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Abstract

We prove relative Fatou’s theorem for nonnegative harmonic functions with respect to a large
class of killed subordinate Brownian motions with Gaussian components in bounded C*! open
sets in R?, d > 2, which asserts the existence of nontangential limit of the ratio of two harmonic
functions with respect to the killed processes. When D = B(zg,r) is a ball we prove Fatou
theorem. That is, we establish the existence of nontangential limit of a single nonnegative
harmonic function. We also prove this is the best result possible by showing that there is a
nonnegative harmonic function which does not have a tangential limit a.e. when d = 2 and
D = B(0,1).

1 Introduction

In 1906, Fatou proved in [I0] that bounded harmonic functions in the open unit disk have nontan-
gential limits almost everywhere on the unit circle. Later Fatou’s theorem is extended to a more
general setting, namely, relative Fatou theorem. In [9] the author proved that the ratio u/v of two
positive harmonic functions defined on an open solid sphere with respect to Brownian motions has
nontangential limits almost everywhere with respect to the Martin-representing measure of v.

However, when underlying processes are jump processes, Fatou and relative Fatou theorem are
not true anymore in the form stated above (see [I] for the counterexample for Fatou theorem when
the underlying processes are symmetric stable processes). When the underlying processes are jump
processes, relative Fatou theorem means the existence of nontangential limit of the ratio u/v of two
nonnegative functions where v is harmonic with respect to killed processes X and u is harmonic
with respect to either X or XP. For symmetric stable processes, relative Fatou theorem in this
form has been established in [4] [18] for bounded C'! domains and Lipschitz domains when both
u and v are harmonic with respect to killed symmetric stable processes and in [13] for bounded
k-fat open sets when u is harmonic with respect to symmetric stable processes and v is harmonic
with respect to killed symmetric stable processes, respectively. Recently relative Fatou theorem is
established for a large class of pure jump subordinate Brownian motions in bounded k-fat open
sets in [14].

In many situations, such as finance and control theory, one needs Markov processes that have

both diffusion and jump components. In an analytical point of view, one would like to study
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operators that have both local and non-local parts and these operators correspond to processes with
both diffusion and jump components. The prototype of these processes would be an independent
sum of Brownian motions and symmetric stable processes, and they are studied in [5] [6, [7, [8]. The
potential theory of a large class of subordinate Brownian motions with Gaussian components is
also studied in [I5]. The purpose of this paper is to study the boundary behavior of nonnegative
harmonic functions with respect to subordinate Brownian motions that have both diffusion and
jump parts. More precisely we establish the existence of the nontangential limit of the ratio
of nonnegative harmonic functions with respect to a large class of killed subordinate Brownian
motions with Gaussian components in bounded C! open sets. When the C%! open set is a ball,
we prove Fatou theorem, which asserts that nonnegative harmonic functions with respect to the
killed subordinate Brownian motions on a ball have nontangential limits almost everywhere on the
boundary of the ball.

In this paper we use the recent results about the identification of Martin boundary with Eu-
clidean boundary and the sharp two-sided Green function estimates for subordinate Brownian
motions with Gaussian components in [I5] to establish relative Fatou theorem on bounded C*!
open sets. We follows arguments in [I8] closely while making some modifications if necessary to
prove relative Fatou theorem. The main contribution of this paper is to realize that when the
domain is a ball and the processes have a diffusion part, one can use relative Fatou theorem to
establish Fatou theorem. We investigate the case when the normalizing function corresponds to
the Martin integral with respect to the surface measure of the boundary of the domain D. Since X
have a diffusion part, it is natural to expect that the probability that the processes exit D through
its boundary is close to 1 as the starting point of the processes approaches dD. The function
defined by P, (X,, € D) is a nonnegative and nonzero harmonic function with respect to X and
it converges to 1 as © — dD. In case of D to be a ball B = B(zg,r) centered at zp, the harmonic
measure restricted to 0D is a normalized surface measure of dD. Hence with the normalizing
function to be P, (X, € 0B), relative Fatou theorem on balls can be used to prove the existence
of the nontangential limits of a nonnegative harmonic function with respect to X? whose Martin
measure is absolutely continuous with respect to the surface measure of 0B. We also prove this is
the best result possible in a sense that there exists a nonnegative harmonic function u(x) on the
unit ball which fails to have tangential limits for a.e. on 0B. The investigation of Fatou theorem
and harmonic measure of subordinate Brownian motions with Gaussian component in C*! open
sets will appear in a forthcoming paper.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2] we recall some basic facts about a
large class of subordinate Brownian motions with Gaussian components studied in [15] and also
provide the sharp two-sided Martin kernel estimate in bounded C1! open sets D (see (2.4)). In
Section Bl we prove relative Fatou theorem for nonnegative harmonic functions with respect to these
killed subordinate Brownian motions with Gaussian components on bounded C! open sets D. In

the end of Section [B] we consider the most natural case when the function v(x) corresponds to the



Martin integral with respect to the surface measure of the boundary of the domain D. In Section
[ we investigate the case when D corresponds to a ball B(zg,r) centered at zp. In this section
we establish Fatou theorem for a ball and shows that Stolz open sets are best possible for Fatou
theorem being hold true by showing that there is a nonnegative and bounded harmonic function
whose radial and tangential limits do not agree for almost every point on dB(zg, 7).

