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RANDOM CONDUCTANCE MODELS WITH STABLE-LIKE
JUMPS I: 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 z to
y is in average comparable to |z — y|~ (4T with a € (0,2). 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 RY. 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 parabolic 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.

Keywords: random conductance model; long range jump; stable-like process;
quenched invariance principle

MSC 2010: 60G51; 60G52; 60J25; 60J75.

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 ex-
ample 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, 19, 32, 34| for related progress on
this subject and [16, 31| for overall introduction on this area and related topics. Be-
sides i.i.d. nearest-neighbour random conductance models, recently there are great
developments on the scaling limit of short range random conductance models on
stationary ergodic media, see [3, 4, 5, 17, 28| 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 funda-
mental technical difficulties. There is a beautiful paper by Crawford and Sly [26]
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 [26] proves the invariance principle for a very singular object like the long
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range percolation, the arguments heavily rely on the special properties (see for in-
stance [13, 15, 25| 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 conduc-
tance between x and y is in average comparable to |z — y|~(*®) with a € (0,2).
In this setting, there is a significant difficulty in applying classical techniques of
homogenization for nearest-neighbour 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 in the end of the introduction.

(i) The well known harmonic decomposition method (also called the corrector
method in the literature) has been widely used for the nearest-neighbour ran-
dom walk in random media, see |2, 3, 4, 5, 9, 14, 17, 34|. 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, [26] estab-
lished the quenched invariance principle of the associated random walk in the
sense of weak convergence on L9 (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 topology for all o € (0,2). To be
fair, our conductance is strictly positive, hence less singular compared with
the long range percolation. We will study the case where the conductance
may equal to 0 in future work.

(iii) Our approach is to utilize recently developed de Giorgi-Nash-Moser theory
for jump processes (see for instance [7, 22, 23, 24|). While detailed heat
kernel estimates and Harnack inequalities are established for uniformly el-
liptic 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 [18], Harnack inequalities do not
hold (even for large enough balls) in general on long range random conduc-
tance models. By 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 rang conductance model with some
large scale summable conditions on the conductance, which in some sense can
be viewed as a counterpart of the so-called “good ball condition” in |6, 8| to
the non-local setting. We believe 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 apply to the case that the conductance is
independent but not necessarily identically distributed; that is, our results
are efficient for some long range random walks on non-stationary ergodic
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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 (5.2)—(5.7) below). Hence our method cannot be
generalized to general stationary ergodic case on Z¢.

To illustrate our contribution, we present the statement about the quenched in-
variance principle on a half/quarter space F' := Rﬂlrl x R% where dy,d, € NU {0}.
The readers may refer to Sections 4 and 5 for general results. Let L := Zflﬁ x 7%
Consider a Markov generator

(11) Lifw) = S - f) = sl
yeL

where d = dy + dy, @ € (0,2) and {w,,(w) : x,y € L} is a sequence of random
variables such that w, ,(w) = w,(w) > 0 for all z # y. We use the convention
that w, 4(w) = w;L(w) = 0 for all # € L. Let (X{);>0 be the corresponding Markov
process. For every n > 1 and w € (2, we define a process X" on V, = n 1L by
Xt(")’w = n"1X%, for any ¢ > 0. Let P be the law of X™* with initial point
x €V, Let Y := ((Y})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 {x,, € V,, : n > 1} such that lim,,_,. 2, = x for some z € F, it holds that

for P-a.s. w € Q and every T > 0, P{”* converges weakly to PY on the space of all
probability measures on Z([0,T]; F'), the collection of cadlag F-valued functions on
[0, T] equipped with the Skorohod topology.

Theorem 1.1. Let d > 4 —2a. Suppose that {w,, : x,y € L} is a positive sequence
of independent random variables such that Fw,, =1 for all z,y € L,

(1.2) sup E[w? ] < oo, sup Elw, ] < oo
z,yell ’ z,yell ’

forp,q € Z, with
(1.3) p>max{(d+2)/d, (d+1)/22—«))}, ¢>(d+2)/d.

Then the quenched invariance principle holds for X with the limit process being a
symmetric a-stable Lévy process Y on F with jumping measure |z|~4"%dz.

Remark 1.2. When « € (0,1), the conclusion still holds true for d > 2 — 2a, if
p>max{(d+2)/d (d+1)/2(1—w))}, ¢>(d+2)/d.

See Proposition 5.6 for details. We note that the integrability condition (1.3) is
far from optimal and we do not even know what could be the optimal integrability
condition.

Here is one simple example that satisfies (1.2): for each distinct z,y € Z¢,
P(we,y = |z —yl7) = Blz =y, Plwey = |z —y|™°) = Bl —y[**) 7,
P(wey = g(z,y)) = 1= (3|lz — y[**) ™! — 3o — )",

where €,0 > 0 and g¢(z,y) are chosen so that Ew,, = 1. (It is easy to see that

¢! < g(z,y) < ¢ for some constant ¢ > 1.)

In 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
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tightness estimate and the Hoélder regularity of parabolic 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
localization method). By this localization and the on-diagonal heat kernel upper
bound (Proposition 2.2), we can apply the so-called Bass-Nash method to control
the mean displacement of the process (Proposition 2.3). The tightness estimate
(Theorem 3.4) 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 parabolic functions (Theorem 3.8) is to deduce the
Krylov-type estimate (Proposition 3.6) that controls the hitting probability to a large
set before exiting some parabolic cylinder. Once these estimates are established, we
use the arguments in [21] to deduce generalized Mosco convergence, and then obtain
the weak convergence (Theorem 4.5).

2. TRUNCATED «-STABLE-LIKE PROCESSES ON GRAPHS

In the following few 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 w, , 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(x,y) for the graph distance, i.e., p(x,y)
is the smallest positive length of a path (that is, a sequence zq = z, 21, -+ , 2, =y
such that (z;,z,41) € Ey for all 0 < i < [—1) joining « and y. Set p(z,z) = 0 for all
xeV. Welet B(z,r) ={y € V: p(x,y) < r} denote the ball in graph metric with
center x € V and radius r > 0. Let g be a measure on V such that u, = p({z})
satisfies for some constant ¢y > 1 that

(2.1) c;j Spr<cy, eV

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

(2.2) cg'r® < u(B(z,r)) < cgr?, zeV,1<r <rg.

We consider the operator

and the quadratic form

D) =5 3 () — )Py, € 7,

d+a
et p(r,y)

F ={feL*(Vin): D(f,f) < oo},
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where a € (0,2) and {w,, : x,y € V'} is a sequence such that w, , =0 forall z € V,
Wy, > 0 and w,, = w,, for all z # y, and

Wy
(2.3) Z 7’yd+a,uy <oo, zelV.
= r(ey)

Here by convention we set 0/0 = 0. According to (the first statement in) |21, Theo-
rem 3.2|, (D, %) is a regular symmetric Dirichlet form on L?(V; p). Let X := (X;)i=0
be the symmetric Hunt process associated with (D, .7 ). Set C,, := w,,,/p(z,y)+.
Under P*, Xy = x; then the process X waits for an exponentially distributed random
time of parameter C, := Zer Cyylty and jumps to point y € V with probability
Cyytty/Cy; this procedure is then iterated choosing independent hopping times.
Such a Markov process is called a variable speed random walk on V.

We write p(t,x,y) for the heat kernel of X on V; that is, the transition density
of the process X with respect to u

P*(X; =y)

p<t7 x? y) - -
Hy

2.1. On-diagonal upper estimates for heat kernel. In this subsection, we are
concerned with the truncated Dirichlet form corresponding to (D,.#). For fixed
1 <0 < rg, define the operator

D)= Y (f(o) — f(@) 2 p..

d+
z2€Vip(z,x2)<d p(Z, SL’) ¢

Then, the associated bilinear form is given by

DUN=5 X U= f) e,

z,yeVip(z,y)<o

Throughout this part, we always assume that

(2.4) Cy,s := sup Z e <o

Hy
d+a
zeV yeVip(z,y)>6 p(IE, y)

By (2.4) and the symmetry of w, ,, we can easily see that for all f € .Z,
Wy,
DD SDN DN +2)_f@Pue Y, o=
zeV yeVip(y,z)>8 PR Y
<D(f, f) +2Cvs| f115

Consequently, (D?,.%) is also a regular and symmetric Dirichlet form on L*(V; ).
Denote by X° := ((X{)sz0, (Ps)zev) the associated Hunt process, which is called
the truncated process associated with X in the literature.

In order to get on-diagonal upper estimates for heat kernel of the truncated process
X, we need the following scaled Poincaré inequality.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose that there exist constants C; > 0 and 1 < rg < rg such that

(2.5) sup Z w;; < O,

1%
TEY yeVip(a,y)<2ro
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where Cy is independent of ro and rg. Then there is a constant Cy > 0 (also
independent of ro and rg) such that for all x € V' and measurable function f on 'V,

(26) 30 (1) = (Mo SO 30 (F) = F0)* S,

z€B(z,ro) z,y€B(z,ro)

where for ACV, .
(f)a:= m Z f(@)pe.

z€EA

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

Z (f(z) — (f)B(m,ro))Q:uz

z€B(x,ro0)
1 2
S STy PICh Fwmy) i

<% Y {( > e = fey ) (3 w;@ﬁP(Zay)M)}

z€B(z,ro) - yeB(z,T0) yeB(x,r0)
—dto _ 2 W,
<o (s 3w} (G - fw) )
z2€V . p(zvy)
yeV:p(y,2)<2ro zy€B(x,r0)

el 3 (E) = f0) et

z,yGB(m,ro)

where the first inequality follows from (2.1), (2.2) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequal-
ity, in the second inequality we have used the fact that p(z,y) < 2r¢ for every
y,z € B(x,rg), and the third inequality is due to (2.1) and (2.5). This proves
(2.6). O

In the following, we denote by p°(t, z,y) the heat kernel of X°.

Proposition 2.2. Suppose that (2.4) holds, and that there exist constants 6 € (0, 1)
and Cy € (0,00) (which are independent of § and r¢) such that for every 8% < r <6,

(2.7) sup Z w,, < Cirt,
veV yEV:p(y,2)<2r

and

(2.8) sup
zeV

W,y 29—
) < (e}
ol gyt ST
yeVip(y,x)<r ’

Then, for each ¢ € (0,1), there is a constant 5y > 0 (which only depends on 0" and
0) such that for all 5o < § < rg,

(2.9) Ptz y) < Cot™ e, V209 <t <6 and z,y €V,

where Cy is a positive constant independent of oy, 0, t, x, y and rq.

Proof. The proof is partially motivated by that of |6, Propisition 3.1|, but some non-

trivial modification is required. Without mention, throughout the proof constant c;

will be independent of 4, ¢, x, y and rg. Since, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
Ptz y) <Pt w,a) PPty )% t> 0,2,y €V,

it suffices to verify (2.9) for the case that z = y. The proof is split into three steps.
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Step (1): We first note that under (2.4) and (2.8),

Wy,y

SUp ) |~y
zeV yev p(IE, y)

< oQ.

This along with (the second statement in) [21, Theorem 3.2| yields that the process
X? is conservative. By [27, Proposition 5 and Theorem 8|, we have the following
upper bound for p°(t, z,y):

/2,%?21/2 inf exp (¢(x1) — p(a2) + b(o)t)

S -1
t <u
(2-10) p ( ’xl’xQ) = e heL>® (Vi)

for all t > 0 and x1, 29 € V, where

1 w
b($) = = sup 2y <6¢(y)f¢(w) 1 ef@ o) _ 2) 0.
Z p(!L‘, y)d—l—a Y

veV yeV:p(y,z)<o
For fixed 1,29 € V, taking ¢(x) = p(z, 1) A p(x1,z2) for any x € V', we get that
1 w
b(d) < = su .Y (ep(x,y) 4 e Ply) _ 2)
(¢) < 5 xe‘I/) Z p(z, y)dte Hy
yeV:p(y,z)<do

1 Wy

<osup Y ——L—p(x,y) eV,
2 zeV yeVip(y,z)<s p(y’ .T)
1 w

< - T,y < 55270{ < 9 26
W2 gty SaC0 2

yEVip(y,z)<d

where in the first inequality above we have used the facts that s — e® + e™* is
increasing on [0, c0) and |p(z) —d(y)| < p(z,y) for all x,y € V| the second inequality
is due to the fact that e + e — 2 < s%¢® for all s > 0, and the fourth inequality
follows from (2.8). Combining this with (2.10), we arrive at that for all ¢ > 0 and
x1,x9 €V,

(2.11) p‘;(t, x1,Ta) < Cpp exp ( — p(x1,m0) + 201625t).

