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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 ∈ (14 ,

1
2) 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 σ(u) multiplying the noise, for a Lipschitz function σ. In [16], the
authors proved that for any fixed time t > 0, the spatial average of the solution u:

FR(t) =

∫ R

−R

u(t, x)dx

has approximately a normal distribution, as R → ∞. More precisely, these authors
showed that the variance σ2

R(t) := E[F 2
R(t)] ∼ CR as R → ∞, and estimated that the

total variation distance (dTV ) between FR(t)/σR(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 σ, and
spatial covariance given by the Riesz kernel γ(x) = |x|−β for β ∈ (0, d ∧ 2) was studied
in [17], where it was proved that σ2

R(t) ∼ CR2d−β and dTV ≤ CR−β/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 σ, except in the linear case
σ(u) = u (known as the parabolic Anderson model). The problem of QCLT for this model
with fractional noise in time with index H0 > 1/2 was considered in [26] in two cases: (a)
γ ∈ L1(Rd) and (b) γ(x) = x−β for β ∈ (0, d∧2). It was shown there that σ2

R(t) ∼ CRd in
case (a), and σ2

R(t) ∼ CR2d−β 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 dTV ≤ CR−d/2 in case (a) and dTV ≤ CR−β/2 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
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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 H0 > 1/2 satisfying H0 + H > 3/4.
In this case, the authors discovered the surprising rates σ2

R(t) ∼ CR and dTV ≤ CR−1/2,
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 H0 = 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 σ(u) multiplying the noise (for a Lipschitz function σ) was studied in [13]
in the case of fractional noise in space with index H ≥ 1/2, where it was shown that
σ2
R(t) ∼ CR2H and dTV ≤ CRH−1. The extension to the case d = 2 was done in [26] and

[8] in cases (a), respectively (b) mentioned above, assuming in addition that γ ∈ Lℓ(Rd)
for some ℓ > 1 in case (a). More precisely, it was shown in [8] that σ2

R(t) ∼ CRd and
dTV ≤ CR−1 in case (a), and σ2

R(t) ∼ CR4−β and dTV ≤ CR−β/2 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 σ(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), σ2

R(t) ∼ CRd

and dTV ≤ CR−d/2, while in case (b), σ2
R(t) ∼ CR2d−β and dTV ≤ CR−β/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:






∂u

∂t
(t, x) =

1

2
∆u(t, x) + u(t, x)Ẇ (x), t > 0, x ∈ R

d, (d ≥ 1)

u(0, x) = 1.
(1)

The noise is given by a zero-mean Gaussian process {W (ϕ);ϕ ∈ D(Rd)}, defined on a
complete probability space (Ω,F ,P), with covariance

E[W (ϕ)W (ψ)] =

∫

Rd

Fϕ(ξ)Fψ(ξ)µ(dξ) =: 〈ϕ, ψ〉P0,

where µ is a tempered measure on R
d, called the spectral measure of the noise. Here

D(Rd) is the space of infinitely differentiable functions on R
d with compact support, and

Fϕ(ξ) =
∫
Rd e

−iξ·xϕ(x)dx is the Fourier transform of ϕ.
We let P0 be the Hilbert space defined as completion of D(Rd) with respect to the

inner product 〈·, ·〉P0. By the isometry property, the noise can be extended to an isonormal
Gaussian process {W (ϕ);ϕ ∈ P0}, as defined in Malliavin calculus.

We say that the noise is white if µ(dξ) = (2π)−ddξ. In this case, P0 = L2(Rd) and
〈ϕ, ψ〉P0 = 〈ϕ, ψ〉L2(Rd).

We are interested in two cases:

(I) (the regular case) γ = Fµ is a non-negative locally-integrable function and µ satisfies
Dalang’s condition: ∫

Rd

1

1 + |ξ|2µ(dξ) <∞, (D)
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or the noise is white and d = 1;

(II) (the rough case) d = 1 and µ(dξ) = cH |ξ|1−2Hdξ for some H ∈ (1
4
, 1
2
), where

cH =
Γ(2H + 1) sin(πH)

2π
. (2)

Alternatively, the inner product in P0 can be represented as follows: in Case (I),

〈ϕ, ψ〉P0 =

∫

Rd

∫

Rd

γ(x− y)ϕ(x)ψ(y)dxdy,

with the convention γ = δ0 if the noise is white; in Case (II),

〈ϕ, ψ〉P0 = CH

∫

R

∫

R

(
ϕ(x)− ϕ(y)

)(
ψ(x)− ψ(y)

)
|x− y|2H−2dxdy, (3)

where CH = H(1−2H)
2

. We say that (3) is the Gagliardo representation.

A typical example of a function γ as in Case (I) is the Riesz kernel:

γ(x) = |x|−β for some β ∈ (0, d).

In this case, µ(dξ) = Cd,β|ξ|−(d−β)dξ, and (D) holds if and only if β < 2.

For x ∈ R
d and t > 0, let pt(x) = (2πt)−d/2 exp(−|x|2/(2t)) be the heat kernel, where

| · | is the Euclidean norm. Note that the Fourier transform of pt is

Fpt(ξ) = exp

(
−t|ξ|

2

2

)
, for all ξ ∈ R

d.

A process u = u(t, x); t ≥ 0, x ∈ R
d} is called a (Skorohod) solution of (1) if it

satisfies the following integral equation:

u(t, x) = 1 +

∫ t

0

∫

Rd

pt−s(x− y)u(s, y)W (δy)ds, (4)

where W (δy) 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 → ∞ of the spatial integral:

FR(t) =

∫

BR

(
u(t, x)− 1

)
dx,

where BR = {x ∈ R
d; |x| < R}. We let ωd be the Lebesque measure of B1. We denote

σ2
R(t) = Var

(
FR(t)

)
and ρt,s(x− y) = E[(u(t, x)− 1)(u(s, y)− 1)].

We consider the following assumptions:
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Assumption A. (integrable kernel) γ = Fµ is a non-negative function, γ ∈ L1(Rd) and
µ satisfies condition (D), or d = 1 and the noise is white.

Assumption B. (Riesz kernel) γ(x) = |x|−β for some β ∈ (0, d ∧ 2).

Assumption C. (rough noise) d = 1 and µ(dξ) = cH |ξ|1−2Hdξ for some H ∈ (1
4
, 1
2
),

where the constant cH is given by (2).

We write f(R) ∼ g(R) if f(R)/g(R) → 1 as R → ∞.

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

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

E[FR(t)FR(s)] ∼
{
RdK(t, s) under Assumptions A or C

R2d−βK(t, s) under Assumption B

where

K(t, s) =






ωd

∫
Rd ρt,s(z)dz under Assumption A

ts
∫
B2

1
|x− x′|−βdxdx′ under Assumption B

2
∫
R
E[eI

1,2
t,s (z) − I1,2

t,s (z)− 1]dz under Assumption C

where I1,2
t,s (z) is defined by (94) below; in particular, σ2

R(t) ∼ RdK(t, t) under Assumptions
A or C, and σ2

R(t) ∼ R2d−βK(t, t) under Assumption B.
(ii) (Quantitative Central Limit Theorem) For any t > 0,

dTV

(
FR(t)

σR(t)
, Z

)
≤
{
CtR

−d/2 under Assumptions A or C,

CtR
−β/2 under Assumption B

where Z ∼ N(0, 1) and Ct > 0 is a constant depending on t.
(iii) (Functional Central Limit Theorem) The process {QR(t)}t≥0 given by:

QR(t) =

{
R−d/2FR(t) under Assumptions A or C,

R−d+β/2FR(t) under Assumption B

has a continuous modification which converges in distribution in C[0,∞) as R → ∞, to
a zero-mean Gaussian process {G(t)}t≥0 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 1.1 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.
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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 (1).

Since W = {W (ϕ);ϕ ∈ P0} is an isonormal Gaussian process, every square-integrable
random variable F which is measurable with respect toW has the Wiener chaos expansion:

F = E(F ) +
∑

n≥1

In(fn) for some fn ∈ P⊗n
0 , (5)

where P⊗n
0 is the n-th tensor product of P0 and In is the multiple Wiener integral with

respect to W . By the orthogonality of the Wiener chaos spaces,

E[In(f)Im(g)] =

{
n! 〈f̃ , g̃〉P⊗n

0
if n = m

0 if n 6= m

where f̃ is the symmetrization of f in all n variables:

f̃(x1, . . . , xn) =
1

n!

∑

ρ∈Sn

f(xρ(1), . . . , xρ(n)),

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

‖f̃‖P⊗n
0

≤ ‖f‖P⊗n
0
, (6)

If F has the chaos expansion (5), then

E|F |2 =
∑

n≥0

E|In(fn)|2 =
∑

n≥0

n! ‖f̃n‖2H⊗n .

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

F = f(W (ϕ1), . . . ,W (ϕn)), (7)

where f ∈ C∞
b (Rn), ϕi ∈ P0, n ≥ 1, and C∞

b (Rn) is the class of bounded C∞-functions
on R

n, whose partial derivatives of all orders are bounded. The Malliavin derivative of F
of the form (7) is the P0-valued random variable given by:

DF :=

n∑

i=1

∂f

∂xi
(W (ϕ1), . . . ,W (ϕn))ϕi.

We endow S with the norm ‖F‖D1,2 := (E|F |2)1/2 + (E‖DF‖2P0
)1/2. The operator D can

be extended to the space D
1,2, the completion of S with respect to ‖ · ‖D1,2 .

The divergence operator δ is the adjoint of the operator D. The domain of δ, denoted
by Dom δ, is the set of u ∈ L2(Ω;P0) such that

|E〈DF, u〉H| ≤ c(E|F |2)1/2, ∀F ∈ D
1,2,

6



where c is a constant depending on u. If u ∈ Dom δ, then δ(u) is the element of L2(Ω)
characterized by the following duality relation:

E(Fδ(u)) = E〈DF, u〉P0, ∀F ∈ D
1,2. (8)

In particular, E(δ(u)) = 0. If u ∈ Dom δ, we use the notation

δ(u) =

∫

Rd

u(x)W (δx),

and we say that δ(u) is the Skorohod integral of u with respect to W .
If F has the chaos expansion (5), we define the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck generator

LF =
∑

n≥1

nIn(fn)

provided that the series converges in L2(Ω). It can be proved that F ∈ Dom L if and
only if F ∈ D

1,2 and DF ∈ Dom δ; in this case, LF = −δ(DF ). The pseudo-inverse L−1

of L is defined by

L−1F =
∑

n≥1

1

n
In(fn).

For any F ∈ D
1,2 with E(F ) = 0, the process u = −DL−1F belongs to Dom δ and

F = δ(−DL−1F ). (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 +
∑

n≥1

In(fn(·, x; t)), (10)

where the kernel fn(·, x; t) is given by

fn(x1, . . . , xn, x; t) =

∫

Tn(t)

pt−tn(x− xn) . . . pt2−t1(x2 − x1)dt1 . . . dtn,

and Tn(t) = {(t1, . . . , tn) : 0 < t1 < . . . < tn < t}. The necessary and sufficient condition
for the existence of the solution is that this series converges in L2(Ω), i.e.

∑

n≥1

n!‖f̃n(·, x; t)‖2P⊗n
0

<∞. (11)

Under this condition, the solution is unique, and

E|u(t, x)|2 = 1 +
∑

n≥1

n!‖f̃n(·, x; t)‖2P⊗n
0
.
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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 γ = Fµ is a non-negative
and non-negative-definite function on R

d, and µ satisfies Dalang’s condition (D), then

sup
η∈Rd

∫

Rd

|Fh(ξ + η)|2µ(dξ) =
∫

Rd

|Fh(ξ)|2µ(dξ), (12)

for any non-negative function h such that h ∈ P0 ∩ L1(Rd) or Fh ≥ 0 (see Lemma 2.6 of
[5] and Lemma 3.6 of [11]). In particular, this holds for h(t) = e−t|ξ|2 for any t > 0.

3.1 Existence of Solution

In this section, we examine the question of existence of solution.
For any t > 0, we denote h0(t) = 1 and

hn(t) =

∫

Tn(t)

∫

(Rd)n

n∏

j=1

e−(tj+1−tj)|ξj |2µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)dttt for all n ≥ 1, (13)

where ttt = (t1, . . . , tn) and we let tn+1 = t. We recall the following result.

Lemma 3.1 (Lemma 3.8 of [2]). Under condition (D), for any t > 0 and γ > 0,

H(t; γ) :=
∑

n≥0

γnhn(t) <∞ and H̃(t; γ) :=
∑

n≥0

√
γnhn(t) <∞.

By Lemma 2.6 of [10], hn is non-decreasing for any n ≥ 1.

