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GREEN FUNCTION ESTIMATES FOR SUBORDINATE BROWNIAN
MOTIONS : STABLE AND BEYOND

PANKI KIM AND ANTE MIMICA

ABSTRACT. A subordinate Brownian motion X is a Lévy process which can be obtained
by replacing the time of the Brownian motion by an independent subordinator. In this
paper, when the Laplace exponent ¢ of the corresponding subordinator satisfies some
mild conditions, we first prove the scale invariant boundary Harnack inequality for X on
arbitrary open sets. Then we give an explicit form of sharp two-sided estimates of the
Green functions of these subordinate Brownian motions in any bounded C*' open set.
As a consequence, we prove the boundary Harnack inequality for X on any C*! open set
with explicit decay rate. Unlike [KSV12b, KSV12c], our results cover geometric stable
processes and relativistic geometric stable process, i.e. the cases when the subordinator
has the Laplace exponent

d(\) =log(1+ A% (0<a<2,d>aq)

and
p(N) =log(1+A+m*H*—m) (O0<a<2 m>0d>2).

1. INTRODUCTION

Let d be a positive integer, let W = (W;,P,) be a Brownian motion in R? starting at
and let S = (S;: t > 0) be a subordinator independent of W, i.e. a Lévy process taking
values in [0, 00) and starting at 0.

The Laplace exponent of a subordinator is a Bernstein function and hence has the repre-
sentation

6(\) = bA + / (1— ) p(dt), (1.1)
(0,00)
where b > 0 and p is a measure on (0, co) satisfying [ (1 At) u(dt) < oo, usually called
(0,00)
the Lévy measure of ¢. If the measure i has a completely monotone density, the Laplace
exponent ¢ is called a complete Bernstein function.
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We define the subordinate Brownian motion X = (X, P,) by X; = Wg,.

The aim of this paper is to obtain the following two-sided estimates of the Green function
Gp(z,y) of X in a bounded O open set D C R? in terms of the Laplace exponent ¢ of
the subordinator:

GD@,y)x( ¢z —y ) ) &l — o)

o Vo(0n(@)2)e(@p(y)2) ) 1o —yl**2e(lz —y|72)*

where 0p(z) denotes the distance of the point x to D¢ and a Ab := min{a, b}. Here and in
the sequel, f < g means that the quotient g stays bounded between two positive numbers
on their common domain of definition.

The process X is, in particular, a rotationally symmetric Lévy process. Recently there has
been huge interest in studying potential theory of such processes. See, for example, [KMR,
KSV12a, KSV12b, KSV12c, RSV06] and references therein. The purpose of this paper is
to extend recent results in [KSV12b, KSV12c] by covering geometric stable processes and
much more.

Estimates of Green function for discontinuous Markov processes were first studied for ro-
tationally symmetric a-stable processes in [CS98] and in [Kul97] independently. These
results were extended later to relativistic a-stable processes and to sums of two inde-
pendent stable processes in [Ryz02] and [CKS10] respectively. Recently, the first named
author with R. Song and Z. Vondracek succeeded to obtain such estimates for a large class
of subordinate Brownian motions in [KSV12b].

Still, the class considered in [KSV12b] does not include some interesting cases like geomet-
ric stable processes or, more generally, the class of subordinate Brownian motions with
Laplace exponent that varies slowly at infinity. Our approach covers a large class of such
processes.

Another feature of our approach is that it is unifying in the following sense: the sharp
estimates of the Green function are given only in terms of the Laplace exponent ¢ and its
derivative.

Let us give a few examples of transient processes that are covered by our approach.

Example 1 (Geometric stable processes)

d(\) =log(1+ N/, (0<B<2 d>p).

Example 2 (Iterated geometric stable processes)

p1(\) =log(1+ 212 (0<pB<2)
¢n+1 :¢lo¢n ’I’LGN,

with an additional condition d > 21="3".
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Example 3 (Relativistic geometric stable processes)

d(\) = log <1+ <A+m5/2>2/6 —m> (m>0,0<B<2,d>2).

In order to obtain the sharp Green function estimates we first obtain the uniform boundary
Harnack principle, with constant not depending on the open set itself. Such uniform
boundary Harnack principle was first proved in [BKKO08] and very recently generalized
to a larger class of rotationally symmetric Lévy processes in [KSV12c]. We adapt the
approach in the latter paper in order to cover the class of subordinate Brownian motions
with slowly varying Laplace exponents. Unlike the approach in [KSV12c|, instead of
the use of the Harnack inequality, we use estimates of the Green function of balls near
boundary obtained in [KM12].

Further, our uniform boundary Harnack principle can be used to prove sharp Green func-
tion estimates for bounded C''! open sets by adapting the method in [KSV12b]. Even
though we follow the roadmap in [KSV12b|, we needed to make significant changes due
to the fact that now we do not have necessarily regularly varying Laplace exponents.

To overcome such difficulties we use new types of estimates (not only in terms of the
Laplace exponent itself, but also in terms of its derivative) of the jumping kernel and the
potential kernel of the subordinate Brownian motions, which were obtained for the first
time in [KM12]. This type of estimates is essential in our approach.

Let us be more precise now. In this paper we will always assume the following three
conditions on the Laplace exponent ¢ of the subordinator S:

(A-1) ¢ is a complete Bernstein function;
(A-2) the Lévy density p of ¢ is infinite, i.e. u(0,00) = 00 ;
(A-3) there exist constants o > 0, \g > 0 and ¢ € (0, 1] such that

¢'(\x) —5
< fi 11 >1 d > )\g. 1.2
700 <ox orall x>1 an > N (1.2)

Either in the case d < 2 and § > 1 — d/2 or in the case d > 2 and 0 < § < % we will
sometimes further assume two technical conditions below. Note that (A-4), related to
transience of the corresponding subordinate Brownian motion, is used in [KM12] to obtain
the asymptotic of the jumping kernel and the Green function of the subordinate Brownian
motion. Unlike [KM12] we state (A-4) for d = 2 and d = 1 separately to make it clear.

(A-4) If d = 2, we assume that there are o9 > 0 and dp € (0,2) such that
/
Z,(()\)\:E)) >0027% forall 2>1 and A > )\ (1.3)

If d = 1, we assume that the constant ¢ in (A-3) satisfies § > % and that there are o9 > 0
and 0y € (3,26 — 3) such that (1.3) holds.
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(A-5) If d > 2 and the constant § in (A-3) satisfies 0 < § < 3, then we assume that there
exist constants o1 > 0 and d; € [0, 1) such that

o) _

270 forall 2>1 and A > M. 1.4
o : = -

Remark 1.1. (a) Note that (A-3) implies b =0 in (1.1), by letting X — oo.
(b) The condition (A-3) is implied by the following stronger condition
FOD) s

V>0 lim T

A=oo @'(N)
In other words, (1.5) says that ¢' varies regqularly at infinity with inder 5 —1. A
novelty here is the case o = 0.
(c) The condition (A-4) is used only to obtain Green function estimates.

0<a<?2). (1.5)

Now we state the main result of this paper. By diam(D) we denote the diameter of D.

Theorem 1.2. Suppose that X = (X;,P, : t > 0,z € }Rd) is a transient subordinate
Brownian motion whose characteristic exponent is given by ®(0) = ¢(|0|2), 6 € R?, with
¢ satisfying (A-1)—(A-5).

Then for every bounded C™' open set D (see Definition 3.4) in R? with characteristics
(R, A), there exists ¢ = c(diam(D), R, A, ¢,d) > 1 such that the Green function Gp(z,y)
of X in D satisfies

¢ 'gp(z,y) < Gp(z,y) < cgp(,y) (1.6)
with
o) = <J5(|<17—y| %) ¢'(Jx —y[?)
gp(w,y) = ( \/(ZS ©p @) 2)o0n ()2 )> |z — y|?+2¢(|z — y|~2)2 (1.7)

Before we discuss a corollary of Theorem 1.2, we record a simple fact.

Lemma 1.3. If i, € (0,1) and ¢ is a Bernstein function satisfying
Y(A\x) > g,z
P(A)

for some o, A\« > 0, then there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that Y(\) < cAY'(N) for all
A >\,

—0s forall x>1 and \> A\, (1.8)

Proof. Let a; =2V ( —) 1o 5. . Since ¢ is decreasing,

(a1 — DM (A /w BlarA) — (V). (1.9)
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Let A > \,. Since 1(a1\) > 0. al % (N) by (1.8), we get from (1.9)
(a1 = DX () = (201" = 1e(A) = Y(N).
(]

Now we consider the following upper and lower scaling conditions on the Laplace exponent
¢ with exponents in the range (0,1): there exist constants c1,co, A\ > 0, a, 8 € (0,2) and
a < [ such that

o2 < (25()\33)

<ee2P? forall x>1 and A> A, 1.1
ey <cpx orall z>1 an > )\ (1.10)

Cc1 T

Define

- ¢z —yl?) 1
gp(z,y) = | 1A . 1.11
vl < Vo(op(@)2)(6p(y)2) ) |v =yl é(lz —y|7?) (1)
If ¢ is a complete Bernstein function such that (1.10) holds, then

lim inf ¢(x) > A2 p(A) lim inf /2 = oc.

Thus (A-1)—(A-2) hold. Moreover, applying Lemma 1.3 and (2.3) below, (1.10) implies
that A¢'(A) < d(A) < eAg/(N) for all A > )¢ and so (A-3) and (A-5) hold and (1.6)
is equivalent to (1.12). Therefore Theorem 1.2 gives the following extension of the main
result in [KSV12b].

Corollary 1.4. Suppose that X = (X : t > 0) is a transient subordinate Brownian motion
whose characteristic exponent is given by ®(0) = ¢(|0|%), 6 € R?, where ¢ : (0, 00) — [0, 00)
is a complete Bernstein function such that (1.10) holds. We further assume that (A-4)
hold with 69 =1 — /2 when d = 1.

Then for every bounded C' open set D in R with characteristics (R,A), there exists
¢ = c(diam(D), R, A, ¢,d) > 1 such that the Green function Gp(z,y) of X in D satisfies
the following estimates:

¢ 'gp(x,y) < Gp(z,y) < cgp(z,y) (1.12)
where gp(x,y) is defined in (1.11).