Furthermore, it follows from the symmetry of w, ,, the fact that p°(¢, z,y)u, < 1
forall t > 0 and z,y € V, (2.8) and (2.11) that for every z € V|

2 Wz
Z (pé(taxaz) _p(s(tax)v)) ﬁﬂz#v
z,veV:p(z,0)<6 p(Z’ U)

5 5 2 Wew
< D) (w2 +p (e v) (2, v)dra bt
z2,0EV:p(2,0)<d

Wz
< 4o Zp5(t,x, Z)<SUP Z W)

z2eV zeV veV:p(v,2)<6

Wz,v
< dew Zpé(t,% Z)<SUP Z W)

zeV zeV veEV:p(2,0)<6

< aa(6,8) 3 exp(—plz,2)) < oo,

zeV
where in the last inequality we used the fact that

Sew(pa) <end. S en

zeV r=0 zeV:p(z,z)=r
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CMZ,LL CMCGZT’G < Q.

r=1
Therefore, according to the Fubini theorem and (2.11), for every x € V|

Z L(Spé(tv Z, ~)(z)p5(t, Z, Z):uz

zeV

2 wzv

(2.12)

Step (2): Below we fix # € V. Let f;(2) = p°(t,x, 2) and 9 (t) = p°(2t,z,x) for
all z € Vand t > 0. Then, ¢(t) = Zze\/ fi(2)*u,, and, by (2.12),

—o 3 T o =23 ) e

2eV zeV
=— gezv(ft(z) — fi(y)) Wﬂzﬂy

Let ¢ <r(t) <dand R := R(é) 1 be some constants to be determined later.
Suppose that B(z;,r(t)/2) (i =1,---,m) is the maximal collection of disjoint balls
with centers in B(z, R). Set B; = B(:E,, (t)) and Bf = B(z;,2r(t)). Then,

B(x,R) C UL B; C B(x, R+ r(t)) C UL, B;

moreover, if z € B(xz, R + r(t)) N B} for some 1 < ¢ < m, then B(x;,r(t)/2) C
B(z,3r(t)), and so

csr(t)? = p(B(z,3r(t Z]l{zeB*},u (i,7(t)/2)) = car ()i : 2 € B},

where in the second inequality we used the fact that B(z;,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(x, R+ r(t)) is in at most ¢5 := ¢3/cy of the ball B (hence at most ¢; of the
ball B;). In particular,

SY Y Y e

i=1 zeB; =1 zeB(x R+r(t )

IZZ]IB 2

z€B(z,R+r(t)) =1 zGB(m,RJrT(t))

(2.13)

According to (the proof of) Lemma 2.1, (2.7) implies that for every 6’ < r < 6,
x € V and measurable function f on V,

(214) > (f(2) = (Npea)w= < cr® > (f(2) = fy)?

z€B(z,r) z,y€B(z,r)

W,y

p(z, )il

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

> (ful2) = fuly))

z,yeV

Wy y

ol gyl
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> Clz Z Z (fi(2) ﬁ(y))zﬁwy
pe= o n(B) (X SiE)

z€B;

\\/

i=1 zeB;
Cr

=: e (I — 1),

where in the second inequality we have used (2.14).
Furthermore, since f(z ) ). < 1forall z€ V and t > 0, we have

> Z ft Z [ = o(t) — Z f(2)pe

z€eU | B 2€B(z,R) zeVip(z,x)>R
>pt) - Y fi(2).
z€Vip(z,z)>R
So, by (2.11), we can choose R := R(§) = 2c1e* such that for all 6% < ¢ < 67,

Z fi(z) < Z exp ( —p(z,x) + 20162550‘)

2€Vip(z,x)>R 2€V:p(z,1)>2c1 €49

<ew Y e (—pz)/2)n

2€Vip(z,x)>2c1ed

<cu Z pw(B(z,r))e™™? < egd™? < egr(t) 7Y,

r=2ce4d

where the last inequality follows from the fact that r(¢) < 0. On the other hand,
due to the fact that > _p fi(2)p. <1 for all £ > 0 and (2.13),

m

< cor(t dZ(th ) < cor(t ZZ}‘}

i=1  2€B; i=1 z€B;
< csear(t)™@ Z fe(2) s < esear(t) ™2
2€B(a, R (t))
Therefore, combining all estimates above, we arrive at that for every 67 < r(t) <4,
(2.15) P'(t) < —cor(t)™ (Y(t) — caor(t) ™) .

Step (3): For any #' € (A,1) and any 1 < 0 < rg large enough, we claim that
there exists t, € [0°, %] such that

~1/d
2.16 ——(t > 6’
210 (5t
Indeed, suppose that (2.16) does not hold. Then,
1 ~1/d
(2.17) <—1/1(t)) <8?, vl <t

2010

which means that ¥(t) > 2c100~% for all 5% <t < 6. Hence, taking r(t) = &% in
(2.15), we find that

w/<t> < _0595790:1/}(15)’ v(sGa <t< 5«9’0{’
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which along with the fact (t) < p;* < cpr for all ¢ > 0 yields that
W) < eppe 20y gl < p < 0
In particular,
(07 < e L Gt
On the other hand, by (2.17), we have
w(a@’a) = 2010576[9.

Thus, there is a contradiction between these two inequalities above for § large
enough, and so (2.16) is true.

Next, assume that we can take 1 < § < r¢ large enough such that (2.16) holds.
Since ¢ ++ 9)(t) is non-increasing on (0, 00) and ty < 67°¢,

1 ~1/d
(—W) > 6, Vol <t<

2010

to := sup {t >0 (i@b(t))l/d < 5/2}.

Let

2¢10
By the non-increasing property of ¢ on (0, 00) again, if o < 6%, then
W(t) < P(ty) = 2¢10(6/2) "¢ < et e, W 8% <t < 69
This proves (2.9).
When ¢, > 67,

1 1/ ,
67 < (—w(t)) <8/2, V&<t <.
2¢10

Then, taking r(t) = (2§1ow(t))*l/d in (2.15), we have
(1) < —eppp(t) Y v 60 <t <y,
Hence,
’ ’ _d/a ’
Bls) < eng (5= 0"+ 0(67) ) T s, ¥ 267 <5 <.
If £y > 0%, then (2.9) holds. If 6% <, < 6%, then for all {; < s < 6°

¢($) < ’QZ)(E()) - 2010(5/2)7d < CmSid/a,
so (2.9) also holds. The proof is complete. 0

2.2. Localization method and moment estimates of the truncated process.
In this part, we fix o € V and R > 1. Define a symmetric regular Dirichlet form
(DR Fw0R) as follows

DR ) =3 (fla) - f(y)fmﬂxuy, f e Fwok

ot p(z,y

FroR ={f € L*(V;pu) : D™R(f, f) < o0},

Wy,y

where
b = Wyy, if z € B(zg, R) or y € B(xg, R),
e 1, otherwise.
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Note that, by the definition of w, ,, for any x € V,
>
d+a
Wy y Wy y
e - 7 + g

yé¢ B(zo,R) yEB(zo,R)

< sup Z&Jr sup Z L

z€B(zo,R) \ oy p(za 'U)d+a 2¢B(z0,R) yeViyLz p(Z, y)d—l—a
wxvy
+ Z CH—a
yeB( J:mR)
21y <_aw > %@ﬂmwpz O
) 2€B(20,R) oy P plz,v) 2#B(@0.R) j=1 yevan-1<p(y,2)<2* P =
+§:(wpz )
yeB(ao,R) \*EB@R) oy P (z,0)
de
< —
ST SHC S

U5 s

yeB(wo,R) \*EBE0R) oy

d Wz :
<o +e(l+R )Zeggsﬂ) (1; p(z,v)d"‘o‘) : C(xg, R) < o0,
where (2.3) was used in the fourth inequality. In particular, according to (2.18) and
(the second statement in) [21, Theorem 3.2|, the associated Hunt process X? :=
((XP)iz0, (P,)gev) is conservative. Here and in what follows, we omit the index
for simplicity.

We also consider the following truncated Dirichlet form (DR gzwo.R).

DrRR(f )= Y (@) - f(y))zixw Jarataty € gk

z,yeVip(z,y)<R p( » Y

Let X®R = ((X["™)20, (PPz)zev) be the associated Hunt process. In particular,
due to (2.18) again, the process XA ig also conservative. Denote by p R(t,x,y) and
pfefi(t, z,y) heat kernels of the processes XE and XBE, respectively.

The following statement is concerned with moment estimates of XRR which are
key to yield exit time estimates of the original process X in the next section. We
mainly use the method of Bass [12] (see also Barlow [6] and Nash [33]), but some
non-trivial modifications are required.

Proposition 2.3. Suppose that there exist 1 < Ry < rg and 0 € (0,1) such that for
every Ry < R < rg and R <r <R,

(2.19) sup Z e B e

d4+a—2
T
z€B(z0,3R) YeV ooy <r P( ) ?/)
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and
(2.20) sup > wn, <O
2€B(@03R) v y<or

where C1 1s a positive constant independent of xg, Ry, R, r and rg. Then for every
0 € (0,1), there exists a constant Ry > Ry (which depends on 0, ¢ and Ry only)
such that for every Ry < R <rg andx €'V,

A t 1/2 Ra ,
(221)  E,[p(X{*",2)] < 4R (E) {1 + log (T)} . VRV <t < Re,
where Cy is a positive constant independent of xg, Ry, R, t, x and rq.

Proof. Step (1): By (2.19), (2.20) and the definition of w, ,, for every Ry < R < rg
and R’ <r <R,

(2.22) sup Z % <er™®

veV yEVip(z,y)<r

and

sup Z w, ., < ert.
zeV
yeVip(a,y)<2r

Let ¢ € (0,1) and 6y = (6 +6')/2. Taking p = R in Proposition 2.2, we find
that there exists a constant Ry > Ry (which only depends on ¢ and ¢') such that

whenever éo < R <rg,
(2.23) PRE(t . y) < et V2R"™ <t < R, z,y€ V.
For every t > 0, we define

M(t) =" plx, y)p"™" (t, 2, y)py,

yeV
== Mt 2, y) Log p (2 y)] e

yev

Below, we fix z € V and set f;(y) = p»f(t,2,y) for all y € V and ¢t > 0. Also by
the definition of w, ,, there exist positive constants c(xg, R) and é(zo, R) such that

(2.24) ¢(xo, R) < inf b, < sup Wy, < c(zo, R).
z,yeVv z,yeV

Then, we can obtain upper and lower bounds for pf(t, z,y) (see [27] for upper
bounds on graph or [20] for two-sided estimates in the Euclidean space), which
yields that

~

S ly) — fu=)]log fuly) — log f&z)\%w

y,2€V:p(y,2)<R p<y7 z

< ¥ (ft<y>+ft<z>)<uogft<y>\+|logft<z>|)p<;“%uyuz<oo

¥,2€Vip(y,2)<R
Thus,

—Z (log fi(y) +1 LRth( )ty

yeV
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~

— % Z (fily) — fi(2)) (log fily) — log ft(z))#ﬂyﬂza

y,2€Vip(y,2)<R
where LR is the generator associated with (DmO’R’R, ﬁmO’R’R), ie.,
L) = > (fy) - f@) —L—p,.
p(z,y)
yeVip(z,y)<R

Therefore,

Q'(t) == (log fily) + L™ fy(y)p,

yeVv

~

1 Wy
=5 D (£:(v) = £i(2)) (log fily) — log fi(=)) - = > 0.

y,2€Vip(y,2)<R

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

= ola, ) L fi(y)y

1 Wy,
=3 2 (o) = el ) (lo) = ) S

¥,2€Vip(y,2)<R

1/2
< i Z (p(z,y) — p(z, )) (fily )+ft(z))ﬁuyuz
y,2€Vip(y,2)<R
1/2
(fily) = fi(2))? 1y
X Y, ZEV%Z ft( ) + ft(z) (y Z)d+aﬂyﬂz
K 1/2
e ig‘g yEV:pz(y;Z)gR W
1/2
(fily) = fi(2))* .
) Z o W)+ fi2) oy, z)dratvhs

Y,2€V:ip(y,2)
1/2

e R0/ (fily) = fi(2))? by
S et 2 R T RE) ol |

where the equality above follows from the fact

S ) - i) 2 <o

d+a—1
z
y,2€Vip(y,2)<R Py, 2)

y,2€Vip(y,2)<

13

thank to (2.24) again, in the second inequality we used (2.1) and the fact that

> evfi(2)p. < 1forall t >0, and in the last inequality we have used (2.22).
Noting that
(s —1)°

s+t

< (s—t)(logs—logt), s, t >0,
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we have
(hy) = (2))? by
Z R ft(y) + ft(z) p(y7 z)dJra Myﬂz

y,2€V:p(y,2)<

< ¥ (ft(y)—ft(Z))(logft(y)—10gft(2))#ﬂyuz=2Q'(t)-

y,2€Vip(y,z)<R
Hence, combining all the estimates above, we arrive at that for all Ry<R< ra,
(2.25) M'(t) < V2esR72Q ()2, YVt > 0.
Step (2): (2.23) yields that for all Ry < R < rg and 2R%* < t < R,

Qt) = — (Z ﬁ(y)) log(cat =) = ’ logt — ¢y,

«
yev

where ¢, > 0 and the conservativeness of X®# was used in the equality above.
Define

d
K(t) = d—l(Q(t) e 2 logt), t>0.
a
Obviously, K (t) > 0 for all t € [2R%* R?], and

(2.26) Q'(t) =dK'(t) + %, t > 0.

