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THE SPATIAL A-FLEMING-VIOT PROCESS IN A RANDOM
ENVIRONMENT
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ABSTRACT. We study the large scale behaviour of a population consisting of
two types which evolve in dimension d = 1,2 according to a spatial Lambda-
Fleming-Viot process subject to random time-independent selection. If one
of the two types is rare compared to the other, we prove that its evolution
can be approximated by a super-Brownian motion in a random (and singular)
environment. Without the sparsity assumption, a diffusion approximation
leads to a Fisher-KPP equation in a random potential. The proofs build on
two-scale Schauder estimates and semidiscrete approximations of the Anderson
Hamiltonian.
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INTRODUCTION

A fundamental challenge in population genetics is to understand the interplay
between different evolutionary and ecological factors and their overall contribution
to genetic variety, i.e. the distribution of different types within a population. A
prominent example of such a force is the random neutral process of ‘genetic drift’,
which occurs due to the random reproduction of organisms. Another one is the
adaptive process of selection. Both genetic drift and selection work, in different
ways, to reduce the genetic variability of populations. However, other ecological
and evolutionary forces may counterbalance those factors and explain durable het-
erogeneity within the populations.
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2 THE SPATIAL A-FLEMING-VIOT PROCESS IN A RANDOM ENVIRONMENT

Starting with the pioneering works by Wright [58], spatial structure has played
a key role in understanding genetic diversity. Since individuals inhabit different,
possibly distant geographical regions and do not move too far from their place of
birth, the likelihood of mating between geographically distant populations is very
small. This leads to a greater differentiation between subpopulations, as distant
individuals evolve essentially independently of each other. In extreme cases, this
mechanism, which is usually referred to as isolation by distance may even lead to
the creation of different species. Even though, in principle, selection acts to reduce
the genetic variety, Wright argued in the same article that if the selection is spatially
heterogeneous, that is, if selection favors different types of individuals in different
regions in space, it may further enhance the differentiation coming from isolation
by distance. A large body of empirical evidence suggests that this may indeed be
the case. Studies on plants [44], bacteria [48], animals [35] seem to all confirm
that inhomogeneity in the spatial environmental enhances diversity. For more in-
depth description of biological literature, including less favorable viewpoints of the
phenomena we are concerned with, we refer to [54 [30] 52].

Our work is similarly motivated by the question: does spatially heterogeneous
selection enhance the genetic diversity?

There are many approaches one could take to model a spatially structured pop-
ulation. The stepping stone models (see e.g. [36]), where the population evolves
in separated islands distributed on a lattice and interacts only with neighboring is-
lands, lead to an artificial subdivision of the population. Approaches based around
the Wright-Malécot formula [4], 839 [58] (which was introduced to study the isolation
by distance phenomena) suffer from either inconsistencies in their assumptions or
lead to unnatural ‘clumping’ of the population. We refer to [6] for an overview of the
difficulties associated with modelling spatially distributed populations. The spatial
Lambda-Fleming-Viot (SLFV) class of models, introduced in [2I] and formally con-
structed in [5], has been proposed specifically to overcome those difficulties, and is
at the basis of our work. Here the population is distributed over continuous space,
and reproductive events involve macroscopic regions of space (in this work balls of
a fixed radius 1/n, for n € N) and follow a space-time Poisson point process.

In the neutral SLFV there is no bias in the relative fitness of the populations
at hand. Our work considers instead the case in which the population consists of
just two types (a and 2A) and their relative fitness is modeled by a sign changing
selection coefficient s, (z),x € T (T¢ being the d-dimensional torus), so that a
is favored in the location z if s,(x) > 0 and 2 is favored in the opposite case.
Instead of choosing a specific selection coefficient, we sample it from a probability
distribution P. We will consider the proportion X" (w, t, z), evaluated at time ¢ > 0
and position z € T, of particles of type a with respect to the total population, given
the realization s,(w) of the selection coefficient. The parameter n € N indicates
the size of the impact area of reproductive events: we are interested in the limit
n — oo and will scale the magnitude of the reproductive events and the strength of
the selection coefficient s, according to n as well. All our scaling limits are diffusive
and the effect of selection is weak with respect to neutral events.

We study two different scenarios. In the first one, we assume that type a is
rare compared to 2. The rarity is described by considering an initial condition
X" (w,0,z) of order n~¢ for certain values of o > 0, so that the process will be
of order n~¢ for very long times. In this scenario a represents a mutation which
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tries to establish itself among the wild type 2. Just as a small sub-population in
the Wright-Fisher model is described by a branching process, we expect the limit
to be a superBrownian motion (see [20] for an introduction to superprocesses) in a
random time-independent environment. A similar scaling result without selection
was first obtained by [10] (see also [14] for an analogous result regarding the voter
model) and recently extended in [I5] to critical values of the parameter g. A scaling
limit for a model with a selection coefficient which is white in time and correlated
in space, was obtained by [I1] using a lookdown representation.

We will assume, instead, that s, scales to a spatial white noise & on the torus
T? and consider only dimension d = 1,2. In this setting, the limit (cf. Theorem [))
is the rough superBrownian motion introduced in [47], which formally solves the
following stochastic partial differential equation (SPDE) for some v > 0 (in d = 2
the SPDE has to be replaced by the associated martingale problem):

8Y = gAY + (€ — oolgn))Y +VYE, Y (0) =Y. (1)

Here g is a space-time white noise independent of £&. The oo appearing in d = 2 is a
formal representation of the renormalisation required to make sense of the Anderson
mode (see the discussion below), which is described by the SPDE

8tY = V()AY + (5 - OOl{dzg})K Y(O) = Y(). (2)

The latter equation is singular in d = 2 because the expected regularity of the
solution Y is not sufficient to make sense of the product £ - Y and requires theories
such as regularity structures or paracontrolled distributions (cf. Section[Hlor see [29]
28] for complete works on singular SPDESs). In particular, there is no understanding
of the Anderson model in dimension d > 4. We restrict to d < 2 as these are
the biologically interesting cases and in d = 3 the renormalization procedure is
more involved. The quoted solution theories for singular SPDEs work pathwhise,
conditional on the realization of the noise & and some functionals thereof. As a
consequence, solutions to (Il are defined as martingale solutions conditional on the
realization of ¢ and uniqueness in distribution of solutions to () is proven through a
conditional duality argument. This lies in contrast to cases where the environment
is white in time [43], where the martingale term can contain also the environment.

A crucial step in the proof of the scaling limit is to show that the continuous
Anderson Hamiltonian H = vpA + £ — 00l(4—z) is the limit of approximations
Hn = An +E&n — cnl{g—gy (cf. TheoremH). In the latter operator, the approximate
Laplacian A,, acts on L?(T%) and is expressed in terms of local averages of functions:
we call this setting semidiscrete, as opposed to the fully discrete setting, where the
underlying space is for example a lattice. Fully discrete approximations of singular
SPDEs have been the object of many studies (see [41l 19, 2] [40] for a partial
literature). Instead, approximations in the present semidiscrete case appear new.
In the study of such SPDEs the smoothing effect of the Laplacian is crucial: the
first step towards understanding the convergence of the operators is to establish
the regularization properties of the approximate Laplacian A,,, commonly known
as Schauder estimates. Through a two-scale argument, we separate macroscopic
scales in frequency space, at which A4, regularizes analogously to the Laplacian,
and microscopic scales, which are small but see no regularization (see Theorem [3]).
Once we are provided with the Schauder estimates and the convergence of H,,, the
scaling limit is proven through an application of the Krein-Rutman theorem. At
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this point it is particularly important that the space is compact, while all other
results in this work seem to extend from T¢ to R<.

In the second scenario, s, is chosen to scale to a smooth random function &,
and we do not make the sparsity assumption. This regime corresponds to studying
the long time behaviour of a large population. In this case under diffusive scaling
one obtains (cf. Theorem [2]) convergence to a solution of the (in d = 1 stochastic)
Fisher-KPP equation

X = AX +EX(1 - X)+ VX1 - X)élggmry,  X(0)=Xo.  (3)

As before 5 is a space-time white noise independent of €. In a nutshell, the intensity
of the martingale term is governed by a parameter 77 > 0 and there exists a critical
value 7.(d) > 0 such that the martingale term is of order n~(7="). In dimension
d = 1 we consider n = 0., while in dimension d = 2 we take n > 7.. In some
models, by taking into account dual processes, cf. [2I], 24] , one can prove that in
d = 2 the deterministic limit holds also at the critical value. To the best of our
knowledge the process we consider does not have a dual: hence although a similar
result is expected, it remains open as the quoted methods do not apply. Due to
the same lack of duality, in d = 1 uniqueness of the solutions seems out of reach.
Similar results have been obtained in [22] where the selection coefficient is constant
in space and time (in this case the process admits a dual) and in [7], where the
selection coefficient is fluctuating in time and space and correlated in the latter,
giving rise to an additional martingale term.

The treatment of this second regime is apparently much simpler, as the solution is
bounded between 0 and 1. The only difficulty is to prove convergence in a topology,
in which one can pass to the limit inside the nonlinearity. Unlike the previous
works [22], [7] we can make good use of the Schauder estimates and directly prove
tightness for a smoothed version of X™ in a Sobolev space of positive regularity
(see Theorem [2)).

In conclusion, this work extends previous scaling limits to incorporate a sign
changing, possibly rough, selection. Choosing the selection at random provides a
natural setting which exhibits interesting longtime behavior. We believe this could
be the starting point for some ulterior studies: for example Equation @) in d = 1
with € R (so globally in space) can be recovered with the same methods and
could have interesting longtime properties, as the selection could balance out the
genetic drift. The methods we used are based on two-scale Schauder estimates and
do not rely on duality. They allow us to establish a connection to singular SPDEs,
but appear to be a fairly simple, powerful tool to treat nonlinearities appearing in
the SLFV.

Discussion. Let us briefly come back to our first question, concerning the influence
of spatially heterogeneous selection on genetic diversity. Our scaling limits show
how strong the effect of weak selection can be, even in presence of genetic drift. One
observation is that the degree of spatial heterogeneity, encoded in the regularity
of the environment, plays a key role. In fact, we see that if the environment is
sufficiently irregular, a rare type will invade the population in finite time, in our
parabolic scale: this is captured by the necessity of renormalisation. Our analysis
then moves on to finer scales. Once we remove this first impact via an appropriate
exponential damping — captured by the sequence of renormalisation constants — we
obtain ({): here the survival of the rare type is determined by the longtime behavior
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of the Anderson model, despite the presence of genetic drift [47] and becomes ever
more likely on large domains, since the top eigenvalue of the Anderson Hamiltonian
tends to increase with the volume size [13] (for the 2D case). Yet, if we pass to the
nonlinear regime (3)) the effect of weak selection is not strong enough to overcome
genetic drift (at least not on finite volume) and we expect fixation to one of the
stable states in finite time. Instead, without the presence of genetic drift, we will
observe longtime coexistence (that is, a limiting stable fixed point that is neither
X =0not X =1) as long as both the linearization at 0 and 1 are unstable: so once
more the dynamic is governed by the top eigenvalue of the Anderson Hamiltonian
(with smooth noise), see [31, Theorem 10.1.5].

Structure of the paper. In Section [I we introduce the model and state our
main results. Section [2] is devoted to the relation between the Spatial Lambda-
Fleming-Viot process with fluctuating selection and the rough super-Brownian mo-
tion, whereas in Section [B]we establish the scaling limit to the Fisher-KPP equation
in rough potential. The rest of the paper is devoted to analytical backbone of our
results. Section M covers Schauder estimates and Section [l discusses analytic and
probabilistic aspects of the Anderson model.
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1. MODELS AND STATEMENT OF MAIN RESULTS

We begin with introducing our notation. In Subsection we describe the
Spatial-Lambda-Fleming-Viot process. In Subsection [[.3] we study the convergence
to the rough super-Brownian motion. Subsection [[L4] is devoted to the diffusive
scaling which leads to Fisher-KPP equation. In Subsection we describe the
main analytical components of the proofs.

1.1. Notation. We write N ={0,1,2,...}, and R} = [0,00). The d—dimensional
torus T¢ is defined as T = R¢ /74, where Z acts by translation on R?.

We indicate with |A| the Lebesgue measure of a Borel set A C T?. Let B, (z) C
R? be the ball (with respect to the Euclidean norm) of volume n~% around .
Similarly, let @,,(z) C R? be the d-dimensional cube

ye€Q,(r) &= (y—z); € [—(Qn)fl, (2n)71), Vie{l,...,d}.
As we work on the d—dimensional torus we denote with
B (x) = Bu(z) /74 CT?, Qu(z) = Qn(2) /z¢ C T

the projections of Q,,, B, on the torus. To make sure that these still satisfy the
normalization

| B ()| = |Qu(x)] = n~7,
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observe that for every d € N there exists a ¢(d) € N such that
B,(0),Q,(0) C (-1/2,1/2)%,  V¥n > c(d).

For this reason, throughout this work we consider only n > ¢(d). We will not repeat
this assumption to avoid an additional burden on the notation. Next, consider the
lattice

Z% = (n~'Z%) NTe

Since {Qn(7)}zezanre is a collection of disjoint sets, the torus is the disjoint union

T = U Qn(x)
x€eZdNTd
For integrable w: T? — R define I1,,w(x) as an average integral of w over B, (z),

that is
1

@) = f vy = [ wa

Next, we make often use of the Fourier transform both on the torus and in the full
space. We denote with S(T%), S’(T¢) the space of (smooth) Schwartz test functions
and (its dual) of Schwartz distributions respectively. For ¢ € S'(T9), we define

o(k) = Frap(k) = / e 2™k p(g)de, k€ Z4.
Td

Analogously, for ¢ € 8'(R?) : Fratp(k) = [pa e ™ 9 (x )d:z: for k € R?. These
Fourier transforms admit inverses, wh1ch we denote with ]:W ,]—" 4 respectively.
For a: Z% — R with at most polynomial growth we define the Fourier multiplier

as an operator of the form
a(D)p = f{dl (a(-)frﬂ-dgo(-)), Yo € S'(TY).

Since characteristic functions normalized to integrate to 1 enter the calculations
repeatedly, for a set A we write:
1
xa(z) = WlA(I)-

In the special case of balls and cubes we additionally define for 2 € T¢ and k € Z¢
Xn(x) = ndan(O)(x)a X\n(k) = X\(n_lk) = ]:Tan(k) = ]:]Ran(k)u
xa. (@) =n"lg, (),  X@.(k) = Xe(n™'k) = Fraxq, (k) = Frixq, (k).
Observe that in order to obtain the identity between the Fourier transform on the

torus and in the full space, we have used that n > ¢(d). A special role will be
played by the semidiscrete Laplace operator A,:

=n ][ ][ ]{3 (z)][ (z)dsdrdzdy = n* (Il p—¢) (2).

(4)
Such an operator is a Fourier multiplier with
An =9n(D),  On(k) =n*(X*(n""k) = 1).

We proceed with a definition of Besov spaces. Following [3, Proposition 2.10], fix
a dyadic partition of the unity {o;};>—1. We assume that for j > 0, 0;(-) = o(277")
is a radial, smooth compactly supported function. For a distribution ¢ € S'(T%)
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define Aj¢o = 0j(D)p and then define the spaces By, for a € R,p,q € [1, 00| via
the norms

lellsg, = 121145l Locra)sz—1lles-

Since the partition of unity was chosen to be smooth, we define the Besov spaces
on the full space via the same formula. It is convenient to introduce the notation

Ki(y) = Fra pi(z —y).
For o € R\ Ny and p, ¢ = oo the above definition coincides with that of classical
Holder spaces. We therefore write (for any oo € R and p € [1, 00])
C* = B C, =B -

00,007

We shall denote the norm of the Holder space C* by || - |-

To conclude, let M(T?) be the space of finite positive measures over T?. For
metric spaces X,Y let C(X;Y) and Cp(X;Y) be respectively the space of con-
tinuous, and continuous and bounded functions from X to Y. If Y = R, we
may drop the second argument. In addition, for a metric space X we define
D([0,0); X) to be the space of cadlag functions with values in X, endowed with
the Skorohod topology as in [23] Section 3.5] (similarly for finite time horizon
T > 0 we write D([0,7]; X)). If X is a Banach space we write L2([0,T]; X) for
the space of measurable functions ¢ on [0,T] taking values in X and satisfying

llell 22 o, ;%) = (f(;‘r lle(s)]1% ds) 2 < 5. The local variant of the space for T' = oo
is then defined as L ([0,00); X) = Ny L*([0,T]; X).

1.2. The spatial A-Fleming-Viot process in a random environment. We
now describe the Spatial Lambda-Fleming-Viot process. In addition to the original
neutral process we consider the effect of a (later randomly chosen) spatially inho-
mogeneous selection. We consider a population that presents two genetic types, a
and 2. At each time ¢ > 0, X} is a random function such that

X['(z) = proportion of individuals of type a at time ¢ and at position x.

The dynamics of the Spatial Lambda-Fleming-Viot model are determined by
reproduction events. In order to incorporate selection, we distinguish two types of
reproduction events, neutral and selective. These events are driven by independent
Poisson point processes. In simple terms

Neutral event: Both types have the same chance of reproducing,

Selective event: One of the two types is more likely to reproduce than the other.

The strength, and the direction of the selection are encoded respectively by the
magnitude and sign of a function s,,. In our setting the function s, will be chosen
at random (so it will depend on events w in a probability space (2, F,P)), thus
implying that the entire process X;* will also depend on w and be a Markov process
only conditionally on the realization of the environment. The function s, should
satisfy the following requirements.

Assumption 1.1. Consider a probability space (Q, F,P) and fixn € N. We assume
that s,, is a measurable map s, : Q — L>®(T% R), such that:

[sn(w,x)] <1, Ywe Q,z e T
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Conditional on the realization s, (w) of the environment, X" (w) will be a Markov
process. Its dynamics are defined below, deferring technical steps of the construc-
tion to Appendix [A. Tl We write:

M = {w: T - [0,1], w measurable}.

Definition 1.2 (Spatial A-Fleming-Viot process with random selection). Fiz n €
N,u € (0,1) and consider s, and (0, F,P) satisfying Assumption [[1 and X™° €
M. Define the process X™ on the probability space

(2 x D([0,00); M), F @ B(D([0, 00); M)), P x P¥™),

where A® A’ is the product sigma-field of A, A, P*™ the conditional law of X™
given the realization sp(w) of the environment and x the semidirect product as
defined in the Appendiz[A 1l Then for every w € Q it holds that

i) The space (D([0, 00); M), P¥"™) supports a pair of independent Poisson point
processes 112" and 115" on Ry x T with intensity measures dt @ (1 —
|sn(w, x))dz and dt ® |sp(w, z)|dx respectively.

ii) The random process Ry 3 t — X['(w) is the canonical process on D([0, 00); M ).
It is the Markov process with law P¥" started in X™Y with values in M
associated to the generator

L(n, sp(w),u): Co(M;R) — Cp(M;R) ,

(see Appendiz[A1) that can be described by the following dynamics.
(1) If (t,z) € II'*™, a neutral event occurs at time t in the ball By(z),
namely:
(a) Choose a parental location y uniformly in By, (x).
(b) Choose the parental type p € {a,A} according to the distribution
Q

Qlp=a =ILX]" (w,y), Qlp=2A=1-I[X" (w,y).

(c) A proportion u of the population within By (x) dies and is re-
placed by an offspring with type p. Therefore, for each point
z € By (),

Xi'(w,2) = (1 =W)X (@, 2) + ux{p=a}-

(2) If (t,x) € T, a selective event occurs in the ball B, (x), namely:
(a) Choose two parental locations yo,y1 independently, uniformly in
B, (z).
(b) Choose the two parental types, po,p1, independently, according
to

Qlpi =a] =X} (w,ui), Qlps =A =1-15X," (w, i)

(c) A proportion u of the population within By(x) dies and is re-
placed by an offspring with type chosen as follows:
(i) If sp(w,x) <0, their type is set to be a if po = p1 = a, and
A otherwise. Thus for each z € B, (x)

Xf(w,x) = (1 - U)th_ (Wu Z) + UX{po=p1=a}-
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(ii) If sp(w,x) > 0, their type is set to be a if po = p1 = a or
po # p1 and A otherwise, so that for each z € B, (x),
X (w,2) = (1 —w) X" (w,2) +u(l = X{p,=po=21})-
Remark 1.3. In the original SLEFV process the probabilities at points 1.b, 2.b of
the definition do not depend on the local average 112 X, (y). Instead they depended
only on the evaluation at the exact point X;_(y). Introducing the local average is a

mathematical simplification of the model: the main implication is that the operator
H considered in Theorem [§] will be selfadjoint.

