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HEAT KERNELS AND ANALYTICITY OF NON-SYMMETRIC
JUMP DIFFUSION SEMIGROUPS

ZHEN-QING CHEN AND XICHENG ZHANG

Asstract. Letd > 1 ande € (0, 2). Consider the following non-local and non-symmetriey-&
type operator ofR:

LX) = p.v.f (F(x+2) - f(x))K();’ 2z
RY |79+
where 0< ko < (X, 2) < k1, k(X, 2) = k(X, —2), andk(X, 2) — (Y, 2)| < k2|x—y} for somes € (0, 1).
Using Levi's method, we construct the fundamental solufedeo called heat kerneff(t, x, y)

of £¥, and establish its sharp two-sided estimates as well anitidnal derivative and gradient
estimates of the heat kernel. We also show t§#t, x, y) is jointly Holder continuous int(x).
The lower bound heat kernel estimate is obtained by usinglagfmilistic argument. The funda-
mental solution ofZ gives rise a Feller proce$X, Py, X € RY) onRY. We determine the Lévy
system ofX and show thaPy solves the martingale problem foﬁg,cg(Rd)). Furthermore,
we obtain the analyticity of the non-symmetric semigrougpagted withZ* in LP-spaces for
everyp € [1, ). A maximum principle for solutions of the parabolic eqoatdu = Z*u is
also established.

Keywords and Phrases: Heat kernel estimate, fractional derivative estimate,-spmmetric
stable-like operator, Levi's method, martingale problégvy system

1. INTRODUCTION

Let.# be a second order ellipticfiiérential operator iiRY given by

d d
2f(9= ), 012198 1(9) + ) bi(¥aif(x). (1)
i=1

ij=1

where @(X))1«i.j<d iS @ bounded measurable (not necessarily symmetric)-matrix-valued
function onR that is uniformly elliptic, and(x), 1 < i < d, are bounded measurable functions
onRY. Hereg; f (X) stands for the partial derivati\?é)(qi). Itis well known that there is a fiusion
processX having.Z as its infinitesimal generator; see [19]. The celebrated iD@GNash-
Moser-Aronson theory asserts that every bounded paratmiation of £ (or equivalently, of
X) is locally Holder continuous and the parabolic Harnaokqumality holds for non-negative
parabolic functions ofZ. Moreover,.Z has a jointly continuous heat kernel (or equivalently,
transition density function oK) p(t, x,y) with respect to the Lebesgue measureRSnthat
enjoys the Aronson’s Gaussian type estimates.

Quite a lot progress has been made during the last decadevétogang DeGiorgi-Nash-
Moser-Aronson type theory for symmetric non-local opergitsee, e.g./ [3,/8, 14, 15| 9] and
the references therein. In particular, it is shown in Ched Komagai [14] that, for every
0 < a < 2 and for any symmetric measurable functig(;, y) on RY x RY that is bounded
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between two positive constanisandx,, the symmetric non-local operator

210 =lim [ (1)~ 1)y 1.2)
yeRY:ly—x|>&}

E—

defined in the distributional sense admits a jointly Holclemtlnuous heat kerng\(t, x, y) with
respect to the Lebesgue measuréR8nwhich satisfies
t t
-t < p(t <
@y PO S C Ty

for everyt > 0 andx,y € RY, whereC > 1 is a constant that depends only dyar, k; andx;.
The operator? in (1.2) is symmetric in the sense that

f 9(x)-Z f(x)dx = f f(X)-Lg(x)dx for f,ge CX(RY),
Rd Rd

where CZ(RY) denotes the space of smooth functionsRshwith compact support. When
c(x,y) is a positive constanty’ above is a constant multiple of the fractional Laplacdr? :=
—(=A)*2 onRY, which is the infinitesimal generator of a (rotationallyjrayetrica-stable pro-
cess orRY. The symmetric non-local stable-like operat#t defined by[(LR) is the analog to
A%'2 of a symmetric uniformly elliptic divergence form operatorLaplacianA. Estimate[(1.3)
can be viewed as an Aronson type estimate for symmetricestidal operator? of (1.2).

The purpose of this paper is to study heat kernels and thampdfvo-sided estimates for
non-symmetric and non-local stable-like operators of thiewing form:

LX) = p.v. f (f(x+2) - f(x))K(;’j) (1.4)

where p.v. stands for the Cauchy principle value; that is

(1.3)

Zri=tm [ (2= 10 e

E—

Hered > 1, 0< « < 2, andk(X, 2) is a measurable function @&f x RY satisfying
0 < ko < k(X, 2) < k1, k(X, 2) = k(X, -2), (1.5)
and for somes € (0,1)

(%, 2) = k(Y, 2)| < Kalx = yP. (1.6)
That«(x, 2) is symmetric inz is a commonly assumed condition in the literature of noraloc
operators; seé [8] for example. Due to this symmetry comaljtive may write
k(X, z)

LX) = = f(f(x+z)+f(x 2 - 2f())||d+a

We point out here that, unlike the operat&t of (1.2), the operatorZ* defined by [(1.4) is
typically non-symmetric. The relation betwegff of (1.4) to.# of (1.2) is analogous to that
of elliptic operators of non-divergence form to ellipticevptors of divergence form.

The following is the main result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1. Under [1.5) and[(1]6), there exists a unique nonnegativeicoous function
PE(t, X, ) on (0, 1] x RY x RY solving
O, (L X Y) = L5, (- Y)(X), 1.7)
and satisfying the following four properties:
(i) (Upper bound) There is a constant s 0 so that for all te (0, 1] and Xy € RY,

PE(E X Y) < Cat(tY + [x — y) . (1.8)
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(i) (Holder’s estimate) For every € (0,a A 1), there is a constant,c> 0 so that for every
te (0,1] and x X',y € RY,

IP5(E X Y) = PACE X, Y)I < Calx = XPE5 (€77 4 [x =y A X — 1) ). (1.9)

(iii) (Fractional derivative estimate) For all yy € RY, the mapping t— Z<p:(t, -, y)(X) is
continuous or{0, 1], and

L Pt (] < cat + Ix =yl (1.10)
(iv) (Continuity) For any bounded and uniformly continudusction f: R — R,
lim supf P (t, X, y) f(y)dy — f(x)| = 0. (1.12)
xeRd | JR

Moreover, we have the following conclusions.

(1) The constants;¢ ¢, and g in (i)-(iii) above can be chosen so that they depend only on
(d, @, B, ko, k1, k2), (d, @, B, 7, ko, k1, k2), @and(d, a, B, ko, k1, k2), respectively.
(2) (Conservativeness) For dli, x) € (0, 1] x RY, pi(t, x,y) > Oand

f Pt xydy=1 (1.12)
R

(3) (C-K equation) For all st € (0,1] and xy € RY, the following Chapman-Kolmogorov's
equation holds:

[ pitex2pis 2z = prt+ s ) (113)
R
(4) (Lower bound) For all &£ (0, 1] and xy € RY,
PE(L, X, Y) > Cat(tY + |x — y)) 9. (1.14)
(5) (Gradient estimate) I < [1, 2), for all x,y € RY and te (0, 1],
VS (L, - V)R] < cst™ Mot + [x— y)) . (1.15)
(6) (Generator) For any f C2(RY), we have
1
|{m - f P, (t X Y)(F(Y) = f(X)dy = Z7F(x), (1.16)
10 T Jgd

and the convergence is uniform.
(7) (Analyticity) The @-semigroup(Py)wo of .Z¥ defined by Pf(X) := fRd pi(t, x, y) T (y)dy is
analytic in LP(RY) for every pe [1, ).
HereCﬁ(Rd) is the space of bounded continuous function®R8rthat have bounded contin-
uous first and second order partial derivativesCAsemigroup means a strongly continuous

semigroup in the space of continuous functiong@rthat vanish at infinity equipped with the
uniform topology.

Remark 1.2. (1.8)and (1.14)give the sharp two-sided estimates of the heat kerfigl xy).
We can restate Estima(@.10)as

BePE(E X V)T < Cath” + Ix =y,
This together wit.8) and (1) of Theorem 1.1 yields that foi< s < t and x X,y € RY,
1P5(S %, Y) = P (. X, Y)l
<T(It— s+ Ix= XPEE) (S¥ + x—yi A X —y)) 7, (1.17)
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wherec, = ¢, + Cs.

To the best of the authors’ knowledge, Theotem 1.1 is therégsilt on heat kernels and their
estimates for a general class of non-symmetric and nori4$taile-like operators under Hoder
continuous condition ix — «(X,2). We mention that in the framework of pseuddeiential
operator theory, Kochubei [28] (see al50l[21]) has alreddied the existence of fundamental
solutions for.Z¥ by using Levi’s method. But strong smoothness@{y) iny anda € [1, 2)
are required. In Chen and Warig [16], fractional Laplaci&ft perturbed by lower order non-
local operator is studied, which corresponds to the cas@ew(xez) = a+ b(x, 2)|2*° for some
constanta > 0 and a bounded measurallg, z) with b(x, z2) = b(x, —2). As a special case of
the much more general results obtained in [16], it is provextd that for this type o#(x, 2),
when there are two positive constaris«; So thatky < (X, 2) < k1 (but no Holder continuity is
assumed ix — b(x, 2)), £ has a unique jointly continuous heat kerpg(t, X, y) and it enjoys
the two-sided estimatels (1.8) and (1.14).

