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REGIONAL FRACTIONAL STOCHASTIC BURGERS
FROM RANDOM INTERACTIONS

PEDRO CARDOSO, PATRICIA GONCALVES

ABSTRACT. The purpose of this article is to derive the crossover from the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck pro-
cess to energy solutions of the stochastic Burgers equation with characteristic operators given in
terms of fractional operators, such as the regional fractional Laplacian. The approach is to con-
sider a boundary driven exclusion process with long jumps and asymmetric jump rates. Depend-
ing on the strength of the asymmetry we prove the convergence to stationary solutions of either the
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck equation, or the stochastic Burgers equation. In the later setting, the conver-
gence in some regimes is guaranteed by the recent proof of uniqueness of energy solutions derived
in[16].

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. The macroscopic level. Over the last years there has been a tremendous development in
the field of singular stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs). One remarkable example is
the KPZ equation, which was proposed in 86’ by three physicists, Kardar, Parisi and Zhang in [23]
as a universal law ruling the evolution of the profile of a randomly growing interface, and can be
described as follows. For t >0 and x €R, if h(¢, x) denotes the height of that interface at time ¢
and position x, then the KPZ equation reads as

0, h(t,x)=Ad2h(t,x)dt+ B[, h(t,x)Pdt+vCW,, (1.1)

where A, B and C are constants that depend on the thermodynamical quantities of the interface
(see for example [13]) and #; is a space-time white noise. There is another singular SPDE related
to the KPZ equation, that is known as the Stochastic Burgers equation (SBE). Its solution can be
obtained, at least formally, from the solution & of the KPZ equation by taking its space derivative,
namely, defining Y; =, h,. In this case, Y; solves the following equation

dY,=Ad2Y,dt+Bo,Y?dt+vV Co V. (1.2)

We stress that both (1.1) and (1.2) are singular due to the fact that they contain a non-linear term,
and their solutions are not functions, but rather random distributions. For instance, the second
term on the right-hand side of (1.1) is quadratic, but defining the product of random distribu-
tions in a precise way is often nontrivial. Some advances in this direction were achieved by the
pioneering work of Hairer in [20, 21, 22] with the theory of regularity structures, which opened a
way to make sense of several singular SPDEs, such as the KPZ equation.

Another approach is the later work of Gubinelli and Perkwoski, who developed the theory of
paracontrolled in [19]. There, it was possible to show the well-posedness not only for (1.1) but
also for a multitude of SPDEs with more general characteristic operators. We highlight that the
notion of solutions to the KPZ equation used by Gubinelli and Perkwoski is based on the defini-
tion of energy solutions, which was first cooked up by Goncalves and Jara in [12] (and afterwards
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refined in [18)); this was done by looking at the fluctuations of a collection of weakly asymmetric
exclusion processes in a one-dimensional lattice and at equilibrium.

An energy solution of a SPDE such as the KPZ equation is a random distribution Y;, which
is continuous in time and satisfies a martingale problem that contains an integral term corre-
sponding to the non-linear term of the equation. Some energy estimates ensure that the afore-
mentioned non-linear term is well-defined. The reader is invited to look at Definition 2.14 for
more details.

This notion of solution is well adapted to the derivation of fluctuations from microscopic ran-
dom systems; they are governed by energy solutions to the KPZ equation for various models de-
scribed in many recent works, see [11] and references therein. This has provided advances for
proving the weak KPZ universality conjecture, which states that the KPZ equation (or its com-
panion, the SBE) is an universal law ruling the fluctuations of several random growth interfaces
close to a stationary state.

A natural question that arose afterwards is regarding the derivation of other singular SPDEs
from scaling limits of random microscopic systems. This was done in [14], where it was obtained
an energy solution to a fractional stochastic Burgers equation (or its companion the fractional
KPZ equation) from an exclusion dynamics that allows long jumps. There, the characteristic op-
erators of the equation replace the Laplacian and the derivative operators (which are present in
the classical KPZ equation) by their fractional versions. Since the particles were evolving in the
set of integers Z, the SPDEs in [14] were stated without boundary conditions. This was not the
case in [15], where it was possible to produce energy solutions to the KPZ/SBE equation with
Neumann/Dirichlet boundary conditions.

At this point it worth to note that by taking B=01in (1.2), one obtains the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
equation. This corresponds to a Gaussian process that is typically obtained in the fluctuations
of a variety of microscopic systems whose asymmetry is missing (such as the symmetric simple
exclusion process), or negligible. Some different notions of solutions for this process were also
described in[14, 15], among another aforementioned works.

In this article we derive for the first time an energy solution to the KPZ/SBE equation with char-
acteristic operators given in terms of fractional operators such as the regional fractional Lapla-
cian, whose precise definition is given in (2.4). As this operator is non-local and it may a priori not
be well-defined at the boundary, some Neumann/Dirichlet boundary conditions are required for
our test functions, depending on the values of some parameters ruling the dynamics; this is illus-
trated in Figure 2.1.1. And similarly as in other previous works, when the asymmetry of our model
is not strong enough we obtain solutions to the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck equation, as expected. All
of this is done by applying a scaling limit to a particular interacting particle system, which is de-
scribed in the following subsection.

1.2. The microscopic level. We consider the model introduced in [3, 1] which consists of an ex-
clusion process evolving on the one-dimensional discrete set of points A,, :={1,---,n—1} that we
call bulk. The transition probability is given by (2.22), so it depends on the size of the jump but,
and contrarily to the setting of [3, 1], it may not be symmetric; its moments are regulated by a
parameter y €(0,2). Moreover at each site x, y € Z satisfying x <0 or y > n we add a reservoir that
can inject or remove particles in the system. As in [3, 1], the symmetric part of the dynamics is
tuned by parameters ¢ >0 and 8 €R in the boundary, but not in the bulk. On the other hand,
the antisymmetric part of the dynamics is tuned by both by parameters «, >0 and 8, >0. All
of this is illustrated in Figure 2.2. Depending on the range of the aforementioned parameters,
we conclude that the fluctuations at equilibrium of our models are either given in terms of the
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Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process or energy solutions to the SBE. We do not present the analogous
results for the KPZ equation but we observe that one could follow the same strategy as in [12]
and restate our results for the KPZ instead of the SBE. In order to do so, it is only necessary to
replace the density fluctuation by the height density field, as an object of study. We leave this to
the interested reader.

1.3. Strategy of the proof, most technical aspects and final comments. Now we note that the
notion of energy solutions that we obtain is reminiscent of the notions of energy solutions to the
SBE/KPZ equation referred to in Section 1.1, see Definition 2.14. There are basically four impor-
tant ingredients to derive: the Dynkin’s martingales, the characterization of the initial condition
as a spatial white-noise, the study of the process reversed in time and the most important one,
the energy estimate which guarantees the existence of the non-linear term in the martingale for-
mulation corresponding to the non-linear term of the SPDE.

At the microscopic level, the major difficulty that we faced in our proofis the need of obtaining
a closed formula for the martingale in terms of the solution to the SBE, requiring a second-order
Boltzmann-Gibbs Principle to replace non-linear terms appearing in the Markovian evolution
by terms written in terms of the solution of the SPDE. This is obtained by a development of a
sophisticated multi-scale analysis that consists in replacing iteratively local functions (typically
occupation variables in certain domains) by their averages in microscopic boxes whose sizes in-
crease at each step of the iteration procedure. Due to the presence of the boundary dynamics,
an additional technical issue is that we either had to choose boxes that are either right-directed
or left-directed, depending on whether the reference site is closer to 1 or to n—1. At the final
step the average is performed at a box of a large microscopic size, which is sufficient to close the
expression of the martingale in terms of macroscopic objects. This procedure is much based on
previous proofs of the second order Boltzmann-Gibbs principle and it has its roots in Theorem
2.6 of [10].

Though, since now we deal with non-local operators and since we had to ensure that the den-
sity fluctuation field can be defined by an approximation procedure, see Remark 2.9 for details.
This requires that our test functions, after being acted on by fractional operators, are elements
of L2([0,1]), which is not immediate due to the non-locality of the regional fractional Laplacian.
This motivates the presence of various space of test functions different boundary conditions, see
Figure 2.1.1.

Going back to the general strategy, we prove that our sequence of density fluctuation fields
is tight, which then by Prohorov’s theorem gives the weak convergence through subsequences.
Since the density fluctuation fields are linear functionals that act on the respective space of test
functions (all of them being nuclear Fréchet spaces), we may apply the Mitoma'’s criterion for the
proof of tightness. It is not absolutely mandatory to make use of this criterion but we do so in or-
der to simplify our arguments. We are then capable to obtain limiting martingale problems in all
the regimes that we analysed. Nevertheless, for some of them we do not know if the uniqueness
of the solutions to our martingale problems holds. This issue is present even in the simpler case
of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process because, up to our knowledge, we do not have enough in-
formation about the spectrum of the regional fractional Laplacian operator. Regarding the more
challenging martingale problems associated to the SBE, in some regimes, our notion of energy
solutions match those recently studied in [16], where the authors already proved the uniqueness;
this is crucial to ensure the convergence of the sequence of density fluctuation fields. We have
highlighted along the article the exact values of the parameters where the uniqueness is lacking.
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We observe that the recent article [16] not only proves the existence and uniqueness to energy
solutions of the equation that we derive, namely (2.21), but also for a much more general version
of the equation, in which the noise is more irregular and presents bilinear nonlinearities. Their
approach is not based on Fourier series expansion and this allows treating the uniqueness prob-
lem for a much larger class of characteristic operators, as the regional fractional Laplacian, a wide
range of domains and boundary conditions. We believe that the results in [16] can be applied in
many more contexts, aside from the ones of our work.

At this point it is worth to make a few comments about possible extensions of our model.
We note that here we considered a Markov process whose transition rate is quite specific, but
it should be possible to extend our results to more microscopic dynamics, with corresponding
macroscopic operators given in terms of other kernels. A particular feature of our dynamics is
the exclusion rule, which allows at most one particle per site. This restriction is absolutely not
mandatory, but has the advantage of avoiding additional technical issues. And given thatin some
passages our arguments are already quite demanding to follow in their present form, we opted
for the exclusion process as our object of study. Taking everything into account, our work is still
a significant contribution to the literature, due to the fact that this is the first article regarding
the derivation of SPDE written in terms of the regional fractional Laplacian in bounded domains
from particle systems.

Lastly we remark that the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck equation and the SBE here obtained (or their
analogous counterparts) should also arise as as the scaling limit of equilibrium fluctuations in
several other dynamics, including the case of multi-component models. In this direction, we
refer the reader to the articles of [30, 31, 27, 26] where it is conjectured that the fluctuations for
such models are described by a number of limit SPDEs. However, very little has been done in a
rigorous way to prove those conjectures. Quite possibly the results in [16] are an important step
in that direction.

Outline of the article:

In Section 2 we state our main theorems, i.e. Theorems 2.17 and 2.18. In order to do so, in
Subsection 2.1 we present all the relevant definitions at the macroscopic level. This includes the
characteristic operators that are present in our SPDEs, and the definitions of the notions of so-
lutions that are referred to in our main results. On the other hand, in Subsection 2.2 we define
the dynamics of our model (which is illustrated in Figure 2.2) and all the relevant objects at a
microscopic level. After this, Theorems 2.17 and 2.18 are presented in Subsection 2.3.

Section 3 is then devoted to the proof of the tightness of the sequence of density fluctuation
fields, which is crucial to ensure at least a weak convergence through subsequences.

In Section 4 we present our main estimates to deal with the microscopic counterpart of the
non-linear term appearing in the SPDE, which is defined exactly in (3.8).

The characterization of the limit point is done in Section 5; in some regimes of the tuning
parameters we are able to prove that such limit point is unique, and therefore we have conver-
gence for the sequence of density fields. In the remaining regimes, we lack the uniqueness of the
solutions to our corresponding martingale problem, therefore we were able to prove only con-
vergence through subsequences.

Finally in Appendices A, B and C, we presented a series of technical results which are com-
pletely independent of our dynamics, in order to make our text as self contained as possible.
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2. STATEMENT OF RESULTS

The goal of this work is to obtain the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck equation and the stochastic Burgers
equation, both given in terms of the regional fractional Laplacian defined in (0,1). These equa-
tions will be obtained by means of a scaling limit of an interacting particle system when looking
at the equilibrium fluctuations around its mean.

2.1. Stochastic Partial Differential Equations.

2.1.1. The space of test functions. For any q > 1, we denote by L9 the space of measurable func-
tions G :(0,1) — R such that ||G||Zq ::fo1 |G(u)|9du < oo.Moreover, if G:(0,1)— R is bounded, we
denote || Gllco :=8Up,,¢(0,1)|G (1)|. We denote by C°(R) the space of functions H : R — R which are
infinitely differentiable and have compact support. Moreover, we denote by C°°([0,1]) the space
of the infinitely differentiable functions G :(0,1) — R that can be extended to some GecC O(R).
Forany u €(0,1) and k > 1, we denote the k-th derivative of G at u by GW(u) and for k=0, we de-
fine G(u):= G(u). We also denote G (resp. G®) by VG (resp. AG). Furthermore, for any G €
C°°([0,1]) and k > 0, the following limits are well-defined: G¥)(0):=1lim,_¢ G®(u); GH®)(1):=
lim,,_,;- G®)(u). With this convention, for every d > 1, by performing Taylor expansions on G of
order d around 0 and 1 we get

-1, ud SHa-w)i . (1—u)? -
Vue(o,1), JZ:(;FGU)(OHEGW(&L,):G(u):j; i G+ b1 GDE ).

Above, £, €(0,u)and &, €(u, 1). In particular, if there exists d > 1 such that GU)(0)=0= G\/)(1) for
every j€{0,1,...,d—1}, then doing Taylor expansions on G of order d around 0 and 1 we obtain

1GPloo > 16 loo
a! a!