In [KSV12b], the above result is proved when, instead of (1.10), ¢ satisfies
(N = A2\, A 500 (0<a<2) (1.13)

where £ varies slowly at infinity, i.e.

. ()
>0 im0

By Potter’s theorem (see [BGT87, Theorem 1.5.6(i)]), (1.13) clearly implies (1.10).

=1.

Using Green function estimates in Theorem 1.2 for d > 3 and a dimension reduction
argument (see the proof of Theorem 5.6), we prove the boundary Harnack principle for
subordinate Brownian motions satisfying (A-1), (A-2), (A-3) and (A-5) in C%! open
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set. We emphasize that in the next theorem we do not assume neither the transience nor
(A-4).

Theorem 1.5. Suppose that X = (X;, P, : t > 0,2 € R?) is a (not necessarily transient)
subordinate Brownian motion satisfying (A-1), (A-2), (A-3) and (A-5) and that D is
a (possibly unbounded) C*' open set in R% with characteristics (R, ). Then there exists
c=c(R, A\, ¢) > 0 such that for every r € (0, %], z € 0D and any nonnegative function

u in R that is harmonic in D N B(z,r) with respect to X and vanishes continuously on
DN B(z,r), we have

—— <c S0p(@)7) for every x,y € DN B(z, 5). (1.14)

We remark that Theorem 1.5 covers the processes in Examples 1-3 without the assumptions
on transience.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we record some preliminary results concern-
ing subordinate Brownian motions obtained in [KM12]. We start Section 3 by analyzing
special harmonic functions in half-space and use these results to obtain key probabilistic
estimates on C'1'! open sets. Section 4 contains estimates of Poisson kernel on balls which
are used in Section 5 to obtain the uniform boundary Harnack principle on arbitrary open
sets. After proving sharp Green function estimates in Lipschitz domains in Section 6,
we finally obtain in Section 7 the boundary Harnack principle and sharp Green function
estimates in O open sets.

Notation. Throughout the paper we use the notation f(r) < g(r), » — a to denote that

i; E:g stays between two positive constants as r — a. We say that f: R — R is increasing if

s < t implies f(s) < f(t) and analogously for a decreasing function. For a,b € R, we set
a Ab:=min{a,b}, a Vb := max{a,b}. For a Borel set A C R%, we also use |A| to denote
its Lebesgue measure. We will use “:=" to denote a definition, which is read as “is defined
to be”.

We will use the following conventions in this paper. The values of the constants Cy, Cs, Cs3,
C4 and g1 will remain the same throughout this paper, while ¢, ¢1, ¢, . . . stand for constants
whose values are unimportant and which may change from one appearance to another. All
constants are positive finite numbers. The labeling of the constants ¢y, co, ... starts anew
in the proof of each result. The dependence of the constant ¢ the constants ¢, ¢, co,... on
the dimension d will not be mentioned explicitly.

2. PRELIMINARIES

By concavity, we see that every Bernstein function ¢ satisfies

Y(N) < \p(t) for all A > 1,t > 0. (2.1)
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Thus
A T’Z)(/\/\) is decreasing, (2.2)
which implies
MY (X)) < p(N) for all A > 0. (2.3)

We first recall the following results from [KM12].

Lemma 2.1. [KM12, Lemma 4.1] Suppose that v is a special Bernstein function, i.e.,
A ﬁ is also a Bernstein function. Then the functions ny,n2: (0,00) — (0,00) given

by

)\2 1/}/()‘)

mA) = A2¢/()‘) and m2(N) = V(N2

are increasing .
The next result is a simple consequence of Lemma 2.1 and we will use it several times in
this paper.

Corollary 2.2. Suppose that v is a special Bernstein function. For every d > 1, a > 1,
A >0 andbe (0,1) we have

ba~t PN LA <2 < pm T I2 B 0 < bA <t <al

Proof. We use the fact that t — t_4%(t:r2)%‘ is decreasing (by Lemma 2.1) and t — %(t:rj%‘
is increasing. When d > 2 for all 0 < bA <t < a)

q—d-2)\—d- 29 (A~ ) —d—29'(t7?) —d—2y—d—29'(A\72)
Ao ST e S 0TTTATT ey

If d =1, then for every 0 < bA <t < aA

—39/(t7?) 49/ (t7?) —4 4#}(% )?)
t e >2—t(t GEE >§ ( AN >2)
2 / —2
<ab AP <ab AL

and similarly

—3w(t ) a4 3¢(A )

O

Recall that we will always assume that the Laplace exponent ¢ of S satisfies (A-1)-(A-3).
We also recall the following elementary fact from [KM12] which says that (A-3) controls
the growth of ¢.

Lemma 2.3. [KM12, Lemma 3.2 (ii)] For every ¢ > 0 there exists c(e,0) > 1 such that

(Zi;()\;;) < cgl—ote forall x>1 and X> Xg. (2.4)
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The analysis of 1-dimensional subordinate Brownian motions will be crucial in our ap-
proach in this paper. Therefore we now consider an one-dimensional subordinate Brownian
motion (Z;,P,) with the characteristic exponent ¢(6?), 0 € R.

Let
Zy=sup{0V Z,: 0 < s < t}

be the supremum process of Z and let L = (L; : t > 0) be a local time of Z — Z at 0.
The right continuous inverse L; ' of L is a subordinator and it is called the ladder time
process of Z. The process Z Lt is also a subordinator, called the ladder height process of

Z. (For the basic properties of the ladder time and ladder height processes, we refer the
reader to [Ber96, Chapter 6].)

Let k be the Laplace exponent of the ladder height process of Z. It follows from [Fri74,
Corollary 9.7] that

[e.9]

202
K(A) = exp %/bg(l(bj_i)log))cw ., YA>0. (2.5)
0

By our assumptions and [KSV12a, Proposition 13.3.7] or [KMR, Proposition 2.1] we see
that the ladder height process of Z has no drift and is not compound Poisson, and so the
process Z does not creep upwards. Since Z is symmetric, we know that Z also does not
creep downwards.

Denote by V' the potential measure of the ladder height process of Z. We will slightly abuse
notation and use the same letter V to denote the renewal function of the ladder height
process of Z, that is V(t) = V((0,¢)). V is a smooth function by [KSV12a, Corollary
13.3.8].

Combining [KSV12a, Proposition 13.3.7] and [Ber96, Proposition III.1] the following
result holds.

Proposition 2.4. There exists a constant ¢ > 1 such that for all r > 0

1

c S V(T) S C

Vo2 o(r=2)
We next consider multidimensional subordinate Brownian motions. Let W = (W, =
(WL, ..., W) : ¢t >0) be a Brownian motion in R? with

E |:e’i9~(Wt—WO):| s VoeRLt >0,

and let S be a subordinator independent of W with Laplace exponent ¢. In the remainder
of this paper, we always assume that X = (X;,P,) is a subordinate process defined by
Xi = Wg,. This process is a pure-jump symmetric Lévy process with the characteristic

exponent ®(¢) = ¢(|£]?), i.e.
o [eig-Xt] — 1) — ote(E?)
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Moreover, ® has the representation

8(6) = [ (1 cos(€ - )iel) da
Rd
with the Lévy measure of the form II(dz) = j(|x|) dz, where

jlr) = / (47t) =2 exp (—g);t(dt), r > 0.
(0,00)

For any open set D, let us denote by 7p the first exit time of D, i.e.
mp =inf{t >0: X; ¢ D}.

Using Proposition 2.4, the proof of the next result is the same as the one of [KSV12c,
Proposition 3.2]. So we skip the proof.

Lemma 2.5. There exists ¢ > 0 such that for any r € (0,00) and xq € R?,

Eu[TB@or)] < eV (MV(r — |z — x0) < \/¢(r*2)¢((:—\x—mo\)*2) for x € B(xo,r).

The process X has a transition density p(t,z,y) given by

p(t,x,y) = /(47Tt)_d/2 exp (—%)P(S‘t € ds). (2.6)
0
When X is transient, we can define the Green function (potential) by

[e.e]

Gla.9) = ally —al) = [ pit..p) .
0
Note that g and j are decreasing.

The following result is proved in [KM12]. Note that there is an error in the statement in
[KM12, Proposition 4.2]. It is clear form the proof of [KM12, Proposition 4.2] that [KM12,
Proposition 4.2] holds under the condition (A-1), (A-3) and (B) in [KM12].

Proposition 2.6. Suppose ¢ satisfies (A-1)—(A-4). Then we have

J(r) = r72¢ (r ), P =0+ . (2.7)
If X is transient, then
_a2 0 (r7?)
g(r)=r d 2(;5(7“_2)2’ r— 0+ . (2.8)
O

As a consequence of (2.7) it follows that if ¢ satisfies (A-1)—(A-4) then for any K > 0,
there exists ¢ = ¢(K) > 1 such that

jr) < cj2r), Vr e (0, K). (2.9)
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Since ¢ is a complete Bernstein function, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that u(t) <
cu(t+1) forall t > 1 (see [KSV12b, Lemma 2.1]). Thus, using this and [KM12, Proposition
3.3], by the proof of [KSV12a, Proposition 13.3.5] we see that the function j also enjoys
the following property: if ¢ satisfies (A-1)—(A-4) then there is a constant ¢ > 0 such that

Jr+1) <j(r)<cj(r+1) forall r>1. (2.10)

Let D C R? be an open subset. The killed process X is defined by
XP =X, if t<mp and XP =A otherwise,

where A is an extra point adjoined to D (usually called cemetery).

The transition density of X? is given by
pD(t7 z, y) = p(t7 z, y) - ]E:E [p(t — 7D, XTpvy); ™D < t]

A subset D of R? is said to be Greenian (for X) if X is transient. When d > 3, any
non-empty open set D C R? is Greenian. An open set D C R? is Greenian if and only if
D¢ is non-polar for X (or equivalently, has positive capacity with respect to X). For any

(0. ]
Greeninan open set D in R? let Gp(z,y) = [ pp(t,z,y) dt be the Green function of XP.

0
Gp(z,y) is symmetric and, for fixed y € D, Gp(-,y) is harmonic (with respect to X) in

D\ {y}.

The next two results are the key estimates in [KM12].