Although quite a lot is known for symmetric non-local operat there are very limited re-
sults in literature on heat kernel estimates for non-symimand non-local operators. 1n|[6],
Bogdan and Jakubowski studied the estimates of heat kefn&t/® perturbed by a gradient
operator withe € (1, 2) (see alsa [33] for some extension). Jakubowski and Skceygki [27]
considered the time-dependent gradient perturbatiaxepfvhile Jakubowski[25] established
the global time estimate of heat kernel’sf? under small singular drifts. In [11, 12,113], Chen,
Kim and Song obtained sharp two-sided estimates for thelat heat kernel oA%/? as well
as of its gradient and Feynman-Kac perturbations. Globaledksas Dirichlet heat kernel es-
timates for non-local operators + A%? + b - V and form — (m?® — A)*2 + b - V have been
investigated in[[10] and [17], respectively. In the criticase ofx = 1, the sharp two-sided heat
kernel estimates of'/? + b - V with Holder continuous drifb was obtained recently in [34] by
using a Levi’'s method. In_[31], Maekawa and Miura obtaines tipper bounds estimates for
the fundamental solutions of general non-localdiions with divergence free drift.

We next briefly describe the approach of this paper. For timstcoction and upper bound
estimates of the heat kernel, we use a method based on Liex@arig cofficients argument (cf.
[30,/23]). However, in contrast to the previous wadrk|[34],ewrway to freeze the céigcient
k(X, 2) is needed (see Section 3). This causes quite many new rmhedie In particular, we
need to estimate the fractional derivative of the freeziegthkernel and to prove the continuous
dependence of heat kernels with respect to the kernel umetfsee Subsections 2.3 and 2.4).
Strong stability of the heat kernels in terms of the maximsiathce between jumping kernels
has recently been studied in Bass and Rén [4] (see Theoraimesed for symmetric stable-like
operators[(1]2). But here we need a more refined stabilityteesn the heat kernels and their
derivatives; see Theoredm 2.5 below. To show the uniquemasaan-negativeness of the heat
kernel, we establish a maximum principle for solutions @& garabolic equation,u(t, X) =
Z¥u(t, x); see Theorern 4.1. For the lower bound estimiate {1.14) ohehekernel, we use
a probabilistic approach. The heat kermé(t, x,y) determines a strong Feller process=
(X, t > 0;Py, x € RY} onRY. We show that for eack € RY, P, solves the martingale problem
for (Z¥, Cg(Rd)) with initial value x; see[[4.24) below. We then deduce from it the Lévy system
of X, which tells us thak(x, 2)|z~@* is the jump intensity oK making a jump fronx with size
z. The lower bound estimate fq can then be obtained by a probabilistic argument involving
the use of the Lévy system o

Remark 1.3. It will be shown in a subsequent pad&8] that solution to the martingale prob-

lem for (£*,CZ(RY)) is unique. (In fact it will be established for a more genertdss of

non-local operators.) Thus the heat kerné(tpx, y) in Theoreni_1]1 can also be regarded as
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the (unique) transition density function of the unique soluto the martingale problem for
(Zy, CT(RY).

Notion of analyticity of aCp-semigroup plays a central role in the semigroup theory of ev
lution equations (cf.[[22, 24, 32]). Forfikrential operators? of (1.1), it is well-known that
its associate@y-semigroup is analytic ilP-spaces for everp € (1, o) at least wherg; are
smooth (cf. [[32, Chapter 7]). The proof of this fact is baspdruthe following deep a priori
estimate:

16:0; fllp, < CULZLETNlp + IIfllp), T € W2P(RY),

which is a consequence of singular integral operator théaynonlocal operata#* of (1.2),
under some additional assumptions«gr, 2), it was shown in([35] and [36] that for any <
(1, ) anda € (0, 2),

1 )
Coll fllzee < 1L Fllp + I Fllp < Co7lI Fllgp, T € HOP,

whereH*P = (1 —A)~%(LP) is the usual Bessel potential space. In this case, it iSipless show
the analyticity of its associated semigrougf).o by using Agmon’s method [22]. However
in this paper we are able to establish the analyticity of gmigroup Pf)wo without these
additional assumptions. We achieve this by establishiegrtequality||.-Z*Pf|l, < ct™||fl,
for everyt > 0 andp € [1, ).

We now give an application of Theordm I1.1 to stochastitedéntial equations driven by
(rotationally) symmetric stable processes. Supposeffgt= (aj(X))1<i j<a IS @ bounded con-
tinuousd x d-matrix-valued function ofR? that is nondegenrate at evexye RY, andY is a
(rotationally) symmetrier-stable process oRY for some 0< a < 2. It is shown in Bass and
Chen[1, Theorem 7.1] that for everye R, SDE

dX, = AXL)dY,,  Xo =X (1.18)

has a unique weak solution. (Althoughin [1] it is assurdesl 2, the results there are valid for
d = 1 as well.) The family of these weak solutions forms a stroraghdv proces$X, Py, X €
RY. Using Itd’s formula, one deduces (see the display abo®) {i@ [1]) thatX has generator

Z1(X) =p.v. f (f(x+ A(x)y) — f(x))| |O|+ady, (1.19)

wherecy,, is a positive constant that dependstamda. A change of variable formula= A(X)y
yields

Z(X) = p. f (f(x+2) - () ’T;);? (1.20)
where
Caa 24 \"
K(X’Z):|derA(x)|(|A(x)-1z|) | (1-21)

Here detA(X)) is the determinant of the matri&(x) and A(x)! is the inverse ofA(X). As an
application of the main result of this paper, we have

Corollary 1.4. Suppose that &) = (a;(X)) is uniformly bounded and elliptic (that is, there are
positive constantdy and 1; so thatglgwg < A(X) < Ailaxq for every xe RY) and there are
B € (0,1)andA, > 0so that

laij(¥) — & (Y)l < x—yF forl<i,j<d.
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Then the strong Markov process X formed by the unique weaki@olto SDE(L.18) has a
jointly continuous transition density functiorgtpx, y) with respect to the Lebesgue measure on
RY and there is a constant € 0 that depends only ofd, «, 8, Ao, A1) SO that
t t
-1 <plt,xy) <C
N

for every te (0,1] and xy € RC.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In Se@jave prepare some necessary
results about the estimates of the heat kernspatial-independergymmetric Lévy operators.
In Section 3, we construct the heat kernekphtial-dependeritévy operators by using Levi's
method. Lastly, in Section 4 we present the proof of the mesult of this paper, Theorem 1.1.

We conclude this section by introducing the following camvens. The lettelC with or
without subscripts will denote a positive constant, whadae is not important and may change
in different places. We writé(x) < g(x) to mean that there exists a const@gt> 0 such that
f(X) < Cog(x); and f(x) < g(x) to mean that there exi§t;, C, > 0 such thatC;g(x) < f(X) <
C,0(x). We will also use the abbreviatidi{x + z) for f(x+2) + f(x—2). Forp > 1, LP-norm of
LP(RY) = LP(RY; dx) will be denoted agf||,. We use “=” to denote a definition. Foa, b € R,
aAb:=min{a b} andav b := maxa, b}.

2. PRELIMINARIES
Throughout this paper, we shall fixe (0, 2) and assume
(t,X) € (0,1] x RY.
Forvy, € R, we introduce the following function on (@] x RY for later use:
At %) = ta (X A 1)(EY + |x) 0 (2.1)

2.1. Convolution inequalities. The following lemma will play an important role in the sequel
which is similar to[[29, Lemma 1.4] and [34, Lemma 2.3].

Lemma2.1. (i) For all g € [0, %] andy € R, we have

f P dx <t7, (%) € (0,1)xR%. (2.2)
Rd

(ii) For all B1,8;, € [0, %] andy,y» € R, we have

Y1+B1tBo— ¥ Y1 Y2tB1tBo—a

f it — s X - DoP2(s Dz < ((t _ G (1 - s)FSf)gg(t, X)
Rd

y1tP1—@ Y1 votfo—a

+(t-9 7 STt X)+(t-97Ts © LY. (2.3)
(lll) If Y1 +,81 >0 and’}/z +ﬁ2 > 0, then
{
ff it — s X — 2)0%(s, 2)dzds
0JRd

B +B 0
= B(na 5 yza 2) (Q71+72+ﬁ1+ﬂ2 + foiﬂ/zwz + Qf/iﬂzwl) (t’ X)’ (2'4)

whereB(y, B) is the usual Beta function defined by

1
BU.p) = fo (1- 9 '$1ds 8> 0.

Moreover, the constants contained in the abewvenly depend on dy, and thes's.
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Proof. (i) Notice that

t]'/ @

V& f+d-1 ~ f f pB+d-1 "
(tl/a + |X|)d+a (tl/a + r)d+a - 0 e tl/a + r)d+a

e pdip-1 00 51 tB-a)je  {B-a)/a
< —dr + re=%dr = + ,
fo @)/ ftm d+g  a-p

which implies [Z.2) by definition.
(i) In view of

(" + X)) < Cag (((t = 9V + Ix = Z)* + (sV +12)*™),
we have
05(t = 8, X 20Y(5,2) < Caa (03t — S X~ 2) +03(5.2)) GY(t, ). (2.5)
Noticing that by & + by’ < & + bf for g € (0, 1),
(Ix—2Z" A1)(2 A 1) < (Ix— 2 A D)((x - 27 + XF2) A 1)
<IX=ZPP2 A1+ (IX= 2P A D)(XP2 A L),

(Ix =2 A 1)(2%2 A 1) < (127 + IXP) A 1)(Z7 A 1)
<1272 A L+ (X A 1)(2Z%2 A 1),

we have
it -5 x- z)gﬁg(s, 2)=(t-9 s (Ix—2" A1) (2 A Dof(t - s x—2)0d(s.2)
<(t-97sw {|x 2P A L+ (X — 2P A D)(XP2 A 1)}Qo(t — 5, X~ 2)ob(t, X)
+ (- 97 s A L+ (X A 1) A D)od(s. Dod(t. X)
<S¢ {gﬁi*ﬂz(t — 8, X— 2)o5(t, X) + Li(t — s, X — 2L, x)}
+ (- 97 {of2(s, Dod(t. X) + &2(s. D (. ¥)].

