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We consider additive functionals of stationary Markov processes and
show that under Kipnis—Varadhan type conditions they converge in rough
path topology to a Stratonovich Brownian motion, with a correction to the
Lévy area that can be described in terms of the asymmetry (nonreversibil-
ity) of the underlying Markov process. We apply this abstract result to three
model problems: First, we study random walks with random conductances
under the annealed law. If we consider the Itd rough path, then we see a cor-
rection to the iterated integrals even though the underlying Markov process
is reversible. If we consider the Stratonovich rough path, then there is no cor-
rection. The second example is a nonreversible Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process,
while the last example is a diffusion in a periodic environment.

As a technical step, we prove an estimate for the p-variation of stochas-
tic integrals with respect to martingales that can be viewed as an extension
of the rough path Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality for local martingale
rough paths of (In Séminaire de Probabilités XLI (2008) 421-438 Springer;
In Probability and Analysis in Interacting Physical Systems (2019) 17-48
Springer; J. Differential Equations 264 (2018) 6226-6301) to the case where
only the integrator is a local martingale.

1. Introduction. Inrecent years, there has been an increased interest in the link between
homogenization and rough paths. It had been observed previously that homogenization often
gives rise to nonstandard rough path limits [9, 21]. The more recent investigations were initi-
ated with the work of Kelly and Melbourne [15-17] who study rough path limits of additive
functionals of the form /n [y f(Ys)ds, where Y is a deterministic dynamical system with
suitable mixing conditions. In that way, they are able to prove homogenization results for the
convergence of deterministic multiscale systems of the type

dX" =/nb(X},Y]")dt,
dY" =nf(Y]")dt,

for which under suitable conditions X" converges to an autonomous stochastic differential
equation. This line of research was picked up and extended, for example, by [1, 5, §, 23, 24,
26]. More recent results also cover discontinuous limits [7].

Motivated by this problem, as well as by the aim of understanding the invariance principle
for random walks in random environment in rough path topology, we want to study rough
path invariance principles for additive functionals /n [ f(X,)ds of Markov processes X
in generic situations. If we are only interested in a central limit theorem at a fixed time,
then there are of course many results of this type and many ways of showing them. See,
for example, [27] for a recent and fairly general result. A particularly successful approach for
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proving such a central limit theorem and even the functional central limit theorem (invariance
principle) is based on Dynkin’s formula and martingale arguments, and it was developed
by Kipnis and Varadhan [18] for reversible Markov processes and later extended to many
other situations; see the nice monograph [19]. Here, we extend this approach to the rough
path topology and we study some applications to model problems like random walks among
random conductances, additive functionals of Ornstein—Uhlenbeck processes, and periodic
diffusions.

This can also be seen as a complementary direction of research with respect to the recent
advances in regularity structures [2—4], where the aim is to find generic convergence results
for models associated to singular stochastic PDEs. In those works, the equations tend to
be extremely complicated, but the approximation of the noise is typically quite simple (the
prototypical example is just a mollification of the driving noise, but [4] also allow some
stationary mixing random fields that converge to the space-time white noise by the central
limit theorem). In our setting, the equation that we study is very simple (just a stochastic
ODE), but the approximation of the noise is very complicated and (at least for us) it seems
difficult to check whether the conditions of [4], Theorem 2.34, are satisfied for the kind of
examples that we are interested in.

The most interesting model that we study here is probably the random walk among random
conductances. Here, we distribute i.i.d. conductances (7({x, y})) yezd.c~, On the bonds of
74 (where x ~ y means that x and y are neighbors). Then we let a continuous time random
walk move along 74, with jump rate n({x, y}) from x to y (resp., from y to x). We are
interested in the large scale behavior, that is, we study n~12x,, forn — oco. It is well known
that the path itself converges in distribution under the annealed law to a Brownian motion
B with an effective diffusion coefficient. Our contribution is to extend this convergence to
the rough path topology, which allows us, for example, to understand the limit of discrete
stochastic differential equations

(1.1) dy;' =o(Y/L)dX7,

but also of SPDEs driven by X”. And here we encounter a surprise: Even though X is in a
certain sense reversible (more precisely the underlying Markov process of the environment
as seen from the walker is reversible), the iterated integrals [, X7 ® dX7 do not converge to
Jo Bs ® dBy, but instead we see a correction: We have

(X",/O. X! ® de) — (B, /0. By ® dB; +Ft),

where I is a correction given by

1

I'= (B, B)i = Ex[n({0. e1})]/4

1
= 5((3, B)1 — Ex[n({0, e1}) + n({0, —e1}) ] 1a)

for the law 7 of the random conductances. Of course, I" vanishes if the conductances are
deterministic (i.e., if 7 is a Dirac measure). But if the conductances are truly random, then
typically the effective diffusion is not just given by the expected conductance, and in d = 1
one can even show that this is never the case (see the discussion at the top of p. 89 of [19]).
Therefore, I' is typically nonzero, and the solution Y” of (1.1) converges to the solution ¥ of

dYi =0 (Y)dBi + ) ko j(Yp)ore(Yn)Ty; dr.
Jik,

If on the other hand we denote by X" the linear interpolation of the pure jump path X",
then (X", [, X7 dX}) converges to the limit that we would naively expect, namely to the
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Stratonovich rough path above B. From the point of view of stochastic calculus, this is a bit
surprising: After all, there are stability results for Itd integrals [20], while the quadratic vari-
ation (i.e., the difference between Itd and Stratonovich integrals) is very unstable. In fact, we
are not aware of any previous results of this type (naive limit for the Stratonovich rough path,
correction for the Itd rough path), but it seems to be a generic phenomenon. The same effect
appears for periodic diffusions, and we expect to see it for nearly all models treated in the
monograph [19]. On the other hand, for ballistic random walks in random environment, after
centering, a correction to the Stratonovich rough path is identified in terms of the expected
stochastic area on a regeneration interval [23], Theorem 3.3 and [26], Theorem 1.5. Moreover,
for random walks in deterministic periodic environments simple examples for nonvanishing
corrections are available [24], Section 1.2, (or [23], Section 4.2). For processes that can be
handled with the Kipnis—Varadhan approach, we generically expect to see a correction to the
Stratonovich rough path if and only if the underlying Markov process is nonreversible.

Structure of the paper. In the next section, we introduce some basic notions from rough path
theory. Section 3 presents our main result Theorem 3.3, the rough path invariance principle for
additive functionals of stationary Markov processes, which holds under the same conditions
as the abstract result in [19]. The proof is based on recent advances on Itd6 rough paths with
jumps due to Friz and Zhang [12], on stability results for Itd integrals under the so-called
UCYV condition by Kurtz and Protter [20], on Lépingle’s Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality
in p-variation [22], and on repeated integrations by parts together with a new estimate on the
p-variation of stochastic integrals (Proposition 3.8). In Section 4, we apply our abstract result
to three model problems: random walks among random conductances, additive functionals of
Ornstein—Uhlenbeck processes and periodic diffusions. Finally, Section 5 contains the proof
of Proposition 3.8 which might be of independent interest.

Notation. For two families (a;)ies, (bi)ics of real numbers indexed by I the notation a; < b;
means that a; < cb; for every i € I where ¢ € (0, o0) is a constant. Let A7 :={s,t €[0,T]:
s <t} for T > 0. We interpret any function X : [0, T] — R4 also as a function on A7 via
X5 :=X; — X;, (s, 1) € Ar. For a metric space (E, d), we write C([0, T'], E), respectively,
D([0, T], E) for the continuous, respectively, cadlag functions from [0, T'] to E. A function
X : At — E is called continuous, respestively, cadlag if for all s € [0, T') the map ¢ — X ;
on [s, T'] is continuous, respectively, cadlag, and we write C (AT, E), respectively, D(Ar, E)
for the corresponding function spaces.

2. Elements of rough path theory. Here, we recall some basic elements of rough path
theory for Itd rough paths with jumps. See [12] for much more detail.

Let us write || X||oo,[0.7] = Sup;efo,77 1 X¢| (resp., [ Xlloo,[0.77 = SUP(s )en, 1Xs.¢]) to de-
note the uniform norm of X € D([0, T'], RY) (resp., X € D(Ar, R4*dY) For 0 < p < oo and
a normed space (E, | - |g), we define the p-variation of E: Ar — E (and so in particular of
E:[0,T]— E)by

1/p
@.1) IElp 0.1 = (sup )3 |Es,t|P) € [0, +00],
P [s,t]eP

where the supremum is taken over all finite partitions P of [0, 7] and the summation is
over all intervals [s, t] € P. Note that for any 0 < p < g < 00, we have that ||E||4 [0,7] <
I Elp,10,77-

DEFINITION 2.1 (p-variation rough path space). For p € [2, 3), the space Dy ([0, T'],
RY x Rdxd) (resp., Cpvar([0, T1,R? x RI*d)) of cadlag (resp., continuous) p-variation
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rough paths is defined by the subspace of all functions (X, X) € D([0, T'], RY) x D(AT,
R4*4) satisfying Chen’s relation, that is,

(22) Xr,t - Xr,s - Xs,t = Xr,s ® Xs,t
forO0<r<s<t<T,and

1/2
2.3) 1.3, 0,71 = X0l + X1 p.f0.71 + XI5 10.7) < 00

The p-variation Skorohod distance on D ,_y, ([0, T'], (Rd, Réxd )) is

op.10,11((X,. X), (¥,Y)) := {IAlV (IX =Y oAl p 10,77

inf
AeAT
+[X=Yo ) ,00.7)}

where A7 are the strictly increasing bijective functions from [0, T'] onto itself, and |A| =
sup;eo,77 1A () — 1l. The uniform Skorohod distance is defined similarly, except with the
p-variation respectively p/2-variation distance replaced by the uniform distance; see [12],
Section 5, for details.