Proposition 2.7. Suppose X is transient and ¢ satisfies (A-1)—(A-4). There exist
constants c¢1,c2 > 0 and by, be € (0, %), 201 < by such that for all zg € R? and r € (0,1)

we have

,r.fd72¢l 7.72 —d 7‘72

r—d—2y
‘1 o(r=2) EZ/TB(CUO,T’) < GB(:L‘(),T’) (33‘, y) <c d)(rqig) ) EyTB(xom) (211)
for all x € B(xo,b17) and y € B(xzg,r) \ B(zg, bar).

Proposition 2.8. Suppose X is transient and ¢ satisfies (A-1)—(A-4). There exist
constants ¢; > 0 and a € (0, %) so that for xo € R% and r € (0,1) we have

Ee[TB(z0,r)] = M%T) for any x € B(xg,ar).

Before we state the Harnack inequality, we recall the definition of harmonic functions.
Definition 2.9. Let D be an open subset of R%. A function u defined on R? is said to be
(i) harmonic in D with respect to X if

E; [Ju(X:p)|] <oo and u(x)=E;[uw(X.,)], z€ B,
for every open set B whose closure is a compact subset of D;

(ii) regular harmonic in D with respect to X if it is harmonic in D with respect to X and
u(z) = E; [w(X;,)] forany € D.
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The following Harnack inequality is the main result of [KM12].

Theorem 2.10 (Harnack inequality). Suppose that ¢ satisfies (A-1)—(A-3). There exists
a constant ¢ > 0 such that for all zg € R? and r € (0,1) we have

h(z1) < ch(zg) for all xy,x9 € B(xg,r/2)

and for every non-negative function h: R? — [0,00) which is harmonic in B(xg,T).

Using Theorem 2.10 and the standard chain argument to (2.11), we have

Corollary 2.11. Under the assumptions of Proposition 2.7 there exist constants c¢1,co > 0
so that for any r € (0,1) and x¢ € R?

—d—2 47 (.2 ol G
"G By T(a) < Chleon)(@:4) < 025658 Ey (g )

for all x € B(xo,7/2) and y € B(xg,r) \ B(xo,3r/4).

By the result of Ikeda and Watanabe (see [IW62, Theorem 1]) the following formula is
true

Py(Xrp € F) = Gp(z,y)j(lz —yl|) dy dz (2.12)
/]

for any F C D°. We define the Poisson kernel of the set D by

Kp(z,2) = / Gp(a,9)i(lz — yl) dy, (2.13)
D

so that P,(X,, € F) = [ Kp(z,2)dz for any F C D".
F

Proposition 2.12. Suppose X is transient and ¢ satisfies (A-1)—(A-4). There exists
c1 = c1(¢) > 0 and ca = ca(¢) > 0 such that for every r € (0,1) and x¢ € R?,

(ly—=zol—7)
KB(wo,T)(‘Tay) < a \/¢(T*J2);j((ri\w—mo|)*2) (2.14)
< o dleon) (2.15)

C

for all (z,y) € B(xo,r) x B(xo,7) and

KB(zo.)(0,y) > c2 % for all y € B(xo,7)". (2.16)

Proof. First using (2.9) and (2.10) to (2.13), then applying Lemma 2.5 and Proposition
2.8, (2.14) and (2.16) follow easily (see the proof of [KSV12a, Proposition 13.4.10] for the
details). (2.15) follows from (2.14) and the fact that ¢ is increasing. O
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3. ANALYSIS ON HALF-SPACE AND C1'! OPEN SETS

In this section we establish key estimates which will be used in sections later in this paper.

Recall that X = (X; : ¢t > 0) is the d-dimensional subordinate Brownian motion defined
by X; = Ws, where W = (W',...,W%) is a (not necessarily transient) d-dimensional
Brownian motion and S = (S; : ¢t > 0) an independent subordinator with the Laplace
exponent ¢ satisfying (A-1)-(A-3). In this section, we further assume that (A-4) holds.

Let Z = (Z; : t > 0) be the one-dimensional subordinate Brownian motion defined by
Zy = W4,

Recall that V' denotes the renewal function of the ladder height process of Z. We use the
notation
Ri ={r=(21,...,2q-1,2q) = (T,xq) € R : 2y > 0}
for the half-space.
Set w(x) := V((xq)"). Since Z; = Wgt has a transition density, by using [Sil80, Theorem

2], the proof of the next result is the same as the one of [KSV12b, Theorem 4.1]. We omit
the proof.

Theorem 3.1. The function w is harmonic in Ri with respect to X and, for any r > 0,
regular harmonic in R4 x (0,7) for X.

Using Theorem 3.1, (2.9) and (2.10), the proof of the next result is the same as the one
of [KSV, Proposition 3.3].

Proposition 3.2. For all positive constants ro and L, we have

sup / w()i(lz — yl) dy < oo

z€R: 0<zg<L
B(m,ro)cﬂR‘fr

Define an operator (A, D(A)) by

Af(z) = p.v. / (@) — F(@) 3y — 2]) dy

Rd

— lim / (F) — £(2)) 3y — =) dy

el0
{yeR:|z—y|>e}

o) =S fiRISRm [ ()~ f@) il ol dy
{yeR:|z—y|>e}
exists and it is finite } . (3.1)
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Let C2 be the collection of C? functions in R? vanishing at infinity. It is well known that
C2 € D(A) and that by the rotational symmetry of X, A restricted to C3 coincides with
the infinitesimal generator £ of the process X (see e.g. [Sat99, Theorem 31.5]).

Since V is smooth by [KSV12a, Corollary 13.3.8], using our Theorem 3.1, (2.9) and (2.10),
the proof of the next result is the same as [KSV, Proposition 3.3] or [KSV12b, Proposition
4.2], so we skip the proof.

Theorem 3.3. Aw(z) is well defined and Aw(x) =0 for all z € RY.

In the rest of this section we aim to prove two key estimates of the exit probability and
the exit time for C™! open sets. Let us recall the definition of a Cb! open set.

Definition 3.4. An open set D in R (d > 2) is said to be a CV' open set if there exist
a localization radius R > 0 and a constant A > 0 such that for every z € 0D, there exist
a CY-function ¢ = 1, : R4™1 — R satisfying 1(0) = 0, V4(0) = (0,...,0),

IVYloo <A, [V(2) — V()] < Alz —w|, z,we RA-1

and an orthonormal coordinate system CS,: y = (Y1, ,Yd—1,Yd) := (U, ya) with origin
at z such that

B(z, R)N D ={y = (y, ya) € B(0, R) in CS : ya > P(y)}-

The pair (R,\) is called the characteristics of the C1' open set D. By a CY' open set
i R we mean an open set which can be expressed as the union of disjoint intervals so
that the minimum of the lengths of all these intervals is positive and the minimum of the
distances between these intervals is positive.

Remark 3.5. In some literature, the CY! open set defined above is called a uniform C1!
open set since (R, A) is universal for all z € dD.

For x € RY, let dyp(x) denote the Euclidean distance between x and dD. Recall that for
any © € R, 6p(x) is the Euclidean distance between 2 and D¢. It is well known that any
C! open set D with characteristics (R, A) there exists 71 > 0 so that the following holds
true:

(1) wniform interior ball condition, i.e. for every x € D with dp(z) < ri there exists
zz € 0D so that

|x — z;| = dop(x) and B(zg,rm) C D,

T—2g

|[x—2z]

(ii) wniform exterior ball condition, i.e. for every y € R?\ D with dyp(y) < 71 there
exists z, € dD so that

ly — zy| = dop(y) and B(yo,m1) C R?\ D,

for g = 2z, + 11

for yo = 2 Ty
Yo y+ 1|y—Zy|
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Assume for the rest of this section that D is a C! open set with characteristics (R, A)
satisfying the uniform interior ball condition and the uniform exterior ball condition with
the radius R < 1 (by choosing R smaller if necessary).

Before we prove our technical Lemma 3.7 below, we need some preparation.

Lemma 3.6. Under the assumption (A-5), if d > 2 and the constant § in (A-3) satisfies
0<d< %, then for every M > 0

M M
sup /U(S/G) o(|s — z|™)|s — x| + / (r=2)dr | ds = ¢(M, ¢) < 0o
x€[0,M /4] ) sl
Proof. Let
x/2 M
I:= /v(s/G) o(|]s — z|72)|s — x| + / o(r~2)dr | ds
0 |s—=]
2x M
II = /v(s/G) B(|s — x|72)|s — x| + / o(r~)dr | ds
z/2 [s—z|
and
M M
I1] := /v(s/ﬁ) o(|s — z|7)|s — z| + / o(r~2)dr | ds.
2z |s—z|

We consider these three parts separately.

First, for s € (0,2/2), we have x > r—s = |z —s| > x/2. Thus using (2.1) and Proposition
2.4,

x/2 x/2 M
I <xp(4x™2) [ v(s/6)ds + [ v(s/6)ds | ¢p(r—2)dr
[ [ ]
M M
<6 | dzp(x™2) + /¢(r_2)dr V(z/12) < crzd(z=)Y? + ¢ / ¢(( 7)21)/2 dr.
/2 /2

The first term is finite by Lemma 2.3. Also by Lemma 2.3 with ¢ = /2,

M

/ ((Z;(TQ tadr < co / o(r 1/2 < c3 /7’_(1_6+E)dr < eaMOF < .
x/2 x/2 /2
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Applying Proposition 2.4, we deduce

s/6
v(8/6)§§/ (t)dt = 6 (s/6)<05 gb( )72 forall s> 0. (3.2)
0
By (2.1) and (3.2),
IT <cgz™t 1/2/¢ —z|™2)|s — z|ds + csz Lo (x 1/2/ / B(r—?)drds
x/2 /2 |s—z|

<cer lp(x? )1/2/t¢(( ,2))dt

0
2z M
- s—x|~2)1/2 ~2)1/2 _
e / % / WW HY24rds.
x/2 |s—z|
Applying Lemma 2.3 twice with e = §/2 to ¢((x72 and ¢(z2)1/2, we get
x—1¢(x—2)1/2/ ¢((t ))dt<67x 1$6_€_1/t(%)_2+2(6_8) dt
0 0

x
= cyp—(079) /t_1+2(5_5)dt < g2 < g MOTF < 0. < 0
0

On the other hand, since |s — x| < 3z for s < 2z, (2.1), Lemma 2.3 with ¢ = 6/2 and
(A-5) imply

2T M
z/2 s—x\
2z M
§69$_1/|sif;|f+§+s /(%)1_617‘_(1_“5)6@‘ ds
z/2 s—x|
2z M
:ch_ME/\s—x]_‘;H‘S_& / PO g | s
z/2 s—x|
T M

< clox—5+s/t—61+5—€ /r‘2+51+5‘5dr d—: A
0 /
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f2-6—-0+e>1,
x
A< 611:17_6+5/t_1+2(6_5)ds < 192078 < 019 MO < 0.
0
If 2 - 61 — 0 + e =1, integration by parts yields
x

A < epza0tE /t_51+5_€ In(M/t)dt < cpqa 0t =002 In(M /)

0
<ey sup 270 In(M/z) < oo
z€[0,M /4]
f2-6-0+e<1,
x M
A< clox—é-l-a/t—él—i-é—a /T—2+51+6—adT dt < et < e M0 < o0,
0 0

Thus I < co.

