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Abstract

On a closed Riemannian manifold, we construct a family of intrinsic Gaussian noises indexed by a
regularity parameter o > 0 to study the well-posedness of the Parabolic Anderson model. We show
that with rough initial conditions, the equation is well-posed assuming non-positive curvature with
a condition on « similar to that of Riesz kernel-correlated noise in Euclidean space. The argument
was made in direct mode, showing that it is possible to bypass Fourier analysis, which was used in
all previous work with rough initial conditions. Non-positive curvature was used to overcome a new
difficulty introduced by non-uniqueness of geodesics in this setting, which required exploration of
global geometry. The well-posedness argument also produces exponentially growing in time upper
bounds for the moments. Using the good structure of our noise, we obtain new exponentially growing
in time second moment lower bounds for our solutions with bounded initial condition.
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1 Introduction

Let M be a d-dimensional compact Riemannian manifold. We consider the formal Cauchy problem

{(at + L An) ult,x) = Bult,z) - W, (t,x) € Ry x M, )

u(0,) = p,
where 8 > 0 is a constant, Ay, = —div(grad) is the Laplace-Beltrami operator (we follow the geome-

ter convention with the negative sign), and u is a finite measure on M. We say that a random field
{u(t, ) }(t,0)er, x s is @ mild solution if it satisfies

u(t,z) = /M Py(z,y)pu(dy) + B/O /M Pis(z,y)u(s,y)W(dy,ds) = Jo(t,z) + BI(t, x) (2)

where P;(x,y) is the heat kernel on M and Jo(t,x) := [, P:(x,y)p(dy) is the homogeneous solution to
the heat equation. The second integral I(¢,x) is to be understood in the sense of It6-Walsh [Wal86].

The It6-Walsh solution theory for has been successful for many purposes of study. However, the white
noise becomes too singular to apply the Walsh theory when space dimension is greater than 1; and solu-
tions have been constructed in the Stratonovich sense via renormalization techniques (see [HL15; [HL18|



for spatial white noise on Euclidean spaces for d = 2,3, and [BDM22; HS23; [SZZ24| for closed manifolds
with spatial white noise for d = 2,3). Finer properties have been difficult to study in these scenarios
due to the complex regularity structures associated to the system (exceptions being [GY23; KPZ21]). In
addition, renormalized Stratonovich solutions have not been defined for rough initial conditions.

In dimension d = 1, the Walsh theory gives a solution to with W being space-time white noise. This
allowed for much of the progress in the study of the KPZ equation, formally written as

1
O+ 5 Darh = BIVR] +W,

since u = e’ solves [BG97]. The KPZ equation is the namesake of the KPZ universality class, in
which many physically interesting models such as polymers [ACQ10; DGL23| and interface growth [Corl6;
MQR21] are known or conjectured to belong to. One of the surprising results in this subject is that
remembers its initial condition in surprising ways. For instance, on R the one point statistics of the
solutions differ if one has a uniform vs Dirac delta initial condition [Corl6]. In all of the works involving
the Dirac delta initial condition, the Brownian bridge made an appearance, a phenomenon which is now
known to occur for all measure-valued initial condition problems|BCM22; |(CH19; |(CK19|. Exploration of
these properties in one and higher dimensions is still ongoing.

In Euclidean space R?, |Dal99] extended the Walsh theory assuming bounded initial condition to d > 2
and noise white in time and colored in space with homogeneous covariance G(x,z’) = G(z — 2’). Here,

the condition R

G(d

/ ( §)2 < +o00, (3)
Rt 14 [¢]

was given for such noise, where G is the Fourier transform of G. Condition is usually referred as
the Dalang’s condition in the literature and understood as a regularity requirement on W. The result
in |[Dal99] was extended to measure-valued initial conditions in [CK19]. In this setting, many interesting
properties such as fluctuations [CSZ17; [DG22; |GHL23; [KN24; [Tao24], spacial ergodicity|Che+21], and
intermittency |[CH19; |[CK19] were established. While all of these results are interesting, the fact that
well-posedness heavily relied on Fourier analysis (especially for measure-valued initial conditions) makes
it difficult to study analogous problems on non-Euclidean spaces for noises with singularity. One notable
extension for bounded initial conditions is [Bau+23|, which showed that Dalang’s condition can be af-
fected by Sub-Riemannian degeneracy. However, this work also relied heavily on the good structure of
the (group) Fourier transform on Sub-Riemannian Heisenberg groups. [COV23| worked on T¢, which
showed that a type of Dalang’s condition holds even for measure-valued initial conditions. It should be
noted that despite T¢ being a nice subset of Euclidean space, the presence of the Brownian bridge made
it impossible to simply copy the argument from R¢, but the geometric significance of this was hidden by
Fourier analysis.

The exponential growth of moments in time has been linked to the study of intermittency, which is the
presence of high peaks in the graph of the solution [BC95; |(CM94; Khol4; [Mol91|. For d = 1 space-time
white noise, [BC14] gave a formula for the second moment starting from the Dirac delta initial con-
dition using discrete approximations, which was re-proven in |[Chel3; [CD13] using stochastic analysis,
as a special case of a general result for measure-valued initial conditions. [Chel3; |[CD13] also proved
exponentially growing p—th moment upper bounds, which were extended to d > 2 in [CK19] with noise
white in time and homogeneoly colored in space assuming . On compact manifolds, [TV02] showed an
exponentially growing in time almost sure upper bound hold for nice noise and uniform initial condition,
which hints that intermittency is a local property. In [Bau+23|, second moment upper and lower bounds
were proven for bounded initial conditions on the sub-Riemannian Heisenberg group. For measure-valued
initial conditions, p—th moment upper bounds and second moment lower bounds were shown in bounded
domains in Euclidean space [CCL23| and the Torus T¢ [COV23], following the ideas of [Chel3}; |CD13].
Both heavily relied on the well-established Fourier theory of these spaces.

The contribution of this article is twofold. First, we introduced a family of colored noise in compact
manifolds that allows us to study the PAM in the It6-Walsh setting. We show that, under Dalang’s
condition, the PAM admits a unique L?-solution even with rough initial data (a finite measure on the
manifold). In addition, the compactness of the manifold forces the second moment of the solution to
explode exponentially in time. Second, we proved all the aforementioned results in direct mode without



resorting to Fourier analysis tools. This approach is quite general, allowing it to be extended to study the
PAM with rough initial data in other complex spaces, such as fractals. A central aspect of the work is
the role of the Brownian bridge. Denote by p; (s, z) the density of the Brownian bridge that starts at =
and reaches y at time ¢t. Our analysis requires a good understanding of how the measure is concentrated
for all time ¢t and 0 < s < t and for all z,y. In particular on a compact Riemannian manifold M, when x
and y are in the cut-locus of each other, the global geometry of the manifold enters the play and imposes
the main difficulty for the analysis. To our best knowledge, this is the first instance of global geometry
appearing in the study of well-posedness for a linear differential equation of this type. In order to tackle
this difficulty, we assume throughout our discussion that the sectional curvature of M is non-positive.
This curvature condition ensures that there are only finitely many distance minimizing geodesics between
any two points, which simplifies the analysis.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2, following [COV23|, we construct a family
of colored noises on M which are smoother than the white noise. In sections 3 and 4, we establish a
Dalang’s condition for compact manifolds with non-positive sectional curvature similar to that found
in [COV23|, and prove that similar upper and lower bounds for the moments hold. Along the way,
we identify the specific geometric difficulty hinted at by [COV23|: the fact that on compact manifolds,
distance minimizing geodesics may not be unique. Informally, the Brownian Bridge in short time sees the
number of minimizing geodesics (see [Hsu90] for a large deviation characterization of this statement), and
the fact that they are finite for non-positively curved manifolds allows us to obtain Euclidean-like results.
The execution of this intuition is laid out in section 3.2, and it requires precise use of the geometry and
topology of negatively curved spaces. The exploration of this problem in other geometric settings will be
left for future projects, for which we believe that the structure of geodesics will still play a major role.
Finally in section 5, we use the structure of our noise to product a lower bound which grows exponentially
in time, which strengthens the belief that the solution is intermittent on all compact manifolds.

