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Abstract

In this work we introduce and study fractional measure theoretic elliptic operators on

the torus and a new stochastic process named W-Brownian motion. We establish some

regularity and spectral results related to the operators cited above, more precisely, we

were able to provide sharp bounds for the growth rate of eigenvalues to an associated

eigenvalue problem. Moreover, we show how the Cameron-Martin space associated to

the W-Brownian motion relates to Sobolev spaces connected with the elliptic operators

mentioned above. Finally applications of the theory developed on stochastic partial

differential equations are given.

Keywords: Fractional Sobolev Spaces; Brownian Motion; Elliptic Operators.
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Resumo

Neste trabalho apresentamos e estudamos os operadores elípticos unilaterais fracionários

no sentido teorético da medida sobre o toro e um novo processo estocástico denominado

movimento W-Browniano. Estabelecemos alguns resultados de regularidade e espec-

trais relacionados aos operadores citados acima, mais precisamente, fomos capazes de

fornecer limites nítidos para a taxa de crescimento de autovalores para um problema

de autovalor associado. Além disso, mostramos como o espaço de Cameron-Martin

associado ao movimento W-Browniano se relaciona com espaços Sobolev naturalmente

associado aos operadores elípticos mencionados anteriormente. Finalmente, fornecemos

algumas aplicações da teoria deselvolvida em equações diferenciais parciais estocásticas.

Keywords: Espaços de Sobolev Fracionários; Movimento Browniano; Operadores Elíp-

ticos.
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2.8.1 The operator LsW,V and the ḢL,W,V spaces . . . . . . . . . . . . 70

2.8.2 H∞W,V (Td) is a nuclear space . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 72

2.8.3 Second-order elliptic stochastic partial differential equations . . 73

viii



3 Final Discussion 79

Bibliography 81

ix



Introduction

A class of second order differential operators d
dV

d
dx

introduced by W. Feller in [14]

gave rise to research in many different mathematical fields, for instance in the field

of stochastic differential equations, real analysis, fractal geometry, etc. We can cite

[16, 15, 12] and [29] to name a few. On the other hand, [25], along with some other

works from the same authors, have focused their attention in an interesting way to

define a consistent local definition of the derivative in the sense of Stieltjes in such a

way that some useful results in analysis can be re-obtained as a consequence of local

definition of such Stieltjes derivatives. On another direction, Franco and Landim [15]

studied the formal adjoint of Feller’s original operator, which is given by d
dx

d
dW

, that is,

in a way (since [16] requires the measure induced by W to be nonatomic, whereas in

[15] there is no such a restriction), a particular case of the operator d
dV

d
dW

introduced

by Uta in [16]. However, unlike Uta [16], Franco and Landim [15] started with a local

operator that was defined in a manner that it depends on a type of Stieltjes derivative of

càdlàg functions. The link between the operators in [16] and [15] is very interesting and

some intriguing questions emerge from the different approaches adopted to the study

these second-order operators.

On the second chapter of this thesis we provide a general operator that can con-

nect, in some sense, all of the operators above. We begin by considering the approach

of [15] to generalize the formal operator d
dV

d
dW

. This operator, which comes from a local

definition, agrees with the “global” operator introduced in [16] in the case the measures

induced by V and W are atomless. Note that we do not require such a restriction.

Further, we work with a generalization of the one-sided derivatives, which can be un-

derstood as a one-sided derivative in the Stieltjes sense. More precisely, we fix two

increasing functions W,V : R → R where W is a càdlàd (a right-continuous function

with left limits) function and V is a càglàd (a left-continuous function with right limits)
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function that satisfy some periodic conditions to properly define finite Borel measures

dW and dV on T = R/Z. With the assumptions on V and W in mind, we say that

f : T → R is W -left differentiable or V -right differentiable, respectively, according to

the existence of the limits

D−Wf(x) := lim
h→0−

f(x+ h)− f(x)

W (x+ h)−W (x)

or

D+
V f(x) := lim

h→0+

f(x+ h)− f(x)

V (x+ h)− V (x)

for all x ∈ T. By using these notions of generalized one-sided derivatives, we introduce

the domain DW,V of the new symmetric and non-positive second order operator

D+
V (D−W ) : DW,V ⊂ L2

V (T)→ L2
V (T).

At this point is very important pay attention on the subscript “W,V”, whenever we

change the order of the functions, it means that we are considering the “dual” scenario,

in which we reverse the operations between V and W . Furthermore, the operator

D+
V (D−W ) satisfies all the required hypothesis to ensure the existence of the Friedrichs

extension. Let, then, (I −∆W,V ) : DW,V ⊂ L2
V (T)→ L2

V (T) be the Friedrichs extension

of the operator I−D+
VD

−
W , and let the associated energetic space be given by HW,V (T).

Moreover, define the formal second order operator

∆W,V := I − (I −∆W,V ) : DW,V ⊂ L2
V (T)→ L2

V (T)

that can be understood as the model for the measure theoretic Laplacian d
dV

d
dW

intro-

duced on the torus. One notable result we were able to obtain is refers to the regularity

of the eigenvectors of the problem−∆W,V φ = λφ, λ ∈ R \ {0};

u ∈ DW,V (T).

We proved that each solution φ of the above problem belongs to the space C∞W,V (T), that

is the space of càdlàg functions f : T → R such that D−Wf exists and is a zero-mean

càglàd function, D+
V (D−Wf) exists and is zero-mean càdlàg function, D−W [D+

V (D−Wf)]

exists and is a zero-mean càglàd function, and so on. The space C∞W,V (T) will work as

a new space of test functions to define the notion of W -left weak derivative that will

2



allow us to characterize the space HW.V (T) as a W -V -Sobolev space. Furthermore, we

can characterize the space HW,V (T) in terms of the Fourier coefficients of the functions.

More precisely, we prove that

HW,V (T) =

{
f ∈ L2

V (T); f = α0 +
∞∑
i=1

αiνi;
∞∑
i=1

λiα
2
i <∞

}
,

where {λi}i≥1 are the eigenvalues of the operator −∆W,V which exist due to the compact

immersion of HW,V (T) into L2
V (T), which we proved in Theorem 1.2.5. After some

applications on partial differential equations, we introduce, on the subsection 2.7 a new

generalization of the Brownian motion, and called W -Brownian motion, denoted by

BW , which possess the following properties:

1. The finite-dimensional distributions of BW are Gaussian;

2. The sample paths of BW are càdlàg and may have jumps.

Satisfy both conditions at the same time are uncommon features in the literature in the

range of generalizations of the Brownian motion. Moreover, we establish a very deep and

intimate connection between the W -Brownian motion when we obtain the Cameron-

Martin space of BW as the space HW,V,D(T) = {f ∈ HW,V (T) : f(0) = 0}. This shows

that the Cameron-Martin space of BW is, actually, our W -V -Sobolev space with a

Dirichlet condition. This, in turn, shows that the W -Brownian motion can be obtained

as the process whose distribution in L2
V (T) is the unique Gaussian measure associated to

the Cameron-Martin space HW,V,D(T). Finally, some applications to stochastic partial

differential equations are presented.

In Chapter 3, we provide sufficient conditions for a functions on C∞W,V (T) to be

represented as an analogue of MacLaurin series expansion. This representation can be

seen as the W -V -version of analytical functions. Thus, we provide sufficient conditions

for a function to be analytical in some sense. More precisely, if we define F1(x) = W (x)

and recursively define

Fn(x, s) =


∫
[0,s)

[Fn−1(x, x)− Fn−1(x, ξ)] dV (ξ), n even;∫
(0,s]

[Fn−1(x, x)− Fn−1(x, ξ)] dW (ξ), n odd,

then the sequence {Fk(x, x)}k≥1 plays the role of the polynomial terms
xn

n!
in the classical

MacLaurin expansion for W (x) = V (x) = x. We provide suitable assumptions on the
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decay of the sequence given by the one-sided derivatives of f at 0 denoted by Dn
W,V f(0),

under which, we can obtain the uniform convergence of
∑k

k=1D
(n)
W,V f(0)Fn(x, x) on T.

We also found the compatibility conditions to ensure that the series will be well de-

fined on T. Moreover, all these results allowed us to determine a representation of

the eigenvectors νi of −∆W,V in terms of the measure theoretic trigonometric functions

SW,V (α, x), CW,V (α, x), SV,W (α, x) and CV,W (α, x) that are generalizations of the clas-

sical trigonometric functions cos(αx) and sin(αx). In this chapter we also introduce

the fractional order W -V -Sobolev spaces, which as defined in terms of their Fourier

coefficients:

D(I −∆W,V )s/2 := Hs
W,V (T) =

{
f ∈ L2

V (T); f = α0 +
∞∑
i=1

αiνi;
∞∑
i=1

λsiα
2
i <∞

}
,

for s ∈ R. By using measure trigonometrical characterization of the eigenvectors of

−∆W,V we were able to prove, by using the theory of entire functions, the existence of

ρ ∈ (0, 1/2] such that
∞∑
i=1

1

λsi

forall s > ρ, or equivalently, that the operator (I−∆W,V )s/2 is trace class for s > ρ. We

then provide a generalization of the results for dimensions d. That is, we introduced the

generalized Laplacian on the d-dimensional torus Td by taking tensor products of the

eigenvectors of ∆W,V . We, then, provide d-dimensional counterparts to several results

obtained for dimensions 1. The most remarkable being that for s > d/2 the operator

(I −∆W,V )s/2 is trace class, recovering the same lower bound for the Laplacian on Td.

Finally, Chapter 3 ends with some applications on second order stochastic differential

equations.

The thesis is concluded with a final discussion on some interesting open problems

related to this theory.
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Chapter 1

One-sided measure theoretic Laplacian
and applications

Recently some works have studied classes of generalized differential operators

based on the concept of derivative DW := d
dW

with respect to an increasing func-

tion W : R → R which is right-continuous (or left-continuous). See, for instance,

[11, 25, 29, 1, 16] and [15].

Note that the second-order differencial operator d
dx

(
d
dW

)
introduced in [11] have

one of its derivatives with respect to W which may have jumps, and surprisingly these

jumps ofW can be dense in R. This last observations ensures that regular functions with

respect to such derivatives will, most likely, have discontinuity points. Typically, we will

look for functions that are right-continuous and have left limits. On the other hand, it is

noteworthy that the differential operator d
dW

(
d
dx

)
f introduced by Feller in his seminal

paper [14] requires an initial space contained on the space of continuous functions, this

is due to the requirement of the existence of the first derivative in the strong sense (and

being derivatives from both sides, not only lateral derivatives). One should note that

all the aforementioned operators generalize the usual laplacian operator d
dx

(
d
dx

)
, which

is the case when W (x) = x.

In [29, 30] they introduced theW -Sobolev spaces and obtained some elliptic regu-

larity. They showed that the generalized derivative can be seen in the Sobolev perspec-

tive. However, as will also be discussed in Section 1.3, the usage of two-sided derivatives,

meaning that the standard limit is taken in the definition of the derivative, instead of

lateral limits, had a serious impact on the regularity study of such operators. Indeed,

the space of regular functions on the W -Sobolev spaces, that arise from eigenvectors

5



of the operators, which should be considered smooth, cannot be evaluated pointwisely.

This shows a need for an adaptation of this theory, in such a way that we create a

new type of W -Sobolev space (which here will be more general, and we will call W -

V -Sobolev spaces), with a nice regularity theory that allows for pointwise evaluations,

but also agrees with the W -Sobolev spaces in [29] and also with the standard Sobolev

spaces, see Remark 1.2.4.

The first goal of this paper is to consider a general one-sided second order dif-

ferential operator in such a way that it generalizes at the same time both differential

operators we mentioned above, namely d
dW

(
d
dx

)
and d

dx

(
d
dW

)
. Indeed, we explain on Re-

mark 1.1.5 how we can re-obtain these differential operator by just imposing regularity

conditions on the range of those operators. On the second moment, given the general-

ized Laplacian ∆W,V , introduced in Definition 1.2.8, we will introduce the natural space

C∞W,V (T) where all eigenfunctions of the problem−∆W,V φ = λφ, λ ∈ R \ {0};

u ∈ DW,V (T),

(1.1)

belong, and following the ideas of [29] we introduce and new (W,V )-Sobolev space

HW,V (T) and characterize this last space from other different perspectives. The in-

sight to consider the space C∞W,V (T) is due to the regularity problem associated to the

eigenvectors determined by the operator LW studied in [15] which we expected that

each of them (almost surely) inherit the "interacted" regularity of the initial space DW .

We then apply the theory developed to analyze some existence results related to the

one-sided second order elliptic equations.

Finally, to conclude the paper, we introduce the W -Brownian motion, which at

first do not appear to be connected to these W -V -Sobolev spaces. However, the con-

nection between the W -Brownian motion and the W -V -Sobolev spaces is very deep.

Indeed, we show that theW -V -Sobolev space is the Cameron-Martin space of the distri-

bution of theW -Brownian motion. As it is well-known, the Cameron-Martin space, in a

sense, uniquely determines the Gaussian measure. So, the Gaussian measure associated

to the W -V -Sobolev space is the law of the W -Brownian motion.

6



1.1 The one-sided differential operator

In this section we begin by introducing our differential operator in the strong sense,

acting locally on functions. Then, we use it to define a strong second-order differential

operator that extends the second derivative. After that, we show that we can extend this

second-order differential operator to a self-adjoint operator which extends the Laplacian.

This operator turns out to have a compact resolvent.

Let us introduce some notation. First, we say that a function is càdlàg (from

french, “continue à droite, limite à gauche”) if the function is right-continuous and has

limits from the left. Similarly, we say that a function is càglàd, if the function is

left-continuous and has limits from the right.

Let W,V : R → R be increasing functions that are, respectively, càdlàg and

càglàd. Further, we assume that they are periodic in the sense that

∀x ∈ R,

W (x+ 1)−W (x) = W (1)−W (0);

V (x+ 1)− V (x) = V (1)− V (0),

(1.2)

Without loss of generality we will assume that both W and V are continuous at zero,

that is, W (0) = 0 and V (0) = 0. Indeed, since they are increasing, they can only have

countably many discontinuities points, so if they are not continuous at zero, we can

simply choose another point in which both of them are continuous and translate the

functions to make them continuous at zero. Note that W and V , thus, induce finite

measures on T = R/Z. We will now provide definitions of the one-sided differential

operators. We begin by provinding their definitions in a strong sense, meaning that we

see them as pointwise lateral limits, thus they act locally on functions.

Note that in the above definition we allow the measures induced by W and V to

have atoms. This is a weaker assumption than some of the common assumptions found

in literature, e.g., [16], [1], among others.

We will denote the L2 space with the measure induced by V by L2
V (T) and its

norm (resp. inner product) by ‖ · ‖V (resp. 〈·, ·〉V ). Similarly, we will denote the L2

space with the measure induced by W by L2
W (T) and its norm (resp. inner product)

by ‖ · ‖W (resp. 〈·, ·〉W ).

7



Definition 1.1.1. We say that a function f : T→ R is W -left differentiable if

D−Wf(x) := lim
h→0−

f(x+ h)− f(x)

W (x+ h)−W (x)

exists for all x ∈ T. Similarly, we say that a function g : T→ R is V -right differentiable
if the limit

D+
V g(x) := lim

h→0+

g(x+ h)− g(x)

V (x+ h)− V (x)

exists for all x ∈ T.

The above definition of generalized lateral derivatives, besides having its natual

appeal as a straightforward generalization of Newton’s quotient, is also naturally ob-

tained as the derivative operator when differentiating point processes with respect to a

Borel measure. See, for instance, [17]. It is also noteworthy that this definition is very

general and will allow a proper regularity study. For instance, [29, 30, 31, 15] considered

a similar operator when V (x) = x, and when the derivative is not a lateral one. The

drawback in their approach is that one cannot obtain a pointwise regularity theory.

For instance, the eigenvectors of the differential operators considered in [29, 30, 31, 15]

can only be viewed in the L2-sense, which was the reason the authors in [31] needed to

create an auxiliary space for test functions and also obtain several results exclusively

to deal with the lack of regularity. We will discuss more about that in Section 1.3.

A natural question is related to Definition 1.1.1 is if we have a suitable class of

functions that are differentiable in this sense. More specifically, we are interested in the

functions that are twice differentiable, meaning that they are differentiable with respect

to D−W , and that the resulting function is further differentiable with respect to D+
V . Let

us study such a class.

Definition 1.1.2. We will denote by DW,V (T) the set of càdlàg functions f such that:

• f is W -left differentiable.

• D−Wf is a càglàd function that is V -right differentiable.

• D+
V (D−Wf) is a càdlàg function.

Let us prove an auxiliary lemma that will help us characterization the functions

in DW,V (T).
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Lemma 1.1.3. If f : T → R is càglàd and D+
V f ≡ 0, then f ≡ C, where C is a

constant. Similarly, if g : T → R is càdlàg and D−Wg ≡ 0, then g ≡ C, where C is a
constant.

Proof. We will only prove the statement for f , since the other is entirely analogous. To
this end, let us assume, by contradiction, that f(a) 6= f(b), for some a, b, with a < b.
Let

ε :=
|f(b)− f(a)|

2 [V (b)− V (a)]
,

and c = inf {x;x ∈ (a, b], |f(x)− f(a)| ≥ ε [V (x)− V (a)]}. Since f if left continuous,
we have that c < b and |f(c) − f(a)| ≤ ε([V (c)− V (a)] . D+

V f ≡ 0 implies that
(D+

V f)(c) = 0. Therefore, there exists δ > 0 such that 0 < h < δ implies

|f(c+ h)− f(c)| ≤ ε [V (c+ h)− V (c)] .

This, in turn, implies that for every 0 < h < δ

|f(c+ h)− f(a)| ≤ |f(c+ h)− f(c)|+ |f(c)− f(a)| ≤ ε [V (c+ h)− V (a)] .

This contradicts the choice of c.

We are now in a position to characterize the functions in the space DW,V (T).

Lemma 1.1.4. A function f : T → R belongs to DW,V (T) if, and only if, there exists
a càdlàg function g : T→ R such that

f(x) = f(0) +W (x)D−Wf(0) +

∫
(0,x]

∫
[0,y)

g(s)dV (s)dW (y), (1.3)

and

W (1)D−Wf(0) +

∫
(0,1]

∫
[0,y)

g(s)dV (s)dW (y) = 0,

∫
[0,1)

g(s)dV (s) = 0.

Proof. It follows directly from the Lemma 1.1.3

Remark 1.1.5. Let us consider the special case in which V (x) = x, and ran(D+
VD

−
W ) ⊆

{continuous functions}. In such a case, we have by (1.3) that

DWf(x) := lim
h→0

f(x+ h)− f(x)

W (x+ h)−W (x)

is well defined for all x in T, where DWf is continuous and differentiable, with DxDWf

continuous, i.e, the domain DW,V (T) is exactly the domain DW of DxDW introduced
in [15]. In the same way, we can work with the operator D−WD

+
V in the domain of

càglàd functions f : T→ R that are: (i) V -right differentiable; (ii) D+
V f is càdlàg and

W -left differentiable; and (iii) D−W (D+
V f) is càglàd. Therefore if V (x) is continuous

9



and ran(D−WD
+
V ) ⊆ {continuous functions}, then the domain of D−WD

+
V is exactly the

domain D(T) of the Feller Operator DWD
−
V . More precisely, if W (x) = W (x−) we

have
DWD

−
V f = DWD

+
V f.

For more details on the operator DWD
−
V , we refer the reader to [22].

Remark 1.1.6. In the rest of the paper we need to pay attention with the position of
W and V on the subindex. We will use the subscript W,V for every structure stritly
related to the operator D+

VD
−
W . Similarly, whenever we use the subscript V,W , we will

be referring to the, analogous, structure related to the operator D−WD
+
V . Notice that

by doing this, we will keep changing between càdlàg and càglàd functions. We ask the
viewer to be attentive to these details as they are subtle.

Theorem 1.1.7. The following statements are true

1. The set DW,V (T) is dense in L2
V (T)

2. The operator D+
VD

−
W : DW,V (T) ⊂ L2

V (T) → L2
V (T) is symmetric and non-

positive. More precisely,

〈D+
VD

−
Wf, g〉V = −

∫
T
D−Wf(s)D−Wg(s)dW (s).

3. (Poincaré-Friedrichs Inequality) Let f be a càdlàg function such that D−Wf exists
and D−Wf is a càglàg function. Then,

‖f‖2V ≤ W (1)V (1)‖D−Wf‖
2
W + V (1)f 2

T, (1.4)

where fA =
∫
A f(s)dV (s)∫
A 1dV (s)

.

Proof. Begin by noting that the space of continuous functions is dense in L2
V (T). There-

fore, it is enough to show that every continuous function f : T→ R can be aproximated,
in the uniform norm, by functions in DW,V (T). Since T is compact, given any ε > 0,
there exists n ∈ N such that |x − y| ≤ 1/n implies |f(x) − f(y)| ≤ ε. Now, let us
consider the function g : T→ R defined by

g(x) =
n−1∑
j=0

f
(
j+1
n

)
− f

(
j
n

)
W
(
j+1
n

)
−W

(
j
n

)1{(j/n,(j+1)/n]}(x),

where 1A stands for the indicator of the set A. Let G : T→ R be given by

G(x) = f(0) +

∫
(0,x]

g(y)dW (y).

