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On the stochastic regularity of distorted Brownian mo-
tions
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Abstract. We systematically develop general tools to apply Fukusisirabsolute continuity
condition. These tools comprise methods to obtain a Hurdgg®on a locally compact separa-
ble metric state space whose transition function has a tyensit. the reference measure and
methods to estimate drift potentials comfortably. We thgplyaour results to distorted Brownian
motions and construct weak solutions to singular stoahdgferential equations, i.e. equations
with possibly unbounded and discontinuous drift and refdedierms which may be the sum of
countably many local times. The solutions can start from point of the explicitly specified
state space. We considefférent kind of weights, like Muckenhoupt, weights and weights
with moderate growth at singularities as well afatient kind of (multiple) boundary conditions.
Our approach leads in particular to the construction andi@ijgentification of countably skew
reflected and normally reflected Brownian motions with slagdrift in bounded and unbounded
multi-dimensional domains.
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1 Introduction

Let E c RY andy : E — R be a measurable function such tiiat 0 dx-a.e. onE. We
consider a regular Dirichlet forn&( D(E)) on L2(E, ydx) that can be written as

1
a(f,g)=§fEVf-Vg¢d>g f,ge D(&). (1)

The regularity of €, D(E)) provides the existence of a Hunt proc®ss: ((Xi)t=0, (Px)xek,)
with lifetime ¢ that is associated witl&( D(E)) and whose generator is informally given
as

Lf = %Af +Z—Z - VT,
M is called distorted Brownian motion (cfiI[3],[22], [23]) driorms as in[{IL) with
infinitesimal generatok can be generalized to all kind offtBrent state spacds by
finding an appropriate interpretation of the gradiémaind Laplaciam. Due to the good
structural properties, like e.g. the self-adjointnesshef torresponding generators,
there is a huge literature about distorted Brownian motidinite, as well as in infinite
dimensions (see e.d.|[8]. [26]. [38], [35]. [5]./[7] and refaces therein). We shall be
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concerned with a locally compact separable metric sgader our general results
and withE c RY like above in our concrete applications. The distorted Briaw
motion has then typically an unbounded and discontinuoiftsasird of special interest
is therefore the identification of the stochastiteliential equation (hereafter SDE) that
is fulfilled by it. It is well known how to identify the distoed Brownian motion for
quasi-every starting point by using Fukushima’s decontjmrsof additive functionals
(seell22],123],[[27, Theorem 5.5.1], and [4], [31, TheoreB] Por infinite dimensional
state space). This approach is in some sense abstractisinget of starting points that
is excluded is not explicitly known and rather only given asea of zero capacity.
It can nonetheless be made explicit by looking at probabdistributionsP, () :=
fEPX(-)v(dx) wherev is an explicitly given probability measure that does notrgka
sets of zero capacity. Another approach is to solve a casreipg martingale problem
for as much as possible explicitly specified starting po{see [6], [9], [10], [20]).
This may be a reasonable intermediate approach, espetidlé/functions for which
the martingale problem is considered are densB(ifi), but it does not lead directly
to the identification of the SDE. Our strategy for the idea#fion of the distorted
Brownian motion for as much as possible explicitly specifigatting points is based
on Fukushima’s absolute continuity condition and is knowrttee strict Fukushima
decomposition (cf.[[27, (4.2.9) and Theorem 5.5.5],[22F]). To our knowledge it
is the first time it is applied systematically for weighitse const For some examples
with ¢ = const we refer tol[11],[[28] and [24], see also [27, Examples 5a2@ 5.5.3].
The strategy consists of two parts. The first one is to coos&riHunt process whose
transition function has a density(x, y) w.r.t. the reference measume:= ydxand is
anm-version of theL(E, m)-semigroup T¢)wo associated with&, D(E)), i.e. we need
to construct a Hunt procedd = (Q, 7, (F1)i=0, (X0)t=0, (Px)xek, ) With life time ¢ such
that

Pef(X) = B F(X)] = j; (X y) f(y) m(dy) (@)

foranyt > O,x € E, f € B,(E) and such thaP;f is anm-version of T;f for any

f € L?(E,m) N By(E) andt > 0. Note that even if[y)w0 iS strong Feller, i.e.T;f
has a continuoustversion for anyf € B,(E) andt > 0, so thatT;f has a density
as in [2), the process constructed via regularity by Didtfibrm methods does not
necessarily satisfy this condition. In fact since such athwacess is only unique for
quasi-every starting point (see [27, Theorem 4.2.8]), theohute continuity condition
may be violated for some poinise E in a capacity zero set. For the construction of
a Hunt proces® on a general locally compact separable metric sfatteat satisfies
the absolute continuity condition, we use two methods. Tisedne is the well known
Feller semigroup method that we summarize in Se¢fion]2ridllzat we apply in the
form of LemmaZ.B. We then use heat kernel estimates to vérdyconditions of
Lemmd 2.8 for concrete Muckenhoupt weights (cf. Rerhark 2T second method
which is developed in Sectidn 2.1.2 is what we call the Digtlfiorm method and it
is a refinement of the method introduced(in [6, Section 4]. @untribution here is to



