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SEMIGROUPS BASED ON CYLINDRICAL FRACTIONAL

LAPLACIAN ON THE PLANE

TADEUSZ KULCZYCKI, KINGA SZTONYK

Abstract. We study Schrödinger operators on R2

H =

(
− ∂2

∂x2
1

)α/2

+

(
− ∂2

∂x2
2

)α/2

+ V,

for α ∈ (0, 2) and some sufficiently regular, radial, confining potentials V . We
obtain necessary and sufficient conditions on intrinsic ultracontractivity for semi-
groups {e−tH : t ≥ 0}. We also get sharp estimates of first eigenfunctions of
H.

1. Introduction

The following anisotropic, singular Lévy operator in R3N

L(rel) = −
N∑
k=1

√
− ∂2

∂x2
3k−2

− ∂2

∂x2
3k−1

− ∂2

∂x2
3k

+m2 +Nm,

wherem > 0, N ∈ N, plays an important role in some models of relativistic quantum
mechanics. For example, in Lieb and Seiringer’s book [26, see formula (3.2.6)] it is a
kinetic term in the relativistic Schrödinger Hamiltonian for N electrons. It appears
also in the relativistic spinless Salpeter equation for a two-body system, see e.g. [29,
formula (12)], and in the model of a relativistic gravitating system of N neutral
particles, see e.g. [26, formula (3.2.11)].

In our paper we study Schrödinger operators based on the following anisotropic,
singular Lévy operator in R2, which is called the cylindrical fractional Laplacian

L(α) = −
(
− ∂2

∂x2
1

)α/2

−
(
− ∂2

∂x2
2

)α/2

,

where α ∈ (0, 2). For α = 1 this operator may be viewed as a simplified version
of L(rel). We believe that methods from our paper will be useful in investigating
Schrödinger operators based on L(rel).

Schrödinger operators considered in this paper have the following form

Hf(x) = −L(α)f(x) + V (x)f(x), x ∈ R2,

where potentials V satisfy the following assumptions.

Keywords: Schrödinger semigroup, intrinsic ultracontractivity, fractional Laplacian, stable
process
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Assumptions (A). Let V : R2 → [0,∞) be a radial function, which has a profile
function q : [0,∞) → [0,∞) (that is q(|x|) = V (x), for any x ∈ R2) satisfying the
following conditions.

a) lim
x→∞

q(x) = ∞,

b) q is nondecreasing on [0,∞),
c) q is continuous on [0,∞),
d) there exists C0 ≥ 1 such that for every x ∈ [0,∞)

q(x+ 1) ≤ C0(q(x) + 1).

Typical examples of potentials V satisfying assumptions (A) are V (x) = |x|β,
V (x) = exp(β|x|) for β > 0. On the other hand, functions V (x) = exp(|x|β) for
β > 1 fail to satisfy condition d).

The Schrödinger operatorH generates a semigroup of symmetric operators {e−tH :
t ≥ 0} on L2(R2), such that e−tH : L2(R2) → L∞(R2) for t > 0. It is well known that
Tt := e−tH is an integral operator, whose kernel is given by the function ut(x, y), i.e.
Ttf(x) =

∫
R2 ut(x, y)f(y) dy, f ∈ L2(R2), x ∈ R2, t > 0 [15, Chapter 2.B]. For any

t > 0 the kernel ut(x, y) is continuous, bounded and positive on R2 ×R2 (the proof
of this property is similar to the proof of Lemma 3.1 in [25]). Each Tt for t > 0 is a
compact operator in L2(R2) (see e.g. [19], Lemmas 1 and 9 for a general argument)
and the spectrum of H consists of a sequence of eigenvalues {λn}∞n=1 satisfying

0 < λ1 < λ2 ≤ λ3 ≤ . . . , lim
n→∞

λn = ∞.

The corresponding eigenfunctions {φn}∞n=1 may be chosen so that they form an
orthonormal basis in L2(R2), all φn are continuous and bounded on R2 and the first
eigenfunction φ1 is strictly positive on R2. Clearly, we have Ttφn(x) = e−λntφn(x)
for any n ∈ N, t > 0, x ∈ R2.

It is well known that the Schrödinger semigroup {Tt : t ≥ 0} has the following
probabilistic Feynman–Kac representation. For any f ∈ L2(R2), t > 0 the following
equality holds (in the sense of L2(R2))

Ttf(x) = Ex

(
exp

(
−
∫ t

0

V (Xs) ds

)
f(Xt)

)
, (1.1)

which allows us to use probabilistic methods.
The most important result of this paper deals with intrinsic ultracontractivity

(IU) for the semigroup {Tt : t ≥ 0} and estimates of the first eigenfunction φ1. IU
was introduced by E. B. Davies and B. Simon in [13]. The semigroup {Tt : t ≥ 0}
is called intrinsically ultracontractive if and only if for any t > 0 there exist positive
constants c1,t, c2,t such that for all x, y ∈ R2 we have

c1,tφ1(x)φ1(y) ≤ ut(x, y) ≤ c2,tφ1(x)φ1(y).

The main result of this paper is the following theorem (recall that q is a profile
function for V ).

Theorem 1.1. Assume that V satisfies assumptions (A). Then {Tt : t ≥ 0} is
intrinsically ultracontractive if and only if

lim
x→∞

q(x)

lnx
= ∞. (1.2)
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Moreover, if (1.2) holds, then there exist constants c1 = c1(α, q) > 0 and c2 =
c2(α, q) > 0, such that for every x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2

c1
(|x1|+ 1)1+α(|x2|+ 1)1+α(q(min(|x1|, |x2|)) + 1)(q(|x|) + 1)

≤ φ1(x)

≤ c2
(|x1|+ 1)1+α(|x2|+ 1)1+α(q(min(|x1|, |x2|)) + 1)(q(|x|) + 1)

.

IU has been introduced in [13] for very general semigroups. Important examples
of such semigroups are those generated by Dirichlet Laplacians on domains in Rd

and by Schrödinger operators H = −∆ + V both on Rd as well as on domains of
Rd (with Dirichlet boundary conditions). IU for such classical semigroups has been
studied in e.g. [13, 12, 1, 14]. In the recent years IU and ground state estimates
have also been studied for Schrödinger semigroups generated by H = −L + V on
Rd, where V is a confining potential in Rd and L is a generator of a symmetric Lévy
process in Rd, which Lévy measure has a density (with respect to the Lebesgue
measure on Rd) satisfying some regularity conditions, see e.g. [20, 9, 21].
The cylindrical fractional Laplacian L(α), which we consider in our paper, is the

generator of the process X = (X(1), X(2)) in R2, which components X(1), X(2) are
independent, one-dimensional, symmetric, standard α-stable processes. Note that
L(α) is a singular Lévy operator, because the Lévy measure of the corresponding pro-
cess X is singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure on R2 (it is supported by
coordinate axes). The study of Schrödinger operators based on such singular opera-
tor requires new methods. In particular in Section 4 we use some new probabilistic
techniques in order to estimate Tt1R2(x).

The main motivation of our research comes from an attempt to thoroughly analyze
Schrödinger operators H = −L(rel)+V , which appear in some models of relativistic
physics. However, another motivation comes from mathematics. We are interested
in understanding Schrödinger operators H = −L+V , when L is a singular, nonlocal
Lévy operator, that is L is a generator of a jump Lévy process with a singular
Lévy measure. Typical examples of such processes are X = (X(1), . . . , X(d)), which
components X(1), . . . , X(d) are independent, one-dimensional jump processes. Such
processes X appear naturally in many models. In recent years singular, nonlocal
Lévy operators have been intensively studied both by probabilists and specialists in
PDEs, see e.g. [4, 5, 7, 8, 10, 22, 23, 24, 28]. An interesting open problem is the
following.

Open question. What are the first eigenfunction estimates and conditions for
IU for Schrödinger semigroups corresponding to operators H = −L+ V , when L is
a general symmetric stable operator in Rd (not necessarily isotropic)?

Such general symmetric stable operators have been studied in e.g. [27, 16, 17].
In our paper we use some probabilistic ideas from [25], however, there are essential

differences between our paper and [25] due to singularity of the Lévy measure of the
process X. We also borrow some arguments from [6] (see Lemma 4.5 in [6]).

The techniques used in the paper are quite complicated therefore we concentrate
on the case of dimension d = 2. Our goal is to present the idea, not to achieve
maximal generality with respect to dimension. We do not want the technicalities to
obscure the approach we propose.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce notation and collect
known facts needed in the sequel. In Section 3 we obtain lower bound estimates of
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Tt1D(x). The most difficult and important is Section 4, where we prove an upper
bound of Tt1R2(x). In Section 5 we use the results obtained in two previous sections
to prove the main result of our paper – Theorem 1.1.

