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LINEAR AND NONLINEAR FRACTIONAL PDES FROM INTERACTING PARTICLE

SYSTEMS

PEDRO CARDOSO, PATRÍCIA GONÇALVES

ABSTRACT. In these notes, we describe the strategy for the derivation of the hydrodynamic limit for a

family of long range interacting particle systems of exclusion type with symmetric rates. For m ∈ N :=

{1,2, . . .} fixed, the hydrodynamic equation is ∂tρ(t,u) = [−(−∆)γ/2ρm](t,u). For m = 1, this is the

fractional equation, which is linear. On the other hand, for m ≥ 2, this is the fractional porous medium

equation (which is nonlinear), obtained by choosing a rate which depends on the number of particles

next to the initial and final position of a jump.

1. INTRODUCTION

One important problem in statistical mechanics consists in deriving the macroscopic evolution

equations of the thermodynamic quantity (ies) of a gas from the interaction of its constituent models.

According to Boltzmann, one should first find the equilibrium states of the system and then analyse

the evolution out of the equilibrium. If we assume that the molecules perform continuous time random

walks with certain constrains, then the evolution equations can be deduced for some dynamics. To

answer this question, in the seventies, Spitzer in [26] introduced stochastic interacting particle systems

(SIPS) as toy models for a variety of phenomena.

Over the last fours decades, there has been remarkable progress in deriving those macroscopic

equations by means of rigorous mathematical results. The way to achieve it is to make a connection

through a scaling parameter that links the continuous space where the solutions will be defined and the

discrete space where the particles will evolve. In this framework, many partial differential equations

(PDEs) have been studied and derived from several underlying SIPS. The list of PDEs is quite vast

and the same PDE can be obtained from different macroscopic dynamics. Nevertheless, the nature of

these equations highly depends on the chosen microscopic stochastic dynamics: it can be parabolic,

hyperbolic, or even of fractional form.

In these notes we focus on the derivation of fractional nonlinear PDEs, though we also discuss

the fractional heat equation. More precisely, we are particularly interested in the derivation of the

fractional porous medium equation (FPME) given for γ ∈ (0,2) and 2 ≤ m ∈ N by
{

∂tρ(t,u) = [−(−∆)γ/2ρm](t,u), u ∈ R, t ∈ [0,T ],

ρ(0,u) = g(u), u ∈ R,
(1.1)

where g :R→ [0,1] is a measurable function. Above, −(−∆)γ/2 denotes the fractional Laplacian oper-

ator, which, contrarily to the usual Laplacian operator, is nonlocal; see (2.6) for its definition. The dif-

fusive porous medium equation (DPME) is given by∂tρ(t,u) = ∆ρm(t,u) where m ≥ 2 and models the

diffusion of a substance through a porous medium. The quantity ρ(t,u) denotes the density of the sub-

stance at time t and position u. Writing the equation in divergence form ∂tρ(t,u) = ∇(D(ρ)∇ρ(t,u)),
the diffusion coefficient is D(ρ) = mρm−1.
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Since the diffusion coefficient D(ρ) vanishes as the density tends to zero, this suggests that at

the microscopic level, when the density of particles is low, it becomes more difficult for particles to

diffuse. With this scenario in mind, in [16] it was proposed a model of interacting particles that has

a hydrodynamic limit given by the DPME, without boundary conditions. The power m derived in

that article is an integer number since it is related to the required number of particles close to the

sites where an exchange occurs: when m increases, the same occurs with the necessary quantity of

particles. The DPME was also obtained in [7]; the novelty in that work was the presence of Dirichlet,

Robin and Neumann boundary conditions.

So far, various properties of the DPME are classical; we mention a couple of them here. An inter-

esting feature is that if the initial condition is non negative then the same is true for the solution at any

time t ≥ 0. Another characteristic is that solutions of DPME evolve with finite speed of propagation

(in opposition to the heat equation, whose solutions spread out with infinite speed) : see, for example,

the Barenblatt solution as an example of the finite speed of propagation property. The FPME is less

studied in the literature than its diffusive counterpart. Despite that, we refer the interested reader to

[11, 12], where the authors studied properties of the weak solutions of the FPME.

Very recently in [8] the FPME (for m = 2) was obtained as the hydrodynamic limit of a particle

system. Our goal in these notes is to generalize the results of [8] to any m ∈ N, presenting the deriva-

tion of (1.1) as the hydrodynamic limit of a collection of SIPS whose jump rates are dependent on the

number of particles close to where the jump occurs. In every model of this collection the exclusion

rule is enforced, i.e., jumps to occupied sites are suppressed. With this dynamics, each site is occupied

by at most one particle, therefore we are always dealing with exclusion process, highly studied in the

SIPS literature. The case m = 1 (where the fractional heat equation is derived) was first presented in

[23] and generalized in [10] in the presence of a slow barrier (where fractional Neumann and Robin

boundary conditions were obtained). Since the linear setting was introduced a while ago in [23], we

focus on the nonlinear one in this work.

Besides the exclusion rule, for m ≥ 2 jumps from x to y are only allowed if there exists a set (among

some possibilities, depending on x and y) of m− 1 sites at the neighborhood of the initial and final

position which is fully occupied. We then show that the FPME can be obtained as the hydrodynamic

limit of this SIPS. We do so by employing the tools of the classical entropy method developed in [22].

A direct consequence of this approach is the existence of weak solutions for the FPME, but we still

need to prove the uniqueness of those solutions. We highlight that the same general strategy is applied

to the case m = 1 (as it was done in [23] and [10]). In these notes, by a matter of size we could not

give all the technical details of the proofs of our results. Instead, we tried to choose the ones which

are the most relevant and most enlightening for the case m ≥ 2.

Here follows some open problems that arise naturally from our study; the first one is regarding the

derivation of (1.1) when m /∈N. Recently in [17] the answer to the previous question was provided for

the diffusive case and for m∈ (0,2); and the constructed model is a kind of reinforcement/penalization

of the symmetric simple exclusion process. We believe that similar arguments could provide good

answers in the fractional case and we leave this to future work. Another compelling question has to do

with the extension of our results to higher dimensions, and also adding different boundary conditions

such as Dirichlet, Robin or Neumann to the hydrodynamic equation. So far, fractional boundary

conditions have been obtained in [3] and [10], but these works only deal with the linear case. We are

also interested in being able to apply the results we have to extend the list of fractional PDEs that one

can obtain from the hydrodynamic limit of SIPS: either by choosing an exclusion process that allows

more than a particle per site or by considering systems of SIPS in order to obtain systems of coupled

FPMEs.
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Outline of the article: In Section 2 we introduce the microscopic models that we analyse, we

provide the notion of weak solutions for the fractional equations that we obtain and we state our main

result, namely Theorem 2.9. In Section 3 we give an heuristic argument to illustrate how the notion of

weak solution of our equations arises from the underlying particle system. In order to do so, several

intermediate results are assumed :we refer the reader to [4, 8, 10] for the proofs. In Section 4 we prove

our main theorem, i.e. the hydrodynamic limit. More precisely, in Subsections 4.1, 4.2 and 4.3 we

obtain tightness, characterize the limit points and prove some energy estimates. Finally, in Subsection

4.4 we derive some results that are needed along the arguments in the previous subsections.

2. MODELS AND STATEMENT OF RESULTS

2.1. Microscopic models: exclusion and porous medium. In this section we introduce the two

models that we will analyse in these notes. The first one is the well known symmetric exclusion

process with long range interactions. The second is again an exclusion process, but the exchange

rate depends strongly on the occupancy close to the sites where the exchanges occur. Both processes

will be evolving in Z the set of integer numbers, whose elements are called sites and denoted by

Latin letters such as x,y,z. Now we explain in detail the two dynamics. First we observe that our

processes belong to the collection of exclusion processes which only allow at most one particle per

site. Therefore, the state space of our models is the set Ω = {0,1}Z. The elements of this space are

called configurations and we denote them by Greek letters such as η . Given a configuration η ∈ Ω
and a site x ∈ Z, we can only have two values for η(x), i.e. η(x) ∈ {0,1} and we interpret that the site

x is empty if η(x) = 0, and that the site x is occupied if η(x) = 1.

Particles jump in Z according to a probability measure p : Z→ [0,1] defined by

∀z ∈ Z, p(z) =
cγ

|z|−γ−1
1{z 6=0}, (2.1)

where γ > 0 is fixed and cγ is a normalizing constant that turns p(·) into a probability.

Given a configuration η and sites x,y ∈ Z, we denote by ηx,y, the configuration obtained from η
where the occupation of the sites x and y are exchanged, i.e.

ηx,y(z) :=





η(z), z 6= x,y,

η(y), z = x,

η(x), z = y.

To properly define the infinitesimal generators of our Markov processes we need to introduce the

notion of local functions. Therefore, f : Ω → R is a local function, if there exists a finite Λ ⊂ Z such

that ∀x ∈ Λ,η1(x) = η2(x) ⇒ f (η1) = f (η2). With this definition in hands, for m ∈ N fixed, the

continuous time Markov processes that we consider and that we denote by (ηt)t≥0 have infinitesimal

generator L given on local functions f : Ω → R by

(Lf )(η) :=
1

4
∑
x,y

p(y− x)c
(m)
x,y (η)ξx,y(η)[ f (ηx,y)− f (η)]

=
1

4
∑
x,y

p(y− x)c
(m)
x,y (η)[ f (ηx,y)− f (η)]. (2.2)

Above, ξx,y(η) := η(x)[1−η(y)]+η(y)[1−η(x)] = [η(y)−η(y)]2, for any x,y ∈ Z. The equality

in (2.2) holds due to ξx,y(η)[ f (ηx,y)− f (η)] = f (ηx,y)− f (η). Above and hereinafter we will always

assume that the discrete variables in a summation range over Z, unless it is stated otherwise.
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Before stating the general expression of c
(m)
x,y (η), we give some motivation for its definition. For

m = 1, in order to recover the dynamics described in [23] and in [10] (in the later for the choice

α = 1 and β = 0), we define c
(1)
x,y (η) = 2. In this work, c

(m)
x,y (η) is always equals to twice the rate

of a exchange of particles between x and y, according to the configuration η . For m ≥ 2, in order to

produce the diffusive porous medium equation ∂ρ = ∆ρm, the role of c
(m)
x,y (η) in (2.2) is fulfilled by

c
(m,di f )
x,x+1 (η) :=

m

∑
k=1

k

∏
j=k−m

j/∈{0,1}

η(x+ j). (2.3)

For details see [7]. In particular, we get

c
(2,di f )
x,x+1 (η) = η(x−1)+η(x+2) = η(x−1)+η

(
(x+1)+1

)
;

c
(3,di f )
x,x+1 (η) =η(x−2)η(x−1)+η

(
(x+1)+1

)[
η(x−1)+η

(
(x+1)+2

)]
;

c
(4,di f )
x,x+1 (η) =η(x−3)η(x−2)η(x−1)+η(x−2)η(x−1)η

(
(x+1)+1

)

+η
(
(x+1)+1

)
η
(
(x+1)+2

)[
η(x−1)+η

(
(x+1)+3

)]
.

In particular, replacing x+1 by y, we get

c
(2,di f )
x,y (η) = η(x−1)+η(y+1);

c
(3,di f )
x,y (η) = η(x−2)η(x−1)+η(x−1)η(y+1)+η(y+1)η(y+2);

c
(4,di f )
x,y (η) =η(x−3)η(x−2)η(x−1)+η(x−2)η(x−1)η(y+1)

+η(x−1)η(y+1)η(y+2)+η(y+1)η(y+2)η(y+3).

