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Abstract

In this article we consider the KPZ fixed point starting from a two-sided Brownian motion
with an arbitrary diffusion coefficient. We apply the integration by parts formula from Malliavin
calculus to establish a key relation between the two-point (correlation) function of the spatial
derivative process and the location of the maximum of an Airy process plus Brownian motion
minus a parabola. Integration by parts also allows us to deduce the density of this location in
terms of the second derivative of the variance of the KPZ fixed point. In the stationary regime,
we find the same density related to limit fluctuations of a second-class particle. We further
develop an adaptation of Stein’s method that implies asymptotic independence of the spatial
derivative process from the initial data.

1 Introduction

Growth models in the one dimensional Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) universality class are usually
described by a growing interface represented by height function h(x,t) at time ¢ > 0, over a one-
dimensional substrate € R, whose evolution undergoes a stochastic local dynamics subject to
three key features: smoothing, slope dependent growth speed and space-time locally correlated
noise. The canonical example is the KPZ equation [28] 0;h = 02h + (0,h)? + £, where € is a space-
time white noise. The scaling behaviour of this equation should be the same as that of the models
that share these three features, and the long time limit distributions should be universal within
certain geometry dependent subclasses that are encoded by the scaling properties of the initial
growth profile [12]. Tllustrations of natural growth phenomena within this universality class include
turbulent liquid crystals, bacteria colony growth and paper wetting [25, 44]. All models in the KPZ
universality class, under the 1 : 2 : 3 scaling transformation h(x,t) — cie'h(coe ™22, € 73t) — C.t, are
conjectured to converge to a universal fluctuating field hy(z), as € N\ 0, called the KPZ fixed point
[I7]. The prefactor C¢ is the macroscopic speed at z = 0 and the constants ¢; and ¢, may depend
on the distributional details of the model. The geometry dependent subclasses are then determined
by the initial profile ho(x).

In the last two decades a great progress was made by considering stochastic integrable growth
models, notably the totally asymmetric simple exclusion process (TASEP) [3| @, 26, 31 [41] and
the polynuclear growth model (PNG) [2 [6, 27, B7], that lead to a detailed description of the
Markov interface evolution (h:(x), z € R);>¢ through the calculation of its functional transition
probabilities as a Fredholm determinant formula. For the Cole-Hopf solution of the KPZ equation
the one-point marginal limit fluctuations were proved in [I 8]. The state space for the KPZ fixed
point is the collection UC of upper semicontinuous generalised functions satisfying a linear growth
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control. Although the initial data in UC can be very irregular, for every ¢ > 0 the process takes
values in real valued functions that look locally like Brownian motion [I3] Bl 36, 43] and, for fixed
x € R, the time evolution is locally 1/3— Hélder continuous [31]. Three renowned examples are as
follows: The Airys process (narrow wedge initial profile),

b1(z) + 2% = As(z), where ho(z) = —oco for all  # 0 and ho(0) = 0;
The Airy; process (flat initial profile),
bi(z) =23 A4,(27%/32) , where ho(z) = 0 for all z € R;
The Airygiat process (Brownian initial profile),
h1(z) = Agtat(x), where hg = two-sided Brownian motion with Var (ho(1)) = 2.

The two-sided Brownian motion with Var (ho(1)) = 2 plays an important role since it gives the
stationary KPZ fixed point in the sense that the distribution of (h¢(x) — h:(0), z € R) remains the
same at all times. These three subclasses are characterized by the following marginal distributions at
x = 0: the GUE Tracy-Widom [45], the GOE Tracy-Widom [46] and and Baik-Rains distributions
[6], respectively. For general initial data, where hy = b is fixed, the one-point marginal

Fh($vt’r) = ]P)h [ht($) < T‘] )

are differentiable with respect to (z,¢,r) and 92 log Fy, solves the KP-II equation [39].
The KPZ fixed point also has a variational description [I5] 7] 31]

i(2) " max {p(2) + Aa(z) — (@~ 2)°} | (1.1)
that points the importance of the Airys process. The variational formula () is valid in a broader
sense and the KPZ fixed point has an alternative description as a stochastic flow constructed from
the directed landscape L(z, s;x,t) [18], a random continuous four dimensional field that can be seen
as a metric between the space time points (z,s) and (z,t), with s < t. In this article we apply the
integration by parts formula from Malliavin calculus to analyse the two-point (correlation) function
of the distribution valued spatial derivative process J.h;, where at time zero we have white noise
with strength $2. This process can be thought of as the stochastic Burgers fixed point, presumably
the scaling limit of the stochastic Burgers equation dyu = d,u® + 92u + 9,&, that relates to the
KPZ equation by the transformation v = 0,h. We show that the directed landscape provides a
geometrical description of the Malliavin derivative of an observable of 0.h; in terms of the a.s.
unique location of the maximum in (L) at x = 0 [36], defined as

Z = ari;géax {h(z) + Aa(2) — 2%} . (1.2)

This description is combined with integration by parts to derive the two-point function, and the
density of Z, in terms of the second derivative of the variance of h;(x). We go beyond the analysis

of the correlation and combine the previous results with Malliavin-Stein method to prove that the
joint law of observables of the system with respect to 0,hg and 9.h; is close, in the Wasserstein



metric, to the product measure induced by its marginals (asymptotic independence). Next we
explain the main results of this article with more details.

The analysis is restricted to an initial profile ho(z) = Sb(x), where § > 0 and the stochastic
process b = (b(z), x € R) is a standard two-sided Brownian motion. In order to not overload
notation, we keep the dependency on the parameter [ implicit, and the underlying probability
measure P = [Pz is the product measure induced by the initial profile and the transition probabilities
of the KPZ fixed point. This class of distributions labeled by 8 > 0 was also considered in
[11], where you can see the plot of the probability densities of h1(0) obtained by TASEP Monte
Carlo simulations (with 52 = 202 there). Recall that the time stationary regime is given by
Var ho(1) = 3% = 2. The observable of the system at time ¢ > 0 is defined as

xP = / O, bdx
R

where ¢ : R — R is a given deterministic test function. Later in the text we provide a precise
meaning of the integral, and what kind of test functions we are considering. Since g is assumed
to be a Brownian motion, X((]b is defined as the Wiener integral of ¢ with respect to 9,.hodx = S3db,
but for ¢ > 0 we need to be more careful in the definition of Xf) . Observe that Xg is Gaussian
random variable with mean zero and variance §%||¢||2, (r)> Where o117 (r) denotes the L2-norm of

# € L2(R).

The KPZ two-point function is given by the cross correlation of the differentials d;ho(u) and
0:b:(v), which is expected to be a nonnegative functionE' Cg of z = v —u (by space stationarity of
the initial data) and ¢ such that

Cov(X{', X)) =E [Xglez] - /R 61(u)62(0)C(v — u, t)dudv (1.3)

Notice that, if (I3]) is true then by a simple change of variable and Fubini’s theorem, it can be
rewriten as

E [Xngfz] = /R2 d1(u)p2(v)Cp(v — u, t)dudv = /Rgbl * ¢2(2)Cp(z,t)dz ,
in terms of the cross correlation of the test functions ¢ and ¢, defined as
1 * pa(z2) = /Rqﬁl(u)qﬁg(u + 2)du. (1.4)
The first result in order to prove (L3)) and to determine Cj is the following (Theorem [II):
E [X(lef’?} — B’ [¢1 X b (t2/3z)] : (1.5)

where Z is given by (L2)). The proof of (LT]) uses the integration by parts formula from Malliavin
calculus, which naturally appears to express the left hand side of (L3]) as the expected value of the

IThis claim is motivated by the study of the totally asymmetric simple exclusion process, where the two-point
function is proportional to the probability function of a second-class particle [38].



