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ASYMPTOTICS FOR ADDITIVE FUNCTIONALS OF PARTICLE
SYSTEMS VIA STEIN’S METHOD
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ABSTRACT. We consider additive functionals of systems of random measures whose ini-
tial configuration is given by a Poisson point process, and whose individual components
evolve according to arbitrary Markovian or non-Markovian measure-valued dynamics, with
no structural assumptions beyond basic moment bounds. In this setting and under adequate
conditions, we establish a general third moment theorem for the normalized functionals.
Building on this result, we obtain the first quantitative bounds in the Wasserstein dis-
tance for a variety of moving-measure models initialized by Poisson-driven clouds of points,
turning qualitative central limit theorems into explicit rates of convergence. The scope of
the approach is then demonstrated through several examples, including systems driven by
fractional Brownian motion, a-stable processes, uniformly elliptic diffusions, and spectral
empirical measures arising from Dyson Brownian motion, all under broad assumptions on
the control measure of the initial Poisson configuration. The analysis relies on a combina-
tion of Stein’s method with Mecke’s formula, in the spirit of the Poisson Malliavin-Stein
methodology.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Understanding the behavior of time-evolving systems of random measures plays a central
role in modern probability. Systems of this sort arise in many areas; for instance, in statisti-
cal physics through measure-valued limits [8, 29], in population dynamics via superprocesses
[13,127], and in random matrix theory through Dyson’s interacting-eigenvalue model [I]. This
paper contributes to this line of work by considering systems whose initial state is random-
ized through a Poisson point process. A natural way to build such systems is to start from
a Poisson point process that fixes the initial configuration and then develop an adequately
chosen stochastic measure evolution (see Section [2f for details). General references for con-
structions of this type appear in the theory of random measures [14] and in the classical
framework of point processes [7]. This perspective is consistent with the general framework
of measure-valued processes developed in [§] and with the treatment of superprocesses and
measure-valued diffusions in [27].

We focus exclusively on the additive functionals generated by this Poisson-driven evolu-
tion, a class of objects that fits naturally within the classical framework developed in [T}, §].
These functionals capture global quantities of interest, such as occupation times, empirical
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measures, or aggregated interactions across the system, with related analyses carried out in
[6L, @, 3, 4, 17].

An archetypal version of the model mentioned above can be formulated as follows. Let X be
a Poisson random configuration, which we regard as the random parameter specifying the
initial condition of a time-dependent system of measures. Fix a Radon measure v on X, and
let n be a Poisson random measure with intensity v. For each point x € X, we associate a
measure-valued process (1 );>o on a second measurable space Y, with the processes evolving
independently over time, such evolution can be quite general as shown in Sections |5 and
[6l Given a bounded test function ¢ on Y with compact support, we consider the additive
functional

fuw:[iéww@wwmmmL

which aggregates the contributions of all the particles along the time interval [0, r]. Our goal
is to understand the asymptotic behavior of the normalized sequence

2] = - (A 6] — E[A ). (1.1)

Oy

where o, denotes the standard deviation of A,[1)]. We are particularly interested in devel-
oping a general framework that both captures the emergence of Gaussian fluctuations for
Z.[1] and provides quantitative control over their convergence, with enough flexibility to
encompass a broad range of underlying dynamics.

The main contributions of this work are threefold. First, we establish a general third moment
theorem for the functional Z,[¢], demonstrating that the underlying Poissonian randomness
drives the Gaussian fluctuations. Our quantitative bounds are consistent with the fourth
moment framework previously developed in Gaussian [23, 24, 25, 21] and Poissonian set-
tings [10], but reveal a less common phenomenon: Gaussian limits can be characterized
through control of moments up to order three, rather than four. We show that our third mo-
ment theorem opens the way to extending classical analyses of occupation time fluctuations,
previously carried out in Poissonian and branching systems using tools such as martingale
decompositions, Laplace and Feynman-Kac representations, and Fourier analytic methods
in space and time, among others (see [0, 9 [3 4, [17]). Second, we establish explicit quan-
titative bounds for in the Wasserstein distance. To the best of our knowledge, such
quantitative normal approximations have not been obtained before in this setting. Third,
we illustrate the scope of our framework through examples of measure-valued processes and
their additive functionals that go beyond the classical occupation time fluctuation setting,
as studied for instance in [0, 9, [3, 4]. These include systems arising from processes with long-
range dependence such as fractional Brownian motion, heavy-tailed dynamics like a-stable
processes, general diffusions with nontrivial drift and volatility, and spectral measures arising
in random matrix theory, with Dyson Brownian motion serving as a first illustrative example.

Our methodology combines Stein’s method, Mecke’s formula, together with a careful de-
composition of the different sources of randomness in the model. The procedure can be
summarized as follows. (i) The first step is to rewrite the system so that one can clearly see



3

which part of the randomness comes from the initial Poisson configuration and which part
stems from the measure-valued dynamics. (ii) Once this distinction is in place, we implement
Stein’s method, reducing the problem to bounding the expectation of the Stein operator ap-
plied to a suitable test function, and evaluated in the normalized random variables under
consideration. (iii) To control this former term, we apply an integration by parts formula to
the Poissonian component of the system by means of an application of Mecke’s formula. This
yields a bound for the quantity of interest that depends only on the deviation away from
zero for the third moment of the normalized functional. (iv) The remaining task is to obtain
sharp bounds on the third moment of the normalized functional. This is achieved through
explicit computations that depend on suitable control of the conditional densities, up to or-
der three, of the processes driving the non-Poissonian dynamics. In several examples, these
computations lead to expressions closely related to the variance estimates for occupation
times of particle systems driven by a-stable processes, as studied by Bojdecki, Gorostiza,
and Talarczyk in [3, 4]. These Markovian estimates play a crucial role in making our bounds
explicit, and their analytical structure remains effective even when the underlying driving
processes cease to be Markovian.