In order to have symmetric rates (i.e., c
(m)
x,y (η) = c

(m)
y,x (η)), in [8] we made the choice

c
(2)
x,y (η) :=c

(2,di f )
x,y (η)+ c

(2,di f )
y,x (η) = η(x−1)+η(y+1)+η(y−1)+η(x+1).

Note that in last case (m = 2) the jump rate can be multiplied by a factor r ∈ {0,1,2,3,4} depending

on the occupancy of the sites {x−1,x+1,y−1,y+1}, see the figure below.

In [8], the following remark was crucial.

Remark 2.1. For the particular case where y = x+1, we get

ξx,y(η)c
(2)
x,y (η) =ξx,x+1(η)[η(x−1)+η(x)+η(x+1)+η(x+2)]

=ξx,x+1(η)[η(x−1)+η(x+2)+1]≥ ξx,x+1(η).

Above we used the fact that η(z) ∈ {0,1} for every z ∈ Z. In particular, the porous medium dynamics

(for m = 2) always allow jumps of size 1, as long as the exclusion rule is enforced.

However, for every m ≥ 3 it is not true that

∀x ∈ Z,∀η ∈ Ω, ξx,x+1(η)[c
(m,di f )
x,x+1 (η)+ c

(m,di f )
x+1,x (η)

]
≥ ξx,x+1(η).

Therefore, in order to assure that jumps of size 1 are always allowed (which is fundamental to avoid

blocked configurations), if m ≥ 3 we add (a multiple of) the rates of the symmetric simple exclusion

process in our dynamics. Then finally, we can give the general expression for c
(m)
x,y (η).

c
(m)
x,y (η) :=

{
2, m = 1;

c
(m,di f )
x,y (η)+ c

(m,di f )
y,x (η)+1{m≥3}1{|x−y|=1}, m ≥ 2.

(2.4)
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x−1 x x+1 z−1 z z+1 y−2 y−1 y y+1 y+2 y+3

3p(y+2− x)/2

2p(y− x)

p
(
z− (x+1)

)
/2 p

(
z− (y−1)

)
·0

FIGURE 1. Fractional porous medium model with long jumps. The rate of a jump

between x0 and y0 is equal to half of the number of sites in {x0 −1,x0+1,y0 −1,y0+
1} which are occupied. For instance, the jump from x to y has rate 4/2, since all the

neighbors of x and y are occupied. On the other hand, the jump from y− 1 to z has

rate zero (even z being an empty site), since neither of the sites z or y−1 is next to an

occupied site.

Remark 2.2. For every m ≥ 2, it holds

c
(m,di f )
x,y (η)+ c

(m,di f )
y,x (η) :=

m

∑
j=1

(m−2

∏
i=0

η(ai+ j,x,y)+
m−2

∏
i=0

η(ai+ j+2(m−1),x,y)
)
,

where for every x,y ∈ Z, {a1,x,y,a2,x,y, . . .a4m−4,x,y} ⊂ Z is defined by

a j,x,y :=





x− (m− j), j ∈ {1, . . . ,m−1};

y+ j− (m−1), j ∈ {(m−1)+1, . . . ,2(m−1)};

y− (3m−2− j), j ∈ {2(m−1)+1, . . . ,3(m−1)};

x+ j−3(m−1), j ∈ {3(m−1)+1, . . . ,4(m−1)}.
This means that if |x− y|> 1, a particle can only jump between x and y if at least one of the 2m win-

dows {a1,x,y, . . . ,am−1,x,y}, . . . ,{am,x,y, . . . ,a2m−2,x,y}, {a2m−1,x,y, . . . ,a3m−3,x,y}, . . . ,{a3m−2,x,y, . . . ,a4m−4,x,y}
is fully occupied.

An important feature of all these models is that their invariant measures are the Bernoulli product

measures with parameter b ∈ (0,1) denoted by νb and defined on Ω by their marginals given on

y ∈ Z by νb{η ∈ Ω : η(y) = 1} = b. This means that under νb, the random variables (η(y))y∈Z are

independent and all have Bernoulli distribution of parameter b. Moreover, for every η ∈ Ω and for

every x,y ∈ Z it holds

∀x,y ∈ Z,∀η ∈ Ω, νb(η
x,y) = νb(η). (2.5)

Thus, since p(·) given in (2.1) is symmetric, the measure νb is reversible and in particular, it is also

invariant.

2.2. Hydrodynamic Equations. For γ ∈ (0,2), the fractional Laplacian −(−∆)γ/2 of exponent γ/2

is defined on the set of functions G : R→ R such that
∫
R

G(u)
(1+|u|)1+γ du < ∞ by

[−(−∆)γ/2G](u) := cγ lim
ε→0+

∫

R
1{|u−v|≥ε}

G(v)−G(u)

|u− v|1+γ
dv (2.6)
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provided the limit exists. Above, cγ is the constant appearing in (2.1). An equivalent definition for

the fractional Laplacian given in last display is through the Fourier transform, i.e. ̂−(−∆)γ/2G(ξ ) =

|ξ |γĜ(ξ ), nevertheless, we will not use this definition in what follows. Fix a measurable function

g : R → [0,1]. In this article we are interested in analysing solutions of the equation (1.1). In that

equation we assume that m ∈N. When m = 1, the equation (1.1) is the fractional heat equation, which

is a linear equation; while for 2 ≤ m ∈ N it is the porous medium equation; which is a nonlinear

equation. Now we define the space where our solutions belong.

2.2.1. Sobolev spaces and weak solutions.

Definition 2.3. The Sobolev space Hγ/2 in R consists of all functions f ∈ L2(R) such that

[ f ]2
Hγ/2 :=

∫∫

R2

[ f (u)− f (v)]2

|u− v|1+γ
dudv < ∞.

This is a Hilbert space for the norm ‖ · ‖
Hγ/2 defined by

‖ f‖2
Hγ/2 :=

∫

R
[ f (u)]2du+[ f ]2

Hγ/2 .

Below we use the notation 〈 f ,g〉 to denote the inner product between two functions f ,g ∈ L2(R);
moreover, N ⊂ L2(R) is a normed vector space with norm ‖ · ‖N .

Definition 2.4. We denote by L2 (0,T ;N) the set of all measurable functions f : [0,T ]×R→ R such

that f (s, ·) ∈ N for almost every s on [0,T ] and
∫ T

0 ‖ f (s, ·)‖2
N ds < ∞. Moreover, the set P([0,T ],N) is

the space of functions G : [0,T ]×R→R such that there exist k ∈ {0,1,2, . . . ,} and G0,G1, . . . ,Gk ∈N

so that for all (t,u) ∈ [0,T ]×R, G(t,u) = ∑k
j=0 t jG j(u).

Given r ∈ {1,2, . . .}, G : R → R is in Cr(R) if G is r times continuously differentiable and for

r = 0, C0(R) denotes the set of continuous functions in R. Also, G ∈Cr
c(R) if G ∈Cr(R) and G has

compact support. Moreover, we use the notation C∞
c (R) := ∩∞

r=0C
r
c(R). Our space of test functions

is S := P
(
[0,T ],C∞

c (R)
)
. In what follows, given H : [0,T ]×R→ R, we denote H(s, ·) by Hs, where

s ∈ [0,T ].

Definition 2.5. (Weak solutions) Let g : R→ [0,1] be a measurable function. We say that a function

ρ : [0,T ]×R→ [0,1] is a weak solution of the fractional porous medium equation (1.1) with initial

condition g if the following conditions hold:

(1) for every t ∈ [0,T ] and for every G ∈S, it holds F(t,ρ ,G,g) = 0, where

F(t,ρ ,G,g) :=〈ρt ,Gt〉− 〈g,G0〉

−
∫ t

0
〈ρs,∂sGs〉ds−

∫ t

0
〈ρm

s , [−(−∆)γ/2Gs]〉ds;
(2.7)

(2) there exists some b ∈ (0,1) satisfying both ρ − b ∈ L2
(
0,T ;L2(R)

)
and also ρm − bm ∈

L2(0,T ;Hγ/2).

Remark 2.6. In the particular case m = 1, the condition ρ − b ∈ L2
(
0,T ;L2(R)

)
is a direct conse-

quence of ρm −bm ∈ L2(0,T ;Hγ/2).

Remark 2.7. The uniqueness of weak solutions as given in the previous definition is proved in Ap-

pendix C of [8].
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2.3. Hydrodynamic Limit. Let us now fix a time T > 0 and a finite time horizon [0,T ]. Since we

want to observe a non-trivial evolution, we consider our Markov processes speeded up in the time

scale nγ for γ ∈ (0,2). We will explain latter the reason for the choice of the time scale defined above.

We use the notation ηn
t := ηtnγ for the speed up process and note that it has the generator Ln := nγL.

Since in our models the unique conserved quantity is the density of particles, we define the empir-

ical measure as the measure that gives weight 1/n to each particle in the following way:

πn(η ,du) :=
1

n
∑
x

η(x)δx/n(du),

where δu is a Dirac mass on u ∈ R. Now we define the process of the empirical measures as

πn
t (η ,du) := πn(ηn

t ,du). For a measurable function G : R → R, we denote the integral of G with

respect to the empirical measure πn
t , by 〈πn

t ,G〉.
Now we define the conditions on the initial measures. To that end, for every n ≥ 1, let µn be a

probability measure on our state space Ω. Let M+ be the space of non-negative Radon measures on

R and equipped with the weak topology. Let Pµn
be the probability measure on the Skorokhod space

D([0,T ],Ω) induced by the Markov process (ηt)t∈[0,T ] and the initial measure µn. Moreover, let Qn

be the probability measure on D([0,T ],M+) induced by (πn
t )t∈[0,T ] and Pµn

.

Definition 2.8. Let g : R → [0,1] be a measurable function and (µn)n ≥1 a sequence of probability

measures in Ω. We say that (µn)n ≥1 is associated with g(·) if for any G ∈C0
c (R) and any δ > 0,

lim
n→∞

µn

(
η ∈ Ω :

∣∣∣1

n
∑
x

G
(

x
n

)
η(x)−

∫

R
G(u)g(u)du

∣∣∣ > δ
)
= 0.

The previous assumption requires the validity of a law of large numbers for the empirical measure

at time t = 0., i.e. the sequence of random measures {πn
0}n∈N converges, as n → ∞ to the deterministic

measure π0(du) := g(u)du. Under last assumption, our goal is to show that for any time t the same

result is true but the density will be a weak solution to a PDE, called the hydrodynamic equation.

In some of our results below we will need some extra conditions on the initial measure of the

systems. To that end we state the following condition, that will be imposed for some models:

Assumption (A): ∃Cb > 0 : ∀n ≥ 1, H(µn|νb)≤Cbn. (2.8)

Now we are in position to state the main result of these notes.

Theorem 2.9. Let g : R→ [0,1] be a measurable function. Let (µn)n≥1 be a sequence of probability

measures in Ω associated to the profile g(·) and satisfying Assumption (A) for some b ∈ (0,1). Then,

for any t ∈ [0,T ], any G ∈C0
c (R) and any δ > 0,

lim
n→∞

Pµn

(
ηn
· ∈ D([0,T ],Ω) :

∣∣∣1

n
∑
x

G
(

x
n

)
ηn

t (x)−
∫

R
G(u)ρ(t,u)du

∣∣∣ > δ
)
= 0,

where ρ(t, ·) is the unique weak solution of (1.1).

