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Abstract

This work studies the instability of stochastic scalar reaction diffusion equations, driven by
a multiplicative noise that is white in time and smooth in space, near to zero, which is assumed
to be a fixed point for the equation. We prove that if the Lyapunov exponent at zero is positive,
then the flow of non-zero solutions admits uniform bounds on small negative moments. The proof
builds on ideas from stochastic homogenisation. We require suitable corrector estimates for the
solution to a Poisson problem involving an infinite-dimensional projective process, together with
a linearisation step that hinges on quantitative parametrix-like arguments. Overall, we are able
to construct an appropriate Lyapunov functional for the nonlinear dynamics and address some
problems left open in the literature.
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1 Introduction

This work studies long-time properties of solutions to stochastic scalar reaction-diffusion equations
of the form

du = Audt + f(u)dt + o) dW,, u(0,x)=uy(x)>0, VxeT¢, t>0. (LD

Here T¢ is the d—dimensional torus and the solution u: [0, ) X T — R a scalar. Moreover, f
and ¢ are C! non-linearities such that £(0) = ¢(0) = 0, and W a noise that is white in time and
sufficiently smooth in space, see Assumption[2.1} so that the constant function u = 0 is a solution to
the equation. Our objective is the study of (L) in the case in which u = 0 is a linearly unstable fixed
point, meaning that the Lyapunov exponent A = lim,_, , t~! log ||v,|| ;1 associated to the linearised
equation

dv = Avdt + f/(O)vdt + ¢’ (0)vdW, , (0, x) = vy(x) > 0,

satisfies A > 0. In this case, solutions to (I.1)) should not come close to zero. Indeed, our main result,
Theorem[2.4] states that under the assumption A > 0 we can find 5, £, C 1> C5 > 0 such that uniformly
over all initial conditions u > 0 and all times ¢ > 0

E[( min u(t, x))_"] < cle—@( min u(0, x))_" +GC,. (1.2)

x€T9 xeTd

In other words, we prove that V(u) = (minxer u(x))_" is a Lyapunov functional for (L)), for
sufficiently small values of the parameter > 0. We call this a quantitative estimate, as it guarantees
for instance that P(minu, < €) decays at least polynomially and uniformly in time as € | 0.

Our result is intuitively clear, since a positive Lyapunov exponent should guarantee the existence
of a repelling region about zero, in the sense that a solution to (II)) that lies in that region will even-
tually escape it (although this has so far been left without proof in the case of stochastic PDEs).
However, the time that is required for escaping this region can in principle be arbitrarily long, poten-
tially leading to invariant measures of (I.I)), if these exist, that are heavy-tailed close to zero. This
reflects the fact that the empirical, finite-time Lyapunov exponent may be negative for long times even
if the limit Lyapunov exponent is positive. The latter is a classical problem in the study of dynamical
systems, for example recently addressed in the context of the stochastic Allen—Cahn equation [S]].

From this perspective, our contribution is to prove that the opposite is true, and our result can be
rephrased as providing upper bounds on the exit time from such repelling region. This perspective
also explains our proof idea: our approach to obtain (I.2) builds on tools from stochastic homogeni-
sation that are similar to those used to study fluctuations of the finite-time Lyapunov exponent about
the true Lyapunov exponent [10} [15].

To understand better the relevance of our work, it is useful to fix as an example an equation of
Allen—Cahn type:

du=Audt+%(u3—u)dt+%(1—u2)dW, (1.3)
where a € R and ¢ > 0 are parameters. In this case if we choose initial data with values in [—1, 1],
then solutions exist for all times and we can study their ergodic behaviour (note that our main result
holds in a more general setting, and allows for solutions to potentially blow up in finite time).

In absence of noise (¢ = 0) for @ < O the fixed points # = =+1 are stable and the equation
is a standard model in the study of metastability. In presence of noise (¢ > 0), the only invariant



probability measures of the equation are interpolations of Dirac measures at u = +1. The dynamical
picture changes at a specific value a,(c) > 0, were the fixed points +1 switch from being linearly

stable to being unstable. This happens precisely at a, () = —E(o-), where E(o-) is the (non-positive,
because the noise is in [td form) Lyapunov exponent associated to dv = Av + cv dW. For example
a,(c) = 62 /2 if W is a space-independent Brownian motion, since the linear equation reduces to
geometric Brownian motion for space-independent initial data. For results on metastability for the
stochastic Allen-Cahn equation in the small noise regime we refer to [2].

Our result proves that this change at the level of the linearised equation corresponds to the creation
of a new non-trivial invariant measure, for which we can obtain appropriate tail estimates. Unique-
ness of such non-trivial invariant measure is a well-understood consequence of order preservation,
as long as the noise is sufficiently non-degenerate [[7].

The strength of our result lies in the fact that we are able to tackle the entire unstable regime
A > 0 (equivalently, in the example above @ > a, (o)) and control the mentioned negative moments.
In particular, this should be compared to the only known result in this direction, which is a recent
work by Khoshnevisan, Kim, Mueller and Shiu [19] concerning a class of equations similar to in
the case of one-dimensional space-time white noise. Here the authors could prove existence of non-
trivial invariant measures in the asymptotic regime a > a, (¢) without our tail estimates. Covering
the whole unstable regime was left as an open problem [[19| Section 2.4].

Our approach to prove passes through the analysis of so-called Furstenberg—Khasminskii
formulas for the Lyapunov exponent, and estimates on the distance between the sample Lyapunov ex-
ponent and the limit Lyapunov exponent by means of corrector estimates that are typical in stochastic
homogenisation. Atits heart, this approach builds on the study of spectral gaps and ergodic properties
for the “projective process” &, = v,/||v;|| .1 associated to the linearised equation.

In the present order-preserving case (Equation is scalar and satisfies a maximum principle),
such spectral gaps on the projective space are well understood: see [23, |15/ 21] and the references
therein. This work relies on such understanding to implicitly construct a Lyapunov functional for the
nonlinear system through the analysis of a corrector, which is obtained by solving a Poisson problem
involving the generator of z,: see Section

Here our main contribution lies in proving a uniform bound on the corrector and in particular on
its Fréchet derivative. To bound the Fréchet derivative it seems fruitful to follow an approach that
uses Hilbert’s metric on the projective space, cf. Lemma[3.3] In particular, this bound seems different
from previous estimates on the corrector obtained by Gu and Komorowski [[15}[10]], see the detailed
discussion in Remark 3.4l

The final step in our proof is a linearisation argument that allows to relate to its linearisation
at u = 0. Here we use a solution-dependent exponential transformation to reduce the problem to
that of a PDE with random coefficients. Then we conclude with a suitable cut-off argument: as in
the previous step, this step too relies heavily on the order-preservation of the system. In particular,
to deal with situations in which the initial condition is small but very irregular, we must employ
parametrix-like bounds that allow for potential singularities at the starting time, and we rely on the
quantitative heat kernel estimates established by Perkowski and Van Zuijlen [20]. See the discussion
at the beginning of Section 4.3

Literature

The analysis of instabilities in reaction-diffusion equations such as (I.3) is relevant in many clas-
sical models for population dynamics and is related to questions of metastability, coexistence and
persistence [11, 22 [18]]. In particular, we highlight that it is a challenging open problem to extend



the instability or coexistence results of Hening and Nguyen [[18] for systems of SDEs, to systems of
stochastic reaction-diffusion equations. This would require for example an analysis of the projective
process in the spirit of Hairer and Rosati [17]], and it seems challenging to obtain suitable corrector
estimates in such setting.

From the perspective of random dynamical systems, we highlight a recent work by Blessing,
Blumenthal and Engel concerning the quantitative study of finite-time Lyapunov exponents [5] and
noise-induced synchronisation for the stochastic Allen-Cahn equation similar to (L3). Even if in the
log run synchronisation by noise occurs [12]], it was proven that on finite time scales, the Lyapunov
exponents are positive with positive probability depending on the value of the parameter « € R.
These results on finite-time Lyapunov exponents were extended beyond the order-preserving case by
Blessing and Blomker in [3].

As mentioned, one of the main future challenges for our work is to overcome the use of order
preservation. Here, the interest lies not only in systems of reaction diffusion equations [[13}[18]], but in
particular in models from fluid dynamics. For example, it is an open problem to prove non-uniqueness
of invariant measures for the stochastic Navier—Stokes equations with degenerate noise. Instead, the
finite-dimensional case is better understood. In the setting of the three-dimensional Lorentz’ 69 model
(a toy model for stochastic Navier—Stokes), Coti Zelati and Hairer [8]] have proven the mentioned
non-uniqueness. In particular, the authors employ a similar construction of a Lyapunov functional
through a corrector (see also the references therein). Similar methods were employed also in the
study of mixing, for example by Blumenthal, Coti Zelati and Gvalani [4]], by Gess and Yaroslavtsev
[14], and by Bedrossian, Blumenthal and Punshon-Smith [[1]] with the objective of obtaining quanti-
tative estimates on Lagrangian chaos (a finite-dimensional system driven by an infinite-dimensional
vector field). One of the purposes of this work is to provide a first extension of such tools to infinite
dimensions.

Finally, we highlight the link with the study of the KPZ and Burgers’ equation, which would
correspond to choosing f = 0 and o(u) = u in dimension d = 1 with W space-time white noise.
For example, Dunlap, Gu and Komorowski have used a similar approach to ours, to obtain Gaussian
fluctuations of the sample Lyapunov exponent around the true Lyapunov exponent, linking it to the
1 : 2 : 3KPZ fixed point scaling on large volumes [15,[10]. The study of other kinds of fluctuations,
such as LDPs, remains open. Even our result seems challenging to extend to irregular noise and this
analysis is left for some future work. Indeed, in the case of space-time white noise, most of the
estimates for the corrector in Section would break down and it is unclear how to replace them
(see also Remark [3.4). Furthermore, our analysis of the nonlinear equation builds on lower bounds
for fundamental solutions of SPDEs (see Section[@land [20]), which cease to be integrable when the
noise is too irregular.

Structure of the paper

This work is divided as follows. In Section 2] we introduce the precise setting of our paper and state-
ment of the main result, Theorem[2.4l The proof of this theorem builds on an analogous statement
in the case of linear equations: this is the content of Section[3] and in particular Theorem[3.1] which
requires a stochastic homogenisation argument and suitable corrector estimates. Finally, the proof
of Theorem 2.4l requires a linearisation argument that is provided in Section[d] The last sections,
and[6] contain technical aspects of our analysis: spectral gap estimates for a “projective process” and
lower bounds to fundamental solutions of stochastic PDEs, respectively.
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Notation

LetN = {0,1,2,...}, N, = N\ {0} and Z = N uU —N. We denote with T¢ the d-dimensional
torus TY = RY/Z4, for d € N,. Forany k € N,d € N, we write Ck(T9) for the space of k
times differentiable functions @ : T¢ — R (the derivatives being continuous). We write ol =
sup,etd |@(x)| for the uniform norm of a functionin ¢ € C(T9). Next we write P for the projective
space associated to the cone of strictly positive functions:

P= {(p € C(T%;(0, )) such that / p(x)dx = 1} )
Td

For any set X and two functions @,y : X — R we write ¢ < y if there exists a constant C > 0 such
that p(x) < Cy(x) for all x € X. We additionally use the symbol <y to highlight the fact that the
constant C depends on some parameter 3, if this is the case. Throughout the article, we will work
with the right-continuous filtration (F;,),cg, generated by (a two-sided version of) the noise driving
the solution (i), to an SPDE. We write

E.[X]=E[X|F.],

for the conditional expectation induced by any stopping time 7, where X € L!'(P) is an arbitrary
random variable.

2 Setting and main result

We start by introducing the precise assumptions under which we study Equation (II). Since we
will consider only positive solutions to the equation, it suffices for the nonlinearities to be defined on
[0, ). In particular, let us write C'([0, ); R) for the space of functions ¢ : [0, c0) — R that are
differentiable on [0, c0) (considering at zero the right derivative), with continuous derivative.

Assumption 2.1
1. (Nonlinearity) Consider f,o € C'([0, 0); R) such that f(0) = 6(0) = 0 and ¢’ (0) = 1.
2. (Noise) Let W be a two-sided Gaussian random field with correlation
E[dW (¢, x)dW (s, y)] = 6(t — s)k(x,y), Vi, s eR ,x,y € T s
for a spatial correlation kernel k € C'(T? x T?).

The requirement ¢’(0) = 1 is just a matter of convenience: we can always absorb a multiplicative
factor into the correlation kernel . Furthermore, the assumption k¥ € C s not necessary, and could
in principle be replaced by k € C¢ for any € > 0, see also Remark[6.2]



Under Assumption 2.1} Equation (L)) admits local mild solutions for any positive initial condi-
tion uy = 0,u; € L. By local mild solution we mean that there exists a potential blow-up time
Trin(tg) € (0, o0] and a process u € C([0, 7¢;,(up)); L*>(T?; [0, ))) such that

t

t
u, = Puy +/ P_ [ f(uy)]ds +/ P_[o(uy)ldW,, Yt < 74, (ug) -
0 0
Here (P,) is the heat semigroup and the integral against dW” should be understood in the sense of
Walsh [25].
Remark 2.2 In particular, we observe the following:

o Forany uy > 0 the solution u, > 0 stays positive for all t < t¢;,. Therefore, the nonlinearities

f. o0 need not be defined for u < 0.

o The blow-up time Ty, is necessary, since we do not impose any growth conditions on f,o. In
particular we fix t;;, to be maximal, meaning that

[l = 00, ast T 7y, -

o [nview of this, we define for later convenience
u; = 0o, Vt 2 T
and we will use the usual convention 1 /o0 = 0.

