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Abstract. We study the half-space KPZ equation with a Neumann boundary condition, starting
from stationary Brownian initial data. We derive a variance identity that links the fluctuations of
the height function to the transversal fluctuations of a half-space polymer model. Utilizing this
identity, we establish optimal fluctuation exponents for the height function in both the subcritical
and critical regimes, along with corresponding estimates for the polymer endpoint. Additionally, we
explicitly compute the average growth rate as a function of the boundary parameter.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Main Results. The Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) equation in half-space with a Neumann
boundary condition at the origin models stochastic interface growth in contact with a boundary
[Kar85, IT18]. Indexed by the boundary condition parameter u ∈ R, this equation is the stochastic
PDE:

(1.1)
∂tHu(t, x) =

1
2
∂2

xHu(t, x) +
1
2
(∂xHu(t, x))

2
+ ξ(t, x), t ≥ 0, x ≥ 0,

∂xHu(t, x)∣x=0 = u,

where ξ is a (1+1) space-time white noise on (t, x) ∈ R2. Throughout the paper, we assume that
the initial condition to the half-space KPZ equation (1.1) is

(1.2) Hu(0, x) =Wu(x) ∶=W (x) + ux,

with W (⋅) being a standard Brownian motion starting from 0 and independent of ξ. We consider
the solution to (1.1) by the Hopf-Cole transform

Hu(t, x) ∶= logZu− 1
2
(t, x),

where Zµ(t, x) solves the half-space stochastic heat equation (SHE) with a Robin boundary condition
for µ ∈ R:

(1.3)
∂tZµ(t, x) =

1
2
∂2

xZµ(t, x) +Zµ(t, x)ξ(t, x), t ≥ 0, x ≥ 0,

∂xZµ(t, x)∣x=0 = µZµ(t,0),

with initial condition given by Zµ(0, x) = exp(Hµ+ 1
2
(0, x)).

The boundary conditions in (1.1) or (1.3) are not immediately meaningful, as the solutions to the
KPZ equations or the stochastic heat equations are not differentiable. We defer precise definitions
to Section 2. We also note that the parametrization here follows the convention as in [BC23]. Under
this convention, Hu(t, x) is the logarithm of a half-space SHE with Robin boundary parameter u− 1

2
and starting at initial condition Zu− 1

2
(0, x) = exp(W (x) + ux). As it will become clear later, the

shift of −1
2 introduces a certain symmetry over u = 0.
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It was shown in [BC23] that, with the initial data in (1.2), the evolution of the height function
Hu is at stationarity, namely, for any t > 0,

(1.4) Hu(t, x) −Hu(t,0)
law
= Hu(0, x) −Hu(0,0) =W (x) + ux, as a process in x ∈ [0,∞).

The goal of this paper is to study the statistics of the height function in this stationary setting,
including the mean and the variance, for different choices of the boundary conditions.

Let (Ω,F ,P) be a probability space that supports all possible randomness in the environment
and the initial data. We use E,Var,Cov to denote the expectation, variance and covariance,
respectively, under this probability space. Given two functions a(t) and b(t), we use notation
a(t) ∼ b(t) when limt→∞ a(t)/b(t) = 1, and use notation a(t) ≍ b(t) when C−1b(t) ≤ a(t) ≤ Cb(t) for
some constants C > 0 independent of t ≥ 1.

Associated with equations (1.1) and (1.3), one can construct a half-space continuum directed
random polymer (half-space CDRP) measure Qu,t

0 . We defer the precise definitions of Qu,t
0 to

Definition 2.9. One can think of it as a random Gibbs measure on the path space C([0, t], [0,∞))
with Borel σ-algebra. The paths starts from (t, 0) and runs backwards in time, and it is restricted to
the nonnegative half-space, attracted or repulsed by the boundary 0. Along the trajectory, it collects
energy ∫

t
0 ξ(t − s,Xs)ds, and the terminal tilt is given by exp(Wu(⋅)) at time t. In particular, the

endpoint of the polymer path induces a measure Qu,t
0 (Xt ∈ dx) on the half-space [0,∞) equipped

with Borel σ-algebra B([0,∞)). Throughout the paper, we use EQu,t

0 as the quenched expectation
over this polymer measure.

To describe the result, we will use the digamma function ψ

(1.5) ψ(z) = ∂z log Γ(z) = −γ0 +
∞
∑
n=0
(

1
n + 1

−
1

n + z
) , z ∈ (0,∞),

with γ0 being the Euler–Mascheroni constant. Its derivative ψ′ (the trigamma function) is a strictly
decreasing function on (0,∞)

(1.6) ψ′(z) =
∞
∑
n=0

1
(n + z)2

.

In particular, the leading behavior as z → 0+ is

(1.7) ψ′(z) ∼
1
z2 .

Our first result below establishes a relation between the variance of Hu(t,0) and the annealed
mean of the endpoint displacement of the polymer paths under Qu,t

0 . This identity holds true for
arbitrary u ∈ R, t ≥ 0.

Theorem 1.1. For any u ∈ R, t ≥ 0,

(1.8) Var[Hu(t,0)] = 2EEQu,t

0 [Xt] − ut,

Next, we provide an estimate on EEQu,t

0 [Xt] under the contraint of u < 0. The bound in turn
leads to the bounds on the fluctuations of the height function.

Theorem 1.2. Assume u < 0. For any t ≥ 0, we have

(1.9) 0 ≤ EEQu,t

0 [Xt] ≤ ψ
′
(2∣u∣).

As a result,

(1.10) ∣u∣t ≤Var[Hu(t,0)] ≤ 2ψ′(2∣u∣) + ∣u∣t.
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In particular, for any constants α ∈ [0, 1
3) and c < 0, with u = ct−α, we have

(1.11) Var[Hct−α(t,0)] ∼ ∣c∣t1−α, as t→∞.

For α = 1
3 and c < 0, with u = ct−1/3, we have

(1.12) Var[Hct−1/3(t,0)] ≍ t
2
3 .

As a consequence, we obtain the tightness for the annealed polymer endpoint measure.

Corollary 1.3. For any constants α ∈ [0, 1
3] and c < 0, with u = ct−α, if we denote the annealed

law of the scaled endpoint displacement Xt

t2α on [0,∞) by P̂Q
u,t, (i.e. for any t > 0 and Borel subset

A ⊂ [0,∞), we let P̂Q
u,t(

Xt

t2α ∈ A) = EEQu,t

0 [1A(Xt/t
2α)],) then the sequence of measures {P̂Q

u,t}t>0 is
tight.

Independent of the above results, we also provide a formula for the mean of Hu(t, x) when u ≤ 0.

Theorem 1.4. For any u ≤ 0, t ≥ 0, and x ≥ 0,

(1.13) E[Hu(t, x)] = (
1
2
u2
−

1
24
) t + ux.

In order to provide a complete diagram of half-space KPZ equations starting from stationary
Brownian initial conditions, we also include the results for u > 0. For this part, we use the following
symmetry result inspired by [BKLD20].

Proposition 1.5. For any u > 0 and t ≥ 0, we have

Hu(t,0)
law
= H−u(t,0).

Consequently, (1.10)–(1.12) and Theorem 1.4 remain valid when u > 0 (or correspondingly c > 0).

Combining Theorem 1.1 and (1.10), we can also obtain the order of the polymer endpoint
displacement when u > 0.

Corollary 1.6. For any u > 0, t ≥ 0, we have

(1.14) ut ≤ EEQu,t

0 [Xt] ≤ ut + ψ
′
(2u).

In particular, for any α ∈ [0, 1
3] and c > 0, with u = ct−α, if we denote the annealed law of the scaled

endpoint displacement Xt

t1−α on [0,∞) by P̃Q
u,t, (i.e. for any t > 0 and Borel subset A ⊂ [0,∞), we let

P̃Q
u,t(

Xt

t1−α ∈ A) = EEQu,t

0 [1A(Xt/t
1−α)],) then the sequence of measures {P̃Q

u,t}t>0 is tight.

1.2. Context. The exploration of a growing interface near an attractive wall arises naturally
from the studies of wetting and entropic repulsion phenomena. In his pioneering work [Kar85],
Kardar introduced the half-space KPZ models to describe such interface growth and he predicted a
“depinning” phase transition as the wall attraction weakens. The underlying concept is as follows:
when the wall exerts a strong attractive force, which is also referred to as in the subcritical regime
or the bound phase, Kardar conjectured that the half-space directed random polymer is “pinned” to
the wall due to the force; as this attractive force decreases below a certain threshold, the polymer
becomes entropically repelled away from the wall. It is further expected that when “pinned”, the
polymer endpoint has O(1) transversal fluctuation in a window around the wall and the free energy
of the polymer fluctuates with an exponent 1/2. After being “unpinned”, the polymer exhibits
KPZ behaviors: the free energy fluctuates with exponent 1/3 and the endpoints have transversal
fluctuation exponent 2/3.
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The mathematical studies on the KPZ models in half-space started with a series of works on
half-space last passage percolation (LPP) models [Joh00, BR01a, BR01b, BR01c]. For studies on the
half-space LPP models starting from stationary initial conditions, we refer to [BFO20, BFO22, FO24].
For models with positive temperatures, significant breakthroughs were only made in recent studies.

The phase transition predicted in [Kar85] in a positive temperature model was proved through
studying the free energy statistics. In [BW23], the authors used a combinatorial identity to connect
the free energy of the point-to-line half-space log-gamma (HSLG) polymer and a point-to-point
full-space log-gamma polymer model. For the point-to-point HSLG polymer free energy, the phase
transition was demonstrated by [IMS22] using a novel correspondence between the HSLG polymer
model and free boundary Schur measures. They also established the asymptotic behavior and
the corresponding phase transition for the height function of the half-space KPZ equation at the
boundary, starting from the droplet initial condition, by taking the weak noise scaling limit of the
point-to-point HSLG polymer free energy [Wu20, BC23].

Beyond free energy statistics, progress has also been made in studying the “depinning” phase tran-
sition through the transversal fluctuations of polymer measures. In two consecutive works—[BCD23]
for the unbound phase and [DZ23] for the bound phase—the authors derived this transition for
the transversal fluctuations in the HSLG polymer model. Their arguments rely on combinatorial
identities and the solvability of the HSLG model, utilizing inputs from the HSLG line ensemble
[BCD23]. Additionally, as applications of the HSLG line ensemble, [DZ23] and [DS24] demonstrated
convergence to stationary measures for the point-to-point HSLG polymer in the bound and unbound
phases, respectively.

Other related works are [Gin23, He22, He24, Zha24]. In [Gin23], the author examines discrete
point-to-point half-space directed polymer models where the attractive force from the wall is strong
enough to increase the free energy macroscopically. [Gin23] demonstrated that this condition is
sufficient to pin the polymer to the wall (resulting in order-one transversal polymer fluctuations)
and for the free energy to exhibit diffusive fluctuations and follow an asymptotically Gaussian
distribution (with a fluctuation exponent of 1/2). [He22, He24] study the half-space ASEP and
six vertex model and obtain the corresponding phase transitions. In [Zha24], the author solves the
half-space TASEP with a general deterministic initial condition and obtain the transition probability
for the half-space KPZ fixed point.

Our work investigates the half-space KPZ equation (1.1) starting from the stationary Brownian
initial condition (1.2), which differs from the setups discussed above. Through a (formal) Feynman-
Kac representation, the results are interpreted in terms of the point-to-stationary-measure half-space
continuum directed random polymer (CDRP). Previous studies in the physics literature on the
half-space KPZ equation with Brownian initial conditions include [BKLD20, BKLD22]. Other
related works include [DNKLDT20, KLD20, BLD21]. We discuss our approaches and the main
contributions in the following sections.

1.2.1. Variance identity. In Theorem 1.1, we establish a relation between the variance of the height
function and the expectation of the polymer endpoint displacement, which serves as the foundation of
our analysis. Similar identities have previously appeared in several full-space models at stationarity,
such as geometric LPP [BCS06], the O’Connell-Yor polymer [SV10], the asymmetric simple exclusion
process [BS10], interacting diffusion [LNS23], the KPZ fixed point [Pim22], and the KPZ equation
[GK23], among others. Our derivation of the variance identity is based on Gaussian integration
by parts, inspired by [Pim22, GK23]. Such variance identities play a pivotal role in establishing
fluctuation exponents: given a family of stationary measures parameterized by a certain variable,
one can proceed with a coupling argument involving a small perturbation of this parameter, and by
comparing the two processes corresponding to different parameters and leveraging the quadratic
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form of the average free energy, it is possible to derive the correct fluctuation exponent. This
approach has been developed and extensively explored by Seppäläinen and collaborators, leading to
breakthroughs [BS10, BQS11] and numerous further applications.

With the variance identity (1.8) and the quadratic form of the averaging free energy given in
(1.13), it seems plausible to apply the coupling argument for the half-space KPZ equation and
prove the fluctuation exponents for all values of u ∈ R. However, an immediate challenge arises: the
family of Brownian stationary measures is parameterized by the Neumann boundary condition of
the equation, meaning that perturbing the initial data while maintaining stationarity necessitates
perturbing the equation itself. This creates extra technical difficulties for the half-space model
compared to the full-space setting, and we believe new comparison arguments need to be developed
to cover the entire range of u ∈ R.

1.2.2. Transversal fluctuation. With the variance identity, the analysis of height function fluctuations
reduces to studying the transversal fluctuations of the polymer endpoint. For the point-to-stationary-
measure half-space continuum directed random polymer (CDRP) Qu,t

0 , our result (1.9) provides
the conjectured optimal upper bound for the endpoint displacement in the bound phase u < 0.
Specifically, for a polymer path starting at (t, 0) and running backward in time, when t is sufficiently
large, the endpoint reaches equilibrium in the subcritical regime. The term ψ′(2∣u∣) on the right-hand
side of (1.9) represents the endpoint position EEQu,t

0 [Xt] for t≫ 1. This can also be interpreted as
the localization length of the model, which was conjectured by [Kar85] to diverge quadratically and
is confirmed in our analysis (see (1.7)). In essence, the result follows from the explicit stationary
measure for the half-space KPZ equation constructed in [BC23], the Dufresne identity [Duf90], and
a stochastic dominance argument, where we compare the polymer path starting at the origin with
the one starting from equilibrium.

The explicit calculation for the stationary endpoint position yields EEQu,t

0 [Xt] ≈ ψ
′(2∣u∣) ∼ ∣u∣−2 in

the bound phase, which allows us to extend the analysis beyond the subcritical regime and cover the
critical regime. Specially, for ∣u∣ ∼ t−1/3, we obtain the optimal upper bound t2/3 for the transversal
fluctuations (Corollaries 1.3 and 1.6).

1.2.3. Height function statistics. The variance estimates of the height function follow directly from
the variance identity and the bounds obtained for the polymer endpoint.

In [BKLD20], the authors conjectured that for any fixed u ≠ 0, Hu(t,0) would have a large time
behavior as

Hu(t,0) ≃ (
1
2
u2
−

1
24
) t + t1/2χ,

where χ is an O(1) Gaussian random variable. For u in a scaling window around 0, the authors
later stated in [BKLD22] that for the entire critical regime u = ct−1/3 with c ∈ R, one should expect

lim
t→∞

P(
Hct−1/3(0, t) + t

24
t1/3

⩽ s) = Fc(s),

where Fc(⋅) admits an explicit expression computed through the Fredholm determinant.
Our results confirm the predictions regarding the mean and fluctuation exponent of the height

function Hu(t,0) in both the subcritical and critical regimes. Theorem 1.2 further illustrates how
the boundary parameter u influences the fluctuation scale for any u ≠ 0 at any finite time t ≥ 0,
which was not immediately evident in earlier predictions. As expected, the method we employ does
not yield the exact asymptotic fluctuation distributions.

Our analysis does not extend to the case of u = 0 or u ∼ t−α with α > 1/3, where the variance of the
height function and the endpoint displacement are conjectured to both scales as t2/3. Nonetheless,
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the variance identity shows that one implies the other. Initially, we intended to apply Seppäläinen’s
argument in this context. However, the comparison proves nontrivial due to the appearance of u in
both the initial data and the boundary condition. We hope to resolve this issue in future work.

Remark 1.7. The upper bounds in (1.9) and (1.10) are expected to be sharp as t→∞ for any fixed
u < 0. This expectation stems from a conjecture, yet to be proven, that when u < 0, the half-space
KPZ equation starting from the droplet initial condition would converge weakly (modulo height
shift) to the stationary measure – a Brownian motion with drift u as t→∞. The upper bound in
(1.9) corresponds to the annealed mean of endpoint displacement under this conjectured limit. For
further discussions of this conjecture, see [BLD22, BC23].

1.2.4. Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we introduce some preliminary results and auxiliary
lemmas for the half-space SHE. As most results are analogous to full-space SHE, we defer their
proofs to Appendix A. In Section 3, we compute the average growth rate and prove Theorem 1.4.
In Section 4, we establish the variance identity in Theorem 1.1. Section 5 contains the proof of the
upper bound for the annealed mean of polymer endpoint displacement, leading to Theorem 1.2 and
Corollary 1.3. Finally, in Section 6, we provide the proofs of Proposition 1.5 and Corollary 1.6.

1.3. Notations. We use the following notations and conventions throughout this paper.

(i) For two topological spaces E and F , we use C(E,F ) to denote the space of continuous functions
from E to F . We use C∞ to denote smooth functions, Cb to denote the space of continuous
and bounded functions, and Cc to denote the space of continuous and compactly supported
functions.

(ii) We use Eη as the expectation on any specific noise η defined on the probability space (Ω,F ,P).
The notation E is for the total expectation on (Ω,F ,P). The expectation on Brownian
motions independent of (Ω,F ,P) will be denoted by EB. The expectation on the quenched
polymer measures (for each fixed ω ∈ Ω) is denoted by EQ⋅,⋅

⋅ . We use ∥ ⋅ ∥p to denote the norm
of Lp(Ω,F ,P) for any p > 0.

(iii) We use C(⋅, ⋅, ..., ⋅) to denote any constant C that depends only on the parameters inside the
parentheses. These constants may vary from line to line.

Acknowledgement. The work was partially supported by the NSF through DMS:2203014. We
thank Shalin Parekh and Yaozhong Hu for discussions on some proofs of Section 2, and Guillaume
Barraquand for helping us understand the symmetry in Proposition 1.5.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we review some basics of the half-space SHE with Robin boundary conditions,
including definition, and moment estimates, among others. We also introduce the half-space CDRP.
Most of the results presented here are fairly standard, so readers already familiar with the topic
may choose to skip this section.

2.1. Robin heat kernel. For µ, s, t ∈ R, t > s and x, y ≥ 0, the Robin heat kernel on half-line with
parameter µ, denoted by PR

µ (t, x∣s, y), is the unique solution to the deterministic heat equation,

(2.1)

∂tP
R
µ (t, x∣s, y) =

1
2
∂2

xPR
µ (t, x∣s, y) for (t, x) ∈ (s,∞) × [0,∞),

∂xPR
µ (t, x∣s, y)∣x=0 = µPR

µ (t,0∣s, y),

lim
t→s

PR
µ (t, x∣s, y) = δy(x) in a weak sense on L2

([0,∞)).
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An explicit expression of PR
µ (t, x∣s, y) for any t > s is given by

(2.2) PR
µ (t, x∣s, y) = pt−s(x − y) + pt−s(x + y) − 2µ∫

∞

0
pt−s(x + y + z)e

−µzdz,

where pt(x) =
1√
2πt
e−x2/(2t) is the standard heat kernel. A proof can be found in [CS18, Section 4].

The heat kernel PR
µ (t, x∣s, y) satisfies the semigroup property and is monotonically decreasing in

µ (see (2.6) below). To obtain an upper bound on PR
µ , first, when x, y, z ≥ 0, (x − y)2 ≤ (x + y)2,

thus pt−s(x + y) ≤ pt−s(x − y). Also, since (x + y)2 + z2 ≤ (x + y + z)2, we have

∫

∞

0
pt−s(x + y + z)e

−µzdz ≤ pt−s(x + y)∫
∞

0
e
− z2

2(t−s)
−µzdz.

It follows that for any a, b, µ0 ∈ R, there exists a constant C(a, b, µ0) such that for any µ ≥ µ0, a ≤
s < t ≤ b and x, y ∈ [0,∞), we have

(2.3) PR
µ (t, x∣s, y) ≤ C(a, b, µ0)pt−s(x − y) ≤ C(a, b, µ0)(t − s)

−1/2.

Another useful result is the probabilistic representation of the Robin heat kernel, as it is related
to the Feynman-Kac formula of the half-space SHE. We present the representation below, and one
can find a proof via Itô-Tanaka formula in [Fre85, Section 2.5].

Let Bt be a Brownian motion starting at B0 = x ∈ [0,∞). The diffusion process ∣Bt∣, defined by
the absolute value of Bt, is known as a reflected Brownian motion (RBM). We use notations Px

B
and Ex

B to denote the probability and expectation with respect to Bt only, emphasizing the initial
point x. For any µ ∈ R, f ∈ Cb(R,R),

(2.4) ∫

∞

0
PR

µ (t, x∣s, y)f(y)dy = Ex
B[f(∣Bt−s∣) exp(−µL0

t−s)],

where
L0

t ∶= lim
ε→0

1
2ε ∫

t

0
1[−ε,ε](Bs)d⟨B⟩s = lim

ε→0

1
2ε

Leb(s ∶ ∣Bs∣ ≤ ε,0 ≤ s ≤ t)

is the Brownian local time of Bt at the origin with Leb representing the Lebesgue measure.
(To be more precise, [Fre85, Section 2.5] says that

(2.5) ∫

∞

0
PR

µ (t, x∣s, y)f(y)dy = Ex
Υ[f(Υt−s) exp(−µL0,Υ

t−s )],

where Υ⋅ is the reflected Brownian motion ∣B⋅∣, Ex
Υ is the expectation with respect to Υ, and L0,Υ

t is
the local time of Υ at zero. It is further known by [IM65] that

L0,Υ
t = lim

ε→0

1
2ε ∫

t

0
1[0,ε] (Υs)ds.