Throughout this paper, we will use ¢ and ¢; to denote positive constants depending (unless oth-
erwise explicitly stated) only on the dimension d but whose value may change from one appearance
to another, even within a single line. We will use dp(x) to denote the Euclidean distance between x
and D¢. For any two positive functions f and g, f =< g means that there exists a positive constant

¢ > 1 such that ¢ g < f < ¢g on their common domain of the definition.

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper we will assume d > 2. In this section we define subordinate Brownian
motions with Gaussian components and state some properties about them. Recall that an one-
dimensional Lévy process S = (S¢,t > 0) is called a subordinator if it is nonnegative. A subordi-

nator S can be characterized by its Laplace exponent ¢ through the relation
E[e %] = e N t>0,A>0.

A smooth function ¢ : (0,00) — [0,00) is called a Bernstein function if (—1)"D"¢ < 0 for every
positive integer n. The Laplace exponent ¢ of a subordinator is a Bernstein function with ¢(0+) =0

and can be written as

a»=m+4 &—(WMM,A>Q

where b > 0 and p is a measure on (0,00) satisfying f(o,oo)(l At)u(dt) < oo. p is called the Lévy
measure of ¢. In this paper we will assume that b > 0 in order to have a nontrivial diffusion part
for subordinate Brownian motions. Without lose of generality we assume b = 1.

Suppose that W = (W, : t > 0) is a d-dimensional Brownian motion and S = (S; : t > 0) is a
subordinator with Laplace exponent ¢, which is independent of W. The process X = (X; : ¢t > 0)
defined by X; = W(S;) is called a subordinate Brownian motion and its infinitesimal generator
is given by ¢(A) := —@(—A), which can be constructed via Bochner’s functional calculus. On
C’I?(Rd) (the collection of C? functions in R? which, along with partial derivatives up to order 2,
are bounded), ¢(A) is an integro-differential operator of the type

Af@)+ [ (Fa+3) = F@) = V1) y1yen) T,
where the measure J has the form J(dy) = j(|y|)dy with j : (0,00) — (0, 00) given by

)= [ty 0 ),

Throughout this paper we will impose two conditions on ¢ and pu.



Condition 2.1 1. The Laplace exponent ¢ of S is a completely Bernstein function. That is, the
Lévy measure 1 has a completely monotone density (i.e., u(dt) = u(t)dt and (—1)"D"u > 0

for every non-negative integer n).

2. For any K > 0, there ezists c = ¢(K) > 1 such that
pu(r) <cu(2r) for re(0,K). (2.1)

Note that Condition 2] is the main assumption imposed in [15].

For any open set D C R, 7p := inf{t > 0: X; ¢ D} denotes the first exit time from D by X.
We will use X to denote the process defined by X (w) = X;(w) if t < 7p(w) and X (w) = 0
if t > 7p(w), where 0 is a cemetery point. It is well known that X is a strong Markov process
with state space D U {9}. For any function u(x) defined on D we extend it to D U {0} by letting
u(0) = 0. It follows from [3, Chapter 6] that the process X has a transition density p(¢,x,y) which

is jointly continuous. Using this and the strong Markov property, one can easily check that

pD(t7x7y) = p(t7x7y) - El‘[p(t - TD7XTD7y);t > TD]7 T,y S D

is continuous and is a transition density of X. For any bounded open set D C R?, we will use

Gp(z,y) to denote the Green function of X, i.e.,

Gp(z,y) :=/ pp(t,z,y)dt, x,y € D.
0

Note that Gp(x,y) is continuous on {(z,y) € D x D : x # y}.

The Lévy density is given by J(z,y) = j(|z — y|), z,y € R? and it determines a Lévy system
for X, which describes the jumps of the process X: For any nonnegative measurable function f on
R, x R? x R? with f(s,2,2) = 0 for all s > 0 and 2 € R?, and stopping time T with respect to
{Fi:t >0},

e |3 60| =2 [ [ ([ o xemateiy) as).

s<T

Using Lévy system, we know that for any nonnegative function f > 0 and every bounded open set

D we have
B, [f(Xep) Xy # %] = [ [ Golon) I adyf)iz. weD. (22)
p°Jp
We define Kp(z,2) = [, Gp(x,y)J(y, 2)dy and (2.2) can be written as
E, [f(XTD),XT[r + X)) = /c Kp(x,z)f(z)dz, x€D. (2.3)
D

Now we state the definition of harmonic functions.



Definition 2.2 A function u: D — [0,00) is said to be harmonic with respect to X if for every
open set B whose closure is a compact subset of D,

u(z) =E; [u(X%)] for every x € B.