L2(R) inner product between the Malliavin derivative of Xf) ? with respect to the initial data b and
the test function ¢;.

Formula (L)) indicates the relation between the KPZ two-point function and the density of Z,
and we can actually use integration by parts again to compute the distribution of Z in terms of
the variance of hi(x) as follows (Theorem [2). The KPZ scaling function gg is defined as

gs(z) == Var by (z),

where the variance is computed with respect to the product measure P = [Pg induced by the random
initial profile Sb and the transition probabilities of the KPZ fixed point. We denote the distribution
function of Z by

Fg(z) =P[Z <z]|=P3[Z < z].

We will prove that gg is differentiable with respect to « and that (Theorem [2])

gh(w) = 6% (2Fs(x) — 1) . (1.6)

Differentiability of gz also follows from differentiability of the kernel in the Fredholm determinant
formula for the probability law of b1 (x) [31LB9] (plus some uniform estimates to differentiate under
the integral sign). The function gg is twice differentiable with respect to x and, as a corollary of

(L) and (L), Z has the density

95(x)
fala) = gﬁQ : (1.7)
which finaly shows that
g//(zt—2/3) g”(zt_z/g)
E[Xglez] :/Rél*qﬁg(z)ﬁszz and Cg(z,t):ﬁzT. (1.8)

In the stationary regime 32 = 2 the KPZ scaling function is commonly denoted gs. = g va» and
(L8] was already obtained by using TASEP approximations to the KPZ fixed point [4, 21|, 31} [38].
The distribution of h;(z) has an explicit formulation in terms of the Painlevé II equation [6] [38],
which is also related to the KP-II equation [39], or in terms of the Tracy-Widom GUE distribution
and the Airy kernel [4, 21I]. In [38] one can see the numerical method developed to compute
Tkpz = f 5= gr./4, as the plot of its graph. As it was point out in [21I] 38], the same density
(L7) appears as the limit fluctuations of a second class particle in the PNG and TASEP stationary
regimes, which is consistent with the well known duality between maximizers and second-class
particles [7, [I0]. In the physics literature, the relation between the density of the location of the
maximum in the stationary regime and ¢”./4 was predicted using Bethe ansatz calculations [29],
while in [30] it was based on a linear response method applied to the stationary stochastic Burgers
equation [24], which resembles in some aspects the computation of the Malliavin derivative at a
fixed direction (compare equation (8) in [30] with (2.7)) in next section). KPZ correlations starting
from Brownian profiles were also tested in experimental systems of growing liquid crystal turbulence

[25].
Some of the novelties in this article are: the rigorous deduction of (L.§]) in terms of the variance of

bh1(z) for every value of 5 > 0, which is related to the predictions raised in [I1] about the behaviour
of the two-point function; the explicit relation (7)) with the density of Z; the method of proof by



means of Malliavin calculus applied to the directed landscape formulation of the KPZ fixed point.
For flat profile hy = 0, which corresponds to § = 0, the distribution of Z was computed in [32] by
a direct calculation using a Fredholm determinant formula for the probability that As(z) < a(z)
on a finite interval [16], where a(z) was essentially a parabola. In the same § = 0 regime, a
different formula for the density of Z was obtained in [5 42]. In the Brownian case the same type
of determinant calculation faces the problem that a(z) is going to be a parabola plus a sample of a
Brownian motion, and then one has to integrate out the resulting formula with respect to Brownian
motion, which seems to lead us to a problem with no way out. We note that by space stationarity
of the Airy; process go(x) = go(0) for all z € R. On the other hand, since Fz — Fo, as 5\, 0, by
(LH), one has that
0

) _ i 5241 ) = 280() 1. (19)
This points out an alternative way to compute the distribution of Z in the flat case, as soon as
one can obtain an explicit formula for the left hand side of (L9]), and a natural candidate for [y
arises by taking the second derivative of g’ﬁ (z) with respect to 8 and eveluating at § = 0. Another
interesting aspect is the 5 oo regime [1I], where the Airys process becomes irrelevant and

lim B~ 2/3 7 dis argmax{b 2},
B0 u€R

which has the well known Chernoft’s distribution Fcy, [22]. Thus, by (L6,

- g5(8*a)
lim ———— =2Fcp(z) — 1, 1.10
S cn(z) (1.10)
and one might also expect that
AR
g~ fonl),

where fqy is the density of Fey,.

After studying the cross correlation between X((]b ' and Xf 2, we turn to a more delicate issue

related to quantifying the distance between the joint law 0; = Pyor o2 of the random vector
0
(Xg 1,Xf’ ?), and the product measure n, = P o1 ®P o, induced by its marginals. To reach that
0 t

goal we develop a simple adaptation of Malliavin-Stein method, which allows us to prove the
following upper bound (Theorem [3)):

B ™ / /
Wass (n¢,0;) < W\/;E []1/11\ * |¢2‘ (t2 32)]

= 95( 2t=2/3)
= S \f [ ol feal (B, w1)

where Wass(n;, ;) denotes the Wasserstein distance between the probability measures 7, and 6,
and ¥ = ¢1 with ¥1(0) =0



By (LII)), the the distance to independence exhibited by the joint law of Xg " and XJ? scales
as t2/3, and the limit behaviour is connected to

1 t_2/3 (0
i [t 20 = B [ [ ioas. @

However to justify (LI2), one needs more information on gi. This function should be bounded by

g95(0) for all 8 > 0, which is sufficient to obtain (LI2]) (by dominated convergence). For 3 = V2
this is known [38], and a numerical computation shows that ¢”.(0) ~ 2.16. For 8\, 0 one can use

that g}(0) ~ 262f5(0) [B2] while for 8 oo, g/5(0) & 26"/ fon (0) [22).

The relation between Malliavin calculus and Stein’s method is a current research topic in the
field of stochastic partial differential equations, where it can be used to prove a central limit theorem
for the spatial integral of a solution [23] [34]. To the best of our knowledge, it is the first time that
this two subjects are combined to obtain asymptotic independence from the initial data. The
ideas presented in Stein’s methods are adequately general to be able to apply to approximations
by distributions other than the normal, such as Poisson, binomial or exponential [40], and it can
be used to prove asymptotic independence for other Markov processes as well, such as queues in
tandem, particle systems and solutions of stochastic differential equations, which is left for future
works.

Organization In Section 2] we give a more detailed introduction of the KPZ fixed point and state
the main results: Theorem [, Theorem Pl and Theorem Bl In Section [}l we prove some LL? estimates
for the KPZ fixed point, and in Section ] we introduce the basic tools from Malliavin calculus and
prove Theorem [Mland Theorem 2l In Section Bl we develop an adaptation of Stein’s method, having
in mind the product measure as our target measure, and prove Theorem [l
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2 The KPZ Fixed Point

Let UC denote the space of functions § : R — RU{—o0o} such that: (i) limsup,_,, f(x) < §(y) (upper
semicontinuity); (ii) f(z) < Ci|x|+ Cs for all € R, for some C1,Cy < oo; (iii) f(x) > —oo for some
x € R. The state space UC can be endowed with the topology of local convergence turning it into
a Polish space (Section 3.1 [31]), such that the collection composed by cylindrical subsets of UC,

Cy(&, @) := {f e UC : §(z1) < ar,.... f(am) < am} for 7,@ € R™,



is a generating sub-algebra for the Borel o-algebra over UC. The KPZ fixed point (h:(:), ¢t > 0),
with hp = h € UC, is the unique time homogeneous Markov process taking values in UC with
transition probabilities given by

