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RANDOM CONDUCTANCE MODELS WITH STABLE-LIKE JUMPS:
QUENCHED INVARIANCE PRINCIPLE

XIN CHEN TAKASHI KUMAGAI JIAN WANG

ABSTRACT. We study the quenched invariance principle for random conductance models with long
range jumps on Z% where the transition probability from x to y is, on average, comparable to
|z —y|~ (@) with o € (0,2) but is allowed to be degenerate. Under some moment conditions on the
conductance, we prove that the scaling limit of the Markov process is a symmetric a-stable Lévy
process on R?. The well-known corrector method in homogenization theory does not seem to work in
this setting. Instead, we utilize probabilistic potential theory for the corresponding jump processes.
Two essential ingredients of our proof are the tightness estimate and the Holder regularity of caloric
functions for non-elliptic a-stable-like processes on graphs. Our method is robust enough to apply
not only for Z% but also for more general graphs whose scaling limits are nice metric measure spaces.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Over the last decade, significant progress has been made concerning the quenched invariance
principle on random conductance models. A typical and important example is random walk on the
infinite cluster of supercritical bond percolation on Z%. It is shown that the scaling limit of the
random walk is a (constant time change of) Brownian motion on R? in the quenched sense, namely
almost surely with respect to the randomness of the media. See 2,9, 14, 17, 21, 35, 36, 39| for related
progress on this subject and [16, 34| for overall introduction on this area and related topics. Besides
i.i.d. nearest neighbor random conductance models, recently there have been great developments on
the scaling limit of short range random conductance models on stationary ergodic media (or the
media with suitable correlation conditions), see [3, 4, 5, 18, 30, 38| for more details. Here, short
range means only finite number of conductances are directly connected to each vertex.

Unlike the short range case, there are only a few results concerning quenched invariance principle
for long range random conductance models due to their fundamental technical difficulties. There
is a beautiful paper by Crawford and Sly [28] that obtains the quenched invariance principle for
random walk on the long range percolation cluster to an isotropic a-stable Lévy process in the range
0 < o < 1. While [28] proves the invariance principle for a very singular object like the long range
percolation, the arguments heavily rely on the special properties (see for instance [13, 15, 27] for
related discussions) of the long range percolation and cannot be easily generalized to the setting of
general (long range) random conductance models.

In this paper, we will discuss the quenched invariance principle on long range random conductance
models. In particular, we consider the case where the conductance between x and y is, on average,
comparable to |z —y|~ (@) with o € (0,2) but is allowed to be degenerate. In this setting, there is a
significant difficulty in applying classical techniques of homogenization for nearest neighbor random
walk (in random environment) due to the existence of long range conductances. To emphasize the
novelty of our paper, we first make some remarks. Some more details and technical difficulties of
our methods are further discussed at the end of the introduction.
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(i) The well known harmonic decomposition method (also called the corrector method in the
literature) has been widely used for the nearest neighbor random walk in random media, see
[2, 3, 4, 5,9, 14, 18, 39]. Because of the lack of L? integrability, such method does not work
(at least in a straightforward way) for our long range model here.

(ii) Due to singularity in the infinite cluster of long range percolation, [28] established the
quenched invariance principle of the associated random walk in the sense of weak conver-
gence on L7 (not the Skorohod topology) and only for the case 0 < a < 1. In the present
paper, we can justify quenched invariance principle of our model under the Skorohod topol-
ogy for all @ € (0,2). (To be fair, the long range percolation is “more singular”, and it is
not included in our conductance model.) Moreover, compared with [23], we can prove the
quenched invariance principle for the process with fixed initial point, see e.g. Remark 4.6
below.

(iii) Our approach is to utilize recently developed de Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory for jump pro-
cesses (see for instance [7, 24, 25, 26]). While detailed heat kernel estimates and Harnack
inequalities are established for uniformly elliptic a-stable-like processes, the arguments rely
on pointwise estimates of the jumping density (conductance in this setting), which cannot
hold in our setting unless we assume uniform ellipticity of conductance. Furthermore, as
will be shown in the accompanied paper [20], Harnack inequalities do not hold (even for
large enough balls) in general on long range random conductance models. For these reasons,
highly non-trivial modifications are required to work on the present random conductance
setting. Roughly speaking, in this paper we are concerned with the long range conductance
model with large scale summability conditions on the conductance, which can be viewed as
a counterpart of the so-called “good ball condition” in [6, 8| to the non-local setting. We be-
lieve that our methods are rather robust and could be fundamental tools in exploring scaling
limits of random walks on long range random media.

(iv) The advantage of our methods is that they do not use translation invariance of the original
graph (we do not use the idea of “the environment viewed from the particle”); hence they
are applicable not only for Z% but also for more general graphs whose scaling limits are nice
metric measure spaces. Even in the setting of Z?, our results can be applied to the case
that the conductance is independent but possibly degenerate and not necessarily identically
distributed; that is, our results are efficient for some long range random walks on degen-
erate non-ergodic media. The disadvantage is, since we use the Borel-Cantelli lemma to
deduce quenched estimates, the arguments require “strong mixing properties” of the random
conductance (see (5.4)—(5.10) below). Hence our method cannot be generalized to general
stationary ergodic case on 7°.

To illustrate our contribution, we present the statement about the quenched invariance principle
on a half/quarter space F' := Ril x R% where dy,ds € NU {0}. (This is the simplest example of
state spaces that is not translation invariant when d; # 0.) The readers may refer to Sections 4 and
5 for general results. Let L := Zil x 742 Consider a Markov generator

(1.1) o) = S () - f(w))%, el

yell

where d = d; + da, a € (0,2) and {w, 4(w) : z,y € L} is a sequence of random variables such that
Wy y(w) = wy(w) = 0 for all z # y. We use the convention that w,,(w) = w, L(w) = 0 for all
x € L. Let (X})¢=0 be the corresponding Markov process. For every n > 1 and w € Q, we define
a process X" on Vi, = n~ 1L by Xt(n)’w = n tX%, for any t > 0. Let P be the law of
X" with initial point = € V,. Let Y = (Y)e=0, (PY),er) be a F-valued strong Markov process.
We say that the quenched invariance principle holds for X“ with limit process being Y, if for any
{z, € V,, : n > 1} such that lim,, . 2, = z for some z € F, it holds that for P-a.s. w €  and
every T > 0, IPEZ)"U converges weakly to P} on the space of all probability measures on 2([0,T]; F),
the collection of cadlag F-valued functions on [0, 7] equipped with the Skorohod topology.

Theorem 1.1. Let d > 4 —2a, and E = {(x,y) : x,y € L} be the collection of all unordered pairs
on IL. Suppose that {wg, : (x,y) € E} is a sequence of non-negative independent random variables
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such that Bw, , =1 for all x,y € L,

(1.2) sup  P(wgy =0) <1/2
z,yel,x7y
and
(1.3) sup E[wipy] <00, sup E[w;?/q]l{ww>o}] < 00
z,yell ’ z,yel ’ ’
with
(1.4) p>max{(d+2)/d,(d+1)/(2(2- )}, ¢>(d+2)/d.

Then the quenched invariance principle holds for X with the limit process being a reflected symmetric
a-stable process Y on F with jumping measure |z|~%~* dz.

Remark 1.2. (i) When « € (0,1), the conclusion of Theorem 1.1 still holds true for d > 2—2a,
if p>max {(d+2)/d,(d+1)/(2(1—a))} and ¢ > (d + 2)/d. See Proposition 5.6 for details.

(ii) The probability 1/2 in (1.2) is far from optimal. In fact, the critical probability p. allowing
the conductances to be degenerate heavily depends on large scale properties of the long-range
percolation cluster associated with the random conductance model in our paper, which are
different from these of the nearest neighbor percolation cluster (see e.g. [2, 6, 14, 21, 35, 39])
or these of the long-range percolation cluster investigated in [13, 15, 27, 28]. We do not know
the exact value of p., and even whether p. =1 or p. < 1.

(iii) We note that the integrability condition (1.4) is far from optimal too, and we also do
not even know what could be the optimal integrability condition. Furthermore, by track-
ing the proofs of Lemma 2.2 and Proposition 5.6 below, the negative moment condition
sup, yer, Blwz, Zq]l{wzypo}] < oo in (1.3) is only required to guarantee the local Poincaré
inequality (2.11). For the i.i.d nearest neighbor percolation cluster, such kind of negative
moment condition can be removed by the domination behavior of the percolation cluster and
time change arguments, see e.g. [2, 35|. However, as we mentioned above, since properties
of the nearest neighbor percolation cluster are quite different from those of long-range per-
colation cluster associated with the random conductance model in our paper, the arguments
in [2, 35] do not work for the present setting. By now we do not know whether this negative
moment condition is essentially necessary.

Here is one simple example that satisfies (1.2) and (1.3): for each distinct z,y € L,

P(wzy = |z —ylF) = Bz — /)", Plwey =z —y|™) = Blz —y*) ",
P(wsy =0) =371, Plwsy = g(w,y)) =1 (Blz —y/*)~" = 3o —y**)~ =371,

where €,d,p,q > 0 so that (1.4) is satisfied, and g(z,y) are chosen so that Ew,, = 1. (It is easy to
see that ¢! < g(x,%) < ¢ for some constant ¢ > 1.)

At the end of the introduction, let us briefly discuss technical difficulties and the ideas of the
proof. There are two essential ingredients in our proof; namely the tightness estimate and the
Holder regularity of caloric functions for non-elliptic a-stable-like processes on graphs. In order to
obtain the former estimate, we first split small jumps and big jumps, which is a standard approach
for jump processes, and then change the conductance to the averaged one outside a ball (we call it the
localization method). By this technique and the on-diagonal heat kernel upper bound (Proposition
2.1), we can apply the so-called Bass-Nash method to control the mean displacement of the process
(Proposition 2.4). The tightness estimate (Theorem 3.3) is established by comparing the original
process, truncated process and the localized process. We note that when 0 < o < 1, tightness can
be proved in a much simpler way using martingale arguments (Proposition 3.5). The key ingredient
for the Holder regularity of caloric functions (Theorem 3.6) is to deduce the Krylov-type estimate
(Proposition 3.8) that controls the hitting probability to a large set before exiting some parabolic
cylinder. Once these estimates are established, we use the arguments in 23] to deduce generalized
Mosco convergence, and then obtain the weak convergence (Theorem 4.5).
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2. TRUNCATED a-STABLE-LIKE PROCESSES ON GRAPHS

In this and the next sections, we fix graphs and discuss a-stable-like processes on them. Hence
we do not consider randomness of the environment. With a slight abuse of notation, we still use
Wy, as the deterministic version. Let G = (V, Ey) be a locally finite and connected graph, where
V' is the set of vertices, and Ey the set of edges. For any = # y € V| we write p(z,y) for the graph
distance, i.e., p(x,y) is the length of the shortest path (that is, a sequence z¢g = x,x1, -+ , 27 =y
such that (z;,x;41) € Ey for all 0 < i <[ —1) joining x and y. Set p(z,x) =0 for all x € V. We let
B(z,r) ={y € V : p(x,y) < r} denote the ball in the graph metric with center = € V and radius
r > 0. Let p be a measure on V such that u, := u({x}) satisfies for some constant cp; > 1 that

(2.1) cnf Spe<cym, TEV.

For each p € [1,00), let LP(V;pu) = {f € RY : 3, v | f(2)|Pua < oo}, and denote by || f|, the LP
norm of f with respect to u. Let L*>(V;u) be the space of bounded measurable functions on V,
and let || f|loc be the L* norm of f. We assume that (G, i) satisfies the d-set condition with d > 0,
i.e., there exist rg € [1,00] and cg > 1 such that

2.2 A rt < p(B(z,r)) <car?, zeV,1<r <re.
G K

For example, if V is a subset of Z?, then we can take r¢ = 1 + diamV, where diamV denotes

the diameter of V. In particular, when V is bounded, rg < 400 — see Section 5.2.3. Throughout

the paper, all the constants appearing in the statements of lemmas, propositions and theorems are

independent of rg. We will also not stress the dependence on ¢g and ¢p; above for these constants.
We consider the operator Lf(xz) = ., (f(2) — f(m))p(;f;%,uz and the quadratic form

D) =5 3 () - PO ey, € F = (f € L(Vip): DU S) < o0},
z,yeV ’

where a € (0,2) and {w,, : x,y € V} is a sequence such that w,, =0 for all z € V', w,, > 0 and
Wgy = Wy, for all x # y, and

Wz,y
yev ’

Here by convention we set 0/0 = 0. According to (the first statement in) [23, Theorem 3.2|, (D,.%)
is a regular symmetric Dirichlet form on L?(V; ). Let X := (X¢)s=0 be the symmetric Hunt process
associated with (D, 7). Set Cyy = wy,/p(x,y)4t®. Under P, X, = x, and the process X waits
for an exponentially distributed random time of parameter C, := zer Cyylty and jumps to point
y € V with probability Cy ,u,/Cy; this procedure is then iterated choosing independent hopping
times. Such a Markov process X is called a variable speed a-stable-like random walk on V — see
Section 5.2.5 concerning a constant speed a-stable-like random walk. We write p(¢, z, y) for the heat
kernel of X on V; that is, the transition density of the process X with respect to u which is defined
by p(t,=,y) = p1, P (X, = y).

The goal of this section is to study moment estimates for truncated a-stable-like processes on
graphs, which are crucial to obtain probability estimates for the exit time of the (original) process.
For this, we first consider on-diagonal upper bounds for heat kernels of the truncated process in
Subsection 2.1. Then, by adopting the localization method and using the idea of Bass-Nash, in
Subsection 2.2 we establish moment estimates for the truncation of the localized a-stable-like process
on graphs.

2.1. On-diagonal upper bounds for heat kernel. In this subsection, we are concerned with
the truncated Dirichlet form corresponding to (D,.%#). For fixed 1 < § < rg, define the operator
Lof(z) = D eV ip(am) <6 (f(z) = f(x)) p(:};%,uz. Then, the associated bilinear form is given by

D=y S (@)~ F0) s,

z,yeVip(2,y)<6 Pz, y)
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Throughout this part, we always assume that

— _ Way
24 Crasmsp 2. oo gty <%
yeVip(z,y)>4

By (2.4) and the symmetry of w, ,, we can easily see that for all f € .7,
Wy,
D(f,/)S D, HSDUF H+2> [V e Y, —— b=y < D°(f, )+ 2Cv,l| £13:

eV yeVip(y,x)>8 p(.%', y)

Consequently, (D%,.%) is also a regular and symmetric Dirichlet form on L?*(V; u). Denote by X? :=
((Xf )t=0, (Px)xEV) the associated Hunt process, which is called the truncated process associated
with X in the literature.

In the following, we denote by p’(t,
x,y € V}, we set B¥(x,r) := {z €
statement in this part is as follows.

,7y) the heat kernel of X?. Given a sequence of w := {wy,, :
B(z,r) : wgy. > 0} for every € V and 7 > 1. The main

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that (2.4) holds for some § > 0, and that there exist constants 6 € (0,1)
and C1,Cy > 0 such that for every 6 < r <6,

(2.5) sup Z w;; < O,
xevyeBw(l‘ﬂ‘)
(2.6) inf (B (z,7r)) > Cyr
zeV
and
. Wa,y 2—
@ WD gtz SO

yEVip(y,z)<r

Then, for each 6’ € (0,1), there are constants 69 > 0 (depending only on 0', 8) and C5 > 0 such that
when the constant § > 0 above satisfies 6y < & < rg, the following estimate holds

(2.8) p5(t,x,y) < Cst ¥ w25 <t < 5% and x,y € V.

In order to get on-diagonal upper bounds for the heat kernel of the truncated process X, we
need the following scaled Poincaré-type inequality. We note that the inequality (2.11) below is
different from the standard Poincaré inequality since here the term (f)p(ry) (for the standard
Poincaré inequality) is replaced by (f) B (z,ro)> Which will be adopted to deal with the case that wy 4
is degenerate.

Lemma 2.2. Suppose that there exist constants C1,Cy >0 and 1 < rg < rg such that

(2.9) sup Z w;lll < Oyl
zeV yeEBY (x,r0)

and

(2.10) inf p(BY(x,70)) = Caord.
zeV

Then there is a constant Cs > 0, independent of ro, such that for all x € V' and measurable function
fonV,

@11 2 (F@=(Ppwry) = < Carf > (f(2) = f<y>>2%uzuy7

z
z€B(z,rg) y,2€V:2€B(z,r0),y€B(z,r0) P( Y

where for ACV, (f)a = pu(A)~" Yoseaf(@)pe.

