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LI-YAU AND HARNACK INEQUALITIES VIA CURVATURE-DIMENSION
CONDITIONS FOR DISCRETE LONG-RANGE JUMP OPERATORS
INCLUDING THE FRACTIONAL DISCRETE LAPLACIAN
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ABSTRACT. We consider operators of the form Lu(z) = 3°, o7 k(z —y) (u(y) — u(z)) on the
one-dimensional lattice with symmetric, integrable kernel k. We prove several results stating
that under certain conditions on the kernel the operator L satisfies the curvature-dimension
condition C'D~y (0, F) (recently introduced in [I8 [20]) with some CD-function F, where at-
tention is also paid to the asymptotic properties of F' (exponential growth at infinity and
power-type behaviour near zero). We show that C' D~ (0, F)) implies a Li-Yau inequality for
positive solutions of the heat equation associated with the operator L. The Li-Yau estimate in
turn leads to a Harnack inequality, from which we also derive heat kernel bounds. Our results
apply to a wide class of operators including the fractional discrete Laplacian.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Curvature-dimension conditions and Li-Yau inequalities. The I'-calculus of Bakry
and Emery is nowadays known as a powerful theory at the interface of analysis, geometry and
probability theory. The central role is played by the curvature-dimension condition C'D(k,d),
which takes its name from the fact that the Laplace-Beltrami operator A on a complete Rie-
mannian manifold M satisfies CD(k,d) if and only if the Ricci curvature of the manifold is
bounded from below by k and d is greater than or equal to the topological dimension of M. As a
consequence, the Bakry—Emery theory includes the celebrated Li-Yau inequality, which says that
if M has nonnegative Ricci curvature and topological dimension d, then the estimate

d
1 — Al < —, t>0,
1) ogu < o
holds true for any positive solution u to the heat equation d;u = Au on (0,00) x M, where A
again denotes the corresponding Laplace-Beltrami operator. This inequality has been established
in the seminal paper [12] and its popularity is due to the fact that (sharp) parabolic Harnack
inequalities can be deduced from it, see also [I1]. The generalisation of () to Markov diffusion
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operators satisfying C'D(0, d) has been elaborated in [I]. This result, among many other impres-
sive applications of curvature-dimension conditions like, e.g., certain functional inequalities can
be found in the extensive monograph [2].

A crucial assumption the Bakry—Emery theory relies on is the validity of certain chain rule
formulas, in [2] subsumed under the notion of the diffusive property. This assumption is the major
obstacle if one wants to extend the Bakry—Emery theory to non-local operators. Nevertheless,
inequalities like ([I]) are of course also of great interest in the non-local context. To emphasize
the latter, we point out that the question whether a Li-Yau inequality holds for one of the most
well known non-local operators, the fractional Laplacian on R?, has been answered very recently
in [19]. There, it has been observed that positive solutions to the fractional heat equation satisfy
a Li-Yau type inequality with the same kind of temporal behaviour on the right-hand side as
described in () (a constant divided by ¢), although it has been shown in [I7] that the fractional
Laplacian on R? fails to satisfy the Bakry-Emery curvature-dimension condition CD(k,N) for
any Kk € R and N < oo.

Nonetheless, curvature-dimension conditions in the context of Li-Yau inequalities have at-
tracted a lot of research in the last decade also in non-local settings, like the discrete one, see
[0, 10, 13, 14]. In all these references the original Bakry-Emery condition was replaced by al-
ternative conditions in order to overcome the lack of chain rule in the discrete setting. In [6],
the authors introduced the exponential curvature-dimension condition, which is based on the
observation that a specific chain rule formula for the square root also holds true in the discrete
framework of graphs. The Li-Yau inequality of [0] states that

-AVu _ d
< BYE
Vu T2t

for any positive solution to the heat equation on a locally finite graph on which the exponential
curvature-dimension condition is satisfied with dimension term d and nonnegative curvature.
Here, A denotes the corresponding graph Laplacian. A bit later Miinch introduced the I'*-
calculus in [I3], where 1 € C!'(R.) is a concave function. Choosing 1 as the square root
function, the calculus of [I3] reduces to [6] and hence the above Li-Yau inequality (in the case of
finite graphs) is a special case of the results obtained by Miinch via his C'Di-condition. For the
choice of ¢ = log, the resulting Li-Yau inequality in [I3] takes the same form as the original one
in () with A being the graph Laplacian. The condition C'D(F;0) was introduced in [10] and
it has been observed there that this condition leads to Li-Yau inequalities with a more general
right-hand side. In fact, one of the main contributions of [10] is that the quadratic dimension part
in the curvature-dimension condition (also used in [6 [I3]) can be replaced by a more general
term involving a C'D-function F', which allows for a more precise analysis with regard to the
right-hand side of the Li-Yau inequality. To be more concrete, the Li-Yau estimates of [10] read
as

t>0,

—Alogu < p(t), t>0,

where A again is the graph Laplacian and ¢ denotes the so-called relaxation function associated
with the C'D-function F'. We will repeat those definitions in the next subsection as they will also
play a central role in the present paper.

The works [6l 10, [13] have in common that Harnack inequalities can be deduced from their
Li-Yau estimates in a quite similar fashion. What they also share is that they work on locally
finite, if not finite, state spaces. In [I6] the authors have studied the classical condition C'D(0, d)
for a special case of locally infinite graphs. Although Li-Yau estimates have not been addressed
in [16] this work serves as the main inspiration for the present paper alongside [10] 18] 20].
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1.2. Setting and main results. We study operators of the form
(2) Lu(2) = 3" k(a — ) (uly) —u(@), = €L,
YEZ

with a (non-trivial) kernel & : Z — [0, 00) that we assume throughout this paper to be symmetric
and integrable, i.e. we have

(3) k(j) = k(—j) for any j € N and |k|; := Zk(]) < 0.
JEL
It is convenient to set k(0) = 0. However, we will also interpret (2] as the generator of a

continuous-time Markov chain with state space Z. In this case, the transition rates (q(:v, y))x ez

are given by q(z,y) = k(z — y) if v # y and q(z,2) = — 3,27 (o) k(j) for any x € Z. Since
the value of k at 0 does not play a role in (2) we can choose to set k(0) = 0 instead of k(0) =
— ZjeZ\{O} k(j), the latter being the natural choice in the Markov chain setting.

The generator of a Markov chain naturally induces a graph structure (without loops), where
here the set of vertices equals the state space Z and the edge weights between two distinct vertices
are given by the respective transition rates. We call the resulting graph the underlying graph
to L. Since k is symmetric, the underlying graph has symmetric edge weights. We will say that
the operator L is generated by the kernel k.

The simplest example for an operator of the type (2)) is given by the discrete Laplacian A
(from now on A denotes the discrete Laplacian and not the graph Laplacian), which is generated
by the kernel k(j) = 1 if [j| = 1 and k(j) = 0 else. The underlying graph to A is given by the
unweighted graph with vertex set Z, where each vertex x € Z is adjacent only to x —1 and x + 1.

Our main interest focuses on much more complicated situations. A graph is called locally
infinite if each of its vertices is adjacent to infinitely many other vertices. The underlying graph
to L is locally infinite if and only if k£ has unbounded support. Our leading example, the case of
a power-type kernel, has this property. For 8 > 0 we define the power-type kernel as

(1) ka(i) = T €20\ {0}

The operator generated by kg will be denoted by Lg, 8 > 0. The importance of these specific
kernels follows from their relation to fractional powers of the discrete Laplacian. In [§], the

operator —(—A)g, B € (0,2), has been defined by means of the semigroup method and it has
been shown there that for each 8 € (0,2) the operator —(—A)g can be written in the form (2]

with kernel kj given by
8 .
_ 4er(Hh) Tl - 5)
VA (= BTG+ 1+ 9)
Here I' denotes the Gamma function. It is known that there exist constants C'(8),c¢(8) > 0 such
that
(6) c(B)ks(j) < k5(j) < C(B)ks(d), j € Z,

see [8, Theorem 1.1].
As explained before, the purpose of [16] was to study the validity of the Bakry—Emery condition
CD(0,d), which, by definition, is satisfied if

J€Z\{0}.

() k5(7)

Lo (u,u)(x) > kL (u,w)(z) + é(Lu(I))Q
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for any x € Z and for any v in a sufficiently rich class of functions, like e.g. the class of bounded
functions on Z. Here, the carré du champ operator I' and the iterated carré du champ operator
T’y are defined as

I(u,v) = = (L(uww) — uLv — vLu)

| — N

Io(u,v) = = (LT (u,v) — I'(u, Lv) — T'(v, Lu)),

2
where u, v are elements of a suitable algebra of real-valued functions. The main positive result
of [16] is that whenever the kernel & is non-increasing (on N) and has finite second moment (i.e.
diez k(j)j* < 00), then C'D(0,d) holds true for some d < co. This particularly applies to the
operator Lg in the case of § > 2. Contrariwise, it has also been obtained in [16] that C'D(0, d)
with finite d is impossible to hold for Lg if 8 € (0,2). This negative result has also been extended
to the fractional discrete Laplacian.

As we already have discussed above, the classical Bakry—Emery condition does not seem to
be suitable for deriving Li-Yau estimates in the discrete setting. However, it is known that the
condition of Miinch with ¢» = log implies the condition C'D(0,d), see [13]. This seems quite
problematic when one aims to derive Li-Yau inequalities for the fractional discrete Laplacian by
means of curvature-dimension techniques. The notion of C'D-functions developed in [I0] is the
way out of this misery. Very recently, the curvature-dimension condition C'D~(k, F) has been
introduced in the works [20] and [I8], where x € R denotes the curvature constant and F' a CD-
function. This condition is in fact a consistent analogue to the classical Bakry—Emery condition
since it implies modified logarithmic Sobolev inequalities under positive curvature bounds (see
[20]), logarithmic entropy-information inequalities under positive curvature and finite dimension
bounds (see [I8]) and Li-Yau inequalities under nonnegative curvature and finite dimension
bounds in the locally finite state space case due to their strong connections to [13] and [10], see
[20, Remark 2.9]. A key role in the C' D~y condition is played by the function Y(r) =e" —1 —r,
r € R, which appears in the operator

Uy(u)(@) =Y k(z—y) T (uy) —ulx), ze

YEL

This operator serves as a replacement for the carré du champ operator I'(u,u), which can be
seen in the non-local chain rule type formula

L(logu) = Lu_ Py (logu),
u

see [I0] and also [20, Lemma 2.2] for the respective regularity assumptions in the more general
setting of locally infinite graphs. The operator

Vs y(u)(z) = %(L\I/T(u)(x) — By (u, Lu)(x)), r €7,

serves as the counterpart for I's(u, u), where

By (u,0)(x) = Y k(z — )Y (u(y) — u(@))(v(y) - v(x)).

YEL

In the general setting of [20] and [I8] these operators are defined on the space of bounded

functions, which will be denoted by £°°(Z) in our situation. Note that the integrability of the

kernel in fact implies that Lu(z), Uy (u)(z) and s v (u)(x) are well-defined for any u € £*°(Z)
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and x € Z. However, it is also natural to consider the larger space

01(Z) = {u: Z — R such that Zk )u(f)] < oo},
JEZ

since u(z + -) € £}(Z) at = € Z implies that Lu(z) exists.
For the following definition we will work with the original function space. We say that L
satisfies C Dy (k, F) if
Wox(u)(x) = k¥ (u)(z) + Fo(—Lu(z))
holds at any x € Z and for any u € ¢°°(Z), where Fy = F on [0,00) and Fy(r) = 0 if » < 0.
Since we are interested in proving Li-Yau inequalities, we will be working with the condition

CD~(0, F). The function F : [0,00) — [0, 00) is a so called C'D-function which is defined by the

properties that F' is continuous, F'(0) = 0, the mapping r — F( ) §

is strictly increasing in (0, 00)
and % is integrable at co. For each such function F' there ex1sts a uniquely determined mapping
¢ : (0,00) — (0,00) that solves the ordinary differential equation ¢(t) + F(¢(t)) = 0 for any
t > 0 and blows up at ¢ = 0, see [10, Lemma 3.5]. We call ¢ the relaxation function to F.

It is straightforward to check that the specific structure of the transition rates allows for an

alternative representation of (IZI) which has been already used in [I6] and reads as

Zk u(z + j) —u(z)), =€

JEL

But also for the more complicated operator W v there is a quite useful representation formula
available that has been derived in [20, Proposition 2.16] and is given by

(7) War(u Z k(g ”(IH)_“(I)T(U(:E—Fj—l—l)—u(:v—i—j)—u(ac—i—l)—i—u(:v)), x €7,
J,lEZ

where u is a bounded function. We can read from this formula that s v(u) is nonnegative.
Consequently, in order to prove CD~ (0, F') for bounded functions u at the point x € Z, we only
need to consider the case where —Lu(z) > 0.