Therefore, for j
n
< x ≤ j+1

n
, 0 ≤ j ≤ n− 1, we have that

G(x) = f

(
j

n

)
+

f
(
j+1
n

)
− f

(
j
n

)
W
(
j+1
n

)
−W

(
j
n

) (W (x)−W
(
j

n

))
.
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Hence, G(j/n) = f(j/n) and, for j
n
< x < j+1

n
, we have

|G(x)− f(x)| ≤ |G(x)− f(j/n)|+ |f(x)− f(j/n)|.

Now, observe that our choice of n implies that ‖G − f‖∞ ≤ 2ε. Note, also, that g is
càglàg, and ∫

T
g(s)dW (s) = 0.

Since g is a càglàd function, given ε > 0 there exists a partition of {0 = z0 < z1 < · · · <
zk = 1} of T such that |g(b) − g(a)| ≤ ε for zk−1 ≤ b and a < zk. Now, let us define a
cadlàg function p : T→ R given by

p(x) =
k∑
i=1

g(zi)− g(zi−1)

V (zi)− V (zi−1)
1{[zi−1,zi)}(x).

Note that p is càdlàd and
∫
T p(s)dV (s) = 0. Let us now use this p to define P : T→ R

by

P (x) = g(0) +

∫
[0,x)

p(s)dV (s).

By the choice of the partition above, we have that ‖P − g‖∞ ≤ 2ε. Finally, note that

h(x) = f(0) +

∫
(0,x]

dW (ξ)

(
b+ g(0) +

∫
[0,ξ)

p(η)dV (η)

)
,

belongs to DW,V , where b = −g(0) − (W (1))−1
∫
(0,1]

dW (ξ)
∫
[0,ξ)

p(η)dV (η). The con-
tinuity of f implies that g(0) → 0 as n → ∞. By using this last fact, we can find a
constant C > 0, that does not depend on n nor on k, such that

‖h−G‖∞ ≤ Cε.

Finally, the triangular inequality yields ‖h− f‖∞ ≤ (C + 2)ε. This proves (a).

To prove (b), suppose g is càdlag W -left differentiable function with D−Wg càglàd,
and that f is a càglàd V -right differentiable function with D+

V f càdlàg. For any ε > 0

choose a partition {a = z1 < z2 < · · · < zn+1 = b} of [a, b] ⊂ T such that
|g(s)− g(t)| ≤ ε, if zk ≤ s, t < zk+1;

|f(s)− f(t)| ≤ ε, if zk < s, t ≤ zk+1.

We, then, have

A1 =

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
[a,b)

g(s)D+
V f(s)dV −

n∑
k=1

g(zk)[f(zk+1)− f(zk)]

∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑
k=1

∫
[zk,zk+1)

D+
V f(s)[g(s)− g(zk)]dV (s)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε‖D+
V f‖∞[V (1)]. (1.5)

11



On the other hand

n∑
k=1

g(zk)[f(zk+1)− f(zk)] = [f(b)g(b)− f(a)g(a)]−
n+1∑
k=2

f(zk)[g(zk)− g(zk−1)]

and

A2 =

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
(a,b]

f(s)D−Wg(s)dW −
n+1∑
k=2

f(zk)[g(zk)− g(zk−1)]

∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣
n∑
k=1

∫
(zk−1,zk]

D−Wg(s)[f(s)− f(zk)]dW (s)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ ε‖D−Wg‖∞[W (1)]. (1.6)

Finally, (1.5) and (1.6) imply∣∣∣∣∫
[a,b)

g(s)D+
V f(s)dV (s) +

∫
(a,b]

f(s)D−Wg(s)dW (s)− [f(b)g(b)− f(a)g(a)]

∣∣∣∣ ≤ εC,

where C = {‖D+
V f‖∞[V (1)] + ‖D−Wg‖∞[W (1)]}. Since ε is arbitrary, we obtain∫

[a,b)

g(s)D+
V f(s)dV (s) = [f(b)g(b)− f(a)g(a)]−

∫
(a,b]

f(s)D−Wg(s)dW (s). (1.7)

Using (1.7), we can easily see that, for f, g ∈ DW,V (T), we have

〈D+
VD

−
Wf, g〉V =

∫
T
g(s)D+

VD
−
Wf(s)dV (s) = −

∫
T
D−Wf(s)D−Wg(s)dW (s). (1.8)

To prove (c) note that∫
T
f 2(ξ)dV (ξ)− V (1)f 2

T =
1

V (1)2

∫
T

(∫
T
[f(ξ)− f(η)]dV (η)

)2

dV (ξ).

On the right hand side we use that f(ξ)− f(η) =
∫
(η,ξ]

D−Wf(s)dW (s), and then apply
Hölder’s inequality to obtain (1.4).

The following consequence of Theorem 1.1.7 will be very useful through this work,

but first we need a definition.

Definition 1.1.8. Let L2
W,0(T) be the subspace of L2

W (T) consisting of functions with
mean zero:

L2
W,0(T) =

{
H ∈ L2

W (T);

∫
T
HdW = 0

}
.

Corollary 1.1.9. The set ofW -left-derivatives of functions in DW,V is dense in L2
W,0(T)

in the uniform topology. In particular,

{D−Wf ; f ∈ DW,V }
‖·‖

L2
W

(T) = L2
W,0(T).
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Proof. Fix a function f ∈ L2
W,0(T). By the version of Theorem 1 for DV,W (that is,

related to the V,W -structure, see Remark 1.1.6) there is a sequence pn ∈ DV,W such
that pn → f uniformly. Now, let

fn(x) :=

∫
(0,x]

pndW −
W (x)

W (1)

∫
T
pndW.

We have that fn ∈ DW,V and D−fn = pn − 1
W (1)

∫
T pndW. The triangular inequality

yields

‖D−Wfn − f‖∞ ≤
∣∣∣∣ 1

W (1)

∫
T
pndW

∣∣∣∣+ ‖pn − f‖∞.

Using the uniform convergence of pn and the last estimate, we have that D−Wfn → f

uniformly in T. This yields the desired convergence in L2
W (T).

Remark 1.1.10. Notice that the above Corollary is proved explicitly in a transparent
manner. The idea was to exploit the symmetric properties between the theory in (W,V )

and the theory in V,W .

1.2 W -V -Sobolev spaces

Definition 1.2.1. We define the first orderW -V -Sobolev space, denoted by HW,V (T), as
the energetic space (in the sense of Zeidler, [34, Section 5.3]) associated to the operator
(I −D+

VD
−
W ) : DW,V (T) ⊂ L2

V (T)→ L2
V (T). That is, we define the norm

‖f‖21,2 = 〈I −D+
VD

−
Wf, f〉V

in DW,V (T) and say that f ∈ L2
V (T) belongs to HW,V (T) if, and only if, the following

conditions hold:

1. There exists a sequence fn ∈ DW,V (T) such that fn → f in L2
V (T);

2. The sequence fn is Cauchy with respect to the energetic norm ‖ · ‖1,2.

A sequence (fn)n∈N in DW,V (T) satisfying 1 and 2 is called an admissible sequence.

Remark 1.2.2. Notice that, by condition 2 of Definition 1.2.1, the norm ‖ · ‖1,2 can be
uniquely extended to HW,V (T). Therefore, we endow HW,V (T) with this extended norm,
which we will also denote by ‖ · ‖1,2.

Theorem 1.2.3. A function f ∈ L2
V (T) belongs to HW,V (T) if, and only if, there is a

function F ∈ L2
W,0(T) and a finite constant c such that

f(x) = c+

∫
(0,x]

F (s)dW (s), (1.9)

V -a.e.
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Proof. Let f ∈ HW,V (T). By the definition of energetic space and the relation (1.8),
there exists an admissible sequence (fn)n∈N such that fn → f in L2

V (T) and
(
D−Wfn

)
n∈N

is Cauchy in L2
W (T) norm. Without loss of generality, we can suppose that D−Wfn → G

in L2
W (T). Define g(x) =

∫
(0,x]

G(ξ)dW (ξ) and note that g(1) = 0 and

g(y)− g(x) =

∫
(x,y]

GdW = lim
n→∞

∫
(x,y]

D−WfndW = lim
n→∞

[fn(y)− fn(x)].

Now, we need to prove that, for each fixed y ∈ T, we have∫
T
[fn(y)− fn(x)]dV (x)→

∫
T
[g(y)− g(x)]dV (x). (1.10)

Indeed, we have that fn(y)− fn(x)→ g(y)− g(x) for each fixed y, and by the Hölder’s
inequality

|fn(y)− fn(x)|2 ≤ W (1)

∫
T

(
D−Wfn

)2
dW,

with the term on the right-hand of the above inequality being bounded due to the fact
that

(
D−Wfn

)
n∈N is Cauchy. We can now use the dominated convergence theorem to

obtain (1.10). Note that the convergence fn → f in L2
V (T) implies that, V -a.e, we have

V (1)f(y) = lim
n→∞

fn(y) = lim
n→∞

[
V (1)fn(y)−

∫
T
fn(x)dV (x)

]
+ lim

n→∞

∫
T
fn(x)dV (x)

= V (1)g(y)−
∫
T
g(x)dV +

∫
T
fdV.

That is, for V -a.e. y, we have

f(y) = c+

∫
(0,y]

G(ξ)dW (ξ),

where c = V (1)−1
(∫

T fdV −
∫
T g(x)dV

)
. Conversely, if F ∈ L2

W,0 satisfies (1.9), we have
by Corollary 1.1.9 that

{
D−Wg; g ∈ D2

W,V (T)
}
is dense in the closed subspace L2

W,0(T).
Now, choose

(
D−Wgn

)
n∈N such that D−Wgn → F in L2

W (T), and let

fn(x) = c+

∫
(0,x]

D−WgndW.

It follows from the dominated convergence theorem that fn → f in L2
V (T) and fn ∈

DW,V (T) for all n ∈ N, that is, gn is admissible for f .

Remark 1.2.4. If we set V (x) = x in the above Lemma, our space agrees with the
energetic space considered in [15], that is, HW,x(T) = H1

2 (T), where H1
2 (T) is the space

introduced in [15]. It is noteworthy that even though we defined our space in terms
of one-sided derivatives, the resulting energetic space for that particular case in which
V (x) = x agrees with the space defined in [15], where "two-sided" derivatives were used.
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Note that the energetic space H1
2 (T) in [15] coincides with the W -Sobolev space in [29]

when the dimension is 1. This shows that our approach for the W -V -Sobolev space is
a natural one, as it generalized the standard W -Sobolev spaces, and in particular, our
W -V -Sobolev space also agree with the standard Sobolev space when V (x) = W (x) = x.

We will now prove a W,V -version of the well-known Rellich-Kondrachov’s theo-

rem. The proof is similar to the proof in [15, Lemma 3]. We will present the details

here for completeness.

Theorem 1.2.5. The embedding HW,V (T) ↪→ L2
V (T) is compact.

Proof. Let un(x) = cn +
∫
(0,x]

UndW be a bounded sequence in HW,V (T), where Un ∈
L2
V,0(T), n ∈ N. By the defnition of the energetic norm, we have that ‖un‖21,2 =

‖Un‖2W + ‖un‖V ≥ ‖Un‖2W . Therefore, Un is bounded in L2
W (T). We can then use

Cauchy-Swartz’s inequality to obtain that
∫
(0,x]

UndW is bounded in L2
V (T). Therefore

cn = un(x)−
∫
(0,x]

UndW

is a bounded, since the right-hand side of this expression is bounded in L2
V (T). Further,

since L2
W (T) is a separable Hilbert space and the sequence (Un)n is bounded in L2

W (T),
there is a subsequence (Unk

)k∈N such that

Unk
⇀ U

for some U ∈ L2
W (T). This shows that cnk

→ c for some c ∈ R. Moreover, for all x ∈ T,
we have 1(0,x] ∈ L2

W (T), and thus

lim
n→∞

unk
(x) = lim

n→∞

{
cn +

∫
(0,x]

UkdW

}
= c+

∫
(0,x]

UdW.

In addiction,
∫
T UdW = 0. Finally, |unk

(x)|2 ≤ 2c2nk
+ 2[W (1)]‖Unk

‖2W . Therefore,
we can use the dominated convergence theorem to conclude that unk

converges to c +∫
(0,x]

UdW in L2
W (T).

Our goal now is to define a (W ,V )-generalized laplacian. To this end, we will provide

some auxiliary definitions.

Definition 1.2.6. Let A : DW,V (T) ⊆ L2
V (T) → L2

V (T) be the Friedrichs Extension
of the operator I −D+

VD
−
W (we refer the reader to Zeidler [34, Section 5.5] for further

details on Friedrichs extensions). We can characterize the domain DW,V (T) as the set
of functions f ∈ L2

W (T) such that there is f ∈ L2
V,0(T) satisfying

f(x) = a+W (x)b+

∫
(0,x]

∫
[0,y)

f(s)dV (s)dW (y), (1.11)
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where b is satisfies the relation

bW (1) +

∫
(0,1]

∫
[0,y)

f(s)dV (s)dW (y) = 0.

Moreover,

−
∫
T
D−WfD

−
WgdW = 〈f, g〉 (1.12)

for all g in HW,V (T).

Remark 1.2.7. Expression (1.12) follows from a straightforward adaptation of the
arguments found in [15, Lemma 4].

Hence, by [34, Theorem 5.5.c] and Theorem 1.2.5 above, the resolvent of the

Friedrichs extension, A−1, is compact. Thus, there exists a complete ortonormal system

of functions (νn)n∈N in L2
V (T) such that νn ∈ HW,V (T) for all n, and νn solves the

equation Aνn = γnνn, for some {γn}n∈N ⊂ R. Furthermore,

1 ≤ γ1 ≤ γ2 · · · → ∞

as n→∞.

Definition 1.2.8. We define the W -V -Laplacian as ∆W,V = I − A : DW,V (T) ⊆
L2
V (T)→ L2

V (T).

We have the following integration by parts formula with respect to the (W ,V )-

Laplacian:

Proposition 1.2.9. (Integration by parts formula) For every f ∈ DW,V (T) and g ∈
HW,V (T), the following expression holds:

〈−∆W,V f, g〉V =

∫
T
D−WfD

−
WgdW (1.13)

Proof. We have by (1.11) that ∆W,V f = f. The result thus follows by (1.12).

Note that in expression (1.13), the spaces change (more precisely, the measures in

which the integrals are being done change). On the left-hand side of expression (1.13),

the integration is being done on L2
V (R), with respect to the measure induced by V ,

whereas in the right-hand side of (1.13), the integration is being done on L2
W (T), with

respect to the measure induced by W .
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1.3 The Space C∞W,V (T)

Our goal in this section is to provide a “nice” space for functions in which the

lateral derivatives exist pointwisely. This means, for example, that whenever we have a

function on such spaces, say f , the Laplacian ∆W,V f will agree with D+
VD

−
Wf , whereas

this last expression exists for every point in T. This was a problem with the previous

W -Sobolev spaces [29, 30, 31], and also when people dealt with such operators such as

in [15, 33, 11, 12]. All these cases considered the operator DxDW (without the lateral

derivatives). The problem is that the eigenfunctions for that operator were obtained

in L2(T) and there were no satisfactory regular spaces for such functions. We will

now explain the reason for that. Let f be an eigenfunction for DxDW . We know that

if f admits the W -derivative, then f is càdlàg and typically discontinuous, with its

discontinuity points being cointained in the set of discontinuity points of W . When

considering the operator DxDW , this means that DWf is differentiable. Now, notice

that DxDWf = αf , for some α, which is càdlàg, since f is càdlàg. This means that

we have a càdlàg function that is the derivative of some function. We can now use

Darboux’s theorem from real analysis to conclude that DxDWf must be continuous,

which in turn, implies that f must be continuous. This is not expected to be true.

Indeed, one can consider the case in which the set of discontinuity points of W is dense.

This explains why, up until the moment, no pointwise higher-order regularity results

have been found for such operator. Indeed, in [31], to be able to do point evaluation

on “regular” functions they needed to define a new space of test functions and, also,

prove several results to circumvent the fact that the “natural” space spanned by the

eigenfunctions was seen as a subspace of L2(T), and thus, the point evaluation was not

defined.

We will now define our space of regular functions in which we can apply the

operators pointwisely. We will also show that the eigenfunctions belong to this space.

To this end, begin by noting that ν ∈ L2
V (T) is an eigenvector of ∆W,V with

eigenvalue λ if, and only if, ν is an eigenvector of A with eigenvalue γ = 1 + λ. We,

then, have that {νn, λn}n∈N forms a complete orthonormal system of L2
V (T), where

λn = γn − 1. Furthermore, νn ∈ HW,V (T) for all n. Moreover, we have that

0 = λ0 ≤ λ1 ≤ λ2 · · · → ∞,
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as n→∞, where for each k ∈ N \ {0}, λk satisfies

−∆W,V νk = λkνk. (1.14)

To state the our next regularity result we need to define the following sets :

C0(T) :=

{
f : T→ R; f is càdlàg,

∫
T
fdV = 0

}
,

C1(T) :=

{
f : T→ R; f is càglàd

∫
T
fdW = 0

}
,

and

Cn
W,V,0(T) :=

{
f ∈ C0(T);D

(k)
W,V f exists and D(k)

W,V f ∈ Cσ(k)(T), ∀k ≤ n
}
,

where

D
(n)
W,V :=


D−WD

+
V ...D

−
W︸ ︷︷ ︸

n−factors

, if n is odd;

D−VD
+
W ...D

−
W︸ ︷︷ ︸

n−factors

, if n is even,

and

σ(n) :=

 1, if n is odd;

0, if n is even.

We are now in a position to state and prove the regularity result. Note also that

we will also define our first space of regular functions, namely, C∞W,V,0(T). Later we will

increase it by adding (in the sum of spaces sense) the constant functions.

Theorem 1.3.1 (Regularity of eigenfunctions). The solutions of{
−∆W,V ψ = λψ, λ ∈ R \ {0};
u ∈ DW,V (T)

belong to
C∞W,V,0(T) :=

⋂
n∈N

Cn
W,V,0(T). (1.15)

Proof. Begin by observing that we have, by (1.11), that

ψ(x) = a+ bW (x)− λ
∫
(0,x]

∫
[0,y)

ψ(s)dV (s)dW (y) (1.16)

V-a.e with a and b determined by the relations

bW (1)− λ
∫
T

∫
[0,y)

ψ(s)dV (s)dW (y) = 0 ;

∫
T
ψdV = 0. (1.17)
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This shows that ϕ ∈ C0(T). This also shows that to conclude the result, it is enough to
show that D−Wϕ ∈ C1(T), D+

V (D−Wϕ) ∈ C0(T) and that D+
V (D−Wϕ) = ϕ, V -a.e. Since,

then, the remaining orders follow directly by induction. Therefore, the next step is to
prove that D−Wϕ ∈ C1(T). Indeed, note that

∫
[0,y)

ψ(s)dV (s) is a càglàd function and

D−W

(
a+ bW − λ

∫
(0,·]

∫
[0,α)

ψ(β)dV (β)dW (α)

)
(y) = b− λ

∫
[0,y)

ψ(s)dV (s) (1.18)

W -a.e. Note that (1.17) implies the mean zero conditions over (1.18). This shows
D−Wϕ ∈ C1(T). Now, observe that (1.16) implies

b− λ
∫
[0,y)

ψ(s)dV (s) = b− λ
∫
[0,y)

[
a+

∫
(0,s]

(
b− λ

∫
[0,α)

ψ(β)dV (β)

)
dW (α)

]
dV (s).

(1.19)
Since a+ bW (x)− λ

∫
(0,x]

∫
[0,y)

ψ(s)dV (s)dW (y) is càdlàg, it follows by (1.19) that

D+
V

(
b− λ

∫
[0,·)

ψ(β)dV (β)

)
(s) = a+

∫
(0,s]

(
b− λ

∫
[0,α)

ψ(β)dV (β)

)
dW (α). (1.20)

V -a.e. Since (1.17) also implies the mean zero conditions over (1.20), this shows that
D+
V (D−Wϕ) ∈ C0(T) and that D+

V (D−Wϕ) = ϕ, V -a.e.

Note that the notion of regularity provided by Theorem 1.3.1 is a true notion of

regularity, in the sense that we can evaluate any eigenfunction as well as their lateral

derivatives of any order at every point of the domain. This is a major contribution to

the regularity theory related to such operators.

We can now increase our space by “adding” the constant functions.

Definition 1.3.2. Let
C∞V,W (T) := 〈1〉 ⊕ C∞V,W,0(T),

where C∞V,W,0(T) was defined in (1.15).

Since the eigenvectors of ∆V,W are dense in L2
V (T), we can apply Theorem 1.3.1

to conclude that

Proposition 1.3.3. The space C∞V,W (T) is dense in L2
V (T). Furthermore, the set{

D+
V g; g ∈ C∞V,W (T)

}
is dense in L2

V,0(T).