While the methodology can accommodate more intricate dynamics, including systems with
branching mechanisms, in this paper we restrict attention to non-branching measure evolu-
tions. This particular setting already yields nontrivial fluctuation results and illustrates the
scope of our approach. Before turning to the specifics of our main results, we first lay out
the structure of the model and fix some minimal notation that will be used throughout. At
this stage we restrict ourselves to describing the Poissonian input, the associated evolving
measures, and the additive functionals of interest. Broader preliminaries and auxiliary tools
will be introduced later, once they are actually needed for the analysis.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we introduce the framework
for our model, separating the randomness of the initial Poisson configuration from that of
the measure-valued evolutions. We then give the precise definition of the additive function-
als under consideration and present several fundamental examples. Section |3| presents the
main preliminaries, including the elements of Stein’s method, as well as Mecke’s formula. In
Section 4], we establish our abstract moment theorems, deriving quantitative Gaussian ap-
proximation bounds in terms of third moments (and, in a more general formulation, fourth
moments). Section [5| contains the first set of applications, treating Poissonian particle sys-
tems in a broad range of regimes, including a-stable motions, uniformly elliptic diffusions,
and non-Markovian models such as particles driven by fractional Brownian paths, and deriv-
ing explicit Wasserstein rates in each case. Section [6] applies our methodology to the analysis
of the spectral empirical measures generated by the Dyson Brownian motion. In Section
we present the proof of the main application theorem. Finally, in the Appendix we prove
the auxiliary variance estimates and density bounds used throughout the paper.

2. MODEL DESCRIPTION

Our construction proceeds in three steps. First, we describe the Poissonian random pa-
rameter space that encodes the initial particle configuration of the system. Next, we specify
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the family of measure-valued processes that evolve from this random input. Finally, we
define the additive functionals that will serve as the main objects of our study.

2.1. Poisson random parameter space. Let (X, X') be a measurable space representing
the domain in which the Poisson configuration points are sampled. Denote by N, (X) the
space of positive integer-valued, Radon measures on X, equipped with the smallest o-algebra
N, (X) that makes the mappings x — x(B) measurable for every B in X'. Elements of N, (X)
will play the role of stochastic parameters that encode the initial particle configurations of
the system.

To introduce randomness into these configurations, we fix a Radon control measure v on
(X, X), and define a probability measure ¥ on N,(X) such that a random measure 7 is
distributed according to ¢ if, for any disjoint finite collection By, ..., B, in X, the random
variables n(By),...,n(B,) are, independent and each n(B;) follows a Poisson distribution
with mean v(B;). In other words, n is a Poisson random measure in X with intensity v.
The measure v is assumed to be absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure
with a density bounded from above and away form zero.

2.2. Measure valued processes. Having described the parameter process, we now specify
the evolution of the system. Consider an additional measurable space (Y,)), which will
serve as the ambient space (or state space) for the system, and let M, (Y) denote the space
of o-finite measures on (Y,)). Let {u* ; x € X} be a family of independent M, (Y)-valued
processes, defined on a probability space (2, F,Q), each of the form u* = {uf ; t > 0}.
Given an initial configuration 7 in N, (X), we define the induced M, (Y)-valued process

p'={p; t =0} by
pi (W) = / pi (w)n(de), w e .
X

For each fixed z in X, the measure pf(w) will be viewed as a function A — pf(w, A) on Y.
The process of interest is the M, (Y)-valued process p := {uf(w) : (n,w) € Q,t > 0} where
the product space Q := N,(X) x Q is equipped with the product o-algebra N, (X) @ F and
the product measure P := ¢ ® Q.

2.3. Additive functionals. We now define the additive functionals of interest. For a
bounded test function~w : Y — R with compact support and r € (0,00), we define the
functional A,[¢)] over Q, as

A (n,w) = / (), ) db, (2.1)

where we have used the dual pairing notation

(o) = / b(x) pldz), p € Ny(X).
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The quantity A,[¢)] encodes the cumulative interaction of the evolving system through the
lens of the spatial filter ¥, up to time r. Our goal is to study the distributional behavior of
the normalized sequence

Ze[¢] i= — (A 9] — E[A[¢]]), (2.2)

where o, denotes the standard deviation of A, [¢)] and E denotes the expectation with respect
to the probability measure P.

2.4. Fundamental examples. Although the notation may seem cumbersome at first, it is
sufficiently flexible to encompass a wide variety of stochastic models, including interacting
particle systems, branching processes, random matrix spectra, and Markov diffusions. The
present work, however, is intended as an introduction to the general structure underlying
these examples. Extensions to more elaborate settings, such as models with ramification, are
conceptually accessible but require substantial additional analysis, which we do not pursue
here. Next we present some examples of models arising from specific choices of the configu-
ration n and the evolving measures u".

Dirac particle systems

Take X = R? and Y = X¢. Consider a collection X = {X* ; x € X} of independent processes
over Y of the form X* = {X¥ : t > 0}, with X? = (X,"*,..., X/""). We will assume that
Xy* =2 € R% Then, we define

= @G+ o+ b, (2.3)

for a given choice of strictly positive coefficients ay, ..., a,,. The analysis of these processes
will be carried out in detail in Section [f] The dynamics of X, can be quite general. For
instance, they may arise from an interacting particle system governed by the stochastic
differential equation

dX? = U(X?)dt + V(XF) dW,,

where W, is an ¢-dimensional Brownian motion on R, and the coefficients U and V are
functions from R™? to R™? and R*™¢ respectively. Beyond this Markovian setting, the
framework also allows for non-Markovian dynamics, such as fractional Brownian motion or
a-stable processes on R™?. It is worth mentioning that the spherically symmetric a-stable
motion case where m = 1 and a; = 1 was treated in [3] and [4], where functional central limit
theorems for this kind of objects where obtained by means of an analysis of the moments.
Different scenarios are considered in Section [

Spectral empirical distributions

Take X as the set of symmetric real valued matrices of dimension d and Y = R. We let
{Y? ; z € X} be a collection of independent matrix valued processes. Consider the R9-
valued process of eigenvalues (A", ..., )\f ™). We then associate the empirical distribution

xX
::az(sl,z st a5 T .
I 10\Le + -+ + (q0yd

This model will we treated in detail in Section [6l
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Critical branching particle systems

Take X = Y = R?. Consider a collection {X* ; z € X} of independent Markov branching
processes over Y of the form X* = {X7 ; t > 0}. More precisely, X} follows a Markov move-
ment for an exponential time, time at which the particle dies and undergoes a branching
procedure, giving rise to a mean-one random number of offspring, placed at its parent posi-
tion, each of which evolves identically to its progenitor particle. This example falls outside
the scope of the present analysis but fits naturally within the general framework presented
in this work.

3. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we present some preliminaries on Stein’s method and analysis of Poisson
functionals, which will be used throughout the paper. In what follows, for every measurable
space (Y,)), we denote by P(Y) the set of probability measures on Y. In the particular case
where Y = R, we denote by v the standard Gaussian distribution.