Based on our discussion on the results of [I0] and [I6] the following questions are natural:

e Can we find a C'D-function F' such that the fractional discrete Laplacian satisfies the
condition C'D~ (0, F')?
e Does every operator that is generated by a non-increasing kernel with finite second
moment satisfy C D~y (0, F') for some CD-function F' that behaves quadratically near 07
e Does CDy (0, F) also imply Li-Yau inequalities in our specific context of locally infinite
underlying graphs?
In this article, we will answer all of the above questions in the affirmative.

We now outline the structure and main results of this article. In Section 2 we show some first
basic results for kernels with finite support (Corollary [Z6]) and also for kernels satisfying a very
mild integrability condition (Theorem [28]). Both these results are based on a basic lower estimate
on Wy y. In Section 3 we investigate which is the optimal C'D-function obtained from this basic
estimate alone. This is done by using Lagrange multiplier techniques. The resulting C'D-function
is a strictly convex function that behaves exponentially at co (TheoremBA4]). In order to improve
the asymptotic behaviour near zero we apply quite intricate calculations in Section 4 to generalize
the positive result for non-increasing kernels with finite second moment from [I6] to the condition
C'D~ (0, F) under a mild additional assumption. Most notably, our result also applies to kernels
that only have finite a-th moment for a € [1,2) (see Theorem [.2)). This makes it also applicable
to power-type kernels and fractional powers of the discrete Laplacian if 8 > 1 (Theorem (4.0 and
Corollary 7). By applying subtle cut-off arguments, we show that C' D~y (0, F') implies a Li-Yau
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inequality also in our locally infinite setting (Theorem [(2). From this Li-Yau inequality we
further derive a Harnack inequality in Section 6 (Theorem [61]). In sharp contrast to the classical
case based on the Bakry-Emery condition, our Harnack inequality is valid without initial time
gap provided that the C'D-function F behaves exponentially at infinity (see Remark [6.3]), which
is in fact the case for a wide class of kernels (including those of power-type) as we know from
Section 3. We finally show how this stronger version of Harnack inequality leads to heat kernel
lower bounds in a rather direct way.

We note that there are already known results on Harnack inequalities and heat kernel bounds
for longe-range jump processes on discrete state spaces, see e.g. [3, [4 [5 [7]. In contrast to these
references, which use probabilistic methods, our proof of the Harnack inequality is purely analytic.
We also remark that in the case of locally finite graphs, parabolic type Harnack inequalities have
already been established in [9] using the method of Moser.

We emphasize that in our work the main focus is on establishing Li-Yau inequalities, that is,
differential Harnack inequalities. Our approach based on suitable curvature-dimension conditions
seems to be completely new for long-range jump operators. In particular, we elaborate on the
important role played by the C' D-function F occurring in the C'D-inequality and how the kernel
in the jump operator determines certain properties of F', which in turn are crucial with regard
to the form of the resulting Li-Yau and Harnack inequalities.

Acknowledgement. Sebastian Krass is supported by a PhD-scholarship of the “Hanns-Seidel-
Stiftung”, Germany. Frederic Weber was supported by a PhD-scholarship of the “Studien-
stiftung des deutschen Volkes”, Germany. Rico Zacher is supported by the DFG (project number
355354916, GZ ZA 547/4-2).

2. PRELIMINARIES AND BASIC RESULTS

We first repeat the definition of a C'D-function and the corresponding relaxation function
introduced in [I0l Definition 3.1 and Definition 3.6].

Definition 2.1. A continuous function F : [0,00) — [0,00) is called CD-function, if F(0) =0,
@ is strictly increasing on (0,00) and % 1s integrable at co. The unique strictly positive solution

¢ of the ODE ¢(t) = —F(y(t)), t > 0, with p(0+) = 0o is called the relazation function to F.

In the following, we will have a special focus on the condition C' Dy (0, F'), which holds if for
any u € (>°(Z) and every = € Z we have

Wy r(u)(z) > F(— Lu(z)) whenever — Lu(xz) > 0,

where F' is a C'D-function and Ws v is as in (7). This condition will play a key role when proving
a Li-Yau type estimate in Section 5l Recall that the function Y is defined by

YT(z)=e¢"—1—2, z€R.

An important assumption that we will make throughout our proofs is justified by the following
lemma.

Lemma 2.2. When studying the CD~ (0, F) condition for uw € {>°(Z) at the point x € Z we
may always assume without loss of generality that x = 0 and u(0) = 0.
6



Proof. Let x € Z and u € £>°(Z). For u(y) := u(zx+y)—u(z) we find that 4(0) = 0. Furthermore,
@) yields

20y x(u)(z) = Y k(RO IO (a4 +1) — ulz + ) — ulz +1) +u(z)
JLEL
= 3" OROEDT ((u(e +§+1) = u(@) = (ul@ +j) - u(@)) = (u(e +1) = u(@)))
JLEL

= Y k(RO T (a(j +1) - alj) — a(l))
€L
= 2WUy (1) (0).
As we also have Lu(z) = L@(0) and therefore F'( — Lu(z)) = F(— La(0)) the assertation of the

lemma follows. O

Throughout this article we denote by F, : R — R the function given by
(8) Ey(2) = |27
with v € [2,00). Note that F |/« is a C'D-function.

The following lemma provides a useful upper estimate for F, we will employ frequently.

Lemma 2.3. Define the function H : RxR — R by H(z,y) = e *Y(z+y). Let v > 2. Then
there exists a constant v > 0 depending only on v such that

F,(y) <vH(z,y), =, ye€0,00).

Proof. We have H(z,y) = (¥ — (z +y + 1)e™"). Evidently, there exists a v > 0 such that

1
H(0.y) —vE(y) = 5T(y) —vE(y) >0, y=0.
Further, for any y > 0 we have
0 1
—(H(.I,y) - VF’Y(y)) = _(x+y)eim > Oa T > 07
ox 2
which yields the statement. O

In what follows we will also write H(x) := H(z, z), i.e.

9) H(z)= %efmT(Q:r), z € R.

This function will play a key role in our calculations.
Remark 2.4. Let v > 2. There exists a constant v = v(y) > 0 such that
(10) F(z) < ge*w(zx) = vH(z), z € R.

This follows directly from the fact that the continuous and positive function H behaves quadrat-
ically near its only zero x = 0 and grows exponentially as  — +o00. We also note that (I0) holds
with the constant v from Lemma [2.3] This is clear for all x > 0. The case x < 0 can be reduced
to the first case by means of symmetry of F, and the inequality H(z) < H(—x), > 0, which is
not difficult to see.
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In order to describe the asymptotic behaviour of positive functions we will often use the
notation

f(z) ~g(z) as © — xg

forIOERU{oo}if%—)lasx—)xo.

We next collect some asymptotic properties of the function H and its derivative.
Lemma 2.5. The function H' : R — R is a strictly increasing bijection that is given by
1
H'(z) = 5(61 —e "+ 2ze ).

In particular, H'(0) = 0. Moreover, H and H' enjoy the subsequent asymptotic properties:

x

(11) H(z) ~ 2? asx—)OandH(x)w% as r — 00,
(12) H'(x) ~ 2z asx%OandH'(m)N% as  — 0o,
(13) (H") Hx) ~ g asx — 0 and (H')"*(z) ~ logz asz — oo
and also

(14) (H")"(z) — log(2x) — 0 as x — 0.

Proof. The relations ([I) and ([I2) are straightforward. The first part of (I3) follows directly
from ([I2)) by substituting y = (H’)~!(x) and observing that
2(H)N(x) _ 2y
z H(y)
The second statement in [[3]) is a consequence of ([I4]). To see the latter we again substitute

y = (H')"}(z) and write

(H') ' (z) —log(27) = y — log(2H' (y)) = — log(2H' (y)e™Y),
from which we obtain (4] by using the second part of ([I2]). 0

We now turn to the consideration of the C' Dy (0, F') condition. We remind the reader of our
standing hypothesis (3.

For a given u : Z — R, we define the symmetric function

. u(g) +u(—j
G = DD
Regarding the operator L, under the assumption that «w(0) = 0 we see that at x =0

(16)  Lw(0) = > k(j)(w(j) — w(0)) = % > kG (u(d) + w(=4)) =Y k@G)u(i) = Lu(0),

JEL JEZ JEZ

(15) j € Z.

by symmetry of the kernel k.
We next derive an important lower estimate for Wy v (u)(0) in terms of w(j). Assuming as
before that u(0) = 0 (cf. Lemma [Z2]) we first observe that

Wo,r ()(0) = 5 3 KGRSO (u +1) — u(j) — u(d)
JHIEL
8



(17) == Z k()R DY (u(f +1) — ulf) —u(l)).

j,lEZ

From this and the convexity of the exponential function we obtain

i) 4 gud)
W ()(0) = 5 3 k<j>k<1>(+)r(u<j 1)~ u(j) - u(D)
j,lez
Z 1 Z k u(])+u(l) T(u(] + l) _ u(]) o u(l))
],lGZ
(18) > ;ka%ww( —2u(j) = Y RG)H( - w(j),
JEZ JEZL

where, in the last step, we estimated the [-sum from below by dropping all summands with
l#—j.

As in the case of the Bakry-Emery condition CD(0,n) (see [16, Theorem 2.1]), the basic
estimate (8] is sufficient to show that kernels of finite support satisty C'Dy (0, F) with some
explicit C'D-function.

Corollary 2.6. Let L be as in (3). If the kernel associated with L has finite support, then L

satisfies C D~ (0, F) with the CD-function F(r) = co|k|1H(|k| ), where co = min(k)k(j) > 0.
j€supp

Proof. Thanks to Lemma we may restrict ourselves to the situation where u(0) = 0 and
x = 0. We define S = supp(k) and employ estimate ([I8) to observe that

Uy v (u Z k(j W(J)’r 2w(j ))

( >k () = F( - Lu(0)),

where we applied Jensen’s inequality (with the convex mapping r — H(—r), r € R) in the second
to last step. O

The following example shows that the latter result is sharp. It has already been used for
observing sharpness of the corresponding result regarding the Bakry-Emery condition for kernels
with finite support, see [16, Example 2.1].

Example 2.7. For N € N we consider

1, =2j+1f N<j<N-1 1 s odd
k(x) =4 T oF some == and u(x)=40, x=0
0, else
—2, else.

Clearly, k is symmetric and has finite support. Note that w(2j + 21 4+ 2) # —2 if and only if
l = —j — 1, which yields

1 N—-1 1 N—-1

— -1 —

Vor(w)(0) =5 D e 'T(u(2j+2A+2)+1+1) = 5‘2 -
Jl=—N j=—N




Further, we observe that

N1
Lu(0)= > k(2j+1)u(2j +1) = —2N.
j=—N
Using that |k|; = 2N and ¢y = 1 (where ¢p is defined as in Corollary 2.6]), we conclude that
NY(2
F( = Lu(0)) = % = W, r(u)(0),

where F' denotes the C'D-function of Corollary 2.6l
We now give a simple but quite important result for the case of general kernels.

Theorem 2.8. Let the operator L be given by (). Suppose that the kernel associated with
L satisfies Cs(k) = diez k()79 < oo for some & € (0,1). Then, for every x € Z and any
u € £°(Z) there holds

U,y (u)(x) = o Lu(x)| ",

where v = X2 > 2 and ¢ > 0 is some constant. In particular, L satisfies the condition C Dy (0, F
Y 5 p s )

with the CD-function F = cF,.

Proof. We may again restrict ourselves to the situation where u(0) = 0 and 2 = 0. Applying
Jensen’s inequality to the function F,(r) = |r|?, r € R, we have

k(j)l_‘séé(k)k(j)éw(j))
Cs(k)

Fy (Lu(0)) = Fy (Lw(0)) = Fw(z

where the last estimate follows from inequality ([0) (which applies as v > 2) and the basic
estimate (8). This proves the claimed inequality with ¢ = Cs(k) =501 O

Remark 2.9. (i) In the subsequent sections we will improve this result for a large class of
kernels, see Theorem Note however, that Theorem does not require any monotonicity
assumptions. This is quite remarkable having the negative criterion from [16, Theorem 5.3] in
mind, which says that C'D(0, d) is violated for all d < oo if the support of the kernel is sufficiently
thin. Consequently, Theorem 2.8 demonstrates that it is useful to consider other C'D-functions
than only the quadratic one.

(ii) Theorem [Z8 applies to the important example of the power-type kernel (see ([@)). In fact,
choosing § = ﬁ with 0 < a < 3, the condition ég(k}) < oo of Theorem [Z§]is equivalent to the
power-type kernel having finite a-th moment, which holds since o < .

3. OPTIMIZING THE C'D-FUNCTION FROM THE BASIC ESTIMATE

In this section we determine the optimal C'D-function one can get from the basic estimate
([I8) alone, i.e. we aim to find the best possible C'D-function G : [0, 00) — [0, 00) such that

(19) > k() H(~w(j)) > G( — Lw(0))
JEL
10



if —Lw(0) > 0. We will use the notation S := supp(k) throughout this section.

