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HEAT KERNEL ESTIMATES FOR MARKOV PROCESSES
OF DIRECTION-DEPENDENT TYPE

JAEHOON KANG AND MORITZ KASSMANN

ABSTRACT. We prove sharp pointwise heat kernel estimates for symmetric Markov pro-
cesses associated with symmetric Dirichlet forms that are local with respect to some
coordinates and nonlocal with respect to the remaining coordinates. The main theorem
is a robustness result like the famous estimate for the fundamental solution of second
order differential operators, obtained by Donald G. Aronson. Analogous to his result,
we show that the corresponding translation-invariant process and the one given by the
general Dirichlet form share the same pointwise points.
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1. INTRODUCTION

This work is devoted to the study of heat kernel estimates for a certain class of Markov
processes. In the language of Partial Differential Operators, the work is concerned with
pointwise estimates for linear parabolic operators with bounded measurable coefficients.
Let us recall the famous robustness result of Aronson [Aro68]. The Gauss-Weierstrass
kernel g on (0,00) x RY, defined by

t*d/? _‘x‘g
g(t,xz) = W e,

on the one hand, is the density function of the transition probability for the Brownian
Motion. On the other hand, it is the fundamental solution of the heat equation in R

d
Given a uniformly elliptic operator of the form A = > %(a,ﬂx)%), a fundamen-
ij=1 " J
tal result of [Aro68] says that the corresponding fundamental solution py4 satisfies the

pointwise bounds

—cglz—y|? —eplz—y|?
t t

Cot~42¢ < palt,z,y) < Cit~ 42

(1.1)

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 35K08, 60J76; Secondary 60J46, 35A08.

Key words and phrases. Markov jump process, diffusion process, heat kernel, fundamental solution,
Dirichlet form.

Financial support of the German Science Foundation through the International Research Training Group
Bielefeld-Seoul IRTG 2235 is gratefully acknowledged. JK was supported by BK21 SNU Mathematical
Sciences Division. MK gratefully acknowledges support by the Institut de Mathématiques de Toulouse.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2106.07282v2

2 JAEHOON KANG AND MORITZ KASSMANN

for some positive constants Cj, ¢;. The estimate (1.1) can be interpreted as a robustness
result because it says that every non-degenerate elliptic partial differential operator shares
the same pointwise upper and lower bounds. Results of this type have been studied
intensively for many operators in various metric measure spaces.

An important step has been made by establishing robustness results of the above kind
for Markov jump processes in [BL02] and [CKO03]. Let p;(t, z,y) denote the fundamental
solution of the operator

u — Jyu — p.v. /Rd (u(y) —u(z))J(z,y) dy,

where J(x,y) is symmetric and satisfies for some a € (0,2) and ¢y, ¢ > 0 the relation
cilr —yl74 < J(x,y) < eolw — y|~ for all  # y. Similar to (1.1), the authors show
that there are two positive generic constants ci, ¢; such that for all t > 0 and z,y € R?
the two-sided estimate

d+a

dta
at™ (LA ghm) ™ <psltay) <ot (A EE) e (1.2)

holds true. Thus, the fundamental solutions p; turns out to be comparable with the
fundamental solution of the fractional heat operator 8, + (—A)%2. Or, in the language
of Probability Theory, it is proved in [CKO03] that the transition density function p; of
the process corresponding to J is comparable to the transition density function of the
rotationally symmetric a-stable process.

The aim of the present work is to establish a similar robustness result for integro-
differential operators that might be of second order with respect to some coordinates
and of any positive order between 0 and 2 with respect to the remaining coordinates. In
this sense, the operators are mixed local-nonlocal operators. Note that these operators
are of a much more complicated nature than one gets when considering a superposition
of local and nonlocal operators as for —A + (—A)®/2. The latter operator satisfies a Har-
nack principle, whereas the operators that we consider here, do not satisfy the classical
Harnack inequlity. In our framework one cannot expect to obtain bounds for the heat
kernel that are rotationally symmetric as the bounds in (1.1) and (1.2). Such a setting has
been already studied for pure jump processes with singular jump kernels in [Xul3] and
[KKK22]. The first article establishes sharp lower bounds and some upper bounds. The
second articles invents some self-improving mechanism and proves sharp upper bounds.
In the present work we study integro-differential operators resp. Markov processes in the
Euclidean space R, where the process performs jumps within the first d coordinates
and is a diffusion in the remaining n coordinates. It turns out that the presence of jump
and diffusive behavior at the same time is a challenge for proving sharp upper bounds of
the heat kernel.

Heat kernel estimates are closely linked to the parabolic Harnack inequality. A parabolic
version of the famous Harnack inequality goes back to Hadamard and Pini. It has been
studied for many generators of Markov processes and the question whether resp. in
which spaces the parabolic Harnack inequality and the Aronson bounds are equivalent
has stimulated an interesting field of research. Note that the Harnack inequality is not
essential for our work. It fails in its classical local form for jump processes with singular
jump kernels, e.g., it fails for positive solutions to d;+(—9?)%/2+(—02)*/? = 0 in B, C R2.
Hence, in general, it fails for the operators resp. the processes that we study, too.

Main results. Let us explain the set-up and the main results. Let d,n € N. For
r € R oz = (2}, 2" = 2le! + ... + 2% ed™™ where € is the unit vector, we
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define 2/, 7 € R¥" by

d d+n
. i o~ i
ZL‘.—E x-€e, T:= g x-e'. (1.3)
i=1 i=d+1

Then, z = 2/ +7 and for any z,y € R |z —y|?> = |2/ —¢/|*+|7—7|?. Forie {1,...,d}
let R; := {z € R¥™|z = qe’ for some a € R}. For z,y € R*™ define

1 ‘ |
I (x,y) = Wu if y—xeR;\{0}forie{l,...,d},
0 otherwise.

Let m(dy) be the product measure on Ule R; such that m restricted to each R; is the
one-dimensional Lebesgue measure on R. Let Z = (Z1,..., Z4*") be a Markov process
on R¥™ such that Z',..., Z%™ are independent and Z’ is a 1-dimensional symmetric
a-stable process for all i € {1,...,d} and Z’ is 1-dimensional Brownian motion for all
je{d+1,...,d+n}. Then, Z is mixed singular symmetric Markov process in the sense
that each component process Z° is either a diffusion or pure jump process. The Dirichlet
form (&, .#) associated with Z is given as follows:

d+n
s = | ( [ ) = a0(0) = o) # i) + 3 am(x)@v(as))dx,

Rd+n  Rd+n i=d+1

F ={u e L*(R™) : &(u,u) < oo}

Using the argument in [Xul3], one can check that (&,.%) is a regular Dirichlet form. Let
k>1and J: R x RI™ — (0,00) be a symmetric function satisfying

R (xy) < J(@y) < k7 (2,y). (1.4)
Let o7 (x) := (a;j(x))1<i j<d+n be a measurable (d +n) x (d + n) matrix-valued function
on R4 satisfying the following condition:
(H) Fori,j € {1,...,d+n}, a;; : R“™™ — R is a measurable function such that

a;;(z) = aji(x), for almost all x € R+ (1.5)
and
" d+n B
n_l‘ff < Z aij(x)gifj < /{‘5}2, for all z, ¢ € R™ (1.6)
ij=1

where we make use of the notation introduced in (1.3).
Remark. Note that condition (H) implies a;; = 0 if either ¢ or j is in {1,...,d}.
Define the symmetric Dirichlet form (€, F) by

ewn)= [ [ ) = u@)o0) — o) p)m(dn)da

+ /Rdm Vu(zx) - o (z)Vu(x)de,
F={uc L*(R"™) : &(u,u) < oo}
Then, by (1.4)-(1.6), for any u € L?(R™)
k1E(u,u) < E(u,u) < K& (u,u). (1.8)
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Thus, .# = F and (&, F) is also a regular Dirichlet form. The Markov process associated
with (€, F) is denoted by X = (X! X2 ..., X¥"). We use (X;)! := X! := X, - ¢ for
t>0andi€{l,2,...,d+n}.

Theorem 1.1. Let d,n € N. Suppose J satisfies (1.4) and the functions a;; satisfy (H).
Let (€, F) be the Dirichlet form given by (1.7). Then, there is a conservative Hunt process
X = (X;,P*, 2 € R ¢t > 0) associated with (£, F) that starts at every point in R4,
Moreover, X has a continuous transition density function p(t,z,y) on (0,00) x R x
RI™ with the following estimates: there exist ¢,C > 1 such that for any (t,z,y) €
(0’ OO) % R+ « RdJrn’

C—lt—d/a—n/Q |d| 1A tl/a e d|+n| c |xl — yl|2
P E—— ex -
|2* = y'| P t

i=1 i=d+1

d tl/a 1+a d+n |I‘Z N yz‘Q
< p(t,z,y) < Ct=Yon/2 H (1 A 7) exp (—7) )

i=1 | =y i=d+1 ct

Theorem 1.1 proves pointwise robustness estimates for heat kernel estimates like the one
of [Aro68] for a diffusion (the case of d = 0), the one of [CK03] for isotropic jump processes
and the one of [Xul3, KKK22] for symmetric singular pure jump processes (the case of
n=0).

