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Abstract

We consider the solution (u,7n) of the white-noise driven stochastic
partial differential equation with reflection on the space interval [0, 1]
introduced by Nualart and Pardoux. First, we prove that at any fixed
time t > 0, the measure 1([0, t| x df) is absolutely continuous w.r.t. the
Lebesgue measure df on (0,1). We characterize the density as a family
of additive functionals of u, and we interpret it as a renormalized local
time at 0 of (u(t,0))¢>0. Finally we study the behaviour of n at the
boundary of [0, 1]. The main technical novelty is a projection principle
from the Dirichlet space of a Gaussian process, vector-valued solution
of a linear SPDE, to the Dirichlet space of the process u.

1 Introduction

We are concerned with the solution (u, n) of the stochastic partial differential
equation with reflection of the Nualart-Pardoux type, see [{]:
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\ w(0,6) = z(0), u(t,0) = u(t,1) =0 (1)
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where u is a continuous function of (¢,0) € O := [0, +00) x [0, 1], 7 a positive
measure on O := [0, +00) x (0,1), x : [0,1] — [0,00) and {W (¢,0) : (¢,0) €
O} is a Brownian sheet. We denote by v the law of a Bessel Bridge (eg)pefo,1]
of dimension 3.

The main aim of this paper is to prove the following properties of the
reflecting measure 7:

1. For all ¢ > 0 the measure 7n([0,t],df) is absolutely continuous with
respect to the Lebesgue measure df on (0,1):

n([0, 1], d0) = n([0,t],6) 6. (2)

The process (n([0,t],0))t>0, 6 € (0,1), is an Additive Functional of u,
increasing only on {t : u(t,0) = 0}, with Revuz measure:

1

N

v(dz|z(6) =0). (3)

2. Forall t > 0:

mwww=$millmwumw, (4)
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in probability.

3. There exists a family of Additive Functionals of w, (1°(, #))ac[0,00),0¢(0,1)1
such that [%(-, ) increases only on {¢ : u(t,f) = a} and such that the
following occupation times formula holds for all F' € By(R):

/Ot F(u(s,0))ds = /000 F(a)l*(t,0)da, t>0. (5)

4. For all t > 0:

(0.41.6) = § lim— 1°(2.6) )

in probability.
5. For all t > 0 and a € (0, 1):

limﬁ/o <1/\§) n([0,4],d6) = /> (1)

€l0 ™
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and symmetrically:

o ﬁ/al <1/\ 1;9) n([0,4], d) — \/gt, (8)

in probability.

Recall that if B is a linear Brownian Motion and (X, L) is the unique con-
tinuous solution of the Skorohod problem:

dX = dB + dL, X(0)=x >0, L(0) =0,

X >0, t~ L(t) non — decreasing, / X(t)dL(t) = 0,
0
then it turns out that 2L is the local time of X at 0 and:

L) = *fim * (x5 s ()

e—0 €

In the infinite-dimensional equation ([l]), the reflecting term 7 is a random
measure on space-time. In [[{], the following decomposition formula was
proved:

U(dSa d@) = 5r(s) (Cw) U(dSa (07 1))7 (1())

where ¢, is the Dirac mass at a € (0, 1) and r(s) € (0, 1), for n(ds, (0,1))-a.e.
s, is the unique r € (0, 1) such that u(s,r) = 0. This formula was used in
[L0) to write equation () as the following Skorohod problem in the infinite
dimensional convex set K of continuous non-negative z : [0, 1] — [0, 00):
2
du = %%dt + dW + %n(u)-dL,

interpreting the set of z € K having a unique zero in (0, 1) as the boundary
of Ky, the increasing process ¢t — L; := 2n([0,¢], (0, 1)) as the local time of u
at this boundary and the measure n(u) = d,(s) as the normal vector field to
this boundary at u(s, ).

On the other hand, the absolute-continuity result (B]) suggests an inter-
pretation of 7 as sum of reflecting processes t — 7([0, ], 8), each depending
only on (u(t,0));>0 and increasing only on {t : u(¢,0) = 0}. Therefore, by
(B) equation ([) can also be interpreted as the following infinite system of



1-dimensional Skorohod problems, parametrized by ¢ € (0,1) and coupled
through the interaction given by the second derivative w.r.t. 6:

( 1 [t 9% ow

u(t,0) = z() + 5 ), W(s,e) ds + W(t,e) +n([0,1],0)

u(t,0) = u(t,1) = 0 (11)

u >0, n(dt,0) >0, / u(t,0)n(dt,0) =0, VO € (0,1),
\ 0
see (M) below. This interpretation is reminiscent of the result of Funaki
and Olla in [{], where the fluctuations around the hydrodynamic limit of a
particle system with reflection on a wall is proved to be governed by the
SPDE ([I)).

By (), (u(t,0))i>0 admits for all @ > 0 a local time at a, (I°(t,0));>0-
However, by (B), the reflecting term 7([0, -], #) which appears in ([J)) is not
proportional to [°(-,6), which in fact turns out to be identically 0, and is
rather a renormalized local time. The necessity of such renormalization is
linked with the unusual rescaling of (). These two properties of 1 seem to
be significant differences w.r.t. the finite-dimensional Skorohod problems.

The formulae ([]) and (§) give informations about the behaviour of 1 near
the boundary of [0, 1]. In particular, (f) and (§) prove that for any ¢ > 0 and
any initial condition x, the mass of 7 on [0, ¢] x (0, 1) is infinite. This solves
a problem posed by Nualart and Pardoux in [f]. Notice also that the right
hand sides of ([])-(f) are independent of the initial condition x.