In our case, (2.5) is equivalent to (2.4). We will use both of these two representations.)
Consequently, for any x, y ∈ [0,∞),

(2.6) PR
µ (t, x∣s, y) =PN

(t, x∣s, y)Ex
B [exp(−µL0

t−s) ∣ ∣Bt−s∣ = y]

where PN(t, x∣s, y) ∶=PR
0 (t, x∣s, y) is the transition density of the reflected Brownian motion ∣Bt∣.

Using (2.6), one can check that for any µ ∈ R, there exist two positive constants C1(µ, t −
s),C2(µ, t − s) such that

(2.7) C1(µ, t − s)P
N
(t, x∣s, y) ≤PR

µ (t, x∣s, y) ≤ C2(µ, t − s)P
N
(t, x∣s, y).

The constants C1,C2 can be chosen uniformly for (µ, t − s) in any compact subsets of R × (0,∞).
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2.2. Mild formulation and Feynman-Kac formula. For any µ ∈ R, we use Zµ(t, x∣s, ζ) to
denote the mild solution to the half-space SHE starting from an arbitrary time s ∈ R and from a
broad class of positive Borel measure ζ:

(2.8)
∂tZµ(t, x∣s, ζ) =

1
2
∂2

xZµ(t, x∣s, ζ) +Zµ(t, x∣s, ζ)ξ(t, x) for (t, x) ∈ (s,∞) × [0,∞),

∂xZµ(t, x∣s, ζ)∣x=0 = µZµ(t,0∣s, ζ),
Zµ(s, ⋅∣s, ζ) = ζ(⋅).

We discuss this generalized half-space SHE because some estimates below are easier to obtain when
the initial condition is deterministic and either localized (e.g., δ-type initial conditions) or spatially
homogeneous (e.g., constant initial conditions). To avoid confusion, we use the notation Zµ(t, x∣s, ζ)
to specify the initial time and data. We only use notation Zµ(t, x) for the solution of (1.3) when
the initial time is s = 0 and the initial data is fixed as ζ(dx) = exp(W (x) + (µ + 1

2)x)dx.
We first define the mild solution to (2.8) with an arbitrary starting time s ∈ R and a (potentially

random) Borel measure initial condition. For any s < t, let (F ξ,ζ
r )r∈[s,t] be the natural filtration

generated by ζ and ξ on the time interval [s, t].

Definition 2.1. Let µ, s ∈ R, ζ be some (potentially random) Borel measure that is independent
of the white noise ξ and P-almost surely supported on [0,∞). We say that a measurable process
Zµ(⋅, ⋅∣s, ζ) on (s,∞) × [0,∞) is the mild solution to (2.8) with initial condition ζ(⋅), if for all
t ∈ (s,∞), Zµ(t, ⋅∣s, ζ) is (F ξ,ζ

r )r∈[s,t]-adapted and satisfies
(2.9)
Zµ(t, x∣s, ζ) = ∫

∞

0
PR

µ (t, x∣s, y)ζ(dy) + ∫
t

s
∫

∞

0
PR

µ (t, x∣r, y)Zµ(r, y ∣s, ζ)ξ(dydr), ∀x ∈ [0,∞),

where the stochastic integral is interpreted in the Itô-Walsh sense.

The two hypotheses below regarding the initial condition ζ ensure the existence and uniqueness
(under different assumptions) of the mild solution Zµ(⋅, ⋅∣s, ζ). All the initial conditions we deal
with are included in either case. Throughout the paper, we assume that ζ is not the zero measure
and does not depend on s.

Hypothesis 1. There exists a random variable f taking values in C([0,∞), (0,∞)) and a constant
a > 0 so that

ζ(dx) = f(x)dx and sup
x∈[0,∞)

e−axE [f(x)2] <∞.

Hypothesis 2. ζ is deterministic, does not depend on µ, and for any s < τ ,

sup
s<t≤τ

sup
x∈[0,∞)

√
t − s∫

∞

0
PR

µ (t, x∣s, y)ζ(dy) <∞.

For any µ ∈ R, ζ(dx) = Zµ(0, x)dx = exp(W (x) + (µ + 1
2)x)dx satisfies Hypothesis 1. The Dirac-δ

initial condition ζ(⋅) = δy(⋅) = δ(⋅ − y) at any point y ∈ [0,∞) satisfy Hypothesis 2 (see (2.3)). The
constant initial condition ζ(dx) = dx satisfies both. By (2.7), whenever ζ satisfies Hypothesis 2 for
some µ ∈ R, it satisfies it for all µ ∈ R.

Proposition 2.2. (1) When the initial data ζ satisfies Hypothesis 1, there exists a unique mild
solution Zµ(⋅, ⋅∣s, ζ) ∈ C([s,∞)×[0,∞),R) as defined in Definition 2.1 that satisfies, for any terminal
time τ > s,

(2.10) sup
s≤t≤τ

sup
x∈[0,∞)

e−axE [Zµ(t, x∣s, ζ)
2] <∞.
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(2) When the initial data ζ satisfies Hypothesis 2, there exists a unique mild solution Zµ(⋅, ⋅∣s, ζ) ∈
C((s,∞) × [0,∞),R) as defined in Definition 2.1 that satisfies, for any terminal time τ > s,
(2.11)

sup
s<t≤τ

sup
x∈[0,∞)

∫

t

s
∫

r

s
∫

∞

0 ∫

∞

0
PR

µ (t, x∣r, y)
2PR

µ (r, y ∣w, z)
2E [Zµ(w, z ∣s, ζ)

2]dzdydwdr <∞.

The mild solution admits an explicit chaos series representation as

(2.12)
Zµ(t, x∣s, ζ) = ∫

∞

0
PR

µ (t, x∣s, y)ζ(dy)

+
∞
∑
k=1
∫[0,∞)k+1 ∫Rk

ζ(dy)PR
µ (r1∶k,w1∶k∣s, y; t, x) ξ(dr1dw1)⋯ξ(drkdwk),

where, with convention r0 = s, rk+1 = t,w0 = y,wk+1 = x, we define

PR
µ (r1∶k,w1∶k∣s, y; t, x) =

k

∏
j=0

PR
µ (rj+1,wj+1 ∣rj ,wj)1(0,∞)(rj+1 − rj).

Proof. [Par19, Proposition 4.2] has proved part (1). To prove part (2), one can follow the same
argument as in [BC95], with the use of the iterative arguments as in the proof of Lemma 2.4
below. By iterative arguments, one can also show that the right-hand side of (2.12) is well-defined,
(F ξ,ζ

r )r∈[s,t]-adapted, and P-almost surely satisfies (2.9) and (2.11). Then the uniqueness of the
mild solution implies (2.12). ◻

Remark 2.3. A more general solution theory for the half-space SHE should be able to relex the
assumptions on non-random initial conditions. Similar generalizations have been explored for the
full-space SHE in [CD14, CD15]. If such relaxations were made, we would only need our initial
condition in (1.3) to meet the required hypotheses for P-almost surely each realization of W . As
the current hypotheses are sufficient for our purposes, we do not explore these extensions further.

We next give an estimate on positive moments for Zµ(t, x∣s, ζ) with ζ under Hypothesis 2 and s, t
in any arbitrary interval [a, b] ⊂ R. Since the proof is through a rather standard iteration scheme,
we defer it to Appendix A.1.

Lemma 2.4. Let a < b, µ0 ∈ R and ζ(⋅) satisfy Hypothesis 2. For any p ∈ [1,∞), there exists a
constant C = C(a, b, µ0, p, ζ) so that

(2.13) ∥Zµ(t, x∣s, ζ)∥p ≤ C(t − s)
−1/4
(∫

∞

0
PR

µ (t, x∣s, y)ζ(dy))
1/2
,

for any µ ∈ [µ0,∞), a ≤ s < t ≤ b and x ∈ [0,∞).

It also helps to study the solution Zµ(t, x∣s, ζ) through the Feynman-Kac formula. By the
probabilistic representation of parabolic PDEs with Robin boundary condition (see e.g., [Fre85,
Section 2.5]), it is natural to expect that for any µ ∈ R and deterministic f ∈ Cb([0,∞),R), the
half-space stochastic heat equation (2.8) started from ζ(dx) = f(x)dx (under Hypothesis 2) formally
admits the Feynman–Kac type representation

(2.14)
Zµ(t, x∣s, ζ) = Ex

B [f(∣Bt−s∣) exp(−µL0
t−s) ∶ exp ∶ {∫

t−s

0
ξ (t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr}]

= ∫

∞

0
PN
(t, x∣s, y)Ex

B [exp(−µL0
t−s) ∶ exp ∶ {∫

t−s

0
ξ (t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr} ∣∣Bt−s∣ = y] f(y)dy.

Here ∶ exp ∶ denotes the Wick-ordered exponential and other notations are the same as in (2.4) and
(2.6). This representation is only formal because the integral of the white noise over a Brownian
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path makes no sense. Meanwhile, analogous to the classical result [BC95] on full-space, we can
rigorously approximate Zµ(t, x∣s, ζ) by using the Feynman-Kac formulas with a smoothed noise.
We defer this detailed approximation to Appendix A.2.

A useful result that can be proved using the Feynman-Kac formula is the negative moments
bound of the solutions.

Lemma 2.5 (Negative moments). Assume that the initial data ζ is either the constant ζ(dx) = dx
or the Dirac-δ initial data ζ = δy for some y ∈ [0,∞). Let

zµ(t, x∣0, ζ) ∶= ∫
∞

0
PR

µ (t, x∣0, y)ζ(dy).

Then for any µ ∈ R, p ∈ [0,∞), τ > 0, there exists a constant C = C(τ, µ, p) such that for any
x ∈ [0,∞), t ∈ (0, τ], and ζ being constant or Dirac-δ,
(2.15) E [Zµ(t, x∣0, ζ)−p

] ≤ Czµ(t, x∣0, ζ)−p.

The constant C can be chosen uniformly for µ in any compact subset of R.

The bound of negative moments seems to be a well-established result, proven for SHEs in various
contexts [Mue91, MN08, MF14, HL22]. Since no proof has been written for the half-space setting,
we prove Lemma 2.5 in Appendix A.3.

2.3. Green’s function. For any fixed µ, s ∈ R, when ζ(⋅) = δy(⋅) = δ(⋅ − y) for some y ∈ [0,∞), the
unique mild solution Zµ(⋅, ⋅∣s, ζ) as described in Proposition 2.2 part (2) is known as the Green’s
function, or the fundamental solution, to the equation (2.8). This is a crucial object for the half-space
SHE model which can be used to construct the half-space continuum directed random polymer
(CDRP) measure.

In fact, using the chaos expansion (2.12), we can define a five-parameter random field in our
common probability space (Ω,F ,P) that supports the space-time white noise ξ. Let

D = {(µ, s, y, t, x)∣µ, s, t ∈ R with s < t and x, y ∈ [0,∞)} ⊂ R5.

For (µ, s, y, t, x) ∈ D, define (with the same notation and convention as in (2.12))

(2.16)
Zµ(t, x∣s, y) ∶=PR

µ (t, x∣s, y)

+
∞
∑
k=1
∫[0,∞)k ∫Rk

PR
µ (r1∶k,w1∶k∣s, y; t, x) ξ(dr1dw1)⋯ξ(drkdwk).

It follows that, for any fixed s, µ ∈ R, y ∈ [0,∞), the field Zµ(⋅, ⋅∣s, y) is the unique mild solution to
(2.8) satisfying (2.9) and (2.11) with initial conditon ζ = δy.

Corollary 2.6. Let a < b, µ0 ∈ R and p ∈ [1,∞). For any µ ∈ [µ0,∞), a ≤ s < t ≤ b, x, y ∈ [0,∞),

(2.17) ∥Zµ(t, x∣s, y)∥p ≲ (t − s)
−1/4PR

µ (t, x∣s, y)
1/2
≲ (t − s)−1/2 exp(−(x − y)2/4(t − s)),

where α ≲ β denotes α ≤ Cβ with some constant C = C(a, b, µ0, p).

Proof. Substituting ζ with δy in Lemma 2.4 and using (2.3). Note that in the statement of
Lemma 2.4, the prefactor C may depend on the initial data ζ, but one can follow the same proof
and check that, with the Dirac-δ initial conditions, we can relax the bounds in the proof so that the
constant C does not depend on y ∈ [0,∞). ◻

We record the following properties for the field Z.

Proposition 2.7. There exists a modification of the field Zµ(t, x∣s, y) that is jointly continuous in
all five variables (µ, s, y, t, x) ∈ D, and has the following properties:
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(i). For any (µ, s, y, t, x) ∈ D,

(2.18) E [Zµ(t, x∣s, y)] =PR
µ (t, x∣s, y).

(ii). For any fixed s, µ ∈ R and ζ(dx) satisfying Hypothesis 1 (or Hypothesis 2), the random process
defined by the convolution formula

(t, x)↦ ∫
∞

0
Zµ(t, x∣s, y)ζ(dy)

is the unique mild solution Zµ(⋅, ⋅∣s, ζ) in Proposition 2.2 satisfying (2.9) and (2.10) (or
(2.11)).

(iii). (Positivity) For any (µ, s, y, t, x) ∈ D, we have Zµ(t, x∣s, y) > 0.
(iv). (Time stationarity) For any fixed µ, t0 ∈ R, x, y ∈ [0,∞),

{Zµ(t + t0, x∣s + t0, y)}s,t∈R,s<t
law
= {Zµ(t, x∣s, y)}s,t∈R,s<t.

(v). For any finite disjoint time intervals {(si, ti]}
n
i=1 and any xi, yi ∈ [0,∞), the random variables

{Zµ (ti, xi ∣si, yi)}
n
i=1 are mutually independent.

(vi). (Chapman-Kolmogorov identity) For any fixed µ ∈ R, there exists an event Ω0 with P(Ω0) = 1
so that for any ω ∈ Ω0, (µ, s, y, t, x) ∈ D and r ∈ (s, t),

(2.19) Zµ(t, x∣s, y) = ∫
∞

0
Zµ(t, x∣r,w)Zµ(r,w ∣s, y)dw.

(vii). For any fixed µ, s, t ∈ R, t > s,

(2.20) {Zµ(t, x∣s, y)}x,y∈[0,∞)
law
= {Zµ(t, y ∣s, x)}x,y∈[0,∞).

Proof. The joint continuity of the field and properties (i)–(vi) closely mirror those of the Green’s
function field associated with the full-space stochastic heat equations in [AKQ14a]. There are
two primary differences from the full-space Green’s function. First is that we have an additional
parameter µ from the boundary condition in the half-space setting. Since the Robin heat kernel
defined in (2.1) is continuous in µ, generalizing the joint continuity property to include this parameter
µ by Kolmogorov continuity criteria is straightforward. The second difference is that the field
no longer has stationarity in space, but this fact does not impact the properties above. Due
to the presence of the boundary, for x0 ≠ 0, x, y ≥ −x0, we do not expect that Zµ(t, x∣s, y) and
Zµ(t, x + x0 ∣s, y + x0) are equal in law.

The proof of property (vii) is similar to [DGK23, Appendix B] and follows from an approximation
of Feynman-Kac formulas. We defer it to Appendix A.4. ◻

For any fixed µ ∈ R, we use Zµ(⋅, ⋅) to denote the unique mild solution to (1.3) in Proposi-
tion 2.2 part (1). By Proposition 2.7 (ii), when µ = u − 1

2 , for any t > 0, x ∈ [0,∞),

(2.21) Zu− 1
2
(t, x) = ∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y) exp (W (y) + uy)dy.

We finish this subsection by providing some Lp(Ω)-norm bounds to Zu− 1
2
(t, x) and Hu(t, x).

These bounds follow from Lemma A.1 and Lemma 2.5 and will be very useful throughout the paper.
A detailed proof is given in Appendix A.5.

Proposition 2.8. For any fixed u ∈ R, t ≥ 0, p ∈ [1,∞), there exists a constant C = C(u, t, p) so that
the following holds for all x ∈ [0,∞):
(2.22) ∥Zu− 1

2
(t, x)∥p ≤ C exp(Cx);

(2.23) ∥Zu− 1
2
(t, x)−1

∥p ≤ C exp(Cx).
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It follows that for any fixed u ∈ R, P-almost surely,

(2.24) 0 < Zu− 1
2
(t, x) <∞, ∀t ≥ 0, x ≥ 0.

The Hopf-Cole solution to (1.1) is thus well-defined:

(2.25) Hu(t, x) = logZu− 1
2
(t, x) = log∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y) exp(W (y) + uy)dy,

and satisfies

(2.26) ∥Hu(t, x)∥p ≤ C(u, t, p) exp(C(u, t, p)x),

for any p ∈ [1,∞), t ≥ 0, x ≥ 0. All the constants above can be chosen uniformly over any compact
subset of (u, t) ∈ R × [0,∞).

2.4. Half-space CDRP. We can now use the Green’s function Zµ(t, x∣s, y) to construct the
continuum directed random polymer (CDRP) measures in half-space. We then introduce the
induced (quenched) endpoint measures on ([0,∞),B([0,∞))) from these polymers.

For simplicity, we always set the initial time s = 0 and fix some µ ∈ R. To align with the previous
conventions, we use the parameter u = µ + 1

2 to index these measures.
For any t > 0, we equip the path space C[0,t] ∶= C([0, t], [0,∞)) with the Borel σ-algebra B(C[0,t]).

Let X = (Xr)0≤r≤t be the canonical variable on C[0,t]. A probability measure on this space is
uniquely determined by its finite dimensional distributions. For our purposes, we are interested in
the continuum directed polymer X on C([0, t], [0,∞)) that starts from a fixed point, runs backward
in time in the environment of ξ, and has the terminal condition exp (Wu(⋅)) at r = t.

For each fixed u ∈ R, t > 0 and x ∈ [0,∞), we define the following (quenched) point-to-measure
polymer:

Definition 2.9. For any ω ∈ Ω such that (2.24) holds, define the (quenched, point-to-measure)
half-space continuum directed random polymer (CDRP) measure Qu,t

x as the probability measure on
C[0,t] with finite dimensional marginals given by

(2.27)

Qu,t
x (Xt1 ∈ dx1, . . . ,Xtk

∈ dxk)

=
∫
∞

0 ∏
k
j=0Zu− 1

2
(t − tj , xj ∣t − tj+1, xj+1) exp(Wu(xk+1))dxk+1

∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t, x∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy

dx1 . . .dxk,

for 0 = t0 < t1 < ⋯ < tk < tk+1 = t and with x0 = x.

We first address the well-definedness of the half-space CDRP Qu,t
x :

By the Chapman-Kolmogorov equation (2.19), the family of finite dimensional distributions in
(2.27) is consistent. Thus by the Kolmogorov consistency theorem, for P-almost sure each realization
of (ξ,W ), (2.27) gives a unique probability measure on ([0,∞)[0,t],B([0,∞))[0,t]). It remains to
show that the measure Qu,t

x is P-almost surely supported on paths in C[0,t]. Following the same proof
as in [AKQ14a, Theorem 4.3] for full-space CDRP, using (2.18), Garsia, Rodemich, and Rumsey
inequality, the Hölder continuity of reflected Brownian motions, and (2.24), one can prove that the
paths X⋅ are 1/2− Hölder continuous Qu,t

x -almost surely on a probability one event. Thus Qu,t
x is

P-almost surely well-defined.

We define Qu,0
x ∶= δx as a measure on ([0,∞),B([0,∞))). We use EQu,t

x to denote the expectation
under Qu,t

x . We also define the following.
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Definition 2.10. Fix u ∈ R and ω ∈ Ω such that (2.24) holds. For any t > 0, x ∈ [0,∞), we define
the (quenched) density ρR

u (⋅∣t, x) on [0,∞) as

(2.28) ρR
u (y ∣t, x) ∶=

Zu− 1
2
(t, x∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))

∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t, x∣0, y′) exp(Wu(y′))dy′

, ∀y ∈ [0,∞).

It is clear that ρR
u (⋅∣t, x) is well-defined for all t > 0, x ∈ [0,∞) simultaneously on a probability

one event. It follows that for any fixed t > 0, x ∈ [0,∞), ρR
u (⋅∣t, x) is the (quenched) density of the

polymer endpoint on [0,∞) under Qu,t
x .

Proposition 2.11. For any fixed u ∈ R, t > 0, x ∈ [0,∞), P-almost surely, we have

Qu,t
x (Xt ∈ A) = ∫

A
ρR

u (y ∣t, x)dy, for all A ∈ B([0,∞)),

and the quenched expectation of the polymer endpoint is

EQu,t

x [Xt] = ∫

∞

0
yρR

u (y ∣t, x)dy.

Proof. By the path continuity of X⋅, the continuity of Zu− 1
2
(⋅, ⋅) on R2

≥0, and (2.27), for any
φ ∈ Cc([0,∞),R),

EQu,t

x [φ(Xt)] = lim
r→t

EQu,t

x [φ(Xr)] = lim
r→t

1
Zu− 1

2
(t, x)

∫

∞

0
φ(z)Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣t − r, z)Zu− 1

2
(t − r, z)dz

=
1

Zu− 1
2
(t, x)

∫

∞

0
φ(y)Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy,

where the interchange of the limit and the integral is justified by the dominated convergence theorem.
By Urysohn’s lemma and the monotone convergence theorem, this extends to any function φ = 1O

with O being an open set of [0,∞). By Dynkin’s π − λ theorem, we can further extend to 1A with
A ∈ B([0,∞)). ◻

Remark 2.12. We define the half-space CDRP P-almost surely for each fixed t > 0, x ≥ 0, but do
not address its coupling over all t > 0, x ≥ 0. Additionally, we do not attempt to prove some basic
properties (Markov, Feller, etc.) for the half-space CDRP, analogous to those proved in the recent
comprehensive work [AJRAS22] for the full-space CDRP. One reason for this is that an adaption
of [AJRAS22] to half-space still needs some highly technical estimates involving the Robin heat
kernels. On the other hand, these properties are not required for our purposes, as we will use an
alternative method to establish the stochastic monotonicity needed in Section 5.

