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MARKOV CHAIN APPROXIMATIONS FOR NONSYMMETRIC
PROCESSES

MARVIN WEIDNER

ABSTRACT. The aim of this article is to prove that diffusion processes in R? with a drift can
be approximated by suitable Markov chains on n~!'Z¢. Moreover, we investigate sufficient
conditions on the conductances which guarantee convergence of the associated Markov chains
to such Markov processes. Analogous questions are answered for a large class of nonsymmetric
jump processes. The proofs of our results rely on regularity estimates for weak solutions to
the corresponding nonsymmetric parabolic equations and Dirichlet form techniques.

1. INTRODUCTION

The goal of this article is to establish approximations of nonsymmetric diffusions and jump
processes in R? by Markov chains on n~'Z? with generators of the form

LMy(z) = 2n® Z (u(y) — u(x))C™ (x,y), =en 179, (1.1)

yEn—Ich

where a € (0,2]. Here, (C™),, is a family of conductances C™ : n=1Z% x n=1Z¢ — [0, 00),
n € IN, that are not necessarily symmetric. The emphasis of this article lies on the lack
of symmetry of the conductances under consideration, which causes the limiting process to
possess a drift.

To be precise, in this work we investigate the following two questions:

(i) Under what assumptions on (C(™),, do the Markov chains X (™ on n~'Z? with gener-
ators L™ defined as in (1.1) converge weakly towards a Markov process X on R¢ with
generator L being of one of the two forms

Lu(zx) = 0;(a; j(x)0ju(x)) — 2b;(x)diu(x), (1.2)
Lu(w) = 2p.v. [ (0(s) ~ u(@)) K )y, (13

where a; j,b; : RY — R for 4,7 € {1,...,d} with a;; = a;;, and K : R? x R% — [0, o0
is a nonsymmetric jumping kernel which satisfies a sector-type condition?

(ii) Let either (a; )i, (bs)i, or K be as above, and X be the corresponding Markov process
on R¢ with generator given by (1.2) or (1.3). Under what assumptions on these objects
can we find (C(™),, such that the sequence of Markov chains (X(™),, with generators
given by (1.1) converges to X?
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Our main results Theorem 5.7 and Theorem 5.12 answer question (i). (ii) is addressed in
Theorem 5.9 and Theorem 5.13. Generally speaking, question (i) asks for conditions under
which the Markov chains X on n='Z% converge towards some Markov process on R? and
question (ii) deals with the possibility to approximate a given Markov process on R by a
family of Markov chains. Thereby, such approximation yields a scheme for the construction of
diffusions, respectively jump processes on R

Questions (i) and (ii) have a long history and have been answered in various contexts in the
symmetric case. Stroock and Varadhan (see [SV79]) provide answers to both types of questions
for Markov processes X that are generated by non-divergence form operators. [SZ97] is the first
article to investigate problems (i) and (ii) for symmetric divergence form operators of second
order. They use the regular Dirichlet forms associated to X in order to show convergence
and to identify the limiting process. This is rendered possible by proving a priori heat kernel
bounds and uniform in n Holder estimates for solutions to the heat equation on n~'Z? using
the ideas of De Giorgi-Nash-Moser. Their method allows for symmetric conductances C™ of
bounded range under some continuity condition, yielding diffusion processes in the limit with
generators of the form (5.7) and b; = 0. Moreover, they provide an explicit construction of
approximating Markov chains for a given symmetric diffusion matrix a; ;. [BK08| extends these
ideas, which allows them to deal also with unbounded conductances under a second moment
condition.

Markov chain approximations of reversible jump processes with generators of the form (1.3)
have been considered for the first time in [HK07]. Their approach follows the program laid out
by [BKO8| and allows for the approximation of a-stable like processes whose jumping kernels
are of the form

K(z,y) = c(z,y)|lz —y| 7" 0< A ! <c(z,y) =cly,z) <\, Yo,y e R (1.4)

for some a € (0,2) and A > 0. Their approach also features jump processes with certain
anisotropic jumping kernels that do not satisfy a uniform lower bound but still allow for Hoélder
estimates of the heat kernel. Moreover, they give a full answer to (ii) for a large class of limit-
ing processes. More general anisotropies can be considered by applying the results of [BKK10].
[Xul3] proves Markov chain approximations for singular stable-like processes, i.e., processes
with generators of the form (5.15) but with K being supported only on a A%-null set. Another
approach to Markov chain approximations of a large class of symmetric Markov jump processes
is developed in [CKK13|. They establish convergence of the finite dimensional distributions by
showing a Mosco convergence result for nonsymmetric forms and prove tightness with the help
of the Lyons-Zheng decomposition, avoiding the proof of Holder regularity estimates.

Several of the aforementioned results are included in the central limit theorem provided in
[BKU10], where symmetric diffusion processes with jumps are considered without any continu-
ity assumptions on C'(™).

As opposed to the works mentioned above, in this article we deal with nonsymmetric conduc-
tances C'™ | which causes the corresponding bilinear forms to be merely regular lower bounded
semi-Dirichlet forms. We construct both, nonsymmetric diffusions and jump processes on R¢
via approximation of Markov chains. The corresponding generators in the diffusion case (see
(1.2)) might possess drift terms b with [b2 € L(R?) for some 6 € (4,00]. The main re-
sults are Theorem 5.7 and Theorem 5.9. Our results on jump processes (see Theorem 5.12 and
Theorem 5.13) take into account nonsymmetric jumping kernels K satisfying a sector condi-

tion.
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Let us compare the main contributions of this article to existing results from the literature
dealing with generators related to nonsymmetric forms as in (1.2) and (1.3):

For limiting processes corresponding to second order divergence form operators, questions (i)
and (ii) have been investigated in [DK13|, deriving a priori bounds on the heat kernel and
Holder estimates for a class of centered random walks on n~'Z¢ (see [Mat06]). Such Markov
chains admit a decomposition into cycles of bounded range and length and are governed by
conductances C'(™ that are not necessarily symmetric but constant along each cycle. Although
this class of Markov chains appears to be very specialized, it turns out that it is rich enough
to approximate any given diffusion process with a possibly nonsymmetric diffusion matrix a; ;.
While [DK13| considers nonsymmetric diffusion matrices but does not treat operators with
drift terms, our method allows for nonsymmetric contributions of lower order, giving rise to
nontrivial drifts but restricting ourselves to symmetric diffusion matrices a; ;. However we
expect a combination of the techniques from [DK13| and those from this article to be possible.

Markov chain approximations of nonsymmetric pure jump processes have been established in
[MSS18|. The authors apply an entirely different approach, which is inspired by [CKK13]
and not based on the derivation of Holder estimates. They show convergence of the finite
dimensional distributions using Mosco convergence for nonsymmetric forms and prove tightness
via a semimartingale approach. The generators of the limiting processes are of the form (1.3)
and K may be nonsymmetric and as in (1.4) but as some additional regularity is required for
h— (K(z,z+ h) + K(z + h,x)), their result is more in the flavor of [SV79] although Dirichlet
form techniques are carried out.

Our results lie somewhat complementary to [MSS18]. Compared to [MSS18|, we do not have
to impose the aforementioned continuity condition on K but on the other hand, [MSS18] does
not rely on Holder estimates and therefore also works in situations where such estimates are
not available. We refer to [CKK13] for a discussion of this phenomenon and to [BBCKO09| for
a related example.

Let us comment on the strategy of our proof. We prove convergence of Markov chains X ()
following the framework constructed in [SZ97], [BKO0S8|, [HK07|, [BKU10], [DK13|. However,
regularity estimates and upper bounds for exit times are not derived from heat kernel estimates
but are shown to follow from weak parabolic Harnack inequalities which can be derived using
the same strategy as in [KW22a]. The underlying techniques are purely analytic and do not rely
on the corresponding stochastic process. We establish exit time estimates and thus tightness
of the laws of X(™ by iterating survival estimates that hold uniformly in X, adapting the
arguments in [Bos20|. Such estimates are a useful tool for the derivation of off-diagonal heat
kernel bounds (see [GHL09| [GHL14|, [GHH17|, [GHH18]) for symmetric Markov processes via
a purely analytic technique that is based on parabolic maximum principles. Due to the lack of
symmetry in our setup, special care is required since the dual semigroup in general does not
satisfy the Markov property. In our investigation, we establish a parabolic maximum principle
for nonsymmetric operators and come up with another proof of the upper exit time estimate
based on the weak Harnack inequality. Moreover, all of the aforementioned results are shown
to hold true under abstract unifying assumptions (see Subsection 2.1) which allow us to treat
the cases a = 2 and a € (0,2) simultaneously. In particular, no truncation of long range
conductances is needed.

With tightness and Holder estimates at hand, it remains to prove that all subsequences converge
to the same limiting process X. We achieve this by investigation of the resolvents of the
corresponding Dirichlet forms. Here, we analyze the two cases o = 2 (with bounded range),
and « € (0,2) separately and also provide answers to question (ii), building upon results in
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[DK13], [MSS18]. Our main results are Theorem 5.7, Theorem 5.9 (case a = 2), as well as
Theorem 5.12, Theorem 5.13 (case « € (0,2)).

We conclude this introduction by emphasizing that most of our methods are robust with re-
spect to degeneracy, unboundedness and irregularity of coefficients. This opens the door to
the consideration of homogenization problems for irreversible Markov chains on random media.
Quenched invariance principles for symmetric random conductance models with bounded, re-
spectively long range and limiting generators of the form (1.2), respectively (1.3) can be found
in [Bisl1], [ABDH13|, [ADS15], respectively [BKU10], [CKK13], [CKW20], [CKW21], [FH20],
[Bos20]|, [BCKW21].

Moreover, let us point to a related direction of research, namely homogenization problems for
local, respectively nonlocal operators with random coefficients. We mention the following ar-
ticles addressing local operators: [PV81], [Osa83|, [CSW05]| and [CD16]. More information on
this topic can be found in the references therein. Homogenization of symmetric nonlocal op-
erators was e.g., studied in [CCKW21a|, [CCKW21b|, [KPZ19|, [FHS19], [Sch13], and [SU21|.
Note that [KPZ19] also contains some results on nonsymmetric nonlocal operators, similar to
those in our setup, in case a < 1.

1.1. Outline. This article is structured as follows: In Section 2 we construct the Markov chains
under consideration and collect some facts about the associated bilinear forms, semigroups
and resolvents. We state and discuss the main assumptions of this article in Subsection 2.1.
Section 3 contains the main technical results needed for convergence including weak Harnack
inequalities, Holder estimates and a weak parabolic maximum principle. The proof of upper
exit time estimates, which yield tightness of the laws of (X (")), is contained in Section 4. Con-
vergence of (X(™), as well as the main results (see Theorem 5.7, Theorem 5.9, Theorem 5.12
and Theorem 5.13) are stated and proved in Section 5.

2. PRELIMINARIES

The goal of this section is to explain how to associate a family of conductances (C) on
n~12% x n=174 with a family of Markov chains (X)) under a suitable assumption on (C(™)
(see (2.2)). We choose to introduce (X)) as the unique family of Hunt processes associated
with the regular lower bounded semi-Dirichlet forms on L?(n~'Z?) that are induced by (C'™).
Moreover, we introduce the corresponding heat semigroup and resolvent operators in the sense
of [Osh13] and discuss the main assumptions of this article.

Let us fix o € (0,2], n € IN and a family of conductances C™ : n=1Z¢ x n=1Z¢ — [0, 00),
n € IN that is not necessarily symmetric, i.e., C(™ (z,y) # C(")(y, x), and satisfies

™ (z) = Z ™ (z,y) <, (2.1)
yen—174

for some ¢ > 0 that is independent of z, and C(")(ac,x) = 0 for every x € n~'Z% Under
this assumption, the conductances C'™) give rise to the operator (L™, D(LM™)) on L?(n~1Z)
defined by

—LMu(z) =20 > (u(z) —u(y)C"(z,y), zen'Z? uweDLM),

yEn—lzd

DLy =S f:n'2¢ 5 R: Z 1F()|C™ (x,y) < 00, Vzen 'z},

yEnilzd
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where o € (0,2]. Here, L?(n~'Z%) = L?(n='24, u™), and p™ ({z}) = n~% We denote the

scalar product on L?(n~'Z%) by < -, - >r2n-tzay=< >

Via the identity < LMy, v >= M) (u,v), we associate this operator with the bilinear form

EMwv) =200 3 (ula) - u(y))w(@) D (zy), v LA~ Y,
ren—17Z4d yen—174d

First, we decompose C'(") = an) + C’U(Ln) into its symmetric part Cs(n) and its antisymmetric

part C’C(Ln) defined by

C"(z,y) + C™(y, x)
2 )

(jOO(x’y)__(jO”(y7x)

(n) —
CS (x7 y) 2

i (z,y) = , z,yen 'z

Then, we observe that we can rewrite £ (") in terms of Cs(n) and Cc(Ln) as follows:
EM(u,0) =2 " " (u(w) — u(y))v(z)CM (2, y)
zen—174d yen—174d
+2m27 N N (u(@) — u(y)v(@)CM (2, y)
zen—174d yen—174d
=: 5(")’C§n) (u,v) + 5(")’C‘gn) (u,v).
Since by construction cf (z,y) = Cs(n)(y,x) and Cén)(x,y) =—c™ (y,x), it holds:

0 o) =n* 303 (@) —u(y)(vle) — o) ),

ren—174d yen—174d

£ ) =ne=t 3TN () — u(y)(vle) + 0 (w))CF ).

ren—174d yen—174d

Lemma 2.1. Assume that for every n € IN, C'(") (z,2) = 0 for every x € n'Z%, and:
sup Z CM(z,y) < . (2.2)
$en71ZdyEn*1Zd

(i) Then it holds £™ (u,v) < co for every u,v € L*(n~124%). Moreover, (§™, L?(n='Z%))
is a reqular lower-bounded semi-Dirichlet form on L?(n~1Z%).

(ii) The generator of (£, L*(n='Z%)) is given by (L™, L?>(n='Z%)). Moreover, L™ is
bounded in L*(n~1Z%).