Extensions. Let us discuss possible extensions and versions of our main result. The
setting of Theorem 1.1 seems to be restrictive because the first d components of the sto-
chastic process under consideration are of jump-type, whereas the last n components form
a non-degenerate diffusion. However, the analogous results holds true when considering a
permutation o of the coordinates {1,...,d+n}. One way to see this is by inspecting the
proof. One could just replace i, 7, jo € {1,...,d+n} by 0(i),0(j),0(jo) € {1,...,d+n}
in each step of the proof. But one could also establish the result by a formal considera-
tion. To this end, one replaces the jump kernel J and the coefficients a;; with the help
of the perturbation by J7, af;, e.g., J7(x,y) = J(z7,y7). This leads to a new Dirichlet
form (€7, D), where D = {u € L?(R%)| E(u,u) < oo} stays unchanged. We denote the
Markov process corresponding to (£7, D) by X, the corresponding semigroup by P? and
the corresponding heat kernel by p?(¢,z,y). The main observation now is

p(t, o, y0) = p7 (t, 25, yg) (1.10)

for all t,z0,y09. Note that this property is not a mathematical triviality. Its proof is
rather simple, though. (1.10) follows once one has shown P? f(z) = P,(foo)(oc~ (z)) for
every non-negative function f and every x € R?. This statements itself follows from the
invariance of the Lebesgue measure with respect to permutations. A detailed discussion
can be found at the end of the appendix in [KKK22].

A second extension of Theorem 1.1 concerns the type of jump process that is performed
in the first d coordinates. The method of proof of Theorem 1.1 allows us to obtain
heat kernel estimates for different types of mixed processes. Consider the d-dimensional
isotropic a-stable process Y and the n-dimensional Brownian motion W. Then, Z =
(Y, W) is a d + n-dimensional Markov process which is different from Z. Let (&', .#°)
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be the Dirichlet form associated with Z. Then,
(o) = [ [ () = @) (o)~ vla) S oyl
+ diu(x)ov(x)de,
/Rdﬂ Z u(z)Ov(z)dx

i€A2
Fo = Ly € LA(RT™) : £°(u,u) < oo},

where
1 .
/iSO(ZL‘ y) _ ‘SL" _ y/‘d+a7 if o/ 7£ y/;
0 otherwise,

and my(dy) is the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure. Let J° : R4 x R4T™ — (0, 00) be
a symmetric function satisfying

Hfljiso(x’y) S JiSO<x7y> S H/iso<x’y> (111)
and define Dirichlet form (¢, F°) by

e )i= [ () = @) el - o) I gmaldy)de
" /R  Vula) (@) Ve(a)de, (1.12)
F = {u € LARM) : £%(u, u) < oo},
Then, by (1.11), (1.5) and (1.6), for any u € L2(R*™)
K1E () < E(u, u) < KE (u,u).

Theorem 1.2. Let d,n € N. Suppose J*° satisfies (1.11) and the functions a;; satisfy
(H). Let (E°, F°) be the Dirichlet form given by (1.12). Then, there is a conservative
Hunt process X = (X;,P*,x € R ¢t > 0) associated with (£°, F*°) that starts every
point in RT™. Moreover, X has a continuous transition density function p*°(t,z,y) on
(0,00) x RT™ x R with the following estimates: there exist ¢, C > 1 such that for any
(t,z,y) € (0,00) x R¥™ x RIt"

a4t ~ _ 2
C—lt—d/a—n/Q 1A t exp _C|ZL‘ y|
=" — | t

- Yoz e\ BRI
< p(t,z,y) < Ct= Vo2 (1A exp | — .
— /| ct

(1.13)

Proof. The proof of this important case is analogous to the proof of Theorem 1.1 in the
case d =n = 1. Then, instead of (1.9) one establishes (1.13). m

Notation. Let us comment the notation that we are using. As is usual, Ny denotes
the non-negative integers including Zero. For two non-negative functions f and g, the
notation f < g means that there are positive constants ¢; and ¢y such that ¢;g(z) <
f(z) < eag(z) in the common domain of definition for f and g. For a,b € R, we use a A b
for min{a, b} and aVb for max{a, b}. Given any sequence (a,) of real numbers and ny, ny €
No, we set [['2, a, (resp. > 2 a,) as equal to 1 (resp. 0) if ny > ny. As explained

n=ni n=ni
above, for x € R we write 2’ = (z!,...,24,0,...,0) and ¥ = (0,...,0, 2%, ... z%").
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Related results. Let us discuss related results about Markov processes in the Fuclidean
space from the literature. Note that there are many results about fine pointwise estimates
for the transition density function p(¢,z,y) in the case of Lévy processes. Here, we do
not comment on those results because we focus on robustness results, i.e. we consider
inhomogeneous settings. In particular, the equality p(¢,x,y) = p(t,z — y,0) does not
generally hold in the framework that we study.

As discussed in the beginning of the introduction, our work is inspired by the development
initiated in [Aro68] for diffusions and [CKO03] for a large class of symmetric Markov jump
processes whose jump kernels are comparable to isotropic functions.

The articles [CKK08, CKK11] prove heat kernel bounds for finite range jump processes
and jump processes with exponentially decaying jump kernels, respectively. Sharp bounds
in the case of polynomially decaying jump kernels are established in [BKKI19]. Note that
[BKKL19] also allows for small jumps with an intensity that is stronger than for any a-
stable process. Pointwise heat kernel bounds are proved in [CK10] for Markov processes
generated by Dirichlet forms that are given as the sum of local and nonlocal forms.

The aforementioned cases cover a wide range of Markov processes. However, they all
satisfy the property that the transition density function p(t, z,y) is comparable to some
given functions g/, which would depend on the specific case, in the following way:

g1<t7 ‘.CL’ - y|) < p(tvxvy) < g2<t7 ‘.CL’ - y|) )

for any t > 0 and all z,y in the corresponding space. But there are many interesting
cases where these rotational bounds do not hold true. A very simple case is given by the
process Z = (Z',Z?), where Z', Z? are independent one-dimensional stable processes.
The transitions density function of this process, which is the fundamental solution for
the operator d; + (—0%)*/2 + (—02)*/2, is the product of two solutions acting in one
dimension, thus not rotational at all. It is very interesting to investigate robustness
results for operators based on these examples. Such a program has been initiated in
[Xul3], where d-dimensional jump processes with singular jump kernels are considered.
[Xul3] establishes sharp heat kernel lower bounds and rough off-diagonal upper bounds.
Sharp off-diagonal upper bounds are proved in [KKK22] with the help of some involved
iterative scheme. Thus, [KKK22] finally establishes a robustness result along the ideas
of [Aro68], [CKO03] for Markov jump processes with singular jump kernels. In the present
work we use the scheme developed in [KKK22] for those directions in R4*", for which the
process under consideration is governed by a jump process. Note that the scheme has also
been used in [KW22] to show sharp heat kernel bounds for some more general singular
jump processes replacing the stable process in each direction by one fixed subordinate
Brownian Motion. See also [CHZ23], [KW23] for corresponding results on the Dirichlet
heat kernel.

All of the aforementioned results on jump processes have led to a conjecture about the
robustness question for jump processes, which is discussed in the introduction of [KKIK22].
The present work shows that this conjecture seems to hold also for processes that satisfy
comparability of the jump intensity for some coordinates and comparability with a given
non-degenerate diffusion in the remaining coordinates.

Organization of the article. In Section 2, we obtain near-diagonal upper and lower
bounds for the heat kernel. Moreover, we prove two important auxiliary results. The
first one establishes rough upper bounds for the heat kernel, see Theorem 2.4. The
second one is a survival estimate with respect to cubes in the corresponding metric, see
Proposition 2.7. In Section 3 we prove the off-diagonal lower bounds in Theorem 3.2.
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Section 4 is the heart of this work. First, in Subsection 4.1, we consider the special
case d = n = 1 and give a detailed, fully self-contained proof of the upper bound in
(1.9). Subsection 4.2 and Subsection 4.3 are devoted to the case of general d,n € N. In
Subsection 4.2 we explain the strategy of the proof in this case and, to this end, provide
an iterative scheme. In Subsection 4.3 we discuss auxiliary results and their proofs.

Remark. This article was completed and uploaded to www.arxiv.org in 2021. Since
the proof of near-diagonal lower bounds of p(t,z,y) in Proposition 2.8 requires Holder
regularity of the heat kernel, the authors decided to wait with the publication of the
article until this result, see Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 7.13 of [CKW19, Version 2], is
available on www.arxiv.org.

Acknowledgments. The authors of this article thank Takashi Kumagai for very helpful
discussions on the subject of the article.

2. NEAR-DIAGONAL ESTIMATES AND AUXILIARY RESULTS

In this section we collect some important results, which can be established in a rather
direct fashion. First, we prove on-diagonal upper bounds in Proposition 2.2. They allow
us to prove some useful, yet not-sharp, upper off-diagonal bounds in Theorem 2.4. Since
our Markov process under consideration has direction-dependent behavior, we compen-
sate this behavior by choosing a corresponding metric. With respect to this metric we
can establish another important result, Proposition 2.7, which is known as a survival
estimate. It directly leads to the on-diagonal bounds from below in Proposition 2.8. The
last result is concerned with the mean exit time. We show that the mean exit time w.r.t.
appropriate cubes and balls behaves like the one of an isotropic process in a Euclidean
ball, see Theorem 2.10.

Recall that X is the Markov process associated with (£, F). We first introduce the Lévy
system for our stochastic processes with singular jump kernels. For the proof, see [CKO0S,
Appendix A].

