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Large deviations for intersection measures of some Markov processes

Takahiro Mori*

Abstract

Consider an intersection measure £}> of p independent (possibly different) m-symmetric Hunt processes
up to time ¢ in a metric measure space E with a Radon measure m.

We derive a Donsker-Varadhan type large deviation principle for the normalized intersection measure
t7P¢!8 on the set of finite measures on E as t — oo, under the condition that ¢ is smaller than life times of
all processes.

This extends earlier work by W. Konig and C. Mukherjee [KMT3], in which the large deviation principle
was established for the intersection measure of p independent N-dimensional Brownian motions before exiting
some bounded open set D C RY.

We also obtain the asymptotic behaviour of logarithmic moment generating function, which is related to
the results of X. Chen and J. Rosen [CR05] on the intersection measure of independent Brownian motions
or stable processes.

Our results rely on assumptions about the heat kernels and the 1-order resolvents of the processes, hence
include rich examples. For example, the assumptions hold for p € Z with 2 < p < p. when the processes
enjoy (sub-)Gaussian type or jump type heat kernel estimates, where p. is determined by the Hausdorff
dimension of E and the so-called walk dimensions of the processes.
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1 Introduction and main results

1.1 Introduction

Let p be an integer grater than or equal to 2, E be a locally compact, separable metric space
and m be a Radon measure on E with supp[m] = E. Let XM, ... X® bhe p independent

irreducible Hunt processes on E, with life times ¢V, ---  (®) respectively. We do not require
that all XM ... X® have the same law. For each ¢ > 0, under the condition that all life
times (M), -+ (® are less than ¢, the intersection measure (15 is formally written as

P
(S(A)«=" / [/ H5$(X(i)(s,~))dsl ---ds,|m(dx) for A C E Borel. (1.1)
AlJpge 7

Here and in the following, the superscript “IS” means “InterSection”.

The intersection measure is firstly introduced by Le Gall [LG92], when the processes are
independent Brownian motions. The large deviation result for the intersection measures are
obtained by Konig and Mukherjee [KM13], for the case of independent Brownian motions before
exiting a bounded domain D C RY with a smooth boundary with N — p(N —2) > 0. This is
roughly written as an asymptotic behavior of the conditional probability

1«1 1 u
i=1

as t — 00. (See Definition for a precise definition of the large deviation principle.) Here ef)
and 7 are the occupation measure and the exit time from D of independent Brownian motion
X® respectively, and p = (5 iy, -+, ) € My(D) x (My(D))P, a tuple of a finite measure
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and p probability measures on D, is of the form ; = 4/ Zﬁffi € H}(D) and 3—7‘; =11, 2%7 where

H}(D) is the Sobolev space with zero boundary condition in D.

The aim of this paper is to prove Theorem [[L7, in which we extend such large deviation
results ([2)) for intersection measures to general Markov processes on metric measure spaces,
replacing Hj (D) and ||V - ||2, by Dirichlet forms (F®,£@) and replacing 79 by the life times
¢ of the corresponding Hunt processes X . Main tools of such generalization are Dirichlet
form techniques (see [FOTT1I] for instance).

The asymptotics of the logarithmic moment generating function
1
tlim i log Elexp{0¢}5(E)'/?}]  for 6 >0 (1.3)
— 00

is calculated in [Che04] for the case of independent Brownian motions, and in [CRO5] for the
case of independent stable processes. In these papers, they point out that the limit in (I3 is
related to the best constants of the Gagliardo-Nirenberg type interpolation inequalities. Our
second result is to obtain the logarithmic moment generating functions of intersection measures
for more general processes. In Proposition[[L§ we calculate a limit similar to (L3]) and represent
it as a variational formula.

We emphasise that, so far, the analysis of the intersection measure is limited to the cases
that the processes are independent Brownian motions or stable processes.

In the next Section [LL.2 we introduce our assumptions and give some examples in Section
L3l In Section [[L4] we introduce some notations about intersection measures, and we state our
main results on large deviations in the following Section In Section Bl we give basic lemmas
and calculations, used in the proof of our main results. From Section [B to Section [0, we will
prove our main results, respectively. In Section [, we will check the examples in Section
satisfy the assumptions.

This paper is based on the author’s master thesis (unpublished, available only at Kyoto
university).

1.2 Assumptions

Let p be an integer with p > 2. Let X be an irreducible m-symmetric Hunt process on F,
with life time (. Let p;(z,dy), t > 0 be its transition probability and {T;} = {7} : t > 0}
be the associated strongly continuous contraction semigroup of symmetric, Markovian linear
operators on L*(E;m). Let Ry be the 1-order resolvent of {T;}. By the Markovian property of
{T;}, Ry can be considered as an operator on L>®(E;m).

We now make six assumptions on X:

(A1) X has the following tightness property:

for all € > 0, there exists a compact set K such that sup Ry1ge(z) <e. (1.4)
el

(A2) Foreacht > 0and z € E, the measure p;(z,dy) on E is absolutely continuous with respect
to m(dy), and its density p;(-,-) is continuous and uniformly bounded on £ x E.

(A2’) Foreacht > 0and z € F, the measure p;(z, dy) on E is absolutely continuous with respect
to m(dy), and its density p(-, ) is uniformly continuous and uniformly bounded on £ x E.

(A3) There exist p > 0, t, > 0 and C' > 0 such that

Clt P2 < /pt(a:,:c)m(dx) < CtP? for all t € (0, 1. (1.5)
E



(A4) There exist p € (2,-2%), C > 0 and t, > 0 such that

' p
T3/l 1s0e < CEH2 for all t € (0, ). (1.6)
Here || - |1 500 is the operator norm from L'(E;m) to L°(E;m).
(A5) X satisfies
sup/ Ry(x,y)Pm(dy) < oo (1.7)
z€FE JE
and
limsup [ Bys(e.g)midy) =0, (1.8)
N0 zeE JE
where

00 )
m@w:/'em@ww &Anwz/e%Mth%mweE
0 0

We say that X satisfies Assumption (A) if X satisfies (A1), (A2), (A3), (A4) and (A5). We
say that X satisfies Assumption (A’) if X satisfies (A1), (A2’), (A3), (A4) and (A5). When

we need to clarify constants, we denote the above assumptions as (A3; p, to, C'), (A4; u,ty, C),
(A; P 1, Lo, C) and (A,; Py 1, Lo, C)

Remark 1.1.
i) When FE' is compact, clearly (A2) and (A2’) are equivalent.

ii) If m(E) < oo, the ultra-contractivity (A4) implies the tightness (Al); see [TTTI7] for
example.

iii) In the proof of [CR05, Theorem7], Chen and Rosen used a stronger condition than (A2’),
namely the global Lipschitz continuity of p;(-,-).

iv) [BBCK09, Theorem 3.1] says that the ultra-contractivity (A4) implies the existence of the
bounded and continuous density on £\ N, where N is a properly exceptional set.

1.3 Examples

Let (E, d) be a locally compact, separable, bounded and connected metric space. For simplicity,
suppose sup{d(z,y) : x,y € E} = 1. Let m be a finite measure on F with supp(m|] = E and X
be an m-symmetric Hunt process on E with the transition density p(-,-).

In view of the proof of [FOTII, Exercise 4.6.3], the connectivity of F and the absolute
continuity of p; imply the irreducibility of X.

Suppose that there exist positive constants tg, c1,-- - , ¢4, df and dy, such that the following

(C9), (CIO) and either (LIT]) or (ILI2) hold:

e The uniformly volume growth condition:

crlr <m(B(z,r)) <er® forallz € Eand 0 <r < 1. (1.9)
e The on-diagonal heat kernel lower bound estimate:
ot~/ < p(x,x) forall z € E and t < t. (1.10)

e The (sub-)Gaussian type heat kernel upper bound estimate:

d(x, y)™
pe(x,y) < cat /A exp {—04 (M

1/(dw—1)
" ) } for all z,y € E and t < 1.

(1.11)



e The jump-type heat kernel upper bound estimate:

¢
pi(z,y) <cs {t‘df/dw A

W} for all x,y € E and t < t,. (1.12)
z,y w

Then, as we will see in Section [, Assumption (A) holds if
ds — p(ds — 2) > 0,

where ds := 2d;/d,, is the so-called spectral dimension. Many processes satisfy the above
conditions. Here are some examples.

1. Let E be the closure of a bounded Lipschitz domain D C RY with N = 2 or 3, i.e., there
exist positive constants R and A such that, for every z € 0D, there exists a Lipschiz
function 1, : R¥~1 — R such that Lip(x.) < A and B(z, R) N D is represented as a part
of the graph of ¥,. Let X be the reflecting Brownian motion on F, i.e., a Hunt process on
E with the Dirichlet form

F=WY(E), g(f’f):/|Vf|2dm for f € F,
E

where W12(E) is the Sobolev space on E. Then (L9), (II0) and (III) hold with df = N
and dy, = 2. For details, see [GSCI1], Theorem 3.10] for instance.

2. Let E be a compact complete Riemannian manifold (M, g) with the dimension N and the
nonnegative Ricci curvature, and m be the volume measure of (M, g). Also let X be the
Brownian motion on (M, g), i.e. a Hunt process on E with the Dirichlet form

J—_-:WLQ(M)’ 5(f’f):/|Vf|2dm for f € F,
E

where W12(M) is the Sobolev space on (M, g). Then (LI), (II0) and (LII) hold with
df = N and d, = 2. See [LY80] for details.

3. Let (E,d,m) be a compact RCD*(K,N) space with K € R and N € [l,00), which
generalizes the notations that “the Ricci curvature being bounded from below by K” and
“the dimension being bounded from above by N”. (For precise definitions, see [AGS14]
for instance.) Suppose (LI) holds with df = N and X is the Brownian motion on F, i.e.
a Hunt process on F with the Dirichlet form

E(f, f) = %inf{liminf/ IV fil?dm : f; € Lip(E), f; — f in LZ(E%m)}’
J]—00 E
F={feLl*E;m): &, f) <o},

\Vf]|(a:) — limsup |f(l‘) — f(y)|
yoogre  A(T,Y)
is the local Lipschitz constant of f;. Then (L)), (II0) and (CII) hold with df = N and
dy = 2. See [JLZI16] for details.

4. Let E C R? be the compact Sierpinski gasket, d be the Euclidean distance, and m be the
Hausdorff measure H* of F with o = log3/log2. Also let X be the Brownian motion
on E. Then (L9), (II0) and (LIl hold with d; = log3/log2 and d,, = log5/log2. See
[BP8S§] for details, and see [Bar98] for other diffusions on fractals.

where

forz ¢ F

5. Let £ C RY be a bounded C*! open subset, i.e., there exist positive constants R and
A such that, for every z € OF, there exists a C'-function ¢, : R¥"! — R such that
|11, ]l0 <A, Lip(Ve,) < A and B(z, R) N JF is represented as a part of the graph of 1,.



For 0 < a <2, let X is a symmetric a-stable process before exiting £. Then (L9), (LI0)

and (LI2) hold with d = N and d,, = . See [CKS14] and [Zha(2] for details.

6. Let £ C RY be a compact set and suppose m satisfies (L) with d; > 0. For a € (0,2)
and a measurable function ¢ : E x F — R such that

0< M <clr,y)=cly,z) <M < oo form-ae. z,y€E,

we can define the regular Dirichlet form

F = {u € L*(E;m); /ExE (u|(;)_;‘ljv(ﬂ)2m(dx)m(dy) < OO} :

v [ e —u) @ =)
£%(u, v) ._/FXF —he (dz)m(dy) for u,v € F°.

An associated Hunt process X is called a stable-like process on F, and it satisfies ([L.I0)
and (LI2) with df = N and dy, = a. See [CK03] for details.

Remark 1.2.
i) When FE is unbounded, some assumptions are not trivial. For example, Brownian motion

on entire space RY does not satisfy Assumption (A3).

ii) In example 2 and 3, we cannot relax the compactness of E. Indeed, on RCD*(K,N),
Assumption (A3) implies the compactness of E. See [JLZI6, Theorem 3.1].

1.4 Intersection measures

Before stating our main results about large deviation principles, we introduce some definitions
and notations about intersection measures.
Let XM ... X® be independent m-symmetric Hunt processes, starting at a:(()l), e ,x(()p ) e

E with the life times ¢V, .- () respectively. Suppose each X has the transition density
pgi)(-, -).  Fix their starting points xy = (x(()l), e ,:L‘ép)) € EP. The normalized probability
measure f"t up to time ¢ > 0 is defined by

F{t<(WAa---A¢PY)

Pt < (WA~ ACP)
The occupation measure E,Ei’ of X® up to time ¢ > 0 is defined by
. t .
4(A) = / 14(XD(s))ds
0

for A C E, on the event {t < (®}. Note that ¢t~ is in M;(E), the set of probability

measures on F. For each ¢ > 0, the approximated occupation measure Eg of X up to t is
defined by

for ' C Q.

Py(F) := P(

= [ | [ (XO(s), s | ()

for A C E, on the event {t < (}. Note that t_lég is in M < (FE), the set of sub-probability
measures on F.

Definition 1.3. For each ¢ > 0, the approximated (mutual) intersection measure (L, of
XM ... X® up to t is defined by

p
(5,(A) = /A [ /[0 ] Hp?)(X(”(Si),x)dsl~-~d8p] m(dz)
P =1

for A C E, on the event {t < (W A .- AP}



Note that £, is in M(E), the set of finite measures on £ equipped with the vague topology.

Definition 1.4. Fix ¢ > 0. If the family of random measures {¢% e > 0} C M(E) converges
in distribution as ¢ — 0 with respect to the probability measure IP’t, we write the limit as ¢/
and call it the (mutual) intersection measure of X ... X® up to ¢.

As in ([ILT)), the intersection measure Eis can be formally written as

(S(A / [ /0 N H5 (XD (s;))dsy - - - dsp, | m(dx)

for A C E, on the event {t < (W A--- A (P}, Here §, is the Dirac delta function at x. For
the case of Brownian motion, there are several ways of constructing the intersection measure.
See [LG92] and [KMO02] for example. The following proposition ensures that the intersection
measure also exists in our setting. We will prove this in Section

Proposition 1.5 (Existence of the mutual intersection measure). Suppose each X @ satisfies
D) of Assumption (A5) and let t > 0. Then, there exists a random measure (&> € M;(E)
such that, in the vague topology of M (E),

fﬁ: — (5 in distribution, ase — 0

with respect to the probability measure fﬁ’t.
Furthermore, for all f € CL(E) and all integer k > 1, it holds that

(F05) — (£, 08)  in LF(P,), ase— 0. (1.13)

1.5 Main results: Large deviations

We first recall a definition of the large deviation principle. Let X be a topological space and
{P;};~0 be a family of probability measures on a common sample space.

Definition 1.6 ([DZ98], Section 1.2).

- A function [ : X — [0, 00] is said to be a rate function (resp. a good rate function) if the
set 1710, ] is closed (resp. compact) for all a > 0.

- We say that a family of X'-valued random variables {Z,} satisfies the large deviation
principle (LDP in abbreviation) as ¢ — oo with probabilities {IP;}, scale ¢ and a rate
function I if, for all Borel sets I' C A, it holds that

1
— inf I(x) <lim inf log Py(Z, € T) < limsup — log Pi(Z, € ') < —inf I(x).

reint(T") t—o0 t—00 z€l

Let X . X (") be as in Section [[4] and suppose each X has the associated regular
Dirichlet form (5 ), FO).