Py (b, € Cy(Z, a‘)] — det [I ~ K" (2.1)

tvfﬁ] L2({z1,..em} xR)
when restricted to the sub-algebra composed by cylindrical subsets. This process was introduced
by Matetski, Quastel and Remenik (Definition 3.12 in [31]) to describe the limit fluctuations of the
rescaled height function associated to the TASEP, started from an initial data for which the diffusive
scaling limit is given by h. On the right hand side of (21]) we have a Fredholm determinant of the
integral operator K? =z a» whose definition we address to [3I] (I is the identity operator), where we
have the counting measure on {z1,..., 2y} and the Lebesgue measure on R. As mentioned in the
introduction, from this formula one can recover several of the classical Airy processes by starting
with special profiles for which the respective operators are explicit (see Section 4.4 of [31]). One of
the central features of the KPZ fixed point is the so called 1:2:3 scaling invariance:

Syibysi(3 S,0) = b(5h) . where S,j(x) == 77'(7%2). (22)

This Markov process has an alternative description in terms of the a variational formula initially

introduced by Corwin, Quastel and Remenik [I7], and then rigorously constructed by Dauvergne,

Ortmann and Virag [I8] in terms of the directed landscape, the unique four-dimensional continuous

random field £ : ]R% — R, where ]R% ={(z,s;2,t) : s <t and z,x € R}, that satisfies the following
propertiee@.

e Independent increments: if {(¢;,t; +s;) : ¢ =1,...,k} is a collection of disjont intervals then
{L(-,t;;- ti+s;) : i =1,...,k} is a collection of independent two-dimensional random fields.

e Metric composition: almost surely

L(w,riy,t) = max { £(@,r52,5) + Lz, 59,8} Y (@,759,1) € RY and s € (r,1).
zE

e Airy sheets marginals: for fixed time ¢t € R and s > 0
(L, ty,t+ %)« (x,y) € R} " {sL(2/s% y/s?) : (x,y) €R?},

where L(z,y) := A(z,y) — (r —y)? and A : R?> - R is a random stationary and symmetric
field, namely the Airy sheet, that is uniquely determined as a functional of the Airy line
ensemble [I3] [I8]. Furthermore, for fixed y € R,

dist.

{A(z,y) : z e R} =" {As(x) : z € R} .

Due to the parabolic drift towards —oo, a.s. for all s < ¢t and € R, the random function
z € R bh(z)+ L(z,s;x,t) attains its maximum on a compact set and, due to metric composition,
the process

hsi(x;h) == nzaeaﬂg {f)(z) + L(z, s;z, t)} , (2.3)

In [19] B3] it was proved that the variational formula (23] describes the KPZ fixed fixed point defined through
the transitions (Z1]), and also convergence of several integrable models to the KPZ fixed point.



defines a time homogeneous Markov evolution acting on UC, with hg o = bh and transition probabil-

ities determined by (21 [33]. By [23),

0 forz==x

A(z,y) = bo,1(y;0z) + (v — y)*, where ,(2) = { —o0o forz#ux.

The set

argmax{f)(z) + E(z,s;x,t)} = {z eR :h(z) + L(z,s;2,t) = by i(x; f))} ,

z€R

is compact and we also consider the process defined by the rightmost location of the maximum

Zs+(x;h) := max arg max {f)(z) + L(z, s;x, t)} . (2.4)
z€R

For s =0, fixed t > 0 and x € R, a.s. the maximum is attained at a unique location (see Section
3.1 and Proposition 5 in [36]), however this is not true simultaneously for all z € R [14].

In what follows, given a measure space M, we denote || - || »p) the usual LP(M) norm and
(-, )2y the usual L?(M) inner product. When M = R we are always considering the Lebesgue
measure over R endowed with the Borel g-algebra. We work with the following additional function
spaces: the space C}(R) of all continuously differentiable real valued functions on R of bounded
support; the space SS(R) of step real valued functions on R of bounded support, that is there
exist n > 1, ¢; € R and ;-1 < a; for i = 1,...,n such that ¢(x) = ¢; for x € (x;-1, ;] and
¢(x) =01if x <z or > x,. Let b denote a standard two-sided Brownian motion (b(x), z € R),
that can be obtained by taking two independent standard Brownian motions (6™ (x), 2 > 0) and
(6= (z), > 0) starting at 0, and defining b(x) := b™(z) for x > 0 and b(x) := b~ (—=z) for z < 0.
We work with an initial profile ho = b where § > 0 is a fixed parameter. By assumption, the
Brownian motion b and the directed landscape £ are independent processes.

As mentioned before, another important symmetry of the KPZ fixed point is related to time
stationarity (up to a vertical shift): if hy = v/2b then

Aby (1) " (), forall t >0, (2.5)

where Af(z) := f(z) — f(0) for x € R. To keep notation as simple as possible, from now on we
denote

be(-) = boe(+;6b) and Zi(-) = Zo,(+; Bb),

and keep the dependence on (3 implicit. Note that Z;(0) Y5t 7 s in (T2). For t >0 and B # V2

we consider the following integrals with respect to 0,0:

6 ClR) /R $O,beda = — /]R ¢/ (2)b(2)dz

and

¢ € SS(R) /mehtdx = Zcz' (he(xi) — be(zi-1))
=1



where ¢(z) = ¢; for x € (x;_1,7;] and ¢(z) = 0 if < 2 or & > z,. For 3 = /2, we use time
stationarity (Z3]) and take the Wiener integral of ¢ € L?(R) with respect to 0,h;. Recall that we
are considering the following observables,

bes :=/¢1axhoda; and X/ ::/(ﬁgaxbtdx, (2.6)
R R

where Xg’ ! is the Wiener integral of ¢ € LL?(R) with respect to d,hodz = Bdb, which is a Gaussian
random variables with zero mean and variance 52“¢1|’L2(R)- Recall also that the cross correlation
@1 * 2 of ¢ and ¢ is defined in (L) and the random variable Z is defined in (I2]).
Theorem 1 We have that
E [X(?le)Q] = B°E [(¢1 * $2) <752/3Z>} :
Theorem 2 Let gg(x) := Var [h1(x)] and Fg(z) :=P[Z < z]. Then gg is differentiable and
gs(z) = B° (2Fs(z) — 1) .

In particular, g’ﬁ is absolutely continuous iff Z has a density fg. In this case, we also have that

1" "(t—2/3
falw) = gg;;;) and E | X§'X7?] = /]R (¢1*¢2)(2)%d2.

As it was mentioned before, twice differentiability of gz follows from the Fredholm determinant
formula for the distribution of the KPZ fixed point [31] [39]. The proof of both theorems relies on
the integration by parts formula from Malliavin calculus [34] as follows. Let ¢ € L2(R) and denote
W () = [ ¢db. If the random variable X is Malliavin differentiable with respect to b then

E[W($)X] =E[(DX, $)r2(w)]

where DX = (DX(z), z € R) is the Malliavin derivative of X with respect to b. This formula
naturally leads to

B [X§x7?] = BB [W (o) X{?] = BB (DX, 61)12)| - (2.7)
We will show that Xf is Malliavin differentiable with respect to b and that

||DX?||]L2(Q><R) = Bll¢[lL2r) and E [(DXf2,¢1>L2(R)] = SE [(@51 * ¢2) (tz/gz)] : (2.8)

From (27) and (2.8]), we will deduce Theorem [Il For a fixed realisation of b and £, the function
x € R Zy(z) defined in ([24)) is right continuous and non-decreasing (Proposition 2 [36]), and by
the 1:2:3 scale invariance (2.2)), for fixed = € R,

dist.

Zy(z) E x+ 327



(Lemma [I]). Relying on the coalescence property of maximal paths [35], it is conjectured that the
image of the function z € R — Z;(z) is a locally finite stationary point process. If this is true and
u; < u;41 denote the points of discontinuities of Z; then we also expect that

DX](x) =8 > Ot )z, 20 (s )) ()
icz

but we do not need this explicit form to proceed with the calculations.