For X,Y € D([0, T], ]Rd) we use the notation fot Y;_ ® dX; for the left-point Riemann
integral, that is,

t
/ Yi- ® dX; :=/ Yi- ® dX, = lim { > Yu® Xy —XM)},
0 0.1] e [u,v]ePy,
whenever this limit is well defined along an implicitly fixed sequence of partitions (P,) of
[0, ¢] with mesh size going to zero. Note that if X is a semimartingale and Y is adapted to
the same filtration, then this definition coincides with the It6 integral. We remark also that the
iterated integrals

t
X1 :=/ Xsu—®@dX, = Xsu— ® dXy,
s (s,]

satisfy Chen’s relation (2.2). Moreover, so do Xs, ¢t 1 =Xs,s+ (@ —s)T', for any fixed matrix I'.

REMARK 2.2. Note that by Chen’s relation X, ; = Xo ; — Xo s — Xo,s ® X;,; whenever
0 <s <t <T and, therefore,

IX=Yllooo,r1=  sup X5 — Y SI1Xo,. — Yo, lloo,0,7]

0<s<t<T
+ (I1X0,-lloo.i0.71 V 1 Y0, lloo.[0.77) | X0,. — Y0, loc.0,7]-

Consequently, the uniform resp. Skorohod distance of the (one-parameter) paths (X, ., Xg’.)
and (Yp,., Yo,.) controls the uniform resp. Skorohod distance of (X, X) and (¥, Y).

The following lemma by [12] will be useful in the sequel.

LEMMA 2.3. Let (Z",7") be a sequence of cadlag rough paths and let p < 3. Assume
that there exists a cadlag rough path (Z,7) such that (Z",7") — (Z,Z) in distribution in
the Skorohod (resp., uniform) topology and that the family of real valued random variables
((Z"™, ZM)l p.10,71)n is tight. Then (2", Z"") — (Z, Z) in distribution in the p’-variation Sko-
rohod (resp., uniform) topology for all p’ € (p, 3).
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PROOF. This follows from a simple interpolation argument, see the proof of Theorem 6.1
in[12]. O

Invariance principles for rough path sequences guarantee the convergence of the solu-
tions to rough differential equations where the noise is approximated by the path sequence.
Moreover, whenever the second level (the first order “iterated integrals”) of the rough path
has a correction, the limiting path solves a drift-modified rough equation defined explicitly
in terms of the correction. More precisely, [12], Theorem 6.1 and Proposition 6.9, proved
the following. Let (Z") be a sequence of semimartingales and assume that (2", [, ZI'_ dZ?)
converges in distribution in p-variation Skorohod (resp., uniform) distance to a rough path
(Z,7Z), where Z is a semimartingale and Z; ; = fst Zy,—Q®dZ, +T x(t—s)forT" Rdxd
Then the solutions (Y") of

dy/'=o(YL)dZ!, Yi=y,
converge in distribution in the Skorohod (resp., uniform) topology to the solution ¥ of

dY; =0 (Y, )d(Z,Z); =0 (Y,-)dZ; + Z ak0~j(Yt)Uk£(Yt)F£_/ de, Yo=y,
Jik,

where d(Z, Z); denotes rough path integration and dZ; is just the Itd integral.

3. Additive functionals as rough paths. Here, we present our abstract convergence re-
sult for additive functionals of stationary Markov processes. We place ourselves in the con-
text of Chapter 2 in [19]: Let (X;);>0 be a cadlag Markov process in a filtration satisfying
the usual conditions, with values in a Polish space E, and let 7 be a stationary probability
measure for X and Xy ~ w. We assume that the transition semigroup of X can be extended to
a strongly continuous contraction semigroup (7;);>¢ on L%(7r). We write £ for the infinitesi-
mal generator of (7;) and we assume that 7 is ergodic for £, that is, that F' is ;v -almost surely
constant whenever 7 ({LF = 0}) = 1. We also assume that there exists a common core C for
L and L£*, where L£* is the Lz(n)—adjoint of £, and that C contains the constant functions.
We write

1 1
NOTATION 1. We write P or P, (and E or E;;) for the distribution of the stationary
process (X;);>o on the Skorohod space D(R, E). The notation E is reserved for the inte-
gration with respect to 7t on the space E.

DEFINITION 3.1. The space H! is defined as the completion of C with respect to the
norm

IFII3,1 := Ex[F(—L)F] = Ex[F(~Ls)F].

or more precisely we identify F, G € C if || F — G4y =0, and H! is the completion of the
equivalence classes. The space ! is the dual of #!: We define for F € C,

IFI5,-1 == sup Ex[FG)*=sup{2E,[FG]— |G|}
1G5 =1 e

and then 7! is the completion of {F € C : | Flly—1 < oo} withrespect to || - [|4,~1. We define
(-, )31 and (-, -)4,—1 to be the naturally defined scalar products on H' and H~!. If F takes
values in R? we also write F € H'(R?), F € H~'(RY) or F € L*(r, R?), etc, whenever
it is the case coordinatewise. The corresponding norms are then defined, for example, as

IF112, =X IIF)12,,, with scalar product (F, G)y1 = Y0 | (F7, G')yp1.
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Note that if E;[F] # 0 then we can take G = A € C for A € R so that ||G|l;1 =0 and
by sending A — £o00 we see that || F||,,—1 = oo. Therefore, we get that E;[F] =0 for all
FeL*(m)yNnH

Letnow F € H~'(R?) N L?(7x, RY). Our aim is to derive a scaling limit for the (absolutely
continuous) rough path (2", Z"), where

1 nt
i Jus
and the integration with respect to Z!" is in the Riemann—Stieltjes sense. Let us first recall the
following result.

t
7!, = F(X)dr, 20, = f 7', dz!,
S

LEMMA 3.2 ([19], Theorem 2.33).  Assume that 7 is ergodic for L*. Let F € L*(r, R9)N
H_l(Rd) and assume that the solution ®, to the resolvent equation (A — L)®) = F with
A > 0 satisfies

(3.1) Aliglo(ﬁ||<1>x||Lz<n) + || @) — Dl3) =0

for some ® € HY(RDY. Then (Z™M), converges in distribution in C ([0, T], RY) to a Brownian
motion with covariance matrix

(B, B)y =20((0%, ©)y) o eg =20 T (05, D))y

Our aim is to extend Lemma 3.2 to the rough path topology. Our main result is the follow-
ing.

THEOREM 3.3. Let p > 2. Under the assumptions of Lemma 3.2 the process (Z",Z")
converges weakly to

t
(3.2) (Bt,f B, ® odB + Ft>
0 t>0

in the (uniform) p-variation topology on C,_yx ([0, T'], RY x RdXd), where B is the same
Brownian motion as in Lemma 3.2,

t t 1
/(; BS®OdBS ::‘/; Bs®st+§(B’B>l‘

denotes Stratonovich integration, and T is given by the following limit, which exists:
'=1im E;[D) ® LoD, ].
r—0

For the rest of the section, we shall assume without further mention that the conditions of
Theorem 3.3 are satisfied.

REMARK 3.4. As Z" is of finite variation and absolutely continuous the iterated integral
fé Z! ® dZ! “wants” to converge to the Stratonovich integral, and I' describes the area
correction. Note that I' = 0 if £ is symmetric, that is, if X is reversible, so in that case we
indeed obtain the Stratonovich rough path over B.

REMARK 3.5. In Lemma 3.2 and Theorem 3.3, the ergodicity of = with respect to £*
is only needed for proving the tightness of (Z",Z") in the uniform topology. This is rela-
tively subtle because we need tightness of certain martingales MY for which we only know
that E[(MY); — (M¥),] < |t — s|, which is insufficient to apply Kolmogorov’s continuity
criterion. If we can show E[[(MY), — (M¥)s|'T%] < |t — 5|19 for some 8 > 0 and for the
martingales MY of Lemma 3.6 below, then we do not need the ergodicity of 7= with respect
to L* (although we do need ergodicity with respect to £).
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The strategy for proving Theorem 3.3 is to apply Lemma 2.3, which separates the conver-
gence proof into two problems: Showing tightness of the p-variation norms of (Z",Z") and
showing convergence in the Skorohod topology. For the latter, we follow a similar strategy as
in [19] and combine it with tools from rough paths and a simple integration by parts formula.

Let us formally sketch how the correction I' arises, under the assumption that we can
solve the Poisson equation —£® = F (which is, e.g., the case if X has a spectral gap and
E,[F]=0). In that case, we have

1
Jn

for a sequence of martingales (M"). Therefore,

1 n
—=P(Xn) + M;

Jn

7l = —d(Xg) —

t t t
/O Z; ® dz; = /O (®(X0) = @ (Xns)) ® F(Xps) ds + /0 M} ® dZ].
By the ergodic theorem, the first term on the right-hand side converges to
1(P(X0) ® Ex[F]— Ex[® Q F]) =1E;[® ® LP].