We list here some conventions and notations we employ in the rest of the paper.

e We follow convention and use C7,Cs,C3 and c1, ¢y etc. to denote generic constants that are inde-
pendent of quantities of interest. We will also use C)y; to denote a constant depending on M. The
exact values of these constants may change from line to line.

e For x € M and r > 0, B(x,r) will denote the geodesic ball of radius r centered at x.
e Bga(r) will be a ball of radius 7 > 0 in R%.
e mg = [,, dz will be the volume of the manifold.

e i3 > 0 will be the injectivity radius of M. We will also fix a constant § = iy /8.

2 Colored Noise on Compact Riemannian Manifolds

In this section, we construct an intrinsic family of Gaussian noises on M that we call colored noise on
manifold. As one will see below, these noises are smoother than the white noise and allows the study of
in the Ito sense.

Denote by 0 = Ag < A1 < Ay < ... the eigenvalues of Ay; and by ¢g, @1, P2, ... an orthonormal sequence
of corresponding eigenfunctions. Thus Ar¢, = An¢,, and fM ¢ipjdm = 6;;. For any p € L*(M), there
is a unique decomposition

o) = andn(x). (4)
n>0
In particular, ag = my /2 [3; dm where mg = m(M) is the volume of M.

We introduce a family of spatial Gaussian noises W on M with parameters o, p > 0 as follows. Let
(Q, F,P) be a complete probability space such that for any ¢ and 1) on M both W (¢) and W (¢) are
centered Gaussian random variables with covariance given by

W (5) W (9) = (9 ¥hap i= paot + 3 22 5)

n#0 "

where a,,’s and b,,’s are the coefficients of ¢ and v in decomposition , respectively. For p > 0, let H**
be the completion of L?(M) under (-, )4, ,. It is clear that (Q, H*”,P) gives an abstract Wiener space.



Remark 1. When p = 0, some special care is needed in order to identify a suitable Hilbert space H*O.
Let L3(M) be the space of L*(M) functions on M such that ag = 0. Denote by HS the completion of
L% under (-,")a,p. One could have set H*® = HG. However, when solving SPDEs on compact manifolds,
it is desirable to consider Wiener integrals W () where ¢ is a function on the manifold such that ag =

L fM p(x)dx # 0, where mg is the volume of M. For this purpose, consider Hf + R = {p+c: ¢ €

mo

H§,and ¢ € R}. We can identify HS + R with HS through the equivalence relation ~, in which ¢ ~ 1 if
@ — 1 is a constant. Finally, we set

HOY = (HG +R)/ ~ .
Throughout the rest of our discussion, we will also adopt the short-hand H® for H*°.

Remark 2. It is clear from that L>(M) C H*P C HP* for 0 < a < 3. Moreover, the colored noise
includes the white noise on M if we pick p =1 and o = 0.

The covariance structure (-,-)q,, admits a kernel. Indeed, let p(z,y) be the heat kernel on M and set

for a;, p > 0,

1 [ 1
Go(z,y) = )/O ot (Pt(ﬂ:,y) - mo) dt, and G, ,(z,y):= mio +Galz,y). (6)

)

It is easy to see that one has
() = | 0@)Gapla )bl d)m(dy).

Remark 3. By the definition of Gy one has [,, Go(x,y)m(dy) = 0. Hence G is not non-negative.
However, it can be shown that G,, is bounded below on M (see ([COV23] for example). We therefore can
always pick a large enough p so that the spatial covariance function Ga,, is non-negative.

The following proposition gives the regularity of G, (hence G, , as well) on diagonal.

Proposition 4. For any o > 0, we have

Ca, a>d/2
|Ga(@,y)| < § Call +log™ d(x,y)), a=d/2
Cod(z,y)?*1, a<d/2.

Where log™ (z) = max(z, —log z) and d(x,y) is the Riemannian distance on M.
Proof. See [Bro83|. O

To close the discussion in this section, we define the noise on R}y x M that is white in time and colored
in space.

Definition 5. Let o > 0 and consider the following Hilbert space of space-time functions,
Ha,p = LQ(R-HH(LP)' (7)
On a complete probability space (2, F,P) we define a centered Gaussian family {W,, ,(¢);¢ € L*(Ry) N

Ha,p(M)}, whose covariance is given by

E (W () Wa ()] = / ot )0t N

R+
for @, ¥ in Ha,p in the space variable. This family is called colored noise on M that is white in time.

To simplify notation, we will drop the indexes o and p and use W for W, , throughout the rest of the
paper.



3 The > operator and L,

In order to establish the existence and uniqueness of the solution to equation with measure-valued
initial condition, we follow the strategy developed in |[Chel3; |CD13]. For this purpose, we introduce:

Definition 6. Let M* be the Cartesian products of four copies of M. For h,w : Ry x M* — R, define
the operator 1> by

t
h>w(t,zg, z,zH, ') == / ds// dzdz'h(t — s, z, 2,2, 2" Yw(s, o, 2, 2, 2" ) Ga,p(2, 2').
0 MxM
Define { Ly, },,5¢ recursively by

Pt(l'o,I)Pt(xlo,Z'/), n=0
Lo Ly_1(t, 0, z,2(,2"), n>0.

L (t, xo, T, 20, 2') := { (8)

The role played by £,, can be formally explained as follows. Let Jy(t, z) be the solution of the homogeneous
heat equation starting from p, and define

Ji(t,z,2') = Jo(t,z)Jo(t,2'), g(t,x, ") := E[u(t, z)u(t,z)].
[t6 isometry then implies

¢
gt,x,2") = Ji(t,z,2) —1—62/ ds// dzdz' P_s(x,2)Pi—s (2, 2") G, p(2,2")g(s, 2, 2").
0 M2

Iterating the above relation suggests the following formal equality,

o0
gt ') = ey 3 [ oo | dzgdshdzd,
<s5p,<sp-1<--<s0<t M?2n+2

n=0 0
X Jl(sm Zn;s Z’;L) H P3k71—5k (zk—l’ Zk)PSk—l—Sk (Z]/€—17 Z;C)Goup(zlw Z;c) (9)
k=0
Writing
Tz #) = [ )Py, (2P, (25,2,
M2
we have

g(t,z, ') = Ji(t,z, ') + B // pldz)u(dz") Yy B Lot w, 2,27, 2').
M? n=0

Observe that the validity of the above computation relies on convergence of the following series,

o0

Kslt,x, z,2',2") := Zﬂznﬁn(t,x,z,x’,z'). (10)

n=0

It has been shown in [Chel3; |CD13] that the existence and uniqueness of a solution to equation as
well as moment estimates of the solution hinge on proper estimates of £,. It also has been shown in the
same papers that £, can be controlled inductively by a proper estimate of £; which will be the main
focus of the rest of this section.

We first recall the following heat kernel upper bound on a negatively curved compact Riemannian mani-
fold.