Recall that an open set D in R? is said to be a (uniform) C'! open set if there are (localization
radius) ro > 0 and Ag such that for every z € 9D there exist a Cb! function ¢ = ¢, : R? — R
satisfying ¢(0,---,0) =0, V¢(0) = (0,---,0), |Vo(x) — Vo(y)| < Aglz — y|, and an orthonormal
coordinate system CS,, : y = (y1," -+ , Ya—1,Yd) := (§,yq) with its origin at z such that B(z,ro)ND =
{y = (9,ya) € B(0,r9) in CS, : yg > #(y)}. In this paper we will call the pair (rg,Ag) the
characteristics of the C1'! open set D.

We state the result about the Martin boundary of a bounded C'! open set D with respect to
XP. Fix 2y € D and define

Mp(x,y) == %, T,y €D, y#x, x0.
A positive harmonic function f with respect to X P is called minimal if, whenever g is a positive
harmonic function with respect to X2 with g < f, one must have f = cg for some positive constant
c. Now we recall the identification of the Martin boundary of bounded C'! open sets D with respect
to killed processes X with the Euclidean boundary in [15].

Theorem 2.3 ([I5, Theorem 1.5)) Suppose that D is a bounded CY' open set in RY. For every

z € 0D, there exists Mp(x,z) := lim Mp(z,y). Furthermore, for every z € 0D, Mp(-,z) is a
Yy—z

minimal harmonic function with respect to XP and Mp(-,z1) # Mp(-, z2) for 21,20 € 0D, 21 # 2.

Thus the minimal Martin boundary of D can be identified with the Fuclidean boundary.

Thus by the general theory of Martin boundary representation in [16] and Theorem 23] we conclude
that for every harmonic function v > 0 with respect to X, there exists a unique finite measure p

supported on dD such that u(z) = [,, Mp(z, z)u(dz). p is called the Martin measure of w.

Finally we observe that the Martin kernel Mp(x, z) has the following two-sided estimates.

Proposition 2.4 Suppose that D is a bounded C%' open set in R?, d > 2. Then there exist
constants ¢1 = c1(d, D, ¢) and ca = co(d, D, ¢) such that

op(x) 5p(z)
w_ad =M SCG———g D 0D. 2.4
C1| —Z|d_ D(x,Z)_62|$_Z|d, relD, zc ( )
Proof. Let
(z,y) |x—;|d*2 (1 A JD‘lefz(y)> when d > 3,
gp\x,Yy) =
log (1 + %) when d = 2.



Then it follows from [I5, Theorem 1.4] there exists ¢; = ¢1(d, D, ¢) and c¢o = ¢a(d, D, ¢) such that

ClgD(x,y) < GD(-Z',y) < CQQD(x7y)'

From Theorem [2.3] we immediately get the assertion of the proposition. O

3 Relative Fatou Theorem

Throughout this section we assume that D is a bounded C'!' open set in R?, d > 2 with the
characteristics (rg, Ag). In this section we prove relative Fatou theorem for nonnegative harmonic
functions v and v with respect to X . For any finite and nonnegative measure p supported on 9D

we define

Mpp(z) = g Mp(z,z)u(dz), =z € D.
D

Since Mp(-, z) is harmonic with respect to X? for z € 9D (see Theorem 23), it is easy to see that
Mpu(z) is nonnegative and harmonic with respect to X7,

We use the following property of the surface measure o, called Ahlfors regular condition (see
[18, page 992]): there exist constants r1 = r(D,d), C; = C1(D,d) and Cy = C2(D,d) such that
for every z € 9D and r < rq

Cﬂ‘d_l

IN

C1o0(0D N (B(z,r)\ B(z,7/2))) < o(0D N B(z,r))
< Cho(dD N (B(z,7) \ B(z,1/2))) < Cord™t, (3.1)

Now we define the Stolz open set. For Q € 9D and 8 > 1, let
A} ={z€D:ép(z) <roand |z — Q| < Bop(x)}.

We say x approaches () nontangentially if x — @@ and x € Ag for some 5 > 1.
The next lemma is similar to [I8, Lemma 4.4]. Since we are working on C'™! open sets, the

proof is simpler.

Lemma 3.1 Letv(x) = Mpr(x), where v is a finite and nonnegative measure on OD. For v-almost
every point QQ € 0D, we have

liminfo(z) >0
r—=Q

as T — @ nontangentially.

Proof. If x — @ nontangentially, there exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that

op(z) < |z —Q| < cop(x).



Fix x € D such that [ — Q| < r; and take z € B(Q, [t —Q|)NOD. Then |z—z| < |z—Q|+|Q—2| <
2|z — @] so that we obtain Mp(z,z) > cMp(z,Q) by (24). This implies

o) > Mp(x, 2)(dz) > ¢ Mp(x, Q) v(B(Q, ]z — Q|) NoD)

/ijﬂB(Qle—Q)

op(x) v(B(Q, |z — Q)N D)
c———=v(B(Q,|lxr—Q|)NndD) > ¢ .
P T R QI
By (B.1]) we have
o(B(@,]e —Q))ndD) _ 1
v(B(Q,lx—Q))NaD) — "w(x)’
and by [2, Theorem 5] the symmetric derivative
oy Z(B(@. I = Q1) 9D)
s—q V(B(Q, |z —Q)NaD)
is finite v-almost every point Q) € 9D. O
Remark 3.2 It follows from Lemma [31] that as x — @ nontangentially linb 5D((3;) = 0 for v-
r—r v\r

almost every Q € 0D, where v(x) = Mpv(x). We will use this fact in Lemma [3.3, Theorems[3.3,

and [377.