Proof. For every x € V and measurable function f on V', we have

S U@ - D= Y (o (F2) = F&)my) b

B’LU
z€B(x,r0) z€B(z,r0) M( (Z’TO)) yEBY (z,r0)

<3 Y (X ve-rorms)( X wzép@’y)dm)]

0 zeB(zr0) - yeBY(2,m0) yEBY (2,70)
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<o 3 W)Y O I0) )

zeV yEBY (z,r0) y,2€V:2€B(z,r0),y€B(z,r0)
2 Wy,
< a1 > (f(2) = f(w) Wﬂzﬂya
y,2€V:2€B(x,r0),yE€B(2,70) ’

where the first inequality follows from (2.1), (2.10) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, in the second
inequality we have used the fact that p(z,y) < rg for every y € B"(z,rg), and the third inequality
is due to (2.1) and (2.9). This proves (2.11). O

We are now in a position to present the

Proof of Proposition 2.1. Without mention, throughout the proof constant ¢; will be independent of
0, t, z, y and rg. Since, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

POtz y) < POtz x) 20 (L y,y) 2

for any t > 0 and z,y € V, it suffices to verify (2.8) for the case that 2 = y. The proof is split into
three steps.

Step (1): We first note that under (2.4) and (2.7), supyey > ey p(:};%uy < oo. This along

with (the second statement in) [23, Theorem 3.2] yields that the process X° is conservative. By [29,
Proposition 5 and Theorem 8|, we have the following upper bound for p5(t, x,y):

(2.12) POt w1, 2) < g g, se nf, | exp (¢(z1) — (x2) + b()2)

for all t > 0 and x1,x9 € V, where

1 i _ _
b(g):==sup > Way <e¢<y> $(@) | d(@)=0() _2) 1y

d+o
2 zeV yeVip(y,x)<s p(x’ y)
For fixed x1,x9 € V, taking ¢(z) = p(x,x1) A p(x1,22) for any x € V, we get that
1
b(¢) < = sup Z wWiH <ep(x,y) + e Ply) _ 2) iy
206V pla, y)tte
yeVip(y,)<é
1 Wy y 9
<= Y p(z,y)
22 Pl e e
yeVip(y,)<é
Ls Way 5 52— 2
SO D oty < addt < 2ad,

yEV:ip(y,x)<o

where in the first inequality above we have used the facts that s — e®4e7* is increasing on [0, 00) and
|p(z)— o (y)| < p(w,y) for all z,y € V, the second inequality is due to the fact that e®+e~5—2 < s%e?
for all s > 0, and the fourth inequality follows from (2.7). Combining this with (2.12), we arrive at
the statement that for all ¢ > 0 and z1, 29 € V,

(2.13) P2 (t, 21, 9) < cag exp (— p(z1,22) + 261625t).

Furthermore, it follows from the symmetry of w, ,, the fact that p‘s(t,x,y),uy < 1forallt>0
and z,y € V, (2.7) and (2.13) that for every z € V,

> e P )
z,0EV :p(z,v)<0 p(Z, U)

b b 2_ Wy
< Z (P°(t,2,2) +p°(t, 2,v)) Wﬂzﬂv
z2,0EV:p(2,0)<d ’

w
<Ay Zp5(t,x,z)<sup Z W)

2€V zeV VeV :p(v,2)<6

5 Wz v
< deyy Zp (t,x, Z)<§E\I; Z W) < (0, 1) Z exp(—p(z,x)) < 00,
zeV veV:p(z,0)<d zeV
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where in the last inequality we used the fact that

o o o
Z exp(—p(z,x)) < ey Z Z e ", < ey Z,u(B(x,r))e_r < cpea Zrde_r < 00
r=0 r=1

zeV r=02eV:p(z,z)=r
Therefore, according to the Fubini theorem and (2.13), for every z € V,

1 2 Wz
(214) ZLépé(taxa )(z)pé(t,x,z),uz = _5 Z (pé(t7x7z) _p5(t7x7v)) Wﬂzﬂv
zeV z2,0EV :p(2,0)<d P\=
Step (2): Below we fix x € V. Let fi(z) = p(t,z, 2) and ¢ (t) = p°(2t,z,z) for all z € V and
> 0. Then, 1(t) = zzev fu(2)2us, and, by (2.14),

df w,
) =2 Z « 2y =2 ZL‘Sft(z)ft(z),uz =- Z (fe(2) — ft(y))Q(Zi’)zil_Hxﬂzuy-
zeV zeV 2,y€V:ip(z,y)<d &Y
Let 6 < r(t) < 6 and R := R(§) > 1 be some constants to be determined later. Suppose that
Bz, r(t )/2) (¢ =1,--- ,m) is a maximal collection of disjoint balls with centers in B(x, R). Set

B; = B(z;,r(t)) and B = B(x;,2r(t)). Then, B(x,R) C U",B; C B(z,R+r(t)) C U™, B;. If
z € B(xz,R+r(t)) N B} for some 1 < i < m, then B(xz;,r(t)/2) C B(z,3r(t)), and so

car(t)? > p(B(z,3r(t Zﬂ{zeg*}u (ai,7(t)/2)) > car(t)’{i = 2 € B},

In the second inequality we used the fact that B(xz;,r(t)/2), i = 1,--- ,m, are disjoint, and in
the first and the last inequality we have used (2.2). Thus, every z € B(z, R + r(t)) is in at most
s := cg/cq of the balls B (hence at most ¢5 of the balls B;). In particular,

(2.15) X o=> > 1= > D ipl)<e Y,

i=1zeB; =1 zeB(x,R+r(t)) 2€B(z,R+r(t)) i=1 2€B(x,R+7(t))

According to (the proof of) Lemma 2.2, (2.5) and (2.6) imply that for every 6 < r < §, x € V and
measurable function f on V,
(2.16) Z (f(2) — (f)Bw(z,r))zﬂz < cr” Z (f(z) - f(y))277yd+a#z,uy

2€B(a) 2 yEV:2€B(e.r) yEB(2.r) p(z:y)

Hence, noticing that 6% < r(t) < 4,

- 2 Way l ¢ ) W,
’yev§ )gé(ft(z) ft(y)) p(z,y)d-f—auzuy = cs ;zél yeB%(t))(ft( ) ft(y)) p(Z,y)CH—aMZIuy
{Z Z ft QZ Z fe(2)(ft) pw zr(t)),uz:| =: r(cg)a (I, — Iy),
i=1 z€B; i=1 z€B;

where in the second inequality we have used (2.16).
Furthermore, since f;(z)u, < 1 for all z € V and ¢t > 0, we have

Yo R@Ewz Y REw=v0- Y FEwrze®- Y fil2).
zeU, B; z€B(z,R) z€Vip(z,x)>R 2€Vip(z,2)>R
So, by (2.13), we can choose R := R(§) = 2c1e*® such that for all 6% < ¢ < 6%,

Z fi(z) < Z exp ( —p(z,x) + 26162550‘)

2€Vip(z,2)>R 2€V:ip(z,x)>2c1 €40

< eu Z eXp(_p(Z7x)/2)Mz

2€V:p(z,x)>2c1 €40

< em Z w(B(z,7))e™""? < egd™ < esr(t) ™,

r=2cie4d
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where the last inequality follows from the fact that r(¢) < J. On the other hand, due to (2.6) and
the fact that > i, fi(2)p. <1 forall t >0,

sup(ft) Be (z,r(t)) < SUP n(BY (2 Z fi(z ()

zeV s
This along with (2.15) yields that
B<Crr) IS Y Ao < Cler) Y e < Clesr(t)
i=1 zeB; z€B(xz,R+r(t))

Therefore, combining all estimates above, we arrive at the statement that for every 6% < r(t) <4,

(2.17) W (t) < —cor(t)™® <1,Z)(t) - clor(t)_d> .

Step (3): For any ¢ € (6,1) and any 1 < § < rg large enough, we claim that there exists
to € [67%,67°%] such that

S
2.18 — > 0.
215) GR)
Indeed, suppose that (2.18) does not hold. Then,
1 1/d /
(2.19) <—¢(t)> <&, vl <t <oty
2610

which means that ¥(t) > 2¢106~% for all 8% < t < 6. Hence, taking r(t) = 67 in (2.17), we find
that o/ (t) < —27egd~024(t) for any 8% < t 59/0‘, which along with the fact ¥(t) < pu;' < e
forallt >0 ylelds that 1(t) < cppe=2 90" ea(t ") for any 6% <t < 6% In particular, 1/)(59/0‘) <
cpre2 00" ?(”*~8")_ On the other hand, according to (2.19), we have (67 ) > 2¢106~%. Thus,
there is a contradiction between these two inequalities for § large enough, and so (2.18) is true.

Next, assume we take 1 < § < rg large enough such that (2.18) holds. Since ¢ — 1)(t) is
non-increasing on (0, 00) and to < 67,

<
<

1 —1/d ,
(—¢(t)> =67, vl <t <o
2c10

tp = sup {t >0: (26 0¢( ))Ud < 6/2}.

By the non-increasing property of 1 on (0, 00) again, if £y < 6%, then ¥(t) < ¥(fy) = 2¢10(5/2) ¢
cpit~ e for any §f'a < t < 6. This proves (2.8) under the assumptlon to < 5,
When # > 67,

Let

~1/d
67 < (—w( )) <6/2, Vo' <t <.

2610

Then, taking r(t) = (52=1(t)) " Y 4 n (2.17), we have ¢/(t) < —012¢(t)1+a/d for any 67 < t < .

2c10
Hence, ¥(s) < c13(s — 80" - qp(9')~ a/d)™ dle o c1as~ Y for any 207 < s < t. If t~0 > 0%, then
(2.8) holds. If 6% <y < 6%, then, for all iy < s < 0%, ¥(s) < (ko) = 2010(5/2) < 158 d/a, S0
(2.8) also holds. The proof is complete. O

Remark 2.3. By carefully tracking the proof, we can see that the constant Cs > 0 in the statement
of Proposition 2.1 can be chosen independently of the choice of dgp,d > 0.
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2.2. Localization method and moment estimates of the truncated process. In this part,
we fix g € V and R > 1. Define a symmetric regular Dirichlet form (D*0-E  Z%0:%) a5 follows

D#R(f ) = 3 (F2) ~ F@)* iy, | € TR,

z,yeV
Frolt ={f € L*(Vip) : D™R(f, f) < o0},
where

B = Wy, if z € B(xg, R) or y € B(xg, R),
Y 1, otherwise.

In particular, coefficients of the Dirichlet form (D%0-E, . Z%0:8) outside B(zo, R) are uniformly bounded.|j
This point is quite important in the following arguments for the exit time estimates from B(zg, R).
Note that, according to the definition of w, ,, for any z € V,

Wy Wy y W,y
Z dfa Z o T Z dta
= P.y) DR p(x,y) DR )p(w,y)

Wz v . Wa,y
S sup Zp(z7v)d+oz+z sup Z o(z, y)d+a+ Z oz, )+

z€B(x0,R) ey ¢B(z0,R) yeV y#z yEB(z0,R)
Wy 1
S sup Z yita TeM Sup Z ) oy, 7)ot
2€B(x0,R) , oy P (2,0) 2€B(20,R) =1 yeviok-1<p(y, Z)<2kp Y,z
(2.20)
wz U
ey (e Yo )
y€B(z0,R) 2€B(z0,R) vGV
Wz v
< sup +emcea + sup ——ita
ZEB(JCO,R)UEZV p(z U d+oz Z (k—1) (d+a yEB(ZxO " ZEB(JCO,R)UEZV p(Z’U)CH—a
Wz v
<o +e(l+ Rd) sup ( 7’> =: C(zo, R) < o0,
z€B(zo,R) UEZV p(Z, U)dJra

where (2.3) was used in the fourth inequality. In particular, by (2.20) and (the second statement
in) [23, Theorem 3.2], the associated Hunt process X := ((X[);0, (Pz)zev) is conservative. Here
and in what follows, we omit the index zq for sunph(nty The process XR is called the localized
a-stable-like process (with parameters g € V and R > 1).

We also consider the following truncated Dirichlet form (D0 gZzo.ty.

DrRR(f =Y (f(@—f(y)f%wy, fe gk

2,y€Vip(z,y)<R p(x,y

Let XR .= ((Xf’R)t>0, (P;)zev) be the associated Hunt process. In particular, due to (2.20)
again, the process X% is also conservative. Denote by ﬁR(t, x,y) and ﬁR’R(t, x,y) heat kernels of
the processes X and X% respectively.

The following statement concerns moment estimates of XRR_ These estimates are key inputs for
exit time estimates for the original process X in the next section.

Proposition 2.4. Suppose that there exist 1 < Ry < rg, 0 € (0,1) and C1,Cy > 0 such that for
every Ry < R <rg and R? < r <R,

(2.21) sup YT e <O

d4+a—2
X
x€B(z0,3R) eV ip(my)<r ,0( ,y)

2.22 inf BY > Cor
(2.22) JCeBl(leng)M( (z,7)) = Cor
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and

(2.23) sup Z w;lll < Oy

z€B(x0,3R) yEBY (z,r)

Then for every 0" € (0,1), there exist constants Ry > Rq (which depends only on 0, 8’ and Ry) and
Cs3 > 0 (which is independent of o, Ry and Ry) such that for every Ry < R <rg and x € V,

A t 1/2 RO[ ,
e2)  EpEM)<an () [rves ()] vRe<e<ne
Proof. Throughout the proof, we first suppose that there exist positive constants c(zg, R) and
¢(xo, R) such that

(2.25) é(xo, R) < inf g, < sup W,y < c(zo, R).
7y€V 7y€V

If (2.25) is not satisfied, then, by taking w3, 1= Wgy + € and then letting € | 0, we can prove
that (2.24) still holds true. Moreover, all the constants in the proof below are independent of &
unless specifically claimed. The argument below is partly motivated by the method of Bass [12] for
diffusions (see also Barlow [6] and Nash [37]), but some non-trivial modifications are required for
jump processes.

Step (1): By (2.21), (2.22), (2.23) and the definition of w,,, for every Ry < R < rg and
R? <r <R,

(2.26) sup S - < cor??,

eV yeVip(z,y)<r
infey p(B2(z,7)) = c1r? and sup,ey ZyGBw(x r) .} < cor, where B®(z,7) :={z € V : p(z,2) <
r, Wy > 0}. Let 0 € € (0,1) and 6y = (6 + 0')/2. Taking p = R in Proposition 2.1, we find that
there exists a constant Ro Ry (which only depends on 6 and 6’) such that whenever Ro < R < rg,
(2.27) POt x,y) < et V2R <t < R*, x,y e V.

For every t > 0, we define
M(t) =Y pla, )™tz )y, Q) ==Y p(tw,y) [log p7(E 2, y)] 1y
yev yeV

Below, we fix € V and set f;(y) = p>f(t,2,y) for all y € V and ¢ > 0.
By (2.25), we can obtain upper and lower bounds for p*f(t,x,7) (see [29] for upper bounds on
graph or [22] for two-sided estimates in the Euclidean space), which yields that

Y. fly) = fu2)l]1og fuly) — log ft(z)|%ﬂyﬂz

y,2€Vip(y,2)<R oty

< Y (fw) + i) (Nog fily)] + | log ft(Z)!)p(;U%uyuz < 00,

¥,2€Vip(y,2)<R

Thus,
= Y (log fuly) + DL fily)py
yeVv
1 n
== > (HW)— fu2) (log fuly) —log fi(2) —L—=pypi-,
2 y,2€Vip(y,2)<R P(y, Z)
where LEE is the generator associated with (ﬁxO’R’R, ij’RﬁR) ie.,
T W
LERf@) = >0 ()= f@)
yeVip(z,y)<R
Therefore,

Q'(t) = - (log fily) + VL™ fi(y)n

yev
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Wy, z

=5 X (5w~ AE) (lorfil) ~ o8 ) S s >0

y,2€Vip(y,2)<R

In particular, Q(-) is a non-decreasing function on (0,00).
On the other hand, for all Ry < R < r¢g, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

M'(t) =" p(x,y) LF fi(y)py

yeV
- - ) s
— 23/72€V%,Z)<R (p(z,y) — p(z,2)) (fely) ft(z))p(y,z)dm/‘yﬂz
/
(1 X (o) el ) (aly) + o) -
) 4y,Z€V:p(y7z)<R P Y ¢ t p(y )d_j’_auyuz
1/2
(fily) = fu(2)? by
’ Z/ZEVpZ(y7 Ji(y) + fi(2) p(y,z)d+a Hytz
1/2
< 2 22\8 yevz%z)g}g p(y’ Z)d+oz—2
1/2
(fily) = f1(2))? .
’ yZEVpZ(% Ji(y) + fi(2) p(yjz)d-i-a:u’y:uz
1/2
1-a/2 (fe(y) — fi(2))? Wy
<R Z fi(y) + fi(2) p(y, z)d-i-oc Hy = ,

¥,2€Vip(y,2)<R

where the equality above follows from the fact
’li\}y7z

> | fe(y) —ft(Z)|W

y,2€Vip(y,2)<R
thank to (2.25) again, in the second inequality we used (2.1) and the fact that ), fi(2)

< 00,

all £ > 0, and in the last inequality we have used (2.26).