Primarily, we are interested in the behaviour of G for large arguments. For small arguments,
we will be able to show in Theorem .2 that for a large class of kernels the C D-function behaves
quadratically near zero (which is the best possible power-type behaviour, cf. [I8, Remark 2.4]).
However, a quadratic behaviour near zero cannot be reached from the basic estimate (I8 alone
if £ has unbounded support.

Indeed, for bounded u and the corresponding symmetrization w (cf. ([IT)) we multiply (I9)
with A=2 and replace u by Au, A > 0. Sending A — 0 yields

2
(20) S kGPw()? = C( Y k()
jez JEZ
as a necessary condition for the validity of (I3) when assuming for contradiction that G(r) ~ Cr?
as r — 0, where C' > 0 is some constant. Assuming that the support of k is not finite, we can
write SNN = {s(j) : j € N}, where s : N = N is some strictly increasing mapping. We denote

by s7!: s(N) — N the inverse mapping of s. For N € N and j € N we define

1 . .
, gy J € SNN < s(N),
UN(]) _{ g(ﬂ) () else

)

set un(0) = 0 and extend uy to a symmetric mapping on Z. Denoting by wy the respective
symmetrization, we hence have uy = wy and observe that

Sk = Y ey
S N T &

i€ jesffl<s(ny ° =1
Moreover, we have
1 N
SHPGP= S mm =23
JEZ JES,|7|1<s(N) J=1

Sending N — oo hence yields a contradiction since the left-hand side of (20)) converges while the
right-hand side is unbounded.

After these preliminary thoughts about natural limitations of inequality ([[9) we now come
back to the aim of this section. First, we examine the case where the kernel k has finite support
and then extend the respective result by approximation to more general kernels.

We suppose first that the support S is a finite set. Let X = {v : S — R} be the space of
real-valued functions defined on S. On X we define the functionals

d(v) = Zk(j)zH(vj) and A(v) = Zk(j)vj, v = (vj)jes-
jes jes
Let a > 0 be arbitrarily fixed and consider on X the minimization problem
(21) ®(v) — Min! under the constraint A(v) = a.
We will show that ([2I]) has a unique (global) minimizer v(a). Defining then G : (0,00) — [0, 00)
b
’ G(a) :== ®(v(a)), a>0,
it follows that (I9) is satisfied for this G.

The constrained minimization problem (2I]) can be solved by the method of Lagrange multi-
pliers. The Fréchet derivatives of ® and A, respectively, at v € X are given by

O'(v)o =Y k(j)’H'(v;)v; and A(v)o = A(®) =Y _k(j)v;, v = (1) € X.
jES JjES
11



Clearly A’(v) # 0 for all v € X and thus v, = (v;) € X is a critical point for the minimization
problem (21 if and only if A(v,) = a and there exists a number A € R such that

O’ (v,) = AN (vs),
that is
D RGH (v;)v; =AY k(j)v;,  for allo = (v;) € X.
jeS JjES
Taking for v the unit vectors in X, we infer that
k() )H (v;) =X, jeS.
By Lemma 23] it follows that

A
22 v; = (H' *1(—,), jes.
(22 = ) (575
Since H'(0) = 0 and H’ is strictly increasing, the inequality A < 0 would imply that v; < 0 for
all j € S, which is impossible in view of the constraint A(v) = a > 0. Therefore, we can assume
that A > 0. Inserting (22) into the constraint A(v) = a we obtain

. A
(23) pO) = kG (375) =
jeS J
Recall that H'(0) = 0 and H' is a strictly increasing bijection, see Lemma [Z5 Therefore p is a
strictly increasing bijection from [0, 00) onto itself, where p(0) = 0. Consequently, (23] possesses
the unique solution

A=pHa),
that is, the Lagrange multiplier A is uniquely determined. Inserting this into (22)) we see that
there is only one critical point v, = (v;) € X, which is given by

-1
1 (p_(a) :
(24) v =AY, jes.
! k()

Moreover, the set of all v € X for which A(v) = a holds is a convex set, by linearity of A. In
addition, ® is convex, even strict convex, since H possesses this property. Invoking the theory
of convex optimization, it follows that the only critical point v, is the (global) minimizer for the
extremal problem (2I). Hence we obtain the desired functional inequality (I9) with the optimal
(1) function

(25) G(a) = ;k(jﬁﬂ(uf')—l (%)) a>0.

In particular, we can extend G onto [0, 00) continuously by setting G(0) = 0.
Differentiating GG yields a much simpler representation formula for G. In order to derive it,
we first calculate the derivative of p. We have

and hence also

(26) (pil)/(a) = ,( ) :




Then, the derivative of G' can be calculated as follows

- Sy ()

(
_ NS g4 n—1 p_l(a) n—1\/ p_l(a) -1/
= > R ()7 (S ) (57 ) ) @)
jes
—r () (@ Y ((H’)‘l)’(pk(;.)))
jes

=p"Y(a),
where we applied (26)) in the last step. Since G(0) = 0, we thus observe that
(27) G(a) = /0‘1 pt(s)ds.

We consider now the general case where the support S of k can be infinite. Under an additional
assumption on the kernel, we will reduce this case to the case of finite support by looking at

truncated sums and taking limits in the final step.
For v € (}(Z) with > jez k(j)v(j) > 0, we define

A= Zk(j)UJ

jEL
Setting Zy ={j € Z: |j| < N} for N € N, it follows that there exists some Ny € N such that
(28) Ay = Y k() >0
JELN

whenever N > Ny. For any N > Ny, we define Sy := Zyx NS and
A
= > kOHN T (75) A>0,
JESN (])
as well as

(29) Gn(a) = g;; k(j)QH((H’)l(p]];’;;?))) - /O pt(s)ds, a>0.

From what we know in the case of finite support and by (28], it follows that Gy is well-defined
and that

(30) S k() H(vy) = GN( 3 kG v]> = Gn(An).

JEZN JEZN

By positivity of H, we can send N — oo on the left-hand side of the inequality (30), thereby
obtaining that

(31) > k() ) = Gn(An).

JEZ

Next, we aim to define the function p on [0,00) as in (23)). Clearly, we then have p(0) = 0.
Now let A > 0. By the integrability of k we have k(j) — 0 as |j| — oco. So the argument A/k(j)
becomes large for large |j|. Using the asymptotic properties of (H’)~! we can prove the following
auxiliary result which shows, in particular, that p is well-defined.

13



Lemma 3.1. Suppose that the kernel k satisfies the additional condition
1
(32) > k(j)log 2+—)<oo
= k(j)
Then p: [0,00) — [0,00), defined as
A
=Y k) (),

= k(7)
if A > 0 and p(0) = 0, is a strictly increasing and continuous bijection with the asymptotic
behaviour

(33) p(A) — k|1 log(2)) —>Zk log(%) as A — .
k(j
jeSs

Moreover, there exist constants Cy,Cs > 0 such that

(34) Cr(p1(N) + p2(N) < p(N) < Ca(p1(N) + 52(N), A >0,
where
A= 3 G)os (14 575)
FES, k(j)<A
and
p2(A) = Z A
JEL,k(G)>N

Proof. The property that p is strictly increasing and continuous is inherited from (H’)~*. Con-
dition ([B2)) and the dominated convergence theorem together imply that p(A) — 0 as A — 0%.
Hence, that p is a bijection will follow from the asymptotic behaviour ([B3]), which we will now
derive. We observe that

A
p(AN)— k|1 log(2A) ;k ( WJ)) —log(2/\))
_;k(])((H/)—l(%])) lo ( o ))) +Zsk(j)(log (%) —log(2)\))
NG A 2\ Vow (L
_jezsk(g)((m (k(j)) log ( ())) Zsk(])lg(k(j)),

With this at hand and condition (32]), we can employ the dominated convergence theorem in
order to deduce [B3) from (I4).

Now we turn to the estimates ([34). Note that by the assumptions on the kernel we have
pi(A) < oo forall A >0 and i =1,2. We write

= Y KOE) ()b X ROE) () = ) + (),

JES RG)<A k() JES.RG)>A k(1)

The function (H')~! is continuous and maps (0, c0) onto itself. In view of (I3) in Lemma 23] it
follows that there exist constants C7, Cy > 0 such that
(H') (=) (H) M=)
- < C 0,1 i< —F——2<C 1 .
T — 27x€(7]7 1_1Og(1+17)_ 2,.’[]6[,00)
14

¢ <



These bounds imply that

Di (A
Ci < ’f( ) <Ch A>0,i=1,2.
pi(A)
This shows the claimed estimates for p(\). Further, p is a strictly increasing, continuous bijection
from [0, 00) onto itself since (H')~! possesses this property. O

We now return to estimate (3Il). By sending N — oo we would like to show that
(35) > k() H (v;) > G(4),
JEL
where G is defined by formula 1) as G(a) = [, p~'(s)ds and where we assume that condition
B2) holds. From the definition of py it is clear that py < py41 for all N > Ny. This implies

pfvl > p;,1+1 for all N > Ng. We also have that limy_so pfvl (a) = p~*(a) for all @ > 0. Using
these properties, it follows from the definition of G that

AN AN
S HGPH() = Gvn) = [ pieds= [ g 9)ds = Gldy)
JEZ 0 0
for any N > Ny. Sending N — oo on the right-hand side of the latter estimate yields ([B3]). We
summarize our results in the following theorem.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that the kernel k satisfies condition [B2). Then for any v € (}.(Z) with
ZjeZ k(j)v; > 0 there holds

(36) SO RGPH () = G( Y k),
JEZ JEZ
where the function G is given by 21).
Remark 3.3. The function G given by (27)) is the best possible function satisfying (B0l for all
v € (4 (Z) with > jez k(j)v; > 0. In fact, given a > 0 define (v;);ez by @4) for j € S and v; =0

for j ¢ S. Then (vj)jez € £}.(Z) since (H')"'(z) ~ logz as * — oo (see Lemma 25) and by
condition ([B2)). Further,

S kG = S RGIE)(ZAD) = (07 @) = o,

jEL jes k()
by the definition of p (cf. Lemma [31]), and

SR H) = ka2 () (L)
(

JEZ JjES

— lim k(j)QH((H’)*l(p;V ,‘L)))

N*}OOJESN k(])
= Jim G(@) = G@) = G KO,

in view of (29)) and the definition of G. Hence we have equality in ([36]). Since a > 0 was arbitrary,
the assertion follows.

In order to make Theorem [3.2] applicable for our purposes, we need to ensure that G is in fact
a C'D-function.
15



Theorem 3.4. If the associated kernel k to the Markov generator L satisfies condition ([B2),
then L satisfies C D~ (0,G) with the strictly convex CD-function G that is given by 1) and
enjoys the asymptotic property
a— M (k)
|k|re” TFh
T

(37) G(a)

as a — 0o,

where M (k) = > k(j)log (ﬁ)

j€S
Proof. Combining the basic estimate (I8) with Theorem B2 we only need to show that G is
a CD-function obeying the mentioned properties. Strict convexity of G follows from the fact
that p~! is strictly increasing. Consequently, we also have that the mapping a @ is strictly
increasing on (0,00) (cf. [I0, Remark 3.3]). G(0) = 0 is clear by definition. It remains to show
the asymptotic behaviour displayed in [@7). We substitute y = p~1(a), a > 0, and observe that

20~ (a) 2y ply)  M(k)
— = — =exp ( log(2y) — —= + :
exp ( IQ/Ijl(k)) exp (7p(y)lk|ﬁ4(7€)) ( k1 k1 )

Hence, (33]) implies

a—M(k)
e Ikl

2
Let € € (0,1) be fixed. Then there exists to(g) > 0 such that

pta) ~ as a — 0o.

holds for any t > to(e). We observe for a > to(¢) that

a a 1—¢ a s— M(k) 1—9)k o to(e)
G(a) = / p~t(s)ds > / pt(s)ds > 2 / e e ds = %(6?‘1 — eTFh )
0 to(e) 2 Jio(e) 2¢ TRl

and also

fole) 1+£ (% somw
Gy [ a2 [ S
0 t()(é‘)

to(e) 14+ 9k o to(e)
= /0 pt(s)ds + % (ek_\l — T )

2¢e Tkl

Consequently, there exists some ag > to(e) such that

(=9l _ Gla) _ (1+2)[K]

M (k) — _a_  — M (k)
2e Tkt elkh 2e Tkt
holds for any a > ag, which shows (31]). O

Let us illustrate the above findings with the operator Lg induced by the power-type kernel.
Condition (B2]) is met since the stronger condition of Theorem 2.§]is satisfied, see Remark 2.9(ii).