Most of the arguments we use take advantage of the martingale representation
of the process. We record this representation as a lemma. The proof can be found
in Appendix [AJ] For a function ¢: [0,00) — R we write

Pt,s = Pt — Ps-
Lemma 1.4. Fiz w € Q and let X™ be the SLFV process as in the previous def-
inition. For every ¢ € L>(T?) the process t — (XJ'(w), ) satisfies the following
martingale problem, fort>s>0:

(X7 (@), ) = un~ / (T4 1) (X7 (@), )

+ (I [0 (w) (I X7 (w) — (I X7 (@))?) ], ) dr + My ()

where My () is the increment of a square integrable martingale with predictable
quadratic variation given by

(M"™()): = u2n_2d/0 (L (W) X7 (), (L) =2(I o) (T (X (w) 0)))

2
+ (L (X7 (@)e) . 1)
— (s (W) (I X! (@)?, (ap)? = 2(In ) (I (X[ (w) ) dr-
1.3. Sparse regime. First, we consider a scaling regime in which the part of the
population of type a is rare, which means that X} is very close to 0. To quantify
what we mean with ”close to zero”, we introduce a smallness parameter o > 0. We
assume that the initial condition X™0 is of order n~¢ and we will work under the
following assumptions on the parameter g (it will be a consequence of our scaling
limit that if the initial condition is small, then X stays of order n~¢, at least for
times of order one in the appropriate diffusive scaling).

Assumption 1.5 (Sparsity). Fiz any o > % and a sequence {X™ },en C M such
that for some Y° € M(T?)
lim n¢X™° =Y° in M(T?).
n—oo
Our selection coefficient will converge to space white noise. To obtain a non-
trivial scaling limit in dimension d = 2, renormalisation has to be taken into ac-
count. Hence we define

_ v BT R)Re(nTE)
Cn = Z —19n(/€)Q+ T ~ logn. (5)

The assumptions on the noise are summarized in what follows. We emphasize that
&™ is an approximation of space white noise that is constant on the disjoint boxes
Qn(z). In particular for any y € T? there exists a unique x such that y € Q,, ().
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Assumption 1.6 (White noise scaling). Fiz d =1 or 2 and consider a probability
space (0, F,P) supporting for any n € N a sequence of i.i.d. random variables
{Zn()}aeza satisfying E[Z%(z)] = 1, Zn(w,2) € (=2,2) for all x € Z& and
w € Q. Then define

Sn(w,y) = Zp(w,x) — n_%cnl{dzg}, if y € Qn(x), Yw e Q,z € ZZ
and write:
Ewm) =ntsa(w,z),  (wr)=EW,) + cnliaza),

Under appropriate scaling, we will prove that the process X™ converges to a
rough superBrownian motion. First, we recall the Anderson Hamiltonian on the
torus, and its relationship to our setting.

Lemma 1.7. Let (Q, F,P) be a probability space supporting a white noise £:  —
S'(T9), that is a process such that for all f € S(T?) the projection (&, f) =
Jra f(x)é(dx) are Gaussian random variables with covariance

E[(& )& 9)] = (f.9), Vf.g € S(TY.

For almost every w € ) there exists an operator
HY: D, C C(TY) — C(T?),
with a dense domain D,, C C(T?), such that
WY = lim [An T2 (€ — el {geo))TI2] =t voA + €,

n—oo
with vy defined by:
V():l in d=1, Vozl in d=2. (6)
3 T
The limit is taken in distribution, with £ as in Assumption [[L6l The precise
meaning of the limit is provided in Theorem [4)

This lemma is a consequence of Proposition [[15] and Theorem [ below. The
rough superBrownian motion is then a Markov process conditional on the realization
of the spatial white noise and thus on the realization of the Anderson Hamiltonian.

Definition 1.8. Let (Q, F,P) be a probability space supporting a white noise £ and
consider YO € M(T?). Consider an enlarged probability space (AxQ, FRF, Pxpw),
where P¥ is the conditional (given the realization w of the environment) law of a
process Y: Q2 x Q — C([0,00); M(T9)). For any w € Q let {F¥}i>0 be the filtration
generated by t — Yi(w), right-continuous and enlarged with all null sets. And let
H be the operator in the definition above. Y is a rough superBrownian motion, if
for all p € D, and T > 0, the process
t

MF (@) = (Yi(w), @) — (Y0, 0) — / (Va(w), HEo)ds

is a centered continuous, square integrable Fi-martingale on [0,T] with quadratic
variation

(M?(w)): :/0 <Ys(w),<p2> ds.

We are now in position to state the first main result of this work.
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Theorem 1. For any o > %d consider a random environment s, as in Assump-
tion [LA, and initial conditions X™° as in Assumption [Ld. Consider the process
X" as in Definition [L.2, but associated, for each w € ), to the generator

ndt2tNL(n, nt “2sp(w),nM),

meaning that with respect to the process constructed in Definition [I.3, we speed up
time by a factor n®t2+1 consider impacts of order n™" and use as environment the
function n%~2s, (w). Heren is defined by

n=p0+2—d. (7)

Then the process t — Y,* = n2X[ converges in distribution in D(]0, 00); M(T4)) to
a process Y, which is the unique (in distribution) rough superBrownian motion as
in Definition [L.8, started in Y°.

Remark 1.9. Let us comment on the scaling in the previous theorem. The temporal
speed of order n?T2t" corresponds to parabolic scaling. The factor n? is payed to
cancel the corresponding factor appearing in Lemma [I4]l The factor n" instead
cancels with the size of the impact. So we are left with a factor n?, which corresponds
to parabolic scaling, since spatial distances are of order 1/n.

As for the selection, we necessarily consider a weak regime, that is |s,| ~ n=2,
which cancels with the temporal speed up, providing a term of macroscopic order.
Finally, the smallness of the impact enters only to see fluctuations of the correct
order.

1.4. Diffusive regime. The second scaling regime we consider is a purely diffusive
one. As before, the impact factor u is scaled as n~". The restrictions on the value
of n follow

Assumption 1.10. Choose n such thatn=11ifd=1, andn >0 ifd = 2.

In this diffusive regime we still assume that the selection coeflicient may be
random, but we restrict to smooth selection.

Assumption 1.11. Consider a probability space (Q, F,P) and let & be a measurable
map: £: Q — S(T4). Then define:

sp(w, ) = (n2(w,z)) V1A (=1).

The limiting process in this setting will be the (stochastic if d = 1) Fisher- KPP
equation in a random potential, defined as follows.

Definition 1.12. Consider Q and & as in Assumption [I.11. Fiz any o > 0 and
X0 e BS,. A (stochastic if d = 1) Fisher-KPP process in random potential is
a couple given by a probability space (2 x Q,F @ F,P x P°) (¢f. Definition [I.3)
and a map X: Q@ x Q — L2 ([0,00); BS,). For w e Q let {Fi'}i>0 be the filtration
generated by t — X¢(w), right-continuous and enlarged with all null sets. Then for

all w € Q it is required that:
i) In dimension d =1 for all p € C>(T):

NY = (Xi(w), ) = (X°, ) —/O (Xs(w), v0Ap) = (E(W)Xs(w)(1 — Xs(w)), p)ds
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is a continuous in time, square integrable martingale with quadratic varia-
tion

(N9), = / (X, ()(1 — Xa(w)), ¢)ds.

ii) In dimension d =2 for all ¢ € C*(T?)
(Xe(w), 0) = (X7, ) +/0 (Xs(w), 0 Ap) + (W) Xs(w)(1 — Xs(w)), ) ds.

Remark 1.13. Note that in the previous definition, since X € L ([0,00); BS',)
for a > 0, the non-linearity fé (X2, ) ds is well-defined. Moreover, up to enlarging
the probability space, the process can be represented in d = 1 as a solution to an

SPDE of the form
X =1pAX +EX(1— X) + VX1 - X)E,

where the spatial noise & is independent of the space-time white noise §~, following

[31.
In this setting, we can prove the following scaling limit.

Theorem 2. Let n satisfy Assumption [LI0 and s, be as in Assumption [LT1]
Consider Xy € S(T?) with 0 < Xo(x) < 1, Vo € T¢, and let X" (w) be the Markov
process associated to the generator

nH L (n, s, (w),n7")

and started in Xo, as in Definition[LA There exists an « > 0 such that for every
w € Q {t = I, X (w)}nen is tight in the space L ([0,00); BS,(T?)). Similarly,
the sequence {t — X" (w)}nen is tight in D(]0, 00); M(T9)). In particular:
i) In dimension d = 1 both sequences converge in distribution to the unique in
law solution to the martingale problem of the stochastic Fisher-KPP process
i a random potential, as in Definition [L12.
ii) In dimension d = 2 both sequences converge in distribution to the unique
solution to the Fisher-KPP equation in a random potential as in Defini-
tion [L.12.

Remark 1.14. The scaling in Theorem [@ is similar to that of Theorem [ in the
case 0 = 0. The only difference is the assumption n >0 ind=2. Atn=2—d we
expect to see fluctuations, so a natural guess would be the appearance of a stochastic
Fisher-KPP equation. Instead, the limit should be deterministic. Indeed if € = 0
one can show that the dual converges to a system of coalescing Brownian motions:
in dimension d = 2 Brownian motions cannot meet, leading to the heat equation.
In our setting we expect that the same argument holds and the correct scaling limit
should be the deterministic Fisher-KPP equation.

1.5. Proof methods. The main ingredient in the proofs of the previous scaling
limits is a careful study of the semidiscrete Laplace operator A,. Intuitively, one
expects that this operator approximates the Laplacian with periodic boundary con-
ditions and therefore has similar regularizing properties. To quantify this intuition
we introduce a division of scales. On large scales, namely for Fourier modes k of
order |k| < n we show that A, has the required regularizing properties. On small
scales, that is for modes of order |k| 2 n we do not expect any regularization at all.
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Instead we prove that small scales are negligible in terms of powers of n. Below
we state a slimmed version of the results we require. The proof of the following
theorem, as well as additional side results, is the content of Section [l

Theorem 3. Fiz any smooth radial function with compact support 71: R? — R
such that for some 0 < r < R (k) =1, V|k| <r, and (k) =0, V|k| > R. Then
define
P, = T(n"1D), Q, =(1-"T(n"'D).
For any o € R, p € [1,00] the following holds:
i) For vy as in (@), any ¢ >0 and ¢ € Cy

Anp = 1pAgp in 63_2_<, as n €N.
i) Uniformly over A > 1,n € N and ¢ € C3 the following estimates hold:
[P (—An + A)il‘PHcg“ + n2||Qn(_-An + )‘)7190”63 < H‘PHC;"'

A precise control of the regularization effects of the semidiscrete Laplacian A,
allows us to treat semidiscrete approximations of the Anderson model that appear
in the study of the rough superBrownian motion. In the next proposition we recall
some salient features of the continuous Anderson Hamiltonian.

Proposition 1.15. Fiz d =1 or 2, K > 0 and (Q, F,P) a probability space sup-
porting a space white noise £: Q — S'(T%). Then the following holds true for all
w € Q.

i) The Anderson Hamiltonian
HY = voA + £(w)
associated to &(w) is defined, as constructed in [25] in d = 1 and [2] in
d=2.

i) The Hamiltonian, as an unbounded selfadjoint operator on L?(T%), has a
discrete spectrum given by pairs of eigenvalues and eigenfunctions {(Ar(w), ex(w)) }ken
such that:

A(w) > Aa(w) > Ag(w) > ..., klim Ak (w) = —o0, e1(w, ) > 0,Vx € T
—00
ii) In addition, for every k € N, ep(w) € C2~2~%(T4), and the following set is
dense in C(T?):

D., = {Finite linear combination of {ex(w)}ren}-

The proof of this proposition is postponed to Section Bl in Lemmata [5.1] and
For the semidiscrete Laplace operator A,, the following holds.

Theorem 4. Fix d =1 or 2, kK > 0 and " satisfying Assumption [L.6. Up to
changing probability space 1, the following hold true for almost all w in Q. For every
k € N let m(\x) be the multiplicity of the eigenvalue A\, of H* and let {ei, (w)};i(f’“)
be an associated set of orthonormal eigenfunctions. In particular, m(A1) = 1.

Then for every k € N there exists an no(w,k) € N such that for every n >
me) L2(T9) such that, con-

no(w, k) there exist orthonormal functions {ezn(w)}zz

sidering the operator

HE = A + TR (€ (@) — )2, HE: LA(TY) — LX(TY),
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with ¢, as in [@l), one has for some € > 0:

lim el (w) =ek(w), in L*(T?) lim e (w) = e (w) in C(T?),

n—oo n—00
and
liﬂm Heel™ (W) = Apes(w), in L*(T), liﬂm I, H el (w) = Agel(w) in CZ(TY).
If the eigenvalue is simple, i.e. m(A;) =1, then in addition e} (w) is an eigenfunc-
tion for HY :

Hyep(w) = Aieg(w),

with limy, o0 AL = Ak

The proof of this result is the content of Section .41

2. SCALING TO THE ROUGH SUPER-BROWNIAN MOTION

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [l Since we want to prove
convergence in distribution for the sequence Y, the exact choice of the probability
space 2 of Definition is not important. For this reason we make the following
assumption.

Assumption 2.1. Let (Q,F,P), the probability space in Definition and As-
sumption .6, be such that results of Proposition and Theorem[]] hold true for
all w € Q.

The first step towards establishing tightness is to restate the martingale problem
of Lemma [T 4] to take into account the scaling assumed in Theorem [I

Lemma 2.2. In the setting of Theorem [l and under Assumption [21], for every
w € Q and n € N, under the law P¥, and for every ¢ € L>®(T9) the process
t— (Y (w), ) satisfies the following martingale problem:

V@ 9) = [ (A @) + I @Y ) ¢)

— (I Y (W), €8 (W)L () dr + M, (),

where M™ () is a square integrable martingale with predictable quadratic variation

(8)

<M"(w)>t—/0 (147248 5, (W)Y (@), (TT)? =20 2T (D)TL (Y (@) 0))

_ n 2
+n (L (Y (w)e) s 1)
=7 s (@) (Y ()2, (o) =207 ¢ T (@)1 (¥, (w)ep)) .
9)
Remark 2.3. The only term that is not of lower order in the quadratic variation is
(T3Y,", (I,¢)?), which explains the superBrownian noise in the limit. Furthermore,
at first sight this martingale problem has no relationship with the operator
IH% = A, + H?lgg(w)]:[gl

we introduced earlier. The reason for our definition of HY is that if we test on
p = Iye”, with €™ in the domain of HY, then the first line of the drift becomes
(Vi (w), I, HYe™), which is exactly the kind of term that Theorem [ aims at con-
trolling.
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In order to obtain the convergence, the first step is to prove a tightness result.

Proposition 2.4. In the setting of Theorem [ and under Assumption[21] fix any
w € Q. For any T > 0 the sequence {Y™(w)}nen is tight in D([0, T]; M(T9)).
Moreover any limit point is continuous, i.e. lies in C([0,T]; M(T%)).

Proof of Proposition [2.4) Since w € Q is fixed, we omit the dependence on it. The
proof relies on Jakubowski’s tightness criterion [33, Theorem 3.1]. The criterion
consists of a compact containment condition and the tightness of one-dimensional
projections.

In a first step of the proof, we establish the compact containment condition.
Since for R > 0 sets of the form Kp = {u: (u,1) < R} € M(T?) are compact in
the weak topology, it is sufficient to show that

V§ >0, 3R(4) >0, n(d) € Nsuch that inf ]P’( sup (Y;",1) < R((S)) >1-0.
n2n(8)  \telo,T]

(10)

In a second step, we establish one-dimensional tightness. By Theorem E (since

the domain D, is dense in C(T?)), it is sufficient to show that for every k € N

the process (Y;", ex) is tight in ([0, T]; R), where the sequence {ej}ren is an or-

thonormal basis of L2(T¢) consisting of eigenfunctions of A, as in Proposition [LT5l

By Aldous’ tightness criterion [I, Theorem 1], this reduces to proving that for

any sequence of stopping times 7,,, taking finitely many values and adapted to the
filtration of Y™, and any sequence ¢, of constants such that §,, — 0 as n — oo

vi >0, tim PV en) — (V7€) 2 8) = 0. (11)

In the third step we address the continuity of the limiting process.

Step 1. By Theorem [ for any k£ € N and n > ng(k) there exists a function
e? € L*(T?) such that IT,,ef — ey in C5(T9), and I, Hpel — Apeg in C5(T) for
some ¢ > 0. In particular, choose k£ = 1. Then )\; is simple and we can choose e
to be an eigenfunction of H,, of eigenvalue A7 — A;. Since e; > 0, we may assume
that II,ef > 0,Yn > ng(1l) and hence for any positive measure p there exists a
C > 0 such that

</1'7 1> < C<M7 Hﬂe’ll>7 Vn > no(l)

Therefore (I0) follows if one can show that

V§ >0, 3R(0) >0, n(d) > ne(l) such that inf ]P’( sup (V" I,el) < R((S)) >1-0.
n2n(8)  \telo,T]

Let us hence focus on (Y;",1I,e}). By the martingale representation (§) (see also

the discussion in Remark [Z3]) one obtains

t
(V7 o) = (V3 TLoef) NGOV ) = e (V) 26 dr 4 M (1L,
0

To treat the nonlinear quadratic term, we shall consider a stopped process. Let us
fix R > 0 and consider the stopping time 7z and a parameter gy, defined as

d
TR :=inf{t >0 : (Y",I,e}) > R}, Qozg_i_d'
Since [€"(2)] < n? and since

Y oo < LY oo < n(Y, 1) S 0V, yed),
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one can bound

nTe((IBYn )2 M2 er)| S nmetETY R

N TrATR TATR?

,eM)? < Rn~ (Y,

TATR?

I, ef),

and therefore
t
E[(Yih g, el S (Y0, 1) + (1 + Rn~%) /]E| (Y hrg el [* dr + E(M™ (Ine] ) ) tnrs.-
0
Furthermore, using the formula for the predictable quadratic variation from Lemmal[2.2]

t
B (e})hnrg <E [ (1bn s )IBYE L (D) 40811V
0

ntrATR? TATR

Hne?))2, 1)

T2 s, (I3 Y, )2, (T2 62 + 20 ¢ (T2 )L, (Y,

nTrATR TATR

I,e}) dr.

. . _o4d _o4d .
Since by AssumptionL8ln~>*%|s,| < 2n7?2, and since sup,,> o (1 [[Tne} [|oo < 00
as well as 0 < Y, < n?, we can rewrite the bound as:

nTrATR? n T rATR?

t
B (L)) SE [ (Y7 ) + (V7 Tle}), 1) + (I2Y s T2 dr
0

t
< IE/ (Yonrs, Iel) dr.
0
Therefore, by Gronwall’s inequality, there exists a C' > 0 such that

sup E[(Y/A

oy el [? S @A), (12)
0<t<T

It follows that if n > R

P( sup (V) Taet)] = R) = P(|(V s Tlaeh)| = R) S R 2.
0<t<T

This concludes the proof of the compact containment condition (0.

Step 2. Next we want to prove ([II), so let us fix k € N,y > 0 and § > 0. In view
of the calculations from Step 1 there exist R(v),n(y) for which ([I0) holds (with §
replaced by «). In addition, for some n(y,d) > n(y) we may also assume that

)
vn > n(v,6 er — I el pe < ——.
( ) || k”L 2}%(7)

Hence, for every n > n(v,9)
PV s en) = (V2 en)] = 6) <y + IV 5, Thuef) = (V2 Taef) 2 6).
Now, using the definition of R(7) (and writing for simplicity R instead of R(7)):

P((Y7 5, Tlael) = (V22 Thaef)| = 6) <+ PV 4 nmme i) = (V7 ps Tlnef)] 2 9).

