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Central limit theorems for heat equation with
time-independent noise: the regular and rough cases
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Abstract

In this article, we investigate the asymptotic behaviour of the spatial integral of the
solution to the parabolic Anderson model with time independent noise in dimension
d > 1, as the domain of the integral becomes large. We consider 3 cases: (a)
the case when the noise has an integrable covariance function; (b) the case when
the covariance of the noise is given by the Riesz kernel; (c) the case of the rough
noise, i.e. fractional noise with index H € (4, 1) in dimension d = 1. In each
case, we identify the order of magnitude of the variance of the spatial integral, we
prove a quantitative central limit theorem for the normalized spatial integral by
estimating its total variation distance to a standard normal distribution, and we
give the corresponding functional limit result.
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1 Introduction

In the recent years, there has been a lot of interest in investigating the asymptotic prop-
erties of the spatial average of the solution to the stochastic heat and wave equations
driven by a Gaussian noise, which is white or colored in space and time. This line of in-
vestigation was initiated in the seminal article [16] which considered the case of the heat
equation driven by a space-time white noise in dimension d = 1, with initial condition 1
and non-linear factor o(u) multiplying the noise, for a Lipschitz function o. In [16], the
authors proved that for any fixed time ¢ > 0, the spatial average of the solution wu:

Fr(t) = /_R u(t, x)dx

R

has approximately a normal distribution, as R — oo. More precisely, these authors
showed that the variance o%(t) := E[FA(t)] ~ CR as R — oo, and estimated that the
total variation distance (dpy ) between Fg(t)/or(t) and Z ~ N(0,1) is of the order R™1/2
a result which is known in the literature as the quantitative central limit theorem (QCLT).
This was achieved by using the powerful methods of Malliavin calculus, combined with
Stein’s method for normal approximations, an area which is explored in depth in the
monograph [20]. Since then, there has been a steady flow of new contributions to this
area, which includes the present article. We review below some of the most important
contributions in this area.

The case of the heat equation with white noise in time, Lipschitz function o, and
spatial covariance given by the Riesz kernel v(x) = |z|=" for 8 € (0,d A 2) was studied
in [I7], where it was proved that o%(t) ~ CR*? and dry < CR™P/2. When the noise is
colored in time, the situation is more complex, and even the basic question of existence
of solution remains an open problem for general functions o, except in the linear case
o(u) = u (known as the parabolic Anderson model). The problem of QCLT for this model
with fractional noise in time with index H, > 1/2 was considered in [26] in two cases: (a)
v € LY(R?) and (b) y(z) = 7 for B € (0,dA2). It was shown there that 0% () ~ CR? in
case (a), and 0%(t) ~ CR*~F in case (b). The method of [26] uses the multivariate chaotic
central limit theorem, which yields the normal approximation, but does not give the rate
of the convergence. This rate was obtained in the recent preprint [24], where it was shown
that dry < CR™%? in case (a) and dry < CR™P/? in case (b), using a different method
based on an improved version of the second-order Gaussian Poincaré inequality due to
[28], which was used for the first time in this context in [5]. In addition, [24] considers the



more difficult case (c¢) of the fractional noise in space with index H < 1/2 (in dimension
d = 1), which is also fractional in time with index Hy > 1/2 satisfying Hy + H > 3/4.
In this case, the authors discovered the surprising rates 0%(t) ~ CR and dpy < CR™Y/2,
which show that once we descend below the value 1/2, the spatial index H does not have
any impact on the rates in the QCLT. In the present article, using similar methods to [24],
we consider the QCLT problem for the parabolic Anderson model with time-independent
noise (which corresponds formally to the case Hy = 1), and spatial covariance given by
cases (a),(b),(c) above. In addition, we prove the corresponding functional limit result.
The case of the wave equation in dimension d = 1 with white noise in time and non-
linear factor o(u) multiplying the noise (for a Lipschitz function o) was studied in [13]
in the case of fractional noise in space with index H > 1/2, where it was shown that
0% (t) ~ CR* and dry < CRH~!'. The extension to the case d = 2 was done in [26] and
[8] in cases (a), respectively (b) mentioned above, assuming in addition that v € Lf(R?)
for some ¢ > 1 in case (a). More precisely, it was shown in [§] that o%(t) ~ CR? and
dry < CR™! in case (a), and o%(t) ~ CR* " and dpy < CR™P/? in case (b). Similarly
to the heat equation, for the wave equation with colored noise in time, the existence
of solution is an open problem, except in the case o(u) = u (known as the hyperbolic
Anderson model). The QCLT problem for this model with colored noise in time was
considered in [5] in dimension d < 2, in cases (a) and (b) above: in case (a), 04(t) ~ CR?
and dry < CR™%2, while in case (b), o4(t) ~ CR*~F and dry < CR™P/2. The same
problem for the time-independent noise has been considered in the recent preprint [6].

After this brief literature review, we explain now the problem considered in the present
article. We are interested in the parabolic Anderson model with time-independent noise:

21: (t,x) = —Au(t,x) +u(t,z)W(z), t >0, z € RY (d > 1)

u(0,z) = 1.

(1)

The noise is given by a zero-mean Gaussian process {W (p); ¢ € D(RY)}, defined on a
complete probability space (2, F,P), with covariance

EW (W ()] = | Fe(§)F(u(dE) = (@, ¥)m,

Rd

where p is a tempered measure on R?, called the spectral measure of the noise. Here
D(Rd) is the space of infinitely differentiable functions on R? with compact support, and
= Jpa€ T p(x)dx is the Fourier transform of .

We let Py be the Hllbert space defined as completion of D(R?) with respect to the
inner product (-, -)p,. By the isometry property, the noise can be extended to an isonormal
Gaussian process {W (¢); ¢ € Po}, as defined in Malliavin calculus.

We say that the noise is white if p(d€) = (2r)~9d¢. In this case, Py = L*(R?) and
(@, ¥)py = (0, V) L2(r3)-

We are interested in two cases:

(I) (the regular case) v = Fu is a non-negative locally-integrable function and p satisfies
Dalang’s condition:

| e < . (D)
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or the noise is white and d = 1;
(IT) (the rough case) d =1 and p(d€) = cy|¢]*~27d¢ for some H € (4, 5), where

~ I'(2H + 1) sin(7H)
CHg = o . (2>

Alternatively, the inner product in Py can be represented as follows: in Case (I),

oin = [ [ 2ta = wetayitdady,

with the convention v = ¢ if the noise is white; in Case (II),

(0, 6 = Cir / / (0(2) — o) (¥(x) — v()) |z — yI2H-2dudy, (3)

where Cy = M We say that ([B)) is the Gagliardo representation.

A typical example of a function 7 as in Case (I) is the Riesz kernel:
v(z) = |z|™? for some S € (0,d).

In this case, u(d€) = Cyzlé|~4=Ad¢, and (D) holds if and only if 8 < 2.

For # € R% and t > 0, let p;(x) = (27t)~%2 exp(—|x|?/(2t)) be the heat kernel, where
| - | is the Euclidean norm. Note that the Fourier transform of p; is

ey (1) d
pe(§) = exp 5 ) for all ¢ € R%

A process u = u(t,z);t > 0,2 € R?} is called a (Skorohod) solution of () if it
satisfies the following integral equation:

t
u(t,z) =1 +/ /dpt_s(:c —y)u(s,y)W(oy)ds, (4)
o Jr
where W (dy) denotes the Skorokod integral with respect to W. The definition of this

integral is given in Section [2] below.
We are interested in the asymptotic behavior as R — oo of the spatial integral:

Falt) = / (u(t,2) — 1)dz,
Br
where Br = {z € R% |z| < R}. We let wy be the Lebesque measure of B;. We denote

o3(t) = Var(Fa(t) and poa(z —y) = El(u(t,2) — 1)(u(s,y) — 1)].

We consider the following assumptions:



Assumption A. (integrable kernel) v = Fu is a non-negative function, v € L'(R%) and
u satisfies condition (D), or d = 1 and the noise is white.

Assumption B. (Riesz kernel) v(z) = |z|~# for some 8 € (0,d A 2).

Assumption C. (rough noise) d = 1 and u(d€) = cyl|é|'~2Hd¢ for some H € (
where the constant cy is given by (2).

We write f(R) ~ g(R) if f(R)/g(R) — 1 as R — oo.

The main results of this article are summarized in the following theorem.

,3);

=

Theorem 1.1. (i) (Limiting Covariance) For any t > 0 and s > 0,

RIK(t,s) under Assumptions A or C
RY*-PK(t,s) wunder Assumption B

E[Fr(t)Fr(s)] ~ {

where
Wy fRd prs(2)dz under Assumption A
K(t,s) = ts [ |z — /| Pdada’ under Assumption B
1
2 fRE[eZtl»f(z) —T,72(2) — 1]dz  under Assumption C

where Itl,f(z) is defined by @) below; in particular, o%(t) ~ RYK (t,t) under Assumptions
A or C, and o%(t) ~ R?*PK(t,t) under Assumption B.
(7i) (Quantitative Central Limit Theorem) For any t > 0,

p (FR(t) ) - CyR=Y?  under Assumptions A or C,
WA\ or(t) ") T Y CO.R 2 under Assumption B

where Z ~ N(0,1) and Cy > 0 is a constant depending on t.
(i11) (Functional Central Limit Theorem) The process {Qr(t)}i>0 given by:

R™2Fp(t) under Assumptions A or C,
R™P2ER(t)  under Assumption B

Qr(t) = {
has a continuous modification which converges in distribution in C[0,00) as R — oo, to
a zero-mean Gaussian process {G(t)}i>o with covariance E[G(t)G(s)] = K(t,s).

This article is organized as follows. In Section 2, we give some preliminaries about
Malliavin calculus. The proof of Theorem [[.T]is given Section 3 in the regular case (under
Assumptions A or B), respectively Section 4 in the rough case (under Assumption C). In
each case, we prove the existence of (Skorohod) solution, and we give some estimates on its
Malliavin derivatives of first and second order, which play a key role in our developments.
The appendices contain some auxiliary results needed in the sequel.



2 Malliavin Calculus Preliminaries

In this section, we include some preliminaries on Malliavin calculus and we establish the
existence and uniqueness of the solution to ().