3.1. Stein’s method. Our quantitative Gaussian approximation results for Z,.[¢)| will be
derived using the celebrated Stein’s method. At its core, the method relies on the fact that
a probability measure p on R is standard normal exactly when

(4Amwmum:a

for every differentiable test function g with bounded derivative, where the Stein operator A
is given by

Alf)(z) = f'(z) — x f ().
Given a real test function h on R, we define the associated solution to the Stein equation as
the unique bounded solution to

Amwwzmw—/huwww. (3.1)

R

Whenever h is Lipschitz, this equation admits a solution with suitable regularity properties.
The key idea is that if a random variable W is close in distribution to a standard Gaussian
random variable, then the expectation

[ELf, (W) = W fr(W)]] (3.2)

should be small. This quantity serves as a tractable proxy for the difference between E[h(11)]
and E[h(Z)]. To control this difference, one typically solves the Stein equation for a given
test function h, derives bounds on the solution f;, and its derivatives, and estimates the ex-
pectation |E[A[fz](WW)]| using known properties of W. For more details on the Stein method,
the reader can see [24].

As previously mentioned, the test functions we will consider for h are the one-Lipschitz
functions, denoted by Lip,. In this case, it can be shown that the corresponding solution fj,
belongs to the class C of real functions g over R, satisfying ||g]lcc < v/7/2, ||¢']|cc < 1, and
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19" [lc < 2. By letting h range over all functions in Lip,, we recover the one-Wasserstein
distance dy, defined by

dw(p1, p2) = sup , p1,p2 € P(R). (3.3)

heLip,

[ iy onta) = [ bia) patao

Integrating the Stein equation with respect to p yields the inequality

[ Ao tan|.

This reasoning reframes the original problem. Rather than dealing directly with the right-
hand side of (3.3]), we instead work through its Stein reformulation given by the right-hand

side of ((3.4)).

3.2. Mecke’s formula. The right-hand side of can be handled using standard tools
from the analysis of Poisson point processes, most notably Mecke’s formula, which we review
next. In preparation for this, we recall that the main random objects in our setting are real-
valued functions defined on the space N,(X). Consider a function h : N,(X) x X — R,
integrable with respect to ¥ ® v. Mecke’s formula states that

/U/Xh(ﬁ,x)ﬁ(dx)ﬁ(dn) Z/U/Xh(nJréz,x)y(dx)ﬁ(dn). (3.5)

This identity will allow us to handle expressions involving the term E[W f;,(W)] appearing
in , for the type of random variables that will be relevant to our study. The reader is
referred to [26] for a comprehensive presentation of applications of Mecke’s formula, and to
[18, [16] for rigorous proofs of the identity in its classical and modern formulations.

dw (p,v) < sup (3.4)

fec

4. ABSTRACT MOMENT THEOREMS

In this section, we present our main abstract result, which will be the basis for proving
central limit theorems for the models described in Section [2] The result holds under general
assumptions on the particle dynamics, allowing for a flexible choice in the evolution of the
measures. In the sequel, p, will denote the probability distribution of the random variable
Z,.[¢] defined in (2.2). Given a nonnegative integer x, we will denote by P.(R) the set of
probability measures on R with finite moments up to order x. For any 7 in P,(R) and
1 <j <k, we denote by m;[7] the moment of order j of 7, namely,

mjlr] = /ijT(dx).

As anticipated in the introduction, our main abstract result is formulated within the frame-
work of the so-called fourth-moment phenomenology. First, we take a moment to briefly
outline this setting. This line of research originated in the context of normal approximations
for sequences of functionals on the Wiener space, where it was shown that convergence in
distribution towards the standard Gaussian law within a fixed Wiener chaos, is essentially
governed by the convergence of the fourth moment to that of the standard Gaussian distri-
bution. This principle was first made quantitative in [23], building upon the seminal work
by Nualart and Peccati [25], and later developed systematically across a remarkably broad
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array of frameworks. We refer the reader to the monograph [24] for an accessible and com-
prehensive exposition of these ideas.

Subsequent extensions of the fourth moment paradigm include its non-commutative analogue
in free probability [I5], its adaptation to the setting of infinitely divisible distributions [2],
and its counterpart in the Poisson space [I0]. In essence, the phenomenology consists of
considering a class @ of probability measures on R and proving that for every element in
this class, a suitable probabilistic distance to the Gaussian (for instance, the Wasserstein
distance) can be bounded by a constant times the square root of the difference between its
fourth moment and three. Surprisingly, there are virtually no known examples in which
moments of lower order govern convergence in this fashion. To our knowledge, the only
example of a third moment phenomenology appears in [21]. In this regard, Theorem
below is especially noteworthy, as it provides not only a novel instance of fourth moment
phenomenology but also an example where a third moment bound is available.

Theorem 1. We have that

V2
dW(pﬁP)/) S _3/dE
R

Oy

/0 ) ds ] v(dz). (4.1)

Moreover, under the condition ¢) > 0, the following third moment theorem holds
dw (pr,7y) < V2my[p, ). (4.2)

Remark 1. We can adapt the arguments of the proof of Theorem [T} in order to show that
under the general condition of ¢ not being necessarily positive and assuming the finiteness
of the moment of order four of p,, it holds that

1
de(pryy) < mglp,] + 5(m4[pr] - 3), (4.3)
where the distance in the left is defined as

d4(617ﬁ2) = ?}é}é“ﬂlaf) - <527f>|7
where K :={f:R—=R; |f"],|f'| <1}.

Remark 2. We emphasize the generality of the motion of the underlying measures: no
structural assumptions are imposed on the dynamics of the process. Naturally, the main
challenge lies in obtaining sharp estimates for the third and fourth moments of the model.
In this context, the inequality proves to be a particularly effective tool.

In Section , we demonstrate the applicability of inequality in the context of the Dirac
particle systems introduced in Section (1| implementing it across a broad range of dynamics
for the underlying process X, including a-stable processes, fractional Brownian motion,
and solutions to elliptic stochastic differential equations driven by a Brownian motion. In
Section [6] we present implementations in the framework of the Dyson Brownian motion.

