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LYAPUNOV EXPONENTS OF THE SHE FOR GENERAL INITIAL DATA

PROMIT GHOSAL AND YIER LIN

ABSTRACT. We consider the (1+ 1)-dimensional stochastic heat equation (SHE) with multiplicative white noise
and the Cole-Hopf solution of the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) equation. We show an exact way of computing
the Lyapunov exponents of the SHE for a large class of initial data which includes any bounded deterministic
positive initial data and the stationary initial data. As a consequence, we derive exact formulas for the upper
tail large deviation rate functions of the KPZ equation for general initial data.

1. BACKGROUND AND MAIN RESULT

In this paper, we consider the solution of the (1 + 1)-dimensional SHE under general initial condition and
ask how any positive moment of that solution grows as time goes to co. In particular, we take the logarithm of
p-th moment of that solution for any p € Rs( and show that the when scaled by time, those converge. Those
limits are known as Lyapunov exponents which are tied to the large deviation problem of the KPZ equation.
Namely, the upper tail large deviation of the Cole-Hopf solution of the KPZ equation (centered by time/24)
is the Legendre-Fenchel dual of the Lyapunov exponent of the stochastic heat equation. To the best of our
knowledge, our result is the first to provide exact computation of the positive real Lyapunov exponents of the
SHE and the upper tail large deviation of the KPZ for general initial data.

Let us recall the KPZ equation, written formally as
1 1
O H(t,x) = §8MH(t, x) + 5(8967-[(15,33))2 +&(t, @), H(0,2) = Ho(z). (1.1)

The KPZ equation governs growth of the interface H (¢, z) which is subjected to a roughening by the space-time
white noise £. Due to the presence of £, the solution of the KPZ equation is ill-posed. A formal solution of the
KPZ equation comes from the Cole-Hopf transform given as

H(t,x) :=log(Z(t,x)), (1.2)
where Z(t,z) is the solution of the SHE:

0,2t z) = %amzos,x) b2 e ), Z(0,7) = exp(Ho(x)). (1.3)

The SHE is pervasive in the diffusion theory of particles in random environment [Mol96, Khol4], continuous
directed random polymers [HHF85, Coml7] and many other fields. The solution theory of the SHE is well
known [Wal86, BC95, Corl8] via It6 integral theory or martingale problem. By [Quall, Theorem 2.4], for any
non-negative initial data Zo such that [, Zo(x)dz defines a Radon measure for any Borel set A C R, then (1.3)
has unique solution if the following condition is satisfied:

E[/ Zo(x)dz] < ce™ (1.4)
for some constant ¢ > 0. The logarithm in (1.2) is well defined due to the strict positivity of the solution
of the SHE [Mue91]. The Cole-Hopf solution correctly approximates discrete growth processes [BG97, CT17,
CGST20, Lin20] and has shown to appear naturally in various renormalization and regularization schemes
[Hail3, GIP15, GP17].

The spatial derivative of the KPZ equation formally solves the stochastic Burgers equation - a continuum for
the turbulence, interacting particle system driven, lattice gases and spin chains, see [FNS77, vBKS85, BCJ1.94,
LZP19, JKB20, IDNG*20, DNMKI20].

Note that (1.4) is satisfied for a large class of physically relevant initial conditions. This includes two important
sub-classes, namely, the class of positive measurable functions on R with at most exponential growth in x and
the exponential of Brownian motion with linear drifts. The main goal of this paper is to derive Lyapunov
exponents of the SHE started from a initial data coming from any of the above two sub-classes.
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Fix any f such that ef satisfies (1.4). We denote the SHE solutions started from f by Zf and the correspond-
ing Cole-Hopf solution of the KPZ equation by Hf. For any p € R, we define the p-th moment Lyapunov
exponent as

Lya, (f) = lim % logE{(Z-f(t,O))p] (1.5)

For the KPZ equation, we consider the upper tail probability P(H/(¢,0) + 5 > st) where s is a positive
real number. We ask what is the upper tail large deviation rate function, namely, what is the limit of
t~1log P(H/(¢,0) + o > st) as t goes to co.

Our result which we state as follows computes the p-th moment Lyapunov exponent of the SHE solutions
{Z/},~0 and the upper tail large deviation rate function of the Cole-Hopf solution {#H/};~o when f is deter-
ministic. For any Borel measurable function f, let Oscy(I) := supgerf(z) — infzer f(z) be the oscillation of f
in the interval I.

Theorem 1.1 (Deterministic initial data). Let f be a non-random Borel measurable function with sub-exponential
growth, i.e., there exist c1,c2 > 0,0 € (0,1) such that

f(@) < +elz’, VreR. (1.6)

Suppose the local oscillations of f is uniformly bounded, i.e., Sup;cg |rj<a Oscy(f) < oo for some a > 0. Then,
we have the following:
a) For any p € Rsy,

3

Lya,(f) = F5E. (L.7)

b) For all s € Ry,

1 t 42 3
- f RS ) _ 3
t]iglo ; logIP’(’H (t,0) + . st —3 5% (1.8)

Theorem 1.1 raises the following three important questions. We are indebted to three anonymous referees
for urging us to to discuss those questions in details.

Why is (1.8) a large deviation result? Why does the speed of the large deviation probability in (1.8) equal to t?

It is known that the order of the fluctuation of #f(t,0) when centered by —t/24 is proportional to t'/3
as t increases. This result follows from [ACQ11, Theorem 1.1] when f is the narrow wedge initial data and
from [CG20a, Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.10] when f belongs to a general class of non-random initial data.
Note that the size of the deviation in (1.8) matches the order of growth of #/(¢,0) which is typical for a large
deviation regime. This explains why (1.8) is a large deviation result.

Let us explain why the speed of the LDP in (1.8) is expected to be ¢. In [CG20a], the authors showed that the
upper tail probability P(H7 (t,0) + ﬁ > 2t'/3) is sandwitched between e=<*" and e=2*""* for some constants
c1 > cp > 0 for any finite z,¢ > 0. Let us substitute z = st*/3 in the above probability. Such substitution marks
the large deviation regime as we explained earlier. Under such substitution, the upper and lower bounds on the
logarithms of the upper tail probability are proportional to s3/2t. This explains why the speed of the LDP is t
in (1.8).

How does the sequence E[(Z7(t,z))P] grow with t when x # 02 What is the upper tail large deviation principle
for HI(t,z) for x # 07

By the convolution principle which is explained in Section 1.1, for any fixed Borel measurable initial data f
and z € R, the law of Z/(¢,) is same as Z9(t,0) where g : R — R is defined by g(y) := f(y — z) for y € R.
This being the case, it suffices to study the Lyapunov exponent of the SHE and upper tail large deviation of
the KPZ equation at z = 0. Theorem 1.1 naturally applies to general x € R via shifting the initial data.

Remark 1.2. Theorem 1.1 applies to a large class of initial data of the SHE. Since the oscillation of any
bounded positive initial data is uniformly bounded, Theorem 1.1 naturally applies to those initial data. In fact,
Theorem 1.1 shows the p-th Lyapunov exponents of the SHE started from any bounded positive initial data is
equal to p(p? — p)/24 for any p > 0. This gives a positive answer to a question by Xia Chen from [Chel5, page
1489]. With mild modification of our proof techniques, one can also show that the Lyapunov exponents of the
SHE started from bounded compactly supported initial data are same as that in Theorem 1.1. See Theorem 1.11
and Remark 1.12 for more details.
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Our next result deals with the case of random initial data. In particular, we focus on the Brownian initial
data for the KPZ equation. The existence and the uniqueness of the solution of the SHE started from the
exponential of two-sided Brownian motion with linear drift follows from (1.4).

Theorem 1.3 (Brownian initial data). Let B(x) be a two-sided (standard) Brownian motion. For any t >
0,z € R, define f(x) := (04 B(x) + ayx)lizsoy — (—0-B(w) + a_x)liyc0y where 0y ,ay and o_,a_ are the
diffusion and drift parameters for x > 0 and x < 0 respectively. Then, we have
a) For any p > 0,
3 2 2
p p poy poZ—

p
Lyap(f)_———'f‘—maX{T'i‘aJm 5

2
=51 T3 +a_,0}". (1.9)

b) Let a = max(a4,a—_). We have
1 : t
im = f _
tlggo n 1ogP(H (¢,0) + o zst)

3 3 2 2 2
— max,>o (sp— (% + Emax {2+ + ay, 2= +a_,0} )) 5 > max(@0)?

- 2 (1.10)
max(a,0)? )
0 5 <
The expression of the large deviation rate function is more explicit when o, = o_ =1, we have if a > 0,
2
1 t 0 s< &
i _ f - > ) — — 27
Jim log]P’(H (£,0) + 57 > st {_2?8% b as i (1.11)
If a <0, then,
1 ; 0 s <0,
Jim Zlog]P’(Hf(t,O) +57 2 st) = { 123 0<s< 2, (1.12)
— 00
The proofs of Theorem 1.1 and 1.3 will be given in Section 3.
Remark 1.4. Set 0, =o_ =1, then (1.9) becomes
3
p p P p 2
L == - =—4= - 0}~ 1.13
vay(f) = 57 = 57 T 5 max {5 +a,0} (1.13)

Theorem 1.8 shows a sharp transition of the Lyapunov exponent in (1.13) as the slope parameter a crosses the
value —%. Note that E[e?’®)] < exp(p(§ + a)|z|) for any x € R where f is same as in Theorem 1.5. When
a< -5, E[eP!(®)] is either exponentially decaying or, bounded as |x| goes to co. This effectively ensures (as
we show in the proof of Theorem 1.3) that the role of the initial data e/ for the SHE is just similar to any
bounded positive initial data when it comes to computing p-th moment of Z5(t,0) with a being less than or equal
to —p/2. Hence, it is not surprising to expect that the p-th Lyapunov exponent in (1.9) is same as in (1.7) in
the latter case. On the other hand, E[eP!(*)] is exponentially growing in |x| when a is greater than —p/2. As
we will explain in Section 1.1, the exponential growth of E[epf(””)] insinuates a tighter dependence of the growth
of p-th moment on the initial data which finally makes the Lyapunov exponent for the a > —p/2 case be rather
different than Theorem 1.1.

Remark 1.5. It is worthwhile to note the contrast between the upper tail large deviation probability (LDP) of the
KPZ equation under constant or, narrow wedge initial data and the Brownian initial data. The large deviation
rate function in (1.10) is —%ﬂs?’/? when both the drift parameters ay and a_ are equal to 0. Comparing this
rate function with (1.8) or, [DT19, Theorem 1.1] shows a difference by a factor of 2. This difference between
the upper tail LDPs is consistent with the difference of the upper tail asymptotics of the KPZ equation under
KPZ scaling. In the physics literature, the contrast between the LDPs under different initial data of the KPZ
equation is echoed in [LDMS16, LDMRS16, JKM16a, MS17, KLD17].! OQur result rigorously confirms those
predictions. Interestingly, a recent work [FV21] has shown that the bounds for the upper tail of the KPZ fized
point (constructed in [MQR16, DOV18]) started from Brownian initial data (resp. any bounded initial data)
coincides with the LDP rate function from Theorem 1.3 (resp. Theorem 1.1).

n fact, [LDMRS16, JKM16a, MS17, KLD17] study the tails of the KPZ equation in the short time regime, yet it is widely

3
believed that the constants in front of the s2 in the upper tail are the same for short time and long time.
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1.1. Proof Ideas & Generalizations. In this section, we will present the proof ideas of our main results.
While this will remain as our main goal throughout this section, to highlight the insights of our techniques, we
will also present a generalization of our results for a much broader class of initial data containing those which
are covered in Theorem 1.1 and 1.3. We first introduce the key tools for our proof. The sequential assembly
of these tools which will be sketched thereafter, requires few minimal assumptions on the initial data of the
SHE. At the very end of our description of the proof strategy, we will state a general result on the Lyapunov
exponents and upper tail LDP of the KPZ equation for the initial data satisfying those minimal assumptions.