Remark 2.1. It is well known that C°°([0,1]) is a nuclear space. Moreover, from Chapter 3, Section
7) of [29] every arbitrary subspace of C°°([0,1]) is also a nuclear space).

Yue(,1), |G(u)< and |G(u)|< (1—u)?. 2.1

Following Theorem V.5 in [28], the natural topology in C°°([0,1]) is given by

(o] —k ”Gz(k)_Gl(k)”oo
VGerZEC ([0’1])7 ||G2_Gl”C°°([0,l])::ZZ (k) (k) .
keN 1+||G2 _Gl ”oo

Above and in what follows, N:={0,1,2,...}. With this topology, it is well known that C°°([0,1]) is
a Fréchet space (this can be proved with the same arguments applied to obtain Theorem V.9 in

[28]).

Remark 2.2. From Chapter 2 Section 4 of [29], every closed subspace of C°°([0,1]) is also a Fréchet
space.

Given s c C°°([0,1]), a metric space (N,||-||;) and an operator & : # — N, we say that & is
continuous if for any sequence (H;);>, C ¢ and any G € ¢, it holds

Vk20, lim |H"~G®lloo=0= lim ||H;~G]ly=0.
J—00 J—00

Let S :={G € C°°([0,1]): G®)(0)=0=G(1)}, then S := NSk, Spir =Sp and Sy, =S;.
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For every (f3,7) € Ry:=Rx (0, 2), we denote our space of test functions by Sg ,,, where

S, r€(0,2),6 <0;
ce(o,1), re(0,1,6=0 or ye[l,3/2),>r—1
Spy:=1 Spir re€[1,3/2),=0 or ye(1,3/2),<(0,y—1]; 2.2)
SDir ﬂSNeu» Y€[3/2r 2)’/3 6[0:7’—1];
SNeu’ 76[3/2,2),ﬂ>'}’—1.
c= 0=y—1
= = \
Il Il
(=} p—
SDir
=0
/5 SDir
S

FIGURE 1. The spaces of test functions

Remark 2.3. Forevery(B,y)€ Ry, Sp,, is a nuclear Fréchet space. The choices above are motivated
by the goal of selecting the largest space of test functions (e.g., C°°([0, 1])) whenever it is possible. For
7 €(0,2) and 5 <0, the choice Sg, =S is important to ensure that the density fluctuation defined
below is well-defined, see Remark 2.4 for more details. For 5 =0 andy €[1, 2), the choiceSg , CSp;,
is motivated by Proposition C.1. Fory €(1,2) and 5 €(0, y—1), the choiceSg , CSp,, is motivated by
the third assumption in Proposition 3.13. Finally, for p >0 and y €[3/2,2), the choice Sg , C Sy,
is motivated by Proposition A.1.

2.1.2. Fractional operators and semi-inner products. In this subsection we present L7/, which is
equal (up to a multiplicative constant) to the regional fractional Laplacian on (0, 1), see Definition
2.1in[17]. For every G € C®°([0,1]), let

dv. (2.3)

r/2 —
VuE(O, 1)) (Lg G)(u) - {lu—l/lZE‘} IU_u|1+Y

c*+c‘f1 G(v)—G(u)
0

Next, for every G € C*°([0,1]), we define L'/2G :(0,1) — R by
Vue(0,1), (L"2G)(u):= lim (LI72G)(w). (2.4)
£—0t+
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From Proposition 2.2 in[17], L7/2G is well-defined for any G € C°°([0,1]), for every y €(0,2). Next
we define the semi inner-product (), /> by

.
VF.geCT01), (fighye= ”
(0,1)2

Finally, we define the corresponding semi-norm ||-[|,» by

[f(v)—f(u)]lg(v)—g(u)]

dudv.
|v—u|*r

YFeC®OD, IR, = Uf, Flya= S f f o ulmﬂ dudv.  @5)
0,1)2

For (a,8,7)€(0,00) xR x(0,2), we define the operator ]LZ{ﬁ on G by

LZ/ﬂGZ: 1{520}L7/2G+]l{ﬁ30}a(r_+ r+)G, (2.6)
where r~:(0,1)— R and r*:(0,1) — R are given by
_ ct+c” + ct+c”
Yue(0,1), r(u):= o and r (u).—m. 2.7

Remark 2.4. Note that ifG €8 then ]Lz;/z G 8. Indeed, in this case ILZ/; G=a(r +r*)G. Now, for
every k€N,

k k
VueR, (G)Pu)=> (r V(w6  Dw) s> u 6% ).
j=0 j=0

Therefore, in order to prove that r~G €8, it is enough to prove that given k€N and j €{0,1,...,k}, it
holdslim,,_,. u™7=I G*=/)(u)=0. In order to do so, from the fact that G')(0)=0 for everyi €N (due
to the assumption that G €8), we can perform a Taylor expansion or order j+2 on G%*~1) around0.
Thus, (2.1) leads to|G*=D(u)| < ||G**+2)|| .o ui*2, forevery u€(0,1), leading tolim,,_o+ u ™7~/ G*=1)(u)=
0. Using the fact that G)(1)=0 for everyi €N and (2.1), with an analogous argument we conclude
that r*G €8, which ends the proof.

However, when (, ,7) €(0,00) x[0,00) % (0,2) it is no longer true that ]Lg/z Ge Sa,ﬂ. Neverthe-

less, in any space of test functions we can make an approximation in L2([0,1]), see the corollary
below, which is a direct consequence of Propositions A.1 and C.1.

Corollary 2.5. For every G €S,,p it holds ILY/ G € L9([0,1]), for q €{1,2}. Moreover, the operator
]LY/Z Sa.p— L?(R) is continuous.

Now we introduce a sequence of mollifiers which will regularize ILZ/ 2 G. A classical example
from [5]is (¢ ) =1 € C°(R) given by

Vi>1,VueR, 0<¢;(u)=1y,<j1Chexp{(j*u*~1)"}<C,, (2.8)

where C,, >0 is such that fR¢j(u)d u=1, for any j > 1. Next, we fix a sequence (1) j>1 € C°(R)
such that
0, ue(—oo,j Hu(l—j', 0);

2.9
1, 2j'<u<1-2j7! (29)

Viz1,VueR, 0<y;(u)<1and l/,fj(u):z{

Moreover, for every G :(0,1)— R, we define the (generally not smooth) extension Az : R— R by
VueR, Ag(u):=G(u)lg(u) (2.10)
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Furthermore, for every G € L2([0,1]) and for every j > 1, we define H ].G :(0,1) >R by

H].G(u) =Y (@ *Ag)(u)= wj(u)fRAé(v)¢j(u— vdv, ue<(0,1). (2.11)
Now we present a result whose proof is postponed to Appendix C.

Proposition 2.6. Let G € L2([0,1]), and for every j>1, let H ].6 be given by (2.11). Then for every

j =1, it holds HJG €S. Moreover, H]G converges to G in L2([0,1]) as j—oo.
For (a,,7)€(0,00)xRx(0,2) and G eSa,ﬂ, we define the operator 903:/5 on G by

1
ct+c™ _
QJﬁG:z 5 1{ﬁzo}||G||§/2+a1{ﬁso}f [r(w)+rT(w))G*(u)du. (2.12)
0

Now we present another result whose proof is postponed to Appendix C.
Proposition 2.7. For every(a,B,y)€(0,00)xRx(0,2), the operator 903:/5 : Sa,ﬂ — R is continuous.

2.1.3. Martingale problems for SPDEs. In order to state our main results, we present a series of
definitions in what follows.

Definition 2.8. We say thata$ ; B -valued stochastic process (%, )o<:<1 defined on some probability
space (X,Z,P) is stationary if for any t €[0, T, the 8(/1,/3 -valued random variable %, is a white-
noise of variance y (b). In particular, there exists a constant Ky > 0 such that

VG eS,p V1el0,T],  Ep(Z(G)) ] KIGIZ.. (2.13)

Remark 2.9. Let(%;)o<i<T bea 8:1 P -valued stochastic process. Then for every G €S, g and every
(a,B,7)€(0,00) xR %(0,2), the process (yf(G))ogth given by
! LG

9,(G):= lim f Z(H, " )ds (2.14)

Jj—00 0 J
1/2 _
is well defined, due to Corollary 2.5 and Proposition 2.6. Above, H i “P~"is defined by replacing G
in2.11) byL/}G.

Next, we present below the martingale problem for the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck equation that we
will derive.

Definition 2.10. Let(a,f,7)€(0,00) xR x(0,2). We say that a process (%;)o<t<T IS a Stationary
solution of the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck equation

d&;:Lgfgztdw,/zx(b)@gﬂdm (2.15)

if the process (%;)o<:<r IS Stationary and
(1) forany G €S8, p, the processes M (G) and N;(G) given by

M(G):=%(G)—%Z(G)—H,(G), JVI(G)::[.%[(G)]z—ZX(b)tQJﬁG, (2.16)
are 7 -martingales, where for each t €[0,T], 7, := 0(Z(G):(s,G)€[0,t]xSp ;).
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(2) %, is a mean zero Gaussian field with covariance given on G,,G, € Sg , by

1

]Ep[i"’o(Gl)fZ’o(Gz)]Z)((b)f G (u)Gy(u)d u. 2.17)
0

The random element % is a generalized Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process. From (2.16) and Levy’s
Theorem on the martingale characterization of Brownian motion, for every G € Sz, fixed, the
process A I(G)[\/ 2 )((b),@g P G]_1 is a standard Brownian motion.

Next, we state a result regarding the uniqueness in law for stationary solutions of (2.15).

Proposition 2.11. Leta>0, y€(0,2) and 8 €(—00,0)U(0,00). Then two stationary solutions of
(2.15) have the same law.

Proof. For a>0, y<(0,2) and B <0, the result follows by applying exactly the same arguments
described in Section 5.2 of [2]. On the other hand, for a >0, y €(0,2) and f > 0, the result follows
by applying exactly the same arguments described in Appendix C of [14].

On the other hand, for >0, y €(0,2) and f > 0, we get from (2.6) that IL,Z/ Z =L"/2. Thus, com-
bining the definition of Sg , in (2.2) with Theorems 6.3 and 6.4 (for p =2) of [17], we have that

ILZ/ 2 =1L"/? can be identified with the generator (L, @(L)) of a strongly continuous contraction

semigroup (P,);so on L?([0,1]). More exactly, Sp,y C2(L) and LG = LZ{;G a.e. on [0,1], for ev-

ery G €Sp,,. Moreover, we observe that P;G € L?([0,1]) for any s >0 and any G € Sp,y- Note that
thanks to Proposition 2.6, for every (a, 5,7) €(0,00) x[0,00) x(0,2), we can define V¢ €[0, T] and
VG e L([0,1]) #,(G) :=1lim;_,c0 @t(H].G).

Thus, %/ (P;G) is well-defined for every s,¢ €[0, T'] and every G €Sp ,. The result follows by
applying exactly the same arguments described in Appendix C of [14]. g

Remark 2.12. In order to prove the uniqueness when a >0, y €(0,2) and 8 =0, we could follow the
arguments described in Section 5.3 of [2], nevertheless we do not have enough information about
the spectrum of the regional fractional Laplacian defined in (0,1). The uniqueness in the other
regimes is left as an open problem.

Definition 2.13. Let(fB,7)€ Ry and (%;)o<:<7 be a given Sllﬂ’ -valued stochastic process (%;)o<:<T
defined on some probability space (X, 7, P). Define fore €(0,1/2), s<t €[0,T] and G €Sg ,,

t 1/2 1
ﬂSfI(G)::f [f [%r*L:(u)]ZVG(u)du+f [, %1, (WPVG(u)dudr. (2.18)
s 0 1/2

Above, 1} and ;] are given by
L (u):= %1{(0,31}@0; L, (u):= %h[—g,())}(u)- (2.19)
We say that (%;)o<:<7 Satisfies an Energy Estimate (EE) if there exist ko >0, w €(0,1) such that
Ep[(.¢ ,(G)—.? (G)) ] < koe?(t—5)IVGIP, (2.20)
foranyGeSg ,, any0<d<e<landanyO0<s<t<T.

We observe that the energy estimate tells us that the sequence (.</ ; .(G))e is a Cauchy sequence
in L?(P) and as a consequence of the completeness of L?(P) this implies the existence of the limit
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5,1(G):=lim, o+ .&/7 (G) in L?(P)forany0<s<t<T and any G €8g,,. This process can be
understood as an integrated version of —(V%,)*:

szs,t(G)=—f (VZ)XG)ds.

Moreover, if the process (Z;)o<;<7 is stationary and satisfies (2.20), the process (.¢/;)o<;<7 given
by .¢/,(G):=lim,_: .¢/¢ ,(G) is also well defined, see Proposition 2.10 in [14] and Theorem 2.2 in
[12] for more details.

Definition 2.14. Let(a,f3,7)€[0,00)x(0,00)x [%, 2) and k| eR. We say that a process (% )o<i<T IS
a stationary energy solution of the stochastic regional fractional Burgers equation

A%, =Ll 7, dt+1,(VZ,)? +1/27(0)2] ,d W, 2.21)
if the process (%;)o<:<r 1S Stationary, satisfies an energy estimate and
(1) foranyG €S8, the processes M ,(G) and N;(G) given by

M(G):=Z(C)=Z(G) = F4(G)+K1.A(G),  N(G):=[M(G)P=2x(b)t D] 4G,

are continuous F-martingales, where for each t €[0,T], Z; :=0(%,(G):(s,G)€[0, ] x
Sp,r)-

(2) %, is a mean zero Gaussian field with covariance given on G, G, €Sg , by (2.17).

(3) the reversed process {Z, :== Zr_, : t €[0, T} satisfies item (1) with k; replaced by —k, and
Ay = — ;.

