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Abstract. Limit theorems are presented for the rescaled occupation
time fluctuation process of a critical finite variance branching particle sys-
tem in R? with symmetric a-stable motion starting off from either a standard
Poisson random field or the equilibrium distribution for critical d = 2« and
large d > 2a dimensions. The limit processes are generalised Wiener pro-
cesses. The obtained convergence is in space-time and finite-dimensional
distributions sense. Under the additional assumption on the branching law
we obtain functional convergence.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The basic object of our investigation is a branching particle system. It consists
of particles evolving independently in R according to a spherically symmetric
a-stable Lévy process (called a standard a-stable process), 0 < a < 2. The sys-
tem starts off at time O from a random point measure M. The lifetime of a particle
is an exponential random variable with parameter V. After that time the particle
splits according to the law determined by a generating function F'. We always as-
sume that the branching is critical, i.e., F'(0) = 1. Each of the new-born particles
undertakes the a-stable movement independently of the others, and so on. The
evolution of the system is described by (and in fact can be identified with) the em-
pirical (measure-valued) process N, where N;(A) denotes the number of particles
in the set A C R at time . We define the rescaled occupation time fluctuation
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process by
1 Tt

(1.1) Xr(t)=—= | (Ns —EN;)ds, t>0,

Fr
where T is a scaling parameter which accelerates time (I' — +o0) and Fr is a
proper deterministic norming. X is a signed-measure-valued process but it is con-
venient to regard it as a process in the tempered distributions space S’(R%). The
objectives are to find suitable Fr such that X1 converges in law as T" — +oo to a
non-trivial limit and to identify this limit. This problem, or its modifications (e.g.
its superprocess or discrete versions), has been studied in several papers ([2], [3],
[11], [12], the list is not complete). The papers [2] and [3] are of special inter-
est since they cope with a discrete space model similar to ours. In particular, the
above papers study the fluctuations of the occupation time at the origin for a critical
branching random walk on the d-dimensional lattice, d > 3, also in the equilibrium
case. The convergence results drawn by our work are analogous to [2], [3].

Typically, the initial configuration M was a Poisson measure, in most cases a
homogeneous one, i.e. with the intensity measure A being the Lebesgue measure,
and the branching law was either binary or of a special form, belonging to the
domain of attraction of a (1 + (3) stable distribution (0 < # < 1). We consider
a general branching law with finite variance and the initial measure M is either
Poisson homogeneous or is the equilibrium measure of the system. In what follows,
we will use superscripts Poiss (e.g., NT%%%) or eq (e.g., X771 to indicate which
model we are dealing with.

It is known [10] that an equilibrium measure M“? of our branching system
exists provided that d > «. In [12] the case of intermediate dimensions o < d <
2 was considered. It was shown that the limits (in the sense of the convergence
in law in C([0, 7], 5'(R%)), 7 > 0) of X£°*** and X7/ are different; they have the
form KA, where K is a constant and € is a real Gaussian process which in the
Poisson case is a sub-fractional Brownian motion, while in the equilibrium case
it is a fractional Brownian motion (see [5] for the definition and properties of the
sub-fractional motion).

This paper may be regarded as an extension of [9]. While both papers consider
the case of critical (d = 2«) and large (d > 2«) dimensions, the presented work
considers more general branching law and also studies an equilibrium-starting sys-
tem. It turns out that now the limits of X ¥°%% and X7 coincide, for d = 2« the
limit is K A@, where ( is the standard Brownian motion, and if d > 2, then the
limit is an S’(IRY)-valued Wiener process. Moreover, these limits are, up to a con-
stant, the same as those obtained in [9] for the Poisson system with binary branch-
ing. The proof method is based on the so-called space-time approach, similar to
that employed in [9], though with some extra technical difficulties. For the sake
of brevity we omit most of the calculations. Terms resulting for an equilibrium-
starting system were generally more cumbersome (especially for the critical di-
mension d = 2a) and required more careful analysis. Examples of such terms are
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given in Section 3.2. The finiteness of integrals was proved by using some deli-
cate estimates employing e.g. Young’s inequality. Additionally, in Section 3.3 we
developed subtle inequalities using e.g. I’Hopital’s rule. The number of terms aris-
ing in the proof of tightness (Section 3.1.3) was also a considerable difficulty (see
Remark 3.1).

