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Abstract

It has been shown that the space C∞
W,V (T), introduced in Simas and Sousa

(Potential Analysis, 2025), is the natural regularity space for solutions of the

eigenvalue problem ∆W,V u = λu on the torus T, where ∆W,V = d+

dV
d−

dW
is

the Krein Feller operator in the case where W and V are strictly increasing and
right continuous (respectively left continuous), possibly with dense sets of dis-
continuities. In this work we provide conditions ensuring that every function in
C∞

W,V (T), which may be highly discontinuous, admits a series expansion that
generalizes the classical Taylor expansion. A central feature of our approach is
that all proofs are nonstandard, since classical analytical and spectral arguments
cannot be adapted to this singular setting. Using these methods we character-
ize the eigenvectors of ∆W,V in terms of generalized trigonometric functions
and obtain an asymptotic lower bound for the associated eigenvalues. We also
derive a sharp upper bound for the convergence exponent of these eigenvalues,
and as a consequence we prove that C∞

W,V (T) is a nuclear space. Further con-
sequences include results on the asymptotic behavior of eigenvalues of compact
operators and improvements in traceability. As a final application we establish
existence results for generalized fractional stochastic and deterministic differen-
tial equations, as well as for parabolic stochastic partial differential equations
acting on nuclear spaces.
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1 Introduction

The earliest practical use of generalized second-order operators is attributed to
Feller [1]. Following this seminal work, a wide range of developments have emerged
in both theoretical and applied domains, leading to the widespread adoption of such
operators in various fields. For example, the Krein–Feller operator d

dW

(
d
dx

)
models

the vibration of a string with non-uniform mass, where W represents the cumula-
tive mass distribution along the string (see, e.g., [2, 3]). More generally, when W and
V induce non-atomic measures on an interval, the so-called geometric Krein–Feller
operator d

dV

(
d

dW

)
arises as a natural generalization of the Laplacian. This operator

provides a robust framework for defining differential operators on irregular structures
such as fractal sets. For instance, this occurs when V (x) = x and W is the distribu-
tion function of the Cantor measure on the interval [0, 1] (see, e.g., [4–6]). Geometric
second-order operators of this type are also deeply connected with the generators of
strongly continuous Markov processes and certain classes of inhomogeneous Markov
processes (see, e.g., [7, 8]). The generalized derivative operator DW is also known in
the literature as the Riemann–Stieltjes derivative, and several classical results from
the theory of ordinary differential equations and real analysis have been extended to
this setting. These developments highlight the important role played by first-order
generalized differential operators (see, e.g., [9, 10]).

1.1 A Basic Convention and the Space C∞
W,V (T)

Throughout the literature, various hypotheses on W have been considered in order to
define DW , and for each such choice, the local definition of DW may differ. However, to
define this derivative operator on a broad class of functions, DW essentially reduces to
the Radon–Nikodym derivative with respect to the measure dW induced byW , which
is fundamentally a non-local notion of derivative, despite the dW -almost everywhere
existence of “local” derivatives (we use quotation marks because such derivatives may
not exist at every point). The choice of a suitable local definition of DW and the
regularity of W can provide a balance between the complexity of the local structure
and the theoretical tools available for the non-local version of DW . In this work, we
adopt the local versions considered in [8], where W (resp. V ) is strictly increasing
and right-continuous (resp. left-continuous) at every point of the domain. The local
version of DW (resp. DV ) is denoted by D−

W (resp. D+
V ), the W -left-derivative (resp.

V -right-derivative). For practical reasons and to emphasize certain advantages, we
also use D−

W (resp. D+
V ) to denote the non-local version, referring to it as the weak

W -left-derivative (resp. weak V -right-derivative).
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Following this convention, the authors in [8] showed that the energetic space
HW,V (T) (in the sense of Zeidler [11]) associated with the operator ∆W,V := D+

VD
−
W

can be viewed as a generalized Sobolev space on T, which recovers the classical space
H1(T) when W (x) = V (x) = x. The characterization of H1

W,V (T) as a generalized
Sobolev space was made possible by introducing the space of test functions C∞

V,W (T),
which turns out to be the natural space where solutions to the problem{

−∆V,Wu = λu;

u ∈ DV,W (T).
(1)

belong. In (1), the space DV,W (T) ⊂ L2
V (T) is the domain of −D−

WD+
V , which is the

formal adjoint of the operator ∆W,V . Under the usual assumptions on V and W , both
C∞

W,V (T) and C∞
V,W (T) generalize the classical space C∞(T) of test functions.

1.2 Generalized Taylor Expansion in C∞
W,V (T)

The first goal of this paper is to exhibit a class of elementary functions in C∞
W,V (T) that

admit a series representation which generalizes the classical Taylor expansion. More
precisely, we derive sufficient conditions for a function f ∈ C∞

W,V (T) to be represented
as

f(x) = f(0) +
∞∑
k=1

D
(k)
W,V f(0)Fk(x), (2)

where the series converges uniformly on T, D(k)
W,V is the local high-order one-sided

derivative operator, and Fk(x) := Fk(x, x), with F1(x, s) =W (s) and

Fn(x, s) =


∫
[0,s)

[Fn−1(x, x)− Fn−1(x, ξ)] dV (ξ), n even;∫
(0,s]

[Fn−1(x, x)− Fn−1(x, ξ)] dW (ξ), n odd.

Note that the expansion above is centered at the origin of T. This is intentional, as any
point on T could serve as the origin, and thus we refer to it as a generalized Maclaurin
expansion. Moreover, the choice of the torus T is not restrictive: the expansion can be
formulated on any interval of R. In particular, our result on the uniform convergence
of the series in (2) holds uniformly on compact subsets of R (see Theorem 12). We

emphasize that when V (x) = W (x) = x, we recover Fk(x, x) = xk

k! , so the series
reduces to the classical Maclaurin expansion. However, establishing conditions for the
uniform convergence of the series in (2) is much more subtle than in the classical
case, since W and V may be highly discontinuous. Consequently, estimating the term
Fk(x, s) is a nontrivial problem, as there is no explicit formula available.

Beyond providing explicit examples of functions in C∞
W,V (T) that can be effectively

computed through “elementary” terms Fk, this analytical representation yields several
important consequences. In particular, it allows us to define the functions CW,V (α, x),
SW,V (α, x), CV,W (α, x), and SV,W (α, x) for α ∈ R and x ∈ T (see Section 4), which,
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for example, characterize any non-trivial solution u of (1) as

u(x) = aCW,V

(√
λ, x

)
+

b√
λ
SW,V

(√
λ, x

)
, (3)

for some a, b ∈ R with (a, b) ̸= (0, 0) satisfyinga
[
CW,V

(√
λ, 1
)
− 1
]
+ b√

λ
SW,V (

√
λ, 1) = 0;

a√
λ
SV,W (

√
λ, 1)− b

λ

[
CV,W

(√
λ, 1
)
− 1
]
= 0,

(4)

where the equality in (3) holds up to a set of dV -measure zero on T, and (4) reflects
the cyclic boundary conditions. A basic consequence of this characterization is the
recovery of regularity results for solutions of (1).

1.3 Spectral asymptotics of ∆W,V and nuclearity of C∞
W,V (T)

We have already emphasized that the space C∞
W,V (T) is used as the test function space

for defining weak generalized lateral derivatives. However, it is natural to ask to what
extent this space plays the same foundational role as C∞(T) in the classical theory.
A core reason for the prominence of C∞(T) is its nuclearity. If C∞

W,V (T) shares this
property, the two spaces may be considered theoretically indistinguishable within their
respective frameworks. As we shall see in our section on applications, this property is
crucial for determining the existence and uniqueness of solutions to evolution equations
valued in the dual of a nuclear space. In the generalized setting, a natural approach is to
construct nuclear spaces using high-order W -V Sobolev spaces, denoted by Hn

W,V (Td)

for n ∈ N, where Td is the d-dimensional torus. As discussed in [12] for the case
V (x) = x, the intersection

H∞
W,V (Td) :=

∞⋂
n=1

Hn
W,V (Td)

forms a Fréchet space in which the regularity of the equation LW,V u = f is preserved;
that is, f ∈ H∞

W,V (Td) implies u ∈ H∞
W,V (Td). In the same work, the authors modified

the norms of Hn
W,V to prove that H∞

W,V becomes nuclear under a specific topology.
Our second objective in this work is to show that nuclearity holds for H∞

W,V (T)
with respect to the original norms of the high-order Sobolev spaces, without requiring
the modifications introduced in [12]. Furthermore, in the one-dimensional case, we
have the identity H∞

W,V (T) = C∞
W,V (T). In short, our strategy to show that C∞

W,V (T)
is nuclear relies on establishing the existence of 0 < ρ such that for every s > ρ,∑

n∈N

1

λsn
<∞, (5)

where {λn} are the eigenvalues of the operator. For this purpose, it suffices to show
that for some s > 0, the series in (5) converges. As we shall see, the relation (5) arises
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as a consequence of the spectral asymptotics obtained for {λn}n∈N. More precisely,
after characterizing the eigenvalues of (1) as roots of the entire function

f(z) =
∑
n≥1

(−1)nzn(F2n(1, 1) +G2n(1, 1))

we verify that for 0 < ρ ≤ 1
2 the following asymptotic estimate holds:

Cn
1
ρ ≤ λn. (6)

The upper bound for ρ, namely the value 1
2 is sharp in the sense that it is achieved

when W (x) = V (x) = x. It is important to emphasize that, as we will see, such sharp
upper bound is a consequence of the following asymptotically sharp estimation:

|F2n(1, 1) +G2n(1, 1)| ≤
Cn

(n!)2
. (7)

It is important to point out that we have not explicitly specified the value of ρ in
(6). However, as discussed in [6], for the case whereW and V are self-similar measures
on [0, 1] (which differs from the main setting considered in this work), it is possible
to explicitly determine a value of ρ that is strictly less than 1

2 for which (6) holds
for the operator ∆W,V with Dirichlet (or Neumann) boundary conditions. While the
result in [6] relies on the self-similarity property, our proof remains valid for self-similar
measures under Dirichlet (or Neumann) boundary conditions. This is essentially due
to the fact that the eigenvalues of ∆W,V can be characterized as the roots of an entire
function, as established in [4, Proposition 3.7] and our tight estimation given in (7).

We emphasize that our asymptotic results were obtained under the assumption that
(∆W,V )

−1 is compact, without assuming any stronger properties. As a consequence,
before establishing the convergence of (5), which holds in particular for s > 1

2 , there is
no information available regarding the traceability of (∆W,V )

−1. To highlight this point
and motivated by the approach taken in our proof, we present two abstract results: the
first addresses the spectral asymptotics of compact operators whose eigenvalues are
roots of entire functions, while the second concerns the improvement of traceability
for trace-class operators.

Another reason why our asymptotic result in (6) is nontrivial is related to other
findings also presented in this work. As we shall see, when considering the gener-
alized Laplacian with Dirichlet boundary conditions, ∆W,V,D, it is not necessary to
use (6) to find some s > 0 such that (5) holds and, consequently, to show that
C∞

W,V,D(T) :=
⋂∞

n=1H
n
W,V,D(T) ⊂ C∞

W,V (T) is a nuclear space. More precisely, we show

that (−∆W,V,D)
−1 is a trace-class operator in L2

V (T) with kernel

ϱW,0(s, t) =W (t ∧ s)− W (t)W (s)

W (1)
. (8)

As a consequence, in this case, the relation (5) holds for the eigenvalues of −∆W,V,D
when s = 1. However, this is not sufficient to conclude that the eigenvalues of ∆W,V
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satisfy (5) with s = 1. Indeed, by the Courant min-max principle, if λi,D denotes
the eigenvalues of ∆W,V,D, we only have λi ≤ λi,D. In particular, we cannot use the
trace-class property in the Dirichlet case to deduce the nuclearity of C∞

W,V (T). This
demonstrates that the relations (5) and (6) are relevant. Moreover, as a consequence

of λi ≤ λi,D and (6), we have Cn
1
ρ < λi,D, which shows that (−∆W,V,D)

−1 and its
s-fractional power (−∆W,V,D)

−s, defined via the classical Borel functional calculus
for every s > ρ, are trace-class operators. This fact will be important in our appli-
cations section, where we determine the range of parameters for which generalized
Whittle–Matérn type equations have well-defined solutions in L2(Ω;L2

V (T)) and also
establish the regularity of their sample paths.