Noting that
(s t)2<(s—t)(logs—logt) 5,t>0
t ~N ) ) 7

we have

(fily) = Fi(2)? by,
2 CHWIT A peEetts

y,2€V:p(y,2)<
y7

< Y (hly) - £i(2)) (log fuly) — log fi(2)) e

y,2€Vip(y,2)<R

oy, z)dra ks = 2Q'(1).

11

., < 1 for

Hence, combining all the estimates above, we arrive at the statement that for all Ry < R < rg,

(2.28) M'(t) < V2e3R72Q'(0)Y?, V> 0.
Step (2): (2.27) yields that for all Ry < R < rg and 2R%* < t < R?,

d
Z fie(w) | log(eat=¥®) = Zlogt — ¢y,
yeV o

where ¢4 > 0 and the conservativeness of X% was used in the right hand equality. Define

K(t) =d <Q(t) Yoy — glog t), t>0.
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Obviously, K (t) > 0 for all ¢t € [2R% R%], and

d
(2.29) Q'(t) =dK'(t) + >0
= 0 Vsup{t < 2R%“ : K(t) < 0}. It is easy to see that K(t) > 0 for all ¢t € [Ty(R), R*]
and Tp(R) < 2R%“. By (2.28) and (2.29), we have for all ¢ € [Ty(R), R%],
t t
M(t) = M(Ty(R)) + M'(s)ds < M(Ty(R)) + V2c3 R /2 Q'(s)%ds
To(R) To(R)

t 1/2
= M(Ty(R)) + V2e3 R /2 / (dK’(s) + i) ds.
T()(R) as

(2.30)

Note that, by the mean-value theorem, for every a € R and b > 0 with a +b > 0,
(2.31) (a+b)Y2 <bY2 4 a/(201/?).
Then, applying (2.31) in the second term of the right hand side of (2.30) with a = K'(s) and b= 1,

we obtain that for all £ € [To(R), R, :

t t

sY2ds 4 s RIT/2 / sY2K'(s)ds

M(t) < M(Tp(R)) + c4 R /2 /
To(R)

To(R)
(2.32)

t ~1/2f
< M(Ty(R)) + esR' /12 4 s R' =/ 2/ [(sl/zms»’ - 87@)] ds
To(R) 2
< M(To(R)) + cgRI™/21/2 4 C5R1_O‘/2t1/2K(t),

where, in the last inequality, we used the fact that K(¢t) > 0 for all ¢ € [T(R), R*].
Furthermore, suppose that To(R) > 0. Since Q'(t) > 0, by (2.28) and the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality, we have

L e (W
M(Ty(R)) = /0 M'(s)ds < V2¢3R /0 Q'(s)"*ds

To(R) 1/2
< V2e3RV7Y2TH(R)Y? ( / Q'(s) d5>
0

< erR0=00)2(Q(Ty(R)) — (Q(0) A 0))/?,

where in the last inequality we have used the fact that Tp(R) < 2R%“. By the definition of Ty(R),
it holds that K (Tp(R)) = 0, and so Q(Tp(R)) = (d/a)log To(R) — ¢4 < cg(1+log R), where we have
used again Tp(R) < 2R%®. On the other hand, Q(0) = limy o Q(t) = log pt > —log cps. Thus, we
can find R; > 1 large enough such that for all R > Ry and t € [RGIO‘, R,

M(Ty(R)) < cgR'71=00)/2(1 4 log R)Y/? = ¢y R =*/2R%0%/2(1 1 1og R)'/?

where in the second inequality we used the fact that 6y € (6,60), and the last inequality is due to
t > R?® Note that M(0) = 0, so the above estimate still holds when Tp(R) = 0.
Therefore, combining this with (2.32), we arrive at the statement that for all ¢ € [RGIO‘, R%,

(2.33) M(t) < cioR7™2V2 (1 + K(1)).

Step (3): Note that s(logs +t) > —e !t for all s > 0 and t € R. Then, for every 0 < a < 2,
beR and t >0,

—Q(t) +aM(t)+b=">_ fi(y)(log fu(y) + ap(z,y) + )y
yeVv

> — Z exp ( —1—ap(x,y) — b),uy > —cpela?,
yeV

(2.34)
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where the equality above follows from the conservativeness of X and in the last inequality we
used the fact that

o0 o0
k—1 k—1
E e*ap(rvy)uy <ecy + E g e~ fy < cyr +ca E odke—a2""" < 0g
yeV k=1yeB(x,2%)\B(z,2k~1) k=1

for all 0 < a <2 (see [6, line 6-7 in p. 3056]).
According to (2.27), we could find Ry > Ry large enough such that for all Ry < R < rg and
t e [R7> R,
M) =Y o)y > Y. fypy =1 - P (X =)
yeVv yeV:p(x,y)>0
>1—ct Y >21-cRr " >1/2
Then, choosing a = 1/M (t) and e® = M (t)? = a=% in (2.34), we have —Q(t)+1+dlog M (t) > —ci1,
which implies that for all Ry < R < rg and t € [R?'®, R*], M(t) > c12exp(Q(t)/d). This along with
the definition of K (t) yields that
(2.35) M(t) > croexp(Q(t)/d) > st/ *eK®).
Combining (2.33) with (2.35), we obtain that for all ¢t € [R”'* R®],
eK(t) < CI4R1704/2(1 +K(t))t1/271/a,

which is equivalent to
[e%

K(t) < a5 [1 + log <R7> +log(1 + K(t))} .

This implies that for all R; < R < r¢ and t € [R?®, R*],
K(t) < C16 |:1 +10g <RT>:| .

The inequality above along with (2.33) further gives us that for all R < R < rg and t € [R?*, R],

R~ t 1/2 R«
M(t) < c17 R /2412 [1 + log <7>] < cigR (ﬁ) [1 + log (7” -

The proof is complete. U

3. a-STABLE-LIKE PROCESSES ON GRAPHS

Let (D,.%) be a regular symmetric Dirichlet form on L?(V;u) given in the beginning of Section
2, 1.e.,

D) =5 3 () - PO ey, € F = € (Vi) : D) < o,
z,yeV ’

where a € (0,2) and {w,, : z,y € V} is a sequence such that w, , =0 for all z € V, w,, > 0 and
Wgy = Wy, for all z # y, and (2.3) holds. Let X := ((X¢)i=0, (Pz)zev) be the associated symmetric
a-stable-like process associated with (D,.7).

In this section, we will derive exit time estimates for the process X and the Holder regularity of
the associated caloric functions. Both statements are crucial to establish the weak convergence of
a-stable-like processes in the next section.

3.1. Estimates of exit time: for any fixed starting point. In this part, we are concerned on
exit time estimates of the process X for any fixed starting point. The main statement is as follows.

Proposition 3.1. Assume that there exist Ry > 1, 6 € (0,1) and C; > 0 such that for every
Ry < R<rg and R? <r <R, (2.21), (2.22) and (2.23) as well as

wmvy —Q
z€B(z0,R) yeVip(z,y)>R ,0(3:, y)

hold. Then
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(i) for any 0" € (6,1), there exist constants Ry > 1 (which depends only on 0, 8" and Ry ) and
Cy > 0 (which is independent of xg, Ry and Ry ) such that for every Ry < R < rg,

¢ 1/2 R ,
(3.2) Poy (TB(zo,r) < 1) < Co <ﬁ) [1 V log (T)} , Vit> R

(ii) for any € > 0, there exist constants Ry > 1 (which depends only on 6, Ry and €) and
C3(e) > 0 (which is independent of xo, Ry and Ry ) such that for all Ry < R < rg,
Cg(e’:‘)t

V0.
Re -

(3.3) Poy (TB(zo,r) < 1) <+

In particular, the process X is conservative.

To prove Proposition 3.1, we will make use of Proposition 2.4. We adopt notations from Subsection
2.2. Fix 29 € V and R > 1. According to the definition of (D*0:f . Z%0.%) we have

(3-4) Py, (TB(JIO,R) < t) = Py, (%g(mo,R) < t)’

where 74 := inf{t > 0: X; ¢ A} and 7§ := inf{t > 0: X}* ¢ A} for any subset A C V. This is, for
fixed xg € V, the distribution of exit time for the process X exiting from B(zg, R) is the same as
that for the corresponding localized process (X[t);>¢ (with parameters zg and R).

In order to apply Proposition 2.4 and obtain IP,, (f'g(xm R) < t), we now use the truncation idea.

In the following, we denote by (ptR’B(xO’R))t;O and (]%R’R’B(xO’R))@o Dirichlet semigroups of the

processes X7 and XB exiting B(xg, R), respectively. Let %f’R =inf{t > 0: XtR’R ¢ A} for any
ACV.

Lemma 3.2. There exists a constant C1 > 0 such that for every f € L>(V;p), t > 0 and = €
B(xo,R),

(3.5) !PtR’R’B(mO’R)f(x)—PtR’B(xO’R)f(w)!<01t< sup J<y,R>>< sup !f(Z)!>,
)

yEB(z0,R) 2€B(z0,R
where
_ Wy,»
(3.6) Jy,R) = > oSt ¥ € Bl R).
In particular, it holds that for any t > 0 and x € B(xo, R),
(3.7) . (Fhim gy < 1) = Pa(Fuem <) <Cit sup  J(y,R).
yEB(z0,R)
Proof. Let TH = inf{t > 0 : p(XF,X}') > R}. By (2.20), SUDyeV D 2eVip(e)> R p(:}y%,uz <

0o. Then, by Meyer’s construction of X% (see [10, Section 3.1]), XtR and Xf’R enjoy the same
distribution if ¢t < TH. Hence, for any f € L*(V;p),
SR,R,B(xo,R AR,B(zo,R
PP f () — PPN (@)
A . SRRy “R,R
= [Eo(f(X[) : t < Py p) — Ba(F(X,77) 8 < TB(mO,R))\

~ ~R,R
< sup | f(2)] [IPx(Tg <t< Tg(mO,R)) + IPx(Tg <t < TB(:BO7R))}
z€B(z0,R)

<2 ( sup \f(z)\) IPJC(T]? <t, XFF € B(xg, R) for all s € [O,Tﬁ]).
z€B(zo,R)

According to [10, Lemma 3.1(a)],
. A t
P, <T}§ € dt\gﬁf“> = J(XPE R)exp (— / J(XFE R) ds> dt,
0
where ZX™ denotes the o-algebra generated by XBER and

A Wy
J(y’R) = Z WH’Z’ Yy e B(CC(],R)
2€Vip(y,2)>R "7
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In particular, by the definition of W, ,, J(y, R) = j(y, R) for all y € B(xg, R). Therefore,

P, (T}j < t, XBFR € B(xo, R) for all s € [o,Tg])

t r
o R,R v LR
< E; |:/0 J(Xr ’R) eXp <_ /0 J(Xs ) R) d8> ]l{Xf’ReB(mo,R) for all s€[0,r]} dr

<at sup J(y, R).
yEB(:Bo,R)

Combining all the estimates above, we can obtain (3.5). (3.7) is a direct consequence of (3.5) by
taking f = 1 on B(zg, R). O
Proof of Proposition 3.1. Step (1): It immediately follows from (3.1) that

(3.8) sup  J(y,R) <R,
yGB(Z’o,R)

where J(y, R) is defined by (3.6). .
Since (2.21), (2.22) and (2.23) are true, by (2.24), for any 6’ € (6, 1), there is a constant R > 1
such that for all Ry < R <rg and x € V,

E, [p(XtR’R,:U)] < cﬂ%(%) 2 [1 + log <$> , v RV <t < R“.

Hence, by the Markov inequality, for all z € V, Ry < R<rgand R <t < R* /2,

i, P> ) <) [ (7))

Therefore, for all Ry < R < rg and R <t < R%/2,

) . R . R
Puy (P gy <) < Py (Pt o) < tip(X3",20) < 5) P, (X5 20) > 7

<E ( =

~X X

0 {B<z R)\t} Xg(xR . (X 21 Thiag.R) 2
0>

+ C3<R°‘>1/2 [1 + log (?)}
<sup sup P, <p(Xf’Ra ) R) + 63(};)1/2 [1 +log <$>]

yeV selt,2t]

< 203(%) i [1 + log (?)] .

Combining this with (3.4), (3.7) and (3.8) yields that for all Ry < R < rg and R”® <t < RY/2,

1/2 «a 1/2 «
Pl <0 < 2 (1) [1-+108 (22)] + 2 <5 ()" [1vios (2]

Thus, (3.2) has been verified for all R”* <t < R*/2. When ¢ > R*/2, it holds that
2t \1/2 R
Pey (TB(xo,R) < t) <1< <ﬁ> [1 V log (T)} )
Hence we prove (3.2).

Step (2): Fix ¢ € (0,1). By (3.2) and Young’s inequality, there is a constant Ry > 1 such
that for every By < R < rg, t > R”® and ¢ > 0, P, (’TB(:BO R < t) < 27 + cg(e)tR™™. If
0 <t < R”% then, taking RQ( ) > Ry 1 arge enough we obtain that for all Rg( ) < R < g,
Py, (TB(JCO’R) < t) < Py, (TB (wo,R) S < RY O‘) le + ¢cg(e)R~(1-0)2 L ¢, Combining both estimates
above together, we know that for all Ry(g) < R <rgand t >0, Py (Tp(zg,r) <t) <e+cr(e)tR™,
which implies that (3.3) holds. O
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3.2. Estimates of exit time: locally uniform with respect to the starting point. For our
later use, we need exit time estimates for the process, which are locally uniform with respect to the
starting point. We first present the following assumption on {w;y : z,y € V'}, which is regarded as
the locally uniform version of assumptions in Proposition 3.1. For any x,z € V and r > 0, denote
BY(z,r) :={u € B(z,r) : wy, > 0}. In particular, BY (z,r) = B"(z,r).

Assumption (Exi.(6)). Suppose that for some fized 6 € (0,1) and 0 € V', there exist constants
Ry >1, ¢o € (1/2,1) and Cy,Co > 0 such that the following hold.

(i) For every Ry < R <rg and R?/2 <r < 2R,

wm7y 2—«
(3.9) sup ——r— < Cir Y,
2€B(0,6R) er:%:B:,y)gr p(x’ y)dJra 2
(3.10) w(BY (x,r)) = cop(B(z, 7)), Va,z€ B(0,6R)
and
(3.11) sup wyt < Cirt,
2€B(0,6R) Z oy

yeBw ($7C*7’)

2/d
where ¢, = 8cyr -
(ii) For every Ry < R <rg andr > RY/2,

w _
sup Y L O

(3.12) 2€B(0,6R) plx,y)dte

yEVip(z,y)>r
Then, we have the following statement.
Theorem 3.3. Suppose that Assumption (Exi.(0)) holds with some constant 8 € (0,1). Then,

for every 0" € (0,1), there exist constants Ry > 1, 6 € (0,1) and Cy,Cy,Co > 0 such that for all
Ri < R<rg/(2¢) and R <r <R,

(1)

(3.13) sup P, (TB(W) < Cor“) < %
x€B(0,2R)

(2)

(3.14) sup Py (Tpg, <t) < Cl<i>1/2 [1 Vlog <ﬂ)} —
2€B(0,2R) ’ T t
and

(3.15) Cor® < xeéﬁ)f,m) B, [7B(2,m] < o B, [rp@n] < Cir®.

To prove Theorem 3.3, we begin with the following simple lemma.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose for some constant 6 € (0,1), (3.10) and (3.11) in Assumption (Exi.(0))(i)
hold. Then there ezists a constant Cy > 0, independent of Ry, such that for every Ry < R < rg/(2¢x)
and R?/2 <r < 2R,

3 Wz ,y -
(3.16) inf ) s Oy,
€B(06R) yeVip(z,y)>3r p(x’ y)

Here ¢, is the constant in Assumption (Exi.(0))(i).
Proof. Noting that ¢, > 4, for every x € V and 1 < r < rg/cs, we have

) g > 1B (@, car) — u(B(a, 4r)) > cocg (cr) — cg(dr)? > err,
yeV:3r<p(z,y)<car,we,y >0

where we have used (2.2) and (3.10).
On the other hand, for every Ry < R < r¢/(2¢4), * € B(0,6R) and R?/2 < r < 2R,

> el Y wiw) (X wn)”

yeV:3r<p(z,y)<car,we, 4 >0 yEBY (x,c*r) yeV:3r<p(x,y)<csr
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< cﬁd/z< Z ww) 1/27

yeV:3r<p(x,y)<cxr

where in the first inequality we have applied the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and we used (3.11) in
the last inequality.