2. RESULTS

As mentioned in the Introduction our state space is the space S’(R?) of tem-
pered distributions, dual to the space S(RY) of smooth rapidly decreasing func-
tions. Duality in the appropriate spaces is denoted by (-, -). Three kinds of conver-
gence are used. Firstly, the convergence of finite-dimensional distributions, denoted
by = . For a continuous S’ (R?)-valued process X = (X;);>0 and any 7 > 0 one
can define an S’(R%*!)-valued random variable

2.1 (X,®) = [(X,,®(-,5))ds, & e SR,

o~—

If for any 7 > 0O it follows that X,, — X in distribution, then we say that the
convergence in the space-time sense holds and denote this fact by =;. Finally, we
consider the functional weak convergence denoted by X,, =, X. It holds if for any
T > 0 processes X, = (X”(t))tE[O,T] converge to X = (X(t))te[()ﬂ'] weakly in
C([0,7],8'(RY)). It is known that =; and =y do not imply each other, but either
of them together with tightness implies = (see [4]). Conversely, = . implies both
=; and = .

Consider a branching particle system described in the Introduction. Let us put
(recall that F' is the generating function of the branching law)

2.2) m = F"(1).

We start with the large dimension case.

THEOREM 2.1. Assume that d > 2a and let Fp = T2, Assume that the ini-
tial configuration of the system is given either by a Poisson homogeneous measure
or by the equilibrium measure and let X1 be defined by (1.1), i.e. X7 = X;Oiss
or X7 = Xqu. Then:

() X7 =y Xand X7 =; X as'T — +oo,where X isa centered S'-valued
Gaussian process with the covariance function

Cov (Xerip1)  (Xenoa)) = (s A D) (ﬁ T 2|V”;> e
Rd

where 1,2 € S (Rd).
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(2) If, additionally, the branching law has finite fourth moment, then
Xr=.X as T — +4o0.

For the critical dimension we have the following theorem:

THEOREM 2.2. Assume that d = 2a and let Fp = (T'log T)/?. Assume that
the initial configuration of the system is given either by a Poisson homogeneous
measure or by the equilibrium measure and let X1 be defined by (1.1), i.e. X1 =
XFEeiss or Xp = X7 Then:

(1) X7 =y X and X7 =; X as T — +o00, where

1/2 —1/2
() o (e (9)

and (3 is a standard Brownian motion.
(2) If, additionally, the branching law has finite fourth moment, then

Xr=.X asT — 4oc.

REMARK 2.1. (a) Itisunclear if the assumption of the existence of the fourth
moment is necessary for the functional convergence to hold. One can see that only
the second moment influences the result. In the proof below the assumption is only
used in the proof of tightness of the family X7 (see also Remark 3.1).

(b) The limit process X in Theorem 2.1 is an S’(R%)-valued homogeneous
Wiener process.

3. PROOFS

3.1. General scheme.

3.1.1. Space-time convergence. We present a general scheme which will be
used in the proofs of both theorems. It is similar to the one employed in [12]
and [9]. Many parts of the proofs are the same for N7 (the system starting
from a Poisson field) and N7 (the system starting from the equilibrium distribu-
tion), so we will omit superscripts when a formula holds for both of them. Let X7
be the occupation time fluctuation process defined by (1.1). Firstly we establish the
convergence in the space-time sense. Let us consider X defined according to (2.1)
(T = 1). We will show the convergence of the Laplace transforms

3.1 lim Eexp(— (X7, ®)) = Eexp(—(X, ®)), e S(R™), & >0,

where X is the corresponding limit process. This will imply the weak convergence
of X7 since the limit processes are Gaussian ones (see the detailed explanation
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in [8]). The purpose of the rest of this section is to gather facts used to calculate the
Laplace transforms and to show the convergence (3.1). To make the proof shorter
we will consider ® of the special form:

O(x,t) = p(2)9(t), ¢ € SR, eSRY),p>0,9>0.

We also put

6D er=pe 0= [veds ) =x(5).
T t

We write

(3.3) U(z,t) = p(z)x(t),

(3.4) Up(z,t) = or(@)xr(t);

note that ¥ and W are positive functions. For a generating function I’ we define
(3.5) G(s)=F(1—s)—1+s.
We will need the following properties of G (we omit straightforward proofs):

FacT3.1. 1. G(0)=F(1)—1=0.

2. G'(0) = —F'(1)+1=0.

3. G"(0)=F" (1) < 4o

4. G (v) = (m/2)v? + g (v) v?, where the parameter m is defined by (2.2)
and lim, o g (v) = 0.

5. G"(0) < 400 and GV (0) < 400 if the law determined by F has finite
fourth moment.

Let us recall the classical Young’s inequality

(3.6) 15 glly < 11f1lg, 1gllq,

which holds when 1/p = 1/q1 + 1/q2 — 1, q1,q2 > 1.
Now we introduce an important function used throughout the rest of the paper:

t
(3.7 v\p(:z:,r,t):1—Eexp{—f(Nf,\If(-,r—i-s))ds},
0

where N denotes the empirical measure of the particle system with the initial
condition N§ = d,. The function vy satisfies the equation

t
(3.8) vy (x,r,t) :fﬂ_s[\ll(-,r—i—t—s) (1—Uq,(~,7'+t—s,s))
0

—VG(vy (v +t—s,9))] (z)ds.