We start with setting some necessary notations. The narrow wedge solution H™W of the KPZ is the Cole-
Hopf transform of the fundamental solution of SHE Z™_ which is associated to the the delta initial data
Z™W(0,x) = dp—0. As t goes to 0, log Z®¥(t, z) is well approximated by the heat kernel whose logarithm is
given by a thin parabola ;—i, rendering H™ to have narrow wedge like structure.

The proof of our main results consists of following tools: (1) a composition law which connects the SHE
under general initial data with its fundamental solution, (2) Lyapunov exponents of the fundamental solution
of the SHE, and (3) tails bounds on the spatial regularity of the narrow wedge solution of the KPZ.

The following identity which is taken from Lemma 1.18 of [CH16] gives a convolution formula of the one
point distribution of the KPZ equation in terms of the spatial process Z®%(¢,-) and the initial data f of the
KPZ equation. The proof of this formula is associated to the linearity and time reversal property of the SHE.
For reader’s convenience, we provide a proof of this identity in Section 4.3.

Proposition 1.6 (Convolution Formula). Let Zf be the unique solution of the SHE started from the initial
condition e such that fA el @ dx is a Radon measure in A. Suppose f is independent of the white noise & of
(1.3) when f is random. Then for any t > 0,

zf(t,0) 2 /an(t, y)e! Wdy. (1.14)

To complement Proposition 1.6, we will make use of the exact expressions of any real positive moment
Lyapunov exponents of the fundamental solution of the SHE from [DT19] and the tail bounds on the spatial
regularity of the narrow wedge solution of the KPZ equation from [CGH21]. The following result describes the
first of these two tools.

Proposition 1.7 (Lyapunov exponents of fundamental solution, [DT19], Theorem 1.1). For every p > 0,
1 P —p
lim =1 E[an t,op}: .
Jirm, 3 log B[ 27 (1 0)7) = =57

The third of our main tools is (super)-exponential tail bounds on the spatial regularity of the narrow wedge
solution of the KPZ equation. This is given in the following result.

Proposition 1.8 (Tail bounds of increments, [CGH21], Prop. 4.4). For anyty > 1, v > 0 and € € (0,1), there
exist so = so(to, v, €) and ¢ = ¢(to, v, €) such that, for t >ty and s > sy,
2

]P’( sup {H“w(t,x) — H™(¢,0) — %} > s) < exp(—cs87), (1.15)
mE[O,t%]
2
]P’( inf {H“w(t,:v) —HOW(¢,0) + ﬂ} < —s) < exp(—es?e). (1.16)
mE[O,t%] 2

In order to prove (1.7) (resp. (1.9)) of Theorem 1.1 (resp. Theorem 1.3), we first use Proposition 1.6 to note
Lya,(f) = lim llog (E[( Z™(t y)ef(y)dy)p])
p t—oo t R ’

and thereafter, focus our effort to analyze E[( [, 2™ (t,y) exp(f(y))dy)?]. Our main technical achievement is to
justify the following heuristic approximation

%logE[(/RZ“W(t,y)ef(y)dy)p} ~ %log/}RE[(Z‘“"’(t,y))p]IE[epf(y)]dy7 (1.17)

for all large t € Ry where “ =~ ” indicates the equality up to some additive constant which decays as t — oo.
For showing this, we will observe that the main contributions of the left hand side of (1.17) comes from
Z2W(t,y0)ef ¥0) where yp is a point in R such that the function ¢(y) := —’)éi + log E[eP’ )] when evaluated at
Yo attains a close proximity to the supremum value sup, ¢ p @(y). Similarly, we find that the main contribution
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of the right hand side of (1.17) comes from E[(Z™%(t,y,))?]E[e?#)]. Note that the integrand in the right
hand side of (1.17) is a product of expectations. One of the main reason for expecting such product is the
independence between the time-space white noise £ and the initial data f.

For showing there are indeed such local representatives of both sides of (1.17), we require to demonstrate that
the contributions of E[(fR\B Zn% (¢, y)ef W dy)P] and fR\B E[(Z°V(t,y))?|E[ePf®)]dy cannot grow significantly
higher than their local counterparts where B is small interval around yg. This is done by controlling fluctuation
of the spatial process Z™W(t,-) and the growth and regularity of the initial data f. The fluctuation of Z™V(t, )
is controlled by the tail probability bounds (1.15) and (1.16) on the spatial regularity of H™¥(¢,-). The growth
and regularity estimates of f in Theorem 1.1 and 1.3 will be derived separately. However, one may wonder what
are the minimal conditions on the growth and regularity of f under which the current proof techniques work.
We list those minimal sufficient conditions below after introducing few more notations.

To extend our result to the full generality, we also allow the initial data to depend on time ¢. We use the
notation f; to denote time dependent initial data. We denote the SHE solutions started from e/t by Zft. More
precisely, for every fixed t > 0, Z/¢(t,-) equals the time-t solution to the SHE with initial data eft. As usual,
we denote the corresponding Cole-Hopf solution of the KPZ equation by Hf* := log Z7t.

We want to mention that the time dependent initial data is not unusual. Due to the connection with the KPZ
universality class, it is natural to consider the initial data which varies in the (¢!/3,#%/3)-scale. For instance,
[CH16, Definition 1.4] and [CG20a, Definition 1.1] had considered f; to be a relevant initial data for the KPZ
equation if t~1/3 f, (t2/ 3x) is upper bounded by a parabola with leading constant less than % and lower bounded

22

by a constant in a compact interval around 0. It is straightforward to check that when fi(x) is equal to o,

both of the above conditions are satisfied.
Now we state our conditions on f;. For 2 € R and ¢t € R>(, define

E[er/*(®)]  when f;(z) is random,

M (t,z) = 1.18
p (o) {epff(””) when f;(z) is deterministic. (1.18)

(1) (Growth and lower bound conditions:) For each p € Rsq, there exist constants C, K,L > 0 and
0 < a < 1 depending on p such that for all ¢ > 0,

(] (L'2
M:.th (t,.’IJ) < C(eckﬂl + 6%), (119)
sup log Mgﬁ (t,x) > —K. (1.20)
z€[—L,L]

(2) (Pseudo-stationarity:) We call {0, }nez C R a sequence of grid points if it satisfies

<01 <0=0<0,<..., lim 0, =o0, lim 6, = —oco, (max{cn|,1})™? < |0, — 01| <1
n—oo n——oo

for some ¢ > 0, 8 € (0,1) and all n € Z. There exist constants C, to, so > 0 and a sequence of grid points

{0n}nez such that for all t > to, n € Z, sup,¢jp, g, 1ft(z) — fe(0n)] < so when f; is deterministic or,

]P’( sup |fi(z) — f:(6n)] > s) < e Vs > s, (1.21)

2€[0n,0n+1]
when f; is random.

The growth and lower bound condition controls the pointwise exponential moments of the initial data. If
the initial data is time independent, then, (1.4) provides the sufficient condition for the existence and the
uniqueness of the SHE. For the time dependent initial data f;, the existence and the solution of the SHE till
time ¢ is not explicitly written down anywhere. However, using the techniques in [CD15] which is based on the
chaos expansion of the mild solution of the SHE, it is straightforward to check that the SHE starting from e’
has unique solution up to time ¢ if the following condition is satisfied:

22
/e*ﬁE[eft@)]da: < 0. (1.22)

Not only the growth and lower bound condition ensures the existence and uniqueness solution of the stochastic
heat equation up to desired time, but also helps to provide many error estimates in the proof of Theorem 1.11.

The pseudo-stationarity condition provides an uniform upper bound to the maximal variation of the initial
data one a sequence of intervals. Since the initial data can satisfy this property without being spatially stationary,
we call this pseudo-stationarity condition.
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One of the easy examples where taking constant grid in the pseudo-stationarity is not enough is the time
dependent parabolic initial data, i.e., fi(z) := ax?/2t. Since f; satisfies (1.22), the solution of the Cole-Hopf
solution of the KPZ started from f; exists up to time t. The oscillations of f;(x) over any set of grid points
of constant spacing will be increasing as we increase = to oo. However, if we define 6, to be sign(n) x |n|'/?,
then the oscillation of fi(z) over [, 6,41] is bounded by 1/2¢ which does not depend n. In this example, it is
mandatory to take grid points of different spacing.

Let us again come back to analyzing the right hand side of (1.17). To analyze the integral on the right hand
side of (1.17), one may first ask how we deal with E[(Z™"(t,y))?] for all y € R. This will be done by combining
Proposition 1.7 with the following result.

Proposition 1.9 (Stationarity, [ACQ11], Prop. 1.4). For any fixed t > 0, the random process H™(t, z) + %
is stationary in x.

Proposition 1.9 allows us to write the right hand side of (1.17) as a sum of two terms, namely, t~* log(E[(Z™7 (¢, 0))?])
and ¢t log ([ exp(—gi:)IE[epf‘ @)]dz). To compute the ¢ — oo limit of the right hand side of (1.17), it suffices

to compute the ¢ — oo limits of these two terms respectively. By Proposition 1.7, the first limit equals %.
Our proof will show that the second limit equals g(p) (defined in (1.23)), which is guaranteed by our next
condition.

(3) (Coherence conditions:) The following limit exists

2

1 —px .
Jim = iléﬁ{T +log M (z,1)} = g(p) (1.23)

for all p € Ry . Furthermore, for every p € Ry,

C e 1 _p-9z?
hmlnfhmsupglog (/e % Mg(lﬂ)(t,:z:)da:) < g(p). (1.24)

e—0 t—00
The coherence condition captures the contribution of the initial data in the expression of the Lyapunov exponents
via solution of a variational problem. On the one hand, it enforces the existence of the solution of that variation
problem and on the other hand, it imparts sufficient convexity to the initial data so that the solution of that
variational problem stay inside large bounded domain.
Next we state a more general result on Lyapunov exponents for the class of initial data satisfying the above
conditions.

Definition 1.10. We call a set of measurable functions (g,{fi}+>0) with deterministic g : Rso — R>o and
ft : R = R (possibly random,) belongs to the class Hyp if { fi}+>0 satisfies (1) growth and lower bound conditions,
(2) pseudo-stationarity condition and (3) coherence conditions.

For any (g, {f:}+>0) € Hyp, there exists a unique solution of the SHE started from initial data eft up to
time ¢ thanks to the growth and lower bound condition, see (1.22).
For any p € Rs, we define the p-th moment Lyapunov exponent of the class {f:}:~0 as

1
Lya, ({fi}>0) := lim - logE[ (2 (1,0))"]. (1.25)
Now we are ready to state the more general result on the Lyapunov exponents.

Theorem 1.11. Let (g, {ft}tzo) be a set of functions in the class Hyp. Then, we have the following:
(a) For any p € Rsg,

P’ —p
Lya,({fi}e>0) = =~ +9(p). (1.26)
(b) Suppose g(p) € C1(Rx¢) and ¢ := lim, 0 ¢'(p) is finite. Then, for s > ¢,
lim llog]P’(’Hft (¢,0) + s st) = —max {sp — E —g(p)}. (1.27)
t—oo t ’ 24 — p>0 24

As we have pointed out before, our techniques for proving Theorem 1.1 and 1.3 are flexible enough to extend
to the initial data coming from the class Hyp. In fact, we first prove Theorem 1.11 in Section 2 and then,
prove Theorem 1.1 and 1.3 as its corollary. For instance, Theorem 1.1 will be proved using Theorem 1.11 by
defining g(p) := 0 and f; := f (with f satisfying the condition in Theorem 1.1) for all ¢ > 0 and finally, showing
(g, {ft}t>0) belongs to the class Hyp.
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Remark 1.12. It is straightforward to check that if f; = f for all t such that el is strictly positive and bounded
on a compact interval, then {f:}1>0 satisfies the growth and lower bound conditions ((1.19) and (1.20)) and the
coherence condition (with g = 0). However, one needs minor modification of the pseudo-stationarity condition
for it to be valid when e is compactly supported. After doing the appropriate modifications, one can use similar
proof ideas to extend the results of Theorem 1.11 in the case of compactly supported initial data for the SHE.

