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Abstract. We consider an infinite harmonic chain of charged particles submitted to the

action of a magnetic field of intensity B and subject to the action of a stochastic noise
conserving the energy. In [21] it has been proved that if B = 0 the transport of energy is

described by a 3/4-fractional diffusion while it has been proved in [31] that if B ̸= 0 it is

described by a 5/6-fractional diffusion. In [21, 31] the authors used a two step argument,
i.e. they first proved that the kinetic limit of the Wigner distribution is the solution of a

phonon Boltzmann equation and then proved that this solution converges to the solution

of a fractional diffusion equation with exponent 3/4 if B = 0 (see [21]) and exponent 5/6
if B ̸= 0 (see [31]). In this paper we quantify the intensity of the magnetic field required

to switch from one macroscopic regime to the other one from the phonon Boltzmann

equation. We also describe the transition mechanism to cross the two different phases.
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1. Introduction

Since the seminal numerical experiments of Fermi-Pasta-Ulam-Tsingou in 1953 [15], the
understanding of energy transport in very long anharmonic chains of coupled oscillators
attracted a lot of attention but still remains a fascinating challenging open problem in math-
ematical physics. During the two last decades many researchers have been interested to the
one dimensional case for which the energy transport is anomalous (we refer the reader to the
physical reviews [16, 26]). The most elaborated theory to describe the form of this anoma-
lous transport is probably the recent nonlinear fluctuating hydrodynamics theory initiated by
Spohn [33, 34] which predicts, for interacting particle systems with several conserved quanti-
ties (like energy, momentum etc.) and local interactions, several different universality classes
containing not only the famous KPZ universality class [29] but also many fractional diffu-
sion classes, apart from the standard Edwards-Wilkinson class (i.e. normal diffusion class).
The theory is macroscopic and based on formal arguments starting from the hydrodynamic
equations associated to the interacting particle system under investigation. Unfortunately
its validity for systems with more than one conservation law has been proved rigorously only
for few stochastic models [5, 9, 22]. It has also to be noticed that while the link between
the KPZ universality class and the Edwards-Wilkinson universality class is provided by the
now well understood KPZ equation [19, 20], almost nothing is known about the potential
equations connecting the other universality classes, even at some heuristic level.

The system we are interested to belongs to the class of systems introduced in [18], revisited
with the heat conduction problem perspective in [2, 3, 10], and studied since in several
subsequent works by various authors (see e.g. [1] and [25] for some reviews). In this paper we
consider the model of [31] (introduced first in [30]), i.e. a harmonic chain of charged particles
submitted to a magnetic field and a stochastic exchange of velocity between neighbor sites.
Each particle is labeled by its rest position x in Z and lives in the two dimensional space R2.
Its displacement from its rest position is denoted by q(x) ∈ R2, its velocity by p(x) ∈ R2 and
its energy by e(x). The magnetic field of intensity B is constant and orthogonal to the plan
of motion of the chain. A picture of the model is given in Fig. 1. The equations of motion
of the deterministic system are then given for any time t and i in {1, 2} by

(1)

d
dtqi(t, x) = pi(t, x) ,

d
dtpi(t, x) = ∆d [qi(t, x)] + δi,1Bp2(t, x)− δi,2Bp1(t, x) ,

where δi,j denotes the Kronecker symbol and ∆d is the discrete1 Laplacian on Z. The total
energy E, which is conserved by the dynamics, is given by

E =
∑
x∈Z

e(x) =
1

2

(∑
x∈Z

|p(x)|2 +
∑
x∈Z

|q(x)− q(x+ 1)|2
)
.

We superpose to the deterministic dynamics (1) a stochastic noise which exchanges contin-
uously the velocities of nearest neighbor particles. The noise conserves the total energy
of the chain and the total pseudo-momentum2. The goal of this paper is to understand
the mechanism to cross different universality classes by varying the intensity of the magnetic
field.

Case without magnetic field, i.e. B = 0. In order to study the macroscopic evolution of
the energy the authors of [4], following [32], introduced the Wigner distribution Wε (defined
in Sec. 3.4) in the time scale tε−1, and in the weak noise limit, i.e. the intensity of the
noise is of order ε. Here ε is a space scaling parameter, i.e. the lattice Z is rescaled in

1We recall that for a function f defined on Z the discrete Laplacian of f is defined for any x in Z by

∆d [f(x)] = f(x+ 1) + f(x− 1)− 2f(x).

2We recall that the pseudo-momentum of particle x is p(x) + Bσq(x) where σ =

(
0 1
−1 0

)
. If B = 0

the pseudo-momentum coincides with the velocity. If B ̸= 0, the velocity is not conserved by the Hamiltonian
dynamics.
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Figure 1. Picture of the model studied.

εZ, and going to zero. The Wigner distribution is a kind of localized Fourier transform of
the space correlations of the eigenmodes, also called phonons, of the purely deterministic
harmonic chain (the presence of the stochastic noise couple their time evolutions which
become then non trivial). Each eigenmode is labeled by a k ∈ T, the continuous torus
of length one. For each time t, Wε(t) is a distribution acting on a class of test functions
J : (u, k) ∈ (R × T) → J(u, k) ∈ C. To get some intuition on the relevance of the Wigner
distribution for the study of the macroscopic behavior of the energy, we observe that if
J : (u, k) ∈ (R× T) → J̃(u) ∈ R is a test function not depending on the k variable, we have

⟨Wε(t), J⟩ = ε
∑
x∈Z

Eµε

[
e
(
tε−1, x

)]
J̃(εx) +OJ(ε) ,

where e(t, x) is the value of the energy of the particle x at time t, µε the initial distribution
of the dynamics and OJ(ε) is an error term which depends on the test function J and
goes to zero when ε goes to zero. From the previous equation it is clear that if we want to
understand the macroscopic behavior of the energy when ε goes to zero we have to understand
the behavior of Wε as ε→ 0.

In [4] it is proved that at kinetic time scale ε−1, the Wigner distribution Wε converges to
the unique solution f0(t, u, k, i), of the following phonon linear Boltzmann equation

(2) ∂tf0(t, u, k, i) +
v0(k)

2π
∂uf0(t, u, k, i) = L0 [f0] (t, u, k, i) ,

with

(3) L0 [f0] (t, u, k, i) =

2∑
j=1

∫
T
R0(k, k

′, i, j) [f0 (t, u, k
′, j)− f0 (t, u, k, i)] dk

′ .

Here, u ∈ R represents the position along the chain after the kinetic limit, t ≥ 0 the time
and k ∈ T the wave number of a phonon whereas i is the type of phonon. L0 is a collisional
operator due to by the noise introduced on the system and v0 is the group velocity.

In [4], the authors studied a system where the particles live in R instead of R2 as pre-
sented in this introduction. As a consequence, the Boltzmann equation obtained in [4] does
not depend on the variables (i, j). However, following the proof performed in [4] we can
derive Eq. (2) for particles living in R2.

Since R0(k, k
′, i, j) is positive we can interpret the solution of Eq. (2) as the evolution of

the density of a continuous time Markov process (Z0(·),K0(·), I0(·)). Here (K0(·), I0(·)) ∈
T× {1, 2} is the pure jump Markovian process with generator given by Eq. (3) and Z0(·) is
the additive functional defined for any positive time t by

Z0(t) = −
∫ t

0

v0 (K0(s))

2π
ds .(4)

Using this interpretation, the authors of [21] proved first that the finite-dimensional distri-

butions of N−1Z0

(
N

3
2 ·
)
converge to the finite-dimensional distributions of a Lévy process
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generated (up to a constant) by −(−∆)
3
4 . In a second time, they used the previous result

to show that f0

(
N

3
2 t,Nu, ·

)
converges in L2 (T) (see Theorem 4.6) to the unique solution

ρ0, of the following fractional diffusion equation

(5) ∀u ∈ R, ∀t ∈ ]0, T ], ∂tρ0(t, u) = −D (−∆)
3
4 [ρ0] (t, u) ,

where D is a strictly positive constant.

As we explained for the results in [4], in [21] the Boltzmann equation studied does not
depend on (i, j) but following the proof of [21] we can derive the fractional diffusion equation
(5) from the Boltzmann equation (2).

Hence, this two-step argument which consists to first prove the convergence of the Wigner
distribution to the unique solution f0 of a phonon Boltzmann equation and then the con-
vergence of f0 to the solution ρ0 of a fractional Laplacian equation gives the nature of the
superdiffusion of energy proved in [3]. Fractional diffusion equations can also be derived
from some Boltzmann equations by purely analysis arguments, see for example [12, 13, 28]
and references therein for more details . In 2015, by investigating further the time evolution
of the Wigner distribution in a longer time scale, the authors of [22], proved that we can
obtain in one step Eq. (5) from the microscopic model in a suitable time scale. The results
above are consistent with the predictions of the nonlinear fluctuating hydrodynamics theory
of Spohn.

Case with a magnetic field B ̸= 0. By following the strategy initiated in [4, 21], the
authors of [31] proved that at kinetic time scale ε−1 the Wigner distribution converges to
the unique solution fB(t, u, k, i), of a phonon linear Boltzmann equation of the same form
as in Eq. (2)

(6) ∂tfB(t, u, k, i) +
vB(k)

2π
∂ufB(t, u, k, i) = LB [fB ] (t, u, k, i) ,

with

LB [fB ] (t, u, k, i) =

2∑
j=1

∫
T
RB(k, k

′, i, j) [fB (t, u, k′, j)− fB(t, u, k, i)] dk
′ .

However, because of the presence of the magnetic field, as it is explained in the introduction
of [31], the group velocity vB and the scattering kernel RB(k, i) =

∫
TRB (k, k′, i, j) dk′δj(i)

have different behavior when k goes to zero. Indeed when B is positive we have for k near
to zero

vB(k) ∼ k, RB(k, 1) ∼ k2 and RB(k, 2) ∼ k4 ,

whereas in the Boltzmann equation (2) studied in [21] R0(k, k
′, i, j) does not depend on i

and j and satisfies when k is close to zero

v0(k) ∼ 1 and R0(k) ∼ k2 where R0(k) =

∫
T
R0(k, k

′, i, j) dk′ .

This difference has a drastic effect on the energy transport properties of the chain moving
the chain from one universality class to an other one. Indeed, the energy superdiffusion is
still described by a fractional diffusion equation as in Eq. (5) but with a different exponent.

Following [21] it is proved in [31] that the finite-dimensional distributions of3 N−1ZB

(
N

5
3 ·
)

converge weakly to the finite-dimensional distributions of a Lévy process generated (up to

a constant) by −(−∆)
5
6 which implies the convergence of fB

(
N

5
3 t,Nu, ·

)
in L2 (T) to the

unique solution ρB of the following fractional diffusion equation

(7) ∀u ∈ R, ∀t ∈ ]0, T ], ∂tρB(t, u) = −DB (−∆)
5
6 [ρB ] (t, u) ,

3Here ZB is defined as Z0 in Eq. (4) with v0 replaced by vB .
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where DB is a strictly positive constant. Notice that since the hydrodynamic limits of this
chain are trivial in the Euler time scale, the nonlinear fluctuating hydrodynamics theory of
Spohn does not give any prediction for this model.

Contribution. The aim of this paper is to study the transition between the study of [21]
and the one of [31]. As we have seen, the presence of the magnetic field moves the model
from the 3/4-fractional universality class to the 5/6-fractional universality class and it makes
sense to ask if we can quantify the intensity of the magnetic field necessary to cross from one
universality class to some other one, and to understand what is the mechanism occurring
at the transition. As far as we know, while very interesting, these questions did not receive
answer, even at some heuristic level. We notice however that in [6] and [7, 8] are obtained
results describing two transition mechanisms between standard diffusion universality class
and fractional diffusion universality class in a Hamiltonian system stochastically perturbed
and having two conserved quantities. We would like to mention that a family of fractional
diffusion equations have been derived from stochastic harmonic chains with long-range in-
teractions by Suda in [35].

In the first instance we introduce a small magnetic field of intensity Bεδ with δ > 0 and
B ̸= 0. We prove first (see Theorem 5.1) that at the kinetic time scale of order ε−1 the
transition is trivial in the sense that for δ = 0 the Wigner distribution converges to the
Boltzmann equation of [31] (i.e. Eq. (6)) and for δ > 0 the Wigner distribution converges to
the one of [4] (i.e. Eq. (2)). We believe however that the effect of the small magnetic field
could be seen in a longer time scale.

Therefore, in a second time, we study the hydrodynamic limit of the solution fBN
of the

Boltzmann equation (6) when B is changed to BN := BN−δ with δ in R+ and B ̸= 0. Let
βδ defines as follows

βδ =
3

2
if δ ≥ 1

2
and βδ =

5− δ

3
for δ ≤ 1

2
.

We prove, in Theorem 5.7 that the finite-dimensional distributions of N−1ZBN

(
Nβδ ·

)
con-

verge weakly to the finite-dimensional distributions of a Lévy process generated (up to a
constant) by an operator Lδ whose action on smooth functions ϕ which decay sufficiently
fast is defined as follows

(8) ∀u ∈ R, Lδ [ϕ] (u) =


−(−∆)

3
4 [ϕ] (u) if δ > 1

2 ,

LB [ϕ] (u) if δ = 1
2 ,

−(−∆)
5
6 [ϕ] (u) if δ < 1

2 ,

with LB defined in Eq. (66). From Theorem 5.7, we prove then in Theorem 5.9 that
fBN

(
Nβδ t,Nu, ·

)
converges to the unique solution ρδ of the following integro-differential

equation

(9) ∀u ∈ R, ∀t ∈]0, T [, ∂tρδ(t, u) = Lδ [ρδ] (t, u) .

Finally, we prove in Theorem 5.11 that, up to a constant, LB → −(−∆)
3
4 when B → 0

and LB → −(−∆)
5
6 when B → ∞. Hence, LB is the infinitesimal generator of a Lévy process

which interpolates between the two fractional universality classes.
These results are summarized in Fig. 2. On the horizontal axis, δ represents the intensity

of the magnetic field and on the vertical axis βδ represents the exponent of the scaling in
time we have to do in order to obtain the hydrodynamic limit of fBN

.

Structure of the paper. In Sec. 2, we precise the notations of the paper. In Sec. 3, we
present the microscopic dynamics and the Wigner distribution. In Sec. 4, we recall the
historical results obtained in [4, 21, 31]. In Sec. 5, we state the main results of this paper
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Figure 2. Transition graph.

which are proved in Sec. 6. In order to make the reading easier, intermediate results are
shown in the Appendices.

2. Notations

Let a and b be two positive real numbers, we will write a ≲ b when there exists a positive
constant C such that a ≤ Cb. The conjugate of a complex number z will be denoted by z∗

and i will denote the complex number of modulus 1. We will denote the one dimensional
torus

[
− 1

2 ,
1
2

[
by T, the euclidean norm on Rn by | · | and the set of natural numbers by4 N.

In order to lighten the notations we will denote R \{0} and T \{0} by R∗ and T∗ respectively.

If X is a topological space we denote the Borelian σ-field of X by B(X). We denote by
F ([0, T ], X) the set of X-valued functions on [0, T ], by C ([0, T ], X) the subspace of X-valued
continuous functions on [0, T ] and by Cb ([0, T ], X) the subspace of X-valued bounded con-
tinuous functions on [0, T ]. Let n in N ∪ {∞}, the space of R-valued functions on X with
compact support and n times differentiable is denoted by Cn

c (X). The space of R- valued
càdlàg functions on [0, T ] will be denoted by D ([0, T ],R) .