exploit the structure of a carré du champ (see Lernmh 2.5 amaalR{Z.7(ii)) and to
find an adequate condition to determine convergence (28({() below and proof of
LemmdZ.8). For other work, where the method of [6] is adoptexirefer to [[10[ D].
As in the case of Feller semigroups, we apply these genesaltsein Sectioi 3 to
concrete Muckenhoupt, weights (see Lemnia 3.6(i) and Propositiobns B.13,]3.16). We
remark that it remains open whether the absolute conticoityglition holds for general
Muckenhoupt, weights or not. According to Proposition B.3(i) and (iii)han using
the Feller method it remains to show Lemimd 2.3(i), and adogri Proposition 313(i)
and (ii), when using the Dirichlet form method it remains tow (H2)'(i) and (ii).

In Sectior %, we obtain the absolute continuity conditiammfrresults of[[6] using the
appropriate part Dirichlet form (see Lemimal4.2). In Sedlpwe assume the absolute
continuity condition to be verified, but refer {a [9] to whidtaccordingly holds under
certain conditions (see Remdrk15.2). The results of Se@iane also achieved by
specifying the appropriate part Dirichlet form (see Leminf#) 5The necessary tools
for part Dirichlet forms and general auxiliary results aregented in Sectidn 2.2.

The second part of the strategy consists in finding good agtisrfor the drift potentials

Ryu(X) = fE ri(xy) u(dy)

corresponding to the logarithmic derivative= Z—f in the sense of distributions and to
measures on JE that occur through integration by parts as boundary ternease of
existing boundaryE. Hereri(x,y) = fo‘x’ e 'p(x, y) dt. Concretely, in Sectionl 3, we
consider Muckenhoug,; weightsy = p¢, wherep is a weakly diferentiable function
and¢ is a function that is piecewise constant and has disconigsualong boundaries
of Euclidean balls (se€(B0)), along the boundary of a Lifggatomain (se€(32)) and
along hyperplanes (sde{34)). In this case using inforntlaéyLeibniz rule foiV(o¢),
we see that(dy) is given as the sum of the absolutely continuous é;é@) m(dy) and
the corresponding boundary measures. In Setlion 4, wedmrthie case wheie= 1
andE has no boundary so thafdy) = V—Zﬁ(y) m(dy) and in Sectiofl5, we consider the

case wherg = 1 and existing boundary, so thats given as the sum o%(y) m(dy)
and a weighted surface measure (see Lemmnla 5.7). Our ketiimatiag potentials is
Proposition 2.113 that we found very useful and apply thraugkhe article. Especially,
if no continuity properties of a potential are known, we ussolvent kernel estimates
to find continuous Riesz potentials (sEel(24) and Leima 3.6pper boundf asin
Propositior 2,113 for the potential, i.e. we use Propos{ldiB in combination with
resolvent kernel estimates and Lenima 3.5. We use this puoeéat instance globally
in Lemmal3.6(iii)-(v) where for the global resolvent kerestimates, we use known
global heat kernel estimates for Muckenhoupt weights fid#j (seel(1l7)). We use it
locally in Lemmd5.B using local heat kernel estimates thetierive using Nash type
inequalities and the Davies method lof [15] similarly to wisatione in[[11, Theorems
2.3, 3.1] (see Lemnia§.4, Propositlon]5.5 and Corollarly. 8 special interest could
be the corresponding localization procedure via part peegthat we apply on a nice



exhaustive sequence of sets for the state space (see oasdj}i («) in Section[b,
Lemmd5.8, Propositidn 3.9, Lemnias 310, 5.11 and proof ebfdni5.12). We use
it when global resolvent kernel estimates do not provideughaegularity or are not
at hand. For other places in this article where we use thililation procedure see
Propositiori 3.B(ii), Theoren 3.9(ii) and Remark 3.15.

The Muckenhoup#, weightsy = p¢ that we investigate in Sectidn 3, lead to solutions
of SDEs of the following type

