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Abstract

A fully discrete finite difference scheme for stochastic reaction-diffusion equations driven by a
1+ 1-dimensional white noise is studied. The optimal strong rate of convergence is proved without
posing any regularity assumption on the non-linear reaction term. The proof relies on stochastic
sewing techniques.
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1 Introduction
Consider the stochastic partial differential equation (SPDE)

Oru = Au + b(u) + & on (0,00) x T, uy = 1 onT. (1.1)

Here the unknown w is a random space-time stochastic process in 1 + 1 dimensions, £ is a space-
time white noise, and b : R — R is a given function. The spatial domain is the 1-dimensional
torus T = R/Z, in other words, we consider the equation with periodic boundary conditions.
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2 INTRODUCTION

Owing to the regularising property of the noise, equation (L)) is well-posed even with merely
bounded and measurable b, as classical results of Gyongy and Pardoux [GP93al, (GP93b] show.
For a far-reaching generalisation of these results we refer to the recent work [ABLM20)].

The error analysis of stochastic reaction-diffusion equations of the form (LI} with various
regularity assumptions on the drift b goes back to the early days of numerical analysis of SPDEs.
In what was the first study of a fully discrete numerical scheme for SPDEs, Gyongy [Gy099]
showed! that the space-time finite difference approximation of the above equation (A) strongly
converges to the true solution if b is a bounded measurable function (B) converges with strong
rate 1/4 w.r.t. time and 1/2 w.r.t. space if b is a Lipschitz continuous function. This rate was in
fact shown to be sharp by Davie and Gaines [DGO1]], who proved matching lower bounds even in
the linear case b = 0. Despite a rapidly growing literature on the numerics of SPDEs in the two
decades since, the “gap” between (A) and (B) has remained and no rate of convergence has been
known even if b is just shy of Lipschitz: say, b € C* with o < 1.

The aim of this paper is to resolve this question and derive the optimal rate of convergence
(up to loss of arbitrarily small ) without any regularity assumption on b. The main result can be
informally summarized as follows. For the precise statement we refer to Theorem

Theorem 1.0.1. For any € € (0,1/2), bounded and measurable b, and any initial condition of
class CY/?=¢(T), the forward Euler finite difference approximation of (LI) converges strongly
with rate 1/4 — /2 w.r.t. time and 1/2 — € w.r.t. space.

The strategy of the proof is quite different from previous works. In [Gyo99|, the method for
the bounded b case crucially relies on the Gyongy-Krylov lemma [[GK96, Lem. 1.1] and therefore
is inherently not quantitative. As for methods in the Lipschitz (or one-sided Lipschitz) b case (see
below for some references), they build on the analysis of the corresponding deterministic problem.
Such approach is out of question for b € C%, a < 1, since without the noise the PDE is not even
well-posed, in general. Instead, our strategy uses stochastic sewing, initiated in [L&20] and further
developed in the numerical analytic direction in [BDG21, DGL21].

1.1 Literature

As mentioned above, quantitative results have so far remained out of reach when b is even slightly
irregular, i.e. not at least one-sided Lipschitz. Qualitative results, further to the works of Gyongy
[Gy0698| [Gy699], were obtained in the case of bounded measurable b in Pettersson and Signahl
[PSO5] (convergence in the nondegenerate multiplicative case) and in Anton, Cohen, and Quer-
Sardanyons [ACQZ20] (convergence for an exponential integrator scheme). Needless to say, in
the case of regular coefficients the rate of convergence of various discretisations of SPDEs is
extensively studied. Even just in the context of space-time white noise driven reaction-diffusion
equations the literature is rich, see among others [BG19, BGIK22] IDeb10, JKOS8| [LQ19] [PriO1}
Sha%99, [Wan20]. A wider overview can be found for example in the above mentioned work
[ACQ20, Sec. 1] or in Da Prato-Zabczyk [DPZ92, Sec. 14.1.10]. The interested reader is also
referred to the monographs [JK11| [Krul3|.

In contrast to SPDEs, which can be seen as infinite dimensional SDEs, the question of rate of
convergence for finite dimensional SDEs with irregular drift coefficient is far more well-studied.
As a small sample, we mention some of the most recent works [BDG21) INS20, M Y20, UM21,
Tag20, [Yar21, [LL21]]. The developments of the last years are discussed in more detail in the

1[Gy699] considers (L) with Dirichlet boundary conditions instead of periodic.
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survey [Szo21l]. However, we mention that even in the finite dimensional case, the optimal strong
convergence rate without any regularity assumptions has only been proved quite recently [DGL21]].

1.2 Notation

For a metric space (X, d) we define the following spaces of R-valued functions. The space of
bounded and Borel-measurable functions is denoted by B(X) and is equipped with the norm
|| fllBx) = sup, | f(z)|. The space of continuous functions is denoted by C(X). For o € (0, 1]
we denote by C“(X) the space of bounded functions f that satisfy

o @ = fW)
[fleex) = Zily) Az < 00.

We equip C%(X) with the norm || f||cex) = || fIlBx) + [flee(x). By convention, we set C°(X) :=
B(X) (and not C(X)!).

We fix a probability space (€2, F,P). The white noise £ on [0,00) x T is a mapping from
By([0,00) x T), the bounded Borel sets of [0,00) x T, to Lo(£2) such that for any collection
Aq, ..., Ay of elements of By([0, 00) x T), the vector ({(A1), ..., E(A)) is Gaussian with mean 0
and covariance E(£(A;)§(A;)) = |A;N A;|, where |- | denotes the Lebesgue measure. We also fix
a filtration F' = (F)s¢[0,17 such that for each t > 0, A € By([0,¢] x T), and B € By([t,00) x T),
the random variable £(A) is F;-measurable, £(B) is independent of F;, and F; is P-complete.
For example, we may (but don’t necessarily have to) take [ to be the completion of the filtration
generated by . The predictable o-algebra on €2 x [0,1] is denoted by &?. The conditional
expectation given J; is denoted by [Ef. The space-time stochastic integrals with respect to £ are

denoted by
t 1
/ / F(s, ) €y, ds) — / / Lco.f (s, y) E(dy, ds).
0 T 0 T

Most of the time the integrand f will be deterministic, in which case the stochastic integral
can simply be defined as the continuous and linear extension of the mapping 14 — £(A) from
L5([0,1]xT) to L5(£2), which is in fact an isometry. More generally, we might consider & Q@ B(T)-
measurable integrands f :  x [0,1] x T — R, with f € Lo(2 x [0,1] x T). Their stochastic
integration can be found in e.g. [DPZ92].

We denote the convolution operator by

(f * 9)@) = / f@ — gy dy.

This notation is used both when the domain of integration is R and T. Since in a typical situation
f will be a heat kernel either on R or T, the context will make it clear which convolution we mean.

In proofs of theorems/lemmas/propositions we use the shorthand f < ¢ to mean that there
exists a constant N such that f < Ng, and that N does not depend on any other parameters
than the ones specified in the theorem/lemma/proposition. Moreover, when we explicitly write
f < Ng, again the constant N depends only on the parameters stated in the corresponding
theorem/lemma/proposition and might change from line to line.

1.3 Formulation

We consider the finite difference, forward Euler approximation of (IIJ). To this end, we introduce
the space and time grids, foreachn € N={1,2,3,...}

I, = {0,2n)"%,...,2n — 1)2n) "'}, A, = {0,¢(2n)72,2¢(2n)72,.. .},
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where ¢ is a constant satisfying the condition ¢ € (0,1/2), also commonly known as the
Courant-Friedrichs-Lewy (CFL) condition in the present context.

Remark 1.3.1. The restriction to look at spatial grids with even number of points (i.e. the choice
of 2n) is purely for convenience, otherwise the even and odd cases would require some notational
distinction later on. The choice of focusing on the even case is motivated by the computational
practice of using nested grids of mesh sizes 2%, k = 1,2,..., N, up to some threshold N.

Note also that on II,, just like on T, the addition is understood in a periodic way, i.e.
(2n — 1)(2n)~! + (2n)~ ! is identified with 0. To ease notation, we also denote h = ¢(2n)2.
Hence, by setting Ny = N U {0}, one has A,, = hNj. Take an approximate initial condition
™ : Q x T — R. The approximation scheme is defined by setting u(j(x) = ¢"(x) for x € 1I,
and then inductively

uiy () = uy (w) + hApuy' (2) + hb(ug (7)) + hn(E, ) (1.2)
fort € A,, and = € 11, where the discrete Laplacian is defined as

Anf(@) = @n?*(f@+ @2~ = 2f@) + fz — 2n)™h),

and the discrete noise term is given by
Mt @) = 20k~ (It ¢+ b x [2,2 4+ @20) 7).

Recall that (I.T)) admits a unique mild solution (see Definition 2.T.Tlbelow) which will be denoted
by u. The main result of the article reads as follows.

Theorem 1.3.2. Let p > 2, ¢ € (0,1/4), and let b be bounded and measurable. Assume that
the initial conditions 1, ™ are Fo-measurable C'/%~¢(T)-valued random variables, such that for
a constant K < oo they satisfy ||| .12y, 10" |1, .c1/2-=qn,)) < K. Then there exists
a constant N depending only on the parameters c,p, e, K, ||b||pwr) such that for all n € N the
following bound holds:

sup - ue(@) = uf @)z, < N7V 4 sup (@) — 0" @)|L,@). (13)
(¢t,2)€(10,11NAR) xIIn z€T

Remark 1.3.3. As will follow from the proof, with an appropriate extension of »” from the

gridpoints A,, x II,, to the whole of R, x T, the supremum on the left-hand side of (I3)) can be

taken over (¢,x) € [0,1] x T.

Remark 1.3.4. The freedom of allowing different initial condition for the approximation is not a
particularly important feature of the statement, but it is convenient for the proof. Indeed, it allows
to easily deduce the general case from the case of short times, that is, when the supremum runs
only over t < S, where S is a (small) constant depending only on the parameters of the problem.