Lemma 2.1. For any © € R™™, stopping time S (with respect to the filtration of X ),
and non-negative measurable function f on Ry x RH™ x RT™ with f(s,y,y) =0 for all
y € R and s > 0, we have

E$

> fls, X, Xo)| =E

s<S

S d
/0 (;/Rf(s,Xs,Xs +e'h)J(X,, X, + eih)dh) ds] _

Proposition 2.2. (i) There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for any f € F N L*(R4™)
a+n -1 a+n -1
A < e (f IR (21)

1
(i1) There is a properly exceptional set N of X, a positive symmetric kernel p(t,x,y)
defined on (0,00) X (R \ ) x (R \N), and a constant C > 0 such that E*[f(X;)] =

Jrarn 0t 2,9) f(y)dy, and

p(t,z,y) < Ct=/e/? (2.2)
for every x,y € R\ N and for every t > 0.
Proof. Since Z',..., Z%™ are independent, the heat kernel ¢(t, x,y) for Z satisfies

~ ~ d o 1+«
q(t,z,y) =< Y2 exp B il 11 1/\L :
4t

P 2" — y'|
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Thus, by [CKS87, Theorem 2.1], there exists ¢; > 0 such that for f € F N L*(R4™),
a+n/2)71 a+n/2)71
|FIE 2 < e O HIFIRT

Thus, (2.1) follows from (1.8). Using (2.1), [CKS87, Theorem 2.1] and [BBCK09, Theo-
rem 3.1], the second result follows. |

Remark 2.3. In [CKW19], the Hélder continuity for solutions of corresponding parabolic
equations is established, see Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 7.13. Since p(t, z,y) is a caloric
function, i.e., it solves the corresponding heat-type equation, we may assume N = (),
where N is the properly exceptional set in Proposition 2.2(ii). Thus, (2.2) holds for all
z,y € R™ and t > 0.

Next, we want to apply the Davies method in order to prove some off-diagonal upper
bound. To this end, let dI" be the carré du champ measure for (£, F) . Then, E(u,u) =
Jgasn AT (u, u) and for v € F,

de 2YT(e¥, e¥)

_ / e~ (¢40E) _ ¥ Y2 7 (3. y)m(dy) + e O VelE) . of (2) V)
Rd+n

dz
= [ @O gl + Y a0 @)
Re#n ij>d+1
Define
M) = [ (@O 1Py + Y @0 @0, fa),

AP = IDC) ooV IT(=F) oo
E(t,,y) = sup {|£(2) = F()] = tA()* : f € Lip,(RY), with A(f) < oo}.

We use the Davies method to prove the following upper bound for the heat kernel. Al-
though it is not sharp, it will play an important role in obtaining sharp upper bounds.

Theorem 2.4. There exist c,C > 1 such that for allt > 0 and x,y € R¥"
d

11/ /3 7 — *yv‘z
¢ < Ot~ Yen/2 IAN— — :
p(t,z,y) < 11 exp ”

pale e

Remark. In the proof we apply ideas of [Xul3] to the first d coordinates. Thus we arrive
at the exponent «/3 for these components, which is far from the optimal exponent.
It is remarkable that, up to now, it seems unclear how to modify the technique by
Carlen-Kusuoka-Stroock in order to prove optimal off-diagonal upper bounds. See the
corresponding comments in [KKK22].

Proof. Fix z = (', 2%,...,2%") and y = (y*,9?,...,y"™). Fori € {1,2,...,d+n}, let
-1 o » :
R R P R i ST
i) = Ni(Ri = € = 2'[) VO, for &= (&€, M) e RHT,
and ¥(€) = M 4p;(€). Then, we see that for all s € {1,2,...,d +n} and £, ¢ € R,
[0:(&) = YO S A€ = 1], [P @7 — 1] < 2eMf, (2.3)
Moreover, for i,5 € {1,2,...,d+ n} with i # j,
Vi€ +es) = Ni(R; — [€ + (/8)" = ') VO = Ni(R; — [€ + 0 — ') VO = (). (24)
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By (1.4), (1.6) and (2.4),

d _ d+n
f) S K (Z/ (6¢(§+els)_¢(f) ) /(5 €+e s dS + Z |8zw )
i=1 /R

i=d+1

d . 2 d+n
— K (Z/ (ewi(f—l—els)—%(f) _ 1) /(§,§+eis)ds+ Z |alwl(€)|2>
. R i=d+1
d+n
<Z[ + > [I)

i=d+1

For i € {1,2,...,d}, if R} <, then ¢; = 0, and thus, [; = 0. Now, consider the case
that R® >t for i € {1,2,...,d}. Using (2.3) and (e® — 1)? < s2e21l for all s € R, we see

that,
]i — / (elﬂi(f-i‘eis)—wi(f) _ 1)2/(€’€+ eis)ds
R

_ ileteis)—i(e) _ 1298 / ilereis) i) _ 1\2_ 98
=c e —1 +c e —1
/ N Ve ) e

A2s)? 28| 1
< c/ %ds + ceQAiR"/ Tds
[s|I<R; |S| ¢ s i S| ¢

S C)\?€2)\iRiRi27a 4 Ce2AiRiR;a

R RO‘ _
S Ce?))szlRi o R 71.

Also, using [¢;(§) — wi(g)\ < \|€F — (| again, we have I; < A\?. Thus,

DY) (€) <k (cdtl + Zn Af) :

1=d+1

By definition, ¥(z) — ¥(y) = S (¢i(z) (y)) = SR, Thus,

Proposition 2.2, Remark 2.3 and [CKS87, Theorem 3 25],

d+n d+n
p(t,z,y) < Ot~ 2 exp < Z)\ R; + Kt (cdt_ + Z )\2)>

i=d+1
d+n
= Ct—d/a—n/z exp <Cd/‘€ - Z )\ZRZ - Z ()\ZRZ - KtA?))
=1 i=d+1
Cpdfani d 1 ¢ 1/3 d+n i — yif?
<ot e —_— ex
- H( Se=rd) 1 (- e i)

The following lemma provides auxiliary computations.

Lemma 2.5. Let d,n,k € N and ¢ > 0.
(i) There ezists a positive constant ¢; = ¢1(d, n, c, ) such that for any r,t >0

2 t\ 14d/a
/ 72 exp ( clyl )dy < ( ) .
{yeRm:|y|>ro/2} t re

by
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(ii) There ezists a positive constant co = ca(n, c) such that for any t > 0

2
/ t™% exp ( — C|i| )dy < co. (2.6)
R’ﬂ

(iii) There exists a positive constant cs = cs3(n, ¢, k) such that for 0 < a < b < ka,

2 2
/ _"/2/ exp ( cly| )dyds < cstexp (— ﬁ). (2.7)
{yeRm:a<ly|<b} 2t

Proof. By using the spherical coordinate change and the change of variable (s = v/tu),

aN 1+d/a 2
/ (C) o exp< 1yl )dy
{yeRn:y|zra/2) \ t
o0 aN 1+d/a 2
:c(n)/ (T—> t™2 exp — 2 ) s lds
ro/2 t t
o0 ay 1+d/a ;g2\ n/2 2
o [ ()Y e ()
S 2 1+d/a+n/2 2
gc(n)/ <S—> exp — e )slds
ra/2 t t

= c(n) /(a/t)l/2 w2t oxp (= cu?)du

< c(n)/ w2t exp ( — cu2)du <,
0

which proves (2.5). The proof of (2.6) using polar coordinates is standard. For (2.7),
using spherical coordinate change, we obtain

|y|2 b u2
s"/2/ exp ( — c—)dy = c(n)s"/2/ exp ( — c—)u"ldu
{yeR™:a<y|<b} s a s

< ety tesp (o) -y <o (2 )"/2 e (- )

2\ "/2 2
< ¢(n)k" <a_) exp ( - ca—).
s s

Since there exists ¢/ = ¢/(n, ¢) such that u"/2exp(—cu) < ¢ exp(—cu/2) for all u > 0,

2 t 2
/ _"/2/ exp(—cm)dyds<c( )k"’/exp(—ﬁ)ds
{yeR™:a<|y|<b} 0 2s
t ca?
< c(n)k™d exp (— §> /0 ds = cstexp < — §>
|

Next, let us introduce the truncated Dirichlet form (&, F) together with its Markov
process X° and the heat kernel p°(¢, z,y). For § > 0, define Js(z, y) := J(z,y)Lj—y <o)
and for u,v € F,

St i= [ [ () = @) (o) = o) e pymidy)ds

+ /R(Hn Vu(z) - & (x)Vou(zr)de.
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Let X° be the Markov process associated with (&5, F) and p°(t, z,y) be the heat kernel
for X°.

Lemma 2.6. There exists C > 0 such that for any x € R,
5 < [ ()~ i) midy) < O
Rd+n
Proof. Using (1.4),

/R - (J(z,y) = Js(x,y))m(dy) = / J(x,y)m(dy)

ly'—'[>6
d 1 kd
< /i/ H(x,y)m(dy) = / ——dy' = —
ly'—z'|>6 zzl |yt —z?|>6 |$Z - yz|1+oz a
The lower bound can be proved analogously, see also [Xul3, Lemma 4.1]. ]

Using Lemma 2.6,

Slww = Extw) = [ [ (o) = ) 0) U i)

<t ualdesw [ Jey)mi)
Rd+n ly' —a’|>0

T

< o ull;.
Thus, we obtain by (2.1) and [CKS87, Theorem 3.25] that
p‘s(t, x,y) < ct_d/a_"/Qeclt‘S_a_E5(2t’$’y), (2.8)
where

L) = [ @O 1)+ Y a0 @0 )

i,j>d+1

As(F)? = 05 (Ao V [ITs (=)l
Es(t,,y) i=sup {|£(2) = F(y)] — tAs(F)? : f € Lip,(RY), with As(f) < o0 }.

The following definition of a square takes into account the direction-dependent behavior
of our process. For x € R, we define a modified cube in R4 with “radius” r by

Qz,r) = {y e RU™ |2 —yi| <r |2/ —yf| <r¥?for 1 <i<d<j<d+n}
We also define a r-neighborhood of z in R%*+" by
B(z,r) :={y e R¥" : |2/ —y/| <r|T —7| <r*/?).