In [[Q] it was proved that for all I C (0, 1), the process t — n([0,t] x I),
where 7 is the reflecting term of (), is an Additive Functional of u, with
Revuz measure:

1 1

5 /I N v(dx|z(0) =0)do. (12)
At a heuristic level, the informations given by the formulae (B), (), (B),

([1) and (B) are already contained in ([J) and in the properties of the invariant

measure v of u: for instance, if the limit in the right-hand side of ({]) exists

for all # € (0, 1), then by the properties of v the Revuz-measure of the limit

is (B) and therefore () holds by ([J) and by the injectivity of the Revuz-

correspondence.



However, the existence of such limit is not implied by the structure of ([2)
alone. According to the Theory of Dirichlet Forms, a sufficient condition for
the convergence of a family of additive functionals of a Markov process, as for
instance in (), is the convergence in the Dirichlet space of the corresponding
1-potentials: see Chapter 5 of [{]. In our case, this amounts to introduce the

potentials:
3 [~ 1
Uczx) = 1 / 6_t§E [110,q(u(s,0))] ds,
0

where z : [0,1] — [0,00) is continuous and u is the corresponding solution
of (), and prove that U, has a limit as € — 0 with respect to the Dirichlet
Form:

Ep, 1) = / Vo Vi dr, o € W),

N~

where V and (-, -) denote respectively the gradient and the canonical scalar
product in H := L?*(0,1). Indeed, as proved in [[[0], v is the diffusion properly
associated with &€ in L*(v).

However, due to the strong irregularity of the reflecting measure 7 in (),
a direct computation of the norm of the gradient of U, seems to be out of
reach. In order to overcome this difficulty, we take advantage of a connection
between equation () and the following R3-valued linear SPDE with additive

white-noise: ) o
823 1 82 z3 82 W3

ot 20 ool

23(t,0) = 23(t,1) = 0 (13)

| 2(0,0) = 7(0)

where T € H? and W the is the R3-valued Gaussian process whose com-
ponents are 3 independent copies of W. The process z3 is also called the
R3-valued random string (see []] and [[), and is the diffusion properly asso-
ciated with the Dirichlet Form in L?(u3):

Ag(F, G) = / <vF, VG>H3 dug F,G S W1’2(M3),
H3

where p3 is the law in H® of a standard R*-valued Brownian Bridge, and
VF : H® — H? is the gradient of F' in H3. Then, in [[(] it was noticed



that the Dirichlet Form & is the image of A® under the map ®3 : H® — H,
O3(y)(0) := |y(0)|gs, i.e. v is the image pus under @3 and:

W1’2(l/) - {Sp c LZ(I/) tpodg e W1’2(N3)}>

E(p. ) = N(pody,do®y) Vot € W)
This connection involves directly the Dirichlet Forms £ and A, but not the
corresponding processes. In particular, it does not imply that u is equal
in law to |z3]. Nevertheless, in this paper we prove that this connection
gives a useful projection principle from W'2(u3) onto Wh2(v) and that, in
particular, the convergence in W12(u3) of the 1-potentials of z3:

U (T) = = /000 e_t%E [1[0,61(|23(s,9)|)] ds,

as € — 0, implies the convergence of the 1-potentials U, of u in W12(v),
and therefore that (f]) holds. Also the formulae (), ([7) and (§) are proved
similarly. Therefore, precise and non-trivial informations about u can be
obtained from the study of the Gaussian process z3.

We recall that an analogous connection has been proved in [ to hold
between the R?valued solution of a linear white-noise driven SPDE, d > 4,
and the solution of a real-valued non-linear white-noise driven SPDE with a
singular drift.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains the main definitions
and the preliminary results on potentials of the random string in dimension
3. In section 3 the occupation densities and the occupation times formula ()
are obtained for the SPDE with reflection (). The main results, together
with some corollaries, are then proved in section 4.

2 The 3-dimensional random string

We denote by (¢:(0,60") :t >0, 6,0 € (0,1)) the fundamental solution of the
heat equation with homogeneous Dirichlet boundary condition, i.e.:

(09 _10%
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where 4, is the Dirac mass at a € (0,1). Moreover, we set H := L*(0, 1) with
the canonical scalar product (-,-) and norm || - ||, Ko :={z € H : x > 0},

Co:=Cp(0,1) :=={c:[0,1] — R continuous, ¢(0) = ¢(1) =0},

1 d?

2dh?

and for all Fréchet differentiable F' : H — R we denote by VF' : H — H the
gradient in H. We set O := [0, 4+00) x (0,1) and O := [0, +00) x [0,1]. We
denote by (e4);>o the semigroup generated by A in H, i.e.:

A:D(A)C H— H, D(A) :=W»nWw,?0,1), A:=

1
e AR(0) = / a(0,0)h(®)d0',  heH.
0

Let W be a two-parameter Wiener process defined on a complete probabil-
ity space (£, F,IP), i.e. a Gaussian process with zero mean and covariance
function

E[W(tO)WE,0)] = tA)OAY),  (t.0),(t.0) € O.

Let W3 := (W;)i:Lg’g be a R3-valued process, whose components are three
independent copies of W, defined on (€2, F,P). We denote by F; the o-field
generated by the random variables (W (s,0) : (s,0) € [0,t] x [0, 1]).