We have explained the ideas of obtaining (1.26). However, it still remains to explain how (1.27) follows from
(1.26). For showing (1.27) of Theorem 1.11, our main tool is the following proposition which relates the upper
tail large deviation rate function of H/¢ in terms of the Lyapunov exponents.

Proposition 1.13. Let X(t) be a stochastic process indexed by t € Rsg. Fiz h € C*(Rso) such that I/ :
(0,00) = (¢, 00) is continuous, bijective and increasing for some ¢ € R. Assume that

1
Jim - 1og1E{ePX<t>} = h(p), ¥p € Rso. (1.28)
Then, we have
1
tlim 7 log]P’(X(t) > st) = —sup{ps — h(p)}, Vs> (. (1.29)

p>0

We believe that this proposition should be contained in some previous works since it bears a lot of similarities
with the Gartner-Ellis theorem (see [DZ10, Section 2.3]). We provide a proof in Section 4.1 since we are unable
to find the exact statement in the literature. Allying Proposition 1.13 with (1.26) yields the proof of (1.27).
It is worthwhile to note that the use of Proposition 1.13 necessitates g(-) (in (1.23)) to be a convex function
and to satisfy few other technical properties. Under the assumption that (g, { ft}tZO) belong to a class Hyp,
the following lemma shows that g(-) indeed satisfies those properties. The proof of this lemma is deferred to
Section 4.2.

Lemma 1.14. For any set of functions (g, {ft}tzo) in the class Hyp, we have the following:

(i) g is convex and non-negative.
(i) For every p >0 and v > 0, define

2 2
: px : Py .
MAX/_(t) = {a: ;T +log M (t.a) > Telg{ — D+ log M (ty)} - ”y}. (1.30)

Then there exists Ty > 0 such that for t > Ty, MAX£77(t) is nonempty for all p,v > 0. Define x, 4(t) :=

argmaz{|z| : = € MAng,Y(t)}. There ezists a constant C = C(p,y) > 0 such that for all t > Ty,
|74, ()] < Ct for all & < q < 2p.

Remark 1.15. The class Hyp in Theorem 1.11 contains a large collection of interesting initial profiles for the
KPZ equation. It is only bounded deterministic initial data and the delta initial data of the SHE for which all
integer moment Lyapunov exponents were known (see [BC95, BC14b, Chelb, CG20a]) before. We would like to
stress that the narrow wedge initial data of the KPZ equation which corresponds to taking Z(0,x) = d,—¢ (i.e.,
the delta initial data of the SHE) is not covered by Theorem 1.11. However, the real positive moment Lyapunov
exponents in the narrow wedge case are recently found in [DT19] and those are one of the key inputs to our
proof of Theorem 1.11.

1.2. Previous works. Our main result on the Lyapunov exponent of the SHE and the upper tail large deviation
of the KPZ equation fits into the broader endeavor of studying the intermittency phenomenon and large deviation
problems of the random field solution of stochastic partial differential equations. Intermittency, an universal
phenomenon for random fields of multiplicative type is characterized by enormous moment growth rate of the
random field. The nature of the intermittency is captured through the Lyapunov exponents. In last few decades,
there were extensive amount of works on studying the growth rate of Lyapunov exponents under variation in
structure of the noise [GM90, CM94, BC95, FK09, CJKS13, HHNT15, CD15, BC16] and the partial differential
operators [Chel7, CHN19]. Large deviation of the stochastic partial differential equations [HW15, CD19] is an
active area of research in recent years. Upper and lower tail large deviation of the KPZ equation behold special
interests in theoretical as well as in experimental side and have been recently investigated in a vast amount of
works. For detailed history along this line of works, we refer to [LDMRS16, HLDM ™18, CGK ™18, Tsal8, DT19,
KLD19] and the references therein. Below, we compare our results with few of those previous works.

Based on the replica Bethe ansatz techniques, Kardar [Kar87, Section 2.2] predicted the integer moment
Lyapunov exponents of the fundamental solution of the SHE. Bertini and Cancrini [BC95, Section 2.4] made a
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rigorous attempt to show the exact match between the integer moment Lyapunov exponents of the SHE under
constant initial data and Kardar’s prediction. Unfortunately, the computation of [BC95] was incorrect beyond
the second moment Lyapunov exponent. This was later fixed by [Chel5] who computed all integer moments
Lyapunov exponents for any deterministic bounded positive initial data of the SHE. The main tool of [Chel5]
was the moment formulas of the SHE in terms of integral of local time of Brownian bridges derived from the
Feynman-Kac representation of the solution.

Alternatively, the integer moments of the fundamental solution of the SHE which are widely believed to
be same as the solution of the attractive delta-Bose gas have formulas in terms of contour integrals. We
refer to [Ghol8] and the reference therein for a comprehensive discussion on this. Similar formulas are known
for the moments of the parabolic Anderson model, semi-discrete directed polymers, ¢g-Whittaker process (see
[BC14b, BC14a]) etc. By analyzing the contour integrals, [CG20a] derived a sharp upper and lower bound to the
integer moments of the fundamental solution of SHE which positively confirms Kardar’s prediction. Recently,
[DT19] were able to obtain similar tight upper and lower bound to the fractional moments. Using sharp bounds
on the moments, [DT19] computed any positive fractional moment Lyapunov exponent of the fundamental
solution. As an application of their result, [DT19] also found the one point upper tail large deviation of the
narrow wedge solution of the KPZ equation. We refer to [HHNT15, CHKN18] for tight bounds on the moments
of the SHE when the noise is colored in space/time and the initial data is a continuous bounded function.

In spite of a substantial amount of works on the fractional moments Lyapunov exponents of the SHE with
colored noise, the case of general initial data for the SHE with white noise was largely being untouched. The
same conclusion applies to the status of the upper tail large deviation result for the KPZ equation started from
general initial data. However, tight bounds on the upper tail probabilities of the KPZ are available. For instance,
[CG20a] obtained the following result: for any ¢y > 0, there exists so = so(tg), ¢1 = ¢1(o), ca = ca(tg) > 0 such
that for all s > sg and t > g,

3/2

t ‘
<P(H(t,0) + T stt/?) < e

6—0153/2

where the initial data of the KPZ solution H belongs to a large class of functions including the narrow wedge and
the stationary initial data. We refer to Section of [CG20a] and the references therein for more information. In
the physics literature, the upper tail large deviation of the KPZ equation has been studied recently using optimal
fluctuation theory which corresponds to Freidlin-Wentzell type large deviation theory of stochastic PDEs with
small noise. By formal computations, [MKV16, JKM16b, MS17] (see also [LDMRS16, LDMS16]) demonstrated
the upper tail LDP of the KPZ started from a large class of initial data including the flat and stationary data.
Theorem 1.1 and 1.3 rigorously confirms those results from physics literature. In a way, Theorem 1.11 is the
first result which provides a concrete pathway to compute the Lyapunov exponent of the SHE started from
general initial data and the upper tail large deviation rate function of the associated Cole-Hopf solution of the
KPZ equation.

The probability of the KPZ equation being smaller than its typical value is captured through its lower tail
probability. Like the upper tail, one point lower tail probabilities of the KPZ equation are equally important.
The first tight estimates of the lower tail probabilities of the narrow wedge solution is obtained in [CG20b]
and the lower tail large deviation is rigorously proved in [Tsal8, CC19] (see also [CGKT18, KLD19] and the
reference therein). The case of general initial data was considered in [CG20a] where the authors provided an
upper bound to the lower tail probability of the KPZ equation. However, there are only very few things known
about the lower tail large deviation under general initial data. In the physics literature, recently [LD19] found
a connection between the latter and the Kadomtsev-Petviashvili (KP) equation. It is unclear to us how much
of the techniques of the present paper will help to get the lower tail large deviation of the KPZ equation started
from general initial data.

Recently, there is a growing interest in studying the KPZ equation on the half-line. The large deviations of
the KPZ equation on the half-line was studied in [KLD18, MV18, Tsal8, Lin21]. For the half-line SHE with
Robin boundary condition, under the narrow wedge initial data, [Lin21] computes the real positive Lyapunov
exponents. As a consequence, the author obtains the upper tail large deviations of the half-line KPZ equation.
It is an interesting question to see whether our method allows to obtain the Lyapunov exponents the half-line
SHE with Robin boundary condition and general initial condition. One stumbling block could be that the
convolution formula in Proposition 1.6 may not hold in the half-line situation, since the time inversion property
in the proof of Proposition 1.6 (see Section 4.3) fails due to the half-line boundary.
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Outline. Section 2 will prove the Theorem 1.11. Applying Theorem 1.11, Theorem 1.1 and 1.3 will be shown
in Subsections 3.1 and 3.2 of Section 3. Proofs of Proposition 1.13, Lemma 1.14 and Proposition 1.6 are given
in Subsections 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3 of Section 4.

Acknowledgment: PG and YL would like to thank Ivan Corwin, Sayan Das, Shalin Parekh for helpful con-
versations, and three anonymous referees for helpful comments. YL was partially supported by the Fernholz

Foundation’s “Summer Minerva Fellow” program and also received summer support from Ivan Corwin’s NSF
grant DMS-1811143, DMS-1664650.

2. LYAPUNOV EXPONENTS AND LARGE DEVIATION: PROOF OF THEOREM 1.11

The main goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.11. The part (a) of Theorem 1.11 is to compute the
Lyapunov exponents lim; o, t ! log E[Zft(¢,0)?] for all p € R~g. The part (b) involves showing the upper tail
large deviation rate function of the KPZ equation. Both of these two results are proved for general initial data.
The part (b) is a straightforward consequence of part (a). This is shown in Section 2.3 using Proposition 1.13.
We prove part (a) as follows.

Note that (1.26) follows once we show for all p € Rs,

pP—p pP—p

24

+9(p) < liminf t~tlogE[27¢(¢,0)P] < limsupt ™ log E[Z/* (t,0)P] <
— 00

t—o0

+9(p)- (2.1)

Limlnf, LimSup,,

We denote the left and right inequality by LimInf, and LimSup, and the proof of these inequalities will be shown
in Section 2.1 and 2.2 respectively.

2.1. Proof of LimSup, for all p € R5(. We divide the proof in two stages. In Stage 1, we prove LimSup,
inequality when p > 1 and Stage 2 will cover the case when p € (0, 1].

2.1.1. Stage 1: There are two main steps in the proof of this stage. The first step is to obtain the following
upper bound

2 [ee) 2

E[Z-f*(t,o)p} < (i—?)]E[ / 5t Z“W(t,x)pepft(w)dx} (2.2)
for ¢ = ﬁ and arbitrary € > 0. The method is to apply Holder’s inequality in the convolution formula of
Proposition 1.6. The second step is to bound the expectation of the right hand side of the above display.
For this, we first distribute the expectation over Z*%¥ (¢, z)? and ePf+(*) ag x varies in R. The computation of
the expectation of Z™¥ (¢, x)P for € R will be carried out using the spatial stationarity of Z™W(¢,z) from
Proposition 1.9 and the narrow wedge LDP from Proposition 1.7. For the upper bound on the part involving

ePf(®) we use the property (1.24). Below, we give details of each step.
By the convolution formula of Proposition 1.6, E[(Z27%(t,0))?] is equal to E[( [~ Z™"(t, z)elt @) dz)P]. In what

follows, we bound [ 22w (¢t x)elt(®)dg in order to show (2.2). Denote by ¢ = SE5. We write Zow (¢ z)elt(®)

€(L'2 emz
as a product of e~ 3= and e%r Z°%(t, z)e/*(*). By applying Holder’s inequality

[ amineon< (|7 o wa) ([

— 00

1

% gmw(y, :c)pel’ft(w)d:v) 7

€ 12
The last inequality in conjunction with the fact that ffooo e~ "% dzx is equal to V27t /eq yields

oo

E{(/OO an(t,x)eft(w)d:c)p} < (E)%E{/ eép2i2 an(t,x)pepft(w)d:c]

— 0 €q —o00
Note that the above inequality shows the upper bound in (2.2). We apply Fubini’s theorem to interchange the

expectation and the integral in the above display. Using the stationarity of Z™W (¢, a:)e””z/ 2t (see Proposition
1.9), one can write the expectation in the right hand side of the above display as the product of E[Z“w(t, O)p}

—(1—e)pz?

and [ e= = MJt(t,z)dx where MJ*(t,z) is defined in the coherence conditions (see Definition 1.10) for

the KPZ data (g, {ft}+>0) - Taking logarithm on both sides of the inequality, dividing by ¢ and letting ¢ — oo,
€ — 0 shows

. 1 ¥ PPep 1 X _Geowe? g
hmsupglogE{(Zf(t,O))p]g o —i—hmlnfhmsupglog( e” T = M]-D‘(t,:v)dac),

t—00 e—0 t—00 — 00
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where the factor (p® — p)/24 in the right hand side is obtained by applying Proposition 1.7. To get the desired
upper bound in LimSup,,, it suffices to show that

lim inf lim sup — log(/ e — Mft(t x)d:c) 9(p). (2.3)
e—0 t—oo U — 00

For showing (2.3), we use the property (1.24) of the KPZ data (g, {ft}t>0) By Holder’s inequality, E[epff(w)] is
bounded above by (E[eP(+6)/:(@)])1/(0+€) which we can bound by 1+ E[eP(1+)f:(#)] Applying this upper bound
into the left hand side of (2.3),

X _Ggee? £
Lh.s. of (2.3) < llrInglf lim sup — log (/ (1 Mp(l-‘re)( ))dw)

t—o00
< liminf i L) Sl Ve T )d)
1?1_}111 l?i)soljp Og 1 — 6 (1+€) x)ax
< g(p).