Outline of the proof: For all the models we follow the entropy method introduced in [22]. To

make the presentation as simple as possible we hide many technical results and we just focus on

the most important steps of the proof. We refer the reader to [4, 8, 10] (and references there in) for

more details. In Section 3 we give an heuristic argument, highlighting the main steps of the proof

so that we can derive the integral notions of the weak solutions of our hydrodynamic equations. In

Section 4.1, we prove that the sequence (Qn)n≥1 is tight with respect to the Skorokhod topology of

D([0,T ],M+). Then, as a consequence of Prohorov’s Theorem (see Theorem 6.1 in [6]), we are able

to conclude that this sequence is relatively compact. From this we know that the sequence (Qn)n≥1
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has a convergent subsequence, i.e., there exists a subsequence (Qn j
) j≥1 and a measure Q such that

the sequence (Qn j
) j≥1 weakly converges to Q. In Subsection 4.2 (resp. Subsection 4.3) we prove

that any such limit point Q is concentrated on trajectories of measures satisfying the first (resp. the

second) condition of weak solutions of (1.1). Combining those results with the uniqueness of weak

solutions of (1.1), we can conclude that the aforementioned limit point Q is actually unique, leading

to the conclusion of Theorem 2.9. Finally in Subsection 4.4 we prove a lemma which is required in

Subsections 4.2 and 4.3.

3. HEURISTIC ARGUMENTS FOR THE HYDRODYNAMIC EQUATIONS

In this section we present an heuristic reasoning which leads us to the integral equation (2.7) in

Definition 2.5. We begin by assuming that the sequence (Qn)n≥1 is tight (this fact will be proved

in the next section) and we denote by Q a limit point. A simple computation based on the fact that

our variables are bounded, allows showing that the limit measure Q is concentrated on trajectories of

measures πt(du) that are absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure, i.e. πt(du) :=
ρ(t,u)du. Now we need to characterize ρ(t,u) as a weak solution to the corresponding fractional

equation. According to Dynkin’s formula (see Lemma A.1.5.1 of [25]),

M
n
t (G) := 〈πn

t ,Gt〉− 〈πn
0 ,G0〉−

∫ t

0
∂s〈πn

s ,Gs〉ds−
∫ t

0
nγ
L〈πn

s ,Gs〉ds (3.1)

is a martingale with respect to Fn
t := {σ(ηn

s ) : s ≤ t}, for every n ≥ 1, t ∈ [0,T ] and G ∈S. Since the

sequence (Qn)n≥1 is tight let n j be a subsequence such that (Qn j
) j≥1 weakly converges to Q, which

is supported on trajectories of the form πt(du) = ρ(t,u)du. To make notation simple we assume that

n j = n. From this it follows that the first three terms on the right-hand side of (3.1) converge, as

n → ∞, in L1(Pµn
) to

∫

R
ρt(u)Gt(u)du−

∫

R
ρ0(u)G0(u)du−

∫ t

0

∫

R
ρs(u)∂sGs(u)duds.

From Definition 2.8, we get that for any δ > 0,

Q
(∣∣∣

∫

R
[ρ0(u)−g(u)]G0(u)du

∣∣∣ > δ
)
= 0.

Hence last display converges in L1(Pµn
) to

∫

R
ρt(u)Gt(u)du−

∫

R
g(u)G0(u)du−

∫ t

0

∫

R
ρs(u)∂sGs(u)du ds,

as n → ∞. Now we focus on last term of (3.1), which is known in the literature as the integral term; it

describes the action of the infinitesimal generator in the empirical measure associated to the conserved

quantity: the density of particles.

The integral term will lead us to the fractional heat equation (resp. fractional porous medium

equation) for m = 1 (resp. 2 ≤ m ∈ N). Indeed, by fixing x0 ∈ Z and making f = η(x0) in (2.2), we

have

L
(
η(x0)

)
=

1

2
∑
y

p(y− x0)c
(m)
x0,y(η)[η(y)−η(x0)]. (3.2)
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Above we used the facts that [ηy,z(x0)−η(x0)] = 0 when y,z ∈ Z−{x0} and that p(y− x0)c
n
x0 ,y(η) =

p(x0 − y)cn
y,x0

(η). From the linearity of L and (3.2), we get

nγ
L(〈πn

s ,Gs〉) =
nγ

2n
∑
x,y

Gs(
x
n
)p(y− x)c

(m)
x,y (η

n
s )[η

n
s (y)−ηn

s (x)]. (3.3)

Next we analyse (3.3) for particular values of m.

3.1. Heuristics for m = 1. For m = 1, we get from (2.4) that c
(m)
x,y (ηn

s )[η
n
s (y)−ηn

s (x)] = 2[ηn
s (y)−

ηn
s (x)], therefore the right-hand side of (3.3) can be rewritten as

nγ

n
∑
x,y

Gs(
x
n
)p(y− x)ηn

s (y)−
nγ

n
∑
x,y

Gs(
x
n
)p(y− x)ηn

s (x)

=
1

n
∑
x,y

nγ [Gs(
y
n
)−Gs(

x
n
)]p(y− x)ηn

s (x).

In last equality we used the symmetry of p(·). Therefore,

∫ t

0
nγ
L〈πn

s ,Gs〉ds =

∫ t

0

1

n
∑
x

nγ
KnGs(

x
n
)ηn

s (x)ds, (3.4)

where Kn is defined on functions G ∈Sby

KnGs(
x
n
) := ∑

y

[
Gs(

y
n
)−Gs(

x
n
)
]

p(y− x). (3.5)

The term on the right-hand side of (3.4) can be treated with next result, which motivates the choice nγ

for the choice of the time scale. We refer the reader to Proposition A.1 of [10] for its proof.

Proposition 3.1. For every γ ∈ (0,2) and G ∈S, it holds

lim
n→∞

1

n
∑
x

sup
s∈[0,T ]

∣∣nγ
KnGs

(
x
n

)
− [−(−∆)γ/2Gs]

(
x
n

)∣∣= 0.

Note that (3.4) can be written as
∫ t

0〈πn
s ,n

γKnGs〉 and so it is written as a function of the empirical

measure. Thanks to Proposition 3.1, we conclude that for m = 1, the integral term converges, as

n → ∞, in L1(Pµn
) to

∫ t

0

∫

R
ρs(u)[−(−∆)γ/2Gs](u)duds,

and when we collect all terms we get the integral equation in Definition 2.5.

3.2. Heuristics for m ≥ 2. For m ≥ 2, we will perform some algebraic manipulations in order to

rewrite the integral term as the sum of two terms. The first one will be the principal term, which will

converge as n → ∞ and in L1(Pµn
) to

∫ t

0

∫

R
ρm

s (u)[−(−∆)γ/2Gs](u)duds, (3.6)

which is the final term to be obtained in the integral equation in Definition 2.5. The second one is the

extra term, that vanishes as n → ∞ and in L1(Pµn
).
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3.2.1. Heuristics for m = 2. We begin by treating the particular case m = 2, in the same way as it was

done in [8]. In this case, Remark 2.2 leads to

[c
(m,di f )
x,y (η)+ c

(m,di f )
y,x (η)][η(y)−η(x)]

=[η(x−1)+η(y+1)+η(y−1)+η(x+1)][η(y)−η(x)]

=[η(y)η(y−1)+η(y)η(y+1)]− [η(x)η(x−1)+η(x)η(x+1)]

+[η(y)η(x−1)−η(y+1)η(x)]− [η(x)η(y−1)−η(x+1)η(y)].

In the third line of last display, we simply collected the products of η’s that either depend only on x

or depend only on y. And in last line, we collected all the remaining products (which depend both on

x and y). The principal term (resp. extra term) will be produced by the terms in the third line (resp.

the last line). The extra term converges vanishes in L1(Pµn
) as n → ∞, due to Proposition 3.2. Indeed,

combining last display with an exchange of variables, the right-hand side of (3.3) can be rewritten as

1

2n
∑
x,y

nγ [Gs(
y
n
)p(x− y)−Gs(

x
n
)p(y− x)][ηn

s (x)η
n
s (x−1)+ηn

s (x)η
n
s (x+1)]

+
1

2n
∑
x,y

nγ [Gs(
y
n
)p(x− y)−Gs(

x
n
)p(y− x)][ηn

s (x)η
n
s (y−1)−ηn

s (x+1)ηn
s (y)].

From the symmetry of p(·), last display can be rewritten as

1

2n
∑
x

nγ
KnGs(

x
n
)[ηn

s (x)η
n
s (x−1)+ηn

s (x)η
n
s (x+1)]

+
1

2n
∑
x,y

nγ [Gs(
y
n
)−Gs(

x
n
)]p(y− x)[ηn

s (x)η
n
s (y−1)−ηn

s (x+1)ηn
s (y)].

Above, the term in first line (resp. second line) is the principal term (resp. extra term). Contrarily to

what we have seen in (3.4), now the principal term cannot be straightforwardly written in terms of the

empirical measure (and this is the case for all m ≥ 2 and for this reason extra arguments are needed in

order to write this term as a function of the empirical measure.

3.2.2. Heuristics for m = 3. For m = 3, we have an extra contribution of the SSEP dynamics that we

added in order to have always the possibility of performing jumps of length one (in the previous case

this was granted by the porous medium dynamics). In this case, from Remark 2.2, we have

[c
(m,di f )
x,y (η)+ c

(m,di f )
y,x (η)][η(y)−η(x)]

=[η(y)η(y−1)η(y−2)+η(y)η(y+1)η(y+2)]

−[η(x)η(x−1)η(x−2)+η(x)η(x+1)η(x+2)]

+
[
η(y)η(x−1)η(x−2)+η(y)η(y+1)η(x−1)

−η(y+1)η(x)η(x−1)−η(y+1)η(y+2)η(x)
]

−
[
η(x)η(y−1)η(y−2)+η(x)η(x+1)η(y−1)

−η(x+1)η(y)η(y−1)−η(x+1)η(x+2)η(y)
]
.

In the second and third lines of last display, we simply collected the products of η’s which either

depend only on r or depend only on y. On the other hand, in the last four lines, we collected all the

remaining products (which depend of both x and y). The principal term (resp. extra term) will be

produced by the terms in the second and third lines (resp. last four lines). The extra term converges
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in L1(Pµn
) to zero as n → ∞, due to Proposition 3.2 below. Indeed, combining last display with an

exchange of variables, the right-hand side of (3.3) can be rewritten as
∫ t

0

nγ

2n
∑
x,y

[Gs(
y
n
)p(x− y)−Gs(

x
n
)p(y− x)]×

× [ηn
s (x)η

n
s (x−1)ηn

s (x−2)+ηn
s (x)η

n
s (x+1)ηn

s (x+2)]ds

+

∫ t

0

nγ

2n
∑
x,y

[Gs(
y
n
)p(x− y)−Gs(

x
n
)p(y− x)]×

×
(
ηn

s (x)η
n
s (y−1)[ηn

s (y−2)+ηn
s (x+1)]−ηn

s (x+1)ηn
s (y)[η

n
s (y−1)+ηn

s (x+2)]
)

ds

+
∫ t

0

nγ

2n
∑
x

(
Gs(

x+1
n
)p(−1)+Gs(

x−1
n
)p(1)−Gs(

x
n
)[p(1)+ p(−1)]

)
ηn

s (x)ds.