We now focus on finding suitable estimates for p. It is straightforward to check that the mapping

1+8
w is decreasing on (0, 0o). This yields, in particular, that the mapping s — log(lstii‘;)

16
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is also decreasing on (0, c0), where here and in the sequel A < 1 is assumed. With this at hand
we have

> log (1+ )\sHﬁ 2L log (14 A7) > log (1+ As'tF)
(38) /”()\) sl+8 s < Z 1+5 = /T()\) sl+8

S,
where we have used the notation r_(X) := L)\_ﬁj and ri(\) 1= [/\_ﬁ]. Since the ratios 17

and [LJ both converge to 1 as 7 — oo, we can find for given § € (0,1) some \g(d) > 0 small
enough such that r_(\) > (1 — 5))\7ﬁ and r1(A\) < (1+ (5))\7ﬁ hold for every A € (0, Ao(9)).
We observe that

oo 1+6)) 0o 148
log(1 + As ds = T log (14 o't
(1i5)>\’ﬁ siHh ol

Recalling the definition of p; from Lemma Bl we can now read from (B8] that

5 [ log(1+ o' *h) _ 5 [ log(1 + o'*h)
22T / — s 4o S pi(A) S 20T - — s 4o

for any A € (0, A\o(9)).
Regarding the expression p2(A) from Lemma Bl we have that pa(A) = 2Ar_(A) and conse-
quently
2(1 = 6)AT8 < p(N) < 2(1+ G)ATHS

holds for any A € (0, Ap(9)).
Combining these estimates with Lemma B yields

> log(1 + o'*#) B > log(1 + o*+#) B
2C ( ——=d 1—(5))\1+5 < p(A) <2C (/ ——=d 1 (5))\1+5
1 /1+6 pRpw: o+ < p(A) <20, - 175 o+ 1+

for any A € (0,\g(9)), where the constants C,Cs > 0 come from Lemma Bl Consequently,
there exist constants ¢(d), C'(6) > 0 such that

J 148
c(0)a 7 < p~H(a) < C(8)a ?
holds for any a € (0,a(d)), where ag(d) := p(Ao(d)). Estimating G from below by

G(a) > c(6) /Oas%ﬁds = i(j_)ga”ﬁw

for a € (0,a0(d)) we arrive at the following result.

Corollary 3.5. Let § € (0,00). Then the operator Lg satisfies C Dy (0,Gg) with a strictly

r—M(kg)

convex CD-function Glg that has the asymptotic behaviour Gg(r) ~ as T — oo and

for which Gg(r) > cr e holds for any r > 0, with some constant ¢ > 0.

Remark 3.6. Note that Corollary B.5] improves Theorem in case of the power-type kernel
not only for large arguments but also for small ones. In fact, due to Remark 2X9(ii) the C'D-

function from Theorem can be chosen such that it behaves like r 7o~ for & > 0 arbitrary
small. However, setting ¢ = 0 is not allowed in Theorem 2.8 Hence Corollary yields the
limiting case of Theorem 2.8 for small arguments in case of the power-type kernel.
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Clearly, the above calculations rely on the specific example of the power-type kernel. But
together with Theorem 2.8 Theorem [3.4] yields under quite mild assumptions already a CD-
function that is strong enough to imply the applications which will be described in Section [6l and
Section [G

Corollary 3.7. If there exists some T € (0,1) such that
(39) D k()T <0,
JEZ
then the Markov generator associated with k satisfies C Dy (0, F) with a strictly conver CD-

function F enjoying the asymptotic properties

F(r) ~ cie™ as r — oo,
1+7

F(r) ~cor =

asr — 0,

for some c1,co > 0.

Proof. This follows from Theorem 2.8 Theorem B4 and the fact that condition [B9) implies
B2, 0

Remark 3.8. The quite interesting kernel
B 1
. L L a?
|71 (log(1 + []))

where a > 0, is integrable but condition ([BJ)) is not satisfied. Moreover, we note that for |j| large
enough

z\ {0},

log(|j| +1) <log (2 + < 3log(|j| +1)

1
k(]))
and hence condition ([B2]) is satisfied if and only if & > 1. In particular, the range of a € (0,1]
yields kernels to which neither Theorem nor Theorem [B.4] applies.

What is implicitly used in the proof of Corollary 3.7 is that the asymptotic behaviour at 0
of one C'D-function and the asymptotic behaviour at oo from another can be combined to one
single C'D-function that enjoys both asymptotic properties. This is straightforward to see and it
will be also used in Section 4, where we will substantially improve the asymptotic behaviour for
small arguments of C'D-functions for a large class of kernels. We can further bound the respec-
tive C'D-function from below by an explicitly given CD-function with the desired asymptotic
behaviour. This will be important in Section More precisely, suppose that the operator L
satisfies C' D~y (0, F') with some C'D-function F' for which there exist constants c1,c2,d > 0 and
v > 2 such that F(z) ~ c12” as  — 0 and F(x) ~ c2¢%® as  — oo. Define the function

§M
(40) F(z) = {e e 0. A

M7e’* x> M,
where M > 0. Then there exists some ¢ > 0 such that L satisfies CDy (0, F) with the CD-
function F = cF. Moreover, the constant M > 0 can be chosen so large that F is convex.
We will choose M > (25 since this guarantees that the mapping = — z~2e%% is increasing for
x > M. This will be important in Section The main advantage of this explicit formula for
the C'D-function is that we can derive an explicit representation of the corresponding relaxation
function, too.
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Lemma 3.9. Let F be given by @Q), where v > 2,6 > 0 and M > 0, and let F = c¢F for some
¢ > 0. Then the relaxation function corresponding to F is given by

; —3log(coMt), t € (0,t.],
e (c(w—l)e‘th—i—C)_ﬁ, t >t
M—;e";M and C = M~ (M — VT_l) > 0.

where t, = -

Proof. The relaxation function ¢ corresponding to F is given by o(t) = G~1(t), where G(z) =
(

L ﬁdr (see the proof of [10, Lemma 3.7]). To compute G, letting = € (0, M] we obtain

o0

M
G(z)=c! (e_‘sM/ r~dr + M_”/ e_‘srdr)
M

x

M _
— 071 (6 (I77+1 _ M77+1) + M ’YeféM) .
v—1 1)

For x > M we get
M7
G(z) = o
(¢) = ——¢

By positivity of F, G is a decreasing function. Thus, we find for any ¢ > G(M) =t,

(1) = G (1) = (c(y — DeMi 4+ C) 7,
where C' = M*’Y(M - 7771) > 0. For t € (0,¢.] we get

p(t) = —% log (c6Mt).

O

Remark 3.10. The findings in [I0, Lemma 3.7] are quite similar to Lemma B39l There, instead
of a specific CD-function, the authors consider C D-functions F' with F(z) ~ ce®® as 2 — oo
respectively F(r) ~ éx? as * — 0 and are only interested in the asymptotic behaviour of the
relaxation function. Moreover, they only treat the case v = 2.

Remark 3.11. The content of this section can be extended without much effort to the mul-
tidimensional setting of Z%. In this case the lower bound for Gz from Corollary reads as

d+28
Gg(r) > er ¢ , r > 0. However, for the sake of consistency with regard to the following
sections we decided to present also this section in the one-dimensional framework.

4. SHARPER ESTIMATE FOR SMALL ARGUMENTS

In the following, we will further improve our already established results. Note that for the
fractional discrete Laplacian —(—A)g, B € (0,2), it would be desirable to prove a C D~y (0, F)
condition with a C'D-function F that possesses quadratic behaviour for small arguments if we
send § — 2. This seems natural as we already know from the continuous setting that the
Laplacian satisfies a certain C' D-inequality with a quadratic C'D-function, see [2, Chapter 1.16.2].
We also remind the reader of Corollary 2.6, which applies to the discrete Laplacian, showing
that C' D~y (0, F') holds with some C'D-function F' that behaves quadratically near zero. With the
findings from the previous sections we have not yet established this desirable limiting behaviour
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for the power-type kernel and the fractional discrete Laplacian, respectively, as § — 2, but we
will succeed in proving it in this section.

In fact, we will obtain this result as a special case of the main theorem of this section, Theorem
[£2] on non-increasing (on N) kernels that have finite a-th moment for some « € (1, 2] and satisfy
a certain decay condition. Theorem 2] includes the important statement that in case a = 2 (i.e.
the kernel has finite second moment), the operator L generated by the kernel satisfies C Dy (0, F')
with a quadratic C'D-function. This statement can be seen as an analogue to [16], Theorem 4.1],
where the classical Bakry-Emery condition CD(0,d) has been established for such kernels.

For the proof of Theorem we will need the following auxiliary result on the function £,
defined in (8)).

Lemma 4.1. (i) Let v > 2 and p,q > 1 such that % + % = 1. Then for any x,y € R we have
Fy(z+y) <p" 7 Fy (@) + ¢ 7 (1)
(i) Let v > 2 and § > 0. Then for any A\ > 1 and xz,y € R we have
~ )
Fy(a+y) < OV @) + (14 1) (),

A
where C' = (7(1+6)6(771))V_1.

Proof. (i) Since v > 2 we have that F, is convex. Thus, we obtain for z,y € R

pr  q Fy(px) I (q - -
P o) =B (7 4 ) < BP0 4 B =g @) )

1
(ii) Set ¢ = (1 + %) """ > 1 and choose p > 1 such that % + % = 1. Then we have

= S s
1:1_ A 1 :()\+5) 1)\ = ! 1 ( 1 / tﬁildt)
p A+ 8)7T A+ 68)71 (A+6)7=1 \y—1 /)
1 (A48 5
-1 A6 (Y =1D(A+9)’
where we used that v > 2 is equivalent to ﬁ — 1 < 0. Consequently, we obtain
-1 1 -1 ~ 1
L mDOEY) A +0G-1 oo
) )
The claim follows with (). O

We now come to the main theorem of this section. Comparing our situation with the one from
the proof of [16, Theorem 4.1], one of the main difficulties in proving the desired result in the
current setting is the missing symmetry of the function Y(x) compared to the function 22 that
occurred in the proof of [16]. Therefore, we will consider the symmetrized version w which has
already been introduced in ([I3)).

The theorem reads as follows.

Theorem 4.2. Let o € (1,2] and v = =2~ > 2, that is é + % = 1. Suppose that the kernel k

a—1
has finite a-th moment, i.e.

(41) Colk) = Zk(j)j“ < co.
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Assume further that k is non-increasing on N and that
(42) k(j) < Ck(j +1), j €N,

for some constant C' > 1. Then there exists a finite d > 0 such that for any x € Z the operator
L associated with k satisfies the inequality

(43) Wy v (u)(z) > E\Lu(x)\”, u € 1°(Z).

In particular, L satisfies CD~ (0, F) with the CD-function F' = éFﬁ[Om), where F, is the
function defined in (8).

Proof. The proof contains several steps. The line of arguments is inspired by the proof of [16]
Theorem 4.1] but needs a lot more work.

We will use the following notation: For two terms T'(u, k) and T'(u, k) depending on u € (>(Z)
and the kernel k we write T'(u, k) < T'(u, k) if there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of
such that T'(u, k) < CT(u, k).

Let u € £°°(Z). Throughout the proof we assume w.l.o.g. that z = 0 and u(0) = 0, which
is possible by Lemma In the following calculations we consider the symmetrization w of u
defined in (I5).

Step 1: Jensen estimate. Using the symmetry of w, the convexity of F, and the fact that k
has finite a-th moment, we find with Jensen’s inequality and (L6])

F (Bu(0) = B, (5(0) = B (20,0 3 K920

< Z i k(j)jaFv(ica(Qw(j))

where we used in the last step that v = %5 is equivalent to a(y — 1) = 7.