Then, B(x,r) C Q(x,7r) holds for all x € R*™ and r > 0. Moreover, there exists
¢ = c(d,n,a) such that Q(x,cr) C B(z,r) holds for all z € R™" and r > 0. Indeed,
for c = d7Y2 An7V% let y € Q(z,er). Then, |2t — 3| < (er)? for i € {1,2,...,d}
and |27 — 3|2 < (cr)® for j € {d+ 1,d + 2,...,d + n}. This implies that |2’ — ¢/|*> =

Szt =2 < d(er)? < r?and T — 7] = E;l:gﬂ |27 — 47 ]* < n(cr)® < r®. Thus,

Q(z,cr) C B(z,r) C Qz, 7). (2.9)

The definition of Q(z,r) allows us prove a survival estimate despite the fact that the
process is highly anisotropic.
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Proposition 2.7. There exists a constant C' > 0 such that
]P):B(TQ(J;W) <t)<Ctr @
for allt,r > 0 and xr € R*™,
Proof. Suppose 2t < r®. Fix € R"™" and y € R™"\ B(x,r). Let § = 52%~ and

(d+a)
Ri=2' =y, M\ =(30)"log(6°/1),
=T —79y|, A= Ry/((kn+1)t).

Define
Y(&) = (B — |& —2') VO, $(€) = Xa(Ra—[€—F]) VO, for &R,
and ¥(&) = ¢'(¢)

+ ( ). Then, we observe that for 1 <i<dandd+1<j<d+n,

(&
V(E+es) = MR —[(§+e's) —a) VO =X(R — ¢ —2']) VO =¢/(E),
(€ +e's) = Ry = |(§ + €)= F) VO = Xao( Ry — |€ = 7) V 0 = $(6).
Using this, (1.4) and (1.6),

d+n

I Z/ w<s+es w(s>—1> Js(€.€eis)ds + Y ay(2)0n(x)d(x)
i=d+1
d . 9 d+n _

— K <Z/ <6¢'(§+els)—¢'(f) _ 1) /(f,ereis)ds + Z |al,¢)(€)|2>
i=1 /1s]<0 i=d+1
d d+n

=: HZ[Z{—FFL Z II;.
i=1 i=d+1

For £,¢ € R¥™, we have [¢/(€) — ¢'(¢)| < Ai|¢' — ¢|. Using this and (e® — 1)? < s2¢2sl
for all s € R, we see that for i € {1,2,...,d}
)\2|S|262)\1|s\

Iz‘, _ / ( Y (E4els)—y/ (&) _ 1) j(§’§+ eis)ds < / ﬁds < cedMo g
|s|<6 si<s sl

Also, using [¢(€) — ¥(¢)] < Ao|€ — (|, we have II; < X2 fori e {d+1,d+2,...,d+n}.
Thus,

Cs() (&) <k (cde3’\155’a + n)é) ,

and
kedt N 9
—E(;(Qt,l',y) S —)\1R1 )\QRQ + — 5o ! + /{nt>\2
RZ
= ked — MRy — ——2 .
T T

Thus, by (2.8) and §* > 2t,
Pt z,y) < Ct=¥o 2 exp(ctd™ — Es(2t, x,y))

R2
< et exp (e MRy - )
= exp (¢ 14ty (ko + 1)2
~_ ~2
=C'texp (— M|z’ —y/|) T exp < - M) (2.10)
c
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Let

By = Ey(z,r) = {y ¢ R : |2/ —o/| >r},

Ey = BEy(z,r) = {y e R™" . |’ —y/| <7, |T—7| >r?},
so that B(x,r)¢ = E; U Ey. Then,

P (¢ € Bary) = [ o Py
yeB(z,r)

(/ / ) (t,z,y)dy = I; + L. (2.11)
yeEb, yEFy

By (2.10), (2.6), integration by parts and log(6®/t) > log 2,

~_ ~2
I, < ct‘d/“/ exp (= Mz’ — y’\)dy’/ t7"/% exp ( it )dg
|z —y' |>r R™ ct

d

00 1
< Ctd/a/ exp ( _ )\lu)ud’ldu < ¢t~ Z v exp(—Ayr)rd*
—d/a a 30 \ky t\Hd/e o —d/a - BT
sa Y () () rEa ()
p k=1
< ctr=“. (2.12)

Also, by (2.10) and (2.5)

~ _ ~2
I, < c(/ t_d/o‘dy') (/ 72 exp ( — u)dg)
o~y |<r [F—gl2re/2 ct

S Ct*d/ardtl“rd/ar*a*d

= ctr™“. (2.13)
Thus, by (2.9), (2.11), (2.12) and (2.13), for any 2t < r°
P*(X) € Q(z,7)°) < P"(X] € B(x,r)°) < ctr . (2.14)

Choose ¢; > 2%/ so that 2(r/c1)*/? < r*/% and 2(r/c;) < r. Then, for any z € Q(x,r)°,
Q(z,r/c1) N Q(x,r/c1) = B. Thus, by the strong Markov property and (2.14), for any
At < (r/cp)”

]P)x<7-g(ar,r) < t) =P (Tg(x,r) <t th € Q(SL’, T/Cl)c) +P* (Tg(x,r) <t th € Q(SL’, T/Cl))
<P(X3 € Qx,7/c1)) + sup PF(XS,_, € Q(z,7/c1)°)

2€Q(z,r)c,s<t

<P (XS, € O, r/e)’) +sup P (X3, € Qs r/er)’)
s<t

<ctr ¢

From Meyer’s construction and Lemma 2.6,

P*(X, # X? for some s < t) < tsup/ | (z,y) — Js(z,y)|m(dy) < ctr™°.
Rd+n

z

Thus, for 4t < (r/c1)®,
P (1o < t) < P* (Tg(w) <t) +P"(X, # X? for some s < t) < ctr *.
For 4t > (r/c1)®, the result is trivial. [

Finally, we can establish the desired on-diagonal lower bound.
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Proposition 2.8. There exist constants ¢ > 0 and € > 0 such that
p(t,x,y) > et~/ for y € Q(x,et'/®).
Proof. By Proposition 2.7 and (2.9), there exists ¢; > 0 such that
P (1@ <t) < citr™@.

Using this, we see that

N | —

/ p(t/27x’ y)dy S IP)Z‘(TQ(x7(CIt)1/a) < t/2) S
Rd+n\Q(m7(clt)1/a)

Thus, by Jensen’s inequality,

wmwzf WM%W@Z/ p(t/2, 2, y)dy
Rd+n Q(w,(c1t)1/)

! ’ —d/a—n/2
2|QL@MMW(LMMWMPW@waQ > oot =0T (2.15)

Note that ¢, is independent of ¢ > 0 and z € R¥™. On the other hand, by the Hélder
continuity for p(¢,x,-) proved in Theorem 1.6 and Theorem 7.13 of [CKW19], we can
take € = €(cy) such that

plt.2.y) = plt,2,2)] < SV forall g,z € Qla,et'),

Thus, by (2.15) and the above inequality for y € Q(z, et'/®),

p(t,x,y) > pt,z, ) — %t—d/a—n/z > C24-dfa—n/2

Proposition 2.9. The process X is conservative; that is, X has infinite lifetime.

Proof. Since the Dirichlet form (£, F) admits no killings inside R, the result follows
from Proposition 2.8 and [CKW21, Proposition 3.1(2)]. n

Theorem 2.10. (i) There exists a constant ¢; > 0 such that for xo € R*™™ and r > 0,
E* [TQ(mo,r)] <cr®

for all x € Q(xo, 7).
(ii) There exists a constant ca > 0 such that for r > 0,

E*[To(,mn] > cor®
Proof. (i) Let C' > 0 be the constant in Proposition 2.2(ii). Take large c3 so that

2C < cg/a+"/z. Then, for every r > 0, 7y € R and o € B(w,r), with t := 31, we
have by Proposition 2.2(ii) and Remark 2.3

C|Q<SL’0 T)| CTd+na/2
]P):L' X c Q Lo, T :/ t’[]j7 d S ) =
(X¢ € Q(ao,7)) Q(mr)P( Wy < — G o2 dina2

1
< -
-2

Since X is conservative, it follows that for every = € Q(xq,r),

I

N | —

P (T < 1) = P'(X, ¢ Q(ao, 7)) >

which implies P* (7o, > t) < 1/2. By the strong Markov property, for integer k > 1,

1
P* (TQ(mo,r) > (k‘ + l)t) S E* [PX“(TQ(:BOM > t); TQ(mo,r) > kit S §P$(Tg(xo,r) > k‘t)
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Using induction, we obtain that for every k > 1,
Px(TQ(xom) > k‘t) < 2_k,

which implies

Em[TQ(xO,T)] < Zt(/{i + 1)1@1(7'@(330,,1) > kt) < eqr®.
k=0
(ii) Let C' > 0 be the constant in Proposition 2.7 and ¢ := r*/(2C'). By Proposition 2.7,

T.Oé

Em[TQ(mO,T)] >t Px(TQ(mO,T) > t) = t(l — Px(TQ(mO,T) < t)) > t(l — 1/2) 40

3. OFF-DIAGONAL LOWER BOUND

In this section, we will prove sharp off-diagonal lower bounds for the heat kernel. The
following lemma is a key ingredient for the lower bound estimate.

