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HOMOGENIZATION AND HYDRODYNAMICS
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Abstract. We prove a multidimensional ergodic theorem with weighted
averages for the action of the group Zd on a probability space. At level n
weights are of the form n−dψ(j/n), j ∈ Zd, for real functions ψ decaying
suitably fast. We discuss applications to random measures and to quenched
stochastic homogenization of random walks on simple point processes with
long-range random jump rates, allowing to remove the technical Assumption
(A9) from [8, Theorem 4.4]. This last result concerns also some semigroup
and resolvent convergence particularly relevant for the derivation of the
quenched hydrodynamic limit of interacting particle systems via homog-
enization and duality. As a consequence we show that also the quenched
hydrodynamic limit of the symmetric simple exclusion process on point pro-
cesses stated in [7, Theorem 4.1] remains valid when removing the above
mentioned Assumption (A9).
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1. Introduction

The multidimensional ergodic theorem with Zd–action and arithmetic av-
erages states that, given d commuting measure-preserving and bijective maps
T1, T2, . . . , Td on a probability space (Ω,F ,P) and setting T j := T j11 ◦T j22 ◦ · · ·◦
T jdd for j = (j1, j2, . . . , jd) ∈ Zd, the sequence

1

|In|
SInf :=

1

|In|
∑
j∈In

f ◦ T j

converges as n→ +∞ a.s. and in Lp to E[f |I] for any f ∈ Lp := Lp(Ω,F ,P),
p ∈ [1,+∞). Above I is the σ–algebra of invariant measurable sets and I1 ⊂
I2 ⊂ I3 ⊂ · · · is any increasing sequence of boxes with union all Zd. The
above result is due to Tempelman [20] (see e.g. [15, Theorem. 2.8, Chapter 6]
and [18, Theorem 2.6]). The multidimensional ergodic theorem can be derived
from the maximal inequality (also called dominated ergodic theorem), which
reads P(|In|−1SInf ≥ α) ≤ C∥f∥1/α for any non-negative function f ∈ L1 and
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2 A. FAGGIONATO

α > 0. The above ergodic theorem has been further generalized by considering
more general bounded sets In, by replacing arithmetic averages by weighted
averages (see below) and also by considering other groups including of course
Rd (see [15, 18, 20, 21] and the Introduction of [22]).

We are interested here to a generalization of the above multidimensional er-
godic theorem for more general averages, where the arithmetic average |In|−1SInf
is replaced by

∑
j∈Zd cn,jf◦T j for real weights cn,j non necessarily with bounded

support in j. We use here the term average in a more relaxed way, not im-
posing that cn :=

∑
j∈Zd cn,j equals 1 but just that cn converges as n → +∞

to some finite constant. For the applications motivating our search of such
a generalization (see below), the weights cn,j have not bounded support, but
decay fast enough as |j| → +∞. We point out that the main technical diffi-
culty comes from the the unbounded support, the fact that we deal with real
weights does not make any effective difference.

Some ergodic results with weights also with unbounded support are dis-
cussed for d = 1 in [15, Chapter 8] (and references therein). The ergodic
theorems in [15, Chapter 8.1] refer to Lp convergence. These results are based
on manipulations of sequences and e.g. on spectral theory when working with
the Hilbert space L2 as in [14]. The a.s. convergence has been derived for
suitable choices of weights in [15, Chapter 8.2], by using also Abel’s transfor-
mation for series. For weights with bounded support and d generic we mention
the results in [20, Section 7] and [21][Section 4, Chapter 6]. Finally, an ergodic
theorem with weights with unbounded support in the multidimensional case
is provided by [22, Proposition 5.3]. This result implies that for a large class
of non-negative measurable functions ψ on Rd not necessarily with compact
support (e.g. for ψ measurable and such that 0 ≤ ψ(x) ≤ C(1 + |x|)−β with
β > d) given p ∈ (1,+∞) and f ∈ Lp the integral n−d ∫

Rd ψ(x/n)f ◦T xdx con-
verges a.s. to c(ψ)E[f |I], where (T x)x∈Rd is an action of the group Rd on the
probability space, I is the σ–algebra of invariant sets and c(ψ) :=

∫
Rd ψ(x)dx.

We stress that [22, Proposition 5.3] does not cover the case p = 1 and this
is a limitation in the applications motivating our investigation. In Theorem
2.3 below we present a multidimensional ergodic theorem covering also the
case p = 1 and implying the following. Given the action (T j)j∈Zd of Zd on
the probability space (Ω,F ,P) and given a map ψ : Rd → R with |ψ(x)| ≤
C(1 + |x|)−β and β > 2d + 2 (and satisfying some minor conditions), the
weighted average n−d∑

j∈Zd ψ(j/n)f ◦ T j converges a.s. and in Lp as n → ∞
to c(ψ)E[f |I] for any f ∈ Lp with p ∈ [1,+∞). Although the critical exponent
2d+2 could not be optimal, this result is enough for our applications and covers
the case p = 1. Our proof is different from the one of [22, Proposition 5.3]. The
derivation of Theorem 2.3 relies on a maximal inequality (cf. Theorem 2.2) with
its own interest. The proof of the maximal inequality is based on a suitable
covering procedure extending the one (similar to Vitali’s covering lemma) used
in the derivation of Tempelman’s multidimensional ergodic theorem (cf. [15,
Theorem. 2.8, Chapter 6]).
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Our applications concern random measures, stochastic homogenization of
random walks on simple point processes and hydrodynamic limits of interacting
particle systems on simple point processes. Let us consider the group G = Zd
or G = Rd acting on Rd by Euclidean translations and on the probability
space (Ω,F ,P). We assume that P is stationary and ergodic w.r.t. the G-
action. Let µω be a random locally finite measure on Rd for which a natural
covariant relation is satisfied under the two above actions (see Section 3). By
calling µεω the rescaled measure µεω(A) := εdµω(ε

−1A), we show that

lim
ε↓0

∫
Rd

ψ(x)µεω(dx) = m

∫
Rd

ψ(x)dx P–a.s.

where m is the intensity of the measure, assumed to be finite, in the following
cases where ψ ∈ C(Rd): (i) |ψ(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)−β with β > 2d + 2, (ii)
|ψ(x)| ≤ C(1+|x|)−β with β > d if in addition for some α > 1 E[µω(A)α] < +∞
for any bounded Borel set A. The above result has been derived using a
tail control related to Theorem 2.3 for case (i) and [22, Proposition 5.3] for
case (ii). Note that a priori the measure µω is not uniformly bounded on
balls of fixed radius and density fluctuations can be present with balls with
arbitrarly large mass. Hence the above result provides a control at infinity of
these fluctuations. In Section 3 we present also further progresses on random
measures (see Theorems 3.3 and 3.5, Lemmas 3.4 and 3.6 and Corollary 3.7).
For other ergodic results concerning random measures we mention [3, 16, 17]
and references therein.

And finally we arrive at our starting motivation. In [8] we have derived
quenched stochastic homogenization results for random walks with long-range
random jump rates on simple point processes on Rd (assuming a stationary
and ergodic action of the group G). In [7] we have derived the quenched
hydrodynamic limit in path space for random walks as above but interacting
via site exclusion when the rates are symmetric (the so called symmetric simple
exclusion process). Both [7] and [8] aim to universal results applicable to a
large class of models. The homogenization in [8] concerns also the convergence
of the L2-Markov semigroup and resolvent of the random walk towards the
corresponding objects of the Brownian motion with diffusion matrix given by
twice the effective homogenized matrix. A suitable form of convergence (cf.
(19),...,(22) below), also crucial to derive the above mentioned hydrodynamic
limit, is derived in [8] under an additional assumption called (A9) in [8] (and
recalled in Section 4), which allows to control at infinity regions where the
simple point process has many points. Roughly, Assumption (A9) requires
that the number of points in unit boxes is uniformly bounded or satisfies a
suitable covariance decay. As a consequence the same assumption appears in
[7] which relies on [8].

Starting from our results for random measures we show that this assump-
tion (A9) is not necessary anymore, and the control at infinity is assured by
ergodicity itself (which was already between the basic assumptions in [7] and
[8]). This was not possible at the time of [7] and [8] exactly because a result
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like our Theorem 2.3 was missing. For more details we refer to Section 4 and
in particular to Theorem 4.3 and Corollary 4.4. As a consequence, both in [7]
and [8] Assumption (A9) can now be removed.

Outline of the paper: In Section 2 we present our multidimensional er-
godic theorem with weighted averages (Theorem 2.3) and the associated max-
imal inequality (Theorem 2.2). In Section 3 we discuss some applications to
random measures (Theorems 3.3 and 3.5, Lemmas 3.4 and 3.6 and Corollary
3.7). In Section 4 we discuss applications to stochastic homogenization of ran-
dom walks with random jump rates on simple point processes (Theorem 4.3)
and to the hydrodynamic limit of the symmetric simple exclusion process on
simple point processes with random jump rates (Corollary 4.4). The remaining
sections and the appendix are devoted to proofs (for Theorem 2.2 see Section 5,
for Theorem 2.3 see Section 6, for Theorem 3.3 and Lemma 3.4 see Section 7,
for Theorem 3.5 and Lemma 3.6 see Section 8, for Theorem 4.3 see Section 9).
The proofs for Section 3 (Section 4) rely on the results of Section 2 (Section
3, respectively), but the proofs for each section can be read independently.

2. An ergodic theorem with weighted averages

We fix some basic notation. We set R+ := [0,+∞) and N+ := {1, 2, 3, . . . }.
We denote by e1, e2, . . . , ed the canonical basis of Zd. We fix κ ∈ [1,+∞] and,
given x ∈ Rd, we denote by |x| the ℓκ-norm of x (in particular, |x| is the
Euclidean norm of x when κ = 2).

Let T1, T2, . . . , Td be d commuting measure-preserving and bijective maps
on a probability space (Ω,F ,P). We call I ⊂ F the σ–subalgebra given by
the invariant sets, i.e. I := {A ∈ F : T−1

k A = A for all 1 ≤ k ≤ d}. Moreover
we set T j := T j11 ◦ T j22 ◦ · · · ◦ T jdd for j = (j1, j2, . . . , jd) ∈ Zd. In what follows
we write Lp for Lp(Ω,F ,P) and we denote by E[·] the expectation w.r.t. P.

Definition 2.1. A function ϑ : R+ → R+ is called d-good if it is non-
increasing and

∑∞
m=0m

2dϑ(m)ρ(m)−1 < +∞ for some positive summable
function ρ : N → (0,+∞).

Trivially, given c > 0 and β > 2d+2, the function ϑ(r) := c (1+ r)−β on R+

is d-good (take ρ(m) := (1+m)−1−δ with δ > 0 small). The reader, interested
just in the applications presented in the next sections, can neglect the concept
of d–good function and simply take ϑ(r) := c (1 + r)−β with β > 2d + 2 in
Theorems 2.2 and 2.3 below.

Recall that |x| denotes the ℓκ-norm of x, where κ ∈ [1,+∞]. Our first result
is the following maximal inequality, (see Section 5 for the proof):

Theorem 2.2 (Maximal Inequality). For any function ψ : Rd → R+ such that
ψ(x) ≤ ϑ(|x|) for some d-good function ϑ : R+ → R+, for any non-negative
f ∈ L1 and for any α > 0, it holds

P
(
sup
n≥1

1

nd

∑
j∈Zd

ψ(j/n)f(T jω) > α
)
≤ C∥f∥1

α
, (1)
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where C = C(d, ϑ, ρ, κ) is a suitable positive constant and ρ is as in Definition
2.1.

The above maximal inequality is a form of dominated ergodic theorem [15]
and is the main tool to derive the following result (see Section 6 for the proof):

Theorem 2.3 (Ergodic theorem for weighted averages). Fix a function ψ :
Rd → R such that

(i) |ψ(x)| ≤ ϑ(|x|) for some d-good function ϑ;
(ii) limn→+∞

1
nd

∑
j∈Zd |ψ(j/n)− ψ((j + ei)/n)| = 0 for any i = 1, .., d;

(iii) the limit c(ψ) := limn→+∞
1
nd

∑
j∈Zd ψ(j/n) exists and is finite.

Then, for any measurable function f : Ω → R in Lp for some p ∈ [1,+∞), it
holds

lim
n→+∞

1

nd

∑
j∈Zd

ψ(j/n)f(T jω) = c(ψ)E[f | I]

both P–a.s. and in Lp.

Remark 2.4. If ψ is Riemann integrable, then Item (iii) above holds with
c(ψ) :=

∫
Rd ψ(x)dx. Moreover, the function ψ(x) := (1+|x|)−β with β > 2d+2

fulfills all the assumptions of the above ergodic theorem.

We introduce the shorthand notation

Wψ
n (f)(ω) :=

1

nd

∑
j∈Zd

ψ(j/n)f(T jω) . (2)

We point out that, whenever |ψ(x)| ≤ ϑ(|x|) for a d–good function ϑ, then the
series 1

nd

∑
j∈Zd ψ(j/n) in Item (iii) of Theorem 2.3 is absolutely convergent

and therefore well defined. If in addition f ∈ Lp ⊂ L1, then the series defin-
ing Wψ

n (f)(ω) is absolutely convergent a.s. Indeed, the measure-preserving
property of T j implies that E[W |ψ|

n (|f |)] = E[|f |] 1
nd

∑
j∈Zd |ψ(j/n)| < +∞.