Proof. The density of C∞V,W (T) in L2
V (T) follows from the comments before the proposi-

tion. On the other side, the density of A =
{
D+
V g; g ∈ C∞V,W (T)

}
in L2

V,0(T) is due to the
fact that every non null eigenvalue of ∆W,V is an eigenvalue of ∆V,W and each invariant
subspace (that is, each eigenspace) have a fixed dimension. This implies that for each
nonzero eigenvalue, we can find the set of the corresponding eigenvectors of ∆W,V in
A. Now, we can use the fact that the space generated set of eigenvectors associated to
nonzero eigenvalues is dense in L2

V,0(T). This proves the result.
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1.4 W -V -Sobolev spaces and weak derivatives

Our goal now is to define the notion of W and V lateral weak derivatives and

show that the our W -V -Sobolev space can be viewed as a space of functions that have

lateral weak derivative with respect toW . Thus, let us define the notion of lateral weak

derivative:

Definition 1.4.1. A function f ∈ L2
V (T) has a W -left weak derivative if, and only if,

for every g ∈ C∞V,W (T), there exists F ∈ L2
W (T) such that∫

T
fD+

V gdV = −
∫
T
FgdW. (1.21)

Remark 1.4.2. Note that since the eigenvectors of ∆V,W belong to C∞V,W (T), it fol-
lows that C∞V,W (T) is dense in L2

V (T). This implies the uniqueness of the W -left weak
derivative defined by (1.21). We will denote the W -left weak derivative of f by ∂−Wf.

Remark 1.4.3. If there exists F satistying (1.21) for all g ∈ C∞V,W (T), then by taking
g ≡ 1, we have that

∫
T FdW = 0, i.e., F ∈ L2

W,0(T).

Now, define the (W,V )-Sobolev space

H̃W,V (T) = {f ∈ L2
V (T); ∂−Wf ∈ L

2
W,0(T) exists}.

One can readily prove that H̃W,V (T) is a Hilbert space with the energetic norm

‖f‖2W,V = ‖f‖2V + ‖∂−Wf‖2W . But actually we have more:

Theorem 1.4.4. We have the following equality of sets H̃W,V (T) = HW,V (T)

Proof. Let f ∈ HW,V (T) and (fn)n is admissible sequence for f . Then, by the integration
by parts formula (Proposition 1.2.9), we have that, for all g ∈ C∞V,W (T),∫

T
fnD

+
V gdV = −

∫
T
D−WfngdW. (1.22)

We can take the limit as n→∞ to conclude that, for all g ∈ C∞V,W (T),∫
T
fD+

V gdV = −
∫
T
D−WfgdW,

i.e. D−Wf = ∂−Wf . This implies that HW,V (T) ⊆ H̃W,V (T). For the reverse inclusion,
take f ∈ H̃W,V (T). Choose a sequence (fn)n∈N with fn ∈ DW,V , such that D−Wfn → ∂−Wf

in L2
W,0(T). This implies

fn(x)− fn(0) =

∫
(0,x]

D−WfndW →
∫
(0,x]

∂−WfdW. (1.23)
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On the other hand, for all g ∈ C∞V,W (T), we have∫
T

(fn − fn(0))D+
V gdV =

∫
T
fnD

+
V gdV = −

∫
T
D−WfngdW

as n→∞. Now, we have, by (1.23), that∫
T

(∫
(0,x]

∂−WfdW

)
D+
V gdV = −

∫
T
∂−WfgdW =

∫
T
fD+

V gdV,

i.e., ∫
T

(
c+

∫
(0,x]

∂−WfdW − f
)
D+
V gdV = 0. (1.24)

where c is such that c +
∫
(0,x]

∂−WfdW − f ∈ L2
V,0(T). This shows that (1.24) is true

for all g ∈ C∞V,W (T). By the density of
{
D+
V g; g ∈ C∞V,W (T)

}
in L2

V,0(T) (see Proposition
1.3.3), we have that

f = c+

∫
(0,x]

∂−WfdW,

i.e., f ∈ HV,W (T).

Remark 1.4.5. By the last theorem actually we have that ∂−Wf = D−Wf when it exists.

Remark 1.4.6. It is important to note that the proof of Theorem 1.4.4 corrects a
mistake in a previous proof of a similar result [29, Proposition 2.5]. Indeed, in that
proof, Banach-Steinhaus theorem was incorrectly applied. Thus, its consequences are
incorrect.

Theorem 1.4.7 (Characterizarion of the Sobolev spaces in terms of Fourier coeffi-
cients). The following characterization of HW,V (T) is true

HW,V (T) =

{
f ∈ L2

V (T); f = α0 +
∞∑
i=1

αiνi;
∞∑
i=1

λiα
2
i <∞

}
.

To prove the above theorem, we need to prove some auxiliary results. First, define

W =
{
D−Wf ; f ∈ HW,V (T)

}
⊂ L2

W,0(T).

Lemma 1.4.8. W is a closed subspace of L2
W,0(T)

Proof. Let us assume, without loss of generality, that D−Wf with f ∈ L2
V,0(T), otherwise

if f belongs to L2
V (T), we replace it by f −

∫
fdV , and its W -left derivative does not

change. Now, let D−Wfn be a sequence in W converging to g in L2
W (T). In particular,

D−Wfn is Cauchy in L2
W (T). Thus, by (1.4), fn is cauchy in L2

V (T) and this implies
that fn is cauchy in HW,V (T) in the energetic norm. Since HW,V (T) is complete in the
energetic norm, there exists f ∈ HW,V (T) such that fn → f in energetic norm. That is,
fn → f in L2

V (T), and D−Wfn → D−Wf in L2
W (T). By the uniqueness of limit, we obtain

g = D−Wf .
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The above lemma tells us that W is a Hilbert space with respect to the L2
W (T)

norm. Let us prove another auxiliary result.

Lemma 1.4.9. The set
{

1√
λi
D−Wνi

}∞
i=1

, where νk is given satisfying (1.14), is a com-
plete orthonormal set in W.

Proof. First, note that

〈
1√
λi
D−Wνi,

1√
λi
D−Wνi

〉
W

=
1√
λiλj

∫
T
D−WνiD

−
WνjdW

=
1√
λiλj

∫
T
νiD

+
VD

−
WνjdV

=

√
λi√
λj
δi,j

where δi,j stands for the Kronecker’s delta. Let us now prove the completeness of the
system. If D−Wg ⊥ D−Wνi for all i = 1, 2, 3, . . . , then

0 =

∫
T
D−WgD

−
WνjdW =

∫
T
gD+

VD
−
WνjdV ⇒

∫
T
gνidV = 0.

This means that g is constant and, thus, D−Wg = 0.

The above lemma helps us in relating the Fourier coefficients of functions in

HW,V (T) with the eigenvalues of ∆V,W . Indeed, let f ∈ HW,V (T). In particular

f ∈ L2
V (T). This implies that there are {αi}∞i=0 such that

f = α0 +
∞∑
i=1

αiνi,

where

α0 =

∫
T
fdV, αi =

∫
T
fνidV.

We also have

D−Wf =
∞∑
i=1

αiD
−
Wνi.

In fact, by the previous lemma

D−Wf =
∞∑
i=1

βi
D−Wνi√
λi

,

where

βi =
1√
λi

∫
T
D−WfD

−
WνidW =

√
λi

∫
T
fνidV =

√
λiαi.

We are now in a position to prove Theorem 1.4.7
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Proof of Theorem 1.4.7 . Let f ∈ HW,V (T). By the above remarks, we have that

D−Wf =
∞∑
i=1

αiD
−
Wνi =

∞∑
i=1

√
λiαi

D−Wνi√
λi

.

Since
{

1√
λi
D−Wνi

}∞
i=1

is a complete orthonormal set we have

‖D−Wf‖
2
W =

∞∑
i=1

λiα
2
i <∞.

To prove the reverse inclusion, note that if f = α0 +
∑∞

i=1 αiνi satisfies
∞∑
i=1

λiα
2
i <∞,

then the sequence fn = α0 +
∑n

i=1 αiνi is cauchy in HW,V (T). This implies that it
converges to f in L2

V (T). That is, fn is admissible for f , because fn ∈ DW,V , and by
definition

D−Wf = lim
n→∞

D−Wfn =
∞∑
i=1

αiD
−
Wνi.

Corollary 1.4.10. We have the following results regarding approximation of functions
in the HW,V (T) by smooth functions:

C∞W,V (T)
‖.‖1,2

= HW,V (T).

Moreover, to compute the W -left weak derivative of h ∈ H1
W,V (T), we only need to verify

that ∫
T

(
h−

∫
T
hdV

)
D+
V g dV =

∫
T
g∂−Wh dW

for all g ∈ C∞V,W,0(T).

We end this section with a characterization of the dual of HW,V (T):

Proposition 1.4.11. Let H−1W,V (T) be the dual of HW,V (T). We have that f ∈ H−1W,V (T)

if, and only if, there exist f0 ∈ L2
V (T) and f1 ∈ L2

W (T) such that for every g ∈ HW,V (T)

(f, g) =

∫
T
f0(ξ)g(ξ)dV (ξ) +

∫
T
f1(ξ)D

−
Wg(ξ)dW (ξ).

Proof. Since HW,V (T) is a Hilbert Space, we can use Riesz’s representation theorem on
f ∈ H−1W,V (T). This means that there is f0 ∈ HW,V (T) such that for every g ∈ HW,V (T)

(f, g) =

∫
T
f0(ξ)g(ξ)dV (ξ) +

∫
T
D−Wf0(ξ)D

−
Wg(ξ)dW (ξ).

Clearly D−Wf0 ∈ L2
W (T). The converse follows immediately from Hölder’s inequality.
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1.5 One-sided second-order elliptic operators

Before introducing the one-sided second order elliptic differential equation let

us first discuss some of the preceding models. As discussed in [25] if V is a càdlàg

nondecreascing function, the solutions (in the sense of Carathéodory) of

x′V (t) = f(t, x(t)) (1.25)

can be viewed as solutions of differential equations with impulses or a dynamic equation

on time scaling depending on the function V . The author developed the necessary

machinery to study (1.25) in the context of Carathéodory, by introducing the concept of

V -absolutely continuous functions. On the other side, in [15] they studied the solutions

of

∂tρ = DxDWΦ(ρ), (1.26)

which was naturally obtained as a hydrodynamic limit of interacting particle systems in

inhomogeneous media, which was interpreted as existence of "membranes". More pre-

cisely, they can interpret the model as hydrodynamic limit of diffusions with permeable

membranes, in which the discontinuity points of W tend to reflect particles, creating

space discontinuities in the solutions. Therefore, based on [25, 15] and [29] we purpose

the study of the one-sided second order elliptic differential operator

LW,V (u) := −D+
VAD

−
Wu+ κ2u (1.27)

where A, κ : T → R are suitable functions. Indeed, motivated by (1.25) and (1.26)

we understand that the existence of jumps on the functions that induce the differential

operators, in our case the functions V andW that appear on LW,V , is eventually related

to models considering impulses, reflections or more precisely changes of the momentum

associated to a physical system which are generally induced by the environment.

In what follows let A : T → R be a positive bounded function, that is, there

exists K ≥ 0 such that for every x ∈ T, |A(x)| ≤ K and bounded away from zero,

that is, there exists A0 > 0 such that for every x ∈ T, A(x) ≥ A0. Let, κ : T → R

be a bounded function. Sometimes we will suppose that κ is bounded away from zero,

meaning that there exists some constant κ0 such that for all x, κ(x) > κ0. Finally

consider BW,V : HW,V (T)×HW,V (T)→ R, a bilinear and symmetric map, given by

BW,V [u.v] =

∫
T
AD−WuD

−
WvdW +

∫
T
κ2uvdV. (1.28)
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The rest of this section is based on classical results (see, for instance [10]).

Definition 1.5.1. Let f ∈ L2
V (T). We say that u ∈ HW,V (T) is a weak solution of the

problem
LW,V u = f in T. (1.29)

if
B[u.v] = (f, v)

for all v ∈ HW,V (T).

As is standard in nonfractional elliptic partial differential equations, we will ap-

ply Lax-Milgram’s theorem as a tool to find weak solution(s) of the problem (1.29).

Therefore, we first need energy estimates.

Proposition 1.5.2 (Energy Estimates). If BW,V is defined as above, there are α > 0

and β > 0 such that for all u, v ∈ HW,V (T)

|BW,V [u, v]| ≤ α‖u‖W,V ‖v‖W,V

and for u ∈ HW,V,0(T) := L2
V,0(T) ∩HW,V (T), we have

BW,V [u, u] ≥ β‖u‖2W,V . (1.30)

Proof. By (1.28), the assumptions on A and κ, the triangle inequality and Hölder’s
inequality, we have that

|BW,V [u, v]| ≤ L0‖D−Wu‖W‖D
−
Wv‖W + L2

1‖u‖V ‖v‖V ,

where L0 := supT |A| and L1 := supT |κ|. Now, by using ‖D−Wu‖W ≤ ‖u‖W,V and
‖u‖V ≤ ‖u‖W,V , we have

BW,V [u, v] ≤ (L0 + L2
1)‖u‖W,V ‖v‖W,V .

setting α = L0 +L2
1, the first part of the statement is proved. For the second assertion

note that by (1.4)

A0

W (1)V (1)
‖u‖2V ≤ A0‖D−Wu‖

2
W ≤ BW,V [u, u]. (1.31)

Therefore
A0

2
min

{
1

W (1)V (1)
, 1

}
‖u‖2W,V ≤ BW,V [u, u] (1.32)
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Remark 1.5.3. Observe that if we consider the new operator

LW,V,λu := LW,V u+ λu,

then the energy estimates still hold for

BW,V,λ[u, v] := BW,V [u, v] + λ(u, v)V .

In this case, the second assertion is true for all u ∈ HW,V (T) and λ > 0. Moreover α
and β depends on λ. Finally, if in addiction κ is bounded away from zero we get (1.30)
for λ > −κ0.

Proposition 1.5.4 (First existence result of weak solutions). Given f ∈ L2
V (T), there

exists a unique u ∈ HW,V,0(T) that is a weak solution of

LW,V u = f in T. (1.33)

In addiction by Remark 1.5.3, for each λ > 0, there is a unique u ∈ HW,V (T) such that

LW,V u+ λu = f, in T. (1.34)

If, additionally, κ is bounded away from zero, then there exists u ∈ HW,V (T) that is a
weak solution of (1.33) and (1.34) can be weakly solved for λ > −κ0. Furthermore, the
solutions of (1.33) and (1.34) enjoy the following bounds

‖u‖W,V ≤ C‖f‖V (1.35)

for some constant C > 0 independent of f and

‖u‖V ≤ λ−1‖f‖V

for λ > 0. For κ bounded away from zero we have that

‖u‖V ≤ (κ0 + λ)−1‖f‖V . (1.36)

for λ > −κ0.

Proof. By the energy estimates (Proposition 1.5.2) and Remark 1.5.3, the existence and
uniqueness follow from Lax-Milgram’s theorem. For the bounds note that

β‖u‖2W,V ≤ BW,V [u, u] = (f, u)V ≤ ‖f‖V ‖u‖V ≤ ‖f‖V ‖u‖W,V

that is, ‖u‖W,V ≤ C‖f‖V , for C = β−1. Analogously,

λ‖u‖2V ≤ A0‖D−Wu‖
2
V + λ‖u‖2V ≤ BW,V,λ[u, u] = (f, u) ≤ ‖f‖V ‖u‖V .

Finally, (1.36) can be obtained similarly.
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Proposition 1.5.5 (Second result for weak solutions). Precisely one of the following
assertions are true:

1. For f ∈ L2
V (T), there exists a unique solution of

LW,V u = f, (1.37)

or else

2. There is a weak solution of u 6≡ 0 of the homogeneous problem

LW,V u = 0.

Moreover, if 2. is true, we have dim kerLW,V < ∞ and (1.37) has a weak solution if
and only if ∫

T
vfdV = 0

for every v ∈ kerLW,V .

Proof. Fix λ > 0. From Proposition 1.5.4, given g ∈ L2
V (T) there exists a unique

u ∈ HW,V (T) such that
BW,V,λ[u, v] = (g, v)V .

Therefore, by existence and uniqueness, we can invert the operator on g:

L−1W,V,λg := u.

Now note that u ∈ HW,V (T) satisfy (1.37) if, and only if, for all v ∈ HW,V (T), we have

BW,V,λ[u, v] = (λu+ f, v)V

or equivalently, if, and only if,

L−1W,V,λ(λu+ f) = u

or better if and only if
u−Ku = h, (1.38)

where h := L−1W,V,λf and Ku := λL−1W,V,λu. We can now use bounds obtained on Propo-
sition 1.5.4 and Theorem 1.2.5 to conclude that the operator K : L2

V (T)→ HW,V (T) ⊂
L2
V (T) is compact and self-adjoint, this last is due to the symmetry of BW,V . The result

now follows from Fredholm’s alternative.

The previous result shows that kerLW,V plays a key role in the study of weak

solutions of (1.37). Indeed, more explicitly

kerLW,V =

{
w ∈ HW,V (T);

∫
T
AD−WwD

−
WvdW +

∫
T
κ2wvdV = 0,∀v ∈ HW,V (T)

}
.
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In particular, for v = w ∈ kerLW,V we have that

A0

W (1)V (1)

∥∥∥∥w − 1

V (1)

∫
T
wdV

∥∥∥∥2
V

≤ A0‖D−Ww‖
2 ≤ BW,V [w,w] =⇒ w ≡ 1

V (1)

∫
T
wdV.

Thus, if there exists w ∈ kerLW,V such that
∫
TwdV

/
V (1) 6≡ 0, then κ ≡ 0. In this

case, there exists u ∈ HW,V (T) that is a weak solution of

D+
VAD

−
Wu = f

if and only if ∫
T
fdV = 0.

Furthermore, the solution is unique in HW,V (T) up to a constant. On the other hand, if

kerLW,V = 0, then LW,V define a bijection between HW,V (T) and L2
V (T). This happens,

for instance, when κ is bounded away from zero.

For the next statement fix κ bounded away from zero

Proposition 1.5.6. The following assertions are true

1. The eigenvalues of LW,V are real, countable, and we enumerate them, according
their multiplicity, in such a way that

0 < λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ . . .→∞. (1.39)

2. There exists an orthonormal basis {φk}i∈N of L2
V (T) where φk ∈ HW,V (T) is a

eigenvector associated to λk, i.e.

LW,V φk = λkφk in T.

Proof. We will prove 1. and 2. simultaneously. First of all, the linear operator LW,V :

HW,V (T)→ L2
V (T) defined by

LW,V u = f ⇔ BW,V [u, v] = (f, v),∀v ∈ HW,V (T)

is well defined and is a bijection. Indeed, L−1W,V : L2
V (T) → L2

V (T) is linear operator,
which is compact and symmetric. Indeed, by (1.35) if LW,V u = f , there exists C > 0

such that
‖u‖V ≤ ‖u‖W,V ≤ C‖f‖V ⇒ ‖L−1W,V f‖V ≤ ‖f‖V .

As we know, the immersion of HW,V (T) in L2(T) is compact, therefore L−1W,V is compact.
The symmetry easily follows from the symmetry of BW,V . Clearly 0 is not an eigenvalue
of LW,V and, if µ 6= 0 and u 6= 0 we have

LW,V u = µu⇔ L−1W,V u =
1

µ
u.
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Therefore, since the eigenvectors of a symmetric operator belongs to R, the eigenvectors
of LW,V belongs to R. If u and µ are taken as above, then the inequality

κ0‖u‖2 ≤ BW,V [u, u] = µ‖u‖2

implies that 0 < κ0 ≤ µ. Hence, we can apply the spectral theorem for self-adjoint
and compact operators on a separable Hilbert space to the operator L−1W,V . Therefore,
there exists a complete orthonormal set {φk}k∈N of L2

V (T) constituted by eigenvectors
of L−1W,V where, each φk is associated to 1

λk
with

1

λ1
≥ 1

λ2
≥ . . . ≥ 1

λk
→ 0.

this last fact is equivalent to (1.39).

1.6 W -Brownian motion and its associated Cameron-
Martin space

In this section we will consider a generalization of the Brownian motion, which

we will denote by BW (t), such that has the following simultaneous interesting features:

1. The finite-dimensional distributions of BW are Gaussian;

2. The sample paths of BW are càdlàg and may have jumps.

We have a well-known family of processes that generalize the standard Brownian

motion and satisfies condition 1, indeed, the fractional Brownian motion is such an

example. However, the sample paths of the fractional Brownian motion are continu-

ous, in fact, γ-Hölder continuous, for γ < H, where H is the Hurst parameter of the

fractional Brownian motion. We also have a well-known family of stochastic processes

that generalize the Brownian motion and that satisfies 2, namely the Lévy processes.

However, by Lévy–Khintchine characterization, its finite-dimensional distributions are

Gaussian if, and only if, it is the Brownian motion.

Therefore, it is unusual to have a process that generalizes the Brownian motion

having Gaussian finite-dimensional distributions and that has jumps.

We will, then, obtain the Cameron-Martin space of BW when we see its sample

paths living on the space L2
V (T)). In this case, the Cameron-Martin space is given by
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HW,V,D(T) = {f ∈ HW,V (T) : f(0) = 0}, where 0 ∈ T is our "tagged" zero in T. The

subscript D refers to the Dirichlet boundary condition imposed by this space.