Remark 1.3.5. There are several natural interesting directions to generalise the results of the
present article: for example, equations driven by spatially coloured/multiplicative/Lévy noises,
distributional drifts or even different approximation schemes. We leave these for future work.

Acknowledgments. The authors thank the referees for numerous constructive suggestions. MG
was funded in part by the Austrian Science Fund (FWF) Stand-Alone programme P 34992. For
the purpose of open access, the authors have applied a CC BY public copyright license to any
Author Accepted Manuscript version arising from this submission. We further thank the financial
support of the International Office at TU Wien.
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2 Estimates on heat kernels and stochastic convolutions

The evolution of the true and of the approximate solutions is very different even in the linear case
b = 0. This is one of the main challenges compared to the finite dimensional case, where with
vanishing drift the two processes are simply given by the noise process and in particular the error
is 0 (see Section [3.1]for a bit more detailed comparison to the finite dimensional case). In infinite
dimensions, the error of the linear problem propagates in a nontrivial way in the error analysis
of the case of irregular b. The aim of this section is therefore to derive various estimates for the
continuous and discrete heat kernels and the associated Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes (i.e. the
solutions of (I.1)), (I.2) in the case 1) = 0, b = 0).

2.1 Definitions

We encounter three different heat kernels in the article: the continuum heat kernel on R, the
continuum heat kernel on T, and the discrete heat kernel on T. The first two are defined by

R(r) = ( xg)
)= —exp| ——],
Dy 5t p o

1 (.%'—l—]{?)Q —4r 2rkx
pt(w)zzx/zme)(p(_ At ):Ze e,

keZ keEZ

the last equality obtained by Poisson summation. The difference in scaling comes from the fact
that the first is chosen to be the density function in x of a centered normal random variable with
variance ¢, while the latter is chosen to be the Green’s function of the heat operator on R x T. For
sake of convenience we use separate notation for the action of the heat kernels via convolution:
for f € B(T), we denote P; f := p; * f. We define P} analogously. The continuum heat kernels
form a semigroup, that is, Py(Psf) = Piisf, and similarly for P®. The periodic heat kernel is
used for the definition of the mild solution of (LI).

Definition 2.1.1. A mild solution of (LI is a &2 ® B(T)-measurable map u : 2 x [0,1] x T — R
which is continuous in (,x), such that almost surely for all (t,z) € [0,1] x T the following
equality holds:

t t
() = Prb(a) + /0 P ob(us) (@) ds + /0 /T prs(@ — y) E(dy, ds). @.1)

The setup of the discrete heat kernels is more complicated. The formulation below follows
along the lines of [Gy099|], but for the convenience of the reader and due to various small
differences we prefer to give the full details. From now on, the conjugate of a complex number
z € Cis denoted by Z. Consider the functions e;(z) = e'2mi% for j € 7. They are eigenfunctions
of A with eigenvalues \; = —47252. It is well-known that (e;);ez forms an orthonormal basis
of L?(T; C). In the next proposition we prove a discrete analogue. It will be convenient to use the
piecewise linear extension of the restriction of e; to IL,: for —n < 57 < n — 1, for z € II,,, and
2 €[z, z+ (2n)"1], set

e?(x') = ej(r) + 2n(z’ — z)(ej(x + (2n)*1) — ej(x)). 2.2)
Proposition 2.1.2. Let A} = —16n? sin? (%—Z) for j € Z. Then

Apej(r) = Niej(x) (2.3)
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fJor x € I1,,. Moreover, if —n < j,€ < n — 1, then

1 _
o Z ej(x)er() = 1j—. (2.4)

xell,

As a consequence, e e", ;... as functions on I, form a basis of L*(I1,,; C).

’nl’

Remark 2.1.3. Of course L?(IL,,; C) can be simply identified with C?", but keeping the former
viewpoint is more instructive.

Proof. We start with (2.3)). For j € Z and = = k/2n, we have

Apej(z) :4n2(exp (M + 22—”) — 2exp (izﬂjk> + exp <M _ 12_77»7>>

2n 2n 2n 2n 2n
o o
:4n26j(m)<eXp <ﬂ) — 2+ exp ( — ﬂ))
2n 2n
omi .
:8n26j(£6)<COS (%) — 1) = —16n26j(ac) sin? (%) = )\g‘ej(:v).

This proves 2.3). As for 2.4), the case j = {is trivial. For j # ¢, using that |j — ¢| < 2n, in the
27(3—4)
geometric series below the ratio e =5 is different from 1, therefore

S O i2n(G—bk 1 — e2mG=0
§ ej(x)e(z) = § e m =——p"p =0
ZBEHn 1 —€ 2n

O

Although ([2.3)) holds for all j € Z, in the sequel we will only ever consider —n < j < n — 1.

Let us also briefly discuss how A" relates to A;. Defining 7 = 1 and 77 = 3L = S2UT/20) o
etus also briefly discuss how Aj relates to A;. Defining 7y = 1 and vj" = 5+ = =755, one
has
Ar 2 <4 <1 (2.5)
sin?(x)

Indeed, it is elementary to see that X is even, decreasing on [0, 7], so its minimum on
[—7/2,7/2] equals 472, As a consequence,

AT < —1657. (2.6)

Moreover, one has for —n < j <n—1,

\1—%!_3(”) , 2.7

which follows from the inequality 1 — (sin(z)/x)? < (1/3)x? (whose proof we leave as an exercise
to the interested reader).

Remark 2.1.4. Although we do not discuss purely spatial discretisations, it is worth remarking
that the above setup would already be enough to define the heat kernel for the spatially discretised
operator 0y — A, in its spectral representation, which would take the form

n—1

Py =Y e Nl @)ery) (2.8)

j=—n

fort >0, z,y, € I1,.
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It remains to encode the temporal discretisation in the discrete heat kernel. Naturally, on the
temporal gridpoints t = kh the factor e in (2.8) is simply replaced by (1 + h)\?)k. Between the
gridpoints, we again interpolate linearly. More precisely, for j = —n,...,n — 1, fort € A,,, and
t' € [t,t + h), set

Pt = (L + R T = (A +RADEPRT @ pamth T (2.9)
The following, which is based on the CFL condition, will be used frequently.

Lemma 2.1.5. There exists 69 > 0,0 > 0, depending only on c, such that for all n € N,j =
—n,....,n —1,t >0, we have

1+ RAR[TT < DN < ot (2.10)

Proof. Recall that 4c € (0,2). First, we claim that there exists a constant 6y > 0 such that for
x € [0,4c] one has |1 — z| < e7%?, Indeed, if 2 € [0,1] we have |1 —z| = 1 —z < e™®. Incase
4¢ > 1, we have that 4c — 1 = e~%%/¢ for 8 = —(c/4)log(4c — 1), and |z — 1] is increasing on
[1, 4c] while %7 is decreasing, so that 11—z < e%% on [1, 4c]. Hence, the claim holds true
with § := 1 A §(). The first inequality in 2.10), follows from the fact that for all n, j we have
16n? sin® (]—ﬂ) € [0, 4c].

c
AT —
Aj 2n

~ (2n)?
The second inequality in (2.10) holds with the choice § := 164y, since A} < 165 2 see (2.6). O

We can now define the discrete heat kernel and rewrite the approximation scheme (L2) in a
mild form. Denote by k,,(t) = [th™!|h and p,(z) = |22n](2n)~! the leftmost gridpoint from ¢
in A, and from z in IT,,, respectively. We then set

n—1

PR, y) = Y @) @el (o)), 2.11)

Jj=—n
which is now a function of t > 0, z,y € T.

Remark 2.1.6. Although each €’/ is a C-valued function, pj itself is R-valued for all ¢ > 0. Indeed,
first consider « € IL,,, y € T. Since )\;»L =\" j and therefore ,ugl(t) =pu" j(t), one sees

n—1

S O @ T poa) € R.

j=—n—1

In addition, the restriction of €™, to II,, takes only +1 values, so €™, (z)e”, (on(y)) € R, which
combined with the above shows that pj*(z,y) € R for z € II,,, y € R. The same is true for all
z,y € T, since p{'(-,y) is given by linear interpolation between its values on II,,.

Let us introduce the discrete convolution
[ #n g(x) := / @, 9)g(pn(y)) dy. (2.12)
T

Analogously to P, we then define the linear operators P" by setting P} f := p} *, f. Most of
the time we understand P;* as an operator on B(T), but it can be seen as an operator on B(II,) as
well. In the latter case, the identity

Pr=id + hA, (2.13)
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holddd. The inductive step (L2) of the finite difference scheme can therefore be written as
ug (@) = Pyrug(x) + hbug () + hny(t, ). (2.14)
To conclude to a form similar to (Z.I)), it remains to show the following simple property.
Proposition 2.1.7. For s,t € A, z,y € T, we have
(P} *n PLC, ) (@) = Py, y). (2.15)
Proof. By the definitions (2.11)-(2.12) and the orthogonality relation (2.4) we can write
(0 50 220 @ = [ 902 (D) 02

n—1 n-—1

= 3 S AR+ AT @ o) /T (PN (pn(2)) d2

j=—mnk=—n
n—1
-1 [
= > A+ )T R (@) (0, (),
j=-—n
as required. U

It follows that for t € A,,, z € II,,, (L2)) can be equivalently written as

t t
W) = PR () + /O PP bl ) @) ds + / / P ooy Edy, ds),
0 T

Indeed, this clearly holds for ¢ = 0 and for 0 < ¢ € A,, it follows inductively from (2.14) and
(2.15). Recalling that p™ is defined for any space-time point, not just the ones on the grid, we then
define an extension of u” to the whole of [0, 1] x T by setting

t t
() = PRY () + /0 PI o obul (@) ds + /0 /T P @ Edy,ds).  (2.16)

Remark 2.1.8. It is useful to note an alternative representation of P" as the transition kernel of a
random walk indexed by A,,. Let X1, X5, ... be i.i.d. random variables with distribution

PX;=0)=1-2¢, PX;=1)=PX;,=-1)=c.

