arXiv:2405.09520v1 [math.PR] 15 May 2024

EDWARDS–WILKINSON FLUCTUATIONS IN SUBCRITICAL 2D STOCHASTIC HEAT EQUATIONS

ALEXANDER DUNLAP AND COLE GRAHAM

Abstract. We study 2D nonlinear stochastic heat equations under a logarithmically attenuated white-noise limit with subcritical coupling. We show that solutions asymptotically exhibit Edwards–Wilkinson fluctuations. This extends work of Ran Tao, which required a stricter condition on the coupling. Part of the limiting fluctuation is measurable with respect to the original noise and the remainder is independent.

1. Introduction

We study the vector-valued semilinear stochastic heat equation

d𝑣_𝑡 (𝑥) = 1 2 Δ𝑣_𝑡 (𝑥)d𝑡 + 𝛾_𝜌 G_𝜌 [𝜎 (𝑣_𝑡 )d𝑊_𝑡 ](𝑥), 𝑡 ∈ ℝ, 𝑥 ∈ ℝ^2 (1.1)

indexed by a small parameter 0 < 𝜌 ≪ 1. Our solution 𝑣_𝑡 (𝑥) takes values in ℝ^𝑚 for some 𝑚 ∈ ℕ, and 𝜎 : ℝ^𝑚 → H^𝑚_+ is a Lipschitz nonlinearity. Here H^𝑚_+ ⊂ (ℝ^𝑚)^{⊗2} denotes the space of nonnegative-definite symmetric𝑚×𝑚 matrices, which we endow with the Frobenius norm | · |_F. The stochastic forcing d𝑊 is an𝑚-dimensional spacetime white noise: a vector of 𝑚 i.i.d. spacetime white noises. We logarithmically attenuate the noise through the factor

𝛾_𝜌 � � 4𝜋 log(1 + 1/𝜌)

�_{1/2} . Lastly, G denotes the heat semigroup:

G_𝑠 𝑓 (𝑥) = (𝐺_𝑠 ∗ 𝑓 )(𝑥) for 𝐺_𝑠 (𝑥) � 1 2𝜋𝑠 exp � − |𝑥 |^2 2𝑠 � , where ∗ denotes spatial convolution.

Stochastic heat equations in 2 + 1 dimensions have attracted considerable interest due to their critical scaling properties. This line of inquiry includes both linear [1, 5, 7] and semilinear [9, 11, 23] models, and we refer to the introduction of our recent work [9] for further background.

In this note, we explore the fluctuations of (1.1) in the white-noise limit 𝜌 → 0. We show that suitably rescaled fluctuations of solutions to (1.1) converge in law to 1

solutions to the Edwards–Wilkinson equation (the additive stochastic heat equation), and in particular are asymptotically Gaussian. Ran Tao [23] has shown the same for equations satisfying a certain bound on Lip(𝜎). The present work relaxes this restriction and clarifies the role of the noise in the limiting process. We note that we use the form of smoothing considered in [9], which differs slightly from that in [7, 11, 23]; see [9, Remark 1.19] for a discussion of this point.

In recent work [9], we considered instead the pointwise statistics of 𝑣 as 𝜌 → 0. These are generally non-Gaussian and are governed by the forward-backward stochastic differential equation (FBSDE)

d𝑍_𝑞 = 𝔼[𝜎^2 (𝑍_1) | 𝑍_𝑞]^{1/2}d𝐵_𝑞 (1.2)

introduced in [11], which evolves over scales 𝑞 ∈ [0, 1]. Here ( · )^{1/2} denotes the positive-semidefinite matrix square root. The scale parameter 𝑞 is related to the time parameter 𝑡 in (1.1) by 𝑡 ≈ 𝑇 − 𝜌^𝑞 for a final time 𝑇 of interest. The FBSDE (1.2) is essentially equivalent to the renormalization flow

𝜕_𝑞𝐻_𝑞 (𝑏) = 1 2 [𝐻_𝑞 (𝑏) : ∇^2_𝑏 ]𝐻_𝑞 (𝑏) = 1 2 𝑚� 𝑘,ℓ=1

(𝐻_𝑞)_{𝑘ℓ} (𝑏)

𝜕^2𝐻_𝑞 𝜕𝑏_𝑘 𝜕𝑏_ℓ

(𝑏), 𝐻_0 (𝑏) = 𝜎^2 (𝑏),

the deterministic quasilinear heat equation satisfied by the decoupling function

𝐻_𝑞 (𝑏) � 𝔼[𝜎^2 (𝑍_1) | 𝑍_{1−𝑞} = 𝑏].

In [9], 𝑄_{FBSDE} (𝜎) denotes the maximal 𝑞 > 0 up to which Lip � 𝐻 (𝑞, · ) < ∞.

Definition 1. We say 𝜎 is subcritical if 𝑄_{FBSDE} (𝜎) > 1 and lim sup_{|𝑤|→∞}^{|𝜎 (𝑤) |F}_{|𝑤|} < 1.

