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Functional central limit theorem for Brownian particles in
domains with Robin boundary condition *
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Abstract

We rigorously derive non-equilibrium space-time fluctuation for the particle density of a system
of reflected diffusions in bounded Lipschitz domains in R%. The particles are independent and are
killed by a time-dependent potential which is asymptotically proportional to the boundary local time.
We generalize the functional analytic framework introduced by Kotelenez [19] [20] to deal with time-
dependent perturbations. Our proof relies on Dirichlet form method rather than the machineries
derived from Kotelenez’s sub-martingale inequality. Our result holds for any symmetric reflected
diffusion, for any bounded Lipschitz domain and for any dimension d > 1.
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1 Introduction

The goal of this paper is to develop a machinery to overcome some difficulties that arise in the study
of fluctuations for systems of reflected diffusions (such as reflected Brownian motions) with a singular
type of time-dependent killing potential. The primary examples are the systems of annihilating diffusions
introduced in [4] and [5], which can be used to model the transport of positive and negative charges
in solar cells or the population dynamics of two segregated species under competition. The model in
[B] consists of two families of reflected diffusions confined in two adjacent domains, say two adjacent
rectangles (0,2) x (0,1) and (0,2) x (—1,0), respectively. These two families of particles (positive and
negative charges respectively) annihilate each other at a certain rate when they come close to each other
near the interface (0,2) x {0}. This interaction models the annihilation, trapping, recombination and
separation phenomena of the charges. From the viewpoint of the positive charges, they are themselves
reflected diffusions in (0,2) x (0, 1) subject to killing by a time-dependent random potential.

In this paper, we focus our attention to a one-type particle model which consists of i.i.d. reflected
diffusions killed by a deterministic time-dependent potential near the boundary. The following assumption
on reflected diffusions is in force throughout this paper:

Assumption 1.1. Suppose D C R? is a bounded Lipschitz domain, p € WY2(D) N C(D) is a strictly
positive function, a = (a¥) is a symmetric, bounded, uniformly elliptic d x d matriz-valued function
such that a” € WY2(D) for each i, j. Here C(D) denotes the space of continuous functions on D and
WL2(D) :={f € L3(D) : |Vf| € L*>(D)} denotes the usual Sobolev space of order (1,2).

Under Assumption [T} it is well known (see [I, 3]) that the bilinear form (£, W12(D)) defined by

d
() = 5 [ a@)Vf(@) Vato)pla)da =5 [ > o L@ L @pwyde (1)

is a regular Dirichlet form in L2?(D, p(z)dx) and hence has an associated Hunt process X (unique in
distribution). Furthermore, X is a continuous strong Markov process with symmetrizing measure p and

1
has infinitesimal generator A = 25 V - (paV). Intuitively, X behaves like a diffusion process associated

to the second order elliptic differential operator A in the interior of D, and is instantaneously reflected at
the boundary in the inward conormal direction 7 = an, where 7 is the unit inward normal vector field on
OD. See Chen [3] for the Skorokhod representation for X, which tells us some precise pathwise properties
of X. We call X an (a, p)-reflected diffusion or an (A, p)-reflected diffusion. A special but very
important case is when a is the identity matrix and p = 1, in which X is called a reflected Brownian
motion (RBM). Next, we make the following assumption about the killing potential throughout this

paper.



Assumption 1.2. (Killing potential) Suppose q(t, x) is a given non-negative bounded function on [0, 00) x
D such that q(t, ) € C(D) for all t > 0. Suppose also that dn is a sequence of positive numbers which
converges to zero and denote qn (t,z) = 65" 1 psy (2)q(t, ), where D° = {x € D : dist(z, OD) < §}.

Our particle system is parameterized by N € N, the initial number of particles. The function gy
plays the role of a time-dependent Kkilling potential. This killing potential is singular in the sense that
5_ 155y (z) converges weakly to the surface measure o which is singular with respect to Lebesque
measure. More precisely, for N € N, we let {X;}}¥; be independent (a, p)-reflected diffusions in D and
{R;}¥ | be independent exponential random variables with mean one. T he normalized empirical measure
of the particles alive is defined as:

1
xN(dz) = ~ > 1x,(dz), where (1.2)
{irt<cMy
1 t
CZ-(N) = inf {t >0: 3 / an (s, Xi(s))ds > Rl} . (1.3)
0

Note that X is a random measure on D. Moreover, XV = (XV),>¢ is a strong Markov process in
M (D), the space of finite non-negative Borel measures on D equipped with weak topology, and X" has
sample paths in the Skorokhod space D([0, 0o), M (D)) almost surely.

Remark 1.3. Let {Z, (N)} ', be independent sub-processes (cf. [0]) of reflected diffusions killed by the
potential qn. That is,

Z(N)(t) ._ Xi(t)v t< Ci(N)
o,  t>¢V

where 0 is an isolated point of D. Then X} (dz) defined in ([L2) is equal to % Zil 1,04 (dz) if we
view 1g as the zero measure. '

We coin this model the name Robin boundary model due to the following hydrodynamic result. In

what follows, £, denotes convergence in law and £ denotes equal in law.

Theorem 1.4. (Functional Law of Large Numbers) Suppose Assumptions[I 1l and[I.2 hold. Suppose
X £ ug(x)p(z) dx in My (D), where ug € C(D). Then

xN(dr) £, u(t,x)p(x)dz in D([0, 0o), My (D)),

where u € C([0,00) x D) is the probabilistic solution[] to the heat equatwn = Au with Robin boundary
condition $&(t,x) = q(t, x)u(t,z)/p(x) on (0,00) x D and initial condztzon u(O ) = ug.

The proof of Theorem [[4]is an elementary law of large numbers argument involving the calculation of
two moments. Since it is much easier than that of [5], we omit it here and refer the reader to that paper.

1.1 Main result
Our object of study in this paper is the fluctuation process YV = (YV);>¢ defined by
VN,0) = NV2(EN6) ~ (XY, 6)) 120, 0 € I3(D), (1)

where (X}, ¢) := & Z{i: poc@y @(X;(t)) is the integral of an observable (or test function) ¢ with respect

to the measure XY. Even in this simple setting, answers to the following natural questions are non-trivial.

I By [B], u has the probabilistic representation E? [uo(Xt ) exp ( fO q(t —s,Xs) dLS>] where L; is the boundary local
time of X.



(i) What is the state space for Y/¥? This space should posses a topology which allows us to make sense
of convergence of YV, if it does converge. Observe that although YV acts on L?(D) linearly, it is
not a bounded operator in general.

(ii) Does YV converge? If so, what can we say about its limit?

The answer for question (i) is given by Lemma 1l Tt says that the process (V}¥):>o has sample paths
in D([0,00),H_q) for a > 0 large enough, where H_,, is a Hilbert space of distributions that strictly
contains L?(D, p(z)dx). See subsection for the precise construction of H_,,, which can be identified
with the dual of the Sobolev space W/22(D) of fractional order.

The answer for question (ii) is given by Theorem [[5 the main result of this paper. Theorem
contains 2 parts: the convergence result and the properties of the limit. The limit is shown to be
decomposable into an independent sum of a “transportation part” and a “white noise part” (see (1)
below). The ‘transportation part’ is governed by the evolution operators {Qs;}s<: generated on C(D)
by the backward PDE % = —Av on (0,t) x D with Robin boundary condition % =qv/pon (0,t) x dD.
More precisely, for 0 < s <t and ¢ € L?(D), we define

Quiot) = Bfotx e (- [ atrxan, )| x. =]
- E {gb(xts) exp <— /Ot_s a(s + 7, X,) dLT) ’XO - x} . (1.5)

Define

U, (@) == 1(Qs,t9) (1.6)
for a > 0, u € H_o and ¢ € L?(D) whenever it is well deﬁned (i.e. Qs.t0 € Ho); see Theorem [[H and
Remarkm For simplicity, denote by (¢, 1), := = [0 ) p(z)dx the inner product of L(D, p(z)dz).

We can now formulate our main result.

Theorem 1.5. (Functional Central Limit Theorem) Suppose that Assumptions [Tl and 2 hold
and that the initial positions of particles are i.i.d with distribution uo(x)p(x) dz, where ug € C(D). Then
for any a > d+2 and T > 0, YN converges to Y in distribution as N — oo in the Skorokhod space
D([0, T],H_q), where Y is the generalized Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process taking values in D([0, T|, H_q)
given by

t
c
Ve=U,0Mo +/ Uy,s) dMs. (1.7)
0
In the above, M is a (unique in distribution) continuous, ft—adapted, square integrable, H_,-valued
Gaussian martingale with independent increments and covariance functional characterized by

E| (M 0] = /0 t (<aV¢-V¢, u(s)), + ¢2<z>u<s,z)q(m)p(z)do(z)) ds, ¢E€Ha,  (18)

oD
defined on a complete probability space with right continuous filtration (Q, F, Fi, }?’), where the function
u(s,x) is given by Theorem [} Yo is the centered Gaussian random variable with covariance

EVo(0)Vo()] = (¢, wo), — (&, u0), (,u0),  for ¢,¢) € Ha,

defined on the same probability space as M and is independent of M. Moreover, Y is a continuous
Gaussian Markov process which is unique in distribution, and Y has a version in C7(]0,00), H_o) (i-e.
Hélder continuous with exponent ) for any v € (0,1/2).

Remark 1.6. (i) In (7)), fg U,s) dM; is the stochastic integral with respect to the Hilbert space val-
ued martingale M (cf. [22]). In the Appendix, we prove that it is well-defined. For the convenience
of the reader, we also stated the precise definition of Hilbert space valued continuous Gaussian
processes with independent increment. The ex1stence and uniqueness of M is given in Theorem
Furthermore, for o > d + 2, both U 0))o and fo Us,s) dM live in H_, (i.e. they extend to
be continuous functionals on H,,).



(ii) Roughly speaking, ) solves the following stochastic evolution equation (called the Langevin equa-
tion) in the weak sense:

ay, = ATy, dt + dM,, Yo = W, (1.9)

where A§*“) is the generator of {U; 4)}+>s in the Hilbert space H_.

(ifi) Define a bilinear forms £ on L2(D, p(z)dz) N L2(0D, do) by

EWD (¢,0) = (aVe - Vi, u(s)), + . pu(s)q(s) pdo (1.10)

and £ (¢) = el (¢, ¢) for s > 0. Now (L) reads as E[(M;, $)*] = fg gl (¢) ds. As an immediate
application of (1), for all fixed ¢ € H, with « > d + 2, we have

Vi(0) £ Vo(Qord) + /0 VED(Quid)dB®  in D(0, T],R), (1.11)

where B(®) is a standard Brownian motion independent of }j. Therefore, we can simulate the
evolution (in time ¢) of the fluctuations of the particle density with respect to an observable ¢ by
running a Brownian motion.

