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Martingale measure associated with the critical 2d stochastic heat flow

Makoto Nakashima

Abstract

In [CSZ23], they proved the convergence of the finite dimensional time distribution of the rescaled random
fields derived from the discrete stochastic heat equation of 2d-directed polymers in random environment in the
critical window. The scaling limit is called critical 2d stochastic heat flow (SHF).

In this paper, we will show that the critical 2d SHF is a continuous semimartingale. Moreover, we will
consider the martingale problem associated with the critical 2d SHF in a similar fashion to the super Brownian
motion which is one of the well-known measure valued process. Also, we define the martingale measure
associated with the critical 2d SHF in the sense of [Wal86, Chapter 2].

The quadratic variation of the martingale measure gives information of the regularity of the critical 2d
SHF.
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1 Introduction and main results

Kardar-Parisi-Zhang considered the stochastic partial differential equations (KPZ equation) which describes the
evolution of the random interface:

Oth = VAh+ — |Vh| + A, (KPZ)

where # is space-time white noise on [0,50) x R? [KPZ86]. It is ill-posed due to the term |VA|? which should be
the square of distribution. In [KPZ86], they also considered the formal transformation u(t,x) = exp (2vh(t x))

and obtained the multiplicative stochastic heat equation
A .

In [BG97], Bertini and Giacomin studied this transformation mathematically in dimension 1 in the analysis
of weakly asymmetric simple exclusion process and SOS process. They considered the mollified stochastic heat
equation

1 ,
out = EAME —AuEWE, (SHE,)
under suitable initial condition u(x) > 0, where #¢(r,x)

the probability density j € C2°(R) with j(x) = j(—x) and j (
a mollified KPZ equation

S e(x—y)¥ (t y)dy is a space-mollified noise for
)= 1](") Then, h¢(t,x) :=logu®(z,x) satisfies

€

e = L= (VK P 1 (0) + 7 (KPZ)



where Ce (y) = 1§ j(x)j(y —x)dy.

They proved that u® converges a.s. and in L? to the solution of (SHE) uniformly on the compact set in
[0,00) x R. Also, Mueller proved that if u is nonnegative, not identically zero, and continuous, then u(z,x) is
strictly positive on R for all # > 0 [Mue91]. Thus, we find that h® also converges to some process h(t,x) :=
logu(t,x) a.s., which is so called Cole-Hopf solution of (KPZ).

For KPZ equation, Hairer developed the regularity structures and showed the existence of the distributional
solution to (KPZ)[Hail4a, Hail4b, FH14]. In the singular SPDE literature, the existence of the solution of (KPZ)
has been proved by Gubinelli-Imkeller-Perkowski via the Paracontrolled calculus|GIP15], by Gongalves-Jara via
the energy solutions[GJ14], and by Kupiainen via the renormalization group approach[Kup16].

Many attempts have been made to construct solutions of (KPZ) for d > 2, where the dimensiond = 1 (d = 2,
d = 3) is called sub-critical(critical, super-critical) in the literature of singular SPDE[Hail4b]. Also, d = 1 and
d = 3 are called ultraviolet superrenormalizable and infrared renormalizable in the physicists’ language [MU18],
respectively.

One approach is to modify the Bertini-Giacomin’s idea: We consider the stochastic heat equation

1 .
atuﬁo,e _ EAuﬁo-ﬁ _ ﬁguﬁovsyﬂ7 (SHEﬁO,E)

where By > 0 and S is defined by

m:{ﬁo e 42

ﬁ()&‘%_l d>=3.

In (SHEg, ), the strength of the noise term of (SHE¢) is tuned. Then, it has been proved that there exists a
phase transition of the one-point distribution in the following sense. There exists 3. > 0 such that if 0 < fy < B,
(subcriticale regime), then uPo€(t,x) converges to a non-trivial random variable ufo*(r,x) for each t > 0 and
xeR? as € — 0, and if By > B. (supercritical regime), then uﬁoﬂs(t,x) vanishes[MSZ16, CSZ17]. However,
we know that if By < B, then uP€ converges to the solution of the non-random heat equation in the weak
sense, i.e. for each test function ¢ € Ce, §. uPo€ (1, x) ¢ (x)dx — Sga e 40(¥) Pi (x,y) 9 (v)dxdy in probability, where
p:(x,y) is the Gaussian density with mean 0 and variance {[MSZ16, CNN22, CSZ17], which can be regarded as
the law of large numbers. Thus, we cannot give the new definition of (SHE) (and hence (KPZ)) for the subcritical
regime.

Remark 1.1. We know that in the subcritical regime, the fluctuations of the centered field uP€ and hPo€ —
log uPo€ converges to the solution of Edwards-Wilkinson type equation [GRZ18, DGRZ20, GRZ18, MU18, CSZ20,
CCM20, CCM24, CD20, CNN22, LZ22, CC22] in so-called Lz-regime, which can be regarded as the central limit
theorem. For d = 3, Junk and Nakajima discussed the fluctuation of the centered field of directed polymers (the
discrete counterpart of (SHE;)) beyond the Lz-regime[ Jun23, Jun24, JN24].

One is interested in the critical case By = B. = 1 for d = 2 is the interesting phase. In [BC98], Bertini and
Cancrini retake 3, and consider the critical window around the critical point 8. = 1 given by

2 +o(1
Be = + p+ol )2, peR.
—loge  (—loge)

They proved that if ug, y € L?(R?), then the variance of g, uPo (¢, x)y(x)dx converges to the nontrivial quan-
tity which has the same form as (2.13). Thus, the tightness of the random field u®-(r, x) follows. Moreover,
the finiteness of the higher moments has been verified by Caravenna-Sun-Zygouras[CSZ19b] and Gu-Quastel-
Tsai[GQT21] so that the limit point filed should be random field. Finally, the weak convergence of the random
field was proved by Caravenna-Sun-Zygouras for directed polymers setting in finite dimensional time distribution



sense in [CSZ23] and by Tsai for (SHEg .) in process level in [Tsa24]. Thus, the limit Z can be regarded as the
solution to (SHE) for d = 2.
Our main results concern the martingale part of (SHE) for Z. If we rewrite (SHE) formally by

f 2.0 y(x)dx— f 2(0,0)9 () y(x)dx
R2 R2
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then we may believe the stochastic integral of the last term would be martingale. However, [CSZ24] shows that
the random field Z,(dx) is singular with respect to Lebesgue measure. Therefore, the stochastic integral is formal.
In our main results, we will show that it is indeed a martingale and its quadratic variation can be described in
terms of Z.

1.1 Setting and known results

In this paper, we consider the model in the discrete setting as in [CSZ23].
Let {1} pez vezz be i.i.d. random variables with the law P such that

E[w..] =0, E[w?,]=1, A(B):=logE [eﬁ“’”] < oo for small > 0. (1.1)

Now, we introduce the random fields according to [CSZ23, CSZ24].

Let {S,},cz be an irreducible, symmetric, and aperiodic random walk on Z? whose increment E:=8 -5
has mean 0 and covariance matrix being the identity matrix /. Let P and E denote probability and expectation for
S. Also, we assume that £ has finite support, i.e. there exists a finite set £ — Z? such that P(§{ € £) = 1.

We define the point-to-point partition function of 2d-directed polymers in random environment

SM —X] (12)

i=M+1

N
Zf,LN(x,y) =F [exp< Z (Bas; —A(B») Lsy=y

N—1
Zyn(xy) = E IGXP < >, (Bais, —Mﬁ))) Lsy—y

i=M+1

Su =x] (1.3)

for M,N € Z. (M < N) and x,y € Z*, B > 0, where we use the convention Zﬁ:MH{. p=:0fork<M+1.
We note that

E|Zfy(x,9) | = E|Zhin(.9)| = P(Sw = 318w =) = ay-u(y— ).
where we denote by g, (x) the transition probability kernel of the underlying random walk starting at 0 i.e.
gn(x) :=P(S, = x|Sp =0)

forxe Z*, n=0.

For s € R, we denote by |s] the greatest integer n < s. For x € R?, we define |x| by the closest point z € Z?
of x € R? (if more than two points exist, we choose the smallest one in the lexicographic order). Also, we write
|s| = s and |x| = x for s € R and x € R? if it is clear from the context that s and x should be an integer and a lattice
point.

For fixed N > 1, we focused on rescaled random measure valued flows which are defined by

B 1\ B
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for —o0 < s <t < o0, where we take the summation over all x,y € Z2. Then, we have for ¢ € C2(R?), y € C2(R?),
and —00 <s <t <0

Nst<¢ ll/)

=5 5.2 () i (5)
*Z < >eXP %J (ﬁwi,SLN,J_;HNsJ—Mﬁ)) Sivs| =y | W

yeZz i=|Ns|+1

(1.4)
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We define Z[i,;w and 72;S7,(¢, v) by replacing ZP by Vi
We equip with the space of locally finite measures on R? x R? and finite measures on R? with the topology
of vague convergence and the topology of weak convergence, respectively:

def
py — 1 S for any ¢ € Co(R? x Rz),J(P(x,y)uzv(dx,dy) - Jd)(x,y)u(dx,dy)
for ty and p the locally finite measures on R? x R? and
vy — v & forany ¢ € Cb(R2),f¢(x)vN(dx) - f¢(x)v(dx)

for vy and v the finite measures on R2.

Remark 1.2. The sequence of random measure-valued flow Zﬁ, = {Zﬁ, - are almost the same one

considered in [CSZ23, CSZ24]. The differences are as follows:

} —0<S<I<00

(1) In [CSZ23, CSZ24], they used Zf, instead of Zfz,.

(2) In [CSZ23, CSZ24], random measures are absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measures by
replacing Dirac measure by uniform measure on square.

However, these differences are negligible for the convergence.

To see the nontrivial limit of random measures obtained in [CSZ23, CSZ24], we rescale the strength of
disorders f as B = By properly.

Let §' be an independent copy of S and Ry be the expectation of the number of collisions of S and S’ up to
time N:

N N
Ry := Z (Sy —S/ ZZQn :ZQZH(O)
n=1 n=1xeZ7Z2 n=1
Then, the local limit theorem below gives that the asymptotic behavior
logN
Ry ~ gﬂ (1+0(1)) (1.5)

Theorem 1.3. (The local limit theorem [Spi76, P7.9], [LLI10, Theorem 2.3.5,Theorem 2.3.11]) Let q, be the
transition probability kernel defined as above. Then, we have

gn(x) = pp(x) + 0O (nlz> = pn(x)e0<'l’+0<|zg‘>> (1.6)



forneN, xe 72, where

() = —ex b t>0,xc R (1.7)
X)=-— —— X .
Pt 21 P 2t ’

is the Gaussian density on R? with mean 0 and variance t1.

We choose the disorder strength 8 = By such that

61%, = M) =22 (BY) _ = 1 (1 +

(1+o(1))> as N — © (1.8)
Ry

logN
for some 9 € R.

Theorem 1.4. [CSZ23, Theorem 1.1] [CSZ24, Theorem 6.1] The family of random measures Zg’v =

ZBy }
{ N’SJ —00<SKI<00
Heat Flow)

converges in finite dimensional distribution to a unique limit (called Critical 2d Stochastic

Z° = {Zsi’:z(dxydy)}—oo<s<t<oo~

Moreover, the distribution of Z? is independent of the choice of {0y x }n -

— 2 _
Remark 1.5. We will see that E {(Zg%’,((b, V) — Z]I\B,A.’/S’,((}), 1//)) } — 0 in Remark 3.1, so {Z,%?SJ} also converges
to Z°.

Remark 1.6. The statement in Theorem 1.4 is a bit different from the original one in [CSZ23] at the point of the
range of s < t but it does not affect the proof in [CSZ23]. Also, [CSZ23, Theorem 9.1] says that for 0 < s; <t; < 0,
0; € C.(R?), and y; € C,(R?) (i =1,...,k)

geoey

where
22(p.y) = j f 0 () W(y) 22, (dr,dy).

Remark 1.7. In this paper, we focus only on the case s =0 (so |Ns| =0 ). Hence, we often omit the first
coordinate of pair of times for a flow {Xs,[}_w<sgt<oo.

Remark 1.8. In [Tsa24], Tsai proves the convergence of flows derived from the mollified stochastic heat equation
(SHEg, ¢) with the critical windows.

1.2 Measure valued process

We will show that for fixed ¢ € C.(R?),
Z%(9,dy) :={Z(¢,dy)},-,

has a version which has continuous sample paths almost surely, where we define

Z29(dy) = 2°(0.dy) = f 0 (x) Z? (dx,dy),



and give a semimartingale representation.

First of all, we recall some facts about measure-valued process from [Per02] which is a textbook of Dawson-
Watanabe superdiffusions (or super-Brownian motions).

Let E be a Polish space. Then, we define

C(E) := C(R4,E) the set of E-valued paths with the topology of uniform convergence on compacts,
D(E) := D(R4,E) the set of cadlag E-valued paths with the Skorokhod J;-topology.

Let Mr(R?) be the set of finite measures on R? with the topology of weak convergence. Then, My (R?) is
also a Polish space [EK86, Theorem 3.1.7] and hence D(Mr(R?)) is a Polish space.
For a cadlag My (R?)-valued process X = {X; };>0, we denote by

FX=(\olX,: 0<r<u] (1.9)

u>t

the right-continuous filtration generated by a process X .
Our first main result shows the existence of a continuous version of Z,M’.

Theorem 1.9. For each ¢ € CF(R?), there exists a continuous Mp(R?)-valued process Z%® = {Z;M’ }i=0 such
that its finite dimensional distributions are identical to those of the Critical 2d SHF.

Remark 1.10. In [Tsa24], Tsai obtains “another” critical 2d stochastic heat flows zv from the mollified
stochastic heat equation (SHEp, ;) with the critical windows. We may expect that Z% by [CSZ23] and zv
by [Tsa24] are identical for some suitable pairs (¥,9"), but it has not yet been verified.

In [Tsa24], he gives a characterization of the critical 2d SHF by four conditions, one of which is the condi-
tions of continuity of the flows, i.e. the continuity in two parameters (s,t). In Theorem 1.9, we have proved the
continuity of the process, i.e. the continuity in one parameter t.

Our second theorem gives a martingale problem of the measure-valued process Z%-¢, which is similar to the
form discussed in super-Brownian motion.