Since we are interested in the behaviour of (I.I) near the fixed point u = 0, a particular role in our
analysis is played by the linearised equation

dv=Avdt+yvdt+vdW;, v(0,)=uy(-) 20, y=f'(0). (2.1)

Recall here that by Assumption[2.1] ¢’(0) = 1. Later it will be convenient to work with the flow ®
on C(T%; [0, o)) associated to @.1)):

dD, [w] = AD, ,[w]dr + y®, [w]dr + O [w]dW, ,

2.2
@S,S[w]:wzo, (2.2)

for 0 < s <t < oo, so that then v, = @ ,[vy]. This linearised equation admits an almost-sure
Lyapunov exponent, which will determine the dynamical properties that we will study.

Lemma 2.3 Under Assumption[2.1) there exists a A € R and a set Qco of full P-measure such
that for every initial condition vy, € C(T%;[0, o)), with v, # 0, the solution v to @.1) with initial
condition vy satisfies

i = lim % log(lo, @), Voel.

Proof. The existence of the Lyapunov exponent for any fixed initial condition is a consequence of
the multiplicative ergodic theorem. The only noteworthy aspect is that the Lyapunov exponent and
the null-set outside of which convergence holds do not depend on the initial condition. This is a
consequence of a formula for the Lyapunov exponent, see Lemma[3.2] and of the existence of a flow
of solutions to (2.1)), see for example Section O



In this setting the main result of this article is the following theorem. It provides a quantitative
estimate (in terms of negative moments of the solution) of the instability of at u = 0 when the
Lyapunov exponent is positive. Recall that we allow our solution to blow up in finite time, and we
define u; = oo for ¢ > 7¢;,, in which case (min, u(t, x))™ = 0if t > 7¢;,.

Theorem 2.4 Under Assumption[2.1) if the Lyapunov exponent A from Lemma 2.3 satisfies A > 0,
then there exist finite constants n, §, C1, C, > 0 (depending on A) such that for any uy € C(T%; [0, 0))
andallt > 0:

E[( min u(t, x)) "] < cle—@( min u(O,x)) "rc,.
xeTd xeTd

The starting point for the proof of Theorem [2.4]is to prove the theorem in the linear case f(u) =
yu, o(u) = u and then introduce a linearisation argument to treat the nonlinearities. Accordingly, we
start with the analysis of the linear case, where the construction of the Lyapunov functional requires
the introduction of a suitable corrector. The proof of Theorem[2.4] can then be found in Section .1
in the simpler “partially linear” case (1) = u. This case involves less technicalities and should serve
as a warm-up for the first reader. Instead, for the fully nonlinear case we refer to Section 4.3

3 The Lyapunov functional for the linearised problem

This section is devoted to understanding Theorem 2.4]in the linear case o(u) = u, f(u) = yu. The
aim of the following section will be to prove the upcoming theorem. Note that unlike Theorem[2.4]
we only consider the L! norm and not the minimum of the function. Improving the estimate to
obtain that negative polynomials of the minimum are also a Lyapunov functional is the content of
Proposition[4.4] and the consequence of parabolic regularity estimates. The proof of the next result
requires the use of a suitable stochastic homogenisation argument.

Theorem 3.1 Under the assumption of Theorem there exist C, gy, { > 0 such that for any stop-
ping time T < o and t > 0 and F,-adapted w € C(T?)

1
-
E. [(/ ‘DT,H,[W](x)dx) ] <Ce‘¢’/ w(x)dx ,
Td Td

Jorall n € (0,ny), and where @ is the flow in (2.2).

The proof of this result is provided at the end of this section. It relies on the construction of a

Lyapunov functional of the form
-1
V(w) ~ </ w(x) dx) ,
Td

which we obtain in Section[3.I]below. Here the symbol ~ indicates that V' contains a (bounded) cor-
rector that is constructed implicitly through the solution of a Poisson problem involving the generator
of the projective dynamic of ®.



3.1 The radial Lyapunov functional

Since the proof of Theorem Bl for arbitrary = follows from the case © = 0 by the strong Markov
property, we shall fix the latter setting for the remainder of this section and write ®,[w] = @ ,[w]
(and similarly for all other processes). For the present discussion it will be convenient to split the
solution @ to into its radial and angular component.

rilw] = /Td O, [wl(x)dx,  m[wlx) =@ [wl(x)/r[w].

When clear from context, we will drop the dependence on the initial condition w. Then, let us define
the first order approximation of our Lyapunov functional:

VO@) =,

We would like to prove that a suitably corrected version of ¥ © is a Lyapunov functional for the
solution @ to (2.2). By I1td’s formula, since ¢ - r, is a semimartingale, we find:

dr d(r)
dlog(r,) = r—’ - !

2
t Zrt

Furthermore, r, has quadratic variation

t
<">t=/ / O, (x)@,(y)x(x, y)dxdy,
0 Jrixrd

where x(x, y) is the spatial correlation of the noise, as defined in Assumption2.1l Hence, overall we
obtain that for some continuous martingale ¢t = M,:

dlog(r;) =y dt — 1 </ 7, (), (y)x(x, y)dx dy> dr+ dM, . 3.1
2 \Jrdaxrd

Now, by Corollary[5.2] the projective process (7,),5( converges almost surely exponentially fast (in
the projective space with Hilbert’s metric, as  — o) to an invariant solution z;°. From the ergodic
theorem we then obtain the following result.

Lemma 3.2 Under the assumptions of Theorem[2. 4 we find that

A=y — l[E [(/ oo (X)7oo (VK (X, y) dx dy>] . (3.2)
2 TdxTd

Proof. This follows from (3.1), if we prove that
lim l

t
/ / m () m(Y)x(x,y)dxdyds = E [(/ T ()7 (MK (x, y) dx dy)] .(3.3)
=00t Jo JrdxTd TdxTd

Indeed, we have that almost surely the martingale ¢t = M, from (3.I) satisfies lim,_, . t~' M, = 0,
since we can control its quadratic variation. In fact, note that we have the identity

t
M, =/ / w (x)W(ds, dx),
0 J1d



which has quadratic variation bounded as follows (since /g 7(x)dx = 1):

t
(M)t=// z()m (YK (x, y)dxdyds < xl ot
0 (Td)z

so that the desired result follows. As for the proof of (3.3), we use the ergodic theorem and the
synchronisation result in Corollary 5.2l Consider (7;°),5 the invariant projective processes from
Corollary[3.2] then we find

1 2|k |l !
- < = lzg — 2l 11 ds
0

t
/ / (m(O)m () — 20 ()77 () (x, y) dx dy
o Jrd t

2|k !
< I 1”00 / exp (dP(ﬂ;X’,JrS)) —1ds,
0

where we have used the bound in Lemma[5.3]in the last line. Therefore, since almost surely for all
s sufficiently large, dp(7g, 7°) < e~%/2 by the second statement of Corollary [5.2] (where a > 0 is a
deterministic constant), and since

1 t
lim= [ e*/2ds=0,
t—oo 0

it suffices to show that

lim +

'
/ / ﬂ;"’(x)ﬂ;"’(y)r((x, y)dxdyds =E [(/ T oo (X) 7 (VK (3, y) dx dy>] .
t=oo t Jo Jrdsrd TdxTd

. .. . . . d
Since (7,°),» is invariant, this now follows from the ergodic theorem (note that #° = x, for all
s 2 0). This completes the proof of the lemma. O

At this point we can proceed with constructing a Lyapunov functional through a suitable correction
of V(. To this aim, let us apply the Ito formula to ¥, so that we obtain

d d
dV(O)(r,) = _nV(O)(rt)i + @V(O)(r,)%
r r

! t

1
= =V O(r)y dr + @V(O)(r,)Q(n,) dr + dM©

with
O(r,) = / 7 () (y)(x, y) dxdy .
T4 xTd
We can rewrite the previous expression as follows:
2
AV O(r) = —nav O, dt - gV(O)(rt)F(ﬂt) dt + %V(O)(r,)Q(zr,) dt+dM©, (34

where we have defined

F(r)y=y—A- % / a(x)r(y)x(x,y)dxdy . 3.5)
TdxTd



Since the “error” term F is centered, in the sense that it has mean zero with respect to the invariant
measure of (r,),5( we do not expect it to contribute over long times. To remove this term from our
analysis, we can correct the functional V' as follows, by defining

V) =vVOwra +nGn)) , LG =F, (3.6)

where L is the generator of the projective process (7,);5(, and we refer to Section 3] below for the
construction and analysis of such G.

To see that we stand to gain something from this perturbation, we proceed by applying the Itd
formula to V. We obtain

dv(r) = (1 + nG(x)) AV O@r,) + v O(r,) dG(x,) + g dVOr), G(n)), . (3.7

Here we have presumed that G(x,) is a semi-martingale, which is indeed the case, as for a continuous
martingale r » M we find via Lemma[3.6]

dG(r) = LG(x)dt + AMP = F(z,)dt + dMF . 3.8)
In particular, we can deduce the identity
VO, Gm), = MO, M), .

To compute this covariation we must first find a convenient representation for the two martingales
involved. While M is easy to compute, the following expression for M can be derived for exam-
ple from the SPDE representation of the projective process (7,);5 given in (3.2), assuming that G is
Fréchet differentiable (see Lemma [3.6)):

dM,(O) = VO /d (X)W (dt, dx) ,
T
dMC = (DG(x,), z, dW — (z, AW, 1)z,) . (3.9

Note that G is a functional G : P — R, and since P is affine, at every point v € P, the tangent space
of P at v is given by the same space

T, = {(p € C(T%) such that / @(x)dx = 0} .
T4

In particular, if G is smooth, then its Fréchet derivative is defined in any direction belonging to T,
and therefore (3.9) is well-defined (once we integrate in time), since z, dW — (x, dW, 1)z, has zero
space average. As for the quadratic covariation, we now have that

d(V O, G(x)), = =V Or) d[{ dW, z,), (dW 7,, DG(x,) — (x,, DG(x,)))]
= -V ) /T opa TR IT) {DG(x)(») ~ (n;, DG(xy))} dxdy
=V Ou DG (x), 7, k * x, — (x, - k * 7, 1)7,)
where k % 7 = /Td k(x, y)z(y) dy. In particular, we observe that the direction

Nm=r-x*xrx—{m-xx*mx )z

10



lies in T,,. Now, by Lemma[3.3]below, we find that

(DG (x), N (1))| < 2[|GlILip(ap) IV @)/ 7|l (3.10)

<2

S 2/|Gllpipeap llc = = (7w - k% 7, 1)l
L 2Gllip@p Ixlleo Uzl 21 + ||7f||il)
<4

G ILipeap 1K Il -

Note that in virtue of the bound of Lemma [3.3] the upper bound does not depend on z. This is not
trivial and is the consequence of a cancellation in the term N (x)/z, as well as of the assumption
k € L*. Overall we have thus obtained

VO, Gm)), <V OUDAIG i 1< lloo - (3.11)
All together, we have therefore proven the following result.

Lemma 3.3 Let V be defined as in (3.6), with G the corrector constructed in Lemmal3. 1 Then the
following differential inequality holds true:

AV (r) < A +1Gx) AV O +nV Q) dG(x) + 2 |Gl ipap 1K |0 VO di .

Remark 3.4 In order to obtain Lemma[3.3| and therefore prove Theorem[3.1] we have used the uni-
form bound 3.10) on the Fréchet derivative of G, which is a consequence of the upcoming Lemmal[3.3]
This seems substantially different from the bound obtained in [15) Corollary 5.11], which estimates
IDG(7)|loo S 1+]||17|lo, and in our setting would lead to the estimate |{ DG(x), N'()}| S 1+||7 ]| o,
which seems to be too weak to close our argument. It is not clear to us how to obtain a similar estimate
without building on Hilbert’s projective metric.

With the upper bound of the previous lemma, we are ready to prove Theorem[3.1]

Proof of Theorem[3_1] proof follows by applying Lemma [3.3] together with (3.4) and (3.8): in the
latter case, the existence of the martingale M ¢ is guaranteed by Lemma[3.3l Altogether, we obtain

dv(r) < { —nAV (r) + gwrt)Q(nt) + 4V OUDIGlLipp 15 Nl oo } dr
+ (1 + 7Gx dM® + VO dME
< {—n/lV(r,) + ”’—;V(rt)nxnm + 42V O GllLipp 161l } dr
+ (1 + 7Gx dM + VO dME .
Now we observe that the last drift term depends on V' © and not on V. At this point, we use that G

is bounded, which is proven in Proposition [5.8] below, so that for 5 such that 24||G||, < 1 we have
(1 +1nG) > 1/2 (here |G|, = sup,ep |G(x)|) and hence for such #:

2
n
dv(r) < {—77/1 + ?”K”oo + SnzllGllLip(dP)”K“oo} V(r,)dt

+ (1 +1G(x) dM® +nvO(r)dMC .
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Finally, for # such that

e . J 2Kl o
’7<”lod=fmm{§{ 2°°+8||G||Lip(dP)||K”oo ,m ) (3.12)

we obtain that

A
dV(r) <= V()i + dM,
where M, is the local martingale
dM, = (1 + nG(x)) dM? + v O(r) dMC .