We introduce some notations about large deviation rate functions. The bottom of the
spectrum A of X is defined by

AW mf{sﬁ (Y, ) : e f@,/ Vidm = 1}.
E

We define the function I® : M, (E) — [0, 00] by

j d
](i)(u) = g(l)@pﬂ/}) if ¢ = ’uef‘(l

00 othervvlse



for ;1 € My(E), and define the function J® : My (E) — [0,00] by JO := I® — A We define
the function J : M¢(E) x (M;(E))? — [0, 00| by

? du; P dp; dp
JO () if ap; = " F9 and L=
%) otherwise

for (p; pa, -+ pp) € My(E) X (My(E))P.

We now state the main theorem of this paper. We will prove it in Section [

Theorem 1.7 (Large deviation principle). Suppose each X satisfies Assumption (A). Then
the tuple

1 1 1
<t—pe18; ;eg”, - ,gegf’)) € M(E) x (My(E))

satisfies the LDP as t — oo, with probability ﬁ’t, scale t and the good rate function J.

Note that each occupation measure t’lé,gi) satisfies the LDP as t — oo with probability Iﬁ’t,
scale t and the good rage function J@ (see Section [). It can be regarded as a special case
p = 1 of the above theorem.

For the proof the main theorem, Proposition plays an important role. This proposition
roughly says that the approximated intersection measure Eft is a “good” approximation of the
intersection measure /%5,

Our second result is another application of Proposition 3] which is an extension of [CR05,
Theorem 1] in some sense. We will prove this in Section [G

Proposition 1.8 (Asymptotics of the moment generating function). Suppose each X @ satisfies
Assumption (A'; p@, u® ty, C). Let h € By(E) be nonnegative and compactly supported. Then,
for any 6 > 0, it holds that

1. =~ 1< 1/ , ‘
lim ~log B, exp {6(4°, )P} =—3 " sup {0( [ ham) " - peO ) + pAi”}.
tooo t P I weF O Jlglla=1 E

Chen and Rosen consider the stable processes on RY and show this formula by using the
Fourier transformation method, but we use Proposition instead. Compare our Lemma

and [CRO5, Theorem 6.

2 Preliminaries

Before proving main results, we state some basic facts and give some easy calculations.

2.1 Lemmas for our assumptions

The following lemma is obtained from our assumptions, which forms some sufficient conditions
for our main results.
Lemma 2.1.

1. Assume Assumption (A2). Then (L3) implies that the following eigenfunction expansion
of the heat kernel; there exist L?-normalized and essentially bounded 1), and nonnegative
A\ T 00 such that, Ty, = e~ for allt >0, n > 1 and

pe(z,y) = Z e M (x)n(y)  for all t >0, (2.1)



where the convergence is L? and locally uniformly in E x E.
Furthermore, there exist an integer N > 1 and a positive constant C' such that
[tnlloe < CX/2 and C~ 0P < N, < Cn'?  for alln > N. (2.2)
Here p is the constant as in (LH).

2. ([LG) implies that, for all 6 > 0 there exists Cs > 0 such that

1F13 < CsllfII3 + 0E(f, f)  for all f € F. (2.3)
3. The first inequality (L1) in Assumption (A5) implies that the mappings
(Fo - lley) = L*(Eym), LP(E;m) (2.4)

are compact embeddings.
Furthermore, under ([L6)), the mappings
(Fo Al lley) = L*(Eym), L*(E;m) (2.5)

are compact embeddings.

Proof. For (1)), see [Dav07, Theorem 7.2.5]. For (Z2)), see [dHS85]. For (23)), use [CKS87,
U

Theorem 2.16] and Holder’s inequality.
Remark 2.2. Assume Assumption (A2). In the proof of Proposition and Theorem [[.7], we

only use ([4), (L7), (CI), @I, 2), 3) and Z3H).

2.2 Basic facts and calculations

2.2.1 Basics on large deviations

We recall basic definitions and facts on large deviations. In this subsection, let (X', d) be
a separable metric space, ) be a Hausdorff topological space, {(€2, B,P;)}i~0 be a family of
probability spaces. We also let {Z;}i~o and {Z;,,}i>0, m = 1,2,... be families of X-valued
random variables.

Theorem 2.3 (Contraction principle, [DZ98, Theorem 4.2.1]). Let f : X — Y be a continuous
function. Consider {Z;} satisfies the LDP as t — oo with probabilities {P;}, scale t and a good
rate function I. Then, {f(Z;)} satisfies the LDP as t — oo with probabilities {P;}, scale t and
the good rate function

I(y):= inf I(x) forye).
z€f~1(y)
Definition 2.4 ([DZ98|, Definition 4.2.14). We say that {Z; ,, };,m = 1,2, ... are exponentially
good approximations of {Z;}; with respect to probability measures {IP;} if, for every 6 > 0,
1

lim lim sup —log Py(d(Z; m, Z¢) > §) = —o0.

m—oo 00 t ’
Theorem 2.5 ([DZ98], Theorem 4.2.16). Suppose that for every m, {Z; ,}+ satisfies the LDP
as t — oo with probabilities {P;}, scale t and a good rate function I,,, and that {Z;,}, m =
1,2,... are exponentially good approximations of {Z;}; with respect to probability measures
{P;}. Assume that the function

I(z) :=supliminf inf I,(z) forzeX

6>0 M0 z€B(w;0)

s a good rate function, and assume that for every closed set F' C X, it holds that

inf I(z) < limsup inﬁ L, (z).
e

reF m—00



Then {Z;} satisfies the LDP ast — oo with probabilities {P;}, scale t and the good rate function
1.

Lemma 2.6 (Varadhan’s integral lemma, [DZ98, Theorem 4.3.1}). Let ¢ : X — R be a contin-
uous function. Suppose {Z;} satisfies the LDP as t — oo with probabilities {P;}, scale t and a
good rate function I. If

1
lim sup ; log B, [e7%Y)] < o0

t—o00

for some v > 1, then it holds that

1
lim = log E,[e"")] = sup{p(z) — I(z)}.
t—oo t zeX

2.2.2 Large deviation principles for occupation measures

We recall large deviation principles for the occupation measures of m-symmetric Hunt processes,
proved in [FOTTI], Section 6.3, and we make some remarks about it.

Let F be alocally compact, second countable Hausdorff space, m be a o-finite Radon measure
on E with supp|m| = E and X be an m-symmetric Hunt process on E with the associated

regular Dirichlet form (F,&) on L2(E;m). Let ¢, P;, J be introduced in Section @ and omit
index ). We site the large deviation principle for the occupation measure ¢, of X:

Theorem 2.7 ([FOT11], Theorem 6.4.6). Suppose
L. (Irreducibility) X is irreducible,
II. (Resolvent strong Feller property) Ry (By(E)) C Cy(E) and
II. (Tightness) for all € > 0, there exists a compact set K such that sup,cp Rilge(z) <e.

Then U, satisfies the LDP as t — oo with probability Iﬁ’b scale t and the good rage function J.

This large deviation principle can be regarded as p = 1 version of Theorem [[.7]

Remark 2.8.
In view of Section 6.1-6.4 in [FOTII], The resolvent strong Feller property is used for
deriving the following two properties:

1. (page 347) R, (x,-) is absolutely continuous with respect to m for each &« > 0 and z € F.

2. (page 348) For any function ¢ € D*(A) and for all x € E, ¢(x) > 0, where
DH(A) == {Rof :a>0,f € L*(E;m)NC, (E) and f # 0}.

Property 1 easily follows from our assumption (A2). Property 2 holds when R, f is lower
semicontinuous for all nonnegative Borel function f, and indeed this follows from our assump-
tion (A2) and Fatou’s lemma.

2.2.3 Extension of the L? operator

Let E be a locally compact, second countable Hausdorff space and m be a o-finite Radon
measure on F.
The aim of this subsection is to show the following two propositions:

Proposition 2.9. Let T be a symmetric, Markovian contraction linear operator on L*(E;m).
Then, for all p € [1,00), T can be extended to a bounded linear operator on LP(E;m) with
T[], < 1.



Proposition 2.10. Let {T;} be a Cy-semigroup of symmetric, Markovian contraction linear
operators on L?(E;m). Then, for all p € (1,00), {T}} can be extended to a contraction Cy-
semigroup on LP(E;m).

The next lemma will be used in the proof of these propositions.

Lemma 2.11. Let T be a positivity preserving linear operator on L*(E;m), let p,q € [1, 0]
withp™ +q ' =1andlet 0 < f € LP(E;m), 0 < g € LY(E;m). Then it holds that

T(fg)(x) < (T[f)(2))"*(Tlg")(x))/*  for m-a.e. x € E.

Proof. We follow the proof of [EFHNI5, Theorem 7.24].
Since T : L' — L' is positivity preserving, the inequality

1
ab<—a—+ —b%s?  for all a,b> 0 and s >0

pstq
implies that, there exists N C E such that m(N) = 0 and

17[fP 1
T(fgl(x) < —M + —T[g%(x)s? forallz € E\ N and s € Q with s > 0.
p s q
: T[] | . : .
For each z € £\ N, letting s — (T[gq] (x)) and obtain the desired conclusion. 0

Proof of Proposition[2.d. First, we extend the operator T" on L? to a bounded operator on L?,
p € [1,00]. The following arguments in Step 1 and 2 are based on those in Section 4.1 of [FT08]:
Step 1 (Extension to a L™ operator).

Take n € L*(E;m) such that n > 0 m-a.e. and define 7, := (nn) A1l. We extend the operator
T on L?(E;m) N L>*(E;m) to an operator on L>(E;m) by

{Tf = limy, 00 T'(f1n) for f e LT(E;m),
Tf:=Tf"*-Tf" for f € L*®(FE;m).
Here LE(E;m) = {f € L*(E;m) : f > 0m-a.e.} and f*:= fVvO0, f~ = (—f)Vv0. This
extension is well-defined due to the Markov property
0<Tf<1m-ae.,forall fc L*(E;m) with 0 < f <1 m-a.e.

of T', and is unique under the relation
/f Tg)dm = /(Tf)gdm for all f € L'(E;m) N L>(E;m) and g € L®(E;m).

Step 2 (Extension to a L' operator).

Since Ll(E m) N L®(E;m) is dense in L'(E;m), we can also extend the operator T on
LY (E;m) N L*(E;m) to an operator on L'(E;m). It is easy to see that T : L'(E;m) —
LY(E;m) is positivity preserving, Markovian and contractive. By the Markov property of T
we can also see the following,

/f(Tg)dm = /(Tf)gdm for all f € L'(E;m) and g € L*®(E;m).

Step 3 (Extension to a L” operator).
By the Marcinkiewicz interpolation theorem, we can extend 7" to a bounded linear operator
on LP(E;m), for any p € (1, 00).

Next we show that the contraction property ||T|,—, < 1. Let f € LP(E;m) and take E,
such that m(E,) < oo, E, T E. By Lemma 2TI1] and the properties of the L' operator T', we
have

(T[f1g, ()" <(T[f e, )(2))"

10



<T(|fP)(x)(T[1, )(x)P* < T fIP)(x)
for a.e. x € E. Taking integral and using the L!-contractivity of T, we have
171 e Ml < NTTT < WA
Letting n — oo, the dominate convergence theorem concludes ||T'[f]|l, < || f]l,- O

Proof of Proposition 210 By Proposition 2.9 we have already seen that each T; can be ex-
tended to a contraction operator on LP(FE;m), and hence it is sufficient to show the continuity
in LP with respect to t.

Fix p € (1,00), f € LP(E;m) and € > 0. Since E is a Lusin space, LP(E;m) N Cy(E) is
dense in LP(FE;m). Hence we can choose f. € L'(E;m) N L=(E;m) such that ||f — f.|, < e.
Write

2p  when p > 2,
= {1 when p < 2,
and take 6 € (0, 1] such that g + 1;—9 = %. Then by Holder’s inequality and Proposition 229, we
have
If = Tefllp <If = fellp + 1fe = Tofelly + 1 Tefe — Tefllp
<2 f = fellp + 1 fe = TfllSN fe = Tofelly™®
<2 + || fo = L5211 fellg)

and hence limsup, ,, ||f — T3 f||, < 2¢. Since ¢ > 0 can be chosen arbitrary, we conclude
limo [ f = T2 f|l, = 0. u

2.2.4 Permutated tensor product

In this subsection, we introduce a permutated tensor product of linear operators and discuss
about them. Using this notation, we can simplify our proof of the main results.

Let &, be the symmetric group of degree k. For bounded linear operators 71, ,7T on
L?*(E;m) and for o € &, define two operators T} @ --- ®@ Ty and T} @ - - - @ Ty, on L2(E*; m®*)

by
T @ T @ ®gk) =Tigh @ -+ ® Thgs,
71 ® o R Ti)(1 @ - @ gr) =T190(1) @ -+ @ TiGo k)

for g1,...,gx € L*(E;m). We say the operator T} @ - - - @ T}, the permutated tensor product of

Ty, -+, T with respect to o.
In particular, for two bounded linear operators S, T on L*(E;m) and m < k, we have

(Is*m @ T*6-)(gr @ -+ 0 g1) ) (w0, 20)
:Sga(l) (xl) T Sga(m) (xm) . Tga(m-l—l) (xm-l—l) te Tga(k) (xk)
=U191(T5-1(1)) - Urgr(To-1(a))
=([h®@ - QU(91® - @ gr)) (To=1(1), "+ » To—1(k))5
for g1,...,gx € L*(E;m), where

U S when o71(j) < m,
7T when o7 (j) > m + 1,

11



and hence, for F' € L*(E*; m®*),
([S®m ®T®(kfm)]F> (@1, ax) = ([U1 @ @ UL F) (Zomr1), > Tomr(i)-

Furthermore, if S and 7" have kernels s and ¢ respectively, then by writing the kernel of U;
as u;, we have

([S(X)m ®T®(k—m)]F> (@1, 7)) = (U1 ® -+ @ U F) (g1, -+ T (i)

:/E H Ui(%*l(i), yi)F(yl, s ,yk)m(dyl) .. 'm(dyk)

. =1
m k
- /k H 8(.77@', ya(z)> H t(‘rla ya(i))F<y17 e 7yk)m(dy1> T m(dyk)
EY i1 i=m+1

2.2.5 Lemmas about nonnegative integer valued measures

In this subsection, we state some basic facts about nonnegative integer valued measures. From
now on, denote Zsq (resp. Z-q) as the set of nonnegative (resp. positive) integers.

The following lemma is used in the computation which yields (5.23)) in Section

Lemma 2.12. Let X be a finite set , ™ be a Z>o-valued measure on X and [ : Z>o X Z>o — R.
Write

~ p 1S a Z>o-valued measure on X }

Mer = {p © with p(x) < w(x) forallz e X

Then, it holds that
m(x)

Y I rr@)p@) =TI D fr(a).s).

pEM<; zEX zeX s=0

Proof. We have

S [ i@y =3 [ /@), s.)

pEM<r zEX {sa}ocx; TEX
0<sy<m(x)
for all zeX
m(x)
=11 ( Y. (), sx>) =12 (@), s).
zeX OSS;CSW($) zeX s=0

O

The following two lemmas are used in the proof of Lemma 2.6 They are obtained by easy
inductions, so we omit the proofs.

Lemma 2.13. Let X' be a finite set and {b;}}' ; C X, m <n. Foro € &, we define measures

n m m
— E o E [ E
™= 5bi7 T = 5bi7 T = 5bo(z’)’
1=1 1=1 1=1

Then, it holds that
{p € Mcr:p(X) =m} ={m,;0 € &, }.
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Lemma 2.14. Let X, Y be finite sets and {(a;,b;)}7y C X x Y. For o € &, we define

measures on X X))
n

EES 25(%1;1-)7 T = Zé(ambom)
=1

i=1
and measure on X and Y

Tx := 7o (projy)” Zéau Ty 1= 7 o (projy)~ Zéb
1=1
respectively. Set
L _ p 18 a Z>o-valued measure on X X Y
M(mx, my) = {p with marginals Ty and my '

Then, it holds that
M(mx,my) ={n7%;0 € S, }.