t
v
Xt=x+V\/t+f2—p(Xs)ds+L¢, t>0, xe ECRY, 3
0 4P

whereL? may be a series of local times (s€el(23) of Theorerh 3.4). Emel&2 is
formulated under general conditions @and¢. We then extensively study the typical
case of am, weight wherep(x) = [|X||4, @ € (-d + 1,d) and¢ is an explicitly given
piecewise constant function that is globally bounded atamdebelow by strictly posi-
tive constants. In this case it is known that the capacitppis zero, it a € [-d+2, d).
We obtain that one can chooBe= RY, if a € (-d+1, 2) andL? = 0, orife € (—d+1,1)
andL? # 0 (see Propositidn3.8(i), Theorém3.9(i) and Thedrem| &ahd)that one can
chooseE = RY\ {0} in the remaining cases (see Proposifiod 3.8(ii), Thedrékiig.
and Remark3.15). Two observations are here worth to be noteaffirst is that we are
able to start in 0 althougl®} might be a capacity zero set and the second is that we lose
one dimension imv in case there are boundary terms. The reason for the lagttisvth
use continuous Riesz potentials of the fofm (24) as uppand®ior our drift potentials
and that drifts which are given as surface measures on a oigedary are equivalent
to the Lebesgue measure of one dimension less (cf. LedmrhaB.6he concrete ex-
amples of driftd_? that we obtain in[(3) can be summarized as follows. if as in [30)
piecewise constant on countably many annuli with jumpsgtbeir boundaried,? is
given as the last term i (B1) which corresponds to a digidmwnian motion with
skew reflection on the boundary of Euclidean balls that maymulate. [(31) seems
new to us. We could not find any similar equation in multi-ditei@ns in the literature.
Its one-dimensional counterpart is studied extensive[@4). If ¢ is as in [32) piece-
wise constant on a bounded Lipschitz domain and on its camgié, therL? is given
as a scalar multiple of the boundary local time on the boundfa Lipschitz domain
G as in [33). The corresponding process could be callgdkew distorted Brownian
motion w.r.t.G. In case of skew reflection at the boundary @'a-domain,1 € (0, 1]
and smooth dfusion codficient, a weak solution is constructed(in[37, §8 and§4],
see also references therein. The reflection terrn_ih [37]fisele as generalized drift.
If ¢ is as in[34) piecewise constant on countably many infinitpstvith jumps along
countably many hyperplanes, thehis given as the last term in(B8). Variants ofi(38),
but without accumulation points and Lipschitz drift app&ai45,[33,/44]. For recent
related work, we refer td [2].

In Sectior %, we complete results of [6]. There the distoBealvnian motion is con-
structed onRY \ {y = 0} for certain weightsy, but the corresponding SDE is not



explicitly identified. It was noted iri [6, Remark 5.6] thatsiides using direct stochas-
tic calculus one could possibly also achieve this identificeby refining arguments
from [27]. As already mentioned, we work out the latter udimg part Dirichlet form
onRY\ {y = 0}. For details we refer to Sectibh 4.

In Sectior b, we complete results from [46]. Precisely, urlde assumptions;j — ()

of Section b, we show in Theordm 5112 that the Skorokhod decsition that was
obtained in[[46] for quasi-every starting point can be aefikin concrete examples
for every starting point outside an explicitly specified aeity zero set in the symmet-
ric case. We note that the absolute continuity conditiorsiiemed to hold ind). For
additional conditions according to which the absolute icarity condition is satisfied,
we refer to[9] (see Remalk3.2). For work that is stronglated with Theorem 5.12,
we refer tol[11] 16, 28, 36].

Finally, let us remark that we only treat the semimartingadse, but that the strict
Fukushima decomposition has also been formulated in thesaprimartingale case
(see[[24]). It could be interesting to see which phenomewgardio this case. More-
over, because we did not want to overload this presentatierglso did not consider
the (;)-case in our concrete examples. But drift potentials tisatioin the &;)-case
can be handled by exactly the same methods that are presesreednce the absolute
continuity condition is established. For this, we referaaficoming work.

2 Preliminaries and the absolute continuity condition

Letd > 1. Cg’(Rd) denotes the set of all infinitely fierentiable functions with com-
pact support irRY. LetVf := (91f,...,04f) andAf := 2?:16“1‘ whered; f is the
j-th weak partial derivative of andd;;f := 9;(9;f), j = 1,...,d. As usualdx
is the Lebesgue measure BA andéy is the Dirac measure a¢ For any open set
G c R the Sobolev spacE™9(G, dx), q > 1 is defined to be the set of all functions
f € L9G, dX) such that;f € LYG,dx), j = 1,...,d, andH 4RI, dx) := (f| f -1y €

H9(U,dx), YU c RY, U relatively compact opgn We always equifR? with the
Euclidean norni - || and writeB; := {x € RY | |Ix|| < r}.

For a locally compact separable metric spaEed] with Borel o-algebraB(E)
we denote the set of a#B(E)-measurablg : E — R which are bounded, or non-
negative byBy(E), B*(E) respectively. Bi(y) = {x € E|d(xy) < r}, r > 0,
y € E. LYE, ), g € [1,0] are the usual9-spaces equipped with-norm|| - ||
with respect to the measugeon E, A, : = A N By(E) for A c LIYE,u), and
L (E.p) == {f| -1y € LYE,p), YU c E,U relatively compact opgnwhere %
denotes the indicator function of a &t As usual, we also denote the set of continu-
ous functions otf, the set of continuous bounded functionsirthe set of compactly
supported continuous functions ihby C(E), C,(E), Co(E), respectively.C.(E) de-
notes the space of continuous functionsbwhich vanish at infinity. FOA c E let A



denote the closure &in E, A® := E\ A. We will refer to [27] till the end, hence some
of its standard notations may be adopted below without difini

In order to simplify notation while handling inequalities @stimates we make the
convention that unless otherwise specifies 0 stands for an arbitrary constant whose
value may vary from inequality to inequality.