Integrating both sides with respectzand using (i), we obtain (ii).
(iif) Observe that fory, 8 > 0,

t
f (t— ot ds = "4 18(y, B). (2.6)
0

Integrating both sides of (2.3) with respectsttrom 0 tot, we obtain

t
f Qﬁi(t — S X— 2)0}2(s, 2dzds
0JRd

+yo+B1+B;
< tmflz{g()’ﬁﬁﬁﬂz, M) + B()’z+ﬁ1+ﬂ2 %)} 8(t’ X)

71+72 +B1 71 72 52

B(?’l‘*’ﬁl 72+W)Qﬁ (t X) B(Vz+,32 71+a)gﬁ (t X)

which implies [2.4) by3, 8> < @ and thatB(y, B) is symmetric and non-increasing with respect
to variablesy andg. O
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2.2. Someestimatesof heat kernel of AZ. Let (Zt("))t>0 be a rotationally invariard-dimensional
a-stable process, anp,(t, X) its probability transition density function with respect the

Lebesgue measure . By the scaling property @@ € tY27 itis easy to see that
Pu(t, X) = 79, (1, t7Yx). (2.7)

Let W)w0 be ad-dimensional standard Brownian motion, 68{6) ana/2-stable subordinator.
It is well-known thatZ{”) can be realized as

Zt(a) = WSt(a).
Let 7(s) be the density 08{. By subordination, we have
Pa(t,X) = f (2ns) te E p(9)ds
0

By [5, Theorem 2.1], one knows that

Pa(t, X) = 00(t, %) = 17" +x) ™. (2.8)
The following obvious inequality will be used frequently:
Y+ | x+2)7 <2@Y + X)), 12 < tY v (IX/2). (2.9)

Below, for a functionf defined orR, x RY, we shall simply write
0¢(t, X 2) := f(t,x+2 + f(t,x—2) — 2f(t, ). (2.10)
We need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.2. There is a constant G C(d, @) > 0 so that for every t- 0, x, X', z€ RY,

IV¥Po(t, X)| < Ct(tY* +|x)™4 X, keN, (2.11)
IPa(t, X) = Palt, X) < C((tHIx = X1) A 1) (Palt, X) + palt, X)), (2.12)
165, (t, X 21 < C((t7712%) A 1) (Palt, X £ 2) + Palt, ), (2.13)

16, (t. % 2) — 6, (t, X; 2| < C (Y 1x = X]) A 1)((t#[22) A 1)
X (Pe(t, X £ 2) + Pa(t, X) + pa(t, X £ 2) + pu(t, X)) . (2.14)

Proof. By the scaling property (2.7), it flices to prove these estimates fef 1.
() Noticing that (cf. [20, Theorem 37.1])

m(s) < sties” < g3,

we have forlx| > 1,

00 00
_d_p a _IX? —d—a— dte _u
|Vpa(1,x)|5|x|f s 272 %¢ 2sds:|x|d"1f uz e zdu.
0 0

Hence,
IVP.(1, X)| < (1 +[x)"4 %, xeRY,

which gives[(2.111) fok = 1. The estimates of higher order derivatives are similar.
(ii) Observe that

P.(1, X) — p.(1, X) = f; 1 Viex Pe(1, X+ 0(X — X))d6. (2.15)
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If [x— x| < 1, then by[(Z.11), we have

1
1Pa (1, X) = Po(1, X) < [X = X] f (1+ X+ 6(X — X)) 4 tdg
0

<X = X|(L+ |x) 9t X = X|pa (L, X).
So,
1Pa(L, %) = Po(L X)I < (X = X| A 1) Po(L. X) + Pu(L, X)}.

Estimate[(2.12) follows.
(iii) By using (2.15) twice, we have

6p(y(1, X; Z) = p(,(l, X+ Z) + p(,(l, X—= Z) - 2pa(1’ X)

1
~ [ puLx+ 0 - Vop (L x- 02
0

1,1
- f f OV,V,pa(L, X + (1 — 26/)02)d6’ de. (2.16)
0JOo

If |7 > 1, then
|6p‘,(1, X, Z)| < pa(l, X+ Z) + pa(l, X—= Z) + Zpa(l, X)
If |2 < 1, then by[(Z.I1), we have

1,1
16p, (1, %; 2)| < 12° f f V2P, (1, X + (1 — 26')62)|d¢’ de
0JO

1,1
< |72 f f (1+ X+ (1—20)62))) "% 2dy'do
0JO

L
< 122+ X)42 < 1Z2%pa(L, X).

Hence,
65, (1% 2) < (12 A ) PolL x £ 2 + Pu(L, X)), (2.17)

which yields [Z.IB).
(iv) If |12 < 1 and|x - x| < 1, then by[(2.16) and (2.11), we have

10, (1, X, 2) — 6, (1, X; 2)]
1,1 1
<Ix=X|- |22 f f f IV3p,I(L X + (1 — 20)6z+ 0" (X — X))dg de’de
0J0JO
11 1
<|x-x|-|z? fff (1+|x+(1-20)0z+ 6" (X — X)) 3ds”dg’do
0J0JO0
29
<7 X = X 2P+ 1K) K X = X 22 X). (2.18)

If |7 > 1 and|x - X| < 1, then we have

1
50, (1.%:2) = (L X3 2 < = x| [ 9P (Lxz 2 00 - X)Icd
0
1
+ X - x’|f IVp.(L, X+ 6(X — x))|do
0

@ X = X| ((1 +x£Z) 4 (14 |x|)‘d‘“—1)
9



dZ;ﬂ; IX = X (Pa(L, X £ 2) + po(1, X)) . (2.19)

Combining [(2.117),[(2.18) and (2.19), we obtain
16p, (L. X, 2) = 6p, (L, X 2)|
< (Ix=X1) A 1)(Z° A 1) (Pa(L, X £ 2) + Pa(L, X) + Pa(L. X £ 2) + Pa(d. X)),
which implies [2.14). The proof is complete. |

2.3. Fractional derivative estimate of heat kernel of Z¥. Let«(2) be a measurable function
onRY with

k(2) = k(-2), 0< kg < k(2 < k1. (2.20)

Consider the following nonlocal symmetric operator

Zat09=pv. fRd(f(X+ 2) - f()(2)lz " "dz = %fRd 51(X, 2k (2)|47%dz,

whered¢(X; 2) is defined in a similar way as in_(2J10) but with functidnnot containingt
variable. It is the infinitesimal generator of a symmetravi, process that is stable-like. Let
pi(t, X) be the heat kernel of operateéfs, i.e.,

0Pt x) = Zop(t. ). lim pi(t. X) = do(x).
Under [2.20), it is well-known from the inverse Fourier tséorm that
Py € C(R.; Cy(RY). (2.21)
Moreover, it follows from|[[14, Theorem 1.1] that
Pi(t. X) = 03(t, ) = t(tY" + Ix) ™. (2.22)
If we set
k(2) = «k(2) - 3,
then by the construction of the Lévy process, one can write
)= [ Ry = [ pgxe Rty @29
The following lemma is an easy consequencé of (2.22), (aa8)Lemma 2]2.

Lemma 2.3. Under (2.20), there exists a constantQC(d, «, o, k1, k) > 0 such that

[Pt %) — PL(E X < C(EY2Ix = X ) A 1) (02(t X) + 02, X)), (2.24)
VP (t, ¥)| < CtYe0l(t, x), (2.25)
1605 (1. % 2] < C((t77127) A 1) (0t x = 2) + 0(t. X)), (2.26)

[Ops (t. X 2) — 0 (1, X3 2) < C (T 1x = X[) A 1) ((t-%|z|2) A1)

X (gg(t, X +2) +02(t, X) + 02(t, X + 2) + 02(t, x’)) : (2.27)
10



Proof. By (2.23) and[{Z.12), we have
00 = B X = (=X A D) [ {puCEox=3)+ PuCEX =]ty
= (1x = X1) A D{pE () + pi(t, X))
222 (voix—x) A Dol (t. %) +02(t. X)}.