If 𝜎 is subcritical, then we can solve (1.2) starting at the macroscopic scale 𝑞 = 0 and proceed down to the microscopic scale 𝑞 = 1. This allows us to resolve all scales using the renormalization flow and thus understand the pointwise statistics of solutions of (1.1). In [9], we showed that 𝜎 is subcritical if Lip(𝜎) < 1. When 𝑚 = 1, we proved less stringent sufficient conditions for subcriticality in [10]. In contrast, in our normalization with 𝑚 = 1, the proof of Edwards–Wilkinson fluctuations in [23] requires the stronger condition Lip(𝜎) <^1_2√_6 < 1. We note that some subcriticality assumption is necessary, as the linear problem 𝜎 (𝑢) = 𝛽𝑢 exhibits a phase transition at 𝛽 = 1 [1, 4, 5, 16, 24].

In the present work, we are concerned with the macroscopic rather than pointwise statistics of the solution 𝑣. To observe nontrivial fluctuations in 𝑣, we subtract the mean 𝑣_𝑠 (𝑥) � 𝔼𝑣_𝑠 (𝑥) = G_𝑠𝑣_0 (𝑥) from 𝑣_𝑠 and rescale by the large factor 𝛾^{−1}_𝜌 . To express the limit, we introduce the functions

𝐽_1 (𝑏) � 𝔼[𝜎 (𝑍_1) | 𝑍_0 = 𝑏] and ~𝐽_1 (𝑏) � Var[𝜎 (𝑍_1) | 𝑍_0 = 𝑏]^{1/2}. (1.3)

We show that the limiting fluctuations of 𝑣 satisfy the Edwards–Wilkinson equation

dU_𝑡 (𝑥) = 1 2 ΔU_𝑡 (𝑥)d𝑡 + (𝐽_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑡 )(𝑥)d𝑊_𝑡 (𝑥) + (~𝐽_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑡 )(𝑥)d ~𝑊_𝑡 (𝑥), U_0 ≡ 0. (1.4)

Here, d ~𝑊 is an 𝑚-dimensional spacetime white noise independent of (and identically distributed to) d𝑊 . By linearity, we can write U_𝑡 = U_𝑡 + ~U_𝑡 , where

dU_𝑡 = 1 2 ΔU_𝑡 d𝑡 + (𝐽_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑡 )d𝑊_𝑡, d~U_𝑡 = 1 2 Δ ~U_𝑡 d𝑡 + (~𝐽_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑡 )d ~𝑊_𝑡, (1.5)

and U_0 = ~U_0 ≡ 0. Moreover, solutions of (1.4) agree in law with those of

dV_𝑡 = 1 2 ΔV_𝑡 d𝑡 + (𝐽_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑡 )d𝑊_𝑡, V_0 ≡ 0,

where we define 𝐽_1 (𝑏) � 𝐻_1 (𝑏)^{1/2} = [𝐽_1 (𝑏)^2 + ~𝐽_1 (𝑏)^2]^{1/2}. The separation of d𝑊 and d ~𝑊 in (1.4) allows us to state a more precise form of the convergence.

Theorem 1. Let 𝜎 be subcritical and 𝑣_0 ∈ 𝐿^∞ (ℝ^2) be deterministic. Then the pair of random distributions (𝛾^{−1}_𝜌 (𝑣 − 𝑣), U) converges jointly in law, in the topology of distributions on ℝ_+ × ℝ^2, to (U, U) as 𝜌 → 0. Precisely, for any test functions 𝜓, 𝜙 ∈ C^∞_c (ℝ_+ × ℝ^2), as 𝜌 → 0 we have the joint convergence in law � 𝛾^{−1}_𝜌 ∫ ℝ_+ ×ℝ^2

𝜓_𝑡 (𝑥)[𝑣_𝑡 (𝑥) − 𝑣_𝑡 (𝑥)] d𝑥 d𝑡, ∫ ℝ_+ ×ℝ^2

𝜙_𝑡 (𝑥)U_𝑡 (𝑥) d𝑥 d𝑡 �

=⇒ �∫ ℝ_+×ℝ^2

𝜓_𝑡 (𝑥)U_𝑡 (𝑥) d𝑥 d𝑡, ∫ ℝ_+ ×ℝ^2

𝜙_𝑡 (𝑥)U_𝑡 (𝑥) d𝑥 d𝑡 � . (1.6)

The emergence of Edwards–Wilkinson fluctuations is essentially equivalent to the concentration of macroscopic averages of 𝜎^2 ∘ 𝑣 and 𝜎 ∘ 𝑣. This is a consequence of the martingale central limit theorem, which has been previously used to study fluctuations in stochastic heat equations [8, 22]. Other approaches for proving Edwards–Wilkinson fluctuations in stochastic PDEs include Markov chain approximations [17, 19], the Malliavin calculus and the second-order Poincaré inequality [12, 13, 14, 15, 23], chaos expansions and the fourth moment method [2, 3, 6, 7, 20], and cluster expansions [21].

The large-scale concentration of 𝜎^2 ∘ 𝑣 and 𝜎 ∘ 𝑣 and the correlation structure in (1.6) have an intuitive explanation. We showed in [9] that the random field 𝑣 decorrelates rapidly in space as 𝜌 → 0. One can thus view the forcing term in (1.1) as the mean of 𝜎 (𝑣_𝑡 ) multiplying macroscopic modes of d𝑊_𝑡 , plus the rapid fluctuations of 𝜎 (𝑣_𝑡 ) multiplying microscopic modes of d𝑊_𝑡 . The former contributes (𝐽_1 ∘𝑣_𝑡 )d𝑊_𝑡 in (1.5). The latter involves only high-frequency modes of d𝑊_𝑡 , which become independent of d𝑊_𝑡 in the limit 𝜌 → 0. This explains the independent noise (~𝐽_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑡 )d ~𝑊_𝑡 in (1.5).