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

d,

‖fn(·, x; t)‖2P⊗n
0

≤ tn

n!
hn(t). (14)

Consequently, equation (1) has a unique solution u, and for any p ≥ 2 and T > 0,

sup
(t,x)∈[0,T ]×Rd

‖u(t, x)‖p <∞. (15)

Proof. The Fourier transform of fn(·, x; t) is given by:

Ffn(·, x; t)(ξ1, . . . , ξn) = e−i(ξ1+...+ξn)·x
∫

Tn(t)

n∏

j=1

e−
1
2
(tj+1−tj)|ξ1+...+ξj |2dttt,

where ttt = (t1, . . . , tn) and tn+1 = t. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

‖fn(·, x; t)‖2P⊗n
0

=

∫

(Rd)n
|Ffn(·, x; t)(ξ1, . . . , ξn)|2µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn) ≤

tn

n!
Jn(t), (16)
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where

Jn(t) =

∫

Tn(t)

∫

(Rd)n

n∏

j=1

e−(tj+1−tj)|ξ1+...+ξj |2µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)dttt. (17)

By the maximal principle (12),
Jn(t) ≤ hn(t). (18)

Relation (14) follows. By the rough bound (6) and Lemma 3.1, we have:
∑

n≥1

n!‖f̃n(·, x; t)‖2P⊗n
0

≤
∑

n≥1

n!‖fn(·, x; t)‖2P⊗n
0

≤
∑

n≥0

tnJn(t) ≤
∑

n≥0

tnhn(t) = H(t, t) <∞.

This proves the existence and uniqueness of the solution. By Minkowski’s inequality and
hypercontractivity,

‖u(t, x)‖p ≤
∑

n≥0

(p−1)n/2(n!)1/2‖f̃n(·, x; t)‖P⊗n
0

≤
∑

n≥0

(p−1)n/2tn/2
√
hn(t) = H̃(t; (p−1)t).

The last term is bounded by H̃(T ; (p− 1)T ), for any t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ R
d.

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 :




∂v

∂t
(t, x) = ∆v(t, x) + v(t, x)Ẋ(t, x), t > 0, x ∈ R

d

v(0, x) = 1,
(19)

More precisely, X = {X(ϕ);ϕ ∈ D(R+ × R
d)} is a zero-mean Gaussian process with

covariance

E[X(ϕ)X(ψ)] =

∫

R+

∫

(Rd)2
γ(x− y)ϕ(t, x)ψ(t, y)dxdydt =: 〈ϕ, ψ〉H0,

We let H0 be the completion of D(R+ × R
d) with respect to the inner product 〈ϕ, ψ〉0.

Then H0 is isomorphic to L2(R+;P0). If (D) holds, equation (19) has a unique solution
which has the chaos expansion:

v(t, x) = 1 +
∑

n≥1

IXn (fn(·, t, x))

where IXn is the multiple integral with respect to X and the kernel fn(·, t, x) is given by

fn(t1, x1, . . . , tn, xn, t, x) = pt−tn(x− xn) . . . pt2−t1(x2 − x1)1{0<t1<...<tn<t}.

It can be proved that ‖fn(·, t, x)‖2H⊗n
0

= Jn(t). Using (18), followed by Lemma 3.3 of [15],

we obtain the following inequality:

‖fn(·, t, x)‖2H⊗n
0

≤ hn(t) ≤
n∑

ℓ=0

(
n

ℓ

)
Cn−ℓ

N

ℓ!
(tDN )

ℓ, (20)

for any N > 0, where

CN =

∫

|ξ|>N

1

|ξ|2µ(dξ) and DN =

∫

{|ξ|≤N}
µ(dξ).

Note that E|v(t, x)|2 =
∑

n≥0 Jn(t), whereas E|u(t, x)|2 ≤
∑

n≥0 t
nJn(t).
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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 (1). 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 x ∈ R
d. We will prove

that for any z ∈ R
d, we have the following chaos expansion:

Dzu(t, x) =
∑

n≥1

nIn−1(f̃n(·, z, x; t)) =:
∑

n≥1

An(z, x; t) in L2(Ω). (21)

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

f̃n(·, z, x; t) =
1

n

n∑

j=1

h
(n)
j (·, z, x; t), (22)

where h
(n)
j (·, z, x; t) is the symmetrization of the function f

(n)
j (·, z, x; t) given by:

f
(n)
j (x1, . . . , xn−1, z, x; t) = fn(x1, . . . , xj−1, z, xj , . . . , xn−1, x; t)

=

∫

{0<t1<...<tj−1<r<tj<...<tn−1<t}
pt−tn−1(x− xn−1) . . . ptj−r(xj − z)pr−tj−1

(z − xj−1) . . .

pt2−t1(x2 − x1)dt1 . . . dtn−1dr

We will use the following functions:

fn(t1, x1, . . . , tn, xn, t, x) = pt−tn(x− xn) . . . pt2−t1(x2 − x1) (23)

gn(t1, x1, . . . , tn, xn, r, z, t, x) = pt−tn(x− xn) . . . pt2−t1(x2 − x1)pt1−r(x1 − z), (24)

We use the following notational convention: for any function f : (R+ × R
d)n → R, we

denote
f(tntntn,xnxnxn) := f(t1, x1, . . . , tn, xn).

where tntntn = (t1, . . . , tn) and xnxnxn = (x1, . . . , xn). We denote tj:ntj:ntj:n = (tj , . . . , tn) for any j ≤ n.
We let g0(r, z, t, x) = pt−r(x− z). The following decomposition holds:

f
(n)
j (xn−1xn−1xn−1, z, x; t) =

∫ t

0

(∫

Tj−1(r)

fj−1(tj−1tj−1tj−1,xj−1xj−1xj−1, r, z)dtj−1tj−1tj−1

)
(25)

(∫

{r<tj<...<tn−1<t}
gn−j(tj:n−1tj:n−1tj:n−1,xj:n−1xj:n−1xj:n−1, r, z, t, x)dtj:n−1tj:n−1tj:n−1

)
dr.

Recall that H0 = L2(R+;P0) is the Hilbert space associated with the white noise in
time. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (20),

(∫

Tn(t)

‖fn(tntntn, •, t, x)‖P⊗n
0
dtntntn

)2

≤ tn

n!
‖fn(·, t, x)‖2H⊗n

0
≤ tn

n!

n∑

ℓ=0

(
n

ℓ

)
Cn−ℓ

N

ℓ!
(tDN)

ℓ

10



≤ (2t)n

n!

n∑

ℓ=0

Cn−ℓ
N

ℓ!
(tDN )

ℓ. (26)

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

‖gn(·, r, z, t, x)‖2H0
≤ p2t−r(x− z)

n∑

ℓ=0

(
n

ℓ

)
(4CN)

n−ℓ

ℓ!
[(t− r)DN ]

ℓ (27)

(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:

(∫

{r<t1<...<tn<t}
‖gn(tntntn, •, r, z, t, x)‖P⊗n

0
dtntntn

)2

≤ (t− r)n

n!
‖gn(·, r, z, t, x)‖2H⊗n

0

≤ (t− r)n

n!
p2t−r(x− z)

n∑

ℓ=0

(
n

ℓ

)
(4CN)

n−ℓ

ℓ!
[(t− r)DN ]

ℓ

≤ (2t)n

n!
p2t−r(x− z)

n∑

ℓ=0

(4CN)
n−ℓ

ℓ!
(tDN)

ℓ. (28)

Here is the first result of this section.

Theorem 3.4. Suppose that γ = Fµ is a non-negative locally-integrable function and µ
satisfies (D), or d = 1 and the noise is white. Then the series in (21) converges in L2(Ω),
and for any p ≥ 2, T > 0, t ∈ [0, T ] and x, z ∈ R

d,

‖Dzu(t, x)‖p ≤ CT

∫ t

0

pt−r(x− z)dr, (29)

where the constant CT depends on (T, p, γ).

Proof. We first prove the convergence of series (21) in L2(Ω). By relation (26) of [6]
(which obviously continues to hold for the heat equation), we have:

E|An(z, x; t)|2 ≤ n!
n∑

j=1

‖f (n)
j (·, z, x; t)‖2P⊗(n−1)

0

. (30)

We estimate separately the terms of this sum. By (25) and Minkowski’s inequality,

‖f (n)
j (·, z, x; t)‖P⊗(n−1)

0
≤
∫ t

0

(∫

Tj−1(r)

‖fj−1(tj−1tj−1tj−1, •, r, z)‖P⊗(j−1)
0

dtj−1tj−1tj−1

)

(∫

{r<tj<...<tn−1<t}
‖gn−j(tj:n−1tj:n−1tj:n−1, •, r, z, t, x)‖P⊗(n−j)

0
dtj:n−1tj:n−1tj:n−1

)
dr.

(31)
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For each r ∈ (0, t) fixed, we estimate separately each of the inner integrals above. (By
convention, the first integral is equal 1 if j = 1, and the second one is equal to pt−r(x− z)
if j = n.) We use (26) for the first integral and (28) for the second integral. We obtain:

‖f (n)
j (·, z, x; t)‖2P⊗(n−1)

0

≤
(∫ t

0

pt−r(x− z)dr

)2

(2t)n−1

(j − 1)!(n− j)!

(
j−1∑

ℓ=0

Cj−1−ℓ
N

ℓ!
(tDN)

ℓ

)(
n−j∑

ℓ=0

(4CN)
n−j−ℓ

ℓ!
(tDN )

ℓ

)
. (32)

We consider two cases.
Case 1. Suppose that there exists N0 ≥ 1 such that CN0 = 0. Then CN = 0 for

all N ≥ N0. Let N ≥ N0 be arbitrary. Then the only non-zero terms in the two sums
on the right-hand side of (32) are those corresponding to ℓ = j − 1 (for the first sum),
respectively ℓ = n− j (for the second sum). Therefore, relation (32) becomes:

‖f (n)
j (·, z, x; t)‖2P⊗(n−1)

0

≤
(∫ t

0

pt−r(x− z)dr

)2
(2t2DN)

n−1

[(j − 1)!]2[(n− j)!]2

Taking the sum for all j = 1, . . . , n we obtain:

n∑

j=1

‖f (n)
j (·, z, x; t)‖2P⊗(n−1)

0

≤
(∫ t

0

pt−r(x− z)dr

)2
(2t2DN )

n−1

[(n− 1)!]2

n−1∑

j=1

(
n− 1

j − 1

)2

≤
(∫ t

0

pt−r(x− z)dr

)2
(8t2DN )

n−1

[(n− 1)!]2
,

using the fact that
∑n

j=1

(
n−1
j−1

)2 ≤
(∑n

j=1

(
n−1
j−1

))2
= 4n−1. Coming back to (30), we get:

E|An(z, x; t)|2 ≤ n

(∫ t

0

pt−r(x− z)dr

)2
(8t2DN)

n−1

(n− 1)!
.

This proves that
∑

n≥1An(z, x; t) converges in L
2(Ω), and

E|Dzu(t, x)|2 =
∑

n≥1

E|An(z, x; t)|2 ≤
(∫ t

0

pt−r(x− z)dr

)2

exp(16t2DN).

Relation (29) follows by hypercontractivity:

‖Dzu(t, x)‖p ≤
∑

n≥1

(p− 1)(n−1)/2‖An(z, x; t)‖2 ≤ Ct,p

(∫ t

0

pt−r(x− z)dr

)
,

where Ct,p = exp(c(p− 1)t2DN) for some constant c > 0.

Case 2. Suppose that CN > 0 for all N > 0. Bounding the two sums on the right-hand
side of (32) by Cj−1

N eC
−1
N

tDN , respectively (4CN)
n−je(4CN )−1tDN , we obtain:

‖f (n)
j (·, z, x; t)‖2P⊗(n−1)

0

≤
(∫ t

0

pt−r(x− z)dr

)2
(2t)n−1

(j − 1)!(n− j)!
(4CN)

n−1e2tC
−1
N

DN .
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Taking the sum over j = 1, . . . , n and using the fact that
∑n

j=1

(
n−1
j−1

)
= 2n−1, we get:

n∑

j=1

‖f (n)
j (·, z, x; t)‖2P⊗(n−1)

0

≤
(∫ t

0

pt−r(x− z)dr

)2
(16tCN)

n−1

(n− 1)!
e2tC

−1
N

DN .

Coming back to (30) and using the fact that n ≤ 2n−1, we get:

E|An(z, x; t)|2 ≤
(∫ t

0

pt−r(x− z)dr

)2

(32tCN)
n−1e2tC

−1
N

DN .

Due to condition (D), limN→∞CN = 0. Hence, we can choose N = NT such that

32TCN < 1.

Then for any t ∈ [0, T ], the series
∑

n≥1An(z, x; t) converges in L
2(Ω), and

E|Dzu(t, x)|2 =
∑

n≥1

E|An(z, x; t)|2 ≤
(∫ t

0

pt−r(x− z)dr

)2
1

1− 32TCN
e2TC−1

N
DN .

