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LIMIT THEOREMS FOR SOME CONTINUOUS TIME RANDOM
WALKS

M. JARA AND T. KOMOROWSKI

ABSTRACT. In this paper we consider the scaled limit of a continuous time random walk
(CTRW) based on a Markov chain {X,,, n > 0} and two observables 7(-) and V(-) cor-
responding to the renewal times and jump sizes. Assuming that these observables belong
to the domains of attraction of some stable laws we give sufficient conditions on the chain
that guarantee the existence of the scaled limits for CTRW. An application of the results
to a process that arises in quantum transport theory is provided. The results obtained
in this paper generalize earlier results contained in [2] 21] and recent results of [I5] [19],
where {X,,, n > 0} has been a sequence of i.i.d. random variables.

1. INTRODUCTION

Continuous time random walk (CTRW) has been introduced in [22] and finds its ap-
plications in modeling of various phenomena, e.g. in anomalous transport (see e.g. [8]
13l 25 26, 28]) mathematical finance ([12], 20]), or in hydrology ([3l 4]) to mention just
few examples. It can be described as a random walk subordinated to a renewal pro-
cess. More precisely, suppose that (£,d) is a Polish space with £ the o-algebra of its
Borel subsets and 7 : £ — (0,+00), V : E — R are two measurable functions and
{X,, n > 0} is a Markov chain with an initial distribution 7 that is stationary. Sup-
pose also that ¢y := 0, ty = ij\f:—ol 7(X%), N > 1 are the renewal times. Particle jumps
are given by V(Xy), k = 0,1,.... Let Sy := 0 and Sy := ff:_OlV(Xk). For ¢t > 0 let
n(t) := max[N > 0 : tx < t]. We define a stochastic process describing the trajectory of
the particle performing a continuous time random walk by W (t) := Sy, t > 0. We are
concerned in describing the limiting behavior of scaled processes {N YW (Nt), t > 0},
for an appropriate v > 0, as N — 4o00. In case when {X,,n > 0} is a sequence
of iid. random variables this problem has been investigated in [2]. In [2I] the re-
sult is generalized to the case of triangular arrays with rowise independent random vari-
ables.. From Theorem 3.1 of [2] and Theorem 2.1 of [2I] it follows in particular that
if {(N‘l/BS[Nt],N‘l/o‘t[m]),t > 0} converge in law over D([0,+00);R?), with the J;-
topology, to a Lévy process {(S;, T3), t > 0}, whose components have no common jumps
then {N=°/8W (Nt), t > 0} converges in law over D[0, +-00) with the M) topology to

Co = Sp1, 5 >0, (1.1)
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where 7' := inf[t : T, > s] (the first passage time) is the right inverse of the a-stable
subordinator {7, t > 0}.

When common jumps of the components of {(S;,7;), t > 0} are admitted with positive
probability the situation is more delicate and only some partial results concerning conver-
gence are available. In Theorem 3.4 of [2] it has been shown that one dimensional statistics
of N=*/B1W/ (Nt) weakly converge to the law of ¢,.

In this paper we formulate sufficient conditions for a Markov chain {X,, n > 0}, see
Theorems 2.8 and 29 below, that guarantee the convergence in law of { N~/#W (Nt), t >
0}. As for the hypotheses made about the Markov chain we assume that measure 7
satisfies the spectral gap estimate, see Condition 2.J1 Moreover transition probabilities
satisfy some additional regularity assumptions see Conditions and 2.4l It has been
shown in [I8] that under such conditions both {N=Y8Sy,, ¢t > 0} and {N~Y%y,, t > 0}
converge in law over D([0,+00), with the J; topology, to respective Lévy processes. We
strengthen this result and obtain the joint convergence in law of two dimensional processes
{(N“YBSny, N"Vny), t > 0} to a respective Lévy process, see Theorems ZEHZTL We
give a sufficient condition, formulated in terms of the joint law of (V' (z), 7(z)) under 7 (see
(ZI9)), which precludes the possibility of jumps of the limiting Lévy process occurring
simultaneously with positive probability. The above plus an argument from [2] yield the
convergence of {N~*/fW (Nt), t+ > 0}. Furthermore, we prove that when the joint law
of (V(x),7(x)) under 7 is such that the jumps of the limiting Lévy process have to occur
simultaneously a.s., see condition (2:22), then the convergence of CTRW still holds. This is
achieved by a careful analysis of the convergence of the right inverses of { N~/ “Ung, t > 0}
We prove that the convergence of these processes holds in a sense that allows us to control
the size of the respective plateaus, see Lemma B3l This, in turn, suffices to prove the
convergence of the relevant CTRW. The limiting process is {(;, s > 0}, when no common
jumps are allowed for the limit {(S;,T}), ¢ > 0}, see Theorem L8], or {¢; := Sp-1_, s > 0},
see the definition of the process given in (2.25) and Theorem below. This result is in
agreement with the results obtained in the i.i.d. case in [I5] and [19].

Having in mind possible applications we formulate the result for a counterpart of CTRW
that arises when { N~*/8S(Nt), t > 0} is replaced by a process obtained by linear interpo-
lation of its nodal points. Finally, we apply our results to describe the limiting behavior of
a jump process {K,, s > 0} on a one dimensional torus that arises in quantum transport
theory, see (41) below. This process is the projection onto a O-fiber of the solution of a
translation invariant Lindblad equation. It possesses a unique o-finite invariant measure,
absolutely continuous with respect to Lebesgue measure, see Proposition [4.1] below. The
dynamics of the process is completely mixing and its one dimensional statistics converges
to a mixture of delta type measures supported on the set [T = +00], see Theorem
As an application of Theorem we conclude also, see Corollary 4] the convergence in
law of additive functionals of the type N~/8 fONt Vo(Ks)ds. In the particular case consid-
ered in [§ the torus is the interval [—m, 7] whose endpoints are identified, 7(—k) = 7(k)
and 7(k) ~ |k £ 7/2|72, as |k £ /2| < 1, so a = 1/2. We assume that V; is odd, i.e.
Vo(—=k) = —=Vi(k). In addition we suppose that either Vy(k) ~ |k £ 7/2|, as |k £ 7/2| < 1,
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and Vj is bounded otherwise, or Vi (k) ~ |k £ 7/2|7, as |k £ 7/2| < 1 for some v > 1, and
Vo(k) ~ |k £ ko|™! for some ko & {—7/2,7/2}. The law of V(k,7) := Vy(k)7 belongs then
to the normal domain of attraction of the Cauchy law, so § = 1/2. We conclude therefore
that the scaling properties of the limiting process are the same as those of the Brownian
motion. We call such a process a fake diffusion.

Acknowledgement. The authors would like to express their thanks to an anonymous
referee of the previous version of this manuscript for pointing out that the result concerning
the case when the limiting process admits common jumps has been erroneously formulated.

2. PRELIMINARIES AND STATEMENTS OF THE MAIN RESULTS

2.1. A Markov chain. Let (F,d) be a Polish metric space and let £ be its Borel o-algebra.
Assume that {X,,, n > 0} is a Markov chain with state space E and 7 - the law of X - is
wwvariant and ergodic for the chain. We suppose that the following hypotheses are satisfies:

Condition 2.1. Spectral gap condition:
sup[||Pf||Lz(7r) . f iR 1, ||f||L2(7r) = 1] =a<l1. (2.1)

Since P is also a contraction in L'(7) and L>(w) we conclude, via Riesz-Thorin inter-
polation theorem, that for any p € [1, +00):

1P fll oy < a2 £l po g, (2.2)

for all f € LP(r), such that [ fdr = 0.
We suppose also that the absolute continuous part of the transition probability function
has some regularity property. Namely, we assume that:

Condition 2.2. There exist a measurable family of Borel measures Q(z,dy) and a mea-
surable, non-negative function p(x,y) such that

P(x,dy) = P,(z,dy) + Q(z,dy), forallx € E, (2.3)

where P,(z,dy) := p(z,y)m(dy) and

c(2) := sup/pz(x,y)ﬁ(dx) < 400 (2.4)

yekl

A simple consequence of (2.3]) and the fact that 7 is invariant is that

/p(:z,y)ﬁ(dy) <1 and /p(y,x)ﬂ(dy) <1, VxzekFE. (2.5)

Another consequence of condition (24 is that P extends to a bounded operator from
LY(7) to L*().
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2.2. The renewal process. Suppose that 7: £ — [0, +00) is measurable over (F, ) and
satisfies:

Condition 2.3. There exist o € (0,1) and ¢, > 0 such that

lim A7(7 > \) = ¢, (2.6)

A—400

and there exists t, > 0 such that
T(x) >t, >0, Vxe€E.

This condition is assumed in order to avoid the issue of explosions or accumulation points.
Furthermore, we suppose that the tails of 7 under the singular part are controlled by those
corresponding to the absolutely continuous part uniformly with respect to the initial state,
ie.

