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Abstract For a (non-symmetric) strong Markov processconsider the Feynman—Kac semi-
group
T/ f(z) :== E* [eA‘f(Xt)]7 z €R", t>0,

whereA is a continuous additive functional 8f associated with some signed measure. Under
the assumption thaX admits a transition probability density that possesseuppd lower
bounds of certain type, we show that the kernel correspontif;* possesses the density
pi*(z,y) with respect to the Lebesgue measure and construct uppeloaed bounds for
pi(z,y). Some examples are provided.

Keywords Transition probability density, continuous additive ftinoal, Kato class,
Feynman—Kac semigroup
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1 Introduction

Let (X;):>0 be a Markov process with the state sp& For a Borel measurable
functionV : R" — R, we can define the functional, of X by

¢
A ::/ V(Xs)ds, t>0. (1.2)
0
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108 V. Knopova

Suppose thalim;_,( sup, E*|A;| = 0. Then, by the Khasminski lemma there exist
constants”, b > 0, such that

sup E®el4tl < Cebt: (1.2)

see, for example [, Lemma 3] or L2, Lemma 3.3.7]. Estimatel(2) allows us to
define the operator

T f(z) :=E"[e? f(Xy)], x€R™, ¢t>0, (1.3)

where the functionf is bounded and Borel measurable. The family of operators
(TA)>0 forms a semigroup, called tii@ynman—Kac semigroup

Feynman—Kac semigroup is well studied in the case of a Brammotion (see
[23, 24, 12, 3]); in particular, in B] more general functionals are treated. The case of
a general Markov process is much more complicated; see MeowWe2, Chap. 3.3.2]
and R4]. The essential condition on the process, stated in therpagiied, is that
the Markov process( is symmetric and possesses a transition probability densit
bt (,T, y)

In this paper, we construct and investigate the Feynman-si€atgroups for a
wider class of Markov processes. First, we construct thenfeeyn—Kac semigroup
for a (hon-symmetric) Markov process, admitting a traositilensity. We also treat
a more general class of functionals, that is, in our setting the functiond; is not
necessarily of the fornil(1), but is constructed by means of some measurehich
is in theKato classwith respect to the transition probability density Xf(cf. (2.3)).
The approach used i8] allows us to show the existence of the kerpgl(z,y) of
the semigroug7;*);>o and to give its representation. The method fr@jrglies on
the construction of th#larkov bridge densitywhich in turn employs the regularity
properties of the transition probability density of thetimiprocessX rather than its
symmetry.

In such a way, this prepares the base for the main result gbdper, which is
devoted to the investigation of the Feynman—Kac semigrouphie particular class
of processes constructed ibg. In [20, 19], we develop the approach that allows us
to relate to a pseudo-differential operator of certain tgpdarkov process possess-
ing a transition probability density; (z, y) and construct for this density two-sided
estimates. In particular, such estimates provide an eak#égkable condition when
a measurev belongs to the Kato class with respectidzx, y). This allows us to
describe the respective continuous additive functiohahnd to show1.2). Starting
with the class of processes investigated i8]] we construct (see TheoreB) the
upper and lower estimates for the Feynman—Kac depsity;, v). In particular, we
show that the structure of such estimates is “inheritediftbe structure of the es-
timates orp;(x, y). In some cases when the upper boundgm:, y) can be written
in a rather compact way, we can describe explicitly the Kédsxof measures. For
example, this is the casejif(z,y) is comparable for small with the density of a
symmetric stable process; see akkoJor. 12] for refined results. In Propositidrwe
show that if the initial transition probability density m&sses an upper bound of a
rather simple (polynomial) form, this form is inherited thetFeynman—Kac density

pi(z,y).
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Up to the author’s knowledge, in general, the results on sided estimates of
pi*(z,y) are yet unavailable. FaX being ana-stable-like process, the estimates of
the kernelp? (z,y) are obtained ing2]; see also 10] and the references therein for
more recent results in this direction, including two-sidestimates o (z,y) in
the case when the functiondlis not necessarily continuous. The approach used in
[22, 10] to construct the Feynman—Kac semigroup is based on theHDéti form
technique. See als®]|[for yet another approach to investigate Feynman—Kac semi-
groups.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect@®yrwe give the basic notions and
introduce the main results. Proofs are given in Secti®asd4. In Section5, we
illustrate our results with examples.

Notation

For functionsf, g, by f =< g we mean that there exist some constantgs > 0
such thate; f(z) < g(z) < cof(z) for all z € R™. By z - y and ||z|| we denote,
respectively, the scalar product and the norRn andS™ denotes the unit sphere in
R™. By B,(R™) we denote the family of bounded Borel functionsiRi By C% (R™)
we denote the space bftimes differentiable functions, with derivatives varirghat
infinity. By ¢;, c andC we denote arbitrary positive constants. The symbpis and

¢ denote, respectively, the convolutions

(fxg)(x,y) = - flx—2)g9(z — y)dz,

(fog)(z,y) = - flx—2)9(z — y)w(dz),

and .
(f O g)ilay) = / fos( 2)gs (22 y)wl(dz)ds,
0 Rn

wherew is a (signed) measure.