240 P. Mitos

The equation can be proved by using the Feynman—Kac formula in the same way
as Lemma 3.4 in [12]. We also define

¢
(3.9) ny (z,7,t) = [TV (-,r+t—s)(z)ds.
0

Since we consider only positive ¥, so (3.7) and (3.8) yield
(3.10) 0 <vr(z,rt) < np(z,r,t),

where, for simplicity of the notation, we write

3.11) vr (z,7,t) = vy, (z,7,1),
(3.12) nr (z,r,t) == ny, (z,7,1),
(3.13) vr (2) == vp (2,0,7T),
(3.14) nr (z) == ng (2,0,7),

when no confusion can arise.

FACT 3.2. It follows that ny (z,T — s,5) — 0 uniformly in x € R%, s €
[0,T],as T — +oc.

The proof is the same as that of Fact 3.7 in [12].
We also introduce a function V7 which is defined by

(3.15) Vr(z,1) =1 — Eexp ((N{, In(1 — vr)))
and fulfills the equation
!

(3.16) Vr (z,0) = Ty (z) =V [ T-sG(Vr (-, 8)) (z) ds.
0

It satisfies (details can be found in [12], Section 3.2.2)
(3.17) 0< Vp(z,l) < Tur(z) forallz € RY 1> 0.

Now we can write the Laplace transforms (see [12], Sections 3.1.2 and 3.2.2 for
calculations)

(3.18) Eexp(—( N%DOiSS, d)) = exp (A(T))
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and
(3.19) Eexp(— (X377, ®)) = exp (A(T) + B(T)),
where
(3.20)
AT) = | }WT (z, T = s)vr (2, T — 5,8) + VG (vp (z,T — s, 5))dsdz,
Rd 0
(3.21) B(T) = V+foo | G(Vr (z,t))dzdt.

0 Rd
We consider the following decomposition of A(T'):
(3.22) A(T) =exp{V (L (T)+ I (T)) + Is(T)},

where

T s
(3.23) nLm=// %(I’EL\IIT(-,T—FU—S) () du)’dads,
0 R 0

3.24)
T s
L(T)= [ [ |G(vr (z,T—s,s)) —%(f’];\ll;p (T +u—s)(z) du)2 dxds,
0 Rd 0
T
(3.25) I(T)=[ [V (2, T —s)vp (z,T — s,s) deds.
0 Rd

m L1 ) ' ;¢ 122
(3.26) L(T) — 22 {{(r/\r)@b(r)q/)(r )drdr 3{1 220 dz,
(3.27) I,(T) — 0,
11 5(2)]2
(3.28) I3(T) — 1 dff(r/\r’)z/)(r)w(r/)drdr/f |<p(zi| dz.
(2m)d ra ]

Using the decomposition (3.22) we obtain the limit of A(7") and, consequently, the
one for the Laplace transform (3.18). This establishes the space-time convergence
of the Poisson-starting system lef"iss considered in (1) of Theorem 2.1. Anal-
ogously, in the critical case (d = 2«), we obtain the corresponding convergence
considered in (1) of Theorem 2.2 once we show

(r Ay () ([ o(w)dz)?

m ) 1
(3.29) L(T) — 50‘1 /
0 Rd

O%»—A
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and
(3.30) Iy(T),I3(T) — 0.

The limits (3.26)—(3.30) will be obtained in Sections 3.2 and 3.3.

Now we proceed to the case of the equilibrium-starting system X7/. In both
Theorems 2.1 and 2.2 the limits are the same as in the XZIFDOiSS case. It follows
immediately from (3.19) that it will be proved when we show

B(T) — 0.

Let us first observe an elementary fact that the uniform convergence Vp(-,-) — 0
as T' — +oo holds. It is a direct consequence of Fact 3.2 and the combination of
inequalities (3.17) and (3.10). This together with Fact 3.1 yields

+oo
(3.31) B(T)<c¢ [ [ (Tinr(x))dedt.
0 Rd

Let us denote the right-hand side of (3.31) by B (7). Now we need to obtain

3.32 lim By(T) =0
(3.32) Fim 1(T) =0,

which is put off to Sections 3.2 and 3.3.

3.1.2. Finite dimensional convergence. A similar method, based on the Laplace
transform, can be applied to prove the finite distributions convergence. Indeed, for
a sequence 0 < t; <ty < ... < t, < 7 and functions 1, s, ..., o, € S(RY),
w; = 0, we write the Laplace transform

n

(3.33) Eexp (Y- (X1 (i), ¢1))-
=1

The main observation is that, formally,
n ~
> (Xr(t), i) = (X1, @)
i=1

if ® =3 ", ;0 (which corresponds to W(z,s) = Y | i(x)Lo,(s), recall
the definition (3.3)).

