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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 elipticos unilaterais fracionarios
no sentido teorético da medida sobre o toro e um novo processo estocastico denominado
movimento W-Browniano. Estabelecemos alguns resultados de regularidade e espec-
trais relacionados aos operadores citados acima, mais precisamente, fomos capazes de
fornecer limites nitidos para a taxa de crescimento de autovalores para um problema
de autovalor associado. Além disso, mostramos como o espago de Cameron-Martin
associado ao movimento W-Browniano se relaciona com espagos Sobolev naturalmente
associado aos operadores elipticos mencionados anteriormente. Finalmente, fornecemos

algumas aplicagoes da teoria deselvolvida em equagoes diferenciais parciais estocasticas.

Keywords: Espacos de Sobolev Fracionarios; Movimento Browniano; Operadores Elip-

ticos.
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Introduction

A class of second order differential operators - - 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 %ﬁ, that is,

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

d d
T T introduced

[15] there is no such a restriction), a particular case of the operator
by Uta in [16]. However, unlike Uta [16], Franco and Landim [I5] started with a local
operator that was defined in a manner that it depends on a type of Stieltjes derivative of
cadlag 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

d _d
av dw -

of [I5] to generalize the formal operator This operator, which comes from a local
definition, agrees with the “global” operator introduced in [I6] 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 cadlad (a right-continuous function

with left limits) function and V' is a caglad (a left-continuous function with right limits)



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

or

vern oy fla+h) = flx)
Dyfe)= lim e v @)

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

the domain Dy of the new symmetric and non-positive second order operator
D¥(Dy) : Dw,y C L (T) — L (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
Dy (Dyy) satisfies all the required hypothesis to ensure the existence of the Friedrichs
extension. Let, then, (I — Awy) : Dy C L (T) — L (T) be the Friedrichs extension
of the operator I — Dy, Dy, and let the associated energetic space be given by Hyyy (T).

Moreover, define the formal second order operator

ijv =1 — (I — AWJ/) : ijv C L%/(T) — L%/(']T)

that can be understood as the model for the measure theoretic Laplacian %ﬁ intro-
duced on the torus. One notable result we were able to obtain is refers to the regularity

of the eigenvectors of the problem

—Awyd = Ap, A € R\ {0};

u € Dmv(T)

We proved that each solution ¢ of the above problem belongs to the space Cjy,,(T), that
is the space of cadlag functions f : T — R such that Dy, f exists and is a zero-mean
caglad function, Dy (Dy, f) exists and is zero-mean cadlag function, Dy, [Dy(Dy;f)]
exists and is a zero-mean caglad function, and so on. The space Cypy (T) will work as

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



allow us to characterize the space Hy .y (T) as a W-V-Sobolev space. Furthermore, we
can characterize the space Hyv(T) in terms of the Fourier coefficients of the functions.

More precisely, we prove that

Hyy(T) = {f € Li(T); f = e +Z%W;Z)\i@? < OO} ;
i=1 i=1

where {\; };>1 are the eigenvalues of the operator —Ayy, which exist due to the compact
immersion of Hyy,y(T) into L} (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

By, which possess the following properties:

1. The finite-dimensional distributions of By, are Gaussian;

2. The sample paths of By, are cadlag 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 By as the space Hy yp(T) = {f € Hw,y(T) : f(0) = 0}. This shows
that the Cameron-Martin space of By, 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 L% (T) is the unique Gaussian measure associated to
the Cameron-Martin space Hyv.p(T). Finally, some applications to stochastic partial
differential equations are presented.

In Chapter 3, we provide sufficient conditions for a functions on C(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 Fy(z) = W (x)
and recursively define

| Fusto) = a5, )4V(©), 1 even
F.(z,s) = [0,5)

/( o [Froi(z, @) — Foq(2,6)] dW(E), n odd,

xn
then the sequence { Fy(x, x) }x>1 plays the role of the polynomial terms — in the classical
= n!

MacLaurin expansion for W(x) = V(z) = . 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 Dy, f(0),
under which, we can obtain the uniform convergence of S°5_, D%}V f(O)F,(x,z) 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 v; of —Ayyy in terms of the measure theoretic trigonometric functions
Swy (o, x), Cwyv(a,z), Syw(a,z) and Cyw(a,z) that are generalizations of the clas-
sical trigonometric functions cos(ax) and sin(ax). In this chapter we also introduce
the fractional order W-V-Sobolev spaces, which as defined in terms of their Fourier

coeflicients:
(I — Awy)** = Hyyop(T) = {f ELY(T)if =0+ Y awi; ¥ Aol < oo} :
=1 =1

for s € R. By using measure trigonometrical characterization of the eigenvectors of
—Awy we were able to prove, by using the theory of entire functions, the existence of

p € (0,1/2] such that

<

L
= A
forall s > p, or equivalently, that the operator (I — Ay )*? is trace class for s > p. We
then provide a generalization of the results for dimensions d. That is, we introduced the
generalized Laplacian on the d-dimensional torus T¢ by taking tensor products of the
eigenvectors of Ay . 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 — Awy)®? is trace class, recovering the same lower bound for the Laplacian on T
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.



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 Dy, = ﬁ with respect to an increasing func-
tion W : R — R which is right-continuous (or left-continuous). See, for instance,
[11, 25, 29, [, [16] and [15).

Note that the second-order differencial operator - (L) introduced in [II] have
one of its derivatives with respect to W which may have jumps, and surprisingly these
jumps of W 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 ﬁ (%) 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 % (%), which
is the case when W (z) = z.

In |29, 30] they introduced the W-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



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 WW-Sobolev spaces in [29] and also with the standard Sobolev
spaces, see Remark

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 ﬁ (%) and % (ﬁ). Indeed, we explain on Re-
mark 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 Ay, introduced in Definition we will introduce the natural space

Cypv(T) where all eigenfunctions of the problem

—Awyd = Ao, A € R\ {0};

u € DW7v(T),

(1.1)

belong, and following the ideas of [29] we introduce and new (W, V)-Sobolev space
Hwv(T) and characterize this last space from other different perspectives. The in-
sight to consider the space Cypy (T) is due to the regularity problem associated to the
eigenvectors determined by the operator Ly studied in [I5] which we expected that
each of them (almost surely) inherit the "interacted" regularity of the initial space Dy .
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 the W-V-Sobolev space is the Cameron-Martin space of the distri-
bution of the W-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.



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 cadlag (from
french, “continue a droite, limite a gauche”) if the function is right-continuous and has
limits from the left. Similarly, we say that a function is caglad, if the function is
left-continuous and has limits from the right.

Let W,V : R — R be increasing functions that are, respectively, cadlag and
caglad. Further, we assume that they are periodic in the sense that

R W(z +1) — W(z) = W(1) — W(0); "

V(z+1)—V(x)=V(1) - V(0),

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 L? space with the measure induced by V by L%(T) and its
norm (resp. inner product) by || - |y (resp. (:,-)y). Similarly, we will denote the L?

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

by [ - flw (resp. (- -)w).



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

o f@th) — f(x)
Dwf(x) T hli)f(l)l_ W(x + h) - W(:B)

exists for all x € T. Similarly, we say that a function g : T — R is V -right differentiable
if the limit
. g+ h)—g()

h—ot V(z+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, [I7]. 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) = z, 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 L-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

A natural question is related to Definition 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 Dy, and that the resulting function is further differentiable with respect to Dy;. Let

us study such a class.

Definition 1.1.2. We will denote by Dw,v(T) the set of cadlag functions f such that:
o [ is W-left differentiable.
o Dy, f is a caglad function that is V-right differentiable.
o DY(Dyy f) is a cadlag function.

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

in @WJ/(T) .



Lemma 1.1.3. If f : T — R is caglad and Dy, f = 0, then f = C, where C is a
constant. Similarly, if g : T — R s cadlag and Dy,g = 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) # f(b), for some a, b, with a < b.

bt )~ f)

2[V(b) = V(a)]’
and ¢ = inf {z;2 € (a,b],|f(x) — f(a)] > €[V(z) — V(a)]}. Since f if left continuous,
we have that ¢ < b and |f(c) — f(a)] < €([V(c)—V(a)]. D'f = 0 implies that
(D7 f)(c) = 0. Therefore, there exists § > 0 such that 0 < h < ¢ implies

[fle+h) = flo] <elV(et+h) = V().
This, in turn, implies that for every 0 < h < 0
[fle+h) = fla) <[flc+h) = flo)l+]f(c) = fla)] < €[V(c+h) = V(a)].
This contradicts the choice of c. 0

We are now in a position to characterize the functions in the space Dy (T).

Lemma 1.1.4. A function f : T — R belongs to Dw.v(T) if, and only if, there exists
a cadlag function g : T — R such that

F@) = £(0) + W(a /0 ]/[0 $)dV (s)dW (), (1.3)

and
—I—/ / g(s)dV (s)dW(y) =0, / g(s)dV (s) = 0.
(0,1] J10,y) [0,1)
Proof. Tt follows directly from the Lemma n

Remark 1.1.5. Let us consider the special case in which V(x) = z, and ran(Dy;Dy;) C
{continuous functions}. In such a case, we have by that

flx+h) = fx)

Dw f(z) := lim W(z+h) — W(x)

1s well defined for all x in T, where Dy f is continuous and differentiable, with D, Dyy f
contmuous, i.e, the domain Dw,y(T) is exactly the domain Dw of D,Dy introduced

n [15]. In the same way, we can work with the operator Dy, Dy in the domain of
caglad functions f: T — R that are: (i) V-right differentiable; (i) Dy f is cadlag and
W-left differentiable; and (iii) Dy, (D5 f) is caglad. Therefore if V(x) is continuous

9



and ran(Dy,Dy) C {continuous functions}, then the domain of Dy, Dy is exactly the
domain D(T) of the Feller Operator Dy D;,. More precisely, if W(z) = W (x—) we
have

DDy f = Dy D f.

For more details on the operator Dy Dy, 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 Dy;Dy,. Similarly, whenever we use the subscript V, W, we will
be referring to the, analogous, structure related to the operator Dy,Dy;. Notice that
by doing this, we will keep changing between cadlag and caglad 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 Dy (T) is dense in L3 (T)

2. The operator DDy, : Dwv(T) C L{(T) — L%(T) is symmetric and non-

positive. More precisely,
(DiDyfg)v == [ Dy f(s)Dials)d (s)
T

3. (Poincaré-Friedrichs Inequality) Let f be a cadlag function such that Dy, f exists

and Dy, f is a caglag function. Then,

£ < WOV @)Dy £l + V(D) fr, (1.4)

Sa F(s)dV (s)
fA 1dV(s) *

where fo =
Proof. Begin by noting that the space of continuous functions is dense in L?,(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 Dy v (T). Since T is compact, given any € > 0,
there exists n € N such that |z —y| < 1/n implies |f(z) — f(y)| < e. Now, let us
consider the function g : T — R defined by
n—1 i1 j
W (gil) W (l) {G /G0

n n

g(z) = ‘

where 14 stands for the indicator of the set A. Let G : T — R be given by
G =10+ | gwav ()
0,z

Therefore, for % <zx< j%l, 0 <7 <n-—1, we have that

cor-o(2) ¢4 (v (1)

n




Hence, G(j/n) = f(j/n) and, for £ <z < £ we have

G(z) = f(2)] <|G(x) = FG/n)| + | f(z) = f(G/n)].

Now, observe that our choice of n implies that |G — f||oc < 2¢. Note, also, that g is
caglag, and

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

Since g is a caglad function, given € > 0 there exists a partition of {0 = zp < 23 < -+ <
zr, = 1} of T such that |g(b) — g(a)| < € for z_1 < b and a < z;. Now, let us define a
cadlag function p : T — R given by

k

g9(z 9(zi-1)
L 1oy (@)
EZV %1)mmm@)

=1

Note that p is cadlad and [} p(s)dV (s) = 0. Let us now use this p to define P : T — R
by

P(z) = g(0) + /[ PV G)

By the choice of the partition above, we have that ||P — g||oo < 2¢. Finally, note that

W) = £(0) + /(] 4w (€) (b £ g(0)+ /[ 7£)p(n)dv(n)) ,

belongs to Dy, where b = —g(0) — (W(1))™" [, dW(E) [ ¢ (m)dV (n). The con-
tinuity of f implies that g(0) — 0 as n — oco. By using this last fact, we can find a

constant C' > 0, that does not depend on n nor on k, such that
[h = Gl < Ce.

Finally, the triangular inequality yields ||h — f|l < (C' + 2)e. This proves (a).

To prove (b), suppose g is cadlag W-left differentiable function with Dy, g caglad,
and that f is a caglad V-right differentiable function with D} f cadlag. For any € > 0
choose a partition {a = z; < 29 < -+ < 2,41 = b} of [a,b] C T such that

|g(8) - g(t)| < €7if 2 < st < k415

1f(s) = f(O)] <eif 2z < s,t < 2zpp1.

We, then, have

A= | [ HODEFOY = 3 atelee) -

=Z / DEA(ENa(e) ~ o(ldV )| < ADFALVL (1)

11



On the other hand

n+1
ZQ (20)[f (1) = f(20)] = [£(0)g(b) — fla)g(a)] — Zf(zk)[g(zkz> — 9(2k-1)]
k=2
and
n+1
A= ) F(5)Dyyrg(s)dW = f(zi)lg(2k) — 9(2-1))]
= Z/( ]Dv‘vg(s)[f(s> — f(z)]dW (s)| < €l| Dy glloo[W (1)]. (1.6)

Finally, (1.5 . and ((1.6) imply
/[b)g(S)D$f(S)dV(S) + | f(s)Dyg(s)dW(s) — [f(b)g(b) — fla)g(a)]

(a,b]

< eC,

where C' = {||D{ || [V(1)] + | Dy 9llso[W(1)]}. Since € is arbitrary, we obtain

/[b)g(S)DW(S)dV(S) = [f(0)g(b) = fla)g(a)l = | f(s)Dyg(s)dW(s).  (L.7)

(a,b]

Using (|1.7), we can easily see that, for f,g € Dy (T), we have

T

9DI DV (s) = = [ D f()Dyg()dW(s). (18)
To prove (c) note that

[ oo -vs =g [([iro- f(n)]dV(n))2dV(€)-

On the right hand side we use that f(§) — f(n) = fné] Dy, f(s)dW (s), and then apply
Holder’s inequality to obtain ({1.4]). ]

The following consequence of Theorem will be very useful through this work,
but first we need a definition.