From the symmetry of p(·), last display can be rewritten as
∫ t

0

1

2n
∑
x

nγ
KnGs(

x
n
)[ηn

s (x)η
n
s (x−1)ηn

s (x−2)+ηn
s (x)η

n
s (x+1)ηn

s (x+2)]ds

+

∫ t

0

{ 1

2n
∑
x,y

nγ [Gs(
y
n
)−Gs(

x
n
)]p(y− x)ηn

s (x)η
n
s (y−1)[ηn

s (y−2)+ηn
s (x+1)]

− 1

2n
∑
x,y

nγ [Gs(
y
n
)−Gs(

x
n
)]p(y− x)ηn

s (x+1)ηn
s (y)[η

n
s (y−1)+ηn

s (x+2)]
}

ds

+

∫ t

0

p(1)

2n
∑
x

nγ [Gs(
x+1

n
)+Gs(

x−1
n
)−2Gs(

x
n
)]ηn

s (x)ds.

The term in the fourth line of last display comes from the contribution of the SSEP and it vanishes as

n → ∞, since it is not scaled on the diffusive scale n2 but on nγ .

3.2.3. Heuristics for the general case m ≥ 2. For every m ≥ 2, from Remark 2.2, it holds

[c
(m,di f )
x,y (η)+ c

(m,di f )
y,x (η)][η(y)−η(x)] = Bm(η ,y)−Bm(η ,x)

+[Cm(η ,y,x)−Cm(η ,y+1,x+1)]− [Cm(η ,x,y)−Cm(η ,x+1,y+1)],
(3.7)

where Bm : Ω×Z→ [0,2] and Cm : Ω×Z×Z→ [0,m−1] are given by

Bm(η ,z) :=
m−1

∏
i=0

η(z− i)+
m−1

∏
i=0

η(z+ i); (3.8)

Cm(η ,z,w) :=
m−1

∑
k=1

k−1

∏
j=0

η(z+ j)×
m−k

∏
i=1

η(w− i). (3.9)

Combining (3.7) with an exchange of variables, the right-hand side of (3.3) can be rewritten as

nγ

2n
∑
x,y

[Gs(
y
n
)p(x− y)−Gs(

x
n
)p(y− x)]Bm(η

n
s ,x)

+
nγ

2n
∑
x,y

[Gs(
y
n
)p(x− y)−Gs(

x
n
)p(y− x)][Cm(η

n
s ,x,y)−Cm(η

n
s ,x+1,y+1)]

+
nγ

2n
∑
x

(
[Gs(

x+1
n
)p(−1)−Gs(

x
n
)p(1)]+ [Gs(

x−1
n
)p(1)−Gs(

x
n
)p(−1)]

)
ηn

s (x).
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For every G ∈S, define ∇Gn
s by ∇Gn

s (
x
n
) = n[Gs(

x
n
)−Gs(

x−1
n
)]. Then, from the symmetry of p(·), the

integral term can be rewritten as
∫ t

0

1

2n
∑
x

nγ
KnGs(

x
n
)Bm(η

n
s ,x)ds (3.10)

+

∫ t

0

1

2n2 ∑
x,y

nγ [∇Gn
s (

y
n
)−∇Gn

s(
x
n
)]p(y− x)Cm(η

n
s ,x,y)ds (3.11)

+1{m≥3}

∫ t

0

p(1)

2n
∑
x

nγ [Gs(
x+1

n
)+Gs(

x−1
n
)−2Gs(

x
n
)]ηn

s (x)ds. (3.12)

In order to obtain (3.11), we performed the change of variables (z,w) = (x+ 1,y + 1). Thus, the

principal term (resp. the extra term) is given by (3.10) (resp. the sum of (3.11) and (3.12)). In

particular, the extra term can be rewritten as
∫ t

0 R
G
n (s)ds, where

R
G
n (s) :=

1

2n2 ∑
x,y

nγ [∇Gn
s (

y
n
)−∇Gn

s(
x
n
)]p(y− x)Cm(η

n
s ,x,y)

+1{m≥3}
p(1)

2n
∑
x

nγ [Gs(
x+1

n
)+Gs(

x−1
n
)−2Gs(

x
n
)]ηn

s (x).

(3.13)

Combining (3.9) with the fact that the variables are bounded (i.e. |ηn
s (·)| ≤ 1), we get |Cm(·, ·, ·)| ≤

m−1. Thus, we have that sups∈[0,T ] |RG
n (s)| ≤Y G

1 +Y G
2 for every G ∈S, where Y G

1 and Y G
2 are given

by

Y
G,n

1 :=
m−1

n2 ∑
x,y

sup
s∈[0,T ]

nγ |∇Gn
s (

y
n
)−∇Gn

s(
x
n
)|p(y− x);

Y
G,n

2 :=
1

n
∑
x

sup
s∈[0,T ]

nγ
∣∣Gs(

x+1
n
)+Gs(

x−1
n
)−2Gs(

x
n
)
∣∣.

Next we claim that for all G ∈ S, it holds limn→∞Y
G,n

1 +Y
G,n
2 = 0. In order to treat Y

G,n
1 we apply

Proposition 3.2 below. We refer the interested reader in its proof to Proposition 3.1 of [8].

Proposition 3.2. For γ ∈ (0,2), let δγ =
1
2
1γ=1 +1γ∈(1,2). Then for any G ∈S

Y
G,n
1 . max

{
nγ−2,n−1,nγ−1−δγ

}
.

In particular, since δγ > γ −1 and γ < 2, last display vanishes as n → ∞.

In order to treat Y
G,n
2 , we apply a second-order Taylor expansion of Gs around x/n to conclude that

lim
n→∞

1

n
∑
x

sup
s∈[0,T ]

∣∣n2[Gs(
x+1

n
)+Gs(

x−1
n
)−2Gs(

x
n
)]−∆Gs(

x
n
)
∣∣= 0.

Combining this with the fact that γ < 2, we have that limn→∞Y
G,n

2 = 0 for every G ∈Sand this proves

the claim. In particular, it holds

lim
n→∞

Eµn

[
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣
∫ t

0
R

G
n (s)ds

∣∣∣
]
= 0. (3.14)

Finally, we treat the display in (3.10); from (3.8), it can be rewritten as

∫ t

0

1

2n
∑
x

nγ
[
KnGs(

x
n
)+KnGs(

x+m−1
n

)
]m−1

∏
i=0

ηn
s (x+ i)ds.
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Due to the products of ηn
s ’s, it is not straightforward to close the integral term in terms of the empirical

measure; in order to do so, we apply Lemma 3.3 below. Before stating this lemma, we introduce a bit

of notation. For every ℓ≥ 1 in Z and x ∈ Z, we denote the empirical average in a box of side ℓ at the

right of x by

−→
η ℓ(x) :=

1

ℓ

ℓ

∑
i=1

η(x+ i). (3.15)

Lemma 3.3. (Replacement Lemma) Let (Φn)n≥1 : [0,T ]×R→R be a sequence of functions satisfy-

ing

1

n
∑
x

sup
s∈[0,T ]

|Φn(s,
x
n
)| ≤ M1 and ‖Φn‖∞ := sup

(s,u)∈[0,T ]×R

|Φn(s,u)| ≤ M2, (3.16)

for all n ≥ 1 and for some positive constants M1, M2. Under Assumption (A), for any m ≥ 2 and every

t ∈ [0,T ], it holds

lim
ε→0+

lim
n→∞

Eµn

[∣∣∣
∫ t

0

1

n
∑
x

Φn(s,
x
n
)
{m−1

∏
i=0

ηn
s (x+ i)−

m−1

∏
i=0

−→
η εn

s

(
x+ iεn)

}
ds

∣∣∣
]
= 0.

In order to apply Lemma 3.3, we need to ensure that (3.16) is satisfied. This is done by applying

a classical result regarding the fractional Laplacian, Proposition 3.4 below. We refer the interested

reader in its proof to Proposition 3.1 of [8] for more details.

Proposition 3.4. For every G ∈S, we have

sup
n≥1

1

n
∑
x

sup
s∈[0,T ]

∣∣[−(−∆)γ/2Gs](
x
n
)
∣∣< ∞. (3.17)

Thus, by combining Propositions 3.1 and 3.4 with Lemma 3.3, we have that (3.10) converges, as

n → ∞, to (3.6), in L1(Pµn
), and we get the integral equation in Definition 2.5.

4. PROOF OF THEOREM 2.9

4.1. Tightness. Our goal is to prove that (Qn)n≥1 is tight with respect to the Skorokhod topology of

D([0,T ],M+). Following Propositions 4.1.6 and 4.1.7 of [25], it is enough to show that

lim
ω→0

lim
n→∞

sup
τ∈TT ,t̃≤ω

Pµn

(
ηn
· ∈ D([0,T ],Ω) :

∣∣〈πn
τ+t̃ ,G〉− 〈πn

τ ,G〉
∣∣> ε

)
= 0, (4.1)

for every G ∈Sand every ε > 0. Above, TT is the set of stopping times bounded by T , therefore τ + t̃

must be read as min{τ + t̃,T}. From (3.1), Markov’s and Chebyshev’s inequalities, (4.1) is bounded

from above by

lim
ω→0

lim
n→∞

sup
τ∈TT ,t̃≤ω

2

ε
Eµn

[∣∣∣
∫ τ+t̃

τ
nγ
L〈πn

r ,Gr〉dr

∣∣∣
]

(4.2)

+ lim
ω→0

lim
n→∞

sup
τ∈TT ,t̃≤ω

4

ε2
Eµn

[
|Mn

τ+t̃(G)−M
n
τ(G)

∣∣2
]
. (4.3)

First it is enough to prove that both limits in last display vanish as n → ∞, for every G ∈ S fixed.

We begin with the former one. Combining (3.10) and (3.13) with Proposition 3.1 and the fact that

limn→∞ Y
G,n
1 +Y

G,n
2 = 0, we can conclude, in particular, that for every G ∈ S, there exists C(G) such
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that sups∈[0,T ] |nγL〈πn
s ,Gs〉| ≤C(G), therefore the limit in (4.2) is equal to zero. From Lemma A1.5.1

of [25], the expectation in (4.3) is equal to

Eµn

[∫ τ+t̃

τ
nγ
[
L〈πn

s ,Gs〉2 −2〈πn
s ,Gs〉L〈πn

s ,Gs〉
]

ds

]
,

therefore to finish the proof it is enough to apply the next result.

Proposition 4.1. Let G ∈S. Then

sup
s∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣nγ
(
L〈πn

s ,Gs〉2 −2〈πn
s ,Gs〉L〈πn

s ,Gs〉
)∣∣∣. max{nγ−2,n−1}. (4.4)

In particular,

∀δ1 > 0, lim
n→∞

Pµn

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

|Mn
t (G)|> δ1

)
= 0. (4.5)

Proof. We begin by showing (4.5) from (4.4). Since (|Mn
t (G)|)t≥0 is a non-negative submartingale,

Doob’s inequality leads to

Pµn

(
sup

s∈[0,T ]

|Mn
s (G)|> δ1

)
≤ 1

δ1

(
Eµn

[(
M

n
T (G)

)2
])1/2

=
1

δ1

(∫ T

0
sup

s∈[0,T ]

|nγ
(
L[〈πn

s ,Gs〉]2 −2〈πn
s ,Gs〉L〈πn

s ,Gs〉
)
|ds

)1/2

,

which goes to zero as n → ∞, for every δ1 > 0 fixed, due to (4.4). Now we go to the second part of the

proof. After some algebraic manipulations, we rewrite the expression on the left-hand side of (4.4) as

sup
s∈[0,T ]

nγ

4n2 ∑
x,y

[Gs

(
y
n

)
−Gs

(
x
n

)
]2 p(x− y)c

(m)
x,y (η

n
s )[η

n
s (x)−ηn

s (y)]
2.