For f in ℓ1(Z), we define its (discrete) Fourier transform f̂ : T → C by

∀k ∈ T, f̂(k) =
∑
x∈Z

f(x) exp(2ikπx) .

As usual we extend this notation for all functions in ℓ2(Z). In order to study the Wigner
distribution, defined in Sec. 3.4, we introduce the set of test functions S given by

S :=

{
H ∈ C∞

c (R× T)
∣∣∣∣ ∀(n,m, l) ∈ N3, sup

k∈T
sup
u∈R

∣∣(1 + u)l∂nk ∂
m
u H(u, k)

∣∣ <∞
}
.

For any H in S, we denote its (continuous) Fourier transform in the first variable by
F [H] : R× T → C where

∀(p, k) ∈ R× T, F [H] (p, k) :=

∫
R
H(u, k) exp(2iπpu) du .

The set S is stable under the action of F .
In the whole paper, for H in S, we denote the Laplacian of H in the first variable by ∆ [H]

and for β in (1, 2) the fractional Laplacian of H in the first variable by −(−∆)
β
2 [H] where

we recall that for any p in R and k in T
F [∆ [H]](p, k) = −(2πp)2F [H] (p, k) .

4Here N, includes 0.

HTTPS://GAETANCANE.CH/
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F
[
−(−∆)

β
2 [H]

]
(p, k) = −|2πp|βF [H] (p, k) .

The space S × S is equipped with the norm ∥ · ∥ defined by

∀J := (J1, J2) ∈ S × S, ∥J∥ =

2∑
i=1

∫
R
sup
k

|F [Ji] (p, k)| dp .

The space (S × S, ∥ · ∥) is then a separable space ([27, p. 572]). We denote by (S × S)′ the
dual of S×S for the weak-* topology (we refer the reader to Sec. 3.4 for a precise definition).
For W in (S × S)′ and J in S × S we denote by ⟨W, J⟩ the duality bracket between W and
J .

Throughout the article, the random variables will be defined on an underlying probability
space (Ω,F ,P) and T will denote a fixed positive time.

3. Microscopic dynamics

In this section, we define the microscopic dynamics studied in this paper. This dynamic
was first introduced in [2, 3, 4] without a magnetic field and later in [30, 31] with a magnetic
field.

3.1. Deterministic dynamics. We consider a one dimensional chain of coupled harmonic
oscillators each having two transverse degrees of freedom and subject to the action of a
magnetic field perpendicular to the plane of motion. At rest, the atoms are aligned according
to the lattice Z and each x in Z represents the balance position of one atom. We denote
the velocity of the atom with rest position x in Z by p(x) = (p1(x), p2(x)) in R2 and the
displacement from its rest position by q(x) = (q1(x), q2(x)) in R2 . We denote the strength
of the magnetic field by B in R. The deterministic dynamics is defined at any positive time
t and for any i in {1, 2} by

(10)

d
dtqi(t, x) = pi(t, x) ,

d
dtpi(t, x) = ∆d [qi(t, x)] + δi,1Bp2(t, x)− δi,2Bp1(t, x) ,

where ∆d denotes the discrete Laplacian on Z. We denote a typical configuration of the
system by (q,p) := (q(x), p(x))x∈Z and the configuration over time by {(q(t),p(t); t ≥
0)} := {(q(x, t), p(x, t))x∈Z | t ≥ 0}. The initial configuration (q(x, 0), p(x, 0))x∈Z is denoted
by (q0,p0).
Let α be the function defined on Z by

∀z ∈ Z, α(z) =

 2 if z = 0 ,
−1 if |z| = 1 ,
0 otherwise .

Observe that

(11) α̂(k) = 4 sin2(πk) ,

with α̂(0) = α̂′(0) = 0 and α̂′′(0) = 8π2.
The infinitesimal generator of this Markovian dynamics is given by A+BG where for every
smooth and local complex-valued functions5 ϕ we have

A [ϕ] =
1

2

∑
x∈Z

2∑
i=1

pi(x)∂qi(x) [ϕ] +
∑

x,x′∈Z

2∑
i=1

α(x− x′)qi(x
′)∂pi(x) [ϕ]

 .

G [ϕ] =
∑
x∈Z

(
p2(x)∂p1(x) [ϕ]− p1(x)∂p2(x) [ϕ]

)
.

5Here smooth and local means that for any i in {1, 2}, ϕ depends only on a finite number of the sequence

(qi(x), pi(x))x∈Z and is smooth with respect to these coordinates.
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We denote by E(q,p) the total energy of the configuration (q,p) where

E(q,p) =
1

2

(∑
x∈Z

|p(x)|2 +
∑
x∈Z

|q(x)− q(x+ 1)|2
)
.(12)

In the whole paper, we will study only configurations (q,p) with finite total energy. Observe
that the energy is conserved during the time evolution, i.e.

∀t ∈ [0, T ],
d

dt
E(q(t),p(t)) = 0 .(13)

3.2. Eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the deterministic dynamics. We define on T
the following real valued functions

(14) ω1,B(k) =

√
α̂(k) +

B2

4
+
B

2
and ω2,B(k) =

√
α̂(k) +

B2

4
− B

2
,

(15) ∀i ∈ {1, 2}, θi,B(k) =

√
ωi,B(k)

ω1,B(k) + ω2,B(k)
,

(16) vB(k) :=
dω1,B

dk
(k) =

dω2,B

dk
(k) =

α̂′(k)

2
√
α̂(k) + B2

4

,

where k is in T. Observe that for any i in {1, 2}, θi,B is a bounded function.

For every configuration (q,p) we define a couple (ψ̂1,B , ψ̂2,B) : T → C2 by

(17) ψ̂1,B [q,p] (k) := θ1,B(k)
[
p̂1(k)− iω2,B(k)q̂1(k) + ip̂2(k) + ω2,B(k)q̂2(k)

]
.

(18) ψ̂2,B [q,p] (k) := θ2,B(k)
[
p̂1(k)− iω1,B(k)q̂1(k)− ip̂2(k)− ω1,B(k)q̂2(k)

]
.

In order to lighten the notations, for any positive time t, k in T and i in {1, 2} we will denote

ψ̂i,B [q(t), p(t)](k) by ψ̂i(t, k).

Lemma 3.1. We have that for each k in T and each i in {1, 2}, ψ̂i,B(k) is an eigenvector
of (A+BG) corresponding to the eigenvalue −i ωi,B(k), i.e.

∀i ∈ {1, 2}, (A+BG)
[
ψ̂i,B

]
(k) = −i ωi,B(k)ψ̂i,B(k) .

Proof. Let i in {1.2}, k in T and t in [0, T ], using Eq. (10), Eq. (17) and Eq. (18) we can
prove that

(19) ∂tψ̂i(t, k) = −iωi,B(k)ψ̂i(t, k) .

This concludes the proof. □

As it is explained in [31, Section 3.2], we normalised ψ̂1/2,B in Eq. (17) and in Eq. (18) by
θ1,2 in order to have the following equality

E(t) =

∫
T

(∣∣∣ψ̂1(t, k)
∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣ψ̂2(t, k)

∣∣∣2) dk .

HTTPS://GAETANCANE.CH/


SUPERDIFFUSION TRANSITION 9

3.3. Stochastic dynamics. We introduce now the local stochastic perturbation which is
defined through its infinitesimal generator S whose action on any smooth and local complex
valued functions ϕ is given by

S [ϕ] =
1

4

∑
x∈Z

2∑
i,j=1
i̸=j

(
Y i,j
x,x+1

)2
[ϕ] ,

where

Y i,j
x,x+1 = (pj(x+ 1)− pj(x))(∂pi(x+1) − ∂pi(x))

− (pi(x+ 1)− pi(x))(∂pj(x+1) − ∂pj(x)) .

The operator S conserves the total energy (defined in Eq. (12)) and the total pseudomomen-
tum defined by

Pm =

(∑
x∈Z

p1(x)−Bq2(x),
∑
x∈Z

p2(x) +Bq1(x)

)
.

We introduce a scaling parameter ε > 0 and we take γ > 0 which represents the intensity of
the stochastic noise. We denote by Lε the infinitesimal generator of the dynamics defined as
follows

(20) Lε = A+BG+ εγS .

We denote by (qε(t),pε(t))t≥0 the Markovian dynamics generated by the infinitesimal gen-
erator Lε. For a rigorous definition of the dynamics we refer the reader to [31, Sec 3.4] or to
[14, Chapter 6].

We can check that Lε conserves the total energy and the total pseudo-momentum. Since
the energy of the dynamics is conserved we will denote it by Eε. In order to simplify the

notations for all i in {1, 2}, k in T and positive time t, we will write ψ̂ε
i (t, k) instead of

ψ̂i,B [qε(t),pε(t)] (k).
We assume that the initial configuration of the system

(
q0,p0

)
is distributed according

to a measure µε which satisfies the following condition

(21) K0 = sup
0<ε<1

ε

∫
T
Eµε

[∣∣∣ψ̂ε
1(0, k)

∣∣∣2 + ∣∣∣ψ̂ε
2(0, k)

∣∣∣2] dk <∞ .

Since the energy of the system is preserved, this condition is true at any time t, i.e.

(22) sup
0<ε<1

sup
t≥0

ε

∫
T
Eµε

[
|ψ̂ε

1(t, k)|2 + |ψ̂ε
2(t, k)|2

]
dk = K0 .

3.4. Wigner distribution. The space (S × S)′ is equipped with the weak-* topology, i.e.
a sequence (WN )N∈N = (WN

1 ,WN
2 )N∈N in (S × S)′ converges to W in (S × S)′ if and only

if for any J := (J1, J2) in S × S and i in {1, 2}
lim

N→∞

∣∣〈WN
i , Ji

〉
− ⟨Wi, Ji⟩

∣∣ = 0 .

We say then that a sequence
(
WN

)
N∈N in F ([0, T ], (S × S)′) converges pointwise to W if

and only if for any t in [0, T ], (WN (t))N∈N converges to W(t) in (S × S)′.
For each t in [0, T ], we define the Wigner distribution, denoted by Wε(t), as the element

of (S × S)′ defined for any J = (J1, J2) in S × S by

⟨Wε(t), J⟩ =
2∑

i=1

⟨Wε
i (t), Ji⟩ ,

where, for i in {1, 2},
⟨Wε

i (t), Ji⟩(23)

=
ε

2

∑
x,x′∈Z

Eµε

[
ψε
i

(
tε−1, x′

)∗
ψε
i

(
tε−1, x

)] ∫
T
e2iπ(x

′−x)kJi
(
ε
2 (x+ x′), k

)∗
dk
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=
ε

2

∫
R

∫
T
Eµε

[
ψ̂ε
i

(
tε−1, k − εp

2

)∗
ψ̂ε
i

(
tε−1, k + εp

2

)]
F [Ji] (p, k)

∗ dkdp .

The well-posedness of these expressions are proved in Appendix A. The following lemma
proves that the Wigner distribution is an element of C ([0, T ], (S × S)′) and gives some of its
properties.

Lemma 3.2. The Wigner distribution satisfies the following properties

i) For all t in [0, T ], Wε(t) belongs to (S × S)′.
ii) For any J in S × S, the family (⟨Wε, J⟩)ε>0 is bounded in (C([0, T ],C), ∥ · ∥∞) and

∥ ⟨Wε, J⟩ ∥∞ ≲ K0∥J∥ .

Furthermore, the application t 7→ Wε(t) belongs to C([0, T ], (S × S)′).

Proof. We refer the reader to Appendix A.1. □

To study the asymptotic behavior of (Wε)ε>0 we need to introduce two distributions on
S × S denoted by Aε and (Aε)

∗
defined for any J := (J1, J2) in S × S by

(24) ⟨Aε, J⟩ =
2∑

i=1

⟨Aε
i , Ji⟩ and ⟨(Aε)

∗
, J⟩ =

2∑
i=1

⟨(Aε)
∗
, Ji⟩ ,

where, for any i in {1, 2}, by letting i∗ = 3− i, we set

⟨Aε
i (t), Ji⟩(25)

=
ε

2

∫
R

∫
T
Eµε

[
ψ̂ε
i

(
tε−1,

εp

2
− k
)
ψ̂ε
i∗

(
tε−1, k +

εp

2

)]
F [Ji] (p, k)

∗ dkdp ,

and

⟨(Aε
i )

∗
(t), Ji⟩(26)

=
ε

2

∫
R

∫
T
Eµε

[
ψ̂ε
i

(
tε−1, k − εp

2

)∗
ψ̂ε
i∗

(
tε−1,−k − εp

2

)∗]
F [Ji] (p, k)

∗ dkdp .

4. Review of previous results

In this section, we recall some results on this lattice. We first recall Theorem 4.2 from
[4, 31] which states the convergence of the Wigner distribution to the solution fB of some
phonon Boltzmann equation (30). Then we recall Theorem 4.5 and Theorem 4.6 from [21, 31]
which show the convergence of fB in some hydrodynamic scaling to the solution of some
fractional diffusion equations (49).

4.1. Kinetic limit of the Wigner distribution. Let J := (J1, J2) in S × S and recall
Eq. (14), (15) and (16). We define a collisional operator CB : J = (J1, J2) ∈ S × S →
([CBJ ]1 , [CBJ ]2) ∈ S × S in the following way. For any u in R, k in T, i in {1, 2} and
J := (J1, J2) in S × S,

(27) [CBJ ]i(u, k) =

2∑
j=1

∫
T
θ2i,B(k)R(k, k

′)θ2j,B(k
′) [Jj (u, k

′)− Ji(u, k)] dk
′ ,

with

(28) ∀(k, k′) ∈ T× T, R(k, k′) = 16 sin2(πk) sin2(πk′) .

Let W in C ([0, T ], (S × S)′) and W0 in (S × S)′.
i) We say that W is a weak solution on [0, T ] of the linear Boltzmann equation

(29) ∂tW +
1

2π
vB∂uW = γCBW ,

with W0 as initial condition if and only if for any J in S × S and any t in [0, T ]

⟨W(t), J⟩ − ⟨W(0), J⟩ =

∫ t

0

1

2π
⟨W(s),vB∂uJ⟩ ds(30)

HTTPS://GAETANCANE.CH/
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+ γ

∫ t

0

⟨W(s), CBJ⟩ ds .

ii) We say that W is a Borel measure valued weak solution on [0, T ] of the linear
Boltzmann equation (29) if it is a weak solution of (29) such that for all t in [0, T ]
and i in {1, 2}, Wi(t) is a bounded Borel measure on R× T.

Lemma 4.1. Let µ0 := (µ0
1, µ

0
2) in (S ×S)′ be a couple of bounded Borel measure on R×T.

Then, there exists a unique Borel measure valued weak solution µ on [0, T ] to the linear
Boltzmann equation (29) with µ0 as initial condition.

Proof. We refer the reader to Appendix A.5. □

The following theorem summarizes the results obtained by the authors of [31, Theorem 1]
and by those of [4, Theorem 9] respectively.