The next Lemma [2.15] is used only in the proof of Lemma B.12

Lemma 2.15. Suppose X be a finite set. Let A be a Zsq-valued measure on X?* with n :=
A(X?) < c0. Fiz xpy1 € X. Then, it holds that
[T A

A— - . L
jzl (2, J-H)}S HA(Z)'

lex?

i {{%}?1 cX

where A is a measure on X determined by A(-) :== A(- x X).
Proof. This can be proved by similar arguments as in Chapter I1.2, p.17 of [dHO0]. O

Let X and T be finite sets, S* be a subset of T" and p be a positive integer. For each
i=1,---,p, fix F/ C T with #5* = #F/ and fix a disjoint partition {S7, S5} of S*. Let A and
r be Zs¢-valued measures on X? satisfying A(X?) = #5*, r(X) = #S5] and r(z) < A(x) for
all x € AP, Let {ag-z) }ier C X and simply denote

a; = {af" Yl € X, agg) = {ag)p My € A7
for 5 € S*. Write
P
U,(A rya) =4 (o), € [[Bi(S . F)| A= ba,pr 7= Gary ¢
i=1 jES* jES]

where for two sets T} and Ty, Bij(7},T3) is the set of bijections from T3 to T5.
The next lemma is used in the computation which yields (5.21)) in Section

Lemma 2.16. If V,(A,r, a) # @, then it holds that

ﬁ H Ai(x()'

U A, ’ _ S*‘ S*'Z 1zex (A(LU))
= st (4
TEXP

The next corollary is given for the comparison with (3.35) in [KM13, Lemma 3.6]. It seems
that [T7_, #(W; \ S*)! is missing in (3.35).
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Corollary 2.17. Let F;, W; C T with S* C W; and #W; = #F;. We similarly define

p
Uy(A,ra) =4 (o), € [[BIWn F) | A= 6oy 7= bay,

i=1 jes* jes:

If E!p(A, r,a) # &, then it holds that

[T IT 46 )

U, (A, a) = #8148 ZLelex (A@)). Wi\ S,
#Uy(A,7,a) = #5714#S; T At f!( (a) g#< \ §%)
rEXP

The following proof is the same as the proof of [KM13, Lemma 3.6].

Proof of Lemma [2.14.
Case 1; p=1
In this case, we have

Ui(Ara) =00 €Bij(S" F); A= bayn 7= 0y,
jes jes;

First, fix o € Bij(S*, F"). For x € X, write I, := {j € S*; a,() = x}, then {I;},cx is a
disjoint partition of S*.

There are #S7! and #S53! permutations in S and S}, respectively. Take 7 € &(S}), 7 €
S(S5) and set 7 = (71, 72) € &(5*). For each x € X, there are (f((gf))) ways to decompose I, into
S} and S;. Take f € &(S*) with f([,) = I, for all z. Then we find that oo for € U (A, r, a).
Except for the duplication, we obtain #S7!1#ST! [ cx (f((;))) many elements of Wi(A,r, a) of
the form o o f o 7. Hence

#0,(A,r,a) < #5750 [ (f((if)))

For the converse inequality, fix 0 € Wy(A,r,a). Then clearly we can decompose o as the
above form, and hence

#01(A,r,a) > #5750 [ (f((j)))

Case 2; p =2
We define the marginals of measures

A(0) = A x X), () :=r(xAX),
Ag(1) = A(X x+), 1o(c) :i=1(X X +),

and write
\Ill(Al,'r’l,a(l)) = NS BIJ(S*,FI), Al = 1) @ r = Z 5a(i) ,

We claim that

: ax v
o {01 € Bij($*, F): there exists oy € Bij(S*, F3),

= (1
such that (o1,09) € Wo(A, 7, a) } =Wy (Ay,r,a). (2.7)
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We first prove H C W, (A, 71,aV). Fix oy and oy as in H. We have

AW = 3 A, 2)

_ . *. 1 1) 2 _ (2

= > #ies oW =ay0® =an)
1;(2)6/"(

_ . *, v _ M

_#{j € S ) T agl(])}

By the same way, we obtain the similar equality about 7.
We next prove H D W (A, r,aV). Fix oy € W (A, r,aV). Since Wy(A,7,a) # @, we can
choose oy € Bij(S*, F3) such that

By the definition of ¥(Ay, 7, a (1)) we have

=Y 6w, =) b

ARG e 1)

First, there exists a permutation (see Lemma 2.13)) 7 € &(S*) such that

25(2) , 2(5 (2)

jES* Gogor (5) jest Gog0m1(4)

Second, there exists a permutation (see Lemma [ZT4) 75 € &(S7) such that

25(1) y 25(1) y 7‘—25 OB ) )

JEST v jes;y ogoryorh(4) jes: %oy (j)® og071075(j)

Similarly, we can take a permutation 7 € &(S;) which have the same property as 75. Finally,
we find that g9 := 09 07y o (75, 7) € Bij(S*, F}) is a required bijection.

By the above claim, we obtain

#Us(Ara)= Y #{o €BIj(S*, F);  (01,02) € Ua(A, 1, a)}

o1€BIj(S*,F])
= > #{o2 €Bij(S",F}); (01,02) € Ua(A,7,0)}.
0’16\1/1(141,7'1,0,(1))

From now on, fix o1 € W;(A;,71,a") and we will calculate #{cy € Bij(S*, F}); (01,09) €
Uy (A, 7 a)}.

First, we construct such oy’s. For each () € X, take a disjoint partition {D, D} of {j €
5% aM )= x(l)} such that

P o (J
{j e Su UI(J }_ U (x(l),:c@)), #D@(l)’x(?)) — r(az(l),x@)),
r@ex
{je S;, UI(] :x(l)} — U ﬁ(x(l)jx@)), #ﬁ@(l)’x(?)) — A(az(l),x@)) —r(l(l),l@)).
@ ex
There are
ri(zM)! (A — 7)) (zW)!
HR <Hmex r(@0, 2@ [T cp(A = 1), :c<2>>!)
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ways to choose the couple {D, D}. Note that for 2(2) € X,

#{ U D@, 2®) uﬁ(ﬂ”,ﬂ))} = Ay(z?).

$(1)EX

For fixed {D, D}, take o4 € Bij(S*, Fy) such that
{j E 5*7 (2) — x(Q)} — U (D(:L’(l),l’@)) Uﬁ(x(l)’x(2)>) for au .T(2) E X

Uy (j)
zMex

There are [ ],y A2(2®)! ways to choose such o5. Then we have (o1, 02) € Wa(A, 7, a). Indeed,
we can find that for (), 2?) € A2

{j € S};a Uj)—x ) fori=1 2}—0{]651, iy Y = D(zW 2,

i=1,2
Similarly we can find that {j € S;, =2 fori=1,2} = D(z™ 2®?). Hence we have
{0'2 € BlJ(S* F/) (0'1,0'2) S \IIQ(A,T', a)}
( Y —
ry ()] (A —7) (21 )
> Ao ()
H ( :v(2)€X T ( )7 x(Q))' Hm(2)€X<A ) x(l H 2

$(1)EX 1;(2)62(

We can show the converse of the above inequality Indeed, for (o1, 02) € Ua(A,r, a), write
D(zW,2?) :={j € 5};a! J(J =29 fori=1,2}
D(zW 2®) ={j € S5;a. ., =2 fori=1,2}

and obtain the same partition.
Therefore, we have

HWUy(A,r,a)
= > #o€eBij(S.F); (01,02) € Us(A,1,0)}

1€V (A1,r1,aM)

ry(zM)! — 7)1 (zM)
=) T1 (o e o ozo) TT 44

sier Mlawer (@0, 2N e (A @D ex
[Loeax A=)

[Loex r@O Loy (Ar — i) (W)

qu)ex 7”1($(1))! HJC(l)eX(A — ) ( H As( 2)
Hggmex Hw)ex r(z®), z®)! Hx(l)ex Hx(Q)eX(A 90(1 2

[Loer A L0 cn A2($(2))!
qu)ex qu)ex r(x M), 22 )! H (1)695 qu)ex(A - T)(x(l)a 95(2))!
llwex A e cr Az (2! (A(SU))_
e

’U(J

=my 'TTlg'

:1:(2)62\?

=m 'mg'

=my!m

Loz Al2)! r(z)

S

We can prove inductively for the case p > 3. O

3 Proof of Proposition

In this section, we give the proof of Proposition [L5 The following proof is given by the same
strategy as the proof of [Chel(), Theorem 2.2.3].
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In the following, we abbreviate the measure m(dz) just as dx.
Note that {t < (0} = {X” € E}. For f € Cy(E), we recall that

IS (2) (@)
(f.08) = /f /Wi [2X 60, ) dsp] m(dz).

For each i, define

k+1

H (@, 1) 1= /otk /E Yt <) prf} (@j-1, ;) dwpsadry - - dry, (3.1)

where 141 =t — E] 7. Then we find that H” € LP(E). Indeed,
k1

p
/ |:/ / 1{2 17"J<t} Hpr .T_] 1737] dxk+1d7'1 d k:| dl’l .. dl’k
Ek 0,t]* Jj=

S 1 k r py) x‘»ijx‘.dr drk:| d$1d:€k

/Ek |:/[v07t}k {ijl Jst} H j ( J—1 .7) 1

i p
= /E’“ {/[0 t]k 1{Z§:1rf§t} H eirjpg’? (@j-1, z5)dry - 'd'f’k} dxy - -dwy,
’ ]:1

k
<e lsup / Ry (fc,y)pdw}

yel JE
<0o0.

By Proposition 2.9 we have for oq,---,0, € Gk,

[ [ro e emomd] e UL TN © o T oy
E i=1 i=1
: (4)
<A TN ey < o 32)
i=1

Next, we denote
0,8]% :={(s1, -+ ,s1) €[0,4]" 151 < -+ < 53} (3.3)
and we regard so =0, sg11 =t and 0(0) =0, o(k+ 1) =k + 1 for 0 € &;. Then we have
Eay [(f, 358 < (A=A (]

E,, [(f,5)% X9 (t) € E for all 4]
k » i |
:/ [L7t 1l / By ([0 (XO(s)), 230 XD () € B dsy - dsy p day - day
EF 15 i—1 /0" iy
y P k+1
:/E;ka(fL‘l H [/l;k_H <Hp5 Zjy g ) (Z /;)t Hsz,sJ L U(jl)azo(j))dsl"‘d3k>
=1 =1 j €6y, 18550
dzl .. 'dszrl] dxl .. dl’k
k P |
:/ka x H [/ (Hp Z],ZL’] ) (Z Ht(z)(zo_l(l),"' 7z0_1(k)>> dZ1"-de] dl’ldﬂ?k
v =1 =1 O'EGk
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ot
= [ | s o TOH | an®t
2 i=1 Loes, 7

p
N ®k id® - @id|H? | dm®* 0. 3.4
Ekf[[Zh@U@l]t]m as € (34)

=1 LoeSy,

By a similar argument of ([3.4]), we also have

E., [|(f, e?» (FAS %t < CO A AP

/ f@zn Z[Te(i)(gTE(i)] Ht(z)] dm®? + / f@zﬁ

i=1 LoeG2 i=1

ol

Jj=1

S e T;P]H;w] -

geSo

S e TS’]HS)] dm®’

g€By

and this converges to zero as € and ¢’ tend to zero. Hence we have shown that {(f, %)}, is

Cauchy in L* (IF’t), for k = 2. By using Holder’s inequality and (B2, the case k # 2 is derived
from the case kK = 2. We thus obtain for all k,

Et [|<f7 ££St> <f Ee’ t>| ] — O as g, 5, i/ O (35)
Next, we will show the existence of the vague limit. Recall that one can choose a subset
{fu}n of CL(E) such that

dgy(p, v Z 2n{\ fs ) = W fu) IN1} for p, v € M(E) (3.6)

metrizes the vague topology of /\/l( ), the space of Radon measures on E. (See Section 15.7

of [Kal83] for example.) In the following, we fix such {f,,} and simply denote d = dj, .

By ([B3), we can find that E, [d(¢5,(5,)] — 0 as e,&’ — 0. Take a sequence &; | 0 such
that Iﬁt(d(ﬂift,€£§+l ) > 271 <27 for all [. Since (M(E),d) is a complete metric space, there
exists a random measure (15 € M(FE) such that

d(ﬁg’t,ﬁls) —0: P, -ae., asl — oo. (3.7)
In particular, Elst converges to /15 as [ — oo in distribution.

Now we can find that the limit ¢° is independent of the choice of the sequence ;. Indeed,
for a given f € C't(E) and a bounded Lipschitz function G : R — R, we have by (3.,

‘EtG(<€£St7 f>) G<<££Sv f>)‘
<Lip(G)E(65, f) = (650 DI+ [EGES,. ) = EGES, )] = 0.
and hence ES’t converges to £}° in distribution. Here, we used the fact that a sequence of random
measures {£,} converges in distribution, if and only if, the sequence of the integral {(f,&,)}
converges in distribution, for any function f of CL(E). (See for example [Kal02, Theorem
16.16].)

To show the finiteness of /15, take g, € Cf(F) with g, T 1g. We regard E, [(-,05)] as a
Radon measure on E. By combining Fatou’s lemma with ([8.2]) and (3.4]), we have

E, [(15,65)] < hmmet [(gn, )] <H IH oy - Po(t < CD A== ACP)! < o0,
i=1
Finally, to prove the second half of the claim, fix f € CL(E). By [3.7), we can take a
sequence & | 0 such that (€%, f) converges to (({°, f) for Pi-a.e., as | — oo. By combining
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Fatou’s lemma with (3.2) and ([3.4), we have
E, [(f, €%S>2k] <liminf E, [<f /18 >2k]
l—o0

) et

p
<sup B [{f, 650" ] < WA TTINED vy - Pult < ¢ A AP
i=1
These inequalities imply the uniform integrability of {|(f,¢%,) — (f,¢;%)|"} and hence (f, (2 )

et

converges to (f, (:) in L¥(P,). Therefore, by combining with (B3), we conclude (II3). 0

4 Proof of Theorem 1.7

In this section, we give the proof of Theorem [[L7, assuming Proposition £.3l Our proof is based
on the proofs in Section 2.2, [KMI3].

First, recall that each t_lfgi) satisfies the large deviation principle as ¢ — oo, with probability
P,, scale ¢ and the good rate function J@ (Theorem 2.7)). For each £ > 0, define the continuous
mappings p) 1 M(E) — Mo (E),i=1,---,pand ® : (My(E))P - M(E) x (M (E))?
by

) = | fa [/ y)u(dw]m(das) for 4 € My(B), f € Gy(E),

P, = ((H %)dm; D[], - mé”’[w]) for (p1, -+, pp) € (My(E))P.

-1 E(pt))
satisfies the LDP as t — oo, with probability Iﬁ’t, scale t and the good rate function J. which is
defined by

By the contraction principle (Theorem 23)), we find that the tuple (¢ P¢5; ¢~ 1gh) .

et ets’

Je(vyvg, -+ 1)
izinf{zJ(”(m);(Ml,---,up)G(Ml(E))p,q)(Ml,---,Mp) i)

p p ’L
. ; dv
=1 f (Z) i) — 'U/Z
in {;:1 JV(); s € My(E),pl (] | | dm}

P . i d e 7 d d v
:mf{z{s@xwi,wi)—xﬁ}; i € M) ] = ][ [’”zﬁ,w@: e 7l }
i=1

dm
=1

for (v;v1,--+ 1) € Mp(E) x (M« (E))P.