Proof of Theorem[1. By , it suffices to bound
er = |E[Z.[Y1f(Z,[¥]) — f(Z:[¥))]],
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for f in C. Being a random variable in the probability space Q, we can regard it as a
function of an element 1 in N, and a point w in Q; which we denote as Z,.(n,w), omitting
the dependence on 9 for convenience. Recall from Section [If that ¥ denotes the distribution
of the Poisson point process component. The quantity of interest can then be written as

N,
T T r 7 d 9
€ /Qé? (w)Q(dw)
where

eNo(w) =

/N Z0(0,w) F(Zo (1)) — f(Zy(n, w))9(dn)|

From ([2.2)) and some elementary computations, for w € 2, we have

/ Z,(1,0) £ (Z0(n, w))0 (dn)

o

- Ji /0 /N /X /Y b)) (f — B (Z)(Ze(1, )i (w, dy)n(dzx)d(dn)dt,

so that by Mecke’s equation (3.5)), we deduce that

/ Z,(1,0) £ (Z0(n, w))0 (dn)

o

- Ui /0 /N /X /Y b)) (f = E[f(Z))(Z:(n + 00, w)) 1 (w, dy)v(dz)d(dn)dt.

Now, integrating with respect to Q over €2, we get

Bz 20 = [ [ G [ extentanom,
where

O,(r,1) = / / S F(Ze(,w) + 1 (2, w) o, )i (w0, dy) Qo)
- / / () EL (2, (w, dy)Qdw),

with
we) = [ )it (1.4

Next we show that for every x in X, there exists a set J, in N,(X), such that J[7,] = 1,
satisfying that for all n in 7., the random variable Z,.(n,w) and the process {{uf,v) t > 0},
regarded as a functions of w, are stochastically independent with respect to Q. To verify this,
due to the boundedness of the random variables (uf, 1) and Z,.(n, -), it suffices to determine
the behavior of the corresponding mixed moments for an arbitrary finite choice of t’s. More
precisely, if tq,...,%,, are non-negative real numbers and «ay, ..., a,,, 0 are positive integers,
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then we are required to show

— /N @ /ﬂ<,uf1 (W), 77/)>O‘1 .. <me (w),¢>am (UTZr(naW))ﬁQ(dw)ﬁ(dn)

-(/ . [ @ i @ v tatan)
([ » [zt e@asan). (45)

To this end, we first define 7, as the event {n € N,(X) ; = ¢ supp[n|}. Since for every A
in X, it holds that n — n[A] is a Poisson random variable under ¢ with parameter v[A],
and since v is non-atomic, we conclude that n[{z}] is equal to zero ¥-almost everywhere,
thus implying the existence of a set J,, such that {n € N,(X) ; = ¢ supp[n|} for n in J,.
Next, we observe that for 7 in 7., it holds that 4 is independent of {¢¥ ; y € supp[n]}, and
consequently due to the condition of independence over the p*’s. We thus conclude that

[ )01 2 ), (20, )00
= ([ur.om g, e ) ([ e, o).

Relation (4.5)) follows from here. Hence we conclude that Z,.(n,w) and the process {(uf,¥) t >
0} are independent J-almost everywhere, as required.

This observation allows us to write the following simplified version of O,

Ou(rn) = [ [ 02 0.) + ufa,0) ) = BLFZ, ) Dt (0, ) Qo) Q).

From here it follows that

E(Z.(2))] = / / / / SW)E(Z, +ul (2, 0))or) — F(Z)ub (v, dy)Qdv)v(dz)dt
— / / F(Zo+ 0z, 0) f0r) — F(Z0)]ul (2, v)Q(dv)w(dx).

Adding and subtracting a linear approximation for f(Z,) in the right-hand side, and then
taking expectation, we obtain

ElZ,f(2,)] = 2L

:—2// ¥ (2, 0) PQdv)r(de) + &[], (4.6)

7”

where
[ [ Bz @) o) = 120 = P ) o) (o, o) QU0 v(d),
(4.7)
One can easily check that in the case f(z) =z, f'(z) = 1 the term &,[f] = 0 and
E(Z f(Z,)] = E|Z,]") = Var[Z,] =1,
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and consequently, by (4.6) and the fact that Z, is a centered random variable,
1
1:_?//h¢@mw@ummmy (4.8)
oy Jx Ja
We conclude that
EZ f(Z.)] = E[f'(Z.)] + &[f], (4.9)
which yields &, = &,[f]. The Taylor approximation applied to (4.7)) yields
f//
) < L [ wpus o opuan)
Since f belongs to C, we the following
2
&1 < o [ Bllufw) (o)
X
which finishes the proof of (4.1]).

r

Now we proceed with the proof of (4.2)). To this end, we set M, (x) := |z|% with a in R.
Observe that taking f(x) = Ms(x) in (4.9) yields the identity

E[Z2] = E[Z,] + &.[M,] = &,[Ms). (4.10)
From identity , we can easily deduce that
1
&szj//w@m@mmm. (4.11)
0. JxJa

Relation (4.2)) follows from (4.1)) (4.10) and (4.11))

5. APPLICATION TO PARTICLE SYSTEMS

In this section, we apply Theorem [If to the case where the measures p are given by
py = aléxtlvx +ooet am5xt’""‘7

where X¥ = (X, ..., X™) is a sequence of (R?)"-valued processes satisfying
X=X+,

for a given choice of m in N. To state the main applications precisely, we now introduce
some notation and hypotheses that will be used throughout this section. The random vector
(X, X2, X)) will be assumed to have a joint density f, ;, .., where i is a multi-index of the
form 1 = (il,ig,i3>, with 1 S il,ig,ig S m.

Particle systems with random initial configurations and independent motions have long been
recognized as a natural framework to study fluctuation phenomena via occupation times.
Classical works on Poisson systems of independent Brownian particles and critical branching
Brownian motion show that suitably rescaled occupation time functionals exhibit non-trivial
Gaussian limits and long-range dependence, with phase transitions in the spatial dimen-
sion and in the branching mechanism [0, [9, 5]. In particular, for critical branching systems
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with symmetric a-stable motion, the occupation time fluctuations converge, in appropriate
regimes, to self-similar Gaussian processes such as fractional and sub-fractional Brownian
motions, or to generalized Wiener processes taking values in the set of tempered distribu-
tions, depending on whether the dimension is subcritical, critical, or supercritical [3,4]. More
recent results extend this picture to age-dependent branching and other variants, confirming
the robustness of occupation-time based limits [17]. At the same time, the measure-valued
limits of such systems, and their scaling behavior, are tightly connected with the general
theory of superprocesses and measure-valued diffusions [8, 13, 27, [I1], and with the broader
literature on long-range dependence and self-similar processes [28]. In this sense, Poisson-
driven particle systems provide not only a rich source of non-trivial Gaussian limits, but also
a unifying microscopic model for a wide class of fluctuation phenomena that our abstract
results are designed to capture.