One can observe that the condition ¢ < 1/2 is necessary in order for the above to be a probability
distribution, while our stronger condition ¢ < 1/2 guarantees that the random walk is “lazy”. We
then define S,, = > I | X; and for t € A, set S;* = (2n)~15,-1,. Then P is the transition

semigroup of Sn: for any function f : II,, - R and any x € 11,
Pif(x) = Ef(e+ 57, (2.17)

where f is the 1-periodic extension of f from II,, to (2n)~'Z.

2Note however that ¢ as an operator on B(T) does not equal the identity.
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2.2 Discrete and continuous heat kernel bounds

‘We start with three classical heat kernel bounds.
Lemma 2.2.1. Let (S, D) € {(P,T), (PR, R)}. The following hold.

(i) Forall o, € [0,1] with o < B, there exists a constant N = N(«, ), such that for all
fecM,0<s<t<landz,y €< ID)onehasB

1St f(@) — Ss f@)] < N[ flleamy(lz — y|? + [t — s|P/?)s @A/, (2.18)

(ii) Forany a € [0, 1], there exists a constant N = N(«) such that for all f € C*(D), t € (0, 1],
and x1,x2,x3,x4 € D one has

|Stf(x1) — St f(x2) — Sef(xz) + Sef(xa) (2.19)
< N[ flleamylz1 — za||z1 — 23]t + N | fllcam|a1 — 22 — x5 + 24 [t@V/2,

(iii) There exists a constant N such that for all f € B(D), 0 < s <t <1, and x,y € D, one has
|S:f @) = Sif ) — Sef @) — SofW)| < NI fllsays 2|t — slle —yl.  (2.20)

Proof. The estimate in (Z.18)) is very standard. A proof of it and its more general variants can be
found for example in [BDG21l, Appendix A].
For (2.19), notice that by the fundamental theorem of calculus we have

Sif(x1) — Sef(x2) — St f(x3) + St f(w4)
- /01 (VStf(:nl + O(zg — 1)) — VS f (3 + O(za — xl))>(:61 o) df
+ S, f (s + x2 — 21) — Sef(24).
Consequently, we get

ISt f(x1) — St f(x2) — St f(x3) + Sef(xa)|
< |IV2Sifllemlz1 — zsl|lzr — 22| + | VSiflsm)zr — 22 — w3 + 4] (2.21)

From (2.18), with 8 = 1, it follows that
IVSsf lsmy S "2 fllcem) (2.22)
Applying (2.22) twice (the first with the choice oo = 0), we get

IV2S,fllBm) = IVSt/2V (St Dllem S 2V /2 )lem)
SR fllea).- (2.23)

Therefore, from 2.21)-@2.23) we get (2.19).
Finally, from the fundamental theorem of calculus, the identity 9;S = AS, @.18) with 5 = 1,
and (2.23) with o = 0, we get
|Sef(@) = St f(y) — Ssf(x) — Ss f(y)]

3with the conventions 0° = 1, 1/0 = +o0, Sp = id
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- ‘(t ) /01 <ASS+9(tfs)f (@) = ASsto0-5).f (y)> d&‘

1
= ‘(t — S)/O <Ss/2+€(tfs)ASs/2f(x) - 33/2+0(t—s)A53/2f(y)> d&‘
Sl —yllt — s|s™? | AS, 2 f By
Sl —yllt = sls72 | f s

This finishes the proof. O

Before moving on, we remark a simple bound that will be frequently used.

Proposition 2.2.2. Forany \ > 0and~y > O there existsa N = N (X, ) such that for all t € (0, 1]
the following bound holds

S [je ™V < N2, (2.24)
JET.
Proof. By the change of variables z — ¢~ /2z, we have
-2 o0 2 o0 2
> lilte VT < / (Jz| +1)Te "t dg = t_W“)/Q/ (|| +1)"e™ " da.
jez —00 —00

O
As atoy example, one can see that with some absolute constant N > 0 one has for all s € (0, 1]

1 A2 1
N 18 1/2 S HpSH%Q(T) — Ze Amk<s S N 18 1/27 (225)
kEZ

applying Proposition 2.2.2] with v = 0 for the second inequality. The first inequality in (2.23)
follows from bounding the sum from below by its restriction to |k| < s~'/2, so that each of the
1 4 |5~ /2| terms are bounded from below by e~

Remark 2.2.3. Another useful tool that will be repeatedly used is interpolation. It is known that
there exists an absolute constant N such that for all n € N and o € (0, 1) one has

JSup A kU follear) + Al fillerar,)) < Nliflleear,
f=fo+h

see [Lunl8l Example 1.1.8] for a proof that carries through in our setting (equivalently, simply
bound the infimum by the choice when f; is the convolution of f with the indicator of [—A/4, A /4]N
I1,,). It is a well-known consequence of the above bound (see e.g. [Lunl8, Theorem 1.1.6]) that
if a linear operator 7" mapping from C*(II,,) to a normed vector space V satisfies | T'f||y <
Kol fllBa, and || T f|lv < K1 fllerqy,,) with some constants Ko, K for all f € B(IL,), then for
any o € (0,1) the bound || Tf||y < Ki~“K¢|f|lcoq,) also holds.

Heat kernel estimates for the discrete heat kernels P™ are less established. Since they are
piecewise linear in time on each interval between neighbouring gridpoints, most estimates will be
stated only for ¢ € A,,. For the initial time we only need the straightforward property

PG (@, )| ,r) = 2n. (2.26)

For gridpoints after the initial time we recover almost the usual heat kernel bounds, at the cost of
a log factor.
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Lemma 2.2.4. Let o, 3 € [0,1] with o < B. There exists a constant N = N(«, 3, ¢) such that
forall f: 11, > R, neN, z,zell, t e A,N(0,1], the following bound holds

PP f(x) — PP f(2)] < NQog(2n) P~/ 2t/ @721 — 218 fllcoar,)- (2.27)

Proof. First assume o = 0 and 8 = 1. Note that in this case it suffices to consider neighbouring
points z, z € II,, (by virtue of the triangle inequality) and in fact only the case x = Oand z = 1/2n
(by virtue of translation invariance of the Holder norm). For a function ¢ : II,, — R, denote
lgllL,at,) = 2n)~! erHn |g(x)|. We then have

n—1
Prg® = Pigi/2m] = | 32 (@ +hAD" () - ei1/2m) /T T 9(pay)) dy
j=-—n
n—1 .
S gllaany Y 11+ BT
j=-—n

Using (2.10) and then Proposition 2.2.2] (with A = § and v = 1), we get
P1'9(0) — Prg1/2n)| <t~ nH|gllz, ar.)- (2.28)

Letus K = /2 log(2n)/c and let us consider two cases, namely, WK > 1 /4 and WK < 1 /4.
In the first case, the claim follows directly by applying (2.28)) to our given function f, since

1 zvan < 1z 5

We now focus to the case 2v/tK < 1/4. As a brief detour, take some K > 0 and recall the
notations X;, Sy, §t" from Remark 2.1.8] and the representation (2.17). Denote furthermore by
N, the number of nonzero elements in { X7, ..., X, }. Then conditionally on N,, = ¢, (S,, + {)/2
has binomial distribution with parameters 1/2 and ¢. Hoeffding’s inequality implies that

P(Binom(1/2,¢) > ({ + K\0)/2) < e K°/2,

which gives

P(S, > Kv/n) = > P(S, > Kv/n|N, = PN, = 0)
/=1

< fjp((sn +0))2> (0 + KJB/z(Nn = ()POV, = )
=1

< e_KQ/Q.

Since K and n were arbitrary, this implies that

P(SI > KVT) = P(Se-1anye > K\/@n)21) < e K772, (2.29)

—-1/2

Without loss of generality, we can assume that n > 3, in which case we have that K>c¢ . For

f : I, — R, by using the representation (2.17)), we have

[PEF©O) = PP 20| = [EF(S]) — EF(L/2n + 57) )
< [E(fLag ST = E(fLag )(1/2n + 5])
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+ I/ leany (5P € A% ) +P(1/2n + §7 € A% ), (2.30)
where Az = {z €R: |z — k| < 2K/, for some k € Z}. Notice that
IP’<1/2n + 9 e A%,t) < P<\1/2n + 97 > 2}%’\/5)
<P(|Sy = 2K Vi—1/2n)
- P(@! > 2KV — m)
<P(SP| > KV < 26 K72,

where for the third inequality we have used that ¢ > % and that K > ¢ /2, and for the last step
we have used (2.29). The same bound holds for P(S}" € A% ), so that

~ ~ )
P(S; € A% ) +P(1/2n + 57 € Af ) <de™F /2, (2.31)

On the other hand, to estimate the first term on the right hand side of (2.30), we can use (2.28)
with g(-) = (flAf( RIO2 This gives

. - . - 1

B Lag P = B Lag )1/20 + SIS 7 FOL oz il maan
_1/21 =~
StP—K| fllsar,)
n
Consequently, by (2.30)), and the above, we get
_ -1 52

PefO) =P fA/2n)| St 1/QKEHJ"HIB%(HM + e f I,

which upon recalling that K = /21log(2n) /c gives

[P FO) — PP f(L/2n)| S 72/ In@mn ™! fllsar,)-

As mentioned at the beginning of the proof, this yields (2.27)) in the case « = 0, 8 = 1. The case
8 =1, a = 1 follows from the trivial bound

[P f(x) =P f(2)| < |z — Z|||f||cl(nn)-

The case 5 = 1, a € [0, 1] then follows by interpolation, see Remark 2.2.3] Finally, the case
B € [0,1], a € [0, 5] follows by elementary interpolation (that is, & < b and a < ¢ implying
a < b = for X\ € [0, 1]) between (Z.27) with 5 = 1 and the trivial bound