2. Preliminaries

In the whole paper we assume that α ∈ (0, 2) and a potential V satisfies As-
sumptions (A). We write c = c(a, b, . . . ) to indicate the dependence of a constant
c on parameters. Many constants depend on α and the potential V , so we usually
omit dependence on α and V in the notation. In this paper, the constants written
with capital letters (Aα, C0, C1, C2, . . . ) do not change their value. On the other
hand, constants written with lowercase letters (c, c1, c2, . . . ) may change their value
from one use to the next. We assume that all constants are positive. We denote
N = {1, 2, 3, . . .}.
Let X = (X(1), X(2)) be a cylindrical α-stable process in R2. Its components X(1),

X(2) are independent, one-dimensional, symmetric, standard α-stable processes. The

characteristic function of X
(1)
t is given by E0eiX

(1)
t ξ = e−t|ξ|α , where t > 0, ξ ∈ R.

The transition density of X(1) is denoted by p̃(t, x, y), t > 0, x, y ∈ R. The transition
density of X is denoted by p(t, x, y), t > 0, x, y ∈ R2. Clearly, we have p(t, x, y) =
p̃(t, x1, y1)p̃(t, x2, y2) for any t > 0, x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2, y = (y1, y2) ∈ R2. By τD we
denote the first exit time for an open set D ⊂ R2, i.e. τD = inf{t ≥ 0 : Xt /∈ D}. By
pD(t, x, y) we denote the density of the process X started at x and killed on exiting
an open set D ⊂ R2

pD(t, x, y) = p(t, x, y)− Ex(τD ≤ t, p(t− τD, X(τD), y)),

for x, y ∈ D. Let a, b, c, d ∈ R with a < b, c < d. For D = (a, b) × (c, d), t > 0,
x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2, y = (y1, y2) ∈ R2 we have

pD(t, x, y) = p̃(a,b)(t, x1, y1)p̃(c,d)(t, x2, y2), (2.1)

where p̃U(t, ·, ·) is the transition density of the process X(1) killed on exiting an open
set U ⊂ R.

It is well known that the Lévy measure of the process X is given by

µ(dz1 dz2) = δ0(dz1)×
Aα

|z2|1+α
dz2 +

Aα

|z1|1+α
dz1 × δ0(dz2),

where Aα = α2α−1Γ((1+α)/2)π−1/2(Γ(1−α/2))−1 and δx denotes the Dirac measure
on R for x ∈ R.

For any y = (y1, y2) ∈ R2 we denote

µy(dz1 dz2) = δy1(dz1)×
Aα

|z2 − y2|1+α
dz2 +

Aα

|z1 − y1|1+α
dz1 × δy2(dz2).

Now we state a generalization of the Ikeda-Watanabe formula (expressing the dis-
tribution of (τD, X(τD))) for the process X (cf. [18]).

Proposition 2.1. Assume that D is open, nonempty, bounded subset of R2 and A
is a Borel set such that A ⊂ Dc \ ∂D. Then for any x ∈ D, 0 ≤ t1 < t2 ≤ ∞ we
have

P x(X(τD) ∈ A, t1 < τD < t2) =

∫
D

∫ t2

t1

pD(s, x, y) dsµy(A) dy. (2.2)
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The proof is almost the same as the proof of [25, Proposition 2.5] and it is omitted.
Let a, b, c, d ∈ R with a < b, c < d. When D = (a, b) × (c, d) and x = (x1, x2) ∈ D
then

P x(X(τD) ∈ ∂D) ≤ P x1(X(1)(τ̃
(1)
(a,b)) ∈ {a, b}) + P x2(X(2)(τ̃

(2)
(c,d)) ∈ {c, d}) = 0,

where τ̃
(1)
(a,b) = inf{t ≥ 0 : X

(1)
t /∈ (a, b)} and τ̃

(2)
(c,d) = inf{t ≥ 0 : X

(2)
t /∈ (c, d)}.

We will study IU of the semigroup {Tt : t ≥ 0} checking the following conditions.

Condition 2.2. There exists an open, bounded and nonempty set D, such that for
every t > 0 there exists a constant c(t,D) > 0, such that for every x ∈ R2

Tt1R2(x) ≤ c(t,D)Tt1D(x).

Condition 2.3. For any open, bounded and nonempty set D and for any t > 0
there is a constant c(t,D) > 0 such that for any x ∈ R2

Tt1B(x,1)(x) ≤ c(t,D)Tt1D(x).

It is known (see e.g. arguments from [25, Section 3]) that Condition 2.2 implies
IU of {Tt : t ≥ 0} and that IU of {Tt : t ≥ 0} implies Condition 2.3.

Now we present some estimates, which will be needed in the sequel.

Lemma 2.4. For any r > 0 we have

∞∑
n=1

e−
r
n

n(n+ 1)
≥ e−1

r + 1
,

∞∑
n=1

e−
r

n+1

n(n+ 1)
≤ 5

r
.

The above result follows from Lemmas 5.2 and 5.6 from [25].

Lemma 2.5. (i) Let n, k ∈ Z and P ′ = Z \ {k, n}. Then∑
p∈P ′

1

|n− p|1+α

1

|p− k|1+α
≤ C1

(|n− k|+ 1)1+α
.

(ii) Let n, k ∈ Z and P ′′ = Z \ {k}. Then∑
p∈P ′′

1

(|n− p|+ 1)1+α

1

|p− k|1+α
≤ C2

(|n− k|+ 1)1+α
.

The proofs of the above estimates are elementary and are omitted. We may
assume that C1, C2 ≥ 1.

Note that if n ∈ N and a ≥ n then

q(a− n) ≥ 1

Cn
0

q(a)−
n−1∑
k=0

1

Ck
0

. (2.3)

This easily follows from condition d) in Assumptions (A).
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3. Lower bound semigroup estimates

We denote D = (−2, 2) × (−2, 2). This section concerns estimates of Tt1D(x),
which allow to obtain lower bound estimates of φ1.

Lemma 3.1. Let a ∈ R, Ba =
(
a− 1

2
, a+ 1

2

)
×(−1

2
, 1
2
), x ∈

(
a− 1

4
, a+ 1

4

)
×
(
−1

4
, 1
4

)
and 0 < t1 < t2 < t0. Then

P x

(
X(τBa) ∈

D

2
, t1 < τBa < t2

)
≥ c(t0) (t2 − t1)

(|x1|+ 1)1+α
. (3.1)

Figure 1. Sets D
2
and Ba.

Proof. We may assume that a ≥ 0. From the Ikeda-Watanabe formula (2.2), the
left-hand side of (3.1) is bounded from below by∫ a+ 1

2

a− 1
2

∫ 1
2

− 1
2

∫ t2

t1

pBa(s, x, y) ds

∫ −1/2

−1

Aα

|y1 − z1|1+α
dz1dy2dy1. (3.2)

Note that for y1 ∈
(
a− 1

2
, a+ 1

2

)
and z1 ∈ (−1, 1) we have |y1 − z1| ≤ 2(|x1| + 1).

Hence (3.2) is bounded from below by

c

(|x1|+ 1)1+α

∫ t2

t1

P x(τBa > s) ds. (3.3)

Note that for x ∈
(
a− 1

4
, a+ 1

4

)
×
(
−1

4
, 1
4

)
we have

(
x1 − 1

4
, x1 +

1
4

)
×
(
x2 − 1

4
, x2 +

1
4

)
⊆

Ba. Hence for such x we have

P x(τBa > s) ≥ P x(τ(x1− 1
4
,x1+

1
4)×(x2− 1

4
,x2+

1
4)

> t0)

= P 0(τ(− 1
4
, 1
4)×(−

1
4
, 1
4)

> t0) = c(t0).

This and (3.3) implies (3.1). □

Lemma 3.2. Let a ∈ R, Ba =
(
a− 1

2
, a+ 1

2

)
×(−1

2
, 1
2
), x ∈

(
a− 1

4
, a+ 1

4

)
×
(
−1

4
, 1
4

)
,

0 < t. Let us denote

h(a, x, t) = Ex

(
X(τBa) ∈

D

2
, τBa <

t

2
, e−

∫ τBa
0 V (Xs) ds

)
.
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Then we have

h(a, x, t) ≥ c(t)

(|x1|+ 1)1+α(q(|x1|) + 1)
.

Proof. Note that

h(a, x, t) =
∞∑
i=1

Ex

(
X(τBa) ∈

D

2
,

t

2(i+ 1)
≤ τBa <

t

2i
, e−

∫ τBa
0 V (Xs) ds

)
. (3.4)

For τBa < t
2i

and X0 = x we have∫ τBa

0

V (Xs) ds ≤
∫ τBa

0

q(|x1|+ 1) ds ≤ t

2i
(C0q(|x1|) + C0).

From the above inequality and (3.4) we get

h(a, x, t) ≥
∞∑
i=1

e−
t
2i
(C0q(|x1|)+C0)P x

(
X(τBa) ∈

D

2
,

t

2(i+ 1)
≤ τBa <

t

2i

)
.

Using Lemma 3.1 and then Lemma 2.4 we obtain

h(a, x, t) ≥
∞∑
i=1

e−
t
2i
(C0q(|x1|)+C0)

c1(t)
(

t
2i
− t

2(i+1)

)
(|x1|+ 1)1+α

≥ e−1tc1(t)

2(|x1|+ 1)1+α (t(C0q(|x1|) + C0)/2 + 1)
.