Lemma 7. Let M be compact with non-positive sectional curvature. For any m > 1, we have

d(z,y)?
2%

Py(z,y) < (2mt) "% exp (— ) + O™ AT, (11)

forallt > 0,2,y € M.



Proof. For large t, follows from the following standard estimate on compact manifolds: there exist
a > 0,C > 0 such that
sup |Py(x,y) —mgt| < Ce @, t>1.
z,yeM
The curvature condition is used for small ¢, under which there are only finite many distance minimizing
geodesics connecting any two point x,y € M. The discussion in the proof of Theorem 5.3.4 of [Hsu02]
therefore implies in short time (say 0 < ¢ < 1) we have

C _dew?
Pi(x,y) < We 2,

Combining these finishes the proof. O

Remark 8. Recall that ip; is the injectivity radius of M. It is well-known that for x,y € M with
d(z,y) <in, one has (see, e.g., [Hsu02, Theorem 5.1.1])

C _daew?
Pt(l‘,y) < td7€ 2t 0<t<l. (12)

When d(x,y) > iy, the following holds on any compact manifold M of dimension d (Theorem 5.3.4 of
Hsu02])
)i ’

C _d(e.w)?

Pt(x,y) S WG 2t 0<t<1. (13)
Clearly and imply the global bound,
C _ 0d(z,y)?
Pt(a:,y)gﬁe ., xyeM; 0<t<l, (14)

for any fized 0 € (0,1). We could have useed in the proof of Lemmal]for small t and obtain

d(z,y)?

Pi(a.y) < (27t) # exp (— -

) + O™ A1), (15)

As one will see below, 1s already sufficient for our analysis. For simplicity, we will set m = 1.

In what follows, we set

Gy(z,y) == (27t) % exp (—d(“;’ty)> +C(tA1), (16)

and

Gi_s(x,2)G4(2, y)

Graow(s:2) 1= Gi(z,y)

Applying the above lemma, we thus have

Gi—s(x0,2)Gs(z,x)
Gt (an IE)

P,_s(x0, 2)Ps(z,x) <Gi(zo,x) = G(20,2)Gt,20,2(5, 2)-

Remark 9. Throughout the paper, we denote the injectivity radius of M by ipnr. Note that for § =iy /8

one has
Hd(z,~)2a—d||Ll(M) = </ +/ ) dz'd(z,z’)2a_d
B(z,9) B(z,0)°

o m
< Cuy / |l2** Yda + —&l_ga = Ca.M- (18)
Bra(0,6)

The above estimate will be used repeatedly to bound Hd(z, -)2"’d||L1 i the sequel. The inequality in

(M)
follows by taking the integral into geodesic normal coordinates around z. The estimate is uniform in

z thanks to the compactness of M. This procedure will be performed every time when moving an integral



into normal coordinates without stating so in the rest of the paper. In particular, the computation below
will be used repeatedly later:

z,T 2 i 2
/ dZ(QWS)id/zei% - / Jr/ dz(QWS)fd/zef%
M B(z,0) B(z,8)¢

2|2 2
< CM/ (27rs)*d/ze*%dz + mO(QWS)*d/Qe*%
Rd (0 )
=cp, forall s >0. (19)
In the rest of this section, we focus on deriving a proper upper bound of £;. It will be obtained by

dividing cases according to t > ¢ and t < ¢ for a prefixed small £ > 0.

3.1 Upper bound of £, for large time (t > ¢)

The following upper bound of £; is the main result of this section. It relies on the observation that
Gt,zy(s,2) is comparable to Gs(z, z) when ¢ is large and s < t/2, which will be detailed in below.

Theorem 10. Assume % > > % and fix € > 0. Recall the definition of Gi(x,y) in and set

ki(s) := sup dzdz' Gy(x, 2)Gy(a', 2)d(2,2/)2*™ 5> 0.
z,x’ €M J M?2

We have,

Fi(s) < Canr(1+5°7),

for some positive constant Cy pr depending on o and M. Moreover, for allt > e,

‘Cl(t7x07x7x10,m/) S CLGt(an Gt an (/ kl ) (20)

where C, is a positive constant depending on € and M.

Proof. Recall that

t
Ll(t,xo,x,x’o,x’):/ ds dzdz' Py (20, 2)Ps(z, 2) Pi—s (20, 2" ) Ps (2, 2") G, p (2, 2').
0 M2

x t
Write the time integral fg = f02 + [ Lt We first consider f02 and show that for some positive constant C;
2

depending on €, M (but not on ¢, zg, z, z; and z’), one has

/2 < C1Gy(xo, z)Gi(xy, @ </ k(s ) , forall t>e. (21)
0

Then by the symmetry of s and ¢ — s in the definition of £1, a change of variables s’ = t — s gives the

same bound for ftt/27 that is
t 5
/ < C1Gi(zo, 2)Gi (24, 2") / ki(s)ds | .
t 0

2

We thus conclude, observing the positivity of ki (s), that for all t > ¢
%
L1 < 2C1Gy(x0, ) Gy(xy, x') (/ kl(s)ds>
0

t
< CLGi(wo, )Gy (zg, ") (/ k‘l(s)ds) , (22)
0
which gives the desired upper bound . To finish the proof, we need to establish and

ki(s) < Copr(1+ s%), for all s > 0. (23)



To this aim, set

t
Zl(t,xo,x,xg,x') = /2 ds/ dzdz' Pi_(x0, 2) Ps (2, 2) P_s (24, 2 ) Ps (2, 2") G, p (2, 27).
0 M2
Since 0 < s < t/2, we have for all t > ¢

Giouz2) _(2n(t— )2 55 4 C(t—s) A1
Gilzo, ) (on)-d/2e- % L Ot A1)
(nt)~2 + C

T (omt)-42e- R 4

<0 (24)

In the above R, is the diameter of M and Cj is a positive constant depending on € and M. Now applying
the heat kernel upper bound together with and Proposition [4] gives us

L) < CgC%Gt(x07m)Gt(x67x’)/2 ds// dzdz'd(z,2')** G (2,2) G (7, 2')
0 M2
< C303G (20, 2)Ge(xh, ) /2 ki(s)ds. (25)
0

This gives .
In order to show (23)), we write

Gs(z,2)Gs(2,2")

—d _d(z,a:)2 _d(z',m/)2
2s e 2s

d(z,m)2 d(z/.m/)2
2s 2s

<(2ms) +C |:(27T8)_d/26_ + (2ms) "V 2e” +C?,

and decompose [[,,. dzdz'd(z, 220G (2, 2)G (2, 2") into three parts accordingly denoted by Iy, I and
Is.
Clearly
I3 = C?(s* A 1)/ dzdz'd(z,2')?*4 < C*mocanr = Cran, forall s> 0.
M2
Here we used for the space integral.
An upper bound for I is straightforward as well:

d(z,z 2
I, <2C sup dzdz'd(z, 2')?* 4 (2rs) "V 2™ =
xeM JJ M2
d(z,z)2
<2Ccqn sup | dz(2ms)”Y2e "3
zeM J M

<L2Ccq,mcnm = Coja,m, for all s > 0.

