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Abstract

The purpose of this paper is to find optimal estimates for the Green function and the
Poisson kernel for a half-line and intervals of the geometric stable process with parameter
a € (0,2]. This process has an infinitesimal generator of the form — log(14 (—A)®/2). As
an application we prove the scale invariant Harnack inequality as well as the boundary
Harnack principle.
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1 Introduction

Let B = (B;,t > 0) be a Brownian motion in R and T' = (T; : t > 0) be a subordinator
independent of B. The process X = (X, : t > 0) defined by X; = By, is a rotationally invariant
Lévy process in R? and is called a subordinate Brownian motion. The subordinator 7" used to
define the subordinate Brownian motion X can be interpreted as operational time or intrinsic
time. For this reason, subordinate Brownian motions have been used in mathematical finance
and other applied fields.

Let ¢ denote the Laplace exponent of the subordinator 7', that is,

Eexp{=AT;} = exp{—ty(A)}.

Then the characteristic exponent ® of the subordinate Brownian motion X takes on a very
simple form ®(x) = v (|z|*) (our Brownian motion B runs at twice the usual speed). Therefore,
properties of X should follow from properties of the Laplace exponent of the subordinator.

A lot of progress has been made in recent years in the study of the potential theory of
subordinate Brownian motions, see, for instance [19, 20, 14 [, 15, 16]. At first, the focus
was on the potential theory of the process X in the whole of R?, and basic results about
the behaviour of the potential kernel and Lévy measures were established for many particular
examples of the subordinators including geometric stable (see [19, 20]). Then in a natural
path of investigation the (killed) subordinate Brownian motion in an open subset was explored.
In the last few years significant progress has been made in studying the potential theory of
subordinate Brownian motion killed upon exiting an open subset of R? (see the survey [16]).
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The main results include the Harnack inequality, the boundary Harnack principle and sharp
Green function estimates. However, such results were confined to the subordinated Brownian
motions obtained by using ¢ not only being a complete Bernstein function but also satisfying
certain property,

P(N) ~ MI(N), A = oo, (1.1)

where 0 < 8 < 1, and [ is a slowly varying function at co. Moreover, an extra assumption
was set on ¢ to avoid a situation when the process X is recurrent. In a recent paper [16] the
condition (ILT]) was relaxed to comparability at co.

A natural question about the Harnack inequality, the boundary Harnack principle and sharp
Green function estimates arises in the case = 0 and without the transience assumption. In this
note we do not attempt to investigate a general such case (i.e. 8 = 0), but we rather consider
an important particular process, that is a geometric a-stable process on the real line. For
this process the corresponding subordinator has the Laplace exponent 1()\) = log(1 4+ A*/2),
0 < a <2 Fora = 2itis also called the gamma variance process. The geometric a-
stable processes have been treated in the literature and play important role in the theory and
applications (see e.g. [18]). Some potential theory of them were established in [20], but to the
best of our knowledge none sharp estimates of the Green functions and Poisson kernels of open
subsets, even in the one-dimensional case, are known.

Our main results are sharp estimates of the Green functions and Poisson kernels of intervals
(including a half-line), scale invariant Harnack inequality and the boundary Harnack inequality
for harmonic functions on intervals. It is worth mentioning that our estimates take into account
the size of intervals and the constants depend only on the characteristics of the process, when
Green functions and Poisson kernels are regarded. For example, we show that Poisson kernels
for half-lines for a-stable and geometric a-stable processes are of the same order provided the
starting point and the exit point are away from the boundary, if 0 < @ < 2. On the other hand
for starting points and exit points close to the boundary we have the same type of behaviour
of the Poisson kernels for all 0 < a < 2.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout the paper by ¢, ¢; ... we denote nonnegative constants which may depend on other
constant parameters only. The value of ¢ or ¢; ... may change from line to line in a chain of
estimates. If we use C or (', ... then they are fixed constants.

The notion p(u) ~ ¢q(u), u € A means that the ratio p(u)/q(u), u € A is bounded from
below and above by positive constants which may depend on other constant parameters only
but does not depend on the set A.

We present in this section some basic material regarding the geometric stable process. For
more detailed information, see [20]. For questions regarding the Markov and the strong Markov
properties, semigroup properties, Schrodinger operators and basic potential theory, the reader
is referred to [§] and [3].

We first introduce an appropriate class of subordinating processes. As mentioned in the
Introduction the geometric a-stable process is obtained by subordination of the Brownian
motion with a subordinator having the Laplace exponent 1)()\) = log(14A*/2), 0 < a < 2. The
resulting process has the Lévy-Khintchine exponent ¥(z) = ¢(|x]?) = log(1 + |z|*). Another
way of constructing the geometric a-stable process is to subordinate the rotational invariant

a-stable process with the Gamma subordinator. Let g;(u) = T['(¢t) e “u!~!, u,t > 0, denote



the density function of the Gamma subordinator 7}, with the Laplace transform
Ee—)\Tt _ e—tlog(l-i-)\). (21)
Let Y,® be the isotropic a-stable process in R? with the characteristic function of the form
Eeit Yt — o tlel™ (2.2)

Assume that the processes T; and Y; are stochastically independent. Then the process X = Y7
is called the geometric stable process. In the sequel we use the generic notation X; instead of
X7, From (Z1) and (2.2) it is clear that the characteristic function of X; is of the form

EOpi€Xe — o—tlog(1+[¢]%)

In the case o = 2, i.e. Y;? is a Brownian motion running twice the usual speed, the corresponding
process is the symmetric gamma variance process.

X; is a Lévy process (i.e. homogeneous, with independent increments). We always assume
that sample paths of the process X; are right-continuous and have left-hand limits (”cadlag”).
Then X, is Markov and has the strong Markov property under the so-called standard filtration.

The geometric stable density can now be computed in the following way:

pe(z) = / Su(x) g (u)du,
0
where s,(z) = (2# f]Rd e~ wE—uldl® d¢ is the density of the isotropic a-stable process, defined by
(22). In general potential theory a very important role is played by potential kernels, which
are defined as

U(l’,y) = / pt(‘r - y)dt7 z,y S Rd7
0

if the defining integral above is finite. For the geometric process the potential kernel is well
defined for d > « but contrary to the stable case it is not expressible as an elementary function.
Recall that for the isotropic a-stable process the potential kernel is equal to Clz — y|*~¢ for
d > «, where C'is an appropriate constant depending on o and d. Nevertheless the asymptotic
behaviour of the potential kernel was established in [20]:

1
|z — y|?log?(1 + |z — y|~/2)

Uz —vy) z,y € R (2.3)
Note that (23] suggests that the process globally behaves like a stable one since its potential
kernel is asymptotically equivalent to the stable process, when |z — y| is large.

We also recall the form of the density function v(z) of the Lévy measure of the geometric
stable process:

v(z) = /0 " su@) uledu.