(iv) When D is a cube (such as when d = 1), Theorem [[.5 holds with & > d/2+ 2 in place of & > d+ 2,
since we have a stronger unform upper bound for eigenfunctions, namely sup, ||¢¢|| < C(d, D). O

Remark 1.7. (i) When ¢ = 0, Theorem in particular gives the fluctuation result for independent
reflecting Brownian motions in bounded Lipschitz domains.

(ii) (Killing by local time) Clearly, the measure gy (¢, z) dx converges weakly to ¢(t, z)do(x) as N — oo,
where o denotes the surface measure on dD. The positive additive continuous functional (see the
Appendix of [6]) of X; having Revuz measure ¢(t, x)do(z) is 2 fg q(s, Xi(s))dLgi), where Lgi) is the
boundary local time of X;. Hence it is natural to ask: what if the processes {X;};>1 are killed by
2 fg q(s, Xi(s))dLgi) (which no longer depends on N) rather than by a potential function gy on the
strip D®¥? Tt turns out that, with little extra effort, one can show that Theorem [[.4 and Theorem
both remain valid if we replace the definition of Ci(N) in (3] by

t
(N =¢ = inf{t >0: 2/ q(s, X;(s))dLY > Rl}. (1.12)

0
See subsection [5.4] for details. O

One of the earliest rigorous results about fluctuation limit was proven by Itd [I5] [16], who considered
a system of independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) Brownian motions in R¢ and showed that
the limit is a S’-valued Gaussian process solving a Langevin equation, where &’ is the Schwartz space of
tempered distributions. Fluctuation limits for stochastic particle systems in domains are very limited.
Sznitman [27] studied the fluctuations of a conservative system of diffusions with normal reflected bound-
ary conditions on smooth domains. Fluctuations of the reaction-diffusion systems on the cube [0, 1]¢ with
linear or quadratic reaction terms were studied in [2], @] 19, 20]. These fluctuation results are valid only
for dimension d < 3.

1.2 Outline of proof

We prove Theorem through the following six steps.



Step 1: YV satisfies the following stochastic integral equation
t
VN = Uf\;o)yév —I—/O Uf\tfys) dMY as.,

where Uf\t] 5) is an evolution system approximating U, s); see Theorem A3l

Step 2 MY %5 M in D([0,T], H—a); see Theorem A0
Step 3: YV is tight in D([0,7],H_q); see Theorem .71

Step 4: U V¥ -5 U020 in D([0,T),H_q); see Theorem I8

Step 5: fot Ué\t],s) dMN £, fg U,5) dM, in D([0,T], H_q); see Theorem EIl

Step 6: All the stated properties for the fluctuation limit hold; see Theorem .11l

The main difficulty is in establishing the convergence in Step 5. Note that ¢ — fot Ug,s) dM; is not a
martingale. The standard method based on Kotelenez’s submartingale inequality [18] does not seem to
work. This is because in our case Uy 4) is not exponentially bounded; that is, there is no 8 > 0 so that
the operator norm [|U )| < ePt=9) for t > s (see [18]). In fact, we suspect it is not even a bounded
operator on H_,, due to the singular interaction near the boundary. To overcome this difficulty, we need
first to make sense of the expression fot U;,s) dMs, which is done in Section 4, the Appendix of this paper.
Our approach is then based on suitably extending the functional analytic framework of [I9] and a direct
analysis that uses heat kernel estimates and Dirichlet Form method.

2 Functional analytic framework

Our method to study the fluctuation is functional analytic, with the mathematical framework being the
calculus of evolution equations on Hilbert spaces (see, for example, [8, 12, [I4]). As remarked in [19],
this approach yields a useful representation of the limiting process (the generalized Ornstein-Uhlenbeck
process) as the mild solution of a stochastic partial differential equation (SPDE), which yields uniqueness
and Gaussian property for free. It also tells us the smallest Hilbert space in which the generalized
Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process lives.

Conventions and notations:

In this paper, we use := as a way of definition. For a,b € R, a Vb := max{a, b} and a Ab := min{a, b}.
We use abbreviation r.c.l.l. for right continuous having left limits, and || - || to denote the supremum norm
in D. Even though the constants appearing in the article may depend on a or p given in Assumption [T}
we will not mention this dependence explicitly. For example, we use C(d, D) to denote a constant which
depends only on d and D (and possibly on a or p). The exact value of the constant may vary from line
to line.

2.1 Neumann heat kernel

It is well known (cf. [T, [13] and the references therein) that, on a bounded Lipschitz domain D, an (A, p)-
reflected diffusion X has a jointly locally Hélder continuous transition density p(t, z,y) with respect to
the symmetrizing measure p(x)dz on (0,00) x D x D. Moreover, the following Aronson type Gaussian

estimates hold: | 2 | 2
1 —coly — - i
< < - ’
T exp ( r > <p(t,z,y) < Jaj2 P ( ol (2.1)

for every (t,z,y) € (0,T] x D x D, where ¢; = ¢;(d, D, T) and ¢ = co(d, D, T) are positive constants.



Using (ZI)) and the Lipschitz assumption for D, we can check that

1 C
sup sup — p(t,z,y)dy < — for ¢t € (0,7, (2.2)
e€(0,e0) zeD € e t1/2

»€0) x€D

where g9 = £¢(D) > 0 and C = C(d, D,T) > 0. In particular, we can let ¢ — 0 in (Z2)) to obtain, via
B.1),

C
SUB/ p(t, z,y) do(y) < a7 for t € (0,T). (2.3)
zeDJOD

2.2 Hilbert space H,

Recall that A = ﬁ V - (paV) denotes the L%(D, p(z)dxz)-generator for an (a, p)-reflected diffusion.
Clearly, A is a self-adjoint, non-positive operator on L?(D, p(x)dz). Together with the fact that D is
bounded, we see that A has a discrete spectrum in Hg. Let ¢y be a complete orthonormal system (CONS)
of eigenvectors of A in Hg with eigenvalues —Ag, where 0 < A\; < Ag < A3 < ---. Note that the linear

span of {¢x} is dense in L?(D; pdx). We define, for a € (—o0, 00),
Mo := the closure of the linear span of {¢;} with respect to the inner product (, ), (2.4)

where (¢, ), = ((I — A)*®, ¢),. Here I is the identity operator on Ho = L?(D; pdz) and (I — A)® is
the a-th power (defined through spectral representation) of the positive self-adjoint operator I — A. In
particular, (, ), = (, >p by definition.

Note that (Ha, (, ),) is a real separable Hilbert space and that Hg C H, when > a. Moreover, H,
and H_, are dual to each other. Equip ® := Ny>0Ho with the locally convex topology defined by the
set of norms {|p|s = (g, g0>;/2 : p € P, aec0,00)}. Let ® be the strong dual of . Identifying H
with its dual #{,, we obtain the chain of dense continuous inclusions

S CHo CHo=HyCH_o CP, a€cl0,00). (2.5)

Moreover, for § € R, we have

WP = (1+ M\,)"?/2 ¢y, is a CONS for Hp. (2.6)
Hence, (6,45 = Spsy (0, hy 7 ) (@, b)) for ¢, ¥ € My and
Hg:{uefb/: Z(u,hgfﬂ)y <oo}, (2.7)
k>1

where (, ) denotes the dual paring extending (, ).
Remark 2.1. When a > 0, H, can be identified with the fractional Sobolev space W*/22(D) on D.
This is because for a > 0, Ho = (I — A)~*/2L?(D, pdzx). Since D is a bounded Lipschitz domain, it
is known that H, = W/22(D) when o = 1 (see [3]) and hence for every integer a > 1. It follows by
interpolation that H, = W/22(D) for every a > 0. When a < 0, H,, can be identified as the dual space
of H_,. O

2.3 Weyl’s law and eigenfunction estimates

For a general bounded Lipschitz domain D C R%, the Weyl’s asymptotic law for the Neumann eigenvalues
holds (see [23]). That is, the number of eigenvalues (counting their multiplicities) less than or equal to
x, denoted by #{k : \; <z}, satisfies
k: A<
lim 7“ kS T =

T—00 2rd/2

C  for some constant C' = C'(d, D) > 0. (2.8)



Lemma 2.2. There exists C = C(d, D) > 0 such that for all integers k > 1 we have

lowll < CAY* and 2 do < C (A +1). (2.9)
oD

Proof By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality, Chapman Kolmogorov equation and then the Gaussian upper
bound, we have

loe(@)] = eM|Pigr(x)| < bl L2 VP2t 7, 3)
eAkt C(daD)
td/4

IN

for ¢ S 1/A1

Taking t = 1/ yields the first inequality in ([29).

Recall that the Dirichlet form (€, Dom(€)) (in L?(D, p(z)dz)) for the (A, p)-reflected diffusion X is
regular (since D has Lipschitz boundary (cf. [I])) and that the surface measure o is smooth. Hence by
Theorem 2.1 of [26], we have the following generalized trace theorem:

/BD f(2)? o(dz) < [|Gpo (5(f, f)+B/Df2(x) dw) (2.10)

for any f € Dom(£) and B > 0, where Ggo(z) := [;° [, e P'p(t, z,y) o(dy)dt. Note that ||Ggol| < oo
by [23) and the fact that p(t,z,y) converges to 1/ [, p(x)dz as t — oo uniformly for (z,y) € D x D
exponentially fast (by eigenfunction expansion). Hence, taking 8 = 1, we obtain the second inequality in

@9). O

3 Preliminaries

3.1 Minkowski content for 0D

By the same proof of [B, Lemma 7.1], we obtain the following result.

Lemma 3.1. Let D C R? be a bounded Lipschitz domain and k € N. If F C C(Ek) s an equi-continuous
and uniformly bounded family of functions, then

. 1
hrn—/ flz1,- - ,zk)dzl-~-dzk:/ f(z1, -+, 2k)o(dz1) - o(dz1)
(De=)k (6D)*

e—0 5k

uniformly for f € F, where D¢ :={x € D : dist(x, dD) < e} is the e-neighborhood of D in D and o is
the surface measure on 0D.

By a simple modification of the same proof, we can strengthen the above lemma as follows.