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

We now examine the second Malliavin derivative. We fix t > 0 and x ∈ R
d. We will

show below that for any w, z ∈ R
d, we have the following chaos expansion:

D2
w,zu(t, x) =

∑

n≥2

n(n− 1)In−2(f̃n(·, w, z, x; t)) =:
∑

n≥2

Bn(w, z, x; t) in L2(Ω). (33)

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

f̃n(·, w, z, x; t) =
1

n(n− 1)

n∑

i,j=1,i 6=j

h
(n)
ij (·, w, z, x; t),

where h
(n)
ij (·, w, z, x; t) is the symmetrization of the function f

(n)
ij (·, w, z, x; t) defined as

follows. If i < j,

f
(n)
ij (x1, . . . , xn−2, w, z, x; t) = fn(x1, . . . , xi−1, w, xi, . . . , xj−2, z, xj−1, . . . , xn−2, x; t)

=

∫

{t1<...<ti−1<θ<ti<...<tj−2<r<tj−1<...<tn−2<t}
pt−tn−2(x− xn−2) . . . ptj−1−r(xj−1 − z)

pr−tj−2
(z − xj−2) . . . pti−θ(xi − w)pθ−ti−1

(w − xi−1) . . . pt2−t1(x2 − x1)dt1 . . . dtn−2drdθ,

and we have the decomposition:

f
(n)
ij (xn−2xn−2xn−2, w, z, x; t) =

∫

{0<θ<r<t}

(∫

Ti−1(θ)

fi−1(ti−1ti−1ti−1,xi−1xi−1xi−1, θ, w)dti−1ti−1ti−1

)
(34)
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(∫

{θ<ti<...<tj−2<r}
gj−i−1(ti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2,xi:j−2xi:j−2xi:j−2, θ, w, r, z)dti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2

)

(∫

{r<tj−1<...<tn−2<t}
gn−j(tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2,xj−1:n−2xj−1:n−2xj−1:n−2, r, z, t, x)tj−i:n−2tj−i:n−2tj−i:n−2

)
dθdr.

If j < i,

f
(n)
ij (x1, . . . , xn−2, w, z, x; t) = fn(x1, . . . , xj−1, z, xj , . . . , xi−2, w, xi−1, . . . , xn−2, x; t)

In both cases, w is on position i 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 3.4, the series in (33) converges in
L2(Ω), and for any p ≥ 2, T > 0, t ∈ [0, T ] and x, w, z ∈ R

d,

‖D2
w,zu(t, x)‖p ≤ CT f̃2(w, z, x; t), (35)

where CT > 0 is a constant that depends on (T, p, γ).

Proof. As in the case of Theorem 3.4, the main effort will be dedicated to proving that
the series (33) converges in L2(Ω). To this end, we will use the following estimate, which
is proved exactly as in the case of the wave equation (see [6]):

E|Bn(w, z, x; t)|2 ≤ n!
n∑

i,j=1,i 6=j

∥∥∥f (n)
ij (·, w, z, x; t))

∥∥∥
2

P⊗(n−2)
0

, (36)

We proceed with the estimation of ‖f (n)
ij (·, w, z, x; t))‖2

P⊗(n−2)
0

. Let 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n be

arbitrary. By Minkowski’s inequality and (34),

∥∥f (n)
ij (·, w, z, x; t)

∥∥
P⊗(n−2)
0

≤
∫

0<θ<r<t

(∫

Ti−1(θ)

∥∥fi−1(ti−1ti−1ti−1, •, θ, w)
∥∥
P⊗(i−1)
0

dti−1ti−1ti−1

)

(∫

{θ<ti<...<tj−2<r}

∥∥gj−i−1(ti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2, •, θ, w, r, z)
∥∥
P⊗(j−i−1)
0

dti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2

)

(∫

{r<tj−1<...<tn−2<t}

∥∥gn−j(tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2, •, r, z, t, x)
∥∥
P⊗(n−j)
0

dtj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2

)
dθdr. (37)

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

∥∥f (n)
ij (·, w, z, x; t)

∥∥2
P⊗(n−2)
0

≤
(∫

0<θ<r<t

pt−r(x− z)pr−θ(z − w)drdθ

)2
(2t)n−2

(i− 1)!(j − i− 1)!(n− j)!
(

i−1∑

ℓ=0

C i−1−ℓ
N

ℓ!
(tDN)

ℓ

)(
j−i−1∑

ℓ=0

(4CN)
j−i−1−ℓ

ℓ!
(tDN)

ℓ

)(
n−j∑

ℓ=0

(4CN)
n−j−ℓ

ℓ!
(tDN )

ℓ

)
. (38)
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The same argument shows that for all 1 ≤ j < i ≤ n,
∥∥f (n)

ij (·, w, z, x; t)
∥∥2
P⊗(n−2)
0

≤
(∫

0<r<θ<t

pt−θ(x− w)pθ−r(w − z)drdθ

)2
(2t)n−2

(j − 1)!(i− j − 1)!(n− i)!
(

j−1∑

ℓ=0

Cj−1−ℓ
N

ℓ!
(tDN )

ℓ

)(
i−j−1∑

ℓ=0

(4CN)
i−j−1−ℓ

ℓ!
(tDN)

ℓ

)(
n−i∑

ℓ=0

(4CN)
n−i−ℓ

ℓ!
(tDN )

ℓ

)
. (39)

We now consider two cases.
Case 1. Suppose that there exists N0 > 0 such that CN0 = 0. Then CN = 0 for all

N ≥ N0. Let N ≥ N0 be arbitrary. Then the only non-zero terms in the 3 sums appearing
on the right-hand-side of (38) are those corresponding to ℓ = i − 1 (for the first sum),
ℓ = j − i− 1 (for the second sum), respectively ℓ = n− j (for the third sum). Therefore,
(38) becomes:

∥∥f (n)
ij (·, w, z, x; t)

∥∥2
P⊗(n−2)
0

≤ f 2
2 (w, z, x; t)

(2t2DN)
n−2

[(i− 1)!(j − i− 1)!(n− j)!]2
.

Taking the sum for all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n, and using the fact that
∑

1≤i<j≤n

(
n−2

i−1,j−i−1,n−j

)2 ≤
(∑

1≤i<j≤n

(
n−2

i−1,j−i−1,n−j

))2
= 9n−2, we obtain:

∑

1≤i<j≤n

∥∥f (n)
ij (·, w, z, x; t)

∥∥2
P⊗(n−2)
0

≤ f 2
2 (w, z, x; t)

(18t2DN )
n−2

[(n− 2)!]2
.

For the sum for j < i, we use (39) and obtain that:

∑

1≤j<i≤n

∥∥f (n)
ij (·, w, z, x; t)

∥∥2
P⊗(n−2)
0

≤ f 2
2 (z, w, x; t)

(18t2DN )
n−2

[(n− 2)!]2
.

Coming back to (36) and using the fact that n(n− 1) ≤ 4n−2, we get:

E|Bn(w, z, x; t)|2 ≤
(
f 2
2 (w, z, x; t) + f 2

2 (z, w, x; t)
)(72t2DN)

n−2

(n− 2)!
.

This proves that
∑

n≥2Bn(w, z, x; t) converges in L
2(Ω). Moreover,

‖D2
w,zu(t, x)‖2 ≤

∑

n≥2

‖Bn(w, z, x; t)‖2 ≤ Cf̃2(w, z, x; t) exp(Ct
2DN).

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

Case 2. Suppose that CN > 0 for all N > 0. In this case, bounding the three sums ap-
pearing on the right-hand-side of (38), respectively by C i−1

N eC
−1
N

tDN , (4CN)
j−i−1e(4CN )−1tDN

and (4CN)
n−je(4CN )−1tDN , we obtain that for all i < j,

∥∥f (n)
ij (·, w, z, x; t)

∥∥2
P⊗(n−2)
0

≤ f 2
2 (w, z, x; t)

(2t)n−2

(i− 1)!(j − i− 1)!(n− j)!
(4CN)

n−2e2tC
−1
N

DN .
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Taking the sum over all 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n and using the fact that
∑

1≤i<j≤n

(
n−2

i−1,j−i−1,n−j

)
=

3n−2, we get:

∑

1≤i<j≤n

∥∥f (n)
ij (·, w, z, x; t)

∥∥2
P⊗(n−2)
0

≤ f 2
2 (w, z, x; t)

(24tCN)
n−2

(n− 2)!
e2tC

−1
N

DN .

Similarly,

∑

1≤j<i≤n

∥∥f (n)
ij (·, w, z, x; t)

∥∥2
P⊗(n−2)
0

≤ f 2
2 (z, w, x; t)

(24tCN)
n−2

(n− 2)!
e2tC

−1
N

DN .

Coming back to (36) and using again the fact that n(n− 1) ≤ 4n−2, we see that

E|Bn(w, z, x; t)|2 ≤
(
f 2
2 (w, z, x; t) + f 2

2 (z, w, x; t)
)
(96tCN)

n−2e2tC
−1
N

DN .

Since limN→∞CN = 0 (by (D)), we can choose N = NT large enough such that

96TCN < 1.

Then, for any t ∈ [0, T ],
∑

n≥2Bn(w, z, x; t) converges in L
2(Ω), and

‖D2
w,zu(t, x)‖2 ≤

∑

n≥2

‖Bn(w, z, x; t)‖2 ≤ 2f̃2(w, z, x; t)
1

1− 96TCN
e2TC−1

N
DN .

For moments of order p > 2, we obtain relation (35) 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
y1, . . . , ym ∈ R

d, we have the following chaos expansion:

Dm
y1,...,ymu(t, x) =

∑

n≥m

n(n− 1) . . . (n−m+ 1)In−m(f̃n(·, y1, . . . , ym, x; t)).

This series converges in L2(Ω). Moreover, for any p ≥ 2, T > 0, t ∈ [0, T ] and x ∈ R
d,

‖Dm
y1,...,ym

u(t, x)‖p ≤ CT f̃m(y1, . . . , ym, x; t),

where CT > 0 is a constant that depends on (T, p, γ,m).

3.3 Proof of Theorem 1.1 under Assumption A

Since γ is integrable, µ has a continuous density g, which is bounded by ‖γ‖L1(Rd).

(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 ∫

Rd

ρt,s(z)dz <∞.
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Let αn(z; t, s) = (n!)2〈f̃n(·, z; t), f̃n(·, 0; s)〉P⊗n
0
. Using the fact that

∫
Rd pt(x)dx = 1 and

|Fpt(ξ)|2 = e−t|ξ|2 ≤ 1, we obtain that for any ε > 0,

∫

Rd

αn(z; t, s)e
− ε|z|2

2 dz

≤ n!t2‖γ‖L1(Rd)

∫

Tn(t)

∫

(Rd)n−1

n−1∏

j=1

|Fptj+1−tj (ξ1 + . . .+ ξj)|2µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)dttt

= n!t2‖γ‖L1(Rd)

∫ t

0

Jn−1(tn)dtn ≤ n!t3‖γ‖L1(Rd)hn−1(t),

where for the last inequality we used (18) and the fact that hn−1 is non-decreasing. There-
fore, by Lemma 3.1,

∫

Rd

ρt,s(z)dz =
∑

n≥1

1

n!

∫

Rd

αn(z; t, s)dz ≤ t3‖γ‖L1(Rd)

∑

n≥1

hn−1(t) <∞.

(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 D2u 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 α ∈ (0, 1/2),

‖FR(t)− FR(s)‖p ≤ CRd/2
(
(t− s)α + (t− s)1/2

)
, (40)

where C > 0 is a constant that depends on T, γ, p, α, d. From this, it will follow that
FR = {FR(t)}t≥0 has a continuous modification (denoted also by FR), by Kolmogorov’s
continuity theorem, and {FR}R>0 is tight in C[0, T ], by Theorem 12.3 of [7].

Using the chaos expansion, we can write FR(t)−FR(s) =
∑

n≥1 In(gn,R(·; t, s)), where

gn,R(x1, . . . , xn; t, s) =

∫

BR

(
fn(x1, . . . , xn, x; t)− fn(x1, . . . , xn, x; s)

)
dx

=

∫

BR

∫

Tn(s)

n−1∏

j=1

ptj+1−tj (xj+1 − xj)
(
pt−tn(x− xn)− ps−tn(x− xn)

)
dtttdx

+

∫

BR

∫

Tn(t)

n−1∏

j=1

ptj+1−tj (xj+1 − xj)pt−tn(x− xn)1[s,t](tn)dtttdx

:=g
(1)
n,R(x1, . . . , xn; t, s) + g

(2)
n,R(x1, . . . , xn; t, s). (41)

We first estimate
∥∥∥g̃(1)n,R(·; t, s)

∥∥∥
P⊗n
0

. By Lemma 3.1 of [9], for any α ∈ (0, 1/2),

|pt−tn(x− xn)− ps−tn(x− xn)| ≤ Cα(t− s)α(s− tn)
−αp4(t−tn)(x− xn),
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where Cα > 0 depends on α. Then
∣∣∣g(1)n,R(x1, . . . , xn; t, s)

∣∣∣ ≤ (t − s)αg′n,R(x1, . . . , xn; t, s),

where

g′n,R(x1, . . . , xn; t, s) = Cα

∫

BR

∫

Tn(s)

n−1∏

j=1

ptj+1−tj (xj+1 − xj)(s− tn)
−αp4(t−tn)(x− xn)dtttdx.

The spatial Fourier transform of g′n,R is:

Fg′n,R(·; t, s)(ξ1, . . . , ξn)

=Cα

∫

BR

e−i(ξ1+...+ξn)·x
∫

Tn(s)

(s− tn)
−α

n−1∏

j=1

Fptj+1−tj (ξ1 + . . .+ ξj)Fp4(t−tn)(ξ1 + . . .+ ξn)dtttdx

=CαF1BR
(ξ1 + . . .+ ξn)

∫

Tn(s)

(s− tn)
−α

n−1∏

j=1

Fptj+1−tj (ξ1 + . . .+ ξj)Fp4(t−tn)(ξ1 + . . .+ ξn)dttt.