Since W = {W(p); ¢ € Py} is an isonormal Gaussian process, every square-integrable
random variable F' which is measurable with respect to W has the Wiener chaos expansion:

F=FEF)+ Z L.(f.) forsome f, € PS", (5)

n>1

where P§" is the n-th tensor product of Py and I, is the multiple Wiener integral with
respect to W. By the orthogonality of the Wiener chaos spaces,

D! (f,G)pen ifn=m

where fis the symmetrization of f in all n variables:

~ 1
f(:L’l, . ..,xn) = ﬁ Z f(zp(l)a . ..,{Ep(n)),

' Pesn

and S, is the set of all permutations of {1,...,n}. It can be proved that:

1 Fllgen < 117 llpen. (6)

If F' has the chaos expansion (), then

E|FP =Y ElL(f)F =Y nlllfal3en

n>0 n>0

Let S be the class of “smooth” random variables, i.e variables of the form

F=fW(e1),... Wign)), (7)

where f € Cp°(R"), ¢; € Py, n > 1, and Cy°(R™) is the class of bounded C'*-functions
on R", whose partial derivatives of all orders are bounded. The Malliavin derivative of F'
of the form (7)) is the Py-valued random variable given by:

pF =Y gj (W (o). .. Wi

We endow S with the norm ||F||pr2 == (E|F|*)Y? + (E||DF||%,)"/?. The operator D can
be extended to the space D2 the completion of S with respect to || - ||p1.2.

The divergence operator ¢ is the adjoint of the operator D. The domain of 9, denoted
by Dom 4, is the set of u € L*(2; Py) such that

|E(DF,u)y| < ¢(E|F]*)'/?, VF eD"?,
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where ¢ is a constant depending on u. If u € Dom 4, then §(u) is the element of L*(Q)
characterized by the following duality relation:

E(Fé(u)) = E(DF,u)p,, YF €D“. (8)

In particular, E(5(u)) = 0. If u € Dom d, we use the notation

o(u) = /Rd u(x)W(ox),

and we say that d(u) is the Skorohod integral of u with respect to W.
If F has the chaos expansion (fl), we define the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck generator

LF = nI(f.)

n>1

provided that the series converges in L?*(2). It can be proved that F € Dom L if and
only if F € DY? and DF € Dom d; in this case, LF' = —§(DF). The pseudo-inverse L~*
of L is defined by

LV'F=Y" %In(fn).

n>1

For any F € DY? with E(F) = 0, the process u = —DL™'F belongs to Dom § and
F=06(-DL7'F). (9)

(see e.g. Proposition 6.5.1 of [22]).

We return now to our problem.
If the solution exists, it should be given by the series

u(t,x) =1+ Y L(fal( 2:1)), (10)

n>1

where the kernel f,(-,z;t) is given by
o1, oz, xit) = / Pt (T — ) oo Py, (T2 — z1)dty ... dty,
To(t)

and T,,(t) = {(t1,...,t,) : 0 <ty <...<t, <t}. The necessary and sufficient condition
for the existence of the solution is that this series converges in L?(2), i.e.

Sl ) < . 1)

n>1

Under this condition, the solution is unique, and

Elu(t,2)* = 1+ 3 all[Ful:0) 2.

n>1

7



3 The Regular Case

In this section we consider Case (I) (the regular case). One of the most important prop-
erties which is specific to this is case is a maximal principle: if v = Fp is a non-negative
and non-negative-definite function on R, and yu satisfies Dalang’s condition (D), then

sup, [ 1FhE + () = [ IFREPulde). (12)

neRd JRE

for any non-negative function h such that h € Py N L*(R?) or Fh > 0 (see Lemma 2.6 of
[5] and Lemma 3.6 of [I1]). In particular, this holds for h(t) = e~™¢I” for any ¢ > 0.

3.1 Existence of Solution

In this section, we examine the question of existence of solution.
For any t > 0, we denote hy(t) = 1 and

ha(t) = / / He_(tﬂ'+1_ti)‘5ﬂ'|2u(d§1) cop(dEy)dt for all n> 1, (13)
n(t) SR 52

where t = (ty,...,t,) and we let t,,,1 = t. We recall the following result.

Lemma 3.1 (Lemma 3.8 of [2]). Under condition (D), for anyt >0 and vy > 0,

:ny"hn(t)<oo and H(t;7) : Z\/ "h(

n>0 n>0
By Lemma 2.6 of [10], h,, is non-decreasing for any n > 1.

Theorem 3.2. Assume that v is non-negative and non-negative definite and the spectral
measure p satisfies (D), or the noise is white. Then for any t > 0 and v € R,

a5 < iha(t) (14)

Consequently, equation () has a unique solution w, and for any p > 2 and T > 0,

sup  Jlu(t, @), < . (15)
(t,z)€[0,T]xRd

Proof. The Fourier transform of f, (-, z;t) is given by:

Fhalmt) (&, ... &) = e i@ttt / He 2ttt 46 g,
n(t)

7j=1

where t = (t,...,t,) and t,,; = t. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

il = [ VPR 0 SIFS) . uld) < A0, ()



where
— —(tjr1—tj) 61+ 4 ?
Jn(t) /n /(Rd | | w(d&y) ... pu(dEy,)dt. (17)

By the maximal principle (12))

Jn(t) < hy(t). (18)
Relation (I4)) follows. By the rough bound (@) and Lemma B.I] we have:
ST AFa o e < Sl Sl ) g < ST < 308 ha(t) = H(1,1) < oo,
n>1 n>1 n>0 n>0
This proves the existence and uniqueness of the solution. By Minkowski’s inequality and
hypercontractivity,

lu(t, @)l < (=12 ()2 fuls s t)llpen < D (0—1)"24"2/ha(t) = H(t; (p=1)1).

n>0 n>0

The last term is bounded by H(T; (p — 1)T), for any ¢t € [0,7] and 2 € R, O

Remark 3.3 (Comparison with the white noise in time). Consider the parabolic Anderson
model with Gaussian noise X which is white noise in time and has the same spatial
covariance structure as W:

%(t,x) = Av(t,z) +o(t,x)X(t,z), t >0, x € R?

v(0,2) =1,

(19)

More precisely, X = {X(¢);p € D(R, x RY)} is a zero-mean Gaussian process with
covariance

BRRW] = [ [ o vttt vy = (o, ¥),

We let Hg be the completion of D(R, x RY) with respect to the inner product (y,),.
Then H, is isomorphic to L*(R,;Pp). If (D) holds, equation (I9) has a unique solution
which has the chaos expansion:

v(t,x) =1+ Y IX(fal-st,2)

n>1
where I* is the multiple integral with respect to X and the kernel f,(-,¢, ) is given by
fn(tlu iy ln, Ty, t, SL’) = Pt—t, (SL’ - In) .- -ptz—t1($2 - $1)1{0<t1<...<tn<t}-

It can be proved that || f,.(-, ZL’)H?_l@m = Jn(t). Using ([I8]), followed by Lemma 3.3 of [I5],
0

we obtain the following inequality:

st < Bt Z()Cn (tDy )" (20)

for any N > 0, where

Cy = / u(d€) and Dy = / 1(de).
€|>N |€| {le|<NY
Note that Elv(t, z)[> = 37 5o Jn(t), whereas Elu(t, z)[* < 37 5o t"Jn(t).

9



3.2 Estimates on the Malliavin derivatives

In this subsection, we give the chaos expansions for the first and second Malliavin deriva-
tives of the solution to ([Il). For each of these derivatives, we establish a moment estimate
which shows that the first term in the chaos expansion dominates the rest.

We begin with the first Malliavin derivative. We fix t > 0 and € R?. We will prove
that for any z € R?, we have the following chaos expansion:

Dou(t,x) =Y nlyi(ful 2z, 2t) = Y Au(z,2:t) in L2(Q). (21)

n>1 n>1

In order to do this, we first note that, as in the case of the wave equation (studied in
[6]), we have the decomposition:

Fol, 2, 23t) Zh(" L2, 15 t), (22)

where hg»")(~, z,x;t) is the symmetrization of the function f;n)(-, z,x;t) given by:

fj(n)(xlv s 7xn—luzvx;t) = fn(xlv L B P2 PR 7xn—17x;t>

/ Pt—t, 4 ('I - xn—l) s 'ptj—T’(xj - Z)pr—tjfl(z - Ij—l) s
{0<t1 <. <tj 1 <r<tj <. <t 1<t}
Pta—t1 (LUQ — l’l)dtl e dtn_ldT
We will use the following functions:
fn(tlv Ty, 7tn7 T, tv ,’L’) = Pt—t, (LU - xn) <o Pto—ty (x2 - xl) (23)
gn(tlu L1y e 7tn7 Tn, T, 2, tv ,’L’) = Pt—t, (LU - xn) s Pto—ty (x2 - xl)ptl—r(xl - Z)v (24)

We use the following notational convention: for any function f : (R, x RY)" — R, we
denote

f(tn,l'n) = f(tl, T1y.w- ,tn, In)

where t, = (t1,...,t,) and 2, = (z1,...,x,). We denote t;, = (¢;,...,t,) for any j <n.
We let go(r, 2,t, ) = pi—(x — 2). The following decomposition holds:

t
£ (@noy, 2, w5t) = / (/ fi-1(tj-1, %, 7, ZWJ‘-I) (25)
0 Tj—1(r)

</ Gn—j(tjin—1,Tjin—1,7, 2, T, if)dtj:n—1> dr.
{r<t;<..<tn_ 1<t}

Recall that Hy = L*(R,;Pp) is the Hilbert space associated with the white noise in
time. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (20),

2 n—~_
t" Cy
</ ® ||fn(tna.ataz)||P(?"dtn) S m”.fn( t x ||fH®7l = ' § ( ) tDN)

10



PRCOR e

n! ¢!
=0

(tDy)". (26)

A similar inequality holds for g,. To see this, we recall the following estimate which was
proved in [24]:

oot <l - 0 S () S e -nat e
(=0 ’

(see the proof of relation (3.17) of [24]). By convention, the sum is equal to 1 if n = 0.
Applying Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain:

2
(t—mr)"
(/{r<t1<..,<t <1 ||gn(tn,O,T,Z,t,l')Hp(()detn) S n' ||gn("r7z’t7z)||§-t(()®7l

<k =03 () S e - noa

n:
£=0

n n n—~{
<O -3 B,y (28)

Here is the first result of this section.

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that v = Fu is a non-negative locally-integrable function and p
satisfies (D), or d = 1 and the noise is white. Then the series in [21)) converges in L*(S),
and for anyp > 2, T >0,t€[0,T] and z,z € R,

t
Dot o)l < Cr [ prosla = 2)ar 29
0

where the constant Cr depends on (T, p,).

Proof. We first prove the convergence of series (2I) in L?(f2). By relation (26) of [6]
(which obviously continues to hold for the heat equation), we have:

E|An(z, 2 )" <0t 17 (22 [Bocs- (30)

j=1

We estimate separately the terms of this sum. By (28) and Minkowski’s inequality,

t
||fj(n)('7zax;t)||p(‘)®(”*1) S/ (/ ||fj—1(tj—17.7rv Z)Hp(‘)g’(jl)dtj—l>
o \J1ou()

—j\bjn—=1,9, 7, <, by n—J n— :
/ ||gn (tjn 1,90,7, 2 t ZL’)HP@)( J)dtjn 1 dr
{r<t;<..<tn_1<t} 0

(31)

11



For each r € (0,t) fixed, we estimate separately each of the inner integrals above. (By
convention, the first integral is equal 1 if 7 = 1, and the second one is equal to p;_,.(z — 2)
if j =mn.) We use (20) for the first integral and (28]) for the second integral. We obtain:

||f](n)(-,z,x;t)H;gg(n,l) < (/0 Pr—r(T — z)dr)
(j —(125)(% ) (Z C]@ (tDy) ) (Z 4CN)_n ]_(tDN> ) (32)

£=0 (=0

2

We consider two cases.