Let us then introduce the generalized Brownian motion BW (t) on T and the

pathwise white noise on HW,V (T) as a functional on the dual H−1W,V (T). To such an end,

we will "tag" a point at T and identify it as zero, then do the standard identification

between the torus and the interval [0, 1). Thus, we will consider the process on the

interval [0, 1), and the process will, almost surely, have a jump at 0, which is identified

with 1 (that is, the limit limx→0−BW (t), almost surely will not be zero).

Definition 1.6.1. We say that BW (t) is a W -Brownian motion if it satisfies the fol-
lowing conditions:

1. BW (0) = 0 almost surely;

2. If t > s, then BW (t)−BW (s) is independent of σ(BW (u);u ≤ s);

3. If t > s, then BW (t)−BW (s) has N(0,W (t)−W (s)) distribution;

4. BW (s) has càdlàg sample paths.

Definition 1.6.2. We say that BW is a W -Brownian motion in law if conditions 1-3
of Definition 1.6.1 hold.

Figure 1.1: An example of a W -Brownian motion for a function W .

We see, on Figure 1.6, an example of a realization of a W -Brownian motion for

a function W . The plot of W is on the left-hand side and the realization of the W -
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Brownian motion is on the right-hand side. We can see that the W -Brownian motions

has two jumps, one at each discontinuity of W .

Proposition 1.6.3. The W -Brownian motion in law exists.

Proof. It is an immediate consequence of Kolmogorov’s extension theorem.

Remark 1.6.4. Notice that if t∗ is a discontinuity point of W , then there exists some
ε > 0 such that for every h > 0,

P (|BW (t∗ − h)−BW (t∗)| > 0) ≥ ε.

Indeed, it is enough to take any ε > 0 such that P (|N(0,∆W (t∗)| > 0) > ε, where
∆W (t∗) = W (t∗)−W (t∗−).

Remark 1.6.5. The previous remark then implies that BW is not continuous in prob-
ability so, in particular, BW is not an additive process (see, for instance, [27] for a
definition of additive processes).

Proposition 1.6.6. If BW (·) is a W -Brownian motion in law, then it is a martingale.

Proof. By Condition 3 of Definition 1.6.1, E(BW (t)−BW (s)) = 0, and by Condition 2
of 1.6.1, we have that, for t > s,

E(BW (t)|σ(BW (u), u ≤ s)) = E(BW (t)−BW (s)|σ(BW (u), u ≤ s)) +BW (s)

= E(BW (t)−BW (s)) +BW (s)

= BW (s).

Proposition 1.6.7. The W -Brownian motion exists.

Proof. Let BW (·) be a W -Brownian motion in law. We need to show that there exists
a càdlàg modification of BW (·). To this end, begin by noticing that since BW (·) is a
martingale, it is a quasimartingale in the sense of [4]. Indeed, see, for instance, claim
A.3.2 in [4].

Notice that since the W -Brownian motion is a R-valued quasimartingale, the
assumptions of Theorem 2.1 in [4] are satisfied. Thus, in order to apply Theorem 2.1 of
[4] to conclude that BW (·) has a càdlàg modification, it is enough to show that BW (·)
is right-continuous in probability.

To such an end, notice that, for t > s,

P (|BW (t)−BW (s)| > ε) ≤
E
(
|BW (t)−BW (s)|2

)
ε2

=
W (t)−W (s)

ε2
.

Therefore, since W is right-continuous, BW (·) is right-continuous in probability.
The result now follows from applying Theorem 2.1 from [4].
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If W has finitely many discontinuity points and W is Hölder continuous on each

continuous subinterval of the form [di, di+1), where {di; i = 1, . . . , N} is the set of

discontinuity points, where N ∈ N, then the set of discontinuity points of the sample

paths will be contained in the set of discontinuity points of W :

Proposition 1.6.8. If the set of discontinuity points of W is finite, say 0 ≤ d1 <

d2 < . . . < dN , for some n ∈ N, and if we let I1 = [0, d1), I2 = [d1, d2), . . . , IN =

[dN−1, dN), IN+1 = [dN , 1), and for each interval Ik, there exists some γk ∈ (0, 1], such
that the restriction of W to Ik is γk-Hölder continuous, then BW has a modification
whose sample paths are continuous on each interval Ik, k = 1, . . . , N + 1.

Proof. In this case, we can directly apply Kolmogorov-Chentsov’s continuity theorem to
the restriction of BW to each interval Ik to obtain that the restriction of BW to each Ik
has a modification, say BW,k, which has continuous sample paths, for k = 1, . . . , N + 1.
Notice that from the very construction, the modifications belong to the same probability
space. Therefore, we can simply define the modification B̃W on T as B̃W (s) = BW,k(s) is
s ∈ Ik, k = 1, . . . , N+1, and since the intervals Ik are disjoint, there are no overlaps.

Remark 1.6.9. It is important to notice that if we only assume W to have finitely
many discontinuity points, and impose no assumptions regarding Hölder continuity, we
would only have that the restriction of BW to each continuity subinterval is continuous
in probability, which implies that the restriction of BW to each subinterval is an additive
process in law, and thus admits a version which is right-continuous, but is not strong
enough to ensure the existence of a modification with continuous sample paths. Thus,
we would not be able to conclude that BW would be continuous in each interval such
that W is continuous.

Notice that, almost surely, the sample paths of BW (·) are bounded on [0, 1), since

it is càdlàg on [0, 1). Therefore, it is an L2
V (T)-process (and also an L2

W (T)-process).

Furthermore, BW (·) has orthogonal increments and is L2-right-continuous, that is

lim
t→s+

E((BW (t)−BW (s))2) = 0.

Therefore, the definition of the stochastic integral of any function f ∈ L2
V (T) with

respect to BW (·) follows from the standard theory on L2-processes (see [2]). Namely,

the stochastic integral is linear,∫
[0,1)

1(a,b]dBW = BW (b)−BW (a), (1.40)
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and, for any f ∈ L2
W (T), we have the following isometry:

E

[(∫
[0,1)

fdBW

)2
]

=

∫
[0,1)

f 2dV. (1.41)

Now, observe that, by (1.40), the integral of each simple function follows a normal

distribution. By (1.41), the stochastic integral with respect to BW is an L2-limit of

Gaussian random variables, and thus, it is a Gaussian random variable (see [2, Theorem

1.4.2 ]).

Since, for each simple function ϕ, we have E
(∫

[0,1)
ϕdBW

)
= 0, it follows from

(1.41) that the stochastic integral with respect to any deterministic function f ∈ L2
V (T)

is zero. Furthermore, since the stochastic integral with respect to deterministic func-

tions is a mean zero Gaussian random variable, it follows from (1.41), again, that for

any f ∈ L2
V (T), ∫

[0,1)

fdBW ∼ N

(
0,

∫
[0,1)

f 2dV

)
. (1.42)

We can now show that the integration by parts formula can be applied for any

function in HW,V (T) and with the derivative, being the weak derivative D−W :

Proposition 1.6.10. Let BW (·) be a W -Brownian motion. For any g ∈ HW,V (T) we
have the following integration by parts formula:∫

(0,t]

gdBW = BW (t)g(t)−
∫
(0,t]

BW (s−)D−Wg(s)dW (s). (1.43)

Proof. Let g ∈ HW,V (T). From Theorem 1.2.3 and stochastic Fubini’s theorem (see [26,
Theorem 64, p.210]), we have∫

(0,t]

gdBW =

∫
(0,t]

(
g(0) +

∫
(0,s]

D−Wg(u)dW (u)

)
dBW (s)

= g(0)BW (t) +

∫
(0,t]

D−Wg(u)

(∫
[u,t]

dBW (s)

)
dW (u)

= g(0)BW (t) +

∫
(0,t]

D−Wg(u)(BW (t)−BW (u−))dW (u)

= g(0)BW (t) +BW (t)(g(t)− g(0))−
∫
(0,t]

D−Wg(u)BW (u−)dW (u)

= BW (t)g(t)−
∫
(0,t]

D−Wg(u)BW (u−)dW (u).
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Notice that since BW (·) has càdlàg sample paths, BW (·) is almost surely bounded

on T, so the right-hand side of (1.43) is well-defined.

We will now obtain the Cameron-Martin space of the W -Brownian motion. The

Cameron-Martin spaces appear naturally on Malliavin calculus as the set of "direc-

tions" in which one can differentiate (with respect to the Malliavin derivative). Re-

cently Bolin and Kirchner [19] showed that the Cameron-Martin spaces play a key role

in find the best linear predictor with the "wrong" covariance structure. More generally,

the Cameron-Martin space uniquely determines the Gaussian measure (see [5, Theo-

rem 2.9]) on Banach spaces. Furthermore, the Cameron-Martin space is, in a sense,

independent of the Banach space in which the Gaussian measure is defined (see [5,

Proposition 2.10]). This means that one can specify a Gaussian measure by specifing

the Cameron-Martin space. This means that, by computing the Cameron-Martin space

of BW , we are showing that the distribution of W -Brownian motion in L2
V (T) is the

unique Gaussian measure associated to the Sobolev space HW,V,D(T).

We begin by noting that from Example 2.3.16 in Bogachev [3], since the W -

Brownian motion has càdlàg sample paths, and∫
[0,1)

W (t)dV (t) ≤ W (1)V (1) <∞,

we have that the distribution of BW on L2
V (T), i.e., the measure given by

γW (B) = P (ω : BW (·, ω) ∈ B) ,

where B is a borel set in L2
V (T) (which is a separable Hilbert space), defines a Gaussian

measure in L2
V (T).

Let K : L2
V (T)→ L2

V (T) be the covariance operator of BW (·), i.e., of the Gaussian

measure induced by BW (·) in L2
V (T). Since L2

V (T) is a Hilbert space, we can apply

Theorem 2.3.1 in Bogachev [3] to obtain that the Fourier transform of γW satisfies, for

every g ∈ L2
V (T),

γ̂W (g) =

∫
L2
V (T)

e
i〈g,f〉

L2
V

(T)dγW (f) = exp

{
−1

2
〈Kg, g〉L2

V (T)

}
. (1.44)

We will then compute the Fourier transform (1.44) explicitly to show that K is

a kernel operator and its kernel is, indeed, the covariance function of the W -Brownian

motion. To such an end, by standard limiting arguments, it is enough to show the result
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for simple functions. We will provide the details for the case of indicator functions of

intervals of the form (a, b]. The case of linear combination of indicators functions can

be carried out similarly. Let us consider then, the function 1(a,b]. By using stochastic

Fubini’s theorem (see [26, Theorem 64, p.210]), we have

γ̂W (1(a,b]) =

∫
L2
V (T)

exp
{
i〈1(a,b], f〉L2

V (T)

}
= E

[
exp

{
i

∫
(a,b]

BW (s)dV (s)

}]
= E

[
exp

{
i

∫
(a,b]

∫
(0,s]

dBW (u)dV (s)

}]
= E

[
exp

{
i

∫
(0,a]

∫
(a,b]

dV (s)dBW (u) + i

∫
(a,b]

∫
[u,b]

dV (s)dBW (u)

}]
= E

[
exp

{
i(V (b+)− V (a+))BW (a) + i

∫
(a,b]

(V (b+)− V (u))dBW (u)

}]
= exp

{
−1

2

[
W (a)(V (b+)− V (a+))2 +

∫
(a,b]

(V (b+)− V (u))2dW

]}
,

where in the last expression we used the fact that the increments are independent, the

characteristic function of a normal distribution and the distribution of the stochastic

integrals (1.42). In order to show that K is a kernel operator with kernel k(s, t) =

W (t ∧ s), we need to show that if we take K̂ : L2
V (T)→ L2

V (T), defined by

K̂f(t) =

∫
[0,1)

W (t ∧ s)f(s)dV (s). (1.45)

Then,

〈K̂1(a,b],1(a,b]〉L2
V (T) = W (a)(V (b+)− V (a+))2 +

∫
(a,b]

(V (b+)− V (u))2dW. (1.46)

Let us then show that the above expression is true. We have,

∫
[0,1)

∫
[0,1)

W (t ∧ s)1(a,b](t)1(a,b](s)dV (t)dV (s) =

∫
(a,b]

∫
(a,b]

W (t ∧ s)dV (t)dV (s)

=

∫
(a,b]

∫
(a,s]

W (t)dV (t)dV (s)+

+

∫
(a,b]

∫
(s,b]

W (s)dV (t)dV (s).

The last expression is equal to∫
(a,b]

(∫
(a,s]

∫
(0,t]

dW (u)dV (t) +

∫
(s,b]

∫
(0,s]

dW (u)dV (t)

)
dV (s),
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which, by Fubini’s theorem, can be written as∫
(0,b]

(∫
(a,b]

∫
(a,b]

(
1(0,t](u)1(a,s](t)1(a,b](s) + 1(0,b](u)1(s,b](t)1(a,b](s)

)
dV (t)dV (s)

)
dW (u).

Let us split the integral with respect to dW (u) into two parts, one for u ≤ a, and the

other when u > a. The integral over of dW (u) over (0, a] is equal to∫
(0,a]

(
(1(a,s](t)1(a,b](s) + 1(s,b](t)1(a,b](s))dV (t)dV (s)

)
dW (u),

and thus, equal to∫
(0,a]

∫
(a,b]

∫
(a,b]

1(a,b](t)1(a,b](s)dV (t)dV (s)dW (u) = W (a)(V (b+)− V (a+))2.

This is the first part of (1.46). Let us now compute the integral with respect to dW (u)

over (a, b]:∫
(a,b]

∫
(a,b]

∫
(a,b]

(
1(a,t](u)1(a,s](t)1(a,b](s) + 1(a,b](u)1(s,b](t)1(a,b](s)

)
dV (t)dV (s)dW (u).

To such an end, observe that:

1(a,t](u)1(a,s](t)1(a,b](s) = 1(a,b](u)1[u,b](s)1[u,s](t)

and

1(a,b](u)1(s,b](t)1(a,b](s) = 1(a,b](u)1[u,b](s)1(s,b](t).

By summing both expressions above, we arrive at

1(a,t](u)1(a,s](t)1(a,b](s) + 1(a,b](u)1(s,b](t)1(a,b](s) = 1(a,b](u)1[u,b](s)1[u,b](t).

Therefore, the resulting integral is∫
(a,b]

∫
(a,b]

∫
(a,b]

1(a,b](u)1[u,b](s)1[u,b](t)dV (t)dV (s)dW (u) =

∫
(a,b]

(V (b+)−V (u))2dW (u).

This is the second expression in (1.46) and completes the proof for the case of indi-

cator functions. As mentioned previously, the case of linear combinations of indicator

functions follows similarly. So, the covariance operator of BW (·) is, indeed, a kernel

operator in L2
V (T) with kernel k(t, s) = W (t ∧ s).

We will now obtain the Cameron-Martin space associated to the W -Brownian

motion. To such an end, recall that the covariance operator of the W -Brownian motion
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was given in (1.45). Let us now obtain a nicer expression for K̂f using Fubini’s theorem:

K̂f(t) =

∫
[0,1)

W (t ∧ s)f(s)dV (s) =

∫
[0,t)

W (s)f(s)dV (s) +

∫
[t,1)

W (t)f(s)dV (s)

=

∫
[0,t)

∫
(0,s]

dW (u)f(s)dV (s) +

∫
[t,1)

∫
(0,t]

dW (u)f(s)dV (s)

=

∫
(0,t]

∫
[u,t)

f(s)dV (s)dW (u) +

∫
(0,t]

∫
[t,1)

f(s)dV (s)dW (u)

=

∫
(0,t]

∫
[u,1)

f(s)dV (s)dW (u)

= W (t)

∫
[0,1)

f(s)dV (s)−
∫
(0,t]

∫
[0,u)

f(s)dV (s)dW (u). (1.47)

Thus, K̂(f)(t) = W (t)
∫
[0,1)

f(s)dV (s) −
∫
(0,t]

∫
[0,u)

f(s)dV (s)dW (u). So, in par-

ticular, K̂(f)(0) = 0 and the W -left-derivative of K̂(f) given by

D−W (K̂f)(t) =

∫
[0,1)

f(s)dV (s)−
∫
[0,t)

f(s)dV (s)

satisfies D−W (K̂f)(1) = 0. This motivates the definition of the subspace of HW,V (T)

with a tagged zero, and Dirichlet boundary conditions at zero:

HW,V,D(T) =
{
f ∈ HW,V (T) ∩ L2

V,0(T) : f(0) = 0
}
.

Note that in this space, the following is an equivalent norm to the Sobolev norm (denote

by 〈·, ·〉W,V,D the inner product associated to this norm):

‖f‖2W,V,D =

∫
T
(D−Wf)2dW.

Indeed, on one hand we always have for any f ∈ HW,V (T), ‖f‖W,V,D ≤ ‖f‖W,V . On the

other hand, from Theorem 1.2.3, it follows from the elementary inequality (a + b)2 ≤

2(a2 + b2) and Jensen’s inequality that there exists some constant C > 0 such that

‖f‖2L2
V (T) ≤ C

(
(f(0))2 + ‖D−Wf‖

2
L2
W (T)

)
.

Let us now show that the Cameron-Martin space of the W -Brownian motion on

L2
V (T) is, indeed, HW,V,D(T). We know that the Cameron-Martin space of the W -

Brownian motion is given by H = K̂1/2(L2
V (T)), since K̂ is the covariance operator of

the W -Brownian motion on L2
V (T). Equivalently, H is the completion of K̂(L2

V (T))

relative to the norm ‖ · ‖H =
〈
K̂(·), ·

〉
L2
W (T)

. Now, we will see that in the K̂(L2
V (T))
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the norm ‖ · ‖K̂ is well know. In fact, given f, g ∈ K̂(L2
V (T)) there exist functions

u, v ∈ L2
V (T) such that f = K̂u and g = K̂v. Hence, let h(w) =

∫
[w,1)

u(t)dV (t), so, by

Fubini’s theorem and 1.47,

〈f, g〉H = 〈K̂u, v〉L2
V (T)

=

∫
[0,1)

(∫
(0,s]

∫
[w,1)

u(t)dV (t)dW (w)

)
v(s)dV (s)

=

∫
[0,1)

∫
[0,s)

h(w)v(s)dW (w)dV (s) =

∫
[0,1)

h(w)

(∫
[w,1)

v(s)dV (s)

)
dW (w)

=

∫
[0,1)

(∫
[w,1)

u(s)dV (s)

)(∫
[w,1)

v(s)dV (s)

)
dW (w)

= 〈D−Wf,D
−
Wg〉L2

W (T) = 〈f, g〉W,V,D.

This shows that the Cameron-Martin norm is given by ‖ · ‖W,V,D. Finally, a

straightforward adaptation of Theorem 1.1.7 shows that K̂(L2
V (T)), is dense in the

space HW,V,D(T). Therefore, since the Cameron-Martin space is the completion of

K̂(L2
V (T)) ⊂ HW,V,D(T) with respect to the norm ‖·‖W,V,D we have thatH = HW,V,D(T).

Remark 1.6.11. It is interesting to observe that since we looked at the W -Brownian
motion as an element of L2

V (T), we were able to show that its Cameron-Martin space
is HW,V (T). It is clear that we can embed the W -Brownian motion into other L2

Ṽ
(T)

spaces. Indeed, since T is compact and the sample paths of the W -Brownian motion
are càdlàg, they are bounded, so belong to any L2

Ṽ
(T), where Ṽ : R → R is increasing

and periodic in the sense of (1.2). This shows that the V is not very important for the
W -Brownian motion, what really matters is the W and it is reflected at its Cameron-
Martin space, HW,V,D(T). In HW,V,D(T), the weak derivative inW is the true restriction,
since by Theorem 1.2.3, we have HW,V,D(T) ⊂ L2

Ṽ
(T). This is in consonance with

the Cameron-Martin space uniquely determining the Gaussian measure. Indeed, the V
function does not have much impact on the W -Brownian motion, and also, does not
have much impact on its Cameron-Martin space, in the sense that it is contained on
any L2

Ṽ
(T).

1.7 Applications to stochastic partial differential equa-
tions

We will now apply the theory to solve a class of stochastic partial differential

equations that generalize a non-fractional case of the well-known Matérn equations on

a domain with periodic boundary conditions.
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For this section, we will work on HW,V,D(T) with a tagged zero and, furthermore,

recall that we assumed that W is continuous at x = 0. Therefore, from Theorem 1.2.3,

we have that for any function g ∈ HW,V (T),

lim
x→1−

g(x) = g(0) = lim
x→0+

g(x).

This means that if g ∈ HW,V,D(T),

lim
x→1−

g(x) = 0 = lim
x→0+

g(x).

Therefore, it follows from the integration by parts formula, (1.43), that under these

assumptions, for any g ∈ HW,V,D(T), we have∫
T
g(s)dBW (s) = −

∫
T
BW (s−)D−Wg(s)dW (s).