By the definition of the norm ‖ · ‖P⊗n
0

and the non-negativity of γ, we have

n!
∥∥∥g̃(1)n,R(·; t, s)

∥∥∥
2

P⊗n
0

= n!〈g(1)n,R(·; t, s), g̃
(1)
n,R(·; t, s)〉2P⊗n

0

=n!

∫

(Rd)n

∫

(Rd)n
g
(1)
n,R(x1, . . . , xn; t, s)g̃

(1)
n,R(y1, . . . , yn; t, s)

n∏

i=1

γ(xi − yi)dxxxdyyy

≤n!(t− s)2α
∫

(Rd)n

∫

(Rd)n
g′n,R(x1, . . . , xn; t, s)g̃

′
n,R(y1, . . . , yn; t, s)

n∏

i=1

γ(xi − yi)dxxxdyyy

=n!(t− s)2α
∫

(Rd)n
Fg′n,R(·; t, s)(ξ1, . . . , ξn)F g̃′n,R(·; t, s)(ξ1, . . . , ξn)µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)

=(t− s)2α
∑

ρ∈Sn

∫

(Rd)n
Fg′n,R(·; t, s)(ξ1, . . . , ξn)Fg′n,R(·; t, s)(ξρ(1), . . . , ξρ(n))µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)

=C2
α(t− s)2α

∑

ρ∈Sn

∫

Tn(s)2

∫

(Rd)n
(s− tn)

−α

n−1∏

j=1

Fptj+1−tj (ξ1 + . . .+ ξj)Fp4(t−tn)(ξ1 + . . .+ ξn)

(s− sn)
−α

n−1∏

j=1

Fpsj+1−sj(ξρ(1) + . . .+ ξρ(j))Fp4(t−sn)(ξρ(1) + . . .+ ξρ(n))

|F1BR
(ξ1 + . . .+ ξn)|2 µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)dtttdsss.

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

n!
∥∥∥g̃(1)n,R(·; t, s)

∥∥∥
2

P⊗n
0

≤ C2
α(t− s)2αsn

∫

Tn(s)

(s− tn)
−2α

∫

Rnd

n−1∏

j=1

∣∣Fptj+1−tj (ξ1 + . . .+ ξj)
∣∣2

∣∣F
(
1BR

∗ p4(t−tn)

)
(ξ1 + . . .+ ξn)

∣∣2 µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)dttt.
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Using the maximal principle (12), we have:

n!
∥∥∥g̃(1)n,R(·; t, s)

∥∥∥
2

P⊗n
0

≤ C2
α(t− s)2αsn

∫

Tn(s)

(s− tn)
−2α

∫

(Rd)n

n−1∏

j=1

∣∣Fptj+1−tj (ξj)
∣∣2

× |F1BR
(ξn)|2

∣∣Fp4(t−tn)(ξn)
∣∣2 µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)dttt

=C2
α(t− s)2αsn

∫ s

0

(s− tn)
−2αhn−1(tn)

∫

Rd

|F1BR
(ξn)|2

∣∣Fp4(t−tn)(ξn)
∣∣2 µ(dξn)dtn. (42)

For the integral with respect to dξn, using the fact that |Fpt(ξ)| ≤ 1, we have

∫

Rd

|F1BR
(ξn)|2

∣∣Fp4(t−tn)(ξn)
∣∣2 µ(dξn) ≤

∫

Rd

|F1BR
(ξn)|2 µ(dξn)

=

∫

(Rd)2
1BR

(x)1BR
(y)γ(x− y)dxdy ≤ Cγ,dR

d, (43)

where Cγ,d = ωd‖γ‖L1(Rd). For the integral with respect to dtn, since hn−1 is a non-
decreasing function, we have

∫ s

0

(s− tn)
−2αhn−1(tn)dtn ≤ hn−1(s)

∫ s

0

(s− tn)
−2αdtn = hn−1(s)

s1−2α

1− 2α
. (44)

Hence,

n!
∥∥∥g̃(1)n,R(·; t, s)

∥∥∥
2

P⊗n
0

≤ C2
αCγ,d

1− 2α
Rd(t− s)2αsn+1−2αhn−1(s). (45)

Next, we estimate
∥∥∥g̃(2)n,R(·; t, s)

∥∥∥
P⊗n
0

. Note that the spatial Fourier transform of g
(2)
n,R is

Fg(2)n,R(·; t, s)(ξ1, . . . , ξn) = F1BR
(ξ1 + . . .+ ξn)

∫

Tn(t)

n∏

j=1

Fptj+1−tj (ξ1 + . . .+ ξj)1[s,t](tn)dttt,

where tn+1 = t. Expressing the P⊗n
0 -inner product in Fourier mode, and using Lemma

A.1 of [6], we have:

n!
∥∥∥g̃(2)n,R(·; t, s)

∥∥∥
2

P⊗n
0

= n!〈g(2)n,R(·; t, s), g̃
(2)
n,R(·; t, s)〉P⊗n

0

=
∑

ρ∈Sn

∫

(Rd)n
Fg(2)n,R(·; t, s)(ξ1, . . . , ξn)Fg

(2)
n,R(·; t, s)(ξρ(1), . . . , ξρ(n))µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)

=
∑

ρ∈Sn

∫

Tn(t)

∫

Tn(t)

∫

(Rd)n

n∏

j=1

Fptj+1−tj (ξ1 + . . .+ ξj)

n∏

j=1

Fpsj+1−sj(ξρ(1) + . . .+ ξρ(j))

× 1[s,t](tn)1[s,t](sn) |F1BR
(ξ1 + . . .+ ξn)|2 µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)dsssdttt

≤tn
∫

Tn(t)

1[s,t](tn)

∫

(Rd)n

n−1∏

j=1

∣∣Fptj+1−tj (ξ1 + . . .+ ξj)
∣∣2
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× |F(1BR
∗ pt−tn)(ξ1 + . . .+ ξn)|2 µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)dttt.

Using the maximal principle (12) and an inequality similar to (43) but for pt−tn instead
of p4(t−tn), we have:

n!
∥∥∥g̃(2)n,R(·; t, s)

∥∥∥
2

P⊗n
0

≤tn
∫

Tn(t)

1[s,t](tn)

∫

(Rd)n

n−1∏

j=1

∣∣Fptj+1−tj (ξj)
∣∣2 |F (1BR

∗ pt−tn) (ξn)|2 µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)dttt

=tn
∫ t

s

hn−1(tn)

(∫

Rd

|F1BR
(ξn)|2 |Fpt−tn(ξn)|2 µ(dξn)

)
dtn (46)

≤tnCγ,dR
d

∫ t

s

hn−1(tn)dtn.

Using the fact that hn−1 is a non-decreasing function, we obtain:

n!
∥∥∥g̃(2)n,R(·; t, s)

∥∥∥
2

P⊗n
0

≤ Cγ,dt
n(t− s)hn−1(t)R

d. (47)

By the hypercontractivity, (45), (47) and Lemma 3.1, we have

‖FR(t)− FR(s)‖p ≤
∑

n≥1

(p− 1)n/2(n!)1/2
(∥∥∥g̃(1)n,R(·; t, s)

∥∥∥
P⊗n
0

+
∥∥∥g̃(2)n,R(·; t, s)

∥∥∥
P⊗n
0

)

≤CRd/2
∑

n≥1

(p− 1)n/2
√
hn−1(t)

[√
sn+1−2α(t− s)2α +

√
tn(t− s)

]

≤CRd/2
(
(t− s)α + (t− s)1/2

)
,

where C > 0 depends on p, t, γ, α, d and is increasing in t. This proves (40).
Step 2. (finite-dimensional convergence) Recall that QR(t) = R−d/2FR(t). The same

argument as in the proof of Theorem 1.3 (iii) (Step 2) of [6] (for wave equation) shows
that for any m ∈ N+, 0 ≤ t1 < . . . < tm ≤ T ,

(QR(t1), . . . , QR(tm))
d→ (G(t1), . . . ,G(tm)).

3.4 Proof of Theorem 1.1 under Assumption B

Under Assumption B, Γ is the Fourier transform of the measure µ(dξ) = cd,β|ξ|β−ddξ.
(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 FR(t) =

∑
n≥1 Jn,R(t), with

Jn,R(t) = In(gn,R(·; t)) and gn,R(·; t) =
∫

BR

fn(·, x; t)dx. (48)
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We show that only the first-chaos term contributes to the limit. For this term, we use

the fact that |Fpt(ξ/R)| = exp(− t|ξ|2
2R2 ) converges to 1 as R → ∞, and is bounded by 1.

Hence,

E[J1,R(t)J1,R(s)] ∼ R2d−βts

∫

B2
1

|x− x′|−βdxdx′ as R→ ∞. (49)

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

E[J2
n,R(t)]

≤ tncnd,βR
2d−β

∫

Tn(t)

dt1 . . . dtn

∫

(Rd)n−1

dη1 . . . dηn−1

n−1∏

j=1

|ηj − ηj−1|−(d−β)
n−1∏

j=1

|Fptj+1−tj (ηj)|2

∫

Rd

(∫

B2
1

e−iηn·(x−x′)dxdx′

)
|Fpt−tn(ηn/R)|2|ηn − ηn−1R|β−ddηn,

where η0 = 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:

∑

n≥2

E[J2
n,R(t)] = o(R2d−β) as R → ∞. (50)

The conclusion follows by (49) and (50).

(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:

dTV

(
FR(t)

σR(t)
, Z

)
≤ 4

σ2
R(t)

√
A

where Z ∼ N(0, 1) and

A =

∫

(Rd)6
‖D2

z,wFR(t)‖4‖D2
y,w′FR(t)‖4‖Dz′FR(t)‖4‖Dy′FR(t)‖4

γ(y − y′)γ(z − z′)γ(w − w′)dydy′dzdz′dwdw′.

Since σ2
R(t) ∼ K(t, t)R2d−β (by part (i)), it is enough to prove that

A ≤ CtR
4d−3β ,

where Ct > 0 is a constant depending on t. Note that DzFR(t) =
∫
BR
u(t, x)dx. By

Minkowski’s inequality and (29),

‖DzFR(t)‖4 ≤
∫

BR

‖Dzu(t, x)‖4dx ≤ Ct

∫

BR

f1(z, x; t)dx.
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Similarly, using (35),

‖D2
z,wFR(t)‖4 ≤

∫

BR

‖D2
z,wu(t, x)‖4dx ≤ Ct

∫

BR

f̃2(z, w, x; t)dx.

Hence

A ≤ C4
t

∫

B4
R

∫

(Rd)6
f̃2(z, w, x1; t)f̃2(y, w

′, x2; t)f1(z
′, x3; t)f1(y

′, x4, x; t)

γ(y − y′)γ(z − z′)γ(w − w′)dydy′dzdz′dwdw′dx1dx2dx3dx4 =: C4
t

4∑

i=1

Ai.

We treat only A1, the other terms being similar. We have:

A1 =

∫

B4
R

∫

(Rd)6

(∫

0<θ<r<t

pt−r(x1 − z)pr−θ(z − w)drdθ

)

(∫

0<θ′<s<t

pt−s(x2 − y)ps−θ′(y − w′)dsdθ′
)(∫ t

0

pt−r′(x3 − z′)dr′
)(∫ t

0

pt−s′(x4 − y′)ds′
)

γ(y − y′)γ(z − z′)γ(w − w′)dydy′dzdz′dwdw′dx1dx2dx3dx4.

We notice that the integral on B4
R × (Rd)6 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 α ∈ (0, 1

2
),

‖FR(t)− FR(s)‖p ≤ CRd−β/2
(
(t− s)α + (t− s)1/2

)
, (51)

where C > 0 is a constant depending on T, γ, p, α, d. The conclusion will follow by
Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem and Theorem 12.3 of [7].

Note that formula (41) still holds. For the term
∥∥∥g̃(1)n,R(·; t, s)

∥∥∥
P⊗n
0

, the estimate (42)

is still valid. For the integral with respect to dξn in (42), noting that |Fpt(ξ)| =
exp(−t|ξ|2/2) ≤ 1 for all t > 0 and ξ ∈ R

d, we have
∫

Rd

|F1BR
(ξn)|2

∣∣Fp4(t−tn)(ξn)
∣∣2 µ(dξn) ≤

∫

Rd

|F1BR
(ξn)|2 µ(dξn) = C ′

γ,dR
2d−β , (52)

where C ′
γ,d is a positive constant that only depends on γ, d, and we use relation (68) of

[6] in the equality. Hence, together with (44), we can write (42) as

n!
∥∥∥g̃(1)n,R(·; t, s)

∥∥∥
2

P⊗n
0

≤
C2

αC
′
γ,d

1− 2α
R2d−β(t− s)2αsn+1−2αhn−1(s). (53)

For the term
∥∥∥g̃(2)n,R(·; t, s)

∥∥∥
P⊗n
0

, the estimate (46) is still valid. For the inner integral, we

use an inequality similar to (52) but for pt−tn instead of p4(t−tn). So, we can write (46) as

n!
∥∥∥g̃(2)n,R(·; t, s)

∥∥∥
2

P⊗n
0

≤ C ′
γ,dt

n(t− s)hn−1(t)R
2d−β . (54)
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Relation (51) follows by hypercontractivity, (53), (54) and Lemma 3.1.
Step 2. (finite-dimensional convergence) Recall that QR(t) = R−d+β/2FR(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 ∈ N+, 0 ≤ t1 < . . . < tm ≤ T ,

(QR(t1), . . . , QR(tm))
d→ (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 (12) 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 1.1 under
Assumption C.