Condition 2.4.
Q(x, [T > \])
sup

L =T < oo 97
A>00eE Po(z, [T > A]) (2.7)

Let {X,,, n > 0} be a Markov chain as in the previous section, ¢y := 0 and

N-1

ty =Y 7(Xy), for N>1. (2.8)

k=0

For a given t > 0 define n(t) as the unique (random) integer that satisfies the following
condition

te [tn(t), tn(t)+1). (2.9)

2.3. An observable and the CRTW process. Suppose now that V' : £ — R is mea-
surable. Let Sy :=0

Sy = V(Xg), for N >1. (2.10)

We shall assume assume that either
VeLl*n) and /de =0, (2.11)

or in case V does not belong to L?(7w) we assume that there exist 8 € (0,2) and two
nonnegative constants cj, ¢ satisfying c; +c5 > 0 and

_l’_
il

n(V 20 = 2

1+0(1)), )

(V< =)= j\—ﬁﬁ(l—l—o(l)), as A — +o0.
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Furthermore V' is supposed to be centered when 5 € (1,2). In analogy to condition (2.7])
we assume that the tails of V' under the singular part of P(z,-) are controlled by those of
the absolutely continuous part, i.e.

Qz, [[V] = A])
su < +o00. 2.13
,\zo,feE Pu(z, [[V] = A]) ( )
We define the continuous time random walk (CTRW) process W (t) := Sy, t > 0. Its
trajectories belong to the space of cadlag functions D[0,400). To abbreviate we shall
denote this space by D in what follows. Define also the piecewise linear counterpart of

CTRW by

— t— tn(t)

W(t) := Saw + V(Xnw) for t € [tn), taw)-

tnt)+1 — Ta()
In our subsequent notation we write C := C10, +00).

2.4. Convergence to a Lévy process. The results presented in this section extend those
of [18] to the case of two dimensional Markov chains. They can be proved using quite similar
arguments. For the convenience of a reader we present the main points of the respective
proofs in Appendices [A] and [Bl

Suppose that the hypotheses made in Sections 2.I] - hold and K is an increasing
sequence converging to infinity. Our immediate concern is the question of the convergence
of joint processes {(SfN),Tt(N)),t > 0}, as N — +o0o0. Here TN = Kn~"t g and
S = K37 Sy, when 8 # 1 and

St(N) = K;,lS[KNﬂ — upnt, (2.14)
when f =1 and vy := [ V1jyj<xydr. Let
0(©) 1= [ ealé, Vsl 2.15)
R
where ,
6?‘5 - 1> ﬁ € (O> 1)a
65(6, )\) = €Z'£>\ —1-— T;é->\1[_171}()\), ﬁ = 1,
e — 1 — i), Be(1,2)

and vg(dX) := Beg(N) A7 7PdA. Here c3()) equals ¢f for X > 0 and ¢ for A < 0. Consider
a Lévy process {(S;,T;), t > 0} given by REeitSeti&Tt — ¢t(€1.82) where

V(&1,62) = vp(&1) + Ya(62) (2.16)
:/6(1,5(51,52,)\1,)\2)V*(d>\1,d)\2)> (&1,&) € R?,

where the coefficients ¢, ¢, appearing in the respective definition of 1,(-) are equal then
to ¢, (see (2.6)) and 0 respectively,

eiMi&1+A282) _ 1, B €(0,1),
eoc,ﬁ(gla 529 )\19 )\2) = 62'()\1€1+>\2§2) —1- i§1>\11[_171}()\1)7 B - 17 (217)
eiMi&i+Aa2) _ 1 1A &1, Be(1,2)
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and
Vi (d)\l, d)\g) = Vg(d>\1>50(d>\2) + 50(d)\1)1/a(d>\2). (218)

In our first result we adopt a hypothesis that 7(z) and |V (x)| cannot be large together.
Namely, we assume that

mr >\ |V > A < %, A>0 (2.19)
for some C, > 0 and v > a V 3.

Theorem 2.5. Suppose that the assumptions made in [2ZI2) and ZI9) hold and V is
centered when € (1,2). Then, the following hold:

i) if B # 1 then the joint laws of {(S§N),1}(N)), t > 0}) converge in law, as N — +o0,
to {(S;, Ty), t > 0}) on Dy := D([0, +00), R?) with the J;-topology.

i) if B =1, we assume that for some 3’ > 1

sup || PV|[ e () < +00, (2.20)
N>1

where Vi == V1jyi<ky)- Then, the conclusion of part i) holds also in this case with the
modification of the definition of S given in &14).

In our next result we allow the jumps of the components of {(SfN),ﬂ(N)), t > 0} to
occur at the same time. More specifically, let

p(N) = Cop NP, NeER (2.21)
where C, 5 := ca(c5 + ¢4)~". Suppose that for some C, > 0 and v > a we have
w[\r—poV\ZA]S%, V> 0. (2.22)
Consider now a Lévy process {(S,T;), t > 0} such that
0606 1= [ canlén o hi Malonldd, dha), (223)
R2
where e, 5(£1, &, A1, A2) is given by (2I7) and
I/*(d)\l, d)\g) = 50()\2 — p()\l))l/g(d)\l)d)\g (224)

Theorem 2.6. Suppose that [2.22) is in force. Then, the convergence statements analogous
to the one made in parts i), 1i) of Theorem [2.3 still hold. The only difference is that the
limiting Lévy process is described by the exponent given in ([2.23)).

Finally, when V € L%(7), i.e. (2I1) holds, we have the following.

Theorem 2.7. The laws of {(St(N),ﬂ(N)), t > 0}) converge, as N — +oo, over D x D
with the product of the uniform and Jy topologies to the joint law of independent Lévy
processes: {(Sy, T;), t > 0}. The first component is a zero mean Brownian motion and the
Lévy exponent of the second component equals 1, (§).
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2.5. Convergence of continuous time random walks. Our first result, concerning the
convergence of CTRW, is contained in the following.

Theorem 2.8. Under the assumptions of either Theorem [28, or [2.7 the processes
{N=®/BW(Nt),t > 0} converge in law in the M, topology of D, as N — +oo, to
{G = S5y, t = 0}, where {(S;,T;), t > 0} is an appropriate Lévy process and {s(t), t > 0}
is the right inverse of {T,, t > 0}. The result also holds when process W (t) is replaced by
the linear interpolation process I//V\(t) In the latter case, under the assumptions of Theorem
[2.7] the convergence in law holds over C.

Remark 1. If {(S;, 1), t > 0} is such that its first component is a Brownian motion
then the components of the process are independent, see Theorem 2.7 In that case {(; =
Sp-1, 82> 0} is called a Mittag-Leffler process. It is non-Markovian and arises as a limit of
an appropriately scaled additive functional of a Markov process, whose resolvent, applied
at the observable, obeys the power law at the bottom of the spectrum of the generator, see
[1,9]. We refer the reader to e.g. [L6] and the references therein for an extensive review of
the results concerning this particular case.

Given the Lévy process {(S;,T;), t > 0} as described in Theorem 2.6] define

¢ = Nl—i>IEoo SS(t)—l/Na t>0. (2.25)
The limit is understood almost surely in the J; topology of D. Here S; = 0 when t < 0.
Observe that although the notation suggests otherwise the process {(;”, t > 0} is cadlag,
as a limit of cadlag processes in the J; topology..

Theorem 2.9. Under the assumptions of Theorem[Z.8 the processes {N~*/PW (Nt), t > 0}
converge in law in the Jy topology of D, as N — 400, to {(;, t > 0}, defined above.

Remark 2. We point out here that the limiting processws described in Theorems
and have a scale invariance property. Namely, the laws of {(,, t > 0} and that
of {a*/%¢;,t > 0} are identical for each @ > 0. The same scaling invariance concerns
also the process {(,, t > 0} This remark follows easily from the fact that in the cases
considered in both theorems the Lévy processes {(Siqa, Tiaa ), t > 0} and {(a®/?S,, aTy), t >
0} have identical Lévy exponents. Thus, the joint laws of {(Sisa, Tisa), t > 0} and those of
{(a®/8S,,aT;,), t > 0} over Dy are identical. This in turn implies easily the scale invariance

property.

3. THE PROOF OF THEOREM 2.5

3.1. The case when jumps cannot occur together. Here we assume that the sets of
discontinuity points for the components of the limiting process {S;, t > 0} and {713, t > 0}
are a.s. disjoint, i.e. that either the assumptions of Theorem 2.5 or 2.7 hold. Then, the
weak convergence of {N~°/W (Nt),t > 0} can be proven in exactly the same way as
in Theorem 3.1 of [2]. We only show the convergence of the linear interpolation process

N8V (Nt).
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Assume first that the assumptions of Theorem hold. For a given ¢ > 0 recall that
n(Nt) is the (random) integer given by ([29). Let Ky := N® We define St(N) =
_1/BZKNt] "V(X,), ™ = K;,l/at[KNﬂ and sy(t) the right-continuous inverse of
(Tt >0}, ie. sy(t) :=influ: TN > 1], and s%(t) == sy(t) — N = max|u : TS <
t]. Denote by §t(N) the process whose paths are obtained by the linear interpolation be-
tween the points (mK ", SmKX]l), where m > 0 is an integer. Then N‘“/BW(Nt) = 3™

SN(t).
The following result allows us to replace the first coordinate process in the statement of

Theorem by its linear interpolation.