So that ∣∣∣∣∫
T
g(s)dBW (s)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ∫
T
|BW (s)D−Wg(s)|dW (s)

≤ ‖BW‖L2
W (T)‖D−Wg‖L2

W (T)

≤
(

sup
t∈T
‖BW (t)‖

)
W (1)‖g‖HW,V (T). (1.48)

So, the stochastic integral defines, almost surely, a bounded linear functional on

HW,V,D(T). We can now define the pathwise W -gaussian white noise on the Cameron-

Martin space HW,V,D(T).

Definition 1.7.1. We define the pathwise W -gaussian white noise, ḂW ∈ H−1W,V,0(T) :=

(HW,V,D(T))∗, as the functional

ḂW (g) = −
∫
T
BW (s)D−Wg(s)dW (s). (1.49)

We will now study the existence and uniqueness of weak solutions of the following

stochastic partial differential equation:

κ2u−D+
V (HD−Wu) = ḂW (1.50)

on the space HW,V,D(T).

It is important to notice that equation (1.50) can be seen as W -generalized coun-

terpart of a special non-fractional case of the well-known Matérn stochastic partial

differential equation.

Let us now, provide the definition of weak solution of the above equations:
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Definition 1.7.2. We say that u ∈ HW,V,D(T) is a weak solution of equation (1.50) if
for every g ∈ HW,V,D(T), the following identity is true:∫

T
κ2ugdV +

∫
T
HD−WuD

−
WgdW =

∫
T
gdBW ,

or, equivalently, in terms of functionals, if the following identity is true:

BLW,V
(u, g) = ḂW (g),

where BLW,V
is the bilinear functional given by∫

T
κ2ugdV +

∫
T
HD−WuD

−
WgdW

for u, g ∈ HW,V,D(T) and ḂW is the pathwise W -Gaussian white noise defined in (1.49).

By comparing with the solutions of the standard Matérn equation, we can readily

see that equation (1.7.1) can be suitable for modelling situations in which the pro-

cess finds barriers, as well as, having eventually non-diffusive behavior throughout the

domain (corresponding to situations in which the function W is continuous, but not

Hölder continuous, in some interval).

We, then, have the following theorem on existence and uniqueness of solutions of

(1.50):

Theorem 1.7.3. Let κ and H be bounded functions that are also bounded away from
zero, where H is positive. Then, equation (1.50) has a unique solution with, almost
surely, càdlàg sample paths.

Proof. From (1.48), ḂW is, almost surely, an element of H−1W,V,0(T). Therefore, from
Lax-Milgram theorem, (1.50) has a unique solution. Finally, from Theorem 1.2.3, u
has, almost surely, càdlàg sample paths.
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Chapter 2

Fractional one-sided measure theoretic
Sobolev spaces, generalized Maclaurin
expansion and applications to
generalized stochastic partial
differential equations

The study of functional equations may lead to problems with solutions that are

discontinuous. One natural question is regarding the regularity of such discontinuous

functions in some sense. This motivated the definition of a differential operator, in

which one differentiates a function with respect to another function that may have

discontinuity points. Recently, these differential operators are drawing attention for

some researchers. See, for instance,[11, 25, 29, 1, 16] and [15].

Let us illustrate how the discontinuities of the function that induces the differential

operator can afftect the solutions of differential equations driven by such operators.

Consider, for instance, the equation

ρt −DxDWφ(ρ) = 0,

which was studied in [15], where Dx is the usual differential operator and DW is a differ-

ential operator with respect to some right-continuous and strictly increasing function.

They showed that this equation can model diffusion on permeable membranes in which

the discontinuity nature of the solution is associated to reflection of particles on the

discontinuity points of W . On the other hand, if we turn our attention to impulsive
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differential equations, for instance,Dtx(t) = f(x, t);

∆x(tk) = Ik(tk),

where ∆x(t) := x(t)−x(−t) and {tk} is a finite set of real numbers. Then, the solutions

of the above equations naturally present discontinuities due to the moments of impulse.

For more details regarding this last equation we refer the reader to [25] and [13].

Based on these problems, [28] purpose the study of the one-sided differential

equations with respect to the operator

LW,V := κ2 −D+
VHD

−
W ,

where D+
V stands for the right-derivative with respect to V and D−W stands for left-

derivative with respect to W . Both of these operators will be introduced rigorously

in the next section. In [28], they also introduced the so-called W -V -Sobolev space

HW,V (T), which is a natural environment for the solutions of the above equation, under

general conditions on κ and H. Also in [28], the authors proved the regularity of the

eigenvectors associated to the problem∆W,V u = λu;

u ∈ DW,V (T).

(2.1)

It is important to observe that there is a need for the study of the eigenvalues

in the above problem. For instance, in [12], they introduced a space of test functions,

which they denoted by SW (Td), and proved that it is nuclear. However, due to the lack

of properties regarding the eigenvalues of the differential operator DxDW , the definition

of SW (Td) became very abstract and artificial.

Furthermore, given a differential operator L, it is crucial in the study of stochastic

partial differential equations to know when the fractional operator L−s, s > 0, is trace

class or Hilbert-Schmidt. These questions can only be answered by a detailed study on

the eigenvalues of the operator L.

Therefore, the main goal of this work is to provide the tools to study the eigen-

values of the generalized differential operator and, then, obtain sharp estimates of their

growth. Let us now describe the remaining of the paper. We begin the paper by recall-

ing some of the results on W -V -Sobolev spaces introduced by [28]. Then, we study the
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space of infinitely differential functions with respect to the operator D+
VD

−
W , C∞W,V (T),

and determine under what conditions a function f in this space can be represented as

f(x) =
∞∑
k=1

D
(n)
W,V f(0)Fk(x),

where the operator D(n)
W,V is obtained by recursively applying the operators D+

V and

D−W . Fk can be interpreted as a generalized polynomial. This last result provides us

the tools to obtain a series expansion of the eigenvectors of the operator D+
VD

−
W . By

using the representation of the eigenvectors as series, we are able to use some results

in complex analysis to obtain a sharp lower bound for the growth of the eigenvalues

of the operator D+
VD

−
W . We, then, introduce the fractional spaces Hs

W,V (T) based on

the Fourier characterization of HW,V (T) proved in [28]. At this point we are able to

extend the definitions and results to dimension d by taking tensor products. Finally, we

apply the theory to prove existence and uniqueness of solutions of a fractional stochastic

partial differential equation that generalizes the well-known Matérn equation when the

domain is the d-dimensional torus.

2.1 W -V -Sobolev spaces and the generalized Lapla-
cian

In this section we will briefly recall some definitions and results obtained in [28]

with respect to W -V -Sobolev spaces. First, we say that a function is càdlàg (from

french, “continue à droite, limite à gauche”) if the function is right-continuous and has

limits from the left. Similarly, we say that a function is càglàd, if the function is

left-continuous and has limits from the right.

Fix two strictly increasing functions W,V : T → T, with W being càdlàg and V

being càglàd. We also assume they satisfy the following periodic conditions :

∀x ∈ R,

W (x+ 1)−W (x) = W (1)−W (0);

V (x+ 1)− V (x) = V (1)− V (0),

(2.2)

where, without loss of generality we will assume that both W and V are continuous

at zero, that is, W (0−) = W (0) = 0 and V (0+) = V (0) = 0. Indeed, since they are

increasing, they can only have countably many discontinuities points, so if they are

43



not continuous at zero, we can simply choose another point in which both of them are

continuous and translate the functions to make them continuous at zero. Note that

picking an compact interval I in R with length 1, we are able to define finite measures

dV and dW on T satisfying dW ((a, b]) = W (b)−W (a) and dV ([a, b)) = V (b)− V (a).

Thus dW and dV are defined on the families {(a, b] : a < b, a, b ∈ R} and {[a, b) : a <

b, a, b ∈ R}, respectively, and both these classes generate the Borel σ-algebra of TI ∼= T,

where TI is the torus obtained by identifying the boundary points of I.

Note that in the above definition we allow the measures induced by W and V to

have atoms. This is a weaker assumption than some of the common assumptions found

in literature, e.g., [16], [1], among others.

We will denote the L2 space with the measure induced by V by L2
V (T) and its

norm (resp. inner product) by ‖ · ‖V (resp. 〈·, ·〉V ). Similarly, we will denote the L2

space with the measure induced by W by L2
W (T) and its norm (resp. inner product) by

‖ · ‖W (resp. 〈·, ·〉W ). The subspace of L2
V (T) (resp. L2

W (T)) containing the functions

in L2
V (T) (resp. L2

W (T)) such that
∫
T fdV = 0 (resp.

∫
T fdW = 0) will be denoted by

L2
V,0(T) (resp. L2

W,0(T)).

Definition 2.1.1. We say that a function f : T → R is W -left differentiable if for
every x ∈ T the limit

D−Wf(x) := lim
h→0−

f(x+ h)− f(x)

W (x+ h)−W (x)

exists for all x ∈ T. Similarly, we say that a function g : T→ R is V -right differentiable
if the limit

D+
V g(x) := lim

h→0+

g(x+ h)− g(x)

V (x+ h)− V (x)

exists for all x ∈ T.

Define the sets

C0(T) :=

{
f : T→ R; f is càdlàg,

∫
T
fdV = 0

}
,

C1(T) :=

{
f : T→ R; f is càglàd

∫
T
fdW = 0

}
,

and

Cn
W,V,0(T) :=

{
f ∈ Cσ(n+1)(T);D

(n)
W,V f exists and D(n)

W,V f ∈ Cσ(n)(T)
}
,

44



where

D
(n)
W,V :=


D−WD

+
V ...D

−
W︸ ︷︷ ︸

n−factors

, if n is odd;

D−VD
+
W ...D

−
W︸ ︷︷ ︸

n−factors

, if n is even,
(2.3)

and

σ(n) :=

 1, if n is odd;

0, if n is even.

Finnaly, let us define our space of smooth functions. The elements of this space

will work as test functions for our differential operators. More precisely, let

C∞W,V (T) := 〈1〉 ⊕

(
∞⋂
n=1

Cn
W,V,0

)
.

These functions allow us to define weak derivatives:

Definition 2.1.2. A function f ∈ L2
V (T) has a W -left weak derivative if, and only if,

for every g ∈ C∞V,W (T), there exists F ∈ L2
W (T) such that∫

T
fD+

V gdV = −
∫
T
FgdW. (2.4)

In such a case, the W -left weak derivative of f will be denoted by D−Wf . We use the
same notation as the strong lateral derivative in view of Remark 9 of [28].

We can now provide combine Definition 4 and Theorem 5 in [28] to arrive at the

following definition of W -V -Sobolev spaces.

Definition 2.1.3. The W -V -Sobolev space is the Hilbert space

HW,V (T) = {f ∈ L2
V (T); f has W -left weak derivative},

with norm
‖f‖2W,V = ‖f‖2V + ‖D−Wf‖

2
W .

It is noteworthy that our set of smooth functions, C∞V,W (T), is dense in HW,V (T).

Indeed, the following is [28, Proposition 2]:

Proposition 2.1.4. The space C∞V,W (T) is dense in L2
V (T). Furthermore, the set{

D+
V g; g ∈ C∞V,W (T)

}
is dense in L2

V,0(T).

We also have a characterization of the W -V -Sobolev spaces that can be seen as a

counterpart to the result that says that any function in H1(T) is absolutely continuous.

More precisely, the following is a direct consequence of [28, Theorem 2].

45



Theorem 2.1.5. A function f ∈ L2
V (T) belongs to HW,V (T) if, and only if,

f(x) = f(0) +

∫
(0,x]

D−W (s)dW (s),

V -a.e.

Let us now introduce a generalization of the Laplacian. To this end, we will

first introduce a new space of functions, to which the Laplacian will be a self-adjoint

operator.

Definition 2.1.6. Let DW,V (T) be the set of functions f ∈ L2
W (T) such that there exists

f ∈ L2
V,0(T) satisfying

f(x) = a+W (x)b+

∫
(0,x]

∫
[0,y)

f(s)dV (s)dW (y), (2.5)

where b is satisfies the relation

bW (1) +

∫
(0,1]

∫
[0,y)

f(s)dV (s)dW (y) = 0.

We have the following integration by parts formula involving functions in DW,V (T)

and in HW,V (T). This formula is proved in [28, Proposition 1].

Proposition 2.1.7. (Integration by parts formula) For every f ∈ DW,V (T) and g ∈
HW,V (T), the following expression holds:

〈−∆W,V f, g〉V =

∫
T
D−WfD

−
WgdW (2.6)

We can now define the W -V -Laplacian:

Definition 2.1.8. We define the W -V -Laplacian as ∆W,V : DW,V (T) ⊆ L2
V (T) →

L2
V (T), given by ∆W,V f = f, where f is defined by (2.5).

We have from [28, Definition 5] that DW,V (T) is the domain of the Friedrichs

extension of I −D+
VD

−
W denoted by A (we refer the reader to Zeidler [34, Section 5.5]

for further details on Friedrichs extensions). Therefore, the formal W -V -Laplacian,

∆W,V : DW,V (T) ⊆ L2
V (T) → L2

V (T), is self-adjoint. Furthermore, by [28, Theorem 3],

(I−∆W,V )−1 is well-defined and compact. Therefore, there exists a complete ortonormal

system of functions (νn)n∈N in L2
V (T) such that νn ∈ HW,V (T) for all n, and νn solves

the equation (I −∆W,V )νn = γnνn, for some {γn}n∈N ⊂ R. Furthermore,

1 ≤ γ1 ≤ γ2 · · · → ∞
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as n → ∞. Now, observe that ν ∈ L2
V (T) is an eigenvector of ∆W,V with eigenvalue

λ if, and only if, ν is an eigenvector of A with eigenvalue γ = 1 + λ. We, then, have

that {νn, λn}n∈N forms a complete orthonormal system of L2
V (T), where λn = γn − 1.

Moreover, we have that

0 = λ0 ≤ λ1 ≤ λ2 · · · → ∞, (2.7)

as n→∞, where for each k ∈ N \ {0}, λk satisfies

−∆W,V νk = λkνk. (2.8)

This allows us to define the elements inHW,V (T) in terms of its Fourier coefficients.

Indeed, [28, Theorem 6] tells us that

HW,V (T) =

{
f ∈ L2

V (T); f = α0 +
∞∑
i=1

αiνi;
∞∑
i=1

λiα
2
i <∞

}
. (2.9)

Finally, it is important to notice that we can interchange the places of V and W

and obtain “dual” versions of the above results. More precisely,

Remark 2.1.9. In the rest of the paper we need to pay attention with the position of
W and V on the subindex. We will use the subscript W,V for every structure stritly
related to the operator D+

VD
−
W . Similarly, whenever we use the subscript V,W , we will

be referring to the, analogous, structure related to the operator D−WD
+
V . Notice that

by doing this, we will keep changing between càdlàg and càglàd functions. We ask the
viewer to be attentive to these details as they are subtle.

2.2 Generalized Maclaurin expansion for functions in
C∞W,V (T).

The goal of this first section is to provide an analogue to Maclaurin series expan-

sion for functions in C∞W,V (T). Our method is based on Taylor’s expansion with integral

remainder. We begin by identifying which expression will “play the role” of the terms

of the form
xn

n!
, and we which terms will “play the role” of the integral remainder in our

version of the Maclaurin series expansion.

In the second moment we will find estimates for our remainder and obtain semi-

differential properties related to the sequence Fn(x, s) introduced in (2.11). Finally our

main Theorem in this section will provide a sufficient condition to a function in C∞W,V (T)
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to be represented according a generalized version of the Maclaurin series expansion,

whose expression is given in (2.21).

Let us begin with the computations. Let f ∈ C∞W,V (T). We have, by (2.1.5) and

(2.6), that

f(x)− f(0) =

∫
(0,x]

D−Wf(s)dW (s) =

∫
(0,x]

D−Wf(s)D−WWdW (s)

= D−Wf(x)W (x)−
∫
[0,x)

D+
VD

−
Wf(s)W (s)dV (s)

= D−Wf(0)W (x) +

∫
[0,x)

D+
VD

−
Wf(s) [W (x)−W (s)] dV (s)

= D−Wf(0)W (x) + I2(x),

where I2(x) =
∫
[0,x)

D+
VD

−
Wf(s) [W (x)−W (s)] dV (s). Now, define

F2(x, s) = V (s)W (x)−
∫
[0,s)

W (ξ)dV (ξ) =

∫
[0,s)

[W (x)−W (ξ)] dV (ξ).

We have that D+
V,sF2(x, s) = W (x) − W (s). We can use integration by parts again,

however this time interchanging the roles of V and W , see Remark 2.1.9, to obtain

I2(x) =

∫
[0,x)

D+
VD

−
Wf(s) [W (x)−W (s)] dV (s)

= D+
VD

−
Wf(x)F2(x, x)−D+

VD
−
Wf(0)F (0)−

∫
(0,x]

D−WD
+
VD

−
Wf(s)F2(s)dW (s)

= D+
VD

−
Wf(x)F2(x, x)−

∫
(0,x]

D−WD
+
VD

−
Wf(s)F2(x, s)dW (s)

= D+
VD

−
Wf(0)F2(x, x) +

∫
(0,x]

D−WD
+
VD

−
Wf(s) [F2(x, x)− F2(x, s)] dW (s)

= D+
VD

−
Wf(0)F2(x, x) + I3(x).

where I3(x) =
∫
(0,x]

D−WD
+
VD

−
Wf(s) [F2(x, x)− F2(x, s)] dW (s). In short,

f(x)− f(0) = D−Wf(0)W (x) +D+
VD

−
Wf(0)F2(x, x) + I3(x).

By induction, we have

f(x)− f(0) =
n−1∑
k=1

[
D

(n)
W,V f(0)

]
Fk(x, x) + In(x), (2.10)

where D(n)
W,V was defined in (2.3), F1(x, s) = W (s),

Fn(x, s) =


∫
[0,s)

[Fn−1(x, x)− Fn−1(x, ξ)] dV (ξ), n even;∫
(0,s]

[Fn−1(x, x)− Fn−1(x, ξ)] dW (ξ), n odd,
(2.11)
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and the remainder is given by

In(x) =


∫
[0,x)

D
(n+1)
W,V f(s) [Fn(x, x)− Fn(x, s)] dW (s), n even;∫

(0,x]

D
(n+1)
W,V f(s) [Fn(x, x)− Fn(x, s)] dV (s), n odd.

The next Lemma will help us to estimate the remainder In(x).

Lemma 2.2.1. Fix x ∈ T. If (Fn)n∈N is the sequence defined in (2.11), then, for
x, s ∈ T, we have the following bound:

|F2n(x)− F2n(s)| ≤ |F2(x)− F2(s)|n

n!
, (2.12)

where for convenience Fn(s) := Fn(x, s).

Proof. Take s < x and use (2.11) to obtain

F2n(x)− F2n(s) =

∫
[s,x)

F2n−1(x)− F2n−1(ξ)dV (ξ)

=

∫
[s,x)

(∫
(ξ,x]

F2(n−1)(x)− F2(n−1)(η)dW (η)

)
dV (ξ)

≤
∫
[s,x)

(
F2(n−1)(x)− F2(n−1)(ξ+)

)
(W (x)−W (ξ))dV (ξ)

=

∫
[s,x)

F2(n−1)(x)− F2(n−1)(ξ+)dF2(ξ). (2.13)

In a similar manner, we have

F2n(x)− F2n(ξ+) ≤
∫
(ξ,x)

F2(n−1)(x)− F2(n−1)(β+)dF2(β). (2.14)

By looking at the inequalities (2.13) and (2.14), we note that the result follows by
showing that the bound holds for the following expression:∫

[s,x)

dF2(ξ1)

∫
(ξ1,x)

dF2(ξ1) · · ·
∫
(ξn−1,x)

(F2(x)− F2(ξn+))dF2(ξn). (2.15)

Now, set c = F2(x) and observe that

D+
F2

(c− F2)
n+1(ξ) = −

n∑
j=0

(c− F2(ξ+))j (c− F2(ξ))
n−j ≤ −(n+ 1)(c− F2(ξ+))n.

Now, by integrating the above inequality and noting that (c−F2)n+1

n+1
is F2-absolutely

continuous in the sense of [25], we obtain that

(c− F2(s))
n+1

n+ 1
≥
∫
[s,x)

(c− F2(ξ+))ndF2(ξ). (2.16)
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Now, given any s∗ < x, we can take the limit from the right as s → s∗+ on (2.16) to
obtain that

(c− F2(s
∗+))n+1

n+ 1
≥
∫
(s∗,x)

(c− F2(ξ+))ndF2(ξ). (2.17)

The inequality (2.12) then follows from recursively applying (2.16) and (2.17) on (2.15).

The next Lemma can be viewed as a version of Leibniz integral rule with respect

to the W -left-derivative. It will help us when computing the W -left-derivative of Fn.

Lemma 2.2.2. Let g : T× T→ R be a function such that:

1. ∀x ∈ T, g(x, ·) : T→ R is a càglàd function;

2. ∃D−W,1g : T × T → R such that ∀x ∈ T, D−W,1g(x, ·) : T → R is a càglàd function
and

lim
h→0

sup
ξ∈T

∣∣∣∣g(x, ξ)− g(x− h, ξ)
W (x)−W (x− h)

−D−W,1g(x, ξ)

∣∣∣∣ = 0;

3. ∀x ∈ T, g(x, x) = DW,1g(x, x) = 0.