We set for 7 € H* = L*((0,1); R?):

t 1
ws(t, 0) = / / Gi—s(0,0") Ws(ds, db)
0 Jo

Zg(t, 9) = 6tAT(9) + wg(t, 9), Zg(t,f) = Zg(t, )
Then 23 is the unique solution of the following R3-valued linear SPDE with
additive white-noise:
% . 18223 + 82W3
ot 2002 0tol

23(t,0) = 23(t,1) = 0 (14)

23(0,6) =7T(0)



where 7 € H3. The process z3 is also called the R3-valued random string:
see [l and [[J. Recall that the law of Z3(t,T) is the Gaussian measure
N (T, Q;) on H? with mean €7 and covariance operator Q, : H® — H3:

¢ pl
ano) = [ [ a0.005@) a0 as (15)
o Jo
for all t € [0,00], 6 € (0,1), h € H?, where:
t
(0,6 = / gos(0,60')ds, te€0,00], 6,0 € (0,1). (16)
0

We denote by (3(6))scio,1] @ 3-dimensional standard Brownian Bridge, and by

s the law of 3. Recall that ps is equal to the Gaussian measure N(0, Qu)
on H3 Q. = (—2A4)7! and:

4 (0,6)) = O N O — 00 (17)

We set also for all ¢ € [0,00), 0,6 € (0,1):

40.0) = /t " (0.0 ds = 4 (6.8) — 4 (6.0). (18)

It is well known that Z3 is the Markov process associated with the Dirichlet
Form in L?(u3):

N(F.G) = / VPN dus,  F.G € W2(pg),

H3

where VF : H? — H? is the gradient of F' in H® For all f : H® — R
bounded and Borel and for all T € H3 we set:

Ra(1)f(z) = / " E[f(Zo(t, 7)) dt.

The main result of this section is the following:

Proposition 2.1



1. For all§ € (0,1), a € R3, the function US® : H? — R:

barzy [ ot 1 ox e z(0) = af?
U ().—/0 e p( 2008 )dt, (19)

is well defined and belongs to Cy(H3) NWY2(u3). If (an,0,) — (a,0) €
R? x (0,1), then:

2 _ __
+ HVULQ?W _ vl

n—oo H3

. On,a 6,a 2

Moreover (03/2(1 — 0)*2U5)gc(0.1). acs is uniformly bounded, i.e.:

sup  0%%(1—0)%2 sup US“(z) < 0. (21)
0€(0,1), a€R3 TeH3

2. Set ¥(Z) := |2(0)|/V0, T € (Co)®. Then T4 := Rs(1)7° converges to
V8/m in Wh2(us) as @ — 0 or 6 — 1.

Proof. Let ws := 47 /3. If A € R, we denote by A - I the linear application
R3>ar A-acR3.

Step 1. Let ¥ € H?® be fixed. Notice that z3(t,6) has law N (e"T(0), ¢.(6,0) -
I), where ¢/(0,0) is defined as in ([f). We denote by (Gi(a,bd) : t,a,b > 0)
the fundamental solution of the heat equation on (0, 4+00) with homogeneous
Dirichlet boundary condition. By the reflection principle we have the explicit
representation:

Gi(a,b) = % exp <—(“ ;tb)2) <1 — exp (-%“b)) .

We set 79 :=inf{t >0:0+ B, € {0,1}}, € (0,1). Then we have:

gt(eu ‘9,) = Gtw, 9/) — K [1(t>79,,9'+379,:1)Gt—79, (97 1)] .

Let ¢g :=1—exp(—1) € (0,1). Then for all ¢ > 0 and a > 0:

202 1 202
0 (1 A i) < Gyla,a) < (1 A i) :
27 t V2t t

~+



Let now 6 € [0,1/2]. Then:

t
/ K [1(25>T9,9+B7'0:1)G25_79 (9’ 1)} ds
0

(2t—7o)* 1(€+BT0—1) (6 — 1)2 20
1— -
I e () (e ()

ltpen,] [ (<050 (1o (-2) )

< ‘l t6? c su 1 e 1 < 00
—t0°, = ——exp | —— .
RV ! r>13 2r3 P 8r

For all ¢ > 0 and 6 € [0,1/2] we obtain:

t 92
> ——t6*> — t6?
@(0,0) > /steeds \/,tﬁ /2W<1A )d \/_te
92
_ % (1(t<62 Vi + Lip2<p) (29__)) —tiQQ

= K

IA

NG vi)) '
1
> ﬁ (C() 1(t§62) \/l_f + ¢o 1(62§t) 0 — Cq t92)

Let to := (co/2¢1) A (co/2¢1)?. If t > to, then ¢,(0,0) > q,(0,0). Tf t < ¢,

then:
< JF 0 Loeor) + 1
o \/1_5 (CO — clﬂﬁz) (t<6%) G(Co - Clte) 0°<t)

< /T (i " 1)
Co \/%
By symmetry, we obtain that there exists Cy > 0 such that for all 8 € (0, 1):

<9q(t1(9_799)))3/2 < Co <t31/4 A 1) t>0. (22)

Step 2. Fix 0 € (0,1). By (23), Us“ is well defined and in C,(H?). Moreover
for all T € H?:

- = [T (Y ()

10
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Co <, 1

so that (1)) is proved. For all € > 0 we set:

—c 1
T) = —— 1o ai<a, T E (Co)®.
f (@) R CORIES y € (Co)