Theorem 1.11. Let ¢ € CH(R?), y € C3(R?), and © € R. Let Z%9(y) := (y(x) 2% (dx) be the continuous
process. We define

t
M (y) = 200 (y f¢ y)dxdy - fz;”’ <;A¢>ds 410

fort=0. Then, M? ’¢(W) is a continuous {,%Z 0} O-martingale such that
>

M (y) =0
<Mﬂ’¢(‘l’)>z s;OIOgSJ JR2 ZM’ (Pe (- —Z))) l,l/(z)2dzdu, (1.1D)
where
2% (pe(- =) = f O ()pe(z—x) 2 (dy,dz). (1.12)
R2 JR?

and (1.11) is locally uniform convergence in probability.



Remark 1.12. We remark that the martingale problem in Theorem 1.11 is ill-posed. Indeed, dropping the super-
scripts ¥ in (1.10)-(1.12) does not change the martingale problem. However, we find that

220(1) = M () $ MY 0 (1) = 220 )

for © % ¥ by looking at their variances (see (2.13)). In particular, we know that the deterministic process

Z;OO@(\,/) = J dx dy¢ (x) p: (x,y) ¥ ()
R2  JR?
satisfies (1.11) with the constant quadratic variation. Thus, the martingale problem (1.10)-(1.12) has a family of
solutions {Zﬂ"(')}ﬂeRu{—oo}

Remark 1.13. Let u be a formal solution to the stochastic heat equation
1 )
O = EAM +AuW,  u(0,x) = ¢(x).

and suppose it has a continuous density. Then, the quadratic variation process {§g, u(-,x)y(x)dx), is formally
given by

t
f J A% (s,x) y(x)?dxds (1.13)
0 JR2

due to the effect of space-time white noise. Theorem 1.11 gives the rigorous definition of (1.13).
Actually, [CSZ24] shows that Z,ﬁ’d) (dy) is not absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure, and

hence Ztlw (pe(- —x)) diverges at some points. So we need a renormalization factor 10; T in (1.11).

Remark 1.14. For a usual super-Brownian motions {X,;},>o, their quadratic variation (X (y)), is given by

X)) = yﬂXs(vﬂ)ds 1>0

for some 'y > 0 which is explicitly determined by the measure valued process {X; }1>o.
Just on the one hand, the quadratic variation for super-Brownian motion with a single point catalyst is
represented by the density field which is given by the limit OfSSXS (pe(-—y)) ford =1 [DF94].

By the definition of the cross variation of the martingales, we have the following.

Corollary 1.15. Let ¢ € C;F (R2), wi, v € C2(R?), and ® € R. Let MY (w;) (i = 1,2) be the martingales defined
by (1.10) for 1, y,. Then, we have

4 t
MOy MO (), =~ lim || (200(pe(—2) mwa(dadu, (114
e—-010g€ Jo Jr2

where (1.14) is locally uniform convergence in probability.

Remark 1.16. Theorem 1.11 gives the semimartingale representation of Z%° (). It is natural to consider Ité’s
formula to f (Z,ﬂ’d)(l//)) for a function f € C}(R). Then, we have

F(27w) =r(25°w) + ﬂf’ (270(w) 27¢ (;Aw) ds
+ [ 7 @) e w

w3 [ @ w)ame wy,
0



However, it is not obvious whether

ﬂf”(zf’d’(w))d</\/l‘9’¢(w)>3——h JJRZ (229 () (229 (pe(- —2))) w(2)’dzds  (1.15)

e—0 logs

in probability holds. The absolute continuity of <M’9’¢ (l//)>s in time with respect to the Lebesgue measure is not
clear. It remains open.

Remark 1.17. To formulate (KPZ) via Cole-Hopf transformation, we may look at log Z,ﬁ"p (pe(- —x)) instead of

log Z* (x) since the latter is ill-posed. Since Z%9(p¢(-—x)) — 0 for Lebesgue almost everywhere x € R? a.s.
[CSZ24, (10.9)],

log 2% (pe(- —x)) — —o0

for Lebesgue almost everywhere x € R? a.s.. Thus, we also need to introduce another renormalization for this
approach: Find ag and be (x) such that for each y € C*(R?)

ae [ (102 2 (pel- =) = be() wi)e — 35,0, ).

1.2.1 Martingale measure

For fixed ¥ € R and ¢ € C}(RR?), let .#? be the set of continuous .% 2" _martingales M with My = 0 and
E[M?] < oo for each t > 0.

Then, we found that M %% maps a function in CZ(R?) to a process MP? (y) € A2 linearly.

In the following theorem, we will see the extension of the map M?¢ : Cl% (R?) — 2.

Theorem 1.18. Let ¢ € C (R?), and O € R. Then, there exists a unique linear extension of M9 : C}(R?) — .42
to M?9 : ,(R?) — .#? such that

f L (229 (pe(- — 2)))” w(z)%dzds (1.16)
R
for each t > 0, where %B),(R?) is the set of bounded Borel measurable functions and (1.16) is locally uniform
convergence in probability.
For y(x) := 14(x) (A € B(R?)), we denote by M (4) := M (1,).

Remark 1.19. Theorem 1.18 and Corollary 1.15 imply that 4 °9 () would be an orthogonal martingale measure
in the sense of Walsh [Wal86, Chapter 2]. Indeed, for each A € %(R?), Al (A) is a continuous martingale and
ifA,Be B(R?) withAnB = (J, then

<Mﬂ¢ ), M%? (B )), =0 a.s. foreacht > 0.

Moreover, we can define the stochastic integral with respect to this martingale measure in the general theory in
[Wal86]. However, we don’t discuss it in this paper.

1.3 Organization of the paper

In section 2, we review some results related to the analysis of moments of Z from [CSZ19b, CSZ24]. In section
3, we give an outline of the proof of Theorem 1.9 and Theorem 1.11. Section 4.1-6 are devoted to the detailed
proofs. In section 7, we will discuss the regularity of the critical 2d stochastic heat flow.



2 Variance and its limit

In this section, we will look at the variances of fo,’;vl"‘p (y).
First, it is easy to see that

B[z} (w)| - ZEd)( >qmy x)ll/(

erz yeZ?

)

Jlim B[Z80 ()| — | o@dr | py-ny0)d @.1)
—00 R2 R2

BN

and

Also, the standard L2-moment method for DPRE yields
E [Zﬁl\_h(i) (W)Z]

Y \ po | aes-2208v) s 1(s.=s1) (SM> <S&t>]
- E , N N i=1 i i _ R
N2 ZJJ( ) (W) » [e Yiow) Y\

where (S, P;) and (§', P/) are independent random walks starting at x and x’ whose increments has the same law
with &, respectively. Since

Nt
oA 2BV)-22(B) L 1{5i=57} _ [T(1+031(si = Si})
i=1

[Nt k
=1+ ) 0¥ > [ 168, =St 2.2)
k=1 1<ij<--<i<|Nt] j=1 '
we have
Var@ﬁ’?“’(w))
SRICAIE AL D >
xoxerZ k=1 O=ip<iy<---<ix<|Nt] x1,...,x, €72
T y y
Gio,iy (x0,x1) H(Cll, 17,()6, 1 Xj) )qlk [sz(xkd’)qlk [th(xk,y)‘l/<\/ﬁ> W(W)’

j=2

where we set H/l:z“' =1land g; ;(x,y) = gj—i(y —x) for 0 <i < jand x,y € Z°.
To see this quantity in detail, we use the following weighted local renewal functions introduced in [CSZ19a]
but we change the definition a little bit: For each N > 1,

UN(nax) = Gfé\l/qo,n (va)z

+ Z(GI%,)/{JQ Z q0. ”1 O xl (an] 1,1 x] ],x])2> Qn/“n(xk’x)z n=1 (23)

k=1 O<n)<--<m<n
xl....7xk€Z2

Un(0,x) = 03 8x0 = O3 1 {10 (2.4)



and

= Z Uy(n,x). (2.5)
x€Z?
Then,
Var(ZﬁN¢ Z [o] < 0 ) <\j/ﬁ) qi(x0,x)q;i(xg,x)
x0,X€Z?

o y Y
D Un(i—iz=2)q; v (29)q5 v (23 W () v < > : (2.6)
1<i<j<|N| VN VN

xyy €72

Thus, we can expect that Uy (n,x) plays a key role in controlling the modulus of continuity of {Zf,";’t’q) (¥)}i=o0-
We review some known results of Uy and Zf,’;vt’d’ (y) obtained in [CSZ19a, CSZ19b]. We define

stsflefys
—_ 0,1
_ ) T+ €(0.1]
fir) = st e (T fila) d 1
— st : t
Ts+1) ° JO (1+a)? € (1,0)
for s € (0,00), and we set
o0
Gﬂ(z)::j ¢ £,(1)ds
0
Gy(1,x) == Gy (1)py (%),
for ¢ € (0,00) and x € R?. In particular,
Gy(t) = JOO Mds forz e (0,1] (2.7)
ST )y T(s+1) o '

Theorem 2.1. ([CSZI19a, Theorem 1.4, Theorem 2.3],[{ CSZ24, Proposition 8.4]) Suppose ¥ € R. Then,

c2logN n
Uy (n) = %Gﬁ <N

for0< 6 <T < 0. Also,

) (1+0(1)), uniformly for SN < n < TN. 2.8)

cZlogN

Un(n) <C N

G (ﬁ) . 1<n<TN 2.9)

and

Un(n.x) = 1"gNGﬁ(” 25 ) o),

%\%

uniformly for SN < n < N and |x| < (2.10)

In this paper, we often omit the subscript N and denote by

Um,n(x7y> UN(” m,y— x = Z Umn X y
yeZ?

for0 <m <n<ooandx,yeZ>.

10



Proposition 2.2. [CSZ19a, Proposition 1.6], [CSZ19b, Proposition 2.3], [CSZ24, Proposition 8.2] For fixed

Vel
1 29
Gy(t) = 2t , ast—0.
t (log 1) t(log})3+0< (11)4>
"
Also, for T > 0, there exists cy 1 € (0,00) such that
~ c
Go(t) < Gor(t) = 19’: 5, 1€(0,T)
t (log #)
In particular, éﬁ’T is decreasing int € (0,T].
Combining (2.9) and (2.11), we obtain that
1 C
Uv(n) < ———2T for1 <n<TN.

N 2 2
% (loge £N>

The following is a modification of Theorem 1.2 in [CSZ19b] or Theorem 6.1 in [CSZ24].
Theorem 2.3. Let ¥ € R. Suppose By satisfies (1.8). Then, we have for each ¢ € C.(R?) and y € C,(R?)

Var(Z"* (y) = fim Var(Zf* (v) = 4 |

O<u<v<t

where we set @(x) = (5, ¢ (y)ps(x — y)dy and ¥y (x) = §po W(y) ps(x — y)dy for s > 0 and x € R?.

(2.11)

(2.12)

dudv [ dudy®, (0 Golv— =0 ¥ins (), (213)
R2xRR?

The higher moments of Z,ﬂ’(p (y) are given explicitly in [GQT21, Theorem 1.1] and [CSZ24, Theorem 9.6].

To write it, we prepare some notations: Let 4 > 2 be an integer. For I = {i, j} (1 <i < j < h), we wefine

(RZ)? ={(x) = (x1,...,xp) € (Rz)h 1Xp =X}

which is identified with (R?)". We denote by S~--S(R2)? f(x)dx; the integral of the integrable function on (R?)”

with respect to Lebesgue measure.
We define

G{?,t(xv)I) = H pt(yﬁ—)%) Glg(t,yl-—x,-)
Ce{l,....h}\I

for x,y € (R?)#,t > 0, and I = {i, j}. Also, we define

h
?J(Y7X) = Hpt(-xi_yi) Ye (Rz)?7x € (Rz)?v

(%) =] [pelxi—y) ye (R)],xe (R?)"
fort >0, and 7,J with |I| = |J| = 2.
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Theorem 2.4. Fix ¥ € R. Let h > 2 be an integer. Then, for ¢,...,¢, € C.(R?), w,...,y, € Cp(R?), and t > 0

h
E [H Z)" (v,

i=1

j j 0% (z) (z,w) y®" (w)dzdw, (2.14)

RZ h

where we write X = (x1,...,x,) € (R®)" and ¢®"(x) := H?:l O (x;), and

K™ (z,w) =
(_x}
ENCTI LY J f dadb ff de,[dy,[
m=1 Il|711\12C[/{=11=h+?} 0<ai<bi<-<am<bp,<t X;:ry;i)le(th _
Iy_1.1 4 >y m
Qi @ x Gy, (xVy (H% S X(”))Gié,bf—w(x(”ay(“>> Qi (y",w).

3 Proofs of Theorem 1.9 and Theorem 1.11

In this section, we will give the proofs of Theorem 1.9 and 1.11.

3.1 Zf\),._ as measure valued process
We fix ¢ € CH(R?).
Hereafter, we may assume that {@ },cz rez2 i.i.d. random variables with

Py = 1) = P(@yx = —1) = ~. (3.1)

Indeed, the convergence to {Z7(¢,y)} is independent of the choice of {®,,} satisfying (1.1). In this

case, it is easy to see that {&fx = ePon—A(B) _ are i.i.d. random variables with P (éfx = GB> =

1
(n,x)eNxZ2
P <§f = —Gﬁ> = 1, where we set 0 = tanh(f3). In particular, we have

E [(éf,i? )zm_]] =0, E {(éﬂ” )2] —op, (3.2)
for me N.

(3.2) will help us estimating the chaos expansions of moments a bit (see Section 4), but it is not crucial.
We fix By as in (1.8). For simplicity of the notation, we write

0 (dy) 1= ZRi (05dv), Z0(y) = 2R, (0, ):

Then, Ziv’d) (dy) can be regarded as a measure-valued process with the initial value

Z¢< ) JAC)

yeZ?

12



and

We set

for f € C(R?) and

n—1
Zj\)/;n(y) =E [‘PN (Sn) exp (Z (BN ®@in—i — MﬁN)))

i=1

S():y].

Now, we look at {Zﬁv’q) (¢, ¥)}i>0 as a discrete semimartingale as in the construction of super-Brownian
motion from critical branching Brownian motion [Per02, II. 4].