Definition 1.1.8. Let LIQ/V,O(T) be the subspace of L2, (T) consisting of functions with
mean zero:

L3y o(T) = {H S L%V(T);/THCZW = o} :

Corollary 1.1.9. The set of W-left-derivatives of functions in D,y is dense in L%MO(T)
in the uniform topology. In particular,

— “'”LZ T
{Dyfi f e @W,V}‘ w® = L%V,O(T>~
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Proof. Fix a function f € Lj;(T). By the version of Theorem 1 for Dy (that is,
related to the V, W-structure, see Remark [1.1.6) there is a sequence p, € Dy such
that p,, — f uniformly. Now, let

_ W ()
falz) = /(o,x] PndW — W) /TpndVV.

We have that f, € Dy and D_f, = p, — ﬁ Jp PndW. The triangular inequality
yields

+ llpn = fllse-

1
~ f— — [ poaw

Using the uniform convergence of p, and the last estimate, we have that Dy, f, — f

uniformly in T. This yields the desired convergence in L%, (T). O

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 order W -V -Sobolev space, denoted by Hy v (T), as
the energetic space (in the sense of Zeidler, [34), Section 5.3]) associated to the operator
(I — D} Dy) : Dwv(T) C LE(T) — LE(T). That is, we define the norm

I£1l2 = (I = Dy:Dy f, f)v

in Dwy(T) and say that f € L¥(T) belongs to Hyy(T) if, and only if, the following
conditions hold:

1. There exists a sequence f, € Dwy(T) such that f, — f in L} (T);
2. The sequence f, is Cauchy with respect to the energetic norm || - ||1.2.

A sequence (fn)nen in Dw,y (T) satisfying 1 and 2 is called an admissible sequence.

Remark 1.2.2. Notice that, by condition 2 of Definition the norm || - ||1.2 can be
uniquely extended to Hy v (T). Therefore, we endow Hyy,y (T) with this extended norm,

which we will also denote by || - ||1.2-

Theorem 1.2.3. A function f € L3,(T) belongs to Hwv(T) if, and only if, there is a
function F' € L3y, (T) and a finite constant ¢ such that

f(z) :c+/(0 }F(s)dW(s), (1.9)

13



Proof. Let f € Hy,(T). By the definition of energetic space and the relation (|1.8)),
there exists an admissible sequence (f,)nen such that f, — f in LE(T) and (Dy;, f")neN
is Cauchy in L?,(T) norm. Without loss of generality, we can suppose that Dy, f,, — G

in L2,(T). Define g(z) = / G(&)dW (£) and note that g(1) = 0 and
(0,2]

o) o) = [ Gaw = lim [ Dyl = lim (1,(5) ~ £

70 J (2,

Now, we need to prove that, for each fixed y € T, we have

Amw—nwwmmaﬁy@—mmwwy (1.10)

Indeed, we have that f,(y) — fu(x) — g(y) — g(x) for each fixed y, and by the Holder’s
inequality

m@—hMPQWQAwmﬁﬂu

with the term on the right-hand of the above inequality being bounded due to the fact
that (DI}, f">n oy 18 Cauchy. We can now use the dominated convergence theorem to
obtain (1.10). Note that the convergence f,, — f in L?,(T) implies that, V-a.e, we have

VS = fim () = tim [VORG) — [ v + i [ g
~v(gty) - |

T

g(x)dV—i—/de.

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

fly)=c+ [ GEAW(E),
(0.y]
where ¢ = V(1) ([ fdV — [ g(x)dV). Conversely, if F' € L}, satisfies (1.9), we have
by Corollary that { Dy, g;9 € D3, (T)} is dense in the closed subspace L, o(T).
Now, choose (D;Vg")neN such that Dy,g, — F in L}, (T), and let

falz) =c+ Dy gndW.
(0,]
It follows from the dominated convergence theorem that f, — f in L%/(’]T) and f, €
Dwy(T) for all n € N, that is, g, is admissible for f. O

Remark 1.2.4. If we set V(x) = x in the above Lemma, our space agrees with the
energetic space considered in [153], that is, Hy .(T) = Hy(T), where Hy(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(z) = x agrees with the space defined in [15], where "two-sided" derivatives were used.

14



Note that the energetic space Hy(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 (z) = W (z) = 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 [I5, Lemma 3]. We will present the details

here for completeness.
Theorem 1.2.5. The embedding Hy v (T) — L3.(T) is compact.

Proof. Let u,(x) = ¢, + f(o o UndW be a bounded sequence in Hwv(T), where U, €
L3,(T), n € N. By the defnition of the energetic norm, we have that [ju,|]7, =
1013 + llunlly = |Unll%,. Therefore, U, is bounded in L%,(T). We can then use

Cauchy-Swartz’s inequality to obtain that [ , UpdW is bounded in L{,(T). Therefore

Cn = Up(x) — / U, dW
(0,2]

is a bounded, since the right-hand side of this expression is bounded in L?(T). Further,
since L?,(T) is a separable Hilbert space and the sequence (U, ), is bounded in L?,(T),

there is a subsequence (U, )ren such that
U, —U

for some U € L?,(T). This shows that ¢,, — ¢ for some ¢ € R. Moreover, for all x € T,
we have 14 € Ly, (T), and thus

lim uy,, (r) = lim {cn +/ deW} = c+/ Udw.
n—00 n—oo (0,3}] (0’$}

In addiction, [UdW = 0. Finally, |u, (z)[> < 2¢; + 2[W(1)]||Uy, |- Therefore,
we can use the dominated convergence theorem to conclude that w,, converges to ¢+
f(o . UdW in L3,(T). m

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 : Dyy(T) C L3(T) — L%(T) be the Friedrichs Extension
of the operator I — D, Dy, (we refer the reader to Zeidler [3], Section 5.5] for further
details on Friedrichs extensions). We can characterize the domain Dy (T) as the set
of functions f € L3y, (T) such that there is § € L3,o(T) satisfying

flz) = a—i—W(x)b—l—/(O s )f(s)dV(s)dW(y), (1.11)

15



where b is satisfies the relation
W+ [ [ edrEare) -o
(0,1] J[0,y)
Moreover,
- [ Di 1Dy = .9) (112)
for all g in Hy v (T).

Remark 1.2.7. Ezpression (1.12)) follows from a straightforward adaptation of the

arguments found in [15, Lemma 4].

Hence, by [34, Theorem 5.5.c] and Theorem above, the resolvent of the
Friedrichs extension, A~!, is compact. Thus, there exists a complete ortonormal system
of functions (v,)nen in L3 (T) such that v, € Hyy(T) for all n, and v, solves the

equation Av,, = y,V,, for some {7, },en C R. Furthermore,
I<m <7y — o0

as n — oQ.

Definition 1.2.8. We define the W-V-Laplacian as Awy = I — A : Dy (T) C
L3 (T) — L3 (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 € Dy (T) and g €
Hwv(T), the following expression holds:

(— A f. gy = /T Dy f Dy gdW (1.13)

Proof. We have by ([1.11]) that Ay, f = f. The result thus follows by (1.12). O]

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 L% (R), with respect to the measure induced by V,

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

respect to the measure induced by W.
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1.3 The Space Cyy(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 Ay v f will agree with Dy Dy, f, whereas
this last expression exists for every point in T. This was a problem with the previous
W-Sobolev spaces [29, 30} 3T], and also when people dealt with such operators such as
in |15, [33] [11], 12]. All these cases considered the operator D, Dy, (without the lateral
derivatives). The problem is that the eigenfunctions for that operator were obtained
in L?(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 D,Dy,. We know that
if f admits the W-derivative, then f is cadlag and typically discontinuous, with its
discontinuity points being cointained in the set of discontinuity points of W. When
considering the operator D, Dy, this means that Dy, f is differentiable. Now, notice
that D, Dw f = af, for some «, which is cadlag, since f is cadlag. This means that
we have a cadlag function that is the derivative of some function. We can now use
Darboux’s theorem from real analysis to conclude that D, Dy f 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 L?(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 v € L3(T) is an eigenvector of Ay, with
eigenvalue A if, and only if, v is an eigenvector of A with eigenvalue v = 1 + A. We,
then, have that {v,, A, }neny forms a complete orthonormal system of L% (T), where

An = Yn — 1. Furthermore, v,, € Hy v (T) for all n. Moreover, we have that
0=X <A < Ag--v — 00,
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as n — oo, where for each k € N\ {0}, )\ satisfies

—Amvvk = /\ka. (114)

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

Co(T) := {f : T — R; f is cadlag, /de = 0} ,
T

Cy(T) := {f:T—>R;f is caglad/de:O},
T

and
CiivalT) == { f € Co(T); DY), f exists and D), f € Coy(T), vk < n},

where

Dy, Dy... Dy, if nis odd;

———

D=y
D\, Dy, ...Dy,, if nis even,
n— factors

and

1, if n is odd;
o(n) =
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, Cypyo(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

—Awytp =X ), A e R\ {0};
u &€ Dmv(T)

belong to
Civvo(T) = (1) Cityo(T). (1.15)

neN
Proof. Begin by observing that we have, by (1.11]), that
Y(z) =a+bW(x)— )\/ W(s)dV (s)dW (y) (1.16)
(0,2] J10,y)
V-a.e with a and b determined by the relations

bW (1) —A/T i )w(s)dV(s)dW(y) =0; /TWV — 0. (1.17)
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This shows that ¢ € Cy(T). This also shows that to conclude the result, it is enough to
show that Dy, € C1(T), D (D) € Co(T) and that Dy (Dyr¢) = ¢, V-a.e. Since,
then, the remaining orders follow directly by induction. Therefore, the next step is to
prove that Dy, € C1(T). Indeed, note that f[O,y) P (s)dV (s) is a caglad function and

D, <a W — )\/ ¢(ﬂ)dV(5)dW(a)> W) =b—\[ ws)dv(s) (1.18)
(0,] /[0,

[0.y)
W-a.e. Note that (1.17) implies the mean zero conditions over (1.18). This shows
Dy € C1(T). Now, observe that (1.16) implies

| la + /(075] (b — A oo w(ﬂ)dV(ﬂ)> dW(a)] dV(s).
(1.19)

Since a + bW () = A [ig 4 S0, ¥(8)dV (s)dW (y) is cadlag, it follows by that
Dy (52 /[ ) SOV (E)) () = a+ /H (b= . GBIV () ) (o). (1.20)

V-a.e. Since (|1.17) also implies the mean zero conditions over (1.20]), this shows that
D (Dyy ) € Co(T) and that Dy (Dy ) = ¢, V-ae. O

N R b—)\/

[0,) [0,y

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
Cow (T) := (1) & Cvy(T),
where CPPyo(T) was defined in (1.15).

Since the eigenvectors of Ay y are dense in L} (T), we can apply Theorem m

to conclude that

Proposition 1.3.3. The space Oy (T) is dense in Li,(T). Furthermore, the set
{DV'g:9 € C35 (T)} is dense in LY o(T).

Proof. The density of Cp%,(T) in L3, (T) follows from the comments before the proposi-
tion. On the other side, the density of A = { D g;: g € C35,/(T) } in L}, ((T) is due to the
fact that every non null eigenvalue of Ay is an eigenvalue of Ay 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 Ay in
A. Now, we can use the fact that the space generated set of eigenvectors associated to

nonzero eigenvalues is dense in Ly, o(T). This proves the result. O
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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 to W. Thus, let us define the notion of lateral weak

derivative:

Definition 1.4.1. A function f € L?(T) has a W-left weak derivative if, and only if,
for every g € Cyy (T), there exists F' € Ly (T) such that

/fD:;ng: —/ngVV. (1.21)
T T

Remark 1.4.2. Note that since the eigenvectors of Ay belong to C35y,(T), it fol-
lows that Cyy (T) is dense in L3, (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 Oy f.

Remark 1.4.3. If there exists F' satistying for all g € C35y,(T), then by taking
g =1, we have that [ FAW =0, i.e., F € Ljy(T).

Now, define the (W, V)-Sobolev space
Hyw(T) = {f € L2(T); 05 f € L2,(T) exists}.