Let T € H3. Then:

Ry(V)F (z) = /OOO LB (|25(t,0) + T(0) — a] < ) dt

wsed

= / et L 1(\a|§e)N (etAf(e) —a, qt(ﬁ, 9) . [) (da) dt
0 R3

w3€3

* 1 1 | — e 47(0) + a\z)
= dte — 5 &X (_ do
/0 wsze? (lel<e) (27quf(9> 9))3/2 P 2%(97 9)

1 < 1 ( o — eH47(6) —I—a|2) }
= € s Xp | — dt| do
ws€® J(al<e) Uo (27,(6,6))572 P 2q:(0,0)

1
= U (T da. (23)

3
W3E J(al<e)

By (B2) and the Dominated Convergence Theorem, we have that for all
(0,a) € (0,1) x R

lim Rs(1)f'(7) = Uy"(@), YT e H, (24)
uniformly for T in bounded sets of H?, and by (R2):
B %0 1
1 T)| < [ . 2
|R3(1)f (T)] < /0 e 0.0)" dt < oo (25)

Step 3. Notice that by the Dominated Convergence Theorem the map R3 x
(0,1) 3 (a,0) — UP* € L2(u3) is continuous. We want to prove now that
U is in W12(pu3): to this aim we shall prove that Rs(1)f  converges to U
in Wh2(u3). We define for all 7 € (Cy)?, a € R3\{Z(0)}:

0ai— ._ Ooe—t e"*h(6) MAT(0) — a
@) = — [ et e g ¢ ((€560) o)/ Val0.0)) dt.

11



where : Y :R*—= R (a) == aexp <_$) . (26)

Recall now that for all h € H? and 0 € (0,1):

e h(0)] < eh|(h) / \h(0")] g:(6,60") db’ < /|h )| G(6,6) b’
1A (20/t) N — 012\ ., 1A(20/t) —
< L0 [y e (150 Y < LBy e
so that:

sup U %’“ (7)
[[Rl=1

<[ W v ((5(6) - )/ Vai8.0)) | dt

Since B has law ps3 = N(0,Qs), then e has law N(0, Q) =
N(0, Qs — @Q¢). Then, by (29), and since |¢| < 1:

1/2
(E ) < | waam

| </R e qt(9’9>>‘2N <“=qt<9=9)-1>(da’>)1/2 dt

o et q:(0,0) 3/4
< [ woom {“[(mt(e,e)) "¢"L2<R3>]}dt

< 1 /1 1 dt + ! /Oo “tdt < oo
— — € .
= (qM0,0))3% Jo (q:i(0,0))5/41/4 ((0,0))* J;

Therefore, setting for pusz-a.e. 7:

2

sup Z/{e “(B)
lInll=1

fa ._ - 9:(0,) ¢
“ '__/o Gy (€T -/ Val.0)

we have that U%® € L2(H3, us; H®), and (U%2, h) = L{%a in L%(u3), for all
h € H?. Arguing analogously we have:

e[l @ -w @) < [

12



-{1/\[(%) )jw(+a/\/m> )]}dt (28)

which tends to 0 as @ — 0. Therefore we can differentiate under the integral
sign in (3) and obtain:

= —e 1

VRs(1)f = —— U da,  in L2(H?, s ; H?).

3
W3 J(jal<e)

Therefore by (R§):

J.

< w3€3/| - /1{3\}1/19“+°“ U||* dus da — 0

as € — 0. Therefore, R3(1)f converges to Us® in L?(us) and VRs(1)f con-
verges to U in L2(H?, us; H?) as € — 0. Since W12 (u3) is complete, then
UP* € Wh2(pug), VU = U% in L2(H?, ps; H*) and Rs(1)f converges to
U in W'2(u3) as € — 0. Moreover, by (2]), (B0) is proved.

— —e 2
VRs(1)f —U*|| dus

Step 4. We prove now the last assertion. By symmetry, it is enough to
consider the case # — 0. Recall that 7°(Z) = [7(0)|/V0, T € (Cy)?. Then:

M@ = Ra(07@) = 2= [T [ ala (@4560).0(6.6) - 1) do) a

/ow e_t\/@ /R al N (e42(0)/V/ai(0.0), T) (dav)
and:
R e

. /R o (a—e“ﬁ(@)/W)N(etAE(G)/\/qt(H,H),I> (da) dt,

for all 7 € (Cp)?. By (R7) and by Schwartz’s inequality:

2 AT(0)
1—‘9 < 1N — — 7 dt.
VT @)| \f/ _E ( A t) 3

13



By the sub-additivity of the square-root, by () and since ¢*(0,6) < 8(1—6):
- 1/2 / 26 q'(0,0)
< -
E (||VT4 (3 )H) VB[ o (1aT) (VB 00 )"

< \f/ <1A—> (té + ((igzi/?)) dt — 0

as # — 0. Since pg is invariant for z3, we have

E (13 (3) = =E(FOD = o

By the Poincaré inequality for A3, see [[[J, there exists C' > 0 such that:
_ 1 o
E(5(8) —a)’ < ZE([VIS(B)|) — 0

as # — 0, and since:

4 1 3 r? d
=75/, 2%9(1—9))3/2T P\ T2 —0))

_ﬁ\f/rexp(__)dr_\/f\f \f

we obtain that I'§ converges to \/8/m in W'?(u3) as 6 — 0.