Similarly, we have[(2.25)[(2.26) and (2127) by (2.2B), 3,12.13),[(2.14) and (2.22). O

Now, we can prove the following fractional derivative estii@ of p (t, X).

Theorem 2.4. Under [2.20), there exists a constantQC(d, a, o, k1, k2) > 0 such that

fRd 16 (t, X 2)| - 1279 *dz < Col(t, X), (2.28)

f [8ps (1. % 2) — Spy (1. X3 2)| - 1Z79dz < C((t™71x = X) A D{od(t ¥) +08(t. X))} (2.29)
Rd
Proof. By (2.26), we have

f 100 (t, % 2)| - |27 "dz < f ((712%) A 1)S(t, x = 2)|z " dz

Rd Rd
+00(t, x)f (5122 A D70 dz =: 11 + I,
Rd

Forl,, we have

I <t+ f o2(t, X + 2)|2 % dz + f 02(t, X+ 2|77 dz =: 11 + |10

i<t/ lzi> /e

Forli4, by (2.9), we have

2
I, <t f (tY + |x £ Z)"%|7%> 9 dz
<t

< e (e 4 x4 f 1Z7%dz < o{(t, X).
|zZ<tl/e
Forlyy, if |X| < 2tY2, then

Iy < tf (tY + |x + Z)"%74"%dz
2>t/

d+a
<t f I dz <t < o(t, X);
2>t/

if |x > 2tY¢, then

l12 < f + f oo(t, X+ 2) - |49 dz
Big>tie Iz> %

< tf (tY + |x £ Z)" 479 dz + |x 9 f 02(t, X + 2)dz
K>jz>tl/e 2> %

< t(tYe + |x) "4 f 1279 dz + |} 79 f 02(t, X + 2)dz
[Z>tl/e Rd

< (7 + X))+ X < 05(t, ).
11



Forl,, we have

l, = t‘lgg(t, X) f d(|z|2 A 1)|z|‘d‘“dz < gg(t, X).
R

Combining the above calculations, we obtain (2.28).
By (2.27), as above, we have

Rd
. { f ((t5122) A D(EO(L x £ 2) + 02(t, X + 2}z "% dz
Rd

Hellt0)+ 00 [ (Fi) A e

< ((CY1x = X1) A Dfed(t, %) + od(t, X))}
The proof is complete. O

2.4. Continuous dependence of heat kernels with respect to «. In this subsection, we prove
the following continuous dependence of the heat kernel v@sipect to the kernel function
which seems to be new.

Theorem 2.5. Letk andk be two functions o? satisfying[(2.20). For any € (0, @ A 1), there
exists a constant & C(d, a, ko, k1, k2, ¥) > 0 such that

(L, %) — PE(t, )| < Cllk — Kllw(0) + 0-,)(t, %), (2.30)
IVpL(t, X) — VPt X)| < Cllk — Kllot ™" (0) + 04-,)(, X), (2.31)
and
f 160 (t, X 2) — 6, (t. X D) - 127 *dz < Clik — &l (03 + 07, (L, X). (2.32)
Rd

Proof. (i) Note that the heat kerngl (t, X) is an even function ix. We have

P (t, X) — Pt x):f0 d%(fR p’;(s,y)pi(t—s,x_y)dy)ds
_ fo f (Zeri(sypit-sx-y) - pg(s,y)zgpg(t_s,x_y))dy)ds

= fo fR RACY)IC% —ﬁf)pi(t—s,x—y)dy)ds

B fo fRd(gcf — ZRHpk - s x—y) (RS Y) - Pi(S %) dy) ds,

where the third equality is due to the symmetry of the operath, (2.22), [2.28) and (213), and
the fourth equality is due to

fRd Pt — s x—y)dy = 1.
Thus, by [2.24) and(2.28), we have

t
1Pt %) = PECt X1 < [k = Rl f f ( f 5 (t— S X—; Z)I-IZI_d‘“dz)
0OJRM Rd

X |P,(S,Y) — P,(s, X)|dyds
12



t
<tk [ [ oft-sx-y)
0JRd

X (51X =) A DEA(Y) + 025 ¥)dyels
<nx—mwiléda—ax—w

X (S Ix= )" A DE(Y) + 035 ¥)dydls
<l [ it 5 x93+ a2, (5 9

24
< k= Rllo {02t %) + 01, (. ),

which gives[(2.30).
(i) By (2.23), (2.25) and{Z.30), we have

TR0 - TR0 = | [ TR (5 x=9(et) - pet ey

< Ik = &llot™" f ARt x=Y)(d + el )t y)y
R

)
< Ik = Kllot (05 + 01-,)(28, %),

which gives[[2.31).
(i) By (2.23), (2.26) and[{2.30), we have

[ on. (5 x= 2P - pet ey
< Ik = Rl ((t7122) A 1)

< [ fetx-y =2+ o2 x- e+l )3y
R

0 (t, X 2) = 6 (1, X; 2)| =

dZ;ﬂ Ik = Rl (t512%) A 1)

x {03 + 012t x £ 2) + (03 + o}, ) (2L, X)}.
Using the same argument as in estimating (2.29), we olta8a)2 O

3. LEVI'S CONSTRUCTION OF HEAT KERNELS

In this section we consider the spatial dependent opefétatefined by[(1.4), with the kernel
functionx(x, 2) satisfying conditions (115)-(11.6). In order to reflect ttependence ox we also
write

LX) = LEF(X) = 1 f 5t (X 2k(X, 2274 *dz
d

2 Jr
For fixedy € RY, let LY pe the freezing operator

L205(x) = 3 f §1(% (Y, D2~ dz.
2 R
Let py(t, x) := pi¥(t, x) be the heat kernel of operatéf.?, i.e.,
apy(t, ¥) = LYpy(t, %), lim py(t, %) = o), (3.1)

where, with a little abuse of notatiofy(x) denotes the usual Dirac function.
13



Now, we want to seek the heat kernlt, x, y) of -£¥ with the following form:

t
Pt x3) = Btx=3)+ [ [ pult-s.x- Dals 2 y)eds (3.2)
OUR!
The classical Levi’'s method suggests thdt X, y) solves the following integral equation:
t
att x3) = ot x3) + [ [t~ s x2a(s 2y)zds 33)
0JR

where
Aot % ) 1= (L3 = i)yt x—y) = f 5, (L. X = V; 2)(k(%.2) — k(Y. D)0z
Rd

In fact, we formally have

t
Op(xY) = ZOpx-y) +atxy) + [ [ apdt-sx-2als zydads
OJR

t
= 29 tx=y)+ [ [ 29— s x-2a(s zy)dads
OJR

= 23t x. ). (3.4)
Thus, the main aims of this section are to solve equalior),(8l to make the calculations in

(3.4) rigorous.
3.1. Solving equation (3.3). In this subsection, we use Picard’s iteration to sdlvel (3.3)

Theorem 3.1. For n € N, define ¢(t, x, y) recursively by

cn(tey) = [ [ colt - % 2na(s 2 y)das 35)

Under (1.5) and[(116), the serie$tax,y) := Yoo On(t, X, Y) is absolutely convergent and solves
the integral equationi (313). Moreover(tgx, y) has the following estimates: there is a constant
C: = Cy(d, @, B, ko, k1, k2) > 0 so that

q(t. X Y| < Ca(dh + o(t, X~ Y), (3.6)
and for anyy € (0, 8), there is a constant £= C,(d, a, 8, v, ko, k1, k2) > 0 so that

a(t. x.) - a(t. X. Y) < Co (Ix= XP7 A1) (@9 +E_p)(t. x=y) + (02 + &)t X —y)). (3.7)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assuries (0, 7]. We divide the proof into three steps.
(Step 1). First of all, by[(115)[ (11.6) and (2]28), we have

Gt x Yl = (x =y A 1) f 1op(t x=yi |- |2z
R

< (X =y A Dod(t. x— ) = dh(t, x - Y). (3.8)
Forn = 1, by definition [3.5) and(214), there exits a constagt > 0 such that
0t X, V)| < CaoB(B.B){0s + )t X~ ). (3.9)

Suppose now that

Gt X Y < Vofofhenys + it X =YD,
wherey, > 0 will be determined below. By (2.4), we have

Gne1(t, X Y)| < Caa¥nBB, (N + 1)B) 0025 + prays) (& X—Y)

. 0
= 7ﬂ+1{Q(n+2)ﬂ + (n+1)ﬁ}(t’ X=Y),
14



where
Yn+1 = Cy a?’nB(ﬁ (n+1)B).
Hence, byB(y, B) = "2X6) \yherer is the usual Gamma function, we obtain

TO+A)
n+1
o= CLIBB.A)B(E.28)- B(G.1g) = Lo
Thus,
n+1
|qn(t’ X,y)| %{ (n+1)ﬁ +QB }(t X— y) (310)

which in turn implies that

n+1
Z |qn(t X Y)l Z (IE:Ej(C;]F-i(-Bi;,B) (n+1)B + Qﬁ }(t X- y)