The behaviour of the Lévy measure was investigated in [20]. We recall that result for the
d-dimensional case, however we need them only for d = 1 in the present paper. For a = 2 we

have
14+ |x|(d—1)/2
~ ——— ¢



and for 0 < v < 2 ]

) G ey
For d = 1, which is the case investigated in this paper, for a = 2 we even have an exact formula
v(z) = |z| te e, (2.4)
The first exit time of an (open) set D C R? by the process X; is defined by the formula
mp = inf{t > 0; X; ¢ D}.

The fundamental object of the potential theory is the killed process XP when exiting the set
D. Tt is defined in terms of sample paths up to time 7. More precisely, we have the following
”change of variables” formula:

E*f(XP) = E*[t <7p; f(X})], t>0.
The density function of the transition probability of the process X/ is denoted by pP. We have
pP (@, y) = pix —y) — E°[t > 70 prrp(Xrp — 1)), x,y €RL.

Obviously, we obtain
ptD(xvy)Spt(l‘ay)v xayeRd-

(pP)s>0 is a strongly contractive semigroup (under composition) and shares most of proper-
ties of the semigroup p;. In particular, it is strongly Feller and symmetric: p”(z,y) = pP(y, z).

The potential kernel of the process X/ is called the Green function of the set D and is
denoted by Gp. Thus, we have

0

Another important object in the potential theory of X; is the harmonic measure of the set
D. 1t is defined by the formula:

Pp(xz, A) = E®[1p < 00;14(X+,)].

The density kernel (with respect to the Lebesgue measure) of the measure Pp(z, A) (if it exists)
is called the Poisson kernel of the set D. The relationship between the Green function of D
and the harmonic measure is provided by the Ikeda-Watanabe formula [12],

Pp(z,A) = /A/DGD(:E,y)I/(y — 2)dydz, A C (D).

In the case which we investigate in this paper, that is when D is an open interval or a half-line,
the above formula holds for any Borel A € D¢.

Now we define harmonic and regular harmonic functions. Let u be a Borel measurable
function on R?. We say that u is harmonic function in an open set D C R? if

u(r) = E*u(X,,), x € B,
for every bounded open set B with the closure B C D. We say that u is reqular harmonic if

u(z) = E[tp < oo;u(X,,))], =€ D.
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The following lemma provides a very useful lower bound for the Green function. Its proof
closely follows the approach used in [19], where the bounds on the potential kernels (Green
functions for the whole RY) were established for some special subordinated Brownian motions
(in particular for our process for d > «). We omit the proof, since one can proceed exactly in
the same way as in the proof of Lemma 2.11 in [I1].

Lemma 2.1. For any open set D € R? we have
Gp(r,) > G (x.y),

where G’g) (x,y) is the Green function of D for the isotropic a-stable process.

3 Properties of the exit time from interval

Now, we briefly recall the basic notions of the fluctuation theory for Lévy processes. For the
general account of this theory we refer the reader to [9]. Suppose that X, is a general one-
dimensional Lévy process. Let L; be the local time of the process X; reflected at its supremum
M; = sup,<; X, and denote by L;' the right-continuous inverse of L;, the ascending ladder
time process for X;. This is a (possibly killed) subordinator, and H, = X(L;') = M(L;') is
another (possibly killed) subordinator, called the ascending ladder-height process. The Laplace
exponent of the increasing ladder process, that is, the (possibly killed) bivariate subordinator
(L7, H,) (s < L(00)), is denoted by (z, ),

k(z,&) = cexp (/OOO/[O )(e_t —e I P(X, € d:c)dt) ,

where ¢ is a normalization constant of the local time. Since our results are not affected by the
choice of ¢ we assume that ¢ = 1.
Moreover, if X is not a compound Poisson process, then by [10], Corollary 9.7,

0.6 = (2 [ féigf’é? i) =v'(e)

where W(&) is the Lévy exponent of X;. By V(z) = [ P(H, < x)ds we denote the renewal
function of the process Hy. It is well known that V is subaddltlve that is

Vie+y) <V(z)+V(y), z,y=0.

The behaviour of the renewal function and its derivative is crucial for our purposes. The
following result was obtained independently in [I7] and [16]. In [I6] the assumption on the
process X; was a bit more restrictive.

Proposition 3.1. Let X; be a symmetric Lévy process such that its Lévy-Khintchine exponent
U(0) has the property that VU(0), 6%/V(0) are increasing functions. Then

and



Suppose additionally that V(0) is reqularly varying at zero (at oo) with positive exponent and
V'(x) is eventually monotone at infinity (at zero). Then,

1
Vi) ————, z—>00 (xz—0).

NCTOD)

In the case when ¥(0) is slowly varying at co or 0 the above proposition is of little help
in estimating V’(z) and we need to use another tool. We will take advantage of the following
result proved recently in [17].

Proposition 3.2. Let V() be the Lévy-Khintchine exponent of a symmetric Lévy process
X, which is not a compound Poisson process, and suppose that W(E) = (&?) for a complete
Bernstein function 1. Then V is a Bernstein function, and

V(z) =bx + % /(:) Im (_er(l_gz)) ng(f) (1—e™)dE, > 0. (3.5)
Moreover, V' is a completely monotone function and
ARSI Y e G f(e)emat
V(x)—bJrW/0+ Im( w+(_€2))@/}(§)e dé, >0, (3.6)

where b = limg_,0+(§/1/¥(€2)).

Here the expression Im(—1/¢(—£?))d¢ should be understood in the distributional sense,
as a weak limit of measures Im(—1/1(—£? +ig))d¢ on & € (0,00) as € — 0. The measure
Im(—1/97(—£?))d¢ has an atom of mass 7b at 0, and this atom is not included in the integrals
from 07 to oo in (B.5) and (B3.6).

For the rest of this section we assume that X; is a symmetric Lévy process which is not a
compound Poisson process with its the renewal function V' corresponding to such a choice of
the local time that the Laplace exponent of the ladder time process is x(z,0) = y/z. We start
with an estimate of the distribution function of the exit time 7 from a half-line (0, c0) which
was obtained in [17] (Corollary 2).

Lemma 3.3. Let T be the exit time from (0,00). There is an absolute constant Cy such that

Pt >t)>C (1 A Vf/?) , oz, t>0. (3.7)

Lemma 3.4. Let 0 < 2 < R and 1(o,r) be the exit time from the interval (0, R). Then

Px(T(QR) < 7') < (38)

~V(R)
Proof. The inequality (3.8) was observed in [I5] for the case when the resolvent kernels of the
Lévy process are absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure and 0 is regular
for (0,00). Let Y,* = X, + €B;, where B, is a Brownian motion independent of X;. Obviously
Y ¢ satisfies the above conditions. Furthermore it is easy to see that the renewal function of the
Y© converges pointwise to V. Moreover, since the process Y¢ converges a.s. to X, uniformly on

bounded intervals, the result follows by the limiting argument.
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Proposition 3.5. Let 0 < x < R. Then

% .
EV(.T AN(R—x))V(R) < E'tor) < V(z AN (R—1))V(R),
where C1 is the constant from Lemma[3.3.