Lemma 3.2. Let D C RY be a bounded Lipschitz domain, I be a H%'-rectifiable closed subset of 0D
and k € N. If F C B(D¥) is an equi-continuous and uniformly bounded family of functions on an open
neighborhood of I*, then

lim —/ fGzi, zi)dzy - dzg = f(z1, -+, 2k)0(dz1) - - - o(dz1)
(Is)k Ik

uniformly for f € F, where I¢ :={x € D : dist(x, I) < €} is the e-neighborhood of I in D.

The following is about a convergence result uniform in the shrinking rate of § = dy. It is used to
guarantee that dy can be any sequence (which converges to zero) in the proof of Lemma 10



Lemma 3.3. Suppose {X{'} i>u0(3:)p(33) dx in My (D) as N — oo, whereug € C(D). Let {on(r) : 7>
0, N € N} be a family of non-negative continuous functions on D such that supy sup,>g [[¢n(r)| < oc.
For any oy — 0, T > 0 and p > 1, we have

lim E

N—o00

( sup }‘/Ot <90N(T)6J?[11D5N7 %7]"V> - <90N(7‘)5;711D5N7 U(T)>p dr‘)p] =Y (3'1)

t€[0,T]
where 1 sy is the indicator function on DN .

Proof Let Hy(t) := fot (pN ()" 1 pon, XN)dr and Gy (t) := fot (oN(r)on" 1 pon s u(r)), dr. It can be
shown, by a standard argument and using Lemma [3.]] that for any T > 0,

Hy(t) — Gy(t) -5 0 in C([0,T],R).
In particular, by the metric of C([0,7T],R) and the deterministic nature of the limit, we have

sup |Hn(t) — Gn(t)] = 0 Dboth in law and in probability.
te[0,T]

On other hand, since Hy(t) and Gy (¢) are increasing, we have

< limsup 2° (E [HY(T)] + Gﬁ’V(T)).

N —oc0

limsup E l( sup [Hn(t) — GN(t)|)p
N—oco te[0,T)

Furthermore, we can check that limsupy_, ., E[H} (T) + G (T)] < oo. Denote by P(D) the collection
of sub-probability measures on D. Comparing with the process without killing (i.e. replacing the sub-

processes Zl-(N) by the reflected diffusions X; in the definition of XV), we have by (2.2
t t
sup_ B, [Hy(0)] < low || swp B, [ Lo Ca(r)dr = llowllswp [ [ plroy)dydr < €72,
HEP(D) z€D 0 zeDJ0 JDON

where C is a positive constant independent of N and t. Let f(r) := (05'1psy, XN). Then for any
positive integer k, by Fubinni’s theorem and the Markov property, we have for any initial distribution pu
of X%,

E,[HN(T)) = k!E/ F(r)f(re) ... f(re)dridry - - - dre < k! (CLTY?)E,

0<r1 <ra<---<rp <T
It in particular implies that, under the assumption {X{'} i)uo(az)p(az) dz in M, (D),

limsup E[H (T)] < [Juol|[lp]l k! (CLT*/2) .

N—o00

A similar argument yields lim sup y_, . E[G%(T)] < oo for any positive integer k. Hence, by interpolation,
we have limsupy_, . E[H}X(T) + GR,(T)] < oo for all p > 1.

P
The uniform integrability implied by limsupy_, ., E [ (SUPte[O,T] |Hy(t) — Gy (t)|> } < 00, together

with the convergence sup,¢(o 77 [Hn(t) — Gn(t)| — 0 in probability, guarantee (see, e.g. Theorem 5.2 in
[10, Chapter 4]) that the lemma is true. O

3.2 Estimates for evolution semigroups ngt) and Qs

Recall the definition of Q(, ) and Uy 4 in (L5) and (L6, respectively. For any fixed ¢t > 0 and ¢ € C(D),
v(s,z) := Q(s,1y¢(x) is the unique element in C([0,¢] x D) satisfying the integral equation

v(s,x) = P_sip(z) — % /0 B /BD p(0,2,y) q(s+0,y)v(s+ 0,y) p(y) do(y) db; (3.2)



see [5, Proposition 4.1]. We call v the probabilistic solution of the backward equation

v

g——Av on (0,t) x D

ov _qu (3.3)
% on (0,t) x 9D

v(t) = ¢ on D.

Analogous to the definition of Q(, ) and Uy ), we define
t
Qgt (z) = E [¢(Xt) exp (—/ qn (1, X) dr) ‘XS = :v]
t—s
= E [¢(Xt_s) exp (—/ gy (s +1,X,) dr) }XO = x} (3.4)
0

and
Ul o u(0) = n(@QY,0) (3.5)

for > 0, p € H_o and ¢ € L*(D) whenever it is well defined (i.e. QY,¢ € Hqa). Then vn(s, ) :
Qé\g 1 t)¢(x) is the unique element in C([0,t] x D) satisfying the integral equation

1 t—s

un(s,z) = P_sp(x) — 5/ Py(gn(s+0)on(s+0)) (x)do, 0<s<t, (3.6)
0

provided that ¢ € C(D). Here {P;;t > 0} is the transition semigroup of X in L*(D, p(z)dx) (i.e.

P f(x) = E*[f(X,)] = [, f(y)p(t,z,y)p(y) dy). As before, vy is called the probabilistic solution of

the backward equation

_8;]\; = —3Aun +gyvon  on (0,8) x D

s

6;iv =0 on (0,t) x D (3.7)
1%

on(t) =¢ on D

Remark 3.4. It can be shown (cf. [6]), using the Markov property of the reflected diffusion X, that
each Z = Z' (described in Remark [[3) is a time-inhomogeneous Markov process on D U {A(®} with
(QN,)s<t being its transition operator: QY f(x) = E[f(Z;)|Zs = x], with the convention that f(A) = 0.
Besides, (81 is the Kolmogorov’s backward equation for Z and (B4 is the probabilistic representation
of the solution to (B7). O

The following uniform convergence and uniform bound are useful in many places of this paper.

Lemma 3.5. For all ¢ € C(ﬁ) and 0 < s < t, we have
A}im QYN0 = Qsr¢  uniformly on D and (3.8)
—00 ’
Sl]\lzp|Q£,[t (@) V [Qs1p(2)| < Pis|gl(z) < [|@]| for z e D. (3.9)

Proof Estimates (39) follows immediately from ([34]), (ILE) and the non-negativity of ¢. For [B.8]), note
that

Q26(2) — Quid(@)| =

E, [6(Xis) (e 7 mstnxar o 7 atnenxans)] |

]

t—s t—s
< 4| Es U/ qN(s—H“,XT)dT—/ q(s + 1, X,) dL,
0 0

10



= 2|9l / </ / qn (s + 71, 21)qn (8 + 72, 22)p(r1, T, 21)p(re — 71, 21, 22) p(21) p(22) d21 d22
r1=0 Jro=ry D JD
-2 / / an (s + 71, 21)q(s + 12, 22)p(1r1, @, 21)p(r2 — 11, 21, 22) p(21) p(22) d21 do(22)
D Joap
+/ / q(s +r1,21)q(s + r2, 22)p(r1, x, 21)p(ra — r1, 21, 22)p(21) p(22) do(z1) dU(Zz)) dry dra,
ap Jop

which converges to zero uniformly for z € D by Lemma B.11 O

Remark 3.6. While the non-negativity of ¢ easily implies that @ has the contraction property (3.9),
we may lose this property for U because intuitively the killing effect induces a jump in the system and
hence can increase the fluctuation. O

The following gradient convergence is the cornerstone in Step 5 of the proof the main theorem. Its
proof is based on the inequality £(P;f) < (2et)~"[|f[|Z (see the Appendix of [6]).

Lemma 3.7. For any 0 < s <t and ¢ € C(D), we have

Jim &(QY 6= Qo) = 0. (3.10)
where & is the Dirichlet form of the (A, p)-reflected diffusion defined in (LI)) and E(u) := E(u, u).
Proof From ([B.2) and ([B.0), we have
Qlen®(@) — Qs ()
s S/w (0,,)4(5 + 0,)Qs10.0 90V (y) = Palan (s + 0@ 4y9)(a) d0

/ Py ( (5 +0)Q(st0.)00 — qn(s+ 9)Q(s+9,t ¢) (z) do

0

[ m(500) @ .

where h{y" (9) is the signed Borel measure g(s+6, ) Qs+0.06(y) p()o(dy) — an (s+0,1) QN , o » 3(y) p(y)dy
and Pyu(z) == [5p(0,2,y) p(dy) for any measure p on D.

On the other hand, by spectral decomposition, £(P;f) < (2et)~" || f|| (see the Appendix of [6]), where
|l - |, is the L*(D, p(z)dx)-norm. Hence

\/8(Qéi,t>¢<w>—cz<s,t>¢<x>) = \/ TR (h506) (@) db)

< / \/5 h? (0 )))d9
_ /O \/5 139/2139/2 h§3’t>(9)))d9
< /Ot_s\/e—leHPe/g(hﬁ*”(o)) Hid@. (3.11)

We now show that the last quantity in (B.I1]) converges to zero as N — co. Note that for each § € (0, t—s),
the semigroup property yields

HP9/2 (hgi’t)w)) H2 -

p

Pyhle? 0))(x) Rt (0)(dz) -0 as N — o0
[ (i)

11



by Lemma B and the uniform convergence (8:8). By the uniform bounds (Z2]) and B.3), for N large
c@.D) . 4
0

enough which depends only on D (hence independent of #), we have HPghs\?’t)(ﬁ)H < |lqll |®]]

‘Pehg?t) (6) ‘ (D) /w q(s +0,4)Q(s+0.0¢(y) p(y) o(dy) + /D an (54 0,9) Q10,0 0() p(y) dy
C(d, D) |lqll [l

Hence the last quantity in (BI1]) converges to zero as N — oo by the Lebesgue dominated convergence
theorem and the fact that

IN

IPoganl = [ Pon(o) (o) < |[Popl] - |ul(D),
D
where |p| is the total variation measure of the signed measure pu. O
Next, we explore the continuity in time for both ), and Qé\ft

Lemma 3.8. There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for any 0 < s <t <T and k > 1,

sup [[Quror — Qx| < clionll (Ault = 5)+ Cliall (¢ = 5)"/2).
r€l0,s]

where C = C(d, D, T) is the same constant in (Z3). Furthermore, there exists No = No(D) such that for
N > Ny, the above inequality holds with {Q .+ i replace of {Qs}.