Acknowledgments. CG was supported by the NSF Mathematical Sciences Postdoctoral Research Fellowship program under grant DMS-2103383. 2. Concentration We begin by showing the concentration of macroscopic averages of 𝜎^2 ∘ 𝑣_𝑡 and 𝜎 ∘ 𝑣_𝑡 . We rely on results of [9], so we introduce further notation from that work. We define a regularized logarithm L(𝜏) = log(𝜏 + 1) as well as S_𝜌 (𝜏) �

L(𝜏/𝜌) L(1/𝜌) and T_𝜌 (𝑞) � 𝜌 [(1/𝜌 + 1)^𝑞 − 1].

Then S_𝜌 and T_𝜌 are inverse functions; they represent an exponent and a time, respectively. We now recall a moment bound on 𝑣.

Lemma 2 ([9, Proposition 4.4]). If 𝜎 is subcritical, there exists ℓ (𝜎) > 2 such that for all 𝑇 > 0, there exists 𝐶 (𝜎,𝑇 ) < ∞ such that for all 𝑠 ∈ [0,𝑇 ], sup_{𝑥 ∈ℝ2} 𝔼|𝑣_𝑠 (𝑥)|^ℓ ≤ 𝐶 (‖𝑣_0‖_𝐿∞ + 1)^ℓ . (2.1) We note that (2.1) also holds for ℓ = 2 by Jensen’s inequality.

We next establish a simple convolutional estimate. Given 𝜉 > 0 and 𝑥 ∈ ℝ^2, let □_𝜉 (𝑥) � [−𝜉/2, 𝜉/2]^2 + 𝑥 and let 𝑆_𝜉 (𝑥) � 𝜉^{−2}1_{□𝜉 (0)} (𝑥). Lemma 3. There exists a constant 𝐶 < ∞ such that for all 𝑠 > 0 and 𝜉 ∈ (0, √ 𝑠 ], ‖𝐺_𝑠 ∗ 𝑆_𝜉 − 𝐺_𝑠 ‖_𝐿1 ≤ 𝐶𝜉^2/𝑠. (2.2) Proof. In the following, we allow the constant 𝐶 to increase from instance to instance. The symmetry of 𝑆_𝜉 yields

(𝐺_𝑠 ∗ 𝑆_𝜉 − 𝐺_𝑠 )(𝑥) = ⨏ □_𝜉 (𝑥 )

[𝐺_𝑠 (𝑦) − 𝐺_𝑠 (𝑥) − ∇𝐺_𝑠 (𝑥) · (𝑦 − 𝑥)] d𝑦. By Taylor’s theorem, we have |𝐺_𝑠 ∗ 𝑆_𝜉 − 𝐺_𝑠 |(𝑥) ≤ 𝐶𝜉^2 sup_□

𝜉 (𝑥 )

|𝔻^2𝐺_𝑠 |_F. (2.3) A calculation then yields |𝔻^2𝐺_𝑠 (𝑥)|_F ≤ 𝐶𝑠^{−1} (𝑥^2/𝑠 + 1)𝐺_𝑠 (𝑥) ≤ 𝐶𝑠^{−1}𝐺_{𝑠/2} (𝑥).

Since 𝜉^2 ≤ 𝑠, the supremum over □_𝜉 (𝑥) does not significantly alter this bound, and we have sup_□

𝜉 (𝑥 )

|𝔻^2𝐺_𝑠 |_F ≤ 𝐶𝑠^{−1}𝐺_{𝑠/2} (𝑥).

Using this in (2.3) and integrating, we obtain (2.2). □

We now prove a convenient form of the concentration of macroscopic averages of 𝜎^2 ∘ 𝑣_𝑡 .

Proposition 4. For any fixed 𝑠 > 0, 𝑧_𝜌 → 𝑧 ∈ ℝ^2, and 𝑟_𝜌 → 𝑟 > 0 (as 𝜌 ↓ 0),

lim_{𝜌↓0} 𝔼 � �G_{𝑟𝜌} (𝜎_2 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑧_𝜌 )� 1/2 − [G_𝑟 (𝐻_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑧)]_{1/2} � �^2 F = 0. (2.4)

As a consequence, we have

G_{𝑟𝜌} (𝜎^2 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑧_𝜌 ) → G_𝑟 (𝐻_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑧) in probability as 𝜌 ↓ 0. (2.5) Proof. It is standard that (2.4) implies (2.5), so we just need to prove (2.4). Theorem 6.3 of [9] gives us a function 𝜔 : (0, 1] → (0, ∞) such that, as 𝜌 → 0, we have 𝜔 (𝜌) → 0 but 𝜔 (𝜌) = (1/𝜌)^{𝑜 (1)} and the following holds. If we define 𝑞_𝜌 � S_𝜌 � 𝑠/𝜔 (𝜌) � , so 𝜔 (𝜌)T_𝜌 (𝑞_𝜌 ) = 𝑠, then

lim_{𝜌↓0} sup_{𝑥 ∈ℝ2} 𝔼 � �𝑆_{T𝜌 (𝑞𝜌 )1/2} ∗ (𝜎_2 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )� (𝑥)_{1/2} − 𝐻_{𝑞𝜌} �G_{T𝜌 (𝑞𝜌 )} 𝑣_𝑠 (𝑥)�1/2 � �^2 F = 0. (2.6)