To understand the remaining contribution, we use integration by parts: Since Z” is of finite
variation, we have

t t
/ M§®de:Mt”®Z,"—/ Z"® dM".
0 0

Since X is stationary, we have || Z" — M" || ;2. = O(n~'/2), and (Z", M™) converges jointly
to (B, B). The martingale sequence (M") satisfies the “UCV condition” (see Definition 3.14
and the discussion below it for details) and, therefore, [ Z" ® dM" — [§ B; ® dB,. After
passing to the limit, we apply integration by parts once more and deduce that

t t '
/ M§‘®dZ?—>Bt®Bf—f Bs®st=/ B; ® dB; + (B, B);.
0 0 0

So overall

t t 1
/Z§®d2§—>/ BS®ost+§(B,B);+tEﬂ[CI>®£cI>]

0 0
t

=/0 By ® 0dBy + 1 Ex[® ® (—Ls)P]| +1Ex[® ® L]
t

=/ By ® 0dBs + tE;[® Q@ L4 D).

0

3.1. Tightness of the p-variation norms. Throughout this section, we will often use the
following representation of additive functionals.

LEMMA 3.6. Let W € C(R™). Then we have for T > 0,
(3.3) /t LsV(X,)ds = %(M,‘l’ +M} —M},), te€l0,T),
where M Visa martingale and MY isa martingale with respect to the backward filtration
ft —U(Xs s <t), where XS = X7_g, such that
(34)  E[MY),]=E[M"Y)]=2E,[¥ ® (—Ls)W]t =20 (%", W),11), 4 oo

for t € [0, T]. Assume that w is ergodic for L*. Then under the rescaling T — nT
and M,\IJ " =p~l/ 2M,\£ and similarly for MY"" both processes converge in distribution in
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D([0, T1,R™) to a Wiener process. If G, H € L*(x,R™) and Ay, = [! [ G(X,,)dr, ®
H(X,)dr forO<s <t <T,then

(3.5) Ay = f / G(Xy,)dr, ® dM — ~ / G(X,,)dr, ® dM
T—r
+ Efs G(X,)dr® (M}, — M;’_t)

t ri
(3.6) + / / G(X,,)dry ® (H — LsW)(X,,) dr1.

PROOF. The representation (3.3) is obtained, for example, by applylng Dynkin’s formula
to W(X) and W(X) on [0, u], u € [0, T], and then computing MY + My — MY . Tf W2 is
in the domain of £, then also (3.4) follows from Dynkin’s formula otherw1se we use an
approximation argument (see p. 35 of [19]). For the convergence of MY and MY", see
the proof of Theorem 2.32/2.33 in [19]. The representation for A ; follows by writing the
integral against M ;’_. as a limit of Riemann sums—note that [, G(X,)dr is continuous and
of finite variation, so the integral is defined pathwise and we do not need to worry about
quadratic covariations or the difference between forward and backward integral. [

In order to show that ||(Z", Z")|| p,j0,7] is a tight sequence of real valued random variables,
we first recall the following estimate.

LEMMA 3.7 ([14], Corollary 3.5). Let G € L*>() N 7—(‘1 and T > 0 and p > 2. Then

[H/ GXs)ds OO[OTJ<E[H/ GO as|

PROOF. The inequality from the left is immediate from the definition of the norms. For
the second estimate, see Corollary 3.5 in [14]. This corollary is written for the specific process

studied in [14], but the proof carries over verbatim to the general situation considered here.
O

<STIGIZ,.
p,[0, T]] H

In particular, we get
(3.7) E[sup|Z; ] < B2 [} 0.0 ] S TIF

To bound ||Z" || y,10,7], we need the following auxiliary result, which is the core technical
result of this section and which replaces the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality for local
martingale rough paths of [6, 12] in the case where only the integrator is a local martingale.

PROPOSITION 3.8. Let (Y):e[0,1] be a predictable cadlag process with Yo = 0 and such
that E[|| Y”?),[O,T]] < 0o for some p > 2 and let (N;):¢(0,1] be a cadlag local martingale with

E[(N)r] < 00. Define As s := ft Y rdN,.Then foranyq > 4p/(p+2) >2and0 <e <1/2
E[IAllg310.m] < (1+EY I 10,7y] ) E[N) 7],

To not disrupt the flow of reading, we give the proof in Section 5 below (see, in particular,
the more precise result in Proposition 5.2).

REMARK 3.9. After we submitted the first version of this paper to the arXiv, a preprint
by Friz and Zorin-Kranich [11] appeared in which, among others, they derive an improved
version of the last estimate which has the correct scaling.
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COROLLARY 3.10. Let G, H € H~ ' N L2() and set
t r
A= [ G anHX)an.
S S

Then we have for all p >2 and T > 0 and ¢ € (0,1/2),
E[IAIL 5 0.0 S (14 TY2IG3-0) (14 T2 H 1 30).

PROOF. Lemma 3.6 shows that

1 t ri
Agy = Ef / G(X,z)drsz“’ - = / G(X,,)dr,dM)
s Js T—r
1 ! S\ S
(3.8) +5 f G(X,)dr(My_, — M7_))
S
t r

+f f G(X,,)dry(H — LsW)(X,,)dry.

S N

The first two terms on the right-hand side will be controlled with Proposition 3.8 and
Lemma 3.7. The third term (3.8) is bounded by

t .
(3.9) % / G(X,)dr(M{_, — M}_,) §H /O G(X,)dr pM||M‘”||,,,[T_t,r_s],
and the fourth term by
t/rl G(X,,)dry(H — LSID)(X,I)drl
(3.10) -
< s f G(X,,)dr / |(H — LsW)(X,.)| dr.
rels

Recall also Lépingle’s p-variation Burkholder—-Davis—Gundy inequality (see Theorem A.2),
and note that E[[MY]7] = E[{M"¥)7] which can be easily seen by stopping the local mar-
tingale [M¥] — (M"Y) and then applying monotone convergence. Combining Proposition 3.8
with (3.8)—(3.10), we obtain

[”A” /2 [0, T]]

< <1+E[Hf0'c(xr)dr

+[E[W*),)"7) +E|

2

)+ et e

2 (1-8)/2
|
p.[0,T]

p.[0,T

(1-#)/2
p,[0,T] ]

/0' G(X,)dr

. 21(1—¢)/2 T 21(1—¢)/2
+E[ sup / G(X,,)dr) } E[(/ |(H—£S\P)(X,1)|dr1>}
re[0,771Y0 0
. 2 12
,S(H—E[ [ Goxnw ] )(1+T1/2||IIJ||H1+T||H—£swan(,,>)
p,[0,T]

SA+T2IGly) (L 4+ T2 Wil + TIH — LWl 2r))

for 0 < e < ;, where the last step follows from Lemma 3.7. Now we take ¥ = qD

the solution to the Poisson equation (A — ES)CDH = —H. Note that in general dDH ¢ C
but we can approximate CDH with functions in C and get the same estimate. Then stan-
dard estimates for the solutlon of the resolvent equation (see equation (2.15) in [19]) give
15 51 + VAP I 12y S I1H [l44-1, and since H — Ls P4 = 2®1 we can send A — 0 to
deduce the claimed estimate. [
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COROLLARY 3.11. The sequence (||Z" | p,10,711l, Z" | p2,10,71)n i tight for all T > 0,
p>2.

PROOF. By equation (3.7), it suffices to show that E[||Z" ||;,728’[0?T]] < C for all n and

some ¢ € (0, 1). But this follows from Corollary 3.10: We set G = H =n~!/?F and replace
T with nT to obtain for any ¢ € (0, 1/2),

E[|z" ”;7;,[0]]] ST+ @D 2 [n= 2F- )0+ D)V [n =2 F )

=(1+T"2|Flly-1)* 0

3.2. Convergence of the full path. To prove tightness of the p-variation norms, we
worked with the forward-backward decomposition of Lemma 3.6. But since the process M ¥
from that lemma is only a martingale in the backward filtration, this decomposition is not

useful for identifying the limit. So here we work instead with the following decomposition
based on the resolvent equation.

LEMMA 3.12. For A > 0, we write @, _for the solution of the resolvent equation (A —
LYD;, = F.Then

(3.11) MDA 2y + 125, < IF 5,

and there exists a martingale M*1 with Mé’l = 0 and with E[(Mk*l),] =2E;[P) ®
(—Ls) D, 1t, such that

t t
/0 F(X,)ds = &5 (Xo) — 5.(X,) + /0 A0 (Xy) ds + MM =t RM + M

PROOF. This formally follows by applying Dynkin’s formula to ®;, and to make it rig-
orous if &) ® @, ¢ dom(L) one can use an approximation argument (see p. 35 of [19]).
[l

We write M,k’” = n_l/ZM,'1\,’l and R,A’n = n_l/erXzil-

LEMMA 3.13. Assume (3.1). Then there exist processes R", M" € D(R, RY) such that
forall T >0andn € N,

lim [E[sup]M," - M,k’n\z] + IE[sup|R;1 - R?""’z]] =0.