Proof. First of all, note that (2.2) implies (2.1). To see that £ (u,v) < oo for every u,v €
L%(n~'7Z4), we refer the interested reader to [MSS18]. (£™), L?(n~1Z%) is a regular lower-
bounded semi-Dirichlet form since (2.2) implies that for every n € IN:

15 (2, y) 2

sup (n)
Ck (x7y)

xen—174d

< 0. (2.3)
yen—174

In [SW15], it was proved that (£, L2(n=1Z%)) satisfies a Garding’s inequality and the sector
condition under (2.3). However, note that at this point the constants might still depend on n
(see Lemma 2.8 for an improved result using (K1)). For a proof of (ii), we refer to [MSS18|. O

As a regular lower-bounded semi-Dirichlet form, (™, L?(n=1Z%)) is associated with the so
called variable speed random walk X, a continuous time Markov chain that jumps from a



MARKOV CHAIN APPROXIMATIONS FOR NONSYMMETRIC PROCESSES 6

M (z,y)
(™) (x)
tributed waiting time with parameter n®=%C("™ (z). Note that X(™ is in general non-reversible
due to the lack of symmetry of C(™).

point z € n~1Z% to y € n~'Z? with probability

and waits at x for an exponentially dis-

Remark 2.2. Note that also (5(")705(”) , L2(n71Z%) is a regular symmetric Dirichlet form and
is particular nonnegative definite, i.e., gm.ce (u,u) > 0 for every u € L?(n~1Z%).

(& (n),CL" ,L?(n~'Z%)) is a associated with a symmetric Hunt process Y. One can construct
Y (™ as the reversible continuous time Markov chain jumping from z € n=1Z% to y € n=1Z4

—1
with probability o™ (z,9) <Zy6n—lzd o™ (x,y)) and waits at x for an exponentially dis-

tributed waiting time with parameter n®~ (Zy@r%d Cs(n)(x, y))

Moreover, the following Lévy system formula holds true.

Lemma 2.3 (Lévy system formula). Assume (2.2). Let f : [0,00) x n7'Z x n='Z% be non-
negative, measurable, and vanishing on the diagonal. Then, for any x € n~'Z% and predictable
stopping time T:

B S f X, x™M) | = B /0” S pexM ™M, y)de

t<t yeEN 1zd

Proof. According to [Osh13], one can take N(z,y) = n®t4C") (z,y), H; =t as a Lévy system
for X(™ . From here, the proof follows along the lines of Lemma 4.7 in [CKO03], respectively
Lemma 4.1 in [HKO07]. O

We have seen above that the condition (2.2) suffices for the family of conductances (C(™)
to induce a family of regular lower bounded semi-Dirichlet forms, which allows us to define
associated Markov chains X on n=1Z¢ for every n € IN. However, in order to prove the desired
convergence results (see Theorem 5.7 and Theorem 5.12), it is crucial to impose assumptions
that give some control over the behavior of (X (")) uniformly in n. Therefore, in the sequel we
will work with the assumptions, which will be introduced in the following section.

Let us remark already at this point that (C-Tail0) implies the existence of a uniform bound in
(2.2). Together with (K1) and (Sob), we are able to prove a Garding’s inequality and a sector
condition for (£, L?(n~'Z%)) with constants that are uniform in n (see Lemma 2.8).

2.1. Main Assumptions. In the following we list the main assumptions on the conductances
that we assume to be in place throughout the remainder of this article. Those are sufficient
conditions under which solutions to dyu — L(™u = 0 respectively —L(™u = 0 are locally Holder
continuous and nonnegative supersolutions satisfy a weak Harnack inequality with a constant
independent of n (see Section 3). We point out that all assumptions are formulated in such a
way that all the appearing constants are independent of n.

Similar assumptions, as well as their motivation and a discussion can be found in [KW22a| in
the context of integro-differential operators in R¢ governed by nonsymmetric integral kernels
K :R%x R — [0, 0]

We define B{" (z0) = {x € n™1Z% : |z — 29| < 7} € n~'Z% In contrast to Euclidean space,
,u(")(Bﬁn)) = 7% does not hold for every r > 0 since the upper bound fails as r N\, 0. However,
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for every o > 0 there exist c¢1,c2 > 0 such that for every n € N and r > -

crr? < p™M(BM) < eyrd, (2.4)
As such volume regularity property is crucial for the derivation of Holder estimates, we restrict
ourselves to working on balls with large enough radii. This fact is mirrored also in the statements
of the assumptions below.
Let o € (0,2], 0 >0 and 0 € (g, oo] be fixed. We list the following assumptions on a family of
conductances (C'™),,:

The first two assumptions control the behavior of the antisymmetric part of C(™.

Assumption (K1). There exist A > 0 and a symmetric conductance J™ : n=1Z% x n=17¢ —
[0, 0] satisfying (C-Tail0) such that for every n € N, zg € n 'Z%, r > Z and v € LQ(BSZ) (z0)):

a Ca" (- w) (n) (m).c4"
n Zl ) W <4, ¢ B (@ )(U v) < AgBé:L) (IO)(UW)- (K1)
yeEnT 7z L8 (n—17Zd)

Assumption (K2). There exist C' > 0, D < 1 and a symmetric conductance G p—lzd
n~1Z% — [0, 00] such that for every n € IN, zg € n~1Z9, 7= <1 <1, and every x,y € Bén)(xo)
and every v € LZ(BS?) (x0)):

(n) @ (n),C{"™ (n),j(™
C'"(z,y) = (1= D)j"™ (z,y), gséﬁ)w( v) < CSBW( 2

(v,v). (K2)
Remark 2.4. (i) (K1) is crucial for the validity of the sector condition with a uniform
constant (see Lemma 2.8). It implies that the antisymmetric part is of lower order.

.. . . . (n)
ii) The range 0 € (£,00] is natural. It causes the antisymmetric part £(:Ca" to have
g < y D

subcritical scaling. It allows us to approximate operators possessing drifts within this
range of integrability.

(iii) (K2) can be regarded as an ellipticity assumption on C'™. It ensures that the conduc-
tance O™ ]C( | is locally coercive with respect to £):C

(iv) In the simplest case, (K1) and (K2) hold true with J™ = j(") =c". Allowing for
general kernels J(™, j(") makes it possible to work with conductances C™ that are not
supported in certain cones of directions (see [KW22al).

The following assumption is reminiscent of (2.2), but gives us uniform control in n.

Assumption (C-Tail). There exist ¢,d > 0 such that for every n € IN it holds

sup n® Z Cg”) (x,y) <cr @, VO<r<l1, (C-Tail0)
xen—174d . (n)
yen—17Z4\ B, (x)
sup n® Z C(z,y) <er™®, V1<r< oo. (C-Tailoo)
xen—174

yen—174\B{™ (z)
Let us make several remarks on the assumptions introduced above.
Lemma 2.5. Assume that (C-Tail0) is satisfied with a € (0,2]. Then the following hold true:

(i) There exists ¢ > 0 such that for everyn € N and 0 < r < 1:

sup n® Z |z — yPC) (2, y) < er?e. (2.5)
xen—174 (n)
yeBr " (2)
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(ii) Let 0 < p <7 <1 and g € n~'Z%. Every function T : n~ Z* — [0,1] with supp(r) C

B£+)p(x0) =1 in B™ (o) and max;—1 . 4 Hv(n)THLoo (n-1z4) < 2p7 1 satisfies:
sup n® Y (r(@) = 7(9)?Ci (2,y) < cp® (2.6)
zen~ 124 yen—174

where ¢ > 0 is independent of p,r, xg,n, and we write Vgn)T(az) =n(r(x+e;/n)—7(z)).

The proof of this result goes via decomposing B ( ) = Uiz B () ooy (T) \ B(n 1, (%) and is
well-known in the literature.
Note that (2.6) is a discrete version of assumption (Cutoff) from [KW22a].

Remark 2.6 ((C-Tail0), (C-Tailoo) for bounded range). Let o = 2 and assume that there
exists C' > 0 such that C™(z,y) = 0, whenever |z —y| > €.

(i) In this special case, assumption (C-Tailoo) simplifies significantly since
sup n® Z C™(z,y) =0, (2.7)
xEn_lZd 1 (n)
yen—1Z4\ B (x)

for every r > % As for every r > 1, it holds that r > % already if n > C, we infer that
(C-Tailoo) follows if there exists ¢ > 0:

Z C™(x,y) <e¢, Voen 'Z%
yen—lzd

(ii) (C-Tail0) follows already if one assumes
sup sup Z C™ () < oo, (2.8)
nelN zen—174 yen—17d

which is due to (2.7) and the fact that for r < C/n:
nto Y, ey <a Y Oy <ar?
yen=1Z\B{" () yenZA\B{" ()

(iii) Assumption (2.8) is natural for symmetric Markov chains (see [DK13|, [BKO08|, [BKU10]).
The uniformity in n usually follows from scaling. Namely, given a symmetric con-
ductance Cs : Z* x Z? — [0,00] with sup,cyzq > yezd Cs(w,y) < oo, one defines
cim (z,y) := Cs(nx,ny) for ,y € n~'1Z4, and hence (2.8) is immediate.

(iv) In particular, (2.8) is sufficient for both, (C-Tail0) and (C-Tailco).

Finally, we require a suitable coercivity assumption. We express coercivity in terms of a
Poincaré - and a Sobolev inequality. For an investigation of the validity of such inequalities for
Markov chains, we refer the interested readers to the monographs [Kum14|, [Barl7].

Assumption (Poinc). There exists ¢ > 0 such that for every n € IN, every ball Bﬁn) cnlzd
with - <7 <1 and every v € LQ(B( )):

(n)
3 (v(@) = o] g )? gcr%(’zlf (v,v), (Poinc)

mEB,(nn)

where [v]Bgn) = (Bq(ﬂn))’ln*d zyeBﬁn) v(y)-
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Assumption (Sob). There exists ¢ > 0 such that for every n € N, and every v € L?(n~1Z9):

2 (n).C{"
[lv HLﬁ(anZd) <c€ (v,v). (Sob)
Remark 2.7. (i) One can deduce from (Sob) and (2.6) a local Sobolev inequality of the
following form:
There exists ¢ > 0 such that for every n € IN, every zo € n~'Z? and 5 < r <1,

0<p<randevery v e LZ(BSZ)(:CO)):

(n)
Pl o b e
Ld

d (n) < “
— (B (20)) B 1p(o)

(’U, U) + Cpi |v2HL1(B£TP(J:0))' (29)
(ii) Typically, if o € (0,2), the Markov chains (X)) converge to pure jump processes in
R¢. Therefore, the information on jumps of (X(")) to neighboring points in n~1Z4 do
not survive in the limit n * oo. Consequently, it is natural to impose only minimal
assumptions on short connections. Allowing for o > 1 in (Poinc) generalizes the class of
admissible long-range conductances in the sense that it allows for conductances (C'™),,

that satisfy C(™(z,y) = 0 whenever |z — y| < 2. Obviously, (Poinc), (2.9) fail for
1 <r < Z since 5](3? (v,v) =0 for every v € LQ(Bﬁn)).

n)

(iii) (Poinc), (2.9) are trivially satisfied whenever r,r + p < I, regardless of C ),

Clearly, assumption (C-Tail0) implies (2.2). Therefore, Lemma 2.1 yields that (™), L?(n~1Z%))
is a regular lower bounded semi-Dirichlet form. We prove that under (K1) and (Sob), we have
that the constants in Garding’s inequality and the sector condition are independent of n.

Lemma 2.8. Assume that (K1), (C-Tail0) hold true for some o € (0,2] and 0 € (<,00].

a’
Moreover, assume (Sob) if 8 < oco. Then, there are c1,co > 0 such that the following estimates
hold true for every u,v € L?(n'Z%) and n € IN:

£ (4, u) > %g(nwé’” (1) = e[l 2210, (2.10)
£, )2 < 26" (4 ) <5<n>,c§n> (v,v) + ||v||%2(n,1zd)> . (2.11)
Proof. First, as an easy consequence of Holder’s inequality, we obtain
5(”)’C§n) (u,v)? < E(")’Cs(n) (u, u)E(”)’an) (u,u). (2.12)
To treat the antisymmetric part, let us first denote W (z) = n® Zy@rlzd %#y)f and prove

the following auxiliary estimate (see Lemma 2.4 in [KW22a]) for v € L?(n"'Z%) and 6 > 0:

(n) _d e
n~¢ Z V2 (2)W () < 6EMCS (0, v) + cod T o | W ]| %51 )Hvuig(n_lzd), (2.13)

Lo (n—174d
xen—174
where ¢y > 0 is some constant and we write —%— = 0, =22 = 1. Note that in case
d—ooa ' ooa—d

0 = 00, (2.13) is a direct consequence of Holder’s inequality. If § < oo, we decompose W (x) =
Wi(z) + Wa(z), where Wi(x) = W (2)L{jw (z)|>nm) for some M > 0. We compute

kum(n%d)>9<%—%>

n—Ich) -

a 1
Wil e < 2[Wlronrzay{W = M} 470 < 2|W| 16(-124) ( i

fo _ba
= 2HWH1519(7171Z¢1)M1 4.
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_d _Oa
Now, let us choose M = (§) %% HWHZ(;(_:_IZ,,Z). Then, HWIHL%(nflzd) < % and therefore
5 d _ba
—d 2 2 d—0a Oa—d 2
n Z v ()W (x) < EHU HLﬁ(nled) + cpda-? ||W||Le(n—1zd)||U||L2(n*1Zd)’

zeN—1Z4
which yields (2.13) after application of (Sob).
Having (2.13) at hand, we estimate

€ (uy0)2 < €0 (wow) (07t 3T V(@)W (a)
rzen—174
(Xe

(n) (n) d b
< 1€MW (u,u) <55(")’CS (v, 0) + cod =05 W 751 g 101172 (0120
(2.14)

By combination of (2.12) and (2.14), we immediately obtain (2.11). To prove (2.10), let us
choose § > 0 so small that ¢16 < % Then, by application of (2.14) with u = v, we get

)

for some ¢y > 0, as desired. O

(n) (n) 1 (n)
g(n) (uau) > g(n),cs (uau) - |5(n),ca (U,U)| 2 55(11),03 (u’u) - CQHUH%Q(n_lZd

Remark 2.9. Note that in case § = g, it is in general not possible to get ¢1, co > 0 independent
of nin (2.10), (2.11). However, it is possible to prove Lemma 2.8 for = g if A is small enough.

