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AVERAGING GAUSSIAN FUNCTIONALS
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ABSTRACT. This paper consists of two parts. In the first part, we focus on the
average of a functional over shifted Gaussian homogeneous noise and as the aver-
aging domain covers the whole space, we establish a Breuer-Major type Gaussian
fluctuation based on various assumptions on the covariance kernel and/or the
spectral measure. Our methodology for the first part begins with the application
of Malliavin calculus around Nualart-Peccati’s Fourth Moment Theorem, and in
addition we apply the Fourier techniques as well as a soft approximation argument
based on Bessel functions of first kind.

The same methodology leads us to investigate a closely related problem in the
second part. We study the spatial average of a linear stochastic heat equation
driven by space-time Gaussian colored noise. The temporal covariance kernel ~yg
is assumed to be locally integrable in this paper. If the spatial covariance kernel
is monnegative and integrable on the whole space, then the spatial average admits
Gaussian fluctuation; with some extra mild integrability condition on 7o, we are
able to provide a functional central limit theorem. These results complement
recent studies on the spatial average for SPDEs. Our analysis also allows us
to consider the case where the spatial covariance kernel is not integrable: For
example, in the case of the Riesz kernel, the first chaotic component of the spatial
average is dominant so that the Gaussian fluctuation also holds true.
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1. Introduction

Motivated by the Breuer-Major central limit theorem (CLT) [2] and recent studies
on the spatial averages of SPDEs [14], 15 [7], we devote this paper to seeking general
conditions that lead to the Gaussian fluctuations of averages of Gaussian functionals.

Let us briefly introduce our framework. Let W be a d-dimensional homogenous
Gaussian noise with covariance kernel =, that is, W = {W(¢),¢ € CZ(RY)} is a
centered Gaussian family of real random variables, defined on a probability space
(Q, F,P), with covariance structure given by

EW@OW()] = [ oe)ehne—pdedy, Yoo e CERD, (1)

where v : R? — R U {400} is symmetric with 7y~ '({oc}) C {0} and v(z) =
(Fu)(x) = [ga e p(d€) for some nonnegative tempered measure p on R These
assumptions on 7y ensure that (LI defines a nonnegative definite covariance func-
tional and p is known as the spectral measure. Notice that y(0) € R is equivalent to
the finiteness of u(R?).

It is clear that (L)) defines an inner product, under which the space C°(R%) can
be extended into a real Hilbert space §). Furthermore, the mapping ¢ € C2° (]Rd) —
W (¢) extends to a linear isometry between $) and the Gaussian Hilbert space spanned
by W. We write W(¢) = [pa ¢(x) W(dz) and E[W (@)W ()] = (¢, ¢)g, for any
o, € $. This gives us an isonormal Gaussian process over ).

Now consider a real random variable F' € L?({2) that is measurable with respect
to W and has the following Wiener chaos expansion:

FW) =E[F]+> L'(f,), (1.2)
p>1

where IXV () denotes the pth multiple stochastic integral with respect to W and f,
belongs to the symmetric subspace H®P of the pth tensor product $HP, Vp € N;
see [2I] for more details. Along the paper we will denote by IL,F' the orthogonal
projection of F' onto the pth Wiener chaos.

In order to formulate our results, we need to introduce the spatial shifts {U,,x €
R9}. For each x € R? and F given as in (L), U, F is defined by

U.F =E[F]+> LV (fD), (1.3)
p>1

with] foi, - syp) = folyr — o, yp — ) for any z,y1,...,yp € R? and p € N.
Here is another look at the above definition. For any = € R% and any ¢ € Cgo(Rd),
we write ¢*(y) = p(y—x) and we introduce W, the shifted Gaussian field, defined by

L For a generalized function f € $, we can define f” as follows. Let {fn,n € N} € C°(R?) be
an approximating sequence of f in £, we can define f;; for each n € N and f” to be the limit of the
Cauchy sequence {f5,n € N} in . It is routine to verify that the definition of f* does not depend
on the particular choice of the approximating sequence.
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W, (@) = W(¢%), for any ¢ € C(R?), and by extension for any ¢ € $. The family
W, has the same covariance structure as W and the associated multiple stochastic
integrals satisfy I)V=(f) = L)V (f*) for any f € H°P, so that U, F (W) = F(W,) shall
give us (L3).

Let F' be given as in (L2). We are interested in the spatial averages of U,F
over Bp = {x € R?: ||z|| < R}, with the particular aim at general conditions on
the kernels {f,,p € N} and the covariance kernel v (and/or the associated spectral
measure ) that imply

1 law
— | U Fdz —2 N(0,1), 1.4
o(R) /BR T e NOD) (1.4)

where o(R) is a normalization constant and N (m,v?) stands for a real normal dis-

tribution with mean m and variance v2.

To illustrate how this spatial averaging is related to the aforementioned Breuer-
Major theorem and to give a flavor of our results, we provide below a particular case
(see Example [[2) and refer to Section 2] for more general results. Let us first recall
the continuous-time Breuer-Major theorem (in a slightly different form).

Theorem 1.1. Suppose g € L*(R, e‘w2/2da;) has the following orthogonal expansion
. . . 2 _ 2
in Hermite polynomials {H, = (—1)Pe” /2%6 */2 p € N}
g= Z cpH, with ¢, #0, m > 1 known as the Hermite rank of g.
p=m

Let Y = {Y,,x € R} be a centered Gaussian stationary process with covariance
function E[Y,Y;] = p(a—b) such that p(0) = 1. Under the condition p € L™(R?, dx),
we have

R / g(Y,) dr — s N(0,0%),
BR R—+o0

with 0% := wy > >m 2q! [ga p(2)™ dz € [0,00), wq being the volume of By; see also
I3} 25].

Example 1.2. Now fix a unit vector e € §) and put F = g(W(e)), then U, F =
g(Wa(e)) = g(Ya), with Y, = W(e*). If g € L*(R, e~**/2dz) has Hermite rank

m > 1 and
/ / e(a)e(b)y(a — b — x)dadb| dxr < 400,
R4 R2d

then Theorem [[I] produces an example of (L4). Note that in this example, the
Gaussian functional F' = g(W(e)) depends only on one coordinate while our principal
concern is for Gaussian functionals that may depend on infinitely many coordinates.

Recall the chaos expansions ([2) and (I3]), and from now on, we consider the
case where F' has Hermite rank m > 1, meaning that:

E[F]=0,{f;,7=1,...,m — 1} are zero vectors and f,, € H®™ is nonzero.
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In this case, we write

/ U, F dx = Z IX/(gp,R) with g, r = / fp dz for each p > m.
Br Br

p=m

In view of Hu and Nualart’s chaotic central limit theorem [II], based on the Fourth
Moment Theorems of Nualart, Peccati and Tudor [23] 26], it is enough to look for
conditions that guarantee the central limit theorem on each fixed chaos, provided one
has some uniform control of the variance of each chaotic component. More precisely,
we have the following general result.

Theorem 1.3. Consider a sequence of centered square integrable random variables
(Fy,n € N) with Wiener chaos expansions F, = Zq21 Igv(fq,n), where fyn, € H1
for each q,n € N. Suppose that:
(1) Vq 2 1; Q'qu,nn,%@q - 03; asn — +OO;
(ii) Vg > 2 and Vr € {1,...,q — 1}, || fn ®r fonllgo@i—2n — 0, as n — +o00;
(iif) Hmy— o0 limsup, 4 Zqu q!qu,nH%m =0.
2

Then, as n — oo, F,, converges in law to N(0,02), with 0 = Eq>1 oy

We refer to [20, 22] for more details on this result and to Section 2 for the definition
of the r-contraction ®,.

Now let us look at the central limit theorem on each chaos. We fix an integer
p > 2 and put

Gpr = II‘J/V (9p,r)
with 057 R= Var(Gp7 R). Assume o0, g > 0 for large R, then according to the Fourth
Moment Theorem of Nualart and Peccati [23], we know that

G
p,R law N(O, 1)
Op,R R—+o0
if and only if

p—1

. 1
RETOO 012)—}% ; 19p, ®r 9p,Rll ge@p-2r) = 0. (1.5)

Moreover, we have the following rate of convergence in the total variation distance,
as a consequence of the Nourdin-Peccati bound (see [20, Chapter 5|):

p—1

Gy r C
drv < B N(0, 1)) < 55— Z 9p,r ®r gp,R|l 5o @p-2r) - (1.6)
UP?R Up7R T‘:l

Throughout this paper, we write C' for immaterial constants that may vary from line
to line.

In the first part of this paper (Section [2), we will exploit the above ideas to derive
sufficient conditions for (T) to hold, with o(R) growing like CRY?. Note that
the order of o(R) matches the result in Theorem [T Without introducing further
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notation, we provide another example of ([L4]), which is a corollary of our main result

(Theorem 2.T5]); see Remark

Theorem 1.4. Let the above notation prevail. Suppose v(0) € (0,400) and v €
L™(R?, dx), where m > 1 is the Hermite rank of F. If we assume in addition that
the kernels f, € LY(RPY) N HP, p > m, satisfy

then, R™Y? /

ZP!’Y(O)prp”QLI(de) < 400, (1.7)

p>m

U,Fdz —2 N(0,0%), with
Br R—+o00

p
=t [ nlett) | [ 005 5y2) d ) dapy < 0.2

p=m

with 8p = (s1,...,8p), dtp = dt; - - - dt, and wy being the volume of By = {||z|| < 1}.

One may want to compare our Theorem [[L4] with Theorem [[LT] and Example
We refer the readers to Section 2l for more results with this flavor and here we briefly
give a literature overview:

(1)

(2)

To the best of our knowledge, problem (4] first received attention in the
1976 paper [I8] by Maruyama, using the method of moments. Proofs and
extensions of Maruyama’s CLT were published in his 1985 paper [19].

In 1983, Breuer and Major provided a CLT [2], motivated by the non-central
limit theorems of Dobrushin, Major, Rosenblatt and Taqqu during 1977-
1981 (see [8, 17, 27, 28 29]). Unlike these works, Breuer and Major were
interested at the asymptotic normality of nonlinear functionals over station-
ary Gaussian fields when the corresponding correlation function decay fast
enough. Although Breuer-Major’s theorem (see Theorem [[T]) takes a simpler
form compared to Maruyama’s CLT, it has found a tremendous amount of
applications in theory and practice.

Chambers and Slud established further extensions to Maruyama’s CLT in [4]
and obtained the Breuer-Major theorem as a corollary (when assuming the
existence of spectral density). In both [4] and Maruyama’s work [18 19] , the
story always begins with a real stationary Gaussian process with time-shifts
{Us, s € R} and they formulated the chaos expansion based on the spectral
(probability) measure.

In the present work, we provide sufficient conditions for (L)) in terms of the
spectral measure. Comparing our assumptions based on the spectral measure
with those in [4], both sets of assumptions essentially cover our Theorem [[4]
as a particular case, while they are different in their full generality. Moreover,
we also provide sufficient conditions for (L4]) in terms of the covariance kernel.

Our methodology from the first part can be applied to the study of spatial averages
of the stochastic heat equation driven by Gaussian colored noise and this constitutes
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the second part of our paper. More precisely, we consider the following stochastic
heat equation with a multiplicative Gaussian colored noise on R x R%:

ou 1 .
ou 1A 1.
5%~ 3 u~+ ulW (1.8)

where the Laplacian A = Z?Zl 8%1_ concerns only spatial variables and the initial
condition is fixed to be ug, = 1.
The notation W stands for % and the noise W is formally defined as a

centered Gaussian family {W (), ¢ € C°(Ry x R?)}, with covariance structure

EW (@)W ()] = | dsdtyo(t = 5)(p(s, ), *P(t, @) 12 (ra)

2
R+

/2
R

for any ¢, € C°(R; x RY), where .# denotes the Fourier transform with respect
to the spatial variables and the following two conditions are satisfied:

dsitn(t=3) [ m@)Fo6OF00-9,  (19)

(1) 70 : R — [0, 00] is locally integrable and nonnegative-definite,
(2) 71 is a measure, such that v; = %y for some nonnegative tempered measure
w1, called the spectral measure, satisfying Dalang’s condition (see e.g. [6])

pa (d€)
/]Rd 71 n H§”2 < +00. (1.10)

If v, is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R%, we still
denote by 71 its density and then

(¢(s, @), *U(L, ®))12(ray = /de o(s,z)71 (v — y)(t, y)dzdy.

We will use this notation even if vy is a measure. The basic example is d = 1 and
71 = & and in this case p; is (27) 7! times Lebesgue measure.

We point out that (L3) defines an inner product, under which C2°(R, x R?) can
be extended into a Hilbert space 5. As we did before, we can build an isonormal
process {W (h), h € A} from {W(h),h € C°*(Ry x RY)}. We denote by 1)V (f) the
pth multiple integral of a symmetric element f € J#“P. For general f € %P, we
denote by fthe canonical symmetrization of f, that is,

1
f(817y17527y27 s 7sp7yp) = a Z f(so(l)vyo(l)v - '780'(p)7y0(p))7

€6y
where the sum runs over the permutation group &, over {1,...,p}. Quite often in
this paper, we write f(8p,yp) for f(s1,v1,...,sp,yp), Whenever it is convenient.

For each ¢t > 0, let F; be the o-algebra generated by {W(qﬁ) 1 ¢ is continuous
with support contained in [0, t] x Rd}. We say that a random field u = {u¢ , (t,z) €
R, x R4} is adapted if for each (¢, ), the random variable u; , is F;-measurable.
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We interpret equation (L8] in the Skorokhod sense and recall the definition of
mild solution from [9 Definition 3.1].

Definition 1.5. An adapted random field u = {um,t > 0,z € Rd} such that
E[u%x] < +oo for all (t,z) is said to be a mild solution to equation (L8) with initial
conditoin ug. = 1, if for anyt € Ry, x € RY, the process {G(t —s,x —Y)usylioy(s) :
5 >0,y € R} is Skorokhod integrable and

t
Uy =1+ / G(t — s,z — y)us , W (ds, dy),
0 Jrd

where G(t,x) = (2rt)~%? exp (= ll=l?/(2t)) fort>0 and z € RY.

The above stochastic heat equation has a unique mild solution u with explicit
Wiener chaos expansion given by (see [9, Theorem 3.2|)

Utz = 1+ lev(ft,x,n)y

n>1

where

ftwn snayn = H So(i) — Sa(i+1)s Yo(i) — ya(i—i—l))v (111)
=0
with o € &,, being such that ¢ > s;(1) > -+ > $5(,) > 0. In the above expression we
have used the convention s,y = ¢ and y,() = . We also refer interested readers to
[10, I3] for more general noises.

Notice that wu;, — E[us,] has Hermite rank 1 and it is known that for any fixed
te Ry, {wy € R%} is strictly stationary meaning that the finite-dimensional
distributions of the process {u¢ yty, € R%} do not depend on y. So the following
integral

/ (ure — 1) dz (1.12)
Br

resembles the object in (L4) and we are able to establish its Gaussian fluctuation
under some mild assumptions. The spatial averages ([LI2)) have been studied in

recent articles [141 [15] [7):

(i) Huang, Nualart and Viitasaari [I4] initiated their study by looking at the
one-dimensional (nonlinear) stochastic heat equation driven by a space-time
white noise.

(ii) Huang, Nualart, Viitasaari and Zheng [15] continued to study the d-dimensional
stochastic heat equation driven by Gaussian noise that is white in time and
colored in space, with the spatial covariance described by the Riesz kernel.

(iii) Delgado-Vences, Nualart and Zheng [7] carried out similar investigation for
the one-dimensional stochastic wave equation.



8 DAVID NUALART AND GUANGQU ZHENG

In the above references, the Gaussian noise is assumed to be white in time, which
gives rise to a martingale structure. This is important for applying It6 calculus (e.g.
Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and Clark-Ocone formula) to obtain quantita-
tive central limit theorems for (L12).