□

Lemma 3.3. Let x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2, |x2| ≥ 1/2, 0 < t,

Ux =

(
x1 −

1

2
, x1 +

1

2

)
×
(
−1

2
,
1

2

)
, U ′

x =

(
x1 −

1

4
, x1 +

1

4

)
×
(
−1

4
,
1

4

)
,

Wx =

(
x1 −

1

4
, x1 +

1

4

)
×
(
x2 −

1

4
, x2 +

1

4

)
.

Let us denote

k(x, t) = Ex

(
X(τWx) ∈ U ′

x, τWx <
t

2
, e−

∫ τWx
0 V (Xs) ds

× EX(τWx )

(
X(τUx) ∈

D

2
, τUx <

t

2
, e−

∫ τUx
0 V (Xs) ds

))
.

Then we have

k(x, t) ≥ c(t)

(|x1|+ 1)1+α(|x2|+ 1)1+α(q(|x1|) + 1)(q(|x|) + 1)
.
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Figure 2. Sets D, Wx and Ux.

Proof. We denote X(τWx) = (X(τWx)
(1), X(τWx)

(2)). From Lemma 3.2 we get

k(x, t) = Ex
(
X(τWx) ∈ U ′

x, τWx <
t

2
, e−

∫ τWx
0 V (Xs) ds h(x1, X(τWx), t)

)
≥ Ex

(
X(τWx) ∈ U ′

x, τWx <
t

2
, e−

∫ τWx
0 V (Xs) ds

× c(t)

(|X(τWx)
(1)|+ 1)1+α(q(|X(τWx)

(1)|) + 1)

)
≥ c1(t)

(|x1|+ 1)1+α(q(|x1|) + 1)
Ex

(
X(τWx) ∈ U ′

x, τWx <
t

2
, e−

∫ τWx
0 V (Xs) ds

)
. (3.5)

The last inequality holds because |X(τWx)
(1)| < |x1|+ 1

4
< |x1|+ 1.

By similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 3.2 we obtain that the expected
value in (3.5) is bounded from below by

c2(t)

(|x2|+ 1)1+α (t(C0q(|x|) + C0) + 1)
,

which implies the assertion of the lemma. □

Lemma 3.4. Let x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2, 0 < t. Then

Tt1D(x) ≥
C3(t)

(|x1|+ 1)1+α(|x2|+ 1)1+α(q(min(|x1|, |x2|)) + 1)(q(|x|) + 1)
. (3.6)

Proof. We will consider 2 cases:
Case 1. max(|x1|, |x2|) ≥ 1/2,
Case 2. max(|x1|, |x2|) < 1/2.
Let us consider Case 1. We may assume that |x1| ≤ |x2| (the proof for |x1| >

|x2| is analogous). We will use the notation as in previous lemmas, i.e. Wx =(
x1 − 1

4
, x1 +

1
4

)
×
(
x2 − 1

4
, x2 +

1
4

)
(this is a square containing the starting point),
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Ux =
(
x1 − 1

2
, x1 +

1
2

)
× (−1

2
, 1
2
), U ′

x =
(
x1 − 1

4
, x1 +

1
4

)
×
(
−1

4
, 1
4

)
. Then

Tt1D(x) = Ex
(
Xt ∈ D, e−

∫ t
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≥ Ex

(
X(τWx) ∈ U ′

x, τWx <
t

2
, X(τWx + τUx ◦ θτWx

) ∈ D

2
, τUx ◦ θτWx

<
t

2
,

∀s ∈ [τWx + τUx ◦ θτWx
, t+ τWx + τUx ◦ θτWx

]Xs ∈ D,

exp

(
−
∫ τWx+τUx◦θτWx

0

V (Xs) ds

)
exp

(
−
∫ t+τWx+τUx◦θτWx

τWx+τUx◦θτWx

V (Xs) ds

))
.

Now we estimate the last integral in the expression above. We clearly have∫ t+τWx+τUx◦θτWx

τWx+τUx◦θτWx

V (Xs) ds ≤
∫ 2t

0

V ((2, 2)) ds ≤ c(t).

because we have V (Xs) ∈ D for s ∈ [τWx + τUx ◦ θτWx
, t + τWx + τUx ◦ θτWx

]. Using
this and the strong Markov property we get

Tt1D(x) ≥ e−c(t)Ex

(
X(τWx) ∈ U ′

x, τWx <
t

2
, e−

∫ τWx
0 V (Xs) ds

×EX(τWx )

(
X(τUx) ∈

D

2
, τUx <

t

2
, e−

∫ τUx
0 V (Xs) dsPX(τUx )(τD > t)

))
.

Since for X(τUx) ∈ D/2 we have (X(τUx)
(1) − 1, X(τUx)

(1) + 1) × (X(τUx)
(2) −

1, X(τUx)
(2) + 1) ⊆ D, we get

PX(τUx )(τD > t) ≥ PX(τUx )(τ(X(τUx )
(1)−1,X(τUx )

(1)+1)×(X(τUx )
(2)−1,X(τUx )

(2)+1) > t)

= P 0(τ(−1,1)×(−1,1) > t)

= c1(t).

Hence Tt1D(x) ≥ c2(t)k(x, t), where function k is defined in Lemma 3.3. From this
Lemma we get

Tt1D(x) ≥
c3(t)

(|x1|+ 1)1+α(|x2|+ 1)1+α(q(|x1|) + 1)(q(|x|) + 1)
, (3.7)

which implies (3.6) in Case 1, when |x1| ≤ |x2|.
Now, let us consider Case 2. Note that the function x → Tt1D(x) is continuous

and positive, so it attains a positive minimum value on a compact set [−1/2, 1/2]×
[−1/2, 1/2]. It follows that for any x ∈ [−1/2, 1/2]× [−1/2, 1/2] we have

Tt1D(x) ≥ c4(t),

which implies (3.6) in Case 2. □

4. Upper bound semigroup estimates

In this section we estimate Tt1R2 from above. This is the most difficult and
technical part of the paper. In the whole section we assume that V satisfies (1.2).

We introduce some notation, starting with 1× 1 and 3× 3 squares.

Definition 4.1. Let K(x) = (⌈x1⌉− 2, ⌈x1⌉+1)× (⌈x2⌉− 2, ⌈x2⌉+1) and K1(x) =
(⌈x1⌉ − 1, ⌈x1⌉]× (⌈x2⌉ − 1, ⌈x2⌉], where x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2.
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Definition 4.2. Let σ0 = 0. For l ∈ N we define inductively σl = inf{t ≥ σl−1 :
Xt /∈ K(X(σl−1))}. We define J(σl) = X(σl)−X(σl−), whereX(σl−) = limt→σl− Xt.
We refer to jumps J(σl) as to σ jumps.

It is clear that each σ jump is either vertical or horizontal.

Definition 4.3. Let n = (n1, n2) ∈ Z2. We denote An = (n1 − 2, n1 + 1) × (n2 −
2, n2 + 1) = K(n) and Rn = (n1 − 1, n1]× (n2 − 1, n2] = K1(n).

Definition 4.4. We denote τn = τAn .

By N we denote a constant N ∈ N satisfying N ≥ 3, which may depend on α, V
and t. Its value will be chosen later so that certain inequalities hold.

Definition 4.5. Let R̃N = (−N,N ]× (−N,N ].

Definition 4.6. Let k = (k1, k2) ∈ Z2, l ∈ N and t > 0. Denote P = {p ∈ Z2 :

Ap ∩ R̃N = ∅}. For l ≥ 2 let

S(k, l, t) =⋃
p(1)∈P

· · ·
⋃

p(l−1)∈P

{X(σ1) ∈ Rp(1) , . . . , X(σl−1) ∈ Rp(l−1) , X(σl) ∈ Rk, σl ≤ t}.

For l = 1
S(k, 1, t) = {X(σ1) ∈ Rk, σ1 ≤ t}.

Roughly speaking, S(k, l, t) is an event that the process makes at least l σ jumps

before time t, at time σl it jumps to square Rk and it does not visit R̃N before σl.

Definition 4.7. Let l ∈ N and t > 0. For l ≥ 2 let

S̃(N + 2, l, t) =⋃
p(1)∈P

· · ·
⋃

p(l−1)∈P

{X(σ1) ∈ Rp(1) , . . . , X(σl−1) ∈ Rp(l−1) , X(σl) ∈ R̃N+2, σl ≤ t}.

For l = 1
S̃(N + 2, 1, t) = {X(σ1) ∈ R̃N+2, σ1 ≤ t}.

Roughly speaking, S̃(N + 2, l, t) is an event that the process makes at least l σ

jumps before time t, at time σl it jumps to square R̃N+2 and it does not visit R̃N

before σl.

Definition 4.8. Let n, k ∈ Z2, l ∈ N, m ∈ {0, 1, . . . , l} and t > 0. We introduce a
function f(k) = minx∈K(k) |x|. If f(n) > f(k) and m ≥ 1, let us define

W (n,m, k, l, t) =
⋃

p(1)∈P1,k

· · ·
⋃

p(m−1)∈P1,k

⋃
p(m)=k

⋃
p(m+1)∈P2,k

· · ·
⋃

p(l)∈P2,k

{X(σ1) ∈ K1(p
(1)), . . . X(σl) ∈ K1(p

(l)), σl ≤ t},

where P1,k = {p ∈ P : f(p) > f(k)} and P2,k = {p ∈ P : f(p) ≥ f(k)}. For
f(n) ≤ f(k) let W (n,m, k, l, t) = ∅.

