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Abstract

We consider a stochastic heat equation of the type, dyu = 82u + o(u)W on (0, 00) x [—1,1]
with periodic boundary conditions and on-degenerate positive initial data, where ¢ : R — R is
a non-random Lipschitz continuous function and W denotes space-time white noise. If addi-
tionally o(0) = 0 then the solution is known to be strictly positive; see Mueller [15]. In that
case, we prove that the oscillation of the logarithm of the solution decays sublinearly as time
tends to infinity. Among other things, it follows that, with probability one, all limit points of
t1 Sup,e(—1,1]logu(t, z) and t~tinf (1,17 log u(t, x) must coincide. As a consequence of this
fact, we prove that, when o is linear, there is a.s. only one such limit point and hence the entire
path decays almost surely at an exponential rate.
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1 Introduction

Let T = R/(2Z) denote the 1-dimensional torus, and identify T with the interval [—1,1] in the
usual way. We are interested in the large-time behavior of the unique continuous solution w to the
following stochastic heat equation,

dyu(t,x) = ult,z) + o(u(t,z))W(t,z) for all (t,z) € (0,00) x T, (1.1)

where W denotes a space-time white noise and ¢ : R — R is a non-random, Lipschitz continuous
function that satisfies the following:

0(0) =0 and |o(z1)—o0(z2)| <Lip(o)|z1 — 22| for all z1,22 € R. (1.2)

We consider (1.1) subject to having the initial profile ug : T — R4 which is assumed to be an
element of L*°(T); that is, up a non-negative, bounded and measurable function that is either
non-random or random but independent of the noise W. Let us mention also that the quotient
topology of T automatically imposes a periodic boundary condition on (1.1); that is, (1.1) is tacitly
restricted additionally to satisfy u(t,—1) = u(t,1) for all ¢ > 0.

With these assumptions in place, standard arguments show that (1.1) has a unique random-field
solution valid for all times ¢t > 0; see Walsh [20], Chapter 3. Walsh’s presentation is for the same
SPDE but with different boundary conditions. Small adjustments to that argument will establish
the existence and uniqueness of a solution in the present setting.

We pause to remind that (1.1) does not make sense if we interpret it literally as written, since
we do not expect u to be differentiable in either of its variable. As was pointed out earlier, for
example by Walsh [20], (1.1) is shorthand for the random evolution equation (1.11) in the footnote.
The latter is also sometimes known as the “mild,” or “integral,” formulation of (1.1).

To avoid degeneracies, we will also assume that inf et uo(z) > 0.! In this way, Condition (1.2)
assures us that

P{u(t,z) >0 forallt>0and x €T} =1, (1.3)

see Mueller [15].

In a precursor to this paper (see [12]), together with S.-Y. Shiu we proved the following. If we
additionally assume that inf,q |0 (2)/2z| > 0, then there exist non-random real numbers A; > Ao > 0
such that

p {e_)‘lt+°(t) < inf u(t,z) <supu(t,z) <e 20 a5t oo} =1 (1.4)
zeT zeT
This proves that the solution to the stochastic heat equation (1.1) dissipates precisely exponentially
as time increases. In this context, “dissipation” is another way to say that the solution tends to 0
uniformly in the space variable z.
Let U denote the solution to the non-random heat equation,

QU (t,x) = 02U(t,x) for (t,z) € (0,00) x T,

subject to U(0) = ug, where ug is the initial profile of the SPDE (1.1). We can write U(t,z) =
J7pi(z,y)uo(y) dy where py(z,y) denotes the heat kernel on T; see (1.9) below for an expression

!The condition infruo > 0 can be replaced with the weaker condition |{uo > 0}| > 0 without changing either
(1.3) or (1.4). Mueller [15] proved that the weaker condition |{ug > 0}| > 0 suffices to imply (1.3). Then, we first
condition on u(tg) for a fixed value of ¢ty > 0, and then use the Markov property and (1.3) to conclude that (1.4)
continues to hold when |{uo > 0}| > 0.



for p. It is well known that, as t — oo, pi(z,y) — 1/|T| = 1/2 uniformly for = and y in T. Thus we
find limy oo U(t,2) = 3 [7uo(y) dy > 0 uniformly for « € T, in contrast to (1.4). In other words,
the dissipation result (1.4) holds in large part because the PDE (1.1) is forced randomly by the
white noise .

Here, we continue our analysis of (1.4), and introduce methods that yield the following almost-
sure asymptotic result, which is the main result of this paper. The remainder of the paper is
dedicated to the proof of this result. Before we state the result, let us recall that the oscillation of
a function f: T — R is defined as follows: For every relatively open set X C T,

Oscy (f) = sup f(z) — ig)f(f(y) = sup |f(z) = f(y)l.

rzeX Y z,yeX
Theorem 1.1. With probability one, Osc, (logu(t)) < (logt)5t°M) as t — oco.

Remark 1.2. We cannot reduce the exponent 8 in Theorem 1.1 with our present methods, and
we do not know if this exponent is sharp.

Since infyerlogu(t,x) + log2 < log||u(t)|[L1(1) < supgerlogu(t,r) + log2, it follows from
Theorem 1.1 that, with probability one,

t~!log lu(@)ll ooy — t~Llog ||u(t iy — 0 ast— oo,

The quantity ||u(t)|/zec(t) = supget u(t,z) measures the size of the tallest peaks of wu(t), and
Ju(®)l|z1(ty = J7u(t,z)dz denotes the “total mass” at time ¢. In this way we see that the tallest
peaks and the total mass almost surely have the same asymptotic behavior, to leading exponential
order. As it turns out, this implication can be effectively reversed: We first prove in §3 the following
improvement of the preceding display:

log [[u(t)|| oo (1y — log [[u(t)|[ L1 (1) = O(loglogt) ast — oo. (1.5)

Then, in §4 we appeal to a support argument of Mueller [15] in order to prove that (1.5) implies
that infyet u(t,z) decays at the same exponential rate as ||u(t)||1(r). The combination of these
efforts establishes Theorem 1.1.

Next, we make a few comments about the nature of the decay of the solution to (1.1).

Thanks to Theorem 1.1 and our earlier collaboration with S.-Y. Shiu [12] on the dissipation of
parabolic SPDEs, we can see that

—00 < htm inf ¢! inf logu(t,r) = hm inf¢t 'suplogu(t,z) <0, and

— 00 x€T —00 zeT
—oo < limsupt ! inf logu(t,z) = limsupt ! suplogu(t,z) < 0,
t—00 z€T t—o00 zeT
provided additionally that inf, o |0(2)/2| > 0. It is natural to try and find conditions that ensure
that the above liminfs and limsups are in fact bona fide limits. Such conditions would readily
imply that there exists a number A > 0 such that

lim sup }til logu(t,z) + Al =0 almost surely. (1.6)
t—oo x€T
That is, we would like to know when the entire solution dissipates at a precise exponential rate. In
the language of the literature on random media, (1.6) says that the solution to (1.1) has a uniform
almost-sure Lyapunov exponent [4,5,7]. The earlier combined works of Carmona and Molchanov [5]
and Zeldovich, Molchanov, Ruzmaikin, and Sokolov [21,22] contain engaging discussions of the role



of dissipation, and more generally intermittency, in equations of random media from mathematical
and physical viewpoints, respectively.

We are able to use Theorem 1.1 in order to carry out this program in the special case of the
parabolic Anderson model only.

Theorem 1.3 (A parabolic Anderson model). Suppose in addition that there exists @Q > 0 such
that o(z) = Qz for all z € R, and that inf,et up(z) > 0. Then, there exists a non-random real
number A > 0 such that (1.6) holds. Moreover, A does not depend on the particular choice of ug.

There is a wide literature that implies the dissipation of the solution, particularly when:

1. (1.1) is replaced by a similiar SPDE on Ry x R;

2. Almost sure convergence is replaced by another mode of convergence; and more significantly,

3. Uniform convergence in (1.6) is replaced with pointwise convergence.
For example, Bertini and Giacomin [3] have studied (1.1) on Ry x R in the special case that
o(z) = Qz for all z € R and ug = exp(B) where B is a two-sided Brownian motion that is
independent of W [to ensure stationarity]. They proved that for every non random ¢ € C§°(R),

1 o0 2 4 00
/ so(y)logu(t,mdyﬂ%—@/ p@)dr  ast s oo
i) 2 | .

Ideally, one would like to know that the above holds when ¢ = §, for an arbitrary = € R and with
L?(§2)-convergence replaced by almost sure convergence. This would show that the [pointwise]
almost sure Lyapunov exponent of (1.1) is —Q*/24. Amir, Corwin, and Quastel [1] considered the
same SPDE as in [3], but started at ug = g, and proved among other interesting things that indeed

for every = € R fixed,
4

t ogu(t, ) L —22—4 as t — oo. (1.7)

The more recent work of Ghosal and Lin [9] implies that (1.7) holds for a wide class of initial data.
Additional references can be found in the recent paper by Gu and Komorowski [10], where the
asymptotics of the linear form of (1.1) is considered, together with an associated central limit theo-
rem, via a Feynman-Kac representation of a smoothed version of (1.1) in spatial higher dimensions
than one.

There also are results with the desired almost sure convergence, particularly when (1.1) is
replaced with an SPDE on Ry x Z%, in which case 02 is supplanted by the discrete Laplacian on
Z?. Notably, Carmona, Koralov, and Molchanov [4] and Cranston, Mountford, and Shiga [7] have
proved independently and nearly at the same time that A(Q) = limy 0o t ! log u(t, x) exists almost
surely and is in (=00, 00) a.s. for every fixed z € Z%. Moreover, one can expect based on Ref.s [4,7]
that A(Q) < 0 for all sufficiently large values of Q.?

We pause the explore the sharpness of the linearity condition of Theorem 1.3.

Open Problem. Let us first suppose that there exists > 0 such that o(z) = Qz for all z € R.
In that case, we have seen that (1.6) holds for some A = A(Q), and one expects A(Q) to have
nontrivial dependence on ). For example, our recent work with S.-Y Shiu [12] proves this by
showing that, if in addition inf, 4o |o(2)/2| > 0, then Q@ *A(Q) is bounded from above and below
by positive constants, uniformly for all ) > 1. Now suppose instead that there exist large numbers

2To be sure, Carmona, Koralov, and Molchanov [4] and Cranston, Mountford, and Shiga [7] study the semi-discrete
stochastic partial differential equation O;u = kKAu + uB3 where £ > 0, A denotes the discrete Laplacian on Z%, and B
is space-time white noise indexed by Ry x Z?. Their results imply that A(x) = lim; o t~ ' logu(t, ) exists almost
surely, and satisfies A(k) < 0 for all sufficiently small x > 0.



@1 # Q2 and large continuous non-overlapping intervals I7,Is,... C R such that o(z) = Q12
whenever z € Iy, for some n € N, and 0(z) = Q22 when z € 5,41 for some n € N. Then, Theorem
1.3 intuitively suggests that, for a suitable choice of the intervals Iy, Is, - - -, we might expect u(t)
to decrease at an exponential rate A(Q1) for a while, then switch to decaying at rate A(Q2) for
a while, then back to the decay rate A(Q1), and so on. This heuristic argument implies that the
linearity condition of Theorem 1.3 for o is likely to be close to be sharp. It should be possible to
build on the quantitative assertions of this paper in order to make such counterexamples rigorous.
However, that undertaking would require a good deal more effort still. Because we are presently
concerned with establishing positive results, we leave a rigorous construction as an open problem.