A0t Lor t<T

Moreover, M" is a martingale with E[{M");] =2t lim; o0 E; [Py ® (—Ls) D, ].
PROOF. This is all shown in [19]; see Lemma 2.9 and (2.26) therein. [
The following notion was introduced by Kurtz—Protter [20].
DEFINITION 3.14 (UCV condition). Let (X"),>1 C D([0, T],R) be a sequence of

cadlag local martingales. We say that (X"),>¢ satisfies the Uniformly Controlled Variation
(UCV) condition if

sup E[[X"];] < co.
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Strictly speaking, this is a very particular special case of the definition by Kurtz and Prot-
ter, who are much more permissive and consider general semimartingales rather than local
martingales, and they allow for localization with stopping times as well as truncation of large
jumps. But here we only need the special case above.

The celebrated result of Kurtz—Protter [20] guarantees the convergence in the Skorohod
topology of the stochastic integrals of a sequence of cadlag local martingales satisfying the
UCYV condition. Before we state it, recall that a sequence of processes (Y"),en in D(R, RY)
is called C-tight if it is tight in the Skorohod topology and all limit points are continuous
processes.

THEOREM 3.15 ([20], Theorem 2.2). Let (X",Y"),=1 C D([0, T],R?) be converg-
ing in probability in the Skorohod topology (or jointly in distribution) to a pair (X,Y) €
D([0, T1,R?), where X", Y" are adapted to some given filtrations F". Suppose that (X ")n>1
is a sequence of local martingales which satisfies the UCV condition. Then X is a semimartin-
gale in a filtration with respect to which Y is adapted and (X", Y", [, Y dX7) converges to
(X, Y, [oYs—dXy) as n — oo in probability (or weakly) in D([0, T, R3). In particular, if in
addition [yY;_dX; € C([0,T],R), then [, Y dXV is C-tight.

Note that the assumption that (X", Y"*),>1 converges as a pair in D([0, T'], R?) is stronger
than the joint convergence of (X"),>1 and (Y"),>1 in D([0, T], R). In particular, by the
continuous mapping theorem it implies, for example, the convergence of X"Y" to XY in
D([0, T], R). This leads to the following application.

COROLLARY 3.16. Let (X", Y"),>1 C D([0, T], R?) satisfy the same assumptions as in
Theorem 3.15. If in addition (Y,)),>1 is a sequence of semimartingales and (X", Y", [ X", Y"])
converges to (X, Y, A) in probability (or jointly in distribution) in D([0, T], R3), where Y is
a semimartingale and A is an adapted cadlag process of finite variation, then

<X”,Y”,/0 X" dYS",/O Y;’_dxg> — <X, Y,fo X,_dY, 4 [X, Y]—A,/O Ys_dXs)

in probability (or weakly) in D([0, T1,RY. In particular, if in addition [y X,_dY, €
C([0,T],R), then [y X}_dY]" is C-tight.

PROOF. Using integration by parts, we have
/0 Xg_dy{ =X"Y" — XoYy — /0 Y dxy —[X",Y"],

so that the claim follows from the Kurz—Protter result together with another integration by
parts:

X.Y,—XOYO—f.YS,dXS—A:/'Xs,dYs—i—[X,Y]—A. 0
0 0
The following corollary completes the proof of Theorem 3.3.

COROLLARY 3.17. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.3 the process (Z",7") con-
verges in distribution in the p-variation topology on C (R4, R4 @ R4®d ) to

t
(3.12) <Bt,/ B, ® odB + Ft) ,
0 >0
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where B is a d-dimensional Brownian motion with covariance

2t lim E [CDA Y (—,Cs)CDA] =2t im (®;, @D, )41,
r—0 A—0

and where

I'=1m E;[®) ® LoD, ].
r—0

PROOF. Let Z" = M" + R"™ as above. In Theorem 2.32 of [19], it is shown that both
(M™) and (Z") converge in distribution in the Skorohod topology on D (R, R?) to a Brow-
nian motion B with covariance (B, B); = 2tlim_,9 E; [Py ® (—Lg)P,]. Therefore, both
Z" and M" are C-tight, and thus also R" is C-tight. It is shown in Proposition 2.8 of [19]
that E[| R} |21 — 0 for each fixed t > 0, which together with the C-tightness gives the conver-
gence of R" to zero in distribution in C (R, R¢) (and thus in probability because the limit
is deterministic). Since Z" = M" + R", this gives the joint convergence of (Z", M", R") in
distribution in C (R, R34) to (B, B, 0). By the “moreover” part of Lemma 3.13 M" satisfies
UCV. Also, using the absolute continuity of Z" we have that [M", Z"] = 0 a.s. and, therefore,
Corollary 3.16 is applicable and we deduce the joint convergence

<Zn’ e /'Mg ® dzg) N (B, B, f B, ® dB, + (B, B)).
0 0
It remains to study the term f, R} ® dZ}. We claim that for all T > 0,

|=o

(3.13) lim E[sup

n—00 (<T

t
/0 (R" +n~12®,_1(X,5)) ® dZ7

Indeed, first note that

-1 -1
R — R " =M " — M.

N

As Z" is absolutely continuous, integration by parts implies that

! _
fo (R" — R" '™ @ dz"
3.14
( ) ! n n nil,n n n_l,n n
= Ozs®d(M$_Ms )_(Mt_Ml )®Zt‘

But

E[sup| M — My " P < 1@ — @112, 0.
t<T
and by equation (3.7) we know that sup, E[sup,.7 |Z;l|2] < 1. Hence, the second term
on the right-hand side can be controlled with the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality. Using the
Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality and the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we bound the in-
tegral term in (3.14) as follows:

E[sup
< d n|2 n_ agm
<ef| [M1zz e -

t _
| zi oy — ')

t<T

N

1/2}

S E[sup|Z;| x |[M" — M "][]

t<T

,1,n|2]1/z o

1/2
SE[sup|; "] E[sup|m; - ]
t<T

t<T
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where in the last line we also used the “inverse direction” of the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy
inequality. Therefore,

t _

]E|:sup /0 (R} — R} 1’”) ® dZy

t<T

]—>0.

The remaining term in (3.13) involves only the continuous finite variation process R;’_l’” +
n*1/2d>n71 (Xns), so that we can apply Lemma A.1 to obtain

1 nt —1 B
ﬁfo (R'_;" +n 12, -1(Xy)) ® F(X,)ds

rooo
/O(Rg M2, (X)) @ dZ"

limsupE [sup

n—o00o t<T

}

. -1 _ 12
,ShmsupE[ sup |RZ,1;" +n 1/2CI>n_1(X,))ds|2] T2 Fly1.

n—oo t§nT

=limsupE [sup

n—00 t<T

To bound the expectation on the right-hand side, note that

I[E[sup\R,"_1 T2 (Xr) \2]
t<T

2

SE[|n"2d,-1(X0)|?] —HE[sup }

t<T

nt
n*l/Z/ n~l® _1(X,)ds
0

Sn NP a gy + TP D1 172

=1+ T2 D117

and since according to assumption (3.1) the right-hand side vanishes for n — oo, we
deduce (3.13). Therefore, it suffices to study the limit of fé n_]/2d>n_1(an) ® dZ} =
nl [ ®, 1 (Xys) ® F(Xys)ds. Let A > 0, then

n~! / m(cbn-l — @;)(Xps) ® F(Xpy)ds
0

E[sup ] <TE[[(®,-1 — D) Q F|]

t<T

=T[P,-1 = il 1F N3,

and by assumption the right-hand side converges to T'||® — ®; ||o1 || F|l4-1, which goes to
zero for A — 0. Moreover, by the ergodic theorem the term n! 51 "o, (Xns) ® F(X,5)ds
converges almost surely and in L' (P) to 1 E,[®; ® F]. By Lemma A.3 in the Appendix, this
convergence is even uniform in ¢ € [0, T']: to get the required uniform integrability note that

sup

nT
<n”! / |05, (Xns) ® F(Xns)|ds,
t€[0,T] 0

nt
n_lf() D, (Xns) @ F(Xps)ds

and the right-hand side converges in L! by the ergodic theorem. Now it suffices to send 1 — 0
to deduce that ¢ — fot R! ® dZ} converges to the deterministic limit 7 > ¢ limy 0 E;[®; ®
F] in probability in C (R4, R9*?). Consequently,

t
(2", 7") — <B,f0 By ® dB; + (B. B); — 1 lim Ex[®; ® F])

4 1
= <B, / By ® odBy + = (B, B); —t lim E;[®; ® F]),
0 2 2—0
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and finally we have

lim E;[®P) ® F]= lim E‘n[q))L ® (A — E)CDA] = lim En[qDX ® (—E)CD)\]
A—0 r—0 r—0

because v/A®d; — 0 in Lz(n). The limit on the left-hand side exists because ®; con-
verges in H! and F € H~!, and thus also the limit on the right-hand side exists. Moreover,
%(B, B); =tlimy 0 E;[D); ® (—Ls)D,] and since L — Lg = L4 we get the claimed form
' =1lim)_ ¢ E;[P) ® L4P;] (and in particular this limit exists). [

4. Applications. To illustrate the applicability of our results, we derive here scaling lim-
its in the rough path topology for three classes of models, random walks with random conduc-
tances, Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process with divergence free drift, and diffusions with periodic
coefficients.