Now we can deduce that e 2 ’V(r,) is a non-negative local super-martingale. By Fatou’s lemma, given
an arbitrary localising sequence {7, },cn We find

ﬁl . ﬁ[/\f . ”—Al/\‘r
Eszmﬂ=Elme2"V@Mﬂ<hmEF2"VmM)<V%L (3.13)
n—oo n n—oo n
so that the Lyapunov property is proven. In particular, Theorem[3.1]is proven, with
A -
(=5 and  C=(1-nlGle)” 1 +mlGlle) <3,
where to obtain the last inequality we used that
A +nlGl)V () < VO < (A= 7llGllee) ™ V()
by our definition of 7, to replace V' by V@ in (3.13). O

The rest of this section is devoted to proving the differential inequality in Lemma[3.3]

3.2 Fréchet estimates on the corrector

We start by proving an estimate on the Fréchet derivative of functionals on P that are Lipschitz
continuous with respect to Hilbert’s metric dp, which is defined in (5.I). We write Lip(dp) for the
space of Lipschitz continuous functionals on P, cf. (3.3).

Lemma 3.5 For any functional G € Lip(dp), and any n € P and N' € T, it holds that:

fim sup 571Gz + 6N) = G(m)| < 20IG |ip(ap) IN /7o -

Proof. Forany 6 > 0, if § < (min s 7(x)) /||N ||, We have that z + SN € P. Therefore, for
such 6 we have by definition

|G(7 + 6N) = G(m)| < G ILip(ap)dp(7 + 6N, 7) .

Now, from the definition of Hilbert’s distance

dp(r + 6N, ) = maxlog <ﬂ+5'/\/> — minlog <M> .

T V3

Hence as 6 | 0 we obtain

lim 6~ dp(z + 6N, 7) = max N — min N L2N /7l
510 7 z

which is the desired result. O
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Next we recall a result which guarantees that (G(7,));5 is a semi-martingale. The proof of this result
is analogous to [[15 Corollary 5.20], but we provide an easy self-contained proof below for the sake
of completeness.

Lemma 3.6 The functional G : P — R constructed in Lemma [3.7] is Fréchet differentiable and
satisfies

dG(x,) = F(z;)dt + (DG (x;), 7, AW — (z, AW, 1) ;) .

Proof. To establish this result it suffices to prove that G is Fréchet differentiable. To prove that G is
differentiable we use the representation

o D,
G(x) = / E[F@®” )] dt, & 7z=—"0,
0 ! ! 1Dzl 11

with ® the flow defined in (2.2). Now, one can differentiate @fr with respect to the initial datum to
obtain

o5 (o4
(DO (7),n) = U (®,n,1)
! ozl oz,
— (q)prn _ q)prn_) ||<Dt’1||L1
! S ([ 3 2

where the last identity holds assuming without loss of generality that # > O (up to separating n =
ny + 1 —(n_ + 1) where #__ are respectively the positive and negative parts of #, and using linearity
of the derivative). Therefore, combining the synchronisation in Corollary and the spectral gap
estimate in Lemma one obtains that the following integral is convergent, and is the Fréchet
derivative of G:

(DG(z).n) = — /0 /Td k(e )E (DO (), (o) ®] ()(3)] dxdydt .
(T%)

We can bound the term inside the integral by
Il [I9F Il L1 IKDR (). ) 1] < Ikl E [IKDRF () )l 1] -
As for the last term, we can bound through the previous computation

1P, 71l 1

(DD (z), )|l 11 = 1B 5 — @ 7| 11 .
' E ! T

Since n > 0 there exists a c(#, 7) such that 7 < cn. Hence, we can always bound @, < ¢®,x for all
t 2 0. In particular, we deduce that

E [I(DO (). )l 1] SE[IOP - zll0] . VE>0.

Now we can use (3.3)) to obtain that for some ¢ > 0
7]
T T T
E [0 7 — ®xll 1] < E |exp | dpr.) [ = ((D?—l,i> —1
i=1

13



1)
<E ledp(ﬂ,n)dp(n, ) H T (q)fil,:)]

i=1

7]
< e gy (7, n)E [T (nglﬂ < e dp(z, me

where we have used the inequality e — 1 < e*tx for ¢t € [0, 1]. Furthermore, we have written (Dfrt
for the flow of the projective dynamic and z(A) for the contraction constant with respect to Hilbert’s
distance of a linear operator acting on projective space, see Theorem[5.1l This proves the desired
result. O

4 Proof of the main result: the linearisation step

In this section we complete the proof of Theorem 2.4] bringing together all the elements of our
analysis. In particular, the focus of this section lies in the linearisation step, meaning that we reduce
the analysis of (I.I)) to that of the linearised equation (Z.1), which was already analysed in Section[3]

We split the proof of Theorem2.4linto two cases: first we treat a “partially linear” case, in which
we assume o(u) = u. This case is less technical, and allows us to introduce the strategy of the
proof through a suitable linearisation. We then treat the general nonlinear case, which requires a
few additional technical tweaks, in terms of suitable stopping times and cut-offs, to obtain the final
result. In particular, in the fully nonlinear case, we must deal with potential blow-up appearing in
the linearisation, due to the possible irregularity of the initial condition. Where possible, we avoid
repetitions.

Our approach to link the analysis of with that of the nonlinear equation is to construct
a process ¢ — w, with the property that

w;, Su, Vi>0,

which we build by following the flow @ associated to (2.1), defined in (2.2)), up to certain stopping
times. More precisely, we will define suitable stopping times

O=ry<r <<, <..., 7,1 o0,

such that w;, ~ @ [w_]forallt € [7;,7;;;). The definition of the stopping times and how we
change w at these stopping times will be described in the next sections. Since the construction of the
stopping times is simpler in the partially linear case o(u) = u, we start in that setting.

4.1 The partially linear case

If o is linear, that is o(u) = u, then we can construct a process (w,)( with the properties described
above by using a comparison principle. Indeed, because f € C! and f(0) = 0, there exists a &, such
that

fw) > (f,(O)—§>u, Vu € [0, €] . @.1)

We will consider ¢ fixed henceforth. Since we are interested only in the behaviour of (L) near
u = 0, we introduce a cut-off process ¢ — w,, which is comparable to the linearisation (2.2) and
bounds the solution ¢ — u, from below:

0w, <u,, and |wll,<g, Vi=0.

14



The process w; will be discontinuous (in time), at certain stopping times, after which it will follow
a dampened versions of the flow in (2.2). Here, to deal with the non-linearity we allow ourselves a
small “wiggling room” by defining

A
g, =2V, 4.2)

so that = is again the flow of a linear SPDE of the type (2.2)), only with y = f/(0) — A/2. This will
not be an issue, because E has Lyapunov exponent 4/2, which is still positive. To be precise, let us
introduce the cut-off operator

T o(x) = min{p(x).e} , Vo € C(T%;[0,00)) andfor e<g¢,. 4.3)

Note that 7 depends on the parameter € € (0, £;), but we will omit such dependence to keep the
notation clean. We will highlight when this dependence is important.

Definition 4.1 (Piecewise linearised process) Foranyt > 0ande € (0, gy) (with €y as in @.1) let
us define, for E the flow associated to 2.2) and any w € C(T¢;[0, o))

(s, w) =inf{t > s : [|E; [w]ll, 20} A(s+1).
Next we define iteratively for all i € N:
79=0, T = 7(7;, Twr,») s w, = ET‘_,,[TwTi] s vt € [1;,741) -
In particular, by comparison, the process w; that we have constructed satisfies the following:
lw o < €o s w, <uy, Vt>0.

We are now ready to prove Theorem[2.4]in the case 6(u) = u, building on results which are stated in
the upcoming sections.

Proof of Theorem[24lin the linear case o(u) = u . The proof of Theorem2.4follows if we can prove
that there exist #, {, Cy, C, > 0 such that:

-n
E [( min w(t, x)>
xeTd

where w, is defined as in Definition B.1] with w, = Tu,. To see that this implies Theorem [2.4] we
use that by construction w;, < u,, so that as a consequence of the previous estimate

-n
< Ce <min w(0, x)) +C,,  Vt20, 4.4
xeTd

-n -n
E [(min ut, x)> ] < Cpe® (min w(0, x)> +GC,,
xeTd xeTd

and in addition that at time ¢ = 0 we can bound min, e 4y(x) <, min e wy(x). Now, to obtain
we use the sequence of stopping times {7;},cn as in Definition Our aim is to establish
the Lyapunov property for the process at the stopping times 7;, and then build on this to obtain the
Lyapunov property for the process at deterministic times. This is achieved by applying Lemmal[4. 14
Here the key point is that to obtain the Lyapunov property we must balance the contraction constant
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¢ € (0,1) appearing in the discretised problem with certain error terms. More precisely, as a con-
sequence of Proposition 4.2l and Proposition[4.3] we obtain that for some ¢ € (0, 1), C,, C5 € (0, c0)
and > O (up to replacing the # in Proposition 4.2 with 2#):

=21 =21
E, || min w(z;,x) < ¢ ( min w(r;, x) +C,,
! x€Td x€Td

=21 =27
E, sup min w(s, x) < C3 | min w(r;, x) .
! ri<s<f‘-+1 xer xer

Then we are in the setting of Lemmai4.14} and follows if we can prove the following estimates
for some ¢, > 0:

1
Y P, €17, 741)2 <0, 4.5)
ieN
~ . 1
Y C3é'P(t, €1, 7))2 < 1, (4.6)

ieN

since this would imply that for some ¢ € (0,1)and C > 0

-1 -1
E [(min w(t*,x)> ] Lc <min w(0, x)> +C,
xeTd xeTd

which in turn implies @.4).
Let us first concentrate on proving the second estimate (£.6). To achieve this, we must choose
appropriately the parameters t,n and €. As for the constant C; we use that by Proposition B3] we

obtain an upper bound on Cj that is uniformin €, and n € (0, ) for some #, > 0. Namely, we have
that (independently of € > 0)

C3(€, t) < eat 5

for some constant « > 0. In addition, if we choose & appropriately, we obtain an upper bound on ¢
that is uniform over #. Namely, by Proposition[4.2] up to choosing a potentially smaller 7, > 0, we
find that for any t > 1 there exists an £(t) € (0, gy) such that

&t,n, e(t) < Cy(np)e ™",

for some ¢ > 0 independent of all other parameters. Therefore, choose t > 1 sufficiently large and
£(t) > O sufficiently small for the above estimates to hold. Then, if 1, = (n+ 1)t, for some n € N to
be fixed later one, we find that by construction P(¢, < 7,,) = 0 and hence

~ 1 ~
Y C3e'Pt, € [1,,71))2 < ) Csé
ieN izn

< Gyt n, () ——

1 —clt,n. &(t)
< Eeat—ng“nt ,

for some constant C > 0. It follows that if n is chosen sufficiently large, then Ce®="¢t < 1 ag
desired.
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At this point all the parameters of the problem have been fixed and we are left with checking (4.3).
This is a consequence of Lemmal[6.6] based on the uniform estimate on the linear flow = obtained in
Lemmal6.3] together with the same arguments as in the proof of [17, Lemma 5.2]. Indeed, Lemmal6.6]
guarantees that the stopping times do not kick in too quickly, so that eventually

P(1, € [1;,7,4,) Sce ™,

for some constants ¢, ¢ which depend on all the parameters of the problem. This concludes the proof
of the result. O

4.2 The discrete Lyapunov property in the partially linear case

In this subsection we collect a number of supporting statements that are required for the proof of
Theorem[2.4]in the partially linear case o(u) = u. We start with a discrete Lyapunov property of the
process (w,);so. evaluated at the stopping times {z;};cy from Definition 4.1l

Proposition 4.2 In the setting of Theorem[2.4) there exist {, 1y > 0 such that the followzng holds. For

any t > 1 there exists an €(t) € (0, gy) and a constant C1(’70) (independent of €) and Cz(t £,1y) >0
such that for all i € N and n € (0, )

-n

-n
E, [(min w(t;y s x)> ] < C(npe ™! <min w(r,-,x)) + Cy(t, €, 1) -
! xeTd xeTd

Proof. Recall that w is cadlag, with possible jumps at the stopping times z;. Therefore, we start by
bounding the jump at time 7, ;, where

W(T[+1, X) = TLU(TH_I_, X) .