Let us conclude the Introduction by defining some notation that is used throughout. As is
customary, we define Lip(f) to be the optimal Lipschitz constant of every real-valued function
f: I — R, defined any subinterval I of R; that is,

z,y€l |z — | '
TFy

Thus, we can interpret the constant Lip(o) in (1.2) as the optimal such choice.
We occasionally let

Sy =supu(t,r) = [[u®)| pe(T) for all ¢t > 0, (1.8)
zeT

in order to simplify the exposition.
Define pi(z,y) to be the heat kernel associated to the Laplace operator on T [tacitly endowed
with periodic boundary conditions|. That is,

o

1 —y +2n)?
pe(z,y) =p(z—y) = \/T% Z exp (—W) forallt >0 and z,y € T. (1.9)

n=—oo

The heat kernel induces the transition semigroup { P, };~¢ of Brownian motion on T, defined via

(Pruo)(x) = /Tpt(x,y)uo(y) dy fort>0and z €T, (1.10)

and all non-negative uy € L°°(T). In this way, we can give rigorous meaning to the stochastic PDE
(1.1) using its mild formulation in the same manner as in Walsh [20]. Namely,

u(t,z) = (Pug)(x) + /(0 t)XTpt_s(x,y)a(u(s,y)) W(dsdy). (1.11)

For every real number k € [1,00), we always write
111 = {E(IX[F)}

for the L*(Q)-norm of a random variable X € LF((Q).

Throughout this paper, we follow the customary habit of writing f < ¢ when we mean that
there exists a constant C' > 0 such that f(z) < Cg(x) for all z in the stated range. We write f 2 ¢
iff g < f, and f < g is short-hand for the statement that both relations f < g and f 2 g hold.



2 Proof of Theorem 1.3

Throughout this section, we assume that the hypotheses of Theorem 1.3 are met; that is,
up(x) =1 and o(z2) =Q=z forallz € T and z € R, (2.1)

where Q > 0 is a fixed real number. With this in mind, we present the following which is the main
result of this section.

Theorem 2.1. limy_,o0 t~ " log ||u(t)|| oo (1) ezists and is in (—oc,0) almost surely.

It is possible to quickly present a conditional proof of Theorem 1.3, given that we can establish
Theorems 1.1 and 2.1. Therefore, let us dispense with the proof of Theorem 1.3 first, conditionally
on Theorems 1.1 and 2.1. Then, we proceed to establish Theorem 2.1; that effort takes up the rest
of this section. Theorem 1.1 will be proved subsequently.

Conditional proof of Theorem 1.3. If the initial data is ug = 1, then we combine Theorems 1.1 and
2.1 in order to see that

—A = lim ¢ 'supl = lim ¢ ' inf 1
A tiglot ilgr)ogu(t,x) tgrolot ;relTogu(t,:U),

almost surely, and A > 0 is non random. This yields (1.6), provided that ug = 1.

Next, suppose ug is a non-zero constant, say s # 1. Since s~ u solves (1.1) started identically
from 1 [with o(z) = Qz], the first portion of the proof implies that u satisfies (1.6), and the exponent
A does not depend on .

Finally, let us suppose u solves (1.1) with o(z) = Qz for all z and 0 < inftug < supyuy < 0.
In accord with the comparison theorem for SPDEs (see for example Shiga [18]),

u<u<u almost surely,

where u and u respectively solve v = 02v + QuW with constant initial profiles » = inftuy and
> = suptup. Apply the preceding portions of the proof respectively to u and @ in order to see
that u satisfies (1.6), and the limiting exponent A does not depend on the initial data ug € L*°(T)
provided that inft ug > 0. This completes the proof. 0

The remainder of this section is devoted to proving Theorem 2.1.

In the case that (1.1) is replaced by the parabolic Anderson model on (0,00) x Z¢, with 92
replaced by the discrete Laplacian, Carmona and Molchanov [5] and Cranston, Mountford, and
Shiga [7] have shown that lim; ,o ¢ 'logu(t,z) exists a.s. for every € Z% That is a quite
similar result to the one announced in Theorem 2.1, but the results differ in two ways: First,
Theorem 2.1 is a statement about uniform convergence and is not a pointwise assertion; and also
significantly, unlike the previous approaches of [5,7], ours cannot rely on a Feynman-Kac formulation
of the solution since the Feynman-Kac expectation blows up when the space variable is continuous.
Instead, we use comparison arguments. Still, as was done earlier in [5,7], we prove the existence of a
limit by making appeals to Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem for continuous-time processes;
see Kingman [14, Theorem 4]. Because the application of Kingman’s theorem in continuous time
requires some care, as compared with the earlier discrete-time version of the ergodic theorem of
Kingman [13], we begin with a somewhat more general measure-theoretic discussion.

Let (€2, F,P) be a complete probability space, and for every ¢ > 0 consider a mapping ¥, : Q —
) such that:



1. Yow = w for every w € §;
2. Vs = V¢ 09 for every s,t > 0; and
3. Every v preserves the measure P; that is every A € F has the same P-measure as v, LA for
every t = 0.
Then we say that ¢ = {¥;}i>0 is a measure-preserving semigroup.

The following is a continuous-time form of the Kingman subadditive ergodic theorem that has
easy-to-check conditions, but is otherwise a consequence of Kingman'’s original result [14, Theorem
4] for continuous-time subadditive processes.’®
Proposition 2.2. Let ¥ be as above and X = {X;}i>0 denote a real-valued stochastic process that
satisfies Xipqs < X¢ 4+ Xs o094 a.s. for every s,t > 0, as well as the following: There exist ¢,a,b > 0
and k > 1 such that

E <|Xt - X8|k) <ct—s|'™ and  sup E (|Xu o, — Xu|k> < ertt?, (2.2)
u€(0,1]

uniformly for all s,t,r € [0,1]. Then, limy oot ' X; = inf,enE(n1X,, | T) exists and is in
[~00,00) a.s., where T denotes the invariant o-algebra {A € F : A =97 A}.

We include a proof for the sake of completeness.

Proof. Let x5y = Xy—s09, for all 0 < s < t, and observe that the two-parameter process {z;; 0 <
s <t < oo} is subadditive in the sense of Kingman [14]. Clearly, (2.2) implies that

E (\Xt og— Xpo 198]]“> <ct—h|'" and E <|Xu ods — X, 0 ﬁrlk> < cls — 7|0,

uniformly for all u,t, h,s,r € [0,1]. These bounds, and a suitable form of Kolmogorov’s continuity
theorem [11, Appendix C] together ensure that the two-parameter process {zs+ 0 < s < t} is
continuous [up to a modification] and satisfies supgcsc;<q |7s¢| € L' (Q2). The proposition follows
from Theorem 4 of Kingman [14]. O

We now prepare to begin the proof of Theorem 2.1. Before we start, we need to deal with some
measure-theoretic issues first.

Recall that a two-parameter stochastic process W = {W (¢, ) }+>0,2¢T is a two-parameter Brow-
nian sheet if W is a centered Gaussian process and

t
Var (/ ¢dW> = / ds/dy [0(s,y))>  forall p € L*(Ry x T) and t > 0,
(0,t)xT 0 T

where the integral [ ¢ dW on the left-hand side denotes the Wiener integral that is associated to
the Brownian sheet W (see Nualart [19, Chapter 1]), and the integral on the right-hand side is
Lebesgue’s. It is well known that W has an almost surely continuous modification on Ry x T. In
this way, we may define the white noise W as the distributional space-time derivative of W; that
is, W = 8,0,W; see Centsov [6].

Let Q@ = C(Ry x T) and endow  with its usual compact-open topology and associated Borel
sigma-algebra F. Let P denote the law of a two-parameter Brownian sheet. Since the Brownian

3Kingman’s theorem [14, Theorem 4] includes an additional technical condition that, in the present context,
translates to the assumption that infi~ot 'EX; > —oco. It is easy to see from Kingman’s argument, however, that
this condition is needed only in order to prove that lim;—, t~1 X, holds in LI(Q). We do not require it here, as we
are not interested in L*(£2)-convergence.



sheet is a.s. continuous, we may realize P as a probability measure on 2. We may, and will, assume
without loss of generality that F is P-complete.

Let W(t,z)(w) = w(t,x) for every (t,z) € Ry x T and w € Q; that is W(w) = w denotes
the coordinate function on C'(Ry x T). Then, W is a particular construction of a two-parameter
Brownian sheet under the measure P. We may also introduce a measure-preserving semigroup
¥ ={V:}+=0 on (2, F,P) as follows:

(Nw)(s,z) =w(t+s,z) —w(t,x) forall s,t >0,z €T, and w € Q. (2.3)

The following shows that the one-parameter stochastic process ¢ + log|[u(t)|| (1) = log S; [see
(1.8)] satisfies the integrability property (2.2) of our formulation of Kingman’s subadditive ergodic
theorem (Proposition 2.2). Since Theorem 2.1 can be proved on any probability space, including
our particular construction of (€2, F,P), Lemma 2.3 reduces the proof of Theorem 2.1 to the proof
of subadditivity property X;1s < X¢ + X5 09, to which we return once we verify the following.

Lemma 2.3. Suppose ug = 1 and let Xy = log Sy for every t > 0. Then, for every a € (0,1/8)
and k > 1 there exists a real number ¢ = c(k,«) > 0 such that

E <|Xt — Xs]k) <clt—s" and sup E <|Xu o, — Xu\k) < erhe,
u€(0,1]

uniformly for all s,t,r € (0,1).

Remark 2.4. It is possible to refine the forthcoming argument to prove that the above in fact
holds for every a € (0,1/4); one uses Holder’s inequality in (2.8) in place of the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality as is done here. We omit the elementary details as we do not need the improvement.

Proof. Choose and fix a real number k£ > 2. We start the proof by developing a preliminary
estimate; see (2.7) below.
Recall the following basic estimates from the literature [20, Exercise 3.7, p. 323]:

lult, o)l S 1 and Jlu(t,2) = u(s, )l S (Is = 174+ 1o = 9]?), (2.4)

both valid uniformly for all (s,y), (t,z) € (0,1) x T. In light of (2.1), and according to Chapter 3
of Walsh [20], we may write the solution w to (1.1) in the following mild form:

u(t,z) =14+ Q pr—r(y — x)u(r,y) W(drdy), (2.5)
(0,t)xT
where the latter denotes the Walsh stochastic integral [20, Chapter 3]. See also (1.11). Choose
and fix some s > 0. We can see immediately from the above, and from elementary facts about the
Walsh stochastic integral, that the ¥¢-shift of u has a mild representation. To see this, let us first
define
v(t,x) =u(t,z) oV forallt >0and z € T.