Due to (2.4), we get |c(m)
x,y (ηn

s )| ≤ 2m+1. Combining this with with Proposition A.10 of [10] and with

the fact that [ηn
s (x)−ηn

s (y)]
2 ≤ 1, the proof ends. �

4.2. Characterization of limit points. From the results of Section 4.1, we know that (Qn)n≥1 has at

least one limit point Q. From Section 4.1 of [25], since every site has at most one particle, any limit

point Q is concentrated on trajectories of measures that are absolutely continuous with respect to the

Lebesgue measure, i.e.

πt(du) = ρ(t,u)du, (4.6)

for (almost) every t on [0,T ] with 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1 on [0,T ]×R. In this subsection we will prove that Q
is concentrated on trajectories such that ρ satisfies the first condition of weak solutions in Definition

2.5.

Proposition 4.2. If Q is a limit point of (Qn)n≥1 then

Q
(

π· ∈ D
(
[0,T ],M+

)
: ∀t ∈ [0,T ],∀G ∈S, F(t,ρ ,G,g) = 0

)
= 1,

where F(t,ρ ,G,g) is given in (2.7).

Last proposition identifies the profile ρ(t,u) as a solution to the PDE.
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Proof. It is enough to verify that for any δ > 0 and any G ∈S,

Q
(

π· ∈ D
(
[0,T ],M+

)
: sup

t∈[0,T ]

|F(t,ρ ,G,g)|> δ
)
= 0. (4.7)

In order to simplify the notation, we will omit π· from the sets where we are looking at. From the

definition of F in Definition 2.5, last probability is bounded by

Q
(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣
∫

R
[ρt(u)Gt(u)−ρ0(u)G0(u)]du

−
∫ t

0

∫

R
ρs(u)

[(
∂s +[−(−∆)γ/2]

)
Gs(u)

]
duds

∣∣∣ > δ

2

)
(4.8)

Q
(∣∣∣

∫

R
[ρ0(u)−g(u)]G0(u)du

∣∣∣ > δ

2

)
. (4.9)

The term in (4.9) is equal to zero, since Q is a limit point of (Qn)n≥1 and Qn is induced by Pµn
, which

is induced by µn, which is associated with g, see Definition 2.8. Then we are done if we can prove

that the term in (4.8) is also equal to zero.

The proof for m = 1 makes use of the same arguments applied for showing Proposition 4.2 in [10],

therefore we omit it. The proof for m ≥ 2 is analogous to the proof of Proposition 5.1 in [8], therefore

we omit many steps. For ε > 0 and u ∈ R fixed, we define
−→
iuε by

∀v ∈ R,
−→
iuε (v) :=

1

ε
1(u,u+ε ](v).

Putting this together with (4.6), we get 〈πs,
−→
iuε 〉= 〈ρs,

−→
iuε 〉= 1

ε

∫ u+ε
u ρ(s,v)dv, and since ρ ∈ [0,1] and

Lebesgue’s Differentiation Theorem, we conclude that

lim
ε→0+

∣∣∣∣∣
m−1

∏
j=0

〈πs,
−−→
i
u+ jε
ε 〉−ρm(s,u)

∣∣∣∣∣ = 0,

for almost every u ∈R. Therefore we are done if we can prove that

lim
ε→0+

Q
(

sup
t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣〈πt ,Gt〉− 〈π0,G0〉−
∫ t

0
〈πs,∂sGs〉ds

−
∫ t

0

∫

R

m−1

∏
j=0

〈πs,
−−→
i
u+ jε
ε 〉[−(−∆)γ/2Gs](u)duds

∣∣∣ > δ

3

)
.

(4.10)

We observe that the functions
−−→
i
u+ jε
ε are not continuous; nevertheless, those functions can be approx-

imated by continuous functions in such a way that the error vanishes as ε → 0+. Thus, by choosing

convenient approximations and applying Portmanteau’s Theorem (see Theorem 2.1 in [6]) in the same

way as in the proof of Proposition 5.1 in [8], the display in (4.10) is bounded from above by

lim
ε→0+

lim
n→∞

Pµn

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣
∫ t

0

nγ

2n
∑
x

KnGs(
x
n
)
[m−1

∏
j=0

ηn
s (x− j)+

m−1

∏
j=0

ηn
s (x+ j)

]
ds

+M
n
t (G)+

∫ t

0
R

G
n (s)ds−

∫ t

0

∫

R
[−(−∆)γ/2Gs](u)

m−1

∏
j=0

〈πn
s ,
−−→
i
u+ jε
ε 〉duds

∣∣∣ > δ

4

)
.

Above we applied (3.10) and (3.13), besides summing and subtracting
∫ t

0 nγL〈πn
s ,Gs〉ds. Since the

error from changing the integral in the space variable by its Riemann sum is or order n−1, it is enough
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to prove that

lim
n→∞

Pµn

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣Mn
t (G)+

∫ t

0
R

G
n (s)ds

∣∣∣ > δ

8

)
= 0 (4.11)

and

lim
ε→0+

lim
n→∞

Pµn

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣
∫ t

0

{1

n
∑
x

nγ [KnGs(
x+m−1

n
)+KnGs(

x
n
)]

m−1

∏
j=0

ηn
s (x+ j)

−1

n
∑
x

[−(−∆)γ/2Gs](
x+m−1

n
)

m−1

∏
j=0

〈πn
s ,
−−→
i

x
n
+ jε

ε 〉

−1

n
∑
x

[−(−∆)γ/2Gs](
x
n
)

m−1

∏
j=0

〈πn
s ,
−−→
i

x
n
+ jε

ε 〉
}

ds

∣∣∣> δ

8

)
= 0.

By combining (4.5) with (3.14) and Markov’s inequality, we get (4.11). Here and in what follows we

interpret εn as ⌊εn⌋. Putting together the estimate

∣∣∣
m−1

∏
j=0

〈πn
s ,
−−→
i

x
n
+ jε

ε 〉−
m−1

∏
j=0

−→
η εn

s (x+ jεn)
∣∣∣. (εn)−1

with (3.17) and the fact that [−(−∆)γ/2Gs] ∈ L1(R), we are done if we can show that

lim
ε→0+

lim
n→∞

Pµn

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣
∫ t

0

{1

n
∑
x

nγ [KnGs(
x+m−1

n
)+KnGs(

x
n
)]

m−1

∏
j=0

ηn
s (x+ j)

−1

n
∑
x

[
[−(−∆)γ/2Gs](

x+m−1
n

)+ [−(−∆)γ/2Gs](
x
n
)
]m−1

∏
j=0

−→
η εn

s (x+ jεn)
}

ds

∣∣∣> δ

8

)
.

is equal to zero. Last display is bounded by the sum of the next three terms:

lim
ε→0+

lim
n→∞

Pµn

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣
∫ t

0

1

n
∑
x

∣∣
(

nγ
KnGs − [−(−∆)γ/2Gs]

)
( x+m−1

n
)
∣∣ds

∣∣∣> δ

24

)
,

lim
ε→0+

lim
n→∞

Pµn

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣
∫ t

0

1

n
∑
x

∣∣nγ
KnGs(

x
n
)− [−(−∆)γ/2Gs](

x
n
)
∣∣ds

∣∣∣> δ

24

)
,

lim
ε→0+

lim
n→∞

Pµn

(
sup

t∈[0,T ]

∣∣∣
∫ t

0

1

n
∑
x

(
[−(−∆)γ/2Gs](

x+m−1
n

)+ [−(−∆)γ/2Gs](
x
n
)
)

×
[m−1

∏
j=0

ηn
s (x+ j)−

m−1

∏
j=0

−→
η εn

s (x+ jεn)
]

ds

∣∣∣> δ

24

)
.

In the first and second terms of last display, we used the fact that |ηn
s (·)| ≤ 1, for every s ∈ [0,T ].

Combining Markov’s inequality with Proposition 3.1, we conclude that they are equal to zero. Finally,

since [−(−∆)γ/2G(s, ·)] ∈ L1(R)∩L∞(R) (due to Proposition 3.4), from Lemma 3.3, the last term in

last display is equal to zero. This ends the proof. �
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4.3. Energy estimates. In this subsection we prove that Q is concentrated on trajectories of measures

whose density ρ satisfies the second condition of weak solutions in Definition 2.5. We do so by

deriving some energy estimates, in the sense that Q is concentrated in trajectories of measures such

that a transformation of the density ρ given in (4.6) belongs to some Hilbert space. Here and in what

follows, b is the constant given in Assumption (A). We do not prove the next result but we refer the

reader to [9] for a proof. In what follows, we denote Y := L2([0,T ]×R) and ‖ · ‖Y denotes the usual

norm in Y .

Proposition 4.3. Under Assumption (A), we have EQ

[
‖ρ −b‖Y

]
< ∞.

Observe that since b ∈ (0,1), we get

|λ m −bm|= |λ −b|
∣∣∣

m−1

∑
i=0

λ ibm−1−i
∣∣∣≤ |λ −b|

∞

∑
i=0

bi =
|λ −b|
1−b

,

for every λ ∈ [0,1] and every m ≥ 1. Therefore, the next result is a direct consequence of the previous

result.

Corollary 4.4. Under Assumption (A), there exists K2 > 0 such that for all m ≥ 1 EQ

[
‖ρm−bm‖Y

]
≤

K2.

Now we characterize a limit point Q in a more detailed way. More precisely, we prove that a

transformation of the density ρ given in (4.6) belongs to some fractional Sobolev space.

For the remainder of this subsection, we denote N := C
0,0,0
c ([0,T ]×R2). Moreover, for every

ε ∈ (0,1], we define O(ε) and Y (ε) by

O(ε) := {(v,v) ∈ R2 : |u− v| ≥ ε}; Y (ε) := L2([0,T ]×R2,dt ⊗dµε), (4.12)

where µε is the measure (u,v)∈R2 →1{|u−v|≥ε}|u−v|−1−γ . Denote the norm associated to the Hilbert

space Y (ε) by ‖ · ‖Y (ε). Now we state a preliminary lemma that will be useful in what follows.

Lemma 4.5. For every ε > 0, the metric space (N,‖ · ‖Y (ε)) is dense in the metric space
(
Y (ε),‖ ·

‖Y (ε)

)
and the metric space

(
Y (ε),‖ · ‖Y (ε)

)
is separable.

We do not present the proof of last lemma since it is classical. Now, for ε ∈ (0,1], we define the

(random) linear functional ℓ
(m)
ρ ,ε : N → R by

∀H ∈ N, ℓ
(m)
ρ ,ε (H) :=

∫ T

0

∫∫

O(ε)

[ρm(t,v)−ρm(t,u)]Ht(u,v)

|u− v|1+γ
dudvdt.

Following the same strategy applied to show Theorem 3.2 i) in [4] it is possible to derive the next

result.