The next lemma is an analogue of [I8, Lemma 4.3].

Lemma 3.3 Let Q € 0D and v be a nonnegative harmonic function with respect to X with

op(x
Martin measure v. Suppose that p is a nonnegative finite measure on 0D. If lim p(2) =0, then

z—Q v(x)

for every e > 0 we have
MD(az,z),u(dz)

i faDm{\Q—z|za}

1 =0.
xl—>Q v(x)
)
If we assume lin%2 D((l;) = 0 nontangentially, then the limit above must be taken nontangentially.
r— v\r
Proof. If |Q — z| > ¢ and |z — Q| < /2, then |x — z| > ¢/2. Thus from (2.4) we have

/ Mp(e,uldz) < [ I0@)_az)
ODN{|Q—2[>¢} aDN{|Q—z|><} 1T — 2

< ce 45p(x) w(dD).

Hence we have

Jopg-sjze Mo, 2)udz) _ u(0D) bp(a)
v(x) - el v(x)

as x — Q. |




Remark 3.4 Note that the condition lim Op()
e—Q v(x)
points P,Q € 0D with P # Q. Let p =v = d;py, v(x) = Mpv(x), and e = |P — Q|/2. Then from

.. .Op(x) faDm{\sz\zg}MD(w’Z)“(dZ)
(IE)} hmni}an U(l‘) v(x)

The next theorem is the first main result of this section.

= 0 cannot be omitted. To see this, take any

> 0. Clearly =1 for any x € D.

Theorem 3.5 Let Q € 0D and v be a nonnegative harmonic function with respect to XP with

Martin measure v. Suppose that u(x) = Mpu(z) for some finite nonnegative measure p on 0D

satisfying dy = fdv where f € LY(OD,v) and that f is continuous at Q. If liné2 i}D((;;)
T—r

=0, then

we have
u(z)

im
z—Q v(x)

= f(Q)

= 0 nontangentially, then the limit above must be taken nontangentially.

u@) —f(Q)‘ < L [ 156) - @Mt i) <
oD

where I(z) = / lf(z) = f(Q)| Mp(z,2)v(dz) and Iy(z) := / |f(z) —
ODN{|2—Q|>=} ODN{|2—Q|<z)

f(@Q)| Mp(x,z)v(dz). Now it follows that 11)2((;)) < supy|._qj<erap | f(2) — f(Q)|. For given e > 0
we can choose r = r(¢) > 0 such that |f(z) — f(Q)| < € when |z — Q| < r. From Lemma [33] for this
r > 0 we can take ¢ > 0 such that if [z — Q| < 0 then Ivl(x) < ¢ . Thus we have Zgi)) - f(Q)‘ < 2

g

(x)
and this finishes the proof.

Next we consider the case when du = fdv + dus, where f € L'(0D,v) and pus is singular to v.
Consider all points Q) € 0D for which
fB(Qﬂn)maD (1f(2) = f(@)lv(dz) + ps(d2))

Jimy J(B(Q.7) N oD) =0 (32)

It is well-known that the set @ € 9D that satisfies ([8.2)) is of full measure v (for example, see [11],
Theorem 3.20 and 3.22]).

The next lemma is the nontangential maximal inequality that is analogous to [18, Lemma 4.5].

Lemma 3.6 Suppose that 1 and v are nonnegative finite measures on 0D. For anyx € D, Q € 0D
and t > 0 such that |z — Q| < tdp(x), there exist constants C = C(t,Q), ¢ = c(t,Q) such that

o ing MBQ,r)NOD) Jop Mp(x, 2)p(dz) _ C sup w(B(Q,r) N ID)
r>0 v(B(Q,7)NdD) ~ [y, Mp(x,z)v(dz) — = ,5o v(B(Q,r)NdD)’




Proof. The proof is similar to [I8, Lemma 4.5] but we will provide the details for the reader’s
convenience. Define B,, := B(Q,2"|x — Q|) N 9D for n > 1 and A,, = B, \ By—1 for n > 2. Let ng
be the smallest integer such that 2"°|x — Q| > diam(D). Then we have

Mp(z,z)u(dz) = Z/ Mp(z,z)u(dz) + [ Mp(z,z)u(dz).
n=2"4n

oD By

For z € By we have |z — Q| < 2|z — @], which implies

He = Q1 < dn(e) < o 2| < |r — QI +1Q — 2l <3l — QI

It follows from (2.4]) that
Mp(x,z) _ |z — Q|
MD(‘TaQ) ‘.Z' - Z‘d

for some constant ¢; = ¢1(t). Hence we have

=

inf Mp(z,z) <ay:=sup Mp(x,z) <c; inf Mp(x,z).
z2€B1 2€B; z€B1

It follows that

Mp(z,2)p(dz) < aypu(By) < Mp(z,z)u(dz).
By By

Similarly for z € A,, we have
2" 2 Q<2 =) - Q<= Q| — |z~ Q| < |z — 2 < | - QI +]Q — 2| < 2"Taz — Q).
For 2/ € A, from (24]) we also have ¢y Mp(x,2') < Mp(x,2) < ¢3 Mp(x,2z'). Therefore we have

inf Mp(z,z) <a,:= sup Mp(x,z) <c3 inf Mp(z,z).
2€EAR 2€EA, 2€EAR

Thus we obtain

an p(A) < c3 /A Mp (2, 2)u(dz) < e an p(An).

