(y,s)dyds . (2.21)
0o JR

We first bound the derivative of Y. Since ¢ is smooth and compactly supported,
the constants appearing in Lemma 2.6 do not depend on ¢ and we have

(E\@mY,f(:c,t)\p)l/p < on/2.0/4 \ 9=n/2—a/i _ o—|§+5 logye|

Since the sum (over n) of this quantity is bounded independently of ¢, (2.16) now
follows by the triangle inequality.

Note that (2.17) follows from the same argument, if we integrate by parts (hence
differentiate V).
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In order to finally establish (2.15), we bound Y* in a similar way. This time
however, we combine all the terms with n < 0 into one single term, setting

o) = 3" 2% (1) Yf@i%=£i£p;4$—wvxyﬁdwh,

n<0
so that Y= =% _ Y"+ Y= Similarly to before, we obtain
(BIYE(z, t)P) /P S 2 n/2e0/t (2.22)

In order to bound Y=, we apply Lemma 2.6 with 6 = 1 and ¢ = p~. It is immediate
that ¢, () < v/t and c3(t) < 1, so that

(B[Y=(z, t)P) " < Vieo/* .
Combining this with (2.22), summed over n > 0, yields the desired bound. 0
We deduce from Lemma 2.8 and equation 1.7

Corollary 2.9 Ase — 0, Y¢(x,t) — 0 in probability, locally uniformly with respect
to x andt.

Proof. 1t follows from Lemma 2.8 and equation 1.7 that for some a,b > 0 and all
p > 1, all bounded subsets D C R, x R,

sup E[|Y*(z,1)["] < &, (2.23)
(z,t)eD
sup E[|0,Y¢(x,t)|)] S e, sup E[0,Y5(x,t)[F] < e P (2.24)
(x,t)eD (x,t)€D

We deduce from (2.23) that for all (z,t), (y,s) € D, p > 1,
E[|Y€(.§(,” t) - Ye(yv S)|p] 5 Epau

and from (2.24), writing Y*(z,t) — Y*(y, s) as the sum of an integral of 0,Y° and an
integral of 9,Y¢, we get

E[[Y<(2,1) = V(4 )] S (|l = y| + [t — s|)e ",
Hence from Holder’s inequality
E[|Y€(I, t) - Ya(y’ 3)|0l+5] < (|Zl§' _ y| + |t . S|)B€o¢a—6b.

Provided 8 > 2 and a > fb/a, we obtain an estimate which allows us to deduce the
result from a combination of (2.23) and Kolmogorov’s Lemma. O
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We will also need

Lemma 2.10 The function t — V.(t) is continuous, and, for each ¢ > 0, there
exists a positive constant VL such that

Vo(t) = V0 ast — oo.

lim VO % /
e—0

and V.(t) =V as e — 0, uniformly in t € [1, +00].

Furthermore,

Proof. Writing ®. for the correlation function of V. and using the definition of V.(t),

we have
V.0 -| (5 / [ty ayas) |

- E( / / P (= Vil ) dyds)z]

=E /pt s p,_,(x — 2)Vo(y, s)Ve(z,7) dy dz ds dr
RR

I
\

pt—s(x - y)pt—r(x —2)®.(y — 2,8 — 1) dydzdsdr
00RR

= /t/t//p;(y)pl(Z)fba(y —zs—r)dydzdsdr.

OO0RR

It is easy to check that, for each ¢ > 0, this integral is a continuous function of
t and that it converges, as t — +oo. Performing the change of variables 3’ =
—ararn 2 = Timrar 8 = ey I = oiiaye, Tenaming the new variables and setting

T. = e~ =/?t we obtain

N y oz w2 y—z s—T
%(t)—ﬁ////mmff @(6%_%,83_1)dyd2d8d7".
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We represent the integral on the right-hand side as

T:Te

S22 y—2 s5—
Vo( =~ 167 //// 33/27“3/2 ¢(€%_%,€ )dydzdsdr+r5() (2.25)

0 0RR

The further analysis relies on the following limit relation:

lim sup |r.(t)] =0. (2.26)

=0 g<t<+oo

In order to justify it we denote s = % T and 3¢ = 5, and divide the integration

area into four parts as follows

I = {(y,2,87) ER*x (RT)? : s <™, r <™},

I, = e <s<T.,r<em},

Iy = RT)? . s <e™ & <r<T.},

I, = Y <s<T., e <r<T}.