2.2. Probability and PDEs. Although our main results (see Theorem 5.7, Theorem 5.12,
Theorem 5.9 and Theorem 5.13) are of probabilistic nature, our analysis is based on the study
of solutions u to the heat equation, as well as the corresponding stationary equation

du— LMy = f, —LMy = f

associated with L(™. This section is meant to set up the weak solution concept in the discrete
setting and to introduce the heat semigroups and resolvents associated with (£ L?(n=1Z%))
in order to prepare the proofs of our main results.

Given a connected set B(™ C n~=17Z9 we introduce the function space
LZ(B™) = {f € L*(n'Z%) : supp(f) € B™},

which will serve as a test function space for our solution concept. Solutions will all be contained
in the following space

V(B 'z = {f :n 2 5 R: [ |pwe LH(BM),
(f(@) = F)IC (@, y)'? € LAB™ x n~'z)}.
Note that in particular L?(n='Z4) ¢ V(B™|n~'Z) due to Lemma 2.1.
Definition 2.10. Let f € L>®(n~'Z%), B™ ¢ n~'Z% be connected and I C R be an interval.

(i) Let A € R. We say that u € V(B™|n"1Z%) is a supersolution to —L™u + Au = f in
B™ if
EM(u,¢) + X <u,¢ ><< f,¢ > for all ¢ € L2(B™) with ¢ < 0. (2.15)

u is called a subsolution if (2.15) holds true for every ¢ > 0. w is called solution, if it
is a supersolution and a subsolution to —L(™ = f.
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(ii) We say that u € L} (I; L>(B™)) is a supersolution to dyu — L™y = f in I x B™ if

loc

the weak L?(B™)-derivative dyu exists, dyu € L}, (I; L*(B™)) and

" Ot x)d(x) + EM (ult), ¢) << f,¢ >, Vte I, Ve L(B™) with ¢ < 0. (2.16)
zeB(n)

u is called a subsolution if (2.15) holds true for every ¢ > 0. w is called solution, if it
is a supersolution and a subsolution.

In this article, we will mostly be concerned with solutions that are derived from the semigroup
and resolvent corresponding to £ . For symmetric Dirichlet forms the interplay between
the bilinear form, the associated semigroup and its Hunt process is a powerful tool and well-
established in the literature. Although most connections remain valid in the nonsymmetric
case, other properties fail in our situation. We provide a list of the features we will rely on in
the sequel. All results are standard and can be found in [FU12|, [Osh13|, [DK13|, or [MSS18].

2.2.1. Semigroups and heat kernels. The heat kernel for X, defined by
(@, y) = n P (X" = y)
induces the transition semigroup (Pt(n))t>0 given as

PPf@) =0t S Py i) = B, f e A1z,

yen—174

(Pt(n)) coincides with the strongly continuous semigroup that is associated to £ via the theory
of lower bounded semi-Dirichlet forms and is strongly continuous and Markovian (see Chapter

3 in [Osh13]). Therefore we denote both objects by (Pt(n)).

Moreover, it holds that for every f € L?(n='Z9), (t,x) Pt(n)f(x) is a solution to dyu— LMy =
0 in (0,00) x n~'Z4 satisfying HPt(n)f = flle2g-124y — 0, as t \, 0.

Moreover, for any set B C n~1Z% we introduce the restricted form (£ L2(B(™)). Then
(M L2(BM)) is a regular lower-bounded semi-Dirichlet form on L?(B™)) with heat semigroup
(PtB(n)) on L?*(B™) defined by

PP (@) = B (e, 1 S (X)), f € 2(B™),

where T = inf{t > 0: Xt(n) ¢ B™} is the first exit time of B(™),

By the definition of (£("), L2(B(™)) it becomes apparent that ((t,z) — PtB(n)f(x)) e L2(B™)
is a solution to dyu — L™u = 0 in (0, 00) x B™ with initial data f € L?(B™).

The process associated with the restricted form is the killed process X? o given by

! 37 t Z TB(”)a

where 0 denotes the cemetery state. We refer to Chapter 3.5 [Osh13] for the exact construction
of the restricted form, the killed process and their correspondence.
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2.2.2. Resolvent operators. From Garding’s inequality (2.10), we know that £™ (u, u)+(u, u) >
0if A > ¢; =: Ap. For any A > )¢ one can define the resolvent operator

U™ f(z) = / h e MPM f(2)dt, fe L2(n1zd). (2.17)
0
It holds
EMWUM f,9) + MU f.9) = (f.9), Vf.g€ L*(n~'Z9), (2.18)

which is why z — U)(\n)f(x) solves —LMy + \u = f in n=1Z7. U/(\n)f is the unique element in

L%*(n~17Z%) with this property (see Theorem 1.1.2 in [Osh13]). Moreover, by continuity of U )(\n)
and (2.18) there exists ¢(A, A\g) > 0 such that

EWWM UM ) + 11U FI22 0oy < €O o) l1F 22010 (2.19)

3. REGULARITY PROPERTIES OF SOLUTIONS

In order to establish convergence of the Markov chains (X (")), we require several qualitative
properties of solutions to the parabolic equation du — L™y = 0, respectively the elliptic
equation — L™y = 0. Weak Harnack inequalities and interior Holder estimates can be deduced
via the methods applied in [KW22a]. Moreover, we prove a weak maximum principle for
subsolutions to the parabolic equation.

3.1. Regularity and weak Harnack inequality. In this section we establish a weak Har-
nack inequality for supersolutions to dyu — L™y = 0 and —L™wu = 0, as well as interior Holder
estimates for solutions to these equations. It is a crucial feature of these results that the con-
stants do not depend on n, the solution u, or the diameter of the solution domain, but only
on the family of conductances (C),) itself, through the constants in the underlying assumptions
(K1), (K2), (Poinc), (Sob), (C-Tail0), (C-Tailoo). This uniformity in n renders possible conver-
gence of the laws of the corresponding Markov chains in our main results. While for symmetric
Markov chains on n~1Z¢ such phenomenon occurs naturally by appropriate scaling of a given
chain on Z?, we have to explicitly prescribe the correct behavior for n 7 oo due to the lack of
symmetry in our setup (see (K1)).

We now state all regularity results that will be needed in the subsequent chapters. It is im-
portant to point out that these results were already established by the author in [KW22a| for
integro-differential operators on R¢ governed by nonsymmetric jumping kernels under similar
assumptions. The proofs of the corresponding results in Euclidean space do not differ from the
discrete setting. Therefore, we only present a sketch of the proofs in this article and refer to
[KW22a| for a detailed discussion.

Theorem 3.1 (weak parabolic Harnack inequality). Assume that (K1), (K2), (Poinc), (Sob),
(C-Tail0) hold true for some o € (0,2], 0 > 0 and 6 € (%,oo], Then there exists ¢ > 0 such
that for everyn € N, 2 < R < 1, mg € n~1Z4, and every nonnegative supersolution u to

Opu — LMy =0 in (tg — R, tg + R*) x Bg}g(:ﬂo):

nR\
— u(t,z) | dt <c inf u. (3.1)
]{to—Ra,to—Rwr(%)a) < 2 > 2

to+Ro—(B)e o+ Ro)x BEY
IGB(};L)(:Bo) (to+ ( B) )% sto+RY) X % (o)
2
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Remark 3.2. In particular, under the assumption of Theorem 3.1, there exists ¢ > 0 such that
foreveryn e N, 2 < R <1, 19 € n~1Z? and every nonnegative supersolution u to —LMy =0

in B{" (z¢), it holds

—d
<?> Z u(t,x) <c (iI)lf u. (3.2)
:BEB(g)(mo) B% (o)

2

Theorem 3.3 (parabolic Holder estimates). Assume that (K1), (K2), (Poinc), (Sob), (C-Tail0),
(C-Tailoo) hold true for some a € (0,2], o > 0 and 0 € (£,00]. Then there exist ¢ > 0 and

v € (0,1) such that for every n € N, 2 < R < 1, xg € n~1Z and every solution u to
Byu— Lu = 0 in (tg — R, to + R*) x B (w0), it holds

.
= st 4 [~y
u(t, ©) — (s, y)| < ellull oo (- rot+ Ro)xn-122) < 7 (3-3)
for a.e. (t,x),(s,y) € (to — R*, to + R*) x Bl(%n)(xo) with x # y. Moreover:
.
it — s /v z
lu(t, ) —u(s,z)| < CHUHLOO([t—RO‘,t—i-Ra}xn*lzd) <T (3.4)

for a.e. t,s € (to — R*, to+ R%), z € B}(%n)(xo).

Remark 3.4. In particular, under the assumption of Theorem 3.3, there exist ¢ > 0 and
v € (0,1) such that for every n € IN, 2 < R < 1, 29 € n~1Z? and every solution u to

—L™y =01in Bg;%) (z0), it holds

ute) ~ u(s)] < el vz (2 ) 35)

for a.e. z,y € Bgl) (x0).

Proof of Theorem 3.1. 1t is straightforward to adapt all proofs in [KW22a| line by line to the
discrete setup at hand. First, we define O (z,y) := n®t4C™ (z,y) and [z f(v)dz =
n=d > zepm [(x) for f: B™ — R, where B™ < n='Z% Then, we can rewrite

EM (u,v) = / e / @ — u(y))v(z)C™ (z,y)dydz. (3.6)

This resembles the exact shape of the forms considered in [KW22a|. Upon introducing the
notation J(z,y) = notdJM (z ), j™(2,y) = n*t®) (2, y) for the auxiliary jumping
kernels J(™ and 5™ from assumptions (K1) and (K2), we get the following estimates from the
fact that the assumptions (K1), (K2), (Poinc), (Sob), (C-Tail0), and (C-Tailoo) are assumed
to hold true:

—~ (n) 2
/ |C}( )(ay)| dy §A7
n—l d n .
z (,y) fT——
(1= D)j™ (z,y) < C™(x,y), z,ye B,

~ (n)

sup / Cs "(zyy) <er @ 0<r<l,
zen—174 n‘lzd\Bﬁn) (z)
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sup / évs(n)(x,y) <er % 1<r< oo,
xen—174 n_lzd\Bﬁn) (z)

2 aon),c{" o
/Bﬁ") (v(z) — [U]By»)) dz <er 5B£n) (v,v), o <r<i,

12l o < €M (,0),
L& (n—174)
These are the exact analogs of the corresponding conditions (K1), (K2), (Cutoff), (Poinc),
(Sob), (co-Tail) from [KW22a|. In particular, the constants A, D,c¢ > 0 do not depend on n.
This allows us to follow the proof in [KW22a] line by line.
Let us mention that the restriction to radii R > 7 in Theorem 3.1 is due to the fact that in
this regime n~1Z% satisfies the volume regularity property (2.4). This is crucial for the proof of
Theorem 3.1. Moreover, by carefully tracking the proofs in [KW22a/, it becomes apparent that

in order to show weak Harnack inequalities for solutions on cylinders (tyg — R, tg + R®) X Bg}?,
for fixed R > 2, it suffices to have (Poinc) for » € (R,2R) and (Sob) for r € (R/2,R). We
refer the interested reader to [Bos20|, from where the exact dependencies can be read off in the
symmetric case. O

Proof of Theorem 3.3. For the proof of Holder estimates, one finds that Harnack inequalities

for solutions on cylinders as above, where R > 2, yield the correct estimate (3.3) for any

(t,z),(s,y) € (to — R to + R*) x BW with |t — 5|1/ + |z — y| > £ (see [KW22a]). For

n

(t,z),(s,y) € (to — R, to + R) x BI(:) with |t — 5|/ + |z —y| < 2, the same proof yields

g\
ult.2) = (s, 9)| < ellllm sz () (3.7)

However, in this case case, there are only two possibilities. Either, we have x = y, in which case
we directly obtain the desired estimate (3.4) from (3.7). Alternatively, it holds x # y, which
implies that |z —y| > L. This already the estimate (3.3). O

Remark 3.5. It is important to point out that the case a = 2 does not differ from the case o €
(0,2). This is due to the fact that all proofs in [KW22a| are robust in the sense that they work for
any bilinear form of type (3.6) governed by an integral kernel as long as assumptions (K1), (K2),
(Poinc), (Sob), (C-Tail0), (C-Tailoo) are satisfied for some a € (0,2]. All constants depend on
« only through the constants in the assumptions. However, in comparison to the continuous
case, assumption (2.1) guarantees that £ (u,u) is well-defined for any u € L?*(n~'2%), also
when « = 2, and not only for u = 0.

Next, we present a corollary from Theorem 3.3 which yields Holder estimates for the resolvent

U/(\n)f and the heat semigroup Pt(n)f7 for f € L®(n"'Z%). Let Ao > 0 be as in Lemma 2.8.
These estimates will become crucial in Section 5.

Corollary 3.6. Assume that (K1), (K2), (Poinc), (Sob), (C-Tail0), (C-Tailoo) hold true for
some a € (0,2], ¢ > 0 and § € (£,00]. Then there exist ¢ > 0 and v € (0,1) such that for
every A > X, t,s >0, f € L®(n"1Z) N L2(n"'Z%) and every n € N and z,y € n~'Z4:
B (@) = B S )] < ellfioe sy 2 = ol (3.8)
n " o O\
P (@) = P F(@)] < el fll ooz max (1t = ]2, 2 ) (3.9)

U™ f(@) = UM F)] < A il oo otz — v (3.10)
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Proof. First, we observe that (3.10) is a direct consequence of (3.8) and the observation that
n n ° _ n n 1 n n
037 £ () = U ()] < /0 NP f () = P ()l < 5 sup B f @) = P S )l

For the proof of estimate (3.8) we recall that (¢,z) — Pt(n)f(x) solves Oyu — L™y = 0 in
(0, 00) xn~'Z%, which is why Theorem 3.3 applied with R = 1 on arbitrary time-space cylinders
in (0,00) x n1Z yields

1B f(a) — P ()] < el P11l oo vz | — 917 < ell | ooz | =y

for any ¢ > 0 and |z — y| < 2. Note that we also used that \Pt(n)\fH < |[fllgoe 14y which is

due to Markovianity of (Pt(n)). In case |z — y| > 3, estimate (3.8) is trivial since

B (@) = B S < 2Pl oe vy < 277l mszny o = o
Estimate (3.9) can be proved from (3.4) similar to how (3.8) is proved from (3.3). O
The following result is a discrete version of Lemma 3.1 from [KW22a| and can be proved in the

exact same fashion. It is needed in the proof of Lemma 4.2.