Combining the estimates above we conclude that

oD

Mp(z,2)u(dz) < cs <Z anp(Ap) + al,u(Bl)) . (3.3)

n=2

Now define b, = supy>, ax for n > 1. Clearly b, > a, and b,—1 — b, > 0. Let 2 € A, and
z € Ag, for k > n. Then we have

o =2 <z = QI +1Q — | < 2" M — Q|

and
=2 >z = Q| — |z —Q| > (2" = 1)|lz — Q| > 2" |z — Q|



so it follows that |z — 2| < 4|z — z|. From (2.4) we have Mp(z,z) < ¢Mp(z,z"). This implies that
ar < cay, for k > n, so b, < cay,, which in turn shows that % < ap < b, for n > 1. Combining
this with (B3]) we have

c4 <Z anpt(Ay) + alM(Bl)>
n=2

< Mp(z, z)p(dz)
oD
< o <Z anp(An) + al,u(B1)>
n=2
<

e (Z bn (1(Bn) = p(Bn-1)) + blM(Bl)>
n=2

= o5 <§O:(bn_1 —bp)pu(Bp-1) + bnoN(Bno)> ’

n=2

and the same estimate holds for v. Thus we obtain

Mp (e, u(dz) < s (Z(b 2Bty bnowuwm)
oD v

5 (Bn—l) V(Bno)

n=

p(B(Q,7) N ID) [
< _
SR L (B(@r)naD) \ 2t I Beet) 4 b Bro)
u(B(Q,r) N D)
< M (x, d
= U B@Qr) D) Jyp M)
and similarly we also have
— u(B(@Q,r)naD) /
Mp(z,2)u(dz) > c7 inf M(x,z)v(dz),
oD p(@ 2)uldz) > e Inf v(B(Q,7)NoD) Jap (e, 2)v(dz)
and this completes the proof. O

Now we state the second main theorem of this section.

Theorem 3.7 Let u,v be nonnegative and harmonic functions with respect to XP. Let u(x) =
Jop Mp(x,2)p(dz) and v(z) = [, Mp(z, z)v(dz), where p and v are nonnegative and finite mea-

sures on OD. Assume that dp = fdv + dus, where f € LY(OD,v) and ps is singular to v. Suppose
op(z)

im

e—=Q v(x)

=0 as x — Q nontangentially. Then for v-almost every point QQ € 0D we have

as x — @ nontangentially. More precisely, the convergence holds for every Q € 0D satisfying (3.2))

and lim op(x) =
e—Q v(x)

10



Proof. The proof is similar to [I8, Theorem 4.2] but we provide the details for the reader’s
convenience. Fix a point @ € 0D that satisfies (8.2). Let ¢ > 0 and define dfi = | f(-)— f(Q)|dv+dis.

Then we have

_ Jop Mo, 2) ild)

o() ﬂQﬂ— e
Jopngz—qiz<) Mp (@, 2) fi(d2) \ Jop Mp(@.2) ilpq.)(d2)
v(x) v() ’

where ji| p(q.) is the truncation of ji to B(Q,e) NdD. Since |f(-) — f(Q)] € L*(v), it follows from

Lemma [3.3] that 3
I faDm{|z—Q\25} Mp(z, z) i(dz)
im

= 0.
z—Q v(x)

Applying Lemma [3.6] to the measures fi|g(q ) and v, we get

lim sup u(@) —f(Q)‘
z—Q v x)
M T d
< limsup faD p(,2) M‘B(Qﬁ)( z)
2—Q v(x)
1| B(Q,e)(B(Q,7) N OD
< csupMBQ2(BQ1)NID)
r>0 V(B(Q, ’f’) N aD)
Jopnpgr (f(2) = f(Q)lv(dz) + ps(dz))
= csup : .
r<e v(B(Q,r)NaD)
Letting ¢ — 0 and using (3.2]) we obtain the desired result. O

In the rest of this section, we investigate relative Fatou theorem when the normalizing func-
tion corresponds to the Martin integral with respect to the surface measure of dD. Let h(zx) :=
Jop Mp(z,z)o(dz), where o is the surface measure of dD. We now prove a simple lemma about

h(z), which is an analogue of [4, Equation (11)].
Lemma 3.8 There exist constants C3, Cy depending only on D, d, ¢, xy such that
0<C3§h(:17)§04<00.