In the present paper, we consider a linear stochastic heat equation driven by
space-time colored noise, so It6 calculus can not be applied anymore; while due to
the linearity, an explicit chaos expansion of the solution is available for us to apply
the chaotic central limit theorem (Theorem [L3)).

We define

A(R) = / (ure — 1) da
Bpr
and let II,A;(R) be the projection of A;(R) on the pth Wiener chaos, that is,

,A(R) == 1) < /B ft,x,,,dx>.

Throughout this paper, we assume that ~y,y; are nontrivial, meaning that

t ot
7 (RY) >0 and /0 /0 Yo(r —v)drdv >0

for any ¢t > 0. The following is our main result.

Theorem 1.6. Suppose 79 : R — Ry U {+o0} is locally integrable, ~, satisfies
Dalang’s condition (LIQ) and v1(R?) < co. Then as R — +oo, {R~Y2A(R), t > 0}
converges to a centered continuous Gaussian process {Gy,t > 0} in finite-dimensional
distributions. The covariance structure of G is given by

E[G:G) =: ¥t = wd/

R (E {eﬁs’t(z)} - 1) dz € (0, 00), (1.13)

where
s t
Bst(2) = / / Yo(r —v)1 (Xﬁ — Xg + z)drdv
o Jo

with X', X2 two independent standard Brownian motions on R%,
If in addition, there exist some ty > 0 and some a € (0,1/2) such that

to to
/ / Yo(r —v)r v drdv < 400, (1.14)
o Jo

then as R — 400, {R_d/zAt(R), t> 0} converges weakly to {Gy,t > 0} in the space
of continuous functions C'(R4).

Notice that (LI4) is satisfied when 9 = dy. In this case 7 is not a function but
the result can be properly formulated.

One may ask what happens if v, (R?) is not finite, and this includes an important
example, the Riesz kernel v;(2) = ||z|| =% with 3 € (0,2 A d).
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Theorem 1.7. Suppose 7o : R — R, U {co} is locally integrable and v1(R?) = +oc0.
(1) Assume that py admits a density @1 that satisfies

/ ©1(€) + ¢1(6)?
re L+ €]

Then, R=%Var (II; A;(R)) diverges to infinity as R — +o0c0 and

dé < +oo. (1.15)

lim R_dZVar(HpAt(R)) = wd/ E(eﬁt't(z) — Bri(z) — 1)dz € (0,00).

R—
+oo oo R4

As a consequence, we have

A(R) Yy N (0, 1).
Var (A4 (R)) Fotee

(2) When v1(2) = ||| =7 for some B € (0,2 A d), we have
At(R) law

i mN(O,/fﬁ), (1.16)

t t
o= ([ [ artontr—0)) [ avse ol
o Jo B}

Note that the Riesz kernel in part (2) satisfies the modified version of Dalang’s
condition (ILI7) if and only if d/2 < § < 2 A d, which is equivalent to

ge(1/2,1) ford=1
B e (1,2) for d =2 (1.17)
B e (3/2,2) ford=3.

with

In particular, in dimension one, 8 € (1/2,1) is equivalent to the fractional noise with
Hurst parameter H € (1/2,3/4).

Remark 1.8. Unlike previous studies, we consider a noise that is colored in time, and
our results complement, in particular, those in [I4] I5]. In [I4] where the noise is
white in space and time, the authors were able to obtain the chaotic central limit
theorem for the linear equation (parabolic Anderson model), proving also a rate of
convergence in the total variation distance. The quantitative CLT in the case 79 = dg
and 71 (z) = ||z|| 7%, was obtained in [I5] for the nonlinear equation, and the authors
of [I5] also proved that for the linear equation, the first chaos is dominant so the
central limit theorem is not chaotic.

We point out that in both parts of Theorem [[L7] the first chaos dominates, that
is, the central limit theorem is not chaotic. Moreover, we are able to provide the
following functional version of Theorem 71
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Theorem 1.9. Suppose 7o : R — R, U {co} is locally integrable and v1(R?) = +oc0.
(1) Let the assumptions in part (1) of Theorem [I71 hold and we assume that the
condition ([LI4]) is satisfied. We put

gt(R) = Z I, (At(R))7

p>2

then as R — oo, the process (R_d/%z{t(R) 1t e R.,.) converges in law to a centered
continuous Gaussian process G with covariance given by

E[ésgt] = wd/

R

(2) If condition ([LI4) is satisfied for some a € (0,1/2) and v1(2) = ||z||=" for

some B € (0,2 A d), then the process (R_d"'gAt(R) 1t e R+) converges in law to a

centered continuous Gaussian process Q~, as R — oo. Here the covariance structure
of G is given by

o t s
£6.6) = ([ [ drdontr—)) [ asdyle -yl

We will organize the rest of our article into three sections. Section [2] begins with a
subsection on some preliminary knowledge, where we provide some important lemmas
for our later analysis. We devote Section to the investigation of the central limit
theorems on a fixed chaos by looking at assumptions on the covariance kernel and
on the spectral measure separately. We derive the corresponding chaotic central
limit theorems in Section 23l Section [ is devoted to the proof of Theorems [0
[L7 and For Theorem we show the convergence of the finite-dimensional
distributions and the tightness. Theorem [[.7 and Theorem are proved as a by-
product of the estimations in the proof of Theorem Finally, Section M provides
the proofs of some technical results stated in previous sections.

, E [eﬁs’t(z) — Bsu(2) — 1] dz.

2. Infinite version of the Breuer-Major theorem

2.1. Preliminaries. In this section, we introduce some notation for later reference
and we provide several lemmas needed for our proofs.

Recall from our introduction that {W(h), h € $} is an isonormal Gaussian process
such that for any ¢, € 9,

EWOW()] = 60)5 = [ d@iwnie —pdedy = | Fo©F0(-On(de),

where « is the covariance kernel and p is the spectral measure whose Fourier trans-
form is 7, understood in the generalized sense. Let $), be the Hilbert space of
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functions g : R¢ — C such that g(—z) = g(z) for g-almost every = € R? and

/ 19O j(dg) < +oo.
Rd

Here Z is the complex conjugate of z € C. It is clear that the Fourier transform
stands as a linear isometry from $ to ,,.

For any integer p > 2, let §®P (resp. H®P) the pth tensor product (resp. symmetric
tensor product) of $). Note that for any integer p > 2, the pth multiple stochastic
integral IXV is a linear and continuous operator from $®? into L?($2). We can define

spaces like ﬁf?p and ﬁgp in the obvious manner.
To simplify the display, we introduce some compact notation below.

Notation A: For any R > 0, Br(z) stands for the d-dimensional Euclidean (closed)
ball centered at = with radius R and we have used Bp for Br(0). We write vol(A)

for the volume of A € R% and wy = vol(B;). We use || - || to denote the Euclidean
norm in any dimension.
For r € N and z, = (x1,...,2,), we write —z, for (—x1,...,—x,), dxy, =

dxy - - - dz, and p(dzy) = p(dxy) - - - p(dx,); we also write 7(2,) = 21 + - -+ + . For

integers 1 < r < p, we write (£1,...,&p) =& = (& Mp—r) With & = (&1,..., &) and
Np—r = (&r41,--.,&p). With the above compact notation, we define the contraction
operators ®, as follows. For f € §®° and g € 5% (p,q € N), their r-contraction,
with 0 < 7 < p A ¢, belongs to H®P1972" and is defined by

(f®r9) (gp—rynq—r) = /Rzr-d f(Ep—r,ar)g(nq—ryar) H '7(%' - Zij)da'r(ﬁ:r
j=1

for & € RP4=d and Ng—r € R4 Tn particular, f ®gg = f ® g is the usual
tensor product and if p = ¢, f ®, g = (f, 9)ser; see also [20, Appendix B|. Let us
introduce some useful lemmas now.

For p positive, we denote by J,, the Bessel function of first kind with order p:

2)P T
Jp(x) = L)l/ (sin®)® cos (zcos) df, =z €R; (2.1)
Val(p+3) Jo
see [16, (5.10.4)]. Let us also record here
/2
wg =vol(B]) = ———, (2.2)
r(i+4)

with I' the Euler’s Gamma function.

Lemma 2.1. (1) Given ¢ € R? and R > 0, we have
[ e = nR) el gy (Rl
R

where Jg9 is the Bessel function of the first kind with order d/2.
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(2) Given a positive real number p, we have

Jp(x) ~\/2/(mz) cos <x - (21)%1)%) as T — +00, (2.3)
$p

W)~ S )

As a consequence, we have sup{|J,(z)| : © € Ry} < +oo and |J,(z)| < Clz|~'/? for

any x € R, here C' is some absolute constant.

(3) Put lr(x) = w;1||$||_de/2(R||x||)2, then {¢r : R > 0} is an approzimation of
the identity.

as x — 0. (2-4)

Proof. (1) Let us suppose first that R = 1. In this case, one sees that the Fourier
transform of 1y),<1y is rotationally symmetric, so without losing any generality, we
assume § = (0,...,0,p) with p = |[¢|| > 0. Then for d > 2,

/Rd e M <1y du

1 1 d—1
_ —ipzy — —ipzq 2\ 2
= / e /Rdl 1{||xd_1||2§1—x§}dxd—l dry = / e wd_l(l xd) drg

-1 -1
0

1 _
= Wg_1 / ) cos(py) (1 — y2)%dy = Wg_1 /0 cos(pcos(0)) sin(6)? do

= (27T)d/2p_d/2jd/2(P),
where the last equality follows from the expressions ([2.2) and (ZI)). That is, for
d>2,
e ey du = P2 D)

The above equality also holds true for d = 1, as one can verify by a direct computation
for both sides. So the result in part (1) is established for R = 1. The general case
follows from a change of variable.

(2) The asymptotic behavior of Bessel functions can be found in e.g. page 134 of
the book [16]. The uniform boundedness of .J, on Ry follows immediately from this
asymptotic behavior. By (Z3]), we can find some L > 0 such that |.J,(z)| < 1/y/x for
any « > L, while it follows from (21]) that |J,(z)| < CiaP for any x > 0. It suffices

to pick C' = 1+Cy LPT2 such that O < CL™P~2 to conclude that |y (2)] < Cla| /2
for any x € R.

3) It suffices to show 1 = ||¢1||;1(gay- It follows from point (1) that
L1(R4)

[ el sl

1 . @ o 2
- /R (lif% (2m)i2 /R exp (¢ o — Jlel”) 1{H£Hs1}d5> de
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o / L/ . / Ay 2
=lim | A e g Rdexp( i(§+¢) 2= 3al?) do

al0
: exp (— € +£'[IP/(2a))
== 1 /1 /
al0 /de S e gremn) (2ma)d/2
e~ lI€l?/(2a)
(2ma)d/2

=lim [ vol(By N Bi(€)) =Wy,
Rd

al0

where the interexchanges of integrals and limits are valid due to the dominated
convergence theorem. Our proof of this lemma is finished. O

The following lemma has its discrete analogue in [20 (7.2.7)] and for the sake of
completeness, we provide a short proof; see also [25] (3.3)].

Lemma 2.2. If ¢ : R* — R belongs to LP(R%, dx) for some positive number p. Then
for any r € (0,p), one has

1 r R—+o00

Proof. Fix § € (0,1). We deduce from Hélder’s inequality that

1 T
i, 19
e o N — 6(z)|d
B Rd(l_rpil) Bsr ¢ x) ! Rd(l_rpil) Br\Bsr ¢ x) !

T/p

/p

< oodi=rrh) ( / oz |pd:1:> +0(1—5d<1—“”1>) / |p(z)Pdx | .
Br\Bsr

Note that for any fixed § € (0,1), the second term goes to zero, as R — 400, while
the first term can be made arbitrarily small by choosing sufficiently small 4. U

At the end of this section, we record a consequence of Young’s inequality.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose ¢ : R? — R belongs to LI(R?, dx) with ¢ = p/(p—1) for some
integer p > 2. Then,

H(p*pHoo = H‘PHLq Rd) (2.5)
where the p-convolution can be defined iteratively: p*> = @ x @, ..., P = @ x P71

Proof. Young’s convolution inequality states that

[h1 * hollLr@ay < 1Rl Lo eyl P2l o (e
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for any hy € LP(R?) and hy € LI(R?) with p~ '+ ¢ ' =1+7"tand 1 < p,q,7 < 0.
As a consequence, we obtain the following inequalities:

19" lloc = llo * @7 Hloo < 10l Laeylle™ | Lar ey - With g1 = p,

H‘P*p_lqul(Rd) = [l * <P*p_2HLQ1(Rd) < ”‘P”Lfl(Rd)”‘P*p_z”L‘D(Rd) with g2 = p/2,
H‘P*p_2Hqu(Rd) = [l * <P*p_3HLQZ(Rd) < ”‘P”L‘I(Rd)”‘P*p_g”L%(Rd) with g3 = p/3,

10*2 1| Lap-2 (may = o * @l Lap—2 (may < 1@l Lamayll@llpop—1 Ray  With g1 = =t
This completes the proof of (2.)). O

Recall from our introduction that we consider the case where F =", o IV (fy)
has Hermite rank m > 1 with fj € HOF for each k > m. We write

GR = Udea: = Z []Ig/V(gk,R) = Z Gk,R With gkﬂ :/ f,fda;
Bpr

Br k>m k>m

In what follows, we first investigate the central limit theorem on each chaos based
on two sets of assumptions. One involves the covariance kernel + and the other is
based on the spectral measure p. This is the content of Section 2.2 and in Section
2.3l we consider the case where F' has a general chaos expansion. In each situation,
the random variable may depend on infinitely many coordinates, which shall be
distinguished from the classical Breuer-Major theorem.

2.2. Central limit theorems on a fixed chaos. Fix an integer p > 2 and note
that the random field {I)V (f7),z € R?} is centered, strictly stationary. We put

EL (F)LY (f3)] =t @pla —y).

Then, if
/ |®,(z)|dx < oo, (2.6)
R4
we have, with the notation G, p = I;V(gp,R),
. Var(G, r)
1 ok Sl FLL7 i) . 2.
Indeed,

Var(G, r) = / O, (z — y)dedy = / vol(Bgr N Br(—2)) ®p(z)dz.
B2, B

Because vol(Bgr N Br(—z))/vol(Bg) is bounded by one and convergent to one, as
R — +o0, 27) follows from (2.0) and the dominated convergence theorem. This
fact leads us to stick on the situation that the normalization o(R) in ([L4) is of order

R%Y2 as R — 400. Such an order is also consistent with the Breuer-Major theorem
(see Theorem [LT]).
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2.2.1. CLT under assumptions on the covariance kernel. We write

P
(I)p($) = p!<f;, fp>5§®l’ = p! /RM fp(ﬁp)fp("?p) HV(@ — i + x)dfp d”7p .
=1
Therefore, a sufficient condition for (2.0 to hold is the following hypothesis:

p
(1) fye s saiisies [ [ 15y [Tl (6 -+ )dny g < oo,
i=1

Define

— p) /H’y — i + 2)d (2.8)

Then, under (H1),

/ ®,(z)dx = p! / To(&p) fo(Mp) p(Ep — Mp) dp dmp.
Rd R2pd

Suppose that v € LP(RY) and f, € L*(RP9). Then, hypothesis (H1) is satisfied. In
fact, using Holder’s inequality, we obtain

p
Lo Lo 15t T 116 =+ 21 s < 11y Lol ey < -
i=1

Remark 2.4. (i) In the particular case where p = 1, the conditions f; € L'(R?) N $
and v € L'(R?) are necessary, since hypothesis (H1) becomes

@) | (= s+ 2)dzdtds = || il Fgay 7] 21 ety < 00
R2d R4 ( )

Under these necessary conditions, it is clear that

/ 1V (f7) de
Br

is a centered Gaussian random variable with
Var (/ Y da:> ~ wdeHf1H2Ll(Rd) /d’y(z)dz, as R — +o0.
Br R

(ii) Here is an example of non-integrable covariance kernel: v(z) = ||z||~?, with
B € (0,d). Now let us search for sufficient condition for s, to be well defined. Notice

that
p p
’yai—kzdz:/ ai+z_ﬁdz
[ 1D 21ae = [ TToi+

and for ai, ..., a, mutually distinct, the product [[}_, ||a; + || 7" is integrable near
the singularities. Indeed, choosing ¢ = $min{la; — ax| : 1 < i < k < p}, we can
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write for each j =1,...,p,
»
[ IMla+eaz<c [ fa+aPa=c [ a7
=(a5) =1 Be(ay) b

£
= C’/ r B ldr < .
0

Thus, we only need to control the integral at infinity. Notice that for L > 0 large
(that may depend on the a;’s), there exist two constants Cy,Cy such that

p
01/ \|z||—ﬁpdzg/ H||ai+z\|_ﬁdz§02/ 129 dz.
el el iy el

Then the finiteness of the integral at infinity is equivalent to p > d/f. In other
words, the function k,, given in (2.8]), makes sense only for p > d/3. This forces us
to consider chaoses of order at least |d/f] + 1 =: mg. Now for p > my, the kernel
Ip € H°P satisfies (H1) if

P
o ot sotwn)] [ Tl i+ 21 dcgiy < .
R2pd Rdi:l

The following result is a central limit theorem under some restrictions on ~.