Combining the previous two estimates together yields the statement that for every Ry < R <
ra/(2¢), x € B(0,6R) and R’/2 < r < 2R, Doy sr<p(oy)<eor Way = c3r?, and so

Wy, y Wy —d—a —a
> o(z y)d+a> > oz, )+ 2 (exr) 2. Wey 2 CaT =
yeVip(z,y)>3r ’ yeV:3r<p(z,y)<csr ’ yeV:3r<p(x,y)<csr

Thus, (3.16) is proved. O

Proof of Theorem 3.3. Suppose that Assumption (Exi.(#)) holds with some 6 € (0,1) and Ry > 1.
Then, for any 6 < #; < @ <1, Ry < R < rg and R’ < s < R with § = 0/, we know that (2.21),
(2.23) and (3.1) hold uniformly (that is, they hold with uniform constants) for every s’ < r < s
and zg € B(0,2R). Hence, according to (3.2) and (3.3), we obtain that for every ' € (,1), there
exists a constant Ry > Ry such that for each R < R < r¢ and RIO<r< R, (3.14) and

1 Clt

3.17 sup P, (7 <t)<c+—, VE>0
(3.17) 2€B(0,2R) (Taen) < 1) 8 e

hold true. In particular, taking ¢ = (8¢1)™'r% in (3.17), we get (3.13) immediately.
Let Cp be the constant in (3.13). For any R > Ry, = € B(0,2R) and R’ < r < R, we have

Cor®

Ex[TB(x,r)] = /0 IP:B(TB(x,r) > S) ds > /0 IPm(TB(a:,r) > 5) ds

3C0’I“a
1

This gives us the first inequality in (3.15). On the other hand, let ¢, be the constant in Assumption
(Exi.(0))(i). By the Lévy system (see [25, Appendix Al), for any Ry < R < rg/(2¢4), x € B(0,2R)
and R% < r < R,

> Cor®Po(1p(z,r) > Cor®) =

TB(z,r) ng,
1 = IPm (XTB(%T) ¢ B(.%', 27")) = Em / E Xiyd-i-oéuy ds
0 _ p(Xs,y)
yEVip(z,y)>2r

T x,Tr
> 'F e E _ WXy ds
= M Hz 0 ,O(Xs y)d+a
yeVip(y,Xs)>3r '

—1 M wvyy —Q
2 | venbihnen 2 eyt | Belrmen] 2 o Ealra)

yeVip(y,v)>3r
where in the last inequality we have used (3.16), also thanks to the fact that § = 6/6; > 6. Thus,
we also prove the third inequality in (3.15). O

Finally, we remark that, when o € (0, 1) one can obtain the probability estimate (3.3) for the exit
time in a more direct way under the following assumption.
Assumption (Exi.(6)’). Suppose that for some fized 6 € (0,1) and 0 € V, there exist constants
Ry > 1 and Cy > 0 such that

(i) for every Ry < R < rg and RY/2 < r < 2R,

(3.18) sup Z % < Ol
x€B(0,6R) yeVip(ay)<r P(SE, y)

and (3.11) hold.
(ii) (ii) in Assumption (Exi.(0)) is satisfied.
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Proposition 3.5. Under (3.18) and (ii) in Assumption (Exi.(0)), there exist constants R1 > Ry
and Cy > 0, which are independent of Ry, such that for all Ry < R < rg, x € B(0,2R), R <r <R
andt >0,

(319) IPm(TB(x,r) < t) < %.

Proof. Fix x € B(0,2R). Given f € C}([0,00)) with f(0) = 0 and f(u) = 1 for all u > 1, we set
for(z)=f (@) for any z € V and r > 0. For any r > 0,

t
{fm,r(Xt) - f:v,r(XO) - A Lf:v,r(Xs) dS,t = 0}

is a local martingale. Then, for any ¢t > 0 and z € V,

t/\TB(z,r)
]P:L‘(TB(:B,T) < t) gELL‘f$7T(Xt/\TB(x’T)):]E:L‘ |:/ Lfa:,r(Xs) d3:| <t sup fo,?"(z)a
0 z€B(z,r)
where we used the fact that f, ,(x) = 0 in the equality above.
Furthermore, for any x € V and z € B(z,r),

waﬂ’(z) :y%‘:/ (fx,r(y) - fx,r(z)) Wﬂy

= 3 Unl)  Ferl)) S

yeVip(y,z)<r Py, 2

+ Z (fa:,r(y) - fm,r(z)) e

—
d+a ¥
yeVip(g,2)>r p(ya Z)

-1 Wy, z Wy, 2 .
<e|r >, oy, 2)a T T > oy | = alhn) + B(zr),
yeVip(zy)<r YEVip(z,y)>r

where in the first inequality above we have used |fs,(y) — frr(2)] < 177 p(y,2). According to

(3.18) and (3.12), we can find a constant Ry > 1 such that for all Ry < R < r¢, x € B(0,2R) and
R? <r <R, SUD.cB(a,r) (Ii(z,7) + Ix(z,7)) < cor™®,
Combining with all estimates above, we prove the desired assertion. ]

3.3. Holder regularity. Let Ry := [0,00) and Z = (Z;)i=0 = (U, Xt)i=0 be the time-space
process such that Uy = Up +t for any ¢ > 0. Denote by P, ) the probability of the process Z
starting from (s,z) € Ry x V. For any subset A C Ry x V, define 74 = inf{s > 0: Z; € A} and
o4 = inf{s > 0: Z; € A} (for simplicity of notation we still use 74 to denote the exit time from
A C Ry x V for process (Z¢)i=0). We say that a measurable function ¢(¢,x) on R4 x V is caloric in
an open set A C R4 x V| if for every relatively compact open subset Ay of A, ¢(t,z) = E(t7m)q(ZTA1)
for every (t,z) € Aj.

Forany t > 0, x € V and R > 1, let Q(t,z,R) = (t,t + CoR*) x B(x,R) and dv = ds x dp,
where Cf is the constant in (3.13). In the following, let ¢, and 6 be the constants in Assumption
(Exi.(0))(i). The main result in this part is the following theorem.

Theorem 3.6. Suppose that Assumption (Exi.(6)) holds with some 6 € (0,1). Then, there exist
constants Ry > 1, § € (0,1), f € (0,1) and Cy > 0, independent of Ry, Ry and xy such that for
every Ry < R < rg/(2¢.), 0 € B(0,R), R’ < r < R, to > 0 and caloric function q on Q(t,zo,2r),

B
jt — ]!/ +p<x,y>>

r

(3.20) la(s,2) — a(t,y)| < C1llqlloc,r <

holds for all (s,x),(t,y) € Q(to,zo,r) such that (Cyt|s — t)Y* + p(z,y) = 2r0, where ||q|loor =
SUD(s,x)€to,to+Co(2r) ] x V q(s, ).

Remark 3.7. Note that unlike the case of random walks on the supercritical percolation cluster
([11, Proposition 3.2]), in which the Holder regularity holds for all points in the parabolic cylinder
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when r is large enough, in the preset setting we can only obtain the Holder regularity in the region
(Cyts =t + p(x,y) = 2r° inside the cylinder.

To prove Theorem 3.6, we need the following Krylov-type estimates.

Proposition 3.8. If Assumption (Exi.(0)) holds with some 6 € (0,1), then there exist constants
Ry > 1,0 € (0,1) and Cy > 0, independent of Ry and Ry such that for any R < R < rg/(2¢),

2R° <7 <R, 2 € B(0,2R), t >0 and A C Q(t,2,7/2) with ety > 1/2, it holds that

(3.21) P2y (04 < TQ(tem) = Ci-

Proof. We write Q, = Q(t,z,r) for simplicity. Without loss of generality, we may and can assume
that t = 0 and Py ,)(0a < 7q,) < 1/4; otherwise the conclusion holds trivially. Let T'= o4 A 7q,

and As ={y € V : (s,y) € A} for all s > 0. According to the Lévy system (see [25, Appendix A]),
wXS7
Py (0a <71q,) = Equ Z Tex,2x,_ xoeasy | = Eo.a) (X 1) d+aﬂu ds
s<T uEA

Co(r/2) wy
s,U T 2 2 [e%
[ 5 st i |

UGAS

Co(r/2)~
> oqr 4 inf Wy ds | Py (T = Co(r/2)Y),
)Jo 7 0
UEAS

> ¢31 Eo.)

z€B(z,r

where in the last inequality we have used fact that p(u, z) < 2r for every u, z € B(x,r).
Furthermore, according to Theorem 3.3(1), there exist constants R; > 1 and ¢ € (6,1) such that
for any Ry < R < r¢/(2¢.), RO <r/2 < Rand z € B(0,2R),

P(o.0) (T = Co(r/2)*) = P(g4) (04 ATg, = Co(r/2)%)
>1- IP(07$) (O’A < TQr) — IPJC(TB(JCJ,) < CO(T/Q)Q/) >1-
where in the first inequality we have used the fact that

IE)(0,90) (TQr < CO(T/Q)OC) = IPJJ (TB(x,r) A (Cora) < CO(T/z)a) = IPJJ (TB(J:,T) < CO(T/Q)G)7

and the second inequality follows from (3.13).
On the other hand, let Q¥ (¢t,z,r) := (¢t,t + Cor®) x B¥(x,r). Then, for every Ry < R < rg,
2R <r < R,z € B(0,2R) and z € B(z,r),

e
1=
\Y
DO | —

Co(r/2)
V(AN QU(0,2,r/2)) = /O S pds

u€AsNBY (x,r/2)

< < /Oco(r/ma 5 — d8>1/2 < /Oco(r/ma S e d8>1/2

u€ANBY (z,r/2) u€As

< c37,04/2( Z wz_ﬂlﬁ) 1/2(/00 (r/2)> Z s 5) 1/2
ueBY (z,r) uEAs
< 03r°‘/2( sup Z w1)1/2(/00 (r/2)* Z wzuds)l/Q
2€B(0,3R) u€EBY (z,2r) - u€As
Co(r/2)> 1/2
(d+a)/2
< eyr (/0 Z Wy ds) ,

u€As

where in the first inequality we have used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the third inequality is due
to the fact that BY(z,r) C B"(z,2r) for all z € B(z,r), and the last inequality follows from (3.11).

Note that, by (3.10) and the assumption that m > 1/2, we have v(AN QY (0,z,7/2)) >
(1/24co—1) - v(Q(0,z,7/2)) > c5r*™*. Combining all estimates above yields that for all Ry < R <
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rq, 2R® <r < R, z € B(0,2R) and z € B(z,7), OCO(T/z)a D ued, Weuds = cer™®. According to all

the estimates above, we prove the required assertion. O
We also need the following hitting probability estimate.

Lemma 3.9. Suppose that Assumption (Exi.(0)) holds with some 0 € (0,1). Then there are
constants Ry > 1, § € (0,1) and Cy > 0, independent of Ry and Ry such that for every Ry < R <
rq/(2¢.), R <r < R,z € B(0,2R), K > 4r, t >0 and z € B(x,r/2), it holds that

(3.22) Po(Xrg(en & B2 K)) < O <%>a

Proof. According to the Lévy system, we know that for every z € B(x,r/2),

TB(z,r) wWx
P, (X B(z,K))=E / ———=Y___ ds
+(Xrg ) & B2, K)) 1 Z p(XS’y)d-‘raMy

y¢B(z,K) .
w
<e sup Z W Ex[TB(x,r)]
ueB(z,r) yeV:ip(u,y)>K—2r 7
W,y
<ecr o osup S ra | Belmsen)
wEB(02R) Z p(u, y)te z|TB(z,r)

yeVip(u,y)>K/2

Note that K/2 > 2r > R® and R’ < r < R. Then, by (3.12) and (3.15), we can find a constant
Ry > 1 such that for all Ry < R < rg/(2¢,) and x € B(0,2R),

wuvy —Q
sup — <K
u€B(0,2R) yGV:p(%y:)>K/2 p(u’ y) to
and E.[Tp(y] < c3r®. Combining with all the estimates above immediately yields (3.22). O

Proof of Theorem 3.6. We mainly follow the argument of [24, Theorem 4.14| with some modification.
For simplicity, we assume that ||¢||s, = 1 and ¢ > 0. Now, we first show that there are constants

€ (0,1), 6 € (v/d,1) with & € (0,1) being the constant § so that all Theorem 3.3, Proposition 3.8
and Lemma 3.9 are available, Ry > Ry and ¢ € (0, (1/4) A n'/®) (which are determined later) such
that for any Ry < R < rg/(2¢4), R® <r < R, k > 1 with % > 2r°) and any (£,%) € Q(to, zo,7)
with 29 € B(0, R) and ty > 0,

(3.23) sup ¢— inf g<nP.
Q(iaghr)  QUTLT)

Let Q; = Q(t,7,&'r) and B; = B(%,£'r). Define a; = infg, ¢ and b; = supg, ¢- Clearly, b;—a; < '
for all ¢ < 0. Suppose that b; — a; < n* for all ¢« < k with some & > 0. Choose 21,29 € Q41
such that ¢(z1) = bry1 and q(z2) = agy1. Letting 21 = (t1,21), we define Qr = Q(t1,x1,EFr),
Qi1 = Q(t1, 1, &8 1r) and

AkZ{ZGQk+1ZQ(z)<%T+bk}-

Without of loss of generality, we may and do assume that v(Ay)/v(Qrr1) > 1/2; otherwise, we will
choose 1 — ¢ instead of q. We have

b1 — a1 =q(21) — q(22) = B, [Q(ZJAkATQk)] —q(22)
:Ezl |:q(ZO'Ak/\TQ~k) - Q(ZQ) cO0AL < TQk]

+ Ez, [Q(ZoAkAer) —q(z) 104, > 75, X7 € Bk—l}

o0
+ 3 By [a(Zosgnng, ) — alz2) 04, > 79, Xrg € Broi1\ Byl
=1

=:0L+ 1+ Is.
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It is easy to see that

ag + by
2

b — ag n" _ 1Pk
- ak) P (04, <75,) < ———pr < 5pp ="

I
! 2 2 2

N

and Io < (b1 — ag—1)(1 = pr) < 0" 11— pi) = "y 2 (1 = pg), where py, == P, (04, <75 ) =
P o) (04, < TQ 21,¢0r)). On the other hand, since Er > 270 > 2R% & € B(xy, &) C
B(x1,&%r/2) and &~r > 4¢Fr for i > 1, we can apply (3.22) and obtain that

&r \®
le(XTQk € B_i—1 \ Bi—;) < Py, (XTQ(tlyzhékr) €Bi_ ;)< (5"?—%" .
Thus,
o
I3 <> (bpion — a—i—1)Psy (X7 € Br—i1\ By—i)
i=1
0 k @ k+1,,—2¢a
< (h=i-1) (&7 <@ &
@2 & =g

Note that, since z; € B(0,2R) and &*r > 2r% > 2R% by (3.21) we have p, > c3 > 0. Combining
with all the conclusions above, we arrive at the statement that

-1 —2¢a
NPk con "
br+1 — ag+1 < nkﬂ (— +n 2(1 —pr) + 701)
2 n—=¢
-1 —2¢a
k1| o2 (2 T ) can "€
n [77 <?7 5 )Pk + o —éo
-1 —2¢a
< (21— n_c, can €N
" (77 (I—e)+——+ "

Choosing 7 close to 1 and then & € (0, (1/4) A n'/?) close to 0 such that

-1 —2¢a
-2 n_e3  cn g
1— <1,
n (1 —c3)+ 5 T —

we get bpi1 — aky1 < Mgs1. This proves (3.23).

For any (s,z), (t,y) € Q(to,zo,r) with s < t and (Cy |t — s|)/* + p(z,y) = 2r%, let k be the
smallest integer such that (Cyt[s — ¢[)V/® + p(z,y) = *+1r. Then, (Cytls — t|)/* + p(w,y) < &Fr,
and so £Fr > 2 and (t,y) € Q(s, z, £Fr). According to (3.23), we know that

lo
<col|s—t|>1/a+p<w,y>>

r

lg(s,z) —q(t,y)| < <! (

The proof is finished. O

Remark 3.10. (1) By carefully tracking the proofs of Theorems 3.3 and 3.6, we know that the
constant Cp in (3.13) and the constants Cy in (3.14) and (3.20) only depend on c¢j; and c¢g given by
(2.1) and (2.2) respectively, as well as C7 and ¢y in Assumption (Exi.(6)).

(2) According to Proposition 3.5, the proof of Theorem 3.3 and the arguments in this subsection,
we can obtain that, when a € (0, 1), Theorems 3.3 and 3.6 still hold under assumption (Exi.(6)’).