Step 2: Basic estimate for Wo ~. This step is the most demanding part of the proof. We aim
to show that

(44) D kRGE, (w(j + 1) = w())) S Y2,x(u)(0).
j=1

Thanks to the j =1 summand in ([I8) and inequality (IQ) (v = v(7)) we have

K127 (= 20(1) > 2 (),

N —

Wax(u)(0) >

which we will use repeatedly in the sequel. We will also need a few other elementary estimates
for Wy v(u)(0). By picking the terms with [ = 1 respectively | = —1 in (7)) we get

(45) W (u)(0) = % D kRO DT (u(f + 1) = ulf) - u(1))
JEZ
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and

(46) o (u Zk "I (u(=(j + 1)) — u(—j) —u(-1)).
jGZ

Furthermore, with an additional index shift we find

o (@)(0) > 5 S RGEOHIL(u ~ 1) — () — u(-1))

JEZ

(47) = Qij—i—l O (w(f) — u(G +1) —u(-1))

JEZ

o r(u)(0) > 5 Z k(=)k(1)e" DY (u(—j + 1) — u(—j) — u(1))

jGZ
(48) = —ij—l—l "W (u(—j) — u(—(j + 1)) — u(1)).
jEz
We now define index sets A4;, B; (i = 1,2) by
Ar:={ieN:u(i+1)—u(i) u(1)},
Ay :={ieN:u(i+1)—u(i) <u(-1)},
By ={ieN:u(—(i+1)) —u(—i) > —u(-1)}
and By :={i e N:u(—(i +1)) —u(—i) <u(l)}.
Define further A := A; U Ay and B := By U By. The choice of these sets becomes clear in what
follows. First let us note that by Remark 2.4 and ({@5]) we have

> RGP (u( +1) — u(j) — u(1))

> —
<

JEAL
< ZAj k() exp (- IV =D=My 54 1) — u() - u()
(19) < SR DT (i + 1)~ u(j) - u(b) S T r(u)(0).
Analogeously -
S KG)F (a4 1) = u() ~u(-1)
< sz k() exp (- “EUFID N2 (4 1)) - () - u(-1))
(50) <%k CUY (u(= (G + 1) = u(=4) —u(=1)) £ Larr(u)(0)

holds by (@g). Using assumption ([@2]), we have
> kGE, (u(f) = u( +1) = u(=1))

JEA2
< 3 kG esp (- MOZMIE D 2D 4) g+ 1) - u(-1))
JEA2
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(51) <D kG + DI (ul) - u(G+ 1) —u(=1)) S Wor(u)(0)
JEZ

by {@1), and finally (8] yields
D EGE, (u(=) = u(=(j + 1) —u(1))

JEB2
< 3 kG + Desp (- MEDZUEUED 2 () (- (4 1) - ()
JEB2
(20 <SRG+ D OT (u(=f) — u(=(+ 1)) - u() S Tar (W)(0).
JEZ

9
In the following we will consider several index sets C; (i = 1,2,..., 9) such that N = JC;. For

any ¢, we will show that
> kGE (w(i+1) —w(j)) S Par(u)(0),
jel;

from which we deduce that ([@4]) holds true.
Subcase 1. Indices j with j € AN B: In all calculations in this subcase we will use Lemma
(41l For C; := A1 N By we get

> k()P (w(i+1) - SN kG, (w(+1) — + 3 k().

jeCh JjeC1 JjeCr
SN EGF (u+1) —u() —uD) + Y RGP (u(=G + 1)) — u(—4) — u(-1))
JEAL JEB,
+ k()P (w(1)
j=1

< Vo (u)(0).
For Cy := Ay N By we argue analogeously by considering

Y EDE (Wi +1) —w(i) S Y kGHE, (w(i +1) —w(j) +w(1) + Y k() F, (w(1))

j€C2 JjEC2 jeC2
S Wor (u)(0).
Defining C3 := A; N By, we have

ST RG)E, (w+ 1) () = 3 kG)F, (w(+1) - (g)—@Jr@)
jeCs jeCs
S D RGF (u+1) =) —u(D) + Y kG)E, (w(=( + 1) — u(—5) + u(1))
JjEAL jE€B2

S Wor(u)(0)
and finally for Cy := Ay N B; we get

S kG, (w(i + 1) - = > kG (w(G+1) - (j)—u(;l)-i-u(;l))
jeCy j€Cyq
S RGE (u( +1) = u(i) +u(=1)) + > k()F (u(=G + 1) — u(=j) — u(-1))

JEA2 jEB
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S W2, (u)(0).

Note that AN B = G C;.
Subcase 2. Indicels:} with j € A° N B® =: C5: Since j € A® we have
(53) u(=1) <u(j+1) —uy) < —u(l).
As we also have j € B® we further see that
(54) w(1) < u(=(j + 1)) = u(—) < —u(-1).
Adding these two inequalities we arrive at
20(1) < 2(w(j +1) - w(j)) < ~2uw(1),
ie. |w(j+1)—w(j)| < |w(1l)]. This yields

> kG)F, (w(j +1) Zk |k|1F (w(1)) < War (u)(0).

Jj€Cs

Subcase 3. Indices j with j € AN BC: By j € B® we know that (54)) is satisfied. Hence there
holds

2w(l) <u(—=(G+1) —u(—j)+u(-1) <0and 0 < u(—(j+ 1)) —u(—j) — u(l) < —2w(1),
which yields

(55) > kG (w(—( + 1)) = u(—j) + u(-1)) < %|k|1 L (2w(1)) < War(u)(0)
jeBC

and

(56) > k@) Fy (u(—(G + 1) — u(—5) — u(1)) < %Ikh L (2w(1)) S War(w)(0).
jeBC

Further, we infer from (54)) that w(1) < 0 holds.
e jEA N A, N BC: Since j € A; N As we have

—u(l) <u(j+1) —u(j) <u(=1),

from which we would get w(1) > 0. As we have already seen that w(1) < 0 must hold,
this case cannot happen.
e jEA ﬁACﬁBC : Cg: Since j € (s we have

In particular, together with (54) we observe that 2(w(j + 1) — w(j )) >u(l) —u(l) =0.
We have to distinguish two different cases.
(i) Looking first at the case in which u(1) < 0, we get with ([@9), (B6) and Lemma [AT]

ST RGE (w@ +1) —w(i) < Y kG)F (w +1) —w(j) — u(l))

j€Cs j€Cs
S RG)E, (u(i + 1) — ulj) + > RGP, (u(=( + 1) — u(—j) — u(1))
jEAL jeBC

< Var(u)(0).



(ii) Consider now the case u(1) > 0. Then we know by (B4]) that w(—(j+1))—u(—7) > 0
and u(—1) < 0 hold. By Lemma 2.3 we hence observe that
Fy (u(=(+ 1) = u(=5)) S O (u(=( +1)) = u(=j) —u(-1)),
and therefore (@) shows

> EG)F (u(—( + 1)) Zk

j€Cs

Y (u(=( + 1)) = u(—j) — u(-1))
S \1’2,1(( )(0).

As j € BY, we know that u(—(j+ 1)) — u(—j)

and Lemma 1] we obtain that

> RG)E (w(i +1) = w(j))

j€Cs

—u(1) > 0. Thus, together with (9

< Z k ( ]+1) (])+ u(_(j+1))_u(_j)_u(l))

j€Cs 2
S Y EWDE (u(i +1) —uli) —u(D) + D kGE (ul(=( +1)) = u(-j))
JjeA j€Cs
< Yo, (u)(0).
* j AT NAyNBE =i COr: Since j € C7 we get
u(j+1) —u(j) < —u(l) and u(j + 1) — u(j) < u(-1).
In particular, together with (&), we observe that 2(w(j+1)—w(j)) < u(—1)—u(-1)=0.
We distinguish the following two cases.
(i) Looking first at the case in which u(—1) < 0 we get with (&1I), (53)) and Lemma [
Y RGE (W +1) —w(i) < > kG)F, (w(i +1) = w(f) +u(-1))
jECT jeCy

< ST RG)E (u( + 1) = u(j) + ) RGP (u(=( +1)) = u(=j) +u(-1))
JEA2 jeEBC

S Vo (u)(0).

(ii) Consider now the case u(—1) > 0. Then we know by (B4) that u(—(j+1))—u(—j) <
0 and u(1) < 0. By Lemma [2Z3] we hence obtain that

Fy (u(=j) = u(=(j +1))) S e" DY (u(=j) = u(=(j + 1)) = u(1)),

and therefore @8], together with ([@2]), shows that

> kG)Fy (u(—5) —u(—(i + 1)) Z k(7 4+ 1)e" MY (u(—j) — u(—(j + 1)) — u(1))
j€Cr
N ‘Ilz,r( )(0).

As j € BY, we know that u(—(j + 1)) — u(—35) + u(—1) < 0. Thus, together with
EI) and Lemma 411 we find

> kG)Fy (w(i +1) — w()))

jECT
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< Y RGF, (w(j +1) —w(j) + uw=(G+1) —;(—j) + u(—l))

SO RGP (u(+1) —u@f) +u(=1)) + Y kG)F, (u(—4) — u(—(j + 1))

JEAS jeCr
S Vo v (u)(0).

Subcase 4. Indices j with j € A° N B: By j € A® we know that (53) is satisfied. Hence we
observe that

2w(l) <u(f+1)—u(f) +u(l)<0and 0 < u(j +1) —u(j) —u(—1) < —2w(1).
This gives

(57) S FGIF, (u( + 1) — () + u(1)) < 2K P, (2u(1)) £ W 1()(0)
jEAC

and

G8) Y KGR (G + 1)~ ui) — (1) < IR0 E, (20(1) £ T (u)(0).

jEAC
Moreover, we also deduce from (G3) that w(1) < 0 holds.
e j € A°N By N By: Since j € By N By we have

—u(=1) < u(=( +1)) —u(=j) < u(l),

from which we would get w(1) > 0. As we have already seen that w(1) < 0 must hold,
this case cannot occur.

° jeAcﬂBlﬂBgj =: Cy: Since j € Cg we get

w(=(+1) —u(=j) = —u(=1) and u(=(j + 1)) = u(=j) > u(1).

In particular, together with (G3)), we observe that 2(w(j+1)—w(j)) > u(—1)—u(-1) = 0.
We again distinguish two cases.

(i) Looking first at the case in which u(—l) < 0 we get with (B0), (5]) and Lemma [A.T]

> EG)F, (w(i+1) - < D G Fy (w(i + 1) —w(j) — u(-1))

jeCs jeCs

< 2 BB (i + 1) — (i) —u(=1) + 37 KGE, (u(~( + 1)) — u(~j) ~ u(-1))
JEAC jEB

S Wo,r(u)(0).

(ii) Consider now the case u(—1) > 0. Then we know from (B3]) that u(j +1) —u(j) > 0
and u(1) < 0. By Lemma [2.3] we hence observe that

Fy(u(+1) —u(@) S e W7 (G +1) = ulf) —u(1),
and consequently (@E]) shows that

> kG)Fy (u( +1) —ulj Zk YO (u(j + 1) = ulj) — u(1))  Por (u)(0).

Jj€Cs
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As j € AY, we know that u(j + 1) — u(j) — u(—1) > 0. Thus, together with (B0
and Lemma [£]] we see that

S EGIP, (0l + 1)~ w) < 3 KG)F, (w(j 1) - ) + WU uEL)
Jj€Cs j€Cs
<SRG (u(—( + 1)) — u(—) + 3 kG (uG +1) — ulj))
jE€B, Jj€Cs

S Vo, (u)(0).

e j € AN BY N By =:Cy: Since j € Cy we get

u(=(+1)) —u(=j) < —u(=1) and u(=(j + 1)) = u(=j) < u(1).

In particular, together with (G3), we observe that 2(w(j +1) —w(j)) < u(1) —u(1) = 0.
We distinguish the following two cases.
(i) Looking first at the case in which u(1) < 0 we get with (52)), (B7) and Lemma [ZT]

> EG)Fy (w(i+1) - <Y EG)Fy (w(i + 1) — w(j) +u(1))

jECYH J€Cy

<SS RGIE (u(i + 1) - u(j) + Y RG)E, (u(=( + 1)) = u(=j) + u(1))
jEAC JjEB2

< Vo (u)(0).

(ii) Consider now the case u(1) > 0. Then we know by ([B3) that u(j + 1) —u(j) <0
and u(—1) < 0. By Lemma 2.3 we hence observe that

Fy(u() = u(i + 1) S eI (u(f) = uj +1) —u(=1),
and thus (1), together with ([@2]), shows that

> kG, (u(i) — u(i +1)) Zkg+1 DY (u(f) — uf +1) — u(-1))

j€Cy
S ‘I/Q,T( )(0).

As j € AS, we know that u(j + 1) — u(j) +u(1) < 0. Thus, together with (52) and
Lemma .1l we find

jezc:gk(j)Fw(w(jH)—w(j)) Sjezc:gk(j)F ( G+1) —w(j)+ (J+1)—2u( )+u(1))
< kGE (u(~(G +1)) - S KB () G + 1)

JjEB>2 j€Cy
S Vo, x (u)(0).

As N = U?,l C;, we conclude that

Zk w(j +1) —w(f)) < Z D RO)E (w(i+1) = w(j)) S Y2r(u)(0),

i.e. (@) holds true.



Step 3: Estimating a weighted l,-norm of w by ¥ v(u)(0). Let N € N with N > 2. Then by
Lemma T we have for any § € (0,7 — 1)

N

> p i+ 1) = AL (w0 + 1) - wli) + u()

=

N . al ]
< Z If(])léj'v*lF.y(w(j +1) —w(j)) + Z kU) (1 + g)F’Y(w(J))

y—1
j=1 =17

<O kG (w(i +1) —w(j)) + k(1)1 +6)F, (w(1))

j=1
+ZN: R (1+ 0 ) B (w(j + 1))
G+t i+ '
Jj=1
Due to Step 2, we observe that
ZA 5, 8) Fy (w(j + 1)) S o, (u)(0),
where (using the monotonimty of k)
o k@) kG+D)  EG+TD)
MG =55~ Gt - % Ty
>k(j+1) ——

0
( ! y+1)7 b (j+1)v)
j+1) ! g
(J71J+171 (j+1)”)'
By convexity of the mapping r + r7~1 (y > 2), we have that (j + 1)1 — 771 > (y —1)j772
and hence

MG = kG + 1) (55 — o) 2 RO D
Thus,
Y k(j+ 1)
(59) ;@H)vF( w(j+1) < _1_5ZA §0)F (w(j +1)) < Wax(u)(0).