Remark 2.15. We observe that recently in Theorem 3.7 of [16] the uniqueness of energy solutions
in the sense as given above has been derived, if (a, B,7) €(0,00) x (0,4+00) x [%,2). We refer the inter-
ested reader to Lemma 2.19 of [ 16] as well as Example 4.4 in that article, where the notion of energy
solution in our specific case is analysed. We note that uniqueness of energy solutions for the regime
(a, B,7)€(0,+00)x {0} x [%,2) is left as an open problem, because there is an additional term in our
SPDE that comes from the boundary dynamics and appear as a reaction term see (2.6).

2.2. The microscopic models. For any n > 2, we analyse the evolution of the exclusion process
in A, :={1,...,n—1}. This is an IPS which allows at most one particle per site, therefore our space
stateis 2, :={0,1}*». The elements of A, are called sites and will be denoted by Latin letters, such
as x, y and z. The elements of (2, are called configurations and will be denoted by Greek letters,
such as 1. Moreover, we denote the number of particles at a site x according to a configuration
n by n(x); this means that the site x is empty if n(x)=0 and it is occupied if n(x)=1. A particle
jumps from x to y withrate p(y—x), where p : Z—[0,1] is a transition probability given, for every
X €Zby

+ —
c
p(x):= XL 1x>0+W1x<0 (2.22)

where y€(0,2) and ¢, ¢ are two non-negative constants such that c~+c¢*>0. Since y >0, we get
> px)=(c"+ch)D o2, x 771 < co. Nevertheless, we do not impose last sum to be equal to one,
therefore p(-) may not bea probability measure. We also define the symmetric and antisymmetric
parts of p by

_px)+p(=x)

Vx€zZ, s(x)=————=s(-x), a(x)::M:

5 5 —a(—x). (2.23)
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anP s(><x1)+agnPea(x,—x;)]b

§ [s(m(xs—x
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FIGURE 2. The dynamics

If y €(1,2), we observe that |m,| < oo, where

my, ::ixa(x)zi(—x)a(—x): i xa(x). (2.24)
x=1 x=1 X=—0Q

Next, we fix the parameters b €(0,1), @ >0 and € R, which only concern the symmetric part of
the dynamics and we also fix two parameters a, > 0 and 3, € R, that only concern the antisym-
metric part of the dynamics. In this way, we can define the exclusion process with infinitesimal
generator given by £, :=20+% ,ll +£), where

(&0 f)n) '—Z[S(y—X)+aan‘ﬁ“a(y—X)]n(X)[l—n(y)][f(nx’y)—f(n)],

EIOEDY Z lan™ s(y —x)+agnPealy =) n(x)[1=bIf () f ()]

X y=—
+> Z[an s(x—y)+agnPra(x—y)b-n@If 0 )-f0), (.25
X y=—
(5 )= lan™P s(y—x)+a,n Pealy—x)In(x)1—bILf(n*)—f ()]
X y=n

oo
+ > [anPs(x—y)+agnPralx—y)b1—n()ILf ()—f ()]
X y=n
where the exchange transformation is (n*)(z) =n(z)1(z # x, y)+n(y)1(z x)+n(x)l(z=y)and
the Glauber transformation is given by (n*)(z) =n(z)1(z # x)+(1—n(x))1(z = x). The dynamics
can be described as follows:

(1) given x,y €A, ajump from x to y occurs atrate [s(y —x)+a,n Pea(y —x)In(x)[1—-n(y)];
(2) areservoir at y <0 creates (resp. destroys) a particle at x € A,, with rate [an™? s(x—y)+
agnPea(x—y)b[1—-n(x)] (tesp. [an~P s(y —x)+a,nPaaly —x)n(x)1-b);

(3) areservoirat y > n creates (resp. destroys) a particle at x withrate[anP s(x—y)+a,nPaa(x—

PIbIL—n(x)] (resp. [an~P s(y —x)+agnPaaly —x)n(x)[1-b).
Above and in what follows, unless it is stated differently, we will assume that our discrete vari-
ables in a summation always range over A,,. Observe that (n*¥)*Y =n for any x,y € A,, and any
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n€Q,. Moreover, (n*)* =n for any x € A,, and any n €9,,. Since the rates must be non-negative,
we will require a,nPa|a(y — x)| <min{1,an"}s(y — x), for every x,y € Z and every n >2. Two
sufficient conditions for this can be obtained by making the choice:
ct+c™ |
B.=max{0, B}; a,< ]l{c+¢c_}|CTC_|mm{1, a}l. (2.26)

2.2.1. The time scales. In order to observe a non-trivial macroscopic limit, we will consider the
Markov processes accelerated in time by a factor ©(n)=0(n, 8), given by
0(n,B):=n""P1p+n"155. (2.27)

In particular, it holds

Vn>2,YBeR,Vre(0,2), OmnP<n’. (2.28)
The role of the parameter f is to tune the intensity of the reservoirs dynamics and to make it
slower (resp. faster) when 8 > 0 (resp. 8 <0 with respect to the bulk dynamics). To have a non
trivial contribution we are also forced to speed up the process in the time scale t®(NV). As a con-
sequence, macroscopically, when the reservoirs are slow we only see a flow of mass through the
bulk, but when they are fast the contribution comes purely from the action of the reservoirs’ dy-
namics. When 8 =0 both dynamics give a contribution at the macroscopic level. Our goal is to
analyse the evolution of the density for the process 1}/ () :=1;¢(,)(-), whose infinitesimal generator
is given by O(n)<,,.

2.2.2. Invariant measures. Fixaparameter b €(0,1). We denote by v, the Bernoulli product mea-
sure with marginals given by
VxeA, 1-v}(n:n(x)=0)=»}(n:n(x)=1)=b. (2.29)

which is an invariant measure for the dynamics introduced above.

Fix T > 0. Given a metric space (N, ||-||y) we denote by ([0, T'], N) the space of cadlag func-
tions endowed with the Skorokod topology. Moreover, we denote by P,» be the probability mea-
sure on ([0, T],22,) induced by the Markov process {n}; >0} and the initial distribution v}..
Furthermore, we denote the expectation with respect to Py by Eyn.

2.2.3. Density fluctuation field. We denote by § I/M’ the space of real valued bounded linear func-
tionals defined in Sg .. Moreover, 6([0, T]’Sllw) is the space of continuous 8/’3’7,— valued func-
tions. Our object of study is the density fluctuation field %", defined as the Skyy-valued process
{#/":t€[0,T]} givenon G €Sp , by

'(G):= SINT(X), (2.30)

1
——> G
vn—1 Zx: (
for any r €[0, T] and any n > 2. Above 7}7'(x):=n’(x)—b. Note that since v}, is Bernoulli product
we have

VG eSp, SLA(01),  lim Ey[(2(G)) ]=2(B)IGIE, < oo. 2.31)

In order to state the main results of this article, we will make use of two hypotheses, which are
motivated by Propositions 3.14 and 3.15 below. We begin by defining

Ta 5:(7+ﬁ_ﬁa)1ﬁ<0+(7’_/3a)1ﬁ20- (2.32)
Recall from (2.26) that 8, > max{0, 8}. Thus, from (2.32) we get
Ta<7Y- (2.33)



REGIONAL FRACTIONAL STOCHASTIC BURGERS FROM RANDOM INTERACTIONS 13

Hypothesis 1. We say that (H1) is satisfied if one of the next assumptions holds:
D ct=c orr,<1;
D rp=1=7y;
) B>0and?2r,<3;
(V) B<0and2r, <3+p.

Hypothesis 2. We say that (H2) is satisfied if >0, r,=3/2 and c*# c™.

Remark 2.16. Under (H2), from (2.2) and (2.33), we conclude thatSg y =Sp;; NSy y-
Finally we can state the main results of this work.

2.3. Main results.

Theorem 2.17. Let(a,B,7)€(0,00) xR x [%,2). Assume that either c™=c~, or b =1/2. Moreover,
assume (H1). Consider the Markov process{n" : t €[0, T1}:={n,e(n): t €[0, T |} with generator given
by (2.25) with ©(n) given by (2.27) and suppose that it starts from the invariant state vy .

With respect to the Skorohod topology of 5([0, T],S I/M’)’ the sequence(%]") ;>

e convergesin distribution, as n — 09, to the unique stationary solution of (2.15) if(a,B,7)€
(0’ OO) X (R_{O}) X (072);

o istightand any of its limit points is a stationary solution of (2.15), if(a,8,7)€(0,00) x {0} x
(0,2).

We note that once the uniqueness of stationary solutions of (2.15) is proved we obtain then
convergence of (%)~ whena>0,  =0and y €(0,2).

Theorem 2.18. Let (a,f,7) €(0,00) x[0,+00) x [%,2). Assume b =1/2 and (H2). Consider the

Markov process {n?} : t €[0, T1} :=={n;en): t €[0, T} with generator given by (2.25) with©(n) given

by (2.27) and starting from v'|. With respect to the Skorohod topology of 9([0, T],S 1/3 },) the sequence
1 :

(@tn)nZI
e converges in distribution, as n — o0, to the unique stationary energy solution of (2.21)
with k| =2a,mg, given by (2.24), if(a, B,7) €(0,00) x (0,+00) x[3,2);
o istight and any of its limit points is a stationary energy solution of (2.21) withx, =2a,m,,
if(@,B,7)€(0,00)x {0} x[3,2).

We note that the last bullet point in Theorem 2.18 is only in the sense of convergence through
subsequences since we lack the proof of uniqueness of energy solutions in that regimes, see Re-
mark 2.15.

In Sections 3, 4.1 and 4.2, we prove tightness of (%/"),,~,, which implies that (%/*),,~, converges
(weakly) along subsequences. Finally, in Section 5, we characterize the limit points of (%,"),,>,
as random elements satisfying the conditions conditions stated in Definition 2.15 or Definition
2.21, depending on whether (H1) or (H2) is satisfied. Finally, we present some auxiliary results
that are independent of the dynamics in Appendices A, B and C.

3. TIGHTNESS OF THE SEQUENCE OF DENSITY FLUCTUATION FIELDS

From Dynkin’s formula (see Appendix 1.5 of [24]), for functions F :§2,, — R, the process

F(n?)—F(ng)—f O(n)Z, F(ng)ds
0
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is a martingale with respect to /" ;== o(n’ : 0 < s < t), with quadratic variation given by

G)(n)f [, (F*(n™)—2F(n™)%,F(n™)]ds. (3.1)
0

Recall (2.30) and fix G €Sp . The process {.#(G); t €[0, T']} defined by

t
M]'(G):= @;’(G)—%”(G)—f O(n)ZL, %/ (G)ds 3.2)
0
is a martingale with respect to F/'. The rightmost term on the right-hand side of (3.2) is known
in the literature of IPS as the integral term. This is the first time to analyse.
To that end, let r;” and r;" be given by

Vnz2,¥xeh,, (2= s(y), riE)= D sy)= > sy) (3.3)
y=x y=—00 y=n—x

A simple computation shows that for every 1 < k €N, it holds

Vzehn, (L) (2)= D] sty—2)ny)—n(@)—aan > aly—2)ny)-n(z)P

YEA, YEA,
+anPlb—n(2)lr; (2)+7F(2)] (3.4)
—agn P +n(2)1-2b)[ D aly—2)+ > aly—2)|
y=<0 yzn

Above we used (2.25) and (2.23). As a consequence, for every s €[0, T], it holds

—ZEZZG Saly—x)n ()1~

X,y

nél ZG(%)a(y—xm?(xmg(y).
v (3.5)

In the setting of both Theorems 2.17 and 2.18, we have that either ¢~ =c* or b =1/2, thus
the first double sum in (3.5) is equal to zero. Multiplying the last display by ©(n)/+' n—1 and
integrating from 0 to ¢, we get from (2.23) and (2.27) that

f O(m<Z, %" (G)ds=—A"(G (%) an_ﬁ[r;(%)Jrr (Z))a%(x)ds, (3.6)
0

where the operator X, is defined on G C°°([0, 1]) by

X\, X C++C— G(%)_G(%)
Yn>2,Vx €A, ?]{nG(ﬁ).:;[G(%)—G(ﬁ)]s(y—x): , zy:ﬂwx}w, (3.7)

and A}(G) comes from the asymmetric part of p(-), being given by

A';(G):zaaf 216 (2)-G(2)laly )" ()il (y)ds. (3.8)
0

n—1

In the last line, r, is given in (2.32).
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The integral on the right-hand side of (3.6) can be rewritten as .#/"(G)+&,'(G), where

t
J’[’(G)::f 2L G)ds, (3.9)
0

t

1

é‘}"(G):=f = 12[@(n)gzn,a,,,G(%)Jr@(n)%,,,a,ﬁG(g)—Lg{EG(g)]ﬁg(x)ds, (3.10)
0 Tt x

and X, 4 p and R, , g are given by

%n,a,ﬁG ::l{ﬁzo}%nG +an_ﬂ ]l{ﬁSO} Z[rn_(%H T‘;—(%)]G(%), (3.11)
X

Rn,ap G =an P Ligagy D (17 (2)+ 17 (2G(E)+ LipaoyFnG. (3.12)
X

Note that (3.9) is well defined, due to Corollary 2.5.
We expect the process .#/'(G) to converge in law to (2.14). On the other hand the remainder
&/'(G) converges to zero as a consequence of the next result.

Proposition 3.1. Let(a,,y)€(0,00)xRx(0,2) and G € Sﬁ,},. Then,

n—oo

lim ]E,,Z[tzgpﬂ(é”[”((;))z]zo.