We next apply [9, Proposition A.2] to a random spatial value drawn from N (0, 𝑟_𝜌 ), so the expectation in the proposition corresponds to spatial convolution: 𝔼 � �𝐺_{𝑟𝜌} ∗ 𝑆_{T𝜌 (𝑞𝜌 )1/2} ∗ (𝜎_2 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )� (𝑧_𝜌 )_{1/2} − G_{𝑟𝜌} (𝐻_{𝑞𝜌} ∘ G_{T𝜌 (𝑞𝜌 )} 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑧_𝜌 )_{1/2} � �^2 F ≤ ∫ ℝ^2

𝐺_{𝑟𝜌} (𝑧_𝜌 − 𝑥)𝔼 � �𝑆_{T𝜌 (𝑞𝜌 )1/2} ∗ (𝜎_2 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )� (𝑥)_{1/2}

− � 𝐻_{𝑞𝜌} � G_{T𝜌 (𝑞𝜌 )} 𝑣_𝑠 (𝑥)

�_{1/2}� �^2_F d𝑥 → 0

(2.7)

as 𝜌 → 0 by (2.6). Writing | · |_∗ for the nuclear norm, the Powers–Størmer inequality yields 𝔼 � �𝐺_{𝑟𝜌} ∗ 𝑆_{T𝜌 (𝑞𝜌 )1/2} ∗ (𝜎_2∘𝑣_𝑠 )� (𝑧_𝜌 )_{1/2} − G_{𝑟𝜌} (𝜎_2 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑧_𝜌 )_{1/2} � �^2 ≤ 𝔼 � �𝐺_{𝑟𝜌} ∗ 𝑆_{T𝜌 (𝑞𝜌 )1/2} − 𝐺_{𝑟𝜌} � ∗ (𝜎^2 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑧_𝜌 ) � �_∗

≤ ‖𝐺_{𝑟𝜌} ∗ 𝑆_{T𝜌 (𝑞𝜌 )}1/2 − 𝐺_{𝑟𝜌} ‖_𝐿1 sup_{𝑥 ∈ℝ2} 𝔼|𝜎^2 (𝑣_𝑠 (𝑥))|_∗.

Since T_𝜌 (𝑞_𝜌 ) = 𝑠/𝜔 (𝜌) → 0 and 𝑟_𝜌 → 𝑟 > 0 as 𝜌 → 0, Lemma 3 implies that the first factor goes to 0 as 𝜌 → 0. For the second factor,

𝔼|(𝜎^2 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑥)|_∗ ≤ 𝔼|(𝜎 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑥)|^2_F ≤ Lip(𝜎)𝔼|𝑣_𝑠 (𝑥)|^2, which is bounded by Lemma 2.

It remains to show that G_{𝑟𝜌} (𝐻_{𝑞𝜌} ∘ G_{T𝜌 (𝑞𝜌 )} 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑧_𝜌 ) → G_𝑟 (𝐻_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑧). To see this, we note that the properties of 𝜔 imply that 𝑞_𝜌 → 1 as 𝜌 → 0. Thus by Theorem 1.9 of [9], 𝔼|G_{T𝜌 (𝑞𝜌 )} 𝑣_𝑠 (𝑥) − 𝑣_𝑠 (𝑥)|^2 → 0 for all 𝑥 ∈ ℝ^2. Also, the rootdecoupling function 𝐻^{1/2} is Lipschitz in space by subcriticality and 1/2-Hölder in time by [9, Proposition 2.14]. Thus the moment bound in Lemma 2 yields 𝔼 � �𝐻𝑞_𝜌 � G_{T𝜌 (𝑞𝜌 )} 𝑣_𝑠 (𝑥)

�_{1/2}

− (𝐻_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑥)^{1/2} � �^2_F → 0 as 𝜌 ↓ 0 (2.8)

for each 𝑥 ∈ ℝ^2. Applying [9, Proposition A.2] as in (2.7), we find 𝔼 � �G_{𝑟𝜌} (𝐻_{𝑞𝜌} ∘ G_{T𝜌 (𝑞𝜌 )}𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑧_𝜌 )_{1/2} − G_{𝑟𝜌} (𝐻_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑧_𝜌 )_{1/2} � �^2 F (2.9) ≤ ∫ ℝ^2

𝐺_{𝑟𝜌} (𝑧_𝜌 − 𝑥)𝔼 � �𝐻_{𝑞𝜌} �G_{T𝜌 (𝑞𝜌 )} 𝑣_𝑠 (𝑥)�^{1/2} − (𝐻_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑥)^{1/2} � �^2_F d𝑥.