1.4 Applications

After introducing the higher-order and fractional W -V -Sobolev spaces Hs
W,V (T) for

s > 0, we prove Sobolev-type embeddings as well as density of the space C∞
W,V (T) in

these spaces. Using our asymptotic results, we establish the nuclearity of C∞
W,V (T).

We then present a regularity result for the equation

(I −∆W,V )
su = f, (9)

showing in particular that, if the source term f belongs to C∞
W,V (T), then the solution

u lies in C∞
W,V (T).

Additionally, we provide a regularity result for the stochastic Whittle–Matérn-type
equation

(κ2I −∆W,V )
βu = ḂV , (10)

where ḂV denotes Gaussian white noise on L2
V (T) and κ is a bounded and bounded

away from zero function on T. Specifically, we show that (10) is well-posed as a process
with sample paths in L2

V (T) if and only if 2β > ρ. This highlights the significance of
the upper bound for ρ established in (6).

Finally, and importantly, we apply the results of Perez-Abreu and Kallianpur [13] to
state a result on the existence and uniqueness of solutions to time-dependent stochastic
partial differential equations valued in the dual of a nuclear space. More precisely, we
discuss the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the equation

dYt = α∆′
W,V Yt dt+ β dNt,

where Nt is a mean-zero martingale taking values in the new space of distributions
D′

W,V (T) :=
(
C∞

W,V (T)
)′
, and α and β are positive constants. At this point, the

nuclearity of C∞
W,V (T) plays a crucial role in the discussion.

1.5 Organization of the Manuscript

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. After this introduction, Section 2
provides a review of W -V -Sobolev spaces and the generalized Laplacian. Section 3
develops the generalized Maclaurin expansion and explores its consequences for the
spectral theory of the W -V -Laplacian. Section 4 characterizes the eigenvectors of
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the W -V -Laplacian using generalized trigonometric functions. Section 5 presents pre-
liminary results and investigates the traceability of the generalized Laplacian under
Dirichlet boundary conditions. Section 6 establishes sharp asymptotic lower bounds
for the eigenvalues. Section 7 discusses several applications of the theoretical results,
including higher-order W -V -Sobolev spaces, the nuclearity of the associated func-
tion spaces, regularity of solutions of fractional stochastic differential equations,
and stochastic partial differential equations in this generalized framework. Finally,
Appendix A contains a brief review of parabolic stochastic partial differential equations
acting on nuclear spaces.

2 Review of W -V -Sobolev Spaces and the
Generalized Laplacian

In this section, we briefly recall some definitions and results from [8] regarding W -V -
Sobolev spaces. First, a function is called càdlàg (from the French, “continue à droite,
limite à gauche”) if it is right-continuous and has left limits. Similarly, a function is
called càglàd if it is left-continuous and has right limits.

Fix two strictly increasing functions W,V : T → T, with W being càdlàg and V
being càglàd. We also assume they satisfy the following periodic conditions:

∀x ∈ R,

{
W (x+ 1)−W (x) =W (1)−W (0);

V (x+ 1)− V (x) = V (1)− V (0),
(11)

where, without loss of generality, we assume that both W and V are continuous
at zero, i.e., W (0−) = W (0) = 0 and V (0+) = V (0) = 0. Indeed, since they are
increasing, they can only have countably many points of discontinuity. If they are not
continuous at zero, we can simply choose another point where both are continuous
and translate the functions to make them continuous at zero. Note that by taking any
compact interval I in R of length 1, we can define finite measures dV and dW on T by
dW ((a, b]) =W (b)−W (a) and dV ([a, b)) = V (b)−V (a) for a, b ∈ I, a < b. Thus, dW
and dV are uniquely determined by their values on the families {(a, b] : a < b, a, b ∈ I}
and {[a, b) : a < b, a, b ∈ I}, respectively, and both these classes generate the Borel σ-
algebra of TI

∼= T, where TI is the torus obtained by identifying the boundary points
of I.

Note that in the above definition, we allow the measures induced by W and V to
have atoms. This is a weaker assumption than some commonly found in the literature,
e.g., [4], [5], among others.

We denote the L2 space with the measure induced by V by L2
V (T), with its norm

(resp. inner product) denoted by ∥ · ∥V (resp. ⟨·, ·⟩V ). Similarly, the L2 space with the
measure induced by W is denoted by L2

W (T), with norm (resp. inner product) ∥ · ∥W
(resp. ⟨·, ·⟩W ). The subspace of L2

V (T) (resp. L2
W (T)) consisting of functions f such

that
∫
T fdV = 0 (resp.

∫
T fdW = 0) is denoted by L2

V,0(T) (resp. L2
W,0(T)).
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Definition 1 A function f : T → R is said to be W -left differentiable if, for every x ∈ T,
the limit

D−
W f(x) := lim

h→0−

f(x+ h)− f(x)

W (x+ h)−W (x)

exists. Similarly, a function g : T → R is V -right differentiable if the limit

D+
V g(x) := lim

h→0+

g(x+ h)− g(x)

V (x+ h)− V (x)

exists for all x ∈ T.

Define the sets

C0(T) :=
{
f : T → R : f is càdlàg,

∫
T
fdV = 0

}
,

C1(T) :=
{
f : T → R : f is càglàd,

∫
T
fdW = 0

}
,

and

Cn
W,V,0(T) :=

{
f ∈ Cσ(n+1)(T) : D

(n)
W,V f exists and D

(n)
W,V f ∈ Cσ(n)(T)

}
,

where

D
(n)
W,V :=


D−

WD+
V · · ·D−

W︸ ︷︷ ︸
n factors

, if n is odd;

D−
VD

+
W · · ·D−

W︸ ︷︷ ︸
n factors

, if n is even,
(12)

and

σ(n) :=

{
1, if n is odd;
0, if n is even.

The space of W -V -smooth functions, or test functions, is defined as

C∞
W,V (T) := ⟨1⟩ ⊕

( ∞⋂
n=1

Cn
W,V,0

)
.

These functions allow us to define weak derivatives:

Definition 2 A function f ∈ L2
V (T) has a W -left weak derivative if and only if, for every

g ∈ C∞
V,W (T), there exists F ∈ L2

W (T) such that∫
T
fD+

V g dV = −
∫
T
Fg dW. (13)

In this case, the W -left weak derivative of f is denoted by D−
W f . We use the same notation

as for the strong lateral derivative, in view of Remark 9 of [8].

We can now combine Definition 4 and Theorem 5 from [8] to arrive at the following
definition of W -V -Sobolev spaces.
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Definition 3 The W -V -Sobolev space is the Hilbert space

HW,V (T) = {f ∈ L2
V (T) : f has a W -left weak derivative},

with norm
∥f∥2W,V = ∥f∥2V + ∥D−

W f∥2W .

It is noteworthy that our set of smooth functions, C∞
V,W (T), is dense in HW,V (T).

Indeed, the following is [8, Proposition 2]:

Proposition 1 The space C∞
V,W (T) is dense in L2

V (T). Furthermore,
{
D+

V g : g ∈ C∞
V,W (T)

}
is dense in L2

V,0(T).

We also have a characterization of the W -V -Sobolev spaces that can be seen as a
counterpart to the result that any function in H1(T) is absolutely continuous. More
precisely, the following is a direct consequence of [8, Theorem 2].

Theorem 2 A function f ∈ L2
V (T) belongs to HW,V (T) if and only if there exists F ∈

L2
W,0(T) such that

f(x) = f(0) +

∫
(0,x]

D−
WF (s) dW (s),

for V -almost every x.

Let us now introduce a generalization of the Laplacian. To this end, we first
introduce a new space of functions, on which the Laplacian will be a self-adjoint
operator.

Definition 4 Let DW,V (T) be the set of functions f ∈ L2
W (T) such that there exists f ∈

L2
V,0(T) satisfying

f(x) = a+W (x)b+

∫
(0,x]

∫
[0,y)

f(s) dV (s) dW (y), (14)

where b satisfies the relation

bW (1) +

∫
(0,1]

∫
[0,y)

f(s) dV (s) dW (y) = 0.

We have the following integration by parts formula, whose proof can be found in
[8, Proposition 1], involving functions in DW,V (T) and HW,V (T).

Proposition 3 (Integration by parts formula) For every f ∈ DW,V (T) and g ∈ HW,V (T),
the following holds:

⟨−∆W,V f, g⟩V =

∫
T
D−

W f D−
W g dW (15)

9



We can now define the W -V -Laplacian:

Definition 5 We define the W -V -Laplacian as ∆W,V : DW,V (T) ⊆ L2
V (T) → L2

V (T), given
by ∆W,V f = f, where f is defined by (14).

From [8, Definition 5], we have that DW,V (T) is the domain of the Friedrichs
extension of I−D+

VD
−
W , denoted by A (see Zeidler [11, Section 5.5] for further details

on Friedrichs extensions). Therefore, the formal W -V -Laplacian, ∆W,V : DW,V (T) ⊆
L2
V (T) → L2

V (T), is self-adjoint. Furthermore, by [8, Theorem 3], (I − ∆W,V )
−1 is

well-defined and compact. Therefore, there exists a complete orthonormal system of
functions (νn)n∈N in L2

V (T) such that νn ∈ HW,V (T) for all n, and νn solves the
equation (I −∆W,V )νn = γnνn for some {γn}n∈N ⊂ R. Furthermore,

1 ≤ γ1 ≤ γ2 ≤ · · · → ∞

as n→ ∞. Now, observe that ν ∈ L2
V (T) is an eigenvector of ∆W,V with eigenvalue λ

if and only if ν is an eigenvector of A with eigenvalue γ = 1 + λ. Thus, {νn, λn}n∈N
forms a complete orthonormal system of L2

V (T), where λn = γn − 1. Moreover,

0 = λ0 ≤ λ1 ≤ λ2 ≤ · · · → ∞, (16)

as n→ ∞, where for each k ∈ N \ {0}, λk satisfies

−∆W,V νk = λkνk. (17)

This allows us to describe the elements of HW,V (T) in terms of their Fourier
coefficients. Indeed, [8, Theorem 6] tells us that

HW,V (T) =

{
f ∈ L2

V (T) : f = α0 +

∞∑
i=1

αiνi,
∞∑
i=1

λiα
2
i <∞

}
. (18)

Finally, it is important to note that we can interchange the roles of V and W and
obtain “dual” versions of the above results. More precisely,

Remark 1 In the rest of the paper, we need to pay attention to the position of W and V
in the subscript. We will use the subscript W,V for every structure strictly related to the
operator D+

V D−
W . Similarly, whenever we use the subscript V,W , we will be referring to the

analogous structure related to the operator D−
WD+

V . Notice that by doing this, we will keep
changing between càdlàg and càglàd functions. We ask the reader to be attentive to these
details, as they are subtle.

Below, we provide a combination of Lemmas 3 and 4 from [8].

10



Lemma 4 The space
W = {D−

W f : f ∈ HW,V (T)}

is a closed subspace of L2
W,0(T). Moreover, the set

{
1√
λi

D−
W νi

}∞
i=1

, where νk satisfies (17),

is a complete orthonormal set in W.

The following theorem is a version of the fundamental theorem of calculus:

Theorem 5 Let W be a strictly increasing function on [c1, c2]. Assume that f is left-
continuous, W -locally integrable, and that F and W are right-continuous on [c1, c2). Then,
the following statements are equivalent:

1. D−
WF (x) = f(x) for all x ∈ (c1, c2];

2.
∫
(a1,a2]

f(y) dW (y) = F (a2)− F (a1) whenever c1 ≤ a1 ≤ a2 ≤ c2.