Therefore

-1 -1
min w(z;,, x) < min  w(t;q,x) +e"
xeT4 X1 w(ry),X)<E

-1
< || min w(r - x) | +& 1.
xeT4

In particular, we have obtained the bound:

-1 -1
E., [<;1€l}[‘l}l w(r,-+1,x)> ] <E, [(;161}31 w(r[+1—,x)> ] +e7". 4.7

Now we will prove the result by obtaining a suitable upper bound to the right hand-side of @.7). To
do so, we distinguish between the events

T =1 +t, and T <7+t

The event t; | = 7; + t. Here we prove that there exists a { > 0 such that

-n
< Ci(pp)e*! (min w(f,-,x)> . (4.8)
xeTd

-n
[Ez',- [<)£I€11Tn w(TH—l x)> 1{1',-+1=r,-+t}
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Indeed, since

-n -n
[ET,- |:<;1€11TI}I w(7i+1_’x)> l{r,-+1=‘r,-+t}:| < [E‘r,- |:<;1€11TI}I E‘T,-,T,-+t[w(7i")](x)> ] B

we can apply Proposition[4.4] (which is the analogue of Theorem[2.4]for linear equations). Note that
the proposition is stated for @, but applies analogously to the flow Z defined in (.2), since the latter
still has a positive Lyapunov exponent. Further observe that we can apply Proposition [£.4] provided

we choose t > 1, to obtain
-n
< Cnp)e ¢t < / w(t;, x) dx)
Td

-n
< Cng)e ¢t <min w(r,-,x)> ,
xeTd

-1
[E‘r,- [<;I€11TI} w(Ti+1_’x)> 1{‘L',-+1=‘L',-+t}

where the constant C(#,) appearing on the right-hand side is independent of £. Hence, (@.8)) holds
with Cy(ry) = C(#).
The event t; | < 1; + t. Here we use Cauchy—Schwarz to bound

E

T

-n
<;1€nTr}1 w(Ti+1_’x)> 1{Ti+1<r,-+t}]

—2n 2 1
< [E‘r,- l(m%% w(Ti+1_’ X)) 1{Ti+1<Ti+t}] [FDT,-(T[+1 <7+ t)i

xXe

Then we will prove the following two facts. First, we will show that we can choose (1) € (0, gy)
sufficiently small such that
P, (tiy <7+ 1) <e ™t 4.9)

Second, we show that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

-2 2 -
E., [(;161}& w(r[+1—,x)> 1{r,-+1<r,-+t}] <C <;1€1P1rr‘11 w(r,»,x)> . (4.10)
As for (4.10), it suffices to show that for any 7 > 0
-1
E,, [(J{Iel}rr}{ B, e, [w](x)> N | SCO). Vot minw(x) > 1. @.11)

Since E is the flow to a linear equation, we can represent it through an integral kernel:

g, [w] = / K, (x, yyw(y)dy .
Td

Then if min, e w(x) > 1 we can write

neliTI}l B rlwl(x) = neliTg / K G )w(y) dy
X x T

Z IIGI}FI} /d K. i, ) dy =cg(r,7,+) >0,
x T
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where we have defined
cx(s,t) = min / K (x,y)dy.
x€Td Jpa 7

Then by Lemma [6.3] (once more, the lemma is stated for @ but holds analogously for E) we know
that for #, sufficiently small and all # < #,

E, [ sup cx(t, 7, + 07| < Cn) .

" logigt

Therefore it makes sense to further decompose the current case 7;,; < 7; + 1 into the two different
cases 7,1 < 7;+1and 7, € [1;+1, 7;+1). In the first case we find for any w with min, g« w(x) > 1

_27’
E, [(minZE, . [wlx)dx) 1 4| SE. | sup cxlzz+07| <C).
T \xeTd P e "okt

To conclude the proof of (£.I1) we have now reduced ourselves to finding an upper bound for any w
with min, e w(x) > 1:

xXe

-2
[ET,- [( m}[‘rzll E‘r,-,‘r,-_,_l [LU](X) dx) 1[Ti+1,ri+t)(ri+1)] .

In this case we can use the second statement of Proposition[4.4], to obtain for some constant C(y) > 0
(which is uniform over t and €):

2 -n
E, l(min By, [W](X) dx> 1[T+1’T'+t)(7i+1)‘| < C(np) </ w(x) dx> < C(np) »
i XGTd it i i Td

since min, .1« w(x) > 1. Therefore, the proof is complete if we show that (4.9) holds true. This in
turn is a simple consequence of the upper bound from Lemma [6.5] (with ||w||, < €), by choosing
£(t) sufficiently small. O

The next ingredient in the proof of Theorem[2.4]is the following uniform estimate.

Proposition 4.3 There exists an ng > 0 such that the following bounds are uniform over all n €
(0,n9), allt > 0 and all i € N, for some constants C,c > 0:

- -
E. sup <mir}1 w(t, x)> < et <mir}1 w(r,-,x)) .
7;<t<r;y; \X€T xeT

Proof. Without loss of generality, we may assume that 7; = 0. Then observe that forany 0 < s < ¢

min 2, [w](x) > <min /T Ky(x9) dy) <£2¥5 Eo,s[w](x)> = cx(s.1) <;r€nTg Eo,s[w](x)> :

xeTd

for all w > 0, and where K , is the integral kernel associated to the flow Z; in (#.2) and

cK(s,t)=min/ K (x,y)dy.
x€Td J1d ’
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Iterating this bound |t]| + 1 times we obtain that if in addition min, s w(x) > 1 (which we can
assume without loss of generality):

-1 7]
sup <min w(t, x)> < H sup cx(i, i+,
ogrst \x€T¢ i—0 0s1<1

where we used that since cg (i, i) = 1 each of the terms in the product is greater than 1. Furthermore,
any two cg (i, i + s), cx(j, j + s) are independent for i # j and s € [0, 1]. Therefore we obtain

-n [t]
E| sup ( min w(t,x)) < [E[su e i+ el
Lstsprl <xer h ,11 o<t£1 K S

by Lemmal[6.3] for some ¢ > 0, provided that # < 7, for some suitably small 7, > 0. This proves the
result (recall that we we have assumed min,cpe w(x) > 1).
O

Recalling that the flow Z solve (2.2) with y = f’(0) we obtain the following result for the linear flow

(=)
—.

Proposition 4.4 Let E be the flow defined in (4.2). Under the assumption of Theorem[2.4 there exist
deterministic constants ny(y),{(y) > 0 such that for all n € (0,ny), any stopping time t, and any
F,-adapted w € C(T?) we have for some C(n) > 0

e
E, [(min =, T+,[w](x)> ] ! < C(r]o)e_g’/ w(x)dx , Vi>1.
xeTd 7’ Td

Proof. This result follows from Theorem[3.1] Indeed, we have that for any 7,1 > 0

-n
[E‘r |:<;I€nTr}1 E“r,‘r+t[w](x)> ]

—2n
S E, l(/ E, rp[w](x) dx> ]

where for s < 7 the projective flow 7, is defined as

=

-
e
E, l( min 7r”+t[w](x)> ] , (4.12)

-1
7 [wl(x) = B [[w](x) </Td B [[wl(x) dX> .

Now, if K, is the kernel associated to E ;, so that E ;[w](x) = f1a K, ,(x, y)w(y) dy. Then

-1
min 7 [w](x) > ( min KS,(x,y)> </ w(y)dy> </ B, [wlx) dx) .
xeTd 7 x,yeTd 7 Td ™
In addition
-1 -1 -1
</ By [wl(x) dX> 2 < max K (x, y)) </ w(y) dy) )
Td x,y€T? Td
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so that we obtain

-1
min 7, [w](x) > | min K_,(x, max K_.(x, .
xeTd Sit (x) 2 <x,y€Td S’t( y)> (x,yeT‘l S’t( Y)

Note that this lower bound is uniform over the initial condition. Therefore, using that # > 1 and with
fo € (0,1) as in Lemmal6.3 we find that with ¢ = 7 + 7 — 1,

-2 -2n
[Er l(;g%}, 7TT’T+,[LU](X)> ] = [Er [(g};}l 7[6,6+t0 [ﬂr,a[w]](x)> ]

2n —2n
<E; l( min K; ;. (x, y)> < ma%d K 41, (X y)> ]

x,yeTd X, Y€
< Cnp) -

Instead, for the first term in (£.12)) we have via Theorem[3.Tlthat (provided 5y(y) and {(y) are chosen
appropriately small):

—-2n -2n
E. l(/ E‘T,r+t[w](x) dx) ] < Ce™ ¢t </ w(x) dx) .
Td Td

As usual, we remark that Theorem [3.1] applies to the flow @, but also to the flow E, since the latter
still admits a positive Lyapunov exponent. This completes the proof of the desired result. O

4.3 The fully nonlinear case

The crucial difference between the linear o case and the fully nonlinear case, is that we can not use
a maximum principle to compare the solution to the linearised process to the original equation - at
least not in the simple way we did previously. Instead we must consider a slightly more involved
linearisation argument, which requires the introduction of several auxiliary stopping times. Overall
though, the strategy remains unchanged.

We start by considering ¥ be the nonlinear flow associated to (I.I), so that (¢, x) — W, [u](x) is
the solution to (I.I)) with initial condition u € C(T%;[0, o)) at time s > 0. Then, let us introduce
the following stopping times, where £;,6 € (0,1),0 € (0,1/2) and M > 1 are parameters that we
will fix later on:

(s, u) =inf{r>s : ||¥;,[ulll, = €1},
X (swy=inf {125 1 [1X, [ul = Y, lle + (= )CIUVX 1] = Y Dl 2 6} 5 (4.13)
(s, =inf {r>s: |V lle =M} .
Here the processes X [u] and Y . are respectively the solutions to
S (¥ [ul) d o(W [ul)

t+
‘Ps,t[u] ‘Ps,t[u]
dY,, = AY,, dr + f'(0)dr + dW, , Y. =0.

dXSJ[u] = AXs,t[u] dr + dVV[ s Xs,s =0,

4.14)

S,

Recall that by Assumption 2.1} ¢’(0) = 1. Furthermore, let us observe that we have introduced a
parameter ¢, which describes a potential blow-up of the difference X [u] - Y, attime ¢ = 5. This is
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a technical necessity which is the consequence of the fact that we do not assume that u is smooth, but
only ask that it is bounded in L*. Therefore, we require some degree of regularisation from the heat
semigroup to obtain smoothness of X [u], see Lemma[d.9] The parameter ¢ can be chosen arbitrarily
small.

Finally, let 7'°(s, u) be the smallest of all the stopping times in (£.13), up to a deterministic
threshold s + t, where t > 0 is an additional parameter that will be fixed later on:

s, uw) = (s, u) ATX (s, u) ATV (s, u) A (s + 1) . (4.15)

The motivation for this definition is that we can rewrite the flows associated to the nonlinear equation
(L.I) and to the linearised equation (2.2)) as follows:

P ful = XY ], @ [w] = VD [w], (4.16)

st

where ¥ solves the following equation with k. (x) = k(x, x), with k the correlation function in
Assumption2.T}

_ _ _ ¥ [u])?—
0, — MY, [u] = 2V¥, [u] - VX [u] + ¥, [ul VX, [u]|* - L qu [u]

tr 2 s,t ’
27 ¥ L] (4.17)
‘Ps,s [u] =u,
and similarly ® solves the equation:
— — — 1 — —
0, —A)D;, =2VD , - VY, + <I>S’t|VYS,,|2 - Ezctrtbs,, , D [ul=u. (4.18)

Here the terms involving k. arise from the quadratic variation terms in Itd’s formula, see the deriva-
tion of (6.3). In the present setting, we can lower bound the evolution of the non-linear equation
through that of the linear flow ®, as follows.

Lemma 4.5 There exists a (deterministic) constant C > 1, and for everyt > 1 there exists a constant
£,(t) € (0, 1), such that for all parameters 6 € (0,1), M > 1 satisfying

5eCtMT <1, £, €(0,5,(1), (4.19)

the following holds. Forall0 < s < oo and u € C(T%; [0, 0)):

%@S’,[u] , Vs <t <7, u) .

‘Ps’t[u] 2
Proof. We start by observing that since || X, [u] — Y |l < 6 for z < 7'°(s,u), we immediately
deduce that exp(X,[u]) = exp(Y,, — 6). Therefore, in view of (4.16), if we show that @S’,[u] >
f-@s,,[u] for s < t < 7'°U(s, u), we deduce the desired result, provided that e=%3/4 > 1/2. To prove

this estimate, we rewrite @[u] through the fundamental solution I ¥ to @17 and similarly a[u]
through the fundamental solution I'® to (#.I8). Namely, for any y € T? let I'? solve

1 U(Tst[u])z V]
@, —ArY =2vr? . vX_ (u] +TY VX, [u]]? - 2k, ———T7 ,
t s,t st S,t s,t .t 2 tr ‘Pi, [u] st (420)

Y (x,0)=6,(x),
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so that @S’,[u] = /Td r ;Pt(x, »u(y) dy. Note that this notation can be slightly misleading, because rY
depends itself on u and on W[u]. On the other hand, we now use the fact that when u is close to the
origin, then the dynamics of I'* are close to those of I'®, where I'® solves for any y € T¢

o _ @ ® 2 1 @
(0, - A)Fs,t = ZVF” VY, + FS,tWYS,,l - Erctrl“s’t , @21
@ _
r® (x,y) = 6,(x) .
Indeed, we will prove that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that
Loy zdi(xy, VoyeT!, s<i<t(su).

To obtain this bound, first of all, we consider the multiplicative terms in (4.20), and then the drift
terms. Since ¢ € C! with ¢’(0) = 1 we have that for r < 7'°'(s, u) and any €’ € (0, 1)

o (¥, [u])

VX [l = VY Pl < 8= )M + 61— 5)70) , .
‘Ps,z[“]

1-

[Se]

where the last inequality follows from the continuous differentiability of &, provided thate; = £,(¢")
is chosen sufficiently small, depending on &’. Since

(0 — AT}, =2VIY - VX [l + T VY, 2+ T3, [IVX L) = VY, ]

o(¥,[ul)?
_ % Ky ( 2” L %KHFEI,
‘I’S’t[u]

we have by comparison that

TY, > exp (=1 =)' 726" M — (1 = 9)' 7026 M — (1 = 5)(lIxe o€ /2)) T,
> exp(=3t'705M — t||x|| &' /2T

st

where T is the solution to

~ ~ ~ 1 ~ ~
0, — A)F‘S‘j, = ZVF\SI:, VX [u] + Fjj,wYSJP -~k ¥ Fjjs(x, V=6,(x). (4.22)

2 tre g

Note that Lemmal6.4] provides upper and lower bounds on the fundamental solution of the equation
(0,— Ay, =2VI',- VY, , where Y solves the linear SPDE (6.2). These bounds can easily extended
to the fundamental solutions I'® respectively I'? arising above. Now, if we could replace in
the drift VX [u] with VY, we would have obtained the fundamental solution I'® associated to ®.