Until the end of this section, we fix the same {f,}°°, C C}(F) as in [&0), and define a
metric d on the product space Mf( ) X (M<1(E))P as

d((u;:ula"'aﬂp)’(y;yla"'a ) _d,ua +Zd,uuyz

We denote By as the open ball of radius § > 0 in M;(E) x (Mgl( ))? with respect to the
metric d, and denote Bj as the open ball of radius § > 0 in M;(E) or M<(E) with respect
to the metric d.

Fix § > 0. We have
B (d((naS, 0D, o ), (e ) > (04 1))
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p
<P, (d(t*p@S’ngft) > 5) + Zﬁ’t <d(t*1 407 1 &Efi) - 5) .
=1

In order to prove Theorem [L7], it is sufficient to show the following Proposition .1l and Lemma
M2 (See [DZ98, Theorem 4.2.16] for instance.)
Proposition 4.1. Let J be as in (LI4). The following three statements hold:

1. For every € My(E) and pi1,- -, pup, € My(E), it holds that

sup lim inf inf J. = I iy, ). "
5>€ 210 By(uspi,p) (15 11 ) (4.1)

2. For any closed set F' C M(E) x (M<1(E))?, it holds that

inf J(ps pay - -+, pp) < limsup inf Je(ps pory -+ 5 pp)- (4.2)
(ipr, pup)EF elo (wp1,pup)EF

3. J is a good rate function on M(E) x (My(E))P.

Lemma 4.2.
1. For eachi=1,---,p and for any 6 > 0, it holds that
1. = i i
lim lim sup n log P, <d(t*1£§ ),tflﬁg,i) > 5) = —00.

e=0 1500

2. For given f € Cx(E) and 6 > 0, it holds that
1 ~
lim lim sup p log B, (|(t7(;° = €5), f)| > 6) = —cc. (4.3)

e=0 500

Proof of Proposition[{.1. We first prove the upper bound of (£.1)). Let (4 1, -+, pp) € My(E)X
(M1 (E))P with J(p; pr, - -+, ptp) < 00 be given. Take v; € F@ such that 1; = 4/ % c F® and
Py =T11, Z‘;{: 4t Pix § > 0 and take ¢ > 0 so small such that P [ps)dm € Bysa (1)

and that ( - L})dm € Bsjop(it). This is possible, indeed, because of the inclusion

FO c L2(E;m) N L*(E;m) (assertion 3 of Lemma 1)) and Proposition ZZI0, we have for
fixed f € Ck(E),

(P [l = (s )| =I(F, 0 [0 2] m) — (f,¢7dm)|
<IIfllq - 1P '] Uill, = 0 as e — 0.

By Hoélder’s inequality and the LP-contractivity of pE (Proposmon 2.10), it holds that

R |
i=1 i=1 1

< TTp@ws —wi TP w7 Ui [[p@f] — viv SH
i=1 i=2 i=2 i=3 1
T ®)[y2] — } 2
Z <H 071l - 1P [7] = &7l - T T I 7] Hp>
=1 <1 [>1
Z(Hp — ||pH||¢l||2p) (4.4)
i=1 I#i
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Hence we have

' f, Hp >—<f,Hw§dm>‘

1=1
P
<[Iflle - Hpi“[wf] -1
i=1 =1 1
p
§||f||oo'z<||p —9; ||pH||¢z||zp>
i=1 I#14
—0ase — 0.
We thus obtain (( - vt T[:Z )dm; P [)dm, ,pgp)[up]dm> € Bs(w; pr, -+, p1p) and con-
clude
b ()
. pe [l 1
inf J. <J. ( )dm (1) dm,---,gp) dm | < J(p;p, -y fy).
gt o< < 11 . pV ] pPlppldm | < Ip; gy -+, p1p)

We next prove the lower bound of [@1). Let (g pt1,- -, ptp) € Mf(E) x (M1(E))P be given.
Without loss of generality, we may assume that sup;.,liminf,, inf135 (311 - 1) Je < OO0,

For § > 0 and € > 0, we pick (v*); v (6’6) (66)) € Bs(p; 11, - - -, p1p) such that
inf  J. > J. (00909 0 ey g, 4.5
Bs (1301, ,14p) ( p ) ( )
By the deﬁnition of J., there are nonnegative L% normalized 1/11.(5’6) e FO fori =1,---,p
) . -
such that e = Ol e~ T 122 (01777 and 3 (00979, 1379) >
P AED(w Z( ,1/1 (0:) ) )\gi)} €. In partmular, {Q/Ji }6 is bounded in (.F(i)a [-llg). By taking
1

a subsequence, there exists wi(é) e F9 with Hwi(‘s)HQ = 1, such that 1/1 converges to 1/155), as
e — 0 and in L?(E;m) and L?’(E;m) and that liminf. S(i)(w (0,€) s 65)) > gl (w w(‘s))
where we used (2.3) in Lemma Il By taking liminf. .4 to (LX), we have

p
.. e () (6) (6) - () N
llrgglflngEZZ;{g (0™, ¢7) = A} =6 (4.6)

Now, we can see that
v 5 1O = (N2dm  vaguely in Moy (E), as e — 0,

because, for fixed feCK( ),
Sy = (™) = [ O = (F, )
<[PV = LD+ |1 = ()
< Fllg - 1@ = @Vl + 1 Fllg - 120 = @)

—0, as ¢ = 0.

) ¢ Bjs(p;). Similarly we can obtain p® € Bs(u).

(2

Now we let 0 | 0 and by taking a subsequence of @Z)Z@, there exists 1; € F such that
wi(é) — 1p; in L*(F;m) and L*(E;m) and

lim inf € (4", ;") = € (v, vs), (4.7)
>
where we used again (2.0) in Lemma 211

Hence we have p
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Since ,uz@ € Bs(u;), we have for fixed f € Ck(F),
[, 902) — (i)l SICF02) — (s ()] + 1 1) — (f )]
< fllg - e = )2, + Co
—0asd — 0.

Hence ¢7 must be a density of p;, and similarly, [T7_, 47 must be a density of x.
Therefore, by the definition of J and (4.1), we have

p
s (@) (1@ O _ )y .
hgglfz;{E W7 07 = N} 2 I ).
Combining this with (4.0]), we obtain (4.T]).

We next prove ([£.2)). Without loss of generality, we may assume that sup, . inf ., ... y)er Je <
oo for some &' > 0.
We repeat the argument as in the proof of the upper bound of ([@I]). For § > 0 and ¢ < &/,

we pick (v%9); G €)) € F such that
inf J.>J.(v .e), V§575)’ s 1/1()5’5)) — 0. (4.8)

(m3p1,0 pp) EF
By the definition of J., there are nonnegative, L?-normalized zp.(5’€) .7: @ fori=1,---,p
such that 4= = pO()], 222 = [T p0 07 and 3 (09079, D) =
i {EV (W 66)>¢ 66)) AW - In particular, {¢{>}. is bounded in (f - ||g£,))
Then, by taking further subsequences, there exists w( e F@ such that HQ/JZ@ |2 =1, zp§5’€) —

1/1( ) in L*(E;m) and L?(FE;m) and that lim inf, o £@ (¢, (0:2) Q/Ji((;’e)) > £0 (wf‘”, wf‘”), where we
used (Z7)) in Lemma 21l By taking liminf. o to (£, we have

p
> @ (@ Oy _ N1 _ g, :
gyt 3. > HL{E0 (701" - AP} -0 (49)
Since

v o p = (@)2dm vaguely in M<y(E), as e — 0

and P
59— TP gy i M), 2520

=1

we have (u¥; ,u(é), e u(é)) € F. Hence (E:QI) implies that

lim sup me > hm mf me > Z{S w“ w(& )= AN 6> iI}fJ — 0.

e—0

i=1
Letting § — 0, we obtain (2.
Finally we will prove 3. Fix a > 0. Let {(sn; s, -, 1)}, € {J < a} and write
oy = \V d“" € F9 and d”" =117, dé‘;b We find that each {@/} )}n is bounded in F
([Z3H), we may assume that {Q/Jni }n converges in L? and L% to some ) € F@  Then, since
FO c 12N L%, we have ) — u® = (¥)2dm and p, — p = ([T, d";))dm with respect
to the metric d, as n — co. Hence J is a good rate function. O
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Proof of Lemma[{.3 We first prove 1. Fix ¢ > 0 and for each f € Ck(FE), we write f. := p.[f].
Then we have

7)== ((F = PO ) = {(F = fo), 7107,
By the contraction principle (Theorem 2.3), we can find that {(f — fg) =1t ) satisfies the LDP
as t — oo, with probability IP’t, scale ¢ and the good rate function J (F—to)? where

JO (@) =inf {TO(); e My(E).((f — f2)oi) = a}
= it {e0(y,) - AP}
YEFW |lyl2=1;
(f=Ffe)m)=a
for a € R. Hence, for § > 0,
inf J inf {S(i) ) — )\(i)} )
HURUSSI I, T G S

{(f=fe)p?)>0

Now we will show that

lli]%\iﬁfg J(f (@) = oo. (4.10)

Indeed, for each ¢ € F@ with |||y = 1 and |((f — f.),%?)| > 6, applying ([Z3)) with 6 = 1 and

we have ‘
§ < |If = fellgl®(ly < IF = fellg(Cr+1- ED (), 0)),

where p~! + ¢! = 1. Taking infimum over such 1, we have
0 < IIf = fllo(Cr+ inf TG g (@) + A7),

By Proposition 210, we have lim._o || f — f-||, = 0 and therefore (£I0) follows.

We have by the LDP,
1 4 1 .
lim sup — logIP’ (1 ) — 726, 1)| > 6) =limsup - 1ogpt(|<fle§”, (f = £))] > )

t—o00 t—o00

< = inf TG (@),

Letting ¢ — 0 and the conclusion follows from (ZI0).

We next prove 2. Assume Proposition holds. Fix 6 > 0 and n > 0. Take C(e) as in
Proposition By writing k£ = [t], we have for ¢, > 0,
P (KE7(6° = €5), ) > &t < (WA~ A W)
<5 H ([ — 5, st < €O e (O]
<6TFEPR L (BNYPeP'O(e)*
<Ot k)PP C(e)k.
Therefore
mgs;lp % log Py ([(E77(6F = 65), f)] > 65t < ¢V A+ ACP) < —log 6+ p+log C(e)

and consequently, ([A3]) follows because of
P

lim sup — long (t <CH AN Q(”) Z )\ g ,
t—00 i—1
which is proved in [FOTII, Corollary 6.4.2]. O
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Proposition 4.3 (Exponential approximation). Suppose each X satisfies Assumption (A;
pD 1Dty C). Then for each f € Cx(E) and ¢ > 0, there exists positive constant C(e), which
depends on p, f,to,C, pO(-,-), pD, u®:i = 1,---  p and is independent of t and k, such that

lifélC(é?) =0 (4.11)
and
E ([ a5, n" st < CO A= A 0] < e (ByC(e)! (4.12)

foralle >0,t>0 and k € Z with k > 0.

As we have noted in Section [LA this proposition says that the approximated intersection
measure 25 % is a “good” approximation of the intersection measure s,

This proposition has the same role as [KMT3l Proposition 2.3]. The factor e’ comes from
the fact that we use l-order resolvent while they use 0-order resolvent. We will prove this
proposition in Section [ which is the main part of this paper.

5 Proof of Proposition

5.1 Outline of the proof

Our proof of Proposition is motivated by the same heuristics as Section 3.2 of [KMI3]
and based on the proof of [KM13| Proposition 2.3] with some modifications. Here is a list of
differences:

1. We do not use 0-order resolvents (Green functions), but use 1-order resolvents for deriving
the desired estimates. By this modification, we do not need to take care of the divergence
of 0-order Green functions on the diagonal set.

2. We change the definition of G;. Compare our (5.6) with (3.27) in page 288 of [KMT3].
3. We change the way of taking partition of o; in order to apply Lemma Compare our

(EI00) with page 290 of [KMI3].
4. We do not take the summation over W; C {1,--- , k} with #W; = #F;, but over F} C F;
with #F] = #5*. Compare our (5.12) with page 290 of [KM13].

5. When we take the summation over N € R¥ we do not decompose as E; = (E;\ F;)UF;,
but decompose as F; = (E; \ J;) U J;. Compare our (L.I3]) with the last equality of page

290 of [KM13].

The changes in 2-5 are related to the comments before Corollary 217l Due to some (rela-
tively minor) possible problems pointed out below, it seems such modifications are needed. We
will note these differences more concretely in Remarks [5.6], and 111

5.2 Preliminary computations

Before proving Proposition [4.3] we give the following lemma and proposition. In the following,
we abbreviate the measure m(daz just as dx. Recall the definition of H," @ in BI):
k+1

H()(yl’ k) / /1{2 rjgt}pr(ni-)(?/j—la?/j)dyk+1d7“1"'drk,
0,4k i

k

where 71 =1 — > .,

Tj.
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Lemma 5.1. For m < k, it holds that
Eq, [(f, EISY”(f, fist>'“"”;t < (WA AP

| | | | : 1@m N®k—m)y (i
/k fy) E [1d® ®T€() ]HIS)(yl"" 7yk)] dyy - - - dyg
E

i=1 O’EGk
P k+1
Hf w - TT1D H P (2,9 Hps oy (w1, wy)
E'k Otk Ek— m+1 J I
i=1 Loe6, 1< i=m+1

Az - ~dzk+1] dsy - 'dSk] dyy - - - dyg,

where [0,t]% is defined in (B3) and we set (0) =0, o(k+1) =k +1 and

e — @ — JYG) when o=1(j) < m,
’ J Zg-1(j) when o71(j) > m+ 1.

The above lemma immediately implies the following moment formula: which is almost the

same as [KMI13, Lemma 3.1]

Proposition 5.2 (Moment formula). For k > 1, it holds that
EJ}O |:(<f7 EIS) - <f7 ££St>)k7t < C(l) JAERNA C(p)i|

k
=2 (1" ( )/ Hf ) [Z[idw?ﬂi)@(km)]Hfi)(y1,~-~ ,yk)] dyy -+ dyp.
m=0 1=1

geSy,
Proof of Lemmal2d. For n > 0, we have
Exo [{f, )™ (], @S’Qk’m't < (WA AP

:Emo <f7 6117815 7€£St k—m H g X(z :|

_E,, _ﬁ/Ef(yj (ﬁ/o (XD, y, ds)dy] H /f n (H/ (XD y, ds)dy] HIE x® )]

j=m+1
p
=E,, / Hf ) H(H/ (Xy H / (XD, yy)ds - 1p(X] ))dyl dy]
i=1 j=m+1
=/ Hf(yl)'HEmo / Hp X9, y5) H POXD, ) - 1p(X)ds) - dsk]dyl“‘d?/k-
ER i=1 0.¢ j=m+1

Now, we calculate the expectatlon of the above equation:

EﬂCO / Hp SJ ’y H pe s ay] ]-E(Xt(l))dsl o dsk]
0,t]k

Jj=m+1

5% [ L0800 TT A9 ) 1600 )]
O<SO.(1)< <so-(k)<t

Loy, j=m+1
- / E,,
oSy [

Hp U(J)7y'] H pe o_(])7y_]) 1E(Xt(z))] dsy - - -dsy,

k
0,¢]% Jj=m+1
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k+1

E Z / [/ H yj H p U(j)’ yj) Hpg;),sj71($j_1’ :L‘j)dxl e dl‘k+1 dsl . dSk;
oeey, /04 [JEM 5 j=m+1 j=1
i (@) ®(k—m)
- Z ng ®T5 ]Ht()(yl,"' 7yk)7
UEGk 7

where in the fourth line, we set so = 0 and sg,1 = t.