P f(@) = P f)] < o= 2|%( flleaqr,)
This finishes the proof. U

Lemma 2.2.5. Let o € [0, 1]. There exists a constant N («) such that for allp € C*(T), t € [0, 1],
we have

P Yllcecry < Nl9llcocr-
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Proof. One can easily see the estimate

1Py < N||¢|lBm), (2.32)

so we focus on proving that for all ¢ € [0, 1] and x,y € T, we have

[Pip(x) — Pl < Nlw—y|*||[¥]lcacr)-

Let us first prove the claim with o = 1. In addition, let us assume for now that ¢ € A,,. There are
three cases:
Case 1: |z — y| < 1/2n and p,(x) = p,(y). In this case, by (2.2) it follows that
P () = Pl = [2n(z — ) (P (pn(x) + 1/2n) — Py (pn(x)))|
Sz =ylllYlleren),

where we have used the representation (2.17).
Case 2: |x — y| < 1/2n and p,(x) # pp(y). In this case, let us assume without loss of
generality that p,,(y) = pp(x) + 1/2n. By (2.2), we see that

Prap(x) = Prip(pn(@)) + 20z — pr(@) (P (pn(x) + 1/2n) — Piap(pn(a))),
which implies that
[P{p(@) — Pl = |P{(x) — Piop(pn(z) +1/2n))

<z — pu(@) — 1/2n|||¢]|crr)
=z — pu@|IYlcr (-

We also have
[P Y(on) — Pib@)| = [(2n(y — pr)) (P d(pn(y) + 1/2n) — P p(pn(y))]
<y = pnI[¥llcrc)-
Consequently,
[P (@) — Pi@)| <[Py (@) — Ploon)| + [Po(on @) — Plb(y)]

<(lz = pnW)| + [y — D [¥llcr(m)
=z — ylll¥llerm)-

Case 3: |x — y| > 1/2n. In this case, we have
[P (@) — Pyp(y)|
< [Pl (@) — Pio(pn(@))] + [P (pn(@)) — Piiblpn@)] + [PYy) — Pr(pny))|

S (1/2n + |pa(@) = pa@D W]l my
S lz = ylllbllerem,

where we have used the results from the case |z — y| < 1/2n for the first and the third term, the
representation (Z.17) for the second term, and of course the fact that |z — y| > 1/2n.
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Hence, we have proved the claim for t € A,,. If ¢ > 0, then the claim follows from the case
t € A, virtue of the identity

Pip(x) = P;:Ln(t)¢(~’5) + hil(t - Kn(t))(P:n(t)-i-hlz)(x) - P’Jn(tW(fv)),
see (2.9).

To summarise, we have shown the desired inequality with « = 1 forall¢ > 0 and z,y € T.
From (2.32)), it also follows that

[Pip(x) — Prov@)| < 1Yle,

forall t > 0 and x,y € T, which is the claim for & = 0. Finally, the case o € (0, 1) follows by
interpolation, see Remark 2.2.3] O

Lemma 2.2.6. Let 8 € [0, 1], a € [0, 8]. The following hold:
1. There exists a constant N such that forall ) € C*(T),n e Nyr > h,y € T, z € {y, pn(y)}
PRp(y) — P2 ()| < N(log2n) P~ 2n=Br@=02||y||carry.  (2.33)
2. There exists a constant N such that for all v € C*(T), n € N, r € [0,h], y € T,

z € {y, pn®)}
[Prab(y) = Pav(z)] < Nn~*[[d|lcac). (2.34)
Proof. We have
IPrY@) = P b (pn)| < IPRYy) — Pl oy (@)
+ Py @) — Pi iy (pn ()]

For the second term, keeping in mind the definition of €” in (2.2)), we see that

P @) — Pg oy (pn(y)))
= 12n(y — pn(¥)) <7’§n<r>w(,0n(y) +@nh - Pﬁn(rW(pn(y))) ‘
< (log2n) 218 (15, (1) @™ oy (2.35)

where we have used Lemma[2.2.4] for the inequality. Similarly, by (Z.9)), we see that

Pr(y) = Py @) = B0 = n()] Papysn @) = Prepry ()|
< NPrnry+nP W) — Prpyiyp W)
S Py 400 W) = Prp )+ m¥ (0 ()]
F 1 Prn )+ 00 (Y)) = Py (o))
+ [ Prny0(pn(¥)) = Prep (P ()]

The first and the third term at the right hand side can be bounded by the right hand side of (2.33)
because of (2.33). For the second term, we have by (2.13)) that

|’Pf@n(7")+hw(pn(y)) - Pﬁn(r)¢(pn(y))| = |hAn,Pnn(r)¢(pn(y))|a
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which again can be estimated by the right hand side of (2.33)) by virtue of Lemma [2.2.4l This
shows that

PR(y) — PE @) S (log2n) =22 ]| cap),

which proves (2.33) with z = y and combined with 2.33) gives (2.33) with z = p,,(y).
The proof of ([2.34) is more straightforward and is left to the reader. O

The following lemma, a key error estimate between the continuous and the discrete heat
kernels, is similar to [Gy699, Lemma 3.3], where an estimate of the form (2.36)) is proved for the
Dirichlet setting. Our version is a bit more flexible by allowing 5 € [0, 2] in contrast to [Gy599,
Lemma 3.3] where 3 € [0, 1].

Lemma 2.2.7. Let 5 € [0,2]. Then there exists a constant N (3, c) such that for all t € [h, 1],
x € T one has the bound

Ipe(x =) = Pl oy (@, T o0 < N~ Pt=(B+D/2, (2.36)

Proof. Note that since ¢ > n~2, it suffices to prove (2.36) in the 3 = 2 case. Let us start by
defining

n—1
pra,y) =Y Vel @e;(pny)-
j=—n
Writing
[pe(a =) — PP, N E,m < 2lpe@— ) — B, N, + 20157 @, ) — 1t @ ey (237

we start with an estimate for the first term at the right hand side of (2.37). We write

4
Ipe(z = ) = 5P, M Tpem <4 @),

i=1
with

H@=1 3 MG@EGOlim,
{i<—n—-1} U{j>n}

= Y (=@ L,
—n<j<n—1

Bay= > ej@) — @GO m,
—n<j<n-1

= > '@ (G —gomOim.
—n<j<n—1

We now show that each I}(x) is bounded by the right-hand side of (Z.36). By the orthonormality
of e; we see that

INa) = > et ST Y e (2.38)

{i<—n-1} U{j=n} lj|>2n
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Since A\; = —47242, we can use Proposition Z.2.2] to conclude the claimed bound. Next recall
that \; < A < 0 and that X' < —165° by (2.6), we get that

Ray< Y (M=M= Y (N - e

—n<j<n—1 —n<j<n—1
ATt 2 —3252¢ -4 2,2
< Y @G-S Y e - D
—n<j<n-—1 —n<j<n—1

By and Proposition we get

Pay< Y e Ep 2 <202 (2.39)
—n<j<n—1

Using n=2 < t again, we get the required bound. Next, for I,?(ac) we can use that
lej(z) — e ()| < [ej(@) — ej(pn(@))] + [€] (pn(2)) — €} (z)| < n(lejller + lefller) < jn .
Therefore,

Bay= Y Ng@-d@Ps Y W2 (2.40)
—n<j<n—1 —n<j<n—1

As usual, Proposition 2.2.2limplies the claimed bound. Before estimating I;(z), we claim that for
J. 4 € {—n,...,n — 1}, with j # £, the functions e; — e; o p,, and e, — e; o p,, are orthogonal in
Lo(T). Indeed, by the orthogonality of (e;);ecz and the orthogonality of (e€}')_,<¢<n—1, we have
that

(ej — €50 pn,er— €10 pp)rym = —(€5,€00 Pr)Lym — (€5 © P,y €0) Lo(T)-

Then we see that for j,n € {—n,...,n — 1}, j # {, we have

2n o etk+D)/2n (ei273/2n _ 1y -1
(ej, ep o Pn)Lg(’]T) _ Z/ 6227r]y67127r£k/2n dy = _ Z 6227r(j72)lc/2n
k=07 k/2n 27 k=0

(ei27rj/2n _ 1) (1 _ 6i27r(j—€))
- 275 (1 — ei2nG—0/2ny 0,

which shows the claim. Consequently,

207 39424 .9 _
= Y. 'ej—ejopli,m S Y, P @41
—n<j<n—1 —n<j<n—1

giving the claimed bound as before. Putting (2.38)-(2.41)) together, we conclude that
Ipe(z — ) — 5, 3y S n Pt TP, (2.42)
Next we see that

15 (x, ) — P, (T, ')H%Q(T) N Z |7 — )2
—n<j<n—1
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+ 3 O @ AT O (2.43)

—n<j<n—1
As before, we show that both terms are bounded by the right-hand side of (2.36). Since t > h
implies x,(t) > t/2, we have
Z \e)‘?t - eA?’i"(t)P < Z (It — nn(t)])\?e)‘?””"(t)f
—n<j<n—1 —n<j<n—1
<nt N et (2.44)
—n<j<n—1

Proposition 2.2.2]and n =2 < ¢ yields the claimed bound. For the other term, we have

Z ’e)\;-’nn(t) — 1+ h)\?)nn(t)h*I‘Z < Z ‘e,\ynn(t)‘z + Z 1+ h}\?)nn(t)h*’Q

—n<j<n—1 jeT} JEJ}
Al kn n -1
+ ) [N — @ hA ORI (2.45)
Jed}
where

Jr={je{-n,...on—1}: hA} € [-(4cV 1/2),—1/2]},
Jr={je{-n,...,n—1}: hA} € (—1/2,01}.
We have, using ., (t) > t/2 as before,
Z ‘e)\?nn(t)‘Z < Z e—t/(Zh) g n(t/h)—3/2 g n—Zt—3/2’
J€T JET,
and similarly, by (2.10),
ST+ Ay O 2 < 282,
jeg}
For the last term on the right-hand side of (2.43) we use the elementary inequalities 0 < x —
In(1 + z) < 22 forall x € [-1/2,0], and |1 — e¥| < |y| for all y < 0. Therefore,

n — n — n n 2
Z |€)\j rnl) _ (1 4 h)\;})ﬁn(t)h ! 2 = Z o2 nn(t)‘l _ pfn(Oh L(In(+RAM)—X7R)
jeJ? jeJ?
< N e g, R THRAY — In(L + hATY)]?
JeT;
1642 _
<> e g R P [RAD
JeJR
< n’4|t|2 26716]'225‘78.
JEZ
As before, this gives the desired bound. We conclude that
D o A G DV e L T e (2.46)

—n<j<n—1

Combining 2.37), 2.42), 2.43), (2.44)), and ([2.46)) brings the proof to an end. O
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For the proof of the Lemma [2.2.9 below, let us recall the following result, a nice consequence
of Stein’s method of normal approximation (see, for example, [CGS11], Corollary 4.2, p. 68]).