In order to encompass virtually all of the particle-system scenarios discussed above, we in-
troduce the technical condition (H) below on the dynamics of the individual particles. As
shown later, this condition is satisfied not only for the classical cases of a-stable motions
(traditionally the main setting in the occupation-time literature), but also for the largely un-
explored regimes of uniformly elliptic Markov diffusions and long-range dependent motions,
including particles evolving as fractional Brownian paths. It is worth emphasizing that this
includes situations where the Markov property fails or where the trajectories are not even
semimartingales, settings for which the fluctuation theory is far from complete (and, in sev-
eral cases, almost entirely unexplored). Our framework thus extends the existing literature
in two directions: (i) it allows substantially more general initial configurations than homoge-
neous Poisson fields for all the models under consideration (including the classical ones), and
(ii) it accommodates a wide spectrum of particle dynamics, ranging from classical Markovian
motions and heavy-tailed processes to genuinely non-Markovian models with memory. The
anticipated technical condition is presented next

(H) There are strictly positive constants x and 3, such that for all a,b,c € (R%)™ and
nonnegative numbers si, So, satisfying s;, so < s3 and 1 as above, the conditional density of
the random vector (X!, X2 X%)

597

f§3|81,82 (a| (b7 C)) = f;ll,sg,sg (b’ C7 a)/fs(ﬁ;gz)(b7 C),

satisfies

sup  fi 0 5 (@l(b,c)) < klss — (s1V s2)[ 77
a,b,cecR™d

The next theorem provides a key upper bound to handle the left-hand side of (4.1)).
Theorem 2. If ¢ is a non-negative function, then under condition (H), the distribution p,
of Z, satisfies
F1-Bd
dw(pr,7) < K ) (5.1)

Oy

for some positive constant K independent of 7.
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The proof of the above result, presented in Section 7} builds on Theorem [I] and makes essen-
tial use of the process density, which is controlled by condition (H). Although these density
conditions could possibly be relaxed, identifying the sharpest assumptions appears to be a
separate problem beyond the scope of this paper. We defer it to future research.

In the following subsections, we present several particular instances of the above result,
including well known cases in the literature, which are typically established only for Poisson
configurations with Lebesgue control measure. This assumption is substantially relaxed
in the present paper. It is also worth emphasizing that our approach is fundamentally
different from classical methods. Traditionally, such results are obtained by exploiting the
Markovian structure of the underlying dynamics, deriving evolution equations for the relevant
moments, and then analyzing these equations to identify the limiting behavior. In contrast,
our method, based on the Stein framework introduced in Section [3.1], provides a perspective
that considerably simplifies the proof mechanism.

5.1. Particles performing a-stable motions. In this subsection, we study the specific
case in which the processes p”, defined in , are such that the vector X” follows an a-
stable process, with 0 < o < 2. Before addressing the problem in detail, we provide a brief
overview of related previous work.

Our starting point is the work of [3, [4], where the authors study a Poissonian system with
Lebesgue control measure, consisting of particles that generate independent a-stable motions
on R? 1In their setting, the authors consider an independent collection of d-dimensional
processes {X? : z € R4}, each with independent a-stable components started at the origin.
This family naturally induces the random measure

1t (dy) = 8 ,oxo(dy).

Then, for a fixed test function ¥ : R? — R, define the normalized additive functional
1

2009] = - (Arly] — B[4, 5:2)
where the scaling factor Fr is defined as
T1—d/2 if d < «a,
Fr:=<¢(T/logT)™'/? ifd = a,
T-1/2 if d > a.

It is shown in [3, Theorem 2.1] and [4, Theorem 2.1] that Zr converges in distribution,
as T — oo, to a normal random variable A/(0,0?), for a suitably chosen variance o2 that
depends on the parameters of the system but not on the number of particles. Related
results were obtained earlier in [9] for systems in which the particles follow independent
Brownian motions in R%, corresponding to the case a = 2. These developments build on the
seminal work [5], where analogous results were established for Poissonian systems of particles
performing independent random walks on the lattice Z¢.

It is worth to recall that all of the aforementioned results are focused exclusively on es-
tablishing distributional convergences (in particular, functional convergence) under various
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parameter settings for the model. However, to our knowledge, there are no results in the
literature that discuss the rate of convergence of the distribution of Z; as t tends to infinity.
The upcoming corollary, derived from Theorem [2], is the first to address this specific question.

We now return to the more general framework of Dirac particle systems introduced in Section
[, which includes as particular cases the models discussed above. Specifically, we consider
a-stable processes X¢ composed of m independent blocks,

Xy = (XPh . XP™),

where each Xf’ is a symmetric a-stable process in R?. In this setting, we observe that
af = 1. Consequently, the condition 1 > (d is equivalent to requiring d is equal to one.
Under the assumptions of Theorem , and in view of , an application of Theorem
yields the following result. Throughout this section, we shall assume that the above
mentioned conditions on the process are satisfied. One can easily check that condition (H)
holds for § = 1/a. This observation, in combination with Lemma [I|in Appendix A, yields
the following result.

Proposition 5.1. If d = 1 and ¢ > 0, then the Wasserstein distance between p, and the
standard Gaussian distribution v satisfies

dw (py,y) < Cr7/Ge),

for some constant C' > 0.

5.2. Particles moving as a diffusion on R% Let a : R? — R?? be a measurable sym-
metric function(matrix) satisfying the uniform ellipticity condition

1
nly < a(x) < =1y,
n

for  in R?, for some 0 < 1 < 1, where I; denotes the d-dimensional identity matrix. We
additionally assume that a has bounded derivatives of all orders. Under these conditions,
consider the diffusion process X = {X; : t > 0} on R? associated to the operator

L=V-(aV),

and let P = {P, : t > 0} denote its associated Feller semigroup. Let ¢ be a given test
function in Cy(R?). Tt is well known that the semigroup P admits a transition density
p(t, z,y) such that

Pata) = [ 6(w)plt.a.n) dy.

Moreover, under our assumptions on a, the density p is infinitely differentiable in the interior
of any compact subset of (0,00) x R? x R? and solves the Fokker-Planck equation

0

i P(ty) = Lp(t, . )(y), for (t,z,9) € (0,00) x R x R”.

An important feature of such uniformly elliptic diffusions is that their transition density
exhibits Gaussian-type upper and lower bounds. In particular, p(¢,z,y) is symmetric in
(x,y) and satisfies

1 Kly — af K ly — 2
K12 eXP(—f < pt,r,y) < WGXP L) (5.3)
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where K is some constant larger than or equal to one, only depending on 1 and d. The
reader is referred to (1.0.10) in [30] for further details about (5.3).