There is also the following version of the integration by parts formula with
boundary terms:

Theorem 6 Let f and g be well-defined functions on [a, b]. Assume that g is a càdlàg and
W -left differentiable function with D−

W g càglàd, and that f is a càglàd, V -right differentiable

function with D+
V f càdlàg. Then,∫

[a,b)
g(s)D+

V f(s) dV (s) = [f(b)g(b)− f(a)g(a)]−
∫
(a,b]

f(s)D−
W g(s) dW (s).

3 Generalized Maclaurin Expansion for Functions in
C∞

W,V (R)
The goal of this section is to provide an analogue of the Maclaurin series expansion for
functions in C∞

W,V (R). Since we are interested in the Maclaurin expansion, our focus
is on investigating the behavior of functions in C∞

W,V (R) near the origin. The same
approach can be used to obtain similar representations around any other point in R.
However, as our main applications are for the torus, several simplifications are possible.
Indeed, since we can rotate the torus and choose any continuity point of W as the
base point, we may assume without loss of generality that W (0) = 0 (since a vertical
translation of W induces the same measure dW ). This shows that the Maclaurin
expansion is well-suited for the torus case.

Because we are interested in local properties near the origin, instead of working
with C∞

W,V (R), we may consider C∞
W,V ([a, b]) with 0 ∈ (a, b). Since

∫
(a,b]

f dW =

−
∫
(b,a]

f dW when b < a, we can focus our attention on the case C∞
W,V ([0, 1]).

Our first proposition is a simple consequence of the integration by parts formula
and provides insight into which functions play the role of the monomials xn

n! in this
generalized framework.
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Proposition 7 For 0 ≤ s ≤ x ≤ 1, define F1(x, s) = W (s),

Fn(x, s) =


∫
[0,s)

[Fn−1(x, x)− Fn−1(x, ξ)] dV (ξ), n even;∫
(0,s]

[Fn−1(x, x)− Fn−1(x, ξ)] dW (ξ), n odd.

Then, if f ∈ CW,V ([0, 1]), there is a uniquely determined function In : [0, 1] → R such that

f(x)− f(0) =

n−1∑
k=1

[
D

(k)
W,V f(0)

]
Fk(x, x) + In(x)

for every integer n ≥ 2 and x ∈ [0, 1].

Proof Let f ∈ C∞
W,V ([0, 1]). From the integration by parts formula, using that D−

WW = 1,
we obtain

f(x)− f(0) =

∫
(0,x]

D−
W f(s)dW (s) =

∫
(0,x]

D−
W f(s)D−

WW dW (s)

= D−
W f(x)W (x)−

∫
[0,x)

D+
V D−

W f(s)W (s)dV (s)

= D−
W f(0)W (x) +

∫
[0,x)

D+
V D−

W f(s) [W (x)−W (s)] dV (s)

= D−
W f(0)W (x) + I2(x),

where I2(x) =
∫
[0,x) D

+
V D−

W f(s) [W (x)−W (s)] dV (s). Now, define

F2(x, s) = V (s)W (x)−
∫
[0,s)

W (ξ)dV (ξ) =

∫
[0,s)

[W (x)−W (ξ)] dV (ξ).

We have that D+
V,sF2(x, s) = W (x)−W (s). We can use integration by parts again, this time

interchanging the roles of V and W (see Remark 1), to obtain

I2(x) =

∫
[0,x)

D+
V D−

W f(s) [W (x)−W (s)] dV (s)

= D+
V D−

W f(x)F2(x, x)−D+
V D−

W f(0)F2(x, 0)−
∫
(0,x]

D−
WD+

V D−
W f(s)F2(x, s)dW (s)

= D+
V D−

W f(x)F2(x, x)−
∫
(0,x]

D−
WD+

V D−
W f(s)F2(x, s)dW (s)

= D+
V D−

W f(0)F2(x, x) +

∫
(0,x]

D−
WD+

V D−
W f(s) [F2(x, x)− F2(x, s)] dW (s)

= D+
V D−

W f(0)F2(x, x) + I3(x).

where I3(x) =
∫
(0,x] D

−
WD+

V D−
W f(s) [F2(x, x)− F2(x, s)] dW (s). In summary,

f(x)− f(0) = D−
W f(0)W (x) +D+

V D−
W f(0)F2(x, x) + I3(x).

Inductively, for all n ≥ 2 we have

f(x)− f(0) =

n−1∑
k=1

[
D

(k)
W,V f(0)

]
Fk(x, x) + In(x), (19)
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where D
(k)
W,V is the operator defined in (12), F1(x, s) = W (s),

Fn(x, s) =


∫
[0,s)

[Fn−1(x, x)− Fn−1(x, ξ)] dV (ξ), n even;∫
(0,s]

[Fn−1(x, x)− Fn−1(x, ξ)] dW (ξ), n odd,
(20)

and the remainder is given by

In(x) =


∫
[0,x)

D
(n+1)
W,V f(s) [Fn(x, x)− Fn(x, s)] dW (s), n even;

[2ex]

∫
(0,x]

D
(n+1)
W,V f(s) [Fn(x, x)− Fn(x, s)] dV (s), n odd.

□

The next lemma will help in estimating the remainder In(x). In particular, it
provides estimates for F2n(x, x) and F2n+1(x, x).

Lemma 8 If (Fn)n∈N is the sequence defined in (20), then for 0 ≤ s ≤ x ≤ 1,

F2n(x)− F2n(s) ≤
(F2(x)− F2(s))

n

n!
, (21)

where Fn(s) := Fn(x, s). In particular, for some constant C > 0 independent of n, we have

F2n+1(x) ≤ C
(F2(x))

n

n!
.

Proof Assume that s < x. It is easy to see from (20) that Fn(s) is increasing for s ≤ x. So,

F2n(x)− F2n(s) =

∫
[s,x)

F2n−1(x)− F2n−1(ξ)dV (ξ)

=

∫
[s,x)

(∫
(ξ,x]

F2(n−1)(x)− F2(n−1)(η)dW (η)

)
dV (ξ)

≤
∫
[s,x)

(
F2(n−1)(x)− F2(n−1)(ξ+)

)
(W (x)−W (ξ))dV (ξ)

=

∫
[s,x)

F2(n−1)(x)− F2(n−1)(ξ+)dF2(ξ).

(22)

Similarly,

F2n(x)− F2n(ξ+) ≤
∫
(ξ,x)

F2(n−1)(x)− F2(n−1)(β+)dF2(β). (23)

From (22) and (23), it is enough to obtain a bound for∫
[s,x)

dF2(ξ1)

∫
(ξ1,x)

dF2(ξ2) · · ·
∫
(ξn−1,x)

(F2(x)− F2(ξn+))dF2(ξn). (24)

Now, put c := F2(x) and notice that

D+
F2

(c− F2)
n+1(ξ) = −

n∑
j=0

(c− F2(ξ+))j (c− F2(ξ))
n−j ≤ −(n+ 1)(c− F2(ξ+))n.

13



Integrating the above inequality and using that
(c−F2)

n+1

n+1 is F2-absolutely continuous in the
sense of [10], we obtain

(c− F2(s))
n+1

n+ 1
≥
∫
[s,x)

(c− F2(ξ+))ndF2(ξ). (25)

Now, given any s∗ < x, we can take the limit from the right as s → s∗+ in (25) to obtain

(c− F2(s
∗+))n+1

n+ 1
≥
∫
(s∗,x)

(c− F2(ξ+))ndF2(ξ). (26)

The inequality (21) follows from successive applications of (25) and (26) to (24). The last
consequence in the statement follows directly from the previous inequality, since

F2n(x) =

∫
(0,x]

F2n+1(x)− F2n+1(ξ)dV (ξ)

=

∫
(0,x]

(∫
[ξ,x)

F2n(x)− F2n(η)dV (η)

)
dW (ξ)

≤
∫
(0,x]

(∫
[ξ,x)

(F2(x)− F2(η))
n

n!
dV (η)

)
dW (ξ)

≤ (F2(x))
n

n!

∫
(0,x]

(∫
[ξ,x)

dV (η)

)
dW (ξ) ≤ (F2(x))

n

n!
W (1)V (1).

□

The next lemma can be viewed as a version of the Leibniz integral rule with respect
to the W -left-derivative. It will help us when computing certain W -left-derivatives
related to Fn.

Lemma 9 Let g : [0, 1]× [0, 1] → R satisfy:

1. For all x ∈ [0, 1], g(x, ·) : [0, 1] → R is a càglàd function;
2. There exists D−

W,1g : (0, 1]× [0, 1] → R such that D−
W,1g(x, ·) : [0, 1] → R is càglàd

and

lim
h→0

sup
ξ∈[0,1]

∣∣∣∣g(x, ξ)− g(x− h, ξ)

W (x)−W (x− h)
−D−

W,1g(x, ξ)

∣∣∣∣ = 0;

3. For all x ∈ [0, 1], g(x, x) = DW,1g(x, x) = 0.

Then,

D−
W

(∫
(0,·]

g(·, ξ)dW (ξ)

)
(x) =

∫
(0,x]

D−
W,1g(x, ξ)dW (ξ)

for all x ∈ (0, 1].

Proof Fix x ∈ (0, 1] and h > 0 sufficiently small. Consider the quotient

∆(x, h) =
1

W (x)−W (x− h)

(∫
(0,x]

g(x, ξ)dW (ξ)−
∫
(0,x−h]

g(x− h, ξ)dW (ξ)

)
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=
1

W (x)−W (x− h)

∫
(x−h,x]

g(x, ξ)dW (ξ)

+

∫
(0,x−h]

[
g(x, ξ)− g(x− h, ξ)

W (x)−W (x− h)
−D−

W,1g(x, ξ)

]
dW (ξ)

+

∫
(0,x−h]

D−
W,1g(x, ξ)dW (ξ) = E1 + E2 + E3.

From items 1 and 3, the term E1 goes to zero. Moreover, from item 2, E2 also vanishes.
Again, from items 1 and 3, E3 trivially goes to zero. □

The main point of Lemma 9 is the following result on the computation of the
partial derivatives D−

W,1Fn(x, s) and D
−
WFn(x, x).

Lemma 10 Let G1(x, s) = V (s) and recursively define

Gn(x, s) =


∫
(0,s]

[Gn−1(x, x)−Gn−1(x, ξ)] dW (ξ), n even;∫
[0,s)

[Gn−1(x, x)−Gn−1(x, ξ)] dV (ξ), n odd.
(27)

Then, {
D−

W,1Fn(ξ, s) = Gn−1(ξ, s),

D−
WFn(ξ, ξ) = Gn−1(ξ, ξ),

where D−
W,1 is as defined in item 2 of Lemma 9.

Proof We proceed by induction on n. For n = 2,

F2(x, s) =

∫
[0,s)

[W (x)−W (ξ)]dV (ξ) = V (s)W (x)−
∫
[0,s)

W (ξ)dV (ξ), (28)

which implies D−
W,1F2(x, s) = V (s) = G1(x, s). Moreover,

F2(x−h,s)−F2(x,s)
W (x−h)−W (x)

→ V (s) as

h → 0, with this limit holding uniformly in s. From the integration by parts formula (see
Proposition 3), it follows that

F2(x, x) =

∫
(0,x]

V (α)dW (α).

Therefore, D−
WF2(x, x) = V (x) = G1(x, x).