Proof. For each x € D let P = P(z) € 9D be a point such that |z — P| = dp(x). Let A, =
Ap(r) ={Q € dD : 2"z — P| < |z — Q| < 2"|x — P|}. Since D is bounded, there exists N = N ()
such that 9D C Uivzl A,

We start with the lower bound. By the definition of A,,, we get

h(z) = Mp(z,z)o(dz) > Mp(z,z)o(dz)
oD Ay

11



v

ép () / ép(x)
c o(dz) > ¢ ———o(dz
[, o) 2 o [ s e
527 %p(z)|z — P| Yz — P|97 = 527 := Cs.

v

We now prove the upper bound. From (2.4) and (B.1]), we have

N
M) = [ Mpajotds) < 3 / Mp(z, )0 (d2)
oD
—~ [ Op(@)
SqZ/ D2 ———=0(dz) <C1Z/5D ) (2" e — P|) o(dz)
1/ An |z — 2|
N
< o dp(@)' ) 27 Vo(Ay) < e dp(a)'T d22 dn=1) (92 — P|)4-
n=1 n=1
N o)

IN
N
g
[\

:
IA
N

g
[N}

3

|
Q

Recall that the Lebesgue set of a function f € L'(9D, o) is the set of all Q € D satisfying

. Jopnpon 1F(2) = f(Q)lo(dz) 0
rs0t (@D N B(Q,r)) -

In particular for such points Q € 9D we have

Joprsigum 1 (2) = F(Q)lo(dz)

su < 00.
>0 o(@DNBQ.r)
It is well known that for f € L1(0D, o) the set of all Lebesgue points is of full measure o.
o
For f € LY(0D,0) we define u(z) := [, Mp(z,2)f(z)o(dz). From LemmaBJ, lim L }?(( )) =
r—

for every @ € 0D. Hence when the normalizing function h(z) corresponds to the Martin integral

with respect to the surface measure of 9D, Theorem B.7 is read as the next corollary.

Corollary 3.9 Let f € L'(8D,0) and u(z) = [, Mp(z,z)f(z)o(dz). For every Lebesgue point

Q of f,
TIC))

m —— = f(Q), where the limit is taken nontangentially.

(z)
4 Fatou theorem in a ball

In this section we prove that Fatou theorem holds for X when D corresponds to a ball centered at
xo. That is, we prove that for any nonnegative harmonic functions u(z) with respect to X B(xo,r)

on a ball B(x,r), the nontangential limit

lim u(z) exists for o-a.e. Q € 9B(xo,T).
Agax%QeaB(xo,r)
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In order to prove Fatou theorem for a ball, we first establish a few lemmas. Take a (smooth)
open sets D,, such that D,, C D,, C Dy 1 and U2 D,, = D. Let 7, = 71p,,.

Lemma 4.1 For each x € D we have
P, {weQ:nyZ{rm <7mp} ={X;, €9D}}) =1

Proof. Since D,, C D we have 7, < 7p. Also it follows from the definition of 7p we have X, ¢ D.
Suppose that w € {w € Q : X;, € 0D} N{w € Q : 7, = 7p}. Then X, (w) € dD. Since

D = B(xg,r) has zero d-dimensional Lebesgue measure it follows from (23]) we have
P, (X,, € OD) =P, (Xm €0D,X__ + X7n> = | Kp (z,2)dz =0.
n 6D

Hence {w € @ : X;, € 90D} C {w € Q: 7, < 7p} Py-ae. © € D for all n € N. Now take
wen {weQ: 7, <7p} then we have XTB (w) = X;,(w) € OD. O

For any Q € 0D, we let ¢ be the CY! function associated with @ in the definition of C*! open

sets. For any z € {y = (y,ya) € B(Q, R) : ya > ¢q(y)} we put pg(x) := xq — ¢q(Z). For r,s >0,
we define

Dq(r,s) :={y € D:r>pgly) >0,|y| < s}
Let 7 :=1r9/4(\/1 + (1 + Ag)?). The following result is [I5, Lemma 4.3].

Lemma 4.2 ([I5, Lemma 4.3]) There exist constants Ao > 2r; ", ro € (0,1), and ¢ = c(rg, Ao)
such that for every X > Ao, Q € D, and x € Dg(271(1 + Ao) " troA ™1, koA™h) with & = 0,

Py (Xry oro1acr, € D) < AdD(@).

Next we prove that as the starting point z approaches Q € 0D the probability of exiting D
near the point ) under the condition the processes exit D through the boundary will converge to
1.

Lemma 4.3 For any r < rg, Q € 0D, and € > 0 there exists a constant ro > 0 such that for any
x € D with |x — Q| < ro we have

P, (X;, ¢ B(Q,r),X;, € 0D) < e.
Proof. For any given r < rg, we take a large enough A so that Dg(koA™1, A71) C B(Q,r). Then

{X:, ¢ B(Q,r),X;, € 0D} C {X;

Dg(roA~a—1)

€ D}.
It follows from Lemma that

P, (X., ¢ B(Q,r),X,, € dD) <P, (X

TDg (koA=L A~

€ D) < eMdp(x) < edz — Q).