4.1 Existence of solution

In this subsection, we establish the existence of the solution to (1) under Assumption C.
We will use frequently the following properties. By Stirling’s formula, for any a > 0,

Γ(an+ 1) ∼ (n!)aaana1/2(2πn)
1−a
2 , and hence,

cn1 (n!)
a ≤ Γ(an+ 1) ≤ cn2 (n!)

a for all n ≥ 1, (55)

where c1, c2 > 0 are constants depending on a. In addition,

∑

n≥0

xn

(n!)a
≤ c1 exp(c2x

1/a) for all x > 0. (56)

We denote by c > 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 H0 = 1/2 and s = 0) and (55), we have:

‖fn(·, t, x)‖2H⊗n
0

=

∫

Tn(t)

‖fn(tntntn, •, t, x)‖2P⊗n
0
dtntntn ≤ cn

tnH

Γ(nH + 1)
≤ cn

tnH

(n!)H
. (57)

Therefore, using Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we obtain:

(∫

Tn(t)

‖fn(tntntn, •, t, x)‖P⊗n
0
dtntntn

)2

≤ tn

n!
‖fn(·, t, x)‖2H⊗n

0
≤ cn

tn(H+1)

(n!)H+1
. (58)

By relation (4.19) of [24] (with H0 = 1/2),

n!‖gn(·, r, z, t, x)‖2H⊗n
0

≤ cnΓ((1−H)n+ 1)(t− r)nHp2t−r(x− z),

which, due to (55), can be written as:

‖gn(·, r, z, t, x)‖2H⊗n
0

≤ cn
(t− r)nH

(n!)H
p2t−r(x− z). (59)
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Therefore, by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

(∫

{r<t1<...<tn<t}
‖gn(tntntn, •, r, z, t, x)‖P⊗n

0
dtntntn

)2

≤ cn
(t− r)n(H+1)

(n!)H+1
p2t−r(x− z). (60)

Note that (57), (58), (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 (1) has a unique solution u.
Moreover, for any p ≥ 2, t > 0 and x ∈ R,

‖u(t, x)‖p ≤ c1 exp
(
c2(p− 1)

1
H t

H+1
H

)
=: C1(t), (61)

where c1 > 0 and c2 > 0 are some constants depending on H.

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

‖fn(·, x; t)‖P⊗n
0

=

∥∥∥∥
∫

Tn(t)

fn(tntntn, •, t, x)dtntntn
∥∥∥∥
P⊗n
0

≤
∫

Tn(t)

‖fn(tntntn, •, t, x)‖P⊗n
0
dtntntn ≤ cn/2t

n(H+1)
2

(n!)
H+1

2

.

Using the trivial bound ‖f̃‖P⊗n
0

≤ ‖f‖P⊗n
0
, we have:

E|u(t, x)|2 =
∑

n≥1

n!‖f̃n(·, x; t)‖2P⊗n
0

≤
∑

n≥1

n!‖fn(·, x; t)‖2P⊗n
0

≤
∑

n≥1

cn
tn(H+1)

(n!)H
.

Relation (61) for p = 2 follows by (56). For general p ≥ 2, by hypercontractivity,

‖u(t, x)‖p ≤
∑

n≥0

(p− 1)n/2(n!)1/2‖fn(·, x; t)‖P⊗n
0

≤
∑

n≥0

(p− 1)n/2cn/2
tn(H+1)/2

(n!)H/2
.

Relation (61) follows by (56).

Remark 4.2. Relation (61) extends Corollary 5.4 of [19] (with α = 2− 2H) to the case
of time-independent noise (when α0 = 0). In Remark 5.3 of [19], the authors mention
that their methods do not cover the case α0 = 0.

4.2 Estimates on the Malliavin derivatives

In this section, we provide some estimates for the increments of Du(t, x) and the rect-
angular increments of D2u(t, x), 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 x, x′, x′′ ∈ R
d,

∆t(x, x
′) = pt(x+ x′)− pt(x)

Rt(x, x
′, x′′) = pt(x+ x′ − x′′)− pt(x+ x′)− pt(x− x′′) + pt(x).
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The following function is the one given by relation (2.16) of [24] in the case H0 = 1/2:

Nt(x) = t−1/8|x|1/41{|x|≤
√
t} + 1{|x|>

√
t}, t > 0, x ∈ R

d.

We will need some inequalities for the increments of fn and gn 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 H0 = 1/2), and the estimate (55) for the Gamma function, we obtain:

(∫

Tn(t)

‖fn(tntntn, •, t, x+ x′)− fn(tntntn, •, t, x)‖P⊗(n)
0

dtntntn

)2

≤ cn
tn(H+1)

(n!)(H+1)
N2

r (x
′). (62)

(∫

{r<t1<...<tn<t}
‖gn(tntntn, •, r, z + z′, t, x)− gn(tntntn, •, r, z, t, x)‖P⊗(n−j)

0
dtntntn

)2

≤ cn
(t− r)n(H+1)

(n!)(H+1)

(
|∆t−r(z − x, z′)|+ pt−r(x− z)Nt−r(z

′)
)2
. (63)

(∫

{r<t1<...<tn<t}
‖gn(tntntn, •, r, z, t, x+ x′)− gn(tntntn, •, r, z, t, x)‖P⊗(n−j)

0
dtntntn

)2

≤ cn
(t− r)n(H+1)

(n!)(H+1)

(
|∆t−r(x− z, x′)|+ pt−r(x− z)Nt−r(x

′)
)2
. (64)

(∫

{r<t1<...<tn<t}
‖gn(tntntn, •, r, z + z′, t, x+ x′)− gn(tntntn, •, r, z, t, x+ x′)

−gn(tntntn, •, r, z + z′, t, x) + gn(tntntn, •, r, z, t, x)‖P⊗(n−j)
0

dtntntn

)2

≤ cn
(t− r)n(H+1)

(n!)(H+1)

(
|Rt−r(x− z, x′, z′)|+ |∆t−r(x− z, x′)|Nt−r(z

′)

+ |∆t−r(z − x, z′)|Nt−r(x
′) + pt−r(x− z)Nt−r(x

′)Nt−r(z
′)
)2
. (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, H0 = 1).

Lemma 4.3. Under Assumption C, the series in (21) converges in L2(Ω), and for any
p ≥ 2, t > 0 and x, z, z′ ∈ R,

‖Dzu(t, x)‖p ≤ C1(t)

∫ t

0

pt−r(x− z)dr (66)

an

‖Dz+z′u(t, x)−Dzu(t, x)‖p ≤ C1(t)

∫ t

0

(
|∆t−r(z − x, z′)|+ pt−r(x− z)Nt−r(z

′)
)
dr, (67)

where the constant C1(t) is the same as in Lemma 4.1.
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Proof. We first prove that series in (21) converges in L2(Ω). We argue as in the proof
of Theorem 3.4. Formulas (30) 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

‖f (n)
j (·, z, x; t)‖P⊗(n−1)

0
≤ c

n−1
2

t
(n−1)(H+1)

2

[(j − 1)!]
H+1

2 [(n− j)!]
H+1

2

∫ t

0

pt−r(x− z)dr.

Coming back to (30), we obtain:

E|An(z, x; t)|2 ≤ n!cn−1t(n−1)(H+1)

(∫ t

0

pt−r(x− z)dr

)2 n∑

j=1

1

[(j − 1)!]H+1[(n− j)!]H+1

≤ 1

[(n− 1)!]H
cn−1t(n−1)(H+1)

(∫ t

0

pt−r(x− z)dr

)2

. (68)

Using the fact that:

n∑

j=1

(
n− 1

j − 1

)H+1

≤
n∑

j=1

(
n− 1

j − 1

)2

≤
(

n∑

j=1

(
n− 1

j − 1

))2

= 4n−1. (69)

From this, we deduce that the series in (21) converges in L2(Ω), and

E|Dzu(t, x)|2 =
∑

n≥1

E|An(z, x; t)|2 ≤
(∫ t

0

pt−r(x− z)dr

)2∑

n≥1

cn−1t(n−1)(H+1)

[(n− 1)!]H
.

This proves (66) for p = 2. For higher moments, we use hypercontractivity and (68).

Next, we prove (67) with a similar argument. We denote z̄ = z + z′. By the chaos
expansion (21), we have

Dzu(t, x)−Dz̄u(t, x) =
∑

n≥1

nIn−1

(
f̃n(·, z, x; t)− f̃n(·, z̄, x; t)

)
=:
∑

n≥1

AD
n (z, z

′, x; t).

(70)

The same argument leading to (30) shows that:

E|AD
n (z, z

′, x; t)|2 ≤ n!

n∑

j=1

‖f (n)
j (·, z, x; t)− f

(n)
j (·, z̄, x; t)‖2P⊗(n−1)

0

. (71)

Similar to (31), by triangle inequality and Minkowski’s inequality, we have:

‖f (n)
j (·, z, x; t)− f

(n)
j (·, z̄, x; t)‖P⊗(n−1)

0

≤
∫ t

0

{(∫

{0<t1<...<tj−1<r}
‖fj−1(tj−1tj−1tj−1, •, r, z)‖P⊗(j−1)

0
dtj−1tj−1tj−1

)
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(∫

{r<tj<...<tn−1<t}
‖gn−j(tj:n−1tj:n−1tj:n−1, •, r, z, t, x)− gn−j(tj:n−1tj:n−1tj:n−1, •, r, z̄, t, x)‖P⊗(n−j)

0
dtj:n−1tj:n−1tj:n−1

)

+

(∫

{r<tj<...<tn−1<t}
‖gn−j(tj:n−1tj:n−1tj:n−1, •, r, z̄, t, x)‖P⊗(n−j)

0
dtj:n−1tj:n−1tj:n−1

)

(∫

{0<t1<...<tj−1<r}
‖fj−1(tj−1tj−1tj−1, •, r, z)− fj−1(tj−1tj−1tj−1, •, r, z̄)‖P⊗(j−1)

0
dtj−1tj−1tj−1

)}
dr. (72)

The four integrals appearing inside the dr integral above are bounded using (58), (60),
(62) and (63). Thus,

‖f (n)
j (·, z, x; t)− f

(n)
j (·, z̄, x; t)‖P⊗(n−1)

0
≤ cn−1 t(n−1)(H+1)/2

[(j − 1)!](H+1)/2[(n− j)!](H+1)/2

×
∫ t

0

(
|∆t−r(z − x, z′)|+ pt−r(x− z)Nt−r(z

′)
)
dr.

Returning to (71), and using the combinatorial inequality (69), we obtain:

E|AD
n (z, z

′, x; t)|2 ≤ cn−1t(n−1)(H+1)

[(n− 1)!]H

[∫ t

0

(
|∆t−r(z − x, z′)|+ pt−r(z − x)Nt−r(z

′)
)
dr

]2
.

Relation (67) follows from (56) and hypercontractivity.

Lemma 4.4. Under Assumption C holds, the series in (33) converges in L2(Ω), and for
any p ≥ 2, t > 0 and x, z, z′, w, w′ ∈ R,

‖D2
w,zu(t, x)‖p ≤ C1(t)f̃2(w, z, x; t), (73)

and
∥∥D2

w+w′,z+z′u(t, x)−D2
w+w′,zu(t, x)−Dw,z+z′u(t, x) +Dw,zu(t, x)

∥∥
p

≤C1(t)

(∫

0<θ<r<t

H(θ, w, w′, r, z, z′, x; t)dθdr +

∫

0<θ<r<t

H(r, z, z′, θ, w, w′, x; t)drdθ

)
,

(74)

where H(θ, w, w′, r, z, z′, x; t) is given by the second factor on the right-hand side of (4.5)
of [24] with (r, s, y, y′, z, z′) replaced by (θ, r, z, z′, w, w′), i.e.

H(θ, w, w′, r, z, z′, x; t) = pt−r(x− z)Nθ(w
′)
[
|∆r−θ(z − w, z′)|+ pr−θ(z − w)Nr−θ(z

′)
]

+ pt−r(x− z)
[
|Rr−θ(z − w, z′, w′)|+ |∆r−θ(z − w, z′)|Nr−θ(w

′)

+ |∆r−θ(w − z, w′)|Nr−θ(z
′) + pr−θ(z − w)Nr−θ(z

′)Nr−θ(w
′)
]

+ pr−θ(z + z′ − w)Nθ(w
′)
[
|∆t−r(z − x, z′)|+ pt−r(x− z)Nt−r(z

′)
]

+
[
|∆r−θ(w − z − z′, w′)|+ pr−θ(z + z′ − w)Nr−θ(w

′)
]
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×
[
|∆t−r(z − x, z′)|+ pt−r(x− z)Nt−r(z

′)
]
.

where C1(t) is the same as in Lemma 4.1.