Assume that for an odd index n, for all k ≤ n and all x, D−
W,1Fk(x, s) = Gk−1(x, s) exists

uniformly in s, and D−
WFk(x, x) = Gk−1(x, x). Now, for Fn+1(x, x), we can use Fubini’s

theorem and the definition of Fn to obtain

Fn+1(x, x) =

∫
[0,x)

Fn(x, x)− Fn(x, ξ)dV (ξ)

=

∫
[0,x)

(∫
(ξ,x]

Fn−1(x, x)− Fn−1(x, α)dW (α)

)
dV (ξ)

=

∫
(0,x]

[Fn−1(x, x)− Fn−1(x, α)]V (α)dW (α). (29)

15



By the induction hypothesis, the function g(x, α) = [Fn−1(x, x) − Fn−1(x, α)]V (α) satisfies
all the conditions in Lemma 9, with D−

W,1g(x, α) = [Gn−2(x, x)−Gn−2(x, α)]V (α). So,

D−
WFn+1(x, x) =

∫
(0,x]

[Gn−2(x, x)−Gn−2(x, α)]V (α)dW (α).

From the same computation in (29), we obtain D−
WFn+1(x, x) = Gn(x, x). The uniform exis-

tence of D−
W,1Fn+1(x, s) follows easily from the same argument as in (28) and the definition

of Gn(x, s). For the case where n is even, the result is straightforward because the measure
we are integrating with respect to is dW , so all computations reduce to a direct application
of Lemma 9 or the dominated convergence theorem. □

Remark 2 The statements in Lemmas 8, 9, and 10 also have versions relative to the V -right
derivative and càglàd (càdlàg) functions, and the adaptations are straightforward from the
ideas presented above. Thus, the V -right derivative of Gn(x, s) or Gn(x, x) with respect to
x also exists and equals Fn−1(x, s) or Fn−1(x, x), respectively.

The following corollary is a straightforward consequence of Lemma 10 and Remark
2. It essentially says that, if we set F0(x, x) ≡ 1 and start with dW , the function
Fn(x, x) is obtained by alternating n successive integrations, starting from F0, from 0
to x with respect to dW and dV .

Corollary 11 Let (p0(x), q0(x)) = (1,W (x)) and, for n > 0, recursively define
(pn+1(x), qn+1(x)) by

(pn+1(x), qn+1(x)) =

(∫
(0,x]

∫
[0,s)

pn(ξ)dV (ξ)dW (s),

∫
(0,x]

∫
[0,s)

qn(ξ)dV (ξ)dW (s)

)
.

If we assume F0(x, x) ≡ 1, then

(pn(x), qn(x)) = (F2n(x, x), F2n+1(x, x))

for all n ∈ N. An analogous characterization for {Gn}n∈N is immediate from Remark 2.

The following theorem will be our main tool to provide nontrivial examples of
functions in C∞

W,V (T).

Theorem 12 Let f ∈ C∞
W,V ([0, 1]) be a function such that

max
{
∥D(2n)

W,V f∥∞, ∥D(2n+1)
W,V f∥∞

}
≤ cn, (30)

where ∥ · ∥∞ denotes the sup-norm in C∞
W,V ([0, 1]) and cn = o

(
n!
en

)
. Then, we have the

following expansion for f :

f(x) = f(0) +

∞∑
k=1

[
D

(k)
W,V f(0)

]
Fk(x, x). (31)

The convergence in (31) is uniform over [0, 1].
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Moreover, in order for f and D
(n)
W,V f to be well defined on T, the following set of equations

must be satisfied: 

∞∑
k=1

D
(k)
W,V f(0)Fk(1, 1) = 0,

∞∑
k=1

D
(k+1)
W,V f(0)Gk(1, 1) = 0,

∞∑
k=1

D
(k+2)
W,V f(0)Fk(1, 1) = 0,

...

Proof Let us estimate the remainder In in (19) in terms of ∥Dnf∥∞. From Lemma 8, it
follows that

|I2n(x)| =

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
(0,x]

D
(2n+1)
W,V f(s) [F2n(x, x)− F2n(x, s)] dW (s)

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤ (F2(1−, 1−))n

n!
∥D(2n+1)

W,V f∥∞

and

|I2n+1(x)| =

∣∣∣∣∣
∫
(0,x]

D
(2n+2)
W,V f(s) [F2n+1(x, x)− F2n+1(x, s)] dW (s)

∣∣∣∣∣
≤ ∥D(2n+2)

W,V f∥∞
∫
[0,x)

[F2n+1(x, x)− F2n+1(x, s)] dV (s)

= ∥D(2n+2)
W,V f∥∞

∫
[0,x)

(∫
(s,x]

F2n(x, x)− F2n(x, α)dW (α)

)
dV (s)

≤ ∥D(2n+2)
W,V f∥∞

∫
[0,x)

F2n(x, x)− F2n(x, α+)dF2(s)

≤ ∥D(2n+2)
W,V f∥∞

F2(1−, 1−)n+1

(n+ 1)!
.

The previous estimates for In(x), together with (30), yield the uniform convergence of

Sn(x) := f(0) +

n−1∑
k=1

[
D

(k)
W,V f(0)

]
Fk(x, x)

to f(x). Finally, the conditions that f and Dn
W,V f must satisfy to be well-defined on the

torus follow from Lemma 10 and the uniform convergence of Sn(x). □

The ideas of this section may be adapted to the domain R, as long as we require our
results to hold on each closed interval, not necessarily symmetric around the origin.
However, such non-symmetric cases are not relevant for the applications we have in
mind in this work.

4 Characterization of the eigenvectors of −∆W,V

In this section, we use the result of Lemma 8 to define generalized analogues of the
usual trigonometric functions cos(αx) and sin(αx). These generalized trigonometric
functions will be used to fully characterize the eigenvectors of −∆W,V .
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Let α > 0 and define the following functions from R to R:

CW,V (α, x) =
∞∑

n=0

α2n(−1)nF2n(x, x), SW,V (α, x) =
∞∑

n=0

α2n+1(−1)nF2n+1(x, x)

and

CV,W (α, x) =
∞∑

n=0

α2n(−1)nG2n(x, x), SV,W (α, x) =
∞∑

n=0

α2n+1(−1)nG2n+1(x, x).

Remark 3 The functions CW,V and SW,V (or CV,W and SV,W ) are well-defined. Indeed, by
Lemma 8, each of these series converges uniformly and absolutely on every compact interval
of R.

Notice that when V (x) = W (x) = x, the functions CW,V and SW,V (or CV,W and
SV,W ) coincide with cos(αx) and sin(αx), respectively. Using Lemma 9 and the uniform
convergence on compacts, it is straightforward to derive the following relations:

D−
WCW,V (α, x) = −αSV,W (α, x), D−

WSW,V (α, x) = αCV,W (α, x) (32)

and
D+

V CV,W (α, x) = −αSW,V (α, x), D+
V SV,W (α, x) = αCW,V (α, x) (33)

These follow directly. Furthermore, we can use the relations (32) and (33) to see that
SW,V (α, x) is the unique solution in C∞

W,V (R) of{
−∆W,V u = α2u;
u(0) = 0, D−

Wu(0) = α.
(34)

and that CW,V (α, x) is the unique solution in C∞
W,V (R) of{

−∆W,V u = α2u;
u(0) = 1, D−

Wu(0) = 0.
(35)

Now, observe that since SW,V (α, ·) solves (34) and CW,V (α, ·) solves (35), it is
easy to see that for any α ̸= 0, SW,V (α, ·) and CW,V (α, ·) are linearly independent.
Consequently, any solution of −∆W,V u = α2u is given by

u(x) = ACW,V (α, x) +B SW,V (α, x)

where A and B are determined by the initial conditions at x = 0.
Our next result characterizes the eigenvectors of −∆W,V on the torus using the

functions CW,V (α, ·) and SW,V (α, ·). The reader is invited to compare this characteri-
zation with the Taylor expansions of the eigenvectors of the standard Laplacian, −∆,
on the torus.
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Proposition 13 If (λi, νi)i>0 satisfy (1), then there exist ai, bi ∈ R such that

νi(x) = aiCW,V

(√
λi, x

)
+

bi√
λi

SW,V

(√
λi, x

)
, (36)

V -a.e. Furthermore, for each i, the vector (ai, bi) ̸= (0, 0) is obtained as a solution of the
system: 

ai
[
CW,V

(√
λi, 1

)
− 1
]
+

bi√
λi

SW,V (
√
λi, 1) = 0;

ai√
λi

SV,W (
√
λi, 1)−

bi
λi

[
CV,W

(√
λi, 1

)
− 1
]
= 0.

(37)

Proof Let (νi, λi) be an eigenpair of −∆W,V with λi > 0. As νi ∈ D(−∆W,V ), it follows
from Definition 4 that

νi(x) = ai + biW (x)− λi

∫
(0,x]

∫
[0,s)

νi(ξ)dV (ξ)dW (s), (38)

with ai and bi fulfilling the relations{∫
T νidV = 0;

biW (1) +
∫
T
∫
[0,s) νi(ξ)dV (ξ)dW (s) = 0.

(39)

From Corollary 11 we have

F1(x, x) = W (x), F2(x, x) =

∫
[0,x)

V (s)dW (s), F3(x, x) =

∫
(0,x]

∫
(0,s]

W (ξ)dV (ξ)dW (s), . . .

(40)
Therefore, if we recursively substitute (38) into itself, it is easy to see from the previous
characterization of Fn that, up to a set of measure zero, we may write νi = Sn +Rn, where
Sn has the form Sn(x) := νi(0)+

∑n−1
k=1 ckFk(x, x) and Rn is the result of n iterations of the

integral with respect to the product measure dV ⊗ dW (dξ, ds) on the function 1(0,s](ξ)νi(ξ)
over the interval (0, x]× [0, x). Since νi is bounded on T (because it is a well-defined càdlàg
function on the torus), we may estimate Rn similarly to how we estimate In in Theorem
12 to obtain the uniform convergence of Sn to νi. Indeed, it is straightforward to compute

D
(n)
W,V νi(0) and determine the coefficients ck in the analytic representation of νi. Moreover,

taking s = 0 in Lemma 8, and using that F2n+1 is determined from F2n, it follows from the
Weierstrass M-test that Sn also converges absolutely. By absolute convergence, we may split
the series representation of νi into the sum of the series containing the even terms and the
series containing the odd terms. The expressions obtained after such decomposition yield the
representation (38). Using the same iterative procedure, we may rewrite the conditions (39)
according to (37). □

As a direct consequence of Proposition 38, we obtain a strong version of [8, Theorem
4] regarding the regularity of eigenvectors of −∆W,V .

Corollary 14 (Regularity of the eigenvectors) If u ∈ L2
V (T) \ {0} satisfies{

∆W,V u = λu;

u ∈ DW,V (T).

for some λ > 0, then there exists v ∈ C∞
W,V (T) ⊂ L2

V (T) such that u = v (V-a.e.).
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At first sight, it might seem that Corollary 14 is stronger than the result provided in
[8, Theorem 6]. However, by taking an additional step in the argument of [8, Theorem
6], we can arrive at the same conclusion. Indeed, what was proved in [8, Theorem 6] is
that for every n ∈ N, there exists vn ∈ Cn

W,V (T) such that u = vn (V-a.e.). However,
since v1 = vn V -a.e. for every n ∈ N, this means that they are equal on a dense set
of the torus, and since they are right-continuous, they are equal at every point of the
torus. Therefore, v1 ∈ C∞

W,V (T) and u = v1 (V-a.e.). Here, we obtained this result in
a direct and more natural manner than in [8, Theorem 6].

5 Traceability of ∆W,V under Dirichlet Boundary
Conditions

To simplify notation, throughout this section we assume that W (0) = 0. We consider
the space HW,V (T) equipped with a Dirichlet-type condition. Fix a point in T and
identify it with zero, using the standard correspondence between the torus and the
interval [0, 1). Define

HW,V,D(T) = {f ∈ HW,V (T) : f(0) = 0}

and endow this space with the inner product

⟨f, g⟩W,V,D :=

∫
T
D−

W f D−
W g dW.

It is straightforward to verify that (HW,V,D(T), ⟨·, ·⟩W,V,D) is a Hilbert space.
For any f ∈ HW,V (T), it is immediate that

∥f∥W,V,D ≤ ∥f∥W,V .