Theorem 2.5. Fiz an integer p > 2 and f, € H®P. Assume the hypothesis (H1).
Moreover, suppose that one of the following two conditions hold true:

(i) The kernel f, has the fornﬂ fp= sym(h1 ® - -®hp), where the h; € $) satisfy
P
g::l /Rd
(ii) v € LP(R?) and f, € L*(RP?). (Note that (i) implies (H1).)
Then

P
hi(s)h;(t)y(s —t + z)dsdt| dz < oo. (2.9)
R2d

Gp,R law
Rd/2 R—+00

N(O,Ug),

where

21t hi,...,h, € $, we denote by sym(h1 Q- ® hp) the symmetrization of the tensor product
h1 ® - ® hy:

1
sym(h1®---®hp) ::H Z he(y @+ @ by,

eSSy,

where G, is the permutation group on the first p positive integers.
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Proof. In view of the Fourth Moment Theorem of Nualart and Peccati [23], to prove
this central convergence it suffices to establish

. 1
lim ﬁ ngvR ®T gpyRH;@)(prZr) =0

R—+o00
forr=1,...,p— 1. By definition, we can write
(gp,R O gp7R) (8p—rstp—r) = / 9p.R (Sp—n ar)gp,r(tp—r, br H v(a i) day dby. .
R2rd

As a consequence,
2
HQJILR Qr gp,RHy)@@p*%)

= /4 , day dbyda, dzr dtp—r dSp—y di;)—r Jgp—rgp,R(sp—r7 ar)gp,R(tp—ra br)
R4p

X Gp, R(sp—nar)gp R p—T7 (H’Y > H ’Y SJ - SJ)

= /B \ dry i da, db,da, dgr dtp—r dsp—r dty—y d8p—r [y (Sp—rar) f* (tp—r, br)

X f? (8p=r.ar)f* tp—r, <H7 > H7 ti —t)v(E; — s5) .
(2.10)
Shifting the variables from the kernels to the covariance, we write
ng,R X gpﬂ”é@(zpﬂm

= / . dx4 » dar dbr (ﬁr d‘i;r dtp—r dsP_r d’t;)_r C[.gp_r fp (SP_r, ar ) fp (tp—r, br)
B R4ap

X fp(sp—raar)fp tp—?‘7 (H'V —bi+x1 —x2)y(ay —Zi +x3 — 334))

p—r

x | TT(t =t + 22 — 2755 — 55 + a3 — 21)
j=1

Making the change of variables x; — x9 = 21, ©3 — x4 = 22 and x93 — x4 = 23 (s0
T3 — X1 = 29 — 23 — 21), we obtain

R_2d||9p,R Qr 9p,RH%®(2pf2T-)

< CR™ dzs
Blp

R4ep
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X fp(tp—r:br) fp(8p—r,ar) f( tp—r, <H7 — b + z1)v(a; — b+ Zz))

H7 =t 4 23)y(3) — 55+ 22 — 21 — 23) ' (2.11)

The rest of our proof will be split into two cases.
Proof under (i). Using the tensor-product structure of the kernels, we can further
bound (2IT]) by
C'R_d/3 dz3p(z1)" P(22)" d(23)" " P22 — 21 — 23)P ",
BZR

with
p

Bz) =

ij=1

/R2d hi(a)h;(b)y(a — b+ z)dadb‘ .

In view of (Z9), the function ¢ belong to LP(RY). It follows immediately from
Holder’s inequality that

R g, r @, gp,RH;@zp,m <C (/Rd ¢(21)pd21> R /32 dzadzzp(22)" d(23)P "

2R

= 0( g ¢(z1)1’dz1> R~ < - ¢(z2)"dZ2> < - ¢(Z3)P—"dz3> .

Then, we can conclude our proof under the condition (i) by using Lemma O

Proof under (ii). Note first that due to Holder’s inequality,

r p—r
/ (H |7|(ai—bi+Z1)) [T 1MGs =55+ 20— 21— 23) | da S/ Iy(2)|P dz,
Bar j=1 R

1=1

which implies that (2.I1]) can be further bounded by

C”’YHLp R) ”prLl(de)R_d/B dzydz3dby da b dtp—r d%;—r d8p—r

2 XRSdp
X ‘fp(tp—ra r) fp(8p—r.ar) f( tp—r, (H [vl(ai — b + Z2)) H [YI(t5 — 15 + 23)
j=1

<C |  dbeday dby dty—r dbp—r dBpr]|fp(tp-r:br) fp(Epmrs@r) fp(Ep—r,br)| X Li,

R3dp
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where Lp = Ly (ar,?i,,'t},_,,t,,_,) is given by

(/B [Ihi b+Z2dz2) / TTts 5 + =)z

2R =1 2R] 1

Note that by Holder’s inequality and Lemma [2.2]

r 1/r
1 o~
Lr < (HW/BQR 1 (az‘—bi+Z2)dZ2>

i=1

o 1/(p—r)

1 P ~ R—+o00
Nz [, PP G-l ) 50,

i=1 Baog

and that
p— _ d_
L <CR d||7‘|2P(Rd HVHLP(Rd - C’||7HL” Re) < TOO-

Thus, it follows from the dominated convergence theorem that, as R — oo,

R gp.r @, 9p7RH)2~3®<2p72r-) — 0

for all r € {1,...,p — 1}. This completes the proof. O
2.2.2. CLT under assumptions on the spectral measure. Let us first study
the asymptotic variance using the Fourier transform. Throughout this section, we
are going to assume that p(d§) = p(£)dE, that is, the spectral measure is absolutely

continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure on RY. Note that ¢(¢) = p(—&).
We first write,

Byla =) = b Fyer =21 [ (FEENT)(6p) nldty)
ot [ e (=ila =) 7€) | Z5E) nldty).

where 7(&p) :== & + -+ + . As a consequence of Lemma [ZT] we obtain

Var(G /B2 /de exp ( —i(z —y) - T(fp))fyfpﬁ({p) 1(dEy) dady

=19!(27TR)/IR I @)1~ Taj2 (RITEN) | fol* () 1(dp) . (2.12)

Now making the change of variables 7(§p) = x yields

_ _ 2
Var(Gy) B0 = phemyt | el (Rlal)* Wy (o)
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where
-1

Uy(x) = /ded lﬁfp\2(§p_1,x - T(fp—l)) (x -7 gp— H P(&i)dép—1-  (2.13)

=1

We remark that ¥, is defined almost everywhere on R? and recall that

{tr(@) = witll2ll™ a2 (Rl|z])?} o

is an approximation of the identity. Therefore, it is natural to introduce the following
hypothesis:

(H2) U, defined in ([ZI3), is uniformly bounded on R? and continuous at zero.
Under (H2), we have

RE)I—Il—loo % = p!(27)%wq¥,(0),
where
p—1
0= [V G &) 6n) [Tt (210

Note that for the particular case p = 1, ¥y (x) = |.Z f1*(z)p(z); if f1 € L'(R?) and
@ is uniformly bounded with continuity at zero, then the function Wy is uniformly
bounded and continuous at zero.

Remark 2.6. (1) Heuristically, we can rewrite W,(0) as follows:

— T f |2 - Yy
ORI EORTS

where v is the surface measure on the hyperplane {7(§p) = 0}. This is an informal
expression, because the trace of .7 f, on the hyperplane {7(§,) = 0} is not properly
defined for an arbitrary kernel f,.

Var(Gp, Rr)
(27 R)9plwy

/]R ( /R L dulr(@)p(r = 7(E-1)) |7 fy* (1,2 — 7(&p-1) ) le (&) dép-1.

It is clear that |.Z f,|?(ép—1,7 — T(€p—1)) is well-defined almost everywhere with
respect to p(z—7(€p—1))dz, and @ (z—7(€p—1))|F fp|*(€p-1, 2 —T(€p-1)) is integrable
with respect to the probability measure {g(x)dz. We can also read from (2.14) that
the function §p_1 = | Ffpl? (ﬁp_l, —T(ﬁp_l)) is integrable with respect to the measure

(‘O(T(gp_l)) Hz 1 ‘P(gi)dgp—l-

(2) Notice that the quantity is equal to
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To obtain the Gaussian fluctuation of G, g, one shall first establish the order of
the variance and then compute the contractions. Our hypothesis (H2) gives the
exact asymptotic behavior of Var(G, r). In fact, it is enough to impose a weaker
condition, known as the Maruyama’s condition concerning the variance; see [I§].

Proposition 2.7 (Maruyama’s condition). Put
B (h) = [ T Ly P €y
{lIm&)ll<h}

If

0 < liminf =% W,(h) < limsuph~? W,(h) < oo, (2.15)
k1O hlo

then we have, with 0'12)’R = Var(Gj,r)

0 < liminf o2 RR™¢ < limsup o2 RR™4 < 0.
Ro4oo P D,
R—+00

We will provide a proof of Proposition 27 in Section H see also [4, Corollary 2.2].

The following lemma provides sufficient conditions for (H2) to hold. One of the
conditions is ¢ € Lq(Rd), which is the condition imposed on the spectral density in
the version of the classical Breuer-Major theorem proved in [I, Theorem 2.10].

Lemma 2.8. Suppose that f, € LY(RPY) N HP and p € LY(RY), with ¢ = p/(p —1).
Then W, is bounded and continuous on R?, in particular hypothesis (H2) is true.

The proof of Lemma [2Z8is given in Section [l

Remark 2.9. Tt is worth comparing the sufficient conditions for the hypotheses (H1)
and (H2) here:

{v € LP(R?) and f, € L'(R"")} = (H1)

{¢ € LYRY) and f, € L'(RP)} = (H2).
This is natural in view of the Hausdorff-Young’s inequality. Indeed, ¢ = p/(p —
1) € (1,2], so v = F¢ belongs to LP(R?), provided ¢ € LI(R?). Note that both
hypotheses imply that the fluctuation of G g is of order R?2; moreover, as we will

see shortly, both hypotheses (y € LP(R?) and ¢ € LY(R?)) imply that the fluctuation
of Gy, r is Gaussian, as R tends to infinity.

Let us introduce the following hypothesis, which can be seen as the contraction-
analogue of (H2).
(H3) Forl<r <p-1andanyd >0, \I/I(,T’(S) is uniformly bounded on R? and
continuous at zero, where

7,0
W0 (@) (2.16)
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= /Rzpdzd dgrd"'lp—rdgr—ld"':l'p—r—l‘L?fp’2 (np—rag;‘—b xr — T(’l’)p_r) — 7'(5._1)) w(&)
r—1

X Iﬁfp|2<ﬁp-r-1,y — T(Mp—r—1) — T(&),{r) <| | (&) (fz)) 1|7 (€ )+ (mp—r)l| <5}
=1
p—r—1

X o(np—r)o(T(ip—r=1) +7&) =) | ] ¢mi)e@) | o(r@pr) + 7 -1) — ).
j=1

We remark that the function \IJI(,T’(S) is defined almost everywhere on R?? and with
the same proof as in Lemma 2.8, we can show that f, € L'(RP?) and ¢ € LI(R%) for
q=p/(p— 1) guarantee (H3).

Lemma 2.10. Suppose that f, € L'(RP)NHP and p € LI(RY), with ¢ = p/(p—1).

Then for every r € {1,...,p— 1} and 6 > 0, \I’g’&) is bounded continuous on R,
In particular hypothesis (H3) is true.

For the sake of completeness, we provide a proof in Section Ml

Theorem 2.11. Fiz an integer p > 2 and f, € 9P satisfying hypotheses (H2) and

(H3). Then,
Gp,R law 2
RY2 Rsioo N(07 0;0)7
where o2 = p!(27) wq W, (0), with Wp,(0) given by Z14).

If (H2) is replaced by the Maruyama’s condition (2I5), we have the following
corollary.

Corollary 2.12. Fiz an integer p > 2 and f, € HP satisfying hypotheses (H3).

Assume that Maruyama’s condition (ZI8) holds true. Then,
G
S N(0.1),
Op,R R—+o0

with op g being the standard deviation of Gy, .

We will omit the proof of this corollary, as it follows simply from Proposition 2.7
and the following proof of Theorem 2111

Proof of Theorem [211] Tt suffices to show the contraction condition (LI]). We spilt
the proof into several steps. We will use Fourier transform to rewrite (2I0]) in Steps
1-3 and we will carry out the asymptotic analysis in Step 4.

Step 1: Plancherel’s formula implies

/]R » It (sp_,.,a,r 72 (tp—r br H7 b;)day, db,
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= /er(yrfgl)(sp—ragr)(yrf;2)(tp_r, —fr)u(dgr)'

and

f;g(gp—nar P tp—ra H’Y _b )day db

R2rd
- /R (P Gmr BT ) B ) ).

where %, denotes the Fourier transform with respect to the right-most r variables.

Step 2: Similarly, we have

/R od T ) 8pmr &) (T ) oo —6) (P fy ) Gpmr 60) (T i) e )

H y(t; — E)V(gz —5) dtp—r dSp—r d:t;—r dgp—r

p—r

- /R2(pr)d(yrfgl)(sp_r’&)(y’"fgs)(gp_ﬁET) H v(5i — 5i)dSp—r dgp—r

j=1

p—r
X / (Fr f32) tpmrs &) (Fr [5*) Epmr, =€) [ [ 1(ts — T2)dtpr dbp—r
R2(p—r)d i=1

— (ForZ I ) p—r s &) (Fpr F0 [ ) (—Mp—r —&:) pu(dnpp—y)
(Lo )
) </derd(]:p_7’§’"f1?2)(ﬁp—n &) (Fp—r T fy )(_ﬁp—ragr)ﬂ(dﬁp—r)>7

where F,_, denotes the Fourier transform with respect to the left-most p—r variables.
It is clear that the composition of F,_, and .%, is the usual Fourier transform.