2.1 Global setting

Throughout, we let§, D(E)) be a symmetric, strongly local, regular Dirichlet form on
L2(E, m) wheremis a positive Radon measure da B(E)) with full support onE. We
further assume throughout th@admits a carré du champ

I': D) x D(E) — LYE, m)

as in [14, Definition 4.1.2]. As usual we defidie(f,g) := &(f,9) + (. 9)2E m for
f,g € D(&) and|| f llpe) = &i(f, f)Y2, f € D(E). Let (T)wo and Ga)aso be the
L2(E, m)-semigroup and resolvent associated&o(&)) and (., D(L)) be the corre-
sponding generator (s€e [31, Diagram 3, p. 39]). Let Cap bedpacity related to
the regular symmetric Dirichlet forn€( D(&)) as defined in[[27, 2.1]. We say that a
function f is locally in D(E)p (f € D(E)noc in Notation) if for any relatively compact
open setG c E, there exists a functiog € D(E)y such thatf = g ma.e. onG. We
consider the condition

(H1) There exists 8(E) x B(E) measurable non-negative mpgx, y) such that

P f(x) = j; pi(xy) fiyym(dy), t >0, xe E, fe By(E),

is a (temporally homogeneous) sub-Markovian transitiamcfion (see([17, Section
1.2]) and arm-version of T f if f € L2(E, m)p.

pi(x, y) is called the transition kernel density or heat kernel.ifglthe Laplace trans-

form of p.(x,y), we see thatH1) implies that there exists 8(E) x B(E) measurable
non-negative map,(x,y) such that

R.f(X) := fErw(X, y) f(yym(dy), @ > 0, xe E, f € By(E), 4)

is anm-version ofG, f if f e L2(E, m)p. r,(X,y) is called the resolvent kernel density.
For a signed Radon measwren E, let us define

Roft() = fE fa(xY)u(dy). @ >0, xeE, (5)



whenever this makes sense. Throughout, wéget id. Furthermore, assuming that
(H1) holds, we can consider the condition

(H2) There exists a Hunt process with transition functiBf)o.

We recall that K12) means that there exists a Hunt process

M = (Q’ 7:7 (7:t)t207 é” (XI)IZOv (PX)XEEA), (6)

with state spac& and life time/ such thatP(x, B) := Pi1g(X) = P«x(X; € B) for any

x € E, B € B(E), t = 0. Here,A is the cemetery point and as usual any function
f : E - Ris extended tdqA} by settingf(A) := 0. Ep := E U {A} is the one-point
compactification ifE is not already compact, E is compact them is added tcE as

an isolated point.

Remark 2.1. Note that if(H1) and(H2) hold, thenM is associated witf&, D(E)) and
satisfies the absolute continuity condition as stated iy [ 7165].

Below, we present two methods to obtaihas in Remark?Z]1.

2.1.1 The Feller semigroup method

Assuming H1), a Hunt process as irHR) can be constructed by means of a Feller
semigroup (cf.[[1B, (9.4) Theorem]). For the definition ofl&esemigroup, we refer
to [17, Section 2.2].

Remark 2.2. Under(H1), (Py)wo is a Feller semigroup, if
(i) Y € Cu(E), limioP:f = f uniformly on E,
(i) P{Cw(E) c C(E) for eacht> 0.

It is well known that the condition of uniform convergenceRemar Z.P (i) can
be relaxed to pointwise convergence (see for instande [@Gtich 2.2 Exercise 4.]).
The conditions of Remaik3.2 can be further relaxed to thelitimms of the following
lemma which are suitable for us.

Lemma 2.3. SupposéH1) and that
(i) limio Pif(X) = f(X) for each xe E and f e Cy(E),
(i) P{Co(E) c C(E) for eacht> 0.

Then(Py):so is a Feller semigroup. In particularq{2) holds.

Remark 2.4. One can use heat kernel estimates fgixjy) to check the assumptions

of Lemma 23 (i), (ii) (see LemrhaB.6 (i) below).



2.1.2 The Dirichlet form method

The second method to obtain a Hunt process as in Rdmark 2eh gitransition func-
tion as in H1), is by a method that we shall call the Dirichlet form methddis a
refinement of the method introduced it [6, Section 4]. Welgh4dlit in a frame that is
suitable for our purposes. We assume heht® (o hold and explain the main steps of
the method and of our refinement.