Let us also define

W (n, 0, k, l, t) =
⋃

p(1)∈P2,k

· · ·
⋃

p(l)∈P2,k

{X(σ1) ∈ K1(p
(1)), . . . , X(σl) ∈ K1(p

(l)), σl ≤ t}
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for k = n. If k ̸= n, let W (n, 0, k, l, t) = ∅.

Roughly speaking, for f(n) > f(k) W (n,m, k, l, t) is an event that the process
makes at least l σ jumps before time t, at time σm the process visits the square
Rk and this square is the closest to zero among all squares Ri visited during times
σ1, . . . , σl and all squares Ri visited during times σ1, . . . , σm−1 are further from zero
than the square Rk.

Lemma 4.9. Let n = (n1, n2) ∈ Z2, x = (x1, x2) ∈ Rn, k = (k1, k2) ∈ Z2 and
0 < t1 < t2.

(i) If k1 ∈ {n1 − 1, n1, n1 + 1} and |n2 − k2| ≥ 2 then

P x(X(τn) ∈ Rk, t1 < τn < t2) ≤
C4(t2 − t1)

|n2 − k2|1+α
.

(ii) If k2 ∈ {n2 − 1, n2, n2 + 1} and |n1 − k1| ≥ 2 then

P x(X(τn) ∈ Rk, t1 < τn < t2) ≤
C4(t2 − t1)

|n1 − k1|1+α
.

Figure 3. Examples of sets Rn, An and Rk.

Proof. We will show (i) (the proof of (ii) is similar). First assume |n2 − k2| > 2.
Then, from the Ikeda-Watanabe formula we get

P x(X(τn) ∈ Rk, t1 < τn < t2)

=

∫ n1+1

n1−2

∫ n2+1

n2−2

∫ t2

t1

pAn(s, x, y) ds

∫ k2

k2−1

Aα

|y2 − z2|1+α
dz2dy2dy1. (4.1)

For y2 ∈ [n2 − 2, n2 + 1] and z2 ∈ [k2 − 1, k2] we have

1

|y2 − z2|1+α
≤ 1

(|n2 − k2| − 2)1+α
≤ 31+α

|n2 − k2|1+α
.

It follows that (4.1) is bounded from above by

c1
|n2 − k2|1+α

∫ t2

t1

P x(τAn > s) ds ≤ c1(t2 − t1)

|n2 − k2|1+α
.
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Now let us consider the case |n2 − k2| = 2. We may assume that k2 = n2 + 2
(for k2 = n2 − 2 the estimates are similar). Moreover, we may also assume that
k1 = n1 − 1 (for k1 = n1 or k1 = n1 + 1 the estimates are similar). By the Ikeda-
Watanabe formula we obtain

P x(X(τn) ∈ Rk, t1 < τn < t2)

=

∫ n1+1

n1−2

∫ n2+
1
2

n2−2

∫ t2

t1

pAn(s, x, y) ds

∫ n2+2

n2+1

Aα

|y2 − z2|1+α
dz2dy2dy1 (4.2)

+

∫ n1+1

n1−2

∫ n2+1

n2+
1
2

∫ t2

t1

pAn(s, x, y) ds

∫ n2+2

n2+1

Aα

|y2 − z2|1+α
dz2dy2dy1. (4.3)

First we estimate (4.2). For y2 ∈ [n2 − 2, n2 + 1/2] and z2 ∈ [n2 + 1, n2 + 2] we
have |y2 − z2|−1−α ≤ 21+α ≤ c2|n2 − k2|−1−α. Hence (4.2) is bounded from above by

c3
|n2 − k2|1+α

∫ t2

t1

P x(τAn > s) ds ≤ c3(t2 − t1)

|n2 − k2|1+α
.

Now we estimate (4.3). For y2 ∈ [n2 + 1/2, n2 + 1) we have∫ n2+2

n2+1

Aα

|y2 − z2|1+α
dz2 =

Aα

α

(
−(n2 + 2− y2)

−α + (n2 + 1− y2)
−α
)
.

By (2.1) we have pAn(s, x, y) = p̃An1
(s, x1, y1)p̃An2

(s, x2, y2), where An1 = (n1 −
2, n1 + 1) and An2 = (n2 − 2, n2 + 1). For y2 ∈ (n2 + 1/2, n2 + 1) by Theorem 1.1 in
[11] we get

p̃An2
(s, x2, y2) ≤ c4

δ
α
2

(n2−2,n2+1)(y2)

|x2 − y2|1+α
,

where δ(n2−2,n2+1)(y2) = dist(y2, (n2−2, n2+1)c). Hence (4.3) is bounded from above
by

c4Aα

α

∫ n1+1

n1−2

∫ t2

t1

p̃An1
(s, x1, y1)

∫ n2+1

n2+
1
2

δ
α
2

(n2−2,n2+1)(y2)

|x2 − y2|1+α
(n2+1−y2)

−α dy2dsdy1. (4.4)

For y2 ∈ (n2 + 1/2, n2 + 1) we have δ(n2−2,n2+1)(y2) = n2 + 1− y2 and |x2 − y2| ≥ 1
2
.

Therefore, (4.4) is bounded from above by

c5

∫ n1+1

n1−2

∫ t2

t1

p̃An1
(s, x1, y1)

∫ n2+1

n2+
1
2

(n2 + 1− y2)
−α

2 dy2dsdy1

= c6

∫ n1+1

n1−2

∫ t2

t1

p̃An1
(s, x1, y1) dsdy1

≤ c6(t2 − t1)

=
21+αc6(t2 − t1)

|n2 − k2|1+α
,

which finishes the proof of the lemma. □

In the sequel we may assume that N is large enough so that for any n ∈ Z2 such

that An ∩ R̃N = ∅ we have q(|n| − 3) ≥ 1.



INTRINSIC ULTRACONTRACTIVITY FOR SCHRÖDINGER SEMIGROUPS 13

Lemma 4.10. Let n = (n1, n2) ∈ Z2, An ∩ R̃N = ∅, x = (x1, x2) ∈ Rn, k =
(k1, k2) ∈ Z2 and 0 < t.

(i) If k1 ∈ {n1 − 1, n1, n1 + 1} and |n2 − k2| ≥ 2 then

Ex
(
S(k, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ C5

|n2 − k2|1+αq(|n| − 3)
.

(ii) If k2 ∈ {n2 − 1, n2, n2 + 1} and |n1 − k1| ≥ 2 then

Ex
(
S(k, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ C5

|n1 − k1|1+αq(|n| − 3)
.

Proof. We will show (i) (the proof of (ii) is similar). We have

Ex
(
S(k, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
= Ex

(
X(τn) ∈ Rk, τn < t, e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
.

For X0 = x we have∫ σ1

0

V (Xs) ds ≥
∫ σ1

0

q(|n| − 3) ds = τnq(|n| − 3),

so

Ex
(
X(τn) ∈ Rk, τn < t,e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ Ex

(
X(τn) ∈ Rk, τn < t, e−

1
2
τnq(|n|−3)

)
=

∞∑
i=1

Ex

(
X(τn) ∈ Rk,

t

i+ 1
≤ τn <

t

i
, e−

1
2
τnq(|n|−3)

)

≤
∞∑
i=1

e−
t

i+1
1
2
q(|n|−3)P x

(
X(τn) ∈ Rk,

t

i+ 1
≤ τn <

t

i

)
.

From Lemma 4.9 and then Lemma 2.4 the expression above is bounded by
∞∑
i=1

e−
t

i+1
1
2
q(|n|−3)

C4

(
t
i
− t

i+1

)
|n2 − k2|1+α

≤ C5

|n2 − k2|1+αq(|n| − 3)
.

□

Let

C6(N) = sup
p∈Z2\R̃N

1

q(|p| − 3)
.

Later we choose N large enough so that this constant is sufficiently small.
Put

C7 =
∑

j∈Z\{0}

1

|j|1+α
.

Now we estimate the expression q(|p| − 3) when p = (p1, p2) ∈ P and p1 = n1 − 1
for some n1 ∈ Z. From (2.3), we get

q(|p| − 3) ≥ C−3
0

2
q(|p|) + C−3

0

2
q(|p|)− c1

≥ C−3
0

2
q(|n1| − 1) +

C−3
0

2
q(|p|)− c1

≥ C−4
0

2
q(|n1|)−

C−3
0

2
+

C−3
0

2
q(|p|)− c1

≥ C8q(|n1|) + 1, (4.5)
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where c1 = 1+C−1
0 +C−2

0 , C8 = C−4
0 /2 and we assumed here that N is chosen large

enough so that (C−3
0 /2)q(|p|)− C−3

0 /2− c1 ≥ 1 for all p ∈ P .