In II; we have

£¥1 g”1
2

2 _
|y3| ‘§|e_z_s_ﬂ<1><yl Z, i T) dz dyds dr < 02// dfdr =4C%". (2.27)
s

s2rs ez~ % S2r3

1I;
To estimate the integral over II, we first notice that there exists a constant C such
that

|y| 2 <01
32
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uniformly over ass s > 0 and y € R. Then
A 76) dy dz ds dr

W12,
5%_% 82

32r2
[T [ leldzdrds drd
zlazdras _ﬁ Yy—z S—r
<C/// T/(I)< 1_a> 3_1)dy
sr3 €271 €2
e*1 R
_ Oy /// _ZT |z|dzdrds
57 (2.28)
d d i drd
— CCye" // e <colg%//$(ai_l> res
srz €2 srz
e”1 0
= ds
D(s)=2
| w7

Foy )§<QCC’15 £?
S

[

= 206’15”5% / <I>(
£2
e*1
< 02(%1 + 2%)€%+7| 10g5|
t—1<s<t}. Asimilar

x,t)dx, and <I>( ) stands for max{®(s)

here ®(t fR
estlmate holds true for the integral over II5. Therefore
lim sup | / Y2 e 43@( — S ) dydzdsdr| =0, (2.29)
e—0 0<t<£)-OO 33/2 713/2 8%_% 9 6% y — . .
11, UITaUTI3
We also have
2’2 _22 22 Yy—z S—r
- 4s 4r
/ 53/27,3/26 (I)<5%_% , Ea_1> dy dz ds dr
1T UIlo
T: €1 e25 T, 112
P —/S—T dsdr o ds dr
= 05 //(b( _2;/) 3 — / / @(S — T) 3 (230>
< (S + T) 2 (S + 7") 2
0 0 0 0
1 emtes oo g¥1t2%
dsd - dsd
37"3 C’/ / (s — 1) ST3<C'45’
2 ;Y (s+7r)2



2 ESTIMATES OF Y¢ AND Z* 20

Combining this estimate with a similar estimate for the integral over II; U Il3, we
obtain

2 _2_ 22 5—
lim sup e E T u, — L dydzdsdr| =0. (2.31)
1l _a -1
e=0 g<i<t oo 3”1 €2
117 UIToUIIs

In order to justify (2.26) it remains to show that

2222
1 /‘}yze 4s 4r — ze 4s  Ar
im  sup
€70 o<t<+oo 53/273/2

a )
5 1

@(j%__z ;_T)dydzdsdr‘:() (2.32)

We first estimate

: lyz| 2,2 2 y—z s—r
J=(t) ':/33/27"3/26 e % _ o T }(I)( = ,8_2%> dy dzds dr
H4
L WA 2 )0 (YE 2 gz asd 25
=4 5232 © € € o =2z ) Wdedsdr ,
Iy
o [ (1P ly—2P 2P+ ly—2f 2\ 2o y—z s—r
SE /(We +W6 )6“1)(5%,5 )dydzdsdr
Iy

with ®(x,t) = |z|®(z,t); here we have used the inequality |e® —e®| < |b—al(e® +¢?)
and the estimates |yz||y + z| < C(|y|* + |y — 2|*) and |yz||ly + 2| < C(|z]* + |y — =]*)
that follow from the Young inequality. Let us estimate the integral

2

32 2 —2 5—
5”/Le e 4T(I>1<u, T)dydzdsdr
o

55/273/2
T4

B L 2 (y—2z s—r 9, —
< Cye /37’3/26 (5 55 ) dydzdsdr < Coe //ST ) dsdr

14 e”l g”1

— Oy / / By (s—r)
e”1 +23¢ £*1 +23¢
here C; = max(2Pe~"), and ®,(¢) stands for Jg ®1(z,t)dz. Other terms on the

right-hand side of (2.33) can be estimated in a similar way. Thus we obtain

lim sup J.(t) =0. (2.34)

e=0 p<t<co

dsdr

< Cse™(loge)*;
sr
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The inequality

— 52 22 _ _
/ |Z§/2 3i2|e_ﬂe_ﬂ<b<y€ Z,Z 2T> dydzdsdr < Ce*(loge)?
r PIRRSP:

can be obtained in the same way with a number of simplifications. This yields (2.26).
It remains to notice that

T: T:

2
R hg(YmF s
[JJ] e F a5 5 andeasas
71 R R
T. T.
_z22_ 22 S—r
—¢ ///83/2703/2 E 4(1)(5 D) dzdsdr
7171 R
. b 5— s—r\ dsdr dsdr
= Coe //q)(5—2%>(s+r3/2_ / / (s=r) (s+7)32
£X1e”1 u1+2;¢ u1+2;¢

dsdr

(S—T)m + R.(1)

I
e
o\
o\
|

with Cp = [, 22e7%*/4 2z, and

lim sup |R.(t)] =0.

e=01<t<+00

Combining the last two relations with (2.25) and (2.26), we obtain the desired state-
ment. O

Lemma 2.11 For any T > 0, any even integer k > 2, any 0 < B < 1/k, any p > k
and any k > 0, there exists a constant C' such that for all0 <t <T, e >0,

=2 1 a1_gk - 1 Lk
(E[Y:@)5,)"" <0509 (Blla, v @)5,)"" < C =,
€ 1/ —k
(B0 (1)]1,,) " < Ce

Proof. We establish the estimates of the norms of 9,Y*(¢) only. The norm of Y*(¢)
is estimated similarly. Let ¢ > 1 and p = ¢k. For any x < y, we have the identity

Y
10,YE(t,y) — 0, Y (t, z)|F = k:/ (0,YE(t, 2) — 0,Y (¢, 2))* 102V e(t, 2)dz .
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Raising this to the power ¢ and taking expectations, we obtain

q

E(|0:Y(t,y) — 0 Y (t,2)[") < k*

Yy
/ (0,YE(t,2) — 0,Y(t, 2)) 102V (t, 2)d=

~

S (y—a) /y E([(2,Y5(t.2) = 0.Y*(t, ) 1 RY*(t, 2)|")d=

<(y— x)q\/ E(|0,Y=(t, 2)P*E(j02ve(t o)) < (y — 2)%e79, (2.35)

where we have used the stationarity (in z) of the processes 0,Y¢(¢, z) and 92Y*(t, 2),
as well as the estimates (2.16) and (2.17) from Lemma 2.8.

As a consequence of Kolmogorov’s Lemma, there exists a stationary sequence of
positive random variables {&, },ecz such that for every n € Z, the bound

sup |0, Y (t,z)| <&,
z€[n,n+1]

holds almost surely, and such that (Egﬁ)l/ P < e~k for every p > 1. The bound on
|0.Y5(t)|0,p, then follows at once.

The bound on ||0,Y*(t)||5,. follows in virtually the same way, using the fact that
(2.35) also yields the bound

|0xY€(t,l’) - axya(tay” < é

— n

sup 5
z,y€n—1,n+1] |£L’ - y|

for some stationary sequence of random variables &, which has all of its moments
bounded in the same way as the sequence {¢,}. 0

We further obtain the following bound on the “negative Hélder norm” of 9,Y:

Corollary 2.12 For any T > 0, k being any even integer, p > k and k = 1/k, there
exists a constant Cr,y, . such that

1/p
(BIY<@IP,, ) " < Crp 207,
40 K
forall0 <t <T,e>0. O

Proof. We note that

B G B G )
lz—y|<1 p,{(l')|£E—y|3/4

19:Y(2)

1
. ,
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DY <(t,2)|

N 6 ) ,
V(1) o = sup -

_— 0, Y (t . = sup
- pﬁ(l') || ( )HO,P -

We have, for |z —y| < 1,

Yot z) —Y(ty)| _ <|Y€(t, ) — Ys(t,y)l)l/‘l(IYs(t, ) — Ys(t,y)|>3/4
Pr() |z — y[*/ Pr() pe()|z — Yyl

3 3 1/4 3 3/4
o (Wl Y™ (g BTGV

pn(x) pﬁ(y) z<z<y pﬁ(z

It remains to take supremums and apply Holder’s inequality. 0

We have similar results for Z°(x,t).