Theorem 4.2. [4, 31] Let T > 0. Assume that the condition (21) holds and that (Wε(0))ε>0

converges in (S × S)′ to a bounded positive distribution W0.

i) If B ̸= 0, then there exists W in C ([0, T ], (S × S)′) such that (Wε)ε>0 converges
pointwise to W in F ([0, T ], (S × S)′). Moreover for each time t in [0, T ], the limit
W(t) and W0 can be extended to a couple of bounded Borel measures on R × T
respectively denoted by µ(t) := (µ1(t), µ2(t)) and µ0 := (µ0

1, µ
0
2). Furthermore, µ

belongs to C ([0, T ], (S × S)′) and is the unique Borel measure valued weak solution
of the Boltzmann equation (29) with initial condition µ0.

ii) If B = 0 and furthermore

(31) lim
ρ→0

lim sup
ε→0

ε

2

∫
|k|<ρ

Eµε

[∣∣∣ψ̂ε
i (0, k)

∣∣∣2] dk = 0 ,

then the same conclusion as in i) holds with B = 0 in Eq. (29).

Remark 4.3. When B = 0, the assumption (31) is required to compensate the lack of
differentiability of the function vB defined in Eq. (16) at k = 0.

4.2. Hydrodynamic limit of the Boltzmann equation. The aim of this section is to
study the hydrodynamic limit of the Boltzmann equation (30). Let us start by a short
reminder about Lévy processes [11]. Given a measure ν on R∗, we say that ν is a Lévy
measure if and only if

(32)

∫
R∗

min
(
1, r2

)
dν(r) <∞ .

Let Yu(·) be a real valued stochastic process starting from u in R. We say that Yu(·) is a
Lévy process with (Lévy) measure ν if and only if for any positive t and θ in R,

E [exp (iθYu(t))] = exp (tΦY (θ) + iθu) .

Here, ΦY denotes the Lévy exponent associated to the Lévy process Yu(·) and is given for
any θ in R by

(33) ΦY (θ) = aθ2 +

∫
R∗

(
exp (iθr)− 1 + iθr1{|r|<1}

)
dν(r) ,

where a is in R+. The action of the infinitesimal generator L of Yu(·) on a smooth function
ϕ : R → R which decays sufficiently fast is given by

(34) ∀p ∈ R, L [ϕ] (p) =

∫
R
F [ϕ] (ξ)ΦY (ξ) exp (2iπpξ) dξ .

In this article we will only study pure jumps Lévy processes, i.e. a = 0. Let β in (1, 2), and
assume that dν(r) := |r|−β−1 dr then, up to a constant, we have

∀θ ∈ R, ΦY (θ) = −|θ|β .
For this choice of ν, the infinitesimal generator of Yu(·) is (up to a constant) the pseudo-

differential operator − (−∆)
β
2 . In this case, we say that Yu(·) is an β-stable Lévy process.
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For i in {1, 2} and (k, k′) in T2, we recall that θi,B(k) and R (k, k′) are defined in Eq. (15)
and Eq. (28) respectively. Let f : T× {1, 2} → R be a real-valued function such that for
any i in {1, 2} f(·, i) ∈ C (T,R). We define an operator LB acting on f by

LB [f ](k, i) = λ−1
B (k, i)

2∑
j=1

∫
T
PB (k, i, dk′, j) (f (k′, j)− f(k, i)) dk′ .(35)

Here for any (k, k′) in T2 and (i, j) in {1, 2}2

PB (k, i, dk′, j) = γλB(k, i)θ
2
i,B(k)θ

2
j,B (k′)R (k, k′) dk′ ,(36)

where

λB(k, i) =
[
γθ2i,B(k)R(k)

]−1
and R(k) =

∫
T
R (k, k′) dk′ .(37)

Let µ be the Borel measure valued weak solution of the Boltzmann equation (29) with
initial condition µ0. Let t in [0, T ] and i in {1, 2}, we assume that µi(t) and µ

0
i have a density

with respect to the measure dudk denoted by fB(t, u, k, i) and f
0(t, u, k, i) respectively. Then

we have for any time t in [0, T ], k in T, u in R and i in {1, 2}

(38) ∂tfB(t, u, k, i) +
vB(k)

2π
∂ufB(t, u, k, i) = LB [fB ] (t, u, k, i) ,

with f0(u, k, i) as initial condition. To study the hydrodynamic behavior of fB we interpret
the operator LB as the infinitesimal generator of a pure jump continuous time Markov process
on T× {1, 2} as follows.

Let (Xn
B)n∈N := (Kn

B , I
n
B)n∈N be the Markov chain on T×{1, 2} with transition probability

PB defined in Eq. (36). Let (τn)n∈N be an i.i.d sequence of random variables, independent
of (Xn

B)n∈N such that τ0 ∼ E(1). We define the random variable T N by6

(39) T 0 = 0 and ∀N ∈ N\{0}, T N =

N∑
n=1

λB
(
Xn−1

B

)
τn−1 .

Then we can define a pure jump Markovian process (KB(·), IB(·)) with values in T× {1, 2}
where for any positive time t in [0, T ]

KB(t) = Kn
B , and IB(t) = InB , ∀t ∈

[
T n, T n+1

[
.

The infinitesimal generator of (KB(·), IB(·)) is LB defined in Eq. (35). From this process,
we can define an additive functional of Markov process Zu,B(·) such that for any time t in
[0, T ] and u in R

Zu,B(t) = u−
∫ t

0

vB (KB(s))

2π
ds .

Then by Dynkin’s formula we get that for any i in {1, 2} and (u, k) in R× T

(40) fB(t, u, k, i) = E(k,i)

[
f0 (Zu,B(t),KB(t), IB(t))

]
.

The hydrodynamic behavior of fB is completely determined by the one of the process
(KB(·), IB(·)). Hence, in the following we recall how the authors of [21, 31] studied this
process. Let πB the probability measure on T× {1, 2} defined as follows

(41) πB(dk, di) =

2∑
j=1

λB(k, j)
−1

γR̄
dkδj(di) with R =

∫
T
R(k) dk .

We can prove that πB is a reversible probability measure of the Markov chain (Xn
B)n∈N.

Observe that

(42) PB(k, i, dk
′, j) = πB(dk

′, j) ,

where PB is defined in Eq. (36).

6We decided not to write T N
B in order to lighten the notations.
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Remark 4.4. According to Eq. (42), (Xn
B)n≥1 is an i.i.d sequence of random variables on

T× {1, 2} but observe that (Xn
B)n∈N is not because of X0

B. This property will play a crucial
role in the proof of our main results stated in Sec. 6.4.

We define a function ΨB in the following way

(43) ∀k ∈ T, ∀i ∈ {1, 2}, ΨB(k, i) = vB(k)λB(k, i) .

The asymptotic behavior of the process Zu,B(·) is fully determined by the tails of the function
ΨB . In [21, 31] it is proved that

∀r > 0, lim
N→∞

NβB πB
({

(k, i)
∣∣ ΨB(k, i) > Nr

})
= κ̃B |r|−βB ,(44)

∀r < 0, lim
N→∞

NβB πB
({

(k, i)
∣∣ ΨB(k, i) < Nr

})
= κ̃B |r|−βB ,(45)

where

βB =
3

2
if B = 0 and βB =

5

3
, if B ̸= 0 ,(46)

and

κ̃B =


κ̃1(α̂

′′(0))
3
4 γ−

3
2 if B = 0 ,

κ̃2|B|−
1
3 α̂′′(0)γ−

5
3 if B ̸= 0 ,

(47)

with κ̃1 and κ̃2 two positive constants. Then the following results are proved in [21, Theorem
3.1] and [31, Theorem 3] respectively.

Theorem 4.5 ([21, 31]). Let u in R and define uN := Nu. We assume that XB(0) =
(KB(0), IB(0)) = (k, i) with k ̸= 0 and i in {1, 2}.
Then, under P(k,i) the finite-dimensional distributions of the scaled process N−1ZuN ,B

(
NβB ·

)
converge weakly to the finite-dimensional distributions of a Lévy process Yu,B(·) generated by

−2γκ̃B(−∆)
βB
2 where κ̃B and βB are defined in Eq. (46) and Eq. (47) respectively.

From these results, the authors of [21, 31] have been able to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 4.6 ([21, 31]). Let fB(·, ·, ·) := (fB(·, ·, ·, 1), fB(·, ·, ·, 2)) be the solution of Eq. (38)
with initial condition f0,N (·, ·) := (f0,N (·, ·, 1), f0,N (·, ·, 2)) defined as follows

∀(u, k) ∈ R× T, f0,N (u, k) =
(
f0
( u
N
, k, 1

)
, f0

( u
N
, k, 2

))
.(48)

Here (f0(·, ·, 1), f0(·, ·, 2)) ∈ C∞
c (R× T)2. Let f

0
: R → R be the real-valued function defined

for any u in R

f
0
(u) =

2∑
i=1

∫
T
f0(u, k, i) dk .

Then, for any time t in ]0, T ] and u in R we have that

lim
N→∞

2∑
i=1

∫
T

∣∣∣∣fB (NβB t,Nu, k, i
)
− 1

2
ρB(t, u)

∣∣∣∣2 dk = 0 ,

where we recall that βB is defined in Eq. (46) and ρB is the solution of

(49) ∀t ∈ ]0, T ], ∀u ∈ R,

{
∂tρB(t, u) = −DB(−∆)

βB
2 [ρB ] (t, u) ,

ρB(0, u) = f
0
(u) ,

with DB a positive constant.

Remark 4.7. As mentioned in the introduction, in [21] the result is stated for a unidimen-
sional Boltzmann equation, i.e , fB is a one component function. However, following the
proof given in [21, 31] we can extend the result to a two components function.
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Remark 4.8. In [31], the authors stated that DB = |B|− 1
3C where C was a non explicit

positive constant. From this observation, we can have an intuition on the scaling in time we
have to do in order to observe the transition between these two fractional diffusion equations
when we replace the value of the magnetic field B by BN−δ. In Eq. (68) we give the explicit
values of the constant C.

5. Statement of the results

In this section, we state our main results. Theorem 5.1 shows that at kinetic time scale ε−1

under assumption (50) there is no transition in the convergence of the Wigner distribution.
Theorem 5.7 and Theorem 5.9 show that a transition can be observed at some hydrodynamic
time scale with the appearance of an interpolation process for some critical intensity of the
magnetic field. We end this section with Theorem 5.11 which shows that this interpolation
process converges to the fractional process studied in [21] when B goes to zero and to the
one studied in [31] when B is sent to infinity.

5.1. Triviality of the transition in the kinetic time scale. In this section, we assume
that the microscopic dynamics (see Eq. (10)) is submitted to a magnetic field of intensity
Bε := Bεδ where δ > 0 and B > 07.

Theorem 5.1. Let δ > 0, η in ]0, 1[ such that δ > η and κ > 0. We define κε := κεη and we
assume that the condition (21) holds and that (Wε(0))ε>0 converges in (S×S)′ to a bounded
positive distribution W0. We assume furthermore that

(50) lim sup
ε→0

ε

2

∫
|k|<κε

Eµε

[∣∣∣ψ̂ε
i (0, k)

∣∣∣2] dk = 0 .

Then, there exists W in C ([0, T ], (S × S)′) such that (Wε)ε>0 converges pointwise to W in
F ([0, T ], (S × S)′). Moreover for each time t in [0, T ], the limit W(t) and W0 can be extended
to couples of bounded Borel measures on R× T denoted respectively by µ(t) := (µ1(t), µ2(t))
and µ0 := (µ0

1, µ
0
2).

Furthermore, µ belongs to C ([0, T ], (S × S)′) and is the unique Borel measure valued
weak solution on [0, T ] of the Boltzmann equation (29) with B = 0 and initial condition
µ0 := (µ0

1, µ
0
2).

Proof. We refer the reader to Sec. 6.1 for the proof of Theorem 5.1. □

From Theorem 5.1, we deduce that under assumption (50) the transition in the kinetic
time scale ε−1 between the case of [4] (zero magnetic field) and [31] (magnetic field of order
one) is trivial in the sense that it holds for δ = 0. We show in Theorem 5.9 that it is not the
case in a longer time scale. To prove Theorem 5.1 we need the following lemma which shows
that the assumption (50) can be extended to times tε−1.

Lemma 5.2. Let i in {1, 2}, then for any time t in [0, T ]

lim sup
ε→0

ε

2

∫
|k|<κε

Eµε

[∣∣∣ψ̂ε
i

(
tε−1, k

)∣∣∣2] dk = 0 ,

where we recall that κε = κεη with η in ]0, 1[ such that δ > η and κ > 0.

Proof. We refer the reader to Appendix A.4 for the proof of Lemma 5.2. □

Remark 5.3. Observe that assumption (50) is weaker than the assumption (31) made in [4]
to compensate the lack of differentiability of the function v0.

7In order to lighten the presentation, we choose to only consider the case B > 0. However, the case B < 0

can be treated in a similar way.
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5.2. Transition in the hydrodynamic time scale. In this section, we study the Markov
chain (Xn

B)n∈N introduced in Sec. 4.2 but with a magnetic field of intensity BN := BN−δ

where δ is in R+ and B > 08. Hence, for each N we will denote this chain by
(
Xn

BN

)
n∈N :=(

Kn
BN
, InBN

)
n∈N. In Eq. (14), Eq. (15) and Eq. (16) we replace B by BN and in all the

functions defined in Sec. 4.2. The aim of this section, is to study the behavior of fBN
(t, u, k, i)

where for any positive time t, k in T, u in R and i in {1, 2}

(51) ∂tfBN
(t, u, k, i) +

vBN
(k)

2π
∂ufBN

(t, u, k, i) = LBN
[fBN

] (t, u, k, i) ,

where we recall that vBN
and LBN

are defined in Eq. (16) and Eq. (35) respectively. By
Dynkin’s formula we get that for any time t in [0, T ], u in R, k in T and i in {1, 2}

(52) fBN
(t, u, k, i) = E(k,i)

[
f0 (Zu,BN

(t),KBN
(t), IBN

(t))
]
.

Here for t in [0, T ] u in R and N in N we recall that

Zu,BN
(t) = u−

∫ t

0

vBN
(KBN

(s))

2π
ds ,(53)

where

KBN
(t) = Kn

BN
, and IBN

(t) = InBN
, ∀t ∈

[
T n
BN
, T n+1

BN

[
,

with

T 0
BN

= 0 and ∀n ∈ N\{0}, T n
BN

=

n∑
m=1

λBN

(
Xm−1

BN

)
τm−1
N .

Here for any integer N , (τnN )n≥0 is a sequence of i.i.d random variables independent of(
Xn

BN

)
n∈N with τ0N ∼ E(1). For every N , we recall that the invariant probability measure

of the Markov chain
(
Xn

BN

)
n∈N is denoted by πBN

and defined in Eq. (41). We define the

function ΨBN
on T× {1, 2} by

(54) ∀(k, i) ∈ T× {1, 2}, ΨBN
(k, i) = vBN

(k)λBN
(k, i) .

As we recalled in Sec. 4.2, the asymptotic behavior of fBN
is fully determined by the one

of the process Zu,BN
(·). The next propositions allow us to compute the tails of the function

ΨBN
and to determine the asymptotic behavior of the process Zu,BN

(·).