Lemma 2.2.8. Let {Y;}°, be i.id. random variables with EY, = 0 and EY? = 1 and let
W ~ N(O0,1). Then, forall f € C'(R) and k € N we have

|Ef(Wy) — EfW)] < k72| fl| E[Y2 2,
where W), = k—1/2 Zle Y.

Lemma 2.2.9. Forany o € [0, 1] there exists a constant N = N («, ¢) such that for all 1) € C*(T),
t €10,1], and y € T, we have

[Pi(y) — Pep(y)| < Nn~%|1|car). (2.47)

Proof. We first show the desired inequality for « = 1. We use the reformulation of the discrete
heat kernel as the transition kernel of a discrete time random walk, see Remark 2. 1.8]

Further, we assume for now that t € A,,, y € IL,,. Recall that in this case, by (2.17) we have
that

[PI(y) — Peb(y)| = B (y + S7) — By + V2Wy)|
h~1t
- X, -
= E(y+ V2> ——n) — Ed(y + V2AW
where W; is a Brownian motion. By applying Lemma R2.2.§] with Y; = X;/V2c and f() =
¢(y + \/ﬂ ')’ we get
Pry) = Peb@)| < 7722 leary < No~H [ llerny-

Fort € [0,1], y € T, we have

Pr(y) — Pep@)| < [Pab(y) — PL oy (en@)] + PE iy (pn(y)) — Pty (on ()]
+ [P vV(pn(¥)) — Prtb(y)|
S lleren,

where for the first term we have used Lemmal[2.2.6]( (2.33)) for t > h and (2.34)) for ¢ € [0, h]) and
for the last term we have used classical heat kernel estimates (for example (Z.18) witha = 3 = 1).
This proves the claim for « = 1. Also, for o = 0 the claim trivially holds. Finally, the claim for
a € (0, 1) follows by interpolation, see Remark 2.2.3 O

2.3 Discrete and continuous Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes

The last integral in (2.1)) is also called the infinite dimensional Orstein-Uhlenbeck process. In the
trivial case 1» = 0, b = 0, that is simply the solution process, and it also plays an important role
in the general case. Let us therefore introduce a separate notation for it:

t
Ou(a) = /0 /T pis(@ — €y, ds),  (t,z) € [0,1] x T.
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Let (s,t) € [0,1]<.Thanks to the semigroup property of P the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process
satisfies

S t
Ou(a) = /0 /T Per(@ — y) Edy, dr) + / /T per(@ — y)E(dy, dr)

S t
- / / / Drs( = sy (2 — g dz E(dy, dr) + / / per( — ) Edy, dr)
0 TJT s T
t
(PO (@) + / /T per (@ — y) E(dy, dr). (2.48)

The second term on the right-hand side of is a Gaussian random variable that is independent of
Fs. Its variance is given by

t t—s
/ /T pe—r(x — y)|* dy dr = / /T Ipr()|? dy dr =: Q(t — s). (2.49)
s 0

Therefore, for any bounded measurable g : R — R and Fs-measurable random variable Y one
has the almost sure equality

E*g(O@) +Y) = Ph—o9((P—sOs)(@) + Y). (2.50)
Moreover, from (2.23) one gets with an absolute constant N > 0 for all r € (0, 1] the bound

N~Wr < Q@) < Ny, (2.51)
The following is well-known.
Proposition 2.3.1. Forany p > 0, and § € (0,1/2) one has ||O|| 1, «q.cqo11,c1/2-0(m)) < 0°-

We similarly define the discrete Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process by setting

t
Op () = / /T P @ Edy,dr), (o) € [0,1] x T.
0

We wish to obtain a discrete analogue of (2.50). For s € [0, t] we write
s t
0r@ = [ [ e+ [ [ o ey,
0o Jr s JT
t
= 0L+ [ [ B ey
s JT

Clearly, 5&(3:) is Fs-measurable, while the second term in the right-hand side is a Gaussian
random variable that is independent of F. Its variance is given by

t—s n—1

t—s
Q"@-ﬁtzt/‘ L/Iﬁ;@ﬂxxnﬁdydr=i/ 371+ hAZ RO gy,
0 T 0

j==n

Therefore, for any continuous function g and F;-measurable random variable Y one has the almost
sure equality R
E*g(O7(x) +Y) = Pgngr—5g(OL4(x) +Y). (2.52)

In the next two statements we compare the expressions in (2.32)) to the corresponding ones in

2.50).
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Corollary 2.3.2. Let 8 € [0,2] and p > 0. Then there exists a constant N (p, 3, c) such that for
allt,s € [0,1]witht — s > h, x € T one has

[Pr—sOs(@) — O (@) 1) < NP2t — 5| 1=/, (2.53)

Moreover, for 3 € [0,1), p > 0, there exists a constant N(p, 3,c) such that for all t € [0, 1],
x € T, one has
|0u(@) — O)|| 1) < Nn~P/21=5)/4, (2.54)

Proof. We will assume that p = 2, since the general case follows by the equivalence of Gaussian
moments. Notice that for ¢ — s > h, the estimate (2.33) with 8 = 2 follows directly by It0’s
isometry and Lemma 2271 Since it is true for 5 = 2 is is also true for any 8 € [0, 2] since
1/n < 2¢ V2|t — 5|12,

As for (2.34)), there are two cases. First, assume that ¢ € [0, h]. By It0’s isometry and (2.31)),
we have

10:@) | Loy = [QUOI'? S /4 S = PI2HO=D/,
By (2.36) (below), we have
107 @)|| Loy = 1Q M) = @nt)!/? < P2/,

Combining the two estimate above gives (2.54). In the case ¢ € (h, 1] we use Lemma [2.2.7] and
the above estimates for () and Q™ to write

n bh n 2 1/2
[0:(z) — Of ()| Loy < (/0 Ipt—r(x — ) = Dt (@, o) dT)

t " 5 1/2
+ (/ X lpe—r(x — ) = P t—r) (@ I Lo dr)
t_

S 0 PPN Q2+ 1Q [
< B/21=B)/4,

This finishes the proof. O

Lemma 2.3.3. For any 3 € [0, 2) there exists a constant N = N(c, B) such that for all v € [0, 2]
one has the bound
1Q™(r) — Q(r)| < Nn=P/2p1/2=8/4, (2.55)

Proof. Let us first assume r < h. Then by (2.23) and ([2.26))
T
Q") — QM| < / / P @ PP + Ips@ — ) dy ds < v+ 11/,
o Jr

Since 7 < h implies rn < r!/2, the second term dominates. One similarly gets r'/2 <
r1/2=B/4,=B/2 for any 8 > 0, yielding (2.33). Moving on to the » > h case, one has

1Q"(r) = Q)| < I + I,

with

h
I = / / PR @ P+ [ps(@ —y)P dyds S,
0 T
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" 1/2 1o
Iy = / </ \Pzn(s)(% y) - ps(-%' — y)’Q dx) </ ‘pzn(s)(x7 y) +ps(-75 - y)‘Q d.%') ds
h T T

~

0

using (2.36)) to get the last line. As long as 3 < 2, the last integral is finite and is of the required
order. Finally, the condition r > h implies n~! < n=P/2p1/2=8/4 finishing the proof. U

For very short times, that is, 7 € [0, h], one has from (2.26))
Q" (r) = 2nr. (2.56)
Otherwise, we have the following control on Q".

Lemma 2.3.4. For any 8 € [0, 1], there exist constants N > 0 depending only on 3 and c such
that for any r € [h, 1], ' € [r, 1], we have

Q"(r) > N~ '/r, (2.57)
1Q™(r) — Q™(r")| < Nlr —¢'|P|r| P2y |A=P/2, (2.58)

Proof. First we show (2.37). Define

Q"(r) :2/ /Ipﬁn(s>(:v,y)l2dyd8, Q(r) :=/ /Ips(w—y)IQdde-
r/2JT r/2JT

Since Q" < Q" it suffices to bound Q™. From (2.23) one gets for all r € (0, 1]

N7 < Q) < Niv/r (2.59)

with some absolute constant N7 > 0. By the triangle inequality one can write
S w1/2 A W1/2 " " 5 1/2
@00 = QN < (f ] o =00 = B o dyds)
r/2JT

Note that if N’ is a sufficiently large constant, then » > N’n~2 implies /2 > h. Therefore the
bound (2.36) with the choice S = 1 yields

/ / Ips(x — y) — pzn(s)(x,y)lz dyds < N/ nts7lds < Nn~ !
r/2JT r/2

Therefore, one has

Q") = (Qr)/?| < Nn~V2, (2.60)
Combining (2.59) and (2.60) with the elementary equality a® > 2b(a — b) + b>

Q") = 2(Q) (@) = (Q)?) + Q)
> —N\%_“n_l/Q + Nfl\/F.