Proof. From symmetry it is enough to consider x < R/2. According to [2] (page 176), Theorem
20, for any measurable non-negative function f : [0,00) — [0, 00), we have

oG [/0 f(Xt)dt] _ /[Ovoo)V(dy) /[W]V(dz)f(:wry—z).
We take f = Ijp . Then

Erom = m{émmfuwﬁ]syﬂlfﬂ&mﬂ=1L@vuwAngaﬂx+y—a
< Aﬂvumﬁmvwazvmwux

which completes the proof of the upper bound.

To prove the lower bound we observe that

EIT(QR)

Pm<7' > t) < Px(T(07R) > t) + Px<T(0,R) < T) < + Px(T(07R) < 7').

Hence from (3.7), for v/t > V(x), and from (B.8) we obtain

Eorop > H(P*(r>1t)— Po(rom < 7)) >t (Clv(az) _ M)

vt V(R)
Vit

Let v/t = SLV(R) then, for 2V (z) < C;V(R), we have

E*70.r) 2 —V( W(R).

Next, we deal with (C1/2)V(R) < V(z) < V(R/2). Then for zy : V(zy) = (C1/2)V(R), using

the already proved lower bound, we obtain

C? c}
Ef702r) > E™To.R) > ZV(%)V(R) —LV(R)V(R).
Finally, let 2o < x < R/2. Then V(z) > V() = (Cy/2)V(R) which implies

cy Ccy

E*T0,r) = £ 7(0,20) > gV( z)V(z) > 16 —V(z)V(R).

Remark 3.6. Assume that the Green function of the half-line exists. Then, for x < R/2,

| Gomtenay < viovim,



Another consequence of Lemma [3.3is the following two sided bound on the exit probability,
which is interesting on its own. There is a huge literature on the subject of so called scale
functions which describe the probability that the process leaves a given interval through its right
end. This function has been found for numerous examples of spectrally negative processes (see
a survey [I3] and references therein). To the best of our knowledge, for symmetric processes,
except the Brownian motion or the a-stable motions exact formulas are not known, hence
optimal estimates seem important.

Proposition 3.7. Let 0 < < R and 7,r) be the exit time from the interval (0, R). Then

Ct V(x) . V(z)
1 V(R < P'(1or) <T) < V(R)

where Cy is the constant from Lemma[3.3.

Proof. We deal only with the lower bound. From Proposition we infer

EJB
Pi(tor) >1) < TLR) < V(x)tV(R).
Next, observe that
(z)V(R)

Px(T > t) < Px(T(07R) > t) +Pm(7'(0,R) < 7‘) <

Hence, form (3.7), for v/t > V(z), we have

o V@ V@V

If we choose v/t = C%V(R) > 2V (z) > V(x) then

This yields

Ct V()
€T > 1
P (T(O,R) < T) — 4 V(R) )

4 Green function and Poisson kernel of the half-line

From now on, we assume that X; is the one-dimensional geometric stable process. In order
to find precise estimates of the Green function and the Poisson kernel we need to have nice
estimates of the renewal function and its derivative of the ladder height process of X;. Note
that the Laplace exponent ¢()\) = log(1 + A*/2) is a complete Bernstein function, therefore we
can use Proposition It is well known (see e.g. [6]) that the derivative V'(z) of the renewal
function is decreasing. Monotonicity of V' together with subadditivity of V' is frequently used
in the sequel.



Lemma 4.1. Let o € (0,2] and x > 0 then

/ 1
Vi(r)~
(=) zlog®? (1 + z—o/3)
and
1
V(x) =~

log'? (14 z—)

Proof. The estimates of the renewal function V(x), z > 0, as well as its derivative V'(z) for
x > 1 follow from Proposition Bl To deal with V'(z), for x < 1, we apply Proposition B.2 with
(&) = log(1 + £%/2). Then it is evident that b = 1 for & = 2 and b = 0 otherwise. Moreover,

1 @ L) (©), a=2,
Im _r = Arg(z)

(_§2) Arg(z)2+ilog2(1+2£°‘ cos %Jrg?a)? a < 27
where z = 1+ £%cos & + i{*sin %, Next, by Proposition Bl (&) ~ /¢(£2) . Let u(&) =

T(E)Im <—W> Note that (&) ~ log=>/? € for £ > 2.
If x <1 then by ([B.6) we have

e~ ¢

—d
10g3/2£ g

2 0 0
Viw) = b [ esuodes [ oo~ 1+

e e—mg p 471 efmﬁ p
- + -
/41_1 log®? ¢ . /2 log®/% ¢ .

1

Q

Q

4z 1 1
| ot
2 log®/% ¢ zlog®?(4z=1)

In the last line we use the inequality
00 67:135 674
0< — A< ———.
/49[;—1 log/? ¢ : xlog®? (42 1)

As an immediate consequence we obtain the following estimate

Vi(z)

/ ~
Vilz) = rlog(2 + x~1)’

x> 0. (4.1)

The next lemma provides useful estimates for some integrals involving V" used in the sequel.

Lemma 4.2. We have the following estimates

/Ozv V(y)dy ~ 2V(zx), x>0, (4.2)
/le(y)% ~ V(z), z>2, (4.3)

r<1/2

&\_‘
=
s
|Q.
<
s
S/l—t
—
s
Nt

r<1/2, >0, (4.5)

&\_‘

<

=

S
|Q.
<

%
= —
=



Proof. The first approximation is true for all Lévy processes. Indeed, by monotonicity and
subadditivity of V' we have

1 T . [T v v

-wV@)S—V(ﬂfS/ V@Myﬁ/mV@MnyV@)

4 2 2 z/2 0

For y > 1, by Lemma L] we get % ~ V'(y), which leads to (43]). Next, Lemma 1] implies

1 1 1 1
/ V(y)@ A / dy ~ log!/? (1 + —) ~ :

Moreover, by the (1),

VP (z)
lim z? =1,
a0t VP@)  BVA(x)V/(x)
x2 V(z)x
which yields (£35]) by applying the I'Hospital’s rule. O

By Theorem 20 (page 176) of [2] we have a basic and very useful formula for the Green
function of the half-line.