The source of randomness comes from the initial data and the directed landscape used to
construct the Markovian evolution. By assumption, these two sources are independent which allows
us to use Malliavin calculus with respect to initial data b, and then integrate it out with respect
to the directed landscape £. To understand from where (2.8]) comes from we recall that if X is a
functional of b, then the Malliavin derivative defines a linear (and unbounded) random operator
that can be interpreted as a directional derivative [34]: if ¢ € L*(R) and ¢(z) = [} ¢(z)dz, with

the convention that fox =— ff for x < 0, then

d

For X = b;(0) we have that (recall (L)) and (L2]))

- <DX7 ¢>L2(R) .

€=

d B - Z . ,8]1(7 }(Z) ifZ>0
S X (o) | = pu(2) —5/0 $z)dz = DX(z) —{ _5]1(0;0](2) if Z<0.

e=0

In this sense, [27)) and ([2.8)) can be seen as a version of the covariance formula obtained for second-
class particles and exit-points in stationary TASEP and PNG, where the proofs are also based on
the addition of a small perturbation to the initial profile of the system, and the computation of the
rate of change as the size of the perturbation goes to zero. For instance, see the proofs of Lemma
4.6 in [7], Theorem 2.1 in [10] and (2.12) in [38]. To prove Theorem 2 we link the variance of b (z)
with the covariance between h(z) and ho(z) by a simple calculation, and compute this covariance
in terms of the Malliavin derivative of 1 (x). It is also remarkable that this simple relation between
the variance and the covariance (covariance-variance reduction) was combined in [20] with tools
from Malliavin calculus for concentration bounds to study aging for the stationary KPZ equation
and related models.

After studying the covariance we turn to the problem related to quantifying the distance between

the joint law 0, = P 1 o2 and the product measure 7, = P o ® P %2 induced by the marginals
0 "t 0 t

of §;. The Wasserstein distance between the probability measures n and 6 over R? is defined as

Wass(n, 0) := sup {| /R2 ldn — /R2 ld9| tle Lipl} , (2.9)

where [ : R? — R belongs to Lip if

Wl = sup (21, 22) — L(y1,92)]
’ (w1,w2)#(y1,92) [(z1,22) = (Y1, 92) IRz~

and || - ||g2 denotes the usual euclidean norm.

10



Theorem 3 Let 0; = IP’X¢1 92 denote the joint law of (Xg51 , Xf2) and lety =Py QP denote
0

the product measure induced by the marginals of 6;. Then

Wass (1, 6¢) < 0 \/?E [|¢1| * | 5] <t2/32>} E

~ o1lle(w)

¢ ¢
Xol Xt 2

where ) = ¢1 and 11(0) = 0.

In general terms, Stein’s methods is composed by two parts [40]: (i) bound the distance between
two probability measures in terms of the expectation of a certain functional of the underlying
random element, that is constructed taking into account a characterizing property of the target
measure (in our case, the product measure); (ii) develop techniques to bound the expectation
appearing in the first part by exploring the structure provided by the random element. Let us
forget about the time parameter for the moment, and denote X ~ N(0,0?) if X has a normal
distribution with zero mean and variance o2. The characterizing operator of the target measure is

Nf(z1,m9) 1= 020y, f(21,2) — 21 f (21, 22),
in the sense that
X1 ~ N(0,0?) is independent of X5 iff E [N f(X1,X3)] =0,

for all continuously differentiable f : R?> — R with bounded derivatives (it does not specify the
distribution of X3). Following Stein’s method, an upper bound for the Wasserstein distance between
0 =Px, x, and n = Px, ® Px, is derived in terms of the unique bounded solution f; of the partial
differential equation

020y, f(x1,22) — 21 f (21, 22) = (71, 22) — E[I(X1,22)] , (2.10)

where [ : R? — R is a 1-Lipschitz function, in such way that the main estimate concerns the
expected value of N f;(X1, X2) under the measure § = Px, x, (one can actually take [ continuously
differentiable with bounded partial derivatives). Turning back to our KPZ context, on one hand
we have X; = Xg’l ~ N(0,0?) with 02 = B2H¢1Hi2(R). On the other hand, the integration by parts
and the chain rule for Malliavin derivatives [34] imply that

E Xg’lf(Xgl,th)} =ﬁ2||¢1||i2(R)E [8x1f(Xgl,Xf>2)] + GE [auf(xgljxfz)wxj’z,¢>L2(R)] :
which yields to
E [NAXS, X{*)| = =B |00 fi( X§", XPNDXP, 6)r2my| - (2.11)

The analyse of ([ZI0) shows that [|0y, fillLe®2) < 1./Z. and by 28) and (ZII) we get Theorem
Bl
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3 L2 Estimates for the KPZ Fixed Point

In order to apply Malliavin calculus to the KPZ fixed point we need to prove some estimates that
will allow us to ensure that the target variables are square integrable. The underlying probability
space (2, F,P) that we work with can be constructed as a product space, 2 := Q; x Q9 and
F = F1 ® Fo, endowed with the product measure P := P; ® Py, where for every sample (b, L)
we have that b € Q; is a standard two-sided Brownian motion and £ € €9 is an independent
directed landscape. For the next lemmas, it is worth to recall the definition ([Z3]) of h¢(x) and the
definition (24]) of Z;(x), where in both cases the initial profile is hy = Sb. We start by proving
some symmetries of Z;(x) and by ensuring that it belongs to L2(£2).

Lemma 1 Let Z and Zi(x) = Zo(x; fb) be given by (L2) and 24), respectively.
1. Z is a symmetric random variable;
2. P|Z = z] =0 for all zy € R;

3. If t > 0 and x € R are fized then Z;(x) dist oy 237

4o [ uP[|Z] > u] du < oco.

Proof Lemma [II The symmetry of Z follows from the invariance of the Airys process and the
two-sided Brownian motion under time reversal z — —z. Now assume that P [Z = zy] > 0 for some
zp € R. Let a,b € R such that zy € (a,b) and

Zap = argmax { 8b(2) + A(z) — 2%} = argmax {8 (b(2) — b(a)) + (A(z) — A(a)) — 2%} .

z€[a,b] z€[a,b]
Since Z is the location of the global maximum, Z,;, = Z on the event Z = zj € (a,b), and hence
0<PZ=2|=PZ=2,Zap =2 <P Zap = 2] .

However, the process (Az(x) — Az(a), x € [a,b]) is absolutely continuous with respect to Brownian
motion [13], and is independent of (b(z) — b(a), x € [a,b]). The location of the maximum of a sum
of two independent Brownian motions minus a parabola has a continuous distribution [22], and
hence P [Z,, = z9] = 0, which leads to a contradiction.

By (2 (take v = t~/?), and translation invariance of the Airy sheet,

' )2
20 2 angma {o(2) + 2 - o) - B2

z€R

= argmax {t—l/?»ﬁb(z) + A((z —2)t723) — (2 — x)t_2/3)2} '
z€R

Let y := (2 — x)t~%/3, then Z;(z) = x + Y;(x)t*/3 where
Yi(z) = argmax {t‘”‘"’ﬂb(:c +yt?3) + Aly) — y2}
yeR

= argmax {877 (@ + y*%) — b(@)) + A) — v |

= argenﬂlgax{ﬁb(y) ‘|‘~A(y) - y2} :

12



dist.

In the last step we use that for all z € R and t > 0, t~1/3 (b(z + yt2/3) — b(x)) “= b(y), as process

in y € R, by scaling and shift invariance of the Brownian motion.

Notice that if w > 0 and |Z] > u then

A(0) < max{b(z) + A(z) — 2} = ﬁg{fb{ﬁb(@ +A(z) = 2%},
and hence,

PllZ]>u] < P [A(O) < max{fb(z) + A(z) — zz}}

|z|>u

IN

P [A(O) < _UZT +P [I?%{ﬁb(z) + A(z) — 22} > —u;

On one hand, the random variable A(0) has a GUE Tracy-Widom distribution and therefore

/0qu [A(O) g—“ﬂ < 0.