Now, let us consider a Poissonian particle system such that the particles follow independent
motions on R? driven by the diffusion process X described above. One can easily check that
condition (H) holds for f = 1/a, o = 2. This observation, in combination with Lemma
in Appendix 1, yields the following result.

Proposition 5.2. If d = 1 and ¢ > 0, then the Wasserstein distance between p, and the
standard Gaussian distribution v satisfies

dw (pr,7) < Crt,

for some constant C' > 0.

It is important to stress that, to the best of our knowledge, the literature contains no qual-
itative fluctuation results for particle systems driven by general elliptic Markov diffusions.
Our result goes beyond this gap by simultaneously establishing the qualitative behavior and
providing an explicit rate of convergence.

Remark 3. There is a clear gap in the literature regarding a functional version of the
result above. While functional limit theorems for occupation-time fluctuations have been
established in a variety of classical settings (most notably for branching and non-branching
systems driven by Brownian or a-stable motions [6 [3] [4, [I7]), no analogous functional
convergence results appear to be available for particle systems governed by general elliptic
diffusions or their non-Markovian counterparts to be presented in Section Exploring
this functional behavior remains an interesting direction for future research.

5.3. Particles moving as a fractional Brownian motion on R?. We now turn to the
case where the particle motions are driven by fractional Brownian paths. A fractional Brow-
nian motion B¥ = {Bf ¢ > 0} in R? with Hurst parameter H in (0,1), is a centered
Gaussian process with covariance

E[B/- B =1 (*" + s* — |t — s['"") I,.

Fractional Brownian motion plays a distinguished role among Gaussian processes: it is self-
similar, has stationary increments, and its Hurst parameter acts as a fundamental tuning
parameter for both path regularity and the presence (or absence) of long-range dependence.
These features make B a canonical model for highly oscillatory phenomena and time series
with memory effects, where neither the Markov property nor the semimartingale structure
is appropriate. We refer the reader to the monographs of Mishura [20] and Nourdin [22] for
further background on fractional Brownian motion and its applications.

Within the framework of the present paper, particle systems driven by B thus provide a
natural venue for initiating the study of temporal correlations in the motion of the evolving
measures. Consider now a Poissonian particle system such that the particles follow indepen-
dent motions on R driven by Bf. One can check that condition (H) holds with 3 = H due
to the local non-determinism property of the fractional Brownian motion (see [31]). To verify
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the validity of (H), we observe that for every s;, sy < s3, the random vector (X, X% X))

S17? EDRS
is Gaussian. Thus, if we denote its conditional mean and conditional covariance by

(b,c) :=E[X3 | X! =b, X2 = (],

msg\sl S9

and
Usglsy,ss = Var[BI | B B,

respectively. The conditional density can be written as

1 1
83|81 52 (a | (b C)) (27U33|sl,32)md/2 exp <_2U3331,52 Ha - m83\81 52 b c || ) (5‘4)

By the strong local nondeterminism property of fractional Brownian motion (see [31]), there
exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

Vsyls1,s0 = Var(BH ‘ B BH) > c ‘33 — (51 V 52)‘

517

2 (5.5)
Condition (H) follows from (5.4) and (5.5). This observation, in combination with Lemma
in the Appendix A, yields the following result.

Proposition 5.3. The Wasserstein distance between p, and the standard Gaussian distri-
bution ~ satisfies

dw (pr,y) < C(r’SH/‘lIl{d:l} + p3H/2 log(r)’l/Q]l{dZQ} + T’H(Qd’lw]l{dzg}).

for some constant C > 0.

The proof of Proposition relies crucially on establishing a suitable lower bound for the
conditional variances in condition (H). The argument ultimately proceeds by comparing the
fractional Brownian motion model with an adjustment of the standard Brownian motion.
We do not claim that the resulting rates are sharp, and improving them (or even identifying
the optimal dependence on H and d for the validity of the asymptotic gaussianity), is left
as an interesting question for future research. In the same vein, the problem of establishing
a functional version of the convergence in Proposition remains completely open.

6. APPLICATION TO THE DYSON PROCESS

In this section, we implement our methodology in the setting of the Dyson Brownian
motion. This process, first introduced by Dyson in his seminal 1962 work [12], provides a
canonical stochastic model for the dynamics of eigenvalues of large symmetric matrices. The
reader is referred to [T, 19] for further references on the topic. The details of the model are
as follows: let W; denote a real symmetric matrix-valued Brownian motion with independent
Brownian entries. The Dyson Brownian motion can be defined as the matrix process

1
Xy = Xo + ﬁWtu

where X is an initial real symmetric matrix. A fundamental feature of X; is that its
eigenvalue dynamics can be described explicitly. Let Ai(¢), ..., As(f) denote the eigenvalues
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of X;. By a careful application of Ito calculus techniques, one can show that the eigenvalues
satisfy the celebrated Dyson system

d\i(t) = 7czB 5 dz ¥ dt, (6.1)

where By, ..., By are independent standard real-valued Brownian motions. The evolution
depends on the initial matrix Xy only through its spectrum, so the dynamics is fully deter-
mined by the initial configuration {A;(0), ..., Aq(0)}, regardless of the choice of eigenvectors.
It is far from obvious that the evolution is well defined, since an eigenvalue collision
would cause the interaction terms on the right-hand side to blow up, compromising the well-
posedness of the system. Fortunately, it is a well-known result that such collisions almost
surely do not occur (Th. 4.3.2 in [I]). Once the well-posedness of the system is guaranteed,
the process

0 = (5000l
becomes a Markov diffusion on W, := {)\ € R?: A\ <--- < )y} with infinitesimal generator

! ) 1 1

for smooth test functions f : R? — R. In the sequel, v; will denote the transition kernel
associated to the above infinitesimal generator, which is confined to the region of non-collision
W,. To connect with the theory developed throughout the paper, we introduce the empirical
point measure

d
= Z @; 5>\i(t)
=1

where aq,...,aq > 0, and consider the additive functionals associated defined earlier. As
in the previous sections, this measure-valued dynamics, together with the initial Poisso-
nian configuration introduced in the introduction, naturally induces a renormalized additive
functional. To establish its asymptotic normality along with the corresponding rate of con-
vergence, as presented in Proposition below, we follow the same strategy used in the
proof of Theorem [2] Define