Case 1. Suppose that there exists Ny > 1 such that Cx, = 0. Then Cy = 0 for
all N > Ny. Let N > Ny be arbitrary. Then the only non-zero terms in the two sums
on the right-hand side of (B2]) are those corresponding to ¢ = j — 1 (for the first sum),
respectively ¢ = n — j (for the second sum). Therefore, relation (B32) becomes:

t 2 2 n—1
(n) 2 (2t"Dn)
1 : t n— S -7 - d . B
1m0l < ( f it =) et
Taking the sum for all j =1,...,n we obtain:
t 2 n—1 n-l
(t l)N n—1
an g < ([ pote ) T2 (s

< ([[reremm) o2

2
using the fact that Y7, (/- 1)2 < (Z” (@_1)) = 4""1. Coming back to ([B0), we get:

=1 \j—-1

Emgaawﬁ§n<AzmAx—@W)%%;¥§;

This proves that ) -, A, (2, 2;t) converges in L*(Q2), and

2

t
E|D,u(t, x) ZE|A (z,2;)]* < (/ Per(T — z)dr) exp(16t2Dy).

n>1
Relation (29) follows by hypercontractivity:
t
Dt )l < X (o= 020l < oy [ st = 1ar).
n>1 0
where C, = exp(c(p — 1)t?Dy) for some constant ¢ > 0.

Case 2. Suppose thalt Cy > 0 for all N > 0. Bounding the two sums on the right-hand
side of [B2) by C% '~ 1PN respectively (4Cy)"7e@ON) DN we obtain:

2
(n) A2 ! (2t)"! n—1 2t N
15 naslnn < ([ st ar) B0 o

12



Taking the sum over 7 = 1,...,n and using the fact that Z ( ) = 2" we get:

t n—1
(16¢tCy) 2tCy' D
y < (T — — V.
§jr|f et < ([t o) LT

Coming back to (30) and using the fact that n < 2"7! we get:

2

t
E|A,(z, 2;t)]* < (/ pe_r(z — z)dr) (32tC’N)"_162tC§1DN.
0

Due to condition (D), limy_,., Cy = 0. Hence, we can choose N = Np such that
32TCN < 1.

Then for any ¢ € [0, 7], the series Y, -, An(2, x;t) converges in L*(Q2), and

2

t
1 -1
E|D,u(t, x) ZE|A (z,z; ) < (/ Pz — z)dr) — 32TCN62TCN Dy

n>1

Relation (29)) follows by hypercontractivity, as in Case 1 above.
U

We now examine the second Malliavin derivative. We fix ¢ > 0 and z € R%. We will
show below that for any w, z € R?, we have the following chaos expansion:

D2 u(t.z) =Y n(n— Dl o(fulw,z,2:8) = Y Bu(w,z,z;t) in LXQ). (33)

n>2 n>2
As in the case of the wave equation (see [6]), we note that:

~ 1 n "
fn('awazal’;t)zi Z hgj)(aw>zaxat)a

n(n —1) Wy ¥

where hgl)(-,w,z,x;t) is the symmetrization of the function fi(;)(-,w,z,x;t) defined as
follows. If i < 7,

fZ(Jn)(xlv s 7xn—27w727x;t) - fn(xlu ey L1, Wy Ty v 7xj—2vz7xj—17 s 7xn—27x;t>

/ Dty (T —Tp_2).. -Ptjfl—r(l"j—l —2)
{t1<...<t7;71<9<ti<...<tj72<7‘<tj71<...<tn72<t}
Prt;_o (2 = Tj_2) ... Dy—o(xi — W)Po—y,_ (W — i_1) . .. Pry—yy (B2 — 21)dly . .. dby,_odrdD),

and we have the decomposition:

Fi (@nea,w, 2, 25) = / (/ fz’—l(ti—lawi—laHaw)dti—l) (34)
{0<O<r<t} Ti—1(0)

13



(/ Gj—i—1(tij—2, Tizj—2, 0,0, 7, Z)dtz‘:j—2>
{6<t;<..<tj_o<r}

(/ Gn—j(tj—1:n—2, Tj—1m—2,7, 2, t, I)tj—i:n—2> dodr.
{7‘<t]‘71<...<tn72<t}

If j <,
fzgn)(xh ceey T2, W, 2, T, t) - fn(xlu s 7xj—17 Z, xj7 ey Li—2, Wy L1y - ooy Tp—2, T t)
In both cases, w is on position ¢ and z is on position j.

After introducing these notations, we are now ready to prove the following result.

Theorem 3.5. Under the hypotheses of Theorem the series in ([B3]) converges in
L*(Q), and for anyp>2, T >0, t € [0,T] and v, w,z € R?,

1D u(t, 2)|l, < Crfolw, 2, 2;1), (35)
where Cr > 0 is a constant that depends on (T, p,).

Proof. As in the case of Theorem B.4] the main effort will be dedicated to proving that
the series ([B3) converges in L?(Q2). To this end, we will use the following estimate, which
is proved exactly as in the case of the wave equation (see [6]):

" 2
E|B,(w, z, 7;t)|* < n! Z ‘ (36)

i,j=1,i#]

(n) .
fij (',U),Z,.Z’,t))‘

7)6@(’”72) ’

We proceed with the estimation of ||fi(f)(-,w, z,:v;t))||3)®(n,2). Let 1 <i<j<nbe
0
arbitrary. By Minkowski’s inequality and (B4]),

Hfi(]n)(',%Z,ﬂf;t)Hp?(nfz) S/ </ Hfi—l(ti—la.aeaw)HP@)(i1)dtz'—1)
0<f<r<t \JT;_1(0) 0

(/ |gj—i-1(tij—a, ®,0,w,7,2) Hp®(ji1)dti:j—2>

{O<t;<...<tj_a<r} 0

(/ |9 (tj-1:n=2, 0,7, 2, 1, 'T)HP®(nj)dtj—l:n—2> dodr.  (37)
{r<tj_1<.<tp_2<t} 0

We estimate each of the 3 inner integrals above using (26]) and (28]). We have

1457w, 225 e <

? (2t)2
(L perte = ot wrirad) e 2y

=L g1t il joi—1—t n—j et
( CNE! (tDNV) (Z %(tm)@) <Z %(wmf). (38)

=0 (=0 /=0
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The same argument shows that for all 1 < j <1 <n,

1750w, 2, 58) s <

(2t)"*

</o<r<e<tp -o(@ = w)po—rw = Z>drd9> G-DG—j—Dln—1)
(Z C@ . (tDN)Z> (Z —(4CN)£!_ ]_1_ (tDNV) (Z 7(4CNI—Z_ (tDN)f> . (39)

£=0 (=0 £=0

We now consider two cases.

Case 1. Suppose that there exists Ny > 0 such that Cy, = 0. Then Cy = 0 for all
N > Ny. Let N > Ny be arbitrary. Then the only non-zero terms in the 3 sums appearing
on the right-hand-side of (38)) are those corresponding to ¢ = i — 1 (for the first sum),
¢ =35 —1i—1 (for the second sum), respectively ¢ = n — j (for the third sum). Therefore,
([B]) becomes:

(2t2DN)n_2
[0 = DG =i = Dn =)

_ 2
L )<
i—1,j—i—1n—j —

Hfff)(~,w,z,x;t)}}iémm) < f3(w, z,2;1)

Taking the sum for all 1 < i < j < n, and using the fact that Zl§i<j§n (

2
n—2 — on—2 s
<Z1gi<jgn (i—17j—i—17n_j)> = 9", we obtain:

n 9 9 (182D )" 2
E fi(. )(-,w,z,x;t) o2 < fy(w,z, T3 t) ————.
1<i<j<n I HPO ’ [(n —2)1?

For the sum for j < i, we use ([B9) and obtain that:

(182D )2

X A w il < w0

1<j<i<n
Coming back to (36) and using the fact that n(n — 1) < 472 we get:

(72t2DN)n_2

E|By(w. 7o) < (f30,2,m8) + F(ew i) 20

This proves that Y -, B(w, 2, x;t) converges in L*(€2). Moreover,
1D2 u(t, )lla <D | Balw, 2, 2:t)||l2 < Cfa(w, 2, 7;t) exp(Ct? Dy).
n>2

For higher moments (of order p > 2), we use hypercontractivity to obtain (35]).

Case 2. Suppose that Cy > 0 for all N > 0. In this case, blounding the three sums ap-
pearing on the right-hand-side of (B8], respectively by CileCn PN (40 )i~ 1UON) DN
and (4Cy)"~7e(CN) DN we obtain that for all i < 7,

(2t)n—2
(=D —i=Dln—j)!

15
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Taking the sum over all 1 <7 < 7 <n and using the fact that Zl§i<j§n (i_l jfi_—21 n_j) =
372, we get:

(24tCy )" 2 20y Dy

2 G zatpee-n < filw sz =0

1<i<j<n
Similarly,

(24tCy)" 2 20 Dy

> 55wt fpgos < S w w2 T =0

1<j<i<n

Coming back to (38) and using again the fact that n(n — 1) < 4”72, we see that
E|B,(w, z,x;t)]* < (f;(w, z,x,t) + fi(z,w, 2; t)) (96tC’N)"_262tC§1DN.
Since limy_,o, Cy = 0 (by (D)), we can choose N = Nr large enough such that

96TCN < 1.

Then, for any ¢ € [0,T], 3,55 Bn(w, 2, ;1) converges in L*(Q), and

~ 1 B

For moments of order p > 2, we obtain relation (33]) by hypercontractivity, as usually. [

Remark 3.6 (Higher order Malliavin derivatives). Under the hypotheses of Theorem [3.4]
using the same argument as above, it can be proved that for any m € N, and for any
Yi,- .-, Ym € R? we have the following chaos expansion:

Dy ulte)=> nn—1) .. (n—m+ Dl fal Y- Y 751)).

n>m

This series converges in L?(£2). Moreover, for any p > 2, T > 0, t € [0,T] and = € R,

HD;?,...,ymu(t? x)HP < CTfm(yh <o Ymy TS t)u

where C > 0 is a constant that depends on (T, p,~y, m).

3.3 Proof of Theorem [I.1] under Assumption A

Since 7 is integrable, ; has a continuous density g, which is bounded by ||v|| 11 (ga).