In the above, we used for the second inequality and for the third.
Finally, we estimate I;. Let U; = B(z,d) and Uy = B(2/,4), we further decompose the space integral

into 4 parts:
d(z z) d(z' ,z')?
// (27s)~ e” 2 d(z,2)? dzdy
M

//U;]z //UCXUz //leUc //wc 8) + Ja(s) + J3(s) + Ja(s). (26)

Since d(z, z),d(z, z") > § when z and 2’ are outside the corresponding balls, J4(s) can be trivially bounded
from above as follows,

2 2\ 2
// dzdz 27rs) Se~ gs) d(z,2')*4 < ((27‘(‘8) 2e” g) MoCo, M - (27)
(‘><UC



Here, we have used for the last inequality.
Utilizing d(z, z) > J, together with and 7 we also have
Ja(s) < (27‘(’8)7%67%/ (27‘(’3)7%6
Uz

(z i )2 2
: | d( dz' < (2ms) "% e T earca . (28)

(- 2a7d||L1(M)

It is clear that J3(s) can be treated similarly.

The estimate for Ji(s) take more effort and is obtained differently according to d(z,z’) > 5ias/16 or
d(xz,x") < bip/16.
When d(z,z") > 5ip /16, one has
/ M /
d(z,z)>1—6 for z € Uy, 2" € Us, (29)

which, together with , implies

// dzde! (2ms) e " o M <iM>2ad <2 (iM>2ad (30)
2dz' (27s 25 e 25 — <c — .
Uy xUs 16 M\ 16

On the other hand, when d(x,2') < 55,/16 and z € Uy, 2’ € Us, one has

'€ B(«/,6 d(x,2') < d(w,2') +d(a',2) < ==+ == = == < o~
= (x’ ) E (.’ﬂ,Z)_ (QC,I')+ (lL’,Z)_ 16 + 8 16 < 2

That is,
B(2',8) C B(z,in/2).

Therefore

< // dzdz' (2ms) " %e™ gt - g d(z,2')*=4, (31)
B(z,in /2)XB(z,in/2)

We will compute the right-hand side of in local coordinates. Choose a normal coordinates z =
(21,...,24) around = = (0,...,0). For any z,2’ € B(x,ip/2), denote by

1/2
|z—z’|:((zl—z£)2+---—|—(zd—zé)2)/ ,

so that d(z,2) = |z — z|. First note that M being compact gives a uniform bound on the volume
form in . Moreover, non-positive curvature implies d(z,2’) > |z — 2'|,d(z,2’) > |z — 2z/|. Indeed,
for y,y' € B(x,in/2), we have d(y,z) = |y — z|,d(y',z) = |y’ —x|. Then d(y,y’) > |y —y'| follows
immediately from d(y,y")? > d(y,z)* +d(y', z)* — 2d(y, z)d(y’, ) cos(ay, ) = |y — y'|%, where Q1S the
angle made by the geodesics connecting x,y and x,y’. (A reference for this inequality is [Pet06, Chapter
6].) With all the considerations above, when estimating the right-hand side of in coordinates we can
replace all Riemannian distances by |-|, and the integral in is upper bounded (up to a multiple of a
constant depending on M) by
lz—z|? _]5'—a'|?

sup / dZdZ/(Qﬂ's)_de_Te— 5= |Z . Z/‘Za—d.
z,x’€Rd JJR2d

Standard Fourier analysis shown that the above is finite when o > (d —2)/2 and that the supremum is
achieve when 2 = z’. In particular, if we pick z = 2’ = 0, a change of variables y = 2/v/2,y’ = 2/ /%'
together with some elementary computation gives

271‘2 ‘zliwl|2 -~ _
sup // dzdz’(?ws)_de_l moe = |z — z’|2a d_ O(szaz d).
R2d

z,x’ R

Combining with , we have shown

Ji(s) < Cy (1 + SM’;(I) ) (32)

for some constant Cy > 0 depending on M

Now inserting estimates and ( into ., we obtain

L <Cu(l+ sza;d), for all s > 0.
Together with the estimates for I and I3, the proof is thus completed. O



3.2 Upper Bound for Li: t <«

We now turn our attention to the estimate of £; in small time. The main result of this section is
summarized in Theorem below. Recall the definition of G¢(x,y) and Gy 4 4(s, 2) in and
respectively, we have

_ Gis(20,2)Gs(2,7)
Gt,mo,w(sv Z) - Gt(l'(),l')

(o) nf ()

termswithonlylGaussian

C

d

< (o 05) ewf (M)

d(mo‘z)2 7d(z,m)2

+ ((%(ts))‘%e o 4 (2ms) " Te” )+C(td/\1)

= Et,rg,r(sv Z) + ft,ato,z(sa Z) +C.

In the sequel, to lighten the notation, whenever there is no confusion we will use Z(x) and Z(*’) (respec-
tively, f(*) and f(x')) for E; 4 ,(s,2) (vespectively, fi..,(s,2)) depending on the space variables being
xz,y,z or z',y’, z’. With this notation, we have

Ghoaon(8,2)Grap o (5,2') SE(HE() + f() f(+)) + C*
) FEE) )+ CUf (%) + f() + E(x) + E()]. (33)
Denote the right-hand side of by Rt zg,z,2,20 (5,2, 2'). We now state the main result of this section.

+
[1]

Theorem 11. Assume g > > d%z. Define for each s > 0,

ka(s) := sup sup // dzdz'Rt’mO’m%,x/(s,z,z')d(z,z’)%‘*d.
t>2s xo,x,x(),x’ €M JJ M?
If M has non-positive sectional curvature, then
2a—d

ka(s) < Cy(14+s7 7 ), forall s>0,

for some positive constant depending on M. In addition, for allt > 0

¢
L1(t, xo, , 20, 7") < CsGyi(w0, )Gy (20, 2") (/ k‘g(S)dS) ,
0

where C's depends on o and M.

Remark 12. The upper bound of L1 claimed in Theorem is indeed valid for all t > 0 (not only for
small t < €). From the analysis below, we expect it to be sharp for small time t. However, it happens to
match the upper bound obtained in Theorem[I{ for large time as well.

The main difficulty in proving Theorem [L1]stems from terms involving Z(x) and Z(*’) on the right-hand
side of , for which we need to carefully study the quantity in the exponential of Z(x). We have for
every triplet (z,z,y) in M x M x M,

d(z,y)?  d(z,2)*  d(zy)? 1 <st -5

t—s

2t 2s 20t —s) 2sl=s)

_ d 2
3 d@y)

d(xa 2)2 - id(zvy)2> .
Let a = s/t, so we have 0 < a < 1. The term inside the parenthesis is thus
—Fu(z,2,9) == a(l — a)d(z,y)* — (1 — a)d(y, 2)* — ad(z,z)*. (34)

On R, elementary computation shows that F,(z,z,y) = d(z,w)?, where w is the point on the line
segment connecting x and y satisfying d(x,w) = ad(z,y). One certainly should not expect such an
identity to hold on a general manifold. In order to analyze F,(z,x,y) on a manifold, we will use some
metric geometry, for which the sectional curvature of M being non-positive is a crucial condition.
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3.2.1 Preparation in geometry and topology

In this section, we recall some notions and well known facts in geometry and topology. Some auxiliary
results needed in the proof of Theorem [11] will also be established. All geodesics connecting two points
and y on M are parametrized on time interval [0, 1].

Let A be a geodesic triangle connecting points p, q,r in M. Suppose A is a triangle with the same side
lengths in R? connecting points p,q, 7. Denote by [pg] a geodesic connecting the points p,q. T € [pg| is a
comparison point of x € [pq] if d(q,x) = |§ — T|. Comparison points for other sides are defined similarly.
We say A satisfies the CAT(0) inequality if for all x,y € A and comparison points Z,7 € A,

d(z,y) < [T -7

M is a CAT(0) space if all geodesic triangles satisfy the CAT(0) inequality.