Lemma 3.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [2.0 the processes {( T(N)) t >0}
converge in law, as N — +oo, over D x D with the product of the Ml topologies to the
Lévy process: {(S, T;), t > 0} as in the statement of Theorem [2.3.

Before demonstrating the lemma we show how to use it to finish the proof of the theorem.
By Skorochod’s embedding theorem we define a family of processes {(Ut(N), V;(N)), t >0}
such that

1) the law of {(U™, V™), t > 0}) is identical with that of {(S"™),T™), ¢t > 0})
for each N > 1,
2) {(Ut(N),V;(N)), t > 0} converges a.s., in D x D equipped with the product M,
topology, to {(S;,T;), t > 0}). Here the limiting process is as in Theorem
Suppose that {uy(t), t > 0} is the right inverse of {V ,t >0} and uN( ) = un(t) —
1/N«. The law of {Y(N = U(N , t > 0} coincides with that of N~ O‘/ﬁW(Nt) Moreover,
both {U™N, ¢ > 0} and {ui(t ), t > 0} converge a.s., as N — 400, in the M; topology to
{S;, t > 0} and {s(t), t > 0} (the right inverse of {7}, t > 0}) respectively. In fact, since
{s(t), t > 0} is a.s. continuous, the latter sequence converges in the uniform topology.

Theorem 13.2.4 of [27] implies therefore that {Y;(N), t > 0} converge in the M; topology to
{Y;, t > 0} a.s., provided that the sets of dicontinuities of {S;, ¢ > 0} and {73, ¢t > 0} are
a.s. disjoint. This however is a simple consequence of the independence of these processes.

The proof of Lemma B.Il Suppose 7" > 0. Recall how the M; topology on D|0,T] can
be metrized, see [27], p. 476 for details. For a given X € D[0,7] we define by ['x the
graph of X, i.e. the subset of R? given by

Iy :=[(t,2):t€[0,T], z=cX(t—) + (1 — )X (¢)], for some ¢ € [0, 1]].

On I'y we define an order by letting (¢, 21) < (t2, 20) iff t; < to, or t; = t5 and | X (t;—) —
21| < |X(ti—) — 2. Denote by II(X) the set of all continuous mappings v = (7, y®) :
[0,1] — I'x that are non-decreasing, i.e. t; < to implies that v(t1) < v(t3). The metric
d(,-) is defined as follows:

d(X1, Xz) = it} = 95" oo V 77 = 257 oes 7 = (317, 27) € TH(X), i = 1,2].
This metric provides a metrization of the M; topology, see [27], Theorem 13.2.1.
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For any 71 € I' ) we define 72 € I'gv) as follows. Suppose ~1(t) belongs to the graph

corresponding to (£, S, t € MKy, (m + 1)Ky') for an integer m > 0. Let v,(t)
be the nearest neighbor projection of v;(¢) onto the segment joining (mKy ,S K,l) with
mA N

(m+1)Ky", ™)

(1) i< ). One can use these two parametrizations to estimate the distance

d as follows R
d(S_(N), S_(N)) < CK;[l/?(lH/B) max \V(Xn)\1/2

0<n<[TKy]
for some deterministic constant C' > 0 independent of N. Hence for any n > 0 we get

P [d(S,(N), Sy > n} < CKy >0, (3.1)

as N — 4o00. The lemma is then a consequence of ([B.]) and Theorem O
When, on the other hand, the assumptions of Theorem [2.7] hold we can conclude that
for each 7,1 > 0

lim P |sup |[S™ -5 >n| =0, (3.2)
N—+o0 tE[O T]

which implies the weak convergence of the linear interpolation process {N~/% W\(N t), t >
0} over C to a Mittag-Leffler process {(;, t > 0}. To show (3.2)) note that the expression
under the limit on its left hand side can be estimated from above by

1/2 1/2
P [mlg V(X)) > KY n] < KyTx (V] = KY) (3.3)

KnT T
SLW/ Vde:—Q/ V2dr — 0,
(nEN7)? Jivizse 1 Jvis Kyt

as N — +oo.

3.2. The case when jumps occur together. We assume the hypotheses of Theorem 2.6]
and admit Ky := N, as in the previous section. Using Skorochod’s embedding theorem
define a family of processes {(U () V(N)) t > 0} such that:

1) the law of {(U(N V )) t > 0} coincides with that of {( T(N)) t > 0} for
each N > 1,

2) {(UMN), v )) t > 0} converges a.s., in the J; topology of Dy, to {(S:, 13), t > 0}.
The latter process is as in the statement of Theorem 2.6l The above means that

for any L > 0 one can find a sequence {\,;n > 1} of increasing homeomorphisms
in [0, L] such that Ay (0) =0, Ay(L) = L and

sup |An(t) —t| — 0, (3.4)
tel0,L]
sup \U -S| —=0 and sup \V — T — 0, (3.5)
te[0,L] tel0,L]

as N — +oo.
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Let un(t), s(t) be the right inverses of V™) T, respectively. On the other hand, if ui(t) =
max|s : UM < t] then u}(t) = uy(t) —1/N®. Observe that the CTRW {N/PW (Nt), t >
0} has the same law as {Uigzt), t > 0}.

We show the following.

Theorem 3.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem [2.8 the processes {Uigzt), t >0} con-
verge in law over D, with the Jy topology, as N — +oo, to {(;, t > 0} defined in (2.25)).

Proof. The proof relies on a careful analysis of convergence of processes uy(:) to s(-).
We know that they converge uniformly on any compact interval. In fact as we show
in Lemma below for ¢ in a plateau of s(-) of a fixed size we have A\y' o uy(t) =
s(t) for a sufficiently large N. Matching plateaus of s(-) with those of Ay' o un(-) we

define homeomorphisms Ay such that limy_, Ugj:i An(t) = Ss() uniformly on the set
of plateaus of s(-) of a fixed size. To show that this convergence extends also to the
entire [0,77] we use the fact that the plateaus of s(-) correspond also to the jumps of
{S;, t > 0}, see Lemma 3.4l This is due to the fact that jumps of S; and T; are matched by
function p(-). Therefore, outside the large size plateaus of s(-) the trajectory {Ssq), t > 0}

cannot suffer large jumps. Since |uy o Ay(t) — s(t)| is small for sufficiently large N we
: ()
can easily conclude that [U, I, -
lHmy oo |U£g?}AN (t) = Ss)—1/n=| = 0 and the theorem follows.
To start the rigorous proof we need some auxiliary results. For each ¢ > 0, we denote
by As = As(s(+)) the set of "plateau points” of s(t) of size at least 4, i.e.

t € As iff s(¢) is constant in the interval (t — o0, +0) N [0, 7%]. (3.6)
Obviously As C Ag if &' < 6.

(t) — Sy is also small. This fact implies also that

Lemma 3.3. For a fized L > 0 the sequence {uy(:), N > 1} converges to s(-) in the
following sense:

i) Ay oun — $|lc = 0, a.s. as N — 400, where the supremum norm is taken over
0.1,

ii) there exists a decreasing sequence dy — 0, as N — +00, such that \;' o u,(t) =
s(t) fort € Agy, n >N and all N > 1.

Proof. Let
a 1= max{[[V™ 0 Ay = Tlao, U™ 0 Ay = Sloe, [Aw — il IAF! —idllad]  (3.7)
and
dy = supIV 0 X = Tllos U 0 Ay = s [ = s [2" = . (33)

From (B4) and (B1) we have dy — 0, thus also, ay — 0, as N — 4o00. Since each uy(t)
is increasing and s(t) is a.s. continuous in order to prove i) it is enough to show that a.s.

lim uy(t) =s(t), Vt>0.

N—+o0
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We prove first that the convergence holds a.s. for any fixed . We claim that then
un(t) < s(t+an) +an, as. (3.9)

Indeed, let § > 0 and s, := s(t+ay)+ay +05. Then s(t+ay) = s. —ay —6 < A\y'(s.), by
deﬁmtlon (B.7). From the definition of the right inverse t+an < T(14ay). Since {T s s >0}
is a.s. strictly increasing ([24], Theorem 21.3, p. 136)

V:g(*N) > T)\;\,l(s*) —ay > Ts(t-‘raN) —an 2 t
SO
un(t) < s, =s(t+an)+ay +9.
Since 0 > 0 was arbitrary (3.9) follows.
Likewise, we prove that uy(t) > s(t —ayn) — ay, a.s. and, as a result, we conclude that
there exists D, a dense subset of [0, +00), such that limy_, o un(t) = s(t) for t € D a.s.
Since all the functions uy are increasing the convergence can be easily extrapolated to the

entire [0, +00). This ends the proof of part i) of the lemma.
For any t € Ay, and n > N we have:

Tiwy- <t —dy <t+dy < Tyw),
|V)\(nos(t S(t)—| <dy and |V)\(:<Zs(t) - Ts(t)| < dy.

Therefore, V)\( bspy- ST V)\nos(t)7 which proves that u,(t) = A, os(t). This ends the proof

of part ii) and thus completes the demonstration of the lemma.[]
For each t > 0 define AS; =S5, — S;_.