For 111, we note that s > s —x = [s—x| > s/2 for s > 2z. Using this, (2.1), (3.2), Lemma
2.3 with ¢ = 0/2 and (A-5), we get

M M
III§/ (s/6)sp(4s ds+/v 5/6) / ~)drds
o o
< /(b( =2 1/zds—i—cm/ ¢(S:Z ﬁtb =2 2drds
oz 3/2
M
< 617/8_1+(5_€)d8+617/8_1 /(s/r)1_51¢(r_2)1/2drds.
0 2 s5/2

Clearly the first term is finite. Using Lemma 2.3 with ¢ = §/2, the second term is bounded
by

M M
B = 618/8_61 /7‘_2+61+6_Edrds.
/2

2x s

Thusif2 -6 —d+¢e > 1,

M M
B < cy9 / s~ (I=0te)ge < C19 / s~ (1=0+9) g <« .
0

2x
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If 2— 91 — 0 + e =1, using integration by parts we obtain
M

B < ¢y / sTIn(M/s)ds < eorzt " In(M/z) < a1 sup @' In(M/z) < co.

5 xz€[0,M /4]

Finally, If 2 — 61 — 6 + e < 1,
M M M

M
B< 018/8_51 /r_(2_51_5+€)drd8 < 022/3_51(15 < 022/3_51(15 < 00.
0

2x 0 2x
Thus I11 < oo and so we have proved the lemma. O

Lemma 3.7. Assume additionally that (A-5) holds. Fix Q € 0D and let
V(é € B(Q,R)nD
hy) = { (6p(y)) y€BQ.R)

0 otherwise .

There exists C1 = C1(A, R, ¢) > 0 independent of the point QQ € D such that Ah is well
defined in DN B(Q, %) and

|Ah(z)| < Cy forallz € DN B(Q,E). (3.3)
Proof. We first note that when d = 1, the lemma follows from Proposition 3.2 and
Theorem 3.3 by following the same proof as the one in [KSV12b, Lemma 4.4].
Assume now that d > 2. Fix z € DN B(Q, &) and let 29 € dD such that §p(z) = |z — o).

Denote by ¢ a C1! function and by C'S = C'S,, an orthonormal coordinate system with
xq chosen so that z = (0,z4) and

B(ﬂfo,R) nD= {y = (377yd) in CS: NS B(OvR)7 Yd > T/J(ZAD}
We fix such ¢ and the coordinate system C'S.

Define two auxiliary functions 1, 1o: B (6, R) — R by

G = R~ VR =GP and () = (R— VR = [jP) .

By the interior /exterior uniform ball conditions (with radius R) it follows that

Po(y) < V() < ¢1(y) forany ye DN Bz, f). (3.4)

Now we define a function h,(y) = V(dg+(y)), where
H" ={y = (,ya) in CS:yy>0}
denote the half-space in C'S.

Since dg+ (y) = (yg)™ in C'S, we can use Theorem 3.3 to deduce that
Ah,(y) =0, Vyec HT,
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Now the idea is to show that A(h — h,)(x) is well defined and that there exists a constant
Cy = C1(A,R, ) > 0 so that

\h(y) — ha()|j(ly — 2[)dy < C1 for any € >0. (3.5)

{yeDUH: |y—x|>¢c}

To do this we estimate the integral in (3.5) by the sum of the following three integrals:

I = / (h(w) + ha )iy — z]) dy

B(:(:,%)C
o= [ () + halw))i(ly ~ ol) dy, where
A
A={ye (DUHNB(z,): () <ya < 1(H)}
I3 h(y) — hae(y)[5(ly — z|) dy, where E :={y € B(z,%): ya > ¢1(7)}

Il
& —

and prove that Iy + Iob + I3 < Cy .

To estimate I; note that, by definition of h, h = 0 on B(Q, R)¢ which gives

hsoswo [ Veaite—ubasre [ iy <o
zeR
0<Zd<RB(27§)cmH+ B(07%)c

Here we have used Proposition 3.2 and the fact that the Lévy measure is a finite measure
away from the origin.

Now we estimate Iy. Denoting by mg_1(dy) the surface measure, we obtain

B [ [ 1a)ha) + b7 (VT i 2P) ma(dy)dr.
0

ly|=r

Since V is increasing and

we can use (3.4) to deduce

he(y) + h(y) <2V (¥1(y) — ¢a(y)) <2V (2Jy)) .
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Then, by the fact that j decreases, Proposition 2.4 and (2.7), we get

/ / La()V (2A7)5(r) ma_ (dy) dr

r —— ma—1({y € A: |y =r})dr

Noting that |12(y) — Y1 (y)| < @ = % for |y| = r, we obtain

ma_1({y: 7] =7, ¥2(@) <ya <1(@)}) < egrd for r < %.

Thus, by the previous observation and the integration by parts we get

R R

L<e [r? (L __23 = 04/r (— (b(r—?)),dr

0 0

<y liﬁ)n" gb(r—?)—l—/\/qﬁ(r—z) dr
0

By Lemma 2.3 applied to a fixed ¢ < 0 we see that there is a constant c5 = ¢5(g) > 0 so
that
¢(,r,—2) < C5T_2(1_5+€),

which gives
R

R
4
I < 04/ Vo(r=2)dr < C4\/E/7‘_1+6_E dr < co.
0 0

In order to estimate I3, we consider two cases. First, if 0 <yqs =4, , (y) < dp(y),
ya+Rgl?
h(y) = ha(y) < V(ya+ RY1?) = V(ya) = / v(z)dz < R7Ygl*o(ya),  (3.6)
Ya

since v is decreasing.

If yg =0, (y) > dp(y) and y € E, using the fact that dp(y) is greater than or equal to
the distance between y and the graph of ¢, and

2 ~2 ~2
- R 24 (R—yqg)? = |91 < W= g
Ya + \/|y| yd) \/Iy‘Q (R—yq)2+(R—yq) — 2(R—yq) — R
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we obtain
Yd

mw-hw< [ @ <R (R VP R-wP). 67

91>+ (R—ya)?

By (3.6) and (3.7),
I <R / F120(ya)i (| — y)dy
En{y:ya<dép(y)}

wR [ e (R VPR wa?) e - uldy
En{y:ya>op(y)}
=R (L, + Lo).

~ - R R
Ec{z=(Z,z) cR?: 7] < Z/\\/Zde—zg and0<zd§§},

changing to polar coordinates for y and using (2.1), (2.3), (2.7) and Proposition 2.4, yields

Since

5 B ny/2Rys—y2 (4 2)-1)
o' ((r* + |yq — xq|”)~
I = CG/U(yd) / (12 + |yq — zq|?)(@+2)/2 o) v
0 0

Nk

R
dqb/ + _ —2 N
= 67/v(yd/6) (/r (T(:T|yd|zfl:nd|g;fllr)2 )dr) dya =: crla
0

0

If 6 # 1, by (A-3)

/ ¢ ((r + lya — xd!)_z)dr

(r+ |ya — zql)?

R
¢'((r + |ya — xa|) %) dr
=0 ((R+|ya — /
(R ya — wal) / '((R4+ |ya — zal)~2) (r + |ya — zal)?

=

<cgd'((R+ |yqg — xal)~ / ( r+ |ya — zal) 2 >_6 : dr

) (R+ |yg — zaq|) 2 T+ |ya — xq])?

R
=cs¢' (R + |yg — zal) %) (R + |ya — za]) ™% /(7‘ + lyg — zq|) " dr

0
<co¢ (R + |ya — xal) "2) (R + |ya — val) X |yq — x| 1729+ (3.8)
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Thus, in the case § > 3, (3.8) implies
/v ya/6)dyq < 612V(%) < 00. (3.9)
0

For the case § < %, we first note that using (2.3) we obtain

fr%'((r bl

(r+ |ya — zq|)4+2

[s—xq] R
rg((r+ [s — za) ™) ro((r + |5 — 24)?)
= 0/ (r + |5 — 74])? d”/l szt
ols—cd [0 F
—|s—$d|d /rdr—l— / o(r—<)dr
0 ls—zql
R
= (A1) (s — xa )]s — zql + / o(r=2)dr
[s—xq]

Thus, by Lemma 3.6,

R
2 R

El < c13 /1)(8/6) (s — xd]_z)\s — x4 + / ¢(7‘_2)d7‘ ds < oo.
0 |s—zql

Let us estimate Ly. Switching to polar coordinates for g, and by the use of (2.7), we get

xg+8 2Ryq—y3

Lo < o0 / / o(R — /72 (B — (% + lya — 2a2)V2)dr | dya
0 0

+& 2R
<ec xd/4 /yd yd R \/T2 R yd le 7" +|yd_gjd| ) ) ddr d
> €21 (7’2+ ‘yd J}‘d‘ )(d+2)/2 Yd

0 0

xd-l-% 2Ry — yd

V(R — /12 4+ (R —ya)*)¢ ((r + |ya — xa|)?) "
<c dr | dyg.
> 0/ 0/ (T+|yd—$d|)2+d
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Since, for 0 < r < R,

<\/2Ryd yd-i-r) <\/2Ryd—y§—r> \/% 2
R- + (R —ya)? = R/r2+(R—yq)? Z v \ V2R =Yg — 7
and \/2Ryq — y2 < \/R/22R —yq < Rfor 0 < yq < zq + % we have

VIR (a2 Rya — o~ 1)/ BVE)) 0+ by — al))
Lo < ¢ / /

(r + lya — zal)***

rddrdy, .
0 0

Using (2.3), we see that with a := /2Ryq — y% and b := |yq — x4,

a

/v(\/y—(a—r)/(?’\/_))cb’((Ter) ?) 4

(r + b)z+d rdr

0
a/2 a
v(yFala —1)/3VR))¢ ((r +b)~?) v(ygala —)/3VR))p((r +b)~?)
SO/ (r 1 b)2+d ddT"‘/ CEL rdr

a/2

a

<oly/5ae/ (6VR)) / ALt + 00+ 0/2)%) [ vl ita )/ VR

a/2

<o(y/Fao/ (6VR)) / U+ a0+ 0/27) LV (i (6 D)

:=B1(ya) + Ba2(ya)-

First, note that yqsR < 1/2Ryq — yfl =a < /yqV2R. Thus

E

&' ((r+ |ya — xa|)~ )d ~
1(Ya)dyq < coa / v(Ya / drdyq = coaLy < o00.
o/ ) /6) (r+ |ya — xq|)?>*+¢

Using the inequality yq/v'R < \/¥a < |ya — Ta| + /Ya, we have

¢((|ya — xa) + Vva)~2) < 6((ya/VR) ) p(y; V2.
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This and the inequality \/yaR < a < /yaV2R, by (2.1) and Proposition 2.4, then by
Lemma 2.3 with € = §/2 we have

Bs(ya) < a5y 2 d((|ya — wal + VIa) 2)b(ya2) 2
—1/20((ya/VR)~2)Y?