Lemma 3.1. There exist C1, C’2 > 0 such that for all z € R“™ and r > 0,
d+n

P* (o) > <Sup \/|X2—x\\/ \/ | X!~z |2/a <,,,> > (e~ Cetr™®

s<t _ i=di1

Proof. Fix x € R4 and r > 0. Let a € (0,1) be a constant which will be chosen later.
Let tg = ar® and

d+n
D = {XtOGer/Zi sup\/|X’ T Vv \/ |X’—xi|2/“§2r/3},
i=d+1
where X, = (X!, ..., X4, For y € Q(z,7/3), by Proposition 2.8,
PY(Xy, € Qa,1/3)) =/ p(to,y, 2)dz > / p(to,y, 2)dz
(w.7/3) (@.r/3)NQy.ct’®)
> es(to) Y ?|Q(x,r/3) N Q(y, e(to) V)| = calto) ™2 (e(to) /) Hmo/?
— C4Ed+na/2’

where the last inequality holds since r = a~'/ O‘t(l]/ ‘> t(l)/ .
On the other hand, for ¢5 := (2% — 1)%%/3 and y € Q(z,7/3), we observe that
Q(y, csr) C Q(x,2r/3). Using this and Proposition 2.7,

d+n
g <sup\/|XZ 7| Vv \/ |X;—:pi|2/°‘>2r/3>

s<to i=d+1
< pY (TQ(m,2r/3) < tO) < Py<7-Q(y,05r) < tO) < CeQ,

where ¢g is independent of a. Thus, we obtain that for any y € Q(z,r/3),

d+n
PY(2) > PY(X,, € Q(z,r/3)) — PV <sup\/ IXI—a|v ) XD =2t > 2r/3>
i=d+1

Choosing a sufficiently small, we obtain that there exists b € (0, 1) such that

inf PY(2) >b.
yeQ(z,r/3)



16 JAEHOON KANG AND MORITZ KASSMANN

Using this estimate and the Markov property,

d+n

(sup \/|X’—x|\/ \/ | XE — ot §T>
S<2t0 i=di1
d+n
>IP)”"’<X,50 € Q(z,r/3), sup\/|X’ 7' v \/ | XT — 2% < 2r/3,
i=d+1
d+n
Xot, € Q(z,7/3), sup \/‘XZ—SL’ Y \/ | XT — 2|/ §2r/3)
to<s<2to | i
> P*(P*(2), 2)
> b2
By induction, we get for k € N,
d+n A
P* (7o) > kto) = P* ( sup \/ | X! — 2’| v \/ | X! — i ¥ < T) > bk
s<kt0 i=d+1

Now, for ¢ > 0, choose k to be the smallest integer greater than ¢/tg. Then,

t log b
P (7o) > 1) 2 P (Ton > kto) 2 bF 2 070 = bexp (t— log b) = bexp <£t'f’_°‘)-
0 a

logb
a

Thus, taking ¢; = b and ¢y = — > (0, we obtain the result. ]

Theorem 3.2. There exist constants ¢, C' > 1 such that for all t > 0 and x,y € R

— t
plt,2,) > CHY 2 exp (— 2= ) 11 <1 A |7) -

ct pale — |

Proof. Fix z = (z',...,24") = (2/,7) and y = (y%,...,y"") = (¥,9). By
Proposition 2.8, we may and do assume that |z* — y’| > et/® for i € {1,...,d} and
ro := |7 — | > /%2 where ¢ € (0,1) is the constant in Proposition 2.8. Let k € N
be the smallest integer satisfying ro/k < 37'*/2(27't/k)"/2. Then, k =< r2/t. Indeed,
1<2-3% 2/t <k<4- 3%/t and thus

_ t T02 1 t
< (") <1810l 1
361 k_<k)<85k (3.1)

For | = 0,1,....k, let z := (2/,Z + £ (y —;1:)) and Q; = Q(z, (ro/k)¥®). For | =
0,1,...,k—1andie{l,...,d},je{d+1 .,d+n}, we have

. , £\ 12
ot ahal =0l S Ja =l = <37 ()

Thus, for any & € @, {1 € Qpr and i € {1,...,d}, je{d+1,...,d+n},
16— G| < 1€ — Z] + 15 — 2] + 2 — Gl < (k) - @) |

1/2
|§l]_€lj+1| < |§l _Zl|+|zl le+1|+|zl]+1_§l]+1| <3?<€ . (%) .
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Thus, by Proposition 2.8, we have p(s, &, &41) = ¢1(27'/k)~%*"/2. Then, using the
semigroup property and the relation (3.1), we obtain

p(t,x,y)

/1Rd+” /Rd+n /Rd+n ( 51’52) (%afk_hﬁk)p(%,fk,y)d& - dég

> /1/2.../Qkp(ﬂ,x,fl)p(ﬂafl,fz)-~-p(§,§k7y)d£1...d§k

k—1
ch<2lt/k>d/an/2H(Cl<2lt/k)d/an/2‘Qi|)/ p(%’§k7y)d£k

i=1 Qk
k—1

= (271t/k)fd/a7n/2 H (Cl (271t/k)fd/a7n/2(Tg/k2)d/a+n/2)Py<Xt/2 e Qk)

i=1

> CQClgt_d/a_n/zIPy(Xt/Q € Q). (3.2)

Here, c1, c9, c3 are positive constants can be chosen independently of k. To find the lower
bound of PY(X,/, € Qy), we follow the proof of [Xul3, Theorem 4.21]. Since the proofs
are the same for d > 1, we only consider the case that d = 1.

Let @ = Q(y,3 *“ct!/*) and Qi = Oz, 47 (ro/k)?*) C Q). Then, for v € Q and
u € Q,

ot =l < ot =2t 2t =yt Yt el < et -yt 3751/“ < 2lz! —y'[. (3.3)
Moreover, by Lemma 3.1, we see that
EY[(t/2) A o) > %Py(m > 1/2) > e, (3.4)
and for any u € @k,

P (1, > 1) > P"(Topu.esro/hyz/ey > t) > Crexp (— Cac; “36e k), (3.5)
where ¢; € (0,1 — 4=2/2) and C1,Cy > 0 are the constants in Lemma 3.1. Let ¢ :=
inf{t > 0: X; € Qx} and ¢ := Cac; *36e~*. By the strong Markov property, (3.5), the
Lévy system, (3.3) and (3.4),

PY(Xyj0 € Qr) > PY (P (19, 005 > t/2—5),0 < t/2)
> C1exp ( — ch;)Py (X(t/z)/\TQ € @k)

(t/2)A1q
/ _ J( X, u)m(du)ds
0 Qk

/(t/2)ATQ / 1 ()
———m(du)ds
0 ék |X3 - u‘1+a

(t/k)""

o=y

= Cexp ( — c6k;)Ey

> k1Ch exp ( — c6k;)Ey

> crexp ((— ck)EY[(t/2) A 1]

t1+a_1

> crcg exp ( 206k') (3.6)

|zt — yt[ite’
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where the last inequality follows from that there exists cg > 0 such that e®* > cgk!'/® for
all £ > 1. Thus, by (3.2) and (3.6),

t1+0671
p(t, z,y) > cacrest™ Y2 exp ( — log(l/cg)k) exp ( — 206k)

Cg|§5— fyv|2 tl-i—orl
t ‘l’l _y1|1+a'

‘ZL’I _y1|1+a

> cocqogt M2 exp (—

4. OFF-DIAGONAL UPPER BOUND

In order to prove Theorem 1.1 it remains to show the off-diagonal upper bound in (1.9),
which is the main goal of this section. We present the proof in a fully self-contained
manner in the case d = n = 1 in Subsection 4.1. The strategy is analogous in the general
case but the presentation becomes more complex. We treat this case in Subsection 4.2.
This choice of presentation leads to some redundancy, which we accept for the benefit of
higher readability of the main ideas and formal arguments.

Before we explain the method of proof, let us introduce a technical tool that we are going
to apply. Recall that {P,,¢ > 0} is the transition semigroup of X defined by

R =B U] = [t i),

for any non-negative Borel function f on R and for any ¢ > 0, x € R4, Since (£, F)
is symmetric, the following lemma holds:

Lemma 4.1 ([BGK09, Lemma 2.1)). Let U and V be two disjoint non-empty open subsets
of R and f, g be non-negative Borel functions on R, Let 7 = 7 and 7' = 1 be the
first exit times from U and V', respectively. Then, for all a,b,t > 0 such that a +b =t,
we have

/ Pf(2)g(x)dz < / B (1 (<o) Py f(X,)]g(2)da
Rettn Reten (4.1)
+ [ Bl Pl (e

The desired upper bound in (1.9) will be the final step in an iterative scheme. Let us
introduce those conditions that are needed already in the case d =n = 1. Let ¢ > 0 be
given. The we define the following conditions:

(HS;O) There exists Cy > 1 such that for all t > 0, z,y € R,
d " q
p(t,z,y) < Cot~4a—n/2 H (1 A g ) :
) xl _ yl (07
i=1

(HS?") There exist Cy, ¢ > 1 such that for all t > 0, z,y € R,

R 7 - 712\ 1> t\°
t < Cht~e/e—n - IN—] .
plt,,y) < Co ex"( ct )II( |xz—yz|a)

i=1
In the case d = n = 1, the main aim is to prove (H ff;) which is equivalent to the upper
bound in (1.9). i



MARKOV PROCESSES OF DIRECTION-DEPENDENT TYPE 19

4.1. The case d =n = 1.

We have already mentioned that the final upper bound in (1.9) is the last conclusion in
a certain iterative scheme. Let us explain this scheme.

Step 1:
0;0 0;0 0;0 0;0
(HO ) = (H)\o) = (HQ)\O) s (HNO)\O)
0;0 . 1;0
= (H ) = (H"),
where the last definition is natural and facilitates future notation. Every implication

within the first of the above chain is a direct application of Lemma 4.2, Part (i). The
last implication follows from Lemma 4.3, Part (i).