On a heuristic level, the proof in Section 5 is based on sampling the initial points of the CDRP
Qu,t

x from another density on [0,∞) to construct a measure-to-measure polymer Qu,t

W̃
for any fixed

ω ∈ Ω. Without a simultaneous coupling, it is not immediately clear that this construction is valid
on an event of probability one. However, as we will show in Section 5, we can still apply this idea
without justifying rigorously that this construction gives a CDRP on a probability one event. In
particular, we only need the quenched endpoint distribution for this polymer, which is well-defined
through SHE mild solutions P-almost surely. All of our P-almost sure results are derived from the
properties and continuity of mild solutions, making the coupling issue irrelevant for our purposes.

Remark 2.13. By the formal Feynman-Kac representation (2.14), it is natural to interpret the above
continuum directed polymer measure as a “Gibbs measure” of the reflected Brownian motion in



14 YU GU AND RAN TAO

half-space with start-point x ∈ [0,∞). The Radon-Nikodyn derivative with respect to the law of
Υ⋅ = ∣B⋅∣ should be expressed as

exp(W (Υt) + uΥt) exp (−(u − 1/2)L0,Υ
t ) ∶ exp ∶ {∫

t

0
ξ (t − r,Υr)dr} .

The above expression is only formal when ξ is the spacetime white noise. In fact, we suspect
that the half-space continuum directed polymer measure should be singular with respect to the
measure of reflected Brownian motion in half-space, just as the full-space polymer measure studied
in [AKQ14a].

Finally, we remark that with the definition of Qu,t
x , the solution Zu− 1

2
(t, x) to the half-space

stochastic heat equation (1.3) is the partition function of the half-space CDRP Qu,t
x . Thus, its

logarithm, which is the solution Hu(t, x) to the KPZ equation (1.1), is the free energy of the
polymer.

3. Average growth rate: proof of Theorem 1.4

In this section, we study the average growth speed of Hu and prove Theorem 1.4. The method
here is stochastic analytic, essentially an application of Itô’s formula. The only explicit calculation
we do relies on a nice conditional Laplace transform formula obtained for exponential functionals of
a Brownian motion with a drift [BO11]. Similar calculations in the periodic setting can be found in
[GK24, Section 2.2.3], based on Yor’s formula [Yor92]. Notably, the average growth rate has also
been recently established for the open KPZ equation [Bar24]; it would be interesting to investigate if
the method presented here can be adapted to that context. This section can be read independently
of the rest of the paper.

It is well-known that, under appropriate assumptions, the partition function of the point-to-line
directed polymer can be related to a positive martingale. Thus, to study the average of its logarithm,
one can perform a semimartingale decomposition and only need to analyze the drift term. This
trick has been used extensively in the study of disordered systems, see e.g. [CN95] for a spin glass
model and [Com17, Chapter 5] for directed polymers in random environments.

We begin by presenting the following preliminary result, originally proved by [Duf90]. A more
detailed discussion on the study of exponential functionals of Brownian motions can be found in the
review [MY05].

Lemma 3.1. For any u < 0, the perpetual exponential functional of Brownian motion with drift
satisfies

(3.1) ∫

∞

0
exp(Wu(x))dx

law
=

2
γ(−2u)

,

where γ(−2u) is a gamma random variable with shape parameter −2u.

Now for any u < 0, t ≥ 0, define

Yu(t) ∶= ∫
∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x)dx,

which can be viewed as the ζ-to-line partition function of the underlying directed polymer, with the
initial data ζ(dx) = exp(Wu(x))dx. Yu(0) is the random variable appearing on the left-hand side
of (3.1). We know that 0 < Yu(0) <∞ P-almost surely.
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As described in (1.4), the Brownian motion with drift u is stationary to the half-space KPZ
equation with boundary parameter u, which implies that for each t ≥ 0,

(3.2)
⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

Zu− 1
2
(t, y)

Zu− 1
2
(t,0)

⎫⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎭y∈[0,∞)

law
= {exp (Wu(y))}y∈[0,∞),

Thus, the random variable Yu(t)/Zu− 1
2
(t,0) satisfies

(3.3) Yu(t)

Zu− 1
2
(t,0)

= ∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x)[Zu− 1

2
(t,0)]−1dx law

= ∫

∞

0
exp(Wu(x))dx = Yu(0).

Since Yu(0) and Zu− 1
2
(t,0) are both P-almost surely finite and positive, Yu(t) is also P-almost

surely finite and positive.
The proof of Theorem 1.4 for u < 0 relies on the stationarity (3.2) as well as the identity in law

(3.1). For u ≥ 0, exp(Wu(y))dy is not in L1([0,∞)). This is the key reason why our proof cannot
be extended to u ≥ 0.

Now we state a decomposition of Yu(t) which follows from the mild formulation of the SHE. Due
to the Robin boundary condition, there exists an extra drift term compared to the full space case.

Lemma 3.2. Let F ξ,W
t be the natural filtration generated by W and ξ on the time interval [0, t].

For any u < 0, (Yu(t),F
ξ,W
t ) is a continuous semimartingale, and Yu(t) admits a decomposition

(3.4) Yu(t) = Yu(0) +Mu(t) +Au(t),

where Mu(t) is a continuous local martingale with

Mu(t) = ∫
t

0 ∫
∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(s, z)ξ(dzds),

and Au(t) is a process of finite-variation

Au(t) = −
1
2
(u −

1
2
)∫

t

0
Zu− 1

2
(v,0)dv.

Proof. For any t > 0, by the convolution formula (2.21), we can use the Green’s function Z to write

(3.5)
Yu(t) = ∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x)dx = ∫

∞

0 ∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dydx

= ∫

∞

0 ∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y)dx exp(Wu(y))dy,

where the last equality follows from Tonelli’s theorem. By (2.9), for any t > 0, y ≥ 0,

(3.6)
∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y)dx = ∫

∞

0
PR

u− 1
2
(t, x∣0, y)dx

+ ∫

∞

0 ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
PR

u− 1
2
(t, x∣s, z)Zu− 1

2
(s, z ∣0, y)ξ(dzds)dx.

By (2.17),

(3.7) ∫

∞

0
(∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
PR

u− 1
2
(t, x∣s, z)2Eξ [Zu− 1

2
(s, z ∣0, y)2]dzds)

1/2
dx <∞,

so we can use the stochastic Fubini theorem ([DPZ14, Theorem 4.33]) to switch the order of
integration in the last term of (3.6) and integrate x ∈ [0,∞) first.
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Applying the fundamental theorem of calculus to the integral ∫
∞

0 PR
u− 1

2
(t, x∣s, y)dx and using

the definition of the Robin heat kernel in (2.1), for any fixed y ≥ 0, s ∈ [0, t], we have

∫

∞

0
PR

u− 1
2
(t, x∣s, z)dx = 1 + ∫

t

s
∫

∞

0
∂vP

R
u− 1

2
(v, x∣s, z)dxdv

= 1 + ∫
t

s
∫

∞

0

1
2
∂2

xPR
u− 1

2
(v, x∣s, z)dxdv = 1 + 1

2 ∫
t

s
[−∂xPR

u− 1
2
(v, x∣s, z)∣

x=0
]dv

= 1 − 1
2 ∫

t

s
(u −

1
2
)PR

u− 1
2
(v,0∣s, z)dv.

Thus (3.6) equals to

1 − 1
2
(u −

1
2
)∫

t

0
PR

u− 1
2
(v,0∣0, y)dv + ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(s, z ∣0, y)ξ(dzds)

−
1
2
(u −

1
2
)∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
[∫

t

s
PR

u− 1
2
(v,0∣s, z)dv]Zu− 1

2
(s, z ∣0, y)ξ(dzds).

Again by (2.17),

∫

t

0
(∫

∞

0 ∫

v

0
PR

u− 1
2
(v,0∣s, z)2Eξ [Zu− 1

2
(s, z ∣0, y)2]dsdz)

1/2
dv <∞,

so we can use the stochastic Fubini theorem to switch the order of integrations as

∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
[∫

t

s
PR

u− 1
2
(v,0∣s, z)dv]Zu− 1

2
(s, z ∣0, y)ξ(dzds)

= ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0 ∫

v

0
PR

u− 1
2
(v,0∣s, z)Zu− 1

2
(s, z ∣0, y)ξ(dzds)dv

= ∫

t

0
Zu− 1

2
(v,0∣0, y)dv − ∫

t

0
PR

u− 1
2
(v,0∣0, y)dv.

Therefore, for each y ∈ [0,∞), (3.6) equals to

∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y)dx = 1 + ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(s, z ∣0, y)ξ(dzds) − 1

2
(u −

1
2
)∫

t

0
Zu− 1

2
(v,0∣0, y)dv.

Using again the stochastic Fubini theorem and Tonelli’s theorem, we have

Yu(t) = ∫
∞

0
[1 + ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(s, z ∣0, y)ξ(dzds) − 1

2
(u −

1
2
)∫

t

0
Zu− 1

2
(v,0∣0, y)dv] eWu(y)dy

= Yu(0) + ∫
t

0 ∫
∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(s, z)ξ(dzds) − 1

2
(u −

1
2
)∫

t

0
Zu− 1

2
(v,0)dv,

which is the decomposition (3.4). Note that for P-almost surely all realization of W , by (2.17),

(3.8)

Eξ ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(s, y)2dyds

= ∫

∞

0 ∫

∞

0 ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
Eξ [Zu− 1

2
(s, y ∣0, z1)Zu− 1

2
(s, y ∣0, z2)]dydseWu(z1)eWu(z2)dz1dz2

≤ ∫

∞

0 ∫

∞

0 ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
∥Zu− 1

2
(s, y ∣0, z1)∥2∥Zu− 1

2
(s, y ∣0, z2)∥2dydseWu(z1)eWu(z2)dz1dz2

≤ C(t, u) [∫
∞

0
eWu(z)dz]

2
,

so for any t > 0,

∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(s, y)2dyds <∞, P-almost surely,
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and Mu(t) is a continuous local martingale with quadratic variation

⟨Mu⟩t = ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(s, y)2dyds.

The proof is complete. ◻

Remark 3.3. One needs to be cautious with the Lp norms after putting the Brownian motion W

into the filtration F ξ,W
t . In fact, by (3.1), Yu(0) = ∫

∞
0 eWu(x)dx ∈ Lp(Ω) if and only if −2u > p.

Consequentially, taking an expectation EW on the last line of (3.8) only gives a bounded term when
u < −1, so we do not claim that E⟨Mu⟩t is bounded for all u < 0.

On the other hand, if we consider each fixed realization of the initial data, we can think of Mu(t)

as a local martingale with respect to F ξ
t – the filtration generated by ξ only. The bound in (3.8)

shows that Mu(t) is a square-integrable martingale w.r.t. F ξ
t for P-almost surely all realization of

W .
A similar issue also occurs when we apply the stochastic Fubini theorem in the above proof. In

order to overcome it, we used (3.5) to separate the randomness from ξ and from W . The stochastic
Fubini theorem is applied to processes that are adapted to F ξ

t , as shown in (3.7).

The following lemma provides the semimartingale decomposition for logYu(t), using which we
compute E logYu(t) which further leads to EHu(t,0). The crucial part is that the drift term will
be written as an additive functional of the process {Zu− 1

2
(s, ⋅)/Yu(s)}s≥0, which is at stationarity

by (1.4).

Lemma 3.4. For any u < 0 and t ≥ 0, we have

(3.9) E[Hu(t,0)] = E [−1
2
(u −

1
2
)

1
Yu(0)

−
1
2
∫
∞

0 exp(2Wu(y))dy
Yu(0)2

] t.

Proof. Recall that as defined in (1.1), Hu(t,0) = logZu− 1
2
(t,0). Taking the logarithm and then the

expectation on both sides of (3.3), we have

E[Hu(t,0)] = E[logYu(t) − logYu(0)].

By Lemma 3.2 and Itô’s formula [DPZ14, Theorem 4.32], logYu(t) can be decomposed as

logYu(t) − logYu(0) = ∫
t

0
Yu(s)

−1dMu(s) + ∫
t

0
Yu(s)

−1dAu(s) −
1
2 ∫

t

0
Yu(s)

−2d⟨Mu⟩s

= ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0

Zu− 1
2
(s, y)

Yu(s)
ξ(dyds) − 1

2
(u −

1
2
)∫

t

0

Zu− 1
2
(s,0)

Yu(s)
ds − 1

2 ∫
t

0 ∫
∞

0

Zu− 1
2
(s, y)2

Yu(s)2
dyds.

By (3.2), for any u < 0 and s ≥ 0, we have

E
Zu− 1

2
(s,0)

Yu(s)
= E [∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(s, y)Zu− 1

2
(s,0)−1dy]

−1
= E [∫

∞

0
exp(Wu(y))dy]

−1
= E 1
Yu(0)

,

and

E∫
∞

0

Zu− 1
2
(s, y)2

Yu(s)2
dy = E

∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(s, y)2dy

[∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(s, y′)dy′]

2 = E
∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(s, y)2Zu− 1

2
(s,0)−2dy

[∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(s, y′)Zu− 1

2
(s,0)−1dy′]

2

= E ∫
∞

0 exp(Wu(y))
2dy

[∫
∞

0 exp(Wu(y′))dy′]
2 = E [Yu(0)−2

∫

∞

0
exp(2Wu(y))dy] .
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Here we used the stationarity (3.2), so both expectations are time independent, and by (3.1) and
(3.10) below, they are both finite. Thus the term ∫

t
0 ∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(s, y)Yu(s)

−1ξ(dyds) is a square-
integrable martingale, and (3.9) follows. ◻

To complete the proof of Theorem 1.4, for any u < 0, it only remains to compute the expectation
on the right hand side of (3.9).
Proof of Theorem 1.4. It follows from (3.1) that for any fixed u < 0,

E [ 1
Yu(0)

] =
1
2

E[γ(−2u)] = −u.

Define
J = ∫

∞

0
e2W (y)+2uydy, and K = ∫

∞

0
eW (y)+uydy = Yu(0),

which are finite P-almost surely since u < 0. It remains to compute

E [∫
∞

0 exp(2Wu(y))dy
Yu(0)2

] = E ∫
∞

0 exp(Wu(y))
2dy

[∫
∞

0 exp(Wu(y′))dy′]
2 = E [ J

K2 ] .

Note that the same Brownian motion appears in both the numerator and the denominator, which
makes the calculation more involved. By [BO11, Example 2.4], for any u < 0, the conditional Laplace
transform takes the form

E (e−
1
2 λ2J
∣K = s)P (K ∈ ds) = λ−2u+1

2Γ(−2u)
e−λ coth(λs

2 )

(sinh (λs
2 ))

−2u+1 ds, ∀s > 0.

By differentiating both sides in λ2 and taking the limit λ→ 0, we have

E(−1
2
J ∣K = s)P (K ∈ ds) = lim

λ→0

d
dλ2 E (e−

1
2 λ2J
∣K = s)P (K ∈ ds)

= lim
λ→0

d
dλ2
⎛

⎝

λ−2u+1

2Γ(−2u)
e−λ coth(λs

2 )

(sinh (λs
2 ))

−2u+1
⎞

⎠
ds = lim

λ→0

1
2λ

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

λ−2u+1

2Γ(−2u)
e−λ coth(λs

2 )

(sinh (λs
2 ))

−2u+1

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

Ψ(s∣u,λ)ds.

with

Ψ(s∣u,λ) =
⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

−2u + 1
λ

− coth(λs
2
) +

λs

2 (sinh (λs
2 ))

2 +
(2u − 1)s

2
coth(λs

2
)

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

.

Taylor series expressions give that

coth(x) = x−1
+
x

3
−
x3

45
+O(x5

), 0 < ∣x∣ < π,

and
sinh(x)−2

= csch(x)2 = (x−1
−
x

6
+O(x3

))
2
= x−2

−
1
3
+O(x2

), 0 < ∣x∣ < π.

Thus

lim
λ→0

e−λ coth(λs
2 ) = e−

2
s , lim

λ→0

λ−2u+1

(sinh (λs
2 ))

−2u+1 = (
2
s
)
−2u+1

,

and

Ψ(s∣u,λ) = (−2u + 1) 1
λ
−

2
s

1
λ
−

1
3
λs

2
+
λs

2
((
λs

2
)

−2
−

1
3
) + (2u − 1)s

2
(

2
s

1
λ
+

1
3
λs

2
) +O(λ3

)

= −
1
3
λs +

2u − 1
12

λs2
+O(λ3

).
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These results imply that

lim
λ→0

1
2λ

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

λ−2u+1

2Γ(−2u)
e−λ coth(λs

2 )

(sinh (λs
2 ))

−2u+1

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

Ψ(s∣u,λ) = e−
2
s

4Γ(−2u)
(

2
s
)
−2u+1

(−
1
3
s +

2u − 1
12

s2
) ,

and
(3.10)

E [ J
K2 ] = ∫

∞

0

−2
s2 E(−1

2
J ∣K = s)P (K ∈ ds) = ∫

∞

0

−e−
2
s

2s2Γ(−2u)
2−2u+1

s−2u+1 (−
s

3
+

2u − 1
12

s2
)ds

=
1

22uΓ(−2u) ∫
∞

0

1
3
e−

2
s s2u−2

−
2u − 1

12
e−

2
s s2u−1ds = 1

22uΓ(−2u)
(

1
3

Γ(−2u + 1)
2−2u+1 −

2u − 1
12

Γ(−2u)
2−2u

)

= −
u

3
−

2u − 1
12

= −
u

2
+

1
12
.

Now by (3.9), we have

E[Hu(t,0)] = (−
1
2
(u −

1
2
)E [ 1

Yu(0)
] −

1
2

E [ J
K2 ]) t = [

1
2
(u −

1
2
)u −

1
2
(−
u

2
+

1
12
)] t = (

u2

2
−

1
24
) t.

We next extend to u = 0. For any fixed t > 0, by Proposition 2.8, Hu(t, 0) is uniformly integrable
for u in any compact subset of R. Thus the convergence E [Hu(t,0)]→ E [H0(t,0)] as u→ 0 follows
from the convergence in probability

Zu− 1
2
(t,0) prob

→ Z− 1
2
(t,0) as u→ 0,

together with the continuous mapping theorem. To show the above convergence in probability, we
note that by the Minkowski and Hölder’s inequalities,

∥Zu− 1
2
(t,0) −Z− 1

2
(t,0)∥2 ≤ ∫

∞

0
∥Zu− 1

2
(t,0∣0, y) −Z− 1

2
(t,0∣0, y)∥4∥ exp(W (y) + uy)∥4dy

+ ∫

∞

0
∥Z− 1

2
(t,0∣0, y)∥4∥ exp(W (y) + uy) − exp(W (y) + y)∥4dy.

By the P-almost surely continuity of the Green’s function Z⋅(⋅, ⋅∣⋅, ⋅) in Proposition 2.7, the uni-
form moment bounds in (2.17), and the dominated convergence theorem, we have ∥Zu− 1

2
(t,0) −

Z− 1
2
(t,0)∥2 → 0 as u→ 0.

For any x > 0, the result follows from (1.4). ◻

4. Variance identity: proof of Theorem 1.1

To prove the identity (1.9), which relates the variance of the height function to the endpoint
displacement of the directed polymer, we utilize an integration-by-parts formula in the Gaussian
space generated by the Brownian motion W (x). Although the model involves two sources of
Gaussianity, we only rely on the one from the initial data. This method heavily relies on the fact
that the Brownian motion with drift W (x) + ux is the stationary measure of the increment process
Hu(t, x) −Hu(t,0) (see (1.4)).

In the following argument, we consider the four height increments along different directions:
A =Hu(t, 0)−Hu(0, 0), B =Hu(t, x)−Hu(t, 0), C =Hu(t, x)−Hu(0, x) and D =Hu(0, x)−Hu(0, 0).
The quantity of interest is A, while B has Gaussian distribution due to the choice of initial data,
C shares the same distribution as the height increment in the full space case when x ≫ 1, and
D =W (x)+ ux is the Gaussian random variable through which we perform the integration by parts.
Similar arguments appeared in various previous works, see [BCS06, GK23].
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Proof of Theorem 1.1. Fix u ∈ R, t > 0. Define the height increment of (1.1) in the time interval
[0, t] for any x ∈ [0,∞) as

Hu(t, x) ∶=Hu(t, x) −Hu(0, x) = logZu− 1
2
(t, x) −Wu(x).

Then we have

Hu(t, x) −Hu(t,0) =Hu(t, x) −Hu(t,0) +Wu(x),

which implies that

Var[Hu(t, x) −Hu(t,0)] =Var[Hu(t, x) −Hu(t,0) +Wu(x)].

By (1.4), for any t ≥ 0, Var[Hu(t, x) −Hu(t,0)] =Var[Wu(x)] = x. Thus we have an identity

0 =Var[Hu(t, x) −Hu(t,0)] + 2Cov[Hu(t, x) −Hu(t,0),Wu(x)]

=Var[Hu(t, x)] − 2Cov[Hu(t, x),Hu(t,0)] +Var[Hu(t,0)] + 2Cov[Hu(t, x) −Hu(t,0),Wu(x)]

=Var[Hu(t,0)] + (Var[Hu(t, x)] + 2Cov[Hu(t, x),Wu(x)])

− 2Cov[Hu(t, x),Hu(t,0)] − 2Cov[Hu(t,0),Wu(x)].

Since Hu(t,0) = Hu(t,0), we have Var[Hu(t,0)] = Var[Hu(t,0)]. The above equation can be
rewritten as

Var[Hu(t,0)] = 2Cov[Hu(t,0),Wu(x)] + 2Cov[Hu(t, x),Hu(t,0)]
− (Var[Hu(t, x)] + 2Cov[Hu(t, x),Wu(x)]).