(Caal(B)™
< nzz(; M{QE) + Qﬁ}(t, X-Y)

< {of + g} (t. x-y).
Thus, [3.6) is proven. Moreover, by (8.5), we have

m+1

Z On(t, X.Y) = do(t, X.¥) + f f Golt - 8. %.2) Z On(s. 2. y)dzds,

which yields [3.8) by taking limitsn — oo for both sides.
(Step 2). In this step, we prove the following estimate:

ot X.¥) = Go(t. X, V)| < (IX= XP A 1|00 + L_p)(t. x=y) + (&) + L _)(t. X -y)}. (3.11)
In the case ofx — X| > 1, we have
Go(t, X.Y)| < dh(t. x—y) < & _s(t. x—)
and
1Go(t, X, V)| < &h(t, X —y) < d)_y(t, X —y).
In the case of & |x — x| > tY/?, by (3.8), we have
|q0(t’ X, y)l < Qﬁ(t, X—= y) = t/%gfl_ﬂ(t’ X—= y) < |X - X/|ﬁ_yg‘§,_ﬁ(t’ X—= y)’
and also

Gt X, Y < IX= X7 _y(t, X —).
Suppose now that

Ix — x| < tYe, (3.12)
By definition and Theoreiin 2.4, we have

oo(t, X, y) — Qo(t, X, y)| =

Rd 6py(t’ X =Y, 2)(k(X, 2) — k(Y, Z))|Z|—d—adz
i} fR X ~ Y. DK 2) - Ky, D)

<(x=yF A1) f 50,6 X— ¥.2) = 65, (6, X — Y. 2)| - |20z
Rd
15



+(x=XP A1) f 165, (t, X — Y, 2)| - [Z7%dz
Rd

< (X =y A DEYIx = X{od(t X - ) + 03t X )}
+(Ix= xF A Dog(t, X - )

@ e x — X[of(t, X = y) + (X = X A D)od(t, X - )

< Ix=XP7 L x—y) + Ix= X P70 X — ).
Combining the above calculations, we obtain (8.11).
(Step 3). By definition[(3]5) and (3.110), (3]111), we haverfa N,

an(t, X, Y) — On(t, X, )| < fo fR ) Go(t — S, X, 2) = o(t — S, X, D)|0n-1(S, Z y)dzds
(Cal(B))" . t
< WOX— XA 1) LfRd(Qgﬂ + (n_]_)ﬂ)(s’z_ y)
x (@) + _p)(t.x=2) + (& + &_p)(t. X — 2)|dzds

23 CIe)' |
< g (XA @)+ &) x= ) + @)+ &) )X -}

which yields [3.¥) by summing up im i

3.2. Someestimatesabout p,(t, x-y). Inthis subsection, we prepare some important estimates
for later use.

Lemma 3.2. Under (1.5) and[(1]6), there exists a constantCQC(d, «, B, ko, k1, k2) > 0 such
that foralle > 0, x, y e R4 and t> 0,

fRd (f S, (t, X — Y, Wk(X, W)|W|‘d‘“dw) dy| < Cte L, (3.13)
and "
fR IRyt )x -y < Ct'v. (3.14)
Proof. Since
[t e-yay=1 veers (3.15)

by definition ofsp, (t, X — y; w), we have
f Sp,(t, Xx—y;W)dy = 0, Yw e R,
Rd

Thus, by Fubini’'s theorem and (2]32), we have for any (0, o A 1),

f ( f S, (t, X = Y; Wk(X, W)|W|‘d“’dw) dy'
Rd wWi>e

f | ( N (6py(t, X =Y, W) — dp, (L, X = Y; W)k(X, W)|W|‘d‘“dw) dy'

< K1 fd (f |0, (t, X = Y; W) — 0p, (t, X = y; W) - IWI‘d“’dW) dy
R wi>e
16



@%

I(y: ) = k(% Ylleof0B(t X = ¥) + 02, (t, X = ) Jdly

(it x-y)+ 7 x-ydy 2

sl
<%

which gives[(3.1B).
As for (3.13), it is similar by[(3.15) and (2.81) that

[ IR0 =| [ TR - TRt x- Yy

<t Ve fRd (Y, ) = (% {2t X = ) + @l (& X = V) Jdly

22 .
<tV f {oh(t. x—y) + 1 (t. x— y)}dy el
Rd

The proof is complete. |

Lemma 3.3. Under [1.5) and[(1J6), there is a constantQC(d, a, 3, ko, k1, k2) > 0 SO that

[ 2B 2=y < i (3.16)
Rd
Orpy(t, X — y)dy’ < Ctg‘l, (3.17)
Rd
lim supf py(t, X — y)dy — 1’ =0. (3.18)
U0 yerd |JRrd

Proof. Estimate((3.16) follows by (3.13). FAr(3117), by (3.1) weda

LYEEIE f 229, )X - )y
Rd Rd

< f (299 = ZeNpy (e Y(x - y)y + f Lp(t, Y- y)dy
Rd Rd
GIQ‘i
-5 f Bt x—y)dy +tat <t L,
Rd

For (3.18), by[(3.15), we have for apye (0, a A 1),

sup

xeRd

py(t, X —y)dy — 1’ <sup | Ipy(t, x—y) — px(t, X —y)ldy

Rd xeRd J R

230
= supj k(s ) = k(% oo (0t X = Y) + 05, (L, X = Y))dy

xeRd

<sup | (@t x—y)+a)P(t x—y)dy < t5 — 0,

xeRd JRd

ast — 0. The proof is complete. ]
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3.3. Smoothness of pX(t, X, y). In this subsection, we give a rigorous proof aboutl(3.4) oiel
for the simplicity of notation, we write

btx 9= [ pit-sx-dalszydz (3.19)
Rd
and
9= [ ax9ds= [ [ pit-sx-2(szy)zs (3.20)

First of all, we have
Lemma3.4. Forall y € (0,a A 1), there is a constant & C(d, a, B, ¥, ko, k1, k2) > 0 so that
15 (L X, Y) — PE(E X V) < Clx = X ol (t x— y) + 0, (t. X - Y)}.
Proof. First of all, by [2.24), we have
Ipy(t X = y) = Py(t. X = W) < ((1x = X]) A Dfd(t. x - y) + 02(t. X - )}
< Ix= X Pled (t x—y) + 02t X —y)}.
On the other hand, by (3.6) we also have

t
ot 9 -6 < [ [ Ipdt-sx-2 = pft- X -] la(s zy)das
OJR!

= fo Rd((t - 97 Ix= X[ A Dfed(t - s, x-2) + 2(t - S, X - 2)}
x{o)(s. 2~ y) + (s, 2 y)}dzds

t
0 0 ’
<|x- x’|7f0fRd {Qa—y(t_ S, X—2) +ga_y(t— S, X —Z)}
x {05(s. 2= y) + (s z- y)}dzds
<|x- X,P,{(Qg—yﬂ? + t.Oﬁ—y)(t’ X— y) + (Qg—y+,8 + t.Oﬁ—y)(t’ X — y)}
Combining the above two estimations, we obtain the desisgthate. |

Lemma3.5. Forall x # y € RY, the mapping t ¢,(t, X) is absolutely continuous, and

ou(t) = altx )+ [ [ Zr9pit— s )(x-Da(s 2 y)dads (3.21)

Proof. We divide the proof into four steps.
(Step 1). In this step we prove that for asig (0, t),

Ogy(t, X, 5) = f Pt - s, X=2)q(s z y)dz (3.22)
Rd

Notice that
¢y(t + &, X’ S) - ¢y(t, X3 S) _ 1—
E E

1
= fd(f O po(t + 6 — s, X, z)de)q(s, zy)dz
R 0
By (3.1) and[(Z.28), we have fgs| < =2,

0Pt + 0 — S, X — 2)| = |.LDp,(t + b — 5, ) (X - 2)|
18
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<(X-Z+t+6ec—9) %

< (x-2Z+(t-9) 94
= ot - s x—2),
which together with[{3]6) yields

0Pt + 02, X, 1, 20(S. 2, )| < 0J(t — 5 X~ D)(0} + Ah)(s. 2-Y) =1 9(2).
By (2.3), one sees that
f g(2)dz < +oo.
Rd
Hence, by the dominated convergence theorem, we have

| m ¢y(t +& X S) - ¢y(t, X, S)
e—0 &

and [3.22) is proven.
(Step 2). In this step we prove that for ali y andt > 0,

= f (0Pt - s x-2)q(s 2 y)dz,
R

t ~r
ff 10rdy(r, X, S)ldsdr < +co. (3.23)
0J0
By (3.22), we have

e x 91 < [ 100pdr - 5 x-2)-la(s 2) - a(s x Yz
R

+19(s X Y)l

f O0rpor — s, X—2)dz
Rd

D(r, x, ) + Q(r, x, 5). (3.24)
For QP(r, x, 9), by (3.7) and[(2:28), we have

t ~r
f f QP x gdsr < [ [ [ 12:9pr - sx- 21 (x-#7 A1)
0JOJUR

x {00+ d_p)(s x=y) + (&) + & _p)(s z—y)|dzdsdr
< fo fof do " (r = s x= (e} +&_,)(s. X~ y)dzdsdr
- [ fofR (- 5 x= 200 + & _,)(s 2- y)dzdsar
<[ tfr(r — 970 + o _)(s X y)dsdr
f (0 + o+ & )(r, X - y)or
f (r — 95 Y(sh + s5)dsar

|X y|d+a/

f(r +1+re )dr < 4o00. (3.25)