Lemma 4.3. For 0 < x <y we have

G(QOO)(“’a y) = / 1% (U)V/ (y — x + u)du.
0

At this point let us recall that the exact formulas for the Brownian Green functions are
well known for several regular sets as intervals or half-lines (see e.g. [1]). Since some of them
will be useful in the sequel we list them for the future reference. Recall that the Brownian
motion we refer to in this paper has its clock running twice faster then the usual Brownian
motion. Denote the renewal function for the symmetric a-stable process (properly normalized)
by V(@ (z) = 2%/2, where o € (0,2]. For the half-line we have

Glony @) =z Ay =VO(xAy), w,y>0,
while for the finite interval (0, R),
_a(R—y AyR—z)  VI@VE(R—y) A V(R -2)VE(y))

2
GEO?R)(:an) - R = R ) €,y S (OvR)
We also recall known estimates for stable case (see e.g. [7]),
min { ‘x—yl‘l—om wR(xﬁf‘?S‘J))a/Q = min ‘x—yl‘l—om V(Q)(éR(Tz)')_‘;(‘Q)(éR(y))} ) o < 17
Glomy (@) % q I (14 LR ) = o (14 VorEITRoa ) a1,
al  Or@OrW)? _ VI Er@)V (@) A VY Or@E@)V ™ (Or®Y))
(0r(2)or(y)) = AE ‘ljy‘ = (5§$)5R(y))1/§ N = lz—yl B a>1,
where 0g(z) =2z A (R —x), for R < 0o and 0 () = z.
Define a function GES‘)OO) (x,y) such that
( V(zAvy), a =2,
min {(xy)(afl)/2 W} l<a<?2
N 7 r—y Y )
Gl () = V@)V ()
o In (1+ 7). @
; V(z)V(y) 1
| min {1 P ) s 0 <L

10



Note that

GES{OO ( ) GEOoo ( 7y)7 (46)

if « # 1 for z,y > 1/2 and if @« = 1 for z,y > 1/2 and |x — y| > 1/2. Now, we are at the
position to prove the optimal estimates of the Green function of (0,00), which are crucial for
the rest of the paper.

Theorem 4.4. Let 0 < x,y. Then
V(z)V(y) ) 1
Valy—al)) y—allog?@+ Jy—al 1)

Proof. Note that by monotonicity V' and Lemma [£.1] we have for 0 < u < w,

G(O,oo)(xay) ~ (1 A GES{OO ( 7y>

V' (2w) <V (w4 u) < V'(w) =~V (2w). (4.7)

Assume that 0 < x < y. We split the proof into several cases.
Case 1: 2z < y.
In this region y/2 < y — x < y so, by subadditivity of V/

3] and (4.7) it follows

()
7V2 |)

< 4. Hence, by Lemma

Gam(en) = [ ViV =V ()~ S

For |y — 2| < 1, by Lemma &I we get V?(|y — z|) =~ log™ (2 + |y — x|~!), which leads to
V(SC)V(y) 1

(4.8)

GO,OO (.T,y)
0 V2ly = al) Jy — allog®(2 + [y — «|-1)
V(z)V(y) 1 A ()
+G x,Y),
VA — o)y~ allog @+ fy—a ) 0=
where the last step follkos from the inequality V(‘z)‘;(‘y) a2 +\111 T 2 G(o OO)(:c ).
Next, for y—z > 1, GES’LO)(:c,y) T‘;(y Again, by Lemma BTl we have V?(y—x) log*(2+
ly —z|™') = (y — x)®, for |y — x| > 1. Hence,
V@)V(y) . Aw@ V(SU)V(ZJ) 1 (@)
Grooo(m,y) m IV Y) , +EG9 ()
0o9(® )™ T o S Com ) Yy Z iy~ allog @+ g —al ) |00 Y)

Case 2: x +1/2 <y < 2.
Note that = > 1/2. By (&4, GES")OO)( y) ~ G o) (2,y) and G ooy (T ) 2 Cm $|log2(;+|y—x|*1)'
By Lemma (.3 and (4.7),

1/2 T
Gooo)(T,y) = /0 V' (u)V'(y — x + u)du + /1/2 V' (u)V'(y — z + u)du

Q

2
V'i(y —2)V(1/2) + /0 V (u)V'(y — 2 + u)du.

Similarly,
Glofo) ~ (VO (y =V @2+ [ @YWy o+ wdu
’ 1/2

11



It follows from Lemma 1] that V'(u) ~ (V) (u) and V (u) =~ V(@ (u) for u > 1/2. Hence
. 1
|y — 2llog*(2 + |y — 2[~1)’

Glomo)(T,y) = G5) (@) = G (2, y)

Case 3: x <y < (x+1/2) A 2.
We use Lemma .3 and ([£7) to get

y—x =
Gloo)@:y) = / Vi)V (y — o+ u)du+ / V' @)V'(y = 2+ u)du
0 ez
~ V/(y —x)V(y—x)+ / V' (w)V (u)du.
y—x
By Lemma [4.1] the first term is estimated in the following way

/ 1
Viy—o2)V(y— ~ .
W=Vl =)~ o Ty — o)

(4.9)

It remains to estimate fyxﬂ(V’)Q(u)du. Note that, by Lemma &I} V' (u) ~ @, u < 2. Hence,
for z < 2, by (4£5),

x 2 6 6 _
/ (V' 2 (w)du < c/ v g“)duzv =2 - L . (4.10)
y y-z U y—z ly —z|log’(2 + |y — z[71)

—x —x

For x > 2, again by Lemma [4.]

x 27l > 1, (wy)le=b/2, a>1,
/ (V2 (u)du =~ logz, a=1, ~< log(l+z'?y'/?), a=1,
! 1, a <1, 1, a< 1.
Hence, for a > 1, i
/1 (V)2 (w)du ~ G5 (2,y), (4.11)
and, for a <1,
/1 VP )du < G (2,9). (4.12)
Moreover, by ([4.10),
/ ’ (V)2 (w)du > cGiy) (x,1). (4.13)
y—z

Finally, combining (4.9)-(I3) we get
1
ly — =[log”(2 + |y — 2[7)

Glo.00)(2,y) = +G (@)

Remark 4.5. Let |v —y| > A. Then there exists a constant C' = C(A) such that

CTIGG) (3,) € Glose)(2,y) < CG (2,1).

700) (0,00
Moreover, if x,y < 4 then
V(z)V(y)

—17.5—2 ~1
y—z| log“(1+ |y —z| ).
L2(|?J—9U|)) | | ( | ™)

G(O,oo) (SL’, y) ~ (1 A

12



In the rest of this section we prove the estimates of the Poisson kernel of (0, 00). Recall that
for 0 < @ < 2 we know the form of the Poisson kernel for the a-stable process (see e.g. [4]),

P(a) V(a) (SL’) 1

oo (#2) = Cogyy gz #=0 =

Lemma 4.6. Let z < 0 < x. Assume that xV |z| > 1, then we have

e a=2
P(O,oo) (:L‘, Z) ~ Vi) zl ’ ’
Wayeer ¥ <2

Proof. Case 1: « =2 and z < —1, z > 0.
Observe that

VieAL)VyAL) <V(eAy) V(1) <V(E@EAL)V(yVv1).

Assume that z < —1. Since by, Remark A5, G(o00)(7,y) = V(z Ay),y > x + 1, then using
formula (2.4]) and (3.6),

[ee] e Y z+1 e Y
Py (x,2) < C/o VizAy) dy+0/0 G(o,oo>(x,y)y dy

y—=z V(z—1) -z

z zZ—T

2V (1)

< V(z A1)

r —z

0 e 2(z+1)
V(zAT) / V(yVv1eYdy+c / G(0,00) (%, y)dy
0 0

z

VD +cV(x)V(2x + 2)e™®

z

V(lz])

< V(zA 1)V(|z|)

Similarly

2=y

1
e
Posi(e2) = o [ VienpS—dy

ce?