Lemma 3.7 (log(u)-estimate). Assume that (K1), (K2) and (C-Tail0) hold true for some
a € (0,2] and 0 € (£,00]. Then there exist c1,co > 0 such that for every & <r <1,0<p<r

and every nonnegative function u € V(Bé?)m_lZd) that satisfies u > € in Bg:) for some € > 0:

2

— uiz U n n — —a, (n n

cn® 4 E g T(z)7(y) <10g TEx; —log Tg;) O (z,y) < E™ (u, —72u™Y) 4 cop )(B,(,Jr)p),
2eB™ yep™

r+p yeBH—P

where (as in (2.6)) 7 :n~1Z¢ — [0,1] satisfies supp(r) = B™ r=1inB" and

r+p’
masxi,...d [ V{7 o120y < 207"

Remark 3.8 (extensions and simplifications). (i) For nonnegative solutions u to Oyu —
L™y = 0 in a suitable time-space cylinder one can also establish a full Harnack in-
equality under slightly stronger assumptions. We refer to [KW22b| for a discussion of
such estimate for nonsymmetric integro-differential operators in R¢.

(ii) One can prove (3.1), (3.2), (3.3), (3.5) for Lt and Corollary 3.6, Lemma 3.7 also under
the following localized condition instead of (K1):
There exists C' > 0 such that for every n € IN, zg € n~1Z%

() N2
Y [Ca )" <. (Kljoc)
(n) Cugn)(?y)
yeBY™ (x0) LO(BS™ (w0))

(iii) We emphasize that one can prove (3.10) directly via establishing a version of (3.5) for
solutions to —L™u + Au = f, where f € L®(n~'Z%) and X > 0. The existence of a
killing term Au for A > 0 in (3.5) does not influence the proofs significantly since the
term Au can be treated in a similar way as a source term.



MARKOV CHAIN APPROXIMATIONS FOR NONSYMMETRIC PROCESSES 16

3.2. Weak parabolic maximum principle. In this section we provide a parabolic maximum
principle for weak subsolutions to d;u — L™ = 0 in the spirit of Proposition 5.2 in [GHLO09|,
where such result was proved in the symmetric case. An elliptic version for nonsymmetric
operators has been established in Theorem 4.1 in [FKV15]|. Let us point out that all constants
in the proof below might (and are allowed to) depend on n € IN.

Proposition 3.9. Assume that (K1), (Sob) hold true for some o € (0,2], ¢ > 0 and 0 €
(%,oo]. Letn € N, T >0 and 2 < R < 1. Let u be a subsolution to dyu — LMy = 0 in

(0,T) x Bg) for some ball Bg) C n~ 74, such that

o ui(t) e Lg(Bl(Qn)) for every t € (0,T),

e uy(t)—0in LQ(BgL)) as t ¢ 0 and u(0) <0 in Bg),
Then uw <0 a.e. in (0,T) x Bgl),

Proof. Note that
(u() = u(y))ur(z) = (ur(2) = up(y))ug (2) + u(y)uy(2). (3.11)

By Géarding’s inequality (2.10) it follows that for every ¢ > 0
n n i D)
£0) (u(t), (1)) > £ (1), (1)) = £ (1), 1)) — o (1) oy (312)

for some ¢; > 0. Since uy (t) € Lz(Bgl)), we can test the weak formulation of dyu — L™y = 0
with uy (¢) for every ¢ € (0,7"). Then, we integrate in time over an arbitrary interval (¢1,t2) C
(0,T), apply integration by parts formula and obtain that for every (t1,t2) C (0,7):

to
n~4 Z u? (ty,z) —n =% Z u? (t1, ) +/ EM (u(t), uy (t))dt < 0. (3.13)
) 2cB™ g
R R

Note that the above explanation can be made rigorous with the help of Steklov averages (see
[FK13], or [KW22b]). From (3.12) and (3 13), it follows:

_ (n)
dzu+ to, x dzu+ t1,x 5(n)cs (uy (t),uq ())dt < cin™ / Zu+ (t, )
zeB) zeB\ h veBM)
Let us define A(t) :=n—¢ ZmeBg) u? (t,x) and set § := ﬁ Then, for every t; € (0,T):

sup  A(t) + A(ty),

1 [tato (n)
swp AW+ [ e 0,0 () <
te(t1,t1+9)

te(ti,t149) 2 t1

DN | =

so for every k > 0:
sup  A(t) < 2FA(ty). (3.14)
te(t1,t1+k0)

Since A(t) N\, 0, as t ~\, 0, by assumption, it follows that A(¢) < 0 for every ¢ € (0,T"), which

gives the desired result. O

Remark 3.10. (i) As a standard application of Proposition 3.9 we have the following
monotonicity property for the restricted semigroups: Whenever BYL) C Bén) for two
sets BYL), Bén) C n~1Z%, it holds for every nonnegative f € L>®(n~1Z%):

(n) (n)
PP f(a) < PP f(x), Vt>0, zen 17 (3.15)
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A proof can be found in [GHO8] (Lemma 4.16). Note that (3.15) is immediate, when
using the representation via the corresponding Markov chains X (™).

(n)
(ii) In particular it holds that PtB1 flx) < Pt(n) f(x), which follows by iteratively applying
(3.15) to a sequence of balls (Bgz))i with R;  oo.

4. TIGHTNESS

The goal of this section is to establish the following theorem:

Theorem 4.1. Let A >0, B € (0,1). Assume that (K1), (K2), (Poinc), (Sob), (C-Tail0) hold
true for some a € (0,2], 0 > 0 and 6 € (£,00]. Then there exists ty € (0,1) such that for every
0 < R <1 there is N € N such that for every n > N and x € n~"Z% it holds:

P* [ sup ]Xt(n) —z| > AR | < B.
t<(toR)™

This result implies tightness of the laws of (X (™),, in the Skorohod space D([0, T]; R%) for every
T > 0 (see Theorem 5.1). Such statement is standard in the literature for symmetric Markov
chains (see Proposition 3.1 in [BKU10], Proposition 3.4 in [BK08|, or Theorem 3.1 in [HK07])
and was also proved in [DK13| (see Proposition 3.3). The restriction to 0 < R <1 and n > N
stems from the admissible range of radii in Theorem 3.1.

We prove Theorem 4.1 by adapting the arguments from Chapter 7 in [Bos20] to a nonsymmetric
setting. The procedure loosely follows the path laid out by Grigor'yan and coauthors (see
[GHL14], [GHH17], [GHH18|) who investigate the validity of heat kernel bounds for symmetric
regular Dirichlet forms on metric measure spaces in connection to geometric properties of the
underlying space. It turns out that the weak Harnack inequality (see Theorem 3.1) implies

two-sided estimates for exit times of Xt(n), which in turn imply a so-called survival estimate.
The survival estimate has proved to be a helpful tool for the derivation of heat kernel bounds
but can also be applied when proving Theorem 4.1. Our proof uses an iteration technique
reminiscent of [GHL14] but avoids truncation of conductances (see also [GH14|). We point out
that the proofs of all results in this section are purely analytic, the main tool being the weak
Harnack inequality Theorem 3.1 and the parabolic maximum principle Proposition 3.9.

First, we establish an estimate for the exit times of (X (™) from balls Bﬁn). While the proof of
the lower bound (4.1) works as for Lemma 5.5 in [GHH17|, establishing the upper bound (4.2)
is more involved due to the lack of symmetry. We give a proof, inspired by Proposition 3.1 in
[Del99], that works for long- and bounded range at the same time and does not make use of

)

the dual semigroup ]3;" .

Let us introduce the Green operator GP ™" defined by
n o0 n Tp(n) n
GP" f(a) = / PP f(x)dt = E° (/ 7 x! ))dt> . feLX(BM).
0 0

In particular, aB" 1(x) = E*75() for every z € B,

Lemma 4.2. Assume that (K1), (K2), (Poinc), (Sob), (C-Tail0) hold true for some a € (0, 2],
o >0 and@ € (%,oo]. Then there exist c1,co > 0 such that for every n € NN, 327‘7 <R<L1,
xo € n~17Z:

E® <T(”L ) < R*, VYze B (4.1)

B;/)s(xo) R/8
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E* < () > >R, Vz e B (4.2)

Bg?"/)s(xo) R/32°

Proof. We start with the proof of the first inequality (4.1). First, we prove the following lower

bound on the heat semigroup (Pt(n)): There exist ¢,e > 0 such that for every yo € n~1Z% and
39 < R < 1it holds

(n) (n)
where tg := cR“.
Let yo € n™1Z4, 327‘7 < R <1 be given. We define

1, if s <(R/32)%,

(n)
P (R/32) 1

u(s, w) = i (015> (/32

Then u is nonnegative and solves dyu — L™u = 0 in (0,2(R/32)%) x B](%/)m(yo) In particular,

note that dyu(w) exists for every w € Bgl/)w(yo) since t — u(t,w) is absolutely continuous.

Using the weak parabolic Harnack inequality for L™ (see Theorem 3.1), we compute:
—d

n=4 ][ n
1= u(s, w)ds
1O (Biy s (v0) ; O.8/59°) 1 (B, (o)) E): o
/ GBR/64( 0 / GBR/64(yO)
< c¢1(nR/64)7¢ Z inf u(s,w)
yEB%( ) (SWIERAR/3D —(R/64)° 2AR/3D)) X BT (o)
< ¢1(nR/64)7¢ ][ u(s,y)ds
(n) (2(R/32)> —(R/64)~ 2(R/32)*)
yeBR/M( Yo)
= ¢1(nR/64)7¢ ][ P(") n y)ds
H(nf/64) Z ((R/32)>—(R/64) (R/32)®) BR/)16(y°)( )

yEBgL/)M (yO

=cn~? Z ][ (nR/64)~4 Z ™M (y, 2)ds,

= ((R/32)>—(R/64)>,(R/32)) =
ZGB 16( 0) yeBR/54(y0)
where ¢; > 0. Note that (s,y) — ) (y, z) solves dyu — L™y = 0 in (0,00) x n~1Z% There-
fore, the weak parabolic Harnack inequality for L(™ is applicable in the time-space cylinder
((R/32) — (R/64)“,(R/32)* — (R/64)* 4+ 2R*) x Bg}?(yo) (see Theorem 3.1) after enlarging
the domain of integration (respectively summation). Then, we obtain by setting ty = cR?,
where ¢ :=2+327% — 647> — 27172 > [

1< e ][ (nR/2)~ Y p{M(y,2)ds
B ) ((R/32)*—(R/64) (R/32)> —(R/64)>+(R/2)~) VB (0)
< cyn inf (n)(% z)
ZEB%(W(s,y>e<(R/32>a—(R/64>a+2Ra—<R/2>a,<R/3z>a—(R/64>a+2Ra>xB;)Q< )
<ecs inf P )13(")16(90)( y)

(5:9)E((R/32)* —(R/64)" +2R> —(R/2)* (R/32)* —(R/64)>+2R*) x By}, (y0)
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< c3 1nf P( )1 (n) (y),
veBwo) | Prslo)

R/16

where ¢2, c3 > 0 and we used that tg € ((R/32)*—(R/64)“+2R*—(R/2)*, (R/32)*—(R/64)*+
2R*) by definition. We have proved that (4.3) holds true with ¢ = c5 .

Next, we deduce (4.1): Let now xo € n~'Z4 be arbitrary and 327(’ <R <1. Let yp € n='Z% be

such that yo € BéR)/m(xo) \ B4R/16(x0) Then by (4.3) and Markovianity of (Pt(n)) it holds for

every x € BE% /)Z(yo)

L= P T (@) 2 P (@) 2 &

/16(%0)

Note that B}(%/)S(xo) C BE%/)Z

and applying (3.15), it follows that for every x € Bg%(mo):

(yo) by construction. Therefore, by rearranging the above inequality

By (o) (n)

< <l1l-—e¢.
P, 1(z) < Py ]lBR/S(mo)(x) <1l-¢

By (o)
Using semigroup property and Markovianity of (P, / ), we deduce that for every k € IN:
Bg?n)s(xo) &
P () < (1 —e)F, s € [ktg, kto + to), (4.4)
and therefore we obtain that for every z € B}(%n/)8 (z0)
() B
GBR/g(Z‘O / P R/S(Z'O )ds < 042 1 _ 5 tO < CRCV
k=0

where ¢4 > 0, as desired for (4.1).
We continue with the proof of the second estimate (4.2). Given ¢ > 0 and £ > 0, we define

(n)
fo P R/S( ) 1(x)ds + e which is an approximation of GPr/s™0) Tt holds that u > £ and
B
u is a weak solution to —LMy =1 — P, Prjs(* )]l > 0in B By applying the weak elliptic
R/8"

Harnack inequality ((3.2)) to u, as well as Jensen’s inequality, we obtain that

—d
B(nl)nf(xo)u > c5 (Z?) Z u(x) > cg(nR)? Z u(z) , (4.5)
R/32 635271/)32 (z0) 635271/)32 (z0)

where c5, cg > 0 are constants. Next, we apply Lemma 3.7 and obtain

—d < 2, —1
n Z u()<]l /8()u>

:1:635%/)32 (z0)

B{)s(a0) (4.6)

< EM(u,7?uH+ < P, Prys

B
< erp™ (B (n))R 4+ < P, Pr/s(® )]1,7'2u_1 >,



MARKOV CHAIN APPROXIMATIONS FOR NONSYMMETRIC PROCESSES 20

where ¢; > 0 and 7 is a cut-off function with supp(r) = BJ(Q /)8( 0), T=11in B% /)32( 0) and

max;—1,. 4 van)THLoo(nflzd) < 2(3R/32)"!. By combining (4.5) and (4.6), we obtain

-1

B (2 -1
cs (R_O‘ +R <P, /st O)le,Tzu_1 >> < ¢g(nR)? Z ul(z) < 1nf u

(n)
B
xEBgL/)SQ(:vo) Rr/32(%0)

for some cg > 0. Finally, note that by (4.4) and (4.1), the left hand side converges to cgR™¢,
as t / 0o. Thus, (4.2) follows by taking the limit € \, 0. O

Remark 4.3. Let us point out that the proof of (4.2) in [GHH18| Lemma 4.1 is not applicable
in our setup since it does not allow for bounded range Markov chains.