Proposition 5.4. We define implicitly two functions xB,± on R∗ by(
2

√
x2B,±(r) +

B2

4
±B

)
xB,±(r) =

π

γr
, r ̸= 0 .(55)

Then

i) xB,± are odd functions.
ii) The functions xB,± and x′B,± converge pointwise when B goes to zero and for any

r ̸= 0 we have

lim
B→0

xB,±(r) = sign(r)

√
π

2γ
|r|− 1

2 and lim
B→0

x′B,±(r) = −
√
π

2
√
2γ

|r|− 3
2 .

iii) The functions xB,+ and x′B,+ converge pointwise to zero when B goes to infinity and
for any r ̸= 0, we have

lim
B→∞

BxB,+(r) = sign(r)
π

2γ
|r|−1 and lim

B→∞
Bx′B,+(r) = − π

2γ
|r|−2 .

The functions xB,− and x′B,− diverge pointwise to infinity when B goes to infinity
and for any r ̸= 0, we have

lim
B→∞

B− 1
3xB,−(r) = sign(r)C|r|− 1

3 and lim
B→∞

B− 1
3x′B,−(r) = −C

3
|r|− 4

3 ,

8As in the previous section, the case B < 0 can be studied in a similar way.
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with C =
(

π
2γ

) 1
3

.

Proof. We refer the reader to Appendix B.1. □

Proposition 5.5. Let hB,± and gB± be the four real-valued functions defined for any r ̸= 0
as follows

hB,±(r) =
1

4π

∫ xB,±(r)

0

1

2
± B

4
√
x2 + B2

4

x2 dx 1r>0(56)

+
1

4π

∫ 0

xB,±(r)

1

2
± B

4
√
x2 + B2

4

x2 dx 1r<0 .

gB,±(r) = −h′B,±(r)1r>0 + h′B,±(r)1r<0 .(57)

Then

i) gB,± are positive even functions.
ii) The measure νB with density gB,+ + gB,− with respect to the Lebesgue measure is a

Lévy measure on R∗.
iii) The functions gB,± converge pointwise to g0 when B goes to zero where for any r ̸= 0

(58) g0(r) =

(
π

211γ3

) 1
2

|r|− 3
2−1.

Moreover, g0 is the density of a Lévy measure on R∗.
iv) The function B

1
3 gB,+ converges pointwise to zero and B

1
3 gB,− converges pointwise

to g∞ when B goes to infinity where for any r ̸= 0

(59) g∞(r) =

(
π2

21127γ5

) 1
3

|r|− 5
3−1 .

Moreover, g∞ is the density of a Lévy measure on R∗.

Proof. We refer the reader to Appendix B.2. □

Proposition 5.6. Let πBN
be the invariant probability measure defined in Eq. (41) and ΨBN

the function defined in Eq. (54) then we have

∀r > 0, lim
N→∞

Nβδ πBN

({
(k, i)

∣∣ ΨBN
(k, i) > Nr

})
= κδ(r) ,

∀r < 0, lim
N→∞

Nβδ πBN

({
(k, i)

∣∣ ΨBN
(k, i) < Nr

})
= κδ(r) ,

where for any r ̸= 0

(60)


βδ = 3

2 and κδ(r) = γ−
3
2κ1|r|−

3
2 if δ > 1

2 ,

βδ = 3
2 and κδ(r) = (hB,−(r) + hB,+(r)) if δ = 1

2 ,

βδ = 5−δ
3 and κδ(r) = γ−

5
3κ2|B|− 1

3 |r|− 5
3 if δ < 1

2 ,

with κ1 and κ2 two positive constants defined respectively in Eq. (122) and in Eq. (123).

Proof. We refer the reader to Appendix C.1. □

Theorem 5.7. Let βδ and κδ defined in Eq. (60) and τ0 ∼ E (1). Let u in R, we define
uN := Nu and we assume that

(
X0

BN

)
= (k, i) with k ̸= 0 and i in {1, 2}. We denote by

HTTPS://GAETANCANE.CH/
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Zδ
u(·) the Lévy process starting from point u with Lévy measure νδ where

(61) dνδ(r) =



γ−
1
2κ0E

[
τβδ

0

]
|r|− 3

2−1 dr if δ > 1
2 ,

2γE
[
τ−1
0

(
gB,+

(
2πr
τ0

)
+ gB,−

(
2πr
τ0

))]
dr if δ = 1

2 ,

γ−
2
3 |B|−1/3κ∞E

[
τβδ

0

]
|r|− 5

3−1 dr if δ < 1
2 ,

with

(62) κ0 =

(
1

210π2

) 1
2

and κ∞ =

(
1

21327π3

) 1
3

.

Then, under P(k,i) the finite-dimensional distributions of the process N−1ZuN ,BN

(
Nβδ ·

)
converge weakly to the finite-dimensional distributions of Zδ

u(·).

Proof. We refer the reader to Sec. 6.2. □

Remark 5.8. Observe that the process Z
1/2
u defined in Eq. (61), which is not a Lévy stable

process, belongs nevertheless to the domain of attraction of two Lévy stable laws, one of
exponent 3/2 and the other one with exponent 5/3. Indeed, using the definition of gB,± given
in Eq. (57), one can prove that there exists two positive constants C and CB such that

ν1/2(r) ∼
0
C|r|−

3
2 and ν1/2(r) ∼∞ CB |r|−

5
3 ,

where CB converges to zero when B goes to infinity and C is independent of B.

Observe that E
[
τβδ

0

]
= Γ(1+βδ) where Γ is the Gamma function. Theorem 5.7 allows us

to obtain the hydrodynamic limit of the solution fBN
of the Boltzmann equation (51). Let

Zδ
u(·) be the Lévy process starting from u in R with Lévy exponent Φδ defined by

(63) ∀θ ∈ R, Φδ(θ) =

∫
R∗

(
exp (iθr)− 1 + iθr1{|r|<1}

)
dνδ(r) ,

where νδ is the Lévy measure defined in Eq. (61). Observe that for δ > 1
2

(
resp. δ < 1

2

)
,

Zδ
u(·) is the Lévy process obtained in [21] (resp. [31]). For δ = 1

2 we have an interpolation
process.

Theorem 5.9. Let fBN
(·, ·, ·) := (fBN

(·, ·, ·, 1), fBN
(·, ·, ·, 2)) be the solution of Eq. (51) with

initial condition f0,N (·, ·) := (f0,N (·, ·, 1), f0,N (·, ·, 2)) defined as follows

∀(u, k) ∈ R× T, f0,N (u, k) =
(
f0
( u
N
, k, 1

)
, f0

( u
N
, k, 2

))
.(64)

Here (f0(·, ·, 1), f0(·, ·, 2)) ∈ C∞
c (R× T)2. We define on R the function f

0
as follows

(65) ∀u ∈ R, f
0
(u) =

2∑
i=1

∫
T
f0(u, k, i) dk .

We define the operator Lδ on the space C∞
c (R) in the following way

(66) ∀ϕ ∈ C∞
c (R), ∀p ∈ R, Lδ [ϕ] (p) =

∫
R
F [ϕ] (ξ)Φδ(ξ) exp (2iπpξ) dξ ,

where Φδ is defined in Eq. (63). Let βδ defined by Eq. (60), then

∀t ∈ ]0, T ], ∀u ∈ R, lim
N→∞

2∑
i=1

∫
T

∣∣∣∣fBN

(
Nβδ t,Nu, k, i

)
− 1

2
ρδ(t, u)

∣∣∣∣ dk = 0 ,

where ρδ is the solution of

(67) ∀t ∈ ]0, T ], ∀u ∈ R,
{
∂tρδ(t, u) = Lδ [ρδ] (t, u) ,

ρδ(0, u) = f
0
(u) .

Proof. We refer the reader to Sec. 6.3. □
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Remark 5.10. Observe that when δ > 1
2 , Lδ = −Γ

(
1 + 3

2

)
γ−

1
2D0(−∆)

3
4 and when δ < 1

2

we have that Lδ = −|B|− 1
3Γ
(
1 + 5

3

)
γ−

2
3D∞(−∆)

5
6 where

(68) D0 = 2κ0

∫ +∞

0

1− cos(r)

r
5
2

dr and D∞ = 2κ∞

∫ +∞

0

1− cos(r)

r
8
3

dr .

Hence, we recover the different cases studied in [21] and [31] respectively.

When δ = 1
2 , L 1

2
depends on B hence we denote by LB the operator L 1

2
, by ΦB the

Lévy exponent Φ 1
2
and by ρ̃B the function ρ 1

2
. The next theorem shows that by sending B

to zero (resp. infinity), ρ̃B converges to the fractional diffusion equations of exponent 3/4
(resp. 5/6).

Theorem 5.11. Let f
0
be the function defined in Eq. (65) and D0 and D∞ the constants

defined in Eq. (68). Then

i) lim
B→0

ρ̃B = ρ0 in L1
(
[0, T ],L2(R)

)
where ρ0 is the solution of

(69) ∀t ∈ ]0, T ], ∀u ∈ R,

{
∂tρ0(t, u) = −Γ

(
1 + 3

2

)
γ−

1
2D0(−∆)

3
4 [ρ0] (t, u) ,

ρ0(0, u) = f
0
(u) .

ii) lim
B→∞

ρ̃B

(
B

1
3 ·, ·
)
= ρ∞ in L1

(
[0, T ],L2(R)

)
where ρ∞ is the solution of

(70) ∀t ∈ ]0, T ], ∀u ∈ R,

{
∂tρ∞(t, u) = −Γ

(
1 + 5

3

)
γ−

2
3D∞(−∆)

5
6 [ρ∞] (t, u) ,

ρ∞(0, u) = f
0
(u) .

Proof. We refer the reader to Sec. 6.4. □

6. Proof of Theorem 5.1, Theorem 5.7, Theorem 5.9 and Theorem 5.11

6.1. Sketch of the proof of Theorem 5.1. This section, is devoted to the proof of Theo-
rem 5.1. The strategy of our proof is similar to the one developed by the authors of [31], so
we will only give the ideas of the different steps and we refer the reader to the corresponding
sections of [31] for detailed proofs.

To prove Theorem 5.1, we first prove that there existsW in C
(
[0, T ], (S × S)′

)
and a sequence

(εn)n∈N such that for any J in S × S and t in [0, T ]

(71) lim
n→∞

|⟨Wεn(t), J⟩ − ⟨W(t), J⟩| = 0 .

Let J := (J1, J2) in S × S, to prove Eq. (71) we start to show that for any i in {1, 2} and t
in [0, T ] we have

∂t ⟨Wε
i (t), Ji⟩ =

1

2π
⟨Wε

i (t),v0∂uJi⟩+ γ ⟨Wε
i (t), [C0J ]i⟩

+ γ
(
⟨Aε

i (t), [C0J ]i⟩+ ⟨(Aε
i )

∗
(t), [C0J ]i⟩

)
+Ot,J(ε) ,(72)

where Aε
i and (Aε

i )
∗
are defined in Eq. (25) and Eq. (26) and |Ot,J(t, ε)| ≤ K(J) × ε with

K(J) a constant independent of ε and t. The derivation of this equation is presented in
Appendix A.2 and Appendix A.3. To end the proof we need the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Let t in [0, T ] and J := (J1, J2) in S × S then

i) ∥⟨Aε, J⟩∥∞ ≲ K0∥J∥ and ∥⟨Ãε, J⟩∥∞ ≲ K0∥J∥.

ii) For any i in {1, 2}

lim
ε→0

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

⟨Aε
i (t), [C0J ]i⟩ dt

∣∣∣∣∣ = 0 and lim
ε→0

∣∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0

〈
(Aε

i )
∗
(t), [C0J ]i

〉
dt

∣∣∣∣∣ = 0 .

Proof. We refer the reader to [4, Sec. 3.4]. □
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By Eq. (72), item ii) of Lemma 3.2 and item i) of Lemma 6.1 we deduce that for all J in S×
S the family of functions (⟨Wε, J⟩)ε>0 is equicontinuous and bounded in (C ([0, T ],C) , ∥ · ∥∞) .
Hence, for any J in S × S, there exists WJ(·) ∈ (C ([0, T ],C) , ∥ · ∥∞) such that ⟨Wε(·), J⟩
converges (up to a subsequence) to WJ(·) in (C ([0, T ],C) , ∥ · ∥∞).

At this point, the subsequence depends on J but since (S × S, ∥ · ∥) is a separable space,
we can use a diagonal argument to erase this dependency. Hence, there exists a countable
subset D = (Jr)r∈N ⊂ S × S dense in (S × S, ∥ · ∥), a subsequence (εn)n∈N going to zero as
n goes to infinity and a sequence (WJ(·))J∈D ∈ (C ([0, T ],C) , ∥ · ∥∞) such that

∀J ∈ D, lim
n→∞

⟨Wεn(·), J⟩ = WJ(·) .

Using item ii) of Lemma 3.2, we deduce that

∀t ∈ [0, T ], ∀J ∈ D, |WJ(t)| ≤ K0∥J∥ .
Hence the application

J ∈ D ⊂ S × S 7→ WJ(·) ∈ (C ([0, T ],C) , ∥ · ∥∞)

is Lipschitz and linear. It can be uniquely extended into a linear Lipschitz function on S×S.
Hence, for any t in [0, T ],

J ∈ S × S 7→ WJ(t)

defines an element of (S × S)′ denoted by ⟨W(t), J⟩. It remains to prove that W(·) belongs
to C

(
[0, T ], (S × S)′

)
.

Let s in [0, T ] and (sp)p≥0 in [0, T ]
N
which converges to s when p goes to infinity. Let J

in S × S, η > 0 and Jr in D such that

∥J − Jr∥ < η .

We have that

|⟨W (sp) , J⟩ − ⟨W (s) , J⟩| ≤ |⟨W (sp)−W(s), Jr⟩|+ |⟨W (sp) , J − Jr⟩|
+ |⟨W (s) , J − Jr⟩|
≤ |⟨W (sp)−W(s), Jr⟩|+ 2K0∥J − Jr∥
≤ |⟨W (sp)−W(s), Jr⟩|+ 2K0η .

Recall that

t ∈ [0, T ] 7→ ⟨W(t), Jr⟩ = WJr (t) ∈ C(73)

is continuous because Jr is in D. Hence, it exists p0 in N∗ such that

∀p > p0, |⟨W (sp)−W(s), Jr⟩| ≤ η .

Consequently, we have

|⟨W (sp) , J⟩ − ⟨W (s) , J⟩| ≤ (2K0 + 1) η .

This proves that W(·) is in C
(
[0, T ], (S × S)′

)
and ends the proof.

Hence, we deduce that there exists W in C
(
[0, T ], (S × S)′

)
such that (Wε)ε>0 converges

pointwise (up to a subsequence) to W. Using item ii) of Lemma 6.1 and sending ε to zero
in Eq. (72) we get that for any t in [0, T ] and J in S × S

⟨W(t), J⟩ − ⟨W(0), J⟩ =
∫ t

0

1

2π
⟨W(s),v0∂uJ⟩ ds+ γ

∫ t

0

⟨W(s), C0J⟩ ds .(74)

This proves that W is a weak solution of the Boltzmann equation (29).