At this point, via the representation of Lemma we have that
(Tn+n)ATR
_ 2
<§/'(777:n+5n)/\7'R - YT”Z/\TR’ H"€Z> = / <Y;n,Hanez> -n Q<(H"Y;n) 7§SHEL€Z> dr

Tn\TR

+ M s (Ilney) — M (Ilnep).
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Hence we obtain

P00, 5, prme Tni )= (V2 p s T = 6)

(Tn+0n)ATR 2
<‘/ (Y I, Hpep) — n~¢((IL,Y,") ", €012 ef) dr

n/ATR

+ EE|M(7:'H+6H)/\TR(H7162) - MTn/\TR (H ek)l )

where we used Markov’s inequality in the last line. Following the calculations of
Step 1 and using that both II,H,e} and ll,e} are uniformly bounded in C® (T4)
for some € > 0, we find

(Th+0n)ATR
’/ Y",Hane}j)—n_Q((HnY;") LPTI2 ) drr

n/A\TR

Tn+0n
N/' (Y1) dr < 6,R(7).

n

Similar calculations for the quadratic variation show that
ElM(r-Lrn-i-zSn)A-rR (Inep) — M7 (Hn62)|2 S 6nR(7)-

TnANTR
Collecting all the bounds we proves so far and passing to the limit n — oo we
obtain that
limsupP(| (Y5, ex) = (V7 ex)] = 6) < 27,
n—oo
Since + is arbitrary, this proves (ITJ).

Step 3. So far any limit point Y of the sequence Y™ lies in D([0, T]; M(T¢9)).
Since M(T?) is endowed with the weak topology, to prove that actually Y €
C([0,T); M(T%)), it is sufficient to show that for any continuous function ¢, (Y;, )
is continuous in time. Here one can apply a criterion [23, Theorem 3.10.2] according
to which it is sufficient to prove that the maximum size of a jump converges weakly
to zero. In our case such convergence happens even almost surely:

(Y 0) = (Y2, 0)] S 0™ gllemay = n2llellogra).-
This follows from the definition of the generator as well as Equation () for 7,

which imply that jumps are bounded by ||¥;* — Y || < n2" < 1. Since a jump
has impact only in a ball B, (x) for some z € Td, integrating ¢ over such ball
guarantees the claimed estimate. O

Finally we are in position to deduce Theorem [I1

Proof of Theorem[d. By Proposition [2:4] the sequence Y™ (w) is tight, for every w €
Q, under Assumption 2.l It remains to show that, for fixed w € €, every limit
point satisfies the martingale problem for the rough superBrownian motion as in
Definition[[.8 which is covered by Steps 1 and 2, and that such solutions are unique,
which is covered by Step 3.

Step 1. As in the proof of Proposition [Z4] since w € § is fixed we omit writ-
ing it. Moreover it is sufficient to fix a finite but arbitrary time horizon 7" > 0
and check the martingale property until that time. Assume that (up to taking a
subsequence and applying the Skorohod representation theorem) Y — Y almost
surely in D([0, T]; M(T9)). Recall that the domain D of the Anderson Hamil-
tonian is composed of finite linear combinations of eigenfunctions, hence we have
to check the martingale property for ¢ of the form ¢ = Eﬁl Qg ek, , for some
meN, ki,...km €N, ai, € R, and where {ej }ren is the set of eigenfunctions of
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. Now consider the approximate eigenfunctions e} from Theorem [ and define ¢™
by ¢ = > ay,e}.. Then Theorem H implies that for some & > 0

lim II,o" = ¢, lim I, H,e" = He = Zaki)\kiekﬂ in Ce.

n—00

In this setting, with the notation of Lemma 2.2 one has almost surely
t
M;P = <}/t,05 90> _/ <}/57H90> ds
0

t
= lim [<Yt’foﬂn<ﬁ">—/ <Yr"aHanSD">—n_"<(HiYT")27S"Hiw">d?‘}
0

n—00

n—00

¢

= lim {(K’b,ﬂnwﬂ—/ (An (V) + T, [0 T Y, T ™) —n (T Y;") 7, €0 T2 ") dr
0

= nhﬁngo M (I,0™).

Here the convergence to zero of the non-linear term follows as in the proof of
Proposition 2.4

(Y1), &™) S nm e 2 [T le= (Y, 1)* — 0,

by the assumption on . Our aim is to establish the martingale property for M,
with respect to the filtration F; generated by Y;. The almost sure convergence
MP(IL,¢™) — M; is not sufficient. Instead, we will pick a sequence of stopped
martingales Mt"(anp"), such that ]\Z"(Hngon) — M almost surely and in L, for
all t € [0,T]. As we will see, the additional convergence in L' will guarantee that
the limit M¥ is a martingale. Hence, let us define the following stopping time, for

any path z € D([0, T]; M(T9)):
Tr(z): =inf{t € [0,T] : [{z,1)| > R}.
Since Y takes values in D([0, T]; M(T9)) we have that limpg_,o 7r(Y) = oc. Now,

Lemma guarantees that almost surely (that is, on the events in which Y™ — Y
in D([0, T); M(T9))) for any 0 < ¢ < R:

Tr—e(Y) < liminf 7 (Y™).
n—r oo

We deduce, using the monotonicity Tr(z) < 7r/(2) if R < R/, that for g9 =
0— % —d >0 (by Assumption [[F) almost surely: lim, o Tpeo (Y™) = co. Now,
Equation ([2) implies that

2
sup sup E “< t’XTngo(Yn),1>‘ ] < 0.
neN 0<t<T

In particular, following the calculations of Proposition 2.4] the sequence of stopped
martingales {Mt’j\T o0 (Yn)(anp")}neN is uniformly integrable:

sup sup E|Mp (Yn)(l_[ncp")|2 < 0.
neNt€(0,T
Moreover, following from the previous observations J\Z"(Hngon) =ML (vn) (I1,™)

converges almost surely to M,”. The uniform integrability implies that the conver-
gence holds also in L!. In order to conclude that M¥ is a martingale with respect
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to F it suffices to show that for every s <t, me N, 0 <s; <+ < s, < s and
every h € C(R™;R)

|:M h’( Sl""’YSm):| |:M h’( 51""5Y5m):|'
From the convergence in L! and almost surely that we just proved we obtain that

|:M h( S15 0 7}/5711 ):| = lim E[Mtn(nn@n)h(}/s?/\‘rneo (Ym)o - 7}/57;/\‘%90 (Y"))]

n—r oo

= ]‘lm ]E |:M;L(Hnspn)h(}/s?/\‘rngo (Yn)7 ctto Ysrzn/\TnQ() (Yn))]

n—oo
= E[MER(Y,, )Y,
(13)
where in the second line we used the martingale property for M (I, ™).

Step 2. Now we have to show that the martingale has the correct quadratic
variation. Here the problem is that we do not control moments of M/, "( ©") higher
than the second one. So proving that the martingale property of (M ") <M ™
is preserved in the limit does not follow from the same arguments we just used.

Instead we stop the martingales in a different way. Consider the following stopping
times as a sequence indexed by R € N:

{rr(Y"™) AT} gen € [0,T7".

Here the space [0, T is endowed with the product topology and under this topology
it is both compact and separable. In particular, since we are assuming that Y — Y
in distribution in D([0, T]; M(T%)), the sequence ({Tr(Y™)AT} ren, Y ™)nen is tight
in the space [0, T]" x D([0, T]; M(T?)). Hence let ({Tr}ren,Y) be any limit point
of the joint distribution. Since the space [0, T|N x D([0,T]; M(T%)) is separable,
by the Skorohod representation theorem, up to changing probability space, we can
pick a subsequence nyg, for k£ € N such that almost surely

Jim ({7r(Y™) AT}ren, Y™) = ({Ta}rew,Y), in [0, 777 x D([0, T]; M(T*)).

The limiting random variables still satisfy the ordering: Tr < Trym, Ym € N, as
well as, by Lemma

TR—E(Y)/\TS%RSTR-i-a(Y)/\T, Ve > 0. (14)

Now, the same calculations leading to Equation (I3]) show that for any R € N the

stopped martingales M) o (ynk)(an ") converge to M, ;. almost surely and

in L' (note that now the martingales M, o (Ynk)(angp k) are even bounded)

Similarly we obtain that M/}, is a martingale with respect to the filtration }'t
generated by Yiaz,. Following the calculations of Proposition [2.4] we observe that

tATR Ynk)
<Mnk (an Spnk)>t/\TR(Y"k) < C/ <Y;nk, 1> ds,
0

for some deterministic C' > 0. In particular, following once more the calcula-

tions of Proposition 24 we deduce that the martingale (M:/I\kTR(Y"k)(an P ))2 _

(M™ (L, 0™ ) targ (v is bounded and converges almost surely to (M;’XTR) —

ATR1Y,, 02) ds. We then conclude that (M%) MTR Y, ¢?) ds. Now, defin-
0 R

ing t} = kTT, for k < n € N, we can view the quadratlc variation as the limit in
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probability:

(M%)t =P — lim Z(]\/[t/\f-zq/\tg+1 — Mipzpnir)?

n—oo

Similarly for the martingale whose quadratic variation we would actually like to
compute:

n

<M9">t =P — nh_)rI;O Z(Mt/\tk+l
k=0

MtAtZ)2-

Now, for any § > 0 and t € [0,7) we can choose an R € N such that P(7g >
t) > 1 — 4, by comparison with the stopping time 7r_.(Y) for any € > 0 (see
Equation (I4)) and since limp_ oo Tr(Y) = 00. So we conclude that for any ¢t < T
it holds that P((M); = fg(Ys,g02) ds) > 1 —4. Since §,T > 0 are arbitrary we
obtain the correct quadratic variation for all times.

Step 3. We conclude by explaining the uniqueness in law of any process Y satis-
fying the martingale problem of the rough superBrownian motion (in the following
as always w € Q is fixed, and we omit from writing it). The uniqueness is the con-
sequence of a duality argument. For any ¢ > 0, € C* we find a process t — Uzp
such that

]E|:67<Yty§9>:| — (YO Urg) (15)

Hence the distribution of (Y;, ¢) is uniquely characterized by its Laplace transform.
This also characterizes the law of the entire process (Yz, o) through a monotone
class argument (see [I7, Lemma 3.2.5]), proving the required result.

We are left with the task of describing the process Upp. This is the solution,
evaluated at time t > 0, of the non-linearly damped parabolic equation

1
5t(U»<P):H(U-SD)—§(U-SD)27 Uop = o,

where we consider solutions in the mild sense, namely U = et cp—— fo (t—s) H(Ugp)? ds,
as in Lemma 2l To obtain Equation ([T consider some ¢ > 0 and a process 1/1 €
C([0,T];C) of the form ¢, = ey + [ =M f, ds, with f € C([0,T];CC), o €

C¢. Now approximate f through a piecewise constant function in time f and in
turn approximate both fand 1o via a finite number of eigenfunctions (here we use

the density of the domain proved in Lemma[5.2]). Using the continuity of the semi-
group as in Equation ([B4)), it follows from the definition of the rough superBrownian
motion that for 0 < s < ¢:

(Yo thes) — (Yo, ) — /OS<YT,fr>dT — NL(4)

is a continuous martingale with quadratic variation { fo Y, 2 ) dr.
We apply this observation together with 1t6’s formula to deduce that [0,t] 2 s —
e~ (Yo:Ui=s#) is a martingale on [0,#]. In particular, this implies Equation (I5) and
concludes the proof. (|

The following result states the well-posedness of the dual PDE to the rough
superBrownian motion. The proof is identical to that of [47, Proposition 4.5].
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Lemma 2.5. Under Assumption 2] fix w € Q. For any ¢ > 0, € C*, time
horizon T > 0 and ( < 2 — &, there exists a unique function (t,z) — (Up)(z)
such that Uy € C(]0,T];C), where

1/ w
—/ =M (U@ )2 ds.
2Jo

We conclude the section with a consideration on stopping times and convergence
in the Skorohod topology, which is used in the proofs above. The proof of this
lemma follows from the definition of the Skorohod distance.

Upp=e™p-

Lemma 2.6. Consider T > 0 and {z"}nen, z € D([0,T];R) such that 2" — z in
D([0,T],R). Define, for R > 0:
Tr(2) =inf{t € [0,T] : |z| > R},
and identically also Tr(2™), with the convention that inf() = oco. Then, for any
e>0
Tr—e(2) < liminf 7(2") < limsup 7r(2") < Trye(2).

n—r oo n—oo

3. SCALING TO FISHER-KPP

As in Section 2] we fix one realization w € Q of the environment and work
conditionally on that realization. The first step towards the scaling limit is to
restate the martingale problem of Lemma [[.4 under the present scaling. The proof
of the next result is an immediate consequence of the aforementioned lemma.

Lemma 3.1. In the setting of Theorem 3 fiz any w € Q. For all ¢ € L>(T%), the
process t — (X' (w), ) satisfies

(X{s(w), ) = / (An (X (@), @) + (I [€(w) (T X7 (w) — (I X7 (w))*)], ) dr + M (),

(16)
where M"(p) is a centered square integrable martingale with predictable quadratic
variation

(M (), = 01042 / (1480 (@) X7 (w), (T 0)—21L, ()L (X7 () )

+ (T (X (@)9)) 1)
— (50 (@) (I X7 (w))?, <Hnw>2—2nn<sa>nn<><f<w>w>>(dr.)
17

Now we are able to prove tightness of our process.

Proposition 3.2. In the setting of Theorem [ fix any w € Q,T > 0 and a such
that

ae(0,1/2) ifd=1,
a € (0,min{n, 1}) ifd=2.

Then the sequence {s — 1L, X!"(w)}nen is tight in the space L*([0,T]; BS,). In
addition, the sequence {s — X (w)}nen is tight in D([0, T]; M(T?)), and any limit
point lies in C([0,T]; M(T4)).
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To prove the proposition we will make use of the regularizing properties of the
semigroup e*4 as described by the following result.

Lemma 3.3. For any v € [0,1),p € [1,00],T > 0 and o € R one can bound,
uniformly over n € N, p € C,t € [0,T7:

_
1MLt gl gor S £ % e

Proof. We can bound ||’PnetA"anpHCg+v < H’PnetA"cp|\Cg+v S t*%||<p||c3, where
in the first step we applied Corollary 4.14] and in the last step the large scale es-
timate of Proposition L7l Instead, on small scales we find ||QnetA"anp||Cg+v S

nY|| Qnet““"<p||cg <tz [¢llcy, where we again applied Corollary .14 and Proposi-
tion 47 O

Proof of Proposition[32 As w € Q is fixed, we omit writing it.

Step 1. The tightness of the sequence X™ in D([0, T]; M(T%)) is a consequence
of the bound 0 < X}' < 1. In fact, we can apply Jakubowski’s tightness criterion
[33, Theorem 3.1]. The criterion consists in proving first a compact containment
condition. This is immediately satisfied since P(supg;<r [(X7',1)] > 1) = 0, from
the boundedness of X™. The second and last requirement for Jakubowski’s tightness
criterion is the tightness of one dimensional distributions. Namely it suffices to
prove that for any ¢ € C°°(T4) the sequences of process {t — (X', ) }nen is tight
in D([0.T]; R). For this purpose we use Aldous’ tightness criterion (this is the same
approach as in the proof of Proposition [Z4]). Let us define

DZS(SD) = <Xg,ls7 SD> - Mg,ls((p)u
where we used the notations of Lemma Bl Now to prove tightness of the one-
dimensional distributions Aldous’ criterion guarantees that it suffices to show that
for any sequence of stopping times 7" and any deterministic sequence 4, with
0, — 0 one has

V>0  lim P(|<X¢n+5m, o) > 5) = 0.

n—oo

In particular it suffices to show that for any § > 0

lim P(1D2, 15, 7, (9)] > 8) = lim P(IM2 5. (9)] >8) =0.

n—roo

Now by Proposition [4.6] we find that (since ¢ is smooth) sup,,cy |[AnpllLe < oo.
Hence the following deterministic bound holds (since 0 < XJ* < 1 ):

|D? 45,7, (P)] S O
which proves the first limit. As for the second one, we observe that

B(IM7, 5,1, (0] > 6) < B[O (@)1, 15, ] < 32 =0

where for the quadratic variation we used similar bounds as for the drift. Finally,
to show that any limit point lies in C([0, T]; M(T?)) note that for any ¢ € C(T¢)

—n—d _
(X7 0) — (X o) S 07" el < n?lgllne,

so that the maximal jump size is vanishing as n — co. The continuity of the limit
points follows then through [23] Theorem 3.10.2].

Step 2. Tightness in the space of measures is not sufficient to make sense of the
nonlinearity in the limit. Hence from now on we now concentrate on proving the



THE SPATIAL A-FLEMING-VIOT PROCESS IN A RANDOM ENVIRONMENT 23

tightness of the sequence II, X7 in L*([0,T]; BS,) for some o > 0. Our aim is to
apply Simon’s tightness criterion, which we recall in Proposition[3.41 We will apply
the criterion for some o’ > a > o and

X =BY, Y=BY, Z=BS,.

Then, as a first objective, we derive a uniform bound for the second moment of
the Bf'5 norm (this in particular implies boundedness of the sequence IT, X™ in
L*([0,T]; B,)):
sup sup E|IL, X7[|%. < oo.
n€§0§t£T ” net ”B“ (18)
To obtain this bound it is convenient to prove the following stronger estimate. for
s€0,T]
sup B[, X7 |5e, | Fe] Sr 1+ T X713, (19)
s<t<T : :

where {F;}+>0 is the natural filtration generated by X™ (we omit the dependence
of the filtration on n). We state the bound with the conditional expectation, since
in this form it is simpler to derive, via a Gronwall-type argument. For brevity, fix
the notation X = IT,X". By the martingale representation of Lemma [B1] and a
change of variables formula

t ¢

X} = R g [ B () dr [ ey,
s s+

where the last integral is understood as a stochastic integral against a martingale

measure (cf. [56]). For the purpose of the proof it is sufficient to consider its one

dimensional projections, that is for ¢ € C(T9)

t
(X7 9) = (0,0 1 [ (T - (XD g ar
t
+ / de(Hne(t_T)A" ©).
s+

The B§'5 norm is then estimated by

t
IR s, 172) 5 KN, + || [t m [eamx - aix))?)] ar

t 2
el v
s+

]-'S} |
Bg,

An extension of the paraproduct estimates of Lemma[5.14 to the By, scale (see [3|
Theorems 2.82, 2.85]) guarantees that

1/%g, <21f© fllgg, +IIf © fliBg, S fllL=lflBs,-

Now we apply the Schauder estimates of Proposition .7l Note that here we do not
need the real strength of the estimates, as we do not need to gain any regularity.
Note also that the estimates are proven on the scale of By ., spaces but extend
verbatim to By, spaces for g € [1,00). Hence, using the L° bound on X" and the
fact that £ is smooth one obtains

~n

et [ X - (2 X)) |

< [meaexy - @x))| S IX ss,

K
[e3 [e3
Bzy2 Bz,z
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so that:

t 2
B[ | [ e s - )

fs] <lt-sP sup E[IX7 3. | 7).
s<t<T ;

BS,
As for the martingale term, let us introduce a parameter A according to the following

definition:

Ifd=1, n=1 = set A=0,
If d =2, n>0 = set A=min{n,1}.

Then, from the definition of the space B, we have

t t
IEH’/ I, e~ A M7 fs} =Y 22aﬂ'/ EH/ dM; (e AL, KT
s+ i>—1 Td s+

where K7 stands for the function K7 (y) = fﬂ,_dl 0j(z — y), with p; the elements of
the dyadic partition of the unity that define the Besov spaces. Using the predictable
quadratic variation computed in Lemma [3.T] one obtains, uniformly over x

t
< n_’\E[ / (X, (14s,) [(T1%, A K72 2112 (0= An KL, (X e A K]

2 2

]:S] dx

[
BQ,Z

t
/ X AM (el =AM, KT)

+ (M (X TL, DA 7)) 2 1)

n

—r)A, 7T —r) A, 7T n —1r)An, 7T
2elmmA )2 o112 (A KL, (X ML, e A K)]) dr ‘ ]—‘5}

t
S [ et Ak | 7, ar

(20)
since s, |X™[,[X"| < 1. Now, for ( € R, for example via the Poisson sum-
mation formula in Lemma and a scaling argument on R? ||K§”||Cf < 276,
Therefore by the Schauder estimates that we recalled in Lemma [33] for v € [0,1)
||Hne(t7T)AnK;c”c<+7 S (t_T)7%2j<'

Now, for clarityl, dimension d = 1 and dimension d = 2 will be treated separately.
In dimension d = 1 choose —3 < ¢ < —a and fix 7 € (0,1) such that { +~ >
Then, by Besov embedding, one has

1
5.
L [T A K[ < e A K7 70 S e 4K 2, S (1) 77259

In dimension d = 2, we make additional use of the regularizing properties of II,,
together with the factor n=* appearing in front of the quadratic variation. Note
that Corollary [£.14] allows only to gain one degree of regularity, which is why we
have defined A = min{1,n} (we have no use for additional powers of n). Now,
choose x > 0 such that & < A — 5k and set v = 1 — k. Then Corollary LT4] implies
that

||Hn‘Hn€(t7T)A"Kf“|L2 < n)\fl{” ’Hne(tfr)flnf(;cy”C;X+2N7
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and Besov embeddings .10 additionally guarantee the following chain of inequali-
ties (here the main aim is to get rid of the absolute value):

t—r) A, t—r) A, t—r)A,
I K g rvan S ML A0 e, S e KF
- 1-n
S ITLaet A K [l nvan S (8= 1) K [ g avon

< (t—r)22 IR,
Overall, we have obtained that
TL, [T, e A K2 || 2 S 0t — 1) 727305,

In this way, in both dimensions, substituting the estimate into (20) one obtains

t 2
E [H / I, et A g

]:S] <t — st

@
32,2

For sufficiently small and deterministic 7%, chosen uniform over all parameters,
inequality (I9) is then proven for all s < ¢ such that (¢ —s) < T*. Due to the
presence of the conditional expectation, one can obtain the estimate for all s < ¢
via a Gronwall-type argument. Indeed, to extend the estimate to 27, observe
there exists a C(T™) such that

sup Eunnxmﬁggzwfs}s0<T*><1+ sup E[|Han|2Bg2|fs]>
te[s,s+2T*] ’ te[s,s+T*] ’

< O(T") <1 + O(T*)(l + E[||ang||233’2])).

