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ABSTRACT. This paper studies homogenization of symmetric non-local Dirichlet forms with a-stable-like
jumping kernels in one-parameter stationary ergodic environment. Under suitable conditions, we establish
homogenization results and identify the limiting effective Dirichlet forms explicitly. The coefficients of the
jumping kernels of Dirichlet forms and symmetrizing measures are allowed to be degenerate and unbounded;
and the coefficients in the effective Dirichlet forms can be degenerate.
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1. INTRODUCTION AND RESULTS

1.1. Background. The aim of homogenization theory is to provide the macroscopic rigorous characteriza-
tions of microscopically heterogeneous media, which usually involve rapidly oscillating functions of the form
a = a(z/e) with € being a small positive parameter that characters the microscopic length scale of the media.
Homogenization has been a very active research area for a long time, and there is now a vast literature on
this topic, see e.g. [1, 8, 31, 46].

Homogenization problems for random structures are widely studied. The first rigorous result for sec-
ond order elliptic operators in divergence forms with stochastically homogeneous random coefficients was
independently obtained by Kozlov [36] and by Papanicolaou and Varadhan [38]. The crucial point of their
approaches is to construct the so-called corrector (i.e., the solution of certain associated elliptic equations)
and prove that it grows sub-linearly. Later on a lot of homogenization problems were investigated for various
elliptic and parabolic differential equations as well as system of equations in random stationary media. In
particular, Bourgeat et al. in [11] introduced the stochastic version of the two-scale convergence method. Caf-
farelli, Souganidis and Wang in [13] studied the stochastic homogenization in the context of fully non-linear
uniformly elliptic equations in stationary ergodic environment.

The goal of this paper is to address homogenization problem for non-local operators with random coef-
ficients and to give a characterization of the homogenized limiting operators. We start with a brief review
of some recent work on homogenization problems for non-local operators. Piatnitski and Zhizhina in [40]
studied homogenization problem for integral operators of convolution type with dispersal kernels (or jumping
kernels) that have random stationary ergodic coefficients and finite second moment. For discrete operators
with ergodic weights associated with unbounded-range of jumps (but still having finite second moment), we
refer to [27]. In these two cases the scaling order is naturally a Brownian scaling, and the limiting operator is
a Laplacian. One key element in their approaches is that the corrector method or the two-scale convergence
approach works when the jumping kernel has finite second moments. However, when the jumping kernel
has infinite second moment, the scaling order and limiting process are completely different. Chen, Kim and
Kumagai in [18] proved the Mosco convergence of non-local Dirichlet forms associated with symmetric stable-
like random walks in independent long-range conductance model. They showed that the limiting process is a
symmetric a-stable Lévy process. Kassmann, Piatnitski and Zhizhina in [33] investigated homogenization of
a class of symmetric stable-like processes in ergodic environment whose jumping kernels are of product form.
Homogenization problem of symmetric stable-like processes in two-parameter ergodic environment was also
studied in [33]. We shall mention that in [33] random coefficients of the jumping kernel are assumed to be
uniformly elliptic and bounded. Recently, Flegel and Heida [28| considered the corresponding problem in the
discrete setting under some moment conditions on coefficients in two-parameter ergodic environment. The
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was studied by Schwab [45]. We refer the reader to [7, 12, 39, 44| and references therein for homogenization
of integral equations (or jump processes) with periodic coefficients.

As mentioned above, known results concerning stochastic homogenization of stable-like Dirichlet forms
in one-parameter ergodic environment require the coefficients enjoying very special forms (for examples,
the product form). The contribution of this paper is to systematically study homogenization problem for
symmetric non-local operators in one-parameter ergodic environment under more general settings, where the
corresponding random coefficients can be degenerate and unbounded.

1.2. Setting. Let d > 1, and (2, F,P) be the probability space that describes the random environment on
which a measurable group of transformations {7, },cra is defined with 7y = id, the identity map on €, and
Ty O Ty = Tpty fOT eVery x,y € R¢. One may think of T,w = 7, (w) as a translation of the environment w €
in the direction z € R, We assume that {7, },cga is stationary and ergodic; that is,
(i) P(7,A) = P(A) for all A€ F and = € R%;
(ii) if A € F and 7,4 = A for all x € RY, then P(A) € {0,1};
(iii) the function (z,w) + Tyw is Z(RY) x F-measurable.
Consider a random variable p : Q — [0,00) so that for every w € Q, p(r,w) > 0 for a.e. x € R? and
E[u] = 1, and a random function & : R? x R% x Q — [0, 00) so that for every w € Q,

Kz, yw) = Ky, z;w), K+ 2,9+ z;w) = k(x,y;w)  for any x,y, z € RY, (1.1)
and )
Kz, x4+ z;w

z / AN e Ll (R ), Peae (12)

For each w € €, these two functions determine a regular symmetric Dirichlet form (£“,F") on
L*(R%; p(Tpw) dv) as follows.

Denote by A := {(x,2) € R} the diagonal of R x R? and p*(dz) := u(7,w) dz, which has full support
on R? Let I' be an infinite cone in R? having non-empty interior that is symmetric with respect to the
origin; that is, I" is a non-empty open subset of R? so that rz € T for every € I" and r € R. For o € (0,2),
define

1

5 //RdX]Rd\A(f(a:) —f)(g(x) - g@))%n{yﬁep} drdy, f,geF*, (1.3)

E4(f.9) =

where F the closure of C!(R?) with respect to the norm (€“(-,-) + || - HL?(Rd w(dx)))l/Z- Note that under

(1.2), E9(f, f) < oo for all f € CL(R?). Here and in what follows, C!(R?) (respectively, C.(R?)) denotes
the space of C''-smooth (respectively, continuous) functions on R? with compact support. Clearly, (£, F®)
is a regular symmetric Dirichlet form on L?(R% u“(dx)). So there exist a Borel subset N* C R? having
zero E¥-capacity, and a symmetric Hunt process X« := {Xf,t > 0;P%, 2 € R*\ N"J} on the state space
R4\ N¥; see [29, Chapter 7|. Note that X“ is a time change of the process corresponding to the Dirichlet
form (€¥,F¥) on L?(R%; dz). When I' = R? and k(z,y;w) is bounded between two positive constants, this
Hunt process is a symmetric a-stable-like process studied in [19].

For any € > 0, set X° = (X;);>0 := (e XY Jea )t=0- The following simple lemma characterizes the scaled

processes { X% : ¢ > 0}. Its proof is postponed to the appendix of this paper.

Lemma 1.1. For any € > 0, the scaled process X=% has a symmetrizing measure u®*(dzx) = M(Tm/ew) dx,
and the associated regular Dirichlet form (E5%,F5%) on L*(R%; u¥(dx)) is given by
1 k(x/e,y/e;w)
et =3 [ (@ - s - @) YD ey dedy, fgee, (L
1:9=5 [ PO~ T — o) TR e (14
where F&¥ is the closure of CL(RY) with respect to the norm (E5(-,-) + || - HLZ(]Rd;ufv“(d:c))) '

Let (£¢, Dom(£%)) and (£5%, Dom(£5*)) be the L?-generator of the Dirichlet form (€, %) on L2(R%; )
and the Dirichlet form (€, %) on L?*(R%; u**), respectively. That is,

/{ - |>6}(f(y) - f(w))%n{y_xg} dy for f € Dom(L™) (1.5)
Yy y—x

T 550 w(Tpw)
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and

£ f(z) = lim ) E/e /e w)

- y)—f 14, _zemdy for f € Dom(L5Y). (1.6

It is easy to see that for each e > 0, g € Dom(£5*) if and only of ¢(¥) € Dom(L¥), where ¢ (z) = g(ex),
and

Log(z) = =LY (w/e).
For any A > 0 and f € C.(R%), let u?w be the solution to

(A= L59u3” = f

in L?(R%; u®%(dz)). The main goal of homogenization problem in our paper is to show, under suitable
conditions, that almost surely, u?w converges to a deterministic function uy as ¢ — 0 for every f € C.(RY),
and that u; is the solution of

where £ is the L2-generator of certain regular symmetric Dirichlet form (€, F) on L?(R%; dx) whose jumping

kernel can be degenerate. The convergence of u‘;’w — uy as € — 0 is in the resolvent topology; that is, for
a.s. w €,

lim ”U?w — ufHLZ(]Rd'ME’“’(d:c)) = 0.

e—0 ’
See 42, 46] for background and [7, 12, 33] for recent study on homogenization problems related to non-local
operators.

Let K(z) be a non-negative bounded measurable even function on R? (that is, K(z) = K(—z) for all
z € RY). Define a regular Dirichlet form (X, F%) on L2(R%; dx) by

1 Kz —y
3 /[ dX]Rd\A(f(w)—f(y))(g(w)—g(y))WH{x edrdy, foes®, o

)1/2

K(f,9) =

where 5 is the closure of C}(R?) in with respect to the norm (EX(-,-) + [ - |2, (Re:dz)

Dirichlet form (&, %) for homogenization problem considered in this paper is of this type. We emphasis that
the symmetric cone T' in (1.4) can be a proper subset of R¢ in our paper.

. The limiting

1.3. Main results. Our main results are divided into two cases, according to the explicit form of the
coefficient k(x,y;w) in (1.3). The first one is concerned on the case that x(z,y;w) is of the summation form,
and the second one on the case that is of a product form.

1.3.1. k(x,y;w) of summation form. To state the statement of this part, we need the following assumption
(A) for k(z,y;w).
(A1) For a.s. w € Q,

Kz, y;w) = v(y — 2;7w) + vz —y;myw)  for every x,y € RY, (1.8)
where v : R x Q — [0,00) is a measurable random function such that

(i) There is a constant 1 > 0 such that for any n > 0 and x, 21,z € RY,

|Cov (v (213 ), Un (22 7(1))) |+ = |E [Wn(215) - vn(22; 72(4))] — Elvn (215 )| E[vn (22 )H

< Ci(n) (1A |27, )

where v, = v An and Ci(n) is a positive constant depending on n.
(ii) There is a non-negative measurable function v on R? such that E[v(z/e;-)] converges weakly to v(z)
in L}, (R% dx) as w — 0; that is,

lim [ (B (z/e: )| dz = / W)5(2) > for every h € L2 (R% da). (1.10)
]Rd Rd

e—0
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(A2) There are non-negative random variables A1 < Ao on (Q,F,P) with

E[A] + AL < oo, (1.11)
for some constant p > 1 so that for a.s. w € €,
Ay (Tow) + A (T,w) < K2, y;w) < Ag(Tow) + Aa(Tyw)  for every x,y € RY. (1.12)

(A2’) There are non-negative random variables Ay < Ay on (Q,F,P) so that (1.12) holds for a.s. w € Q,
and that
E[A7Y] < oo

It is obvious that condition (A2’) is weaker than condition (A2). Here are some comments on assumption

(A).

Remark 1.2. (i) It is easy to see that any k(x,y;w) of form (1.8) enjoys the property (1.1). On the
contrary, any k(z,y;w) satisfying (1.1) admits a representation of the form (1.8). This is because
k(z,y;w) = k(0,y — x; 7,w) and so by the symmetry of x(x,y;w) in (z,y) we have

Kz, yiw) = (6, y50) + Ky, 23w)) = 5(6(0,y — 3 T2w) + 60,y — 23 7yw)).
Hence we can write k(x,y;w) as
K2,y w) = v(y — 23 w) + V(2 — ¥ myw),
where
v(zyw) = k(0,z;w)/2. (1.13)
Thus (1.1) is a symmetrized and long-range analogy of nearest neighborhood random walk models
with balanced random conductance; see e.g. [9, 24, 25, 30|. Representing (z,y;w) via (1.8) by a
general v(z;w) rather than that of (1.13) allows more flexibility in satisfying the mixing condition
(1.9 on v, = v An.
(ii) Unlike elliptic differential operators, we have a variable (y — z)/e by shifting operators 7, /. and 7, .
in the coefficient

H(LE/E, y/E; w) = 5(07 (y - x)/g; Tx/aw) = "1(07 (x - y)/E; Ty/aw)
of the scaled process X¢ which corresponds to the long range property of the jumping kernel (see
(1.4)). This prevents us to directly applying the ergodic theorem to deduce the almost sure conver-
gence as indicated below. We thus assume some kind of mixing condition (1.9) on v, uniformly in
21,29 € R%, to guarantee this convergence. Similar assumption (without the variable z; € R¢ and
on v itself) has been used in [32, Assumption A3| to establish the quenched functional central limit
theorem for random walks on R? where the random environment is i.i.d. in time and polynomially
mixing in space, and in [2, Assumption A5| in the study of invariance principle for diffusions in
time-space ergodic random environment. We mention that (1.9) includes the so-called “unit range of
dependence” condition used in [3, p. xii, (0.6)].
(iii) Suppose that (1.9) holds with C} := limsup,,_,, C1(n) < co. Then, for any z, 21, 22 € R?,

|Cov(v(215-), v(22, 72 ()] < CT(1A J2[ 7).
This, along with the symmetry of of x(z,y;w) in (z,y), yields that for every 1, y1,z2,y2 € R?,

. 1
Cov(k(r1,y13+), kT2, Y25 +)) < 4C] <1 A (Jo1 — @2 Az — g2l Alyr — @2 Alyr — 2l) ) (1.14)

Thus, the mixing condition (1.14) is weaker than the mutually independent stable-like random con-
ductance models investigated in [18, 16]. In details, (1.14) only requires the mixing condition on the
position variable z, not on the jumping size variable z; while in [18, 16] the mutual independence
is imposed on both variables x and z, which was crucial to verify (A4*) (ii) in [18] (see also [16,
Section 4]). In some sense the mutually independent assumption adopted in [18, 16] corresponds to
the following mixing condition: there are constants [, Cy > 0 so that for every x1,z2,y1,y2 € R?,

Cov(k(x1,y1;-), K(T2,92;+)) < Co (1 A (lz1 = za| + Jy1 — v2) A (Jz1 — ya| + |z2 — yl!))_l>
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which is stronger than (1.14). Since in the present paper the mixing condition is of the weaker form
(1.9) and acting on v, instead of v, the arguments in [18, 16| does not work. We use a different
approach in this paper to deal with the homogenization problem.