3 Occupation densities

Following [J], we set the:

Definition 3.1 A pair (u,n) is said to be a solution of equation ([§) with
initial value x € Ko N Cy, if:

(i) {u(t,0) : (t,0) € O} is a continuous and adapted process, i.e. u(t,0)
is Fy-measurable for all (t,0) € O, a.s. u(-,-) is continuous on O,
u(t,) € KonNCy forallt >0, and u(O, ) =x.

(11) n(dt,dl) is a random positive measure on O such that n([0,T] x [0, 1 —
d]) < +o0 for all T,6 > 0, and n is adapted, i.e. n(B) is F;-measurable
for every Borel set B C [0,t] x (0,1).

14



(iii) For allt >0 and h € D(A)

(u(t, -),h) — (xz,h)y — /0 (u(s, -),Ah)ds
(29)

= / h'(0) W (t,0) do + // n(ds,dd), a.s..
0

(w) [,udn = 0.

In (B, existence and uniqueness solutions of equation ([J) were proved.

We denote by (e(6))sepo,1] the 3-Bessel Bridge between 0 and 0, see [, and
by v the law on K of e. We recall the following result, proved in [[[].

Theorem 3.1 Let ®3: H? = [?(0,1;R?) — Ky, P3(y)(0) := |y(0)]|rs-

1. The process u is a Strong-Feller Markov process properly associated with
the symmetric Dirichlet Form € in L*(v):

1
5 [ (G o W)

2. The Dirichlet Form & is the image of A*> under the map ®3, i.e. v is
the image pus under ®3 and:

W1’2(V) _ {90 c L2(V) cpo (I)3 c W1’2(/~L3)}7

g((pv w) = Ag((p © (I)3v¢ © (I)3) V(p, w S W172(V)' (30>

We refer to [B] and [ff] for all basic definitions in the Theory of Dirichlet
Forms. Notice that by point 1 in Theorem B.J] and by Theorem IV.5.1 in [f],
the Dirichlet Form £ is quasi-regular. In particular, by the transfer method
stated in VI.2 of [] we can apply several results of [{] in our setting.

We recall the definition of an Additive Functional of the Markov process .
We denote by (P, : x € Kj) the family the of laws of u on E := C([0, 00); Kj)
and the coordinate process on Ky by: X; : E— Ko, t > 0, X(e) :=e(t). By
a Positive Continuous Additive Functional (PCAF) in the strict sense of u,
we mean a family of functions A; : E — RT, ¢t > 0, such that:

15



(A1) (Ay)i>o is adapted to the minimum admissible filtration (NV;);>o of u,
see Appendix A.2 in [{].

(A.2) There exists a set A € N such that P,(A) = 1 for all z € K,,
0, (A) C A for all £ > 0, and for all w € A: ¢t — Ay(w) is continuous
non-decreasing, Ag(w) = 0 and for all ¢,s > 0:

Apys(w) = As(w) + Ai(Osw), (31)
where (05)s>0 is the time-translation semigroup on E.
Two PCAFs in the strict sense A! and A? are said to be equivalent if
P, (Af = A7) =1, Vt>0, Vz € K.

If A is a linear combination of PCAFs in the strict sense of u, then the
Revuz-measure of A is a Borel signed measure m on K| such that:

/KO<Pdm = /KO E, [/Olgo(Xt) dAt} v(dz), Vo € Cy(Ky).

Moreover U € D(E) is the 1-potential of a PCAF A in the strict sense with
Revuz-measure m, if:

EW.¢) = [ pdm, Ve DENCK),
Ko
where &1 := € 4 (-, ) 12(). We introduce the following notion of convergence

of Positive Continuous Additive Functionals in the strict sense of X.

Definition 3.2 Let (A,(t))i>0, n € NU {00}, be a sequence of PCAF’s in
the strict sense of u. We say that A, converges to A, if:

1. For all e > 0 and for all x € Ko N Cy:
lim An(t + 6) - An(€) = Aoo(t + 6) - AOO(€)7 (32>

n—o0

uniformly for t in compact sets of [0,00), P,-almost surely.
2. For £-q.e. v € KoNCy:
lim A,(t) = Ax(t), (33)

n—oo

uniformly for t in compact sets of [0,00), P,-almost surely.
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Lemma 3.1 Let (A,(t))i>0, n € NU {00}, be a sequence of PCAF’s in the
strict sense of X, and let U, be the 1-potential of A,, n € NU {oco}. If
Upn = Usx in D(E), then A,, converges to A in the sense of Definition [5-3.

Proof. Since U,, — Uy in D(E), by Corollary 5.2.1 in [f], we have point 2 of
Definition B.2, i.e. there exists an E-exceptional set V such that (B3) holds
for all z € Ky\V. By the Strong Feller property of X, P,-a.s. X; € E\V,
for all t > 0 and for all z € Ky, and by the additivity property (BJ) holds for
allz € Ky. 0O

Remark 3.1 We recall that if (A, .A) is a measurable space, (2, F,P) a
probability space and X, is a sequence of A®F-measurable random variables,
such that X, (a,-) converges in probability for every a € A, then there exists
a A ® F-measurable random variable X, such that X(a,-) is the limit in
probability of X, (a,-) for every a € A.

We can now state the main result of this section:
Theorem 3.2 Let § € (0,1), a > 0.