One can readily prove that ﬁW,V(T) is a Hilbert space with the energetic norm
1 f15vv = IFII + 10w f 5. But actually we have more:
Theorem 1.4.4. We have the following equality of sets Hyy (T) = Hyy (T)
Proof. Let f € Hy,y(T) and (f,), is admissible sequence for f. Then, by the integration
by parts formula (Proposition , we have that, for all g € O, (T),

/fnp;gdvz —/D;angdw. (1.22)
T T

We can take the limit as n — oo to conclude that, for all g € C75,(T),

/ JDgdV = — / Dy, fod¥,
T T

i.e. Dy, f = Oy f. This implies that Hy.y (T) C Hy.y(T). For the reverse inclusion,
take f € ﬁW,V(T). Choose a sequence ( f,,)neny With f, € Dy, such that Dy, f,, — 0y f
in Ljy(T). This implies

fa(2) — f0(0) = Dy frdW — Oy fAW. (1.23)
(0,z] (0,z]
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On the other hand, for all g € C7%,(T), we have

/ (fu — 1(0)) DipgdV = / fuDigdV = / D fagdW
T T T

as n — 0o. Now, we have, by (1.23)), that

/ < (9V_Vde> DigdV = — / Ow fgdW = /fD‘J;ng,
T \J(0,2] T T
ie.,
/ (c + Oy fAW — f) D gdV = 0. (1.24)
T (0,z]

where ¢ is such that ¢ + f(o g O AW — [ € L3,5(T). This shows that (1.24) is true
for all g € C35(T). By the density of { D} g; g € C55,(T) } in L o(T) (see Proposition
1.3.3]), we have that

f=c+ ( ]8‘},de,
0,z

ie., fe€ Hvyw(T>
O

Remark 1.4.5. By the last theorem actually we have that Oy, f = Dy, f 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 Hyy(T) is true

HW,V(T) = {f < L%(T), f = Qo + ZCYZ'VZ'; Z)\ZO(? < OO} .
i=1 i=1
To prove the above theorem, we need to prove some auxiliary results. First, define

W = {Dy, f; f € Hwy(T)} C Ly (T).
Lemma 1.4.8. W is a closed subspace of Liy(T)

Proof. Let us assume, without loss of generality, that Dy, f with f € L%/,O(']F), otherwise
if f belongs to L} (T), we replace it by f — [ fdV, and its W-left derivative does not
change. Now, let Dy f, be a sequence in W converging to g in L}, (T). In particular,
Dy fn is Cauchy in L3,(T). Thus, by , fn is cauchy in L2(T) and this implies
that f, is cauchy in Hy v (T) in the energetic norm. Since Hyy (T) is complete in the
energetic norm, there exists f € Hyy(T) such that f, — f in energetic norm. That is,
fo— fin L2(T), and Dy, f,, — Dy f in L, (T). By the uniqueness of limit, we obtain
9=Dyf.

O
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The above lemma tells us that W is a Hilbert space with respect to the L3, (T)

norm. Let us prove another auxiliary result.

Lemma 1.4.9. The set {\/%—_Dl;/l/i} , where vy, is given satisfying (1.14), is a com-
i 1

1=

plete orthonormal set in WV.

Proof. First, note that

1 1 1 _ _
i 4 w 7Y

1
= DY DyyvdV
/_/\i)\j/l‘y v wlj

Vi

J

where ¢; ; stands for the Kronecker’s delta. Let us now prove the completeness of the
system. If Dy, g L Dyv,; foralli=1,2,3,..., then

0 :/D;VgD;VdeW = /gDJ‘ED;VdeV = /gi/idv = 0.
T T T
This means that g is constant and, thus, Dy;,g = 0. [

The above lemma helps us in relating the Fourier coefficients of functions in
Hw,(T) with the eigenvalues of Ay . Indeed, let f € Hyy(T). In particular
f € L?(T). This implies that there are {«;}3°, such that

o
=+ E Q;l;,
i=1
where

aoz/de, ai:/fl/idv.
T T

i=1

We also have

In fact, by the previous lemma

D‘;/Vi

i=1 VA
where
1
Bi=—= / Dy, fDyvidW = v/ )\i/.f’/idv = V.
AV )\z T T

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

0 00 D= :

[e.@]
Since {\/%D;Vyi} is a complete orthonormal set we have

1Dy flfy = D Avaf < oo,

i=1

To prove the reverse inclusion, note that if f = ag+ > .o, a;v; satisfies

[e.9]

2
g Ao < 00,
i=1

then the sequence f, = ag + Y ., a;v; is cauchy in Hy,y(T). This implies that it
converges to f in L?(T). That is, f, is admissible for f, because f, € Dwy, and by
definition

Dy f = nhj{.lo Dy, frn = Z_; a; Dy v;.
]

Corollary 1.4.10. We have the following results regarding approzimation of functions

in the Hyv(T) by smooth functions:
oo 72
Cipy (T) = Hyy(T).

Moreover, to compute the W -left weak derivative of h € HI}KV(']I‘), we only need to verify

that
/ (h—/th) Dig dV = /gawh dW
T T T

for all g € CPy(T).

We end this section with a characterization of the dual of Hyy (T):

Proposition 1.4.11. Let HV_V}V(T) be the dual of Hy,y (T). We have that f € H;V}V(']I‘)
if, and only if, there exist fo € L¥(T) and fi € L3,(T) such that for every g € Hy v (T)

(f.9) = / fol&)g(€)dV () + / £1(6) Dy g ()AW (©).

Proof. Since Hy v (T) is a Hilbert Space, we can use Riesz’s representation theorem on
e HI;/}V(']I‘). This means that there is fo € Hy,(T) such that for every g € Hy v (T)

(f.9) = / )9V (E) + / Dig fol€) Diy g (€)W (€).

Clearly Dy, fo € L3,(T). The converse follows immediately from Holder’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 cadlag

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

ay () = f(t,2(1)) (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 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

Oyp = D D ®(p), (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
Ly (u) := —D3ADyu + k%u (1.27)

where A,k : T — R are suitable functions. Indeed, motivated by and
we understand that the existence of jumps on the functions that induce the differential
operators, in our case the functions V' and W that appear on Ly, 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 Ag > 0 such that for every z € T, A(z) > Ap. Let, x : T — R
be a bounded function. Sometimes we will suppose that x is bounded away from zero,
meaning that there exists some constant ¢ such that for all z, x(x) > k¢. Finally

consider By : Hy v (T) x Hyy(T) — R, a bilinear and symmetric map, given by

Bw.v[u.v] :/ADWUDWvdW—l—/mqudV. (1.28)
T T
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The rest of this section is based on classical results (see, for instance [10]).

Definition 1.5.1. Let f € L}.(T). We say that uw € Hyw,y(T) is a weak solution of the
problem

of
Blu.v] = (f,v)
for all v € Hyy(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 By is defined as above, there are o > 0
and B > 0 such that for all u,v € Hyy(T)

| Bwy [u, v]| < alullwy[[v]lwy
and for u € Hy,yo(T) := L3,o(T) N Hw,y (T), we have
B,y [u, u] = Bl|ullfy,y - (1.30)

Proof. By (1.2§)), the assumptions on A and k, the triangle inequality and Hoélder’s

inequality, we have that
|Bw,v [u, v]| < Lo|| Dyullw|| Dyvllw + Li[ullv |Joflv,

where Lo := supy|A| and L; := supg|k|. Now, by using ||Dyullw < |Ju|lw,y and

|lullv < [Jullw,v, we have

Bw,vlu,v] < (Lo + L) Jullw,y [|v]lw,y-

setting o = Lo + L2, the first part of the statement is proved. For the second assertion

note that by (1.4))

Ay i
vl < Aol Dwulliy < Buwylu.ul (1.31)
Therefore
Lomin{ oo 1l < Byl (1.32)
2 MM vy ey = Bl .
[
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Remark 1.5.3. Observe that if we consider the new operator
Lwyau:= Lyyu+ Au,
then the energy estimates still hold for
Bwvalu,v] := Bwy[u, v] + A(u,v)y.

In this case, the second assertion is true for all u € Hy,y(T) and X\ > 0. Moreover «

and (B depends on \. Finally, if in addiction k is bounded away from zero we get
for A > —kKg.

Proposition 1.5.4 (First existence result of weak solutions). Given f € L3.(T), there

ezists a unique uw € Hyvo(T) that is a weak solution of
In addiction by Remark for each X\ > 0, there is a unique u € Hy v (T) such that

Lyyu+ M= f, in T. (1.34)

If, additionally, k is bounded away from zero, then there exists u € Hy,y (T) that is a
weak solution of and can be weakly solved for X > —kg. Furthermore, the

solutions of and enjoy the following bounds
lullw,y < Cl fllv (1.35)
for some constant C' > 0 independent of f and
lullv < A7 fllv
for A > 0. For k bounded away from zero we have that
lullv < (ko + X))~ fllv- (1.36)
for A > —kyq.

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
Bllullivy < Bwylu,u] = (f,w)v < [flviiullv < [1£llvllullwy
that is, [[ullwv < C| f]lv, for C = 8~1. Analogously,
Allully < Aoll Dyully + Allulliy < Bwwalu, ul = (f,w) < [ fllvullv.
Finally, can be obtained similarly. O]
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Proposition 1.5.5 (Second result for weak solutions). Precisely one of the following

assertions are true:
1. For f € L3(T), there exists a unique solution of
Lwyu=f, (1.37)
or else
2. There is a weak solution of u Z 0 of the homogeneous problem

Lwyu =0.

Moreover, if 2. is true, we have dimker Ly, < oo and has a weak solution if

and only if
/vde =0
T

for every v € ker Ly y.

Proof. Fix A\ > 0. From Proposition m, given g € L%(T) there exists a unique
u € Hy v (T) such that
Bwyalu,v] = (g,v)v.
Therefore, by existence and uniqueness, we can invert the operator on g:
-1 -
wyag = U
Now note that v € Hyy,y (T) satisfy (1.37) if, and only if, for all v € Hy,(T), we have
Bwyalu,v] = (Au+ f,v)y
or equivalently, if, and only if,
L;V{V)\()\u +f)=u

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

where h := Lﬁfl,v, \f and Ku := )\Laf%w yu. We can now use bounds obtained on Propo-
sition and Theorem to conclude that the operator K : L?,(T) — Hyy(T) C
L% (T) is compact and self-adjoint, this last is due to the symmetry of Byy. The result

now follows from Fredholm’s alternative. O

The previous result shows that ker Ly plays a key role in the study of weak

solutions of ([1.37)). Indeed, more explicitly
ker Lyy = {w € Hyv(T); / ADy,wDy,vdW + / K*wodV =0,V € HWV(T)} :
T T
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In particular, for v = w € ker Ly we have that

2
1
< Aol|Dyywl? < By [w,w] = w= —— / wdV.
v V(1) Jp

Ag H 1 /
——lw— ——= [ wdV
WLV (1) V() Jr

Thus, if there exists w € ker Ly, such that [wdV /V(1) # 0, then £ = 0. In this

case, there exists u € Hy,y(T) that is a weak solution of

D ADyu = f

/devz 0.

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

if and only if

ker Ly = 0, then Ly v define a bijection between Hyyy(T) and L2 (T). This happens,
for instance, when k is bounded away from zero.

For the next statement fix x bounded away from zero
Proposition 1.5.6. The following assertions are true

1. The eigenvalues of Ly are real, countable, and we enumerate them, according

their multiplicity, in such a way that

2. There exists an orthonormal basis {dx}tien of L3 (T) where ¢, € Hyy(T) is a

eigenvector associated to A, i.e.
Lwyvor = Aoy in T.
Proof. We will prove 1. and 2. simultaneously. First of all, the linear operator Ly y :
Hyv(T) — L2(T) defined by
Lyyvu= f < Byylu,v] = (f,v),Yv € Hy,y(T)

is well defined and is a bijection. Indeed, Ly}, : L3 (T) — L3(T) is linear operator,
which is compact and symmetric. Indeed, by if Lyyyu = f, there exists C' > 0
such that

lullv < llullwy < Cllfllv = Ly fllv < [ fllv.

As we know, the immersion of Hy v (T) in L?(T) is compact, therefore L‘;%V is compact.
The symmetry easily follows from the symmetry of By . Clearly 0 is not an eigenvalue
of Ly and, if ;1 # 0 and u # 0 we have

1
Lyyvu = pu & L;Vlvu = —u.
’ K
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Therefore, since the eigenvectors of a symmetric operator belongs to R, the eigenvectors
of Ly, belongs to R. If v and p are taken as above, then the inequality

rollull* < Bwv[u,u] = pllull?

implies that 0 < k9 < u. Hence, we can apply the spectral theorem for self-adjoint
and compact operators on a separable Hilbert space to the operator LI}%V. Therefore,
there exists a complete orthonormal set {¢; }xen of L (T) constituted by eigenvectors

—1 . . 1 .
of Ly, where, each ¢y is associated to - with

2...>i—>0.

1
>
A Y

1
M

this last fact is equivalent to (|1.39)).

1.6 WW-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 Byy(t), such that has the following simultaneous interesting features:

1. The finite-dimensional distributions of By, are Gaussian;

2. The sample paths of By, are cadlag 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, v-Holder continuous, for v < 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 By, when we see its sample

paths living on the space L?(T)). In this case, the Cameron-Martin space is given by
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Hwyvp(T) ={f € Hyv(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 By (¢) on T and the
pathwise white noise on Hy, v (T) as a functional on the dual HI;,}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 lim, o By (t), almost surely will not be zero).

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

lowing conditions:
1. Bw(0) = 0 almost surely;
2. Ift > s, then Bw(t) — Bw/(s) is independent of o(Bw(u);u < s);
3. Ift > s, then Bw(t) — Bw(s) has N(0,W(t) — W(s)) distribution;
4. Bw(s) has cadlag sample paths.

Definition 1.6.2. We say that By s a W-Brownian motion in law if conditions 1-3

of Definition hold.

w
W-Brownian motion

[=1
[

0.0-

" ' ' ' ' ' ' . ' '
0.00 0.25 0.50 0.75 1.00 0.00 0.25 0.50 075 1.00

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. 1t is an immediate consequence of Kolmogorov’s extension theorem. O]

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

P(|Bw (t* — h) — By (t")| > 0) > e.

Indeed, it is enough to take any € > 0 such that P(|N(0, AW (t*)] > 0) > e, where
AW (t*) = W(t*) — W(t*—).

Remark 1.6.5. The previous remark then implies that By is not continuous in prob-
ability so, in particular, By is not an additive process (see, for instance, [Z7] for a

definition of additive processes).
Proposition 1.6.6. If By (-) is a W-Brownian motion in law, then it is a martingale.