4. CONVERGENCE OF STABLE-LIKE PROCESSES ON METRIC MEASURE SPACES

In this section, we give convergence criteria for stable-like processes on metric measure spaces.
The section is split into four parts. In Subsection 4.1 we first adopt the framework from [23], which
essentially assumes that the metric measure space (F,p,u), as the state space of the stable-like
process, is endowed with the graph approximations (V;,, Ev;, )n>1. Then, in Subsection 4.2 we define
a class of Dirichlet forms (Dy;,, #y, )n>1 on the approximating graphs (V,,, Ev;, )n>1, which associate
a class of symmetric a-stable-like processes (X(),~;. We also consider the corresponding scaling
limit (Dg,.%y) of Dirichlet forms, which generates a a-stable-like process X living on (F,p, u).
With those constructions at hand, we will establish sufficient conditions for the weak convergence
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of (X™)p>1 to the process X. The proof contains two key steps. The first one is to apply the
results from [23| and get the generalized Mosco convergence of Dirichlet forms (Dy;,, %y, )n>1 into
(Do, %), which indicates that the associated semigroups converge in the L?-sense. The second one
is to strengthen this convergence into the required weak convergence of (X™),>1. For this, we will
make full use of exit time estimates for the processes (X"),>1 and the Holder regularity of associated
caloric functions studied in Subsections 3.2 and 3.3, respectively.

4.1. Basic setting. Let (F,p,m) be a metric measure space, where (F,p) is a locally compact
separable and connected metric space, and m is a Radon measure on F'. For every € F' and r > 0,
let Bp(z,7) ={z € F: p(z,z) <r}. We always assume the following assumptions on (F, p, m).
Assumption (MMS).

(i) For anyx € F andr > 0, the closure of Bp(x,r) is compact, and m(9(Bp(x,r))) = 0, where
d(Bp(x,r)) = Bp(z,r)\Bp(x,r).
(ii) p : F x FF — Ry is geodesic, i.e., for any x,y € F, there exists a continuous map y :
[0, p(z, y)] = F such that v(0) = z, y(p(z,y)) = y and p(y(s),y(t)) =t — s for all 0 < s <
t < p(z,y).
(iii) There exist constants cp > 1 and d > 0 such that

(4.1) cl_;lrd <m(Bp(z,r)) < cprd, Yz eF 0<r<rp:= sup p(y, 2).
y,2EF

The metric measure space (F, p, m) will serve as the state space of the stable-like process Y which
will be defined later.

According to [23, Theorem 2.1], such a metric measure space is endowed with the following graph
approximations.

Lemma 4.1. Under assumption (MMS), F admits a sequence of approximating graphs {G, =
(Vp, BEv;,),n > 1} such that the following properties hold.

(1) For everyn > 1, V,, C F, and (Vy,, Ey,) is connected and has uniformly bounded degree.

Moreover, U2V, is dense in F'.

(2) There exist positive constants Cy and Cy such that for every n > 1 and z,y € Vy,,

C C:
(42) —pnl(,y) < pley) < ~pal.y),

where py, is the graph distance of (V,, Evy;,).

(3) For eachn = 1, there exist a class of subsets {Uy(x) : x € V. } of F' such that ¢y, Un(z) C
F, m(Un(x) N Un(y)) =0 forx #y,

(4.3) Vo N IntUp(z) = {z}, sup{p(y,2) :y,z € Up(z)} < %, Vael,
and
Cy Cs
(4.4) 3 S m(Un(z)) < i Ynz1l zeVy,

where IntUy,(x) denotes the set of the interior points of Up(x).
Moreover, for all™ >0 and y € F,

(4.5) lim m<BF(y,7")ﬂ (F\ U Un(x))) =0.

n— o0

For eachmn > 1 andy € F'\ U,cy, Un(w), there exists z € Vy, such that p(y,z) < Cen~ 1.
Here C; (i =3,---,6) are positive constants independent of n.

We will consider stable-like processes on the graphs {Gy, }n>1.



RANDOM CONDUCTANCE MODELS WITH STABLE-LIKE JUMPS 23

4.2. Stable-like processes on graphs and the metric measure spaces. We first introduce a
class of Dirichlet forms (Dy;,,.%v, ) on the graph (V,,, By, ). For any n > 1, define

Du(ff) =5 3 (@)~ F) e m@maly), [ € P,

z,YEVn
Fv, ={f € L*(Va;ma) : Dy, (f, f) < oo},

where a € (0,2), p(z,y) is the distance function on F', m,, is the measure on V,, defined by

mn(A) = m(Un(z)), VACV,,
z€EA

(for simplicity, we write m,(z) = m,({z}) for all z € V,,), and {w&@ cx,y € V,} is a sequence

satisfying that ngng > 0 and ngng = w?(ﬂg for all x # y, and

f)
We note that, in the definition of the Dirichlet form (Dy; , %y, ) we use the metric p(x,y) instead
of the graph metric p,(z,y) on V. According to [23, Theorem 2.1|, for any n > 1, (Dy,,,-Zv,)
is a regular Dirichlet form on L?(Vj;m,). Let X(™ := {(Xt(n))@o, (P;)zev, } be the associated
symmetric Markov process.

To obtain the weak convergence for X (™ we also introduce a kind of scaling processes associated
with {X(™}, 51, For any n > 1, let P,, be the projection map from (V,,p) to (Vy, p,) such that
P, (z) := x for x € V,,. Define a measure m,, on (V,, p,) as follows

n(A) = n%m, (P (A) =n? > mau(z), ACV,.
zeP; 1 (A)

yeVn

For simplicity, my, () = 1y, ({z}) for any x € V,. For any n > 1, we consider the following Dirichlet
form (Dy,, Zv,) on L*(Vy;1iy,):

~ 1 2 ﬁ):g:ngz ~ ~ o

Dv(f,N) =75 > (F@) = f@) —=Srmm(@)mn(y), [ € v,

d+a
=t pn(,y)

Fv, = {f € L*(Vai) : Dy, (f, f) < oo},

d+a
o) oy ((Pr®:Y) v
Wy = Wy g (np(x,y) y X,y € V.

Note that Dy, (f, f) = n?*Dy. (f, f) and .Zy, = .Zy,. Let X be the symmetric Markov process
associated with (DVn, jvn) According to the expressions of (Dvn, 3'7‘/”) and (DVn, jvn), we know
that (P"(Xt(n)))t)o has the same distribution as (X,(lﬁ)t)go.

As a candidate of the scaling limit of the Dirichlet forms (Dy;, , %y, ) on the graphs (V,,, Ey;, ), we
now define a symmetric Dirichlet form (Dg, %) on L?(F;m) as follows

1 2_c(x,y)

D = - — ————m(d d F

wg  PUD=g [ @ S e @), € 7o
Fo={f € L*(Fym) : Do(f, f) < oo},

where « € (0,2), diag := {(z,y) € FxF:x =y}and c: FFx F — (0,00) is a symmetric continuous

function such that 0 < ¢; < ¢(z,y) < ¢ < 0o for all (z,y) € F x F'\ diag and some constants ¢y, co.
According to (4.1) and the fact that o € (0,2), we have

(1A PP (2,9)) % m(dy)

where

sup

ack /F\{yEF:y#}

< sup Z c(z,y)

LS /{yEF:2_(1+k)<p(y,m)<2_k} p(x’ y)d+a 2
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o0

+SUPZ Mm( y)

weF £ /{yEF:2k<p(y,x)<21+k} px,y)dte

< ¢y sup (Zm(BF(ﬂc, 9k))2(dta=2)(1+k) | Zm(BF(ﬂc, 21+k))2—(d+a)k>
reF k—0 P

(o] [o¢]
<c3 <Z 9~ (2-a)k Z 2°‘k> < 0.
k=0 k=0

This implies Lip.(F) C %y, where Lip.(F") denotes the space of Lipschitz continuous functions on
F with compact support. We also need the following assumption on (Dy,.%).

Assumption (Dir.) Lip.(F) is dense in o under the norm | - ||py,1 :=(Do(-,") + || - ||%2(F,m))1/2.
Therefore, (Dy, %) is a regular Dirichlet form on L?(F;m), and there exists a strong Markov process
Y := (Y3)i>0 associated with (Dg,.%y). Moreover, by [24, Theorem 1.1] or |25, Theorem 1.2|, the
process Y has a heat kernel p* : (0,00) x F' x F' — (0, 00), which is jointly continuous. In particular,
the process Y := ((¥3)¢=0, (PY )ser) can start from all z € F. The process Y is called a a-stable-like

process in the literature, see [24, 25]. Two-sided estimates for heat kernel pY (t,z,y) of the process
Y have been obtained in [24].

4.3. Generalized Mosco convergence. To study the convergence property of process X ™, we
will use some results from [23], which are concerned with the generalized Mosco convergence of X (™).
For any n > 1, we define an extension operator E,, : L? (Vn; mn) — L2(F;m) as follows

(4.7)

g(x), z € IntU,(z) for some x € V,,
E,(9)(z) = { () (z) g e LQ(Vn;mn).

0, z € F'\ U,ey, Un(®),

Note that because m(0U,(x)) = 0 for any = € V,, by Assumption (MMS)(i), there is no need to
worry about Ey,(g) on (J,cy, OUy(x), and the function E(g) is a.s. well defined on F. Note also
that the definition of the extension operator E,, above is a little different from that in 23], see |23,
(2.14)]. Furthermore, we define a projection (restriction) operator 7, : L?(F;m) — L*(V,;m,,) as
follows

T (f)(z) = mn(x)_l/U ( )f(z)m(dz), eV, [€ LZ(F;m).
n (T

Remark 4.2. By Lemma 4.1, under assumption (MMS), the space F' admits a sequence of approx-

imating graphs {(V,,, Ey;) : n > 1} enjoying all the properties mentioned in Lemma 4.1. Though

these properties are weaker than (AG.1)-(AG.3) in [23, Theorem 2.1|, one can verify that [23,

Lemma 4.1] and so [23, Theorem 4.7] still hold with notations above. These weaker properties hold

for the case that F' is a bounded Lipschitz domain in R

For simplicity, we assume that there exists a point 0 € ()77, V;,; otherwise, we can take a sequence
{0n}n>1 such that o, € V,, for all n > 1 and lim,,_,~ 0, exists, and then the arguments below still
hold true with this limit point 0 := lim,, s 0y,.

Fix 0 € Ny, V;,. We assume that the following conditions hold for {w% cx,y € Vi b
Assumption (Mos.)

(i) For every R >0,

- 2 wy'y
(48) ;l_r)% hrrbn_igp [n :v,yGBF(O,R)ﬂZVn:O<p(:B,y)<€ p(.%', y)d+a_2:| -
and
- Cad wi')
(4.9) llggo hglj;ép [n Z W] =0
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(ii) For any sufficiently small € > 0, large R > 0 and any f € Lip.(F),

(n) 2
. _d (wx,y_c(xa y)) _
(4.10) nhjolo n Z Z (f(:r:)—f(y)) W”%(@/)) = 0.
2€Bp(0,R)NV,, ~yEBR(0,R)NVy:p(z,y)>e
(iii) For any sufficiently small € > 0, large R > 0 and any f € Cy(Br(0, R)),
(n)
‘ 2 (way — c(z,y)) _
(411)  lim ) (F(@) = 1) e mn(@)ma(y) = 0.

z,y€Br(0,R)NVy:p(z,y)>e
Denote by (PY);>o the Markov semigroup of the process Y, and denote by (Pt(n))t;o the Markov
semigroup of the process X (™. We set ﬁt(")f(x) = En(Pt(n) (70 () () for any f € L?(F;m).
Proposition 4.3. Suppose that Assumptions (MMS), (Dir.) and (Mos.) hold. Then
lim Hpt(n)f - PtYfHLQ(F;m) =0, fe€ LQ(F,TI’L), t>0.
n—o0

Proof. 1t is easy to see that the Dirichlet form (D, %)) satisfies (A2) in [23, Section 2|. By assump-
tion (Dir.) and the continuity of ¢(x,y), we know that (A3)* in [23, Section 2| holds true.

Clearly, condition (A4)* (i) in [23, Section 2| is a direct consequence of (4.8) and (4.9). For any
R,e >0 and f € Lip,(F'), define

_ _ c(, 2)

LR@f(x) B /{ZEBF(O,R):p(Z,x)>6}(f(Z) (x p(xa Z)d+a m(d2)7 rel
(n)

I f(z) = 3 (F(2) - f(x))p(;}%mn(z% €V,

2€Bp(0,R)NVy:p(x,2)>e
b f (@) = BT ). o€ F

Then,
[ R @) - Lt @) mide) <3 L
Br(0,R) —~
where
2
(i) — ez, )
ha=2 Y > (@ = ) ) | maa),
2€Bp(0,R)\Vi \ vEBR (0. R)NVin: P Y
p(a.y)>e
2
clr,y
12,n=8oscn(f)2 Z Z Wmn(y) my(x),

2€Bp(0,R)NVy, \yEBF(0,R)NVy:p(x,y)>e

2
1
In:8fgooscn02/ / ——— m(dy m(dzx),
> 171 © Br(0,R) \JBr(0,R)n{yeFpay)>c} P(T,y) 4+ (@) (dz)
2

1
T = 4 £l go/ / ————m(dy) | m(dz),
£ 115 llell Be(0.R)N(F\Uuc v, Un(2)) \ J BFODNE\Vaev, Un(o) p(z, )

N{yeF:p(z,y)>e}
OSCn(f) = sup ’f(l'l) - f(xQ)‘7
:BEBF(O,R)ﬂVn,I1,1'2€Un(1')

oscp(c) = sup (@1, y1) = c@2,y2)]-
x,y€BFR(0,R)NVy,x1,22€Un (2),y1,y2€Un ()

It follows from (4.4) and (4.10) that lim,_,o 1, = 0. Since f € Lip.(F), osc,(f) — 0 as n — oo.
Then, we arrive at the statement that

limsup Iz, < c e 2d+a) [ lim sup oscn(f)Z]
n—oo n—oo
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xsup{n3d > 3 c(:c,y)>2}

>1
" 2€Br(0,R)NVy,  y€Bp(0,R)NVy:p(z,y)>e

< ¢o(e) [limsup oscn(f)Q] = 0.

By the continuity of ¢(x,y), it is also easy to see that lim,, o I3, = 0. Obviously, (4.5) implies that
lim,, o0 14, = 0. Therefore, we have

lim L f(2) = Lef (@) m(de) =0,
which implies that condition (A4)* (ii) in [23, Section 2| is satisfied.

Similarly, with aid of (4.11), we can claim that condition (A4)* (iii) in |23, Section 2| is also
fulfilled. Therefore, we can verify that all the conditions of (A4)* in |23, Section 2| hold under
assumptions (MMS), (Dir.) and (Mos.). Hence, the required assertion follows from |23, Theorem
4.7 and Theorem 8.3|. O

4.4. Weak convergence. The main purpose of this subsection is to establish the weak convergence
theorem of the law for X (™) (with a fixed starting point). For any T € (0, 00], denote by 2([0,T7]; F)
the collection of cadlag F-valued functions on [0,7] equipped with the Skorohod topology. Let

IP;(L«n) be the law of X (™ with starting point z € V,. Note that IP;(L«n) can be seen as a distribution
on 2([0,T];F). Our approach for the weak convergence of X contains the following two key

ingredients. One is to use exit time estimates from Subsection 3.2 to show the tightness of IP.(n);
the other one is to apply the Holder regularity of caloric functions from Subsection 3.3, along with
Proposition 4.3, to derive the convergence of P™ in the sense of finite dimensional distributions.
We will make use of scaling processes {X(™},~1 constructed in Subsection 4.2. First, we consider
some properties of the space (V,,, pp,my). For any x € V,, and r > 0, let By, (z,7) = {z € V, :

pn(z,x) <7}

Lemma 4.4. Under assumption (MMS), there are constants Cy > 0 and cy > 1 such that for all
n=>1,

(4.12) ot <) <cy, TEV,
and
(4.13) e < (By, (2,7) < eyr?,  x €V, 1 <r < Conrp,

where T is the constant in (4.1).

Proof. By the definition of m,, and (4.4), (4.12) holds trivially.

Note that, for any = € V,, y € Bp(z,r) NV, and z € Uy(y), by (4.3), we have p(z,z) <
p(z,y) + p(y,r) < C3n~' + 7, and so UyeBr@mnnv, Unly) € Br(z,r + Csn~1). Hence, for any
x€Vyand 1 <r < (nrp — C3)/Cy (where Cy and Cs are constants in (4.2) and (4.3)),

mn By, (z,7)) = nm,, (Bv, (z,r)NV,) < nm,, (Bp(z,Con~'r)NV,)
=n? Z m(Un(y)) < ndm(BF(x, Con™'r +C3n™h)) < cor?,
yGBF(m,CQn—lr)ﬂVn
where in the first inequality we used (4.2), the second inequality is due to the facts that m(U, (z) N
Un(y)) = 0 for all x # y and Uycp, (z.con-1r)nv, Un(y) C Br(z,Con~'r + C3n~!) as explained
above, and the last inequality follows from (4.1).