Choosing N’ sufficiently large, the bound (2.37) indeed follows for r > N'n=2. If r € [h, N'n"2,
then by the monotonicity of Q™ and the fact that Q™(h) = 2nh (see (2.36)), we get

Q"(r) > Q™(h) = 2nh = 2cn~t > 2¢(vV' N) 1/,
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which shows ([2.57) also for € [k, N'n"2].
We continue with (2.38). By (2.10) and Proposition 2.2.2] we get

r n—1

Q"(r) — Q)| = / ST+ R ON T gy < / S et gy
b= Tojez
S / t71/2 dt < ’7“ o 74/"70‘71/2. 2.61)

On the other hand, we can estimate the difference |Q" (1) — Q™(r")| term by term. Recalling (2.53))
and (Z31)), we get |Q"(r")| < |Q" (") — Q)| +]Q(")| < (r")/2 for both 1 = 7, 7. Tt follows
that |Q™(r) — Q"(r")| < (”)}/2, which combined with (Z.61)) finishes the proof. O

Lemma 2.3.5. Forany p > 0, § € (0,1/2), there exist a constant N(c,p, 0) such that

supsup ||OF[|, .c1/2-0emy < N
neN t<1

Proof. Fort € [0,1], z,z € T, by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality we have

t
2 2
|0 (z) — O?(Z)HL,,(Q) S /0 szn(tfs)(x’ )= pZn@fs)(z, ')||L2(’]I‘) ds

By (2.10) and the bounds ||e,||gT) < 1,

enllcrery S n. we have

n—1
_ —1
117 =)@ ) = Pty N Epm) = Z 11+ h)\ﬂ%"(t s e (x) — e;?(z)|2
j=—n
n—1
< Z 672H"(t75)5j2‘.%' _ Z‘(1729)n(1729)_
j=—n

Consequently, by Proposition 2.2.2] we get

(t—2h)vo n—1 \
07@) ~ Ot @y € [ 3 &9 1120020 g
0

j=—n

t n—1
+/ ’1’ o Z‘(l_QG)n(l_QG) ds
(t—2h)VO Z

j=—n

(t—2h)VO
< |z — Z|1—20/ It — 5|12 ds + N(p)|z — 2|4-20n—2
< Jo — 2|12, "
Similarly, one sees that
IOFO)I7, 0 S 1,

which combined with the above estimate gives
10 ler/2-o ;1,0 S 1

Since p and 6 are arbitrary, by Kolmogorov’s continuity criterion we get
10 | L1720y S 14

and the claim follows since the bound does not depend on ¢ or n. U
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Lemma 2.3.6. Under the assumption of Theorem[l.3.2]there exists a constant N(c,e, K, p, ||b||B)
such that

sup sup HU?HLP(Q;CW*E(T)) < N.
neNtel0,1]

Proof. Let us set denote vy’ = P/*¢" + Oy. The conclusion of the lemma with u™ replaced by
v™ is an immediate consequence of Lemma[2.2.5land Lemma[2.3.5

From Girsanov’s theorem (see e.g. [DPZ92, Thm 10.14] for a sufficiently general version) one
has that under the measure P defined by

dP 1 1!
e =p=cx (- /0 | v g, - 5 /0 [t aa). o

the mapping

A E(A) + (b(u™), 14) Ly0,11xT)
from B([0, 1] x T) to Ly(£2) defines a white noise. In particular, the law of u™ under P and the
law of v™ under P coincide. It is also an easy exercise that Ep~! < N(||b||g) < oo. Therefore,

T — = 2 1/2 /0 —2\1/2
1612 eeromeqy = BUE I amemyp™) < BN e ) 2B

2 1/2 —1\1/2
= (B} o) 2 (Ep™)2 < N.

This finishes the proof. O

3 The sewing strategy

As already discussed, one of the main tools for proving our main results is the stochastic sewing
lemma. First we give an outline of the strategy, identify the various terms to be bounded, and then
carry out the estimates.

3.1 Overview

Here we give a brief overview of the strategy of the proof. For reference, we will compare to the
1-dimensional additive SDE
dX; = f(Xp)dt + dW;

driven by a standard Wiener process W. Let us assume f € C*(R) with some a € (0,1). The
Euler-Maruyama approximation of the SDE reads as

where we briefly use the notation &, () = Lntjnil. Assuming identical initial conditions, one
can decompose the error as

t t
Xe- X7 = [ £~ fexds + [ - 00 ) ds. @)

One then aims to bound the first term by | X — X"™| with some norm | - | and the second by a
negative power of n, which can in fact be n~+®/2_ If one furthermore achieves a small constant

(say, less than 1/2) in the first bound, then the inequality buckles and the error itself is bounded
by n—(1+e)/2,
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Of course neither of these tasks are really obvious, since simply bounding the integrals by
bringing the absolute value inside gives the bounds ¢[| X — X"||¥_ 0 and n~¢, respectively.
The former is particularly problematic, since buckling arguments (or equivalently, Gronwall-type
lemmas) fail for powers strictly less than 1. In [BDG21]] this issue is overcome by stochastic sewing
approach, which however requires to work with a stronger norm: the choice [-| = ||-[l¢1/20,13, .,
suffices for example. On one hand, this has the advantage of providing the final error estimates in
a strong norm, the drawback is that instead of one has to control the increments of the error
as well.

In infinite dimensions there are several issues with this strategy. We have

t ¢
up — uy = Ppp — Pp" + / P * (b(uy)) dr — / P t—r *n (D(ug, ) dr + Oy — OF.
0 0

First, the quantity u; — us does not have a natural form as an integral from s to ¢. Second, even
if one considers the “mild” increments u; — P;_sus, there is no nice analogous increment for the
approximate solution. Instead, we study the quantity

t t
" = / Doy % (b)) dr — / P oy (B 1)) d (3.2)

The above is not an increment (not even mild), however, it is an analogue of the increments of the
right-hand side of (3.1)), in the infinite dimensional case, which serves its purpose.
We will use the decomposition

t
ot = 5:7;51 + 52;2 + 5:7;53 = / (pt,r * (b(uy) — b(u?))) dr
T
+ / (ptfr * (b(uf)) — Pt—r *n (b(uzn(r)))) dr (3.3)

t
+ / ((PH — Din(t—r)) *n (b(UZm))) dr.

Our goal will be to estimate the term £™! in terms of £", which will lead to buckling for £7,
and the remaining £2, £™3 by some power of n. Both of these steps will be achieved by the
stochastic sewing lemma. Finally, notice that the above procedure will give an estimate for £ and
not u — u" itself. The reason that we follow this route will become clearer later, see Remark[3.2.2]

We now recall the stochastic sewing lemma. The notation [a, b]< below stands for {(s,t) €
[a,b]? : s < t}.

Theorem 3.1.1 ([LE20, Theorem 2.4]). Letp > 2, 0 < s’ < t' < 1 and let A.. be a function

[s', 1< — L,(Q) such that for any (s,t) € [s',t']< the random variable Ay, is F-measurable.
Suppose that for some £1,e9 > 0 and C1, Co the bounds

| As el Ly < Cult — sV/2T1, (3.4)

IE* 6 As il Loy < Colt — s|'*2 (3.5)

hold forall ' < s <u <t <t, where §As 1 := Ast — As o — Ay . Then there exists a unique
map A : [¢',t'] — L,y() with the following three properties:

(i) With probability one, Ay = 0.
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(ii) Ay is Fy-measurable for all t € [s',1'],
(iii) There exists constants K1, Ko > 0 such that for all (s,t) € [s',t']- we have

A — As — As il L, < K1t — s|t/2ter (3.6)
1B (A — As — Ag) ey < Kalt — s/ 37)

In addition, there exists a constant K > 0 depending only on 1,9 and p, such that for all
(s,t) € [/, t']< we have

A — As|lp, < KOt — |24 4 KColt — st =2, (3.8)

Remark 3.1.2. It can be sometimes convenient to incorporate the semigroup of the (linear part of
the) equation into the the formulation of the stochastic sewing lemma, as in [LS22]]. This is indeed
how the first version of the present paper proceeded, but as noted by a referee, it is easier to reduce
the argument to the original stochastic sewing lemma, similarly to [ABLM20].

3.2 Estimate for £™!

Let us introduce the following (semi)norms. Let (s’,¢') € [0,1]< and p € [2,00]. For a map
[/, t'] x T — L,y(£2) we set

lellgisren = sup sup [los(@lz,c
z€T se[s’,t']

Furthermore, for o € (0, 1] and amap ¢ : [¢/, ']« x T — L,(€2) we set

ol — o swp [[s,6(@)] L,
L /7t/ _— - ..
P [":¢']< z€T (s,t)els’,t' ]« ’t - S‘a

Although our goal is to bound 52;1, it is useful to introduce the generalised quantity

t
EmLf] = / Pror(flur) — f@™)dr,  f € B(R).

Lemma 3.2.1. Ler 7 € (1/4,3/4) and (s',t") € [0, 1]<. Then, under the assumption of Theorem
132 forall f € B(R), n € N, and (s,t) € [s',t']< the following bound holds

sup IEL 1@ Ly <N f Bt — s>/ (n ™12 + Sup (@) — V" @) Ly + 1€0.. lzors 1)
S xe

+ NI fllelt — s TIEM gz s 01 (3.9)
where the constant N depends only on ||b||pw), ¢, €, p, K, and T.

Remark 3.2.2. Notice that the right-hand side contains the term [En]cg;[s/,t/] _, where 7 > 1/4.
This is the reason that we aim to buckle for £™ and not v — «" itself, as the latter has no more than
1/4 regularity in time, because of the term O — O™.

Proof. By linearity in f, we may and will assume || f|g®) = 1. We first assume that f is in
addition Lipschitz, derive the bound (3.9) that does not depend on its Lipschitz norm, and then
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conclude with a standard approximation argument. We fix x € T, and for (s,t) € [s,t']- we
define

t
Ausw)i= B [ (Pus(F(On 4 60,)) = Pu (O} +62,0) )@
where

Gur(y) = Prib(y) + E° / P o(b(ug))(y) d6,
0
sr(W) = Pl (y) + E° /0 Pi r—ay (0w 9))(y) do.