The first factor is bounded by a 𝜌-independent envelope in 𝐿^1 (ℝ^2). The second factor tends to zero pointwise by (2.8) and is uniformly bounded by Lemma 2. Thus by dominated convergence, the expression in (2.9) vanishes as 𝜌 → 0. Finally, the heat flow is spacetime continuous, so G_{𝑟𝜌} (𝐻_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑧_𝜌 ) → G_𝑟 (𝐻_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑧) as 𝜌 → 0. This completes the proof of the proposition. □

We next treat 𝜎 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 . We recall the definition (1.3) of 𝐽_1.

Proposition 5. For each fixed 𝑠 > 0, 𝑧_𝜌 → 𝑧 ∈ ℝ^2, 𝑟_𝜌 → 𝑟 > 0 (as 𝜌 ↓ 0), and bounded function 𝑓 : ℝ^2 → (ℝ^𝑚)^{⊗2}, we have

lim_{𝜌↓0} 𝔼 � � �G𝑟_𝜌 [(𝜎 ∘ 𝑣𝑠 )𝑓 ](𝑧𝜌 ) − G𝑟 [(𝐽_1 ∘ 𝑣𝑠 )𝑓 ](𝑧) � � �^2_F → 0. (2.10)

As a consequence, we have

G_{𝑟𝜌} [(𝜎 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )𝑓 ](𝑧_𝜌 ) → G_𝑟 [(𝐽_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )𝑓 ](𝑧) in probability as 𝜌 ↓ 0. (2.11)

Proof. As above, (2.10) implies (2.11), so we just prove (2.10). Using uniform integrability from Lemma 2, Theorem 1.4 of [9] implies that 𝔼 � G_{𝑟𝜌} [(𝜎 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )𝑓 ](𝑧_𝜌 ) − G_𝑟 [(𝐽_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )𝑓 ](𝑧) � → 0 as 𝜌 ↓ 0.

It thus suffices to show that G_{𝑟𝜌} [(𝜎 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )𝑓 ](𝑧_𝜌 ) is concentrated about its expectation as 𝜌 → 0. Let 𝑔 : ℝ^𝑚 → ℝ be Lipschitz and ℎ : ℝ^2 → ℝ be bounded; these represent entries of 𝜎 and 𝑓 , respectively. To show that the variance of G_{𝑟𝜌} [(𝑔 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )ℎ](𝑧_𝜌 ) tends to zero, we control the two-point correlation function

𝑘_𝑠 (𝑥, 𝑦) � Cov � (𝑔 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑥), (𝑔 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑦) � , (2.12) noting that Var � G_{𝑟𝜌} [(𝑔 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )ℎ](𝑧_𝜌 ) � = ∫ ℝ^2 ×ℝ^2

𝐺_{𝑟𝜌} (𝑧_𝜌 − 𝑥)𝐺_{𝑟𝜌} (𝑧_𝜌 − 𝑦)ℎ(𝑥)ℎ(𝑦)𝑘_𝑠 (𝑥, 𝑦) d𝑥 d𝑥.

(2.13)

Now, for fixed 𝑥 ≠ 𝑦, Theorem 1.9 of [9] implies that the pair � 𝑣_𝑠 (𝑥), 𝑣_𝑠 (𝑦) � converges in law as 𝜌 → 0 to a pair of independent random variables. By Lemma 2 and the Lipschitz assumption on 𝑔, we can use uniform integrability to pass to the 𝜌 → 0 limit in (2.12) and see that 𝑘_𝑠 (𝑥, 𝑦) → 0 as 𝜌 → 0 for all 𝑥 ≠ 𝑦. Applying the bounded convergence theorem to (2.13), we see that

lim_{𝜌↓0} Var � G_{𝑟𝜌} [(𝑔 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )ℎ](𝑧_𝜌 ) � = 0.

Letting 𝑔 and ℎ range over the components of 𝜎 and 𝑓 and performing matrix multiplication, the proposition follows. □

3. The martingale argument

Throughout this section, we assume that 𝜎 is subcritical and 𝑣_0 ∈ 𝐿^∞ (ℝ^2). We also fix a time 𝑡 > 0 and a deterministic test function 𝜓 ∈ C^∞_c � (0, 𝑡) × ℝ^2 � . Let

Ψ_𝑠 (𝑥) �

∫_𝑡 𝑠 G_{𝑟 −𝑠}𝜓_𝑟 (𝑥) d𝑟,

which satisfies the backward forced heat equation

𝜕_𝑠 Ψ_𝑠 (𝑥) = − 1 2 ΔΨ_𝑠 (𝑥) − 𝜓_𝑠 (𝑥), Ψ_𝑡 ≡ 0. (3.1)

Then we define

𝑀_𝑠 � 𝛾^{−1}_𝜌 ∫ ℝ^2

(𝑣_𝑠 − 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑥)Ψ_𝑠 (𝑥) d𝑥 + 𝛾^{−1}_𝜌

∫_𝑠 0 ∫ ℝ^2

(𝑣_𝑟 − 𝑣_𝑟 )(𝑥)𝜓_𝑟 (𝑥) d𝑥 d𝑟 .