4.1. Random walks with random conductances. We place ourselves in the setting of
Chapter 3.1 of [19] or [25]. Namely, let

n={n(tx,y}) =n(y.x}) :x,y €29, |x —y| =1}

be a set of numbers with 0 < ¢ < n({x, y}) < C for all x, y and let us write X" for the
continuous time random walk in Z¢ with Xg = 0 and that jumps from x to y (resp., from y
to x) with rate n({x, y}). Since the rates are bounded from above this random walk exists for
all times. We interpret n({x, y}) as the conductance on the bond {x, y}. To simplify notation,
we will write

n(x, y) =n(y, x) =n({x, y})
from now on. We are interested in the situation where (n({x, y}))|x—y|=1 is an i.i.d. family of

random variables (and each n(x, y) still takes values in [c, C]).

4.1.1. Scaling limit for the Ito rough path. Let us write 7 for the distribution of n and
write X ;7_ = lim;4, X{ and then
t
X7, = / X! _®dx].
)
We also define

t
XM =n"12x), X} =/ XU @ dxI".
N

S, r—

Our aim is to show an invariance principle in the rough path topology for (X", X"7") under
the annealed measure

| ELF (e am.

The corresponding annealed invariance principle for X" in the Skorohod topology is estab-
lished in Chapter 3.1 of [19]. The approach there is based on writing X" as an additive
functional of a certain Markov process plus a martingale, and on applying Lemma 3.2 to the
additive functional. The Markov process is the “environment as seen from the walker”: For
x € Z9 let us write

Tn(y,2) =n(y +x,z+x),

and then we define

Ne = Ty,
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which is a cadlag process with values in the compact space [c, C ]Ed equipped with the prod-
uct topology, where E¢ = {{x, y} : x, y € Z¢, |x — y| = 1} are the bonds in Z¢. We write

Fr=o(X!vn:s<i),

so that (n;) is adapted to (F;). In the following, all martingales are with respect to (F;) and
the annealed measure, unless explicitly stated otherwise.

LEMMA 4.1 ([19], Lemma 3.1). The process (n;):>0 is Markovian with respect to (F;),
with generator

LFm) = Y_ 10, y)(F(tyn) — F))
yeZd:
yI=1

and with reversible and ergodic invariant distribution 7.

In Lemma 3.1 of [19], the filtration with respect to which the Markov property holds is not
specified, but (a slight modification of) their proof shows that we can take (F;) and not just
the canonical filtration of (7).

Let us define the local drift F : [c, C1E* — R? by
Fm)y=Y_ yn.y).

lyl=1

It is shown on page 86 of [19] that there exists a cadlag martingale (N;);>0 such that
t
4.1 X?:Nt+/0 F(ns)ds =: N, + Z,,

and, therefore, X;"" = NI + Z" with the obvious definition of the rescaled processes N
and Z". The idea is now to apply the invariance principle for additive functionals to Z”"
and to apply the martingale central limit theorem to N”. Recall that (1) is reversible, so
by the discussion in Chapter 2.7.1 in [19] we have F € L3(r) N1 ! and the assumptions
of Theorem 3.3 are satisfied. Of course, we also have to understand the joint convergence
of (N",Z"), and for that purpose on page 88 of [19] the predictable quadratic covariation
between N” and the martingale M*" from the decomposition of Lemma 3.12 is derived,
namely for a, b € R,

(4.2) (aN" +bM"*, aN" + bM™"),
1 ot
4.3) =y - /0 150, y)(@y -+ b(®;.(ty15) — ;. (1)) 2 ds
lyl=1

A simple adaptation of Theorem 3.2 in [19] now leads to the following.

LEMMA 4.2. Under the annealed measure the pair (N", Z") converges in distribution
in the Skorohod topology on D(R,, R?4) 10 a 2d-dimensional Brownian motion (B, B%)
such that for a, b € R,

(aBY +bB?% aB" +bB?)

=1 lim 37 Ex[n(0. y)(ay +b(®x(yn) — 22(m))*’]
lyl=1

4.4)

Moreover, the sequence of processes (N") satisfies the UCV condition.
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Combining this result with Theorem 3.3, we easily obtain the following convergence in
rough path topology.

THEOREM 4.3. The process (X", XT") converges in distribution in the p-variation

rough path topology to
t
0 t>0

where B is a Brownian motion with covariance
) 2
(B, B)y =1 lim, 3 Ex[000, ) (v + (@ (tyn) — D1(m)) ],

Iyl=1
and where for the unit matrix 15 and the vector e; = (1,0, ...,0) € 74,
1
I'= 5(39 B)l - Eﬂ[n(oa el)]ld'

PROOF. Using (4.2) together with the arguments from the proof of Corollary 3.17, it is
not hard to strengthen Lemma 4.2 to obtain the joint convergence

: 1
(N", 2", 7 ) — <BN, BZ,/O B? ® dBf + 5(BZ, BZ)>.

Since the limit is continuous the triple is even C-tight and, therefore, also X" = N" 4+ Z"
converges in distribution in the Skorohod topology to B = B? + B, and the convergence is
jointly with (N", Z", Z; ). The iterated integrals of X" are given by

t t
(4.5) Xgr = /0 X" ® dN + /O N!_® dZ} + Zg,.

Recall from Lemma 4.2 that N" satisfies the UCV property. Since Z" is continuous and of
finite variation, we get from Theorem 3.15 and Corollary 3.16 the joint convergence

<Nn,zn, g.,xrz,n’/ Xf_@dN{‘,/ N?_®dZ§‘)
, b 0 fy :

: 1
- (BN, BZ,/ BZ ® dBZ + 5(15'2, B%), B,
0

/'BS@;dBjV,/'BS’V@;dBSZqL(BN,BZ)).
0 0

Since all the limiting processes are continuous the tuple is C-tight and the joint convergence
extends to sums of the entries, so from (4.5) we get

n ' 1
(X" X5 — (B,/O By ® dB, + 5(BZ, B%)+(BV, BZ))

2 2
and by (4.4) the last term on the right-hand side is given by

1 t
=B, BY) == 3 Ex[n(0,7)y®)]
lyl=1

- (3, /0 B, ® dB, + - (B, B) — L(BV, BN))

=~ En0.e)] Y y®y
[yl=1

= —1E-[n(0,e1)]l4.
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To complete the proof, it remains to show tightness of the p-variation. Since (3.1) holds
in the reversible case (see [19], Section 2.7.1) Theorem 3.3 implies that (||Z"| . [0,7] +
I1Z"™|| pj2,10,7)n is tight. For the first level of the rough path, we have || X", 0,7] <
INullpj0,71 + I1Z" |l p,10, 77, and IE[||N”||?L[0’T]] S E[(N")r] S 1 by Theorem A.2 together
with (4.2), and we already know that || Z" ||, [0, 7] is tight. From (4.5), we get

t
o < ” (/ X" ® dN”)
“ “p/z,[o,T]— s F "Jo<s<i<T
+1Z" ,2.00.17-

t
#l([ w0z
s ’ 0<s<t<T Il p/2,[0,T]

We apply Proposition 3.8 for the first term on the right-hand side and obtain

t
([ 5 o0r)
s O<s<t<T

where p’ € (2, p). The second term on the right-hand side can be controlled via integration by
parts and a similar application of Proposition 3.8. And we already know that (|| Z" || ,/2,{0,7])n
is tight. Hence we get the tightness of (|| X™"||,,/2.10,71)x and this concludes the proof. [

p/2,[0,T]

1—¢

2 1/2
| <0 +B0X 0 1)
p/2,10,T]

x (L+E[IN")]7%) < 1.

REMARK 4.4. We did not really use that the conductances are i.i.d., and the same proof
works if they are only ergodic with respect to the shifts on Z?. In that case, the correction I
of Theorem 4.3 is given by

1
= §<B’ B) —diag(Ex[n(0,e1)], ..., Ex[n(0,eq)]),

where diag(...) is a diagonal matrix with the respective entries on the diagonal. In the i.i.d.
setting and for d > 2, we expect that it is possible to get stronger results (Holder topology
instead of p-variation, speed of convergence, convergence under the quenched measure) by
using the spectral gap result of [13].