Proof. By Condition 3 of Definition [L.6.1, E(Bw (t) — Bw/(s)) = 0, and by Condition 2
of we have that, for t > s,

E(Bw (t)lo(Bw(u),u <s)) = E(Bw(t) = Bw(s)lo(Bw(u),u < s)) + Bw(s)

Proposition 1.6.7. The W -Brownian motion exists.

Proof. Let By () be a W-Brownian motion in law. We need to show that there exists
a cadlag modification of By (+). To this end, begin by noticing that since By (-) is a
martingale, it is a quasimartingale in the sense of [4]. Indeed, see, for instance, claim
A3.2in [

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 By (-) has a cadlag modification, it is enough to show that By (-)
is right-continuous in probability.

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

E (|Bw(t) — Bw(s)|*)

P(|Bw(t) = Bw(s)| >¢) <

Therefore, since W is right-continuous, By (-) is right-continuous in probability.

The result now follows from applying Theorem 2.1 from [4]. O
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If W has finitely many discontinuity points and W is Holder continuous on each
continuous subinterval of the form [d;,d;y1), where {d;;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 s finite, say 0 < dy <
dy < ... < dy, for somen € N, and if we let Iy = [0,dy),ls = [d1,ds),..., Iy =
l[dn—1,dN), IN+1 = [dn, 1), and for each interval I, there exists some v € (0,1], such
that the restriction of W to I is vyi.-Holder continuous, then By has a modification

whose sample paths are continuous on each interval I,k =1,...,N + 1.

Proof. In this case, we can directly apply Kolmogorov-Chentsov’s continuity theorem to
the restriction of By, to each interval I, to obtain that the restriction of By to each I
has a modification, say By, 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 By on T as By (s) = Bw i (s) is

sely, k=1,..., N+1, and since the intervals I are disjoint, there are no overlaps. [J

Remark 1.6.9. [t is important to notice that if we only assume W to have finitely
many discontinuity points, and impose no assumptions regarding Holder continuity, we
would only have that the restriction of By, to each continuity subinterval is continuous
i probability, which implies that the restriction of By, 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 By would be continuous in each interval such

that W is continuous.

Notice that, almost surely, the sample paths of By, (-) are bounded on [0, 1), since
it is cadlag on [0,1). Therefore, it is an L% (T)-process (and also an L%, (T)-process).

Furthermore, By (+) has orthogonal increments and is L*-right-continuous, that is

lim E((Bw (t) — Bw(s))?) = 0.

t—s+

Therefore, the definition of the stochastic integral of any function f € L%(T) with
respect to By (-) follows from the standard theory on L?-processes (see [2]). Namely,

the stochastic integral is linear,

/ Ly dBy = By (b) — Bu(a), (1.40)
[0,1)
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and, for any f € L%, (T), we have the following isometry:

2
[071)

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

E = f2av. (1.41)

[0,1)

distribution. By , the stochastic integral with respect to By, 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 ¢, we have E ( f[O,l) godBW) = 0, it follows from
that the stochastic integral with respect to any deterministic function f € L% (T)
is zero. Furthermore, since the stochastic integral with respect to deterministic func-
tions is a mean zero Gaussian random variable, it follows from , again, that for
any [ € L(T),
/ fdBy ~ N (0, fzdv) : (1.42)
[0,1) [0,1)

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

function in Hy,y(T) and with the derivative, being the weak derivative Dy,

Proposition 1.6.10. Let By/(-) be a W-Brownian motion. For any g € Hyy(T) we

have the following integration by parts formula:

| giBw = Bua) - | Bwls-)Dyg(s)dW(s) (1.43)
(0,¢] (0,¢]

Proof. Let g € Hy,v(T). From Theorem and stochastic Fubini’s theorem (see [26]
Theorem 64, p.210]), we have

/( 0 gdBw = /( o (9(0) + o Dy g(uw)dW (u)) dByy (s)
= g(0)Bw(t) + Dy g(u) (/M dBW(s)) AW (u)

(0,¢]

=9(0)Bw(t) + |  Dyg(u)(Bw(t) = Bw(u=))dW (u)

(0.¢]
= 9(0)Bu(t) + B ({o(®) ~9(0)) = | Diyolu) Burtu-)itW (w
= Bulg(t) = | Do) Buu=)aw ().
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Notice that since By (+) has cadlag sample paths, By (+) is almost surely bounded
on T, so the right-hand side of 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 By, we are showing that the distribution of W-Brownian motion in L?(T) is the
unique Gaussian measure associated to the Sobolev space Hyy,p(T).

We begin by noting that from Example 2.3.16 in Bogachev [3], since the W-
Brownian motion has cadlag sample paths, and

[ )W(t)dV(t) <W(1)V(1) < oo,
0,1

we have that the distribution of By, on L% (T), i.e., the measure given by
yw(B) =P (w: Bw(,w) € B),

where B is a borel set in L (T) (which is a separable Hilbert space), defines a Gaussian
measure in L (T).

Let K : L3(T) — L2/(T) be the covariance operator of By, (-), i.e., of the Gaussian
measure induced by By (-) in L2 (T). Since L?,(T) is a Hilbert space, we can apply
Theorem 2.3.1 in Bogachev [3] to obtain that the Fourier transform of ~y satisfies, for

every g € L}(T),

~ i(9.0) 12 1
o) = [ () e {3 0m . 0
L2,(T

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. By using stochastic

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

(1) = [ o it D} = et [ B (s)av (s}
- _exp {i/(ab /OS dBW(u)dV(s)H
—F exp{ /Oa]/ab]dv s)d By (u H/(ab]/[ub]dv s)d By ( )H

:E_exp{ (V(b+) — V(a+))Bw(a) + i /@b}( (0+) — V(u))dBw (u )H

— e {3 [V e vy [ e -varav]},

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 A s), we need to show that if we take K : L2(T) — L2 (T), defined by
Kf(t) = W(tAs)f(s)dV(s). (1.45)
[0,1)
Then,
(K10, L)z my = W(@)(V(b+) = V(a+))* + /( ](V(b+) — V(w))dW.  (1.46)
a,b

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

Lo wenotes@ie@avowe = [ ] wensavae
0,1) J[0,1) (a,b] J (a,b]
- / W (£)dV (£)dV (s)+
(a,b] J(a,s
W(s)dV (t)dV (s).
" /(] OOV

The last expression is equal to

L (fu [ awwave [ away ) av
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which, by Fubini’s theorem, can be written as

/(0 ’ ( /( ) /( ) (L0, () L (a,8) (1) L) (5) + L0y () Lo (£) Lty (5)) dV(t)dV(s)) AW (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

/( . (L (L0 (8) + L(sp) () L(ap (5))dAV (H)dV (s)) AW (u),

and thus, equal to

/(0 | /( ’ /( ) 1) (1) L(ap) (8)dV (£)dV (s)dW (u) = W (a)(V (b+) — V(a+))>.

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

over (a,bl:

/( ! /( . /( ’ (Lo ()L a0 (1) L a1 (5) + L) () Loy () L(apy (5)) AV (£)dV (5)dW (w).

To such an end, observe that:

Lo (1) Liaq(t)Liap(s) = Liap (w) s (8) L, (t)
and
l(a,b] (u)l(s,b}(t)l(ayb](s) = 1(a,b] (u)l[%b](s)l(s,b}(t).

By summing both expressions above, we arrive at

1(,1715] (U)l(a,s] (t)]-(a,b](3> + 1(a7b](u)1(5,b] (t)]-(a,b}(s) = 1(a,b](u)1[u,b](5>1[u,b] (t)

Therefore, the resulting integral is

[ [ testt@tu@a o @are = [ e -vi2av).
(a,b] J (a,b] 4 (a,b] (a,b]

This is the second expression in 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 By (-) is, indeed, a kernel
operator in L% (T) with kernel k(¢,s) = W(t A 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 WW-Brownian motion
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was given in ([1.45)). Let us now obtain a nicer expression for K f using Fubini’s theorem:

~

Kft)= [ W{ns)[(s)dV(s)= [ W(s)f(s)dV(s)+ [ W(t)f(s)dV(s)

[0,1) [0,t) [t,1)

A;LAMde A;Uﬂtdwr (5)dV (s)

/ £(5)dV (s)dW (u / F(5)dV ()dW (u)
0,4] Jfut) 0, Jt,1)

/0 L reaeme

W (t) f(s)dV(s)—/(Ot] ’ f(s)dV (s)dW (u). (1.47)

[0,1)

Thus, K(f)(t () Jioay F(8)AV(s) = [0 Jiowy f(8)dV (s)dW (u). So, in par-
ticular, K (f)(0) = 0 and the W-left-derivative of K (f) given by

Dy (Kf) )= [ f(s)av(s)— [ f(s)dV(s)

[0,1) [0,¢)

satisfies DV_V(IA( f)(1) = 0. This motivates the definition of the subspace of Hy v (T)

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

Hyyp(T) = {f € Hwy(T)N Ly, (T) : £(0) =0}.

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

by (-, )w.vp the inner product associated to this norm):

uﬂ@wm:=/¥D@fme
T

Indeed, on one hand we always have for any f € Hyv(T), || fllwvo < ||fllwy. On the
other hand, from Theorem m, it follows from the elementary inequality (a + b)?

2(a® + b*) and Jensen’s inequality that there exists some constant C' > 0 such that

178 ) < € (O + 105 F s ) -

Let us now show that the Cameron-Martin space of the W-Brownian motion on
L% (T) is, indeed, Hyyp(T). We know that the Cameron-Martin space of the W-
Brownian motion is given by H = K/ 2(L%(T)), since K is the covariance operator of
the W-Brownian motion on L2 (T). Equivalently, % is the completion of K (L%(T))
relative to the norm || - || = <IA{(), ->L€V(T). Now, we will see that in the I/(\'(L%/(T))
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the norm | - ||z is well know. In fact, given f,g € K(L% (']I‘)) there exist functions
u,v € L%(T) such that f = Ku and g = Kv. Hence, let h(w f[ 1 , 50, by
Fubini’s theorem and [1.47),

(f, 9)u = (Ku,
:/ (/OS] /w1 £V ()W (w )) v(s)dV(s)
. / / W (w)dV (s) = /[ i) ( /[wﬁl)v<s>dv<s>) W ()
_ / ( )) ( /[w,l)v(s)dV(s)) AW (w)
(Dt DW9>L2 o = (. g
This shows that the Cameron-Martin norm is given by | - |lwyop. Finally, a

straightforward adaptation of Theorem m shows that K (L2(T)), is dense in the
space Hyyp(T). Therefore, since the Cameron-Martin space is the completion of
}?(L%/(T)) C Hw,yp(T) with respect to the norm ||- ||w,v;p we have that H = Hyyp(T).

Remark 1.6.11. [t is interesting to observe that since we looked at the W -Brownian
motion as an element of L (T), we were able to show that its Cameron-Martin space
is Hy,y(T). It is clear that we can embed the W -Brownian motion into other L%/(’]T)
spaces. Indeed, since T 1s compact and the sample paths of the W -Brownian motion
are cadlag, they are bounded, so belong to any L%/(']T), where V : R — R s increasing
and periodic in the sense of . 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, Hyvp(T). In Hy,yp(T), the weak derivative in W is the true restriction,
since by Theorem we have Hy,yp(T) C L%(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 L%/(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 Hy,vp(T) with a tagged zero and, furthermore,
recall that we assumed that W is continuous at = 0. Therefore, from Theorem [1.2.3],

we have that for any function g € Hyy,y (T),

lim g(z) = ¢(0) = lim g(z).

z—1— z—0+

This means that if g € Hyv.p(T),

lim g(z) =0= lim g(z).

z—1— z—0+4

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

assumptions, for any g € Hy,yp(T), we have

/T o(s)dBu(s) = — / Bu (s—) Do g(s)dW (s).

T

So that

/T 9(5)dBu (5)

< [ 1B Digls) v (s
T
< 1Bwllzz, I Pwllze, (v

< (s 18w ) WO gl o (1.49)

So, the stochastic integral defines, almost surely, a bounded linear functional on
Hwvp(T). We can now define the pathwise W-gaussian white noise on the Cameron-

Martin space Hy,vp(T).

Definition 1.7.1. We define the pathwise W -gaussian white noise, By, € Hv_v,lv,o(T) =
(Hwvp(T))*, as the functional

Bv(9) = = [ Bu(9)Dig()aw (). (1.49)

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

stochastic partial differential equation:
r*u — Di>(HDyu) = By (1.50)

on the space Hyyp(T).

It is important to notice that equation 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 uw € Hyyp(T) is a weak solution of equation (1.50)) if
for every g € Hyvp(T), the following identity is true:

/HngdV + / HDy,uDy,gdW = /gdBW,
T T T
or, equivalently, in terms of functionals, if the following identity is true:

BLW,V<U7 g) = BW(Q):

where Br,, ., is the bilinear functional given by
/ K*ugdV + / HDy,uDy,gdW
T T
foru,g € Hyyp(T) and By is the pathwise W -Gaussian white noise defined in .

By comparing with the solutions of the standard Matérn equation, we can readily
see that equation 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
Holder continuous, in some interval).

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

(T.50):

Theorem 1.7.3. Let k 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, cadlag sample paths.