On the other hand, by applying Theorem 2, the elementary inequality (a + b)2 ≤
2(a2 + b2), and Jensen’s inequality, we deduce the existence of a constant C > 0 such
that

∥f∥2L2
V (T) ≤ C

(
(f(0))2 + ∥D−

W f∥2L2
W (T)

)
.

This demonstrates that the norms ∥·∥W,V,D and ∥·∥W,V are equivalent on HW,V,D(T).

Remark 4 As discussed in [8, Section 7], the space HW,V,D(T) does not depend on V and

can be embedded in any L2
V (T).

Let us now recall the definition of the W -Brownian bridge introduced in [8].

Definition 6 (W -Brownian bridge) Fix a point in T and label it as zero. The W -Brownian
bridge on [0, 1) ∼= T, denoted by BW,0(·), is the centered Gaussian process with covariance
function

ϱW,0(t, s) = W (t ∧ s)− W (t)W (s)

W (1)
, t, s ∈ [0, 1).

20



The first result we need is the joint measurability of the W -Brownian bridge.

Proposition 15 The W -Brownian bridge BW,0(·) admits a version that is a jointly
measurable process.

Proof It is well known that a continuous version of standard Brownian motion on [0,W−1(1)]
exists and is jointly measurable. Moreover, observe that BW (t) := B(W (t)) is a W -Brownian
motion and, since W is right-continuous, BW is jointly measurable. By [8, Proposition 18],
the W -Brownian bridge admits the representation

BW,0(t) = BW (t)− W (t)

W (1)
BW (1).

Since BW is jointly measurable and the operations involved preserve measurability, this also
establishes the joint measurability of BW,0. □

By the joint measurability of BW,0(·), we can apply Fubini’s theorem to obtain

E[∥BW,0∥2L2
V (T)] =

∫
T
E[BW,0(t)

2] dV (t) ≤ V (1)W (1) <∞.

In particular, this shows that BW,0(·) ∈ L2(Ω, L2
V (T)). Now, let us consider the

covariance operator of BW,0(·) on the space L2
V (T). More precisely, let K : L2

V (T) →
L2
V (T) be the operator defined by

Kf(t) =

∫
T
ϱW,0(t, s)f(s)dV (s), t ∈ T.

We now have the following consequence of the above discussion.

Proposition 16 The operator K is trace-class.

Proof By [14, Theorem 2], since BW,0(·) is a jointly measurable Gaussian process with

paths in L2
V (T), the distribution of BW,0(·) is a Gaussian measure on L2

V (T) with covari-
ance operator K. In particular, by the definition of Gaussian measures, K is trace-class.
Furthermore,

tr(K) = E[∥BW,0∥2L2
V (T)].

□

Now, let ∆W,V,D be the Dirichlet-type Laplacian operator defined by ∆W,V,D :
D(∆W,V ) ∩ HW,V,D(T) ⊂ L2

V (T) → L2
V (T) and given by ∆W,V,Df = ∆W,V f . Thus,

∆W,V,D is a self-adjoint operator.
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We will now show that K = (−∆W,V,D)
−1. To this end, observe that an elementary

computation shows that for any f ∈ L2
V (T),∫

T
W (t ∧ s)f(s)dV (s) =W (t)

∫
[0,1)

f(s)dV (s)

−
∫
(0,t]

∫
[0,u)

f(s)dV (s)dW (u)

(41)

and ∫
T

W (t)W (s)

W (1)
f(s)dV (s) =

W (t)

W (1)

∫
[0,1)

W (s)f(s)dV (s). (42)

Therefore, by (41) and (42), we have that for any f ∈ L2
V (T),

D+
VD

−
WKf(t) = D+

VD
−
W

[
W (t)

∫
[0,1)

f(s)dV (s)

−
∫
(0,t]

∫
[0,u)

f(s)dV (s)dW (u)− W (t)

W (1)

∫
[0,1)

W (s)f(s)dV (s)

]
= −f(t),

which shows that for every f ∈ L2
V (T), we have

∆W,VKf = f.

Conversely, take any f ∈ D(∆W,V,D). Observe that f(0) = f(1) = 0 as well as
ϱW (t, 0) = 0 for all t ∈ [0, 1) and ϱW (t, 1) = 0 for all t ∈ [0, 1). Using the integration
by parts formula (Theorem 6), we obtain

KD+
VD

−
W f(t) =

∫
[0,1)

ϱW,0(t, s)D
+
VD

−
W f(s)dV (s)

= −
∫
[0,1)

D−
W ϱW,0(t, s)D

−
W f(s)dW (s)

= −
∫
[0,1)

D−
W

(
W (t ∧ s)− W (t)W (s)

W (1)

)
D−

W f(s)dW (s)

= −
∫
[0,1)

1[0,t)(s)D
−
W f(s)dW (s) +

W (t)

W (1)

∫
[0,1)

D−
W f(s)dW (s)

= −f(t) + f(0) +
W (t)

W (1)
(f(1)− f(0))

= −f(t).

This shows that for every f ∈ D(∆W,V,D), we have KD+
VD

−
W f = f . Therefore, K =

(−∆W,V,D)
−1.
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In particular, this shows that the inverse of the Dirichlet-type Laplacian operator
−∆W,V,D is a compact, self-adjoint, trace-class operator. Let

0 < λ1,D ≤ λ2,D ≤ · · · ≤ λn,D ≤ · · ·

be the eigenvalues of −∆W,V,D. We have

∞∑
n=1

1

λn,D
= tr(K) <∞. (43)

Now, since both −∆W,V,D and −∆W,V are self-adjoint operators with compact
resolvents, they have empty essential spectra. Furthermore, D(∆W,V,D) ⊂ D(∆W,V ).
Therefore, by the min-max principle [15], since HW,V,D(T) ⊂ HW,V (T), we have

λk = min
L⊂D(−∆W,V )

dim(L)=k

max
f∈L
f ̸=0

⟨f,−∆W,V f⟩V
⟨f, f⟩V

≤ min
L⊂D(−∆W,V,D)

dim(L)=k

max
f∈L
f ̸=0

⟨f,−∆W,V,Df⟩V
⟨f, f⟩V

= λk,D.

In particular, for k > 1, since λ1 = 0 and has multiplicity one, we have

1

λk,D
≤ 1

λk
. (44)

This shows that the traceability condition obtained in (43) cannot be directly
transferred to the Laplacian operator −∆W,V . In the next section, we will prove in a
completely different way that the traceability condition is satisfied for certain fractional
powers of the Laplacian operator −∆W,V . By the relation in (44), we will also obtain,
as a special case, a sharper bound for the eigenvalues of −∆W,V,D.

6 Asymptotic behavior of the eigenvalues of ∆W,V

In this section, we bring together and generalize several results from the previous
section to obtain an asymptotic result for the eigenvalues of ∆W,V . First, we high-
light the possibility of generalizing the well-known identity sin2(x) + cos2(x) = 1 to
the generalized trigonometric functions introduced in Section 4. Next, we consider a
generalization of Lemma 8, which is important for providing a sharp upper bound
(in certain contexts) for the asymptotics of the eigenvalues. This approach leads to a
simple abstract result that, to our knowledge, has not yet appeared in the literature.

The following result, inspired by [4, Theorem 5.3], plays an important role in this
work.

Proposition 17 For any x ∈ T and any α ̸= 0, the following fundamental relation holds:

CW,V (α, x)CV,W (α, x) + SW,V (α, x)SV,W (α, x) = 1 (45)

23



Proof Let (αn)n∈N be given by

α2k(x) = (G2k(x, x), F2k(x, x))

and
α2k+1(x) = (F2k+1(x, x), G2k+1(x, x))

for k ≥ 0, where Fn is given by (20) and Gn by (27). Let us denote αn(x) = (pn(x), qn(x)).
Using the integration by parts formula (see Proposition 3), we obtain the following relation:

2k∑
j=0

(−1)jqj(x)p2n−j(x) = 0. (46)

Finally, applying (46) to

CW,V (α, x)CV,W (α, x)+SW,V (α, x)SV,W (α, x) = 1+

∞∑
n=1

(−1)nα2n
2n∑
k=0

(−1)kqk(x)p2n−k(x),

the relation (45) follows. □

We now obtain a log-asymptotically sharp estimate related to F2n and G2n, which
will be fundamental in our study of the asymptotic behavior of the eigenvalues of
∆W,V .

Proposition 18 There exists a constant C > 0 such that

|F2n(1, 1) +G2n(1, 1)| ≤
Cn

(n!)2
. (47)

Proof We begin by observing that the functions Wn+1

n+1 and V n+1

n+1 are, respectively, W -
absolutely continuous and V -absolutely continuous in the sense of [10]. Using the derivatives
as defined in [10], it follows that(

Wn+1

n+ 1

)′

W

(x) =
1

n+ 1

n∑
j=0

W (x−)jW (x)n−j

and (
V n+1

n+ 1

)′

V

(x) =
1

n+ 1

n∑
j=0

V (x+)jV (x)n−j .

Using W (x) ≥ W (x−) and V (x+) ≥ V (x) together with [10, Theorem 5.4], we obtain the
following inequalities:

[W (x)]n+1

n+ 1
≥
∫
(0,x]

Wn(ξ−)dW (ξ) (48)

and
[V (x)]n+1

n+ 1
≥
∫
[0,x)

V n(ξ)dV (ξ). (49)

Moreover, notice that

F2(x, x) =

∫
(0,x]

∫
[0,s)

dV (ξ)dW (s) =

∫
(0,x]

V (s)dW (s) ≤ V (x)W (x).
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So,

F4(x, x) =

∫
(0,x]

∫
[0,s)

F2(ξ, ξ)dV (ξ)dW (s) ≤
∫
(0,x]

∫
[0,s)

V (ξ)W (ξ)dV (ξ)dW (s)

≤
∫
(0,x]

W (s−)

(∫
[0,s)

V (ξ)dV (ξ)

)
dW (s) ≤

∫
(0,x]

W (s−)
V (s)2

2
dW (s)

≤ V (x)2

2

∫
(0,x]

W (s−)dW (s) ≤ V (x)2

2

W (x)2

2

Therefore, after applying the same idea n times using the inequalities (48) and (49) to

F2n(x, x), it follows that there exists a constant A > 0 such that |F2n(1, 1)| ≤ An

(n!)2
. Pro-

ceeding similarly for G2n (using the corresponding expression for Gk as in Corollary 11) and
successively applying (48) and (49) to G2n(x, x), we obtain the existence of B > 0 such that

|G2n(1, 1)| ≤ Bn

(n!)2
. Therefore, inequality (47) follows if we take C = 2(A+B). □

We are now in a position to state the main result of this section, which provides a
lower bound on the growth of the eigenvalues of ∆W,V .

Theorem 19 Let W,V : R → R be any strictly increasing functions satisfying the periodic
condition (11), and let ∆W,V : DW,V (T) ⊂ L2

V (T) → L2
V (T) be their induced W -V -

Laplacian. Let {λi}i≥1 be the sequence of non-negative eigenvalues (counted according to their

multiplicity) of ∆W,V . Then, there exists ρ ∈ (0, 12 ] such that

Cn1/ρ ≤ λn (50)

for some constant C > 0. Moreover,
∞∑
i=1

1

λsi
< ∞ (51)

for s > ρ. Furthermore, the bound in equation (50) is sharp in the sense that it is attained
for some W and V .

Proof From Proposition 17, the system (37) has a non-trivial solution (ai, bi) if λi > 0 satisfies

2 = CW,V (
√

λi, 1) + CV,W (
√

λi, 1).

That is, λi are positive roots of the entire function

f(z) = −2 +
∑
n≥0

(−1)nzn(F2n(1, 1) +G2n(1, 1)) =
∑
n≥1

(−1)nzn(F2n(1, 1) +G2n(1, 1)).