(iv) It follows from (1.10) that o(z) is a radial process; that is, 7(Az) = v(z) for any A > 0. Moreover,
under condition (AZ2), there are positive constants C5 < Cy so that

Cs3 < 0(2) +0(—2) < Cy for all z € RY

Note also that in our setting we always assume that (1.2) holds true. In fact, (1.2) is a consequence
of assumption (A2). Indeed, suppose (A2) holds. Then by the Fubini theorem, for any R > 1,

wl@, e 1 2w) E[A2(72 ()] + E[A2(7e+2(-)))]
</0R/1Rd1/\| | | |d+a > /OR/]Rdl/\| | |Z|d+a dz dx

LA |z
E[As] / / d‘+’ dz dr < oco.
B(0,R) JR4 |
In particular, we have P-a.s.,

/ / (1A 2% xm;jw)dzdx<oo
B(0,R) JR4 |2

Theorem 1.3. Suppose that (A1) and (A2) hold, and that E[uF] < oo for some p > 1. Fore >0, let U™
be the \-order resolvent of the Dirichlet form (£5%, F%) given by (1.4). There is Qo C Q of full probability
measure so that for every w € Qo, every X > 0 and f € C.(R%),

US“f converges to U)Iff in LY(B(0,r);dx) ase—0

for every R > 0.

foranyr > 1, and
g% HUi’wf - U){{f”LQ(]Rd;pﬁ’“’) =0, (115)
where UL is the A-order resolvent of the symmetric Dirichlet form (EX,F%) on L*(R%; dx) given by (1.7)
with
K(z) :=v(z) +v(—2).

Clearly, by taking the smaller one, we can assume p > 1 in the condition E[uP] < oo is the same as the
p > 1in (A2). Note that by Remark 1.2(iv), K(z) is a radial even function on R? that is bounded between
two positive constants. So the limiting Dirichlet form (€%, FK) is that of a symmetric, but not necessary
rotationally symmetric a-stable process on R?. Since for any g € C(R9),

ES(UNY f,9) + MUY F, 9) 2Ry (dw)) = (5 9) £2(Rtype o (da))
8K(U,{(f7 g)+ )\<U>{<f7 9>L2(Rd;dm) = (f, g>L2(IRd;d:c)=
and by the Birkhoff ergodic theorem (see Proposition 2.1 below),
g%(Uff, g>L2(IRd;,u5’w(dm)) = <U){{f7 9>L2(Rd;dm) and g%(fv 9>L2(Rd e (dz)) ={f, >L2(Rd;dz),
we conclude from (1.15) that
lir% EX(UYYf,g) = EK(UAKf, g) for every g € CHRY).
E—
1.3.2. k(z,y;w) of product form. Motivated by [33, (Q1)]|, we next consider the the case where the coef-
ficient x(x,y;w) of (1.1) is of a product form. (We note that [33, (Q2)] is essentially an approximation of

[33, (Q1)], under some additional assumptions on the random environment (€2, F,P) and on the coefficient
k(z,y;w) of the jumping kernel.) We consider the following Assumption (B).

(B1) For a.s. w € Q,
Kz, y;w) = v (Tew)va(Tyw) + vi(Tyw)ve(tyw) — for every z,y € R4, (1.16)

where v1 and vy are non-negative random variables on (0, F,P).
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(B2) There are non-negative random variables Ay < Ay on (2, F,P) so that for a.s. w € €2,
A1 (Tow) Ay (Tyw) < K2, 95 w) < Ag(Taw)Aa(Tyw)  for every z,y € RY, (1.17)

and that
E[AT" +A3] < o0 (1.18)

(B2’) There are non-negative random variables Ay < Ag on (Q,F,P) so that (1.17) holds for a.s. w € Q,
and that

E [Al_l] < 0.

Clearly condition (B2) is stronger than condition (B2’). Conditions (B2) and (B2’) are equivalent to
the following, whose proof is postponed into the appendix of this paper.

Proposition 1.4. Suppose that k(z,y;w) is given by (1.16) for some non-negative random variables vy and
vy on (L, F,P). Then condition (B2’) holds if and only if E [(11v)~Y/2] < oo, and condition (B2) holds if
and only if

E [(112)™"2 + (i +u2)2] < . (1.19)

Remark 1.5. Following the argument in Remark 1.2(iv) and using the elementary inequality ab < (a?+4b?)/2
for a,b > 0, we can easily verify that (1.2) is a consequence of assumption (B2). Moreover, if (1.17) holds
and the function x — Ag(7,w) is locally bounded for a.s. w € €, we can estahblish (1.2) just under the first
moment condition of Ay (i.e. under the condition that E[As] < oo) Indeed, for any R > 1 and a.s. w € {2,

k(z,z + z;w)
(1n dz dx
/ B(0,R) /Rd | | ‘ ’d—l—a
|2
< sup  Ag(Tw e dzda
z€B(0,2R) B(0,R)/B(0,R) |2
+ Z 2K(d+e) / / Ao (Tpw) Ao (Tpyw) dz dx:
k=[log R/ log 2] B(0,R) J{2F<]z|<2F 1}
< Ci(Ryw) + Z o—k(d+a) (/ Ao (Tow) da;) ) (/ As(ryw) dy)
k=[log R/ log 2] B(0,R) B(0,2k+2)
< 01 (R;w) + CQ(R;(,U) Z 2—k(d+a)2(k+2)d < o0,
k=[log R/ log 2]

where in the third inequality we used the Birkhoff ergodic theorem (see Proposition 2.1 below) and the last
inequality follows from the local boundedness of As(7,w). The assumption such as the local boundedness
of x — Ag(7,w) was assumed in [15] (see (a.3) on p.1536) to study the invariance principle for symmetric
diffusions in a degenerate and unbounded stationary and ergodic random medium.

Note that any x(x,y;w) of form (1.16) enjoys the property (1.1). When the coefficient k(z,y;w) of the
jumping kernel is of the product form (1.16), the corresponding symmetric Dirichlet form (£“,F¥) has the
expression

R RN e e T

In this case, we are able to drop the mixing condition (1.9) from Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 1.6. Suppose that assumptions (B1) and (B2) hold, and that E[uP] < oo for some p > 1. Then
the conclusion of Theorem 1.3 holds with constant

K(z) := E[v1] E[ws].
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1.4. Comments on main results. To the best of our knowledge, only two cases have been studied in
literature concerning homogenization of a-stable-like processes (or a-stable-like operators) in ergodic random
environment. The first one is [33], where the infinitesimal generator is given by (1.5) with I' = R? and
k(x,y,w) = A\ (Tpw)A2(Tyw) in one-parameter ergodic random environment. The second one is 28], which is
under two-parameters ergodic environment. The setting of our paper is more general, and it also includes the
symmetrization of those in [24, 30, 45]; see (A1) introduced above. Besides, as we will explain in Example 1.7
below, assumption (B) is also related to random conductance models associated with mutually independent
site percolations.

As far as we know, for all the results in literature, the limiting process is always non-degenerate with
I' = RY, even if the coefficients of scaled processes are degenerate — see for instance [9, 15, 16, 18, 33, 28].
Our paper provides examples for symmetric jump processes that both coefficients of scaled processes and the
limiting process are degenerate. In details, in our paper not only the cone I' can be a proper subset of R¢ but
also the coefficient k(z,y,w) of jumping kernel can be degenerate and unbounded. Moreover, the coefficient
K (z) of jumping kernel for the limiting process can be a non-constant function, which in particular implies
that the limiting process does not need to be a rotationally symmetric a-stable process, but a more general
symmetric a-stable Lévy process on R¢ that enjoying the scaling property.

Under assumption (A), we only assume the finiteness of negative 1-moment and positive p-moment with
p > 1 for bounds of the coefficient x(x,y;w) to study the homogenization problem. We believe that the
negative moment integrability condition is optimal and the positive moment integrability condition is almost
optimal, since they are necessary to apply the ergodic theorem. We emphasis that under assumption (B),
we also only require the finiteness of negative 1-moment. We also note that, under both negative 1-moment
and positive 1-moment conditions, the annealed invariance principle for nearest neighbor random walks on
random conductances was established in [22], and the quenched invariance principle was proven in [10] when
d = 1,2. For random divergence forms, one may follow the two-scale convergence method adopted in [47] to
prove the L?-convergence of associated resolvents under similar conditions.

It is natural to consider further the weak convergence of the scaled processes on the path space. Strong
convergence of the resolvents that we have established so far corresponds to the convergence of the finite
dimensional distributions of the scaled processes when the initial measure is absolutely continuous with
respect to an invariant measure. In order to obtain the weak convergence of the scaled processes, we need
to establish the tightness (with respect to the Skorohod topology) of the scaled processes. In fact, if the
initial distribution is an invariant measure (or more generally it is absolutely continuous with respect to an
invariant measure), then the tightness can be obtained by using the so-called forward-backward martingale
decomposition (see [18, Proposition 3.4| for the corresponding statement in the discrete setting). Hence
one can obtain the convergence of the processes on the path space under such initial condition (or under
some weaker topology), see [18, Theorems 2.2 and 2.3] for more discussions in the discrete case. When
(z,y) — k(z,y;-) is bounded between two positive constants, we can use heat kernel estimates from [19]
when T' = R? or parabolic Harnack inequality from [21] when T' € R? to establish the tightness and therefore
the weak convergence of the scaled processes starting from any point. However, it is highly non-trivial to
prove such convergence if the process starts at any fixed point (in other word, if the initial distribution is a
Dirac measure) when (z,y) — x(x,y;) is not bounded between two positive constants. We will address this
problem in a separate paper.

1.5. Example. A typical example of infinite symmetric cone for degenerate non-local Dirichlet forms given

by (1.3) is
= {z eRe: (z,2) > 77|z|}

for some zp € $¢~! and 7 € [0,1). In the deterministic case, the regularity estimates for non-local operators
associated with such kind of degenerate Dirichlet forms have been studied in [26, 21]; see |26, Example 3| or
[21, Example 1.2] for more details.

As an application of Theorem 1.6, we take the following example that improves [33, Theorem 3, Case
(Q1)], where the coefficients A;(7,w) (i = 1,2) are assumed to be uniformly bounded from above and below

and T' = R,
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Example 1.7. Suppose that T is an infinite symmetric cone in R that has non-empty interior. For any
e >0, let L& be the Lévy-type operator given by

e fla) =p. [ (F0) - Fa) M (Taje)alTyew) y o oy, (1.20)

R4 ly — z|dte
where A\ and Ny are non-negative measurable functions on (0, F,P) such that
MNEe LN P), A€ LA P) and /M € LP(Q;P),

for some p > 1. Then, as € — 0, L5 converges in the resolvent topology to

£f(e) = v [ () = F@) =P
where ,
_ (El))

in the following sense. There is Qo C  of full probability measure so that for every w € Qg, A > 0 and
f € C.(RY),

lim (U5 f = Usfll g2 (rasaeso(aey) = 0:

where i*“(dr) == (A2/A1)(Ty/ew) dx, and U5 f and Uxf are the X-order resolvent function of L5 and L,
respectively. In addition, Uy f converges to Uy f in L'(B(0,7);dx), as € — 0, for every r > 1.