Step 3: Using basic properties of the Fourier transform, we have (F,..7.f;)(&p) =
e v T) (F fp)(&p). So combining facts from the above steps yields that the second
integral in (2.I0)) is equal to

/R2pd p(déy) N(dgr)ﬂ(dnp—r)ﬂ(dﬁp—r)(tg;fp)(np—r,fr)(cgfp)(_np—r, —gr)
(T ) Fprs —Ee) (T o) (s ) €101 D) i) i () irao (@)

with the notation a = 7(&),b = T(p—r), a = 7(&) and b = T(Np—r) throughout this
proof.
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It follows from Lemma 2] that

/ o1 (040) i (5-a) iz (—T-0) 04 @) g,

By,
= (27 R)*[|a + b|~2|[b — al|~2||@ + bl|~*||@ — b|| =/
x Jas2(Rlla+ b)) Japz (RIb = al) Jasa (RIIG@ + bll) a2 (Rl[@ — b))
Thus, we have for r € {1,...,p— 1},
IR = (27TR)_2ngp’R ®r gp7RH,26®(2p727‘) (217)
= /R2 dN(dgr)N(dg;')ﬂ(dnp—r)ﬂ(dﬁp—r)(Lojfp)(np—rafr)(yfp)(_np—ra _gr)
/4

X (F fy) p=r &) (F f) (~Tp=r- &) + bl [ — a| =/ @ + bl| =
< [la = B2 (Rlla + bll)Juys (RIB = all) Jusa (RIG + bll) Jaja (Rll@ — ).
Step 4: In what follows, we prove that limp_, 1 Zr = 0.

We decompose the above integral into two parts: Zp = / + / , with
RPdx D RPd xD§

Ds = {(&r.mp—r) € R™ : [|a + b]| = 4}

To ease the presentation, we introduce for every § € [0, ),

Ty(R) = / ()| F £, Ep)lI(Ep) |~ a2 (RIIT(E) )™
{II7(€p)l|>5}

Note that, by ([212]) and the symmetry of u, we have

~ Var(Gpr)

- pl(2nR)®’

which, under the hypothesis (H2), converges to wy¥,(0), as R — +o00.

To(R)

Now on RP¢ x Dj, we can write, using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
Lo | = L B )7 o (i B B (R 1)
< [ ey tang )yl &)+ 0 g (Rl 1)1 Sy, )
X |F fyl i, =€) 10 = all ™21 + b2 | Jaya (RIb = all) Jaja (Rlla + b))
VISR [ e )| P (T o) = B2 o (R~ )|

X (/D N(dgr)ﬂ(d’?p—r)‘fjfp’Q(_’?p—r’—é)lyfpp(ﬁp—r,—fr)
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1/2
- —dy~ - = 2 ~ 2
x [|b—all =@+ b~ Jaj2 (RIb— all) " Jas2 (Rlla+b]|) )
< VT5(R)To(R) </ 1) 1 Tip—p ) 1(dp ) 1(lttp—r )| Z fo|*(—Tp—r, —&r)

1/2
~ ~ —di~ _ ~ 2 ~ 2
X | [l Fipr, =& )lIb — all =@ + b~ a2 (R — all) " Jaj2 (Rl + b])) >

= To(R)**\/Ts(R).
We claim that
for any fixed § > 0, T5(R) — 0, as R — +o0. (2.18)

Indeed, on {[|7(&p)|| > 6 > 0}, Jg/o (R\|7‘(§p)||)2 converges to zero, as R — +o00; and
clearly,

teRy

Ts(R) <67° (sup Jd/z(t)2> /” . )”>6u(d§p)!9fp\2(€p) < oo,

so claim (ZI8)) follows from the dominated convergence theorem. Therefore, the first
part fRdeD(; goes to zero, as R tends to infinity.

Then, it remains to estimate the integral over RP? x D§. Similarly, we obtain, by
applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

/de x Dy

< /cﬂ(dgr)ﬂ(dnp—r)“a""bH_d/z‘Jd/z(R”a+b|’)"9fp‘(np—rafr)

D;

~ —dn _ ~ 2 e 2
xmm( T bl — al g (R -+ 81) e (RIE — al)

Rpd

1/2
X ’rgfp‘z(—’?p—r’ —5)!9fp\2(ﬁp—r, —gr)ﬂ(dgr)ﬂ(dﬁp—r)> .

Recall that g is symmetric. We can write, after the change of variable (fp—r —
—7p—r) and then applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

/]de xD§

dér) i (dpp—r ) 11 (dEr ) 1 ilp—r ) || + ]| =%l a + B 4

< To(R)Kg,

/ i
RPdx {[la+b|| <4}
X Jd/2(R|’a+bH)zt]dm(RHa""b”)2lyfpp('rlp—r’gr)lyfpp(ﬁp—rafr)’
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From previous discussion, it holds under hypothesis (H2) that
sup {To(R) : R >0} < +o0.
So it remains to show that Kzp — 0, as R — +o00.

Making the following change of variables
i+b—=z, pr&) > (tporoEot,z = Tpy) — 7Em1))
bta=y, @prbe) = (Fpmr-1,y = Tpmrm1) — 7(&).6r)
yields
Ki=wh [ | dodytula)tn(s) V00 a.n)

where \I/I(,T’(S) (x,y) is defined in (ZI6]). By our hypothesis (H3), we have as R — +o0,
that wJ2K R is convergent to

7,0

w?(0,0)

:/ dfrdnp—rdfr ldnp—r— |pr (p—ragr 1, — np—r)_T(gr 1))
R2pd—2d

x \ﬁpr(ﬁp_r_l, T(Mp—r—1) — 7(&), & ) (Hg@ &)e(& > @(T(np_r) +T(§~,_1))

(€)@ (Mp—r ) (T(Tpr—1) + T(&r)) H 1) | L(rEr)tr(npor)l| <0}

which converges to zero, as § | 0. This concludes our proof. U

Recall the Hilbert-space notation $),, and ﬁf?p from the beginning of Section 2l It
is clear that

& € R — Fr(&) := (7 £,) (&) I7(&) > Juj2(RlIT (&)lI)

belongs to ;" for each R > 0, since .Z f, € ;" and HT({,,)H_d/zjd/g(RHT(ﬁp)H) is
uniformly bounded for any given R > 0 (see Lemma IZ]) We can also define the
corresponding contractions in this framework. For hy € Jﬁu and ho € Jﬁffq (p,q € N),
their r-contraction, with 0 <r < p A g, belongs to .6®p T2 and is defined by

(h ®@p.p ho) (gp—rﬂ'lp—r) = /er hy (gp—rvar)h_2(np—rv a'r) p(day) -

One should not confuse this notion with the one introduced in Notation A.

With the notation Fr and ®,.,, we can rewrite Zg in ([2.I7) as follows:

Ip = /RZpd dp FR(np—r,fr)F_R(np—r’g")F_R(ﬁP_r’&")FR(ﬁp_r’gr)
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— /R . 11(dnp—r) 1(dip—r) (Fr @1y FR) (Nprs Tp—r) (FR @1 s FR) (Tp—r» Thp—r)

= HFR ®r,u FRH;%ZP*ZT ;

~

where we used the fact that (FR Qr.p FR) (np—r,ﬂp—r) = (FR Qrp FR) (ﬁp—ranp—r)7
which follows simply from the definition of contraction. Hence, we can formulate the
following Fourth Moment Theorem.

Theorem 2.13. Fiz an integer p > 2 and f, € HOP. Assume (H2), which implies
that, in view of ([Z12),

op = pl(2m)" lim 1[5 er € [0,+00). (2.19)

Then, the following statements are equivalent:
Gp,r
Rd/2
(S2) E[G;R] R™2%% converges to 30?;, as R — +o0;

(S1)

converges in law to N (0, O'g), as R — +o0;

(S3) For everyre{l,...,p—1}, ||[Fr ®rp FRHjjg)prZT — 0, as R — +oo.

Remark 2.14. (i) Recall from Lemma 2T that on Ry, Jy/o(x) < C(1A ﬁ) There-

fore, we obtain the following estimates:
HFR ®7‘“u, FRHﬁgQPfQT S CHF(I) ®fr7“ F(l) Hﬁgﬁpfw'
and
Cirpe @)
1ER @rp Frllgger-2r < gz || F @rp PP go2p-r,

d+j—1

with FO) (&) = |7 ,1(&) [ 7(6)| =%, j = 1,2. As a consequence,

(1) if |FY @y, F(l)Hﬁ®2p72r' < oo and p admits a spectral density, then by the
i
dominated convergence theorem, we have ||Fr ®,, FRrl| go2—2r — 0, which implies
i
the Gaussian fluctuation;

(2) if [|F?) @, F(Q)Hﬁ%zpm < 00, we deduce from (L.6) that
drv <Gp,R/0p,R7 N(0, 1)) <C/R.
(i) In view of the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality for contractions, one has
IFD @ FOl|goen2r < IFD|2g,  for j=1,2.

So one may intend to assume

||F(1)Hyj§>1) A HF(2)||5§? < o0, (2.20)
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which, however, is not reasonable in our framework. In fact, (219) and (24)) tell us
that HFRH%SW? which is equal to

R4 /
e ZEl ) + [ TPl (E) (),
20(5 +1)2 Jir(gp)=0) (&) 1>0}
2
converges to %; if we assume (2.20) or we assume the weaker condition
p!(2m
L (@)= n @) =) 12 52 6) () < oc.
then the integral over {||7(&p)|| > 0} vanishes asymptotically, so that we can write
Rd R—+o00 o)
— Z fol? L. 2.21
ST oy 1706 1) 5% S 221

This forces the integral in (Z.21]) to be zero by dominated convergence, so that 012) = 0.

2.3. Chaotic central limit theorems. As a continuation of previous section, we
consider the case of infinitely many chaoses and we derive a chaotic central limit
theorem. Recall F' € L2 (Q) admits the following chaos expansion (L2]) with Hermite
rank m > 1:

FW) =Y 1LV(f,) with f,eH%.

p>m
Let us introduce the following natural hypothesis:
P
(H4) Sot [ dtadsy lspllts) [ TRl (msit2)d <o
p=zm i=1

Recall the notation k, from (2.8) and we put

512, 5= [ Solon) Folty)ra(ty — sp) iy sy

So under (H4),
o® = wa Y Plfll%, € [0,00). (2.22)

p=m
Note that an immediate consequence of our hypothesis (H4) is the following result

lim sup R4 Var </ IW(fx)dx> =0. (2.23)
N—+o00 R0 qg\f:-l,-l Br p p

In fact, one can write, similarly as before,

1
IW T
swp o 2V </BR G <fp>dx>

g>N+1
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vol(Br N B P
= / dtp dsp fp(8p) fp(tp) (/R O( 20 Ba(- H7 Sz-l-z d )

q>N+1 vol(Br) i=1
N 00
Z / dtp dsp | fo(3p) [o(tp)] (/ H\fy] —si+2)d >L>0
SN

Now we state our main result as a consequence of ([2.23)), Theorems and [L3]

Theorem 2.15. Suppose F' € L?(Q)) admits the chaos expansion (L2) with Hermite
rank m > 2 and assume that (H4) is satisfied. Suppose that for each p > m, the
kernel f, € HP satisfies (i) or (il) in Theorem[Z3. Let o? be given by @22). Then,
as R — +oo,

R_d/2/ U,F(W)dx  converges in law to N (0,0?).
Br

Remark 2.16. (1) In Theorem [215] we exclude the first chaos for the following obvi-
ous reason. Under the assumption that {f;,~v} ¢ L'(R%), R~%/? fBR 0V (ff)dr is a

centered Gaussian random variable with variance tending to wql| 1%, (RY) Jav(2)dz,
as R — +oo; see point (i) in Remark 241

(2) Suppose 7(0) < +oo or equivalently u(R?) < +o0, then v = .Zp is a function
bounded by v(0). If vy € L™(R?) (for some integer m > 1), then v € LP(R?) for any
b= > m, 80 that HWHLp(Rd < ’7( )p mH,YHLm ]Rd) AS a result,

Sy / dty dsy |f,|(sp)1f,| tp/H|7|t—sZ+z)

p>m
< ZP!H'VHLp(Rd prHLI (Rp) < CZPV ||fp||L1(de)
p>m p>m

This tells us that condition (7)) implies (H4), so Theorem [[4] stands as an easy
corollary of our Theorem 2.I5] and previous point (1).

We can formulate another chaotic central limit theorem based on the spectral
measure.

Theorem 2.17. Suppose that F € L*(Q2) admits the chaos expansion ([L2) with
Hermite rank m > 1. Assume that the spectral measure has a density. Suppose that
for each p > m, the function U, defined in (2I3) is continuous at zero and the
following boundedness condition holds (which implies (H2) for each p):

(H4) S Pl < oo

p>m



30 DAVID NUALART AND GUANGQU ZHENG

Assume additionally that hypothesis (H3) holds for each p > m. Then,

R [ U F(W)de B2 N (0, (2m)wa Y pl0,(0)

Br law o m

Proof. For m = 1, we should consider the first chaos and it is clear that R4/ 2G1, R
is centered Gaussian with variance tending to wg(27)?W1(0).

Now let us consider higher-order chaoses. For each p > m V 2, hypotheses (H2)
and (H3) hold true. This implies that G}, g R~%? converges in law to N (0, 07), with
op introduced in Theorem In view of the chaotic central limit theorem (Theorem
[L3), it remains to check condition ([Z23]). We can write

Var(Gp,r
Z %Z(%)d Z p!/ (p(2)Vy(z) dx < (2m)* Z Pyl s
p>N+1 4 p>N+1 JR? p>N+1

where the last inequality follows from the fact that £z(x)dx is a probability measure
on R%; so hypothesis (H4’) implies (Z23)). Hence, our proof is finished. O

Corollary 2.18. Suppose that F € L*(2) admits the chaos expansion ([L2)) with
Hermite rank m > 1 and for each p > m, the kernel f, belongs to LY (RPY) 0 5P,
Assume that the spectral measure 1 is finite with spectral density @ such that o is
uniformly bounded with continuity at zero and

> U FollZ el gy : (2.24)

p>m

Then, R~Y? / U, F(W)dz 2252 N [ 0, (27)%wy > plw,(0)

law
Br p>m

Proof. Note that y is finite, which is equivalent to ¢ € L'(R?). This implies with
boundedness of ¢ that ¢ € LI(R?) for any ¢ > 1. Tt is clear that for any p > 2V m,
fp € LYRHNHOP and v € LP/P~1D(RY), so Lemma 210 and Lemma ZZ8 ensure that
hypotheses (H2) and (H3) are valid on the pth chaos.

If F has the first chaos with f; € L'(R?), then ¥ is uniformly bounded with con-
tinuity at zero (the continuity of ¢ at zero is only required at this point). Therefore,
G1.rR™%? converges in law to a centered Gaussian With variance (2m)%%(0).

It remains to notice that Wy, (x) < ||[[Z f,[*|| e (x) < |7 fol*|| HcpHLp/(p,l)(Rd)

by ([Z3]). We know that H‘PHip/(p D (Rdy S H‘PHoo”‘P”Ll (ray SO that (H4’) holds in this

setting. To see this, we write

Y Pl < C D7 PUZ follZllol} s zay

p>m p>m

that is, (H4’) is implied by (Z24]). Hence, the proof is done by applying Theorem
217 O
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3. Proof of Theorems [1.6] 0.7 and

Let uy , be the mild solution to the linear stochastic heat equation (L8] with initial
condition ug, = 1 for all z € R?, driven by a Gaussian noise with temporal and
spatial covariance kernels being g and 77, respectively. We assume g : R — [0, o0]
locally integrable and the Fourier transform of v, is a nonnegative tempered measure
u1 that satisfies the Dalang’s condition (LI0]).

Recall that
At(R) - / (ut,:c - 1) dx = Z II‘;V </ ft,x,pdx> >
Br p=1 Br

where, for any integer p > 1, f; ., is the kernel appearing in the Wiener chaos

expansion of u; , (see (LII)).
Let us introduce some notation for later convenience.