2 Settings and the main results

Let X be a Markov process with the state sp&fe We call X aFeller processf the
corresponding operator
T f(z) :=E" f(Xq) (2.1)

maps the spac€.. (R™) of continuous functions vanishing at infinity into itselfsA
sume thatX possesses a transition probability dengity, y) which satisfies the
following assumption.

P1. For fixedz € R™, the mappingy — ps(z,y) is continuous for alk € (0, ¢],
and the mapping — ps(z, y) is continuous for alke, y € R™.

Recall some notions on the Kato class of measures and relatéiduous additive
functionals.

We say that a functiona, of a Markov processX; is aW-functional (see 13,
86.11]) if p; is a positive continuous additive functional, almost syteimogeneous,
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and such thatup,, E*p; < co. By additivity we mean thap, satisfies the following
equality:
Pr+s = Pt + s 0O, (2.2)

whered, is the shift operator, that isY; o 8; = X;,,. The functionv;(z) := E*¢;
is called the characteristic af, and determines, in the unique way; seelp,
Thm. 6.3].

A positive Borel measurer is said to belong to the Kato clags, with respect

topi(z,y) if
t
lim sup/ / ps(z,y)w(dy)ds = 0. (2.3)
O n

t—=0 pcRrr

By [13, Thm. 6.6], the conditionv € Sk implies that the function

o= [ [ petaas @4

for which the mapping — x:(x) is measurable for all > 0, is the characteristic of
somelV -functionalys.

Letw = wt — w™ be a signed measure such that € Sx with respect to
pe(x,y). Then

X?[ ::/0 /n ps(x,y)wi(dy)ds (2.5)

are the characteristics of soffié-functionals4;", respectively, that is, there exidf"
such thatyi" (z) = E* AF. Since for such functionals we have

lim sup E*AF = 0,
t—0 4
then estimate(.2) holds true, and thus the Feynman—Kac semigr@iip),>o for
Ay = A — A; is correctly defined.
To show that the semigrOL(ﬁ“tA)tzo can be written as

T/ f(x) = . fp(z,y)dy, f € By(R™),

and to find the representation of the dengify(z, y) in terms of the probability den-
sity of the initial process, recall some notions on Markodfe measures.

Denote by(F:):>( the admissible filtration related t&§. A Markov bridgeX; ¥
of X, is a Markov processes conditioned iy = = and X; = y. In the proof of
[8, Thm. 1], it is shown that under P1 there exists the corregipgrMarkov bridge
measureP,, , on F,_ for (¢,z,y) such that(z,y) > 0. We denote byE, , the
expectation with respect ﬁB‘;y

The next proposition is essentially contained& Thm. 1], but we reformulate
the result in the way convenient for our purposes.

Proposition 1. Let X be a Feller process, admitting the transition probabiligrity
pi(z,y), for which assumptioR1holds. Leto = ™ — ™ be a signed Borel mea-
sure,w* € Sk, and4; = A;“ —A, whereA®* are continuous additive functionals



On the Feynman—Kac semigroup for some Markov processes 111

with characteristic€2.5), respectively. Then
7 (@) = | Fpi @ y)dy foranyf e By(R"),
{y: pt(z,y)>0}

where
Ay

P (z,y) = pe(, y)BL e,y R, t>0. (2.6)
Remark 1. WhenX is a Brownian motion, the statement of Propositiada known,
see R3] and also B]. The construction fromd, 23] can be extended to the case of a
symmetricMarkov process, seefl]. On the contrary, the construction presented in
[8] relies on P1 and does not require the symmetry of the irptiatess.

Propositionl implicitly gives the representation of the functipft(x, ). How-
ever, when one wants to get quantitative information abg\(tr, y), like the up-
per bound orp{(z,y), estimation of the expectatidE;yeAf in (2.6) appears to
be non-trivial. Instead, for some class of Feller procesaescan use another ap-
proach, which enables us to get explicitly an upper estirobge' (z, y). Namely, in
[18] we formulated the assumptions under which one can consrkeller process
possessing the transition probability dengityz, y) satisfying assumption P1 and
admitting upper and lower bounds of certain form. In ordemgike the presentation
self-contained, we quote this result below.

Let

£f@) = ale) VF@)+ [ (Flot)=Fle) - w V@) mio (o),
(2.7)
wheref € C2 (R™), andyu is a Lévy measure, that is, a Borel measure such that

/ ([Jull* A1) p(du) < oco.

Rn

Assume thaj. satisfies the following assumption.
Al. There existg3 > 1 such that

sup ¢V (rf) < B inf ¢*(r¢) forall > 0 large enough,
resn Lesn

where
v = cuw)? A1 p(du), L) = ~u)?p(du). 2.8
q (&) /n [(f )= A ] (du) q”(§) /|u.§<1(§ )" u(du) (2.8)

Assume that the functiongx) andm(x, u) in (2.7) satisfy the assumptions A2—
A4 given below.

A2. The functionsm(z,u) anda(x) are measurable, and satisfy with some con-
stantshy, bs, b3 > 0, the inequalities

by <m(z,u) < b, la(z)| <bs, x,ueR"™
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A3. There exist constantg € (0, 1] andb, > 0 such that

|m(z,u) —m(y,u)| + ||a(@) —a(y)| <bs(z—yl* A1), wu,z yeR™
(2.9)

A4. In the case? > 2, we assume that(z) = 0 and the kernemn(x, u)u(du) is
symmetric with respect to for all z € R™.