Set
To(R) := 0V sup{t < 2R™* : K(t) < 0}.
It is easy to see that K (t) > 0 for all ¢ € [To(R), R*] and Ty(R) < 2R%“. By (2.25)
and (2.26), we have for all ¢t € [Ty(R), R“],
t
M(t) = M(To(R)) + M'(s)ds

To(R)

(2.27) < M(Ty(R)) + V2c3 R /2 t Q'(s)*ds

To(R)

= M(Ty(R)) + V2c3R' /2 / t (dK’(s) + i)1/2 ds.

To(R) as
Note that, by the mean-value theorem, for every a € R and b > 0 with a +b > 0,
(2.28) (a+ D)2 < b2 +a/(20"%).
Then, applying (2.28) in the second term of the right hand side of (2.27) with
a=K'(s) and b = =, we obtain that for all ¢ € [Ty(R), R],

t t

s V2 ds 4 ¢ R'7? / sY2K'(s) ds

To(R)

M(t) < M(Ty(R)) + ¢RI/ /

To(R)
< M(Ty(R)) + cR' /2142

t —1/2K
+ C5R1_°‘/2/ {(51/21((5))/ - 87@)} ds
To(R) 2

< M(Ty(R)) + ceRYY2 4 ¢RI K (1),
where the last inequality we used the fact that K(¢) > 0 for all ¢ € [Ty(R), R“].

(2.29)
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Furthermore, suppose that To(R) > 0. Since Q'(t) > 0, by (2.25) and the Cauchy-
Schwarz inequality, we have

T()(R) TO(R)
MER) = [ M) ds < VB [T Qs s
0 0

1/2
To(R)
< V2e3RV7TOPTy(R)YV? ( / Q' (s) ds)
0

1/2

< e RTATR(Q(To(R)) — (Q(0) A 0))

where in the last inequality we have used the fact that Ty(R) < 2R%“. By the
definition of To(R), it holds that K (Tp(R)) = 0, and so

Q(TQ(R)) = glOgTo(R) —C4 X 08(]- + lOgR)

where we have used again Ty(R) < 2R%“. On the other hand,
=1i = > — .
Q(0) = lim Q(t) = log pi > —log ey
Thus, we can find R; > 1 large enough such that for all R > R; and t € [R”®, R%],
M(Ty(R)) < coR U921 4 1og R)Y? = ¢ R' /2 R%"*/2(1 + log R)"/?
< CgRl*CV/QRG/O{/Q < 69R170/2t1/2’
where in the second inequality we used the fact that 6, € (6,6), and the last
inequality is due to ¢ > R?®. Note that M(0) = 0, so the above estimate still holds

when Ty(R) = 0.
Therefore, combining this with (2.29), we arrive at that for all ¢ € [R”®, R®],

(2.30) M(t) < croR7HY2 (1 + K (1)).

Step (3): Note that s(logs +1t) > —e '~ for all s > 0 and ¢t € R. Then, for
every 0 <a<2,beRandt >0,

—Q(t) +aM(t) +b =" fuly)(log fi(y) + ap(x,y) + b)

yeVv

Zexp —1—ap(z,y) —b)p, = —cne a?,
yeV

(2.31)

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

Z e—aP(aﬂ,y),uy < ey i Z e—an*IMy

yev k=1 yeB(a,2)\B(z,21)

S e Z gdkg—a2"~! < Ca™?
k=1
for all 0 < a < 2 (see |6, line 6-7 in p. 3056]).
According to (2.23), we could find Ry > Ry large enough such that for all R; <
R <rgandt € [R"* R,

= olw )iy = D Sy =1 =P (X = 2)

yev yeVip(z,y)>0
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>1—ct ™ >1—cR7>1/2.
Then, choosing a = 1/M(t) and e®* = M ()¢ = o~ in (2.31), we have
—Q(t) + 1+ dlog M(t) = —cu,
which implies that for all Ry < R < rg and t € [R?, R%],
M(t) = crzexp(Q(1)/d).
This along with the definition of K(t) yields that
(2.32) M(t) > croexp(Q(t)/d) > ¢yt eX®).
Combining (2.30) with (2.32), we obtain that for all ¢t € [R'®, R%],
e L ey R (1 4+ K (1)) t/2 e,

which is equivalent to

[e7

K(t) < s {1 + log (RT) +log(1 + K(t))] :

This implies that for all R; < R < rg and t € [RY*, R],

K(t) < c6 [1 + log (?)] :

The inequality above along with (2.30) further gives us that for all Ry < R < r¢g
and t € [R”*, R%],

(o3 1/2 [e3
t
M(t) < c17RY/¢1/2 {1 + log (RT)] < cigR (ﬁ) ll + log (RT)] .

The proof is complete. O

3. STABLE-LIKE PROCESSES ON GRAPHS

Let (D,.Z) be a regular symmetric Dirichlet form on L?(V;u) given in the
beginning of Section 2. In particular, we assume that (2.3) holds. Let X :=
((X1)i=0, (P)zev) be the associated symmetric Hunt process associated with (D, 7).

3.1. Estimates of exit time. In order to get estimates of exit time for the process
X, we will make full use of results in the previous section. We still adopt notations
as before. Fix 1y € V and R > 1. According to the definition of (D*0-% 201 we
have

(3.1) Py (TBwe.r) <t) = IPmO(Ag(mR) <t),
where 74 := inf{t > 0 : X; ¢ A} and 7§ := inf{t > 0 : XF ¢ A} for any subset

ACV.
PR,B(:Bo,R)

In the following, we denote by (P, )iso and (P HEE0R)

+>0 Dirichlet semi-
groups of the processes X® and X% exiting B(xg, R), respectively. Let %f’R =
inf{t > 0: X" ¢ A} for any AC V.
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Lemma 3.1. For any f € L*(V;u), t >0 and x € B(xg, R),
BREOR f(5) PR ()

(3.2)
<Cit| sup J(y,R) sup [f(2)] ],
yEB(zo,R) z€B(z0,R)
where C1 is a positive constant independent of R and xq, and
Wy, ~
(3.3) Jy,R) = > Wuz, y € B(xo, R).
2€V:ip(y,2)>R Y, =
In particular, it holds that for any t > 0 and x € B(xo, R),
(3.4) P, (P gy <) = Pol(ifom <t)| <Cit sup J(y,R).
yEB(:Bo,R)

Proof. Let TF = inf{t > 0: p(X}2, X}) > R}. Due to (2.18),
W,y

d+a
zeVip(z,y)>R p(Z’ y)

Then, by Meyer’s construction of X (see [10, Section 3.1]), XF = X[*® if t < TE.
Hence, for any f € L*(V; ),

’pR7R’B($O’R)f({L‘) o pR,B(Z‘07R)f( )}

sup
yeVv

[, < 00.

= B (f(XF) 1 QM f(XRR) £ < (o )|
< s [FEI[PTE <0< Hupm) + Po(TH <t <2 L))
z€B moR
<2 sup t, X% ¢ B(xo, R) for all s € [0, TH]).
z€B moR

According to |10, Lemma 3.1(a
. A t
P, (T}.E S dt}yXR’R) = J(XtR’R,R) exp <— / J(XER R) ds) dt,
0

where .ZX™" denotes the o-algebra generated by X2, and

A Wy »
J(y, R) = Z Wﬂm y € B(xo, R).
2€V:ip(y,2)>R ’

A

In particular, by the definition of w,,, J(y,R) = J(y,R) for all y € B(xg, R).
Therefore,

P, (Tg <t, XEE ¢ Bz, R) for all s € [0, Tg])

t T
o R,R v R,R
< Eﬂc [/0 ‘](Xr ) R) eXp (_ A J(Xs ) R) dS) H{Xf’REB(xO,R) for all s€[0,r]} dr

<at osup J(y, R).
yGB(Z’o,R)

Combining all the estimates above, we can obtain (3.2). (3.4) is a direct consequence

of (3.2) by taking f =1 on B(xg, R). O
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Proposition 3.2. Assume that for some 6 € (0,1), there exists Ry > 1 such that
for every Ry < R <rg and R’ <r < R, (2.19) and (2.20) as well as

w
3.5 < CyR°
39 o 2 pla, y)tre =7

z€B(z0,R) yeVip(z,y)>R
hold, where Cy > 0 is a constant independent of xy, Ry, R, r and rg. Then

(i) for any 0" € (0,1), there is a constant Ry > 1 (which only depends on 6, ¢,
Ry and rg) such that for every Ry < R < rq,

t\"? R® :
(36) ]Pxo (TB(J:(),R) < t) < CQ <ﬁ) [1 V lOg <7>:| , t 2 Rea’

where Cy is a positive constant independent of xg, Ry, R, t and rg.
(ii) for any € > 0, there is a constant Ry > 1 (depending on 0, Ry, rg and )
such that for all Ry < R < rg,

Cs(e)t
Ra
where Cs(g) is a positive constant independent of xg, Ry, R, t and rg. In

particular, the process X is conservative.

(37) IPJ:O (TB(xo,R) < t) e+t , 1> 07

Proof. Step (1): It immediately follows from (3.5) that
(3:8) sup J(y, R) < e 77

yEB(zo,R)

where J(y, R) is defined by (3.3).
_ Since (2.19) and (2.20) are true, by (2.21), for any ¢' € (¢, 1), there is a constant

Ry > 1 such that for all Ry < R<rgand x € V,
A t\1/2 R* )
E, [p(XPF 2)] < CQR(E) [1 +log (T)} . VR <t < R

Hence, by the Markov inequality, for all € V and R”® <t < R*/2,

. R t \1/2 R~
su IPm< XSR’R,:c > —) <c (—) [1 + lo (—)] .
se[tgt] p( ) 2 "\ Re S\

Therefore, for all R <t < R* /2,

]P:BO (%g(,i),R) < t)

) . R . R
< Py, (Tg{iﬁ) < t?P(Xg’RJo) < 5) + Py, (P(Xg’RJo) > —>

< By |1

.R.,R Peorr
UBleg. <t X kR ('0
B(zo,R)

ol o)

N R t \1/2 R
<ap s P20 > ) e () oo ()

yeV selt,2t]

< 20;;(%)1/2 ll + log (%)] .
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Combining this with (3.1), (3.4) and (3.8) yields that for all Ry < R < rg and
R7* <t < RY/2,

t \1/2 R et
o (7o < 1) < 200 5) [1 “Og( ' )] T Re

< 05(%>1/2 [1 V log (?)] .

Thus, (3.6) has been verified for all R?* <t < R*/2. When t > R*/2, it holds that

<
Poy (TBor) <1) <1< ( ) [1 v log (?)] .

Hence we prove (3.6).
_Step (2): Fix ' € (0,1). By (3.6) and Young’s inequality, there is a constant
Ry > 1 such that for every Ry < R <rg, t > R and & > 0,

e cgle)t
> TR

I~f 0 <t < R”®, then, taking RQ(s) > R, large enough, we obtain that for all
Ry (6) <R< rq,

]P:BO (TB(J:(),R) g t) <

"o 9 —(1-6"a
IPm() (TB(Z‘mR) < t) < ]Pxo (TB(xo R) RG ) < 5 + Cﬁ(g)R (=6 < g.

Combining both estimates above together, we know that for all Ry(e) < R < rg
and t > 0,

cr(e)t
]Pxo (TB(JJ(),R) < t) < € + ;(%a) )

which implies that (3.7) holds. O

We are now in a position to present the main result in this subsection. For this,
we need the following assumption on {w,, : x,y € V}, which is regarded as the
summary of all assumptions in the statements before.

Assumption (Exi.) Suppose that for some fized 0 € (0,1) and 0 € V', there exists
a constant Ry > 1 such that the following hold.