Lemma 3.4. Let {d,,, m > 1} be as in the statement of Lemma[33. Under the assump-
tions of Theorem [2.8 we have

lim sup |ASi =0 in probability (3.10)

M0t 5(Ady, )
Proof. Let
B,, = [3t€[0,L]: |AS] > p~'(4d,,) and AT, < d,,,),
where p(-) is given by (Z2I). We show that
P[B,] =0, Ym>1. (3.11)

Suppose first that 5 < 1. Consider the jump process {Zt(r) = (St(r),ﬂ(r)), t > 0} corre-
sponding to the jump measure

VI (dA1, dXo) == Lpeo) (A1, M) (dAr, dXo).
Let z := " (R?). This process can be realized as follows: Z\" = Z](V(t where Z\ is a

sum of n independent random variables distributed according to z~1v/{" (d)q, d>\2) and N (t)
is an independent of it Poisson process with intensity z. Since the jumps of {Zt ), t >0}

are vectors whose coordinates belong to the support of v" (dA\1,d)\s) (contained in the
curve {(A, p(A)), A > 0}) we have

P[B{)] =0, (3.12)
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where
BW = [3te[0,L]: |AS"| > p'(3dy) and AT < 2d,,].
Let {Z; .= (S, T3), t > 0}. It is well known, see e.g. [6] Theorem 14.27, that

lim sup |2 — Z,| =0, in probability. (3.13)
r—0+ te[0,L)]

Combining ([3I2) and (BI3) we conclude [BII]). Thus (BI0) follows.

The case when 5 € [1,2) can be concluded similarly. However, then the approximating

processes should be of the form {Zt(r) — "t t > 0} for some ") = (CY),O), where, in

(r)

general, ¢c; ' may diverge, as r — 0+. O

Proof of Theorem [3.2 Step 1. First, we show that limy_, Uixzt) = Sy in the J;

topology. Writing Ugjjzt) =U SI\V[)A*I vy e notice that, in light of (B3], it is enough to
N u
show convergence in the J;-Skorohod topology of S Aolun () O Ssy. For any L > 0 we

exhibit increasing homeomorphisms Ay : [0, 7] L] — [0, VL(N)], N > 1 such that

N1—1>I-I|-100 S, = Ss(t) (3.14)
and
N1—1>I-I|-100 An(t) =t, (3.15)
uniformly on [0, 77]. Here
We can conclude from the above argument and from (B.5]) that limy_,, oo [U fbgl A (D) —Ssw)) =

0 uniformly on compact intervals.

We display now the construction of the homeomorphisms Ay () that saisfy (3.14) and
(BI5). Suppose that {d,, n > 1} is strictly decreasing sequence as in the statement of
Lemma Let {fy, & > 1} be an increasing sequence of positive integers such that
Sk = {tl, ce ,tgk} = S(Adk)- Then

k
U Ty—, Ti] D Ag,.
Intervals [T}, , T3,] are the plateaus of s(t). They are mutually disjoint and each is of length
greater than 2d;. The complement of s7*(S;) in [0,7%] is an open set that is a union of a
finite number of open intervals (relative to [0,77]). Let k; be the minimum of the lengths of
these intervals. Of course kj, decreases to 0, as k — +oo. Let {my, k > 1} be an increasing
sequence of positive integers such that dN < minfky /2, d, — dyyq] for all N > my. Recall

that then both [V, S H

,i=1,...,0 are less than, or equal to

7

dp, for N > my,. Therefore, for each such N the intervals [V/\(J]VV()ti)_, V/\(jvv()ti)] (plateaus of

uy) are mutually disjoint for different i = 1,... /.
We say that the interval [c,d] follows [a,b] if ¢ > b. Let us take ¢, j such that their
corresponding plateaus [T;,_,T;] and [T}, _,T;,] are consecutive (in this order). Then
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[Vfﬁ()tj)_,v;jf&j)] follows [V/\(IJVV()M_,V/\(]]:()”)] for mpy1 > N > my. For these N-s we de-
fine Ay (T3,-) = V,\(iv()ti)u and An(T},) = V/\(IJVV()tZ_) and elsewhere Ay(t) is defined by a linear
interpolation. It is obvious from the construction that Ay(t) converges uniformly to ¢
on [0,7%], as N — 4o00. Combining this with part i) of Lemma we obtain also that
limy 100 [on(v) — s(v)| = 0 uniformly on [0, 77%].
Since Ay(-) dilates each [T},_,T},] onto [V/\(IJVV()M_,VA(I]:()”)] with the scale greater than
dyq1/dy for any t € Ay, we have Ay(t) € Ay, , and, thanks to Lemma 3.3, we have then
forall N > my (> k+1)

SO'N(t) - SSOAN(t) = Ss(t) = Stia (317)

see ([B.I0) for the definition of ox(t). The last equality is a consequence of the fact that
both Ay(t) and ¢ belong to the same [1},_,7},] for some i = 1,...,¢; and s(An(t)) =
s(t). On the other hand we have uy o Ay(t) = An(t;). Suppose now that ¢ € [T;,_,T;,]
and t € [T},_,T;,] N Ag,. We have then Syuy = Sy = Si, and, since An(t), An(t) €

Vs Vanhy] we have ux (A (t)) = un(An(t')) = Ay(t:). This implies that

EID)
Sont) = Son(t) = Ost) = Os(t')-

We have shown that imy_ o0 Syy (1) = Ss() uniformly on s71(Sy,) for each k.
The statement on the uniform convergence on the entire [0, 77| follows from Lemma [3.4]
Indeed, suppose that ny is so large that

sup (lon(v) = s(v)| + |An(v) —v]) < dp A (ki/2) for N > ny. (3.18)
’UE[QTL]
Assume also that ¢ ¢ s71(S;,). We claim that:
no element from Sy lies between oy (t) and s(t) for N > ny. (3.19)

Indeed, suppose that t; € S = s(Ag,) and s(t) < t; < on(t). Then for any v € Ay, N
[1},—, T3] we have v — ¢ > dj, and

M oun(v) = s(v) =t; < on(t) = Ay ouy o Ax(t)

and if v = Ax(v") for some v’ then we have to have v' < ¢t. This however implies Ay (v") —
v' > v —t > d, which is impossible in light of (3I8]). The case when s(t) > t; > on(t)
can be dealt with similarly.
Suppose that €,0 > 0 are arbitrary and sy, d;, > 0 are sufficiently small so that for a
certain 0 = sg < ... < sg = L that are ry-sparse we have wi(ky; L) < € and
sup  |S, — Su| < wi(kk; L) + o

Si—1<w,y<s;

Recall here that
we(d; L) := i?fsup[\St — Syl t; <t <tiyq,1=0,...,N—1],

where the infimum extends over all partitions 0 =ty < t; < ... < ty = L that are d-sparse,
i.e. such that § < t;41 —¢; foralli =0,..., N — 1, see pp. 109-110 of [3].
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Then, for ny sufficiently large, so that (3.I8]), thus also claim (3.19]), hold for any N > ny
between oy (t) and s(t) there can be at most one s;. Indeed in the case when there were at
least two such s;-s we could estimate |on(t) — s(t)| > kg, which would clearly contradict
BI).

If there is no s; lying between oy(t) and s(t) we estimate Sy, 1) — Ss)| < ws(kr; L) + o.
If, on the other hand, there is such a s; then according to ([B19)) it cannot belong to s(Ag, )
and we can estimate

1Sont) — Ssy| < 2[ws(ke; L) 4+ 0] + max AS, <2(o+¢)+ max AS,.

ugs(Aaqy,) ugs(Aaqy,)
Summarizing, we have shown that
limsup sup [Sope) — Ssiy| < 2(0+¢) + max AS,
N—+oo t€[0,Ty] ugs(Aqy,)

and ([B.14) follows.
Step 2. Let ok (t) := Ay o uly o Ay(t), where, as we recall ui(t) = uy(t) — 1/N°.
Choose an arbitrary ¢ € s~'(S,) and suppose that ¢ € [T},_, T},]N Ag, for some i =1,..., .