19
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For Q(r, x, 9), by (3:17) and(316) we have
t ~r t ~r
f f QP(r, , s)drdr < f f (03 + &B)(s X~ Y)(r — 97 dsdr < +oo, (3.26)
0J0 0J0

Combining [3.24){(3.26), we obtaih (3]23).
(Step 3). For fixed, x, y, we have

li{g Py(t, X, 5) = q(S, X, Y). (3.27)
By (3.18), it sufices to prove that

lim =0.

tir

[ pdt= s x-2ets.2) - als x )z

Notice that for any > 0,

fR ) pAt — s, x—2)(a(s zy) — a(s x, y))dz
< [ pdt-sx-2ia(s2y) - s x iz
|X—Z<6

+ f Pt — s, X=2)la(s, 2 Y) - (s, X, Y)ldz
=: \llxl_(f;i S) + J(6,1, 9).
For anys > 0, by (3.7), there exists@= 6(s, X,y) > 0 such that for allx — Z < 6,
la(szy)-a(s xy)l < e
Thus,

Ji(6,t,9) <& f Pt — 8 X~ 2)dz

|X—7<d

<sf p,(t— S, X—2)dz
Rd

5sf ot—sx-2dz < e
Rd
On the other hand, we have

la(s, z y)l +la(s, x, y)lO|
d+a Z
[X=Z>6 IX -2

<(t—8)(6“’“’ f la(s, z y)ldz + [q(s, x, Y)| f IZI‘d“’dz),
Rd |Z>6

which, by [3.6) and.(Z2]2), converges to zerd g§s. Thus, [3.2]) is proved.
(Step 4). Now, by the integration by parts formula dnd (3.2 have

Jo(6,t,9) @ (t-9

t
[ a0y 9dr = oyt x 9 - a(s x)

Integrating both sides with respectd¢drom 0 tot, and then by[(3.23) and Fubini’s theorem, we
obtain

t t At t 1
@y(t, X) — f q(s, x, y)ds = f f 0r (1, X, s)drdsds‘_:z5 f f Ory(r, X, S)dsdr
0 0Js 0J0
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82281 (" KD (1 — g ) (X —
3 fo fo fR Zpr 5 )(x— 2a(s 2 y)dadsel,

which in turn implies[(3.21) by the Lebesgudfdrential theorem. i
Lemma 3.6. Forallt > 0and x# y, we have
t
290,09 = [ [ 2:9pt- 8 9(x- Dals 2y)dzds (3.28)
0JR
andifg > (1-a) v 0, then
t
Vo0 = [ [ Vpdt-s)0x-2als 2 yizds (3.29)
OJR
where the integrals are understood in the sense of iteratedjrals. Moreover, for any ¥ vy,
t — 29 (t, X) is continuous orf0, 1). (3.30)

Proof. We only prove [(3.28), and_(3.29) is analogue by uslng (3.1H)st of all, for fixed
se (0,1), since
X+ py(t— s x—Yy) € CXR? x RY)
and
2 q(s 2Y) € Co(RY,
by (2.28) and Fubini's theorem, it is easy to see that

L (t, %, 8) = f Zi¥p(t - s )(x - 2)q(s z y)dz (3.31)
Rd

By definition of ¢, and Fubini’s theorem, we have fere (0, 1)

l.(t, X, Sy) = ' f 04, (L, X, S; W)K(X, W)|W|‘d‘“dw‘
[wi>e

f (f 6pz(t —S X—-2Z W)q(s, Z y)dz) K(X, W)|W|—d—adw|
wi>e \JRI

fd (ﬁw Sp,(t — S X — Z W)k(X, W)|W|‘d‘“dw) (s, z y)dz

< f ( f |65, (t — S, X—Z W) - IWI‘d“’dW) la(s,zy) - q(s X, y)ldz
Rd wW>e

f (f Sp,(t — S X — Z W)k(X, W)|W|‘d“’dw) dz
Rd wWi>e
Using (2.28),[(3.13)[(316) and (3.7), we further have

Lxsy < [ h7-sx-26 sz vz
+ ( [[Lere-sx- z)dz) @+ ) s x-Y)
(t— 95 (s x—Y) + XS X - )
< [ bt sx-2e+ (s 2-)dz

+(t- 97 U2+ (s x—Y)
(- 97 Hh(s x—y) + (s X - V),
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which implies that for some > 1,
t

sup [ [t % s, y)IPds < +co. (3.32)
€(0,1) JO

Now, by Fubini’s theorem again, we obtain

LW (t, x) = ”5’3 f

t
f S, (t, X, S Wk(X, W)Iw| =4 dsdw
wi>eJ 0

t
= lim f f 8, (t, X, S WK(X, W)W~ dwdr
oJ|wl>¢e

el0

t
- f lim f 85, (L, X, S; W)k(X, W)lw| =~ dwdr
0 &0 Jwpse

t
- f LM (t, X, 9)ds,
0

which together with[(3.31) yield§ (3.28).
As for (3.30), it follows by [(3.2B) and a direct calculation. |

4. Proors ofF THEOREM [1.1 anp CoroLLary [1.4

4.1. A nonlocal maximal principle. In this subsection, we prove a nonlocal maximal principle
(cf. [35]). Notice that the current assumptions are wedhkan {35].

Theorem 4.1. Let Uut, X) € Cy([0, 1] x RY) with

lim supju(t, X) — u(0, x)| = O. (4.2)
U0 yepd
Suppose that for eachRY,
t — Z¥u(t, x) is continuous orf0, 1], (4.2)
and for anye € (0,1) and somey € ((« — 1) v 0,1),
sup |u(t, X) — u(t, X)| < C|x = X|". (4.3)

te(e,1)
If u(t, ) satisfies the following equation: for &, X) € (0, 1) x RY,
ou(t, X) = Zxu(t, x),

then for all te (0, 1),
supu(t, X) < supu(o, x).

xeRd xeRd
Proof. First of all, by [4.1), it stfices to prove that for any € (0, 1),
supu(t, X) < supu(e, X), Yt e (g, 1). (4.4)

xeRd xeRd
Below, we shall fixe € (0,1). Lety(X) : R — [0, 1] be a smooth function witlg(x) = 1 for
IX < 1 andy(x) = 0 for|x| > 2. ForR > 0, define the following cutd function
XR(X) = x(X/R).

ForR, 6 > 0, consider

ux(t, X) = u(t, X)xr(X) — (t - &)6.
Then

AUR(t, X) = XU, X) + g&(t, X), (4.5)
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where
gr(L X) 1= Zu(t, Xyr(¥) — Zo(UrR)(t, X) = 6.
Our aim is to prove that for each> 0, there exists aR, > 1 such that for alt € (¢,1) and
R> Ro,
supui(t, X) < supu(e, X) < supu(e, X). (4.6)
xeRd xeRd xeRd
If this is proven, then takin@ — oo andé — 0, we obtain[(4.4).
We first prove the following claim:
Claim: Forg € (0, a A 1), there exists a consta@f > 0 such that foralR > 1,

s L0000 ~ LRI < @)
Moreover, for eachx € RY,
t - ZEu(t, X) andgi(t, X) are continuous org(1). (4.8)
Proof of Claim:Notice that by definitions,
Zy (Uyr)(t, X) — ZZu(t, Xyr(X) — u(t, X)-Loxr(X)
= L d(u(t, X + 2) — u(t, X)) (xr(X + 2) — yr(X)«(X, 2)|27%*dz. (4.9)

Thus,
25 (UyR)(t, X) — ZU(t, X)yr(X) — U(t, X)-Z5xr(X)]

< ||/<||z><>£l . U(t, X+ 2) — U(t, X)| - [yr(X+ 2) — yr(9)| - 1279dz,

+ Ikl f U(t, X+ 2) — U(t, X)| - lr(X + 2) — xrO] - [479dz = 1y + 1.
lz<1
Forl,, we have

l; < 2lllellUlle | @llxrllo) PlRlE 1224z < (Il lUlle () Pl IE /RE. (4.10)
|Z>1

Forl,, by (4.3), we have

2 < IsCo [ kol < I Cll /R (4.11)
<1
Moreover, it is also easy to see that
C
LRl < =. 4.12

Combining [4.9){(4.12), we obtain (4.7). As far (4.8), itlavs by (4.2), [4.9) and the domi-

nated convergence theorem.