Therefore, the eigenvalues of ∆W,V are zeros of f(z). The inequality

|F2n(1, 1) +G2n(1, 1)| ≤
Cn

(n!)2

implies that the order of growth ρ of the series f(z) satisfies 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1

2
. Indeed, using the

Stirling’s approximation, we have

ρ = lim sup
n→∞

n lnn

− ln |(−1)n[F2n(1, 1) +G2n(1, 1)]|
≤ lim sup

n→∞

n lnn

− ln

[
Cn

(n!)2

] =
1

2
.
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Now, let Z = {zi}i∈N be the zeros of f , indexed according to their multiplicity and ordered
by their moduli:

0 < |z1| ≤ |z2| ≤ . . . .

Let n(r) be the number of zeros of f whose moduli are less than or equal to r, that is,

n(r) = #{i ∈ N; |zi| < r}.

Then, by [16, Chapter 5, Theorem 2.1], for any β ≥ ρ there exists a constant C > 0 such
that for sufficiently large r > 0,

n(r) ≤ Crβ .

Now, observe that {λi}i∈N ⊂ Z, and by (16), we have λi → ∞ as i → ∞. Therefore,
limi→∞ |zi| = +∞, which implies that ρ ̸= 0. The above results also show, in particular, that
ρ ̸∈ Z. By [17, Chapter 5, Theorem 1], the order ρ is equal to the convergence exponent of
Z. In particular, there exists C > 0 such that

lim sup
r→+∞

n(r)

rρ
= lim sup

n→+∞

n

|zn|ρ
≤ C. (52)

From (52), there exists a subsequence nk such that

nk

C
≤ λρk. (53)

By the definition of subsequence, we have nk ≥ k. Combining (53) and nk ≥ k, we obtain
the inequality (50). Finally, since ρ is equal to the convergence exponent of Z, we directly
obtain that if s > ρ, then ∑

i≥1

1

λsi
< ∞. (54)

The final claim follows from Weyl’s asymptotics (see, for instance, [18, Theorem 6.3.1]).
Indeed, Weyl’s asymptotics yields that the exact order for the Laplacian, which corresponds
to the case W (x) = V (x) = x, is λn ∝ n2. □

In Section 7, we will see that Theorem 19 can be used to establish the traceability
of negative fractional powers of the generalized Laplacian.

Remark 5 In a similar spirit, one may consider a generalized formulation of the problem over
compact intervals of R for measures that do not necessarily satisfy the periodicity condition
(11). This is precisely the setting studied in [4]. Within the same framework, [6] observed that
there are specific situations in which the parameter ρ appearing in Theorem 19 is strictly less
than 1/2. We point out that, unlike the case studied in [6], the result of Theorem 19 does
not specify the exact value of ρ.

Remark 6 We also note that the result stated in Theorem 19 extends to the case where the
supports of the measures dW and dV are not the whole torus (or the entire interval [0, 1]),
as in the problems studied in [6] or [4]. The key idea is that in these cases, the eigenvalues
are also characterized as roots of entire functions.

An immediate consequence of Theorem 19 is its counterpart for the eigenvalues of
the Dirichlet Laplacian ∆W,V,D introduced in Section 5:
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Corollary 20 Let {λi,D}i≥1 be the sequence of non-negative eigenvalues (counted according

to their multiplicity) of ∆W,V,D. Then, there exists ρ ∈ (0, 12 ] such that

Cn1/ρ ≤ λn,D

for some constant C > 0. Moreover,

∞∑
i=1

1

λsi,D
< ∞

for s > ρ.

To summarize, the strategy developed in this section can be used to study the
abstract asymptotics of eigenvalues of compact operators.

Theorem 21 Let A : H → H be an injective compact operator defined on a Banach space
H whose set of eigenvalues Z := {λi}i∈N converges to 0. If Z is a subset of the zeros of an
entire function f(z) =

∑∞
n=0 anz

n such that

ρ := − limsupn→+∞
n lnn

ln |an|
< ∞,

then, if n(r) := #{i ∈ N; |λi| < r}, the following assertions hold:

1. There exists a constant C > 0 such that n(r) ≤ Crρ;
2. For s > ρ, we have

∑
i

1
|λi|s <∞.

Proof The proof of this result is contained in the proof of Theorem 19. □

As previously mentioned, this result allows us to improve the convergence of the
series

∑
i

1
λs
i,D

for all s > 1
2 , thereby establishing the traceability of the negative

s-fractional powers of ∆W,V,D. In particular, for the case s = 1, this recovers the
traceability of the operator (−∆W,V,D)

−1, which was already proved in Section 5. In
the same spirit, we have the following result:

Theorem 22 Let A : H → H be a trace-class operator defined on a separable Hilbert space.
Furthermore, let Λk(A) denote the k-th exterior power of the operator A. Then, for every

s > − lim sup
n→+∞

n lnn

ln
∣∣tr [Λk(A)

]∣∣
we have

∑
i∈N

1
|λi|s < ∞.

Proof Since A is a trace-class operator, it follows from [19, Theorem 5.2] that z 7→ det(I −
zA) =

∑∞
k=0 z

ktr
[
Λk(A)

]
is an entire function whose zeros are exactly the eigenvalues of A.

Consequently, using Theorem 21, the result follows. □
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7 Applications

In this section, we present several applications of the results derived in the previous
sections. These applications are organized into three distinct subsections. The first
subsection is devoted to the study of higher-order Sobolev spaces and the nuclearity
of the space C∞

W,V (T). We introduce the fractional-order Sobolev spaces, present some

compatibility results, and discuss applications to the traceability of (I + ∆W,V )
−s.

We then show how this framework leads to a regularity result for fractional elliptic
problems. The second subsection is dedicated to the existence of solutions for fractional
stochastic differential equations driven by V -Gaussian white noise. In the third and
final subsection, we take advantage of our characterization of C∞

W,V (T) as a nuclear
space to establish existence and uniqueness of solutions for parabolic stochastic partial
differential equations.

7.1 Nuclearity of C∞
W,V (T)

Recall that the usual higher-order Sobolev spaces play a crucial role in the study of
fractional Sobolev spaces. The situation in this context is no different. Based on the
characterizations introduced in Section 2, we begin by introducing the higher-order
W -V -Sobolev spaces.

Definition 7 Given k ∈ N, we define the W -V -Sobolev space of order k as

Hk
W,V (T) =

{
f ∈ L2

V (T) : ∃D(n)
W,V f ∈ L2

κ(n)(T)∀n = 1, . . . , k
}
,

where D
(n)
W,V is considered in the weak sense (see Definition 2) and

κ(n) :=

{
W, if n is odd;
V, if n is even.

(55)

Furthermore, the space Hk
W,V (T), endowed with the norm

∥f∥k,W,V (T) :=

(
∥f∥2V +

k∑
i=1

∥∂(i)W,V f∥2κ(i)

)1/2

,

is a Hilbert space.

Remark 7 We note that, in order to define the weak V -derivatives, we must use the space
C∞
W,V (T)—the space of regular functions associated with the adjoint problem—instead of

C∞
V,W (T).

In our next result, we generalize the relation (18) by characterizing Hk
W,V (T) in

terms of its Fourier coefficients.

Theorem 23 We have the following characterization:

Hk
W,V (T) =

{
f ∈ L2

V (T) : f = α0 +

∞∑
i=1

αiνi and

∞∑
i=1

λki α
2
i < ∞

}
.
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Proof Let k be odd and f = α0 +
∑∞

i=1 αiνi. By Lemma 4, we have

∞∑
i=1

αiλ
k−1
2

i

√
λi

D−
W νi√
λi

= D
(k)
W,V f ∈ L2

W (T).

Indeed, by Parseval’s identity,

∞∑
i=1

α2
i λ

k
i = ∥D(k)

W,V f∥2W < ∞.

Conversely, let f = α0 +
∑∞

i=1 αiνi and suppose
∑∞

i=1 λ
k
i α

2
i < ∞. Recall from (16) that

λi → ∞ as i → ∞. This implies that for large i ∈ N, λi > 1. Therefore, if
∑∞

i=1 α
2
i λ

k
i < ∞,

then
∑∞

i=1 α
2
i λ

j
i < ∞ for all j ≤ k. Now, let (fk)k∈N be the sequence given by

fk = α0 +

k∑
i=1

αiνi.

We have fk ∈ C∞
W,V (T) ⊂ Hk

W,V (T) and D
(n)
W,V fk is Cauchy in L2

κ(n)(T) for n = 1, . . . , k. By

the completeness of Hk
W,V (T), there exists f̃ ∈ Hk

W,V (T) such that fk → f̃ with respect to the

norm ∥ · ∥k,W,V . By uniqueness of the L2
V (T)-limit, we have f̃ = f . Thus, f ∈ Hk

W,V (T). □

Corollary 24 The following characterization of the space Hk
W,V (T) holds:

Hk
W,V (T) = C∞

W,V (T)
∥ · ∥k,W,V

.

We have the following strong regularity for these higher-orderW -V -Sobolev spaces:

Theorem 25 For every k ≥ 1,

Hk
W,V (T) ⊂ Ck−1

W,V (T),

where C0
W,V (T) = {f : T → R : f is càdlàg and D(f) ⊂ D(V )}, and D(g) denotes the set of

discontinuity points of g.

Proof The case k = 1 follows directly from [8, Theorem 2]. By induction on k, and using [8,
Theorem 2] again, we obtain the result for any k ≥ 1. □

As an immediate consequence of Theorem 25, we have the following corollary:

Corollary 26 The following equality of sets holds:

∞⋂
k=1

Hk
W,V (T) =: H∞

W,V (T) = C∞
W,V (T).

In the following result, we use Theorem 19 and the results established in this
section to conclude that C∞

W,V (T) is a nuclear space (see Appendix A for the definition
of nuclear spaces).
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Theorem 27 The space C∞
W,V (T) is a nuclear space.

Proof From Corollary 26, we have C∞
W,V (T) ⊂ H∞

W,V (T). To show that C∞
W,V (T) is a nuclear

space, we need to show that for each n ≥ 0, there exists m > n such that the natural
inclusion im,n : Hm

W,V (T) → Hn
W,V (T) is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator. Indeed, take anym > n.

Denoting by νi the eigenfunctions of ∆W,V associated with the eigenvalues λi, the family{
νi
λm
i

}
i∈N

is an orthonormal basis of Hm
W,V (T). Consequently, taking ρ as in Theorem 19, we

have
∞∑
i=1

∥∥∥∥ νi
λmi

∥∥∥∥2
n,W,V

=

∞∑
i=1

λ
2(n−m)
i ≤

∞∑
i=1

i
2
ρ (n−m) < ∞.

where the last convergence holds because 2
ρ (m− n) ≥ 4(m− n) > 1. □

For s ≥ 0, let (I −∆W,V )
s : H2s

W,V (T) → L2
V (T), where

H2s
W,V (T) =

{
f ∈ L2

V (T) :
∞∑
i=0

γ2si (f, νi)
2 <∞

}
,

γi = 1 + λi, and

(I −∆W,V )
sf =

∞∑
i=0

γsi (f, νi)νi, ∀f ∈ H2s
W,V (T),

be the s-fractional power of the operator I −∆W,V . We note that the space Hs
W,V (T)

is essentially a generalization of the higher-order Sobolev spaces as presented in Defi-
nition 7. Indeed, when s = k ∈ N, we have the identification Hs

W,V (T) = Hk
W,V (T). A

straightforward consequence of this fact is that⋂
s>0

Hs
W,V (T) = C∞

W,V (T). (56)

Moreover, in view of (56) and the identification of the spaces Hk
W,V (T) as the domains

of powers of the operator I − ∆W,V , it follows that (54) is also necessary for the
nuclearity of C∞

W,V (T); see, for instance, [13, Section 3].