Then, as we know, Ay(t) € Ag,, N [VA(I]VV()ti)_, V;]]j()ti)]. Thus s(t) = t; and u}y o An(t)

An(t;) — 1/N®. We conclude therefore that
Sox.(t) = Ss(t)—en
for some ¢y > 0 such that ¢y — 0, as N — 4+00. As a result we get
lim  Sex ) =G, (3.20)

N—+o00

fo all t € sy 57" (Sk). On the other hand, if 5(t) & (J;>, Sk then, according to Lemma
B4 we have ASyy) = 0 and, thanks to ([B14]) we conclude that

Nl—i>r-Ii-100 Sorvt) = Nl—igloo Sonty = G =G

We have shown therefore that (8.20) holds for all ¢ > 0 pointwise and the limiting function
is cadlag. To finish the proof it suffices only to observe that, thanks to (B.14]), the sequence
of cadlag functions {Sys (1), t > 0} has to converge in the J1 topology on D0, L]. Its limit
has to coincide with the pomtw1se limit, because the set of discontinuity points of a cadlag
function is at most countable, see Corollary 12.2.1 of [27], p. 473. This ends the proof of
the theorem. 0J

4. AN APPLICATION TO A JUMP PROCESS ARISING IN A QUANTUM TRANSPORT
PROBLEM

We illustrate the results obtained in the previous sections with an application to a
jump process that arises in quantum mechanical transport, see [§]. Recall that the one
dimensional torus T is an interval [—m, 7| with the endpoints identified. Suppose that
{K;, t > 0} is a jump process on T whose generator is given by

Lf(k) =~(k) /Tf(@, R)LF(O) — f(k)]do (4.1)
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for f € By(T) - the space of bounded, Borel measurable functions on T. Function r;' >
7(0,k) > ro > 01is continuous on T x T, even and doubly stochastic, i.e. 7(—0, —k) = 7(0, k)
and

/f(e, k)do = /f(k;,&)d& =1, VkeT.
T T

On the other hand, we assume that (k) is also even and strictly positive except for a
possible set consisting of two points {—kq, ko}. More precisely we have v(—k) = v(k) and
there is kg € T such that v(ky) = 0 and infj,_p,>57(k) > 0 for any § > 0. We suppose
furthermore that (k) < t;! for some t, > 0 and [, 7' (k)dk = +o0. This kind of processes
appears while considering the transport of particles in quantum systems, see e.g. Section
4.3 of [8]. Tt is easy to see that m.(dk) =y~ '(k)m;(dk) is an infinite, reversible, invariant
measure for the process. Here m(dk) = dk/(27) denotes the normalized Lebesgue measure
on the torus. Indeed, for any f € Bb(

/Lf( m..(dk) // (0, k)[f(0) — f(k)|dodk
/f de/ 0, k)d k——// (0, k) f(k)dodk = 0.

The process {K;, t > 0} can be realized using a Markov chain and a renewal process
that corresponds to the jump times. Consider a skeleton Markov chain {(X,, p,), n > 0},
defined on Ty, x (0,+00), where Ty, := T \ {—Fko,ko}, {pn, n > 0} is an i.i.d. sequence
of exponentially distributed random variables with intensity 1 and {X,, n > 0} is an
independent Markov chain with the state space Tj,, whose transition probability equals
#(0,k)d0. Let m(k,p) == v (k)p, to = 0 and t,, := S p—o7(Xp, p), n > 1. We let
K, := X, fort € [ty,tpi1).

4.1. Harris recurrence property. Our first result concerns the recurrence property of
{K;, t > 0}.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose that h € (0,t,). Consider an embedded Markov chain { K, n >
0}. It is Harris recurrent w.r.t. measure my, i.e. for any Borel subset B with my[B] > 0
we have

PEn>0: K,, € B] = 1. (4.2)

Proof. To simplify the notation let h = 1. Our hypotheses on the skeleton chain guarantee
that

P[D] =1, (4.3)
where D = [X,, € B, i.0.]. Let A, := [X,, € B, t,41 —t, > 2]. To see that (£2) holds it
suffices only to prove that

P[C] =1, (4.4)
where ' := -, An. Note that 1ce(w) < f(w), where

Fw) =TT [se(Xn) + LX)l (xpmy<2]

n>0
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However,
Ef =E {H [15(X0) + 1p(X,) (1 — e 2%n)] }
<E {H [Lpe(Xn) + 15(X,) (1 — 7)) }
=F {H [15e(X,) + 1p(X,) (1 — e /)], D} =
and () follows in light Of%). 0

As an immediate corollary from the above proposition and Theorem 1, p. 116 of [14] we
obtain that m, is the unique o-finite invariant measure under the process that is absolutely
continuous w.r.t. my.

Denote by {P;, t > 0} the transition semigroup of the process {K;, t > 0}. It satisfies
the following integral equation

t
Pf(k) = e "™ f(k) + (k) / e "W ds / Pk k)P f (K'Y dE (4.5)
0 T
For any N > 1 and T" > 0 denote by
N-1
AN(T) = [(s0,- - sn—1) 18> 0,i=0,... . N=1,) s <TJ
=0

Iterating equation (LI we can easily show that

Pf(k) = t1® +§7 b/ // /k

Apn(t)
> H {v(k; =i k) = kn)) (. kio1)} Flkn)ds™ dr™)

Here ko == k, ds™) := dsy...dsy_1, dk"™N) := dk;y...dky. The component of transition
probability that is absolutely continuous w.r.t. m; equals therefore

+00
o(k, k) Z”Y / // / —ty (k') (k)50 k= w(k/))f,(kijki_l)} ds™ gr(v=1).

AN(t N

Here k' := ky.Thus, for every h > 0, C € B(Ty,) with dist(C, {—ko,ko}) > 0 and
my(C) > 0 we have infy peopn(k, k") > 0. The transition probability function of any
embedded chain {K,;, n > 0} is therefore aperiodic in the sense of [I7]. Suppose that
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fo = dvy/dm, € L?(m,) is a density. Thanks to reversibility of m, we obtain that v, P; is
absolutely continuous w.r.t. m; and its density equals

. dvy P,
fi = o

:Ptf07 VtZO

4.2. Mixing property of the process.

Theorem 4.2. Suppose that the initial law vy is absolutely continuous w.r.t. the Lebesque
measure my. Then, vyP; converge weakly, ast — +o0, to the measure pu, == 1/2(0p,+0_p,)-
In addition, the process is completely mixing, i.e. if vy, v are two absolutely continuous
wnitial laws then

i [|voP, = v Pilry = 0. (4.6)

To prove the above result we first show the following.

Proposition 4.3. For any compact set K C Ty, and a measure vy as in Theorem [{.9 we
have

tlﬂnoo P [K] = 0. (4.7)
Proof. Using a density argument it suffices to show (A1) for measures vy whose density
belongs to L?(m,). Thanks to strong continuity of semigroup {F;, t > 0} in L'(m,) in
order to prove ({1) it suffices only to show that for any A > 0

lim P, [K] = 0. (4.8)

n—-+00

From the Harris recurrence property, see Proposition 4.1l we know that for any set A C Ty,
with m,[A] > 0 we have P,14(z) > 0, m,-a.e. hence from [I1], pp. 85-102, we have (48]
for any K such that +oo > m,[K] > 0, c¢f. Theorem C, p. 91 of ibid. O

The proof of Theorem 4.2l Let h € (0,t,). Define by C := (),5,Cn, where C, is
the smallest o-algebra generated by {K,.,, m > n}. According to Theorem 1, p. 45 of
[17] the tail o-algebra of the chain that is Harris recurrent and aperiodic has to be trivial.
Therefore, according to Lemma 3, p. 43 of ibid. (L.d) follows.

Observe that if u(k) is a density w.r.t. m,(dk) = v~ (k)dk such that u(—k) = u(k) then

This follows from the fact that v;(k) := uP,(—k) satisfies equation

dvt

dt
Since u P, (k) satisfies the same equation from the uniqueness of solutions we obtain u P, (k) =
v(k) = uPy(—k). Let vy(dk) := u(k)m.(dk). Combining (4.9) with Proposition and
(@6l we conclude that vy P = (1/2)(0_g, + k), as t — 4o00. From the (already shown)
complete mixing property we conclude in particular that for any initial distribution puy,
absolutely continuous w.r.t. my, we have ugP; = (1/2)[0_, + 0k,], weakly over C(T), as
t — +o0. O

(k) = v L(k), vo(k) = u(k).
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4.3. Limit theorems for additive functionals of the process. In this section we shall
be concerned with the convergence of the laws of N7 fONt U(K)ds for an appropriate y > 0
and W(k). Suppose that v(k) ~ c.|k — ko|*, when |k — ko| < 1, for some k > 1 and ¢, > 0.
Then the law of 7(k,p) = v~ '(k)p under m; @ X\, where \(dp) := e ”dp, belongs to the
domain of attraction of a stable subordinator with index a = 1/x so Condition holds.
One can easily verify that the other assumptions about the Markov chain made in Section
2T hold for {(X,, pn), n > 0} as well.

Note that f(f U(Ky)ds = /W(t), where /W(t) is the linear interpolation of a CTRW cor-
responding to renewal times {ty, N > 0} and the partial sums {Sy, N > 0} formed for
Vik,p):=Y(k)r(k,p). When V € L*(m; ® \) and

+00
// V(k, p)dkA(dp) =0 (4.10)
T Jo
from Theorem 2.8 it follows that:

Corollary 4.4. The processes {Y;(N) = N2 fONt U(Ky)ds, t > 0} converge over C[0, +00)
converge, as N — +oo, to the law of the Mittag-Leffler process that corresponds to an «-
stable subordinator.

Assume also that the law of V(k, p) under m; ® A belongs to the domain of attraction
of a f-stable law. Denote by sy(t) the right inverse of {Tt(N), t >0}

Corollary 4.5. Suppose that 5 # 1 and for B € (1,2) condition [II0Q) holds. In addition,
assume that 7(k, p) and V (k, p) satisfy @I9). Then, {Y,") := N—o/5 fONt U(K,)ds, t > 0}
converge in law over D with the My topology to {(, := Ssw), t > 0}, where {S;, t > 0}
is a [-stable process and s(t) is the right inverse of an independent, a-stable subordi-
nator. When B = 1 the theorem still holds for {Y;(N) —cnsy(t), t > 0}, where cy =

Jiveepnen V (ks p)dkA(dp).