Comparing the fundamental solution 'Y and I'® is slightly more involved than the treatment of the
multiplicative term. Namely, we must apply the parametrix method to obtain the required lower
bound. ~

Parametrix applied to T'Y. Let us write £ for the time- and space-inhomogeneous operator

L=0,-A-2(VY,) VY, |* +K,/2.

Then '® is a solution to £I'® = 0, while I'* is a solution to LT'¥ = b-VT'¥, where b, = 2(VX , ,[u] -
VY, ) satisfies that || b ||, < 26(¢—s)7°. This is exactly the setting of the parametrix method, which
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aims to treat I'¥ as a perturbation (in & or for short times) of the equation for I'®. For example, in
first approximation, I'* can be represented as follows (from now on let us fix s = 0 without loss of
generality and write Ffp = Fg’ . and similarly for all other kernels):

t
VeV =r® 4+ @®%b5-vI?%,, TI®xoex) = / 2 (x, )o(r, ) drdy .
)

Now, £I'D = p. VI'D — p. V(I® % b - VI'®), so that formally T'¥ = I'D + @(62). We can proceed
with this expansion at will, and eventually, formally, represent

TY (6,0 =T, ) + Y % BN, (x) (4.23)
k=1

where

ED(s,2) = b(s, 2) - V.TQ (2. 9)

BW(s,2) = b(s,2)- V,(OP % BV D)(s,2),  Vk22.
To prove that @.23)) is not only a formal identity, we must show that the series converges. Here
we use the heat kernel estimates in Lemma [6.4] which rely themselves on the parametrix method:

our aim is to obtain a good bound for the ratio |E§,k)(s, z)|/|1"g°s(z, »)|. Since ||VY; < M for

s <t < 19s,u) < s +t, we find by the second estimate in Lemma [6.4] applied to I'® for some
C, ¢ > 0 that are allowed to depend on ||k ||:

illeo

s 1
IEW(s, 2)] < Cllbg e M / / (s =) 2p(e(s = 1),z = V)IEFV(r 0)| dvdr .
0 J1d

If we apply this estimate to k = 1, with the convention E(yo)(s, z) = 6,(2)0¢(s), we obtain, since
165l < 26579, that

1
IED(s, 2)] < C28eXCM 57073 p(es, z — y)
1
< 2021 §eMCM? 30 Fg)S(Z, .,

where the last line follows from the first bound in Lemmal6.4] Iterating this bound, we obtain that,
up to modifying the value of the constant C > 0

CéeCtM2 k
1505, ) < L2 L k2-0r-1p0

(z,5) .
V! ’

For the derivation of this upper bound, we refer to the proof of Lemma where an analogous
calculation is performed. Hence the identity (4.23) holds true and it immediately follows that if

5eCtM? < 1 is sufficiently small (which we can rephrase as choosing the constant C > 1 sufficiently
large), then we obtain Fg . > %Fg’ . for all < 7'°%(0, u). Hence for such choice of parameters we have
proven that

4 . 3
FO‘PJ > 5 Xp (=3t'706 M — t||x]l,€"/2) F(?,, 2 ngt :

were the last inequality follows provided that we can choose ¢ sufficiently small depending on M,
and &’ € (0, 1) sufficiently small as well (leading to our choice of €;). The result is proven. O
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Now, similarly to the case o(u) = u, we have proven that while none of the above stopping times kick
in, we can control the process ¥ ,[u] through its linearisation at zero. As soon as one of the stopping
times kick in, we start over. This motivates the following definition, compare with Definition E.11

Definition 4.6 For any s > 0 and t > 1 fix any parameters M > 1,6,&; € (0, 1) satisfying (@.19)
and any € € (0,€,). Then let us define

9%, ) = (s, u) ATX (s, u) ATV (s, u) A (s + 1) .

Furthermore, set iteratively for all i € N:

=0, T =7 (Tw TET,._> ’ u = ‘Pr,-,t[TET,.] , Vit € [7;,7Tip1) -

As before, recall @3), the cut-off operator T is given by
T (x) = min{¢p(x),e}, Vo€ C(Td; [0,00)) andfor e<eg;.
In particular, by comparison, the process u, that we have constructed satisfies the following:
lulle <er»  uw<u, V0.
Finally define

Wy =14, wy = q)r,-,t[ﬂfi

1, vVt € [1;,7;41) -
Then, since we have assumed the parameters to satisfy (4.19), from Lemma (&.3) we obtain that

U zu > %w,for all0 <t < °0,u) < t.

Let us observe that the exact value of the parameters will be chosen through Corollary and
Proposition.11] In particular, Proposition.1Tlwill determine the value of t > 1, and Corollary.10]
fixes all other parameters in such a way that a number of rest terms and error estimates are suitably
small. We are now ready to prove Theorem[2Z.4lin full generality, building on results which are stated
and proven in the upcoming sections.

Proof of Theorem[2.4] First of all, it suffices to consider the process (u Dizo constructed in Defini-
tion[4.6]and show that, similarly to (@.4)) there exist #, ¢, C;, C, > 0 such that

-n

-n
E [<min u(t, x)> ] < Ce <min u(0, x)> +C,, Vt20. (4.24)
xeTd ~ xeTd ~

Namely, by Proposition [£.11] and Lemma we infer that for any t, M > 1 sufficiently large,
6 € (0, 1) sufficiently small satisfying @.19) and £, = £,(5) as in Lemma[4.5] there exist constants
c € (0,1),C, > 0 such that

-n
E, K;IEHTI; Uity x)>

Furthermore there exists a constant C3 > 0 such that for all i € N we have

-n -n
E, sup min u(t, x) < C3 | min u(z;, x) .
" i<y \x€T9™ x€T4 ™
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Now let us apply Lemma Then, as in the proof of the linear case o (1) = u, our result follows if
we can show that for some ¢, > O:

1
2 P(t, € [7,,7,41)2 <0, (4.25)
ieN
. 1
2 Ce'P(t, € [, 10 ))2 < 1, (4.26)

ieN

for the stopping times {7, };y introduced in Definition .6l To this aim we must choose appropriately
the time horizon t as well as the parameters M, 6 and €, € appearing in the construction of the
stopping times (£.37).

First of all, let us choose n = 5, were the latter is as in Proposition .11l Next, let us fix a time
horizon t > 1 such that

Ci(me~ ™ < 1/2,

where C;(n) is again as in Proposition Finally, fix M(t),5(t, M), e,(t, M, 8),e(t, M, 5, €,)
in function of t once more as provided in Proposition Note that the choice of parameters is
the same as in Corollary .10} so in particular (@.19) is verified, and we are indeed in the setting of
Definition[4.6l Before proceeding, we observe that by Propositiond. 1] the constant ¢ > 0 appearing
in (@.26) is bounded from above by C; (17)e~¢". In particular, by our choice of t, we have that ¢ < 1/2.

Now we are ready to verify (£.26). To this aim we note that by Lemma[4.13] we obtain a constant
C; > 0 which is bounded by C; < e? for some constant a > 0, uniformly in all the parameters
fixed above. Next, let us fix t, = (n + 1)t, for some n € N to be fixed below. Then we have by the
construction of the stopping times in Definition (.6) that P(z, < z,) = 0 and hence

. 1 .
Y CyeiP(, €[5, 7141)7 < Y, Cae! < 27" < Kttt

ieN i>n

for some constant K,b > 0. Now we choose n sufficiently large, depending on (,#,t, such that
Ke™="b < | as required in (@.26).
To conclude the proof, we only have to check (#.23). This is a consequence of the estimate

P, (r <7 +b <e™,

which in turn is a consequence of Corollary[d.10|(again, recall that we have fixed all parameters but t
as prescribed in that corollary). With the previous bound the summability of the series follows along
the same arguments of the proof of [[17, Lemma 5.2]. The proof is complete. O

4.4 The discrete Lyapunov property in the fully nonlinear case

In this subsection, we collect a number of supporting result that are required in the proof of Theo-
rem[2.4]in the fully non-linear case. Some of the proofs of these statements follow along the same
lines of the proofs in Section[d.2l When this is the case, we avoid repeating similar arguments.

We start by proving an upper bound for the nonlinear flow ¥[u] for u € C(T%;[0, o)), up to
the stopping time 7*°'(s, u) appearing in Definition This bound is similar to the one derived in
Lemmal6.3] for the linear flow @.
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Lemma 4.7 For every t, M > 1, there exists a deterministic constant C(M,t) > 0 such that uni-
formly over every u € C(T¢;[0, o)) the following estimate holds:

sup 1P, [ulllee < C(M, D]lull -

SKtL(sHATX (s,u)ATY (s5,u)

Proof. Using the definition of 7% (s, u) and the decomposition ¥ = eX ¥ from [@16), we obtain the
following estimate

¥, [ulll oo < el XorlMleo W L]l < P Mslloo W [ull] o < M [ullls (4.27)

forall s <t < (s +1t)A¥X(s,u) A ¥ (s,u). To simplify the notation, let us write 7 for the stopping
time
T=G+H)ATX(u) AT (5,u).

In order to derive an upper bound for ¥ we compare the fundamental solution I'Y of @.20) with the
fundamental solution 'Y of

0, — A)FSYJ = 2vr§ VY + FfJWYS,,lz,
Ty (x,9) = 6,(x) .

Observing that
(0, — AT, =2VI{ - VX [ul + T3 VY, >+ T3 VX [u]]® = VY, ]
1 O’(‘Ps’t[u])z \P
— 5K 2 N
2 lI‘S’t[u] s

we have by Lemma for s < t < 7, dropping the trace term because it is negative and since
VX2 = |VY[> <8t — 5)7°(M + 5(t — s)=°) for s < 1 < 7, that

I} (x, ) < exp@M(t — ) O (x, y),
where I" is the fundamental solution of
(0, — M, =2VE, - VX, [ul + T, |VY, |*
By the parametrix method, similarly to Lemmal4.3] one can compare the two fundamental solutions
" and T'Y and show that there exists a constant C(t, M) > 0 such that [" ;(x, y) < CFSYJ(x, y) for

all x,y € T? and s < t < 7. More precisely, one considers the operator L= o, — A =2(VY,) -

V — |VY,,|? and obtains that T is a solution to LI = 0, while " is a solution to LT = b - VI for
b=2(VX,, [u] — VY,) which is the setting of the parametrix method described in Lemma4.3l For
s<t<T

I (x,y) S Clt, ML (x, y) Vx,y e T? ,
where I is the fundamental solution of (6.6) and the inequality holds up to potentially increasing the

value of the constant C(M, t). Moreover, by (6.3) we can bound I through the kernel K associated
to the linear flow @ as follows

It ll o (t—s)
)

Ly (x, ) < K 4(x, y)elsallsst 5 Vx,y € T,
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Therefore, we have for s < ¢ < 7 that overall, again up to increasing the value of C(t, M):

Y (x, ») < Ct, MK, (x, ) .

Foru € C(T%; [0, o)) we recall that@s’t[u] = [pa T G, pu(y) dyand @ [u] = [1q K, (x, y)u(y) dy.
Since F;Pt(x, y)>0Vx,y € T4, the previous estimate further leads to

I, [u]ll < CCt M)|D,,[ulll .-
Next, from @27) we deduce that for s < < 7 we have for u € C(T?; [0, o)) that
IW [ulll o < CU, M)|| D, [u]ll

and now we can use Lemmal6.3to bound ||®, ,[u]]|, for u € C(T%; [0, o)) through

sup_ [, [ullls < exp (I, lloo + HIVY I ) el o

s<I<T

In conclusion, up to once more increasing the value of the constant C > 0, we have proven that
uniformly over u € C(T?; [0, o0)) we can bound

sup [|¥y [ullle < Ct, M)||ullg,.

s<I<T
Hence the result is proven. O

The next set of results guarantee that the stopping times introduced in (4.13) and used in Definition4.6]
do not kick in too quickly. We start by proving that with high probability the stopping time 7Y (s, u)
does not kick in before t . This immediately follows choosing M > 1 large enough.

Lemma 4.8 Foranyt > 1 there exists an M(t) > 1 such that
P(eY(s,u) < s +1) < %e_t.

Proof. The statement follows by choosing M > 1 sufficiently large by Markov’s inequality, in view

of the fact that E [”Y”iwqo t]-cl(Td))] < oo as established in Lemmal6.1] O

An analogous statement holds for the stopping time 7% (s, u) provided that the parameters &,,5 €
(0, 1) are chosen appropriately.

Lemma 4.9 Fixany o € (0, 1/4) and consider the stopping times defined in @13) (with t* depend-
ing on the parameter ¢). Forany t, M > 1 and 6 € (0, 1), there exists an £,(t, M, 6) € (0, 1) such
that for all u € C(T9; (0, 0))

P (t¥(s,u) < (s + ) A(s,u) A7V (s,0)) < %e‘t.