Let {.#,} be a filtration generated by {®;, : x € Z*,0 < i < n} and we set ?ﬁv = N fort =
Then, we have

£ (ke No).

qubN

erz

wn(y)

V/N Z Ey [Hei,Silsk)’

yeZz i=1

X Z E, [€k+1 S | | €isilsis=5
yeZ? i=1

() (ex15—1)

k
N Z on(x) ). E; lnei,S,-:Sk—H =5

x622 yeZ? i=1

+— Zm )Yz ey | D) a10n3) uw(5) — ww(y)

xEZ2 yeZ? €72

where we set e, , = P onc—2 ?,‘B +1forn>0andxe Z2%
We define a discrete Lapla01an Ay by

Ay (0) =N [ D7 q1(xy)ww (v) — vy ()

YEZ?

and we write

Z ZNk—H V() (err15— 1)

yeZZ

Then, we have

1
(w) = 20 (Bww) + AN ()

13



and hence

zgv‘f’(w):zoN‘f’ ZZM’ (Avy) +ZAMN¢ (v)
k=0

:zg@(q/)ﬁo zﬁ“‘i’(ANw)dHZAM,’}‘”(w).
k=0

We remark that
n—1 v
MY () i= > AM ()
k=0

N7¢(

is an .%,-martingale with M, " (y) = 0 and the quadratic variation

<M Mo () 2 Z ZN av) )y (v
k=1yez2
In particular,

leJ

WYy = B3 S 2P = S S A

0

k=1 )’EZZ yEZZ

Remark 3.1. By the same argument as above, we can see that

E[Z0(0.%)| g1 | = 29, W)
and hence

2
B| (20w -Z000w) | < B | T D 207w | 0

yEZ?

foreacht > 0.

3.2 Continuity of Z?¢

We provide some important lemmas to prove Theorem 1.9 which are given in [Per02].

(3.3)

(3.4)

Definition 3.2. Let E be a Polish space. We say that the collection of processes {X%* : o € I} with paths in
D(E) is C-relatively compact in D(E) if and only if it is relatively compact in D(E) and all weak limit points are

a.s. continuous.

Definition 3.3. Let E be a Polish space. We say that D  Cy(E) is separating if and only if for any 1, v € Mp(E),

w(¢) =v(o) forall € D implies L = v.

Then, Theorem 1.9 follows when we can verify the conditions (1) and (2) in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.4. [Per02, Theorem I1.4.1] Let E be a Polish space and D < Cy(E) be a separating class in Cp(E)
containing 1. A sequence of cadlag Mr(E)-valued processes {X"} is C-relatively compact in D(Mp(E)) if and

only if the following conditions hold:

14



(1) Forall € >0, T >0, there exists a compact set K = K¢  in E such that

sup P <supXN( ) > 8> <E.
N 1<T

(2) Forall ¢ € D, {X"(9)} is C-relatively compact in D(R).

If in addition, D is closed under addition, then the above equivalence holds when ordinary relative compactness
in D replaces C-relative compactness in both the hypothesis and conclusion.

Coming back to {Zﬁv’¢ }, we take D = C2(R?) as the separating set in the proof of Theorem 1.9.

Proof of condition (1) in Theorem 3.4 for {Z?/‘p} Fix € > 0 and T > 0. Then, by the invariance pinciple, we can
take a compact set K € R? such that

su— € K¢ for some n < |NT g%
wpy 2 o r (7% <) <

We regard Zﬁv’q) as a measure on the path space of random walk by

Vi ]
Nq) dS Z ¢N x Hei7$i - dS
i=1

erz

Then, it is clear that

Ziv’q)(KC) <ZM? <5ﬁ “for some n < [NTJ)

and the right-hand side is an .%#,-martingale. Therefore, we have

S,
P(supZV?(K¢) > 8) <P (su zNo < for some n < |NT ) >
(tslT) ' ( ) zs? ! VN [ J

1 No [ Sa
<-E|Z" “for some n < [NT
e [, (m )|
1
—— Z on(x ( € K¢ for some n < NT> g, (3.5)
erZ2 \/7
where we have used Doob’s maximal inequality in the second inequality. O

Next, we will verify (2) in Theorem 3.4 for {Ziv’q)}. To see the C-relative compactness in D([0,T],R) of
{Zﬁv"p (¥)}s=0, it is enough to see the following two conditions

Vi)
(C-1) the C-relative compactness of {SON VA (Avy) ds} in D([0,T],R), and

(C-2) the C-relatively compactness of { lej(l;/)} in D([0,T],R).
One can show (C-1) by the following lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Foranyt > 0and ¢ € C}F(R?),

supE [sung"]’(l)z] < o0.

N=1 u<t

15



Proof of (C-1). Fix T > 0. Then, we have for any € >0 and 6 > 0

15 15
P| sup f VO (Ayy)du| > e |<P| sup f ZV9 (1) dul | Ay Yo > €
i—s|<s |J1l j1—s|<s |JUL
0<s<t<T 0<s<t<T
<5 sup ZNO (1) |Avy ] o0 > e) , (3.6)
uT

where we define | f|o = sup,cp: |f(x)| for C,(R?). Thus, Lemma 3.5 implies that for any € > 0, there exists
0 > 0 such that the right-hand side of (3.6) is smaller than €. L]

Proof of Lemma 3.5. It is easy to see that for each N > 1, {ZIZ"P (1)} is an .%,-martingale so Doob’s maximal

=z

inequality yields that
E [supzy‘l’(])?] <A4E [zﬁ“’(l)z] 120,
u<t

Thus, the proof is completed since we know from [CSZ19b, Theorem 1.5], or from (2.1) and Theorem 2.3 that
N7¢ 2
E[z, (1) ]—> Umx) > +47rf f %)2G s (v — u)dudvds.
R? 0<u<v<t

Thus, the proof of Theorem 1.9 has been completed once one can verify (C-2). To prove (C-2), we apply
the general theory for C-tightness of martingales given in [Per02, Lemma 11.4.5.] or the conclusion of [JS87,
Theorem VI1.4.13, Theorem VI.3.26]

Lemma 3.6. Ler {M},. 7}

O]

. . N _
1=k kel be martingales with My = 0. Let

2
(MY, = 02 E [(Mﬁ;] —M§V> ‘%‘SN} ,
<s<t

and extend MY and (M™). to [0,0) as right-continuous step functions.
Then, the followings hold:

(1) Suppose the following two conditions:

(C-2-i) {{<M,N>t}[>0 N > 1} is C-relatively compact in D(R).

(C-2-ii)
sup ‘MﬁL Y in probability for all T > 1. 3.7)
0<i<T N
Then. MY is C-relatively compact in D(R).
(2) If, in addition,
{ (Mév)2 + <MN>§ ‘N = 1} is uniformly integrable for all s € [0,T], (3.8)

then MM = M. implies that M. is a continuous L*>-martingale with respect to the filtration 3'7,/\4 and that
(M, (M) ) = (M (M)

Once we verify (C-2-i) and (C-2-ii) in Lemma 3.6 for our martingales MmN (v), (C-2) follows.

16



3.2.1 Proof of (C-2-i) for MN? ()
To prove (C-2-i) in Lemma 3.6 for MV:?, we adapt the standard method.

Lemma 3.7. Foreach T >0, p > 1, ¢ € C(R?), and y € C,(R?), there exists C > 0 such that

2 31
E [(<MN’¢(w>>WJ —<MN’¢(w>>lNSJ) ] <Cli—s]>™7 0<s<i<T. (3.9)

Then, applying the Garsia-Rodemich-Rumsey inequality [FV 10, Theorem A.1], (C-2-i) follows.

Remark 3.8. Lemma 3.7 gives an upper bound |t — s| %_0(1), and it is not probably optimal. Actually, we can see
from [Tsa24, Lemma 4.3] that it is of order |t — s|>=°() for the continuous setting.

The proof of Lemma 3.7 will be given in Section 5.
Here is an easy estimate of the difference between the values of (MV:? (y))y;. ForO <s <t <T,

L tim B[O ()i — (MY (9o

47 N>
f f x)%2Gy (v — u)dudvdx — J f ®,(x)?Gy (v —u)dudvdx
R? O<u<v<t R? Jo<u<v<s
f J )Gy r(v—u) dudvdx+f J Gﬁ 7 (v —u)dudvdx
R2 O<u<s<v<t s<u<v<t
r—s
<C¢19T1 +C¢19T2 a7 (3.10)
log <~ log =
where we have used (A}@,T(v —u) < CA}M(S —u) for 0 <u < s <v<T in the first term, and (A}@,T(t) = %10;(92)
forz e (0,7T] and
! 1 r— 1
J S du ~ 2S . ast—s N\, 0
()" ()
in the second term.
3.2.2 Proof of (C-2-ii) for MV (y)
To prove (C-2-ii) for MmN (y), we first remark that
3 V- 3
sup ‘AMNk )| < Z ‘AM]‘f,k V)| (3.11)

0<k<|Nt|—

To prove (3.7), we use the following Burkholder type inequality [Per02, (PSF) in p.152] and [Bur73, Theorem
21.1].

Lemma 3.9. Ler f: [0,00) — [0,00) be a continuous increasing function with f(0) = O such that there exists
co € (0,00) such that f(2),) cof (A) forany A =
Let {M,},>0 be an .F,-martingale. We set M* =

= S E[(My— M1\ Fir] + E[M)
k=1

d¥ = max |My — M4

" 1<k<

17



Then, we have

el <c (2| (0nd) | +ELr@).

Proof of (3 7) for Mp? (y). Conditioned on .%,_1, AM;\’}"(I//) is a sum of mean 0 independent random variables
3z M (9, ), where

(0, w) 1= < Zh ¢ IOIER,

Let A,, be the subset of Z? such that A,, Ant1, |Ay] =nforn =0 and Un>1 A, = Z?*. We define the filtration

gm/\k Jn—l \Y G[a),,yx,xe Ak]. Then,

M@, w) =0, M@, = Y N (9y) (k=1)

YEAL

is #, A,-martingale, and hmkHOOM (¢) l//) AM)" ¢(1//) since the summation is finite. Thus, we can apply
Lemma 3.9 with f(1) = A3 (c¢(f) = 23) to {M (qb, V) }k=0. Also, we can see that

(i, = ¥ B8 (51 52 (9, w)| = 2K, 0) v )]
eAk

by (3.1). Thus, we obtain

£ [‘AMJ'()/,"(W)‘B} <c(f)E (;\fé S 28 0y (yN>2 2

where we have used (d¥)? <’ I <k<n d} in the first inequality.
We can see from [CSZ19b, Lemma 6.1 (6.4)] that for any € > 0 and ¢ > 0, there exists C > 0 such that

Y YNE [ZN ] < CN3Te. (3.12)

1<n<Nt yeZ2

Thus, combining this with (3.11), (3.7) follows.

Remark 3.10. For (3.12), we see that
E[Zy 0] = | (B0~ £ [Z3 0] +£[28500]) |
~ 5| (2t~ E[Z00]) | + 38| (2 01 - E[200)]) | £ [Z84 0]

VE [Z‘lz,;%(y)r .
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Our setting of {Wyx}, in particular (3.2), allows us to use [CSZ19b, Lemma 6.1 (6.4)] for an upper bound of
the first term. More precisely, the expectation was divided into two terms, non-triple intersections and triple
intersections, and the latter one vanishes under (3.2). The second term can be easily estimated by (2.6) and
Lemma 2.1.

Thus, (1) in Lemma 3.6 follows when we verify Lemma 3.7.

3.2.3 Proof of (2) for M. ¢(1;/)
Proof of (2) in Lemma 3.6. We use Lemma 3.9 again. Taking f(1) = A3,

| s b [ | e[ (utom), | +ene] s (s ]

0<s<T 1<k<NT-—1
The second term is already estimated in the proof of (C-2-ii). Also, the expectation in the first term is dominated
by
3

(W) E (Z ang, (1 l)z

1<k<NT

from [Bur73, Lemma 16.1]. Also, combining Theorem 15.1 in [Bur73] and Doob’s L”-inequality, this is domi-
nated by

e [t 0] < 20 - c2tho

where we remark that if y = 1, then M;f,’ ns(1) = Zf,;s(l) — Zfz,;o(l). We know that the right-hand side is bounded
from [CSZ19b, Theorem 1.4]. ]

3.3 Martingale M”(y)

Suppose that {Mﬁt’d) (y)} satisfy all conditions in Lemma 3.6 so Theorem 1.9 follows. Theorem 1.4 implies that
V0 = Z%9 in D(Mp(R?)).

By the Skorokhod representation theorem, we may assume that ZV¢? and Z%¢ are defined on a common
probability space and Z™? — Z9¢ in D(Mp(R?)) as.

Then, all terms in the righthand side of (3.3) (and hence {MN’¢( )}) converge almost surely. Indeed,

Z — § ¢ (x)y(x)dx, and Taylor’s theorem implies that for each x € 7%, ye X and N € N, there exists ¢ = cy Xy
such that

yn(x+y) — yw(x) = WW)% + %(ylyyz)Hess(l//) <";NCY) (ﬁ;) |

where Hess(y) is the Hesse matrix of .
Thus, we have

1
D) (wwlx+y) —ww(x) = FAV () +o(1)
yeL
uniformly in any compact set K — R?. Hence, we can see from (3.5) that

[NfJ

ZNet (Ay¢)ds — f Z39(Ay)ds, as.
0

19



Thus, we found that MZI\\,’j‘p (y) = M (y) in D([0,0),R) and hence, Lemma 3.6 implies that
(MA2 (). (MY (9)),, ) = (M2 (), (M2 (), (3.13)

¥, 9,0
and that M?s?d)(l//) is a continuous %M "W -martingale (not %M (W)—martingale).

Therefore, the proof of Theorem 1.11 is completed when we proved the following two lemmas.
Lemma 3.11. For any ¥ € R, ¢ € C(R?), and y € C3(R?), MP (w) is a continuous FZ"° -martingale.

Lemma 3.12. For any ¥ € R, ¢ € C(R?), and y € C}(R?),

(M*(y)), = f J Z29 (pe(-—2))? w(z)dzds  uniformly on [0,T] in probability

e—>0 — log €
forany T = 0.
Also, we give a corollary on the quadratic variation.