Then, v solves

v(t,x) =14+Q Dits—r(y — x)v(r — s, y) W(drdy) forallt>0and z € T.
(s8,8+t)xT
Define Wy(drdy) = (W o 9s)(dr dy) in order to deduce from the preceding that

v(t, ) =14+Q Pr—r(y — z)v(r,y) Ws(drdy) forallt >0and z € T. (2.6)
(0,t)xT



Because the Brownian sheet has stationary and independent increments in its first variable (say),
it follows that Wy is a Brownian sheet. Thus, we see that v is the solution to (1.1) but with
W replaced by W,. Among other things, it follows that v satisfies (2.4). Therefore, whenever
0<s<t<1landz €T, we may write

|U(t,$)0193 —U(t,l’)| = "U(t,l‘) —U(t,ﬂj‘)| < Q((h +QQ+Q3+Q4+Q5)7

where
=] by aulr ) Widrdy)|
(0,5)xT
w=|[ by -2l - s, Widrdy)|
(t,s+t)xT
q3 = / {pt-i-s—r(y - 1‘) - pt—r(y - x)} U(T p y) W(d?" dy) ;
(s,t)xT
i =\ bl =) (ulr = 5,) = ulr )} W dy)
(s,t)xT
i = [ by 2 o = ) = ulr 5 ) W(Ardy)|.
(s,t)xT
We estimate q1, ..., g5 next, and in this order.

A suitable application of the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality [11, Proposition 4.4] yields

lal? < /0 dr /T dy [pe—r(y — )Pl )12,

where the implied constant depends neither on s € (0,¢) nor on (t,z) € (0,1) x T. Therefore, we
may appeal to (2.4) in order to obtain

S S t
lal? < /0 dr /T dy [per(y — 2)) = /0 Pa(ery(0) dr = / p2r(0) dr,

—S

thanks to the semigroup property of the heat kernel. It is well known that p,(0) < 7~ /2 uniformly
for all 7 € (0, 2]; see for example Lemma B.1 of our earlier paper [12, Appendix B]. This yields

t
dr
quuis/ NN N =P N3
tfs\/;

where the implied constants are independent of 0 < s <t < 1 and =z € T. Similarly,

S

s+t s+t
ll? < / dr /T Ay [praser (v — 2)Pllo(r — 5, 9)|2 < / Pa(essry(0) dr = / por(0) dr < V3,

and another appeal to (2.4) yields
t
lasl < [ dr [ Ay tnsacsly = 2) = pis v = )Y utr )l

< /O B dr/Tdy [poir(y —2) = poly — )} < V5,



all valid uniformly for s € (0,¢) and (¢,z) € (0,1) x T. Another appeal to (2.4) yields the following
bound:

Jasl < | L [ 40 sy = 2Pl = s.) =t )l
Vs [Car [ay ety =) \[/tsdr/dypwrs ~ PS5

also valid uniformly for all s € (0,¢) and (¢,z) € (0,1) x T.
Finally, we estimate g5. As before, a suitable application of the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy in-
equality yields

t
las2 < / ar /T Ay [prser (4 — D)0 — 5,9) — ulr — 5,)]2.

Let w(t,z) = v(t,z) — u(t,x) and combine the preceding observation to find that

lw(t, 2)|2 < V5 + /0 ds /T dy [pr—a(y — 2)2w(s )12,

where the implied constant does not depend on (t,z) € (0,1) x T. A Gronwall-type argument as
in Walsh [20, Lemma 3.3] now yields the bound,

lw(t, )lIE < Vs,
valid uniformly for all ¢t € (0,1), s € (0,t) and x € T. Thus, we have
lu(t, @) 0 95 — u(t, )|l < "%, (2.7)

valid uniformly for all 0 < s <t < 1 and € T. This is the preliminary estimate that was alluded
to at the beginning of the proof. We can now establish Lemma 2.3.

Since |logb—loga| < [b—a|(a=t+b71) for all b,a > 0, the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality plus the
triangle inequality together yield

log A —log Bl < 1B — Allzi (1A |2 + 1B l2) (2.8)

valid for all strictly positive random variables A and B. According to the method of Mueller and
Nualart [16],

¢, = sup E (mf lu(t,x)|” 2’“) < 0. (2.9)
te(0,1)  \z€T

Therefore, we may recall (1.8) and let X; = log Sy for every t > 0 in order to deduce from the
preceding remarks that
(2K
1 = Xalle < 26/ 110 = Sull (2.10)

uniformly for all 0 < s < ¢ < 1. Since k > 2 can be as large as we would like, (2.10), (2.4), and
Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem together imply that for every fixed o € (0,1/8),

| Xt — Xl St —s|* uniformly for all 0 <s <t < 1. (2.11)

Here we have used the fact that |S; —Ss| < sup,et |u(t,z) —u(s,x)|. The very same argument that
led us to (2.11) shows also that

|1 Xy — Xy 0|l < 2 1/ (k) ||5’ — Sy 0 Ur|op for every r,v € [0,1].
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Since the shift ¢, : Q — € preserves the measure P, (2.7), Kolmogorov’s continuity theorem, and
(2.9) together imply that

sup || Xy — Xy odp|, Sr® for all r € [0, 1]. (2.12)
ve(0,1)
Finally, (2.12) and (2.11) together verify the assertions of Lemma 2.3. O

We are ready for the following.

Proof of Theorem 2.1. As has been mentioned already, we can write v in mild form as in (2.5).
Moreover, it is well known that the Co(T)-valued stochastic process {u(t)}:>0 is a strong Markov
process; see Nualart and Pardoux [17]. Here C5(T) means that the process is continuous and takes
values in the positive real numbers.

Now choose and fix an arbitrary number s > 0. Then, elementary properties of the Walsh
stochastic integral imply that for all s,t > 0 and x € T,

u(t+s,z) = (Pu(s))(z) +Q Pits—r(x,y)u(r,y) W(drdy)
(s,t+s)xT

= (Pu(s))(z) + Q pe—r(@,y)ulr + s,y) Ws(drdy),
(0,t)xT

almost surely, where Wy (dr dy) = (W ody)(dr dy) defines a space-time white noise , and {P; };>¢ de-
notes the heat semigroup on T. That is, Pof = f for all f € C(T), and (P.f)(z) = [7p(z,y)f(y) dy
forallt>0and x € T.

Recall the process S = {S;}+>0 from (1.8). The comparison theorem for SPDEs (see Shiga [18])
and the independence of Wy(dr dy) and u(s) together tell us that for all s,¢ >0 and z € T,

u(t+s,z) <us(t,r) and hence Siys <supus(t,z) a.s.,
€T
where ug solves '
Oyug = 8§us + QusWs on (0,00) x T,

subject to the initial profile us(0) = Ss. Because the SPDE in question is linear, vs(t,z) =
us(t,x)/Ss solves the SPDE,

Ovg = Q,%Us + QusWs on (0,00) X T,
subject to vs(0) = 1. Because this SPDE has a unique solution, we compare the above with (2.6)
(and recall the uniqueness of the SPDE that (2.6) describes) in order to deduce that vs = u o ¥s.
Thus, it follows that

Sirs < Ss % (St ° 195) = log Siys <logSs +log Sy o vs a.s.,
This and Lemma 2.3 together imply that {log S;}:>0 satisfies the conditions of our formulation of
Kingman’s subadditive ergodic theorem (Proposition 2.2) and hence
—A= lim t !log S,
t—o00

exists a.s. and is measurable with respect to the invariant sigma-algebra of ¥;. By the Kolmogorov
0-1 law, the latter sigma-algebra is trivial; therefore, A is non random. In principle, A could be any
extended real number in [—o00, 00). However, the theory of [12] implies, in the particular case that
(2.1) holds, that

—00 < liminft~! inf logu(t, z) < limsupt ™' suplogu(t,z) < 0 a.s.
t—o0 z€T t—00 zeT

This proves that —oco < A < 0 and completes the proof. O
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3 An asymptotic interpolation theorem

In this section, we return to the first part of the proof of Theorem 1.1 and prove the following
asymptotic LP-interpolation theorem. This result will be used in the proof of Theorem 1.1 afterward.

Theorem 3.1. Choose and fix two extended real numbers 1 < p,q < oo. Then, a.s.,
log [[u(t) || Lr (1) — log [|[u(t)||pa(r) = O(loglogt) ast — oc.

Jensen’s inequality implies that Theorem 3.1 is an equivalent formulation of (1.5). Our proof
of Theorem 3.1 hinges on the following simple lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Theorem 3.1 holds provided that, for every 3 > 3,
e u(t S
ZP sup M > (logn)? p < oc. (3.1)
= ost<n lu@)llprm

Proof. According to (3.1) and the Borel-Cantelli lemma, with probability one,

u(t)|| oo
sup M < (logn)? for all but a finite number of n € N. (3.2)
o<t<n [[u()|lzr(m)

We would like to replace n in (3.2) by a continuous variable. Note that for ¢ > 1 we have ([t]+1) < 2t
where [t] is the greatest integer in ¢. So (3.2) implies that with probability 1,
U(t)|| oo
M < (log([t] +1))? < (logt + log 2)? for all sufficiently large ¢ > 0.
w1 em)

In other words, for every 5 > 3

log [|u(t)|| Lo (1y — log [lu(t) (| L1 (T
loglogt

<B+1 ast— oo a.s.

Moreover, the inequality can be reversed since |[u(t)|| 117y < 2[|u(t)|Loo(T)- O

The remainder of this section is devoted to the estimation of the probability term in (3.1). In
order to do that, we must overcome two challenges:

1. First, let us consider the non-random case [0 = 0] and take advantage of the following
elementary property of the heat semigroup P = {P;};>0, defined earlier in (1.10): P tames
very tall, thin peaks. Thus, for example, if ug € C(T) has a given area — say |luo|[z1(r) =1
— and a much larger maximum — say |lug||zeo(ry = N > 1 — then ||Paug||po(ry < N for
relatively small values of ¢. Our first challenge is to show that the random heat operator
u > Opu— 0%u— O'(’LL)W preserves essentially this taming property with high probability. The
details of this argument can be found in §3.1 below.

2. Our second challenge is to prove that, with high probability, the total mass process t —
[[w(t)[|1(Ty does not get too big or too small in “mesoscopic time,” especially important when
the initial data ug has very tall peaks in the sense of the previous paragraph. This endeavor
requires the simultaneous control of the total mass and the maximum of u(¢). See §3.2 below
for details.

Once these challenges are met, we appeal to the strong Markov property of the infinite-dimensional
process {u(t)}¢>o in order to complete the proof of Theorem 3.1. This can be done relatively
effortlessly; see §3.3.
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3.1 Control of tall peaks

We begin work toward addressing our first challenge, mentioned in the preamble to this section.
Throughout, we denote the stochastic integral in (1.11) by Z(¢,z). That is,

Z(t.2) = u(tx) = (Pn)(0) = | ps(op)oluls 9) Wdsdy) (33)
(0,6)xT

forallt >0 and x € T.