3. Applications to random measures on Rd

Differently from Section 2, in this section |x| will denote the Euclidean norm
of x. Moreover, given a topological space W , B(W ) will denote the σ–algebra
of Borel subsets of W .

Let G be the abelian group Rd or Zd, endowed with the standard Euclidean
topology and the discrete topology, respectively. We suppose that G acts on
the probability space (Ω,F ,P). We call (θg)g∈G this action. This means that
the maps θg : Ω → Ω satisfy the following properties: θ0 = 1; θg ◦ θg′ = θg+g′
for all g, g′ ∈ G; the map G× Ω ∋ (g, ω) 7→ θgω ∈ Ω is measurable.

A set A ∈ F is called G–invariant if A = θgA for all g ∈ G.

Assumption 1: We assume that P is G-stationary, i.e. P ◦ θ−1
g = P for all

g ∈ G. We also assume that P is ergodic, i.e. P(A) ∈ {0, 1} for any G-
invariant set A ∈ F .
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We fix a proper action (τg)g∈G of G on Rd given by translations. More
precisely, for a given invertible d× d matrix V , we have

τgx = x+ V g , ∀x ∈ Rd , ∀g ∈ G . (3)

In several applications V = I, thus implying that τgx = x+ g. The case V ̸= I
is particularly relevant when treating e.g. crystal lattices [7, 8]. An example
with V ̸= I is given in Section 3.2.2.

We denote by M the metric space of locally finite non-negative measures on
Rd with σ–algebra of measurable sets given by the Borel σ-algebra B(Rd) [3,
Appendix A2.6]. The definition of the metric dM on M is rather involved and
is given in [3, Eq. (A2.6.1)]. We will not use the explicit expression of dM. We
just recall that νn → ν in M if and only if

∫
Rd f(x)dνn(x) →

∫
Rd f(x)dν(x) for

each real continuous function f with compact support (shortly f ∈ Cc(Rd)).
The action of G on Rd naturally induces an action of G on M, which (with
some abuse of notation) we still denote by (τg)g∈G. In particular, τg : M → M
is given by τgm(A) := m(τgA) for all A ∈ B(Rd) and it holds∫

Rd

f(x)d(τgm)(x) =

∫
Rd

f(τ−gx)dm(x) . (4)

3.1. G–stationary random measure µω and rescaled random measure
µεω. We suppose now to have a random locally finite non-negative measure µω
on Rd, i.e. a measurable map Ω ∋ ω 7→ µω ∈ M. The fundamental relation
between the above two actions of G and the random measure µω is given by
the following assumption:
Assumption 2: The random measure µω is G–stationary: for all ω ∈ Ω and
for all g ∈ G it holds µθgω = τgµω.

Calling v1, v2, ..., vd the columns of V , we introduce the parallelepiped

∆ :=
{ d∑

i=1

tiv
i : 0 ≤ ti < 1

}
. (5)

When G = Rd one can also take for ∆ any bounded Borel subset of Rd with
finite and positive Lebesgue measure (e.g. ∆ = [0, 1)d).

Definition 3.1. The intensity m of the random measure µω is defined as
m := ℓ(∆)−1

∫
Ω
dP(ω)µω(∆), where ℓ(∆) is the Lebesgue measure of ∆.

By the G–stationarity of P, if G = Rd then
∫
Ω
dP(ω)µω(U) = mℓ(U) for any

bounded Borel set U ⊂ Rd, while if G = Zd then
∫
Ω
dP(ω)µω(U) = mℓ(U) for

any bounded set U which is a union of sets of the form τg∆ with g ∈ Zd.
We introduce the rescaled measure µεω defined as

µεω(A) = εdµω(ε
−1A) ∀A ∈ B(Rd) . (6)

Note that it holds ∫
Rd

f(x)dµεω(x) = εd
∫
Rd

f(εx)dµω(x) (7)
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for any Borel function f : Rd → R+.

Definition 3.2. We denote by C∗(Rd) the set of functions f ∈ C(Rd) for
which, given any β > 0, there exists C > 0 such that |f(x)| ≤ C(1+ |x|)−β for
all x ∈ Rd.

We can now state our limit theorem for µεω, where convergence is stronger
than the one in M itself (see Section 7 for the proof):

Theorem 3.3. Suppose Assumptions 1 and 2 to be valid and that the intensity
m is finite. Then there exists a G–invariant set A ⊂ Ω with P(A) = 1 and
with the following property. Let φ : Rd → R be a continuous function such
that, for some C > 0 and β > 2d + 2, |φ(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)−β for all x ∈ Rd.
Then for all ω ∈ A the integral

∫
Rd |φ(x)|dµεω(x) is finite and it holds

lim
ε↓0

∫
Rd

φ(x)dµεω(x) = m

∫
Rd

φ(x)dx . (8)

In particular, (8) holds for all ω ∈ A and all φ ∈ C∗(Rd).

The proof of Theorem 3.3 will use the following technical lemma, which
will be important also for our applications to stochastic homogenization and
hydrodynamics (see Section 7 for the proof):

Lemma 3.4. Suppose Assumptions 1 and 2 to be valid and that the intensity
m is finite. Then there exists a G–invariant set C ⊂ Ω with P(C) = 1 and with
the following property. Fixed β > 2d+2 set ϑ(r) := (1+ r)−β for r ≥ 0. Then
for all ω ∈ C we have

∫
Rd ϑ(|x|)dµεω(x) < +∞ and

lim
ℓ↑+∞

lim
ε↓0

∫
{|x|≥ℓ}

ϑ(|x|)dµεω(x) = 0 . (9)

When the random measure has higher finite density moments, one can deal
with a larger class of functions. Indeed, by means [22, Prop. 5.3] we can derive
the following result where ∆ is the fundamental cell defined in (5) (see Section
8 for the proof):

Theorem 3.5. Suppose Assumptions 1 and 2 to be valid. In addition, assume
that E[µω(∆)α] < +∞ for some α > 1. Fix a measurable function ϑ : R+ →
R+ such that ϑ is non-increasing, is convex on [a,+∞) for some a > 0 and
satisfies

∫∞
0
rd−1ϑ(r)dr < +∞. Then there exists a G–invariant set Aϑ ⊂ Ω

with P(Aϑ) = 1 such that, for all ω ∈ Aϑ, the integral
∫
Rd |φ(x)|dµεω(x) is finite

and (8) holds for all continuous functions φ : Rd → R with |φ(x)| ≤ ϑ(|x|).

Trivially, if E[µω(∆)α] < +∞ for some α > 1, then the intensity m if finite.
The assumptions in Theorem 3.5 on ϑ are the same assumptions required in
[22, Prop. 5.3] and we have kept them in their original form. An important
example for applications is given by ϑ(r) = (1+ r)−β with β > d. The proof of
the above theorem relies on the following lemma (proved in Section 8), relevant
also for our applications to stochastic homogenization and hydrodynamics:
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Lemma 3.6. Suppose Assumptions 1 and 2 to be valid. In addition, assume
that E[µω(∆)α] < +∞ for some α > 1. Fix a function ϑ as in Theorem 3.5.
Then there exists a G–invariant set Cϑ ⊂ Ω with P(Cϑ) = 1 and such that, for
all ω ∈ Cϑ, it holds

∫
Rd ϑ(|x|)dµεω(x) < +∞ and (9) is verified.

By applying Theorem 3.5 and Lemma 3.6 to the countable family of func-
tions ϑ : R+ → R+ of the form ϑ(r) := C(1 + r)−β with rational C, β and
β > d, one gets the following immediate consequence:

Corollary 3.7. Suppose Assumptions 1 and 2 to be valid. In addition, assume
that E[µω(∆)α] < +∞ for some α > 1. Then both Theorem 3.3 and Lemma 3.4
remain true if one substitutes the condition β > 2d+2 by the condition β > d.

For later use we point out that, as the reader can easily check from the
proofs, Theorems 3.3 and 3.5, Lemmas 3.4 and 3.6 and Corollary 3.7 remain
true if Assumption 2 is replaced by the following one:

Assumption 2∗: It holds µθgω = τgµω for all g ∈ G and all ω varying in a
G–invariant set Ω∗ ∈ F with P(Ω∗) = 1.

3.2. Examples. In this section we provide some examples of random measures
to which one can apply the above results. The class is very large and we just
give some illustrative examples.

3.2.1. Random measures associated to the Bernoulli bond percolation on Zd.
Consider the Bernoulli bond percolation on Zd. Denoting by Ed the set of
undirected edges of the lattice Zd, the probability space is given by Ω :=
{0, 1}Ed endowed with the product topology ({0, 1} has the discrete topology),
F is the σ–algebra of Borel sets and P is the Bernoulli product measure on Ω
of parameter p ∈ [0, 1]. Below we write ωx,y instead of ω{x,y} for {x, y} ∈ Ed.
The group G := Zd acts on Ω by the maps θg : Ω → Ω with g ∈ G, where
(θgω)x,y := ωx+g,y+g for all {x, y} ∈ Ed. Note that Assumption 1 is satisfied by
P.

We consider the translations (τg)g∈G given by (3) with V = I, i.e. τgx = x+g
for all x ∈ Rd and g ∈ G. Then the parallelepiped in (5) is given by ∆ = [0, 1)d.

An example of random measure satisfying Assumption 2 is µω :=
∑

x∈V (ω) δx,
where V (ω) is the vertex set of the graph obtained by keeping only the open
edges, i.e. V (ω) := {x ∈ Zd : ωx,y = 1 for some y with |x− y| = 1}.

If p is supercritical, then it is known that there exists a G-invariant set
Ω1 ⊂ Ω such that the graph obtained by keeping only the open edges has a
unique infinite connected component, and we call C(ω) the vertex set of this
component for ω ∈ Ω1. Then another example of random measure satisfying
Assumption 2 is given by

µω :=

{∑
x∈C(ω) δx if ω ∈ Ω1 ,

∅ if ω ̸∈ Ω1 .
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Figure 1. Hexagonal lattice, vectors v1 and v2, hexagon center
c. The fundamental cell ∆ is the parallelepiped with vertexes
0, v1, v2, v1 + v2 (apart boundary terms).

For both the above random measures µω(∆) ∈ {0, 1}, hence all moments of
µω(∆) are finite. The first moment, i.e. the intensity m, if then given by
P(0 ∈ V(ω)) and P(0 ∈ C(ω)) in the first and the second case, respectively.

3.2.2. Contrast structures. Let Ω := RZ2

+ endowed with the σ–algebra F of
Borel subsets. Let P be a probability measure on Ω satisfying Assumption
1 where (θgω)z := ωz+g for any g, z ∈ Z2 (for example, P can be a product
probability measure with equal marginals).

Consider the hexagonal lattice in R2. Let v1, v2 be the basis vectors and
c be the center of the hexagon containing the origin as in Figure 1. Take ∆
as in (5), set V := [v1|v2] and let τgx := x + V g = x + g1v

1 + g2v
2 for all

g = (g1, g2) ∈ Z2 and x ∈ R2. Note that the hexagonal lattice is left invariant
by the translations (τg)g∈Z2 . Moreover, note that the map g 7→ τgc is a bijection
between Z2 and the set of hexagon centers. In what follows, given g ∈ Z2, we
define Hg as the hexagon centered at τgc.

We set µω(dx) := fω(x)dx where fω(x) := ωg for x ∈ Hg. Let us check that
the random measure µω satisfies Assumption 2. Since the density function
fω(x) is constant on the lattice hexagons, it is enough to check that µθgω(Hz) =
τgµω(Hz) for all ω ∈ Ω, g, z ∈ Z2. We first observe that, since Hz has center
τzc, then τgHz has center τg(τzc) = τg+zc. This implies that τgHz = Hg+z. By
denoting A the area of a hexagon we then have

τgµω(Hz) = µω(τgHz) = µω(Hg+z) = Aωg+z = A(θgω)z = µθgω(Hz) .

Hence, we have checked Assumption 2.
Since µω(∆) = A(4

6
ω0 +

1
6
ω−v2 + 1

6
ω−v1), the intensity m is finite if and

only if
∫
dP(ω)ω0 < +∞ and in general E[µω(∆)α] < +∞ if and only if∫

dP(ω)ωα0 < +∞.
Suppose for example that ω0 under P is a continuous random variable with

probability density γ1[e,+∞)(x)(x lnx)
−2, where γ is the normalizing constant.

Since 1/[x(lnx)2] = −D(1/ lnx), m is finite but E[µω(∆)α] = +∞ for all α > 1
(in particular, one can apply e.g. Theorem 3.3 but not Theorem 3.5).

3.2.3. Random measures associated to simple point processes. Let Ω be the
space of locally finite subsets of Rd. The injective map Φ : Ω ∋ ω 7→

∑
x∈ω δx ∈

M allows to identify Ω with a subset of M (indeed Φ(Ω) is a Borel subset of M
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as stated in [3, Prop. 7.1.III]). As in [3] we endow Ω with the metric induced by
dM and the above injection Φ, i.e. d(ω, ω′) := dM(Φ(ω),Φ(ω′)). We define F as
the σ–algebra of Borel subsets of Ω w.r.t. the above metric. It is known (see [3,
Corollary 7.1.VI]) that F is generated by the sets {ω ∈ Ω : |ω ∩A| = n} with
A Borel set of Rd and n in N. Then G = Rd acts on Ω by the maps θgω := ω−g
(cf. [3, Chapter 10]).

Let P be a probability measure on (Ω,F) satisfying Assumption 1, i.e. P is
the law of any simple point process stationary and ergodic w.r.t. Euclidean
translations according to the definitions of [3] (e.g. P is the law of a homoge-
neous Poisson point process).