Let t in [0, T ]. It remains to extend W(t) into a couple µ(t) := (µ1(t), µ2(t)) of bounded
Borel measure on R × T. This is proved in [31, Lemma D.1]. The idea is to prove that
the Wigner distribution is a positive linear form on Cc((R× T)2) and then by using Riesz’s
representation theorem we can extend W(t) into a couple of Borel measure on R×T denoted
by µ(t) := (µ1(t), µ2(t)).
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To end the proof, it remains to prove that for any t in [0, T ] and i in {1, 2}, µi(t) is a
bounded measure on R× T. Let J in S defined by J(u, k) := Jλ,r(u) where

∀u ∈ R, Jλ,r(u) := exp

(
− λ

r2 − u2

)
1[−r,r](u), λ > 0, r > 0 .

Let λ be fixed, by using Eq. (22) and item ii) of Lemma 3.2 we get that

∀t ∈ [0, T ], ∀i ∈ {1, 2}, lim
ε→0

〈
Wε

i (t), J
λ,r
〉
=

∫
R×T

Jλ,r(u) µi(t, du, dk) ≤ K0 .

By sending first λ to zero and then r to infinity we get

µi (t,R,T) ≤ K0 .

Hence, µ is a Borel measure valued weak solution of the Boltzmann equation (29) with
initial condition µ0 := (µ0

1, µ
0
2). By Lemma 4.1, there is a unique Borel measure valued

weak solution of Eq. (29) hence we deduce that (Wε)ε>0 converges pointwise to µ := (µ1, µ2)
in F ([0, T ], (S × S)′).

6.2. Sketch of the proof of Theorem 5.7. Let u in R, to lighten the notations we define
for each time t, ZN

u (t) := N−1ZuN ,BN

(
Nβδ t

)
where we recall that ZuN ,BN

is defined in
Eq. (53), βδ is defined in Eq. (60) and uN = Nu. The proof of Theorem 5.7 is divided into
two steps.

In the first instance we show that the finite-dimensional distributions of ZN
u (·) converge

weakly under PπBN
to the finite-dimensional distributions of a Lévy process Zδ

u(·) where for
any positive time t and θ in R

(75) E
[
eiθZ

δ
u(t)
]
= exp (tΦδ(θ) + iθu) .

Here for any θ in R

(76) Φδ(θ) =

∫
R

(
eirθ − 1 + iθr1{|r|<1}

)
dνδ(r) ,

where νδ is defined in Eq. (60). Then we prove that we can extend this result under P(k,i)

when k is in T∗ and i is in {1, 2}.

We start to show the first step, we follow the strategy of [21, Sec. 6] and only prove that
one-dimensional distribution of

(
ZN
u (·)

)
N∈N converges weakly to one-dimensional distribu-

tion of Zδ
u(·). Let t > 0, we define the random integer jN (t) as follows

(77)

jN (t)∑
n=0

λBN

(
Xn

BN

)
τnN ≤ t <

jN (t)+1∑
n=0

λBN

(
Xn

BN

)
τnN ,

where we recall that for any integer N , (τnN )n∈N is a sequence of i.i.d random variables

independent of the Markov chain
(
Xn

BN

)
n∈N and such that τ0N ∼ E(1) and λBN

is defined in

Eq. (37). Let t ≥ 0, we define

Y N
u (t) = u−N−1

⌊Nβδ t⌋∑
n=0

ΨBN

(
Xn

BN

)
2π

τnN = u−N−1

⌊Nβδ t⌋∑
n=0

vBN

(
Kn

BN

)
2π

λBN

(
Xn

BN

)
τnN .

SN (t) =
jN (Nβδ t)

Nβδ
= inf

u > 0

∣∣∣∣∣
⌊Nβδu⌋∑
n=0

λBN

(
Xn

BN

)
τnN > t

 .

S(t) = tλ
−1

= 2γt .

Let t be a positive time, we can decompose ZN
u (t) into two parts, the first one is given by

all the jumps made by the particle until time Nβδ t and the second part is given by the
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displacement made by the particle since the last jump. Hence, using the definition of ΨBN

given in Eq. (54) we can write

ZN
u (t) = u−

jN(Nβδ t)−1∑
n=0

ΨBN

(
Xn

BN

)
τnN

2πN
−

(
Nβδ t− tjN (Nβδ t)

2πN

)
vBN

(
K

jN(Nβδ t)
BN

)
.

Y N
u (SN (t)) = u−

jN(Nβδ t)∑
n=0

ΨBN

(
Xn

BN

)
τnN

2πN
.

We first prove that Y N
u (SN (t)) converges weakly to Zδ

u(t), then we prove that ZN
u (t) and

Y N
u (SN (t)) are close.

Proposition 6.2. Let νδ defined in Eq. (61). Then, under PπBN
the finite-dimensional

distributions of
(
Y N
u (·)

)
N∈N converge weakly to the finite dimensional distributions of a Lévy

process Y δ
u where for any positive time t and θ in R

(78) E
[
eiθYu(t)

]
= exp

(
(2γ)−1tΦδ(θ) + iθu

)
,

where the expression of Φδ is recalled in Eq. (76).

Idea of the proof. Proposition 5.6 allows us to understand the behavior of the tails of the
random variables

(
ΨBN

(
Xn

BN

))
n∈N when N goes to infinity. Using this proposition and [21,

Lemma 4.2] which describes the convergence of an array of random variables we can conclude
the proof. We refer the reader to Appendix C.2 for a complete proof of Proposition 6.2. □

To complete the proof of Theorem 5.7 we need the following two lemmas.

Lemma 6.3. Let t0 > 0 and T ≥ t0 then

(79) ∀ε > 0, lim
N→∞

PπBN

[
sup

t∈[t0,T ]

|SN (t)− S(t)| > ε

]
= 0 .

Proof. We refer the reader to Appendix D. □

Lemma 6.4. For any time t and ε > 0 be fixed we have

(80) lim
N→∞

PπBN

[∣∣ZN
u (t)− Y N

u (SN (t))
∣∣ > ε

]
= 0 .

Proof of Lemma 6.4. We recall only the main ideas and we refer the reader to [21, Lemma
6.2] for a complete proof. Let σ > 0 be fixed, then by Lemma 6.3 we have

PπBN

[∣∣ZN
u (t)− Y N

u (SN (t))
∣∣ > ε

]
≤ PπBN

[|SN (t)− t| > σ]

+ PπBN

[
|SN (t)− t| ≤ σ ∩

∣∣YN (t)− Y N
u (SN (t))

∣∣ > ε
]

≤ PπBN

|SN (t)− t| ≤ σ ,

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ΨBN

(
X

jN(Nβδ t)
BN

)
N

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ > ε

+ σ .

Using the stationarity of the chain
(
ΨBN

(
Xn

BN

)
τnN
)
n∈N we have

PπBN

[
|SN (t)− t| ≤ σ ,

∣∣∣N−1ΨBN

(
X

jN (Nβδ t)
BN

)∣∣∣ > ε
]

≤ PπBN

[
sup

{
ΨBN

(
Xn

BN

)
τnN , n ∈

[
(S(t)− σ)Nβδ , (S(t) + σ)Nβδ

]}
> Nε

]
= PπBN

[
sup

{
ΨBN

(
Xn

BN

)
τnN , n ∈

[
0, 2σNβδ

]}
> Nε

]
= Nβδ

∫ +∞

0

e−τπBN

({
u
∣∣ ΨBN

(u) > Nτ−1ε
})

dτ

≲
σ

εβδ
.

This ends the proof. □
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We recall that if a sequence (xn)n∈N in D ([t0, T ],R) converges uniformly to x in D ([t0, T ],R)
then the convergence follows in the sense of Skorohod topology. Hence, from Lemma 6.3, we
conclude that SN (·) converges in probability to S(·) in D ([t0, T ],R).

Using Proposition 6.2 and Lemma 6.3 we can conclude that
(
Y N
u (·), SN (·)

)
converges

in law to (Y δ
u (·), S(·)) in D([t0, T ],R). Hence, by Skorokhod’s representation theorem there

exists
(
Ỹ N
u (·), SN (·)

)
with values in D([0,∞)×[0,∞)) such that the pairs

(
Y N
u (·), SN (·)

)
and(

Ỹ δ
u (·), S̃N (·)

)
have the same law and

(
Ỹ N
u (·), S̃N (·)

)
converges almost surely to

(
Y δ
u (·), S(·)

)
in the Skorokhod topology.

From this we deduce that there exists a sequence of increasing homeomorphisms (hN )N∈N
from [t0, T ] to [t0, T ] such that

lim
N→∞

sup
t∈[t0,T ]

|hN (t)− t| = 0 and lim
N→∞

sup
t∈[t0,T ]

∣∣∣Ỹ N
u (hN (t))− Y δ

u (S(t))
∣∣∣ = 0 .(81)

Then we have∣∣∣Ỹ N
u

(
S̃N (t)

)
− Y δ

u (S(t))
∣∣∣ ≤ ∣∣∣Ỹ N

u

(
S̃N (t)

)
− Y δ

u

(
h−1
N

(
S̃N (t)

))∣∣∣
+
∣∣∣Y δ

u

(
h−1
N

(
S̃N (t)

))
− Y δ

u (S(t))
∣∣∣ ,

which goes to zero when N goes to infinity. Hence,
(
Ỹ N
u

(
S̃N (t)

))
N∈N

converges to

Y δ
u (S(t)). Using that Ỹ N

u

(
S̃N (t)

)
and Y N

u

(
S̃N (t)

)
have the same law we conclude that(

Y N
u

(
S̃N (t)

))
N∈N

converges in law to Y δ
u (S(t)). Using Eq. (80) we conclude that(

ZN
u (t)

)
N≥0

converges weakly to Y δ
u (S(t)). Observe that Y δ

u (S(t)) and Z
δ
u(t) have the same

law hence we proved that under PπBN
the finite-dimensional distribution of

(
ZN
u (·)

)
N≥0

converge to the finite-dimensional distribution of Zδ
u(·).

To conclude the proof, it remains to extend this convergence under P(k,i) when k is in T∗

and i is in {1, 2}. Since k is not equal to zero by Eq. (54) we have

lim
N→∞

N−1ΨBN

(
X0

BN

)
= lim

N→∞
N−1ΨBN

(k, i) = 0 P(k,i) a.s.

Hence, we deduce that
(
N−1ΨBN

(
X0

BN

)
τ0N
)
N∈N goes to zero in L1

P(k,i)
. From Markov

inequality we deduce that

(82) ∀ε > 0, lim
N→∞

P(k,i)

(
N−1

∣∣ΨBN

(
X0

BN

)∣∣ τN0 > ε
)
= 0 .

We define the stochastic process Z̃N
u (·) for any positive time t by

Z̃N
u (t) = u−

jN (Nβδ t)−1∑
n=1

ΨBN

(
Xn

BN

)
τnN

2πN
−

(
Nβδ t− tjN(Nβδ t)

2πN

)
vBN

(
K

jN(Nβδ t)
BN

)
.

Whatever the distribution of XBN
0 is, by using Eq. (42), we observe that

(
Xn

BN

)
n≥1

is a

sequence of i.i.d random variables distributed according to πBN
. Hence, since Z̃N

u (·) depends
only on

(
Xn

BN

)
n≥1

we deduce by Proposition 6.2 that under P(k,i) the finite-dimensional

distributions of Z̃N
u (·) converge weakly to the finite-dimensional distributions of the Lévy

process Zδ
u(·) defined in Eq. (76).

Using Eq. (82) we deduce that for any positive time t

(83) ∀ε > 0, lim
N→∞

P(k,i)

(∣∣∣ZN
u (t)− Z̃N

u (t)
∣∣∣ > ε

)
= 0 .

This concludes the proof.
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6.3. Sketch of the proof of Theorem 5.9. In this section, we prove Theorem 5.9, to
prove it we need the following lemma.

Lemma 6.5. Let ρ be the counting measure on {1, 2}. Observe that the measure σ := 1
2dkdρ

is an invariant measure for the process (KBN
(·), IBN

(·)). Let a ∈ (0, 1) such that

(84) sup
N

∫
T×{1,2}

λaBN
(k, i) dσ(k, i) <∞ ,

where λBN
is defined in Eq. (37) and define dσa

N := λaBN
dσ. Then for any centered f in

L1 (σ) and positive time t ∥∥P t
Nf
∥∥
L1(σ)

≤ C

(1 + t)a
∥f∥L1(σa

N ) ,

where C is a positive constant which dos not depends on N and PN is the semi-group asso-
ciated to the process (KBN

(·), IBN
(·)).

Proof. This result is proved in a general setting in [24, Theorem 1.1]. In our context, following
the proof of [24] we can check that C does not depend on N . □

We follow the strategy developed in [21] and [31]. The fundamental tool is Theorem 5.7.
Let (KBN

(0), IBN
(0)) = (k, i) with k in T∗ and i in {1, 2}. By definition for any positive

time t and u in R

fBN

(
Nβδ t,Nu, k, i

)
= E(k,i)

[
f0
(
ZN
u (t),KBN

(
Nβδ t

)
, IBN

(
Nβδ t

))]
,

where we recall that

ZN
u (t) = N−1ZuN ,BN

(
Nβδ t

)
= u− 1

2πN

∫ Nβδ t

0

ds vBN
(KBN

(s)) .

Let (mN )N∈N be an increasing sequence of positive numbers such that

lim
N→∞

mN = +∞ and lim
N→∞

mN

N
= 0 .(85)

Since XBN
(0) = (KBN

(0), IBN
(0)) = (k, i) with k in T∗ by Theorem 5.7 under P(k,i)

the finite-dimensional distributions of ZN
u

([
1−N−βδmN

]
·
)
converge weakly to the finite-

dimensional distributions of a Lévy process Zδ
u(·) generated by Lδ where Lδ is defined in

Eq. (66).

For any i in {1, 2}, f0(i) ∈ C∞
c (R× T) hence f

0
is in C∞

c (R) where f
0
is defined in

Eq. (65). We have then

(86)
1

2
lim

N→∞
E(k,i)

[
f
0 (
ZN
u

([
1−N−βδmN

]
t)
))]

=
1

2
ρδ(u, t) P(k,i) a.s ,

where ρδ is the unique solution of Eq. (67). By using Fourier’s inverse formula we have

fBN

(
Nβδ t,Nu, k, i

)
= E(k,i)

[
f0
(
ZN
u (t) ,KBN

(
Nβδ t

)
, IBN

(
Nβδ t

))]
=
∑
r∈Z

∫
R
dp

2∑
j=1

F [f̃0](p, r, j)E(k,i)

[
ei(pZ

N
u (t)+rKBN (Nβδ t))1IBN (Nβδ t)=j

]
,

where f̃0(i) is the function defined for any z in R, i in {1, 2}, by

(87) f0(z, k, i) :=
∑
r∈Z

f̃0(z, r, i) exp (2iπkr) .

By using Fourier’s inverse formula we get

1

2
E(k,i)

[
f
0 (
ZN
u

(
t−N−βδmN t

))]
=

2∑
j=1

E(k,i)

[
1

2

∫
T×{1,2}

dk′dρ(j)f0
(
ZN
u

(
t−NβδmN t

)
, k′, j

)]
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=

2∑
j=1

∑
r∈Z

∫
R
dp F [f̃0](p, r, j)E(k,i)

[
eipZ

N
u (t−N−βδmN t) 1

2

∫
T
dk′eik

′
]
.