It turns out that the Laplace transforms (3.18), (3.19) and formulae (3.8),
(3.16) are still valid for ® and W. The proof for the Poisson-starting system is a
simpler version of the one presented below and is left to the reader. We employ an
approximation argument. Consider ®,, — ®, where ®,, € S(R%*1), and addition-

ally assume that the sequence (®,,),, is chosen such that " (x,t) = ftl D" (x, 8)ds

is nondecreasing: ¥" < W™, To keep the proof short we adhere to the following
notation: symbols with (without) the superscript n will denote functions defined
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for ®" and U™ (respectively, ® and ¥) (e.g. v™ := vy~ given by (3.8)). T is fixed,
and hence is omitted where possible.

The first assertion is that V' (z,[) satisfies the equation (3.16). The definition
(3.15) implies that V" (z,l) — V(z,l) (pointwise), which follows immediately
from v"™ — v (left to the reader), the inequality 0 < v < 1 and the dominated
convergence theorem. By assumption ®" € S(R?*1) and V" satisfies the equation
(3.16). Passing to the limit n — 400 and employing the dominated convergence
theorem to the right-hand side of the equation complete the proof.

Now we turn to the Laplace transform (3.19). It is obvious that

lim Eexp(— (X7, ®")) = Eexp(— (X7, ®)).

One can see that formula (3.19) for ® will be justified if only A” — A, B™ — B.
Proving the first one is left to the reader. It is straightforward to check that @™ <
®"*! implies V,, < Vj,41 and that G is nondecreasing. A standard application of
the monotone convergence theorem completes the proof. The finite distributions
convergence is thus established. Indeed, the above argumentation allows the calcu-
lations from Section 3.1.1 to be repeated for & = Z?:l ©;0¢,, which implies the
convergence of the Laplace transform (3.33) and, consequently, the finite dimen-
sional convergence in (1) of Theorems 2.1 and 2.2.

3.1.3. Functional convergence. In this subsection we present a general scheme
of the proof of the functional convergence. The assertion follows immediately from
the part (1) of Theorem 2.1 (Theorem 2.2) if we prove that { X7, T > 2} is tight
in C([0,1],S'(RY)) (with no loss of generality we consider 7 = 1). Generally,
we follow the lines of the proof of tightness in Theorem 2.2 in [9]. However, in
our case new technical difficulties arise because of a more general branching law.
Some estimates are more cumbersome and some extra terms appear. Moreover, we
establish tightness for X7/ which was not investigated in [9]. This requires even
more intricate computations than in the Poisson case. By the Mitoma theorem (see
[13]) it suffices to show tightness of the real processes (X7, ¢) for all p € S(R?).
This can be done by using the following criterion ([1], Theorem 12.3):

(3.34) E((X7(1), ), (X7(5), )" < C(t — 5)2

Let (1,)n be a sequence in S(R), and put x,(u) = ful Yn(s)ds. It is an easy
exercise to show that the sequence (1,,),, can be chosen in such a way that

wnﬁét_ésa

(335) 0 < xn < gy

A detailed construction can be found in [9].
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Let us put ®,, = ¢ ® 1»,,. We have

lim (Xp, ®n) = (Xr(t), ) — (X1 (s), 9);
n—-—+00
thus by Fatou’s lemma and the definition of ,, we will obtain (3.34) if we prove
(C'is a constant independent of n and 7") that

E(X7, ®,)* < Ot — 5)2.

From now on we fix an arbitrary n and define ® := &, and x := x,,. By properties
of the Laplace transform we have

Cl4

E(XT, ¢)>4 - %

Eexp(—0(X7, ®)).
0=0

Hence the proof of tightness will be completed if we show

4

(3.36) 4

0 Eexp(—0(Xr, ®)) < C(t — 5)2.

0=0

The rest of the section is devoted to calculate the fourth derivative of the
Laplace transforms (3.18) and (3.19). Here and subsequently A(6,7") and B(0,T)
will denote (3.20) and (3.21) taken for Uy 7 = 01 @ X7 (@1 and X are defined
in (3.2)), i.e.,

T
A, T)= [ [ Opr(x)xr(T—s)vw, . (x, T—s,s) + VG (vy, (2, T—s,s))dsdz,
Re 0

+oo
BO,T)=V [ [GVa,, (z,t))dzdt.
0 Rd

REMARK 3.1. This is the point where we need the existence of the fourth
moment of the branching law. Note that in the case of the binary branching law
(the model investigated in [9]) the fourth moment is obviously finite. The formu-
lae derived below are consistent, but more complicated than the ones considered
in [9]. This makes the computation here significantly longer and, moreover, some
new technical difficulties arise especially in the case of critical dimensions. New
arguments and estimations were required to cope with them.