Step 2: Independent from Step 1 we establish (Hg;") with the help of Theorem 2.4.
Step 3: With the help of condition (Hé;o), we establish:
(™) = (") = (H5)) - = (Hyy,)
O;n
L>(]¥1+oz—1) )
where all but the last implication are applications of Lemma 4.2, Part (ii). The last

implication follows from Lemma 4.3, Part (ii).

Remark. The presentation above including all implications has the advantage that
its generalization to the higher-dimensional case can easily be understood, see
Subsection 4.2.

Lemma 4.2. Assume condition (HS"’) holds true for ¢ < a~'. Further, assume
(i) eithern =0,
(ii)) orn =1 and (Hé;o) holds true.

Then (H;)j:’/\o) holds true, where Ny depends only on « and satisfies ¢+ g < 1+ a1,

Lemma 4.3. Assume condition (Hg?") holds true q > o~ t. Further, assume
(i) eithern =0,
(ii) orn=mn and (HS;O) holds true.

Then (Hffa,l) holds true.

To prove above two lemmas, we need the following technical result, Proposition 4.4. The
proof of above two lemmas are given after the proof of Proposition 4.4.

Proposition 4.4. Let n € {0,1}, a € (0,2) and t > 0. Assume that (HY") holds true
for some ¢ € [0,1+ o~ . Assume further that either n = 0 or the conjunction n = 1
and (Hy°) hold. Lett > 0, zg = (x8,22),90 = (v, y3) € R? with |} — y3| > 3t/
Set p = tY* and take 0, € N satisfying 2Ry < |z§ — y3| < 2Ry, where Ry = 2"p. Let
T = TO(uo,k1/8) and [ be a non-negative Borel function on R* supported in Q(yo, p/8).
Then there ezist C,c > 0 independent of xo,yo and t such that for every x € Q(xo, p/8),

E* [H{Tgt/2}Pt7Tf(XT)]
¢ 2t - 1.
(1 A 7|$(1)_y(1)‘a) if g <o (4.2)

2 212\ "
< Ct—l/a—l/ZHle exp ( _ M) . et
¢ (1/\ﬁ> Zf q>oz_1.
25 —vol
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Note that there exists C5 = Cs(a) > 2 such that for any a,b > 0 with 2a < b, a®/? +
(b/C3)*/2 < b2/2. Thus, for x € Q(z¢, p/8), we see that Q(x, R, /(8C3)) C Q(zo, R1/8).
Thus, by Proposition 2.7

P (7o, ri/8) < 1/2) < P (To@,ri/s0s)) < 1/2) < R
For given ¢t > 0 and k € N, let p = ¢t/ and
Dy := Dy x R :=(=2p,2p) xR, Dy, := D;, x R:=[2Fp, 2" p) x R.

Note that Dy(k € Np) is the same set deﬁned in [KKK22]. For given xg,yo € R?, let

Ay, = yo+Dy. Let Oy := 8%/ 5o that C;** = L. Forz € Q(wo, p/8) and T = To(uy Ry /1)
set

O(k) = E [H{Tﬁt/z}H{XTGAk}Pt*Tf<XT)]7 k € No.

Then,
E* [Lir<ijoy Pier f(X- ZE Lirsyny Lixeag Pr f(X0)] = D ®(k)
- k=0
We observe that given z € Q(xo, p/8), k+1 < 6y,
t/2AT 1 ct
r——dlds | < — 2" 4.3
/0 X g S] = Rita P (4.3)

where I} = {{ € R : |[( —yi| € [2%p, 28 1p)}. Indeed, for w € Q(xo, R1/8) and z € A,
(ie., [2" — ol € [2%p, 21 p))

b} R

9 R
! = 21 = faig = ol — |w' —wo| = 2" — ol = B — gl = 2Mp > SR = 2"p = —.

Proof of Proposition /./.
Case 1: n = 0. We first derive an upper bound for
Peef@) = [ plt= Tz f0)dy
Q(yo, &)
for z € Ay and t/2 <t —7 <t. Let y € Q(yo, p/C3) and z € Ay, for k > 1. Then,
1
= =yl = 12" =yl = lyo — ' = 2% — p/Cs = 52%.

Thus, for y € Q(yo, p/C3) and z € A for k > 0,

t a —ka
1Am§2 (LA27F).

Thus, by (HJ?), for z € A; (k> 0),

Peef() = [ b= rz) fg)dy < e g 2t
Q(wo

7%)

<o () 20 (4.4
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By (4.3) and (4.4),

61—1 q91,1
—1/a— t —k)aqpz
> d(k) < G2 £y (R_‘f‘) > 2O RAET [y 1ix, e ay)
k=0

k=0
¢ q61—1
—-1/a—1/2 v (01—k)agy—019—01a0k
<Ct ||f||1<R1) 221 9—tg—biagk
k=0
If ¢ <™t then
‘91 1 091 1 o0
Z 2 (01— aq2 912 91a2k 9- 01 Z 2 (01—k)(ag—1) 279101 Z 2(aq71)l < 0279104.
k=0 =1
If ¢ > a~ !, then
61—1 61—1
Z 2(€1fk)aq27€1(1+a)2k _ 2791(1+a7aq) Z ka(aqfl) < 02791a(1+a*17q).
k=0 k=0
Thus,
= Va1/2 t\? |2he if ¢g<al
o) < OV () s s (49)
k=0

Now, using (4.4) and Proposition 2.7

oo e " q i 00 -~
Z O(k) < Ct V12 £, <R—§‘> P* (1 < t/2) ZQ(G k)ag

k=01 k=01

q
< ot g (Ri) g, (46)
1

Note that for ¢ € (e, 14+ a™!), wesee 0 <1+ a~! — ¢ < 1. Thus, by (4.5) and (4.6),
- t \? [270e if ¢ <a™l;
—1/a—1/2 ' ;
>0t < 0l () {2() pese

Since 2701« = we obtain Proposition 4.4 for n = 0 by the above inequality.

Rav

Case 2: 7 =1 and (H,"°). Let C5 = 8/8%/2 > 1. If |22 — y2| < C5t/?, then for any
y € Qyo, p/Cy) and z € Ay, (k > 0), we have

2 2|2 2 .2|2
exp —M <1< ecg/cexp _M )
ct ct

Thus, the result follows from the same argument as in the Case 1. Thus, in the following,
we only consider the case |22 — y2| > Cst'/2. For the rest of the proof, we let Qy =
Q(xo, Ry /8) for notational simplicity. By (HS;O), we have that for any ¢, ¢ € R?

Vae1/2 ¢ 1+a~t
ct—er IAN—
p(t,S,C)S t ( A |§1_§1|a)

By Theorem 2.4, we also have

e " 3 £2 _ 2|
p(t,g,C)SCt 1/ 1/2(1/\W) exp(—%)
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Thus, for 0 < 3 < 1, we see that for any ¢ > 0 and &, ¢ € R?,
p(t:€,0) = p(t,€,0)"7p(t, €, ¢)"

2 48(1+aT)
< GV e (_(1 - /3)5 - <2P) (1 . ﬁ) (@4

Take 0 < 3:17;;@ < 8 < 1 so that ' := % + B(1 +a™) > a~!'. Then, we observe that

for any s > 0,

6/
/ S_l/a (1 AN %) le
121120 €t — 2]

ﬁ/
g/ s Ve gyt +/ s /e (;) dz!
0<|¢l—21|<sl/a 121> 51/ |€1 — Zl|o‘
>~ 1
<O s Votd /

sl/a ’LLO‘B,

<cC (4.8)

du

Let S:={z € R?: Lad — 3| < |2} — 2%| < 2|2f — ¥d|} and Sk := SN Ax. Then,

®(k) = E [Lir<tmy Lix, esp Por f(X0)] + B [Lir<ymy L, eansip Po—r f(X7)]

We first derive the upper bound for 21:_01 ®(k). By (Hg?l), we have that for all £ > 0,
w € Ay, and y € Q(yo, p/C3),

+ q |w2 . y2|2
t— <O Ve 12 A — % = J1
p(t—T1w,y) < i =yl ) P ”

< thl/a71/22aq(1 A 27k:aq)

which implies
P fw) = / p(t — 7w, y) f(y)dy < O| fll¢~H/e1/227ke,
Qyo, &%)

Thus,

@1 (k) = B [Lryn Lix, es Por f (X))
= E* [1ir<y21 Lix, _eonst Lix,espy Prer f(X7)]
< C||fllt= o 22 R B [1 o Lix, _equnsyLix,esi]- (4.9)

Using the Lévy system, we have

TAL
E* [1r<ty Lix, _coonsy Lix,es,)] :Em/ H{XserﬂS}/ J (X, w)m(dw)ds
0 Sk



MARKOV PROCESSES OF DIRECTION-DEPENDENT TYPE 23

Let f(S,IL',y) = ]]'{QoﬂS}(x)]]'{Sk}(y) Thena f(S’XS—aXS) = ]'{Xs—EQOmS}]]'{XSGSk}(y) =0
for s < 7 since Sy, C 9F. Thus,

B 1) f(s, X, X | =B +E*

s<TAL

Z 1{t<7—}f(8a Xs—a Xs)

s<t
=E* [H{Tﬁt}f(Tv XT,7 XT)j|
=E* [Lir<nLix,_egonsilix,es] -

Z ﬂ{rgt}f(sa Xs—a Xs)

s<t

Thus, by the Lévy system,

E*[1ir<i/o Lix, _coonstlix,es,y] = E* Z f(s, X, Xs)

s<TA(/2)