We postpone the proof of Proposition 3.1 to Section 3.4.
Now, combining (3.2) with (3.6), we conclude that

VG eSp,, ¥n22,V1€[0,T], #/(G)=%G)+.M](G)+5"(G)+E(G)+ANG).  (3.13)

From Remark 2.3, we can use Mitoma’s criterion (see [25]) in the same way as in [9] since for every
(B,7) € Ry, our space of test functions Sg ,, are nuclear Fréchet spaces, see Remark 2.3. For the
convenience of the reader, we state Mitoma’s criterion in the next result.

Proposition 3.2. (Mitoma’s criterion) Let N be a nuclear Fréchet space. Asequence{x]'; t €[0, T} >,
in ([0, T1,N') of stochastic processes is tight with respect to the Skorohod topology if, and only if,
the sequence of real-valued processes {x'(G);t €[0,T},>» is tight with respect to the Skorohod
topology of D([0, T],R), for every G € N fixed.

Thus, we apply Proposition 3.2 to obtain the tightness for {%}"; 1 €[0, T1},,>,} in ([0, T]’S;i,r)’
In order to do so, according to (3.13), we fix G € g, and obtain the tightness for the initial fields
(?VO"(G ))n>2, the martingale terms (//l MG ))n>2, integral terms (J’[’(G ))n>2, error terms (é’t”(G ))
and asym;netric terms (A?(G)) in 95([0, T_],]R), separately. B

nx2
nx2
3.1. Tightness of the sequence of initial fields. Next result is analogous to Proposition 3 of [8],
therefore we leave its proof to the reader.

Proposition 3.3. (Convergence of the initial field) Let(3, 7)€ R,. ForeveryG € %3 .., foreveryt >0
and every A€R, it holds

2 1
nli_}rgo]Elvz[exp{i/I?Vt”(G)}]:exp{—)L );(b)f Gz(u)du}.
0

Thus, the sequence (@;’(G))n>1 converges in distribution to a mean zero Gaussian variable with

variance A?y (b)||G ||2L2 and in particular it is tight with respect to the Skorohod topology of ([0, T],R).
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Furthermore, (%) >, converges in distribution to %, where %, is a mean zero Gaussian field with
covariance given by (2.17).

Remark 3.4. Foranyt €[0,T], the sequence(%/"),>, converges to a white noise of variance y(b).
Combining this with (2.31), we have that if (¥ )o<i<T 1S a limit point of the sequence (¥, )o<i<T>
(% )o<:<T s Stationary and satisfies (2.13), see Definition 2.8.

3.2. Tightness of the sequence of martingale terms. Our goal in this subsection is to prove the
following result.

Proposition 3.5. Let(a,f3,7)€(0,00)xR x(0,2). Then the sequence{.#['(G); t €[0, T}, is tight
with respect to the Skorohod topology of ([0, T, R), for every G € Sg .

We will use Aldous’ criterion to prove last result.

Proposition 3.6. (Aldous’ criterion)
Let(a,B,7)€(0,00)xR%(0,2) and G € Sg . The sequence {#]'(G); t €[0,T},,», is tight with re-
spect to the Skorohod topology of &([0, T],R) if

(1) Tim 00 1My, 00 Py (SUP fo, 71|41 (G)| > A)=0;

(2) Foreverye>0, we have

lim lim  sup  Pu(l.#], ., (G)—#](G)>e)=0,

o
W—=0+N—=00 req 0<t<w

where J7 denotes the set of stopping times T such that0<t<T.

In order to apply last proposition, we state the following lemma, whose proof is postponed to
the end of this subsection. We observe that Lemma 3.7 is analogous to Lemma 3.3 in [2].

Lemma 3.7. Let(a,f3,7)€(0,00)xRx(0,2) and recall the definition of@lﬂ in(2.12). Then

VO<s<t<T, nlLII()loEvZ[(%"(G))[—<.%”(G))s]:2)((b)(t—s)<@;ﬂG, (3.14)
forany G €S8g .. Moreover, forall0<s <t <T andn=>2 it holds
Ep[(A"(G))— (M "(G))s]S x(B)(£—s). (3.15)
From Lemma 3.7, for every G € 8/37,, fixed, it holds
¥n>2, sup Ep[(#£7(G))]= sup Ep[(-#"(G),]S x(b)T. (3.16)
rel0,T] rel0,T]

Next, we will obtain Proposition 3.5 as a consequence of Proposition 3.6, (3.16) and (3.15).

Proof of Proposition 3.5. Observe that the sequence of martingales {.#(G); 1 €[0, T']},,>; satis-
fies the first condition of Proposition 3.6, due to Doob’s inequality and (3.16). In order to obtain
the second condition of Proposition 3.6, we apply Chebyshev’s inequality, which leads to

1
By (1A ey GI= MG > €) S B[ (7, (G)— G ]

TA(T+t
1

;Evg [(//ln(G)) T/\(T+t)_(/ﬂn(G)>r]-

The proof ends by combining last display with (3.15). g

T+t

<

We end this subsection by presenting the proof of Lemma 3.7.
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Proof for Lemma 3.7. Combining (3.4) with (2.25) and (3.1), forevery0< s <t < T, it holds

(MG —(M"(G))s=

2(n— 1)£ Z[G%— (E)Ps(y—x)nt(y)—ntx)Fd

Z(n 1) J;Z[G%_ % a(y x)ni(y)—ni(x)dr

(3.17)
a©( x . ) )
+I’lﬁ(nn1)f ZG n [b+Tl (x)(1—2b) ][r (ﬁ).;_r (ﬁ)]d

L %O = C—f S G (S () -ry (.

nba(n—1) cy+c_

Combining Fubini’s Theorem with (3.17), we get
Ep[(#"(G))—(AM"(G))s] =2y (b)(t—5).dp p(G)+a B, 5(G)),
where for every n>2, B €Rand G € C*°([0,1]), .</,, p(G)and %, 5(G) are given by

nﬁ(G)——Zs(y DGE-GE), (3.18)

B p(G):= ﬁ(n 1)2[ G+ EIGE) (3.19)

Therefore the proof ends as a consequence of Propositions C.2 and C.3. O

3.3. Tightness of the sequence of integral terms. The tightness of the integral terms is a conse-
quence of next result.

Proposition 3.8. The sequence {J’t”(G); telo, T]} 1> 1S Light with respect to the Skorohod topology
of ([0, T],R), for every(a,B,y)€(0,00)x R x(0,2) and every G € Sp,y-

Proof. Let G €8g . From Corollary 2.5 we get ]LW2 Ge Lz([O, 1]), thus

Ki:= sup E, [(@"(U/z )) { Z[Lr/z ()] }

tel0,T],n>2 n>2

Therefore, Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and Fublnl s Theorem lead to

E 4 [19(G)— 9" (G)P]=E @ (]LWG)ds‘ |<Ki(e—r?,

for every r,t €[0, T]. Since .%;'(G)=0, combinmg last display with Kolmogorov-Centsov’s crite-
rion (see Proposition 4.3 of [14]), we obtain the tightness of {J’t”(G); t€[0, T]}nZZ' O

3.4. Tightness of the sequence of error terms. Now we state a result that is useful in what fol-
lows.

Proposition 3.9. Let {x]': 1 €[0,T]},>, be a sequence of stochastic process such that
lim E,»[ sup (x")*]=0.
n—00 Vb[te[O,T] ! J

Then{x[ :t€l0,T]},>, convergesindistribution to zero, asn — o9. In particular, {x*: t €[0, T} ;>
is tight with respect to the Skorohod topology of ([0, T],R).
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Proof. The proofis a direct consequence of Chebyshev’s inequality. O

Thus, the tightness for (ébt”(G))n22 is a direct consequence of Proposition 3.1.
Observe that that from Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality, for every sequence (a;) >,

m m
VYmeN, ZajSmZ(aj)z, (3.20)
j=1 =1

from where it follows that
S
Yte€[0,T], [ sup (f Zg] dr) ]<mZ]E [ sup (f gj(n’r’)dr)z], 3.21)
s€l0,1] s€lo, 0

for every meN and every gy,...,8, : 2, — R. Comblnlng the definition of &;'(G) given in (3.10)
with an application of (3.21) for m =2 and Proposition 3.9, the result of Proposition 3.1 is a direct
consequence of the next two results.

Proposition 3.10. Assume(a,f3,7)€(0,00) xR x(0,2). For every G Esﬂ,r' it holds

nlggo]E sup f JnTZ n)%naﬁ(;(%) LT/ZG( )]77 (x )ds) ]: )

t€l0,T]

Proposition 3.11. Assume(a,f3,7)€(0,00) xR x(0,2). For every G Esﬂ,r' it holds

nlLrgo]E sup f ‘/nTZ[@(n naﬂ(;(%)] n(x)ds) ]: .

tel0,T]

In order to obtain the aforementioned results, it will be useful the following inequality, which
is a direct consequence of Cauchy-Schwarz’s inequality and Fubini’s Theorem:

) n 2 ' 2¢,.N
Ve[0,T),¥g:Q,—R, Ey[sup (| gnMdr)|<t| Ey[g’mh]ar. (3.22)
s€[0,t] " Jo 0

Now we present the proof for Proposition 3.10.
Proof of Proposition 3.10. The proof is a direct consequence of (3.22) and Corollary B.5. O

In order to obtain Proposition 3.11, we will apply the following result. Since it can be obtained
from Lemma 6.1 of [2] for the choice a; = G(j/n) for every j € A,,, we leave its proof to the reader.

Proposition 3.12. Let(c,),>>» CR and g €{1,2}. It holds

2B
E,,| sup f an[G(x/n)q CALNE! s)z]s%gﬁ(ﬁ)mwnnm

te€l0,T]
The remaining ingredient which leads to Proposition 3.11 is Proposition 3.13 below.

Proposition 3.13. Assume that at least one of the next affirmations:
e (a,B,7)€(0,00)x(0,00)x(0,1] and G € C*°([0,1]);
e a>0,7€(1,2), B>ry—1and G e C*>([0,1]);
e (a,B,7)€(0,00)x(0,00)x(1,2) and G €Sp;,.
Then
lim a—— Z[r (2)+r7(2)1G*(£)=0.

n—o0o n/j-i—l
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Proof. Applying (C.2), last displayis bounded from above by a constant (independent of ) times

lim
n—0Q

T+ (n—x)TIG2(Z). (3.23)

n

For any G € C°°([0, 1]), last expression is bounded from above by

Y r -7
hm 0(||G||C>o ﬂHZ[x +(n—x)~ ]<nhrgonﬂ IZx . (3.24)

e Nowwe treat the case (e, 3,7)€(0,00)x(0,00)x(0,1]and G € C°°([0,1]). Fory=1, the sum
in (3.24) is of order log(n), thus the term in (3.24) is of order n?log(n), which vanishes as
n— 09, due to > 0. Alternatively, if y €(0, 1), last limit in (3.24) can be rewritten as

1

11 X\— 1 1
lim — — (—) Yﬁ lim — | v ’du=lim ———=0.
n—00 nﬁ n - n n—oo nﬁ 0 n—oo n/j(l }’)

Again, last limit holds due to 8 > 0.

e Now we analyse the regime a >0, y€(1,2),  >y—1 for G € C*°([0,1]). In this case, the
sumin (3.24) is convergent and the display in (3.24) is of order n"~'=#, which goes to zero
as n— 09, since 3 >7r—1.

¢ Finally, we study the regime (a, 8,7) €(0,00) % (0,00)%x(1,2) for G € 8p;,. In this case, ap-
plying (2.1) for d =1, the display in (3.23) is bounded from above by

oo ,M{Zﬂ( J 42— (=7)}
. T _ 11 _
S lim, ,,'Zﬂgx G =t 26

1 1
<lim — | u*’du=lim —— =
n—conb | n—o0 nh(3—7y)

Last limit holds due to 8 > 0. This ends the proof.

lim a||GW)?
n—oo

Finally, we present the proof for Proposition 3.11.

Proof of Proposition 3.11. Let(a, ,7)€(0,00)xRx(0,2) and G €Sg .
e If(a,B,7)€(0,00)x {0} x(0,2), the proof is a direct consequence of (3.12).
o If(a,B,7)€(0,00) x(—00,0)%x(0,2), the proof ends by combining (2.27), (2.2), (3.12), (3.22),
(3.20) with Propositions B.1 and A.1.
o If(a,B,7)€(0,00)x(0,00)x%(0,2), the proof follows by combining (3.12) with (2.27), Propo-
sition 3.13 and an application of Proposition 3.12 for ¢, = a®(n)n?(vn—1)"and g =1.
O

3.5. Conclusion. From (3.13) and Propositions 3.2, 3.3, 3.5, 3.8, 3.1 and 3.9, the tightness for
{#]1€[0,T]}yso} in ([0, T]’S;/a,y) follows from the next two results.

Proposition 3.14. Assume that G € C®°([0,1]) and at least one of the cases (1), (ID), (IIl) or (IV) of
(HI) holds. Thenlim,_,oo E,» [supte[o,ﬂ (A’;(G))z] =0

Proposition 3.15. Assume that G € C*°([0,1]), B >0, r, =3/2 and c* # c¢~. Then the sequence
{.'(G);t €[0,T1},,», is tight with respect to the Skorohod topology of ([0, T], R).



20 PEDRO CARDOSO, PATRICIA GONGALVES

Since the arguments required to obtain the last two results are particularly technical, we prove
Proposition 3.14 and 3.15 in Section 4.1.

4. PROOF OF PROPOSITIONS 3.14 AND 3.15

4.1. Proof of Proposition 3.14. If c* = c¢~, we get from (2.23) that a(z)=0, for any z € Z. Thus,
from (3.8) we get that A}(G)=0 for every G € C*°([0,1]), every ¢ €[0,T] and every n > 2, and
Proposition 3.14 holds trivially. Therefore, in the remainder of this section we will assume that
¢t # c~. We observe that Proposition 3.14 is a consequence of Propositions 4.1, 4.8 and 4.9 below.
We begin by obtaining Proposition 4.1, which corresponds to the case r, <1 in Proposition 3.14.