Lemma 3.3. For every T, w > 0 there exists a real number ¢ = ¢(T,w) > 0 such that
k/2

B (1Z(t,2) = Z(s,9)F) < (k)2 exp(eh® (s v ) o]l ry [VIE= 5T+ o = 3l]
uniformly for all Lipschitz-continuous functions o : R — R that satisfy Lip(o) < w, ug € L>®(T),
z,yeT,0<s,t<T, and k > 2.

Lemma 3.3 is not a result about the solution to (1.1) for a fixed diffusion coefficient o; rather,
it is a statement that holds uniformly over all solutions to (1.1) for which the diffusion coefficient
satisfies Lip(¢) < w and the initial profile is in L>(T).

Proof. Tt is well known that there exists a real number A = A(w) > 1 such that

suIT) lu(t,x)|x < Aexp(Ak2t)Hu0|]Loo(-|—), (3.4)
S

uniformly for all Lipschitz-continuous functions o : R — R that satisfy Lip(c) < w, ug € C(T),
t >0, and k > 2; see [12, Proposition 4.1] and its proof.
Next we write, for all k > 2,t,h >0, and z € T,

WZ(t+h,x) —Z(t,x)||r < J1+ J2

where

)

= / Prn—s(,9) — pr_s(z, )] o(u(s 1)) W(ds dy)
(0,6)xT k

Jo =

/ Pehos(@, y)o(uls ) W(ds dy)
(t,t+h)xT

k

We may estimate J; and Jo in turn using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality as follows; see
Khoshnevisan [11, Proposition 4.4] for the details of the application of the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequality. For the same constant A that appeared in (3.4),

t
Ji < 41<:\Lip(0)l2/0 dS/Tdy Pesns(@,y) — pr_s(z, v |uls, )|
t
< 4A2w2keXp(2Ak‘2t)IIuollioo(T)/0 dS/Tdy psin(@,y) = ps(z,y)) .

Therefore, we may apply Lemma B.6 of [12] in order to bound fg ds [ dy [psyn(z,y) — ps(z,y)]?
and deduce the following;:

t R\ ds
2 2_2 2 2 :
Ji < 6A°w kexp(2Ak t)||u0HL°°(T)/O min <1’5) %
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A direct evaluation of the integral [based on whether or not s < hJ, and application of a square
root, together yield
J1 < V24kAw exp(AK*(t + h)RM* |Jug | pos )

Similarly, one obtains the following;:

t+h
B <k [ ds [ dylpni(o o)l futs )l
h
< 4422k exp(ARZ(t + b)) o |2 ) /0 ds /T dy [pesn(@, y)]?

h
= 4 exp(2AR -+ ) ol [ o) d.

We now apply Lemma B.1 of our earlier paper with S.-Y. Shiu [12] in order to find that

h 1
J2 < 8A% %k 2AK*(t + h 2 o / (,1>d
2 w eXp( ( ))HUOHL (T) 0 max m S

h
ds
< 8A2w2k‘exp 2AK2(t + h uQ 2 / —
AR+ W) wllteqry |2
= 16A°@”k exp(2AK>(t + h)) VI ||uo| oo my
Once again, the constant A is the same that appeared in (3.4). In this way, we find that
IZ(t+h,z) — Z(t,z)|r < AwV80k exp(Ak>(t + h))hM ]| oo (T (3.5)
One proves, using similar arguments (see [12, Lemma B.3]) that for all £k > 2, ¢t > 0, and
z,z€T,
t
IZ(t,2) = Z(¢, 2|} < 4A4%@k exp(2A4K ) ||uo||T oo () / dS/ dy [ps(x,y) — ps(z,9)]°

wmmM%mmmwsz?Af

for a real number ¢ > 0 that does not depend on wug, ¢ > 0, x,z € T, nor k£ > 2. Moreover, the
constant ¢ depends on ¢ only via w > Lip(c). Thus, we find that

1Z(,2) ~ Z(t, )l < VE exp(Ak0) uollzwqr) (74 A Viogr 1) [z — =2, (3.6)

where A is the same constant that appeared in (3.4), and the implied constant does not depend
ont>0,x,z€T, k=2, oru, except that ug € L*>°(T) and Lip(c) < w. Lemma 3.3 follows from
(3.5) and (3.6), and the triangle inequality. O

Lemma 3.3 has the following consequence for the stochastic integral process Z from (3.3). Recall
that @ serves as a proxy for an upper bound for the Lipschitz constant for o.

Lemma 3.4. For every w >0 and 0 < 0 < % there exists a number ¢ = ¢(0,w) > 0 such that

B (2050 r) ) < (R)7 explek®)uof o ryt*/*,

E ( Sl[l()%] HI(S)”IZOO(T)> < (ck)*/? exp(ek™t)[[uo]| oo 1yt
se|0,
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uniformly fort € (0,1] and for all Lipschitz-continuous functions o : R — R that satisfy Lip(c) < w,
ug € L°(T), and k > 2.

Proof. The first inequality comes from Lemma 3.3 and a quantitative form of Kolmogorov continuity
theorem (see Khoshnevisan [11, Appendix C]). The second inequality also comes from Lemma 3.3
and the Kolmogorov continuity theorem. We will mention how, since this sort of argument can
arise multiple times:

|Z(s,2) —Z(0,z)]

T(s,2)| < 17 - 170, 2)]
I(s1,71) — L(s2, 7
<t sup L) = Tz )| 7 )
(s1,x1)#(s2,72) ‘81 - 52’ + |$1 - $2|
51,52€(0,t], x1,22€T
uniformly for all s € [0,¢] and x € T. This completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.5. For every w >0 and 0 < 6 < % there exists ¢ = c(0 ,@) > 0 such that
) Lzoe S VE explek®)lfu eyt + 7172,

< eVk exp(ck®t)||uo| oo (mt? + [luol oo (m),
k

sup |[u(s)||zoo ()
s€(0,t)

uniformly for all k > 2, 0 <

t < 1, all Lipschitz-continuous functions o : R — R that satisfy
Lip(o) < w, and all ug € C+(T) th

at satisfy |luolprry = 1.

Proof. Because sup,et pi(x) < 2(1V t71/2) for all t > 0 (see for example [12, Lemma B.1]), and
since [;uo(x)dx = 1, it follows that || Piug|ze(my < 2(1V t=1/2). The first portion of the lemma
follows from this, Lemma 3.4, and (3.3). The second portion follows similarly. O

We are ready to present and prove the main result of this subsection. The following device
controls the tall peaks of the solution, and addresses the first of the two challenges that were
mentioned earlier on in the section.

Proposition 3.6. For every w > 0 and % < 7y < 2 there exist K = K(v,w) > 0 such that
P{Jlu(N) | poogy = EN2} < Kexp (-NE9/72),

P { sup  [Ju(s)| peo(m) = QN} < Kexp (—%N(3V*4)/2> 7

0<s<N Y

uniformly for all real numbers N > 1, all Lipschitz-continuous functions o : R — R that satisfy
Lip(o) < @, and all ug € C1(T) that satisfy |[uol|L1(1y = 1 and |[uol| oo (1) < N.

The proof of Proposition 3.6 rests solely on Lemma 3.5 and Chebyshev’s inequality. Still, there
are a number of parameters that needs to be controlled and the ensuing “numerology” is slightly
messy. Therefore, we include some of the requisite details in order to help with the perusal of the
argument.
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Proof. Since v < 2, we can choose and fix 0 < 0 < i that satisfies v(3 — 46) < 4. We apply
Lemma 3.5 with ¢ = N™7 and &k = N®7"=4/2 in order to see that there exists a real number
K, = Ki(v,0,w) > 0 such that

H HU(N_’Y)HLOO(T)HN(3W—4)/2 < e_lKlN’Y/Qv

_ (3.7)
sup  [[u(s)]| oo (1) < N+ LI, NYG=40)/4,
0<s<N Y

NG@By—4)/2

uniformly for all N > 22/(37=4) " all Lipschitz-continuous functions o : R — R that satisfy Lip(o) <
@, and all ug € C4(T) that satisfy [luo|pi(ry = 1. This is because exp(ck? /N7) is bounded
uniformly in (k, N) for the present choices of (k,N). The first bound in (3.7) and Chebyshev’s
inequality together imply that

_ .
l[w (N") N oo (my

K{N/2

P {H“ (Nﬂ)HLoo(T) > K1N7/2} <E

< exp (—N(37_4)/2> for all N > 2(37=2)/2,
Thus, we find that there exists Ko = K3(v,6,w) > 0 such that
P{la (N [ ey = KiN2} < Kpexp (~N®7/2) - forall N > 1,

which is another way to state the first assertion of the proposition.

In order to deduce the second portion of the proposition, note that the constant v(3—46)/4 [that
appears in the exponent of N in the second part of (3.7)] lies strictly between 0 and 1. Therefore,
it follows from (3.7) that for every ¢ > 1 there exists No = No(q,7,0,w) > 0 such that

sup  [[u(s)| peo(m) < gN for all N > Nj.

0<s<N Y

NGv—1)/2
Apply this with ¢ = 2exp(—1/2), and then use Chebyshev’s inequality to deduce that

P { sup [|u(s)|| oo (r) = 2N} < exp (-%N@W*‘W?) for all N > No.

0<s<N—

Consequently, there exists K3 = K3(v,60,w) > 0 such that

P{ sup  lu(s)||peo(y = 2N} < Ksexp (—%N(&V*‘WZ) for all N > 1.

0<s<N—Y

The proposition follows with K = max(K; , K2, K3). O

3.2 Control of total mass

We now turn to the second-mentioned challenge of the section. The solution to that challenge lies
in the next proposition. Specifically, the following asserts that, on a mesoscopic time scale, there is
a high probability that the total mass of the solution is not unduly small, even if the solution starts
out with a rather tall peak at time zero (and is everywhere else small at that time), and hence the
spatial maximum of the noise coefficient may be large to begin with.
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Proposition 3.7. For every w > 0 and % <7y < 2, there exists L = L(y,w) > 1 such that

N<37—4)/3>

. 1
P{ inf lu(®)|zrm) < 5 or suwp w1y = 2} < Lexp (— 7

OStSNTY 0<t<KN—

uniformly for all N > 2, all Lipschitz-continuous functions o : R — R that satisfy Lip(o) < w, and
all up € C(T) that satisfy [[uollpr(my =1 and ||uol| Lo (1) < .

We will prove Proposition 3.7 after we comment on a subtle feature of that proposition. Define
My = (w1 = / u(t,z)dz for all t > 0.
T

This is the total mass process of the solution to (1.1), and is well known to be a nice martingale.
In fact, we can integrate both sides of (3.3) and appeal to a stochastic Fubini theorem in order to
conclude the well-known fact that

Dﬁt:ﬁﬁng/ a(u)dW [t>0].
(0,6)xT

Thus, we see that {90 };>0 is a continuous L?(Q)-martingale with quadratic variation given by

t
mmzﬂndmmﬁmws t>0

An appeal to a suitable form of the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and (1.2) yields the fol-
lowing: For all t > 0 and k > 2,

t t
I, = Mol < 4k [ s [ dy otus ) e < abLin(@) [ s [ dy Juts )l
0 0
see Khoshnevisan [11, Proposition 4.4]. Therefore, (3.4) yields the following: For every k > 2,
19 — e S NV, (3.8)

uniformly for all ¢ > 0, N > 1, and ug € L>°(T) such that |lug|| 1ty = 1 and [Jug||gee(ry < N. This
bound turns out to be essentially unimprovable.