(i) For every Ry < R<rg and RY/2 <r < 2R,
(3.9) sup Z Wy oyt

d+a—2
2€B(0.6R pP\r
( 61) yevV :p(x,y)gr ( ’ y>

and
(3.10) sup Z w;; < Cyr,
z€B(0,6RR) yeVip(ay)<car
where ¢, = 802/d.
(ii) For every Ry < R<rg andr > R%/2,

Wy Y _
—=— < COyr .
(3.11) Sup > dra S U1
T€B(O6R)  cyyl s p(z,y)

Here C'y is a positive constant independent of Ry, R and r¢.
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Lemma 3.3. Let ¢, be the constant in Assumption (Exi.)(i). Under (3.10), for
every Ry < R < rg/(2¢,) and R°/2 <r < 2R,

w
3.12 inf — 2 > Cyr ™
(3.12) meé%,b‘R) Z p(x,y)dte 2

yeVip(z,y)>3r
where Cy > 0 is independent of Ry, R and r¢.
Proof. Noting that ¢, > 4, for every z € V and 1 < r < r¢/c., we have
Sy (B er) - u(Blr, 4n) > g e — caldn) > e,
yeV:3r<p(x,y)<cxr

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

2R,
1/2 1/2
Z Hy S ( Z w;,zl/'“y) ( Z wr,y“l;)

yeV:3r<p(x,y)<csr yeV:3r<p(x,y)<csr yeV:3r<p(z,y)<car

1/2
< Cz'f’d/2 ( Z wm,y) )

yeV:3r<p(x,y)<csr
where in the first inequality we have applied the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, and we
used (3.10) in the last inequality.
Combining both estimates above together yields that for every Ry < R < rg/(2¢.),
x € B(0,6R) and R?/2 <r < 2R,

§ d
Wy ,y 2 CsT,

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

and so
U}x,y wLy
Z p(x y)d+a > Z p(x y)dJra
yeV:ip(x,y)>3r ’ yeV:3r<p(x,y)<csr ’
> (c*r)_d_“ Z Wy y = a1 .
yeV:3r<p(x,y)<csr
Thus, (3.12) is proved. O

Theorem 3.4. If Assumption (Exi.) holds with some constant 0 € (0,1), then,
for every 8 € (0,1), there exist constants 6 € (0,1) and Ry > 1 such that for all
Ry < R<rg/(2¢,) and R° <r < R,

1)
1
(3.13) sup P, (TB” Cor® ) —
z€B(0,2R) 4’

where Cy > 0 is a constant independent of Ry, Ry, R and r.

(2)

t\1/2 et ,
(3.14) sup IPI(TB($7T)<1;)<CI<—&) [1\/10g<r_)]7 £l
2€B(0,2R) r t
and
Cor® < inf  Fo|Tp@n] < Eq [TB@n)] < C
1) Ot gy Bl < e Belraen] < Gt
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where Cy, Cy are positive constants independent of Ry, Ry, R, v, t and rq.

Proof. Suppose that Assumption (Exi.) holds with some ¢ € (0,1) and Ry > 1.
Then, for any § < 0, < ¢ <1, Ry < R < rg and R’ < s < R with § = 0/6,, we
know that (2.19), (2.20) and (3.5) hold uniformly (that is, they hold with uniform
constants) for every s” < r < s and xy € B(0,2R). Hence, according to (3.6) and
(3.7), we obtain that for every 0" € (6, 1), there exists a constant Ry > Ry such that
for each Ry < R < rg and R’ <r < R, (3.14) and

1 Clt

(3.16) sup Po(Tpam <t) <s+—, Vi>0
+€B(0,2R) 8 re

hold true. In particular, taking ¢t = (8c;)~!r® in (3.16), we get (3.13) immediately.
Let Cy be the constant in (3.13). For any R > Ry, » € B(0,2R) and R° <r < R,
we have

Cor®

Em[TB(x,r)] = /0 IP;L«(TB(QC,T) > 8) ds > A IPm(TB(x,r) > S) ds

3CHre
2 COTa]Px(TB(:v,r) > COTa) 2 ZT .
This gives us the first inequality in (3.15). On the other hand, let ¢, be the constant
in Assumption (Exi.)(i). By the Lévy system (see [23, Appendix Al), for any R; <
R <rg/(2¢.), v € B(0,2R) and R’ <r < R,

TB(z,r)
1>P,(Xr,,., ¢ Blx,2r) =E, / > %uy ds
7 0 yeVip(x,y)>2r p<XS’ y)

TB(z,r) w
1 X,y
stk [T N

yeVip(y,Xs)>3r

w

Z 01741 inf E 7U’yd E, [TB(x T)] > cor “E, [TB(x T)],
v s +a ’ )

€B(0,2R+r) yeV:p(y,v)>3r p(U, y)

where in the last inequality we have used (3.12), also thanks to the fact that 0 =

0/60; > 0. Thus, we also prove the third inequality in (3.15). O

When « € (0,1), we can obtain a probability estimate such like (3.7) for the exit
time in a more direct way under the following assumption.
Assumption (Exi.”) Suppose that for some fized 6 € (0,1) and 0 € V', there exists
a constant Ry > 1 such that

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

(3.17) sup Z

v€B(OSR) |y

wm,y 17&
p(x,y)ire-t s G

and (3.10) hold.
(ii) (ii) in Assumption (Exi.) is satisfied.

Here Cy is a positive constant independent of Ry, R and r¢.
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Proposition 3.5. Under (3.17) and (ii) in Assumption (Exi.), there exists a con-
stant Ry > Ry such that for all Ry < R < rg, * € B(0,2R), R’ < r < R and
t>0,

Cst
(318) IP:):<TB(m,r) < t) < —27
ro

where Cy > 0 is a constant independent of Ry, R, r, x, t and r¢.

Proof. Fix z € B(0,2R). Given f € C}([0,00)) with f(0) = 0 and f(u) = 1 for all
u = 1, we set

fm(z):f(M), zeV,r>0.

r

For any r > 0,

{f:v,r(Xt) - f:v,r(XO) - A Lfm,r<Xs> dSyt 2 O}

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

t/\TB(x,r)
IP:B<TB(1,T) < t) gExf:v,r(Xt/\TB(zJQ:Em |:/ Lf:v,r<Xs) d5:| g t sup Lf:v,r<z)7
0

z€B(z,r)

where we used the fact that f,,(z) = 0 in the equality above.
Furthermore, for any x € V and z € B(x,r),

Lior(2) =3 (forly) = fur(z)) -tz

d+a
= p(zy)

= 2 (arly) = far2)

yEVip(y,z)<r

My

+ Z (f:v,r(y> - f:v,r(’z)) ’77

yEV:p(y,2)>r

W W
<o r! — % 4 S
= Z p(y, Z)d+a71 Z p(y, Z)dm

yeEVip(z,y)<r yeVip(z,y)>r

=:ca(Li(zr)+ L(zT)),
where in the first inequality above we have used

|f$,r(y) - fx,r(z)| < Clr_lp(y, Z)

According to (3.17) and (3.11), we can find a constant R; > 1 such that for all
Ry < R<rg x € B(0,2R) and R’ <r < R,

sup ([1(2, r) + 12(2,7’)) < cor .
z€B(z,r)

Combining with all estimates above, we prove the desired assertion. O]
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3.2. Holder regularity. Let R, := (0,00) and Z = (Zi)i=0 = (Ui, Xi)i=0 be
the time-space process such that Uy = Uy + ¢t for any ¢ > 0. Denote by P,
the probability of the process Z starting from (s,x) € Ry x V. For any subset
A C Ry xV, define 74 = inf{s > 0: Z; € A} and 04 = inf{s > 0: Z; € A}
Forany t > 0, x € V and R > 1, let Q(t,z,R) = (t,t + CoR*) x B(z, R) and
dv = ds x du, where Cj is the constant in (3.13). In the following, let ¢, be the
constant in Assumption (Exi.)(i).

Proposition 3.6. If Assumption (Exi.) holds with some 6 € (0,1), then there exist
constants § € (0,1) and Ry > 1 such that for any Ry < R < rg/(2¢.), 2R’ <r < R,

x € B(0,2R), t >0 and A C Q(t,z,r/2) with % >1/2,

(3.19) Py (04 < TQer)) = C1,
where Cy € (0,1) is a constant independent of Ry, R, r, t, x and r¢.

Proof. The proof is based on that of [22, Lemma 4.11] with some slight modifications.
We write @, = Q(t, z,r) for simplicity. Without loss of generality, we may and can
assume that Py, (04 < 7g,) < 1/4; otherwise the conclusion holds trivially. Let
T =0sNT1, and Ay, ={y € V: (s,y) € A} for all s > 0. According to the Lévy
system,

Piay(0a <71q,) 2 B <Z ]l{xs¢xs,xseAs}>

s<T

T
=Ey. / Xot ) ds
o[ T
Co(r/2) Wy .
= C]_\/[lE(t ) / p(X Z>d+a dS;T = CO(T‘/Q)&]
U/EA S

where in the last inequality we have used fact that p(u,z) < 2r for every u,z €
B(z,r).

Furthermore, according to Theorem 3.4(1), there exist constants R; > 1 and
§ € (0,1) such that for any B; < R < rg/(2¢,), R° <r/2 < R and x € B(0,2R),

]P(t,x) (T 2 CO(T‘/Q)O() = ]P(t,x) (O'A A TQr 2 CO(T/Z)G)
2 1— IP(t,:v) (UA < TQT) - IPm (TB(:B,T) g CO<T/2>Q)
1 1 1

>l-2-22>x5,
4 47 2

where in the first inequality we have used the fact that
P 0 (TQT < CO(T/Q)O‘) =P, (TB(:B,T)/\(COTO‘) < CO(T/Q)O‘) =P, (TB(M) < C’O(T/Z)O‘),

and the second inequality follows from (3.13).
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On the other hand, for every Ry < R < rg, 2R° < r < R, * € B(0,2R) and
z € B(z,r),

Co(r/2)
v(A) = / Z [y dS
0

ucAg
CQ(T/2) 1/2 Co T‘/2 1/2
0 ue uEAs
1/2 Co(r/2)* 1/2
<enl( Z ws ) (/ wads)
u€B(z,r) 0 u€As

1/2 Co(r/2)* 1/2
< Cgra/2( sup Z w;i) (/ Z Wy, d8>
0

2€B(0,3R) u€V:p(u,z)<2r u€As

Co(r/2)” 1/2
0

u€EA;
where in the first inequality we have used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, the third
inequality is due to the fact that p(u, z) < 2r for every u,z € B(x,r), and the last
inequality follows from (3.10). Combining the inequality above with the fact that
I/(A) > V(Q(ta {L‘,T/z)) d+a

2 CsT )

2
we arrive at that for every By < R < rg, 2R° < r < R, z € B(0,2R) and
z € B(z,r),
Co(r/2)~
/ Z W,y ds > cerdT
uEAs
According to all the estimates above, we prove the required assertion. O

We also need the following hitting probability estimate.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that Assumption (Exi.) holds with some 6 € (0,1). Then
there are constants 0 € (0,1) and Ry > 1 such that for every Ry < R < rg/(2¢.),
RO<r<R,z€B(0,2R), K>4r,t>0 and z € B(x,7/2),

r (0%
(3.20) Po(Xey,, & B2 ) < C1 (1)
where C7 > 0 s a positive constant independent of Ry, Ry, v, t, x, z and rg.

Proof. According to the Lévy system, we know that for every z € B(z,7/2),

TB(z,r) st’
]Px(X’TQ(tac r) ¢ B(Z K / Z yyd+al’by dS
y¢B(z,K) 8’

Wy,

<1 sup Z T)ydw E. (78]

ueB(w.r) yeVip(u,y)>K—2r Py

w

< ¢ sup —y Ex[TB x,r ]

h u€B(0,2R) Z p(u7 y)d—l—a )

yEV:p(u,y)>K/2
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Note that K/2 > 2r > R° and R’ < r < R. Then, by (3.11) and (3.15), we can find
a constant R; > 1 such that for all Ry < R < r¢/(2¢,) and z € B(0,2R),

W,y -
s Z ——— | < co K™
u€B(02R) \ yev.p(uy)>K/2

and [, [TB(x,,n)] < c3r®. Combining with all the estimates above immediately yields

(3.20). O

We say that a non-negative measurable function ¢(¢, ) on [0, 00) X V' is parabolic
in an open subset A of [0,00) x V, if for every relatively compact open subset A; of
A, q(t,z) = BW"q(Z,, ) for every (t,x) € A;.

Let Cy > 0 be the constant in (3.13), and 6 be the constant in Assumption (Exi.).
Set Q(to,ﬂfo, T) = (t(], to + C(]T'a) X B(.To, R)

Theorem 3.8. Suppose that Assumption (Exi.) holds with some 6 € (0,1), and let
¢, be the constant in Assumption (Exi.)(i). Then, there are constants Ry > 1 and
§ € (0,1) such that for all Ry < R < rg/(2¢.), 20 € B(O,R), R <r < R, to =0
and parabolic function q on Q(ty, xq,2r),

o 8
[t — sl + p(x,y))

320 lalsn) — )] < Callen (5

holds for all (s, z), (t,y) € Q(to, xo,r) such that (C5t|s—t))Y*+p(x,y) = 2r°, where

alloo.r = sup q(s, ),
(s,2)€[to,to+Co (2r)*]xV
and Cy > 0 and f € (0,1) are constants independent of Ry, Ry, o, to, R, 7, s, t,
x,y and rq.

Remark 3.9. Note that unlike the case of random walk on the supercritical per-
colation cluster ([11, Proposition 3.2]), in which the Holder regularity holds for all
points in the parabolic cylinder when r is large enough, in the preset setting we can
only obtain the Hélder regularity in the region (Cyt|s — )Y/ + p(z,y) = 2r? inside
the cylinder.