By using Eq. (86) and the dominated convergence theorem we get

lim sup
N→∞

∫
T×{1,2}

dk dρ(i)

∣∣∣∣fBN

(
Nβδ t,Nu, k, i

)
− 1

2
ρδ(u, t)

∣∣∣∣
≤ lim sup

N→∞

∫
T×{1,2}

dk dρ(i) |Ai,r,u,k,N | ,

where

Ai,r,u,k,N := fBN

(
Nβδ t,Nu, k, i

)
− 1

2
E(k,i)

[
f
0 (
ZN
u

([
1−N−βδmN

]
t
))]

.

By using Fourier’s inverse formula we get

|Ai,r,u,k,N | ≤
∑
r∈Z

∫
R
dp

2∑
j=1

∣∣∣F [f̃0j ](p, r)
∣∣∣ (∣∣IN1 (t, k, i, j, p, r)

∣∣+ ∣∣IN2 (t, k, i, j, p, r)
∣∣) .

where

IN1 (t, k, i, j, p, r) = E(k,i)

[
ei(pZ

N
u (t)+rKBN (Nβδ t))1IBN (Nβδ t)=j

]
− E

[
ei(pZ

N
u (t−N−βδmN t)+rKBN (Nβδ t))1IBN (Nβδ t)=j

]
,

and

IN2 (t, k, i, j, p, r) = E(k,i)

[
ei(pZ

N
u (t−N−βδmN t)+rKBN (Nβδ t))1IBN (Nβδ t)=j

]
− E

[
eipZ

N
u (t−N−βδmN t) 1

2

∫
T
eik

′
dk′
]
.

To conclude the proof it is sufficient to show that for any positive time t, k ̸= 0, (i, j) in
{1, 2}2, p in R and r in Z we have

(88) ∀q ∈ {1, 2}, lim
N→∞

∣∣INq (t, k, i, j, p, r)
∣∣ = 0 .

We start to deal with IN1 .
We recall that for any a in R we have

∣∣1− eia
∣∣ ≤ |a| and that the function vBN

is a bounded
function independently of N (see Eq. (16)). Hence, for any positive t, p in R, r in Z and j
in {1, 2} we have∣∣IN1 (t, k, i, j, p, r)

∣∣ ≤ Ek,i

[∣∣∣1− eip(Z
N
u (t)−ZN

u (t−N−βδmN t))
∣∣∣]

≤ Ek,i

[∣∣p (ZN
u (t)− ZN

u

(
t−N−βδmN t

))∣∣]
≤ ∥vBN

∥∞ t|p|mNN
−1 ,

which goes to zero whenN goes to infinity by definition of the sequence (mN )N∈N (see Eq. (85)).
This proves Eq. (88) for i = 1. It remains to prove the convergence of IN2 . Using Markov
Property we get

E(k,i)

[
ei(pZ

N
u (t−N−βδmN t)+rKBN (Nβδ t))1IBN (Nβδ t)=j

]
= E(k,i)

[
ei(pZ

N
u (t−N−βδmN t))E(KBN (Nβδ t−mN t),IBN (Nβδ t−mN t))

[
ei(rKBN

(mN t))1IBN
(mN t)=j

]]
.

Hence, by Markov Property we get∣∣IN2 (t, k, i, j, p, r)
∣∣ ≤ E(k,i)

[∣∣∣E(KBN (Nβδ t−mN t),IBN (Nβδ t−mN t))gr (KBN
, IBN

)
∣∣∣] ,

where

gr (KBN
, IBN

) = eirKBN
(mN t)1IBN

(mN t)=j −
1

2

∫
T
eirk

′
dk′ .
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Let r in N and gr the centered function defined for any k in T and i in {1, 2} by

gr(k, i) = eirk1j(i)−
1

2

∫
T

eirk
′
dk′.

Using the fact that 1
2dkdρ(i) is the reversible probability measure of the stochastic process

(KBN
(·), IBN

(·)) we get

E(k,i)

[∣∣∣∣E(KBN (Nβδ t−mN t),IBN (Nβδ t−mN t))

[
eirKBN

(mN t)
1IBN

(mN t)=j −
1

2

∫
T
eirk

′
dk′

]∣∣∣∣]
=

∥∥PmN t
N g

∥∥
L1(σ)

,

which goes to zero when N goes to infinity according to Lemma 6.5. This ends the proof of
Theorem 5.9 .

6.4. Proof of Theorem 5.11. We recall that τ0 ∼ E (1). By applying Fourier’s formula to
Eq. (67) we get for any p in R and positive time t in ]0, T ]

(89) F [ρ̃B ] (t, p) = exp (tΦB(p))F
[
f
0
]
(p) ,

where we recall that for any p in R

ΦB(p) = 2

∫ ∞

0

(cos(pr)− 1)

(
E
[
τ−1
0

(
gB,+

(
2πr

τ0

)
+ gB,−

(
2πr

τ0

))])
dr ,

since gB,± are even functions by item i) of Proposition 5.5. Observe that ΦB is negative, to
conclude the proof we need the following lemma the proof of which is left to the readers.

Lemma 6.6. There exists functions h± and f± such that for almost every r

∀B > 1, B
1
3 gB,±(r) < f±(r) ,(90)

∀B < 1, gB,±(r) < h±(r) ,(91)

where ∫ 1

0

f±(r)r
2 dr <∞ and

∫ ∞

1

f±(r) dr <∞ ,(92) ∫ 1

0

h±(r)r
2 dr <∞ and

∫ ∞

1

h±(r) dr <∞ .(93)

By using item iii), item iv) of Proposition 5.5, Lemma 6.6 and the dominated convergence
theorem we get that for almost every p in R

lim
B→0

ΦB(p) = −Γ

(
1 +

3

2

)
γ−

1
2D0|p|

3
2 ,

lim
B→∞

B
1
3ΦB(p) = −Γ

(
1 +

5

3

)
γ−

2
3D∞|p| 53 ,

where D0 and D∞ are defined in Eq. (68) and Γ denotes the Gamma function. Since the
proofs of item i) and ii) of Theorem 5.11 are similar we only prove item i). By applying
Fourier’s formula to Eq. (69) we obtain

(94) F [ρ0] (t, p) = exp

(
−tΓ

(
1 +

3

2

)
γ−

1
2D0|p|

3
2

)
F
[
f
0
]
(p) .

We recall that f
0
is in C∞

c (R) hence is in L2(R). By the dominated convergence theorem we
deduce that for any positive time t in [0, T ]

lim
B→0

∥ρ̃B(t, ·)− ρ0(t, ·)∥2L2(R)

= lim
B→0

∥F [ρ̃B ] (t, ·)−F [ρ0] (t, ·)∥2L2(R)

= lim
B→0

∫
R

∣∣∣∣F [
f
0
]
(p)

(
exp (tΦB(p))− exp

(
−tΓ

(
1 + 3

2

)
γ−

1
2D0|p|

3
2

))∣∣∣∣2 dp
= 0 .
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This proves that for each positive time t, ρB(t, ·) converges in L2(R) to ρ0(t, ·). By the
dominated convergence theorem we conclude the proof of Theorem 5.11 .

Appendix A. Proof of the evolution equation of the Wigner distribution

In this appendix we want to prove Eq. (72), this is the aim of Appendix A.2 and Appendix
A.3. In a first instance, in Appendix A.1 we prove Lemma 3.2. We end this section by the
proof of Lemma 5.2.

In order to lighten the notations we denote, for t in [0, T ], i in {1, 2}, k in T and p in R,
ψ̂ε
i

(
tε−1, k ± εp

2

)
by ψ̂ε

i

(
k ± εp

2

)
.

A.1. Proof of Lemma 3.2. Before proving Lemma 3.2, we prove that the integral in
Eq. (23) is well defined. Let J := (J1, J2) in S×S and i in {1, 2}, by using Cauchy-Schwarz’s

inequality, Fubini’s theorem and the periodicity of ψ̂ε
i we have

ε

2

∫
R
dp |F [Ji] (p, k)|

∫
T
dk Eµε

[∣∣∣ψ̂ε
i

(
k +

εp

2

)
ψ̂ε
i

(
k − εp

2

)∗∣∣∣]
≤ ε

2

(∫
R
dp sup

k∈T
|F [Ji] (p, k)|

)(
Eµε

[∫
T
dk
∣∣∣ψ̂ε

i (k)
∣∣∣2])

≤ K0∥J∥ ,

where we used Eq. (22) to obtain the last inequality. This proves the existence of the integral
in Eq. (23). The other expressions of the Wigner distribution presented in Sec. 3.4 are
consequences of Fubini’s theorem and Fourier’s inverse formula. Observe that we proved
in fact

∀t ∈ [0, T ], |⟨Wε
i (t), J⟩| ≤ K0∥J∥ .(95)

Using the same argument we can prove that

∀t ∈ [0, T ], |⟨Aε
i (t), J⟩| ≤ K0∥J∥ and

∣∣〈(Aε
i )

∗
, J
〉∣∣ ≤ K0∥J∥ .(96)

Proof of Lemma 3.2. By Eq. (95) and the linearity of the Fourier transform the proof of
item i) is immediate. To prove item ii) we use the evolution equation (see Eq. (72)) satisfied
by the Wigner distribution. Let J in S × S, in Appendix A.2 and Appendix A.3 we prove
that

⟨Wε(t), J⟩ − ⟨Wε(0), J⟩ =

∫ t

0

ds ⟨Wε(s),v0∂uJ⟩+ γ

∫ t

0

ds ⟨Wε(t), C0J⟩

+ γ

(∫ t

0

ds ⟨Aε(s), C0J⟩+
∫ t

0

ds ⟨(Aε)
∗
(s), C0J⟩

)
+

∫ t

0

ds Os,J(ε) ,

with |Os,J | ≤ KJ a constant independent of ε and time s. Since for any t in [0, T ], ⟨Wε(t), J⟩
is the integral of a bounded function this is a continuous function. Using Eq. (95) and Eq. (96)
we conclude the proof of Lemma 3.2.

A.2. Behavior of the transport term. We recall that Bε = Bεδ with δ > 0. To prove
Eq. (72) we use Dynkin’s formula, Lemma 3.2 and Lemma 6.1. Let J := (J1, J2) in S × S, t
in [0, T ] and i in {1, 2} we want to prove that

∂t ⟨Wε
i (t), Ji⟩ =

1

2π
⟨Wε

i (t),v0∂uJi⟩+ ⟨Wε
i (t), [C0J ]i⟩

+ ⟨Aε
i (t), [C0J ]i⟩+ ⟨(Aε

i )
∗
(t), [C0J ]i⟩+Ot,J(ε) .

For any i in {1, 2} we define ϕi by

ϕi (q
ε(t), pε(t)) =

∫
R
dp

∫
T
dk ψ̂ε

i

(
tε−1, k − εp

2

)∗
ψ̂ε
i

(
tε−1, k + εp

2

)
F [Ji] (p, k)

∗ .
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By the equation above we can write that

⟨Wε
i (t), Ji⟩ =

ε

2
Eµε [ϕi (q

ε (t) , pε (t))] .(97)

By Dynkin’s formula we have

∂t ⟨Wε
i (t), Ji⟩ = ε−1Eµε {(A+BεG) [ϕi (q

ε (t) , pε (t))]}+ γEµε {S [ϕi (q
ε (t) , pε (t))]} .

To complete the proof of Eq. (72) it is sufficient to prove that

ε−1Eµε {(A+BεG) [ϕi (q
ε (t) , pε (t))]} =

1

2π
⟨Wε

i (t),v0∂uJi⟩+OJ(ε) ,(98)

Eµε {S [ϕi (q
ε (t) , pε (t))]} =

(
⟨Aε

i (t), [C0J ]i⟩+ ⟨(Aε
i )

∗
(t), [C0J ]i⟩

)
+OJ(ε) .(99)

In this section we prove Eq. (98) and in Appendix A.3 we prove Eq. (99).

Let i in {1, 2}, by Lemma 3.1 and the fact that A+BεδG is a first order differential operator
we have

ε−1Eµε {(A+BεG) [ϕi (q
ε (t) , pε (t))]}

=
ε

2

∫
R
dp

∫
T
dk Eµε

[
ψ̂ε
i

(
k − εp

2

)∗
ψ̂ε
i

(
k +

εp

2

)]
F [Ji] (p, k)

∗

× i

ε

[
ωi,Bε

(
k +

εp

2

)
− ωi,Bε

(
k − εp

2

)]
.(100)

We split the proof of Eq. (98) into two steps, the first one which follows [4] is to prove the
following

(101) ε−1Eµε {(A+BεG) [ϕi (q
ε (t) , pε (t))]} =

1

2π
⟨Wε

i (t),vBε
∂uJ⟩+OJ(ε) ,

where |OJ(ε)| ≤ κJ(B) × ε and κJ(B) is a constant which depends only on J and B. The
second step will be to prove the following equality

⟨Wε
i (t),vBε∂uJi⟩ = ⟨Wε

i (t),v0∂uJi⟩+OJ(ε) .(102)

To prove Eq. (101), we need the following lemma which is proved at the end of this section.

Lemma A.1. We recall that the functions ω1/2,Bε
and vBε

are defined in Eq. (14) and
Eq. (16) respectively. They satisfie the following properties.

i) vBε
is a bounded function on T.

ii) There exists a positive constant C such that

∀p ∈ R, ∀k ∈ T, ε−1
∣∣∣ωi,Bε

(
k +

εp

2

)
− ωi,Bε

(
k − εp

2

)∣∣∣ ≤ C|p| .

iii) For all p in R and k in T such that |k| > ε|p| we have

ε−1
∣∣∣ωi,Bε

(
k +

εp

2

)
− ωi,Bε

(
k − εp

2

)
− εpvBε

(k)
∣∣∣ ≲ ε

|p|2

|k|
.

Let κ > 0 and η in ]0, 1[ with δ > η. We denote by κε, the real κεη and define Iε as
follows

Iε = ε−1Eµε {(A+BεG) [ϕi (q
ε (t) , pε (t))]} − ⟨Wε

i (t),vBε
∂uJi⟩ .(103)

Using Eq. (100) we cut Iε into two terms denoted by Iε< (κε) and I
ε
> (κε) with

Iε< (κε) =
ε

2

∫
R
dp

∫
|k|<κε

dk Eµε

[
ψ̂ε
i

(
k − εp

2

)∗
ψ̂ε
i

(
k +

εp

2

)]
F [Ji] (p, k)

∗

× i

ε

[
ωi,Bε

(
k +

εp

2

)
− ωi,Bε

(
k − εp

2

)
− εpvBε

(k)
]
.

By using point i) and point ii) of Lemma A.1 and the fact that Ji belongs to S we have

|Iε< (κε)| ≲
∫
|k|<κε

dk E
[∣∣∣ψ̂ε

i (k)
∣∣∣2] .
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By Lemma 5.2 we obtain then

lim sup
ε→0

Iε< (κε) = 0 .

It remains to deal with Iε> (κε). We have

Iε> (κε) =
ε

2

∫
ε|p|>κε

dp

∫
|k|>κε

dk Eµε

[
ψ̂ε
i

(
k − εp

2

)∗
ψ̂ε
i

(
k +

εp

2

)]
F [Ji] (p, k)

∗

× i

ε

[
ωi,Bε

(
k +

εp

2

)
− ωi,Bε

(
k − εp

2

)
− εpvBε

(k)
]

+
ε

2

∫
ε|p|<κε

dp

∫
|k|>κε

dk Eµε

[
ψ̂ε
i

(
k − εp

2

)∗
ψ̂ε
i

(
k +

εp

2

)]
F [Ji] (p, k)

∗

× i

ε

[
ωi,Bε

(
k +

εp

2

)
− ωi,Bε

(
k − εp

2

)
− εpvBε(k)

]
= Iε>,1 (κε) + Iε>,2 (κε) .