—1y1/2
< c25Yg b(ya—2)1/2 Py
< czﬁygl/%(y;l)l/? < cory,; —1/2 é 1+d—e)/2 _ 7y;1+(5 o)/2.
Thus ]
/Bz Ya)dyq < 627/y =92 < 0.
0 0

Therefore Lo < cc.

Now we see that A(h — h,)(x) is well defined. Indeed, since h,(z) = h(x) and
1{y€DUH*: \y—x\>£}|h(y) - hm(y)|3(|y - $|)
< Lyupe, ) (W) + ha ()i (ly = =[) + 1elh(y) = ha(y)]i(ly —2]) € LY(RY),

we can use the dominated convergence theorem to deduce that limit

im / (h(y) — ha(y))i(Jy — 2) dy
{yeDUHT: |y—z|>c}

exists. Moreover, Ah(z) is then also well defined and satisfies |Ah(z)| < Cy . O

For a,b > 0, we define Dg(a,b) :={y € D :a > pg(y) >0, |y| < b}.

Lemma 3.8. Assume additionally that (A-5) holds. There are constants Ry = R1(R, A, ¢) €

R . -
(0, " 1+(1+A)2) and ¢; = ¢;(R,\,¢) > 0, i = 1,2, such that for every r < Ry, Q € 0D

and x € Dg(r,r),
P, (X

7—DQ (r,7)

e D) > e, V(0p(x)) (3.10)

and
E, [TDQW)} < eV (6p()). (3.11)

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that Q = 0 and that ¢: R — R is
a Cb! function such that in the coordinate system C'S

B(0,R) "D ={(y,ya) € B(O,R) in CSp: ya > (y)}.
The function p defined by p(y) = yq — ¥(y) satisfies

Y <op) < ply) forall ye BO.RAD. (312)

Define for a > 0,
Dy ={y€D:0<p(y) <a,ly| <a}
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and the function

O

Using Dynkin formula and the same approximation argument as in the proof of the Lemma
4.5 in [KSV12b], from our Lemma 3.7 we have the following estimate for any open set
UcB(0,%)nD:

hz) — CiEry < Eoh(Xpy,) < h(z) + C1Epry (3.13)

where (1 > 0 is the constant from Lemma 3.7.

R

m we obtain

By choosing A :=
D, CDaCD0,2)nD forall r<A.

Indeed, for y € D, and r > 0 the following is true
12 = [T + lyal® <7 + (Jya — @) + 0@ < (14 (14 A)*)r?. (3.14)
In particular, for r < A

| < V1+(1+A2A=E,

The idea is to choose A > 1 large enough so that (3.10) and (3.11) hold for r < )\2_1A
and z € D, .

We are going to show that there are constants c1,co > 0 such that for any A > 4 and
x € Dy-1, the following two inequalities hold:

Eo[h(Xrp , )] 2 e (VOUORR?) = V(R ) Barp,,,  (3.15)
P, (XTDNA c D) > 03 ($(1602R™2) — $(R™2)) Eprp (3.16)

A—la

Once we prove this, we can choose \s > 4 so that

O(16A3R~2) > \/¢(R~2) + 251,

Then, for any A > Ay and x € D,-1,4 we can use
er (VOO R2) = /3R 2)) = C1 > €
on (3.15) and (3.13) to get
V(op(x) = h(z) > Bglh(Xr,, _

N =CEerp, > CiEep

1 A—la?

which proves (3.11) with Ry = A\;'A .
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Similarly, by (3.13) and (3.16), for any A > Ay and x € Dy-1,4 we have
V(ép(x)) = h(z) < I[Ex[h(XTDr )]+ CiE,p

1 A—1la

SV(RIP, (X, €D)+Cicgt (9(163R™) = 6(R™2) ' Py Xy, € D),

where the first term is obtained by estimating h by V(R) and noting that h(z) = 0 unless
x € D. This yields

V(dp(z))
V(R) + Cicy ' (p(16A3R~2) — ¢(R~2))

P, (XTDHA e D) > —

This proves (3.10) with Ry = A\, 1A .
Now we prove (3.15). Note that for z € Dy-14 and y & B(0, A_lg),
|2 < VI+ QT+ 2N TA=2"1E < |yl (3.17)
implies
iz =yl) = 32lyl) = ezi((yl) -
Then the Ikeda-Watanabe formula implies

B = [ [ G @il - DV 6o dedy
B(0,/)ND\D, _1 , Dy—1,
cal [ Gooad [ vl dy
Dy—1, B(0,R)ND\D, _1 ,
> c:F . 174 ya—v (@) d
Z C3EzTD, 1, ](‘y’) T+AZ Y,
B(0,R)ND\D, _1
since y%) < 0p(y) by (3.12).

On the set E = {(7,y4): 2A[7] < ya. A2 < |y| < R} we have

|y|§\/1+4A2yd and yd_w(mzyd_A|g|22\/l‘3_lw

Since E C B(0,R) \ Dy-14 because of the first inequality in (3.17), changing to polar
coordinates gives

R
i) [ OV Gt

)\71

E.[h(X

., )] = B[t

A—la

=z

with constant ¢4 > 0 depending on A and d.
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Then (2.7) and Proposition 2.4 imply

R
-3 ¢'(r_?)
Ex[h(XTDA—lA)] Z C5EI[TDA*1A] T W dT
A1

= csBalrp, ] (VOIGNR2) - \/6(R 7)) .

We prove (3.16) similarly by the same computation as above without V:

—1R
P, (XTDHA € D) > P, (XTDHA € B(0,R) N D\ B(0, A 4)>
R
> cBa[mp, ] / jryrt=tdr
A1
R
> crBy[mp, 4 ] / 3¢ (r?) dr
A1

=27 erBy[rp, ] (@(16X*R™?) — 9(R™?)) .

4. ANALYSIS OF POISSON KERNEL
In this section we always assume that the Laplace exponent ¢ of the subordinator S =

(S¢: t > 0) satisfies (A-1)—(A-4) and the corresponding subordinate Brownian motion
X = (X, P,) is transient.

First we record an inequality.

Lemma 4.1. For every Ry > 0, there exists a constant ¢(Ry, ¢) > 0 such that

—1

>

Ry
N ey (e dr + /r_3¢/(r_2)dr < cp(N\), YA> RLO' (4.1)

A

o
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Proof. Assume A > \g V LO By (1.2), ¢'(r~2) < e;r?A2¢/(A\?) for » < A~L. Thus

Al Ro
N[ Tt e dr+ | T (e dr
frocm ]
A1 ¢/( ) ! Ry
22 4/(\2 —1 - —2\\/
=X ¢<A>0/ o 2A[<¢<r s
A1

< o )N [ T e 4 ep9(N) < e3( (WA + 9(N%) < 2¢30(X7)

o

where we have used (2.3) in the last inequality.

If 7= > Ao and 7= < A < Ao, then clearly the left hand side of (4.1) is bounded above by

Ro Ro

)\g/r_l(b'(r_2)d7‘ + / 3¢ (r72)dr = ¢4 < c5p(A?).
0 )\51
O
Recall that the infinitesimal generator £ of X is given by
£1@) = [ (F+9) - @)~y VE@1gyia) oy (42)

R4
for every € > 0 and f € CZ(R?) where CZ(R?) is the collection of bounded C? functions
in R?.
Using Lemma 4.1, we now prove [KSV12c¢, Lemma 4.2] under a weaker assumption.

Lemma 4.2. There ezists a constant ¢ = c(¢) > 0 such that for every f € CZ(R?) with
0<f<1,

ILf(z)] < ep(r™2) [ 1+sup E ‘%(‘y)‘ + by, for every x € RY and r € (0,1],
y =
3k

where fr(y) == f(¥) and by :=2 [ j(|z])dz < .
|z|>1

0
Proof. Set Ly = supyega Y |8yfézk| Then

f(z+y) — f(z) —y - VF(2)| < SLlyl?,

which implies the following estimate

ozt y) = £o(2) =y V()L yien] < B 100y + 20 1m0 -
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Now, (2.7) and (4.1) yield

|Lfr(2)]

/‘fr(z + y) - fr(z) -y Vfr(z)lﬂy\ﬁr}‘j(’y‘)dy

R4

%/1{y|gr}|%;j(|y|)dy+2/1{rgy|g1}j(|y|)dy+2/1{y|21}j(|y|)dy
Rd Rd Rd

o) 2+ 5)+2 [ iy,

{lyl=1}

where the constant ¢ is independent of r € (0, 1]. O

IN

IN

IN

Lemma 4.3. For every a € (0,1), there exists a positive constant ¢ = c(a,$) > 0 such
that for any r € (0,1) and any open set D with D C B(0,r)

P, (X,, € B(0,7)°) < cp(r ?)Ey[rp] for all x € DN B(0,ar).