Proof of Theorem 3.8. We mainly follow the argument of [22, Theorem 4.14] with
some modification. For simplicity, we assume that ||¢||«, = 1. Now, we first show
that there are constants n € (0,1), § € (v/dg, 1) with dy € (0,1) being the constants
§ in Theorem 3.4, Proposition 3.6 and Lemma 3.7, R, > Ry and £ € (0, (1/4) An!/?)
(which are determined later) such that for any Ry < R < rg/(2¢.), R® < r < R,
k> 1 with &8 > 2r° and any (¢, %) € Q(to, 7o, 7) with 29 € B(0, R) and t, > 0,
(3.22) sup ¢— inf q¢<nt
Q7 ¢kr) Q(t,&,E0r)

Let Q; = Q(f,%,¢'r) and B; = B(%,&'r). Define a; = infg, ¢ and b; = supy, q.
Clearly, b; — a; < n* for all ¢ < 0. Suppose that b; —a; < n* for all ¢+ < k with
some k > 0. Choose z1, 290 € Q1 such that g(z1) = bg1 and ¢(22) = apy1. Letting

z1 = (t1, 1), we define Qk = Q(thxl,fk'f’)a QkJrl = Q(t1,$17§k+17’) and

~ b
Ak:{ZEQkHZQ(z)gak; k}
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Without of loss of generality, we may and do assume that v(Ag)/v(Qrs1) = 1/2;
otherwise, we will choose 1 — ¢ instead of ¢q. We have

brt1 — ar1 =q(21) — q(22) = E;, [q<ZUAk/\TQk)] —q(22)

:Ezl [q<ZUAk/\T~

Qk) —q(22) 1 04, < 75,

TQk E Bk*1i|

+E, [q(ZUAkATQk) —q(22) 104, > 75, X

+ ZEzl |:q(ZO'Ak/\TQ~k) —q(z) 104, > TH, XT@k € Bri1\ Bk—i]
i=1

=L+ L+
It is easy to see that

k
I < (a’“ ; % _ (lk) P. (04, < 7g,) < O 5 % e < %pk = 77’“““?7‘1%
and
Iy < (broy — ap—1) (1 —pr) <"1 = i) = 0" ' (1 = pa),
where

pr =P, (04, < TQk) = Ptya) (04, <700 01.680)-
On the other hand, since &¥r > 21° > 2R% & € B(xy, &) C B(wy,&%r/2) and
M > 4¢Fr for i > 1, we can apply (3.20) and obtain that

P, (X,

k «
o0 € By_i—1 \ Bi—i) < Py, (X S Blifi) S G < il ) :

TQ(ty,x1.6Fr) gk—i,,,
Thus,
I3 < Z(bk—i—l — aj—i—1)Py (X-

Q
i=1

€ Bi_i—1 \ Bi—i)

o fk'f’ @ C2nk+1n72£a
~ ; é"kfz?« ~ n— é"a

Note that, since 71 € B(0,2R) and £Fr > 21° > 2R% by (3.19) we have p, > c3 > 0.
Combining with all the conclusions above, we arrive at that

-1 B c —2¢a
bri1 — arpr <01 <M +0 (1= pi) + 2 é(-x )
2 n—=¢
—1 —2¢a
_ k1| -2 2 7 ) CUIES
n [77 (77 5 )Pr +— g
—1 —2¢a
< k+1 -2 1 _ n C3 0277 5 ]
<7 (n I-e)+— e

Choosing 7 close to 1 and then ¢ € (0, (1/4) An'/®) close to 0 such that

—1 —2¢Fa

) nez o can g

n (1 —c3) + + <1,
2 n— &~

we get
b1 — A1 < i1
This proves (3.22).
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For any (s,z), (t,y) € Q(to, zo,7) with s < t and (Cy |t — s|)Y* + p(z,y) = 277,
let k be the smallest integer such that (Cy'|s — t|)V* + p(z,y) = &¥*'r. Then,
(Co s =tV + p(z,y) < €7, and so &Fr > 2rd and (t,y) € Q(s, x,&*r). According
to (3.22), we know that

C—l — ¢ 1/a loggn
lq(s, ) — q(t,y)| <" <n~? <( o Is |)T +,0(x,y)) .

The proof is finished. O

Remark 3.10. According to Proposition 3.5, the proof of Theorem 3.4 and the
arguments in this subsection, we can obtain that, when o € (0,1), Theorems 3.4
and 3.8 still hold under assumption (Exi.’).

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.

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 x € F' and
r >0, let Bp(z,r) = {z € F : p(z,x) < r}. We always assume the following
assumptions on (F, p,m).

Assumption (MMS).

(i) For every x € F and r > 0, the closure of Bp(x,1) is compact, and it holds
that m(0(Br(x,r))) = 0, where O(Bp(x,r)) = Bp(z,r)\Br(z,1).

(ii) p : F x F' — Ry is geodesic, i.e., for any x,y € F, there exists a con-
tinuous map 7y : [0, p(x,y)] — F such that v(0) = z, v(p(z,y)) = y and
p(v(s),7(t)) =t —s for all0 < s <t < p(z,y).

(iii) There exist constants cp > 1 and d > 0 such that

(4.1) cptr <m(Bp(z,r)) <cpr?, YaeF, 0<r <rp:= sup p(y,2).
y,2€F
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 [21, 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,, :== (V,,, Ev,)),n > 1} such that the following properties hold.

(1) For everyn > 1, V,, C F, and (V,, Ey,) is connected and has uniformly
bounded degree. Moreover, U2 |V, is dense in F.

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

C C
(4.2) —pnl,y) < ple,y) < —pule,y),
where py, is the graph distance of (V,,, Ev;,).

(3) For each n > 1, there exist a class of subsets {U,(z) : © € V,,} of F' such
that ey, Un(z) C F, m(Uy(x) N U,(y)) =0 for x #y,

(4.3) Vo, N IntU,(x) = {x}, sup{p(y,2) : y,z € Up(x)} < %, VeV,
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and
Cy Cs
— < m(Un(x)) < v Vn>1, xeV,,
where IntU,(x) denotes the set of the interior points of Uy, (x).
Moreover, for allr >0 andy € F,

(4.5) hm m<BF Y, T ﬂ F\ U Un( )

eV,
For eachn > 1 andy € F\U,cy, Un(z), there exists z € V,, such that
Cs
< —.
ply,2) < —
Here C; (i =3,---,6) are positive constants independent of n.

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

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

W) =5 3 () — )

d+a
Ro=tt p(x,y)

Fv, ={f € L*(Viyma) : 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

(n)
my(x)m,(y), f € Fv,,

mp(A) = Zm(Un(:c)), VACYV,,

(for simplicity, we write mn(x) mn({z}) for all 2 € V), and {wly) : z,y € V,)} is

a sequence satisfying that wl 5 >0 and wmg = wy ™) for all z # y, and

wl

d+ao
& ol y)

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 |21, Theorem
2.1], for any n > 1, (Dy,,%y,) is a regular Dirichlet form on L?(V,;m,). Let
XM .= {(Xt(n))t;(), (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™},-;. For any n > 1, let P, be the projection map
from (V,,, p) to (Vi pn) such that P, (z) := x for x € V,,. Define a measure m,, on
(Viu, pn) as follows

M (A) = n'm, (P U (A) =n® Y myu(z), ACV,.

zeP; 1 (A)

m(y) < oo, x €V,

For simplicity, m,(x) = 7 Q({ }) for any @ € V,,. For any n > 1, we consider the
following Dirichlet form: (Dy,, %y, ) on L?(Vy; 1)

)

pn(z,y)d+e

m(z)ma(y), f€ jVn?

Dr(fN =5 3 (F&)~ f))

z,yeVn
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Fv, ={f € L*(Va; 1) : Dy, (f, f) < oo},

where

d+o

™ = ™) pul2:Y) , T,y €V,
Y Y \np(z,y)

Note that Dy, (f, f) = n* Dy, (f, f) and %, = Zy,. Let X™ be the symmet-

ric Markov process associated with (Dvn,ﬁvn). According to the expressions of

(Dv,,Zv,) and (Dvm ﬁvn), we know that (Pn(Xlt(n)))po has the same distribution
v ()
as (Xnat)t>0.
As a candidate of the scaling limit of the discrete forms (Dy;,, %y, ), we now define
a symmetric Dirichlet form (Dg,.%y) on L*(F;m) as follows

L D e .
g PN [ U@ ) e m midy), S €

Fo=A{f € L*(Fym) : Do(f. f) < oo},

where a € (0,2), diag = {(z,y) € Fx F : x =y} and ¢ : F x F — (0,00)
is a symmetric continuous function such that 0 < ¢; < ¢(x,y) < ¢ < oo for all
(z,y) € F'x I\ diag and some constants ¢y, ¢o. According to (4.1) and the fact that
a € (0,2), we have

c(z,y)
sup / LA P2, y)) 2 m(dy)
2€F JF\{ycF:y#x} ( )/)(37, )

< sup Z / M m(dy)

d+a—2
zel =0 J{ye 2=+ <p(y,x)<2—F} p(z,y)

+ sup Z / M m(dy)

d4a
w€F 1 J{yeF:2k<p(y,x)<2!+k} p(x,y)

< ¢y sup ( m(BF(ZL‘, 2—k))2(d+a—2)(1+k) + Z m(BF(ZL‘, 21+k))2—(d+a)k
xeF =0 o

<oy (Z gk y Zzak) < o0,
k=0 k=0

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

Assumption (Dir.) Lip.(F) is dense in Fo under the norm || - || py1 := (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 := (Y});>0 associated with (Dy,.%;). Moreover, by [22,
Theorem 1.1] or [23, 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 :=
((Y2)i=0, (PY)ser) can start from all z € F. The process Y is called a a-stable-like
process in the literature, see [22, 23]. Two-sided estimates for heat kernel pY (¢, z,y)
of the process Y have been obtained in [22].
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4.2. Generalized Mosco convergence. To study the convergence property of
process X we will use some results from [21], which are concerned with the
generalized Mosco convergence of X (),

For any n > 1, we define an extension operator E,, : L? (Vn; mn) — L*(F;m) as
follows

(A7) Eo(g)(2) = {g(az), z € IntU,(x) for some = € V,, g€ L(Vasmy).

0, z € F\U,ey, Un(z),

Note that because m(9U, (z)) = 0 for any = € V,, by Assumption (MMS)(i), there
is no need to worry about £, (g) on {J, ¢y, OU,(x), and the function F,(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 [21], see |21, (2.14)]. Furthermore, we define a projection
(restriction) operator 7, : L*(F;m) — L?(V,;m,,) as follows

T (f)(z) = mn(:c)l/ f(zym(dz), x€V,, felL*(F;m).

Un(z)

Remark 4.2. As shown in Lemma 4.1, under assumption (MMS), the space F
admits a sequence of approximating graphs {(V,,, By, ) : n > 1} enjoying all the
properties mentioned in Lemma 4.1. Though these properties are weaker than
(AG.1)-(AG.3) in |21, Theorem 2.1], one can verify that [21, Lemma 4.1] and
so [21, Theorem 4.7] still hold with notations above.

For simplicity, we assume that there exists a point 0 € (', V,,; otherwise, we
can take a sequence {o,},>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,, ., 0,.

Fix 0 € N22,V,,. We assume that the following conditions hold for {w;«"g} C T,y €
Vit
Assumption (Mos.)

(i) For every R > 0,

. o wiy
(4.8) lim lim sup {n Z 7} =0

d+a—2
e70 novoo z,y€Br(0,R)NVy:0<p(z,y)<e p(!L‘, y)
and
2d w("ﬁ
4.9 lim limsup [n~ — 2| =0.
(4.9) SR [ 2 o y)dM]
z,y€BF (0,R)NVy:p(z,y)>1
(ii) For any sufficiently small ¢ > 0, large R > 0 and any f € Lip.(F),

(4.10)
(n)

i ot S (Y (o) ) | —o

e | pla, y)te
2€Bp(0,R)NVy, ~yEBpR(0,R)NVy:p(z,y)>e

(iii) For any sufficiently small e > 0, large R > 0 and any f € Cy(Br(0, R)),

| 2 (wiy — clx,y)
(4.11) lim > (f(x) = f(v)) ( p(x’y)d-i-ay)m"(x)m”(y)zo'

z,y€Br(0,R)NVy:p(z,y)>e
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Denote by (P} )~ the Markov semigroup of the process Y, and denote by (Pt("))t>0
the Markov semigroup of the process X ™. We set

BV f (@) = Eu(P(m(F)(@), f € L(Fym).
Proposition 4.3. Suppose that Assumptions (MMS), (Dir.) and (Mos.) hold.

Then
lim [|B"f = BY flliagrm = 0, f € L(Fsm), £ >0.

Proof. Tt is easy to see that the Dirichlet form (Dy, %) satisfies (A2) in |21, Section
2|. By assumption (Dir.) and the continuity of ¢(z,y), we know that (A3)* in [21,
Section 2| holds true.