We have used the property g(p) > 0 from Lemma 1.14 (i) and (1.24) in the last line. This completes the proof
when p > 1.

2.1.2. Stage 2: The derivation of LimSup,, for p € (0, 1] depends on Proposition 2.1 and 2.2. We first state these
propositions. We will use the propositions to prove LimSup,, for p € (0,1] and then prove them.

Proposition 2.1. Fiz any v € (0,1). For any u,v € R, define a random function Sy, . : (0,00) — R as

r —Uu)u Vx—u2
Sfu) (t) = ZFP](’HnW(t,x)—H“W(t,u)+( - u_u 5 >). (2.4)

Let {0, }nez be a sequence of grid points such that the sequence {f:}i>o satisfies (1.21). Then, we have the
following:

(i) For alln € Z,

(0, + 0 s L (1™ (t,0), S t 2.5
( ) n) + 9 [9n19n+1]( ) - ( ) )7 [01977.«#17071.]( ) : ( . )
(it) For all p € Ry,
1 3 —
limsup—logE[an(t,O)peps[ovl](t)} <P P (2.6)
t—o00 t 24

Proposition 2.2. For any n € Z, we define E(") : I[i[(f;”+1 el (@) dx)P]. Then,

lim sup — 10g< Z e~ E(" + Z e nHE(") < g(p). (2.7)

t—
> n€lx>o n€l«o

PrOOF OF LimSup, FOR p € (0,1]: Fix p € (0,1]. We show that there exists C' = C(p) > 0 such that for all
t>0,

E[2%(t,0)] SCE[Z“W(t,O)pe”S[O*”(t)}( S e HEN+ Y e “HE ) (2.8)

HGZZQ n€Z<o

From the above inequality, we first show how LimSup,, follows. By taking logarithms of both sides of the above
inequality, dividing them by ¢ and letting ¢ — oo, we get LimSup,, once the following inequalities are satisfied

1 3 — n n
limsup?logE[an(t,O)peps[ov”(t)} g%, lim sup - log( Z e~ T E )-1- Z e B 7p)> < g(p).

t—o0 t—oo n€Z>0 neZ—o

But, these two inequalities are given by (2.6) and (2.7) of Proposition 2.1 and 2.2 respectively. This completes
the proof of LimSup,, when p € (0, 1] modulo (2.8) which we prove as follows.
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By the convolutional formula of Proposition 1.6, it suffices to show (2.8) with E[( [ Z°%(¢,z)e/*(*)dx)P] in
place of E[Z/t(t,0)?]. Owing to the subadditivity of function g(x) = P for = > 0 and p € (0, 1],

E[(/an(t x)e ft(m)d:z: = Z/ " Z™(t, ) f'(m)d:c) } < Z K/@jn+1 an(t,x)eft(w)d:r)p]

nez

(2.9)
Note that (2.8) follows from the above inequality if there exists C = C'(p) > 0 such that
2
Ont1 _% >0
E[(/ 2O (¢, Yol )da:) | < cE[zm (1, 0person®] BT . T (2.10)
O e~ F n<0

holds for all n € Z. We show this bound below.
We first show (2.10) for n > 0. Recall the definition of S, (t) from (2.4). Since S, 4, ]
HEW (t, ) — H™(t,0,) + (x — 0,)0,/t — v(x — 0,)%/2 for any z € [0, 0,41], we may write

(x —6,)0, n v(z — 9,1)2.

(t) is greater than

Hnw(t7x) < r]_[nw(t7 Hn) + S[9n,9n+1](t) — n 5 (2.11)
Exponentiating both sides of the inequality yields
v(z—0n 2 T—Un)tn
ZOW(¢ 1) < ZPW(¢,0,,) e oni1l (D HEFH R pgnw(y g ) oSton.0u1 (), (2.12)

where the last inequality follows since exp(2~'v(x — 6,,)? —t~!(z — 6,,)0,,)is upper bounded by a constant over
Z € [0, 0n41] (recall that we set 6,41 — 6,,| < 1). Bounding Z°%(t, z) with CZ™¥(t, 0, )e”#n-on+11") yields

9n+1 P [ P
(/ an(t,x)eft(m)d:r) < Can(t,9n)pep5[9n’9n+l](t)(/ eft(c”)da:) .
071 9”

Taking the expectation for both sides in the above display and using the independence between Z™V(¢,-) and
fi(+) shows

n+1

0’7l
E[( / " an(t,x)eft(w)dx)p] < CE[2™(t,0,)7¢5on 01 O] BT
On ’
2
= CE[(2™(t,6n)% F)PerSion.e e O] B (2.13)

2

By (2.5) of Proposition 2.1, (Z™% (¢, 0 )692_73 S6,,6,.1](t)) is same in distribution with (Z*%(t,0), Sio.6,,,, -6, (t))-
Note that e?5©0¢n+1-021®) js bounded above by ePSo.a1(®) g 1nce |6r+1 — 05| < 1. Thus, the right hand side of the

above display is less than CE[Z™Y (¢, 0)PePSi0.1] (t)]E(n) __. This shows (2.10) for n > 0.

We turn to prove (2.10) for n < 0. The key part of the proof relies on the fact that the law of Z®V(¢,-) is
invariant under the reflection w.r.t. 0, i.e., {Z™V(¢,z) : > 0} is same in distribution with {Z™%¥ (¢, z) : z < 0}.
By this reflection invariance of the law of Z™W (¢, ), it suffices to bound IE[(f:;"+1 22w (¢, x)elt(=2) dx)P] instead
of I[i[(f:”+1 22w (t, x)elt (@) dg)P]. Note that —6,41 > 0 for any n € Z—o. By (2.12), we can bound Z™¥(t,z) by
CZ2%(t, —0, 11 )e”1-ont1-01) for some constant C' = C(p,v) > 0 for any & € [~0,41, —0,]. This allows us to

write
s[([ 7z aer )]

—Ont1
o1 —On P2 4
< CE[(Z™(t, ~fny1)e 3 ) ertoonm—on W] E( / ) dz) ) e (2.14)
_0n+1

in the same way as in (2.13). In what follows we explain how to obtain (2.10) for n < 0 from the above
'n.+l

inequality. We first bound E[(Z™% (t, —0,,41)e =2 )PePSl-oni1-0a1D] by B[Z2W (¢ 0)PePS0.11()] in the right side
of (2.14) and this substitution is justified by (2.5) of Proposition 2.1. Next, we identify IE,[(I:;”+1 el (=2) dg)p]
with Eg’;) in (2.14) by change of variable inside the integral. Combining the outcomes of these two steps with

the fact that left side of (2.14) is equal to IE[(f(i"+l 22w (¢, 2)ef*(®)de)P] shows (2.10) for n < 0. This completes
the proof of the desired result.
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Proof 2of Proposition 2.1. (i) Recall the definition of Sy, 4, ,,)() from (2.4). Rewriting (m_et")e" into % — % —
—(I_Qet”) , we get
x? 2 (x—0,)% v(z—0,)*
S t) = nwta ar nwt79n__'n«_ o )
(0.0 +1] (1) el H™(E 2) + o = H™(E On) — o 5 )

(x+0,)? 02 2?2 wva?

= sup H™(t,x+0p) + —————— — H"™V(t,0,) — — — — — —), 2.15

16[0,9n+179n] ( ) 2t ( ) 2t 2t 2 ( )

where second line is due to a change of variable x — = + 6,,. By Proposition 1.9, for any fixed t > 0, the
2
process H™W(t,z) + g—i is stationary in . This implies {H™¥(¢t,z + 6,,) + % :x € [0,0,41 — 0,]} is same
in distribution with {H™V¥ (¢, z) + % € [0,0,]} for any n € Z. Note that
2

vx
S[070n+1_9n] (t) = sup Hnw(ta I) - Hnw(tv O) - T)
16[0,9n+179n]
nw x2 nw I2 VI2

16[079n+179n]

Now, (2.5) follows by comparing (2.16) with (2.15) and using the stationarity of H™V (¢, z)+ %, which implies the
equivalence of the law of {H™V (¢, z+6,)+ % cx €00, 0,11 —0,]} with {H™VY (¢, z)+ % cx €00,0,11—0,]}.

(ii) For any € > 0, we seek to show that there exists C' = C(p, v, €) > 0 such that
_p_
E [Z“w(t, 0)PePSion <t>} < O(E [Z"W(t, O)p“} ) e (2.17)

Before proceeding to its proof, we first explain how the above inequality implies (2.7). Taking the logarithm
and then dividing both side of above display by ¢ and letting ¢t — oo, we get

ape] - Ho=

where the last equality follows from Proposition 1.7. Letting ¢ — 0 in the last display, we get the desired (2.6).
It remains to show (2.17) which is proved as follows. By Holder’s inequality, for arbitrary e > 0,

1 1
limsup - logE [Z“w(t, 0)PePSo.1] (t)] < limsup - logE
t—oo pt+e too U

E [ZHW(t, 0)PePSto.n <f>} < (E [ZHW(t, O)Pﬂ ) P (E {e”(pf) S[o,u@} ) Ge (2.18)
From the last inequality, (2.17) follows if we can bound E[ep(pje) S10.1(10] by some constant C' = C(p, v, ¢) > 0. We
will now accomplish this using the tail probability bound of Sy 11(t). By (1.15) of Proposition 1.8, we know that
for any fixed § > 0, there exist so = so(6,7) > 0 and ¢ = ¢(§,v) > 0 such that P(Sj1j(t) > s) < exp(—cs?/579)
for all s > sp and t > 1. We choose § = 1—17 One may notice that % - % >1+ % With this computation and
tail bound of Sjg 1j(t) in hand, we write

p(p+te) p(p+te)

Eje25 2 S0 0] < 2% S°+/ B s T (2.19)
S0

The right hand side of the above inequality is a finite constant whose value would depend on p, v, e. Combining
this with (2.18) yields the proof of (2.17).
O

Proof of Proposition 2.2. Recall the notation Mgt (t,x) from Definition 1.10. We will prove (2.7) using the
following claim: Fix arbitrary € > 0, there exist C; = C1(p, €) and Cy = Ca(p, €) > 0 such that for all ¢t > 1,

Z e_pgeflEgT;)_f_ Z e

nEZZO n€l<o

p92+1 1 (1—€)x?
o (n) T -k f
E;) < Citm» +02/Re Moty

(t,z)dx, (2.20)

(n) _

t,p —
E[( f;"“ eft(®)dx)P]. After proving (2.7) which we do as follows, we will proceed to prove the above inequality.

n

where 8 € (0,1) is the same constant as in the pseudo-stationarity condition of Definition 1.10. Recall E
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Taking the logarithm of both sides of (2.20) and noting that log(cia + c2b) < log(max{cy,ca}) + log2a +
max{loga,logb} for any a > 1,b > 0, ¢1,co > 0, we get

log (r.hus. of (2.20)) < log(max{C1,Ca}) + log 27T + max { logtwl"” ;log (/ s MJE1+6)( )> }

R
(2.21)

Now, we divide both sides by ¢ and let ¢ — co. On doing so, we claim that the limit of the right hand side is
less than g(p). To see this, we first write

. 1 1 ,
lim sup- max { log t2T-7 ,log(/]R exp(—p(1 — 6)162/2t)M1{(1+6)(t, :E))dac)}

t—o0

1
< max { lim sup — ; logt2<1 7 , lim sup — . log(/]R exp(—p(1 — 6)x2/2t)Mf('1+ )( ))dx)}

t—o0 t—o0

Then, we note

tli)rgo % log(max{C1, C2}) = 0, tl_iglo%logtﬁ =0, 11161351f ligs;:p%log (/R —plizoet Mj(tHe)(t,x)d:zr) < g(p),
where the last inequality follows by applying (1.24). Substituting these limiting results into the right hand side
of (2.21) and using the non-negativitiy of g(p) (Lemma 1.14 (i)) conclude (2.7). This proves Proposition 2.2
modulo (2.20) which is proved as follows.