Instead of establishing the above assertions in great detail, let us simply apply them in order
to be able to observe that P{9; ~ 1} ~ 1 provided that the time variable ¢ is measured on a
microscopic scale: ¢ < N72. Among other things, this shows that a well-known concentration
estimate such as (3.8) yields P{9; ~ 0} ~ 0 when t < N~2. Proposition 3.7 says that we still
have P{91; ~ 0} ~ 0 even when ¢ is in the mesoscopic scale, N72 < t < 1. But, as we shall see,
this is true for more subtle reasons than a mere concentration fact such as (3.8).

Proof of Proposition 3.7. Concentration estimates such as (3.8) fail to prove Proposition 3.7 be-
cause there is a very tall peak at time 0. That is, when [luol/z1(r) = 1 yet [[uol|pec(r)y = N > 1
one is faced with an “intermittency effect.” That renders a moment bound such as (3.8) useless.
Therefore, in order to subdue the “intermittency effect”, we control the quadratic variation of 9,
by using [|u(t)|| e (1) and |lu(t)||z1(T) as follows. Define

M =My —1 = / o (u(s, ) W (ds dy) it > 0],
(0,6)xT
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We may write

gl

(A1)+P A2 ,

[\3\*—‘

or sup |lu(t)|[p1m) = 2} < P{ sup || >

O<tSN—Y 0<t<N—7Y

N | —

P{ inf [lu(t)]| 1 r) <

O<tKN

where A1, Ao, and A3 are events that are defined in reverse order as follows:

Az = {wGQ: sup  u(®)|lp1ery(w) >N1/3};

0<t<N =Y

Ag = {w €Q: sup |u(t)| peo(my(w) = QN} ;

0<t<N—7

. < 1 C Cc

A =<we: sup |‘ﬁt(w)\>§ N A5 N AS.
0<t<N—7

Proposition 3.6 tells us that there exists a number K = K(y,w) > 0 such that
Pl < Koxp (~NET7),

uniformly for all N > 2.
Next, we consider the event Aj. Since M is a continuous L?(Q2)-martingale with mean zero and
quadratic variation

<m»=/ o(u(s, y)Pdyds  [t> 0],
(0,6)xT

Therefore, almost surely on the event A§ N AS,

sup (M) < [Lip(e)]?  sup / [u(s,y)]? dyds < 2? N—Gr=4)/3, (3.9)
0<t<N—7 0<t<N—7J(0,t)xT

uniformly for all solutions of the SPDE (1.1) as long as Lip(c) < w. Thanks to the martingale

representation theorem, there exists a Brownian motion B = {B(t)}+>¢ such that 9 = B((M);)

for all ¢ > 0. Therefore, the reflection principle and (3.9) together imply that there exists a real

number ¢; = ¢1(w,7) > 0 such that

1 ,
P(A1) <P{ sup BN ==, sup (M) < 2w N-G1=4/3
0<tSN—Y 2 To<t<N—
1 )
<P sup IB(t)| > = $ < 2exp <_01 N(37—4)/3) ,
0<t<2w?2 N~ (3v—4)/3 2

uniformly for all N > 2. We pause to mention that the above basically reproduces Freedman’s
martingale inequality [8].

Finally, we bound P(Aj3). By a suitable application of the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality
[11, Proposition 4.4], for all k > 2 and ¢ > 0,

E (!‘ﬁtlk) < (4k)F2E ((%)’“/2) — (4k)}2E k/2

/‘ o (u(s ) ds dy
(0,t)xT

k/2
< (4k)F/ 2k ( / lu(s,y)||? ds dy> < (BAwN)* (tk)*? exp (AKt) .
(0,6)xT
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In the last inequality, we have used the fact that ||ug||cc < N together with (3.4). And the number
A is the constant that appeared in (3.4) and is, in particular, independent of N > 2 and ¢ > 0.
Whenever N > 2,

N3 _ 1> N3 _ (N/2)1/3 _ C_1N1/3,

with €' = (1 — 27V 3)~1. Therefore, Doob’s inequality ensures that
P(A3) =P sup [ +1] > N/3Y <p sup || > C-1N1/3
OStSN=? 0<t<N—7

< CENTHBE (mNﬂVf) < (3C Aw)RKF/2N=FGI=D/6 oy (ARSNT)

k/2
(3CAw)%k _
B (]\7(37—4)/3 exp(AK*NT7),
for all k&, N > 2. We can choose
NBy—=4)/3
- (3CAwe)?

in order to see that

(3v—4)/3 2y—4
P(A3) < exp (—k + AK*N7) = exp (— N AN >

(3CAme)? | (3CAme)

Because v < 2, it follows that 2y — 4 < (37 — 4)/3, and this means that the negative part of the
exponent dominates. Therefore, there exists a number Cy = Cy(w , ) > 0 such that

P(Ag) < Cal exp (—CoN(37_4)/3) .

We may combine our estimates for the respective probabilities of Ay, As, Ag in order to find that,
uniformly for all N > 2,

or  sup HU(t)IILl(T>>2}<P(A1)+P(A2)+P(A3)

O<t<KN =

| =

P inf t <
{ogféﬂvw [Ju( )HLl(T)

< 2exp <701N(37_4)/3) + K exp <f%N(37_4)/2> + Cytexp (fCoN(37_4)/3> ,
to conclude the proof from the elementary fact that (3v —4)/3 < (3y —4)/2. O

3.3 Completion of the proof of Theorem 3.1

The proof relies on a few applications of the strong Markov property. With the latter in mind, let
F(W) = {F;(W)}i=0 denote the Gaussian filtration that is generated by the white noise W. It
might help to recall that one constructs these sigma-algebras as follows: First, for every ¢t > 0 we
let 77 denote the sigma-algebra that is generated by all Wiener integrals of the form [ (0,)xT odW
as ¢ ranges over L?(T). Then, we P-complete every ]-'to, call the completion ftl, and finally we
make these right-continuous and call the resulting sigma-algebra Fy; that is, F;(W) = Ngs ¢ FL for
allt > 0.
Fix 8 > 3. For every n > 1 define

r(n) = inf {t > 0 J|u(t)]lp=m) > Gogm)2u(®)pm ) [inf & = oc].
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The general theory of processes ensures that every 7(n) is a stopping time with respect to the
Gaussian filtration F(W); see Bass [2] for a modern account. With Lemma 3.2 in mind, we then
write for every n > 1,

p M > (logn)ﬁ} =P {T(n) <n, sup [Hu(t)HLO.m ° 197'(11)] > (logn)ﬁ}

P< su
{ostgn lw(®) Ty ost<n—r(n) | lu@®L1em)

lu() || zoo (1)
<P sup |[-——"L o | = (logn)®
<o<t<n!nu<t>num | = logn)

T(n) < oo) ,

where ¥ is the same shift on the noise that we introduced earlier in the context of the application
of Kingman’s theorem, and where we have appealed to the elementary inequality,

P(ANB) < P(B| A),

valid for all events A, B in the underlying probability space. Thanks to the continuity properties
of u and the compactness of T,

lu(r ()]l oo (r) = (Qog )2 u(r(m))llaery  as. on {r(n) < oo}

Therefore, the strong Markov property of {u(t)};>0 ensures that

uU(t)|| 00 V(L) || 00
Pl sup [[w(®) |l oo (1) > (logn)® \ < sup Pl sup o) Lo (T)  (logn)? ! |
o<t<n [[u(®)|lL1(m) w0ECso(T): o<t<n [[V()[lL1(T)
ool ooy =Clog m)72 ool 1,

where v solves (1.1) subject to initial data vy that is being optimized under “sup,,cc. (1)..,” and
driven by the 9, ,-shift of the Brownian sheet W, which is itself a Brownian sheet thanks to the
strong Markov property of the latter, viewed as an infinite-dimensional diffusion in its first variable
[and with respect to the Gaussian filtration F(W)] .

Now let vg € Cso(T) be an otherwise arbitrary continuous and strictly positive function such
that [[vol|eo(t) = (log n)ﬁ/QHvoHy(T). Also, let v = {v(t,z)}t>02eT denote the solution to the
SPDE (1.1), driven by some space-time white noise W, and with the initial data vy that we just
fixed in our minds. Define

V(t,z)= 71;(757:1:)

_|| H forallt >0and z € T.
VollL1(T)

The random field V' = {V (¢, z) }+>0,2eT solves the SPDE,
OV (t,x) =V (t,z)+o(V(t,z))WV(t,z)  on (0,00) xT, (3.10)

subject to V(0,z) = Vo(x), where Vg € C5o(T) solves |[Vo|lpoe (1) = (logn)?/? and Vollzrry = 1,
and
a(z) = ||vo\|211(.|.)0 (ZHU()HLl(T)) for all z € R.

Since Lip(é) = Lip(o), any result about the solution u [to (1.1)] that depends on ¢ only through
Lip(c) can be applied to V, regardless of our choice of vy € Cso(T). In this way we find the
following. First define S(N) = S(N, Lip(o)) to be the class of all predictable space-time random
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fields V' = {V(t,2)}t>02eT that solve the SPDE (3.10) when Lip(6) = Lip(c), subject to some
non-random initial data Vo € Cso(T) that satisfies ||[Vol[z1(r) = 1 and [|Vo|| oty < N. Also define

N = N(n) = (log n)5/2 to simplify the typesetting, and (3.11)
Tv(R) =inf {t > 0: V()1 = RIV(®)llp1(ry} foralR>0  [inf @ = oo]. '
[Thus, for example, the elementary inequality || f[|1(1y < 2[[f[|Loc(T), valid for all f € L>(T), tells
us that Ty (R) =0 when 0 < R < 3]

Then we have

P{ sup M > (logn)? p < sup P< sup M > (logn)”
o<t<n Hu(t)HLl(T) VES(N) 0<t<n HV(t)HLl(T)

(3.12)
<, PATVNY <o (V7).

The general theory of stochastic processes tells us that 7y (R) is a stopping time with respect
to the Gaussian filtration F(WW) for every R > 0; see Bass [2]
Define

P(m,t) = sup P{Ty(m) <t} for all t,m > 0.
VES(N)

According to (3.12), we may write

)| oo
P el (logn)? b <P <N2,exp (NW>> < T+ o+ T, (3.13)
o<t<n [lu(®)]lzyT)

where

J1 = ’P(NQ,Ni’Y),

B=_swp P{IV(N)lpeqm > N},
VeS(N)
V()] 1,00
VeS(N)

= > N2
N-7<t<exp(N?/F) Hv(t)HLl(T)

We study the respective behaviors of Ji, Ja, and J3 next, and in this order.