Proof. From (T.48)), By is, almost surely, an element of HV_V}MO(T). Therefore, from
Lax-Milgram theorem, (1.50) has a unique solution. Finally, from Theorem [1.2.3] u

has, almost surely, cadlag sample paths. O
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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, [, 6] 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

pr — De Dw(p) = 0,

which was studied in [I5], where D, is the usual differential operator and Dyy 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

41



differential equations, for instance,

Dtx(t) = f(x7t);
AfL‘(tk) = Ik(tk),

where Ax(t) := z(t) —x(—t) and {t;} 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
Ly = k> — D HDy,,

where Dj; stands for the right-derivative with respect to V and Dy, 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
Hyw,v(T), which is a natural environment for the solutions of the above equation, under
general conditions on x and H. Also in 28], the authors proved the regularity of the

eigenvectors associated to the problem

Awyu = Au;
(2.1)

U € IDWJ/(T) .

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 Sy (T?), and proved that it is nuclear. However, due to the lack
of properties regarding the eigenvalues of the differential operator D, Dy, the definition
of Sy (T?) 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 > 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 Dy, Dy, Cipy (T),

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

F(x) =" DIy F(0)Fi(x),

where the operator D(Wn’)v is obtained by recursively applying the operators D} and

Dy,. F} 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, Dy;,. 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 Dy, Dy,. We, then, introduce the fractional spaces Hyy v (T) based on
the Fourier characterization of Hyy(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-

clian

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 cadlag (from
french, “continue a droite, limite a gauche”) if the function is right-continuous and has
limits from the left. Similarly, we say that a function is caglad, if the function is
left-continuous and has limits from the right.

Fix two strictly increasing functions W,V : T — T, with W being cadlag and V'

being caglad. We also assume they satisfy the following periodic conditions :
Vr € R, (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 o-algebra of T; = T,
where T 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], [I], among others.

We will denote the L? space with the measure induced by V by L%(T) and its
norm (resp. inner product) by || - |y (resp. (:,-)y). Similarly, we will denote the L?
space with the measure induced by W by L#,(T) and its norm (resp. inner product) by
| - lw (resp. {-,)w). The subspace of L% (T) (resp. L% (T)) containing the functions
in L (T) (resp. Ljy,(T)) such that [ fdV =0 (resp. [, fdW = 0) will be denoted by
L3y(T) (vesp. Liy(T)).

Definition 2.1.1. We say that a function f : T — R is W-left differentiable if for
every x € T the limat

) o flx+h)— f(x)
Dy f(z) = lim 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
gl +h)—g(x)
Dy, =1
vole) = i TV @)

exists for all x € T.

Define the sets

Co(T) := {f T — R; f is cadlag, /de = 0} ,
T

Cy(T) := {f T —R;f is caglad/de:O},
T
and

Cliry(T) 1= { f € Cotusn)(T); DY, f excists and D, f € Copr (’]r)} ,
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where

Dy, Dyf... Dy, if nis odd;
S ——’

D(Wn?v — n— factors . ' (23)
Dy, Dyl,...Dy,, if n is even,
—— —
n— factors
and

1, if n is odd;
o(n) =
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

CI?VO,V(T) = <1> D (ﬂ Cgv,v,o) .
n=1
These functions allow us to define weak derivatives:

Definition 2.1.2. A function f € L}(T) has a W-left weak derivative if, and only if,
for every g € Cy%y (T), there exists F' € Ly, (T) such that

/T fDigdV = — /T FgdW. (2.4)

In such a case, the W-left weak derivative of f will be denoted by Dy, f. We use the

same notation as the strong lateral derivative in view of Remark 9 of [2§].

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

Hy v (T) = {f € LY(T); f has W-left weak derivative},
with norm
L1y = N5 + 1Dy 115

It is noteworthy that our set of smooth functions, C7%,(T), is dense in Hy,y (T).
Indeed, the following is [28], Proposition 2|:
Proposition 2.1.4. The space Oy (T) is dense in Li,(T). Furthermore, the set
{DV'g:9 € C35 (T} is dense in LY o(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 H'(T) is absolutely continuous.

More precisely, the following is a direct consequence of |28, Theorem 2].
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Theorem 2.1.5. A function f € L%, (T) belongs to Hyy(T) if, and only if,

f(@) = f(0) + Dy (s)dW (s),

(0,2]

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 Dy (T) be the set of functions f € L%, (T) such that there exists
fe L&O(T) satisfying

flx)=a+W(x)b+ / f(s)dV (s)dW (y), (2.5)
(0,2] J10,y)
where b is satisfies the relation
b (1) + / Hs)dV ()dWV (3) = 0.
(0,1] J0,y)
We have the following integration by parts formula involving functions in Dy, (T)

and in Hy,y(T). This formula is proved in |28, Proposition 1].

Proposition 2.1.7. (Integration by parts formula) For every f € Dwyv(T) and g €
Hwv(T), the following expression holds:

(— A frg)y = / Dy f Dy gdW (2.6)

We can now define the W-V-Laplacian:

Definition 2.1.8. We define the W-V -Laplacian as Awy : Dwy(T) C L3 (T) —
L%(T), given by Awy f = f, where § is defined by (2.5).

We have from [28, Definition 5| that Dy, (T) is the domain of the Friedrichs
extension of I — Dy;D;;, 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,
Awyv : Dwy(T) C LE(T) — LE(T), is self-adjoint. Furthermore, by |28, Theorem 3],
(I—Ayw,y) ! is well-defined and compact. Therefore, there exists a complete ortonormal
system of functions (v, )nen in L (T) such that v, € Hyy(T) for all n, and v, solves

the equation (I — Aw.v ), = Ynly, for some {7, tneny C R. Furthermore,
l<m<r - —x
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as n — oo. Now, observe that v € L% (T) is an eigenvector of Ay with eigenvalue
A if, and only if, v is an eigenvector of A with eigenvalue v = 1 + A\. We, then, have
that {,, Ay }nen forms a complete orthonormal system of L% (T), where A, = 7, — 1.
Moreover, we have that

O:)\()S)\lg)\z"'—)oo, (27)

as n — 0o, where for each k € N\ {0}, A satisfies

—Avak = )\kyk- (28)

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

Indeed, |28, Theorem 6] tells us that

HWJ/(T) = {fEL%(T),f:Oé0+ZCY1VZ,Z)\ZCYZZ < OO} (29)
i=1 i=1

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 Dy;Dy,. Similarly, whenever we use the subscript V, W, we will
be referring to the, analogous, structure related to the operator Dy,Dy;. Notice that

by doing this, we will keep changing between cadlag and caglad functions. We ask the

viewer to be attentive to these details as they are subtle.

2.2 Generalized Maclaurin expansion for functions in
v (T).
A%

The goal of this first section is to provide an analogue to Maclaurin series expan-
sion for functions in Cf7y,(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 2—7, 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 F,(z, s) introduced in (2.11)). Finally our

main Theorem in this section will provide a sufficient condition to a function in Cgpy, (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 € Cfp(T). We have, by (2.1.5) and
28), that

f(x) = f(0) = o }Divf(S)dW(S)z o ]Divf(S)DideW(S)

= Dy f(x)W (z) — ’ )D$D{vf(8)W(8)dV(8)

=L&Jmnvmw54)LWD@ﬂ@UW@»—W«@MV@)
— Dy fOW (2) + (),

where I(z) = [, ) Dv-Dy f(s) [W(z) — W(s)]dV(s). Now, define

Fyle,s) = V(s)W(x) - twwW@:/ W () — W(E) V().

[0,s) [0,s)

We have that D Fy(z,s) = W(x) — W(s). We can use integration by parts again,
however this time interchanging the roles of V and W, see Remark to obtain

uw:A)mﬂmuwww—W@MW@

= DDy f(&)Fi(o.) = DD fO)F0) = [ Dy DDy 9PV ()
0,z
= DDy, f(z)Fy(z,x) — o Dy DDy, f(s) Fa(z, s)dW (s)
0,z
= DDy, f(0)Fy(z, z) + o Dy DDy f(s) [Fa(z, ) — Fy(x, s)] dW (s)
0,z

= DDy, f(0) Fa(x, z) + I3(x).

where I3(z) = [,

(0.0] Dy, DDy, f(s) [Fo(z, x) — Fy(x, s)] dW (s). In short,

(@) = £(0) = Dy f(O)W () + Dy Dy, f(0) Fa(x, ) + I3(x).

By induction, we have

—_

f(@) = 1(0) = 37 | DI F(O)]| Felw,2) + Lu(), (2.10)

1

where D(Wn)v was defined in (2.3)), Fi(z,s) = W (s),

)

3

i

| Fuslo) = a5, 14V(©), 1 even
Ey(x,s) =4 709 (2.11)

/( o [Froi(z, @) — Frq(2,£)] dW(E), nodd,
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and the remainder is given by

D nH)f( ) [Fo(x,x) — Fy(x,s)] dW(s), n even;
I(x) = [0,z)

DD £(s) [Fu(w,0) — Fu,5)]dV (s), 1 odd,
(0,z]

The next Lemma will help us to estimate the remainder I, ().

Lemma 2.2.1. Fiz v € T. If (F,)nen 18 the sequence defined in (2.11)), then, for
x,s € T, we have the following bound:

|[Fa(x) = F(s)]"

| Fon () — Fan(s)| < — : (2.12)
where for convenience F,(s) := F,(z, s).
Proof. Take s < x and use to obtain
Fn(a) = Fins) = /[ Poua ()~ P 4V(€)
[ ([ Pron@) = Pt ) avie
[s,z) \V(§:]

< /[ (Fann(e) = B 64) 0V () = WOV (E)

- /[ Pan(#) = P E4)AF(E) (2.13)
In a similar manner, we have

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:

/ dF2(§1>/ dF2(§1)"'/ (Fy(w) — Fo(&nt))dFa (&) (2.15)
[s,2) (€1,) (En—1,)

Now, set ¢ = Fy(x) and observe that

n

Df,(c=F)" (&) = =Y (e = Fa(6+)) (e = Fa(€)" < —(n+ 1)(c — Fa(6+)".

=0
Now, by integrating the above inequality and noting that % is Fy-absolutely
continuous in the sense of [25], we obtain that
(c— Fy(s))"" /
> c— Fy(&+))"dF5(§). 2.16
2 e mienyane) (216)
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Now, given any s* < z, we can take the limit from the right as s — s*+ on (2.16) to
obtain that

c— Fy(s*+))" ! .
o BEIE S [ e Rienyan©, (217)
n + 1 (s*,a:)
The inequality (2.12)) then follows from recursively applying (2.16)) and (2.17)) on (2.15]).
O

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 F,.
Lemma 2.2.2. Let g: T x T — R be a function such that:
1. Vx eT, g(z,:) : T — R is a caglad function;

2. ADy19 : T x T — R such that Vo € T, Dy,g9(x,-) : T — R is a caglad function

and

75) —g(ZE—h,f)
() = W(z—h)

lim sup
h—0 £ET

g(x
W

- DW,1g<x7£)’ = 07

3. Ve eT, g(x,z) = Dwag(z,z) = 0.

ther Dy, </<] g(-,adw(s)) ()= | Dygla,©)dW (©).

(0,7]

Proof. Fix x € T and h > 0. Now, consider the quotient

M) = =i U s 9@ - [ gte-noawie)

1
~ W(a) - W(z—h) /(x_,w] 9(w, &)W (g)
g(z,&) —gla —h§) i
" /(O,x—h] { W(z) — W(z —h) Dyy19( ,5)} dW (¢) (2.18)

" / Dy (2, )W (E).
(0,2—h)]

Now, observe that items 1.-3. directly imply that

lim Az, h) = o Dy 9(x, §)dW (§).
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Lemma 2.2.3. Define Gi(x,s) = V(s) and

/ (Gr1(x,2) — Gpq(z,8)] dW(E), n even;
Gn(z,s) = (951 (2.19)
o Gr1(z,2) — Gpoq(2,8)]dV (), n odd.

Then
D;V,an(gv S) - Gn—1(£7 S);

D{}/Fn(ga f) = Gn—l(ga 5)7
where Dy, was defined in Item 2 of Lemma .

Proof. We will proceed by induction in n. First, for n = 2 we have

Fy(z,s) = [ W(z) = W(§)dV(§) = V(s)W(x) — o W(£)dv (¢),
01'5) 0,5
which implies that Dy, Fa(z,s) = V(s) = Gi(z,s). Moreover FQV(;C(;E;:‘%&S) — 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

Fy(z,2) = /(0 View (o).

Therefore, Dy, Fy(z,z) = V(z) = Gi(z, ). Assume that for an odd index n we have
for all k <n and all x, the existence of Dy, Fy (7, s) = Gj_1(x, s), uniformly in s, and
that Dy, Fi(z,x) = Gi—1(x,x). Now, turning our attention to the case F,i1(z,z), we
have, by the Fubini’s theorem and the definition of F,, that

Fo(z,z) = /[0 )Fn(:r;,a:) — Fo(2,8)dV (§)

— /[0 ; ( /(m Fo_y(z,2) — Fy_(x, a)dW(a)) av(§)
_ /(O’x] (Fo s (2,2) = Fos (2, 0)]V(2)dW(a). (2.20)

By using the induction hypothesis, we obtain that the function g(z, ) = [F,—1(x,z) —
F,-1(z,a)]V () satisfies all conditions to apply the Lemma [2.2.2) with Dy, g(z,a) =
(G _o(z,2) — Gp_2(x,a)]V(a). Thus, Lemma yields

Dy Fr(z,2) = / (Gr—ao(z,2) — Gpa(z, )|V (a)dW ().
(0,2]

By using a reasoning similar to the one in (2.20), we obtain that Dy, F4i(z,z) =

Gn(z,x). O
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Remark 2.2.4. Observe that Lemma provides us with another point of view of
how to look at F,(x,x). Indeed, let (po(x),qo(x)) = (1, W(x)) and, for n > 0 define

recursively

(a1 (), G (@ (/O/Op )V (€)W (s /ox/osq" €AV (€)aW (s ))

Now, let Fy(x,z) = 1. Then, we have that, for n > 0,

(pn(x)a C]n(lﬂ)) = (FQn(xa .23'), FQn—&-l(ma Z’))
The reader is invited to determine analogue expressions for G,,.