13



Taking 7o = £/cA, we arrive at the desired assertion. O

Recall that the point zy € D is the point such that Mp(zg,y) = 1 for all y € D (hence
Mp(zo,z) =1 for all z € 9D as well). We prove that the Martin kernel Mp(z, z) is the Radon-
Nikodym derivative with respect to harmonic measures supported on the boundary of D with

different starting points.

Lemma 4.4 Let x € D. Then for each Borel set A C 0D we have
Py (X,, € A) = / Mp(z, 2)Pyy (X, € dz).
A

Proof. For each Borel set A C 9D the function x — P, (X;, € A) is harmonic with respect to
XP. Hence it follows from Theorem 23] there exists a nonnegative finite measure p4 supported on
0D such that

P, (X;, € A) = Mp(z,2)pa(dz), =z € D.
oD

For Borel sets A,B C 0D, AN B = ¢ we have P(X;, € AUB) = [,, Mp(z,z)uaup(dz) and
P(X;, € AUB)=P(X;, € B)+P(X,, € B) = [,, Mp(z,2)(pra + pp)(dz). By the uniqueness
of the Martin representation we have

pAuB = pA+pp, ifANB=g¢.

We will prove that supp(a) C A. For each € > 0 define p5 = palas, where A° = {z € 9D :
dist(z, A) > }. Let f(z) := [, Mp(x,2)p5(dz). For Q € D \ A#/? it follows from (Z4) and the
dominated convergence theorem

lim f(z)=0.
r—QEID\ A/?

For w € A®/? it follows from LemmaF3 and the fact f(z) < P,(X,, € A) we have

lim f(z)< lim Py(X,, €A < lim P,(X,, ¢ B(w,e/2),X;, €9D)=0.

r—weAs/? r—wEAE/2 z—weAs/2

Hence we have proved that

li =0 for all Q € dD. 4.1
Hggan(w) or all @ € (4.1)

Now we will show that f(x) = 0 for all z € D and this will imply that 5 = 0. Take D,, as before.

Since f(z) is harmonic with respect to X we have

flz) = Ex[f(X%n)] = Ex[f(XTn)aTn < TD]

= B[ Mp(Xs,,2)pa(dz), T < 7p]. (4.2)
oD

14



Since Eq[ [, Mp(Xr,, 2)u5(dz), 7 < 7p] = f(2) < Pe(X;, € A) for all n € N, it follows from

Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem, Lemma ] and (£I]) we have

lim E,[ | Mp(X;,,2)u5(dz), 7, < 1p]

= E.[lim Mp(X.,,2)u5(dz), X;, € 0D]

= 0.

This shows that f(z) = 0 and p§ = 0. Since € > 0 is arbitrary we have supp(pu4) C A. Now the
rest of the proof is identical to [12] Lemma 3.1] and will be omitted. O

In the rest of the section, we let D = B(xq,r) for some 0 < r < oo. Since X is rotationally in-
variant, Py, (X edy, X

TB(zq,r) TB(zq,r)

where S = S(X, D) := P, (X

TB(zq,r)

€ 0B(z0,7)) must be a normalized surface measure S~1o(dz),
€ 0B(zg,r)). Hence for any Borel set A C 9D, it follows from

Lemma [4.4] we have
P, (X,, €A :/ Mp(ze (2, 2)S Lo (d2).
( B(zq,r) > 63(;5077») B( 0, )( ) ( )
It follows from [19, Theorem 3.2] and the remark below that for each @ € 0B(zo,r) we have

lim P.(X,-
z—=Q€EIB(xo,T) m( B(zo,m)

Let u(‘r) = fé)B(:cg,r) MB(:{:O,T) (‘Ta Z)f(Z)O’(dZ), f(Z) € Ll(aB(UCo, T)a U) and U(‘T) = fé)B(:cg,r) MB(xo,r) (‘Ta Z)U(dz)‘
Then clearly u(z) and v(z) are harmonic with respect to X B0m) " Also it follows from Lemma 2]
v(z) = SPL(X € 0B(xo,r)) and lim,_,gcop v(xz) = S for all Q@ € dD. Now we prove Fatou

TB(zq,r)
theorem for a ball.

€ 9B(z0,1)) = 1. (4.3)

Theorem 4.5 Let u(z) = faB(xo )y MB(z0,r) (z,2)f(2)o(dz), f(z) € LY(0B(zo,7),0). Then o-a.e.
Q € 0B(xg,r) the nontangential limit exists and is equals to Sf(Q). That is,

lim u(z) =Sf(Q), S="Pu(X

. B € 0B(xg,1)).
Ag32—=Q€dB(wo,r)

Proof. It follows from CorollaryB:QllimAgax_)QeaB(xo’r) % = f(Q) and from [@3) lim,_,gcpB(zo,r) v(T) =

S. Hence we have

; lim u(z) = ; lim wz). . lim v(z) = Sf(Q).
A2 50-QedB(0,1) A2 32-QedB(wor) V(T) A2 50-QedB(wo,r)

a

In [I7] it is proved that there exists a bounded (classical) harmonic function on the unit disk
in R? that fails to have tangential limits for a.e. 6 € [0,27]. Using the similar method, in [12] 3]

15



the author showed that the Stolz open sets are best possible sets for Fatou theorem and relative
Fatou theorem for transient censored stable processes and stable processes, respectively for d = 2
and D = B(0,1).