On the other hand, if 3b(z) < 22/2 for all |z| > u then 8b(z) — 22 < —2%/2 for all |z| > u, and
hence

w2
P |max{Bb(z) + A(z) — 2°} > ——] < P [nzaii{ﬁb(z) —22/2) > 0}

|z|>u - 4 B

+ P [max{A(z) ~ 29y > —“—2} .

|z|>u 4

Both terms decay to 0 as u gets large in such a way that one can conclude the proof of property 4
of Lemmal[ll See for instance Proposition 2.13 [15] for the decay of probability involving the Airys
process minus a parabola, while for the decay of the probability involving the Brownian motion
minus a parabola it is a standard estimate.

Od

Lemma 2 For all a < b we have that

/OOOuIP’lsup [be ()] >u] du < 0. (3.1)

z€[a,b]
In particular sup,epqp) he(z) € L23(9).

Proof Lemma For a moment, let us keep track of the dependence on the parameter 5 > 0
and write h; = hf and Z; = Ztﬁ . It is not hard to see that

/ ulP [ sup \b;ﬁ(az)] > u] du < 00,
0

z€[a,b]

13



since f)z/i(x) = 62/5(0) + <hg/§(x) - hg/§(0)>, (f)z/i(:n) - hg/i(O)) is a two-sided Brownian motion

(time stationarity), and f)z/i(O) € L2(Q) (since it has the Baik-Rains distribution). Thus, (B
follows as soon as we prove that

/OOOUIP’[sup \b;/i(a:)—hf(a;)]>u] du < 0. (3.2)

z€la,b]
For u > 0 define b"(z) := Max e[y, 160(2) + L(2,0;2,1)}. Let
Ex(u) := {b7"(2) = b (@) and b*"(2) = b*(@) V @ € [a,] |

and

Es(u) := {\/ib(z) —u/2 < Bb(2) <V206(2) +u/2V z € [—u,u]} .
Then -
/ P [ES(u)] du < oo, for i=1,2. (3.3)
0

Indeed, for Ej(u), one has to notice that if Ztﬁ(x) € [—u,u] then btﬁ(az) = btﬁ’u(x), and to use
the ordering of the locations (Proposition 2 [36]),

7 (a) < 2] () < 2] (b) Va € [a,b],
to see that if Ztﬁ(a), Ztﬁ(b) € [—u, u] then Ztﬁ(az) € [~u,u] for all x € [a,b]. Thus
P(EE) <P (120 (@) > u) +P (127 0)] > u) + P (127%(@)] > u) + P (127°0)] > u) ,

and by Lemmall] this implies that [ ulP [E{(u)] du < co. For E3(u), one only needs to use classical
bounds for the running maximum of a Brownian motion.

To finish the proof, notice that, on the event Fo(u),
V26(2) + L(2,0;2,t) —u/2 < Bb(2) + L(2,0;2,t) < V2b(2) + L(2,0;2,t) + u/2

for all z € [—u,u], and thus,
0" (@) = b ()] < u,
This shows that, on the event Ey(u) N Ea(u),

sup 02 (2) — b (2)| < u,
z€la,b]

and therefore, (B3]) implies (B2)).

14



4 Malliavin calculus basics

We work with the isonormal Gaussian process { W(¢) : ¢ € L*(R) } associated with the standard
two-sided Brownian motion on the probability space (€21, F1,P1). In this case

W(e) = /IR bib

is the Wiener integral of ¢ with respect to (b(u), u € R). We say that X = X(b) is a smooth
random variable if X = X(b) = f (W (¢1),---,W(¢,)) where ¢; € L*(R) for all i = 1,...,n, and
f :R™ — R is a smooth function for which all derivatives have polynomial growth. The Malliavin
derivative of a smooth random variable X with respect to b is defined as the L?(R x Q1) valued
random element

u€eR — DX(u):= Z Op, f(W ()i (u) -
i=1
For a smooth random variable X define
1
1X 11 = (E1 [X7] + Eq [IDX7|l2my])

For any p > 1 the derivative operator is closable and its domain can be extended to D'P, the
completion of the space of smooth random variables with respect to || - ||1,,. From now on we take
p =2, and D2 is a Hilbert space with scalar product

(X,Y)12 :=E [XY]+E; [(DX,DY)12(r)] -

In this paper we use a simplified version of the Malliavin integration by parts formula as follows:
Ey [W(¢)X] =E1 [(DX,d)12r)] -

There is a more general version of the integration by parts formula involving the divergent operator,
that is the adjoint of the Malliavin derivative. However, since we are only considering observables
that are given by the Wiener integral of a deterministic function, there is no need to introduce the
divergent operator. The Malliavin derivative satisfies the following chain rule: if f : R” — R is a
continuously differentiable real valued function with bounded derivatives then

DF(X1,o o, Xn) =S 00, f(X1, o, X) DX (4.1)
k=1

If X = X(b,L£) is a square integrable F-measurable random variable then
EW(@)X] =E[EW(@)X | L] .

By the independence between b and £, and the substitution rule for conditional expectation,

EW(#)X | £ =1 =Ei |[W(@)XT| =E1 (DX, ¢)2n)|
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where XT(-) = X(-,§) : ©; — R. Hence

E[W(¢)X] =E [(DX, $)12m)] - (4.2)

Next we are going to give some examples and use the following function several times:

]l(O,x} (u) ife >0,
ueR = ((u) = 0 ife=0, (4.3)
Lo (u) ifz<0.

A simple computation shows that if < y then
Cy(u) — Ce(u) = ]l(x,y] (u).

By definition, we have that
if X = / 6d(Bb) +c = BW(6) + ¢ then DX(u) = Bo(u) (4.4)
R

(take f(z) = Bz + ¢). Since b(x) = W ((3),
if X = pBb(x) + ¢ then DX (u) = B (u) . (4.5)

Another key example in our context is the Malliavin derivative of the maximum as follows. Assume
that f : R — R is a continuous function such that the maximum of

bj(2) := Bb(2) +f(2), for z € R,

is in L2(€;) and it is attained Pi-a.s at a unique location T = argmax, g {bj(2)}. If E; [|7]] < o0
then (recall the definition (3] of ¢;)

M = max {b;(2)} € D"? and DM (u) = (-(u). (4.6)

To justify (40), we assume without loss of generality that f(0) = 0. Let a > 0 and consider the
maximum M® of bs(z) over z € [—a, a], and assume that it is attained IP;-a.s at a unique location 7¢.
We can approximate M“ by the maximum over a finite set such that 0 € {z1,...,2,} / QN[—a,a]:

My = max {X;} and 7 := argmax {bj(2;)} ,
k=1,..,n k=1,...n

where X}, := bj(2;,) € D12 for each k= 1,...,n, by [@F) (take z = z; and ¢ = f(z;)). The function

falz1, ..., xpn) == maxg=y__, {z;} is not continuously differentiable, but it is Lipschitz continuous

and its partial derivatives exist almost everywhere (with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R™),

which allow us to apply smoothing arguments to use the chain rule (@Il (Proposition 4.2 [34]).
Thus M? = f,, (X1,...,X,) € DY? and

DM(u) = Ouy fo (X1, ..., Xn) DXy (u).
k=1
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Let Ay :={fn(x1,...,2,) =21} and for k =2,... ,n let

A ={fulz1,...;zn) £ a1,y fo(@, oo 2n) # Tk—1, fol(Tr, .o 2n) = ap ).