A trivial verification shows that A(0,7) = 0, A'(0,7) = 0, B(0,T) = 0,
B'(0,T) = 0. Hence

4
% exp (A(0,T)) = AV(0,T) + A”(0,T)?,
0=0
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d4
6=0

— AY(0,T) + BY(0,T) + (A"(0,T) + B"(0,T))".

Now taking into account (3.36), to prove tightness, it suffices to show that

(3.37) A"(0, T)<C(t-s), B"(0,T)<C(t-s),

(3.38) AV, 7)< C(t—s)?, BY(0,T)<C(t - s)°.

It will be convenient to put

v(0) =v(0) (2, T — u,u) = vy, (2, T — u,u),

<
—~
>
S~—

I

V(0)(z,t) = V\I/G,T(va — u,u),
k=G"(0), 1=a"(0).

Using the properties from Fact 3.1 we obtain

T
A”(0,T) = 2f f(pT(x)XT(T—u) (0 )dl‘dU-i—me f(
0 Rd 0 Rd

T
AV, 7) =4 [ [ pr(z)xr(T —up" (0 )dﬂ:dU+Vlf J (W

0 Rd 0 R4
T T
+6VE [ [ (v'(0))*0"(0)dxdu + 3Vm [ f(
0 R4 0 R

T
+4Vm [ [ ' (0)0"(0)dzdu.
0 Rd

Similarly,

B"(0,T) = me (V'(0))* dsd,
0 Rd

(3.39)

) dzdu

) drdu

) dxdu

BY(0,T) = Vi f f (V'(0))* da:ds—|—6Vk:+foo [ v"(0) (V'(0))? deds

0 Rd
+00 +0o0
+3Vm [ [ (V"(0)) deds +4VI [ [V'(0
0 Rd 0 Rd

W"(0)dxds.
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Derivatives of v(#) and V() at § = 0 are given by

(3.40) V' (0)(x, T — u,u) =

o~—z=

Tu-sler()xr (T = s)l(z)ds,

o"(0) (&, T — ) = —QZm[wc)m(T — W (O)( T — 5,5)](x)ds

—kV [T s[(v/(0)( T — s,5))°] (x)ds

<
o~—=

_ 3mvbfﬂ_s[v'(0)(-,T — 5, s (0)(-,T — s,5)](z)ds,

V'(0)(,5) = T/ (0)(x,0,7),
G4D  V(O)(a.8) = T/ (0)(.0.7) ~ Vin [ Ty ((V/(0) (- ))?) do
0

VY(0)(x,5) =

T (). 0,T) =V [T (3mV/ ) VO, u) (VO 10)° Yo

3.2. Proof of Theorem 2.1. We follow the scheme described in Section 3.1.1
for the large dimensions case. I; does not depend on F’, so (3.26) can be obtained
in the same way as (3.15) in [9].

We will turn now to (3.27) which is a little more intricate. Combining (3.24)
and the decomposition of G from Fact 3.1 we obtain

(3.42) 15(T) = T Iy (T) + I (T),
where
(3.43)
T s
Iy(T)= [ [vr(z,T - s, s)? — ([ 797 (T +u—s)(x) du)2d$ds,
0 Rd 0
T
(3.44) Iy (T) = f f g(vT (z, T — s, s))vT (z,T — s, 3)2 dxds.
0 Rd
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We have the following inequalities (proofs are straightforward and can be found in
[12], Section 3.1.3):

3.45) 0<nr(z,T—s,s)—vr(z,T —s,s)

<O [Tul®7 (T —w)nr (T — uyu) + nr (-, T — u,u)’] (z) du,
0
(3.46) nr (z, T — s,s) +vp (z,T — s,5) < 2np (z,T — s, ).
By (3.43) we have
0< —Ixn(T) <

(nr(z, T —s,s) —vp(z, T —s,8)) (nr(z, T —s,s) +vr(z, T —s,s))dsdz.
R4

Using (3.45), (3.46) and (3.9) we obtain

—In(T) < C(In1(T) + I212(T)),

where
T s
I (T) = { i ({’Ts,u [Or (T —u)nr (T — u,u)] (z) du)
Rd
X (j To—uV7 (-, T — u) (x)du)dzds,

0

T s
Luo(T) = [ [ ([ Toculnr (T — u,0)?) (2) du)

0ORE O

x

One can see that 1517 and Io1o coincide with J; and Jo from [9] (see (3.20) and
(3.21)). Hence by the proof therein we get

To—u¥r (-, T — u) (z)du)dzds.

o—n

lim IQl(T) =0.