Lemma 4.11. Let n = (n1, n2) ∈ Z2, An ∩ R̃N = ∅ and k = (k1, k2) ∈ Z2. Assume
x = (x1, x2) ∈ Rn, 0 < t and l ∈ N, l ≥ 2. Then we have

Ex
(
S(k, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ 2l33l+αC1C

l−2
2 C l

5C6(N)l−2

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
. (4.6)

Figure 4. Squares Rn, Rp and Rk for l = 2, both J(σ1), J(σ2) jumps
are vertical.

Proof. We use induction on l.
First, let l = 2. Note that either both J(σ1), J(σ2) jumps are vertical, or both

J(σ1), J(σ2) jumps are horizontal, or one of them is horizontal and the other one is
vertical. Hence

Ex
(
S(k, 2, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ2
0 V (Xs) ds

)
= Ex

(
J(σ1), J(σ2) are vertical, S(k, 2, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ2
0 V (Xs) ds

)
+Ex

(
J(σ1), J(σ2) are horizontal, S(k, 2, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ2
0 V (Xs) ds

)
+Ex

(
J(σ1) is vertical, J(σ2) is horizontal, S(k, 2, t), e

− 1
2

∫ σ2
0 V (Xs) ds

)
+Ex

(
J(σ1) is horizontal, J(σ2) is vertical, S(k, 2, t), e

− 1
2

∫ σ2
0 V (Xs) ds

)
= Q1 +Q2 +Q3 +Q4.

Observe that Q1 is equal to∑
p∈P

Ex
(
J(σ1), J(σ2) are vertical, X(σ1) ∈ Rp, X(σ2) ∈ Rk, σ2 < t, e−

1
2

∫ σ2
0 V (Xs) ds

)
.

Recall that x ∈ Rn. Note that the above expected values are not zero only if
|n1 − k1| ≤ 2 and p belongs to one of 3 sets P1 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈ P : p1 =
n1 − 1, p2 /∈ {n2 − 1, n2, n2 + 1, k2 − 1, k2, k2 + 1}}, P2 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈ P : p1 =
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n1, p2 /∈ {n2 − 1, n2, n2 + 1, k2 − 1, k2, k2 + 1}}, P3 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈ P : p1 =
n1 + 1, p2 /∈ {n2 − 1, n2, n2 + 1, k2 − 1, k2, k2 + 1}}. So we have

Q1 =
3∑

i=1

∑
p∈Pi

Ex
(
X(σ1) ∈ Rp, X(σ2) ∈ Rk, σ2 < t, e−

1
2

∫ σ2
0 V (Xs) ds

)
=

3∑
i=1

Q1,i.

We have

Q1,1 =
∑
p∈P1

Ex (S(p, 1, t), X(σ1 + σ1 ◦ θσ1) ∈ Rk, σ1 + σ1 ◦ θσ1 < t,

e−
1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) dse

− 1
2

∫ σ2
σ1

V (Xs) ds
)

≤
∑
p∈P1

Ex (S(p, 1, t), X(σ1 + σ1 ◦ θσ1) ∈ Rk, σ1 + σ1 ◦ θσ1 < t+ σ1,

e−
1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) dse

− 1
2

∫ σ2
σ1

V (Xs) ds
)

=
∑
p∈P1

Ex
(
S(p, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) dsEX(σ1)

(
S(k, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

))
By Lemma 4.10 this is bounded from above by∑

p∈P1

Ex
(
S(p, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

) C5

|p2 − k2|1+αq(|p| − 3)

≤
∑
p∈P1

C5

|n2 − p2|1+αq(|n| − 3)

C5

|p2 − k2|1+αq(|p| − 3)
. (4.7)

Note that for p ∈ P1 we have p1 = n1−1. Using (4.5), Lemma 2.5 and the inequality
|n1 − k1|+ 1 ≤ 3 we obtain that (4.7) is bounded from above by

31+αC1C
2
5

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(|n1|) + 1)
.

Similar calculations can be repeated for Q1,2 and Q1,3 so we get

Q1 ≤
32+αC1C

2
5

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.

(4.8)
The same estimate holds for Q2. Now we estimate Q3 which corresponds to the

event that the J(σ1) jump is vertical and the J(σ2) jump is horizontal.
Observe that

Q3 =
∑
p∈P

Ex (J(σ1) is vertical, J(σ2) is horizontal, X(σ1) ∈ Rp, X(σ2) ∈ Rk,

σ2 < t, e−
1
2

∫ σ2
0 V (Xs) ds

)
.

Recall that x ∈ Rn. Note that the above expected values are not zero only if
|n1 − k1| ≥ 2, |n2 − k2| ≥ 2 and p ∈ P4 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈ P : n1 − 1 ≤ p1 ≤
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Figure 5. Squares Rn, Rp and Rk for l = 2, J(σ1) jump is vertical,
J(σ2) jump is horizontal.

n1 + 1, k2 − 1 ≤ p2 ≤ k2 + 1}. So we have

Q3 =
∑
p∈P4

Ex
(
X(σ1) ∈ Rp, X(σ2) ∈ Rk, σ2 < t, e−

1
2

∫ σ2
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤

∑
p∈P4

Ex (S(p, 1, t), X(σ1 + σ1 ◦ θσ1) ∈ Rk, σ1 + σ1 ◦ θσ1 < t+ σ1,

e−
1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) dse

− 1
2

∫ σ2
σ1

V (Xs) ds
)

=
∑
p∈P4

Ex
(
S(p, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) dsEX(σ1)

(
S(k, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

))

By Lemma 4.10 this is bounded from above by

∑
p∈P4

Ex
(
S(p, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

) C5

|p1 − k1|1+αq(|p| − 3)

≤
∑
p∈P4

C5

|n2 − p2|1+αq(|n| − 3)

C5

|p1 − k1|1+αq(|p| − 3)
.

For p = (p1, p2) ∈ P4 we have |n2 − p2|−1−α ≤ 31+α(|n2 − k2| + 1)−1−α and sim-
ilarly |p1 − k1|−1−α ≤ 31+α(|n1 − k1| + 1)−1−α. Moreover, we have q(|p| − 3) ≥
C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1, by arguments similar to (4.5). Note that the set P4 has no
more than 9 points. Hence

Q3 ≤
9C2

53
2+2α

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.

(4.9)
The same estimate holds for Q4.
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From the inequalities (4.8) and (4.9) and the same estimates for Q2 and Q4 we
get

Ex
(
S(k, 2, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ2
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ 2236+αC1C

2
5

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.

So, the assertion of the Lemma holds for l = 2. Recall that C1 ≥ 1, we can also
assume that C5 ≥ 1.

Now assume that (4.6) holds for l − 1 (where l ≥ 3), that is

Ex
(
S(k, l − 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl−1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ 2l−133(l−1)+αC1C

l−3
2 C l−1

5 C6(N)l−3

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.

We show that (4.6) holds for l (where l ≥ 3).
Observe that

Ex
(
S(k, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
=

∑
p∈P

Ex
(
S(k, l, t), X(σl−1) ∈ Rp, e

− 1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
. (4.10)

Note that the above expected values are not zero only if p belongs to one of 6
sets P5 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈ P : p1 = k1 − 1, |p2 − k2| > 1}, P6 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈
P : p1 = k1, |p2 − k2| > 1}, P7 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈ P : p1 = k1 + 1, |p2 − k2| > 1},
P8 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈ P : p2 = k2 − 1, |p1 − k1| > 1}, P9 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈ P : p2 =
k2, |p1 − k1| > 1}, P10 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈ P : p2 = k2 + 1, |p1 − k1| > 1}.
Hence (4.10) is equal to

10∑
i=5

∑
p∈Pi

Ex
(
S(k, l, t), X(σl−1) ∈ Rp, e

− 1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
=

10∑
i=5

Qi. (4.11)

Q5 is equal to∑
p∈P5

Ex
(
S(p, l − 1, t), X(σl−1 + σ1 ◦ θσl−1

) ∈ Rk, σl−1 + σ1 ◦ θσl−1
< t,

e−
1
2

∫ σl−1
0 V (Xs) dse

− 1
2

∫ σl
σl−1

V (Xs) ds
)

≤
∑
p∈P5

Ex
(
S(p, l − 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl−1
0 V (Xs) dsEX(σl−1)

(
S(k, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

))
.

Using Lemma 4.10 and the induction hypothesis this is bounded from above by∑
p∈P5

2l−133(l−1)+αC1C
l−3
2 C l

5C6(N)l−3

(|n1 − p1|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)q(|p| − 3)

× 1

(|n2 − p2|+ 1)1+α|p2 − k2|1+α
(4.12)

Note that for p ∈ P5 we have p1 = k1 − 1, so (|n1 − p1| + 1)−1−α = (|n1 − k1 +
1|+ 1)−1−α ≤ 32(|n1 − k1|+ 1)−1−α. We also have 1

q(|p|−3)
≤ C6(N). Using this and
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Lemma 2.5 we obtain that (4.12) is bounded from above by

2l−133(l−1)+α+2C1C
l−2
2 C l

5C6(N)l−2

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.