Proof. Using Lemma 4.2, the proof of the lemma is similar to that of [KSV12a, Lemma
13.4.15]. We omit the details. O

Let A(z,a,b) := {y € R?: a < |y — x| < b} and recall that the Poisson kernel Kp(z,z) of
X in D is defined in (2.13).

Unlike [KSV12¢], instead of Harnack inequality we use Corollary 2.11 (wihch is a combi-
nation of Proposition 2.7 and Harnack inequality) in the next proposition.

Proposition 4.4. Let p € (0,1). Then there exists a constant c(¢p,p) > 0 such that for
any r € (0,1) we have

2|

/ Kp(0,5) (2, 2) ds < cqr=y j(I2])

14+p
> T

for all x € B(0,pr) and z € A(0, # ).

Proof. We split the Poisson kernel into two parts:

K (o) (1, 2) = / G0, (@ 1)i(|2 — wl) dy = Ta(s) + T(s)
B(0,s)
where
I(s) = / G (0. (@ 9)i (12 — w) dy
B(0,3s/4)

Iy(s) = / G 0.0 (@, 9)i (17 — ) d.
A(0,3s/4,s)
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First we consider I1(s). Since |z — y| > 1|z|, we conclude from (2.1) and (2.8) that

n<i(d) [ cwwa<i(d) [ cwi
)

B(0,3s/4) B(z,2s
2s 2s
3 _ 1(1—2 Cl .
0 0
Then, since |z| <,
|| El
/ I1(s)ds < caj(]2]) / %
e, e,

. |z|—1t2 . .
< ef(2)) Sty < (|2 g5y -
On the other hand, by Corollary 2.11 and Lemma 2.5,

/ 572 .
B <240 [ Bylraea)il: - vl dy
A(0,3s/4,s)

< egsm28 ) / mz y\) d
s Vo D)a(s—TaD D) Y
A(O3s/4s)

—d-2_¢/(s7) RETESTIIY
Y

§C4S ¢(872)3/2 /¢(‘Z y‘ 2

A(0,3s/4,s)

since s — |y| < |z — y|.

Observing that A(z,3s/4,s) C B(z,s) C A(0, |z| — s, 2r) we arrive at

—d—-2_¢'(s”?) Al
Ir(s) < c¢y4s B(s-2)3/2 o(|v]=2)
A(0,|z|—s,2r)
2r
_ A2 () -3 4 7)
= C5S B(s—2)3/2 t \/m v
|z[—s

’ 872
< cos™ " S0 Vol([2 = 9)) 2.
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Then using the fact that s — ¢/(s72) and s — ¢(s72)~! are increasing we obtain
l2| 2|

/ Ir(s)ds < cg / - 27‘2,3/;2 Vo((lz] —s)72)ds

Iip 1tp .

2

1+4p ¢ 2 2
< CG( ¢2‘Z‘ 2 3/(2‘ - / Vot~ 2 )dt. (4.3)

By Lemma 2.3 with € = % > 0 for any a € (0,1) we have

IR =Ty
0

< a2\ /p(a=2) /s_1+5/2ds < cgay/d(a=2) (4.4)
0

Since #r < |z| < r, (4.3)-(4.4) together with (2.2) and (2.7) give

(T" ¢'(12]72) L )2 1/2
Ir(s)ds < cg PERIEE (’2\ - TT) <<\Z’ - TT> )

(H2r) "0 (272 - A2 -2\ 1
< eo P — 2V (F72) < eoll ™20 (2] ) g5t

< C1oj(|Z|)W-

5. UNIFORM BOUNDARY HARNACK PRINCIPLE

In this section we give a proof of the uniform boundary Harnack principle for X in an
arbitrary open set with the constant not depending on the open set itself. This type of
the boundary Harnack principle was first obtained in [BKKO0S8] for rotationally symmetric
stable processes. Since, using results of previous section, the proofs in this section are
almost identical to the one in [KSV12c, Section 5], we give details only on parts that
require extra explanation.

Recall that X = (X;,P,) is a subordinate process defined by X; = Wgs, where W =
(W;,P,) is a Brownian motion in R? independent of the subordinator S and the Laplace
exponent ¢ of the subordinator S satisfies (A-1)-(A-3).

Using (2.9), (2.10), Proposition 2.12, Proposition 4.4 and the fact that for U C D
Kp(z,z) = Ky(z,2) + E; [Kp(Xs,, 2)], (x,2) € U x D, (5.1)
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the proof of the next result is the same as the one of [KSV12c¢, Lemma 5.2].

Lemma 5.1. Assume that X is transient and satisfies (A-1)—(A-4). For everyp € (0,1),
there exists ¢ = c(¢,p) > 0 such that for every r € (0,1), z9 € RY, U C B(zo,7) and for
any (,y) € (U N B(zo,pr)) x B(zo,7)°,

Kolww) e | [ e DKot s+l - )

U\B(zo,MTp)r>

The process X satisfies the hypothesis H in [Szt00]. Therefore, by [Szt00, Theorem 1], for
a Lipschitz open set V C R? and an open subset U C V/

P.(X;, €0V)=0 and P.(X;, € dz) = Ky(z,2)dz on V°. (5.2)

Using (5.2) and Lemma 5.1, the proof of the next result is the same as the one of [KSV12c,
Lemma 5.3].

Lemma 5.2. Assume that X is transient and satisfies (A-1)—(A-4). For everyp € (0,1),
there exists ¢ = c(¢,p) > 0 such that for every r € (0,1), for every zo € R%, U C B(z,7)
and any nonnegative function u in R which is reqular harmonic in U with respect to X
and vanishes in U N B(zg,r) we have

u() < ¢ 5k / jlly — olule)dy, = €U Bz, pr).

(U\B(zo,%)) UB(z0,r)°

We give a detailed proof of the next result.

Lemma 5.3. Assume that X is transient and satisfies (A-1)—(A-4). There exists Co =
Co(d, ) > 1 such that for every r € (0,1), for every zo € R, U C B(zo,7) and for any
(z,y) € UNB(20,5) x B(z,7)°,

O B[] / il = 20l Ko (2, 9)dz + 31y — 20])
U\B(z0,35)

< Ky(r,y) < CoEuln] / 317 — 20D Ku (2 9)dz + (ly — zo0l)
U\B(z0,5)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume zp = 0. Fix r € (0,1) and let Uy := U N
B(0, 37), Us :== U N B(0,2r) and Us :== U N B(0, 2r). Let x € UN B(0,%), y € B(0,r)".
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By (5.1),
Ky(z,y) = EilKu(Xr,,y)]+ Ko, (2z,y)
- / K (5, 9)Pa(Xny, € d2) + K (,3)
U\U>
= / KU(Z,y)]P)x(XTUQ € dZ) + / KU(Z,y)KU2 (ﬂj‘,Z)dZ + KUQ(QZ‘,Z/)
Us\Ua2 U\Us
— [ KoCwPaXn, e+ [ Kuta) [ Gualow)i(z - widud:
Us\Ua2 U\Us Us
4 / G, w)j(ly — wldw =: I + I + Iy,
Uz

From Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 5.1, we see that there exist ¢; and ¢y such that

L<a (5;15’ KU<z,y>) Bl < eialr] | [ 30K o) + ()
o (5.3)

Now using (2.9) and (2.10) one can check as in [KSV12c| that there exists c5 = ¢5(d, ¢) > 1
such that
¢5 ' Ealrer) / J(2) Ky (z,y)dz < Iz < csEe[mr] / i) Ku(z y)dz  (54)
U\U3 U\US
and
c5 ‘Bolre)i(ly)) < Is < esEalrun]i(lyl) - (5.5)
The upper bound follows from (5.3)—(5.5).

Using the strong Markov property, we get

Eofrv] = Eolrus] +Es [Ex,,, In

P,
zeU

U
< Ealr) + (supE [m])
< Eulro,] + csp(r=2) 7L o(

(Xr,, € B(0,%)°)
(%)~

where in the second inequality we have used Lemma 2.5 and Lemma 4.3 and in last
inequality we have used (2.1).

Ez[10,] < ezl
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Since
/ JD Ko (zy)dz = / =) K (2, y)d= + / (2D Ko (2, y)dz
U\U; U\Us U3\Ui
</ j<|z|>KU<z,y>dz+(sugKUu,y)) [ iy
U\Us e A(0,r/2,3r/4)

by (2.7) and Lemma 5.1,

/ J(1) K (2, )z

U\U1
< e ols [ | | 0K G + i)
3 U\Us
= |2y ey | | [ 0K+ i)
3 U\Us
-2
< (1+afi=) | [ 0bmoad 4o | (56)
U\Us
Combining (2.1) and (5.4)—(5.6), we finish the proof of the lower bound. O

Using Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3, the proof of the next result is the same as the one of [KSV12c,
Lemma 5.5].

Lemma 5.4. Assume that X is transient and satisfies (A-1)—(A-4). For every zp € R?,
every open set U C B(z,r) and for any nonnegative function u in R? which is reqular
harmonic in U with respect to X and vanishes a.e. on U N B(zo, 1)

C5 ] / iy — zo)u(y)dy < u(z) < CoEqlr] / i1y — zol)uly)dy
B(z0,5)° B(z0,5)°

for every x € UN B(zo, 5) (where Cy is the constant from Lemma 5.3).

As in [KSV12¢, Corollary 5.6], the last two lemmas immediately imply the following ap-
proximate factorization of the Poisson kernel.

Corollary 5.5. Assume that X is transient and satisfies (A-1)—(A-4). Let zy € R? and
D C R? be open. Then for every r € (0,1) and all (z,y) € (DNB(z0, %)) x (DN B(z,7)°)
it holds that

02_1E$ [TDOB(zo,r)]AD('Z07 T y) < Kp (337 y) < CoEy [TDOB(zo,r)]AD(z(]a T y) ) (57)
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where

Ap(z0,ry) = / 317 = 20)) K Dris(ag.r) (2:9) d
(DNB(zo0 ,r))\B(zo,g)

willy =l + [ = 20DEs [Kp (X o0)] de.
B(zo,5)°

Lemma 5.4 and (5.7) imply the following uniform boundary Harnack principle. Note that
the constants in the following theorem does not depend on the open set itself. That is
why this type of result is called the uniform boundary Harnack principle.