The operator (1.20) can be seen as a random long range randomly weighted site model. Indeed, if
A1 (Tzw) and Ag(7,w) are regarded as random weight at the site x for initiating a jump and receiving a jump,
respectively, then the long range effect of the media for the coefficient of the jump intensity from = to y is
given by the product A\i(7,w)A2(7yw). At the first sight, the constant coefficient Cy for the limiting operator
L should be E[A;\z], but with the idea of the time change as used in the proof of the assertion of Example
1.7 below, it turns out the correct one should be the one given by formula (1.21). We emphasize again that
in this site model the mixing condition (1.9) of the media given in Assumption (A1) is not needed.

1.6. Organization of the paper. The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we will
prove homogenization of stable-like Dirichlet forms under general sufficient conditions. The main results
are Theorems 2.2 and 2.3. In Section 3, we study the weak convergence of non-local symmetric bilinear
forms, and the L'-precompactness of bounded functions with bounded Dirichlet energies. Both of them are
of interest in their own. With those two at hand, we give proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.6, and the assertion
of Example 1.7 in Subsection 3.3. In the appendix of this paper, in addition to presenting the proofs for
Lemma 1.1 and Proposition 1.4, we study the Mosco convergence for (5%, F&v).

1.7. Notations. We use := as a way of definition. Let Ry := [0,00), Z := {0,1,2,---}, $9~! be the unit
sphere in R?%. For all x € R% and r > 0, set B(z,7) = {z € R : |z — | < r}. For p € [1,00] and Lebesgue
measurable A C RY, we use |A| to denote the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure of A, Cy(A) the space of
bounded and continuous functions on A, LP(A; dx) the space of LP-integrable functions on A with respect to
the Lebesgue measure, and Lf o C(]Rd; dx) the space of locally LP-integrable functions on R? with respect to
the Lebesgue measure. Denote (-, ) 12(rd,,(dz)) the inner product in L*(R%; p(dzx)). Denote by B(R?) the set
of locally bounded measurable functions on R¢, by B,(IR?) the set of bounded measurable functions on R,
and by B.(R%) the set of bounded measurable functions on R¢ with compact support. C}(R?) (respectively,
C.(R%) or C(RY)) denotes the space of Cl-smooth (respectively, continuous or C'*-smooth) functions on
R¢ with compact support.

2. HOMOGENIZATION OF STABLE-LIKE DIRICHLET FORMS: GENERAL RESULTS

For any ¢ > 0, let £5“ be the generator of the Dirichlet form (€5, %) on L?(RY; u“(dz)) given by (1.6).
Let £ be the generator of the Dirichlet form (£, F5) of (1.7) on L?(RY; dz). The goal of homogenization
theory is to construct homogenized characteristics and clarify whether the solutions for the operators L%
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are close to the solution for the operator £X. In this paper, we are concerned with the following question:
how to prove that the solution to the equation

AN=L5)uY = f (2.1)
on L*(R%; ¥ (dx)) for any A > 0 and f € C.(R?) converges in the resolvent topology, as e — 0, to the
solution to the equation

A=LB)Yu=Ff (2.2)
on L*(R%; dx).

The section is devoted to addressing this question under the following assumption.
Assumption (H): There is Qo C Q of full probability measure so that the following hold for every w € Q.

(i) If {f- : e € (0,1]} is a sequence of functions on R such that f- € F&* for any ¢ € (0,1] and
limsup (|| felloo + E7¥(f2, f2)) < 00
e—0

then {f- : e € (0,1]} is pre-compact as e — 0 in L*(B(0,r);dx) for every r > 1 in the sense that for
any sequence {e, : n > 1} C (0,1] with lim,_0e, = 0, there are a subsequence {ey, 1 k > 1} and a
function f € Lloc(Rd;daj) so that f,, converges to f in L'(B(0,r);dx) for every r > 1.

(ii) For any g € CX(R%),

lig i s // )2 e /SR ey = 0 93
e—0 P ]Rdx]Rd\A 9w) |z — y‘d+a the=vlsny Y 23
and
i lim su g2 ile/Ew)y drdu— 0. 9.4
n—0 aﬁop//wxm 9(y)) |z — y|dta {lz—y[=1/n} Yy (2.4)

(iii) There is a constant p > 1 such that

limsup/ (/ k(x/e,y/e;w) dy)pdm < oo forevery R>1
B(O,R) \JB(O,R)

e—0

(iv) For every n >0, f € By(RY) and g € CX(R?),

lim / /]R dXRd( flx) = fW)(g(z) — g(y))%ﬂ{ndx—ykl/w—yd} dx dy

e—0
- //]RdX]Rd(f(x) = fW))g(z) - g(y))é{(_xiy_wﬂ]l{n<x—y<l/n,x—yer} dz dy,

where K(z) is a measurable even function on RY such that C; < K(z) < Cy for some constants

Cl, Cy > 0.

The section is divided into two parts. We first consider the weak convergence of resolvents in the Dirichlet
norm, and then study the strong convergence of resolvents in the L?-norm.

We will use the following Birkhoff ergodic theorem (see, for example, [31, Theorem 7.2]) several times in
this paper.

Proposition 2.1. Suppose that v = 0 is a random variable on (2, F,P) with E[v] < oco. There is a subset
Q1 C Q of full probability measure so that for every w € Qy, the function x — v(7,/.w) converges weakly to
E[v] in L}, (R%dz) as e — 0; that is, for every w € Q, every bounded Lebesgue measurable set K C RY and
every ¢ € L (K;dx),

tiy [ @y (ryye) da =Bl [ (o) do.

Furthermore, if E[LP] < oo for some p > 1, then for every w € y, the function z I/(Tx/aw) converges
weakly to Blv] in LT (R4 dx) as e — 0.

loc



10 XIN CHEN, ZHEN-QING CHEN, TAKASHI KUMAGAI AND JIAN WANG

2.1. Weak convergence of resolvents. Recall that p is a random variable on (2, F,P) so that E[u] =1
and for any w € Q, p(7,w) > 0 for a.e. z € R%. Denote by Ui’w the A-order resolvent of the regular Dirichlet
form (€5, F¢) on L*(RY; p*(dx)), and UK the A-order resolvent of the regular Dirichlet form (£, F%)
on L*(R%; dx). It is well known that Uy“f and UK f are the unique solution to (2.1) and (2.2), respectively.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that assumption (H) holds and that E[uP] < oo for some p > 1. Then there is a
subset Qo C Q of full probability measure so that for every w € Qo and any f € C.(R?),

UL f converges to UL f in L*(B(0,r);dz) ase—0 (2.5)
for every r > 1,
;%(Uif, g>L2(Rd;u€(dm)) = <U,{(f= g>L2(]Rd;dm) for every g € Cc(Rd)a (2.6)
and
lim £5(U5“ £, ) = EX(UL f.9) for every g € C(R), (2.7)

where K (z) is the function in assumption (H)(iv).

Proof. Let Q9 = Q¢ N Qy, where £y and Q5 are the subset of  in assumption (H) and in Proposition 2.1,
respectively, both of them having full probability measure. Let w € 5. For simplicity, throughout the proof
we omit the parameter w from Ui’w and pu®%.

Fix A > 0. For any ¢ > 0 and f € C.(RY), U5 f is the unique element in F** so that

/\<U§f7 g>L2(Rd;u5(dm)) + Ee(Uifa g) = <f7 g>L2(]Rd;,u5(dx)) for g € 55, (28)
We first treat the limits for the right hand side and the first term in the left hand side in (2.8). Note that
U5 fIl 22 (e (doy) < AP 2R pee (aay for € € (0,1]. Thus by (2.8),
)‘”UifH%2(]Rd;M6(dx)) + (UL, UN) = (I, U§f>L2(]Rd;u5(d:c)) < )‘_1”f”2L2(Rd;Ms(dx))' (2.9)
Hence, according to IE[u] = 1 and Proposition 2.1,
. 2
lim sup (€°(USS, USS) + NUSF Iz et e aapy) < 00

Note also that [|USf|lec < A7Y|f]le for all € € (0,1]. By assumption (H)(i), {U5f : € € (0,1]} is pre-
compact as € — 0 in L*(B(0,7);dx) for every » > 1. In particular, for any sequence {e, : n > 1} C (0,1]
with lim, . &, = 0, we can find a subsequence {e,, : k > 1} (for simplicity we will still denote it by
{en :n > 1}) and a function U} f € L}, (R% dz) (which indeed may depend on w) so that

lim U™ f(z) = Ux f(x)|de =0 for every r > 1. (2.10)
n—oo B(O,T)
Since sup.¢ (o) 1U5 flloo < A7 fllso, we in fact have |US flloeo < A7 f]loo and so for every g € [1,00),
lim \US" f(z) = Ux f(x)|?dx =0 for every r > 1. (2.11)
n—o0 B(O,T’)

We next show that Uy f = U){{ f, where U jf{ is the A-order resolvent associated with the operator £X.
Fix g € C.(RY). We choose R > 0 such that supp[g] C B(0, Rp). Then, by the Holder inequality with
p > 1 from assumption (H)(iii),

[ 055 @) = U @)la(@r, ) da

(»-1)/p 1/p
< l9lloo </ U™ f(x) — Ujff(x)‘P/(p—l) dx) (/ (T e, w)P dx) )
B(O,Ro) B(O,Ro)

Since E[uP] < oo, we get by Proposition 2.1 that for w € Qy C Qy,

n—o0

lim sup/ PP (g e, w) d < 00.
B(0,Ro)
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This along with (2.11) yields

lim [ U f(z) — Uy f(2)|g(x)p(7g)e,w) dz = 0.

n—oo Rd

On the other hand, since IE[u] = 1, we have again by Proposition 2.1,

lim Usf(z)g(z) (1), w) dz = lim Us f(z)g(z)pu(7y)e,w) dx
n—oo Rd n—o0 B(O,Ro)
= / Usf(z)g(x)E [pu] do = Usf(x)g(z)dx.
B(0,Ro) R

Putting both estimates above together yields that for any f,g € C.(R%)
Jim >\<U>\ [ 9) L2 Raspen (o)) = MUNS 9) 12 (Ré:da) - (2.12)
Similarly, according to E[u] = 1 and Proposition 2.1, we have for every f,g € C.(R%),
lim (fv 9) 12 (R (dz)) = (5 9) 12 (Rda)- (2.13)
In particular, by (2.12) and (2.13), we obtain that for every g € C.(R%),
(UXS: 9 r2(resawy = M (UX" £, 9) p2(Rajpen (d))
hm (||U>\ flize (Re;pen (da)) “[lgll L2 (R4; Sn(dx)))
<A” - Jim (£l 2 metuen (aay) - 191 22(R 3 pem (a2)))
= AN f e rasa) - 190 22(Rasaz);
which implies immediately that Uy f € L?*(R%; dx) and U fll L2 (retyda) < )\_1HfHL2(Rd;dm).

We now treat the second term in the left hand side of (2.8) with g € C2°(R%). According to Lemma 1.1,
it holds that for any 0 < n < 1,

0, ns Tx/ep
285 (US f, g) = / /R dXRd\A(Uin Fla+2) — U f(2))(g(x + 2) — o) Z|/j|d+a/ <) Lpn((sf<y) dzda

k(0, z/en; Tyse, w)
//IRdx]Rd O3 f e +2) = Uy f@))(g(@ + =) = g(@)) |2|d+e = Lrnjz)>1/m) dzdz

=2(U5" £, £09) 12 (R dar)
= I I 2,

where

0, ns Tx/en
Lyflx) = /]Rd(f (@+z)—f (w))ﬁ( 2|/§|d+a/ g Lrngn<|zl<1/m} d2-

Note that 0.2/ )
K(0,2/en; Ty/e,w
eh1@) = p. [ (Pt 2) — @) T ) ds
R4 ]
typically is the generator of the Dirichlet form (€57%, F=n«) on L?(R%; dx).
By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

(0, 2/€n; Toje,w)
I <\ J28 (USH f, U - 2 A<y dz da,
1< e U105 f)\/ S s 0+~ g 1

This along with (2.9) and assumption (H)(ii) yield that

lim lim I;"7 = 0.
n—0n—o00

Similarly, we can verify

lim lim 7, = (.
n—0n—o0
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Set
K(z
L;z{g(:n) = /Rd(g(x +z) — g(x))’z‘%ﬂrﬂ{nﬂzlﬂ/n} dz.
It is obvious that
. K _ K 0 (Tod
lim £/ g(z) = £%g(2), g € CZ(RT,
where

K =p.v x zZ) — x K(z) z)az
t¥g(a) = v [ (oo +2) — g(e) Tk Br(2) d

is the infinitesimal generator with respect to (€%, F%) on L2(R%; dx). We find that

’I?T)Lm - <U:f7L7[]{g>L2(Rd;dx)‘ < ’<U§nf - U:f7'czg>L2(Rd;dx)‘ + ’<U)>\kf7 (L:]Lg - '5717{9)>L2(]Rd;d:c)’
I

Observe that, for every z € R,

[Crg(@)] < 2l|gllon ™ </
B(

This along with the Holder inequality with p > 1 in assumption (H)(iii) yields that

K(x/en,y/en;w) dy) 1¢B(0,Ro+1/m)} (T)-
0,Ro+1/1)

1-1/p
I3 <ci(n,w) < / US™ f () — U f () [P/ P~ D) d$>
B(0,Ro+1/n)

P 1/p
X (/ (/ /-i(:n/sn,y/en;w)dy) dm) .