O<tSN =Y

J1 < sup P{ sup [V (t)[[ ooy = 2N}
VeS(N)

2
+ sup P sup ||V (t)|pemy <2N, inf |[|[V@)|im < =
L {WW IV (@) e it VOl < =

2
< sup P sup V()| oy = 2N p + sup P{ inf VOl <}7
Lo {WWH )l zm } Lo Pyl IVOlom < 5

=P+ P,

notation being clear from context. For any v € (% ,2), the second part of Proposition 3.6 ensures
that there exists K = K (Lip(c)) > 0 such that

P, < Kexp (—K_lN(37_4)/2> uniformly for all N > 1.
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Moreover, we may apply Proposition 3.7 in order to see that there exists L = L(Lip(c)) > 0 such
that, for all N >4 [so that 2/N < 1/2],

2
P < P inf Vi(t <—,<L (_Lle(3'y—4)/3> 7
? VeSgI()N) {ogtlgjv—v IV )”LI(T) N} exp

and the very same inequality holds for all NV > 1 if we increase the numerical value of L by a little,
as necessary. Combine to see that there exists a constant K1 = K;(Lip(o)) > 0 such that

Ji < Ky exp (—Kl_lN(?”_“)/g) for all N > 1

The estimation of Js is a slightly simpler matter. Indeed, the first assertion of Proposition 3.6
readily yields the existence of a number Ky = Ks(Lip(o)) > 0 such that

Jo < Koexp <—K§1N(37_4)/2> forall N > 1
Finally, we apply the Markov property at time N~7 in order to see that
Js <P (NQ, exp (N2/5> - N‘”) .
Combine the preceding bounds for Jy, J2, J3 and apply (3.13) in order to find that
P (N2, exp (N2/5>> < Loexp (—LglN(?”Y*“)/?’) +P (N2,exp (NW) . N’”) for all N > 1

where Lo = max(K1, K2) = Lo(Lip(c)) > 0. Because Ly does not depend on N, and N is an
arbitrary real variable > 1, we may iterate the above. Thus, for example

P (Nz,exp <N2/5)) < 2Lgexp (—LglN(3774)/3> +P <N2,exp (NQ/’B> — 2N77)

< 3Lyexp (~Lg NOT0/2) 4+ P (N?, exp (N?/7) —3N7)

< UnLgexp (—LalN(37_4)/3> +P <N2,exp (NQ/B) - fNN_7> ;

where /y = | N7 exp (NQ/'B)J. We now choose v € (% ,2) so that % > % This is possible because
B> 3. Since t — P(N?,t) is monotone, it follows the preceding and (3.13) that

t)|| e
P< sup Tl n) > (logn)? 3 < LoN7 exp (—LalN(37_4)/3 + N2/B> +P (N?N7)
o<t<n (@)l

= LoN" exp (_LalN(sv—zx)/?) i N2/5> s (3.14)

<Ly (N +1)exp (—L;1N<3W—4)/3) :

thanks to a final appeal to our estimate for J;, and for a suitably large choice of L1 = Ly (Lip(0)) >
0. A final appeal to (3.11) allows to change variables back from N to n and obtain

1w || oo (1) = _
P = > (logn)? b < Ly 14 logn)"/? exp (=L (logn)?B31=4/6) < o,
Z {0 @, > (o5 ; ) (~L7"(togm) )
(3.15)
for every g > 3. Lemma 3.2 now implies Theorem 3.1. O
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4 Proof of Theorem 1.1

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is divided into a series of natural steps that we separate as individual sub-
sections below. Throughout, we will appeal also to the following fact from elementary probability
theory.

Lemma 4.1. For all integers n > 2 and events Fn, ..., E, in the underlying probability space,
n
n)gZP(Ej\Egm---mE;_l), where Ey = @
Proof. Define p1 = P(E1) and set p; = P(E; [ E{N---NES_;) for j =2,...,n. Then,
n
P(E;) > P(EfN---nE;) = [[(1-p)).
=1

The result follows from this and the elementary inequality [[7_,(1 —p;) > 1 — 37", pj, valid for
every 0 < p1,...,pn < 1 as can be checked directly by induction. ]

4.1 The influence of the heat kernel

Let us start with a small technical result about the smoothing action of the heat semigroup on
the torus. It is well known that, in arbitrary positive time, the heat semigroup maps an integrable
function to a smooth one. The following provides a quantitative bound for that smoothness, where
“smoothness” is interpreted here in terms of optimal Lipschitz constants.

Lemma 4.2. Ift >0 and f € L'(T), then P.f is Lipschitz continuous, and

. 7 1
Lip(Pf) < - (1 i ﬁ) T

Proof. We can differentiate the series representation (1.9) term by term in order to see that

oo
_ 2 _ 2 2
|0:pe (7, y)| < Z Wexp (—W) pointwise.
7

n=—oo

If |n| > 2, then certainly |x — y| < 2 < |n|, whence also |z — y + 2n| > 2|n| — |z — y| > |n] for all
x,y € T. Since |z —y + 2n| < 2(1 + |n|) < 3|n| as well, it follows that

|z —y+2n| < |$—y+2n|2> 3 —n?/(4t)
exp | — < nle .
Z tvAant P 4t tvAant Z Il

neZ:n|>2 neZ:|n|>2

Now,

Zne—n2/(4t Z/ /1) gy < Z/ | 4 y)e/140) gy
n—1
= / oY/ (4) dy+/ ye Y 2/(4t) dy = V7t + 2t < VAzxt(1 + V).

0 0
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Therefore, by symmetry,

|z —y + 2n| ( x—y—|—2n|2) 6 6 < 1)
exp | — < Vart(l+vVt) = — [ 1+ — ).
nezzn>2 tv/Art P 4t tv/Art ( ) Vit Vit

When |n| < 1, we use the fact that |z]exp(—22/(4t)) < y/2t/e for all z € R and ¢ > 0 in order to
be able to say that

|z —y + 2n| ( |x—y+2n2> 3 1 ( 1)
= 2 " lexp | — < <—|1+—=).
2 tv/Amt P 4t tvV2me Vit Vi

neZ:|n|<1

Combine these bounds in order to find that

7 1
Lip(pt(-,y)) = sup [Oupi(y, )| < % (1 + ﬁ) forallt >0 and y € T.

zeT
This bound does the job since |[(P,f)(x) — (Pf)(2)| < [+ 1pe(x,y) — pe(z, )| | f(y)] dy. O
Let

B(z,r)={x+rzeT: 2€T} (4.1)

denote the closed r-ball about x € T for all » > 0. Because of (1.9),

1 0 atcvt (y — x4+ 2n)2
pe(x,y)dy = / exp (—) dy, (4.2)
freon 0= 3 [ ;

for every t > 0, ¢ € [0,1/+/t], and a,z € T. For the right-hand side it might help to recall the
convention that we are identifying points in T with those in [—1,1]. Still, to be completely clear,
the left-hand side is an integral on the abelian group T against the Haar measure [dy], and the
right-hand side is a sum of integrals over the real line against Lebesgue’s measure [also denoted by

dy].
Lemma 4.3. There ezists a constant A € (0,1) such that for everyc>1,t >0, and a,z €T,

pe(z,y)dy > Alg., (. x).
/(wﬂ) t(z,y) Blay(e+1)v) (%)

Proof. Because the integral in question is manifestly > 0, we may (and will) consider only x €
Bl(a,(c+1)yt). In (4.2), we drop all summands except the one that corresponds to n = 0 to see

that
1 atcy/t (y . $)2
pe(z,y)dy = / exp <—> dy
/B(a,cx/f) t( ) VATt Ja—cyvi 4t

P{a—az Z<a—$+ c}

V2t V2 T T Vet V2

where Z is distributed according to the standard normal distribution on R. Since x is within
a+ (c+ 1)yt and ¢ > 1, it follows that

1 2c+1 1 3
px,ydy}P{ng }EP{QZQ}::A. 4.3
/B(a,cm @,9) V2 V2 V2 V2 (13)

This completes the proof. O
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4.2 The influence of the noise

Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3 concern the heat kernel/semigroup. We now begin studying the noise W. In
order to do that, let us choose and fix some numbers

4
8>3 and a>?ﬁ>4 (4.4)
and define successively,
1
t1 =1, to = 2, and thy1 = T + W for k > 2. (45)

Note that t; > 1 for all £k € N, and k(logk)™® <ty < k for all k£ > 2. In particular, we have

log k
og <logty <logk for all £ > 1. (4.6)
With the above sequence of ¢;’s in place, we consider the events A; 1,4z 1, ... defined via the

following:

)l ) ()
A1 =weQ: sup — = < (log )P
= { o Tl w) < 1B

These are large sets in the underlying probability space when k > 1. In fact, we have the following.

Lemma 4.4. There exist numbers ¢ = c(a, 5, Lip(c)) > 0 and n1 = m(8) > 0 such that
P(Aj} 1) Sexp (—c(logk)™)  uniformly for all k € N.

Proof. When used in conjunction, (3.14) and (3.15) imply that there exist constants L; = L;(Lip(o)) >
0 and v =1 (p) € (% ,2) such that

P(AL) < Li(1+log )2 exp (— L7 (log 1) "7 =9/%)

uniformly for all & € N. We can choose 1 = (371 — 4)/6, and enlarge Ly = Li(a, 5, Lip(0)) if

needed, in order to deduce the lemma from this, (4.4), and (4.6). O
Next, we define a sequence v1,vs, ... of space-time random fields as follows:
t
vg(t) = _u for every t > tp_q, (4.7)

B lw(te—1)ll L1 (T

Consider the events,

Ao = {w €Q: o < u(®)llpymy(w) <2 for every t € [ty ,tk]} , (4.8)

NN

and recall that 71 = 11(8) > 0 is the number given in Lemma 4.4. Then we have the following
result.

Lemma 4.5. There ezist numbers ¢ = c¢(a, ,Lip(c)) > 0 and na = n2(a, B) € (0,m1] such that

P(Aj ) S exp (—c(logk)™) uniformly for all k € N.
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Lemma 4.5 is a quantitative way to say that, with very high probability, the total-mass process
Jru(t,y)dy = |lu(t)|| L1 (1) does not move much for t € (tp_y,tx).