Proof. We first show that the series in (33) converges in L2(Ω). We proceed as in the
proof of Theorem 3.5. Note that relations (36) and (37) still hold. We use (58) and (60)
to estimate the three integrals on the right-hand side of (37). For 1 ≤ i < j ≤ n, we have

∥∥f (n)
ij (·, w, z, x; t)

∥∥
P⊗(n−2)
0

≤ cn−2t(n−2)(H+1)/2

[(i− 1)!(j − i− 1)!(n− j)!](H+1)/2
f2(w, z, x; t),

and for 1 ≤ j < i ≤ n,

∥∥f (n)
ij (·, w, z, x; t)

∥∥
P⊗(n−2)
0

≤ cn−2t(n−2)(H+1)/2

[(j − 1)!(i− j − 1)!(n− i)!](H+1)/2
f2(z, w, x; t).

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

E|Bn(w, z, x; t)|2 ≤ n!cn−2t(n−2)(H+1) 1

[(n− 2)!]H+1

[
n∑

i,j=1,i<j

(
n− 2

i− 1, j − i− 1

)H+1

f 2
2 (w, z, x; t) +

n∑

i,j=1,i>j

(
n− 2

j − 1, i− j − 1

)H+1

f 2
2 (z, w, x; t)

]

≤ cn−2t(n−2)(H+1) 1

[(n− 2)!]H
(
f 2
2 (w, z, x; t) + f 2

2 (z, w, x; t)
)
.

This proves that
∑

n≥2Bn(w, z, x; t) converges in L
2(Ω). By hypercontractivity,

‖D2
z,wu(t, x)‖p ≤

∑

n≥2

(p− 1)
n−2
2 ‖Bn(w, z, x; t)‖2 ≤ c1f̃2(w, z, x; t) exp

(
c2(p− 1)

1
H t

1+H
H

)
.

Next, we prove (74). We denote z̄ = z + z′ and w̄ = w + w′. By (33), we have

D2
w,zu(t, x)−D2

w̄,zu(t, x)−Dw,z̄u(t, x) +Dw̄,z̄u(t, x)

=
∑

n≥2

n(n− 1)In−2

(
f̃n(·, w, z, x; t)− f̃n(·, w̄, z, x; t)− f̃n(·, w, z̄, x; t) + f̃n(·, w̄, z̄, x; t)

)

=:
∑

n≥1

BD
n (w,w

′, z, z′, x; t). (75)

Similarly to (36), we have

E|BD
n (w,w

′, z, z′, x; t)|2 ≤ n!
n∑

i,j=1,i 6=j

∥∥f (n)
ij (·, w, z, x; t)− f

(n)
ij (·, w̄, z, x; t)

− f
(n)
ij (·, w, z̄, x; t) + f

(n)
ij (·, w̄, z̄, x; t)

∥∥2
P⊗(n−1)
0

. (76)
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Assume first that i < j. Using (34) we have:

f
(n)
ij (xn−2xn−2xn−2, w, z, x; t)− f

(n)
ij (xn−2xn−2xn−2, w̄, z, x; t)− f

(n)
ij (xn−2xn−2xn−2, w, z̄, x; t) + f

(n)
ij (xn−2xn−2xn−2, w̄, z̄, x; t) =∫

{0<t1<...<ti−1<θ<ti<...<tj−2<r<tj−1<...<tn−2<t}
dtn−2tn−2tn−2drdθ

(
fi−1(ti−1ti−1ti−1,xi−1xi−1xi−1, θ, w)gj−i−1(ti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2,xi:j−2xi:j−2xi:j−2, θ, w, r, z)gn−j(tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2,xj−1:n−2xj−1:n−2xj−1:n−2, r, z, t, x)

− fi−1(ti−1ti−1ti−1,xi−1xi−1xi−1, θ, w̄)gj−i−1(ti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2,xi:j−2xi:j−2xi:j−2, θ, w̄, r, z)gn−j(tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2,xj−1:n−2xj−1:n−2xj−1:n−2, r, z, t, x)

− fi−1(ti−1ti−1ti−1,xi−1xi−1xi−1, θ, w)gj−i−1(ti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2,xi:j−2xi:j−2xi:j−2, θ, w, r, z̄)gn−j(tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2,xj−1:n−2xj−1:n−2xj−1:n−2, r, z̄, t, x)

+ fi−1(ti−1ti−1ti−1,xi−1xi−1xi−1, θ, w
′)gj−i−1(ti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2,xi:j−2xi:j−2xi:j−2, θ, w̄, r, z̄)gn−j(tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2,xj−1:n−2xj−1:n−2xj−1:n−2, r, z̄, t, x)

)
.

We denote

a1 = fi−1, (·, θ, w) a2 = gj−i−1(·, θ, w, r, z), a3 = gn−j(·, r, z, t, x),
b1 = fi−1(·, θ, w̄), b2 = gj−i−1(·, θ, w̄, r, z̄), b3 = gn−j(·, r, z̄, t, x),
d2 = gj−i−1(·, θ, w̄, r, z), c2 = gj−i−1(·, θ, w, r, z̄).

Using the decomposition

a1a2a3 − b1d2a3 − a1c2b3 + b1b2b3 = (a1 − b1)(a2 − c2)a3+

b1(a2 − c2 − d2 + b2)a3 + (a1 − b1)c2(a3 − b3) + b1(c2 − b2)(a3 − b3),

and applying the Minkowski’s inequality, we obtain

∥∥f (n)
ij (·, w, z, x; t)− f

(n)
ij (·, w̄, z, x; t)− f

(n)
ij (·, w, z̄, x; t) + f

(n)
ij (·, w̄, z̄, x; t)

∥∥
P⊗(n−2)
0

≤ K1 +K2 +K3 +K4,

where

K1 =

∫

0<θ<r<t

(∫

Ti−1(θ)

‖fi−1(ti−1ti−1ti−1, •, θ, w)− fi−1(ti−1ti−1ti−1, •, θ, w̄)‖P⊗(i−1)
0

dti−1ti−1ti−1

)

(∫

{θ<ti<...<tj−2<r}
‖gj−i−1(ti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2, •, θ, w, r, z)− gj−i−1(ti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2, •, θ, w, r, z̄)‖P⊗(j−i−1)

0
dti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2

)

(∫

{r<tj−1<...<tn−2<t}
‖gn−j(tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2, •, r, z, t, x)‖P⊗(n−j)

0
dtj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2

)
dθdr,

K2 =

∫

0<θ<r<t

(∫

Ti−1(θ)

‖fi−1(ti−1ti−1ti−1, •, θ, w̄)‖P⊗(i−1)
0

dti−1ti−1ti−1

)

(∫

{θ<ti<...<tj−2<r}
‖gj−i−1(ti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2, •, θ, w, r, z)− gj−i−1(ti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2, •, θ, w, r, z̄)−

gj−i−1(ti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2, •, θ, w̄, r, z) + gj−i−1(ti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2, •, θ, w̄, r, z̄)‖P⊗(j−i−1)
0

dti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2

)

(∫

{r<tj−1<...<tn−2<t}
‖gn−j(tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2, •, r, z, t, x)‖P⊗(n−j)

0
dtj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2

)
dθdr,
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K3 =

∫

0<θ<r<t

(∫

Ti−1(θ)

‖fi−1(ti−1ti−1ti−1, •, θ, w)− fi−1(ti−1ti−1ti−1, •, θ, w̄)‖P⊗(i−1)
0

dti−1ti−1ti−1

)

(∫

{θ<ti<...<tj−2<r}
‖gj−i−1(ti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2, •, θ, w, r, z̄)‖P⊗(j−i−1)

0
dti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2

)

(∫

{r<tj−1<...<tn−2<t}
‖gn−j(tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2, •, r, z, t, x)− gn−j(tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2, •, r, z̄, t, x)‖P⊗(n−j)

0
dtj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2

)
dθdr,

K4 =

∫

0<θ<r<t

(∫

Ti−1(θ)

‖fi−1(ti−1ti−1ti−1, •, θ, w̄)‖P⊗(i−1)
0

dti−1ti−1ti−1

)

(∫

{r<tj−1<...<tn−2<t}
‖gj−i−1(tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2, •, θ, w, r, z̄)− gj−i−1(tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2, •, θ, w̄, r, z̄)‖P⊗(n−j)

0
dtj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2tj−1:n−2

)

(∫

{θ<ti<...<tj−2<r}
‖gn−j(ti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2, •, r, z, t, x)− gn−j(ti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2, •, r, z̄, t, x)‖P⊗(j−i−1)

0
dti:j−2ti:j−2ti:j−2

)
dθdr.

We now use inequalities (58), (60), (62), (63), (64) and (65). Thus, for i < j,

∥∥f (n)
ij (·, w, z, x; t)− f

(n)
ij (·, w̄, z, x; t)− f

(n)
ij (·, w, z̄, x; t) + f

(n)
ij (·, w̄, z̄, x; t)

∥∥
P⊗(n−2)
0

≤

cn−2t(n−2)H+1
2

[(i− 1)!(j − i− 1)!(n− j)!]
H+1

2

∫

0<θ<r<t

H(θ, w, w′, r, z, z′, x; t)dθdr.

A similar inequality holds for j < i, by replacing (i, θ, w, w′, j, r, z, z′) and (j, r, z, z′, i, θ, w, w′).
Returning to (76), we conclude that

E|BD
n (w,w

′, z, z′, x; t)|2 ≤ Cn−2t(n−2)(H+1)

[(n− 2)!]H+1

{(∫

0<θ<r<t

H(θ, w, w′, r, z, z′, x; t)dθdr

)2

+

(∫

0<r<θ<t

H(r, z, z′, θ, w, w′x; t)dθdr

)2
}
.

Finally, (74) follows by hypercontractivity.

Next, we introduce two notations from [24]. For t ∈ R+ and x′ ∈ R, let Φt,x′ be an
operator on B(R), the set of real Borel measurable functions on R, given by

(Φt,x′g)(x) =g(x+ x′)1{|x′|>
√
t} + g(x)Nt(x

′),

for g ∈ B(R). For 0 < r < s and y′, z′ ∈ R, let Λr,z′,s,y′ : B(R) × B(R) → B(R2) be an
operator given by

Λr,z′,s,y′(g1, g2)(x, y) =g1(x) (Φs−r,y′g2) (y)Nr(z
′) + g1(x) (Φs−r,y′Φs−r,−z′g2) (y)

+ (Φt−s,−y′g1) (x)g2(y + y′)Nr(z
′) + (Φt−s,−y′g1) (x) (Φs−r,−z′g2) (y + y′),

for g1, g2 ∈ 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 any p ≥ 2, t > 0 and x, z, z′, w, w′ ∈ R,

‖Dz+z′u(t, x)−Dzu(t, x)‖p ≤ C1(t)

∫ t

0

(Φt−r,z′p4(t−r))(z − x)dr

and

‖D2
w+w′,z+z′u(t, x)−D2

w+w′,zu(t, x)−Dw,z+z′u(t, x) +Dw,zu(t, x)
∥∥
p
≤

C1(t)

(∫

0<θ<r<t

Λθ,w′,r,z′(p4(t−r), p4(r−θ))(x− z, z − w)dθdr+

∫

0<r<θ<t

Λr,z′,θ,w′(p4(t−θ), p4(θ−r))(x− w,w − z)drdθ

)
,

where C1(t) is the same as in Lemma 4.1.

Proof. We use (67) 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].

4.3 Proof of Theorem 1.1 under Assumption C

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem 1.1 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 A. For simplicity, we assume
that t = s. The general case is similar.

Recall that we have the chaos expansion FR(t) =
∑

n≥1 Jn,R(t), where Jn,R(t) is given
by (48). We examine the first chaos. By direct calculation,

E
[
(J1,R(t))

2] =〈g1,R(·; t), g1,R(·; t)〉P0

=

∫

B2
R

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

∫

R

e−iξ(x−x′)Fpt−t1(ξ)Fpt−t′1
(ξ)µ(dξ)dt1dt

′
1dxdx

′

=

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

∫

R

e−
t1+t′1

2
|ξ|2
∣∣∣∣
∫

BR

e−iξxdx

∣∣∣∣
2

µ(dξ)dt1dt
′
1

=4πR

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

∫

R

e−
t1+t′1

2
|ξ|2ℓR(ξ)µ(dξ)dt1dt

′
1. (77)

Using (4.6),

E
[
(J1,R(t))

2] ≤ 4πR

∫ t

0

∫ t

0

∫

R

ℓR(ξ)µ(dξ)dt1dt
′
1 ≤ 4πRt2

(
ε+

C(ε)

R

)
, (78)

which implies that

lim
R→∞

1

R
E
[
J1,R(t)

2
]
= 0.
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For the variance of Jn,R(t) with n ≥ 2, we have

E
[
(Jn,R(t))

2] = n!〈gn(·; t), g̃n(·; t)〉P⊗n
0

=n!