TA(t/2)
= Em/ f(s, X5, w)J (X, w)m(dw)ds
0 Sk

TA(t/2)
:Em/ IL{XSEQOQS}/ J (X5, w)m(dw)ds.
0 Sk

Using this, we have that for £k +1 < 6,

TA(t/2)
Oy (k) < O||f||it Vo2 haage / Lix.c00ns) / J(Xg, w)m(dw)ds
0 Sk

—1/a—1/2—kogqmpz T 1 1
< Cfllit 2N, /0 Lix.e0ons} /Al (X = wl‘Hadw ds
k
2k:p t
< Cl it/ (X, € Qo S)ds. (410)
1 Jo

By (4.7) and (4.8),

P*(X, € QoNS) = / p(s, x, z)dz
QoNS

Je 2 212
s T4 —z
cof (it Y e (2
00NS |zt — 21| cs
s p
N (e
0< |zl —21|<Ry |zt — 21|

2 2]2

~1/2 |2* — 27| 2

X § exp | —— | dz
3led w322~ 22| < §lag g €8

SC\xé—yS\eXp g — il ’
s1/2 cs

which yields

¢ |22 — 422
/ P*(Xs € QynNS)ds < Ctexp <—u) )
0 2ct

This together with (4.10) implies that for £k +1 < 6,
t2kp

it (4.11)

2 2|2
@,(k) < Ol exp (_%) —
C
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On the other hand, for any y € Q(yo, p/Cs) and z € Ay \ S, we have
3
] (4.12)
Indeed, for |22 — 2% > 3|23 — y3|, we see that

1 o3
2% — 9P| > |og — 2°] — |og — wol — v — v°| = §|x3 — 3l = (p/C3)*/* > glxﬁ —yel,

where the last inequality follows from |22 — 32| > t1/2 and C5*/* = <. Similarly, for
2§ — 22| < 3|a§ — yd|, we see that

23 — 5.

ol W

1 (673
2% =y 2 [ — ol = |26 = 2| = 1y — ol = 5la5 — wl = (p/ Cs) 2>

By (4.12) and (H'), we have that for z € A, \ Sy, and y € Q(yo, p/C3),

Y |21 — yl| ct

ct

< Ct—l/a—1/22—ko¢q exp ( _ |.T}% — yg‘Q) )
- 't

2 212
< Ct—l/a—1/22aq(1 A 2—kaq) exp (_ ‘xO y0| )

This implies

2 2|2
Frrf(2) = / p(t —7,2,9) f(y)dy < C| fllst~ /1227 exp ( - M)
Qo &) 4et

Thus, by the above inequality and (4.3), for k +1 < 6;,

22 — 2|2
By(k) < O fllat~Vo 1227420 exgp (— %)E [Lo<yalineansy] (413)

14+ det

ok 2 212
< CHf”ltfl/a71/227kaqR P exp <_ |l‘0 y0| ) (4.14)
1

By (4.11) and (4.14),

61—1 a 2 2\ = ’
o t |75 — vol Y 2 [2°p
1/a—1/2 N — 00 ko
S ®(k) < Ct £ 1l (Ra) exp < Act ) ’ qRF“

k=0 1 k=0

1/a—1/2 t\* |37%_yg‘2 - (61—k) 019—01000k
< Ct — ] e _— 2\1=raq=01g=1agh
< 171 (1) oo ( >

4ct
k=0

If ¢ < a™!, then

01—1 01—1 00
Z 2(917k)aq27912791a2k — 9—ta Z 2(«917k)(aq71) < 9t Z 2(aq71)l < 0279104.
k=0 k=0 =1

If ¢ > o', then

01—1 61—1
Z 2(€1fk)aq27€1(1+a)2k _ 2791(1+a7aq) Z ka(aqfl) < 02791a(1+a—17q).
k=0 k=0
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Thus,

01-1 q 2 22 —f1a : ~1
t lxg — yg| 270 if ¢ <a
(k) < Ct~Yer1/2 _ o= Yol ), » ;
kz% ( ||f|| Ra exp Act 9—bia(l+a='—q) if q > o L.
(4.15)
Now, we derive the upper bound for 72, ®(k). Using (4.13) and Proposition 2.7

o0 q 2 2
D 0y(k) < VT2 f (};) exp( 7o e |)IP”C (r<t/2) 2291

k::91 k= 91

<C 1/a—1/2 t\* o |«T%_y8|2 279104 41
e R e Ea (4.16

To obtain the upper bound for »° ) ®;(k), we first check that there exist C,c > 0 such
that for any € € (0, 1)

z t ) ‘.ﬁl]g - y8|2
E* [1{r<t/o3 Lix,_egonst] < C o | &P —c(1 - 5)77f : (4.17)
1

Indeed, by (4.7), (4.8) and (2.6), we see that for ry := |22 — 93| and E := {2z € R? :
25 — 2% > 2} and s < ¢,

P*(|X? — zf| > %2) <P"(X,€F)= / p(t,z, z)dz
E

B(1+a™t) 2 212
t T4 —z
<(C g Ve (1 A ﬁ> dzl/ s 1/2 exp <—c¥) dzs
(0,00) ‘SL’ -z | |zZ—22|>22 S

2 ,2)2 2 .2|2
< C'exp (—CM) < Cexp (—CM) . (4.18)
s

t
In the third inequality, we used that for x € Q(wo, p/8), z € E and ry > Cst'/?,

2 2 2 20 1.2 .2 2_2_80‘/212 LY
|2° = 2%| > |zg — 2°| — |2 — 25| > |g — 27 3 >2‘0 Z‘>8|370 Yol-

By (4.18) and [BBCK09, Lemma 3.8], we have
2 _ 212
P*( sup |X? — x| > E) < C'exp (—0M> :
s<t/2 2
which yields
x x 2 2 T2 |"L‘(% — y8|2
E [IL{TSt/Q}]l{XPEQOmS}} <P ( su;/) | X:— x| > 5) <Cexp|—c—"].
s<t/2

On the other hand, by Proposition 2.7, we also have

t
E* (1< Lix,—cansy] < P*(r < 1/2) <
1

Thus, for any € € (0,1)
x T Emmg 1—¢
E*[1r<i/o Lix,—eqonst] = B [Lr<yop Lix,egonsy] E*[Lir<y/2r Lix,_eqons)]

‘ |5 — y3l?
< — — vV JY
C’( 1) exp ( c(l—¢) r )

which proves (4.17).
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Using (4.9) and (4.17), we have

> ®i(k) < Clfllt 22 (1 <yyoy T, cons) ixs euyse)]
k=61

< C|| fl|ut o2 keage [Lr<t/23Lix, _eonsy]

< Ct—l/oz 1/2||f|| t o exp _(1 o E) ‘SL’% — y8|2 (4 19)
R ct ' '
Thus, by (4.16) and (4.19), we obtain

0 t qte ‘:L’Q o y2|2
> (k) < CtVT2| £y (Ra) exp (— (1- 5)%). (4.20)

k=61

Finally, by (4.15), (4.20) and the fact that 0 < 1+a ' —g < 1forq € (e, 1+a™t), we
have

a+3
¢ : ~1.
(R_?> if qg< o
S 1
(R—?> if ¢>a

Indeed, for ¢ € (a7, 1+ a™!), we take e =1+ a"! — ¢ € (0,1). [

0 |l‘2 _y2|2
> o) < Cren g esp - 0.

k=0

Proof of Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3. Let p = t'/* and zo,yo € R%. If |z{ — yi| < 3p,
then the results follows by Theorem 2.4. Thus, we assume that |z{ — y§| > 2p. Consider
non-negative Borel functions f, g on R¢ supported in Q(ypo, £) and Q(xo, £), respectively.
We apply Lemma 4.1 with functions f, g, subsets U := Q(xo, ),V := Q(yo, s) for some
§>0,a=b=t/2and 7 = 7,7 = 7. The first term of the right hand side of (4.1) is

<E []].{T<t/2}Pt Tf g> / ]]'{T<t/2}Pt Tf( )} ( )dl"

and a similar identity holds for the second term. Let U := Q(xq,2%p), where 0; € N
satisfying 229 p < |zf — y| < 22% p. Then, by Proposition 4.4, i.e., by (4.2),
<E []1{7—<t/2}Pt (X } 9>
. $+4q ” )
e \:L’Q—y2|2 n (/\x_ a) mqg<a
< v gy (- A0 T e

Similarly we obtain the second term of right hand side of (4.1) and therefore,

$+4q
2 . —1
e |22 — 322 (1/\ - a) if g<a™;
(Pifog) < O gl ey (- 010 ),
(1Aw) lf q>0471.

Since P, f(z) = [pap(t,z,y)f(y)dy and p is a continuous function, we obtain the following
estimate: for t > 0 and g, yo € R?,

=

+q .
(1/\%) if q<Oé_1;
lzg—wo |«

14a~t
(1 A a) if ¢ >at
| yo‘

This proves Lemma 4.2 and Lemma 4.3. ]
We have established the upper bound in (1.9) in the case d =n = 1.