On the other hand, for any z € Bp(z,r), by (3) in Lemma 4.1, there exists y € V,, such that
p(y, 2) < con~! for some constant ¢y > 0, and so p(y,z) < p(z,7) +p(z,y) < r+con~t. This implies
that Bp(z, 1) C Uyepp@rteon-1)nv, Br(y,con™1). Hence, for (2(Cy co)) V1 < r < (nrp+ co)/Ch
(where C is the constant in (4.2)) and = € V,,,

1 (B, (z,7)) = nm, (B, (z,7)) > nm, (Bp(z,Cin"'r) N V;,)

=nd Z m(Un(y)) = ein? Z m(Br(y,con” "))

yEBp (z,Cin~1r)NV, y€Br(z,C1n~1r)NV,
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> clndm(BF(x, Cin~lr — con_l)) > cor?,

where in the first inequality we used (4.2) again, the second inequality follows from (4.1) and (4.4),
the third inequality is due to U, g, (z.c1n-1r)nv,, BF(Y; con™ ') D Br(z,Cin~tr —con™!) as claimed
before, and in the last one we have used (4.1).

Therefore, combining both estimates above and changing the corresponding constants properly,
we prove (4.13). O

By (4.2), for all n > 1, sup, ,ey, pn(7,y) < Oy 'nrp, where rp is the constant in (4.1). Below,

w™

we let C) = C;''. For any x,z € Vj, and r > 0, let By . (z,r) ={y € By,(x,r) : w@(f;) > 0}, and

B&in) (x,r) = B&En; (x,7). We need the following further assumptions on {wg(cng cx,y € Vi b
Assumption (Wea.(0)). Suppose that for some fixzed 0 € (0,1), there exist constants Ry > 1,
co € (1/2,1) and C3 > 0 such that the following conditions hold.

(i) For anyn >1, Ry < R < Cjnrg and R%/2 <r < 2R,

W,y 2—a
(4.14) sup — s S COrt e,
PEBY (O6R) ey, o <y Pr(@ ) 072
(4.15) mn(B&fnZ) (x,7r)) = comp(By, (z,7)), Y z,z € By,(0,6R),
and
4.16 su w1 < Cg?“d
(4.16) p 2 (wyy ,

z€By,, (0,6R)NV;, n)

YEVn:pn(y,x)<carwy, 5 >0
where ¢, = 80%,/d and cy is the constant in (4.13).
When o € (0,1), (4.14) can be replaced by
S <o
(4.17) sup ———— < Cyr
2EBy, (06R) oy, o, Pr(@ y) T

(ii) For everyn > 1, Ry < R < C(')nrp and r > R9/2,

(4.18) sup Z L Car™ .

The main result of this section is as follows. It is in some sense a generalization of [21, Proposition
2.8]. Indeed, in our case we have the Holder regularity of caloric functions only in the region
(Cyt|s =tV + p(x,y) = 2r° (see Theorem 3.6), hence more careful arguments are required.

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that Assumptions (MMS), (Dir.), (Mos.) and (Wea.(0)) hold for some
0 € (0,1). Then, for any {x, € V,, : n > 1} such that lim, oo x,, = x for some x € F, it holds that
for every T > 0, IPgZL) converges weakly to PY on the space of all probability measures on 2(]0,T]; F),
where IP;(BZ) and PY denote the laws of X™ and Y. on 2(]0,T]; F), respectively.

Proof. Throughout the proof, we denote the law of (Xt(n))@o on 7([0,00); F') and that of (Xt(n))t}o

on 2([0,00);V,,) by P and P, respectively. Let X and X™ be their associated canonical
paths.
Suppose that {x,, € V,, : n > 1} is a sequence with lim,, o, z,, = x for some = € F.

Step (1): We show that for each fixed 7" > 0, {IPg:L)}n% is tight on 2([0,T]; F). To prove the
tightness of {P;Z)}ngl, it suffices to verify that

(4.19) lim limsup IPgC")( sup p(0, X)) > R) =0,

R—00 n—oo " s€[0,T]

and for any sequence of stopping time {7,},>1 such that 7,, < T and any sequence {&,},>1 with
limy, 00 € = 0,

(4.20) lim sup ]Pg") <p(X(n) ng)) > n> =0, n>0.

n Tn+eEn’
n—o0
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See, e.g., [1, Theorem 1|.

When rp < oo, (4.19) holds trivially. Now, we are going to prove (4.19) for the case that rp = 0o
As we mentioned above, (Pn(Xt(n)))t>0 has the same distribution as (X,(LZ)IE)DO, where ()th(n))t}o is
a strong Markov process generated by the Dirichlet form (Dvn, jvn) Therefore,

PE)( sup p(X(M,0) > R) = PL)( sup p(Pu(X("),0) > R)

s€[0,T] s€[0,T]
(4.21) = Ingj)( sup  p(X{™,0) > R)
s€[0,nT]
<PU( s pu(X07,0) > cink),
s€[0,nT]

where the last inequality follows the fact that p,(x,y) > ¢inp(x,y) for all x,y € V,,, thanks to (4.2).
On the other hand, under assumption (Wea.), it is easy to verify that assumption (Exi.) (or
assumption (Exi’) when a € (0,1)) holds for conductances @SZ on the space (Vj,, pn,my,) with
associated constants independent of n. Combining this fact with (4.12) and (4.13), we can apply
Theorem 3.3 and Remark 3.10(1) (or Remark 3.10(2)) to derive that for any fixed 6’ € (0, 1), there

exist constants ¢ € (6,1) and Ry > 1, such that for alln > 1, Ry < R < Chyrpn and R’ <r < R,

) ) 1/3 ,
(4.22) sup PO (g, o (X)) <H) <o (—) . Vizele
x€By,, (0,2R)NV;, e ro

where By, (x,1) ={z € Vy, : pn(2,2) <71}, 7By, (0.1) (X.(n)) is the first exit time from By, (0, r) of the

process X.(n), and c; > 0 is independent of Ry, n, r, R and rp.

Suppose that p(z,,0) < K for all n > 1 and some constant K > 0. Note that, also thanks
0 (4.2), pn(zn,0) < &np(zy,0) < c3nkK. For every fixed R > 2¢5K/c; and T > 0, we have

Ry < &inR < C{nrp (since rp = oo0) and n®T > (cfnR/Q)ela for n large enough. Thus, by (4.21)
and (4.22)

PO sup (X005 ) < PO sup_ pn(X,0) > i)
s€[0,T] s€[0,nT]

< sup P (7 By, (0,cinR) (xX™) < nT)
z€By,, (0,c5nK)NV;,

< sup ngn) (TBVn (z,cinR/2) (X(n)) < naT)
z€By,, (0,cinR/2)NV,

noT 1/3 7\ 1/3
< - - — ——
sa ((C“{nRﬂ)“) “ (R) !

1/3
lim limsup P ( sup p(X™,0) > R) < hm 2 ( > = 0.
R—>0 naoco " s€[0,77] R~
This proves (4.19).
Next, let {7, }n>1 be a sequence of stopping time such that 7, < T, and {&,},>1 be a sequence
such that lim,_,o £, = 0. By the strong Markov property, for every n > 0 small enough and R > 1
large enough,

PED (X ke, X) > ) = B [P0, (X0, XG7) > )]

Tn+en’“*Tn T

which implies

< sup Q) (p(X(") X(n)) > 1) +p )( sup p(X™,0) > R)

4 En
2€Br(0,R)NVy, s€[0,T

< sup P (p WX xImy s cinn) + PO (sup p(X™M,0) > R)

n%ep T

2€By,, (0,(c3nR)A(C{nrp))NVy s€[0,T]

< sup P (TBVn(z o )(X'.(n)) < naan)—i—IP(Z)( sup p(X™0) > R),
2€By;,, (0,(c5nR)AN(C{nrp))NVy s€[0,T7]
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where in the second inequality we have used the fact that cinp(x,y) < pn(z,y) < np(x,y) for
x,y € V,, due to (4.2). Taking n large enough and 7 small enough such that ¢inR > R; and
(csnR)? < cinn < (¢3nR) A (Chnrg). Then, it follows from (4.22) that

sup I@g") (TBVn (z,cmm) (X'.(n)) <n%p,)
z2€By,, (0,(c5nR)AN(C{nrp))NV,
< sup PO (75, et (X)) < (n20) V (2ci0m)"®)

z2€By;,, (0,(c5nR)AN(C{nrg))NVy

N 1/3
n%y) V (2¢inn)? @ Cu 1o /3
<o (e VLAMIEN (e v () =0-) .
(cinm)
Combining both estimates above with (4.19), we obtain (4.20).
(n)

Step (2): Now it suffices to show that any finite dimensional distribution of Py’ converges
to that of PY. We first claim that for any fixed t > 0, f € Cx(F) N L%(F;m) and a sequence
{zn : 2n € Vi }02 with limy,, o0 2, = 2 € F,

(4.23) lim E, (P F)(zn) = PY f(2),
where C (F') denotes the set of continuous functions on F' vanishing at infinity.

Indeed, according to assumption (Mos.), Proposition 4.3 and (4.5), there are a subsequence of
{Pt(n)f :n > 1} (we still denote it by {Pt(n)f : n > 1} for simplicity) and a sequence {y, €
Mn=Ny Uzey, Int(Up(z)) + k > 1} with some Ng > 1 such that (i) yi # 2z and limg_,o yx = 2; (ii) for
every k > 1,

(4.24) Tim B f(ye) = B f ().
For every k > 1 and t > 0, we have

Ea(P" £)(z0) = PY £(2)]

<P f(y) — BY Fy)l + 121 £ (y) — En (P £) ()]
(4.25) + B (P £ ) = BB F)(z0)| + | BY f(2) = P f )

3
= B ) = PV F )l + Y Jime
i=1

Recall that ]St(n)f(x) = En(Pt(n) (7 (f)))(z) for all x € F. By the definition of 7,
Tim sup |ma(£)(2) — £(2)] = 0

zeV,

for any f € Coo(F'). Hence,

lim sup Jyx = lm sup B (P (1)) = Eu(B 1))

n—oo k:21 o0 k‘Zl

< Tim sup [ f(2) — £(2)] =0,
n—oo 2V
where in the last inequality we used the contractivity of (Pt(n))t>1 in L>®(Vy,;my,).
In the following, for any = € Ny>n, Uzev, Int(Uy(z)) and n = Ny, let [z}, € V,, be such that
z € Up([z]n) and p(z, [z],) < ¢in~t, due to (3) in Lemma 4.1. For any n > Ny and z € Ny N, Uzev,
Int(Up,(z)), noticing that (XT(LZZ&) has the same distribution as (Pn(Xt(n)))

t=20

t=>0’
En(P™ £)(2) = B f([e]a) = B [F(X)] = B [F(X00)] = B F([2]a),

where ﬁt(")f(.) = E™ [f(f(t(”))] is the Markov semigroup of X (™ := (Xt(n))t>0. As mentioned above,
due to assumption (Wea.(f)) and Lemma 4.4, we can apply Theorem 3.6 and Remark 3.10(1) (also
thanks to Remark 3.10(2)) to obtain that there are constants § € (6,1) and R; > 1 such that for

all Ry < R < C{nrp, (3.20) holds for every (Xt(n))t>0 and with associated constants independent of
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n. Let Cp > 0 be the constant in (3.13). For fixed T' > 0, we define Hr, ¢(s, ) = Pl(i)naT (),
which is a caloric function on Qy;, (O,y7 27ty 1naT)1/ 0‘) for each y € V,,. Take K large enough
such that K > (271Cy ')Y/*, Ry < nK < Clnrg and z, € By, (0,nK) for all n > 1. According
the facts that yp — z as k — oo and yi # z for all k£ > 1, for any fixed ¢ > 0, every k > 1 and
n > Ny large enough, it holds that 0 < e < p(yg, 2n) < 7o < (405)*1((2*1007115)1/0‘ A (271ChrE)),
where 7p and ¢ are positive constants with limy_,c € = 0, and ¢5 > 0 is the constant such that
pn(z,y) < cznp(x y) for any z,y € V,,. Furthermore, for these fixed k and t, we take n large enough
such that (nK)? < 7, < nK and neyp > 4(c}) ™19, where r,, := (4¢5) " 'n7p. Hence,

Pn (Zna [yk]n) Z CT”P(Zn, [yk] ) > C1”(P(Zn,yk) - p(yk, [yk]n))
> ciney — 265 > 10
and

o (2ns [kln) < esn(p(znyrk) + p(Yks Wk]n))
47, 4 2ehes < 27y,

where we used the fact that p(yk, [Yk]n) < cin~t for all k.
Then as a summary, (nK)? < 7, < nK, z, € By, (0,nK), and z,, [yx]. € Qv, (07 zn,rn) with
Pn (zn, [yk]n) > r®. Now, applying (3.20) to the caloric function Hi .5 on Qv, (0, 2,,7,), we can

obtain that

|PS) F (k) — PELF (2n)
E
p(n n nsy 2n
— | Hyp (1, [ydn) = Hynop (1, 20)| < el PELf oo pu([Ykln, n)

n

es(ONF loop([nlns 2n)” < co ()] Flloo (p(yr, 20)° + 7).

In particular, constants ¢4, c5(t) and cg(t) are independent of n, since (3.20) holds for (Xt(n))@o with
associated constants independent of n.
This yields immediately that

limsup Jo g = limsup | P f ([yeln) — Poyf(z0)]

n—o0 n—oo

< cs(t) lim sup 1 Flloo (p(yks 20)° +177) = cz ()] flloop(yrs 2)°.

According to [24, Theorem 4.14], J3,, 1 < cs(t) || flloop(yi, 2)°.
Combining all estimates with (4.25) and (4.24), we arrive at the statement that

limsup | B, (P £)(z0) — PY £(2)] < ca()| fllocp(yn. 2)°,

n—oo

where ¢g(t) > 0 is independent of k. Note that k is arbitrary, letting & — oo in the last inequality,
then we prove (4.23). In particular, according to |21, Lemma 2.7|, (4.23) implies that for every
compact set K C F',

(4.26) lim sup sup | E, (P™ f)(z) — PY f(x)] = 0.

n—oo zeK

Next, for any fi, fo € Coo(F), 0 < s <t < T and any sequence x,, € V,, with lim,, o 2, =z € F,

EX [A(XM) f2(xM)] = E<" (AL (X)PT fo(X )]

= B (X PY (X)) + B [ (X)) (B fa(XE) = P fa(X ()]
= Jl,n + J2,n-

Set g(2) = f1(2)PY . f2(z). Then g € Coo(F), due to the Cuo-Feller property of the process Y, see
[24, Theorem 1.1|. Then, according to (4.23), we have

Tim Ty, = lim P g(x,) = PY glx) = B [f1(¥,) 2(Y0)].
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On the other hand, for any ¢ > 0, R > 2K and n large enough,

Jon < file sup |En(P)f2)(2) = P fo(2)] + [ fillooll FollocPS2 ( sup p(X(M,0) > R),
z€BFr(0,R) s€[0,t]
By (4.19) and (4.26), we let n — oo and then R — oo in the last inequality, yielding that
lim,, o J2., = 0. Combining all above estimates, we prove that

R ES [f1(XI) fo(X™)] = EY [£1(Y) f2(Y2)].-

Following the same arguments as above and using the induction procedure, we can obtain from [31,
Chapter 3; Proposition 4.4 and Theorem 7.8(b)| that any finite dimensional distribution of IPE;LL)

converges to PY. The proof is finished. O

Remark 4.6. As shown in the proof of Theorem 4.5 above, the role of adopting the generalized
Mosco convergence is to identify the limit process in the L? sense. Actually, according to [23,
Theorem 5.1], under Assumption (Mos.) only, any finite dimensional distribution of X (") converges
to that of Y, when the initial distribution is absolutely continuous with respect to the reference
measure m. Thus, Theorem 4.5 improves this weak convergence for any initial distribution. We
emphasize that such improvement is highly non-trivial, see [33| for discussions on the uniformly
elliptic case by using heat kernel estimates. Here, we will make use of the Holder regularity of
caloric functions on large scale (Theorem 3.6). This is much weaker than the approach used in |21,
Proposition 2.8|, where the Holder regularity of caloric functions is assumed to be satisfied on the
whole space.

5. RANDOM CONDUCTANCE MODEL: QUENCHED INVARIANCE PRINCIPLE

In this section, we will apply results from Section 4 to study the quenched invariance principle
for a few random conductance models with stable-like jumps.