We now use the contradiction argument to pravel(4.6). Fix

R> (2C,/0)Y*. (4.13)
Suppose thaf(4.6) does not hold, then there exigts &) € (&, 1) x RY such that
sup  UA(t, X) = ui(to, Xo). (4.14)
(t,¥)e(e,1)xRd
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Thus, by [4.5), we have for artye (0, ty — &),

U (to, Xo) — Ul(to — h, to to
0< B QD2 [ s s § [ ails xads
h h to—h h to—h
which implies by[(4.B) and letting — O that
0 < ZuR(to, Xo) + G (to, Xo)- (4.15)
On the other hand, by definition o¥* and [4.14), we have
L2000, 0) = [ |6 0t0 561000, % *dz <0, (4.16)
R
and by the claim and(4.13),
C. o
Or(to, X0) < 5 — 0 < =3 (4.17)
Combining [4.15){(4.17), we obtain a contradiction, arel phoof is complete. O

4.2. Fractional derivative and gradient estimates of ps. We prove two lemmas about the
fractional derivative and gradient estimategHf

Lemma4.2. We have

L Pt - (I < gt x =Y, (4.18)
and ifa € [1, 2), then

VL (t X Y)I < t7 f(t X - y). (4.19)
Proof. (i) First of all, by (2.28), it is easy to see that
L2 py(t, ) (X — Y)I = od(t. X - Y).
Recalling [3.2D), by((3.28), we can write

Za e = ffR Zypt = s.)(x - 2)(a(s.2Y) - o(s x.y))dzds
+ L (Ld Zip.(t— s, -)(x - 2dz|q(s, %, y)ds

* fofRd Zy Pt = s.-)(X— 2)0(s, Z y)dzds
=1 Qu(t, X Y) + Qalt, X.¥) + Qalt, X.Y).
For Qu(t, X, y), by (2.28) and((3]7), we have for ame (0, 5),

Qut, xy) < ﬁfRd Q/S—V(t - S X- z)(Qg + Qﬁ_ﬁ)(s’ X — y)dzds
’ ﬁfRd Qﬁ_y(t - SX- Z)(Q(y) + Qi_/_;)(& z-y)dzds

< | t-9% P+ )(s x~y)ds

+ (@ + 7 + )t x—y) < o3t x—Y).
24
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For Q.(t, x, y), by (3.16), we have
t
Qultx3) = [ (-9 Heh + gf)(s X~ y)ds < gt x-9)
For Qs(t, %, y), by (2.28), [3.6) and_ (21 3), we have

Quttxy) < [ [ o8t~ x-2)ef + (s 2 Yy = ot x-)

Combining the above calculations and by [(3.2), we obfaib8y.
(i) By (2.25), we have

Vpy(t. (X = V) <t of(t, X —y).
By (3.29), we can write

Vy(t, X) = ﬁfRd Vp.(t—s)(xX=2)(q(s, zy) - q(s X Y))dzds
* f; (fRd Vp,(t - s -)(X— 2dz|q(s, X, y)ds

+ [ put-590x- (s zy)das
0 JR
= Ru(t, X Y) + Re(t, X, y) + Ra(t, X, y).
ForRy(t, x,y), by (2.25), [3.¥) and Lemnia2.1, in view efe [1, 2), we have for any € (0, 8),

Rty < [ [ - s x-2e2 + o (s x- y)eads

" fszd 9y 1t =8 X =20} + ¢, ;)(s 2~ y)dzds

< f t(t -9 (0 + L _)(s x~y)ds
;
+ (Qrar T 1+ A DEX=-Y) <004t X-Y).
ForRux(t, x,y), by (3.14), we have
Ro(t, x,y) < ﬁt(t = s)ﬁ%l(@;’ +go)(s X~ y)ds < 00, (t. x - Y).
ForRs(t, x,y), by (2.28), [(3.6) 2andf(ZlS), we have
Rt x3) = [ [ o0 2(t= 5 x= ek + (s 2 y)lds < o 4t x~).

Combining the above calculations and by (3.2), we obfaibdy. |

Below, we write
PEiC) = [ | ph(t xy) F)ey.
Lemma 4.3. For any bounded and Holder continuous function f, we have

K ' . _ ' K d
k7 (fo ng()ds)(x)_fogapgf(x)ds, x € RY. (4.20)
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Proof. By definition of £ and Fubini’'s theorem, we have

t t t
g;( f ngds)(x):lim f ( f 5pgf(x;w)dS)K(x,w)lwl‘d“’dw=lim f (s, )ds,
0 Slo |W|>8 0 slo 0

where
(8= [ om0 WeCx vl vl
wWi>e

Using the same argument as in provihg (8.32), one can pratddhsomep > 1,
t

sup | [lu(s X)|Pds < +oo.
e€(0,1) Jo
Hence, we can interchange the limit and integral, and olfaz0). m|

Lemma 4.4. For any pe [1,00) and f e LP(RY), (0,1) >t — Z“P¢f € LP(RY) is continuous.
In the case of p= «, i.e., if f is a bounded measurable function®fy then for each x R¢,

t —» Z¥Pff(x) is a continuous function o0, 1). Moreover, for any pe [1, oo], there exists a
constant C= C(p, d, @, 8, ko, k1, k2, P) > 0 such that for all fe LP(R%) and t> 0,

IZ Py fllp < CEHI . (4.21)
Proof. For anyp € [1, o], by Lemm&_ 4.2 and Young'’s inequality, we have

LLPEF ] < (f
Rd

Thus, we obtain (4.21).
On the other hand, for anye (0, 1), by Lemma 4.2, we have

sup |.ZEps (L % Y)l < supod(t, X — y) < 03(s, X —Y).

P \UP
dx) < 13Ol < tHIF .

fR 0o(t, x=y)IF(y)idy

tE(g,l) tE(S,l)
Since for fixedx # y € RY, the mapping — Z*p:(t, X, y) is continuous by[(3.30), the desired
continuity oft — ZxP f(x) follows by the dominated convergence theorem. O

4.3. Proof of Theorem[L1 After the above preparation, we are now in a position to diee t
proof of Theoreni_1]1. First of all, using Lemnias]|3.5 3 sees that the calculations in
(3.4) make sense, and thus, we obtain|(1.7).

(i) Notice that by [(2.22)[(316) and (2.4),
[ pat- s x-Diats 2 yidads < [ [ o2t~ s x- el + eh)(s 2 y)cas
0JRd 0JRd

< (Q?Hﬁ + Qg)(t’ X— y)’ (422)

which in turn gives estimaté (1.8) by equation (3.2) dnddp.here the constam can be
chosen to depend only od,, 3, ko, k1, k2).

(i) Estimate [1.9) follows by Lemma3.4.

(iii) Estimate [1.10) follows by[(4.18). The continuity 6f~ Z*pX(t,-,y)(X) follows by
(3.30).

(iv) Let f be a bounded and uniformly continuous function. For any 0, there exists a
6 > 0 such that for allx — y| < 6,

100 - )l <.
By (3.18) and[(Z.22), we have
[ e x-n1oay- 1

Rd

lim sup
U0 yepd
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< lim sup f Ot x=y) - 1F¥) - F(Idly

U0 yepd JRrd

<&+ 2||f|lolimsup o2t x—y)dy < &,
t0 yepd [X=y|>6

which implies that

lim sup
U0 yerd

fRd py(t, x - y) f(y)dy - f(x)’ -0

Moreover, by[(4.22), we also have

f f Bt — s X— (s 2 y)f(y)dzdsdy‘
RIJOJRI

< [ @prbitx-nay ¢ S0t
Rd
Thus, [1.11) is proven by equatidn (3.2).

We now show that kernels that satisfy (1.7)—(1.11) is unicemr this, letpi(t, x,y) be any
kernel that satisfies (1.7)=(1]111) and, fore CZ(RY), definet;(t, x) := fRd PE(t, X, y) f(y)dy.
First of all, by (iv), one sees that

Ts € Cp([0, 1] x RY), I{m sup[Us (t, x) — f(X)| = 0.

xeRd

Secondly, by[(1]9) we have for anye (0, a A 1),
0t - T <l [ B x3) ~ Bt X.y)icy
R
< [[fllelx = X" f (05-,(t. x=y) + @) (t. X —y))dy
R

)
X - PR

The same holds fous(t, X) := fRd pE(t, X, y) f(y)dy. Thus in view of [1.7) and (iii)w(t, X) :=
us(t, X) — Ts (t, X) satisfies all the conditions of Theoréml4.1 wittD, X) = O for everyx € RY.
Applying Theoren{ 411 to botlw and —-w yields w(t,X) = O for everyt > 0 andx € RC.
Consequently, we hav (t, x,y) = p(t, X, y).

(1) has already been proved in the above.

(2) Applying the maximum principle Theordm #.1upwith f € CX(RY) andf < 0 implies
that p(t, x, y) > 0. Moreover, since constant functiat, x) = 1 solves the equatiofu(t, X) =
Zru(t, x) with initial value 1, we have (1.12).

(3) This follows from the uniqueness of the solutiondal(t, X) = Z*u(t, x), implied by
Theoreni 4.

(4) will be proven in the next subsection.

(5) If @ € [1, 2), then estimaté (1.15) follows by (4119).