——+400

Next we show that I22 — 0. Indeed, applying Facts 3.1 and 3.2 and the inequality
(3.10) we see that for all € > 0 there exists T{y such that for all T" > T,

0 < Ino(T) < el (T),

which clearly implies Io5 — 0.
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Finally we obtain (3.28). I3(T") can be split in the same way as (3.24) in [9].
The only difference is that

u

T
13'(T) = ‘0[ [ er(@)xr(T —u) {ZL—SG(U\PT('7T — 5,5)) (z)dsdzdu,
Ra

but G'(v) is comparable with v2, so the rest of the proof goes along the same lines
(see (3.27) in [9]).

Now we turn to the equilibrium case. As observed before, it suffices to prove
(3.32). Using the Fourier transforms we get

Bi(T)=C [ ’;’a(ﬁT (2))%dz
Rd

It is not hard to see that

CT' 7 |3 (2)]

n < , 0, .
fir ()| < ST Al
Hence we obtain
T2(1—ﬁ/o¢) o 2 1
|B\(T)| < C——; P dz.
FZ2 o 12> ]2)%8

We take 3 such that %Oz < Bbut o+ 20 < d (it can be done because 2a < d). The
first condition gives us

T72(1=3/a)
——— — 0 asT — +oo,
by
and the second ensures that the integral is finite. This completes the proof of (3.32)
and, consequently, part (1) of Theorem 2.1.
Now we proceed to part (2). Firstly, we follow the scheme from Section 3.1.3.
The proof will be completed when we show inequalities (3.37) and (3.38). It can be
done by applying the expressions derived in Section 3.1.3 repeatedly. This results
in many terms which have to be estimated separately. As an example consider
(3.39). Take only its third term, then substitute V”(0,7') in it utilizing only the
second term of (3.41), and finally eliminate v'(0,T") using (3.40). In this way we
obtain

+oo , 1 T ) 9
R = f f <f Z*SI [[7;1 ( f TT—sg [SOT(')XT(T — Sg)]ng) ]]dsl) dldzx.
Rd 0O 0 0

Other terms can be derived analogously. They can be estimated in a similar way to
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that in [9] though some new difficulties arise and the number of terms is substan-
tially bigger. To obtain estimates we need the following inequalities:

1
(3.47) Jexp (=T (r —u)|z|*)x(r)dr <t—s, 0<u<l,
11 PR
(3.48) [ [exp (=T(r —w)|z|*)x(r)drdu < —
0 u T‘Z|
u 1— —T|z|o
(3.49) Jexp (=T'(u— s)|2|*)du < eXIE)\(zP‘ 12 ),
0

which are easily proved using the inequality (3.35).

Now, to illustrate techniques required in estimations, we will carry out the
proof for the term IR which is perhaps the most impressive one. Firstly, we apply
the Fubini theorem multiple times in order to separate the “time part” and the
“space part”:

+00

R=]

X1 (T — s3)x7(T — s4)x7(T — 5)

O— ~
o~
o~—H~
O — ~
o~—H~
o~—H~

x x7(T — s¢) S dsedssdsadssdssdsidl,

where

S = [ T [T [Trmsa [or O] Toy [T [ (O]

R4
X T [ Toa [T s Lo () T [T [on (]
Applying the Plancharel formula and the definition (3.2) we get

S = T_Qf exp (—(1 — s1)|2|* = s1|z1]|* = (T — s3)|21|% = s1]2 — 21]% — s2|22|%)
R3d
xexp (—(T = sa)|z — 21" = (I = s2) |2|" = (T = 85)|22|" — 2|2 — 22|")

X exp (—(T — 86)|z — 22\a)@(2’1)@(2 — 21)@(22)P(2 — 22)dz2dz1dz.

The Fubini theorem yields

R=T"? [ (21)8(z — 21)@(22) (2 — 22)
R3d
+o00

“

Adsgdssdsadssdszdsidldzodzidz,

O — ~
o
o
O—~
o
o=~
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where

A= exp (—(1 = 51|21 = s1]1]2 = (T = s) [zl = s1]2 — 21| — (I = 82)]2]%)
X exp (—(T —84)|z — 21|* = (T — 85)|22|“ — 82|z — 22|%— (T — s¢)|2z — zz|°‘)
x exp (s2|22|*) x(T — s3)x7(T — s4)x7(T — 85)xT(T — 56)-

A subsequent application of inequalities (3.47), (3.49) to integrals with respect to
56, S5, S4, S3 gives

(3.50)
~ ~ ~ ~ 1 1
R< (t—s)? [ 8(21)8(z — 21)P(22)P(2 — 22) = a9 (2, 21, 22)dzedz1dz,
R3d |22|* |21]
where
oo I 1
(3.51) S(z,z1,29) f ffexp( (I —s1)|z]% = s1]z1|* = s1]z — z1|* )
000
x exp (— (I — s2)|2]™ — s2|22|* — 52|z — 22|*)dsadsydl.