Then
D−W

(∫
(0,·]

g(·, ξ)dW (ξ)

)
(x) =

∫
(0,x]

D−W,1g(x, ξ)dW (ξ).

Proof. Fix x ∈ T and h > 0. Now, consider the quotient

∆(x, h) =
1

W (x)−W (x− h)

(∫
(0,x]

g(x, ξ)dW (ξ)−
∫
(0,x−h]

g(x− h, ξ)dW (ξ)

)
=

1

W (x)−W (x− h)

∫
(x−h,x]

g(x, ξ)dW (ξ)

+

∫
(0,x−h]

[
g(x, ξ)− g(x− h, ξ)
W (x)−W (x− h)

−D−W,1g(x, ξ)

]
dW (ξ) (2.18)

+

∫
(0,x−h]

D−W,1g(x, ξ)dW (ξ).

Now, observe that items 1.-3. directly imply that

lim
h→0

∆(x, h) =

∫
(0,x]

D−W,1g(x, ξ)dW (ξ).
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Lemma 2.2.3. Define G1(x, s) = V (s) and

Gn(x, s) =


∫
(0,s]

[Gn−1(x, x)−Gn−1(x, ξ)] dW (ξ), n even;∫
[0,s)

[Gn−1(x, x)−Gn−1(x, ξ)] dV (ξ), n odd.
(2.19)

Then 
D−W,1Fn(ξ, s) = Gn−1(ξ, s);

D−WFn(ξ, ξ) = Gn−1(ξ, ξ),

where D−W,1 was defined in Item 2 of Lemma 2.2.2.

Proof. We will proceed by induction in n. First, for n = 2 we have

F2(x, s) =

∫
[0,s)

W (x)−W (ξ)dV (ξ) = V (s)W (x)−
∫
[0,s)

W (ξ)dV (ξ),

which implies that D−W,1F2(x, s) = V (s) = G1(x, s). Moreover F2(x−h,s)−F2(x,s)
W (x−h)−W (x)

→ V (s)

when h→ 0, with this limit holding uniformly in s. By the integration by parts formula
(see Proposition 2.1.7), we have that

F2(x, x) =

∫
(0,x]

V (α)dW (α).

Therefore, D−WF2(x, x) = V (x) = G1(x, x). Assume that for an odd index n we have
for all k ≤ n and all x, the existence of D−W,1Fk(x, s) = Gk−1(x, s), uniformly in s, and
that D−WFk(x, x) = Gk−1(x, x). Now, turning our attention to the case Fn+1(x, x), we
have, by the Fubini’s theorem and the definition of Fn, that

Fn+1(x, x) =

∫
[0,x)

Fn(x, x)− Fn(x, ξ)dV (ξ)

=

∫
[0,x)

(∫
(ξ,x]

Fn−1(x, x)− Fn−1(x, α)dW (α)

)
dV (ξ)

=

∫
(0,x]

[Fn−1(x, x)− Fn−1(x, α)]V (α)dW (α). (2.20)

By using the induction hypothesis, we obtain that the function g(x, α) = [Fn−1(x, x)−
Fn−1(x, α)]V (α) satisfies all conditions to apply the Lemma 2.2.2, with D−W,1g(x, α) =

[Gn−2(x, x)−Gn−2(x, α)]V (α). Thus, Lemma 2.2.2 yields

D−WFn+1(x, x) =

∫
(0,x]

[Gn−2(x, x)−Gn−2(x, α)]V (α)dW (α).

By using a reasoning similar to the one in (2.20), we obtain that D−WFn+1(x, x) =

Gn(x, x).
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Remark 2.2.4. Observe that Lemma 2.2.3, provides us with another point of view of
how to look at Fn(x, x). Indeed, let (p0(x), q0(x)) = (1,W (x)) and, for n > 0 define
recursively

(pn+1(x), qn+1(x)) =

(∫
(0,x]

∫
[0,s)

pn(ξ)dV (ξ)dW (s),

∫
(0,x]

∫
[0,s)

qn(ξ)dV (ξ)dW (s)

)
.

Now, let F0(x, x) ≡ 1. Then, we have that, for n ≥ 0,

(pn(x), qn(x)) = (F2n(x, x), F2n+1(x, x)).

The reader is invited to determine analogue expressions for Gn.

Theorem 2.2.5. Let f ∈ C∞W,V (T) be a function such that

max
{
‖D(2n)

W,V f‖∞, ‖D
(2n+1)
W,V f‖∞

}
≤ cn,

where cn = o

(
n!

en

)
. Then, we have the following expansion for f :

f(x) = f(0) +
∞∑
k=1

[
D

(k)
W,V f(0)

]
Fk(x, x). (2.21)

Furthermore, the convergence in (2.21) is uniform in x ∈ T. Moreover the conditions
for that f and D(n)

W,V f must satisfy in order to be well defined on the torus are:

∑∞
k=1D

k
W,V f(0)Fk(1, 1) = 0;

∑∞
k=1D

k+1
W,V f(0)Gk(1, 1) = 0;

∑∞
k=1D

k+2
W,V f(0)Fk(1, 1) = 0;

...

Proof. We begin by using (2.12) to estimate the remainder In, which is given by the
“polynomial” expansion (2.10), in terms of ‖Dnf‖∞. Indeed,

I2n(x) =

∫
(0,x]

D
(2n+1)
W,V f(s)F2n(x, x)− F2n(x, s)dW (s)

≤ (F2(1−, 1−))n

n!
‖D(2n+1)

W,V f‖∞,
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and

I2n+1(x) =

∫
(0,x]

D
(2n+2)
W,V f(s)F2n+1(x, x)− F2n+1(x, s)dW (s)

≤ ‖D(2n+2)
W,V f‖∞

∫
[0,x)

F2n+1(x, x)− F2n+1(x, s)dV (s)

= ‖D(2n+2)
W,V f‖∞

∫
[0,x)

(∫
(s,x]

F2n(x, x)− F2n(x, α)dW (α)

)
dV (s)

≤ ‖D(2n+2)
W,V f‖∞

∫
[0,x)

F2n(x, x)− F2n(x, α+)dF2(s)

≤ ‖D(2n+2)
W,V f‖∞

F2(1−, 1−)n+1

(n+ 1)!
.

These estimates of In(x) yield the uniform convergence of

Sn(x) := f(0) +
n−1∑
k=1

[
D

(k)
W,V f(0)

]
Fk(x, x)

to f(x). Finally, the conditions that f and Dn
W,V f must satisfy to be well-defined on

the torus follow from Lemma 2.2.3 and the uniform convergence of Sn(x).

To summarize, expression (2.10) can be seen as a Taylor’s expansion (centered

at zero) with integral remainder, whereas Theorem 2.2.5, provides a condition for a

function f ∈ C∞W,V (T) to have a series representation given by (2.21). The functions in

C∞W,V (T) that satisfy (2.21) are our analogue of analytical functions.

2.3 Characterization of the eigenvectors of the W -V -
Laplacian

Our goal in this section is to use Theorem 2.2.5 to define suitable functions, that

generalize the usual cosine and sine, in the sense that if V (x) = W (x) = x, then they

will be the cosine and sine functions. By using these functions, we will be able to fully

characterize all eigenvectors of the W -V -Laplacian, ∆W,V .

Let us begin, by defining the functions that will generalize the cosine and sine

functions, respectively. Indeed, let α > 0 and define the following functions from R to

R:

CW,V (α, x) =
∞∑
n=0

α2n(−1)nF2n(x, x), SW,V (α, x) =
∞∑
n=0

α2n+1(−1)nF2n+1(x, x)
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and

CV,W (α, x) =
∞∑
n=0

α2n(−1)nG2n(x, x), SV,W (α, x) =
∞∑
n=0

α2n+1(−1)nG2n+1(x, x).

By computing Fn and Gn when V (x) = W (x) = x, we have that the functions

CW,V and SW,V (or CV,W and SV,W ), indeed, agree with the cosine and sine functions,

respectively.

Note that the functions CW,V and SW,V (or CV,W and SV,W ) are well-defined.

Indeed, by using Lemma 2.2.1, we obtain that each of these series of functions are well

defined, converge uniformly, and converges absolutely on each compact interval of R.

Now, by using Lemma 2.2.2, we have that

D−WCW,V (α, x) = −αSV,W (α, x), D−WSW,V (α, x) = αCV,W (α, x) (2.22)

and

D+
VCV,W (α, x) = −αSW,V (α, x), D+

V SV,W (α, x) = αCW,V (α, x). (2.23)

The above expressions generalize the well-known sin′(x) = cos(x) and cos′(x) = − sin(x).

Now, we can use the relations (2.22) and (2.23) to obtain that SW,V (α, x) is the

unique solution in C∞W,V (T) of −∆W,V u = α2u;

u(0) = 0, D−Wu(0) = α.
(2.24)

and that CW,V (α, x) is the unique solution in C∞W,V (T) of −∆W,V u = α2u;

u(0) = 1, D−Wu(0) = 0.
(2.25)

Now, observe that since SW,V (α, ·) solves (2.24) and CW,V (α, ·) solves (2.25), it is

easy to see that for any α 6= 0, SW,V (α, ·) and CW,V (α, ·) are linearly independent.

Therefore, by the linear independence of SW,V (α, x) and CW,V (α, x), for α 6= 0,

we have that any solution uα, of −∆W,V u = α2u is given by

uα(x) = A · CW,V (α, x) +B · SW,V (α, x)

where A and B are determined by the initial conditions at x = 0.
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The next result characterizes the eigenvectors of ∆W,V on the torus by using the

functions CW,V (α, ·) and SW,V (α, ·). The reader is invited do compare this characteri-

zation with the Taylor’s expansions of the eigenvectors of the standard Laplacian, −∆,

on the torus.

Proposition 2.3.1. If (λi, νi)i>0 satisfy (2.1), then there exist ai, bi ∈ R such that

νi(x) = aiCW,V

(√
λi, x

)
+

bi√
λi
SW,V

(√
λi, x

)
, (2.26)

V -a.e.. Furthermore, for each i, the vector (ai, bi) 6= (0, 0) is obtained as solution of the
system: 

ai
[
CW,V

(√
λi, 1

)
− 1
]

+
bi√
λi
SW,V (

√
λi, 1) = 0;

ai√
λi
SV,W (

√
λi, 1)− bi

λi

[
CV,W

(√
λi, 1

)
− 1
]

= 0.
(2.27)

Proof. We begin by noting that, by (2.5), the eigenvector associated to λi > 0 satisfies

νi(x) = ai + biW (x)− λi
∫
(0,x]

∫
[0,s)

νi(ξ)dV (ξ)dW (s), (2.28)

with ai and bi fulfilling the relations
∫
T νidV = 0 and biW (1)+

∫
T

∫
[0,s)

νi(ξ)dV (ξ)dW (s) =

0. So up to a set of V -measure zero we can recursively substitute (2.28) into itself, obtain-
ing on the right side an absolutely and uniformly convergent series. Since we have ab-
solute convergence, we can separate the into even and odd terms, thus obtaining (2.26).
Finally, by applying (2.28) on

∫
T νidV = 0 and biW (1) +

∫
T

∫
[0,s)

νi(ξ)dV (ξ)dW (s) = 0,
we obtain the relations in (2.27).

Remark 2.3.2. We used Remark 2.2.4 when doing the substitution steps in the proof
of Proposition 2.3.1 to reduce the amount of computations.

As a direct consequence of Proposition 2.28, we have (another proof of) the reg-

ularity of eigenvectors of ∆W,V (compare with [28, Theorem 4]):

Corollary 2.3.3 (Regularity of the eigenvectors). If u ∈ L2
V (T) \ {0} satisfies∆W,V u = λu;

u ∈ DW,V (T).
(2.29)

for some λ > 0, then there is v ∈ C∞W,V (T) ∩ L2
V,0(T) such that u = v V-a.e.
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2.4 Higher order W -V -Sobolev spaces

We will now introduce the W -V -Sobolev spaces of higher orders in a natural

manner. First, let us provide a Definition of V -right weak derivative, which is similar

to Definition 2.1.2.

Definition 2.4.1. Let f ∈ L2
W (T). We say that f has V -right weak derivative if there

exists F ∈ L2
V (T) such that, for all g ∈ C∞W,V (T), we have∫

T
fD−WgdW = −

∫
T
FgdV. (2.30)

If there is a function F satisfying (2.30) this function is unique and we denote it by
F := D+

V f . We use the same notation as the one used in lateral derivative in view of
Remark 9 in [28].

We are now in a position to define the higher order W -V -Sobolev spaces.

Definition 2.4.2. Given k ∈ N, we define the W -V -Sobolev space of order k as

Hk
W,V (T) =

{
f ∈ L2

V (T);∃D(n)
W,V f ∈ L

2
κ(n)(T)∀n = 1, . . . , k

}
,

where D(n)
W,V is defined in the same manner as in expression (2.3), and

κ(n) :=

{
W, if n is odd;

V, if n is even.
(2.31)

We endow Hk
W,V (T) with the norm

‖f‖2k,W,V (T) := ‖f‖2V +
k∑
i=i

‖∂(i)W,V f‖
2
κ(i).

Remark 2.4.3. It is easy to notice that the space Hk
W,V (T), endowed with the norm

‖f‖2k,W,V , is a Hilbert space.

Remark 2.4.4. By proceeding as in [28, Corollary 2], we could also define Hk
W,V (T) as

Hk
W,V (T) = C∞W,V (T)

‖.‖k,W,V
.

The next result characterize the space Hk
W,V (T) in terms of its Fourier coeficients,

which generalizes expression (2.9):

Theorem 2.4.5. We have the following characterization

Hk
W,V (T) =

{
f ∈ L2

V (T); f = α0 +
∞∑
i=1

αiνi and
∞∑
i=1

λki α
2
i <∞

}
.
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Proof. Let k be odd and f = α0 +
∑∞

i=1 αiνi. Then, by using Lemma ??, we have that

∞∑
i=1

αiλ
k−1
2

i

√
λi
D−Wνi√
λi

= D
(k)
W,V f ∈ L

2
W (T).

Indeed, by Parseval’s identity we have that

∞∑
i=1

α2
iλ

k
i = ‖D(k)

W,V f‖
2
W <∞.

Conversely, let f = α0 +
∑∞

i=1 αiνi and
∑∞

i=1 λ
k
i α

2
i <∞. Further, recall that, by (2.7),

λi → ∞ as i → ∞. This implies that, for large i ∈ N, we have λi > 1. Therefore, if∑∞
i=1 α

2
iλ

k
i < ∞, then

∑∞
i=1 α

2
iλ

j
i < ∞, for j ≤ k. Now, let (fk)k∈N be the sequence

given by

fk = α0 +
k∑
i=1

αiνi.

We have that fk ∈ C∞W,V (T) and that D(n)
W,V fk is Cauchy in L2

κ(n)(T) for n = 1, . . . , k.
Therefore, fk → f with respect to the norm ‖.‖k,W,V . The result, thus, follows from
Remark 2.4.4.

We have the following strong regularity for these higher order W -V -Sobolev

spaces:

Theorem 2.4.6. For every k ≥ 1:

Hk
W,V (T) ⊂ Ck−1

W,V (T),

where C0
W,V (T) = {f : T → R; f is càdlàg and D(f) ⊂ D(V )}, where D(f) stands for

the set of discontinuity points of f .

Proof. Begin by noticing that the case k = 1 follows directly from [28, Theorem 2]. By
using induction on k and [28, Theorem 2], again, we obtain the result for any k ≥ 1.

An immediate application of Theorem 2.4.6 yields the following Corollary regard-

ing strong regularity of H∞W,V (T):

Corollary 2.4.7.
∞⋂
k=1

Hk
W,V (T) =: H∞W,V (T) = C∞W,V (T).
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2.5 Fractional order Sobolev spaces Hs
W,V (T)

In this section we will consider a different approach for defining higher order

Sobolev spaces in such a way that it will agree with the definition given in the previous

section, but it will also be suitable to define fractional order Sobolev spaces. One key

difference in the approach we will use is that we will only deal with the space L2
V (T),

that is, we will not be switching between the spaces L2
V (T) and L2

W (T).

We begin by characterizing the fractional order W -V -Sobolev spaces for non-

negative orders.

Definition 2.5.1. Let s ≥ 0, we define the sth order W -V -Sobolev space by

Hs
W,V (T) = D((I −∆W,V )s/2) =

{
f ∈ L2

V (T); f = α0 +
∞∑
i=1

αiνi;
∞∑
i=0

γsiα
2
i <∞

}
,

endowed with the norm

‖f‖2Hs
W,V (T) = ‖(I −∆W,V )s/2f‖2L2

V (T) =
∞∑
i=0

γsiα
2
i ,

where (γi)i∈N are the eigenvalues of I−∆W,V and were introduced in the comments just
below Definition 2.1.8.

The next Proposition shows that the above definition agrees with the definitions

given the previous section when s ∈ N :

Proposition 2.5.2. If s = k ∈ N, then, we have the following equality of sets:

Hs
W,V (T) = Hk

W,V (T),

where the left-hand side refers to the set in Definition 2.5.1 and the right-hand side
refers to the set in Definition 2.4.2. Moreover, the norms ‖ · ‖Hk

W,V (T) and ‖ · ‖k,W,V are
equivalent.

Proof. Notice that γi = 1 + λi. So, if
∑∞

i=1 α
2
i <∞, we have that

∞∑
i=0

γki α
2
i <∞⇐⇒

∞∑
i=1

λki α
2
i <∞.

Hence, by Theorem 2.4.5, we have the equality of sets. It remains to be proved that
the norms ‖ · ‖Hs

W,V (T) and ‖ · ‖k,W,V are equivalent.
To this end, it readily follows by repeated application of the integration-by-parts

formula (see Proposition 2.1.7) that for any function f ∈ Hk
W,V (T), with

f = α0 +
∞∑
i=1

αiνi,
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and any 0 ≤ j ≤ k,

‖D(j)
W,V f‖

2
κ(j) =

∞∑
i=1

λjiα
2
i ≤

∞∑
i=0

γjiα
2
i = ‖f‖2

Hj
W,V (T), (2.32)

where κ is given by equation (2.31). Therefore,

‖f‖2k,W,V ≤ ‖f‖2H0
W,V (T) + · · ·+ ‖f‖2Hk

W,V (T) ≤ (k + 1)‖f‖2Hk
W,V (T),

where the last inequality comes from the fact that γj ≥ 1, so ‖f‖2
Hi

W,V (T) ≤ ‖f‖
2
Hj

W,V (T)
if i ≤ j. Thus,

‖f‖k,W,V ≤
√
k + 1‖f‖Hj

W,V (T).

Conversely, note that for each i, k ∈ N we have γki ≤ 2k(1 + λki ). Therefore,

‖f‖2Hk
W,V (T) ≤ 2k

(
∞∑
i=1

α2
i +

∞∑
i=1

λki α
2
i

)
= 2k(‖f‖2V + ‖∂(k)W,V f‖

2
κ(n)) ≤ 2k‖f‖2k,W,V .

Remark 2.5.3. Note that for f ∈ Hs
W,V (T) the norm ‖f‖Hs

W,V (T) = ‖(I−∆W,V )s/2f‖L2
V (T)

is defined only in terms of L2
V (T). However, this norm is not suitable for dealing with

odd natural numbers. Indeed, if s = 2k − 1, where k ∈ N is an odd natural number,
then ‖f‖Hs

W,V (T) can be seen as a “non-local” counterpart to the norm ‖f‖s,W,V , which
only involves local operators, but “pays the price” of depending on the space L2

W (T).

For s ≥ 0, let H−sW,V (T) := (Hs
W,V (T))∗, that is, H−sW,V (T) is the dual of Hs

W,V (T).

We have the following characterization for H−sW,V (T):

Proposition 2.5.4. For s ≥ 0, we have that

H−sW,V (T) ∼=

{
f =

∞∑
i=1

αiνi;
∞∑
i=1

γ−si α2
i <∞

}
,

with norm

‖f‖2
H−s

W,V (T) =
∞∑
i=1

γ−si α2
i (2.33)

and dual pairing

(f, g) =
∞∑
i=0

αi〈νi, g〉V ,

with
αi = (f, νi).
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Proof. Let f ∈ H−sW,V (T). By Riesz’s representation theorem, there exists u ∈ Hs
W,V (T)

such that for every g ∈ Hs
W,V (T), we have

(f, g) = 〈u, g〉Hs
W,V (T).

Now, since u ∈ Hs
W,V (T), we can write

u =
∞∑
i=1

βiνi,

where
∞∑
i=1

γsi β
2
i <∞.

Hence,

(f, g) =
∞∑
i=0

γsi βi〈νi, g〉V .

So, if we define αi = γsi βi, we have that (f, νi) = 〈u, νi〉Hs
W,V (T) = γsi βi and

∞∑
i=0

γ−si α2
i =

∞∑
i=0

γsi β
2
i <∞.

Finally, by Riesz’s representation theorem, we have that

‖f‖2
H−s

W,V (T) = ‖u‖2Hs
W,V (T) =

∞∑
i=1

γsi β
2
i =

∞∑
i=1

γ−si α2
i .