We take V = I in (3), i.e. we set τgx := x + g for all x, g ∈ Rd = G. Given
ω ∈ Ω, we set µω := Φ(ω) =

∑
x∈ω δx. Then it is simple to check that also

Assumption 2 is satisfied. Indeed, since τgµω(A) = µω(τgA) = µω(A + g), we
have τgµω =

∑
i δxi−g if µω =

∑
i δxi . This implies that τgµω = µθgω.

4. Application to stochastic homogenization of long-range
random walks on point processes and to hydrodynamics

Differently from Section 2, in this section |x| will denote the Euclidean norm
of x. We also recall that, given a topological space W , B(W ) denotes its Borel
σ–algebra.

In this section we explain how to extend [8, Theorem 4.4] by removing the
restrictive Assumption (A9) present there. In order to state our final result
and give a self-contained presentation (accessible also without reading [8]), we
recall some results of [8]. We consider the same setting of the previous section,
but we restrict to purely atomic measures as described below. Let us recap
our setting.

We have a probability space (Ω,F ,P). When modeling a disordered medium,
elements of Ω are usually called environments and encode all the local ran-
domness of the medium. The group G = Rd or G = Zd acts on the probability
space by the action (θg)g∈G and P is supposed to be G-invariant and ergodic for
this action (Assumption 1 of Section 3). We consider the translations (τg)g∈G
on Rd given in (3) where V is an invertible matrix. We also assume to have a
random measure µω which is purely atomic (i.e. pure point) with locally finite
support for any ω ∈ Ω. In particular, we have

µω =
∑
x∈ω̂

nx(ω)δx , nx(ω) := µω({x}) , ω̂ := {x ∈ Rd : nx(ω) > 0} (10)

and ω̂ is a locally finite set (we note that the map ω 7→ ω̂ then defines a simple
point process according to [3]). Finally, we assume that µθgω = τgµω for all
g ∈ G and all ω varying in a suitable G–invariant set Ω∗ ∈ F with P(Ω∗) = 1
(Assumption 2∗ of Section 3).

We enrich the above setting by assuming to have a measurable function

r : Ω× Rd × Rd ∋ (ω, x, y) 7→ rx,y(ω) ∈ [0,+∞) .
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As it will be clear below, only the value of rx,y(ω) with x ̸= y in ω̂ will be
relevant. Hence, without loss of generality, we take

rx,x(ω) ≡ 0 , rx,y(ω) ≡ 0 ∀{x, y} ̸⊂ ω̂ .

Below rx,y(ω), with x, y ∈ ω̂, will be the jump rates of a continuous time
random walk in the environment ω with state space ω̂. Before introducing this
random walk we fix some notation and assumptions.

We recall that, roughly, the intensity m is the mean density of points in ω̂
(cf. Definition 3.1). Since we need to deal with the Palm distribution, we need
that the intensity m is finite and non zero (if m was zero, µω would be the
zero measure P–a.s.). Hence we introduce the following:

Assumption 3: The intensity m is finite and positive.

We call P0 the Palm distribution associated to P and the random measure
µω. Below we recall the definition of P0 (the interested reader can see [8, Sec-
tion 2.3] and references therein for a detailed exposition and proofs, although
not necessary below).

For G = Rd and V = I the Palm distribution P0 is the probability measure on
(Ω,F) such that, for any U ∈ B(Rd) with Lebesgue measure ℓ(U) ∈ (0,+∞),

P0(A) :=
1

mℓ(U)

∫
Ω

dP(ω)
∫
U

dµω(x)1A(θxω) , ∀A ∈ F .

The probability measure P0 has support inside the set Ω0 := {ω ∈ Ω : n0(ω) >
0}. We refer to [8, Section 2.3] for the case G = Rd and V generic (this case
is not common, hence we do not detail it here).

For G = Zd, V = I, and ω̂ ⊂ Zd for all ω ∈ Ω (this case will be called special
discrete case), the Palm distribution P0 can be identified with the probability
measure concentrated on the set Ω0 := {ω ∈ Ω : n0(ω) > 0} such that

P0(A) := E [n0 1A] /E[n0] ∀A ∈ F . (11)

In this particular case the intensity of the random measure is given by m =
E[n0].

In general, for G = Zd, the Palm distribution P0 is the probability measure
on (Ω×∆,F ⊗ B(∆)) (where ∆ is the parallelepiped (5)) such that

P0(A) :=
1

mℓ(∆)

∫
Ω

dP(ω)
∫
∆

dµω(x)1A(ω, x) , ∀A ∈ F ⊗ B(∆) . (12)

The probability measure P0 has support inside Ω0 := {(ω, x) ∈ Ω × ∆ :
nx(ω) > 0}. If, in addition, V = I and ω̂ ⊂ Zd, then ∆ = [0, 1)d and Ω0 :=
{(ω, 0) : ω ∈ Ω , n0(ω) > 0}. Hence, in the special discrete case, by applying
the natural bijection (ω, 0) 7→ ω between Ω0 and {ω ∈ Ω : n0(ω) > 0}, P0

defined in (12) becomes (11).
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We define the function λk : Ω0 → [0,+∞] (for k ∈ [0,∞)) as follows:{
λk(ω) :=

∑
x∈ω̂ r0,x(ω)|x|k

Ω0 = {ω ∈ Ω : n0(ω) > 0}
Case G = Rd and
special discrete case ,{

λk(ω, a) :=
∑

x∈ω̂ ra,x(ω)|x− a|k

Ω0 := {(ω, x) ∈ Ω×∆ : nx(ω) > 0}
Case G = Zd .

Assumption 4. We assume that for some G–invariant set Ω∗ ∈ F with
P(Ω∗) = 1 the following conditions are fulfilled:

(i) for all ω ∈ Ω∗ and g ̸= g′ in G, it holds θgω ̸= θg′ω;
(ii) for all ω ∈ Ω∗, g ∈ G and x, y ∈ Rd, it holds rx,y(θgω) = rτgx,τgy(ω);
(iii) for all ω ∈ Ω∗ and x, y ∈ ω̂, it holds nx(ω)rx,y(ω) = ny(ω)ry,x(ω);
(iv) for all ω ∈ Ω∗ and x ̸= y in ω̂, there exists a path x = x0, x1,. . . , xn−1, xn =

y such that xi ∈ ω̂ and rxi,xi+1
(ω) > 0 for all i = 0, 1, . . . , n− 1;

(v) λ0, λ2 ∈ L1(P0);
(vi) L2(P0) is separable.
Trivially, at cost to take the intersection, the sets Ω∗ appearing in Assump-

tion 2∗ and 4 can be considered the same.
We point out that Assumptions 1, 2∗, 3, 4 correspond to Assumptions

(A1),. . . ,(A8) in [8, Section 2] (indeed (A1) is Assumption 1, (A2) is Assump-
tion 3, (A3) is Item (i) of Assumption 4, (A4) is Assumption 2 plus Item (ii)
in Assumption 4, while (A5), (A6), (A7) and (A8) correspond respectively to
Items (iii), (iv), (v) and (vi) of Assumption 4). They are satisfied in plenty of
models as discussed below. For comments on the above assumptions we refer
the interested reader to [8, Section 2.2] and [9].

4.1. The random walk (Xω
t )t≥0 and stochastic homogenization. Given

ω ∈ Ω, we consider the continuous-time random walk (Xω
t )t≥0 with state space

ω̂ and jumping from x to y ̸= x with probability rate rx,y(ω). In particular,
once arrived at x ∈ ω̂ the random walk waits there an exponential time with
parameter rx(ω) :=

∑
y∈ω̂ rx,y(ω), afterwards it jumps to another site y in ω̂

chosen with probability rx,y(ω)/rx(ω). Due to [8, Lemma 3.5], under general
assumptions which are implied by our Assumptions 1, 2∗, 3, 4, for all ω varying
in a G–invariant set with P–probability one the above parameters rx(ω) are
finite and positive for all x ∈ ω̂, the random walk (Xω

t )t≥0 has a.s. no explosion
(whatever the starting point) and therefore it is well defined for all t ≥ 0.

We point out that (Xω
t )t≥0 is a (possibly long-range) random walk on the

simple point process ω̂ with ω sampled by P. Our modeling covers several ex-
amples (see Figure 2). In [8, Section 5] the reader can find the discussion (also
about the validity of Assumptions 1, 2∗, 3, 4) of the following models: nearest-
neighbor random conductance model on Zd, random conductance model on Zd
with long conductances, random walk with random conductances on infinite
clusters, Mott random walk (whose underlying graph is the complete graph on
ω̂), simple random walk on the d-dimensional Delaunay triangulation (i.e. the
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Figure 2. Some random graphs with vertex set ω̂ underlying
the random walk (Xω

t )t≥0: lattice Zd; the supercritical percola-
tion cluster on Zd, on the hexagonal lattice and in the Boolean
model; the graph dual to the Voronoi tessellation; a complete
graph.

graph dual to the Voronoi tessellation) on a Poisson point process, nearest–
neighbor random conductance models on lattices. The reader can find the
discussion of the validity of Assumptions 1, 2∗, 3, 4 also in [9, Section 3.4] for
stochastic lattices and periodic models, and in [7, Section 5] for random con-
ductance models on crystal lattices and for random walks on marked simple
point precesses. Finally other examples will be provided in [11] and [13].

LetD be the effective homogenized matrix. D is implicitly defined as solution
of a variational problem, moreover D is a symmetric d×d positive semidefinite
matrix. When V = I, for G = Rd or in the special discrete case, it holds

a ·Da = inf
f∈L∞(P0)

1

2

∫
Ω0

dP0(ω)

∫
Rd

dω̂(x)r0,x(ω) (a · x−∇f(ω, x))2 ,

for any a ∈ Rd, where ∇f(ω, x) := f(θxω) − f(ω). We refer to [8, Definition
3.6] for the general case. We point out that D can be degenerate and non-zero
(see [7, Appendix A] for an example).

Given ε > 0 we write (P ε
ω,t)t≥0 for the L2(µεω)–Markov semigroup associated

to the diffusively rescaled random walk (εXω
ε−2t)t≥0 on εω̂, where

µεω := εd
∑
x∈ω̂

nx(ω)δεx

according to (6) and (10). Simply, given f ∈ L2(µεω), P ε
ω,tf(εx) is the expecta-

tion of f(εXω
ε−2t) when the diffusively rescaled random walk starts at εx. We

denote by Lεω the infinitesimal generator of the semigroup (P ε
ω,t)t≥0, which is

a self-adjoint operator in L2(µεω) (see [8] for more details on Lεω, although not
used below). Given λ > 0 we write Rε

ω,λ : L
2(µεω) → L2(µεω) for the λ–resolvent

associated to the random walk εXω
ε−2t, i.e. Rε

ω,λ := (λ−Lεω)−1 =
∫∞
0
e−λsP ε

ω,sds.
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Similarly we write (Pt)t≥0 for the Markov semigroup on L2(mdx) associated
to the (possibly degenerate) Brownian motion on Rd with diffusion matrix
2D. We denote by ∇∗ the weak gradient along the space Ker(D)⊥ (when D
is non-degenerate ∇∗ reduces to the standard weak gradient). We write Rλ :
L2(mdx) → L2(mdx) for the λ–resolvent associated to the above Brownian
motion on Rd with diffusion matrix 2D. We point out that, by Claim 7.1 in
Section 7, for P–a.a. ω the measure mdx is the limit as ε ↓ 0 of µεω in the
measure space M (cf. Section 3).

We recall a classical definition in stochastic homogenization:

Definition 4.1. Fix ω ∈ Ω and a family of ε–parametrized functions vε ∈
L2(µεω). The family {vε} converges weakly to the function v ∈ L2(mdx)
(shortly, vε ⇀ v) if limε↓0 ∥vε∥L2(µεω)

< +∞ and limε↓0
∫
Rd dµ

ε
ω(x)vε(x)φ(x) =∫

Rd dxmv(x)φ(x) for all φ ∈ Cc(Rd). The family {vε} converges strongly to
v ∈ L2(mdx) (shortly, vε → v) if limε↓0 ∥vε∥L2(µεω)

< +∞ and

lim
ε↓0

∫
Rd

dµεω(x)vε(x)gε(x) =

∫
Rd

dxmv(x)g(x)

for any family of functions gε ∈ L2(µεω) weakly converging to g ∈ L2(mdx).

Remark 4.2. It is well known, and also recalled in Claim 7.1 in Section 7,
that there exists a G–invariant set B ∈ F with P(B) = 1 such that (8) is true
for all functions in Cc(Rd). As a consequence, for ω ∈ B, strong convergence
implies weak convergence.

As stated in [8, Theorem 4.1], under Assumptions 1, 2∗, 3, 4 there exists a
G–invariant set Ωtyp ∈ F with P(Ωtyp) = 1 such that for all ω ∈ Ωtyp and all
λ > 0 the massive Poisson equation

−Lεωuε + λuε = fε (13)

with fε ∈ L2(µεω) stochastically homogenizes towards the effective homogenized
equation

−∇∗ ·D∇∗u+ λu = f (14)
with f ∈ L2(mdx) when fε converges (weakly or strongly) to f . The above
homogenization corresponds to the convergence of solutions, i.e.

fε ⇀ f =⇒ uε ⇀ u , fε → f =⇒ uε → u , (15)

and the convergence of flows and energies (we refer to [8, Theorem 4.1] for a
precise statement of flow and energy convergence, which anyway is not used
below). Note that (13) and (14) can be rewritten as uε = Rε

ω,λfε and u = Rλf ,
respectively.