Proof. We derive an estimate for the difference between X and Y. As usual, we assume without loss
of generality that s = 0. By Duhamel’s formula we find that for y = f/(0)

t
vy [ B oW,
0
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and similarly for X [u]:

r ¥ ' ¥
X, [u] = /0 PEASCELDNN /0 p. TFoslD aw,.

t—s ‘P()’S[u] t—s ‘P()’S[u]
Therefore
! S (¥ lul) ! o(Wos[ul)
X [ul -Y, —/0 P <W - 7> ds+/0 P_ <W - 1> dw;. (4.28)

Now, since both f and ¢ are C! and f/(0) = y,6'(0) = 1, for any £ € (0, 1) there exists an
€,(e") € (0,1) such that if u > 0 and ||u||, < &, then

H S (u)
y - L2

u

0
u

N

<é and ‘

o] (e8]

Therefore, we can estimate the first term in (4.28)) deterministically via Schauder estimates:
! J (¥ [u) !
/E_S<L—y> ds 5/\/t—se/ds§ te/<é,
0 ‘PO,s[u] cl 0

2
1
where the last inequality follows provided that &’ < C6t72. As for the second term in (£28), to
simplify the notation let us write

O-(lPO,sAT(O,u) [u]) _

Hs = 1,

‘PO,S/\T(O,LI) [u]

so that ||u,||,, < € forall s > 0. Then it suffices to prove that for an appropriate choice of &’

t
P( sup /Pt_sudes
o<t 0

Now, to treat the stochastic convolution appearing in this bound, we use the classical “factorisation
method”, see for example [9]. Namely, for any @ € (0, 1) we can rewrite, for some constant ¢, > 0

i i s
/ P_ oy, dW, = ca/ (t—9)"'P_, </ (s—r)%P_,.u, dVVr> ds .
0 0 0

Since bounding the L* norm of the convolution is simpler, we restrict to estimating its gradient, in
order to obtain a bound in C'. In particular, for any § € (0,2a) and p > 1, and for W PP the frac-
tional Sobolev space with regularity parameter f and integrability parameter p, we have by Schauder
estimates, forany i € {1,...,d}:

! I
S / (-5 27"
wh-p 0

In particular, upon taking expectations and using the BDG inequality for the last stochastic convolu-
tion integral, we can estimate

! i
S/(I—S)a_f_ E
Wh-p 0
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2

cl

s
axi / Ch r)_aPs—r:ur dVVr ds.
0

t
2 /0 Py W,

Lr

t N
E ax,- / Pt—s:us dVVs ax,- / (s— r)_aPs—r:ur dVVr ds
0 0 Le




1
! 8 P N\p
5/(:—@""5‘1 <[E > ds
0 Ly
1
t 5 2 2
5/(:—@""5‘1 E ds .
0 12

Now, for the last quantity, we estimate for any x € T¢, with p,(x) the periodic heat kernel:

K
ax,- / (s— r)—a s—rHr dVVr
0

s
ax,-/ (S_r)_a s—r:"lrdI/Vr
0

2

s
E axi/ (S_r)_a s—rHr dVVr(x)
0

N
= / / G 720, Py (X = y1)0x Py (X — Y)ELu(r, y)u(r, y)Ik(yy, y2) dyy dy, dr .
0 J(Td)

Now note that if we would naively use the uniform bound ||u||,, < €' and ||x||,, < oo, we would

have to bound the heat kernelsin L', so that ||p,_,|| ;1 < (s— r)_% and since we have two heat kernels
we would end up with a bound that is not integrable.

To circumvent this issue we use once integration by parts. In particular let us assume that the
following bound holds true:

1
1105, (5, Xl o < C(M, £, 0)57 2" . (4.29)
We leave the verification of this bound to the next step of the present proof. Using this estimate and
once integration by parts, we obtain that (for some multiplicative constants depend on M, t and o)

2
E

N
Oy, / (s =r)%P,_ pu, dW,(x)
0
§ 1
S () / / (s = N720, py_,(x = yIPs_(x = y2)r~2 dy; dy, dr
0 (Td)z
2 [° 2 -1 -1
S (€) / (s=r)y"%(s—=r)2rzdr
0

s (6/)2S—2a ,

provided that @ € (0, 1/4). We have proven that for any p > 1 and 0 < /2 < a < 1/4 we can
estimate

t
e, /0 Py W,

sup E Sé€.
0<s<t wh.p

Through a standard Kolmogorov-type argument our previous calculations can be adapted to further
show

t
170, /0 P, dW, ]se’, (4.30)
LDO

E | sup
O<s<t
since we can choose p > 1 sufficiently large such that W/ C L*® by Sobolev embeddings. Now

(@30) is sufficient to prove our result trough Markov’s inequality by choosing &” and therefore (t, M, )
sufficiently small. The next step left in our proof is therefore to verify (@.29).
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Bound on the derivative of u. We find

O-(‘PO,s/\T(O,u) [u]) ) axi ‘POsS/\T(OsM) [u]

s 0,sA7(0,u) ‘P(),s/\f(os”) [u]

‘PO,S/\T(O,M) [u]

Now, the first term in the product is small (of order &), while we expect the second term to be of
order one. In particular, we can write

|

0)“"Ps—ax+a
v, Ty

X

where we used the definition of ¥ from (@.16). Hence from the definition of the stopping time 7%t

9, ¥,
7

N

<6STO+M+0, %, /P e, . Vs <70.u).

[Se]

Now to bound the last term we use once more the parametrix method. Indeed, we can represent
W [u](x) = / ) Iy (cy)u(y)dy,
a0

where I'? is the fundamental solution appearing already in @.20). Note that ¥ is not the flow to
a linear equation: the integral representation holds only because I'* depends itself on the initial
condition u (we omit this to lighten the notation, and because the estimates we obtain on ¥ do not
depend on u). For clarity, we recall here the equation satisfied by '

| o),

(0, — MY, =2VIY - VX [ul + T VX [ull® - 2
s,t

Now we will prove that for some constants C, ¢ > 0 that depend on M, 1t and ¢, we find that for all
t < %0, u):

1
9, T4, (6, 0) < Cr 2 pe(x = y)

v 4.31)
Ty, (6 9) 2 C ' py(x = ) .

In this way, up to choosing a larger C(M, t, 9) > 0, we have proven that

T T _1
”axi‘Ps/‘Ps”m <C(M,t,0)s 2.
As a consequence, since ¢ < 1/2, we can overall bound

o(¥ [u]) 3
— OOOT N < o(M 1, 0)sT2e!

(e8]

-1
||axilu(s7 x)”oo < C(M’ t’ O)S 2 Gl(lP()’g/\f(()’u) [M]) -

lIIO,SA‘L'(O,u) [u]

where the last inequality follows provided that we choose &, (¢) sufficiently small. Hence we have

proven (@.29).
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The parametrix method for T'Y. In the final step of this proof, we verify (@.31). Following some-
what the arguments in the proof of Lemmal4.3] we will show that

o0
To (60 = plx =)+ ) p* R, x),
k=1
where p,(x) is the periodic heat kernel, and
E0(s.2) = b(s,2) - V2py(z = ) + d(5,2)py(z = ¥) ,
EW(s.2) = b(s.2) - V,(p x E¥ V)5, 2) + d(s, 2)p ¥ EV(s,2) . VK22

o(¥, ,[u])?
\Pit [u]

where b =2V X andd = VX [u] 12— %Ktr . The coefficients b, d satisfy the a-priori bounds

16 llee 2065+ M), |ldlle < Ikl + M? +557°Q2M +657°), YO0 < s <7°0,u).

Since we are not keeping track of the parameter M,t > 1 we can simplify these bounds and find a
constant C(M, t) > 1 (from now on we will omit the dependence on M, t in the constants) such that

bl SCs™@, |ldll SCs72°, YO<s<7°0,u).

Now we find that for any k > 1 (with Eg,o)

N
/ / az-l’s—r("Z - U)E;k_l)(r, U) dodr
o Jrd

N
+ Cs7% / / ps_(z=0)|E D |(r,v)dvdr .
0 Td v

= 8y(s5)6,(z) in the case k = 1) we obtain for some C > 0

1209¢s, 2)] <Cs7°

4.32)

Applying this estimate to k = 1 (with E;O) = éo(s)éy(z)) we deduce that for some C > 1

1
=016, 2) < Cs727%py(z - 1)
where we have used that ¢ < 1/2. Integrating against the heat-kernel we obtain the following bound:
ol 1
lpx EVI(s, 2) < <c/0 r2 "dr) Pz =y < C(1/2=0)52"py(z =),
and similarly for the derivative (allowing the value of the constant C > 0 to change from line to line):

Now we claim that we can iterate this bound for every k > 0 to find that for some C > 1 (uniformly
over k)

- c* —o-
IE®|(s,2) < ﬁs"“/2 27l p(z—y). (4.33)
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This claim can be verified by induction: indeed the case k = 1 has already been checked. Assume
therefore that the bound holds true for k — 1 and let us prove it for k. Via (4.32) we can bound for
some constant C’ > 1 whose value may change from line to line and for a = 1/2 — ¢:

N 1 N
|E‘§zk)|(s, z) < C’ <s_"/ (s —r) 2ptk=bal g g S—20/ plk=Da=1 dr>
0 0

k—1
'ps(z -¥).

Vk=1D)!

Now the integrals in the parenthesis are estimated by

1 1
S%—os(k—l)a—l / (1- r)—%r(k—l)a—l dr + S1—20S(k—1)a—1/ r(k—l)a—l dr
0 0

r ka—1 _ 1
<C's <B(1/2, (k= Do)+ =g 1)a>

< C/Ska—lk—% ,
1
where in the last step we used the asymptotic B(1/2, k) < k2, cf. [20, Lemma 3.9]. Therefore the

estimate is proven, provided that C is chosen sufficiently large, with respect to C’.
Now, from (@.33)) we can deduce that for some C’ > 1

- ck _
lp* EW(s,2) < €' == 511270 p (z - y),
k!

= ck o
10, p % B°|(s, 2) < €' == s1/27071/2 p (z — ). (4.34)
k!

Since Y, t*/ Vk! < e, we find that @33) is proven (in the sense that the series is absolutely con-
vergent). As a consequence, we deduce that is verified (the upper bound follows immediately
from (@.34), while the lower bound follows through same steps that lead to the analogous bound in
[20, Theorem 1.1]) and this completes overall the proof of the lemma. O

Now we deduce from all the previous lemmata that the stopping times z; satisfy 7, | = 7; + t with
high probability. This is the content of the following corollary.

Corollary 4.10 For any t > 1 there exists an M(t) > 1, a 6(t, M) € (0,1), a ,(t, M,5) and a
e(t, M, 8, £,) such that the stopping times {t;} ;e from Definitiond.8 satisfy

—t
Pri(THl <ri+t)<e .
Furthermore, the parameters M, 5, €, satisfy @.19).

Proof. This is a consequence of Lemma Lemma (4.8 and Lemma Indeed, since 7, =
A u_), we find
P, (i1 <7+ D <SP, (X <t AT AL+ 1)+ P, 77 <t ATX A (7 +1)
+P (<t ATV A (5 + 1)

—t
e,

33



by applying the three quoted lemmata with X = 7X(z;, Zfi) and similarly for ¥ and z. In particular,
Lemma .7 is used to identify a value e(t, M, 6, ;) such that P, (z < X ATY A (r; +1)) = 0.
The fact that the parameters can be chosen to satisfy follows from the fact that we can choose
first M () in Lemma [4.9] and then §(t, M) in Lemma [£.9] Since we can choose § small at will,
we can choose it so small that the first bound in (#.19) is satisfied. Then for such choice of §, we
choose €,(t, M, §) € (0, 1) such that Lemma[4.8 holds true and we can in addition impose that the
second bound in is verified. Finally, we choose £(t, M, , €;) through Lemma.7l The result
is proven. O

As in the linear case o(u) = u treated in Proposition 4.2} we have the following uniform negative
moment bound on u. Here we recall that by the construction specified in Definitiond.6] we have that

u > u > %w, forall 0 < 7 < 740, u) < t.

Proposition 4.11 Under the assumptions of Theorem2.4) there exist &, ny > 0 and a constant C; (1)
such that the following holds. For any t > 1 there exists a choice of M(t) > 1, 6(t, M) € (0, 1),
g(t, M, 6) € (0,1)and e(t, M, 6,¢€;) < €, such that for a constant C,(t, M, 6,€,,€) > 0

-n

-n
E, [<min u(ziy 1, x)) ] < Cy(nge ™! <min u(t;, x)) + Gyt e, 1)
"L \xeTd ™ xeTd —

foralli € N andn € (0, ng).

Remark 4.12 At this point, the only parameter that is left free to choose is the time horizon t. To
complete the proof of Theorem[2.4) we will choose t such that C,(1y)e*"t < 1.

Proof. As in Proposition[d.2] we start by bounding the jump at time 7, ;. The main difference is that
here we work with the nonlinear flow W associated to (I.I)) and use the stopping times introduced in
Definition[4.6l In any case, we have by definition

u(tipy, x) = Tu(t_, X).