Corollary 3.13. Forany 9 € R, ¢ € CS(R?), y € C}(R?), andt > 0

E [<M9’¢(l//)>t] = 47IJO< 3 <tdudva2dx - dy®%(x)Gy (v —u,y — x)w(y)>.

Proof. Since we proved that (MN¢ (y) ) v, 18 uniform integrable, we have

E[(M*2(y)),] = lim E[CMY(w))y,].

Then, we can use the same argument in the proof of Theorem 1.2 in [CSZ19b]. U

3.3.1 Proof of Lemma 3.11
Since C2(R?) is a separating set for My (R?),

0 N6
and .% fz = Ft for%<t<%.
N

LetO0<s; <--<s,<s<t,n>1andF be abounded continuous function on Mr(R?)". Then, we have
N, N,
E [ (MY () = M6 () F(ZX9,...Z)4) | =0
The uniform integrability of M™% (y)? and (MM (y) > implies
E[(MPP(y) = MPO(y))F (229, ... Z29) | =0
0 (y) — MP () ) F(229,....20%) | =0

Thus, we completed the proof of Lemma 3.11.
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3.3.2 Proof of Lemma 3.12

Since we know that foreacht > 0and € > 0

l LIJ
f f 209 (pe(-—2)Py(2)’ds = lim j ! f 7 (pe(- — ) y(0Pduds as.
0 Jr2 N=xJo  Jr2

Fatou’s lemma implies that

. [<—fgf ). zf@(psc—z>>2w<z>2dzds—<M?’¢("’)>r>2]

[NVt]

v 4 _
< lim E f = f z,”
N—o0 0 —10g8 R?

) 2
(pe(- =2)2w(2)2dz— 2 37 Z3 1 (00w ()* | ds
yez?
We will prove the following lemma.
Lemma 3.14. We have
o N[ an SN I e 2 2 2
tim tim £ || [ 7| S0 | 20— P w0 = B Y Zpg 0P 0P Jas | [ =0

(3.14)
fort >0, ¢ € CS(R?), and y € C3(R?).

Proof of Lemma 3.12. Let D — [0,T] be a dense subset. Then, we can see from Lemma 3.14 that for any sequence

{€1}n=>1 With &, — 0, there exists a subsequence {&,, } such that

—liggnk LIJRZ z2 (Pe,, (- —2))*y(z)*dzds — <Mﬂ¢(‘l’>>

t
for t € D a.s. Since both processes are continuous and non-decreasing, this is uniform convergence on [0, 7] a.s.,
and hence, Lemma 3.12 follows.

O
The proof of Lemma is postponed to Section 6.

We will verify the convergence of expectations of quadratic variation as an exercise and give the proof of
existence of extension in Theorem 1.18: Theorem 2.3 and Lemma 3.6 imply that

E[(M*2(w)]
— lim B[ ()] = 4 |

duva dxdy®, (x)>Gy (v —u,y —x)y(y)*. (3.15)
O<u<v<t R2 xR2
Also,

v

TP S

B Jot —?citge fRz < - dxq’(x)pg("—y)dX)zw(y)zdyds

t 16 2
—i—f ds i
o —loge

f dudv f dydz, (1) G o (v — tyy —X)ps e (z— ) V()
O<u<v<s R2xR2
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where we have used that §p; py_u(y — W) pe(w — 2)dw = py_y4e(y — 2). Since p;(x)? = ﬁp% (x), we have
||

N N 4rm ¢ 200 \2
lim lim E Zy. C— d
fm i, [ Jy " g S Zrstoet ~ v
S (Y4 1
St dudv | d dz | dyd,(x)’G —————Piyie 2
81_r’%JO<u<v<t ! VJ; = OgSJRz ZJRZ Y ) 19( ST x>47t(s_v+8)p 5 (Z X)W(Z)

= 47tf dudvf dzf dy®, (x)*>Gy (v —u,y —x)w(z)?,
O<u<v<t R? R?
where we have used the following lemma and the dominated convergence theorem in the last equation.

Lemma 3.15. Let y € %,(R?) and T > 0. Then, for each 0 <t < T, there exists Cr,y such that

ds Psre (z—x)y(z)| <Cr, (3.16)
0<£< loge JRZ f v
for each x € R? and

PE—— v € = 317

tim | @ f e (=)W (2) = Y (3.17)

forae xfor0<t<T.
Proof. 1t is easy to see that

loge JRz J P =0y ()

HllfHoo [log(t +¢) —log(e)] < Cr| vl

for some Cr > 0.
Also,

t
1
JRZ dzf ds n EP%(Z—X)‘I/(Z)

0 N

- f dZ‘/’(Z)# exp | — Jo—xI* —exp | — 2P
R? |z —x|? t+€ £
© 1 P2 2
- L drj[oyzn]dey/(x—l—r(cos 0,sin0)) p— (exp <_t+8> —exp (—8)> .

Therefore, we obtain from l’H6pital’s rule that

s—»O—logefRz J
l'efdf d9(+(9'6))1d & &

= — l1im r X +— r(COS sin —— | X — | —€X _
e—0 0 [07271-] ll/ ’ r dg p I+ € p €

if the limit in the righthand side exists for each ¢ > 0.
It is easy to see that it should be equal to

P (2=X)Y(2)

0 2
lim drf dOy (x+r(cosH,sindb)) L exp (_r> =1lim | pe(z—x)y(z)dz= y(x)
e—0 0 [0,2”] TE € e—0 R2

a.e. x by Lebesgue’s differential theorem. Therefore, (3.17) holds for y € %, (]R{Z). ]
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Proof of existence of extension in Theorem 1.18. Let y be a bounded Borel function. Then, Lusin’s theorem and
Tietze extension theorem implies that there exists a sequence {1} in C,(R?) such that

Un(x) > w(x) ae. xand [Pl = ||y|sw foralln > 1.

(See [Taol1, Remark 1.3.30].) Also, we know any bounded continuous function f can be approximated by pg¢ * f
uniformly on any compact sets.
Hence, we can choose &, such that

Pe, * Wn(x) > w(x) ae.xand |pg, * Pnlloo < || W] foralln > 1. (3.18)

For each y € %,(R?), we set W,(x) = pe, * Py (x) satifying (3.18). Then, we can see from the Burkholder-
Davis-Gundy inequality and (3.15) that forn,m > 1, and t = 0

E [ sup (M2 () — M?’q’(wm))z] < CE[{M® (v — ), ]

0<s<t

= 47‘[CJ duva dxdyCDu(x)zG,g(v—u,y—x) (wu(y) — l//m(y))2
O<u<v<t R2 xR2
(3.19)

for some constant C > 0. Thus, the dominated convergence theorem implies that {M?"p(l//n)} | is an L2-
n=

Cauchy sequence and C-tight and hence the limit exists and we denote it by M2 (y).
O

The proof for the representation of the quadratic variations of ./\/l,l9 9 (y) will be given in Section 6. However,
the above proof implies the following convergence of the quadratic variation.

Corollary 3.16. Let ¥ € R, ¢ € C2(R?). Then, for each y € B,(R?) and t > 0,

lim E[ sup |<M’9’¢(l//)>s—<Mﬁ’¢(l//n)>s|] =0,

n—0 [ogs<e
where {y,} is a sequence in C2(R?) such that y,(x) converges to y(x) for any x € R? and |||l < |y c0-

Proof. From (1.11), we can see that for n,m > 1

’<M19’¢(Wn)>s - <Mﬁ’¢(Wm)>s’ < <Mﬂ’¢(ll/n + Wm)>t% <M197¢(1Vn - ll/m)>t2 :

for 0 < s <t a.s. Then,

0=

B | sup (M7, = M) || < ELCMP (vt ) ELMP v ) 20)

0<s<t

The same argument in the proof of Theorem 1.18 implies the righthand side converges to zero. Thus,
{{Mm?? (¢”)>~}n>1 is a L*-Cauchy sequence and C-tight. So, the limit denoted by (M?¢(¢)) is the quadratic

variation of M (¢). The statement follows by taking limit m — oo in (3.20). O

Remark 3.17. Combining Theorem 2.3 and Doob’s inequality, we can find that the sequence of process
{22 (y,)} weakly converges to a process Z°° (y).
The Skorkhod representation theorem allows us to Z,ﬂ’q)(l//) has the same form (1.10).
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Remark 3.18. We remark that every term in expectation in (3.9) and (3.14) can be described via partition
functions from (3.4). More precisely, we need look at

4
loj _ _
Nﬁf dudv 3 E |70, (0" 700 07 (3.21)
[s:1] 1,2
yhy
for Lemma 3.7, and the linear combination of
oy 2759 232 12 212
¥ o dude | 280220 0% | W P () (3.22)
[0,1]?
oy Z0 INZ0 2\50 332
ﬁ dudv 2 E[ZN;u(y )ZN;u(y )ZN;v(y ) ]
(0.1 yyRy?
y! Y 2 32
X d - == - == 3.23
Jore (<= 33 ) e (5= 75 wiorwne 02
1 _ — _ _
i | a3 B[N 20020, 028,04
[0.4]2 yLy2 3yt

X J dzidzape <11 — yl) Pe <Z1 — y2> Pe <Z2 — y3> Pe <Zz — y4> v(z) yn(z2)? (3.24)
(R2)2 VN VN VN VN

for Lemma 3.14.
Thus, we will entirely focused on computing of moments of partition functions in the following sections.

4 Moments of partition functions

From now, we will omit the parameter N in the notations if it is clear from the context.

4.1 Chaos expansion and moments

Let T be a countable set and {@, };er be independent Bernoulli distributed random variables with P(@, = 1)

Play=—1)=;
For a finite subset F' < T, we define

0)F=H(x),

teF

and the polynomial chaos P(®) is defined as a linear combination of {@r : F < T is finite}, i.e.

P((J)) = Z ar O
FcT:finite
for some {ar } FT:finite SUch that ap = 0 except for some Fi,...,F,, < T. We set g = 1 for convention.

Then, it is easy to see that E [@F, ... wp | = lifany r € F; U - - - U Fj belongs to exactly even number of subsets
Fys- .. ,sz,p, and is equal to O otherwise.
Now, we will give the polynomial chaos expansion of partition functions: Take T = Z3. Fort > 0, y € Z3,
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¢ € C.(R?),
Zf\)/;t()’)
k

= QN1(¢N7Y) + Z Z érﬁ’xlqnl(¢N7xl) (H érg,xiqnil,ni(-xi—lu-xi)> an,Nt(-xkuy)

k=1 1<n;<---<np<Nt =2
xl,...,xkEZZ

= 2 X Ao

|A|I=0AcZ3

where for A = (Ay,...,Aj5)) with A; = (n;,x;) € ZZ(1<n << nja| < Nt), we define

Gn(9n.y) = Y Ov(X)gu(x,y) forn>0,yeZ?

xeZ?
= |] &
(nx)EA
and
qne (9N, Y) ifA=(
af()(¢,y) =4 qn (P, x1) (HE-Z:EQ(AI'—UA:')) qmapmaje)  if A= (Ar,.. A
0 otherwise.

Here, we define H}ZZ(- -+) =1 for our convention and we set

Aaj41 = (Nt,y)
q(Ai—1,4;) = qnj—n;_, (Xi—1,X;).

For our convenience, we introduce a set of finite subsets of indices

F(T) = Fr

={AcZ?: A=(Ar,.. A, A= (nix) € 27,
: 1<n1<<n‘A|<NT

for T > 0, where we set |A| = 0 for A = ¢J. We define F = U Fr.
T=0
The above argument gives that

E [Z%;s 02N <yb>7;‘¢., )20, <yd>]

= Y Y 0a 95l (9,)ap) (0.0)E el el el @1

A BeF(s) C,DeF(r)

Now, we focus on the finite subsets A, B, C,D € F that contribute to the summation in the right-hand side.
We say A, B, C,D have an odd intersection if one of the following holds:

(1) there exists an (n,x) such that (n,x) belongs to three of A, B, C,D but does not belong to the other one.

(2) there exists an (n,x) such that (n,x) belongs to one of A, B, C,D but does not belong to the others.
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Also, we say A, B, C,D have even intersections if A,B,C,D don’t have an odd intersection.
We have from (3.2)

if A,B,C,D : even intersection
E|efvelreliel| -

|Al+|B|+|C|+|D|
Oy
0 if A,B,C,D : even intersection

Thus, A, B, C,D that have even intersections contribute to the summation of A,B,C,D in (4.1).

The above argument yields that

4
Gan=3% Y Y Y PR ee 000el (007ah (007 @2)

Ns<NuNtyl y2 A BeF(u)
Ns<Nv<NI C,DeF(v)

even intersections

We can write (3.22)-(3.24) in similar ways, but we omit giving them here.
Hereafter, we may assume that A, B, C,D have even intersection.

4.2 Pairings of intersections

We write elements of A uB u C uD in time ordered as

AvBUCUD = {{(n,xi)}iz1, ki 1< < <, (4.3)

.....

where for the case n; = n;;1, we may choose x; £ x;;1 such that (n;,x;) € A since if n; = n;; for some i, then
(ni,x;) belong to two of A,B,C,D and (n;;+1,x;+1) belongs to the other two). Also, we define by

AUBUCUD|N={1<I’)’£1<I’)’lz<~"<ml2{nl,...,l’lk}Z{ml,...,ml}}

the sequence of intersection times.

Definition 4.1. Suppose A,B,C,D € F with (4.3). If A,B,C,D have even intersections and AuBuUCuUD + ¢,
for each (nj,x;) € AuB U CuUD, one of the following three cases occurs:

(P1) (n; # nj for j+1i)

(P1-i) (n;,x;) belongs to two of A,B,C,D but not to the other two. Moreover, (n;,y) ¢ AuBUCUD for
any y #+ x.
(P1-ii) (nj,x;)e AnBNCnD.

(P2) (nj=nj=nfori+ j)|j—i| =1 and (n,x) belongs to two of A,B,C,D and (n,y) belongs to the other two.

Thus, when A B U C U D has even intersections, each n; € A B U C uD|y has an associated pair(s) of
indices, denoted by p;, EF € {AB,AC,AD, BC,BD,CD} (<>(P1)), ABCD (<>(P1-ii)), [EF][GH] (< (P2)), where
(E,F,G,H} = {A,B,C,D}.