1. For all (8,a) € (0,1) x [0,00), there exists a PCAF in the strict sense
of u, (1%(t,0))i=0, such that (I*(-,0))oc(0,1),0c0,00) 95 continuous in the
sense of Definition [3.3 and jointly measurable, and such that for all

a>0:
t

1
[*(t,0) = lim — Lig,atq(u(s, 0)) ds, t>0,
el0 € 0
in the sense of Definition [3.3.
2. The Revuz measure of 1°(-,0) is:

2 a?

e a’ exp <—m) v(dz|z(0) = a), a>0,

and in particular I°(-,0) = 0. Moreover, 1°(-,0) increases only on {t :

u(t,0) = a}.

3. The following occupation times formula holds for all 6 € (0,1):

/OtF(u(s,H)) ds = /000 F(a)l*(t,0)da, F € By(R), t>0. (34)

17



For an overview on existence of occupation densities see [P].

We set A} := A%+ (-, ) r2(uy), &1 := €+ (-, *)120). Forall f : H — R bounded
and Borel and for all z € Ky N Cy we introduce the 1-resolvent of w:

RO f(x) = / R, [F(X0)] dt,

where E, denotes the expectation w.r.t. the law of the solution u of ([)
with initial value x. The next Lemma gives the projection principle from
the Dirichlet space W2(u3), associated with the Gaussian process z3, to the
Dirichlet space W12(v) of the solution u of the SPDE with reflection ([).

Lemma 3.2 There exists a unique bounded linear operator T1 : W12 (uz) —
W2(v), such that for all F,G € W12(u3) and f € Wh2(v):

A(F, fo®3) = &(TIF, f), (35)
AN ((IIF) 0 @3,G) = AY(F, (IIG) o ®s). (36)
In particular, we have that for all p € L*(v) and F € W12(u3):
R(1)p = I (R5(1)[p o P5)), (37)
ITLE e, < [[F]laz- (38)

Finally, 11 ws Markovian, i.e. II1 =1 and:
FeW"(u3), 0<F<1 = 0<IIF<1. (39)

Proof. Let D := {po®3 : ¢ € W' (v)} € Wh2(u3). Let Wh2(u3) be
endowed with the scalar product A$: then, by (BU), D is a closed subspace
of Wt2(u3). Therefore there exists a unique bounded linear projector I -
Wh2(u3) +— D, symmetric with respect to the scalar product A%. For all
F € W2(u3) we set IIF := f where f is the unique element of W12 () such
that fo®; = IIF. Then (BF) and (B) are satisfied by construction. Let now

0, € WH2(v). Then by (B0):

ERe ) = [ puir = [ (pod)wots)d

K

= AY(Rs(1) [p o D3], ¢ o B3) = AY(IIRs(1) [p 0 D3], ¢h 0 Ps)

= 51(HR3(1) [90 o (I)S] >¢),
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which implies (B7). Then, since I1 is a symmetric projector:
[TLF]le, = ILF a3 < [[F|ag,

so that (BY) is proved. Notice now that 1 € D, so that obviously II1 = 1.
Moreover, recall that I1F is characterized by the property:

[IFeD, ANF-IIF,G)=0, VG eD.

Let FF € W'2(u3) such that F' > 0. Since £ is a Dirichlet Form, then
(IIF)~ := (—IIF) V 0 still belongs to D, and since A} is a Dirichlet Form:

0 = AY(F —IIF, (IIF)7) = A}(F, (IIF)7) + [|(F) 7|3 = [I(TF) s,
so that IIF > 0, and (BY) follows. [

Proof of Theorem B.3. Let a > 0. For all € > 0 we set:

1
fe(y) = E 1[a,a+e](y(‘9)), Yy € K(] N C(].

By Lemma B.3, we have that:

€

1 ate 2 0,rn 2
= E/a rdr/S2H<U3 )H(dn),

where H? is the 2-dimensional Hausdorff measure, Ug ™ is the 1-potential
in Wh2(u3) defined by ([9) and II is the operator defined in Lemma B.2. By
(20) above, the map r — U™ € W2(p3) is continuous. Let U%* € Wh2(v)
be defined by:

RO = TI(Rs(1)[f 0 ®s)) = 1/<<| ) +)H(U§,a+a> o

P / i (Ung) H2(dn),  a>0.
SQ

By (BY) we have that R(1)f¢ converges to U%% in W'2(v) as € — 0. For all
e >0 and p € WH2(v) N Cy(Ky) we have:

ERME) = [ [ odv = TE[p(e) lnasg (e(®))],

Ko
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where the law of e is v and & = £ + (-, -)12(). Letting € — 0 we get:

E(U%, ) = lim - E [p(€) Lpueq (e(6))]

e—0 €

= \/% a* exp (—m) E[p(e)|e(@) =al. (40)

By Lemma B.2, I is a Markovian operator and by (BT]) in Proposition P.1] the
family (U2*™ : n € S?) is uniformly bounded in the supremum-norm. There-
fore, U% is bounded, and by ([0) U%? is the 1-potential of a non-negative
finite measure. By Theorem 5.1.6 in [J], there exists a PCAF (1°(¢,0));>0 in
the strict sense of u, with 1-potential equal to U%® and with Revuz-measure
given by (B(). Notice now that R(1)f¢ is the 1-potential of the following
PCAF in the strict sense of u:

1 t
- _/ lnara(u(s. 0))ds, ¢ >0,
€ Jo

Therefore, points 1 and 2 of Theorem B.J are proved by (RU), Lemma B.1
and Remark B.1. To prove the last assertion of point 2, just notice that the
following PCAF of u:

t
t— / lu(s, @) —all*(ds,0),
0
has Revuz measure:

2 ) a® L
m a® exp (—m) |z(0) —alv(dx|z(0) =a) = 0.