We have H" € L?(E*) and hm[T(i)@m@Tgi)@(k‘m)]H“ = [id*" o 7 @Sy

H in Lr(EF).

Since Proposition [[H says that ( 1 £;St> converges to (f, 1) in any moments with respect to the

measure P, (-;t < (W A--- A (P), we conclude that
Ea [(f, 65) ™ (50"t < CO A ACW]
= hm EJ}O [<fa Ei]st> <f7 ££St>kim;t < g(l) JARERIA g(p)}
70

— 1 ®k (i) T(i)®(k*m) O Qk
i [ TT| S o 70
=1 oGGk
p
o f®kH[Zﬁd@m%Tﬁ”@’(k‘m)sz)] "
=1 LoeSy

5.3 Outline of the proof

In the following, we abbreviate the measure m(dx) just as dzx. Also, the constants may change
from line to line.
We now begin the proof of Proposition [£3l It is sufficient to show the following inequality,
replacing | - - - | with ( -)in @I2): for all t > 0 and k € Z~, it holds that
Eoo [(67 = €5, [)Ft < ¢ A~ ACPT] < eP'(RNPC ()" (5.1)
Indeed, if & is even, clearly (AI2)) and (5.1]) are same. When k = 2] + 1, we have by Holder’s
inequality,

E., [|(f,6°) - 7££St>‘2l+1;t< (DA AP
[( EIS 7££St>) t<C(1)/\/\§(P)]1/2

1/2

By [((£.65) = (1 650) " 55t < (O A A (]
<ePH{(20)1V2(21 + 2)1M2 PO ()2
<eP'2P{(20 + 1)1VPC(g)*
<eP{(20 + 1)YP(2) 1O () 2,
and hence ([LI2) follows.

Recall the definition of Ht(i) in (BJ):
k+1

[‘[t(l)<x17...7 /Ot /1{21 1r1<t} Hpr Tj_ 1,x])d:€k+1d'r1 d'f’k,

where 7,1 =1t — Zle T
Fix § > 0. For each D; C {1,--- k}, set Df := {1,--- k} \ D;. Also for each N =
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(ny))jepic € (Z+o)P7, define
Ht(Z)<Dl; Ty, ,.Tk)

k+1
:/ / I{Z’imﬁt} H Liry<sy H Lir;>a) Hpg’?(xj—l’xj)dx’”ldrl ~edry,
0,4% JE . jen; jeDg j=1
HO (D Ny, )
/ / Lok <y I te<or 11 Lovonr
0.1)* jeD; jeDe
Hpr Tj— 17371 H eXp{—'f’])\(z }1/1 Z)(SL’] 1)¢( (Jig)pgﬂk)ﬂ(ﬂik’$k+1)d$€k+1d7“1"'di-
JjeED; ]EDC

We remark that our Ht(Z (Di; N@: gy, - -+ 2;) is obtained by multiplying p( ) and wS?(i)’s by
J

H,(N'%; D) defined in (3.18) of [KMT3], and by integrating f[o - B 1{21? r.<t}d$k+1d7“1 ey
) j=1"J—=
We furthermore fix R € Z- and set R := {1,---, R} and R := Z~( \ R. By the eigenfunc-
tion expansion (2.1]) in Lemmam we have

J

JEDS jens <z> -1
o
-+ % )exp{—m @}@b )il )
i€DF ner  n(ere

-y > S T ew - puld o)

E;CD§ N(Z)|DC\E E(RC)D \By NO| g, eRFi jeD]

Hence we can see that
H (w1, )

= Z H(Diyxy, -+, ay) (5.2)

= Z Z Z Z HI (D Ny, ). (5.3)

D,’C{l,--- 7]{;} EiCDf N () ‘D¢\E,€(RC)DZ¢\Ei N() ‘EIEREZ

Fix small 1,y > 0 such that 1 — 2p(n + ) > 0. We can easily see that

2. = 2t )

D;c{1,-,k} D;c{1, k}, D;c{1, k},
i=1,--,p #D;<nk for all i = #D;>nk for some i
2= 2 )
E;CDS, E;CDg, E;CDS,

i=1,p  F#(D{\E;)<vk for all i #(D$\E;)>~k for some 4

Now we split the left hand side of (&) in the manner of the above two equalities, by using
Proposition 5.2 and (5.2)-(E.3):

Ezo [(<fﬂ £1158> - <.fa E?t))k; < g(l) ARERNA g(p)]
=(Dex(d,€) + (I)14(0, €)
=(Ia);x(d,e, R) + (Ib); (0, ¢, R) + (II); x(0, €),
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where

(Dek(0,€)
S Xk:(—n ( ) /Ekf@”“ H{1d®m®T S o (DZ,-)}dm@’k,

DiC{l,---,k;}, m=0 UzEGk =1
#D;<nk for all i 1=1,p

(Ia); (6, ¢, R)

- X 5 5 zz ()

D;c{1,- k}, EiCDf, i c\D{\E;
#Digfyk for a};ll i #(DS\E;) <~k for all i A )26(712 ) 7 o = 1 (54)
Z / f®k H { { 4em ® T(z YO (k= m)] H(i)(D- N )} dm®F
. t 19 )
Ti GGk E =1
and

(II)t,k<57 8) ::EJBO [(<f7 618> - <f7 E?t))k?t < C(l) ARRA C(p)] - <I>t,k(57 8)7
(Ib)ik(d,e, R) :=(I)¢ (9, ) — (Ia):(d, &, R).
We use the same symbol (I); (9, e, R) and so on, as in Section 3.3 of [KMI13].

We divide the proof of Proposition into three parts:

Lemma 5.3. For sufficiently small § > 0, There exists C'(§) > 0, independent of t, k and ¢,
such that limg_,o C(6) = 0 and

(D)0 (5,2) < (KPe?C(5)"

Lemma 5.4. Fiz small 6 > 0 as in Lemma[53. Then, for sufficiently large R € Z>q, there
exists Cs(R) > 0, independent of t, k and £, such that limg o, C5(R) = 0 and

(Ib), 1 (6,2, R) < (k!)PeCs(R)".
Lemma 5.5. Fiz small 6 > 0 and large R € Zq as in Lemma[5.4 Then, for sufficiently small
e > 0, there exists Cs g(e) > 0, independent of t and k, such that lim. o Cs g(e) =0 and

(Ia),x(6, e, R) < (K)PeCys p(e)k.

Once Lemma are proved, we can obtain (B5.0]) as follows. For each positive integer

n, choose 4,, R, and e, such that C(8,) + Cs5(R,) + Cs, r,(c) < n! for all e < g,. We

may assume that the sequence {e,} is decreasing and converges to zero as n — oo. Set

C'(e) .= 3{C(0,) + C5(R,) + Cs, r,(€)} for ,41 < e < &,. For e > g1, we also set C'(¢) :=
2/ flloe o0 [supyer [5 R(l (z,y)Pdz] because of the estimate

Ezo[(<fagis>_<fagist>) .t<C1)/\"'/\C ]

k
:Z(_l)m(k>/ ®k H Z d®m T(z)®(k_m)]Ht(i)]dm®k
m
m=0

i=1 LoeSy

s<k!>pept{2ufuooi sup [ R }

i=1 LYE

which is obtained by the same computation as ([B.2]). Then we obtain lim. o C’(¢) = 0 and
(B.0)) with the constant C’(¢).

First, we prove Lemma and 5.4
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Proof of Lemmal2.3. Write
P P
C = sup/ R (z, pdx} +1, C() = {sup/ R (z, pdaz}
Z[” O (2,1) =3 sy [ Rie.u)
and choose small ¢ such that C'(6) < 1. For small § > 0, by applying the inequalities
I 1oy T toomy < J] 1oz <1
JED; JjeDS jeD;
to Ht(i), we have

A A #Dg /p #Di/p
I3 sy <! s [’ G@ppaa] - foup [ 1]
yeE JE yeE JE
<e!CrP(1 A C(6))#PilP,
Then we have for small 6 > 0,

(II)U?(?% 57 8)

— oy (Y[ H[Zﬁ@’“w()@(k 10 01 o
} =0

ch{lvvk ) =1 Loe®y
#D;>nk for some i

S[FNAC) Y HHH“ I | oz

D1C{177k}7 i=1
#D;>nk for some i

<|fls2fRper Y Croe)™

ch{lvvk}v
#D;>nk for some 1

<[ FlIE 28 (kYyPert 2t RO (5)m
— (KNP C(5)F,

where in the third line, we use the equality Ek ( ) = 2F and the same estimate as we
compute ([B.2). In the last line, we take another constant C(8) = C(p, p®, f,n, §) satisfying the
same properties. O

Proof of Lemma[5.4 By ([2.2) in Lemma 2] there exist Cy,Cy > 0 and Ry € Z-, such that
||w,(f)||go < Cyn and Cyn/?" < Aﬁf’ for all n > Ry. Then for R > Ry, we have

R Ro
S PN <> w2 + iR
n=1 n=1

and have
Z (1 + )\(z exp{ 5 1+ )\(z } Hw H2 < Z (1 + C2n1/p(i))71 exp {_5(1 + anl/p(i))}n.
n=R+1 n=R+1

Hence, by setting

P R
R)=) > Wl +1, Cs(R Z Z L+ AD)  exp {=0(L+ A} [0 ]1%,

i=1 n=1 i=1 n=R+1
we have
P}im Cg(R) = 0, }%im Cg(R)VC%R)p = 0. (55)
— 00 — 00
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Since

< 1
196 ] 1T>5exp{—m @}WUHZ I 1l dr -,

jeD; JEDS\E; JEE;
by writing E’ := supp|[f], we have
1 (D, N3 ) oo
<et {sup/ Rgi) (x,y)Pdx

#D;/p
yvel JE :|

[T otz e(as a9 expf =60+ X500 ot 1 - TL ey 1)

JEDS\E; ! JEE;

> S IH DL ND ) e

NO|pe\ g, €(Re) PPN N 5, €RFS
i 7

Hence

A #D;/p
<e! [sup/ Rﬁ’)(x,y)pdx] m(B)FP
yeE JE
o0 ' ‘ ' #DE\E; R ‘ #E
(3 a0 en{-swe ) (S0
n=R+1 n=1

<e!C*Cs(R)#PIEC(R)*.

We may assume that Cs(R) < 1. Then (Ib),x(n,7,d,¢, R) < eP'(k)?C*Cs(R)™C(R)P*. By
setting C§(R) = CCs(R)"C(R)?, we have limpg o C5(R) = 0 by (5.3]), and therefore we have
the desired result. O

5.4 Proof of Lemma (computation of (Ia), part 1)

From this subsection to the end of Section B we prove Lemma [5.5]

In this subsection, we rewrite each term of (Ia) into the products of “good” and “not good”
factors. Here, the notation “good” means that the factor does not depend on t and is able to
estimate with respect to e, uniformly in ¢.

Let D; C {1,--- ,k} and E; C D{ :={1,--- ,k} \ D; satisfying

#D; <nk and #(D{\ E;) <~k foralli=1,--- p.
Write B; —1:={j—1:j € E}Nn{l,--- ,k} and F; :== E; N (E; — 1). Note that obviously
k & F;. Then we can decompose as

I o twiv @) =TT o @) I e @)

JEDS jepeo1 jeDe
= H ¢ n, (z;) H ¢ N0 () H {w <)z> w(?i)} ()
FE(DE—1)\ JEDE\F; " J
and then
[T v, Gyori) TT exp {—m @}m (25080, () - L), (@, )
JED; jeDg !

30



-1I [@w%w )@

Mjt1
H Pr; (251, 7;) H exp {—rj)\:gi)} H IP( H 1/1 Z) p,,kﬂ(xk,xkﬂ)
jED; jEDS 77 je(De-1)\ jeDC\F
Since k ¢ F;, we can decompose

Héz)<D@,N(l)7x17 L T ) H |:w(2 )1/} Z) :|(Jjj) Ggl)(DZ,N(Z),{«TJ}]¢Fz>7 (56)

JEF;

where we define a function on E#fi by
G (D N9 {5} jer,)
_ _ @
_/[Ot]k/ 1{ZJ i<t} H Pry (-1, 25) H eXp{ TJ)‘ngo}
’ JED; JeED]

H 1/1 @, () H 1/1 2 (z;) prk+1(xk,xk+1)dxk+1dr1-~-d'r’k.

e(De—1)\ JED\F;
Hence for some operators U1 g ,U,i ), we have

09 -0 U0 LH 00,6, J(w) -6 {xj}m]

icF,

=119 {w(z ﬂ/’ 0 } z;) - QUG (D N {a} jer)
JEF; J¢F;
and have

RIS lH {w o } (z;) - G} (Di, N {:cj}m]

icF, ]+1
— H |:'I7Z)(Z(1)
(1

o9, i

1€5(0) e
& vy 11 [w(z (0 1/’ (@) ] (1) - G (D, N {Jfl}lgo:l(ﬂ-))] ,
1¢5(0) leo L (FN\S(o) b 710 e+
where we write S(o) = _, 07 (F}).
. . AR (k—m
In particular, by applying U” @ - @ U,gz) = id®" @ T ( ), we have

= 1] [1/1 2)1/12) ] [T = {7/’ @ w( ]@l)

1€5(0) <m o) "oi(1)+1 1€S(@)om NO) 01 (H+1

& v 11 {@D(m y i(,) } (1) - G (Dy, N {m} g (m)] :
1¢5(0) lEJi_l(Fi)\S(J) Moty Mo()+1
where S(0)<p, = S(o)N{L,--- ,;m} and S(0)sp, :=S(e)N{m+1,---  k}. We set

a(Nog), No(gy+1) = <fH{ n(? ¢<(” D

O'l(l) ol(l)-l»l
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ae(No (), NoG)+1) 3:<f 11 {w(z) ! D

i=1 ol(l) ol(l)-l»l

and set
Gt(m, D, E,U,N)

- /ES(cr)c IIfw I &® 0y’

¢S (o) =1 [¢S(0)

I1 [@b% ¥ ](yn-GIE”(D“N“);{M}%lm.)) dy,

o;(l O' H+1
leoT L (Fi)\S(0) i@ Tei®

(5.7)

where Ul(i) =1id for { < m and Ul(i) = Te(i) for [ > m + 1. In the definition of GG;, we shorten the
symbol {dy;}jcs(o) as dy Then we have

= H a(Ng(j),Ng(j)+1) aE(NJ(]) NU(J 1) Gi(m,D,E o, N). (5.8)
JES(o)<m JES(o)>m
Remark 5.6. There is a difference between our G; and the G, defined in (3.27) of [KM13]. Our

G, is obtained by replacing o; *(F};) by S(o) in the definition of their Gy, yet we have the same
type of decomposition (B.8)) as in the last three lines of the equation (3.26) in [KMI3].

5.5 Proof of Lemma (computation of (Ia), part 2)

Following the last subsection, we also deform (Ia) in this subsection. We regard G as a function
of m;, 0; and N@, and decompose (Ia) into twelve sums. In the end of this subsection, we
rearrange the order of twelve sums appropriately, and in the following subsection, we will
estimate (Ia) according to the rearranged order.