Notation B. For given t > 0 and p € N, A,(t) = {sp € R} : t > sy > ... >
sp > 0} and SIM,(t) = {sp € R} : sy +--- + 5, < t}. For 0 € &, we write
zg = (27,...,27) = (To(1)s- -+ To(p)), 50 85 € Ap(t) means t > s51) > -+ > S
and we write pr(t) dsy for f[o ir 8pLa, (1) (sp). For fixed integers 1 <r < p—1, the

r-contraction f ®, g of f,g € %P is the element in J#®?P~2" given by

(f Or g) (SP_"7 Sp—r, P—rvfp— / day da. (H Yo(ai — a; > /Rwr dx,dZ,

<H '70 — T > f(sp—raarygp—r,xr)g(gp—raarag;)—ryir)a

which may be a generalized function.

Here is the plan for the proof of Theorems and[[7 Section [B.]deals with com-
puting the limit of the covariance function of the process A;(R) as R — 400, provided
that 1 (R?) is finite. Section is devoted to the proof of the convergence of the
finite-dimensional distributions, and we prove the tightness of {R=%2A;(R),t > 0} in
Section under the extra assumption (L.I4]). As a by-product of the computations
in Section B.I], we provide a proof of Theorem [[.7] in Section .41

3.1. Limiting covariance structure in Theorem The main ingredient is
the following Feymann-Kac representation.

Lemma 3.1 (Feynman-Kac formula). Let vp,v1 be given as in Theorem [LA and we
fitt,s > 0. Then for any z,y € R?, we have

(bt,s(x - y) = }E[ut,xu&y] =K [eﬁt,s(f—y)}
with
Brs(z / / Yo(u — vy (X, — X7 + 2)dudv,
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where X', X? are two independent standard Brownian motions on R® that start at
zero.

We refer to [9, Theorem 3.6] for the proof of a more general statement. We point
out that in this reference, the moment formula is stated for x = y and t = s, see
equation (3.21) therein; one can prove the case x # y or t # s verbatim.

It follows from Lemma [B.1] that

R —d _ : —d
Es,t - = }%EEOR E[At(R)As(R)] - REI_EOOR /B% (¢t,s($ - y) - 1)dxdy

= lim R /Rd (¢1,5(2) — 1)vol(Br N Br(—2))dz = wy /Rd (¢1,5(2) — 1)dz,

R—+o00

provided the integral [pq (qﬁt,s(z) — 1)dz is finite. Note that in our setting, ¢(z) > 1
for every z € R% note also that, since v is integrable,

/]Rd (Prs(z) —1)dz 2 /Rd E[Bt,s(z)|d=

= </Ot /OS ~o(u — v)dudv> /]Rd v (2)dz € (0, 00), (3.1)

where the equality follows from Fubini’s theorem.

Note that .
o= 1)ds= S5 [ wfpia(e)a

p=1
where the object f;4(2) can be understood as the “weighted” intersection local time
of two independent Brownian motions X' and X2.

In order to show that [p, (qﬁt,s (2) — 1)dz < 00, we first estimate the pth moment
of B s(z). Without losing any generality, we assume s < t. Using that v; is the
Fourier transform of the spectral density 1, which is continuous and bounded due
to the finiteness of 1 (R%), we can write

p p
E[Bsi(2)] = / [TroGs; =) | BT (XS, = X7, +2) | dspdry
[0,s]Px[0,¢]P j=1 j=1

P P
= dépdspdr, Yo(s5 —rj v1(&;
/[o,s]px[o,t}p s Lp Bty ]1;[1 o(sj —15) E 1(§5)

—ig; (X3, =X +2)

x E e

—

1

J

L P
= /[0 R - dfpdSpd"'p H /70(33' — T‘j) H ©1 (é’j) e—lz-T(gp)

j=1 j=1
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1
Xexp | —3 Z (siNsj+rinT))&-& |, (3.2)
1<i,j<p

which is a nonnegative, uniformly continuous and uniformly bounded function in
z. Indeed, it is clear that 0 < E[3s.(2)?] < E[(8s+(0)P’] < 400 and the uniform
continuity follows from the dominated convergence theorem. Then by the monotone
convergence theorem, we write

Pl — 1 P <
/RdE[B&t(z) |dz =1lim 9 E[Bs(2)"] exp <_§||ZH2> dz € [0, 0].

el0

Recall from (B2)) that the finiteness of E [, ,(0)?] allows us to apply Fubini’s theorem
to get for any € > 0,

T, = /R E[Bua(e)] exp (<5 11P) dz

P p
= 27Td/ d€pdsydr Yo(s5 —1; ©1(&;
(2m) ooy Jaa TP E (sj —75) ]1;[1 (&)

[

xGler@)) exp [ —5 3 (sins+rinr g |
1<i,j<p

\)

which is finite.
Consider first the case p > 2. Using that s <t and

1
exp | =5 Z (rinré&i-& | <1,

1<i,j<p

we can bound 7, . as follows

p
< (2r drp/ / &
Ty, ot Jos H p1(&5)

7j=1
1
X G(Ea T(gp)) €xp _5 (Si A S])SZ . 6] )
1<2,5<p
where the constant I'; := f Yo(u)du is finite for each ¢t > 0 in view of the local

integrability of ~y. Making the change of variables & = (m1 — 12, .. -, p—1 — Mps 1p)»
yields, with the convention s, = 0 and ny = 0,

p
Tpe < (2m) drfp / / dspe” 2 3 201 (sj=sjr)ll€n++E 12 Ge,r gp H
Rpd Ap(t) iy
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p

Ll 2

= (2m)T7p! / dnyG (e, mp) / dnjp—1 / dwy [T o1(n; = njr)e 2l
R4 Rpd—d SIMy (t) j=1

Put

Q,(n :/ d,,_l/ o1(ny — my1)e=Fwsll’?
P( 10) Rpd—d 14 SIMp(t H 1 j— 1

then we just obtained

Ty < (27)4T0p! /]Rd dnpG (e, ) Qp(1p)-

In the following, we will prove that Q,(n,) is uniformly bounded and provide an
estimate. We rewrite Q,(n,) as follows. With h;(n) = exp ( — sw;|n|?),

Qp(mp) = / dwyp hy(np) / dnk—1 p1(n1)hi(n)e1(n2 — n1)ha(n2)
SIM,, () Rpd—d

X @1(n3 = 1m2)ha(n3) > -+ X P1(Mp—1 = Np—2)hp—1 (Mp—1)p1 (Mp — 7hp—1) -
Using that ¢ is bounded, we get

/ o1(m)e1(nz —m)ha(m)dm < ||901||oo/ @1(m)ha(m)dn:. (3.3)
R4 R4

On the other hand, using (43]), we have
/Rd dnjh; (1)1 (nj1 —nj) < /Rd dnje1(n;)h;(n;)

forj=2,...,p—1. So,

2
Q) < llorle [ dupe el H / —asl151P gy (1)

My (t)

€112
p— 1 t

p—1\1t L
<ol ( j )ﬁ (o o
7=0
where the last inequality follows from Lemma 3.3 in [9], with the notation
¢1(§)
Cn = / 5-dE (3.5)
fei=ny Nl

and

Dy = dg.
" /{II€II<N}(’DI(£)g
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Notice that these quantities are finite for any N > 0 by condition (LI0). We fix
N such that 0 < 4I''Cy < 1. This gives us the uniform boundedness of @), and
moreover,
T, . < (2m)?Pp! < 2V APl (40 )P tDn
pe < 2m)TiP|Qplloc < @1 lloc (2m)Typlt(4CN )" exp 20x )’

which immediately implies

[ LB}z < lorleem TiptaCry exp (52) <o (36)

and

Cn)leilloot (DN
> [Bst(2)F]dz < exp (57—) D (ALCN)?
p'/ 4CN <2CN>p>2

p>2

:4H(Pl”oo(27T)dtCNF% . <tDN>

1 —4I'Cn 2Cn (37)

is finite, since 0 < 4I';C'y < 1.
To show the integrability of ¢s; — 1, it remains to check that

/ E[Bs.(2)]dz < oo, (3.8)
Rd
which follows from (3.I]). Therefore,

4”(,01“00(27T)dtCNF% tDN
i(2) = 1)dz < 4T
/Rd (6s,6(2) = 1)dz < tT4||y1ll 1 may + 1 —4T,Cx * <2CN

As a consequence, we proved that, for any s,t € Ry,

R1—i>1—1i-100 %LAS(R)] =Yt =wq /]Rd (¢s¢(2) — 1)dz € (0,00).

) <o

3.2. Convergence of the finite-dimensional distributions in Theorem
Fix0<t; <---<t, <ooand put

gq,R(t) = R_d/2 ft,m,qdm .
Br

Then Ap := R™%? (A¢ (R),..., A, (R)) falls into the framework of the following
Proposition B.2] the multivariate chaotic central limit theorem borrowed from [3]
Theorem 2.1].

Proposition 3.2. Fiz an integer n > 1 and consider a family {AR,R > O} of
random vectors in R™ such that each component of Agp = (AR.1,...,ARn) belongs to
L?(Q,0{W},P) and has the following chaos expansion

AR = Z I;/V(gq,jﬂ) with gq.j.r symmetric kernels.
q>1

Suppose the following conditions (a)-(d) hold:
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.o R [e'e]
(a) Vi,j €{1,...,n} and ¥q > 1, E[I;V(gq,j7R)IW(gq7,~7R)] Jiooo, Tijg-

q
(b) Vi € {1,...,n}, Zaiﬂ-,q < 0.
q>1

R—+o00

(C) Foranyl1<r <gq-1, ng,i,R r gq,i,RH%@(2q72r) 0.

d) Vie{l,...,n}, lim sup IEIWgJ-ﬂ2 =0.
(@ Vi€l Jim s 3 Bl (i)'

Then AR converges in law to N(0,%) as R — +o00, where ¥ = (O’i7j)n

;=1 18 given by
0ij = 2ig>1%ijg-

Proof of conditions (a), (b) and (d): It suffices to prove that for any t,s € Ry
and for any p > 1, pl(gp r(t), gp,r(S)) wer is convergent to some limit, denoted by
op(t,s) and for each ¢t > 0,

> op(t,t) < +o00 (3.9)

p=1
and
lim su ! t)[|%per = 0. 3.10
yim sup > pligna(®l5ee (3.10)
g>N+1

It is well-known in the literature that the pth moment of 3, ;(0) coincides with the
variance of the pth chaotic component of the solution u; 4; see for instance [12]. Then,
it is natural to expect that our verification of condition (a) in Proposition will
resemble the computations we have done for E [ﬂm(z)p]. Moreover, we will see that
condition (B3] is a consequence of the finiteness of the integral [pq (¢1,s(2) — 1)dz
proved in Section Bl The verification of condition (B10) will be straightforward, as
a by-product of the computations in Section Bl

Let us start with the case p = 1. By an easy computation,

<91,R(t)7 gl,R(s»Jf = R_d <G(t — T — .)’ G(S — %Yy — .)>dexdy

B2
t s
= (ens [ [ dudern(u— o) [ de ta(©pr(eHmIE, 31
0 JO R4
where ¢ (§) is the approximation of the identity introduced in Point (3) of Lemma

211 Since v is integrable on R?, ¢ is uniformly continuous and uniformly bounded.
Then, taking the limit as R — +oo in (3.11)), yields

(gm0, g11()) e T2 (2m) i (0) /0 /0 " dudvro(u — v) = 01 (1, 5).

Notice that o1(t, ) = wa [pa E[Bs1(2)]dz, in view of BI) and (27)%p1(0) = 1 (R?).
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Now let us consider higher-order chaos. For a fixed p > 2, we write
p!
E[Iy(gp,R(t))I;V(gp,R(s))} = ﬁ/B? dxdy <ft7r7p’fs,y,p>;f®p-
R

The kernel f;,, is a nonnegative function on R x RPY 5o (fiup, fsyp)rer > 0.
We first write, by using the Fourier transform in space,

<ft,w,p’ fs,y,p>3gﬂ®p
P
= /R dspd8p [ [ 0(s; —3)) /R 11(Ep) 7 froo.p(3p: &) 7 Fsyp(Bpy —&p). (3.12)
+ j=1 pd

Note that for s5 € A,(t), by the change of variables y; = 2] —z, y; = z7 —xf_y for
j > 2, we can write, with X' standard Brownian motion on R? as before,

p—1

o o —ix3-£9 o o o o o o
1a,()(8p) e dxpe r & G(t — 7,z —af) I | G(sj — sip1, 2] —x74q)
p ’
i=1

p
= 1a, ) (85)e 7= EIE | T exp (—i(X} - X1)- &)

p
= 1a,0)(sp)e @R | [T exp (—i(x) - X1) ) |, (3.13)

so that

Z frep(8p,&p) = ] e TR Hexp <—1 Xi — Xslj) 'fj) ;

for sp € [0,t]P and

F fsup(Bp—€p) = =€V G H exp < X,slj) . gj)

for 3p € [0, s]P. Keeping in mind the above expressions and making the time changes
in I2) (from s; to t — s; and from §; to s — 55, for j =1,...,p) yields

<fs,w,p’ ft,y,p>9gﬂ®p

1 .
= —— dspdr. (t—sj—s+r / e~y ()
(p!)2 /[O,s]z)x[o,t]p pjl_{%] J J) Rpd Ml(ﬁp)

x E ﬁexp (—iXSlj fj) Hexp ( 1X1 ) , (3.14)

J=1
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since {X}! — X} ,,u € [0,#]} and {X! — X! ,,u € [0,5]} have the same law as
{X!ue[0,t} and {X}, u € [0,s]} respectively. So the expression ([I2) is indeed a
function that depends only on the difference  —y. Furthermore, a quick comparison
between ([B.2]) and (BI4) reveals that the only difference is that the variables inside
the temporal covariance kernel are v (s; —r;) in (B2) and vo(t —s; —s+r;) in (BI4).
Going through the same arguments that lead to (3] and [B7), we get (with s < t)

_ tD
P [ (e Fuoghorendz < ) o1 |oTHHACK exp (527
Rd N
and
p!
E[IZV(QP,R(t))[XV(gp,R(S))] = ﬁ/BQ dxdy <ft71‘7p7f57?/717>3f®p
R
VOI(BR N BR(—Z))

- p!wd /]Rd d2<ft,0,p7 fs,z,p>%a®p wde

R 00

l) p'Wd /]Rd dz<ft,0,p7 fS,Z,p>%®p = Up(t7 8)7
with

sup E[LY (9p,r(t) L) (gp,r(5))] < 0p(t,s). (3.15)

This completes the verification of condition (a). Notice that
w
oo(t.t) = 22 [ EBlBre))ee
D> JRd
so condition (b) follows from ([B.8) and ([B7). To see condition (d), it is enough to
use ([BI3) and condition (b).

Proof of condition (c¢): Given ¢t > 0 and 1 <r < p— 1, we need to prove that

Rl—ig-loo ngvR(t) O gp,R(t)He%ﬂob(?pf?v") = 0.

We follow the same routine that leads to (2I7). We put

f(szh yp) = ft,O,p(Spa yp)7

and in this way, we have f;,, = f*, with §* being the spatially shifted version of §.
Now we write (notice that we have the extra temporal variables now)

(277)_2dH9p,R(t) O gp,R(t) Hif®(2p72'r)

- /[ . A8y A8y Ay Ay dty—p Aty p dwy—y dilp—y <H’yo(si—'§i)’yo(v,~ —’z}i)>
0,t]4p

i=1

p—r
< | TThotts — t)vo(w; — @) | Tr,
j=1
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with Jr = Jr(sr,3r, vr, Up, tp—r, tp—r, Wp—r, Wp—p) given by

Ti= [ i (dee) s o)y pr)ys ()
4
X (FT) (8 tpmrs Thprs &) (FF) Brs Wpr Thpr, &)@ + ]| ~/2|[b + al| =%/
X (FT) W, bpers Tiprs &) (FF) @, Wpr, Tp—r &)@ + b] "V [j@ + b ~¥/2
X Jd/2(RHa+ b”)Jd/z(RHb+ a”)Jd/z(R”5+ b”)Jd/z(R”a“‘ bll),

where .#§ stands for the Fourier transform with respect to the spatial variables and
we have used the short-hand notation

a=7&).b=T(Mp-r), @ =T7(&) and b = 7(flpr).