3
<

p
Figure 1: CAT(0) inequality, from [BH99, Chapter II.1, figure 1.1]

Remark 13. Note that on R? one has Fy(z,z,y) = d(z,w)?. Let A be a geodesic triangle with vertices
x,y,z in a geodesic metric space X . If the CAT(0) inequality is satisfied for A, applying it to z and w,
where w € [xy| satisfies d(x,w) = ad(z,y), we have F,(z,z,y) > d(z,w)?.

The above remark is the key observation that allows us to have a handle on F,(z,z,y). To see this, we
needs some facts about path homotopies taken from [Jos08, Appendix B].

On a manifold M, paths c¢j,co : [0,1] — M sharing the same endpoints are homotopic if there exists
H :[0,1]> — M continuous such that H(t,0) = c;(¢t) and H(t,1) = ca(t), H(s,0) = ¢1(0) = c2(0) and
H(s,1) = ¢1(1) = c2(1). Denote by ¢; ~ ¢o if ¢; and co are homotopic. It is clear that ~ gives an
equivalence relation, and a homotopy class of curves consists of all curves in the homotopy equivalence
class. Equivalence classes of homotopic paths with the same endpoints in M form a group which does
not depend on the choice of end points and is isomorphic to the group of homotopy-equivalent loops,
which is called the fundamental group denoted by 71 (M). It is well known that the fundamental group of
a manifold is countable |[Leel0, Theorem 7.21]. A space where the fundamental group is trivial is simply
connected.

For two manifolds M, M, a map 7 : M — M is a covering map if for any p € M, there exists a
neighborhood U, of p such that any connected component of W’l(Up) is mapped homeomorphically onto
U,. We say M is the universal cover of M if M is simply connected. For any manifold, a universal cover
is unique up to homeomorphism. Any path homotopy H : [0,1]> — M lifts to a corresponding path
homotopy H : [0,1]> — M |Hat02, Proposition 1.30]. A metric tensor on M induces a metric tensor on
M, where the T—preimages of geodesics in M are geodesics in M and 7 becomes a local isometry [BH99,
Chapter 1.3]. In particular, given a geodesic triangle Azyz on M where the concatenation of two sides
is homotopic to the third, there always exists a geodesic triangle AZ%Z in M which is the pre-image of
Azyz and the corresponding side lengths are the same.

The following Cartan-Hadamard Theorem is standard in differential geometry.

Theorem 14. (Cartan-Hadamard) If a manifold M of dimension d admits a metric tensor satisfying
secys < 0, the following holds for its universal cover M :

1. M is diffeomorphic to R¢ via expg, the exponential map based at any point p € M.

2. M equipped with the induced metric tensor from M is a CAT(0) space.

3. For anyp € M, exp,, : M = T,M — M is a covering map.

11



Proof. See [Jos08, Corollary 6.9.1] for statement 1, [BH99, Theorem I1.4.1] for statement 2, and |Leel8,
Theorem 12.8] for statement 3. O

Remark 15. Let d be the distance function on M and d be the distance function associated with the
induced metric on M. Because exp, is a local isometry for any p € M, we must have d(z,y) > d(z,y)
for any x,y € M and any two lifts T of x and ¥ of y.

Lemma 16. Suppose M is a Riemannian manifold with non-positive sectional curvature. Let x,y € M.
In every homotopy class of curves connecting x and y, a unique geodesic exists and minimizes length over
curves with endpoints x,y in that homotopy class.

Proof. See [Jos08 Theorem 6.9.1]. O

Lemma 17. Fiz L > 0. For x,y € M, denote by Np(x,y) the number of geodesics connecting x and y
with length bounded by L. Assume M has non-positive sectional curvature, then 0 < N (z,y) < +oo. In
addition, when M is compact, Ny (x,y) is uniformly bounded in x,y € M.

Proof. Take a lift T of z and consider B(Z,L) in M. Since M has non-positive sectional curvature
Cartan-Hadamard Theorem implies that each geodesic connecting = and y with length shorter than L
corresponds to a unique lift of y in B(Z, L). Thus the first statement in the theorem is equivalent to
bounding the number of lifts of y inside B(%, L). By the definition of the injectivity radius iy, 2ip is the
shortest length of any geodesic loop. Thus for any two lifts 7, 7’ of y we must have d(7,%’) > 2iy,. This
implies that for any chosen lift § of y, B(y,ias) has no other lifts of y in it. Thus lifts of y in B(z, L) are
isolated, hence could only be finite.
The uniform bound (in = and y) will be proved by contradiction and uses compactness of M. Suppose
sup, yenr Ni(x,y) = +oo, then there is a sequence (zy,yn) C M x M such that Np(z,,yn) T +00 as
n tends to infinity. Since M is compact, this sequence has at least one limit point which we denote by
(z,y). Without loss of generality, we assume (z,,y,) — (z,y). Pick and fix a lift T of . In what follows,
we will construct infinitely many lifts of y in a closed ball centered at T, which contradicts the fact that
all lifts of y should be 2i,; apart.
First recall that Rjs is the diameter of M. All lifts of y,, are inside a ball of radius L + Rj; centered at
Z. On the other hand, since (,,yn) — (z,y), we have d(yn,y) < iy for n > N, where N depends on
inr. We now show there are infinite many lifts of y inside B(%, L + Ras +iar). Indeed, since the covering
map is locally isometric to M, for any fixed n > N each lift of y,, must correspond to a unique lift of y
at most i), away from its corresponding lift of y,,. Moreover, since n > N, all these lifts of y lie inside
the ball B(Z, L + Ry +ip). By assumption, there are at least Ni (2, y,) number lifts of y for each n,
and Np(x,,yn) T 0o. The proof is thus completed.

O

Remark 18. Lemma is false if we do not restrict the lengths of geodesics. For example, consider
(0,0),(3,3) € T* = R?/Z? identified with [0,1) x [0,1). Then any line y = 5~x,n € N in R* produces
a geodesic connecting (0,0) to (%, %) when projected down to T2. Obuviously the lengths of these geodesic
segments go to infinity as n T +oo.

Definition 19. For any x,y € M, let T'y, = {v; }fV:(i“’) be the collection of geodesics up to length 2Ry

connecting them, and denote by Ty a (not necessarily unique) minimizing geodesic connecting them. For
each i € I'yy, the Sausage Sy, around ~y; is defined by

Sfcy := {2 € M : there exists Tz and Zy such that TZUZy ~~; } .

For a € [0,1] and § = i /8, the restricted ball around ;(a) is defined by By, (a,0) := B(vi(a),d) N SL,,
and the set outside the restricted ball in the sausage will be denoted C%, (a,6) := Si, \ B, (a,9).

Remark 20. For any fized x,y € M, since the lengths of minimizing geodesics Tz and zy are bounded
by Ras, TzUZy has length no greater than 2R ;. Lemma then implies that any z € M must be in Sj,

for somei=1,...,Ny. Thus {S;y }jvz(f’y) covers M.
Remark 21. Thanks again to Lemma[I6, each homotopy class contains a unique geodesic that minimizes
distance among all curves in that homotopy class. Therefore a point not in the cut-locus of either x or

y can only be in one sausage. This implies all sausages are measurable sets. Indeed, subtracting the
cut-locus of x and y which has measure 0, each sausage is an open set.
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Remark 22. In general, lifts of a triangle in M may not be a triangle in M. The construction of S;y
ensures that for any z € Sy, the triangle formed by Tz UZy Lly; can be lifted to a geodesic triangle ATYZ
in M with the same side lengths. Apparently, ATy Z satisfies the CAT(0) inequality since M is a CAT(0)
space by the Cartan-Hadamard theorem. This fact is crucial for our analysis of Fo(z,x,y).