Denote byfi.w and fy, the functions of the form

flow(x) = al(l - a2||IH)+’ fup(x) = a3€*a4||z||7 YIS an (210)

wherea; > 0,1 < ¢ < 4, are some constants.
Finally, defineg*(r) := supegn ¢V (r€), r > 0. It was shown in 17] (see
also RQ)) that condition Al implies that

q*(r) > 7’2/[5, r>1.

Note also that the continuity @V in ¢ implies the continuity of* in r. Therefore,
we can define its generalized inverse

p :=inf{r:q*(r) =1/t}, te(0,1]. (2.11)

Theorem 2([18]). Under assumption&1-A4, the operator( £, C2 (R") extends to
the generator of a Feller process, admitting a transitioolpeibility densityp; (x, y).
This density is continuous ift, z, y) € (0,00) x R™ x R™, and there exist constants
a; > 0,1 < i < 4, and a family of sub-probability measuré®,,t > 0} such that

P frow (£ = y)pe) < pe(w,y) < pif (fup(per) Q1) (x —y), t€(0,1], ,y € R",

(2.12)
where fi,w and f,, are functions of the fornf2.10 with constantsu;, and p, is
defined in(2.112).

The constructed process id évy typeprocess. In the “constant coefficient case,
that is, whereu(z) = const andm(z,u) = const, (2.7) is just the representation
of the generator of a Lévy process; in other words, a Lévy ppeess is the pro-
cess with “locally independentincrements.” It is known (be Courrége—Waldenfels
theorem, seells, Thm. 4.5.21]) that if the clas§'s°(R™) of infinitely differentiable
compactly supported functions belongs to the doniai) of the generatod of a
Feller process, then on this $gt°(R™) the operator coincides withl + “Gaussian
component.” Thus, the class of processes satisfying thdittons of Theoren® is
rather wide.

Let us show that, under the conditions of Theor&mwe have

pi(z,y) >0 forallt >0, z,y € R".

We find the minimalV such that the distance fromto y can be covered by balls
of the radius smaller thaﬁz@ptm)*l (whereas > 0 is the constant appearing in
Slow IN (2.12), that is, the minimalV for which

[z — yll 1
< . 2.13
N 7 azpyn (213)
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Observe that*(r) < ci72, r > 1, implying cot~1/2 < p; for all t small enough.

Hence, 2.13 holds withN > M Therefore, puttingy = = andyy = v,
we get

N
pe(z,y) = /n /n (HP:&/N(%h%)) dyr ...dyn

N
2/ / Hpt/N(yz‘ﬂ,yi)dyi
B(yo,(2a2p:/n) 1) B(yn-1,(2a2pt/n)71) 1

> copryis
where in the last line we used that
PN (Wio1,9i) = 27 taapyy forally; € B(yio1, (2a2pn) ")

Thus, the transition probability density(x, y) is strictly positive.
Finally, for a signed Borel measute, define

h(r) := sgp |w|{y e =yl < T}, (2.14)

where|w| := w' +w is the total variation ofo. Denote byh the Laplace transform
of h.

The following theorem is the main result of the paper. ke (0, 1] be small
enough.

Theorem 3. Let X be the Feller process constructed in Theor2nTake a signed
Borel measureo such that its volume functidi2.14) satisfies

t
| otthipads < e, e o, (2.15)
0

with some constants, ¢ > 0, wherep;, is given by(2.11). Then

a) There exists a continuous functiondl such that
t
A= [ [ pemlans
O n

b) The semigroud7!);>o is well defined, and its kernel possesses a density
pi(z,y) with respect to the Lebesgue measureRdn

¢) There exist constants;, > 0, 1 < i < 4, and a family of sub-probability
measure§R;, t > 0} such that fort € (0,¢p] andz,y € R",

pr frow (x = y)pe) < pit(@,y) < pf (fup(per) * Re) (y —x);  (2.16)

here fi.w and f,, are the function of the forr{2.10 with some constanis;,
1<4<4.
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Remark 2. In generalg; in estimate 2.16) aresomeconstants, that may not coincide
with those in estimate?(12). In order to simplify the notation, we assume that in
Theoren?,a; = a3 = 1, as = a, anday = b.

Assumption 2.15 can be relaxed, provided that more information about the in
tial transition probability density is available. Put

1
ta (L4 ||zf/tt/)dre’

gi(2) =

t>0, z€R" (2.17)

Note that ford = n, this function is equivalent to the transition probabitignsity of
a symmetrigy-stable process iR™ (that is, the process whose characteristic function
is e~*I€1"). Denote byX,, ., the class of Borel signed measures such that

t : — <
lim sup/ =ty : e = yll < s} ds = 0. (2.18)
0

t—0 o Sn+17a

The following lemma shows that fat > n — « the Kato class of measures with
respect tay:(x — y) coincides withX,, .. The proof uses the idea from][ and will
be given in AppendiA.

Lemma 1. A finite Borel signed measute belongs taSk with respect tgy; (z — y),
given by(2.17) withd > n — «, if and only if|w| € K, 4.

Corollary 1. In particular, it follows from Lemma thatw € Si with respect to the
transition probabiility density of a symmetriestable process if an onlyit € X,, .