Theorem 2.2.5. Let f € Cypy(T) be a function such that

max { DLl D Sl <

!
where ¢, = o (ﬁ) Then, we have the following expansion for f:
en

0) +i [Dgé}v (0)] Fu(z, ). (2.21)

k=1

Furthermore, the convergence in (2.21) is uniform in x € T. Moreover the conditions
for that f and D(an)vf must satisfy in order to be well defined on the torus are:

(S, Dby F0)F(1,1) = 0;
S DV F(0)Ge(1,1) = 0;

S DRV F(0)F(1,1) = 0;

\

Proof. We begin by using (2.12) to estimate the remainder I,,, which is given by the
“polynomial” expansion ([2.10)), in terms of ||D"f||s. Indeed,

L (z) = D £(8) Fan(, @) — Foo(w, s)dW (s)
(0,2]

_ (B

- n!

1 )) ||D(2n+1 f”oo
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and
- (2n+2)
Lopi1(2) —/ Dy ™ f(8) Fonsr (%, 2) — Fonga(z, s)dW (s)
(0,z]

S ||D(2n+2 f”oo/ F2n+1(xa ZL‘) - FQn-&—l(xa S)dV(S)

[0,2)
— DD | / ( / an(x,x)—an(x,a)dW(a)) dv(s)
[0,2) (s,x]
< D(2”+2 F _F dF:
| fllso o on (7, 2) — Fon(z, at)dFy(s)
0,z
( 1 )n+1

< DR fllos

(n +1)

These estimates of I,,(x) yield the uniform convergence of

Sula) = F(O)+ Y [DELF(0)] Fila, )

to f(x). Finally, the conditions that f and Dy f must satisty to be well-defined on
the torus follow from Lemma and the uniform convergence of S, (). O

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 € Cfpy(T) to have a series representation given by (2.21)). The functions in

Cypv(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 to define suitable functions, that
generalize the usual cosine and sine, in the sense that if V(x) = W(x) = z, 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, Ay .

Let us begin, by defining the functions that will generalize the cosine and sine
functions, respectively. Indeed, let o > 0 and define the following functions from R to

R:

Cwv(a,z) E ®(=1)"Fy,(z,7), Swyv(a,z) E " (1) Fypyy (0, )
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and
Cvw(a,x) E " (=1)"Gop(x,2), Sywl(a,r) E 2" (—1)"Gopyi (2, 7).

By computing F,, and G,, when V(z) = W(z) = x, we have that the functions
Cwy and Sy (or Cyw and Syw), indeed, agree with the cosine and sine functions,
respectively.

Note that the functions Cyy and Sw, (or Cyw and Syw) are well-defined.
Indeed, by using Lemma [2.2.T], 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, Cwy(a,z) = —aSyw(a,x), Dy Swy(a,z) =aCyw(a,x) (2.22)
and

DYCyw(a,z) = —aSwyv(a,z), DiSvw(a,z) =aCwy(a,x). (2.23)
The above expressions generalize the well-known sin’(x) = cos(x) and cos’(z) = — sin(x).

Now, we can use the relations (2.22)) and (2.23) to obtain that Sy, («, ) is the

unique solution in Cy(T) of

—Awyvu = o’u;

(2.24)
u(0) = 0, Dy u(0) = o
and that Cyy,y(a, ) is the unique solution in Cy (T) of
—Awvu = o’u;
v (2.25)

u(0) =1, Dy, u(0) = 0.

Now, observe that since Sy y(a, -) solves (2.24]) and Cw,v («, -) solves (2.25), it is
easy to see that for any o # 0, Swv(«, ) and Cywv (e, -) are linearly independent.

Therefore, by the linear independence of Swy (o, z) and Cwy(a,z), for a # 0,

2u is given by

we have that any solution u,, of —Ayyu =«
un(z) = A-Cwy(a,z)+ B - Swy(a,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 Ay on the torus by using the
functions Cwv(«, ) and Swy(a,-). The reader is invited do compare this characteri-
zation with the Taylor’s expansions of the eigenvectors of the standard Laplacian, —A,

on the torus.

Proposition 2.3.1. If (\;, v;)i>o satisfy , then there exist a;,b; € R such that

vi(x) = a;,Cwy <\//\_z, x) + %Swy (\/X, x) , (2.26)

V-a.e.. Furthermore, for each i, the vector (a;,b;) # (0,0) is obtained as solution of the

system:
b

a; [Cwy (Vi 1) — 1] vV, 1) = 0;

\/;\—SVW(\/_M 1) — [CVW (VAi,1) —1] =0.

Proof. We begin by noting that, by (2.5)), the eigenvector associated to A; > 0 satisfies

;&

(2.27)

vi(z) = a; + bW (x /0]/[0) €)dV (€)dW (s), (2.28)

with a; and b; fulfilling the relations [ ;dV = 0 and b;W (1)+ [, f[o 8) v;(£)dV (&)dW (s) =
0. So up to a set of V-measure zero we can recursively substitute (2 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 applylng on [rv;dV =0 and b;W(1)+ [, fOs v;(£)dV (&)dW (s) = 0,
we obtain the relatlons in 2.27. m

Remark 2.3.2. We used Remark[2.2.] when doing the substitution steps in the proof
of Proposition 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 Ay (compare with [28, Theorem 4|):

Corollary 2.3.3 (Regularity of the eigenvectors). If u € L2,(T) \ {0} satisfies

Awyu = Au;

for some X > 0, then there is v € Oy (T) N LY o(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 € L}, (T). We say that f has V-right weak derivative if there
exists F € L3,(T) such that, for all g € C3py(T), we have

/T FDyygdW = — /T FgdV. (2.30)

If there is a function F satisfying this function is unique and we denote it by
F := D{.f. We use the same notation as the one used in lateral derivative in view of
Remark 9 in [25].

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

1l (T) = { f € L(T): 3D f € L2 (T)Yn=1,... K},

(n) . . . .
where Dy, is defined in the same manner as in expression (2.3), and

o (2.31)
V., if n 1s even.

{ W, if n is odd,
K(n) ==
We endow Hyy;y, (T) with the norm

k
IR o (T) = IR+ > 105 £112 -

Remark 2.4.3. It is easy to notice that the space HIIfV,v(T); endowed with the norm
| fl|Z.wv is a Hilbert space.

Remark 2.4.4. By proceeding as in [28, Corollary 2], we could also define Hyy,\ (T) as
HI]/CV,VC]T) _ WH‘”MW,V'

The next result characterize the space HI’,“KV(']I') in terms of its Fourier coeficients,

which generalizes expression (2.9):

Theorem 2.4.5. We have the following characterization
H‘lfV’V(T) = {f € LE(T); f=ap+ Zail/i and Zx\fa? < oo} .
i=1 i=1
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Proof. Let k be odd and f = ag+ >, a;v;. Then, by using Lemma ??, we have that

Vi

Indeed, by Parseval’s identity we have that

00 Bl D=,
Do e T VAT = D f € Ly (D).
i=1 '

> a2\ =D fIR < oo
=1

Conversely, let f = ag+ Y oo, asv; and Y ) Ma? < co. Further, recall that, by (2.7)),
A — o0 as @ — oo. This implies that, for large ¢ € N, we have \; > 1. Therefore, if
S a2N < oo, then S a2MN < oo, for j < k. Now, let (fi)ren be the sequence
given by

k
o =00+ E Q;V;.
i=1

We have that f), € Cypy(T) and that D(an)vfk is Cauchy in Li(n)('ﬂ‘) forn=1,... k.
Therefore, f;, — f with respect to the norm ||.||xwv. The result, thus, follows from
Remark 2.4.4] O

We have the following strong regularity for these higher order W-V-Sobolev

spaces:

Theorem 2.4.6. For every k > 1:
Hiyry(T) € Ciyp(T),

where CEV’V(T) ={f:T —R; f is cadlag and D(f) C 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 £ > 1. O

An immediate application of Theorem [2.4.6] yields the following Corollary regard-
ing strong regularity of Hyyy (T):
Corollary 2.4.7.
ﬂ HIIjV,V(T) = HI?I?,V(T) = CI?VO,V(T)'
k=1

57



2.5 Fractional order Sobolev spaces Hjy 1/ (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 L} (T),
that is, we will not be switching between the spaces L? (T) and L%, (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

Hyyy(T) = D((I — Awy)¥?) = {f € L (T); =+ Zozzul, Zy a? < oo} :
endowed with the norm

£ 117, my = I = D)2 f 1172 ) ZV

where (7;)ien are the eigenvalues of I — Awyv 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:
H%/,V(T) = Hév,v(T)?

where the left-hand side refers to the set in Definition 1| and the right-hand side
refers to the set in Deﬁmtzon . Moreover, the norms H ||Hk (o and || - [|lxw,y are

equivalent.

Proof. Notice that v; = 14 A;. So, if Y .2, a? < oo, we have that

o0 oo
Z’yfoz? <00 Z)\faf < 00.

i=1
Hence, by Theorem [2.4.5] we have the equality of sets. It remains to be proved that
the norms || - [y, (r) and || - [[e,w,v are equivalent.

To this end, it readily follows by repeated application of the integration-by-parts
formula (see Proposition that for any function f € Hyy,\ (T), with

o0
f=ag+ E Q;l;,
i=1
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and any 0 < j <k,
IDW Iy = D Nai <> Ao = 11f13 (2.32)
i=1 i=0 ’
where k is given by equation (2.31]). Therefore,

Hf”i,W,V < Hfﬂirgw(qr) +ooet Hf”?{";v,v(qr) < (k + 1)|’f‘|§{§wv(1r)v

where the last inequality comes from the fact that v; > 1, so || f|
if 1 < j. Thus,

2 2
1wy < VEF TNl oy
Conversely, note that for each i,k € N we have vF < 28(1 4+ \¥). Therefore,

k
1P oy < 2 (Z ol + ZW) = (AR + 108 FI20) < 250 1wy
=1

i=1
[

Remark 2.5.3. Note that for f € Hyyy (T) the norm || f||uz, (1) = H([—AW,V)S/QfHL%/(T)

is defined only in terms of L3 (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|lmz, , (r)y can be seen as a “non-local” counterpart to the norm | f||swyv, which

only involves local operators, but “pays the price” of depending on the space L¥,(T).
For s > 0, let Hy"(T) := (Hyy,y (T))", that is, Hy’(T) is the dual of Hy,y (T).
We have the following characterization for Hy, (T):

Proposition 2.5.4. For s > 0, we have that

Hy?(T) = {f:ZaiVi; Z%—Sa? <oo},
i=1 i=1
with norm .
g = e (2.3
and dual pairing

<f7g) = § ai<Viag>V7
=0
with

o; = (f, I/i)'
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Proof. Let f € Hy’,(T). By Riesz’s representation theorem, there exists u € Hyyy,(T)
such that for every g € Hyy(T), we have

(f,9) = <U,9>H‘§V’V(T)-

Now, since u € Hyy1,(T), we can write

oo
U = § Biyia
i=1
where

o0
> 587 < 0.
=1

Hence,
(f,9) = > 7B, g)v.
=0

So, if we define a; = 7 3;, we have that (f, ;) = (u, Vi>H5vﬁv(T) = 7B; and
>l =Y Bl < oo
i=0 i=0

Finally, by Riesz’s representation theorem, we have that

[e.@] o0
2 _ sn2 —s 2
Hyy (T) = E ViBi = E Vi Q-
i=1 i=1

This proves one direction. The other direction is simpler and we leave it for the reader.

]

A

2.6 Asymptotic behavior of the eigenvalues of Ay y
and the embedding Li,(T) — Hy",(T)

We begin this section by recalling the definition of our generalizations of the cosine
and sine functions, namely Cw.v(c, ) and Sy (a, ), studied in Section . We begin
by proving a fundamental relation that is analogous, and generalizes, the well-known
relation sin?(z) + cos?(z) = 1.

Proposition 2.6.1. For any x € T and any o # 0, the following fundamental relation

1S true:
CWJ/(Oé, ZL‘)CVJ/V(CM, $) + SWJ/(OK, I)S\/’vv(()é, 1’) =1 (234)
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Proof. Let (a,)nen be given by
an('I) = (GZk(:L‘a .I), FQk(J;7 ZE))
and
okt1(2) = (Fop1(z, ), Gopyr (2, 7))

for £ > 0, where F,, is given by (2.11) and G, is given by (2.19). Let us denote
an(x) = (pn(x),qu(z)). By using the integration by parts formula (see Proposition

2.1.7)), we obtain the following relation:

2k
S (~1)g5(@)pan s (2) = 0. (2.35)
=0
Finally, by using (2.35)) on
00 2n
Cwy (o, 2)Cvw (o, 2)+Swv (o, 2) Syw (o, z) = 1‘1‘2(—1)”(12”Z(—l)ka(ﬂi)pznfk(ﬂi),
n=1 k=0
the relation (2.34)) follows. O

Remark 2.6.2. The strateqy of the above proof and the relation were inspired
by the ideas developed on [1, Theorem 5.35].

We will now obtain a sharp estimate related to F3, and Gs,, which will be fun-

damental in our study on the asymptotic behavior of the eigenvalues of Ay y .

Proposition 2.6.3. There exists some constant C > 0 such that

n

(nl)*

Wn+1 Vn+1
o and T

absolutely continuous and V-absolutely continuous in the sense of [25]. So, by using

Proof. We begin by observing that the functions

are, respectively, TW-

the derivatives in the sense of [25], we have that

(W"H)'W@c): : f;w<x—>jw<x>"-j

n—+1 n-+1

and

N/ 1 <& . .