A curve Cj is called a tangential curve in B(0,1) if Con9dB(0,1) = {w} € 0B(0,1), Cy \ {w} C
B(0,1), and for any r > 0 and 8 > 1 Co N B(w,r) ¢ AP N B(w,r). Let Cy be a rotated curve Cy
about the origin through an angle §. We will adapt arguments in [12], 13| [I7] to prove that the
Stolz open sets are best possible sets for Fatou theorem for X by showing that there exists bounded
harmonic function u(z) with respect to X5 (0:1) guch that the tangential limit limgecy 2 u(z) does
not exist, where Cjp is a tangential curve inside B(0,1).

We start with a simple lemma that is analogue to [I7, Lemma 2] (see also [12] Lemma 3.19]
and [I3, Lemma 3.22]). Let D = B(0,1) € R?, 29 = 0, and o7 be the normalized surface measure
of 0B(0,1).

Lemma 4.6 Let h(z) = faB(O,l) Mpo1)(2,2)o1(dz) and U(z) be nonnegative, measurable on
0B(0,1), and 0 < U(e) < 1, 8 € [0,27]. Suppose that U(e?®) = 1 for g — X < 0 < 6y + X
for some 0 < A < 7. Let u(x) = faB(o,l) Mpo,)(z,2)U(2)01(dz), x € B(0,1). Then for any e >0
there exists 6 = 0(g, @), independent of \, such that

6o
h(pei®)

<1, ifp>1-—M.

Proof. Since 0 < U(z) <1 we have
u(x) 1 / 1 /
0 —~=—— M z,2)U(2)o1(dz) < —— M x,z)o1(dz) = 1.
b0 = T o, Moo @) < s [ Mo @ o)

Let V(z) := 1—g(z) so that 0 < V(z) < 3 and V() = 0 for 6y — A < 6 < 6+ A. By the triangular
inequality we have |e?0 — | < |eif — pei®| 4 |pei — | = (1 — p) + |pe?® — |, Hence

’peiﬁg _ eie‘ > ‘eiﬁg _ ei@, _ (1 —P) > 9

sin(eO; 9)‘ — 5160 — 0|

> 2105 — 6] — 516 — 0]
™

2
= (= —0)l6o - 0]
s

for |0p — 0] > A. Hence from (2.4]) we have for p > 1 — A\

21
Mp(o,1) (pe'®, €YV (e")db

2w 0
V(e™)
< al p)/o |pei®o — ¢i0]2

2 do
< c(l—p) (=2 —5)2 Y
< at-pC -9 /9_90|>A|eo—e|2
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™

C1

From Lemma B8 h(z) > ¢, for some constant ¢ > 0. Hence if § < 2 we have

u(peiﬁo) 1 1 /27r 0 » "
- = M o ) (1 + 2V (e"))do
h(pei®) h(pei®) 27 J, B(0o,1)(pe™ € )1+ 2V (™))
1 ~ )
> ___(h(pe?) — 2¢; —
> ey 1P 207 )
> 1—c36.
Now for given ¢ take § = % A % and we reach the conclusion of the lemma. O

Once we have Lemma by adapting the argument in [I7] we have the following theorem.

Theorem 4.7 There exists a bounded and nonnegative harmonic function u(x) with respect to
XBOY such that for a.e. 6 € [0,27]

lim  wu(x) does not exist.
|SC|—)17SCEC@

Proof. Let h(z) := faB(o,l) Mpo,1) (7, z)o1(dz) and u(z) = faB(O,l) Mpo,1) (7, 2)U(2)01(dz), U(z) >
A,52-QE0B(0,1) % exists for a.e. Q@ € 9D. By
following the argument in [17] there exist nonnegative harmonic functions uy(x) with respect to

XB0.1) defined on some EJ such that

0. From Corollary [3.9] the nontangential limit lim

ug(z)

x—)zelar%(o,l) hz) = 27% along one branch of Cy.

= 0 radially and limsup uk_(a;)
x—2€0B(0,1) h(z)

Let u(x) =Y 5o, ur(z). For this u(x) by following the argument in [I7] with Lemma (see also
[13, Theorem 3.23]) we have

im u(z) does not exist for a.e. € [0, 27].
|z|—1,2€Cy h(x)

From Lemma 4] h(z) = ;]P’x (X

- TB0.1) € 83(0,1)) and it follows from [19, Theorem 3.2] the
(ordinary) limit of h(x) exists and limp(o,1)32—qQean(0,1) M) = 2 for all Q € 9B(0,1). Hence we
have

lim  wu(x) does not exist for a.e. 6 € [0, 27].
|SC|—)17SCEC@

a
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