In the proposition below, we state the “compact” upper bodiang;* (z, ).

Proposition 4. Let X be a Feller process satisfying the conditions of Proposifip
and in addition assume that the transition dengityx, y) of X is such that for all
t € (0,1], =,y € R™, the inequality

p(z,y) <cge(r —y), te(0,1], z,y eR", (2.19)

where the functiog, (x) is defined in2.17) withd > n — «. Suppose that € K, 4.
Then

pi(,y) < Coge(x —y), te€(0,1], z,y € R™. (2.20)

Remark 3. a) ForX being a symmetria-stable-like process, such a result is known,
see P2]. In particular, the upper boun@ 0 holds withn = d. In our caseX is
from a wider class; in particular, we do not assume the symyoéthe initial process,
and the method of constructing the Feynman—Kac semigrotgmipletely different.

b) In view of Lemmal, under the assumptions of this proposition, we can take
w € K, rather thancw € Sk with respect tog;, which is more convenient for
usage.

In Section5, we provide examples that illustrate Theordmnd Propositior.
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2.1 Discussion and overview

1. On continuous additive functionalsoosely speaking, there are two approaches
for constructing continuous additive functionals. Onerapph, which we de-
scribed previously, relies on the Dynkin theoryléf-functionals. Another ap-
proach, based on the Dirichlet form technique, establihesne-to-one cor-
respondence between the class of positive continuous\afiinctionals and
the class o6mooth measuresee L4, Lemmas 5.1.7,5.1.8] ofLp, Thm. 5.1.4]
in the case when the process under consideration is synunete alsoZ1l,
Thm. 2.4] for the non-symmetric case. In this paper, we usekidys approach
as more appropriate in our situation, in particular, we dbassume that the
initial Markov processX is symmetric. Our standard reference in this paper

is [13.

2. On the generator of7/*);>o. Suppose that the Markov proce¥sand the
positive functional A; are as in Propositiod. In this case, the semigroup
(Tg“)tzo is contractive, and thus there exists a sub-Markov procébgransi-
tion sub-probability density; (z, y). Formally, we can describe the generator
of (T?)i>0 as

LA=L —w, (2.21)
where £ is the generator of the semigroup associated Withandw is the
measure appearing in the characteristid p{cf. (2.4)), see L3, Thms. 9.5, 9.6]
for the (equivalent) formulation. Nevertheless, in thisnfrework the problem
of defining the domairD(£4) of £4 still remains open. In the general case,
that is, whenA can attain negative values, in order to define the generétor o
(non-contractive) semigrouf);>0, we can use the quadratic form approach,
see [L, 2], and also 9].

3 Proof of Theorem3

3.1 Proof of statements a) and b)
a) By the upper bound ir2(12 onp.(z, y) (see also Remark), (2.15 implies that
w € Sk

ow [ [ pele el

reR?

<sw [ [ ] dtha(o e - 2p)@ua)ml@is

reR™

t e
< b sup / /]R / prlal{y: ly—z—z| < v/ps}efb”vas(dz)ds
o Jr* Jo

TER™
¢
< b/ P2 h(bps)ds — 0, t— 0.
0

Hence, applying13, Thm. 6.6], we derive the existence of a continuous funetion
A; with claimed characteristic.

Statement b) is already contained in Proposifion
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3.2 Outline of the proof of ¢)

For the proof of Theorer(c), we use the Duhamel principle. First, we show that the
functionpy (z, y) satisfies the integral equation

Az, y) = pi(x, t t,sx,zfz, w(dz)ds, .
i@ =nen+ [ [ e aplcoss @

provided that the integral on the right-hand side conveigesshow that if the series
m(w,y) =Y pi*(2.y) (32)
k=1

converges, then it satisfies E§.1). We derive an upper estimate for the convolutions
p?k(:z:, y), which guarantees the absolute convergence of the sedeslaws to find
the upper estimate for, (x, y).

Second, we show that df, t5] x R™ x R™ the solution 8.2) to (3.1) is unique in
the class of non-negative functiofig(¢, z,y) > 0, t € (0,t0], z,y € R"} such that

ft,z,y)dy < C forallt € (0,t], x € R". (3.3)
RTL
We use the standard method, based on the Gronwall-Bellneguatity.
Finally, observe that the kerngf*(z, ) of T belongs to the class of functions
satisfying 8.3). Indeed, since foA; we have (.2), it follows that

T f(z)| < ciE%el < ey, f € By(R™), z € R, t € (0,t]. (3.4)

Thus,pi(z,y) = m(z,y) on (0, o] x R™ x R™,

Before we prove that3(2) is the solution to Eq.3.1) on (0,¢9] x R™ x R™,
let us discuss a simple case whenis the Lebesgue measure &%. In this case
h(r) = ¢,r™, and thus assumptio® (15 is satisfied:

¢
/ P h(ps)ds = cpt.
0

Therefore, the procedure of estimation of convolutionsiced to those treated ih,
Lemmas 3.1, 3.2].
Rewrite the upper bound ir2(12) as

pe(a,y) < Cit ™2 (g Q) (y — 2), (3.5)
whereC; > 0 is some constant,
gt (@) =g, (@), (3.6)

and (cf. Remark)
90(@) = P fup(pe) = pre=brule], (3.7)
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This modification is technical, but proves to be useful famneating the convolutions
pOF(x,y). Let us estimate?* (z, y). Take now a sequendé;),>1 such that) <
Ory+1 < Ok, 61 = 1, and put

g (@) = "2 g, (Oz), k> 1. (3.8)