(i) (Limiting covariance) We use the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.3.(i)
of [6] (for the wave equation), with some minor differences which we include below. It is
enough to prove that

/ prs(z)dz < oo.
R4
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Let o (z:t,s) = (n)2(ful-, 2:t), ful-, 0; s))pen. Using the fact that [, pi(z)dz = 1 and
| Fpe(§)I? = e~é" < 1, we obtain that for any € > 0,

elz|?
/ an(z;t,s)e” 2 dz
Rd

< nlt? 171 21 ey / /(Rd H [ FDtyn—t, (& 4+ ENPu(dr) - p(dEy)dt

=l s / Tuoa(t)dtn < 1l 1oy o (8),
0

where for the last inequality we used (I8) and the fact that h,_; is non-decreasing. There-
fore, by Lemma [3.1]

/pts dz-Zn‘/ an(z;t, 8)dz < ||| 11 ray Zhnl

n>1

(ii) (QCLT) We apply a version of Proposition 1.8 of [5] for the time-independent
noise, and we use the key estimates for Du and D?u given by (29) and (35). We omit

the details, as they are very similar to the case of the wave equation (see the proof of
Theorem 1.3.(ii) of [6]).

(iii) (FCLT) Step 1. (tightness) We prove that for any R > 0,p>2,0<s <t <T
and a € (0,1/2),

1 Fr(t) = Fr(s)ll, < CRY2 ((t = 5)* + (t = 5)"?), (40)

where C' > 0 is a constant that depends on T, v,p,a,d. From this, it will follow that
Fr = {Fr(t)}+>0 has a continuous modification (denoted also by Fg), by Kolmogorov’s
continuity theorem, and {Fgr}pr~o is tight in C[0, 7], by Theorem 12.3 of [7].

Using the chaos expansion, we can write Fr(t) — Fr(s) = >, <1 In(gnr(+;t,s)), where

Gn.r(T1, ... x5t S) :/ (fn(:)sl,...,xn,x;t) — falz, .y, s))dx
Bpr

-/ / ) pr (@511 = 25) (Pret, (8 = @) = Pact, (& — 3,)) dtde
Br n(s

/ / Hpt3+1 tg (x]‘i‘l - x])pt tn( n)l[s,t](tn)dtdI
Br n( _

::gfl’}z(xl, ce Tyt s) + g,(f}z(:cl, cey Tty S). (41)

We first estimate

g (st S)H oo By Lemma 3.1 of [9], for any a € (0,1/2),
’ Pon

Pt—t, (T = ) — Ps—t,, (T — 1) | < Co(t — 5)*(5 — tn)_ap4(t—tn)(x — Zn),
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(1)

where C, > 0 depends on a. Then |g, x(21,..., %5t 8)| < (t = 8)%, g(T1, ... 203 L, 8),

where
~1
g,'%R(xl, ce Tt S) / / Hptj+1_tj (i1 — 25)(5 — tn) " Pa_sy(x — x,)dtda.
BR n =1

The spatial Fourier transform of g, 5 is:
Fnr(it:s) (& n)

n—1
—C,, e—i(§1+...+5n)-m/ 8 B t —a H fptjﬂ 4 51 .+ §j)fp4(t_tn)(£1 + ...+ £n)dtdx
n(s) 7=1

Br

n—1
=CoF1p, (&1 + ...+ &) / (s —tn) H Ptypr—t;(E1 4+ oo+ §) FPa—t) (&1 + -+ En)dt
Tn(s) j=1

By the definition of the norm || - Hpggm and the non-negativity of v, we have

2
— ) (. ~(1)
P@m n!<gn7R('7 i, 5)7 ng( t s)>73(‘)8’"

1
98'%( t, 8)‘

~(1
_nl/d /(d 961,...,xn;t,s)g;%(yl,...,yn;t,s)ny(xi—yi)dxdy
R R

i=1

S?’L'(t - $)2a / g;hR(xb e Tt s).;,n,R(yb S Uit S) H’y(l’z - yz)dZdy
(Rd)n (Rd)n .

:n'(t - 5)201 'an R( t, 5)(61, s >€n)F§/n,R(ﬂ t S)(gb s ’gn)u(dgl) cee ,U(dfn)

(Rd)”
:(t - $)2a Z Ry fgn R( t S)(gla S 7571)"1—_.9;,}%('; t, S)(&p(l% oo agp(n)),u(dgl) ce :u(dgn)
pESh
=C3(t — )™ (s —tn) Fpija—t;(§1+ o+ &) Fra—,)(§1 + -+ &)
P> / N H 1 .

(s —sn)"" H FDsjia-s;(Ep) T - - - F o)) FPat—sa) (Ep1) + - - -+ &)

i=1

Flpg(&+ 4 &) p(dy) . . p(dE, ) dtds.

By applying Lemma A.1 of [6], we obtain:

~(1
(it s)

2 2 20 . m = 2
n o < Co(t—s)"“s / (s —tn)” H‘}—ptﬁl t; (51+---+§j)‘
Po Tn(s) j=1

Rnd

|F (Lo * pagr—tny) (61 + -+ &) [* u(d€r) - .. (e, )dt.
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Using the maximal principle (I2)), we have:

~(1) (. H2 204 o)2« n/ o /
it s < CL(t—s)™s (s —tn) F
n(3t:s) pon = (t—s) e o | | | Fpyr—1, (&)

XN F L (€| [ Fpatan) (€] 1(d6a) - )t
=2t = 95" [ (=) P haa(t) [ 1P L6 | Fpry &) nd )it (42
0 R4

n!

For the integral with respect to d&,, using the fact that |Fp:(£)| < 1, we have
|1 (&) 1 Fpc i 6] i) < [ 17Uy )
R
— [ tm@lao)(o — y)dody < Ot (43)
(R7)

where C, 4 = wql|7[[z1(re). For the integral with respect to dt,, since h,_; is a non-
decreasing function, we have

s s 1-2a
/ (S - tn>_2ahn—1(tn)dtn S hn—1(5>/ (3 - tn)_2adtn = hn_l(S) 18 2 . (44)
0 0 —
Hence,
~ 2 020 a n+1—2a
nt gk Cits)|| o S T R = ) i (s), (45)

Next, we estimate fq’g}%(-; t,s) H .- Note that the spatial Fourier transform of gf}% is
) /PO n )

Fopn(it )6 60) = Flpg (64 .+ &) / o PP @t )l )it
nt ,7:1

where t,., = t. Expressing the P5"-inner product in Fourier mode, and using Lemma
A1 of [6], we have:

2
(2) ~(2) (.
73®" <gn R( t 5)7 gn,R(" l S))P?”

nt 3255

=3 / FollnCit, )& €D FgCrl58)(Enrys - Sy 1(dEr) . p(dE,)

Pesn
- Z / / / H}—ptﬁl tj 4. +8) H]:ijH—Sj (5,;(1) +.f gp(j))
pPESn Ré)n j=1

X 1[3 t}( )1 8,t] (Sn) |f]~BR (é-l .+ £n>| ru’(dé-l) (dgn)det

Stn/( Ls (tn / H‘fptm w )
T7L
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X NF (L # pet,) (&1 + -+ &) u(d&) - . p(dE, )t

Using the maximal principle (IZ) and an inequality similar to (@3] but for p,_,, instead
of pa(i—s,), we have:

2

G5t 5)

n!
PE™

n—1
<t [ tattn) [ TTFmea (61 1F (it proa) € 61 ()
Ta() @) 5
0 [ st ([ 11067 1P (6P () ) i (15
<t"C. 4R* / t P (tn)dt,,.
Using the fact that h,,_; is a non-decreasing function, we obtain:

n!

2

32 (it S)HPM < O gt (t — 8)hos ()R (47)
0

By the hypercontractivity, (43]), (7)) and Lemma Bl we have

|Fr(t) = Fa()ll, <D (0 = 1)) 2

®n >
n>1 o

<CRY2Y " (p = 1)/ b 1 (0) [T (E — )% + /Bt — )|

n>1

G5t 5)

+

PE™

Gkt 9)]

<CR? ((t—s)*+(t - 5)1/2) ,

where C' > 0 depends on p,t,7, o, d and is increasing in t. This proves (40).

Step 2. (finite-dimensional convergence) Recall that Qg(t) = R™¥2Fx(t). The same
argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.3 (iii) (Step 2) of [6] (for wave equation) shows
that forany me N, 0<t; <...<t, <T,

(Qr(t1)s- -, Qr(tn)) > (G(t1),. .., G(tn)).

3.4 Proof of Theorem [I.1] under Assumption B

Under Assumption B, T is the Fourier transform of the measure pu(d€) = cq /€7~ d€.

(i) (Limiting Covariance) We use a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.4.(i)
of [6] (for the wave equation). We sketch this below.

We have the chaos expansion Fg(t) = > o, J, r(t), with

Jur(t) = In(gnr(t)) and g, r(;t) = . Ju(y 2 t)do. (48)
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We show that only the first-chaos term contributes to the limit. For this term, we use
2
the fact that |Fp,({/R)| = exp(—%) converges to 1 as R — oo, and is bounded by 1.
Hence,

E[J, r(t)J1 r(s)] ~ R**Fts | |z —2'|Pdedr’ as R — oo. (49)
BY

Next, we show that the chaos terms of order n > 2 are negligible. By (64) of [6],

E[J7 & (1))
n—1 n—1
< t“cﬁ,ﬁRM‘ﬁ/ dty .. -dtn/ dny ... dnn—a H nj —nja |4 H [ F Dty 401, ()]
Tu(t) (Reyn-1 ey ey

/ ( / e—i"n'@—f’)dxdx') F Dt () B2l = 1 s R,
Rd B2

where 79 = 0. The right-hand side coincide with the integral on the right-hand side of
relation (3.35) in [25]. Thus, by the computation in [25], we have:

D E[J; ()] = o(R**F) as R — 0. (50)
n>2
The conclusion follows by ([49) and (B0).

(ii) (QCLT) The argument is similar to the Section 3.1.2 of [24] for the heat equation
with colored noise in time, but the details are slightly different.
We apply a version of Proposition 1.8 of [5] for the time-independent noise. We obtain:

dry (FR(t),Z)g 24 VA

or(t) or(t)

where Z ~ N(0,1) and

A= / ID2 W Fr(t)|4l D}y Fr(®) || Do Fr(t)||al| Dy Fr(t)l|
Yy — )z = 2)v(w — w')dydy'dzd' dwdw’.
Since o%(t) ~ K (t,t)R?**F (by part (i)), it is enough to prove that
A < O RY35,

where C; > 0 is a constant depending on ¢. Note that D,Fg(t) = fBR u(t,x)dz. By
Minkowski’s inequality and (29),

|D.Fr(t)|ls < / | D u(t, x)||4dz < Cy fi(z, z;t)dx.
Br

Br
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Similarly, using (B3),
1D Fnlt)lls < / 1D ult, o) lude < Cy | Falesw,; t)d.
7 Br ’ Br

Hence

A< Cf/ f;(z,w,:):l;t)ﬁ(y,w’,xg;t)fl(z’,:):g;t)fl(y’,:v4,:v;t)
B4 (Rd)(i

4
Wy — 4z — )y — w)dydy'dede dwdu'de,desdesde, = CLY Ar

i=1

We treat only Ay, the other terms being similar. We have:

A = / / (/ Pi—r(T1 — 2)Pr_a(z — w)drdé’)
B}, J(R4)S 0<f<r<t
t t
( [ —y)ps—ef(y—w,)deel) ( [ ety —z')dr') ( je —y’)ds’)
0<0'<s<t 0 0

YWy =y )v(z = 2 )y(w — w')dydy'dzdz' dwdw' dey dzedrsda,.