Remark 4.4. One can prove the following near diagonal lower heat kernel bound There exists
¢ > 0 such that for every c (%)a <t<cand z,y € n~'Z% with |z — y| < 1/ it holds

64c l/a
P (@, y) > et~ (4.7)

This follows from running a similar argument as in the proof of (4.3) involving the weak
parabolic Harnack inequality for L(™).

The next result establishes the survival estimate for (X (). Its proof is based on the parabolic
maximum principle Proposition 3.9 and Lemma 4.2 and uses the ideas from [GHH18| Lemma
5.6 and Theorem 7.2.1 in [Bos20].

Lemma 4.5 (survival estimate). Assume that (K1), (K2), (Poinc), (Sob), (C-Tail0) hold true
for some ac € (0,2], 0 > 0 and 0 € (g,oo]. Then there exists €,6 € (0,1) such that for every
nelN, 322 <« R<1,0<t< (0R), mg € n~Z4 it holds

inf P, s )1B(n)( 0 > € (4.8)
B (w0) s

Proof. The goal is to prove that for every (¢,z) € (0,00) X B}(%/)S(xo)

(n)
PPy GBR/S(”“”JI( ) —
") (s
e Ay

(4.9)
R/8
Loo( B("/) (z0))

Combining (4.9) with Lemma 4.2, we obtain that for every (¢,z) € (0,00) X B%/)?)?(xo):

By (wo)

R —t
P, Coft” — 1

ClRa
for some constants 0 < c¢; < ca. By choosing § > 0 such that 6% < %, we obtain that for every

0<t<(6R)* and x € B}(%/)?’Q(xo) it holds:

1 (x) >

R/S(xo)

B
(o)
P, Piys 1 > == '~ >
B o)) Z =€
for € = co/(2¢1). As this proves the desired result, it remains to show (4.9).
The main ingredient in the proof of (4.9) is the parabolic maximum principle Proposition 3.9.
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We will apply it on (0,7") x Bg% (x0) for some T > 0 to the function w defined by

) (x0)
wlt ) = u(w) ~ 6 ol g o B T ),

R/B(xo

R/S(xo)

where u = [P, 1dt for some fixed s > 0, and ¢ € L?*(n~'Z?) is chosen such that

0<¢p<1,¢=1o0n B}(%/)S(xo) and supp(¢) C BE%/)4($0)

One immediately sees that w, (t) € LQ(BE:/)S( 0)) for every ¢ > 0, and that wi(t) — 0 in

L*(n~'Z4) as t \, 0. Furthermore, w is a subsolution to dyu — L™y = 0 in (0,T) x B}(%/)S(xo)

since for every nonnegative 1 € L2(B1($/)8( 0)) and ¢ > 0 it holds:

B(n) (J»’O)

< Ow(t), v >+ EM(w(t),¥) = — < ¢+ |lull op, "

Lo(BY); (20))

< OP, g})g(xo)]l £ (P, R/s(xo)
HUHLOO B(n) ( ) t B(n)g( 7¢ >+ ( /8(330 7¢)

<< Ty, — .10 > —tEM (9, ),

B
where we used that (¢,z) — P, Piys(” )]1 B
By g(@o)

0) (n)
1 in BR/S

(z) solves dyu — L™y = 0 in (0, 00) X Bg/)g(xo)

B
and that u solves —L™y =1 — P, R/S(
<1 — ¢, >< 0 and

—EM(g ) =2 Yy (1= () (@)C (z,y) < 0.

zeB™ /8(33 0) yen—174d

(z9). By the definition of ¢,1, note that

Bgl/)s(m)

Therefore, w is a weak subsolution to dyu — L™y = 0 in (0,T) x B}(%/)S(xo) and the weak the

parabolic maximum principle is applicable to w. Since T' > 0 was arbitrary, it follows that
w < 0in (0,00) X B}(:/)S(xo) and therefore (4.9) holds true after taking the limit s ' oo. This
concludes the proof. O
Remark 4.6. In probabilistic terms (4.8) yields the existence of €,0 € (0,1) such that for

every 7~ < R <1 5 and every zg € n~17Z4:
T « _ (n)
P <TB§;)($O) < (5R) ) <1-¢, Vz€ By (x). (4.10)

As a consequence, we have that for every x € n=1Z%:

P*( sup ]Xt(n)—x\>R <l-e
t<(6R)°

This estimate is weaker than Theorem 4.1 since £ > 0 cannot be arbitrary in (4.10).

In order to establish Theorem 4.1, we iterate statements of the form (4.8) (resp. (4.10)) using
the following lemma. We adapt the proof of Lemma 7.3.1 in, [Bos20], which is based on Lemma
4.6 in [GHH17]. A similar iteration of survival estimates is carried out for the proof of Theorem
3.1 in [GHL14| and Theorem 5.7 in [GH14].
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Lemma 4.7 (iteration lemma). Assume that (K1), (K2), (Poinc), (Sob), (C-Tail0) hold true

for some o € (0,2], 0 > 0 and 0 € (£,00]. Let H>0,C € (1,2), ne Nand 2 <R < %
with - < % < % and xo € n~YZ. Assume that for some vy € (0,1) and some open set

M c B ()

B(n)(mo)
1-PFF 1(x) < H, Vee M, 0<t<(yR)". (4.11)
Then there exists k € (0, 1), independent of H, R,C,n,~y and v € (0,1), independent of R,n:

(n)
1 - PPer™ 0y < kH Yz € M, 0<t< (vR)*.

Proof. Let ,8y be the ¢,6 from Lemma 4.5 and § = min(yo,dg). Let ¢ € L?(n"'Z%) be such

_ (n) ()
that 0 <¢ <1,¢=1on BRZ%R(%O) and supp(¢)) C BR+2(0371)R(.%'0). Define for 5 > 0 the

function
(n)
PPery(2) — eyp(a)

(n)
u(t,z) = P7* 1 () — T—c

— Btp().

We prove that the parabolic maximum principle Proposition 3.9 is applicable to u in (0,7") x
Bg) (z0), where T' = (5%}2)0‘, if B > 0 is chosen suitably.
First, by application of the survival estimate (see Lemma 4.5) to balls of the form B (y)

S
for y € 31(22(03’”1%(%)’ we obtain that
B&Y (xo) (n)
P eR () > ¢, x € BR+2(03_1)R(9U0), 0<t<T.

This is a simple consequence of the fact that Bg%(mo) can be covered by the family of balls

B% ., (v

(n)
B(Cn,)lR(y) as above and since PtBCR(m)]l(x) > P, 3" 1(z) due to (3.15). By definition of

3
(n)
1), we conclude that for every ¢ < T on Bg) it holds that PtBCR(m)]l — e > 0. Consequently,
we have that uy (t) € Lz(Bl(%n) (x0)) for every 0 <t <T.

Further, one easily sees that uy(t) — 0 in LQ(B%) (x0)), as t \( 0, as a consequence of the

(n) (n)
strong continuity of ( PtBR (a:o)) and ( PtBC R(wo)).

It remains to check that u is a subsolution to dyu — L™y = 0 in (0,T) x Bgl) (o). We take an
arbitrary function ¢ € Lz(Bl(g) (o)) with ¢ > 0 and compute for ¢t € (0,T):
€

< Qu(t), ¢ > +EM (u(t), ¢) = T—EM (¥, 6) = B < ¥, 6 > —1BEM (Y, )
EM (i, ¢) =B < 1,0 >,

€

IN

1—e¢
where we used that
EM(,¢) =201 " N ((x) - ¥(y)p(x)C™ (2, y)
zen—1Z4d yen—174
et 30 3 (1 = $(y))$(@)C (2, ) > 0.

B —17d\ g(®)
T€BR’ yen \ R+071R(J10)
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Next, we apply (C-Tail0) with r = %R and compute that

EM @) <m S () > | <e(S5ER) <ro>

ze By (x0) yen 1Z\BE) | ()
3

where ¢ > 0 is a constant. We choose § = %~ (%R) ~“ and obtain that for t € (0,T)

1—¢
< Qu(t), ¢ > +EM (u(t), ) <0,

as desired. Note that when £ (1), ¢) = 0 (i.e., for n large in the bounded range-case), we can
simply choose 5 = 0.

Next, we apply the parabolic maximum principle (Proposition 3.9), which yields that u < 0

in (0,7) x Bgl)(xo). By using the definition of u, as well as (4.11), we obtain that for every
0<t<T=min(T, (6R)%) it holds:

B(”) (730)
(n) pPerl®o)y
1-H-pt<pr "1 _pr< tl—g Vo e M,
—€
which is equivalent to

B(n)(mo)
1—P, 8"V 1 <(1—-¢)(H+pt), Yexe M.

Finally, we note that if 0 < £ < min (T, 2(11172)6)’ we obtain that

(n)
1 - PPer™) (1) < wH, Vze M, (4.12)

where k =1— 5. If 3 =0, we set 2(111765)[3 = 0o. Note that by the definition of 7" and 3, we can

find a constant v > 0, independent of R, such that (4.12) holds for every 0 < ¢t < (yR)®. This
concludes the proof. O

We are finally in the position to prove Theorem 4.1.

Proof of Theorem 4.1. Let A, B € (0,1) be arbitrary and zy € n~'Z%. Note that it is enough
to prove Theorem 4.1 for A € (0, 1) by inclusion of sets. Our goal is to find ¢y € (0,1), N € N
such that for every 0 < R <1 and n > N:

(n)
1- P 4™ 12) < B, VeeBY)

AR/Q(I'Q), 0<t< (tOR)a.

We set 7 = A/2 and, for k € IN, we define R, = C*nR, where C € (1,2) is to be chosen later.
First, we have the following trivial estimate for every n € N, 0 < R < 1:

B(") T
1-P 1) <1, Vo e BY(ag) = B

N AR/2(xO)’ t> 0.

We observe that Lemma 4.7 yields that

By (wo)

1- P, 1) <k, Vo€ B ,(20), 0<t<(yR)
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for some v,x € (0,1) in case 7~ < %. After having chosen C € (1,2), we will determine
N € N (depending on R) such that this condition is satisfied for every n > N. By iterating
the above line, we obtain that for every k € IN (as long as Ry < %):

By (20)

1- P, 1(z) < KF, Vze Bg";ﬂ(xo), 0<t< (R

for some vy € (0,1) that depend on C' but not on R. We want to choose k € IN and C € (1,2)
such that (i) k¥ < B and (ii) C*nR < AR hold true. By defining k := Llog(A/n)J = Llog@) J, we

log(C) log(C)
guarantee (ii). Note that by definition, k 0o as C' \ 1. Therefore, we can choose C' —1 >0

logk
small enough, such that (i) holds, namely we choose C' = % (2$ + 1). This yields

1 PPy <1 - B < b < B, vee BY)

AR/Q(I'Q), 0<t< ('ykR)o‘.

Upon our definition of C, it is guaranteed that 7~ < % is satisfied for every n > N :=
log Kk -1
’7143—1%,6 <2ﬁ? - 1) w . Therefore, the desired result holds true with the choice tg = . O

5. CONVERGENCE

Given T > 0, z € R? and a sequence (z,,) C n~'Z? with z,, — z, our goal is to prove that -
under suitable assumptions - the sequence of P*»-laws of (Xt(n))te[o,T} converges weakly, with

respect to the D([0, T]; R%)-topology, to a probability P* and to identify the limiting process
X by providing the associated bilinear form.

The following two theorems collect statements that outline the path towards the desired weak
convergence of (X (™). First, tightness of the laws of X (™ is proved and then, weak convergence
of (X)) along sub-subsequences is established. These results are contained in Theorem 5.1
and follow from Corollary 3.6 and Theorem 4.1. In order to guarantee convergence of the full
sequence of laws of (X() we need to show that the limits in Theorem 5.1 are independent
of their respective subsequences. We will do so by proving that all limits correspond to the
same bilinear form. In this respect, Theorem 5.2 provides a suitable criterion for the desired
convergence in terms of the corresponding bilinear forms.

Our proofs follow the technique that was developed in [SZ97], [BKO08], [HKO07], [BKU10],
[DK13]. Nevertheless, we clarify some of the arguments since Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 3.6
differ slightly from their counterparts in the aforementioned articles.

Given functions f : R = R, g : n7'Z% — R, we define the restriction operator to n=1Z¢ by
R f(z) = f(x) for every € n~'Z% and the extension operator E™ g(z) = g([z],) for every
r € RY, where [z], = (|nz;]/n)L, € n71Z4.

Theorem 5.1. Assume that (K1), (K2), (Poinc), (Sob), (C-Tail0), (C-Tailoo) hold true for
some a € (0,2], 0 > 0 and 0 € (£,00]. Let (zn), C n 1Z% and x € R? with z, — z and
T > 0. Then, the P*-laws of (X™) are tight in D([0,T]; R?). Moreover, for every subsequence
(nj) C N there exists a further subsequence (nj, ) C (n;) such that

(i) For each f € Co(R) and X > Ao, (E™) (P R0 (£))), and (E®) (U R (),
converge uniformly on compact subsets.

(i) Write P, f := limg 00 E("jk)(Pt(nj’“)R("fk)(f)), Then Py is linear for every t and (P;) is
a semigroup on C.(R%), belonging to a strong Markov process on RZ.
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(i4i) The Pk -laws of (Xt(nj’“))te[oﬂ converge weakly, with respect to the D([0,T]; R%)-
topology, to a probability P~.