Then Oy, fn(z1,...,2n) = 14, (21,...,2,) almost everywhere, and together with (4.5), this implies
that

DM (u) =Y La, (X1, Xp) Gy (u) = Cro (w).
k=1

Now we use that bf(O) =0 and hence 0 < M? < M*and 0 < M*—M? < M* < M. By continuity
of bs, My — M® Py-a.s. and, by dominated convergence, M — M in LL2(£2). Since

[ 103z = Gradu = [ iy = Galdu = 7 — 77 < 20,
R R

by continuity of bs, 77 — 7% P1-a.s., and by dominated convergence, 7; — 7% in L'(€;). Hence
E, [/ DM — CTa|2du] =B [|r2 - 7] =0,
R

and we can conclude that M® € D%? and that DM® = (;a. Now, since M* — M and 7% — 7
Pi-a.s., 0 < M — M®* < M and (notice that 7¢ = 7 if |7| < a, and that [7% — 7| < 27 if |7| > a)

[ 1pare 1. pau = /R [Gra = Geldt = [7 = TlL}r 50 < 2L ey < 2171

we can use dominated convergence again (recall that Eq [|7]] < 00), to conclude the proof of (E.6]).

For the nex lemmas it is worth to recall the definitions (2.3]), (24]) and 26]) of h¢(z), Z;(x) and
Xf’ , respectevely.

Lemma 3 We have that ng € DY? and DXg(u) = B¢(u). Furthermore, for t > 0 we have that
he(x) € DY2 Py-a.s. and D(hy(x))(u) = BCz, () (1)

Proof LemmaB] By Lemma[and Lemma [, E [h;(2)?] < oo and E[|Z;(2)|] < co. Thus, Py-a.s.
E1 [be(x)?] < oo and E; [|Z;(2)|] < oc. Since

X§ =W(B¢) = B/Rqﬁdb and by(x) = max {fb(z) + L(z,0;2, 1)} ,

we have that Lemma [3] follows from (£4)) and (L.0).

Lemma 4 Let ¢ € SS(R) and t > 0. We have that X{ € D2 Py-a.s. and

I DX? llz(oxry = Blldllz) -
Furthermore, for all ¢; € L2(R) and ¢ € SS(R) we have that

E (DX, 61)1aw)| = BE (91 % 62)(7°2)]
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Proof Lemma [ Denote A, f(y) := f(y) — f(z) and ¢(z) = >0 ¢jl(z; , 2,)(x). Since Zy(x) is
a nondecreasing function of x € R (Proposition 2 [36]), by Lemma [3]

D (Azhi(y) (u) = D (h:(y)) (w) = D (be(2)) (v) = 5z, ) (W) = BCz.@) (W) = Bliz,@), 2. (W) 5

for x < y. Therefore, if ¢ € SS(R) then Xf) = Jp #0:h; = Y D, bi()) € € D2 and

DXJ(u ZCJ A, be(5)) (1) = B 5Lz, 1), Z0 () (1) -

j=1
Thus, <DXf’( )) = B2 > i1 ] L(2,(2;-1).2:(x;) () and, by Lemmall
2
IDX? By = B[ (DX700)"
R
= 5226 [Zi(25)] — E[Ze(xj-1)])

= 5226 j T Lj— 1

B H¢HL2(R)-

Denote 1 (x) := [ ¢1(u)du and do(z) = Y51 ¢jl(a,_, o, (). Thus,

(DX $r)rem = / DX (w)h (w)du

n Zy(xj)
= cj u)du
/8]2221 /Zt(xj1)¢l( )
= 52 ¢ (V1(Zi(x5)) — 1(Ze(x5-1))) -
j=1
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By Lemma [T},

n

E [<DXZ§27¢1>L2(]R)} = ﬁZCj (E (1 (Ze(x5))] — E [1/11(Zt($j—1))])
- ﬁicj (E [va(e; +2°2)] =B [n (a1 + £°2)] )

Jj=1

= BE | ¢ (zpl(a;j +1237) — i (a1 + t2/3Z))]
=1

J

_ n ZBj+t2/SZ
= PE ch/ o1 (u)du
=1 Je

j—1+t2/3Z

1
= BE _/R ¢1(u) (]221 Cj]l(:cj—1+t2/3z,xj+t2/3z] (u)) du]
= PE [/R ¢1(u)d2(u — tz/gz)du]

_ pE [ / ¢1<u>¢2<u+t2/32>du] |

which shows that
E [(DXI?Z@QV(R)] =pE [¢1 * ¢2(t2/32)] ;

according to the definition (IZ4)) of the cross correlation of ¢; and ¢s.
O

Now we consider the cases where 8 # /2 and ¢ € CL(R), or 3 = V2 and ¢ € L?(R). The
operator D is closable, and to get the existence of DX;;5 we show that there exists a sequence
X,, € D2 such that Py-a.s. X,, converges to Xf in L2(Q) and DX, converges in L2(Q; x R) to
some element G. In this case, Xf € DY? and DXf’ =G.

Lemma 5 Consider the cases: (i) B # V2 and ¢ € CL(R); (ii) B = V2 and ¢ € L*(R). For all
t > 0 there exists a sequence ¢, € SS(R) for n > 1 such that

Tim (¢ — ¢llLa) =0 and lim | X7 = X7 [lL2q) = 0. (4.7)

Proof Lemma 5l For 8 = /2 and ¢ € L?(R), take a sequence ¢,, € SS(R) such that
Jim |¢n — AllLew) = 0.
By isometry,

T X7 — X7 la(@) = V2 i g — dlluary = 0
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For 8 # /2 and ¢ € C}(R), consider real numbers a < b such that supp(¢) C (a,b), and let z% =

r} =a <y <. <y 4 <z, =bbea partition of [a, b], such that max;—1, __,(27 —27 ;) = 0as
n — oo, and define ¢, (2) := >0, qb(:z:;‘)ﬂ(x;;il’x?](z). Thus, we clearly have that ||¢, —¢l[p2®) — 0

as n — 00. On the other hand,
- [ demea == [ denEa:
R (a,b]

and by the mean value theorem, there exists z]” € (m?, a:? 1] for each j =1,...,n — 1 such that

X0 ="l (he(al) — Z b (z (@7yy —al).
j=1

By continuity of h; and ¢’, Xf) ™ is converging a.s. to Xf) , as n — oco. Furthermore,

|X¢n

= ‘th (@f —af)] < C sup [ou(w)],

z€la,b]

where C' = sup,c(, ) [¢' ()] (b —a). By Lemma B sup,¢p 4 [he(2)] € L2(€), and by dominated

convergence, ||Xf)" X¢||L2 — 0 as n — o0.
O

Lemma 6 Consider the cases: (i) B # /2 and ¢ € CL(R); (ii) B = /2 and ¢ € L*>(R). Then for
all t > 0 we have that Xf € DY2 Py-a.s5. and

IDXY |l2xr) = BllollLz @)

Furthermore, for ¢1 € L>(R) and ¢2 as in (i) or (ii), we have that

E|(DX{?, ¢1>L2(R)] = SE [(@51 * ) (t*37)

Proof Lemma Let ¢, for n > 1 be a sequence in SS(R), as in Lemma Bl Given ¢,, and ¢,
chose a refinement of both partitions to write

k
z) :ch,jﬂ(gcj,l,mj](z) and ¢m Zcm,y (zj—1,;] )
=1

Then
DX{"(z BZCW (Zulwy1),Z0(ay)) (2) and DX (2 Bzcmva (Ze(j 1), Ze(25)) (2) -
J=1 Jj=1
By Lemma [,
DX — DXf)mHILZ(QXR) = HDXf”_MHLZ(QxR) = Blldn — dmllL2(w) - (4.8)
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Since ¢, converges to ¢ in L?(R), (@) implies that DXf) " is a Cauchy sequence in L2(Q2 x R).
Therefore, there exists G = (G(z); z € R) € L*(Q x R) such that

Jim [IDXP" = Gz =0 (4.9)

By 1), (49) and Fubini’s theorem, we can conclude that there exists a subsequence ¢,, € SS(R)

for k > 1 such that Ps-a.s.

b 56 _
Jim 1X; ™ — X{ [l =0,

and .
khm ||DXt T _ GH]LZ(QlXR) = 0 .
—00

Thus, Ps-a.s. Xf) € D2 and DX;;5 = (. By approximating ¢ with ¢, € SS(R), and applying
Lemma [, we have that
IDX? L2 (@xr) = BllolZ2 ) -

Similarly (by approximation),
E [<DX1?2,¢1>1L2(R)} = SE [(¢1 *¢2) (t*32)]

for all ¢; € L?(R) and ¢ as in (i) or (ii).