By the points i) and ii) of Lemma A.1 and Eq. (22) we have∣∣Iε>,1 (κε)
∣∣ ≲K0

∫
|p|>κεη−1

dp (p+ 1) sup
k∈T

|F [Ji] (p, k)| ,

which goes to zero when ε goes to zero since η < 1. For the remaining term we have that
|k| > κε > ε|p| hence by point iii) of Lemma A.1 we get∣∣Iε>,2 (κε)

∣∣ ≲ K0

∫
R
dp

ε|p|2

κε
sup
k∈T

|F [Ji] (p, k)| ,

which goes to zero since η < 1.

In order to end the computations for the transport term it remains to prove Eq. (102).
We define Rε in the following way

Rε = ⟨Wε
i , [vBε − v0] ∂uJi⟩ .

Hence, we want to prove that (Rε)ε>0 converges to zero when ε goes to zero. As we did
before for Iε, we cute Rε into two terms Rε

<(κε) and R
ε
>(κε) where

Rε
< (κε) =

〈
Wε

i , [vBε − v0] ∂uJi1{k≤κε}
〉

and Rε
> (κε) =

〈
Wε

i , [vBε − v0] ∂uJi1{k≥κε}
〉
.

We start to show that (Rε
> (κε))ε>0 converges to zero. Using the fact that v0 is bounded

and the fact that k > κε we can bound |Rε
> (κε) | by

ε

2

∫
R
dp

∫
|k|>κε

dk Eµε

[∣∣∣ψ̂ε
i

(
k − εp

2

)∗
ψ̂ε
i

(
k +

εp

2

)∣∣∣] sup
k∈T

|F [Ji] (p, k)|
|p|
κε

×

∣∣∣∣∣√α̂(k)−
√
α̂(k) +

B2ε2δ

4

∣∣∣∣∣ .
Since k > κε, α̂(k) > 0 and by using a Taylor expansion we get

|Rε
>(ρ)| ≲

ε

2

∫
R
dp

∫
|k|>κε

dk Eµε

[∣∣∣ψ̂ε
i

(
k − εp

2

)∗
ψ̂ε
i

(
k +

εp

2

)∣∣∣]
× sup

k∈T
|F [Ji] (p, k)| ×

(
|p|B2ε2δ

κε
√
α̂(k)

)

≲
ε

2

∫
R
dp

∫
|k|>κε

dk Eµε

[∣∣∣ψ̂ε
i

(
k − εp

2

)∗
ψ̂ε
i

(
k +

εp

2

)∣∣∣]
× sup

k∈T
|F [Ji] (p, k)| ×

(
|p|B2ε2δ

|κε|2

)
≲ K0ε

2(δ−η) ,
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which goes to zero when ε goes to zero since δ > η by assumption. It remains to show that
(Rε

< (κε))ε>0
converges to zero. By using the fact that v0 and vBε

are bounded and the fact

that Ji belongs to S we obtain for any time t in [0, T ]

|Rε
< (κε)| ≲

ε

2

∫
|k|<κε

dk Eµε

[∣∣∣ψ̂ε
i (k)

∣∣∣2] = ε

2

∫
|k|<κε

dk Eµε

[∣∣∣ψ̂ε
i

(
tε−1, k

)∣∣∣2] ,

which goes to zero by Lemma 5.2. Hence, we proved that for any i in {1, 2}
Eµε {(A+BεG) [ϕi (q

ε (t) , pε (t))]} = ⟨Wε
i (t),v0∂uJi⟩+OJ(ε) .

So far we obtained the first term of Eq. (72) which corresponds to the transport term of the
Boltzmann equation (see Eq. (29)). In the next section, we obtain the last terms of Eq. (72).
Before doing this, we give the sketch of the proof of Lemma A.1.

Sketch of the proof of Lemma A.1. We recall that α̂(k) = 4π2 sin2 (πk).
Hence, by definition we have for every k in T

vBε(k) =
α̂′(k)

2
√
α̂(k) +

B2
ε

4

=
4π3 cos (πk) sin (πk)√

sin2 (πk) +
B2

ε

4

≲ 4π3 .

This ends the proof of point i). Using a Taylor expansion, the proof of point ii) follows using
the item i). It remains to deal with point iii). For p = 0, the results is obvious since |k| > ε|p|
hence it is sufficient to discuss the case |k| > 0. Let fi and gi be two real-valued functions
defined on ]0, ε[ by

fi(s) = ωi,Bε

(
k +

sp

2

)
and gi(s) = ωi,Bε

(
k − sp

2

)
.

Then we have

ε−1
∣∣∣ωi,Bε

(
k +

εp

2

)
− ωi,Bε

(
k − εp

2

)
− εpvBε

(k)
∣∣∣ = ε−1 [fi(ε)− fi(0)− εf ′i(0)]

− ε−1 [gi(ε)− gi(0)− εg′i(0)] .

We conclude the proof by a Taylor expansion and using the fact that α̂(k) > C|k| where C
is a positive constant. □

A.3. Behavior of the collisional term. Let i in {1, 2} and i∗ = 3− i, following the proof
did by the authors of [31] we can prove that

γEµε

[
S
[
ϕi
(
qε
(
tε−1

)
, pε
(
tε−1

))]]
= γ (⟨Wε

i (t), [CBε
J ]i⟩+ ⟨Aε

i (t), [KBε
J ]i⟩)(104)

+ γ (⟨(Aε
i )

∗(t), [KBεJ ]i⟩) +OJ(ε) ,

where for any (u, k) in R× T

[CBε
J ]i(u, k) =

2∑
j=1

∫
T
dk′ θ2i,Bε

(k)R (k, k′) θ2j,Bε
(k′) [Jj(u, k

′)− Ji(u, k)] ,

[KBε
J ]i(u, k) =

∫
T
dk′ θ1,Bε

(k) θ2,Bε
(k)R (k, k′)

[
θ2i∗,Bε

(k′) Ji∗(u, k
′)− Ji(u, k)

2

]
.

To conclude the proof of Eq. (99) we have to replace KBε
J and CBε

J in Eq. (104) by C0J
where for any (u, k) in R× T

[C0J ]i(u, k) =

2∑
j=1

∫
T
dk′

1

4
R (k, k′) [Jj (u, k

′)− Ji(u, k)] .

Since the arguments are similar we only prove that

(105) ⟨Wε
i (t), [CBε

J ]i⟩ = ⟨Wε
i (t), [C0J ]i⟩+OJ(ε) .

We define an operator C̃Bε
on S × S where for any i in {1, 2} and (u, k) in R× T

[C̃Bε
J ]i(u, k) =

2∑
j=1

∫
T
dk′

θ2i,Bε
(k)

2
R (k, k′) [Jj (u, k

′)− Ji(u, k)] .
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Let i in {1, 2} we first prove that〈
Wε

i (t), [CBεJ ]i − [C̃BεJ ]i

〉
= OJ(ε) .(106)

Let (p, k) in R× T and j in {1, 2}, we recall that

R (k, k′) = 16 sin2(πk) sin2 (πk′) .

Then∣∣∣∣∫
T
dk′ R (k, k′) θ2i,Bε

(k)

[
θ2j,Bε

(k′)− 1

2

] [
F [Jj ] (p, k

′)
∗ −F [Ji] (p, k)

∗]∣∣∣∣ ≲ |Bεδ|κJ(p) ,

where

κJ(p) =

(
sup
k∈T

|F [Ji] (k, p)|+ sup
k∈T

|F [Jj ] (k, p)|
)
.

Hence, using the fact that Ji belongs to S and the usual argument we conclude that∣∣∣〈Wε
i (t), [CBε

J ]i − [C̃Bε
J ]i

〉∣∣∣ ≲ K0∥J∥Bεδ .

This proves Eq. (106). Similarly , one can prove that〈
Wε

i (t), [C̃BεJ ]i − [C0J ]i

〉
= OJ(ε) .

By the triangle inequality we obtain Eq. (105) and conclude the proof of Eq. (72).

A.4. Proof of Lemma 5.2. In this section, we prove Lemma 5.2 which allows us to extend
the assumption (50), on the initial distribution µε to times tε−1. The proof of this Lemma
follows the one of [4, Lemma 7]. Let J = (J1, J2) be a bounded measurable function on T.
Then for any i in {1, 2} and t in [0, T ]

⟨Wε
i (t), J⟩ =

ε

2

∫
T
Eµε

[∣∣∣ψ̂ε
i

(
tε−1, k

)∣∣∣2] Ji(k)∗ dk .(107)

⟨Aε
i (t), J⟩ =

ε

2

∫
T
Eµε

[
ψ̂ε
i

(
tε−1, k

)
ψ̂ε
i

(
tε−1,−k

)]
Ji(k)

∗ dk .(108)

Since J is a bounded measurable function the previous objects are well defined. Indeed, we
have

|⟨Wε
i (t), J⟩| ≤ K0 sup

k∈T
|J(k)| and |⟨Aε

i (t), J⟩| ≤ K0 sup
k∈T

|J(k)| .(109)

Using Lemma 3.1 we get

(A+BεG)

[∣∣∣ψ̂ε
i

∣∣∣2] (k) = 0 .(110)

Following the proof presented in Appendix A.3 and using Eq. (110) we obtain that

∂t ⟨Wε
i (t), Ji⟩ = γ

(
⟨Wε

i (t), [C0J ]i⟩+ ⟨Aε
i (t), [C0J ]i⟩+

〈
(Aε

i )
∗
(t), [C0J ]i

〉)
+Ot,J(ε) ,

where we recall that for any i in {1, 2}, [C0J ]i is defined in Eq. (27), κ is a positive constant
and η is in ]0, 1[. Let κε := κεη and Jκε := (1[−κε,κε],1[−κε,κε]). Then we have

|[C0J
κε ]i (k)| ≲ (κε + Jκε

i (k)) ,

and

⟨Aε
i (t) + (Aε

i )
∗(t), [C0J

κε ]i⟩ ≲ |⟨Wε
i (t), [C0J

κε ]i⟩| .

Hence, using Eq. (72) we obtain that for any i in {1, 2} and t in [0, T ]

⟨Wε
i (t), J

κε
i ⟩ ≲ ⟨Wε

i (0), J
κε
i ⟩+ (C1ρ+ C2ε)t+

∫ t

0

⟨Wε
i (s), J

κε
i ⟩ ds ,

where C1 and C2 are two positive constants. By Gronwall’s lemma we conclude that

⟨Wε
i (t), J

κε
i ⟩ ≲ exp(C3) (C1κε + C2ε+ ⟨Wε

i (0), J
κε
i ⟩) .(111)
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Using assumption (50) the previous term goes to zero when ε goes to zero which proves that

lim sup
ε→0

⟨Wε
i (t), J

κε
i ⟩ = lim sup

ε→0

ε

2

∫
|k|<κε

Eµε

[∣∣∣ψ̂ε
i

(
tε−1, k

)∣∣∣2] dk = 0 .

This ends the proof of Lemma 5.2.

A.5. Proof of the uniqueness in the Boltzmann equation. In this section, we want to
prove Lemma 4.1. Let µ be a Borel measure valued solution of Eq. (29). Then, for any
J := (J1, J2) ∈ S × S we have that

2∑
i=1

∫
R×T

E [J(u, k) dµi(t, u, k)] =

2∑
i=1

∫
R×T

E
[
JĨB(t)

(
Z̃u,B(t), K̃B(t)

)
dµi(0, u, k)

]
where

(
Z̃u,B(·), ĨB(·), K̃B(·)

)
is the dual process of (Zu,B(·), IB(·),KB(·)) starting from

(u, k, i). Hence, the infinitesimal generator of the dual process is defined by L+vB∂u where

LB is defined in Eq. (35). Since the Markov process
(
Z̃u,B(·), ĨB(·), K̃B(·)

)
is unique, we

conclude the proof.

Appendix B. Proof of Proposition 5.4 and Proposition 5.5

In this section, we prove Proposition 5.4 and Proposition 5.5.

B.1. Proof of Proposition 5.4. We recall that B > 0 and that xB,± is defined in Eq. (55).
Observe that sign(xB,±(r)) = sign(r), moreover Eq. (55) has exactly two solutions with
opposite sign. This proves that xB,±(−r) = −xB,±(r) and ends the proof of item i).

We prove item ii), since the proof are similar we only give the details for xB,+. Using
Eq. (55) we get that for any r ̸= 0

|xB,+(r)| <
√

π

2γ
|r|− 1

2 .

Hence for each r ̸= 0, (xB,+(r))B>0 is a bounded sequence and therefore admits an accu-
mulation point. Observing that there is only one accumulation point we conclude that the
whole sequence converges and

lim
B→0

xB,+(r) = sign(r)

√
π

2γ
|r|− 1

2 = x0(r) .

To prove the convergence of the sequence (x′B,+)B>0 we derive Eq. (55) with respect to r

and we send B to zero. This concludes the proof of item ii).

We prove item iii). We can write Eq. (55) in the following way

(112)

√4x2B,±(r)

B2
+ 1± 1

xB,±(r) =
π

Bγr
.

Using Eq. (112) we observe that the sequence
(
B−1xB,±(r)

)
B>0

converges to zero when B

goes to infinity. Hence by performing a Taylor expansion in Eq. (112) we obtain the first
part of item iii). To conclude the proof we derive Eq. (112) with respect to r and send B to
infinity.

B.2. Proof of Proposition 5.5. Let r ̸= 0 we have

gB,±(r) = −
x′B,±(r)

4π

1

2
± B

4
√
x2B,±(r) +

B2

4

x2B,±(r) 1r>0

−
x′B,±(r)

4π

1

2
± B

4
√
x2B,±(r) +

B2

4

x2B,±(r) 1r<0 .(113)
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By Proposition 5.4, xB,± is an odd function, hence its derivative is an even function and this
proves item i).
Since the arguments are similar, to prove item ii) it is sufficient to show that

(114)

∫ ∞

1

g′B,±(r) dr <∞ and

∫ 1

0

r2g′B,±(r) dr <∞ .

Let A > 1, then ∫ A

1

g′B,±(r) dr ≲ 3−1(x3B,±(1)− x3B,±(A)) .

By Eq. (55) we deduce that (xB,±(A))A>1 goes to zero when A goes to infinity. The monotone
convergence theorem ends the proof. Let ε < 1, we have∫ 1

ε

r2h′B,±(r) dr ≲ 3−1(x3B,±(1)− ε2x3B,±(ε)) +
2

3

∫ 1

ε

rx3B,±(r) dr .

By Eq. (55) and using that xB,±(r) > 0 for r > 0 we get∫ 1

ε

rx3B,±(r) dr =

∫ 1

ε

πx2B,±(r) dr

γ
(
2
√
x2B,±(r) +

B2

4 ±B
) .(115)

By sending r to zero in Eq. (55) we obtain that for any B and r in9 V(0)

xB,±(r) ∼ |r|− 1
2C(B) ,

where C(B) is a constant which depends on B. Hence we deduce that

lim
ε→0

x3B,±(ε)ε
2 = 0 and lim

ε→0

∫ 1

ε

rx3B,±(r) dr <∞ .