Given the transition functionR;)o on E, restricted to the positive dyadic rationals
S = Uner Sn» Sn = {k27" | k e N U {0}}, we construct a Markov process

MO = (Q’ 7:0’ (7:50)565, (X(S))SES, (PX)XEEA)
with transition function orE,

Paccdy) = {11 POCENloa(dy) + Pu(x dy), ifx<E
SR T oy, ifx=a

by Kolmogorov’s method (se& [89, Chapter I1]). H&e= (E,)S is equipped with the
producto-field 79, X2 : (E,) — E, are coordinate maps aii := o(X°|r € S,r <
s). By the theory of Dirichlet forms there exists a Hunt praces

M = (Q, F, (Fi)es0, &> (Ke)es0r (Bx)xek,)

associated with&, D(E)), whereQ = {w = (w(t))=0 € C([0, ), Ea) | w(t) = A, Vt >
Z} (see [[27, Theorem 4.5.3]). Let := gdm whereg € LY(E,m), g > 0 ma.e.,
Jegdm= 1, and set

5.0 = [ ) 609 ms,
Consider the one-to-one m&p: Q — Q defined by
G(w) = wls.

ThenG is 7°/7° measurable anf € 7°, whereF° := o(Xs| s € S) and exactly
as in [6, Lemma 4.2 and 4.3] we can show tlﬁa;e oG1l="P, GQ) e 7% and
P,(G(QQ)) = 1. Then, we show Lemma 4.4 6f [6] with= G(QQ) Vx € E, i.e. if

Q=[] 6:1GE)

s>0,5€S

wherefs : Q — Q, 5(w) = w(- + 9), for se S, is the usual shift operator, then
Px(Q) =1 ()

forall x e E.
Before we go on with our refinement of the Dirichlet form maethibis convenient to



introduce some definitions and lemmas:

If Ais asetoffunctiond : E — R, we defineAp := {f € A|supp(f) : = supp(fldm)
is compact inE}. It is well-known thatT;, t > 0, restricted ta_*(E, m) N L*(E, m)
can be extended to@y-semigroup of sub-Markovian contractionsloi{E, m) for any
r > 1. We denote the corresponding generatorslhy®(L,)) (for details we refer to
[18, Lemmas 1.11 and 1.12 of Appendix B] and referencesitmere

Lemma 2.5. Letue D(L)o N Bu(E). Then:
(i) supgLu) c supgu).
(ii) 1t holds u, u? € D(L;) and

Liu? = I'(u, u) + 2ulu,
(iii) If T'(u,u) € LP(E, m) for some pe [2, o], then & € D(L)o N By(E).
Proof. (i) The statement follows easily from the local property &fD(E)), since
fLu .vdm=-8(u,v) =0 Yv e D(&) with supp(v)c RY \ supp().

(i) SinceL(E, m)o ¢ LY(E, m)o, we conclude with the help of (i) that Lu € L*(E, m)o.
Henceu € D(L1) N By(E) by [18, Lemmas 1.11, 1.12 of Appendix B]. By [14, |. The-
orem 4.2.1], it then holdg? € D(L1) N B,(E) and

Liu? = T'(u,u) + 2ulu.

(iii) By [47] Lemma 3.8 (iii)] we find supp['(u, u)) C supp() since ka\suppI (U, u)dm=
0. Thereford'(u, u) € L?(E, m)g and soL;u? € L?(E, m) by (ii). Sinceu? € L?(E, m)
andu? € D(L;) by (ii) it follows again from [18, Lemmas 1.11, 1.12 of Apjukx B]
thatu? € D(L). O

Lemma 2.6. Let f € B(E) such that R/ f| is finite on E (for instance if Rf| is contin-
uous or if fe L*(E, m)). Then forany & 0

Ii[p PsRy f(X) = etf e Pyf(x) du= PRy f(X).
S,

seS t

In particular
“H} PsRif(X) = Rif(x) forany xe E.
S,

seS



Proof. First note that for any functiofi € 8*(E), we havePsf(x) = P4f(X) if x € E.
Using this, for anyf € 8*(E) andx € E, we then obtain with Fubini

PsRyf(X) = PARy f(X) = B[Ry f(X?)] = esfm e'P,f(x)du, s>0, (8)

whereEy denotes the expectation w.r.®?x. The r.h.s. of[(B) converges iR to
etftoo evPyf(x)duass | t,t > 0if Ryf(x) is finite. If Ry|f| is finite, thenRy(f*)
as well afry(f ) are finite and so the assertion follows. m]

Q, defined in[(¥) consists of pathsénwhich have unique continuous extensions to
(0, o) which still lie in E5 and stay imA once they have hik. Following the main idea
of [6], we have to handle the limits at= 0. This can be done assuming the following
condition

(H2)’ We can find{u, | n > 1} c D(L) n Co(E) satisfying:

(i) Foralle e @ (0,1) andy € D, whereD is any given countable dense se@n
there exists € N such thau,(2) > 1, forallze E;(y) andu, = 0 onE \ Bs(y).