We notice that the integral on Bj x (R%)S coincides with the integral (on the same
domain) which appears on the right-hand side of A* in Section 3.1.2 of [24]. Therefore,
the remaining part of the argument is the same as in [24].

(iii) (CLT) Step 1. (tightness) We prove that for any R > 0, p > 2, 0 <s<t<T
and a € (0, 3),
1FR(t) = Fr(s)ll, < CRT™2 ((t —5)* + (t — 5)"?) | (51)
where C' > 0 is a constant depending on T 7,p,a,d. The conclusion will follow by
Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem and Theorem 12.3 of [7].
Note that formula (4I]) still holds. For the term E]’S%%(-;t, S)Hp®"’ the estimate (42)
0

is still valid. For the integral with respect to d¢, in ([@2), noting that |Fp:(§)| =
exp(—t|¢[2/2) < 1 forall t > 0 and ¢ € R?, we have

P60 1Fpiio@) ) < [ 1P Lo (&) uldsn) = Coaf™™, (52

where C;,d is a positive constant that only depends on 7, d, and we use relation (68) of
[6] in the equality. Hence, together with (44]), we can write ([@2]) as

2 2!
< O RAB(f _ gagntl=2ap (), (53)

!
n!
Py T 1 =2«

~(1
IRt s)

(2)

For the term ||g, »(-;t, S)H ... the estimate (4Q]) is still valid. For the inner integral, we
b PO n

use an inequality similar to (52) but for p,_,, instead of pay—¢,). So, we can write (@G) as

n!

2
Gon(it,s) HP < " (t = $)ha 1 ()R, (54)
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Relation (B1) follows by hypercontractivity, (B3), (54) and Lemma Bl

Step 2. (finite-dimensional convergence) Recall that Qg (t) = R™5/2Fx(t). The same
argument (based on the domination of the first chaos) as in the proof of Theorem 1.4 (iii)
(Step 2) of [6] (for wave equation) shows that for any m e N;, 0<t; <...<t, <T,

(Qr(t1), -+, Qrltm)) > (G(t1). ... G(tm)).

4 The Rough Case

In this section, we examine the case of the rough noise. One of the differences compared
with the regular case is that the maximal principle ([I2]) does not hold. We first examine
the question of existence of solution, then we give some estimates for the increments of the
Malliavin derivative of the solution, and finally we give the proof of Theorem [LI] under
Assumption C.

4.1 Existence of solution

In this subsection, we establish the existence of the solution to () under Assumption C.
We will use frequently the 1following properties. By Stirling’s formula, for any a > 0,
[(an + 1) ~ (n!)%a*a/?(27n) =", and hence,

An)* <T'(an+1) < c3(n!)* foralln>1, (55)

where ¢, co > 0 are constants depending on a. In addition,

Z (Z,T;a < exp(cle/“) for all z > 0. (56)

n>0

We denote by ¢ > 0 a constant depending on H that may be different in each of its
appearances. We first list some inequalities which we will use frequently below.
From relation (4.16) of [24] (with Hy = 1/2 and s = 0) and (G5), we have:

th th

X 2 — 2 < <
It = [ Uttt < s <l (50
Therefore, using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain:
2 tn ) . tn(H+1)
</T ® ||fn(tn> .>tax)||73(()®”dt") S m||fn('at>z)||ﬂ(()®7l S ¢ (n!)H-i-l' (58)

By relation (4.19) of [24] (with Hy = 1/2),
n!Hgn(',T, 2, t, x)“i[@’" < Cnr((l - H)n + 1)(t - T)an?—r(x - Z)7
0
which, due to (5H)), can be written as:

(t —r)"H

P e ). (59)

||g7l(’ r,z, t> I)Hi{?n < "
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Therefore, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

? n(t_r)n(H—Hl) 2
N e e e

Note that (B7), (68)), (59) and (60) are the respective analogues of (20)), (26]), ([27) and
([28) for the rough case.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose Assumption C holds. Then equation () has a unique solution u.
Moreover, for any p > 2,t >0 and x € R,

H+

Jutt 2)lly < erexp (ealp = VHCH ) = C1(0), (61)
where ¢y > 0 and co > 0 are some constants depending on H.

Proof. By Minkowski inequality and (58]), we have

Cn/2 7’1(H;L1)
||fn(,[l§',t)||73(<)8m - H/ fn(tn7.7tax)dtn S / ||fn(tna.at7$)||P(‘)X’"dtn S T Hi1
Ty (t) pon ST, () (nl) 2
Using the trivial bound ||ﬂ|P(<)X>n < Hf||73(<)gm, we have:
n(H+1
Elu(t, z)[? Zn”fn x;t) ||P®7L<Zn‘||fn x;t) ||P®7L<Zc A
n>1 n>1 n>1

Relation (E1l) for p = 2 follows by (B6]). For general p > 2, by hypercontractivity,

/2 12 /2 n/2 tn(H-l—l)/Z
TL ' n n
Jutt. )l < 30~ D200 2 i Dl < 3= 112
n>0 n>0
Relation ([61) follows by (B4]). O

Remark 4.2. Relation (6I]) extends Corollary 5.4 of [19] (with a =2 — 2H) to the case
of time-independent noise (when oy = 0). In Remark 5.3 of [19], the authors mention
that their methods do not cover the case ag = 0.

4.2 Estimates on the Malliavin derivatives

In this section, we provide some estimates for the increments of Du(t,z) and the rect-
angular increments of D?u(t,z), which will be used for the proof of the QCLT below.
These estimates are similar to those given by Proposition 4.1 of [24] for the solution of
the parabolic Anderson model with colored noise in time.

We recall the notation from [24]: for any ¢t > 0 and z,2’, 2" € R,

At(x>1j) = py(w + Il) — pi(2)
Rt(1'>517/a 1'//) = py(w + z' — I//) —pe(x + I/) — e — I//) + pi().
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The following function is the one given by relation (2.16) of [24] in the case Hy = 1/2:
Nt(x) = t_1/8|x|1/41{‘x‘g\/{} + 1{|"E|>\ﬂ}’ t > 0, xr € Rd.

We will need some inequalities for the increments of f,, and g, which we borrow from
[24]. We list them below.

Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, followed by relations (4.18), (4.20)-(4.22) of [24]
(with Hy = 1/2), and the estimate (53] for the Gamma function, we obtain:

2 tn(H+1) )
/ n /
(/T 0 ||fn(tn7 .7t7 T +x ) - fn(tn7 .7t7 x)“p(?(n)dtn) S C (n')(H+1) Nr (ZZ}' ) (62)

2
(/ ||gn(tn> .7 Ta < + Z,a t? ZL’) - gn(tn’ .’ T, Z’ t’ I)HP@(nj)dtn)
{r<ti<..<tp<t} 0

SPATICER) ?
Sdi%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ—OAhdz—L/ﬂ+ppﬂ$—@NLK5»' (63)

2
(/ Hgn(t‘n7 .7 Tv Za tv x _'_ ZL’/) - gn(tn, .7 Tu Zv t? .CL’) HP®(nj)dtn)
{r<ti<..<tn<t} 0

. (t o T)"(H+1)

<c () (D)

QAFAI—%zm+pFAx—@N@Af»% (64)

n\n, 7y Y 7:1: n\“n; =, "y~ 7:1: T
gn(t or.z+2 tx+a In(ln, @7, 2,1, 0 + !
{r<ti<...<tn<t}

2
_gn(tna e,z + 2/7 ta ZE') + gn(tn> .7z, ta ZE') ||7)6®(7l*j)dtn>

< n(t_r)n(H—H) R ol A NN ,
<t (i o = 2 )] 4 1D = 2.2) Ve ()
2

+ |At—r(z -, Z/)‘Nt—r(l’/) +pt_r(:c — Z)Nt_r(x/)]\ft_r(z/)) . (65)

The following results can be viewed as extensions of Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3 of [24] to the
time-independent case (when formally, Hy = 1).

Lemma 4.3. Under Assumption C, the series in 1)) converges in L*(Q), and for any
p>2,1t>0andx,z 7 €R,

|Dau(t, o)), < Cr(t) / Prr( — 2)dr (66)

an
t
ID-rult,) = Deata)lp < Cu®) [ (1Bure = 2,2 4 picrli = Ny () i (67)
0
where the constant C(t) is the same as in Lemma[{.1].
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Proof. We first prove that series in 1)) converges in L?(Q2). We argue as in the proof
of Theorem [34l Formulas ([B0) and (31]) are still valid. On the right hand side of (31),
we estimate separately the two integrals, using (58)) for the first integral and (60]) for the
second integral. It follows that

(nfl)(H+1)

(n). . I ot t (2 — 2)dr.
U210 = 8 g | et =

Coming back to (B0]), we obtain:

2 1

= [0 = DU = )

< mw—lt("—wﬂﬂ < /0 e — z)dr)2 | (68)

Using the fact that:

SCO)TECT)ECT) e

Jj=1

t
E|A,(z, ;)] < nle" == DEFD </ Prr( — Z)dr)
0

From this, we deduce that the series in [2I]) converges in L?(2), and

2 o t 2 = 1p(n=1)(H+1)
E|D.u(t, ) ZE|A (z,z;t)|* < (/ Pr—r(T — z)dr) Z CESICE
n>1 nz1 " .

This proves (60) for p = 2. For higher moments, we use hypercontractivity and (G8]).

Next, we prove (7)) with a similar argument. We denote z = z + 2’. By the chaos
expansion (2I]), we have

D.u(t,z) — Dsu(t, x) Zn[nl(fn(z:zt) fn ,z:vt) ZADZZ x;t).

n>1 n>1
(70)
The same argument leading to (B0) shows that:
EIAD (2 2w )P < nbY AV Czast) = £7 (2o (71)

j=1

Similar to ([B1), by triangle inequality and Minkowski’s inequality, we have:

117 Cozait) = 172 i)

t
< / / | fi—1(tj—1, 0,7, 2) || pou-ndtj—1
0 {o<ti<..<tj_1<r} 0
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—j\Yjin—-1,9, 1, <, 4y - Yn—j5\Yjin—-1, 9, >7a ; n—j jin—
/ 1903 (immss 72 52) = G5 (e, 0,7 21, ) oty
{r<tj<..<tp_1<t} 0

+ (/ ||gn—j(tj:n—1> e, 7, 2, t, ZL’) ||rp®(7lj)dtj:n—1>
{r<t;j<..<tn_1<t} 0

</ [ fj-1(tj-1,0,7,2) = fi-1(tj—1, 0,7, Z)||p®<j1)dtj—1> } dr. (72)
{0<ti<...<tj_1<r} 0

The four integrals appearing inside the dr integral above are bounded using (58]), (€0),
(62) and (G3). Thus,

Hn=1)(H+1)/2

[(j — DEFD2[(n — )|/

X /Ot <|At_r(z —x, 2 )| 4 prr(z — z)Nt_r(z’)>dr.