Iterating this argument yields the bound for arbitrary 7.

Step 8. The next goal is a bound for the expectation of an increment. For this
reason fix 0 < 8 < «, with « as in Step 1. We shall prove that there exists a ( > 0
such that

E[IX; - X012, | S It sl (21)
2,2
Indeed, arguments similar to those in Step 1 show that
E[IX} - X012 | SE[IXT - 94 X0)%, | +E[le 04X, - X012
s Bz,2 ~ s B2,2 s s Bz,2
SE[IX - A X2, |+ 1t sl BIX, B,
Sl = s+ BRI, ) + 1t — sl PBIX, I3,
2,2 2,2

where the penultimate step follows from Lemma [£.8 This is enough to establish

).
Step 4. Notice that (I8) and (1)) together guarantee that

~ "2 ~n
sup B (| 0,112 + I Twcqoimyng.] < o
with ¢ as in (2I). This implies tightness in L2([0, T7; Bg‘;) for any o/ < o, which is

still sufficient for the result, since « varies in an open set.
O
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Below we recall for convenience Simon’s tightness criterion. Here the space
W2¢([0,T);Y) € L%([0,T);Y) is defined by the Sobolev-Slobodeckij norm

T T 2 1/2
f@)— f(r
I fllw=.co.m:v) = I llz2o.z:v) + //%dtdr .
o Jo It =7

Proposition 3.4 (Corollary 5, [51]). Let X,Y, Z be three Banach spaces such that
X CY C Z with the embedding X C Y being compact. Then also the following
embedding is compact, for any s > 0:

LP([0,T]; X) nW=P([0,T]; 2) < LP([0, T}, Y).

At this point, the last step is to prove that any limit point satisfies the required
martingale problem (in d = 1) or solves the required PDE (in d = 2).

Proof of Theorem[2. As in all previous cases, we fix w €  and do not state explic-
itly the dependence on it. We treat the drift and the martingale part differently.

Step 1. We start with the drift, which is the same in both dimensions. Let X
be any limit point of X™ in C([0, T]; M(T?)). The previous proposition guarantees
that X lies almost surely in L*([0,T]; B'y) for some a > 0. In addition, through
Skorohod representation, we assume that I, X" — X in L?([0,T]; BS,) almost
surely (in fact this is the reason why we prefer to work with IT,, X™ instead of X"
— the latter converging only as a positive measure). In particular, for ¢ € C>(T4),
define

t
Ntsa = <Xt707S0> - / <X87VOASD> + <€(XS - Xg)? SD> ds.
0
Then, regarding the nonlinear term, since both X, I, X € [0, 1], we can estimate:
t t
/ |X2 - (II,X™)?|dzds < / / 2|X, — I, X" dzds S || Xs — I X" £2(0,7;B5,)
o Jrd o Jrd :

so that applying Lemma [£.5] we have almost surely:

N

t
0

n—00
=: lim N;"¥.

n—r oo
Step 2. Now we prove that N7 is a centered continuous martingale. In d = 2
the quadratic variation will be zero and hence N¥ = 0, proving that the limit
is deterministic (conditional on the environment). Since N;"? is a sequence of
martingales, by Lemma B1], the fact that also N/ is a martingale follows from the
uniform bound of Equation (I8) (the continuity of N¥ is as well a consequence of
Proposition B.2)). The quadratic variation of N™% is

(N™9), = n / (14T X7, (I12 )2 2112 (£)1L, (X70)
+ <(Hn(X;lHn90))27 1> - <Sn(H§zX;1)27 (Hi(p)2—2ﬂi((p)nn(X;lHn(p)> dr,

with A =0ind =1and A =75 > 0in d = 2. In the latter case (d = 2, A > 0)
the bounds 0 < X" < 1,]s,| < n~2 guarantee that lim,, . (N™%); = 0. Instead if
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d = 1, X = 0 we have to take more care. As before, the bound |s,,| < n~2 guarantees
that all terms multiplied by s,, vanish in the limit, so we are left with considering
t

lim [ (I3X7", (I120)2 —2112 (9)IL, (X7'9)) + (I (X7 M), 1) dr
n—oo 0
We can rewrite the quantity in the limit as:

/0 (I8 X7, (T12 ) —2(I12 ) (I, X)) + (I X7)TT0)

,1ydr

t
+ [ 20Xy AR DM (X7 o)) + (DX M) P )
0
+2(D"M (X ), (I X)) dr,
where we have defined the commutator (cf. Lemma 517 for a similar construction)
DU (g, ) = Ty (- ') — (M) - 4.
Now we observe that for § € [0,1] :

sup [D™ (g, 8/) () = sup ]i 6 =0 @) ay| Sl o

€T z€eTe

We can apply this bound to our quadratic variation, observing that ¢ € C°(T9)
and || X™||s < 1, so that:

lim [ —2(I5XT, (IGe)[D" (X, )]) + (DM (X ap))?, 1)

n—oo 0
+ 2(D™ (X T, 0), (IT, X )T, ) drr = 0.

Finally we are left with computing the limit

lim (N™%), = Tim [ (15 X7, (IT2)2=2(T20) (I, X)¢]) + (T, X)), 1) dr

n—oo n—oo 0

t t
_ / (Xp, 0% — 2X0?) + (X2, %) dr = / (X, (1= X)), ¢2) dr.
0 0

Here the second equality follows by calculations analogous to those in Step 1, since
now the quadratic nonlinearity is a function of I,, X™ and the latter is converging
in L2([0,T7; B, ).

Finally, since the martingale (N;"¥)% — (N™¥), is bounded (using that 0 < X" <
1), also the limiting process (INV,”)? — lim,, oo (N™%); is a martingale, implying that
(N?)y = limy, 00 (N™?);. Hence the quadratic variation is of the required form for
Theorem

So far we have proven that any limit point solves the required equation. To
deduce the convergence, we have to prove that such solutions are unique. In d = 2,
that for every w € ) there exists a unique solution to the equation

XX =1AX +EW)X(1-X),  X(0)= X
follows from classical solution theory. Instead in d = 2 uniqueness in law can be

established via a Girsanov transform, as we show in Lemma below.
O

Lemma 3.5. In d = 1 and under Assumption [[.11], solutions to the stochastic
Fisher-KPP equation as in Definition .12 are unique in distribution.
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Proof. As usual, the argument works for fixed w € €, so we omit writing the
dependence on it. First, the same calculations as in Proposition 3.2 prove that any
solution X to the martingale problem of the stochastic Fisher-KPP equation lives
in L*([0,T]; BS,), for some o > 0 and arbitrary T > 0. Then, following the same
arguments as in the proof of [47, Theorem 2.18], we see that (up to enlarging the
probability space) X is a solution to the SPDE:

X =1pAX +EX(1 - X)+V/X(1-X)E,  X(0) = Xo,

where é is a space time white noise. Here we mean solutions in the sense that for
any ¢ € C*(T?) and t € [0, T7:

<Xt,(,0> = <X07(p> :‘/0 <X577/0A90> + <EXS(1 - Xs)v 90> ds

_|_/ VX (2)(1 = X,(2))p(x) (s, 2),
0 Jrd

where the latter is understood as an integral against a martingale measure, in the
sense of Walsh [56]. Now we can use a Girsanov transform [16, Theorem 5.1] (see
also [46, Theorem IV.1.6] and [42, Section 2.2] for more recent accounts). Let us
denote with PP the law of X on L*([0, T]; BS'5) and define the measure Q by:

dQ _ ([T [ E@)X@)(1 - X)) )1—Xs<x)))2
P Xp( /0 Te /X () (1 — X,(z)) / /T 2)(1 = X,(2))

Clearly, this transformation defines a change of measure, since

)1 - X, (@) o
/ /Td 1—X (1)) dsdz < T|€]5.

Under this change of measure, for every ¢ € C°°(T?), the process:
t
<Xt,§0> - <X07 SD> - / <X57 VOAS0> ds =: Lf
0

is a continuous Q—martingale with quadratic variation: (L¥); = fo s(1—X5), p?) ds.
This means that under @Q, the process X; is the unique (in law) solutlon to the
SPDE:

X = nAX + VX1 - X)E,  X(0) = Xo.

The uniqueness in law of solutions to the latter equation follows by duality, see e.g.
[49). O

4. SCHAUDER ESTIMATES

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem[3land other similar results. Since
the central object in this section, the semidiscrete Laplace operator A,,, is defined
through convolutions with characteristic functions, the following result collects some
information that will be useful in the upcoming discussion.

Lemma 4.1. Let (Dy); = clli_ai and (D?¢); ; = % indicate the gradient and the
Hessian matriz of a smooth function p: R? — R respectively. Recall that X, (k) =

ds d:v) .
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)A((nilk) = Fpra (ndl{Bn(O)})(k}) Then:

(2m)?
4
with vy as in (@). Next recall that 9, (k) = n* (4 (k) — 1). Then for any choice of

constants ¢ <1 < C, there exists a k(c,C) > 0 such that
U (k)
< __nm\v
T @mPwlP

Finally, the decay of x can be controlled as follows for any n € N U {0} and
21y yin € {1,,d}

DY(0)=0,  D*3(0) = -

V()Id,

<C, Vk: |kln™! < k(e O).

d"x(k)

d+1
XY < (14D
Ty oy, | S LHED

The proof of this result is deferred to Appendix [A.3l Instead, we pass to the
central result of this section, from which all other will follow. Recall that A,, is a
Fourier multiplier, therefore also the exponential e*** and the resolvent (—A, +
A)~! (for A > 1) are naturally defined as Fourier multipliers. As explained already
in other points, the action of A,, is different on large and small Fourier modes.

Proposition 4.2. For some, and hence for all, kg > 0 the following holds. For
any p € [1,00],a € R and j > —1 there exists a ¢ > 0 such that uniformly over
neNt>0,7>—1and p € Cg‘ one can bound:

1A;AnpllLe(ray S 2_(a_2)j|\<PHCga if 27 < kon,

a i (22)
HAJ‘AnSﬁ”Lr’(Td) S n*2 JH%’HC;;, if 27 > Kkon.
And similarly for the exponential:
AjetAn ooty < e"12 g mad ca, for 27 < rkon,
J PllLp(Td) S Plics (23)
. _ 23
A€ ol pogray S 67“"227””90”6;7 for 27 > kon,
and for the resolvent (uniformly over A > 1):
1 . .
(— -1 < = 9maj J <
57 <
1A;(=An +A) " ¢llLe(ray S 27 ellea, for 27 < kon,
2 J + A P (24)

1A (—An + X)) ol Loeray S 27Ylgllea, for 27> kon,

n% 4+ A
Proof. If the estimates hold for a certain xo > 0, it is evident that they hold for all
ko > 0 (up to changing proportionality constants). In fact, for 2/ ~ n the first and
second estimate in every pair are equivalent.

Since all of the estimates follow the same pattern and the first one is particularly
simple, we will mainly discuss the proof of the inequalities in (23], pointing out how
to adapt the calculations to the other cases. We also restrict to the case j > 0,
since the case j = —1 is immediate. We begin by restating the inequalities for
distributions on R?. This is useful because on the entire space we can use scaling
arguments. Then we examine the behaviour on large and small scales separately.
The precise separation of modes is chosen based on Lemma (1]

Step 1. To restate the problem on R? we extend distributions on the torus
periodically. Let 7: &’(T¢) — S’(R?) denote such periodic extension operator
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mapping distributions on T? to distributions on the full space. Its adjoint is the
operator 7*: S(R?) — S(T?), given by

() = Y (- +k).
kezd
We observe that m(Anp) = A,7m(p), where with a slight abuse of notation we
have extended A,, to act on distributions on the whole space (simply through
Equation (@) — and note that it is still a Fourier multiplier, since for ¢: R? — R,
App = ]:Hgdl'ﬂn‘FRd(P). Similarly, by the Poisson summation formula of Lemma [£.9]
we have m(A;p) = Ajm(p). As a consequence of this last observation, and since
7(Aj¢) is periodic, for any a > % (ora>0if p=o0):

”AJW(SD)”LT’(Rd;p(a)) Za,p HAj(PHLp('JId),

where || £l Lo rasp(ay) = I1F()/ (4] - [*) 2] Lo(re). Therefore in order to show (Z3) it
is sufficient to show that for all ¢ € S'(RY) and setting a = d + 1:

_ 27 :
18,0l Lo(rapa+1y) S € 180l Lo@aparr), for 27 < kon,

_ 2 ;
||AjetAn(p||LP(Rd;p(d+l)) 5 e et ||Aj(p||LP(Rd;p(d+l))7 for 27 > Kon.

The same holds for (22)) and (24)), with natural changes. Hence, from now on let
us consider all functions and operators defined on R?. Let v be a smooth radial
function with compact support in an annulus (i.e. ¥(k) =0 if |k| < ¢; or |k] > c2
for some 0 < ¢; < ¢2) such that pip = p (here p is associated to the dyadic partition
of the unity through which we define Besov spaces: see the notations section). By
Young’s inequality for convolutions and by estimating uniformly over z,y € R?

(d+1

) _
TS+

(d+1)
2

- d+1
(1+ |z*) (1+z—y») =,

one obtains:
18647 0l Lo rapras 1)) S 1 Fma (€7 O N pr@ap—a—1) 1850l Lo @aspar))-

In this way, through a change of variables, we reduced the problem to a bound for
/ (1427 ]af?) [ F [0y (@) da (25)
Rd

(and similarly for ([22) and (24)), with e!?» replaced by ¥,, and (=¥, + \)~! respec-
tively). Before we move on, we finally observe that by Lemma 1] there exists a
ko > 0 such that for 27n~1 < kq:

1 < I (27k)

2 = —(2m)21y2% |k|?

3

Step 2. We now estimate (25]) on large scales, i.e. 2/n71 < kg. In this case the
term can be bounded by:

d
_ 3. — d J.
H}-Rd1[en9n(2 ’¢<-)]+Z\fRd1[3if +1) 0, (2 )¢(.)HHLOO(Rd)
=1

5 sup [|et19n(2] k)"/}(k” + Z |6]i(d+1)et19n(2] k)w(k) ” )
kesupp(v) i=1
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To bound the term involving derivatives we observe that:

Dlt9,(27))(k) = f2In7 k)27 k], f(k) = 4% (k)

where f is smooth on R?, again by Lemma EIl In particular, since 27 < n,
taking higher order derivatives one has for any ¢ € N: |0}, [td,,(27-)]|(k) < t2% for
k € supp(¢)). Now recall Fad di Bruno’s formula for £ € N:

¢

%I (o) = 3 C(lmp. 0@+ f)a@) [T (22s n)",
{m} r=1

where the sum runs over all {m} := (my, ..., my) such that mi+2mao+- - -+my = £.

Applying this formula and by our choice of kg, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such
that:

d
sup |et19n(2jk)w(k)|+z ‘8£(d+1)€tﬁn(2fk)w(k)‘} < e—%(zw)%w?i(1+t22j)2(d+1) < e—c(t22f)_
kesupp(v) i=1 ’

This concludes the proof of the large-scale bound in ([23)). For the resolvent equation
one similarly has to bound:

kesupn(¥) H— +/\’+Z‘a dH)—ﬂL))ﬂMH'

Here as before, for the derivative term one has, through the choice of kq:

T P ol I
%, —n (k) + A N{Z} —n (k) + A

1+mi+-+m
Z ' £(22j)m1+---+mz < 1 1
{m}

~L2m)2p22 £ X Y 2% 4 N
as requested for ([24). The estimate (22) follows similarly.

Step 3. We pass to the small-scale estimates, namely for j such that 2/n=! > k.
Here we will need tighter control on the decay of x(k): since x is not smooth, the
decay at infinity is not faster than any polynomial and is quantified in Lemma 1]
We now estimate (23] by

1 s _ J.
(/Rd W dx> sup {(1 + |z + 2 J(d+1)|$|2(d+1))’fRdl {etﬁn@ )1/)()} ’(33)}

zERY

1+my4--4me £

1)

r=1

2 V022J + A

d
S @I g + (11— A)F e Pn I P()|| gy + S 27 DG 00 () | e

i=1

for any p € (1,00). As for the first term, since |Y(k)| < 1 for k # 0 and it decays
to zero at infinity, up to reducing the value of ¢ > 0 we can assume that:

9 (27k) < —cn?.

This is sufficient to show [e!?»@ ()L < e~ which is a bound of the
required order.
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Now bounding these derivatives is similar to bounding the last term:

d
PR A RO 12
i=1 '
so we concentrate on the latter, which has the added difficulty of containing deriva-

tives of higher order, counterbalanced by the factor 277(4+1) Here observe that for
1<6<2(d+1):

Bt et R = G [t (243 (2T ) [0y, K] (270 R)] - (200 - (tn).

Iterating the above procedure, we apply Faia Di Bruno’s formula again to obtain

’2—j(d+l)6ﬁiet19n(27k)‘ 5 2—j(d+l)et19n(27k) Z H (al::l [4)23()[(9;%)2()]} ‘2jn71k.(2jn—1)r)mr.(tn2)mT'

{m}r=1
In view of Lemma [41] for any r € N:
1
sup  [0; 7 4P OOk X O] |y v S o510 -
beatn() ki [ ”2 ntkl ~ T 201 20d 1)

Hence, as before up to further reducing the value of ¢ > 0:

4
Haﬁietﬂn@W)HLw /S efctn22fj(d+1)(2jn71)f Z H(l + |2jn71|)72mr(d+1)
{m} r=1
< e—ctn22—j(d+1)(2jn—1)é—2(d+l) < e—ctn27

since at least one of the elements of the sequence m, is strictly positive and since
¢ < 2(d+1). This concludes the proof of ([23). Regarding the resolvent, one can
follow mutatis mutandis the previous discussion until one has, as before, to bound:

d 2(d+1) Y(-) sy
A A RS 2ok = e
N LR I ID .-
Then again, with Fad di Bruno’s formula:
¢
I+my+-+my ;
3e.7,}< ’7} T N30 X(Noin-1x]"" - (22n 1y
S R PV S Tec D | C ol S e
1 1 my+4-+my 1 2m,(d+1) |
< i 9J —1\rm,
Nn2+)\§‘n2+)\‘ Tl:[1(1+|23n—1|) @)
< #Qj(dJrl)'
~n24 A
Plugging this into the previous formula provides us the correct bound. Similarly
one can also treat the small-scale estimate for ([22)). O

The previous proposition motivates the introduction of cut-off operators as fol-
lows.

Definition 4.3. Let 71: R? — R be a smooth radial function with compact support.
Let us define the annulus AF = {x € Ré:r < |z| < R} for 0 < r < R and
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additionally assume that T(x) = 1, Vo € Af, and T(z) = 0, Vo € AR, for some
0 <r < R<oo. Then define

P, =T(n"'D), Q,=(1-=TN(n"'D).

We say that P, is a projection on large scales, since those Fourier modes describe
a function macroscopically, whereas Qy, is a projection on small scales.

The next lemma states that the cut-off operators are bounded.