Recalling that EQu,t

x [Xt] is the (quenched) expectation of the half-space CDRP endpoint. The
endpoint has a quenched density ρR

u (⋅∣t, x) as defined in (2.28). The proof is complete once we
establish the following results:

(4.1) Cov[Hu(t,0),Wu(x)]→ E∫
∞

0
yρR

u (y ∣t,0)dy= EEQu,t

0 [Xt], as x→∞;

(4.2) Var[Hu(t, x)] + 2Cov[Hu(t, x),Wu(x)]→ ut, as x→∞;

and

(4.3) Cov[Hu(t, x),Hu(t,0)]→ 0, as x→∞.

We will prove equations (4.1) and (4.2) in the following subsections. The proof of (4.3) is very
similar to the proof of the analogous result for full-space KPZ equation in [GK23], so we put it in
Appendix B. ◻

Remark 4.1. If using the above definitions for the four height increments A,B,C,D, the computation
above is equivalent to taking the variance on both sides of the identity B =D +C −A. The value of
interest is Var[A]. With stationarity (1.4), Var[B] =Var[D]. We perform the integration-by-parts
to prove the limit of Cov[A,D] as x→∞ in (4.1). For the terms Var[C] + 2Cov[C,D], note that
they only involve the height function Hu(t, ⋅) evaluated at point x away from the boundary. Thus
we use its full-space counterpart’s value to approximate it when x≫ 1 in (4.2). The remaining term
Cov[A,C] does not involve any KPZ behavior. It vanishes when x≫ 1 at any finite time t, which
is stated in (4.3).
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4.1. Proof of (4.1). We prove (4.1) through an integration-by-parts in the Gaussian space generated
by the Brownian motion W (x). The following is analogous to the full-space result [GK23, Lemma
2.4], but a few details are different in the half-space setting. As discussed above after Proposition 2.7,
due to the boundary, the Green’s function Zµ(t, x∣0, y) is not spatially stationary.

Let W be the spatial white noise associated with the Brownian motion W (⋅). Let D be the
Malliavin derivative operator on the Gaussian probability space generated by W .

For each t, x, z ≥ 0 and each realization of ξ, we apply an integration-by-parts on the Gaussian
space generated by W . Further taking an expectation over ξ, we obtain

Cov[Hu(t, z),Wu(x)] = E[Hu(t, z)W (x)]

= E[Hu(t, z)∫
∞

0
1[0,x](r)W (r)dr] = E⟨DHu(t, z),1[0,x]⟩.

The integral above is the standard Wiener integral since 1[0,x](r) is a deterministic function, and
the bracket denotes the inner product in L2(R). By (2.25), for any r ≥ 0,

DrHu(t, z) = Dr log∫
∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, z ∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy =

Dr[∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t, z ∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy]

∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t, z ∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy

=
∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t, z ∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))1[0,y](r)dy

∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t, z ∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy

= ∫

∞

r
ρR

u (y ∣t, z)dy.

This implies that

E⟨DHu(t, z),1[0,x]⟩ = E∫
x

0 ∫
∞

r
ρR

u (y ∣t, z)dydr = E∫
∞

0
min (x, y)ρR

u (y ∣t, z)dy

= E∫
x

0
yρR

u (y ∣t, z)dy + xE∫
∞

x
ρR

u (y ∣t, z)dy.

Setting z = 0, we have

(4.4) Cov[Hu(t,0),Wu(x)] = E∫
x

0
yρR

u (y ∣t,0)dy + xE∫
∞

x
ρR

u (y ∣t,0)dy.

By Hölder’s inequality, (2.17), (A.23) and (2.23), for any t > 0, y ∈ [0,∞), we have

(4.5)
EρR

u (y ∣t,0) = E
Zu− 1

2
(t,0∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))

∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t,0∣0, y′) exp(Wu(y′))dy′

≤ ∥Zu− 1
2
(t,0∣0, y)∥4∥ exp(Wu(y))∥4 ∥Zu− 1

2
(t,0)−1

∥
2
≤ C exp(−y2

/C),

for some constant C = C(t, u). Taking the limit x→∞ on both sides of (4.4) gives (4.1).

4.2. Proof of (4.2). The idea is that, for large x≫ 1 and fixed t > 0, the value Hu(t, x) almost does
not feel the boundary effects, hence the result should be close to the full space case. We proceed
in two steps. First, we show that (4.2) holds with Hu(t, x) replaced by Hfs

u (t, x), where Hfs
u (t, x)

solves the KPZ equation on full-space starting from a two-sided Brownian motion with drift u. In
the second step, we show that the error induced by the approximation vanishes as x→∞, namely,
Var[Hfs

u (t, x)] + 2Cov[Hfs
u (t, x),W

fs
u (x)] can be used to approximate the left-hand side of (4.2)

when x→∞.
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Let us begin with a few definitions. For (t, x) ∈ [0,∞)×R and u ∈ R, let Zfs
u (t, x) be the solution

to the (1+1)-dimensional stochastic heat equation on the full space

(4.6)
∂tZ

fs
u (t, x) =

1
2
∂2

xZ
fs
u (t, x) +Z

fs
u (t, x)ξ(t, x),

Zfs
u (0, x) = exp(W fs

u (x)),

where ξ is the same space-time white noise on (t, x) ∈ R2 as in (1.3) and W fs
u (x) ∶=W

fs(x) + ux
with W fs being a two-sided Brownian motion on R. For simplicity, we assume that W fs(⋅) is
defined on our probability space (Ω,F ,P) and it coincides with W (⋅) on [0,∞) for each ω ∈ Ω.

The solution to the KPZ equation on the full space is given by the Hopf-Cole transform

(4.7) Hfs
u (t, x) ∶= logZfs

u (t, x).

In particular, Hfs
u (0, x) = W fs

u (x). For x ∈ [0,∞), Hfs
u (0, x) = Hu(0, x) = Wu(x). Note that

the boundary parameter u appears in the half-space SHE (1.3) itself, while in (4.6), u is only
parametrizing the initial condition. Thus one needs to be careful to include a shift term 1/2 when
referring to a proper half-space SHE. We have Zfs

u (0, x) = Zu− 1
2
(0, x) = exp(Wu(x)) when x ∈ [0,∞).

It is a classical result (see [BG97]) that for each u ∈ R, (4.6) has a unique mild solution satisfying

(4.8) Zfs
u (t, x) = ∫R

pt(x − y) exp(W fs
u (y))dy + ∫

t

0 ∫R
pt−s(x − y)Z

fs
u (s, y)ξ(dyds),

and for any τ > 0, sup0≤t≤τ supx∈R e
−a∣x∣E [Zfs

u (t, x)
2] <∞ for some a > 0. It is also well-known (see

[FQ15]) that when Hfs
u (⋅, ⋅) starts from the initial data W fs

u (⋅), the increment process {Hfs
u (t, ⋅) −

Hfs
u (t,0)}t≥0 is stationary in time.
We use Zfs(t, x∣s, y) to denote the Green’s function of the (1+1)-dimensional full-space SHE, of

which we refer to [AJRAS22] for further properties. In particular, there is a convolution formula

(4.9) Zfs
u (t, x) = ∫

∞

−∞
Z

fs
(t, x∣0, y) exp(W fs

u (y))dy.

Now define Hfs
u (t, x) ∶=H

fs
u (t, x)−H

fs
u (0, x). We first prove the following result, which is almost

(4.2) but with Hu(t, x) substituted by Hfs
u (t, x).

Proposition 4.2. For any u ∈ R, t > 0,

Var[Hfs
u (t, x)] + 2Cov[Hfs

u (t, x),W
fs
u (x)]→ ut, as x→∞.

Proof. Using that W fs
u (⋅) is the stationary measure of the increment process {Hfs

u (t, ⋅)−H
fs
u (t, 0)}t≥0,

and the fact that for any fixed t > 0, {Hfs
u (t, x)}x∈R is stationary, following the argument for [GK23,

Lemma 2.3], we derive that

Var[Hfs
u (t, x)] + 2Cov[Hfs

u (t, x),W
fs
u (x)] =Var[Hfs

u (t,0)] + 2Cov[Hfs
u (t, x),W

fs
u (x)]

=Cov[Hfs
u (t, x) +H

fs
u (t,0),W fs

u (x)] +Cov[Hfs
u (t, x),H

fs
u (t,0)].

For the second term on the right-hand side, by adapting the proof in [GK23, Appendix A] to include
the drift term, we can show

Cov[Hfs
u (t, x),H

fs
u (t,0)]→ 0 as x→∞.

It remains to analyze the term Cov[Hfs
u (t, x) +H

fs
u (t,0),W fs

u (x)].
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Let ρfs
u (y ∣t, x) be the quenched density of the (1+1)-dimensional continuum directed polymer

model with boundary exp(W fs
u (⋅)), starting from (t, x) and running backward to time zero:

ρfs
u (y ∣t, x) ∶=

Zfs(t, x∣0, y) exp(W fs
u (y))

∫RZ
fs(t, x∣0, y′) exp(W fs

u (y′))dy′
.

Using the same integration-by-parts method as in the proof of (4.1) and [GK23, Lemma 2.5], for
any t > 0 and x, z ≥ 0, we have

Cov[Hfs
u (t, z),W

fs
u (x)] = E∫

∞

0
ρfs

u (y ∣t, z)min(x, y)dy

= E∫
∞

−z−ut
ρfs

0 (y ∣t,0)min(x, y + z + ut)dy.

Here, for the second “=”, we used the fact that

{ρfs
u (y + z + ut∣t, z)}y∈R

law
= {ρfs

0 (y ∣t,0)}y∈R,

which follows from the spatial stationarity of Zfs and the identity in law:

{Z
fs
(t, ut + y ∣0,0)euy+ 1

2 u2t
}

t>0,y∈R
law
= {Z

fs
(t, y ∣0,0)}

t>0,y∈R .

This relation was proved in [GK23, Proposition 2.7] and arises from the shear invariance of the
space-time white noise ξ. It follows that for fixed u ∈ R, t > 0 and any x ≥ 0,

Cov[Hfs
u (t, x) +H

fs
u (t,0),W fs

u (x)]

= −x +E∫
∞

−x−ut
ρfs

0 (y ∣t,0)min(x, y + x + ut)dy +E∫
∞

−ut
ρfs

0 (y ∣t,0)min(x, y + ut)dy

= −x +E∫
x−ut

−x−ut
ρfs

0 (y ∣t,0)(y + x + ut)dy + 2xE∫
∞

x−ut
ρfs

0 (y ∣t,0)dy.

= E∫
x−ut

−x−ut
(y + ut)ρfs

0 (y ∣t,0)dy + xE∫
∞

x−ut
ρfs

0 (y ∣t,0)dy − xE∫
−x−ut

−∞
ρfs

0 (y ∣t,0)dy.

Since Eρfs
0 (t,0; y) is an even probability density on y ∈ R,

E∫
x−ut

−x−ut
(y + ut)ρfs

0 (y ∣t,0)dy → ut, when x→∞.

By [GK23, Lemma 2.6], for any t > 0, Eρfs
0 (y ∣t,0) ≤ C exp(−y2/C) for some positive constant

C = C(t). Thus we also have that

xE∫
∞

x−ut
ρfs

0 (y ∣t,0)dy − xE∫
−x−ut

−∞
ρfs

0 (y ∣t,0)dy → 0, when x→∞.

The proof is complete. ◻

The next proposition is to justify the substitution. It shows that when x→∞, the statistics of
Hu(t, x) can be approximated by the statistics of Hfs

u (t, x).

Proposition 4.3. For any u ∈ R, t > 0, we have

(4.10) ∣Var[Hfs
u (t, x)] −Var[Hu(t, x)]∣→ 0, as x→∞;

and

(4.11) ∣Cov[Hfs
u (t, x),W

fs
u (x)] −Cov[Hu(t, x),Wu(x)]∣→ 0, as x→∞.
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Proof. First, we claim that for any u ∈ R, t > 0, there exists a positive constant C = C(u, t) such that

(4.12) ∥H
fs
u (t, x) −Hu(t, x)∥2 = ∥H

fs
u (t, x) −Hu(t, x)∥2 ≤ C exp(−x2

/C), x ≥ 0.
By a straightforward computation, we have

Var[Hfs
u (t, x)]−Var[Hu(t, x)] = E ([Hfs

u (t, x) −Hu(t, x)][H
fs
u (t, x) +Hu(t, x)])

−E[Hfs
u (t, x) −Hu(t, x)]E[Hfs

u (t, x) +Hu(t, x)],

and it follows that
∣Var[Hfs

u (t, x)] −Var[Hu(t, x)]∣ ≤ 2∥Hfs
u (t, x) −Hu(t, x)∥2∥H

fs
u (t, x) +Hu(t, x)∥2.

When x ≥ 0,
∥H

fs
u (t, x) +Hu(t, x)∥2 ≤ ∥H

fs
u (t, x)∥2 + ∥H

fs
u (0, x)∥2 + ∥Hu(t, x)∥2 + ∥Hu(0, x)∥2,

with Hfs
u (0, x) =Hu(0, x) =Wu(x). By (2.26), ∥Hu(t, x)∥2 ≤ C1 exp(C1x) for some positive constant

C1 = C1(u, t). By a similar argument for the full-space KPZ equation, there exists another positive
constant C2 = C2(u, t) so that ∥Hfs

u (t, x)∥2 ≤ C2 exp(C2x). Then the convergence in (4.10) follows
from these bounds and (4.12).

Similarly, for the covariance, we have
∣Cov[Hfs

u (t, x),W
fs
u (x)] −Cov[Hu(t, x),Wu(x)]∣ = ∣E[Hfs

u (t, x)W
fs
(x)] −E[Hu(t, x)W (x)]∣

= ∣E [(Hfs
u (t, x) −Hu(t, x))W (x)]∣ ≤ ∥H

fs
u (t, x) −Hu(t, x)∥2∥W (x)∥2.

Thus (4.11) also follows from (4.12).
To complete the proof of the proposition, it remains to prove (4.12). For any positive real numbers

α,β > 0, we have the elementary inequality

∣ logα − logβ∣ ≤ ∣α − β∣

min(α,β)
≤
∣α − β∣

α
+
∣α − β∣

β
.

Therefore, for any t > 0, x ≥ 0
∥Hfs

u (t, x) −Hu(t, x)∥2 = ∥ logZfs
u (t, x) − logZu− 1

2
(t, x)∥2

≤ ∥∣Zfs
u (t, x) −Zu− 1

2
(t, x)∣Zfs

u (t, x)
−1
+ ∣Zfs

u (t, x) −Zu− 1
2
(t, x)∣Zu− 1

2
(t, x)−1

∥
2

≤ ∥Zfs
u (t, x) −Zu− 1

2
(t, x)∥4∥Z

fs
u (t, x)

−1
∥4 + ∥Z

fs
u (t, x) −Zu− 1

2
(t, x)∥4∥Zu− 1

2
(t, x)−1

∥4.

By (2.23) and a similar result for the full-space SHE, there exists a positive constant C3 = C3(u, t)
such that for any x ≥ 0,

∥Zu− 1
2
(t, x)−1

∥4 ≤ C3 exp(C3x) and ∥Zfs
u (t, x)

−1
∥4 ≤ C3 exp(C3x).

Thus, the proof of (4.12) will be complete if we can show there exists a positive constant C4 = C4(u, t)
such that
(4.13) ∥Zfs

u (t, x) −Zu− 1
2
(t, x)∥4 ≤ C4 exp(−x2

/C4), ∀x ≥ 0.

Applying Lemma 4.4 below, we complete the proof. ◻

The following lemma shows that, for fixed t and large x, the solution to the SHE with Robin
boundary condition does not “feel” the boundary.

Lemma 4.4. For any τ > 0, u ∈ R, p ≥ 2, there exists some positive constant C = C(τ, u, p) such
that

∥Zfs
u (t, x) −Zu− 1

2
(t, x)∥p ≤ C exp(−x2

/C), for all t ∈ [0, τ] and x ≥ 0.
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Proof. We use α ≲ β to denote α ≤ Cβ with any constant C = C(τ, u, p).

When t = 0, Zfs
u (0, x) = Zu− 1

2
(0, x) = exp(Wu(x)) for any x ≥ 0. When t > 0, we use the chaos

expansion for the half-space SHE (1.3) and its full-space counterpart (4.6). For any x ≥ 0, we write

Zfs
u (t, x) −Zu− 1

2
(t, x) =

∞
∑
k=0

zfs
k (t, x) −

∞
∑
k=0

zk(t, x),

with
z0(t, x) ∶= ∫

∞

0
PR

u− 1
2
(t, x∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy,

zfs
0 (t, x) ∶= ∫

∞

−∞
pt(x − y) exp(W fs

u (y))dy,

and for any n ≥ 0,

zn+1(t, x) ∶= ∫
t

0 ∫
∞

0
PR

u− 1
2
(t, x∣s,w)zn(s,w)ξ(dwds),

zfs
n+1(t, x) ∶= ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

−∞
pt−s(x −w)z

fs
n (s,w)ξ(dwds).

The above expansion of Zu− 1
2

can be obtained through the chaos expansion of the Greens function
(2.16) together with the convolution formula (2.21) and the stochastic Fubini theorem. Similarly, the
expansion of Zfs

u (t, x) follows from the convolution formula (4.9) together with the chaos expansion
of the Green’s function Zfs, as proved in [AKQ14b].

We shall use the following inequalities later to estimate the difference between the integrals
involving the Robin heat kernel and the ones involving the standard heat kernel. For any t > 0
and x, y ≥ 0, we can bound pt(x + y) ≤ pt(x)e

− y2
2t . Also, for any τ > 0, there exists some constant

C = C(τ, u) so that for any 0 ≤ s < t ≤ τ and x, y ≥ 0,

∫

∞

0
pt−s(x + y + z)e

−(u− 1
2 )zdz ≤ pt−s(x + y)∫

∞

0
e
− z2

2(t−s) e−(u−
1
2 )zdz ≤ Cpt−s(x + y)

√
t − s.

By the explicit expression (2.2) and the above estimates, we estimate the difference between z0 and
zfs

0 as
(4.14)
∥z0(t, x) − z

fs
0 (t, x)∥p = ∥∫

∞

0
PR

u− 1
2
(t, x∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy − ∫

∞

−∞
pt(x − y) exp(W fs

u (y))dy∥
p

= ∥∫

∞

0
(pt(x + y) − (2u − 1)∫

∞

0
pt(x + y + z)e

−(u− 1
2 )zdz) eWu(y)dy − ∫

0

−∞
pt(x − y)e

W fs
u (y)dy∥

p

≤ ∫

∞

0
∣pt(x + y) − (2u − 1)∫

∞

0
pt(x + y + z)e

−(u− 1
2 )zdz∣ ∥eWu(y)∥pdy + ∫

0

−∞
pt(x − y)∥e

W fs
u (y)∥pdy

≤ pt(x)(1 + ∣2u − 1∣C
√
t)∫

∞

0
e−

y2
2t ∥ exp(Wu(y))∥pdy + pt(x)∫

∞

0
e−

y2
2t ∥ exp(W fs

u (−y))∥pdy

≲ pt(x)
√
t.

Now for any n ≥ 0,

zn+1(t, x) − z
fs
n+1(t, x)

= ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
PR

u− 1
2
(t, x∣s,w)zn(s,w)ξ(dwds) − ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

−∞
pt−s(x −w)z

fs
n (s,w)ξ(dwds)

= In(t, x) + Jn(t, x),
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with

In(t, x) ∶= ∫
t

0 ∫
∞

0
pt−s(x −w)[zn(s,w) − z

fs
n (s,w)]ξ(dwds),

and Jn(t, x) ∶= ∫
t

0 ∫
∞

0
(pt−s(x +w) − (2u − 1)∫

∞

0
pt−s(x +w + z)e

−(u− 1
2 )zdz) zn(s,w)ξ(dwds)

− ∫

t

0 ∫
0

−∞
pt−s(x −w)z

fs
n (s,w)ξ(dwds).

While In is not a martingale in t, the process

In(v) ∶= ∫
v

0 ∫
∞

0
pt−s(x −w)[zn(s,w) − z

fs
n (s,w)]ξ(dwds)

is a martingale in v so we could apply the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality to obtain

∥In(t, x)∥
2
p ≲ ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
pt−s(x −w)

2
∥zn(s,w) − z

fs
n (s,w)∥

2
pdsdw.

Similarly, we can convert the two terms in Jn into martingales and apply the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy
inequality:

∥Jn(t, x)∥
2
p ≲ ∥∫

t

0 ∫
0

−∞
pt−s(x −w)

2zfs
n (s,w)

2dsdw∥
p/2

+ ∥∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
(pt−s(x +w) − (2u − 1)∫

∞

0
pt−s(x +w + z)e

−(u− 1
2 )zdz)

2
zn(s,w)

2dsdw∥
p/2

≤ ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
pt−s(x +w)

2 ∥zfs
n (s,−w)∥

2
p

dsdw

+ ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
(pt−s(x +w) − (2u − 1)∫

∞

0
pt−s(x +w + z)e

−(u− 1
2 )zdz)

2
∥zn(s,w)∥

2
p dsdw

≲ ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
pt−s(x +w)

2
∥zn(s,w)∥

2
p dsdw + ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
pt−s(x +w)

2 ∥zfs
n (s,−w)∥

2
p

dsdw.

Thus we have achieved an intermediate result

(4.15)

∥zn+1(t, x) − z
fs
n+1(t, x)∥

2
p ≤ (∥In(t, x)∥p + ∥Jn(t, x)∥p)

2

≲ ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
pt−s(x −w)

2
∥zn(s,w) − z

fs
n (s,w)∥

2
pdsdw

+ ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
pt−s(x +w)

2
∥zn(s,w)∥

2
pdsdw + ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
pt−s(x +w)

2
∥zfs

n (s,−w)∥
2
pdsdw.

We first estimate the last two terms in the right-hand side of (4.15). By a similar iteration as in the
proof of Lemma 2.4, for any s ∈ [0, τ],w ≥ 0, there exists a constant C = C(τ, p, u) such that (with
the convention of (n/2)! = Γ(n

2 + 1)),

∥zn(s,w)∥
2
p ≤
(Cs)(n−1)/2

(n/2)!
eCw
∫

∞

0
PR

u− 1
2
(s,w ∣0, y) ∥exp(Wu(y))∥p dy ≤ (Cs)

(n−1)/2

(n/2)!
e2Cw.