—22V(1)

1
Vx/\l/V eVdy~V(zAl .
(z A1) i (y)e dy = V( )V(\zl)
Case 2: o« <2and 2 < —1,1<ux.
Fory < 1/2 we have, by [&8), G(0,00)(7,y) = W and similarly Ggg,)oo) (x,y) ~ w
Observing that v(y — 2) ~ v (y — 2), for y > 0 and applying V (z) ~ V@ (z), which follows
from Lemma [4.1] we obtain

1/2 T 1/2
[ Gomtanmts=2a =~ L) [T
. 12 17(0) () (@)
~ V:(E)y(z)z/o 4 (LV (y)y(a)(y—z)dy

Q

1/2
| G- 2y
0

13



~

Note, by LemmaZ.Tand ([&8)), that G(o«)(z,y) > G (:c y), and G(g 00y (7, y) ~ G ( Y) A

GES‘)OO)( y), for y > 1 |z — y[ > 1. We then infer, there is ¢ such that

/ Ggg,)oo)(xay)’/(o‘)(y—Z)dy < / G0,00) (T, y)V(y — 2)dy
0

/ Glooy (2, )V (y — 2)dy
0

x+1

+ G(0,00) (@, y)V(y — 2)dy.

z—1

IN

Moreover, by (3.0,

/: Gy (T, vy —2)dy < v(iz—-1- z)/o ’ Go,00) (T, y)dy < cv(z — 2)V(2)V (22)
V@) _ V()

~ P(Oé)
e = e e~ T2
which finally implies
Viz) 1
P, ~ P\¥ ~
(0700)(3:7 Z) (0,00)(']772) V(|Z|) |l’—2|’

Case 8: a <2 and z < -1, x < 1.

By (.6),

2 2
| Gomtenrty = 2)s < v(el) [ Gy < o)V @) ~ i
0 0

For y > 2, by [@8), we have G(o o) (7,y) = V(m)yv(y) ~ yyf(zk hence

— 2)dy ~ =~
/2 G(O,oo) (l‘, y)l/(y Z) Y V(l’) /2 ylfa/2|,y _ Z|1+a |Z|1+a/2’

which yields

V(x) - Vi) 1
|2t rer2 V(|2 z =2

Pooo)(z,2) =

Case 4: a <2and -1 <z<0,z>1.
We split the integral defining the Poisson kernel into three parts

|=1/4 1/2
P(O,oo) ('Ta Z) = G(O,oo) (.T, y)l/(y - Z)dy + ) G(O,oo) (SL’, y)y(y - Z)dy
0 z|/4
+ / G(O,oo) (SL’, y)y(y - Z)dy
1/2

For y < 1/2, by ([&8)), we have G(g0)(2,y) & W Moreover v(z) ~ =, hence

||

|21/4 V(x)

Gl0,00) (@, y)V(y — 2)dy =~
0 x

Vi)

|z|/4
v@)ﬂ V(y)dy < c

Next, applying (4.3]), the second integral is estimated in the following way

14



1/2 vy & V(@) 1/2 , Vi) [PV, o Vi)
(Aﬂf%mﬂxyww )dy =~ " /;de (y)dy =~ " /%4g/dnyVﬂ%My

Summing both estimates we infer that

1/2 o V(@) V() 1
| Comtenty =2y~ p s G

For y < x/2 or y > 2z, by [&8), we have G o) (z,y) ~ %‘;@), hence applying (B.6]), we
arrive at

lemm@wW@—@@/ﬁ me[mewwﬂy+/xGm@@wW@—yMy

/2 z /2 x/2
V T 2x
< P v [ Gueay
0
v
< c% +v(z/2)V(x)V(22)
. Vi)
Mo
Combining all the estimates of the integrals we obtain
Vi)
P &) ) ) f S 2
(0,00)(Z, 2) V)72 or «

(=)

Noting that for a = 2 we have % ~ 1, we can rewrite the above comparison as

1
P(O,oo)(x, Z) ~ W’ f()r o = 2

Theorem 4.7. Let z <0 <z and o € (0,2], then

V(zAl) 1 2 )

V() @—2)log+ )¢ 7 ¥ =
P(Opo)(l‘, Z) ~ V(z) 1g

V(lz]) (z—2)log(2+-12)’

a < 2,

Proof. By Lemma it remains to consider the case —1 < 2 < 0 < x < 1. By Remark we
have

V(x)V(y) 1 dy

2 2
R(x, z :/ Gooco) (T, y)v(y —2)dy = / (1/\ ) .
(z, 2) | Go (@, y)v(y - 2) : V2(|z — y)) |x_y|1og2(1+ﬁ>y—z

Let us denote




Note that

3
R(z,z) =~ Vx(x)ll + .

1

We start with the estimate of I,

3x/2 1 1 2( )
L, ~ / dy ~ ——— ~ V*(x).
o (y—a)log’y—x) " log(1+7)

For |2 < z, by (E3),

2 13 3
13%/ Vo) gy~ V@)
3

x/2 y? z
Moreover, by (42),
I~ @/2 1 s L |21/ s o »
b /|z|/4y10g1/2(1+y_1) y*g/g V(y)dy =~ log" (1 4+ 4/|z]) —log*(1 +277) + V(|z])
~ V(|z) log (H%). (4.14)

Hence, for x > |z,

Vif‘c) (1 FV(E)V () log (1 + %)) |

R(x,z) ~

Assume that 2|z| < z < 1/2, then

l

1 1
1+ V(|2))V () log <1+i) ~ 1+ 1og|i

||

= ) g () T g (L)
~ % (4.15)
If 2] < 2 < 2]z, then
L4 V(|2)V (@) log (1 + %) ~ 1 &/(('Z)) (4.16)
For z > 1/2, we have
L4 V(|2)V (@) log (1 + %) ~ V(2)log (1 + %) ~ ‘Y(ﬁjﬁ) (4.17)

That is
Viz) V(x)  V(z) V*(x— z).

o=V o TV 2o

If |z| > = we have by (4.2]),

T

L v (@)
[%—/ V(y)dy ~ —V(x),
N |2|

16



and by (E3),

2y 1 7/4|2] 1
I, =~ / (2y>d?/+—/ 32 L
7/42| Y 2] Jsj2e  ylog®?(1 4y~ 1)
Vi(z) | 1 1 a 1
2l \log (L + 7)) log"2(1+ )
v
(I=]) (VQ(M) + V3(z) log (1 + %))

||

WI% <1+ |Z|>-

2| @

Combining the estimates of the integrals I, I and I3 we arrive at, for x > |z],

Q

Q

Q

Riz,2) ~ L) <1 FV()V () log (1 + |Z|)) |

|| E
By symmetry and ([LI5HLIT) we infer that

ey V@VED Vi) Vi = 2)
R(z, 2) 2| V) V() z—2

Next, observe that R(x,—1) < R(x, z) hence from the above established bound and Lemma
4.1l we infer that
R(z,z) > cV(x). (4.18)