To prove point 3 it is enough to notice that the PCAF of u in the left hand-
side of (B4) has 1-potential R(1)Fp, where Fy(y) := F(y(0)), v € Ko N Cy,
and the PCAF in the right hand side has 1-potential:

/OOO r2 F(r) dr/S2H (Ugm) H2(dn) = 11 (/R F(la)) U da)

= I (R3(1)[Fp o ®3]) = R(1)Fp.

Since R(1)Fy is bounded, then, arguing like in Theorem 5.1.6 of [J], the two
processes in (B4) coincide as PCAF’s in the strict sense. [
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4 The reflecting measure 7

Recall that 7 is the reflecting measure on O = [0, 00) x (0, 1) which appears
in equation ([l). The main result of this section is the following:

Theorem 4.1 Let § € (0,1), a > 0.

1. For all 6 € (0,1), there exists a PCAF in the strict sense (I(t,0))>0 of
u, such that (I(-,0))sc,1) is continuous in the sense of Definition [33
and jointly measurable, and such that:

3 [
1.0) = tim = [ Togu(s0)ds

in the sense of Definition [3.3.
2. The PCAF (I(t,0))i>0 has Revuz measure:

2

203 (1— ) v(dx|z(0) = 0),

and increases only on {t : u(t,d) = 0}.

3. We have: )
[(t,0) = lim — 1%(t,0)

al0 a2
in the sense of Definition [3.3.
4. Forallt > 0 and v € Koy, n([0,t],d0) is absolutely continuous w.r.t.

the Lebesgue measure df and:

1
—1

n([0,1],d6) = 1(t,0) do. (41)

5. For alla € (0,1):

| “r g 5
i e [ (m;) n(0.4.d8) = |/ >+,
1 —_
lim ﬁ/ (1/\1_9) n((0,4],d6) = />
€l0 a € m

in the sense of Definition [3.3.
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Proof. For all € > 0 we set:

3
g(y) = 3 Log(y(@)), ye KonCy.

By Lemma B.3, we have that:

RO = TR 0%)) = 5 /( L (ur) o

3 [€ .
— —3/ r? dr/ II (Ug’r ") H?(dn).
€ 0 S2
By Lemma B3, R(1)g¢ converges in W?(v) as ¢ — 0 to:
U9:4wnaﬁﬂ, a>0.

For all € > 0 and ¢ € W?(v) N Cy(K,) we have:

3
&R ) = [ g edy = SE[o(e) Toale®)].
Ko
and letting e — 0 we get:
.3
E(U%, ) = lim — E [p(e) Ljo.q(e(9))]

e—0 €

2
= [z g @ 1e0) = 0],

(42)

Since II is Markovian, by (21]) U’ is bounded, and by () U’ is the 1-
potential of a non-negative finite measure. By Theorem 5.1.6 in [, there
exists a PCAF (I(t,0))¢>0 in the strict sense of u, with 1-potential equal to
U? and with Revuz-measure given by (). Since R(1)g¢ is the 1-potential of

the following PCAF of u:

t
tp+%/1mmwﬁ»¢,tza
0

then, points 1 and 2 of Theorem .1 are proved by (B(), Lemma B.1 and
Remark B.J. To prove the last assertion of point 2, just notice that the

following PCAF of u:
t
t— / u(s,0)1(ds, ),
0
2

2



has Revuz measure:

2

g a0 e a0) = 0) = 0

From the Proof of Theorem B-2, we know that the 1-potential of [%(-,0) is:
Ute = g2 / 11 (Uﬁ’“'”) H2(dn),  a>0.
S2

Then U%2/a® converges as a — 0 to U? in W'2(v). Since U%?/a? is the
1-potential of 1%(-,0)/a?, by Lemma point 3 of Theorem [.1] is proved.
Let now I CC (0, 1) be Borel. Notice that the following PCAF in the strict
sense of u:

£ % /I I(t,0) do (43)

has Revuz measure:

v(dz|xz(0) =0)do, (44)

y—
2 Jr\/2703(1 —0)3

and 1-potential equal to:

Lo 1 [
il .—4/1Ud9.

On the other hand, it was proved in Theorem 7 of [[(] that the PCAF in the
strict sense of u:
t e n([0,4] x ) (45)

has Revuz measure equal to (f4). Therefore, by Theorem 5.1.6 in [}, the two
PCAFs of u in (F3) and () coincide, and since U’ is a bounded 1-potential
then they coincide as PCAF's in the strict sense. Therefore point 4 is proved.
We prove now the last assertion. For all € € (0,1/2) set h, : [0,1] — [0, 1]:

(0) = VE((142) 10720 + 1001 0) 12000)).

Then h, is concave and continuous on [0, 1], with:

1
6e(d9) - \/E8 1[1/2,1}(9) dev

he(df) = — /e
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where §, is the Dirac mass at e. Moreover h.(0) = h (1) = 0 and h. — 0
uniformly on [0, 1] as € — 0. By (B9) we have then:

lim (%ﬁ /Otu(s,e) ds — /e /01/2 (1 A g) n([O,t],d@)) — 0. (46)

Recall the definition of 7% given in point 2 of Proposition P We set ¢ :
KoNCy — R, v¢(x) := z(e)/\/€. Then, by Lemma B.2 we have that R(1)y¢ =
II (R3(1)7¢). By point 2 of Proposition -] and by Lemma .2, we obtain that
R(1)7¢ converges to 1/8/7 in W'?(v). Therefore, by Lemma B.1I

limL /tu(s €)ds = \/gt
Bave Jy 1 nh
in the sense of Definition B.2, and by ([6]) point 5 is proved. [
Corollary 4.1 For all x € KoNCy, a.s. the set:
S:={s>0:360€(0,1), u(s, ) =0}
is dense in R and has zero Lebesque measure.