Fix D; € {1,--- ,k}, E; € D¢ and N € (Zo)”% with N
(R)¥:. Decompose as

Z. ()

JPEGk m=0

:0 Z Z Z Z Z (—1)m(2)1{A:S(0)<W}

,op€GE m=00<m1<m, AC{l,--,m}, BC{m+1,- k}, B=5(a)>m
0<ms<k—m H#A=mq #B=m3

pe\g, € (RPN N, €

k k

T E vy () T e

m=00<m1<m, AC{l,~ m}, BC{m+1, k}, " o1 opeey {B:S(U)>m}
0<ma<k-m #A=m, #B=m3

We will see that:

Lemma 5.7. Fix two nonnegative integers my < m and mz < k —m. Then
Z 1{145(‘7)9”7} H (N‘T(J)’N‘T(J)H) H <N‘7(])’N‘7(J)+1) Gt(m’ D’ E’ g, N) <59)
sesy \B=5@010 ] jes(e)em JES(@)5m

depends only on my and ms, and does not depend on the choice of A,B C {1,---,k} with
H#A =mq and #B = ms.
Namely, for all T € Sy with T({1,--- ,m}) ={1,--- ,m} and T({m + 1,--- | k}) = {m +
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1,--+,k}, the summation
Z I{A:T’l(s(a)gm),} H a(No;), Nog)41) H Noiy: Nogyia) - Ge(m, D, E, 0, N)
oee? \B=r"'(S(0)>m) J jeS(o)<m FES(0)>m

is equal to (B9).

Proof. First, note that 7.5(0) := (\_, 70; ' (F;) = S(oo7™ 1), where co7™! := (50771, - -+ [ 0,0
771) € &;”. Then we have 7(S(0)<n) = (75(0))<m = S(0077 1)<y and similarly, we also have
7(S(0)sm) = S(0 077 1)<,,. Hence, we have

p
_ (@)
Il aWorgp Nooripe) = ] <f’H[ O A ]>
i1 olor —1()+1 oot~ 1())

j€S(@or ) <m j€S(@oT )<

— (@)
. o- or—1(j)+1 o or—1(j)

T)<m
= ( o(j) NU(])Jrl)

]ES(U)Sm

1.

and similarly,
H ae(NUOTfl(j)aNUOT*I(j)+1) = H aE(NU(j)’NU(j)+1)'
jES(UOT71)>m jES(U)>m
Moreover, we have

Gy(m,D,E,cot ' N)

:/ES(UOT—l)c H f(yl)

1¢S(cor—1)
p
I ® v I [ o | GOON bgrrey)| o
i=Ligs(oor=)  |ieroar (F\S(oer—1) - 7T W TmierT 0

/ETS@) H fyl

I ® 1 T [w“ v, }<yz> DD N {yhgrert ) | o

i=11gr(S(0) ler(oT (F\S(e)) = 7O e

/T<s<o>0> 11 f-0)

P i#5(0)
H R 19 {w ), 4, }(%(j)).ng(pi,N(i);{yT(j)}j voi) |
i=1 j#S(o) jeorlFNS@) E 1@ i

:Gt(maDaEa UaN)a
where the symbol dy is defined as the same as in (B.17). Hence the desired equality holds. [

By Lemma B.7, we may rewrite (5.9) by choosing A = S%, and B = S%,,, where we define
St =A{1,---,m}and 8%, :={m+1,--- ,m+ms}. Note Cthat #5(0)<m = #S5%,, = m1.
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Combining (5.8) with Lemma 5.7, we have

zk:(_l)m(:;) /Ekf@“ 1_[{[1d@””<§§T(Z Bk m)}H(l( D, N )} ok

i=1
1,p

T T Ty () S

m=00<mi<m, AC{l,-,m}, BC{m+1,, O’EGZ B=S5(0)>m
0<ms<k—m #A=m, #B=ms3
H < (NU(J)’N J)+1)> H ae 9357 J)+1) Gt<m7D7E7 O',N)
jGS(U)gm JGS(U >m

55 e () S

m=0 0<m; <m, oee? 5%, =5(0)<m
0<ms<k—m

H < (NU(J)’N J)+1)> H af'? a3y’ J)+1) Gt<m7 Dv E, a, N)

jGS(U)gm JGS(U >m
DD e Vi D sz, =86
| | | | m <m>
0<m; <k, M2 M ima® oo {Sim—s(o) m}
mi+mo+ms+mys=k (510)
H < (NU(J)7N J)+1)> H ae J)+1) Gt<m7 D7 E7 g, N)
jGS(U)gm J€S(0)>m

From now on, we fix my, ms, ms and my with my + ms = m and my; + mo + ms + my = k.

For each subset F C F; with #F] = #S5* = my + mg, we split 0; € & as 0; = (04| g+, 04| gue)
and regard them as a tuple of bijections
0ilg. € Bij(S™, F)), 0ilg.c € Bij(9™, F}). (5.11)

Then we have

> loestiso-s1 = D > > . (5.12)

JEGi F/CF;, Jz‘s*eBU(S ), Uz‘s*CEBU(S*C F%),
#F!=48*; for all i i=1,,p =1,

Set F/+1:={j+1:5€ F/}n{l,--- k}and J; :== F/N(F/+1) (C F; C E;). We decompose

Yo=Y > (5.13)

NO|g,eRFi, NOeREN - NDeR,
iil,"',p i= 17"7p 1= 17 P

Remark 5.8. Note that there are differences here from the proof of [KMI3], Proposition 2.3].
Firstly, we decompose o; according to S*, so we define a new symbol F!. Secondly, we decompose

N according to another new symbol J;, in order to make sure that G, is independent of the
values of N'@|; € R’ (see Proposition [5.9).

We conclude
(Ia); (0, ¢, R)

= ) 2 2. >, G

DiC{L"'vk}v EZCDS’ ./\/—(Z)E(']zc)ch\El7 N(i)|EEREi,
#D;<nk for all i #(DS\E;)<~k for all i =1 p =1, p

as
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k!
B Z Z Z Z (_1)m2 m1!m2!m3!m4!

D;c{1, k}, E;CD¢, 0<m; <k, F{CF;,
#D;<nk for all i #(DE\E; )<'ylc for all 4 mi+ma+ma+ma=k #F!=#5* for all i

2 2. 2 2 2.

/\/(i)e(RC)Dic\Ei, NOeRENT: N eR T, 0’1|S*€B1J(S E), 01|S*CEB1J(S*C FI°),

i=1,-,p =1, ,p i=1,-,p =1, ,p =1, ,p
H( <NU(J)’N0(J)+1> Ha€ IG)” %>+1) Gi(m, D, E,0,N).
JESL, JESL,,
(5.14)
Now, define

A and r are Zsg-valued measures on (R?)? with
Moy ms =1 (A, 7); the total mass m; + mg and m;, respectively, and |
r(l) < A(l) for all [ € (RP)>.

p
s )1<i<p € ®(RJZ x Bij(S", Fy));

i=1

Jiuo-l'

V(A r):= {(N(i)

A= Z 0N, iy Nayen) T = Z 5(/\/0@)7/\/[,(]-)“)

jes* jESE,,

For a given (N, 0i|s+)1<icp € QF_, (R x Bij(S*, F)), there is only one (A, 1) € My, s
such that (VO] 0i|s-)1<icp € V(A, 7). Then we have
H( (NJ(J)’NJ(J)+1)> H (NJ(J)’NU(J)H)
jest,, JESL
=11 [(_a(l))#{jesgm;(/\["u)’N"(j)+1):l}aa(l)#{jesgm;(N(’(J’)’N(’(j)ﬂ):l}
le(R2)p
- Z L{\ o)ew(Ar)) H (1) Va. (1) O-®],
(A, r)EMmy mg le(R2)p

Hence we furthermore can rewrite the last two lines of (L.14]) as follows:

2. 2. 2 2. 2

N()E(RC)D \B; - N eREN, j\/(i)gRJi il g+ €BIj(S* FY), ol\s*ceBu(S*c F!9),

=1 p i=lp =l i=1,- p i=1,
H( a(Noyy: Noy 1) ) 1_[‘16 0 Nogyn) - Gelm, D, B0, N)
jesz,, JESL

= 2 I DD D 2.

N()E(RC)D \B; - N eREN, N(i)eRJi UZ‘S*EBl‘](S FY), ol\s*ceBu(S*c FI©),
i=1,,p 1=1,.,p =1, =1, ,p =1, (5_15)

S Lweesany [ [(Fa@)Pa ()20 . Gy(m, D, E,0,N).

(A,r)EMmy mg le(R?)p
For two measures A and r, we write r < A if r(I) < A(I) for all [ € (R?)P. Then we have
Z(A,r)eMmLmS = ZAeMkfme ZreMm;,,SA, where we set

M., := {Zso-valued measures on (R”)* with total mass m; } .
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Summarizing our argument up to here, we have the following decomposition of (Ia) in (5.4):
(Ia)y (6, e, R)
=E.19)
k—mo—my

= ) 2 INED DS

D;c{1, k}, E;CDE, 0<mo+ma<k mi=0 FICF,
#D;<nk for all it #(DS\E; )<'ylc for all ¢ #F/=#S5* for all i

2. 2. 2 2. 2. 2. 2

N(z)e(RC)D \E; NOeRENT:  NOeRT:, JZ‘S*EBI.](S ED), al|s*ceB1J(S*c F!€), AEMy_my—my r€Mm;
i=1,.p i=1,,p i=1,-,p i=1, i=1, r<A

k!
(-1
mailmal(k — my — may — my)!my!

I [(—a®)Da.)*O=O] - Gy(my + mo, D, E, 0, N).

le(R2)P

Tl o)ewamy

(5.16)

We rearrange the order of twelve summations in (5.16)) as follows:
222 (5.17)
4 3 2 1

where each sum » ,,---, >, means that

2= 2 2.

NG )E'RI Ui‘S*EBij(S*,F{),

2717 P Z:177p
2 FICF,  NOeR)PI\F, NOEREN, ol gueeBii(S*,FL°),
HF!=48* for all i =1 p =1, p i=1,,p

2= >

4-1 OSWLQ+WL4S]€ AGMk,m27m4

=D 2

4-2 D;c{1, k}, E;CDyg,
#D;<nk for all i #(D$\E;)<vk for all i

and Z = Z Z We will keep the order of the summations as above. In the following
4 4-2 4—1
subsections, we estimate these sums one by one.

5.6 Proof of Lemma (estimate of the summations > ,->",)

We first consider the summation ) ,. Fix D;, E;, my, mo,my, A, r and F!. We also fix N® ¢
(RPN NG € (RE)PV and o] g+c € Bij(5*¢, FI). Recall the definitions $* := {1,--- ,my}U
{my+ma+ 1, my +ma+ma}, S(o) ==V, 0, (F)(= o; '(F}) = S*,for all i and o;
and J; .= F/ N (F/ +1)(C F; C E;).
We also recall the definition of G, in (5.7); for N € R’ and o;
Gt(ml + mao, D, E, O',N)

s+)

o € Bij(S*, F),
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:/Es*c H Fy) - H Ul(i) H [@Z’(u) @Z’(u) ](yl) ) Gz(fi)(DiaN(i); {yl}zezagl(Fi)) dy,

&S =1 [¢gS* ZEUZ-_I(F,')\S* Ul(l) Ul(l)+1

where Ul(Z =1id for [ < m and Ul(i) —T9 for 1 >m + 1.
The following Proposition says that G, is independent of the choice of N € R’ and
0ilg. € Bij(S*, F!), under the condition (N, oy|s:) € W(A,r):

o'|s- € Bij(S*, F!) and NO, N € R7:. If

Z O, (5) Noiy11) = Z O3y N 1)
jES* jES*
then Gy(mq +mo, D, E 0, N') = Gy(my1 +mao, D, E, o', N").
Hence, for each ({oi|s-}, {N'D}) € W(A,r), we may define
Gt<m1 + mao, D, E, {O’i S*C}a {N(Z) Z.}, A) = Gt<m1 + mao, D, E, O',N).
Proof. When | € o, *(F;) \ S*, we have o;(]) € F; \ 04(5*) = F \F/ C E;\ J;and 0;(]) + 1 €
(F;+1)\ (F/ +1) C E; \ J;. Recall that G} is defined via G\, By the assumption, for each i,

we have
H {@Z’(Zu) v N0 }@l): H {@Z)(u) @Z’iu) }(xl)-

leo L (Fi)\S* "ei) Moio1 leo! 1 (F)\S* OB AOAS
Since o; '(D¢) D o; ' (E;) D o; '(F) D N, 07 ' (F;) = S*, we may decompose
(4) _ (4) (4)
H eXP{ Toi(j )>‘ (i) } = H exXp {_Toi(j)Anu) _ } H exXp {‘%(J‘)A () }
eg-;l(Dic) Uz(]) ]EU;l(Df)\S* o;( jES* Uz(])

Fix {ro,(j) }je(s+)e and write 1’ := 37, g.)c To,(j)- Note that

—r 2@
/(5t]S* I{Zjes* "Gi(j)gt*w} H eXp{ rai(])A E:Z)(J) }dT

Proposition 5.9. Let o|g-,

JjeS*
(4)
= exp{ — Z Toij) | N pdr
* > Z # (2 Tai'ft_rl H { <

depends only on A. Here we abbreviate the symbol {dr;},cs- as dr.
Now we have

H p “1(i-1) 1(]‘)) H €xp {—W:@)}
J

JeD; jeDs
H w (l) (1’0;1 _7)) H ¢((1)( 71(] ) p7("i;3+1 (xofl(k)a xk—f—l)
E(Dg—1)\ JED\F;
H Pro. <~”fa;1(ai(z>—1>’ w) I e {—m,( A% }
l€o; ! (Di) lea; H(D?) Moi)
T e TI v 0 s oy men).
o (H)+1 _ 01 1

leo; H(DF=1)\F) leo; (DS\F)
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It remains to prove that, the factor

H praiu)(%;l(ai(z)_ua901) H eXp{ —To; (l))\ () }
leo; M (Dy) lo; L (DENS Poit)

I % @ I ¢ @) ol @ me)

o ()41 al
leo s (e-\E) T e (00\R) o

depends only on N(i)|Dl¢\JZ., 0;|s+e, and is independent of N(i)|Ji, /\/’(i),bi, oils« and o}|gx.

We can see that Ef —1 C F¢. We can also see that [ € o; '((D§ — 1)\ F}) implies o;(1) +1 €
D¢\ J;. Furthermore, | € o; *(D¢\ F;) implies 0;(1) € D\ J;. Therefore we obtain the desired
result. O

The following proposition says that the summation of G; with respect to o;|g+c is independent

of the value of m;:

Proposition 5.10. For all 0 < my,m| < k — mg — my, it holds that
Z Gt<m1+m27D7E7 {Ji

03] g EBIJ(S*¢,FL©),
izly"'yp
/
= E Gi(m} +me, D, E {0;

04| gec EBIj(S*,FI°),
1:17 P

3 A)

S*€ [

S*C}a {N(i)|Ei\Ji}7 A)

Hence we can define

ét(m27m47D7E7 {N(Z)|EZ\J,}7A) = Z Gt(m1+m27D7E7 {Ui

s B L),
=1,

s b N g, A).

(5.18)

Remark 5.11. In page 292 of [KMI3], they do not make the explicit definition of G,. In our
Proposition B.I0, we define a new G, explicitly, with the use of J; and the summation over
Bij(S*¢, F/°) in order our G; to work similarly to their G; in the proof below.

Proof. Define 7 € &, by
j+mo when 1 <j<my,
T(j) =<7 —m; whenm;+1<7<mq+mo,
j when my +mo +1 < j <k.