Taking the limit as N — oo in (B9) finally gives

3 ’(fj(fjl )13F(w(j +1)) < Wox(u)(0).
j=1

Step 4: Combining Step 1 and Step 3. If we now combine Step 1 and Step 3, we arrive at

Fy (Lu(0)) < 27Cu (k)™ 12

_ k(4 1) .
zmcak“(k JoN 1)<\1/ 0),
(7! () *;wm (0 + 1)) S Parr(w)(0)
i.e. there is a d > 0 such that Wy y(u)(0) > 1F,(Lu(0)) = a‘Lu(O)"Y. The corresponding
estimate holds at any x € Z, by Lemma 2.2 and thus (@3) is proved. Considering now the
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CD-function F = éF’yhO,oo)a we finally conclude that the operator L generated by k satisfies

CDx(0, F). O

Remarks 4.3. (i) The statement in Theorem [£.2]is even stronger than a C'D~ (0, F)-condition
as estimate ([@3)) also gives a non-trivial lower bound for Uy y(u)(z) in case that —Lu(xz) < 0.
However, in the applications one only needs the estimate with —Lu(z) > 0.

(i) Setting oo = 2 in estimate ([@3]) yields the validity of CDy(0,d). More precisely, every
operator L generated by a kernel with finite second moment that is non-increasing on N and for
which we find a suitable constant C' > 1 such that ([@2]) holds satisfies [@3]) with the C'D-function
F(z) = 12 As the condition C'D(0,d) is necessary for CDy(0,d) to hold (cf. [I8, Remark
2.4(i1)]), Theorem can be seen as a generalization of [I6l Theorem 4.1] aside from the weak
additional assumption (2]

(iii) The condition [@2)) is counter-intuitive at a first glance, since it states that the speed of
decrease is controlled. It is in particular violated for kernels that have finite support, which are
usually considered as the best possible situations. However, there also exist kernels that violate
condition ([@2) not for the reason of decaying too fast. Indeed, we will now present a class of
integrable kernels that do neither satisfy ([@2]) nor the mild integrability condition ([B9). Further,
even the weaker condition ([B2)) is violated for a certain range of parameters. Let the kernel k be
given as in Remark B.§ for some a > 1. Further, let h(n) = n! for n € N. Then, we define the
kernel k by

k(j) = k(h(n —1)), if h(n —1) < |j| < h(n),n > 2.
We have that
E(h(n) —1)  k(h(n—1)) n!log(1 + n!)t+
k(h(n)) k(h(n))  (n—1DHog(l + (n — 1))t+e
B log(1 + n!) Ita
_n(log(l—l—(n—l)!)) '
By Stirling’s formula, we know that log(n!) behaves for large n like nlog(n). Therefore, we
conclude from the above calculation that ([@2]) is not satisfied for the kernel k. Besides that, the
kernel  is integrable but the mild condition (39) is not satisfied. Indeed, for N > 2 and 6 € [0, 1)

we have that
R(N)—1

> kG
j=1

(n—1)!(n—1)k((n—1)1)°

I
] =
Mz

(h(n) — h(n —1)) k(h(n — 1))

n=1

3
Il
-

(n=1)Y’(n—1)
< log(1 + (n — 1)) A+e)1=9)"

Mz

n

Employing again the asymptotlc behaviour from Stirling’s formula, we conclude that the de-
nominator in the latter sum behaves for large n like (n — 1)1+ (1=0) Jog(p)(1H+a)(1=0) = GQince
a > 1 this sum converges as N — oo if § = 0. In the case of § € (0,1) the sum apparently does
not converge. We now show that even (32)) is violated for o € [1,2). One can employ similar
arguments to observe that ([82)) holds true if a > 2. We have

-1 ) N ,
; k(j)log (2 + W)) = ;(n — D)!(n —1)k(h(n — 1)) log (2 + =T 1)))
N (n—1)log ((n — 1)!(log(1 + (n — 1)N)1+)
& 7; (log(1+ (n—1)!))t+e
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N (n—1)log (n—1))
= Zl (log(L+ (n— D)))ita’

Employing again Stirling’s formula, the summands behave for large n like

1
(n = 1)at(log(n — 1))«
and hence the sum tends to oo as N — oo if o < 2. To conclude, the range of « € [1,2) leads to

examples which neither satisfy ([@2]) nor fit into the setting of Section

As a corollary of its proof, we can generalize the statement of Theorem .2 to kernels that are
comparable with kernels that meet the assumptions of Theorem

Corollary 4.4. Let k,a,y and F' be as in Theorem [£-3 Consider another symmetric kernel
k:Z — [0,00) such that there exist constants my,mg > 0 with
(60) mik(j) < k(j) < mak(j)
for any j € N. Let C,(k) be given by ) and define
Ca(k) = k(j)j*
jeN
Then the operator L generated by k satisfies CDT(O,I:") with the CD-function F = %F, where

J— Co (k)" tma
T Ca(k)y"Im3”

Proof. First, note that (B0) implies that C,(k) < co. Recalling the strategy of the proof of
Theorem [£2] we argue as in Step I to obtain

oo

Fy (Lu(0)) < 27Cy (k)™ 12 ) < 27C( Z ' )
7j=1

where u € °°(Z) and w denotes the corresponding symmetrization. Now, proceeding as in the
proof of Theorem [£.2] we know that

27; ) < Calk) 1 o, r (u)(0),

where d is as in Theorem Clearly, @) yields Uy y(u)(0) < #@27’1‘(’&)(0), where Wy
- 1
denotes the corresponding operator for L. Hence, we end up with

F, (Lu(0)) < % Us,1 (u)(0)

and the claim follows. O

Due to its particular importance, we provide a formulation of Theorem for the specific
example of the operator Lg. Other important operators to which Theorem applies, too,
include, for instance, those whose associated kernels are non-increasing and decay exponentially.

Corollary 4.5. Let f € (1,00), a € (1,2] such that o < ( and set v = —25. Then there
exists a constant d > 0 such that the operator Lg satisfies C D~ (0, F') with the CD-function
F=1F) .

d= v110,00)
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Proof. Clearly, the kernel kg is non-increasing on N and has finite a-th moment as a < fS.
Furthermore, we have kg(j) < 214Pks(j + 1) for every j € N, i.e. condition ([@2) is satisfied. The
claim now follows from Theorem O

Regarding the operator Lg with 3 > 1, Corollary yields an alternative C'D-function to
the one we obtained in Corollary Hence, it is natural to ask if this C'D-function yields an
improvement compared to the result of Corollary As the C'D-function from Corollary
behaves better for large arguments, we only need to focus on the behaviour for small arguments.
If 8 > 2, we can choose o = 2 in Corollary 5 which yields a quadratic behaviour of the
corresponding C'D-function near zero. This is best possible and, besides that, unreachable for
the C D-function from Corollary B3] since % > 2 for any 8 > 0. In order to compare our two

candidates for 3 € (1, 2], we need to determine those 5 > 1 for which one has

1+2
2 B
g p—-1
This inequality is equivalent to 32 — 8 — 1 < 0, which yields that (&I]) holds if and only if
B e (1, 1+2‘/5} . In this case the C'D-function of Corollary [3.5] behaves better for small arguments.

If instead § > 1*—2‘/5, the CD-function from Corollary 4] dominates for small arguments. We
summarize our findings in the following result.

(61)

Theorem 4.6. Let 8 € (0,2) and set B, = % Then there exist constants ¢; > 0 (i =
1,...,4) and some v > 0 such that Lg satisfies CD~ (0, F) with a CD-function F that behaves
like

(62) F(z) ~ clx% as x — 0 and F(z) ~ c2e”” as © — o0
if 8€ (0,0 and like
(63) F(z) ~ csx FET a5 — 0 and F(z) ~ cqe”® as x — o0,

if B€ (B«,2). Here, e € (0,5 —1) can be chosen arbitrarily small.

Combining Theorem with Corollary 4] and having in mind that (@) holds, we deduce a
corresponding result for fractional powers of the discrete Laplacian in one dimension.

Corollary 4.7. Let f € (0,2). There exist constants ¢; > 0 (i = 1,...,4) and some v > 0
8
2 satisfies C D~y (0, F) with

such that the fractional discrete Laplacian in one dimension —( — A)
a CD-function F' that behaves like

F(z) ~ 61:10% asx — 0 and F(x) ~ ¢2"" as x — o0
if 8€ (0,08 and like
F(x) ~ é3$3€;51 asx — 0 and F(x) ~ ¢qe"* asx — o0

if B€ (B«,2). Here, e € (0,5 —1) can again be chosen arbitrarily small.

Remark 4.8. Tt is also possible to directly invoke Theorem[2]in order to obtain the statement
of Corollary 4] in the regime where 8 € (B.,2). While the existence of the corresponding a-
th moment can be deduced from the similarity to the respective power-type kernel, one can
verify ([@2)) by a simple application of the fundamental identity of the Gamma function using the
representation formula (@). The fact that kj is non-increasing on N follows from a straightforward
calculation, see Example [6.7)(ii).

31



5. LI-YAU INEQUALITY

The aim of this section is to prove a Li-Yau type inequality for an operator L of the form
@) satisfying CD~ (0, F') with a certain C'D-function F. For functions u satisfying this Li-Yau
estimate we will also be able to prove a Harnack inequality in Section

Again we will have a special focus on the operators L and the fractional discrete Laplacian in

one dimension —(—A)g with 8 € (0,2), for which we already know from the previous section that

a certain C'D~ (0, F') condition is satisfied. As the power-type kernel has unbounded support, we

will need a suitable weight function which we define in the following lemma. Note that for any
€ (0, 1] there holds

(64‘) “‘T|a - |y|a‘ < |$ - y|o¢, T,y € R.
This follows from the triangle inequality and the inequality (a+b)* < a®+b*, a,b > 0, € (0,1].
Lemma 5.1. For « € (0,1] and R € N let the function ¥ : Z — (0,1] be defined by
R\«
T ) if |x > R7
Yr(z) = (|:1:|) flel
1, if |z| < R.

Then there holds
[YRr(z) — 1ﬁR(y)|
1/)3(.%) - Ra

Proof. We distinguish several cases in which we will make use of (64]).

|x_y|a7 l’yEZ

e Case 1. |z|,|y| > R: Here we may estimate as follows.

|1/}R( ) 1/}R |y| |‘T|a e} e} 1 e}
_| o ’_ eyl = 2| < o5 lz — gl
Vr(x) [yl R R
e Case 2. |z|,|y| < R: Clear as the left hand side vanishes.
e Case 3. |z| > R, |y| < R: In this case there holds |z|* — R* < |z]|* — |y|* from which we
deduce
[Yr(z) —Yr(y)| 1 1
1r2rNs FARRNTL [e3 R(l < (e} _ «
) Rl ol = ) < el = 1] < gl - ol
e Case 4. |z| < R, |y| > R: Analogeously to Case 3, there holds |y|°‘ —R* <|y|* — |z|* in
this case, which gives

[YRr(z) — 1ﬁR(?J)|

@ 1 @ @ 1 o
o) < Ra(|y| R*) < gz lal” = lyl*] < gzl — 9l

R«
O
In the following we consider C'D-functions F' such that the function g : [0, 00) — [0, 00) defined
by
F(x)
x>0,
65 =q %7
(65) e {0, L
satisfies the estimate
(66) 9(x) +9(y) < g(z +y), @,y €[0,00).
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Note, that this includes all C D-functions F such that z + z=2F(x) is monotonically increasing
on (0,00). Indeed, if F enjoys the latter property we may estimate as

9(17)4'9(24):3374'24 @+)

Recall that all C D-functions of our interest can be bounded from below by a CD-function 2
of the form ({@0), for which the choice of M > 2 implies that = — 2~ 2F(x) is monotonically
increasing on (0, 00).

The main theorem of this section reads as follows.

Theorem 5.2. Let o > 0 and k be a kernel with finite a-th moment. Let L be the operator

generated by k. Suppose that L satisfies C Dy (0, F) with a C D-function F' such that the function

g from (G3) satisfies (66). Let ¢ be the relaxation function associated with the function 2F.

Consider a bounded function u : [0,00) x Z — (0,00) that is C* in time and solves the equation
Opu(t,z) — Lu(t,z) =0 on (0,00) X Z.

Then for v(t,x) = logu(t,x) there holds v(t,z + ) € £}.(Z) for any (t,z) € (0,00) x Z and

(67) — Lo(t,z) < p(t), (t,x) € (0,00) X Z
and thus
(68) Ow(t,x) > Ur(v)(t,z) — ¢(t), (t,z) € (0,00) X Z.

Proof. We first consider the bounded function v.(t,z) := log (u(t,z) +¢), € > 0, and show the
estimate

(69) — Lve(t,z) < o(t), (t,z) € (0,00) X Z, € > 0.