Proof. By Point 5 in Theorem ], for all x € Ky N Cy, a.s. forallt > 0
we have 7([0,¢] x (0,1)) = 400, so that in particular n([0,¢] x (0,1)) > 0.
By (iv) in Definition B.J the support of 1 is contained in the set {u = 0},
so that for all ¢ > 0 there exists s € (0,t) N.S. By the Markov property,
for all ¢ € Q and all ¢t > ¢, there exists s € (q,t) NS, which implies the
density of S in R*. To prove that S has zero Lebesgue measure, recall

that the law of u(¢,-) is absolutely continuous w.r.t. v for all ¢ > 0, and
v(z:360 € (0,1), x(0) =0) = 0. Then, if H' is the Lebesgue measure on R:

E. [H'(S)] = /OOO E, [1s(t)] dt = /OOO P(36 € (0,1), u(t,0) =0)dt =0. O

Notice now that, by Points 2 and 4 of Theorem [[]], equation ([J) can be
formally written in the following form:
( 1 (" 0% oW 1

u(t,e):x(9)+§ i w(s,e)ds+—(t,9)+4

i I(t,0)

u(t,0) =wu(t,1) =0 (47)

w>0, I(dt,0) >0, / u(t,0)1(dt,0) =0, VO e(0,1),
0

\
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where, as usual, the first line is rigorously defined after taking the scalar
product in H between each term and any h € D(A). Formula (f7) allows to
interpret (u(-,0),1(-,8))oc(o,1) as solution of a system of 1-dimensional Sko-
rohod problems, parametrized by 6 € (0,1). This fact is reminiscent of the
result of Funaki and Olla who proved in [§] that the stationary solution
of a certain system of 1-dimensional Skorohod problems converges under a
suitable rescaling to the stationary solution of ([I]).

Finally, we show that u satisfies a closed formula and that equation () is
related to a fully non-linear equation. Let (w(Z, ))¢>0,0e[0,1) be the Stochastic
Convolution:

w(t,0) = /0 t /0 (0,0 W (ds, 0",

solution of: L o
w

w(t,0) =w(t,1) =0
Subtracting the first line of ({7) and the first line of (£§), we obtain that:

1 62 t
5@/0 (u(s,0) — w(s, 0)) ds
is in L}

Le((0,1); C([0, 7)) for all T > 0, i.e. admits a measurable version
which is continuous in ¢ for all # € (0,1) and such that the sup-norm in
t € (0,77 is locally integrabile in 6. Then, we can write:

(t,0) —

u(t,0) = z(0) +w(t, ) + %aa—; /0 (u—w)(s,0)ds+ i I(t,0)

u(t,0) =u(t,1) =0 (49)

w>0, I(dt,0) >0, / u(t,0)1(dt,0) =0, VO € (0,1),
0

where every term is now well-defined and continuous in ¢, and we can apply
Skorohod’s Lemma (see Lemma VI.2.1 in [f]) for fixed 6 € (0, 1), obtaining:

1 0°

iza,e) = sup [— (x(9)+w(s,9) + §ﬁ/05 (u—w) (r,0) dr)] V0, (50)
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forallt >0, 0 € (0,1). Therefore we have the following:

Corollary 4.2 For all x € Ky N Cy, a.s. u satisfies the closed formula:

u(t,0) = xz(0)+w(t0) + %%/0 (u(s, ) —w(s,0)) ds (51)
+ sup [— <:£(6’) +w(s,0) + %% /OS (u(r, ) —w(r,0)) dr)] V0,

forallt >0, 0 € (0,1). In particular v, defined by:

v(t,0) = /0 (u(s,0) —w(s,0)) ds,

1s solution of the following fully non-linear equation:

v 10% 10%v
5 = 3582 + z(0) +sslgt) [— <:£(9) +w(s,0) + 5@(&9))} VO

0(0,-) =0, v(t,0) =wv(t,1) =0,
(52)
unique in YV = {v' : O — R continuous: o'/t continuous, 9*v'/96? €
L .((0,1); C([0,T7)) for allT > 0}.

loc

The uniqueness of solutions of equation (F3J) in V is a consequence of the
pathwise uniqueness of solutions of equation ([l), proved in [§]: indeed, if
v" €V is a solution of (F7), then setting

o'’

u'(t,0) = E(t,@) + w(t, ),

2,
n'(dt,db) = d; {sup [— (:5(9) +w(s,0) + 1a—v(s,e))} % 0} e
s<t 2 892
and repeating the above arguments backwards, we obtain that (u/,7') is a

weak solution of (), so that v’ = u and therefore v = v.

Notice that, by point 5 in Theorem [}, by (f)-(p0)-(F2) and by the
continuity of dv/dt on O, then, for all ¢ > 0, 9*v/d6?(t,) is not in L*(0,1),
so that by the uniqueness a C+2(0) solution of (F2) does not exist.
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