We denote by 71, &, the set of pairs with type (P1), with type (P2), respectively and & := {ABCD}.

We set & = P U Pr U Py. Then, we define the associated map 1 which maps A,B,C,D to a finite -
sequence if A,B,C,D have even intersectionand AUBUCUD %+ J:

l(A,B,C,D):(pl,,p]) =:Pp. (44)

Definition 4.2. We say p = EF,q = GH € & are a couple if {E,F,G,H} = {A,B,C,D}, i.e. each of (AB,CD),
(AC,BD), and (AD,BC) is a couple.
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We denote by P the set of finite sequences of 2. Then, (4.2) is rewritten by

4
VD Y YRS Y e R R e (U B

Ns<Nu<Nt y! y2pePs A BeF(u)
Ns<Nv<Nt C.DeF(v)

even intersections
l (A7B,C~D) =p

Next, we will see that the contributions to (4.2) from 22, and £, can be identified with the contribution from
K.

For fixed 0 < n < Nt, we consider the contributions from &2, and &, to the summation in spatial variables
at n.

The contribution from &7, at n to (4.2) has the form of

Z Q(AaaBbvCC7Dd)R(AH+2?Bb+27CC+27Dd+2)
Aavavcchd
Ag+2:Bp42,Cct2,Da 12

Y 0w [4(Aa, (,%))q(By, (n,%))q(Ce, (n,9))q(Da, (n,))] (4.6)
xFy

’ [q((n7x)’Ad+2)q((nvx)7Bb+2)CI((nay)7CC+2)CI((n7y)7Dd+2)] :

Also, we can see from (3.2) that the contribution from £, at n to (4.2) has the form that replaces x = yby x =y
in the summation of (4.6).

Thus, we can identify the contribution from £, at n to (4.2) with the one from [AB][CD] € &7,. This is
one-to-one correspondence.

Hence, we may consider that the summations in (4.5) of p are taken over the finite sequence in & U &?,.

By a similar way, we can see that the contributions from [AT][#§] € &7, are identified with the one from
AT € &,. This is one-to-one correspondence.

We write by j the map from A,B,C,D to &, = {finite sequenice of AB,AC,AD,BC,BD,CD} deduced from
the above correspondence. We denote the length of p € & by |p|.

Then, (4.5) can be rewritten by

4
O, o2
N2 n 2 ol 00)a (900 (0.57a) (0.7 “.7)
Ns<Nu<Ntyl y2pe?;  ABeF(u)
Ns<Nv<Nt C DEF(V)
even intersections
J(AB.C.D)=p

For ¢ > 0, we can see that

o o2l NgW (6 1214
N4 > ZZ > Yo hay) (9.51)al (9.57)ay) (9.5%)

Ns<Nu<sNtyl y2pePr A BeF(u)

Ns<Nv<Nt C.DeF(v)
even intersections
j(A7B7C7D):p

4

S 2 2
51D VDV INEDY o oal(0.5)al (0.5)al) (9.37)ap) (6.5)  (48)
%ii%gix;y Y2 PEPfx1,e x| EL2 (15 JETN (Po1,V)
where Ty(p,u,v) is the set of time-sequence {(n1,...,np)} given as follows:

(T-1) n; are associated with p; for 1 <i < |p|.
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(T2) 1<m <m < <np.
(T-3) If p; = AB (or CD), then n; < Nu (n; < Nv). Otherwise, n; < Nu A Nv.
(T-4) If p; and p;+ is not a couple, then n; < n;1 1. Otherwise n; = n;1 is allowed.

Remark 4.3. A,B,C,D does not appear in the sum on the right-hand side explicitly. However, p contains all
their information.

Remark 4.4. The inequality comes from the fact that ABCD € &2, is mapped to AB € &2 so that the time-space
summation associated with p & AB,CD does not contain the quadruple intersection. However, the difference is
negligible. Indeed, the differences is dominated from above by the summation of quadruple intersection terms

of expansion of |y|%E [Zﬁ,;t(l)“]. However, we can find from the proof of [CSZ23, Theorem 6.1] that the
contribution from the quadruple intersections is negligible (see the argument after Proposition 6.6 in [CSZ23]).

4.3 Partitions of sequence of pairings by stretches

Next, we focus on consecutive sequences in p € &y, called stretches in [CSZ19b], that is, p = (p1,..., px) can
be divided into some blocks s = (s; = (p1,...,ps,),52 = (Pr,+1,---,Ps,) - - - ), where we define

(1) &y =sup{j=1:p;+ pi}.
(2) Foreachi> 1,01 =sup{j =¥+ 1:pj+ ps41}if £;+ 1 < k. Otherwise, we define ;1.1 = o0.

Thus, each block is associated with an element of P = {AB,AC,AD,BC,BD,CD}. We denote the number of
stretches in p by |s| = sup{k : {4 < o0}.
We denote by ﬁf the set of finite sequences s = (s1,52,...,5|s) of P withs; + 511 (i=1,...,[s[ = 1).
We define the map k from &y to ,@Jf by k(p) =s
Then, we can find that

4
SNPINIDHEDY Y aal0.0a (9.0)al (9.57)ah) (9.5%)

Ns<Nu<Nt 2PELf X1 ,... X || EL2 np) ) ETN (Pyut,v
NS<Nv<Nty Y F XX p| (1 IplETN (1)

=% ) ZZ > 2 Mo P9,y )ag) (0,)ad) (9.5%)ay) (6,57)

Ns<Nu<Nt T PEDs x1,exiy EZ2 (11 oo )ETN (Poit,v
Ns<NV<Nt) Vse 7y k(p):fs 1 X|p| €22 o )ETN ( )

Also, we can see that

)IRDINEDY 2

se@ PEPf X1,..., x“,‘GZZ (1, n\p|)€TN(P7u v)

" x(p)=s
-3 e B
se Py (m1,x1),(1m1,91) -5 (M5 X 5| )5 (M) V)5 JEST N (S,,7) p‘v}'{'('vp)\S\e‘@f I W fp)‘ . fp)‘ 2 )EST N (pi,misn;)
Pi)=si
where S\TN(S,M,V) is the set of space-time-sequence {(m1,x1), (n1,1),- -, (ms|,X|s|), (7|, Y|s|)} given as fol-

lows:

(§T—1) (mi,x;), (ni,y;) are associated with the stretch s; for 1 <i<|s
point of the stretch.
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(ﬁ-2) l<my<n <my<ny<--- <mg <ng.

(§T—3) If s;, = AB (CD), then n; < Nu (n; < Nv). Otherwise, n; < Nu A Nv.

(é\’f -4) If s; and s;4; is not a couple, then n; < m; 1. Otherwise n; = m;1 is allowed.
(ST-5) x;,y; € Z2.

Also, for p = (p1,..,pp), and 1 < m < n, §7\"N(p,m,n) is the set of space-time-sequence
{(n1,x1),..., (np|—2,X|p|—2)} given as follows:

(§"\F—1) (ni,x;) are associated with p; for 1 <i < |p|—2.
(S/T-Z) m<np <ny<---<np_y<n
(ST-3) x; € Z2.

Now, we focus on the summation over ST ~N(pi,mi,n;), and p;. Fix (m;,x;) and (n;,y;). Then, the other
variables appear in the summand with the form

V(X)opPl,, if |p;| = 1

2[p; .
V(X) ‘p |qn1 mt('xhyl) lf ’pl| = 2
i 2 i+1 _j i|—1 .
V(X) N“"qn;i)_m,oc,, P TIR 4,000y Oy 3ty Y, gwir O v i il >3,

where V(X)) is a function independent of the summation. Hence, it has the given by
V(X)Umiani(xi’yi)

Repeating this procedure, we rewrite (4.8) by the following form:

ls|

4
% Z Z Z Z FN(¢>W1m7n>X y 1_[ m;,n; x”yl
i=1

%fé%i% W25 Py (m1.x1), (131 (m]g] Xe] ) (1fa] ¥jo JEST v (.10
To give the explicit form of Fy (¢, y,m,n,x,y), we will see the sequence of (m;,x;), (n;,y;).
Definition 4.5. For each s € @} and E € {A,B,C,D}, we set

=inf{j>1:s;3E},

andlflk < o,if,, =inf{j > if :s; 3E},

where we set inf = c0. Also, we denote by kE = sup{k : if | = 0} the number of times E appears in s.
Also, we set

formy,ny, ... .My, Ng, X1,Y1, - Xk, Vi € Z2, and s € eﬁf j=1,....,kf and E € {A,B,C,D}.
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Foreach E € {A, B,C, D}, the transition between Sie and Sif, is from (n% n,y; B to (mf Ry £ ). Its contributions

to Fy (¢, y,m,n,x,y) are given by the form Gy - - (yf,xﬂl) for some Gy. Thus, we can see that
J J

ORI ID) 2

Ns<Nu<Nt 21,2 P , ! o7
Ns<Nv<Ni D22 se P (my,x1),(11,31)505 (5] 5] )5 (5] V15 JEST N (8,14,7)

kg—1 s
H <Qm ¢N’ 1 1_[‘1mJrl y]ﬁ ]+1 >1_[ mn; xzayl

E€{A,B,C,D}

qNM—”lkA (J’kA,Zl)QNu—nkg (kauzl)qu—nkC (ka7Z2)qu—nkD (ykD)ZQ)lI/N(Zl) WN(ZZ)Z'

Moreover, we remark that the summation

ot Y Y.

Ns<Nu<Nt 21,22
Ns<Nv<Nt

can be embedded into the summation of AB and CD. Hence, we have

a8 == ¥ Z 3

X1,

SEWf,A&CD (my,n,e..,(mgp,ns) €Iy (8,5,t)

y‘s‘mZ
kg—1 s|
1 <me(¢N7xlE) 11 /- (yf,xfﬂ)) [ T Wnyne (i 3)) Wiv g —1) > Wi 1)) (4.9)
Ee{A,B,C,D} j=1 i=1
where we set

%,AB,CD = {S = (Sl,...,Sk) eP:sp_1=AB,s; =CD,k > 2}

and Ty(s,s,?) is the set of sequence of time-pairs {(m;,n1),..., (mys|,m)s))} satisfy the followings:

(T-1) (m;,n;) are associated with the stretch s; for 1 <i <
the stretch.

(T-2) I<m<nm<m<ny<--- < Myg| < Ng)-
(’T-?)) Ns < Ns|—1 S Mig| < N < Nt.
("I"—4) If s; and s;41 are not a couple, then n; < m; . Otherwise, n; = m; is allowed.

In particular, the summand is given as the products of the weights associated with the graphs.
Thus, it is enough to estimate (4.9).

We now introduce a new oriented graph G(s) = (V(s),E(s)) with vertices V(s) = {0, 1,...,|s|}, where the
oriented edges are [0,if ) (E € {A,B,C,D}) and [1] N 1+1> for 1 < j<kf—1(Ee{A B,C,D}).
We write
Gt (BN ;) fore = [0,i) (E € {A,B,C,D})
ge)=4§

o, Oipoxg,)  fore= [if,i§+1> for1 < j<kf—1(E€{A,B,C,D})
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and

U() =Up,n,(xy,yv) forve{l,....|s|}.

(4.9)=% > > D qle) [ Tu. (4.10)

Se'%AB,CD th’xI.S‘ {(ml,’nl),...,(m‘s‘,nlsl)}ETN(S,S,I) e€E(s) i=1
VseesY|s|inZ

Figure 1: An image of the graph associated with s and 7; n(s,s,t). Curly lines represent wights U and solid lines
represent weights q.

We can see the following structure of the graph G(s).

Definition 4.6. Eachve {1,...,|s| —2} has two incoming edges [1,,,v), [I,,v) and two outgoing edge [v,0, ) and
[v,0.), where 0 < I, < I, and O, < O,.

Let I(s) =sup{if : E = A,B,C,D}.
For simplicity, we set i’i‘ = if =1, ilc =2,and ill) > 2. (The other cases are obtained by permutation.)

Proposition 4.7. For each s, the following holds.
(1) I = I{ = 0. Also, the following holds:

(i) If s1 and sy are a couple, then ill) =2and I, = Ié = 0.
(ii) If sy and sy are not a couple, then i? =>35L=0, Ié =1, Ii? =0, andll.’D € {ill) -2, i? —1}. In particular,
1

Il.’D = i? — 2 if and only ifsi? and s;p are a couple.
1
(2) Leti+1,2,ib.

(i) If si—1 and s; are a couple, then I, = i —2 > I; and the equality holds if and only if si_y = s;.
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(ii) If si— and s; are not a couple, then I] = i — 1 and I; <i—2. In particular, I; = i — 2 if and only if each
label in s; is contained in either s;_, or s;_1.

(3) For 1 <i<l(s)—2 0/=i+1 0;=i+2.

(4) Letl(s)— i <|s|—2. If s; and siy) are a couple, then O, = i+2 < O. If s; and si\ are not a couple,
O =i+l and O; = i+ 2. In particular, O; = i+ 2 if and only if each label in s; are contained in s;iy| or
Si+2

Proof. (1) I} = I{ = 0 is trivial by definition.

(i) If 51 = AB and s, are a couple, then s, = CD so that i = i’ =2 and hence I, = I} = 0.

(ii) If s; = AB and s; are not a couple, then s, = *C (x € {A,B}). So ill) > 3 and there exists oriented edges
[1,2) and [0,2). Also, itis trivial that /, p = 0. Finally, if s;p_; and s;p are a couple (e.g. sip_ =ABand s,p = CD),
thenspp_, = ECfor E e {A, B} since it does not contain D and s;p_» 4= s;p_1- Thus, ID = z— 2. On the other hand,

if s; D1 and s; jp are not a couple, then Il1 =i— 1 holds by deﬁmtlon

(2)

(i) If s;—1 and s; are a couple (e.g. s;—; = AB and s; = CD), then s;_, = *T for x € {A,B,C,D} and f € {C,D}
since s;_1 F s;_». Therefore, Ii’ =i—2. Also, [; = i —2 if and only if there exist &,/ such that ig = ilD =i{—2and
o =i =iiesio=s:

(i) If 5;,_1 and s; are not a couple (e.g. s;—; = ABand s; = BC), then Il =i— 1 and [; <i—2. If 5;_» = =D for
x € {A,B,C}, then [i —2,i) exists. On the other hand, if s5;_, = *T for =, € {A,B,C}, then [i — 2,i) does not exist
sol; <i—2.