4.1.1. Thecaser, <1.
Proposition 4.1. Assume that G € C*°([0,1]) and r, <1. Then

lim B[ sup (f S G (3G (Flaty—onwnias) ] =o.

t€[0,T]

Proof. Combining (3.22), (2.23) and the Mean Value‘s Theorem, last expectation is bounded from

above by a constant, times
nzra—szz—zy < nzr“_ZZz_zy.

X,z z

If y >1/2, last sum is convergent and last display is of order n?’«~2, which goes to zero as n — oo,

due to the assumption that r, <1. If y =1/2, last sum is of order log(n) and last display is of
order n?"«~2log(n), which goes to zero as n — 0o, due to the assumption that r, < 1. Finally, if
y €(0, 1/2), last display can be rewritten as

1
1 _ 1 o I —2r o 3 o 3
n2ra 1_ZZ ZyS_ana 2y 1_2(_) <n 2r,—2y—1 1 zyduSnzr“ 2r ISn 1,
n < n n n 0

z=1

which goes to zero as n — 0o. In last bound we applied (2.33). d

4.1.2. Thecaser,>1. We note that the proof of (II) in (H1) is given below in Proposition 4.8, but
in order to prove it we need to derive intermediate results which are given below.

For the ase of notation, we denote b, := n"«~}(+/n—1)7!, for every n > 2. Performing a change
of variables and a second order Taylor expansion on G around x/n, we observe that

t n/2 n-—1
bn n -n -n
A}(G)=a, f YD) AG(EL Jaly =)y —xPa () (y)d s (4.1)
x= ly x+1
x—1
f D> AG(er, Jaly—x)y—x Rl (y)ds (4.2)
x= 1+n/2y 1+n/2
n/2 -
+2aaf Zvcg Z aly —x)y—x)7"(x)7"(y)ds 4.3)
y=x+1
— x—1
+2aq f by Z VG(3) D aly—x)y—xnini)ds, (4.4)
0 x=1+n/2 y=1+n/2

where §Z’y e(x/n,y/n).
Next we estimate the terms in (4.1) and (4.2) by applying the following result.
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Lemma 4.2. Assume that G € C°°([0,1]). Then it holds

t n/2 n—1
By sup ( f %;y;IAG(5Z,y)“(y—x)(y—x)zfl?(X)ﬁ?(y)dS) 5=
x—1 i ) .
By IZ[‘(I)PT]f Z G(Sxyy)a(y—x)(y X2 ()7 (y)ds)]gﬁ'

x= 1+n/2y 1+n/2

Proof. Combining (3.22) and (2.23), both expectations in last display are bounded from above by
a positive constant depending only on T and G, times

1

(b,)? o L o I 22r o _ PP |

in :Zz 2r < _ p2la=2y 1_} :(_) <p2ra2r=l [ 272 gy < p2ratrl<

n n n n n
X,z z=1 0

ending the proof. In last line, we applied (2.33) and the fact that n <2(n—1), foreveryn >2. [

In order to treat (4.3), given K,, €{1,...,n/3} such that lim,,_, ., K;, = 00, we rewrite (4.3) as

t nj/2 n—1
g f by Y VG(%) D aly—x)y—xn} ()0 (y)ds (4.5)
0 x=1 y=x+K,
t n/2 x+K,—1
+2aaf anVG(%) Z aly—x)y—x)n5(x)n;(y)ds. (4.6)
0 x= y=x+1
Analogously, (4.4) can be rewritten as
rt n—1 x—K,
20, | by D, VG(2) D aly—x)Ny—x)nixnt(yds 4.7
Jo x=K,+1+n/2 y=14n/2
(‘t n—1 x—1
+2a, | by Y. VG(E) D aly—x)Ny—x)tx)nly)ds 4.8)
Jo x=K,+1+n/2 y=x—K,+1
rt K,+n/2 x—1
+2a, | b, Z VG% Z aly—x)y—x)n5(x)77(y)ds. (4.9
Jo x=1+n/2 y=1+n/2

Due to (2.33), a necessary condition for r, > 1 is y > 1, thus we will state this assumption in the
following lemmas. In order to treat (4.5) and (4.7) (which are the terms for which |x—y|> K,), we
apply the following result, which is analogous to Lemma 4.5 in [14].

Lemma 4.3. Assume thaty>1,1<K,,<n/3 and G € C®([0,1]). Then

n/2 n—1 2r,—2
nlggo]E sup f ZVG(%) Z a(y—x)(y—x)0;(x)n ”(y)ds)z] %'

tE[O T] y:x+Kn
x—K, 2 n2ra—2
Tlim E,p[ sup f VG(3) D aly=xly—xnl@ni0ds) |S —
t€[0,T] x=K, +1+n/2 y=1+n/2 K

Proof. From (3.22), both expectations in last display are bounded from above by a constant times

n—1

n n
p2ra=2 Z z‘zV:nzrﬂ_z[Kn_zy+ Z Z—zy]s nzrﬂ_z[Kn_27’+f 2y] T

z=K, z=K,+1 K, Ky

n2ra—2



22 PEDRO CARDOSO, PATRICIA GONGALVES
ending the proof. To get the last upper bound we applied the assumption that y > 1. d

In (4.6), (4.8) and (4.9), we do not have a lower bound for controlling terms depending on the
distance |x— y|, thus we introduce some extra notation in order to do that. Given L {1,...,n/3}
we define

- =
Nx+y),1<x<n/2; n Lix):= ZZT')(x—y), 1+n/2<x<n-—1.
y=0

For every Le€{2,...,n/3} we define

L 1—
e (URC

L r—
Y im=7—[(TH0) -

From (4.10), it is not hard to prove that for every L €{2,...,n/3} and for every x €{1,...,n/2} it
holds

b(1-b)

], 1<x<n/2,ney,;
b(1—b) (4.10)
], 1+n/2<x<n—1,neq,.

— 6
f Y ((md vy =0, f(w’;(n))dvb L (4.11)
Q, Q,

and the same holds for the left averages for x € {1+n/2,...,n—1}. Next, we state a lemma that will
be useful in what follows.

Lemmad4.4. Assumethaty<(0,2)andGe C®°([0,1]). Letn>2, J, c{l+n/2,...,n—1}, h,,: A, - R,
n/3>KeNandtel0,T]. Then,

snj/2 n/2

(%) (%)

ssél[tpt] fo XZ:VG m (n ) ]Skt Z[VG -
S 2> VG (

x€],

—_—

E, | sup (L ; VG(2) (g K ar) | < =

SIES

) ().

s€l0,1]

Proof. We only prove the first bound in last display, the proof of the second one being analogous.
From (3.22), the first expectation in last display is bounded from above by

[ sl oot S ar

Note that for any x,y €A, ?f (n?)and E)Jlf (n?) are independent for every s €[0, T] whenever

the suppczrts of Y > (n?)and ¢ v (n?) are disjoint. From (4.10), a sufficient condition for this is
|x—y|> K. Keeping this in mind, we rewrite the expression in last display as

f [(Z > VG (E) )y Ko ) Jar, (4.12)
J=1XxeX;

where for any je{l,...,K}, Zj is given by 2 :={1 < x < n/2:3q € Zsuch thatx = gK+j}. In
words, ' is the subset of {1,...,n/2} whose remainder in the Euclidean division by K is j either
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j,if j< K;or0,if j =K. Applying (3.20) for m =K, (4.12) is bounded from above by

K.

r K
f Z Z % (X)VG(%) ne(.V)EvZ[w ”(773 lp ( )ldr.

j=1

X, yEX;

For every j€{1,...,K} fixed, f (n) and E)Iy( (n) have zero mean and are independent when x
and y are different elements of 2, since [x—y|> K. Therefore, last display can be rewritten as

t K N
ke | S ST v6(E) hPE (v ) lar

0 j=1 xe%j
The proof ends by combining last display with (4.10) and (4.11). 0
Making the change y = x + z, for every K, €{2,...,n/3}, (4.6) can be rewritten as
t n/2 K,—1 _
2aaf by > VG(2) D za(z)y X (nMds (4.13)
0 x=1 z=1
t n/2 K,—1
+2aaf by > VG (%) za(a)[ 72 (07" (x+2)— 1y K (n™)]ds (4.14)
0 x=1 z=1
Analogously, making the change ¥y =Xx—2z, (4.8) can be rewritten as
K,—1 —
f VG(£) D zalz)y Kr(n?ds (4.15)
x=K, +1+n/2 z=1
K,—1 —
+2aaf VG(£) D zal2) [0l (x)nt(x—2)—y Ke(n™)]ds. (4.16)
x=K, +1+n/2 z=1
In last display, we used —za(—z)=za(z), due to (2.23). Similarly, (4.9) can be rewritten as
K,+n/2 x—1—n/2 -
f Z VG(Z2) D zalz)yXnhds 4.17)
x=1+n/2 z=1
t K,+n/2 x—1—-n/2 -
+2aaf by Y. VG(3) D za@) [l x)nl(x—z)—y K (n™]ds. (4.18)
0 x=1+n/2 z=1

In order to treat (4.13), (4.15) and (4.17), we apply a result which is analogous to Lemma 4.10 in
[14].
Lemma 4.5. Let G € C®°([0,1]), y> 1, n>2 and K,, eNN[2,n/3]. Then it holds
S n?'a B,(Ky)
x n 2 .
E,y[ sup f ZVG x Z ca(2) g SmMar) s 12t K VG,

s€[0,T]

x = K,y (n 2 o 1’ By(Ky) 2
E.[ sup ( VG(3) D zalz)y fn)dr) |$ TH— L= IVGI;
s€[0,T] x=K, +1+n/2 z=1 n

s K,+n/2 x—1-n/2 - 2 2ra B.(K,,)
]Evn[ sup (f bn Z VG(3) Z za(z)wfn(n?)dr) ]STznn_Zu“VG”iz'

s€[0,T] x=1+n/2 z=1
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Above, B,(K,)=1 fory>1 and B,(K,)=[log(K,)F* fory=1.
Proof. The proofis a direct consequence of an application Lemma 4.4 for t =T. ([l

For every F :Q,, — R, we denote by supp(F) the minimal set A,, CA,, such that for all y €A,
and for all n;,1n, €Q,, such that n;(y)=n,(y) then F(n;)= F(n,). Next we observe that Propo-
sition A.1 and Corollary A.3 of [14] can be adapted for our case by using the same arguments of
[14]. Therefore, we can treat (4.14), (4.16) and (4.18) by invoking the following result, which is a
stronger version of Proposition 4.9 in [14].

Proposition4.6. LetmeNand1<ky<k,<...<k,,<n—1 beelementsofN. LetF,...,F;,:Q,—R
be such that supp(F;) C {k;_; +1,...,k;} foranyie{l,..., m}. Assume that fﬂ F.dv! =0 for any
oe€l0,1]and anyi<{l,...,m}. Then there exists a positive universal constant x such that for F :=
K+...+F,, weget

N
( i i— )
n
Veelo,T], E”Z[s?og](f F(n )dr) ]<mzT [F(n)] dvy.
Proof. The proof is a direct consequence of Lemma 4.3 in [6] and Proposmon 4.8in[14]. O

Keeping last proposition in mind, we will treat (4.14), (4.16) and (4.18). In order to do that, we
apply a result which is analogous to Lemma 4.11 in [14].

Lemma 4.7. LetG € C®°([0,1]),y =1, n>2 and K,, e NN[2,n/3]. Then it holds

N K,—1 - 27 (K,)"Tn?a
- _ K, .
Bl 2 (], 2, ¥O ) 2, atelminies =y s JS=5as s
t n—1 K,—1
- ] (K )1+7fn2ra
Vb[tzg,pﬂ(.)o nx:K,;m/z (n); za(z)[ns( b2 ¢ e ] 8) ] Olrn)n?
rt K,+n/2 x—1-n/2 — 2 (K )1+y1’12r“
) x _n N S\ o)y K2t <X
il b 2, 7o) 2 sl J< o

Proof. We only prove the first bound in last display, the proof of the second and third ones being
analogous. From (3.21), the first expectation in last display is bounded from above by

K, -1
KHZ]EV;;[ sup (f Z b, VG % Z za(z)[ﬁf(x)r’)?(x+z)—wf"(n?)]ds)2], (4.19)
=1 0

t€l0,T] xe%‘
where for any j €{1,...,K,}, & is given by
Zj={1<x<n/2:3g€Z suchthat x=gK,}.

In order to treat the expression in last line, we apply Proposition 4.6. Keeping this in mind, for ev-
ery je{l,...,K,}, let{j,K,+j,...,q; K, + j} be an enumeration of the elements of ’;. In particu-
lar, we get K,,q; < n/2. Next, forevery i €{0,1,...,q;}, define k; := j+iK,,—1. Thus, ko <k, < ...kq]..
Moreover, for every i €{1,...,q;}, define y; := j+iK, and F;:Q, >R by
K,—1
E)=b,VG (%)Y za(){ln(y)—-bln(y +2)-b1- ¢ ()}, new,.

z=1
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From (2.29) and (4.10), we get fﬂ Fdv, =0foranyo €[0,1]and any i €{1,...,q;}. Moreover, due
to (4.10), supp(F;) c{k;_;+1,...,k;}, forany i €{1,..., qj}. From Proposition 4.6, we get

-1
E,[ sup (f D baVG(F) Z zal@) (N (x+2)—§ “n]ds) ]
0

r€[0,T] xex z=1
' (k;— k
= vn[ sup (f ZF(T} ds)] Z i) f [F(n)Pd v}
t€[0,T]
= o "0 oy - wll
The upper bound in last line is due to (2.29), (4.10), (4.11), (2.23) and the assumption y > 1. The
proof ends by combining the final upper bound in last display with (4.19). O

Now we obtain Proposition 4.8, which corresponds to (II) in Proposition 3.14.
4.1.3. Thecaser,>1andy=1.
Proposition 4.8. Assume that G € C*°([0,1]), r,>1 andy=1. Then
lim E,.[ sup (A%(G))’]=0.

n—00 Pt ielo, 7]
Proof. Due to (2.32) and (2.33), the conditions if r, > 1 and y =1 only occur simultaneously iff
B =pPa=0andy=r,=1. Since A}(G) is equal to the sum of the terms in (4.1), (4.2), (4.3) and
(4.4), we get from Lemmas 4.2, 4.3, 4.5 and 4.7 and an application of (3.21) for m =4 that the
expectation in last display is bounded from above by a constant times

1 [log(K,)F* | (Kn)* _ 1 [log(K,,)F* | (Ky)?
—+— + + :
n K, K, e(n) n K K, n
In last equality we applied (2.27). Thus, the proof ends by choosing K,, =n", for any 0 < u <
1/2. O

4.1.4. Thecaser,>1andy>1. Our next goal is to prove the following result, which corresponds
to the remaining cases in Proposition 3.14.