Sincep, is monotone decreasing, for< s < % we havep; s < p;/5. Note that
pt < py/2; this follows from condition A1 and the definition @f; see R0 for the

detailed proof. Then, fab < s < t/2,

(g5 % g () < tm/ Gt—s(Or—12 — O4_19)gs(O—1y)dy

n

— tk/29£f1 /R Gt—s(Or—12 — y)gs(y)dy

7bp 0
]Rn
_ _ %
Scltkﬂo;lﬁp?eibptekm/ pte be-(1 ekfl)‘z‘dz
k
= Dygi" (), (3.9)

whereDy, = ¢(0—1—0) ", ¢ = ¢1 [g. e *1*ldz, and in the second line from below,
we used the triangle inequality and monotonicityf In the case/2 < s < ¢,
calculation is similar.

By induction we can get

¥ (e, y)| < CutE (g < Q) (y —2), k>2, (3.10)
where
k
k(1/2)
. k 1
Cut= 10t I(k/2) H
]:2
and fork > 2
) (dw) = ;1 5 / / (L) =021 212000 () QLY (du)dr
2

Since{ng), t > 0, k > 1} is the sequence of sub-probability measuresg{lmx) <
prtk/2 we obtain
" ()| < Okt p}.

Thus, to show the absolute convergence of the s8igs, pP* (x, y), we may check
thatd" -, Cx < co. However, the behaviour @}, ask — oo is rather complicated.
To see this, take, for exampl, = £ + 5z. Then
k1 T*1/2) ok n
2Kk — 1)!
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and thusC}, explodes ag — oo. Therefore, this procedure of estimation of con-
volutions is too rough, and needs to be modified. For this, mange the estimation
procedure after some finite number of steps; this allows witdrol the decay of
coefficients and, in such a way, to prove thaf° | p?*(z,y) < oco.

In the next subsection, we handle the general case, in platic

« We give the generic calculation, which allows us to estartae convolution
(gt—s 0 gs)(@);

« We estimate the convolutiop§” (z, ), k > 2;

* We change the estimation procedure aftesteps, wheré is properly chosen,
and estimate? *°"9 (z, ), £ > 1.

The change of the estimation procedure could be unnece$saywould know
thatp, (z, y) possesses a more regular upper bound tharg, In this case, we obtain
a sufficient control on the coefficient,, £ > 1. This is exactly the case under the
conditions of Propositiod.

3.3 Representation lemma, generic calculation, and esiimaf convolutions
Lemma 2. The functiorp* (z,y) given by(2.6) satisfies Eq(3.1).

Proof. In the case wherX is a symmetric stable-like process annd € Sk with
respect to the transition probability density &f, the sketch of the proof is given
in [22]. In the general case, the proof is the same; in order to nfak@rtesentation
self-contained, we present it below. Using the equality

t
oA :/ A A gAL 41,
0

the strong Markov property of, and the additivity of4; (cf. (2.2)), we write
T f(x) = B [f(Xi)e]

t
= E*f(X;) +E® /O[f(Xt)eA"AS]dAS

t
=E°f(X,) +E® / EX [f(Xi—s)e?—=]dA,

0

:wa(xt)+1Ew/ TA  f(X,)dA,.
0

Observe that foff € B,(R"), we have

B [ xgaa = [ [ roneos@s @

Indeed, sincey; = x;” — x; Wwith Xf given by @.5) is the characteristic ofi;,
Eq. .11 holds for a finite linear combination of indicators. Appimating f/ €
B,(R™) by such linear combinations and passing to the limit, we gét1j. O
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Ford € [0,1], put
gr.0(x) := gi(0), (3.12)
whereg;(x) is defined in 8.7), and
éu(s) == pi T h(vps), v >0, (3.13)

whereh is the volume function (cf.4.14)) appearing in condition(15. Lemma
below gives the generic calculation, needed for the prodthaforems3.

Lemma 3. For § € (0,1), we have
(9t-s0gs)(x) < Clpa—op(t—s)+da—aw(s)] gro(z), zeR" 0<s<t<1,

(3.14)
whereC' > 0 is some constant, independentpéndb > 0 comes from the definition

of g;, see(3.7).
Proof. Take# € (0, 1). Since by definition the functiop; is decreasing, we have

2 = zllpe—s + llzllps = [lz]lpr,
which implies
(gt—s Dgs)(x)

< 879b||zfy||ptp?_sp? /]Rn [fup((z - I)ptfs).fup((y - Z)ps)] (179)|w|(d'z)'

By integration by parts we derive, using thatis monotone decreasing, that
noon 1-6
o Fanl(@ = 201 (= = )00) ]2
S W (TSI

< Clp;ng/ (o] {2 : e b A-Olevloe > v gy
0
:@%WM%/IM&W%MKWm%“”Wv
0

< (1= 0perpier [ hlofpe 0o
0
= cipp i T h(b(1 = 0)ps)
= 19} p(1-6)(5)- (3.15)
Similar estimate holds true fer> % which finishes the proof of3(14). O
Take a sequend@y,)r>1 such that
01=1, 0,>0, Op1>0p k>2 (3.16)
Let

n

ko = [a_g} (3.17)
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where( is the parameter appearing ib.{5. Define