Hence, by (2.11) and assumption (H)(iii), for each fixed 1 > 0, lim,_,~, I3} = 0. On the other hand,

Uxf(x)Lyg(x) da
Rd

1 rlx/en, (x +2)/en;w
:_5//]RdXRd(U§f(x+z)—Uff(x))(g(erz)—g(x)) e \(zydta)/g )]lm{n<\2\<l/n}d2dx'

Then, by applying assumption (H)(iv), we have

lim Usf(x)Lyg(z) dx

n—o0 Rd

1 K(z
2 //]RdXRd(Ui‘f(x +2) = Uxf(@)(g(z +2) - g(l‘))yz\% Lrngneisi<i/ny dz de

- / U3 f(2) 65 g(x) de,
]Rd

which implies lim,, Ig’ ’277 =0.
Combining all the estimates for I'"", i = 1,2,3 with the fact that U} f € L?(R%; dx), first letting n — oo
and then letting n — 0, we obtain

li_I)n & (U fg) = —/ Us f(2) L8 g(x) da. (2.14)
n—oo R4
Putting this with (2.8), (2.12) and (2.13) together, we see that for any f € C.(R?) and g € C°(R9),

(A= LK)Q, U:\kf>L2(Rd;dm) = (f, 9>L2(Rd;d:c)'

In particular, since the above holds for any g € C°(R%), we have Usf = U){{f; that is, Uy is the A-order
resolvent corresponding to the operator L. For every f € C.(R%) and g € C(RY),

lim & (US" f,g) = EX(UKf,g),

n—o0

and by (2.10), Us" f converges to U in L(B(0,7);dz), as n — oo, for every r > 1. Since these hold for any
sequence {e, }n>1 that converges to 0, we get (2.7) and (2.5). The property (2.6) follows from (2.12). O
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2.2. Strong convergence of resolvents.

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that assumption (H) holds and E[uP] < oo for some p > 1. Let Q5 be the subset of
Q in Theorem 2.2 that is of full probability measure. Then for every w € Qg and every f € C.(R%),

lim U fll2aspe () = 1URX fllz2a ) (2.15)
and
lim || U3 f = U fll 2 metyee = (day) = O- (2.16)
In particular,
lim | U3 fll 2 (raspes (ao)) = U £l 2 (Rt (2.17)

To prove Theorem 2.3, we need the following lemma. Recall that I' is an infinite symmetric cone in R¢
that has non-empty interior. We define the Dirichlet form (€q, Fo) on L?(R%; dx) as follows

2
— f(=
eotrn = [ LT gy avay, e, (2.18)
RIxRANA  |Y — T
where F is the closure of C2°(R?) under the norm (Eo(-,-) +|| - ”i2(Rd.dx))l/2-

Lemma 2.4. There exists a constant co > 0 such that for all f € CL(RY),
a 2a/(d+«
1LF I3 2 tamy < Co€0(fs FY O 3 -

Proof. This inequality is well-known when I' = R? (see, for instance, [19, Proposition 3.1]). By [6, Theorem
1.1], there is a constant ¢; > 0 which may depend on T so that for every f € L*(R%; dx),

_ T 2 _ . 9

This immediately gives the desired result. In fact, the result of |6, Theorem 1.1] is more general which shows
that (2.19) holds with R? being replaced by any ball B in R? on both sides of (2.19). In the R case, one
can establish (2.19) directly by using the Fourier transform. For reader’s convenience, we give a such proof
below.

For f € CHRY), let
f(§) = (2m) ™ / e f(y) dy
R4

be the Fourier transform of f. Then,

2 _ A 2 _ £ 2
[ apdo= [ (HOPd ealfn) = [ IFOPo &,

where

[ 1-€%8 1 —cos(E,2)

Let $9~! be the unit sphere in R and © = T'N $¢~!. Denote by z = (r,6) the spherical coordinates for
0 # z € R%, and o the Lebesgue surface measure on $¢~1. Since © has non-empty interior, there are positive
constants 01 and do such that for any n € $4=1, there exists A(n) C © (which may depend on 7) so that
o(A(n)) = 61 and

1 —cos(r(n,6p)) =62 forall 1/2 <r <1 and by € A(n).

Thus for any ¢ € R?,

6(6) = colel® /0 T pta /@ (1~ cos(r{€/I€], 6))) o(d0) dr

416, (2.21)

1
= “ - 79 9 = T 5 O!.
sale [ [ (1 eoste/il o) apar > T3
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Therefore, for every f € CH(RY),

P _ 2
ar fze [ 1fOPra=ef[ U =T gy

This establishes (2.19). O

Proof of Theorem 2.3. Throughout this proof, we again suppress the parameter w for simplicity. We claim
that (2.15) holds for any f € C.(R?) and w € Q. Indeed, let X := {X;,t > 0} be the symmetric Lévy
process associated with the Dirichlet form (€5, F5) on L?(R%; dz). The Lévy process X has Lévy exponent

Y(€) = /F (1 — cos(€, 2)) 5% dz, €e€RY

Since 0 < C} < K(z) < Cy, we have by (2.20) and (2.21) that (£) > co|¢|* on R?. Hence the Lévy process
X has a jointly continuous transition density function p(t,z,y) = p(t,x — y) with respect to the Lebesgue
measure on R?, where

p(t,x) = (27?)_d/2/ “Hem e ¢,z e R
R4
Since
€o(g,9) < Cy €% (g,9) for any g € CH(RY),
we have by Lemma 2.4 that

d/(d+ao) o/(d+a
)" gl g€ CHRY),

||9HL2(Rd d:c) (EK(
This along with [14, Theorems (2.1) and (2.9)] yields
p(t,x —y) < et~ for every t > 0 and z,y € R

Since K (z) < Oz on R, by the proof of [5, Theorem 1.4], we in fact have
t
p(t,x —y) <cs (t_d/a A W) for t > 0 and z,y € R™.

In the following, we fix f € C.(R%). Choose Ry > 1 so that supp[f] C B(0,Ry). For any xz € R? with
]a;\ > 2Ry,

Uk 1@ = [ [ e pttn sy

_ _ t —d—
<alfle [* [ e (st n o) dyde < cslol e
0 B(0,Rop) |z -y

where ¢; > 0 is a constant that depends on || f||s, A and Ry.

As mentioned in the beginning of Theorem 2.2, Qs = Qy N Oy, where Qg and 27 are the subset of €2 in
assumption (H) and in Proposition 2.1, respectively. According to Proposition 2.1, for every w € Qo, k > 0
and every o € L>®(B(0,2%); dx)

(2.22)

lim (x) (7 few) dx = E[p] / o(z)dr = / o(z) d. (2.23)
e=0./pB(0,2%) B(0,2F) B(0,2F)
In particular, taking ¢ = 1 and k = 0 yields that
lim Ed/ p(rpw) de = lim p(7y/ew) dz = |B(0,1)].
=0 JB(0,1/¢) e=0JB(0,1)

Hence, for every w € s, there exists g9(w) > 0 such that

/ p(rpw) dz < 2674 B(0,1)| for all & € (0,e0(w)). (2.24)
(0,1/¢)
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Let Qr := {z € R?: 281 < |2| < 2F} for k > 1. Therefore, by (2.22) and (2.24), we obtain for every w € €y
and N > 1 with 2V > max{2Ry, eo(w) '},

limsup/ U)[\{f() p(7y/ew) dz = lim sup Z / U)Iff Tx/ew) T
e—0 {|z|>2N} e—0 b N+1 Qr

< ¢2 limsup Z 9~ 2(k— 1)(d+a)/ p( Ty jew) dx
e=0 N+1 B(0,2k+1)

= cZlimsup Z 9~ 2(k=1)(d+a) d/ w(tpw) dz
=0 7 Nl B(0,2k+1 /¢)

(2.25)

o0
O (2k+1/6)d < 2 (d+2a)N
On the other hand, according to (2.23), for every w € Qo,

lim U){{f(l‘)2]l{|m|<2N}/L(Tx/€w) dr = /U){{f(l‘)2ﬂ{x<2N} dx  for every N2>1

e—0

This together with (2.25) and by taking N — oo gives us (2.15).
For A > 0, define
EX(u,v) = E5(u, v) + Mu, v) p2(Rype (de))  for u,v € 7,
and
8 (u,v) = &8 (u,v) + A, V) p2(Rayayy  for u,v € FK,

For f € C.(R?%) and g € C®(RY),
<U§f7 f>L2(Rd;u5(d:c)) = 8§\ (Uifa Uif)
= &5(USf — 9,USf — 9) + €5(9,9) +2E5(USf — 9.9) (2.26)
= 8i(U§f -9 Uif - g) + 2<f7 g>L2(]Rd;,u5(dm)) - 8§\ (979) :
By (ii) and (iv) of assumption (H) and Proposition 2.1,
lim Si(gvg) = Sf\((g,g) and 11H1<f, 9)12 (R%;pe(d)) =(f,9)r> (R%;dz)-
e—0
Hence after taking e — 0 in (2.26), we get together with (2.6) that

;I_I}%) 8i(U§f -9 Uif - g) - _2<f7 g>L2(Rd;dx) + 85(979) + <U){{f7 f>L2(IRd;dx)‘ (227)
Take {g; k > 1} C C°(R?) so that g, — UL f in (/&K -norm. Then

Jim <2<f7 k) 12(Re-dw) — Ex (k) — (UL ], f>L2(IRd;dx)>

= 2, U ) r2masany = EX (UL URS) = (UX £, F) paqany = 0-
In particular, we have by (2.27) that

Jim i [USS = gull 12 (Raspe (am)) = 0- (2.28)

On the other hand, by Proposition 2.1, (2.6) and (2.15),
. K p112 . 2 K K r12
ggr(l] Hgk — U)\ fHL2(]Rd;,u5(dx)) = ilg%) <||ngL2(]Rd;,u5(d:B)) - 2<U)\ /s gk>L2(Rd;u5(dm)) + ||U)\ fHL2(]Rd;,u5(dm))>

= Hng%z(Rd;dI) — 2(US £, 9k) 12 (Rt ) + HU>{{f|’2L?(]Rd;dx)'
Hence we have
s K £12 _
dim Ty g = UN Sl e amy) = O
This together with (2.28) gives (2.16).
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Consequently, we have by (2.15) that
. . K K
ig%HUifnL?(Rd;us(dx)) = glg(l] 1% fHL2(IRd;u€(dm)) = [lUx fHL2(]Rd;dm)-
This completes the proof of the theorem. O

The proof for the property (2.16) (in particular see (2.28) and (4.3) below) immediately implies the
following.

Corollary 2.5. Assume that assumption (H) holds and E[uP] < oo for some p > 1. Let Qo C Q be as
in Theorem 2.2 of full probability measure. Then for every w € Qo and every f € C.(R%), U f strongly
converges in L*-spaces to U){{f as e — 0.

The definition of strong convergence in L?-spaces with changing reference measures can be found in the
appendix of this paper. Corollary 2.5 can also be proved by using the Mosco convergence of Dirichlet forms
— See Subsection 4.2 in the appendix for this alternative approach.

3. EITHER ASSUMPTION (A) OR (B) IMPLIES ASSUMPTION (H)

In the section, we will prove that either assumption (A) or (B) implies assumption (H). For this, we first
consider the weak convergence of non-local bilinear forms, and then study the compactness of functions with
uniformly bounded Dirichlet forms. We need the following lemma, which is an extension of Proposition 2.1.