Lemma 4.6. Let m ≥ 1. For every ε ∈ (0,1], let O(ε) and Y (ε) be given by (4.12). Moreover, assume

that there exist positive constants K0,K1 such that

∀i ≥ 1,∀H1, . . . ,Hi ∈ N, EQ

[
max
1≤ĩ≤i

{
ℓ
(m)
ρ ,ε (Hĩ)−K0‖Hĩ‖2

Y (ε)

}]
≤ K1. (4.13)

Above, K0 and K1 are independent of i, H1, . . . ,Hi and ε . Furthermore, assume that EQ

[
‖ρm −

bm‖Y

]
< ∞. Then

EQ

[∫ T

0

∫∫

R2

[ρm(t,v)−ρm(t,u)]2

|u− v|1+γ
dudvdt

]
< ∞.
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4.3.1. Useful bounds. A particularly useful tool is the Dirichlet form defined by 〈√ f ,−nγL
√

f 〉νb
,

where f : Ω →R is a density with respect to νb and for all functions g,h : Ω →R, 〈g,h〉νb
denotes the

scalar product in L2(Ω,νb). Now we define D(
√

f ,νb) as

D(
√

f ,νb) :=
1

4
∑
x,y

p(y− x)Ix,y(
√

f ,νb). (4.14)

where for every x,y ∈ Z

Ix,y(
√

f ,νb) :=

∫

Ω
c
(m)
x,y (η)

[√
f (ηx,y)−

√
f (η)

]2
dνb, (4.15)

and c
(m)
x,y (η) is given in (2.4). From (2.5) it is easy to check that

〈L
√

f ,
√

f 〉νb
=−1

2
D(

√
f ,νb), (4.16)

for any density f . Finally, we are ready to prove that ρ satisfies the second condition of weak solutions

in Definition 2.5. We present the proof only for the case m ≥ 2, since for m = 1 it is enough to apply

Proposition 5.2 of [10].

Proposition 4.7. Assume (2.8) and m ≥ 2. Then

Q
(

ρm −bm ∈ L2
(
0,T ;Hγ/2(R)

))
= 1.

Proof. From Proposition 4.3 it is enough to prove that

Q
(∫ T

0

∫∫

R2

[ρm
t (v)−ρm

t (u)]2

|u− v|1+γ
dudvdt < ∞

)
= 1.

We do so by applying Lemma 4.6. From Corollary 4.4, we are done if we can prove (4.13). With

this in mind, fix ε ∈ (0,1], j ≥ 1 and G1, . . . ,G j ∈ N. Now for every ε ,K0 > 0, define ΨK0,ε(π) :=
max1≤i≤ j

{
−K0‖Gi‖Y (ε)+ Iε(π,Gi)

}
∈ R, for any π ∈ D([0,T ],M+), where

Iε(π,Gi) :=
∫ T

0

∫∫

O(ε)

[
∏m−1

j=0 〈πt ,
−−→
i
v+ jε
ε 〉−∏m−1

j=0 〈πt ,
−−→
i
u+ jε
ε 〉

]
Gi(t,u,v)

|u− v|1+γ
dudvdt.

Following [8], since 0 ≤ ρ ≤ 1 and G1, . . . ,G j are fixed, we have from (4.6) and Lebesgue’s Differen-

tiation Theorem that

lim
ε→0+

EQ

[
max
1≤i≤ j

{ℓ(m,ε)
ρ (Gi)− Iε(π,Gi)}

]
= 0.

Therefore, in order to obtain (4.13), it is enough to prove that there exist K0,K1 such that limε→0+ EQ[ΨK0,ε(π)]≤
K1. Next for every K0,ε > 0, every n ≥ 1 and every G ∈ N, define the random application Z̃

K0,ε
n,G :

D([0,T ],Ω)→ R by

Z̃
K0,ε
n,G :=

∫ T

0

{
nγ−1 ∑

(x,y)∈In(ε)

[m−1

∏
j=0

−→
η εn

t (y+ jεn)−
m−1

∏
j=0

−→
η εn

t (x+ jεn)
]
×

×G(t, x
n
, y

n
)|y− x|−γ−1

}
dt −K0‖G‖Y (ε),

where In(ε) := {(x,y) ∈ ∩Z2 : |x− y| ≥ εn}. Since Q is a limit point, there exists a subsequence

(Qn′)n′≥1 of (Qn)n≥1 converging weakly to Q. Combining this with the fact that Qn is induced by Pµn



LINEAR AND NONLINEAR FRACTIONAL PDES FROM INTERACTING PARTICLE SYSTEMS 19

for every n ≥ 1 and that ΨK0,ε is bounded and lower semi-continuous with respect to the Skorohod

topology of D([0,T ],M+) for every K0,ε > 0, we get

lim
ε→0+

EQ[ΨK0,ε(π)] = lim
ε→0+

lim
n′→∞

EQn′ [ΨK0,ε(π)]

= lim
ε→0+

lim
n′→∞

Eµn′
[

max
1≤i≤ j

{Z̃
K0

n′,Gi
}
]
≤ lim

ε→0+
lim
n→∞

Eµn

[
max
1≤i≤ j

{Z̃
K0

n,Gi
}
]
.

This means that we are done if we can prove that

∃K0,K1 > 0 : lim
ε→0+

lim
n→∞

Eµn

[
max
1≤i≤ j

{Z̃
K0

n,Gi
}
]
≤ K1. (4.17)

We do so by applying the strategy in the proof of Proposition 5.3 in [8]. For every G ∈ N, we define

(ΦG
n )n≥1 : [0,T ]×R→ R by

∀t ∈ [0,T ],∀x ∈ Z, ΦG
n (t,

x
n
) := nγ ∑

y:|x−y|≥εn

G(t, x
n
, y

n
)|y− x|−γ−1.

Following the arguments in [8], we have that (Φn)
G
n≥1 satisfies (3.16). From Lemma 3.3, for every

G ∈ N, it holds

lim
ε→0+

lim
n→∞

Eµn

[∫ T

0
nγ−1 ∑

x,y:|x−y|≥εn

Ax,y(εn, ηn
t )G(t, x

n
, y

n
)|y− x|−γ−1 dt

]
= 0,

where for every η ∈ Ω, any x,y ∈ Z and every ℓ≥ 1, Ax,y(ℓ,η) is given by

Ax,y(ℓ,η) :=
m−1

∏
j=0

−→
η ℓ(x+ jℓ)−

m−1

∏
j=0

η(x+ j)+
m−1

∏
j=0

−→
η ℓ(y+ jℓ)−

m−1

∏
j=0

η(y+ j).

for any G ∈ N. Then in order to get (4.17), it is enough to find K0,K1 > 0 such that

lim
n→∞

Eµn

[
max
1≤i≤ j

{Z
K0

n,Gi
}
]
≤ K1, (4.18)

where for any K0, n ≥ 1 and G ∈ N, Z
K0

n,G : D([0,T ],Ω)→ R is given by

Z
K0

n,G :=
∫ T

0

{
nγ−1 ∑

(x,y)∈In(ε)

Ãx,y(η
n
t )G(t, x

n
, y

n
)|y− x|−γ−1 −

K0‖G‖2
Y (ε)

T

}
dt.

Above, for any η ∈ Ω and every x,y ∈ Z, Ãx,y(η) is given by

Ãx,y(η) :=
m−1

∏
j=0

η(y+ j)−
m−1

∏
j=0

η(x+ j).

Combining entropy and Jensen’s inequalities with the inequality

lim
n→∞

(
max{an,bn}

)
n≥1

≤ max
{

lim
n→∞

(an)n≥1, lim
n→∞

(bn)n≥1

}
,

we get the following estimate.

lim
n→∞

Eµn

[
max
1≤i≤ j

{Z
K0

n,Gi
}
]
]≤Cb + max

1≤i≤ j
lim
n→∞

1

n
log

(
Eνb

[
exp(nZ

K0

n,Gi
)
]))

.

Therefore, in order to show that (4.18) holds for K1 =Cb and end the proof, it is enough to prove the

following claim:

∃K0 > 0 : sup
G∈N

lim
n→∞

1

n
log

(
Eνb

[
exp(nZ

K0

n,G)
]))

≤ 0. (4.19)
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Keeping this in mind, we apply Feynman-Kac’s formula (see Lemma A.1 in [2]) and bound the last

lim from above by

lim
n→∞

∫ T

0
sup

f

{
∑

x,y:|x−y|≥εn

nγ−1

|y− x|γ+1

∫

Ω
Ãx,y(η)Gt(

x
n
, y

n
) f (η)dνb

+nγ−1〈L
√

f ,
√

f 〉νb
−

K0‖G‖2
Y (ε)

T

}
dt,

(4.20)

where last supremum is carried over all the densities f with respect to νb. Recall (2.4); in order to

apply (4.16), the sum inside the supremum in (4.20) will be given in terms of

∑
x,y:|x−y|≥εn

nγ−1

|y− x|γ+1
Gt(

x
n
, y

n
)
∫

Ω
[η(y)−η(x)]c

(m)
x,y (η) f (η)dνb.

For n≥ 2ε−1, εn≥ 2 and c
(m)
x,y (η)= c

(m,di f )
x,y (η)+c

(m,di f )
y,x (η)when |x−y| ≥ εn. Next define Âm(η ,x,y) :=

Cm(η ,y,x)−Cm(η ,x,y) for every η ∈ Ω and every x,y ∈ Z, where Cm(·, ·, ·) is given in (3.9). Then

from (3.7), the sum inside the supremum in (4.20) is equal to

∑
x,y:|x−y|≥εn

nγ−1

2|y− x|γ+1
Gt(

x
n
, y

n
)
∫

Ω
[η(y)−η(x)]c

(m)
x,y (η)dνb

+ ∑
x,y:|x−y|≥εn

nγ−1

2|y− x|γ+1
[Gt(

x
n
, y

n
)−Gt(

x+m−1
n

, y+m−1
n

)]
∫

Ω
Ãx,y(η) f (η)dνb

+ ∑
x,y:|x−y|≥εn

nγ−1

2|y− x|γ+1
[Gt(

x−1
n
, y−1

n
)−Gt(

x
n
, y

n
)]

∫

Ω
Âm(η ,x,y) f (η)dνb.

In particular, since f is a density with respect to νb and there exists bG > 0 such that G(t,u,v) = 0

when |u| ≥ bG or |v| ≥ bG|, the sum of the terms in the second and third lines of last display is bounded

from above by

mC(G,m,n)nγ−1 ∑
x,y:|x−y|≥εn,|x|+|y|≤4bG n

|y− x|−γ−1 . mbGε−γC(G,m,n),

where C(G,m,n) is given by

C(G,m,n) := sup
t∈[0,T ],{(u2−u1)2+(v2−v1)2<2m2n−2}

|Gt(u2,v2)−Gt(u1,v1)|.

Since G is uniformly continuous and limn→∞ C(G,m,n) = 0. Therefore we conclude that the display

in (4.20) is equal to

lim
n→∞

∫ T

0
sup

f

{
∑

(x,y)∈In(ε)

nγ−1

2|y− x|γ+1
Gt(

x
n
, y

n
)

∫

Ω
[η(y)−η(x)]c

(m)
x,y (η)dνb

+nγ−1〈L
√

f ,
√

f 〉νb
−

K0‖G‖2
Y (ε)

T

}
dt.