Proof The proof will follow from a Grownwall type argument and the evolution property of the operators
{Qs,)}s<t- By B.2), for any 0 <r < s <t and k, we have

Q(ry 01 () — Qr,5) Pk ()|
e Mgy (@) — e M gy ()|

1 t—r
+§’ /S_T /6D p(0,2,9)a(r +0,y)Q+o.00x(y) p(y) o (y) dﬁ‘
1 S—r
"’5’ / / p(0,2,9)a(r +0,9) (Qurio.00k — Qurro.5)0r) (y) ply) do(y) db)|.
0 oD

Now we fix k, fix 0 < s < t and define f(r) := HQ(T Pk — Qr, S)qﬁkH for r € [0,s]. Then the above
estimate, together with [23]) and B3, 1mphes that

f<r>SA+B/(JST7f<%9>

where A = A || ox|(t = 5) + [lg|| C(d, D, T)||¢x[|(t — $)'/* and B = 3C(d, D, T)]q]|.
Rewriting 312) as f(r) < A+ B fTS % dw and keep iterating yields

df for r €[0,s], (3.12)

S 1 S S 1
f(r) < A+ AB 7+A32/ /
wi=r VW1 —T wi=r Jwy=wy wl_T)('LUQ_wl)
1
—|—AB3 / / / 4+ ...
wi=r Jws=w; Jwz=w2 wl - T)('LUQ - wl)(w3 - w2)
k/2
= A Z BFay ( k/27 where aj, = W by Lemma [5.4] in Appendix
C = k/2
< 3 Z (s—r) for some absolute constant ¢ > 0

12



< cA if |Byvs—r|<1/2

Note that when B > 0, |By/s — r| < 1/2 holds if and only if s — 75z < s < s+ 155. (The case B =0
is trivial since then ¢ = 0.) When 0 < r < s — 1/(4B?), by the evolution property and the contraction

property [3.2)), we have

HQ(T,t)¢k - Q(T,S)(ka = HQ (r,s—1/(4B2)) (Q(Sfl/ (4B2), t)(bk — Q (s—1/(4 B2),s)¢k) ||
HQ (s—1/(4B2), )Pk — Q(s—1/(4B2), (b;gH <cA

IN

The above arguments clearly hold with {QL,} in replace of {Q,}, if we use [2.2) instead of (Z3).
This completes the proof of the lemma. O

The next lemma is a key estimate that we need to establish Theorem Recall from (LI0) that

EWD (¢,0) = (aVe - VY, u(s)), + | ppu(s)q(s) pdo, ED(¢) := ELV (¢, ¢). (3.13)

oD

In view of [B23]), we also define

ESIN(,9) = (aV - Vi + qn (), XY), ELN(9) = ELDN (6, 6). (3.14)

Lemma 3.9. For all integers k> 1 and 0 < s <t < T, we have

IN

[ e @iy dr < ol WV al)? O+ lonl) ¢ - ) (3.15)

/OSﬁQ)(th)m—Qo«,s)m)dr < Clluol v llal)* OF + lleell? + 16xlA%) (¢t = 5),  (3.16)

A

where C = C(d,D,T) > 0 is a constant. Moreover, these two inequalities remain valid if we replace Q.
by Qf«vt and gﬁq) by &EQ)’N at the same time.

Proof For the first inequality, note that
0 < E9(Quyn) < ol (£(@ray0) + (0D al ol 1631). (317)
Moreover, by the integral equation ([32), we have
1 t—r
EQundr) < 2&E(P—ror) +2 5(5 / Py [H(T’t) (9)} (z) d9)
0
t—r
= e 2N +5( / Py [H(T’t)(e)} do), (3.18)
0
where H("%)(6) is the signed Borel measure q(r+6, y)Q 10,10k (y) p(y) o(dy) and Ppp(z) := [5p(t, x,y) u(dy)

for any measure p on D.

By the same argument as that in the proof of Lemma 3.7, we have

5(/0”139[11“”(9)} d9) < (/t \/i HPe/zH“*t)(@)Hz d9)2
< ([ slrool oo}
< ( [ c@.n.) ol o 07 de)
< O, D,T) ol 6] (¢ — )72, (3.19)

13



Now we put (B19) into (BI8) and then put the result into (3I7) to obtain

ED(Quytn) < lluoll (22we 2= 4 €(d, D7) (Ilal* ol (¢ = 1)/ + llall 6311 ) .~ (3.20)

By integration, we obtain

t
| E9@uoonydr < €, D1 uoll (Ix] (¢ = 52 + O -+ 1631 lal ¢~ 5))
which implies (315)).

The second inequality in the lemma can be dealt with in a similar way. More precisely, we have as in

(m)’

o
A

= 8r(q) (Q(r,t)d)k - Q(r,s)¢k)
[|uol| (5(Q(r,t)¢k — Q(r5)%k) + a(3D) [|qll | oIl ||Q ey b1 — Q(T,s)¢k¢”2) (3.21)

IN

and

E(Qr)Px — Q(r,5)Pk)

2
< 2 (e_(t_r)’\’c —e_(s_r)’\’“> E(¢r)
t—r
+28(/ /a (0, 2,9)q(r + 0,4)Q (r+0,1)0x (v) do(y) d6‘)
s—r D
+25( / /8 p(0,2,9)q(r + 0,9) (Qu+0.)8k — Qr0.5)9%) (v) do(y) da)
0 D
< 2 (e*(t*’”))"C — ef(sfr))‘k)2 Ak
DTl foul - 5) (2= - <= )
) q k \/S——T \/m
2
+C(d, D, T) gl ( [ Qo —Q<r+e,s>¢kH> (s =)
rel0,s—
2
< 2 (e_(t_r)k" — e_(s_r))"“) Ak

+C(d, D.T) lall? w2 (¢ — 5) [ ( ) CO2 4 lals -] 322)

1 1
Vs—r Vi-r
In the second last inequality, we have applied the same argument that we used to obtain ([B.19). In the
last inequality, we have used Lemma 3.8

Now we put (3:22)) into (32I)) and then apply Lemma B8 to obtain

/ ED(Qrtybr — Qrs)Pr) dr
0

< luoll ( (1— e Um92)2(1 — e722%) + O (d, D, T) | ql|* | gwe || (t — 5)*/?
2
+C(d, D, T)q|* ( Sl[lp] |Qi+0.00% — Qurro.5)8k])” s%/2
rel0,s
2
+C(d, D, T)|lq|| ( Sl[lp] |Qer+0.60k — Quria,50k||) " s )
rel0,s
< Juoll AR(E = 5)*(1 A 25Ak)
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+0(d,D.7) g [ (Il ¢ — 97772 + (lall* + 1) (R3¢ — 9)° + 1%t~ 5)))
< C@D.T) fuoll (At = 52 + 0l al2AEE - 52 + 10wl gl + lal )t = 5) ).
This implies (3.16]).

Using (22) instead of ([2.3), we sce that the above arguments remain valid if we replace Q. by Q2
and &(q) by &Eq)’N. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

Remark 3.10. From the proof above, there exists Ng = Ny(D) such that, for 0 < r < ¢t < T and
N > Ny, inequalities (3:20) and ([B.22) remain valid if we replace @, by QF, and &l py gLON O

3.3 Martingales

We need the following result from [5, Lemma 6.1]. Note that it holds for every z € D.

Lemma 3.11. Suppose X = {X;,t > 0;P,,x € D} is an (A, p)-reflected diffusion in a bounded Lipschitz
domain D and f is in the domain of the Feller generator DomT!'e"(A). Then we have

M) = F(X2) — F(Xo) - / Af(X,) ds

is a continuous F;* -martingale with quadratic variation (M), = f(f aVf - -Vf(Xs)ds under P* for any
x € D. Moreover, if X; and Xs are independent (A, p)-reflected diffusion in D and M; is the above M
with X replaced by X;, then the cross variation (M, Ma), = 0.

From Lemma [B.I1] we obtain the following key martingales that we need for the study of XV. The
proof is the same as that for [5, Corollary 6.4] so it is omitted here.

Lemma 3.12. Fir any positive integer N. For any ¢ € DomT " (A), we have under P* for any

u € En,
WE = X)) - 0 - [ (Ao-ax()e B ds and (3.23)
NP = (6, X)) - <¢,3€év>2—/0t%<aww, &) +2(6,%.) (A9, xY)
~2gne, XN (0, %) + 1w XNy s (3.24)

are ]-'th -martingales under P* for any p € En. Moreover, Mf’ has predictable quadratic variation
1 t
(M?), = N/ (aV¢ - Vo +qn(s)¢®, XL ds. (3.25)
0
From ([323), (Z2) and Lemma B, we have for all T > 0,

BH(MP)) < < (80161 + A0 ) + 624l C(d, D, T)i?) forte (0,7 (3.26)

4 Non-equilibrium fluctuations

In this section, we present the proof of Theorem [[.5] the main result of this paper. Throughout this
section, Assumptions [[.1] and (Killing potential) are in force. The initial distributions of the particles
are assumed to be i.i.d with distribution ug(z)p(z)dz for some ug € C'(D).
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4.1 Langevin equation

This subsection represents Step 1 towards the proof of Theorem mentioned at the end of the Intro-
duction. Recall that J is the fluctuation process defined by (L4). We first answer question (i) in the
introduction of this paper.

Lemma 4.1. Whenever a > d/2, we have ytN EH_q fort >0 and N > 1.