Note that (2.20) bounds a discrete sum by an integral. This passage from discrete to continuum requires a
locally uniform control on the discrete summands of (2.21) which we seek to extract from the tail bounds of
(1.21). To this aim, for any n € Z,

TVy(n):=  sup |fi(z) = fu(On)]- (2.22)
YE[On,0n+1]
Since TV, (n) is the supremum of | f;(z)— f(8,)] as « varies in [0,,, 8,41], we may bound fi(z) by TV, (n)+ f:(6r)
for all € [0,,0,,+1]. This allows us to bound E[(f "t i@ )] by ElePf:(On)ePTVs (7)) Hereafter, we prove
(2.20) in two steps. Step 1 will show that there exist 1 = ¢ (p,e) > 0 and ¢z = ca(p,€) > 0 such that the
following inequality
9n+1

E[eP/(0n)epTV (M) < ¢y (14 E[ePIHe/DFOD]) < (1 + Ml

; p(lJrE)(t, z)dz) (2.23)

holds for all n € Z. In Step 2, we will prove the following: there exist ¢| = ¢} (p,€) > 0 and ¢} = c,(p,€) > 0
such that for all £ > 1

po2 Ont1 f B po2 On+1 f
> e [ g am) + T R [T )
n€lx>o n€l<o n
;=1 , _pa-ae?
< t20-F) + ¢ Re % Mp(lJrE)(t,x)dz (2.24)

where § € (0,1] is the same constant as in the pseudo-stationarity condition of Definition 1.10. Combining
(2.23) with (2.24) yields (2.20).

Step 1: We start with showing the first inequality of (2.23). By denoting X := exp(pfi(6,)) and W :=
exp(pTVy, (n)), we apply Hélder’s inequality to bound E[XW] by (E[X (F¢/2])1/O+e/2) (R (2+e)/e]ye/(2+e),
The first inequality of (2.23) will follow from this upper bound once we show

(E[X(1+e/2)])l/(1+e/2) < 1+E[X(1+6/2)], (E[W(2+e)/e])e/(2+e) < (2'25)

for some constant ¢; = ¢1(p,€) > 0. The left hand side inequality is straightforward since ® < max{1,z} for
any > 0 and a € (0,1). To prove the right hand side inequality, we use the tail bound TV, (n). By (1.21), we
know that for any § > 0, there exist so = s9(d) > 0 and ¢ = ¢(§) > 0 such that P(TV,(n) > s) < exp(—cs'*9)
for all s > s and ¢ > 0. With this tail estimate, we can bound E[IW(2+)/€] by exp(pso(2+¢)/€) —I—f:}o exp(ps(2+
€)/€ — cs' %) ds from above. Since this upper bound is a constant which only depends on p, d, €, we get the right
hand side inequality of the above display. Combining both proofs shows the first inequality of (2.23).
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Now, we show the second inequality of (2.23). Since f;(6,,) is bounded above by fi(x)+ TV, (n) foralln € Z
and z € [0, 0,41], we get

On
E[epuﬂ/z)ft(en)} < / “E[epuﬂ/z)ft<z>6p<1+e/2>TVft<n>}dz,
0n

From this upper bound, the second inequality of (2.23) follows if we can show that E[ exp((1+¢€/2) f¢(x)) exp (p(1+
€/2)TVy,(n))] is bounded by ¢1 + coM (1+€)(t,;v) for some constants ¢; = ¢1(p,€) > 0 and ¢z = c2(p,€) > 0.
The proof of this upper bound is similar in spirit to the argument in the previous paragraph. We claim and
prove this bound as follows. By denoting X’ := exp(pfi(x)(1 + ¢/2)) and W' := exp (p(1 + ¢/2)TVy,(n)),
we use Holder’s inequality to bound E[X'W’] < (E[(X)*])Y“(E[(W')*]'/*) where u = (1 4+ €)/(1 + ¢/2) and
u~!' 4 v~! = 1. Using similar argument as in the proof of (2.25), we bound (E[(X")*])"/* by 1+ E[(X")*] and
(E[(W’)*]'/*) by some constant which only depends on p,e. Combining these shows that E[X'I¥’] is bounded
above by ¢(1 + E[X')*]). This proves our claim since E[(X')*] = E[exp(p(1 + €)f;(z))] = M’ x). As a

p(1+6)(
consequence, we get the second inequality of (2.23).

2
Step 2: To prove (2.24), we first claim > ., exp(—%) and >, exp(—peé‘—t“) can be bounded by

Ct'/(0=8)) for all t > 1 where 3 is the same constant as in the pseudo-stationarity condition of Definition 1.10
and the constant C' > 0 depends on p and 3. Note that 1 > |6,41 — 0,| > min{1,c|n|="} for some ¢ > 0,
B € (0,1). Therefore, there exists c1,ca > 0 such that cin > |0, > cz|n|*=? for all n € Z. Due to the last
inequality, we may write
__8 __8
|On+1 — 6] > Dmax{1,]0,|” T} > Dmax{l, (x| +1)" @5}, Va € [0y, 0,+1]
2

for some constant D > 0. Since exp(— 9”) and exp(—%)
Riemann sum with its integral approximation yields

p0721 pen £ pa?
max{ > exp(=5R), Y exp(— 2:1)} <14 D~ / 2] + 1) 77 exp(~ - )de
Z

decreases as n T oo and m | —oo bounding the

2
<1+4275D7" [ (2|77 + 1) exp(— =) da,
& 2
where the last inequality follows since (|z|+1)%/(1=5) is bounded by 27/ =) (|2|#/(1=8) 1-1). The integral on the
right hand side of the above display is bounded by Ct'/(2(*=)) when t > 1 for some constant C' = C(p, 8) > 0.
This proves our claim. To complete the proof of (2.24), it remains to show the following: there exists tg =
to(e) > 0 such that for all ¢ > 4o,

po2  [Ont1 c
e 2 / Mf(tl+e) (t,z)dr < Cy + Cz/ - Mf(tl+e)(t= z)dz, (2.26)
HGZZO 0’7l R
_% Ont1 + p(1— é)z ,
Z e 2t /0 Mj(1+€) (t, x)d:c <Ci+ OQ/R Mj(lJre)(t’ I)d:l? (227)

for some constants C; = C(p,€) > 0 and Cy = Ca(p, €). We only prove (2.26). The proof of the other inequality
is similar and details are skipped.

For any given € > 0, there exists ng = ng(€) € Z>o such that 62 > (1 —€)z? for all x € [0,,, 0,,41] and n > no.
We write left side of (2.26) as

2 2 041
Lh.s. of (2.26) = o / Ml ayde+ Y e ~L /9 MI Lt a)de,(2.28)

O<n<ng(e) n>ng(e) n

We can bound the last term on the right side of the above display by [ exp(— p(— E)x )Mft

(4o (t,x)dx since

02 > (1 —¢€)z? for all x € [0,,,0,,11] and n > ng. Using the pointwise upper bound on M o z) from (1.19),

we can write

1+e)(

3 o [ S e % Cp(1+0(1463, )+ 220 Cp(1+6) (1463 ) +apb?
e 2 Mp(tlJrE)(t,x)dCC S e 2t e p 2t S nge p no P no,

0<n<ng(€) On 0<n<ng(e€)
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o7
where the last inequality follows by bounding e‘pz_to by 1 for all 0 < n < ng and taking ¢t > 1. Due to the above
bound, the first term in the right side of (2.28) is bounded by some constant C' = C(p,e) > 0. Combining the
upper bounds on both summands of (2.28) yields (2.26). This completes the proof of (2.24) and Proposition 2.2.
O

2.2. Proof of LimInf, for all p € Rs. Fix any p,» > 0 . Recall the notation z, () of Lemma 1.14. For
any 0 < e < p/2and v > 0, let n, . ,(t) € Z be such that x,_ () € [0, . (1), On,. . )+1] Where {0, }nez is a
sequence of grid points (see Definition 1.10) such that f; satisfies (1.21) for all ¢ > 0. For notational convenience,
we will denote ny, . ~(t) by n(t) and the interval [0,,;), 0,(1)11] by I(t). For convenience, we use the following
shorthand notations:

Zpe(t) == 2™ (t, ap_cny(t))e™ 2, (2.29)

T — Tpe~n(l))Tp_e~(T V(T — Tp_e~(T 2
Ypelt) = inf, {’Hnw(t,x) SH (3 () + (z = o ”i Np-ea® , v( z 210) } (2.30)
As in Section 2.1, we rely on the convolution formula of Proposition 1.6 to express the moments of Z7¢(¢,0)
in terms the moment of a integral involving Z™V(¢,-) and ef(). To prove LimInf,, we analyze the expected
value of p-th moment of this integral over the interval I(t). After localization of the integral, as we show,
proving LimInf, requires lower bound on the p-th moment of Z;?(t)eypve(t) and f](t) ef* (@) dx. Proposition 2.3
and 2.4 will provide such lower bound. In what follows, we first state those propositions; prove LimInf, and
then, proceed to prove those ensuing propositions.

Proposition 2.3. We have liminfc_,o liminf;_,o  log E[(Z2W(t))PePYr<()] > p322p'

Proposition 2.4. We have

£)2

lim inf lim inf ! log (e_wE[(/ e-f‘(w)d:v)pD > g(p). (2.31)
e—~0 t—oo ¢ 1()

Proof of Liminf,: Due to Proposition 1.6, it suffices to show the liminf of ¢! log E[( [~ Z™% (¢, z)e/*(®))P] as

t — oo is bounded below by (p* — p)/24 + g(p). Since Z™%(¢,x) and the exponential of f;(x) are both almost

surely non-negative, ffooo ZnW (¢, x)eff(:”)dac is lower bounded by the integral of Z™W (¢, :v)ef‘(””) over the interval

I(t). We claim and prove that there exists a constant C' = C(p) > 0 such that

]EK » Z“W(t,x)eft@)dx)p] > CE[(Z;‘,?(t))PePYP,e@)} 67”“13[( /1 . eﬁ(z)dx)”} (2.32)

By assuming this inequality, we first prove LimInf,. We take logarithm of both sides of (2.32), divide them by ¢
and let t — oo. After these set of operations, the liminf of the right hand side as t — oo, € — 0 will be bounded
below by (p* — p)/24 + g(p) via the inequalities in Proposition 2.3 and 2.4. From this, the desired inequality of
LimInf, follows since E[( [0 Z™%(t, z)ef*(*)dz)P] exceeds E[(fl(t) Zow(t x)elt(®)dr)P]. In the rest of the proof,
we focus on showing (2.32). We first derive it from the following inequality: there exists C = C(p) > 0 such
that for all z € I(¢),

ZPV(t,a) > C 2™ (t,apc (1)) XD, (2.33)
Owing to this, fl(t) 22w (¢t x)elt(®)dx can be bounded below by the product of CZ?W (t,xp,eﬁ(t))eyp’é(t) and
f](t) eft(®)dz. This readily implies

E[( /,(t) 21, )el ar)] = CE[Z“W(f=:vp-e,y(t))”ep’”p,ﬂza[( /1 ., eft(x)d;v)p]. (2.34)

From the above inequality, (2.32) follows by multiplying and dividing the right hand side of (2.34) by exp(prke’ L, (t)/2t)
and recalling that Z™v (¢, a:p,éy,y(t))pexp(pr,_ew(t)/%) is equal to (Z7(t))? (which is defined in (2.29)). Tt
remains to show (2.33) which we show as follows.