KR = min{b(Hj,l — Gj), 1 S j S ko}, (318)
t
F(t) = / Pr(r)dr, (3.19)
0
and
k) gre (@) FFL(), 1<k < ko,
i (x) = {ewkopt”z”FHO 0. k> kol (3.20)

whereg; o(z) is defined in 8.12).
Finally, define inductively the sequence of measures

R (dw) 1= Qy(dw) if k=1,

t
R (dw) = (2F(t)) / / (Dt — 8) + ()] Qs (dw — w)RED (du)ds
0 "
(3.21)
if & > 2. Since(Q:)>o is the family of sub-probability measures (see Theo®m
we have

RO (R < (2F0) " [ 60t - 9)+ 0.(9)] Qs (B7)Qu (R ds < 1,

0

and we can see by induction tlﬁf“) (R™) < 1,te]0,1], forallk > 2.
Lemma 4. For k > 2 we have

2% (@, y)| < Cr(@ * Ry —x), @,y eR™, te(0,1], (3.22)

where the sequenc@@t(k))kzl is given by(3.20), fRﬁk) is defined in3.21), £ > 2, and
for k > ko, the constant§’;, can be expressed as

ék = Ck_kOM,
whereM, C' > 0 are some constants.

Proof. We use induction. Rewrite the upper estimateppfx, y) in the form @.5).
For k = 2 we get, using3.5) and 3.15), the following estimates:

t
Qi s(dw1)Qs(dws)ds

t
<O /n Gt,6,(x — w){/o (D10, —02)(t = 5) + Du9,—02)(5)]

Rn

: Qt—s(dw — U)Qs(du)ds}
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<0y /Rn gt,Og(x_w){‘/O [¢m(t_3) +¢H(S)}

Qi—s(dw — u)Qs(du)ds }

R
<20, F(t )(gt 6, * R (y — x)
=205 (3% * R (y — ), (3.23)

whereC; > 0 comes from 8.5), and in the third line from below we used that by the
definition of x and monotonicity of,, in v,

Po0;-1-0,)(t) < @x(t), t€(0,1].

Suppose that3(22) holds for some < k < kq. Then

t
’p?(kﬂ)(:v, y)| < 2" 1ChCy / / (gt(i)s * Qs)(z — )
o Jrn
(3P« RO (y — 2)deds

= 9k— 1C'kC'1/ / / g,gl)smgs (y —x —wy —ws)

Qi (dwn) R (duws)ds. (3.24)
By the same argument as those used in the proof of LeBwa have
(3203 (@) < (9100 0 gs.0) (@) F* (1)
< k1900042 () FP () [du(0, 1 —00) (E = 8) + Po(o,_1—0,) ()]
= a1 (F) 7 [ou(t = 9) + 0u(s)] 3" (@).

Substituting this estimate int@27), performing the change of variables and normal-
izing, we get 8.22 for 2 < k < k.

Takecy > 0. Note that for some; > 0, we havecyp; < pe,t, t € (0,1]. Then,
by (2.19),

cit

t t
/ P h(copr)dt < C2/ e h(peye)dt < 03/ pi T h(pe)dt < eat”.
0 0 0

Therefore, taking: as in 3.17), we get
PRER (1) < est™/ TRl <5, € [0,1]. (3.25)

In such a way, on thék, + 1)-th step, we obtain

(gt(ﬁos) mgg))(x) < ce Vrortlixl / e—st(l—eko)llz—wll|w|(dz)

— ce~Wrorelal / [wl{z: pub(L = Oh,)llz — x| < r}edr
0
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<e _bekopt\\w\\qsb(lfeko)(s)
< W 0

(cf. (3.15), where in the last line we used the inequakty< b(1 — 6,) and the
monotonicity ofg,, in v. Using this estimate, we derive

p ) (@, y) <Ck001// / ge)ogM) (y — & — wy — ws)
- Qs (dwy) R (dws)ds

< 201 Cry - (37w RFTDY (y — ). (3.26)

Then .22 follows by induction. Indeed, assume thatd2) holds fork = ko +/¢—1.
For¢ > 2 we get

(35 0 g (@) < P (e ezl (s) = cF=1 (1)t (@) dn (5).

Therefore,

’p?(ko-i—f)( y)| < (2Cie) C1Cko// giko+t=D) Rglios-l-f—l))(z_x)

. (gsl) * Qs) (y — z)dzds
= Ch, (2010) (g§k0+f) ng“H)) (y — x). (3.27)
O

Remark 4. As we observed in the proof, the estimation procedure depenaon-
dition H1, which guarantees the existence of the nunifgesuch that 8.25 holds.
In general, without H1 we cannot guarantee the existenceabf a number, which is
crucial in our approach. For example, suppose that s—' for smalls, and take the
measureo such that .

h(r) < ——, re(0,1].