Using (1.1), (3.1), Itô’s formula, and integration by parts, we compute

d𝑀_𝑠 = 𝛾^{−1}_𝜌 ∫ ℝ^2 � 1 2 Δ(𝑣_𝑠 − 𝑣_𝑠 )Ψ_𝑠 − (𝑣_𝑠 − 𝑣_𝑠 ) � 1 2 ΔΨ_𝑠 + 𝜓_𝑠 � + (𝑣_𝑠 − 𝑣_𝑠 )𝜓_𝑠 � d𝑥 d𝑠 + ∫ ℝ^2

Ψ_𝑠 G_𝜌 [𝜎 (𝑣_𝑠 ) d𝑊_𝑠 ] d𝑥 = ∫ ℝ^2

Ψ_𝑠 G_𝜌 [𝜎 (𝑣_𝑠 ) d𝑊_𝑠 ] d𝑥 = ∫ ℝ^2

(G_𝜌 Ψ_𝑠 )𝜎 (𝑣_𝑠 ) d𝑊_𝑠 . (3.2)

Lemma 2 ensures that 𝜎 (𝑣_𝑠 ) has uniformly bounded second moment, so (𝑀_𝑠 )_𝑠 is a vector-valued martingale satisfying

𝑀_𝑡 = 𝛾^{−1}_𝜌

∫_𝑡 0 ∫ ℝ^2

(𝑣_𝑟 − 𝑣_𝑟 )(𝑥)𝜓_𝑟 (𝑥) d𝑥 d𝑟 with matrix-valued quadratic variation [𝑀]_𝑡 =

∫_𝑡 0 ∫ ℝ^2

(G_𝜌 Ψ_𝑠 )(𝑥)^2 (𝜎^2 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑥) d𝑥 d𝑠. (3.3) Alternatively, these properties can be derived from the mild solution formula for 𝑣. We now define an analogous martingale for the Edwards–Wilkinson solution U of (1.5). We consider a test function 𝜙 ∈ C^∞_c � (0, 𝑡) × ℝ^2 � and define Φ_𝑠 (𝑥) �

∫_𝑡 𝑠 G_{𝑟 −𝑠}𝜙_𝑟 (𝑥) d𝑟 as well as 𝑁_𝑠 � ∫ ℝ^2

U_𝑠 Ψ_𝑠 d𝑥+

∫_𝑠 0 ∫ ℝ^2

U_𝑟𝜓_𝑟 d𝑥 d𝑟 and 𝑁_𝑠 � ∫ ℝ^2

U_𝑠 Φ_𝑠 d𝑥+

∫_𝑠 0 ∫ ℝ^2

U_𝑟 𝜙_𝑟 d𝑥 d𝑟 .

By a similar application of Itô’s formula, these are martingales satisfying 𝑁_𝑡 =

∫_𝑡 0 ∫ ℝ^2

U_𝑟𝜓_𝑟 d𝑥 d𝑟 and 𝑁_𝑡 =

∫_𝑡 0 ∫ ℝ^2

U_𝑟 𝜙_𝑟 d𝑥 d𝑟 as well as

[𝑁 ]_𝑡 =

∫_𝑡 0 ∫ ℝ^2

Ψ^2_𝑟 (𝐽^2_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑟 ) d𝑥 d𝑟, [𝑁 ]_𝑡 =

∫_𝑡 0 ∫ ℝ^2

Φ^2_𝑟 (𝐽^2_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑟 ) d𝑥 d𝑟, and [𝑁, 𝑁 ]_𝑡 =

∫_𝑡 0 ∫ ℝ^2

Ψ_𝑟 Φ_𝑟 (𝐽_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑟 )(𝐽_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑟 ) d𝑥 d𝑟 .

We note that [𝑁 ]_𝑡 , [𝑁 ]_𝑡 , and [𝑁, 𝑁 ]_𝑡 are deterministic, which reflects the fact that 𝑁_𝑡 and 𝑁_𝑡 are jointly Gaussian. In order to prove Theorem 1, by the martingale central limit theorem (see, e.g., [18, Theorem VIII.3.11]) it suffices to show that [𝑀]_𝑡 → [𝑁 ]_𝑡 and [𝑀, 𝑁 ]_𝑡 → [𝑁, 𝑁 ]_𝑡 in probability as 𝜌 → 0. These limits constitute the following two propositions.

Proposition 6. We have [𝑀]_𝑡 → [𝑁 ]_𝑡 in probability as 𝜌 → 0. Proof. We expand

Ψ_𝑠 (𝑥)^2 = ∫ [𝑠,𝑡 ]^2 ×ℝ^4

𝐺_{𝑟1 −𝑠} (𝑥 − 𝑦_1)𝐺_{𝑟2 −𝑠} (𝑥 − 𝑦_2)𝜓_{𝑟1} (𝑦_1)𝜓_{𝑟2} (𝑦_2) dy dr and (G_𝜌 Ψ_𝑠 )(𝑥)^2 = ∫ [𝑠,𝑡 ]^2 ×ℝ^4

𝐺_{𝑟1 −𝑠+𝜌} (𝑥 − 𝑦_1)𝐺_{𝑟2 −𝑠+𝜌} (𝑥 − 𝑦_2)𝜓_{𝑟1} (𝑦_1)𝜓_{𝑟2} (𝑦_2) dy dr. We recall that

𝐺_{𝑞1} (𝑥 − 𝑦_1)𝐺_{𝑞2} (𝑥 − 𝑦_2) = 𝐺_{𝑞1+𝑞2} (𝑦_1 − 𝑦_2)𝐺_{(𝑞}−1_{1 +𝑞}−1_{2 )} −1 � 𝑞_2𝑦_1 + 𝑞_1𝑦_2 𝑞_1 + 𝑞_2 − 𝑥 � .