We aim to verify the conditions of Theorem 3.1.11 We start by (3.4), that is, by obtaining an
estimate for || A, +(2)|| (). First of all, notice that we can interchange the action of E* and Py,
and therefore by (2.30) and (2.32) one can write

t
Ay ) = / Pu_y Bo(w) dr.
with

By () == Poy_ o f (Pr_sOs ) + ¢s.+(1)) — Pisnip_y F(O2 () + 67, (1).

First consider the case ¢ > s + h. We then have

s+h t
At =@+ b= ([ + [P B@an
s s+

For I; we have the trivial estimate
@)@ Sh Sn Y2 — )P (3.10)
As for I, by applying 2.18) we get
Br®)| S (1Pr—s05) + b5, () = OL, () = 82, )] + |Q(r — ) = Q"(r — 5)['/?)
X (Qr — ) AQ"(r — 5)) /2 3.11)
Next, using (2.33) with 3 = 1 — 2¢ gives,
1Pr—sOs) — OF, |10 S n~ V2 |r — s|F/2 S mm 124, (3.12)
By using (2.47) with & = 1/2 — &, and the assumption of the theorem, we get

H¢s,r(y)_ ?,r(y)HLp(Q)
<[P ) = Prb@l Ly + €6 lwors i
<[P (W) = Pr" Wl L, + 1Pr"™ (W) = Prb@ ) + 1€6,. lzopsr 41
5”71/2%||7/)nHLp(Q;Cl/2ff(1r)) + (Prllv() — 9" Oll L)) + ||56L,-||<€Z9[s’,t’]

SnolEE 4 sup [(y) = V" Wllzy@ + €5, lhogrorn (3.13)
ye
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Moreover, by using (2.53) with 8 = 2 — 4¢ we get
Q(r —s) — Q" (r — s)\l/2 < n*1/2+€]r — 8\5/2 < n~ 12t (3.14)

We now combine (3.11) with (3.12)-(3.14), and by keeping in mind that Q(r — s) > |r — s|1/?
for all 7, s € [, '], and that by (2.37) we also have Q"(r — s) > |r — s|'/2 for > s + h, we
conclude that

sup 1B @)l S |r = 5|74 (n 7124 4 Sup [Y@) = "W Ly + 1€6 lxorsi)-
ye ye

This in turn implies that

2@y S It = s[4 (™27 + sup VW) = "Wl L@ + €6, lzors 7). (3.15)
=

Hence, in the regime t > s + h we have from (3.10) and (3.13) that

[As @)Ly S [E— s (012 4 sup [Y@) = "Wl + 166, lworsi)-
ye

(3.16)
Ift € [s, s+ h), we can simply use a trivial bound:
|As @)z, <2/t —s] S nV2|t — s34
We conclude that (3.4)) is satisfied with

Cr=N(n 7+ sup [0) = "Wy + 10 17015 41)
ye

ande; = 1/4.
Next, let us bound the term ||E*0 A ,, 1(x)||1,©). A simple calculation shows that

t

ES&As,u,t(x) =E°E" / <Pt’—r(f(0r + ¢s,r)) - Pt’—r(f(O;L + gb?,r))) (x) dr

u

t
BB [ (Puoy(FO + 6u0)) = Puy (O +60,0)) @)

Similarly to before, we write
t
B*5Asuite) = B [ PooDy(oydr (3.17)
u

with

Dr(y) = ’Pg(rfu)f(’])rquu(y) + ¢s,r(y)) - Pg"(rfu)f(ag,r(y) + gb?,r(y))
- lpg(r—u)f(lpr—uou(y) + ¢u,r(y)) + ,Pg"(r—u)f(ég,r(y) + (bz,r(y))

Let us start by a rough estimate when |r — u| < h. We pair up the first and third, and the second
and fourth terms in D,.(y) and apply 218) (with 3 = 1 and o = 0). This combined with 2.31))
and (2.36)) gives

1D:)| £ 1Q0 — |7 |¢s 2 (y) — Sur @] + Q" — w722 (y) — S (y)]
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S = ul e @) — bur @] + 02— ul 27 () — 6L, ).

Notice that for all X,Y € L, () with Y being F,-measurable, by the triangle inequality,
conditional Jensen’s inequality, and the monotonicity of the conditional expectation, we have
|E°X — X|| o <2||Y — X| L. By using this, we see that

160 = Gus @l = [EE® [ Pralbtun)) b — E* [Py ofotun)) ) do
0 0 Loo(2)

<2& [P d — B [ Prstbun)wds]
0 0

oo (§2)
<lr— . (3.18)
Similarly, we get
65+ @) = by WD Loci) S |7 — 5. (3.19)
Therefore
sup 1D )|y < ((r VA — s V2 — Y — s)>. (3.20)

Let us now first deal with the case ¢ € [u, u + h). Putting the above bound into (3.17) we get

t
E*S sy < | 50 |Dr 00

u ye
< <(t — A — sy + V2t — 3)3/2>
< V2 — 5)3/2, (3.21)
Moving on to the case t > u + h, we write
u+h t
IE*6As i@ ) < T1llzp@) + 1 2lln,@ = </ + / > sup || D ()| L, drr-
u u+h’ yeT
For I; we may use (3.20) again to get
171l Ly S 7320t — 5| S22t — 522,
As for Iy, we decompose the integrand as D, = D} + D?, where
D}y) : = P F(OL, ) + 82,)) = Py f (O, ) + 61,1)
= Porir—uf (Ol e @) + 02, )) + Pl (O () + 61, (1);
Dz(y) = ,Pg(rfu)f(’Prquu(y) + gbs,r(y)) - ’Pg(rfu)f(OerL,r(y) + QS?,r(y))
— Posir—wf (Pr—wOu®) + bur®)) + Po—uy f (Ot () + 6 )
For D} we use to obtain
DY) S Q0 —u) AQ™(r —w) "*2|1Q(r — u) — Q" — |2, W) — &L, W)
S fr = a2 2100, () — 0L,
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where for the second inequality we have used 2.51), (2.57)), and (2.33) (the latter with S = 1).
Consequently, by (3.19)), we get

sup IDEI Ly S r—u| 720 2t — 5. (3.22)
ye

For D? we use (2.19) with a = 0, to get

ID2(y)| S 1Q0 — w)|HPr—uOu®) + ¢s,0(1) — 0% (1) — ¢ (|5, (Y) — Pur(¥)]
+1Q0 — | 725 () — S 1Y) — bury) + S L)) (3.23)

From (3.12), (3.13) and (3.18) we get that
H ‘,Pr—uOu(y) + ¢s,r(y) - 6377«(3/) - ?,r(y)‘ ’(bs,r(y) - ¢u,r(y)" L)

< (02 sup @) — 0" @)y + I NgrranlDir =5l 324
A

Moreover, similarly to the argument for (3.18)), we get
H(bs,r(y) - ?,r(y) - (bu,r(y) + ¢Z7r(y)HLP(Q)
§2HE”/)PpﬂwwwxwdH—E“/‘P&w%ﬁmw;@»@yw‘

<2/ES, W L@

L)

Therefore, by the above estimates and (2.51]), we get that
sup || D7 )|z, (3.25)
yeT

g(n_1/2+5 —|— SuI’]? H’[/}(y) — wn(y)HLp(Q) —|— Hg&Hcng[s/,t/] + [Sn]cg;[s/7t/]<)‘7“ — S’_1/4+T7
ye

where we used that 7 < 3/4. Integrating the bounds (3.22) and (3.23) with respect to 7, we
conclude that

IE*0 As (@) L)
S(?’Fl/”e +sup [0 = "Wl L, + €6 Mlgors e + [5"]%;[5',t']<> (t— )P/ M.
ye

This shows that (3.3) is satisfied with

Cy = N(nilﬁﬁ + SU% V@) — V"W, + Hg(?,-H‘ﬁz?[s/,t’] + [gn]ﬁ[s',t’k)
ye

and g9 = 3/4 + 7 — 1 > 0, where we used that 7 > 1/4. Therefore Theorem 3.1.1l applies.
We claim that the map A : [s',t'] — L,(Q) constructed in Theorem [3.1.T] coincides with

t
Aari= [ (Poosfu) = Poy(Ga)) @, tels.rl

First of all, it is obvious that A4;(x) is F;-measurable for each ¢ € [s’,t'] and that A, = 0. Hence,
we only have to check that A.(x) satisfies (3.6)-(3.7) with some constants K and K5. Notice that
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(3.6) trivially holds with Ky = 2|| f||p. Concerning (3.7), we have by a simple application of the
conditional Jensen and triangle inequalities

|E¥(Ay(x) — As(x) — As (@) || )
t
< / H,Pt’fr(f(ur) - f(Or + (bs,r)(x)HLp(Q) dr

+ /St [Py - (f(w?) = F(OF + &5, )@ L) drr-
Since
= O+ 60 = [ Prafblu) ~ b)) o,
uy — (O + ¢,) = /ST Prantr—0) (bt 9)) = By, 9)) B,

it is then clear that (3.7) is satisfied with K> = 4| f||¢1g)l|b]|B®). Consequently, from (3.8), we
obtain for all (s,t) € [s', ']

[ A@) — As(@)| L) < Nt — s[4 (n~1/2F 4 sup [0@) = "W @ + €6 17015 417)
=
+ Nt = s TE Negrisr 1

This, combined with the fact that Ay (z) — Ay (x) = Ez’,i/ [f1(x) and that the constant N is
independent of x € T, leads to (3.9) with s = s’ and t = t/. Since, s’,t where arbitrary, the
general case of (s,t) € [s',t']< also follows from this, since the (semi)-norms on the right hand
side of (3.9) are non-decreasing functions of the time domain.