(N)(

Proof Since our system is an i.i.d. sequence of sub-processes Z; see Remark [[.3]), we easily obtain

B[00, 6] = Var(e(2™)) <E [6(2) (1)*] < (Pid?, o) < luoll (6%, 1). (4.1)

Hence for ao > d/2 and t > 0, by [2.6) and (2.8)),

E[VN2,] ZE [, BE] < ol 321+ M)~ < oo (4.2)

k
Then ygV € H_, as. O

Remark 4.2. The condition o > d/2 in the above lemma is sharp since, in view of @), E [|[VN]3] = oo
when ug =1, ¢ =0 and a < d/2. O

Unlike Uy ), we can check that {Ué\tf s)}tZs is a strongly continuous evolution system on H. with

generator {A() + B§N)}t20, where A u(¢) = p(Agp) and BgN)u(gb) = p(gn(t)p); see [7]. Using the
fact that A¢py = — A P, we have ’A(W)u’i = 1+ )\k)VA%<u,¢k>2, which is finite if and only if (by

Weyl’s law) |u|? 5 is finite. Hence Dom(A™) =M., ,5. Since gy is bounded for each fixed N, we have,
as operators on H.,

Dom(A™) + BM)) = Dom(AM) =5 forall N > 1. (4.3)

Moreover,
’U(t sh ‘ <eltms ﬁN|u|2 for some By > 0. (4.4)

The next result says that )V solves a stochastic evolution equation in H_,,
aY, = (AC) + BMY, dt + dMN, Yo =Y. (4.5)

Theorem 4.3. Suppose a > dV (d/2+ 1). For large enough N, there exists a r.c.l.l. square-integrable
H_o-valued martingale MY = (M}N);>o such that YN satisfies the following two equivalent statements:

(i) (Weak solution) For any ¢ € H_q42 andt > s >0, we have P-a.s.
Vi d) o = D 0) ot / A S BOY. ) dr+ 1Y~ MY 6. (46)
(i) (Evolution solution) Fort > s >0, we have P-a.s.
V=00 VY + / Ul ydMy  inH_q. (4.7)

Moreover, M has bounded jumps and, for every ¢ € Ho, MY ($) is a real-valued square-integrable
martingale with M (¢) — MY (¢) = (XN — XN, ¢) and predictable quadratic variation

(AN (), = / (V- Vo + an(s)é?, XV} ds. (4.8)
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Remark 4.4. Here [; Ué\tf 5 AM N is the stochastic integral of the operator-valued function s Uf\t’ s)
with respect to M*” on [0,#]. Its construction and its basic properties can be found in the monograph [22]
of M. Metivier and J. Pellaumail (See also the book by P. Protter [24] for a more recent and comprehensive

treatment for stochastic integration which used the same approach). Be aware that t — fot UN dM N
is not a martingale. However, since M” has a r.c.1.l. version and by (Z4), we have fo Ué\tf 5) dM has a
r.c.l.l. version by the submartingale type inequality of Kotelenez (cf. [1§]). O

Proof (i) and (ii) assert that YV is a weak solution and an evolution solution of (4F), respectively.
Since Dom(A(=®) = H_, o is dense in H_,, these two notion of solutions are equivalent by variation
of constant (see Section 2.1.2 of [12]). So it suffices to prove (i).

By Lemma [B.I2 for every ¢ € DomIe!er (A),
t
000 = O+ [ O, A6 = an(s)9) ds+ ¥ (o) (19)

where M (¢) is a real valued ffN—martingale with quadratic variation given by ()

Note that in view of (2.9, each eigenfunction ¢y, is bounded and continuous on D and hence is in the
Feller generator of A. By Doob’s inequality, [Z.6), (8] and the fact that E(¢, X) < (Ps|¢l, uo), we
have

ZIE [sou% (MN(h(a))) 1

Yy /0 E [<th§f>-Vh,§°‘> + g (s) (h™)?, XY >} ds
k

IN

T
= C(T) Z(l + /\k)a/o (quﬁk -Vor + qN(S)d)i, P5u0>p ds.

k

Recall that [, ¢x(2)? o(dz) < C(d, D)(M\x + 1) by @3). Hence

aup (1Y (1) )

lim sup Z E sup
0,T

N —o00 I

) ol 31+ M)~ (E6r) + C(d, D)all (v +1) )

IN

= C(T) Juo||T Z 1+ 20)7 (M + O, D) gl (v + 1))

(4.10)

< C(@dD,T) Jluoll 1V llal) Y e 1+)\
k

which by (2.8) is finite if and only if & > d/2 4+ 1. Hence for o > d/2 + 1, there is Ny > 1 so that for
every N > Ny,

CN = ZE lsup (MN(h(O‘))> ] < 0. (4.11)

[0,7]

For ¢ € Ha, ¢ = S0, aphl®, where ap = (¢,h\™),. Define MY () = 352, ap M} (b)), which
is well defined in view of (.1I). Moreover, by the Doob’s maximal inequality, M} (¢) is the L? and

uniform limit in ¢ € [0, 7] of >4 _ akMN(h(a)) Hence MM (¢) is a real-valued r.c.l.l. square-integrable
martingale with

E (M7 (9))*] < eny ai = enl|¢lla- (4.12)
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Thus (MY, ¢) :== MY (¢) with ¢ € H, determines a r.c.L.l. square-integrable H_,-valued martingale
MY . On other hand,

2
sup (MY = MY[2, = sup D1+ M) (MY (0n) - MY (60))
t€[0,00) t€[0,00) T
2
= swp D+ M) (2N () - XY (00))
t€[0,00) T

1 —a
< = A el
k
< C/N by 28)), 29) and the assumption « > d.

This in particular implies that M}¥ has bounded jumps.

Finally, since Dom(A(=®)) = H_,,o, @8) follows from @) provided that o > d/2 + 1. This
completes the proof. O

4.2 Convergence of MY and tightness of )V

This subsection represents Step 2 and Step 3 towards the proof of Theorem [[L5l By Prohorov’s theorem,
a sequence of H_,-processes { Ry} is tight in D([0,T], H_4) provided that it satisfies the two conditions
below:

(1) For all ¢ € [0,T] and ¢ > 0, there exists K > 0 such that

lim P (|Ry(t)|”, > K) <eo (4.13)
N —o00

(2) For all g > 0, as § — 0 we have

lim P| sup ’RN(t) —Rn(s)] >e0| —0 (4.14)
N—oo [t—s|<d -«
0<s,i<T

Moreover, [@.I4]) implies that any limit point has its law concentrates on C([0,T],H—_o). The following
“weak tightness criterion” can be easily checked by using ([@I3), (£14), the Chebyshev’s inequality, the
metric of H_,,.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose {Rn; N > 1} is a sequence of H_q-processes for some a € R such that for any
€0 > 0,

lim P sup Z (RN (1), h;ﬂa)>2 >eo| =0 as K — oo. (4.15)
N—o0 te[0,7) TS

Then the tightness of {Rn} in D([0,T], H_q) follows from the tightness of the one-dimensional processes
{(Rn, BV} N1 (for all k € N?).

The following result is Step 2 towards the proof of Theorem

Theorem 4.6. When o > d V (d/2+ 1), the square-integrable martingale M~ in Theorem [].3 converges
to M in distribution in D([0,00), H_q) as N — oo, where M is the (unique in distribution) continuous

H_ o -valued square-integrable Gaussian martingale with independent increments and covariance functional
characterized by (LF).
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Proof We first prove the existence and uniqueness of M. Recall the bilinear forms Et(Q) defined by (LI0).
Fix a > d V (d/2 + 1) and define a self-adjoint operator A(t) on H_, b

(Alt)g", ), = / W9 (J(o%), (™)) ds, (4.16)

where J : H_, — H, denote the Riesz representation, i.e. for ¢* € H_, and ¥ € H,, we have
(o*, ) = (¥, J(¢*)),- Then A(t) is a self-adjoint compact operator on the Hilbert space H_, of finite

trace because
ST AR, h) Z/ ED (R, h*)ds < oo
k

by a calculation similar to (£I0). Moreover, (A(t)¢*, ¢*)_,, is a positive-definite quadratic functional of
@* for every t, and is continuous and increasing in ¢ for every ¢*.

Hence (cf. [15] for a proof using Kolmogorov’s extension theorem) there is a unique (in distribution)
H_,-valued Gaussian process M on some probability space (€2, F, P) with independent increments,
continuous sample paths, and characteristic functional

E exp (i (My, ¢*)_,) =exp <—%<A(t)g0*, ga*>_a). (4.17)

The tightness of {M™} and continuity of any limit are implied by Lemma and ([@I0). Hence we
only need to identify any subsequential limit. Observe that P-a.s. we have

sup | MY (9) — MY(6)] = sup VN[N (0) -

te[0,T7] te[0,T]

1
K@) < 7 lel =0 (4.18)

and that by Theorem [[4] the quadratic variation (@8] of M} (¢) converges to the deterministic quantity
(CX®) in probability for any ¢ > 0. These two observations imply, by a standard functional central
limit theorem for semi-martingales (see, e.g., [21]), that {M¥~(¢)} converges to M(¢) in distribution in
D([0,T],R) for any ¢ € DomT®!e"(A). Finally, since H,, has a countable dense subset in Dom /" (A)
(for example, the linear span of eigenfunctions), and since any subsequential limit of M* is continuous
in ¢, we know that the subsequential limit is indeed M. The proof is now complete. O

Here is Step 3 towards the proof of Theorem

Theorem 4.7. The sequence of processes {YN} is tight in D([0,T), H_o) whenever o > d V (d/2 + 2).
Moreover, any subsequential limit has a continuous version.

Proof We first verify (@I5) for Y. By (&3), we have
T T 2
B[ sup 0, 0)°] < B[990+ [ N adlds+ ([ 0N, av(pe)ds) + sup (1 0)° |
(0,7 0 0 (0,7

Observe that we have treated the second term and the third term (which involve ¢x) in the right hand
side in a different way. This is because fo (VN qn(s))? ds tends to infinity when ¢ and ug are strictly

positive. The first two terms in the right hand side can be estimated using the fact E[(V ,¢>2] <
luol| (¢?, 1) proved in ([@I)). The martingale term can be estimated as in ([@I0). For the third term which

involve gy, using the fact that ( fst f(r)dr)?> =2 f f f(u)f(v)dvdu and ([2:2), we can check that

(/ O, an(r)0) or)

Combining the above calculations, we have

2

E < C(D,T)||¢||* (t —s)*/? for N > No(D). (4.19)

L+ A7 + [[97] + M
(1 + )\k)o‘

sup (YN, b))

(0,77

lim
N—o0
k>K

<o, 1) uoll Y

k>K
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which, by (Z9) and Wey!’s law (28], tends to 0 as K — oo, provided that o > dV (d/2+2). We conclude
by Chebyshev’s inequality that (@I5) for YV (in place of Ry) is satisfied if a > d V (d/2 + 2).

By Lemma 3] it remains to verify that the one-dimensional processes {<yN , O); N > 1} (for all
k € N) are tight. Since E[(VN, ¢)%] < ||uol| (¢2, 1) by @I, it is enough to show that

lim P sup [(YN, o) — (YN, )| >0 | =0 asd—0 (4.20)
N—oo |t—s|<§
0<s,t<T

for any k € N. Note that (£20) together with (@I5) for YV imply that any subsequential limit of
{YN; N > 1} has a continuous version. Since A¢y, is uniformly bounded and MY (¢;) defined by ({@3)
converge in D([0,T],R) as N — oo by Theorem [4.6] it remains to show that

¢
lim P | sup ‘/ (VN gn(r)gr)dr| >0 | =0 asd— 0. (4.21)
N—oo [t—s|<d s

0<s,t<T

For this, note that even though fOT E{qn(s), ySN>2 ds tends to infinity when ¢ and ug are strictly positive,

- (j[t<adv,qN<r>¢>dr)2

This can be checked by using the fact that (fst f(r)dr)? =2 fst f; f(u)f(v) dvdu. Hence we have ([Z21]).
See, for example, Problem 4.11 in Chapter 2 of [17]. O

E < CO(T, D) (t —s)*? for N > Ny(D). (4.22)

4.3 Convergence of transportation part

The goal of this subsection is to prove the following result, which is Step 4 towards the proof of Theorem
Lol

Theorem 4.8. For a > d+ 2, as N — o0
Ul oW U in C([0,T], Ha). (4.23)
Moreover, Uy 0)Yo has a version in C7([0,T], H_o) for any v € (0,1/2).