It then follows that

∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
pt−s(x +w)

2
∥zn(s,w)∥

2
pdsdw ≤ ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
pt−s(x +w)

2 (Cs)
(n−1)/2

(n/2)!
e2Cwdsdw

≤
(Ct)(n−1)/2

(n/2)! ∫

t

0
pt−s(x)

2
∫

∞

0
e
− w2

2(t−s) e2Cwdwds ≲ (Ct)
(n−1)/2

(n/2)! ∫

t

0
pt−s(x)

2√t − sds

≲
(Ct)n/2

(n/2)!
[
√
tpt(x)]

2
.



FLUCTUATION EXPONENTS OF THE HALF-SPACE KPZ AT STATIONARITY 27

A similar result can be obtained for zfs
n . We record that, for 0 < t ≤ τ and x ≥ 0,

∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
pt−s(x +w)

2
∥zfs

n (s,−w)∥
2
pdsdw ≲ (Ct)

n/2

(n/2)!
[
√
tpt(x)]

2
,

for some positive constant C = C(τ, p, u). With these results, we could further bound (4.15) by

∥zn+1(t, x) − z
fs
n+1(t, x)∥

2
p ≲
(Ct)n/2

(n/2)!
[
√
tpt(x)]

2
+ ∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
pt−s(x −w)

2
∥zn(s,w) − z

fs
n (s,w)∥

2
pdsdw,

with some constant C = C(τ, p, u). Using the estimate (4.14), we iterate the above inequality to
derive

∥zn+1(t, x) − z
fs
n+1(t, x)∥

2
p ≤ C(n + 2)(Ct)

n/2

(n/2)!
[
√
tpt(x)]

2
,

for some C = C(τ, p, u). Thus for any t ∈ (0, τ],

∥Zfs
u (t, x) −Zu− 1

2
(t, x)∥p ≤

∞
∑
k=0
∥zk(t, x) − z

fs
k (t, x)∥p ≤

∞
∑
k=0
((k + 2)C (Ct)

k/2

(k/2)!
)

1/2
√
tpt(x).

The proof is complete as the sum of the infinite series is bounded. ◻

5. Endpoint displacement: proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section, we prove (1.9), which provides an upper bound on the first moment of the polymer
endpoint displacement. Combining with the variance identity, this leads to the estimates on the
fluctuations of the height function. The main contribution here is to leverage stochastic dominance
to derive an upper bound of the annealed mean of the CDRP endpoint displacement in the bounded
phase (when u < 0). The upper bound is expected to be sharp since it is conjectured to be the limit
of the annealed mean when t→∞ (see Remark 1.7).

The quantity of interest EEQu,t

0 [Xt] is the annealed average of the polymer endpoint. By our
choice of the stationary initial data for KPZ, the polymer path {Xs}s∈[0,t], starting from (t,0)
and running backward in time, has a stationary terminal condition. Stochastic dominance ensures
that the displacement of the endpoint in this case can be bounded from above by the endpoint of
a different polymer path, one that starts from stationarity. In other words, we use the polymer
measure with both endpoints sampled from stationarity as a comparison. The upper bound in
EEQu,t

0 [Xt] ≤ ψ
′(−2u) is derived from this stationarity-to-stationarity polymer measure.

For any u ∈ R, t > 0, x ∈ [0,∞), the half-space CDRP Qu,t
x defined in Definition 2.9 is a point-

to-measure polymer with initial point x and terminal data exp (Wu(x))dx. When u < 0, the
terminal data is P-almost surely in L1([0,∞)), thus we can also think of Qu,t

x as a polymer with
the normalized terminal data

(5.1) exp (Wu(x))dx
∫
∞

0 exp (Wu(x′))dx′
.

Now let W̃ be another standard Brownian motion defined on the probability space (Ω,F ,P),
independent of ξ and W . When u < 0, for P-almost surely all realization of W̃ , we have
∫
∞

0 exp (W̃u(x))dx <∞ and one can sample the initial point of the polymer Qu,t
x from the density

(5.2)
exp (W̃u(x))dx

∫
∞

0 exp (W̃u(x′))dx′
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to construct another polymer Qu,t

W̃u
. By (1.4) (and thus (3.2)), the polymer Qu,t

W̃u
has the special

property that the start-point and end-point distributions of the paths are both stationary but
independent of each other as well as the random environment. For P-almost sure all realization of
ξ,W and W̃ , the (quenched) endpoint density of this polymer is

(5.3) ρ̃R
u (y ∣t) ∶=

∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t, x∣0, y) exp(W̃u(x))dx exp(Wu(y))

∫
∞

0 ∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t, x′ ∣0, y′) exp(W̃u(x′))dx′ exp(Wu(y′))dy′

, ∀y ∈ [0,∞).

As discussed in Remark 2.12, since we do not show the simultaneous coupling of CDRP Qu,t
x

for all x ∈ [0,∞), it is not immediately clear that such a construction by sampling the start-point
gives a measure-to-measure CDRP Qu,t

W̃u
on an event of probability one. For our purpose, we do

not need to check this. Throughout the proof, we only need the endpoint density formula (5.3) to
be P-almost surely well-defined, yet it is intuitive to understand this density from the “polymer
measure” Qu,t

W̃u
.

We verify that the endpoint density (5.3) is P-almost surely well-defined. By (3.2), the denomi-
nator in (5.3) multiplied by Zu− 1

2
(t,0)−1 is

(5.4) Zu− 1
2
(t,0)−1

∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x) exp(W̃u(x))dx

law
= ∫

∞

0
exp(Wu(x) + W̃u(x))dx.

The right-hand side is a P-almost surely positive and finite random variable when u < 0. Since
Zu− 1

2
(t, 0) is also P-almost surely positive and finite by (2.24), the denominator in (5.3) is P-almost

surely positive and finite. The density ρ̃R
u (y ∣t) is thus well-defined.

Let us first briefly explain how to prove (1.9) through the density (5.3). As we shall see below in
Corollary 5.2, the polymer measures with different starting points {Qu,t

x }x∈[0,∞) satisfies a stochastic
monotonicity inherited from their path continuity and the planar structure of half-space. Intuitively,
for any fixed environment noise ξ and W , two independent polymer paths X1,X2 starting from
points x1, x2 with x1 < x2 should satisfy ρ1 ≤st ρ

2, where ≤st refers to stochastic dominance and ρi is
the endpoint density. Without an established strong Markov property for the half-space CDRP, we
take a detour to prove this stochastic monotonicity through a Karlin-McGregor based argument. In
particular, we analyze some determinants formed by four copies of Green’s functions, working with
a smoothed noise to utilize the Feynman-Kac formula before passing to the limit. This argument
gives P-almost sure comparison between products of Green’s functions, which can be further used
to prove the relation ρ1 ≤st ρ

2.
We then compare the quenched densities ρR

u (⋅∣t, 0) and ρ̃R
u (⋅∣t) for P-almost surely all ω ∈ Ω. We

know that ρR
u (⋅∣t,0) is the endpoint density of polymer paths starting from x = 0, while ρ̃R

u (⋅∣t)
is the endpoint density of polymer paths with starting points sampled from the density (5.2) on
[0,∞). It shall follow that ρR

u (⋅∣t,0) ≤st ρ̃
R
u (⋅∣t) P-almost surely, and as a corollary,

EEQu,t

0 [Xt] = E∫
∞

0
yρR

u (y ∣t,0)dy ≤ E∫
∞

0
yρ̃R

u (y ∣t)dy = EEQu,t

W̃u
[Xt].

On the other hand, since Qu,t

W̃u
has the initial point sampled from the stationary density, we can

compute exactly EEQu,t

W̃u
(Xt) for any t > 0. These two facts combined together lead to the upper

bound in (1.9). Since exp (Wu(x))dx is not in L1([0,∞)) when u ≥ 0, the proof in this section does
not extend to u ≥ 0.

We now prove the aforementioned results in sequence. We begin by showing that some specific
determinants consisting of four copies of Green’s functions are P-almost surely nonnegative. This
argument is an adaption of [OW16, Proposition 5.5] to the half-space setting.
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Lemma 5.1. Fix µ ∈ R and t > 0. For any 0 ≤ x1 < x2 and 0 ≤ y1 < y2, we have

(5.5) det[Zµ(t, xi ∣0, yj)]i,j∈{1,2} ≥ 0 P-almost surely.

Proof. We will use an argument based on the Karlin-McGregor formula. We first prove the inequality
(5.5) for the Green’s functions of half-space SHE with a smoothed noise, using a Feynman-Kac
representation. We then pass to the limit to obtain the same result for the white noise using
Lemma A.1.

Let ξδ(t, x) = ∫R pδ(x − y)ξ(t,dy) be a Gaussian noise that is white in time and smooth in space,
with the covariance function

Qδ(t1, t2, x1, x2) = Eξδ(t1, x1)ξδ(t2, x2) = δ0(t1 − t2)p2δ(x1 − x2).

For any δ > 0, x, y ∈ [0,∞), define

Z
δ
µ(t, x∣0, y) ∶=PN

(t, x∣0, y)Ex
B [exp(−µL0

t + ∫

t

0
ξδ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr −

t

2
p2δ(0)) ∣∣Bt∣ = y] .

As in (2.5), we rewrite the right-hand side in terms of the reflected Brownian bridge Υ⋅ ∶= ∣B⋅∣
starting from Υ0 = ∣B0∣ = x and ending at Υt = ∣Bt∣ = y. The above display equals to

PN
(t, x∣0, y)Ex,y

Υ [exp(−µL0,Υ
t + ∫

t

0
ξδ(t − r,Υr)dr −

t

2
p2δ(0))] ,

where the expectation Ex,y
Υ is taken with respect to Υ, and we use L0,Υ

t to denote the following local
time functional of Υ at zero:

L0,Υ
t ∶= lim

ε→0

1
2ε ∫

t

0
1[0,ε] (Υs)ds.

For discussions on reflected Brownian bridges, we refer to e.g. [PY01, AP06] and the references
therein.

To ease notations, we define

F δ
t (Υ) ∶= exp(−µL0,Υ

t + ∫

t

0
ξδ(t − r,Υr)dr −

t

2
p2δ(0)) .

Then F δ
t (⋅) is an P-almost surely continuous, strictly positive and multiplicative functional of Υ.

Next we prove that for any δ > 0, 0 ≤ x1 < x2 and 0 ≤ y1 < y2, the following identity holds P-almost
surely:

(5.6) det[Zδ
µ(t, xi ∣0, yj)]i,j∈{1,2} = det[PN

(t, xi ∣0, yj)]i,j∈{1,2}E
x,y
Ξ1,Ξ2[F

δ
t (Ξ1

)F δ
t (Ξ2

)],

where the expectation Ex,y
Ξ1,Ξ2 is taken over the two-dimensional reflected Brownian bridges (Ξ1,Ξ2)

started from x = (x1, x2), ending at y = (y1, y2) at time t, and Ξ1,Ξ2 being non-intersecting on [0, t].
To prove (5.6), by the continuity of the Green’s function, it suffices to show that for arbitrary

functions φ1, φ2 ∈ Cc([0,∞),R) with coordinate-wise ordered supports (which means that for any
y1 ∈ supp φ1 and y2 ∈ supp φ2, we have y1 < y2), there is the identity

(5.7)
∫

∞

0 ∫

∞

0
φ1(y1)φ2(y2)det[Zµ(t, xi ∣0, yj)]i,j∈{1,2}dy1dy2

=∫

∞

0 ∫

∞

0
φ1(y1)φ2(y2)det[PN

(t, xi ∣0, yj)]i,j∈{1,2}E
x,y
Ξ1,Ξ2[F

δ
t (Ξ1

)F δ
t (Ξ2

)]dy1dy2.

By Karlin-McGregor formula [KM59], the determinant det[PN(t, xi ∣0, yj)]i,j∈{1,2} is the transition
density at time t of a two-dimensional reflected Brownian motion (Υ1,Υ2) in the domain Λ = {y =
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(y1, y2) ∈ R2
≥0 ∶ y1 ≤ y2} killed when Υ1 and Υ2 first intersect. It then follows that the right-hand

side of (5.7) equals to

Ex
Υ1,Υ2[φ1(Υ1

t )φ2(Υ2
t )F

δ
t (Υ1

)F δ
t (Υ2

)1(τ > t)],

where the expectation Ex
Υ1,Υ2 is taken over the two-dimensional reflected Brownian motions (Υ1,Υ2)

in R2
≥0 started at x = (x1, x2), and τ is the stopping time taking values in [0, t] ∪ {∞} defined by

τ = inf {r ∈ [0, t] ∶ Υ1
r = Υ2

r} .

On the other hand, by expanding the determinant det[Zµ(t, xi ∣0, yj)]i,j∈{1,2}, the left-hand side
of (5.7) equals to

Ex
Υ1,Υ2[φ1(Υ1

t )φ2(Υ2
t )F

δ
t (Υ1

)F δ
t (Υ2

)] −Ex
Υ1,Υ2[φ2(Υ1

t )φ1(Υ2
t )F

δ
t (Υ1

)F δ
t (Υ2

)].

Recall that the reflected Brownian motions Υ1,Υ2 started from ordered initial points x1 < x2, and
the support of φ1, φ2 are also ordered. If τ > t, the paths of Υ1,Υ2 do not cross each other on [0, t].
Since the half-space domain is planar, the path continuity of the reflected Brownian motions forces
that

Ex
Υ1,Υ2[φ2(Υ1

t )φ1(Υ2
t )F

δ
t (Υ1

)F δ
t (Υ2

)1(τ > t)] = 0.
Combining the above results, the identity (5.7) is now equivalent to

(5.8)
Ex

Υ1,Υ2[φ1(Υ1
t )φ2(Υ2

t )F
δ
t (Υ1

)F δ
t (Υ2

)1(τ ≤ t)]

−Ex
Υ1,Υ2[φ2(Υ1

t )φ1(Υ2
t )F

δ
t (Υ1

)F δ
t (Υ2

)1(τ ≤ t)] = 0.

We prove (5.8) by using a path-switching argument. Define a new two-dimensional reflected
Brownian motion on r ∈ [0, t] by

(Υ̃1
r , Υ̃2

r) =

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

(Υ1
r ,Υ2

r) r ≤ τ

(Υ2
r ,Υ1

r) r ≥ τ.

The paths of Υ̃1, Υ̃2 intersect on [0, t] if and only if the paths of Υ1,Υ2 intersect on [0, t]. Since the
functional F δ

t (⋅) is multiplicative, for each realization of (Υ1,Υ2),

F δ
t (Υ̃1

)F δ
t (Υ̃2

) = F δ
t (Υ1

)F δ
t (Υ2

).

On the event of {τ ≤ t}, φ1(Υ̃1
t )φ2(Υ̃2

t ) = φ1(Υ2
t )φ2(Υ1

t ). It follows that

Ex
Υ̃1,Υ̃2[φ1(Υ̃1

t )φ2(Υ̃2
t )F

δ
t (Υ̃1

)F δ
t (Υ̃2

)1(τ ≤ t)]

= Ex
Υ1,Υ2[φ1(Υ2

t )φ2(Υ1
t )F

δ
t (Υ1

)F δ
t (Υ2

)1(τ ≤ t)].

Moreover, as the reflected Brownian motion is strong Markov, (Υ̃1, Υ̃2) has the same law as (Υ1,Υ2),
which implies that

Ex
Υ1,Υ2[φ1(Υ1

t )φ2(Υ2
t )F

δ
t (Υ1

)F δ
t (Υ2

)1(τ ≤ t)]

= Ex
Υ̃1,Υ̃2[φ1(Υ̃1

t )φ2(Υ̃2
t )F

δ
t (Υ̃1

)F δ
t (Υ̃2

)1(τ ≤ t)].

The above two identities prove (5.8).
Now we have proved (5.7) for any φ1, φ2 ∈ Cc([0,∞),R) with coordinate-wise ordered supports.

The identity (5.6) follows. When 0 ≤ x1 < x2 and 0 ≤ y1 < y2, det[PN(t, xi ∣0, yj)]i,j∈{1,2} is strictly
positive. Thus for any δ > 0, 0 ≤ x1 < x2 and 0 ≤ y1 < y2, we have

det[Zδ
µ(t, xi ∣0, yj)]i,j∈{1,2} > 0 P-almost surely.

By Lemma A.1 (i) (with a mollification in space only), for any t > 0, x, y ∈ [0,∞), p ∈ [1,∞),

Z
δ
µ(t, x∣0, y)→ Zµ(t, x∣0, y) in Lp

(Ω) as δ → 0.
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The result (5.5) is thus proved. ◻

With Lemma 5.1, we are ready to prove the stochastic monotonicity.

Corollary 5.2. For any u ∈ R, t > 0, 0 ≤ x1 < x2, there exists an event Ω0 with P(Ω0) = 1 such that
for all ω ∈ Ω0 and a > 0,

(5.9) Qu,t
x1 (Xt ∈ [0, a]) = ∫

a

0
ρR

u (y ∣t, x1)dy ≥ ∫
a

0
ρR

u (y ∣t, x2)dy = Qu,t
x2 (Xt ∈ [0, a]).

As a result, for any fixed u < 0, t > 0,

(5.10) EQu,t

0 [Xt] = ∫

∞

0
yρR

u (y ∣t,0)dy ≤ ∫
∞

0
yρ̃R

u (y ∣t)dy, P-almost surely,

where ρ̃R
u (⋅∣t) is as defined in (5.2).

Proof. By Lemma 5.1, for any fixed u ∈ R, t > 0, 0 ≤ x1 < x2, with P probability one,

Zu− 1
2
(t, x1 ∣0, y1)Zu− 1

2
(t, x2 ∣0, y2) ≥ Zu− 1

2
(t, x1 ∣0, y2)Zu− 1

2
(t, x2 ∣0, y1),

for all 0 ≤ y1 < y2 simultaneously (one can first consider rational y1, y2 then use the continuity of Z).
By (2.24), {Zu− 1

2
(t, xi ∣0, y)}i=1,2 are P-almost surely integrable with respect to the density (5.1).

Therefore, there exists an event Ω0 with P(Ω0) = 1 such that for any ω ∈ Ω0, we can integrate over
any rectangles (y1, y2) ∈ [0, a) × [a,∞) with a > 0 to obtain

∫

a

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x1 ∣0, y1) exp(Wu(y1))dy1∫

∞

a
Zu− 1

2
(t, x2 ∣0, y2) exp(Wu(y2))dy2

≥ ∫

∞

a
Zu− 1

2
(t, x1 ∣0, y2) exp(Wu(y2))dy2∫

a

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x2 ∣0, y1) exp(Wu(y1))dy1,

and both sides are positive and finite. Add

∫

a

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x1 ∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy∫

a

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x2 ∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy

to both sides and then divide by the product Zu− 1
2
(t, x1)Zu− 1

2
(t, x2), we obtain (5.9).

To prove (5.10), by (5.9), for any fixed x > 0,

∫

∞

0
yρR

u (y ∣t,0)dy =
∫
∞

0 yZu− 1
2
(t,0∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy

∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t,0∣0, y′) exp(Wu(y′))dy′

≤ ∫

∞

0
yρR

u (y ∣t, x)dy =
∫
∞

0 yZu− 1
2
(t, x∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy

∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t, x∣0, y′) exp(Wu(y′))dy′

P-almost surely.

Multiplying the positive denominators on both sides, this is equivalent to the inequality

(5.11)
∫

∞

0
yZu− 1

2
(t,0∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y′) exp(Wu(y

′
))dy′

≤ ∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t,0∣0, y′) exp(Wu(y

′
))dy′∫

∞

0
yZu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy.

By Proposition 2.7 (ii), both sides are continuous in x ∈ [0,∞) P-almost surely as the integrals are
mild solutions to SHE. It follows that (5.11) holds for all x ∈ [0,∞) simultaneously.

When u < 0, by (5.4), the left-hand side of (5.11) is integrable in x with respect to the density
(5.2) P-almost surely. Similar integrability holds for the right-hand side. Thus with probability one,
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we have an inequality

∫

∞

0
yZu− 1

2
(t,0∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy∫

∞

0 ∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y′) exp(Wu(y

′
))dy′ exp(W̃u(x))dx

≤ ∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t,0∣0, y′) exp(Wu(y

′
))dy′∫

∞

0 ∫

∞

0
yZu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy exp(W̃u(x))dx,

with all the integrals being positive and finite. This is equivalent to

∫
∞

0 yZu− 1
2
(t,0∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy

∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t,0∣0, y′) exp(Wu(y′))dy′

≤
∫
∞

0 ∫
∞

0 yZu− 1
2
(t, x∣0, y) exp(Wu(y)) exp(W̃u(x))dydx

∫
∞

0 ∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t, x′ ∣0, y′) exp(Wu(y′)) exp(W̃u(x′))dy′dx′

,

and the proof is complete. ◻

Remark 5.3. We would like to point out that in [AJRAS22], the authors proved a strict inequality
‘>’ for (5.5) after coupling the full space CDRP. Another proof using a different argument has been
conducted in [HLW20]. We do not pursue it here.

Since we only need an inequality with ‘≤’, an alternative approach is to prove the strong Markov
property for polymer measures Qu,t

x and then use the coupling method. For continuum time models,
proving the strong Markov property requires both the Markov and the Feller properties of the
associated semigroup [LG16, Theorem 6.17], which we believe can also be done for this model.

To complete the proof of Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.3, it remains to compute the annealed
mean of the stationary measure-to-measure polymer’s endpoint EEQu,t

W̃u
(Xt).

Lemma 5.4. For any u < 0 and t > 0, we have

(5.12) E∫
∞

0
yρ̃R

u (y ∣t)dy = ψ′(2∣u∣).

The functions ψ and ψ′ are the digamma and trigamma functions defined in (1.5)–(1.6).