This ends the proof of item ii). Using item ii) (resp. item iii)), of Proposition 5.4 and sending
B to zero (resp. to infinity) in Eq. (113) we get item iii) (resp. item iv)) of Proposition 5.5
and conclude the proof.

Appendix C. Proof of Proposition 5.6 and Proposition 6.2

We recall that B > 0. In this section, first we prove Proposition 5.6 which gives us the
tails of the function ΨBN

under the measure πBN
. Then we prove Proposition 6.2 which

allows us to prove Theorem 5.7.

C.1. Proof of Proposition 5.6. We recall that ΨBN
is defined by Eq. (54). Since for any

i, ΨBN
(·, i) is an odd function and that the density of πBN

with respect to the Lebesgue
measure on T is even we have for any r ̸= 0

πBN
({(k, i), ΨBN

(k, i) > Nr}) = πBN
({(k, i), ΨBN

(k, i) < −Nr}) .

Hence, we only prove the result for r > 0. We make the change of variables x = sin(πk)Nδ

for k in T and we get for r > 0

πBN
({(k, i), ΨBN

(k, i) > Nr})

=
N−3δ

4π

∫ Nδ

0

1AN,B,+(r)(x)

1

2
+

B

4
√
x2 + B2

4

 x2√
1− x2N−2δ

dx

+
N−3δ

4π

∫ Nδ

0

1AN,B,−(r)(x)

1

2
− B

4
√
x2 + B2

4

 x2√
1− x2N−2δ

dx

=: INB,+(r) + INB,−(r) ,

9Here, V(0) denotes a neighborhood of 0.

HTTPS://GAETANCANE.CH/


SUPERDIFFUSION TRANSITION 33

where

AN,B,±(r) =

x
∣∣∣∣∣
(
2
√
x2 + B2

4 ±B

)
x

√
1− x2N−2δ

<
πN2δ−1

γr

 .

Let r ̸= 0, we define xN,B,±(r) the solutions on
[
−Nδ, Nδ

]
of the following equations(

2
√
x2N,B,±(r) +

B2

4 +B
)
xN,B,±(r)√

1− x2N,B,±(r)N
−2δ

=
πN2δ−1

γr
.(116)

Observe that sign(xN,B,±(r)) = sign(r). To complete the proof of Proposition 5.6 we need
the following lemma which is proved at the end of this section.

Lemma C.1. Let r ̸= 0, we have the following results

i) If δ > 1
2 then

lim
N→∞

N
1
2−δxN,B,±(r) =

√
π(2γ)−

1
2 sign(r)|r|−

1
2 .(117)

ii) If δ = 1
2 then

lim
N→∞

xN,B,±(r) = xB,±(r) ,(118)

where xB,± is defined in Eq. (55).
iii) If δ < 1

2 then

lim
N→∞

N1−2δxN,B,+(r) = π(rγ)−1B.(119)

lim
N→∞

N
1−2δ

3 xN,B,−(r) = (π)
1
3 (2γ)−

1
3 sign(r)|r|−

1
3B

1
3 .(120)

From Lemma C.1 we deduce that for any r ̸= 0

INB,±(r) =
N−3δ

4π

∫ xN,B,±(r)

0

1

2
± B

4
√
x2 + B2

4

 x2√
1− x2N−2δ

dx 1r>0(r) .

For δ > 1
2 , we make the change of variables y = xN

1
2−δ in INB,± and by the dominated

convergence theorem we get that

lim
N→∞

N
3
2 INB,±(r) =

√
πr−

3
2

2
9
2 3γ

3
2

.

From this we deduce that for r > 0

(121) lim
N→∞

N
3
2πBN

({(k, i)| ΨBN
(k, i) > Nr}) = κ1r

− 3
2 γ−

3
2 ,

with

(122) κ1 =

√
π

2
7
2 3

.

• Let δ = 1
2 , by using the dominated convergence theorem we get

lim
N→∞

N3δINB,±(r) =
1

4π

∫ xB,1(r)

0

1

2
± B

4
√
x2 + B2

4

x2 dx = hB,±(r) ,

where hB,± is defined in Eq. (56).

• Let δ < 1
2 , then we make the change of variables y = xN

1−2δ
3 in INB,−(r) and the change

of variables y = xN1−2δ in INB,+(r) and by the dominated convergence theorem we get that

lim
N→∞

N1−δINB,+ = 3−1π3(rγ)−3B3 and lim
N→∞

N
5−δ
2 INB,− = κ2γ

− 5
3B− 1

3 |r|− 5
3 ,
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with

(123) κ2 =
π

2
3

2
11
3 3
.

From this we deduce that

lim
N→∞

N
5−δ
2 πBN

{(k, i)| ΨBN
(k, i) > Nr} = κ2γ

− 5
3B− 1

3 |r|− 5
3 .

This ends the proof of Proposition 5.6.

Proof of Lemma C.1. Since the proofs are similar we will only prove the results for r > 0
and (xN,B,−(r))N∈N.

When 2δ − 1 > 0 , N2δ−1 goes to infinity when N goes to infinity, hence by Eq. (116)
(xN,B,−(r))N∈N is not bounded. Since r > 0, (xN,B,−(r))N∈N is positive we deduce that
(xN,B,−(r))N∈N goes to infinity when N goes to infinity. By a Taylor expansion in N in
Eq. (116) we get Eq. (118).

When 2δ − 1 ≤ 0, N2δ−1 is bounded, then we deduce that the sequence (xN,B,−(r))N∈N
is bounded and has an accumulation point denoted by lB(r). By sending N to infinity in
Eq. (116) we get that for 2δ− 1 < 0 (resp. 2δ = 1), lB(r) = 0 (resp. lB(r) = xB,±(r) defined
in Eq. (55)). By a Taylor expansion in Eq. (116) we obtain Eq. (118) and Eq. (120). This
ends the proof of Lemma C.1. □

C.2. Proof of Proposition 6.2. To prove Proposition 6.2 we need the following result
which is adapted from [17, Theorem 4.1] and [21, Lemma 4.2].

Proposition C.2. Let (Zn
N )(N,n)∈N2 an array of random variables and its natural array of

filtration (Gn
N )(N,n)∈N2 . Let β in (1, 2) and ν a Lévy measure on R∗. We define a sequence

of stochastic processes (MN (·))N∈N by

∀t ≥ 0, ∀N ∈ N, MN (t) =

⌊Nβt⌋∑
n=1

ZN
n .(124)

Let g in C∞
c (R∗) and r ̸= 0 we assume that

∀N ≥ 1, ∀n ≥ 1, E

[
Zn
N

∣∣∣∣∣Gn−1
N

]
= 0 ,(125)

∀r > 0, lim
N→∞

NβP
[
Z1
N > Nr

]
= ν(r,+∞) ,(126)

∀r < 0, lim
N→∞

NβP
[
Z1
N < Nr

]
= ν(−∞, r) ,(127)

lim
N→∞

E

∣∣∣∣∣∣
⌈Nβt⌉∑
n=1

E

[
g

(
Zn
N

N

) ∣∣∣∣∣Gn−1
N

]
− t

∫
R
g(r) dν(r)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
 = 0 ,(128)

lim
N→∞

NE

[
E

(
g

(
Z1
N

N

) ∣∣∣∣∣G0
N

)]2
= 0 .(129)

Then the finite-dimensional distributions of
(
N−1MN (·)

)
N∈N converge weakly to Z(·) in

D ([0, T ],R) where Z(·) is a Lévy process with Lévy measure ν.

Proof. We refer the reader to [23, Appendix A] for the proof of Proposition C.2. □

We recall that πBN
is the stationary measure of the chain

(
Kn

BN
, InBN

)
n∈N . Let βδ defined

in Eq. (60). We recall that for any u in R and positive time t in [0, T ]

Y N
uN

(t) = u−N−1

⌊Nβδ t⌋∑
n=0

ΨBN

(
Xn

BN

) τNn
2π

.

We introduce the array (Zn
N )(N,n)∈N2 :=

(
ΨBN

(
Xn

BN

)
τnN
)
(N,n)∈N2 and its natural array

of filtration (Gn
N )(N,n)∈N2 . To prove Proposition 6.2 it is sufficient to show that the array
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(Zn
N )(N,n)∈N2 satisfies the assumption of Proposition C.2.

Since ΨBN
is a centered function, Eq. (125) is satisfied. By Proposition 5.6, Eq. (126) and

Eq. (127) are satisfied. It remains to prove Eq. (128) and Eq. (129).

Proof of Eq. (128). Let g in C∞
c (R∗), we want to prove that

lim
N→∞

EπBN

∣∣∣∣∣∣
⌊Nβδ t⌋∑
n=1

EπBN

[
g

(
Zn
N

N

) ∣∣∣∣∣Gn−1
N

]
− t

∫
R
g(r) dνδ(r)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
 = 0 ,(130)

where νδ is the Lévy measure defined in Eq. (60). We have

EπBN

⌊Nβδ t⌋∑
n=1

EπBN

[
g

(
Zn
N

N

) ∣∣∣∣∣Gn−1
N

]
= Nβδ

∫ +∞

0

e−udu

∫
T×{1,2}

g

(
ΨBN

(k, i)u

2πN

)
dπBN

(k, i)

= Nβδ

∫ +∞

0

e−udu

∫
T×{1,2}

∫ ∞

0

(2πN)
−1
g′
( r

2πN

)
1[0,ΨBN

(k,i)u](r) dπBN
(k, i) dr

= Nβδ

∫ +∞

0

e−udu

∫ ∞

0

g′(r) πBN

(
ΨBN

≥ 2πNr

u

)
dr .

Using the tails condition (item i) of Proposition 5.6) we get that

lim
N→∞

Nβδ

∫ +∞

0

e−udu

∫ ∞

0

g′(r) πBN

(
ΨBN

≥ 2πNr

u

)
dr =

∫
R
g(r) dνδ(r) .

This proves Eq. (128). From this result we deduce that Eq. (129) is satisfied and the proof
of Proposition 6.2 is complete. □

Appendix D. Proof of Lemma 6.3

We recall that πBN
is the stationary measure of the chain

(
Kn

BN
, InBN

)
n∈N . To prove

Lemma 6.3 we need the following result.

Lemma D.1. Let u > 0 then

(131) ∀σ > 0, lim
N→∞

PπBN

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 1

⌊Nβδu⌋

⌊Nβδu⌋∑
n=0

λBN

(
Xn

BN

)
τnN − u

2

∣∣∣∣∣∣ > σ

 = 0 .

Proof of Lemma D.1. In order to prove the convergence in probability we prove the conver-
gence in L1. Let N be fixed, we define the sequence of function

(
λεBN

)
ε>0

where for any k

in T and i in {1, 2} we have

λε
BN

(k, i) = λBN (k, i)1
[− 1

2
+ε]∪[ε,

1
2
−ε]

and λ
ε
BN

=

∫
T×{1,2}

λε
BN

(k, i) dπBN (k, i) .

Observe that for any ε, λεBN
is in L2(πBN

). Using the stationnarity of the Markov chain(
Xn

BN

)
n∈N and the definition of πBN

given by Eq. (41) we have

1

⌊Nβδu⌋

∥∥∥∥∥∥
⌊Nβδu⌋∑
n=0

∣∣λBN

(
Xn

BN

)
τnN − λεBN

(
Xn

BN

)
τnN
∣∣∥∥∥∥∥∥

L1

≤ C(ε) ,

1

⌊Nβδu⌋

∥∥∥∥∥∥
⌊Nβδu⌋∑
n=0

∣∣∣λ̄εBN
− u

2

∣∣∣
∥∥∥∥∥∥
L1

≤ C(ε) ,
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where |C(ε)| ≲ ε.
By the triangle inequality, to end the proof it is sufficient to prove that for any ε we have

lim
N→∞

1

⌊Nβδu⌋

∥∥∥∥∥∥
⌊Nβδu⌋∑
n=0

λεBN

(
Xn

BN

)
τnN − λ̄εBN

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L1

= 0 .

Using Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and that for any N the random variables
(
Xn

BN
, τnN

)
are

independent and centered we get

1

⌊Nβδu⌋

∥∥∥∥∥∥
⌊Nβδu⌋∑
n=0

λεBN

(
Xn

BN

)
τNn − λ̄εBN

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L1

≤ K(ε)√
Nβδ

,

where K(ε) ≲ ε. Finally we get that

lim sup
N→∞

1

⌊Nβδu⌋

∥∥∥∥∥∥
⌊Nβδu⌋∑
n=0

λBN

(
Xn

BN

)
τnN − λ̄εBN

∥∥∥∥∥∥
L1

≤ C(ε) .

By sending ε to zero we end the proof of Lemma D.1. □

From this result we can prove Lemma 6.3.

Proof of Lemma 6.3. Let t0 > 0, T ≥ t0 and ε > 0.

PπBN

[
sup

t∈[t0,T ]

|SN (t)− S(t)| > ε

]
≤ PπBN

[
∃t ∈ [t0, T ], SN (t) ≤ S(t)− ε

2

]
+ PπBN

[
∃t ∈ [t0, T ], SN (t) ≥ S(t) + ε

2

]
Let m in N, since S is a continuous function there exists a subdivision (ti)i∈{0,··· ,m} such
that t0 < t1 < · · · < tm = T with

∀i ∈ {0, · · · ,m}, S(ti+1)− S(ti) ≤
ε

10
.

Using the fact that S and SN are increasing functions we get

PπBN

[
∃t ∈ [t0, T ], SN (t) ≤ S(t)− ε

2

]
≤

m−1∑
i=0

PπBN

[
∃t ∈ [ti, ti+1], SN (t) ≤ S(t)− ε

2

]
≤

m−1∑
i=0

PπBN

[
SN (ti) ≤ S(ti+1)−

ε

2

]
≤

m−1∑
i=0

PπBN

[
SN (ti) ≤ S(ti)−

2ε

5

]
.

Using the same techniques we get

PπBN

[
∃t ∈ [t0, T ], SN (t) ≥ S(t) + ε

2

]
≤

m−1∑
i=0

PπBN

[
SN (ti+1)− S(ti+1) ≥ 2ε

5

]
.

Hence we proved that

PπBN

[
sup

t∈[t0,T ]

|SN (t)− S(t)| > ε

]
≤ 2m sup

i=0,··· ,m
PπBN

[
|SN (ti)− S(ti)| ≥ 2ε

5

]
.

To conclude the proof it is sufficient to prove that

∀t ∈ [t0, T ], ∀δ > 0, lim
N→∞

PπBN
[|SN (t)− S(t)| > δ] = 0 .

This result follows from Lemma D.1, indeed let δ > 0 then

PπBN
[|SN (t)− S(t)| > δ] ≤ PπBN

[SN (t) < S(t) + δ]

+ PπBN
[SN (t) > S(t) + δ]
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≤ PπBN

 1

⌊Nβδu⌋

⌊Nβδ [S(t)+δ]⌋∑
n=0

λBN

(
Xn

BN

)
τnN > t


+ PπBN

 1

⌊Nβδu⌋

⌊Nβδ [S(t)−δ]⌋∑
n=0

λBN

(
Xn

BN

)
τnN ≤ t

 .

Using the dominated convergence theorem and Lemma D.1, we conclude the proof. □
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