Then we can see that 7(S*) = {1, -+, ma}U{k—ma+1,- -+ k}, 7((S*)<mytms) = {1, -+ ,ma}
and 7((S*)smi4ms) = {k —mq +1,---, k}. Since

QU =R ide R 1
lgS* lﬁSJL; l;¢>S1;‘L;

in the definition of G¢(my + ms, D, E,0,N'), we have by the same argument as in the proof of
Lemma (.7,

Gt(ml—l—mQ,D E O'N)

/ET(S*C) H f yl

Ig7(S*)
H & v 11 {w:&) wsz.) () - G (D, NOs b)) | dy
i=1 l¢7’ S*) lGT(O'Il(Fi)\S*) o-iOT*I(l) o-iOT*I(l)+1
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o LT[ @ue @ 72

i=1 Li<ms I>k—my

k; m4<l

3 N A S (O e T T ey | P

ojor—1 ojor—1
ler(or (F\S(e)) = 71T W eier (O

/Em2+m4 II rw H[@id@ ® 1

lsmo, i=1 LI<my I>k—my
k—ma<l
w w (yl) t ( 79 ’{yl}l%'oaz_l(Fl)) y
lETOU (F) ‘7107 -l 0107-—1(1)+1

1<ms, k‘ my<l

Since the last integral does not depend on my, the conclusion follows by taking summation with
respect to o;|g«e. O

Now, consider the summation ), which appears in (.I7). Recall

p
U(A,r) = {(N(%m s hi<icp € QR x Bij(S*, F));

i=1

A= Z 0N () N gy 1)1 T = Z O(NG () Nor+1)

jES* jesgm
and let A; be the i-th marginal of A, which is a measure on R?. We define
There exists 0¥ € Bij(S*, F}), such that
}€®RJ A—ZdN(Z) A )foralllgigp. ) (5.19)

jest %) o)+

D(A) == {ND

V(A1 AN 1}) = {oils:} € ®BU (5% F7)|A = Z O () Ny 1) A0 T = Z 0N 3y No 1)

jeS* jesgm
(5.20)
By Lemma | we have

HU(A )= Y #U(Ar N}

N@ed(A)
p N
IT I 4@y
—#B(A)my ) (k — my — ma — my)! i=1 () eR2 H (A(l))
H A le(R2)p T(l)
le(R2)p

Combining this with Proposition [5.9] we have
Z Z Ly ,o)ew(an} H [(_a@)r(l)ae(l) g r(l} Gi(my +mg, D, E,0,N)

N )e'R’z oil g« €BIj(S*,F)); le(R2)p
=1, for all i
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=#U(A,r) [ [(—a@)Pac()* =0 - Gy(my 4+ ma, D, E, {oi] 5=}, {N'V

)

le(R2)r
IT I 4@y
i=11(HeR? A<l> r A(l)—r(
—#D(A)m(k — my — my — my)l IR I1 ( ) [(—a(l)) @a ()OO
A e N7

Gt(ml + ma, D7 E7 {0i|5*c}7 {N(l)|Ez\Jz}7 A)
(5.21)

Next, consider the summations ), which appear in (5.10]). By using ét defined in Propo-
sition .10, we have

2 2 2. >, &2

F/CF;, N(i)e(Rc)Dz.c\Ei7 NOeRENT: 04| gxc €BIj(S*°,F/9),
#F/=4S5" for all ¢ i=1,,p i=1,,p i=1,,p

f[ IT 4@y
—ony(k — 1y — my — )| i=1 () eR2 . H (A(l)) [(—a(l)) Da. ()AO-0]

[
H All le(R?)P ri) (5.22)
le(R2)p
> > > #O(A) - Gy(ma,ma, D, EAND g}, A).
F/CF;, N’(z’)e(ch)Dic\Ei7 NOeREN;
#F{:#S* for all ¢ i=1,,p =1, p

By definition, #®(A) depends only on ms + my4 and is independent of m;. By Proposition G100,
the last line of (5.22]) depends only on A, msy, my and is independent of m; and r.

k—mo—my o
Note that Zmlzo rEMmq;r<A T ZT’SA'
Now, consider the summation ), which appears in (5.I7). We have
k—mo—my kf'

—1)m=2 m
m12=0 re%: ( ) milmo!(k — my — my — ma)lmy!
my s
r<A

[T 1T 4o

k! =10 eR2 (1) I A)—r(l
=(-1)" > 11 ( ) (—a(1)) a. (yAO= 0]
mglm4! H A <A le(R2)p l

le(R2)r
Z Z Z #(I)(A) 'Gt(m27m47D7Ev {N(i)|Ei\Ji}7A)
F{CFZ', _/\/'(i)e(ch)Dic\Ei7 /\/’(i)eREi\Ji,
#F/=4S5* for all i i=1,,p i=1,-,p

[T 1T 4o
I =1 0eR? Al
(e I la() — a)*®

malmy!
Amal ] ADY ey (5.23)
le(R2)r
> > > #O(A) - Gy(ma,ma, D, EAND g}, A).
F/CF;, N’(z’)e(ch)Dic\Ei7 NOeREN;
#F!=4S5* for all i =1, p i=1,,p
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where we used the equality Zk TR e Moy <A = > <4 and the multinomial formula
ST () la@rOam 0] =TT fa - aa.
r<Ale(R2)P IE(R2)P

Before considering the summation ), which appears in (G.I7), we give some estimates in
order to find an upper bound of the last two lines of (5.23).

Lemma 5.12. There exists a constant C = C(p,p"¥, f,8) > 0 such that the following inequality
holds for all D, E, ms, my, A and t:

2 2. 2.

F/CF;, /\/’(i)e(ch)Dic\Ei7 N@OeREN;
H#FE!=#S5* for all i i=1,.p =1, ,p

#(P(A) ' ét(m27 My, D7 E7 {N(Z)|E1\Jl}’ A)

= 2 2 2

F!CF;, /\/(i)E(Rc)Df\Ei7 NOeREN; UZ‘S*CEBIJ(S*CF,C)
#F!=45* for all i i=1,.p i=1,,p i=1,:

#(P(A) . Gt(m27 My, D7 E7 {Ui

gck(k!)pep%p<f[ 11 Ai(l(i))!)_.

i=11()eR2

S*C}a {N(Z)

)

Proof. The first equality is obtained by the definition of G, in Proposition So we will
prove the inequality in the third line.
First, we estimate ®(A). Recall
There exists 0 € Bij(S*, F}), such that
Ji .
5} €EQRT| A, _Zé(N( A for all 1 <i <np.

jics- %) o0+

D(A) == {ND

)’

= {ND|, ) € @R |A; = Za N0,y Torall 1<i < p

JEF]

and then, by Lemma 2.T5]

I N R |A 5 <T1(* [T e A1)
_Z[[l# { |Fi’} S (. Z (/\/'J(Z)vj\/](.?l) - g Hl(l)eRQ A@(z( ) )

jEF!

where the second inequality follows since A € My_,, m, and El(i) R Zi(ly)) =k —my — my.
1
Next we estimate G;. Write E' := supp[f]. For each i, we have

11 [w M/)(m ]( 1) < < II I (z)||oo||¢< ) ||OO> (B #EAEDp

. +1 . +1
JEF\F! A JEF\F! " "

LP(E’Fi\Fi/)
and have

‘)Ggi)<DivN(i); {zi}igr,)

Lr(E'Fi%)
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A #D;/p
<e' [SUP / R{(x, y)pdx}
E

yek

exp{—5(1 + A:(),))}

JEDNJ;

( 11 II@/)( bl ] ||¢fj<_)i>lloo>-m(E')#(Df\Fm/p'
J

jeso\E 7T DAk

Since

IT 1ol )( IT %l IT 1%, oo>
jeF\F, ah jessnE T jepam

<( T (1 e+ 1) (10, \oo+1>)( T (e e+ 1) TT (et ))
JEF\F! I It JE(DS—1)\F; It JEDE\F; J
. —1 .
=( TL (% I+ 1) (1 1+ 1) )( IT (1, ||oo+1)H(||¢<U||oo+1)>
jEF, ’“ jesg-n jEDs
2
< IT (kle+1)
JEDA\J;
we have

Gt(m27 my, Da Ea {O‘Z‘|S*C}, {N(Z)|E1\Jz}7 A)

/E"S xc H f yl H®T H |:w (4) w n® }(?/1) ( Z,N {yl}l¢071 F) ) dy

1¢S* i=11gS* leom (F\S* o) Moy()+1

<R | ] [w ), ) }<yl> (D, NO; (gt )

. « _ a;(l o',L H+1
i=1 ||lgS l€o; I(Fi)\S* ® ( ) LP(E,S*C)

p
Sy S | {@”% Yy }(yn-Gf’(Di,N@;{yz}l@i1<F¢>>

. o;(l O' H+1
=1 |ieo s - T

V4
<\ f|matma H{ef {sup / RV (z,y)Pda
E

i=1 yek

Lp(Els*c)

exp{—5(1 + )\:()1))}

+ 1) 2m<E/)#(D$\F{)/p }

} #D;/p

JEDNJ;

IT (e

JEDS\J;

p
<C(p.p™, pre [ exp{—6<1 + Afj&))} (12l +1
J J J

i=1 jeD{\J;

We also have

p
Z H exp{—5(1 + )‘(221))} (HQ/J(?D o +1
N e »Rc)Dic\Ei7 /\/(%)eREi\J i=1 jeD$\J " i
i=1,,p i=1,,p
p . .
< Z H X {_5(1"‘)‘:()2'))}(”1/1:&) ~t+1
NG E(Z50) P\ =1 JED\J; ’ ’
=1, ,p
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#(D§\Ji)

:ﬁ[iexp{—w A (10 + 1)
<C(p,p", 0)".

Inequalities (igi) < ij& (igl) = 27 < 2% and (kK — my — my)!(mo + my)! < k! yield the

desired result. O

Now we will consider the summations ), which appear in (5I7). Since #D; < nk and
#(D;§ \ E;) < vk, we have #D¢ > (1 —n)k and #(D; \ (E; — 1)) < vk. Therefore

#(E; N (E; — 1)) =#D§ — #(D; \ (E; N (E; — 1)))
>#D5 — (Df\Ei)_#(Df\(Ei_l))
>(1—2(n+7))k.

We also have

Mo + My =#£(S*)° (ﬂo— )

<Z#071 Z# :Z#(Eim(Ei_l))c

§2p(77 +7)k
and hence k —mg —my > (1 —2p(n + 7))k.
For I = (11" ,l§2))1§i§p € (R?*)?, we have w((l),w e € L*(FE) and the similar estimate as (Z.4)
yields

a(l) - a.(0) '<f,H[la> mD <f7HT£i)[w§ff)w553)]>‘
i=1 i=1 t

p

p
(Z
H l(l) 1(2) H TE l(l) l(2)
=1 i=1

p
<l (H[zﬁlm o] - 70|l l@)}

—0 ase— 0.

Write Cr(e) = > creyw [ac(l) — a(l))] and choose small eg > 0 such that Cr() < 1/2, for all e <
cr. Then

<[l

I T,

z<2>

Cr(e)@ DA=20rekp < gupy [<1 /2)@HA=2p(r+ )k ;{;p} < 0.
k>0

Consider the summation ), , which appears in (5.I17). By Lemma B.I2, we have

2. 2. E»

0<mo+ma<k AeMk—mQ—m4
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ﬁ H Ai(l() !
I =1 eRr2 !
< Z Z mzl!im;! . ' H lac(1) — a(l))]A()

0<ma+ma<k AEMy_mqy—my H A le(R2)pP
le(R2)p
—1
Clp.p®, £.0) (K er'k? (H 11 Aia@)!)
i=1 (i) gR2
k' k—mo—my
<(ENPEPC 5)kert - . (1) —a(l
SHPRCED L) S ( 3 fael) a<>>]>
0<mo+ma<k le(R2)r
k!
<(ENPEP 5)kept . (1=2p(n+v))k
( ) C<pp f )e Z mQ!m4!(k:—m2—m4)! CR(&)
0<ma+my<k
<(EYPEPC (p, pD, f, 6)FePt Cp(e) 2Ptk
<(ENYPC(p, p9, f,8)kePt Cp(e) /D=2 ME  for small € < ep. (5.24)

Finally, consider the summation ), , which appears in (5.I7). Then

). 2. &

D;c{1,- k}, E;CD§,
#D;<nk for all i #(DS\E; )<'yk for all ¢

<2kr . okP . (ENPC(p, p?, £, 0)kePtC ( YW2A=2E - for small € < ep.
Therefore we complete the proof of Lemma [£ O

6 Proof of Theorem [I.§

6.1 Applying Varadhan’s integral lemma

First, recall that tilfgi) € M;(F) satisfies the LDP as ¢t — oo, with probability P,, scale ¢
and the good rate function J®, and that t*%g € M« (F) satisfies the LDP as t — oo, with

probability fﬁ’t, scale ¢ and the good rate function Jg(i), where
IO () =inf{JD (u);p € Ml(E),péi)[ | =v}
=inf{€D (Y, 9) = A5 ¥ € FO, 6]l = 1,p0 %) = v}
for v € M« (F).
Fix f € Cy(E), 6 > 0 and define & : M (E) — R by ®(v) := 0(f,v) for v € M (F).

Then & is continuous with respect to the weak topology, hence we obtain

1 ~ 1,6
lim sup ; log Et[e”’tq’(t 1é§,l)] < ngHfHOO < 0

t—00
for any v > 1. ‘
Now, applying Varadhan’s integral lemma (Lemma 2.6]) with t—1£§f§ and we obtain
1 ~ i 1 ~ _ .
lim — logEt[eGU’eg’i)] = lim — log E,[e"* ) ))] sup  {@(v)—JP(v)}.
t—oo ¢ t—oo ¢ VEMSI(E)

By Lemma stated below, we can rewrite the equality as

1 ~ (i) i i i
Jim —log Bife"/49] = sup {e / pé’[wQ]fdm—5()(¢,w)+A§’}- (6.1)
—00 E

PeFM [I9)l2=1
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Lemma 6.1. For eachi=1,---,p and 0 > 0,
sup {®(v) = JO(v)} = sup {9 / PO fdm — EO (i, 1) + A?}_
E

veM<i(E) YEF D, [[¢ll2=1
Proof. First, fix v € M« (F) and suppose Jg(i)(u) < oo. For each n, choose ¢, € F® with
[nll2 =1, p(l)[@b ] =4 and EO (¢, 1) — At < JO (V) +n1. We have

() = IO () <O, p0WR) — €V (W th) + AT 07!
< sw {9 / PO fdm — E9(y, ) + Ai”} !
YEF W, [[Pll2=1 E

and the upper bound follows.
Conversely, fix ¢ € F® with |[1]|; = 1. We have

6 /E PO dm — €D () + AP <O [7]) — JO (O [7)
< sup {2(v) - JO W)}

and the lower bound follows. O

Next, we will extend [CR0O5, Theorem 7] under our setting. Throughout this section, with
some abuse of notations, we denote
1de) 1 g 1dGE
tdm’ ottt TR dm

Proposition 6.2. Let h € By(FE) be nonnegative and compactly supported. Write my,(dx) :=

1 4 4
b =)=

h(x)m(dz). Suppose E' := supplmy] is compact and each pgi)(-, -) is uniformly continuous in
E x E. Then,
o1~ i
Jim —log E; exp {Gllﬁﬁ,illm(mh)}
= s OO — EO @)+ A} (6.2)

1/’€f(i)v||1/’||L2(m):1

1 D 1/p
Jim ; log [E, exp{@ ([Egﬁggdmh> }

1< . . ;
== sw {0 — pEO W) A} (63)
I YEF, 9]l L2 () =1
Proof of Proposition[6.4. Our proof is based on the proof of [CR0O5, Theorem 7].
First we prove the lower bound of (G.2). Take ¢ > 0 such that p~'4¢~! = 1. For any function
f € Cy(E) with || f]| cagmy) = 1, we have ([, 2 dm,)"" > [ f6dmy, = [, f- () hdm and
by the equality 1),

/p .
hm mf log Et exp < dmh> > sup {9/ pff’ [Q/JQ]fdmh —&® (V) + )‘gl)}-
YEF W, |[¢]l2=1 E

i) p—1
Since pt [wQ] € LP(E;m) C LP(E;my) , by letting f — W and then
LP(my,)

1/p 1/p ,
hmmf logEtexp 9( dmh) > sup 9(/ pt [wQ]pdmh) —ED ()AL
YeFM, [[¢]l2=1 E
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We next prove the upper bound of ([6.2)). Let £’ := supp[h]. Fix § > 0 and take ¢ > 0
with p~! + ¢7! = 1. For each f € Cx(E)(C LYE';my)) with [|f]lrem,) = 1, set Uy =
{g € LP(E'ymu) |9l Logmp) — [ fgdmn < 6}. We note that K% is LP(E';my,)-bounded and
Ck(E') is dense in LI(E';my). By the Hahn-Banach theorem, the family of such Uy’s is an
open cover of Kg(i).