∫

B2
R

dxdx′
∫

Rn

Ffn(·, x; t)(ξ1, . . . , ξn)F f̃n(·, x′; t)(ξ1, . . . , ξn)µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)

=
∑

ρ∈Σn

∫

B2
R

dxdx′
∫

Rn

µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)

∫

Tn(t)

dtntntn

∫

Tn(t)

dt′nt
′
nt
′
n

× e−i(ξ1+...+ξn)·(x−x′)
n∏

j=1

Fptj+1−tj (ξ1 + . . .+ ξj)Fpt′j+1−t′j
(ξρ(1) + . . .+ ξρ(j)),

with the convention tn+1 = t′n+1 = t. From this formula, we can see that the integrand
only depends on x− x′. We change of variable x′ = x− z, we have the following formula:
∫

B2
R

h(x− x′)dxdx′ =

∫

R

∫

BR∩(BR+z)

h(z)dxdz =

∫

R

h(z)Leb([−R,R] ∩ [−R + z, R + z])dz

Hence, using the formula, we have

E
[
(Jn,R(t))

2] =
∑

ρ∈Σn

∫

R

Leb([−R,R] ∩ [−R + z, R + z])dz

∫

Rn

µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)

∫

Tn(t)

∫

Tn(t)

e−i(ξ1+...+ξn)·z
n∏

j=1

Fptj+1−tj (ξ1 + . . .+ ξj)Fpt′j+1−t′j
(ξρ(1) + . . .+ ξρ(j))dtntntndt

′
nt
′
nt
′
n.

Note that
∏n

j=1Fptj+1−tj (ξ1 + . . . + ξj) = E

[
ei

∑n
j=1 Bt−tj

ξj
]
, where (Bt)t≥0 is a Brownian

motion. Hence,

E
[
(Jn,R(t))

2] =
∑

ρ∈Σn

∫

R

Leb([−R,R] ∩ [−R + z, R + z])dz

∫

Rn

µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)

∫

Tn(t)

dtntntn

∫

Tn(t)

dt′nt
′
nt
′
ne

−i(ξ1+...+ξn)·zE
[
ei

∑n
j=1 Bt−tj

ξj
]
E

[
e
i
∑n

j=1 Bt−t′
j
ξρ(j)
]

=
1

n!

∫

R

Leb([−R,R] ∩ [−R + z, R + z])E
[(
I1,2
t,t (z)

)n]
dz. (79)

Similarly to (3.19) of [23], it can be proved that

∑

n≥2

1

n!

∫

R

E

[∣∣I1,2
t,t (z)

∣∣n
]
dz <∞. (80)

Since
Leb([−R,R] ∩ [−R + z, R + z])

R
=

min{0, 2R− |z|}
R

is bounded by 2 and converges to 2 as R → ∞, by the dominated convergence theorem,

lim
R→∞

1

R

∑

n≥2

E
[
(Jn,R(t))

2] = 2
∑

n≥2

1

n!

∫

R

E

[(
I1,2
t,t (z)

)n]
dz.

32



(ii) (QCLT) By applying a version of Proposition 2.4 of [24] for the time-independent
noise, we have:

dTV

(
FR(t)

σR(t)
, Z

)
≤ 2

σ2
R(t)

√
Var(〈DFR(t),−DL−1FR(t)〉H)

and
Var(〈DFR(t),−DL−1FR(t)〉H) ≤ 3A

where Z ∼ N(0, 1) and

A = C3
H

∫

R6

‖D2
z,yFR(t)−D2

z,y′FR(t)−D2
z′,yFR(t) +D2

z′,y′FR(t)‖4

‖D2
w,yFR(t)−D2

w,y′FR(t)−D2
w′,yFR(t) +D2

w′,y′FR(t)‖4
‖DzFR(t)−Dz′FR(t)‖4‖DwFR(t)−Dw′FR(t)‖4
|y − y′|2H−2|z − z′|2H−2|w − w′|2H−2dydy′dzdz′dwdw′.

Since σ2
R(t) ∼ K(t, t)R (by part (i)), it is enough to prove that

A ≤ CtR, (81)

where Ct > 0 is a constant depending on t (and H).
Note thatDzFR(t)−Dz′FR(t) =

∫
BR

(
Dzu(t, x)−Dz′u(t, x)

)
dx. Therefore, by Minkowski’s

inequality,

‖DzFR(t)−Dz′FR(t)‖4 ≤
∫

BR

‖Dzu(t, x)−Dz′u(t, x)‖4dx.

Similarly,

‖D2
z,yFR(t)−D2

z,y′FR(t)−D2
z′,yFR(t) +D2

z′,y′FR(t)‖4 ≤∫

BR

‖D2
z,yu(t, x)−D2

z,y′u(t, x)−D2
z′,yu(t, x) +D2

z′,y′u(t, x)
)
‖4dx.

Hence A ≤ A′, where, after a change of variables,

A′ = C3
H

∫

B4
R

∫

R6

‖Dz+z′u(t, x1)−Dzu(t, x1)‖4‖Dw+w′u(t, x2)−Dwu(t, x2)‖4

‖D2
z+z′,y+y′u(t, x3)−D2

z,y+y′u(t, x3)−D2
z+z′,yu(t, x3) +D2

z,yu(t, x3)‖4
‖D2

w+w′,y+y′u(t, x4)−D2
w,y+y′u(t, x4)−D2

w+w′,yu(t, x4) +D2
w,yu(t, x4)‖4

|y′|2H−2|z′|2H−2|w′|2H−2dydy′dzdz′dwdw′dx1dx2dx3dx4.

Therefore, it is enough to prove that

A′ ≤ CtR.

By Proposition 4.5, we have:

A′ ≤ C4
1(t)

∫

[−R,R]4

∫

R6

(∫ t

0

(Φt−r′,z′p4(t−r′))(z − x1)dr
′
)(∫ t

0

(Φt−θ′,w′p4(t−θ′))(w − x2)dθ
′
)
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×
(∫

0<r<s<t

Λr,z′,s,y′(p4(t−s), p4(s−r))(x3 − y, y − z)drds+

∫

0<s<r<t

Λs,y′,r,z′(p4(t−r), p4(r−s))(x3 − z, z − y)dsdr

)

×
(∫

0<θ<s′<t

Λθ,w′,s′,y′(p4(t−s′), p4(s′−θ))(x4 − y, y − w)dθds′+

∫

0<s′<θ<t

Λs′,y′,θ,w′(p4(t−θ), p4(θ−s′))(x4 − w,w − y)ds′dθ

)

|y′|2H−2|z′|2H−2|w′|2H−2dydy′dzdz′dwdw′dx1dx2dx3dx4 =: C4
1(t)

4∑

i=1

Ai.

The 4 terms Ai, i = 1, 2, 3, 4 correspond to the integrals over the sets {r < s, θ < s′},
{r < s, s′ < θ}, {s < r, θ < s′}, {s < r, s′ < θ}, respectively.

We discuss only A1, the other 3 terms being similar. For any r, r′, s, s′, θ, θ′ ∈ [0, t]
fixed with r < s and θ < s′, the integral on [−R,R]4 ×R

6 coincides with the one given as
upper bound for A0 on the display equation on page 33, lines 9-11 of [24]. This integral
is shown in this reference to be bounded by CtRB0, where Ct > 0 is a constant depending
on t and H , and B0 is given on the display after (4.8) of [24]:

B0 = (t− r′)a(t− θ′)a
[
(s− r)ara + (s− r)2a + (t− s)ara + (t− s)a(s− r)a

]
[
(s′ − θ)aθa + (s′ − θ)2a + (t− s′)aθa + (t− s′)a(s′ − θ)a

]
,

where a = H
2
− 1

4
. Hence,

A1 ≤ CR

∫

[0,t]6
1{r<s,θ<s′}B0drdr

′dsds′dθdθ′

= CR

∫

[0,t]6
ϕ(r, s, θ)ϕ(r′, s′, θ′)drdr′dsds′dθdθ′ = CR

(∫

[0,t]3
ϕ(r, s, θ)drdsdθ

)2

,

where for the second line we used the change of variables θ ↔ r′, and we denoted

ϕ(r, s, θ) = 1{r<s}(t− θ)a
[
(s− r)ara + (s− r)2a + (t− s)ara + (t− s)a(s− r)a

]
.

Finally, it is not difficult to see that
∫

[0,t]3
ϕ(r, s, θ)drdsdθ = Ct3a+3.

This shows that A1 ≤ CtR 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
∣∣∣∣
∫

BR

e−iξxdx

∣∣∣∣
2

= 4πRℓR(ξ) where ℓR(ξ) =
sin2(Rξ)

πRξ2
. (82)

We will use the following result.
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Lemma 4.6 (Lemma 3.2 of [23]). For any ε > 0, there exists a constant C(ε) > 0
depending on ε such that ∫

R

ℓR(ξ)µ(dξ) ≤ ε+
C(ε)

R
.

Step 1 (tightness). We prove that for any R > T , p ≥ 2 and 0 < s < t < T ,

‖FR(t)− FR(s)‖p ≤ CR1/2(t− s)1/2, (83)

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

Using the chaos expansion, we can still write FR(t) − FR(s) =
∑

n≥1 In(gn,R(·; t, s)),
where gn,R = g

(1)
n,R+g

(2)
n,R are given in (41). Hence, by orthogonality and hypercontractivity,

‖FR(t)− FR(s)‖p ≤
∑

n≥1

(p− 1)n/2‖In(g(1)n,R(·; t, s))‖2 +
∑

n≥1

(p− 1)n/2‖In(g(2)n,R(·; t, s))‖2.

(84)

We compute the first sum in (84). For n = 1, we have:

g
(1)
1,R(x1; t, s) =

∫

BR

∫ s

0

(pt−t1(x− x1)− ps−t1(x− x1))dt1dx.

Recalling (82), we have

‖I1(g(1)1,R(·; t, s))‖22 = ‖g(1)1,R(·; t, s)‖2P0

=

∫

B2
R

dxdx′
∫ s

0

dt1

∫ s

0

dt′1

∫

R

µ(dξ)e−i(x−x′)ξ (Fpt−t1(ξ)− Fps−t1(ξ))
(
Fpt−t′1

(ξ)− Fps−t′1
(ξ)
)

=4πR

∫ s

0

dt1

∫ s

0

dt′1

∫

R

ℓR(ξ)µ(dξ) (Fps−t1(ξ)− Fpt−t1(ξ))
(
Fps−t′1

(ξ)−Fpt−t′1
(ξ)
)
.

Note that, for any t1 ∈ [0, 1],

Fps−t1(ξ)− Fpt−t1(ξ) =e
− (s−t1)|ξ|

2

2

(
1− e−

(t−s)|ξ|2

2

)
≤ (t− s)|ξ|2

2
e−

(s−t1)|ξ|
2

2 ,

and Fps−t1(ξ)− Fpt−t1(ξ) ∈ [0, 1]. Hence,

‖I1(g(1)1,R(·; t, s))‖22 ≤2πR(t− s)s

∫

R

ℓR(ξ)|ξ|2
(∫ s

0

e−
(s−t1)|ξ|

2

2 dt1

)
µ(dξ) ≤ 4πR(t− s)s

∫

R

ℓR(ξ)µ(dξ).

Using Lemma 4.6, we obtain:

‖I1(g(1)1,R(·; t, s))‖22 ≤ CR(t− s), (85)

where C is a constant that depends on T,H . For n ≥ 2, we have

‖In(g(1)n,R(·; t, s))‖22 = n!〈g(1)n,R(·; t, s), g̃
(1)
n,R(·; t, s)〉P0
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=
∑

ρ∈Σn

∫

B2
R

dxdx′
∫

Tn(s)

dttt

∫

Tn(s)

dt′t′t′
∫

Rn

µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)e
−i(x−x′)(ξ1+...+ξn)

n−1∏

j=1

Fptj+1−tj (ξ1 + . . .+ ξj) (Fpt−tn(ξ1 + . . .+ ξn)− Fps−tn(ξ1 + . . .+ ξn))

×
n−1∏

j=1

Fpt′j+1−t′j
(ξρ(1) + . . .+ ξρ(j))

(
Fpt−t′n(ξ1 + . . .+ ξn)− Fps−t′n(ξ1 + . . .+ ξn)

)
.

Note that
∏n

j=1Fptj+1−tj (ξ1+ . . .+ξj) = E

[
ei

∑n
j=1(Bt−Btj

)ξj
]
, where (Bt)t≥0 is a Brownian

motion. We have

‖In(g(1)n,R(·; t, s))‖22 =
∑

ρ∈Σn

∫

B2
R

dxdx′
∫

Tn(s)

dttt

∫

Tn(s)

dt′t′t′
∫

Rn

µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)e
−i(x−x′)(ξ1+...+ξn)

×
(
E

[
ei

∑n
j=1(Bs−Btj

)ξj
]
− E

[
ei

∑n
j=1(Bt−Btj

)ξj
])

×
(
E

[
e
i
∑n

j=1(Bs−Bt′
j
)ξρ(j)

]
− E

[
e
i
∑n

j=1(Bt−Bt′
j
)ξρ(j)

])
.