Lemma 4.4. Consider « € R and p € [1,00]. For 71 as in Definition[].3 one can
bound uniformly over n € N:

[Pnilleg S llelleg,  1Qnelleg S llelleg-

Proof. Define the inverse Fourier transform T(z) = ]-'Hgdlj(x). By an application of
the Poisson summation formula (Lemma 9] and a scaling argument

IT(n~"D)¢llcg = sup. 299 |[(Fpa [T ™M) * Ajepllze S IF2 ™ ) L crayllelleg
P

S ) s eaylleles < lelleg-
The same argument shows that (1 — T(a-)) is bounded. O

4.1. Elliptic regularity. In this subsection we prove Theorem Bl This theorem is
a direct consequence of the lemma and the proposition that follow.

Lemma 4.5. Fiz any a € R,¢ > 0,p € [1,00]. Uniformly over ¢ € C; and n € N:
lAuPules-2 S el
Moreover, as n — oo and with vy as in ()
Anp = oAy in 63_2_<.
Proof. On large scales, Proposition and Lemma [£.4] imply that
[AnPrellca—2 S [Pnelleg S llelleg
Moreover on small scales the same results guarantee that for any ¢ > 0:

| QuAnllcy—2-c S n? sup 2727V A; Quillr S n”plies
212n

which tends to 0 as n tends to oo if ( > 0. Combining these two observations pro-
vides the first bound and guarantees compactness in Cg‘*%q. Convergence follows

since, by Lemma 1] for any k € Z%:
Fra[AnPagl(k) = T(n~ k)n? (R (0 k) =1) @(k) = —(27)*wo|k*@(k) = Fra[roAg](k).
([

The regularity gain provided by the operator A,, can be described as follows (for
the proof of Theorem Bl we require the result only for 6 = 0).

Proposition 4.6. Fiz any « € R, 6 € [0,1] and p € [1,00]. Uniformly over
A= 1,n €N and p € C the following estimates hold:

)‘5||Pn(_-’4n + )‘)_190||C§+2(1’5) + Mp?0=0 Qn(—An + A)_1‘P||C§ S ||90||C3-

Moreover, as n — oo,
Po(—=An + ) 1o = (m0A+ M)
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. - +27 . -
where the convergence is in CJ' ¢ for any ¢ > 0 and vy is as in Lemma [1.5,

Proof. Consider the large-scale estimate. Propositiond.2land Lemma[£.4] guarantee
that for 27 < n:

”Ajpn(_An + )‘)7190||LP N

27| Puglicy S 2770079 plleg,

2% 4+ A
which is a bound of the correct order. All other bounds follow similarly, and the
proof of the convergence is analogous to the one in Lemma (Il

4.2. Parabolic regularity. In this subsection we study the regularization effect
of the semigroup e’A<. This discussion requires certain spaces of time-dependent
functions, which we introduce in the following. Let us fix T > 0 an arbitrary
time horizon. All function spaces will implicitly depend on T'. For time dependent
functions taking values in a Banach space X the a-Holder norm (with o € (0,1))
is defined as

-
Ifloex = sup [F@llx+ sup LOTGlx
te[0,T] t,s€[0,T) |t_8|0¢

It is convenient to incorporate a blow-up at time ¢ = 0. This reflects the fact that
the regularization of the semigroup occurs only at strictly positive times.

MICT ={f: (0, T] = C | | fllmoeg = e N (B)lleg < oo},
€10,

and one can combine the previous spaces in the following way:
Ly ={f e MCy | fllzy= = fllameg + ([t = 7 F(t)l|garzpe < o0}
Now we state the main result of this section, the parabolic Schauder estimates.

Proposition 4.7. Fizp € [1,00],T > 0,7 € [0,1) and a € (-2,0),8 € [, a+2) N
(0,2). Uniformly over ¢ € Cy and f € MYCy and locally uniformly over T' > 0:

||t — PnetAylngg}gﬁfa)m,ﬁ < ||Pn<ﬂ||Cg, (26)
t (t—s)A
t—s n
Ht H/o Pre f(s)dsHﬂM SPafllmocy. (27)

Next let (1,(2 € [0,1) be such that (1+( < 1 and 61,092,035 € [0,1] such that
01+02+03 = 1. Then:

It = 172 Qe gl iy S 122 Quolles (28)

~

t
Ht — t'y/ et=5)4An 9 £(s) ds‘
0

< 7252 5'; o
corcy O T%Qn fllmorcg- (29)

with constants independent of f,p,T.

In many steps the proof mimics proofs in [26] and [28], to which we will often
refer.

Proof. Step 1. We begin with large scales, namely (26]). By Proposition .2}

. 24 .
sup 277 AP ol Loray S sup e 2007 |Py g o
Jjz—1 j=z-1

_ B« _ 27 - B—a _ B«
=t""2 sup e P (12%) 7 | Puplics St 7 [1Putlles-
i>-1
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Therefore ||t = Ppe™ ol 5208 S Pallcs - Similarly, for @1)
t t )
sup 2j(o¢+2)H/ Aje(t_S)A"Pnf(S) dSH < ||Pnf||MWCa sup 2j2/ 6_05221 (t—s)_v ds,
i>-1 0 Lp(T4) Pi=-1 0
which can be bounded by [|Py f||rvco by the same arguments as in the proof of

[26] Lemma A.9]. We still need to address the temporal regularity for both terms.
By Proposition

t
e Puplincen = | [ e APuas
0

Lp(T4) (30)

t
S [ 5 Paleg ds = e [Pl
0
To conclude the proof of both (28) and [27)) it is now sufficient to follow the same
steps as in |28, Lemma 6.6].

Step 2. We turn our attention to the small scale bounds (28) and (29). Fix
(1 = 61 = 0 first. With calculations in the same spirit as in the Step 1, we arrive at

. 2 _
1Qne™ " @llcs = sup 29| A5 Qe ol Loray S €7 [|Qnellcs S (tn?) (| Qnellcs-
ot

For (29)), if d35 > 0 the spatial bound follows from the previous result. If 5 = 0, we
bound

t t
H/ Quel 4 f(5)ds| S 1@ufllatney / e (t—5) "V ds S n 2 )| Quf | agocs -
0 o P 0 P

The last bound in the above inequality is obtained in the same way as [26, Lemma
AL9].

t
/ —esn® (1) Tds ST <t T2
0

Step 8. We now investigate the full temporal regularity for ([28) and (29), that
is, we allow for (7,87 > 0. We first observe that for 6 € [0,1)

t
e 1)@l = | [ e Au@ups]
Lo p (31)
S 1Qnelle /0 (sn%) 002 ds = || Qupllegn 2 De1 %,

Hence for { = (14+¢2 € [0,1), the temporal regularity of the first terms can be
established via

[t Quip—se™ " Quoplleg < (=)t~ 02| Quolleg + sl (e ~1d)e* 4" Quplley
S (=)0 722 Qugllep + 5 (t=5)! 02OV [l Qg
S =)t =072 4 (t=5)' 020" V%) Qe
< (t=5)"n72)| Qe

where in the last step we set § = 1—(; and notice that (t¢—s%)t=¢2 < (t—s)St.
The bound for (29) follows similar pattern. For simplicity write V (t) = f Lelt=)An Q,f(s)ds

V@V les <@V @)l 7] [ e @usriar

+57| (@A —Td)V (s)]|c -
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The only term for which the estimation does not follow the already established
pattern is the one in the middle, for which we observe that

t
’/ e(t=7)An Qnf(r)dr

s

t
o 557 [ (=) 5 Qv
P S

1
S NQnfllaegn ™27t~ 02 77+ // (1—r) =027 dr
s/t
1
< HanHMWan*%fl*&"/ (1=r)=% dr S [|Qnfllamregn 2210 (1—s/t)' %

s/t
< 1Qnfllmocgn™%(t=5)' "% < ||Qn fllatncan™ 22T (t—s),
which completes the proof of the proposition. O

The following result is essentially a by-product of the previous proof.

Lemma 4.8. Consider a, 8 € R and p € [1,00] with v := a« — § € [0,2]. Then
uniformly over ¢ € C;¥ one can estimate [[(e™An —Td)ell s < tz llelles-

Proof. The proof follows from Proposition [£7l Indeed, Equation (B0) implies that
for 27 < n one has:

20/ —1d)Ajellr S 1227 Ayl S 82 l@lles-
While a slight modification (to LP spaces) of (3I]) guarantees that for 27 > n:
298| (e —Td)Ajplle S 2277 |1  ell e S 22718 0l S 7 [ elles -

~ ~ ~

This concludes the proof. (I

4.3. Besov spaces & characteristic functions. In this subsection we collect
some facts regarding Besov spaces and the regularity of characteristic functions.
Let us begin by stating the Poisson summation formula (a proof is left to the
reader, or can be found in many textbooks and web pages).

Lemma 4.9. For ¢ € S(RY) it holds that: fﬂ,_dlga(:zr) = czd fﬂgdlgp(:zr +2z). In
particular, this implies for ¢ € S(R?) the bound: ||.7-'11Td1<p||L1(Td) < ||]-'Hgd1g0||L1(Rd).

Recall that the Besov spaces By q(’I['d) are defined via a dyadic partition of the
unity {oj};>—1 such that for j > 0, g; = p(2’:) for a smooth function g with
compact support in an annulus.

Proposition 4.10 (Besov embeddings). For any 1 <p; <ps < oo and1 < ¢ <

g2 < oo the embedding By , C Bﬁ;,j‘i““’ﬁl/ﬁ) is continuous. In addition, for

o < a the embedding B, . C BY

D2,q2 pr,a U8 compact.

In certain cases, it will be convenient to use the following alternative character-
ization of certain Besov spaces.

Proposition 4.11 (Sobolev-Slobodeckij norm). For every @ € Ry \ N and for
every p € [1,00) define the Sobolev-Slobodeckij norm for ¢ € S'(T?) as:

_ D7) — D7) o N
ol =l + 35 ([ EADC DA r0) e o0

Im|=|a]
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There exist constants a pair of constants c(p), C(p) > 0 such that for p € S'(T?)
C”@”ng < ||<P||Wpﬂ < CH@”ng-

For a proof consult e.g. [55] Theorem 2.5.7 and the discussion in Section 2.2.2.
The next result states the regularizing properties of convolutions.
Lemma 4.12. For p,q,r € [1,00] satisfying % = %4—%—1 and for any @,¢ €
Sl(Td)-'

e * Pllgers S N llogllglles-
Proof. By Young’s convolution inequality
[A:(f* gl = 1Aif * Digllr S N1Aif || 2o Diglla, (32)

where A; is associated with a dyadic partition of the unity different from the one we
use for most of the proofs. Namely we require that it satisfies {g;};>—1 such that
0;0; = 0j. Then the bound follows immediately, since the Besov norms associated
to different dyadic partitions are equivalent, cf. [3, Remark 2.17]. ([

The following lemma is a special case of results obtained by [50]. The proof is
included for completeness.

—(—d+4

! Flxallps < oo.

Lemma 4.13. Fizp € [1,00), (€ [0, ;). Then sup,cyn

Proof. We shall make use of the characterization of fractional Sobolev spaces in
terms of Sobolev-Slobodeckij norms. A direct computation shows that

1/p
_ ap|18, (@) =18, WP | o
”XnHwé IXnllzr + (/dewn |z —y[dTCP rdy

1 —1 P 1/P
<ndt oy (2/ / ndp| B, () dBCn(y)| dxdy) '
B, JT4\B, |z —y|d+ep

Now let d,(2) be the Euclidean distance of a point z from the boundary 9B, and
let By, (»)(y) be the ball of radius dy(z) about y. Then the previous integral can
be estimated by:

1 -1 p 1/p 1 1/p
(/ / ndp | Bn (‘,E) d+B<n (y)| dxdy) S (/ / ndp Tc dxdy>
 JTN\B,, |z —y|d+ep W JTNB, ) T yliTer

d 1 1/p J 1/p
_ (/ /Td\E | )(O)n P7|I|d+<pd:vdy> < (/ n Pdn(y)_dey)
n dn (y

n

c

< 1
S </n n®(c/n — T)Cprdldr> < (ncp’d)l/p < pdtemd/p,
0
O

Corollary 4.14. Recall that we define the operator I, by U,o(x) = xn * @(z).
Then, for ¢ €10,1),p € [1,00] and a € R we have sup,,cy n_<||l_[n30||cg+< S llelleg-

Proof. This is now a direct consequence of Lemma 12| and T3] (the latter with
p=1).
O
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5. SEMIDISCRETE PARABOLIC ANDERSON MODEL

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem [d This theorem is an approx-
imation result for the continuous Anderson Hamiltonian in dimensions d = 1 and
d = 2. The Anderson Hamiltonian was introduced in d = 1 by [25], in d = 2 by
[2] and d = 3 by [38]. In the last two cases the construction relies on theories from
singular stochastic PDEs [29] 26], which is why the proof of the theorem concen-
trates on the two-dimensional case. In dimensions d = 4 or higher these solution
theories do not work, because the noise becomes too rough (a problem known as
supercriticality [29]).

In the construction of the Hamiltonian in d = 2 we follow the results in [2]
that rely on paracontrolled calculus (we refer the reader to [26] and [28] for a
more in-depth discussion). Our main result states that semidiscrete approximations
converge in the resolvent sense to the continuous Anderson Hamiltonian.

5.1. Density of the domain. We start with some results regarding the continuous
Anderson Hamiltonian, which imply Proposition [[L.T5]

Lemma 5.1. Consider a probability space (Q, F,P) supporting a space white noise
£:Q — S(T?Y). Fiz any k > 0. The following hold true for almost all w € Q. The
Anderson Hamiltonian

HY = voA + £(w)

associated to &(w) is defined, as constructed in [25] in d = 1 and [2] in d = 2.
The Hamiltonian, as an unbounded selfadjoint operator on L*(T%), has a discrete
spectrum given by pairs of eigenvalues and eigenfunctions {(Ag(w), ex(w)) }ren such
that:
M(w) > do(w) > Az(w) > ..., klim A (w) = —o0, e1(w,z) > 0,Vz € T?.
—00

Proof. The Hamiltonian H*“ has been constructed in dimension d = 1 in [25] (albeit
with Dirichlet boundary conditions, but the construction for periodic boundary
conditions is identical) and in dimension d = 2 in [2], for almost all w € Q. In both
cases H* is an unbounded, selfadjoint operator on L?, that is:

HY: D(HY) C L* — L*.

In particular, in d = 2 [2| Proposition 4.13] implies that the operator H* admits
compact resolvents (cf. [25], Section 2] for the analogous discussion in d = 1). This
means that for some A\(w) > 0 for all A > A(w) the operator H* — X is invertible,
and (H* —\)~! is a compact operator on L2. Hence the spectrum of H* is discrete
and the eigenvalues converge to —oo. By a classical result, see [45, Theorem 3.3],
the semigroup generated by H*, denoted by e**”, is compact. Moreover, as a
consequence of strong maximum principle (in d = 2 such a result for singular
stochastic PDEs is proven in [8, Theorem 5.1 and Remark 5.2]), the semigroup
et is strictly positive: that is, for any non-zero continuous function f that is
positive (i.e. f(z) >0, Va € T¢), it holds that '™ f(x) > 0, Vo € T?. Therefore
since eM” is a compact, strictly positive operator, the Krein-Rutman Theorem 18,
Theorem 19.3] implies that the largest eigenvalue of H* has multiplicity one and

the associated eigenfunction is strictly positive.
O
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Lemma 5.2. Fiz w € Q and consider the Anderson Hamiltonian HY as in the
previous lemma. Define the domain:

D,, = {Finite linear combinations of {ex(w)}ren}-

The domain D,, is dense in C(T?). Moreover, for arbitrary ¢ € (0,1) and all
@ € C™, there exists a sequence ©* € D,, with limy,_, ¥ = ¢ in CC.

Proof. Since w € € is fixed, we avoid writing the dependence on it to lighten the
notation. As the statement regarding the approximation of ¢ in C¢ implies density
in C(T4) we restrict to proving the approximation. First, we require some better
understanding of the parabolic Anderson semigroup. Here we make use of some
known regularization results.

Step 1. Consider the operator H as in the previous lemma and the associated
semigroup:

e L3(T?) — L*(TY).

This semigroup inherits some of the regularizing properties of the heat semigroup,
namely, for T'> 0 and p € [1,00] it can be extended so that:

sup t7[le™plles < llolles, (33)
0<t<T

for «, B and ~y satisfying:
a—p

2 )
The first constraint is essentially identical to the one appearing in Schauder esti-
mates (cf. Proposition BT, the second one guarantees that the product e - ¢ is
a well-defined product of distributions, while the third constraint is due to the fact
that [ e'=*)2¢ ds has always worse regularity than 2 — %. Similarly, for g > 2 — %
and ( <2 — % one has:

v >

d d
B+2>§, oz<2—§, a > p.

tH <
su e [N 8. 34
G Gt P (34)

We will not prove these results. Instead we refer to [28, Section 6] for the study of
singular SPDEs with irregular initial conditions.

Step 2. Applying iteratively Equation ([B3]) and Besov embedding implies that
e € C272F for any k£ > 0. Hence the embedding D, C C2=%% holds. Now
we prove the statement regarding the approximability of ¢. For any ¢ € C'* and
¢ =1-x <1 (for some k > 0) one has:

1 t
lim = [ eMpds=¢ in CC.
t—0t t 0

This result can be seen as follows: Equation ([B4]) implies that

1 t
—/ eMopds
tJo

for ( < (¢ <2— %. The estimate above implies compactness in CS. Projecting on
the eigenfunctions ey one sees that any limit point is necessarily . Hence fix any
€ > 0 and choose t(g) such that

H 1 /t(a) 2
— etods —p
t(e) Jo

sup
0<t<T

< 00,
c¢’

<E
cc 2
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Define lI<yp = ZkN:,J(gp, er)ek. Since the projection commutes with the operator,
the proof is complete if we can show that there exists an N () such that:

<=

1 t(e) 2
— St —p)d
Ht(é‘) ‘/0 e ( <N(e)®¥ 90) 5

Here we use ([B3) to bound for general 1) € L

N ™

(49

1 [te) " 11O e —(3-)
() yd < _— s syl g
Ht(E)/O e’ ds S t(s)/o (2) 2™ -5 ds
1O sy -(3-4)
< 4 s . K
T t(e) /0 (2) ez 1/’||C2g,§ ds
1 t(s) i 8 3k
< (—/ g HE+E ds) ||’(/JHL2 < t(g)flJrT”wHLQ7
t(e) Jo

where we additionally applied Besov embedding. Choosing N (¢) such that || II<ne—
ol S t(e) % 5, the proof is complete. O

5.2. Convergence of eigenfunctions. Before we move on to study semidiscrete
approximations of the Anderson Hamiltonian, we recall and adapt a result by Kato
concerning the convergence of eigenvalues and (in a generalized sense) the conver-
gence of eigenfunctions of a sequence of closed linear operators on a Hilbert space
H with norm || - || = v/(, ). We will denote with

a(A),e(A) CC

the spectrum and the resolvent sets of a closed linear operator A on H respectively.
If A is bounded, we denote with || A|| = sup,=; || Az|| its operator norm. We write
B(H) for the space of bounded operators, endowed with operator norm. Moreover,
we denote with Rng(A) the image A(H) of a closed operator on H.

Now, consider a bounded set 2 C C such that the boundary I" = 92 is a smooth
curve satisfying I' C o(A). We write R(A,¢) = (A —¢)~! for the resolvent of A at
¢ € o(A). Then we introduce the Riesz projection

PO.A) = 5 [ R4,

which for all our purposes coincides with the projection on certain eigenspaces, as
described in the following lemma, which is proven for example in [32] Proposition
6.3].

Lemma 5.3. Let A be a selfadjoint operator on H. Suppose that Q) (with boundary
T' as above) contains only isolated points of the spectrum: QN o(A) = {\}1",.
Then P(Q, A) coincides with the orthogonal projection on the space:

m
U Ker(4 — \;).
i=1
Next we recall that Riesz projections are continuous with respect to convergence

in the resolvent sense. This is a weaker version of a result by Kato [34, Theorem
Iv.3.16].
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Proposition 5.4. Let A, be a sequence of closed self-adjoint operators on H. Let
A be a closed self-adjoint operator such that, for some (o € p(A):

Co € 0(4,), YneN, and nh_)rrgo IR(A™, ¢o) — R(A, )| =
Let A be an isolated eigenvalue of A and consider a smooth curve I' = 082 around
A, such that T C o(A), QNa(A) = {A}. Then lim,, ||P(Q2, An) — P(Q, A)|| = 0.
The previous result allows us to deduce the following.
Corollary 5.5. In the setting of the previous proposition, let {e; };n:(f‘) be orthonor-
mal eigenfunctions associated to the eigenvalue A of the operator A (here m(\) is

the multiplicity of X\). There exists an n()\) € N such that for all n > n(X\) the
following statements hold.

i) dim(Rng(P(2, An))) = dim(Rng(P(2, 4))) = m(}).
ii) For every j € {1,...m(\)} there exists an e} € D(A,) (the domain of Ay)
satisfying:
el —e; in H, Apel = Xej in H.
iii) For every j € {1,...,m(\)}, € has a representation of the form
m(\) m(\)
Z% e, (e =1,
i=1

with {e Fim1,...m(x) @ set of eigenfunctions of A,. That is, for every i €
{1,..,m)}:
Ayel = A'ey, for some A} € Rst. lim A} = A

K3 l )
n—oo

i) If X is a simple eigenvalue, then ey is an eigenfunction of Ay, with eigen-
value A} — A.