Proof. By definition (5.3),

E∫
∞

0
yρ̃R

u (y ∣t)dy = E
∫
∞

0 y ∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t, x∣0, y)eW̃u(x)dxeWu(y)dy

∫
∞

0 ∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t, x′ ∣0, y′)eW̃u(x′)dx′eWu(y′)dy′

= E
∫
∞

0 y ∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t, y ∣0, x)eW̃u(x)dxeWu(y)dy

∫
∞

0 ∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t, y′ ∣0, x′)eW̃u(x′)dx′eWu(y′)dy′

,

where the second equality follows from the time reversal of the field Z in (2.20). Since W and W̃ are
independent and identical, we can interchange them under the expectation, and the above equals to

E
∫
∞

0 yZu− 1
2
(t, y)eW̃u(y)dy

∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t, y′)eW̃u(y′)dy′

= E
∫
∞

0 yZu− 1
2
(t, y)Zu− 1

2
(t,0)−1eW̃u(y)dy

∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t, y′)Zu− 1

2
(t,0)−1eW̃u(y′)dy′

= E ∫
∞

0 yeWu(y)eW̃u(y)dy

∫
∞

0 eWu(y′)eW̃u(y′)dy′
,

where we used the invariance (3.2) and our assumption that W,W̃, ξ are all independent. The last
expression is time independent and can be computed explicitly. In fact, since W (y) + W̃ (y) has the
same distribution as W (2y), the above expectation equals to
(5.13)

E ∫
∞

0 y exp(W (2y) + 2uy)dy
∫
∞

0 exp(W (2y′) + 2uy′)dy′
=

1
2

E ∫
∞

0 y exp(W (y) + uy)dy
∫
∞

0 exp(W (y′) + uy′)dy′
=

1
2

E d
dv

log∫
∞

0
eW (y)+vydy∣

v=u

=
1
2

d
dv

E log∫
∞

0
eW (y)+vydy∣

v=u
=

1
2

d
dv
(−ψ(−2v) + log 2) ∣

v=u
= ψ′(−2u).
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In the second from last equality, we have used (3.1) together with the fact that E [log(1/γ(θ))] =
−ψ(θ) for any θ > 0. To check the interchange of differentiation and expectation, we first use Fatou’s
lemma to derive that E ∫

∞

0 y exp(W (y)+uy)dy

∫ ∞0 exp(W (y′)+uy′)dy′
≤ 2ψ′(−2u), then the interchange can be justified by

applying the dominated convergence theorem and the mean value theorem. ◻

Remark 5.5. With the convergence conjecture mentioned in Remark 1.7, (5.12) should also equal to
the annealed mean of the midpoint position of long half-space polymers (i.e. as t→∞) with both
endpoints fixed near the wall at times 0 and 2t in the bound phase u < 0. For a discussion on such
midpoint distributions, see [BLD21, Section IV B].

6. Symmetry: proof of Proposition 1.5

The goal of this section is to prove the symmetry identity in Proposition 1.5. This symmetry
would allow us to study the height function statistics and polymer endpoint displacement for all
values of u > 0, using the results we obtained in the case of u < 0. It follows from results in [BBC20]
regarding the half-space Macdonald processes. We learned this symmetry from [BKLD20, Claim
4.9],where the authors stated a proof of convergence heuristically. This convergence was later
rigorously proved in [BC23], so we now summarize these results to provide a proof.

For this section, we use uppercase letters (e.g. S,T,X,Y ) for continuum variables and lowercase
letters (e.g. r, s, t, x, y,w) for discrete variables. We use Q to denote the set of rational numbers,
and Z to denote the set of integers.

We use the inhomogeneous half-space log-gamma (HSLG) polymer models as defined in [BC23,
Definition 2.1]. Following the notations there, let α○, α1, α2, . . . be real parameters such that
αi + α○ > 0 for all i ≥ 1 and αi + αj > 0 for all i ≠ j ≥ 1. Let (ϖi,j)i⩾j be a family of independent
random variables such that for i > j,ϖi,j ∼ 1/γ (αi + αj) and ϖi,i ∼ 1/γ (α○ + αi). The partition
function of the half-space log-gamma polymer is defined as

(6.1) z(n,m) = ∑
π∶(1,1)→(n,m)

∏
(i,j)∈π

ϖi,j ,

where the sum is over all up-right paths from (1,1) to (n,m) in the octant {(i, j) ∈ Z2
>0 ∶ i ⩾ j}.

Derived from a symmetry result of the half-space Macdonald process, the partition functions
z(m,m) for any m ≥ 1 as defined in (6.1) will not change their laws when the parameters α○ and α1
are interchanged. This is a generalization of [BBC20, Proposition 8.1] for inhomogeneous HSLG
polymer.

Proposition 6.1. For any m ≥ 1, the law of the partition function z(m,m) with parameters
α○, α1, α2, ..., αm equals to the law of the partition function z̃(m,m) with parameters α1, α○, α2, ..., αm.

Proof. The law of the partition function z(m,m) with parameters α○, α1, ..., αm equals to the
limiting law of (1 − q)2m−1q−λ1 as q → 1, where λ1 is distributed according to the q-Whittaker
measure [OSZ14, BBC20] with parameters {(qα1 , ..., qαm), qα○}. One can think of (qα1 , ..., qαm) as
the bulk parameters, and qα○ as the diagonal parameter. By [BBC20, Proposition 2.6], λ1 has
the same distribution as π1, where π1 is distributed to the q-Whittaker measure with parameters
{(qα1 , ..., qαm , qα○), 0}, where (qα1 , ..., qαm , qα○) is the bulk parameter and 0 is the diagonal parameter.
Since the q-Whittaker measure is invariant under permutation of its bulk parameters (see [BC23,
Lemma 2.7] for the proof and further applications of this symmetry), π1 equals in law to π̃1, which
is defined to be distributed as the q-Whittaker measure with parameters {(qα○ , qα2 , ..., qαm , qα1), 0}.
Apply [BBC20, Proposition 2.6] again backward, we have π̃1 has the same distribution as λ̃1, which
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is distributed according to the q-Whittaker measure with parameters {(qα○ , qα2 , ..., qαm), qα1}. Thus
we have

(1 − q)2m−1q−λ1 law
= (1 − q)2m−1q−λ̃1 .

Taking the limit q → 1 as in [BBC20, Proposition 8.1], we have the partition function z(m,m)
with parameters α○, α1, ..., αm equals in law to the partition function z̃(m,m) with parameters
α1, α○, α2, ..., αm.◻

From now on, we assume u − v > 0. We set α○ = u and α1 = −v, and for all i ≥ 2, αi = α for some
α >min (0,−u, v). We use zα

u,−v(n,m) ∶= z(n,m) to emphasize the dependence on parameters u, v
and α. We define the ratio

zstat,α
u,−v (m,m) ∶=

zα
u,−v(m,m)

ϖ1,1
.

Corollary 6.2. Assume u > v. For any fixed m ≥ 1,

(6.2) zstat,α
u,−v (m,m)

law
= zstat,α

−v,u (m,m).

Proof. Proposition 6.1 says that for any m ≥ 1, zα
u,−v(m,m)

law
= zα

−v,u(m,m). Since (ϖi,j)i⩾j are
independent and ϖ1,1 appears in the product in all of the terms in (6.1), the ratio zstat,α

u,−v (m,m)

is independent of ϖ1,1 and we have log zstat,α
u,−v (m,m) + logϖ1,1

law
= log zstat,α

−v,u (m,m) + logϖ1,1. Since
α0 +α1 = u− v > 0 and the characteristic function of a log-gamma random variable is always nonzero,
the independence implies (6.2). ◻

We next take the weak noise scaling limit to obtain the result for the half-space KPZ equation,
based on [BC23, Theorem 5.4] for the above half-space HSLG models.

Proposition 6.3. Assume u > v. For any fixed T,X ≥ 0, u > v, with α = α(n) = 1
2 +
√
n, we have

(6.3) (
√
n)nT+√nXzstat,α(n)

u,−v (
nT

2
+
√
nX + 1, nT

2
+ 1) law

→ ∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(T,X ∣0, Y ) exp(Wv(Y ))dY,

as n→∞, where zstat,α(n)
u,−v (⋅, ⋅) are defined by linear interpolation when nT /2 ∉ Z≥0 or

√
nX ∉ Z≥0.

Proof. The proof follows closely the proof of [BC23, Theorem 1.4], except that we need to
verify the convergence of a different initial condition. Following the convention there, we let
ϖ ∶= E [ϖ3,2] = (2α − 1)−1 be the mean of a generic log-gamma polymer bulk weight. Since we are
dealing with “one-row partition functions” (see [BC23]), we define

z̃1r
u,−v;α(t, y) ∶= (

1
2ϖ
)

2t+y

zstat,α
u,−v (t + y + 1, t + 1),

and
z̃1r
−v;α(x) ∶= z̃

1r
u,−v;α(0, x + 1),

where we drop the subscript u as these weights only depend on −v and α. We have that for any
y ∈ Z≥0, and t ∈ Z≥1,

(6.4) z̃1r
u,−v;α(t, y) =

t+y−1
∑
x=0

z̃1r
−v;α(x) (

1
2ϖ
)

2t+y−x−1
zu;α(x + 2,2; t + y + 1, t + 1),

where zu;α (a, b;a′, b′) denotes the log-gamma partition function for up-right paths starting at (a, b)
and ending at (a′, b′) as a generalization of the definition (6.1). This partition function only depends
on parameters u and α. Similar to [BC23], by assigning proper boundary weights, one can match
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the log-gamma polymer paths to reflected symmetric simple random walks. Consequently, as a
process in x, y ∈ Z≥0 and t ∈ Z≥1,

(6.5) zu;α(x + 2,2; t + y + 1, t + 1) law
=

1
2
⋅ (
ω(2t + y − 2, y)

ϖ21y=0
) ⋅ 21y=0zX ,ω,β(x,x; 2t + y − 2, y),

where zX ,ω,β(s, x; t, y) is the “modified polymer partition function” as defined in [BC23, (5.13)] for
reflected simple symmetric random walks, with the boundary random variables X = (X (r))r∈Z≥0
being i.i.d., the bulk random variables ω = (ω(r,w))r∈Z≥0,w∈Z≥1 being i.i.d., and the distributions
and the parameter β > 0 are so that

1 + βω(r,w) law
=
ϖ3,2

ϖ
∼ (2α − 1)Gamma−1

(2α),

X (r)
law
=
ϖ2,2

2ϖ
∼

2α − 1
2

Gamma−1
(α + u).

Then (6.4) and (6.5) imply that as a process in t ∈ Z≥1 and y ∈ Z≥0,

(6.6) z̃1r
u,−v;α(t, y)

law
=

21y=0

2
⋅(1y=0X (2t + y − 2) + 1y>0(1 + βω(2t + y − 2, y)))⋅zÒX ,ω,β,zÒ1r(2t+y−2, y),

where zÒX ,ω,β,zÒ1r(⋅, ⋅) is the partition function as defined in [BC23, (5.19)] with the initial data
zÒ1r(⋅) = z̃1r

−v;α(⋅) independent of the boundary and bulk weights X ,ω. For any S ≥ 0, Y ≥ 0, define
zÒX ,ω,β,zÒ1r(S,Y ) by linear interpolation when S ∉ Z≥0 or Y ∉ Z≥0 or S + Y is not even. Note that
the only difference between the field zÒX ,ω,β,zÒ1r(⋅, ⋅) here and the field zÒX ,ω,β,zÒ

(⋅, ⋅) in [BC23, (6.3)]
is that the initial condition differs. The boundary and the bulk random variables X ,ω are the same.
Let α = α(n) =

√
n+1/2 and β = β(n) = n−1/4/

√
2. In [BC23, Section 6], the authors have verified the

conditions on the same X ,ω to apply [BC23, Theorem 5.4]. As long as we can verify the conditions
on the initial data zÒ1r(⋅) here, [BC23, Theorem 5.4] implies the convergence in law

(6.7) 21X=0

2
zÒX ,ω,β,zÒ1r(nT +

√
nX −2,

√
nX)

law
→ ∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(T,X ∣0, Y ) exp(Wv(Y ))dY, as n→∞,

for any fixed T,X ≥ 0. The convergence (6.3) then follows from (6.6) and (6.7), together with the
fact that X (r) → 1 and 1 + βω(r,w) → 1 in probability as n →∞ (the dependence on n was kept
implicit through α(n) and β(n)).

To verify the conditions on the initial data, with α = α(n) =
√
n + 1/2, we use Donsker’s theorem

to check convergence in law

z̃1r
−v;α(

√
nX)

law
→ exp(W (X) + vX) = exp(Wv(X)) as a process in X ∈ [0,∞).

Moreover, for any n ∈ Z≥1 and X ≥ 0 such that
√
nX ∈ Z≥0, we have that E[z̃1r

−v;α(
√
nX)2] =

[nM2(−v)]
√

nX+1 with Mk(−v) ∶= E[(ϖ(n))k] where ϖ(n) ∼ Gamma−1(α(n) − v). By [BC23, (1.1)],

nM2(−v) = 1 + (2 + 2v)n−1/2
+O(n−1

),

which implies the uniform bound

sup
n∈Z≥1

sup
X≥0

e−aXE[z̃1r
−v;α(

√
nX)2] <∞,

for some a > 0 that only depends on v. The conditions imposed on the initial data in [BC23,
Theorem 5.4] are thus verified for our zÒX ,ω,β,zÒ1r(⋅, ⋅). ◻

Given (6.2) and (6.3), to complete the proof of symmetry identity in law on the level of SHE, it
remains to pass the limit v → u to prove Proposition 1.5.
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Proof of Proposition 1.5. We first assume u > v as above. Since Corollary 6.2 is not generalized to
joint law, we need to be careful to avoid using any linear interpolations for the identity in law. For
any fixed T ∈Q≥0, there exists a series of integers {nk ∈ Z≥0}k≥1 such that nk →∞ as k →∞ and
nkT

2 ∈ Z≥0. Then Corollary 6.2 implies that for each k ≥ 1,

(
√
nk)

nkT zstat,α(nk)

u,−v (
nkT

2
+ 1, nkT

2
+ 1) law

= (
√
nk)

nkT zstat,α(nk)

−v,u (
nkT

2
+ 1, nkT

2
+ 1).

By taking the limit k →∞, Proposition 6.3 implies that for any fixed T ∈Q≥0,

(6.8) ∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(T,0∣0, Y ) exp(Wv(Y ))dY

law
= ∫

∞

0
Z−v− 1

2
(T,0∣0, Y ) exp(W−u(Y ))dY.

Using the continuity of mild solutions, we extend (6.8) to any T ∈ (0,∞). It remains to take the
limit v → u. In fact, by the Minkowsiki and Hölder’s inequalities, the P-almost surely continuity
of the Green’s function Z⋅(⋅, ⋅∣⋅, ⋅) (Proposition 2.7), the uniform moment bounds in (2.17) and the
dominated convergence theorem, as v → u, we have

∥∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(T,0∣0, Y ) exp(Wv(Y ))dY − ∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(T,0∣0, Y ) exp(Wu(Y ))dY ∥

2
→ 0,

and

∥∫

∞

0
Z−v− 1

2
(T,0∣0, Y ) exp(W−u(Y ))dY − ∫

∞

0
Z−u− 1

2
(T,0∣0, Y ) exp(W−u(Y ))dY ∥

2
→ 0.

The identity (6.8) can thus be extended to v = u, and we have Zu− 1
2
(T,0) law

= Z−u− 1
2
(T,0) for any

T ≥ 0 and u ∈ R. Taking a logarithm on both sides and applying the continuous mapping theorem
then completes the proof. ◻

Remark 6.4. By using analytic continuation, one should be able to extend Corollary 6.2 to the more
general condition with u, v ∈ R and α >min(0,−u, v). In other words, the identity in law still holds
after dropping the assumption u − v > 0. Heuristically, this is clear as the ratio zstat,α

u,−v (m,m) does
not involve ϖ1,1 and thus does not depend on the value of u − v. This extension has been explained
in the proof of [BBC20, Claim 4.9], but a verification for the analytic continuation has not yet been
proved.

As a last result, we prove Corollary 1.6.
Proof of Corollary 1.6. From (1.8) in Theorem 1.1, we know that for any u ∈ R, T ∈ [0,∞),

(6.9) EEQu,T

0 [XT ] =
1
2
(Var[Hu(T,0)] + uT ) .

By Proposition 1.5, Theorem 1.2 is extended to all u > 0 with
uT ≤Var[Hu(T,0)] ≤ 2ψ′(2u) + uT.

Substituting the above bounds of Var[Hu(T,0)] into (6.9) gives (1.14). ◻

Appendix A. Auxiliary lemmas

A.1. Proof of Lemma 2.4. The proof follows a standard argument as in [Wal86]. We use α ≲ β
to denote α ≤ Cβ for any constant C = C(a, b, µ0, p, ζ).

By the chaos expansion (2.12), for any fixed µ ∈ [µ0,∞), s ∈ [a, b), t ∈ (s, b] and x ∈ [0,∞),

Zµ(t, x∣s, ζ) =
∞
∑
n=0

zn(t, x∣s, ζ, µ),
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where
z0(t, x∣s, ζ, µ) ∶= ∫

∞

0
PR

µ (t, x∣s, y)ζ(dy),

and zn+1(t, x∣s, ζ, µ) ∶= ∫
t

s
∫

∞

0
PR

µ (t, x∣r,w)zn(r,w ∣s, ζ, µ)ξ(dwdr).

Define
fn(r) = sup

x∈[0,∞)
∥zn(r, x∣s, ζ, µ)∥

2
p[z0(r, x∣s, ζ, µ)]

−1.

We will show below that this supremum always exists. By Hypothesis 2, for any µ ∈ [µ0,∞), r ∈ (s, b],

f0(r) = sup
x∈[0,∞)

z0(r, x∣s, ζ, µ) ≲ (r − s)
−1/2.

While zn+1(t, x∣s, ζ, µ) is not a martingale in t, the process

Mn+1(v) ∶= ∫
v

s
∫

∞

0
PR

µ (t, x∣r,w)zn(r,w ∣s, ζ, µ)ξ(dwdr)

is a martingale in v ∈ [s, t]. By applying the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy (to Mn+1(v)) and the
Minkowski inequalities, (2.3) and semigroup property of the Robin heat kernel, we derive

∥zn+1(t, x∣s, ζ, µ)∥
2
p = ∥Mn+1(t)∥

2
p ≲ ∥∫

t

s
∫

∞

0
[PR

µ (t, x∣r,w)zn(r,w ∣s, ζ, µ)]
2 drdw∥

p/2

≤ ∫

t

s
∫

∞

0
PR

µ (t, x∣r,w)
2
∥zn(r,w ∣s, ζ, µ)∥

2
pdrdw

≤ ∫

t

s
∫

∞

0
PR

µ (t, x∣r,w)
2z0(r,w ∣s, ζ, µ)fn(r)drdw ≲ z0(t, x∣s, ζ, µ)∫

t

r
fn(r)(t − r)

−1/2dr.

where we used inequality (2.3) and semigroup property of the Robin heat kernel in the last inequality.
Thus

fn+1(t) ≲ ∫
t

s
fn(r)(t − r)

−1/2dr.

It is straightforward to check that f1(r) and f2(r) are both bounded on [s, t]. By iteration, for any
n ≥ 2, (with the convention (n/2)! = Γ(n

2 + 1),)

fn(t) ≤ C ∫
t

s
fn−2(r)dr ≤

[C(t − s)](n−1)/2

(n/2)!
for some constant C = C(a, b, µ0, p, ζ). Now by the Minkowski’s inequality,

∥Zµ(t, x∣s, ζ)∥p ≤
∞
∑
n=0
∥zn(t, x∣s, ζ, µ)∥p ≤

∞
∑
n=0
[z0(t, x∣s, ζ, µ)fn(t)]

1/2

≲ z0(t, x∣s, ζ, µ)
1/2
(t − s)−1/4

∞
∑
k=0
[
[C(t − s)]n/2

(n/2)!
]

1/2
≲ z0(t, x∣s, ζ, µ)

1/2
(t − s)−1/4.

This completes the proof.

A.2. Feynman-Kac Approximation. We describe how to approximate the half-space SHE
solution Zµ(t, x∣s, ζ) with the Feynman-Kac type representations. This approximation is used in
the proof of Lemma 2.5. It is similar to full-space Feynman-Kac type approximations, except that
the Brownian paths are now restricted to the positive half-plane (become the reflected Brownian
motion), and we have a local time term on the boundary.

We consider a mollification of the space-time white noise ξ(t, x). For the proof of Lemma 2.5
below, we will smooth both time and spatial variables. As in [BC95], the Feynman-Kac type
approximation is also valid when we only mollify the spatial variable. We omit the statements and
proofs for the “spatial mollification only” approximation, as they are similar.
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Let g ∈ C∞c (R, [0,∞)) be a smooth symmetric function with compact support such that ∫R g(x)dx =
1. We define gε(x) ∶=

1
εg(

x
ε ) and

(A.1) ξε,δ(t, x) ∶= e
− 1

2 ε∣t∣2− 1
2 δ∣x∣2

∫
R
∫
R
gε(t − s)pδ(x − y)ξ(dyds),

where pt(x) =
1√
2πt
e−x2/(2t) is the standard heat kernel. In the above mollification the extra factor

e−
1
2 ε∣t∣2− 1

2 δ∣x∣2 will be used later for the negative moments bound. With “∗” denoting the convolution,
the covariance of ξε,δ is a nonnegative function

(A.2)
Qε,δ(t1, t2, x1, x2) ∶= E[ξε,δ(t1, x1)ξε,δ(t2, x2)]

= e−
1
2 ε(∣t1∣2+∣t2∣2)(gε ∗ gε)(t1 − t2)e

− 1
2 δ(∣x1∣2+∣x2∣2)p2δ(x1 − x2),

and ξε,δ(⋅, ⋅) ∈ C
∞(R2,R). One can check that for any ε, δ > 0,

E∫
R
∫
R
∣ξε,δ(t, x)∣

2dtdx = ∫
R
∫
R
Qε,δ(t, t, x, x)dtdx <∞,

so the noise ξε,δ(⋅, ⋅) ∈ L
2(R2) P-almost surely.