— j n—j

<n+1>v(x) 2 VEH V@),
7=0

By using that W (z) > W(x—) and V(z+) > V(x) together with |25, Theorem 5.4| we

obtain the following inequalities:

W@

o2, wreae) (2.37)
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and
[V ()]

Sz e (239)

Finally, by using Remark [2.2.4] and successively applying the inequalities (2.37)) and

(2.38]) on Fy,(z, x), we obtain that there exists a constant A > 0 such that |Fy,(1,1)| <

(;‘,;2 By proceeding similarly for Gg, (with the corresponding expression for Gy ob-

tained as in Remark [2 - and successively applying (2.37)) and - on Gy, (z,x)

we obtain that there exists B > 0 such that |G, (1, 1)| S (5;2. Therefore, mequahty

(2.36) follows from choosing C' = 2(A + B). O

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 Ay y .

Theorem 2.6.4. Let {\;}i>1 be the sequence of non-negative eigenvalues (counting
according their multiplicity) of Aw,. Then, there exists p € (0, %] such that

Cn''P <\, (2.39)

for some constant C' > 0. Moreover,

= 1
- 2.40
aES o
for s > p. In particular, if s > p, then A=* = (I — Aw.v) " is a trace-class operator.

Proof. Begin by noting that Proposition implies that the system ([2.27) has a non
trivial solution if A; > 0 satisfies

2 - CWJ/( )\271> +CV’W( )\271>
That is, if \; are positive roots of the entire function

=24 ) (—1)"2"(Fan(1,1) + Gan(1,1)) = D (=1)"2"(Fan(1,1) + Gan(1,1)).

n>0 n>1
Therefore, the eigenvalues of Ay are zeroes of f(z). Now, the inequality

CTL

1
implies that the order of growth p of the series f(z) satisfies 0 < p < 3" Indeed,

. nlnn <1 nlnn 1

= limsu msup ————~—= — —.

e T () (L) + Gl )] ~ e’ _ T C7 ] 2
(n)?
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Now, denote by Z = {z;}ien the zeroes of f indexed according their respective multi-

plicity and in such a way that they are ordered according their moduli:

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;|z| <r}.

Then, we have by [32, Chapter 5, Theorem 2.1] that for any 5 > p there exists a
constant C' > 0 such that for sufficient large r > 0,

n(r) < CrP.

Now, observe that {\;};crg C Z, and that by (2.7), we have \; — oo as i — o0.
Therefore, lim; , |z;| = +o0o which implies that p # 0. The last results prove, in
particular, that p & Z. Now, by |21, Chapter 5, Theorem 1|, the order p is equal to the

convergence exponent of Z. In particular, there exists C' > 0 such that

n(r)

lim sup —= = limsup <C. (2.41)

r—+oco T n—+o0o ‘Zn‘p

From ([2.41)), there exists a subsequence ny, such that
% <M. (2.42)

Now, by the definition of subsequence, we have that n, > k. By combining ([2.42)
and ny > k, we obtain the inequality (2.39). Finally, by using that p is equal to the

convergence exponent of Z, we directly obtain that if s > p, then

1

Y — <. (2.43)
— \;
i>1

O

Remark 2.6.5. From Weyl’s asymptotics (see, for instance,[7, Theorem 6.5.1] ), 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(z) =V(z) =x is \, x n?.

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 : L3,(T) — Hyy(T), i(f) = f to
be Hilbert-Schmidt:

Proposition 2.6.6. Let p € (0,1/2] be as in Theorem [2.6.4 For any s > p, the

inclusion i : Ly(T) — Hy'(T) is trace-class. In particular, for any s > 1/2, the
inclusion i : L, (T) — Hy,(T) is trace-class.
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Proof. Consider the orthonormal basis of L% (T) given by the eigenvectors of A =
I — Ay, namely, {v;}ien. Therefore, by equation (2.33), we have that

oo

D (i) 1), Zumn?_s =3
=1

=1

which converges for s > p in view of Theorem and the inequality ~; > \; for all
i > 0. Since p < 1/2, we have that s > 1/2 will always satisfy s > p. O

2.7 Extension to the d-dimensional case

We will now extend our operator Ay to the d-dimensional torus T¢. The idea
is to take tensor products of copies of our one-dimensional operator.

To such an end, for each k =1,...,d,let W, : T — R and V} : T — R, be strictly
increasing functions, where Wj and V} are respectively cadlag and caglad functions
satisfying and such that W (0) = W,(0—) = Vi(04) = Vi(0) = 0.

Now, observe that for k = 1, ..., d, the functions W}, and V}, induce Borel measures
dWy, and dVj, on T. Now, for each k = 1,...,d, consider the Borel measures dW, dV,
dAW*®dV;, and dVF®@dW), on T¢, obtained as suitable product measures. More precisely,

they are the unique measures satisfying the following relations:

dW ((0,21] x ... x (0,24]) = HWi(J;i), AV ([0, 21) X ... % [0,24)) = HVZ-(xi),

k—1 d d
AW* @ dV;, <H(O,xi] x [0,2) x ] (o,xj]) =V(zw) [[ Wila).

i=1 j=k+1 i=1,ik
and
k—1 d d
dV* @ dW, (H[o, ) x (0,2 x [ [o. xj)) =W(z) [] Vilw).
i=1 j=k+1 i=1,ik
Hence, we can write them, for k =1,...,d, as

d d
dW = Q) dwi; v = R)dvi;
=1

i=1

d d
AVERdWy=dW,® Q) dVi; dVFedVi=dho K dV;.
i=1,i#k i=1,i%k
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Now denote by Ay, v, C Cyp v, (T) the collection of all eigenvectors of —V, v,

and define the set

d d d
i=1 i=1 =1

Now, let us define the lateral partial derivatives. More precisely, given f : T¢ — R,
we say that f has the partial Wj-left-derivative at (z1, ..., z4) € T?if the following limit

exists

— . f(xla"'yzd)_f(xla"'7$k—l7$k_h7x/€+1a"'7xd)
=1 .
aka(xl’ 71Ed) hLI(T)l+ Wk(l‘k) - Wk(l'k - h)

If f has the partial Wj-left-derivative at every point of T¢, we say that f is Wj-left-
differentiable and we can define the function dy, f : T¢ — R. In such a case, this
function is called the partial Wj-left-derivative of f. We define the partial Vj-right-
derivative and Vj-right-differentiable functions in an analogous manner.

Now, we define O}y, (T) as the space of functions f : T — R such that for all

(1, Tp1, Thy1, -, 2q) € TP and k =1,...,d, the application

f(k)(x) = f(xlv vy Th—1, Ty Tl 1s - - - ;l‘d)

is cadlag.

Observe that for all n > 1, the application Gg,LZykf(a:l, e L1, Ty Tl 1y -« 5 L) =
DI(;Z,Vk f®)(x) on T is well defined and is caglad (resp. cadlag) for n odd (resp. n even),
where Dg}) v, is defined as in (2.3). Now, let n > 0, and observe that (3‘(,2 vl €

k
Livkgaw, o(T? (vesp. L3y oT?)) if n is odd (resp. n is even). Clearly

Awyv C CWV(Td) =(1)® C;’ﬁv(‘]l‘d).

Therefore, we are able to define the operator Ly, : Cipy (T?) C L, (T?) — L7, (T

given by
d
i=1

Indeed, the operator I — Ly is symmetric, positive and monotone. Furthermore, note

that I — Ly, is densely defined. Indeed, we have that
d
) O, v, (T) € Gy (T,
i=1
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where .
Q) C. v, (T) =span{fi @ -+ @ fo; fi € O, (T),i = 1,...,d} .
i=1

Therefore, by Proposition , we have that for each i = 1,....d, C . (T) is dense
in L}, (T). Now, by standard limiting arguments, it is enough to show that we can
approximate 1p, where R is a measurable rectangle on the product o-algebra B(T¢) =
B(T) x ---x B(T). Now, by the definition of measurable rectangles, we have that there
exist R; € B(T),i = 1,...,d, such that R = Ry X --- X Ry, hence 1z = 15, ® --- ®

1g,. Then, by the density of C 1. (T) in L}, (T) and Fubini’s theorem, we have that

"
R, Oy, v,(T) is dense in L%, (T?). Therefore, we obtain that C} (T?) is dense in
L2, (1),

Therefore, I — Ly admits a Friedrich’s extension (we refer the reader to Zeidler
[34, Section 5.5] for further details on Friedrichs extensions). Thus, let I — Ay :
Dwy (T C L2, (T%) — L2,(T?) be the Friedrich’s extension of the operator I — Ly y-.
Note that Cgpy (T?) C D,y (T9).

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, HéV’V(Td), is defined as the

energetic space (in the sense of Zeidler, [34, Section 5.8]) associated to the operator
I — Lwy : Cypy (T C Ly, (T%) — L3, (TY). That is, we define the norm

HfH%z = <([ - ﬁW,V)fa f>v

in C‘j’ﬁv(']l"d) and say that f € L?,(T?) belongs to H&V’V(Td) if, and only if, the following
conditions hold:

1. There exists a sequence f, € Cypy (T?) such that f, — f in L (TY);

2. The sequence f, is Cauchy with respect to the energetic norm || - ||1.2.

A sequence (fn)nen in Cipy (T?) 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 — Dy, D;;, 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, HﬁuV(Td), is defined as the

domain of the Friedrich’s extension of the operator I — Ly, : Cipy (T?) C L, (T%) —
L3y (T?). Thus, Hy, (T?) = D,y (T%).
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Let us now show that the above definitions coincide with a corresponding definition
of W-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%,(T%) has a weak partial Wy,-left-derivative if
there exists F € Ly oqy, (T?) satisfying

/ fo) wgdV = — / FogdV* @ dW,,
Td Td

Vg € C35y (T?). In this case F is unique and we use the notation o;?‘(,[l,ika =F

Remark 2.7.4. Observe that our test functions, that is the functions that belong to
C@?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-unsely 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 Vj-right-derivative can be defined analogously. The

next result characterizes the energetic space Hy,,(T?) in terms of weak derivatives.

Theorem 2.7.5. If we define the space
Al (1) = { £ € L3, (T 308 1, f € Livoan, (T}

Then Hyy,\ (T = Hy,\ (T%). In particular, the space H}y,\,(T?) is a Hilbert Space

with the energetic inner product
d
(f. 9wy = (92, may + Y <5§53%f, 5%f,vig>L2 .
i=1 dVedw;

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 Ay are tensor
products of the eigenvectors of Ay, v, k=1,...,d.

Indeed , the set Ay consists precisely on the orthonormal basis of L, (T?) which
are eigenfunction of operator I —Ayyy. Furthermore, we can index the set of eigenvalues
{a }nen satisfying

O<a <ay < ... — 400,
as n — 400, 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 H%KV(Td) and by the density of

Cipv (T4 on Hiyy, (T?) with respect to the || - ||ly,- we have

Hiyy (T%) = { f € Hiyy (T30 1 f = 05 s (3500 ) € L (T}

which is a Hilbert Space with respect to the inner product defined by

d
+ <5(2? 1,05 .g> :
('H‘d) ; Wi, Vi Wi, Vi LZV (Td)

<f7 >2WV*<f7 WV+Z< WVfa WVg>L2

dV®dW;

We can also define the norms

(fgnwy = (f, @nrwyv + Z <a(n vf W V9> , (2.44)

LzV@dW (Td)

if n is odd, and

(Fr@hnwr = (F. ghn-rwer + Z (Ot 0wy, (2.45)

v (T4

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 Hyy, (T?) and Hy, (T?) as follows:

Hiy (T7) = {ZbyzeLdV’]I‘d Zab2<oo},
HEVV T?) = {ZszeLdv (T%); Za262<oo},

and more generally,

Hyy o (T7) = {Zb%eL (T%); Za”b2<oo},

where v; is the satisfies (I — V), = a4 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

Hjy oy (T%) = 2(1 = Vi )*? = {Zb vi € Ly (T?); Zasb2 < OO}

In what follows is important notice that if «,, is the eigenvalue of I — Ay y

associated to the eigenvector f,,, then, there exist v, 1,...,7n, .k, Where each =, is
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the eigenvalue of I — Ay, v, associated to the eigenvector f, ;, and they are such that
fn is the tensor product of the f, ;, that is, f,, = ®f:1 fn, and o, is the sum of the
eigenvalues 7, r, that is, a,, = 22:1 Vg k-

Our goal now is to study the asymptotic behavior of the eigenvalues of the d-
dimensional Ayyy. More precisely, we want to investigate for which values of s we have
the convergence of the series

=1
D

k=1

Y

The convergence of the above series will determine under which conditions inclusion of
L3(T) in Hy?, (T) is trace-class.

By the relation (2.39) (note that to simplify the result, we are not using the
convergence order p given in the statement of Theorem [2.6.4] instead we are using the

fact that p < 1/2) we know that there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
2
n.C < v,

Therefore, the following inequality is true in R U {oo} :

- 1
20 = 2 TRIF

1
d 2
Il = (zzg) |
j=1

for k = (k1,...,kq). We, now, have that for s > d/2,

2~

where

Indeed, for each j € N the number of solutions on N¢ for the equation Zzzl n = j* is

O(j*), so

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 — V. )~° is trace-class.
Which directly implies that:
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Corollary 2.7.7. For any s > d/2, the inclusion i : L3, (T) — Hy’ (T?) is trace-

class.

Remark 2.7.8. In particular case where W (z) = V(z) = = we recover the classical
results for Laplacian on T%. Furthermore, since they are exact for the Laplacian, our

general lower bound is sharp for all finite measures W and V defined on T,

2.8 Applications

2.8.1 The operator Lj, and the HLW,V spaces

Let H : T — R% be given by H(z) = (Hy(z),..., Hyq(z)), where for each k =
1,...,d, we have H;, € C"o,fW(Td). Further, assume that H is bounded away from zero,
that is, there exists Hy > 0 such that for every x € T and every k, Hi(z) > Hy. Let,
also, £ : T* = R be a function in Cf,(T¢) which is bounded away from zero.