Lemma 2.13 For each p > 1, there exists a constant C' such that for all ¢ > 0,
t>0, reR,

[E(1Z° (. t)*)]"* < C(1 + )2,
Proof. The main ingredient in the proof is a bound on the correlation function of
the right hand side of the equation for Z¢, which we denote by

A(z, 7)) = Cov(\@mYE(z)F, \8mY5(z')|2) )
Inserting the definition of Y¢, we obtain the identity

(z,7) / / (z—2)P(2—2)P(¢ — 23) P(2' — 2) U (2, - -, 24) dzy - - - dzy

where . .
P(z) = P(z,t) = 0upe() ,

with p; the standard heat kernel and
t t
U (2, zy) = e 200 (ﬂ o ,_4) ,
€ g ex g
Here, we used the shorthand notation z; = (z;,¢;), and integrals over z; are under-
stood to be shorthand for f(f [ dx;dt;. We now make use of Lemma 2.3, which

allows to factor this integral as

2
|A(z,2)] < < // z—21)P(2 — 23)0-(21 — 23) dz d23) —ef@z(z 2,

where we used the shorthand notation
x t
o0-(z,t) = Q<— —) :

g e
We will show below that the following bound holds:
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Lemma 2.14

~ g0/2 .
0.2 ) 5 (14 m) (Lt 40 L (2= )+ (Lt 4+ 1),
P )

where d, denotes the parabolic distance given by
dp(z, 2V = |z — 2P+ |t =1 .

Taking this bound for granted, we write as in the proof of Lemma 2.8 Z¢ =
Z° 4+ Y20 Zy with

2:2) =2 [l = #) (0¥ () - Va(e))

and similarly for Z¢. Squaring this expression and inserting the bound from Lemma 2.14,
we obtain

E|Z,(2)? S27™ / / on(z—2)pn(z —2") (CE(Z/ -2+ 1+t + t”)2€a) dz dz"
< 2—"/g3(z’) dz' + 27" (1 + )%™

where we made use of the scaling of ¢,, given by (2.19). Performing the corresponding
bound for Z¢, we similarly obtain

Bz () <t / C()de + (1+ )

The claim now follows from the bounds

t ary
2 ’d’<//€7d:cds<amt%_“’.
/CE(Z) 2> 0 R (‘SL’|2—|—|S|)7 ~

Proof of Lemma 2.1/4. Similarly to the proof of Lemma 2.8, we write

@6(27 Zl) = Z Z é?l’rm(zv Z/) ’

n12>0n2>0

with

o (2,2 = gl=59-ni—n2 //gém(z — 21) Py (2" — 22)0:(21 — 22) dz1 d2s .
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Here, for n > 1, ¢, is defined as in the proof of Lemma 2.8, whereas @, is different
from what it was there and is defined as

Po(x,t) = Oupy (7).

By symmetry, we can restrict ourselves to the case ny; > no, which we will do in the
sequel. In the case where ny > 0, the above integral could be restricted to the set of
pairs (21, 29), such that their parabolic distance satisfies

dp(zla 22) > (dp(z, z/) — 22—n2)

where (---), denotes the positive part of a number.
Replacing @, by its supremum and integrating out ¢,, and g. yields the bound

é?l’nz (Z, Z/) S (1 + 5n270(t ‘l’ t/))22n2—n1ga/2/ Q(Zg) ng 5
Ae(n2)
where A.(0) = R? and
Ag(ng) = {Z3 : dp(O,Z3) > 5_a/2 (dp(zv Zl) B 22—TL2)+} ’

for ny > 0. (Remark that the prefactor 1 + ¢ 4 ¢’ is relevant only in the case
ny = ng = 0.) It follows from the integrability of ¢ that one always has the bound

0l12(2,2) S (14 byt + 1)) 221272 2.36
€ 2,

Moreover, we deduce from Assumption 1.4 that, whenever ny > 0 and d(z,2') >
237m2 one has the improved bound: for any v > 0,

N < 92 /2 Eaﬁ{/2
e (s 92na—niza 1/\7> . 9.37
B (e 2) S P (1A (2:37)
The bound (2.36) is sufficient for our needs in the case ny = 0, so we assume that
ny > 0 from now on.
We now obtain a second bound on g*"2(z, z') which will be useful in the regime
where ny is very large. Since the integral of ¢, is bounded independently of n, we
obtain

o (2, 2") < elm39 M2 sup /aﬁnz(z' — 29)0:(21 — 29) dzs . (2.38)

dp(z1,2)<2t—™

We now distinguish between three cases, which depend on the size of z — 2’
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Case 1: d,(z,2') < /2. In this case, we proceed as in the proof of Lemma 2.6,
which yields

g2 (z, ) <eTlmEoTm T gyp / Py (22)0e(22 — 21) dzo

21

t
S eglmsgTmone sup/ sup 0 (72 — 1, 5) / Pna (22, 1) dby drs
R 0

T s

< 5_1_%2_"1/ SUp 0c (9, 8) day < e7227™ (2.39)
R

S

Case 2: |v— 2| > d,(z,2')/2 > e*/?/2. Note that in (2.38), the argument of o. can
only ever take values with |x; — xs| € B.(ng) where