This proves one direction. The other direction is simpler and we leave it for the reader.

2.6 Asymptotic behavior of the eigenvalues of ∆W,V

and the embedding L2
V (T) ↪→ H−sW,V (T)

We begin this section by recalling the definition of our generalizations of the cosine

and sine functions, namely CW,V (α, ·) and SW,V (α, ·), studied in Section 2.3. We begin

by proving a fundamental relation that is analogous, and generalizes, the well-known

relation sin2(x) + cos2(x) = 1.

Proposition 2.6.1. For any x ∈ T and any α 6= 0, the following fundamental relation
is true:

CW,V (α, x)CV,W (α, x) + SW,V (α, x)SV,W (α, x) = 1 (2.34)
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Proof. Let (αn)n∈N be given by

α2k(x) = (G2k(x, x), F2k(x, x))

and
α2k+1(x) = (F2k+1(x, x), G2k+1(x, x))

for k ≥ 0, where Fn is given by (2.11) and Gn is given by (2.19). Let us denote
αn(x) = (pn(x), qn(x)). By using the integration by parts formula (see Proposition
2.1.7), we obtain the following relation:

2k∑
j=0

(−1)jqj(x)p2n−j(x) = 0. (2.35)

Finally, by using (2.35) on

CW,V (α, x)CV,W (α, x)+SW,V (α, x)SV,W (α, x) = 1+
∞∑
n=1

(−1)nα2n

2n∑
k=0

(−1)kqk(x)p2n−k(x),

the relation (2.34) follows.

Remark 2.6.2. The strategy of the above proof and the relation (2.34) were inspired
by the ideas developed on [1, Theorem 5.3].

We will now obtain a sharp estimate related to F2n and G2n, which will be fun-

damental in our study on the asymptotic behavior of the eigenvalues of ∆W,V .

Proposition 2.6.3. There exists some constant C > 0 such that

|F2n(1, 1) +G2n(1, 1)| ≤ Cn

(n!)2
. (2.36)

Proof. We begin by observing that the functions Wn+1

n+1
and V n+1

n+1
are, respectively, W -

absolutely continuous and V -absolutely continuous in the sense of [25]. So, by using
the derivatives in the sense of [25], we have that(

W n+1

n+ 1

)′
W

(x) =
1

n+ 1

n∑
j=0

W (x−)jW (x)n−j

and (
V n+1

n+ 1

)′
V

(x) =
1

n+ 1

n∑
j=0

V (x+)jV (x)n−j.

By using that W (x) ≥ W (x−) and V (x+) ≥ V (x) together with [25, Theorem 5.4] we
obtain the following inequalities:

[W (x)]n+1

n+ 1
≥
∫
(0,x]

W n(ξ−)dW (ξ) (2.37)
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and
[V (x)]n+1

n+ 1
≥
∫
[0,x)

V n(ξ)dV (ξ). (2.38)

Finally, by using Remark 2.2.4, and successively applying the inequalities (2.37) and
(2.38) on F2n(x, x), we obtain that there exists a constant A > 0 such that |F2n(1, 1)| ≤
An

(n!)2
. By proceeding similarly for G2n (with the corresponding expression for Gk ob-

tained as in Remark 2.2.4) and successively applying (2.37) and (2.38) on G2n(x, x),
we obtain that there exists B > 0 such that |G2n(1, 1)| ≤ Bn

(n!)2
. Therefore, inequality

(2.36) follows from choosing C = 2(A+B).

We are now in a position to obtain the main result of this section, which provides

a lower bound on the growth of the eigenvalues of ∆W,V .

Theorem 2.6.4. Let {λi}i≥1 be the sequence of non-negative eigenvalues (counting
according their multiplicity) of ∆W,V . Then, there exists ρ ∈ (0, 1

2
] such that

Cn1/ρ ≤ λn (2.39)

for some constant C > 0. Moreover,

∞∑
i=1

1

λsi
<∞. (2.40)

for s > ρ. In particular, if s > ρ, then A−s = (I −∆W,V )−s is a trace-class operator.

Proof. Begin by noting that Proposition 2.6.1 implies that the system (2.27) has a non
trivial solution if λi > 0 satisfies

2 = CW,V (
√
λi, 1) + CV,W (

√
λi, 1).

That is, if λi are positive roots of the entire function

f(z) = −2 +
∑
n≥0

(−1)nzn(F2n(1, 1) +G2n(1, 1)) =
∑
n≥1

(−1)nzn(F2n(1, 1) +G2n(1, 1)).

Therefore, the eigenvalues of ∆W,V are zeroes of f(z). Now, the inequality

|F2n(1, 1) +G2n(1, 1)| ≤ Cn

(n!)2

implies that the order of growth ρ of the series f(z) satisfies 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1

2
. Indeed,

ρ = lim sup
n→∞

n lnn

− ln |(−1)n[F2n(1, 1) +G2n(1, 1)]|
≤ lim sup

n→∞

n lnn

− ln

[
Cn

(n!)2

] =
1

2
.
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Now, denote by Z = {zi}i∈N the zeroes of f indexed according their respective multi-
plicity and in such a way that they are ordered according their moduli:

0 < |z1| ≤ |z2| ≤ . . . .

Let n(r) be number of zeroes of the function f whose moduli are less or equal to r, that
is,

n(r) = #{i ∈ N; |zi| < r}.

Then, we have by [32, Chapter 5, Theorem 2.1] that for any β ≥ ρ there exists a
constant C > 0 such that for sufficient large r > 0,

n(r) ≤ Crβ.

Now, observe that {λi}i∈R ⊂ Z, and that by (2.7), we have λi → ∞ as i → ∞.
Therefore, limi→∞ |zi| = +∞ which implies that ρ 6= 0. The last results prove, in
particular, that ρ 6∈ Z. Now, by [21, Chapter 5, Theorem 1], the order ρ is equal to the
convergence exponent of Z. In particular, there exists C > 0 such that

lim sup
r→+∞

n(r)

rρ
= lim sup

n→+∞

n

|zn|ρ
≤ C. (2.41)

From (2.41), there exists a subsequence nk, such that
nk
C
≤ λρk. (2.42)

Now, by the definition of subsequence, we have that nk ≥ k. By combining (2.42)
and nk ≥ k, we obtain the inequality (2.39). Finally, by using that ρ is equal to the
convergence exponent of Z, we directly obtain that if s > ρ, then∑

i≥1

1

λsi
<∞. (2.43)

Remark 2.6.5. From Weyl’s asymptotics (see, for instance,[7, Theorem 6.3.1] ), we
have that the order in the lower bound (2.39) is sharp. Indeed, Weyl’s asymptotics
yields that the exact order for the Laplacian, which corresponds to the case in which
W (x) = V (x) = x is λn ∝ n2.

An immediate, and very important, consequence is that Theorem 2.6.4 provides

us with a condition on the order s for the inclusion i : L2
V (T)→ H−sW,V (T), i(f) = f to

be Hilbert-Schmidt:

Proposition 2.6.6. Let ρ ∈ (0, 1/2] be as in Theorem 2.6.4. For any s > ρ, the
inclusion i : L2

V (T) → H−sW,V (T) is trace-class. In particular, for any s > 1/2, the
inclusion i : L2

V (T)→ H−sW,V (T) is trace-class.
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Proof. Consider the orthonormal basis of L2
V (T) given by the eigenvectors of A =

I −∆W,V , namely, {νi}i∈N. Therefore, by equation (2.33), we have that

∞∑
i=1

(i(νi), νi)H−s
W,V (T) =

∞∑
i=1

‖νi‖2H−s
W,V (T) =

∞∑
i=1

γ−si ,

which converges for s > ρ in view of Theorem 2.6.4 and the inequality γi ≥ λi for all
i ≥ 0. Since ρ ≤ 1/2, we have that s > 1/2 will always satisfy s > ρ.

2.7 Extension to the d-dimensional case

We will now extend our operator ∆W,V to the d-dimensional torus Td. The idea

is to take tensor products of copies of our one-dimensional operator.

To such an end, for each k = 1, . . . , d, let Wk : T→ R and Vk : T→ R, be strictly

increasing functions, where Wk and Vk are respectively càdlàg and càglàd functions

satisfying (2.2) and such that Wk(0) = Wk(0−) = Vk(0+) = Vk(0) = 0.

Now, observe that for k = 1, . . . , d, the functionsWk and Vk induce Borel measures

dWk and dVk on T. Now, for each k = 1, . . . , d, consider the Borel measures dW , dV ,

dW k⊗dVk and dV k⊗dWk on Td, obtained as suitable product measures. More precisely,

they are the unique measures satisfying the following relations:

dW ((0, x1]× . . .× (0, xd]) =
d∏
i=1

Wi(xi), dV ([0, x1)× . . .× [0, xd)) =
d∏
i=1

Vi(xi),

dW k ⊗ dVk

(
k−1∏
i=1

(0, xi]× [0, xk)×
d∏

j=k+1

(0, xj]

)
= V (xk)

d∏
i=1,i 6=k

Wi(xi).

and

dV k ⊗ dWk

(
k−1∏
i=1

[0, xi)× (0, xk]×
d∏

j=k+1

[0, xj)

)
= W (xk)

d∏
i=1,i 6=k

Vi(xi).

Hence, we can write them, for k = 1, . . . , d, as

dW =
d⊗
i=1

dWi; dV =
d⊗
i=1

dVi;

dV k ⊗ dWk = dWk ⊗
d⊗

i=1,i 6=k

dVi; dW k ⊗ dVk = dVk ⊗
d⊗

i=1,i 6=k

dWi.
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Now denote by AWk,Vk ⊂ C∞Wk,Vk
(T) the collection of all eigenvectors of −∇Wk,Vk

and define the set

AW,V =

{
d⊗
i=1

fi : Td → R,
d⊗
i=1

f(x1, . . . , xd) :=
d∏
i=1

fi(xi); fi ∈ AWk,Vk

}
.

Now, let us define the lateral partial derivatives. More precisely, given f : Td → R,

we say that f has the partialWk-left-derivative at (x1, . . . , xd) ∈ Td if the following limit

exists

∂−Wk
f(x1, . . . , xd) := lim

h→0+

f(x1, . . . , xd)− f(x1, . . . , xk−1, xk − h, xk+1, . . . , xd)

Wk(xk)−Wk(xk − h)
.

If f has the partial Wk-left-derivative at every point of Td, we say that f is Wk-left-

differentiable and we can define the function ∂−Wk
f : Td → R. In such a case, this

function is called the partial Wk-left-derivative of f . We define the partial Vk-right-

derivative and Vk-right-differentiable functions in an analogous manner.

Now, we define C∞W,V,0(Td) as the space of functions f : Td → R such that for all

(x1, . . . , xk−1, xk+1, . . . , xd) ∈ Td−1 and k = 1, . . . , d, the application

f (k)(x) := f(x1, . . . , xk−1, x, xk+1, . . . , xd)

is càdlàg.

Observe that for all n ≥ 1, the application ∂(n)Wk,Vk
f(x1, . . . , xk−1, x, xk+1, . . . , xd) :=

D
(n)
Wk,Vk

f (k)(x) on T is well defined and is càglàd (resp. càdlàg) for n odd (resp. n even),

where D(n)
Wk,Vk

is defined as in (2.3). Now, let n ≥ 0, and observe that ∂(n)Wk,Vk
f ∈

L2
dV k⊗dWk,0

(Td)
(
resp.L2

dV,0Td)
)
if n is odd (resp. n is even). Clearly

AW,V ⊂ C∞W,V (Td) := 〈1〉 ⊕ C∞W,V (Td).

Therefore, we are able to define the operator LW,V : C∞W,V (Td) ⊂ L2
dV (Td) → L2

dV (Td)

given by

LW,V f =
d∑
i=1

∂
(2)
Wk,Vk

f.

Indeed, the operator I−LW,V is symmetric, positive and monotone. Furthermore, note

that I − LW,V is densely defined. Indeed, we have that

d⊗
i=1

C∞Wi,Vi
(T) ⊂ C∞W,V (Td),
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where
d⊗
i=1

C∞Wi,Vi
(T) = span

{
f1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ fd; fi ∈ C∞Wi,Vi

(T), i = 1, . . . , d
}
.

Therefore, by Proposition 2.1.4, we have that for each i = 1, . . . , d, C∞Wi,Vi
(T) is dense

in L2
Vi

(T). Now, by standard limiting arguments, it is enough to show that we can

approximate 1R, where R is a measurable rectangle on the product σ-algebra B(Td) =

B(T)× · · ·×B(T). Now, by the definition of measurable rectangles, we have that there

exist Ri ∈ B(T), i = 1, . . . , d, such that R = R1 × · · · × Rd, hence 1R = 1R1 ⊗ · · · ⊗

1Rd
. Then, by the density of C∞Wi,Vi

(T) in L2
Vi

(T) and Fubini’s theorem, we have that⊗d
i=1C

∞
Wi,Vi

(T) is dense in L2
dV (Td). Therefore, we obtain that C∞W,V (Td) is dense in

L2
dV (Td).

Therefore, I −LW,V admits a Friedrich’s extension (we refer the reader to Zeidler

[34, Section 5.5] for further details on Friedrichs extensions). Thus, let I − ∆W,V :

DW,V (Td) ⊂ L2
dV (Td)→ L2

dV (Td) be the Friedrich’s extension of the operator I −LW,V .

Note that C∞W,V (Td) ⊂ DW,V (Td).

We then, proceed as in [28] to define the d-dimensional W -V -Sobolev space:

Definition 2.7.1. The W -V -Sobolev space of order 1, H1
W,V (Td), is defined as the

energetic space (in the sense of Zeidler, [34, Section 5.3]) associated to the operator
I − LW,V : C∞W,V (Td) ⊂ L2

dV (Td)→ L2
dV (Td). That is, we define the norm

‖f‖21,2 = 〈(I − LW,V )f, f〉V

in C∞W,V (Td) and say that f ∈ L2
V (Td) belongs to H1

W,V (Td) if, and only if, the following
conditions hold:

1. There exists a sequence fn ∈ C∞W,V (Td) such that fn → f in L2
V (Td);

2. The sequence fn is Cauchy with respect to the energetic norm ‖ · ‖1,2.

A sequence (fn)n∈N in C∞W,V (Td) satisfying 1 and 2 is called an admissible sequence.

We can also notice that Theorem 2.4.5 implies that the domain of the Friedrich’s

extension of I −D+
VD

−
W coincides with the W -V -Sobolev of order 2. Therefore, we can

readily define the d-dimensional W -V -Sobolev space of order 2 as the domain of the

Friedrich’s extension:

Definition 2.7.2. The W -V -Sobolev space of order 2, H2
W,V (Td), is defined as the

domain of the Friedrich’s extension of the operator I − LW,V : C∞W,V (Td) ⊂ L2
dV (Td)→

L2
dV (Td). Thus, H2

W,V (Td) = DW,V (Td).
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Let us now show that the above definitions coincide with a corresponding definition

ofW -V -Sobolev spaces in terms of weak derivatives. To this end, consider the following

definition of weak derivative.

Definition 2.7.3. We say that f ∈ L2
dV (Td) has a weak partial Wk-left-derivative if

there exists F ∈ L2
dV⊗dWk

(Td) satisfying∫
Td

f∂
(1)
Vk,Wk

g dV = −
∫
Td

Fkg dV
k ⊗ dWk

∀g ∈ C∞V,W (Td). In this case F is unique and we use the notation ∂̃(1)Wk,Vk
f := F

Remark 2.7.4. Observe that our test functions, that is the functions that belong to
C∞V,W (Td) not only are smooth in the sense that the operator can be applied indefinitely,
they are also smooth in the sense that they can be point-wisely evaluated. To the best of
our knowledge, this is the first time a space of test functions in a d-dimensional setup
has both of these features. For instance, in [29, 12, 33, 31] all the test functions either
were able to be point-wisely evaluated or were such that the operator could be applied
indefinitely, but in none of the cases, it was shown that one could do both.

The definition of weak partial Vk-right-derivative can be defined analogously. The

next result characterizes the energetic space H1
W,V (Td) in terms of weak derivatives.

Theorem 2.7.5. If we define the space

H̃1
W,V (Td) =

{
f ∈ L2

dV (Td);∃∂̃(1)Wk,Vk
f ∈ L2

dV⊗dWk
(Td)

}
.

Then H1
W,V (Td) = H̃1

W,V (Td). In particular, the space H̃1
W,V (Td) is a Hilbert Space

with the energetic inner product

〈f, g〉W,V = 〈f, g〉L2
dV (Td) +

d∑
i=1

〈
∂̃
(1)
Wi,Vi

f, ∂̃
(1)
Wi,Vi

g
〉
L2
dV ⊗dWi

(Td)
.

The proof of the above theorem follows from a simple adaptation of [28, Theorem

5] together with the fact that the eigenvectors of the d-dimensional ∆W,V are tensor

products of the eigenvectors of ∆Wk,Vk , k = 1, . . . , d.

Indeed , the set AW,V consists precisely on the orthonormal basis of L2
dV (Td) which

are eigenfunction of operator I−∆W,V . Furthermore, we can index the set of eigenvalues

{αn}n∈N satisfying

0 < α1 ≤ α2 ≤ ...→ +∞,

as n→ +∞, where the enumeration takes into account the multiplicities of each eigen-

value.
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Now, note that by the definition of the space H2
W,V (Td) and by the density of

C∞W,V (Td) on H1
W,V (Td) with respect to the ‖ · ‖W,V we have

H2
W,V (Td) =

{
f ∈ H1

W,V (Td);∃∂̃(2)Wk,Vk
f := ∂̃

(1)
Wk,Vk

(
∂̃
(1)
Wk,Vk

f
)
∈ L2

dV (Td)
}

which is a Hilbert Space with respect to the inner product defined by

〈f, g〉2,W,V = 〈f, g〉W,V +
d∑
i=1

〈
∂̃
(1)
Wi,Vi

f, ∂̃
(1)
Wi,Vi

g
〉
L2
dV ⊗dWi

(Td)
+

d∑
i=1

〈
∂̃
(2)
Wi,Vi

f, ∂̃
(2)
Wi,Vi

g
〉
L2
dV (Td)

.

We can also define the norms

〈f, g〉n,W,V = 〈f, g〉n−1,W,V +
d∑
i=1

〈
∂̃
(n)
Wi,Vi

f, ∂̃
(n)
Wi,Vi

g
〉
L2
dV ⊗dWi

(Td)
, (2.44)

if n is odd, and

〈f, g〉n,W,V = 〈f, g〉n−1,W,V +
d∑
i=1

〈
∂̃
(n)
Wi,Vi

f, ∂̃
(n)
Wi,Vi

g
〉
L2
dV (Td)

. (2.45)

if n is even. These norms allow us to define the nth order W -V -Sobolev in a similar

manner, in terms of integration by parts.

Now, similarly to the one dimensional case, by repeating the arguments in [30,

Theorem 4.1], we can characterize the spaces H1
W,V (Td) and H2

W,V (Td) as follows:

H1
W,V (Td) =

{
∞∑
i=1

biνi ∈ L2
dV (Td);

∞∑
i=1

αib
2
i <∞

}
,

H2
W,V (Td) =

{
∞∑
i=1

biνi ∈ L2
dV (Td);

∞∑
i=1

α2
i b

2
i <∞

}
,

and more generally,

Hn
W,V (Td) =

{
∞∑
i=1

biνi ∈ L2
dV (Td);

∞∑
i=1

αni b
2
i <∞

}
,

where νi is the satisfies (I − ∇W,V )νi = αiνi. From the above characterization and

following the analogue theory developed on above sections allow us to define for s > 0

the the d-dimensional fractional measure theoretic W -V -Sobolev space as the set

Hs
W,V (Td) = D(I −∇W,V )s/2 =

{
∞∑
i=1

biνi ∈ L2
dV (Td);

∞∑
i=1

αsi b
2
i <∞

}
.

In what follows is important notice that if αn is the eigenvalue of I − ∆W,V

associated to the eigenvector fn, then, there exist γn1,1, . . . , γnk,k, where each γn,k is
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the eigenvalue of I −∆Wk,Vk associated to the eigenvector fn,k, and they are such that

fn is the tensor product of the fn,k, that is, fn =
⊗d

i=1 fnk
and αn is the sum of the

eigenvalues γnk,k, that is, αn =
∑d

k=1 γnk,k.

Our goal now is to study the asymptotic behavior of the eigenvalues of the d-

dimensional ∆W,V . More precisely, we want to investigate for which values of s we have

the convergence of the series
∞∑
k=1

1

αsk
.

The convergence of the above series will determine under which conditions inclusion of

L2
V (T) in H−sW,V (T) is trace-class.

By the relation (2.39) (note that to simplify the result, we are not using the

convergence order ρ given in the statement of Theorem 2.6.4, instead we are using the

fact that ρ ≤ 1/2) we know that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

n2
kC ≤ γnk

.

Therefore, the following inequality is true in R ∪ {∞} :

∞∑
k=1

1

αsk
≤
∑
k∈Nd

1

‖k‖2s2
,

where

‖k‖2 =

(
d∑
j=1

k2j

) 1
2

,

for k = (k1, . . . , kd). We, now, have that for s > d/2,∑
k∈Nd

1

‖k‖2s2
<∞.