Remark 1 Another way to prove Lemmal@ is to notice that (Lemma[3) if ¢ € C}(R) then

DX{*(u) = 3 /R 0h(2)Cz (o) (w)d

By Fubini’s Theorem, this tmplies that
<DX1?27¢1>]L2(R) = /RDX#(U)%(U)CZU
— 5 [ ([ ercm iz au
= =5 [ Bz,
R

(Recall that ¥} (2) = [p ¢1(w)C:(u)du.) Together with Lemmalll (and standard integration by parts),
this implies Lemmal@. It also implies that

E H<DXZ§27¢1>L2(R)H < BE |:W}1’ * ‘¢é’(t2/3Z) '
Lemma 7 Let gg(x) := Var [h1(2)] and Fg(x) :=P[Z < z|. Then gg is differentiable and

gs(a) = 5% (2Fp(z) — 1) .
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Proof Lemma [7] Take u = z — 2 and use shift invariance of Brownian motion together with
space stationarity of the Airys process to have that

bi(z) —bho(z) "= max {bo(2) — A2(2) — (2 — 2)*} — ho(x)

= Tgé({(f)o(u—l-x)—bo(x)) —Ag(u+az)—u2}

dist.
55 max {ho(u) — Az(u) — u*}
u€eR
dist.
= 51(0).
Notice that this distributional equality holds for all > 0 and x € R fixed, although (23] holds

only for 82 = 2. Write by () = (b1 (x) — bo(x)) + ho(=), and use that b (z) — bo() "= b1(0) (and

that E [ho(z)] = 0), to show that

gs(x) = Var [bi(z)]
= Var [h1(x) — bo(z)] + Var [ho(x)] + 2Cov [ho(z), h1(x) — ho(z)]
= Var [h1(0)
= Var [51(0)] — 52| + 2E [ho(x)h1(2)] -

At a first glance, it seems that we may have a problem with the derivative at zero because of the
modulus function. However, the covariance between ho(z) and hi(x), together with the symmetry
of Z, is going to compensate that. Notice that (recall the definition (£3)) of ()

bofa) = [ CoOubds = AW(G).
R
Hence, by (4.2)) we get that,

E [b1(2)bo(x)] = BE [(D(b1(2)), ()12 -

For y € R denote y; := max{0,y} and y_ := min{0,y}. By Lemma [Il and Lemma [, for > 0 we
have

E [(D(51(2)), C)r2mw)] = BE [¢F (z + 2)] ,
where ¢ (y) = [ ¢2(2)dz = min{z,y4 }, while for # < 0 we have

E [(D(h1(2)), C)r2mw)] = BE [¢7 (z + 2)] ,

where ¢ (y) = [ (o(2)dz = —max{z,y_} (recall that [ = —fyo for y < 0). Since ¥ (y) =
g (y) =0 for all y € R, we can write

gs(z) = Var [1(0)] — 5%|z| + 26°E(x) (4.10)
where

_J Eff@+2)] ifz>0,
E(x)—{ S+ 2)] ifx<O.
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For z > 0 we get that

0 if 7 < —ux,
Yi(@w+2)={ a+2 ifZe(~x,0],
x if Z>0.

Thus,
E(z) =E W:(m + Z)] =K [Z]l{ze(_x,o]}] + 2P [Z > —2a]

and if 0 < z < y then
E(y) — E(x) =E [(y + 2)1{ze(—y,—aly) + (y — 2)P[Z > —2] .
For Z € (—y, —z] we have that 0 <y + Z < y — 2z and hence
0 <E[(y+2)ge(y ] < (y— 2)P[Z € (~y,—al] .
By Lemmalll P[Z = zp] = 0 for all 2y € R and ([@.II)) implies that for all = > 0
E'(x)=P[Z > —z|=P[Z < a],
where we also use symmetry of Z in the last equality. Hence, by (€I0),
gs(x) = —B%+28%*P[Z < 2] = B* (2Fs(z) — 1) , for x> 0.
For x < 0 we have that
{ —z if Z<0,
Yo(x+2)= —(x+2) ifZe(0,—x],
0 itZ>—x.

Thus,
E(z) =E [¢; (x+ 2)] = —aP[Z < —2] = E [Z1{z¢(0,—a)}] >

and if x <y < 0 then
E(y) = E(@) =E[(y+ 2)lize—y—up] — y — 2)P[Z < —a] .
By using Lemma [Il again, and (4I2]), we can deduce that for all z < 0
E'(z)=-PlZ< —2]=P[Z<2z]-1,
and by (ZI0]),
gp(z) = B2 +26%(P[Z <] —1)=pB*(2Fs(z) — 1), for z < 0.
Now we consider z = 0. By (£I1)), if z > 0 then (take x = 0 and z = y)

gs(2) —gp(0) = —B*2+2B° (E(z) — E(0))
= —f224283% (E [(z + Z)H{ZE(—Z,O]}] + 2P [Z > 0])
= 252E [(Z + Z)]l{ZE(—z,O}}] .
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By (@I12), if z < 0 then (take z = z and y = 0)
95(2) = gs(0) = B2+ 257 (E(2) — E(0))
= B°2—2B%(E[Z1zc0,-y) + 2P[Z < —2])
= B*°2(1-2P[Z < —z]) — 2B°E [Z1(z¢(0.-213) -
Thus, by Lemma [1]
3 lim 92 =950 _ 5 _ g2 (2F3(0) — 1) .

z—0 z

Proof of Theorem [l By integration by parts ([£2) we have ([27) and, together with Lemma [
this implies the theorem.
g

Proof of Theorem It follows directly from Lemma [7] and the covariance can be computed
using Theorem [II
O

5 Stein’s method basics

To contextualize the main idea we start by a brief discussion of the classical Stein’s method for
normal approximations. Define the functional operator A, acting on differentiable functions, by

Nf(z) = f(z) —xf(x).

Recall that X ~ N(0,0%) if X has the normal distribution with zero mean and variance 0. The
next result is called “Stein’s lemma” [40]:

o If X ~ N(0,0%) then E [N f(X)] = 0 for all absolute continuous f with E[f’(X)] < cc. In
particular (integration by parts formula),

E[Xf(X)]=0E[f'(X)] .
e If for some random variable X, E [N f(X)] = 0 for all absolute continuous f with bounded
derivative then X ~ N(0,0?).

Motivated by Stein’s lemma, one can think that if E [N f(X)] is close to zero, then Px should be
close to N(0,02).

Turning back to our context, the point is not a normal approximation but asymptotic inde-
pendence. In this direction, the following two claims can be seen as a two-dimensional version of
Stein’s lemma, and besides the characterisation of the distribution of X, it includes independence
between the components of a random vector (X, X2). As far as the author’s knowledge goes, it has
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never appeared in the mathematical literature before, and we give a brief explanation as follows.
Let o > 0 and define the functional operator N, acting on differentiable functions f : R? — R, by

Nf(xy,z0) = 020y, f(21,22) — x1f (21, 29) . (5.1)
o If X1 ~ N(0,0?) is independent of X5 then
ENf(X1,X2)] =0,
for all differentiable f with E [0, f(X1,X2)] < co. In particular,

E [X1f(X1,X2)] = 0°E [0, f(X1, X2)] -

e If for some random vector (X7, X5), with E[|X1|] < oo, we have that E [N f (X1, X3)] =0 for
all differentiable f with [|0,, f|i.0or2) < 00 then X1 ~ N(0,0?) and X is independent of X5.