Proposition 4.9. Let G € C*°([0,1]). Assume thaty>1 and2r, <3. Moreover assume that either
B=>0;0rp <0and2r, <3+p. Then

2
lim E,»| sup (A7(G)) |=0.
Jm Byl sup (43(G)]
Remark 4.10. Last conditions are less restrictive that the conditiony < 3/2, which was necessary to
state an analogous result in[14]. Indeed, ify <3/2, then from (2.33) we get2r,, < 2y < 3. Moreover,
ifp<0andy<3/2, then2r,=2y+23-28,<3+2p <3+p.

Since Proposition 3.14 is a direct consequence of Propositions 4.1, 4.8 and 4.9, we are done if
we can prove the latter result. Therefore, for the remainder of this section, we will assume that
2r, <3 and fix 6 such that 0 < § <3—2r, < 1. In this setting, the upper bound provided by Lemma
4.7 may be not good enough for obtaining Proposition 4.9. Alternatively, we apply a multiscale
analysis, similarly as it is done in Section 4.4.3 of [14].

Our first step is to state the following result.
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Lemma 4.11. Assume that G € C*([0,1]) andy>1. Let0O<A<A<1,L,=n* and L, = n*. Then

n/2 - —; 21 LT p2ra2
v" sup f ZVG ) Z za(2)[ij(x n(x+z)_¢xn(n?)]ds) ]S 21 e(n)
n

t€[0,T] z=L,

n

- L1+>’ 2r,—2
Vn sup f G(%) ZZG(Z) N5 (N7 (x—z)— w "(n5) ]ds) ] 2r-1"9(n)
x=L +1+n/2

1€0,T] = L7~ 6(n)

Proof. Tt is enough to apply arguments analogous to the ones presented in the proof for Lemma
4.7. ]

Keeping Lemma 4.11 in mind, assume that Z(y+ 1)—2y—1)A—(2—7) =—4 for some 6 >0 and
some0<A<A<I. In this case, due to (2.27) (2.32) and (2.26), the upper bound in Lemma 4.11 is
at most of order n~?, which vanishes as n — co.

Given 6 >0, we will make use of a sequence (A;)j>o such that Ay =0 and

Vi=0, 6+Aju(r+1)=2r—1A;+2—7. (4.20)

In particular, choosing j =0 in last expression, from Ao =0 we get A; =(2—y—6)(y+1)~". Since

we want to obtain A; > A, =0, we will impose § <2—y. Now from (4.20), Y j >0 it holds 2—y—§6 =
Aji1(1+7)=2A;2r—1)=A;2(1+7)—A;11(2y—1), and this gives V j >0 that (1+7)Aj,,—37A ;11 +

(2y—1)A;=0. From linear recurrence tools, there exist real constants A;, A, such that

. 2 —14j
Vi20, A;=Ai+A yT+1 ).

Since Ay =0, we get A, =—A,. Combining this with A; =(2—y—8)(y+1)~", we have

2—y—6 2r—14j )
o [1—( 7+1) J<1-—. 4.21)

From y <2 we get 2y—1<y+1, whichleadsto 0<A; <A, for any j >0 and

2—y—§ )
lim Aj: r =1- .
j—oo 2—y 2—y

Recalling that 0 < § <3—2r, <11is fixed, we will fix § = (2—y)5 /2, which gives (A)j20, dueto (4.21).
Moreover, we can fix N € Nsuch that 1-0 < Ay < #. Furthermore, we define K := n’i for every
j€{0,1,...,N}.

Next, we state some auxiliary results that are useful to obtain Proposition 4.9.
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Lemma 4.12. Assume that G € C°°([0 1)) andy>1. Then

n/
Ey[ sup ( f t iVG G Z Z e+ 2)= @ i D]ds) [

lE[O,T] ] =1z=K;_;

v AT , 2 s
Vb sup Z VG ( %Z Z 77 ()7 (x—z)— tpfj(n?)]ds) ]Sn_5;
tel0,T] x=Ky+n/2 j=1z :K]
t N Ki—1+n/2 — - © 2 .
Eyp| sup ( f BSIPWRLID) Z i) 9 )ds) s
t€[0,T] i=1 x=K;_1+n/2 j=12=K;_
t N Ki—1l4+n/2 x—1-n/2 - 2 N
E[ sup ( f by, D VG(E) D zal2[i (0l (x—2z)— ¢ NmDds) |sn.
t€[0,T] " Jo i=1 x=K;_1+n/2 z=K;,

Proof. Applying (3.21) for m =N, Lemma 4.11 and (4.20), we obtain the first two upper bounds.
On the other hand, the third and fourth expectations in the statement of the lemma can be treated
by combining (3.20) with arguments analogous to the ones used to obtain Lemma 4.11. 0

Now, we observe that applying Minkowski’s inequality V¢ €[0, T] it holds
* " 271/242
sﬁ)p] ng dr) ] (ZE [ S“P ( gj(m)dr) ] ) , (4.22)
s€l0, ¢t 0 = o

forevery meN and every g1,...,8,:Q,, — R.
The next ingredient of our multiscale argument is the following lemma.

Lemma4.13. [fGeC®([0,1]), n>2, h,:A,,—R, J,c{l1+n/2,....n—1},2<D,<D,<n/3 and
v €(0,2), there exists a constant Cy > 0 independent of n, t and G such that for any t €[0,T],

sn/ y— n/
Ey| sup ( f ZzVG(%)hn(x)[?fc’l(n?)—??(nf)]dr)z]S G IIZZ[VG% Jhn (0,
0

x=1
B sup f S VG(£) A9 20— P " ) < co(DZ()V er[VG (£) (.
s€l0, 0 x€j, X€J,

Proof. In what follows, we detail only the arguments for the first bound in last display, the proof
for the second one being analogous. Observe that there exists J €N such that 2/ D, <D, <2/*1D,.
Next, for every i €{0,1,..., J}, we define B; =27 D,. Finally, we define B;, = D,. With this notation,
the first expectation in the statement of Lemma 4.13 can be rewritten as

tn/2 _ _
sup f Zvc 2 (x)[zpfi(n':)—zpfm(n';)]dr)z]. (4.23)

By applying arguments analogous to the ones used in the proof of Lemma 4.11, it is not hard to
prove that for every i €{0,1,..., J}, it holds

sn/2 - _ Bi r—1 n/2
E,| st[xop](f > VG B B | < o0kt P S 19 G () (),
s€l0,t 1 x=1
(4.24)
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where in last line « is exactly the constant given in the statement of Proposition 4.6. The proof
ends by combining (4.23) with (4.22) and (4.24). O

For je{l,...,N}letm;:= ng(l]_l za(z), In particular, from (2.23) and (2.24) we get

ZlmJI—Z

j=1 z= ]1

‘ ‘Z Z“(Z))S ‘iza(@)zlmal@o (4.25)
z=1

The lastbound holds since y > 1. Next we state an importantlemma in order to obtain Proposition
4.9.

Lemmad4.14. Assumethat G € C*°([0,1]) andy > 1. Moreover, assume that either f >0 and2r, <3;
or <0 and2r, <3+p. Then, if A(5,n):=n=1/2 it holds

t n/2 _ _
Ey| sup f ZVG G ZmJZ (95 =g Krnt]ds ) | S AG,n);

t€[0,T]
N N-1 (_ 5
E,| sup J Z vG() D m Y [ i)~ Y Rmmm)ds) s AG,n);
t€[0,T] x=Ky+n/2 j=1 r=j
N Ki—1+n/2 i—1 2
Eyy[ sup f DIEDIRC Zm,z PYOD-Y Y mD)ds) | s A6 n);
t€[0,T] i=1 x=K;_1+n/2 j=1
N Ki—1+n/2 x—1-n/2
E,| sup fb,,z > ove(E) ] za(z)z ()= K () ]ds)]SA(&n).
t€[0,T] i=1 x=K;_,+n/2 z2=K;_,

Proof. We prove here only the first upper bound, the proofs for the remaining ones being anal-
ogous. Applying (4.22) for m=N, (4.25), (3.21) for m =N and (3.21) for m =N —j, itis not very
hard to prove that the first expectation in last display is bounded from above by

N—-1 tn/2

— — 2

NoIma 2> Ep| sup f ZVG ) b,[y ()= Kmh]ds) . (4.26)
r=1 t€l0, T 0 x=

Combining (4.26) with an application of Lemma 4.13 for h,, = b,,, we get that the first expectation
in the statement of the lemma is bounded from a constant, times

N-1 r—1,2r,—2 r—1,,2r,~2 (r=1An+r—2-2f4 >0;
N3|ma|2 Z (K1) 0 < (Krt)™'n < n N » B=0;

0O(n) ~ 0O(n) n(r—DAn+r—2-2fa+p B <0.

r=1

In last bound we applied (2.27) and (2.32). Thus, from (4.21) we get
(r—DAn+7—2-2B, <y—1-5=6+y—2—-2p,=2r,—3-1=5, B>0;
(r—DAn+7—2-2Bo+B <y—1-{=6+r—2-2B,+p =2r,—3—p—1=5, B=<0.

Combining last display with the assumption that either f# >0and 2r, <3; or f <0and 2r, <348,
we get that the first expectation in the statement of Lemma 4.14 is bounded from a constant,

_r-ls
times n~77° = n(1—15/2, O

We proceed by stating a final lemma that leads to the proof of Proposition 4.9.
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Lemma 4.15. Let G € C*°([0,1]) and y > 1. Assume that either 3 >0 and2r, <3; or B <0 and
2r, <3+p. IfA(5,n =max{n1719/2, p(r-28/2} = max{n1-19/2, n=0} it holds

— 2
]Ev;;[(tz[lépT i ) ZVG x) Zl za(2)[ A1) (x+2)— ¢ S nh]ds) | S AG,n);
t n—l KN—
Ey[(sup | Bn D> VG(2)D za(a)7(x)q!(x—2)—y & ]ds) |546,n)
t€l0,T1Jo x=K,+1+n/2 z=1
rt K,+n/2 x—1—n/2 - 2
Egl(sup | b > VG(2) S za@[ii(@)i(x—2)— 9 5 nM]ds) ]S A6 n).
t€l0,T1J 0 x=1+n/2 z=1
Proof. The proof ends by combining (3.21) for m =2 with Lemmas 4.12 and 4.14. g

We end this section by applying Lemma 4.15 to obtain Proposition 4.9.

Proof of Proposition 4.9. Recall that & is such that 0< § <3—2r,, Ky =n’¥ and 1-6 <Ay < %.
Since A}(G) is equal to the sum of the terms in (4.1), (4.2), (4.3) and (4.4), we get from Lemmas
4.2,4.3,4.5,4.15 and an application of (3.21) for m =4 that the expectation in the statement of
Proposition 4.9 is bounded from above by a constant times

2r,—2 n2ra—2 1 1-0

1 n n
—+t—=+ p B2 L r=20/2 < — — n(=18/2 | (r=2)5/2.
n KNY KN n AN

which goes to zero as n — 00, due to 1 <y < 2. This ends the proof. 0

4.2. Proof of Proposition 3.15. In order to obtain Proposition 3.15, we begin by stating the fol-
lowing result.

Lemma 4.16. Assume that G € C°°([0,1]), y€(0,2) and p >0. Let A€(0,1), n>2, h,,: A, - R,
J,c{1+n/2,...,n—1} and A€(0,1). Then, forevery t €[0,T] it holds

sn/2 ~ 27,__ n/2
EVZ[ Sup (f ZVG(%)hn(x)wzl(n?)dr)z] % h NE (4.27)
s€0,t] " Jo %=1
s e
]EVZ[ Sup (f ZVG(%)hn(x)Ezl(ﬂf)dr)z] ! Z[VG 2 ()R,
selo.l Jo xej, x€J,

for some constant Cy> 0 depending on T and independent ofn, t, G and A.