(6) For f € C2(RY), define

u(t, x) := f(x) + ft PLZx f(x)ds.
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By (4.20) we have

t
AUt ) = LX) + f LPLL (x)ds
0

= Z5f(X) + ft 0s(PLZET)(X)ds
= P{.Zef(x) :Oatu(t, X).
Moreover, it is easy to see that (4.1), (4.2) andl(4.3) ansfgad foru. Thus, by Theorerm 4.1
we obtain t
P{f(X) =u(t,x) = f(x) + fo PZy f(X)ds, (4.23)

which in turn implies that

1 o1 . aid .
I{[Q Y(Ptf(x)—f(x))_I{waoP;Sfaf(x)ds = ZXf(X)

and the convergence is uniform.

(7) Fix p € [1, 00). By (iv), (2) and [4.211), it is easy to see th&;.o is aCy-semigroup in
LP(RY). On the other hand, for anfye LP(RY), by equation[{1]7) and Lemraa 4.4, one sees that
P«f is differentiable inLP(RY) for anyt > 0, i.e.,

i WPt = PEf — e Pt
&—0 &

t+e
< Iim}f 24P, f — ZXPif|lpds = 0.

-0 & ¢ t+s

The analyticity ofCy-semigroup Bf):so follows by (4.21) and([32, p.61 Theorem 5.2 (d)].

4.4. Proof of lower bound estimate of p(t, x,y). From the previous subsection, one sees that
(PH)=0 is a Feller semigroup. Hence, it determines a Feller pro&s% , (Px)xerd, (Xi)t=0)- For
any f € C2(RY), it follows from (4.23) and the Markov property ¥fthat undei®y, with respect

to the filtration.%; := o{X,, s< t},

t
Mtf = (%) — F(Xo) —f Zxf(Xs)ds is a martingale (4.24)
0

In other wordsPy solves the martingale problem fog{¢, C2(R?)). ThusPy in particular solves
the martingale problem forg*, C(RY)).

We now derive a Lévy system of by following an approach from [12]. By (4.24), one
can derive thak; = (X%,..., X) is a semi-martingale. By Itd’'s formula, we have that, faya
f € CX(RY),

d t
100 = 100 = Y, [ AT+ Y ) + ZA(D). (4.25)
i-1 Y0 s<t
where
d
no(f) = F(X) = F(Xs) = > af (X ) - X, ) (4.26)
i=1
and
A=Y [ 80,106 )K" 00 (4.27)

ij=1
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Now suppose thah andB are two bounded closed subsetsdfhaving a positive distance
from each other. Let € C®(RY) with f = 0 onAandf = 1 onB. CIearIyNtf = fot 1A(XS_)dM£
is a martingale. Define

I Y) = k(xy = X)/ly = X, (4.28)
S0.Z¥ can be rewritten as

250 = lim L - (10) - F09)x . (4.29)
y—X>&
We get by [(4.2K)£(4.27) and (4129),

N = D306 (100 ~ 106 )~ [ 1002 106)ds

= 06100~ [ 1406 [ 16 y)cyels

By taking a sequence of functioris € Cg"(Rd) with f, = 0onA, f, = 1onBandf, | 1g, we
get that, for any € RY,

t
1061606 - [ 10x) [ 30 y)ces
s<t 0 B
is a martingale with respect &,. Thus,
t
Eyx [Z 1A(Xs—)1B(Xs)] = Ey [ f f | 1a(Xs)1s(Y) I(Xs, y)dyds].
s<t 0 VK
Using this and a routine measure theoretic argument, we get

B, [Z f(xs_,xs)} -=[ [ ()06 Y|

s<t
for any non-negative measurable functibonRY x RY vanishing or{(x,y) € R x RY : x = y}.
Finally following the same arguments aslin[14, Lemma 4.d A%, Appendix A], we get

Theorem 4.5. X has a Lévy systeld, t) as X, that is, for any x RY and any non-negative
measurable function f oR, x RY x RY vanishing on{(s,x,y) € R, x R4 x R? : x = y} and

(%#)-stopping time T,
.
_5, [ [ ( [t xema00 y)dy) ds] . (4.30)
0 R
For a seK c RY, denote

Ex [Z (8 X5 X)
s<T
ok =infit>0: X €K}, 7k :=inf{t>0:X ¢ K}.
Let B(x, r) be the ball with radius and centex. We need the following lemma (see [2, 14]).

Lemma 4.6. For eachy € (0, 1), there exists A> 0 such that for every A Agandre (0,1),
Px(TB(x,Ar) <rv)<y. (4.31)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume thxat 0. Givenf € C3(RY) with f(0) = 0 and
f(x) = 1for|x > 1, we set
f.(X) ;= f(x/r), r>0.
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By the definition off,, we have
M TB(0,AN) Al
Po(rao.an < I'") < Eo I:fAI'(XTB(QAr)/\I'”):I = Eo ( f Z fAr(Xs)dS)- (4.32)
0
On the other hand, by the definition &, we have fori > 0,

. 1

f(mu+a+mw—a—mmnkmam+w4
Rd

k1||V2 farlleo L e
< —ﬂL——fﬂL—L[‘ |2 dadz+-2KﬂHAmw‘f‘ 1Z74dz
2 |l4<ar

|Z>ar
V2 fll (Ar)> (ar)™
=K1 — S
(Ar? 2(2-a) a

VZ f - /12—0 1~ _
=n&0| ” +amm7;y“,

St + 2kl fllo

A2 22-a)
wheres; is the sphere area of the unit ball. Substituting this inf8Z% we get
V2f - /12(2—0) 17
Po(teoan < 1) <18 (% > " 2||f||007) :

Choosing first1 large enough and thehlarge enough yield the desired estimate. O

Now we can give

Proof of lower bound of {dt, x,y). By Lemma[4.6, there is a constante (0, 1) such that for
allt e (0,1),

Py(Taaz) < At) < 3. (4.33)
By (3.2), (2.22) and (4.22), there is a tirges (0, 1) such that
pi(t, x,y) = t™ ¥ for all t € (0,tp) and|x —y| < 3tY/e.
By C-K equation[(1.113) and iterating [tb] + 1 times, we conclude that
pi(t, %, y) = t™ ¥ for all t € (0, 1) and|x — y| < 3tYe, (4.34)
Below, we assume
Ix —y| > 3tYe. (4.35)
For the givem in (4.33), by the strong Markov property, we have

Py (xﬂ e B(y, tl/")) > Py (0' = oy <AL sUp [Xs— X, | < tY? /2)

se[o,o+At]

= E, (PZ( sup [Xs—17 < tl/"/z) ' TRyt 2) < ﬂt)
se[0,.41] =Xy
= zeB(I)/Qf/ﬂ/z) Pz (TB(Z,tl/"/Z) > /lt) PX (O-B(y,tl/”/Z) < /lt)

= %PX (O‘B(y’tl/w/z) < /lt)

> 1Py (XMATB(XIM) € B(y, tl/“/Z)). (4.36)
Noticing that

Xs ¢ B(y, t77/2) € B(x, t"")%, s < At A Ty ey,
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we have
eB(y,tle/2) = Z Ixenytre/2)-

Sg/lt/\TB(x,tl/“)

X/lt/\TB xtl/e)

Thus, by [4.3D) we have

/lt/\TB(xll/ @)
P Xitnrginy € B 17/2)] = Ex J(Xs, u)duds
B(xt1/@) Byt /2)

/lt/\TB(xll/ @)
duds]
f f Byt /2) | Xs — |d+“

E /lt AN T 1/ f dU
[ B(x.t )] Byle/2) (|X _ y| + 3tl/a/2)d+a

2/3 d+a
> At Px (TB(X,tl/‘Y) > /lt) (f dU) %
B(y.t//2) X — y|d+e

> By

1+d/a
> 2 d+a2—d—1 S 4.37
(Ax0(2/3) Sl)|x e (4.37)
wheres, is the sphere area of the unit ball.
Now, by Chapman-Kolmogorov’'s equation again, we have
exy> [ pUtxdp(@- Dtz
By, t/e)
> inf pi((L-t,zy) f Pl (At, X, 2)dz
zeB(y,tl/@) B(y,tl/e)
4.3 - 4.3%
> UV (Xy € By, t)) tlx — y|4-.
which, combining with[(4.34), gives the lower bound estienaft p (t, X, y). O

4.5. Proof of Corollary [14. Sincelolgxg < A(X)) < A1laxa and|aj(X) — aj(y)l < A2lx — yPP
for each 1< i, j < d, the functionk(x, z) defined by[(1.21) satisfies the conditions [1[5)4(1.6)
with «;, i = 0,1, 2, depend only on, @, B, Ao, 41 andA,. Thus by Theorem 111, there is a jointly
continuous heat kerngi(t, x, y) for the non-local operata” = .Z* of (1.20) corresponding
to thisk(x, 2). Let {X, P, x € R% be the Feller process havimt, x, y) as its transition density
function. As we observed in the beginning of subsec$idi, P, solves the martingale problem
for (£, C2(RY)). On the other hand, it is shown §7 of [1] (see Theorem 7.1 and its proof as
well as Theorems 4.1 and 6.3 there) that the law of the unicgakwolutionX to SDE [1.18) is
the unique solution to the martingale problem faf (C2(RY)). HenceX andX have the same
distribution. Therefore(t, X, y) is the transition density function of. The conclusion of the
corollary now follows from Theorem1.1. m|
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