Remark. The jump process considered in Section 4.3 of [§] has the generator given
by Lf(k) = ccos®k [ 7(K — k)[f(K') — f(k)]dk' for some constant ¢ > 0 and a density
function 7(k) satisfying r, < 7#(k) < r;! for some r, € (0,1). Theorem implies that
voPy = 1/2(0_z/2 + 0r2), as t — +oo for any initial measure 14, absolutely continuous
w.r.t. the Lebesgue measure. This answers in the affirmative the conjecture made in the
discussed paper. For an observable ¥ such that V = ¥r € L*(m; ® \) the functionals
(N4 fONt V(Ky)ds, t > 0} converge in law to a Mittag-Leffler process. Note that when
U(—k) = —W(k) belongs to the normal domain of attraction of a Cauchy law and it is
not singular at 7/2 then {N~1/2 fONt U(K,)ds, t > 0} converge in law, as N — +o0, to a
process that has the same scaling properties as a Brownian motion but is not Markovian
(recall that we call it a fake diffusion).

APPENDIX A. THE PROOFS OF THEOREMS AND

Theorems in question can be concluded from the result we formulate below. It is es-
sentially a two dimensional version of Theorem 4.1 p. 840 of [I0]. Since its proof is a
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simple modification of an argument presented ibid. we omit its presentation here. Also,
for simplicity we only consider the case when Ky = N.

Before formulating the result we introduce some notation. Suppose that {Z, ny, n >
0, N > 1} is an array of R?-valued random vectors on (Q, F,P) and {G, x,n > —1, N > 1}
is an array of sub o-algebras of F such that G,_1y C G, n, N > 1, n > 0. For a fixed
A = (A1, Ay) € (0,+00)? define 2> .= Z[Nt - ZiAN, where

n=

A ._
Zn,N = Zn,Nlnz}:)NEAi,i:Lz} -k |:Zn’N1[|Z,(:)N‘SAi7i:172] g"_l’N}
and
[Nt]—1
S(AN)
Z, = Z [Zn,N —E |:Zn,N1HZ7(Li,)N|SAi7i:172} gn—l,N” .
n=0

Let (21, T2)|oo := max{|z1|, |72|}. Suppose that vy is a measure on R? := R?\ {(0,0)} such
that [, (][> A 1)ve(dz) < +o00. To simplify the statement we assume that vy is absolutely
continuous w.r.t. the two dimensional Lebesgue measure.

Theorem A.1. (See [10]) Assume that for any g € Cg°(R?) such that 0 ¢supp g we have:

N1—1>I—I|—100E ZE[ gn 1N:| - /l‘gg g()\l,)\g)l/o(dkl,d)\g) = O, (Al)
2
R S I e o I
and
lim limsupE | sup |Z* | =0 (A.3)
[Aloo—=04+ N 400 te[0,7]

for any T > 0. Then, for each A = (A1, Ay) € (0,+00)? the processes {Z™™N) ¢ > 0}
converge in law over Dy, with the Jy-topology, to the Lévy process {Z; = (Zt(1 ,Zt(2 ), t >0}

such that Bei12 ) +iez — (1.8 gnd

b6 &) = / (M 1) (AN, dhy) (A1)
Ui [Ihil>Ad)
‘|‘/ [6i£1)‘1+i£2)\2 —-1- i()\lfl + )\252)]1/0(0[)\1, d)\g) (A5)
[Mi|<A;,i=1,2]

To use the above theorem we transform slightly the process {Xt(N) = (St(N), Tt(N)), t>
0}. In order to simplify the notation we consider only the case 8 € (1,2), the consideration
in the case § € (0,1] can be done similarly (in fact it is even simpler then). Suppose
v € (1,5). Thanks to the spectral gap condition (2.]) we can find a unique zero mean
solution x in LY(7) of

(I-P)x=VW. (A.6)
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For a fixed M > 0 we let My := MN'* and
T (@) = 7(2) L () <ty (A7)
We let also Z, v (M) := (Z\'), ZP\(M)), where

) 1

N - — WRO(XnaXn—l)a n Z 1. (A8)

Z§h =0, 2

Here Ro(z,y) := x(z) — Px(y). In addition, Zn2])V(M) = N~VerW(X, ), n > 0. For
N,n > 0 we let G, y be the o-algebra generated by Xj,...,X,. By convention we let
G_1.n be the trivial o-algebra.

Define a process

[Nt]—1
Z8 (M) = (23, 28 (M) = > Zun(M), >0, (A.9)
n=0
A simple calculation shows that
[Nt]-1
XM — 2 (M) = [ NP (Xo) = Px(Xng—1)]. N7V D7 7(X) L0ty
n=0

Hence, due to (AI6) (proved below) and (Z4]), for any 7,0 > 0 we have

lim limsup P sup |X) — Z™(M)|x > o] = 0. (A.10)
M—=+00 Nstoo  te[0,T]
To prove Theorems and it suffices therefore to show the convergence of processes

{Zt(N)(M), t >0}, N > 1 for afixed M > 0 to a Lévy process {Z,(M), t > 0} whose
exponent equals

V(&, &) = / [P H 82 — 1 — (M€ + Aaba) L ns<an v (dAr, dA). (A.11)
R2
Since now on we drop M from our subsequent notation of stochastic processes writing
Znn = Zan(M), Z™ = ZN(M) and Z, = Z,(M).
Below we verify that processes {Zt(N), t >0}, N > 1 satisfy the assumptions of Theorem
[A1] with measure vy equal v, from either Theorem 28] or 2.8 correspondingly. Accepting

this claim for a moment we show how to reach the conclusions of the aforementioned
theorems. Let A, := M. From Theorem [A.1] we deduce that

[Nt]—1

>(N) ()

Zy(B) =2y — Z E[Z"lenzgfmsm1[|Z,2?3V|SA21
n=0

gn_l,N} >0} (A.12)
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converge in law over Dy to a Lévy process {Z;, t > 0} whose exponent equal (1, &) given
by (A4) (with Ay = M). Since E [Zﬁv Qn_LN] =0 and |Z1(123v| < M a.s. we get

[Nt]-1 [Nt]—1

(1) _ (1)
> E [Zn,N1[|Z,SZV|SAi,i:1,21 g"—l’N} -- > E [Zn,Nl[\ZSMzAﬂ

n=0 n—

This together with (A6), (ATIH) (proved below) and hypothesis (2.6]) imply that for any
T > 0 we have

gn_l,N} . (A13)

(N1
pJim fmsup B sup D B 20 ey an| Gotd] | =0 (A1)

Letting A; — +o00 we deduce that {Zt(N), t > 0} converge in law over Dy to a Lévy process
with Lévy exponent (A.TT]).
We start with the following lemma that, among others, allows us to justify the limits in
(I0) and (AT3).
Lemma A.2. We have
_l’_

C
(X 2 A) = 35 (L+0(1)),
B (A.15)
&
(x < —A) = A—/j} (1+0(1)), as\— +oo.
In addition,
I1P]x|l| 22(x) < 400 (A.16)
and there exists C > 0 such that
| P2y < CNYOTL YN > 1, M > 0. (A.17)
Proof. Observe first that
(o) o0 2
[PV 20 < C/ (/ Py(z,|V] > >\)d>\) 7(dzx) (A.18)
0

—cf ( / p(x,y>|v<y>|w<dy>)2w<dx>

Jensen V y)|m dy
= / ( / p2<x,y>%) (@) VI ) < CO@)VIZce.

Since x = (I = P)~'V =, ., P"V from the above we deduce that P|x| < (I —P)~"P|V],
thus P|x| € L?(x). From this and the Poisson equation (A]) it follows that x satisfies
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To show (A.IT7) we write
2

My
IPrO < CRI M < c@) ([ alr>Aa) ()

M 2
< C (/ N dA ) < C/N2(1/a—1)' 0
. Tt

The proof of ([A.dl). Since

[Nt]—1

lim limsuplE| sup [ > Aq,or Z(2 > M
A1=+00 Nostoo  [te[0,T] ; 12 N‘ | N|

Gn— 1N}

[Nf]—1
= lim limsupE| sup Z P[\Z N\>A1

A1=400 Nostoo  [t€[0,T]

G || =0

it suffices to show ([AT]) for g € C5°(R?). In that case we can expand g (Z,,,1 ) using Taylor
formula around z™)(X,,,,), where zV) (2) := (N~Y8V (), N~/*7()(2)), and obtain that
N-1

=

-1

Elg(Zunin) | Gal = ) Elg (z™(Xur1)) | Gl (A.20)

i
=z o
L

3

Il

=)

- /01 E [R(Xni1, X0) - Vg (28 (V) | Ga] dX

Here 28V (A) := AR(Xps1, X)) + 2™ (X,41) and
R(z,y) == (N"VP[Px(z) — Px(y)], —N~*Pr™M(y)).