This gives the estimate of Q5. Estimates of Q6, Q7, Q8, Q9 and Q10 are similar.
Hence, we obtain

Ex
(
S(k, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ 2l33l+αC1C

l−2
2 C l

5C6(N)l−2

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
,

which finishes the proof by induction. □

Lemma 4.12. Let n = (n1, n2) ∈ Z2, An ∩ R̃N = ∅, t > 0 and x = (x1, x2) ∈ Rn.
For l ∈ N, l ≥ 2 we have

Ex
(
S̃(N + 2, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ 2l33l+αC1C

l−2
2 C l

5C6(N)l−2C̃5(N)

(||n1| −N |+ 1)1+α(||n2| −N |+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.

We also have

Ex
(
S̃(N + 2, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ C̃5(N)

(|n2| −N)1+αq(|n| − 3)

for −N − 2 ≤ n1 ≤ N + 3 and (n2 > N + 5 or n2 < −N − 4). Similarly

Ex
(
S̃(N + 2, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ C̃5(N)

(|n1| −N)1+αq(|n| − 3)

for −N − 2 ≤ n2 ≤ N + 3 and (n1 > N + 5 or n1 < −N − 4).

We omit the proof of this result. It follows by similar arguments as in proofs of

Lemmas 4.10 and 4.11. Note that the volume of R̃N+2 depends on N so that the

constant C̃5(N) appears on the right-hand side of the inequalities in the assertion
of Lemma 4.12.

Lemma 4.13. For n = (n1, n2) ∈ Z2, An ∩ R̃N = ∅, k = (k1, k2) ∈ P, x ∈ Rn,
m, l ∈ N such that 2 ≤ m ≤ l and 0 < t we have

Ex
(
W (n,m, k, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ 2l3l+2m+αC1C

m−2
2 C l

5C6(N)l−2C l−m
7

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.

Proof. The proof is by induction on l.
First note that

Ex
(
W (n, l, k, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ Ex

(
S(k, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
so from Lemma 4.11 it follows that

Ex
(
W (n, l, k, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ 2l33l+αC1C

l−2
2 C l

5C6(N)l−2

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.
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Therefore, the inequality holds for l = m.
Assume that the inequality holds for some l ≥ m. We show that it holds for l+1.

Let P2,k = {p ∈ P : f(p) ≥ f(k)} (as in the definition of W ). By the strong Markov
property we obtain

Ex
(
W (n,m, k, l + 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl+1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
=
∑

p∈P2,k

Ex
(
W (n,m, k, l, t), X(σl + σ1 ◦ θσl

) ∈ K1(p), σl + σ1 ◦ θσl
< t,

e−
1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) dse−

1
2

∫ σl+1
σl

V (Xs) ds
)

≤
∑

p∈P2,k

Ex
(
W (n,m, k, l, t), X(σl + σ1 ◦ θσl

) ∈ K1(p), σl + σ1 ◦ θσl
< t+ σl,

e−
1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) dse−

1
2

∫ σl+1
σl

V (Xs) ds
)

= Ex
(
W (n,m, k, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

∑
p∈P2,k

EX(σl)
(
S(p, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

))
.

We denote X(σl) = (X(σl)
(1), X(σl)

(2)). For i ∈ {−1, 0, 1} put P̃i = {p =

(p1, p2) ∈ P2,k : p1 = ⌈X(σl)
(1)⌉ − i and |p2 − ⌈X(σl)

(2)⌉| > 1} and
˜̃P i = {p =

(p1, p2) ∈ P2,k : p2 = ⌈X(σl)
(2)⌉−i and |p1−⌈X(σl)

(1)⌉| > 1}. Note that S(p, 1, t)
is not an empty set if p ∈ P̃i or p ∈ ˜̃P i for some i ∈ {−1, 0, 1}.

Note that (⌈X(σl)
(1)⌉, ⌈X(σl)

(2)⌉) ∈ P . Hence, by Lemma 4.10 we get∑
p∈P̃−1

EX(σl)
(
S(p, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤
∑

p∈P̃−1

C5

(⌈X(σl)(2)⌉ − p2)1+αq(|(⌈X(σl)(1)⌉, ⌈X(σl)(2)⌉)| − 3)

≤ C5C6(N)
∑

p∈P̃−1

1

(⌈X(σl)(2)⌉ − p2)1+α

≤ C5C6(N)C7,

In the last inequality we used the fact that C7 =
∑

j∈Z\{0}
1

|j|1+α .

Using this and analogous estimates for P̃0, P̃1,
˜̃P−1,

˜̃P0,
˜̃P1 we get

Ex
(
W (n,m, k, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

∑
p∈P2,k

EX(σl)
(
S(p, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

))
≤ Ex

(
W (n,m, k, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds6C5C6(N)C7

)
.

From the induction hypothesis this is bounded by

2l3l+2m+αC1C
m−2
2 C l

5C6(N)l−2C l−m
7 6C5C6(N)C7

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)

=
2l+13l+2m+α+1C1C

m−2
2 C l+1

5 C6(N)l−1C l+1−m
7

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
,

which finishes the proof. □



20 TADEUSZ KULCZYCKI, KINGA SZTONYK

Lemma 4.14. For n = (n1, n2) ∈ Z2, An ∩ R̃N = ∅, k = (k1, k2) ∈ P, x ∈ Rn,
l ∈ N and l ≥ 2, 0 < t we have

Ex
(
W (n, 1, k, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ 2l3l+2+αC l

5C6(N)l−2C l−1
7

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.

Proof. Note that the left side of the inequality is not zero only if k1 ∈ {n1−1, n1, n1+
1} and |k2−n2| ≥ 2 or if k2 ∈ {n2−1, n2, n2+1} and |k1−n1| ≥ 2. The calculations
are similar for each case. Therefore we may assume that k2 = n2 and |k1 − n1| ≥ 2.

First we will prove the lemma for l = 2. Using similar arguments as in the proof
of Lemma 4.13 we obtain

Ex
(
W (n, 1, k, 2, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ2
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ Ex

(
W (n, 1, k, 1, t), X(σ1) ∈ Rk, e

− 1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds (4.13)

×
∑
p∈P

EX(σ1)
(
S(p, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

))
. (4.14)

Note that the above expected values are not zero only if p belongs to one of 6
sets Pk

1 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈ P : p1 = k1 − 1, |p2 − k2| > 1}, Pk
2 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈

P : p1 = k1, |p2 − k2| > 1}, Pk
3 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈ P : p1 = k1 + 1, |p2 − k2| > 1},

Pk
4 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈ P : p2 = k2 − 1, |p1 − k1| > 1}, Pk

5 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈ P : p2 =
k2, |p1 − k1| > 1}, Pk

6 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈ P : p2 = k2 + 1, |p1 − k1| > 1}.
Hence (4.13-4.14) is equal to

Ex
(
W (n, 1, k, 1, t), X(σ1) ∈ Rk, e

− 1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

×
6∑

i=1

∑
p∈Pk

i

EX(σ1)
(
S(p, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

) .

For X(σ1) ∈ Rk we obtain by Lemma 4.10, the assumption that k2 = n2 and
arguments similar to (4.5)

∑
p∈Pk

1

EX(σ1)
(
S(p, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤

∑
p∈Pk

1

C5

|k2 − p2|1+αq(|k| − 3)

≤
∑
p∈Pk

1

C5

|k2 − p2|1+α(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)

≤ C5C7

C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1
.
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Simliar estimates hold for Pk
2 , Pk

3 , Pk
4 , Pk

5 , Pk
6 . Using this and again Lemma 4.10

we get

Ex
(
W (n, 1, k, 2, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ2
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ Ex

(
W (n, 1, k, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

) 6C5C7

C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1

≤ Ex
(
S(k, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

) 6C5C7

C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1

≤ C5

q(|n| − 3)|n1 − k1|1+α

6C5C7

C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1

≤ 2134+αC2
5C7

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
,

so the lemma holds for l = 2.
Now we use induction. Assume that the assertion of the lemma holds for some l.

By the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 4.13, we get

Ex
(
W (n, 1, k, l + 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl+1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ Ex

(
W (n, 1, k, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
6C5C6(N)C7.

From the induction hypothesis this is bounded from above by

2l+13l+3+αC l+1
5 C6(N)l−1C l

7

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)

so the the assertion of the lemma holds for l + 1. □

By Lemmas 4.13, 4.14 and the fact that C2 ≥ 1 we easily obtain the following
conlusion.

Corollary 4.15. For n = (n1, n2) ∈ Z2, An ∩ R̃N = ∅, k = (k1, k2) ∈ P, x ∈ Rn,
m, l ∈ N such that 1 ≤ m, 2 ≤ l, l ≥ m and 0 < t we have

Ex
(
W (n,m, k, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ 2l3l+2m+αC1C

m−1
2 C l

5C6(N)l−2C l−m
7

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.

Lemma 4.16. For n = (n1, n2) ∈ Z2, An ∩ R̃N = ∅, x ∈ Rn, l ∈ N, l ≥ 2 and 0 < t
we have

Ex
(
W (n, 0, n, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ 2l33l+αC1C

l−2
2 C l

5C6(N)l−2C2
7

q(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.



22 TADEUSZ KULCZYCKI, KINGA SZTONYK

Proof. Recall P2,n = {p ∈ P : f(p) ≥ f(n)}. By Lemma 4.11 we get

Ex
(
W (n, 0, n, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤

∑
p∈P2,n

Ex
(
S(p, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤

∑
p∈P2,n

2l33l+αC1C
l−2
2 C l

5C6(N)l−2

(|n1 − p1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − p2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)

≤ 2l33l+αC1C
l−2
2 C l

5C6(N)l−2C2
7

q(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.