Recall that Y}, ((t) is defined as an infimum of the right hand side of (2.30) over I(t). So for all z € I(t),

(w - xp—eﬁ(t))xp—eﬁ(t) _ ’/(55 - xp—e,v(t))z
t 2 '

Hnw(tvx) > H™ (tvxpfe,'y(t)) + }/p,é(t) -
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HP(¢,2)

Taking the exponential on the both sides and recalling Z™%¥(t,x) = e , we get

vie—rp ()2 (@ (Drp oy (1)
t

2V (t,x) > an(t,xp_ew(t))eyw(t)e_ 2 e

By Lemma 1.14, for any fixed p € Ry, there exists ¢’ = C’(p) > such that for all £ and 0 < € < &,
|zp—c ()] < C't. Invoking this bound on the absolute value of z,_. ,(t), we may lower bound the infimum

value of
exp(—U(T = Tp—e(1))%/2 = (T = Tp—cy (1)) Tp—c 4 (1) /1)
as z varies in I(¢) in the right hand side of the above display by some constant C' = C(p) > 0 (recall I(t) =

[0rt)» On(t)41], whose length is no bigger than 1). This yields (2.33) and hence, completes the proof of LimlInf,,.
O

Proof of Proposition 2.3. Our main goal is to show there exists C' = C(p,€) > 0 such that

D
€

E[(zmr@)res< 0] = c ([ ) —]) (2.35)

Before proceeding to the proof of the above inequality, we demonstrate how this implies Proposition 2.3. Taking
the logarithm of both sides of (2.35), then dividing them by ¢ and letting t — oo yields that

»_ 3

litrggf % logE (Z;:v(t))pem,e(t)} > htrggf % log (IE {(Z;\év(t))p—e}) P _ pf - (p—e¢) 2; (p— 6)7
To see the last equality, we first note that ZJ'V(t) is same in distribution with Z"%(¢,0) by Proposition 1.9.
Combining this with Proposition 1.7 shows that the limit of ¢~ log E[(Z2¥ (£))?~¢] is equal to ((p—e€)®—(p—e)) /24
as t goes to co. As a consequence, we get the above equality. Letting e — 0 in the above display, we obtain the
desired result of Proposition 2.3. Thus, completing the proof of Proposition 2.3 boils down to showing (2.35)
which we prove as follows.

We write (Z)%(t))P~¢ as a product of X := (ZE‘;"(t))p_ée(p_é)YPve(t) and W := e~ (P=9)Y.c() " Applying the
Holder’s inequality, we have E[X W] < E[X?/(P=)|(p=)/PE[T/P/€]</P, Multiplying both sides of this inequality
by E[WP/€]=¢/P and raising both sides to the power p/(p — €) yields

(2.36)

D

B[z t)ye»<®] > (B[(zmry—]) " (E [e*@’”p’ﬂ)*ﬁ. (2.37)

From the above inequality, (2.35) follows once we show that Elexp(—p(p — €)Y} (t)/€)] is uniformly upper
bounded by a constant ¢ = C’(p,¢) for all ¢ > 1. This will be shown hereafter. For proving this bound, our
main tools are the spatial stationarity H™%(¢,x) + 22 /2t and the tail bounds of Proposition 1.8. By expressing
(2 — Tp—cn(1))Tp—c(t) in the definition of Y, ((t) as 271 (2% — (2p—c(t))? — (¥ — Tp—c4(t))?), we may rewrite
Y, () as

i nw z? nw Tp—e t)? T — Tp_e, (t)2 v(z -z, . (t)2
Yzlj’e(t):zg}{t)(}l (t,x)—i—%_’}-[ (t7xp—6,’7(t))_ . 2)2() _( P2tv ) + ( 1)2 7 ))

Using stationarity of H™W (¢, x) + % in Proposition 1.9, we can shift the spatial variable = of the above display
to the left by z,_c (t) and obtain the distributional identity

2 2 2

Jnf (k) + o A0~ T+ T> = inf (P (t, ) = 1 (2,0) + T) (2.38)

d
Ype(t) =
where I%(t) := [0n1) — Tp—e v (1), On(t)+1 — Tp—ey(t)] € [—1,1]. Recall that (1.16) of Proposition 1.8 provides a
lower tail bound of the random variable inf, (o1 {H™™ (t,z) — H*¥(t,0) + %} Since the law of the process
{HPY (8, 2) — HPW(1,0) + 22 ¢ 2 € [0,1]} is same as {H™(t,2) — H™™(£,0) + & : 2 € [0,—1]}, there exist

2 2t
c¢=c(0,v) >0, so = s0(d,v) > 0 such that for all s > s¢

2
P( | inf | [H™ () = H™(0.0) + ) < —s) < exp(—est ).

Ov;fing to the lower tail bound of inf (o 1) {H*™ (¢, ) — H™™(t,0) + ”2—9@2} and inf, ey o {H™™(t,2) —H™™(,0) +
%~} and the distributional identity (2.38), for any § € (0,1), there exist ¢ = ¢(d,) > 0 and so = s0(J, v) such
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that P(Y(t) < —s) < exp(—cs”/®7%). We chose § = {-. It is straightforward to see that 2 — = > 1+ . As
a consequence, we may write

_pp—€) p(p—¢)
E[e € Yp,é(t)] S e €
€

— X pp—e +
OP(Yye(t) > —W#M/ B Lspmes T g (2.39)
S0

The integral on the right hand side of the above inequality is finite and its value is equal to some constant
C" = C"(v,p,e) > 0. This demonstrates why Elexp(—p(p — €)Y} (t)/€)] is bounded by some constant which
only depends on v,p and e. Substituting this bound into (2.37) yields (2.35). This completes the proof of
Proposition 2.3.

O

Proof of Proposition 2.4. To prove (2.31), we show the following inequality: there exists constant C' = C(p, €) >

0 such that ,
EK/ eft(m)dx)p] > CO|I(1)[ (E[e(pfé)ft(mpfe,v(t))DE7 (2.40)
I(t)

where [I(t)| is the length of the interval I(t) = [0(),0n¢)+1]. Let us explain why the above inequality is
sufficient for proving (2.31). Owing to (2.40), we may write

z? t 2
log (e_pp;ifvmﬂi[(/ eff(””)d:cy)D > _pxp,eﬁ,y(t) +-2 1ogE[e(p_e)ff(%*w(t))] +plog |I(t)| + log C.
I(t) 2t p—€

Recall that 1 > |0,, — 0,11 > max{1, c|n|=?} for some ¢ > 0, 8 € (0,1) and all n € Z by the pseudo-stationarity
condition of Definition 1.10 and |6,,| < Ct for some constant C' = C(p,€) > 0 by Lemma 1.14-(44). From the
inequality |0, — 0,11] > max{1,¢|n|~"}, we get |0,| > en' =P for some constant ¢ = ¢(8) > 0. Combining this
with the upper bound |0,,(;)| < Ct yields n(t) < |C¢[*/(1=#) and hence, shows |I(t)| > |Ct|=#/(!=#) Conjugating
this last inequality with the upper bound |I(¢)| < 1 implies that t~1log|I(t)| converges to 0 as t — oo. Now,
dividing both sides of the above display by ¢ and letting ¢ — oo followed by € — 0, v — 0 shows (2.31) if the
following inequality is satisfied

o inf lim inf - pr*E’Y(t) p (p—e) fie( )
- > €)Jt(Tp—e, > . .
hr€n 131f htm inf ( 5 + p— logE|e Py D g(p) (2.41)
We prove this inequality as follows. By taking a factor p/(p — €) out of the parantheses of the left hand side of

the above display and recalling the definition of ¢(-) from (1.23) of Definition 1.10, we may write

TP, p
hus. A1) > _o.
Lh.s. of (2.41) > llgIng)lf 1lirilglf — 6g(p €)

p
Since g is a convex function, g is continuous at p. This shows that liminf. .o pg(p — €)/(p — €) is equal to g(p)
and indeed, (2.41) holds. Consequently, we get (2.31) modulo (2.40). The rest of the proof will show (2.40).

Recall the definition of TV, (-) from the proof of Proposition 2.2. Since TV, (n(t)) is the supremum of | f;(x)—
Jt(On))| over x € I(t), we know that fi(z) > fi(zp—c (1)) —2TVy, (n(t)) for all z € I(t). Taking the exponential
on both sides of this inequality and then integrating on I(¢) shows f](t) exp(fi(z))dx > |I(t)] exp(fi(zp—en~(t)) —
2TV, (n(t))) which after raising to p-th power and taking expectation yields

E[( / ) eft(m)dx)p} > |I(1)|PE {epft<mpfe,7<t>>efszvft <n<t>>} ' (2.42)
I(t

It will suffice to show that the right hand side of the above display is bounded below by a constant multiple
of (E[eP=)t(@p—cx(]\P/(P=€)  To get this lower bound, we write e~ /t(@r—<~(1) a5 a product of two random
variables X' = eP=)fi(zp—cy()e=(=)TVs, (1) and W = eP=)TVs (1) Using the Holder inequality, we
get E[XYW] < (E[xP/(P=9)])(p=)/p(E[WP/<])</P. Multiplying both sides of this inequality by (E[WP/€])~</P and
raising both sides to the power p/(p — €) results in

E [ oo-cn (D2 00)] > (B [E@fe)ft(mpﬂ,v(t))})% (E[em21ve <n<t>>D_ﬁ_

By the super-exponential tail bounds for TV, (-) specified in (1.21) of Definition 1.10, we know that Elexp(p(p—
e)TVy,(n(t))/e€)] is upper bounded by a constant. Combining this observation with the inequality of the above
display yields

_P_
p—¢

E[epftwpfe,w(t))e—mwt <n<t>>} > C(]E {e(p—e)ft(wpfe,w(t))})
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for some C' > 0. Substituting this into the right hand side of (2.42) gives (2.40). This completes the proof.

0
2.3. Proof of (1.27). We take X (t) = #/*(t,0) + 2, by Theorem 1.11 part (a), we see that
lim ~ log E[exp(pX (£))] = v
lim ~logE|exp(pX(t))] = 5; +9(p).

We conclude (1.27) via applying Proposition 1.13. It suffices to verify h(p) := g(p) + % indeed satisfies the
condition in Proposition 1.13. By Lemma 1.14, g(p) is convex, since g € C'(R) as we assume, thus ¢’(p)
is increasing. Consequently, h'(p) = ¢'(p) + % is continuous and strictly increasing on (0,00). Moreover,

2
lim,_,0 A/ (p) = limp—0¢'(p) + % = ( and

P
L=

lim A'(p) = lim ¢'(p) +
p—r00 p—r00
This implies that h'(p) is a continuous bijection from (¢, 00) to (0, 00), so it satisfies the condition in Proposition

1.13. Applying this proposition completes the proof of (1.27).

3. PrROOF OF THEOREM 1.1 & THEOREM 1.3

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Recall that the deterministic initial profile fy satisfies the growth condition of
(1.6) and finite oscillation property as stated in Theorem 1.1. Using fy, we construct the set of functions
(9, {ft}t>0) with ¢ = 0 and f; := fj for all t > 0. We claim that (g, {f:}+>0) belongs to the class Hyp which
is characterized by three conditions, namely, (1) growth and lower bound conditions, (2) pseudo-stationarity
condition and, (3) coherence conditions (see Section 1.1). Modulo this claim, by Theorem 1.11, we have (1.7).
Furthermore, since g € C*(Rs¢) with ¢ = lim, 0 ¢’(p) = 0, by (1.27), we get

tlgrolo % logIP’(’Hft(t,O) + i > ts) = —21;18 (ps —p*/24) = —%ﬁs%. (3.1)
This shows (1.8). To complete the proof of Theorem 1.1, it suffices to verify our claim that (g, {f:}+>0) belongs
to the class Hyp, i.e., (g,{ft}+>0) has to satisfy (1.23),(1.24), (1.19), (1.20) and (1.21). Note that (1.19) and
(1.20) follow immediately from the property (i) of f; which says that there exist § € (0,1) and constant C' > 0
such that |fi(x)| < C(1+|z[°) for all z € R. In what follows, we successively prove (1.23), (1.24) and (1.21) for
(9. {fe}+>0)-

PROOF OF (1.23): Since {fi(-)}+>0 is a sequence of deterministic initial data, the following limit
im L pe’ ph@)) —
Jim 7 sup (= 5 +loge? ) =0 (32)

will show (1.23). Our main objective is to prove (3.2). For all large ¢ > 0, owing to the growth condition
()] < C(+|2)°) + 0‘2—m: for some constant C' > 0 and 6, € (0, 1),
paz?