Proof. We shall consider integers k > 2. The k = 1 case is easy to include [by adjusting constants
only] and will not be discussed.
Let us observe that ||vg(tk—1)|z1(r) = 1 almost surely. We emphasize that, by virtue of defini-

tion, [Jvg(tk—1)|pe(T) < (log tx)? almost surely on Ay 1 1.
According to (4.4), we can choose v € (4/3,2) that satisfies

[0

We apply Proposition 3.7, with N = (logt)?, together with the Markov property of the solution
to (1.1) in order to find that there exists L = L(7y,Lip(c)) > 0 such that, a.s. on Ay_ 1,

P (Hvk(t)HL1(T) ¢ (1/2,2) for some t € [tk,l Jte—1 + (logtk)*vﬂ} ’ -Ftk_1>
=P (lor@®)ll 1y & (1/2,2) for some t € [tp—1,tp1 + N7 | Fy_))

(3v=4)/3 (3v=4)8/3 (3v=4)8/3
< Lexp <—N> = Lexp (— (log 1) > < Lexp (_(l(rgk)) ,

L L 2B3v=4)8/3 ],
uniformly for all integers k > 2; see (4.6) for the last inequality. Because of (4.6) and (4.9),
tee1 + (logte) ™7 > tp_1 + (logk) ™% >ty + (log k)™ = ty,

for all £ > 2. In other words, [tp_1,tk—1 + N~7] D [tk—1,tx] for all k& > 2. Therefore, a second
appeal to (4.6) yields

: (log ;)= 0573
P (Af, | Fi_,) < Lexp <_2(3v—4)l3/3L ’

a.s. on Ay_ 1, for all but a finite number of integers £ > 1. In particular, we appeal to the fact
that Ay_1 1 is Fy, ,-measurable in order to deduce the following:

(log k)(Br—45/3

P (Ai:,Q ’ Ak_Ll) < LeXp <_2(3'Y_4)ﬁ/3[/> for all £ € N. (410)

According to Lemma 4.1, P(Af5) < P(Aj_;,) + P(AL, | Ai—1,1). We now choose 72 = 11 A
%(37 —4)f in order to deduce the result from the preceding and from Lemma 4.4. O

Next, let us consider for every ¢, L > 0 and k € N the event

Ve (tg , ) — vk (lk o

Az =Ap3(q, L) =we: Su£T| k(t |x)—y|]‘€1( i y)|(w) < L(log k)
m7y
TFY

These are large-probability events, provided that ¢ and L are chosen appropriately. In fact, we
have the following.
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Lemma 4.6. For every q € (0,1/2), there exist numbers L = L(o,3,q,Lip(c)) > 0, ¢ =
cla, B,q,Lip(o)) >0, and n3 = n3(a, B) € (0,m2] such that, uniformly for all k € N,

P(Aj 3) S exp (—c(logk)™),
where g > 0 is the number given in Lemma 4.5.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove the lemma for k € NN [3,00).

We may apply the Markov property at time tx_1 to see that, started from time t_1, vg solves
the (1.1) with a suitable rescaled version of o, and with initial profile vy (tx_1). More precisely, we
may write vy in the following mild form:

'Uk(t> = P’t_tk_l[vk(tkfl)] —|—Iv’k(t) for all t > t_q, (4.11)

where p and P denote respectively the heat kernel and semigroup [see (1.9) and (1.10)], and

To(t ) = /( L el 2o (s ) Wlds d2) (4.12)

with
o (Jlulte—1)l L1 mw)
lu(te—1)l L1 (T

In order to simplify the typography, we will write

op(w) = for all w € R. (4.13)

By =E(---[Fy,)  [FeN].

The random function oy, is F;, ,-measurable, and has the same optimal Lipschitz constant as o.
Because t, — tp_1 = (logk)™* < 1 for all £ € NN [3,00), we may apply Lemma 3.3 conditionally
using the Markov property in order to see that there exists ¢ = ¢(Lip(oy)) = ¢(Lip(c)) > 0 such
that, uniformly for every k € NN [3,00), v € [2,00), s,t € (tp_1,tk], and z,y € T,

B (o1 (02) = Ty 9) ") < (@) ot 5y xp (260 Q0 1)) (VI 5]+ 2 )"

almost surely. Therefore, a suitable formulation of the Kolmogorov continuity theorem [11, Ap-
pendix C] yields, for every ¢ € (0,1/2) a number ¢; = ¢1(g,Lip(c)) > 0 such that, uniformly for
every ke NN [3,00), v € [2,00), 8,y € (tg—1,t], and z,y € T,

Lor(tr,x) — Ty ip(te )" .
By | sup Tl ) = Tkl ) (/2 (1) e exp (2003 (log )2

z,yeT |x - y|qy
TFY

almost surely. Since Lip(P;f) <t fll 1y for all ¢ € (0,2] and f € L(T) [see Lemma 4.2], we
can deduce from (4.11) that for every ¢q € (O 1/2) there exists a number co = c2(q,Lip(o)) > 0
such that, uniformly for every k € NN [3,00), v € [2,00), s,t € (ty—1,tx], and z,y €T,

St r,

t — t v
B | sup ok (tr, ) — vk(te, y)|

z,yeT “73 - y‘qy
TFY

< (CQZ/)V/2HUk(tk71)HEOO(T) exp (20y3(]0g k)fa) + (tr — te1)”

< o [P ot ) o ry 30 (202 (02 £) ) + (08 K)™ Jun (i)l |
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almost surely. We have observed already that |[vg(tx—1)[[ 1) = 1 [see also (4.7)] and [[vg (tg—1)| Lo (1) <
(logtx)? < (logk)? a.s. on Ay_1 1 [see (4.6) for the last inequality]. Therefore, we get that

lvg (te , ©) — v (tr, y)|”

z,yeT |x - y|qy
zFy

a.s. on Ay_11 N A2 Define

E Fiooy | <& Vv (log kz)ﬁ exp (2CV2(1Og k‘)_o‘) + (log k:)"‘} Y ,

v = (log k)*/?
and apply the preceding with this v to see that
1/v
vk (te s @) — vt y)|”

z,yeT ’.73 - y’qy
7y

E Fie s < ¢y |(log k)ﬁ+a/4 + (log k)“

< 2ca(logh)° [see (4.4)];

a.s. on Ap_11 N Ago, where ¢4 = c4(a,q,Lip(c)) > 0 is a non-random number that does not
depend on k € N. Therefore, an application of Chebyshev’s inequality yields

t — t
Pl sup |og (t , ) — vi(te, y)|

z,yeT |z —yl4
TFy

> 2ecy(logk)® | Fr,, | <e7”,

a.s. on Ay,_11 N Ago. Because Aj_1 1 is Fy,_,-measurable, we deduce from the above and (4.4)
that
P(Af 5| Ap-1,1 N Ag2) <exp (—(10g k‘)a/2> for all k € N. (4.14)

Lemma 4.1 ensures that
P(A%3) S P(AG_1 1) + P(ALo | Ak—11) + P(AL 5 | Ak—11 0 Ay 2).
Combine this with Lemma 4.4, (4.10), and (4.14), and let

73 := min {771 125 %} >0 (4.15)

in order to conclude the proof. O

4.3 Conclusion of the proof of Theorem 1.1

Armed with the technical results of the previous two subsections, and with Theorem 3.1, equiva-
lently (1.5), we now work toward completing the proof of Theorem 1.1. Because we have already
proved (1.5) which states that the L!(T)- and L®(T)-norms are close up to logarithmic errors, it
remains to prove that with probability one the infimum does not stray away from the L!(T)-norm
by more than a logarithmic term as time tends to infinity. Therefore, we can see that the following
clearly is a big step in the right direction. The notation is the same as that of the earlier portions
of this section. In particular, t; < to < --- is the sequence that was defined in (4.5); see also (4.6).

Lemma 4.7. Choose and fix a real number k > 2a. Then, there exists a non-random sequence
0 < sy <89 <--- such that sg +tx < tgr1 for all k € N sufficiently large, and with probability one,

infl_u(sk +tg,x) > exp (=7(log tg)") [|u(te—1)ll L1 (T) for all but a finite number of k € N.
xre
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Proof. As before, let us identify T with the interval [—1,1] and with that in mind define
xk—mf{xeT Uktk, 4}

with inf @ = 2 (any point that is not in [—1,1] will do). Then, zj, is an F;, -measurable random
variable that takes its values in [~1,1] U {2}. Because |lvg(tx)l|z1 (1) = 3 a.s. on Ay [see (4.8)],
we can conclude that

zp, €T as. on Ago. (4.16)

Choose and fix ¢ € (0,1/2) and L > 0 according to the statement of Lemma 4.6 and let x be any
number such that

[0
K> — 4.17
. (4.17)

Since we can choose « to be any number in (4, 00) —see (4.4) — and because ¢ € (0,1/2) is otherwise
arbitrary, we can choose x to be any number that satisfies

K> 8. (4.18)

We also define
rr = (logtg) ™" [k € NJ.

Then, recall (4.1) and observe that for every k € N,

inf  wg(te, o) = vp(te, zr) —  sup  |ok(te,y) — ve(te, 71|
yeB(Ikvrk) yEB(xk,7k)
1
1 — Lri(log k)® a.s. on Ao N A3
1
=1 2L (log k)~ ("1,

see (4.6). We set
ko = {exp ((2“+3L)1/(”q_°‘)>—‘ ,

where [y] denotes the smallest integer to the right of y > 0, as is customary. In particular, we may
observe that k, € N is deterministic and

1
inf oty ,zr) = = a.s. on Ay 9 N Ay 3 for all integers k > kq. (4.19)
yGB(Ik,Tk) 8
As in (4.11),
v (t + tx) = Prlog(tr)] +Zy k41 (t+ tx) for all t > 0, (4.20)

where p and P denote respectively the heat kernel and semigroup [see (1.9) and (1.10)], and Z,, 41
and oy41 were respectively defined in (4.12) and (4.13). We study the two terms on the right-hand
side of (4.20) separately.

Thanks to (4.19), the deterministic quantity on the right-hand side of (4.20) satisfies the fol-
lowing:

1

Pilug(tr)] = 8/ e, y)dy a.s. on Ay 2 N Ay 3.
B(ﬁ?k,?"k)

Therefore, Lemma 4.3 [with ¢ = 1] ensures that, for all k£ € N,

A
Pt[vk(tk)] = g 1B(mk,2\/f) =e X 1B(:vk,2\/ff) a.s. on Ak72 N Ak73, (4.21)
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provided additionally that 0 < 4t < r? = (logt;)~>". The following choice will therefore do:

= L(logty)*". (4.22)

Henceforth, the symbol “¢” is reserved for the particular choice in (4.22). To be sure, we mention
also that (4.21) defines the number x independently of all other parameters; in fact, in light of
(4.3), we have

1 3
— < Z< —7>log8—1~1.08.
V2 ﬂ} i
Let us turn to the second quantity on the right-hand side of (4.20). Lemma 3.3 and an ap-
plication of the Markov property at time t; together yield the following: There exists constant
¢ = ¢(Lip(o)) > 0 such that simultaneously for all v € [2,00), k € N, z,y € T, and s1,s2 € [0, 1],

:10g8—logA:log8—P{

E(|Zyri1(s1 + tr, @) — Topra(s2+ te, )0 | Fo)”
<V exp(cy t)||vk(tr) HLoo [\/ |sg — s1] + |z — y|]
1/2
< Vv exp(ev?t)(log k)P [\/ |sg — s1| + |z — y|} a.s. on Ay 1.

Moreover, the implied constant is deterministic, as can be seen from inspecting the details of the
arguments that leads to these bounds. Once again, we appeal to this and a suitable form of the
Kolmogorov continuity theorem in order to conclude that

1/v
|Zy jet1(51 4ty @) — Ly g1 (52 + th s )|

E sup sup e Fi,.
51,50€(0,t) €T |so — s1]4
51752

< Vvexp (cz/2t) (log k)? a.s. on Ay 1,

where the implied constant is independent of v € [2,00) and k& € N, as well as deterministic. In
particular, this yields
1/v
ftk)

< v exp(er?t)t?? (log k)P a.s. on Ay
< Vw exp(ert)(log k) ~rath

E ( sup sup |Zy g+1(s + t, x)|”
s€(0,t) zeT

2K
< Vv exp (8(210ng)> (log k) ~ra+8 [see (4.6) and (4.22)],

where the implied constants are deterministic and independent of v € [2,00) and k € N. We now
choose v slightly more carefully. Namely, we apply the preceding with the following particular
choice:

v = (log k)*/2.