(4.21)

Next we bound the sum inside the supremum in (4.21) from above by

∑
(x,y)∈In(ε)

nγ−1

2|y− x|γ+1

∣∣Gt(
x
n
, y

n
)
∣∣
∣∣∣
∫

Ω
[η(y)−η(x)]c

(m)
x,y (η) f (η)dνb

∣∣∣.
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From (2.5), the fact that c
(m)
x,y (η) = c

(m)
y,x (η), and Young’s inequality and (4.15), we get

∣∣∣
∫

Ω
[η(y)−η(x)]c

(m)
x,y (η) f (η)dνb

∣∣∣

≤1

2

∫

Ω
c
(m)
x,y (η)|

√
f (η)−

√
f (ηx,y)|[

√
f (η)+

√
f (ηx,y)]dνb

≤ m

Ex,y

∫

Ω
[ f (η)+ f (ηx,y)]dνb +

Ex,y

4
Ix,y(

√
f ,νb),

for every x,y ∈ Z and every Ex,y > 0. Above, we used the fact (which is due to (2.4) and Remark

2.2) that c
(m)
x,y ≤ 2m. From (2.5) and the fact that f is a density with respect to νb, last display can be

rewritten as

2m

Ex,y
+

Ex,y

4
Ix,y(

√
f ,νb),

therefore the sum inside the supremum in (4.21) is bounded from above by

∑
(x,y)∈In(ε)

nγ−1

2|y− x|γ+1

∣∣Gt(
x
n
, y

n
)
∣∣
(Ex,y

4
Ix,y(

√
f ,νb)+

2m

Ex,y

)
. (4.22)

From (4.16), we rewrite the second term inside the supremum in (4.21) as

−nγ−1

2
D(

√
f ,νb)≤−nγ−1

8
∑

(x,y)∈In(ε)

cγ |y− x|−1−γ Ix,y(
√

f ,νb).

Combining last display with (4.22), we conclude that the expression inside the supremum in (4.21) is

bounded from above by

nγ−1

8
∑

(x,y)∈In(ε)

|y− x|−1−γ Ix,y(
√

f ,νb)
[
Ex,y|Gt(

x
n
, y

n
)|− cγ

]

−
K0‖G‖2

Y (ε)

T
+nγ−1 ∑

(x,y)∈In(ε)

|Gt(
x
n
, y

n
)||y− x|−1−γ m

Ex,y
.

Choosing Ex,y = cγ(|Gt(
x
n
, y

n
)|)−1, last display can be rewritten as

−
K0‖G‖2

Y (ε)

T
+

m

cγ
nγ−1 ∑

(x,y)∈In(ε)

[Gt(
x
n
, y

n
)]2|y− x|−1−γ ,

therefore the display in (4.21) is bounded from above by

lim
n→∞

∫ T

0

{
−

K0‖G‖2
Y (ε)

T
+

m

cγ

1

n

2

∑
(x,y)∈In(ε)

[Gt(
x
n
, y

n
)]2

∣∣∣y− x

n

∣∣∣
−1−γ}

dt

=−K0‖G‖2
Y (ε)+

m

cγ

∫ T

0

∫∫

O(ε)

[Gt(
x
n
, y

n
)]2

|u− v|1+γ
du dv dt

=
(m

cγ
−K0

)
‖G‖2

Y (ε).

Finally, by choosing K0 = m(cγ)
−1, we get (4.19) and the proof ends. �
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4.4. Replacement lemmas. In this subsection, we present the proof of Lemma 3.3 (we refer the

interested reader to Section 6 of [8] for more details). Let ε > 0 and n ≥ 1 such that εnγ/2 ≥ 1. In the

first step, similarly to Lemma 5.3 in [7] and Lemma 6.2 in [8], only jumps of size 1 are used to replace

products of ηn
s ’s by products of empirical averages in boxes of size ℓ = εnγ/2. The later products

are then replaced by products of empirical averages in boxes of size L = εn in the second step, by

applying long jumps. It is crucial that our dynamics always allows exchanges of particles between

neighbor sites. For m = 2, this is assured by Remark 2.1 (this remark was applied often in Section 6

of [8]). For m ≥ 3, this is assured by (2.4).

Next we illustrate the strategy for the first step. Given η ∈ Ω and x ∈ Z, observe that for m = 2, it

holds

m−1

∏
i=0

η(x+ i)−
m−1

∏
i=0

−→
η ℓ(x+ iℓ) = η(x)η(x+1)−−→

η ℓ(x)
−→
η ℓ(x+ ℓ)

=η(x)[η(x+1)−−→
η ℓ(x+ ℓ)]+

−→
η ℓ(x+ ℓ)[η(x)−−→

η ℓ(x)].

More generally, for every m ≥ 2, it holds

m−1

∏
i=0

η(x+ i)−
m−1

∏
i=0

−→
η ℓ(x+ iℓ) =

m

∑
j=1

Bℓ
x, j(η)

[
η(x+m− j)−−→

η ℓ
(
x+(m− j)ℓ

)]
,

where for every x ∈ Z, η ∈ Ω and j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, Bℓ
x, j(η) is defined by

Bℓ
x, j(η) :=

m− j−1

∏
i=0

η(x+ i)
k−1

∏
i=m− j+1

−→
η ℓ(x+ iℓ). (4.23)

This motivates us to state next result.

Lemma 4.8. Let t ∈ [0,T ]. Assume (Φn)n≥1 : [0,T ]×R → R satisfies (3.16) and denote ℓ = εnγ/2.

Then for every j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, it holds

lim
ε→0+

lim
n→∞

Eµn

[∣∣∣
∫ t

0
∑
x

Φn(s,
x
n
)
Bℓ

x, j(η
n
s )

n

[
ηn

s (x+m− j)−−→
η ℓ

s

(
x+(m− j)ℓ

)]
ds

∣∣∣
]
= 0.

In particular, we have

lim
ε→0+

lim
n→∞

Eµn

[∣∣∣
∫ t

0

1

n
∑
x

Φn(s,
x
n
)
(m−1

∏
i=0

ηn
s (x+ i)−

m−1

∏
i=0

−→
η ℓ

s(x+ iℓ)
)

ds

∣∣∣
]
= 0.

Proof. Combining entropy and Jensen’s inequalities with Feynman-Kac’s formula, we are done if we

can prove that, for every j ∈ {1, . . . ,m},

sup
f

{∣∣∣1

n
∑
x

Φn(s,
x
n
)

∫

Ω
Bℓ

x, j(η)
[
η(x+m− j)−−→

η ℓ
(
x+(m− j)ℓ

)]
dνb

∣∣∣

+nγ−1ε〈L
√

f ,
√

f 〉νb

}
,

(4.24)

goes to zero, when we take first the limsup for n → ∞ and afterwards the limsup for ε → 0+. In

(4.24), the supremum is carried over all densities f with respect to νb. In order to treat the first term

inside this supremum, we observe that

η(x+m− j)−−→
η ℓ

(
x+(m− j)ℓ

)
=

1

ℓ

ℓ

∑
y=1

x+(m− j)ℓ+y−1

∑
z=x+m− j

[η(z)−η(z+1)].



LINEAR AND NONLINEAR FRACTIONAL PDES FROM INTERACTING PARTICLE SYSTEMS 23

Therefore, the first term inside the supremum in (4.24) is bounded from above by

∣∣∣∑
x

Φn(s,
x
n
)

ℓ

∑
y=1

x+(m− j)ℓ+y−1

∑
z=x+m− j

∫

Ω

Bℓ
x, j(η)

nℓ
[η(z)−η(z+1)] f (η)dνb

∣∣∣. (4.25)

From (4.23), we have that Bx, j(η) = Bx, j(η
z,z+1) when x+m − j ≤ z ≤ x + (m − j)ℓ+ y− 1 and

1 ≤ y ≤ ℓ, for every x ∈ Z, j ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and η ∈ Ω. Then, by writing f (η) = 1
2

f (η)+ 1
2

f (η) and

performing the change of variables η → η z,z+1, the display in (4.25) is equal to

∣∣∣∑
x

Φn(s,
x
n
)

ℓ

∑
y=1

x+(m− j)ℓ+y−1

∑
z=x+m− j

∫

Ω

Bℓ
x, j(η)

2nℓ
[η(z)−η(z+1)][ f (η)− f (η z,z+1)]dνb

∣∣∣.

By Young’s inequality and (3.16), last display is bounded from above by

mℓ

A
M1 +

AM2

4nℓp(1) ∑
x

ℓ

∑
y=1

x+(m− j)ℓ+y−1

∑
z=x+m− j

p(1)Iz,z+1(
√

f ,νb). (4.26)

for any A > 0. Above, we used the facts that [Bx, j(η)]2[η(z)−η(z+ 1)]2 ≤ 1 (due to (4.23) and

η(·) ≤ 1) and f is a density with respect to νb. In order to apply (4.16), it is crucial to count the

maximum number of times that a fixed bond {z0,z0 +1} appears in the triple sum in (4.26).

Observe that for x ≤ z0 −mℓ or x > z0 this bond does not appear. And for every x ∈ {z0 −mℓ+
1, . . . ,z0}, {z0,z0 + 1} is counted at most ℓ times (since y ranges over {1, ℓ}). Hence every bond

{z0,z0 + 1} is counted at most 4mℓ2 times in the triple sum in (4.26). Therefore, from (4.14) and

(4.16), the expression inside the supremum in (4.24) is bounded from above by

mℓ

A
M1 +

[
A

M2mℓ

4np(1)
− nγ

n
ε
]
D(

√
f ,νb),

for any A > 0. Since ℓ = εnγ/2, by choosing A = 4p(1)nγ ε(M2mℓ)−1, last display is bounded from

above by

M1M2m2

4p(1)

ℓ2

nγε
.

ℓ2

nγε
=

(εnγ/2)2

nγε
= ε ,

which vanishes as ε → 0+, and the proof ends. �

Next we state an auxiliary lemma which will be useful in the proof of Lemma 4.10. We omit its

proof, since the strategy is analogous to the one used to show Lemma 6.3 in [8].

Lemma 4.9. (Moving Particle Lemma) Fix r 6= 0 ∈ Z and f a density with respect to νb on Ω. For

every x ∈ Z, let Ωx := {η ∈ Ω : η(x+ j) = 1, j = 1,2, . . . ,k}. Then

∑
x

∫

Ωx

[√
f (ηx,x+r)−

√
f (η)

]2
dνb . |r|γ D(

√
f ,νb).

Now, we illustrate the strategy for the second step. For every m ≥ 2, it holds

m−1

∏
i=0

−→
η ℓ(x+ iℓ)−

m−1

∏
i=0

−→
η εn(x+ iεn)

=
m

∑
j=1

B̃ℓ
x, j(η)

[−→
η ℓ

(
x+(m− j)ℓ

)
−−→

η εn
(
x+(m− j)εn

)]
,
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where ℓ≤ εn and for every x ∈ Z, η ∈ Ω and j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, B̃ℓ
x, j(η) is defined by

B̃ℓ
x, j(η) :=

m− j−1

∏
i=0

−→
η ℓ(x+ iℓ)

k−1

∏
i=m− j+1

−→
η εn(x+ iεn). (4.27)

This motivates us to state next result. The proof is analogous to the proof of Lemma 6.5 in [8],

therefore we omit some steps.

Lemma 4.10. Assume (Φn)n≥1 : [0,T ]×R→R satisfies (3.16) and denote ℓ= εnγ/2. Then for every

j ∈ {1, . . . ,m}, it holds

lim
ε→0+

lim
n→∞

Eµn

[∣∣∣
∫ t

0

1

n
∑
x

Φn(s,
x
n
)B̃ℓ

x, j(η
n
s )

×
[−→

η ℓ
s

(
x+(m− j)ℓ

)
−−→

η εn
s

(
x+(m− j)εn

)]
ds

∣∣∣
]
= 0.

In particular, we have

lim
ε→0+

lim
n→∞

Eµn

[∣∣∣
∫ t

0

1

n
∑
x

Φn(s,
x
n
)
[m−1

∏
i=0

−→
η ℓ

s(x+ iℓ)−
m−1

∏
i=0

−→
η εn

s (x+ iεn)
]

ds

∣∣∣
]
= 0.