Proof (i) Continuity of the limit. We first prove that U(. 4)b has a version in C7([0,T], H_,) for
any v € (0,1/2). Precisely, we will show that for & > d+2 and n € N,

E [|U(t70)y0 — Ui i"a] < Clluo|™ ((t=s)2" + ||g|"(t — s)") whenever 0 < s <t <T, (4.24)

where C' = C(n,d, D,T,«) > 0 is a constant independent of s and ¢. By Kolmogorov continuity criteria,
(#24) implies the desired Holder continuity.

From Lemma 3.8 we have

A

E [<U(t,0)y0 —~UioVo, 81)°| < uopll ( (Qo.eon — Q(O,s)¢k)2a 1)
< luoll C(d, D, T) || ¢ell* (Nilt —5)* + [lgl* (t — s)) -

Using the Gaussian property of (U, 0yJ0—U 5,0V, ¢), the above inequality and the simple fact (a+b)" <
2"(a™ 4 b™), we have

E [<U(t,0)y0 ~ U, ¢x)™"| = (20— 1)1 (E [(U(t,o)yo — U500, ¢>2Dn
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< (20— D2V C(d, D, T) uoll™ lnl" (AZ(t = 82" + gl (¢ = 5)") -

Therefore, using Holder inequality (3, a;b;)™ < (3, a?/(nfl))"_l(zi b) for non-negative numbers a;
and b;, we have for any 3 € (0, o],

E[|U0 - U3

= E (Z(l + X)) " (U — Usdh, ¢k>2)n]

k

n—1
— fn —(a—p)n n
< (Z(1+)\k) ) (Z(1+)\k) (=) E[<Uty0—Usy0, or)? D
k k
n—1
< C(n,d,D,T) |luo|™ <Z )
k )\k)n 1
2n H¢k||2n )\271 2n _ n ||¢/€||2n
( Zk:l+/\ w o+ lal Zk:l+)‘k ]
From (2.9), it follows that (@25) holds true once we choose 8 € (d(ggl), a—5—2— —) This choice

of 8 is possible if and only if & > d 4 2. Hence the proof of @24 is complete.
(ii) Tightness. Next, we show that {Ué\io)y@’\]} is tight in C([0,T],H_a). Let ¢ = Qf ;0 — QY ok
and {z;}¥, be i.i.d. with distribution ug(z)p(x)dz. Then

E[(UY o = U 8, 61| =E [0, 0]

1 N

4
= N2E[ (N Z (1/)(:1:1) — ;W,)) } (where py := (¢, uo), is the mean of each term)

= B - )] + (Bl - m)?)

C(d, D, T) lluopl? e ]|* (XE(t = 5)* + llal|* (t = 5)?)  (by Lemma B).

IN

Using Holder inequality (3, a;ibi)™ < (3, a?/(n 2 )"‘1(Zi b?) as in step (i) above (with n = 2 here), we
obtain .
sup B [JU 247 = U o) 0|1 ] < ClluolP (6= )" + lale = o) (1.25)

whenever 0 < s < ¢ < T and a > d + 2, where C' = C(«,d, D,T) > 0. Inequality (£25) implies the
tightness we need, in view of the Kolmogorov-Centov tightness criteria (see [11, Theorem 3.8.8]).

(iii) Convergence of finite dimensional distributions. To finish the proof of Theorem [£8] it
remains to show that for any n € Nand 0 <t; <--- <t, < 0o, we have

L . n
(Ué\tll,o)y(])vv -, UL 0V ) — (U, 0Yos -+, U, .00d0)  in (H_a) (4.26)

as N — oo.
For this, it suffices to show that for any 1, --- ,1, € C C C(D),

(<Ué\tfl)0)y(])\[7 1/)1>5 ) <Ué\tln)0)y(1)\[7 1/)n>) i> (<U(t1,0)y07 1/)1>7 Tty <U(tn,0)y07 1/}n>) in Rna (427)

where C denotes the linear span of the eigenfunctions {¢y}. This is because C is dense in H, and the
Borel o-field in (H_,)™ is generated by the finite dimensional sets.
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We first prove ([£27)) when n = 1. For notational simplicity, write ¢ and v for ¢; and ;. Note that
{(Ué\t] O)y()N, ¢>} is tight in R since by (39,

supE [(UN D', )°] = sup ((Q6w)”, o) — (@31, w0)” < [luoll sup {(Qfw)”, 1) < oo

Suppose Z is a subsequential limit of (U (t O)yo , ). We claim that zZE (U000, ). This is due

to the following two facts: (VY, Qo) — (Yo, Qo) (by the standard central limit theorem) and
limy o B[V, Q) — (V7. Qoutp)| = 0, which follows from

E [‘O)éva Qé\ftw - <y(1)v7 QO,H@H = <(Qé\,[t¢ - Qo,t¢)27 U0> - <Q(]3\,]t¢ - Qo,t%/% U0>2
< luoll (@) — Qoatp)?, 1) = 0 by B).

In fact, the second fact implies that <y5V/, Q{)V; ) — <yg)V', Qo,1¥) — 0 a.s. along some subsequence N,

and so by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, EF (Y, Qé\f; N —EF(Y, Qo)) — 0 for
any bounded continuous function F.

The proof of (27 for general n € N is the same as that for n = 1, using the standard multidimensional
central limit theorem. So we get the desired (£.26).

The proof of Theorem [£.§ is now complete. O

4.4 Convergence of stochastic integrals

Our goal in this subsection is to prove the following result, which corresponds to Step 5 towards the proof
of Theorem

Theorem 4.9. Fora>d+2 andT >0, as N — o0
/ U dMN—>/ U,y dMs in D([0,T], H_q). (4.28)

Moreover, fot Us,5)dM; has a version in C7([0,T], H_o) for any v € (0,1/2).

First, we need the following lemma which is the key for establishing finite dimensional convergence.
Lemma B9 also plays a crucial role in the proof of Theorem Recall from [BI3) and BI4) that

Vo) = @V Vo u),+ [ ovulals)pdn E96) = &0 (6.6), and
ENN(,0) = (aVe- Vi +an(s)gu, X, s‘“*N(aﬁ) = €N (9,9).
Lemma 4.10. For 0<a<b<T,i=+/—1 and ¢ € C(D), as N — oo, we have

{exp / U(Ts dM¥, ¢>)
exp / £LD(Q (s T)¢)ds> = [exp (i</ab U(p,5)dMs, ¢>>}

Proof (i) Fix T >0 and ¢ € H,. Then

A ] converges in L*(P) to

t
N </0 Uf\:’p)s)dMsN, ¢) is a martingale for ¢ € [0, T7.
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Let AK, := K, — K,_ denote the jump of K at time r. Then by [@I8)) and B3],

sup]|AK|< sup]llQ r9l/VN < ||| /VN. (4.29)

rel0,T s€[0,T

Moreover, by Theorem 3] the dual predictable projection (K) of the quadratic variation [K] of K is
t
(K), = /0 DN QN d)ds  forte[0,T], (4.30)

By a similar argument as that for Hy(¢) in the proof of Lemma B3] (using an inequality in Remark B10),
we have limsupy_, o E[(K);] < oo for every integer k > 1. Observe that J; := [K]; — (K), is a purely

discontinuous martingale with jumps AJ; := J; — J;— = (AK;)2. Tt follows from (29) that

< |loI?N"'E[K]r = [|]*N " E(K) .
0<s<T

<|gII’N'E [ > (AK.L)?

EJf] =E| > (AJ,)°
0<s<T
Hence
E[[K}] = E[(K)p + Jr)?] < 2B [(K)} + J3] < 2B(K)p +206|PN " E(K), (431)
which is uniformly bounded in N, by Lemma
Let f(r) := €™, g(r) := &EQ)(QT,T@, and gn(r) := E(Q)’N(QN ) Fix a € [0, T] and set hn(t) :=

E[f(Kt — Ka)|]-"év} and h(t) := exp ( — %fig(r)dr) Note that h(t) =1— 2 f h(r)g(r)dr. We claim
that .
hy(t)=1- %/ hn(r)g(r)dr +en(t) with sup |en(t)] — 0 in L'(P). (4.32)
a t€la,T)

By Gronwall’s inequality, the above equations yield

)= < (s et s (5 [ atar)

and hence hN( ) — h(t) in L*(P) as N — oo. On other hand since M is Gaussian with independent
increment, <f U,s) dMs, ¢> is Gaus51an with variance f 5 Q(S 1)¢)ds (see subsection in the
Appendix). Thus we have exp( f gla Q(s T gb)ds) =E [exp (z< fa U r,q) dM,, ¢>)} This proves
Lemma [L.T0 once the claim ([@32)) is verified. We now prove (£32)) in the next two steps.

(ii) By Itd’s formula (see, e.g., Theorem 36 in [24) Chapter II)),

ft:1+/f dK+/f” (K],

+ Y (7000~ 106 - 06,088, LKD) )
Hence for t € [a, T, _
E[f(K)|FY] = +]E{ / FUE Hfiv]
& <f J—f’(KP)AKT—%f”( NAK) )’fN

- a—%E[/f r)dr
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where

[ 1) — o] 7] ana

a+

E
@) _ B o 1, N
en (1) E{Z (f(m) FU2) = ) AK, = o " (K )(AK) )\f

We have used (£30) and the fact that f” = —f in the last equality.
Dividing both sides by f(K,), the above calculations give

t (1) (2)
h(t) =1 - 1/+ o (R g (r)dr + % (4.34)

Since |f| =1 and |e" — 1 —ia + a?/2| < |a|?/6, we have by [Z29)

!swséE[ 5 w«wfﬂ e P g Gl

0<r<T 0<r<T

Since E[K]r = fo )]ds — fo s)ds, we get im0 E [supte[aﬂ |g§3) (t)|] =0.