(i) Ru([(1 - L)un] "), Ru([(1 = L)un] "), Ra([(1 - La)ui]™), Ra([(1 - La)u3] ") are con-
tinuous onkE foralln > 1.

(iii) RyCo(E) c C(E).
(iv) Foranyf e Co(E) andx € E, the mapt — P;f(X) is right-continuous on ().

Remark 2.7. (i) By Lemmad2J5 (i), B € D(Ly) Vn > 1. Thus Lu2 in (H2)’ (ii) is
well-defined.

(i) In view of Lemm&21§H2)’ (ii)-(iii) can be replaced by the following (stronger)

condition:

3r € [1, o0] such that R(L"(E, m)g) c C(E) and Ly, € L'(E,m) forany n> 1
and ifr # 1, then'(up, u,)? € L¥(E, m), VYn> 1.

Define
Qoi={we | IiS[rg X(w) exists in E}.
Lemma 2.8. Under(H1) and(H2)’, we have

Illrg X0 =x Pyas. forall xeE. (9)

seS

In particular P« () = 1 for any xe E.

10



Proof. Letx e E,n> 1. Then the processes
(€ Ru(I - Lun] (X)) 72.B,) and (e Ru([(1 - L)un] )(XD). 7. By)

are positive supermartingales. Indeed sifRg€(1 — L)un]*) is continuous byH2)’
(ii), the processes are adapted and integrable. The supéargzsde property follows by
standard manipulations using the simple Markov properhentby [17, 1.4 Theorem
1]foranyt>0
E| Islirtn e S Ry([(1 - L)u]*)(X0) Py-a.s.
seS
thus
Jlimuy(X) Py-a.s. (10)

sl0

seS
We haveu, = Ry((1 - L)uy) andu2 = Ry((1 - L;)u?) mra.e., but since both sides
are respectively continuous H{d2) (ii) and m has full support, it follows that the
equalities hold pointwise oB. Therefore

B (Un(X2) = Un(x))°] = PsRi((L ~ Li)u)(X) = 2Un(x)PsRu((L ~ L)un)(¥) + U3(X)

and so
lim B (Un(X3) — Un())’] = O (11)
seS

by Lemmd2.5.[(TI0) and_'(11) now imply that

Illrg Un(XA(w)) = Un(x) forall w € Q, (12)

seS
whereQl c Q; with Py(QD) = 1. Letw € Q3 := M5, Q. ThenPy(Q9) = 1. Suppose
that X2(w) does not converge te ass | 0, s € S. Then there exists; € Q and a
subsequencef (w))kar such thatd(XZ (w), x) > &o for all k € N. Foreg € Q we can
findy € D andu, in (H2)" (i) such thatd(x,y) < % andun(2) > 1,z € Bxo (y) and
u(2 =0,ze E\ B%o (). Thenun(ng(w)) can not converge to,(x) ask — ~. This is
a contradiction. mi

Now we define fort > 0
limg Xw) if we Qo
X(@)i=1 s °
Xo if weQ\ Qo

wherexg is an arbitrary but fixed pointik. Then by(H2)’ (iv) for anyt > 0, f € Co(E)
andx e E
Ex[f(X)] = Pef(X).

11



Sinceo(Co(E)) = B(E), it follows that
M = (Q, 7, (F)=0, (XO)t=0, (Px)xeE, )

where ()0 is the natural filtration, is a normal Markov process witmsigion func-
tion (Py)t=0. MoreoverM has continuous paths up to infinity &a. The strong Markov
property ofM follows from [13, Section |. Theorem (8.11)] usifg2)’ (iii). HenceM

is a Hunt process, i.e. a strong Markov process with contisigample paths o,,
and has ;)i as transition function. Therefo&i2) holds. Making a statement out
of the last conclusion we put it in the following lemma.

Lemma 2.9. AssumdH1) holds. Ther{H2)" implies(H2).

Remark 2.10. If (Ty)0 is strong Feller, i.e. Tf has a continuous m-version for any
f € Bp(E) and(H2)’ (i)-(ii) and (H2)’ (iv) hold, then H1) and H2) hold (cf. Proof of
Proposition 3.8 below).

2.2 Local setting and general auxiliary results

We assumeH1) and H2) throughout the Sectidn 2.2.

Definition 2.11. Let B be an open set in E. ForB,t > 0,a > 0 and pe [1, «) let

e o = Inf{t > 0| X; € B}, Dge := inf{t > 0| X; € B%},

PEF(X) := Bl f(X)it < o] , f e Bp(B),

REF(X) = By Jy™ ef(Xs)ds|, f e By(B),

D(EB) ;= {ue D(&)|u=0 &-g.e on BY.

&P = Elpesyxpies)-
L2(B,m) :={ue L3(RY, m)|u=0, m-a.e. on B}.
Ifllpg := JgI fIP dm.