Clearly, condition (A4)* (i) in [21, Section 2| is a direct consequence of (4.8) and
(4.9). For any R,e > 0 and f € Lip,(F'), define

Lo f(z) = /{ N f(x))% m(dz), @ cF,

(n)

T We,z
Lef (@) = 2. UGBS rgmmale), o€V,
2€Bp(0,R)NVy:p(z,2)>e PR
Ly f(x) = B (L} f)(x), =€ F.
Then,
4
[ @) - e @) < Y i
Bp(0,R) i=1
where

2
(n)

ho=2 Y S () - ) ) ) | ),

d+a

T

z€Br(0,R)NV, yEBER(0,R)NVp: p( ’ y)
p(z,y)>e

Iy, = 8osc,(f)? Z Z Mm (y) | ma(x),

d+a T
z€BpR(0,R)NV, \yEBr(0,R)NVy:p(x,y)>e p(ZL‘, y)
1

2
Fyn = 8l uosenle)” [ (/ —m@zy)) m(dz),
Br(0,R) Br(0,R)N{yeF:p(z,y)>c} p(x,y)ite
Tun = 4112 el

2
1
X ————m(dy) | m(dz),
/BF(O,R)O(F\UZEVnUn(Z)) (\/BF(O,R)Q(F\UzEVnUn(Z)) p({L‘,y)cH—a )

N{y€F:p(z,y)>e}

osc,(f) = sup |f(x1) = f(x2)],

2€Bp(0,R)NVy,x1,22€Un ()

0scy(c) = sup lc(@1,y1) — (T2, y2)].
2,y€BF (0,R)NVy,x1,22€Un (2),y1,Y2€Un (y)

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

limsup 15, < i 2@ [lim sup osc,, ()?]
n—00 n—0o0
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xsup{n—3d > 3 c(x,y))z}

n=1 2€Bp(0,R)NV,,  yEBp(0,R)NVy:p(z,y)>e
< eo(e) [lim sup osc,(f)?] = 0.

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

lim |Lgef (x) = Lref()|* m(dz) = 0,
n—00 Br(0,R) ’
which implies that condition (A4)* (ii) in |21, Section 2| is satisfied.

Similarly, with aid of (4.11), we can claim that condition (A4)* (iii) in [21, Section
2| is also fulfilled. Therefore, we can verify that all the conditions of (A4)* in
[21, Section 2| hold under assumptions (MMS), (Dir.) and (Mos.). Hence, the
required assertion follows from [21, Theorem 4.7 and Theorem 8.3]. U

4.3. Weak convergence. The main purpose of this subsection is to establish the
weak convergence theorem of the law for X™. For any T € (0, 0c], denote by
2([0,T]; F) the collection of cadlag F-valued functions on [0, 7| equipped with the
Skorohod topology. Let P™ be the law of X™ with starting point x € V,,. Note
that P can be seen as a distribution on 2([0, T]; F).

We will make use of scaling processes {X™1},-; constructed in Subsection 4.1.

First, we consider some properties of the space (V,,, p,,m,). For any x € V,, and
r>0,let By, (z,7) ={2 €V, : pu(z,2) <71}

Lemma 4.4. Under assumption (MMS), there are constants Cy > 0 and ¢y > 1
such that for alln > 1,

(4.12) c‘_/1 <mp(z) <cy, x€V,
and
(4.13) e r? < (By, (z,7) < evr?, 2 €V, 1 <r < Conrp,

where rp 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(xz,r) NV, and z € U,(y), by (4.3), we have
p(z,2) < p(z,9)+p(y,r) < Csn~t+r and so UyeBremnv, Un(y) € Br(z, r+Csn1t).
Hence for any z € V,, and 1 < r < (nrp — C5)/Cy (where Cy and Cj are constants

(4.2) and (4.3)),

1 (B, (z,1)) = n*m, (By, (z,7) NV,,) < n’m, (Bp(z, Can'r))
yGBF(m,CQn—lr)ﬂVn
< ndm(BF(a:, Con~tr + anfl)) < cor,
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 @ # y and U,ep, m.con-1rar, Un(y) €
Br(z,Con™'r + Csn™!) as explained above, and the last inequality follows from

(4.1).
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On the other hand, for any z € Bp(x,r), by (3) in Lemma 4.1, there exists y € V,,
such that p(y,z) < c¢on~! for some constant ¢y > 0, and so p(y,z) < p(z,x) +
p(z,y) <7+ con~t. This implies that Bp(x,r) C Uyenp @.rtcon-1ynv, Br(Y, con™ ).
Hence, for (2(C;'c)) V1 < r < (nrg +¢)/Cy (where C] is the constant in (4.2))
and x € V,,,

1 (B, (2,1)) = n*my, (By, (z,7)) = nm,(Br(z,Cin"'r)NV,)

= n? Z m(Un(y))

yEBp (z,Cin~1r)NV,,
> en? Z m(BF(y, con_l))
yEBF(:v,Cln—lr)ﬂVn
> clndm(Bp(:L’, Cin'r —con™h)) = 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,cp,(m.crn-1rnv, Br(y,con™t) D
Br(z,Cin~'r — ¢on™!) as claimed before, and in the last one we have used (4.1).

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

By (4.2), for all n > 1,

sup pn(z,y) < Cy'nrp,
z,YyEVn

where 7 is the constant in (4.1). Below, we let Cjy = C;'. We need the following

further assumptions on {wg(gng cx,y € Vol
Assumption (Wea.) Suppose that for some fixed 0 € (0,1), there exists a constant
Ry > 1 such that

(i) For anyn>1, Ry < R < Cjrgn and R’/2 <r < 2R,
(n)

Wy —2 2
(4.14) sup 731% < Cyntro—2p2e
2€Bp(0,6C2R/n)NVy, yGVn:p(y,Zx)<CQT/n p<x7 y)d+ 2
and
(4.15) sup Z (wi’?ﬁ)’l < Cyr?,

2€Bp(0,6C2R/n)NVy YEVi:p(y,2)<Cocur/n

where ¢, = 8cf/d and cy is the constant in (4.13).

When o € (0,1), (4.14) can be replaced by

(4.16) sup Z
2€Bp(0,6C2R/n)NVy YEVn:p(y,@)<Car/n
(ii) For every Ry < R < Cyrpn andr > R’/2,

(n)
(4.17) sup Z % < Cyntror—e,
2€Bp(0,6C2R/n)NV;, YEViip(z.g)>Cir/n P T, Y

Here Cy,Cy are constants in (4.2), and C5 is a positive constant independent of n,
Ry and rr.
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The main result of this section is as follows. It is in some sense a generalization of
[19, Proposition 2.8]. Indeed, in our case we have the Holder regularity of parabolic
functions only in the region (Cy'|s —t)Y/* 4 p(z,y) = 2r° (see Theorem 3.8), hence
more careful arguments are required.

Theorem 4.5. Suppose that Assumptions (MMS), (Dir.), (Mos.) and (Wea.)
hold. Then, for any {z, € V,, : n > 1} such that lim,,_,o x,, = x for some x € F,
it holds that for every T > 0, ]sz) converges weakly to PY on the space of all

probability measures on Z([0,T]; F), where P and PY denote the laws of x™
and Y. on 2([0,T]; F), respectively.

Proof. Throughout the proof, we denote the law of (X )t>0 on 7(|0, oo) F) and
that of (X" )= on 2([0, 0); V) by P™ and P"™, respectively. Let X" and X™
be their associated canonical paths.

Suppose that {z, € V,, : n > 1} is a sequence with lim,_,. =, = z for some
x € F.

Step (1): We show that for each fixed T'> 0, {P{},-; is tight on 2([0,T]; F).
To prove the tightness of {IP(IZ)},LN, it suffices to verify that
(4.18) hm limsup P (sup p(0, X(™) > R) =0,

R—00 pooo s€[0,T

and for any sequence of stopping time {7,},>1 such that 7, < 7T and any sequence
{en}tn>1 with lim,, €, =0,
(4.19) lim sup ]Pgi) (p (X(n)

Tn+en’
n—oo

Xﬁ:)) >n> =0, n>0.

See, e.g., [1, Theorem 1].
When rp < 0o, (4.18) holds trivially. Now, we are going to prove (4.18) for the
case that rp = co. As we mentioned above, (Pn(Xt("))) has the same distribution

>0
as (5(,521) 10> Where ()N(t(n))go is a strong Markov process generated by the Dirichlet
form (Dy,,.%y,). Therefore,

P ( sup p(X™,0) =P ( sup p(Py( X™),0) > R)
s€[0,T] s€[0,T1]
(4.20) ( sup  p(X{™,0) > R)
s€[0,nT]
( sup  pn(X™,0) > cmR)

s€[0,nT]

where the last inequality follows the fact that p,(z,vy) = ¢inp(z,y) for all x,y € V,,,
thanks to (4.2).

On the other hand, under assumption (Wea.), it follows from (4.2) that assump-
tion (Exi.) (or assumption (Exi.”) when a € (0,1)) holds on the space (V,,, ppn, M)
with associated constants independent of n. Combining this fact with (4.12) and
(4.13), we can apply Theorem 3.4 (or Remark 3.10) to derive that for any fixed
0 € (0,1), there exist constants § € (0,1) and R; > 1, such that for all n > 1,
R1<R<CérpnandR5<'r’<R,

- - £\ 1/3 o
(4.21) swp P (g, 0 (X <) <), ez
z€ By, (0,2R)NV,, "
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where By, (z,r) ={z € V,, : po(z,2) < r}, TBVn(O,r)(X-(n)) is the first exit time from

By, (0,7) of the process X.("), and ¢; > 0 is independent of Ry, n, r, R and rp.
Suppose that p(x,,0) < K for all n > 1 and some constant K > 0. Note that,

also thanks to (4.2), p,(x,,0) < cinp(z,,0) < c¢inK. For every fixed R > 2¢3 K/c1

and 7" > 0, we have Ry < ¢inR < C{nrp (since rp = oo) and n®T > (clnR/Q)
for n large enough. Thus, by (4.20) and (4.21),

P (sup p(X{M,0) > R) <P sup pa(X,0) > cinR)

s€[0,T] s€[0,nT]
< sup ngm (TBVn (0,cinR) (X(n)) < naT)
2E€By;, (0,c3nK)NVy,
< sup IPQN) (TBVn (z,¢inR/2) (X(n)) < naT)

z€By,, (0,cinR/2)NV;,

noT 1/3 T 1/3
< - - _
s a <<c¢nR/2>a) “ (R) ’

7\ 3
lim limsup P& ( sup p(X™,0) > R) < lim ¢, (—) =0.

R—oc0 n—o00 s€ [0 T} R—oc0 Ra

which implies

This proves (4.18).

Next, let {7,},>1 be a sequence of stopping time such that 7, < T, and {&,},>1
be a sequence such that lim, . &, = 0. By the strong Markov property, for every
1 > 0 small enough and R > 1 large enough,

IP(n) (p(X( n) X(n)) > ’fl)

Tn+en)

— E(") []P( (n)P(X(n) X(")) > n)]

En

< sup PO (p(X™, X{Y) > ) + P ( sup p(X™M,0) > R)
z€Bpr(0,R)NVy, s€[0,T]

< sup PO (pn( X, X¢) > cinm)
z2€By,, (0,(c5nR)AN(C{nrp))NVy

+ ]sz)( sup p(X™. 0) >R

(
s€[0,7] )
(
)

< sup P
z2€By;,, (0,(c3nR)A(Cinrg))NVy

+]P§Z:L)( sup p(X™.0) > R),
s€[0,7T7

where in the second inequality we have used the fact that cinp(z,y) < pu(z,y) <
cinp(z,y) for x,y € V,, due to (4.2). Taking n large enough and 7 small enough
such that ¢inR > R; and (c3nR)’ < c¢inn < (3nR) A (Chnrp). Then, it follows
from (4.21) that

sup ]lSZ") (TBVn (z,¢nm) (X_(")) < n%y,)
z2€By;,, (0,(cEnR)AN(C{nrg))NVy
< sup ]139” (TBVn (z,cmm) (X_(")) < (n%,) V (20’{7177)9/(1)

z2€By,, (0,(c5nR)AN(C{nrp))NV,
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n%,) \V (2¢tnn)?e 18 _ e\ 13
<“<( i ) < ea (™) v ()07
1

Combining both estimates above with (4.18), we obtain (4.19).

Step (2): Now it suffices to show that any finite dimensional distribution of ]P(;,?
converges to that of PY. We first claim that for any fixed t > 0, f € Coo(F) N
L*(F;m) and a sequence {z, : z, € V,,}°2, with lim,, ;oo 2, = 2z € F,

(4.22) nlggo Ey, (Pt(n)f) (2n) = PtYf(Z)v

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 {P( f:n > 1} (we still denote it by {P(" f:n > 1} for simplicity)
and a sequence {yp € Up>1 Ugey, Int(U,(z)) : & > 1} such that (i) y, # z and
limg o yx = 2; (ii) for every k > 1,

(4.23) Tim P f(yi) = P f ().