Since

E

[
ei

∑n
j=1(Bs−Btj

)ξj
]
− E

[
ei

∑n
j=1(Bt−Btj

)ξj
]
∈ [0, 1],

we can bound the second parenthesis above by 1, so that the remaining dt′t′t′ integral is
equal to sn/n!. Together with the sum over ρ, this yields the factor sn. For the first
parenthesis, we use relation (5.5) of [23]:

E

[
ei

∑n
j=1(Bs−Btj

)ξj
]
− E

[
ei

∑n
j=1(Bt−Btj

)ξj
]
≤ t− s

2
(

n∑

j=1

ξj)
2
E

[
ei

∑n
j=1(Bs−Btj

)ξj
]
.

Since the new integrand of the dttt integral is symmetric in (t1, . . . , tn), we obtain:

‖In(g(1)n,R(·; t, s))‖22 ≤
2(t− s)snπR

n!

∫

[0,s]n
dttt

∫

Rn

ℓR(

n∑

j=1

ξj)µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)

× (
n∑

j=1

ξj)
2
E

[
ei

∑n
j=1(Bs−Btj

)ξj
]

≤ 2(t− s)sn

n!

R

T

∫

[0,s]n
dttt

∫

Rn

µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)E
[
ei

∑n
j=1(Bs−Btj

)ξj
]
,

where we used the inequality ℓR(ξ) ≤ 1
πR|ξ|2 ≤ 1

πT |ξ|2 for any R > T . Note that

E

[
ei

∑n
j=1(Bs−Btj

)ξj
]
= E

[
e−Var

∑n
j=1(Bs−Btj

)ξj
]
.

Using relation (3.9) of [23] (with H0 = 1/2), we obtain:

‖In(g(1)n,R(·; t, s))‖22 ≤ 2(t− s)sn
R

T
Cn snH

Γ(nH + 1)
, (86)
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where C is a constant that depends on H . Therefore, by (85) and (86), for any R > T ,

∑

n≥1

(p− 1)n/2‖In(g(1)n,R(·; t, s))‖2 ≤ CR1/2(t− s)1/2, (87)

where C is a constant that depends on T and H .
Next, we estimate the second sum in (84). For n = 1, noting that

g
(2)
1,R(x1; t, s) =

∫

BR

∫ t

s

pt−t1(x− x1)dt1dx,

we have

‖I1(g(2)1,R(·; t, s))‖22 =
∫

B2
R

∫ t

s

∫ t

s

e−iξ(x−x′)Fpt−t1(ξ)Fpt−t′1
(ξ)µ(dξ)dt1dt

′
1dxdx

′

= 4πR

∫ t

s

∫ t

s

∫

R

e−
t−t1

2
|ξ|2e−

t−t′1
2

|ξ|2ℓR(ξ)µ(dξ)dt1dt
′
1

≤ 4πR(t− s)2
∫

R

ℓR(ξ)µ(dξ).

By Lemma 4.6,
∫
R
ℓR(ξ)µ(dξ) ≤ ε+ C(ε)

T
for any R > T . Hence, for any R > T ,

‖I1(g(2)1,R(·; t, s))‖22 ≤ CR(t− s)2. (88)

For n ≥ 2, we use the identity
∏n

j=1Fptj+1−tj (ξ1 + . . . + ξj) = E

[
ei

∑n
j=1 Bt−tj

ξj
]
. By

direct calculation,

‖In(g(2)n,R(·; t, s))‖22 = n!〈g(2)n,R(·; t, s), g̃
(2)
n,R(·; t, s)〉P⊗n

0

= 4πR
∑

ρ∈Sn

∫

Tn(t)

dttt

∫

Tn(t)

dt′t′t′
∫

(Rd)n
µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)E

[
ei

∑n
j=1 Bt−tj

ξj
]
E

[
e
i
∑n

j=1 Bt−t′
j
ξρ(j)
]

× 1[s,t](tn)1[s,t](t
′
n)ℓR(

n∑

j=1

ξj)

≤ 4πRn!

∫

Tn(t)

dttt

∫

(Rd)n
µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)E

[
ei

∑n
j=1 Bt−tj

ξj
]
ℓR(

n∑

j=1

ξn)

∫

Tn(t)

1[s,t](t
′
n)dt

′t′t′.

Note that for 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T , we have

∫

Tn(t)

1[s,t](t
′
n)dt

′t′t′ =

∫ t

s

xn−1

(n− 1)!
dx =

tn − sn

n!
≤ (t− s)ntn−1

n!
.

Hence, we have

‖In(g(2)n,R(·; t, s))‖22

≤ 4πR(t− s)ntn−1 1

n!

∫

[0,t]n
dttt

∫

(Rd)n
µ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)E

[
ei

∑n
j=1 Bt−tj

ξj
]
ℓR(

n∑

j=1

ξj).
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Note that E

[
ei

∑n
j=1 Bt−tj

ξj
]
= E

[
e−Var

∑n
j=1 Bt−tj

ξj
]
. Using relation (3.9) of [23] (with

H0 = 1/2), we obtain:

‖In(g(2)n,R(·; t, s))‖22 ≤ 4πR(t− s)Cn tn(H+1)−1

Γ(nH + 1)
(89)

where C is a constant depends on T and H . Thus, by (88) and (89), for 0 ≤ s < t ≤ T ,
and R > T , we have

∑

n≥1

(p− 1)n/2‖In(g(2)n,R(·; t, s))‖2 ≤ CR1/2(t− s)1/2, (90)

where C is a constant that depends on T and H . Relation (83) follows from (84), (87)
and (90).

Step 2 (finite dimensional distribution convergence). Fix T > 0. We have to show
that for any m ∈ N+, 0 ≤ t1 < . . . < tm ≤ T ,

(QR(t1), . . . , QR(tm))
d→ (G(t1), . . . ,G(tm))

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, j = 1, . . . , m,

Var
(
〈DFR(ti),−DL−1FR(tj)〉P0

)
≤ CR. (91)

By Proposition B.1 (Appendix B), for any i, j = 1, . . . , m, we have:

Var
(
〈DFR(ti),−DL−1FR(tj)〉P0

)
≤ 2A1 +A2,

where

A1 = C3
H

∫

R6

‖D2
z,yFR(ti)−D2

z,y′FR(ti)−D2
z′,yFR(ti) +D2

z′,y′FR(ti)‖4

‖D2
w,yFR(ti)−D2

w,y′FR(ti)−D2
w′,yFR(ti) +D2

w′,y′FR(ti)‖4
‖DwFR(tj)−Dw′FR(tj)‖4‖DzFR(tj)−Dz′FR(tj)‖4
|y − y′|2H−2|z − z′|2H−2|w − w′|2H−2dydy′dzdz′dwdw′,

and A2 is defined by switching the positions of FR(ti) and FR(tj) in the definition of A1.
Similarly to (81), it can be proved that A1 ≤ CTR and A2 ≤ CTR, where CT > 0 is a

constant depending on T . This proves (91).

A Feyman-Kac formula

In this section, we give the Feynman-Kac formula for the moments of the solution to
equation (1) with time-independent noise, based on the functionals Ij,k

t,s described below.

This result is of independent interest. We include it here since the functional I1,2
t,s appears

is needed in Theorem 1.1.(i) under Assumption C.
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For any ε > 0, let W ε = {W ε(ϕ);ϕ ∈ D(R)} be the mollified noise, where W ε(ϕ) =
W (ϕ ∗ pε) =

∫
R
ϕ(x)Ẇ ε(x)dx and Ẇ ε(x) =W (pε(x− ·)) for any x ∈ R.

Consider the equation with noise W ε:




∂uε

∂t
(t, x) =

1

2

∂2uε

∂x2
(t, x) + uε(t, x) ⋄ Ẇ ε(x), t > 0, x ∈ R,

uε(0, x) = 1
(92)

where F ⋄W (h) = δ(Fh) denotes the Wick product for any F ∈ D
1,2 and h ∈ P0.

A process uε = {uε(t, x); t ≥ 0, x ∈ R} is a mild solution of (92) if

uε(t, x) = 1 +

∫ t

0

∫

R

pt−s(x− y)uε(s, y) ⋄ Ẇ ε(y)dyds.

Similarly to Proposition 5.2 of [14], it can be proved that the process uε given by:

uε(t, x) = E
B
[
eW (Aε,B

t,x )− 1
2
‖Aε,B

t,x ‖2P0

]
, (93)

is a solution to (92), where Aε,B
t,x =

∫ t

0
pε(x + Br − y)dr and B = (Bt)t≥0 is a Brownian

motion independent of W .
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 γ0(t) = |t|2H0−2 for some
H0 ∈ (1

2
, 1). Our result corresponds formally to the case H0 = 1.

Proposition A.1. Suppose that γ is non-negative and non-negative definite and µ sat-
isfies (D), or Assumption C holds. For any t > 0 and x ∈ R, supε>0 E[(u

ε(t, x))n] < ∞,
the limit limε↓0 u

ε(t, x) exists in Lp(Ω) (for any p ≥ 1), and coincides with the solution
u(t, x) of equation (1). Moreover, for any integer n ≥ 2,

E
[ n∏

j=1

u(tj, xj)
]
= E

[
exp

(
∑

1≤j<k≤n

Ij,k
t (xj − xk)

)]
,

where Ij,k
t,s (z) is defined formally by

Ij,k
t,t′(z) :=

∫ t

0

∫ t′

0

∫

R

e−iξ(Bj
s−Bk

r+z)µ(dξ)drds, (94)

and is understood as the Lp(Ω)-limit (for any p ≥ 1) as ε ↓ 0 of

Ij,k
t,t′,ε(z) =

∫ t

0

∫ t′

0

∫

R

e−ε|ξ|2e−iξ(Bj
s−Bk

r+z)µ(dξ)drds,

where B1, . . . , Bn are i.i.d. 1-dimensional Brownian motions, independent of W .

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 [15] 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 tj = t and xj = x for all j = 1, . . . , n. The general case is similar.

We let Ij,k
t = Ij,k

t,t (0) and Ij,k
t,ε = Ij,k

t,t,ε(0).
Step 1. From (93), it follows that

E[(uε(t, x))n] = E

[
exp

(
∑

1≤j<k≤n

〈Aε,Bj

t,x , Aε,Bk

t,x 〉P0

)]
.

By direct calculation, 〈Aε,Bj

t,x , Aε,Bk

t,x 〉P0 = Ij,k
t,ε for any 1 ≤ j < k ≤ n.

Step 2. Fix 1 ≤ j < k ≤ n. It can be proved that the limit Ij,k
t of Ij,k

t,ε as ε ↓ 0 exists
in Lp(Ω) (for any p ≥ 1). Note that

E[(Ij,k
t,ε )

n] =

∫

Rn

e−ε
∑n

j=1 |ξj |2
∫

[0,t]n
e−

1
2

∑n
j,k=1(sj∧sk+rj∧rk)ξjξkdrnrnrndsnsnsnµ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn)

≤ tnn!

∫

Rn

∫

Tn(t)

e−
∑n

j=1(sj−sj−1)|ξj+...+ξn|2dsnsnsnµ(dξ1) . . . µ(dξn).

From this, one can infer that

sup
ε>0

E[eλI
j,k
t,ε ] <∞.

Hence, the family {e
∑

1≤j<k≤n Ij,k
t,ε }ε>0 is uniformly integrable, and

lim
ε↓0

E[(uε(t, x))n] = E[e
∑

1≤j<k≤n Ij,k
t,ε )].

Moreover, supε>0 E[(u
ε(t, x))n] <∞ and the family {uε(t, x)}ε>0 is uniformly integrable.

Step 3. It follows that uε(t, x) converges as ε → 0 in Lp(Ω) (for any p ≥ 2) to a limit
v(t, x). Finally, it can be shown that v(t, x) coincides with u(t, x).

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

I1,2
t,t′ (z) :=

∫ t

0

∫ t′

0

γ(B1
s −B2

r + 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 1.1.(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 G, and there is no time covariance γ0. We omit the details.

Suppose that Assumption C holds. Let D2,4
∗ be the set of random variables F ∈ D

2,4

such that DF has a measurable modification on Ω × R+ × R, D2F has a measurable
modification on Ω× (R+ × R)2, |DF | ∈ H and |D2F | ∈ H⊗2.
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Proposition B.1. Let F,G ∈ D
2,4
∗ be such that E(F ) = 0 and E(G) = 0. Then

Var(〈DF,−DL−1G〉H) ≤ 2A1 +A2,

where

A1 = C3
H

∫

R6

‖D2
z,yF −D2

z,y′F −D2
z′,yF +D2

z′,y′F‖4‖D2
w,yF −D2

w,y′F −D2
w′,yF +D2

w′,y′F‖4

‖DwG−Dw′G‖4‖DzG−Dz′G‖4|y − y′|2H−2|z − z′|2H−2|w − w′|2H−2dydy′dzdz′dwdw′,

and A2 is defined by switching the positions of F and G in the definition of A1.
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