] ||f||ooB = inf {C > 0| fB]'Hf|>Cl dm= O}

o E%(f,9):=&%(f,9)+ [, fgdm f,ge D(EP).

o Il flloee) = EX(F, )2, f € D(EP).

(EB,D(&EB)) is called the part Dirichlet form of& D(€)) on B. It is a regular
Dirichlet form onL2(B,m) (cf. [27, Section 4.4]). LetTf)wo and GB).-0 be the
L?(B, m)-semigroup and resolvent associatedd8, O(E)). ThenPEf, REf is anm-

version of TBf, GBf, respectively for anyf € L2(B, m),. SincePE1a(x) < Pi1a(X) for
anyA € B(B), x e Bandmhas full support o, A — PE15(x), A € B(B)is absolutely
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continuous with respect tas: m. Hence there exists a (measurable) transition kernel
densityp(x,y), x,y € B, such that

PEF(X) = j; pr(xy) f(y) m(dy), t>0, xeB (13)

for f € By(B). Correspondingly, there exists a (measurable) resokemel density
rB(x,y), such that

Rg’f(x)zfrff(x,y)f(y)m(dy), >0, xeB
B

for f € By(B). For a signed Radon measuyren B, let us define

R0 = [ rExpu@). a>0. xeB
B
whenever this makes sense. The process defined by

XB(e) = {Xt(w), 0 <t < Dge(w) 14
A, t> Dpe(w)

is called the part process correspondingtband is denoted b|g. Mg is a Hunt

process orB (see([27, p.174 and Theorem A.2.10]). In particular[by (4 satisfies

the absolute continuity condition d&

A positive Radon measugeon B is said to be of finite energy integral if

fB £ (1 u(dX) < CJEB(F, ), T € D(E®) N Co(B),

whereC is some constant independentfof A positive Radon measugeon B is of
finite energy integral (o) if and only if there exists a unique functim‘fu e D(&B)
such that

&3V N = [ 109ue,

for all f € D(EB) N Co(B). UL u is called 1-potential of.. In particular,REyu is a
version ofUlBu (see e.q.[[27, Exercise 4.2.2]). The measures of finite grietggral

are denoted bE. We further definesE, := {u € SB| u(B) < oo, ULl 5 < oo} A
positive Borel measurg on B is said to be smooth in the strict sense if there exists a
sequenceHy)x-1 of Borel sets increasing B such that ¢, - u € Sgo for eachk and

Px(iim opg =¢) =1, ¥xeB.

The totality of the smooth measures in the strict sense istelelr’oySE3 (seell27]). If
uE Sf, then there exists a uniquec A&B with y = up, i.e. u is the Revuz measure of
A (see[[27, Theorem 5.1.7]), such that

Ex[foo e“dA] = Ryua(X), Vxe B.
0
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Here,A;’lB denotes the positive continuous additive functional8amthe strict sense.
If B = E, we omit the superscrif@ and simply writeU;, So, Sgo, S1, andA;l.

Lemma 2.12. For k € Z, let ua, ua € SlB be the Revuz measures associated with
AX A e ALY, respectively. Suppose that = iz ua. Then A= Tyo; A

Proof. Sinceuy . a < pa andy e Ak € Ang we can use[[13, IV. (2.12)
Proposition] in order to show that for amye N andt > 0
B Y AsA)=1
—n<k<n

for all x € B. Thus by the Weierstrass M-telst := Y, AX converges locally uni-

formly Py-a.s. for allx € B. It follows thatN; is positive continuous additive functional
in the strict sense. In particulaN; = Y. dA which further implies that for any
x € Bandf € Cy(B)

Ex[fom et F(X) AN = > Ex[fom e f(X) dA] = > ROfun ()

kez kez

> f r2(xy) F(¥) pac(ly) = f r2(x.y) f(¥) pa(dy) = REFua(x)
kez VE E

Ex fo T et f(X) dA].

HenceN = Aby [13, IV. (2.12) Proposition]. o

Proposition 2.13. Let u be a positive Radon measure on E. Suppose that for some
relatively compact open set G E, 1g - u € Sp and that R(1s - u) is bounded m-

a.e. on E by a continuous functioﬁ £ C(E) (resp. that R(1g - u) € LY(G, ) and

that R (1 - ) is bounded m-a.e. on E by a continuous functi@nerC(E)). Then

1 - u € Sgo. In particular, if this holds for any relatively compact apset G, then

u € Sp with respect to a sequence of open $89k-1.

Proof. First supposed- u € Sp. Sinceu is a Radon measure, we have thagt- L is
finite. Sincer§ is continuous, it follows that
Ex:={xeE[r$(x) <k}, kx>1

are open sets increasingHo Let Gl(lEknG -1), U1(1s- 1) be g.c. versions dd1(1g,nG-
1), U1l - ). OnEy it holds Us(lgng - 1) < Uil - p) < 1€ < kg.e. Hence
Ui(lgnc - 1) < k ma.e. by[[27, Lemma 2.2.4 (ii)]. Sinc&()x-1 is an open cover of
G, we know that there existg € N with G ¢ G ¢ Ey,. HenceU; (16 - ) < ko m-a.e.
Therefore, & - u € Sgo. If Ri(1g - 1) € LY(G, ), then

fG fG 1% y) u(dly) (@) = fG Re(le - 1)(X) (d) < co.