Proof. We detail only the proof for (4.27), since the remaining bound can be treated in the same
way. Denoting { := #(9T)~!, we get that t =(9T){. Therefore, the expression in (4.27) is equivalent
to

sn/ T_
[ sup f EZ:VG () ha(0) g (M) < Colo R Z[VG Hp,F,  (4.28)
0

ion' )y &

for every ¢ €[0,1/9]. An application of Lemma 4.4 for K = n” leads to

sn/2 — n/2
Vre[0,T], Ep| sup (f D VG (2)hy(x) Y (n';)dr) ]_ t Z[VG ) ()12
0

s€[0,1] x=1
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Therefore, for every { €[0,1/9], it holds

sn/ n/
E, | sup (f ZZ:VG (2) hp(x) 9™ dr) ]<6(9T)2 ¢ Zz:[VG(%)hn(x)]z. (4.29)

s€[0,]

Next, observe that {2/n* < 4’77 /niff n'=* <717, whichisequivalentto0<{<n % Thus, (4.28)

can be obtained directly from an application of (4.29) for K = n*, when 0 < < n% In this case,

(4.28) holds for Cy =6(9T)[(9T) 7 [ =6(9T)V/7.
On the other hand, for every € €(0,1/3), an application of Lemma 4.4 for K =¢n leads to

sn/2 n/2
Vee[0,T], Ey[ sup (f D VG (2)hy(x Y (" )dr) ]<£t Z[VG ) b, (1)
0

s€[0,1] x=1

Therefore, for every { €[0,1/9], it holds

sn/ n/
E,| sup (f ZZVG (2) hy () 7 ")dr) ]<6(9T)2 & ZZ:[VG(%)h (x)P. (4.30)
0 x=

s€[0,] n3

If n* < en, an application of Lemma 4.13 for D, = n* and D, = ¢n leads to

sn/2 2 (6‘11) 1 nJ/2
[ sup f ZVG% Y=y mMlar) <G rZ[VG% ha(x)F,
0

se[O t] e

for every t €[0, T]. In last line, C is the same constant given in the statement of Lemma 4.13.
Since 8 >0, we get from (2.27) that ©(n)=n". Thus, for any ¢ €[0, T'], it holds

snj/2 n/2
E,[ sup ( f S VG (E) [P ¢ ) ]<co—rZ[VG ) ().

s€[0,1] 0 x=1

From last display, we get that for every { €[0,1/9], it holds

sn/2 —, - n/2
E,[ sup ( f S VG (E) [P ") ar) < co(sm—Z[VG )h

s€[0,{] =1

Combining last display with (4.30) and an application of (3.21) for m =2, we conclude that

sn/2 2 n/2

E| sup (f Zvc(g)hn(xﬁ;”(n'; ) < 18T(54T + Cy) - erete D IVG(2) ha(x)P,
s€l0,7] x=1 en 43

if n* < en. Next, we observe that {1/ <971/ <971/2=1/3, therefore it is always possible to choose

£ =7, For this choice, we get n* < en iff 51/7’ > n*~1, which is equivalent to n'F < {<1/9. In

this case, s”@'+(2)(sn —1=(2¢%)(en)! —2@' Y /n In particular, (4.28) holds for C,=36T (54T +

Col(9T) ] 1. This ends the proof. O

For r, =3/2, we get from (2.33) that y > 3/2, which leads to y +1 > 2y—1> 2. Moreover, keeping
(4.21) and Lemma 4.15 in mind, given any 6 €(0,1/2), we can define N = N(0)eN by
2r—1 )j o }

N=N(5):=min{jeN:( 1) <350
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Applying (4.21) with b= (2—y)6/2, wehavethat 1/2<1—-0 <Ay < %, since Ay is given by
0 2r—1\N
(- D-E5)) @an
Without loss of generality, we fix 0 = 1/4 in the remainder of this section. Thus, Ay is also fixed.

In order to obtain Proposition 3.15, we introduce the auxiliary process A"(G):

t n/2 n—1

BP0+ > VG(E) Y mh]ds, relo,T], @32

x=n/2+1

ANG):=

t

forany n>2and G € C°°([0, 1]). The previous display is motivated by the following couple of
results.

Proposition 4.17. Let G € C*°([0,1]). Assume that2r, =3 and 3 >0. Then
lim E,»[ sup (A7(G)—2a,m,A?(G))’]=0. (4.33)
t€l0,T]

n—oQ
Proposition 4.18. Let G € C°([0,1]). Assume that2r, =3 and 3 > 0. Then the family of processes
{A"(G):n>2} is tight.

In particular, Proposition 3.15 is a direct consequence of Propositions 4.17 and 4.18. Now we
present the proof of Proposition 4.17.

Proof of Proposition 4.17. Recall from Section 4.1 that A7(G) is equal to the sum of the terms in
(4.1), (4.2), (4.3) and (4.4), thus A’;(G) can be estimated by applying Lemmas 4.2, 4.3, 4.5 and 4.15.
Due to our choice for Ay, we get 21, —2=3-2=1<2Ay=(3—-1)Ay =[2(3/2)—1]Axy <(2y—1)An
and the terms corresponding to Lemmas 4.2, 4.3 and 4.15 all vanish in L?(P,, v n), as n— 09,

Thus, the proof is a direct consequence of Lemmas 4.2, 4.3, 4.15, (3.21) and Lemma 4.16. [J

We end this section with the following observation: by proceeding in the same way as it was
done in the end of Section 4.4.4 of [14], we can conclude that Proposition 4.18 is a direct conse-
quence of Lemma 4.16.

5. CHARACTERIZATION OF THE LIMIT POINTS

We apply (3.13) to characterize the limit points of (%,"),,>; as random elements satisfying the
conditions stated in Definition 2.15 or Definition 2.21, depending on whether (H1) or (H2) is sat-
isfied. More exactly, let (@,3,7) €(0,00) xR x(0,2). From Propositions 3.2, 3.3, 3 5, 3.8, 3.1 3.9,

3.14 and 3.15, there exists a subsequence (72;) ;> such that all the sequences (@ )]>1, (//l[n’)jzl,

(ﬂt ) St (6”t ) j=1 and (At ) j=1 converge, as j — +09, in distribution, with respect to the Sko-
rohod topology of ([0, T]’S;i,r)’ Denote the respective limit points by %, .#;, .%;, &; and A;.

From (3.13), (@tnj )j>=1 converges in distribution to some limit point %; which is stationary, due to
Remark 3.4. Thus, for every G €S, from (3.13) it holds

M(G)=Y,(G)—%(G)— A, (G)+A,(G). (5.1
In last line, we applied (2.14), Corollary 2.5 and Proposition 2.6. Also, we note that &,(G)=0,
due to Propositions 3.1 and 3.9. From (3.16), .#,(G) is the limit in distribution of the sequence
(.//l (G ))j>1 of martingales. In the next subsection we prove that this sequence is uniformly inte-

grable, and as a consequence the limit .#,(G) is also a martingale. It also remains to characterize
the limit A;(G) under (H1) and (H2).
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5.1. Characterization of limiting martingale.

Lemma5.1. Let(f,y)€ Ry and G €Sp,,. Then

lim E,[ sup ((£"(G)~Em[(£"(G)),])]=o0. (5.2)

n—00 £€[0,T]

Proof. Combining Fubini’s Theorem with (3.17) it holds

C]
LA ON =Bl "G =5 | SIG ()G (RIP2L, o2
0 x,y
C]
+ng(n(n)1)(1 be ZG ()R (2)+r (2)ds 6.3)

a,0(n) ci—c_

+nﬁa(n—1)0++c_LZX:G2(%) Ay (5)=r, (3 )ds,

where for every n>2 and every x,y €Z, Z! y(n?) is given by

Z! (") =s(y—){In" (1) —n" ()P —2x ()} —aanPealy — )" () -7 (x)).
In particular, from (2.23) and (2.26), for every n > 2 and every x,y, w €A, it holds
En[1Z], 22, D] <B+aq)s(y —x)s(w—x). (5.4)

Combining (5.3) with an application of (3.21) for m =3 and the fact that n <2(n—1) for every
n > 2, we have that the expectation in (5.2) is bounded from above by a constant times

O 7 By sup ( f > I6E-GEIPZE, ds) | (5.5)
t€l0,T] " Jo 5y

+1Evg[tz[1£](@(n f D i)+, (RIGHEN ?(x)ds)z] (5.6)

+Evz[tz[13%] O(n)n fZ[r w1, %]Gz(%)f)f(x)ds)z]. (5.7)

Combining (3.21) and (2.27) with an application of Proposition 3.12 for g =2 and ¢, =@(n)n~'75,
resp. (C.2) and an application of Proposition 3.12 for g =2 and c,, =0(n)n~'"Pa, the term in (5.6),
resp (5.7) vanishes, as n — 0o. Combining (3.22) with (5.4) and the fact that E,»[Z J,(77?)] =0=

[Z;’ J,(77")Zw +(n?)]=0for disjoint sets {x, y }, {w, r}, we conclude that the expectation in (5.5)
is bounded from above by

T(3+a, ]Z{Z[G 5-GEN Ay - x)+Z[Zs(y—x)[G(%) P} 68
y

Now we extend G to some function G € C*°(R). Moreover, it holds [8(n)[?n~2 < n?’~2 for any
B €R, due to (2.27). Thus, the term in (5.5) is bounded from above by [ T(3+a,)]? B,(G), where

B(H):= 2] S HE)-HE -0+ > [ D sty —xHE-HEP]

X,YEZ X€EZ YEL
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for every H € C2°(R). Last expression is exactly equal to (4.1) of [14]. Doing similar computations
to those of Appendix D of [14], we conclude Yy €(0,2) and YH € C°(R), that  lim,,_,o B,(H)=
and the proof ends. U

Now we can state a corollary which is useful in the remainder of this section.
Corollary 5.2. Let(a,f3,y)€(0,00)xRx(0,2) and G €Sp,,.. Then
(1) ((//l"(G))JWz converges in distribution to Zx(b)tg’ozﬁ G,asn— oo, foranyt €[0,T];

(2) thereexists C,(G, T)>0 dependingonlyonG and T such thatE,» [((.//l”(G)) t)z] <GI(G,T),
foranyt€[0,T] and any n > 2.

Proof. The proofofitem (1)is a direct consequence of Chebyshev’s and Markov’s inequal-
ities, Lemma 5.2 and (3.14). For (2) we note that from Lemma 5.1, there exists a constant
Cy(G)> 0 depending only on G such that

Vn=2, E.| s}lp](w"(c»r—&;[W"(G»A)z]s Co(G). (5.9)
relo, T

The proof ends by combining (3.20), (3.16) and (5.9).

Now we present another useful lemma.
Lemma 5.3. Let(f,y)€ Ry and G €Sp . Then there exists C,(G,T)> 0 depending only on G and
T such thatE,» [((%"(G))t)4] <G(G,T), forany t €[0,T] and any n>2.
Proof. The proofis a direct consequence of Lemma 3 in [7], (3.16) and (3.2). O

Let A, (G):==[.#," (G)2— (.4 "i(G)), for every t €[0,T] and j > 1, from Corollary 5.2 we get
that {/thj (G) converges in distribution to 4;(G) as j — oo, where .4;(G) is given by
N(G)=[M (G 2y (D)t 2, 4G
Combining an application of (3.20) for m =2 with Corollary 5.2 and Lemma 5.3, we get that

sup E » [(JVI j(G))2]= sup E » [([//l:j(G)]z—(//l"f(G))[)z]<oo.
t€l0,T],j>1 i3 t€0, T}, j>1

n

From last display, 4;(G) is the limit in distribution of (,/thj (G))].Zl, an uniformly integrable se-
quence of martingales. Therefore .4;(G) is itself a martingale.

5.2. Characterization of the limit A,(G). If (8,7) €R x(0,2) are such that (H1) holds, then from
Propositions 3.14 and 3.9 we get that A,(G)=0, for any G € C®°([0,1]). Therefore, we conclude
that % satisfies the conditions stated in Definition 2.10, ending the proof of Theorem 2.17.

Now assume (H2). Keeping (2.18) in mind, for every n>2 and ¢ €(0,1/3), we define the auxil-
iary process A"¢(G) by

n/2 1 n—1
(G f G2V @ vy S eI @ as cetom)
x=n/2+1

where ¢ and (, are given by (2.19). Analogously to (5.5) in[14], we claim that

lim lim E, [ sup (A’Z(G)—ZaamaA’Z's(G))z]:0. (5.10)
t€l0,T]

e—0+n—o0



34 PEDRO CARDOSO, PATRICIA GONGALVES

Recalling (5.10) and (H2), we get that A}(G) is asymptotically equivalent to 2a,, mafl’;(G), where
A’;(G) is given by (4.32). Applying Lemma 4.16 for t =T and A = Ay (given by (4.31)), we get from
(4.32) and (3.21)

- vn—1
n
Vn>2, EvZ[t:[l(l)I;“](A[(G)_ NG

For any ¢ €(0,1/3) and n > 2 such that n*~ < en, applying Lemma 4.13 for t = T, D, = n”~ and
D, =¢n, we have from (3.21), (2.27) and the fact that 8 > 0 under (H2) that

A;’(G))Z]s G ZZT D IVG(E)P. (5.11)

vn—1 . ~ 2 2C, T
n n __Ane r—1 0 x)12
Evb[tzgg]( —~ A(G)—-A" (G)) ]Ss — Ex [VG(2)P. (5.12)

In last line, we defined, for every e €(0,1/3)and n>2,

t n/2 —,
ATE(G):= f [Zvc )™+ Z VG(E) Y nM)]ds, telo,T].

x=n/2+1
From (2.30), (2.19) and (4.10), we get

1 _ba-b)t
1L ey are(g)=—20L=0) ZVG x), (5.13)
EN—E& ENn—e

Combining (3.21) with an application of Lemma 4.4 for K =¢n and t = T, we get

ns(G)) ]

En— 1~

x . (5.14)

n

Vnzz' VEE(O’]-/?))’ E,» sup An'E(G)
vb[;e[o,n( ! en—e

From the Mean Value Theorem, for any & € C'([0,1]) such that f o h(u)du=0, itholds

1

ln
Vn>2, )— nil<2 sup Vhw).
”]Z(; 2 1 yefo,1]

From Remark 2.16, we have that G € Sp;, NSy, under (H2). In particular, VG(0)=0and fol VG(u)du=

0. Thus, from last display, we conclude that

b(1—b)t &3 2 ATh(1—b) T 2

2 7N VvG(2 ——|IAG =(—||AG .