Denote the first and second terms on the right hand side of ([(A.20) by Iy abd Iy respec-
tively. We can write Iy = I(l) + I](\?), where

Z/ (=) () P(Xor, dy) — N/ (= i),

= N/g (z(N)(x)) m(dz).

N
=E Z PG (X 1)

where Gy (z) == g(z™)(z))— [ g (:"V(y)) 7(dy). Let uy := (I—P)"'PGy. By the spectral
gap condition (2.2) we have

/ w3 (x) m(dr) <

Note that

E|{) (A.21)

/ (PGy)(z) m(dx).

— a2
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Let a, :=dist(0,supp g). Note that
2
PGy @) wtaa) < 200l [ / ( / p(x,ywdy)) r(dz) (A22)
[r(y)>a* N1/ /2]

2
(/ plo. gyt w(dx)]
(IV(y)|=a* N5 /2]
<clgn| [ | P, )r(dy) ()
[r(y)2a* N1/ /2]
oy (o)) w(de)| < 209N o(0),
IV (y)|za* N1/ /2]

as N — +o00. In addition we can rewrite
[Nt]-1

N
ZPGN n— 1) —UN(XO)—UN Z Un,
n=1

where U, := un(X,) — Puy(X,_1), n > 1 is a stationary sequence of martingale differences
with respect to {G,, n > 0}. Consequently,
1/2

N 2 1/2
ZPGN<XH_1>] <o(n frewroaan) o (a2

n=1

ElIY| <{E

by virtue of ([A.22)). To prove that

lim E IN—/g()\l,>\2)1[07M}(>\2>V*(d)\1,d>\2>

N—+4o00

~0. (A.24)

it suffices to use the argument above and the following.

Proposition A.3. Suppose that g € C*(R?). Then, under the assumptions of either
Theorem 2.3, or[Z.8, we have

lim I = / 9, M) Lo (Aa) e (dAy, dA), (A.25)

N——+400

where v, (d\1, d)\y) is given by [2I8), or [2.24) respectively.
Proof. The case (219]) holds. Suppose that v > k1 > a V 3, where v is the same as in

(219), and

Ay = [t 2 (a 2NV V] 2 (a./2)NYP),

By = [t™) > (a,/2)NV* |V| > (a,/2) NV
Observe that m(Ay) = o(1/N) and n(By) = o(1/N). To compute the limit in (A25) it
suffices therefore to compute limy_, ;o K EV’, 1 =1,2, where

N = N/ C(i)ﬂ'(dx), 1=1,2,

>
>
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where
CY =™ < (a./2)NV, [V] > (a./2)NY?),
CQ = [r™ > (a,/2)NV2, |V| < (a./2) N/,

Up to a term of order o(1) we have ICN = IC%, where ICN =N [g (ZZ-(N) (:B)) 7(dz), and
2§N) (z) :== (NYBV(2),0), 2§N) (z) := (0, N~Y2rM)(z)). We can write

+o0
lim K\ = lim N'- Uﬁ/ O1g (NTVOX,0) m(V > A)dA
N—+o0 N—4o00 0
+
—I—NlirE Nl—l/ﬁ/ Og (~N7YPN0) 7(V < —\)dA
—+00 0
+oo
v cs(N)
= 019 (A0 dA.
[m 19( ) ) ‘)\|g
Likewise 0
Ca (A
i K = ) B
and (A.20)) follows.

The case ([222) holds. We shall need the following lemma.

Lemma A.4. Suppose that (222) holds. Then, there exists a constant C, such that
C,

— >
(T —pox| =A< S%h

(A.26)

The exponent 7y is the same as in (2.22).

Proof. The left hand side of (A20)) can be estimated by

wllT—po V| > A2+ 7[poV —pox| > )N/2]. (A.27)
The first term can be estimated directly from (2.22]). When g < a we have [p(A1)—p(A2)| <
p(A1 — o) for all A\, Ay € R. The second term in (A27) can be estimated from ([AT8]) by

||PX||L2(7T

m[|Px] > (A/2)*"] <
and ([A20]) follows for 5 € (0,2).
When, on the other hand 8 > « the second term in ([A.27)) can be estimated by
7 [[max{e’ o V e o x }H [(V — x)[ > A] (A.29)
<mlleoVPx| = A2+ mle’ o xPx| > /2.
To estimate the first term on the right hand side we recall that according to Young’s
inequality A A < AJ/p + A\%/q for any A\, Ay > 0 and p,q > 0 such that p~! + ¢~ = 1.

Choose p such that p; := p(8/a—1) < f/a and (8 +2)/(2«) > ¢ > /a. The first term
in (A29) can be estimated by

T[[V]> Cl)\l/pl} + 7 [|Px| > Cg)\l/q} (A.30)
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for some constants C,Cy > 0 independent of A. The first term can be estimated by

CAP/p1 while the second by CA=%/4|| Px||r2(r). These together yield the desired bound on

the first term in (A.29]). The second term can be dealt with similarly. O
Let

Ay = [|V| > a.NY?/2, or ™) > q, NV /2]

and for some v > k > a we let By := [|[poV — 7| > N'/*]. Observe that from (Z1J), [222)

and Lemma [A.4]
C

7 (A.31)

C
m(An) < N and 7w(By) <
Let also p™)(z) := p(2)1,<ary)(z). Define
A0(a) = NPV (), N7 0 V (),
Note that z(V) () = 2™ (2) + r™)(z), where
1) = (0, NN @) = o 0 V().

Note that 2™ (z) lies outside the support of g on A%. Therefore, the expression under the
limit in (A.25) can be written as

N/ 1AN m(dx) =ZIn + JIn,

Iy _N/ (z"M)(2)) Laylpym(dz), T _N/ (2 (2)) 1ay Lpg 7(da).
Note that
EID
Iy < N|glleem(By) < CN7"gllec = 0

as N — 4o0. Finally, Jy = j(l) + j(2), where

gV N / }) Lay L w(de),

sz = N// Vg (E:UV) (z) + M) (2)) - T(N)(l’)lANlBlcvﬂ'(dl’)CD\.
0

Given § > 0 we choose N, so that for N > Ny we have N/* < §N'/. Let
CVi=[poV < MNY* (M + §)N'* < 7],
C? =[r < MNY* (M + 8)NY* < poV]

and Dy = [N~V € (M — §, M + §)]. Note that (recall My := MN®)
B5N(CYUCPUDN) € Ey == (BSN[poV < My, 7 < My)U(BSN[poV > My, 7 > My]).
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We have
72 < N[Vl / ) (@) [Lay 1 7(d)

< ON'™/r=10) g g|| on(Ax) + N[ Vg|lao[r(CH) + 7(CF) + 7(Dy)].

The first term on the right hand side comes from the estimate |r(™)(z)| < N'/%=1/* that
holds on Ey. The remaining terms can be estimated by

Ca(1+0(1))[[Vglloo[(M = 0)~* — (M + )],

where o(1) — 0, as N — +o0. This expression can be made arbitrarily small when § > 0
is chosen sufficiently small.

Concerning the term 7, ](Vl), we can repeat the above argument and justify in that way
that it is equal, up to a term of order o(1), to

j](vl) = N/g (g(N)(x)) (dz)
+o0 d ) 1 .

- N// 50 (NTHA NV () Tgarcvyr(dr)dr
0

0
_N// dil)\g (N_l/ﬁ)" N_l/ap(N)()‘)) Liosasv(a)m(dz)dA.

Consider the first term on the utmost right hand side of the above expression. Integrating
over x we obtain that it equals

400 d
N/ 9 (NTYEN, N7V M) w[\ < VIdA.
0
Changing variables ) := AN'/# and letting N — 400 we obtain that the limit equals

CE/O N %g ()\, 1[Q,M](>\)p()\)) A Bd\ = /0 OOg ()\7 1[0,M]()\)/)(>\)) vs(dN).

The limit for the second term is computed in the same way and we obtain (A.25]). 0J

The proof of ([(A2). Since {X,, n > 0} is stationary and Markovian it suffices only to show
that for g as in the statement of Theorem [A. 1] we have

Jlim NE {E [g (Zix) ‘go] }2 —0. (A.32)

Let § := 1/2dist(0,supp ¢g) > 0. We can estimate the expression under the limit by
2 2
Mol {P {1201 2 o[60] }* < 2ol { VE{P [1ro(30, X1 = 037 2]60)}

+NE{B[Ir)(x0)] > a8 /2| Go| }2} | (A.33)
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The first term on the right hand side of ([A.33]) can be estimated by
2
2 gl N PE {E [|Ro(X1, Xo)l|Go| } < ON'# | PIx |32
for some constant C' > 0 independent of N. The expression on the right hand side tends

to 0 as N — 400, thanks to (AI6) and S € (1,2).
The second term on the right hand side of ([A.33)) can be estimated, using (A.17), by

)

< 2[|glloo NPT |2y < ONTHENATD =

=l Q

for some constants C' > 0 independent of N.