In"r

By the Tauberian theorem, we hawg¢)) = [AIn?)]~! for large \. Therefore,
¢, (t) ~ |Int|~1 ast — 0, and thus the integral’(t) diverges. Nevertheless, as-
sumption H1 can be dropped, if the functipsiz, y) possesses a more precise upper

bound. We discuss this question later in Section

3.4 Proof of statement c)
From 3.27) we get for allz, y € R™,

Pt (@, y)| < M(CF(), €21, (3.28)

whereM = Cy, andC = 2Cc. Without loss of generality, assume th@t> 1.
SinceF(t) — 0 ast — 0, there existg, > 0, such that

CF(t) <1/2, te(0,t]. (3.29)

Thus, fort € (0, to], the series3.2) converges absolutely and is the solution3dl).
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Let us show that the integral equatiah ) possesses a unique solution in the
class of functiong f (¢, z,y) > 0, ¢ € (0,to], z,y € R"}, such that

ft,z,y)dy <e, te(0,t], z€R™ (3.30)
RTL

Then the series3(2) is a unique representation of the Feynman—Kac kerfiét, )
fort € (0,to], z,y € R™.
Suppose that there are two soluti(pié)’A(a:,y) andpgg)’A(:c,y) to (3.1). Put

Pi(x,y) = i (@, y) — oM@, y)| andu(z) = [, 57 (2, y)dy. Then, by

(3.1) we have .
— —Ss 1Z S Z)W dZ dS- 3.31

By induction we get
t
S/ / PpOF (2, 2)vs(2)w(dz)ds. (3.32)
O n

Note that there exists> 0 such thapo(k"“)(:v, y) < cforallt € (0,to], z,y € R
(cf. (3.26). In such a way, by the finiteness of measurewve get

t
) < cl/ / w(dz)ds < 62/ Vsds, (3.33)
n O

whered := sup, cpn s(2). Takingsup,cp-~ in the left-hand side ofy.33, we derive

t
U < 02/ Usds, t € (0,tq]. (3.34)
0

Applying the Gronwall-Bellman lemma, we derivg = 0 for all ¢ € (0, ¢o]. Thus,
the solution to 8.1) is unique in the class of functions

{f(t,:c,y) >0,te(0,to], z,y ER"}

satisfying 8.30).

Estimating series3(2) from above, we get an upper bound 16 with f, of
the form .10 and

Ri(dw) = ¢ Z ckngk) (dw),
E>1

with somec € (0, 1) and the normalizing constanf > 0 chosen so thak;(R™) < 1
forall ¢ € (0, to].

For the lower bound, observe that (8,20 we have

[pf* (@, y)| < Clko)ppF(t), 2<k < k. (3.35)
By (3.28 and (.29 we get

STt (@,y) < 2MCF (1), te (0,t),
0>1
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which, together with3.35 and the observation that is decreasing, yields the esti-
mate

pr?’“(x,y)] < CoF (!, € (0.t0), (3.36)
k=2

whereCy > 0 is some constant. Therefore, choostggmall enough, we have by
the lower bound inZ.12 the inequalities

pit(@,y) > p fiow ((y — 2)pt) — CoF(t)p}
> cp fiow ((y — x)pe), t € (0,tg]. (3.37)

4 Proof of Proposition4

Since the proof of the proposition follows with minor chaageom the proof of
the upper estimate iR, Thm. 3.3], we only sketch the argument. Rorx,y) €
(0,%0] x R™ x R™, put

It z,y) =g(z—y), L(t,z,y) = /Ot / 9t—s(@ — 2)I—1(s, 2, y)w(dz)ds.
By the same argument as 27, we can get
’Ik(t,x,y)’ <cgly—x), k>1,te (0t
wherec € (0, 1) is some constant. Thus, fér> 1, we have
|p,§>k(:1:,y)‘ <oz —vy), zyeR", te (0t 4.1)

This proves the convergence of the serie&)(and the upper estimat2.@0). O

Remark 5. Let us briefly discuss the crucial difference between thefsrof Theo-
rem3 and Propositior. We changed the procedure of estimatiorpf)‘f(a:, y) after

a certain step, which was possible due2dl.f). In the case when we have a single-
kernel estimate fop:(z,y), for example, 2.19, we can drop condition2(15. In
fact, it is enough to require that € Sk with respect tog:(y — ). This happens
because in the case of the single-kernel estimate of 8d€)( it is possible to show
that the convolutiong?* (z, y) satisfy the upper boundi(1) with ¢ € (0,1), which
implies the convergence of the seri8s.

5 Examples

As one might observe, the scope of applicability of TheoBheavily relies on the
properties of the initial proces¥. To assure the existence of such a process, we
applied Theoren?. Below we give the examplesin which condition Al is satisfied
Since conditions A2—A4 are easy to check, we may assumehédtnctionsa(z)
andm/(x, u) are appropriate. We confine ourselves to the case when theunegan
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the generator oX is “discretizedn-stable; up to the author’s knowledge, in this case
the corresponding Feynman—-Kac semigroup was not invéstiggxamples below
illustrate that our approach is applicable also in the sitmawhen the “Lévy-type
measure’m(z, u)u(du) related to the initial procesX is not absolutely continuous
with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

Example 1. a) Consider a “discretized version” of anstable Lévy measure iR"™.
Let my ., (dy) be the uniform distribution on a sphe$g ,, centered ab with radius
27" v > 0, k € Z. Consider the Lévy measure

p(dy) = Y 2Mmy . (dy), (5.1)

where0 < v < 2v. In [17), it is shown that for such a Lévy measure condition Al is
satisfied, and
pe =tV te(0,1], (5.2)

wherea = v/v.