It only remains to remove the additional Lipschitz assumption on f. To this end take a
smooth approximation of f, for instance f,, := Pﬁm f. Then f,, — f almost everywhere and
|l fmllB®) < ||f|lB®)- From Girsanov’s theorem (see e.g. [DPZ92, Thm 10.14] for a sufficiently
general version) we have that for all x € T, the law of u,(x) and that of P.y(x) 4+ O,(x) are
mutually absolutely continuous, and therefore for » > 0, x € T, the law of u,(x) is absolutely
continuous with respect to the Lebesque measure. The same holds for u;'(x). Therefore, for
fixed s,t, x,n, 5;%1[ fl(x) — 5;%1[ f1(z) almost surely, and so an application of Fatou’s lemma
finishes the proof. U

3.3 Estimate for £™2

The purpose of this section is to provide the estimate for the term 52;2 in the decomposition (3.3)).
We set

vy (x) = Py (x) + OF ().

Lemma 3.3.1. Under the assumption of Theorem [[.3.2] for any p > 0 there exists a constant
N = N(p, e, c, K) such that for all g € B(R), and all 0 < s <t <1, n € N, one has the bound

t
sup | [ pier < (g0)@) — pror s (0%, o)) dr
TE s

Lp(€)

< Nlgllpwn
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Proof. It clearly suffices to prove the claim for p > 2 and ||g||gr) = 1. Let us fix € T and
(s',t) € [0,1]<. For (s,t) € [s',t']- we define

t
Ag(r) = E* / /T Py —r(@ — (9 ) — g (Pn(y))) dy dr.

We aim to verify the conditions of the stochastic sewing lemma. By the tower property of
conditional expectation, it is easy to see that

E*5 Ay (z) = 0.
This shows that (3.3)) is satisfied with Cy = 0.

Moving on to (3.4), we separate two cases. When ¢ > s + 2h, we write

s+2h t
Ay =1+ I := ( / + / ) / p—r(@ — PE (g @) — g, (n(Pn(y))) dy dr.
s s+2h T
For r € [s + 2h,t] we have k,,(r) > s. Therefore, we have by (2.52))

Jrs(y) = E* (g(uy @) — g(vgs, ) (Pn(¥)))
= Pg"(rfs)g(,]):%bn(y) + /O\?,r(y)) - Pg"(lin(r)fs)g(Pgn(r)¢n(pn(y)) + 6?,nn(r)(pn(y)))'

Applying 2.18) for the outer heat kernels with a = 0 and 3 = 1 we have
s @] S (PR ) = Pl 00" (o) + |02, ) = O (@)
Q" = 9) = Q") = ) [Q"rar) = VA (327)
For the first term we apply Lemma[2.2.6](with § = 1, a = 1/2 — ¢) to get that
PR () = Pr oyt (ou )| S = Hor A, (3.28)
For the second term on the right hand side of (3.27)we first write

O2(y) — OF .. (0n @) = (O,(1) = Pr—sOs (1)) + (Preniry—sOs (o)) — O oy (pn()))
+ (PT—SOS(?/) - Pnn(r)—sos(pn(y)))-

The L,(€2) norms of the first two terms are readily bounded by 2.33) (with 3 = 2). As for the
third, by (Z.I8) (with 8 = 1 and o« = 1/2 — ¢) and Proposition 2.3.] we obtain

Hpr—sOs(y) - Pﬁn(r)—sos(pn(y))HLp(Q)
SNOsl @z 1y = Pa@] + I = £ ()'/?) | (r) — s|7H/47/2
5 ’I’Lil|’l“ _ S|71/475/2’

where in the last line we used that |r — s| < |k, (1) — s| for r € [s + 2h, t]. Consequently, we have
102,@) = O (@l S 7t — 5|71, (3.29)
Next, by (2.58) (with 5 = 1) we have

|Qn(r — ) — Qn(kn(r) — s)|1/2 < n71|r - s|71/4. (3.30)
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Finally, by (2.37) we have
|Qu(tin(r) — )72 S | — |74, (3.31)
Substituting the bounds (3.28)-(3.29)-(3.30)-(3.31)) into (3.27)), we get

e e e P A

It remains to integrate with respect to y and r to get

2]z, S n e — 5|1/2+e/2‘

The term I is trivial: by using the boundedness of g we get

||IIHLP(Q) 5 h 5 n—1+35|t _ S|1/2+35/2 5 n—1+35|t _ S|1/2+8/2.

Consequently, for ¢ > s + 2h we have shown that

| As 1(@)|| 1,0 S n 3L — s|1/2HE/2, (3.32)
In addition, note that (3.32)) also holds in the ¢ € [s, s + 2h] case, since it follows from the trivial
bound || A, ¢(2)||z,@) S |t — s|. We can conclude that is satisfied with C; = Nn~1*3¢ and

g1 = £/2. Therefore, Theorem 311l applies.
Let us now define A(x) : [s',¢'] — L,(2) by

t
Ay(x) == / / /T pe—r(@ = (GOF W) — 9Oy (pn(y)) dydr, €[, 1].

It is obvious that A (x) = 0, and by the adaptedness of O™ it follows that A;(x) is F;-measurable
for all ¢ € [¢,t']. Moreover, since ||g|lpw) = 1, it is obvious that it satisfies (3.6) with K = 4.
In addition, by definition, it satisfies (3.7) with K5 = 0. By the conclusion of Theorem 3.1.1] it
follows that it is the unique process with these properties. Moreover, by (3.8)) we have that

tl
| / /Tpt/r(m — (gOFW)) — 9O (1 (pn®))) dy dr|| 1, )
s/
= ||.At/(£6) — Asl(ﬂj)H < Nn—1+36|tl _4 1/24¢/2
Notice that s’, ¢’ where arbitrary, as was x € T, hence, the claim follows. n

Corollary 3.3.2. Under the assumption of Theorem for any p > 0 there exists a constant
N = N(p,e,c, ||bllpw), K) such that for all 0 < s <t <1, n € N, one has the bound

714’38“_8‘1/24’8/2. (333)

sup [ €07 (@) | L) < Nn
zeT

Proof. Fixp € (0,00), 2z € T,0 < s <t < 1,n € N. For any random field (Y;(x))
denote the random variable

(t,x)€[0,1]1xT

t
hY) = / Drr DY) = Dpr o b(Yie, )@ dr

From Girsanov’s theorem, as in Lemma[2.3.6] we have
E[hu™)|P = E([h@™)|Pp~") < (E[h@™)|*)"/?(Ep=2)"?

= (E|h(™)[?)?(Ep~1)'/?
< (n—1+3e|t _ S|1/2+5/2)P,

~

where E denotes the expectation under the measure P defined in 2.62)) and p:=dP/ dP. To get
the last line we used Lemma[3.3. Tl with 2p in place of p and b in place of g. O
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3.4 Proof of Theorem [1.3.2]

Asindicated in Section[3.1] we first aim to derive a buckling inequality for £” . In the decomposition
(3.3) the only term not treated so far is £™3, for which however it is easy to see the almost sure
bound

sup £17 () S n~ 2t — s M2, (3.34)
zeT

Indeed, when |t — s| < h, then simply using the boundedness of b yields a bound of order |t — s|,
which even implies a bound of order n~!|t — s|'/2. In the regime |t — s| > h we split the integral
into two as usual, and the trivial estimates

t
‘ / (Pt—r *n b(u;‘n(m) - pﬁn@_r) *n b(uﬁm)) dr‘ S n_Za
t—h

t—h t—h
‘ / (pt—r *n b(uﬁn(m) - pZn(t_r) *n b(uﬁm)) dT‘ S / Hpt—r - pﬁn@_,»)Hle dr
S S

indeed imply (3.34)), using 2.36) (with 3 = 1) to bound the last integral.

Fix 7 = 3/8. Denote briefly by K the constant N obtained from Lemma 2.3.6. When
we apply below Lemma [3.2.1] and Corollary we do so with K in place of K. For a
parameter Ny € (0,1] to be specified later take S € A, N [Ny/2, Ny], which is certainly
possible for large enough n. Putting together (3.9), (3.33), (3.34), and the trivial inequality
15 llegio.s < [€"1,s5(y . We have for all (s, ) € [0, S1<

sup [[€5 |y < Ny(n~ 12 sup [[¢(@) = 4" @)l 2y + (€] g3/ 59 It s|'/?, (3.35)
z€ T€ ’

where the constant V7 does not depend on n or N (in our usual notation, N7 < 1). Dividing by
|t — s|3/% and taking supremum over (s, t) € [0, S]., we get

n —1/2+¢ o n 1/8
1€ 1380 g1 < Na(n +2161%T>H¢(56) V@) +E s 5 )

We now fix Ny = (2N1)~%. Since S < Ny, the inequality buckles and we get

€™ /50,5, < Ni(n /2 ¢ sup V@) =¥ @)l z,0): (3.36)
Returning to the main error, we have
uy(z) — ui(x) = (Pep(z) — P (@) + (P (@) — PPy (@) + Eg () + (On(@) — O (2)).
These terms are bounded by trivially, 2.47) (with « = 1/2 — ¢), (3.36), and (with
B =1 — 2¢), respectively. This gives the bound

—-1/2
sup [Jus(@) — uf @) £y) < Na(n™ 2 4 sup @) — ¢" @) £,@)

t,2€[0,58]xT z€T
with another constant No < 1. Repeating the same argument on [.S, 25], with viewing ug and ug
as initial conditions, we get

sup  |Jug(@) — u@)| 1,y < No(n~ V2

+ sup [lus(@) — w&(@)| L)
t,z€[S,25]xT zeT

< (N3 + No)(n~1/2te 4 sup (@) — " @) 1,@)-
S

By iterating the argument at most 2/Ny times and recalling that Ny does not depend on 7, the
proof is finished. U
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