Proof. By applying the initial steps of the proof of Lemma 4.8, we are done if we can prove that, for

every j ∈ {1, . . . ,m},

sup
f

{∣∣∣
∫

Ω

1

n
∑
x

Φn(s,
x
n
)B̃ℓ

x, j(η)
[−→

η ℓ
(
x+(m− j)ℓ

)
−−→

η εn
(
x+(m− j)εn

)]
dνb

∣∣∣

+nγ−1εγ/2〈L
√

f ,
√

f 〉νb

}
,

(4.28)

goes to zero, when we take first the limsup for n → ∞ and afterwards the limsup for ε → 0+. In

(4.28), the supremum is carried over all densities f with respect to νb. In order to treat the first term

inside this supremum, we write εn = kℓ and observe that

−→
η ℓ

(
x+(m− j)ℓ

)
−−→

η εn
(
x+(m− j)εn

)

=
1

kℓ

k−1

∑
i=0

ℓ

∑
y=1

[
η
(
x+(m− j)ℓ+ y

)
−η

(
x+(m− j)ℓ+ y+ ℓ[i+(m− j)(k−1)]

)]

=
1

kℓ

k−1

∑
i=0

ℓ

∑
y=1

[η(zx,y)−η
(
zx,y + ℓi)],

with zx,y := x+(m− j)ℓ+ y and ℓi := ℓ[i+(m− j)(k−1)]. Thus, the first term inside the supremum

in (4.28) is equal to

∣∣∣∑
x

Φn(s,
x
n
)

k−1

∑
i=0

ℓ

∑
y=1

∫

Ω

B̃ℓ
x, j(η)

kℓn
[η(zx,y)−η(zx,y + ℓi)] f (η)dνb

∣∣∣. (4.29)

From (4.27), we have that B̃ℓ
x, j(η) = B̃ℓ

x, j(η
zx,y,zx,y+ℓi) when 0≤ i≤ k−1 and 1≤ y≤ ℓ, for every x∈Z,

j ∈ {1, . . . ,m} and η ∈ Ω. Then, by writing f (η) = 1
2

f (η)+ 1
2

f (η) and performing the change of

variables η → η zx,y,zx,y+ℓi , the display in (4.29) is equal to

∣∣∣∑
x

Φn(s,
x
n
)

k−1

∑
i=0

ℓ

∑
y=1

∫

Ω

B̃ℓ
x, j(η)

2kℓn
[η(zx,y)−η(zx,y + ℓi)][ f (η)− f (η zx,y,zx,y+ℓi)]dνb

∣∣∣. (4.30)
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Our goal is to exchange the particles in the bond {zx,y,zx,y + ℓi}. In a similar way as it is done in

Lemma 6.5 of [8], For every x ∈ Z, y ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ} and every i ∈ {0, . . . ,m−1}, we denote

Ωi(x,y) :=
{

η ∈ Ω :
−→
η ℓ(zx,y)≥

m

ℓ

}
∪
{

η ∈ Ω :
−→
η ℓ(zx,y + ℓi)≥

m

ℓ

}
.

Thus, (4.30) is bounded from above by

∣∣∣∑
x

Φn(s,
x
n
)

k−1

∑
i=0

ℓ

∑
y=1

∫

Ω−Ωi(x,y)

B̃ℓ
x, j(η)

2kℓn
[η(zx,y)−η(zx,y + ℓi)]×

× [ f (η)− f (η zx,y,zx,y+ℓi)]dνb

∣∣∣
(4.31)

+
∣∣∣∑

x

Φn(s,
x
n
)

k−1

∑
i=0

ℓ

∑
y=1

∫

Ωi(x,y)

B̃ℓ
x, j(η)

2kℓn
[η(zx,y)−η(zx,y + ℓi)]×

× [ f (η)− f (η zx,y,zx,y+ℓi)]dνb

∣∣∣.
(4.32)

We note that for η ∈ Ω−Ωi(x,y), we have η(zx,y) = η(zx,y + ℓi) = 0 for at least ℓ−2m+2 values of

y ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}. Plugging this with 1
n ∑x |Φn(s,

x
n
)| ≤ M1, |η(·)| ≤ 1 (which leads to |B̃ℓ

x, j(η)| ≤ 1) and

f being a density with respect to νb, we get that (4.31) is bounded from above by a constant times

1/ℓ. Due to our choice of ℓ and since γ > 0 , (4.31) vanishes as n → ∞.

It remains to deal with (4.32), where we want to go from η0,x,i,y := η to η zx,y,zx,y+ℓi . If
−→
η ℓ(zx,y) ≥

m/ℓ, the strategy is the following: for any configuration η ∈ Ωi(x,y), denote by x1,x2, . . . ,xm the

positions of the m particles inside the box {zx,y + 1, . . . ,zx,y + ℓ} closest to zx,y. With at most mℓ
nearest-neighbor jumps, we can move the particles at x1,x2, . . . ,xm to zx,y + 1,zx,y + 2, . . . ,zx,y +m,

respectively.

On the other hand, if η ∈ Ωi(x,y) and
−→
η ℓ(zx,y) < m/ℓ then necessarily we have

−→
η ℓ(zx,y + ℓi) ≥

m/ℓ k
ℓ ; in this case, denote by x1,x2, . . . ,xm the positions of the m particles inside the box {zx,y + ℓi +

1, . . . ,zx,y + ℓi + ℓ} closest to zx,y. With at most mℓ nearest-neighbor jumps, we can move the particles

at x1,x2, . . . ,xm to zx,y + ℓi +1,zx,y + ℓi +2, . . . ,zx,y + ℓi +m, respectively.

In both cases, we denote the configuration with the group of at least m particles in consecutive sites

next to zx,y (resp. zx,y + ℓi) by η1,x,i,y. Then, we exchange the particles in the bond {zx,y,zx,y + ℓi}
by applying Lemma 4.9. At this point, our configuration is η2,x,i,y := (η1,x,i,y)

zx+y,zx+y+ℓi . Finally, we

use nearest-neighbor jumps in order to bring the m auxiliary particles back to their initial positions

x1,x2, . . . ,xm. We observe that our configuration now is exactly η3,x,i,y := η zx,y,zx,y+ℓi . In this way,

(4.32) is bounded from above by the sum of

∣∣∣∑
x

Φn(s,
x
n
)

k−1

∑
i=0

ℓ

∑
y=1

∫

Ωi(x,y)

B̃ℓ
x, j(η)

2kℓn
[η(zx,y)−η(zx,y + ℓi)]

×
(
[ f (η)− f (η1,x,i,y)]+ [ f (η2,x,i,y)− f (η3,x,i,y)]

)
dνb

∣∣∣,
(4.33)

+
∣∣∣∑

x

Φn(s,
x
n
)

k−1

∑
i=0

ℓ

∑
y=1

∫

Ωi(x,y)

B̃ℓ
x, j(η)

2kℓn
[η(zx,y)−η(zx,y + ℓi)]

×[ f (η1,x,i,y)− f (η2,x,i,y)]dνb

∣∣∣,
(4.34)
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In order to treat (4.33), we write

[ f (η)− f (η1,x,i,y)]+ [ f (η2,x,i,y)− f (η3,x,i,y)] = ∑
r∈INN

x,i,y

[ f (η (r−1))− f (η (r))],

where (for every fixed x, i,y) INN
x,i,y is the set of bonds in which we use nearest-neighbor jumps. From

Young’s inequality and (3.16), (4.33) is bounded from above by a constant times

ℓM1

A
+

AM2

kℓn

k−1

∑
i=0

∫

Ω
∑
x

ℓ

∑
y=1

∑
r∈INN

x,i,y

[√
f (η (r−1))−

√
f (η (r))

]2
dνb,

for any A > 0. Above we used the fact that the number of bonds of INN
x,i,y is bounded by Cℓ (where C

is a positive constant independent of x, i and y), |η(·)| ≤ 1 and f is a density with respect to νb. We

observe that in the triple summation inside the integral over Ω above (here we fix i ∈ {0, . . . ,k−1}),

the number of times that a fixed bond {z0 −1,z0} is counted is at most of order ℓ2. Thus, From (4.14),

(4.33) is bounded from above by a constant times

ℓM1

A
+

AM2

n
ℓD(

√
f ,νb), (4.35)

for any A > 0. Next, we treat (4.34), which deals mostly with long jumps. With a similar reasoning

as we did with (4.33), (4.34) is bounded from above by

M1

Ã
+

ÃM2

kℓn

k−1

∑
i=0

ℓ

∑
y=1

∑
x

∫

Ωi(x)

[√
f (η1,x,i,y)−

√
f
(
(η1,x,i,y)zx+y,zx+y+ℓi

)]2
dνb,

for every Ã > 0. Above we made use of (3.16). Applying Lemma 4.9, we conclude that (4.34) is

bounded from above by a constant times

M1

Ã
+

ÃM2

kℓn

k−1

∑
i=0

ℓ

∑
y=1

(ℓi)
γ
D(

√
f ,νb)≤

M1

Ã
+ ÃM2εγmγnγ−1

D(
√

f ,νb), (4.36)

for any Ã > 0. Above we used the fact that ℓi ≤ mkℓ = mεn. Since ℓ = εnγ/2, by choosing A =
nγεγ/2(2M2ℓ)

−1 in (4.35) and Ã= ε−γ/2(2M2mγ)−1 in (4.36), from (4.16) we conclude that the display

in (4.28) is bounded from above by a constant times

M1M2ℓ
2ε−γ/2n−γ +M1M2εγ/2 = M1M2(ε

2− γ
2 + εγ/2),

which vanishes for any γ ∈ (0,2) when ε → 0+, ending the proof. �
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[18] P. Gonçalves, S. Scotta, Diffusive to super-diffusive behavior in boundary driven exclusion, Markov Processes and

Related Fields, 28 (2022), 149-178.

[19] P. Grisvard, “Elliptic Problems in Nonsmooth Domains Sobolev spaces,” Classics in Applied Mathematics, Vol 69.,

Society for Industrial and Applied Mathematics (SIAM), Philadelphia, 2011.

[20] Q. Guan, Integration by parts formula for regional fractional Laplacian, Communications in Mathematical Physics,

266 (2006), 289–329.

[21] Q. Guan, Z. Ma, Reflected symmetric α-stable processes and regional fractional Laplacian Integration by parts for-

mula for regional fractional Laplacian, Probability Theory and Related Fields, 134 (2006), 649-694.

[22] M. Z. Guo, G. C. Papanicolaou, S. R. S. Varadhan, Nonlinear diffusion limit for a system with nearest neighbor

interactions, Communications in Mathematical Physics, 118 (1988), 31–59.

[23] M. Jara, Hydrodynamic limit of particle systems with long jumps, arXiv preprint arXiv:0805.1326, (2008).

[24] C. Kipnis, C. Landim, S. Olla, Hydrodynamical limit for a non-gradient system: the generalized symmetric exclusion

process, Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 47 (1994), 1475–1545.

[25] C. Kipnis, C. Landim, “Scaling Limits of Interacting Particle Systems,” Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1999.

[26] F. Spitzer, Interaction of Markov processes, Advances in Mathematics, 5 (1970), 246–290.

[27] E. Zeidler, “Nonlinear Functional Analysis and its Applications II/A: Linear Monotone Operators,” Springer-Verlag,

New York, 1990.

Pedro Cardoso, INSTITUTE FOR APPLIED MATHEMATICS

UNIVERSITY OF BONN

ENDENICHER ALLEE, NO. 60, 53115 BONN, GERMANY

E-mail address: pgondimc@uni-bonn.de
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