Therefore
-n -n
min u(z;, |, x) < min  u(zi,x) ) +€e"
xeTd — X u(Ti,x)<eT
-n
< | minu(r - x) | +e7,
x€Td ~

leading to

<E

T

-n -n
E. [<){I€1}rr} u(Tiyq, x)> (;?el}rrélf u(ti—, x)> ] +e77. (4.35)

Now it suffices to bound the right hand-side of (£33). Again, as in the proof of Proposition 4.2, we
distinguish between the events

T =7 +1t, and T <7+t

In the first case, we use the Lyapunov property for the linear flow in Theorem[3.1] Instead, the second
event has small probability by Corollary .10} so that it will not contribute much. In particular, we
now fix M, 8, £, € such that Corollary Z.T0 holds true.
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The event t;, | = 7;+t. We observe that forany t > 1, since M, §, & satisfy (#.19), by Lemmal4.5]|
we have @, [u] <2¥, . ,i[u]. Therefore, we obtain

-n -n
[E‘r,» |:<;I€nTr}1 Z(T[+1 s x)> l{r,-+1=‘r,»+t}:| < [E‘r,» [(;Iel-![*r}l ‘P‘ti,‘ri+t [E(Ti’ )](x)> ]
-n
< zn[E‘r,- [<mlT2, q)T,-,T,'-Ft[Z(Ti? )](x)> ] .

xXe

Here we can use Proposition[4.4] for the linear flow @ in order to obtain

—-n
< 2"C (e < / u(t;, x) dx)
T4

-n
< 27C(ny)e ! <min u(t;, x)) :
xeTd

-n
IET[ [<;I€1}rr}l Z(THI_’X)) 1{Ti+l=Ti+t}

with y = £/(0).
The event 7., < 7; + t. Here, as in the proof of Proposition 4.2l we use Cauchy—Schwarz to
bound

-n
[E‘r,- [<)?GHT2’ Z(Ti+l_’x)> 1{Ti+l<r,»+t}]

_on ! 1 (4.36)
< [E‘r,- <;I€1}I‘I}1 E(Ti+1_’ X)) l{f,-+1<‘r,»+t} [FDT,-(THI <7 + t)z .
Now by Corollary d.10and in view of our choice of parameters, we have the estimate
P, (tiyy <7 +1) e 2t (4.37)

provided that 7, < 1/2. Next, in order to deal with the first term in (£.36), we show that there exists
a constant C > 0 such that

-n

-2 2
[E‘r,- l(;gg}i Z(T[+1_’x)> l{ri+1<ri+t}] < C <;I€l}rr}l E(T,’,X))
For this it is sufficient to show that for any # > 0
-1
IET,- [<>?€11TI‘11 lPT,-,T,-H [E](x)> 1{Ti+l<r,-+t}]
- .
< CE,, [(nenTrg, D [y](w) 1{1,.+1<T,.+t}] SCm .

for all u such that min, cpe u(x) > 1. The first bound is a consequence of Lemma[.3] The last bound
was shown in Proposition[4.2] and this completes the proof. O

The next step is to establish an analogous statement to Proposition This immediately follows
using that ¥, ,[u] > 3@ [u] forall s < 1 < (s, u) < s + 1.
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Lemma 4.13 There exist constants 1y, ¢ > 0 such that for all n € (0,ny) and t > 1, and for any
M > 1andé, e, € (0,1) satisfying 4.19), and for all i € N we have

-n -1
E, sup min u(t, x) < et [ min u(z;, x) .
" <y \x€T4 ™ xeTd ~

Proof. Without loss of generality, let us assume that z; = 0. Then, through Lemmal4.5] we find that
. 1.
min ¥, ,[u](x) = = min O, [u](x) .
min ¥, [ul(x) > 5 min @, [ul()

Hence we obtain

—-n
E, | sup <min ut, x)> S2E, | sup (Do, lul(x) "] .
| msi<ryy \x€T¢T Cmsi<rig T

Now the upper bound on the right hand-side follows analogously to Proposition 4.3| (note that 27 is
bounded uniformly over 1 < 7). O

4.5 Discretisations of Lyapunov functionals

The following result provide an general procedure to construct Lyapunov functionals from certain
discretised counterparts.

Lemma 4.14 Let (X,)5( be a continuous-time Markov process with values in a Polish state space
X. Assume that {1;},cN is a sequence of stopping times with

79=0, T; < Tiyg > lim7; =00, P — almost surely,
1—>00

and defineY; = X and set A;, = {t € [7;,7;41)}. Further, let F : X — [0, o0] be a functional, and

assume that the following are satisfied for some constants ¢ € (0, 1) and 62, 53 > 0:

E, [F(Y )] STFY)+C,

E, l sup F(XS)] < GF(Y).

TiSSSTig1
Then
E [\/F(X,)] <eVF(Xy) +C,

where

~ . ~~ 1 1
Cc = C3 Z [FD(A[J)ZC’ ) C= C2C3m (Z I]:D(Ai,t)2> .

ieN ieEN

Note that in principle we allow for ¢, C = oo, and in particular we do not claim that ¢ € (0, 1).
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Proof. We write A;; = {t € [1;,7;,1)}, so that by Cauchy—Schwarz

0=

E[VFG| = B E |14, VFX)| < ZP(A,,>2[E[1A FX)]

Now we can estimate

i—1
E [1AHF(X,)] <SGE[F)] < GG Y & +Cod F(Xy) .
=0

Plugging this into the previous estimate we have found that

[E[\/_(X)] F3(X,) (QZ[FD(A t)zc>+c3cz <Z P(A, t)2>

ieN ieN

which implies the desired result. O

S Projective dynamics and corrector estimates

In this section we study the projective process (,),5(, Where 7, = @ [w]/||Dy [w]|| 1, where @ is
the flow in (2.2) and z; = w/||lw|| ;1 an arbitrary initial condition. This process takes values in the
projective space

P= {(p € C(T%; (0, )), such that / p(x)dx = 1},
Td

which is a complete metric space when endowed with Hilbert’s projective metric

p(x) . e(x)
dp(p,y) = log max <W( )> —10g;1611T1}1 <m> . 5.1

The fact that (P, dp) is complete follows for example from the inequalities

[log @ —logw|l, < dp(@,y) < 2||logp —logy|l,

We start by observing that (7). is a Markov process. This is a consequence of the linearity of
Equation2.2] A hands-on way to see the Markov property is by observing that r is itself the solu-
tion to an SPDE (which due to a non-local term is hard to solve in general). To obtain the SPDE
representation for &, we can proceed through 1t6’s formula, to obtain:

0,m,(x) = A, + QW m)m, + L d(r), - = d{u(x).r),
I I

t t

= An,(x) + oW, 7)), (x) + m(x) / z,(y) 7, (2)k(y, z)dydz
TdxTd

— m(x) / 7, (Nk(x,y)dy .
Td
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where Q(W, 7w )(x) 1= W (t, x) - /Td Jr,(y)W(t, y) dy. Denoting with

R RACIES /d 7 (MK(x, y)dx,
T
we can rewrite the equation above as

0,7,(x) = Am,(x) + QW , ) (x)7,(x) — Ok * m,, m,)(x)7,(x) , 5.2)

so that the Markov property promptly follows.
Now, our aim in this section is to build on the ergodic properties of (r;),5( to construct the
corrector G appearing in (3.6). To this aim, let us write

t— P, tePr,

for respectively the Markov semigroup associated to the process z, and its dual. Namely, P, : M,(P) —
M ,(P) acts on measurable and bounded functionals on P and P : M(P) — M(P) acts on positive
measures over P. Next, let £ denote the generator of 7, when viewed as a Markov process on P. Be-
fore we proceed to the technical aspects of our analysis of (,),( as a Markov process, let us provide
aroad-map of the results that we would like to obtain. Our first aim is to solve the following Poisson
equation, and study properties of its solution:

LG(m)=y—A- % / r(x)za(y)k(x, y)dxdy = F(x) , Heo(G) =0,
TdxT4

where i, is the unique invariant law of z, on P, whose existence we will be proven in Subsection[5.1]

This equation is solvable since y and A are connected by (3.2), which means that u (F) = 0 by

construction. Therefore, provided that we can prove a spectral gap for 7;, which is the content of

Subsection[5.2] we will be able to define

G(r) = / N P,F(n)dt
0

which is equivalent to

G = [ R P = [ E P ) ar. 53

Then our final goal will be to provide some estimates on G. In particular, that it is uniformly bounded,
meaning that sup_ cp G(7) < co.

To obtain these results we first study the dynamics of ()5 as a random dynamical system.
A version of the Krein—Rutman theorem will allow us to deduce that (7,),»( has a unique invariant
measure, and that sample paths tend to synchronise along this invariant solution. In a second section
we the analyse the spectral gap of P, with respect to a cut-off Wasserstein distance in the spirit of
[L6], and we show that this is sufficient to deduce all the required bounds on G: this will be the
content of Subsection[3.3]

5.1 Synchronisation for the projective process

The aim of this subsection is to review some classical results concerning the metric space (P, dp) and
its relation to Lyapunov exponents via the Krein—Rutman theorem, which we state here in the form
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of Birkhoff’s contraction principle for strictly positive maps. Here and in the following, from a linear
operator A on C (T4; [0, o)) such that Ap =0 < @ =0, we construct a (nonlinear) operator AP
on the projective space, defined by

@
el

APl = 5.4)

For a proof of the next result see [6, Section 6].

Theorem 5.1 (Birkhoff’s contraction principle) Let A be a bounded linear operator on C(T%; [0, o)),
ie. A € L(C(TY; [0, ))), such that A is defined by

A@)(x) = / Kxyedy,  Vxe T,
T

with K € C(T¢ x T?) and K (x, y)>0Vx,y € T¢. Then there exists a constant T(A) € [0, 1) such
that

dp(AP @, AP'y) < 7(A) dp(@, w) .

As a corollary of this result, we obtain that the projective flow of the linear equation (2.2)) admits a
unique invariant solution in P, to which all positive solutions synchronise with exponential speed.

Corollary 5.2 Under Assumption2.1) there exists a random, adapted initial condition 7y € Psuch
that the following hold:

d
— 70

1. (Stationarity) The projective process is stationary started in &>°, namely (I)frﬂg" 7’

2. (Synchronisation) There exists a deterministic a > 0 such that for any adapted initial condition
7y € P the flow ®P' 1y syncrhonises to the invariant solution:

lim sup % log (dp(®) 70, )" 7p)) < —a .

=00

The proof of this result is an application of Theorem 5.1} and can be found for example in [21]
Theorem 4.3]. Finally, for later use, it will be convenient to also recall the following bound of the L
distance in terms of Hilbert’s metric (see for example [[6, Theorem 4.1]).

Lemma 5.3 Let n,v € P. Then we can bound
Iz = vl <exp(dp(m,v))—1.

Proof. We have that

/ |(x) — v(x)| dx < max { <max @ - 1> ,— (min @ - 1> } / v(x) dx
T¢ xeTd V(x) xeT4 V(x) d

7(x) . 7(x)

< max —— — min
x€Td V(Xx)  xeT? v(x)

< exp(dp(m,v))—1.
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5.2 Contraction semigroup in Wasserstein distance

In this section we extend the pathwise convergence established in Corollary[5.2]to a spectral gap in
a suitable Wasserstein distance. As before, let P, be the semigroup associated to the Markov process
7, (that is a linear operator on M, (P)) and P/ its dual, acting on positive finite measures M(P). Now,
for a generic metric space (X, d) we write Lip(d) for the space of globally Lipschitz functions

oy =L %R ol = sy 12 =00
Lip(d) = {(P~ X >R ollLipa —X?J?EPX i(x.y) < 00} . (5.5)

Then we can extend Hilbert’s distance to the Kantorovich—Rubinstein (or Wasserstein with p = 1)
distance on the space of measures M(P) by setting

dp(up, ) = sup  |u1(@) — ua(@)| = inf / dp(ry, my)u(dry, dry) ,
@eLip! (dp) HEC(H1 1) Jpxp

where the last identity follows by duality and Lipl(dp) = {@ € Lip(dp) : ||(p||Lip(dP) < 1}. In this
setting we can readily obtain a spectral gap for P;.

Lemma 5.4 There exists a { > 0 such that
dp(P 1, P} ) < e dp(uy, ) -

Proof. If we denote with ® 7y = x, the projective solution map to (2.2, as defined in (5.4), then
we can estimate:

dp(P} uy, P} py) < /P ) E [dp (@ 7, @) 7y) |Fy| u(dmy, drry)
X
for any p € C(uy, ). Now by Birkhoff’s contraction principle, Theorem[5.1] we have that

dp(®F 71, D 15) < (D) - dp(7y, my),

with a contraction constant T((I)fr) which is independent of the initial condition because the noise
is white in time, and such that T(ber) < 1 almost surely. Since 7(AB) < 7(A)r(B) and since the
increments of the operator ®P" are independent we find a { > O such that

E[z(@)]<e,  Vi>0.
Hence we can promptly deduce the required bound. O

In particular, we obtain that by Lemma[5.4]the invariant measure y., which exists by Corollary[5.2]
satisfies:
dp(PF s o) < € dp(h, tigy) -

While this bound is sufficient to construct the corrector G through the identity (3.3), it is not yet
enough to obtain a uniform bound on G. The reason for this is that F (the right hand-side in (3.3))) is
not globally Lipschitz with respect to the metric dp. We therefore prove a spectral gap also in a slightly
different cut-off metric, or better, a distance-like function in the terminology of [16]. Therefore, for
any R > 0 (we will fix R in the lemma below), let us define the distance

dp: PXP S [0,R],  dp(-)%dp(.)AR. (5.6)

Then we can go one step further and obtain that P, is a contraction also under dg. As the proof
shows, a slightly more refined argument can show that the contraction property holds for any R > 0,
but this lies beyond our needs.
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Lemma 5.5 There exists an R > 0 such that dp as defined in (3.9) satisfies for some {’ > 0

* * =
dr(P/uy, Pipp) < e ¢ "dp(uys t) -

Proof. The proof follows analogously to that of Lemmal[5.4] In particular, it suffices to show that for
some a € (0, 1) we have dg(P'6, . P{6,,) < adg(xm, ) for all 7, ) € P (where on the left we
have the Wasserstein distance, and on the right the cut-off distance on P).

To prove that the above bound holds, let K(x, y) be the integral kernel associated to ®,. That is
K is the solution to with initial condition w(x) = 5y(x), evaluated at time ¢ = 1. Then fix R > 0
such that the event

A = { min K(x,y) > exp—(R/16), max K(x,y) < exp(R/16)}
x,yeT? x,yeTd

happens with some positive probability
e=P(AR)>0.