Recall from previous steps that, with X! standard Brownian motion on R,

(1) (8 &) = (Z i) o) =~ |exp (=1 30! = x1)-6) |, (316)
|

which is a positive, bounded and uniformly continuous function in §. As in the
proof of Theorem Z.IT] (Step 4), we decompose the integral in the spatial variable
into two parts, that is, we write for any given § > 0,

Ir =R+ 2R = / Lija+)>s) + / L{jlatb)<s}-
R2pd R2pd

Similar to the arguments in Step 4 of the proof of Theorem 211 by using Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality several times, we can write

1/2
Fir <l / (R E))| ZH1% (51 tpmr £9) 111 (dEp)
{lI7(€p)>5}
) 1/2
. ( (7 (&))| 7] <’6r,wp_r,sp>u1<d§p>)
Rpd
1/2
( ew(sp))|ﬂf|2<§r,wp-r,sp>m<dsp>>
Rpd

. . 1/2
([ @ Z[ o Fper ()
Rpd

Therefore, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality again applied to the integration in time,
we get

0,t]*P i=1
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p—r
X (H 0(tj = ) v0(w; — 117]-)) Tk (3.17)
j=1
< ws{ /[0 e dsrdgrdvrdﬁrdtp—rd‘t;—rdwp—rdﬁ"p—r (ﬁ Yo(si — 8i)v0(vi — 6@))
) =1
(H Yo(t — wy) ) </de KR(T(fp))|§f|2(§r7ﬁp—r7§p)ﬂl(d§p)>

1/2
X / KR(T(fp))|§f|2(3ratp—r7§p)ﬂl(d§p)}
{ll7(€p)>6}

X { / dsrd'é}dvrd'i)}dtp_rd’f —rdWp_ydWp_p <H Yo(si — Si)v0(v; — 6Z)>
[0,¢]4P

i=1

X (H Yo(t; — t~j)’YO(wj - @j)) < KR(T(fp))|§f|2(§rawp—rafp)ﬂl(d§p)>
j=1 Rrd

1/2
x ER(T(ﬁp))!9’f|2(vr,ﬁ—r,£p)u1(d€p)}

Rrd
V1/2V1/2.

We will prove that V4 — 0 as R — +oo and V5 is uniformly bounded. For the term
V1, we have the estimate

Vi< [ L] szsp))\fff(tp,sp)m(dsp)]

d Lr(T 5|2
X/[OJJP SP/{ur(spm} #(TE))|FT[ (o9 Gp)rur (p)
= T7"Vi1 Via.

We claim that Vj; is uniformly bounded and Vis vanishes asymptotically as R —
+00. In view of (BI0]), making the change of variables t; = t—s; and n; = {1+ -+§;
for each j =1,...,p, with ng = 0, we obtain, using (3.4

2

1 P
= o dsp/ 1 (dép)lr(T(€p)) exp ( > (sj = sip)llén + - +§j2)

J=1
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1 P
= —/ dnpﬁR(np)/ d’r)p_l/ dwp H e_“’j||77j||2<,01(?7j —1j-1)
p! Jpa Rpd—d SIMp (¢)

i=1
t S p-1 1-
< Dl X (7 ) 5ot <
p! =\ Jj /J

In the same way, we have

tlrlloc &= (P = 1NE 5 i
Vig < / dTlfR(71)>7oo < . )#vac%_ -
( {12} P! ; i)

which converges to zero as R tends to infinity. By the same arguments, we can get
the uniform boundedness of V2 as R tends to infinity. Thus, the term (BI7) does

not contribute to the limit of ||g, z(t) ®, gpvR(t)H;(@(zp,QT.) as R — +oo0.

Now let us look at the second term and we need to prove that
Xp = /[ . dsrd'.é'rdvrdﬁrdtp_rd%;,_rdwp_rdﬁ)'p_r (H Yo(si — 8i)yo(v —@))
0,t]4r
p—r
~ ~ T R
[T 70 = t)v0(w; — @) | Jog 0.

We can first rewrite w;2¢72’ r as we did for prdX pe in the proof of Theorem LTIl In
5

fact, using Cauchy-Schwarz multiple times, we obtain

i hn < [ () () VIR D) Fi(ortpmritr )
{lla+b||<d}
_ o N2 _
x ( / 111 (001 (BFipr ) (@ + B)| 7] (m,fﬁp_r,ﬁp_r,sr)> { / i1 (dEy)
Rrd Rpd
N 12
X Nl(d"':ip—r)e}'%(a +b)lr(a+ b)|§f|2 (Uraz;)—r7ﬁp—r7§r) ‘f]ff (§r7wp—r7"7p—r7§r)}

< [(/ :ul(dgr)lul(dnp— )er(a+ b ‘JH ('Urawp—ra'rlp—rafr)>

X

X 01 (dp ) (dppr ) pi1 (d€r ) i1 (dlTip—r)

1/2
</ p1 (e )1 (dnp—r )R (a + )| FF| (s,,tp_,,np_r,gr)> ]
asbl<sy

/{Ila+bll<5}XR”d
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1/2
X ‘gff(grawp—ranp—ra&r)|3?ﬂ2(vr’z;)—ryﬁp—ryfr)gl%(a+b)éR(a+g)

— ‘711/2‘721/2‘
Therefore,
w;?Xp < /X1 rX2.R,
where

%173 = /[ y ds,.d.?rdvrd‘ﬁrdtp_rdﬂ,_rdwp_rdﬁp_r (H ’yo(Si — §i)70(v2- — 52)>
0% i=1

X (H Y0(t; = t5)y0(w; — @j)) Vi
=1

is uniformly bounded over R > 0, as one can verify by the same arguments as before,
and

XQ,R = /[ y dsrd'é'rdvrdﬁrdtp_rd%;_rdwp_rdﬁ;'p_r (H "yo — SZ "yo — f’l?ﬂ)
0,t]*P

X (H Yo(t; — ?j)’YO(wj - @g)) /{Ila+bll<6}xde Ml(dfr),ul(dnp—r)ﬂl(dg;)ﬂl(dﬁp—r)

X ‘fjﬂ (3r7wp—r7"7p—r7§r)|t%ﬂ ('Uratp—r/’?p—ngr)eR(a""b)eR(a""b)

/[0 e dsTdtp—rdvrdw —r / ,ul(dgr),ul(d’r]p_r)'ul(dér)ul(dﬁp_r)

{lla-+b]| <5} xRrd

| /\

‘Jﬂ (srywp—r,np—r,gr)|gﬂ2(vra‘t;)—r,ﬁp—ryfr)gR(a+ b)lr(a —|-Z)
/ 1(d€p)u (dbp) 1 {1 ++Er+Erp1+ +§p||<5}€R( ({,,))ER(T@,))

y ( /W ds,,!ﬁf!z(spa&;)) ( /[0 .

)

dtp|9ﬂ2(tp7§p)> :

Using ([B.I0) and a change of variable in time, we can rewrite the last expression as
follows

2p

I ~
%2,R < w/R%d ,Ul(dfp)ﬂl(dfp) {114 +Er+Erp1+- +§p||<5} ( (fp))fR( (6 ))

P ~ p
A S B
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For sp € A(t), we write

. u =~ u So(5) — So(j+1) = =
E eXP<—IZXslj‘§j) = exp _Zwufa(l)""”’"i‘fa(jﬂp
=1

j=1
Then

p
. 1 &
/ dspE exp(—lZij 'fj)
[Ovt}p Jj=1
p _ -
== /S dipexp | =Y @jllo) + - + oI
=1

ree, /SIM,(t/2)
and in the same way,

p

i=1

nee, SIMp(t/2)

p
Z /s dwp exp | — ijH&r(l) +ot fﬂ(j)”2
=1

By a further change of variables {1y + -+ + §r(j) = n; and Eo(l) + -+ %:,(j) =1
for given o, 7w, we can write

Ll er b4 Esr oty <6} = L{IIL(np p)I|<5)

where L(np, 7)) stands for linear combinations of 71, ..., 1,71, .. .7, that depend on

o, . With this notation, we have

Xop < Z / dnpdijplr np)eR(np)/ dwpdmp/ drlp—1dMp—1
. - WGG SIMP (t/2)2 R2pd—2d

H o1(n; — my_1)e~ il oy (73 — 77,1l

—w 2_{5 = 112
><901(77p—77p D)1 (1p — mp—1)e” o lnel"=@rli| L{||L(np )| <5}
T D / dnpdiplr(11p) LR (T1p) 5" (Mp, Tip)
J7r€b

where €™ is defined in an obvious way. By the arguments leading to B4, it is
clear that £ is uniformly bounded. It follows that

thUP/ dnpdﬁpER(np)fR(ﬁp)ggm(77;07ﬁp)
R—4o00 JR2d
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= lim SUP/ d77pd77p€R(7710)61'%(7710)‘5’:;77r (ﬁp, ﬁp)1{||np||<6,||ﬁp||<6}'
R—+o00 JR2d

For fixed o, m € &,,, we have the decomposition L(np,Mp) = L1(1p, 7p)+La2(Mp—1, Np—1),
where Li(n,7,) stands for a linear combination of 7, and 7,, while La(np—1,Mp—1)
stands for linear combinations of n1,...,7p—1,71,...,Mp—1. Notice that L; and Lo
also depend on o, 7. If ||, ||, [|7p]| < J, then there exists some constant K = K (o, )
such that

L1 (o) < K5,

thus 1L, ) l1<6} < L{|La(Mp1 Tp-1) < (K+1)5}- AS & consequence,

/de Anpdiplr(Mp) R (Tp)ES™ (Mps Tp) L{|imyl1<6. 117, | <5}

<Pl [ | dndituln)n@) [ duprdiips [

dnp—1dn,—
SIM,_1 (12 o MNp—101p—1

2pd—
p—1
. 12 ~ ~ —ans 17112
X H e1(n; —nj-1)e wilns e1(nj —nj-1)e ws s 1|22 p—1 7p—1) < (K +1)6}
j=1

= t|lp1 1% /SIM e dwp—ldﬂjp—l/ dnp—1dTp—1
p—1

R2pd—2d

p—1
o 12 ~ ~ a7 112
< | [T ernj = nj—n)e™ W50y (5 = 75-1)e™ I ) 1 1o o)< (4108
7j=1

=: 2|13, T5 (o, ).

By previous arguments,
/ dwp—1 dip—1 / dnp—1d1p—1
SIM,,_1 (t)z R2pd—2d

p—1
ERRTITD - _ =2
< | T e10n5 = mj—1)e™s1m 0P oy @y = iy )e sl | < oo,
7j=1

Therefore, taking into account that Lo(mp—1,Mp—1) # 0 for almost every mp—; and
Np—1, we obtain Ts(o, ) — 0, as 6 | 0 and

limsup X2 g < t2]p1]/% Z Ts(o,m),
R—rto0 o,meBy,

which converges to zero, as § | 0. This concludes the proof of condition (c).

Combing the above steps, we conclude that if t1,t2,...,t, € Ry, then

_ law n
R (A, (R), ... Ay, (R) — N(o, (z:ti,tj)hj.:l),

where %, ;. is defined in (LI3).
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3.3. Proof of tightness in Theorem In this section, we are going to prove

the tightness of { Rﬂﬁfi 1> O} under the extra condition (LI4]). Under this condition,
one can see easily that
t oot
ig = / / Yo(r —v)r v %drdv < +00 (3.18)
0o Jo
for any ¢ > 0.

Recall that o € (0,1/2) is fixed. For any 7' > 0, we will show forany 0 < s <t <T
and any integer k € [2,00)

R A(R) = As(R)|| g < CIt — s, (3.19)

where C' = Cp o is a constant that depends on T,k and . If we pick a large k

such that ka > 2, we get the desired tightness by Kolmogorov’s criterion. To show

BI9), we first derive the Wiener chaos expansion of A;(R) — As(R) and apply the

hypercontractivity property of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck semigroup (see e.g. [2I]) that

allows us to estimate the L¥(€2)-norm by the L?(2)-norm on a fixed Wiener chaos.
We know that

Uy =1+ / G(t — 51,7 —y1)L[ 4 (51)usy 4, W(ds1, dy1)
R+XR‘1

and if we put

d(s,t,z;51,y1) = G(t — s1,2 — y1) 1o, (s1) — G(s — 81,2 — y1)1j0,5)(51)

for s < t, we can write
Uty — Ug g = / d(s,t,x; 51, y1)Us; .y W(ds1, dyr).
Ry xR

We can write d(s,t,x;s1,y1) = di(s,t,x;81,y1) + da(s, t, x; s1,y1) with
di(s,t,x;51,y1) = 1j9,6)(51) [G(t —si,z—y1) — G(s — sy, — yl)] (3.20)
and
da(s,t,2551,y1) = 154 (51)G(t — 51,7 — y1)- (3.21)

According to [B, Lemma 3.1], there exists some constant C,, that depends on « such
that

|di(s,t, @51, 91)| < Calt —5)(s — s1) "G4t —ds1,x — Y1)l 5 (s1).  (3.22)

Now we can express A;(R) — As(R) as a sum of two chaos expansions that corre-
spond to dy and ds:

A(R) — Ag(R) = Z/ (91,p,2)dz + Z/ (92,g,2d)

p>1 q>1

=: Z JipR+ Z J2.4.R;

p=>1 q=>1
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where J; p p = fBR III,/V (8ipz)dx for i € {1,2} and

p—1
g a g g
91.p,2(8p Yp) = , Z 1Ap(s dl (st @587, y7) HG(Sj —Si+10 Y5 —yj+1)
P oce6, j=1
p—1
a a g a g g
02,p.2(8p; Yp) = , Z Ap(st )G(t—s7, 2 —y7) HG(Sj — S5 Y _yj—i-l)a
oce6, j=1

with Ap(s,t) ={t >s1 > -+ > s, > s}.

Let us first estimate the L?(Q2)-norm of Jy, g in several familiar steps. As in
BI2), BI3) and BI), we write for p > 1, with X!, X? independent standard
Brownian motions on R¢,

1 - —i(z—y)-T
(92,00 92.0.9) ypon = e /[0 o dspdrp HWO(SJ' — ;) /de i1 (dgp)e =9 ()

i=1

p
xE |exp [ =) & XL || E [exp —125] 2
j=1
which is a nonnegative function in z,y that only depends on the difference = — y.
Observe that this inner product coincides with QE[ﬁt si—s(x —y)? ] for every

p > 1, see B2). Therefore, for p > 2, we can erte by using (3.6))

HJ2,p,RHiz(Q) = p! /B2 dxdy<g2,p,xag2,p,y>%p®p < p!wde /]Rd d2<g2,p,0792,p,z>jf®p

R
wde
= L A2 [Br—s1—s(2)]
t—s)D
< wgR1]]o0 (2m)TY_(t — 5)(4CN )P exp ($)

< (= )R @) alor o exp (G ) frhACK) .