The proof of (A.3]). Using again stationarity and Doob’s inequality for the martingale

(2%t > 0} we obtain that the expression under the limit in (A3) can be estimated
from above by

- () ? () ?
CTNZ {E |:Zl,N1[|Z£2\,|SAi,Z’=1,2}:| -k |:E |:ZI,N1[|Z£2V|SAZ-7Z':172} ’QO,N]:| } ’
j=1
The term corresponding to j = 1 can be estimated by

ClTN1_2/ﬁ /X2(x>1[x(m)SAlNl/B}ﬂ-(dx> (A34)

AlNl/ﬁ A1
< C,TN'=2/8 / M (|x(x)] > N)d\ = C,TN / M ([x(z)] > NY2X)dA
0 0

for some constants C;,Cy > 0. Using the fact that 7(|x(z)| > NYP)\) < CsN~A# for
some constant C3 > 0 we conclude that the utmost right hand side of ([A34) can be
estimated by

Ay
cT / NP\ = C'TAT
0

for some constants C',C" > 0. A similar estimate can be obtained also for j = 2. Estimate

(A3)) then follows.

APPENDIX B. THE PROOF OF THEOREM 2.7

In this section we retain the notation from the previous section. Assume furthermore
that g = 2. It is well known that under the hypotheses made in Section 2.I], the components
of processes { X\ := (S, T\, t > 0} converge in D, see e.g. [18, 23], to a Brownian
motion and an a-stable subordinator process. This in turn implies tightness of the laws
of {Xt(N), t > 0} over D x D equipped with the uniform and J; topologies, respectively.
To finish the proof of the theorem in question we only need to show the weak convergence
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of finite dimensional distributions of {Xt(N), t > 0} to the respective finite dimensional
distribution of a Lévy process {(S;, 1), t > 0} with the exponent

vlene) = o2+ [ e - 1a(an) (B.1)

for some o > 0. By a well known Cramér-Wold device, see Theorem 9.5, p. 147 of [10], it
suffices to consider only one dimensional distributions i.e. to prove that for (&,&;) € R?
and ¢ >0

SN + 6T™N = €8, + &T,, as N — +oo (B.2)
For a fixed M > 0 define Z](\?)t(M) = SNV RN (X)) |Gy 1.v] with 7 () given by

(A.7). Using (A.2) one can argue, as in the proof of (4.3) of [10], that

M
lim Z§,(M) =t / AV (d)) (B.3)
0

N—+o0

in probability. Since ([(AIQ) is also in force for § = 2, thanks to (B3], it suffices only to
show that for a fixed M > 0

820, + EZ0,(M) = 65, + &T,(M), as N — +oo, (B.4)

where Z\0)(M) = Zi0(M)~Zy,(M), Zy), Zx (M) are given by @) and {(S;, T,(M)), ¢ >
0} is a Lévy process with the exponent.

M
V(&) = /24 [ (@ =1 iGN ra(aN (B.5)
0
for some o > 0. In what follows we omit writing M in the notation of processes. Note
that { (Z](\};, Zﬁ)t), t > 0} is a martingale with the increments given by
1
? N1/a

We can use therefore the results of [7]. According to Theorem 1 of ibid. in order to show
(B.4)) it suffices to prove the following result.

- 1
Zn N = (ZS;\M Zr(Lz])V) = <WRO(Xan—1)

{+™M(X,) - E[+V) (Xn)\gn_l,N]}) ,

Proposition B.1. Suppose that M_, n := 0 and

§ §
M = i Ro(Xos Xot) + 7 {7 (X0) = B[ ™ (X0) |G-}
for n>0. Then, for any a < b we have
[Nt]—1
Nl—ig-loo Zl E [Ms,Nl[a<Mn,N<b} | gn—LN] = t[G€1,€2 (b) - Gfléz (a)] (B'6)

in probability, where the function G, g,(-) is given by Ge, ¢,(A) =0, A <0 and
Gfl,ﬁz()‘) = 0-25% + Ca|€2|a)\1_a.
for A >0 and some o > 0.
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Proof. The proof is done in two steps. First we prove that for any interval (a, b) that does
not contain 0 and any C'*° function g supported in that interval we have

[Nt]—1

lim Z E[g(Mpn) | Guo1n] = t|&|° / Ao (dN) (B.7)

N—+4o00

in probability. The argument is essentially a repetition of the proof of (A.2) done in the
previous section so we omit it. Next, we show that for any ¢ > 0

Nt]—
1
limsup E Z LM, nl<d | Gn- 1} - —021551 = h(c), (B.8)

N—+o00 n—0 2

where lim. o4 h(c) = 0. For an arbitrary interval (a,b), where a < 0 < b we divide it into
a sum of three disjoint intervals (a, —c), (—¢,¢) and (¢, b), where 0 < ¢ < min[—a,b] and
conclude using the above results and a standard approximation argument that

(N1
lim iupE > EM; xlacns, vty | Gooin] = tGe, (b) = Geyeo(a)]| = 0.
— 400 0

The proof of (B.8]). Suppose that ¢ > 0 is arbitrary. We consider only the case when
both &;,& # 0. The other cases can be done adjusting (and simplifying) the argument.
Note that

[Nt]—1 [Nt]—1
(1
> E[(Mon)*jat, wia | Gor] =€ 3 E[(Z0) Ut vl | G
n=0 n=0
[Nt]—1 [Nt]—1
+6 Y E [(foz)v)anMn,NKc] | gn—LN] +266 > E [Zf:z)vzfz)vl[|Mn,N|<c1 | Gn_l,N].
n=0 n=0

Denote the terms appearing on the right hand side by Uy, Vv and Wy. For an appropriate
constant C' > 0 we have

E\WN\SC{N{E[[aZSM}/ (5231, 1672 <10}
+ N|6&[E [|Z() A1, 1620 > 96,1623 > 10c”

Denote the first and second term appearing in the braces on the right hand side by st,l )
and I/V](\,2 ) respectively. We have

Pll&aZ0%| > N < 7l > NYeX/(2|&])] + a[Pr™) > NYoX/(2]&)).

The first term on the right hand side is clearly less than, or equal to CN~'A\=% for all A > 0,
N > 1 and a certain constant C' > 0, independent of n > 0. By the Markov inequality
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and (A7) the second term can be estimated by A™'N~V%|| P7|| 12,y < C(AN)~'. One can
deduce that

PlI&Z8] > Al < C(NX) YL+ A79) (B.9)
for all A > 0, N > 1 and a certain constant C' > 0, independent of n, N > 0. Using (B.9)

. 1/2
and an elementary estimate {E[[&Zflj)vﬂ} < ON7Y2||x||r2(x) We obtain

10c 1/2
W]g[l) S C||XHL2(7T) [/ (1 -+ Al_a)d}\:| S C/HXHLQ(W) [C(l + Cl—a)]1/2
0

for some constants C,C" > 0.
On the other hand, using Chebyshev’s inequality we get

~ C||X||22
(1) L2(m)
P[|€1Zn,N| > )\] < 7]\]}\2 (B]_O)

for all A > 0. The constant C' > 0 appearing here does not depend on N,n and A. Thus,
for some constants C,C" > 0, we have

W < CNME |16 200, [620)] > oc]

< ONM {E [[g ZOP2, 1620 > 9 ]}1/2 pL/2 [|512§})V| > 9c

d@) o {E [R(%(Xl,Xo)a ‘51281)\/‘ > 90] }1/2 — 0,

as N — +o0o. We have proved therefore that limsupy_, .. E|Wx| < Cle(1 + ¢'=2)]Y/2
where ¢ > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily. Thus, limy_, 1o, E|Wyx| = 0.
Note that

E|Vy| < CNE[&Z02 |820%] < 10 + (B.11)
+ONHOE[[r ™ (X)), 1620%] > 9¢, 16:285)] > 10d]

for some constant C > 0. Denote the first and the second terms on the right hand side
of (Ej]) by ViV, V) respectively. Estimating in the same way as in (B3) we deduce

VN < Cle(1+4c'~ ol)]l/ 2 for some constant C' > 0. This term can be made arbitrarily small
by choosing a sufficiently small ¢ > 0. On the other hand, from Chebyshev’s inequality for
some constants C', C’ > 0 we have

V) < CNM?P(&,Ro(X1, Xo)| > 9eN'?]
< C"MPE[[¢, Ry (X1, X0))?, |&1Ro(X1, Xo)| > 9eNY?] — 0,
both a.s. and in the L! sense, as N — +o00. Finally, we can write that Uy = ﬁN — Uy,

where
[Nt]—1 (V]

Uy =& Z E |:(Zr(j])\7)2| Gooin| and Uy =& ZE [(Zf:}v)zluzmbc} | gn—l,N] :
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By the ergodic theorem

5 [N]—1
A 1
Uy = Nl PV2 Xo1)+ PX2(Xn_1) — (Px)z(Xn_l)] — §a2§ft, as N — +o00,
n=0

both a.s. and in the L' sense. Here o2 := 2 <||V||%2(7T) + Il Zem — ||Px||%2(ﬂ)) . Using
stationarity we deduce that for a certain constant C' > 0

E|U| < CEIE [ B3(X, Xo), 61 Ro(X1, Xo)| > eNY2/2, or |6200| > ¢/2] — 0,

as N — +00. The convergence follows from the L2 integrability of Ry(X;, Xo) and (B9).
U
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