Proof. Consider m,,(\) = dim(Rng(P (2, A,))) and {E"}m"( an orthonormal ba-
sis for the subspace on which P(Q2, A,,) projects. In part1cular in view of Lemmal[5.3]
we can choose €] to be eigenfunctions for A, each associated to an eigenvalue 7.
According to the same lemma, one has:

mn()‘)
P(Q, A=Y (vehe, VveH.
i=1
Define for j = 1,...,m()\): &} = Z;i”l(’\) (ej,eryer = P(2, Ap)e;. From the conver-

gence ||P(2, A,) — P(9, A)|| — 0, which is the content of the previous proposition,
we obtain that for j =1,...,m(\):
mp (X)

lim €7 := lim g (ej,er)e;l =e; in H.
n—oo n—oo

Hence we can assume that n()) is sufﬁciently large, so that

_]1
‘|| n~">"||—1‘> >0,  Vi=1,...,m(\).

€55 €
=1
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Then we can define (via a Gram-Schmidt procedure)

w_ G- e
- YisiE.eer
and we obtain a set {e?};n:(f ) of orthonormal functions with

lim e} =e; in H, P(Q, Ay )e] = ej.

n—oo J

In particular, m,(A) = m(X). Suppose m,(A) > m(\) on a subsequence ng of n
that converges to co. Choose, along that subsequence, a unit element e” eH
with

m()\)Jrl

P(Q, Ay, )™ =0, Vj=1,...,m(\).

’Ilk Nk T
V41 = Cm() 410 <em(>\)+1’ e5*) =

We can then assume for arbitrary d (provided ny, is large enough), that Zm()‘ lle}* —
ejll < d. Then

m

er(A)ﬂLl) (Q A)( m()\)Jrl > Z m()\ ESE ] - ej>ej = 1-4.

P82, An,)(

Since 0 is arbitrarily small this contradicts the convergence of the projections.
Let us pass to the convergence of A,ef. Observe that A,é; = Z;Z(f‘) A {e;,ep)er.
Hence

[Ane] — Aejll < [[Ane] — N} ||+ Alle] — ejl

m(X)
<y D20 A= A2 + AE] — el <

i=1

Mn
D=2+ AE —ell,
i=1

and the last two terms converge to zero, provided that for each ¢ lim, o0 A} = A.
This follows from the upper semicontinuity of the spectrum proven in [34, Theorem
IV.3.1]. If we now use the definition of e} we obtain similarly that:

To conclude the proof, note that the representation of e in terms of the basis {€;'}

follows from the fact that the latter consists of orthonormal functions and that
e]| = 1. Clearly, if m(\) = 1 we can choose e = €. O

5.3. Convergence in resolvent sense. This section describes the general idea
behind the convergence that we will prove in the upcoming subsection.

Proposition 5.6. Consider a sequence of selfadjoint operators A, on a Hilbert
space H. Assume there exists a Ao € R and an operator By, € B(H) such that:

Ao € Q(An) Vn € N, h_)m ||R(An, /\0) — B>\o|| =0,
and satisfying Ker(By,) = {0}. Then there exists a unique selfadjoint operator A
on H defined by:
D(A) = Rng(By,), and A= B;[)l;v + Xz, z € D(A).
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The domain D(A) and the operator A do not depend on the choice of \g. Moreover,
A satisfies By, = R(A, \o).

Proof. First, note that if z € D(A) = Rng(B),), then the preimage B)Tola: is
uniquely defined, since we assumed that Ker(B),) = {0}. It remains to check
that A is a self-adjoint operator: for this we refer, for example, to [53, Proposi-
tion 8.2]. By construction we have that By, = R(4, \g) and through the resolvent
identity (for all A € p(A)):

R(A,N) = R(A, X0) + (A= X0)R(A4, M) R(A, N),
we see that the domain does not depend on the choice of . O

At this point, we can describe the structure of the proof of Theorem [ as follows:
i) The crux of the argument is to show that for a fixed A € R the resolvents
R(Hy, \) converge:
lim R(Hn,A) = By,

n—oo

for some bounded injective B.

ii) The previous proposition then guarantees the existence of a selfadjoint op-
erator H such that By = R(H, \).

iii) Finally, the convergence of eigenfunctions and eigenvalues follows from
Corollary

Remark 5.7. This argument does not require an explicit construction of the op-
erator H or of its domain D(H). It will appear clearly from the proof that the
limiting resolvent R(H, ) coincides with the resolvent constructed in [2] (although
the article treats only the case d = 2, a similar but simpler construction works also
ind=1). In particular, the latter article explicitly describes the range of the re-
solvent (i.e. the domain of the operator H), as a space of strongly paracontrolled
distributions and it provides an explicit representation of H on this domain.

5.4. Proof of Theorem [ The paracontrolled approach in [2] to construct the
Anderson Hamiltonian in d = 2 follows the Ansatz that the solution v to the
resolvent equation
(A +E =Ny =

for ¢ € L? is of the form ¢ = ¢/ ©@ X + 1¥, the previous being a paraproduct as
defined in Lemma 514 with X solving (—1pA + M) X, = &, and o € C1T2¢ (we
will call a % of this form paracontrolled). This should be interpreted as a “Taylor
expansion” in terms of functionals of the noise, and the reason why the rest term
is expected to be of better regularity is encoded in the concept of subcriticality,
introduced in [29]. Now, for paracontrolled ) the previously ill-defined product can
be rewritten as ¢ = (¢’ @ X)&+4*¢. While the last term is now well-defined (recall
that if d = 2, ¢ € C717%), a commutator estimate (see Lemma [5.16) guarantees
that the resonant product can be approximated as (¢ © X) ® £ ~ ¢/(X © £). The
latter resonant product X ® £ remains still ill-defined in terms of regularity, but
one can make sense of it through some Gaussian computations (since X and £ are
both Gaussian fields), up to renormalisation. By this we mean that the product
lives in two levels of the Wiener chaos. While the second chaos part turns out to be
well-defined, the zeroth chaos is diverging. Eventually, one can rigorously define a
distribution X o¢ that formally can be written as X ©¢—oco = X ®@¢—E[X ®¢], which
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lives in the second Wiener chaos and explains the co appearing in the equation.
This explains why in d = 2 the Hamiltonian can be written as vgA + £ — 0o, where
the latter “c0” comes from the renormalisation.

In the cartoon we have just sketched, we hope to explain that theories for singular
stochastic PDEs have two critical ingredients. First, some stochastic computations
guarantee the existence of certain products of random distributions. Second, given
a realization of these distributions, a purely analytic argument, based on regularity
estimates and a Taylor-like expansion guarantees the existence of a solution to the
PDE.

In the present setting we concentrate on semidiscrete approximations of the
Anderson Hamiltonian, that is we will prove that 1 as above is the limit ¢ =
limy, 00 ¥, With(—Ay, + A)tby, = IZ3(§" — cplig=2y) 5, — ¢. Following the pre-
vious explanation we will first state some stochastic estimates and then pass to the
main analytic result. The next definition introduces the space in which we will
control the stochastic terms.

Definition 5.8. Consider d =2 and fix any k € (0, %) For any n € N we will call
an enhanced noise a vector of distributions

&, = (€",Yn) € S'(T%) x C([1,00); §'(T%),

where Y, is a map [1,00) 2 X+ Y, € §'(T?). For &, we introduce the following
norm, with X, x = (=A, + X)L

€Ml = sup {n~ClI€" | cma-c-5 } +n € Lo +n 7 "€ |cx,
¢elo,1] 2K
+sup (0] Qu Xoallie + A7 FValeos }-
>1

We can immediately bound some further quantities related to §,,.

Lemma 5.9. Forn € N and A > 1 consider an enhanced noise &, as in Defi-
nition [.8. Then we can bound, for any k € (0,3),6 € [0,1] and uniformly over
n,\:
sup Aén_c{|‘Pan,AHC—(1—<>+2(1—6>—g + nz(l_é)HQan,AHcf(lfOf%} S |||£n|||n/<
¢el0,1]
Proof. This is a consequence of the elliptic Schauder estimates of Proposition
O

Now, the following stochastic estimates hold true.

Proposition 5.10. Let (2, F,P) be a probability space supporting a sequence of
random functions £": T4 — R as in Assumption [LA. In dimension d = 2, for
A > 1, define

X = (—An + X)L, oI X, =" 02X, —cp

where
Z X 1/€ XQ( 1k)
k)+1

,  with ¢, ~logn.
kez?
If d =1 one can bound for any k € (O l):

supE[ sup n~3|¢" lo-s0-0-g Tn 1€ L] < 0o
neN ¢€[0,1]
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If d = 2 define the enhanced noise €, = (", (£ O 2 X, — cn)r>1), taking values
in the space of Definition[5.8 For any k > 0 one can bound SuPneNE“”{n”M,K] <
,%) there exists a probability space (9, F,P),
supporting space white noise & on T, and a sequence of random functions Zn: Td —
R such that ™ = Zn in distribution and such that for almost all w € Q:

Zn(w)—>§(w) in Ce2F,

In dimension d = 2, for any A > 1 there exists also a random distribution £ ¢ X
such that:

Pr(—An +X) 71 (W) = (~A+A) (W) in C¥EF
£ oI X0 = £ 0 X () in C".

oo. Moreover, for any fized k € (0

Finally, again in d = 2 and for almost allw € Q, one an bound sup,,cyl||€,, (W) <

Q.

Ml

The proof of this result is mostly technical, and for the sake of readability deferred
to Apppendix [A.2l In view of the previous result we will work under the following
assumption.

Assumption 5.11. Consider € (0, %) fized. Up to changing the probability space
(Q,F,P), we assume that for all w € Q outside a null-set N the convergences in
Proposition [5.10 hold true. If d = 2 in addition sup,,cyl||€,, (w) < 00.

.

Having fixed the correct probability space and having explained our method, we
are now in position to prove Theorem [l The next result proves that the operators
‘H,, converge in resolvent sense.

Proposition 5.12. Under Assumption 511 fit w € Q\ N. Consider, for n € N,
the bounded selfadjoint operators

HY:LP = L2, HEY = (A, + T2 (67— )12 )2

There ezists a A\(w) € [1,00) such that —HY + \(w) is invertible for all n € N and
AMw) = MNw), and there exists an operator By(w) € B(H) such that

Jim (=7 + Mw))™t = Ba(w) in B(L*(T?)).

Proof. The strategy of the proof is a perturbation of the proof in [2] and is based
on a fixed point argument. In Step 1 we describe the space in which we can solve
the resolvent equation through a fixed point argument, uniformly over n and A
large enough (throughout the proof the realization w is fixed and omitted to keep
the notation clean). The estimates that will allow us to apply Banach’s fixed
point theorem are discussed in Steps 2 through 4. The convergence as n — 0o is
established in Steps 5 and 6. Throughout the proof the parameter x € (0, %) will
be chosen small enough, so that all computations hold.

Step 1. Fix p € [1,00] as well as ¢ € CP_H‘Q"””. In dimension d = 1, solving the
resolvent equation (—H,, + A\)1) = ¢ is equivalent to solving (with ¢, = 0) the fixed
point problem

= M) = (= A + N THIGE" = ]9 + . (35)

In dimension d = 2 we will not prove directly that M,  is a contraction (while
in d = 1 this is possible: the arguments that follow are then superfluous and
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Proposition [£.0] allows to find a fixed point v). Instead, to find the fixed point we
look for a paracontrolled solution. Consider a space D; C S'(T4) x S'(T¢) which
consists of pairs (¢,9!) and is characterized by the norm

1@ 69l = (19 e + [Putllgn e + n2 | Qu 150,

where we used the operators P,,, @, as in Definition L3l The norm does not depend
on A, but to every pair (¢/,9*) € D)} we associate a function v by

Y =I5{ 0 [(—An + X)€"} + 9
With an abuse of notation, we identify the pair (¢’,¢!) with the function 1 and
write [[1h]lpr = ||(1/)/,1/)ﬁ)||p7/}’. Define the map M, »: D} — LP as
Moa(9) = (= An + M) THILETY — eIy + o).
The map M% » can be extended to a map from D)) into itself by defining:

Mo (@) = (M} \(), M} (1))
= (T, My a(v) — () © [(—An + 1)7'¢")}) € D).

Any fixed point of M., ) is also a fixed point for M,  and since the fixed point
satisfies ¢/ = II124), it solves also the fixed point equation (B5) for M, . Similarly, if
) € LP solves Equation (33]), then ¢ € D)} (for fixed n € N the embedding L? C D)
is continuous) and 1 is a fixed point for M, . We conclude that solutions ¢ € L
to (—Hn + A\) = ¢ are equivalent to fixed points of M, . We will show that for
A sufficiently large M, » admits a unique fixed point for all ¢ € C, 12~

Throughout the proof we will repeatedly make use of the elliptic Schauder esti-
mates of Proposition [4.6] the regularization properties of II,, of Corollary 4.14] the
estimates on X, » of Lemma 5.9 which crucially allow us to gain powers of A and
n and the paraproduct estimates of Lemma [5.14] without stating them explicitly
every time.

Step 2. Our aim is to control (paying particular attention to the dependence on
A and the uniformity over n) the quantity:

HM@,A(U))”DQ = HH?#/)HC;*W + H’Pn M£,A(¢)||c;+~‘ + ||Qn Mig\(‘/))”c;l”m

in terms on [[1[|px and ||@||C;1+2~. As for the first term, ”H?ﬂ/’”c;*Nv we observe
that

Tl gy = [T {9 © Xnx} + T cas
<19z (1P X ller—r + 12| Qu X Alle—1-- )
+ Pl gren + 027 Qutp¥ o ven
SATTPllpy (L + 1€, ) + 1Pt llgren + 027 QuapFl| o 142n.
To tackle the norms involving M?, first rewrite

MY () = ME (y) + ME* (),

where to clean the notation we have omitted the dependence on A and with

ME () =(—An + )7 {p + T2[6" © T3] + T2 {" © M2 (¢' © X)) — et} + 2 {€" @ 245} |

(36)
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and ME?(¢p) = 12 Cp 2 (290, £™), with C,, A (TI2¢, £") the commutator
Co (I3, €") = (= Ap + N)TH(II29) @ €] = [(IT7 ) © (A, + A)7HE™)]-

For clarity we divide the estimates for the two terms Mf;l, MPPQ in two distinct
steps.

Step 3: Estimates for M 5;1. Combining the Schauder estimates with the smooth-
ing properties of II,, and the paraproduct estimates one finds that

A2 (”PnMgﬂa’l(‘/))”cﬁ'“ + 7127[{” QnMgp’l(?/))Hcgl“'@)
< gz roan + B eron €715 + 1167 © I © X n)] = cntd oo ras.
To treat [|€" © [TI2(¢' @ Xp\) — cnzb’]”quzm, we introduce (cf. Definition [B.T5])
the commutators
Ch(f.9)=1(feg) ~ folllg.  C°f.g.h)=f0O(9&h)—g(fOh).
Then the previous resonant product can be split into:
1€" © M3 (%' © Xnp) = cnt'llcs12x < I€7 © Ol (¥, Xnp )l 12

+ ”O@(gla 7/1/7H721Xn,>\)||c51+2'”‘ + ”1/}/(571 © Han,A - Cn)”c;l”“-
(37)
Starting with the first term, by Lemma [(5.17]

16" © (W X a) oo
S g1 5 PG (8 Xnn ) llgpe + €7 o144 1Qn o (W', PaXn ),
+ (1" © QG (¥, QnXn )y 142+
S I llga-e €l + 167 © QuCI (W, Qu Xl -

The last quantity requires a bit of attention, since at first sight none of the two terms
involved in the product has positive regularity: while the commutator guarantees
us powers of n, it does not guarantee regularization on small scales. For this we
need the estimate of {™ in spaces of positive regularity. Since £ is constant on
boxes this is not possible in the L scale of spaces, so we have to introduce an
additional integrability parameter. For this we assume that x is small enough so
that % = % +2k<1land —1+2x< —72—"‘. Then:

||§n @ anr?(wla Qan)||C;1+2" S ||€n @ QnCrl;I (¢I7 Qan)”Cf%”

S €m0 QG (W, QuXn)ll 5 S 1€ e [1QnCrl (¥, Qn Xn)

—_ Kk
1-3
P

| | K
[
P

where in the second step we used Besov embedding and in the last step we used the
resonant product estimate with arbitrary integrability parameters from Lemmal5.T4
Overall:

1€ © QuCr (¥, QnXn)llgs 142e S n1+”|||€n|||n_(l_2”)||1//||c;;~||QanHC;%
2
S Nzl
As for the second term in (B), by Lemma [B.16
ICOE™ ' T X [l 12 < [ICO(E7, 4, T X0l

2
S 15 1 e~ IR Xl g5 S W e M€l -



48 THE SPATIAL A-FLEMING-VIOT PROCESS IN A RANDOM ENVIRONMENT

Here we estimated, via Lemma
||H31Xn,)\||cl—g § ||H31,Pan1)\||Cl—§ + ||H721Qan,)\||C1—%
S W&l + 7l Xnallo-5 S 1€l -

Similarly for the last term in (37). Here we recall that in the norm |||, [, . the
term Y, x =£" 0O H%Xm,\ — ¢y, is allowed to mildly explode for A — co. We obtain:

[/ (€" O I Xnx = en)llgz1+2x S 19 [ler-x[1€" © T X — enllc-1+2
SAT W ler-< 1€ -

Step 4: Estimates for Mjf;2. Here we apply the commutator estimate for Cy, (121, £™)
from Lemma [5.I8] We start by estimating the large scales:

[PudE2 (W) 1o = NP Cor (20, € o e S [PuCron (245, €)1
A2l e 1€ g S A E blloy (1 + [l )7,

where we used that, provided k is sufficiently small, (1—x)+(—1—r/2)+2(1—x/2) >
1 + K together with the estimate (36]) for I12¢). On small scales we find:

AEnP T QuMER (W)l S AR Qu O a (T4, €7l 1420
S (NER TR Q A (T4, €7) v )
Sl er-w (R THIE le-1+s0) S N9 1pa (1 + €0l 0%

where we once again used the estimates on 1124 from (38]).
Step 5: Collecting the estimates. The estimates of step 2 guarantee that there
exists an increasing map c: [0,00) — [1,00) such that

1ML e < €l ) (A F W lern + [Putllern + | Qutll - rvar). (39)

In addition, estimates of steps 3 and 4 guarantee that (up to choosing a larger c):

1PaMEW) | rin + 02 QuMEW) e 1v2e < AT (1€l ) (10lle, 142 + 9 ]1p2)-

(40)
Observe that the factor A%, instead of A™%, is not a typo: it follows from (B,
where we pay a factor A7 to control the product &n QH%XHA — ¢p,. Combined with
the linearity of the map M, we find that:

M@)o, < €l |llleyreae + I,
Mo () = M @) [l < Ul ATl = Bllo, |

Note that we take the second power of the map in the last estimate, because in
B3) we do not have a small factor A=% in front of the rest term with Ph.
In particular, we finally can conclude that there exists a A = A(sup,,|[[€,.]ll,, ,.) (so it

(38)

is independent of n) such that for A > A the map M, admits a unique fixed point,
which we denote by H, 1/\@. Moreover, by the Banach fixed point theorem

1H, 3@l S IMEO0)llD, S A€l Ilelle,ivzs (41)

1)\ € B(Cp_l"'Q"‘,D,)‘L), with the norm bounded uniformly in n.