For s ≥ 0, define H−s
W,V (T) := (Hs

W,V (T))∗, the dual of Hs
W,V (T). The following

proposition characterizes H−s
W,V (T):

Proposition 28 For s ≥ 0,

H−s
W,V (T) ∼=

{
f =

∞∑
i=1

αiνi :

∞∑
i=1

γ−s
i α2

i < ∞

}
, (57)

with norm ∥f∥2
H−s

W,V (T) =
∑∞

i=1 γ
−s
i α2

i and dual pairing (f, g) =
∑∞

i=1 αi⟨νi, g⟩V , where

αi = (f, νi).
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Proof Let f ∈ H−s
W,V (T). By the Riesz representation theorem, there exists u ∈ Hs

W,V (T)
such that for all g ∈ Hs

W,V (T),

(f, g) = ⟨u, g⟩Hs
W,V (T).

Write u =
∑∞

i=1 βiνi with
∑∞

i=1 γ
s
i β

2
i < ∞. Then, (f, g) =

∑∞
i=1 γ

s
i βi⟨νi, g⟩V . Setting

αi = γsi βi, we have (f, νi) = γsi βi and

∞∑
i=1

γ−s
i α2

i =

∞∑
i=1

γsi β
2
i < ∞.

Thus,

∥f∥2
H−s

W,V (T) = ∥u∥2Hs
W,V (T) =

∞∑
i=1

γsi β
2
i =

∞∑
i=1

γ−s
i α2

i .

The converse follows similarly. □

We also have the following result regarding the trace-class property of the fractional
powers of the generalized Laplacian:

Proposition 29 Let ρ ∈ (0, 1/2] be as in Theorem 19. If s > ρ, then A−s =
(
I −∆W,V

)−s

is a trace-class operator. Similarly, for the fractional powers of the Dirichlet generalized

Laplacian: if s > ρ, then
(
−∆W,V,D

)−s
is a trace-class operator.

Proof This is an immediate consequence of Theorem 19. □

We note that in the context of fractional Sobolev spaces, as a byproduct of the
proof of Theorem 19, (54), and Proposition 28, the following proposition easily follows:

Proposition 30 Let ρ ∈ (0, 1/2] be as in Theorem 19. For t ∈ R and s > ρ, the inclusion
i : Ht

W,V (T) → Ht−s
W,V (T) is trace-class. In particular, for any s > 1/2, the inclusion i :

Ht
W,V (T) → Ht−s

W,V (T) is trace-class.

Define the bilinear form Bs(u, v) := ⟨u, v⟩Hs
W,V

for u, v ∈ Hs
W,V (T). If f ∈ L2

V (T),
we say that u ∈ Hs

W,V (T) is a weak solution to the equation (I −∆W,V )
su = f if

Bs(u, v) = ⟨f, v⟩V , ∀v ∈ Hs
W,V (T). (58)

We have the following regularity result for weak solutions of generalized fractional
elliptic equations.

Proposition 31 Fix s ≥ 0 and m > 0. If f ∈ Hm
W,V (T), then the function u ∈ Hs

W,V (T)
given by the unique weak solution of

(I −∆W,V )su = f (59)

satisfies u ∈ Hm+2s
W,V (T). In particular, for every fixed s ≥ 0, if f ∈ C∞

W,V (T), the solution u

of (59) belongs to C∞
W,V (T).
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Proof Let f ∈ Hm
W,V (T). Consider the orthonormal basis {ei,L}i∈N of L2

V (T) consisting of
eigenfunctions of LW,V with corresponding eigenvalues γi,L. Write

f =
∑
i∈N

βiei,L, u =
∑
i∈N

αiei,L.

By the definition of weak solution, we have, in particular, that

Bs(u, ej,L) = ⟨f, ej,L⟩V , ∀j ∈ N. (60)

On the other hand, we have ⟨f, ej,L⟩V = βj and

Bs(u, ej,L) = ⟨u, ej,L⟩Hs
W,V

= γsj,L⟨u, ej,L⟩V = γsj,Lαj .

Thus, (60) yields γsj,Lαj = βj , and consequently αj = γ−s
j,Lβj . Since f ∈ Hm

W,V (T), we have∑
i∈N γmi,Lβ

2
i < ∞. Therefore,∑

i∈N
γm+2s
i,L α2

i =
∑
i∈N

γm+2s
i,L (γ−s

i,Lβi)
2 =

∑
i∈N

γmi,Lβ
2
i < ∞,

which shows that u ∈ Hm+2s
W,V (T). □

7.2 Fractional Stochastic Differential Equations Driven by
V -Gaussian White Noise

The main concept required in this section is the notion of V -Gaussian white noise ḂV

(see Definition 8 below). This process is closely related to the so-called W -Brownian
motion introduced in [8]. For the applications we have in mind, it is natural to consider
V instead of W because the initial space of I −∆W,V is L2

V (T). Unlike the equations
considered in [8, Section 8], we are interested in defining and studying fractional
stochastic differential equations of the form

(I −∆W,V )
su = ḂV , on T. (61)

The equation in (61) can be viewed as a generalization of the Whittle-Matérn stochas-
tic differential equation studied in [20–23], and has been used extensively in both
spatial (see, e.g., [24] for a recent review and comprehensive list of applications) and
spatio-temporal modeling of random fields [25]. Solutions to (61) are known as Whit-
tle–Matérn fields (see, e.g., [20]) or Bessel fields (see, e.g., [26]). The main motivation
for considering (61) in the sense of W -V generalized derivatives is that the sam-
ple paths of the solution field u naturally exhibit jumps, which may provide a more
effective way to model data with discontinuities.

Definition 8 The V -Gaussian white noise is the L2
V (T)-isonormal Gaussian process

{ḂV (h) : h ∈ L2
V (T)} on a probability space (Ω,F , P ), such that for all g, h ∈ L2

V (T),

E[ḂV (g)ḂV (h)] =

∫
T
gh dV.

Remark 8 ḂV is a linear isometry from L2
V (T) into a closed subspace of L2(Ω,F , P ) (see [27,

Chapter 1]).

32



The existence of V -Gaussian white noise follows from Kolmogorov’s extension
theorem, since the inner product ⟨g, h⟩V defines a well-defined kernel. The following
process is a natural generalization of the W -Brownian motion and is closely related
to the V -Gaussian white noise.

Definition 9 A process BV (t) is a V -Brownian motion in law if:

1. BV (0) = 0 a.s.;
2. For t > s, BV (t)−BV (s) is independent of σ(BV (u) : u ≤ s);
3. For t > s, BV (t)−BV (s) ∼ N(0, V (t)− V (s)).

If BV (·) has càdlàg paths, it is a V -Brownian motion.

Notice that the V -Brownian motion in law can be recovered from the V -Gaussian
white noise by

BV (t) = ḂV (1[0,t)). (62)

Moreover, from [8, Proposition 10], we have that BV (·) admits a modification that is
a V -Brownian motion. On the other hand, for a simple function f =

∑n
i=1 αi1Ii , we

define the stochastic integral with respect to BV (·) as∫
T
f(s)dBV (s) = ḂV (f).

For h ∈ L2
V (T), the stochastic integral is defined as the L2-limit of integrals of simple

approximations: ∫
T
h dBV = lim

n→∞
ḂV (hn), (63)

where hn → h in L2
V (T). Therefore,

ḂV (h) =

∫
T
h dBV . (64)

Since ḂV is a linear isometry, it follows that

E

[(∫
T
h dBV

)2
]
=

∫
T
h2 dV (65)

for all h ∈ L2
V (T).

Remark 9 By [8, Proposition 12] and (64), the V -Gaussian white noise on L2
V (T) coincides

with the pathwise V -Gaussian white noise on HW,V,D. Recall the definition of HW,V,D in
Section 5.
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Proposition 32 Let {ei}i∈N be an orthonormal basis of L2
V (T). There exists an i.i.d.

sequence of standard normal random variables ξ1, ξ2, . . . such that for every h ∈ L2
V (T),

ḂV (h) =

∞∑
i=0

ξi⟨h, ei⟩V ,

with convergence in L2(Ω,F , P ) and P -almost surely.

Proof {ḂV (ei)} are independent standard normals. The sum converges in L2 by the isometry
property and almost surely by the martingale convergence theorem (see, e.g., [28, Theorem
4.2.11]). Indeed, if we let Mn =

∑n
i=0 ξi⟨h, ei⟩V , then (Mn)n≥1 is a martingale such that

sup
n∈N

E|Mn| ≤
√

E(ḂV (h)2) = ∥h∥V < ∞.

□

Due to the series expansion representation obtained in Proposition 32, we shall use
the notation

ḂV =

∞∑
i=0

ξiei (66)

even though the series on the right-hand side of (66) does not converge in L2
V (T).

However, as we shall see in the following results, the right-hand side of (66) may
converge in a slightly larger space.

Proposition 33 Let (H, ∥ · ∥H) be a Hilbert space. If T : L2
V (T) → H is Hilbert-Schmidt,

then

TḂV :=

∞∑
i=0

ξiTei (67)

defines an H-valued L2(Ω,F , P ) random variable, that is, TḂV ∈ L2(Ω, H).

Proof For every m,n > 0 we have the estimate

E


∥∥∥∥∥∥
∑

n<i≤m

ξiTei

∥∥∥∥∥∥
2

H

 =
∑

n<i≤m

∥Tei∥2H ≤ ∥T∥2HS < ∞. (68)

The inequality in (68) shows that
∑

n<i≤m ξiTei is Cauchy with probability one and con-
sequently defines a well-defined H-valued random variable on Ω. Furthermore, by exploiting
the upper bound in (68), it follows that TḂV ∈ L2(Ω, H). □

Corollary 34 Let ρ ∈ (0, 1/2] be as in Theorem 19. If s > ρ, then P -almost surely,
ḂV |Hs

W,V (T) ∈ H−s
W,V (T), and

ḂV =

∞∑
i=0

ξiei,

where the series on the right-hand side converges in H−s
W,V (T).
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Proof By Proposition 30, the inclusion i : L2
V (T) → H−s

W,V (T) is trace-class and thus Hilbert-
Schmidt. Therefore, by Proposition 33,

i(ḂV ) =

∞∑
i=0

ξii(ei)

is a well-defined L2(Ω,F , P ) random variable in H−s
W,V (T). Furthermore, by Proposition 32,

we have the following equality for every h ∈ Hs
W,V (T) ⊂ L2

V (T):

ḂV (h) = i(ḂV )(h).

Therefore, ḂV |Hs
W,V (T) = i(ḂV ). □

We are now prepared to focus our attention on the fractional Matérn-type SPDE
of the form

(κ2I −∆W,V )
βu = ḂV , (69)

where κ in (69) is a well-defined function on T, bounded and bounded away from zero.
We observe that when V (x) =W (x) = x, equation (69) reduces to the Whittle–Matérn
equation on the one-dimensional torus (i.e., the circle).

Remark 10 Unlike the SPDE in [8, Section 8], (69) is driven by L2
V (T)-white noise.

In what follows, we present the main result of this section concerning the existence
and regularity of the sample paths of the solution to (69).

Theorem 35 Let ρ ∈ (0, 1/2] be as in Theorem 19. Let β > ρ/2. Then, the solution to (69)
is given by

u = (κ2I −∆W,V )−βḂV ,

which is a centered Gaussian random variable that belongs to L2(Ω, H2β−ρ−ϵ
W,V (T)) for all

ϵ > 0, and has covariance operator (κ2I −∆W,V )−2β .

Proof Observe that the eigenvalues of (κ2I−∆W,V )−β are given by ((κ2+λi)
−β)i∈N, where

(λi)i∈N are the eigenvalues of −∆W,V . By Theorem 19, we have that κ2 +Cn1/ρ ≤ κ2 + λn
for n ∈ N and some constant C > 0. Since Hs2

W,V ⊂ Hs1
W,V for s1 < s2, it is enough to prove

the result for ϵ > 0 such that 2β − ρ− ϵ > 0. Therefore, since β > ρ/2, we have

∞∑
i=1

λ2β−ρ−ϵ
i

(κ2 + λi)2β
≤

∞∑
i=1

1

(κ2 + Cn1/ρ)ρ+ϵ
< ∞,

where ϵ > 0 was chosen so that 2β > ρ+ ϵ.