Note that arguing through the support theorem leads to conclude that P(Ag) > 0 for all R > 0.
But to avoid unnecessary long arguments, we skip this and simply observe that the above probability
must be positive for some R > 0 since P(inf, , K(x,y) >0, [|K|[,, < o0) = 1.
Then we can bound, for any 7|, 7, € P and { > 0 as in Lemma[5.4t
dR(Py6,,, P{6,,) < Edp(®) 7y, @ 75)

e Cdp(ry, 75) if dp(ry, 1)
<
E [d (@, q)‘frzzz)] if dp(x,, 7,

T
< R B
> R
Now on the event Az we have, uniformly over z;:
D7 (x) = Jpa K(x, )7y (y) dy / Jpasera K, p)my(y)dx dy € [exp —R/8,exp R/ 8] ,
so that we can bound
R
dp(®) 7, D1y, < T
In particular
[E[dR(cblfnl, @’1”7[2)] < [E[(dp(cblfnl, 1) + dp(@F 7y, 1)1, + RlAk]
<e§+(l—£)R=ER,
with @ = % + (1 —¢€) € (0,1). We have found that
dr(Pyé

Pikan-z) < adR(ﬂ-l’ ”2) ’ a = maX{E9 exp(_C)} € (0’ 1) ’

Ty’

which is sufficient to complete the proof of the lemma. O
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5.3 Bounds on the corrector

Now we are ready to rigorously introduce the corrector G, formally defined through the identity (3.3)
and analyse its properties. The starting point of our analysis is the following regularity estimate on
the functional F defined in (3.3).

Lemma 5.6 Consider the functional F: P — R as defined in (3.3). Then the following estimate
hold:

|F(x) = FW)| < llxll {exp(dp(m,v)) =1} . Vr,veP,

1
IF(ﬂ)|<|/1—7’|+§||Klloo, VreP.

As a consequence, we obtain that for any R > O there exists a constant C(R) > 0 such that with d g
the distance defined in (3.6), and the Lipschitz norm as in (5.3):

I FllLip,) < C(R) < o0

Proof. The two bounds on F follow from Lemma[5.3] together with the definition of F. As for the
Lipschitz regularity of F with respect to dp, this follows, since from the first bound there exists a
constant C(R) > 0 such that

F(m)—-F
sup MSCl(R)<oo.
z,veP : d(z,v)<R dP(”» V)

Instead, if dp(7,v) > R, we have that | F(z) — F(v)| < ||x||. We obtain the result with C(R) =
maX{C](R)7 ”K”oo} U

This result simply shows that F is bounded and Lipschitz with respect to the metric dp. From
Lemma we know that for R > 0 sufficiently large, the semigroup 7, is a contraction in the
Wasserstein distance associated to dz. As a consequence, the integral in (3.3)) is well defined since
for such R and ¢’ > 0 as in Lemma[5.3] we find

[Se]

bl 1 F | Lip(a )
/ [{F, (P,*M — U dE < ”F”Lip(dR)/ dR(P,*M, Hoo) dt < —
0 0

7 drlp, pe) . (5.7

As a consequence G as in (3.3) not only is well-defined, but it is also Lipschitz in the d g-metric.

Lemma 5.7 Consider the linear functional G € M*(P) given by (3.3) (the integral being defined
in view of (5.)). Then if we define G(x) = (G,6,) for all = € P, we find G € Lip, (P;R), for
R, > 0 as in Lemmal33 with

-1
”G”Lide(P;R) <) ”F”Lide(P;R) <.

Proof. From the definition of G we obtain that

(o8]
G(x)) - G(my)| < /0 (F.Pr6, —Prs, ) di

1 F Il Lipa @R (71 72)
¢ ’
so that the result follows by Lemmal[5.6] O

[oe]
< ”F”Lip(dR)/O dR(P; 6z, Py 65, di<
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The previous result allows us to deduce that G is bounded: this is the content of the next proposition.

Proposition 5.8 Consider G as in (5.3). Then

sup |G(n)| < oo .
zeP

Proof. Observe that from the definition of the distance dp, we have

sup. lo(m) — (W] < Rll@llLipay) » Vo € Lip(dg) .
Ve
Then the proof follows from Lemma[5.7] if we can show that there exists a point v, € P such that
G(vp) = 0. This is the case because E ”M[G] = 0 (with u, the invariant law of ¢ = x,) and since G
is continuous and the domain P is connected by paths.

O

6 Lower bounds for stochastic flows

In this section we recall basic results concerning the well-posedness of the linear equation (2.2) and
obtain some lower bounds on the fundamental solution of the same equation.

Recall that our starting point is a linear equation of the following form (without loss of generality
we consider the flow from time zero ®, = @, since the full flow can be studied with the same
tools):

0P =AD+yDd+DdW , ®(0,) = w(-) € C(T¢; [0, x0))

with W satisfying Assumption2.Iland y € R (in the case of (Z.2) we have used y = f/(0), but this
is irrelevant to our current discussion). One way to construct solutions to this equation is through the
transformation

D, =e VD, , (6.1)

where following (£.14), Y is the solution to the linear equation with additive noise
dY = AY dt+ydt + dW;, Y(0,)=0. (6.2)

We observe that the process Y has an explicit representation in terms of the heat semigroup (P,);5¢:

t
Yz=7t+/ PI—SdVVS’
0

and furthermore, since Y is Gaussian, we can control moments of Y in the following way.

Lemma 6.1 Let Y : [0,00) X T? — R be the solution to ©.2). Then for every T > 0O there exist
ar, Cr > 0 such that

E [exp (aT sup ||YS||il>] LCr<om.

0<s<T

d )
Proof. Letus write p,(x) for the periodic heatkernel, meaning that p,(x) = ) sezd 2mt)" 2 e k=21 /2t

and P, = [1a p,(x — y)p(y)dy. Then we find that for any i, j € {1, ...,d}:

t
[E[axiy(t’ x)ayjY(t’ y)] = /) Ad pt—s(x - Z])pt—s(y - ZZ)azl,iazl’j K(Zl’ Z2) dzl dzz dS
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! 1
S [ =5 el as 5 Vel
0
where we have used once integration by parts. Since k¥ € C!(T? x T¢) we immediately deduce that

2
E [”Y”Lz([O,T];Cl(T"))] R

Through a standard argument using the factorisation method (see for example [9, Theorem 1.1]), one

can similarly deduce that the bound holds uniformly in time:

P
E [”Y”Lw([o,ﬂ;cw))] AR

for any p > 1. Finally, the exponential moment bound holds by Fernique’s theorem, [24, Theorem
4.3]. O

Remark 6.2 To be precise, the previous theorem holds under the weaker assumption k € C¢ for an
arbitrary € € (0, 1). Since we are not interested in this generalisation we work under the stronger
assumption k € C'.

Next, we use (6.1)) to rewrite (Z.2) as an equation with random coefficients (as opposed to having a
noise that is white in time). Namely, we compute that @ satisfies the following identities:

dd = —De Y (AY +y)dr+ dW) + e Y ((A + y)D dr + DAW) — %q>e—Y,<tr dt

where the trace k. (x) = k(x, x) appears from the quadratic variation terms in It6’s formula, which

amount to 1

% {eT@dr) —2e7" &Y, @)} = S, Bk

This further simplifies to the following PDE (we drop the differential formulation, because the noise
terms have canceled):

0]

r

0,0 = AD +2eYVY - VO — eV |VY |20 — %E_YK‘,[
= AD +2VY - VB +2¢ Y |VY 2D — oY [VY |20 — %e_YKtr(D
=AD+2VY - VO + e Y |VY|?D — %E_YKt D,

by

so that overall we have obtained the PDE with random coefficients:
9,® = AD +2VY - VO + |VY |’ — %KHE. 6.3)

Now, in view of Lemmal6.1] we see that Equation (6.3)) and therefore also (6.1)) admits, almost surely,
a path-wise solution for all times and initial conditions. Furthermore, we can analogously construct
the flow @ in (2.2)), and represent it through an integral kernel

D, [wl(x) = / ) K, (x, yyw(y)dy . (6.4)
T

Now, we use the representation through (6.1)) to obtain lower bounds on the kernel K , associated to
the flow @, in (6.4).
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Lemma 6.3 For every T > 0 there exists an n(T)) > O such that the following holds for all n €
[0,7(T)] and for @ the flow associated to (2.2) and K the kernel in (6.4) associated to the flow.
There exists a deterministic constant C(T) > 0 such that for any stopping time t and with

cx(s, 1) = mln/ K, (x,y)dy,

it holds that:
E, [ sup ckg(r, 7+ t)_”] <C).

0<I<T
Furthermore, it holds that

n
<CT).

-n
IET [<I§1’1§1 KT,T+T(X7 y)) + (II;’Z})X K‘L’,T+T('x’ J/)>

Proof. Without loss of generality, by the strong Markov property of u, let us assume 7 = 0. We
observe that by (6.3)), the process @ defined in (6.1) is a super-solution to

0,3 > AD +2VY - VO — %E.
Therefore, the kernel K, ,(x, y) is lower bounded by

lIxtr lloo
Ko (x,3) > e M= =521 (i y) | (6.5)

where Y, is the solution to (6.2)) with initial condition ¥, = 0 and T is the fundamental solution
associated to

oL =AT+2VY -VI, T,y =8,0). (6.6)

Now we can lower bound the fundamental solution I" through the quantitative heat kernel estimates
in [20 Theorem 1.1], which we conveniently recall below, in Lemmal6.4l In particular, recalling that
<I>, ~Yoi®,, we deduce

HK[r”oc
/ Ko, (x,y)dy > e Ml ’/d Lo (x, y)dy (6.7)
T

> cop (Wl - Ll ey

=z tlleo 2 Lo([0,6]xTd) | 2
with the constants ¢, C > 0 as in Lemma[6.4l In view of this inequality, the claimed result is a
consequence of Lemmal6.1] Indeed, we can estimate the first norm ||Y; ||, by Young’s inequality to
obtain

IS r||oo
E [ sup (0,07 e 2
0<t<T

T[E [exp (;’](CT + 1)”Y“2Lao( ()T];Cl(Td))>] gT !

where the last bound follows from Lemmal6.1] provided that # < ap(CT + 1)_1.

The proof of the second claim follows analogously by using both the upper and the lower bound
in Lemmal6.4] together with the fact that the periodic heat kernel p(z, x) satisfies for some constant
c¢(t) > 0 that p(t, x) > c(¢) for all x € T?.

O

45



To conclude this section, we recall the quantitative heat kernel estimate presented in [20, Theorem
1.1]. We observe that the following statement corresponds to the case @ = 0 in the cited result.
Although the authors assume in the statement a > 0, the same result and proof holds with a = 0, by
replacing the C* norm with the L* norm.

Lemma 6.4 Let T be the fundamental solution to (6.6). Then there exist (deterministic) constants
¢, C > 0 such that for every s 2 0 and alli € {1, ...,d} and u € {0,1}

Fur63) > e plet = 9),x = ) exp (=C 0= VYl gy -
_K
04T, (5, P < CAE v Dplett = 9),x = ) exp (€ = VYol eray) -

where p is the fundamental solution to the periodic heat equation.

Next, we can obtain the following upper bound on the solution map ®. This result will be the ele-
mentary consequence of a maximum principle.

Lemma 6.5 Forany 0 < s < T and for every w € C(T?; [0, 0)) we can bound

sup 110, [101lleo < exp (sl zsgarerey + (T = VYo B er ) 10l

s<i<T

where t = Y, is the solution to (6.2) with initial condition Y; = 0.

Proof. From the definition of @, we find that ||® [w]], < ellVsillo ||65’,[w]||00. As for @, we can
use a maximum principle applied to (6.3) to obtain for any w € L*:

@ [w]ll o < exp <(T — ) sup IIVYS,rIIi,> lwll -
t

s<r<
This concludes the proof. O

As a consequence of this result, we can obtain upper bounds on certain exit times.

Lemma 6.6 Fix any two parameters 0 < a < f < oo. For any stopping time o, let w be and
F,-measurable initial condition in C(T¢; [0, 0)) such that ||w||,, < a. Then, if we define

o, w)=inf{t >0 : ||®,,[wlle > B} .

it holds that for any { > 0 there exists a deterministic constant C(a, f§,{) > 0 (but independent of
w) such that

E, (7. w) - 0) | < C@p.0).

Proof. Let us write for short 7/ = 7/(¢, w) and assume that ¢ = 0 by the strong Markov property of
@, ,w. It suffices to control, for # € (0, 1) the probability P(¢? < t). Here we can use Lemmal6.3]to
find

P’ <P < sup [|¥y,lle +17 sup VY I3 > log (ﬁ/a)> )

O<s<t 0<s<t
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Now, let us introduce the parabolic Holder—Lipschitz space C;ar , of functions on [0, ] X T? via the
norm

lo, — @sll
loller = sup ———=+ sup [Vl -

pant 0gs<r<t A/ |r — 5| 0<s<t

Then, the above probability can be upper bounded by

2
P <\/;||Yo,.||c;m + (Vi ller, ) > log(a/ﬂ)> Sapc ©3)

where the last inequality follows from Markov’s inequality, for any ¢ > 0, since E [HY(),. ||Zf ] < oo:
ar, 1
this fact follows analogously to Lemma by considering in addition the time-regulzfrity of the

solution. The moment estimate is then an immediate consequence of (6.8). O
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