Lemma 3.1. Let (2, F,P) be a probability space on which there is a stationary and ergodic measurable group
of transformations {7} ,cra with 7o = id.

(i) Suppose that v(z;w) is a non-negative measurable function on R? x Q such that the function z
I [v(z;-)P] is locally integrable for some p > 1. Then there is a subset Qo C Q of full probability
measure so that for every w € Qo and every compactly supported f € LI(R? x R dxdy) with

q=p/(p-1),

lim / /]R () dede - / /}R o @B dede, (3.1)

e—0

(ii) Suppose that vy and vy are two non-negative random variables on (2, F,P) so that E [V} + ] < oo
for some p > 1. Then there is a subset Qg C Q of full probability measure so that for every w € g
and every compactly supported f € L9(R% x R%; dx dy) with ¢ = p/(p — 1),

lim //]RdXIRd f(a:,y)ul(Tx/ew)Vg(Ty/gw) dx dy = T[] E [9] //Rdled f(z,y) dx dy. (3.2)

e—0

Proof. (i) By the Fubini theorem and Proposition 2.1, for any bounded A, B € Z(R%) and a.s. w € Q,

gl_% //IRdx]Rd Laxp(z, 2)v(2; Tp/ew) dz dv = gl_% A (/B V(z;Tx/E)dz> dx = /AE [/B V(Z;-)d2:| dx
= // Taxp(z, 2)E[v(z;-)] dz dx.
R4 xR

The above also holds with v(z;w)P in place of v(z;w).
Let

(3.3)

S = {f(x,z) = ZaiﬂAixBi(aﬁ,z) :me{l,2,---}, a; €Q, A;,B; € %@(]Rd)}.
i=1

Here Q denotes the set of all rational numbers, and %g(RRY) denotes the collection of all bounded cubes in
R whose end points are rational numbers. Then there is a set Qp C Q of full probability measure so that
for every w € Qg, (3.1) holds for every f € ., and

lim // Laxp(z, 2)v(z; Ty jew)? dz dv = // Taxp(z, 2)E[v(z;-)P] dz de. (3.4)
e—0 RIxRA RIxRE
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For general compactly supported f € LI(R? x RY; dx dy), take A, B € %o(R?) so that supp[f] C A x B.
Since Cy(A x B) is dense in LI(A x B;dx dy) and .# is dense in C,(A x B) under the uniform norm, we can
find a sequence {yy,}n>1 C .7 such that

Jim llon = fllzaax Bz ay) = O-

Note that ¢ = p/(p — 1) > 1 is the conjugate of p > 1. It follows (3.3) and (3.4), as well as the fact (3.1)
holds for every f € % and w € ), that for every w € Qg,

//}Rdxmf(a:,z)u(z;rw/ew) dzdx — //RMRd flz,2)E [v(z)] dzdx

<tmsw | [[ (702 - e s dede - [ (G0 = pule DB W] dsdo
+ lim sup

R
ns //AxB on(x, 2)v(2; 7y jew) dz dx — //AxB(pn(:E’Z)E (2 )] dz do
<timswp [ (@) = eu@ 2l ime) dedo+ [ 1@2) = pula DB () deda

e—0

1/p 1/p
< |If = enllzaaxBide ay) |limsup (// V(2 Ty /W) dzd:E> (// z; )P dz da:)
e—0 AxB AxB
1/p
<2|f — ¢nllLa(AxBide dy) <// dzda;) .

By taking n — oo, we get

// [z, 2)v(z; 7y jew) dzda;—// f(z,2)E[v(z;-)] dzdx
RIxR4 RIxR4
This establishes (3.1

(ii) Note that by Proposmon 2.1 that there is a subset Qg C  of full probability measure so that for
every w € €, any bounded A, B € Z(R%) and v = 1 or p,

tin [ (o) (gt )) dody =ty ([ (o) ([t a)
— B E[] |4 x Bl

lim sup
e—0

lim sup =0.

e—0

With this at hand, the assertion can be proved in exactly the same way as that for (i). O

In the proof of Proposition 3.3(i) below, we need the following maximal ergodic theorem for multiplicative
additive processes with continuous parameter.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that 0 < F € LY(Q;P). Then, there is a constant C > 0 such that for all

A, Ry >0,
P ({w €Q: sup / F(1y/ew) do > A}) < CRIE[F]/A. (3.5)
€(0,1) J/[0,Ro]d

Although the maximal ergodic theorem for multiplicative additive processes has been used in some liter-
ature, we can not find a suitable reference for its proof in the continuous parameter setting. For safe of the
completeness, here we will provide the

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Without loss of generality, we assume Ry =1 in (3.5).
Let % = {[v,z + k2™ : 2 € Z¢ m,k € Z, }, and define

Fr(w) == /IF(wa) de, I€.J.

It is easy to verity { F1(w)} c.s satisfies (2.1)—(2.3) in [37, Page 201] (indeed, (2.2) in [37, Page 201] holds with
equality), and so {Fr(w)}res is a (discrete) additive process on the integer lattice Z<. Let @, := [0,2™]¢
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for m > 0, and
_ 1
F.(w) := sup Jmd

m=0

F(1,w) dz.
Qm
According to 37, Page 205, Corollary 2.7|, there is a constant ¢y > 0 so that for all A > 0,

P (Fi(w) > \) < coA'E[F). (3.6)
Now, we define
F.(w) := sup Ed/ F(rpw)dz| = sup / F(7y)-€) da.
e(0,1) [0,c-1]d e(0,1) J[0,1)¢

Then, for any m > 0 and € € (2=(m+1) 9-m]

g—md / F(rpw) dz — 4 / F(ryw)dz
m [0 g™

< 2_md/ F(ryw) dx + (27 — 2= (m+1)d) / F(ryw) dx
Qerl\Qm

 F(raw) da

’Qm-i-l‘ h

g (2d+1 o 1) me+
Hence, for any m > 0,

sup led/ F(1,w) d:z:] < Z_md/ F(rpw)dz + (297 — 1)F, (w) < 2971 F, (w),
[07571]d m

eg(2~(m+1) 9—m]

which implies that

F(w) = sup sup [Ed/ F(rpw) dm] <291, (w).
m=0 gg(2—(m+1) 2-m| [0,e—1]4
Therefore, by (3.6), we obtain
P({weQ: F(w)>A}) <P ({w €0 F(w)> 2‘(d+1))\}> < o2 E[F]/ A
This proves (3.5). O

3.1. Weak convergence of bilinear forms. Recall that I' ¢ R¢ is an infinite symmetric cone that has
non-empty interior. When d =1, I" is just R.

Proposition 3.3. (i) Suppose that (A1) holds and that there is a non-negative random variables A on
(Q,3,P) so that E[AP] < co for some p > 1 and

Kz, y;w) < A(Tw) + A(Tyw)  for every w € Q, x,y € R% (3.7)

Then there is a subset Q1 C Q of full probability measure so that for every w € Qq, any n > 0,
f € B(R%) and g € B.(R%),

hm/ / (f(a:+2)—f(a:))(g(a:—FZ)—g(a:))ﬁ(x/e ($+Z)/€'w)d2d$
R4 J{n<|z|<1/n, z€l} ’ 7

e—0 |Z|d+a
N / / (f(z+2) = f(z))(g(z +2) — g(x)) (0(2) + v(—2)) dz dx
Re J{n<|z|<1/n, z€T} | z|dte ;

where U is a non-negative measurable function given in assumption (A1).

(ii) Let 11 and vy be non-negative random variables on (Q,F,P) such that EVY + V8] < oo for some
p > 1. Then there is a subset Qo C € of full probability measure so that for every w € Qs, any n > 0,
f € B(R?) and g € B.(R%),

i (f(y) = f(2))(g(y) — g(x))
lim V1 (Tyjew)vo(Ty/cw) drd
/]Rd /{n<x—y<1/n,:c—yer} 1(7ejew)v2(7y e0) Y

e—0 ‘LE _ y‘d-i-oe
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_ () = f@)9(y) —9()) pr o o
- /Rd /n<x y|<1/n,z—y€rl} |z — y|tte Bl [Elve] dz dy.

Proof. We first prove the assertion (ii), and then (i).
(ii) Note that for every n > 0, f € B(R?) and g € B.(R%),

(f(z) = fw)(g(=) —g(y))

F(z,y) := Lin<jo—y|<1/n, a—yer} iz — y|dto

is a bounded and compactly supported function on R% x R¢. Since

/R d / R (f(m)_f;fy_));ﬁli?_g(y))V1<w o100y fes0) do dy
n<l|z—y|<l/n,z—ye

- / / sy (rao)a(ry o) da dy.
RIxRE

Proposition 3.3(ii) follows directly from Lemma 3.1(ii).
(i) Let F(x,y) be the bounded and compactly supported function defined above. Note that

(flx+2)— f(z ))(g(a;+z)—g(g;))y er o) deda
/]Rd /77<Z<1/n,zeF} | z|dter (2/8 70 yew) dzd

= // F(x,xz + z)v (2/e;7yew) dz di,
R4xR4

and by Proposition 2.1 and condition (3.7), for P-a.s. w € Q,

lim sup // v (z/e; T JeW ) dz dx < 2P limsup // A(7y/ew) —I—A(T(m+z)/€w)p) dz dx
AXB AXB

e—0 e—=0
=27(JA x B|+ |(A+ B) x B|) E[A?] < o0,
where A+ B ={r+ycR?:2 € Ay B}. Note also that by (A1) and (3.7),

sup Elv(z;-)] < sup E[x(z,0;-)] < E[A] + sup B[A(r.()] = 2E[A] < 2(E[AP)'? < oo
z€R? r€RI zeRM

and so, by (1.10), the function 7 in (A1) is bounded. Proposition 3.3(i) can be proved in exactly the same
way as that of Lemma 3.1(i) once one can verify that there is a subset Qo C € of full probability measure so
that for every w € Qp and any A, B € %g(RY),

lim // v(z/e; Ty ew) dz dx = // v(z)dz d. (3.8)
e=0J/JaxB AxB

Furthermore, by (1.10), in order to verify (3.8) it suffices to prove that there is a subset Q3 C Qg of full
probability measure so that for every w € Q3 and any A, B € %g(RY),

lim ‘ //AXB(V(Z/E;Tm/Ew) — E[v(z/e;-)]) dz dx‘ =0. (3.9)

e—0

For notational convenience, we will prove the above for A = B = [0,1]?. The proof for the general case is
similar.

Recall that vg(z;w) := v(z;w) A k. Fix § > 1. For any € > 0, choose m > 1 such that §™~1 < 1/e < §™.
Then,

‘//[0 ax[0.1)¢ ve(2/€; Tpjew) — Elvg(z/e; )]) dzda:‘
2d

// - - (vi(z; ow) — Elvg(z;-)]) dz da:‘
[0,e~1]9x[0,e—1]4

S 5_2(m_1)d‘ //[05 1]dx[0,5m—1]d (v (23 7a0) = B2 )]) d dx‘
,om— x [0,6m—

—2(m—1)d . - ..
+0 ‘ //[Qalwx[o,a1}d\[0,6m1]dx[0,6m1]d (Vk(Z,wa) Elvk(z; )]) dz da:‘
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< ‘5_2(m_1)d // (vi(z; Tow) — Elvg(2;)]) dz dm‘
[076m71]d><[076m71]d

+ §—2(m=1)d // v(z; Tpw) dz do
[07(5"”]d><[07(5"”}‘1\[0,6m71]d><[07(5"”*1]d

+ §—2(m=1)d // Elvg(z; )] dz dz
[07(5"”]d><[07(5"”}‘1\[0,6m71]d><[07(5"”*1]d

3
=y
i=1
We consider I7" first. For any m € Z4 and x = (x(l),x(2), e

1<i<d

20

@) e 57mZe set

Define
T ={z €™z Q™ c [0,1]4},

T ={z € 67"Z: Q7 N [0,1]7 # 0,Q7 N ([0,1]))° # 0},

F(w) :/ V(0" z;w) dz.
[0,1]¢

5~ 2md // vi(z; Tpw) dz dx
[0’5m]d><[0757n]d

= // V(0™ z; Tgmew) dz doe = Fo(tsmaw) da
[0,1]¢x[0,1]¢ [0,1]¢ (3.10)

Z / m(Tsmaw) dx + Z / m(Tsmew) dx

LT ES m Jx;€Tm

= L7+ Lgn.