In [8, Section 4] we introduced the additional assumption (A9) that we recall
here:

Assumption (A9) in [8]: At least one of the following properties is fulfilled:
(i) For P–a.a. ω ∃C(ω) > 0 such that µω(τk∆) ≤ C(ω) for all k ∈ Zd.
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(ii) Setting Nk(ω) := µω(τk∆) for k ∈ Zd, for some C0 ≥ 0 it holds E[N2
0 ] <

∞ and

|Cov (Nk, Nk′)| ≤ C0|k − k′|−1 (16)

for any k ̸= k′ in Zd. More generally, we assume that, at cost to
enlarge the probability space, one can define random variables (Nk)k∈Zd

with µω(τk∆) ≤ Nk, such that E[Nk],E[N2
k ] are bounded uniformly in

k and such that (16) holds for all k ̸= k′.

Assumption (A9) was introduced to obtain in [8, Theorem 4.4] the limits
(19), (20), (21) and (22) of Theorem 4.3 below for f ∈ Cc(Rd). We point out
that (21) and (22) are crucial in getting the hydrodynamic limit of interacting
particle systems (see [7, 11]) and are derived from (19) and (20). The main
result of this section, given by Theorem 4.3 below, is that Assumption (A9) is
indeed unnecessary and can be removed thanks to our ergodic theorems. More-
over, the above limits are extended to continuous functions f on Rd decaying
suitably fast at infinity. To state this theorem we set

G(r) :=
{
f ∈ C(Rd) : ∃C > 0, ∃β > r with |f(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)−β ∀x ∈ Rd

}
.

Note that the functional set C∗(Rd) introduced in Definition 3.2 equals ∩r>0G(r).
Moreover, recall the fundamental cell ∆ introduced in (5).

Theorem 4.3. Let Assumptions 1, 2∗, 3, 4 be satisfied. Then there exists
a measurable set Ω∗

typ ⊂ Ωtyp, G–invariant and with P–probability one, such
that as ε ↓ 0 the following limits hold for any ω ∈ Ω∗

typ, t ≥ 0, λ > 0 and
f ∈ C∗(Rd):

L2(µεω) ∋ P ε
ω,tf → Ptf ∈ L2(mdx) , (17)

L2(µεω) ∋ Rε
ω,λf → Rλf ∈ L2(mdx) , (18)∫ ∣∣P ε

ω,tf(x)− Ptf(x)
∣∣2dµεω(x) → 0 , (19)∫ ∣∣Rε

ω,λf(x)−Rλf(x)
∣∣2dµεω(x) → 0 , (20)∫ ∣∣P ε

ω,tf(x)− Ptf(x)
∣∣dµεω(x) → 0 , (21)∫ ∣∣Rε

ω,λf(x)−Rλf(x)
∣∣dµεω(x) → 0 . (22)

More specifically, we have

(i) (17), (18), (19) and (20) hold if f ∈ G(d + 1); (21) and (22) hold if
f ∈ G(2d+ 2);

(ii) if in addition E
[
µω(∆)α] < +∞ for some α > 1, then (17), (18), (19)

and (20) hold when f ∈ G(d/2) while (21) and (22) hold when f ∈ G(d).

The proof of Theorem 4.3 is given in Section 9.
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4.2. Hydrodynamics. We conclude by presenting an application of our er-
godic Theorem 2.3 to the hydrodynamic limit of interacting particle systems.
As discussed in [7] and [8], the limits (21) and (22) are fundamental tools to
prove the quenched hydrodynamic behavior of multiple random walks on ω̂
by adding a site exclusion or zero range interaction (combining stochastic ho-
mogenization and duality). We refer also to [2, 5, 6, 7, 11, 12] and references
therein.

In [7] we have considered the same setting presented above, with nx(ω) = 1
and rx,y(ω) = ry,x(ω). In this case the random walk (Xω

t )t≥0 on ω̂ becomes a
random conductance model on the simple point process ω̂ [1]. Let us consider
the associated symmetric simple exclusion process (i.e. multiple random walks
as above interacting by site exclusion). Roughly its Markov generator is given
by

Lf(η) :=
∑
x∈ω̂

∑
y∈ω̂

rx,y(ω)η(x)(1− η(y)) (f(ηx,y)− f(η)) ,

where η ∈ {0, 1}ω̂, f varies in a suitable set of real functions on {0, 1}ω̂ (in-
cluding local functions) and ηx,y is the configuration obtained by exchanging
the occupation numbers η(x) and η(y). Then, under Assumptions (A1),..,(A9)
of [8] (i.e. our present Assumptions 1, 2∗, 3, 4 plus (A9)) and the additional
Assumption (SEP)1 introduced in [7] (the latter used for the construction of
the process and the analysis of its Markov generator), we have derived the
quenched hydrodynamic limit in path space for the above symmetric simple
exclusion process under diffusive scaling. Assumption (A9) was used to get
(21) and (22) from [8] (see [7, Proposition 6.1 and Remark 6.2]). Due to our
Theorem 4.3 we then have the following consequence:

Corollary 4.4. The quenched hydrodynamic limit in path space stated in [7,
Theorem 4.1] and described by the hydrodynamic equation ∂tρ = ∇ · (D∇ρ)
holds without assuming Assumption (A9) there.

In [11], using the results we obtained in [10], we will show that also As-
sumption (SEP) can be removed from [7, Theorem 4.1], hence we refer the
interesting reader to [11] for a more detailed discussion.

5. Proof of the Maximal Inequality (Theorem 2.2)

The proof is inspired by the one for the maximal inequality for the action of
the group Zd with averages on boxes [15, 18], but we use a different covering
procedure in order to control the effects of possible non-zero tails of ϑ.

The following construction and Lemma 5.1 below are a standard tool to
prove the maximal inequality. We recall them for completeness since crucial
below and since they are usually stated for boxes. Fix I1 ⊂ I2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ IN
subsets of Zd. Suppose to have a finite set B ⊂ Zd and a function k : B →

1Assumption (SEP) states the following. Given the environment ω, consider the random
graph obtained from the vertex set ω̂ by adding an edge between distinct vertices x and y in
ω̂ with probability 1− e−rx,y(ω)t, independently for each pair {x, y}. Then, P–a.s., for t > 0
small enough this random graph has a.s. only connected components of finite cardinality.
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{1, ..., N}. Define MN as a maximal collection of points z ∈ B such that
k(z) = N and the sets z + IN with z ∈ MN are disjoint. Then define MN−1

as a maximal collection of points z ∈ B such that k(z) = N − 1 and the sets
z + IN−1 with z ∈ MN−1 are reciprocally disjoint and disjoint from the sets
v + IN with v ∈ MN . Proceed in this way until defining M1 as a maximal
collection of points z ∈ B such that k(z) = 1 and the sets z+I1 with z ∈ M1 are
reciprocally disjoint and disjoint from the sets v+Ik(v) with v ∈ M2∪· · ·∪MN .
Finally, we define

B′ := M1 ∪M2 ∪ · · · ∪MN .

We stress that by construction all sets z + Ik(z), k ∈ B′, are disjoint.
Below we use the standard notation z+A−B := {z+a−b : a ∈ A , b ∈ B }.

Lemma 5.1. B ⊂ ∪z∈B′
(
z + Ik(z) − Ik(z)

)
and |B| ≤

∑
z∈B′ |Ik(z) − Ik(z)|.

The proof is similar to the proof of [15, Lemma 2.5, Section 6.2]. We give it
for completeness.

Proof. Let us prove that B ⊂ ∪z∈B′
(
z + Ik(z) − Ik(z)

)
(the conclusion then

follows immediately). Let y ∈ B. By the maximality of Mk(y), there are
two possible cases: either y ∈ Mk(y) or y + Ik(y) intersects some v + Ik(v) with
k(v) ≥ k(y) and v ∈ Mk(v) (hence v ∈ B′). In the first case, y ∈ B′ and trivially
y ∈ y+Ik(y)−Ik(y). In the second case, there exist a ∈ Ik(y) ⊂ Ik(v) and b ∈ Ik(v)
such that y+a = v+ b, thus implying that y = v+ b−a ∈ v+ Ik(v)− Ik(v). □

We can start the proof of Theorem 2.2. To this aim let α > 0 and let N ≤ ℓ
be positive integers. All constants of type c, C below have to be thought
of as finite, positive, determined only by d, ϑ, ρ, κ (hence, independent from
α, ℓ,N, f) and can change from line to line.

Recall (2). We define

EN(α) :=
{
ω ∈ Ω : sup

1≤n≤N
Wψ
n (f)(ω) > α

}
,

A(ω) := {z ∈ Zd : |z| ≤ ℓ , T zω ∈ EN(α)} .
To lighten the notation, sometimes dependence on the parameters will be omit-
ted (as in the definition of A(ω), which indeed depends also from α, ℓ,N).

The core of the proof will consist in proving that, for some C > 0,

αE
[
|A(ω)|

]
≤ Cℓd∥f∥1 . (23)

We first explain how to conclude once having (23). Since each T z is measure-
preserving, we have

E
[
|A(ω)|

]
= E[

∑
z∈Zd:|z|≤ℓ

1
(
T zω ∈ EN(α)

)
]

=
∑

z∈Zd:|z|≤ℓ

P
(
T zω ∈ EN(α)

)
≥ c ℓdP

(
EN(α)

)
.

(24)

By combining (23) with (24) we get P
(
EN(α)

)
≤ C ′∥f∥1/α for each integer

N ≥ 1 (ℓ has disappeared). To conclude the proof and get the maximal
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inequality (1), it is enough to take the limit N → +∞ and use the dominated
convergence theorem. It remains now to prove (23).

Fix z ∈ A(ω). We know that there exists k(z) with 1 ≤ k(z) ≤ N such that
Wψ
k(z)(f)(T

zω) > α (in case of multiple possibile indexes k(z), we take e.g. the
minimal one). Hence we have

αk(z)d < k(z)dWψ
k(z)(f)(T

zω) =
∑
j∈Zd

ψ
(j − z

k(z)

)
f(T jω) ∀z ∈ A(ω) . (25)

Let us consider the sets

D(m, r) := {x ∈ Zd : mr ≤ |x| < (m+ 1)r} , m ∈ N , r = 1, 2, . . . , N .

If j ∈ z+D(m, k(z)), then mk(z) ≤ |j− z| < (m+1)k(z), thus implying that
ψ
(
j−z
k(z)

)
≤ ϑ

(
|j−z|
k(z)

)
≤ ϑ(m) (recall that ϑ is non-increasing). In particular

from (25) and since {z +D(m, r) : m ∈ N} is a partition of Zd for any z ∈ Zd
and r = 1, 2, . . . , N , by taking r := k(z) we get

αk(z)d <
+∞∑
m=0

∑
j∈Zd

ϑ(m)1z+D(m,k(z))(j)f(T
jω) ∀z ∈ A(ω) . (26)

At cost to multiply the function ρ by a positive constant, we can assume that∑∞
m=0 ρ(m) = 1. Hence, the l.h.s. of (26) can be rewritten as

∑+∞
m=0 αk(z)

dρ(m).
As a consequence (recall that f ≥ 0) there must exist some m(z) ∈ N such
that

αk(z)dρ
(
m(z)

)
<

∑
j∈Zd

ϑ
(
m(z)

)
1D(z)(j)f(T

jω) , (27)

where D(z) := z+D
(
m(z), k(z)

)
(in case of many possible m(z)’s we take e.g.

the minimal one).
For each m ∈ N we set Am(ω) := {z ∈ A(ω) : m(z) = m} and apply

Lemma 5.1 with B := Am(ω), function k : B → {1, 2, . . . , N} as above and
sets Im1 ⊂ Im2 ⊂ · · · ⊂ ImN given by

Imr := {x ∈ Zd : |x| < (m+ 1)r} r = 1, 2, . . . , N .

The construction presented before Lemma 5.1 then produces a subset A′
m(ω)

of Am(ω) (i.e. B′ = A′
m(ω) is the set produced by the construction). By

Lemma 5.1 we then have

|Am(ω)| ≤
∑

z∈A′
m(ω)

∣∣∣Imk(z) − Imk(z)

∣∣∣ ≤ c(m+ 1)d
∑

z∈A′
m(ω)

k(z)d

= c
(m+ 1)d

αρ(m)

∑
z∈A′

m(ω)

αk(z)dρ(m) .

(28)

Above we used that in general Imr − Imr ⊂ {x ∈ Zd : |x| < 2(m+1)r} and the
last set has c(d, κ)(m+1)drd points (we recall that |x| denotes the ℓκ–norm of
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x with k ∈ [1,+∞]). As a byproduct of (27) and (28), and since m(z) = m
for all z ∈ A′

m(ω) ⊂ Am(ω), we have

α|Am(ω)| < c
(m+ 1)d

ρ(m)

∑
z∈A′

m(ω)

∑
j∈Zd

ϑ(m)1D(z)(j)f(T
jω) . (29)

Recall that, given z ∈ A′
m(ω)⊂ A(ω), |z| ≤ ℓ and k(z) ≤ N ≤ ℓ. If

j ∈ D(z) and z ∈ A′
m(ω), then |j − z| < (m + 1)k(z), thus implying that

|j| ≤ |z| + (m + 1)k(z) ≤ (m + 2)ℓ. In particular, in the r.h.s. of (29) we
can restrict to j ∈ Zd with |j| ≤ (m+ 2)ℓ. Moreover, by construction the sets
z+ Imk(z) with z ∈ A′

m(ω) are disjoint, while D(z) ⊂ z+ Imk(z) for all z ∈ A′
m(ω).