Through this section we will consider the operator Ly associated to the bilinear

form

d
Bry [u,v] = /T ELEDS / Hy (94 w) (0w v) dVE @ dWe.  (246)
k=1

By the assumptions, the operator Ly defined above is symmetric, positive and
monotone. Furthermore, by a simple calculation, we have that for f € C’%’}’V(Td) and

every k, the following derivative of the product holds:

o (B, f) (&) = (03 Hi() (9, F(1)) + He(tH)O% 0, f(5). (2.47)

Therefore, equation implies that Ly is densely defined, as it is well-defined
in Oy (T%). Hence, we can use Friedrich’s extension (see [34, Section 5.5]) on Ly, to
obtain a self-adjoint extension, which we will also denote by Ly .

Now, observe that the assumptions on H and x imply that there exist constants
C1 > 0 and C5 > 0 depending only on H and . Such that Vf € HI}KV(Td) the following

inequalities are verified

Cill = Awy f, f)v < Bry [, f1 £ Ol = Awy f, v (2.48)

Applying the Courant min-max principle on (2.48)) we have the following inequalities

related to the eigenvalues v; of I — Ay and the eigenvalues v, ;, of Ly :
Crvi <7ip < Covi (2.49)
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So, the asymptotic behavior of {v;}i>0 and {~;}i>¢ are the same.

Denote by A; 1 the ith eigenvalue of Ly with corresponding eigenvector given by

e; r. Let now, for s > 0 the Hilbert space

TS s/2 s
HL,W,V(Td) = 9(Lm//,v) = {U € Ly (T% : Z’Yj,L<Uvej,L>%/ < OO} ;

jEN
with inner product and norm given by
. s/2 5/2
<uaU>HzWV (Lywyu, Ly o)y = E V.ol €5.0)v (v, €Ly
JEN

and

= (v, U)H; Wy

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 Ly, = Ly (T) — Hiy(T) C Ly (T)

1s trace class.

Now, let us obtain a result on elliptic regularity of Ly, :

Proposition 2.8.2. Fizx s > 0 and m > 0. If f € Hﬁwvv(’]l‘d), then the function

u € HEW,V(']Td) given by the unique weak solution of Liyyu = f satisfies u € H]’;"I’/LVQ‘S/(']I‘d)

Proof. Indeed, if

f= Z 5iei,L

€N
and

u= E Q€4 1,

ieN
then by definition

s/2 s/2 s
Bi = <LV[//,VU> LM//V61L>V = %L<61L7 u)y = Vi, ¥

By, using that f € HEWV(T”I) and the above identity

Z,ym+2s 2 Z,_YZL62<OO

€N ieN

which implies u € H}'2(T?). O

For the next regularity result consider the following notation

HEOWV(Td ﬂ HFWl/(Td)

m>0
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Theorem 2.8.3. Fiz s> 0. If f € Hszyv('ﬂ"d) and u € szwyv('ﬂ"d) is the unique weak

solution of the problem

Then u € Hy (T9).
Proof. Follows directly from the propositions [2.8.2] m

Corollary 2.8.4. For s > 0 and f € Cyyy (T?) the unique weak solution u € Hy, (T)
of
(I — Awyu)’u=f

belongs to Hygy (T). In particular, if d =1, then u € Cgpy(T).

Proof. Indeed, in the particular case where kK = H = 1, we have HiW’V(Td) =
Ha/’v(’]l‘d), so, the result follows from Theorem m Finally, if d = 1, we have by
Corollary that Hpy (T) = Cypy(T). O

2.8.2  Hyyy (T is a nuclear space

Let X be a vector space and let (-,-),, n € N be a sequence of inner products
such that their norms are increasing, that is, for every € X and n < m, we have
||l < ||z]|m, where ||-]|,, is the norm associated to (-, -),,. Denote by X,, the completion

of X with respect to || - ||,. Now, define

Xoo = ﬁXn.

Then, (Xoo, (|| - [|n)nen) is called a Countably Hilbert space and is a Fréchet space

with respect to the metric

T Hf glln’

Note that since the norms are increasing, we have
X,, C X, 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 i,,, : X,, — X, is Hilbert-Schmidt. That is, given an

orthonormal basis in X,,, say {e;};>1, we have

o
> lleslls < .
j=1
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Let us now show that Hyyy (T%) is a nuclear space. In particular, if d = 1 we will
have that Cgpy(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 Sy (T%) considered in [I2] is actually the concrete Hypy (T?),
which if d = 1 is actually C (T). We believe that Hgy, (T?) = Cfp(T) but it is still
an open problem for us.

Then, note that the sequence of norms || - ||, w,v given in and ([2.45)) are

increasing. If we choose X = Cfy (T?), we obtain that for each n,
Xy, = Hyy o (T7).

All that is left to do is to show that for every n, we can find m > n such that the
inclusion 4y, : Hipy (T%) — Hyjy(T?) is Hilbert-Schmidt. From Corollary , given
n € N, for any m € N such that m > n + d/4, the inclusion i,,,, is Hilbert-Schdmit.
This shows that Xo, = Hypy (T?) is a nuclear space.

The fact that Hy; +(T9) 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 L% (T) space as remarked at the beginning of Section .

We begin by providing a definition for the V-Gaussian white noise on L% (T):
Definition 2.8.5. We define the V-Gaussian white noise as the L% (T?)-isonormal
Gaussian process, that is, a process {By (h); h € L3 (T%)} defined on a complete proba-

bility space (Q, F, P), such that for every g, h € L?,(T?), Bv(g) and BV(h) are centered
R-valued gaussian random variables such that E(By(g)By(h)) = Jpa ghd V.

Remark 2.8.6. It follows directly (see [24, Chapter 1] for further details) that By is
a linear isometry between L?,(T?) and a closed subspace of L*(Q, 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 By () such that

Definition 2.8.8. We say that By (t) is a V-Brownian motion in law if it satisfies the

following conditions:
1. By(0) = 0 almost surely;
2. Ift > s, then By (t) — By(s) is independent of o(By(u);u < s);
3. Ift > s, then By (t) — By(s) has N(0,V(t) — V(s)) distribution.

If, additionally, By (-) has cadlag sample paths, we say that By(-) 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

By (t) = By(1p4). (2.51)

Proposition 2.8.9. The process By (-) defined by (2.51)) is a V-Brownian motion in

law.

Proof. We have that By (0) follows a Gaussian distribution with mean 0 and variance
V(0) = 0. Therefore, By (0) = 0 almost surely. So, condition 1 follows.

Now, since By (+) is linear, we have that, for t > s,

By(t) — Bv(s) = By(lpyg) — Bv(1p,)
= By(1iy).

So, By (t)— By (s) follows a gaussian distribution with mean 0 and variance [ 1(;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 v < s < t, we have
E((Bv(t) = By(s))Byv(u)) = E(Bv(L(1)Bv(ljou)) = (Lien Low)v = 0, since the
intervals (s,t] and [0, u] are disjoint. O
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Up to a modification, the V-Gaussian white noise induces a V-Brownian motion.
Corollary 2.8.10. The process By (+) has a modification that is a V -Brownian motion.

Proof. 1t follows directly from the proof of Proposition 10 in [2§]. O

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 L% (T).
Let f = Y, a1, be a simple function, with n € N, oy,...,, € R and

I, ..., I, are disjoint intervals. Define the stochastic integral of simple functions as

/ f(s)dBy (s ZQZBV 15,) = By(f).

It then follows immediately that if f is a simple function, then the following

)

Let h € L(T) and h,, be a sequence of simple functions converging to h in L% (T).
It follows from (2.52), that [ h,dBy is a Cauchy sequence in L*(Q, F, P), so we define

isometry holds:

E[(By(f = /TdeV. (2.52)

/ hdBy = lim [ h,dBy = lim By (h,), (2.53)
T

n—oo T n—o0

where the limit is taken in L*(Q, F, P).
It also follows directly from the isometry (2.52)) that for any h € L% (T)

By (h) = /TthV' (2.54)

Remark 2.8.11. Observe that [28, Proposition 12| and (2.54]) show that the functional
on Hyyp(T) :== {f : f € Hy(T), f(0) = 0} induced by the V-Gaussian white noise
on L%(T) introduced in Definition [2.8.8 through the L% (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
&1,&, ... such that for every h € L (TY)

BV<h) = Z§z<h7 Vi>V’

where the sum converges in L*(Q, F, P) and P-a.s.

Proof. Begin by noticing that since {1;};en are orthogonal, {By (1) }ien is a sequence
of uncorrelated and jointly gaussian distributions. Thus, the random variables Bv(Vl),
By (1), ... are independent and gaussian with variance ||v;]]y; = 1. So they form an iid
sequence of standard normal distributions.
By Remark , By is a linear isometry between L% (T¢) and a closed subspace
of L2(Q2, F, P). Hence, it is easy to check that the sum converges in L*(2, F, P).
Finally, let M, = >"" &(h,v;)v. Then, (M,),en is a martingale such that

sup E|M,| < \/ E((By(h))?) = ||hllv < oo.

neN

Therefore, by Theorem 4.2.11 in [8], M,, converges a.s., which completes the proof. [

Remark 2.8.13. The expansion in Proposition motivates the following expan-

sion for By :
By =) & (2.55)
i=0

However, the above series does not converge on L3, (T?).

In the next Proposition we use the characterization in Proposition to obtain

a space in which the expansion in Remark [2.8.13] converges.

Proposition 2.8.14. If T : L?(T?) — H is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator, where H is

some Hilbert space with norm || - ||g. Then, the expansion
TBy =Y &Tv, (2.56)
i=0

is a well-defined L*(Q2, F, P)-random variable in H, where the random variables &1, &, . . .
are the itd standard normal random variables defined in Proposition |2.8.12

Proof. We have that

2 N

H ij=1

N
Z fz’TVi
i=0

Thus,

N 00
E =Y N Twills <D ITwvillfy < o,
=1 =1

2
H

N
> &Tv,
=0
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since T' is Hilbert-Schmidt. Therefore, the sum Zﬁio &Tv; converges to some H-valued
random variable in L?(2, F, P). O

Corollary 2.8.15. We have that if s > d/2, then P-almost surely By
Hyt (T, where By

Furthermore, the following expansion converges in Hﬁ,fV(Td):

BV = Z §ili.
i=0

Proof. By Corollary [2.7.7, if s > d/2, then the inclusion i : L?(T9) — Hv}fv(']l‘d) is
trace-class and therefore Hilbert-Schmidt. By Proposition [2.8.14]

HILjV,V(Td) 6
wy, , (T4) 18 the restriction of the V-Gaussian white noise to Hiyy (T9).

i(By) =) &i(w)
i=0
is a well defined L*(Q, F, P)-random variable in Hy;?, (T¢). Furthermore, by Proposition
2.8.12, we have the following equality for every h € Hyy,\ (T%) C L3 (T%):
By (h) = i(By)(h).

Therefore, By

HéV’V(Td) - Z(BV) D

We are now in a position to solve the Matérn-like fractional elliptic equation driven

by V-generalized gaussian white noise:

Lyyu = By, (2.57)

where Ly is the operator induced by the bilinear form . Note that if H = I,
then the equation becomes

(k2T — Awy)Pu = By.
Remark 2.8.16. Observe that the stochastic partial differential equation 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 L% (TY).

Theorem 2.8.18. Let Ly be the operator with bilinear form (2.46). If 8 > d/4, then
the solution of (2.57)) given by

u = L;I}gVBV

is a well-defined centered gaussian L*(S), F, P)-random variable taking values in the
= 2B8—9 ¢ . . —
space Hi,ﬁwﬁ/ (T?) for all € > 0 and covariance operator given by LW2‘B/ a.s.
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Proof. By Theorem m, the operator Ly is trace-class for s > d /2. In particular, if

f > d/4, the restriction of L;VB v to L} (T) is Hilbert-Schmidt. Hence, from Proposition
and [6, Lemma 2.1|, if 3 > d/4, then L;V?VBV is a well-defined L*(Q, F, P)-
random variable taking values in Hz’?v;é/_e(']fd). Finally, by writing u = L;f VBV 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;V? 6 O
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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 Hyy,(T), of the space of test functions Cypy (T). Further, we
showed that the WW-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

d
Ewyvu = Z —E)ﬁ}i (aif)[;,i) u + cu,
i=1
where ¢ and a; satisfy some suitable conditions. The operator Eyy is a generalization

of the classical elliptic differential operator
3 d
Fu=— Z O, (a;0,,) u + cu.
i=1

But, as we know, we can study the operator F in a more complete manner, which
renders the operator asymmetric. More precisely, one can consider the operator given

by

d d
Lu=— Z O, (am(‘?xj) u+ Z b0, u + cu
i=1

ij=1
where the matrix A = (a;;)ij=1,..4 and and the vector b = (;);=1, 4 satisfies some

suitable conditions. Therefore, the following question is natural:
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“How can we generalize the operator Fy - in such manner to study its complete

version where necessarily the matrix A is not taken as a diagonal and b # 07”

Still talking about the operator Ey , 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

Zle —8‘2 (8&) u + u?, and how about Eyyy 7"

Back to the topic of high-dimensional extensions of the the one dimensional model of
—Awy. Note that our d-dimensional differential operator —Aw 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 T? not necessarily given by the product

measure?.”

Finally, turning our attention to the W-Brownian motion By, and pointing that, the
jumps of By 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 By, 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

By are still Gaussian?”
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