177 ¢z t) = £ 2 ey <

Returning to (1)), and using the combinatorial inequality (69]), we obtain:

Cn—lt(n—l)(H-l—l) 2

[(n—1)IH [/Ot (\At_r(z — 2,2+ prr(z — I)Nt—r(zl)>d’r‘:|

Relation (7)) follows from (B€) and hypercontractivity. O

E|AP (2,2, z;t))? <

Lemma 4.4. Under Assumption C holds, the series in [B3) converges in L*(SY), and for
anyp>2,t>0 and x,z, 2", w,w" € R,

1D u(t, )|, < Ci(t) folw, 2, 3 t), (73)
and

HD?UJFW,JJrZ,u(t, x) — D12U+w,,zu(t, x) — Dy o ou(t, x) + Dy, ult, :c)Hp

<C4(t) (/ H(O,w,w,r, z,z’,x;t)dﬁdr+/
o<f<r<t

0<O<r<t

H(r, z, z’,H,w,w’,:c;t)drdH) ,
(74)

where H(O,w,w',r, z, 2/ x;t) is given by the second factor on the right-hand side of (4.5)
of [24] with (r,s,y,y, z,2") replaced by (0,7, z, 2, w,w’), i.e.

H(O, 0,07, 2,2 2:8) = (= 2)Ng(w) | |Arg(= = w, )| 4+ pro(z = w)N,o(2)]
(@ = 2) [ [Reglz = w, 2,0 + | Aoz = w, )| N_o(w)
+ A p(w — 2, w") [N (2") + prg(z — w)Nr—G(zl)Nr—G(w/)]
 Pealz + 2 = w)No() [|Ar (2 = 2, 2)| + picplz — 2)Nieo ()]

1A gl = 2= 2 W)+ prg(z + 2 = )N p(w)|
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X [|At_r(z —x,2)| + pr_r(x — z)Nt_r(z’)] .

where C1(t) is the same as in Lemma[{.]]

Proof. We first show that the series in [B3]) converges in L?(2). We proceed as in the
proof of Theorem 3.5l Note that relations ([B6) and (37) still hold. We use (58) and (60)
to estimate the three integrals on the right-hand side of ([B7). For 1 <i < 7 <n, we have

Cn—2t(n—2)(H+1)/2

=00 i~ i — gy e =50

Hfz‘(f)(vmZJ;t)Hpga(nfz) <

and for 1 < j <i<mn,
Cn—2t(n—2)(H+1)/2

G D= = i — g /250

HfZSN)(? w, z, 5 t)Hng’(n*Q) S

Thus, introducing these two estimates in (36), we have

1
. 2 | n—24(n-2)(H+1)___ -
E|B,(w, z,x;t)]* < nlc"t DI
" H+1 n Hi1
n—2 2 _ n—2 ) .
5j=1i<] ij=1,i>j

1
< A ey (w2, ) + f(z w. i)

This proves that -, Bn(w, 2, z;t) converges in L?(2). By hypercontractivity,

n—2 ~ 1 1+H
102 u(t, )l < S0 = 12 | Baw, 2, 2:0) s < e Folw, 2,25 1) exp (ealp — 1) ie'5").

n>2
Next, we prove ((74]). We denote Z = z + 2’ and w = w + w'. By ([33)), we have
D, u(t,x) — Di u(t,x) — Dy su(t,x) + Dy zu(t, z)
= Zn(n - 1>In—2 (.]?;L(u W, z, T3 t) - .]?;l(v w, 2, T; t) - .]?;l(v w, z, T, t) + .]?;l(v w, z, t))

n>2
=: ZB}L)(w, w2z, 2w t). (75)

n>1

Similarly to (B8], we have

E|BP(w,w 2,2 a;)> <t S | f8 w2 at) — 10 @, 2, a0t)
1,j=1,i#j
— [P Cw, 7 mt) + [P @, 7,250 (76)
i s Wy <y by i7 gy Wy <y Ly ng)(nfn.
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Assume first that ¢ < j. Using (34) we have:

fi(jn)(mn—27w7 va;t) - fi(jn)(xn—27w7 va;t) - fi(jn)(mn—27w727x;t) + fi(]n)(zn—27w727x;t) =

dt,—odrdl

/{0<t1<...<ti1<9<ti<...<tj2<7‘<tj1<...<tn2<t}
(fz’—l(ti—b Zi—1,0,w)gj_i—1(tij—2, Tisj—2,0, W, 7, 2)Gn—j(tj—1:n—2, Tj—1m—2, T, 2, T, T)

— _ _ ’ _ TR ._._ :_ :_ T _- 4_ : _ 4_ : _
fic1(tic1, Tim1,0,0)gj—i—1(tij—2, Tizj—2, 0,0, 7, 2) gp—j (tj—1:n—2, Tj—1m—2, 7, 2, L, T)

- fi—l (ti—h Ti-1, 97 w)gj—i—l(ti:j—27 zi:j—27 97 w,T, z)gn—j (tj—l:n—27 xj—l:n—27 r, 27 t7 ZI}')

+ fi—l(ti—l y Li—1, 97 w/)gj—i—l (ti:j—27 mi:j—27 97 U_), r, 2)gn—j (tj—l:n—27 xj—l:n—27 r, 27 tv I)) .

We denote
a; = fi—h ('797w) Az = gj—i—l('aeuwvra Z)v a3 = gn—j('7rv’z7t7 I),
bl - fi—l('>9>w)a b2 = gj—i—l('aeawara 2)) b3 = gn—j('ara Z,t,llf),

d2 :gj_i_1(~,9,w,r, Z), Co :gj_i_1(~,9,w,r, 2)
Using the decomposition

ai1aoty — bldgag — 0,102b3 + blbgbg = (a1 — bl)(a,g — 02)&3+
bl(ag — Cy — dg -+ b2)a3 + (CLl — 61)02(a3 — b3) + bl(Cg — bg)(a3 — bg),

and applying the Minkowski’s inequality, we obtain

(n) . (n) - . (n) 5 M) = 5 ..
Hfz] (',U),Z,$,t)—fl~ (',U),Z,x,t)—fi' (~,w,z,x7t)+fij ('7wvzaxut)HP?(”*2)
< Ky + Ky + K3 + Ky,

where
Ky = / (/ [ fi—1(tiz1,@,0,w) — fi—l(tz'—l,',9,@)||7>®u71)dti—1)
0<O<r<t Ti,l(G) 0
(/ 1gj—i-1(tij-2,®,0,w,7,2) — gj_i-1(tij—2, 0,0, 0,7, 5)||p®<j—i—1)dtz‘:j—2>
{0<t;<..<tj_a<r} 0
( / ||gn—] (tj—lzn—2a e, 7z, t) :L') ||P®(n*j)dtj—l:n—2) d@d’f’,
{r<tj_1<.<tp_2<t} 0
Ky = / </ Hfi—l(ti—lu o0, w)”p@(i*l)dt'—l)
0<O<r<t T;_1(0) 0
(/ ||gj—i—1<t’iij—27 o, 97 w,T, Z) - gj—i—l(t‘i:j—27 o, 97 w,T, 2)_
{0<t;<...<tj_o<r}
gj—i—l(ti:j—2> o, 97 w,T, Z) + gj—i—l(tiij—2> o, 97 w, T, 2) ||p(‘?(j*i*1)dti=j—2)

< / ||gn—j (tj—lzn—2a e,z t7 [L') ||p®("*j)dtj—l:n—2> d@d’f’,
{r<tj_1<.<tp_2<t} 0
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= / </ [ fi1(tiz1, 0,0, w) — fii(tiza, @, 0, w)H’P@’(i—l)dt‘_l)
0<O<r<t Ti_1(6) ¢
< / ||g.7—l—1(t'l,:,7_27 .7 97 w7 T7 Z) ||,P®(j7i71) dt"':]—2>
{o<ti<..<tj_o<r} ¢
(/ ||gn—j(tj—1:n—2a .arazat>$) - gn—](tj 1n—2, 9,7, 2, t, 1')||7>®(n J)dt] 1:n—2 )d@dr
{r<tjoi<i.<tn—2<t}
Ky = / (/ | fic1(tiz1, 0,0, 111)||P®(2-,1)dt2._1>
o<o<r<t Ti_1(6) 5
( / ||gj—i—1(tj—1:n—2a o, 9) w,T, 2) - gj—i—l(tj—lzn—2, o, 9, w, T, 2) ||P®(nfj)dtj—12n—2>
{r<tj_1<..<tn_o<t} :
< / 1Gn—j(tij—2. @, 7, 2,1, 7) — gn—j(tizj—2, 0,7, 2, ¢, ) ||P®(]’7i71)dti:j_2> dodr.
{0<t;<..<tj_o<r} :

We now use inequalities (B8), ([60), (62), ([©3), ([64) and (©3). Thus, for i < j,

H.fz(gn)(awazaxat) - fZ(Jn)(,'LD,Z,ZL',t) _fz(jn)(>wa2axat) +fz(] ( w, z,x H’P®(n 2) <

n—2t(n—2)%

T / H(O,w,w' r, 2,2 x;t)d0dr.
(=G —i—Dln— )] > Jo<o<r<t

A similar inequality holds for j < i, by replacing (i, 0, w,w’, j,r, z, ') and (j,7, 2, 2', 4,0, w, w").
Returning to ([Z6)), we conclude that

Cn—2t(n—2)(H+l)
E|B, (w,w', 2,2, z:t)[?

=2y
2 2
(/ HO,w,w',r, 2 2 x t)d&dr) + (/ H(r,z 2,0, w w'z; t)dﬁdr) .
0<O<r<t 0<r<o<t
Finally, (74) follows by hypercontractivity. O

Next, we introduce two notations from [24]. For ¢t € Ry and 2/ € R, let ®;,» be an
operator on B(R), the set of real Borel measurable functions on R, given by

(®1009)(2) =g(x + ") 10z + 9(x) Ne(2),

for g € B(R). For 0 <r < sand v,z € R, let A, 5, : B(R) x B(R) — B(R?) be an
operator given by

Az sy (915 92)(,y) =01(2) (Pamryg2) (U) N2 (2) + 91(2) (Pumry Psr—rg2) ()
+ (ét—s,—y’gl) (x).gQ(y + Yy ) (Z,) + ((I)t—s,—y’gl) (ZIZ’) ((I)s—r,—z’.gQ) (y + ?/)7

for g1,92 € B(R). The following result is the analogue of Proposition 4.1 of [24] for the
time-independent noise.
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Proposition 4.5. If Assumption C holds, then for anyp > 2,t > 0 and x, z, ', w,w" € R,

t
D=t z) = Dault, D)y < Cole) | (@1rispieon)lz = e
0

and

D2 oty @) = D2yt 3) = Dy oy rt(t, @) + Dy cult, )| <
Ci(1) (/ Ao, 3 (Pagt—rys Pagr—0)) (€ — 2, 2 — w)dOdr+
o<f<r<t

/ Ar,z’,@,w’(p4(t—9)>p4(9—7’))($ —w,w — z)drd@) )
o<r<o<t

where Cy(t) is the same as in Lemma[{.]]