1 r ’
Rei= o [ B|| [ vds] | vido)
ol Wy 0
As before, we can show that
Ro<aot [ Lo ep a0, 05, B (XY (XL2) (XY dsv (dy ).
Wq J[0,r]? 1<11,12,13<m

which by the Markov property yields

-3

R, < AUT / IL{81 <s2<53}Aiq g Usy (Ya Zl)U52—S1 (Z17 Zg)U53_52 (Z27 Z3)

4
W [0, T] 1<y 12,23<m

X (2z1)(22)Y(2z3)dsdzy(dy).
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Next, we bound the term
Ji= | (23) Vsy—s, (22, 23) dzg < |[V]|oc P[[A(s3 — 52)[ < 7 | A(0) = 22],
Wy
where r denotes the diameter of the support of 1. To bound the probability term on the right-
hand side, we consider a matrix realization of the eigenvalue process itself. Let G; denote a

symmetric Brownian motion (matrix) with independent standard Gaussian entries, and let
X be any real symmetric matrix whose eigenvalues coincide with the initial configuration
A(0) = zo € Wy. Let us define

H, = X + Gy,
so that the eigenvalue process of H := {H;,t > 0} coincides in law with the Dyson Brownian
motion started from A\(0) = z,. In what follows, all matrix norms will be understood as the
Euclidean (Hilbert-Schmidt) norm, given by

d
1A = ) ad,

ij=1
for A having components a; ;, for 1 < 17,5 < d. Observe that

1H? = tr (X +Go)?) = ) (X + Gy

=1

Thus, if [N(X + Gy)| < S, for some S > 0, we have that ||| < v/dS. This inequality, in
combination with the fact that

[Hell = Gy + X = |G| = (1 XT],
vields {||H,|| < vdS} C {||G]| < S+ [IX]}. Hence,
P [|A(H)| < VS| <P [|G.) < vas + 1],

which implies

sup P ||A(H,)| < VS| <P||Gi]| < Vas + R,

IAX)I<R
for any R > 0. Taking R = ||z5|| and S equal to the diameter of the support of ¥, we obtain
P[|A(s3 — s2)| < S| M0) =22] < P[[|Goyms ]| < S+ [l22]]].

Finally, since G; has the same law as a Gaussian symmetric matrix with independent A/ (0, 1)
entries on and above the diagonal and dilated by /¢, we have

d
IGl| = Vtxp,

where yp denotes the Euclidean norm of a standard Gaussian vector in R”, with D :=
d(d+ 1)/2. Consequently,

S + “Z2H

P{[\(s3 — < S| A0) = <P < —].

U (s3 —s2)| < S| A(0) Zﬂ = {XD = o — 5y

The y-small-ball bound P[xp < y] < Cy? A1 and the fact that ||zs|| < Ry for z, in the
support of ¢, we obtain

N[y

J S 0(83—82)_ s
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for some possibly different C' > 0. The above analysis, in combination with the fact that
Usy—s, (22, +) is a probability kernel, implies that the term

/vv Vsy—s, (22, 23)1(23)dZ3. (6.2)

is bounded by both the constant equal to [|?||s, and by a constant multiple of (s3 — s5)~ /4.

If d > 2, we have that D > 3, and consequently, the integral of s3 over [s3,00) of the term
(6.2)) is finite constant independent of so. Hence, it follows that

RT‘ S CUT_B /V\/S/ Z ﬂ-{sl<52}azlazgvsl (Y,Zl)U52 s1 (Z1,Z2)
0

T] 1<21,22<m
x (21)(22)dsdzv(dy) = Co, !
From here, the following result about the distribution p, of the variable (2.2)) holds

Proposition 6.1. The Wasserstein distance between p, and the standard Gaussian distri-
bution v satisfies
dW()Orafy) S 00;17

for some constant C' > 0.

As in the previous sections, even the purely qualitative asymptotic Gaussian behavior for
this model does not appear to have been established in the literature. Moreover, the cor-
responding functional version of the convergence remains an interesting open problem for
future research.

7. PROOF OF THEOREM

By Theorem [1] it suffices to bound from the term above

1 " ’
R, = U_E/RdE /0 (us,v)ds ] v(dx).

By elementary computations,

R, — o / / oy iy 15, B (X003 (X252 (X2 ds ().
R4 0

T] 1<iy 12,13<m

By a symmetry argument we can show that
Re<ant [ ] T oszonvon) 0 BT (X ) (X220 (X2 s (dy ),
R 0,r 1<21,12,13<m

where A :=ay + - -+ + a,,. Next we bound the expectation inside. To this end, it suffices to
bound uniformly

E[(XY") [ X7, X3 = B0 (XT", X))

where

O (a.b) = [ 0l)fi (ol D)
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By condition (H2), we obtain the bound
@iﬂ(a, b) < k|ss — (51 Asg)| P | (z)dz.
Rd

From here it follows

R, < Anot [ [ Y o R (X dsw(dy)
R 0,r]3

1<y, i2,i3<m
Integrating, we obtain the desired result

Ak ri-db

Re=U=p0) o

APPENDIX A. AUXILIARY LEMMAS

In this section, we collect the technical lemmas used throughout the paper, providing suit-
able estimates for the standard deviations of the centered additive functionals.

A.1. Variance estimates in the a-stable case. We begin with the model introduced in

Section B.11

Lemma 1. For the model described in Section [5.] under assumption d = 1, there exists a
constant ¢ > 0 such that

af > cp2dle

Proof. From (4.8), we can write

af:/X/SJuﬁ’(x,v)‘QQ(dv) v(dz).