Similar, but less involved calculations lead to a construction of the resolvent ’H;l =
(% —X)~! in the continuum for A > X (in the continuous case no division of scales is

implying that H

n7
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required). The resolvent is then a bounded operator 7—[;1 € B(C;HQ", D?), where

the latter is the Banach space defined by the norm (for ¢ = 1’ @ (—A+ ) "1 +4pH):
[9llpr = 19 llea—» + 19Fl|ren-

By linearity and computations on the line of those in the previous steps one can
then show that:

lim sup H(H;kp)’ —(Hy o)

nﬁ»ooH@HC51+2nS1

e [P0 = 070

eyt
(42)

Since . € B(C, ™", D)), to prove convergence of the resolvents in B(L?, L?)
it would be sufficient to show, in the particular case p = 2, that ’D;\I — LP, in the
sense that [[¢][z» < [|¥]lpa. Unfortunately, this is not the case, because a priori
Q. € Cp_1+2". So we need a better control on the regularity of 1/, which we will
obtain by using that ¢ € L2.

Step 6: L? estimates. Let us fix p = 2. We want to improve our previous bound
by showing that if ¢ € L?, then for every 1) € D):

190 MEW) L2 S 0 e(l€ulll, ) ellze + 1¥lpy). (43)

Let us start with estimating by Plancherel (using the same notation as in Section [):

-1 2 (1="N(n""k) ? 2
(A Qe = gz:d A+ n?(1 = x*(n"1k)) (k)
1 . 1
Soq S =T k@R S EHQWH%%
kezd

where we used that x*(n~'k) < 1Vk # 0, together with the support properties of
(1 —T)(n"'k). Hence we conclude that

1@ MEW) |12 S 21 Qullz2 + [ QnME (8)] 12 + | Qn ME* ()] 2,
with M%2(¢) as in step 2 and
ME (@) = (=An + )T TE{ 0 T2 + €7 0 [IE (1 © Xp0)] — cnt)’ +€" O TE20 .
The smoothing effect of 112 and the elliptic Schauder estimates guarantee that
n?|| QnMg’l(iﬁ)HC;%
=¥ |15 Qn(—An + V)7 (§" O IRYF + 6" O I (1 © X )] =t + " O I ) | 1v5
2
S AP Qu(— A + V)€ O TG + €7 0 I (¢ © X)) — et +E" O T1Y) || v
Sl oMyt + € 0 (W © Xun)] — et + " © | 112s-

Now we can follow verbatim the estimates of step 3 to obtain, up to slightly in-
creasing c:

n“IIQnM£’1(¢)||65+g < €l 1l py- (44)
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Similarly for M%2(¢), where we find:
n 3 QuME> (W)l 15 =0 | QuIL Con (Tap, €7 g
S QnCo A (T, €7)| o142 (45)
< c(l€nlll, ) 1l

where in the last step we followed verbatim the calculations in step 4. In particular,
we have concluded the proof of ([@3)). The bound (@3]) allows us in particular to
conclude that

lim  sup ||QnH;11Ag0||L2 =0.

70 || L2 <1

Together with ([@2]) we conclude that

lim  sup ||7-[;)1/\90—H;1g0||L2

T lell L2 <1

7O || L2 <1

< lim sup {||(’H,;1/\g0)’ © Xnx— (Hy @) @ (—A+ )72

PR = (450 1o + 1 Qs A2} =0,

thus proving the convergence of the resolvents.
O

Having established convergence in resolvent sense of the operator H,, we complete
the proof of Theorem [ by showing that the eigenfunctions of the operators converge
in an appropriate sense.

Proof of Theorem [} As usual, let us fix w € €2, the latter satisfying Assump-
tion [B.1T] and to lighten the notation we avoid writing explicitly the dependence on
w in what follows. Also, as in the previous proof we restrict to discussing the case
d = 2, which is more complicated.

To complete the proof of the theorem we collect all the previous results. Propo-
sition [5.12] guarantees that H,, converges to H in the resolvent sense, as a sequence
of operators on L2(T9). In particular, Corollary [5.5] guarantees that, for any eigen-
value )\ of ‘H with multiplicity m(X) € N and associated orthogonal eigenfunctions
{e; }J 1 , there exists a sequence {e"}m()‘ C L2(T9), for n > n()\) with n()\) suffi-
ciently large, such that:

el — ej, Hne] — Hej, in L*(TY).

Moreover any e} can be represented as

m() m(\)
Za;; er, > (ap)? =1,
i=1

where €}' are eigenfunctions for #,, with eigenvalue A" such that lim,,_,oc A}’ = A.
To conclude the proof we will show the following additional convergences, for any

k€ (0, 1) sufficiently small:

Iyel — ej, I, Hpe — Nej in C“(Td),
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for k > 0 sufficiently small. In the previous discussion we already have explained
the convergences above in L2(T¢). By compact embedding C*(T4) C C*' (T?) for
k' < Kk, and since k is arbitrary, it thus suffices to prove the bounds:

sup {||Hne;?||cN n ||nane;||cN} < .

n=2n(\)
By our previous considerations, observing that Hpej = Eﬁ(f ) A€, we can
further reduce the problem to proving that

sup ||I,el|er < o0, Vi=1,....,m(\). (46)

n2n(\)

Now we fix 7 and make use of the fact that €} is an eigenfunction of H, with
eigenvalue A\7" — A. To lighten the notation, since 7 is fixed, let us write e” = €}
We find that for p > 1 sufficiently large such that Proposition 512 applies (with
A replaced by p, and following the notations introduced by the proposition and its
proof) and defining v = (u — A")e™

" =12 {(e") © Xy} + (")

The bound (@I)) now guarantees that

le™ Iz = 11(e™) llz-n + 1Pl lcaen + 027" Qule™)Flc 1v2e < le”llzz S 1.

e =M1

n,p

This bound is sufficient for large scales, but small scales need more care. Here we
observe that

(") = (= An + @)1 + MEN ") + MG ("),
where M, M#%2 have been introduced in Step 6 of Proposition and satisfy,
following (44]) and (EH]):

A7l 2
1QudTE () e + 1 QuMEZ ) o < el S 1.
2 2

Now we are in position to conclude our estimate. By Besov embedding, since we
are considering the case d = 2 (note that in d = 1 we loose less regularity, so the
estimates simplify) we have

lellea=r S llplleg, Ve els.
In particular we find that

sup [[(€") [le-—+ < sup [le"|lpr < o0,
n>n(x) n>n()

so that (note that the term II3 appears because we want to estimate the norm of
IL,e™: for this estimate the presence of the additional II,, does not matter):

< sup n2—m en/@X .
B (R e

S sup [[(€") e+ 1 Xn pullc-1-
n=n(\)

S sup le"lpell€nlll,. < oo

n2n(A

sup |3 {(e") & X0}
)

nzn(\
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Next we control the rest term:

(el os S I\Hn(e")ﬁl\@g
S |‘Pan(€n)ﬁ||C;+% + 1Qn1L, (- A + #)—1vn|‘cé+% + || QnIT, (MEL(e™) + Mgf(e"))ncyg
< [1Qall

S [1Qnll

o (A 1) 70 g 1Pl oy + 1Qu(BTE (™) + ME ()] v
2 2 2
o (A + 1)+ €
2
where in the last step we used all the previous estimates. Observe that so far we
did non use the smoothing effect of the additional term IT,,. We use this effect in

the following last step, where we estimate the only remaining term:
d+1

| Qn 1Ty, (—An + M)_IUWHCQH% S H(l +1- |2)T.7:11-d(Qan(—_An + /‘)_len)HB(Zd)'

Here we used that for « sufficiently small and since d = 2: 1+ § < %. Then

we used one of the many definitions of fractional Sobolev spaces, via the norm (for
a>0):
lellme =11 = D) Egllpegray = |1+ [*)F Fraellza,
together with the embedding (see for example [55] Section 2.3.5]):
lelles < llollme, Vo € H®
Hence we conclude with the following estimate (here we follow the notations of
Section @):

1@+ 1) Fra (QuILa(=An + ) ™) 22

_ (1+ |k|2)% 2 ol RN Rl ()2
_kgzjd 1+ n2(1 — x4(n—1k))) IX(n7 k)1 —T(n™k))|7|e" (k)]
. (#Y > (A EDTHR (T R)(L = T) (0 R))Ple” (k)
~ A\ p+n? ot

? d+1
: <ﬁ> 2 %Kl =N k)P len (k)

kezd

1 2 (1+|k|)d+1 .

S (M+n2> nd+1 keZdZ\{O}WTk (k)|

< nED L2, < flen2e S 1

~

Here we used the fact that x(k) < 1 for k£ # 0 together with the support properties
of T to bound

! c1L
2= (k)

uniformly over n and k such that (1 — 7T)(n"'k) # 0. We also applied the bound
1
XE) S =
ol 1+ k)=

from Lemmal[1]l This concludes the proof of the theorem, since we have proven (46))
with » replaced by & (but this does not matter since & is arbitrarily small).
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Before we conclude, let us observe that in the last bound we used that d = 2
to bound 1 + 5§ < d;rl. If d = 1 this fails, but we actually need less, since by
Besov embedding ||TI,e"|[cx(11) S ||Hne"||c%+n Y In particular, following all the

2

(T
previous steps we can bound, for x sufficiently small such that % +r< =1

2
”Qan(_-An + M)Un”C“ < ”Qan(_-An + N)ilenH lyx

C22 2
a1 —1.n
SN+ Fra(Qalln(=An + 1) 7' e") || 250,
and from here we can follow, for example, the same calculations as above. (|

Remark 5.13. We observe that in the last bound for (e™)¥ we used I1,, to gain %

regularity. In dimension d = 2 this is crucially larger than 1. This statement is in
apparent contradiction with Corollary[4.17), where we show a possible reqularity gain
of at most 1. While the latter corollary works for any integrability parameter p and
extends to other characteristics functions (than just those of balls), the improvement
we see in the proof depends on the choice p = 2 and our exact computations for the
decay of the Fourier transform x.

5.5. Commutator estimates. This section is devoted to products of distribu-
tions and commutator estimates, starting with the decomposition in paraproducts
(through the symbol ©) and resonant products (®). For ¢, € S'(T9) set

1—1
Sip = Z Aj, Y= Z Si—1pA:1), pOYP = Z AjpAitp,
j=—1 i>—1 li—j|<1
where the latter sum might not be well defined. Then, an a priori ill-posed product
of ¢ and 1) can be written as -9 = @Y+ O Y+ S Y. The following estimates
are classical, see e.g. [3] Lemmata 2.82 and 2.85] and guarantee that the product
is actually well-defined if the regularities o and g of ¢ and % satisfy o+ g > 0.

Lemma 5.14. Fiz o, 8 € R and p,q,r € [1,00] such that % = %—i— %. Then, for all
@, € 8'(T?) the following estimates are satisfied:
le©llex S llellzell¥leg, e ©dllcars S lelleslldlleg, if 8<0,
lp @ Yllgars S lelleplldlles if atpB > 0.
The rest of this subsection deals with the following commutators.

Definition 5.15. For distributions o,,0 € S'(T?) we define the (a-priori ill-
posed) commutators

COp,,0) =@ (¥ ©0) —9(p ©0),
Cr(p,0) =11 (p ©9) — p I 0,
Con(p,9) = (—An + V) (0 ©9) =9 © (—An + ).
The first commutator estimate is crucial, but by now well-known.

Lemma 5.16 ([27], Lemma 14). For ¢,v,0 € S'(T9), o, 3,7 € R with a+B-+vy > 0
and p € [1,00]:
1C (e, ¥, 0)lca+r S llellesll®llcsliollen

We pass to the second commutator. Recall the operators P, Q,, as in Definition
4.3
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Lemma 5.17. For ¢, € S8'(T%) and a € R, 3 > 0,p € [1,00] it holds for every
€0,8A1):
-5
IPACR (o, Dlleges S Iolleslbllcss 190 6)les S =2 lcg I llee:

Proof. Note that for any ¢ > 0 there exists an annulus A (that is a set of the form
{k € R? | r < |k| < R} for some 0 < r < R) such that the Fourier transform of

11 [Si—1pAp] — Si1 oIl A
is supported in 2°A. It is therefore sufficient to show that
[T [Si—108:9] = Siaell Avgpl| 1, S 00 llllep |l At poe, (47)

since this implies the required bound by estimating n=% < 27% for i such that
Pnl; # 0. To obtain [T, recall the Sobolev-Slobodeckij characterization of frac-
tional spaces of Proposition .11 which implies that for § € [0, 5 A 1)

T2 [Si—10A 0] —Si— 1112 Ao 1o < (/Td

< n_6 /

_ Si_ -S;_ P 1/p B »
st( [ [ BBt gyas) Al $ 00l ailep 2 Iole-
14 JB,, (2)

ly— xld—i—ép

» 1/p
£ iseaet-siipwiam af a)
Bn(x)
][ [Si—1¢(y)—Si—1¢(2)]
Bn(w)

ly — x|°

» 1/p
Asi(y) dy| dw)

where the first inequality follows by Jensen and we have used the embedding Bg)oo -
B? . Now the result follows since [[S;—1¢|l¢s < ll¢llce- O
) P P

Lemma 5.18. For a € (0,1),6 € R,A>1 and p € [1,00] it holds that:
IPaCan(, )l carers S llelicalvlles, Vo eCp,yec’.
In addition there exists a k € N such that forn >k

n?’llQnCn,/\(907¢)||cg+Bfl S HQPHC;"HQn—k'@[JHCﬁv Ve € Cgﬂb ec’.

Proof. By the elliptic Schauder estimates in Proposition[4.0] it is sufficient to prove
that

[(=An + N PrCux(e, )l cors S lllleg ¥ lles,
nll(=An +2)@nCrn(@, V)l cora-1 S lelleg | Qn-ribllcs-

In turn to obtain this bound, since the quantities below are supported in an annulus
2! A, it suffices to estimate for a given sequence i(n) such that 2¢") ~ n:

I1Si-10Ai — (= An + N)[Si—10(=An + A) T A lLe S 27 |l gllcal|9lcs,
(48)
if i <i(n), and similarly
1Si-108:% — (= An + N)[Si—10(=An + A) T A ll2e S 027 gl eal| Qurtpllcs,
(49)
if 4 > i(n). Moreover, we can choose k such that

ankAi = AMV’L > Z(?’L),n € Na
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so that we may replace 7,/) by Q,,—k% on small scales (hence we will no longer discuss
the appearance of Q,,_x). To obtain these estimates, let B, (¢,%) be defined as

Bu(p,9)(@) = ]l ]l J[W)][n (2))((5)—(x)) ds dr dz dy.

Then A,, acting on a product can be decomposed as
Hence proving Equations [@8) and ([@9) reduces to finding a bound for
(= An + N[Si—16] (= An + X) T AW Le + | Ba(Si—10, (= An +X) T A)|| o
Starting with the first term, one has:
(= An + N)[Si—10] (= An + X) A 2e S (= An + N)[Si—19]llze (= An + X) THAD || L.

If i < i(n), since o < 2, one can estimate via Proposition L2t

i—1

I(=An + N[Sicaglllze < D (= Aa + V[AG6]llLe S Z 2 glles S 2l

j=—1 j=—1

If ¢ > i(n), following the previous calculations and using that o > 0:

i(n)— i—1
[(=An + N)[Si—1¢]llr < Z I(=An +N[A50lr + D I(—An+ N[A;¢]l|r
j=-1 j=i(n)

S gllcs.

By Proposition .7 moreover

(= An + )7 A e S (272i1{i§i(n)} + n721{i>i(n)})2761-”7/}”&3-
Together with the previous bounds we have proven that for ¢ < i(n):

(= An + N [Si—10](=An + N7 AW r S 27D |g]lca [Blles,
and similarly (using that o < 1) for i > i(n):

I(=An + N [Si—19)(=An + V)T AR e S 07277 @llca | Qnrtllcs
ST 27 0 Y gl lea || Qn k|

which are bounds of the required order for @8] and (@9). Finally, we have to bound
the term containing B,,. If ¢ < i(n), using o < 1 we find

IB(Si—1¢, (=An + N Ai) |20 S IV Sic1)l o[ V(= An + A) 7T A oo
S 27 Dlpllea2 Mg lles S 27 lplleg 19l cs,
whereas if ¢ > i(n)
1B (Si—1, (= A + N7 A Lo S 0l VSicall oo (= An + X) T Ageh]| 1
S22 g ga 14| es-

These bounds are again of the correct order for (@8], (49) and hence the proof is
complete. O
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APPENDIX A.

A.1. Construction of the process. In this section we provide a rigorous con-
struction of the spatial A-Fleming-Viot process (SLFV) in a random environment.
We work under the following assumptions.

Assumption A.l. Let (Q,F,P) be a probability space. Fix n € N and u €
(0,1),d =1,2 and let w®: T¢ — [0,1] and s,: Q@ x T? = (~1,1) be two measurable
functions.

The natural state space of the spatial SLFV process is:
M = {w: T = [0,1], w measurable},
which is a metric space when endowed with the distance das(u, w) = sup,epa |u(z)—
w(x)|. Then under the assumption above, for x € T p € {a,A} and any function
w: T — [0, 1] define the operator ©F: M — M by
05w (y) = w(y)l g @) )+l p=ay+(1-w)w(y)) 1z, @) (Y)
= w(y)+u(lip—ay—w(¥y)) (5, @) ©)-

In the discussion below, let B(FE) be the Borel sigma-algebra associated to some
metric space E. We say that a probability measure P¥ on (E,B(E)) indexed by
w € Q is a Markov kernel, if for any A € B(E) the map w — P¥(A) is measurable.
Then one can build the semidirect product measure P x P“ on 2 x E (with the
product sigma-algebra), characterized, for A € F, B € B(E), by:

P x P¥(A x B) = / P (B)P( dw).
A

In the definition below we write:
sy (z) = max{s(z),0}, s_(x) = max{—s(zx),0}.

Lemma A.2. Under Assumption A, fir w € Q. There exists a unique Markov
jump process t — w(t) in D([0,00); M) started in w(0) = w°, associated to the
generator

L(n, sn(w),u): Cp(M;R) = Cp(M;R),
defined by

£(f)(w) = /M(f(w’)  f)uw, dw'),  f € Cy(M;R),

where the transition function u: M x B(M) — R (depending on s,(w),u,n) is
defined by:

pw(w, dw') =0 unless there exist x € T p € {a,A} such that w' = OPw.
And if w' = OPw for some x € T4, p € {a,A}:

pw, duw') _{(1—|sn(w,x)|) [T 01 (g + (1T 0) Ly | (2)
+ () o0) | (0) oy (1= (1E50) )Ly )

+ (8n)+(w,x) [Hf’lw@—ﬂf’lw)1{p_u}+(1—Hiw)21{p_g[}} (:E)} dz.
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The law P¥ of w in D([0,00); M) is a Markov kernel and induces the semidirect
product measure P x P¥ on  x D([0, 00); M).

Proof. Note that p defined as above is a Markov kernel on M x B(M) (to be
precise, here we have to observe that for fixed w the set {OPw, = € T p € {a,A}}
is closed and hence measurable in M). Hence, the Markov process is constructed
following [23), Section 4.2]. In addition, for f € Cy(M;R) measurable and bounded
the map w — [}, f(w')pe(w, dw') is measurable (we made explicit the dependence
of p on w). This implies, e.g. by [23] Equation 4.2.8], that the map w +— P“(A) is
measurable, for A € B(D([0,00); M)). So the proof is complete. O

Lemma A.3. Under Assumption[A1 fit w € Q and let w be the Markov process
as in the previous result. For any o € L*(T?) the process t — (w(t), @) satisfies
the martingale problem of Lemma[I.4)

Proof. In the discussion below we omit the dependence of s, (w) on n and w, since
such dependence is not relevant here. We will apply the generator to functions of
the form F,(w) = F((w,¢)), with F € C(R;R), € L>°(T?). For simplicity we
divide the operator £ = L(n, s,u) in three parts:
L(Fy)(w) = L2(Fp)(w) + L*(Fy ) (w)
= LU(Fp)(w) + LE(Fp) (w) + LX(Fy ) (w)

(the first is the neutral part, the second two are the selective parts of the operator),
where

L) w) = [[(11s(0) ) IS0l (O%0)~ Fyw) + (1-TEw) o (O3w) - F ()] () o

Td

L (F)(w) = / s_ () {(Hiwf[Fw(@;w)—Fw(w)H(1—(Hiw)2)[Fsa(@)i‘w)—Fw(w)]} () do

L)) = [ 54(0) |- T, O20)- Fylw]+ (- (7, (630)-F ()] (2) do
Td

Now, in the special case of F' = Id,, the neutral part of the generator takes the

form

£ 1) w) = [ (=[5 w) M) =T (w0 ) do
Analogously, the selective part can be written as

£, )(w) = un [ ()T ()= (T20) L] (0) + 254 () TE T T () o)
Adding those two we conclude that

L(1dy)(w) = un™* /Td[(ﬂiw)(ﬂnw) — I (w)](2) + s(2) (I, w) (M) — (T3 w)* M) () da.
This justifies the drift in the required decomposition. To obtain the predictable
quadratic variation of the martingale make use of Dynkin’s formula, that is

(M (), = / £(1d2) — 2(1d,£(1d,)) (w,) dr.
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Once again, it is natural to treat the terms involving £ and £%°! separately. For
the neutral term:

(L7 (142) — 2F, 7" (1d,.)) (w)

_ 22 /T (1= [s(@)]) [0 (T (w9)* + (1-TE0) (1L ()] () b,
which can be written as

wtn [ (1 ls(o)) [0 (11,0)? — 2MLpl) (wp)] + 11 (0] 0)

Analogous calculations for £S<el lead to
(££'(1d2) — 21d,£'1d, ) (w) =

_ 2 / 5 (@) [0 [(Mag)? — 2Tl ()] + [T (wp)] ] (2) e
Whereas for £S>e1 they lead to
(£5'(1d2) — 21d,£5'1d, ) (w)

=uZp 2 /er sy(x) {(Hiw) (2—TI3 w) (IT,,o— (Hn(uxp))Q + (I—Hiw)2 (IL,w) 2} (z)dx

2

_ 22 /T d s+(x){(Hiw)@—ﬂiw)[(Hngp)z—QHnwﬂn(wgp)}—l—[Hn(wgp)] (x)} da.