IZ}S,"T]( P Zl () <(——I loo)’ (- 1AGlleo)
Combining the display in last line with (5.13), we conclude that

en

2 T 2
¥n>2,¥€(0,1/3), E,l s[up](gn EA" “(G)-AT*(G)) ]S(EHAGHOO) .
te€[0, T

Combining the bound in last line with (5.14) and an application of (3.21) for m =2, we conclude
that

Vee(0,1/3), Eul s[l(l)pT](fl?'s(G)—A?'s(G))]<2( )[[HAGHOO] 162[%(%)]2], (5.15)

for any n > 2. Combining (5.15) with (5.11), (5.12) and an application of (3.21) for m =3, there
exists a constant C(G, T') independent of n and ¢ such that for every n > 2, it holds

Vee€(0,1/3), E[ sup (A%(G)—A™(G))]< C(G, T)n +&" +(en) 2 +(en)2(e) ).
t€[0,T]
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Combining last display with (4.33) and (3.21), we conclude that (5.10) holds.
Next, applying Lemma 4.13 for D, =6 n and D, =¢n, we get from (3.21) that
~ - 2 2C
V0<5<e€(0,1/3), Eu sup (A°(G)-AM(G)) |<te™ =2 VG (2)P, (5.16)
b s€[0,1] n X
for any n > 2. Moreover, from (5.15), for any fixed 0 < 6 < £<€(0,1/3) it holds
. in,e _AnE 27 4. Y in,0 _an,0 2 —
"ll’rgoEvz[rZ[l(l),pT](At (G)—Aj (G)) ]_nll»IIc}oEvb[[Z[%PT](At (G)—A] (G)) ] 0.
Combining the expression in last line with (5.16) and (3.21), we get
- - 2
¥0<8<e€(0,1/3), lim Ey sup (A%(G)—AM*(G)) | < te" 2G|V G2,
n=00 Pheo,]

Recalling (2.18), last display is equivalent to
V0<6<e€(0,1/3), E[(.,(G)—al,(G))]<2Cte™ VG,

From Remark 3.4, the process (%, )< ;<7 is stationary. Thus, the previous bound shows that (%, )o<;<7
satisfies (2.13) for k =2C; >0 and w =y—1<€(0,1). Therefore, the process (.¢/;)o<;<7 given by
:(G):=lim,_p+ Vefoﬁ .(G) is well-defined. Moreover, from (5.10) we have that the limit in distri-
bution of (A?j (G))].>1 is given by A,(G)=2a,m,.<9/;(G). The previous arguments show that %
satisfies the conditions (1) and (2 ) stated in Definition 2.14 with x; =2a,m,,.

Finally we observe that condition (3) in Definition 2.14 can be obtained by repeating the com-
putations above for the process reversed in time, we leave the details to the reader.

This end the proof of Theorem 2.18.

APPENDIX A. PROPERTIES OF THE REGIONAL FRACTIONAL LAPLACIAN
From (2.3) and (2.4), for every G € C?([0,1]), it holds

(LY/ZG)(M):{Il,G(uHIz,G(u), 0<us<1/2,
Lou)+16(u), 1/2<u<l.

A.l
ct+c— a1

In last display, I; ¢ and I, ; (resp. I;; and I, ;) are defined for every u €(0, 1/2] (resp. for every
u€(1/2,2)] and are given by

u 1-u
ILG(M)::f G(u+w)+(;(1Li;w)—2G(u)dw; IZ,G(U)::f G(u+u1;¢ﬁ;G(u)dw; A2)
0 u
1w Glu+w)+Gu—w)—2G(u) " Glu—w)—G(u)
IB'G(M)::,[) T dw; I4,G(u)::f1_u T dw

The goal of this section is to prove the following proposition.

PropositionA.1. Lety €(0,2). Ify €(0, 3/2), thenL"/?G € L?([0,1]) for every G € C*°([0,1]) and the
operatorL/?: C®°([0,1]) — L?([0,1]) is continuous. On the other hand, ify €[3/2, 2), thenL"/?G €
L?([0,1]) for every G in Sy, and the operator L'/?: Sy, — L?([0,1)) is continuous.

In order to obtain last result, by performing second order Taylor expansions on G around u,
we get

1/2 . 1 . “G(Z)”oo q
Vg>1, Lewidu+ | |Lg(u) dus(T) . (A.3)
0 1/2
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Therefore, Proposition A.1 is a direct consequence of (A.1), (A.3) and the following result.

Proposition A.2. Lety €(0,2) and q > 1. Assume that eithery €(0,1+g~!) and G € C*([0,1]); or
y€[1+q1,2) and G €Sy,,. Then there exists a constant C(q,y)> 0 depending only on q and y
such that

1/2 1
f |, (w)|du+ f g (W|du < C(q, 7G|,
0 1/2

Proof. Inthe case, y €(0,1+g~!), we can always choose 6 €[0,1]N(y—g~!,7), from the Mean Value
Theorem for G, the proof ends, while for y €[1+g71,2) and G € Sy, from the Mean Value The-
orem for G and GV and the fact that GV(0)=0= G)(1), the proof ends. We leave the details to
the reader.

d

APPENDIX B. DISCRETE CONVERGENCES

The following result was useful to obtain Proposition 3.11. Recall the definition of ¥, in (3.7).

Proposition B.1. Assumey €(0,3/2) and G € C*°([0,1]); ory€[3/2,2) and G €Sy, . Then

lim —Z}n”% G(2)-L2G](%) | =0.

n—oo n—1

Following the general strategy used to obtain Lemma 5.1 in [ 1], Proposition B.1 is a direct con-
sequence of Propositions B.2 and B.3 below.

Proposition B.2. Assumey €(0,3/2) and G € C*°([0,1]); ory€[3/2,2) and G €Sy, - Then

en

Eﬁln@on_ Z|n7’3"€nG(%)—LW2G] ) =0;
- (B.1)
n—1
T 1. 2
8153”15?0n—1x:;n_l|””3{nG(%) L72G](2)2
Proposition B.3. Assumey €(0,2) and G € C°°([0,1]), then
oy (nwp
Tip i =5 D WG G)-UGIE) o0
x=¢en+1
(B.2)
— 1 n—en—2 ) /2 x
Imim —— > [0'%,6(5)-L"6I(;)[ =0.
x=(n—1)/2+1

Proof of Proposition B.2. We prove only the first double limit in (B.1), the proof of the other one
being analogous. From Proposition B.2 and Proposition A.1, we conclude that |L"/2G|? € L1([0,1]).
Moreover,

en—1
Jim Tim — ; (w26) (%) < hmf (W 26)(w)| du=o. (B.3)

The proof ends by combining (3.7) with (A.2), (A.1) and (B.3). O
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Proof of Proposition B.3. We prove only the first double limit in (B.2), the proof of the other one
being analogous. From the steps described in (5.14) of [1], we are done if we can show that

(n—1)/2
Tim Tim 2 (x\_r/2 1 —
ell—{gnlggon—lngznﬂmz G(%)-L"*G(% } =0;
(n—1)/2
}L%nll—’r&n—lx;;Jny%nG(z) LT G Z | =0.. (B.4)

Above, ]LZ/ G is given in (2.3). Following the same arguments as in (5.14) of [1], the limit in first
line of last display is bounded from above by a constant times

e—0tn—oop—1 £—0+tn—oo n £—0t
x=en+1 x=1

__l(nl)/Z £ 2__111
lim lim Z (f ut™rd u) <lim Lim =) 2?7 = lim £2? 7 =0.
0
Above we used the fact that y < 2.
Following (5.5) in [1], for every fixed u €(0, 1/2], we define 8,,:[0, u] =R on v €[0, u], by 8,,(v):=
G(u+v)+G(u—v)—2G(u). In order to prove (B.4), following the arguments in (5.20) of [1], it is
enough to prove that

| (n=1)/2
Jim Tim — Z [(D?+(I1?+(IIT)%]=0, (B.5)
x=en+1
where
x—1 + _ rx/n
ct+c 1
([);:‘nY Z S(y)gx/n(%)_ 2 f u! Ygx/n(u)du);
y= e

n—l—x . . ct+c™ (n=x)/n
(III)::‘nV Z sIG(5E)-G(2)1- > f

y=x

u—l—r[c(g+u)_c(g)]du).

x/n

The proof ends by combining the arguments in (5.21), (5.22), (5.23) and (5.27) of [1]. 0

From here on, it will be convenient to make use of further spaces of test functions. Motivated
by (2.1), for every d > 1, we denote

Iy :={GeC™>(0,1]):Vj<€{0,1,....,d—1}, GY0)=0=GY(1)}.

Moreover, we denote C°°([0,1]) by 4. Observe that & =8p;, and % =8p;; NSney-
Next we state and prove a result which is analogous to Lemma A.2 in [2].

Proposition B.4. Recall the definitions of r* and r;7 in (2.7) and (3.3), respectively. Assume that
r€(0,2),g>0,deN, qy<2d+1 and G € ¥;. Then, we get

lim

i, S =G G =0= Jim L 3| -l G
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Proof. We only prove the first limit above, but we observe that the strategy for the second one is
analogous. From (B.1) in [4], we get

n

VxeA,, }rﬂr,j( rt( )} e (x)—r—l

Since G € .%;, we can combine last display with (2.1), which leads to

nl_IZ}nan_(%)—r—(%)}qG (£)5 Z} % —r— 1|q% 2d nCIT—Zd—IZde—q—qy. (B.6)

X

Since 0 < gy <2d +1, there are three possibilities: gy €(2d +1—¢q,2d+1); qy =2d+1—q; and
qy <2d+1—q. The proof ends by treating those cases separately. g

Recall the definitions of 4 , in (2.2), ©(n) in (2.27), ]LZ;/Z in (2.6) and X,, 4 g in (3.11). Choosing
g =2 in Proposition B.4 and combining it with Proposition B.1, we get next result, which was
crucial to obtain Proposition 3.10.

Corollary B.5. Assume(a,B,y)€(0,00)xRx(0,2) and G € Sﬂyy. Then

. 1 ; i
lim, 5 210097006 (311756 ()] =0

n—oo y] —

APPENDIX C. USEFUL COMPUTATIONS

Proposition C.1. Recall the definition of r~ and r* in (2.7). Assume thaty €(0,2), g €{1,2},d €N,
qr<2d+1andG € ;. Then,

1
f [r(w)+r(w)qlG(w)PdusIIGY|%, < oo.
0

Proof. The proofis a direct consequence of (3.20), (2.1) and (2.7). O
Recall (2.2). Next we present the proof of Proposition 2.7.
Proof for Proposition 2.7. Recall (2.5). From the Mean Value Theorem
ct+c”

<IGW)12 PTe Eawer (C.1)

yr2

The proof ends by combining (C.1) with Proposition C.1. 0

Now we present a result which is useful to treat Jzin,ﬂ(G), given by (3.18).

Proposition C.2. Let(f,7)eRx(0,2) and G € C*°([0,1]). Then

ct+c™ G(w))?
nh_)rgoﬁn/j( )=1pz0p—— me Iv u|1+7’ ——————dudv.

Proof. The proofis a direct consequence of (3.18), (2.23) and (2.27). O

Next we present a result which is useful to treat 9,, 5(G), given by (3.19).
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Proposition C.3. Let(f,7)€R x(0,2). Then

[l @+ rt (WG (wdu, (B,r)e(=00,0]x(0,1), G € C>([0,1])
fol[r_(u)+ rr(wG*(u)du, (B,y)€(~00,0]1%(1,2), G €Sp;/;

lim 8,,4(G)=10, re(1,2), f>7—1>0, G e C>([0,1]);
0, (B,7)€(0,00)%(0,1], G € C*([0,1]);
0, (B,7)€(0,00)x(1,2), G €8p;;.

Proof. By combining (2.27) and (3.19) with an application of Propositions B.4 and C.1 for g =1
and d =0, resp. g =1 and d =1, we get the desired result for the first, resp. second case, in last
display. Next we observe that from (3.3) and (2.23), we have that

(ct+cT)r+1)
2y

In the remaining three cases in the statement of Proposition C.3, we have 8 > 0. Thus, combining
(2.27) with (3.19) and (C.2), we get

B p(G)Sn D [x T+ (n—x) TNIGIE, TP k7T (C.3)
X X

(ct+c)r+1)

Vn>2,VxeA,, r1,(3)< 2

7T, (%)< (n—x)7. (C.2)

From (C.3), the proof ends for the third and fourth cases in the statement of Proposition C.3.
Finally, by combining (2.27) with (3.19), (C.2) and an application (2.1) for d =1, we obtain the
desired result for the case (8,7)€(0,00)x(1,2) and G €Sp;, =HA.

O

We end this section by presenting the proof of Proposition 2.6.

Proof for Proposition 2.6.. Let j>1. Combining the assumption that G € L2([0,1]) with the def-
inition of Az in (2.10) and Proposition 4.20 of [5], we have that ¢ ;x Az € C*°(R). Thus, from
(2.9), we have that ¢ (¢ jx*Az)€ C°(R)and Y (¢ jxAz)=0on (—o0,1/jland on [1—1/ j, 00),

concluding that H ].G e§, forany j>1.

Next we will prove that H; converges to G in L%([0,1]) as j — co. In order to do so, let £ > 0.
From Theorem 4.22 of [5], we can fix j; > 1 such that

1
Vj= jo f [(¢;*Ag)—AgT(w)du sf [(9;*Az)—AglF(wdu<e. (C.4)
0 R
From (2.9), we have that ¢ ;=1 on [2/j,(j—2)/j], which leads to
(j—=2)/j
Vji>1, f [lpj-(¢j*A5)—(¢j*A5)]2(u)du=0. (C.5)
2/j

The proof ends by combining (2.8), (2.10) and Hélder’s inequality with (2.9), (C.5) and (C.4). O
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