A trivial verification shows that
S(Z, 21, 22) = Sl(zv 21, 22) + 52(27 21, 22)7

where

Si(z, 21, 22)

-1
= (212" (|| + 12 — 21| + |2]") (21" + |2 — 21| + |z + ]2 — 22]7)) 7,

Sa(z, 21, 22)
-1
= (212" (lz2|* + |2 = 22| + [2]) (|22 " + |2 — 21]" + |22|" + |2 — 22|?))

Using the above considerations we write the right-hand side of (3.50) as R; + Ro,
where R, Rs have an obvious meaning. It is easy to see that

P2)@(z —21) P(z)p(z —2) 1
Ry = (t — 5)? dz1dzodz.
VS e al? al =l 2

Notice that the function f(x) = @(x)/|z|" is square-integrable. The integral with
respect to z9 is equal to (f * f)(z). By Young’s inequality (3.6) it is easy to see
that it is bounded (take ¢; = ¢» = 2). Hence

h(z)
_a)\2
Br<ali=s) ﬂ{; 2| z|3/2 9z,
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where

o = J BB, (30, B0

na |21|%|z = z1]2/2 oo ]|/
We may apply Young’s inequality (3.6) in two ways. Firstly, taking ¢; = 2/3 and
g2 = 3 proves that h is bounded; secondly, taking q; = go = 1 shows that h is
integrable. Hence

R1 < CQ(t — 5)2.
The proof for Ry goes along the same lines.

3.3. Proof of Theorem 2.2. As the proof for the critical dimensions in the
Poisson-starting system case is similar to the one in Section 3.2, we present only a
sketch of the proof. Once again we follow the scheme described in Section 3.1.1.
The convergence (3.29) can be obtained in the same way as (3.31) in [9]. To prove
the convergence (3.30) of I2(7") one can follow the proof for the large dimension
case and estimate the arising terms 217 and I212 in a manner presented in [9] for
J1 and Js in the critical case. The limit for the I3 is trivial.

Now we turn to the equilibrium case. We need to show (3.32). We have

00 T
=T ] (] Trewpr@a (@ - s)ds)
0 Rd 0

T
X (’ZZITT_SQng(x)XT(T — 32)d32)dwdt
0

—+o00
= [ X1 (T = s1)x1(T — $2) [ Tirr—s,07(@) Tir—sy o7 (w)dads  dsydt.
0 Rd

o—H
o—H

Applying the Fourier transform we obtain

1 +oo T T
By(T) = 2 I J [ xo(T = s1)xr(T — s2)
000
x [exp ((t+T —s1)|2|* + (t + T — 52)|2|*)|Pr(2)|*dzdsydsadt.
R4

Integrating with respect to ¢ yields
(352) Bl (T) = Cl—5

where

|90( )

AT—f (fexp slz]*)d )dz.
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The derivative of Ay with respect to 7" is given by

S 2 1— —T|z|™
=2 ‘ﬁzg‘ exp (~T)zj) L2 2R TR
Rd

In the critical case v = d/2, so substituting T?/47 = 2 we obtain

@ Z/ T2/d 2 N
A%==2f’({gp)‘emﬂ—VW)
Rd

1 —exp(—|2/|%)
Ede

dz.

The term (1 — exp (—|2'|*))/|2’|* is bounded and (exp (—|2|*))/|2'|* is inte-
grable, and hence there exists a constant cg such that

A,T < Co.

We obtain the limit of By (7") using I'Hopital’s rule (F2 = T log T'):

/

. _ . T <1 C3 —
hImBl(T) “ h%n (F2) h%n logT + 1 0

This completes the proof of part (1). To show part (2) we follow, similarly
to the proof of Theorem 2.1, the scheme from Section 3.1.3. In the same way
we evaluate the terms arising from (3.37) and (3.38). Although the techniques of
estimating them are similar to the ones presented in [9] we deal with more terms.
To shorten the notation we introduce

(3.53) Ex(z) =1 — exp(—z).
We need the following estimates:

1 f(z)
log T 5, 2]

(3.54) Ex(T|z|%)dz < ¢(f)

for f bounded and integrable;

Pz —2)
logT 5, |z — 21|*

Ex(T'|z1]")

|z1]*

(3.55)

Ex(T|z — z1]%) dz1 < c(p)

for ¢ rapidly decreasing;