Proof. We use (617 and ({74). Since the integrands appearing in these two relations are
the same as in (4.4) and (4.5) of [24], we can bound these integrands exactly as in the
proof of Proposition 4.1 of [24]. O

4.3 Proof of Theorem [I.1] under Assumption C

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem [T in the rough noise case.

(i) (Limiting Covariance) We use a similar method as in the proof of Proposition 1.2 of
[23], based on the Feynman-Kac formula given in Appendix [Al For simplicity, we assume
that t = s. The general case is similar.

Recall that we have the chaos expansion Fg(t) = <, J, r(t), where J,, (%) is given
by @S). We examine the first chaos. By direct calculation,

E [(J12(1)°] =(g1,r(31), g1.r(:
/BQ/ / / e ]:pt tl(g)]:pt th (&) p(d€)dtydtdada’

:///e——“?w/ o g
o Jo Jr Br

_ t t _t1;t'1 ‘5‘2 ,
47TR/0 /0 /Re Cr(E)p(dE)dtdty. (77)

M(d§ )dtdt]

Using (4.6),
E [(J1,r(t)°] < 47TR/ / /eR p(dé)dtdt|, < 4n Rt? ( %) ; (78)

which implies that

o1
1%1—{20 EE [JLR(t)Z} =0.
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For the variance of J,, g(t) with n > 2, we have
E [(Jn,2(1)] = nl{ga(-5), Gal-5)) pen

! [ dads [ FRCan (€ SIFL O 6 (1) )

B2
- / dady’ / (dey) . .. u(dey) / dtn / dt!
B, " n(t) n(t)

pPEX

o1t +En) (2—2) H]:ptj+1_tj (51 + ...+ £j)]-"pt3+1_t;_ (ﬁp(l) + ...+ fp(j)),

J=1

with the convention ¢,y = ¢, , = t. From this formula, we can see that the integrand
only depends on x — 2/. We change of variable 2’ = x — 2z, we have the following formula:

/ Wz — of)dads' — / / h(2)dwdz / h(z)Leb([—R, R A [=R + 2, R + 2])dz
B R J BrN(Br+2) R
Hence, using the formula, we have

E [( Z/Leb —R, R N[— R+z,R+z])dz/ w(déy) ... p(dgy)

pPEXL "

/ / ) e AT Fpy (G4 + &) Fpe, v (o) + - -+ &) dndty,.

Note that [[7_, Fps (& +... + &) =E [eizyﬁ Bt*tﬂ'ﬂ, where (B;);>o is a Brownian
motion. Hence,

E Z/Leb —R, R N[— R—I—Z,R—l—z])dz/ p(déy) ... u(dEy)

PESn n

/ dt, / dt!, e~ i@+ )2 [eiZ?ﬂBt’”ﬂE[eizﬁle*W”
n n(t

= | Lb(=R RO [=R+ 2 Rt 2] {(I;;?(z))“] dz. (79)

Similarly to (3.19) of mﬂ, it can be proved that
> = / ij dz < 0. (80)
n>2 n

Since

Leb([-R,RIN[-R+ 2, R+ z2]) min{0,2R — |2|}

R R

is bounded by 2 and converges to 2 as R — oo, by the dominated convergence theorem,
.1 L2
i B (na0] =23 [ B[]
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(ii) (QCLT) By applying a version of Proposition 2.4 of [24] for the time-independent
noise, we have:

FR(t) 2 -1
iry (T4:2) < s VD PR, ~ DL 0]

and
Var((DFg(t), ~DL ' Fg(t))y) < 3A

where Z ~ N(0,1) and

||D2 FR( ) — D?u,y’FR(t) — D5, Fr(t) + Doy Fr(t)|ls
|1D-Fr(t) = D Fr(t)|lal DwFr(t) — Duw Fr(t)|4
ly — /|22 722 — 2P 2w — o' P2 dydy dzd 2 dwdw.

Since o%(t) ~ K(t,t)R (by part (i)), it is enough to prove that
A< CR, (81)

where C; > 0 is a constant depending on t (and H ).
Note that D, Fg(t)— D, Fg(t) fB (D.u(t, 2)—D.u(t, z))dx. Therefore, by Minkowski’s
inequality,

|D,Fr(t) — D, Fr(t)|ls < / | D,u(t,z) — Dyu(t,x)||sdx.
Br
Similarly,
IDZ, Fr(t) — D2, Fr(t) — D%, Fr(t) + D% Fr(t)a <

/B 1D? ult, 2) — D2 u(t,z) — D2 yult, 2) + D yu(t,))|ladz.
R
Hence A < A’, where, after a change of variables,

A'=Cy /34 | Psults ) = Deult w)lall Dwswrult 22) = Duult, 22)]la
R

HDz+z y—l—y’u(t’ x3) - Dg,y—l—y’u(tv $3) - Dg—l—z’,yu(tv x3) + Diyu(t, $3) ||4
||Dw+w gyt ) — Di,yw,u(t, xy) — D?Uer,vyu(t, x4) + D?U’yu(t, 24)|[4

[/ |22 |2 |2H =2 | |22 2 dy dy' dzd 2 dwdw' doy drydasda,.
Therefore, it is enough to prove that
A < CR

By Proposition .5 we have:

t t
A< O / / ( / <<1>t_rf,zfp4(t_rf>><z—x1>dr’) ( / <<1>t_9/,w/p4<t_9,)><w—x2>de')
[—R,R]* JrRS \Jo 0
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. (/ Ar ot sy (Pat—s)s Pas—r) ) (T3 — Y,y — 2)drds+
O<r<s<t
/ Ng ozt (Dagt—rys Dagr—s)) (T3 — 2,2 — y)dsdr)
0<s<r<t
- (/ Ao s,y (Pae—sty Pagsr—6)) (T2 — Y, y — w)dOds'+
0<h<s'<t

/ Ay 9,0 (Pa(t—6)> Pao—s)) (T4 — W, w — y)ds’dﬁ)
0<s’' <0<t

1
|y P22 |PH =2 | P2 2 dydy dzd 2 dwdw'day dzydosdry, =: CFH(t) Z A;.

i=1

The 4 terms A;, ¢ = 1,2,3,4 correspond to the integrals over the sets {r < s,0 < s},
{r<s,s <0}, {s<rd<s} {s<r s <O} respectively.

We discuss only Aj, the other 3 terms being similar. For any r,r',s,5,0,6 € [0,t]
fixed with r < s and 6 < &', the integral on [— R, R|* x R® coincides with the one given as
upper bound for Ay on the display equation on page 33, lines 9-11 of [24]. This integral
is shown in this reference to be bounded by C;RBj, where C; > 0 is a constant depending
on t and H, and By is given on the display after (4.8) of [24]:

Bo=(t—1)t—0)[(s—7r)r"+ (s —r)** + (t — )" + (t — 5)"(s — r)“]
(s = 0)"0" + (s — 0)** + (t — )"0 + (t — &")*(s' — 0)"]

where a = % i. Hence,

Ay

IN

CR / Liy<s0<sy Bodrdr'dsds'dody’
[0,]6

2
= C’R/ o(r,s,0)p(r', s, 0" )drdr'dsds'dddd’ = CR (/ o(r, s, H)drdsde) ,
[0,£)° [0

7t}3
where for the second line we used the change of variables 6 <> 1/, and we denoted

(1 ,0) = L (t = 0" [(5 = )" + (5 — 1) + (£ — )" + (t = 5)*(s = 1)"]
Finally, it is not difficult to see that

/ o(r,s,0)drdsdd = Ct3+3.
[0,]3

This shows that A; < CyR and concludes the proof of the theorem.

(iii) Use the same method as Theorem 1.1 of [23]. We first show the tightness, and
then establish the finite dimensional convergence.
We will use frequently the fact that

2 c a2
/ e—i{xdx _ s (Ré-)
Br

= 47TR£R(£) where 53(5) = ng (82)
We will use the following result.
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Lemma 4.6 (Lemma 3.2 of [23]). For any ¢ > 0, there exists a constant C(g) > 0
depending on € such that
Cle)

[ tntentag) <=+ 52
R
Step 1 (tightness). We prove that forany R >T, p>2and 0 <s <t <T,

1FR(t) = Fr(s)|l, < CRY2(t — 5)'/2, (83)

where C' > 0 is a constant depending on 7', H and p. By Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem,
the process Fr = {Fr(t) }+cjo,r) has a continuous modification (which we denote also Ff),
for any R > 0. The family {Fr}g~o is tight in C[0, T, by Theorem 12.3 of [7].

Using the chaos expansion, we can still write Fr(t) — Fr(s) = > <1 In(gn,r(-;t,9)),

where g, p = g,(f}%—l— g,(j%z are given in ({II). Hence, by orthogonality and hypercontractivity,

1Pr(t) = Fr(s)llp < Y (0 = U™ Halghrits)llz + D (0 = 1™ Ta(gy 51, 9)) 2

n>1 n>1

(84)
We compute the first sum in ([84]). For n = 1, we have:
g%,lf)z(xl; i 3) = /];%R/O (pt—t1 (SL’ — $1) — Ds—t; (LL’ — ZL’1))dt1d$.

Recalling (82)), we have

|11 ( 91R it,s )||2 = || ||p0

LMM/%/%/déMm&@&%mmwﬁmmwmﬁw
—anit [ty [ty [ € (Fp(€) — Fr(©) (Frg(©) ~ P (©).

0 0 R

Note that, for any ¢, € [0, 1],
Fovea(€) = Fproa () =8 (12 ) g LI e,

and Fps_, (§) — Fpi_, (§) € [0, 1]. Hence,

IR(ofh )1 <2mRle = 5)s [ r(E)l? ( [

Using Lemma [1.6] we obtain:

1)\5\2

dtl) u(d€) < AmR(t — s)s / (r(E)u(de).