2 2 2
sup{ b Cp(1 + |z]°) — —} < sup{ -y 1ogepft(x)} < sup{ - Cp(1 + |=|°) +
z€R 2t 2t z€R 2t z€R 2t

pax2 }
2t )

(2)

(1) Sup;

Sup,

In order to prove (3.2), it suffices to show tilsupgl) and t’lsup?) converge to 0 as ¢ tends to oco. We
only show t’lsup?) — 0 as t — oo. The other convergence follows verbatim. We rewrite Sup§2) as Cp +
sup,er{—p(1 — a)x?/2t + Cplz|®}. We do a change of variable z — t1/(2=9z in this new form of Sup§2). As
a consequence, we can further rewrite Supgz) as Cp + pt®/ =D sup_ o {—(1 — a)2?/2 + C|z|°}. Note that the
function ¢(z) = —(1 — a)x?/2 + C|z|° satisfies ¢(0) = 0 and ¢(4+o00) = ¢(—o0) = —occ. Thus, the supremum
value of ¢(x) as x varies in R is finite. This shows we may upper bound Sup§2) by Cp + C'pt?/ =9 for some
constant ¢’ > 0 and lower bound it by Cp. These upper and lower bound when divided by ¢ with letting ¢ — oo

converge to 0. This proves the claim that t_lsup§2) — 0 as t — oo and hence, shows (3.2).

PROOF OF (1.24): Note that (1.24) will follow if the following limit holds
1 p1—e)a?
lim —log (/e_—(lzt) .ep<1+e>ft(m>dx) -0 (3.3)

t—o0
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for all small € > 0. Throughout the rest of the proof, we show (3.3). Since there exist C' > 0, §,« € (0,1) such
that | fo(z)] < C(1 + [2]°) + % for all large ¢ > 0, we may write

_ 22 —e)z2 oy 2
/e_w_cp(lﬁ)wdx < /e_pu 2222 b1+ fi(2) gy < (Cpll+e) /e‘wwm%)lﬂéd;ﬁ
(3.4)

We choose € small such that (1 —€) — a(1 + €) > 0. For proving (3.3), one needs to show that the logarithm of
the left and right hand side of (3.4) when divided by ¢ with ¢ — oo converge to 0. We only show this for the
right hand side and the other convergence follows from similar argument. For convenience, we denote the right
hand of (3.4) by RHS;. By a change of variable z — ¢'/(2~%z inside the integral of RHS;, we may write

RHS, — ¢CP(1+941/(2-5) / 77 (Cp((-0-a(ta)e? /24 o140l ) g, (3.5)

By splitting the domain of the above integral into two parts {z : |x| < 1} and {z : |z| > 1}, we write RHS; as
sum of exp(Cp(1 + €))t'/C=9 A; and exp(Cp(1 + €))t"/ (=9 Ay where A; and As denote the integral in (3.5)
computed over the region {xz : |z| < 1} and {z : |z| > 1} respectively. To show ¢t~!log RHS; — 0 as t — oo, we
first find upper bound to A; and As. Since —p((1 —€) — (1 + €))2?/2 4+ Cp|z|° is bounded by some constant
C' = C'(p,e,a) > 0 for all |z| < 1 and all large ¢, we can bound A; by exp(C’t%/(2~9)). By using the inequality
|z|® < || for all |z| > 1 (holds since § < 1), we may write

A S/ T (—p((1-0)—a(+e)e?/24Cp(1t)lz]) 4, < /etﬁ((p(le)a(1+e))m2/z+cp(1+e)z)dx,
|z|>1

where the last inequality is obtained by leveraging the positivity of the integrand. Note that the integral on the
right hand side of the above display is a Gaussian integral. It is straightforward to see that this Gaussian integral
can be bounded above by Cyt=%/(2(2=9)) exp(Cyt%/(2=9) for some C; = C1(p, o, €) > 0 and Cy = Ca(p, av, €) > 0.
Combining the upper bounds on A; and Az and substituting those into the right hand side of (3.5) yields

RHS, < cOPUHp/2o0) (50 0t/ (o) ar ), (3.6)

where C’, Cy, Cy are some positive constants depending on p, o and e. Taking logarithm on both sides, dividing
them by t and letting ¢t — oo shows ¢! log RHS; converge to 0. This completes the proof of (1.24).

PrROOF OF (1.21): This will be proved using bounded local oscillation property of the initial data fy in
Theorem 1.1. Recall that sup;cp 7<q Oscr(fo) < oo for some a > 0. Define 6,, := (a A 1)n for all n € Z.
Notice {60, }nez is a bi-infinite sequence with 6y = 0 and (e« A1) < |6, — 0,11| < 1 for all n. Furthermore,
SUPgin[9,,0n44] [f0(2) — fo(On)] < so for some sg since sup;cp |7<q Oscr(fo) < oo. This implies the pseudo-
stationarity condition is trivially satisfied for the sequence { f;}+~0 where f; = fo.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.3. Forallt > 0, define f; : R = Ras fi(2) := (04 B(v)+ayx)liz>0y — (—o_B(x) +
a_r)l{z<oy and define g : (0,00) — R as
P {pai po?

2
g(p) = o max {— —|—a+,T +a_,0}". (3.7)

We claim and prove that (g, {fi}1>0) belongs to the class Hyp. For now, we assume this claim and show how
this implies (1.9) and (1.10).

Note that (1.9) follows immediately from (1.26) of Theorem 1.11 since (g, {f:}+>0) € Hyp by our assumption.
We turn now to show (1.10). Recall that a = max{ay,a_}. One can readily verify g € C'(Rs), ¢ =

lim,_,0¢'(p) = %‘10)2 By (1.27) of Theorem 1.11, when s > “72,

1 » t 3
im - fi 2 - _r_ }
tl_lglo n logP(’Ht (0) + 5d > st) 21;18 {ps 51 g(p) - (3.8)
Since lim,_,0 g(p) = 0, a direction computation shows that
P
lim  sup{ps — oYi g(p)} =0. (3.9)

S—’M p>0
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2

Note that the left hand side of (3.8) is decreasing in s and is non-positive, hence (3.9) implies that when s < %,

1 : t
. - ft _
thmoo ; logP('Ht (0) + 24 > st) =0.

When o4 = o_ = 1, referring to (3.7), g(p) = L max{4 +a,0}%. A direct computation for the right hand side
of (3.8) yields (1.11) and (1.12).

We now turn to prove our claim (g, {f:}+>0) € Hyp. For this, we serially show that (g, { f¢}+>0) satisfies (1.23),
(1.24), (1.19), (1.20) and (1.21).

) 2,2,
PrROOF OF (1.23): Since E[ePP(®)] = exp(p®|z|/2) for any z € R, we have logE[eP+(®)] = (2= +

2 _2
payx)liz>o) + (p UQ*I —pa_z)l{z<py. By a direct computation, we get that the maximum value of —px? /2t +
log E[eP/:(®)] over x € R is given by & (max{Z3* + ay, 23~ +a_, O})Q.
1 2 ol o?
oo (22 gl = Bt 2 P2 o0 =t

This verifies (1.23).
PROOF OF (1.24): By using the inequality pa,xly,>0y — pa_2li,<oy < palz| and the identity E[ePB®)] =
e”2m/2, we get,

E|:ep(1+e)ft(w)i| _ eaip2(1+e)2z/2+p(l+e)a+w]l{z>0} + 6—03172(1+€)2w/2—17(1+6>“4]1{m<0}.

Owing to this inequality, we may write

/ e~ pu;:)w2 E |:ep(1+é)ft(1)j| dx

> x> 0 —e)a?
< / e—%eaip2(1+e)2m/2+p(1+e)a+mdx + / 6_%6_03p2(1+€)21/2_p(1+6)a71d$. (310)
0

— 00

We claim that

1 [e%s) oya2 2
limsup lim n log/ o~ S Lot (140 /24p(14e)ar g, < B(max {% +ay, O})Q, (3.11)
0

e—0 t—oo 2
0 —oe? 2
lim sup lim e~ HE T oot pt (140) e/ 2-p(1 ez gy < B(max {po__ +a_, O})Q. (3.12)
e—0 190 ) 2 2

Applying (3.11) and (3.12) to upper bound the right hand side of (3.10) yields (1.24).

It remains to prove (3.11) - (3.12). We only prove (3.11). The proof of (3.12) follows in a similar way. For
proving (3.11), we first consider the case a; < —o%p/2 and then, will move onto the case ay > —oip/2. For
any a; < 0 and p > 0 satisfying ay < —o3p/2, there exists ey = €g(a,p) > 0 such that

oip?
Bl
Therefore, we can upper bound the integral on the left hand side of (3.11) by [, exp(—p(1 — €)2?/2t)dx for all
0 < € < €. Since the limit of ¢~ log( [, exp(—p(1 — €)2?/2t)dx) is equal to 0 as t — oo for all small € > 0, we
get

L+e)?+arp(l+e) <0, Y0<e<e.

. . 1 X p—e=? 2 2(14€)%0/24p(1+€) Uip
limsup lim —log e 2w ef+P LT @/empliTeattdy <0, when ay < ———. (3.13)
e—0 t—o0 t 0 2

Now, we turn to the case a; > —o2p/2. The integral on the left hand side of (3.11) can be upper bounded the
Gaussian integrals [ e~ %@ dx where

o(x). = p(1 — €)x?/(2t) — xp*(1 + 6)20'3_/2 —ap(l+€)ay.

2,2 2
By a direct computation, one can show that [ e~ ?@)dz is equal to 4/ p(217:t5) exp ((U+p (1+62)p/(21ti()1+6)a+) t). With

this exact formula, it is straightforward to check that

( 27t ox ((aip2(1 +e)/24+p(1+ e)a+)2t)> _ (03p*/2 + pay)?
p(1—e€) 2p(1—e) 2p '

1
lim inf lim sup - log (3.14)

e—0 t—00
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Combining (3.13) - (3.14) concludes the proof of (3.11). This completes the proof of (1.24).

Proor or (1.19) & (1.20): We know Mgf(t,:zr) = E[epff(x)] = ertotlel/2tate if o 5 0 and is equal to

ep*o lel/2=aw 3 o < 0. From this exact formula of MJ(t,z), it is clear that the growth condition (1.19) holds
for {fi}+>0. Since f; is same for all ¢ > 0, so (1.20) is true.