(3) By definition, the labels contained in sy, ..., s;s)—1 are A, B,C. Then, for 1 <i < I(s) —2,s; and s;1 are
not a pair(e.g. s; = AB and s;;; = AC), and s;+; and s;42 are not a pair and hence s;1» = AB or BC.

(4) The proof is the same as (2).

]

Now, we will give an upper bound of (4.9) by taking summation in spatial variables x;, y;.

First, we will take summation in the order of y|s|—xX|g|—=Y|s|—1— - .. as follows: We remark that x; (1 <i< ] |)
appear in U (i) just one time and in g(e1) and g(e;) for just two e, e and the same holds for y; (1 <i < |s|—

The summand of (4.10) has the form F(m,n,xl,...,x‘s|,y1, - Y|s|— 1)U, My| s ‘()C| 1'Ys |) and hence the sum-
mation of (4.10) in y|5|) is dominated by F(m,n,x1,...,X|s|,¥1,---:Y|s|—1)Un n, - In particular, x5 appears as

([I| E ‘ |>) ([ s]’ | ’>) lnF(mnx17 x\s|7y]7"‘7y\s|fl)'
We know that for j > 1,

Zq([lj7]>)q([1§7.]>) = q2mj*n1j*n1; (ylﬁl})

19
P L (4.11)

2m;—ny, —ny

if1</; < I}, where Cy,1 is a constant which is uniformly chosen in m;,nj,,ny; and yy,, s

22400, )41}, 1) = Gamn (08,37 < Cy2 (4.12)

if I; = 0 < I’, where C, 1 is a constant depending only on § ¢ (x)dx, and

DL iNa(0,5)) = D qom,(dn,¥)n () < Cy3N (4.13)

YEZZ

even
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if I; =1; = 0, where C, 3 is a constant depending only on | ¢ (x)dx. We denote by
J=A q, p g only

C,, .
1) =19 C,, if0=1;<1I
Cy3N if ;=1 =0.

Hence, yy, and Yr,, appear in the summand with the form U (Is)q ([1,, 0} )) U(I|’ q([1 's ‘,01, )) (if Iig| < I| )
or U(I‘S|) (if]|s‘ = I|,s\)‘

Let 1 < j <|s|— 1. Suppose that by taking summation in Xjt+1,---5Xg| and yji1,...,y|s|, the summand has
the form
J
vwimn,j) [] a]Ju, (4.14)
e€Ep(s,j) i=1
e=[,0)) (0i<))
Eols,j)={ecE(s): e=[i,0) (0/<))
e=[0,it) (if <)

Since y; appears only in U (i), the summation in y; of (4.14) is dominated by

j—1

Unn,Vwmm,j) [ ale)][UG) (4.15)

EEEO(SJ) i=1
and x; appears as q([7;, j))q([1}, j) in (4.15). The summation of (4.15) in x; is dominated by
j—1
G Vwmn,j) [ a@] UG
e€Ep(s,j—1) i=1
By induction, we can obtain an upper bound of (4.10). To give it, we divide %AB,CD into two disjoint sets
@’a ={se %AB,CD : (s1,52) are not a couple. }

3713 ={se %’,AB,CD : (s1,52) are a couple. }.

Forse ;;770,, one (4.13) and two (4.12) appear. On the other hand, for s € %, two (4.13) and no (4.12) appear.
Thus, we can find that (4.10) is dominated by

N YR IO

s€ Py (mn)eTy(s,s,t) J=3:-|s] j=1
J#I(s)
2c23 L
DD S I O] § 2
sejp(mn)eTN(sst)J 3,8l Jj=1
Is|
2C 2C 36 -~ . _animm;
e q Z Z H q(]) e A jN ijj,nj (Type—oc)
s€ Py (mn)ely(s,s,t) J=3:-[s] Jj=1
JjEl(s)
2C2 - . il T
Z Z H q(]) e N Umj,nj- (Type_ﬁ)
sePg (mn)ely(s,s,t) J=3:-[s] Jj=1
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Figure 2: Image of (Type-x). Figure 3: Image of (Type-f3).

Here A > 0 is a constant (chosen later) which will play the same role as the one introduced in [CSZ19b].
For (Type-a), we have four cases

(Type-1) my <ma <my) < Ns
(Type-2) myp <mp < Ns <my)
(Type-3) mi < Ns <my <my)
(Type-4) Ns <my <my <my)
and for (Type-f3), we have three cases
(Type-6) m; <myp < Ns
(Type-7) my < Ns <mp
(Type-8) Ns <my < my.
Also, we will divide the summation by the first site after Ns.

Definition 4.8. For each sequence (m,n) in Ty(s,u,v), there exists an i(m,n) € {1,...,|s| — 1} such that one of
the following holds:

(S-l) Mj(m,n) SNs < 1j(m,n)
(5'2) Ni(tmmn)—1 <Ns < Mj(m n)-

Thus, we have to estimate 14 cases. However, the arguments are essentially the same, so we will deal with
the following two cases in the next section: (s-1)x(Type-1), and (s-2) x (Type-6).

5 Bounds of moments

In this section, we will give upper bounds of (s-1) x(Type-1) and (s-2) x (Type-6).

To give upper bounds of moments, we use some estimates in [CSZ19b], where they gave upper bounds of
third moments in terms of multivariate integrals. Essentially, the method is the same as the one in [CSZ19b] but
our integrands are complicated.
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51 (s-1)x(Type-1)-case
5.1.1 Change of time variables

At first, we will change of time variables (m,n) as follows.
For a while, we fix i(m,n) =
We change the time sequence as follows:

U, = ng — my, for 1 <k<|s|, k=i
u; = Ns—m;
ﬁi:ﬂi—NS

Vi = My — N fOl‘lgké‘S’—l.

Then, we replace the variables of the summation from (m,n) to (w,v,&;) = (u1,...,U|s|,V1,---,V|s|—1,4;) and
enlarge the range of them as follows

D(i,S) — {~ ul,...,ui,vl,...,vi,le{O,...,NT} }

Wis Uit 155 Ujg|sViye o5 V|s|—1 € {0,...,(Z—S)N}
Since I < k—2 and I,’C < k—1, we can see that
2my —ny, —ny =2my —np_1 —Np_p = 2Vp_1 + Vik_2 5.1

and

U, <k<|s )
Up =4 % ’ 5.2
S { Ui+ for k =i. ©-2)

Thus, we have

(s-1)x(Type-1)

C,,C,3e2Th &) k=1 k C, 2l it
<%ZZ Z DI N et N K St

where |s| > 4 since |s| > [(s) > 2 for (Type-1).
We use the following result.

Lemma 5.1. [CSZ19b, Lemma 5.3 and (5.37)] For each A = 1 and T > 1, there exists a constant cg < o0 such
that for any N > 1

St < oo
. 2+logh’

Corollary 5.2. Foreach T > 1 andt = 0, there exists a constant cy < o0 such that for any N > 1
Nt NT

u+v t
7226 l;\j M+V\2+Cl%g7t

vOul
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Thus,

(s-1)x(Type-1)

Cq »C, 362”' (l‘ —S) & cy kk—1 k k qu
< 2424 — Al], 5.3
N2 Z 2+1logh Z 2 , H 2vj_1+vj_2A (5-3)

where we set
(5.4)

Now, we focus on

5 H (e )

which is the summation of the product of k — 3 terms with respect to k — 1 variables. By the AM-GM inequality
a+b=2+abfora>=0,b>=0,itis dominated by

s 2 H —
Vitl  [Vj+1
veD (i,s)  J=1 J+ /N +

J=|=l

<¢4MJ (5.5)
¢! [0,s]i=1x [0,t—s]* =1 A/ Vi+14/Vj+1 +V]
JFl(s)-2
Now, we integrate it in order from vy to v¢_.
Since v, appear as \/V|1T1)2 in integrand of (5.5),
J\ d ‘S|_2 1
v
[0,5]i=1 x [0,t—s] =1 ViV +vj
JFl(s)—2
I(s)—3 1 1
<2vV2 J dv
x[0,4—s]c=i j:l—lz ViV Vit |\ Vis)—2
k—2

1 1—[ 1 1
Vi(s)—1 + Vi(s) j'=I(s) V Vj/\/Vj/ Vit \/Vk—l .

To estimate the integral in the right-and side, we use the results in [CSZ19b].
We define

(Pz(o)(u) =1, and ¢t 1)(s)ds, fork>1and u,t > 0.

fmk
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Then, it is easy to see that

0% (u) = 9% ()

=, =o' ()

| — " V(w)ds = ¢® <ﬁ> forallk > 1
J;) /7s(s+ ?) o (u)ds [0} & = 1.
Lemma 5.3. [CSZ19b, Lemma 5.4] For all k € N

(k) s 1/1 2 i €
¢," (v) <32 Zi! <2log <32k—

<

forallve (0,1).

In particular,

k k 1 1 T*e? ‘ ko1 1
(P;) < 32kpk2 5 (210g ) < (32p)fTwerv
=it \2p v

forT >0and p > 1.
Therefore,

I(s)—2 | |
V1. dvye)—
f[o]"l(s) 3 1_12: \/74/V]+Vj+] ‘/Vl(s) —avi l( ) 2
1 _3 (s)— 1 r 1 l

< (32p)'® "% ePJ

“Zrer. (5.6)
0 V%+217’ % 2p
for p> 1.

Also, we have

1 1 1
| —_— dvig)—1---dvi—1
[0,7]~1(=)+1x [0, —s]k~i A/ Vi(s)—1 + Vi(s) 7=1(s) W\/vj/ TVl \/kal
—I(s)— 1—
< T (32p) 1O 1T ‘f 1

er 1 1
0 vity
VT E) O T T e )

el’(t—s)ffﬁ.
272

A\

(5.7
Combining (5.3), (5.5), (5.6), and (5.7), we obtain that

0 - k
2AT 30 k—l—4p5343
(s-1)x (Type-1) < CpCyaCyze™ (1 —5)2 " Z <2—|—log7t> ; Z Z 2p) e

3 1 O
< CpCyaCyze (t—5)2 " <
3.1
< Cp,T,ﬂ, (t - S) 2w
for A large enough, where C, is a constant depending only on p > 1 and C,, 7, is a constant depending on p,T, A
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52 (s-2)x(Type-2)-case

For a while, we fix i(m,n) = i.
We change the time sequence as follows:

Uy = n, — my, for 1 <k <|s|
ve=mgr1—ng  forl <k<|s|—1,kfi—1
Vi—1 =Ns—n;_

\7,'_1 = m; — Ns.

Then, we replace the variables of the summation from (m,n) to (u,v,V;_;) and enlarge the range of them as
follows:

. L ul,...,u|s‘,v1,...,v,-_1G{O,...,NT}
D =1~
2(1,5) {V,’1,Vl',...,V|s_1E{O,...,(Z‘—S)N}

Using (5.1), we can see that

23 2TA o0 k—1 C., |s| o
q7 - A
(S-2)X(Typ6-6) < T 2 Z\l Z . ' - H <2Vj_1—i—vl AN 1) . e N qu
k=4 se Py i=3 (w,v,v;i_1)€D,(i,8) j=3,....k J j=1
|s|=k
C2 2TA o — C Is|
DD ) e, 59
4o, 123 (v NEDa(is) =3k NI TV )
|s|=k

where we remark that i(m,n) < [s| — 1 since mg|_; must be larger than Ns. Also, we remark that the summand
does not contain v;_j.
Lemma 5.1 yields that

C2 2T A (t

e —S) 0 cy k C 1
22)x(Type-6) < —4° i
(s-2) x (Type-6) N ;(2+logl> IPI 2 ~=3___k<2vj+v1_/+] § >

where Dy (i, s) is defined in (5.4).
Then, a similar argument to the analysis of (5.5) yields that

k—2

1
c" ’N f dv .
veDZ@s)J U <2VJ+V1+1 ) x[0,1—s]k—i H\/me

The rest of analysis is almost the same as the one of the proof after (5.5), so we omit it.
Anyway, we can obtain that

1

(5-2) X (Type-6) < Cpyp(t —5)3 %

for A large enough, where C), 7, is a constant depending on p, T, 7.
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6 Proof of Lemma 3.14

As we mentioned in Remark 3.18, it is enough to focus on (3.22)-(3.24).

The limit of the third moment of Zf,; ,(¥) was obtained in [CSZ19b] and the higher moments of the moments
in the continuous setting (stochastic heat equation) was obtained in [GQT21].

We recall that for each s € @/f and E € {A,B,C, D}, we set

¥ =inf{j>1:5;,3E},
and if if < o0,it,, = inf{j > if :s; 3 E},

where we set inf = co0. Also, we denote by k£ = sup{k : if 1 = 00} the number of times E appears in s.
Also, we define

KE—1
@E(H,V,X,y) = cDuf (xf) H p“]E'+1_V§: (x?:rl _yf)
=1

2 2 0 E E
for g e C.(R%), 0 <uy <vi <+ <ug <Vk, X1,Y1,..., %, Yk € R*, and s € &, where we set u =g, vi = vie,

J
xf =Xz, andyf =yz for j=1,...,kf and E € {A,B,C,D}.
J J
The limits of (3.22)-(3.24) are given as follows.