For 55\}), we let (r) == Q)¢ and ¢Yn(r) = Q?LT@ for simplification. Since |f| = 1, triangle

inequality gives

2 sup ‘E%)(t)‘
t€la,T]

T
< IE{/ !(av¢.V¢,u(r)>p_<av¢.v¢,%i\’ﬂd?“fﬂ

B +

T
+E[/ [(aVy - Vip — aVipy - Viby, %f)]dr‘]—‘ﬂ
at+

dr

T
+/\ W2q(ryu(r) pdo — (Ran (1), u(r)),,

+ sup

FN ] ’ (4.35)
tela,T)

U K quN( )s u(r)), — (Wxan(r), 3€£’>) dr

The expectation of the first term on the right hand side of ([@35]) tends to zero by the hydrodynamic
result (Theorem [[4]). The expectation of the second term is at most

T
E/ (|avVey - Vo — aVipy - , XYY dr

+

IN

T
/ (Pr(|aVe - Vi — aVin - Vin|), o), dr
a+

IN

T
ol /+ (|aVep - Vi — aVip - Vi, 1

T
= [luoll /+ <‘3V(¢ —Yn) -V + @ZJN)’, 1>p dr by symmetry of a

IN

T
[leol| / VEW —Yn) E(p +1pn) dr by Cauchy-Schwarz inequality .
a+

This last quantity tends to zero as N — oo by Lemma[3.7land Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem.
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The third term (which is deterministic) on the right hand side of (£35) converges to zero as N — oo
by Lemma B and the uniform convergence (B.8)).

(iii) It remains to show that the forth (and last) term on the right hand side of (Z38]) converges to
zero in L'(PP). This term can be written as

sup {/ f(K._)dHN(r / fK-)dGn(r) ] (4.36)
te(a,T]
where . .
Hx(0) = [ (Whan(), X2y dr and Ga(0) = [ {whan(), (), dn
a+ a+
We have by Lemma
p
lim E ( sup |Hn(t) — GN(t)|) 1 =0 foreveryp>1. (4.37)
N—o0 te[0,T7]

In view of ([@33)) and [#29), it suffice to show ([@386]) converges to zero in L!(P) with f(K;) replaced by
fKG) = 1—|—f0tJr fI(K_)dK, + 1 fOtJr f"(K,_)d[K],. Furthermore, since Hy(t) and Gy (¢) have bounded
variations, by an integration by parts (see, e.g., Corollary 2 in [24] Chapter II]), we have

/f J)dHN(r) = f(K) Hx(t /HN )df(K,) and

/f )dGx(r) = (K Glt) - /+GN<>df<Kr>.

On subtraction, it suffices to show

]E[ sup | F(K,) (HN(t)—GN(t))”]-"éV} and (4.38)
t€la,T]
s [E[ [ (1nte) - Gt s atr, | 72| (4:39

both converge to zero in L!(PP).
Since |f] = 1, |e® — 1 —ia + a?/2| < |a|?/6, we have by {#.29) and (33,

¢l [K]r
6v N

Hence [.38) converges to zero in L!(P) by (@3] and ([£37). Finally, the expectation of ([£39) is at most

sup |(K-)| < sup (1£(Ke)| +17(060n) = FKo)l) < 1+
t€la,T] tela, T

1/2
sup (HN(T)—GN(T))QD (E [[K3])",

t€la,T]

E| sup I(HN(T)—GN(T))I([K]T—[K]a)] < (E

t€la,T]

which goes to 0 as N — oo by ({31l) and ({.37). Hence by ([{.33), supc(q m |5§$)(t)| — 0 in LY(P). We
then conclude from (£34) that [@32) holds. The proof of the lemma is now complete. O

We can now present the proof of Theorem [£.91

Proof of Theorem A9l For notational convenience, set Jy (¢ fo UN dMN and J(¢ fo U,y dM,.

(i) Continuity of the limit. In the Appendix, we checked that J (t) is a well—deﬁned H_o-valued
Gaussian random variable. We now prove that J(-) has a version in C7([0,T], H_,) for any v € (0,1/2).
By Kolmogorov continuity criteria, it suffices to show that for & > d +2 and n € N,

E[ |J(t) — J(s)|*", | <C(t—5)" whenever 0 <s<t<T, (4.40)
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where C' = C(n,d, D, T, ) |lug||*(1 V ||¢|)*" > 0 is a constant.
Note that for ¢ € C(D),

(90 =160, 9= ( [ Ooninte o)+ { [y~ Uiy ant. ),

which, as the sum of two independent centered Gaussian variable, is a centered Gaussian random variable
with variance

t s
VEiow) ;:/ 5T(Q)(Q(r,t)¢k)d7°+/0 ED(Qurydrk — Qrs)Pr) dr
By Lemma 3.9, we have
E[(7(6) = J(s), 9)™"] = @n— 1)1 (Vi(6x)"
< C(n,d, D, T) [Juo|™(1 V [[g])*™ (1 V Xe)*" [|fn[|*" (£ = 5)"

for any 0 < s <t < T and k € N. Applying Holder inequality (3, a;b;)™ < (3, a?/(" 1))" 132, b)), we
have for any 3 € (0, o],

E[|7(t) - J(s)|*%]
E [(Z(l + )" (J(t) = JI(s), ¢k>2> ]

k
n—1
< <Z(1 + )\k)%> <Z(1 + M) TOTINE (I () - I (s), ¢k>2”}>
k k
L\ (5 v w0 e .
< (Srmem) (B ) o
It follows from (2:9) that (Z41]) holds true if we choose 3 € ( n- 1), a—s—2— —) This choice of 3

is possible if and only if a@ > 2 4 d.
(ii) Tightness. We will show that there exists Ng = Ny(D) such that for a > d + 2,

s B [lIn(0) - In(s)|t] < C(t—s)? (4.41)

whenever 0 < s < ¢t < T, where C = C(d, D, T, a, ||ugl|, |lg]]) > 0 is a constant independent of N, s
and t. By the Kolmogorov-Centov tightness criteria (see [I1, Theorem 3.8.8]), (41]) implies tightness of
{In}nz1 in D([0,T], Ha).

Using Holder inequality (>, a;b;)™ < (3, /b )" 132, b%) (with n = 2) and the condition a >

771

d+ 2 as in step (i) above, it suffices to show that
sup E {(JN(t) —JIn(s), o >4} <OV ) orl* (t — s)? (4.42)

N>N,

for any 0 < s <t < T and k € N, where Ny = No(D) and C = C(d, D, T, ||uol|, |lq||)-
We now prove ([@42]) by first writing

t
N N N
I () / U, - U, any) + / Ul dmy.

Fix ¢ and s < t. Observe that

/ U(t r) (s ) M7{V7 ¢7€>
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is a martingale for w € [0, s]. As in (£29), the jump size ATy, := T, — I'yy— satisfies

sup |ATy| < sup [|QYedr — QY oull/VN.

we(0,s] rel0,s]

Moreover, by Theorem [£3] the dual predictable projection (I'") of the quadratic variation [T'] of T is
)y = / 5<q> N(Q )Pk Q(r s)¢k) for w € [0, s],
0

where £ (¢, 1) := (aV-Vp+qn (r)prp, XY and E7Y (¢) := £V (¢, ¢). Therefore, by Burkholder-
Davis-Gundy inequality for discontinuous martingales (see the remark after Theorem 74 in Chapter IV
of [24]), we have E[T'4] < €E[[[']?] for some absolute constant ¢. Hence, argue as in (€31]), and then by
Lemma, and Lemma 3.8 we obtain

E[T] <eE[[I]?]
| el 1QY, 61 — QN or||? Ems})

N

ol (Xt =P+t =9)
N

N
Do
ol
A~
=
—
)

< WE(TY] +C (M2 + lowl® + Allonl?) (¢ = o)

where C = C(D, T, ||luoll, |lg]]) > 0 Estimating E[ <1">§] by the argument we used for HX () in the proof
of Lemma (via an inequality in Remark BI0]), we see that

B ([ 0k, - Uk, v, )|~

is bounded above by the RHS of ([@.42) for N > Ny(D).

Similarly, by consider the martingale
s+w
0, = </ U(y . dMyN, ¢k> w € [0, — s];

and by using Lemma [3.9], we can check that IE{ f UN dMN ¢k>4] = E[(0;-5)*] is bounded above by
the RHS of ({42) for N > Ny(D).

(iii) Convergence of finite dimensional distributions. As in the proof of Theorem [£8 it
suffices to show that as N — oo,

(I (1), 1),y (I (), ) = (T (81), %),y (T(Ea), ) in R" (4.43)
foranyneN,0<t <--- <, <ooand {1/’j}?:1 c C(D).

For n =1, fix t > 0 and ¢ € C(D). Note that 6 foe , S)dMN ¢) is a martingale for 6 € [0, ],

with jumps size at most supyc(o |M9N( t)¢) N (QN 0P < ll#ll/v'N, by B3) and @EIS). Hence
by the functional central limit theorem for real-valued martingales (see [21]),

{ /U(ts N 6): 0e, t]} { / UypodM,, 6); 0 €0, t]} in D(0,4,R)  (4.44)

as N — oo.
For an integer n > 1, [{43) follows from Lemma [£10] and the towering property

EZ = EE[Z|F,,) = EE[E[Z|F, )| Fo ] =+ for0<t; <ty <t3<
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We illustrate this for the case n = 3; the proof for the general case is the same. The Fourier transform
3 3 t1
E[exp (zz ar (T, W)} = E|exp (zz aj</ Ul amY, ¢j>)
k=1 j=1 0
3 to
E [exp (izaj</t Ul dMl, ¢j>)
=2 1

-E[exp (m3< tts Ul dMl, ¢3>) ’}}2}
.

)l

We then apply Lemma [.10] three times successively, starting from the inner most term involving F,.
Hence we have convergence (£.43).

The proof of the lemma is complete. o

4.5 Characterization of )

Let Y be any subsequential limit of Y. By Theorem .7, ) has a continuous version in H_,, for every
a>dV(d/2+2). It follows from Theorems [£.3] L8 and [£.9] that we have

t
Vi £ Upodo + / Uiy dM,, in D([0, T],H_a). (4.45)
0

Theorem 4.11. The limiting process Y is a continuous Gaussian Markov process that is unique in
distribution. Moreover, Y has a version in C7([0,00), H_q) for v € (0,1/2).

Proof Since M is Gaussian, fot U(;,s) dM; is a Gaussian process by the construction of the stochastic

integral. On the other hand, U 0))b is a Gaussian process and is independent of fot U,s) dM; since
M has independent increments. Therefore )y, as the sum of two independent Gaussian processes, is a
Gaussian process.