Using the last two displays in (3.3), we get [𝑀]_𝑡 = ∫ ℝ^2 d𝑥 ∫_𝑡 0 d𝑠 ∫ [𝑠,𝑡 ]^2 dr ∫ ℝ^4

dy 𝜓_{𝑟1} (𝑦_1)𝜓_{𝑟2} (𝑦_2)𝐺_{𝑟1+𝑟2 −2𝑠+2𝜌} (𝑦_1 − 𝑦_2)

× G_{[ (𝑟1 −𝑠+𝜌 )} −1_{+(𝑟2 −𝑠+𝜌 )} −1_]−1 (𝜎^2 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 ) � (𝑟_2 − 𝑠 + 𝜌)𝑦_1 + (𝑟_1 − 𝑠 + 𝜌)𝑦_2 𝑟_1 + 𝑟_2 − 2𝑠 + 2𝜌 − 𝑥 � . (3.4)

Similarly, [𝑁 ]_𝑡 = ∫ ℝ^2 d𝑥 ∫_𝑡 0 d𝑠 ∫ [𝑠,𝑡 ]^2 dr ∫ ℝ^4

dy 𝜓_{𝑟1} (𝑦_1)𝜓_{𝑟2} (𝑦_2)𝐺_{𝑟1+𝑟2 −2𝑠} (𝑦_1 − 𝑦_2)

× G_{[ (𝑟1 −𝑠)} −1_{+(𝑟2 −𝑠)} −1_]−1 (𝐻_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 ) � (𝑟_2 − 𝑠)𝑦_1 + (𝑟_1 − 𝑠)𝑦_2 𝑟_1 + 𝑟_2 − 2𝑠 − 𝑥 � . (3.5)

By (2.5), the second line of (3.4) converges in probability as 𝜌 → 0 to the second line of (3.5). Using the moment bound Lemma 2, uniform integrability implies that 𝔼|[𝑀]_𝑡 − [𝑁 ]_𝑡 |_F → 0 as 𝜌 → 0, and Markov’s inequality completes the proof. □ Proposition 7. We have [𝑀, 𝑁 ]_𝑡 → [𝑁, 𝑁 ]_𝑡 in probability as 𝜌 → 0. Proof. Using (3.2) and its analogues for 𝑁_𝑡 and 𝑁_𝑡 , we compute

[𝑀, 𝑁 ]_𝑡 =

∫_𝑡 0 ∫ ℝ^2

(G_𝜌 Ψ_𝑠 )(𝑥)Φ_𝑠 (𝑥)(𝜎 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑥)(𝐽_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑥) d𝑥 d𝑠 (3.6) and [𝑁, 𝑁 ]_𝑡 =

∫_𝑡 0 ∫ ℝ^2

Ψ_𝑠 (𝑥)Φ_𝑠 (𝑥)(𝐽_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝑥)^2 d𝑥 d𝑠. We can expand

Ψ_𝑠 (𝑥)Φ_𝑠 (𝑥) = ∫ [𝑠,𝑡 ]^2 ×ℝ^4

𝐺_{𝑟1 −𝑠} (𝑥 − 𝑦_1)𝐺_{𝑟2 −𝑠} (𝑥 − 𝑦_2)𝜓_{𝑟1} (𝑦_1)𝜙_{𝑟2} (𝑦_2) dy dr and (G_𝜌 Ψ_𝑠 )(𝑥)Φ_𝑠 (𝑥) = ∫ [𝑠,𝑡 ]^2 ×ℝ^4

𝐺_{𝑟1 −𝑠+𝜌} (𝑥 − 𝑦_1)𝐺_{𝑟2 −𝑠} (𝑥 − 𝑦_2)𝜓_{𝑟1} (𝑦_1)𝜙_{𝑟2} (𝑦_2) dy dr. We can thus develop (3.6) as [𝑀, 𝑁 ]_𝑡 = ∫ ℝ^2 d𝑥 ∫_𝑡 0 d𝑠 ∫ [𝑠,𝑡 ]^2 dr ∫ ℝ^4

dy 𝜓_{𝑟1} (𝑦_1)𝜓_{𝑟2} (𝑦_2)𝐺_{𝑟1+𝑟2 −2𝑠+𝜌} (𝑦_1 − 𝑦_2)

× G_{[ (𝑟1 −𝑠+𝜌 )} −1_{+(𝑟2 −𝑠)} −1_]−1 [(𝜎 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )(𝐽_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )] � (𝑟_2 − 𝑠)𝑦_1 + (𝑟_1 − 𝑠 + 𝜌)𝑦_2 𝑟_1 + 𝑟_2 − 2𝑠 + 𝜌 − 𝑥 � , (3.7) and similarly