Lemma 6.1. Let ¢ € C.(R?) and y € C3(R?). For eacht > 0,
||
N

2
lim E (L f22£;s(p£(-—z))2w(z)2dz)

N—o0 R

_ j[ O]ﬁ ( f cbsﬁg(y)zw(y)zdy) dsdsy
+ Z Z (4m)* JJ dudvdcdrj

B1.CDq | AB=A=7B CP_,C_;D,
dxdyd*Pds 1{ }

oc=04=081=0C=0"

i>1 ocp (R2)*F
=1 seby 0<ut] <V| <+ <Up— | <Vj_| <u<vp <t
|s|=k v‘;(‘A vva <°'<tv",fc \/kaD <T<t
k
E E E E
HGﬂ(vj_uﬁyj_xj) H C) (u7V7X7y)ch—va+£<Z _ykE)W(Z ) (61)
i=1 Ec{A,B.C,D}
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Lemma 6.2. Let ¢ € C.(R?) and y € C3(R?). For eacht > 0,

Nt]
lim E [J f 77\),;3,098(- _z))zw(z)2dZ<MN,¢(‘//)>t
0 R2

N—0
=3y @ ” dudvdo f o, Axdyde? P {0 = 24 = 7P}
= 2
k=1 SEPf O<uy <v) <+ <up_1 <V <up<vi <t (R )
|S‘:k,Sk:CD V-1 <0o<t
k
HGﬁ(vj_ujvyj_xj) H @E(U,V,X,y) H pa—v:l,—i-s(ZF_y£F>W(ZF)W(yk>2
i=1 Ee{A,B,C,D} F=AB
+ Z Z (4m)* Jf dudvdGJ . dxdy
pv 2
k=1 SEPy O<uy <vy < <tlp_| <Vj_1 <ux<vg <t ®)
|s|=k, V<o <t
Sk—1 :CD,S](:AB
k
HGﬁ(Vi — Ui, Yi — X;) H OF (W, V,X,¥) Po—vre (2—30) > W(2) W(in-1)> (6.2)
i=1 E€{A,B,C,D}
Lemma 6.3. Let ¢ € C.(R?) and y € C3(R?). For eacht > 0,
. N,o 2
Jim E [ (y))7]
=2 4k dud dxd
Z Z (47) Jf ! VJ(RZ)Z" =
k=2 sePy 0<ut] <) <o+ <1 <Vg_ 1 <ty <vg <t

|s|=k,
Sk—1=AB,s;=CD

k
[[Goi—wyi—x) ] O (wyv,xy)yii1) v’ (6.3)
i=1

E€{A,B,C,D}

We give an outline of the proof of Lemma 6.2 and omit the proofs of Lemma 6.1 and 6.3 since the argument
are almost the same.

Remark 6.4. The summations in (6.1)-(6.3) converge absolutely. It follows from the following alternative repre-
sentation of (2.14) for h = 4:

(2.14)
:f(R) ]_[ ¢ (xg)p: (xg,ye) W (ye )dxdy

2\4
Ee{A,B,C,D}

+30 ) (@m)t ff dudy J( RZ)dexdy

k=1 SG% O<u)<v)<---<up<vp <t
|s|=k
k
[[Govi—uyi—x) [] ©(mvxy ][] ¥ (g)- (6.4)
i=1 Ec{A,B.C,D} Ec{A,B.C.D} £

In (6.1), we may take w =1 and ¢ > 0. Also, we have SVk_] Y. [o g W Po-, +£(Z—yZ\A)pc,vkEBH(Z—ny)dZ <C
uniformly in vi_y, € > 0, and x,y € R?. Then, this upper bound has the same form as (6.4).
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6.1 Proof of Lemma 6.2

We first give the chaos expansion of the expectation of

[V ]
N

E [( |7 [zt —z>>2w<z>2dz> <MNv¢<w>>,]

R

in a similar way to the argument in Section 4. We use the label A,B derived from the “random walks” in
1) —
$o" g Zj\),;s (pe(- —2))*¥(z)*dz and C, D derived from the “random walks” in (MY (y) ).
We remark that after the last intersection between A and B, each of them may meet C or D but after the last
intersection between C and D, neither C nor D will meet other particles. Thus, s € &f contributing the chaos

expansion should satisfy one of
(1) sj5y=CD
(2) S|s|-1 = CD and Ss| = AB.

As we mentioned in Remark 4.4, quadruple intersections in the chaos expansion of moments are negligible.
Therefore, we have the following representation of the moment. We omit its proof since it is almost the same as
the discussion in (4.9).

Lemma 6.5. Let ¢ € C.(R?) and y € C3(R?). For eacht > 0, we have

[Ne]
N

E [(L J ziz;s(pe(' —Z))zl//(z)zdz> <MN,¢(W)>t

R

- DD >

k=1 sePy X1aY1 Xk Vi (ml-,’ll7~-7mk7’lk)€fN(S-,M,V)
|S‘=k,sk=CD ng—1 <u<Nt

HU(ni_mi)yi_-xi) H (:j(N)(m7n7X7y)lI/N(yk)2JdZQA(y7M7€7W)Z)QB(y7u787w)Z)
i=1

E€{A,B.C.D}
1
DI DY 2, 2,
k=1 se XUV XhVk (my iy .oy ) €Ty (5,14,0)
‘S|=k,Sk,1 =CD,sy=AB n<u<Nt

HU(ni_miyyi_xi) H é(N)(manaxvy)WN(yk)zQA(Y>uv87II/’Z)QB(Y7L‘38’W7Z)+0(1) (65)
i=1 E€{AB.C,D}

where fN(u,v) is the set of time sequences (my,n1,...,mg|,n|s|) which satisfy the followings:

(T-1) my,n; are associated with the stretch s; for 1 <i < |s|, which represents the start time and the end time of

the stretch.
(T-2) 1<my <nm <my<ny<-- <mg| < Ng|-

(T-3) If s; and s; 1 are not a couple, then n; < m;y1. Otherwise, n; = m;y is allowed.

Also, we set
KE—1
(N E E E
®( )(manvan) = qinf((PN?xl ) 1_[1 quE»Jrl—nf (yj ’xj'H)
j=

E y
Qr(y,u,€,y,2) = yeZZ:un_nfE (V> ¥) Pe <\/N —Z> v(z) forE=A,B,
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where we write mt = mr, nf = ng, xt
J Iy J Iy J

Thus, it is enough to see the limit of the right-hand side of (6.5) for the proof of Lemma 6.2. Here, we give
an idea of the proof of this convergence since it is almost the same as the proof of [CSZ19b, (5.3)].
Indeed, we may regard it as “Riemannian summation” for some function due to the following approximation:

Ggn(Pn,x) J o (y N( y>dy
X

Z an(x,y)p <\/N —Z> V(2) ~ prie <z— W) v (z)

yez?
an(x,y) ~ %Pﬁ <y\/_]»\f>
Uy (n:2)~ 3360 (3o )

In particular, we can find that the approximations of [ [ O™ (m,n,x,y) and [T, U(ni — mj,y; — x;) yield the

factor — 1 Nzi 7 and respectively, so we obtain the factor %

NZE€{AB.C,D} (kE—1) ™ Nz‘ ’
To prove the convergence, we first look at the second term of (6.5) with the near diagonal sets are cut off, i.e.

ni—m;=eN, (1<i<]|s|),
miy1—n; = €N, (0<i<|s[-1),
u—npg > eN

for some fixed € > 0. It approximates (6.5) uniformly in N since we know that the boundedness of the fourth

moment of Zﬁ/;s(l) and the second moment of (M™? (y)),.
Also, we can find from Remark 6.4 that the second term of (6.2) is approximated by the one restricted by

vi—u;>¢€, (1<i<]s|),
Ujr1 —Vvi > E&, (0<i< ‘S’—l),
U—vg > €

Similarly to the arguments in [CSZ19b, (5.3)], we need to consider the sumations or integrals with the re-
stricted spatial variables x and y to the set

{ 1| S MVN,|yi—xi| <MVN, (1<i<]s), }
i1yl <MVN, (0<i<|s|-1)

< =X < <i<
flal<bci<h (<i<h). ) for (6.5)

for (6.2)

it —yil <M, (0<i<|s[-1
for large M > 0.

Proof of Lemma 3.14. Lemma 6.1-6.3 yield that

2
L]
. N 4 —
tim £ | ([ ([ 2 (el P2 O 5 Zh 0Pwa)? o (©6)
N—ow 0 g€ Jr2 yez2
4r)? 4w
= (—(log)e)z(ﬁ]) —ZTgE(ﬁZ) +(6.3). (6.7)
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Thus, it is enough to see

2\2 2
O 612 (62)+(63) -0
(—loge) —loge

as € — 0.

For (6.1), we first remark that

! B 2
—loge foA Vi <o<t do J]RZ dzpo_vﬁft te (Z - ygA) pG_VfB te (Z ka) v(z)
<L 40701, 2e(0) < ¥, 68
b —loge * v <o<t 20 et 2e S o .
k k
for 0 < v‘,‘(‘A v va < t and some C; > 0. Moreover, we find that
1
d — _ B 2
—loge JV?A vl <o<t do JJRZ chfv}?f* te (Z yl]?A) Po-_va te (Z ka) V()
CJ ARy v = v and i =y o K = kP
0 otherwise.

by Lemma 3.15. It does hold for C, D.

In particular, they converge to ;- /(z4)? and ;- y(zc)? if and only if k4 = kg and ke = kp (< (K2, kB k€ kP) =
(k—1,k—1,k,k) or (k,k,k—1,k—1)).

The dominated convergence theorem yields

1
loger ™

— 2 Z (4m)k=2 J e J dudvf dxdy
>2 se@} (R2)2

O<u)<vi<--<up<wvi <t
|s|=k
Sk_liAB,Sk:CD

k
1_[ G (vi — ui,yi — X;) H 0" (u,v,x,y)
i=1

E€{A,B,C,D}

H w(-1) W)

E€{A.B.C.D}
k—2
+ Z Z (47) f e f dudv J(Rz)y( dxdy
k=2 sePy 0<u<vi<--<up<vp <t
|s|=k

Sk—1 :CD,Sk =AB

k
[[Goi—uiyi=x) ] ©wvxy ] w1 wn)?
i=1 Ee{A,B,C,D} Ee{A,B.C.D}
1
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Applying the same argument to (6.2), we obtain that

1
— (6.2
(loge) *?
— Z Z (4m)k! J : f dudvf - dxdy
k=2 se 7y 0<u) <vi<--<up<vp<t ®)
|s|=k

Sk—1 :AB,Sk =CD

k
[[Gotvi—wyi—x) ] ©°(wvixy) [ w1 v’
i=1

E€{A,B,C.D} Ee€{A,B,C,D}
+> P jf duvaRz  dxdy
k=2 seﬁ?} O<uy <v) <. <up<vp <t (®)

|s|=k
Sk—1=CD,sy=AB

k
HGﬁ(Vi_Mia)’i_xi) H O (u,v,x,y) H Y1) yw(n)?
i=1

E€{A,B,C,D} E€{A,B,C,D}
1
= —(6.3).
47r( )
O
Proof of (1.16) in Theorem 1.18. It is enough to show that
limE | (27 ftf Z29 (pe(- —2))*w(z)2dzds — (M (y)) =0
£—0 —10g8 0 JRr2 $ € 4 '
Then, we can see that the expectations is give by (6.3) with y € %, (R?). O

Remark 6.6. In Theorem 1.11, quadratic variation is approximated by using Z.ﬂ’q)( pe(- —x)). However, we can
approximate it by using Z00 (éf (%)) with f € C} (R?) satisfying §g. f(x)dx = 1.
Indeed, we can modify the proof by using the following lemma instead of Lemma 3.15

Lemma 6.7. Let y € C3(R?), f € CH(R?), and T > 0. Then, for each 0 <t < T, there exists Cr, g such that

1 t ) ;oL w2\ 1 (w2
w0 [ige [ote oo [t s (U ) o (57 o

1
O<e<s;

<Crro (6.9)

and

-1
lim —

' / / 1 w—2z 1 W/ —2Z B
e—0loge fRz dzfo dszszz dwdw' pg(w —x) ps(w —x)8f< NG ) £f< NG ) y(z)dz=wy(x)  (6.10)

for each x € R?.

Proof. (6.9) follows from (3.16) and there exists a constant C > 0 such that f(x) < Cp;(x) for any x € R,
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For (6.10), we will see that

[, ot 5 i
- fﬂv dzfot dSJW xR? dydy'ps(z+Vey —x)ps(z+Vey —x)f () £ (') w(2)dz

iy j & J ds j dydy’ po(VE( + ) (VED +2)F () £ () wix + VEDE
R2 0 R2 xR2
= f dffs duf dydy' pu(y +2)pu (Y +2)f () f (V) w(x + V€2)dZ
R2 0 R2 xR2

:f difsduf dydy pu(y +2)pu (Y +f ) £ () (w(x) + O(Ve)) a2,
R2 0 R2xRR2

where O(4/€) is uniformly dominated by C+/€ for a constant C > 0. Moreover,

f dEJ d f dydy' pu(y +2)pu(y) +2)f () £ (') w(x)dZ
R2 0 R2 xR2

= y(x) fo du JRZ - dydy' pau(y =) f () f ()

0 —u

B qjl(;) J]RZ xR2 dydy'f 0)f (y/) f :

=12 u
4t

du.

Then, (6.10) follows from 1’Hopital’s rule.

7 Peaks of Ztﬁ’q’ (dx)

It is known that Z;W (dx) is singular with respect to Lebesgue measure [CSZ24, Theorem 10.5]. It follows from
the fact that niazz;’-‘i’ (1g(5)(+)) converges to 0 for Lebsegue a.e. x € R ((CSZ24, (10.9))).
Thus, it follows that there exists (¢,x) € (0,00) x R? such that
| R
757
Furthermore, [CSZ24, Theorem 10.6] says that for any # > 0 and ¥ € R Z,ﬁ’d’(dx) belongs t0 €0 :=(),o0 € ¢,
where @ ¢ is the negative Besov-Holder space of order —€in the sense of [FM17, Definition 2.1].

In this section, we will give a “typical order of peak” of Z,ﬁ"q’ (dx).
Fix f € C(R?) with g, f(x)dx = 1. We define a random set

(1g(:5)(-)) diverges as & — 0.

Tii(A f LA, €) = {(r,x) rels,t],xeA, Z20(fe(-—x)) = llogi} forA >0, &> 0.

where A < %(IR?) is a Borel set with finite Lebsegue measure and f; (x) = 1 f <%)
Theorem 7.1. Fix ¥ € R and ¢ € C(R?) with ¢ # 0. Let A = R? be an open set and 0 < s <t < 0.
(1) We have

lim lim J Z80(fo(-—x))dxdu =0 a.s.
A—o0€E—0
Tia (A1 A.8)
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(2) There exists a non-random decreasing sequence {&,},>1 with €, — 0 such that

P (U lim ;,(A, f,A,&,) is not empty) > 0.
/l>0nﬁoo /

We can find that the peaks of Z,@"p (fe(- —x)) are of order log é Thus, we may expect that Z,ﬂ"p (dx) belongs
to the “logarithmic HaiHolder space” C*~!, where we say & € S’(IR?) belongs to C* fors <Oand be Rors =0

—|s] ibeOa
“Is|+1  ifb<0

)

Remark 7.2. The reader may refer to [Hail4b, Definition 3.7] for the definition of C¥ and | - ||y. In [Hail4b], he
referred the relationship between C* and the Besov space B, . Then, C*? is a slight modification of C*. To our

and b < 0 if & belongs to the dual of € with r = nd

T sp  sup <.
€€(0,1] fee”, xeR?2

qLlpprB(OJ)aH](H}’gl

knowledge, there are no results concerning with the relationship between C** and the generalized Besov space
(discussed in e.g. [MouOlI, FL0O6, Alm05]).