We have

For z € 6~™Z%, let
Fpm(w) = / Fo(tgm,w)dz.

k for all z € R?, there is a constant ¢ (k) > 0 (which may depend on k) such that

27 ] < Cl(k)5_2md.

sup Var(Fpm) < sup E[F;, (3.11)
d

Since 0 < vg(z;-) <

xS~ MZ xE€E6~™MZ
Hence,
[6™]
Var(LT") = Var< Z lem> = Z Z Cov(Esmy Fijm)
0T;€S m n=04,j: z;,2; €S m,dnd " | —x;|<d(n+1)§—™
= Z Cov(Fr; m» Fjm)

1,J: 4,2 €S m,|wi—x ;| <do—™

(6]
+2 >
n=14,j: T3, €S m,dnd M < |z —xj|<d(n+1)6—™

= Ji"+ J3

Cov( :cz,m7ijM)

Note that |{(i,7) : ;,2; € o, |z; — 2] < 6™} < c26™? for some constant ¢y > 0. Then, by (3.11) and

the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,
|7 < ea(k)a™e,
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On the other hand, it follows from (1.9) that when dné=" < |z; — ;| < d(n 4+ 1)6~™ for some n > 1,

Cov(Fy; m» Fjm) :/Q 0 Cov (Fn (t5mz(+)), Fon (Tsmy(+))) dy dx

= /Q /Q Cov (Fm(Tgmx(')),Fm(Tgm(y_x) o T(smx('))) dy dx
x; z

<@w/ /|W@—m4@m<%ww%%%
x Jaz

where the first inequality follows from (1.9), and the second one is due to (3.11) and the fact that |z — y| >
cend ™ for all 2 € Q) and y € QF with |2; — a;[ > dné™™. Since
{(5,5) : 2,2 € S, dnd™™ < |z — 5] < d(n 4+ 1) ™} < e76™Ind™1
for some constant ¢; > 0 independent of m and n, we get
(6]
T3] < es(R)o™™ Y "~ U= < oo (k)ymo = log 6.

n=1
Therefore, according to these two estimates for Ji" and JJ*, we obtain
Var (L) < e10(k)mé~™9") log 6.
In particular, by the Markov inequality, for any v > 0,

[e.e]

SP(| Y Fam— Y Elfel

m=1 1T €ESm 1T €S m

2
‘ >7><oo.

Hence, by the Borel-Cantelli lemma, for a.s. w € €2,

lim L= lim Y Fpm= lin > E[Fym] = lim B[ (6" 2; )] dz da

M0 Uine 0 QY /{071}‘1

m—roo m—roo
1T €S m 1T €S m
= lim E[vg(0™z; )] dzdx = lim 5_2md/ Elvk(z; )] dz dex,
m=o0 J10,1)¢x[0,1]¢ m=—00 [0,6m]4x[0,6m]d

where the fourth equality we have used the fact lim, o0 Uji,e.7, @5 = [0, 1]¢. Note that
s € 672 Q2 N[0, #0,Q2 1 ([0, 1Y) # 0} < eny ™D,
This along with (3.11) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality gives us
E[I L) < Hai € 6724 QN [0,1Y # 0,Q7 0 ([0, 1)) # 0} sup  E[F] ] < ciz(k)o2™,

x;€6—™mZ4d
which in turn implies that for any v > 0,

Z IP(]LE”\ > ’y) < 0.

m=1

Hence by the Borel-Cantelli lemma, lim,, ;. L5" = 0 a.s.
Combining both estimates for L{* and L5* with (3.10) yields that

lim §~2md // vp(z; pw) dzdx = lim 5_2md/ Elvk(z; )] dz dx;
m—reo [0,6m]4x[0,6m]d m—reo [0,6m]dx[0,6m]d

that is,

lim I7" = lim ¢ 20m—1d
m—0o0 m—0o0

=0.

// (vk(z; Tow) — Elvg(z;)]) dzdx
[075m—1]d><[075m—1]d
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By the argument for I{" (in particular, by applying the Borel-Cantelli lemma), we have that for a.s. w €
and every k > 1, there exists a constant mq(k,w) > 0 such that for every m > mg(k,w),

// vp(z; mpw) dz dx < // (E[vg(z;9)] + 1) dzdx
[076m}d><[0’6m}d\[0’6m71}dx[076m71}d [0’6m}d><[0’6m]d\[076m71}dx[076m71}d
< 613(k)(52md o 52(m—1)d) _ 614(k7)52md(1 o 5—2d)‘

In particular, for a.s. w € €,
limsup I" < e14(k) (024 — 1).

m—ro0

Since 0 < vg(z;w) < k, it is obvious that

limsup I < e15(k) (024 — 1).

m—ro0

Putting all the above estimates together, we conclude that for every fixed 4 > 1 and k > 1, there exists a
P-null set N5, such that for every w € €\ Ny,

limsup‘// (vk(2/e; Tpjew) — Elvg(z/e;-)]) dz dx‘ hmsupZI <eglk) (82 —1).  (3.12)
0,1)4x[0,1]d

e—0 m—oo T

Let N := Up2 U2 Nipq/nk and Qg := Q\N. Clearly P(Q22) = 1, and (3.12) holds for every § = 1+1/n,
k> 1and w € Q. Letting n — oo, we have for every w € (o,

lim ‘ // (vk(z/e; T jew) — Elvg(z/e;-)]) dz d:r‘ =0 forevery keZ,. (3.13)
[0,1]9x[0,1]4

e—0
For k> 1, let
> 1/k}.

A :=<weQ: sup
€€(0,1)

// Vok (2/€; Ty jew) dz dw — // v(z/& Tpjew) dz dx
[0,1]¢x[0,1]¢ [0,1]¢x[0,1]4
According to (1.8) and (3.7),

P(Ag) <P <{w €Q: sup // v(z/e; Tx/ew)]l{,/(z/a.r/ w)>2r) dzdr > 1/k}>
e€(0,1) J J[0,1)9x[0,1]4 v

: p
SPlwet: s // wdzd:ﬁ>l/k‘
e€(0,1) [0,1)9x[0,1]4 2k(p—1)

<P <{w €Q: sup // (A(Tx/aw) + A(T(Hz)/ew))l’ dzde > k—12k(p_1)}>
e€(0,1) 0,1]9%[0,1]4

<P <{w €Q: sup A(T, x/EaJ) dx > Q—pk—12k(p_1)}> .

e€(0,1) J[0,2)¢

Here p > 1 is given in the assumption of Proposition 3.3(i), and in the last inequality we used the facts that
(a +b)P < 2P~ H(aP + bP) for a,b > 0 and that

// A(T(m+z)/5W)p dz dr < A(T;p/ch)p dz.
[0,1¢x[0,1]d [0,2]4

Hence by Proposition 3.2 |
PldweQ: sup / A(7yjew)? dz > 9 PR 1ok(P—1) < er7k27FPUE[AP),
£€(0,1) /]0,2]¢

where ¢i7 > 0 is independent of k. Putting all the estimates above together, we get Y o, P(Ax) < oo. By
the Borel-Cantelli lemma again, we can find a subset Q3 C 9 with full probability measure such that for
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every w € ()3, there exists kqg(w) > 0 such that

'// Vo (2/€; Ty jew) dz d — // v(2/e; Ty ew) dz dz
[0,1]¢x[0,1]4 [0,1]4x[0,1]4

for every k > ko(w) and € € (0, 1).
Combining this with (3.13) yields (first letting ¢ — 0 and then k — oo) that for every w € Qs,

// v(z/g; Tpjew) dz dx — // E[v(z/e; )] dz dx
[0,1]¢x[0,1]4 [0,1]¢x[0,1]4

Thus (3.9) holds with A = B = [0, 1] for every w € Q3. This completes the the proof of assertion (i) in
Proposition 3.3. U

<1/k

lim =0.

e—0

3.2. Pre-compactness in L'-spaces. In this part, we give the compactness for a sequence of uniformly
bounded functions whose associated scaled Dirichlet forms are also uniformly bounded. The following is the
main result of this subsection.

Proposition 3.4. Suppose that either (A2) or (B2’) holds. Then there is a subset Qo C Q of full probability
measure so that, for every w € Qg and any collection of functions {f. : ¢ € (0,1]} with f. € F=¥ for any
e € (0,1] having

lim sup (|| fel|oo + E5“(fe, f2)) < 00,
e—0

{f- e €(0,1)} is pre-compact as € — 0 in L*(B(0,r);dx) for all v > 1.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that either (A2’) or (B2’) holds. Then there is subset Qo C Q of full probability
measure so that the following holds for every w € y. Suppose that {f- : € € (0,1]} is a collection of
functions with f. € F=% for e € (0,1] and

lim sup E5“( f., f-) < oc.

e—0

Then, for every r > 1 and 0 < |h| < r/3,

limsup sup / |fo(z + hey) — fo(a)| da < co(r)h®? limsup E5%(f-, f)Y2, 1<i<d, (3.14)
)/ Bap(z0,1)

e—=0 x0eB(0,r e—0

where {e; : 1 < i < d} is the orthonormal basis of R, Boy(xo,7) := {y € B(xo,7) : |y — 0B(x0,7)| > 2h}
and co(r) is a positive constant depending on r but independent of h, f, € and w.

Proof. Tt suffices to prove (3.14) for every fixed e; and the case that h > 0. The argument below is partially
motivated by the proof of the compact embeddings in fractional Sobolev spaces; see [23, Theorem 4.54, p.
216].

For any z € R?, denote by (r(2),0(z)) € Ry x $9! its spherical coordinate. Let © := I' N $9~1 which
has non-empty interior. Hence there are a non-empty open set © C © and a constant N > 1 large enough

so that
e

{0(2— N) 1< r(z) <2,0(z) € (:)} C e.

Consequently, 0(z — he;) = 0(z/(hN) —€;/N) € © for any z = (r(2),0(z)) with Nh < r(z) < 2Nh and
0(z) € ©. Let

5= {z eR?: Nh < r(z) < 2Nh,0(2) € é} and Gho = {z e RY: N < r(z) < 2N, 0(2) € @}.

Clearly G, 5 C Gpe and |G, 5| < |Ghe| < h.



24 XIN CHEN, ZHEN-QING CHEN, TAKASHI KUMAGAI AND JIAN WANG

For every xg € B(0,7), 0 < h < r/3 and f. given in the statement, we have

/ ful + hes) — fule)| da
Bap (xo,r)

< cah™ / / \fg (x + he;) — fo(x)| dz dx
Bop (zo,r :c—i—G =

(3.15)
<ol </ / Vil i) = 12 dz o + / 0~ £ dx)
Bop (zo,r :c—i—G = Bop (zo,r x—l—G =
=t cth™ (Ipg 1 (f2) +Ix0,h 2(fe)) -
By a change of variables,
L)€ [ (ot he) — Lo+ hes)| dedo
B(0,2r _ —he;
< / / |fe(z + 2z + he;) — fo(x + he;)| dz dx (3.16)
B(0,2r) /G0

) /B<073r> /oh,@ [fe(@ +2) — fe(@)| dz da.