In the statement of the theorem, Ag > 0 denotes the constant from Lemma 2.8.

Proof. Note that from Theorem 4.1 it follows that for every A > 0 and B € (0,1) there is a
constant v > 0 and N € IN such that for every x € n='Z% and every n > N it holds:

P* <’7’B1(4n)($) < 7) < B. (5.1)

Now, let T > 0, x € R? and (x,), C n~'Z¢ with x,, — z. Moreover, let 7, € [0,T] be a
sequence of stopping times for X (8,,) C [0,1] with &, — 0 . Then, by (5.1) and the strong
Markov property it follows for every n > N with 4, < ~:

PZn <|X(n)

Tntdn Xﬁff)| > A) = IPXLZ) <|X§:) — Xén)| > A) < sup P* <TB;,L)($) < 7) < B.

zen—174

This verifies condition (A) in [Ald78|. Moreover, tightness of <supte[07T} \Xt(n) - Xt(f) ]) follows
n

from the Lévy system formula for (X(™) (see Lemma 2.3), which implies that for A > 1:

T (n) (n) T
P sup (X, - XV > A) <ET (D 1 o0 g t
(tE[O,T] | ! - | ) t<T {‘Xt _Xt*)‘>A}( )

T
=E* arv(n (n)
- /0 Z ]l{lxt(n)—ybA}(t)n ol )(Xt ,y)dt
yen—174

<T sup n“ Z C"(z,y) < TA™°

—1rzd
zen= 7 yen—1Z4d:|z—y|>A

by (C-Tailoo). Since z, — , it follows that the laws of (X (™) are tight in D([0, T]; RY).
Now, let (nj) C IN be a subsequence. We prove the existence of a further subsequence such
that (i), (ii), (iii) hold true. First, given A > \g and f € C.(R?), one can deduce from (3.10) in
Corollary 3.6 that the family (E() (U inj ) R )(f)) is equicontinuous and equibounded. There-
fore, convergence of the family along a subsequence follows from the Arzela-Ascoli theorem.
Let ()iew C (0,00) and (fim)men C Ce(R?) be dense. Note that (3.8) of Corollary 3.6 im-
plies that the family (E( )(Pt(inj ) R ) (fm))) j,i,m is equicontinuous and equibounded, where we
define fr, := fon/|l fonll poo (n-1z4)- Again, by the Arzela-Ascoli theorem one can extract a sub-

sequence (nj, ) C (n;) such that (E("jk)(Pt(inj’“)R("jk)(fm)))k converges uniformly on compacts

as k — oo. We write P, fm for the limit object and point out that that it can be extended to
all £ > 0 using the same argument, as in [HKO7|: Find a subsequence (¢;); C (¢;); such that

ti, = t as | — oo and prove that (E(”J'k)(Pt(nj k)R("fk)(fm))) k. is a Cauchy-sequence with respect
to uniform convergence on compacts, using that

(B (B RO0(F)) = B3 (P RO (F)| = 0, as k1 — oc,

i
05 (P RO (F,)) = B (B RO (7)) =0, as bk = ox,

(njk/ )

|E(nj’“')(Pt(:jk')R(njk')(fm)) _ E(njk/)(Pt R(njk/)(fm)” 0, ask,l— oo,



MARKOV CHAIN APPROXIMATIONS FOR NONSYMMETRIC PROCESSES 26

where all convergence statements above are meant to be in the sense of uniform convergence on
compacts. While the second convergence result is already known from above, the first and third
line follow from estimate (3.9) of Corollary 3.6. Therefore, the limit P, f,,, exists uniformly on
compacts for every t > 0. By density of (f,,) C C.(R%), we have proved the desired convergence
result in (ii). Following the arguments from [HKO07]|, one can establish that (F;) extends to a
semigroup on C.(R?) and therefore is associated to a strong Markov process on R?. This proves
(ii). (iii) follows from standard arguments (see [HKO07], [BK08|): While tightness yields that the
laws of (X ("J'k)) are precompact in the sense that every subsequence of the laws must weakly
converge along some further subsequence, properties (i), (ii) guarantee that the weak limit is
independent of the actual subsequence since its finite dimensional distributions are determined
by (P;), and hence coincide. This implies that the laws of (X)) already converge. O

Theorem 5.2. Assume that (K1), (K2), (Poinc), (Sob), (C-Tail0), (C-Tailoo) hold true for
some a € (0,2], 0 > 0 and 0 € (£,00]. Let (zn), C n71Z% and x € R with z, — z and

T > 0. Let (£, F) be a regular lower bounded semi-Dirichlet form on L?(R?) with core Fo C F
and £y, > 0. Assume that for every A > N, f € C.(R%), g € Fo and every sequence (nj) CIN

such that (E("J')(Uinj)R("ﬂ')(f)))j converges uniformly on compact subsets, the following holds:

(a) H :=1lim;_,q E("J')(Uinj)R("j)(f)) €F,
(b) there exists a further subsequence (n;j,) C (n;) such that for every g € Fy, it holds

£ (U RO £ RO g) > E(H,g), as k — . (5.2)

Then the full sequence of P*"-laws of (Xt(n))te[o,T} converges weakly to a probability P* with

respect to the D([0,T); RY)-topology. Write X for the canonical process on D([0,T];RY), then
the process (X,P*) is the Markov process associated with the form (€, F).

Proof. Due to (iii) of Theorem 5.1, we know that given any subsequence (n;) C IN, the P*"
laws of (X (")) ; converge weakly along some further subsequence (n;, ) to a probability P*. In
order for convergence of the full sequence (X (")) to hold true, we need to prove that the limit

of (X)) is independent of the given subsequence (nj,). Write uy; = U;nj’“)R("fk)(f) and
H = limg_, E("jk)unjk and assume that (a), (b) hold true. It follows that

g(H’ g) _ lllf& 5("jkl)(unjkl ’ R("Jkl)g)

. () ¢ (M) nj
= lllf& < Rk f,R Ik g >L2(n;k11 24) A< uanl’R( Jk)g >L2(n;k11 24) (5.3)

= (f, g)L2(1Rd) — A(H, g)L2(1Rd)
for every g € Fo, where (n;, ) C (n;,) denotes the subsequence from (b) and we used the fact

that u,, is the A-resolvent for £ (i)

is due to the fact that (E(njk)unjk )i converges uniformly on compacts, g has compact support,
and dominated convergence. Using that Fy is dense in F with respect to the norm induced by
E¥(,) + Aol - H%Q(Rd), (5.3) holds for every g € F and therefore we identify Uyf = H € F, i.e.,

H is the A-resolvent of f for €. Here, £° := $(&(u,v)+E&(v,u)). Therefore, the limit H does not

depend any more on the choice of (n;), so we conclude that U /(\n) (R(") f) — H =U,f. Thus,

also the bilinear form corresponding to the limit process of (X (n; ))j is uniquely determined.
This concludes the proof. O

and that (E(njk)’u,njk7g)L2(Rd) — (H, g)12(ray- The latter
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It remains to verify conditions (a), (b) in order to guarantee weak convergence of the full

sequence (Xt(n))te[O,T]- In particular, this amounts to proving that all limits in (5.2) coincide.
We will do so by providing the limiting bilinear form £ being governed by coefficient functions
(ai,j)gl’jzl, (bi)L, on R? in the case a = 2 and a jumping kernel K on R% x R¢ when « € (0,2),
which will be determined uniquely through the family of conductances (C™). The existence
of such functions will be posed as a separate assumption. We treat the two cases @ = 2 and
a € (0,2) separately in the following two sections.

5.1. Approximation of strongly local forms. In this section, we assume that (K1), (K2),
(Poinc) and (C-Tail0) hold true with o = 2, 0 > 0 and 6 € (£, 00]. Furthermore, we assume

that X is comparable to the nearest neighbor random walk (NNRW) in the following sense:
There exists B > 0 such that for every u € L?(n~'Z%):

£ (1, u) > BED) (u,u). (5.4)

Here, the NNRW is defined through the conductances NN : n='1Z¢ x n=17Z% — [0, %], given by

NN(CC,y) = %]l{|mfy|:1/n}(x’y)a
Evn(uuw) =n> 1 3" ST (u(@) — u(y)?NN(z,y).

xen—1Zd yen—174
Remark 5.3. A sufficient condition for comparability to the NNRW (see (5.4)) is the existence
of § > 0 and N € IN such that for any pair (z,y) € n™1Z% x n='Z¢ with |z —y| = L there exist
kE<N,zog=z21,...,2; =y € n~'Z% such that an)(xi,xi+1) > 0 for every i € {0,...,k}.

Moreover, we assume that X is of bounded range, i.e., that there exists a constant C' > 0
such that C"(z,y) = 0 if |z — y| > C/n.

Remark 5.4. (i) We recall that if X(™ is of bounded range, then (2.8) is a sufficient
condition for (C-Tail0), (C-Tailoo).

(ii) It is possible to drop assumption (C-Tailoo) completely because all statements of

Theorem 5.1, Theorem 5.2 remain valid due to assumption (C-Tailoo) being trivial for

n > C. Moreover, (Sob) follows from the global Sobolev inequality for 51(\?1)\/ and (2.6).

We require some additional notation (see [DK13|) in order to introduce the connection between
(C™) and the coefficient functions a; ;, b; which determine the limiting form (£, H*(R?)):

e First, recall that Vgn)u(az) .= n(u(x + e;/n) — u(x)) for any function u : n~1Z% — R.
e Define P(z,y) as the set of shortest nearest neighbor paths (SNNP) in n~'Z¢ from
ren1Z% to y € n~1Z? and set

1 —1rpd
)| Z ]]-{o:(:vzao,...,y:al):Ekgl:wzak,l,zzok}(U)a w,z €N IZ )

P e -
S Pl 2

e, PPY(w, z) is the ratio of SNNP from x to y using the edge (w, z) to all SNNP from
T to y.

The quantity P*Y(w, z) is motivated by the following two useful identities (see also [DK13]):
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Lemma 5.5 (see Lemma 5.1 in [BKU10], p.138 in [BKU10]). Let f € L?(n=1Z%). Then, for
every x,y € n1Z4, the followmg identities hold true:

/(@) Z > Peea/nz) = Pz a/m) VSR, (55)

=1 zen—174

n(x; —y;) = Z (P*Y(z+ei/n,z) + P*Y(z,z 4+ ¢;/n)), i=1,...,d. (5.6)

zen—174
e Fori,je {1 ., d}, z,w € nT1Z? we define as in [DK13]:
G( = Z Z (P™Y(z+ei/n,z) — P"Y(z,z + e;/n))

xen—174d yen—174d
(P™¥(w + ej/n, w) — P*Y(w,w + ej/n))C{M ().

e We introduce a similar quantity for C(gn)

g™ (x,2) := Z (P™Y(z 4 €;/n, z) — P™Y(z, 2 + e;/n))C (2, y).

(2

, namely for i € {1,...,d}, z,z € n~'Z%:

yen—174
e For z € n='Z%, we define
FPe = % Gfwsa., B =n 3 H(@:2).
wen—174 xen—174
We abuse notation and write Fz(,?)( ):=EMFE (n)(z),Bl-(n)(z) = E(")Bi(n)(z).
By a straightforward computation, similar to (5.1) in [BKU10]|, one verifies that

EM(fg)=n>" " D (f@) - FW)(gx) - g(1)CM (2, y)

xen—17Z4d yen—174

20270 N Y (f(@) — f)g(@)CE ()

xen—1Zd yen—174

*dZ o Y V)V gw)G (w, 2)

1,J= 1z€n—1Zdw€n—1Zd
SOOI S i LS L
i=1 gen—17Z4 zen—174d

We are now ready to formulate an assumption on the coefficient functions (a; ;)¢ =1 (b)), of
the limiting bilinear form:

Assumption 1. There exist a;;,b; : R? - R, i,j € {1,...,d} with a;; = aj;, such that
||FZ(3) - amHLll (rdy — 0 and ||BZ-(n) - biHL} (rt) — 0 as n — oo, and moreover a;,; is uniformly
elliptic, bounded, and b; satisfies |b;|? € L(R?).

Note that Assumption 1 is sufficient for (£, H'(R?)) defined by
E(f.9) = E%(f,9) + E%(f.9)

5.7
:/ ai,j(x)aif(x)ajg(x)dm+2/ bi(x)0; f(x)g(x)dx (5-1)
R4 R4
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is a regular lower bounded semi-Dirichlet form on L2(R¢) (see [MR92], p.30-35 in [Osh13]).
(n)

Moreover, Assumption 1 implies that F; p
and that a subsequence converges pointwise a.e.

n .
— ajj, B; ) b; in measure on each compact set

Remark 5.6. Note that Fi(?) € L>®(n~'Z%) and |BZ-(n)|2 € L9(n='Z4) with norms uniform in

n. Boundedness of Fi(?) can be proved as follows: For every n € IN z € n=1Z%:

ZHORS DY > le-yPMay)
xEnflzd:h:—z\g%yEn*lZd:\x—y\g%

<C? sup n? Z |z — y|?C) (2, y) < ¢ < o0

zen=174 —17d. c
yen—1Zd|z—y|<Z

for some ¢; > 0, due to (2.5). Moreover, we used (5.6) and the fact that X is of bounded
range. Besides, we have for every z € n~'Z%

B < Y > le—yllc )
xEn—IZd:|mfz\§% yen_lzd:\xfy\g%

1
20 1—55 1
20—1 v 6 26

CO(L") , 2
<] Y Y -y ey > o |my Goe

zilz—z|<E\ yilz—y|<E zilz—z|<E \ yilz—y|<E

6 26
(n) 2
(COIERS 2y Ca " (z,y)|
S U " J) (z,y)

wila—2|<E \ yila—y|<E
for some ¢y > 0, due to (2.5), (5.6) and (K1). Consequently,

[4

(n) 2

()20 —d 2 |Ca (z,y)|

[l PP D DD DI K Di e

zen=1Z4 g:|x—2|<E y:|mfy|§% ’
0
() (.
yen—124 7 y)l L0 (n—174)

for some c3, ¢q,c5 > 0.