Afterwards, we will investigate the limit as ¢ — 0 in order to establish the general statement.
Let ¢ > 0 and R € N be arbitrarily fixed and consider the corresponding weight function
Yr(x) from Lemma[5dl On [0,00) x Z we define the function G. by setting
Lu.(t, x)
o(t)
and G¢(0,z) =0, x € Z. Observe that G, is continuous in time since ¢(t) — co as t — 0+ and
Lo (t,z) is bounded. Our aim is to show that for any (¢, z) € (0,00) x Z there holds

G:(t,x) = Yr(x), t >0,z € Z,

1
(70) G.(t,z) <1+ Wh(R)

with some function h such that h(R) — 0 as R — co. Sending R — oo then yields (€9).
We start by generalizing the two operators Uy and Bys introduced in Section 1.2. For a
continuous function H : R — R and w,w € ¢>°(Z) we define (cf. [20, Section 2])

Up(w)(x) =Y k(z—y)H(w(y) —w(z), =€,
YEL
and
By (w,)(z) =Y k(x — y)H (w(y) — w(x)) (db(y) — b(x)), €
YEZ
By [20, Lemma 2.2], the evolution equation for v. reads as
(71) Opve — Lve = Uy (ve), (t,x) € (0,00) x Z.
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Applying L to equation ([[T]), we deduce that
(72) Oy Lv. = LUy (v:), (t,x) € (0,00) X Z,
due to the dominated convergence theorem. Observe that (see also [20, Remark 2.9 (iii)])
LU~/ (v:) = 2Ws v(ve) + Bexp(ve, Lve), (t,2) € (0,00) x Z.
Inserting this into ([72]), we obtain
Oy Lve = 2Ws v (ve) + Bexp(ve, Lv:), (t,2) € (0,00) X Z,
which in turn gives
Yr(z) (1)
-
p(t) p(t)
Now let ¢; > 0 be arbitrarily fixed and suppose that G. (restricted to the set [0,¢1] x Z)
assumes its global maximum at (t.,z.) € [0,%;] X Z. We can assume w.l.o.g. that G (t«,z.) > 0

as otherwise inequality (69) follows by positivity of ¢. Then by definition of G. it is clear that
t. > 0 and thus (9,G:)(t«, z+) > 0. Thus, at the maximum point (¢, z.) we get the estimate

p(t)
Z/)R(I*)
We now consider the second term on the right-hand side of this inequality. As wu is bounded,

by assumption, there exists an M > 0 such that u(j) < M, j € Z. Using this, the maximum
property of G, at the point (., 2,) and Lemma [B.1], we find

0,Ge = —

(202 v (ve) + Bexp(ve, Lve)) —

(73) 0< —2\1127’1‘(’1}5)(15*, ,T*) - Bexp(U€7 L’Ua)(t*u ,T*) - Ga(t*ax*)-

Bexp(vaa LUE t*u ,T* = Zk eve(bemati)= Us(t*@*)(Lva(t*al'* "l‘]) ng(t*, x*))

JEZ

; ts .

= Y k(ggerttere e (LG 1 0 ) - Gfhar)
jez ¢R(£E*)
Yr(2s) — Yr(TL + ) -
4 — Lo (ty, xy +
Tl (= Loc( J)))

. v T ) —ov T Ty ) — T x + ] .
< Zk(.])e e (tu,Tutg) —ve (b, x) |U)R( )wREZ;R() ])| |L’U€(t*,I* +])|

' (aM)

JEZL
- M+510g(M+5)
13

K S RG)I" =

JEZ

Note that the last sum is finite since k has finite a-th moment. Using this estimate in (73]) yields

P(te)(=Lve(ts, x.)) | Cle, M)
2\P2,T(Us)(t*7x*) < - (p(t*) + Ra .

We now apply the condition C' D~y (0, F) and use the ODE for the relaxation function ¢ to get

2F(w(t*)) C(EaM)
2F( Loe(te, @ *)) Sw( T Ra

The function ¢ from (65) is invertible and therefore the previous inequality is equivalent to

9(— Lo=(ts,z.)) < g(p(ts)) +9(91(2]{a(?§;5\(/t[3,$*)))).

— Lo (ty, x*)) +
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Applying (66) now gives
C(e, M) ) )

- L t*7 * < ( t* -1 (
g( UE( € )) —g SD( )+g 2Ra(—L’U5(t*,$*))
Since F' is a C'D-function, g is strictly increasing. We therefore find

C(e,
(2R0‘(—§ZU:\(Q,:C )))’

—Lve(te, 24) < () + 97

which yields

—Lvc(ts, x4) 1 C(e, M)
Gs(t*,w*) S @(t—*) S 1+ (p(t*)g 1(2RO‘(—L’U5(t*,fE*)))
1 C(e, M)
(74) s o 1(2Ra(—Lvs(t*,x*))>’

as ¢ is strictly decreasing. We now distinguish two cases.

e Case 1. —Lv.(t.,r.) < R™%: In this case, the desired inequality (70) follows without
the preceding calculations. As (t.,z.) is a global maximum point of G. restricted to the
set [0,1] X Z, we have

Gu(tr,2) < Galte, z,) < LRE)

= = c 7.
S oRT = TR ¢

e Case 2. —Lv.(t.,r.) > R™2: We use again the maximum property of G, restricted to
the set [0,t1] X Z at (t.,z,). With ([[d) we now obtain

_1/C(e, M)
1( 2?{%

Ge(t1,2) < Ge(ts,x4) <1+ ), x €L,

g
o(t1)
as g~ ! is strictly increasing.

Summarizing these results, we get for any (¢1,x) € (0,00) x Z

(=Lv:(t1,z))pr(x) 1 1 _,/C(EM)
<pl(t1) R _Ga(tl’x)§1+gp(t1) max R%,g 1(7>},

which shows (Z0). Finally, sending R — oo we arrive at
~Lue(t ) < plt), (1,2) € (0,00) X Z, € > 0.

This shows (&9).

It remains to study the limit as € — 0. For arbitrarily fixed (¢,2) € (0,00) X Z, we consider
the sets S1 ={j € Z:u(t,z+j) < %} and So =7\ S1. Let € (0,3). From (69) we deduce
(t,

(75) OS_Zk(J)vs(t‘T"’j +Z 1)5 (t,r+j) —ve ))—’Us(t,I)Zk(j),
JES JES2 JES

where the lower bound follows from the definition of the set S;. By the theorem of dominated
convergence we observe that

i 37 k) (0t + ) — 0.(t,2)) = 3 KO (o(tsz + ) — o(t.2).
JES2 JES:2

Further, the monotone convergence theorem implies that
lim (_ S k() (t @ —|—j)) == 3 kGt + ).

e—0 - -
JEST JES
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Consequently, sending ¢ — 0 in ([Tf) yields that v(t,z + ) € (1(Z) and also, after a small
rearrangement, that

(76) — Lu(t,z) < g(t),

Finally, (@8] follows from (Z6) by [20, Lemma 2.2]. O

Remark 5.3. In the assumptions of Theorem [5.2] instead of (66) we could have also assumed
that ¢ satisfies the estimate

9(x) +g(y) < g(z +oy),z,y € [0,00),

with some o > 1. As all C'D-functions of our interest satisfy this estimate with o = 1, we
restricted ourselves to this case.

6. HARNACK INEQUALITY AND HEAT KERNEL ESTIMATE

One of the most important applications of the Li-Yau estimate lies in the derivation of a
Harnack inequality.

Theorem 6.1. Let L be an operator of the type (@) and k be the kernel corresponding to L.
Suppose that u : [0,00) x Z — (0,00) is C* in time and such that YT (logu(t,x + -) —logu(t,z))
belongs to (1 (Z) for allt >0 and x € Z. Suppose further that u satisfies the differential Harnack
estimate

(77) O log(u) > Uy (logu) — ¢(t) on (0,00) X Z,

where ¢ : (0,00) — [0,00) is continuous. Let 0 < t1 < to and x1,x2 € Z. Then for every
N € N and every sequence of distinct points (yi)i=o1,...n C Z satisfying yo = =1, yn = T2 and
k(yi —yi—1) >0, i € {1,..., N}, there holds

N

(78) u(ty,@1) < uty, 22) exp (/t oty de+ th 2 W : )

—t — Yi—1)

Our proof follows the procedure in [I0, Theorem 6.1].

Proof. Let 0 < t1 < to, s € [t1,t2] =: J and x1,x2 € Z. We first consider the case N = 1. Then
we have by assumption (77])

u(ty, z1) u(ty, z1) u(s, 1) u(s, z2)
log ———= = +lo + lo
u(ta, x2) u(s, x1) & u(s, xa) & u(ta, x2)
s to
=— [ Oilogu(t,x;) dt + log uls,21) O log u(t, z2) dt
t1 U(S,IQ) s
bz u(s,x1) tz
< t) dt + 1 ! — W (1 t dt
< [ty ar tog HE [T ogu )
tg t2
= / o(t) dt +log U5 _ / k(z1 — 22)Y (logu(t, 21) — log u(t, 7)) dt
t1 U(S,x2) S
tg t2
= / (t) dt +d(s) — k(ze — xl)/ T(6(t)) dt,
tl S
where we set
u(taxl)
t t .
o(t) w(tma) e J



We now choose s € J such that the continuous function w defined by

w(t) =06(t) — k(xe2 — 171)/t i T (6(r)) dr.t € J,

attains its minimum at s. In the proof of [I0, Theorem 6.1] it was shown that for this function
the estimate

| 2
wls) =minw(®) < o S T

holds true. We thus have

u(tla Il) /t2 2

—= < t) dt + ,
’U,(fg, 552) t1 90( ) k((EQ — ,Tl)(tg — tl)

which implies the statement for N = 1.

Turning now to the case N > 1, we consider a sequence of points (y;)i=0,1,...n such that
Yo = o1, ynv = x2 and k(y; —y;—1) > 0, i € {1,..., N}. Defining the times 7; = t1 + i 2Nt1,z' =
0,1,..., N, and employing the result for N = 1 we obtain

log

log tl,iﬂl Zl w(Ti1, Yie 1)

u(ta, z2) 7'17yz)
SZ(/ﬂ (t) dt + : )
i=1 Ti—1 k(yz Yi— 1)( — Ti— 1)
12
= t) dt +
/tl elt) fz—flzk — Yi-1)
This proves (78]). O

Corollary 6.2. Let L, k, u and ¢ be as in Theorem [G1l. Assume in addition that ¢ has a
logarithmic singularity in 0, i.e. @(t) ~ —clog(t) as t — 0 with some constant ¢ > 0. Then we
can also allow for the choice t1 = 0 in Theorem [G 1]

Remarks 6.3. (i) Consider the situation of Theorem Then Theorem applies to the
solution u, where ¢ is the relaxation function associated with the CD-function 2F. Corollary
is applicable if ¢ possesses a logarithmic singularity in 0. Our results from Section 3 show
that this is the case for a large class of operators including also Lg (5 > 0) and the fractional
discrete Laplacian —(—A)g (8 € (0,2)) in one dimension.

(ii) The number N € Z appearing in Theorem [G.I] can be understood as the number of steps
that are made to get from x; to xs. t2;/t1 represents the step size in time which we chose to be
equidistant.

(iii) Consider a function u as in Theorem and set u.(t,z) = u(t,x) + &,& > 0. Then
condition (T7)) on u can be replaced by the same condition for the family u., ¢ € (0,¢]. Indeed,
consider the last calculation in the proof of Theorem Replacing logu by log u. gives

t2 oN & 1
log (u(t1, 1) +¢) <log (u(ta, z2) + ¢ +/ t) dt + , € € (0,e0].
8 1)+ €) < log ultama) )+ [ olt) dt+ 0 S g € ()

Sending ¢ — 0 and applying the exponential function yields (7).
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A natural question regarding the Harnack inequality (78) is which choice of intermediate
points (y;)i=o,....n gives the best upper bound. In other words, aiming to find the optimal upper
bound in this 1nequality is equivalent to minimizing the occurring sum

(79) S =8(w)ilo) = NZk )

which means that we look for a sequence of points (y;)i=o,1,... v with N € N that minimizes (79).

In the case of a general kernel without any monotonicity assumption this minimization problem
turns out to be quite difficult as it could be of advantage to jump away from zo. We illustrate
this in the following example.

.....

Example 6.4. For 0 < 81 <1 < f2 < 2 consider the kernel k : N — [0, 00) given by

1 .
N Jpr—ﬁl,j even,
KO =971 4
j1+527j0 .

We further set k(0) = 0 and extend k to a symmetric kernel on Z. Let z1, 22 € Z with 21 <
such that M = x5 — x1 is odd. Choosing N = 1 in (T9) (which means that we jump directly
from 21 to x2) gives S = M'*F2. For N = M (which means that we make M steps of size
1) we get a better estimate as we then have S = M?2. Both estimates can be improved by
first making one single good step and then jumping directly to x2. This good step can also be
in the wrong direction as we will see. Therefore, set N = 2 and define y; = x;1 — 1. Then
S = 2(1 + (M + 1)1+61). Choosing M big enough, we see that this estimate further improves
our already found upper bounds as we have 1 < f3s.