Now we are able to state the main result of this section. Recall the definition of S%, and C%, in Defini-
tion

Lemma 23. Fizx,y € M. For any1<i < N(x,y), 2 € S!

Ty’

and a € (0,1) we have

Fu(z,z,y) > max d(z,7i(a))?. (35)

i:zES;y
In particular, we have F,(z,z,y) > 6% if z € C’iy(a,é) for somei=1,... N(x,y).

Proof. The second statement follows trivially from the first, it suffices to prove the first.

Suppose z € S’;y for some i = 1,..., N(z,y). By the definition of Sjcw there exist minimizing geodesics
Tz, zy such that the Tz UZy ~ ~;. For any curve « : [0,1] — M, denote by L() the length of 7. Recall
the definition of F,(z,z,y) in (34). Since L(;) > d(z,y), we have for every a € (0, 1)

Fo(z,z,y) > (1 —a)d(z, 2)* + ad(z,y)* — a(1 — a)L(v;)>. (36)

Thanks to Remark [22] we can lift the geodesic triangle Azyz onto a geodesic triangle ATy z of the same
side lengths in T, M, which is a CAT(0) space. For each a € (0,1), let w;(a) be the lift of ;(a) to
this triangle. By definition, d(z,y) = L(7;). As noted in Remark this triangle satisfies the CAT(0)
inequality. If we define F, using the universal cover distance d the same way as Fj:

Fa(za z, y) = (1 - Q)E(f, 2)2 + aa(§7 y)Q - a(]' - G)E(T7 y)27 (37)
we have the right hand side of equal to F,(Z,7,7). Hence
Fa(z> z, y) > Fa(zu f??)

On the other hand, applying the CAT(0) inequality to ATy Z and Remark along with Remark
gives us

U

FQ(ZE,@) 2 (vai(a))Q > d(zv’yi(a))Q'

The proof is now completed. O

3.2.2 Proof of Theorem [11]
Recall

t
Ll(t,xo,x,xg,x’):/ ds/ dzdz' Py_s(xo, 2) Ps(z, 2) Pi—s (20, 2" ) Ps (2, 2") G (2, 2")
0 M2

¢
:Gt(x,xo)Gt(x’Jg)/ ds/ d2d2' G py 2 (8, 2)Gi gt 2 (5, 2)Gap(2,2').
0 M2

As before, we can decompose the time integral into two parts fot = 0t/2 + ftt/z . We claim

d2d?' Gt py 2(8, 2) Gl 0 (8, 2)Gap(2,2") < ka(s) < On(1+ sy), for all s € (0,¢/2).  (38)
M2

Then by the symmetry between s and ¢ — s, and that between x, z¢ and z’, x{,, we can conclude

t L t
/ ds dzdz’Gt7zO7$(s,Z)Gt%@/(s,Z)Ga,p(z,z') < QCM/ ka(s)ds < QCM/ ko (s)ds,
0 M?2 0 0
which, together with , gives the desired bound in Theorem

In what follows we establish . Recall the decomposition in , the rest of the proof is divided into
two steps.
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Step 1: Terms not involving Z(x) or Z(x').
The statement holds trivially for C2. The terms of the form Cf can be treated similarly to Iy in the
proof of Theorem This leaves us with the term f(x)f(+’), which we compute below:

d(zg,2)2  d(zf.z")? d(z,2)2 d(z!,a’)?
e 2s

FF() =(@n(t — ) te™ ST T 4 (2ms) e 1

2g.2)? 2 2')? d(wp,z")? 2,1)2
+ (27T)_d8_%(t — 8)_% <e_d;(tgs)) e~ L ;s/) +e” 2(?—5) e—d( 2s> ) . (39)

The second term in the above is the same as I1(s) in the proof of Theorem and thus upper bounded
by CM( ‘4 1). In addition, since we assumed s < t/2 (or, equivalently, ¢t > 2s) together with the
fact that 2a —d < 0, so does the first when taking the supremum over ¢t > 2s.

Finally, we estimate the third term in . It suffices to show

d(z,2)? 2 a’)? a—
sup sup // dzd? (2m) %5~ 5 (t — s)"Te” EON d(z,2/)?74 < C’M(S2 R 1).  (40)
M2

t>2s xo,x' €M

d(xzqg,z)
For this purpose observe that for s € [0,t/2), we have % < t — s, which implies (¢ — s)_%e_ 20 <
(t/2)"%e —“2* | Hence
_ d(zg,2)? (' ,2")?
// dzdZ' (2m)~%s _i(t—s)_ge EOEP d(z, 2')*—d
-4 — _d _dGlah)? N2a—d
dz (t/2) dzs o= 5 d(z,2")
/g 7‘“2““2 n2a—d
< Cy sup dz's72e” " 2 d(z,2) . (41)
z€M M

Here we have used Remark |§| for the second inequality. For the spatial integral in , we apply the

decomposition for § = ips/8,
/=] +f . (42)
M B(z’,6)UB(z,6) M\[B(z',6)UB(z,6)]

2

For the second integral above, since 2z’ ¢ B(x',8) U B(z,8), the integrand is bounded by §2¢~9s~%¢~ 5 |
and so does the integral thank to the fact that M is compact.

For the first integral, we divide by cases according to d(z’,z) > E’f—GM and d(2/,2) < 5{%.

Case 1: d(z',z) > 2. In this case, B(z',8) N B(z,6) = (). Hence

2 € B(x',0) = d(z,2/)%* % < (ip/16)%079,

while
d(z’,2")? (ing/16)2

2 €B(z2,0) = e 2= <e =

By Remark [0} we have

d(zlyml)z

/ dZs 2e” "% d(z, 2')*~4
B(2/,5)UB(2,5)

d(z',z')>? _dz".2")?
S/ dzls—%e— 5 d 2a d +/ % T d(Z, Z/)2a—d
B(z,6) B(z' 6)
a _ (im/16)? <z r/>2
S/ d2187567 1\42S d 2a d+/ dZS f — ( /16)2a d
B(z,6) B(z',5)

d (7M/16)2

<C,s %e” + Carling/16)2074, (43)

Case 2: d(z',z) < 2. We have for 2’ € B(2/,6) U B(z,6),

Tipg M
WA < T <
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which implies B(z’,8) U B(z,8) C B(2/, 4). We then apply

Losomn =)
B(z',6)UB(z,8) B(a’, 00

and take normal coordinates at z’ = 0, changing all distance functions to Euclidean distances following
the same considerations as used in treating Ji(s) in the proof of Theorem We then obtain

_d _& 200—d
/ dZ'sTzeT m |z — 2
BRd(OvlTM)
_d _& 2a—d
< | disTze m |z — 2
R4

2 e .
g/ dz’s*%e*T|z'\2 d:O(SQZd), (44)
Rd

where the last equality is obtained by a change of variable w = 2’ //s.
Putting together the considerations from to , we conclude
2 a’)? 2 Giag/; )2 2a-d
dy' s 8 e~ 255 d(z,2/)?74 < CM,(;S_%[e_% +e = J+14s2 .
M
It is clear that the right-hand side of is independent of the choice of 2’ and upper bounded by
C'M(s2 T ) for a proper choice of Cp; > 0. The proof of is thus completed.