Hence, as a consequence of the hypercontractivity property (see e.g. [20, Corollary
2.8.14]), we have for k > 2

Rd/2 ZJ2,pR < Rd/2 Z [S2.p.Rll k() < Rd/2 Z — 1)/ 129, Rl 12(02)
p>2 Lk (Q) p>2 p>2
TDyN 1/2 /2
t— 3{(27T)dwd|’901Hoo exp ( T )/(4CN)} > [4(/9 - 1)FTCN]
p>1
TDn\ /2 (k-1
t—sq(2m)%w o0 €X , 3.23
{emtaalierlexe (550) T =t (3:23)
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provided 0 < 4(k — 1)I'p7Cy < 1, which is always valid for some N > 0. For p = 1,
we have, in view of (3],

1/2
R s sy = Rl < ([ BlBieins(lis)
R
< Vit — S(FTH’Yl”Ll(Rd))lp’
where ¢, = (E[|Z[¥])"/*, with Z ~ N(0,1).
Now let us estimate the L?(Q)-norm of J; , g. Put

di(s,t, 2351, y1) = (s — 51) " “G(4t — ds1,x — Y1)1p0,5)(51)

and
p—1
-~ g a g g
01,p.2(8p:Yp) = , E A,,(s dl (s,t, 2357, 97) HG(Sj — S5+ Y _yj—i-l)'
P oEG, j=1

From (3:22) we deduce that

‘<917p7x7917p7y>%®p < Cgc(t - 3)2a<§17p7x=§l,p,y>%®p-

Similarly as before, we can Write

T —iz-T o\—«
('/ 917p7 (8p,&p) = o Z Ap(s) (é”)(s —s7)
P o€,
—iY? (xi—x! 4x1 —Xx1).¢9
% E |:e 12371( 4t 451 7 sj ) g] ’

from which we see that <§1,p,x,ﬁ17p7y> wep 18 a nonnegative function that depends
only on the difference x — y and is given by

<alvp7m’alvp7y>¢%”®l)
p
_ /[0312p dspdry _Hl%(Sj —T‘j)/R 11 (d€p) (F 81 p.2) (3p: &) (F Brpy ) (rp, —Ep)
j=
S — 1 )
L | e
O'7r€6 Ap(s)? S Sl s§—=T Rpd

- i — X _X10+X10_XU €7 —i I‘)_ Xl _Xl 7r+X17r_X17r £
xE[e R A A1 DY P e e B e D . (3.24)

Then, we can write for p > 2,

HJl,p,RHiz(Q) :p! /B2 d$dy<gl,p,$vgl,p,y>jf®p

R

< Cg{(t _ S)2O‘p!/ da:dy</g\17p,x7/9\17p7y>%®l’

2
BR
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< C2(t— ) pluy R / (81,00, 81p2) (3.25)
R

By the same trick of inserting exp ( — 5||z(|?), we have

~ ~ . ~ ~ g5 -
/Rd Az(@1.00 81.2) yrp = lim /Rd A=(81p0:81p2) rope”HF =M T, (3.26)
where Tp@ is equal to

p
/[0 L wtry TT0(ss =) [ e 069) (7 810) (9. 5) (7 810.) 1)

Jj=1

27r s / ds"dr ITj- 1'70(Sj—7"j)a /}dem(dgp)c(s,r(ﬁp))

—s7)%(s =)

o,meSyp
_1Zj:l(Xth_Xisa+X310_Xso)'f;-r _iZ§:1(Xit_Xir7r+Xrl7r_Xrlw)f;
xE |e Tt T E e o . (3.27)

Note that for sp € Ap(s), 2t — 257 > 25 — 257 > (s — s9) so that

—-iYP (X} -X! o 4+X1,—-X1,)¢9 1 -1
E[e Lo i Xasg PXeg XV 28Dl )P o= b St (55 740 €5 €5 12

-1
e—%(s—S‘l’)IIT(ép)IIQG—% Z?:l (5?_5?+1)||§}7+1 +"'+€§|I2

E [e—iiﬁ—ﬂXi—Xi;)f;’ ] _E [e—izg?:l(Xi—X;j)-sj]

IN

(3.28)

Therefore, we can write

R T d p_ Sj— Ty
< 27 /[OS]zpdspd’l' (H’_WO( ) /R 1 (dép)G (e, 7(&p))

T,
P (p))? Pls—s1)(s —r)”
-yt (Xi-X1)¢g —i X5 =Xz,
< F [e iy J) fj} E |:€ Z 1( )53} 1{81>82V~~~Vsp}1{r1>r2V---Vrp}

(Qw)dfls’—l / (s — 1)
< ——5— dridsy ---d 1
>~ (p')2 [O,S]p+1 T1aS871 Sp (S _ ,,,.l)a(s _ sl)a {81>82\/---\/sp}
1 p
X / p1(dép)G(e, 7(&p)) exp —§Var Z(Xsl _ Xé}j) 3
Rpd st
By the usual time change (r1,s;) — (s — r1,s — s;), we have
5 _ (em)ire! / Yo(s1 — 1)
T <=7 = dridsy - dsy—~ Yy
pe = (p!)2 0,4p+1 r1asi Sp T‘f‘s‘f‘ {s1<52AAsp}
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1 P
< [ mldg)Gle (&) e BRI

Note that for s; < sy A--- Asp

1 1 1 P 1 1y.e.
—gVar>l_, X1 R —6_581”7—@”)”2 —3Var 3 (X5, =X5)) G

_ ol TV S X 6

Then, by another time change (s; — s; — s;) for j > 2, we can write

= (2m)re ! / / Yo(s1 —71) /
T . <--— " A . -
e (p)? 0o Jo drids: st [0,s—s1]P—1 dsz - dsy

X/ pi(dép)Ge, 7(&p))e” ss1llm()l% —gVaryy_ o XJ ¢
Rrd

< s (% drp : (/ / dmdsﬂo )>

ar Lgs
x/ dSQ---dsp/ m(dgp) (e 7(&p))e” 3Var Y X6
[0,s]p—1 Rpd

2 drp 1
™) (//drlds ol (110{ )>(p—1)!/ dws - - - dw,
l SIMpfl(s)

< /R )G, 7(Ep)) exp ijllgw wgl?|. G2

Now making the change of variables n; = & + -+ 4+ §; yields

1 p
Lo uedn, [ ()G en | —5 > w6
SIMP 1(8) de ,7:2

— [ duyeeedw, [ anGlemy) [ dnpes (e ierinm)
SIM,,_1(s) R4 Rpd—d

2
(901(772 — )1 (ng — mp)e” zuelmmml? ) <¢1(n4 — p3)ezwsllns=m] )

X oo X (sﬁl(ﬁp - ﬁp—l)e_%wl’*l”’h’*_’“”z> )

Moreover, we can apply (£3]) and (£2]) to the integral with respect to the variables
dna,dns, ... ,dn,—1,dn in order to get

_1 _ 2 _1 2
/d dnap1(m2 —m)e1(ns — n2)e sw2llnz—m|| < /d o1 (5)26 Lwal€]l de
R R

/ o1 (g — m)e~zwsllms—ml? < / o1(€)ezwslEl’ ge
]Rd

Rd
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/ dnp—1p1(np — mp—1)e 201 Imp-1=m? g/ o1 (£)e 3w eI gg
R4 R

/ dnlcpl(m)e_%wp”ﬁp—mﬂz S/ @1(5)6_%%’”5”2(%,
R4 Rd

Thus, with I's o, = fos f(f dridsi1yo(s1 —ri)ry “s7 <, we have

dpp—1 p
Tp,a < (27'(') I's ”(101 ”OOFS7OC / dw2 o dwp/ H o1 (Sj)e_%wj”&”z
SIMpfl(S) Rpd—d j=2

plp

p'p J!

2m drg_l oorsa L, —1 sj j —1—j
S( ) 1 | ; Z<pj >TD§V(2CN)ID 1—j by B4)

j=1

m) 1o sa exp (D /(2Cw) )

p—1

Therefore, for p > 2,

2

H']lvPvRHH(Q)
< (t = ) R (27)"C2wall o1 llocTs.0 30 (5D / (20x)) PACNT )P~
For p =1, it is easier to get the desired bound. Indeed, from ([B.27), it follows that
Ti. = (27T)d/ / dsidriyo(sy —ri)(s —s1)" (s — )" /d d€1(§)G(e, €)
0 JoO R
<& [e—i(Xit—Xisl)'E] E [e—i(xit—Xirl)'S]

< 2m)lerllocT s a0

so that ,
191.1,8]172) < (t = 9% R (27)!C2wallérllocToa }-
Hence,
L 1 p/2
w7 || k| S g 2k = VPPl e
p>1 p>1

LH(Q)

< (1 - 5 m)'C2uwaler o [1 + exp(TDNCRTea ) 3 4k~ Drrey]

p=0
1/2
{@myiciudleillso[1 + exp(TDNCF)Tea )

1-2/(k—-1I'rCx ’

provided 0 < 4(k — 1)I'rCn < 1, which is always valid for some N > 0.

=(t—s9)"

(3.30)
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Combing (3:23)) and [B30), we get (B19) and hence the desired tightness. O

3.4. Proof of Theorem [I.7l We are going to show that, under the hypotheses
of Theorem [[.7], the first chaos dominates and, as a consequence, the proof of the
central limit theorem reduces to the computation of the limit variance of the first
chaos. The proof will be done in several steps.

Step 1. We have shown in the proof of Theorem that, if g is locally integrable,
v is integrable and Dalang’s condition (LI0) is satisfied, then for any integer p > 2,

Var (HpAt(R)) ~ op(t,t)R? as R — +oo and Zap(t,t) < 0. (3.31)
p>2

The above results also hold true, provided - is locally integrable and the modified
version of Dalang’s condition (L13)) is satisfied. To see the latter point, it is enough
to proceed with the same arguments but replacing the estimate (B.3)) by

/ o1(m)e1(nz —m)ha(m)dm S/ @1(m1)*ha (n1)dny,
R4 Rd

obtained by applying ([£2). Then, we can use the same arguments as in the proof of
[9, Lemma 3.3|, with Cn, Dy replaced by

C/ = Md d D/ — 9 e
" /{nsnzN} €112 ¢ and Dy /{M”SN} (#1(8) +@1(6)%)de

In this way, instead of the inequality ([3.4]), we can get

p—1 i
p — 1 t.] . T
Q) <ty (P ) oyecyy (3.32)
j=0 ’
and by choosing large N such that 0 < 4I',Cy < 1, we can get instead of (3.0
tD),
/ E|[Bs(2)P]dz < (2m) TP plt(4CN )P~  exp (ZC’]’V) < 00 (3.33)
R4 N

and as a result,

1 [ Blpueplis < v

p=2
which is equivalent to (B.31]).

Step 2. For the first chaotic component, if y; ¢ L'(R?), then
R~ %Var <H1At(R)) — o0 as R — 4o0.

This observation, together with Step 1, justifies part (1) of Theorem [[71
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Step 3. When 71 (z) = ||z||7? for some 8 € (0,2Ad), let us first compute the variance
of I A¢(R). We have

Var (I A,(R)) = /0 t /0 ' dudoro(u— v)

x / d¢ | dadye 1), g€ dem 2wt
R:  JB2,

for some constant ¢4 g. Then by making change of variables (z,y,£) — (Rz, Ry,{/R),

we get

Var (T1; A (R) ) R~ (3.34)

t ot
:/ / dudvyo(u—v)/ d¢ [ dxdye—i(:v—y)f] CdﬁH&Hﬁ_de_ﬁ(““’)”g”z.

This expression is increasing in R and it converges, as R — +0o0, to
t ot
/ / dudvyo(u — v)/ d¢ dadye @ V€0 (¢) = kg € (0,00).
o Jo R? B2
Then, it suffices to show that
> Var(IT, A(R)) = o(R**7),
p=>2

which implies the central limit theorem ([LI6) immediately. For p > 2, we read from

BI2), BI3) and ([BI4) that

& P P
_ dp ) ) 18—d
Var(HpAt(R)) = p!_ /BI%, dxdy /[O,t]ZP dspdrp I | Yo(sj —75) /de dép j|:|1 €5l

i=1
X e_i(m_y)T(gp)e_%var Z?:l £JX31] e_%var Z?:l é‘]X?] .
Note that

drdye "V TE) — (27 R)wal p(7(&)) > 0.
B
Then by similar arguments as before, we obtain

Jj=1

& i »
Var (11, A+(R §—’5/ dxd/ dsndr s-—r-/ 18—d
() < 55 [ dwdy | dspirp [To0ss =r) | ey j]]lusgu

P

; 1
—i(x—y)-7(& - e
x e 1@=¥)7E) exp 2VarZ§J X,

p
<& TP / drdy / dw / it g8 | i)
o't [, st TP s % jl;[lll il



AVERAGING GAUSSIAN FUNCTIONALS 53

1 p
X exp —52’%'”51 +o g7
i=1

By the usual change of variables n; = & + --- + &;, with n9 = 0, and (z,y,7n,) —
(Rz, Ry, n,/R), we obtain

p—1
Var (I, 4:(R)) < ¢4 T/ R! / dp / dnp—1 | TT Iny = mj-a )P~ e 2l
’ SIM,, () Rpd—d e
X / dnp||mp R = ]| / drdye i@V e=wnlnl?/CR) (3 35)
R4 B%
Let us first analyze the part in the display ([8.35]), which can be rewritten as

fd—8 / dnllny — Rnp1]|P~ / dudye— @) = wpllnp|/(2E2)
R4 B2

= Rd_ﬁ/ dxdy/ dnp|np — Rnp—lllﬁ_de_i(x_y)'””
B} R
=Cap ~LRI- B/ dadye @R gy =8 = RIPUR(n,_1). (3.36)
BY

The function Ug defined above is uniformly bounded by CCZ% i) B2 dady|x —y|| =" and

for m,—1 # 0, by the Riemann-Lebesgue’s Lemma, 0 < Ug(n,—1) converges to zero
as R — +oo. As a result,

R0 "Var(I,Ai(R)) < > TV, , /

dwp—1 / dnp—1
p>2 p>2 SIMp—1(t) Rpd-d
p—1

—d —Lw:lln;l2
T i = nj—allP~ ez ml™ ) g (1)
j=1

<t (/ drdyle -yl 5) ZP”/ dwp—1
> SIM,,_1(t)
p—1
Lo dlna 12
) / dip—1 | [T1(nj —nj-p)e= =l
Rpd—d ]:1

By using ([A3)) for the integration with respect to dn,—1, ..., dns, dns inductively, we
get

pp/ dwy_1 / dno—y | TT o1 Y~ bl
Zt N p aa e H 1

p>2 7S
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ST NSy WY 1 G
IMp -1 (t)

p>2 7S

which is a convergent series by previous discussion. Then by dominated convergence
and the Riemann-Lebesgue’s lemma, we have

ZVar(HpAt(R)) = o(R*H).

p>2

This tells us that the first chaos is indeed dominant and we have the desired Gaussian

fluctuation (IIG). This concludes the proof of Theorem [ O

3.5. Proof of Theorem Part (1): The proof of the functional CLT for A(R)
can be done exactly by the same arguments from Sections 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3 except
for using (B32) and ([B33)) instead of ([B4) and ([B6). So we leave the details for
interested readers and refer to the forthcoming work [24] for similar situation when
dealing with parabolic Anderson model driven by rough noise.

B~
Part (2): By results in part (2) of Theorem [7) R~%"% A;(R) converges to the
zero process in finite-dimensional distributions. So our proof consists in two parts:
R—00

(i) We prove {R_d"'gl_[l (Au(R)) : t € R+} R G.

(ii) We prove {R“”%&(R) :t > 0} converges in law (hence in probability)
to the zero process, as R — oo. This will follow from the tightness of

{R5A4,(R): R > 0}.
Proof of (i): It is clear that R_d+§H1 (Ay(R)) = R+3 fg Jza Gi—r(x—2)W (dr, dz),

t € R, is a centered Gaussian process with

RTPPR[L (Ay(R))IT (As(R))]

:/Ot/osdudv%(u—v)/Rddﬁ

by the same change of variables as in ([3.34]). By monotone convergence, we have

RHPE[IL (A (R)) T (A4 (R))] = / / dudvyo(u — v) / dedylle - y| =7,

This implies easily the convergence in finite-dimensional dlstrlbutlons. As in section
3.3, we let s < t and write

IL (Ay(R)) — 1 (As(R)) = Jiir + Jo1R

with Ji1 g = [ [ga (fBR di(s,t, x; Slayl)dx> W (ds1,dy:) and

t
Ja1,R ;:// </ d2(87t7$;81,y1)d9€> W (ds1,dyr),
o Jrd \JBg

—ub=) g2

dzdye 1@y ]cdgnéuﬂ de”
B2
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where dy,dy are introduced in ([320), (21]) and
|d1(s,t,az; 31,y1)| <Ot —s)%(s—s1) “G(4t — 451,20 — y1)1[g ) (51)-

As before, we can write

HJ1,1,RH22 = d81d8270(81 - 82) dyldy2||y1 — ol P [ dwidas
12() .