The following theorem is the main result of this article in case a = 2:

Theorem 5.7 (central limit theorem). Assume that (C™) satisfies (K1), (K2), (Poinc) and
(C-Tail0) with a =2, o > 0 and 0 € (2, 00]. Furthermore, we assume that X™ is comparable
to the NNRW and of bounded range. Assume that there are a;;, b; such that Assumption 1
holds true. Let (x,), C n'Z% and x € R* with x, — x and T > 0. Then the P* -laws
of (Xt(n))tE[O,T] converge weakly, with respect to the D([0,T]; R%)-topology to the P*-law of
(Xt)iepo,r], where (X,P*) is the Markov process corresponding to the form (€, H' (R%)).

Proof. The proof uses the same ideas as in [BKU10]. We need to verify properties (a), (b)
from Theorem 5.2. Let f € Cc(R?), g € C2(RY), (n;) C IN. We denote u,, = Uinj)R("f)f
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and H = lim;_,o, B )unj. The proof of (a) works exactly as in [BKU10]. Note that uniform

boundedness of (Efyji}“)(E("fk)unjk , E(”jk)unjk )i follows from Géarding’s inequality for £ (see
(2.10)), as well as (2.19), and (5.4).

It therefore remains to show (b), i.e., that there exists a further subsequence (n;,) C (n;) such

that 5("”)(11% ) R("fk)g) — &(H,g), as k — oco. For simplicity of notation, we will assume that

already (u,) converges. It was shown already in [BKU10] that gm0 (tn, R™Mg) — E%3(H, g)

converges along some subsequence. Note that (C-Tail0) implies (2.5), i.e., assumption (A3) in
[BKU10], which is required for their argument to work. Therefore, it remains for us to prove
that also

gm),c (un, R™Mg) — E%(H, g), as n — oo (5.8)

along some subsequence. Let us denote K (n) — supp(g) N n~1Z%. We can write

£ (4, RWg) =202 S ST (un (@) — ua(y))g(2) O (2, y)

ren—174d yen—174d

d
=y 3 Y VVu@e@H (@)

i=1 zen—174d xeK("):|m—z\§%

d
=2y ) <B§n)<Z>V§"’un<z>g<z>

=1 zen—17d
+ > el @)V w2 (g() - g<z>>>
J:EK("):|J:—Z\§%
= 1™+ IV,
We separately analyze the summands I YL) and IQ(n). It will turn out that I fn) — &% (H, g) (up

to a subsequence), while 12(11) — 0, yielding (5.8), as desired.

For Ién), we argue as follows:

d
B =l 3 3 B @)Y i ()e() - g(2)

1=1 zen—174 meK("):\xfzﬂS%

d
gq( sup run<z>—un<z'>\> Vgl |43~ 3> >0 B2,

1 ‘
lz—2"|< 1=1 zen—174d xeK("):\x—ZIS%

where ¢; > 0 depends only on C' and we used the definition of Vgn)un(z), and the mean value
theorem for g(z) — g(z), which is applicable since z € K™ : |z — z| < C/n is close to z. (Note

that the n from Vgn) cancels with the n~! from (g(z) — g(2)) < Cn~!{|Vgl|oo). Finally:

d
nl_dz Z Z Hi(n) (x,2)

i=1 zen—174d xeK(n):|m—Z\§%
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d
=1y 3 > S (PPt eifn.z) — PPY(z,z + ei/n) C (x,y)

1= — d c — c
i=1 zen=1Z 2eK(M):|z—2|<& yen—1Z4:|z—y|<E

<SS e ylleP )]

—17d.|p—y|<E
zeK ™M yen—174:|x yI<+

[v]
£y
|
—
N}

—d 2 2| 7(n) 2 ’Cén)(vy)\?
<o |n Y [0 Yl -yPlUM (@) n’ Y

TR\ yle—yl<T vl —yl<S 7 o

20—1
20

for some cg,c3 > 0, where we used (5.6), (2.5) and (K1). Note that the resulting term in the
previous estimate is bounded uniformly in n due to the fact that u(™(K®™) — |supp(g)| <
0o. Recall that due to (i) in Theorem 5.1, the family (u,) is equicontinuous and therefore

SUP|, <1 [un(z) = up(2')] = 0 as n — co. Consequently, |12(n)| — 0, as desired.

Now, we consider I fn). We write

d d
B =23 3 BV mlee) =23 | BV E ) B RMg(:)d

=1 zen—174d

There exists a subsequence of (E(”)Vz(n)un(z))n converging weakly in L2(RY) to 9;H. This
follows from the proof of (a) in [BKU10]. Moreover, we can extract a further subsequence

along which Bi(n) — b; boundedly and pointwise almost everywhere and also EMRMg — ¢
uniformly on compacts. Along this further subsequence, we have that

I%n) — 2/]Rd bi(2)0;H(2)g(z)dz = E%(H, g).

We have shown that properties (a), (b) of Theorem 5.2 hold, which yields the desired result. [

Theorem 5.7 answers question (i) from the beginning for the case @ = 2 and bounded range
conductances C™). Now, we want to address question (ii), namely provide explicit conductances
C™) that satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 5.7 and approximate a process that corresponds
to a previously given form of type (5.7). The following example contains an explicit computation

of Bi(n) in a special case:

Example 5.8. Let us assume that we are in the special situation that for a given C™, we
have that Ca(tn) is of the following form:

i (z,y) = B™ (z,y) NN(z,y),
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and B : n=174 x n~1Z% — R satisfies 3V (z,y) = —B™) (y, z) for every z,y € n~'Z%. In
that case, it holds for z € n=1Z¢:

Bz = n (HO 4 ei/n.z) + HO (2. 2))
=n <Pz+ei/"’z(z +e;/n,2)C (2 + e;/n, z) — P4/ (2, 2 4 e; /n) O (2, 2 + ei/n))
= 2nC (2 + ¢;/n, 2)

= nB™ (2 4 e;/n, 2).
(5.9)

Theorem 5.9 (concrete approximation). Let a;; : R? — R be uniformly elliptic and bounded
and let b; : R — R with |b;|2 € LY(R?) for some 60 € (4,00]. Let (€, H'(R?)) defined in (5.7)
be the associated lower-bounded semi-Dirichlet form and X be the associated Markov process.
Then, there exists a sequence (C™) satisfying Assumption 1 with a; ;, b; such that (K1), (K2),
(C-Tail0), (Poinc), (Sob) hold true with o = 2 and 0. Furthermore, X" is comparable to the
NNRW in the sense of (5.4) and of bounded range.

As a consequence, for each T >0, x € R and (z,) C n~'Z¢ with x,, — x the P™ -laws of the
continuous time Markov chain (Xt(n))te[o,T} corresponding to (£, L*(n='Z%)) weakly converge
to the P?-law of (X¢)ejo,m) with respect to the topology of D([0,T); R%).

Proof. The proof can be seen as an extension of Theorem 5.5 in [DK13] in the sense that we
allow for the existence of an additional first order drift term. The idea of proof is the same.
We define r,, = |n'=?|/n € n=1Z, for some 3 € (0,1). Then r,Z¢ C n=1Z%. For xg € r,Z%
we define the cube

Q(xo,m) ={y € RY:0< miin(yi — (z);) < miax(yi — (m0)i) < rn}.

Clearly, the set of all cubes Q(x,r,,) covers the full space R? and all cubes are pairwise disjoint.
Then, we set for y € R?

a(z) (y) = Z (JZQ( )ai,j(z)dz> ]lQ(J:o,rn) (y),
0o,Tn

roETRZ4

o™ (y) = bi(2)d2 | Logan o (1).
Py = ¥ (i) Ln) ) oty )

zo€ErnZd
(n)

Moreover, (a; ;
the construction of the sets Q(xg,y):

20
IHbE")\QHie(Wﬁ Z / <][ bi(z)dz> dy
Q(z0,rn) Q(zo,mn)

(y)) is uniformly elliptic and bounded by ||a; j||cc. By Jensen’s inequality and

T ETR 24
< ]Z / () PPddzdy (5.10)
voernzd? @E0,n) Q(:vomn
= 11531170 (may-
Therefore Haz(‘j}) —aijllpy @y =0, 15 — b 11 _me) — 0. Furthermore, ! j), b are piecewise

™ (2) = E?([aﬂrn), b (2) = b ([al,) for every o €

constant functions in the sense that a
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n~17%. Note that it remains to find C™ such that HFZ(?) — a§3)|]Llloc(Rd) — 0 and HB;M —

bz(n) HL%M (re) — 0 in order to verify Assumption 1.

Let us now define C{" according to the procedure laid out in [DK13| such that HF@(?) —
aEZ)H L} (ra) — 0 holds true. Note that from the construction in [DK13] (Theorem 5.5), it
follows that (C-Tail0) is satisfied with o = 2, ™ is of bounded range (C = 2) and there exists
e > 0 such that for every n € IN: c{m (z,y) > € if |[x — y| = L. Since (Poinc) and (Sob) are
satisfied for 5]((\?])\, (see [Kuml4], [Barl7]), it follows by (5.4) that (Poinc) and (Sob) also hold
(n),Cs" 1

)
with a =2,0 = 5=

true for £ 57

It remains to find an antisymmetric sequence of conductances C’U(Ln) such that the kernel C(") =
i 4+ ™ satisfies assumptions (K1), (K2) and HBi(n) —bgn) ||Ll1 (rey — 0. We make the choice

Cé") (z,y) = B™ (z,y)NN(z, Z/)]l{m(n)(x,y)\ge}(ﬂ?, Y),

and B : n71Z% x n71Z4 — R satisfies 80 (2,y) = =B (y,z) for every z,y € n~'Z".
According to (5.9):

BZ,(”)(Z) =nB"(z +¢i/n, 2) 11800 (st /n,2) <} (2 T €[N, 2), 2 € n~17z
We define

bgn)(x)/n, if Jzgen™1Z i {1,...,d} : z,y € Q(zg,mn),x =y + e;/n,
B (x,y) = —bgn)(x)/n, if g en™1Z Jic {1,...,d} :x,y € Q(x0,7n),y = T+ €;/n,
0, else.

Note that since bgn) is piecewise constant, 3™ is indeed antisymmetric. Furthermore, it follows:

(n) - ‘ d
Bi(n)(z) _ {bi (Z)]l{|b§")(z)\§ne}(z)’ if z,z+e;/n € Q(xg,1y,) for some zq € r, 2%,

0, else.

Note that by definition of bgn) and since |b;|? € LY(R?), there is ng € IN such that for every
n > ny it holds that ][Bfn)\\oo < ne for every i. We define Q;(xg,7r,) = {z € n 1 Z% : 2, 24e;/n €
Q(zo,7m)} and BQi(zo,mm) = Q(z0,7) \ Qi(xg,rn). Note that |BQ;(zg,r,)| = rd~n~L.
Consequently, for each compact set K C R% and n > ng it holds by (5.10):

1—L

26
/K |Bi(n)(z) - bz(‘n)(z)|dz < ||bz(‘n)HL29(K) U BQi(wo,7n)

20€ErnZ%:Q;(x0,rn)CK
1

1—L
< lbill o ey [e(B)ry 2|

_ L
g [0 ]
- TILAEK) | | pl-B

— 0,

where we used that the number of rectangles Q; (g, r,) that are contained in K can be bounded
by ¢(K)r;?, where ¢(K) > 0 is a constant depending on the diameter of K, only. It follows

that ||[B™ — ™|, ay — 0, as desired.
i 7 L}, (R%)
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Furthermore (K2) is satisfied by construction with D = 3. In order to prove that (K1) holds
true with 6, we estimate for n € IN, x € n=1Z%:

. Lo T )
C(n)(ac ) o (z,y)
yen—17d s Y yEn*lZd:\x—y\:% $ Y
yen 124 |z—y|=
for some ¢ = ¢(e) > 0. This implies
8 (o) (n) 5|4
ne 3 G Ll < @) 0120y < @B oy =215,
yen—174d Cs (’y) LO(n—174)
This proves the desired result. U

Finally, we present a much simpler direct proof of Theorem 5.9 in the case that the drift b is

of the form b(z) = VV (z) for a suitable function V' € C'(R%).

Example 5.10 (concrete approximation: b = VV). Assume that b = VV for some V €
CL(R?) N L2 (R?) for some 6 € (£,00] and a; ; as before. Choose again c{™ as in [DK13] and

let € > 0 be such that Cs(n)(ac,y) > ¢ for every z,y € n~'Z% with |z — y| = 1/n. Now, we can
set

C{M(,y) = (V(z) = V) NN (@, 9) Ly @)-vy)<e} (1),

and define C(™ = C§”) + C’U(Ln). We claim that this choice of conductances C'() gives rise to a
form £ with associated Markov chains (Xt(n))te[o,T] whose P¥"-laws weakly converge towards
the P®-law of (X¢);c(o,7), Which is associated to & given as in (5.7) for every (x,) C VAR
z € R? with x,, — = and every T > 0.

In fact, one way to see this is to apply Theorem 5.7 as a black box, using the same line of
arguments as in the proof of Theorem 5.9 to verify the assumptions. Indeed for large enough
n, according to (5.9):

BM(z) = n(V(z +ei/n) - V(2) = V"V (2), zen'Z",

(2

from where one can directly read off that c{™ satisfies Assumption 1. (K1), (K2), (C-Tail0),
(Poinc), (Sob) are immediate.

However, for this special case one can conveniently reprove Theorem 5.7, simplifying some
arguments along the way. Let us demonstrate how to obtain (5.8). We compute for large
enough n:

EM (1w, R g) = 2m> 0 3" ST (un (@) — un(y))g(@)(V(x) - V() NN(z,y)

rzen—174d yen—174d

n Z V" (x — ei/n)g(x)VV (@ — e;/n)
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— 2 O;H (2)g(x)0;V (z)dx.
Rd

The convergence can be justified by similar arguments as in the proof of Theorem 5.7.