Take some functiong(-) : R™ — R and a non-negative bounded functia-, -)
defined onR™ x R™ satisfying assumptions A2—-A4. By Theorehthe operator of
the form @.7) with u, a(x), andm(z, u) as before can be extended to the generator
of a Feller procesX that admits the transition density(z, y) satisfying €.12).

Let  be a finite Borel measure, and febe its volume function, se@(14). Let
us show that if the inequality

/t )y < et te(0,1], (5.3)

0 ,Un+17a

for some¢ > 0, then we haved.15. Using 6.2), changing variables, and applying
the Fubini theorem, we derive

¢ ¢
/ PP h(ps)ds < / s_%h(qs_l/“)ds
0 0

oo tt/ oy
h
:a/ [/ (r) dr|o"
0 0 Tn+17a

Denote byl (¢) the right-hand side in this expression. Applyirig3), we get

e 2.

I(t) < cl/ (tl/o‘v)cv”ﬂlefczvdv < esté/e,
0

In particular, ifh(v) < cv?, d > n — «, then 6.3) holds.

Thus, by Theorers, the Feynman—Kac semigrodp;*);>, is well defined, and
the kernelp! (z, y) satisfies 2.16) with some constants;, 1 < i < 4, and some
family of sub-probability measuréR*)),>.

b) Consider now the one-dimensional situation. In this ctmelLévy measurg
from (5.1) is just

wldy) = Y 2" (Sy-ne (dy) + _o-no (dy)). (5.4)

n=—oo
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Let X be a Lévy process with characteristic exponent

0(©) 1= [ (1= cos(€u))utau).

In [20] we show that ifl < « < 2, then the transition probability density(z, y) of
X, Xo = z, is continuous int, z,y) € (0,00) x R x R and admits the following
upper bound:

pi(z,y) < ctil/o‘(l +ly— x|/t1/°‘)7o‘, te(0,1], z,y € R. (5.5)

Note that the right-hand side 0%.6) is of the form @.17) with d = 0. Thus, the
conditions of Propositiod are satisfied, and we can construct the Feynman—Kac
semigroup for the related functiondl, and the transition density,(z, y), and get
the upper bound for the functigif* (, y) with p, < t=1/*, ¢ € (0,1].

To end this example, we remark that it is still possible tostorct the upper
bound for suchy; (, y) for a € (0,1) of the formt ="/ f (xt~1/*), but the function
f in this upper bound might not be integrable; se@ for details. Note that the upper
bound 6.5) is non-integrable ilR™ for n > 2.

Example 2. Consider the Lévy measure

vo(A) = /n /000 Ta(rv)r " %druo(dv), o€ (0,2), (5.6)

wherea € (0,2), uo is a finite symmetric non-degenerdtkat is, not concentrated
on a linear subspace &) measure on the unit sphe$é in R™. Suppose that there
existsd > 0 such that for smalt we have

VO(B(:C,T)) < Crt, lz|| = 1.

Ford + « > n, it is shown in B] that the corresponding Lévy proce&s X, = =,
admits the transition probability density(x, ), which satisfies

piela,y) < ct (L4 ly— 2|t 150, 2,y € R (5.7)

In the forthcoming paper7], we construct a class of Lévy-type processes that ad-
mit the transition densities bounded from above by theHaftd side of%.7). Thus,
takingw € X,, o, we may apply Propositio#.
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A Appendix

Proof of Lemma 1. We follow the idea of the proof off, Lemma 11]. Without loss
of generality, assume that is non-negative. Suppose first that € X,, . Using
integration by parts and the Fubini theorem, we get

/ /n gs(z — y)w(dy)ds
- [ / TR (e = yl)) ot ds

¢
:/0 sfn/o‘w{y: |z —y| < sl/o‘}ds

¢ sl/a  dta
+/ S_"/O‘/ (7> w(dy)ds
0 lo—yl>st/o \ [T =yl

1/
_of1s dro A U it | P
d+2a—n o pntl—a
a(d+ a) pLrzo=n /OO @{y: [z —y| < U}
R p— . pd+ita

(A1)

1/a

Sincew € K, ., the first term tends to 0 @s— 0. Further, sincel > n — « and the
measurew is finite, we have

d4+2a—n & w{y . ||‘T - y” < ’U}
t e SUP/ pdtita
T 1

dv—0, t—0.

Let us show that

1
di2a—n w{y ”:T - y” < U}
JEIET A2
sgp /tl/a vt it "2

Let Ky = Ko(t) := [t~1/°] + 1; note thatK (¢)t}/* — 1 ast — 0. We have

tdst,fw/l iy flz—yl <o}
11/

,Ud+1+oc
Y / D oy oyl <),
_kzl k ktl/e prtl-e

Sinced > n — a, we have) ;- | k= (4 n+29)/e < 5o Sincew € K, o, We have

max sup

dv — 0, t—0.
1<k<Ko(t) «

1/
D oy e —yl| <o}
& Un-l—l—oz

1/

Thus, we arrive at4.2). This proves thatd.18 implies thatew € Sk with respect to

g:(y — ).

The converse is straightforward. O
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