Therefore, (κ2I −∆W,V )−β is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator from L2
V (T) to H2β−ρ−ϵ

W,V (T).
By Proposition 33, we have that u ∈ L2(Ω, H2β−ρ−ϵ(T)). Finally, by writing u in terms of the
expansion (67), we readily obtain that u is a centered Gaussian random field with covariance
operator (κ2I −∆W,V )−2β . □
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7.3 Stochastic Partial Differential Equations

Our goal in this section is to study stochastic partial differential equations (SPDEs)
taking values in an analogue of the space of distributions. To this end, we work with
the dual of the space C∞

W,V (T). For simplicity, we set DW,V (T) = C∞
W,V (T) and denote

its strong dual by D′
W,V (T). The space D′

W,V (T) thus plays the role of the space of
distributions on T. Note that when W (x) = V (x) = x, the space D′

W,V (T) coincides
with the classical space of distributions on T.

We are interested in the following parabolic stochastic partial differential equation
in D′

W,V (T):
dYt = α∆′

W,V Yt dt+ β dNt, (70)

where α, β > 0, N is a mean-zero D′
W,V (T)-valued martingale, and ∆′

W,V denotes the
action of ∆W,V on D′

W,V (T) as given by relation (72). This SPDE generalizes (in the
one-dimensional case) the equation obtained in [29] as the equilibrium fluctuations of
an interacting particle system with conductances.

In this section, we use basic results from [13], which are summarized in Appendix
A. We begin with the following result:

Proposition 36 The triple (C∞
W,V (T),∆W,V , L2

V (T)) is a special compatible family (see
Appendix A for the definition of special compatible families). Furthermore, the restric-
tion of ∆W,V to DW,V (T) belongs to L(DW,V (T)) and is the infinitesimal generator of a
(C0, 1)-semigroup on DW,V (T), which we denote by PW,V (t).

Proof The fact that the triple (C∞
W,V (T),∆W,V , L2

V (T)) is a special compatible family follows
from Theorem 19 and equations (7.1), (57), and (56). The remaining claims are consequences
of Proposition 39. □

We now state the following result regarding the existence and uniqueness of
solutions to equations of the form (70):

Theorem 37 Let α, β > 0. Let N = (Nt)t≥0 be a mean-zero D′
W,V (T)-valued martingale

such that N0 = 0 and E(Nt(f))
2 < ∞ for all f ∈ DW,V (T). Let Y0 be a D′

W,V (T)-valued
random variable such that E∥Y0∥2−r0 < ∞ for some r0 ∈ N. Then, the stochastic partial
differential equation (70) admits a unique solution given by

Yt = P ′
W,V (t)Y0 +

∫ t

0
P ′
W,V (t− s)β dNs,

where P ′
W,V (t) denotes the action of PW,V (t) on D′

W,V (T) as given by relation (72). Fur-

thermore, Y ∈ D([0,∞);D′
W,V (T)) almost surely, and for every t0 > 0 there exists pt0 > 0

such that Y t0 ∈ D([0, t0];D
′
W,V (T)) almost surely and

E

(
sup

0≤t≤t0

∥Yt∥2−pt0

)
< ∞,

where Y t0 denotes the restriction of Y to the interval [0, t0].
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Proof The proof follows from Proposition 36 and Proposition 40. □

Finally, we have the following result concerning Gaussian solutions:

Corollary 38 Let N = (Nt)t≥0 be a mean-zero D′
W,V (T)-valued Gaussian martingale with

quadratic variation

⟨N(f)⟩t = t

∫
T

[
D−

W f
]2

dW.

Let Y0 be a Gaussian random field in D′
W,V (T), independent of N , such that E∥Y0∥2−r0 < ∞

for some r0 ∈ N. Then, the stochastic partial differential equation (70) admits a unique
solution. Furthermore, the solution Yt is a Gaussian process.

Proof By Theorem 37, the stochastic partial differential equation (70) admits a unique solu-
tion. It remains to verify that the solution is Gaussian. By Proposition 41, it suffices to
check that N has independent increments. However, by Lévy’s characterization of Brown-
ian motion, for each f ∈ DW,V (T), the process N(f) is a time-changed Brownian motion.
Therefore, N has independent increments. □

Remark 11 Observe that it is immediate that if we consider fractional powers (−∆W,V )s of

the Laplacian ∆W,V for s > 0, then (C∞
W,V (T), (−∆W,V )s, L2

V (T)) is also a special compatible
family. Therefore, results analogous to those in this section hold for the fractional stochastic
partial differential equations

dYt = −α[(−∆W,V )s]′Yt dt+ β dNt,

with α, β > 0 and the same conditions on N and Y0 as in Theorem 37 or Proposition 41,
where [(−∆W,V )s]′ denotes the action of (−∆W,V )s on D′

W,V (T) as given by relation (72).
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A Stochastic Partial Differential Equations in
Nuclear Spaces

In this appendix, we provide a brief overview of basic concepts related to nuclear
spaces, as well as some results concerning stochastic differential equations in such
spaces.

Let X be a vector space equipped with a sequence of inner products ⟨·, ·⟩n for
n ∈ N, such that the associated norms are increasing: for all x ∈ X and n < m, we
have ∥x∥n ≤ ∥x∥m. Denote by Xn the completion of X with respect to ∥ · ∥n. Define

X∞ =

∞⋂
n=1

Xn.

The space (X∞, (∥ · ∥n)n∈N) is called a countably Hilbert space and forms a Fréchet
space with respect to the metric

d(f, g) =
∞∑

n=1

2−n ∥f − g∥n
1 + ∥f − g∥n

. (71)

Since the norms are increasing, we have Xm ⊂ Xn for all m ≥ n.
A countably Hilbert space X∞ is called nuclear if, for each n ≥ 0, there exists

m > n such that the natural inclusion im,n : Xm → Xn is a Hilbert–Schmidt operator.
That is, for any orthonormal basis {ej}j≥1 of Xm, we have

∞∑
j=1

∥ej∥2n <∞.

Let L(X∞) denote the space of continuous linear operators from X∞ to itself. Let
X−n denote the Hilbert space dual of Xn. For any y ∈ X−n, define

∥y∥−n = sup
∥x∥n≤1
x∈Xn

|y(x)|.

We have
X−n ⊂ X−m for all m ≥ n.

Let X−∞ be the topological dual of X∞ with respect to the strong topology, which
is defined by the system of neighborhoods of zero of the form {y ∈ X−∞ : ∥y∥−∞,B <
ϵ}, where

∥y∥−∞,B = sup{|y(x)| : x ∈ B},
and B is a bounded subset of X∞. That is, for every neighborhood V of zero in the
topology induced by the metric d(·, ·) given in (71), there exists a constant r > 0 such
that B ⊂ rV . Thus,

X−∞ =

∞⋃
r=1

X−r.
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Let T ∈ L(X∞). The operator T induces a continuous linear operator on X−∞,
denoted by T ′, which is defined as follows: for y ∈ X−∞ and x ∈ X∞,

(T ′y)(x) := y(Tx). (72)

We now define the notions of a (C0, 1)-semigroup and its infinitesimal generator
on a countably Hilbert nuclear space.

Definition 10 A family of linear operators {S(t) : t ≥ 0} onX∞ is called a (C0, 1)-semigroup
if:

1. S(t1)S(t2) = S(t1 + t2) for all t1, t2 ≥ 0, and S(0) = I;
2. The mapping t 7→ S(t)x is continuous in X∞ for each x ∈ X∞;
3. For every q ≥ 0, there exist constants Mq > 0, σq > 0, and p ≥ q such that

∥S(t)x∥q ≤Mqe
σqt∥x∥p, ∀x ∈ X∞, t > 0.

Definition 11 Let {S(t) : t ≥ 0} be a (C0, 1)-semigroup on X∞. The infinitesimal generator
A of S(t) is defined by

Ax = lim
s↓0

S(s)x− x

s

whenever the limit exists in X∞. The domain of A, denoted D(A), is the set of all x ∈ X∞
for which the above limit exists.

Definition 12 A triple (X∞, L,H) is called a special compatible family if the following
conditions hold:

1. H is a real separable Hilbert space with inner product ⟨·, ·⟩H ;
2. L is a closed, densely defined, self-adjoint operator on H with ⟨−Lφ,φ⟩H ≥ 0 for

all φ ∈ D(L);
3. There exists r > 0 such that (I − L)−r is Hilbert–Schmidt;
4. X∞ is defined as

X∞ =
{
φ ∈ H : ∥(I − L)rφ∥2H <∞ for all r ∈ R

}
,

with inner product

⟨φ,ψ⟩r =

∞∑
j=1

(1 + λj)
2r⟨φ,φj⟩H⟨ψ,φj⟩H ,

where {φj}j≥1 is a complete orthonormal system of eigenvectors of −L with
−Lφj = λjφj .

The following proposition summarizes some results proved in [13, Section 3]:
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Proposition 39 Suppose (X∞, L,H) is a special compatible family in the sense of Defini-
tion 12. Then, the restriction of L to X∞ (also denoted by L) belongs to L(X∞), is the
infinitesimal generator of a (C0, 1)-semigroup on X∞, and X∞ is a nuclear space.

Throughout this section, let (Ω,F , (Ft)t≥0, P ) be a filtered probability space sat-
isfying the usual conditions; that is, the filtration is P -complete and right-continuous.

Definition 13 A stochastic process M = (Mt)t≥0 is called an X−∞-valued Ft-martingale
if, for every y ∈ X∞, the real-valued process (Mt(y))t≥0 is an Ft-martingale. We say that
M is a Gaussian martingale if, for every y ∈ X∞, the real-valued process (Mt(y))t≥0 is a
Gaussian process.

LetM = (Mt)t≥0 be anX−∞-valued Ft-martingale withM0 = 0. We are interested
in the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the stochastic evolution equation:

dξt = A′ξt dt+ dMt, ξ0 = γ, (73)

where γ is an X−∞-valued random variable.

Definition 14 A process ξ = (ξt)t≥0 is called an X−∞-valued solution to equation (73) if:

1. ξt is X−∞-valued, progressively measurable, and Ft-adapted;
2. For all y ∈ X−∞ and t ≥ 0,

ξt(y) = γ(y) +

∫ t

0

ξs(Ay) ds+Mt(y).

We denote by D(T ;W ) the space of right-continuous processes with left limits
(càdlàg processes) on T with values in the space W . Also, for a stochastic process
Z = (Zt)t≥0 and t0 > 0, we denote by Zt0 = (Zt)t∈[0,t0] the restriction of Z to the
interval [0, t0].

Proposition 40 (Existence and Uniqueness) Suppose the following hold:

1. γ is an X−∞-valued, F0-measurable random variable such that for some r0 ∈ N,
E∥γ∥2−r0 <∞;

2. M = (Mt)t≥0 is an X−∞-valued martingale with M0 = 0 and, for each y ∈ X−∞,
E(Mt(y))

2 <∞;
3. A is a continuous linear operator on X∞ and is the infinitesimal generator of a

(C0, 1)-semigroup {S(t)} on X∞.

Then, the stochastic evolution equation above admits a unique solution given by

ξt = S′(t)γ +

∫ t

0
S′(t− s) dMs.

40



Furthermore, ξ ∈ D([0,∞);X−∞) almost surely, and for every t0 > 0 there exists pt0 > 0
such that ξt0 ∈ D([0, t0];X−pt0

) almost surely, and

E

(
sup

0≤t≤t0

∥ξt∥2X−pt0

)
< ∞.

Remark 12 Condition 2 is satisfied if E(Mt(y))
2 = tQ(y, y), where Q is a positive definite,

continuous bilinear form on X−∞ ×X−∞.

Proposition 41 (Gaussianity of the Solution) Let M be a Gaussian martingale with indepen-
dent increments. Also, let γ be a Gaussian random variable in X−∞ such that E∥γ∥2−r0 < ∞
for some r0 ∈ N, and assume that γ is independent of the martingale M . Then, the solution
ξ = (ξt) is a Gaussian process in X−∞.
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