5.2. Approximation of nonlocal forms. In this section, we assume that (K1), (K2), (Poinc),
(Sob), (C-Tail0), (C-Tailco) hold true with o € (0,2), 0 > 0 and 0 € (%,oo]. Moreover, we
assume that

() N2
sup [|n® Z % — 0, as r \(0, (5.11)
nel yen=—1Z4:|-—y|<r Y LO(QNn—174)

for every compact set Q@ C R? We will demonstrate at the end of this section that these
assumptions are naturally satisfied for a huge class of conductances by providing some examples.
In this case, the limiting form will be governed by a jumping kernel K : R x R? — [0, c0] and
therefore be of nonlocal type. K will be determined through the following property:

Assumption 2. There exists K : R? x R? — [0, 00] such that
[ Hapnt e (@) i )ayde | f(e ) K. y)ayds (512)
for every compact set K C R? x R?\ diag, f € C(K). Moreover K satisfies

Supd /Rd(l N |£C - y|2)Ks(xay)dy < 09, [v]za/%]}{d) < C‘SKS(U’U)’ Vv € L2(Rd)’ (513)
z€R

[ Ka(, )2
/]Rd J(7y) %

for some C' > 0 and some symmetric jumping kernel J and for every ball B ¢ R%.

< oo, Eh(v,v) < CEL*(v,v), Vv e L*(B), (5.14)
L9 (R4)

In analogy with the discrete case, we set Ky(z,y) = (K (z,y)+K (y,)), Ka(2,y) = 3(K(z,y)—
K (y,x)). Note that Assumption 2 is sufficient for (£, V (R¢|R%)) defined by

e =2 [ [ (1) = 1))k (@, y)dyds (5.19

Re JR4

to be a regular lower-bounded semi-Dirichlet form on L?(R¢) with
VRIRY = {v € AR : (v(2) — v(y) K (2,y) € AR x R}

and having C-P(R?) as a core (see [SW15]). Moreover, (5.14) is a continuous version of (K1).
Remark 5.11. Note that (5.12) implies that for every sequence (f,), f € C(K) with f,, — f
uniformly on :

/fn(x7y)nd+a0(")([x]na[y]n)dydw—>/ f(z,y)K(z,y)dyda.
K K

We present the following analog of Theorem 5.7 in the case a € (0, 2):

Theorem 5.12 (central limit theorem). Assume that (K1), (K2), (Poinc), (Sob), (C-Tail0),
(C-Tailoo) hold true with o € (0,2), 0 > 0 and 6 € (%,oo]. Moreover, assume that there is
K such that Assumption 2 holds true. Let (z,) C n='Z¢, x € R with x,, — x and T > 0.

Then, the P™ -laws of (Xt(n))te[o,T] converge weakly, with respect to the D([0,T]; R%)-topology
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to the P*-law of (Xi)iepo,r), where (X,IP¥) is the Markov process corresponding to the form
(&, V(RIRY)).

Proof. The proof uses the same ideas as in [HK07] and [BKU10]. We need to verify prop-
erties (a), (b) from Theorem 5.2. Let f € C.(RY), g € CHP(R?), (n;) € IN. We denote

Up; = U)(\nj)R("J’)f and H = limj_, E("J)unj (see Theorem 5.1 (i)), where the convergence
holds true uniformly on compacts. As in the proof of Theorem 5.7, we assume for simplicity
that already (E(™u,,), converges to H.

First, we infer from Garding’s inequality for £ (see (2.10)) and (2.19) that the family

(5(")’Cs(n) (tn, Un))pn is uniformly bounded. In order to prove that H € V(R?4R%), we pro-
ceed similar to [BKU10]. By Assumption 2 and equicontinuity of (u,), (see Corollary 3.6), as
well as the convergence E(Mu,, — H, we obtain for every compact set Q C R¢

| (H () ~ H()*K. (. )dyds
QJon{y:N-1<[z—y|<N}

_ / / (H(z) — H(y))*K (z,y)dydz
QJon{y:N-1<|z—y|<N}
—d

) ) (1) — un(9))2C™ ()

zen—124 yen=124:N-1<|z—y|<N

= limsup n® ¢ Z Z (un(z) — un(y))2Cs(”) (z,y)

3 (6%

nreo zen—124 yen—124:N-1<|z—y|<N
. (n)

< lim sup £™-Cs (Up, up) < 00.
n—oo

Therefore, by taking N oo, and approximating 2 ~ R?, we obtain that £%:(H, H) < oo.
As H € L*(R%) is an immediate consequence of the convergence E™u, — H and (2.19), we
infer that indeed H € V(R?|R%).

It remains to prove that there exists a subsequence (n;) C IN such that 5("k)(unk,R("k)g) —
E(H,g). We observe that for every N > 1:

oty > (un () = wn())g(2)C™ (2,y)

xen—1Z4 yen—1Z4:N-1=|z—y|<N
) (H () ~ H(y))g(0) K (2, )y
Re J{N~I<[|z—y|<N}
which is due to Assumption 2 and the fact that (u,) is equicontinuous and equibounded by (i)

of Theorem 5.1 and converges to H uniformly on compacts.
It remains to show that the quantities

/ / (H(x) — H(y))g(x)K (z,y)dydz, (5.16)
R JRIN{y:|z—y|¢[N 1 NI}

DY ) (1 (@) — un())g(2)C™ (2, ) (5.17)

ven—174 yen—1Z4d:|c—y|¢[N~1,N]

can be made arbitrarily small by choosing N large enough. For (5.16) this immediately follows
from £Xs (H, H) < 0o and (5.14). In order to estimate (5.17), we denote K™ = supp(g)nn~17¢
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and let M > 0 such that {z € n='Z¢: dist(z, K(™) < N1} C B](\Z). On the one hand,
03 Y (@)~ un)g(x)C M ()

ze KM yen—1Zd:|z—y|>N
1/2

(n)
< 1€ (u, un) 2 gll 2 gy [ R sup > W,y
zeK ™ yen—1Zd:|z—y|>N
_ (n)

< epN72gm G (un7un)1/2HgHL2(K(n))a

where ¢, ca > 0 are constants, and we used (C-Tailoco) in the last step. Note that the quantities
(n) . .

EMC (uy,,uy,) and 19/l 2(gc(n)y are uniformly bounded in n. One the other hand,

2t Yy Yo (un(@) = un(y)g(@)C (2,y)

zen—1Z4d y:lz—y|<N—1

=0 S Y (@) — wa®))(9(@) — 9()C ()

xen~—1Z4d y:|lz—y|<N-1

(n) I n
<€ (U, un)? [ 07 YT YT (g(@) — 9()*C{M (@, y)

zeB\M yile—y|<N~!

(n) 1 n n)\ L o n
< ™ (1)} [Vl e B (0% sup Y o=y a.g)

2€BY yfo—y|<N-1
< N D20 (4 10,) [V e gy (B,
where c3, cq,c5 > 0 are constants, and we applied (2.5) in the last step. Again, this quantity
can be made arbitrarily small by choosing N large since £ (n).C5" (Up,uy) and p() (B(Mn)) are
bounded in n. Finally, the contribution of ™ to (5.17) can be estimated as follows:

m? Y- Yo (unl@) —un(y)g(@)C (2, y)

xen~—1Z4 y:lz—y|<N—1

(n) 2
SC@S(N)yJ(n)(un’un)l/Q noz—d Z Z gQ(x)‘C}&( )((xay))’
"z, y
1/2
Y G (-, )P

Jm)(.
yil-—yl<N—! -y) LO(K ()

z€K ™) yilo—y|<N~1
(n)
§C75(n),03 (unaun)1/2HgHL29'(K(")) n

for cg,c7 > 0. The right hand side can be made arbitrarily small by taking N large due to
(n)

(5.11) and by uniform boundedness of £ (uy,, u,) and llgl| ;200 (K (m) I N

Consequently, the quantity in (5.17) can be made arbitrarily small and we conclude the proof.
O

We define |h|o, = max;cqy,. a3 |hi]. As in the previous subsection, we provide a result on
concrete approximation of a given process in the nonlocal case. These processes can be regarded
as a-stable like processes with a nonlocal drift term. We refer to [KW22a| for a more detailed
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discussion of the corresponding generator and its associated bilinear form. For simplicity, we
consider only the special case, where K (z,y) < |z —y|~%~®. However, note that an extension
to more general kernels is straightforward provided that Sobolev — and Poincaré inequalities

hold true for K, and are inherited to Cs(n).

Theorem 5.13 (concrete approximation). Let a € (0,2), 6 € (£,00], and K : RIxR? — [0, o]
be such that there exist A,C > 0 with

Az —y|74* < K(z,y) < Alz —y|74 %, Va,y € RY (5.18)
— 0 asr\,0. (5.19)

/ ‘Ka('ay)de / ’Ka(i?y)‘Qdy

R4 KS('vy) Ren{y:|-—y|<r} KS('ay) L9(RY)

Let (£, H*?(R%)) defined in (5.15) be the associated reqular lower-bounded semi-Dirichlet form
on L*>(R%) and X be the associated Markov process. Then, there exists a sequence (C™),
satisfying Assumption 2 with K such that (K1), (5.11), (K2), (C-Tail0), (C-Tailoo), (Poinc),
(Sob) hold true with o, ¢ = 2v/d and 6.

As a consequence, for each T >0, x € R and (z,) C n~'Z¢ with x, — x the P¥ -laws of the
continuous time Markov chain (Xt(n))te[o,T} corresponding to (£, L?(n=1Z%)) weakly converge
to the P*-law of (Xi)ie[o, 1) with respect to the topology of D([0,T); R%).

<c |

L9(]Rd)

Proof. We define for z,y € n~1Z%

™ (z,y) = 4dnd_0‘/ /
{|$_w|oo<ﬁ} {\y—z‘oo<ﬁ}

It remains to verify assumptions (K1), (K2), (C-Tail0), (C-Tailoo), (Poinc), (Sob), (5.11) and
Assumption 2 for C(™. Then the assertion follows from Theorem 5.12.
First, we denote B(n)( ) :={z€n'Z: |z — 2| < 5=} and observe that for [z — y|o >

CW(z,y) = 49p~d- ][ Ks(w, z)dwdz,
B(") B(”)(y

K(w,z)dwdzly, < 2y(z,y).

|1\3

C\ (z,y) = 4dp~d- ][ K, (w, z)dwdz.
B(") B(”)(y

First, we easily see that by (5.18) there exist ¢1,co > 0:

2
cr|nz —ny| " < O (2,y) < ealnz — ny| ", Va,y e n T2 |z — yloo > e

From here, one can prove that (Poinc), (Sob) hold true with o = 4v/d. Moreover, (C-Tail0),

(C-Tailoo) are immediate upon noticing that cim (z,y) = 0, whenever |z — y|o < 2.

(K1) can be proved as Proposition 2.14 in [MSS18], estimating for every = € n~'Z¢:

2
n® Z M < p—d Z (fBéﬁ)(m) JCB(”)( ) a(w, Z)deZ)
yen—174d C§N)($,y) yen—17d (f e )f ™y )Ks(w,z)dwdz>

K, (
][ ][ | )| ——— dwdz
yen—17d ™y S () K (w, z)

| K, (w, 2) \2
][B(") /Rd —————dwdz.
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Here, we used (5.19). Therefore, by Jensen’s inequality

[%
(n) 2 2 o
—d a |Ca (z,y)| ][ / IK w Zl
17a \wJJl <
n g n g <cn ) I ——— dwdz

(n)
xen—174 yen—174 Cs (x’y) xEn—lzd

which yields (K1). Analogously, one verifies (5.11). As assumption (K2) is immediate from
(5.18), it remains to check Assumption 2. Note that by the proof of Theorem 2.3 in [HKO07] it
follows that C™ — K in LY(K) for every K C (R? x R?) \ diag compact. Their arguments
do not require symmetry of C™ or K. Therefore, (5.12) holds true and Theorem 5.12 is
applicable. O

We end this section with an example, demonstrating what kind of conductances (C™) are
admissible for Theorem 5.12.
Example 5.14. Consider the sequence (C'™), defined by

—dag(m)( y| =,

) (z,y) = ¢\ (na, ny)na — ay| " =n na, ny)|z

Cth) (Cﬂ,y) = n—d—ozgén) (TLCC,TLy) (|£C - y|_d_6:ﬂ'{|$—y|§1}($ay) + |£C - y|_d_’y]]'{\x—y\>1}(xay)) )
where g\ : Z4 x 74 — [—M;, M;) for some M; > 0, i € {1,2}, and 0 < 28 < o < 2y < 2, such

that ggn) (z,y) = g%n) (y,xz) > 0 and ggn) (x,y) = —ggn) (y,z) and C™ > 0.
It is well-known that (Poinc), (Sob), (C-Tail0), (C-Tailoo) hold. Moreover, (K1) is satisfied:

Cn)xy § M3 -« —d+(a— -« —d—(2y—«
ey Gyl T X e e S e

yen—174 s ( ’y) hen—174:|h|<1 hen—1Zd:|h|>1

| /\

2
SCE\]/A\[/IZ p2-a 37 |pdra-2) 4 ptima § jpmd-@rma)
1 he€Z:|h|<n heZd:|h|>n

< cg < 00,

where ¢1,co > 0 are constants. Note that (5.11) can be deduced from the following computation:

(n) 2 2
n® [Ca (@)l < My n2b-a Z |h| 7T O28) < egra=28 0 < r < 1,

(n) - M
yilz—y|<r Cs (Cﬂ,y) 1 heZ2:|h|<nr
for some c3 > 0.

Example 5.15. A similar computation as before yields (K1) for C' (") given by
O (w,y) = g (nx, ny)Inz — ny| ==,
C{M(z,y) = (V(z) = V() Inz — ny| " “Lyj,_y<iy (2, y),
where ¢ : n =124 x n=1Z% — [\, A] for some 0 < A < A < o0, V € C7(R?), where v > /2,
and C(™ > 0. Indeed, write 8 1= a —~v < a/2, and note that
8 (@, )| < el =yl |nx —ny| " Lyey <y (@) < e nz —ny| =Ly <y (@,y),

where ¢ > 0 is some constant. From here, one inserts the same computation as in the previous
example and obtains (K1).
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