Hence, also all the sets D(z) with z ∈ A′
m(ω) are disjoint. In particular, given

j ∈ Zd with |j| ≤ (m+2)ℓ, there is at most one z ∈ A′
m(ω) such that j ∈ D(z).

These observations, the non-negativity of f and (29) lead to

α|Am(ω)| < c
(m+ 1)d

ρ(m)
ϑ(m)

∑
j∈Zd:

|j|≤(m+2)ℓ

f(T jω) . (30)

By taking the expectation of both sides of (30) and using that each T j is
measure-preserving we get

αE
[
|Am(ω)|

]
≤ c

(m+ 2)2d

ρ(m)
ϑ(m)ℓd∥f∥1 . (31)

Summing among all m ∈ N and using that A(ω) is the disjoint union of the
Am(ω)’s, from (31) we finally get (23) with C := c

∑+∞
m=0 (m+2)2dϑ(m)ρ(m)−1 <

+∞ (to get that C is finite we used that ϑ is d–good, see Definition 2.1).

6. Proof of the Ergodic Theorem (Theorem 2.3)

The main part of the proof of Theorem 2.3 follows from the Maximal In-
equality of Theorem 2.2 via a rather standard procedure (see e.g. the proof of
[15, Theorem 2.8, Section 6.2] and [18, Theorem 2.6]). We prefer to detail the
arguments below, both to keep the exposition self-contained and in order to
highlight where conditions (i), (ii) and (iii) are used.

Recall our shorthand notation Wψ
n (f)(ω) := n−d∑

j∈Zd ψ(j/n)f(T jω). We
call Ĩ ⊂ F the σ–subalgebra given by the almost-invariant sets, i.e. Ĩ := {A ∈
F : P((T−1

i A)∆A) = 0 for all 1 ≤ i ≤ d}. Trivially, I ⊂ Ĩ. It is known that,
given A ∈ F , A ∈ Ĩ if and only if there exists D ∈ I such that P(A∆D) = 0
(for d = 1 see e.g. [4, Exercise 6.1.2-(iii), Chapter 6] and for a generic d take
D := ∩n∈N(∪j∈Nd

n
T−jA) where Nn := {m ∈ N : m ≥ n}). It then follows

that E[f |I] = E[f |Ĩ] P–a.s. . Hence, we just need to prove Theorem 2.3 with
E[f |Ĩ] instead of E[f |I]. In what follows, we call a measurable function g on
Ω almost-invariant if g ◦ Ti = g P–a.s. for all i = 1, 2, . . . , d (this is equivalent
to the fact that g is Ĩ–measurable).
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As detailed in the proof of [15, Theorem 2.8, Section 6.2], given ε > 0

one can write f =
∑d

i=1(gi − gi ◦ Ti) + h+ φ, for suitable functions such that
g1, . . . , gd ∈ L∞, h ∈ L1 is almost–invariant for all i = 1, 2, . . . , d and ∥φ∥1 < ε.

Given a measurable and integrable function u : Ω → R, we define the
function

∆(u)(ω) := lim
n→+∞

Wψ
n (u)(ω)− lim

n→+∞
Wψ
n (u)(ω) .

The above limsup and liminf are bounded in modulus by supn≥1W
|ψ|
n (|u|)(ω),

which is finite P–a.s. by the maximal inequality (applied with |ψ| instead of
ψ). As a consequence their difference, i.e. ∆(u)(ω), is well-defined and finite
for P-a.a. ω and in particular for all ω ∈ Γ(u), where Γ(u) := {ω ∈ Ω :

supn≥1W
|ψ|
n (|u|)(ω) < +∞} (note that Γ(u) ∈ F and P(Γ(u)) = 1).

• Our first target is to prove that ∆(f)(ω) = 0 for P–a.a. ω, thus implying
that f̄(ω) := limn→+∞Wψ

n (f)(ω) is well defined and finite for P–a.a. ω.
It is simple to check that ∆ is subadditive, i.e. ∆(f1 + f2)(ω) ≤ ∆(f1)(ω) +

∆(f2)(ω) for all ω ∈ Γ(f1) ∩ Γ(f2). In particular, by writing our f as f =∑d
i=1(gi − gi ◦ Ti) + h+ φ as above, we have

∆(f)(ω) ≤
d∑
i=1

∆(gi − gi ◦ Ti)(ω) + ∆(h)(ω) + ∆(φ)(ω) (32)

for all ω ∈ Γ := Γ(f)∩
(
∩di=1Γ(gi − gi ◦ Ti)

)
∩Γ(h)∩Γ(φ). Note that P(Γ) = 1.

We claim that ∆(gi−gi ◦Ti)(ω) = 0 and ∆(h)(ω) = 0 for P–a.a. ω in Γ. Let
us start with gi− gi ◦ Ti. Since gi is bounded and due to Item (ii) in Theorem
2.3, we get∣∣∣Wψ

n (gi − gi ◦ Ti)(ω)
∣∣∣ ≤ ∥gi∥∞

nd

∑
j∈Zd

|ψ(j/n)− ψ((j − ei)/n)|
n→∞→ 0 .

As a consequence, ∆(gi−gi ◦Ti)(ω) = 0 for all ω ∈ Γ. Let us move to ∆(h)(ω)
for ω ∈ Γ. The almost-invariance of h implies that h(T jω) = h(ω) for all
ω ∈ Γ′, where Γ′ is a measurable set with P(Γ′) = 1. Due to Item (iii) in
Theorem 2.3, we then have

Wψ
n (h)(ω) =

h(ω)

nd

∑
j∈Zd

ψ(j/n)
n→∞→ c(ψ)h(ω) ∀ω ∈ Γ ∩ Γ′ .

This implies that ∆(h)(ω) = 0 for all ω ∈ Γ ∩ Γ′, thus concluding the proof of
our claim.

As a byproduct of (32) and the above claim, we conclude that ∆(f)(ω) ≤
∆(φ)(ω) for P–a.a. ω ∈ Γ, while P(Γ) = 1. By this observation, the maximal
inequality (cf. Theorem 2.2) and since ∥φ∥1 < ε, we have

P(∆(f) >
√
ε) ≤ P(∆(φ) >

√
ε)

≤ P
(
2 sup
n≥1

1

nd

∑
j∈Zd

|ψ|(j/n) |φ|(T jω) >
√
ε
)
≤ 2C∥φ∥1√

ε
≤ 2C

√
ε ,
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for some C = C(d, ϑ, ρ, κ). By the arbitrariness of ε > 0, we conclude that
∆(f)(ω) = 0 for P–a.a. ω.

• We now prove that f̄ is almost–invariant, i.e. f̄ = f̄ ◦ Ti P–a.s. for all i =
1, . . . , d. By the measure-preserving property of Ti, the limit limn→+∞Wψ

n (f)(Tiω)
exists and is finite P–a.s. and according to our notation it is given by f̄(Tiω).
By the Markov inequality and the measure-preserving property of T j we get

P(|Wψ
n (f)(ω)−Wψ

n (f)(Tiω)| > ε) ≤ ∥f∥1
εnd

∑
j∈Zd

∣∣ψ(j/n)−ψ((j− ei)/n)
∣∣ . (33)

Since, by Item (ii), γ(n) := n−d∑
j∈Zd

∣∣ψ(j/n) − ψ((j − ei)/n)
∣∣ → 0, for

each k ∈ N+ we can find nk ∈ N+ such that γ(nk) ≤ k−3 and such that
the sequence nk is increasing. At this point, by taking n = nk and ε = 1/k
in (33) and afterwards by applying Borel-Cantelli lemma, we conclude that
limk→+∞

[
Wψ
nk
(f)(ω)−Wψ

nk
(f)(Tiω)

]
= 0 for P–a.a. ω. Since the limit equals

f̄(ω)− f̄(Tiω) for P–a.a. ω, we get that f̄ is almost–invariant.

• We now prove that Wψ
n (f) → f̄ in Lp since f ∈ Lp. To this aim, we

observe that for f ∈ L∞ ∩ Lp this follows (as p ∈ [1,+∞)) from the above
proved a.s. convergence Wψ

n (f) → f̄ and the dominated convergence theorem
(for the latter use that ∥Wψ

n (f)∥∞ ≤ ∥f∥∞ 1
nd

∑
j∈Zd |ψ(j/n)| and the r.h.s.

is bounded uniformly in n by Item (iii)). To extend the convergence to any
f ∈ Lp, we proceed as follows. First we point out that, given h ∈ Lp, for some
C = C(ψ) it holds

∥Wψ
n (h)∥p ≤

1

nd

∑
j∈Zd

|ψ(j/n)| ∥h ◦ T j∥p =
∥h∥p
nd

∑
j∈Zd

|ψ(j/n)| ≤ C∥h∥p . (34)

Above, the identity follows from the measure-preserving property of T j and
the last bound follows from Item (iii). Given δ > 0 let g ∈ L∞ ∩ Lp with
∥f − g∥p ≤ δ (g exists since L∞ ∩ Lp is dense in Lp). By (34) applied to
h = f − g and since Wψ

n (g) → ḡ in Lp we get that ∥Wψ
n (f) − ḡ∥p ≤ 2Cδ

for n large. By the arbitrariness of δ, this proves that (Wψ
n (f) : n ≥ 1) is a

Cauchy sequence in Lp and therefore it converges to some f̂ ∈ Lp. This implies
that Wψ

n (f) → f̂ P–a.s. along a subsequence. Since Wψ
n (f) → f̄ P–a.s., we

conclude that f̂ = f̄ P–a.s. and therefore Wψ
n (f) → f̄ in Lp.

• Finally we prove that f̄ = c(ψ)E[f |Ĩ] P–a.s. To this aim set an :=
n−d∑

j∈Zd ψ(j/n) and take an almost–invariant (i.e. Ĩ–measurable) bounded
function g. Then (using that g ◦ T−j = g P–a.s. and E[g|Ĩ] = g) we get

E
[
gE[Wψ

n (f)|Ĩ]
]
= E

[
E[gWψ

n (f)|Ĩ]
]
= E[gWψ

n (f)] =
1

nd

∑
j∈Zd

ψ(j/n)E[g(f ◦ T j)]

=
1

nd

∑
j∈Zd

ψ(j/n)E[(g ◦ T−j)f ] = anE[gf ] = anE[gE[f |Ĩ]] .
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This prove that E[Wψ
n (f)|Ĩ] = anE[f |Ĩ]. We know that Wψ

n (f) → f̄ in
Lp. On the other hand, conditional expectation is a contraction in Lp (see
[4, Theorem 4.1.11, Chapter. 4]), thus implying that E[Wψ

n (f)|Ĩ] → E[f̄ |Ĩ] in
Lp. Since f̄ is almost–invariant we have E[f̄ |Ĩ] = f̄ . By combining the above
observations we have that anE[f |Ĩ] → f̄ in Lp. On the other hand, an → c(ψ)
by Item (iii) and this allows to conclude that f̄ = c(ψ)E[f |Ĩ].

7. Applications to random measures: Proof of Theorem 3.3 and
Lemma 3.4

In this section we first show how to derive Theorem 3.3 from Lemma 3.4,
afterwards we prove the latter. In what follows, given ℓ > 0 we consider the
ball B(ℓ) := {x ∈ Rd : |x| ≤ ℓ} and set B(ℓ)c := Rd \B(ℓ).

All constants of type c, C below have to be considered finite, positive and not
dependent from ω and the parameters ε, ℓ, n introduced in the rest. Moreover,
their value can change from line to line.

7.1. Proof of Theorem 3.3. The conclusion concerning C∗(Ω) is trivial and
we focus on the rest. Trivially, it is enough to prove the stated property for
the family of rational constants C > 0 and β > 2d + 2. By countability, we
just need to prove the statement for a fixed C > 0 and a fixed β > 2d + 2.
Without loss of generality we can assume C = 1. We set ϑ(r) := (1 + r)−β for
r ≥ 0 and take φ ∈ C(Rd) with |φ(x)| ≤ ϑ(|x|) for all x ∈ Rd.

By Lemma 3.4 the integral
∫
Rd |φ(x)|dµεω(x) is finite for all ω ∈ C. From

now on we restrict to ω ∈ C. Given a positive ℓ ∈ N take φℓ ∈ Cc(Rd) such
that φℓ = φ on the ball B(ℓ) and |φℓ(x)| ≤ ϑ(|x|) for all x. Then, |φ − φℓ| is
zero on B(ℓ) and is bounded by 2ϑ(| · |). This implies that∣∣∣ ∫

Rd

φ(x)dµεω(x)−
∫
Rd

φℓ(x)dµ
ε
ω(x)

∣∣∣ ≤ 2

∫
B(ℓ)c

ϑ(|x|)dµεω(x) (35)

and ∣∣∣ ∫
Rd

φ(u)du−
∫
Rd

φℓ(u)du
∣∣∣ ≤ 2

∫
B(ℓ)c

ϑ(|u|)du . (36)

The last integral goes to zero as ℓ→ +∞ since ϑ(| · |) is integrable on Rd.

Claim 7.1. There exists a G–invariant set B ∈ F with P(B) = 1 such that
(8) is true for all functions in Cc(Rd).