Since, by [@8), G(0,00)(7,y) = W, y > 2, we obtain

/200 G 0,00) (T, y)1(y — 2)dy < V() /200 %V(y)dy < cV(x),

which together with (AI8]) implies that the Poisson kernel is comparable with R(z, z). Hence,
by Lemma [4.1]

V(x) 1
P ooy(z, 2) = )
(0:00) V(z]) (z — 2)log (2 + =)
]
Remark 4.8. Let —1 <2< 0<z <1, then
T V(z)V(y) 1 dy
P(07OO)(1‘, Z) ~ / (1 AN V2(| — |)) . ) —-
0 =YD/ 1z — y|log (1+H>y z

5 Boundary Harnack principle

In this section we derive the Harnack inequality for non-negative harmonic functions in intervals.
The method we apply for this purpose is a regularization of the Poisson kernel of an interval or
rather its upper bound provided by the Poisson kernel of a half-line. We follow the approach
of [5], where it was used to deal with a class of symmetric stable processes not necessarily
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rotation invariant. As a consequence of the Harnack inequality we obtain the boundary Harnack
principle.

We start with two elementary lemmas, which we leave without rigorous proofs, giving only
some explanation how to derive them. The first lemma follows from the Ikeda-Watanabe
formula and the fact that v is radially decreasing.

Lemma 5.1. For any r > 0 and |z| < r < |z,
Eft (|2 +2r) < P2, 2) < Bt myv(|2] — 7).

From Proposition 3.3 we have E*1_,,y = V(r)V(r — |z[). Combining this with the above
lemma and the properties of the Lévy measure we easily obtain the following estimates.

Lemma 5.2. Suppose that h is a non-negative function. Let p > 1 and r > 0. Let
hal) = B [A(Xr,.), 1Xe | > pr] .

Then there is C' = C(p,a) > 0 such that for |z| <,

C_1V(T)V(T‘—|ZL‘|)/ h(z)v(2)dz < ho(x) < CV(T)V(’/‘—|ZL‘|)/ h(z)v(z)dz, 0<a <2,

|z[>pr |z|>pr
and
C e 2V (1) V (r—|]) / M S hufa) £ COVEIV () / M a2

Theorem 5.3 (Harnack inequality). Let 1 < p < 3/2. There ezists a constant C' = C(«, p)
such that for any r > 0 and any nonnegative function h, harmonic in (—2r,2r), it holds, for
0<a<?,

C’_lVZ(T)/||> h(z)v(z)dz < h(x) < C’VZ(T)/> h(z)v(z)dz, x € (—r,1).

For o = 2 we have

0—16—5/27"/2(7,) /

|z|>pr

h(z)v(z)dz < h(z) < CeQTVQ(T)/ h(z)v(2)dz, x € (—rr).

|z|>pr

Proof. In the proof below the appearing constants cj, co, ... will depend on p,«, only. For
simplicity, we will write 7, ;) as 7. We start with the upper bound. Define

T

N 13/8rA|z|
P(x,2) :/ P_iy(x, z)dt, |z| > pr.
p

Since h is harmonic on (—2r,2r), for all ¢ € [pr, 13/8r], we have



Therefore
13/8r
(13/8 —p)rh(z) = / / Py (z, 2)h(2)dzdt
pr |z|>t

_ / Pla, 2)h(2)d= + / P(a, 2)h(2)dz
pr<|z|<7/4r |z|>7/4r
= I+ I,

By Lemma we have

<. (13/8 — p)rV3(r) f‘z‘>7/4r h(z)v(z)dz, a <2,
2= e (13/8 — p)rV3(r) Josrja MRV (2)d2, o= 2.

In order to estimate I; we need an upper bound of P(z,z). We claim that there is a constant
co such that for pr < |z| < (7/4)r, x| < r,
P(z,2) < e,V3(r Al). (5.19)
By symmetry, we can assume that z < —pr. Then, we have
_ 13/8rA|z| 13/8rA|z|
P(z,z) < / Pt oo)(z, 2)dt = / Po,so)(z +t, 2 + t)dt.
pr pr

Since |z| <7, then (p—1)r <z +t < 3rand x — 2z > (p—1)r. First, assuming r < 1 for o = 2
or arbitrary r for 0 < o < 2, by Theorem [4.7],

5 1 13/8rA|z|
s < o [ Ve
(x —2)log(2+ =) Jpr V([z] =)
1 =
< ¢ V(3r —
S ey ) v
1 2 dt
S V4 o
“loa@+ ) O v
Noting that fozr % ~ V?r) we obtain
P(x,2) < ! V3(rAl)
T, 2 Cp—————— 2 r )
= 610g(2—|—%)

Similarly, for « = 2 and r > 1,

B 13/8rA|z]| V(l) 00 pu
P < — el < 1 ——du.
(x,z) < 07/p e _t)e dt < c;V( )/O V(u)du

By (519) and since the density of the Levy measure is radially decreasing we have
- Vir Al

r = r_l/ P(z,z)h(z)dz < CQL/ v(z)h(z).

pr<|z|<7/4r rv(r) pr<|z|<7/4r
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Note that, for & < 2 we have % ~ V2(r), and for a = 2 we have 7‘/;52?)1) ~ V()i

Combining this with the above estimates of I; and I, we obtain

h(z) < cwv?(r)/ h(z)v(z)dz, 0<a<2,

|z|>pr

h(z) < cloe2TV2(r)/ h(z)v(2)dz, «o=2.

|z[>pr

Finally we find the lower bound for h(z). Let ¢ = (1 + p)/2. Next, for
ha(z) = E* [M(X:,,), | Xr,.| > pr]

by Lemma 5.2 for 0 < a < 2, we arrive at

h(z) > ho(z) > 011V2(T)/ h(z)v(z)dz.

|z]>pr

Similarly, for a = 2, we have

h(x) > ho(z) > 0116_5/27"1/2(7’)/ h(z)v(z)dz.

|z[>pr
O

Remark 5.4. The weak form of the Harnack inequality for the geometric stable process was
proved in R for d > « in [20], Theorem 6.6. It was shown there that there is a constant
C = C(r,a,d) such that for any harmonic function h in a ball B(0,r) we have

h(z) < Ch(y), z,y € B(0,r/2).

As a function of r > 0 the obtained constant C tends to oo as v \, 0. Such form is not
scale invariant. The constant from Theorem [52.3 does not depend on r for 0 < a < 2. In the
last section we find two-sided estimates for the Poisson kernel of any interval which allow to
improve the Harnack inequality for = 2 (see Theorem[6.3). Our result suggests that the scale
wmvariant version can be proved also in higher dimensions.