For every £ > 1 and ¢t > 0, we have
|En(P ) (z) — P £(2)]
<P Fue) = P F )| + 1B (y) — En(P™ F) ()]
(4.24) + B (P F) (i) — En( P F) (2| + | PY F(2) = PY £ ()

3
= B ) = PY F )| + D Time
i=1

Recall that P f(z) = E,(P"™ (7,(f)))(z) for all z € F. By the definition of ,,
limy, o0 SUP,cy, [T (f)(2) — f(2)| = 0 for any f € Co(F'). Hence,
lim sup e = lim sup | B (P (m(£))) (o) = Ea(P™ F) ()

n—oo k:>1 — 00 k‘/

< lim sup |m, f(2) — f(2)| =0,

n—0o0 ZGVn

where in the last inequality we used the contractivity of (Pt("))t>1 in L>(V,;my,).
In the following, for any = € F, let [z], € V,, be such that x € U,([z],) and
p(z,[r],) < ¢in~!, due to (3) in Lemma 4.1. For any n > 1 and z € V},, noticing

that (X,(Lg)t has the same distribution as (Pn(Xt(")))

)t>0 =0’

El(P" £)(2) = P f([2]a) = X [£(X)] = EX) [£(X)] = P& ([]),

where f)t(")f(-) = E™ [f(f(t(n))] is the Markov semigroup associated with X :=
(Xt("))go. As mentioned above, due to assumption (Wea.) and Lemma 4.4, we
can apply Theorem 3.8 (also thanks to Remark 3.10) to obtain that there are con-
stants 0 € (0,1) and Ry > 1 such that for all Ry < R < Cynrg, (3.21) holds for
every {X(},-; and with constants independent of n. Let Cy > 0 be the con-
stant in (3.13). For fixed T > 0, we define Hyp, ¢(s,x) = ﬁl(i)nansf(:c), which is
a parabolic function on Qy, (0,y, (27'Cy'n®T)"*) for each y € V,. Take K large
enough such that K > (27'C;')'*, R, < nK < Clnryg and 2, € By, (0,nK)
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for all n > 1. According the facts that y, — 2z as k — oo and y; # z for all
k > 1, for any fixed t > 0, we can choose k > 1 large enough such that 0 <
ex < plyr, 2) < (4c5)~H(271Cy )Y A (271Chrr)), where €, is a positive constant
with limy_ s x = 0, and ¢ > 0 is the constant such that p,(z,y) < c3n~'p(x,y)
for any x,y € V,. Furthermore, for these ﬁxed k and t, we take n large enough
such that (nK) <r, <nk, p(zn, 2) < (4¢5)"'n7tr, and nep = 4(c})~r?, where
r, = (271Cy n“‘t)l/o‘ (2 1C’n'r’p). Hence,

o ([2nlns [aln) = cinp([zalns [ysln) = cin(p(z0x) = p(Yrs [yeln) — (2 [21))
> cine — 2¢ic > 10,

([ [Wa)n) < np([2lns [yaln) < cn(p(2,ux) + p(2, [2)n) + £ (Yrs [Us]n))
<47, + 2c5c5 < 271y,
and
([0, [2aln) < Gnp([2ln, [2aln) < cn(p(2, 20) + p(2, [2]n) + p(2n; [20]n))

<
<47, + 2c5¢5 < 271,

where we used the fact that p(y,[y]l,) < c¢in! for all y € F. Note that since
Zn € Vi, [Zn)n = 2n. Then as a summary, (nK)? < r, < nK, 2, € By, (0,nK),

and [2,]n, [yk]ln € Qv, (O, [z]n,rn) with pn([zn]n, [yk]n) > r2. Now, applying (3.21) to
Hi . r on Qy, (0, [2]n, ), we can obtain that

|Parf ([yeln) = Paarf ([znln)
= |Ht7n,f(1>n[yk]n) - Ht,mf(lan[zn]n” < C4||f~)r(z23€f||oo

B _
< s flloop([yrlns [2a]n)” < ()1 flloo (p(yr, 2)” +n77).
This yields immediately that

B

Pn ([?/k]na [Zn]n)

n

limsup Jy 5 = limsup | P f ([yeln) — P f([20]n)]

n—oo n—oo

< co(t) imsup || flloe (p(yks 20)” +177%) = cr(t)]| flloop(yn, 2)°
n—o0
According to [22, Theorem 4.14],

Tamie < ()| flloop(y, 2)°.
Combining all estimates with (4.24) and (4.23), we arrive at that

limsup | B, (P )(za) = P ()] < ol bl 2,

where ¢g(t) > 0 is independent of k. Note that k is arbitrary, letting £ — oo in the
last inequality, then we prove (4.22). In particular, according to [19, Lemma 2.7],
(4.22) implies that for every compact set K C F,
(4.25) lim sup sup | E,, (P, p" )f)(x) — PY f(z)| = 0.

n—oo xeK

Next, for any fi, fo € Co(F), 0 < s < ¢t < T and any sequence x, € V, with
lim, oz, =2 € F,

EC [f(X) (X)) = B9 [fi(XM) P fo(X )]

S
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= B [A(XI) B (X)) + B LX) (PR — Y (X))
= Jl,n + JZ,n-

Set g(2) = f1(2)PY  f2(2). Then g € C(F), due to the Cy-Feller property of the
process Y, see [22, Theorem 1.1|. Then, according to (4.22), we have

lim Ji, = lim P"g(a,) = P g(x) = EY [i(Y,) f2(Y0)].
On the other hand, for any t > 0, R > 2K and n large enough,

Jom < fillo sup  |Eu(BIL)(2) = PY fo(2))]
26 Br(0,R)

+ [ fillsoll follooPEY ( sup p(X{V,0) > R),
s€(0,t]
By (4.18) and (4.25), 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

Tim B [f,(X(™) (X)) = BY [[(Ya) (Y1)

Following the same arguments as above and using the induction procedure, we can
obtain from [29, Chapter 3; Proposition 4.4 and Theorem 7.8(b)| that any finite

dimensional distribution of ]P(;,? 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 [21, 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 [30] for discussions on the uniformly
elliptic case by using heat kernel estimates. Here, we will make use of the Holder
regularity of parabolic functions on large scale (Theorem 3.8). This is much weaker
than the approach used in [19, Proposition 2.8|, where the Holder regularity of
parabolic functions is assumed to be satisfied on the whole space.

5. RANDOM CONDUCTANCE MODEL: QUENCHED INVARIANCE PRINCIPLE

We will apply results from Section 4 to study the quenched invariance principle
for random conductance models.

5.1. Quenched invariance principle for stable-like processes on d-sets. Let
(F, p,m) be a metric measure space that satisfies assumption (MMS). By Lemma
4.1, we have a sequence of graphs with measure {(V},, p,, m,) : n > 1} that approx-
imate (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

(') forall z,y € F, C1p(x,y) < p(z,y) < Cyp(x,y) holds for some constants
0<C <Oy <oo. . ,

(i") for each z,y € F, i € {—1,1} and n € N, there are ), y") ¢ F
(we write n'z := 2") niy := ™) for notational simplicity) such that
plni, n'y) = nip(z, y). |

(ii) There exists 0 € V4 C F such that n'0 =0 for all i € {—1,1} and n € IN.
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(iii) V, =n" V) :={n"t2: 2 € V;}, F is a closure of U,>1V,.
(iv) m, = n~%p, with p, being the counting measure on V,.

Let {w,(w) : x,y € V1} be a sequence of random variables defined on a probabil-
ity space (,.7,P) such that w,,(w) = wy,(w) and w, ,(w) > 0 for all z # y € V.
):

Define wi«"g(w = Wpany(w). We consider the following class of Dirichlet forms
(n)
w _ 1 E 2 wm,y (CU) w

z,yeVn

T =A{f € L*(Vasmy) : Dy, (f, f) < oo}

Let X% be the strong Markov process on V; associated with (Dy.,.#{). Then, it
is easy to show that for a.s. w € Q, (DY, ,. %) generates a Markov process XM =
(Xt(")’w)go such that Xt(")’w — n ' X2 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.c.,

D=5 [ U - S e s midn), S € %

Fo={f € L*(F;m) : Do(f, f) < o0},

where a € (0,2), diag := {(z,y) € Fx F : 2z =y}, and ¢ : FFx F — (0,00)
is a symmetric continuous function such that 0 < ¢; < ¢(x,y) < 2 < oo for all
(z,y) € F'x F'\ diag and some constants ¢y, co. We suppose that assumption (Dir.)
holds. Let Y := ((Y})i=0, (PY).cr) be a a-stable-like process on F.

Remark 5.1. Obviously conditions (i') and (i”) in assumption (i) above hold true
for a bounded Lipschitz domain ¥ C RY. When FF = R? or I = ]Ri1 x R%, we
can take p = p, i.e., the geodesic (intrinsic) distance p itself on F' will enjoy the
nice property that p(n‘z,n'y) = np(x,y). For simplicity, in the arguments below
we assume that p(niz,n'y) = n'p(z,y) is satisfied for p; otherwise, we can express
Dirichlet forms (DY, ,.#%) and (Do, %) with p, wé”ﬁ (w) and ¢(z,y) replaced by p,

—(n x, d+a n _ . z, d+a
ol = %w&) and ¢(x,y) := ggx’z;dﬂ

the arguments below for p, wé"ﬁ (w) and ¢(z,y), we can still obtain the quenched

invariance principle for (X;’):o.

c(x,y), respectively. Hence, by applying

We next apply Theorem 4.5 to prove the quenched invariance principle for (X;*):>0o
under some assumptions on w,,. We first assume that the following holds.
Assumption (Den.)

(i) Blws,] = Ji(z,y) and Elw, ;] = Jo(x,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 K C F,
(5.1) lim | sup [ i(nfalu, nlyl) — ()| | =0,

n—oo :L',yEK

where [x],, € V,, is the element such that x € U,([z],).

Remark 5.2. Obviously when F' = R¢, it follows from (5.1) that for any z # y € R¢
and s # 0, ¢(z,y) = c¢(sx, sy), which implies that the limit process (Y;);>0 satisfies
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the scaling invariant property as follows
P, (<5Y;f€*“)t>o €A) = Py (<K€)t>0 € A)
for any z € R%, ¢ > 0 and A C 2([0, ); R?).

Fore >0,z € Vi, R,r >0, ¢p > 2 and a sequence of bounded functions {h, },>1
on V; x Vi, define

pi(r, R,e) = ]P( Z (wyy — Si(z, y))’ > 57’de),
z,y€Vi:p(0,2)<R,p(z,y)<r
p2<l’,7’,€) :IP< Z (wm,y_th(xvy)) >€Td>7
yEVip(z,y)<r
ey = h(@ )| o
ps(, 7€) ]P< Z (3; )d+a—2 r )
yeVip(a,y)<r T Y
* (wx, - Jl(x7 y)) «
pi(x,re) = IP( Z (Z; a1 ri- ) a € (0,1),
yeVipwpr LY
pa(z, 7, C0,6) = ]P( Z (wyy — Jo(z,y) ’ > 807’d>
yeViip(z,y)<cor
Ty J ) 2 —
p(x, R, hye) = ]P< > halzy) w ;’@ y)ld(fay))} > e(nr) 20‘).

yEBpR(0,nR)NVy:
p(z,y)2nr

Theorem 5.3. Suppose that assumption (Den.) holds, and that there exists a
constant 0 € (0,1) such that

(i) for any €9 and € small enough, any N large enough, and any sequence of
bounded function {hy,}n=1 on Vi x Vi with sup, -, ||hn |l < 00,

(5.2) ZZ})I(T, R, &) < o0

R=1 r=1

(5.3) Z Z Z pa(x, 7, 60) < 00

R=12eBr(0,6R)NV1 r=R? /2
and
(5.4) o> @ Ne by, go) < oo
n=1 zeBp(0,nN)NV;

(i) any g9 small enough,

(5.5) > Y ps(a R 20) < 0,

R=12zeBr(0,6R)NV1

as well as

(5.6) Z Z Z pa(, 7, Co,€0) < 00,

R=12zeBr(0,6R)NVL r=RY /2



RANDOM CONDUCTANCE MODELS WITH STABLE-LIKE JUMPS 41

for any fixed co = 0.
When « € (0,1), (5.5) can be replaced by

(5.7) Z Z pi(z, R? &y) < oo0.
R=12€Bp(0,6R)NV;

Then for P-a.s. w € Q, the quenched invariance principle holds for X% with the
limiting process Y .

Theorem 5.3 immediately follows from Theorem 4.5 and Lemmas 5.4 and 5.5
below.