The Markov property of ) is basically due to the independent increments of the differentials; see
section 5.6 of [24]. For reader’s convenience, we give a proof that ) is a Markov process with respect to
its own filtration FY := oV, : 7 < t) = o((V, ) : 7 < t, ¢ € Ho). We in particular have from (E25)
that for s <t,

t
Vi é U(t,s)ys + / U(t,r) dM, inH_q. (446)

Together with the fact that M has independent increments, we have

Cov((Vs, ), Vi, ¥)) = Cov((Vs, d), (Ue,5) Vs, ¥)) (4.47)

for all s < ¢ and ¢, ¥ € H,. To show that ) is Markov, note that ([£47) together with the fact that
U, Vs € FY yield E[F(W)|FY] = F(Ug,5Ys) for all F € Cy(H_q). Using (@40) and the fact that
U5 Vs € 0(Vs), we obtain E[F():)|Vs] = F(Ug,5Ys) for all F € Cy(H_q). This shows that Y is
Markov.

The Holder continuity of ) follows immediately from Theorem and Theorem O

The proof of Theorem is now complete.

5 Appendix

5.1 Hilbert-Schmidt Operators

Hilbert-Schmidt operators appear naturally in stochastic analysis in infinite dimensions. The main prop-
erties of these operators can be found in standard references (e.g. [12]). We now recall the main definitions.
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Definition 5.1. Let X = (Xy)1>0 be an H_q-valued process defined on a probability space (Q, F, P). We
say X 1is (centered) Gaussian if {Xi(¢) : ¢ € Hq, t € [0,00)} form a (centered) Gaussian system. That
is, (Xt (1), Xi, (¢r)) is a (centered) Gaussian vector in R¥ for any k € N, any {t;}%_, C [0,00)
and any {¢i}f:1 C Ho- We say X is continuous if t — Xy is continuous P-a.s. X is said to be
square-integrable if E[|X;|2,] < oo for all t > 0. Finally, we say X has independent increments

if for any 0 < s <t and ¢ E_Ha, the real random variable X;(¢) — Xs(¢) is independent of the o-field
generated by {X,(¥) : 0<r <s, 9 € Hq}.

Suppose X and Y are real separable Hilbert spaces with inner product (, )y and (, ), (we simply
write (, ) when there is no confusion for which Hilbert space we are considering). The class of bounded
linear operators from X to Y will be denoted by L(X,Y) (L(X) for short when X =Y). It is well known
that A € L(X,Y) is compact (i.e. the range of the unit sphere in X is relatively compact in Y) if and
only if there exist orthonormal systems (ONS for short) {e,} C X, {fn} C Y and a sequence of real
numbers a,, — 0 such that A has the representation

Az = Z an (z, ey) frn, forall z € X. (5.1)

n>1

Definition 5.2. 1. A€ L(X,Y) is said to be Hilbert-Schmidt (denoted by A € L2(X,Y)) if A has
the representation (B.I) with >, -, a? < oco. In this case, the Hilbert-Schmidt norm of A is

defined to be
1/2 1/2

1Az = (D oan | = { D |4eal

n>1 n>1
Note that ||All2 is independent of the choice of the ONS {e,} C X.

2. The Trace of A € L(X) is
Tr(A) := Z (Aey, en)
n>1

Note that Tr(A) is independent of the choice of the ONS {e,} C X.

The following lemma is equivalent to the statement that (®ims, Hg, H~) is an abstract Wiener space
if 8>d/2+ (cf. [25]).

Lemma 5.3. For any (3, v € R with 8 > v+ d/2, the imbedding ®imy, : Hg — H, is Hilbert-Schmidt.

2
Proof We want to show that ), ‘@imb (h,(f )) } < 00. The left hand side equals
¥

>+ Mk)_ﬂ\@c\i =Y (14 x) 7

k k

By Weyl’s formula (28], the latter quantity is finite if and only if
/ (14 2) P22 gz < oo,
1

This is true if and only if § —~ > d/2. O

5.2  [oUgqdM, is well defined

As mentioned earlier, we have to make sure that U, (for s € [0,1]) lies within the class of integrands
with respect to M. We will follow the construction of stochastic integrals with respect to Hilbert space
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valued r.c.l.l. square-integrable martingales in [22]. See [8, [12] [24] for more comprehensive and recent
treatments.

We denote by M2([0,00), H_4) the class of continuous square-integrable H _,-valued martingales with
zero initial value. Fix o > dV (d/2 + 1) and recall from Theorem that M € M?2([0,00), H_q) is
Gaussian, has independent increments and covariance

B (M., 6) (M, )] = / 6@ (g, ) dr, (5.2)

where £\ is the bilinear form on H_, defined in (CI0). We will omit the filtration when there is no
ambiguity. For example, we simply say that M is adapted rather than Fi- adapted since it is defined on
(Q, F, Fi, P). For T € (0, 0], denote by Blo, 1) the o-field of predictable sets on Q x [0, 7). That is, the
smallest o-field making all adapted processes Wlth left continuous paths measurable (c.f. p.156 of [24] or
section 1.7 [22]). When T' = oo, we write ‘B for Py o).

By a direct calculation,
= Z / D () d (53)

is the unique continuous, adapted and increasing real process such that | M, }Q_Q —[[M]]s is a real martingale

(cf. Remark 2.2 in [12]). [[M]] is called the real increasing process associated to M. Besides, the
operators Qs : H_, — H_, (for s > 0) defined by

(@) (g, (@) ()
5511 (hi ’ hj )
S & ()

is called the characteristic operator process associated to M. Clearly, @, is a non-negative operator
on H_, with Tr(A) = 1 where ‘Tt’ means ‘Trace’. As a remark, the operator-valued process ((M)), :=

(@A) BT = (5.4)

fot Qs d[[M]]s (in the sense of Bochner’s integral) is called the operator increasing process associated
to M and plays an analogous role as the quadratic variation of real-valued martingales (see Theorem 2.3
in Chapter 1 of [12] for its basic properties).

Following [22], the class of possible integrands for the stochastic integral with M; as integrator (on
the interval [0, T]) can be defined as follows: On the space of By rj-simple L(H _,)-valued processes, we
define a scalar product

(A.B) = E / Tr(AQ. BY)d[[M]]| . (5.5)

where B* is the adjoint of the operator B. The completion of the o 7)-simple L(H _)-valued processes
with respect to the scalar product in (5.5]), denoted by AQ(H_Q,’I?[QT], M), is the desired class of inte-
grands. It is worth noting that (c.f. p.171 [22]) A*(H_q,Bjo,7), M) contains processes whose values may
be unbounded operators.

By section 1.3 of [12], A*(H_qa,Bjo,77, M) contains the class of all processes (®¢);e(o,) such that

(i) ®; is a linear operator (not necessarily bounded) from /Q:H_, to H_, such that ®;1/Q; €
Lo(H—q) is Hilbert-Schmidt for all ¢ € [0,T] a.s.,

(i) Pe/Qy is ‘B‘QX[O T]—measurable (i.e. predictable), and
(iii) [fo | @4/ Q1|3 d[[M]]: } < oo where || - ||2 is the Hilbert-Schmidt norm.

Now for any ¢ > 0, the deterministic process (U,g))oc(o,¢ lies in the class of integrands with respect
to M. This is because on one hand

”U(t,G)VQGH% = Tr (U(t,e)QOU(*t,e)) the trace of U(tﬁg)QgU(*t)@)
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= Z <U(t,9)Q9U(*t70)(h§q_a))a he) g
k

= Y (QoU o) (h™), Uiy (BT 4

k
Zk 5(5q) (Q(e,t)héa))
3 &0 (h{™)

which is finite provided that wug is not identically zero; and on the other hand, by Lemma [3.9]

. [ [ 1Wenvas ||§duMne]
0
;/0 5§q)(Q(e,t)h;(ca))d9

C(d, 0.7 uol (tZA”'%HH I#7 3 I ) for t € [0.7)

IN

(I+ A (1+ Ag)
< oo fa>dv(d/2+1).
We conclude that for any fixed ¢ > 0, {fos U9y dMa; s € [O,t]} is a continuous, adapted square-
s 2 s a .
U0 dMGL(J =>ulo 89(‘1)(62(970]1,(c )) df. In particular,

putting s = t, we have that fot U(t,0) dMp is a well defined Fi-measurable H _,-valued random variable with

integrable H_,,

finite second moment. Moreover, since M is centered Gaussian with independent increments, fo Utt,0) dMg
is also centered Gaussian.

5.3 An identity

The following equality is used in Lemma

Lemma 5.4.

/s /Sk 1 d 4 7Tk/2 k)2
Sk1 - dSg = =5 57,
0 0 /(s —s2)(s2—s3)- (K — skt1) T (&2)

Proof Denote the integral on the left hand side as Vj. For any a € (0, 00),

/ \/—I‘(l—i-a) o1/2+a
\/a:T I'(3/2+a)

Using this, we can iterate it to obtain V}, = fot cr s*/2 ds, where

VAT +k/2)
m for k > 2.

c1 =2 and cpy1 = ck

5.4 Reflected diffusions killed by local time

Suppose now, instead of being killed by gy, that ZZ-(N) = Z,; is the subprocess of X; killed by 2 fg q(s, Xl-(s))dLgi)
for all N. In Remark [[7(ii), we claimed that Theorem [[.4] and Theorem remain valid. The claim
that Theorem [[.4] remains true is easy to be verified. We now provide some details to support the claim
that Theorem remains valid.

By the same proof of Lemma 312 we have the following:
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Lemma 5.5. Fiz any positive integer N. For any ¢ € DomT!'*" (A), we have under P* for any u € Ey,
¢ N N ! N 1o [ ;
M= xN) - 0x) - [ (o xNyds+ 3 Y [ el zio)elzi)dLi
0 = Jo
s an ]—'th -martingale under P* for any u € En. Moreover, Mf has predictable quadratic variation

t N ot
0%y = 7 | [ avo-vo xNyas 4 N RCEIRG IO

Moreover, (320) still holds for this new martingale.

Starting from the above lemma, we just need slight modifications in the proof of Theorem It is
easier in this case since now we have QY = @Q and UY = U. Note that in the proof of Lemma 10, the
expressions Hy (t) and Gy (t) in (£36) should be replaced by, respectively,

N t t
1 . o
N2 [ @z amd [ [ ) a2 o) dn
N = Jo o Jop
In addition, we should also use the following lemma rather than Lemma
Lemma 5.6. Let {¢(r) : r >0} C C(D) be such that sup,~ ||¢(r)|| < co. For any p > 1, we have

]

N t t
lim E [ < sup] Zl/o o(r, Z8)dL". — /0 - o(r, 2) u(r, 2) p(z) do(z) dr

N—o0 telo,T

The proof of Lemma [5.0] is the same as that of Lemma [3.3
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