Theorem 5.6. Suppose that ¢ satisfies (A-1)—(A-3). There exists a constant ¢ = ¢(¢p) >
0 such that

(i) For every zy € R%, every open set D C R%, everyr € (0,1) and for any nonnegative
functions u,v in R® which are reqular harmonic in D N B(zy,r) with respect to X
and vanish a.e. on DN B(zy,r), we have

~—

v(x)

< L uy
v(y)
for all x,y € DN B(zo, 5)-
(ii) If X is, additionally, transient and satisfies (A-4), then for every z € R?, every
Greenian open set D C R%, every r € (0,1), we have

Kp(x1,y1)Kp(x2,y2) < cKp(x1,y2)Kp(x2,y1)
for all x1,25 € DN B(zo, %) and all y1,y2 € D°n Bl(zg,r)°.

Proof. Under the assumption of transience and (A-1)-(A-4) the result follows from
Lemma 5.4 and Corollary 5.5 (see proof of [KSV12¢c, Theorem 1.1]).

If the process X is not transient, we can use argument similar as in the proof of [KM12,
Theorem 1.2, p. 17| where it is shown how to deduce Harnack inequality in dimensions
d = 1,2 from Harnack inequality in dimension d > 3 (since in the latter case the process
is always transient). Since we will use the argument in the proof of Theorem 1.5 again,
here we provide the detail for the readers’ convenience.

We use the notation # = (z',...,2% ) for z = (2!,...,297 2% € R? and X =
((Xt,Xtd),]P)(E’wd)). As in the proof of [KM12, Theorem 1.2, p. 17|, we have that for

every ¢ € R, X = ()A(:t,il”g) is a (d — 1)-dimensional subordinate Brownian motion with
characteristic exponent ®(¢) = ¢(|¢|?) for £ € RI-L.

Suppose (i) is true for for some d > 2 and let D be an open subset of R and u,v: R*1 —
[0,00) be functions that are regular harmonic in DN B(Zy, r) with respect to X and vanish
on DN B(zg,r) a.e. with respect to (d — 1)-dimensional Lebesgue measure.
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Let f and g : R? = [0,00) be defined by
f@ 2% =w@ and g7 2") = o(@).
Since B
T(B(Fo,s)ND)xR = inf{t >0: X, ¢ B(fo, S) N D},
by the strong Markov property, f and g are regular harmonic in B(Zg, ) x R with respect
to X. Clearly f and g vanish on (B(Zy, ) xR)N(D xR)¢ a.e. with respect to d-dimensional

Lebesgue measure. Thus, by applying the result to f and g, we see that there exists a
constant ¢ > 0 such that for all o € R%~!, open set D C R and r € (0,1)

u(z1)  f((1,0)) f((Z2,0)) u(2)

o) - dGL0) S @ 0))  Cum,) oAl L e DN B, 3).

Applying this argument first to d = 3 and then to d = 2, we finish the proof of the
theorem. 0

6. GREEN FUNCTION ESTIMATES ON BOUNDED LIPSCHITZ DOMAIN

The purpose of this section is to establish sharp two-sided Green function estimates for X
in any bounded Lipschitz domain D of R

Recall that we have assumed that X = (X;,P,) is the subordinate process defined by X; =
Ws, where W = (W,,P,) is a Brownian motion in R? independent of the subordinator S
and the Laplace exponent ¢ of the subordinator S satisfies (A-1)—(A-3). In this section
we further assume that X is transient and that (A-4) also holds.

We will first establish the interior estimates using Proposition 2.6 and Theorem 2.10. As
in [KSV12b], once we have the interior estimates, we can apply Theorem 2.10 and the
boundary Harnack principle (Theorem 5.6), and use the arguments of [Bog00, Han05] to
get the full estimates for bounded Lipschitz domain D.

Lemma 6.1. For every bounded domain D C R?, there exists a constant Cy = Csy(d, ¢,
diam(D)) > 0 such that

jz —y[~ 2 (|2 — y[7?)
o(lx —y|=2)?

and for all x,y € D with by |z —y| < dp(x) A dp(y)

Lz =y (j — y| )
¢(|lz —y|72)?

where by € (0, %) is the constant from Proposition 2.7.

Gp(z,y) < Cs for all z,y € D, (6.1)

(6.2)

Proof. Since Gp(z,y) < g(|]r —y|) and D is bounded, (6.1) is an immediate consequence
of Proposition 2.6.

Now we show (6.2). We have two cases:
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Case 1: |z — y| < bo.

Since B(x,by |z —y|) € D and y € A(x, |z — y|, by *|x — y|), we can use Proposition 2.7 to
get

by 2 |z —y|~42¢/ (b3|z—y| ~2)
Gp(z,y) > Gg B(a,by '|z— y|)(m y) = a2 d)(b%\x—y\*z?) Ex[TB(x7b51\x—y\)]
\x y| =429/ (lz—y| )
S (e

where in the last inequality we have used Proposition 2.8, (A-3) and the facts that by €
(0, %) and that the function r ﬁ is decreasing.

Case 2: |x — y| > ba.
In this case it follows that dp(z) A dp(y) > 1. Let xy € OB(y,b2). Then
by 'xo =yl =1 < dp(z) Adp(y)
and so, by the Case 1, we obtain
b*d 2¢
Gp(wo,y) > S PR (6.3)

Since Gp(+,y) is harmonic in B(xo, %2) U B(z, %2) (with respect to X), we can use Propo-
sition 2.10 to deduce

Gp(r,y) = E:c[GD(X—rB(E,bZ/@’y)] > Eg[Gp(X TB(, b2/4)7y); XTB(x,b2/4) € B(xo, b42)]

> CgGD(‘TQ,y)]P)x(XTB(%sz) € B(.Z'(), 1 )) (64)
By Proposition 2.12, (2.12) and (2.13) we get
Po(Xrp00 /4 € Blo, 4 / K 2%2) (z,2)dz
fE(),
> W / i1z — a]) de. (6.5)
B(wo,%2)

Since |z — z| < diam(D), by the monotonicity of j we deduce
bdj(diam(D))
Po(Xrpan/0) € B(zo, 3)) > ¢5 2¢(16b;2)
Therefore, using (6.3)—(6.5) we conclude that
o d—2 1 (o (=2
Gp(z,y) > c6 > C7|x y|¢(|m_<?ﬁ;|(7\a2c)2y\ )
In the last inequality we use the fact that by < |z — y| < diam(D) and Corollary 2.2. [

An open set D is said to be Lipschitz domain if there is a localization radius R; > 0 and
a constant A > 0 such that for every z € 9D, there is a Lipschitz function ¢, : Rt — R
satisfying

|¢2(x) — ¢z(w)| < Alz —wl,
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and an orthonormal coordinate system C'S, with origin at z such that
B(Zle) NnD= B(Z,Rl) N {y = (g7yd) in CS. : Yd > (bz(g)}
The pair (Ry,A) is called the characteristics of the Lipschitz domain D.

Unlike [KSV12b] we will assume that D is a bounded Lipschitz domain D instead of x-fat
open set. The main reason we assume that D is a bounded Lipschitz domain D is Theorem
2.10 and the Harnack chain argument. Note that in [KSV12b], [KSV12b, Theorem 2.14]
is used instead of Theorem 2.10 and the Harnack chain argument. Unfortunately, it seems
that, under our assumptions, the such result is not true for certain harmonic function like

u(z) :=Py(Xry, ) € B(wo, 7)) when distance between xo and x; is large and r is small.

Lemma 6.2. For every L > 0 and bounded Lipschitz domain D with the characteristics
(R1,A), there exists ¢ = ¢(L,d, ¢, R1, A, diam(D)) > 0 such that for every x,y € D with
[z —y[ < L(0p(z) A dp(y)),

|z —y[~%¢/ (Ja — y| %)

Coley) 2 e o

(6.6)

Proof. By symmetry of Gp we may assume dp(z) < dp(y). Moreover, by Lemma 6.1 we
can assume that L > by and so we only need to show (6.6) for bodp(z) < |x—y| < Lip(z).

Choose a point w € 0B(z,b20p(z)). Then Lemma 6.1 gives

(b20p(2)) =72/ ((b26p(2)) %)

¢((b20p(x))~2)? ’
Since ly—w| < |z —y|+ |z —w| < (L+1)dp(z) and Gp(z, -) = Gp(-, ) is harmonic with
respect to X in B(y, bedp(x)) U B(w,badp(x)), using the assumption that D is a bounded
Lipschitz domain, Theorem 2.10 and the Harnack chain argument we obtain

(b26p(2)) =24/ ((b26p(x))?)
¢((b2dp(x))=2)? '

GD(xaw) > c

Gp(z,y) > caGp(x,w) > c3

by Corollary 2.2
(b20p (2))~"2¢/ ((b20p()) %)
¢((b2op(x))~2)
|z —y| 72 (lz —y| %)
ol —y[72)?

Gp(z,y) > eGp(r,w)>c3

v

Cq
U

For the remainder of this section, we assume that D is a bounded Lipschitz domain with
characteristics (Ry, A).

Without loss of generality we may assume that Ry < %. Since D is Lipschitz, there exists
k= k(A) € (0,3) such that for each @ € 9D and r € (0, R), there exists a point

A (Q) € DN B(Q,r) satisfying B(A,.(Q),kr) C DN B(Q,r).
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Recall that Gp(-,y) is regular harmonic in D\ B(y, ¢) for every € > 0 and vanishes outside
D.

Fix zp € D with kRy < dp(z9) < Ry and set €1 := “2—1311. Define

T(ﬂj‘,y) = 5D($) \/5D(y) \4 |:E - y|7 T,y € D

and

B(z,y) :== {{A €D op(A) > gr(wy), [r = Al Vy — Al <br(a,y)} i r(zy) <en

{20} if r(xz,y) > e1.
(6.7)
Note that for every (z,y) € D x D with r(z,y) < &1
$6p(A) < r(z,y) < 257'6p(A), A€ B(z,y). (6.8)
Set
1¢(9D(20) -2
Oy = Cydiam(D)(PGo)y~d-3 2 ((5 ) )
B((*25)2)?
By (6.1) and Corollary 2.2 (with a = 2diam(D)/dp(z¢) and b = 1) we see that
Gp(x,2z9) <C4 for x € D)\ Bz, 6[’5—20)).
Now we define
gp(x) := Gp(z,20) A Cy. (6.9)

We note that for dp(z) < 6eq,
9p(2) = Gp(z, 20),

since 6e1 < M and thus |z — zg| > 0p(20) — 61 > %.