4.1.2. Scaling limit for the Stratonovich rough path. In our discrete setting of the random
walk in random environment, it seems natural to consider the It iterated integrals f; X ;’," _®
dX,"". But of course this is not the only option, and we might also turn X” into a continuous

path by connecting the jumps piecewise linearly, as it is often done for Donsker’s invariance

principle. More precisely, if 7', k =1, 2, ... are the jump times of the process X"", then we
set
- t—op
X=X ——E X
£ Ok T O kT

foroy <t < cr,f+1. We then define X?,n = fS’ )_(?rn ® dX", and as usual X?’n = 5_{8’?. Note
that sup, - IX7" — X" | <n~1/? and, therefore, X" converges to the same Brownian mo-
tion as X", The difference arises only on the level of the iterated integrals: We have

Okt sn.n - 1 nn Z,fn(r,:‘ | nn nn
Xy, @ dX" = (o' — o)X 4 X e X
/o,f 0 : 2( 1 = %) %Ok Of41 = OF % % ke

1
= —(XZ%” + X5 Yo X!

n n .
2 Ok+1 Ok :0k+1
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Therefore,
k—1
R X _jgo(/a,- X @ axyn - X0 @ X! %)
lk 1

Z

/+1

Note that the sequence (r)(k) :={n(s) :s € lk,k + 11}k>0 is stationary and ergodic with
respect to the shift map 6(n®);=0 = (*+1);=¢. Using the ergodic theorem and the fact
that a,? = nakl, for any fixed ¢t > 0, we have

1
” Z ak 6k+1 :% Z (Xg_s)®2

k gk <t O<s<nt

1 lnt]—1

= L;—,ZJW ( > (Z ylﬂ(5)=fyn(s—))®2>

k=0 ‘“k<s<k+1 ‘|y|=1
1 ®2
+ 2_ Z (Xg— s)
n lnt]<s<nt

lnt]—1

lnt] 1 () 1

_2n LntJ kzollle ))+0<>
t

> LB (1))

_t 0 ®2

S |

where the convergence as n — oo is in LY(P,) (easy to see) and P, almost surely (to be
justified below), and where 6° =i.d., O¥ :=0*~16 for k > 1, and

®2
(4.0) ‘I’((n(k))kzo) = \p(’l(o)) = Z (Z yﬂn(s)=ryn(s—)> .
O<s<l1 *|y|=1

To see that the 0(%) term converges P, almost surely to zero, note that by stationarity and

since the norm of 7 > > o<, (3_|y=1 y]ln(s):,m(s,))@2 € R?*9 is increasing in ¢ on the
diagonal terms it follows that

1 5|2 1
Eﬂl:z_ Z (Xg—s)® ‘ ]Sn_zEn[

lnt]<s<nt
Our jump rates are uniformly bounded and the size of each jump is bounded by 1 and, there-
fore, the expectation on the right-hand side is finite. Consequently,

E, [Z

n

> )]

0<s<l1

1 2
2_ Z (Xg— s)®2‘ :| < o0,

|nt|<s<nt

and thus the summands converge almost surely to zero.



1468 J.-D. DEUSCHEL, T. ORENSHTEIN AND N. PERKOWSKI

By Lemma A.3 in the Appendix, the L' (7r)-convergence holds even uniformly on compact
time intervals. Let us compute the limit: Since the additive functional in the decomposition
of X" in (4.1) does not jump we have X ,’7_, ; = Ni—; for all > 0 and, therefore,

B X ()] =E] 5 ()% =B X o]

0<j:a]-1§1 0<t<1 0<t<l1

=E.[[N,Nli]=E[(N,N)1]=(B", BY),.
Therefore,
_ 1
4.7 (X" =X [0,7] 2(<3Nv BN)t)te[O,T] asn — oo,

and since the left-hand side is increasing in the sense of positive definite matrices, and thus
in norm and the convergence is uniform in L', it holds even for the 1-variation norm. In the
proof of Theorem 4.3, we saw that

1 1

~(BN, BN), = ~(B, B), — I't,

2< >[ 2 < )t
so together with (4.7) and the fact that the Stratonovich integral equals fé By ® odBs =

fo By ® dB; + 5 (B B);, we deduce for the case of linear interpolations that the limit is the
Stratonovich Browman rough path, with no correction.

COROLLARY 4.5. Let (X", X"") be the linear interpolation of the path X" and its
corresponding iterated integral defined above. Then (X"", X""") converges in distribution in
the p-variation topology to (B, [y B; @ odBy), where B is the same Brownian motion as in
Theorem 4.3, and o denotes Stratonovich integration.

4.2. Additive functional of Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process with divergence-free drift. In
this section, we give a simple example of an additive functional of an Ornstein—Uhlenbeck
process with divergence free drift with a nonvanishing area anomaly, that is, so that the cor-
rection I from (3.2) is nonzero. Let U : R> — R be given by U (x) = %lxl2 — log2m and
let

b(x) = (;):2) e VW = Axe VU™ where A = <(1) _01) )

Note that b is divergence-free. We define the operator
Lf=Af—=VU-Vf—be” Vf=e'V.(e7VVf)-beV -V,
which is the generator of the Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process
dX; = —VU(X;)dr — b(X)eV XD dr + V2dW, = —(I + A) X, dt +~2dW,.

One can check that 77 (dx) = e~Y™ dx is invariant for X. Indeed, if f € C,% (R?), then inte-
gration by parts yields

/Efe Udx = / e UVF)—b-Vf)dx
:/(Vl-(e_UVf)+fV-b)dx:0,

because V - b = 0. We consider X started in the invariant measure and we are interested in

the rough path limit of
1 nt
=— X, ds.
NG Jy e
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For that purpose, let F(x) = x. Since X has a spectral gap, it converges exponentially fast to
its invariant measure and we can directly solve the Poisson equation —L£® = F, that is, there
is no need to first consider the resolvent equation (A — £)®; = F and then send A — 0. To
compute the explicit solution to the Poisson equation, we use the standard ansatz

Cn Clz) (X1) <C11X1 + C12X2>
) o (C21 Cxn) \x2 Coix1 + Cxxz

Writi: d2>(x) = (g;g;), then V& (x) = (gg;g;) = (g; g;) = C for ®(x) = Cx. Hence, for
J =1, 4,

—LPi(x)=([+A)x—-V)-VO;jx)=UI+A)x-Cj.,
or more compactly
—LO(x)=C{ + A)x.
The equation —L® (x) = F(x) = x then yields
CU+A)=1I

1 L1 1

The Ornstein—Uhlenbeck operator has a spectral gap, so condition (3.1) is satisfied; see [19],
Theorem 2.18. By Theorem 3.3, we get the convergence

t
(2", 7") —> (B, (/ B, o dB, + Ft) )
0 1€[0,T]

in distribution in p-variation, where B is a Brownian motion with covariance
(B', BY), = 2t Ex[®' (= L)' ] = 2t E-[(Cx) (Cx)’] =2t (C;1Cj1 + C2C ) =1,

Since A2 = —1I, this implies

where we used that under 7 the coordinates (x!, xz) are independent standard Gaussians, and
where

i . i . C
Tij = Ex[® L4®] = E;[(Cx)'(~CAx)/] = (Ci1  Ci2) Ex[x(Ax)T] (CJ;)
J
_ 2 .
=(Ci1 Ci2)Ex [( xl)zcz A >i| (gji) =—-CpCj1 +Ci1Cjz
J

—X5  X1X2
(0 —1
“\1l 0).-

ij

In particular, we see a nontrivial correction to the iterated integrals of B.

4.3. Diffusions with periodic coefficients. Consider a smooth Z9-periodic function a :
R? — R4*4 and L =V - (aV), that is,

d

Lf() =) (aij(x)d;8; f (x) + 8a;j (x)9; f (x)).

i,j=1
We assume that the symmetric part of a is uniformly elliptic (a itself is not necessarily sym-
metric). Then there is a unique diffusion process associated with L, with coefficients

d d
dX{ =" daij (X)) dr + 2 0 (X)) AW,
i=1 i=1
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where
1 1
o=vVa¥, aszi(a+a*), aAzi(a—a*).

To simplify notation, we write

d
bj :Za,-a,-j =V ca.j
i=1
SO
dX, = b(X,)dt + V20 (X,) dW,.
We assume that X¢ is uniformly distributed on [—%, %]d (just so that the Markov process Y
below is stationary) and we want to understand the large scale behavior of X in rough path
topology, for which we will derive the following result.
THEOREM 4.6. Let
X"=n"12X,,, tel0,T].

Then the following convergence holds in p-variation rough path topology:

t t
(X;’,f X§®odX§>—> <Bt,/ Bs®ost+tF>,
0 0

where I' 1= f(VCIDi . (—aA)Vq)j)i,j:l .....
V. (aVD) = b

adx, ® solves the Poisson equation

and B is a Brownian motion with quadratic variation
(B', BY), =21 /(vqﬂ +ei)-aS(VO/ +ej)dx,

for the standard basis (e, . .., eq) of R%. For the It6 rough path, we see an additional cor-
rection:

t t 1
(X,",/O X' ® dxg?)—> (B,,fo B, ® dBS+E(B,B),—t/anx+tF>.

REMARK 4.7. The convergence of the Stratonovich rough path was previously shown by
Lejay and Lyons [21], Proposition 6. Their proof uses the fact that we control all moments of
X, from where the required tightness in Holder topology (which is stronger than p-variation)
easily follows via a Kolmogorov continuity criterion for rough paths, and there is no need to
invoke a result like Proposition 3.8. Our general approach has the advantage that it applies
to a much wider class of models and that we can apply it without having to do additional
estimations, but in this special case it gives a weaker result.

We now sketch the proof of the claimed convergence. Let us rewrite
Y[ = Xt mod Zd .