(45)

Step 2. Terms involving Z(x) and Z(+').
First recall that Ry is the radius of M. For zg,x € M, set n = Nag,, (2o, x) the number of geodesics
connecting z¢ and x with length no longer than 2Ry, and denote by I'y,, = {7; };—, the collection of

such geodesics. For each 1 < ¢ < n, S;Om, Bi .(s/t,6), and CL .(s/t,6) are introduced in Deﬁnition

To lighten the notation, we will use S% Bi(s) and C%(s) when there is no confusion. For z{,z’ € M,
Loror = {m; }j . Si o By 7, o (8/t,0), and C’iéx/(s/t,é) (as well as Si’, Bi(s) and C9(s)’) are defined
analogously. Note that both n and m are uniformly bounded above thanks to Lemma We finally
emphasize that since we assume s € (0,¢/2) in one has =% > 1 which will be used repeatedly below.

By symmetry of the roles between zo,z and z(,z’, we need only bound three types of integrals listed
below:

) J[ a2 dzd2'E(x)d(z, 2)2,

(i) [fyg dzd2'S(x) f(')d(z, 2')2=4,

(i) [y dzdz’E(*)E(*')d(Z ypad.
For integral (i), by (18) we have

// dzdz'Z(%)d(z, 2')** 4
M2
t—s)\ ? Fyu(z,m0,7)
- —L's/t\2, Lo, T —
:// dzdz' (2%8( 8)> exp % d(z, 2')*—d
M2 t 2@
s(t—s) % —Fy (2, 20, )
<Com | dz|2r—= expy ———+——=
’ M t 2@
< (t—s)\ " * Fuju(2, 20, 7)
S\t — S —Ls/t 2,20, T
1= t

Thanks to Lemma [23| and , for each 1 < < n, the space integral in the summation above is further

bounded by
g\ 2 _ _ 2
/ dz(ﬁ“ 8>> exp{ —HEEOL
i t 2@
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Since the above bound is uniform in x, zo, ', z( and ¢ > s, we conclude that for all s > 0,

sup  sup / dzd2'ZE(%)d(z, 2')?*~1 < Cyy. (46)
t>2s xo,x,x),x’ €M JJ M?
For integral (ii), since s € (0,t/2) we have

d(mo,z)2

(2n(t — s)) " fe 29 < (mt)"%e

_d(wg.2)?
2t

Recalling the defintion of f(*) in (33), integral (ii) is bounded above by

d(z’,z")2 d(xz}),z")?
ihdw%ﬂﬂkwgﬂd‘zs t(mt) e wr | d(z, )2 (47)
M2
An estimate of the Gaussian term without s is straightforward, and can be obtained as follows,

d(zl,=")?
// dZdZIE(*)(’]Tt)_%e_ 02,, d(z7z/)2a—d
M2

((L'/,Z/)Z
:/ dz’(wt)_%e_d 5 / dzE(x)d(z,2')?* 1
M M
(@h.2 n
S/ dz’(wt)_%e_ 2t (Z
M ;

<Cum zsllelg)/[ { <§; /) dzZ(x)d(z, z’)QQd} .

Here we have used for the last step. To proceed, we apply lemma 23| to Z(*) and estimate in in
order to obtain for each 1 <i < n,

/s dzE(x)d(z,2')%* 71 < /s dz (27T8(tt_ s) > - exp {W} d(z, 2y

t
< / dz(ms)™
M
< Cur(1+ 5779,

4 d(z,4(s/1)2
2 e 2s

d(Z, Z/)Zafd

We thus have,

_d(z(,2)?2 2a—d

sup  sup // dzd2/E(x)(mt) " Fe~ o d(z,2/)2 0 < Op(1+s 7). (48)
M2

t>2s xo,x,x),x' €M

For the Gaussian term with s in , Remark [20] gives us

— _d _d(zlal)? N2a—d
dzdz'E(x)(2ms)"2e” " 25 d(z,2)
M

n Z/“,E/Q
( / )dz </ +/ >d2’5<*><2m>%‘e‘“ 5 d(z,2)
i=1 g B(z',0) B(x',6)°
_d(z/ 1')2

Z// —l—Z// dzd2'E(x)(2ms) " %e " 2 d(z, 2/)2* 7
i—1 ix B(z',8) ix B(x’,8)¢

i=1

IN

Using Lemma [23] for Z(x), it is clear that one can treat the integrals in the second summation similarly

to Ja(s) in the proof of Theorem which leads to an upper bound by CMs’d/ze’g. For the first
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summation, applying again Lemma [23[to Z(x) gives

2! ! 2
// Z(x)(27ms) Te” ez d(z,2')**4dzdz
SixB(a',5)

// // Z(x) (2ms) " Fe HE L (2, /)20 ddzd
Bi(s)x B(x',5) Ci(s)x B(z',5)

(z3i(s/ »? ='a")?
<// (ms)~de™ AR T d(z,2")** 4dzdy
B(7i(s/8),6) % B(a".0)

2 Ay
+ // (ws) " %e" 3 e" g d(z, 22" dzdz’. (49)
M x B(z',8)

Note that have chosen 6 = i,,/8, the first integral (and second, respectively) on the right-hand side
of can be treated in the same as Ji(s) (and Ja(s), respectively) in the proof of Theorem We
therefore conclude that

_ L4 _dlal? Noa—d g 1 20-d
E(x)(27s) " 2e 2 d(z,2") dzdz < Cpy(l+s 2 ).
SixB(z',8)
Hence
d(al,2")? P
sup sup / dzdz'=(x)(2ms)~ Sem % d(z,2')**=4 < Cpr(1 + P d). (50)
t>2s xo,x,x),x' €M JJ M?

Collecting and , we have

sup  sup / dzd2'Z(%) f(¥")d(z, 2')?*™ 1 < Cp (1 + 82072{1). (51)
M2

t>2s xo,x,x),x' €M
Finally, for integral (iii), Remark 20| implies

n m n
5 _ N
//MxM ;Z//sw ZZ//’S)XBJ(S //Bi(s)xcj(s)/ Ci(s)x Bi(s)’ Ci(s)xCi(s)

For each summand, we first apply lemma[23|to Z(*) and Z(«’), then each term can be estimated similarly
to Ji(s), J2(s), J3(s) and Jy(s) in proof of Theorem We thus have

sup sup // dzdz' Z(x)Z(x)d(z, 2/)?*¢ < Cpr (1 + s%) (52)
M2

t>2s xo,x,x),x' €M

Combining , and , the proof is thus completed.

4 Upper Bound for Kernel function and Well-Posedness
Combining Theorem [10] and Theorem we have the following. Define for all s > 0
k(s) := k1(s) + ka(s). (53)

Theorem 24. Suppose M has non-positive sectional curvature. Then for any t € (0,00), xo,z,xy, " €
M

’ ¢
L1(t, xo,z,20,2") < (CL, + Cs)Gi(z0, )G (20, ") (/ k(s)ds) )
0

Observe that Cr, + C's does not depend on space arguments, which is essential for inductively bounding
L. For the same purpose, we will need the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 25. Define inductively { hy(t) },,5, by

t) :/0 k(s)ds, and h,(t) :/0 hn—1(t — s)k(s)ds,n > 2.

Then h, is non-decreasing for all n > 1.
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Proof. We proceed by induction. The case n = 1 is true by non-negativity of k(t). Now suppose it holds
up to n. We then have

hny1(t+€) = /H_E hn(t 4+ ¢ — 8)k(s)ds
0
2/0 hn(t + € — 8)k(s)ds

2/0 hn(t — 8)k(s)ds = hy, ().

The following theorem gives the desired estimate for £,,.