Bg(ng) = {Zf' . |i’| 2 (|ZI§' — l’,| — 22—n2)} .
As a consequence, we obtain the bound

(e, ) ST s supo(E.s)
zeB:(n2) s€R

The case of interest to us for this bound will be 26-72 < g/ 2 in which case we deduce
from this calculation and Assumption 1.4 that

~nq, / —1-%9-—n1— € 7
gz ) s n2<dp(z,z/)> ’

where 7 is an arbitrarily large exponent. Choosing v large enough, we conclude that
one also has the bound

804/2 )fy

g2 (2, 7)) < eT22™m (1 A
QE ( ) ~ dp(z, Z,)

(2.40)

which will be sufficient for our needs.
Case 3: [t —t/| > d2(z,%)/2 > €*/2. Similarly, we obtain

00" (2,2) S 6_32_"1/ sup  0.(x9,5) dry
R s€B.(n2)

where
Bl(ny) = {s sl > 5_0‘(|t — | — 28—2n2)} '
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a/2

Restricting ourselves again to the case 26772 < ¢%/2, this yields as before

o g®/?

Y
e (z) S e i (1n ) 2.41
) s et (In g (241

It now remains to sum over all values n; > ny > 0.
For ny = 0, we sum the bound (2.36), which yields

> Oz d) < (L+t+t)e?

n1>0

In order to sum the remaining terms, we first consider the case d,(z, ') < /2. In
this case, we use (2.36) and (2.39) to deduce that

Z égl,nz (27 Z/) ,S 2n2€a/2 A 2—n2€—a/2 ’

ni>ng

so that in this case §.(z,2') <14 (141t +t)e*/2.
It remains to consider the case d,(z, 2') > ¢*/2. For this, we break the sum over
ng in three pieces:
Ny ={ny>1:27">d(z,2)/8},
Ny ={ng>1:2%2 <27 < d(z,2)/8},
Ny ={ng>1:2" <2762}
For ny € Ny, we only make use of the bound (2.36). Summing first over n; > ny and
then over ny € N;, we obtain

a/2

> ) ,Sd(’z)-

no€N1 ni1>ng

For ny € Ny, we only make use of the bound (2.37). Summing again first over n; > ny
and then over ny € Ny, we obtain

6ory/2

Z Z in’nz ~ d;;{(Z, Z/) '

n2€N2 ni1>ng

/\

In the last case, we similarly use either (2.40) or (2.41), depending on whether
|z — 2| > dy(2,2)/2 or [t —t'| > d2(z,2)/2, which yields again

Cl{’\//2

Y. D &S g

no€Nsg ni>no

Combining the above bounds, the claim follows. 0
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Lemma 2.15 For any T > 0, p > 1, Kk > 0, 0 < B < 1, there exists a constant
Crprp such that for all0 <t <T, e >0,

1/ —K
(EN0:Z(0N15,,) " < Crpunpe
Proof. This is a corollary of Lemma 2.11 and Proposition 2.2. O

As a Corollary we deduce

Corollary 2.16 ForanyT >0, p > 1, k > 0, there exists a constant Cp,, such that
forall0<t<T,e>0,

() 1/ a/2—K € 1/ a/d—k
[ENZZ )5, < Crpe® ™, [EI0. 25 @), |7 < Crpe®*™.
We will need moreover
Corollary 2.17 Ase — 0, Z%(x,t) — 0 in probability, locally uniformly in (x,t).

Proof. 1t follows from estimate (2.16) that for any p > 1 and any bounded subset
K C R x R*, there exists a constant C), x such that

E(/ (10, Y5 (z,1)[? —Ve)pd:cdt) < C, k.
K

Then, by the Nash estimate, we obtain
E||Z%cvx) < Ck, (2.42)

where the Holder exponent v > 0 and Ck do not depend on . As a consequence of
the first estimate of Corollary 2.16 we have

EHZEHZ)(K) < Gy e, (2.43)

Combining (2.42) and (2.43) one can easily derive the required convergence. 0
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3 Proof of the main result

Before concluding with the proof of our main theorem, we prove a result for a
parabolic heat equation with coefficients which live in spaces of weighted Holder
continuous functions.