□

Lemma 4.17. For n = (n1, n2) ∈ Z2, An ∩ R̃N = ∅, x ∈ Rn, k = n and 0 < t we
have

Ex
(
W (n, 0, k, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ c

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)
.

(4.15)

Proof. Observe that the left hand side of (4.15) is bounded from above by∑
p∈P

Ex
(
S(p, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
(4.16)

Note that the above expected values are not zero only if p belongs to one of the
6 sets Pn

1 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈ P : p1 = n1 − 1, |p2 − n2| > 1}, Pn
2 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈

P : p1 = n1, |p2 − n2| > 1}, Pn
3 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈ P : p1 = n1 + 1, |p2 − n2| > 1},

Pn
4 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈ P : p2 = n2 − 1, |p1 − n1| > 1}, Pn

5 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈ P : p2 =
n2, |p1 − n1| > 1}, Pn

6 = {p = (p1, p2) ∈ P : n2 = n2 + 1, |p1 − n1| > 1}.
So (4.16) is equal to

6∑
i=1

∑
p∈Pn

i

Ex
(
S(p, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
.

By Lemma 4.10 we get∑
p∈Pn

1

Ex
(
S(p, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ C5C7

q(|n| − 3)
.

Using this, the fact that n = k and similar estimates for Pn
2 , Pn

3 , Pn
4 , Pn

5 , Pn
6 we

obtain that (4.16) is bounded from above by

6C5C7

q(|n| − 3)
=

6C5C7

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)
.

□

Lemma 4.18. For n = (n1, n2) ∈ Z2, An ∩ R̃N = ∅, k = (k1, k2) ∈ P, x ∈ Rn,
0 < t we have

Ex
(
W (n, 1, k, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ c

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)
.
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Proof. Note that the left side of the inequality is not zero only if k1 ∈ {n1−1, n1, n1+
1} and |k2 − n2| ≥ 2 or if k2 ∈ {n2 − 1, n2, n2 +1} and |k1 − n1| ≥ 2. Note also that

Ex
(
W (n, 1, k, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ Ex

(
S(k, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
.

Now, the assertion of the lemma follows from Lemma 4.10. □

Now we prove the main result of this section.

Lemma 4.19. Let x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2 and 0 < t. Then

Tt1R2(x) ≤ C9(t, N)

(|x1|+ 1)1+α(|x2|+ 1)1+α(q(min(|x1|, |x2|)) + 1)(q(|x|) + 1)
.

Proof. First assume x = (x1, x2) ∈ R2 such that max(|x1|, |x2|) > N + 5. We will
consider small x later.
Let n = (n1, n2) ∈ Z2 such that x ∈ Rn. We have

Tt1R2(x) = Ex
(
e−

∫ t
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤

∑
k∈P

∞∑
l=1

l∑
m=0

Ex
(
W (n,m, k, l, t), σl+1 > t, e−

∫ t
0 V (Xs) ds

)
(4.17)

+
∞∑
l=1

Ex
(
S̃(N + 2, l, t), e−

∫ t
0 V (Xs) ds

)
(4.18)

+Ex
(
σ1 > t, e−

∫ t
0 V (Xs) ds

)
. (4.19)

Note that in (4.17) inside the expected value the following estimates hold

e−
∫ t
0 V (Xs) ds ≤ e−

1
2

∫ t
0 q(|k|−3) dse−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

≤ e
− 1

2

∫ t
0

(
1

C3
0
q(|k|)− 1

C2
0
− 1

C0
−1

)
ds
e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

= c0(t)e
− t

2C3
0
q(|k|)

e−
1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds (4.20)

≤ c0(t)e
− t

4C3
0
q(|k|) 1

t
4C3

0
q(|k|)

e−
1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds. (4.21)

Here we used (2.3).
Hence (4.17) is bounded from above by

∞∑
l=2

c0(t)e
− t

2C3
0
q(|n|)

Ex
(
W (n, 0, n, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
(4.22)

+
∑
k∈P

c0(t)e
− t

4C3
0
q(|k|) 1

t
4C3

0
q(|k|)

1∑
m=0

Ex
(
W (n,m, k, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
(4.23)

+
∑
k∈P

∞∑
l=2

l∑
m=1

c0(t)e
− t

2C3
0
q(|k|)

Ex
(
W (n,m, k, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
. (4.24)

Let us choose N large enough so that

C6(N) ≤ 1

2233C2C5C7

.
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Recall that C7 ≥ 1. By Lemma 4.16 we obtain that (4.22) is bounded from above
by

∞∑
l=2

c0(t)e
− t

2C3
0
q(|n|) 2l33l+αC1C

l−2
2 C l

5C6(N)l−2C2
7

q(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)

≤
∞∑
l=2

c0(t)e
− t

4C3
0
q(|n|) 1

2l
243α+6C1C

2
5C

2
7

q(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)

= c0(t)e
− t

4C3
0
q(|n|) c1

q(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
. (4.25)

q satisfies (1.2), so we may choose N large enough, so that for any k ∈ P we have

q(|k|) ≥ 1
C0
q(|k| + 1) − 1 ≥ 8(1+α)C3

0

t
ln(|k| + 1) − 1 =

4(1+α)C3
0

t
ln((|k| + 1)2) − 1 ≥

4(1+α)C3
0

t
ln((|k1|+ 1) (|k2|+ 1)). Then for any k ∈ P we have

e
− t

4C3
0
q(|k|)

≤ e
− t

4C3
0

4(1+α)C3
0

t
ln((|k1|+1)(|k2|+1))

= e−(1+α) ln((|k1|+1)(|k2|+1))

=
1

(|k1|+ 1)1+α(|k2|+ 1)1+α
. (4.26)

Note that n ∈ P , so using (4.26) we obtain that (4.25) is bounded from above by

c2(t)

(|n1|+ 1)1+α(|n2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.

Now we estimate (4.23).

Ex
(
W (n,m, k, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
is not zero only if k1 ∈ {n1− 1, n1, n1+1} or

k2 ∈ {n2 − 1, n2, n2 + 1}. Then q(|k|) ≥ C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1, so

1
t

4C3
0
q(|k|)

≤ c3(t)

C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1
. (4.27)

Moreover, Ex
(
W (n, 0, k, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
is not zero only if k = n. Similarly,

Ex
(
W (n, 1, k, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
is not zero only if k1 ∈ {n1 − 1, n1, n1 + 1} and

|k2 − n2| ≥ 2 or if k2 ∈ {n2 − 1, n2, n2 + 1} and |k1 − n1| ≥ 2.
By Lemmas 4.17, 4.18 and by (4.26), (4.27) we obtain that (4.23) is bounded from

above by ∑
k∈P

c4(t)

(|k1|+ 1)1+α(|k2|+ 1)1+α(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+α

× 1

q(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.

By Lemma 2.5 this is smaller than

c5(t)

(|n1|+ 1)1+α(|n2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
,

which finishes estimates of (4.23).
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By Corollary 4.15 and the fact that C2, C7 ≥ 1 we obtain that (4.24) is bounded
from above by

∑
k∈P

∞∑
l=2

l∑
m=1

c0(t)e
− t

2C3
0
q(|k|)

2l33l+αC1C
l−1
2 C l

5C6(N)l−2C l
7

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)

=
∑
k∈P

∞∑
l=2

l
c0(t)e

− t

2C3
0
q(|k|)

2l33l+αC1C
l−1
2 C l

5C6(N)l−2C l
7

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.

Recall C6(N) ≤ 1
2233C2C5C7

. Using this and (4.26) we get that the expression above
is smaller or equal to

∑
k∈P

∞∑
l=2

l

2l
c0(t)e

− t

2C3
0
q(|k|)

24 3α+6C1C2C
2
5C

2
7

(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)

≤
∑
k∈P

c0(t) c6
(|k1|+ 1)1+α(|k2|+ 1)1+α(|n1 − k1|+ 1)1+α(|n2 − k2|+ 1)1+α

× 1

q(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.

By Lemma 2.5 this is smaller than

c7(t)

(|n1|+ 1)1+α(|n2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.

Thus we obtain that (4.17) is bounded from above by

c8(t)

(|n1|+ 1)1+α(|n2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
. (4.28)

Now, let us observe that (4.18) is smaller or equal to

∞∑
l=2

Ex
(
S̃(N + 2, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
+ Ex

(
S̃(N + 2, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
From Lemma 4.12 and the facts that C6(N) ≤ 1

2233C2C5C7
and C7 ≥ 1 we get

∞∑
l=2

Ex
(
S̃(N + 2, l, t), e−

1
2

∫ σl
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤

∞∑
l=2

2l33l+αC1C
l−2
2 C l

5C6(N)l−2C̃5(N)

(||n1| −N |+ 1)1+α(||n2| −N |+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)

≤
∞∑
l=2

1

2l
24 3α+6C1C

2
5C

−l+2
7 C̃5(N)

(||n1| −N |+ 1)1+α(||n2| −N |+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)

≤ c9(N)

(||n1| −N |+ 1)1+α(||n2| −N |+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.(4.29)

Note that for |n1| ≥ 2N

(||n1| −N |+ 1)1+α ≥
(
1

2
|n1|+ 1

)1+α

≥ 1

21+α
(|n1|+ 1)1+α (4.30)
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and for |n1| < 2N

(||n1| −N |+ 1)1+α ≥ 1 ≥ 1

(2N + 1)1+α
(|n1|+ 1)1+α. (4.31)

Similar estimates hold for (||n2| −N |+1)1+α. Hence, (4.29) is bounded from above
by

c10(N)

(|n1|+ 1)1+α(|n2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.