We have the following result.

Theorem 7.3. Fix ¥ € R, and ¢ € C;F (R?) with ¢ #0. Then, {Z.ﬁ’d’ (dx)} is not a continuous C**-valued process
with the uniform-on-compact topology for any b > —1.

Proof of Theorem 7.3. We can take f € C;(R?) in the statement in Theorem 7.3 with f € C?, supp(f) < B(0,1)
and | £l < 1.
Thus, (2) in Theorem 7.3 implies that for s =0 and b > —1,

N’ oo (1, [ —x
<1+10g8> Z) (Szf(s:)) =

with positive probability for any 7" > 0. O

sup  sup sup sup
0<u<T e€(0,1] fe4¢" suppf<=B(0,1) xeR?2

Proof of Theorem 7.1. (1) Suppose that there exists ¢ > 0 such that

A—o0€—0
Ts1(Af,A.€)

lim Iim U Z99(fo(- —x))dxdu > 0

with positive probability.
Then, it is easy to see that

(MP9(A)), — (MPO(A)) = —lim * J t

for any A > 0 with positive probability and hence it is a contradiction.

2)
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Let B< R? be an open set with B BC A. Let y e Cl% (R?) be a positive function such that

0 for x € A€

0<y(x)<1 forxeR?and y(x)= .
1 forxe B

We focus on the martingale M;W (y). We can see
P (M2 (), = (M (), > 0) > 0.

Indeed, we have

E[(M9(y), = (M (w)) [
E[((MP(y)), = (MP9(w)),)*|

from the Paley-Zygmund inequality. Moreover, it follows from Lemma 3.14, (3.13), and Fatous’s lemma that the
dominator in the right-hand side is bounded. Also, we can find from Corollary 3.13 that the numerator is strictly
positive.

Also, we can see from Remark 6.6 that

(M2 (y)), =M (y), = = JJ (Z29(fe,(-=2)) W) dadu, s, (T.1)

n—>oo log &,

P((MPO(y)), ~ (MO () > 0) >

for a sequence {&,},>1 with g, — 0.
We set

s(;)l(s = logs Jf (Z29(fe(- —x))) v(x)2dxdu

st (A fA,€)

7€) = 13; H (Z29(fe(- —x)))” w(x) drdu.

[5.]xA\ 5 (A.f A )

We remark that if hm A ( )l (€,) > 0 for some A > 0, then lim,_,o, (A, f, X,€,) is not empty set.

Sty

Thus, it is enough to prove that

&= (M7 (w), ~ M7 (w), > 0} | { tim 1), (e > 0}

m=1 —®©
for A,, = %
We retake {€,},>1 with &, — 0 such tht in addition to (7.1),
t
| z2oman— tim [ [ 22000 -)y@ad, as
s &—0 R2
We set
S @) f [ 2200t -
(A fA,€)
2
=[] 2 v

[s,/] xA\T5 (A, f,A,€)
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0.0
Since we have —W < A for (u,x) € [s,t] x A\F (A, f, A, €),

Is(i,)z(en) = _13; JJ (Zf’d’ (fe(: —x)))2 v(x)*dxdu

[t ] XA\ T54 (A, f,A,€)

<47 f f Z00(fu(-— ) wlx)dedu — 47AT 7, (&),
[5.4] XA\ T, (A, £ €)

Since the right-hand side is bounded for {€,} and A > 0, there exists a random A > 0 such that

iim 112, (¢,) < % ((MP0(y)), —(MP0 ())),

n—oo Sh

on &, and hence, it follows that

tim 1), (&) = 5 ((MP9 (), ~ (M (y),).
OJ

It is natural to expect that the values of Z,’W (fe(-—#)) of order —loge contributes to ZIMP(W) and
(M?P2(y)),. That is, we may expect

t
Z20(y)du ~ lim f f Z99(f. (- —x)y(x)dxdu >0
’ Tt (R, £ A.8) N Ty (R, f 1 ,80)
4
(MO0, = (MO0 (), ~ = fim o [ zrvec-orvwraaso

s, (7{' En Cm%t 7f7%7£n)

for A large enough. Let

LSJ(fvgal) = ‘%J(Rzaf)lagn)c N %,t (Rzaf7 zl/agn> ’ .

Then, we would find that

Ls-,t(fvga)b) ~ IOgl
S

for large A > 0.
Acknowledgemments This work was supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number JP22K03351,
JP23K22399. The author thanks Prof. Nikos Zygouras for useful comments.

References

[AImO5] Alexandre Almeida. Wavelet bases in generalized Besov spaces. J. Math. Anal. Appl., 304(1):198—
211, 2005.

[BC98] Lorenzo Bertini and Nicoletta Cancrini. The two-dimensional stochastic heat equation: renormaliz-
ing a multiplicative noise. Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and General, 31(2):615, 1998.

48



[BGI97] Lorenzo Bertini and Giambattista Giacomin. Stochastic Burgers and KPZ equations from particle
systems. Communications in mathematical physics, 183(3):571-607, 1997.

[Bur73] D. L. Burkholder. Distribution function inequalities for martingales. Ann. Probability, 1:19-42,
1973.

[CC22] Francesco Caravenna and Francesca Cottini. Gaussian limits for subcritical chaos. Electron. J.
Probab., 27:Paper No. 81, 35, 2022.

[CCM20] Francis Comets, Clément Cosco, and Chiranjib Mukherjee. Renormalizing the Kardar-Parisi-Zhang
equation in d > 3 in weak disorder. J. Stat. Phys., 179(3):713-728, 2020.

[CCM24] Francis Comets, Clément Cosco, and Chiranjib Mukherjee. Space-time fluctuation of the Kardar-
Parisi-Zhang equation in d > 3 and the Gaussian free field. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat.,
60(1):82—-112, 2024.

[CD20] Sourav Chatterjee and Alexander Dunlap. Constructing a solution of the (2 + 1)-dimensional KPZ
equation. Ann. Probab., 48(2):1014-1055, 2020.

[CNN22] Clément Cosco, Shuta Nakajima, and Makoto Nakashima. Law of large numbers and fluctuations in
the sub-critical and L? regions for SHE and KPZ equation in dimension d > 3. Stochastic Process.
Appl., 151:127-173, 2022.

[CSZ17] Francesco Caravenna, Rongfeng Sun, and Nikos Zygouras. Universality in marginally relevant dis-
ordered systems. Ann. Appl. Probab., 27(5):3050-3112, 2017.

[CSZ19a] Francesco Caravenna, Rongfeng Sun, and Nikos Zygouras. The Dickman subordinator, renewal
theorems, and disordered systems. Electron. J. Probab., 24:Paper No. 101, 40, 2019.

[CSZ19b] Francesco Caravenna, Rongfeng Sun, and Nikos Zygouras. On the moments of the (2 + 1)-
dimensional directed polymer and stochastic heat equation in the critical window. Comm. Math.
Phys., 372(2):385-440, 2019.

[CSZ20] Francesco Caravenna, Rongfeng Sun, and Nikos Zygouras. The two-dimensional KPZ equation in
the entire subcritical regime. Annals of Probability, 48(3):1086-1127, 2020.

[CSZ23] Francesco Caravenna, Rongfeng Sun, and Nikos Zygouras. The critical 2d Stochastic Heat Flow.
Invent. Math., 233(1):325-460, 2023.

[CSZ24] Francesco Caravenna, Rongfeng Sun, and Nikos Zygouras. The critical 2d stochastic heat flow and
related models, 2024.

[DF94] Donald A. Dawson and Klaus Fleischmann. A super-Brownian motion with a single point catalyst.
Stochastic Process. Appl., 49(1):3—40, 1994.

[DGRZ20] Alexander Dunlap, Yu Gu, Lenya Ryzhik, and Ofer Zeitouni. Fluctuations of the solutions to the
KPZ equation in dimensions three and higher. Probab. Theory Related Fields, 176(3-4):1217-1258,
2020.

[EK86] Stewart N. Ethier and Thomas G. Kurtz. Markov processes. Wiley Series in Probability and Math-
ematical Statistics: Probability and Mathematical Statistics. John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York,
1986. Characterization and convergence.

49



[FH14] Peter K. Friz and Martin Hairer. A course on rough paths. Universitext. Springer, Cham, 2014. With
an introduction to regularity structures.

[FLO6] Walter Farkas and Hans-Gerd Leopold. Characterisations of function spaces of generalised smooth-
ness. Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4), 185(1):1-62, 2006.

[FM17] Marco Furlan and Jean-Christophe Mourrat. A tightness criterion for random fields, with application
to the Ising model. Electron. J. Probab., 22:Paper No. 97, 29, 2017.

[FV10] Peter K. Friz and Nicolas B. Victoir. Multidimensional stochastic processes as rough paths, volume
120 of Cambridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2010.
Theory and applications.

[GIP15] Massimiliano Gubinelli, Peter Imkeller, and Nicolas Perkowski. Paracontrolled distributions and
singular PDEs. Forum Math. Pi, 3:€6, 75, 2015.

[GJ14] Patricia Gongalves and Milton Jara. Nonlinear fluctuations of weakly asymmetric interacting particle
systems. Arch. Ration. Mech. Anal., 212(2):597-644, 2014.

[GQT21] Yu Gu, Jeremy Quastel, and Li-Cheng Tsai. Moments of the 2D SHE at criticality. Probab. Math.
Phys., 2(1):179-219, 2021.

[GRZ18] Yu Gu, Lenya Ryzhik, and Ofer Zeitouni. The Edwards-Wilkinson limit of the random heat equation
in dimensions three and higher. Comm. Math. Phys., 363(2):351-388, 2018.

[Hail4a] M. Hairer. Solving the KPZ equation. In XVIIth International Congress on Mathematical Physics,
page 419. World Sci. Publ., Hackensack, NJ, 2014.

[Hail4b] M. Hairer. A theory of regularity structures. Invent. Math., 198(2):269-504, 2014.

[JN24] Stefan Junk and Shuta Nakajima. Equivalence of fluctuations of discretized she and kpz equations in
the subcritical weak disorder regime, 2024.

[JS87] Jean Jacod and Albert N Shiryaev. Limit theorems for stochastic processes. Springer, 1987.

[Jun23] Stefan Junk. Fluctuations of partition functions of directed polymers in weak disorder beyond the
[?-phase, 2023.

[Jun24] Stefan Junk. Local limit theorem for directed polymers beyond the /2-phase, 2024.

[KPZ86] Mehran Kardar, Giorgio Parisi, and Yi-Cheng Zhang. Dynamic scaling of growing interfaces. Phys-
ical Review Letters, 56(9):889, 1986.

[Kup16] Antti Kupiainen. Renormalization group and stochastic PDEs. Ann. Henri Poincaré, 17(3):497-535,
2016.

[LL10] Gregory F. Lawler and Vlada Limic. Random walk: a modern introduction, volume 123 of Cam-
bridge Studies in Advanced Mathematics. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2010.

[LZ22] Dimitris Lygkonis and Nikos Zygouras. Edwards-Wilkinson fluctuations for the directed polymer
in the full Lz—regirne for dimensions d > 3. Ann. Inst. Henri Poincaré Probab. Stat., 58(1):65-104,
2022.

[Mou0O1] Susana Moura. Function spaces of generalised smoothness. Dissertationes Math. (Rozprawy Mat.),
398:88, 2001.

50



[MSZ16] Chiranjib Mukherjee, Alexander Shamov, and Ofer Zeitouni. Weak and strong disorder for the

stochastic heat equation and continuous directed polymers in d > 3. Electron. Commun. Probab.,
21:Paper No. 61, 12, 2016.

[MU18] Jacques Magnen and Jérémie Unterberger. The scaling limit of the KPZ equation in space dimension
3 and higher. J. Stat. Phys., 171(4):543-598, 2018.

[Mue91] Carl Mueller. On the support of solutions to the heat equation with noise. Stochastics Stochastics
Rep., 37(4):225-245, 1991.

[Per02] Edwin Perkins. Dawson-Watanabe superprocesses and measure-valued diffusions. In Lectures on
probability theory and statistics (Saint-Flour, 1999), volume 1781 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages
125-324. Springer, Berlin, 2002.

[Spi76] Frank Spitzer. Principles of random walk, volume Vol. 34 of Graduate Texts in Mathematics.
Springer-Verlag, New York-Heidelberg, second edition, 1976.

[Taol1] Terence Tao. An introduction to measure theory, volume 126 of Graduate Studies in Mathematics.
American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2011.

[Tsa24] Li-Cheng Tsai. Stochastic heat flow by moments, 2024.

[Wal86] John B. Walsh. An introduction to stochastic partial differential equations. In Ecole d’été de proba-
bilités de Saint-Flour, XIV—1984, volume 1180 of Lecture Notes in Math., pages 265-439. Springer,
Berlin, 1986.

51



	Introduction and main results
	Setting and known results
	Measure valued process
	Martingale measure

	Organization of the paper

	Variance and its limit
	Proofs of Theorem 1.9 and Theorem 1.11
	ZN; as measure valued process
	Continuity of Z,
	Proof of (C-2-i) for MN,()
	Proof of (C-2-ii) for MN,()
	Proof of (2) for MN,()

	Martingale  Mt,()
	Proof of Lemma 3.11
	Proof of Lemma 3.12


	Moments of partition functions
	Chaos expansion and moments
	Pairings of intersections
	Partitions of sequence of pairings by stretches

	Bounds of moments
	(s-1)(Type-1)-case
	Change of time variables

	(s-2)(Type-2)-case

	Proof of Lemma 3.14
	Proof of Lemma 6.2

	Peaks of Z,t(dx)