For any ε, δ > 0 and ζ(⋅) under Hypothesis 2, define

(A.3)
Zε,δ

µ (t, x∣s, ζ)

∶= ∫

∞

0
PN
(t, x∣s, y)Ex

B [exp (−µL0
t−s) ∶ exp ∶ {∫

t−s

0
ξε,δ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr} ∣∣Bt−s∣ = y] ζ(dy),

with

∶ exp ∶ {∫
t−s

0
ξε,δ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr}

∶= exp(∫
t−s

0
ξε,δ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr −

1
2 ∫

t−s

0 ∫

t−s

0
Qε,δ(t − r1, t − r2, ∣Br1 ∣, ∣Br2 ∣)dr1dr2) .

Then (A.3) is the random field solution to the following equation, interpreted in the Skorohod sense
and with ◇ denoting the Wick product. (For details, see [HHNT15] for its analog in full-space.)

∂tZ
ε,δ
µ (t, x∣s, ζ) =

1
2
∂2

xZ
ε,δ
µ (t, x∣s, ζ) +Z

ε,δ
µ (t, x∣s, ζ) ◇ ξε,δ(t, x),

∂xZ
ε,δ
µ (t, x∣s, ζ)∣x=0 = µZ

ε,δ
µ (t,0∣s, ζ),

Zε,δ
µ (s, ⋅∣s, ζ) = ζ(⋅).

Let L a
t (X) denote the (symmetric) local time at level a and at time t for any continuous semi-

martingale X, which means that, with ⟨X⟩⋅ denoting the quadratic variation of X, we define

L a
t (X) ∶= lim

ε→0

1
2ε ∫

t

0
1[a−ε,a+ε](Xs)d⟨X⟩s.

We are using the usual local time definition so that it is consistent with the local time of Brownian
motions defined after (2.4). When X is the difference of two independent standard Brownian
motions, this definition of local time is two times the local time used in [BC95].

The following lemma is on the approximate of the solution Zµ(t, x∣s, ζ). The expression in (2.14)
can now be understood as the Lp(Ω) limit of Zε,δ

µ (t, x∣s, ζ) as ε, δ → 0.

Lemma A.1 (Feynman-Kac approximation). Let ζ(⋅) be an initial condition satisfying Hypothesis 2.
The following holds for any µ, s, t ∈ R with s < t, and x ∈ [0,∞):
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(i). As ε, δ → 0, the approximated solution Zε,δ
µ (t, x∣s, ζ) in (A.3) converges to Zµ(t, x∣s, ζ) in

Lp(Ω,F ,P) for any p ∈ [1,∞), where Zµ(t, x∣s, ζ) is the unique mild solution to (2.8). The
convergence is uniform for x ∈ [0,∞), and for t in any compact subset of (s,∞).

(ii). For any integer p ∈ [2,∞), let B1
t , . . . ,B

p
t be p independent Brownian motions starting at x

and independent of ξ, with L0,j
t ∶=L 0

t (B
j) for any Bj, j = 1,⋯, p, t ≥ 0. For any x ∈ [0,∞),

(A.4)

E[Zε,δ
µ (t, x∣s, ζ)

p
] = ∫[0,∞)

⋯∫[0,∞)
ζ(dy1) . . . ζ(dyp)

p

∏
j=1

PN
(t, x∣s, yj)

Ex
B1,...,Bp

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

e−µ∑p
j=1 L0,j

t−s+∑1≤i<j≤p ∫
t−s

0 ∫ t−s
0 Qε,δ(t−r1,t−r2,∣Bi

r1 ∣,∣B
j
r2 ∣)dr1dr2

RRRRRRRRRRR

∣Bj
t−s∣ = yj for all j

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

.

(iii). For any integer p ∈ [2,∞),

(A.5)

E[Zµ(t, x∣s, ζ)
p
] = ∫[0,∞)

⋯∫[0,∞)
ζ(dy1) . . . ζ(dyp)

p

∏
j=1

PN
(t, x∣s, yj)

Ex
B1,...,Bp

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

exp(−µ
p

∑
j=1

L0,j
t−s) exp

⎛

⎝

1
2 ∑

1≤i<j≤p
L 0

t−s(∣B
i
∣ − ∣Bj

∣)
⎞

⎠

RRRRRRRRRRR

∣Bj
t−s∣ = yj for all j

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

.

In particular, for any fixed p ∈ [2,∞), a, b ∈ R with a < b, µ0 ∈ R, there exists a constant
C = C(p,µ0, a, b) such that for any x ∈ [0,∞), a ≤ s < t ≤ b, and µ ∈ [µ0,∞),

(A.6) E[Zµ(t, x∣s, ζ)
p
] ≤ C [∫

∞

0
PN
(t, x∣s, y)ζ(dy)]

p

.

We first provide the next two useful results.

Lemma A.2. Let B⋅ be a standard Brownian motion. For any τ > 0,Λ > 0, there exists a constant
C(τ,Λ) > 0 such that for each t ∈ [0, τ], λ ∈ [0,Λ],

(A.7) sup
x,y,a∈R

Ex
B [exp(λL a

t (B)) ∣ Bt = y] ≤ C(τ,Λ).

Proof. There are several ways to prove this property of local times. One way is to directly compute
from the distribution of local times of a Brownian bridge (see [Pit99]). An alternative is the
arguments used in the proof of [BC95, Lemma 3.2]. By approximating the local time with some
positive definite functions, an argument similar to the one used in the last inequality in (A.9) below
can give another proof. ◻

Lemma A.3. For any Λ > 0 and a < b, there exists some uniform constant C = C(Λ, a, b) such that
for any two independent Brownian motions B1,B2 starting at x ∈ [0,∞),
(A.8)

sup
ε,δ∈(0,1)

Ex
B1,B2

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

exp(λ∫
t−s

0 ∫

t−s

0
Qε,δ(t − r1, t − r2, ∣B

1
r1 ∣, ∣B

2
r2 ∣)dr1dr2)

RRRRRRRRRRR

∣B1
t−s∣ = y1, ∣B

2
t−s∣ = y2

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

≤ C,

for any x, y1, y2 ∈ [0,∞), a ≤ s < t ≤ b, and λ ∈ [0,Λ].

Proof. We explain how to relate (A.8) to similar estimates for the full-space SHE and use the
uniform bounds derived there. We first note that, for each fixed y1, y2 ∈ [0,∞), the left-hand
side of (A.8) can be bounded above by a sum over four expectations conditioning on the events
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{Bi
t−s = ±yi, i = 1,2} respectively, i.e.,

Ex
B1,B2

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

exp(λ∫
t−s

0 ∫

t−s

0
Qε,δ(t − r1, t − r2, ∣B

1
r1 ∣, ∣B

2
r2 ∣)dr1dr2)

RRRRRRRRRRR

∣B1
t−s∣ = y1, ∣B

2
t−s∣ = y2

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

≤ ∑
i1,i2=±1

Ex
B1,B2

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

exp(λ∫
t−s

0 ∫

t−s

0
Qε,δ(t − r1, t − r2, ∣B

1
r1 ∣, ∣B

2
r2 ∣)dr1dr2)

RRRRRRRRRRR

B1
t−s = i1y1,B

2
t−s = i2y2

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

.

To ease notations, we use Ex1,x2,y1,y2
B1,B2 as the expectation over independent Brownian bridges

B1,B2 with B1
0 = x1,B

2
0 = x2,B

1
t−s = y1 and B2

t−s = y2 for any x1, x2, y1, y2 ∈ R.
A straightforward observation is that, for any realization of B1,B2 and any r1, r2 ∈ [0, t − s],

Qε,δ(t − r1, t − r2, ∣B
1
r1 ∣, ∣B

2
r2 ∣) ≤ Qε,δ(t − r1, t − r2, ∣B

1
r1 ∣, ∣B

2
r2 ∣) ∑

i1,i2=±1
1{i1Br1≥0,i2Br2≥0}(r1, r2)

≤ ∑
i1,i2=±1

Qε,δ(t − r1, t − r2, i1B
1
r1 , i2B

2
r2).

Thus by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, for any ε, δ > 0 and x1, x2, y1, y2 ∈ R,

Ex,x,y1,y2
B1,B2 [exp(λ∫

t−s

0 ∫

t−s

0
Qε,δ(t − r1, t − r2, ∣B

1
r1 ∣, ∣B

2
r2 ∣)dr1dr2)]

≤ ∏
i1,i2=±1

{Ex,x,y1,y2
B1,B2 [exp(4λ∫

t−s

0 ∫

t−s

0
Qε,δ(t − r1, t − r2, i1B

1
r1 , i2B

2
r2)dr1dr2)]}

1/4
,

and (A.8) will be proved if we can show that there exists C = C(Λ, a, b), such that

sup
ε,δ∈(0,1)

sup
x1,x2,y1,y2∈R

Ex1,x2,y1,y2
B1,B2 [exp(4λ∫

t−s

0 ∫

t−s

0
Qε,δ(t − r1, t − r2,B

1
r1 ,B

2
r2)dr1dr2)] ≤ C,

for any a ≤ s < t ≤ b, and λ ∈ [0,Λ].
To give a uniform bound over different starting points and endpoints, we note that for any ε, δ > 0,

x1, x2, y1, y2 ∈ R,

(A.9)

Ex1,x2,y1,y2
B1,B2 [exp(4λ∫

t−s

0 ∫

t−s

0
Qε,δ(t − r1, t − r2,B

1
r1 ,B

2
r2)dr1dr2)]

≤ Ex1,x2,y1,y2
B1,B2 [exp(4λ∫

t−s

0 ∫

t−s

0
(gε ∗ gε)(r1 − r2)p2δ(B

1
r1 −B

2
r2)dr1dr2)]

= E0,0,0,0
B1,B2[ exp(4λ∫

t−s

0 ∫

t−s

0
(gε ∗ gε)(r1 − r2)

p2δ (B
1
r1 −B

2
r2 + x1 − x2 +

r1(y1 − x1) − r2(y2 − x2)

t − s
)dr1dr2)]

≤ E0,0,0,0
B1,B2 [exp(4λ∫

t−s

0 ∫

t−s

0
(gε ∗ gε)(r1 − r2)p2δ (B

1
r1 −B

2
r2)dr1dr2)] ,

where the equation follows from rescaling the Brownian bridges, and the last inequality follows from
a generalization of [HLN17b, Lemma 4.1] (see also [HLN17a, (4.5)]). Roughly speaking, the proof
of the last inequality can be done by expanding the exponential, applying Fourier transforms to the
Gaussians, and using the fact that p2δ is a positive definite function for any δ > 0. Heuristically, this
is to say that an approximated “local time at level 0” of Brownian bridges starting from x1 −x2 and
ending at y1 − y2 would reach its maximum when x1 − x2 = 0 and y1 − y2 = 0.
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Combining the results above, we have reduced the problem of showing (A.8) to showing that for
any a ≤ s < t ≤ b, and λ ∈ [0,Λ],

sup
ε,δ∈(0,1)

E0,0,0,0
B1,B2 [exp(4λ∫

t−s

0 ∫

t−s

0
(gε ∗ gε)(r1 − r2)p2δ (B

1
r1 −B

2
r2)dr1dr2)] ≤ C(Λ, a, b),

where the Brownian bridges no longer have reflections. This uniform bound would follow from
the same arguments as for a similar result [HHNT15, (3.17)]. Compared with [HHNT15, (3.17)], a
few adaptions are needed for the noise ξ being white in time (instead of colored as in [HHNT15,
(3.17)]) and B1,B2 being Brownian bridges (instead of Brownian motions as in [HHNT15, (3.17)]).
The adaptation for time independence is straightforward from the computations. For the adaption
to Brownian bridges, we refer to [HLN17b, Proposition 4.2], where essential estimates have been
proved. ◻

We now prove Lemma A.1.
Proof of Lemma A.1. A direct Gaussian calculation gives (ii). To prove (i) and (A.5), one can
follow the same arguments as used in [HHNT15, Theorem 3.6] for the analogous full-space SHEs.
In particular, the proof mainly needs two estimates: (i) passing to the limit: for each p ∈ [1,∞),

(A.10)

lim
ε,δ→0

Ex
B1,B2

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

RRRRRRRRRRR
∫

t−s

0 ∫

t−s

0
Qε,δ(t − r1, t − r2, ∣B

1
r1 ∣, ∣B

2
r2 ∣)dr1dr2

−
1
2
L 0

t−s (∣B
1∣ − ∣B2∣)

RRRRRRRRRRR

pRRRRRRRRRRR

∣B1
t−s∣ = y1, ∣B

2
t−s∣ = y2

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

= 0,

uniformly for x, y1, y2 ∈ [0,∞) and t in compact subset of (s,∞); (ii) a uniform bound: for any
p ∈ [1,∞),
(A.11)

sup
ε,δ∈(0,1)

sup
x,y1,...,yp∈[0,∞)

Ex
B1,...,Bp

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

exp(−µ
p

∑
j=1

L0,j
t−s)

exp
⎛

⎝
∑

1≤i<j≤p
∫

t−s

0 ∫

t−s

0
Qε,δ(t − r1, t − r2, ∣B

i
r1 ∣, ∣B

j
r2 ∣)dr1dr2

⎞

⎠
∣∣Bj

t−s∣ = yj for all j
⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

≤ C(p,µ, s, t).

The limit (A.10) follows from the continuity of the semimartingale ∣B1∣−∣B2∣, the density of occupation
time formula [LG16, Corollary 9.7], and the fact that the local time process L a

t (∣B
1∣ − ∣B2∣) is

continuous in a ∈ R almost surely (which can be verified using e.g. [LG16, Theorem 9.4]). The
uniform bound (A.11) follows from Hölder’s inequality applied to the conditional expectation and
applying Lemma A.2 and Lemma A.3.

The proof also shows that the right-hand side of (A.5) is the limit of the right-hand side of (A.4)
as ε, δ → 0. To prove (A.6), we apply Hölder’s inequality to the conditional expectation in (A.4),
and use Lemma A.2 and Lemma A.3 with the convergence. From the uniform bounds in Lemma A.2
and Lemma A.3, it is not hard to see that the constant in (A.6) is uniform for x ∈ [0,∞), µ ∈ [µ0,∞)
and a ≤ s < t ≤ b. ◻

A.3. Proof of Lemma 2.5. In this section, we provide a proof of the negative moments bounds
(Lemma 2.5) following the argument in [HL22]. To simplify notations, we only present the case
when the initial condition ζ has a continuous density f(⋅) with respect to Lebesgue measure, but
this is not required as the Feynman-Kac approximation Lemma A.1 is valid for general ζ under
Hypothesis 2.
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Using the notations as in Appendix A.2, we define

(A.12)

Φε,δ
µ (t, x∣0, ζ) ∶= Ex

B1,B2

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

f (∣B1
t ∣) f (∣B

2
t ∣) exp(−µL0,1

t − µL
0,2
t )

exp(∫
t

0 ∫
t

0
Qε,δ(t − s, t − r, ∣B

1
r ∣, ∣B

2
s ∣)dsdr +

1
2
L 0

t (∣B
1
∣ − ∣B2

∣))

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

.

Recall that zµ(t, x∣0, ζ) ∶= ∫
∞

0 PR
µ (t, x∣0, y)ζ(dy). We first prove the following auxiliary result:

Proposition A.4. Let ζ be the constant initial condition or the Dirac-δ initial condition ζ = δy for
some y ∈ [0,∞). For any τ > 0, there exists some positive constant C = C(µ, τ) such that

(A.13) sup
x∈[0,∞)

sup
ε,δ∈(0,1)

E[Zε,δ
µ (t, x∣0, ζ)2]

zµ(t, x∣0, ζ)2
≤ C(µ, τ),

and

(A.14) sup
x∈[0,∞)

sup
ε,δ∈(0,1)

Φε,δ
µ (t, x∣0, ζ)
zµ(t, x∣0, ζ)2

≤ C(µ, τ),

for any t ∈ (0, τ]. The constant C(µ, τ) can be chosen uniformly for µ in any compact subset of R.

Proof. The proof is essentially applying Hölder’s inequality to the conditional expectations and
using the uniform bounds in Lemma A.2 and Lemma A.3. These estimates would give us (A.13)
and (A.14) with zµ(t, x∣0, ζ)2 replaced by z0(t, x∣0, ζ)2 on the denominators. Note that when ζ = δy,
z0(t, x∣0, ζ) = PN(t, x∣0, y). Another estimate useful here is that following Lemma A.2, for any
τ > 0, µ0 ∈ R, there exists a constant C(µ0, τ) > 0 such that

(A.15) sup
t∈(0,τ]

sup
µ≤µ0

z0(t, x∣0, δy)

zµ(t, x∣0, δy)
= sup

t∈(0,τ]
sup
µ≤µ0

1
Ex

B[exp(−µLt) ∣ ∣Bt∣ = y]
≤ C(µ0, τ),

for all x, y ∈ [0,∞). Similarly, we also have that

sup
t∈(0,τ]

sup
µ≤µ0

z0(t, x∣0,1)
zµ(t, x∣0,1)

= sup
t∈(0,τ]

sup
µ≤µ0

1
Ex

B[exp(−µLt)]
≤ C ′(µ0, τ),

for all x ∈ [0,∞) with some constant C ′(µ0, τ) > 0. ◻

Following [HL22], we now present the proof of Lemma 2.5.
For any fixed µ ∈ R, t > 0 and any L2(R2)-valued sample path ξε,δ of the smoothed space-time

noise (A.1), define

Θ(Bt, ξε,δ) ∶= f(∣Bt∣) exp(−µL0
t ) ∶ exp ∶ {∫

t

0
ξε,δ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr} .

Θ(Bt, ξε,δ) is a continuous functional of the Brownian motion Bt starting from x ∈ [0,∞). For any
bounded functional F of the Brownian motion B, we define its weighted expectation as

EB
x,ξε,δ
[F ] =

Ex
B [F (⋅)Θ(Bt, ξε,δ)]

Ex
B [Θ(Bt, ξε,δ)]

=
Ex

B [F (⋅)f(∣Bt∣) exp(−µL0
t ) ∶ exp ∶ {∫

t
0 ξε,δ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr}]

Ex
B [f(∣Bt∣) exp(−µL0

t ) ∶ exp ∶ {∫
t

0 ξε,δ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr}]
.

For any bounded functional F of two paths B1,B2, we define

EB1,B2

x,ξε,δ
[F ] =

Ex
B1,B2 [F (⋅)Θ(B1

t , ξε,δ)Θ(B2
t , ξε,δ)]

Ex
B1,B2 [Θ(B1

t , ξε,δ)Θ(B2
t , ξε,δ)]

.
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To ease notations, we write

Zµ(t, x, ξε,δ) ∶= Ex
B [f(∣Bt∣) exp (−µL0

t ) ∶ exp ∶ {∫
t

0
ξε,δ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr}]

to emphasize the dependence of Zε,δ
µ (t, x∣0, ζ) on the noise ξε,δ. For any fixed Brownian path Bt,

E [∶ exp ∶ {∫
t

0
ξε,δ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr}] = 1.

Tonelli’s theorem gives E [Zµ(t, x, ξε,δ)] = zµ(t, x∣0, ζ). As above, we use L a
t (⋅) to denote the local

time at level a ∈ R up to time t ≥ 0 for continuous semimartingales.
Now for each λ > 0, (t, x) ∈ (0,∞) × [0,∞), define the event

(A.16) Aλ(t, x) =

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

ξ′ε,δ ∶ Zµ(t, x, ξ
′
ε,δ) >

1
2
zµ(t, x∣0, ζ), EB1,B2

x,ξ′
ε,δ
[
1
2
L 0

t (∣B
1
∣ − ∣B2

∣)] ≤ λ

⎫⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎭

,

and a distance
d(ξε,δ,Aλ(t, x)) ∶= inf{∥ξε,δ − ξ

′
ε,δ∥L2(R2) ∶ ξ

′
ε,δ ∈ Aλ(t, x)}.

We first prove the following lemmas.

Lemma A.5. For any sample path ξε,δ and any λ > 0,

Zµ(t, x, ξε,δ) ≥
1
2
zµ(t, x∣0, ζ) exp [−

√
λd(ξε,δ,Aλ(t, x))] .

Proof. Fix any ξ′ε,δ ∈ Aλ(t, x). By definitions and Jensen’s inequality, we have

(A.17)

Zµ(t, x, ξε,δ) = Zµ(t, x, ξ
′
ε,δ)E

B
x,ξ′

ε,δ

⎡
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎢
⎣

∶ exp ∶ {∫
t

0 ξε,δ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr}

∶ exp ∶ {∫
t

0 ξ
′
ε,δ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr}

⎤
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎥
⎦

= Zµ(t, x, ξ
′
ε,δ)E

B
x,ξ′

ε,δ
{exp [∫

t

0
ξε,δ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr − ∫

t

0
ξ′ε,δ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr]}

≥ Zµ(t, x, ξ
′
ε,δ) exp{EB

x,ξ′
ε,δ
[∫

t

0
ξε,δ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr − ∫

t

0
ξ′ε,δ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr]} .

The exponent can be estimated as

(A.18)

∣EB
x,ξ′

ε,δ
[∫

t

0
ξε,δ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr − ∫

t

0
ξ′ε,δ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr]∣

≤ EB
x,ξ′

ε,δ
[∫

t

0
∣ξε,δ(t − r, ∣Br ∣) − ξ

′
ε,δ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)∣dr]

≤ [
1
2
EB1,B2

x,ξ′
ε,δ
[L 0

t (∣B
1
∣ − ∣B2

∣)]]
1/2
∥ξε,δ − ξ

′
ε,δ∥L2(R2).