Now, let us estimate Ex
(
S̃(N + 2, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
. There are two cases:

−N − 2 ≤ n1 ≤ N + 3 or −N − 2 ≤ n2 ≤ N + 3, otherwise the set S̃(N + 2, 1, t)
is empty. Let us assume that −N − 2 ≤ n1 ≤ N + 3 (the estimates for the case
−N − 2 ≤ n2 ≤ N + 3 are similar). From Lemma 4.12, we get

Ex
(
S̃(N + 2, 1, t), e−

1
2

∫ σ1
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ C̃5(N)

(|n2| −N)1+αq(|n| − 3)

≤ c11(N)

(|n1|+ 1)1+α(||n2| −N |+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)
, (4.32)

because −N − 2 ≤ n1 ≤ N + 3.
Using (4.30) and (4.31) (for n2 instead of n1) and the fact that C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|))+

1 ≤ c(N) we obtain that (4.32) is smaller or equal to

c12(N)

(|n1|+ 1)1+α(|n2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.

Hence (4.18) is bounded from above by

c13(N)

(|n1|+ 1)1+α(|n2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
. (4.33)

Now let us estimate (4.19). We have

Ex
(
σ1 > t, e−

∫ t
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ Ex

(
σ1 > t, e−

∫ t
0 q(|n|−3) ds

)
≤ e−tq(|n|−3).

Note that n ∈ P . By (4.20) and (4.26) we get

e−
t
2
q(|n|−3) ≤ c14(t)

(|n1|+ 1)1+α(|n2|+ 1)1+α
.

By arguments similar to (4.5) we obtain

e−
t
2
q(|n|−3) ≤ 2

t2

22
(q(|n| − 3))2

≤ 2
t2

22
q(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)

.

Thus (4.19) is bounded from above by

c15(t)

(|n1|+ 1)1+α(|n2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
. (4.34)

Using (4.28), (4.33) and (4.34), we get

Tt1R2(x) ≤ c16(t, N)

(|n1|+ 1)1+α(|n2|+ 1)1+αq(|n| − 3)(C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1)
.
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Recall n1 − 1 < x1 ≤ n1 and n2 − 1 < x2 ≤ n2. Therefore

1

(|n1|+ 1)1+α(|n2|+ 1)1+α
≤ c17

(|x1|+ 1)1+α(|x2|+ 1)1+α
.

By (2.3) we obtain

q(|n| − 3) ≥ q(|x| − 4) ≥ c18q(|x|)− c19,

where c18 = C−4
0 and c19 = 1 + C−1

0 + C−2
0 + C−3

0 .
Recall that we assumed max(|x1|, |x2|) > N +5. Let us choose N large enough so

that for x ∈ R2 such that max(|x1|, |x2|) > N + 5 we have q(|x|) − 2c19
c18

≥ 1. Then
we have

c18q(|x|)− c19 =
c18
2

(
q(|x|) + q(|x|)− 2c19

c18

)
≥ c18

2
(q(|x|) + 1).

Similarly

C8q(min(|n1|, |n2|)) + 1 ≥ c20(q(min(|x1|, |x2|)) + 1).

Therefore

Tt1R2(x) ≤ c21(t, N)

(|x1|+ 1)1+α(|x2|+ 1)1+α(q(|x|) + 1)(q(min(|x1|, |x2|)) + 1)
.

Now let us take x = (x1, x2), such that max(|x1|, |x2|) ≤ N + 5. Then

Tt1R2(x) = Ex
(
e−

∫ t
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤ 1.

Note that this is smaller or equal to

c22(N)

(|x1|+ 1)1+α(|x2|+ 1)1+α(q(|x|) + 1)(q(min(|x1|, |x2|)) + 1)
,

because in this case

(|x1|+ 1)1+α(|x2|+ 1)1+α(q(|x|) + 1)(q(min{|x1|, |x2|}) + 1)

≤ (N + 5 + 1)1+α(N + 5 + 1)1+α(q(N + 5) + 1)(q(N + 5) + 1).

This finishes the proof of Lemma 4.19. □

5. Proof of the main result

The aim of this section is to present the proof of Theorem 1.1 using results proven
in Sections 3 and 4.

Denote e1 = (1, 0).

Lemma 5.1. Let D = (−2, 2)× (−2, 2), t > 0. For any x ≥ 3 we have

Tt1D(xe1) ≤ ctx−1−α.

Proof. Recall that for any s > 0, y = (y1, y2) ∈ R2, z = (z1, z2) ∈ R2 we have
p(s, y, z) = p̃(s, y1, z1)p̃(s, y2, z2). It is well known (see e.g. [2] or [3]) that for any
s > 0, y1, z1 ∈ R we have p̃(s, y1, z1) ≤ c1s|y1 − z1|−1−α.
For any x ∈ R we get

Tt1D(xe1) = Exe1
(
Xt ∈ D, e−

∫ t
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≤
∫ 2

−2

∫ 2

−2

p̃(t, x, y1)p̃(t, 0, y2) dy1 dy2.

(5.1)
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Hence for x ≥ 3 the right-hand side of (5.1) is bounded from above by∫ 2

−2

c1t dy1
|x− y1|1+α

∫ ∞

−∞
p̃(t, 0, y2) dy2 ≤

4c1t

(x− 2)1+α
≤ 31+α4c1t

x1+α
.

□

proof of Theorem 1.1. Put D = (−2, 2)× (−2, 2). First, we show that if (1.2) is not
satisfied, then the semigroup is not intrinsically ultracontractive. If (1.2) does not
hold, then there exist a constant M > 0 and a sequence (xn) such that lim

n→∞
xn = ∞

and for any n ∈ N we have

xn ≥ 3,
q(xn)

lnxn

≤ M.

By Assumptions (A) for any x ≥ 0 we have q(x + 1) ≤ C0q(x) + C0, so for any
t > 0 and n ∈ N we get

Tt1B(xne1,1)(xne1) = Exne1
(
Xt ∈ B(xne1, 1), e

−
∫ t
0 V (Xs) ds

)
≥ Exne1

(
τB(xne1,1) > t, e−

∫ t
0 q(xn+1) ds

)
≥ P xne1

(
τB(xne1,1) > t

)
e−tC0e−tC0q(xn)

≥ P 0
(
τB(0,1) > t

)
e−tC0e−tC0M lnxn

= c1(t)x
−tC0M
n . (5.2)

Using Lemma 5.1 and (5.2) we obtain that for any t > 0

Tt1B(xne1,1)(xne1)

Tt1D(xne1)
≥ c1(t)x

−tC0M
n

ctx−1−α
n

=
c1(t)

ct
x1+α−tC0M
n

Choose t > 0 small enough so that 1 + α − tC0M > 0. Recall that lim
n→∞

xn = ∞.

It follows that Condition 2.3 is not satisfied, so the semigroup {Tt : t ≥ 0} is not
intrinsically ultracontractive.

Now, assume that (1.2) is satisfied. Fix t > 0. For any x ∈ R2 by Lemmas 3.4
and 4.19 we obtain

Tt1R2(x) ≤ C9(t, N)

(|x1|+ 1)1+α(|x2|+ 1)1+α(q(min(|x1|, |x2|)) + 1)(q(|x|) + 1)

≤ C9(t, N)

C3(t)
Tt1D(x).

Thus Condition 2.2 is satisfied. So, the semigroup {Tt : t ≥ 0} is intrinsically
ultracontractive.

Now let us estimate the first eigenfunction. Recall that t > 0 is fixed. Since φ1

is bounded, for any x ∈ R2 we get φ1(x) = eλ1tTtφ1(x) ≤ eλ1tTt(∥φ1∥∞1R2)(x). By
Lemma 4.19 we obtain for any x ∈ R2

φ1(x) ≤
∥φ1∥∞eλ1tC9(t, N)

(|x1|+ 1)1+α(|x2|+ 1)1+α(q(min(|x1|, |x2|)) + 1)(q(|x|) + 1)
.

Lower bound estimates are similar. The function φ1 is continuous and positive
on D, so there exists a constant c2 > 0, such that φ1(x) > c2 for any x ∈ D. Hence,
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for any x ∈ R2 we get φ1(x) = eλ1tTtφ1(x) ≥ eλ1tTt(c21D)(x). From Lemma 3.4, we
obtain for any x ∈ R2

φ1(x) ≥
c2e

λ1tC3(t)

(|x1|+ 1)1+α(|x2|+ 1)1+α(q(min(|x1|, |x2|)) + 1)(q(|x|) + 1)
.

□
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