Indeed, for each j ∈ N the number of solutions on Nd for the equation
∑d

k=1 n
2
k = j2 is

O(jd−1), so ∑
k∈Nd

1

‖k‖2s2
≤ C

∞∑
j=1

jd−1

j2s

and the series on the right-hand side converges for s > d/2. This last discussion allows

us to state the following theorem

Theorem 2.7.6. For s > d/2, the operator (I −∇W,V )−s is trace-class.

Which directly implies that:
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Corollary 2.7.7. For any s > d/2, the inclusion i : L2
dV (Td) → H−sW,V (Td) is trace-

class.

Remark 2.7.8. In particular case where W (x) = V (x) = x we recover the classical
results for Laplacian on Td. Furthermore, since they are exact for the Laplacian, our
general lower bound is sharp for all finite measures W and V defined on Td.

2.8 Applications

2.8.1 The operator Ls
W,V and the ḢL,W,V spaces

Let H : Td → Rd, be given by H(x) = (H1(x), . . . , Hd(x)), where for each k =

1, . . . , d, we have Hk ∈ C∞V,W (Td). Further, assume that H is bounded away from zero,

that is, there exists H0 > 0 such that for every x ∈ T and every k, Hk(x) ≥ H0. Let,

also, κ : Td → R be a function in C∞W,V (Td) which is bounded away from zero.

Through this section we will consider the operator LW,V associated to the bilinear

form

BLW,V
[u, v] =

∫
Td

κ2uv dV +
d∑

k=1

∫
Hk

(
∂
(1)
Vk,Wk

u
)(

∂
(1)
Vk,Wk

v
)
dV k ⊗ dWk. (2.46)

By the assumptions, the operator LW,V defined above is symmetric, positive and

monotone. Furthermore, by a simple calculation, we have that for f ∈ C∞W,V (Td) and

every k, the following derivative of the product holds:

∂+Vk
(
Hk∂

−
Wk
f
)

(x) =
(
∂+VkHk(t)

) (
∂−Wk

f(t)
)

+Hk(t+)∂+Vk∂
−
Wk
f(t). (2.47)

Therefore, equation (2.47) implies that LW,V is densely defined, as it is well-defined

in C∞W,V (Td). Hence, we can use Friedrich’s extension (see [34, Section 5.5]) on LW,V to

obtain a self-adjoint extension, which we will also denote by LW,V .

Now, observe that the assumptions on H and κ imply that there exist constants

C1 > 0 and C2 > 0 depending only on H and κ. Such that ∀f ∈ H1
W,V (Td) the following

inequalities are verified

C1〈I −∆W,V f, f〉V ≤ BLW,V
[f, f ] ≤ C2〈I −∆W,V f, f〉V . (2.48)

Applying the Courant min-max principle on (2.48) we have the following inequalities

related to the eigenvalues γi of I −∆W,V and the eigenvalues γi,L of LW,V :

C1γi ≤ γi,L ≤ C2γi. (2.49)
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So, the asymptotic behavior of {γi}i≥0 and {γi}i≥0 are the same.

Denote by λi,L the ith eigenvalue of LW,V with corresponding eigenvector given by

ei,L. Let now, for s ≥ 0 the Hilbert space

Ḣs
L,W,V (Td) := D(L

s/2
W,V ) =

{
v ∈ L2

dV (Td) :
∑
j∈N

γsj,L〈v, ej,L〉2V <∞

}
,

with inner product and norm given by

〈u, v〉Ḣs
L,W,V

:= 〈Ls/2W,V u, L
s/2
W,V v〉V =

∑
j∈N

γsj,L〈u, ej,L〉V 〈v, ej,L〉V

and

‖v‖2
Ḣs

L,W,V
= 〈v, v〉Ḣs

L,W,V
.

The following Theorem is a consequence of (2.49) and Theorem 2.7.6.

Theorem 2.8.1. For any s > d/2, the operator L−sW,V : L2
W,V (T)→ H2s

W,V (T) ⊂ L2
W,V (T)

is trace class.

Now, let us obtain a result on elliptic regularity of LW,V :

Proposition 2.8.2. Fix s ≥ 0 and m > 0. If f ∈ Ḣm
L,W,V (Td), then the function

u ∈ Ḣs
L,W,V (Td) given by the unique weak solution of LsW,V u = f satisfies u ∈ Ḣm+2s

L,W,V (Td)

Proof. Indeed, if
f =

∑
i∈N

βiei,L

and
u =

∑
i∈N

αiei,L

then by definition

βi = 〈Ls/2W,V u, L
s/2
W,V ei,L〉V = γsi,L〈ei,L, u〉V = γsi,Lαi.

By, using that f ∈ Ḣm
L,W,V (Td) and the above identity∑

i∈N

γm+2s
i,L α2

i =
∑
i∈N

γmi,Lβ
2
i <∞

which implies u ∈ Ḣm+2s
L,W,V (Td).

For the next regularity result consider the following notation

Ḣ∞L,W,V (Td) :=
⋂
m>0

Ḣm
L,W,V (Td)
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Theorem 2.8.3. Fix s ≥ 0. If f ∈ Ḣ∞L,W,V (Td) and u ∈ Ḣs
L,W,V (Td) is the unique weak

solution of the problem
LsW,V u = f.

Then u ∈ Ḣ∞L,W,V (Td).

Proof. Follows directly from the propositions 2.8.2.

Corollary 2.8.4. For s ≥ 0 and f ∈ C∞W,V (Td) the unique weak solution u ∈ Hs
W,V (T)

of
(I −∆W,V u)su = f

belongs to H∞W,V (T). In particular, if d = 1, then u ∈ C∞W,V (T).

Proof. Indeed, in the particular case where κ ≡ H ≡ 1, we have Ḣs
L,W,V (Td) =

Hs
W,V (Td), so, the result follows from Theorem 2.8.3. Finally, if d = 1, we have by

Corollary 2.4.7 that H∞W,V (T) = C∞W,V (T).

2.8.2 H∞W,V (Td) is a nuclear space

Let X be a vector space and let 〈·, ·〉n, n ∈ N be a sequence of inner products

such that their norms are increasing, that is, for every x ∈ X and n < m, we have

‖x‖n ≤ ‖x‖m, where ‖·‖n is the norm associated to 〈·, ·〉n. Denote by Xn the completion

of X with respect to ‖ · ‖n. Now, define

X∞ =
∞⋂
n=1

Xn.

Then, (X∞, (‖ · ‖n)n∈N) is called a Countably Hilbert space and is a Fréchet space

with respect to the metric

d(f, g) =
∞∑
n=1

2−n
‖f − g‖n

1 + ‖f − g‖n
. (2.50)

Note that since the norms are increasing, we have

Xm ⊂ Xn for all m ≥ n.

We say that countably Hilbert space X∞ is Nuclear if, for each n ≥ 0, there exists

m > n such that the inclusion im,n : Xm → Xn is Hilbert-Schmidt. That is, given an

orthonormal basis in Xm, say {ej}j≥1, we have

∞∑
j=1

‖ej‖2n <∞.
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Let us now show that H∞W,V (Td) is a nuclear space. In particular, if d = 1 we will

have that C∞W,V (T) is a nuclear space, which generalizes the well-known fact that the

Schwarz space C∞(T) is a nuclear space.

This is a major advance in the field, as we can choose V (x) = x to obtain that

the very abstract space SW (Td) considered in [12] is actually the concrete H∞W,V (Td),

which if d = 1 is actually C∞W,V (T). We believe that H∞W,V (Td) = C∞W,V (Td) but it is still

an open problem for us.

Then, note that the sequence of norms ‖ · ‖n,W,V given in (2.44) and (2.45) are

increasing. If we choose X = C∞W,V (Td), we obtain that for each n,

Xn = Hn
W,V (Td).

All that is left to do is to show that for every n, we can find m ≥ n such that the

inclusion im,n : Hm
W,V (Td)→ Hn

W,V (Td) is Hilbert-Schmidt. From Corollary 2.7.7, given

n ∈ N, for any m ∈ N such that m > n + d/4, the inclusion im,n is Hilbert-Schdmit.

This shows that X∞ = H∞W,V (Td) is a nuclear space.

The fact that H∞W,V (Td) makes it an ideal space of test functions as it can be used

in the Mitoma’s compactness criterion (see [23]) and also as test functions to obtain

existence and uniqueness of evolution stochastic differential equations taking values on

dual of nuclear spaces.

2.8.3 Second-order elliptic stochastic partial differential equa-
tions

We will now provide the tools to work with the fractional counterpart to the

stochastic partial differential equation considered in Section 8 of [28]. For this approach

we will only “operate” on the L2
V (T) space as remarked at the beginning of Section 2.5.

We begin by providing a definition for the V -Gaussian white noise on L2
V (T):

Definition 2.8.5. We define the V -Gaussian white noise as the L2
V (Td)-isonormal

Gaussian process, that is, a process {ḂV (h);h ∈ L2
V (Td)} defined on a complete proba-

bility space (Ω,F , P ), such that for every g, h ∈ L2
V (Td), ḂV (g) and ḂV (h) are centered

R-valued gaussian random variables such that E(ḂV (g)ḂV (h)) =
∫
Td ghdV .

Remark 2.8.6. It follows directly (see [24, Chapter 1] for further details) that ḂV is
a linear isometry between L2

V (Td) and a closed subspace of L2(Ω,F , P ).
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Remark 2.8.7. The existence of the V -Gaussian white noise follows directly from
Kolmogorov’s extension theorem.

Let us connect the one-dimensional V -Gaussian white noise with the V -Brownian

motion considered in [28].

The one-dimensional V -Gaussian white noise

Recall from [28] that a V -Brownian motion in law is a process BV (·) such that

Definition 2.8.8. We say that BV (t) is a V -Brownian motion in law if it satisfies the
following conditions:

1. BV (0) = 0 almost surely;

2. If t > s, then BV (t)−BV (s) is independent of σ(BV (u);u ≤ s);

3. If t > s, then BV (t)−BV (s) has N(0, V (t)− V (s)) distribution.

If, additionally, BV (·) has càdlàg sample paths, we say that BV (·) is a V -Brownian
motion.

We can recover the V -Brownian motion in law in Definition 2.8.8 from the one-

dimensional V -Gaussian white noise by defining

BV (t) = ḂV (1[0,t]). (2.51)

Proposition 2.8.9. The process BV (·) defined by (2.51) is a V -Brownian motion in
law.

Proof. We have that BV (0) follows a Gaussian distribution with mean 0 and variance
V (0) = 0. Therefore, BV (0) = 0 almost surely. So, condition 1 follows.

Now, since ḂV (·) is linear, we have that, for t > s,

BV (t)−BV (s) = ḂV (1[0,t])− ḂV (1[0,s])

= ḂV (1(s,t]).

So, BV (t)−BV (s) follows a gaussian distribution with mean 0 and variance
∫
T 1(s,t]dV =

V (t)− V (s). Thus, condition 3 holds.
Finally, condition 2 is a simple consequence of the fact that uncorrelated jointly

gaussian random variables are independent and that for any u ≤ s < t, we have
E((BV (t) − BV (s))BV (u)) = E(ḂV (1(s,t])ḂV (1[0,u])) = 〈1(s,t],1[0,u]〉V = 0, since the
intervals (s, t] and [0, u] are disjoint.
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Up to a modification, the V -Gaussian white noise induces a V -Brownian motion.

Corollary 2.8.10. The process BV (·) has a modification that is a V -Brownian motion.

Proof. It follows directly from the proof of Proposition 10 in [28].

Notice, then, that in dimension 1, Proposition 2.8.9 and Corollary 2.8.10 connect

the V -Brownian motion with the V -Gaussian white noise on L2
V (T).

Let f =
∑n

i=1 αi1Ii , be a simple function, with n ∈ N, α1, . . . , αn ∈ R and

I1, . . . , In are disjoint intervals. Define the stochastic integral of simple functions as∫
T
f(s)dBV (s) =

n∑
i=1

αiḂV (1Ii) = ḂV (f).

It then follows immediately that if f is a simple function, then the following

isometry holds:

E[(ḂV (f))2] = E

[(∫
T
fdBV

)2
]

=

∫
T
f 2dV. (2.52)

Let h ∈ L2
V (T) and hn be a sequence of simple functions converging to h in L2

V (T).

It follows from (2.52), that
∫
T hndBV is a Cauchy sequence in L2(Ω,F , P ), so we define

∫
T
hdBV = lim

n→∞

∫
T
hndBV = lim

n→∞
ḂV (hn), (2.53)

where the limit is taken in L2(Ω,F , P ).

It also follows directly from the isometry (2.52) that for any h ∈ L2
V (T)

ḂV (h) =

∫
T
hdBV . (2.54)

Remark 2.8.11. Observe that [28, Proposition 12] and (2.54) show that the functional
on HW,V,D(T) := {f : f ∈ H1

W,V (T), f(0) = 0} induced by the V -Gaussian white noise
on L2

V (T) introduced in Definition 2.8.5 through the L2
V (T)-isonormal gaussian process

coincides with the pathwise V -Gaussian white noise (with respect to the measure induced
by V ) introduced in [28, Definition 12].

V -Gaussian white noise on dimension d

Consider a dimension d ≥ 1. We will now provide the well-known white noise

expansion, which will enable us to solve the fractional equation. We will provide the

proof for completeness since it is short.
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Proposition 2.8.12. There exists an iid sequence of standard normal random variables
ξ1, ξ2, . . . such that for every h ∈ L2

V (Td)

ḂV (h) =
∞∑
i=0

ξi〈h, νi〉V ,

where the sum converges in L2(Ω,F , P ) and P -a.s.

Proof. Begin by noticing that since {νi}i∈N are orthogonal, {ḂV (νi)}i∈N is a sequence
of uncorrelated and jointly gaussian distributions. Thus, the random variables ḂV (ν1),

ḂV (ν2), . . . are independent and gaussian with variance ‖νi‖V = 1. So they form an iid
sequence of standard normal distributions.

By Remark 2.8.6, ḂV is a linear isometry between L2
V (Td) and a closed subspace

of L2(Ω,F , P ). Hence, it is easy to check that the sum converges in L2(Ω,F , P ).
Finally, let Mn =

∑n
i=0 ξi〈h, νi〉V . Then, (Mn)n∈N is a martingale such that

sup
n∈N

E|Mn| ≤
√
E((ḂV (h))2) = ‖h‖V <∞.

Therefore, by Theorem 4.2.11 in [8], Mn converges a.s., which completes the proof.

Remark 2.8.13. The expansion in Proposition 2.8.12 motivates the following expan-
sion for ḂV :

ḂV =
∞∑
i=0

ξiνi. (2.55)

However, the above series does not converge on L2
V (Td).

In the next Proposition we use the characterization in Proposition 2.5.4 to obtain

a space in which the expansion in Remark 2.8.13 converges.

Proposition 2.8.14. If T : L2
V (Td) → H is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, where H is

some Hilbert space with norm ‖ · ‖H . Then, the expansion

TḂV :=
∞∑
i=0

ξiTνi (2.56)

is a well-defined L2(Ω,F , P )-random variable in H, where the random variables ξ1, ξ2, . . .
are the iid standard normal random variables defined in Proposition 2.8.12.

Proof. We have that ∥∥∥∥∥
N∑
i=0

ξiTνi

∥∥∥∥∥
2

H

=
N∑

i,j=1

ξiξj〈Tνi, Tνj〉H .

Thus,

E

∥∥∥∥∥
N∑
i=0

ξiTνi

∥∥∥∥∥
2

H

 =
N∑
i=1

‖Tνi‖2H ≤
∞∑
i=1

‖Tνi‖2H <∞,
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since T is Hilbert-Schmidt. Therefore, the sum
∑N

i=0 ξiTνi converges to some H-valued
random variable in L2(Ω,F , P ).

Corollary 2.8.15. We have that if s > d/2, then P -almost surely ḂV |Hs
W,V (Td) ∈

H−sW,V (Td), where ḂV |Hs
W,V (Td) is the restriction of the V -Gaussian white noise to Hs

W,V (Td).
Furthermore, the following expansion converges in H−sW,V (Td):

ḂV =
∞∑
i=0

ξiνi.

Proof. By Corollary 2.7.7, if s > d/2, then the inclusion i : L2
V (Td) → H−sW,V (Td) is

trace-class and therefore Hilbert-Schmidt. By Proposition 2.8.14,

i(ḂV ) =
∞∑
i=0

ξii(νi)

is a well defined L2(Ω,F , P )-random variable inH−sW,V (Td). Furthermore, by Proposition
2.8.12, we have the following equality for every h ∈ Hs

W,V (Td) ⊂ L2
V (Td):

ḂV (h) = i(ḂV )(h).

Therefore, ḂV |Hs
W,V (Td) = i(ḂV ).

We are now in a position to solve the Matérn-like fractional elliptic equation driven

by V -generalized gaussian white noise:

LβW,V u = ḂV , (2.57)

where LW,V is the operator induced by the bilinear form (2.46). Note that if H = I,

then the equation becomes

(κ2I −∆W,V )βu = ḂV .

Remark 2.8.16. Observe that the stochastic partial differential equation (2.57) gener-
alizes the Matérn equation on the d-dimensional torus.

Remark 2.8.17. Notice that unlike the stochastic partial differential equation consid-
ered in Section 8 of [28], the fractional equation (2.57) is driven by a gaussian white
noise on L2

V (Td).

Theorem 2.8.18. Let LW,V be the operator with bilinear form (2.46). If β > d/4, then
the solution of (2.57) given by

u = L−βW,V ḂV

is a well-defined centered gaussian L2(Ω,F , P )-random variable taking values in the
space Ḣ2β− d

2
−ε

L,W,V (Td) for all ε > 0 and covariance operator given by L−2βW,V a.s.
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Proof. By Theorem 2.8.1, the operator L−sW,V is trace-class for s > d/2. In particular, if
β > d/4, the restriction of L−βW,V to L2

V (T) is Hilbert-Schmidt. Hence, from Proposition
2.8.14 and [6, Lemma 2.1], if β > d/4, then L−βW,V ḂV is a well-defined L2(Ω,F , P )-

random variable taking values in Ḣ
2β− d

2
−ε

L,W,V (Td). Finally, by writing u = L−βW,V ḂV in
terms of expansion in equation (2.56) we readily obtain that u is a centered gaussian
random variable with covariance operator given by L−2βW,V .

78



Chapter 3

Final Discussion

At this point of the work, we believe we were able to show the importance of

the W -V -Sobolev spaces Hs
W,V (T), of the space of test functions C∞W,V (T). Further, we

showed that the W -Brownian motion is deeply connected to the W -V -Sobolev spaces.

Moreover, by using the theory, we were able to solve some elliptic partial differential

equations and stochastic partial differential equations.

However, some interesting questions can be raised in view of the nature and of

the results we obtained. As shown above, we can extend our one-dimensional model to

higher dimensions, thus obtaining analogues to W -V -Sobolev spaces and for space of

test functions. By following the ideas in Chapter 2 it is straightforward to establish the

existence and uniqueness for problems related to the elliptic differential operator

EW,V u =
d∑
i=1

−∂+Vi
(
ai∂
−
Wi

)
u+ cu,

where c and ai satisfy some suitable conditions. The operator EW,V is a generalization

of the classical elliptic differential operator

Ẽu = −
d∑
i=1

∂xi (ai∂xi)u+ cu.

But, as we know, we can study the operator Ẽ in a more complete manner, which

renders the operator asymmetric. More precisely, one can consider the operator given

by

Lu = −
d∑

i,j=1

∂xi
(
ai,j∂xj

)
u+

d∑
i=1

bi∂xiu+ cu

where the matrix A = (aij)i,j=1,...,d and and the vector b = (bi)i=1,...,d satisfies some

suitable conditions. Therefore, the following question is natural:
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“How can we generalize the operator EW,V in such manner to study its complete

version where necessarily the matrix A is not taken as a diagonal and b 6= 0?”

Still talking about the operator EW,V and motivated by the results presented in [30],

we can point the following interesting question about the regularity:

“What is the shape of regularity results that we can establish for the operator∑d
i=1−∂

+
Vi

(
∂−Wi

)
u+ u?, and how about EW,V ?”

Back to the topic of high-dimensional extensions of the the one dimensional model of

−∆W,V . Note that our d-dimensional differential operator −∆W,V, can be seen as an

operator depending on W and V. If one considers W and V as probability distribution

functions, the case we considered means that we assumed the jointly distribution to the

product (which would mean they are the distribution of independent random variables).

We can also have the following question

“Is it possible consider generalized second order operators by considering formal

derivatives with respect an Borel measure on Td not necessarily given by the product

measure?.”

Finally, turning our attention to the W -Brownian motion BW , and pointing that, the

jumps of BW is subordinated to the jumps of W and expecting that this model of

stochastic process can be useful in future works related to stocks in the financial market

one nice question about future models related to this object is

“By embedding BW on a random environment, in such a manner that the functions V

and W are random, thus making the jump sites random, is there a choice of the

random environment such that the (unconditional) finite dimensional distributions of

BW are still Gaussian?”
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