Since the coefficients of X are periodic, Y is a Markov process with values in T¢ = (R/Z)?,
with generator £ given by the same expression as L, except now it acts on C>(T¢) rather
than on C2(R?). The Lebesgue measure on T< is invariant for Y, and we have

d
Ad bj(x)dx :/;Td;é)ia,-j(x)dx =0
=

by the periodic boundary conditions.
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Therefore, we can write (slightly abusing notation by also considering b, o etc. as func-
tions on T¢)

nt nt
12X, :n—1/2f0 b(Ys)ds+n_1/2/O V20 (Yy) dW; = Z" + M",
where M" is a martingale with quadratic variation
wii 2 (M, 2 g 2 g
(M™); :;/0 (oo ),‘j(Xs)dS:;/(; al-j(Xs)ds:;/o a;; (Ys)ds,

and where Z" is a functional that we can control with our tools from Section 3. By the uniform
ellipticity of a5 together with the Poincaré inequality, we have for all f with [ f dx =0,

/f(—c)fdx=/Vf-andx=fo.aSVfdxz/|Vf|2dxsz2dx,

that is, £ has a spectral gap and Y is exponentially ergodic. Thus (M"); — 2t [a(x)dx,
from where we can show with some more work that M" — B for a d-dimensional Brown-
1an motion with covariance

(BM, BM)I = 2tfas(x) dx.
Since M" satisfies the UCV condition, the convergence of the lifted path also holds in the
p-variation rough path topology for every p > 2 by Proposition 3.8.
—Ld=-V.(aVd)=0,

which is given by ® = [;° P,bdr, where (P;) is the semigroup of Y. The time integral
converges because P;b converges exponentially fast to [bdx = 0. Since Y has a spectral
gap, the conditions of Theorem 3.3 are satisfied (see [19], Theorem 2.18) and, therefore,
(Z", [y Z} @ dZ7}) converges to the corrected Stratonovich rough path

(BZ,/ B? ® 0odB? +z/c1>®£Aq>dx),
0
where BZ is a Brownian motion with covariance
(BZ, B?) = 2/ Q! (—Lg) D! dx =2/ Vo . a5V dx,
and where

(/@@EACDdx) :—fVcb" (a*V /) dx.
ij

It remains to understand the quadratic covariation of BM and BZ, as well as the cross-
integrals [ Z" @ dM" and [ M" ® dZ". To derive the covariation, note that we get with
the solution to the Poisson equation &,

1 1o o & :
7 = (@)~ () + [REED IR SLA ST

ji=1

=R} =N}
and the covariation of N"* and M”" is thus given by

9 et 4 _
(N", M")) = ;/0 Z P (Xs)oke(Xs)oje(Xs)ds

k=1
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nt 4

2

== Rd'ad (X,)d
nfo gk ad;(Xs)ds
—>2t/28kd>akj

so that B = BZ + BM™ is a Brownian motion with covariance
(B, B), = (BM, BM) +(B*, B?), +2(B%, BM),

zzzf(afj+vq>’ SVdD’—l-ZZkaI)’akJ) dx
k=1 ij

=2t /((vcbi +ei)-a*(VO/ +¢;)),; dx.
The cross-iterated integrals satisfy according to Theorem 3.15 and Corollary 3.16,

fz§®dM;'—>/B§®dBj”,
0 0

/'M;Mg)dzg—>/'B£4®stZ+(BM,BZ>—o,
0 0

so that overall

t
(x;l,[ X" ® dxg)
0
‘ 1
— (B,,/O By ® dB; + E(BZ,BZ)I +(BM, B%), +t/d>(x) ®£Ad>(x)dx),

and the first part of the correction can be further simplified to

:l(<B’BZ)t+<BM’BZ>z):

1
S(B%, B2) +{BM, B%), = 2

2
which finally yields the limit

t t 1 . .
/ X! ® dxg—>/ B, ® st+§(B,B)t—t/asdx—t/(v¢’ -at V), dx.
0 0

Tightness in p-variation follows as in the example of the random conductance model. This
proves the first claim of Theorem 4.6, about the limit of the Itd rough path.

To identify the limit of the Stratonovich rough path, we use that (X", X"*) = (M", M"),
and thus

1 1
5 (B, B)i = 5<BM, BM)

t t 1
/X;?(g)odX?:/ Xf@denLE(X”,X”)t
0 0
t 1
= [ xreaxi+ S(mn w7,
0

1
§<BM’ BM)t

t 1
—>/ B; ® dBs + = (B, B); —
0 2
1
+t/d>(x)®£A<D(x)dx+§<BM,BM)t
' 1
=/0 By ® st—i—E(B,B)t—i—t/CD(x)@EACb(x)dx

t . .
=/ Bs®ost—t/V<I>’-(aAVCI>J)dx.
0
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REMARK 4.8. An alternative formula for I" from Theorem 4.6 is given by

1 oo
Cyj= fo Ey [b;(Y)bi (Yo) — bi (Y)b;(Yo)] ds.

where E is the expectation corresponding to the law process X so that Xy ~ U, where U is

the uniform distribution on [—%, %]d .

PROOF. Recall the formula for I' in Theorem 4.6. Integration by parts and the definition
of b imply

1 ; .
Lij=3 fw(@’ ()b; (x) — @' (x)bj(x)) dx.
By the presentation ®(x) = [ Ex[b(X,)]ds, the periodicity of b and Fubini’s theorem

1 o0
Fij = 2 /]I‘d/o E.[b;(Xs)bi(X0) — bi(X4)bj(Xo)]ds dx
1 o9
=3 [er/o Ey[b;(Ys)bi (Yo) — bi(Ys)b;(Yo)]ds dx

_1/001@ [b; (Y,)bi (Yo) — bi(Yy)b; (Yo)] d
_50 U](S)I(O_ISJO S U

5. Proof of Proposition 3.8. We write || f||,(s,,] for the p-variation of f restricted to
the interval [s, ¢].

DEFINITION 5.1. A control function is a map ¢ : A — [0, oo0) with c(z, ) = 0 for all
t €0, T] and such that c(s, u) + c(u,t) <c(s,t) forall0<s <u <t <T.

Observe that if f:[0,T] — RY satisfies | fs.:|? <c(s,t) for all (s,t) € Ar, then the p-
variation of f is bounded from above by ¢(0, T)!/7. Indeed, we have for any partition 7 of
[0, T,

1/p 1/p
( > i) = (X ewn) e,
[s,t]em [s,t]lem

Conversely, if f is of finite p-variation, then c(s, t) := || f ||z (5.1] defines a control function
because c(¢,t) = | f;.s] =0 and

c(s,u) +c(u,t)= sup DT fl?+ sup D | frl?

7t Part. of [s,u] [r,v]er 7 Part. of [u,t] [rvler
= sup Y AflP = sup D (Sl
7 Part. of [s,¢] [r,v]ex 7 Part. of [s,7] [rvler
stuem
=c(s,t).

Note also that the sum of two control functions is a control function. Proposition 3.8 di-
rectly follows from the next result.

PROPOSITION 5.2.  Let (Y;)¢j0,1) be a cadlag adapted process such that ||Y || p 10,71 <
oo and let N be a square-integrable martingale. Set A ; := /;t Y,—dN, — YyNg ;. Then we
have forall p,q > 2 and all r > (% + é)’lz

1
(5.1 AN 0,71 S (L4 log 1Y 10,111 Y 11 p.10,771(K @ + INlg.10,71)5

2
where K is a random variable with E[K 1] SE[(N)r].
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REMARK 5.3. For p < 2, it follows directly from Young integration estimates that
NAl/(1/pt1/m),10,71 < 1Y 1l .0, 711N llr,j0,77 Whenever r > 2 is such that 1/p +1/r > 1.

PROOF. Define the stopping times 7y :=0 and 7}, :=inf{r > 7’ : |Yep ol = 27"} and
set

o0
Yln = Z ﬂ(fﬁ’fﬁl](t)Yf/?’
k=0

such that sup;efo.7 1Yi— — Y| <27", where Y;_ = limy4, ¥y and Yy := Yj and we also
write (Y_); := Y;_. We have

t
/ (Y,— — Y")dN,
S

The first term on the right-hand side is bounded for ¢ > 2 and n € Z \ {0} by

t
/ (Y,_ — Y")dN,
N

t
(5.2) Al < / Y7 AN, — YNy |,
N

_|_

(5.3) <2 7"e(s, )T K,

where we define

. q
(5.4) K= ) |m|"72™ / (Y,— — Y™)dN,
meZ\{0} 0 4.[0.T]
and
o, 1 Zmezion Il fo e = Y ANl
Smezoy Im1=12ma || fo(Yr— = Y AN: 12 0.7y
p p q
||Y7“p’[s’[] + ||Y||p’[svt] ”N”q,[s’t]
P q :
Y15 10,77 NN g.10,77
Note that ||Y||§ o= Y- ||§ (0,77 and, therefore, c(s, 1) < ¢(0, T) = 4.
To bound the second term in (5.2), let fp := min{z} : 7}’ € (s, )} At. If tg = t,?o <t,welet
r£0+m_l be the maximal 7}’ € (s, t), for m > 1, and we write #; := Tl?o+k fork=1,...,.m—1,

while t,,, := t. Otherwise, we set m := 0. Then

t
/ Yr” dNy — YsNs ;| < +

N

I/ m
[T -van,

1o

Io
/ Y dN, — YNy 4,
N

(5.5)
+ (Y = Yio) Nig.ton | + | (Yig = Yo) Nig1,,

0]

9

The first and third term on the right-hand side are bounded by

fo
/ Y"dN, — Yy N 4,
N

+ |(Yz’(1) - Yto)Nlo,tm|
(5.6) = |stNSJo - YSNSJO| + }(Yt’(l) - Yto)NloJm{
1
<2x27"c(s,1)7|IN|lg.[0.11,
and the last term is controlled by