The above claim is usually stated without any proof. Since the derivation
is short, we give it for completeness in Appendix A.

Due to Claim 7.1, for all ℓ ∈ N and ω ∈ B we have limε↓0
∫
Rd φℓ(x)dµ

ε
ω(x) =

m
∫
Rd φℓ(x)dx. By the above observation, (35) and (36) the conclusion follows

from Lemma 3.4 and by taking A := B ∩ C with C as in Lemma 3.4.
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7.2. Proof of Lemma 3.4. Since the integral in (9) is decreasing in ℓ, (9) with
ℓ ∈ R+ is equivalent to (9) with ℓ ∈ N. From now on ℓ has to be considered in
N. We set ψ(x) := ϑ(|x|) and ψℓ(x) := ϑ(|x|)1(|x| ≥ ℓ). Then (9) in Lemma
3.4 can be restated as

lim
ℓ↑+∞

lim
ε↓0

∫
Rd

ψℓ(u)dµ
ε
ω(u) = 0 . (37)

We call C the set of ω ∈ Ω satisfying (37), i.e.

C :=
{
ω ∈ Ω : lim

ℓ↑+∞
lim
ε↓0

∫
Rd

ψℓ(u)dµ
ε
ω(u) = 0

}
. (38)

To prove Lemma 3.4 it is enough to show the following: C is measurable, C
is G-invariant, for all ω ∈ C and ε > 0 the integral

∫
Rd ψ(x)dµ

ε
ω(x) is finite,

P(C) = 1. The first three properties correspond (with a different order) to
Claims 7.2, 7.3 and 7.4 below. We first show here how the ergodic Theorem
2.3 implies that P(C) = 1. To this aim we let ∆(z) := τz∆ (recall (5)) and set
f(ω) := µω(∆) = µω(∆(0)). Then, by Assumption 2, we have

µω(∆(z)) = µω(τz∆) = µθzω(∆) = f(θzω) ∀z ∈ Zd ⊂ G . (39)

Note that
∫
Ω
|f(ω)|dP(ω) = mℓ(∆) < +∞, hence f ∈ L1(Ω). As stated in

Claim 7.5 below, (37) is satisfied whenever

lim
ℓ↑∞

lim
n↑∞

n−d
∑
z∈Zd

ψℓ(z/n)f(θzω) = 0 , (40)

where ℓ, n ∈ N. Hence, to prove that P(C) = 1, we just need to show that the
measurable set of the ω’s satisfying (40) has probability one.

Let e1, . . . , ed be the canonical basis of Zd. For i = 1, . . . , d we define Ti :
Ω → Ω as Ti = θei . Then T1, . . . , Td are d commuting measure-preserving
bijective maps on (Ω,F ,P) (by Assumption 1 and since Zd ⊂ G). Moreover
the map T g := T g11 ◦ T g22 ◦ · · · ◦ T gdd equals θg for all g = (g1, g2, . . . , gd) ∈ Zd.
Hence in (40) we can replace θz by T z. By Theorem 2.3 with ψ = ψℓ and with
ϑ(r) = (1+ r)−β, β > 2d+2, there exists C∗ ∈ F with P(C∗) = 1 such that for
all ω ∈ C∗ the following holds: for each ℓ ∈ N+

lim
n↑+∞

n−d
∑
z∈Zd

ψℓ(z/n)f(θzω) = E[f |I](ω)
∫
Rd

ψℓ(u)du , (41)

where I := {A ∈ F : θzA = A ∀z ∈ Zd} and E[f |I](ω) is a fixed version
of the conditional probability of f w.r.t. I. Since the integral in the r.h.s. of
(41) goes to zero as ℓ → +∞, we conclude that (40) holds for all ω ∈ C∗ and
therefore P–a.s. This concludes the proof of Theorem 2.3 once having Claims
7.2, 7.3, 7.4, 7.5. The rest of the section is devoted to the above claims and
their proofs.

Claim 7.2. If ω ∈ C, then
∫
Rd ψ(x)dµ

ε
ω(x) is finite for all ε > 0.

Proof. By (7) the above integral
∫
Rd ψ(x)dµ

ε
ω(x) equals εd

∫
Rd ψℓ(εu)dµω(u).

Hence for ω ∈ C there exists ℓ such that εd
∫
Rd ψℓ(εu)dµω(u) ≤ 1 for ε small.
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Since µω is locally finite, we then have that
∫
Rd ψ(εu)dµω(u) < +∞ for ε

small. This property extends to all ε > 0 since the integral
∫
Rd ψ(εu)dµω(u) is

non-increasing in ε as ϑ is non-increasing. □

Claim 7.3. The limit (37) holds if and only if it holds with ε varying in
{1/n : n ∈ N+}. In particular, C is measurable.

Proof. We observe that given ε ≤ 1 and n ∈ N+ with (n+ 1)−1 ≤ ε ≤ n−1, we
have (since ϑ is non-increasing and due to (7))∫

Rd

ψℓ(x)dµ
ε
ω(x) = εd

∫
{ε|x|≥ℓ}

ψ(εx)dx ≤ n−d
∫
{|x|≥ℓn}

ψ(x/(n+ 1))dx

≤ C(n+ 1)−d
∫
{|x|≥ ℓ

2
(n+1)}

ψ(x/(n+ 1))dx = C

∫
Rd

ψ ℓ
2
(x)dµ1/(n+1)

ω (x)

and similarly ∫
Rd

ψℓ(x)dµ
ε
ω(x) ≥ (n+ 1)−d

∫
{|x|≥ℓ(n+1)}

ψ(x/n)dx

≥ cn−d
∫
{|x|≥2ℓn}

ψ(x/n)dx = c

∫
Rd

ψ2ℓ(x)dµ
1/n
ω (x) .

As a consequence, (37) is equivalent to the same expression but with ε ∈
{1/n : n ∈ N+}. Dealing with a countable family of parameters ε, ℓ one
obtains the measurability of C since the map Ω ∋ ω 7→

∫
Rd ψℓ(x)dµ

ε
ω(x) ∈ R is

measurable. □

Claim 7.4. C is G-invariant.

Proof. It is enough to prove that for all ω ∈ C and g ∈ G it holds θgω ∈ C.
Indeed, this means that θgC ⊂ C for all g ∈ G. By applying θ−1

g = θ−g to both
sides, we get C ⊂ θ−gC for all g ∈ G, i.e. C ⊂ θgC for all g ∈ G. Hence θgC = C
for all g ∈ G.

Take ω ∈ C and g ∈ G. Due to (4) and (7) we can write∫
Rd

ψℓ(x)dµ
ε
θgω(x) =

∫
{|x|≥ℓ}

ψ(x)dµεθgω(x) = εd
∫
{|εx|≥ℓ}

ψ(εx)dµθgω(x)

= εd
∫
{|ε(x−V g)|≥ℓ}

ψ(ε(x− V g))dµω(x) .

(42)

Since g is fixed, given ℓ > 0, for ε small we have |εV g| ≤ ℓ/2 and therefore
the set {x : |ε(x− V g)| ≥ ℓ} is included in the set {x : |εx| ≥ ℓ/2}. Moreover,
for ε small, we have |εV g| ≤ ℓ/4 and therefore, given x satisfying |εx| ≥ ℓ/2,
we have |ε(x − V g)| ≥ |εx| − |εV g| ≥ |εx| − ℓ/4 ≥ |(ε/2)x|. Since ϑ is non-
increasing, the last bound implies that ψ(ε(x− V g)) ≤ ψ((ε/2)x). Hence, we
can estimate the last integral in (42) by first integrating on {x : |εx| ≥ ℓ/2},
then by replacing the integrand with ψ((ε/2)x) and afterwards by extending
the integration to {x : |εx| ≥ ℓ/4}. The above observations and (42) finally
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imply that

lim
ℓ↑+∞

lim
ε↓0

∫
Rd

ψℓ(x)dµ
ε
θgω(x) ≤

lim
ℓ↑+∞

lim
ε↓0

2d(ε/2)d
∫
{|(ε/2)x|≥ℓ/4}

ψ((ε/2)x)dµω(x) =

2d lim
ℓ↑+∞

lim
ε↓0

∫
{|x|≥ℓ/4}

ψ(x)dµε/2ω (x) .

To conclude it is enough to observe that the above r.h.s. is zero since ω ∈ C.
We have therefore proven that θgω ∈ C. □

Claim 7.5. If ω satisfies (40), then ω ∈ C.

Proof. The proof is divided in two steps. First we show that for some c > 0 it
holds ∫

Rd

ψℓ(u)dµ
ε
ω(u) ≤ c εd

∑
z∈Zd

ψℓ−1(εV z)f(θzω) . (43)

Afterwards we show how to remove V from (43) getting that, for some C, c > 0,
it holds ∫

Rd

ψℓ(u)dµ
ε
ω(u) ≤ C εd

∑
z∈Zd

ψ ℓ−1
c
(εz)f(θzω) . (44)

Since by Claim 7.3 we can vary ε among {1/n : n ∈ N+} and due to (44),
(37) is satisfied whenever (40) holds, thus proving our claim.

• Proof of (43). By the form of ϑ there exists c > 0 such that

ϑ(r) ≤ c ϑ(s) ∀r, s ≥ 0 with |s− r| ≤ 1 . (45)

From now on we restrict to ε ≤ diam(∆)−1, where diam(∆) denotes the Eu-
clidean diameter of ∆. Then, by (45), for z ∈ Zd and x ∈ ∆(z) we can bound
ψ(εx) ≤ c ψ(εV z). Indeed, since ∆(z) = τz∆ and 0 ∈ ∆, both x and τz0 = V z
belong to ∆(z) and therefore∣∣ |εx| − |εV z|

∣∣ ≤ ε|x− V z| ≤ ε diam(∆) ≤ 1 . (46)

The above bound and (45) allow to conclude that ψ(εx) ≤ c ψ(εV z) for all
x ∈ ∆(z). By combining this result with the identity µεω(ε∆(z)) = εdf(θzω)
(which follows from (6) and (39)), we get∫

ε∆(z)

ψ(u)dµεω(u) ≤ c εdψ(εV z)f(θzω) . (47)

By (46), if |εx| ≥ ℓ and x ∈ ∆(z) then |εV z| ≥ ℓ − 1. This observation and
(47) imply (43).

• Proof of (44). Since V is invertible, we have c1|x| ≤ |V x| ≤ c2|x| for all
x ∈ Rd for some constants c1, c2 > 0. Hence we have

ψ(εV z) ≤ (1 + εc1|z|)−β ≤ (min{1, c1})−β(1 + ε|z|)−β = (min{1, c1})−βψ(εz) ,
while |εV z| ≥ ℓ−1 implies |εz| ≥ (ℓ−1)/c2. Hence, from (43), we get (44). □
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8. Applications to random measures: Proof of Theorem 3.5 and
Lemma 3.6

As in the proof of Theorem 3.3, Theorem 3.5 can be derived from Lemma 3.6,
which we now focus on. We set ψ(x) := ϑ(|x|) and ψℓ(x) = ϑ(|x|)1(|x| ≥ ℓ).
We define C = Cϑ as in (38). Then Claims 7.2, 7.3 and 7.4 of the previous
section are still valid, with the same proofs (we use there only that ϑ is non-
increasing).

It remains to prove that P(C) = 1. To this aim we will use [22, Proposi-
tion 5.3] when G = Rd as detailed in Section 8.1 below, thus completing the
proof for G = Rd. We point out that [22, Proposition 5.3] is thought of only
for the action of the group G = Rd on Ω and cannot be applied directly to the
case G = Zd. To overcome this problem for G = Zd, inspired by some meth-
ods known in homogenization theory, in Section 8.2 we build a new probability
space on which the group Rd acts and a new random measure, suitably related
to the original ones. The results proved for the case G = Rd and applied to
this new context will imply that P(C) = 1 also for G = Zd.

8.1. Proof that P(C) = 1 for G = Rd. Before entering the technical details
we present the main part of the proof. Since G = Rd and P is ergodic, [22,
Proposition 5.3] with tn := n implies the following. Consider a measurable
function h : R+ → R+ such that h is non-increasing, is convex on [a,+∞)
for some a > 0 and satisfies

∫∞
0
rd−1h(r)dr < +∞. Then, fixed a measurable

function f : Ω → R with f ∈ Lα and α > 1, for P–a.a. ω it holds

lim
n→+∞

n−d
∫
Rd

h(|x|/n)f(θxω)dx = E[f ]
∫
Rd

h(|x|)dx . (48)

Note that the integral in the l.h.s. of (48) is w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure
and not w.r.t. µω. To infer from (48) some information on µω itself, in part
similarly to the proof of [3, Theorem 10.2.IV], we apply (48) with f(ω) :=∫
Rd γδ(x)dµω(x) and h(r) := ϑ(min{0, r − δ}), where (γδ)δ>0 is a family of

mollifiers described below. This will allow us to prove that, for some set
C1 ∈ F with P(C1) = 1, for all ω ∈ C1 it holds

lim
ε↓0

εd
∫
Rd

ϑ(ε|x|)dµω(x) ≤ m

∫
Rd

ϑ(|x|)dx . (49)

We postpone the proof of (49) and we first explain how to conclude. The
strategy is to show that C1 ∩ B ⊂ C, where B is as in Claim 7.1. Since
P(C1) = P(B) = 1, this implies that P(C) = 1. To show that C1 ∩ B ⊂ C, we
proceed as follows. From Claim 7.1 it is trivial2 to get for any ω ∈ B and any
ℓ ∈ N that

lim
ε↓0

εd
∫
{ε|x|<ℓ}

ϑ(ε|x|)dµω(x) = m

∫
{|x|<ℓ}

ϑ(|x|)dx .