The following lemma follows from Theorem 2.10 and the standard Harnack chain argu-
ment:

K3eq
64

Lemma 6.3. There exists ¢ > 1 such that for every x € D satisfying dp(x) > we

have
¢t <gplx)<ec.

Theorem 6.4. Suppose X is transient and ¢ satisfies (A-1)—(A-4). If D is a bounded
Lipschitz domain with characteristics (Ry,A), then there exists ¢ = c(diam(D), R1, A, ¢) >
1 such that for every x,y € D and A € B(x,y)

-1 gp@)gp )¢’ (lz—y|—?) 90 (@)gp (¥) ' (|z—y|~2)
& 90 (A)2|z—y| T 2([r—y]~2)2 < GD(xyy) < cgD(A)2|x—y|d+2¢(\x—y\*2)2’ (6'10)

where gp and B(z,y) are defined by (6.9) and (6.7) respectively.

Proof. Since the proof is an adaptation of the proofs of [Bog00, Proposition 6] and
[Han05, Theorem 2.4], we only give the proof when dp(z) < dp(y) < %|r —y|. In this
case, we have r(z,y) = |x — y|
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By Theorem 2.10, we see that for all z,y € D and Aj, Ay € B(z,y),
gp(A7) is comparable to gp(As).

Set r = % and choose
Qe Qy € 0D with |Qy —z[=0p(z) and |Qy—y|=3p(y).
Pick points 21 = A, /2(Q) and y1 = A, /2(Q,) so that
z,x1 € B(Qg,kr/2) and y,y1 € B(Qy,kr/2).
Then one can easily check that |29 — Q| > kr and |y — Q.| > 7.
Then Theorem 5.6 implies

_1Gp(z1,) Gp(z,y) Gp(x1,y)
C o) S @ Y gp@)

for some ¢; > 1.
Also, since |z9 — Q| > 7 and |x; — Qy| > 7, by Theorem 5.6 again,

ol Gp(z1,y1) - Gp(z1,y) - chD(xlyyl)'
gp(y1) — gply) 9o (Y1)

Therefore

o2 Gp(ri,y) Gp(z,y) < 2 Gp(x1,11)
gp(z1)gp(1) ~ gp(@)gp(y) = ‘gp(z1)gp(y)’

Now we can use Lemma 6.2 for the lower and Lemma 6.1 for the upper bound to get

Gler? el (n-nlt) o Gp(@,y) e S T Y i A (R i)
gp(z1)9p(y1) P(Jz1—y1[72)? = gp(z)gp(y) — 9p(@)apy) p(Jz1—y1[=2)?

(6.11)
for some cy > 1.

Since xTy‘ < |x1 — 1| < 2|x — y|, Corollary 2.2 yields

191 [~2¢/ (2191 "2) — o ad43 Tyl =2 Ole—y|"2) — o adt3]e—y|="=2¢/(z—y|2)
P CETRIE =23 Oy =23 (TR

and

1= |2 (o1 =17 5, g1, g-d-8la=yl 2@ o=yl ™) g1 g-d-3la—yl ¢/ (a—yl"*)

d([z1—y1[~2)? (A~ T z—y[~2)? P(Jz—y[~2)?
Therefore,
2705y ey ? |y 71729 (l2—y|™?) .~ _Gp(zw) 28" 0] Jamyl 2 (ryh) - (6q9)
3g9p(z1)9p(y1) P(Jz—y[=2)? = gp@)gp(y) = gp(z1)gp(y1) d(Jz—y[=2)? : :

If r = 3, then r(z,y) = |z — y| > &1 and so

gp(A) = gp(20) = Cs and  dp(z1) Adp(yr) > 5r = £a,
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Thus, in this case, Lemma 6.3 yields
<c3 (613)

for some c3 > 1.
In the case r < & we have r(z,y) = |z — y| < &1 and r = 4r(z,y). Hence

K/ZT"E
op(z1) Ndp(y1) > % _ ¥.

Since |x1 — A|V|y1 — A| < 5r(z,y) + |x1 — x|+ |y1 —y| < 5r(z,y)+2kr < 6r(x,y), Theorem
2.10 applied to gp gives

A A
ch < LD( ) < ¢4 and ch < 9p(4)

~ gp(z1) 9p(y1)
for some constant ¢4 > 0. Combining (6.12)-(6.14), we get

< ey (6.14)

—1 gp(x)gp (¥) lz—y| =4 2¢'(Jo—y| ) gp(@)gp () lz—y| =4 2¢' (lz—y|~2)
G5~ oAy sy 27— = Gp(,y) < 6 F 0 =yl 2

for all A € B(x,y). O

7. EXPLICIT GREEN FUNCTION ESTIMATES ON BOUNDED Cl’l-OPEN SETS

The purpose of this section is to establish the explicit Green function estimates from
Theorem 6.4 in the case of bounded C''! open sets.

Theorem 7.1. Suppose that X = (X; : t > 0) is a transient d-dimensional subordinate
Brownian motion where the corresponding subordinator S has the Laplace exponent ¢
satisfying (A-1)—(A-5). If D is a bounded C™' domain in R? with C%' characteristics
(R, A), then there exists ¢ = ¢(R, A, ¢, diam(D)) > 0 such that

P (V(p) A1) < gp(x) < ¢ (V(6p(z))Al) forall =z € D. (7.1)

Proof. The proof follows the proof of [KSV12b, Theorem 4.6] by using our Proposition
2.6, Lemma 3.8 and Theorem 5.6. U

Proof of Theorem 1.2. Only using the fact that V is increasing and subadditive, the
following is proved in [KSV12b, (4.38)].
Vp) "DV )AL V)V (én(y))
(V(dp(2) Vop(y) V |z —y[) A1)?  VZ(dp(z) Vip(y) V |z —yl)
Thus, when D is connected, Theorem 1.2 follows from (7.2) and our Theorems 6.4 and
7.1.

(7.2)

Next we assume that D is not connected. The proof below is similar to the one in [CKSV10,
Theorem 3.4].



GREEN FUNCTION ESTIMATES FOR SBM 41

Let (R, A) be the C1! characteristics of D. Note that D has only finitely many components
and the distance between any two distinct components of D is at least R > 0.

Assume first that x and y are in two distinct components of D. Let D(z) be the component
of D that contains x. Then by the strong Markov property and (2.12) we obtain

TD(x)
Goley) = £ [Go (X 0)| =Eo | [ | [ 40X = 2)Golemis | ds
0 \D(z)

Consequently,

jdim(D)Exfro] [ Golo.2)dz < Goley) < iR Eudrow] [ Goly. i
D\D(z) D\D(z)
(7.3)

Applying the two-sided estimates (1.6) established in the first part of this proof to D(z),
after integrating out the second variable we get

—1 —1 —1 —1
1 ©

= < E:E T é il — ‘1 . 4
Vo~ vimom < B rel < e = e 74
By (7.4) we get
| Gotwaizz [ Gouylw iz =Bylrog) = s,
D\D(z) D(y)

On the other hand, (2.12) and (7.4) imply

Gp(y,2)dz < Ey[rp] =E, [TD(?/)] +Ey [EXTDM [TD]]

D\D(z)
TD(y)
N o S . _
= ¢(0p(y)~2) +Ey / / J(|Xs — 2|) E;[rp]dzds
0 D\D(y)

= m +J(R)Ey [Tp(y)] D] Eo[7h(0,diam(D))]

< Tsoeors T bl < NETOR)

We conclude from the last three displays and (7.3) that there is a constant c¢g > 1 such
that

-1
C6 <
Vo0p(x)~2)p(6p(y)~2) — Gp(z,y)

< 6 . .
= V(6p(x)~2)e(p(y)2) (7.5)

Noting that
R < |z — y| < diam(D)

when x and y are in different components of D, by Corollary 2.2 we obtain (1.6).
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Now we assume that x,y are in the same component U of D. Applying (1.6) to U we get

o(lz—y|~?) lz—y|~42¢' (lz—y|?)
Gp(z,y) > Gy(z,y) > cr <1 A \/¢(5U(w)2)¢(5u(y)2)> (Jz—y] 22

o(z—y|2) o —y|~2¢' (jz—y|~2)
C7 <1A\/¢<6D<x>2>¢<6p<y>2>> ollo—y=)*

For the upper bound, we use the strong Markov property, (2.12) and (7.4)—(7.5) to get

GD(l’,y)
= Gu(z,y)+E; [Gp(Xs,, )]

U

¢(Jo— y| ) i (e ) (X —
: (1 V900 @) 2)600 (1) 2 >> eyt e //‘MXS DGz y)dzds

¢(Jo— y| ) e I (e i Y
< o (10 et ) e (R B [ Goly s

D\U
c Ldz

< e (o y| ?) T i (o i N * ol Vi
- N Voo @) )60 ()2

3(lz—y[-2)? V(6 (2)~2)e(6p(y)~2)

Since D is bounded, we get

|D]
<
\Vé(6p ()2 / Vol 6D = V/é(0p(z)~2)é(dp(y)~2)e(diam(D)~2)

D\U
6 yl 2)
<
= Clo( 900 (2)2)é00 )2 )>’

which together with (7.6) and Corollary 2.2 gives

. _ 1A ¢(lz—y|?)
p(z,y) < Cll< V(b (x)~2)6(0p(y)—2)

o(lz—yl~*) ¢ (|z—y|~2)
< cC12 <1/\\/¢(5D(:v)2)¢>(5D(y)2)> [z—y|T+2g(|lz—y[-2)2 "

O

Proof of Theorem 1.5. When d = 1, the theorem follows from Proposition 2.4, Theorem

3.1 and Theorem 5.6 (i).

Note that the result in [CKSV12, Lemma 4.2] is true in our case too. By this result,
Theorem 2.10, Theorem 5.6 (i) and Theorem 1.2, the proof of Theorem 1.5 is the same as

the proof of [KSV12b, Theorem 1.3] when d > 3.

Note that if D is a C! open set in R%~! with characteristics (R, A), then D x R is clearly
C! open set in R? with the same characteristics (R,A). Thus the case d = 2 can be

handled in the same way as in the proof of Theorem 5.6 (i) .

O

(7.6)
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