PROOF OF (1.21): From the definition of f;(z), we know

|04 (B(x)=B(y)+a+ (z—y)|
[fe(x) = fiw)] _ : PR ny =0 (3.15)
TR |07<B<x>f‘B<y>‘>£a7<zfy>\ vy <0, '
r—Y|2

Let 0 = max(o4,0_). From the above relations, we intend to show that the following inequality
@)~ 1) _ olB) - B)

e—ylz T |r—yl?
holds for all z,y € R such that [t—y| < 1 and zy > 0. Now, we show how (3.16) implies (1.21). We define 6,, = n

for all n € Z. Fix any n € Z. By (3.16), we may bound |f:(x) — f:(6,)| by o|B(z) — B(0,)| + max{|a|,|a—|}
for any z € [0, 0n41] (since |z — 6,| <1 and z6,, > 0). As a consequence, for all s > max{|ay|, |a—|},

P( sup |f(x) = fo(Ba)] > s) <P(o  sup |B(x) - B(6a)| > s — max{lai|, [a_|}) < e~clmmaxtlosllaD®

2€[0n,0n+1] 2€[0n,0n+1]

+ max(|a |, [a—|) (3.16)

where c is a constant which does not depend on n or ¢. The last inequality follows by applying reflection principle
and tail decay of a Gaussian random variable. This shows (1.21).

4. AUXILIARY RESULTS

4.1. Proof of Proposition 1.13. To prove (1.29), it suffices to show that for s > ¢,

1 1
i Z > < - — im inf = > > — ,
lim sup logIP’(X(t) st) prélaigo {ps —h(p)}, htm inf . log ]P’(X(t) st) prélaico {ps — h(p)}

t—o0 t

LimSup LimInf
(4.1)

We first show LimGup. Recall the definition of h. Note that h’ is strictly increasing and has a continuous
inverse. Let us define q : (0,00) — ({,00) as q(s) := (k') 71(s). Note that the supremum of ps — h(p) is attained
when p is equal to q(s) and therefore, sup,,.o{ps — h(p)} = q(s)s — h(q(s)). By using the Markov’s inequality,
we get P(X(t) > st) < e 13)StE[e1()X )] We take the logarithm of both sides of this inequality, divide them
by t and let t — oo. Consequently,

lim sup % 1og]P’(X(t) > st) < lim sup % ( —q(s)st + log E[eq(s)x(t)]) = —(sq(s) — h(q(s))),

t—o00 t—o0
where the last equality follows from (1.28). This proves £imGup.
We turn to show £imJnf. To this aim, we define q. : (0,00) — (¢, 00) as qc(s) = (h')"1(s+¢€). For convenience
of notation, we will use q. to denote q.(s). Fix any s,¢ > 0. We define a exponentially tilted probability measure
P, as

N 1
Pps(X(t) € A) := ] E[e" XL ix4eay],

E I:ele(t

where A is a Borel set in R. We denote the expectation with respect to ]INDm by INEt,S. We claim that for showing
LimInf, it suffices to verify for any fixed s > 0,

Jim E,S(X(t) € [ts, t(s + 26)]) =1 (4.2)

Let us first explain how £imJInf follows from (4.2). From the definition of ]INDt,S, we know the following change of
measure formula-

P(X (1) 2 1) = e e ¥ O (20 - B[ X O], (4.3)
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Since {ts < X (t) < t(s+ 2¢)} is contained in {X (¢) > ts}, we get the following inequality
E,, [e*qéX“)]l{X(t)Zts}} >E,., [e*qe’“t)Jl{tsgx(t)game)}} > e*<5+2€>tqéﬁt,s(ts < X(t) <t(s+ 26)). (4.4)
Substituting this inequality into the right hand side of (4.3) yields
]P’(X(t) > ts) > e—<s+26>fqu{eqex@}ms(st < X(t) < (s+ 26)t). (4.5)

We take the logarithm of both sides of the above inequality and divide them by ¢ for both sides of (4.5).
Letting t — oo, we conclude that

o] |
hglogf 7 log]P’(X(t) > ts) > —(s+2€)ge + hglolélf ;E [ele(t)} = —(s+2¢e)qc + h(qe),

where the first inequality follows from (4.2) and the second equality follows from (1.28). Recall that lim._, qc =
q(s). By the continuity of h, as € — 0, the right hand side in the above display converges to —sq(s) + h(q(s)).
Recall that —sq(s) + h(q(s)) is equal to —maxper.,{sp — h(p)}. This completes demonstrating how LimInf
follows from (4.2). Throughout the rest, we prove (4.2).

In order to prove (4.2), it is enough to demonstrate lim;_, o Py (X (t) & [ts, t(s+2¢)]) = 0. This follows from
the combination of following results:

1 ~ 1 ~
lim sup 7 logP; (X (t) < ts) <0, lim sup i log Py s (X (t) > t(s + 2¢)) < 0. (4.6)

t—o00 t—o0

We proceed to prove these below. We first show lim;_, o, t~! log ]INDt,S(X(t) < ts) < 0. By Markov’s inequality,
for A > 0,

E[e(qéf)‘)x(t)]

~ AU [ AX(D)] _ st ZIC 7 ]
Pt s (X (1) < ts) < e Ky sle J=e E[ed-X(1)]

We take the logarithm of both sides and divide them by ¢. Letting ¢ — oo and utilizing (1.28), we get

lim sup % log Py (X(t) < ts) < As+ h(ge — A) — h(qe)-
t—o0

The desired result will follow from the above inequality if we can find a positive A such that the right hand

side above is negative. To find such A\, we consider H : (0,00) — R as H(\) := As + h(qe — A\) — h(qe). It is

straightforward that H(0) = 0 and H'(0) = s—h/(q.) = —e < 0 since q. := (k') 7! (s+¢). Since H has continuous

derivative, there exists A* > 0 such that H(\*) < 0. This implies limsup, .t log P(X(t) < ts) < 0 which

concludes the desired result.

Now we show limsup,_, .t~ ! log I@t,S(X(t) > t(s + 2¢)) < 0. By Markov’s inequality, for A > 0,

B B _ B E[e(qurA)X(t)]
A(s+2¢)t AX ()] _ At(s+2e) ="~ 7]
Pro(X(t) > t(s+2€)) < e Eps[e* ] = e E[ea- X0]

In the same way as in the previous case, we get

li£n sup % logIP’(X(t) > t(s+ 26)) < —A(s+2€) + h(qe + A) — h(qe).
— 00

To conclude the desired result, we will find A > 0 such that the right hand side is less than 0. Like as in before,
we consider H : (0,00) — R as H(A) := —A(s + 2€) + h(qe + A) — h(qe) for which we know that H(0) = 0,
H'(0) = —s—2e+h/(qc) = —e. Combination of these observations with the continuity of H’ yields the existence
A > 0 such that the right hand side of the above inequality is less than 0. This proves the second limiting result
of (4.6) and hence, completes the proof.
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4.2. Proof of Lemma 1.14. For proving (i), we first note that the logarithm of Mgt (t,z) is a convex function
of p € (0,00) which can be checked by verifying that the second derivative of log Mgf (t,z) w.rt. p stays
positive for all p € (0,00). Since the convexity is preserved under taking pointwise supremum and/or, limit of
a sequence of convex functions, the convexity of g(p) for p € (0, 00) now follows from its definition and the fact
that log Mgt (t,x) is convex in p. To see the non-negativity of g(p), for t > Ty, we write

pL?

[2
—pr Tt ) 1 fi
—I—l My (t + log MJ¢t(t > K
2161%( 2t o8 ( x) h 2t mE?EE,L] o8 M ( 7x) 2t ’

where the first inequality follows noting that the functio (—L, L)
at +L and the second inequality is obtained by applying the lower bound condition (1.20) on f;. By dividing
both sides of the above inequality by ¢ and letting ¢ go to oo, the limit of the left hand side yields g(p) whereas
the right hand side goes to 0. This proves that g(p) > 0 for all p > 0.

We turn to show (ii). We first prove that for every p > O and v > 0, the set MAXf ,(t) is nonempty. By the

definition of supremum, it suffices to prove supyeR{ + log M fe(t,y)} is finite. By the growth condition
(1.19), we know that for all ¢t > 0,

2 2 1 2
—p—+longt(tx)<_%+c|x|+%+czp(a )z

o7 o7 — + Clz| + C.

Since a < 1, the supremum of the right hand side over = € R is finite, which implies SupyeR{ +10g M fe(t,y)}
is finite. This shows MAXZ{W( ) is nonempty.

It remains to show that for fixed p,v > 0, there exists Ty and C = C(p, 7) |xq ~(t)] < Ct for all t > T and
£ < q < 2p. We prove this by contradiction. Suppose that |z (t)] exceeds =1 for some g € [p/2,2p] where
C' is the constant in the growth condition (1.19) of f;. In this occasion, we w111 show that the lower bound to
—q:vgﬁ(t)/% + M{f (¢, x,m(t)) has to exceeds its upper bound. Below, we separately compute an upper bound
and a lower bound to —q:v L(0)/2t+ Mf t(t,zq~(t)). Before proceeding to those computations, we note that for
any £ <¢<2p,zeR and t € Ryg (usmg Holder’s inequality when f;(z) is random),

2

g’ 4z?

2
qr 4
57 + —logM /2(t,:v) < T +10gM(-1f'(t,x) < -

q :
+ % log Mgfp(t, x). (4.7)
UPPER BOUND TO —qx?_(t)/2t + MJ*(t,24(t)): By the growth condition (1.19), the right hand side of the
second inequality in (4.7) is bounded above by —¢(1 — a)x? /2t + C|z|. Plugging the bound on |z, (t)| into this
bound shows that —qz2 _ (t)/2t+log MJ* (t, 24 (t)) is bounded above by the maximum of —q(1 —a)a?/2t+ Clz|

2C%t

over z € R, which equals — =0y

LOWER BOUND TO qazg,y( )/2t + MJ(t, 24,(t)): We claim and prove that —qz2 _ (t)/2t + MJ* (t,24(t)) is

bounded below by —4:- — 4K — § where K is the same constant as in the lower bound condition (1.20) of f;.
Recall that 4 - (t) 6 MAXZW( ). Referring to (1.30),
_ 9%y (t)?

2
ft qy ft
5 +log My (t, 244 (1)) > 2161%3{ o +log M, (t,y)} — .
Due to the first inequality of (4.7), —% + log M(-If“ (t,y) is bounded below by —qy?/2 + 2p~!qlog Mg}Q(t,y)
for all y € R. Substituting this inequality into the right hand side of the above display and restricting the
supremum over the interval [—L, L], we get

qTq4(1)? [ fele (t)):| { qy f }
= N7 logE |2/t (Zay > _ 2z _1 Mt —
ot B[ =, ("t e Mty -
where the constant L is same as in the lower bound condition (1.20) for log Mg;Q(t,y). One may bound the
right hand side of the above display from below by —qL?/2t + 2p~'qmax,e[_r, ){log M, 2(t,y)} —~. Since
2p~ ¢ max,e[—r,z{10g My 2(t,y)} bounded below by —4K due to (1.20) and ¢ < 2p, we find the right hand

side in the above display is lower bounded by — %4~ — 4K — .
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As we have shown above, if |z, ()] > q(‘i(i’;), our lower bound to —% + log MJ*(t,z) (which is
qL?

— 4~ — 4K — 0) exceeds the upper bound (which is — cht ) for all large ¢. This is a contradiction. Hence, the
q(1-a)
result follows.

4.3. Proof of Proposition 1.6. The proof is essentially the same as that in Lemma 1.18 of [CH16]. We add
more detail. First, we note that

t
an,g(tax) = p(t,l’ - y) +~/O ~/]Rp(t T Z)ZHW)y(Suz)g(saz)deZ'

where Z™¥ denotes the solution of the SHE started from the delta initial measure at y. Multiplying both sides
of the above display by e/(®) and integrating with respect to y over R shows that fR ef W) Zowy (t, z)dy satisfies
the mild equation of the SHE starting from ef. For any fixed x € R, the spatial process of Z™:¥(¢, ) in y has
the same distribution as Z™V-*(¢,y) by the “time reversal property” of the SHE. Finally, Z™"%(¢,y) has the
same distribution as Z™W(t,y — ) due to the translation invariance of the space-time white noise and the latter
has the same distribution as Z®¥ (¢, — y) as a process in y due to symmetry. Since f is independent of &, the
law of [, e/ W) Zow.y (¢ 2)dy (as a process in x) remains same after replacing Z°W:¥(t, z) with Z™V(t,z —y) for
any fixed 2. This shows [, el W 20w (¢ 2 — y)dy is the mild solution of the SHE started from from f for any
fixed = € R. This completes the proof of Proposition 1.6.
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