Theorem 5.5 (Boundary Harnack property). There ezists a constant C = C(«) such that
for any r > 0 and any nonnegative function h reqular harmonic in (0, 2r) which vanishes in
(—2r,0) we have, for a = 2,

1 o, V(z) _ h(z) e2rv(x) L <
C e V('r’)g—h('r’)gc V)’ O<z<r.
For 0 < a <2, @ @ @
L Vi(z h(x Vi(z
C V(r)_h(r)SCV(r)’ O<x<r.

Proof. We provide the proof for the case 0 < o < 2, only. Let ho(z) = E* [h(X,), | X,.| > 3/2r].
Note that by the Harnack inequality and Lemma [5.2 we have hy(r/2) =~ h(r/2) ~ h(r). More-
over, by Lemma [5.2] we have




Hence,

Next, by the Harnack inequality

hi(xz) = E° [MX,,),r < X, <3/2r] < Ch(r)P*(r < X,, <3/2r) < Ch(r)

This implies that
h(z) = hq(z) + hao(x) =~ h(r)

6 Green function and Poisson kernel of the interval

This section is devoted to extension of the results of Section 4 to intervals. We show optimal
estimates of the Green functions and Poisson kernels for intervals taking into account the size of
intervals. Note that by passing to infinity with the length of intervals we recover the estimates
from Section 4. This does not mean that the results of Section 4 can be obtained from the
current section. In fact, we strongly use the estimates for half-lines, showing that for some
choice of variables and interval lengths the Green functions and Poisson kernels are comparable
for intervals and intervals.

Lemma 6.1. A) There exists a constant a < 1/2 such that, for 0 < x,y < aR,

Go.p (7,y) > 1/2G 0,00) (7, Y).

B) For any 0 < a < 1/2 there is a constant b < a/2 such that, for R <4, and a/2R < x <
y<(1—a/2)R,
G(O,R) (xvy) Z 1/2G(0,oo)(x7y)7
if |t —y| < bR.

Proof. Throughout the whole proof we assume that 0 < z < y and a < 1/2. Denote 7r = 7o )
and observe that

Gonr(,y) = Goo)(®Y) = E"G(0,00)(X7: Y)-

Note that G,«)(2,y) is decreasing on (y,00) as a function of z, which together with Lemma
3.4 implies

. V(x)
E7G (0,00) (X, y) < Glo,00) (R, y)v< R (6.20)
Observe that for x < y we have
V(z)V(y) 2
A vave =V (). (6.21)
V2 (ly—=)

Suppose that =,y < 2 AaR. Then by Remark 45|

V(z)V(y)

—1q. .2 —1
y—ax| log (14 |y —x| ).
VQ(Iy—xI))| | 1+ ™)

G(O,oo) (SL’, y) ~ (1 A
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By [.8), we have G(g00)(R,y) = M Applying (6.2I)) we obtain the following bound

Rlog(2+R T

Vi Coe (Roy) Cv2<y>\y — 2l log’ (2 + 55)
Goo)(z,y)  — Rlog(2 + R1)

= ¢ Rlog(2 + RY)

Next, by Lemma 4.1}, we infer that

ViaR A1) =~ log (2 +

),

aR N1
which proves that

Viz
G (Ry) _ (aRA1)log2+ )
Glo,00)(@,9) a Rlog(2+ R7)
1
< calog(2+ -). (6.22)
a

Assume now that r < 1 <2 <y<aRorl<zrz<y<aR.Ifr<1<2<y<aR, dueto
@8, G(o,00) (2, y)NV(x)Vy) If 1 <x<y<aR then

V(z)V
Glooo)(@,y) > Gl (2,y) > C%_

By @.8) we have G(o,«)(y, R) =~ w which together with G(g o) (7, y) > CW implies

V(x)
G(O,OO) (R7 y) V(R) <e

Y
G(O,oo)(xvy) - R
Combining (620 6.22] [6.23) we infer that

< ca. (6.23)

1
E*G0,00)( X7y, y) < calog(2 + E)G( o) (1) < (1/2)G 0,00y (7, y)

for sufficiently small a, which completes the proof of the first part of the Lemma.

Now we proceed with the proof of part (B). Let R <4 and a/2R <z <y < (1 —a/2)R.
Assume that |z — y| < bR. Let us observe that VZ(y — z) < V2(bR) < V*(a/2R) < V(2)V (y).
Then by Remark we have

V(zx) V(z) VRV (y) 1
W G0 (By) ViR (1 N VaRe y)) )

Glo.00) (2, y - ( V(z )V(y)) 1
05)(:9) N2 ) moeare—a D
1
iy _ bRlog” (1 + 57)

1 <c - !
(y—z) logZ (1 +(y—=z)—1) aRlog (1 + ﬁ)

2
< cé <1+logg> )
a b

IA

Hence
EmG( )(XTR7y> (1/2)G(000 (x y)

for sufficiently small b.
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Standard arguments imply the estimates of the Green function of the interval (0, R), R > 0
if R is bounded by a fixed positive number Ry. In the theorem below we choose Ry = 4 as
an upper bound for R, however we could chose any positive number at the expense of the
comparability constant.

Theorem 6.2. Let R < 4 then we have,

V(0r(z))V (0r(y))
V2(ly — )

Proof. If x,y < aR then, by Theorem [£.4] and Lemma [G.1] we get

G (,y) ~ (1 A ) ly— 2 log (1 + |y — 2| ).

V(z)V(y)
V3(ly — )

By symmetry we have, for z,y > (1 — a)R,

~ V(R—2)V(R-y) 1.2 1
Ganmte.n) ~ (1A D= ol og (1 4y — ol ),

Let a/2R <z <y < (1 —a/2)R. If |z — y| < bR then again, by Lemma [6.1] and Theorem [£.4]

Grom (i, 9) ~ Glom) (5,9) ~ (1 A ) ly— | og (1 + |y — =),

Go.m(z,y) = |y — o[ log (1 + [y — | ™).
If R > |x—y| > bR, the Harnack inequality implies
Go.m(2,y) = Gor(y —bR.y) = |y — x| og (1 + |y — =[7).
For x < a/2R and y > aR we use the boundary Harnack principle to get

V(z)
V(a/2R)

If y > (1 —a/2)R we again use the boundary Harnack principle

Go,r) (7, y) = Go,r(a/2R,y).

Hence
Com(@y) ~ V@éif‘);v_%(y)) [y — o log (1 + |y — o] ).

O

To extend the above uniform bound to large intervals we define a function G Eg,)R) (x,y), z,y €
(0, R), such that

min { V(3r(2)V wR(y))} o<1
|z — y\l o lz—y| ) ’
| VORE)V (Gr() _
Gloop (@ y) = 1“( NG 25’ . a=5
mm{ fs;}x 5R(yR1</yQ ’ (M@)ﬁy(‘ R<y>>}’ l<a<?2,
(V(2)V(R—y) A(V(R 2)V(y)) o=

\
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Theorem 6.3. Let R > 4 and x < y then we have for |z —y| <1,

G(O,R)(xa y) ~ min{G(O,oo)(xa y)’ G(O,OO)(R -z, R— y)}

and for |z —y| > 1

G (@, y) = Gl (2,y).