Since K is compact in LP(E"; my), there are finitely many fi,--- , fy € Ck(E’) such that,

)

for every i, ||g||r(m,) < maxi<i<y fE figdmy, + 6 for all g € Kg(i . In particular,

- 1/p
expy 0t < / L§2 dmh)
E

and by the equality (E1]),
. 1/p
expy Ot < / Lffi dmh)
E

<§+ max  sup {9/ fipD 2 dmy, — ED (, ) + )\gi)}
E

ISISN e 7O lglla=1

E,

N
<" Besp{ot(f; - h L) }
i=1

1 ~
lim sup n log IE,

t—o00

1/p
<G+ sup {9( [E pg”[wz]pdmh) —6“’><w,w>+kﬁ”}.

YEF @ ||ylla=1
By taking § — 0, we thus obtain (6.2)).

We next prove the lower bound of (6.3]). Fix 6 > 0 and let d be a metric of E. We define
the sets AY ¢ C(E') c LP(E';my,) by

AD = {%/tp@c,Xg“(w»ds N IRt S )
0

We can see that A is uniformly bounded and equi-continuous. By the Arzela-Ascoli theorem,
cach A is a relatively compact set of C (E'), and hence, a relatively compact set of LP(E’; my,).
Write Ke(i) as the LP(E'; my)-closure of AS’.

Consider the continuous, non-negative function

1 1/p p 1/p
@& m)? > e ) — 230 ([ 1aram) = ([ TT1lm) < 0.0

(6.5)
Since this function is equal to 0 on the diagonal set {f; = --- = f,} C (LP(E';my))P, for

each g € LP(E';my,) there exists a constant b = b(g,d) > 0 such that 1—1) Y (g | filpdm) Ve

([o T, | fildm) gt fi € By(g) for all i, where By(g) is the open ball in LP(E’;my,) of
radius b centered at g. Since Ke(i) is compact in LP(E’;my,), take finite g1, - gy € LP(E';my)

and by, ---by > 0 such that K ¢ JY, By, (g) for all i.
Now, t—1£§f§ = ngg belongs to some By, (g;) and hence
- 0 , 1/p
> [E;expg —t (/ L,glgpdmh) .
p r
For each [, the continuity of the function (G.3]) implies that

— 0 wr N7 e
ZEt exp —t(/ Ly: dmh) i Liz € By (1)
P p E'
_ P , 1/p
E, exp{@t(/ HLgfgdmh) }
B =1
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>€_6t]Et

- A 1/p
exp{th( / ngpdmh> } 1 € Byy(q) for al Z]
i=1 E

r 0 \p 1/p ;
=e " [ Ee |exp —t(/ Ly dmh)  Lyd € By(90) |-
Pl p B 7

Combining the above two inequalities with (6.2)), we conclude

1 . 1/p
htn_lﬂlgf logEt exp{@t(/ HLgadmh) }
Q P 1/p
> -0+ Z hm 1nf log Em exp (/ L dmh>

1 P /p ) i
==8+0> sw { ( / [y |pdmh) —pED (¥, ¢) +pA§>}-
p i—=1 ¢€f(i)7||¢||L2(m):1

Finally, we prove the upper bound of (G3]). Since

P 1/p p - 1/pY /P P4 1/p
(s < {T1( [ sam) "} < SS2( [ siram)
E =1 i=1 W E iz P

we have from the upper bound of 1st equality,

exp{et(/ HLmdmh) 1/,,}]
ol

1 ' 1/p , .
<> sw {e( /E pS’[wQ]pdmh) _pg<z><¢,¢>+mg@>}.

D T weF® |plla=1

1
lim sup — log Et

t—o00

< Z lim sup — log Et

t—o00

6.2 Exponential approximation

Recall that ¢ [, TT0_, Lgdmh = (¢%, h) and A= inf {ED (W, v) :p € FO, [, p*dm = 1}.
Next, we prove a similar result with m Theorem 6]. As we have already noted in
the end of Section [LH, Chen and Rosen consider the stable processes on RY, so the Fourier

transformation method is valid. Instead, we use Proposition (4.3l
Lemma 6.3. For any 6 > 0, it holds that
P\
lim sup — log Em [exp{9|<f}ts€, h) — <€£S, h)|1/p}} < 4=l
p

t—o00

Proof. Define ¢ by 1/p+ 1/q = 1. By Hdlder’s inequality and Proposition 3] we get
Exo [[(62, h) — (65, W) [MPt < ¢ A AW

<Eq [[(65, 1) = (6%, )56 < O A= NGO By (8 < (O A= A G

t,e

<kle'C(e)*PP, (t < (Y A~ A CP))a
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and hence, for small ¢ > 0 (which depends on 6), we have
B [exp{eufii, By — (05, )| 7ht < (Ao A (W]

Z (1065 B) — (€5 m)[F/Pit < CO Ao A ()]

<e! Z@’“ )PP, (t < CW AL ACPHVE

:et{l —0C(e) Py TP (< (DA ACPYa
By normalization, we rewrite the above inequality as
By [exp{6] (45, h) = (€3, 1)['7}] < {1 = 6C ()7} Puy(t < (VAo ALY,

By [FOTTI, Corollary 6.4.2], we have the equality lim; ot~ log P, (t < (@) = —)\gi). Since
¢ ... (P are independent, we reach the conclusion. O

Fix a nonnegative and compactly supported function h € By(F). For § > 0 and € > 0, define

1/p ,
N9(0,e,h) == sup {0( / pt [wz]pdmh) — pEW (Y, 1) +pA§”},
E

YEF W ||y[l2=1

1/p ,
N©(6,0,h) ;=  sup {0( deh) —p8<i><w,¢>+m§”}-
E

YeFM, [[9]2=1
The next Lemma is used in the proof of the lower bound of Proposition below.

Lemma 6.4. For fized 8 > 0, it holds that

limsup N(0, ¢, h) <NW(8,0, h), (6.6)
e—0

limsup N (6,0, h) <N© (6,0, h). (6.7)
0'—0

Proof. For convenience, we fix i and omit the index ) only in this proof.
Fix # > 0 and 6 > 0. Take L?(F;m)-normalized ¢(*) € F such that

1/p
N(0,e,h) 6 < 0 / Pl Pdmy ) — (W), 45 + pay.
E
We have 0 = N(0,e,h) < N(0,¢,h), and by (Z3]), we also have

1/p
(/ pLu ]pdm) < D | aroy < Co + BE@E), 40))
E

and hence (p — 06)E (%) @) < 0Cs5 + pA\; + 5. By choosing a small § > 0, {9} is
bounded in (F,&;). By (Z3), we can take a subsequence such that () converges to some
Y ase — 0, in L*(E;m) and in L*(E;m). Then we have

N(#,e,h) — N(6,0,h)
13 2 13 2
<Op[ 9 T wremy = O oy + 0
)2 2 2 )2
<Ollp[p " = O W o) + Ol Wiermny = OO Loy + 0

<Ol locll®” = 9 1y + 0Pl o) — O | ) +
Hence limsup,_,, N(0,e,h) < N(0,0,h).
To prove the second inequality, fix @ > 0. For each § > 0, take (%) € F such that
|10, = 1 and N(€,0,h) < @] ||L2P(mh — pE (YOI @)Y 4 pA; + 6. By the same
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manner as the proof of the first inequality, we can find that (p — 6/6)E (%) @) < ¢'C;s +
pA1 + 0. We have

N(#',0,h) = N(8,0,h) < (8" = )] |[F20 ) +8 < (6" = 0)(Cs + €D, D)) + 6.
Hence lim supy_,, N(0',0,h) < N(0,0,h). O

Finally we prove Proposition [[L8 Our proof is based on the proof of [CR05, Theorem 1].

Proof of Proposition[I.8. We first prove the upper bound. Fix a,b > 0 with a=* +b7! = 1. By
Holder’s inequality,

~ ~ 1/a 1/b
Eyexp{oa= (05, 17} < (Bexp{6(0,m)'/7}) " (By exploabl(e5S, h) — (685, 1|17}
and by Proposition [6.2]

1 - — i i (
. Z sup {Ga IHpg)[i/JQ]HLp(mh) — pED (), 1)) +p)\§)}
P weF® |lglla=1

1 ~ 1
gli?linf—tlogEtexp{9<££S, )l/p}—i—hmsupb log B, exp{fa~"|(£'S, h) — (0, h)|/P}.
—00

We can see that pg) [?] — 9% in LP for each i and ¢ € F@. By taking limsup._,,, Lemma
implies that
RS 1) (i i i
> swp o {07 O o) — pEV (W) + AT}
P D weF o Jyl=1
<lim inf 1 log B, exp{6(%5, h)'/?} + €1 i(l + )\(i))
T t—oo at ! b bp — A
Letting a — 1, b — oo and hence
IR ; i PR S~
- Z sup {9||@Z)||%zp(mh) — pED (1)) +p)\§)} < htm inf p log E; exp{6(¢5, n)1/P}.
P weF o Jlylla=1 o

We next prove the lower bound. Fix a,b > 0 with a=! + b~! = 1. By Holder’s inequality,

~ ~ 1/b
B, exp{0(65 )7} < (Ecexp(0a(e,1)/7y) " (B, explobl(6S. ) — (65, m)7))

and hence

1
lim sup — logEteXp{H(EIS h)Y/P}
t—o0
1 & ‘ ‘ ;
<—> s {0allp [ isn, — ED (@, ) + oA |
AP = weF W, yllz=1

+limsup - Tog B, exp {601{(1%, h) — (55, 1))

t—o00

Take limsup,_,, and limsup,_,;, successively. Then Lemma [6.3] and Lemma imply

1
lim sup — log E, exp{6(!, h)"/?}
t—o0
<1imsupii sup {Qa_1||w||22p — pED (1, 1)) +p)\()} +hmsupii<1+)\(i))
= L2P(my,) b 1

a1 AP T e FO) ||yla=1 a1 bp =
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1< : i
< Z Z sup {9"7/1”%2;7(%) — pED (), 1)) —i—p)\g)}.
P T weF® gllz=1

7 Examples
In this section, we give sufficient conditions for Assumption (A).

7.1 Diffusion processes with (sub-)Gaussian type estimates

Let (E,d,m) be a locally compact, separable metric measure space with diam(F) = 1 and
m(E) < co. Let X be a Hunt process on E with the transition density py(-,-). Suppose there

exist positive constants ¢y, --- ,c5, df > 1 and d, > 2 such that
Clt_df/dw S pt(l‘a $’), (71)
d dy \ 1/(dw—1)
pe(,y) < et~ 4/ exp {—Cg (%) (7.2)
and
cyr™ <m(B(x,r)) < csr® (7.3)

for all z,y € E, r € (0,1] and t € (0, 1].

Proposition 7.1. Under the above conditions, if an integer p with p > 2 satisfies
df _p<df - dW) > 07
then Assumption (A) holds.

Proof. Write dy := 2d;/d,,. We have by (1)) and ([Z2), cit=%/? < p,(z,2) < cot~%/2 for all
x € E and t € (0,1], hence (A3) follows because m(E) < oo.

Next, we have by (T2), pi(z,y) < cot~%/2 for all 2,5y € F and t € (0,1]. When dg > 2, we
have p < ds/(ds—2) and (A4) holds for p = ds. When ds < 2, we have p < (2+4¢)/{(2+¢)—2} =
(2 + ¢)/e for sufficiently small £ > 0 and p,(z,y) < cot™ /2 < et~ +9)/2 for all z,y € E and
t € (0,1]. Hence (A4) holds for u =2 +e.

To prove (7)) in (A5), fix z,y € E. We have

Rl (.T, y) :/ eitpt(l} y)dt
0

1 dw \ 1/(dw—1) 0
d w
§/ et | oot~/ dw exp{—c;; (%) } dt+/ e_t[CQt_ds/Q]dt
0 1

1 [ dw \ 1/(dw—1)
d w
S / e—t CQt_df/dw exp{ —C3 (%) } dt —+ Co.
0

Since m(B(y; 27" ) —m(B(y; 27")) < 2~ Ddr — ¢, 27ndt < 0271 for each n, we also have

(B(
1 d dw \ 1/ (dw—=1) P
/(/ e’ [cgtdf/dw exp{—cg (M) dt | m(dx)
E\Jo t
00 1 d dy \ 1/(dw—1) p
:Z/ / e~ eat ™4/ expl —cq <M) dt | m(dx)
n=1 Y27 "n<d(z,y)<2 "1 0 t
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o) 1 2—ndw 1/(dw—1) p
< Z{m(B(y; 27" ) —m(B(y;27™)} (/ et [cyﬁ‘df/dW exp{ —03< ; ) }] dt)
n=1 0
o0 L, " ) P
<C Z 9 nds (/ t dw exp{—cg,rnmt*m }dt) .
n=1 0

Now, since df — p(df — dy,) > 0, standard calculations imply

o0

—nd b Cpodw 1 P
ZQ t t dw exp{—032 dw—T1t dw*l}dt < 00. (7.4)
0

n=1
Consequently, (LT) in (A5) holds.
To see (L), we can similarly find that for 6 < 1,

/E (/06 e’ [cztdf/dw exp{—cg (M) e }] dt) pm(d:c)

o0 5, P
<C Z 9 nds (/ o exp{—032_"#t_ﬁl—l }dt) )
n=1 0

By regarding ) as the integral with respect to the counting measure on Z-, (L)) follows by
((C4)) and the dominated convergence theorem. O

7.2 Jump-type processes

Let (E,d,m) be a locally compact, separable metric measure space with diam(E) = 1 and
m(E) < co. Let X be a Hunt process on E with the transition density p;(-,-). Suppose there

exist positive constants ¢y, --- ,cq, df > 1 and dy, > 2 such that
Cltidf/dw S pt<x7 .T), (75)
t
T I € ey G — 7.6

and
csr™ < m(B(w, 1)) < car™ (7.7)

for all z,y € E, r € (0,1] and ¢ € (0, 1].
By similar calculations as in the proof of Proposition [[.1l we can prove the following.

Proposition 7.2. Under the above conditions, if an integer p with p > 2 satisfies
df — p(df — dw) > O,
then Assumption (A) holds.
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