[𝑁, 𝑁 ]_𝑡 = ∫ ℝ^2 d𝑥 ∫_𝑡 0 d𝑠 ∫ [𝑠,𝑡 ]^2 dr ∫ ℝ^4

dy 𝜓_{𝑟1} (𝑦_1)𝜓_{𝑟2} (𝑦_2)𝐺_{𝑟1+𝑟2 −2𝑠} (𝑦_1 − 𝑦_2)

× G_{[ (𝑟1 −𝑠+𝜌 )} −1_{+(𝑟2 −𝑠)} −1_]−1 � (𝐽_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 )^2 � � (𝑟_2 − 𝑠)𝑦_1 + (𝑟_1 − 𝑠)𝑦_2 𝑟_1 + 𝑟_2 − 2𝑠 − 𝑥 � . (3.8)

By (2.11) with 𝑓 = 𝐽_1 ∘ 𝑣_𝑠 , the second line of (3.7) converges to the second line of (3.8) in probability as 𝜌 → 0. Lemma 2 yields uniform integrability, so 𝔼 � �[𝑀, 𝑁 ]_𝑡 − [𝑁, 𝑁 ]_𝑡 � �_F → 0 as 𝜌 ↓ 0,

and Markov’s inequality completes the proof. □

References

[1] Lorenzo Bertini, Nicoletta Cancrini. The two-dimensional stochastic heat equation: renormalizing a multiplicative noise. J. Phys. A 31 (1998) 615–622.

[2] Francesco Caravenna, Francesca Cottini. Gaussian limits for subcritical chaos. Electron. J.

Probab. 27 (2022) Paper No. 81, 35.

[3] Francesco Caravenna, Francesca Cottini, Maurizia Rossi. Quasi-critical fluctuations for 2d directed polymers. arXiv e-prints (2023) 2307.02453.

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

[5] Francesco Caravenna, Rongfeng Sun, Nikos Zygouras. The critical 2d Stochastic Heat Flow.

Invent. Math. 233 (2023) 325–460.

[6] Francesco Caravenna, Rongfeng Sun, Nikos Zygouras. The two-dimensional KPZ equation in the entire subcritical regime. Ann. Probab. 48 (2020) 1086–1127.

[7] Francesco Caravenna, Rongfeng Sun, Nikos Zygouras. Universality in marginally relevant disordered systems. Ann. Appl. Probab. 27 (2017) 3050–3112.

[8] Clément Cosco, Shuta Nakajima. Gaussian fluctuations for the directed polymer partition function in dimension 𝑑 ≥ 3 and in the whole 𝐿^2-region. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Probab. Stat. 57 (2021) 872–889.

[9] Alexander Dunlap, Cole Graham. The 2D nonlinear stochastic heat equation: pointwise statistics and the decoupling function. arXiv e-prints (2023) 2308.11850.

[10] Alexander Dunlap, Cole Graham. Uniqueness and root-Lipschitz regularity for a degenerate heat equation. arXiv e-prints (2023) 2308.11820.

[11] Alexander Dunlap, Yu Gu. A forward-backward SDE from the 2D nonlinear stochastic heat equation. Ann. Probab. 50 (2022) 1204–1253.

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

[13] Luca Gerolla, Martin Hairer, Xue-Mei Li. Fluctuations of stochastic PDEs with long-range correlations. arXiv e-prints (2023) 2303.0981.

[14] Yu Gu. Gaussian fluctuations from the 2D KPZ equation. Stoch. Partial Differ. Equ. Anal. Comp.

8 (2020) 150–185.

[15] Yu Gu, Jiawei Li. Fluctuations of a nonlinear stochastic heat equation in dimensions three and higher. SIAM J. Math. Anal. 52 (2020) 5422–5440.

[16] Yu Gu, Jeremy Quastel, Li-Cheng Tsai. Moments of the 2D SHE at criticality. Probab. Math.

Phys. 2 (2021) 179–219.

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

[18] Jean Jacod, Albert N. Shiryaev. Limit theorems for stochastic processes. Second. Vol. 288. Grundlehren der mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences]. Springer-Verlag, Berlin (2003) xx+661.

[19] Sotirios Kotitsas. The heat equation with time-correlated random potential in d=2: Edwards- Wilkinson fluctuations. arXiv e-prints (2024) 2405.01519.

[20] Dimitris Lygkonis, Nikos Zygouras. Edwards-Wilkinson fluctuations for the directed polymer in the full 𝐿^2-regime for dimensions 𝑑 ≥ 3. Ann. Inst. H. Poincaré Probab. Stat. 58 (2022) 65–104.

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

[22] Shuta Nakajima, Makoto Nakashima. Fluctuations of two-dimensional stochastic heat equation and KPZ equation in subcritical regime for general initial conditions. Electron. J. Probab. 28 (2023) Paper No. 1, 38.

[23] Ran Tao. Gaussian fluctuations of a nonlinear stochastic heat equation in dimension two.

Stoch. Partial Differ. Equ. Anal. Comput. 12 (2024) 220–246.

[24] Nikos Zygouras. Directed polymers in a random environment: a review of the phase transitions. arXiv e-prints (2024) 2401.01757.

(A.D.) Department of Mathematics, Duke University, Durham, NC 27708, USA. Email address: dunlap@math.duke.edu

(C.G.) Division of Applied Mathematics, Brown Univerity, Providence, RI 02912, USA. Email address: cole_graham@brown.edu