2It is enough to approximate from above and below the map y 7→ 1(|y| < ℓ) by suitable
functions in Cc(Rd).
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Subtracting the above limit from (49) and then taking the limit ℓ ↑ +∞, we
get

lim
ℓ↑+∞

lim
ε↓0

εd
∫
{|εx|≥ℓ}

ϑ(ε|x|)dµω(x) ≤ m lim
ℓ↑+∞

∫
{|x|≥ℓ}

ϑ(|x|)dx = 0 (50)

for any ω ∈ B ∩ C1. Note that the equality in (50) is due to the integrability
of ϑ(|x|), which follows from our assumptions. Due to (7), (50) leads to (37),
hence ω ∈ C. This proves that C1 ∩ B ⊂ C.

At this point, we have just to prove (49). In order to simplify the com-
putations below, we first show that we can assume V = I without any loss
of generality. To this aim we define θ̃g := θV −1g and τ̃g := τV −1g. Note that
τ̃gx = x+ V (V −1g) = x+ g = x+ Ig and, by Assumption 2,

µθ̃gω = µθV −1gω
= τV −1gµω = τ̃gµω .

Since G = Rd it is then trivial to check that the actions (θ̃g)g∈G and (τ̃g)g∈G,
together with the random measure µω, satisfy Assumptions 1 and 2 and that
a set A ∈ F is G-invariant for the action (θ̃g)g∈G if and only if the same holds
for the action (θg)g∈G. In particular, if the claim in Lemma 3.6 is valid for
the new setting with the new actions, then it is valid also for the original one.
Then, at cost to pass to the actions (θ̃g)g∈G and (τ̃g)g∈G, we can (and we do)
assume that V = I.

We fix a smooth function γ : Rd → R+ with γ(x) determined by |x|, with
support in B(1) := {x ∈ Rd : |x| = 1} and satisfying

∫
Rd γ(x)dx = 1. Given

δ > 0 we consider the mollifier γδ(x) := δ−dγ(x/δ) (which is a probability
kernel with support in B(δ)).

Similarly to the proof of [3, Theorem 10.2.IV] we consider f : Ω → [0,+∞)
defined as f(ω) :=

∫
Rd γδ(x)dµω(x), moreover we set h(r) := ϑ(min{0, r −

δ}) (the dependence of f and h from δ is omitted in the notation). Since
E[µω(B(δ))α] < +∞ (by our moment assumption on µω(∆)) and γδ is uni-
formly bounded, we get that f ∈ Lα. In particular, by (48) and by vary-
ing δ in the countable set {1/k : k ∈ N+}, there exists a set C1 ∈ F such
that (48) is valid for all ω ∈ C1 and for all δ as above. By stationarity
E[f ] = m

∫
Rd γδ(x)dx = m. On the other hand, by Assumption 2, we can

write (see (4) and use that τ−xy = y − x as V = I)

f(θxω) =

∫
Rd

γδ(y)dµθxω(y) =

∫
Rd

γδ(y − x)dµω(y) .

Setting z = x− y and using also that γ(z) = γ(−z) we get∫
Rd

h(|x|/n)f(θxω)dx =

∫
Rd

dx h(|x|/n)
∫
Rd

γδ(x− y)dµω(y)

=

∫
Rd

dµω(y)

∫
B(δ)

h(|y + z|/n)γδ(z)dz .
(51)
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For z ∈ B(δ) we have −δ + |y + z|/n ≤ |y|/n and since ϑ is non-increasing we
get h(|y + z|/n) ≥ ϑ(|y|/n). Hence from (51) we get∫

Rd

h(|x|/n)f(θxω)dx ≥
∫
Rd

ϑ(|y/n|)dµω(y) . (52)

By combining (48) with (52) and using that E[f ] = m, we get for all ω ∈ C1
that

lim
n→+∞

n−d
∫
Rd

ϑ(|x|/n)dµω(x) ≤ m

∫
Rd

h(|x|)dx . (53)

Trivially the last integral converges to
∫
Rd ϑ(|x|)dx as δ ↓ 0. Since moreover

ϑ is non-increasing (given ε ∈ (0, 1) take n ∈ N+ with (n + 1)−1 ≤ ε < n−1),
from (53) we finally get (49) for all ω ∈ C1.

8.2. Proof that P(C) = 1 for G = Zd. As already mentioned, we move from
the action of the group Zd to the action of the group Rd by a standard method
in homogenization theory. In particular, below we will apply some results
of [8, Section 6] that we will recall along the proof (there we treated locally
bounded atomic random measures on Rd, but the results remain valid for
generic locally bounded random measures on Rd). To simplify the presentation
and the notation we consider only the case V = I (the treatment in [8] is for
all V ). In this case ∆ = [0, 1)d.

We set Ω̄ = Ω× [0, 1)d and call B the Borel σ–field of [0, 1)d. We consider the
product σ-algebra F̄ = F⊗B and the product probability measure P̄ = P⊗dx
on Ω̄. Then (Ω̄, F̄ , P̄) is a probability space.

Given x ∈ Rd let z(x) ∈ Zd and r(x) ∈ [0, 1)d be such that x = z(x) + r(x)
(they are univocally defined). Set θ̄x : Ω̄ → Ω̄ as θ̄x(ω, a) := (θz(x+a)ω, r(x+a)).
Then one can prove that (θ̄x)x∈Rd is a action of Rd on Ω̄ and P̄ is stationary and
ergodic for this action [8, Section 6]. In addition, define µ̄(ω,a)(·) := µω(· + a)
for all (ω, a) ∈ Ω̄. Then, by [8, Eq. (61)], we have again the covariant relation
µ̄θx(ω,a) = τ̄xµ̄(ω,a), where (τ̄x)x∈Rd is the action of the group Rd on the Euclidean
space Rd by translations τ̄xy := τx = y+x. In conclusion, the new setting given
by the group Ḡ := Rd, the probability space (Ω̄, F̄ , P̄), the actions (θ̄x)x∈Ḡ and
(τ̄x)x∈Ḡ, the random measures µ̄ω̄ with ω̄ ∈ Ω̄ satisfies Assumptions 1 and 2.

Let us now show that Ē[µ̄ω̄(∆)α] < +∞, where Ē[·] denotes the expectation
w.r.t. P̄. This follows from the bound E[µω(∆)α] < +∞ and the observation
(based also on the stationarity of P) that

Ē[µ̄ω̄(∆)α] =

∫
Ω

dP(ω)
∫
∆

daµ̄(ω,a)(∆)α =

∫
Ω

dP(ω)
∫
∆

daµω(∆ + a)α

=

∫
∆

daE[µω(∆ + a)α] =

∫
∆

daE[µω(∆)α] = E[µω(∆)α] .

In particular the new setting satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 3.6. As a
consequence, the result obtained in Section 8.1 implies that there exists a
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Ḡ–invariant measurable subset C̄ ∈ F̄ with P̄(C̄) = 1 such that

lim
ℓ↑+∞

lim
ε↓0

∫
{|x|≥ℓ}

ϑ(|x|)dµ̄ε(ω,a)(x) = 0

for any (ω, a) ∈ C̄. Hence, by the definition of µ̄ε(ω,a) and by (4) and (7), for
any (ω, a) ∈ C̄ it holds

lim
ℓ↑+∞

lim
ε↓0

εd
∫
{|ε(x−a)|≥ℓ}

ϑ(ε|x− a|)dµω(x) = 0 . (54)

We now define C∗ := {ω ∈ Ω : ∃a ∈ ∆ with (ω, a) ∈ C̄}. In general, the
projection of a measurable subset in a product measure space does not need
to be measurable. We can anyway show that C∗ ∈ F as follows. We know
that C̄ is measurable and Ḡ–invariant. Take (ω, a) ∈ C̄ and a′ ∈ ∆. Then
θ̄a′−a(ω, a) = (θz(a′)ω, r(a

′)) = (θ0ω, a
′) = (ω, a′). This observation and the

Ḡ-invariance of C̄ imply that (ω, a′) ∈ C̄ for any (ω, a) ∈ C̄. Hence, C̄ = C∗×∆.
Since sections are measurable (see [19, Exercise 1.7.18-(iii)]) we conclude that
C∗ is measurable, i.e. C∗ ∈ F . Moreover, since P̄(C̄) = 1, it must be P(C∗) = 1
by Fubini-Tonelli Theorem.

At this point, to conclude the proof of Claim 7.5 (i.e. P(C) = 1), it remains
to show that C∗ ⊂ C. To this aim we take ω ∈ C∗. We know that (54) holds
for any a ∈ ∆. By taking a = 0, (54) reduces to (37).

9. Proof of Theorem 4.3

We prove Items (i) and (ii) of Theorem 4.3. Item (i) trivially implies the
limits (17),...,(22) for f ∈ C∗(Rd). Let B be as in Remark 4.2 and Claim 7.1
For Item (i) we define dc := 2d+ 2 and Ω∗

typ ∈ F as Ω∗
typ := Ωtyp ∩ A ∩ B ∩ C,

where A and C are as in Theorem 3.3 and Lemma 3.4 respectively. For Item
(ii) we define dc := d and Ω∗

typ ∈ F as Ω∗
typ := Ωtyp ∩ A ∩ B ∩ C, where A

and C are as in Corollary 3.7. Note that Ω∗
typ is measurable, G–invariant and

P(Ω∗
typ) = 1. From now on we restrict to ω ∈ Ω∗

typ. Due to our definition of
dc, we need to prove (17),...,(20) for all f ∈ G(dc/2), and (21) and (22) for all
f ∈ G(dc).

The proof will use the following two technical lemmas proved in Sections 9.6
and 9.7 respectively (the latter is similar to [5, Lemma 6.1]):

Lemma 9.1. Let f be a measurable function. Let t ≥ 0 and λ > 0. If for
some C, β > 0 it holds |f(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)−β for all x ∈ Rd, then for some C ′

it holds |Ptf(x)| ≤ C ′(1 + |x|)−β and |Rλf(x)| ≤ C ′(1 + |x|)−β for all x ∈ Rd.

Lemma 9.2. Given h ∈ G(dc/2) and given a family hεω ∈ L2(µεω) with L2(µεω) ∋
hεω → h ∈ L2(mdx), it holds limε↓0

∫
Rd |hεω(x)− h(x)|2dµεω(x) = 0.

9.1. Proof of (17). The second limit in (15) can be restated as follows: if
L2(µεω) ∋ hε 7→ h ∈ L2(mdx) as ε ↓ 0, then Rε

ω,λhε → Rλh as ε ↓ 0. As a
consequence, by [23, Theorem 9.2], one gets that it also holds P ε

ω,thε → Pth
as ε ↓ 0. Hence, to prove (17), it is enough to prove the strong convergence



30 A. FAGGIONATO

L2(µεω) ∋ f 7→ f ∈ L2(mdx) as ε ↓ 0 for any f ∈ G(dc/2). It is known (see
e.g. [8, Remark 3.12]) that the strong convergence follows from the following
limits as ε ↓ 0:

∥f∥L2(µεω)
→ ∥f∥L2(mdx) , L2(µεω) ∋ f ⇀ f ∈ L2(mdx) . (55)

By Theorem 3.3 and Corollary 3.7, we get that f ∈ L2(µεω) and ∥f∥2L2(µεω)
=∫

Rd f(x)
2dµεω(x) converges to ∥f∥2L2(mdx) = m

∫
Rd f(x)

2dx as ε ↓ 0, thus proving
the first limit in (55). Since fψ ∈ Cc(Rd) for any ψ ∈ Cc(Rd), the second limit
in (55) follows from Claim 7.1 and the definition of weak convergence.

9.2. Proof of (18). To prove that f ∈ G(dc/2) satisfies (18), it is enough to
apply (15) where uε = Rε

ω,λf and u = Rλf as we have already shown for (17)
the strong convergence L2(µεω) ∋ f → f ∈ L2(mdx) as ε ↓ 0.

9.3. Proof of (19) and (20). Let f ∈ G(dc/2). We can apply Lemma 9.2 with
hεω := P ε

ω,tf and h = Ptf . Indeed, we know that Ptf ∈ G(dc/2) by Lemma 9.1
and we know that L2(µεω) ∋ hεω → h ∈ L2(mdx) by (17). Then by Lemma 9.2
we get (19). By the same arguments, and using now (18), we get (20).

9.4. Proof of (22). We follow the main ideas of [8, Section 20], supplemented
with the technical results developed here. Let f ∈ G(dc). Without loss of
generality we can take f ≥ 0. We fix β > dc such that 0 ≤ f(x) ≤ C(1+ |x|)−β
for some C > 0. By Lemma 9.1, 0 ≤ Rλf(x) ≤ C ′(1 + |x|)−β for some C ′ > 0.
We set B(n) := {x ∈ Rd : |x| ≤ n}. By using Schwarz inequality to bound
∥(Rε

ω,λf −Rλf)1B(n)∥L1(µεω)
, we get

∥Rε
ω,λf −Rλf∥L1(µεω)

≤ ∥(Rε
ω,λf)1B(n)c∥L1(µεω)

+ ∥(Rλf)1B(n)c∥L1(µεω)

+ µεω(B(n))
1
2∥Rε

ω,λf −Rλf∥L2(µεω)
.