R
x di(s,t,x1;51,y1)d1(s,t, x2; 52, Y2)

C(t—s) / / dsidsayo(s1 — s2)(s — s1)"%(s — s2) ¢ /2d dyrdys|lyr — ya| ~°
R

X / da;ldng(4t — 481, 1 — )G(4t — 482, Ty — y2)

=t —sp [ [ dsidsnsn = sa)(s = s s =07 [ deeasll
R

% dxldx2e—l(x1—xz){e—(Qt—Qsl+2t—282)||£||2
B

<= sp [ [ dsidsirntor — sy [ decagll]
0o Jo R4
X / dzydage H@1—w2) €
By,
Making the change of variables (z1,x2,§) — (Rx1, Rxe,§/R) yields

1.8l 0) < Ot = )™ R /0 /0 dsidsyyo(s1 — s2)s7 sy /R , decaplie]”™

X / drydrge (12208 | — O — S)MRM_BFW/ dady||z —yl| =7,
B2 BY

where I' , is given as in (B.I8]). Now let us estimate HJQ’LRHiQ(Q)

t t
HJ2,1,RH2LQ(Q) =/ / ds1dsaryo(s1 —82)/2d dy1dyz||y1 —yzH_ﬁ/2 dxidxs
R B

R

X G(t —s1,21 —y1)G(t — 52,22 — y2)
. (2t—s1—s9)
/ / dsidsayo(s1 — 82)/ dfcd,ﬁ|’§\\ﬁ_d/ diydazge(@1722) 8= = el
Rd 2

By

< R2d—ﬁ/ / dsydsayo(s1 —Sz)/ddﬁcd76‘|£||5—d/2dajldibge—i(m—mz)'f
B

< R*A(t (/ drdyllx —y||~ ﬁ) </_t70(81)d81>-
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Hence given T' € (0,00), we have for any 0 < s < t < T and for any k € [2,00),
10 (A4 )) = T () | = T (ACR)) — T (A () 5 < €= 90
where ¢, is the LF(Q)-norm of Z ~ N(0,1) and the constant C' does not depend on

R, s or t. This gives us the desired tightness and hence leads to the functional CLT
for {II; (A¢(R)) : t € Ry }.

Proof of (ii): Given T € (0,00), we consider any 0 < s < t < T and as before, we
write

I, (A¢(R)) — I (As(R)) = Jipr + J2p k-
Then following the arguments that led to ([3.33]), we have

p—1 2
2 d _g _walmgl”
|M@ﬂm@§0”ﬂLMa)m%Amﬁmq [T = njalP~e
p(l—S$ B j=1

— — —i(r—ar). _ 2 2
X/Rd dnllne R — np1]|P~ 2d$dye i(@—y) 1 o —wpllmp |2/ (2R2)

[[n H
S(’””de"ﬁ/ m%/ dnp1 IMm—%qu T see @)
SIM ), (t—s) Rpd—d

p—1

llm ;112
< C”de‘ﬂ(t—S)/ dwp—l/ dnp-ll_[\lm — e T
SIM,_1 (t—s) Rpd—d ]

By using (4.3)) under the Dalang’s condition, we have

pd g _wilnl® T g _millnil
J S § LR e | W A 0
e i=1 i=17F

so that by the same application of Lemma 3.3 in [9] as in ([84), we deduce
HJ27p7RHiz(Q) < Cde_ﬁ(t — 3)(4CN)p_1.

where Cy > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily small for large enough N, see (B.5).
Now let us estimate HJLP,RH;(Q): Following the arguments around (3:25)), (3.:24]),

B24), B28) and ([3:29), we can write
2 20 1
HlepvRHLQ(Q) < C(t - S) H /B2 d‘rdy Z / dsod -

o,meS),

[T5-170(s; —75)

P(s—s7)(s —r])>

—i(x—y)T 1 -
< () @ e | —Svar Yot - L) |
p

J=1
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since fB% drdye @) 7&) is nonnegative;

t— 2ars arg_l
< Clt =) : / da:dy/ dws - - - dw,,
p B SIM,_1(s)

—i(z—y)-T 1 -
X/Rd“l(dfp)e EDTE) exp |~ S wyllén o+ &
P ]:2

Then by the usual change of variables 7; = & +---+&; and (z,y,7,) — (Rx, Ry, %),
we have

/B drdy /R 11 ()10 TE0) e ——ijum g2
pd

j=2

/ dmdy/ dnp|[np — 1p— 1”6 o s e Hllm—m 1”6 ¢
7j=1

p—1
d— _1 p:l . L 2 —d
= R? ﬁ/ded dnp—1¢ 7 2 g2 willmj—ml | | In; —77j—1HB
it

) / dwdy / dnpllnp — Bnp— ||~ e @) Mo~ T Inp R = |2
B2 R

[i2 ddyl|lz — y|| =7

p—1

2d— LS s —nq |2 —d

< — - R 5/ ) ddﬂp—le 3 2j=2 willnj—ml ||H77j_77j—1‘|5
d,[ Rpd— j=1

p—1
< CR*P H/ dnje” sl |, 0=
- JRe

where the last inequality is a consequence of (£3). So an application of Lemma 3.3

from [9] yields
1710 72y < ClE = 5)* (4CNTP .

Therefore, for large enough N, we deduce from the hypercontractivity property that
for any k € [2, 00)

H‘Zt(R) - A\S(R)HM(Q) = Z(k - 1)p/2<HJ1’p’RHL2(Q) + HJZ%RHL?(Q))
p>2

< O(t — 5)*R¥- ﬁz< — 1)ONT]P? + [4(k - 1)0N}”/2) < Ot — 5)*R¥5,

p>2

This proves (ii), and hence concludes our proof. O
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4. Proof of technical results

Proof of Proposition[271 Recall the definition of W,, which is defined a.e. by the
following change of variables:

/R I g (R €)1 1, P () = /R el uya(Rlla] 29, (2)

with U, (z) almost everywhere equal to

p—1

L 17 0P~ r(E1)ole — () [T (6o
j=1
We write
JI%,RR_d = wap!(2m)? [ Lr(2)T,(2x)dx > wdp!(27r)d/ RY, (Rx) W (x)da
R {ll=ll<R~1}

and for y = Rx € By, we have

(21)waly (y) = </B1 e_iy'“du>2 = </31 cos(y - u)du>2 € [cos(1)?wi,wy] . (4.1)

As a consequence,

012) rR™1> plw? cos(1)2Rd/ U, (x)dx
’ e <R~

— pueos(1 R | 1, (& (dEp) = Pl cos(1)2RAT,(RY).
{ilr@E)lI<rR-'}
This gives us
%}gl}rgg J%RR_d > wy cos(1)%p! %}gl}rgg RYW,(R™1) > 0.

For the upper bound, we proceed as follows:

O’iRR_d = wdp!(27r)d/ Cr(z)¥y(z)dx
Rd
= wap!(2m)? / R (R2) W, (x)dx + wdp!(Zw)d/ lr(x)Vy(z)dx .
x| <Rt [l >R~1
It follows from (1)) that
(27 / R,y (R2) U, (2)dx < waR? / U (2)dz = waRYG (R
e <R~ [l <R~

By Lemma[Z] there exists some absolute constant C' such that ¢g(z) < C(R/n)%n~!
for n < R||z|| < n+ 1. Therefore,

o0

lr(x)¥,(v)dr =
[ ez =3

n=1

/ (pla)T,(2)de
nR-1<||z]|<(n+1)R~1
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<y / (R/n)n 0 (z)dx

= nR<el < (1) R

RS (5 )

n=1

— CR? i U, (n/R)[(n — 1)~ —n=41 < OR? i U, (n/R)n" (n — 1)~

n=2 o
= CR Z @p(n/R)n_l(n — 1)~y CR? Z ‘/I)p(n/R)n_l(n —1)~d-1,
2Sn<R+1 n>RO+1

where 0 = d/(d + 1). This implies

7y (1) et
/”m”>R1 ER(JE)\I’p(ﬂf)dﬂj <C (thS?fRél hd > ( Z (n _ 1)d+1)

2<n<R+1
~ n~1RY
+O¥p(c0) Z (n — 1)d+1
n>RI+1
<C sup \T/p(h)h_d +C.
h<R-'+4+RO—1

Therefore,

lim sup 0§7RR_d < C + Climsup ¥,(h)h ™% < oc.

R—+o0 R—+o00
This finishes our proof. O

Proof of Lemma[Z8. Notice that the condition f, € L'(RP?) implies that .7 f, is
uniformly continuous and bounded. We fix a generic z € R%, and we write

() — Uy(2)] < / 1 o2 (Epmr, 7 — 7(Ep1)) (2 — T(Ep—1)

Rpd—d

p—1

H ©(&i)dép—1

1=1

— |7 fl (&1, 2 — T(&p-1)) (= — T(§p-1))

S Al(x) + Ag(ﬂ:),

where

Ay () = /ded |g€fp|2(£p—la$ - T(fp—l)) - |g£fp|2(§p—laz - T(fp—l))

p—1

x p(z — 7(€p-1)) H P(&)d€p—1

i=1
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and

Aola) = [ 1B (1,2 = rl6pmn)) (e~ T6pm) = 9( — T(6pm1)

p—1
X H ©(&)dép-1.
i=1
Estimation of A1: We write

@) s |IF L Mp,w — 7(0p-1) — [F L (por, 2 — T(0p1)|
np—1 €RPI—d

p—1

X /dedgo(:lt — 7(p-1) HQD (&i)dép—1.

The first factor tends to zero as x — 0, due to the uniform continuity of .Z f,. We
rewrite the second factor as the p-convolution ¢*P(z) and we deduce from (2.1 that

1] < ol o gay-

Thus, we obtain that A;(z) — 0, as  — 0. Moreover, the previous computations
also lead to

A1(@) < 17 F Pl Nl o gy < 00

Estimation of As: Using the boundedness of .7 f,, we write

Rpd—d

—C/ dylp(z —y) Z—y)\</RPHd¢( — 7(&p-2) Hsoézdép—>

= lo(z —y) — oz — )| (y) dy

p—1
Pl = 7(6m) = oz = ()| [T ot

1/q
<C (/Rd oz —y) — oz — y)\qdy> 1€ M| Lo ray»

where we made the change of variables §p—1 — (§p—2,y—7(§p—2)) in the first equality.
We know from the proof of ZI) that [|¢* ™| 1»(ra) < ||(,0||I£;(1Rd), so

1/q
Aa(e) < Cllelfeey ([ lote =)= o= u)l'ay) 0.
The above bound also indicates that A, is uniformly bounded.

Hence we conclude our proof by combining the above two estimates. O
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Proof of LemmalZ.10 Let us first prove the boundedness. Since f, € L' (RP?), Z fp
is uniformly bounded, so that

U0 (,y)| < Co™ (@)™ (y) < Cllel T zay

where the last inequality follows from (2.35]). Now let us show the continuity. To ease
the presentation, we define

M;, =M 7y(§1‘vg;‘—l np—ra'ﬁp—r—l)
|pr| ( p—rafr— € —T(fr— ) ( p—r))|t/fp| ( Np—r—1,Y — (fr) _7'( Np—r-1 ) §r)

Suppose T, yn € R? converge to x and y respectively, as n — 4o00. Then

05 (2, y) = U5 (@, yn)]
r—1

< /me Ay d€r—1dMp—r ATlp—r—11{||7 (&) 70y | <5} <H<P &) &)) (& )p(np—r)

=1

p—r—1 _
X ( 11 w(m)w(ﬁj)) ‘Mx,yso(y —7(&) — T(lp—r—1))(x — T(€r—1) — T(1hp—r))
j=1

- Mwn,yn‘:p(yn —7(&) — T(ﬁp—r—l))‘p(ﬂjn - T(gr—l) - T(np—r)) <Aip+ Ay,

where
r—1

A1 :/Rz s Ay &y 1 dMlp—r diip—r—1 1{|17(E) 47 (1p—r) <0} <H w(&)w@)) (&) (np—r)
pd—2 i=1

p—r—1 _
X ( H @(nj)@(ﬁj)) ‘P(y —71(&) — 7’(5})—1‘—1))‘;0(3j —7(&-1) — T(np—r))
j=1

X ‘Mz,y - M, y,

and
r—1

Agp = /R2 o Ay dp—1 dMlp—r Qiip—r—1 1{|17(E) 47 (mp—r) <0} <H90 &)y §z)> e(&r) e (p—r)
P =1
p—r—1
< | TI empe@) | Ma, 4,
j=1

— o(yn — (&) = T(@p=r—1)) ¢ (20 — T(Er=1) — T(1hp—r)) | -

oy — &) — T p=r-1))p(x — T(E—1) — T(1p—r))
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It follows immediately from the first part of our proof that
n——+0o0o

At < ClIRIT, oy 59D { ML,y = My | € Ermt e Fpmra | “ 0,

due to the uniform continuity of .Z f,,. Now, using ||.Z fp|« < 00, we write

Ay <C dfrdfr—ldnp—r Np—r—1 <H o(&)p(& > (&) (7710—7‘)

R2pd—2d

p—r—1
X ( H 90(779')90(77]'))

— @y — 7(&) — T(p=r-1)) ¢ (20 — T(&r=1) — T(lpr))

oy —7&) = 7@ p—r—1)) o (z — T(Er—1) — T(1hp—r))

< C(A215 + A1),

with

Ao = /]RZded dfrdfr ld"7p—r MNp—r—1 <H‘P &)e(& ) (&) (7710—7‘)

p—r—1
X ( 11 w(nj)sﬁ(ﬁj))
j=1

X o(x = 7(E—1) — T(Np—r))

p—1
=) [ e <H 90(&)) ‘w(y —7(€p-1)) — (yn — T(ﬁp—l))(
=1

( —7(&) —7( p—r—l)) - ( —7(&) —7( p—r—l))‘

and smilarly,

p—1
Azgn = @™ (yn) /ded dép—1 <H @(5:’)) ‘CP(x —7(€p-1)) — ¢(wn — T(ﬁp—l))‘ :

Put ¢y (x) = ¢(z — y), so we can rewrite

p—1
dép—1 (H w(&)) (so(w —7(€p-1)) — ¢(2n — T(ﬁp—l))‘
=1

as ("1 % [p_p — ¢_z,])(0), which is bounded by

Rpd—d

n—r—+00

H‘p*p_luLP(Rd)HSD—x — V—anllLaray < HQDHLq re)|P-2 = P-anlloqay —— 0,

that is, Ao, — 0, as n — +o00. The same arguments also imply that As; , — 0, as
n — +oo. This concludes our proof. O
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Lemma 4.1. Let 1 be given as in Theorem[L.A. Then for any z,y € R% and s > 0,
we have

L =t —min< [ e gnan (42)
and
/e—5||77||2(701(77_$)d77§/ e=<lII o (). (4.3)
Rd Rd

Proof. 1t suffices to prove it for x = y, as the general case follows from the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality and symmetry of .
Put h(n) = e I then its Fourier transform .Zh is a nonnegative function.

Then, we write, using Plancherel’s identity and the fact ¢} = W? (71 *71)

L et —on = | b+ 0) sz F o s

= /Rd (Fh)(a)e' ™ ) (71 *71)(a)da (71 is also nonnegative)

1
< 7 — = 2
< [ (FD@) gz tn s m)adda = [ nea(nan,
which proves (£2). The same argument also leads easily to (A3)). O
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