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

Proof. Under (5.2), for any g3 > 0,

ilP( U {‘ Z (wyy — Jl(:c,y))‘ > 50rde})

R=1 r=1  zyeVi:p(0,2)<R,p(z,y)<r
co R
Z Z ]P() Z (wx,y — Ji(z, y))) > eorde>
R=1 r=1 z,y€Vi:p(0,2)< R,p(z,y)<r
co R
ZZpl r, R, e0) < 0.
R=1 r=1

Since € < Ji(z,y) < Cy for all z,y € V; and some positive constants C; and Cs,
by the Borel-Cantelli lemma, we know that, for P-a.s. w € €1, there exists a constant
Ry(w) > 1 such that for every R > Ry(w),

R < Z Wy y(w) < iR, V1< r<R,

z,y€Vi:p(0,2)<R,p(2,y)<r

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

_2d wmc,ny(w)
/rL e
Z p(l‘, y)d+a—2

z,y€Bp (0,N)NVn:0<p(z,y)<n
[log(nn)/log2]+1
<n —
plz,y)ro?
k=0 z,y€V1:p(0,2)<nN and 2k <p(x,y)<2k+1
[log(nn)/log 2]+1
—d+a—2 —k(d+a—2 Z
k=0 z,y€V1:p(0,2)<nN and 2k<p(x,y)<2k+1
[log(nn)/log2]+1
< C3n—d+a—2 E 2—k(d+a—2)2(k+1)d<nN>d < C4Nd?72_a.
k=0

This yields that (4.8) holds for P-a.s. w € €.
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According to (5.3), for every gy > 0 small enough,

Rf:l]P( U G {| > (ey—dy)|>=0})

r€Bp(0,6R)NVI r=R0/2  yeVi:p(z,y)<r

S S T s

R=1z€Bp(0,6R)NV1 r=RY/2 yeVip(z,y)<r

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

R=12€Bp(0,6R) r=R?/2

Hence, by the Borel-Cantelli lemma, we can find a constant R;(w) > 0 such that for
every R > Ri(w), € Bp(0,6R) and r > RY/2,

‘ Z (Way — J1(2,y))| < eor.

yeViip(z,y)<r

Due to the fact that 0 < C; < Ji(z,y) < Cy < oo for any =,y € V; again, we arrive
at that for all R > R;(w),

(5.8) csr? < Z w,, < cgr’, Va € Bp(0,6R), r > RY/2.
yeVi:p(z,y)<r
Therefore, by (5.8), for every n,j > 1 large enough such that 2nN > R;(w) and
Jj>N,
—2d Whg ny(W)

! 2 pla, y)te

2,y€BF (0,N)NVy:p(z,y) =5

<n Iy
pla,y)ite
2€V1:p(0,2)<nN yeVi:p(x,y)=nj

o0

—dt e
snm E E 27 M) § Wy (w)
2€V1:p(0,2)<NN e [log(nj)] yeVi:p(x,y)<2k+1
log 2
oo
z€V1:p(0,2)<nN | [log(nj
1:p(0,7) k_[ li(g;)}

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

Given f € Lip.(F), let
fnly) = f(n7x), nTle,nTly €V,
0, otherwise.

ho(z,y) = {

Applying (5.4) to h,(x,y) and using the Borel-Cantelli lemma, we know that for any
e and gy small enough, and N large enough, there exists a constant ng(w) > 0 (which
may depend on €y, e, N and f) such that for every n > ng(w) and = € Bp(0,nN),

Z (f(nfly) o f(nilx)) (w$7y(w) B Jl(xvy)) 2 < 60(”5)720{.

d+a
X
yEBr (0,nN)NV1:p(z,y)=ne p( ’ y)
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Then, for n large enough such that ne > (nN)?, we have

Y Y G syt )

d4a

T

$EBF(O,N)ﬂVn yEBR(0,N)NVp: p( 7y)
p(z,y)>e

mn(y)

2

_ 20 Z Z o (2.1) (Way(w) — Ji(z,y))

d
. pla,y)te
z€Bpr(0,nN)NVL \yeBpr(0,nN)NVi:p(z,y)>ne
< n—d+20’ E 80<n€)—2a < Cgng—QOég
2€BpR(0,nN)NVy

On the other hand, due to (5.1), we can verify that every fixed N > 0 and ¢ > 0,

lm -t Y < S (@) - 1) (J1(nx, ny) —c(x,y))mn(y))

d+a

n—o0 T

z€Br(0,N)NV, yEBER(0,N)NVp: p( a?/)
px,y)>e

Calfe ™ i Y (S ey~ c(ey)])

2€Bp(0,N)NV,, y€Bp(0,N)NVy:p(z,y)>e

< el flfZe ™ N lim {n_Qd Z (Ji(na, ny) — c(x, y))z} = 0.

z,y€Br(0,N)NV,

Combining two estimates above, we can obtain that (4.10) holds for P-a.s. w € Q
by first letting n — oo and then taking ¢y — 0.
Since (4.11) can been proved in the similar way, we omit it here. O

Lemma 5.5. Suppose that condition (5.3) and assumption (ii) in Theorem 5.3 hold.
Then, Assumption (Wea.) holds for P-a.s. w € Q.

Proof. By (5.5),

VR i )

t€Br(0,6R)NVI  yeViip(z,y)<R?

T R E St ar)

R=1z€Br(0,6R)NV1 yeVip(z,y)<R?

= Z Z ps(x, R ) < oo.

R=1z€Br(0,6R)NV;

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

We,y 0(2—a)
yeViip(z,y)<R?
Furthermore, using (5.8) and choosing € small enough and Ry(w) large enough, we

find that for every R > Ro(w),
(5.10) O Z Wyy < o’y Vr>RY/2 v € Brp(0,6R)N V.

yeVip(z,y)<r
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Combining this with (5.9), we see that for every R > Ry(w), z € Br(0,6CoR/n)NV,
and R/2 <r < 2R,

(d+a—2) wé"ﬁ
! 2 pla, y)te?
YyEVnp(z,y)<Car/n !
w [log(Car)/log2]+1
z,y —k(d4+a—2)
S > oz, y)dta-? T > 2 ( ) wl“’y)
yeViip(z,y)<R?/2 k=[log(R?/2)/ log 2] yeV:2k<p(x,y)<2k+1
[log(Car)/log 2]4+1

< 64(R0(2—04) I Z 2—k(a—2)) < er e,
k=[log(R?/2)/log 2]

Therefore, (4.14) holds for P-a.s. w € €.
Due to (5.10) again, we know that for every R > Rg(w), x € Br(0,6C3R/n) NV,
and r > RY/2,

(n) o0

—(d+a) Waz,y —k(d+a)
D S D N D
yeVn:p(x,y)>Cir/n k=[log(C17)/log 2] yeVi2k<p(z,y)<2k+1
< Co Z 27k(d+a)2d(k+l) < 077,_7017

k=[log(C1r)/log 2]

which implies that (4.17) is satisfied for P-a.s. w € Q.

Following the arguments above, and using (5.6) and the Borel-Cantelli lemma, we
can obtain that (4.15) holds for P-a.s. w € 2. On the other hand, when a € (0, 1), we
can use (5.7) to prove that (4.16) holds for P-a.s. w € Q. The proof is complete. [

5.2. Examples. As an application of Theorem 5.3, we consider two examples. One
is a lattice on a half/quarter space and the other is a fractal graph.

5.2.1. Lattice on a half/quarter space. Let di,ds € NU {0} and define V; = LL :=
Z% x Z%. Note that the scaling limit of L is F' := R% x R?%, which clearly satisfies
assumption (MMS). We can naturally construct a regular Dirichlet form (D, %)
satisfying assumption (Dir.). Let {w,, : =,y € L} be a sequence of independent
random variables.

Proposition 5.6. Let d := d; + dy > 4 — 2a. Suppose that {w, , : z,y € L} is a
sequence of independent random variables satisfying that

sup E[w?] < 0o and sup Elw, ] < oo
z,yell ’ z,yel ’

for p,q € Z, with
p>max{(d+2)/d (d+1)/22— )}, ¢>(d+2)/d.

If moreover (5.1) 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
ford > 2 —2a«a, if

p>max{(d+1)/(2(1 —a)),(d+2)/d}, q>(d+2)/d.
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Proof. According to Theorem 5.3, it suffices to verify (5.2) — (5.7). Recall that, for
any independent sequence {&, : n > 1} such that E[¢,] = 0 and sup,, E[|&,|*] < oo
for some p € Z, it holds for every N > 1 that

ED ﬁ:fi’ﬂ < a(p)N?,

where ¢;(p) is a constant independent of N. Then, for every ¢g > 0, R, r > 0,
co = 2, n > 1 and a subsequence of bounded measurable function h,, on I x IL such
that sup,,~; ||hn|s < 00,

2p:|

pl (Ta R7 50) < EO_QPR_deT_deE H Z (wx,y - E[ww7y])

zyeLife|<R,Jy—c|<r

< c(go)r PARTPY

pal, 7, £0) < £5Pr 2, H Z (wyy — Elwyy))

yeL:|y—z|<r

pale,70,20) <& (| S (wy) — Eluw;})

yeL:|ly—z|<cor

P (@, N, &, by, 20) < calo, €, SUp || B oo )02

n>1

2p

Wy — Elw, ]
x T D~ ]
Z |.T _ y‘dJra

yEL:ly—z|>ne |ly|l<nN

< 320, N, &, 5up [ oo 2P 20(04)
n>1

= ¢5(e0, N, &, sup ||hn||oo)n_pd.

n>1

In the following, we fix x € L. Let

2p
Sp(i) == E Z - dta—2
yeL:|y—az|<2? v =yl
4 2p

g C6E Z 2j(27d7a) Z (w:v,y - Jl (SL’, y))

| | /=0 yeL:2i 1 <|y—x|<27

i 2p
= F || Y a(DEG)| |
j=1
where a(j) = 2/~ and £(j) = ZyelL 1< |y—x| <20 (wmy Efw,, y]) Noting that

E[(7)] = 0 and E[|£() )|2p] < ¢;27% for all j > 1, by the independent property of
{wa (W)},

sup S1(7) < cgsup (Z N2 E[¢ ) 0822] (4=d=20)

i>1 =1
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where the last step is due to the fact d > 4 — 2a. Suppose that sup;.; k(i) < oo
for every 0 < k < p. Then

Suaa) = S =1 = Y (M) al B S0 - 1)

=1
<co(k)( sup  j(i))2it),

0<j<k,iz1

which implies

sup Sg41(7) < c10(k) Z gild—d—20) _ oo

i>1
- r=1
So, by induction, we arrive at that sup;.; S,(i) < co. Hence, for every z € L,
ps(z, R,€0) < cole0) R,

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

that
d+1+0 d+1 d+1-+86

d -
p>max{ do ’20(2—a)} A

also thanks to the condition that d > 4 — 2a again. Then, according to all the
estimates above, we know immediately that (5.2) — (5.6) hold for this # € (0,1)
and every sufficiently small gy > 0.

Suppose that o € (0,1). If d > 2 — 2a,

p>max{(d+1)/(2(1—a)),(d+2)/d}
and ¢ > (d + 2)/d, then we can choose 6 € (0,1) (close to 1) such that
d+14+6 d+1 d+1+6
p>max{ 70 ’20(1—&)} dq>T.

Following the argument above, we can prove that (5.2) — (5.4), (5.6) and (5.7) are
satisfied. Then, the desired assertion follows from Theorem 5.3 again. The proof is
complete. 0

Theorem 1.1 is a direct consequence of Proposition 5.6, since (5.1) holds trivially
in this setting.

5.2.2. 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 ' C R? be a closed set such that

ar® <m(Br(z,r) < cor?, YaeF, r>0
and

Cl‘l’—y|<pp<l’7y)<C2‘l’—y|7 vvaJEFa
where

pﬂ%@?ﬂﬁ{éI%$W&7€CMQ%F%%®=L%D=y}

is the intrinsic metric on F, m is the Lebesgue measure, and Bp(z,r) is the ball
with respect to pp. For = (21, -+ ,24) € n 177, set

Un(z) = H?Zl[:pi —(2n) 2+ (2n)7Y).
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Note that when F is the closure of a bounded Lipschitz domain, V,, := {n"1Z¢NF :
U,(z) C F} satisfies the properties given in Lemma 4.1. Suppose that {w, , :
x,y € Z9} 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 = nleXéf holds in general in this setting.
(However, we can verify that X = n=1X"2 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.

5.2.3. 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 subsec-
tion 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) € R, and for 1 < i < N, ¢; be the unit vector in
RY whose i-th element is 1. Set Fj(z) = (v — ¢;)/2 + ¢; for 0 < i < N. Then,
there exists the unique non-void compact set such that K = UY F;(K); K is called
the N-dimensional Sierpinski gasket. Set F':= U2 2" K, which is the unbounded
Sierpinski gasket. Let

[e'S) N
‘/’1: U 2m( U Fl.lo...oFZ.m<{eO’... 76N})>7 Vn:2—n+1‘/1.
m=0 i1,y im=0

(Hence, n~! in the definition of V,, in the previous subsection is now 27"*1.) The

closure of U,,,»1V},, is F. F satisfies assumption (MMS) with d = log(N + 1)/ log 2.
We can naturally construct a regular stable-like Dirichlet form satisfying assumption
(Dir.). Let {w,, : z,y € Vi} be a sequence of independent random variables. Then
we have Proposition 5.6 with the same proof in this case as well.
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