5.1. Quenched invariance principle for stable-like processes on d-sets. Let (F,p,m) be a
metric measure space satisfying assumption (MMS). By Lemma 4.1, we have a sequence of graphs
with measure {(V;,, pn, my,) : n > 1} that approximate (F, p, m). In this part, we further assume the
following:
(i) p(+,-) is a metric with dilation; namely, there exists another distance p on F' such that
(i") for all z,y € F, C1p(z,y) < p(x,y) < Cyp(z,y) holds for some constants 0 < Cp <
Cy < .
(i") for each 2,y € Vi and n € N, there exist ") and y™ ™) € V, (we will write z("™") :=
nta, y("_l) := n~ 1y for notational simplicity) such that p(n~'z,n"ty) = n"'p(z,y).
(ii) There exists 0 € V; C F such that n=10 = 0 for all n € IN.
(iii) V;, = n7'Vy := {n~'2 : 2 € W1}, and F is a closure of U,>V,. Moreover, m, = n"%u,,
tn(A) = pup(nA) for all A C V,, and n € IN, where p,, denotes the counting measure on V,.

Remark 5.1. Obviously conditions (i') and (i”) in assumption (i) above hold true for a bounded
Lipschitz domain F C RY. For simplicity, in the arguments below we assume that p(n~'z,n"ly)
= n"lp(z,y) for all n € N and z,y € Vi; otherwise, we can express Dirichlet forms (DY, 7))
and (Do, %) below with p, wgz(w) and c(z,y) replaced by p, wé’f;(w) = %wé@(w) and

p(@,y)
é(x,y) = %c{x,y), respectively. Hence, by applying the arguments below for p, wé’?@) (w) and

¢(x,y), we can still obtain the quenched invariance principle for (X;)¢o.

Let {w;y(w) : z,y € Vi} be a sequence of random variables defined on a probability space
(2, .7,P) such that wyy(w) = wy,(w) and wyy(w) > 0 for all @ # y € V4. For any z € V,,
my(z) = myu({x}) = n=% Define
(5.1) Wi (@) = Wy (W)

We consider the following class of Dirichlet forms

1 , wi(w)
Dy,(£.H) =5 D (fla) = f)*—=

d+a n n n
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w:{f€L2(Vn;mn): w(f,f)<oo}'
Let X1 be the strong Markov process on V; associated with (D‘“}, FV). Then, it is easy to
show that for a.s. w € Q, (Dy, ,.7) generates a Markov process X (m)w = (Xt(n)’w)t;o such that

Xt(n)’w = n_lXXéf} for all t > 0. Here and what follows, “=" means two processes enjoy the same
distribution.
Now, consider the Dirichlet form (Dy,.%;) given by (4.6), i.e
1 2_c(2,y)
Do(s.0) =5 | £@) = $0) =Y () m(dy), T € Fo
() 2 J{FxF\diag) (/@) = 1) plx,y)dte (dz) m(dy)

Fo={f¢€ L2(F;m):D0(f,f) < oo},

where a € (0,2), diag := {(z,y) € FXF :x =y},and ¢: F X F — (0,00) is a symmetric continuous
function such that 0 < ¢; < ¢(z,y) < c2 < oo for all (z,y) € F' x F'\ diag and some constants ¢y, ca.
We suppose that assumption (Dir.) holds. Let Y := ((Y})>0, (P)).cr) be a a-stable-like process
on F.
We next apply Theorem 4.5 to prove the quenched invariance principle for (X{’);>o under some
assumptions on w, . We first assume that the following holds.
Assumption (Den.)
(i) Elwyy] = Ji(x,y) and E[w;;]l{wx’po}] = Jao(z,y) for any z,y € Vi, where 0 < Cy <
Ji(z,y) < Cy < oo foralli=1,2 and x,y € V].
(ii) For every compact set S C F,
(5.2) lim { sup ‘Jl(nx,ny) —c(m,y)H =0.
n=o0 Ly yesSnV,,
(iii) There exists a countable subset = C Lip,(F) such that Z is dense in Lip.(F') under the
uniform topology, i.e., for every f € Lip,(F),
65:3) ink supg(a) — £(2)] =0
CEzeF
Remark 5.2. Obviously when F = R? and m is the Lebesgue measure, it follows from (5.2) that
for any z # y € R? and s # 0, ¢(x,y) = c(sz, sy), which implies that the limit process (Y;)i=0
satisfies the scaling invariant property as follows

P, (Yiea)img € A) = Py (Vi) € 4)
for any z € R% & >0 and A C 2(]0,00); RY).
Fore >0,z € Vi, R,r >0, cg >1/2, ¢§ > 2 and a bounded function h on Vi x Vi, define

p1(r,R,€) (Way — Jl(fv,y))( > 67“de),

z,y€Vi:p(0,2)<R,p(z,y)<r

Z (way — 33,?/))‘ > 57"d),

yeViip(z,y)<r

Z (Way — Jl(ﬂf,?/))‘ > 57"2_0‘),

x, d+a—2
yeViip(z,y)<r Pl y)

=2(
(
(
sz, ¢) 11>< y Wars A i) ae ),
(
(
(

(z,re) =P

s(z,re) =P

x, d+a—1
yeViip(z,y)<r Pl y)

Z (w;; — Jg(x,y))‘ > ard),

yEV1:p(z,y)<c

pa(x,r cy,e) =P

Z h(x,y) (w:v,y — Jl(x’y)) ‘2 > 6(7’”‘)720‘),

()(erhe =P (@ g) e

yEBR(0,nR)NVy:
p(z,y)=nr

Vi 0
pG(CU 2z, CO —P //Jl{ye 1- Y, ) Ty Wy, z > } < CO)

pniiy € V1 py,z) < 7"}
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Theorem 5.3. Suppose that assumption (Den.) holds, and that there exists a constant 6 € (0,1)
such that

(i) for any g9 and & small enough, any N large enough, and any sequence of bounded function
{hn}n=1 on Vi x Vi with sup,,>1 ||hnlle < 00,

o~ R
(5.4) > pi(r Rgo) < o,

R=1r=1

(5.5) > > palw,re0) < oo,

R=12eBr(0,6R)NV1 r=R?/2
and
o0
(5.6) S Y B, N ha,eo) < .
n=1zeBp(0,nN)NV;

(ii) any g9 small enough,

(5.7) ) s R ) < o0

R=1z€Br(0,6R)NV;

and

oo 2R
(5.8) Z Z Z pa(z, 7,5, €0) < 00,

R=12eBr(0,6R)NV1 r=R? /2

for any fized cj > 0, as well as

00 2R
(5.9) Z Z Z pe(z, 2,1, ¢0) < 00

R=12,2€ Bp(0,6R)NV1 r=R? /2

for some fized ¢y > 1/2.
When o € (0,1), (5.7) can be replaced by

o0
(5.10) Z Z pi(z, RY &) < oco.

R=12eBp(0,6R)NV;
Then for P-a.s. w € Q and any {x, € V,, : n > 1} such that lim,,_,o x,, = = with some © € F, it
holds that for every T > 0, IP;(LT:L)’W converges weakly to PY on the space of all probability measures
on 2([0,T]; F), where P denotes the distribution of process Xt(n)’w = lXV

n

Theorem 5.3 immediately holds by applying Theorem 4.5, Lemmas 5.4 and 5.5 below to process
XM

Lemma 5.4. Under assumption (i) in Theorem 5.3, for P-a.s. w € Q, Assumption (Mos.) holds

for the conductance {wg(!f) (w)}.

Proof. Under (5.4), for any g9 > 0,

i IP( G {‘ Z (wgy — Jl(az,y))‘ > 60’1“de})

R= r=1  zyeVi:p(0,2)<R,p(z,y)<r
c© R

< i iPQ Z (wm,y — J1($,y))‘ > 607"de> = Z Zpl(r, R,ep) < o0.

R=1r=1 z,y€V1:p(0,2)<R,p(z,y)<r R=1r=1
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Since C1 < Ji(x,y) < Cy for all z,y € V; and some positive constants C7 and Cy, by the Borel-
Cantelli lemma, we know that, for P-a.s. w € €, there exists a constant Ry(w) > 1 such that for
every R > Rp(w),

clrde < Z Wy y(w) < CQTde, V1i<r<R,
z,y€V1:p(0,2)<R,p(2,y)<T

where ¢, co are positive constants independent of w. Then, for any 0 < 2n < N and nN > Ry(w),
we have

—2d Z Wz, ny(W)

" p(x,y)dta=2

z,y€Br (0,N)NVn:0<p(z,y)<n
[log(nn)/ log2]+1

L p a2 Z Z (517?;;?22

k=0 z,yeVi:p(0,2)<nN and 2k<p(z,y)<2k+1 AT Y

[log(nn)/ log 2]+1

L podto? Z 9~ Mdta=2) Z Wy (W)

k=0 2,y€Vi:p(0,2)<nN and 28<p(z,y)<2k+1

[log(nn)/log 2]+1
< egn o2 Z 27k(d+°‘72)2(k+1)d(nN)d < ea NP2,
k=0

This yields that (4.8) holds for P-a.s. w € Q.
According to (5.5), for every £y > 0 small enough,

i IP< U G {‘ Z (wgy — Jl(x,y))‘ > Eord})

R=1 z€BpR(0,6R)NVI r=R?/2  yeVi:p(x,y)<r

X X Y (] (st >art))

R=12eBr(0,6R)NV1 r=R?/2 yeVip(z,y)<r

< Z Z Z po(x,7r,80) < 00.

R=12€eBr(0,6R) r=R?/2
Hence, by the Borel-Cantelli lemma, we can find a constant Ry (w) > 0 such that for every R > R;(w),
r € Bp(0,6R)NV; and r > RY/2, ‘Zye\/lzp(a:7y)<r(wmvy - Jl(x,y))‘ < gor?. Due to the fact that
0 < Cy < Ji(z,y) < Cy < oo for any x,y € V) again, we arrive at the statement that for all
R>R; (w),
(5.11) esrd < Z Wy y < cr?, Vae Br(0,6R), r > RG/Q.
yeViip(@,y)<r

Therefore, by (5.11), for every n,j > 1 large enough such that 2nN > Ry(w) and j > N,

_9d wnx,ny(w)
" 2 p(z,y)dte
z,y€Bp(0,N)NVn:p(x,y) 2]
—d+a wx,y(w)
sn Z Z oz, y) e
z€V1:p(0,2)<nN yeViip(z,y)=2nj
00
< n*d‘f’a Z Z ka(dJra) Z wx,y(w)
z€Vi:p(0,2)<nN k:[log(nj)] yeVip(z,y)<2k+1
log 2
00
< ep—do Z Z g-k(d+a)g(kt1)d o Nd =
2€V1:p(0,2)<nN k:[log(nj)]
log 2

Hence, letting n — oo first and then j — oo, we prove that (4.9) holds for P-a.s. w € Q.
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Given f € Lip.(F), let

h (1' ) = f(nily) - f(nilx)v nilxﬁnily € Vm
S 0, otherwise.

Let Q4 be the set of all positive rational numbers. Applying (5.6) to h,(z,y) and using the Borel-
Cantelli lemma, we can find a null set ®(f) so that for every w ¢ ®(f), £,9 € Q4 small enough
and R € Q4 large enough, there exists a constant ng(w) > 0 (which may depend on ¢g, e, N and f)
such that for every n > ng(w) and z € Bp(0,nR) NV,

Z (f(nily) o f(nilx)) (wmy(w) - Jl(x’y)) ‘2 < 60(716)720{.

d+a
xr
y€Br (0,nR)NVi:p(x,y)=>ne p( ’y)

Then, for n large enough such that ne > (nR)?, we have

DY > (@ -fw) (w”””’"y(ﬁ;)ﬁﬁm’ "D )

2€Bp(0,R)NV,, \ vEBR(0,R)NVi: p
p(z,y)>e

_ nfd+2a Z Z hn(x, y) (wx,y(zux),;)dt]ig{x, y))

z€Bp(0,nR)NVL \y€Br(0,nR)NVi:p(x,y)>ne P

L p 42 E e0(ne) 2% < cgR%e 2%,
z€Bp(0,nR)NV;

On the other hand, due to (5.2), we can verify that every fixed R > 0 and ¢ > 0,

nr,n — Cclx 2

d+a
e z€Bp(0,R)NV, (0,R)NVn: p(:ﬂ, y)
p(z,y)>e
2
<A f P2 fim 733 ( 3 \Jl(nx,ny)—c(m,y)\)

2€Bpr(0,R)NVy,  yEBp(0,R)NVy:p(x,y)>e

< crol flZe ) R lim {nzd Z (J1(nz,ny) — c(ﬂc,y))z} = 0.

—00
z,y€Bp(0,R)NV,,

Combining two estimates above, we can obtain that for every f € Lip,(F'), (4.10) holds for all
wé¢ O(f) and ¢, R € Q4 with £ small enough and R large enough, by first letting n — oo and then
taking g — 0.

For the countable subset = C Lip.(F') in Assumption (Den.)(iii), we define ®; := Usc=®(f).
Obviously ®; is a null set. It is also easy to see that for every w ¢ @1, f € =Z and ¢, R € Q4 with ¢
small enough and R large enough,

(5.12) le T.(f,e,R,w) =0

where

T(feRw)=nt Y ( > (f(y)—f(w))wm’"y(w)_c(x’y)mn(y)>-

_ plz, y)dte
2€Bp(0,R)NVy y€BR(0,R)NVn:p(x,y)>e

Furthermore, note that for every f, g € Lip.(F') and &, R > 0,

T.(f —g,e,R,w)
< dn 4 sup |f(z) — g(w)]2 ) ( Z < Z wnm,ny(w) +c(z,y) mn(y))z)

d+a
X
zel 2€Bp(0,R)Vy  yEBp(0,R)NVi:p(z,y)>e Pz, y)

< Clln_gde_z(d+a) sSup |f($) - g($)|2 ’ [ Z ( Z Wngny + C(xa y))2] :

zeF 2€Br(0,R)NVy  yeBp(0,R)NVi
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Then, by (5.11), we can find a null set ®3 € Q such that for each w ¢ P9, there exists no(w) > 1 so
that for all n > ng(w), f,g € Lip.(F) and ¢, R > 0,

Tolf = 9,5, R,w) < cr2e R sup | f(z) — ().

zel
Combining the estimate above with (5.3) yields that for each f € Lip.(F), e, R > 0 and w ¢ P9,
(5.13) inf limsup T,,(f — g,¢, R,w) = 0.

9EE n—oo
Let @ := ®; U®y. Then, @ is a null set. According to (5.12), we know that for every f € Lip.(F),
gEZE, wé¢ P and e, R € Qp with € small enough and R large enough,
limsup T,,(f, e, R,w) < 2limsup T,,(g,¢, R,w) + 2limsup T,,(f — g,¢, R,w)
n—o0

n—00 n—oo
=2limsupT,(f — g,¢e, R,w).
n—o0

Therefore, taking infimum over all g € Z in the inequality above and applying (5.13), we can prove
that (4.10) holds for every f € Lip.(F), w ¢ ® and ¢, R € Q4 with € small enough and R large
enough. By the same (and even simpler) approximation arguments as above, we can further verify
that (4.10) holds for every f € Lip.(F), w ¢ ®, ¢ > 0 small enough and R > 0 large enough.

Since (4.11) can be proved in the similar way, we omit it here. (]

We note that the last part of the proof above that handles the null set carefully is motivated by
the proof of [19, Theorem 1.1].

Lemma 5.5. Suppose that there exists a constant 0 € (0,1) such that condition (5.5) and assumption
(ii) in Theorem 5.3 hold. Then for P-a.s. w € Q, Assumption (Wea.(6)) holds for the conductance

{wi) (@)}

Proof. First, according to (5.9), the property p,(A) = pu1(nA) and the definitions of m,, and wg@,
we can easily deduce from the Borel-Cantelli lemma that there is a constant Ry(w) > 0 such that
for any R > Ro(w) and R’/2 < r < R, (4.15) holds.

By (5.7),

U5 i)

o
P
R=1 z€Bp(0,6R)NVI  yeViip(z,y)< RO

D I S (R S EE )

R=12€Br(0,6R)NV; yeVip(x,y)<RY

= Z Z p3($,R6,60) < o0.