(56)

The last addendum in the r.h.s. of (56) goes to zero as ε ↓ 0 by (20) and since
µεω(B(n)) → mℓ(B(n)) as ε ↓ 0 by Claim 7.1. For the second addendum we
claim that limn↑+∞ limε↓0 ∥(Rλf)1B(n)c∥L1(µεω)

= 0. Indeed, since

∥(Rλf)1B(n)c∥L1(µεω)
≤ C ′

∫
B(n)c

(1 + |x|)−βdµεω(x) , (57)

one can apply Lemma 3.4 and Corollary 3.7 to get that the r.h.s. of (57) goes
to zero as ε ↓ 0 and afterwards n ↑ +∞.

Finally let us show that the first addendum in the r.h.s. of (56) is negligible
as ε ↓ 0 and afterwards n ↑ +∞. Since f ≥ 0 we can write

∥(Rε
ω,λf)1B(n)c∥L1(µεω)

= ∥Rε
ω,λf∥L1(µεω)

− ∥(Rε
ω,λf)1B(n)∥L1(µεω)

. (58)

A similar formula holds for Rλ. The proof is then completed if we show that

lim
ε↓0

∥Rε
ω,λf∥L1(µεω)

= ∥Rλf∥L1(mdx) , (59)

lim
ε↓0

∥(Rε
ω,λf)1B(n)∥L1(µεω)

= ∥(Rλf)1B(n)∥L1(mdx) . (60)
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Indeed, by combining (58), (59) and (60), we get limε↓0 ∥(Rε
ω,λf)1B(n)c∥L1(µεω)

=
∥(Rλf)1B(n)c∥L1(mdx) and the last expression goes to zero as n ↑ +∞ by the
integrability of Rλf .

Let us prove (59). Since f ≥ 0 and by the reversibility of µεω for the diffu-
sively rescaled random walk due to Item (iii) of Assumption 4, we have

∥Rε
ω,λf∥L1(µεω)

=

∫ ∞

0

ds e−λs
∫
Rd

dµεω(x)P
ε
ω,sf(x) = λ−1

∫
Rd

dµεω(x)f(x) .

As f ∈ G(dc), by Theorem 3.3 and Corollary 3.7, the last term converges to
λ−1m

∫
Rd f(x)dx = ∥Rλf∥L1(mdx) as ε ↓ 0. This completes the proof of (59).

Let us prove (60). Since f ≥ 0 we have∣∣∥(Rε
ω,λf)1B(n)∥L1(µεω)

− ∥(Rλf)1B(n)∥L1(mdx)

∣∣
=

∣∣⟨Rε
ω,λf −Rλf,1B(n)⟩L2(µεω)

∣∣ ≤ µεω(Bn)
1/2∥Rε

ω,λf −Rλf∥L2(µεω)
.

The r.h.s. goes to zero as ε ↓ 0 being equal to the last term in (56).

9.5. Proof of (21). Let f ∈ G(dc). In light of the arguments used for (22), one
can similarly derive (21) from (19) (similarly to the proof of [5, Corollary 2.5]).

9.6. Proof of Lemma 9.1. In what follows, given a ∈ Rm, |a| will denote
its Euclidean norm in Rm. Moreover, below constants of type c are positive,
depend only on d, β, λ and can change from line to line. If a constant can
depend also from t in addition to d, β, λ , we write c(t).

Using that ∥Ptf∥∞ ≤ ∥f∥∞ and ∥Rλf∥∞ ≤ ∥f∥∞/λ, it is enough to prove
the bounds on |Ptf(x)| and |Rλf(x)| for x large. We will use this observation
later.

Since D is a positive semidefinite symmetric matrix, it can be diagonalized
by an orthonormal basis of Rd. Let us call k the dimension of Ker(D)⊥. If
k = 0, then Ptf(x) = f(x) and Rλf(x) = f(x)/λ and trivially the lemma
is valid in this case. Let us now take k ≥ 1. Recall that Pt is the Markov
semigroup associated to the Brownian motion on Rd with diffusion matrix 2D.
If for example Dei = 1 for 1 ≤ i ≤ k and Dei = 0 for k < i ≤ d, then we have

Ptf(w, z) :=
1

(4πt)k/2

∫
Rk

e−
|w−y|2

4t f(y, z)dy ∀(w, z) ∈ Rk×Rd−k = Rd . (61)

The general form of Ptf is similar to (61) in a different orthonormal basis.
In addition note that by our assumptions and due to (61), we have |Ptf(w, z)| ≤

C(4πt)−k/2
∫
Rk e

− |w−y|2
4t (1 + |(y, z)|)−βdy. Let us set

A(w, z, t) := t−
k
2

∫
Rk

e−
|w−y|2

t (1 + |(y, z)|)−βdy ∀(w, z) ∈ Rk × Rd−k = Rd .

We write A(x, t) for A(w, z, t) when x = (w, z). Then, apart from some rescal-
ing and some multiplicative constants, the lemma is proved if we show that,
for some c(t), c and for all x ∈ Rd with |x| large enough, it holds

|A(x, t)| ≤ c(t)(1 + |x|)−β and
∫ ∞

0

e−λt|A(x, t)|dt ≤ c(1 + |x|)−β . (62)
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We first point out that (62) can be easily derived when x = (w, z) ∈ Rk ×
Rd−k and |w| ≤ |z|. Indeed, it is enough to use in the definition of A(w, z, t)
that (1 + |(y, z)|)−β ≤ (1 + |z|)−β ≤ c(1 + |x|)−β since |x| ≤

√
2|z|.

Let us consider now the case x = (w, z) with |w| > |z|. In this case |w| ≤
|x| ≤

√
2|w|. Using in the definition of A(w, z, t) that (1 + |(y, z)|)−β ≤

(1 + |y|)−β and at the end that (1 + |w|)−β ≤ c(1 + |x|)−β, to prove (62) it is
enough to show for w ∈ Rk and |w| large enough (let us say for |w| ≥ 1) that

|C(w, t)| ≤ c(t)(1 + |w|)−β and
∫ ∞

0

e−λt|C(w, t)|dt ≤ c(1 + |w|)−β , (63)

where C(w, t) := t−
k
2

∫
Rk e

− |w−y|2
t (1 + |y|)−βdy. Let us set

C1(w, t) := t−
k
2

∫
{|y|≤|w|/2}

e−
|w−y|2

t (1 + |y|)−βdy ,

C2(w, t) := t−
k
2

∫
{|y|>|w|/2}

e−
|w−y|2

t (1 + |y|)−βdy .

Then C(w, t) = C1(w, t) + C2(w, t) and

C1(w, t) ≤ t−
k
2 e−

|w|2
4t

∫
{|y|≤|w|/2}

1dy ≤ ct−
k
2 e−

|w|2
4t (1 + |w|)k , (64)

C2(w, t) ≤ (1 + |w|/2)−βt−
k
2

∫
Rk

e−
|w−y|2

t dy ≤ c(1 + |w|)−β . (65)

The estimates (64) and (65) imply the first bound in (63).
We move to the second bound in (63). Recall that |w| ≥ 1. We can bound∫∞

0
e−λtt−

k
2 e−

|w|2
4t dt by treating separately the integral over {t > |w|} and the

integral over {0 ≤ t ≤ |w|}. The former is bounded by
∫∞
|w| e

−λtdt = e−λ|w|/λ.

The latter is bounded by e−
|w|
8

∫ |w|
0

t−
k
2 e−

|w|2
8t dt, which is bounded by

e−
|w|
8 |w|−k

∫ |w|

0

(t/|w|2)−
k
2 e−

|w|2
8t dt ≤ ce−

|w|
8 |w|1−k

(we have used that s−
k
2 e−

1
8s is bounded on R+). The above bounds imply that∫∞

0
e−λtt−

k
2 e−

|w|2
4t dt ≤ ce−c

′|w| for |w| ≥ 1. By combining this last estimate
with (64) and (65), we get

∫∞
0
e−λtC(w, t)dt ≤ c(1 + |w|)−β for |w| ≥ 1.

9.7. Proof of Lemma 9.2. The proof is similar to the proof of [5, Lemma 6.1],
where we considered random walks on Zd for which it was immediate to check
the ergodic theorems with weights proved here. We give the proof to make
clear where the ergodic issues play an important role.

Since h ∈ G(dc/2) and therefore h2 ∈ G(dc), by Theorem 3.3 and Corollary
3.7, we have

∫
Rd h(x)

2dµεω(x) → m
∫
Rd h(x)

2dx as ε ↓ 0. Let us show that also∫
Rd h

ε
ω(x)

2dµεω(x) → m
∫
Rd h(x)

2dx as ε ↓ 0. To get this limit it is enough to
observe that, by Remark 4.2, hεω ⇀ h and this allows to take gε := hεω and
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g := h when applying Definition 4.1 to the strong convergence L2(µεω) ∋ hεω →
h ∈ L2(mdx). This implies that

∫
Rd h

ε
ω(x)

2dµεω(x) → m
∫
Rd h(x)

2dx.
As

∫
Rd h(x)

2dµεω(x) → m
∫
Rd h(x)

2dx and
∫
Rd h

ε
ω(x)

2dµεω(x) → m
∫
Rd h(x)

2dx,
to conclude the proof of our claim we show that

∫
Rd h

ε
ω(x)h(x)dµ

ε
ω(x) →

m
∫
Rd h(x)

2dx. Since h ∈ G(dc/2) we have |h(x)| ≤ C(1+ |x|)−β for all x ∈ Rd,
for some C > 0 and β > dc/2. Given an integer ℓ > 0 we fix a function
gℓ ∈ Cc(Rd) such that gℓ(x) = h(x) for |x| ≤ ℓ and |gℓ(x)| ≤ C(1 + |x|)−β for
all x ∈ Rd. Then, using the weak convergence hεω ⇀ h, we get

lim
ε↓0

∫
Rd

hεω(x)gℓ(x)dµ
ε
ω(x) = m

∫
Rd

h(x)gℓ(x)dx ,

which trivially implies that

lim
ℓ↑+∞

lim
ε↓0

∫
Rd

hεω(x)gℓ(x)dµ
ε
ω(x) = m

∫
Rd

h(x)2dx . (66)

On the other hand, by Schwarz inequality and our bounds on h and gℓ and
recalling that B(ℓ) := {x ∈ Rd : |x| ≤ ℓ}, we can estimate∣∣∣ ∫

Rd

hεω(x)
(
h(x)− gℓ(x)

)
dµεω(x)

∣∣∣ ≤ ∥hεω∥L2(µεω)
∥h(x)− gℓ(x)∥L2(µεω)

≤ 2C∥hεω∥L2(µεω)
∥1B(ℓ)c(x)(1 + |x|)−β∥L2(µεω)

. (67)

Since 2β > dc and due to Lemma 3.4 and Corollary 3.7, we have that

lim
ℓ↑+∞

lim
ε↓0

∥1B(ℓ)c(x)(1 + |x|)−β∥2L2(µεω)
= lim

ℓ↑+∞
lim
ε↓0

∫
{|x|≥ℓ}

(1 + |x|)−2βdµεω(x) = 0 .

By the above estimate, (67) and since limε↓0 ∥hεω∥L2(µεω)
< +∞ by our assump-

tion that hεω → h, we conclude that

lim
ℓ↑+∞

lim
ε↓0

∣∣∣ ∫
Rd

hεω(x)
(
h(x)− gℓ(x)

)
dµεω(x)

∣∣∣ = 0 . (68)

To get that
∫
Rd h

ε
ω(x)h(x)dµ

ε
ω(x) → m

∫
Rd h(x)

2dx as ε ↓ 0, it is now enough
to combine (66) and (68).

Appendix A. Proof of Claim 7.1

We take G = Rd (the case G = Zd can be done by similar arguments). Let
B ⊂ Ω be the measurable set given by the ω ∈ Ω for which the limit (8) holds
with φ replaced by any indicator function 1(a,b], where (a, b] :=

∏d
i=1(ai, bi],

a, b ∈ Qd, ai < bi for i = 1, . . . , d. By [3, Theorem 10.2.IV] (based on the results
in [20]) we get that P(B) = 1. Since any function in Cc(Rd) with support in
some ball B(r) can be approximated from above and from below by linear
combinations of indicator functions 1(a,b] as above with (a, b] ⊂ B(r + 1) and
since the approximation can be done with arbitrarily small error in uniform
distance, it is simple to get that (8) holds for any ω ∈ B and any function in
Cc(Rd).
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Let us prove that B is G–invariant. Take ω ∈ B. Recall that µθgω = τgω by
Assumption 2. Since by (4) and (7)∫

Rd

f(x)dµεθgω(x) = εd
∫
Rd

f(ε(τ−gy))dµω(y) = εd
∫
Rd

f(εy − εV g)dµω(y)

and f ∈ Cc(Rd) is uniformly continuous, we get that
∫
Rd f(x)dµ

ε
θgω

(x) →
m

∫
Rd f(x)dx as ε ↓ 0 for any f ∈ Cc(Rd) (we use that (8) holds for functions in

Cc(Rd) since ω ∈ B). By suitably approximating by functions in Cc(Rd) any in-
dicator function 1(a,b] with a, b as above, we then get that

∫
Rd 1(a,b](x)dµ

ε
θgω

(x) →
m

∫
Rd 1(a,b](x)dx as ε ↓ 0 and for all a, b ∈ Qd with ai < bi. Hence θgω ∈ B.

This concludes the proof that B is G–invariant.
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