Similarly, we have

Lona(f) < /B . /G el 2) e dede

(i) Assume that (A2’) holds. By (3.16), the Holder inequality and Proposition 2.1,

2 1/2
limsup sup Iy p1(fe) < limsup / / (£ a:+zd+ fe(@)) Ay (75 ew) dzda:)
B(0,3r) JGy 0 2|t

e—=0 zoeB(0,r) e—0

1/2
x lim sup / / 2|4t A, (Tx/aw)_l dz d:z:)
e—0 B(0,3r) Ghy@

1/2
< ¢ limsup K/( )Al(Tx/aw)_l da:) 85’“(f5,f5)1/2] pite/2
B(0,3r

e—0

= o™/ (|B(0,3)|E[A;]) " limsup £ (£, £.)'/?
e—0

= 63hd+0‘/2 lim sup 5 ( £, f5)1/2,

e—0

where co, c3 are positive constants independent of xg, h and e, but may depend on N and r.
Similarly, we have

limsup sup Iy p2(fe) <ca pit+e/2 lim sup £5“( fe, fe)l/z,
e—=0 z9eB(0,r) e—0

where ¢4 is a positive constant independent of x, h and . Thus we have by (3.15),

limsup  sup / ol hes) — fo(o)] do < csh®? limsup €5 (£, f)1/?,
) ¥ Ban(z0,7)

e—=0  zoeB(0,r e—0

which establishes (3.14).
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(ii) Next we assume that (B2”) holds. According to (3.16) and the Holder inequality, for any 0 < h < r/3,

limsup sup I, p1(f2)
e—=0 z9eB(0,r)

) 1/2
< lim sup / / (felz + Zd+afa(33)) Ay (73 few) M1 (T(p42) few) dz d
B(0,3r) JGh.e |2]

e—0

(3.17)

e—0

1/2
X lim sup (/ / |z|d+°‘A1(Tx/€w)_1A1(T(x+z)/€w)_1 dz dm)
B(0,3r) /Gpr.0

1/2
< erh /2 lim sup &5 ( fa,fg/ / Ay (Ty ew)” AL (7, Ty eW W)t dy dx .
B(0,3r) z+Gh e

e—0

Here c7 is a positive constant independent of h and e.
Below, denote

Ky, = {(z,y) : x € B(0,3r),y €z + Gro} C R x R%.
If we directly apply Lemma 3.1(ii) to estimate fth Al(Tx/aw)_lAl(Ty/aw)_l dx dy, then it requires that
Al_1 € LP(Q;P) for some p > 1. Instead we will adopt a different approach under the weak condition
A7t € LN P) as in (1.17) of assumption (B2?). For every 0 < h < r/3, we can find {z;}, C R? such
that B(0,3r) C U2, B(z;,h) and >, |B(x;, h)| < co|B(0,3r)], Where ¢p is independent of h,r, m and
{z;}™, but the integer m and {z;}["; may depend on h. It is easy to verify that

Ky C [_nj B(wi, h) x (B(zi, (2N + 1)h) \ B(z:, (N — 1)h)).
i=1

Hence,

lim // Al(Tm/ew)_lAl(Ty/e(U)_l dx dy

e—0

< lim / / A (1 /ew) " A (7, jow) " da dy
T e Z B(z;,h) J B(z;,(2N+1)R)\B(z;,(N—1)h) 1 /e ) i v/e )

lim/ Al(Tx/aw)_ldx . lim/ Al(Ty/Ew)_ldy
=0 JB(z;,h) €20 JB(z;,2N+1)h)\B(zi,(N—1)h)

E[AT)? - |B(zi, h)| - | B(xi, (2N + 1)R)\B(zi, (N — 1)h)| < c8hd§: |B(x,h)| < coh?,

10 1

@
Il
—

where cg and ¢y are positive constants independent of i (but may depend on N and r). Here, in the second
equality above we have used Proposition 2.1 (so only Al_1 € LY(Q;P) is required), and the last inequality is
due to the fact " |B(z;, h)| < ¢o|B(0,3r)|. Therefore, combining this estimate with (3.17), we find that

limsup sup Iy p1(fe) < clo<hmsup85“(f f)1/2>hd+°l/2
e—=0 z9eB(0,r)

Similarly, we can obtain

limsup sup Iy po(fe) < cll<hmsup8€“(f f)1/2>hd+°‘/2

e—=0  z9eB(0,r) e—0

Thus we have by (3.15),

limsup sup / |fe(x + he;) — fo(x)|da < c1oh®/? lim sup E5“( fz, fe)l/za
Baop (xo,m)

e—=0 z9eB(0,r) e—0

which establishes (3.14). O
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Proof of Proposition 3.4. We first claim that for every r > 1 and h € R? with |h| < r/3

lim Sup/ |fo(z + h) — fo(x)| dz < co(r;w)h®/?, (3.18)
B2UL\(07T)

e—0

Indeed, writing h = (h(l), RN QN ,h(d)) € R?, we have for any 0 < i < d,

/ |f€($+ (h(l)v 7h(2)7h(2+1)707 70)) _fE(x+ (h(l)v 7h(l)707 70))|dgj
Bax(0,r)

/ |f€($+(07 707h(i+1)707"' ,0))—f€(l‘)|dl‘
Bz‘h‘((h(l),m,h(i),O,m,0),7")

</ ol 4 (0, -+, 0,h0D 0, ,0)) = fu(a)] da.
By (i), (KW - () 0.+ ,0),7)

Here, we set (), ... b 0,---,0) = 0 when i = 0. This along with (3.14) gives (3.18).
On the other hand, for any ¢ > 0,

lim sup

/ fo@)] de < (limsup | folloe) [B(O,7) \ Bas(0,7)] < e1(r)é,
=0 B(Ovr)\B26 (0,7”) =0

where ¢;(r) is a positive constant independent of § and e.
Therefore, for every 7 > 1 and ¢ > 0, there exists a constant § := §(r, (;w) such that for every h € R?
with |h| < 0,

limsup/ |fe(x + h) — fo(z)| dx < ¢ (3.19)
e—0 B(;(O,'f‘)
and
limsup/ |fe(z)|dx < C. (3.20)
e—0 B(Oﬂ“)\Bg(O,T’)

It then follows from (3.19), (3.20) and [23, Theorem 1.95, p. 37| that {f. : ¢ € (0,1]} is pre-compact as
e — 0 in LY(B(0,7);dz) for all r > 1. The proof is complete. O

3.3. Proofs of Theorems 1.3 and 1.6, and the assertion of Example 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. According to Theorems 2.2 and 2.3, we only need to verify that assumption (A)
implies assumption (H). By Propositions 3.3 and 3.4, assumptions (A) implies properties (i) and (iv) in
assumption (H). So it remains to show that properties (ii) and (iii) in assumption (H) hold as well.
Suppose assumption (A2) holds. There is a subset €; C € so that Proposition 2.1 holds with Ag in place
of v. For g € C}(R?), let Ry > 1 be such that supplg] C B(0, Ry). For every w € Q; and 1 € (0,1/(2Ry)),

| L ophaley/Ee)
imsup [ /ux-m}(g(” o)) dz dy

e—0 |z — y’d—m

Ag (Tx/ew)
<2limsup// —g(2))? = e d
=0 {\x—y\@}(g(y) o) [z — yfre Y (3.21)

1
< 2|]Vch2>Olimsup/ / ———— dz | Ao (7, /.w)dx
0 B(O,Ro—i—n)( {lsl<ny |2]7Fe72 ) (et

< e’ |B(0, Ry + n)|E[Ag].

In particular, we have for every w € €,

- K(x/e y/e;w)
hmhmsup// T) — 222" e dy = 0.
lim Tim st {‘x_y‘gn}(g( ) 9w = @ v
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On the other hand, noting that 1/n7 > 2Ry, we have

lim sup / / (9(y) —9(%))2H(Tx/ 0Ty ) dy
lz—y|>1/n}

e—=0 |3j - y|d+a
A2 (Tm/ew)
< 2limsup // (9(y) — g(2))* ——L05 dudy
=0 J Jje—yl>1/n} | —y| e
1
< 2limsup/ / ———dy | g(z)?As (7, ow) da
e=0 JB(0,Ro) ( (ly—a|>1/my |y — |4 (72y2) (3.22)
2
+ 21lim sup/ / %dy Ao (Tx/ew) dx
e=0 JB(0,Ro)e \J{yeB(0.Ro):ly—z|>1/n} |Y — 7]
Ao (75 /0w
< callgllZ|B(0, Ro) [ | n®/*E[A,)] +1imsup/ 2(T/€/2)dx :
e=0  JBO,Ry)e |9
Recall that, by Proposition 2.1, for every w € )y,
lim gd/ Ay (Tpw) dx = lim Ay (7, /ew) dz = | B(0, 1)|E[As].
e—=0 B(0,1/e) =0JB(0,1)
Hence, for every w € €, there exists gg(w) > 0 such that
[ Ra(mw)do < 2RO, e € (0,20()) (3.23)
B(0,1/¢)
Next, we choose kg := ko(w) > 1 such that 250 > gy(w)~!. Thus, for every w € Q,
Ao (7 Ag(7p . Ao (7
limsup/ %dw hmsup/ % dx + lim sup Z / 2(;- /EC;)
&0 JB,R)e |24 =0 JBo2r)N\B(ORY) 27T =0 L Jo el

=: limsup I + limsup I3,
e—0 e—0

where Qp = {x € R?: 2"~ < |z| < 2¥}. According to Proposition 2.1 again, we obtain

E[A E[A
limsuplf:/ %d:ﬂé/ %dm<oo.
e—0 B(0,2%0 )\ B(0,Ro) |]4T/ B(0,Ro)e @]/
Meanwhile, by (3.23), it holds that

lim sup I5 < lim sup 9~ (k= 1)(d+a/2)/ Ao (7 ew) dx:
e—0 2 e—0 k%:—i-l B(02k) 2( /e)

= lim sup g~ (k=1)(d+a/2) . / Ao (Tpw) dx
e—0 kzko:—i-l B(0,2k /¢) 2( )

< 2|B(0,1)|E[A2] lim sup Z 9~ (k=D)(d+a/2) d 9k /2)d
e—0 k=ko+1

=y Z 27 ka/2<6422 ke/2 < oo,
k=ko+1

Combining all the estimates above with (3.22) shows that for every w € Qy,

K(z/e,y/ew)
hmhmsup// ) —g(y 222 e dy = 0;
10 =50 {|lz— y|>l/n} ) |z — y[dte

that is, property (ii) of assumption (H) holds.
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Evidently, there is Qo C Qp of full probability measure so that the conclusion of Proposition 2.1 holds
with AL in place of v. In view of (1.12) of assumption (A2), for every w € s, by Hélder’s inequality,

p
limsup/ (/ k(z/e,y/e;w) dy> dz < cs RP~DYP lim sup // k(z/e,y/e;w)P dxdy
e=0 JB(0,rR) \/B(O,R) £—0 B(0,R)x B(0,R)

< 2P ey RP=1A/P iy Sup/ / 2(7y/ew)? dx dy
B(0,R) /B(0,R)

e—0

= 2P+l RP=D4/P| B(0, R)PE[AY] < 0.

Hence property (iii) of assumption (H) holds as well. This shows that assumption (A2) yields properties
(ii) and (iii) of assumption (H), and so proves Theorem 1.3. O

Proof of Theorem 1.6. By Propositions 3.3 and 3.4, assumption (B) implies properties (i) and (iv) in as-
sumption (H). So it remains to show that properties (ii) and (iii) in assumption (H) hold as well. Note that
under assumption (B2), for any w € Q and z,y € R,

1
Kz, y;w) < Ag(Tw)As(Tyw) < §(A2(Tm w)? + Aa(ryw)?).
With this at hand, we can follow the argument in the proof of Theorem 1.3 to show that assumption (B2)
implies property (ii) of assumption (H). Furthermore, an analogous argument also shows that assumption
(B2) implies property (iii) of assumption (H).

We point out that the second moment condition on Ay in assumption (B2) is only used in establishing (2.3)
(and (1.2)). The remaining properties in (ii) and (iii) of assumption (H) hold under a weaker assumption
that E[A}] < oo for some p > 1. In particular, (2.4) follows from the corresponding argument in the proof
of Theorem 1.3 by using Lemma 3.1(ii) instead of Proposition 2.1. (]

Proof of the assertion in Example 1.7. Define

1 A

W= Z—LL)\—I, where Z,, :=E[Xa/A1].

Clearly, E[u] = 1, and we can rewrite (1.20) as

1
ZuN(Tx/aw)

A2 (Tx/ew)/\2 (Ty/sw)
‘y _ x‘d+a

Lo f(a) = Ir(y — z)dy.

pr. [ (1)~ f(@)

Thus, the operator £5“ is symmetric in L?(R%; u(7, /ew) dr), and is associated with the symmetric Dirichlet
form (€5%, F5«) on L?(R% (75 /ew) dz) given by

u( A2 Ty /ew) A2 (7 /ew)
ef0) =5y [ 0@~ Fate) - o) T ey - ) dedy

Under assumptions of the example, we see that (1.16) and (1.19) are satisfied with
VG =V =

and E[pP] < oo. Hence, by Proposition 1.4, assumption (B) is fulfilled. Therefore, the conclusion of the
example follows readily from Theorem 1.6. O
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4. APPENDIX
4.1. Proofs of Lemma 1.1 and Proposition 1.4.