I1u(gik (it )3 < CR(t = s), (85)
where C' is a constant that depends on T, H. For n > 2, we have
195kt s)3 = nlgi k(5 ), 3Rl )y
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= Z/ da:d:c’/ dt/ / (d&y) ... u(dEy)e —i(z—a’)(E14...+En)
n(s) n(s) "

pEE

H Fpiyr—t; 1+ o+ &) (Fpim (G4 oo+ &) = Fpein (& + . + &)
=1

X H fptgﬂ—t;. (fp(l) +...+ fp(j)) (Fpt—t; (fl +...+ gn) - fps—t;l(gl +...+ gn)) .
=1

Note that [T7_, Fpi,,,—¢;(1+...+§) =E [eiz?=1(3t Be;)s } where (By);>0 is a Brownian
motion. We have

||[ (gnR t S ||2 = Z/ dl’dl’ / dt/ / dé’l d€ ) —i(z—a")(E1+..4-En)
n(s n

pPEXR

" (E [e,zjﬂ(Bs—Btj)fj} ) [eizj:1<3t—8tj>fjb
y (E [ei ;’Lzl(BS_Bt})gﬁ(j):| _E [eiZ?zl(Bt—Bt})ﬁp(j)D
Since

E |:€i }Lzl(BS_Btj)gj] _E [ei "_1(Bi—Bi,) ] [0, 1],

we can bound the second parenthesis above by 1, so that the remaining d#' integral is
equal to s"/nl. Together with the sum over p, this yields the factor s”. For the first
parenthesis, we use relation (5.5) of [23]:

E [eiZ}Ll(Bs—Btj)fj} —E [ i3 (Bi—Bi;) 61} < t—s Zgj 2E [ i=1(Bs—Bi;)&;
Since the new integrand of the dt integral is symmetric in (¢, ...,t,), we obtain:

Ittt e < 2R [ [ a3 i)
Z £)? [z’z;g(Bs—Btj)&j}

t— s)s" R S _ .
/ dt / (d€y) . .. p(dE,)E [szzﬂBs Btﬂﬁa],
[OS]" n

where we used the inequality (g(&) < for any R > T. Note that

R < e

E [ei Z?:l(BS—Btj)gj] —TF [e—VarZ}Ll(Bs—Btj)ﬁj] )

Using relation (3.9) of [23] (with Hy = 1/2), we obtain:

R s
I, (g (ot 2 <9t — §)s"=C"——— 86
110 (gn,m (-t 8)) I3 < 2(t — s)s TS (86)

36



where C'is a constant that depends on H. Therefore, by (85) and (8@l), for any R > T,

Y (0= D" I(ghr (it 9))lls < CRY? (8 = 9)'72, (87)

n>1

where C' is a constant that depends on T" and H.
Next, we estimate the second sum in (84]). For n = 1, noting that

91R (131, 8) / / P, (x — z1)dt dx,
Bgr

we have

Gt Nt = [ [ [ e Ep @ F g ue s

:47TR/ / / — e R g (6 u(de ) da
s s R

<anR(t = o [ talOulde)
R
By Lemma [4.6] fR Cr(&p(dE) < e+ % for any R > T. Hence, for any R > T,
I1(gR (it )5 < CR(E - s)2. (88)

For n > 2, we use the identity H?Zlfptjﬂ_tj(fl +...+¢)=E [eizy=1Bt*tjfj]. By
direct calculation,

(g k (5t )3 = nMgPh(it, 5), GER(5 . 5))pon

=47mR Z /n(t dt /n at' /Rd (déy) . .. p(dé,)E [eiZ;;l Btftjgj] E [ez’Z?:lBtft;{p(j)]

pESh
X 1. (tn) 11,0 () CR( Z§g
< 47 Rn! / dt / w(dey) ... pu(déy)E [eiZ?ﬁBtwﬁa] Zgn / (t)dt'.
n(t) (Rd)n Tn(

Note that for 0 < s <t < T, we have

t n—1 no— gn t— tn—l
/ Lsq(t)dt = / * ydr = '8 < ( 8)'n :
To(t) s (n—1)! n! n!

Hence, we have

|7 (grit9)Il3

1
n—1
< AmR(t — syt /

[0,¢]"

n

dt /(Rd)n p(dy) .. p(d,)E [eiz?zl Bf*fafj} (r(D> &)

J=1
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Note that E [eiZ?let*tjgj] =E [e_var2?21 P& | Using relation (3.9) of [23] (with
Hy = 1/2), we obtain:
n(H+1)—1

17, (9 7k (18, 9)) |3 < AmR(t — R )

(89)

where C' is a constant depends on 7" and H. Thus, by (88) and (89), for 0 < s <t < T,
and R > T, we have

> (0= V"L (g 1))l < CRV (1 — 5)'2, (90)

n>1

where C' is a constant that depends on 7" and H. Relation (83]) follows from (84), (87)
and ([@0).

Step 2 (finite dimensional distribution convergence). Fix T" > 0. We have to show
that forany me N, 0<t; <...<t, <T,

(Qr(t)s -, Qr(tn)) % (G(t1), ..., G(tn))

Using the same argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.3.(iii) (Step 2) of [6], it is
enough to prove that for any i,7 =1,...,m,

Var((DFR(ti), —DL—lFR(tj»po) < CR. (91)
By Proposition [B.l (Appendix [B), for any 7,5 = 1,...,m, we have:
Var((DFR(ti), —DL_lFR(tj))po) <24, + A,
where
A =03 / |D? Fr(t;) — D2, Fr(t;) — D% Fr(t;) + D2, Fr(t;)|4

||l)2 FR( ) D%u,y’FR(ti) - D?y’,yFR(ti) + D%U’,y’FR(ti)Hél
1D Fr(t;) = D Fr(t;) ||| D2Fr(t;) = Do Fr(t;)l4
ly — o' [P772|2 — 2P 2 \w — ' P2 dydy’ dzd 2 dwdw’,
and Aj is defined by switching the positions of Fg(t;) and Fg(t;) in the definition of A;.

Similarly to (&), it can be proved that A; < CrR and Ay < CrR, where Cr > 0is a
constant depending on 7T'. This proves (@T]).

A Feyman-Kac formula

In this section, we give the Feynman-Kac formula for the moments of the solution to
equation () with time-independent noise, based on the functionals Ig described below.

This result is of independent interest. We include it here since the functional It,s appears
is needed in Theorem [Tl (i) under Assumption C.

38



For any e >0, let VV6 = {W=(¢);» € D(R)} be the mollified noise, where W¢(¢) =
W(p*p.) = [p (@)W (z)dr and We(x) = W(pe(z —-)) for any z € R.
Consider the equatlon Wlth noise We:

ous 1 9%u?

o B0 = 55
u?(0,2) =1

(t,z) +u(t,z) o We(z), t >0, z € R,

where F'o W (h) = §(Fh) denotes the Wick product for any F' € D*? and h € P.
A process u® = {u.(t,z);t > 0,2 € R} is a mild solution of ([92) if

tl’—1+//pts —y)us(s,y) o We(y)dyds.
Similarly to Proposition 5.2 of [I4], it can be proved that the process u® given by:
Ut (t, ZL’) _ EB |:6W(A§,’f)—% |A§,'1B||?>O ’ (93)

is a solution to ([@2)), where Ai’f = fg pe(x + B, —y)dr and B = (B;);>0 is a Brownian
motion independent of WW.

The following result is the analogue for the time-independent noise of Proposition 1.3
of [23] which considers a noise with temporal covariance function vo(t) = [¢t|*#°=2 for some
Hy € (%, 1). Our result corresponds formally to the case Hy = 1.

Proposition A.1. Suppose that v is non-negative and non-negative definite and p sat-
isfies (D), or Assumption C holds. For anyt > 0 and x € R, sup.-, E[(u®(t,2))"] < oo,
the limit lim. o u®(t, x) exists in LP(Y) (for any p > 1), and coincides with the solution
u(t, x) of equation ([{). Moreover, for any integer n > 2,

exp < Z T (x; —:B;Q)] :
1<j<k<n
where It’f(z) is defined formally by

)5 (2) / / / —IEBI=BI2) (e drds, (94)

and is understood as the LP(Q)-limit (for anyp > 1) as e ] 0 of

t ot _
Igt’f ):/0/0 /R6_€|§|26_i§(3§_Bf“),u(dﬁ)drds,

where B, ..., B" are i.i.d. 1-dimensional Brownian motions, independent of W .

E[Hu(tj,xj)} =E

Proof. We only sketch the proof. We omit the details since they are similar to the proof
of Proposition 1.3 of [23]. See also Theorem 3.6 of [I5] for the regular noise in space
(colored in time), or Theorem 4.2 of [18] for the rough noise in space (white in time). We
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consider only the case t; =t and z; = x for all j = 1,...,n. The general case is similar.
We let Z)" = Z)(0) and Z7F = T/} (0).
Step 1. From (@3), it follows that

E[(u*(t,2))"] = E

oo X i)
1<j<k<n
: : e,B7 e,BF 7,k .
By direct calculation, (A;," , Ay, )p, = Z]- forany 1 < j <k <n.
Step 2. Fix 1 < j < k < n. It can be proved that the limit Z"* of It”f as ¢ | 0 exists
in LP(Q) (for any p > 1). Note that

e B R A VCNIC RO
n [O,t}"
<o | f ¢ T e . p(dg)
n W (t

From this, one can infer that
AT)E
sup E[e™t=] < 0.
e>0

’k . . .
Hence, the family {e>1<i<r<n i }eso is uniformly integrable, and

lim E[(u (¢, 2))"] = EfeZrs<ten 7))
Moreover, sup,., E[(u®(t,2))"] < oo and the family {u®(, x)}.~o is uniformly integrable.
Step 3. 1t follows that u®(¢,z) converges as ¢ — 0 in LP(Q2) (for any p > 2) to a limit
v(t, ). Finally, it can be shown that v(t, x) coincides with wu(¢, x). O

Remark A.2. In the regular case, when v = Fpu is a function, it can be proved that

t t
Itl’f(z) = /0 /0 v(B} — B? + z)drds.

B Second-order Poincaré inequality

In this section, we state a version of the second-order Poincaré inequality for the time-
independent noise, rough in space, which is needed for the finite-dimensional convergence
in Theorem [[T1(iii), under Assumption C. This results can be proved using the same
argument as in the proof of Proposition 2.4 of [24], except that here we consider two
random variables F' and GG, and there is no time covariance . We omit the details.

Suppose that Assumption C holds. Let D?* be the set of random variables F' € D?
such that DF has a measurable modification on Q x R, x R, D?F has a measurable
modification on Q x (R, x R)?, |[DF| € H and |D*F| € H®.
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Proposition B.1. Let F,G € D?* be such that E(F) = 0 and E(G) = 0. Then

Var((DF, —DL7'G)3) < 2A; + As,

where

w,

Ay = C, /RG |\D?,F - D2, F—D2F+D2 Fl|D,,F—D,, F—D. F+D., Fli

| DG — Dy G||4l|D2G — D.Glaly — ' P72z — 2/ P2 w — o' |*H " 2dydy'dzd? dwdw’,

and As is defined by switching the positions of F' and G in the definition of A;.
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