The last “≤” will be proved at the end. Since ξ′ε,δ ∈ Aλ(t, x), by the second inequality in (A.16), the
above expression is further bounded by

√
λ∥ξε,δ − ξ

′
ε,δ∥L2(R2). Therefore, we have

Zµ(t, x, ξε,δ) ≥ Zµ(t, x, ξ
′
ε,δ) exp(−

√
λ∥ξε,δ − ξ

′
ε,δ∥L2(R2)).

The proof will be complete when we combine the above with the first inequality in (A.16) and take
the supremum over all ξ′ε,δ ∈ Aλ(t, x) on the right-hand side.

It remains to prove the last inequality in (A.18). Formally, this inequality follows from the density
of occupation time formula (see e.g. [LG16, Corollary 9.7]) and Hölder’s inequality on R2. However,
since the local time process 1

2L a
t is not differentiable in t, we will prove it by approximation.
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Set ∆ξ(t, x) ∶= ∣ξ′ε,δ(t, x) − ξε,δ(t, x)∣ for (t, x) ∈ R2. Since ∆ξ is deterministic, continuous and in
L2(R2), the second line of (A.18) can be approximated by a family of convolutions

EB
x,ξ′

ε,δ
[∫

t

0
∆ξ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr] = lim

κ→0
EB

x,ξ′
ε,δ
[∫

t

0 ∫R
∆ξ(t − r, y)pκ(∣Br ∣ − y)dydr] .

For each κ > 0, by Tonelli’s theorem and Hölder’s inequality,

EB
x,ξ′

ε,δ
[∫

t

0 ∫R
∆ξ(t − r, y)pκ(∣Br ∣ − y)dydr] = ∫

t

0 ∫R
∆ξ(t − r, y)EB

x,ξ′
ε,δ
[pκ(∣Br ∣ − y)]dydr

≤ [∫

t

0 ∫R
(EB

x,ξ′
ε,δ
[pκ(∣Br ∣ − y)])

2
dydr]

1/2
∥∆ξ∥L2(R2)

= [∫

t

0 ∫R
(EB1,B2

x,ξ′
ε,δ
[pκ(∣B

1
r ∣ − y)pκ(∣B

2
r ∣ − y)])dydr]

1/2
∥∆ξ∥L2(R2)

= [EB1,B2

x,ξ′
ε,δ
(∫

t

0
p2κ(∣B

1
r ∣ − ∣B

2
r ∣)dr)]

1/2
∥∆ξ∥L2(R2).

By the density of occupation time formula, since the quadratic variation of the semimartingale
∣B1

r ∣ − ∣B
2
r ∣ equals to 2r,

∫

t

0
p2κ(∣B

1
r ∣ − ∣B

2
r ∣)dr =

1
2 ∫R

p2κ(a)L
a
t (∣B

1
∣ − ∣B2

∣)da.

The proof is complete since

∫
R
p2κ(a)EB1,B2

x,ξ′
ε,δ
[
1
2
L a

t (∣B
1
∣ − ∣B2

∣)]da→ EB1,B2

x,ξ′
ε,δ
[
1
2
L 0

t (∣B
1
∣ − ∣B2

∣)] , as κ→ 0.

◻

We next show that the probability of ξ′ε,δ ∈ Aλ(t, x) is always positive.

Lemma A.6. For any µ ∈ R, τ > 0, there exists some constant λ = λ(µ, τ) such that for any
x ∈ [0,∞), t ∈ (0, τ] and ζ addressed in Proposition A.4,

P(Aλ(t, x)) ≥
1
8

1
C(µ, τ)

=∶ b(µ, τ),

where C(µ, τ) is the constant in (A.13) and (A.14).

Proof. From (A.16), we see that the set of noise
⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

ξ′ε,δ ∶ Zµ(t, x, ξ
′
ε,δ) >

1
2
zµ(t, x∣0, ζ),

Ex
B1,B2 [

1
2
L 0

t (∣B
1
∣ − ∣B2

∣)Θ(B1
t , ξ
′
ε,δ)Θ(B2

t , ξ
′
ε,δ)] ≤

λ

4
zµ(t, x∣0, ζ)2

⎫⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎭

is a subset of Aλ(t, x). Thus we have that

(A.19) P(Aλ(t, x)) ≥ P(Zµ(t, x, ξ
′
ε,δ) >

1
2
zµ(t, x∣0, ζ)) −P(Bλ(t, x)),

where

Bλ(t, x) =

⎧⎪⎪
⎨
⎪⎪⎩

ξ′ε,δ ∶ E
x
B1,B2 [

1
2
L 0

t (∣B
1
∣ − ∣B2

∣)Θ(B1
t , ξ
′
ε,δ)Θ(B2

t , ξ
′
ε,δ)] >

λ

4
zµ(t, x∣0, ζ)2

⎫⎪⎪
⎬
⎪⎪⎭

.
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By the Paley–Zygmund inequality and (A.13), when ε, δ ∈ (0,1), for any t ∈ (0, τ], x ∈ [0,∞),

(A.20) P(Zµ(t, x, ξ
′
ε,δ) >

1
2
zµ(t, x∣0, ζ)) ≥

1
4

zµ(t, x∣0, ζ)2

E [Zµ(t, x, ξ′ε,δ)
2]
≥

1
4

1
C(µ, τ)

,

where C(µ, τ) is the constant in Proposition A.4. To estimate P(Bλ(t, x)), by Tonelli’s theorem
and Lemma A.1 (ii),

EEx
B1,B2 [

1
2
L 0

t (∣B
1
∣ − ∣B2

∣)Θ(B1
t , ξ
′
ε,δ)Θ(B2

t , ξ
′
ε,δ)]

= Ex
B1,B2 [

1
2
L 0

t (∣B
1
∣ − ∣B2

∣)E[Θ(B1
t , ξ
′
ε,δ)Θ(B2

t , ξ
′
ε,δ)]]

= Ex
B1,B2[

1
2
L 0

t (∣B
1
∣ − ∣B2

∣)f (∣B1
t ∣) f (∣B

2
t ∣)

exp(−µL0,1
t − µL

0,2
t ) exp(∫

t

0 ∫
t

0
Qε,δ(t − s, t − r, ∣B

1
r ∣, ∣B

2
s ∣)dsdr)].

Using a trivial bound a ≤ exp(a) for all a ≥ 0, the last expression is bounded above by the value
Φε,δ

µ (t, x∣0, ζ) defined in (A.12). By Chebyshev inequality and (A.14), when ε, δ ∈ (0,1), for any
t ∈ (0, τ], x ∈ [0,∞),

P(Bλ(t, x)) ≤
4Φε,δ

µ (t, x∣0, ζ)
λzµ(t, x∣0, ζ)2

≤
4C(µ, τ)

λ
.

Together with (A.19) and (A.20), we have that for any x ∈ [0,∞), t ∈ (0, τ],

P(Aλ(t, x)) ≥
1
4

1
C(µ, τ)

−
4C(µ, τ)

λ
.

Let
λ0(µ, τ) ∶= 32C(µ, τ)2.

By Proposition A.4, λ0(µ, τ) < ∞. Choose some λ = λ(µ, τ) > λ0(µ, τ), then for any x ∈ [0,∞),
t ∈ (0, τ],

P(Aλ(t, x)) ≥
1
8

1
C(µ, τ)

> 0.

◻

With Lemma A.6, we can further bound the probability of any sample path ξε,δ deviating from
the set Aλ(t, x): for any t ∈ (0, τ], x ∈ [0,∞) and a > 0,

(A.21) P(d(ξε,δ,Aλ(t, x)) ≥ a + 2
√

log 2
b(µ, τ)

) ≤ 2e−a2/4.

This is derived from Talagrand’s concentration inequality. The proof only depends on estimates of
the space-time noise ξε,δ and the lower bound on the probability of event Aλ(t, x) from Lemma A.6.
A technical (though not difficult) part here is that one needs to use an L2(R2) approximation ξε,δ,n

for ξε,δ and prove concentration at each n. Since we are using the same ξε,δ as in the (1+1) full-space
SHEs, we refer to [HL22, Lemma 4.5] for the proof of (A.21).

We are now ready to prove Lemma 2.5.
Proof of Lemma 2.5. By Lemma A.5, for any fixed µ ∈ R, t ∈ (0, τ], x ∈ [0,∞), we have

Zµ(t, x, ξε,δ) ≥
1
2
zµ(t, x∣0, ζ) exp [−

√
λd(ξε,δ,Aλ(t, x))] .
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Applying (A.21), for any λ > λ0(µ, τ), a > 0,

P(
Zµ(t, x, ξε,δ)

zµ(t, x∣0, ζ)
≤

1
2

exp(−
√
λ [a + 2

√

log 2
b(µ, τ)

])) ≤ 2e−a2/4.

As λ, b are independent of ε, δ, by Lemma A.1 (i), by sending ε, δ → 0, we have

P (F (t, x) ≤ exp (−
√
λa)) ≤ 2e−a2/4, for F (t, x) ∶=

Zµ(t, x∣0, ζ)
zµ(t, x∣0, ζ)

2 exp(2
√

λ log 2
b(µ, τ)

) .

As in [HL22, Corollary 4.8], for any p ≥ 0, we compute

EF−p
= p∫

∞

0
r−pP(F < r)dr

r
≤ p∫

1

0
r−pP(F < r)dr

r
+ p∫

∞

1
r−p dr

r

= p
√
λ∫

∞

0
exp(p

√
λa)P (F < exp(−

√
λa))da + 1 ≤ p

√
λ∫

∞

0
2 exp(p

√
λa −

a2

4
)da + 1

≤ 4
√
πp2λ exp(p2λ) + 1.

Thus we have that for any t ∈ (0, τ], x ∈ [0,∞),

E [(Zµ(t, x∣0, ζ))−p
] ≤ zµ(t, x∣0, ζ)−p2p exp(2p

√

λ log 2
b(µ, τ)

)(4
√
πp2λ exp(p2λ) + 1) ,

which implies (2.15).
Additionally, Proposition A.4 has assured that the constant C(µ, τ) in (A.13) and (A.14) can be

chosen uniformly over µ in compact subsets of R. It thus implies that λ0(µ, τ) and b(µ, τ)−1 can
also be uniform in the corresponding sets of µ. ◻

A.4. Proof of Proposition 2.7 (vii). Let ξδ(t, x) = ∫R pδ(x− y)ξ(t,dy), which is a Gaussian noise
white in time and smooth in space, with the covariance function

Qδ(t1, t2, x1, x2) = δ0(t1 − t2)p2δ(x1 − x2).

For any δ > 0, µ, s, t ∈ R, t > s, x, y ∈ [0,∞), define

Z
δ
µ(t, x∣s, y) ∶=PN

(t, x∣s, y)Ex
B [exp(−µL0

t−s + ∫

t−s

0
ξδ(t − r, ∣Br ∣)dr −

1
2
(t − s)p2δ(0)) ∣∣Bt−s∣ = y]

Let Υ⋅ = ∣B⋅∣ be the reflected Brownian motion starting from Υ0 = ∣B0∣ = x. We use L0,Υ
t to denote

the local time
L0,Υ

t ∶= lim
ε→0

1
2ε ∫

t

0
1[0,ε] (Υs)ds.

As discussed after (2.5), we can rewrite the above as

Z
δ
µ(t, x∣s, y) =PN

(t, x∣s, y)Ex
Υ [exp(−µL0,Υ

t−s + ∫

t−s

0
ξδ(t − r,Υr)dr −

1
2
(t − s)p2δ(0)) ∣Υt−s = y] ,

where the conditional expectation is taken over the reflected Brownian bridges started from Υ0 = x
and ending at Υt−s = y. Since

{ξδ(s + r, x)}r∈[0,t−s],x∈[0,∞)
law
= {ξδ(t − r, x)}r∈[0,t−s],x∈[0,∞),

we have

(A.22)
{EΥ [exp(−µL0,Υ

t−s + ∫

t−s

0
ξδ(t − r,Υr)dr) ∣Υ0 = x,Υt−s = y]}

x,y∈[0,∞)

law
= {EΥ [exp(−µL0,Υ

t−s + ∫

t−s

0
ξδ(s + r,Υr)dr) ∣Υ0 = x,Υt−s = y]}

x,y∈[0,∞)
.
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Let r′ = t− s− r, Υ̃r′ ∶= Υt−s−r′ for 0 ≤ r′ ≤ t− s and L0,Υ̃
t−s be the local time at zero associated with Υ̃.

The tuples ((Υt−s−r)r∈[0,t−s], L
0,Υ
t−s ) and ((Υ̃r)r∈[0,t−s], L

0,Υ̃
t−s ) are identical ω-by-ω, and the process

(Υ̃r′)0≤r′≤t−s is a reflected Brownian bridge started from Υ̃0 = y and ending at Υ̃t−s = x. It then
follows that the right-hand side of (A.22) equals to

{EΥ̃ [exp(−µL0,Υ̃
t−s + ∫

t−s

0
ξδ(t − r

′, Υ̃r′)dr′) ∣Υ̃0 = y, Υ̃t−s = x]}
x,y∈[0,∞)

.

Since the deterministic function PN(t, x∣s, y) is also symmetric in (x, y)-variables, we have proved
that for any δ > 0,

{Z
δ
µ(t, x∣s, y)}x,y∈[0,∞)

law
= {Z

δ
µ(t, y ∣s, x)}x,y∈[0,∞).

By Lemma A.1 (i) (with a mollification in space only), Zδ
µ(t, x∣s, y) converges to Zµ(t, x∣s, y) in

Lp(Ω) as δ → 0. We thus derive (2.20).

A.5. Proof of Proposition 2.8. For any a, u ∈ R, p ∈ [1,∞), and x ∈ [0,∞), we have identity

(A.23) ∥exp (aWu(x))∥p = exp(aux + 1
2
a2px) .

By (2.21), Minkowski and Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities, for any t > 0,

∥Zu− 1
2
(t, x)∥p ≤ ∫

∞

0
∥Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))∥pdy

≤ ∫

∞

0
∥Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y)∥2p∥ exp(Wu(y))∥2pdy.

Using Lemma A.1 (iii) and (A.23) proves (2.22).
For the bound of negative moments, we use Jensen’s, Minkowski and Cauchy-Schwarz inequalities

to obtain

E [Zu− 1
2
(t, x)−p

] = E [(∫
∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy)

−p

]

≤ E [(∫
∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y)dy)

−p−1
∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y) exp(−pWu(y))dy]

≤ ∥(∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y)dy)

−1
∥

p+1

2p+2
∥∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y) exp(−pWu(y))dy∥

2

≤ ∥(∫

∞

0
Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y)dy)

−1
∥

p+1

2p+2
∫

∞

0
∥Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣0, y)∥

4
∥exp(−pWu(y))∥4 dy.

By Lemma 2.5, the first term in the last product is uniformly bounded on x ∈ [0,∞). The bound of
the second term follows from a similar computation.

The constants in Lemma A.1 (iii) or Lemma 2.5 do not depend on t when t ∈ (0, τ] for any fixed
τ > 0 and can be chosen uniformly for u in any compact subset of R. Thus it is not hard to check
that the bounds of ∥Zu− 1

2
(t, x)∥p and ∥Zu− 1

2
(t, x)−1∥p can also be chosen uniformly for (u, t) in any

compact subset of R × [0,∞).
Using the uniform negative moment bounds, by Kolmogorov continuity criteria and the uniqueness

of the mild solution, Zu− 1
2
(t, x)−1 is also continuous on (t, x) ∈ R2

≥0, which implies that Zu− 1
2
(t, x) > 0

for all (t, x) ∈ R2
≥0.

To prove (2.26), we use an elementary inequality: for any a ∈ R, ∣a∣ ≤ ea + e−a. By the definition
of Hu(t, x), ∣Hu(t, x)∣ ≤ Zu− 1

2
(t, x) +Zu− 1

2
(t, x)−1, and (2.26) follows from the triangle inequality.
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Appendix B. Proof of (4.3)

Recall that the goal was to show
Cov[Hu(t, x),Hu(t,0)]→ 0, as x→∞.

The above convergence arises from the spatial decorrelation of the half-space KPZ equation (1.1), for
fixed t > 0. Similar to the analogous result for the full-space KPZ equation (see [BQS11, Proposition
5.2] and [GK23, Eq. (2.10)] for two different proofs), this decorrelation is independent of the KPZ
behavior or the boundary condition.

Using the same notation as above, W is the spatial white noise associated with the Brownian
motion W and D is the Malliavin derivative operator on the Gaussian space generated by W . We
further define D to be the Malliavin derivative operator on the Gaussian space generated by the
noise ξ. For any t ≥ 0, x ≥ 0, EHu(t, x) = EW EξHu(t, x). The law of total covariance gives that

Cov[Hu(t, x),Hu(t,0)] = EW Eξ ([Hu(t, x) −EξHu(t, x)] [Hu(t,0) −EξHu(t,0)])
+EW ([EξHu(t, x) −EHu(t, x)] [EξHu(t,0) −EHu(t,0)]) .

For each realization of W , by the Clark-Ocone formula [CKNP21, Proposition 6.3], we have

Hu(t, x) −EξHu(t, x) = ∫
t

0 ∫R
Eξ [Ds,zHu(t, x) ∣ Fs] ξ(dsdz),

with {Fs}s≥0 being the natural filtration in time generated by ξ. Similarly,

EξHu(t, x) −EHu(t, x) = ∫
∞

0
EW [DrEξHu(t, x) ∣ F̃r]dW (r),

with {F̃r}r≥0 being the natural filtration generated by W . By Itô isometry, Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and Jensen’s inequality,

E ([Hu(t, x) −EξHu(t, x)] [Hu(t,0) −EξHu(t,0)])

= ∫

t

0 ∫R
E [Eξ [Ds,zHu(t, x) ∣ Fs]Eξ [Ds,zHu(t,0) ∣ Fs]]dzds

≤ ∫

t

0 ∫R
∥Ds,zHu(t, x)∥2∥Ds,zHu(t,0)∥2dzds =∶ I1(t, x),

and
EW ([EξHu(t, x) −EHu(t, x)] [EξHu(t,0) −EHu(t,0)])

= EW [∫

∞

0
EW [DrEξHu(t, x) ∣ F̃r]EW [DrEξHu(t,0) ∣ F̃r]dr]

≤ ∫

∞

0
∥DrHu(t, x)∥2∥DrHu(t,0)∥2dr =∶ I2(t, x).

The proof of (4.3) reduces to showing that for any fixed t > 0, I1(t, x) + I2(t, x)→ 0 as x→∞.
We first analyze I1. Similar to the result of full-space SHE in [CHN21, Proposition 5.1], for

(s, z) ∈ [0, t) ×R and x ≥ 0, we have

Ds,zZu− 1
2
(t, x) = 1[0,∞)(z)P

R
u− 1

2
(t, x∣s, z)Zu− 1

2
(s, z)

+ ∫

t

s
∫

∞

0
PR

u− 1
2
(t, x∣r, y)Ds,zZu− 1

2
(r, y)ξ(r, y)dydr,

with Ds,zZu− 1
2
(t, x) ≡ 0 when z < 0 or s ≥ t. When s < t, z ≥ 0, since Zu− 1

2
(s, z) is strictly positive,

we can multiply both sides by Zu− 1
2
(s, z)−1. The uniqueness statement in Proposition 2.2 (2) then

implies that
Ds,zZu− 1

2
(t, x)Zu− 1

2
(s, z)−1

= Zu− 1
2
(t, x∣s, z),
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where we recall that Z is the Green’s function. It follows that for any s ∈ [0, t), z ∈ [0,∞),

Ds,zHu(t, x) = Ds,z [logZu− 1
2
(t, x)] =

Ds,zZu− 1
2
(t, x)

Zu− 1
2
(t, x)

=
Zu− 1

2
(t, x∣s, z)Zu− 1

2
(s, z)

Zu− 1
2
(t, x)

.

By Hölder’s inequality, (2.17), (2.22) and (2.23), there exists some positive constant C = C(t, u)
such that for any x ∈ [0,∞),

∥Ds,zHu(t, x)∥2 ≤ ∥Zu− 1
2
(t, x∣s, z)∥6∥Zu− 1

2
(s, z)∥6∥Zu− 1

2
(t, x)−1

∥6

≤ C(t − s)−1/2 exp(−(x − z)2/4(t − s)) exp(C(x + z)).
Thus we have

I1(t, x) ≤ C
2
∫

t

0 ∫
∞

0
(t − s)−1 exp(−(x − z)

2

4(t − s)
−

z2

4(t − s)
) exp(C(x + 2z))dzds.

By a straightforward computation, the right-hand side of the above converges to 0 as x→∞.
For I2, we note that

DrHu(t, x) =
∫
∞

r Zu− 1
2
(t, x∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy

∫
∞

0 Zu− 1
2
(t, x∣0, y) exp(Wu(y))dy

− 1[0,x](r)

= 1[x,∞)(r)∫
∞

r
ρR

u (y ∣t, x)dy − 1[0,x](r)∫
r

0
ρR

u (y ∣t, x)dy,

which further implies

∥DrHu(t, x)∥2 ≤ 1[0,x](r)∫
r

0
∥ρR

u (y ∣t, x)∥2dy + 1[x,∞)(r)∫
∞

r
∥ρR

u (y ∣t, x)∥2dy.

By a similar estimate as in (4.5), we can prove that there exists a constant C = C(t, u) such that

∥ρR
u (y ∣t, x)∥2 ≤ C exp (−(x − y)2/C +Cx) , for all x ∈ [0,∞).

As a result, we can bound I2 by

I2(t, x) ≤ exp(Cx)∫
x

0
(∫

r

0
C exp (−(x − y)2/C)dy)(∫

∞

r
C exp (−y2

/C)dy)dr

+ exp(Cx)∫
∞

x
(∫

∞

r
C exp (−(x − y)2/C)dy)(∫

∞

r
C exp (−y2

/C)dy)dr

≤ exp(Cx)∫
x

0
ϕ(2x − r)ϕ(r)dr + exp(Cx)∫

∞

x
ϕ(r − x)ϕ(r)dr,

with ϕ(x) ∶= ∫
∞

x C exp (−y2/C)dy. By the Gaussian tail of the function ϕ, the last line above
converges to 0 as x→∞.
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