Proof of Lemma 1.1. Let £“ and (P{);>0 be the generator and the semigroup of the process X, respectively.
Let £5¢ and (P;“);>0 be the generator and the semigroup of the process X, respectively. Then, for any
f e xRy,

PE¥ f(2) = BS[f (eXE)] = Poa /O (/2),
where f(&)(z) = f(ex). Thus,

La’wf(ilt) _ dPt ;ltf(x) - _ e—awa(a)(x/e)‘

For any f,g € C2°(RY), by the facts that the operator £ is symmetric on L?(R%; ' (dx)) and
- [ e @) i) = (1. 9)
we find that

- / L5 F(2)g(x) po (da)
/ L £ (/) g () (7 o) d
]Rd

e LY f)(2/e) g (a/e) (T, jew) da
]Rd

- da/ £ £ (2)9 (@) (o) dv

Rded\A () = ) (69 (y) — ¢ (a:))’x(fiy”dﬁyn{x yery dz dy
[ 60 = 1) (o) — ) M) 1y ey dody
! 2/e,y/ew
T2 //]Rded\A (f(y) a f(x)) (g(y) B g(m)) %n{x yery dv dy.

In particular,
/ Lo f(2)g(w) = (dx) = / L£5%g(x) f () =% (de).
Rd R4

Hence, the desired assertion follows. O

Proof of Proposition 1.4. (i) Suppose that (1.19) holds. Clearly (1.18) and (1.17) hold by taking A;(w) :=

2vi(w)re(w) and Ag(w) = v1(w) + va(w).
(ii) Conversely, suppose that there are non-negative random variables A; < Ag on (2, F, P) so that (1.18)
and (1.17) hold. Taking x =y = 0 in (1.17) yields from (1.16) that

A2 (w) < 201 (w)ra(w) < Ag(w)?. (4.1)
This in particular implies that
E[(11v2) 1?2 < 2Y2E[ATY] < 0.
We claim that there is a constant C' > 0 so that
vi(w) < CAz(w) P-as. fori=1,2. (4.2)

This together with (4.1) will imply that (1.19) holds. Since P(0 < A; < A2 < 00) = 1, there are constants
0 < a < bso that P(£21) > 3/4, where

O ={weN:a<A(w) <Ay(w) <band a < min{y (w), re(w)} < max{r(w),va(w)} < b}.

Define
A={weQ:nwe Y for some z € R},
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Clearly, Q; ¢ A and 7,4 C A for every z € R%. Since 7, o Ty = Tu4y for every x,y € R and 75 = id, we
have 7,A = A for every x € R?. Hence P(A) = 1 as the family of shift operators {r,;z € R?} is ergodic.
By (1.16) and (1.17),

v (Tpw)va(Tyw) + 11 (Tyw)va(Tew) < Ag(Tpw)As(Tyw).
For every w € A, take x = 0 and y € R? so that Tyw € 21 in the above display. Then this implies that
v1(@) + 12(w) < (b/a)Az(w).
This proves the claim (4.2), and hence completes the proof of the Proposition. O

4.2. Mosco convergence of Dirichlet forms. In this part, we will study the Mosco convergence for the
Dirichlet forms (€5%,3%%), which yields the strong convergence of the associated semigroups and resolvents
in L%-senses along any fixed sequence {en}tn>1 with g, — 0 as n — oo.

For this, we first recall some known results from [41, 34, 35] on Mosco convergence with changing reference
measures, and adapt them to our setting. Consider the Hilbert spaces L2(R%; pu®“(dz)) and L?(R%;dx)
as these in the present paper. For simplicity, we drop the parameter w, and write L?(R%; pu»(dx)) as
L*(R% pu., (dx)). Then, by Proposition 2.1 and E[u] = 1, there is Qy C Q of full probability measure so that
for all w € Qy and f € C°(RY),

Jim (1 22, o)) = 151l 22(Rsa0);

that is, L?(R%; e, (dx)) converges to L>(R%; dx) in the sense of [41], see [41, p. 611] or |35, Definition 2.1].

Following [41, Definitions 2.4 and 2.5| or [35, Definitions 2.2 and 2.2|, we say that a sequence of functions
{fntnz1 with f,, € L2(R% e, (dx)) for all n > 1 strongly converges in L%-spaces to f € L?(R%;dz), if there
exists a sequence of functions {g,, }m>1 C C°(R?) such that

i lgm = fllp2gaar) =0, lim hg"folip gm — fallL2(Respe,, (do)) = O3 (4.3)
we say that a sequence of functions {f,}n>1 with f, € L*(R% pe, (dz)) for all n > 1 weakly converges in
L?-spaces to f € L*(R%; dx), if for every sequence {g,}n>1 with g, € L?(R% u., (dx)) for all n > 1 and
strongly convergent to g € L*(R%; dx),
lim <fN7gn>L2(Rd;ugn(dx)) = <f7 g>L2(]Rd;dx)'

n—o0

It is obvious that strong convergence in L2-spaces is stronger than weak convergence in L2-spaces; see [41,
Lemma 2.1(4)].

For any ¢ > 0, let (€%, F%%) be a regular Dirichlet form on L?(R%; 4 (dz)) given by (1.4), and (€5, FK)
be a regular Dirichlet form on L?(R%; dx) given by (1.7). Following [41, Definition 2.11], a sequence of Dirich-
let forms {(&%", F%7)},>1 on L2(R%; ., (dx)) is said to be Mosco convergent to a Dirichlet form (€5, FK)
on L*(R%; dx), if

(i) for every sequence {fn}n>1 with f, € L2(R% pu., (dr)) for all n > 1 and converging weakly to
f € L2(R%; da),

liminf £ (fo, fa) = EX(£, f).

(ii) for any f € L?(R%dx), there is a sequence {f,}>1 with f, € L?(R% u., (dz)) for all n > 1 and
converging strongly to f such that
lim sup & (fo, fn) < E° (£, f)-

n—oo

In the above definition, we have extended the definition of E#(f, f) and EX(f, f) by E»(f, f) = oo for
f € L*(R%; e, (dz))\T** and EX(f, f) = oo for f € L*(R%; dx)\TX, respectively.

Remark 4.1. (i) The condition (i) in the definition of Mosco convergence holds true, if for every se-
quence {f,}n>1 with f,, € L2(R% e, (dr)) for all n > 1 and converging weakly to f € L*(R%; dx),
then liminf, o0 €5 (fn, f) = EX(f, f). See [18, p. 726, the proof Theorem 4.7| for the proof.
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(ii) Note that C°(RY) C J is a core of both Dirichlet forms (€57, F%%) and (€5, FK). According to [35,
Lemma 2.8|, the condition (ii) in the definition of Mosco convergence holds true, if and only if for
any f € C®(RY), lim, 00 5 (f, f) = EX(f, f). See [4, Theorem 2.3] or [18, Lemma 8.2] for the case
of the Mosco convergence without changing reference measures.

Theorem 4.2. Under assumption (H), there is Qo C Q of full probability measure so that for any w € Qq
and any {e, }n>1 with €, — 0 as n — oo, Dirichlet forms (5%, Fen) convergence to (EX,FK) in the sense
of Mosco as limy,, o &, = 0.

Proof. Throughout the proof, we drop the parameter w. According to (ii) and (iv) of assumption (H) and
Proposition 2.1, we know that there is g C € of full probability measure so that for any w € g and
f € CE(RY),

lim £ (f, f) = £X(/. f).
By Remark 4.1(ii), property (ii) in the definition of Mosco convergence holds true. So it remains to verify

property (i).
Let {f,}n>1 be such that f, € L2(R% pe, (dz)) for any n > 1 and converging weakly to f in L?(R%;dz).
Without loss of generality, we assume that £ (f,,, f,) converges and

sup (€ (fu, fu) + Ml Za(gas,, (aey) < o0 (4.4)

thanks to [41, Lemma 2.3]. For any N > 0, let f(x) := (=N) V (f(z) A N). Note that & (fN, fV) <
& (fn, fn). According to (4.4), the fact || f¥||co < N and (i) in assumption (H), {f¥},>1 is a pre-compact
set in L} (R% dz). So there exist a measurable function f*V € L (R% dz) and a subsequence {f,, }x>1 of
{fn}n=1 such that for all » > 1,

Jim | N — N 1 (B0 )y = O-
Since ||fN]oo < N for alln > 1, ||f*V|leo < N and so for any 7 > 1, N >0 and 1 < ¢ < o0,

. N * N .
Jim. I fo, — 7 lLa(B(0,r):de) = O- (4.5)

Moreover, it is easy to see that f*N(z) = f*M(z) for all N < M and a.e. z € R? with |f*"(z)] < N.
Therefore, we can find a measurable function fy € L} (R% dz) such that f¥(z) = f*V(z) for a.e. z € RY

loc

and N > 0. Combining this with (4.5) and the fact that f,, converges weakly to f yields that fo = f a.e.
and (4.5) holds with f*" replaced by f~. That is, for any » > 1, N >0 and 1 < ¢ < oo,

- N N _
(o = f Las(o,r)sae) = 0. (4.6)

For notational simplicity, in the following we denote the subsequence { fy, }x>1 by {fn}tn>1.
We first suppose that f € C°(R%). Take N > ||f|o; that is, f(x) = f¥(z). Then, following the argument
for (2.14) in the proof of Theorem 2.2 line by line,

lim & (£, 1) = e5(f. ).
which along with Remark 4.1(i) gives us that
lim €% (fa, fo) > lim (', £V) = EX(f. f).

For the general case, we partly follow the proof of [18, Theorem 4.7]. Without loss of generality, we assume
that f € FK. For fixed v > 0, we choose f, € C>°(R?) such that

EX(f = oo f = ) + 1 = Fullfa(magany <7°
For any 7 € (0,1), denote by

1 2”(0’ Z/5n§7'm/€nw)

gen — — dz d
v =g [ ) e T

and
K’(O"Z/en;Tx/anw)
Ln = — dz.
") /{Klzld/wem(f(xﬂ) ) e
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Similarly, we can define 8;5{ (f,f) and Lff f- Then,

‘8767n( rjzvvf*) - 875{(.]0*7.]0*)‘ < ‘<fN7 (L:]L - 'Cff)f*>L2(Rd;d:c)‘ + |<frjzv - fNaLZf*>L2(Rd;dx)‘
+ |<fN - faLan*>L2(]Rd;dm)| +|(f - f*aLan*>L2(Rd;dw)|
=1L+ I+ I3+ 1.
By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

L < \JEE(F = forf = FIEE (e £2) S T JEK (£, ) + 92

Since f, € C2(R%), Lfff* has a compact support. Due to (4.6), the argument for I:?,’ln in the proof of Theorem
2.2 yields that lim,_,o I2 = 0, thanks to (iii) in assumption (H). Similarly, using (iv) in assumption (H)
and following the argument for Ig 5 in the proof of Theorem 2.2, we can also verify that lim, . I1 = 0.
Obviously, by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality again,

Is < 1Y = fllemasan 185 Fell n2razawy = 1FLg 15 22 (et 1€ Fll 2Ry
Therefore, putting all the estimates together, we find that

EX (fur ) <1i111n_>801ép e (s o) + 1 EE () + 72 + 1 g 153y 2 Resan) 160 Foll 22 (et

< fim sup €5 (0 F 1 e )+ 1 ) 427+ 18 ) Dt 128 £

n—o0

g\/hylflso%p & (fn: fn)\/gnK(f*, F) o EX 1)+ 22 + 11 g5 my 2z 1€ Fell 22tz

where in the second inequality we used the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and (iv) in assumption (H). Letting
N — oo, we obtain

EX (fur f.) < wimsup &7 (fs S \JE (fus £2) + 1\ JER(f, ) + 2.

n—o0

Note that
EX(fur ) =y S EK( ) S EX(fur o) + -
Then, combining two inequalities above together, and letting v — 0 and n — 0,

lim €% (fa, fa) = (/. ).
The proof is complete. O

We say that a sequence of bounded operators {T},} on L?(RY; i, (dx)) strongly converges to an operator
T on L%*(R%dx), if for every sequence {up}n>1 with u, € L*(R% pe, (dz)) for all n > 1 and strongly
converging in L?-spaces to u € L? (Rd; dz), the sequence {Tj,u,},>1 strongly converges in L2-spaces to Tu;
see [41, Definition 2.6] or [35, Definition 2.4].

Let (P,"*);=0 and (Uy"“)a>0 be the semigroup and the resolvent associated with the Dirichlet form
(Eenw Fenw) respectively. Let (PX);>o and (Uf)\~o be the semigroup and the resolvent associated with
the Dirichlet form (£, FX), respectively. Then, by Theorem 4.2 and [41, Theorem 2.4], (also thanks to the
fact that Theorem 4.2 holds for any {e,}»>1 that converges to 0 which is independent of w € ), we have

Corollary 4.3. Under assumption (H), there is Qo C Q of full probability measure so that for every w € €y,
P7¥ strongly converges in L*-spaces to PK for every t > 0 as € — 0; equivalently, Ui’w strongly converges
in L?-spaces to U/{( for every A >0 as e — 0.
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