Using the explicit form of u¥ given in (4.4), we obtain

azz/E
X

Since the Radon-Nikodym derivative of v with respect to the Lebesgue measure is bounded
away from zero, there exists 0 > 0 such that

2

] dx.

o2 > 5Za?/E
i=1 X

By comparison with (A.1]), the right-hand side coincides with the variance of an additive
functional for a model of the type considered in [3, Theorem 2.1]. This yields the desired
lower bound. m

/T(alw(l‘ + Xf’l) + -t ap(x + XP™))dt
0

] v(da). (A1)

/Tl/}(x + X5 dt
0
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A.2. Variance estimates in the diffusive case. We now turn to the diffusive setting
introduced in Section [5.2]

Lemma 2. Suppose that the test function 1 is bounded from below in a compact set I with
non-empty interior. Under the assumption d = 1, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

ol > ¢ P22,

Proof. The argument follows the same general strategy as in the proof of Lemma [I One
first observes that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

m r . 2
o2 > 5Zaf/E“/ ¢(x—|—Xf’2)dt‘ }dm.
i=1 X 0

Since v is assumed to be non-trivial on some compact set K of positive Lebesgue measure,
we may further bound the right-hand side by replacing ¢ with the indicator of IC. In this

way we obtain
n r , 2
o2 > 52@3/1@[‘/ l;c(x—i-Xf’l)dt’ }dm
i=1 X 0

The expectation inside the integral can be expressed, via a standard symmetrization argu-
ment, as a double integral over the time square [0, r]? involving the joint probabilities that
the diffusion visits K at two times t; < t5. More precisely,

r ) 2 ) .
E“ / 1(x + X3) dt) } = 2/ Lin<oy Pl + X0 € K,z + X' € K] dtqdts.
0 [0,7]2

In order to bound this probability from below, we write it in terms of the transition density
pi(z,y) of the underlying diffusion. By the Markov property we have

Ph+Xﬁ€&x+X§€K}://@M%wmzM%@M@L
KJK

Using the standard Gaussian lower bound for transition densities given , this expression
can itself be bounded from below by a constant multiple of the same double integral with p
replaced by the Gaussian heat kernel, which in the sequel will be denoted by p”. In particular,
there exists ¢’ > 0 such that

Almmw%ﬂm@w@zyééﬁmwﬁﬂwwww

This shows that the variance o2 is bounded from below by a positive constant times the

variance of an additive functional driven by Brownian motion with test function ¢ = 1,

namely,
m r 2
o > (55'2@?/E“/ go(x—i—Wt)dt‘ }dﬂc.
i=1 X 0

Finally, by comparison with (A.1]), this coincides with the variance of an additive functional
for a Brownian model of the type treated in [3, Theorem 2.1], from which the claimed lower
bound follows. O
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A.3. Variance estimates in the fractional Brownian motion case. We now turn to
the setting in which the underlying process is a fractional Brownian motion with Hurst
parameter H in (0, 1).

Lemma 3. For the model described in Section 5.3, when X%? is a fractional Brownian motion
and Hd < 1, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

af > cp20-H) [T’%Hﬂ{dzl} +rf log(r)Lg=2y + TH]l{dz?)}} .

Proof. Proceeding as in the diffusive case, we can show the existence of a compact set
with non-trivial Lebesgue measure, and a positive constant 6 > 0, such that

02>5Z / |:/]1/C$—|—XHZ dt”dm

By the same symmetrization argument as before,
r 2
E“ / Ix(z + Bf) dt’ ] = 2/ Ly <y Plz+ B € K, 2+ B/ + (B! — B/!) € K] dtdt>.
0 [0,r]2
If we define o, (a,b) := Liztaex} Liztatbexy, We then conclude that

T . 2
]E{ ‘ / Tic(x + X3) dt‘ ] = 2/ ﬂ{tlth}E[goz(Xflz, X“ — X“ﬂ dtidts.
0 [0,r]2

In order to bound this probability from below, we observe that the argument of ¢, is the
centered bivariate Gaussian (th , Xf; t1) whose joint density is bounded from below by the

joint density of the random vector (¢{/Ny, (to—t1)7Ny)/v/2, where the N;’s are independent
standard Gaussian vectors. From here we conclude that

r 2
E { ’ / Lic(z 4+ X7) dt‘ } > 2/ L <ty E[@2 (¢ Ny, (t2 — £1)"Ny) | dtqdts.
0 [0,r]2

where ¢ denotes the dilation of ¢ by the factor 1/4/2. Changing the coordinates (t1,t,) by
t 4 (t; — t1)H), we then obtain

r . 2
E“/ IL,C(erXf”)dt‘ ]
0

2

> ﬁ/ ﬂ{tlﬁtz}E [@x (thl, (t2 - tl)Ng)} tﬁil
0,07]2

(ty — t1) 7~ dty dt;.
Then, we observe that
X ’L 2
|:‘ / ]_]C X “I’ X dt) :| H2 [ } 1{t1§t2}1{t127“H/2}1{t2—t127"H/2}

~ -1 1_
x E [Sﬁx(thla (tg — tl)Ng)} tlH (tg — tl) 111 ! dtg dtl
Observe that on the region

{o<ty <oty <ty <oty >0")2 ty —t; > 07 )2},
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we have t; > rf1/2 and t, — t; > r# /2, so that

11 1 : 71 PH el —2(+-1) ,.2(1—H)
t] (t2_t1>H > <T> <7> = 2747 T .

This yields

E

/ ]_]C([L‘ + Xf’z) dt
0

where [, is the operator defined through

L[F] ::AJ . Lty <toy L mrit yoy Lyt oot j2y F (H1, 12) dity dit,

2
2 o1 _
] > 52 20 ), (A2)

with F' given by
F(ty,ts) == E[@,(t1N1, (t2 — t1)Ny)] .

rH

Using the change of variables s :=t; — ™ and 7= ty —t; — 5,

3 we get

[T[F]:/ F(s+5, s+7+r") dsdr.
[0,rH /2]

Now make a second change of variables, u := s, v := s + 7, which maps [0, /2] into
the region

{(w,v): 0<u<r?/2, u<v<u+r?/2}, (A.3)
leading to the identity

r7/2 putrd /2 .
I,,[F]:/O / Flu+ %, v+ ™) dvdu.

Observe that the square [0, 77 /2] N {u < v} is contained in the domain (A.3]), so we deduce
that

I.[F] > / Liu<o Flu+ %, v+ ") dvdu.
[0,rH /2]2

Changing back to the coordinates (t1,t2)= (u + " /2,v + r) we obtain the final inequality

r . 2
E“/ 1,C(:z:+Xf”)dt‘ }
0

2—2/H+3
> Tz 7"2(1_H)/ L, <t} B [@(t1 N1, (B2 — 1) Ny) | dty dt;.
[0,rH /2]

Next we identify the right hand side as the variance o2 of the additive functional driven by
Brownian motion with test function ¢. The result then follows from the estimates from [3],
Theorem 2.1.] [4, Theorem 2.1], the integral in the right-hand side is of the order

3
TaHﬂ{dzl} + TH IOg(’I“ﬂl{d:Q} + THI]_{dzg}.
Thus, there exist a positive constant ¢ such that

(1-H)

o2 > cr? r2 T gery + 77 log (1) gy + 77 1igssy | |
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which gives the result. 0
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