Proof. For a = 2 we can use similar methods to the proof of Theorem 6.4 in [I1]. Therefore we
assume that o < 2. By symmetry we have G o,z)(z,y) = Go,r)(R—x, R—y) and we can assume
that  <y. Hence G r)(z,y) < min{G o) (2, ¥), Go00) (R — 2z, R —y)}. Let | —y| <1, and
x < R/2. Then dg(y) > y/2 and by Theorem [6.2] we infer

G(O,R) (557 y) > G((z—2)vo,(x+2)v3) (557 y)
(1/\V(x/\2)V(y/\2)) 1

Via—yl) ) Je—yllog?(1+ o5y)

~
~

Hence, Remark [L.0] for x < 1, and Theorem [£.4], Lemma 2.J] and (4.0), for x > 1, imply
Go.r)(7,Y) = cG0,00) (2, ).
For x > R/2, we use symmetry to get
Go,p)(z,y) > cGo)(R— 2, R—y),
which proves, for |z —y| <1,
Go,p)(7,y) = min{G(0,0) (2, ¥), G(o,00) (R — 7, R — ).
Assume that |x — y| > 1. Let us observe that, for z,y < 3/4R, we have GES")R)(Ly) R~

C?Eg‘)oo) (z,y). Hence, by Remark

G(O,R) ("L‘a y) S CGESC,)R) (l‘, y)
Lemma 2] implies, for z,y > 1/2,

Gon(@,y) ~ Gl (2,y). (6.24)

If z < 1/2 we use the boundary Harnack principle to get the above estimate. By symmetry,
©24) is true, for x,y > R/4, as well. For x < R/4 and y > 3/4R the boundary Harnack
principle implies

V(x V(R — A
V(}g/)él) Go.mp(R/4, 3/43)% ~ GEO,)R)

Go.r(z,y) = ().

O

Now, we prove estimates for the Poisson kernel of the interval (0, R). By symmetry,
Por(x,2) = Por (R —, R — z). Therefore it is enough to prove estimates for z < 0 and
xz € (0,R).
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Theorem 6.4. Assume that z <0 <z < R.
For 0 < a <2 andzx,|z| <2AR we have

V(z) V(R - ) 1
V(2 V(R +|2]) (z — 2)log(2 + ;25)

For 0 < a <2, when x> 2 or |z| > 2 A\ R, we have

P(O,R) (.’L‘, Z) ~

VE@)V(R—1) 1
V(IDV (|2l + R)x — 2

P(O,R) (l‘, Z) ~

For a =2,

P e_|z|%, R>4,x>2or|z] >2,
o) (@,2) ~ e YIS - R <4, |2 > R

Proof. We present arguments only for a = 2, since the proof is similar to the proof of Theorem
47 Moreover, for intervals of length not bigger than Ry = 4 (the upper bound 4 can be
replaced by any Ry at the expense of the comparability constant), the proof below is suitable
for all a’s, provided that |z| < R.

We will use Theorems and [6.3], therefore first we will prove estimates for R < 4 and next
for R > 4.

We start with R < 4. Assume additionally that —R/2 < z < 0. Clearly

P(OvR) (:U’ Z) S P(Ovoo) (.T, Z).

Note that V(R —y) = V(y), for R/2 <y < 7/8R. Therefore by Theorem [6.2] and Remark 4.8,
for © < R/2, we have

e V(z)V(y) 1 dy
For x,ch/ (1/\ ) > cPo.co)(, 2),
0., 2) 0 V23(ly — zl) |y—$|10g2(1+|y—x|—1)y—z (0.50)( (> |
6.25
yielding
Fo.p)(x,2) & Poso) (T, 2). (6.26)

For z > R/2, we have v — 2z & R ~ R/2 — z and V(x) =~ V(R/2), hence by the boundary
Harnack principle, (6.26) and Theorem 7]

Por(z,2) = Porl(R/2 Z)%
V(R) V(R —x)
(z — z)log(2+ -£2) V(R/2)
V(R —x)
(z —2)log(2+ ;35)

The last comparability, (6.26]) and Theorem A7 imply that

V(z) V(R - ) 1
V([2)) V(R + [2]) (z — 2) log(2 + ;33)°

r—z

Por(x,2) = —R/2<z2<0<zx<R<A4
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For z < —R/2, we have v(|z|) ~ v(z + 3/2R). Hence, by Lemma [5.1] and Proposition we
get, for z < —R/2,

Pory(z,2) = E*1o,pyv(2) = V(2)V(R — z)v(2).

This ends the proof for R < 4.
Assume that R > 4. If =1 < 2 < 0 <z < 1 then by ([6.20),

CPo,00)(T,2) < Pog)(r,2) < Por)(7,2) < P (T, 2),
which, by Theorem [4.7] yields

V(z) V(R—x) 1

V(Iz]) V(R + |2]) (z — 2) log( —l<z<O<z<lL

Por(z,2) =

1 )7
For z V |z| > 1 and x < R/2 we use the same arguments like in the proof Lemma [L.6 to get

V(ieAl
Por(z,2) > e LEAL) Po,o) (@, 2).

V(lz])

Hence,
e |V(£L’ AV (R —x)
RV (|2])
)

Now, assume that = > R/2. Denote W (z,2) = [,* G (z,y)v(y — z)dy, then by (@4)

P(07R)(:L‘, 2) ~ P(Om)(x, z) e

W,z = [HEZIVO gy [TV gy

_ o [V (e o [T Vet

- R(wR ) [ v | 7R_y_zdy)
€ . 1 l’eﬂ(l/\(R—x))V(R—x)

~ R(”R Ty TV Rz )
 V(R-1)

M E

Moreover

RA(z+1) _ _ _
/ (1 A V(R —2)V(R y)) vty — 2)dy < cPoo)(R—1, R—2) < cW(x, 2).

V2 (lz —yl) | —y[log®(1 + | — y|7)
Hence, by Theorem [6.3]

-1

VIR—z)  _,V@eADV(R-—z)

P, ~Nef—— o
o) (@:2) & € pry e RV

O

The next result is an improvement of the Harnack inequality for e = 2, that was proved in
the previous section.

Theorem 6.5. There exists a constant C' = C(«) such that for any r > 0 and any nonnegative
function h, harmonic in (—2r,2r), it holds, for 0 < a < 2,

h(z) < Ch(y), x,y € (=r, 7).
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Proof. By Theorem [5.3] it is enough to prove the scale invariant Harnack inequality for a = 2
when r > 4. We use Theorem [6.4] to get

—(|2|— T 1
P_sjar3jan (z, 2) m e (F173/20) ) ~ P_3/ar3/2m(0,2), x| <1, |2] > 3r/2,

V(2| —3/2r

which yields

ha) = [ Peymam(e b~ [ Pon(02h()d:
|z|>3/2r |z|>3/2r
— h(0).

Hence, h(z) ~ h(y), for any z,y € (—r,r). O
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