Theorem 26. There exits C > 0 depending only on o and M such that for allt > 0 and xg, x, z(, 2" € M,
we have

L, (t, xo, z,2p,2") < 2"C"Gy(x0, )G, 2 )hin (t). (54)
In addition, set for A > 0,
Hy(t) = A"hn(t).
n=0
Recall the definition of Kg in . We have
Ks(t, o, z,x(,2") < Gi(xo, 2)Gie(z, 2" )Hag2 o (). (55)

Proof. We again proceed by induction, where the case n = 1 is the content of Theorem Now suppose
it holds up to n — 1. We thus have

t
L, :/ ds// dzdz' P_s(z,2)Pi_s (2, 2" ) L1 (8, w0, 2, 20, 2" )G p(2, ')
0 M?
t
§(2C’)”71Gt(xo,I)Gt(xf),x’)/ dshn_l(s)/ d2d? G wy 2 (8, 2) Gy 0 (8, 2))Gap(2, 7))
0 M?
By lemma [25| and symmetry of the roles of s and ¢t — s in Gt 4, .4 (s, 2), we need only to upper bound

¢
/ dshy,_1(s) / d2d2' Gy py 2 (8, 2) Gl 2 (8,2 ) Ga p(2, 2)
t M2

2

t
because f02 can be treated likewise. A change of variables s =t — s shows that the above equals

t
2
/ dshy,_1(t — s) // dzd?' G o p(2,2" )Gt wwo (5, 2)Groor (5, 2).
0 M?2
The space integral is handled in large time the same as in Section 4 and small time the same as in Section
5, giving us

t t

2 2
/ dshy,_1(t — s) // d2d2' G p(2,2") G000 (5, 2)Gror a (5,2') < C/ hp—1(t — 8)k(s)ds.
0 M2 0
Adding with the part which starts with [ % gives (54). Now recall the definition of K in (L0)), the upper
bound in is a direct consequence of and the definition of Hj. O
The following result for H is needed to obtain exponential (in time) moment bounds for the solution w.

Lemma 27. Let o > d%, A > 0. There exist constants C,0 > 0 depending on a, A such that for all
t>0,
H)\(t) S Ceet.
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Proof. The proof is taken from [CK19, Lemma 2.5]. We have for all v > 0,

/O T et (t)dt % ( /0 h e‘”tk(t)dt>n. (56)

Theorem [10| and Theorem [11| implies

2a—d

k() < Car(1+777),

Together with our assumption on «, the integral on the right-hand side of is finite and decreases
to 0 as y 1 co. Clearly we can select  := inf {v > 0: fR+ e M k(t)dt < % }. This would give us for all

v >0
o 1 oo n
Hy(t)e tdt :/ D Ny (et < =Y A (/ e“’%(t)dt) < 0.
Y Ry

Ry Rt n=0 n=0

This together with the fact that H, is non-decreasing (since h/ s are) implies the desired bound for
H. O

We are now ready to state the main result of the paper. Let B be the Borel o—algebra of M. For A € B,
t >0, define Wy(A) := W(1p,(s)la(z)). Define the filtration (F;):>0 by

Fri=0(Ws(A):0<s<t,Ae B)VN,
where N is the collection of P—null sets of F.

Definition 28. A random field { u(t,z) },5q .y 18 an 1t6 mild solution to the Cauchy problem if all the
following holds. -

(i) Every u(t,x) is F—measurable.
(i) u(t,x) is jointly measurable with respect to B((0,00) x M) ®@ F

(iii) For all (t,z) € (0,00) x M, we have
t
E {/ ds/ dzdz' G p(2, 2" )Pi_s(x, 2)u(s, 2) P_s(x, 2" )u(s, 2') | < oo
0 M2

(iv) u satisfies (2)).

Theorem 29. For any o > % and finite measure p on M, the Cauchy problem (1.1) has a random
field solution { u(t, ) },< o yepr which is LP(Q) continuous for p > 2 and satisfies the two-point correlation
formula

Elu(t, z)u(t,2’)] = Ji(t,z,2') + 32 // w(dz)pu(dz")Kg(t, z,x, 2", 2').
M2
Also the following moment bound holds, where C = Cy, + Cg, C',0 > 0 depending on o, 3,C and p :
Ellu(t, 2)P]7 < V2Jo(t, z) (Hage (1)) * < C'Jo(t, z)e.

Proof. The six-step Picard iteration scheme used in [Chel3; (CD13] with the modifications presented
in [CK19] is usable here to obtain L?({2) continuity and the correlation formula. The same proof as
Theorem 1.3 in [COV23] is possible by the above estimates for the first inequality in the p-th moment
bound. The exponential bound for the p-th moment is due to Lemma O

5 Lower Bound assuming bounded initial condition
We close our discussion by presenting an exponential lower bound for the second moment of the solution.
It is proved under an extra condition that the initial data is given by a bounded measurable function

under which one has the Feynman-Kac representation for the second moment of the solution to the
parabolic Anderson model.
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First recall the following spectral decomposition of the heat kernel,

= Z e Mt () (y),

where {\, }n 1,0 = X < A1 < Xg... are the eigenvalues of Ay and { ¢y, }oo
orthonormal eigenfunctions. The definition of G, in @ then gives

= Z An " On(2)on(y).-

Theorem 30. Assume o > =2 and p(dz) = f(z)dz, where f : M — R is bounded and inf,ep f(z) >
€ > 0. Suppose in addition p > 0. Then there exists a positive constant ¢ such that,

E[u(t,z)?] > %, for all t > 0.

n—1 the corresponding

Proof. When f is bounded, standard approximation argument gives the Feynman-Kac formula for the
second moment (see, e.g., [HN09; Hu+15|)

Efutt, o)) = E. [ 1B s e {57 [ t (B, B)ds |

where B, B’ are two independent Brownian motions on M starting at . Under the assumption inf,eps f(z) >
€ > 0, the second moment is bounded below by

E[u(t, z)?] > 2E, {exp {BZ /t Ga7p(Bs,B;)ds}] > e2exp {52 /t ExGa,p(Bs,B;)ds}, (57)
0 0

where the second inequality follows from an application of Jensen’s inequality. Recall the definition of
Ga,p in @, the exponent on the right-hand side of (57 @ equal to

62(+E UG (B,, B)d D

In order to compute the expectation above, note that for each n > 1, ¢, is the eigenfunction of the
Laplacian corresponding to eigenvalue A, hence

Eu[0n(Ba)] = Eu[6n(BL)] = du(x)e .

We therefore have, as t T oo,

=/ ' Gu (B, sas] - [ B Bls = [ f AT [ (B (B ds
-/ t +Z°° Ao (Bds = [ t f Aye P g (a)2ds

1 _672)\ t

1
—Z Tonatl (2 Z¢Aa+1 = 3 Gat1(z,2).

Note that the assumption on « for the well-posedness of equation implies oo + 1 > %7 which shows
that G41(z, ) is finite thanks to Proposition [4] Hence, the exponent on the right-hand side of is

of order ) ,
Bp, B

o + ?Gaﬂ(x,x), as t 1 oo.

The proof is thus completed. O

The exponential lower bound stated in the above theorem is the result of the compactness of M. Indeed,
a Brownian motion on a compact manifold is ergodic and hence the time average converges to the space
avergage:

1
/ Go(Bs, Bl)ds — —2/ Go(z,2")dxdz’ = 0.
my JMx M

This is the main intuition that leads to the proof. We believe that the assumption on the initial data
is only a technical assumption; we expect that the exponential lower bound still holds for rough initial
data.
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