1,1
|(Yey — Ys)Nigt, | < s, Pt 1Y 1l p.1o,711IN llg,[0,77-

To bound the second term in (5.5), we use an idea from [28], Theorem 4.12: We apply Young’s
maximal inequality despite the fact that Y_ and N are not sufficiently regular for the con-
struction of the Young integral. This will give us a divergent factor in n, but on the other
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hand it gives us a large power of c(s, ). Then we balance this term with the other terms in
the upper bound for |A; ;| (which all contain a factor 27") by choosing the right n. Young’s
idea i 1s to successively delete points from the partition 7y < --- < ¢, in order to pass from
Z Ytk N tiei 10 Yiy Ny 1, We want to delete the points in an optimal way, and to express
what optimal means we first renormalize ¥ and N:

/ (Yn _ Y”l dN, = Z(Ytk Yto)Ntkqkarl

fo

m—1
= Z (Yt = Yi)) Nyt 1Y Nl po0, 111N Ml g 10,775
k=0
c_ Y S _ N = . e
where ¥ = T o and N = TNl Then ¢ controls Y and N, and by the superadditivity
of ¢ there exists £ € {1,...,m — 1} with c(t¢—1, te+1) < .= 1c(s t) whenever m > 1 (for

m =1 the integral Vanishes). By deleting the point #, from the partition and subtracting the
resulting expression, we get
|Ytz-1NW—1Je + YtthNHl - Ytl—lel—lsfl+l| = |Yfz—1,szfz,fl+1|

11
<c(tg—1,tey1)? 4

- 2
< (m — 1c(s, t)>

We proceed by successively deleting all points except #y and #,, from the partition, each time
in such an “optimal” way, and obtain

14l

<

141

m—4 -~ _ 11 1
> Yy = Yi) Ny | < Z( c(s, t)) T <m-1)"races, T

Moreover,

m—1=#{k: 7 € (v, 1)} <2"NYID o 2P, DIV 10,77

So overall

p(—5 =+l

1-
(5.7) <270 D, DIY I 0 d  IN g0

Im
|7 =vzyan,
fo
We combine (5.2), (5.3), (5.5), (5.6), (5.7) and obtain the key bound

1,1
|Ag | S 1nl27"e(s, )9 (K +[INllg,0,71)

1—1_ r( ———‘)+
+ 270D (s, DY, 0,7) 1N 1lg. 10,71

1
7+7
+c(s, D)7 |[Y | p,10,711IN llg.10,77-

1
To balance the first and second term, choose n € Z\ {0} so that % <2"%(s, )7 1Yl p, 10,71 < 2.
Then

141 1
|Asil S Inles, )7 a[[¥ || pjo.71(K ¢ + N lg.0.77)
1 1,1 1
~ |log(c(s, )7 1Y [l p.o.71) e (s, 7 T [ Y | pro.77(K ¢ + [ Nllg.0.77)

1 1,1 1
< (|log(c(s, 1)?)| + |log [IY | p.10,77])c (s, LK 1Yl p.t0,71(K 4 + 1IN lg,10,77)
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1 1
and since c(s,t)? <4, for § > 0 we have |log(c(s,1)?)| < c(s, )78, Thus, we get (5.1)
whenever r > (1/p + 1/¢)"".

To estimate K, note first that since 2/q < 1 we have (3, an)*/? <Y, a,%,/ 1. Applying
Theorem A.2 (Lépingle’s g-variation Burkholder—Davis—Gundy inequality), we get
E[K¥1]< > |m|7?2""E ”/ (Y,— —Y™)dN,
LIIJO

on)
meZ\{0} q,10,T]

<y |m|—222mE:U0'(Yr_—Y,m)dN,]T]

meZ\{0}

_ |m|—222”1E:</0'(Yr_—Y,’")dNr>T}

meZ\{0}

_ —292m T _ ym)2
= Y Iml™*2 E/O (Y- —Y™) d(N),]

meZ\ {0} L
SE[(N)7].

as required. [

PROOF OF PROPOSITION 3.8. Using Proposition 5.2 we have the following estimate for
any ¢ >2,r>(%+%)_1 and0 <e < 1/2:

—gql ~ 1
[l Al 7] SEL(1+ [10g 1Y Iy, 0.01)IY 1 p.j0.70)* FTPE[KH T+ NG 10 7] 7

where E[K%/9] < E[(N)7]. Applying Theorem A.2 (Lépingle’s §-variation Burkholder—
Davis—Gundy inequality), we get

E[IIN1Z 10.77] SE[N)T].

The remaining expectation is bounded by

E[((1 + log 1Y | 0.1 )1 Y 1 p.t0.71)" ] S T+ E[IY 13 0.79)-

To end, note that we can write % > (% + %)*1 for some g > 2 close enough to 2 since

7> % = (% + %)_l. The required statement follows by taking r = ¢ /2 together with the

lastg. [

APPENDIX: AUXILIARY ESTIMATES

LEMMA A.1 (Iterated Kipnis—Varadhan estimate). Let H € H'NL?() and let A be
a continuous adapted process of finite variation. Then
t
E[sup/ AgH(X,)ds
0

t<T

12
} S E[SUP |At|2] T2 H -,

t<T

so in particular we get for A; = fé G(Xy)ds with G e H™ ' N L2 (),

E|:sup fot /Os G(X,)drH(X,)ds

t<T

}STIIGIIHI [ H [l 31
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PROOF. The second inequality follows from the first one together with the usual Kipnis—
Varadhan estimate from Lemma 3.7. To show the first inequality, let W € C and apply
Lemma 3.6:

t 1 rt 1 rT N
/ AgH (X )ds = —/ AgdMY — —/ (Ar — Ar_y)dMY
0 2 Jo 2J1—t ‘

1 ~ N t
+ S AT(My = My_)+ fo As(H(Xs) = LsW(X;)) ds,

where we need that A is continuous and of finite variation in order to interpret the integrals
against MY ina pathwise sense and without having to worry about the difference of for-
ward and backward integral. Now we get from the Burkholder—Davis—Gundy and Cauchy—
Schwarz inequalities together with Lemma 3.7,

t 12
E[sup / ASH<Xs>ds],<VE[sup|At|2] P,
t<T1J0 t<T
t
—HE[sup/ AS(H(XS)—ES\IJ(XS))ds]
t<T1J0

1/2
SE[supl A 2] (T V21w + TIH = L5112

t<T

By approximation, we can take W = CIDf as the solution to the Poisson equation (A —
Ls)® = —H and as in the proof of Corollary 3.10 we use that ||®%]|,;1 < |[H |51 for
all L > 0 and that | H — Lscbf Il 2(z) = 0 as A — O to deduce the claimed estimate. [J

The following is the Lépingle p-variation inequality [22], Proposition 2, combined with
the well-known Burkholder-Davis—Gundy inequality, cf. [10].

THEOREM A.2 (Lépingle p-variation Burkholder—-Davis—Gundy inequality). Let
(My):=0 be a local martingale with trajectories in D(Ry, R™). For every T > 0 and p > 2,
cpB[[IM17] <E[IIMI3 10.77] < C,E[[M]7],

where ¢, Cp, > 0.

The next lemma is a strengthening of the ergodic theorem to give a path uniform conver-
gence.

LEMMA A.3. Let (Y;);>0 be a process with trajectories in D(R, R™) and with station-
ary increments and such that E[sup,co 711Y:|] < CT forall T > 0 and such that n Y, —a

for some a € R™, both a.s. and in L. Assume also that (Sup;epo.77 1YY Dnen is uniformly
integrable for all T > 0. Then we have for all T > 0,

lim ]E[sup|n_1Ym — at|] =0.

n—oo L _7p

PROOF. This follows from a minor adaptation of the proof of Theorem 2.29 in [19]: As

in that proof, we decompose
Y t
Lot —a) + Ial(t _ Lmt] J).
|nt] n

Y —7Y nt
\n_lYm —at‘ < sup | |nt]+s LntJ| + |_ J
s€[0,1] n n
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The last term on the right-hand side is bounded by |a|/n. The first term on the right-hand
side is bounded for all ¢ € [0, T'] by

Y —Y su Yiis — %
sup 1Y 1nt)+s — Yine) | <T max Pseqo.17 | Ye+s — Ykl

s5€[0,1] n T k<[nT|] InT |

k]

and by Lemma 2.30 in [19] the right-hand side vanishes as n — 0o, both a.s. and in L' (here

we need that Y has stationary increments). To handle the last remaining term, we decompose
for§ € (0, T):

Ll’llJ Yiney k| Yy
= ax — —a
OT] |nt] kil_nTJ nlk
k| Y
< max —|— —a|+ max —|— —al.
k<[nd| n| k [n8|<k<|nT|n| k

The second term on the right-hand side converges almost surely to zero by assumption, and
it is bounded from above by sup,e[O’T]n_l|Ym|. Since (sup,e[O’T]n_l|Ym|)n is uniformly
integrable by assumption, this second term also converges to zero in L!. The remaining part
satisfies

Yk
— —a

k

where the last part follows by assumption on Y. The proof is then completed by sending
§—0. O

k
E[ max —
k<|ns| n

1
} < —E[ max |Yk|] T lals < C5 + |als,
n k<|néd]
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