The first claim follows easily using Fubini’s theorem together with (one dimensional) Stein’s lemma.
For the second claim consider the characteristic function ¢x, x, of (X, X2). Since E[|X;]|] < oo
we have

MYx, x, (A1, A2) = K [Xwi(Ale“QXQ)]
) [amlei()\lX1+)\2X2):|
= Moy, x, (M, M),
where we use in the second equality that E [N f(X1, X3)] = 0 for f(z1,22) = cos (A1x1 + Aox) and
for f(z1,22) = sin (M1 + Agxg). Since ¥x, x,(0, A2) = 1x,(A2) we must have that

02
Ux, xo (A1, A2) = €7 7’\%%(2 (A2),

which implies independence between X; and Xo.
Now, to bound the difference between the joint law 0 = Px, x, and n = Px, ® Px,, we follow
Stein’s idea and look at a suitable solution of the partial differential equation

Nf(:El,l‘Q) = l(:El,l‘Q) —E [Z(Xl,iﬂg)] s (5.2)

where [ : R> — R is a continuously differentiable real valued function with bounded partial deriva-
tives. By Fubini’s theorem,

/WE“(Xw)] df = /R( /R l(whwz)dPXl(:cl)) @Bxy(e2) = | ldn.

Thus, if f; denotes a solution of (B.2)), then

E N fi(X1, Xa)] = /R N i, 22)d0 = /R 16— [ 1. (5.3)

R2

The proof of the next lemma follows the well known proof for the one-dimensional case, and
the only novelty is the upper bound for the partial derivative with respect to the second variable.
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Lemma 8 Letl:R? — R be a continuously differentiable real valued function with bounded partial
derivatives, X1 ~ N(0,0?) and define

filzy,z0) = —% /01 #\/Tt)E[Xll (\/le + \/EXl,m) }dt

Then f; is a continuously differentiable real valued function such that:
o || fillLoo 2y < [0z UlLoo (r2) ;
o 1102, fillioe(re) < 24/2 0190, Ul e :

o (00, filloe w2y < 51/ 100l (r2)

Furthermore, f is the unique bounded solution of (5.2).

Proof of Lemma [§ Differentiating f; and carrying the derivative inside the integral and expec-
tation can be justified using dominated convergence, and hence f; is a continuously differentiable
function. In addition,

1t —

Fix z7 and x5 and consider the function f(z) =1 (\/fxl + V1 —tx, 33‘2). Then
E|:X1l <\/¥3§‘1 —l—\/l—tXl,l‘Q)] = E[le(Xl)}
- U2E[f/(xl)]
= o%/I_IE [&Ell (x/ixl VI tXl,:Eg) ] ,

where we use Stein’s lemma for the second equality, which leads to

filz1,22) = — /01 Z%/EE[&“Z (\/le + \/ﬁXl,xg) }dt. (5.5)

Therefore,

020, fi(wr, 22) — m1 filwy, 20) = /OlE [( ) O, 1 (\fﬂil + \/—X1,HJ2>]

2\/1T 2Vt
— 1 [—l \fa:1+\/1TX1,l’2>]

0

= E [/0 —I (\/_:171 —I—\/lTXl,:Eg) dt]
= l(xy,x2) —E[Z(X1,$2)] )

which shows that f; solves (5.2]).
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Next we are going to use that

[

LS| L | ! 1
= dt =1 and —dt = —.
/0 2Vt Jo 2V1—t 0 2\/t(1—1t) 2

By (&.5),
1 filloeg2) < 9o lloe(g2) / Tt = 10Tl

and by (5.4,

E[|X4]] /1 1 1\/5
- oo ————dt = —/ — |0z, |5
2 102, 1| 1.0 (m2) Wi . 7TH Ul (m2)

(recall that E[|X;]] = ov27r~!). Now,

10, fillLoo (r2) <

1t 1
8x2fl(331,332) = _ﬁ/o Nﬁﬂz [X15m2l (\/Eil?l +v1- tX1,332> }dt

and hence

E [IX I 1

1
Oz |10 /7dt
105|100 (m2) ) 2D
- \f vl e
- ;\/;|am2zum2>.

1

0z, <e_2o2 o’ (fl(xl,xg) — f(a:l,xg))) =0,

IN

([0, fillLoo (r2)

If f is any other solution then

2
and thus f(:z:l, x9) = fi(x1,x2) + c(x2)e2 712 which is bounded iff ¢(z2) = 0.
Lemma 9 Let 6; = ng’l x%2 and Ny = ng’l ® IP’Xf,Q. Then

1 m b2
Wass (1, 0r) < M\/;EH<DX15 a¢1>L2(R)H :
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Proof Lemma By (@) and (£2), if f is a continuously differentiable real valued function
with bounded partial derivatives then E [W((;Sl) f (Xg5 ', Xf 2)} is given by

B[00, F(X$, XP)UDXP 6)1am| + B [0aaf (X§0, XN DX, 01)12my|
Recall that X§' = BW(¢1) ~ N(0,0%), with 02 = 8%[[¢1 |, and that DXG'(2) = Béu(2)
(Lemma B). Thus, E [W(gbl) f(Xg’l,Xf?)] is equal to
Bl 12 E |00, F(XE, X) | + |00, F(XG XPNDXE 6101w

and hence

B X F X0 = BE [W(on £, x07)]

= %R0, J(X§", X*)| + BE |00 f (XS, XN (DX, 1) 12w |

which implies that

[B[0%0,, £(X§, X{%) = X F(XG, X0 | < Blorafllie @ B[ [ (DX 0o || (5:6)

By (&3], Lemma B and (5.6), for every continuously differentiable real valued function with
bounded partial derivatives [ : R? — R, we have that

‘/Rzldet—/Rzldm‘ = [E[WA (x5, x7)]]
= [E[ran A0 X - X RO X7

B0z, fillLoe r2) E [ ‘(DXt@’ ¢1>1L2(R)‘ }

1 T
m\/;“aleHLw(R?)E{ ‘(DXf27¢1>L2(R)H : (5.7)

The rest of the proof follows by approximating a Lipschitz function by continuously differentiable
functions with bounded partial derivatives. Indeed, given [ € Lip, and € > 0 let

le(z,y) =E [l (a: + VeNy,y + \/ENQ)] ,

where N7 and N, are independent standard normal random variables. Then [, is continuously
differentiable with bounded partial derivatives. Furthermore,

IN

IN

limn [|le = If|peo (r2) = 0 and max{[|de, lellLoe 2) » 102 lellioe ®2y} < IlleflLip < [1¢[Lip -

Recall that the Wasserstein distance (2.9)) is defined by considering the collection of all Lipschitz
functions [ such that |[|/[|Lip < 1. Thus, if [[I||Lip < 1 then [[0,lc|lL~®) < 1, and by ([B.7)

( ld@t—/ ldm‘ < ( zedet—/ zedm‘wuze—zuw(w)
R2 R2 R2 R2

1

- ] $2 B
Torle ) \szH@Xt S| | + 2l = Ul
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By letting € — 0, we get that

‘/W 1de; — /11@2 ldnt‘ < m gEH<DXf)27¢1>L2(R)H )

which concludes the proof of the lemma (using Remark [I).

Proof of Theorem It is a direct consequence of Lemma [, Lemma [l and Lemma [0
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