We now want to focus on kernels that are non-increasing on N as these are of main interest
in this article. For these kernels one can show that jumping away from xo will not give a better
estimate. Indeed, consider w.l.o.g. for N = 2 the three points yg,y1,y2 € Z chosen such that
Y1 < Yo < y2. Then

2 — 1 ! !
S((wi)izo) = 2(k(yo — ) + k(yo — yl)) - k(y2 —yo)

This means that jumping directly from ¥y to y2 would give a better upper bound.

Proposition 6.5. Let the kernel k be non-increasing on N and set ¢qo = min{n € N : k(n) = 0}
if k has finite support and qy = oo otherwise. Let x1,x9 € Z with x1 < x2 and set M = xo — x7.
Assume that there exists a convex Ct-mapping q : [1, min{M, go}) — (0, 00) such that q(n) = ﬁ
for any n € NN [1,min{M, qo — 1}]. Then the following two assertions hold true.

(i) If k(M) >0 and < ((y))y < 2 holds for all y € [1, M], then ([Z9) is minimized by the choice
of mtermedwte points yo = x1 and y1 = x2.
(ii) If q y > 2 holds for all y € [1,min{M, qo}), then (@) is minimized by the choice of

mtermedzate points y; = x1 +1 for i € {0,..., M}.

Proof. In order to minimize the expression ([79) we can assume w.l.o.g. by monotonicity of the

kernel that the set (yi)j\io is ordered in the sense that 1 = yg < yi—1 < ¥; < yn = x2 for every
N

i€{2,...,N—1}. Consequently, > |y; —y;—1| = M. By the properties of ¢, we have by Jensen’s

=1
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inequality

al 1 o M
S((wi)ilo) = NZ q(yi —yi-1) > NQ(J(N Z(yi - yi,l)) = NQ(J(N)-
=1

i=1
We consider the mapping h(r) = 2q(%), r e (max {1, qMO}, M] and observe that
M M

B (r) =2rq(—) — ¢'(—) M.
(1) =2rg(—-) = d' ()
Consequently, h is non-decreasing (non-increasing) if and only if
¢(5)M
2> () —3i—
a(5)r

which shows both assertions, as S((y;)¥,) = N2?¢(4F) for the two specific choices of intermediate
points considered in (i) and (ii), respectively. O

Remark 6.6. The condition on ¢ in the above proposition already appeared in the context
of C'D-functions in [I8]. Observe that the condition qq%&‘” > (<) 2 is equivalent to saying that

y % is non-decreasing (non-increasing), see also [I8 Remark 3.4(i)]. In particular, the
condition of Proposition [65(i) means that n +— n?k(n), n € N, is non-decreasing, which clearly
implies that k& has no finite second moment. As a consequence, we note that for a kernel with
finite second moment the condition of Proposition [6.5(i) cannot be satisfied for every M > 0.

Example 6.7. (i) In case of the power-type kernel kg, the mapping ¢ from Proposition [6.5] is
given by q(y) = y'*#, which is convex for any 8 € (0,2). Clearly, we have that

Wy _ ., g

q(y)

which is greater or equal than 2 if § > 1 and less than or equal than 2 if § < 1. Therefore
one chooses always the direct jump if 8 € (0,1) and takes the single steps if 8 > 1 in order to
minimize (79). In the case of § = 1 both the single steps and the direct jump lead to the optimal

value in (7).

(ii) Despite the similarity of the kernel kj; associated with the fractional discrete Laplacian
in one dimension, the situation is slightly different from the power-type kernel in (i). By the
representation formula (@), we can write

I‘(y—l— 1+ g)
q(y):cﬂ77 y217
L(y—5)

where I' denotes the Gamma function and cg > 0 is a constant that comes from (Bl). We have
Vy+1+45) T(y- §)1“(y+1+§))
Fly-5)  T-5 Tu-%5)

:q(y)(¢(y+1+ﬂ y—g)
F

q'(y) = Cﬁ(

2

where 1 denotes the Digamma function defined by ¢ (x) = F( . Since the Gamma function is
logarithmically convex, 1 is non-decreasing and so is ¢. As a byproduct monotonicity of the
kernel £ follows (cf. Remark[L). As to the second derivative, we observe

q"(y) = q(y)(w’(er 1+ g) - (y - g) + (1/1(y+ 1+ g) —¥(y - é))Q)-
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We deduce from Theorem 1 in [I5] (choosing A = - in the notation of [15]) that ¢ is convex.

Assuming now that 8 > 1, we infer from the monotonicity of ¥ that

Ly (oy+ 14+ 5) = wlo- D)) 2 u(v(+ 3 - o(- 3)

( 1 N 1 ) 29
:y =
y+s y—3/ ¥ -

where we applied the recurrence relation ¢/ (z + 1) = 1(z) + 1 twice. Consequently, assertion (ii)
of Proposition applies. In particular, in contrast to the case of power-type kernels, we now
have a strict inequality for 5 = 1 in the corresponding assumption of Proposition [.5(ii). Since
w(y + 1+ g) — w(y — g) — % as f — 0+ for all y > 1 and by continuity, for every M € N
with M > 2 we find a minimal Sy € (0, 1) such that Proposition [6.5(ii) applies for § € [8ar, 1),
that is, in order to optimize (7)), one takes single steps. This is in contrast to the situation of
the power-type kernel as described above. Note that 8y — 1 as M — oo. In fact, Sy is non-
decreasing as a function of M, by definition, and Sy < 1. Thus the limit 8 = limp; 00 B < 1
exists. Since for every M € N, M > 2, the single steps of step size 1 minimize the sum ([79), and
kj is comparable to kg, we have M? < q(M) < c(B)YMF" for all M > 2. Sending M — oo
shows that we must have 5’ = 1.

(iii) Taking the exponential kernel k(j) = e~V o > 0, we have that ¢(y) = e®¥ (which is
convex for a > 0) and hence

- > 2,
1

If @ > 2, assertion (ii) of Proposition is satisfied due to y > 1. If instead a < 2, the best
possible choice in ([[9) depends on the distance between 1 and xo. If, for instance, x1,z2 € Z
are such that a|z; — 22| < 2, then assertion (i) in Proposition [65] holds true. However, there are
also situations where neither the single steps nor the direct jump lead to the optimal choice in
[@9). Indeed, let & = 1 and M := |x1 — x2| be even. Then one readily checks that the mapping h
from the proof of Proposition [6.5] achieves its minimum at y = % Then (@) can be estimated
as follows

M
which corresponds to % equidistantly chosen intermediate points (yz)

=
i=1"

As the case of the power-type kernel kg (8 € (0,2)) is of particular importance for us, we state
the Harnack inequality from Theorem in this special case, taking into account the findings
from Example [6.7)(1).

Theorem 6.8. Let 3 € (0,2), 0 <1 <o and x1,x2 € Z. Suppose that u : [0,00) X Z — (0, 00)
is a bounded (and C' in time) solution of the equation dyu(t,z) — Lgu(t,z) = 0 on (0,00) x Z.
Then there holds

t2 Ols — o |min{l+5.2}
u(ty, o) < u(tmxz)eXp(/ () dt + [21 = 23| )
tl t2 - tl

where @ is a relazation function of the type described in Lemmal3.9, with corresponding param-
eters given by Theorem[{.0]
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Finally, we want to use Theorem [6.1] to derive heat kernel estimates. The proof is inspired by
[6. Theorem 7.6], where the authors proved heat kernel bounds on locally finite graphs. Apart
from the setting, we emphasize that we can formulate evidently stronger results as we are also
able to treat the case t1 = 0 in Theorem [6.1]

Let @ > 0 and k be a kernel with finite a-th moment. Let L be the operator generated by k.
The heat kernel p;(z,y) for the equation dyu — Lu = 0 on (0,00) x Z can be defined as solution
of the equation

{po@c,y) = 8(z.y), =,y €,
Ope(x,y) = e k(x — 2) (pe(2,9) — pe(,y)), 2,y € Z,

where d(x,y) =1 if z = y and 6(z,y) = 0 else, cf. e.g. [9]. As stated in [9], one can show that
for any x,y € Z there holds pi(z,y) = pi(y, x). With this we can prove the following theorem.

Theorem 6.9. Let o > 0 and k be a kernel with finite a-th moment. Let L be the operator
generated by k. Suppose that L satisfies C D (0, F) with a CD-function F that satisfies F(x) ~
c1xY as x — 0 and F(x) ~ c2e’® as x — oo, where v > 2 and 8, ¢1,co > 0. Let pi(z,y), z,y € Z,
be the heat kernel of the equation Oyu — Lu = 0 on (0,00) x Z. Then there exists a constant
¢ =c(F) > 0 such that for any v > 0 there holds the two-sided heat kernel estimate

) o (- (a0 + ) <pe < ;Lp ((;?_"“_l)? vy €L >0,

where A : (0,00) = (0,00) is given by

L(1—log(27ed* 1)) t <t
log(t)

A(t) = 7+T1772 >t and vy =2
(=098 o ,t >t and v > 2,
(ce?)7=1(y=2)
with constants T, = ;(c,7,0) € R for i € {1,2}, t. = %, Coy = Co(c,7,0) > 0, and where

—2, =1
c(t,v) = (3—:fl/+t7r_j)”*2 if v>2 and c(t,v) = e"t if v =2.

Proof. First, recall that the asymptotic assumptions on the CD-function F' ensure that there
exists a constant ¢ = ¢(F) > 0 such that L also satisfies C Dy (0, F), with F = %F‘ and F given
by (@Q), where we choose M = %. Let ¢ be the relaxation function corresponding to 2F given
by Lemma

We first prove the lower bound in ([80). For that purpose, we apply Theorem 52 to the heat
kernel in order to make use of Theorem For z,y € Z, x > y, and N = x — y we choose in
@) yo = y, yv = =, t1 = 0 and t2 = ¢. Note, that we can choose t; = 0 since ¢ has a logarithmic
singularity in 0, by Lemma [0 We further set y; =y;,—1 +1 (i =1,...,N —1). This yields

L=po(y,y) < pi(z,y)exp (/Ot ©(s) ds) exp (mz(iz)iﬁ)

If ¢t < t., we have by substitution

t 1 cOM7t t 1
__ - Vs
/0 o(s)ds = 5200 /0 log(s)ds = 5 (1 —log(27c6' 7).
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If instead t > t,, Lemma [39] together with the previous calculation, gives

t t
t. 1 _1
/ p(s)ds < f(l —log(27cd' 7t,)) + —;/ s~ a1ds.
0 (ce2(y — 1)) T It
Thus, the remaining cases in the definition of A follow from a straightforward calculation.
For the proof of the upper bound we first note that one readily verifies from the explicit

representation of ¢ that there exists some constant Cp > 0 such that ¢(s) < Cy sTTT for any
s > 0. Besides that, we again employ Theorem We consider t; = t and t2 = ¢(¢,v). For
x € Z, we set 1 = x and xo = z, where we choose z € Z such that |z — z| < /c(t,v) —t.
Analogously to the proof of the lower estimate, this gives

Pe(x, ) < Pe(e)(2,) exp (/:W) (s) dS) exp (k(lf('f(t—_jz_w)

< Do) (2, ) exp (CO /tc(t,u) s~ 7T ds) exp (%)

2
= exp (COV + m)pc(t,v)('Z?y)'

c(t,v) .
/ s -1 ds =,
t

which holds by the choice of ¢(¢, ). This yields
exp (CQV + %)
2[/c(t,v) —t]

Here we used the identity

Z pc(t,u) (Zvy) <
{z€Z:|x—z|<;/c(t,v)—t}

pe(z,y) <

Remarks 6.10. (i) Note that for v > 2 we can write

_9 _ _
c(t,v) —t = h(ﬁy 1u+tH) —h(tH),

—1
where h(r) = rb, r > 0. In order to study the long-time behavior, the dominating term in the
—2
respective Taylor expansion at ti-1 is given by
v—2

1uh/(t%) =yt
N -

and hence ¢(t,v) — t behaves for large ¢ as 7T

(ii) For simplicity, we have presented Theorem [6.9]in such a way that the sum ([79) is always
estimated by taking single steps. However, the optimal choice in ([{9) highly depends on the
kernel as we have seen in Proposition [6.5] and Example[6.7 In particular, Example [6.7] (i) shows
that for 8 < 1 the direct jump is the best choice. In this case, we can improve (&) by

o — |18
(s1) oxp (= (30 + L)) < i <

where z,y € Z and t > 0. Note that for § < 1 we have v = % by Theorem .61 With the

findings from the first part of this remark we conclude that ¢(¢, v) —t behaves like ¢TF7 for large t.

5
The asymptotic behaviour of the right-hand side in equation (§I]) for large ¢ is then like ¢t t+5)7 .
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(iii) For the long-time behaviour of the lower bound in (80), the definition of A yields that

the asymptotic behaviour as t — oo in the left-hand side of (B0Q) is like tTwT if v = 2 and like
exp ( — Etg) with some constant ¢ > 0 if v > 2.
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