We consider an abstract evolution equation of the type

Ou=0u+Fou+Gu, (3.1)

where F' and G are measurable functions of time, taking values in C,/ # for some
suitable k > 0 and § < % The main result of this section is the following:

Theorem 3.1 Let § and k be positive numbers such that 5+ k < % and let F' and
G be functions in L}, (R,C,") for every p>1.
Let furthermore ¢ € R and uy € Cel . Then, there exists a unique global mild

solution to (3.1). Furthermore, this solution is continuous with values in cf;”,f for
every m < € and the map (ug, F, G) — w is jointly continuous in these topologies.

Proof. We will show a slightly stronger statement, namely that for every 6 > 0
sufficiently small, the mild solution has the property that u, € CJ,_. fort € [0,7] for
arbitrary values of 7' > 0. We fix T, 4 and ¢ from now on.

We then write »

lullser = sup fluells,, ,
te[0,7

and we denote by B; ¢ r the corresponding Banach space. With this notation at hand,
we define a map My: Bsyr — Bsor by
t
(MTu)t = / P, (FS Oyus + G us) ds , te0,7].
0
It follows from Proposition 2.2 that we have the bound

| (Mg, c/ (t—s)

Combining Proposition 2.1 with (2.3) and (2.4), we furthermore obtain the bound

+ G, usH s st ds

|Ebra] . < Ol —s) I sl

C(alt = sl) "N Ell-pp.lullser

],
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where the proportionality constant C' is uniformly bounded for 6 € (0, 1] and bounded
¢ and s. A similar bound holds for G u, so that, combining these bounds and using
Holder’s inequality for the integral over ¢, we obtain the existence of constants ¢ > 0
and p > 1 such that the bound

IMzulls.er < CTT(I1F ooy + NGl ooz lullser

holds. Since the norm of this operator is strictly less than 1 provided that 7T is small
enough, the short-time existence and uniqueness of solutions follow from Banach’s
fixed point theorem. The existence of solutions up to the final time 7" follows by
iterating this argument, noting that the interval of short-time existence restarting
from u(t) at time ¢ can be bounded from below by a constant that is uniform over
all t € [0,T1], as a consequence of the linearity of the equation.

Actually, we obtain the bound

luells o, . S exp(CtIF e, + 1Glpieo) ol .,

where the constants C' and ¢ depend on the choice of ¢ and §.

The solutions are obviously linear in wuy since the equation is linear in u. It
remains to show that the solutions also depend continuously on F' and G. Let @ be
the solution to the equation

o =0*u+ Fo,u+Gu, (3.2)
and write o = u — u. The difference o then satisfies the equation
Do=> o+ Foo+Go+(F—F)ou+(G-G)a,
with zero initial condition. Similarly to before, we thus have

t
o = (Mro), + / P ((Fy — Fy) 0yuis + (G5 — Gy) ) ds
0
It follows from the above bounds that
lollser < IMzollser + COTT(IF = Fll ey + 1G = Gll o o)) s -

Over short times, the required continuity statement thus follows at once. Over fixed
times, it follows as before by iterating the argument. O

Remark 3.2 In principle, one could obtain a similar result for less regular initial
conditions, but this does not seem worth the additional effort in this context.
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We now have finally all the ingredients in place to give the proof of our main
result.

Proof of Theorem 1.8. We apply Theorem 3.1 with § = i and k = é. Note that the
equation (1.8) for v° is precisely of the form (3.1) with

F =20,Y°+20,7°, G = 0,2°|* +20,7°0,Y° .
It follows from Corollaries 2.12 and 2.16 that, for every p > 0 and 6 > 0, one has the
bound .
1

B [ 1P, a5
say. Similarly, it follows from Lemma 2.11 and Corollary 2.16 that one actually has
the bound

T p
E [ l6l,, @ " set
0

which is stronger than what we required. As a consequence of Theorem 3.1, this
shows immediately that v — u in probability, locally uniformly both in space and

in time. We conclude by recalling that from Corollary 2.9 and 2.17, the correctors
Ye and Z¢ themselves converge locally uniformly to 0 in probability. 0
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