R=12€Br(0,6R)NV;

Hence, by the Borel-Cantelli lemma, there exists a constant Ry(w) > 0 such that for any R > Ry(w),

(5.14) 3 W <R e Bp(0,6R)N V.
yeViip(z,y)<R? '

Furthermore, using (5.11) and choosing £y small enough and Ry(w) large enough, we find that for
every R > Ry(w),

(5.15) cz_lrd < Z Wy < cord, Vo> R9/2, x € Br(0,6R) N V].
yEViip(m,y)<r

Combining this with (5.14), we see that for every R > Ro(w), x € Bp(0,6R/n) NV, and R?/2 <
r < 2R,

-~ (d+a=2) Z Wa,y
d+a—2

yEVnip(z,y)<r/n
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w [logr/log 2]+1
. TmYy —k(d+a—2)
S Z p(x,y)d+a—2 + Z 2 ( Z wlﬁy)
yeViip(z,y)<R? /2 k=[log(R?/2)/ log 2] yeV:2k<p(x,y)<2k+1
[logr/log 2]+1
< ey (Re(z—a) 4 Z 2—k(a—2)) < 1?0,
k=[log(R?/2)/log2]
Therefore, (4.14) holds for P-a.s. w € Q.
Due to (5.15) again, we know that for every R > Ry(w), z € Br(0,6R/n) NV, and r > R?/2,

(n) 0
_ Wy, _
cwo oy S (Y )
yEVnp(z,y)>r/n A k=l[logr/log 2] yeVi:2k<p(z,y)<2k+1
S)
P S G
k=[logr/log2]

which implies that (4.18) is satisfied for P-a.s. w € Q.

Following the arguments above, and using (5.8) and the Borel-Cantelli lemma, we can obtain that
(4.16) holds for P-a.s. w € Q. On the other hand, when « € (0,1), we can use (5.10) to prove that
(4.17) holds for P-a.s. w € . The proof is complete. O

5.2. Examples. As an application of Theorem 5.3, we consider four examples. One is a lattice on
a half/quarter space, and other three are time-change of stable-like processes, a bounded Lipschitz
domain and a fractal graph respectively. We also show the the quenched invariance principle for a
class of constant speed a-stable-like random walks on Z¢, by using Theorem 1.1 and the time change
argument.

5.2.1. Lattice on a half/quarter space. Let F := le_l x R% with dy,dy € NU {0}, and p and m
be the Euclidean distance and the Lebesgue measure respectively, which clearly satisfy assumption
(MMS). Therefore the process Y associated with Dirichlet form (Dy,.%) is a reflected stable-like
process on F, see e.g. [24]. Obviously (Dy,.%) satisfies assumption (Dir.). Here we will take
Vi=L:= Z‘j_l x 7% and K, =1 for all n € IN. Note that the scaling limit of n~ 'L is F.

Let E := {(z,y) : =,y € L} be the collection of unordered pairs on L, {w;, : (z,y) € E}
be a sequence of non-negative independent random variables, and (X{’);>0 be the Markov process
with infinitesimal generator Ly’ defined by (1.1). Obviously (X{”)¢=0 is the symmetric Hunt process

associated with the Dirichlet form (DY, #{’) with V3 = L and w;(rlz (W) = wgy(w).

Proposition 5.6. Let d := dy + dy > 4 — 2. Suppose that {wg, : (x,y) € E} is a sequence of
non-negative independent random variables satisfying that
sup P (wgy =0) <1/2
zy€l,x#y
and
(5.16) sup E[w%py] < oo and sup ]E[w;iq]l{wx ,>04 < o0
z,yel 7 ,yel ’ )
with p > max {(d+2)/d,(d+1)/(2(2 — @)} and ¢ > (d+ 2)/d. If moreover (5.2) holds true, then
the quenched invariance principle holds for X with the limit process Y. Moreover, when o € (0,1),
the conclusion still holds true for d > 2 — 2a, if p > max{(d+1)/(2(1 — «)),(d +2)/d} and
q>(d+2)/d.

Proof. According to Theorem 5.3, it suffices to verify (5.4) — (5.10). We first verify (5.9). Suppose
that po := Sup, yep oz P(wey = 0) < 1/2. Denote by L(z,r) := {y € L : |y — x| < r}|.
Let {ny}{yeh‘y,x‘gr} be a sequence of i.i.d. Bernoulli random variables (possibly on the extended
probability space) such that P(n, = 1) = 1 — po, P(n, = 0) = po and n, < Ly, -0 a.s.. Take
1/2 < ¢y < 1 —pg, then for every r > 0 and x,z € L,

]P< Z w0y < COL(x’T)) S ]P< Z Ny < COL(x,r))

yeLi|y—z|<r yeL:y—z|<r
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_p <Zy€L:y2(<;(ZZ)J _ E[ny]) < e — (1 —P0)>

< Cle_curd

~X Y
where in the first inequality we used the fact that Zye]L:\yf:vKr Ny < Zye]L:\yf:vKr L1y, -0} &8, and
the last inequality follows from the Cramer theorem for i.i.d. Bernoulli random variables and the
fact L(z,r) < r?. The estimate above yields that

> 2R
Z Z Z pe(z, 2,7, ¢0) < 00.

R=12,2ze Bp(0,6R)NVy r=R? /2

This is, (5.9) holds with ¢y chosen above.

Recall that, for a sequence of mutually independent random variables {7, },,>1 satisfying IE [n,,] = 0
for every n € Ny, M,, := > "}'_, n; is a martingale with respect to the natural filtration. Then, by
the Burkholder-Gundy-Davis inequality, for any [ > 2 and n € N,

n
Z Tk
k=1

where (M), = > p_, 7 is the variational process associated with M, and ¢y, o > 0 are independent
of n.

Hence, by (5.17), we know that for every ¢g > 0, R, r > 0, ¢, > 2, n > 1 and a subsequence of
bounded measurable functions {hy, },>1 on L x L such that sup,,~; [|[hn | < 00,

l

_ ! 1/2 1/2—1 - !
E [\Mn\] <aE [<M>n ] < oam ;E [\nk! }

(5.17) E

Cop _ 2p e
pi(r, Ryeq) <eg PR | S (wey—Blwny))| | <es(eo)r PR,
@ y€l:|z|<R,Jy—z|<r

—9p _ 2p .
pg(x, T, 60) < o QPT 2pd]E H Z (wm,y o E[wx,y]) ‘ } < C4(60)T pd’
yeL:|y—z|<r

—2q _ _ _1py |24 _
pa(z,r, ch,€0) < g 24y, quE[ Z (w“l/ - E[wm;])‘ } < ¢s(20, cp)r™ 9,
yeL:|y—z|<chr

pén) (x,N,e,hp,e0) < c6(60)n2°‘p . (n6)72p(d+°‘)

2p

X B 3 (i, ) (ne) ™+ (wj’;’ - ;E‘Efi’y])

yeL:ly—z|>ne,|y|<nN

< cre0, N2, [ ocJn = 244) — o0, N, ,5up | o).
nz

n>1

— (Wa,y —Blwz y])

In the following, we fix z € L. Set {(y) : egatas for every y € L with y # x. Clearly,

{€(y) }yeLye are mutually independent. By (5.16), E[¢(y)] = 0 and E[|¢(y)|?P] < cglz—y|~2P(dTe=2),
Choosing 0 < § < % (thanks to d + 2ac — 4 > 0) and applying the first inequality in (5.17), we
arrive at that for every r > 1

2p
(wzy — E[wg,y])
yEL:|y—z|<r
2p p
=Bl Y W] | <aoB|l Y kwP
yEL:ly—z|<r yeL:|ly—z|<r
_d(p+s-1)
< ol Yo @PPle -yl Y ey < e

yeL:|y—xz|<r yeL:|y—z|<r
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Here the second inequality above follows from the Holder inequality, in the last inequality we used
E[|¢(y)|?P] < eglz — y|~24H2=2) "and g, 19 are independent of r. Then, by the Markov inequality,
we know that for every = € L, p3(x, R, gg) < c11(eg)R™2(2~P,

Under assumptions of the proposition, we can choose 6 € (0,1) (close to 1) such that

. d+1+60 d+1 Lo dr1eo
P80 292 —a)) M1 a9

also thanks to the condition that d > 4 — 2« again. Then, according to all the estimates above, we
know immediately that (5.4) — (5.8) hold for this 6 € (0,1) and every sufficiently small g9 > 0.

Suppose that a € (0,1). If d > 2—2a, p > max {(d+ 1)/(2(1—«)), (d + 2)/d} and ¢ > (d + 2)/d,
then we can choose 6 € (0,1) (close to 1) such that

< d+1+46 d+1 q >d+1+9

max an .

P a9 20(1—a) 1 df

Following the argument above, we can prove that (5.4) — (5.6), (5.8) and (5.10) are satisfied. Then,
the desired assertion follows from Theorem 5.3 again. The proof is complete. U

Theorem 1.1 is a direct consequence of Proposition 5.6, since (5.2) holds trivially in this setting.
We note that the idea of the proof above using the Burkholder-Gundy-Davis inequality comes from
the proof of |19, Theorem 1.1].

5.2.2. Time-change of a-stable-like process on R*. We can consider the case that the approximating
measure m,, is not n~%u,. Let us first fix the triple (F, p,m) with F = R%, p being the Euclidean
distance and m(dr) = K () dz, where dx denotes the Lebesgue measure on R? and K is a continuous
function on RY satisfying that 0 < C; < K(z) < Cy < oo for some constants C; < Co. Then, the
process Y associated with the Dirichlet form (Dy, %) given at the beginning of Subsection 5.1 is a
time-change of symmetric a-stable process on R? with c(z,y) = K (x) 'K (y)~! for =,y € R9. Tt is
obvious that (Dy,.%p) satisfies assumption (Dir.).

Similar to the previous part, we can take Vi = Z<¢, and m,, = n~ %K, jt,, with p1,, being the counting
measure on n~'Z? and

Kn(z) =n"4 K(z)dx, zecn 7%
Un(x)

where U, (z) = L [z, z; + n~1) for any @ = (21, ,24) € n 17

Suppose that E := {(z,y) : =,y € L} is the collection of unordered pairs on L, and {wg, :
(x,y) € E} is a sequence of non-negative independent random variables. Let (X" )0 and (Y;"")t=0
be symmetric Hunt processes associated with the Dirichlet form (D} ,. 7)) on L?*(Vy;;my) and
L% (Vs n~%u,) respectively, where

G = 2 (@) - )

z,YyEVn
yﬁz{fel’%vn;ﬂn): %L(f,f)<00}

Let (X{)i=0 := (X;"")i0. It is easy to verify that 1 X%, = VI with Ay = [y K, (Y™ ds for
n,t

any t > 0.

Note that for any compact set S C R?, lim,, ;o0 SUp,cg | K ([]) —K(m)| = 0. Following the same
arguments in the proof of Proposition 5.6, we can obtain that under assumption (5.16) the quenched
invariance principle holds for (X§”);>o with limiting process Y being a time-change of symmetric
a-stable process on R

Remark 5.7. From the example above, we know that to identity the limit process consists of two
ingredients. One is to verify locally weak convergence of m, to m, and the other is to justify
convergence of the jumping kernel for the associated Dirichlet form. In fact, by carefully tracking
the proof above, we can see that if the measure m,, is replaced by a more general (random) measure
which converges locally weakly to m, then the quenched invariance principle still holds with the
same limiting process.
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5.2.3. Bounded Lipschitz domain. In fact, Proposition 5.6 holds not only for a half/quarter space, but
also for the closure of a bounded Lipschitz domain in R, whose intrinsic distance is equivalent to the
Euclidean distance and whose volume growth is with order d. In details, let F € R? be a closed set
such that for any z,y € F and 7 > 0, c;7% < m(Bp(x,7)) < cor? and ¢ |z —y| < pr(z,y) < ca|z—1y),
where

1
pr(z,y) = inf{/o ()] ds : v € C([0,1]; F),7(0) = z,~(1) = y}

is the intrinsic distance on F', m is the Lebesgue measure, and Bp(z,7) is the ball with respect to pp.
For example, these properties are satisfied when F' is an inner uniform domain; see [32, Chapter 2.3].
For x = (w1, ,24) € n~1Z%, set U, (z) = O [z;,z; +n~1). Note that when F is the closure of a
bounded Lipschitz domain, V;, := {n"'Z¢N F : U,(x) C F} satisfies the properties given in Lemma
4.1. Suppose that {w, , : (x,y) € E} is a sequence of independent random variables satisfying the
conditions in Proposition 5.6. Then the conclusion of Proposition 5.6 holds on F'. Indeed, in this
case, by taking V,, as above, the proofs of Theorem 5.3 and Proposition 5.6 go through without
any change (with p replaced by pr as explained in Remark 5.1). Note that neither V,, = n~'V} nor

Xt(")’w = n~1X Y1 holds in general in this setting. (However, we can verify that Xt(n)’w —n XV
where V,, := nV,, C nF.) Note that the proofs do not require these properties, and the integrability
condition given for all z,y € Z? is (more than) enough for the estimates in the proofs to hold.

5.2.4. Fractal graph. The arguments in Example 5.2.1 work for more general graphs that satisfy
(i)—(iv), and that its scaling limit (F,p,m) and Dirichlet form which satisfy (MMS) and (Dir.)
respectively as discussed at the beginning of subsection 5.1. In particular, we can prove quenched
invariance principle for stable-like processes on various fractal graphs.

Here we introduce the most typical fractal graph; namely the Sierpinski gasket graph. Let eg =
(0,0,---,0) € RY, and for 1 < i < N, e; be the unit vector in RY whose i-th element is 1. Set
Fi(x) = (r —e€;)/2+e; for 0 < i < N. Then, there exists the unique non-void compact set such that
K = Ui\;OFi(K); K is called the N-dimensional Sierpinski gasket. Set F':= Up2 ;2" K, which is the
unbounded Sierpinski gasket. Let

oo N
V1: U2m< U Elo"'oﬂm({GOf",eN})), Vn:27n+1v’1,

m=0 i1, y2m =0

(Hence, n~ ! in the definition of V}, in the previous subsection is now 2_"+1.) The closure of U1 Vi,
is F. F satisfies assumption (MMS) with d = log(N + 1)/log2. We can naturally construct a
regular stable-like Dirichlet form satisfying assumption (Dir.). Let {w,, : z,y € V1} be a sequence
of independent random variables. Then we have Proposition 5.6 with the same proof in this case as
well.

5.2.5. Constant speed o-stable-like random walk on Z¢. We have considered in Theorem 1.1 the
quenched invariance principle for variable speed a-stable-like random walks. In this part, we will
show the quenched invariance principle for a class of constant speed a-stable-like random walks on
7%, by using Theorem 1.1 and the time change argument.

Let L = Z¢ with d > 4 — 2a, and E be the set of all unordered pairs on Z?. Suppose that
{wey(w) : (z,y) € E} is the set of mutually independent non-negative random variables such that
Elwy,] = 1, (1.2) and (1.3) hold. Suppose for simplicity that they have the same distribution A
on [0,00). In the following, without loss of generality we take 2 = [0,00)", P = [Tz e A and
Wy y(w) = w(x,y) for any w € Q. For every z € Z4, define 7, : Q — Q by rw(z,y) = w(z + 2,y + 2).
It is standard to verify that IP is stationary and ergodic with respect to the translations {7,},czq4 of
74, see e.g. the proof of [14, Theorem 3.2|.

Let (X#);>0 be the Z-valued process as in Theorem 1.1, which is a variable speed a-stable-like
random walk. Now we define a constant speed a-stable-like random walk (Z{);>0 via the time
change as follows

w . yw
7 =

at(w)?
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where a;(w) := inf{s > 0: As(w) > t}, A(w) := fg vxe(w)ds and vy(w) := 3 cza. 2, % for

every x € Z4. Letting Zt(n)’w =n"12%, and Xt(n)’w = n"1X%,, we have Zt(n)’w = X(ﬁ?;” , Where
a; w

(n) ey
a; ' (w) :=n"Yapot(w).
According to the argument of [3, Lemma 2.4|, we can prove that PP is stationary, reversible and
ergodic with respect to the environment process (7xww)>0. Therefore, by the ergodic theorem, we
have

1
d+a
o Y

lim = lim L———— —Eyw)] = Y

t—oo T t—o00 t - Cd’a, -5
yeZ:y

Combining this with the strictly increasing property of ¢ — a;(w) (which is due to the fact that

vz(w) > 0), we prove that for every T' > 0,

lim sup |a(n)(w) —C M

= lim sup |n " “ape(w)—C =0

(5.18) ner) e

' < lim  sup [0 %aper(w) — Ot + lim  sup (n”%apei(w) + O Lt)

N0 4e[n=9,T) ’ 90 e 0,n—9) '
< 1 . —a, -1 . ey =1, -6y _ 5.
S, sup () = Gyt + Jim (n7a0-(0) + Cgan™0) =0, @

where ¢ is any fixed positive constant such that § < a.

According to Theorem 1.1, for any T > 0 and a.s. w € §, x e converges under the Skorohod
topology on 2([0,T];R%) to a symmetric a-stable Lévy process Y. on R? with jumping measure

|z|79=*dz. Then, by the fact that Zt(n)’w = xMw (5.18) and the definition of the Skorohod

(), )’
ap ' (w)
topology, we can obtain that, for any 7' > 0 and a.s. w € Q, AR
topology on 2([0,T]; R?) to the process Y -1 .
d,a

converges under the Skorohod
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