Since we have chosen ¢ € (0,1/2), (4.4) and (4.17) imply that

2
91::2/€—a>a<—1>>0 and Gg—ﬁq—ﬂ—g>3—a—ﬂ>0
q
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Therefore,
22561/2 22/{C
2 NV (logk) rath — — 2" V(lock) %,
7o (g ) (o) = (i) tos
Thus, we find that, for the particular choice of v = v(k), as given above, we can find a non-random
number C' = C(«, 8, Lip(c)) > 0 such that

1/v

E | sup sup|Zypt1(s +ti,2)|” | Fiy < C(log k)% a.s. on Ay 1,
s€(0,t) zeT

simultaneously for all & € N large enough to ensure that v = v(k) > 2. The magnitude of the

minimum k that does this is deterministic and depends only on «; see (4.19). This bound and

Chebyshev’s inequality together yield that as long as k is large enough to ensure that v > 2,

eC
p Togi1(t + g, 2)| > e
(ilégl vkt (t+ 1, )| (log £

where the implied constant is non random and independent of k. By choosing a slightly large
implied constant, we can see that the preceding holds uniformly for all k¥ € N, in fact. Recall x
from (4.21), and recall also that y > 1.08. We apply the preceding probability bound together with
the triangle inequality in order to deduce from (4.20) and (4.21) that

ftk>

ftk) < exp <—(10g k:)a/2> a.s.on Ag 1 N Ak N A3,

ftk> <e” Sexp (—(log k)o‘/Q) a.s. on Ay 1,

P( inf  |up(t+tr, )| < exp(—2x) ‘ ftk)
T€B(zy,2V/1)

eC
P inf vp(t+tp,2)| <e X — ————
<z€B(wk,2\/{5) ’ k( k )‘ (IOg k)eQ

N

eC
<P{sup|Zypt1(t+tp,x)| > 77—
(e Beanst+ 0 > o
valid for all k& € N large enough to ensure that exp(—y) — eC/(logk)?? > exp(—2x), and where
the implied constant is non random and independent of k. We can increase the implied constant if
needed so that it still only depends on («, Lip(c)) and yet the above inequality holds for all £ € N.
Define

1
By =By = {w € oty , xp)|(w) = } and

B, =8B, = {wEQ: inf log (jt + tg , ) |(w) Ze_gjx} [7 > 1].
z€B(z,jVt)
We have shown that:
1. By D Ay as. [see (4.16)]; and
2. P(BS | Fi,) S exp(—(logk)*/?) a.s. on Ay1 N Aygo N Az N By for all k.
Now we proceed inductively, and repeat the above procedure, in order to see that uniformly for
every j € Z, and k € N,

P (B§+1 ] Ftkﬂ-t) < exp (—(Iog k:)a/Q) a.s. on (A1 NAg2NAg3z) ol N By,

where ¥ is the same shift functional on paths that was defined in (2.3). And we can repeat the
proof of Lemmas 4.4, 4.5, and 4.6 in order to see that
max sup P (Af;09j) S exp(—logk)™) for all large k € N,
i€{1,2,3} jeZ¢ ’
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where 73 = n3(a,8) > 0 is the number given in Lemma 4.6. It might help to also recall that
N3 < m Ana A (a/2); see (4.15). We now let n := n(a, 8) := n3 and then make repeated appeals to
Lemmas 4.1, 4.4, 4.5, and 4.6 in order to see that for all large kK € N and J = J(k) € N,

P(Bj) < Jexp (—(logk)"),
where the implied constant depends neither on J nor k. Thanks to (4.22),
JVt=1 < J>V8(logty)",

uniformly for all k& € N. Therefore, we may set J = 3(logt;)" to ensure that Jv/f > 1, whence
B (m , J\/E) =T,

For this particular choice of J = J(k), and regardless of the value of xj [which is in T a.s. on Ay 1],
(4.6) implies that

P {inf (1t +11.,2) < exp(-203) } = P(B) 5 (logh)" exp (~(og k).

uniformly for all large k € N. We used (4.6) in the last inequality above. Because of the definition
of J, and thanks to (4.6) again and (4.17),

3 3
Jt = g(1og te) " < 3 2%% (log k) ™" < (log k)™

for all k sufficiently large. In other words, we can see that Jt + t; <ty for all k sufficiently large
[how large is deterministic and depends only on « and ¢]. In addition, since x > 1.08, we can have
that

exp(—2JX) > exp (—6x(log t4)*) > exp (~T(log t)")

Set s = Jt and collect things in order to see that

Sp+tp <tgpr and P {in_fl_vk(sk: + 1ty ,x) < exp (=7(log fk)n)} S (log k)™ exp (—(log k)"),
re

uniformly for all sufficiently large & € N. We now apply the Borel-Cantelli lemma and see that
k> ¢ for every ¢ € (0,1/2) from (4.17) to conclude the proof. O

Recall that the remaining step of the proof of Theorem 1.1 is an assertion that says that
log [lu(t)||p1(my — infzerlogu(t,z) < (logt)® for every £ > 2a when t > 1. Because of (4.6),
Lemma 4.7 essentially verifies this property, but only along the time sequence {sg + tx}ren. The
following allows for extension to all large times.

Lemma 4.8. With probability one,

1
inf inf > — inf 17 1l but it b k e N.
re[sk+tk12k+1+tk+1]alelelTu(T7x) 5 ;IEITU(Sk +tr,x) for all but a finite number of k €

Proof. To simplify the exposition define

m(t) = ;}Igu(t , ) [t > 0].
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Now consider the following space-time random fields,

u(r)
Yi(r) = for all r > lk,
(1) Gor +11) or all » > sp, + 5

one for every k € N. Our goal is to prove that almost surely,

1
inf inf Yi(r,z) > 3 for all but a finite number of k € N. (4.23)

Skt <r<sgy1+Htp41 *ET

Let us condition on Fj, 4+, and apply the Markov property at time s;+tj to see that {Y5(7) }r>s, -+,
solves (1.1) with o replaced by ) where
m(sk + tr)w)
m(sg + tr)

(w) = 24 [w € R].
Since Lip(Xg) = Lip(c) and Xj is Fs, ++,-measurable, the analysis of the resulting SPDE is the
same as the original analysis of (1.1). In particular, the fact that inf et Y%(0,2) = 1 and the
comparison theorem for SPDEs (see Shiga [18]) together imply that Yy > )i where Yy solves the
same SPDE as Y}, but started identically at one. Consequently, (4.23) will follow as soon as we can
show that

1
inf inf Yp(r,z) > = for all but a finite number of k£ € N. (4.24)
Skt <r<spy1 g1 *ET 2
To be sure, recall that )} solves
Vilra) = 1 +/ Dol 2) Sk V(s , 2) W(ds dz).
(sk+t,T)XT

Apply Lemma 3.3 and the Markov property at time s + t; in order to find a number C' =
C(Lip(o)) > 0 such that

E(|V(r,2) = V(s 2) | Farn)

< Vv exp (C’y2 [Sk+1 + thr1 — (sk + tk)]) {|T — 7'/]1/4 + |z — a:’]l/z} ,
for all v € [2,00), 7,7 € [sk + tg,Sks1 + tga1], and x,2" € T, and where the implied constant is

deterministic and independent of (v, 7,7/, z,2') as stated. We may also observe that, for every
k€N,

[Sk1 + tiogr — (s + t)] < tigo — b = (log(k + 1)) + (log k)™ < 2(log k).

Therefore, we choose and fix some ¢ € (0,1/4), and then apply a suitable form of the Kolmogorov
continuity theorem in order to see that

v 202
E ( sup sup | V(7 ,x) — 1\”) S VU exp () (log k)¢

TE[sk+tk,Sk1+Htp+1] TET (log k)a

valid for all v € [2,00) and k € N, and where the implied constant is deterministic and depends
only on (¢, Lip(c)). We apply the preceding with v = (log k)*¢ in order to deduce from the above
that, for this particular choice of v, there exists A = A((,Lip(c)) > 0 such that

1/v
E ( sup sup |Ve(T, ) — 1l”> < (log k)~¢/2,
el

TE[sk+tp,Sk1+tpp1] TET
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uniformly for all £ € N. In particular, we learn from Chebyshev’s inequality that, for this particular
choice of v = (log k)*¢/2,

1 1
P{ inf infyk(r,a;)<2} QP{ sup sup\yk(r,m)—1\>}

S+t <Sr<Sgp41t+tps1 €T TE[sp+tk,Skr1+tk41] TET 2

< (24)" (log k) ~*"¢/? = exp <V [log(2A) - %C log k])

=o0 (exp (—(log k)aC/Q)) [k — o0].
Therefore, the Borel-Cantelli lemma implies (4.24) and hence the lemma. O
We are ready to prove the remaining parts of Theorem 1.1 and conclude the paper.

Proof of Theorem 1.1. Lemma 4.5 and the Borel-Cantelli lemma together imply that with proba-
bility one,

sup [lu(r)||p1ery < 2[|u(te)|[zr(ry for all but a finite number of £ € N.
Te[tk,tk+1]

In particular, we almost surely have

sup [lu(r)[[L1 (1) < 8llu(te—1)l[z1(r)y for all but a finite number of k£ € N. (4.25)
Te[tk,tk+2]

Lemmas 4.7 and 4.8 then imply that for every fixed k£ > 2a;, a.s., the following holds for all but a
finite number of k£ € N:

1
inf inf u(r,z) > = inf u(sg +tr,x
re[sp+te,Sp+1+ter1] €T ( ’ ) - 2 z€eT ( ’ )

1
> 5 exp (=7(logt)") lute—1)ll L1 (1)

1
> 1¢ &P (=7(logty)™)  sup Jlu(r)]Laer);

TE[tk,tk+2]

see (4.25) for the last line. Since the interval [sp + tg, Sg+1 + trr1] is a subset of [tx ,tx+o], and
because tgo/ty — 1 as k — oo, it follows from the above that a.s.,

in_fl_u(t ,x) > (16) T exp (—7(logt)") lu)ll L em) for all ¢ > 0 outside a certain compact t-set.
Te

On one hand, this proves that, with probability one,
glcrelg_ logu(t,z) > —log16 — 7(logt)" + log HU(t)HLI(T) as t — oo.
On the other hand, Lemma 4.4 and the Borel-Cantelli lemma together imply that, almost surely,
log lu(t) .= vy < (8 + (1)) loglog ¢ + log [u(t) [ sy as ¢ — ox.
Combine to find that, with probability one,
Osc, (logu(t)) < 7(logt)™ + O(loglogt) ast — oo.
Because « is an arbitray number in (8, 00) by (4.18), this implies that

lim sup log Osc, (log u(t))
t—o00 log IOg 13

<8 a.s.,

which is an equivalent formulation of the theorem. O
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