Summing neutral and selective terms one obtains
wn 2w, (1-s|) [ (M) *~2Mai T (w) | )+ (Mo (), (1)
+un 2 ()%, s [ (Tag)? = 2(0T0) (Ta(wie) | + (Mo (w)?,5-)
+un 2w, sy | 2-TEw) ((T9)* ~2() (T (wp)) )| )+ w) ., 54),

which can be written in the form from the statement of the Lemma.
O

A.2. Stochastic bounds. This appendix is devoted to the control of the noise
for approximations of the Anderson Hamiltonian. In particular, we prove Proposi-

tion B.101

Proof of Proposition [510. First we will prove the bounds for ", X, » and &" o
12 X,, ». Eventually we address the convergence of these terms. Although only in
the first case the dimension is allowed to be both d = 1 and d = 2, we will keep d
as a parameter throughout the proof, for the sake of clarity. For convenience, let
us indicate sums on Z? with integrals (for m € N):

[ ) f(klaakm)dkldkm: Z f(klvakm)
7dym

ki,...skm €24

Step 1: Bounds on £". First, observe that by Assumption 2.1}

€™ (z)] < 2n%.
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This explains both the L> bounds on ¢" and the bound in C~% (i.e. for ( = 1). If
we show that

SupE[€"],-4-4] < o0,
the bound for arbitrary ¢ follows, since by interpolation, from the definition of
Besov spaces, for any ¢ € [0,1] and «, 5 € R:

1—
lellecara-os < llellalleles*

Hence let us consider the case ( = 0. By Besov embedding, the required inequality
follows if one can show that for any p € [2, 00):

r < O0.
4

sup E[I€"[|
neN B,

Tl

Here in view of Assumption [L@ and by the discrete Burkholder-Davis-Gundy in-
equality as well as Jensen’s inequality one finds that:

p/2
/ E[|Ajn§sn|p(:1:)] dxﬁ/ (Z nd|AjXQn|2(z+:1:)> dzx
Td Td

z€Zd

p/2
< [ ([, asimesar) s iml. < 2%,
Td Td

which is a bound of the required order.

Now, let us pass to the bound in C% . In fact we will prove that for any p €
2K

[1,00), ¢ € [0, %) we have a bound on ||§"||C§. We use the Sobolev-Slobodeckij

norm of Proposition .11] for the Besov space Bgyp (which embeds in Cf), so finding
a bound in the latter space is sufficient). Let us start by computing:

1€, =lenlor+ ([ [ 5 |§+§p>' dsdy)’

1
§n3+< / / |§" (z) — " (y)|” dxdy)p
E%Zﬁ']l‘d T |:c— G
1
(oo S0
cctroradQn(2) ST [Tyl
<ng+ngn%</ / ;dxdy>;
~ (0) JT\Q. (0) |7 — y|FTEP ’

where we have used in the last step that [|€"]|oc < n2. Now we can follow the same
calculations as in the proof of Lemma [4.13] to obtain

1
1 P d
—dx dy) < nSTh.
(/nw) /wrd\an) |z —y|Trer

Hence, overall for any p € [1,00) and ¢ € [0,1/p):

d
l€nles < m¥t.
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Step 2: Bounds for X, . As for X, x, we need to bound n||Q, X, z||L~. Here:

1QnXnalloe (rty = 1 F [(A=T)(n ") (=0 + N7 (Van (Nl oo ray
SIFR A=) (=00 + N O s ray €7 2o (ray

S| Fd (A= ) (=X + L4072 0) 7 07 )] o1 ey (€7 | Lo ey
(50)
where we applied the Poisson summation formula of Lemma Note that

[ Fat (A= (") (=2 + 1+ 2720 " (01| 1 me)

R e (D) _ —1 1 _ 1 =y
S‘fw[ Ty T )[—224-14—71*2/\ 1+n*2/\}(n ) Lt ()
[T Y - 1 o1 -1,
S}fRd[ 1+ n—2) Ll(Rd)+ e )[—22+1+n*2A 1+n*2k}(n ) L1(R4)

The first summand is bounded in L!(R¢) uniformly over n and A (with some abuse
of notation for the Dirac ¢ function). As for the second summand observe that, for
some ¢ > 0:

|7 [0 | - T )

L1(R4)
1 1
< sup (1+ |22 % / 2ruek) (1 — T(k - dk
—f:@( o) Rde ( (k) —X2(k)+1+n2X 14n2)\
1 1
< 0 — — Lipi>ey|
NO<|QZ<2d/Rd [ (—XQ(k)—I—l—FnQ)\ 1+n2A>} {Iklze}

where with the sum we indicate all partial derivatives up to order 2d. Now this
term can be bounded by Lemma Il Let us show this for « = 0 (the other cases
are similar), where by a Taylor expansion:

J.

1 1 1 2
- 1 dk <, ——— 2 (k)1 dk
—X2(k) + 1+ n=2X 1+n—2)\‘ {lklze} O ~ <1+n—2)\) /Rdx QRIEES

dk < co.

</ v
® Joo TH TR

Combining the last two observations with (B0) leads to

sup 19nXnallLoo(rey S 07 21E | poo(ray S n~E,
which is of the required order.

Step 8: Bounds on £" © HiXm,\. We now consider the bound on £" ® H%Xm,\,
starting with A = 1: at the end of this step we explain how to obtain a bound
uniformly over A\ at the cost of a small explosion in A. In this computation it is
important to note that d = 2.

Define v (k1, k2) and &, (k) as

Yolkike) = > oiki)oj(ka),  &alk) = Fpag (k).

li—jl<t
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Then

E[gn(mgn(w - /(Tz)z e—27rL(k1.ac1+k2-zz)XQn(ml)(332)dxl dzs

= [ e R0 ) oy = Ro(n ) g0
T

Hence to compute the renormalisation constant observe that

2 71]{: )
n=E[" 0T X, (x)] = Zmu(abha) g (o o) X R2)
c [€" O I X 1 ()] /(22)26 Wolky, 2)—19n(k2)+1

[ X*(n'E)Xq((n'k)
_/22 —Vp (k) + 1 .

E[€, (k)€ (ka)] dker dk

A similar calculation shows that actually ¢, = E[{"HiXml} and the asymptotic
cn =~ logn follows from a manipulation of the sum.

We turn our attention to a bound for || ¢ TI2X,, 1|
consider

-5 As before, for p > 2,

E|l¢" 0 Xni—calla = D 2%PE|A;(€" © Xna—calim—1)lI} (o

j=-1

=D 2 / E|A;(€" © Xna—cnljm1)|(2) da

j>—1

(51)

It is now convenient to introduce the notation:

N (")
Kn(z) = Fr2 <Qm(')m) (z).

Then the integrand in (&I) can be written as
E[|A;(§" O T, Xn1)(x) — enlgj—1y ]
=E[|A;(6" © I Xn1)(2) — EA;(€" © IT; X0 1) ()]

Ki(z—y Z<

li—m|<1

p

3

_ E‘
T2

m@—amz@—@ﬁ%mo@waﬂm@)@

(12)2
(52)

where, conveniently:

§"(z1) 0 €™ (22) = £"(21)€" (22) — E[€"(21)€" (22)] -
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Now we can write (52) as a discrete stochastic integral and apply [40, Lemma 5.1]
to obtain

/T2Kj (z—y) Z Z ( / Ki(y — 21)K5, (y—22)dz d22) §M(w1) 0 " (w2) dy

— 2 2
l=mlSlae2 €201 g, (21) % Qn (w2)

< S /T K-y Y ( ]l Kl(y_zl)/c:;(y_zz)dzldzz)dyfr/z

w2 €ENT 1=mIS1 0, (01) % Qn (2)

= Z n~—2d ][ Kj(x—y) Z Ki(y — z1)K, (y — 22) dy dzg dzz
- xq,x2€22NT? Qn(21)XQp (2) T2 [l—m|<1

<\
L (‘]1‘2)2

where the last step is an application of Jensen’s inequality. Now, via Parseval’s
Theorem, the latter is bounded by

p

E

2:| p/2

Ki(w—y) Y Kiy—2)Kpy—2)dy

li—m|<1

p/2
le d22:| )

T2

2mik 2k X (n”'ks) ’ o
Ki(z— w1y k TLR2 Y m ko) ——— =2 d dkq dk
|:‘/(Z2)2 2 J(x y) |l;|<le Ql( l)e o ( 2) _ﬁn(k2) +1 Y 1 2:|
22(n1ks) 2 p/2
_ 2mu(k1+ke)-x k k k1. k X(niz dk; dk .
|:/(Zz)2 e Q]( 1+ 2)¢0( 1, 2)_19n(k2)+1 1 2
By Lemma AT}
Cn k) B k- !

1 1 < —.
o) 1~ R ksel T bz R TR

Finally, taking into account the supports of the functions,
1

[/(Zz)z 1+ |k2|2

which provides a bound of the required order. This concludes the proof of the
required bound in the case A = 1. For general A > 1 we observe that

gn O] Han)\ —Cnp = é-n O] H%(Xn)\ - Xn,l) + é-n O] Han)\ — Cp-
To complete the proof of our result it now suffices to show that

Esup A~ 1[[&" O T2 (X, 0 — Xp)llp-5 < oo
A>1

2 p/2 . p/2
05 (k1 + k2)vo (K1, k2) dk, de] < [2]2d2—4]} <1

3

For this purpose we observe that by a resolvent identity:
Xop = Xng = (=4 + 07 = (=4, + )7 g
=1 =N (=A, + ) H=A, + 1)1
Now we can apply the elliptic Schauder estimates of Proposition to obtain:
AT Pa(Xnn = Xna)llgieg S AT (A +X) T Xnall g
S 1 Xnallp-

SN e-1-%-
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And on small scales, using the regularizing properties of I12 from Corollary .14t

AT Qn (X = Xl es S AT T2 7| Qu( Xy — Xnt)[l o145
<AEp2i |1Qn(—A, + /\)71Xn,1||c—1+g
S Quko Xnallg-rvg
SnTEE g

Here we have chosen a deterministic kg € N (uniformly over n) such that Q,,Q,,—x, =

Q... Hence overall we obtain:

Esup A\~ [|€" O T2 (Xpn — Xn1)

lo-s SEsupA™ 3" O I (Xnn — Xnt)llpx
">l A1
SENE o1 g sup AT (X x = X1l 5
A1
SEE lg-1-5 (1€ g-1-5 + 07 E7 T |- 5)]
<1,

where the last average is bounded by the same arguments presented in Step 1 (up
to changing k). With this we have concluded the proof of the regularity bound.
We are left with a discussion of the convergence.

Step 4. What we established so far implies tightness of the following sequences
of random variables in their respective spaces:

PeCTEF PuX,,€CR, Moll2X,,€C".

The next step is to show that the limiting points of ¢" and £" o112 X, ) are unique
in distribution. In particular, in view of Proposition [.6] this would imply weak
convergence also of P, X,, ». In the last step we will address the almost sure con-
vergence and the almost sure uniform bound.

Convergence of £" to space time white noise £ is an instance of central limit the-
orem (notice the normalization of variance in Assumption [[L6]). We therefore focus
our attention on the more involved Wick product £ ¢ X, . Now, the deterministic
bounds at the end of Step 3 show that the convergences

"¢ in CTR, E"oll2X, 1 —€0X, in C°

for any x > 0 imply also the convergence of £" ¢ 112 X,, \ for general A > 1. Hence
we can restrict to discussing the case A = 1. For fixed ¢ € S(T?)

<<Pa€n <>Xn,1>

= /]1‘2 ely) > > ( / Ki(y — 21)K, (y—22) dz d22) §" (1) 0 £"(22) dy

— 2 2
l=ml<len@2€280T2 50, (51)X Qn(22)

S o), DD MK(-— 2 KR, (~—22) )™ (1) © £ (22).

x1,22€L2 [l—m|<1

Consider a map Ly, : (Zfl)z — R defined by

Ln(21,m2) == (p(), Y, HZKi( = 21T Km (-=22)) 1 (a1 00) T2 xT2} -

li—m|<1
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This definition naturally extends to n = oo, where L maps (R?)? to R. Our goal is
to show that

S L@, w2)8" (1) 0 M (w2) — L(z1,22)§(dx1) 0 {(dx2), (53)

(z1,22)€(Z2)? (R2)?

where convergence holds in distribution and the limit is interpreted as an iterated
stochastic integral in the second Wiener-Itdé chaos. It is sufficient to verify the
assumptions of [40, Lemma 5.4]. That is, we have to show that there exists a
g € L?((R?)?) such that:

SU.]ZI\)I |1(nT2)2.F(Z%)2Ln| < g, li_)rn ||1(n'J1‘2)2]:(Z$L)2Ln - .F(RQ)QL”LZ((RQ)Z) =0
ne n oo

For this purpose we calculate
1(n']1‘2)2]:(Z%)2Ln(kla k2)
= 1(nr2y2 (K1, k2) / ermlbrathee) (o) N K (- — 21) T K (-—72)) day das

(Z2NT2)2 [l—m|<1

= l(n'ﬂ-z)z (kl, kg) / 6277L(k1'zl+k2'z2)<g0('>, Z Kl( - I1>1Cm(—I2)> dxl dIQ
(T2)2 ‘l—m‘Sl
552(_n—lk2)
X2(n~ks)
_ﬁn(kQ) + 17

= 1(mr2)2(/€17/€2)/2 p(y)em Frtha)y Z 01(=Fk1)om(—kz)
T

ji—m|<1

= 1(ur2y2 (k1 ko) (Frop) (By + k2) Y (k) om (k)

li—m|<1

dy

so that the required assumptions are naturally satisfied. Since ¢ is smooth, the
latter term is bounded in L2, uniformly over n. In particular (53) follows. Hence
the distribution of any limit point of (¢, £" o112 X, 1) is uniquely characterized and
since ¢ is arbitrary this implies convergence in distribution of £" o 112X, 1.

Step 5. Above we have proven that £" and £" o I12 X,, ) converge in distribution
in C™'=" and C~" respectively. Now let us prove almost sure convergence up to
changing probability space (we discuss only the case of £, since the other term can
be treated similarly). We would like to apply Skorohod’s representation theorem,
which requires the underlying space to be separable. Unfortunately the space C~1*
is not separable, but we can embed

—1—k —1—k —1—-2k
CT S B €€

for some p(k) € (1, 00) sufficiently large. Now the space B;(SZ(N) is separable, so

we can apply Skorohod’s representation theorem to obtain almost sure convergence
in C~172%, Since & is arbitrary this is sufficient for the required result.

The last statement we have to prove is that in this new probability space (that we
call (Q,F,P)) we have a uniform bound for almost all w € Q:

sup|[[€,, (w)]ll,,,. < o0
neN
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Recall that
€ (@)l = sup {n~NE" [ -a-0-5 } +n 7 NIE L + 07 1€ len,
¢elo,1] 3

+ iuP {nH QnXnallLe + ATE ”Yn,)\”c*% } :
>1

Now following Steps 1 and 2 we see that the bounds on [|£" (w) ||, [|™ (w)]lcx, and

2K
[ Xn.a(w)|loo depend only on the deterministic bound |£™(w, z)| < 2n (in d = 2), so
we are left with proving:

SUP{ sup n” [ (W)l p-a-o-5 +sup ATTE" OHan,A(w)IIC;}
nen | ¢elo,1] A1

Ssup{ sup (€ (@)oo € @IS e+ 11" O TEX (W)l -5
neN ¢ ¢e[0,1] c [39)

+sup AT €7 O T (X x = X))l |
A>1

< sup {1+ " @)lgr-5 + €7 o T Xoa @)
ne

1€ @iz (I @15 +0F T @) s |,
where we used interpolation for the first term, as in Step 1, and the same bounds as
in Step 3 for the last term. In particular now the uniform bound is a consequence
of the convergence of ¢ and £ ¢ I12 X,, 1 in the correct spaces. O

A.3. Proof of Lemma [4.11

Proof of Lemma[{.1] Let us start with the term involving the gradient. We have
that fori=1,...,d:

(DX)i(0) = —27TL][ xze” 2 ike) daj’ =0.
B1(0) k=0
For the term involving the Hessian, we observe that an analogous computation for
i # j shows that (D?Y); ;(0) =0 . If i = j we find that

(D*R)s4(0) =~ (21 |
B1(0)
with the value of vy as in the statement. The two-sided inequality follows by a
Taylor approximation.
We are left with a bound on the decay of x:

2
ple 2 ko) dx’ =: —(2m) Vo
! k=0 4 ’

dn d+1
_ ¥ k‘< 1+|k) "= .
\d%,_,dxinm( )| S (k)

For this purpose let J, () be the Bessel function of the first kind with parameter v,

that is
IR S G S S
Jy(k:)—Zm(i) |

m=0

The Fourier transform of xp can be written, for some ¢,C' > 0, as

e (k) = c(d) / sin? (H)e 27K« O/ 4t = Olk[=2](xlk]/2).  (54)
0
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In the last step we used one of the alternative representations of Bessel functions,
see e.g. [57, Section 6.15, Equation (5)] (the author uses the notation K, for
the real part of J,, but in our case the Bessel function is real valued). Since

Ji(k) = \/ = sink, the bound for d = 1 is immediate. For d = 2, we make use of
an asymptotic bound for Bessel functions:

sup 02|, (0)| < +oc.
0>1

We provide a proof of this bound in the next Lemma. The bound for the derivatives
then follows from (&4)), the asymptotic result for Bessel functions, and the following
pair of identities

1
§(Jn_1(:v)+Jn+1(;v)), Vn € Z,

Jon()=(=1)"Jo()  VneN,.

OpJn(x) =

d

The following result is well-known (see e.g. [57], where many deeper results are
presented). For completeness we provide a proof that satisfies all our purposes.

Lemma A.4. Fizv € R. Then
sup Q1/2|J,,(Q)| < o0,
0>1

Proof. Through (54]) and by changing variables © = cos(t) we rewrite the Bessel

function as
1 d—1 1 d—1
/ (1—2?)7Z e da = 2Re</ (1—I2)T€L‘Qm) dz.
—1 0

A change variables x = 1—u?. yields

e a1 ie Ve 2 a1
ezg/ (u2(2—u2)) Pl e—LQu2udu _ i_ﬂ‘/ (w2(2_w_)) 2 e_Lw2wdw.
0 o2 Jo
Observe that in order to obtain the desired bound it is now sufficient to show that
the integral terms is bounded uniformly in p. After another change of variable

—, .
w = e "1z we obtain

d—1

e%\/ﬁ
/ (—2%(2+12%/0)) 2 e zdz
0

d—1 d—1

Ve 5 /4 a1 »
:/ (_LZ2(2+422/Q)) Pe”? ZdZ-i—/ (—Lge2w’(2+L62W’)) T e pe¥ dop.
0 0

The first integral can be trivially bounded uniformly over p while the second one
is tends to 0 as p tends to infinity since the exponential term dominates all the
others. (]
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