2 212
p(t, 20, 10) < Ot~V 2 exp <_ M)
C
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4.2. Strategy in the general case. In the general case, further to the two conditions
(HS?O), (Hg;”), we need two more conditions. To this end, assume ¢ > 0 and [ €
{1,...,d — 1} be given. Then we define two new conditions as follows:

(HL%) There exists Cy > 1 such that for all ¢ > 0, 2,y € R™™ with |z! —y!| < .-+ <
|z? — 39| the following holds:

d—1 ; ¢ d . 14a
t < Ot~ Ye—n/2 AN — IAN———
p( ,.ﬁl],y)_ 0 H |x’—yl|a H |xz_yz|o¢

i=1 i=d—I1+1

(HE™) There exist Co, ¢ > 1 such that for all t > 0, 2,y € R*™ with |2! —¢'| < -+ <
|z? — 39| the following holds:

-1

ct

-l " ¢ d ¢ l+a~!
H( |xz_yz|o¢> H ( |xz_yz|a)

i=d—1+1

~ =2
p(t,z,y) < Cot= ™ exp ( —~ u)

Our overall aim of this section is to prove (Hf;;i"l), which is equivalent to the upper
bound in (1.9). See Lemma 4.8 below.

We have already mentioned that the final upper bound in (1.9) is the last conclusion in
a certain iterative scheme. Let us explain this scheme.

Step 1:
(") = (Hy) = (Hy) - = (Hyon)
—(H°) = (HP) — ... — (H)
—(HT) = (H‘j;ll;o) . N (H]‘f,;}gdﬂ)
= (Hi0")

Every implication within each line of the above chain is a direct application of Lemma 4.5,
Part (i). The implication from the last condition in one line to the first condition in the
next line follows from Lemma 4.6, Part (i).

Step 2: Independent from Step 1 we establish (Hgm) with the help of Theorem 2.4.
Step 3: With the help of condition (Hg;o) = (Hf:j_ol), we establish:

(He™) = (Hy") = (B5) - = ()

—(Hy") = (H") = — (HN",)
—(H) = (H‘j;ll;") S N (H]‘f,;i’;dﬂ)
= (H;,").

Every implication within each line of the above chain is a direct application of Lemma 4.5,
Part (ii). The implication from the last condition in one line to the first condition in the
next line follows from Lemma 4.6, Part (ii).
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Note that by Theorem 2.4 we have (Hg/’g) Thus, the upper bound in (1.9) holds true
for ¢t > 0, z,y € R™™ with max;eq12. gy |2 — y'] < gtl/o‘. Hence it suffices to assume

that one of the values |z — y| is larger than gtl/o‘, see Definition 4.7 below.
We can obtain the sharp upper bound in (1.9) by applying the following lemmas.

Lemma 4.5. Assume condition (Hé?") holds true forl € {0,...,d—1}, ¢ < a~t. Further,
assume

(i) eithern =0,

(ii) orp=mn and (Hg;o) holds true.

Then (Hl“7

q+/\z) holds true, where \; > 0 depends only on I, o and satisfies g+ N\ < 1+a~ .

Lemma 4.6. Assume condition (HS") holds true for | € {0,...,d — 1} and ¢ > a™".
Further, assume

(i) eithern =0,

(ii) orn=mn and (Hg;o) holds true.

Then (H(l)HW) holds true, where (Hgm) = (Hf;;,"l)

Definition 4.7. Let xg,yo € R™™ satisfy |2} — 93| < |25 — yi™| for every i €
{1,2,...,d—1}. Let t > 0, set p := t'/*. Fori € {1,...,d} define §; € Z and R; > 0
such that

?291- < |6 — yb < 9291-
4 p

Then 6; < 0,41 and R; < R; ;. We say that condition R (i) holds if

and Ry =2%p. (4.21)

<. <0, 1<0<1<6;,<..<0,.
We say that condition R(d + 1) holds if 6; < ... <6; <0< 1.

Lemma 4.8. Let t > 0 and x,yo be two points in R¥™ satisfying condition R(ig)
forig € {d—1+1,...,d+ 1}. Assume condition (Hé?") holds for some n € {0,n},
1€{0,...,d—1} and ¢ > 0. Then

g ~ n d lta
p(t, o, yo) < Ot > exp <_ M)n/ H (# A 1)
. ct L\ =y

—1

holds for some constants C,c > 0 independent of t and xq, yo.

Proof. The proof is the same with that of [KKK22, Lemma 3.2]. Thus, we skip the proof.
|

For the proof of Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6, we use the following which is a key result
in proving sharp upper bound.

Proposition 4.9. Let n € {0,n} and a € (0,2). Assume that (HE") holds true for some
1€{0,1,...,d—1}, g € [0,1+ a7 ']. Assume further that either n = 0 or the conjunction
n =n and (Hg;o) hold. Lett > 0, set p = t'/*. Consider xg,yo € R¥™" satisfying the
condition R(ig) for some iy € {1,...,d—1}, and let R; = 2% p as defined in (4.21). Let f
be a non-negative Borel function on R4 supported in B(yo, £). Let jo € {ig,...,d—1}
and define an exit time T by T = Tp(,r,,/8)- Lhen there exist C,c > 0 independent of
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To, Yo and t such that for every x € B(wo, §),
E* [Lr<y/oy Pr f(X7)]

dfoc-np? %0 — Gl*\"" 1 e
< Cten - A1l
< e (=22 2E) R (™Y

0 (4.22)

+q

d-1 q (7 t /\1) if g <a™l
t 70 Jo q
) Er
X H (‘ ] ]‘a A 1) ’ ’

Jj 1+a~1
Lo = Yo (# A 1) if g >a™t
‘xo —Yp |*

N

Jj=jo+1

4.3. Proof of Proposition 4.9, Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6.

In this section we will explain how the proofs of Proposition 4.9, Lemma 4.5 and
Lemma 4.6 can be derived along the same lines as in [KKK22]. Since the mains ideas
have been already been demonstrated in Subsection 4.1 when considering the special case
d = n = 1, we here limit ourselves to those parts of the proofs where the application of
[KKK22] is not direct.

Proof of Proposition 4.9. Let 1€ {0,1,...,d—1},t> 0 and xg,y, € R*™ satisfy R(ip)
for some ig € {1,...,d—1}. For d > 1, we define subset Dj, of R¥*" as follows: for k € N,
and p = t¥/*,

Dk = Dk X Rn,
where D), D], D;(C R?) are the same set defined in [KKK22]. Using Dy, we define

Ay, = yo + pD.

Then, it is easy to see that U2 Ax = R™. For k € Ny, jo € {ig,...,d} and s(jy) =
R;, /8, set

A =400 = +D)N | {u+helheR}
u€Q(x0,5(jo)/8)

Let S = {z € R™ : Lzy—go| < |20 — 2| < 2|20 —yo|} and S} := SNA]. Let Cy := 8%/,
Then, C’;aﬂ = %. For x € Q(xg, p/8) and T = Tg(a,s(jo)/Cs)» S€t

O(k) = Ex[1{7—<t/2}]1{XTeAk}Pt ~f(X )}, for k € Ny,

(k) = Ex[ﬂ{Tq/Q}n{XTeAz}Pt (X)), for keNy, ie{1,2,...,d},
@} (k) = E* [Lir<yn Lix, esiyPrr F(X ], for keNy, i€ {1,2,....d},
®% (k) = E* [Lir<n Lix, eai sy Prr fX ;). for k€N, i€{l1,2,...,d},
®1(0) = E* [1r<tyoy Iix, es01 Poer f(X7)],

D5(0) = E* [Lr<t/oy Lix, eansy Prer f (X))
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Then, we can write

o0

0 d
E* [Lir<iyoy Prr f(X)] = Z O(k) = ( (@1(F) + (I);(k))) + ©1(0) + 22(0)

k=0 k=1 1=

_ iﬂw+§ﬁ%w+m+i@®+®@>
+<i<pg(m+i<pg—l( +Z<I> ) + @5(0 )

= M1 + MQ.

For a,b € N, set O(a,b) := Zl]’.:a 6;. Then, by [KKK22, Remark 4.4}, for a = 1, 2,

Me= > )+ D> M)+ D @P(k)
k=0 (jo,d)—04 k=0 (jo,d)—04-1 k=06 (jo,d)—0j,
D DI CR ORISR AR A
k=0(jo,d)
d Jjo—1
= 8(i)+ D Tali) + @4 (0),
i=jo i=1

where S,(i) 1= 3377 gj.0)-0, Pa(k) and Ta(i) = 377, .a) Pa(k)-

We will find the upper bounds of S,(i), 7,(7) and ®,(0) for a = 1,2. We first consider
the case that n = 0. Under the condition (HL?), we follow the proofs in [KKK22] to
obtain that for a = 1,2, S,(7), 7.(¢) and ®,(0) are bounded above by the right hand side
of (4.22). Thus, we obtain Proposition 4.9 for the case that n = 0.

Next, we consider the case that n = n and (Hg;o) hold. Then, by Lemma 4.8, we obtain
the following rough heat kernel upper bound:

d -1

1+a
pt, &, Q) < ce/o 2] (1 N th) for all £¢ € R (4.23)

i=1

By (4.23) and Theorem 2.4, we see that for any 5 € (0,1)
p(1,€,0) = p(t,€, Q) 7p(1,€,¢)

ovE L T2l d 52480+a™)
< crtnog (- PO T (18 ) |

=1

which is a key observation to deal with & (i), 71(¢) and ®,(0). By this and the condition
(Hé?"), we can follow the argument in [KKK22| and apply the method of proof for the
case d = n = 1 to obtain upper bounds for (i), 71(¢) and ®;(0). For Sa(i), T2(i) and
®,(0), we just follow the argument in [KKK22| as in the case of n = 0. Then, we obtain
the desired upper bounds. [ ]

Proof of Lemma 4.5 and Lemma 4.6. Proposition 4.9 allows us to deduce Lemma 4.5
and Lemma 4.6 in the same way as the corresponding lemmas are deduced in [KKK22],
see the proofs of Lemma 2.5, Lemma 2.6 and Lemma 2.7 therein. [ |
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