L pelzzz) B(=1)
Ex(T|z — 21| Ex(—T|21|*)dz <
IOgTRd \Z—zl\o‘ X ( ‘Z 2’1] ) X( |zl\ ) z1 \f(z)

B

(3.56)

where f is integrable and bounded.
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Inequalities (3.54) and (3.55) follow easily from I’Hopital’s rule. To show
(3.56) it suffices to observe that boundedness is a direct consequence of (3.55).
The fact that f € £ follows from Young’s inequality applied to

Bz =) ),

pa 12— 21]* [21]®

Finally, to illustrate problems arising in the critical dimension case, we show
one example. Let us take the fourth term in B'Y(0) (see (3.39))

f fV”’ (x, )V'(0)(z, l)dxdl.

One of the terms resulting from its evaluation is

R = ff T{f’TT sV .CL',Sl)?‘Tsl_SQ[U/(O)(QT,SQ)U/(.’E,SQ)]dSQ]d81:|
Rd O 0

x T/[v'(0)(z, T)](x)dldx.

We substitute v'(0) and change the order of integration:

“+oo

R=

0

o—H

S1 82 82

M

x1(T — s5)x7(T — s3)

o—H~
o2

X XT(T — 84)XT(T — 86)Sd36d84d83d82d85d81dl,

where

S = [ T{Trmas | Toras o1 () Topma [T [0 ()] Teamas er (] |
Rd
X T [Tr_sy ()] ] d.
Applying the Fourier transform we obtain

S= [ exp (~l|z|* = (T = s1)]2|* = (51 = 85)|21]* = (51 — s2)|2 — 21|*)
R3d

x exp (—(s2 — s3)| 22| —]2|* = (s2—s4) |z =21 — 22|" — (T — s6)|2|%)
X 0(21)P(22)P(2z — 21 — 22)P(2)dz2d2z1dz.

Once again we change the order of integration:

(3.57) R=T ?logT* [ 8(21)8(22) (2 — 21 — 22)P(2)Qdzodz1 dz,
R3d
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T
T [ Jexp (=22 — (T = s1)|2|* — (s1 — 55)[21]")
000070

0
X exp ( (T — 36)\z|°‘)
— (81— s2)|z — 21|* — (s2 — s3)|22|* — (52 — s4)|2 — 21 — 22|

X X7 (T = s5)x1(T — s3)x7(T — s4)x7(T — s¢)dsedssdssdsadssdsydl.
Applying the inequality (3.47) to the integral with respect sg we get

S1 81 82 52

T
Q<al(t-s) {{{{{{GXP(—QU'ZW—(T—sz\a—(81—85)\2’1|a)

X exp ( (s1— s2)|z — 21|* — (s2 — s3)|22|* — (s2 — s4)|z2 — 21 — zz|0‘)

X XT(T — S5)XT(T — S3)XT(T — S4)d84d83d82d85d81dl.
Next we utilise (3.49) to eliminate the integral with respect to ss:

_— { Z{{{exp (—2l|z|a—(T—81)]z|a)

X exp (—(81 — S9)|z — 21|* — (s2 — s3)|22|* — (52 — s4)|2 — 21 — zz\a)

X X7 (T — s3)x7(T — s4)dssdssdsodsdl.

Once again we use (3.47) this time to the integral with respect to s4:

Ex(T|z1|%) +O°T31 92
Q < cs(t— )2T2 PIE f f fexp (—2[]2]0‘ —(T - 81)\z|“)
0 000

X exp (—(51 —s9)[z — 21]* — (s2 — 53)|Z2|Q)XT(T — s3)dssdsadsydl.

Finally we apply (3.49) to the integrals with respect to s3, s2, 51 consequently and
integrate with respect to [:

22 BX(T|1|") 1 Ex(T|z — =1|*) Ex(T|2|%)
|21 fz2|® |z — 2| |22

Q < ca(t —s)
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We return to (3.57) and we obtain

R<cs(t—s)’logT > [ @(21)P(22)P(2 — 21 — 22)P(2)
R3d

1 1

1
X ——[1 —exp(=T|z1]")] Tz =z

|z1]*

1
x e [1 — exp(—T|z|)] dzadz1dz.

[1—exp(=Tl|z = z1[")]

The integral with respect to 29 is bounded:

‘a)EX(T|Z —z21|%) ¢(2)

Ex(T|z|%)dz1dz.
Fomp e TEMddz

R<cg(t — s)*log T2 [ T(zl)Ex(T]zl
z

R2d |o¢

Using the inequality (3.55) we obtain

R<er(t—s)log T f(’jiEx(ﬂzya)dz.
Rd 17

We complete the proof by applying (3.54) and arriving at
R < Cg (t — 8)2.
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