Hence & - u € Sg by [27, Example 4.2.2] and we conclude as before. m]
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3 Muckenhoupt weights

In this section we complete and extend substantially thaltsefom [40]. We assume
throughout thaE = RY, with d > 3 (except in Lemm&_ 316(vi), Propositién B.8(ii),
Theoreni 3.B(ii) and Remafk 3115 where the state spaké is{0} with d > 2). We
consider a weight function that is in the MuckenhoAptlass. For the definition and
basic properties of Muckenhoupt weights, we refer td [49kcizely, we assume the
following:

(@) ¢ : RY = [0, ) is aB(RY)-measurable function angl> 0 dx-a.e.,

(B) p¢ € Ao, p e HEXRY, dX), p > Odx-a.e.,

loc

and consider
&(f,g) = %f Vi-vgdm f,ge CYRY), m:=pgpdx (15)
Rd
in L2(RY, m).
Remark 3.1. Let& > 1. If ¢ is measurable witli™ < ¢ < & andp € A, thenpg € A,.

Sincepg € Ay, we havel% € LiL.(RY, dx), and the latter implies thdf{]L5) is closable
in L2(RY, m) (seel31, 11.2 a)]). The closur&(D(E)) of (@T) is a strongly local, regular,
symmetric Dirichlet form (cf. e.g[[42, p. 274]).

From [41, p. 303 Proposition 2.3] arid [42, p. 286 A)] (see #=) 5.B] and[[12]) we
know that there exists a jointly continuous transition le¢aensityp(x, y) such that

P f(X) := fd pi(x y) f(y) m(dy), t>0, x,yeRY, fe ByRY)
R

is anm-version of T f if f e L2(RY, m),. We want to show thatR)is is strong Feller.
For this, we first need a lemma.

Lemma 3.2. Lettr > 0. Theninf,.g m(B (X)) =: M, > O and for any xe Br,e>0

ceXp(— P ) (1+ M)a/z

B(xY) < N Y e 0) + (supm(x)E,®)  (16)
Mi7? m(B ()" B,
yeBar

wherea > 0is some constant. In particular

supp(x, -) € LY(RY, m).

XxeBy
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Proof. It follows from [43, 4.3] and[[4R, Corollary 4.2.] that fory € RY, t > 0 and
anye >0

ol 45)
m(B ()" *m(B ()"
By Fatou’s lemmax — m(B (X)) is lower semicontinuous and so it attains its infimum
onB;. ThereforeM;, > 0. Moreover, since-||x - y||? < —@ + w, we obtain

—Ix =y < —@ for anyx € B, if y € RY\ By. Further for somer > 0 and any
xyeRd

p(xy)<c (17)

(18)

m(B () Ix =yl ™
B = — o (1+ \ﬁ),

whereCp is the volume doubling constant of(see([29, Proposition 5.1]). These facts
together with the joint continuity ofx(x,y) and [IT) lead td{16). Sinaw(B:(y)) has

at most polynomial growth in for anyy € RY (cf. Proof of Proposition 2.4 in [40]) the
last statement follows. mi

Proposition 3.3. (i) (Py)wo (resp. (Ry).>0) is strong Feller, i.e. for t~ 0, we have
P(Bb(RY)) c Cy(RY) (resp. fora > 0, we have R(Bp(RY)) c Cy(RY)).

(i) (H1) and(H2) (iii) and (iv) hold for (Py)so.
(iii) P{(LY(RY, m)o) © Coo(RY).

(iv) Letu be a positive Radon measure and=&RY relatively compact open. Let
[ rtuten <8

u-a.e. on G and m-a.e. dRY, where {f is a continuous function oRY. Then
1 - u € Soo.

Proof. (i) Let x, — xin RY. For f € 8p(RY) andt > 0

PLFO6) = PO < [ 1906,3) = POy 101 micy)

which converges to 0 by Lebesgue in view of Lenima 3.2 and thératy of p(-, y).
Clearly,P;f is bounded. HencelX)»o is strong Feller. SincR, f(X) = fo‘x’ et P f(X) dt
and||Piflle < |Ifll for any f e B,(RY), (R,)as0 is clearly also strong Feller by
Lebesgue.

(ii) By (i), A — Py(x, A) is a sub-probability measure @(RY) for anyt > 0, x € RY.
Obviously,x — Py(x, A) is also measurable for any € B8(RY) and so it remains to
show the Chapman-Kolmogorov equation. By the semigroupeaty,

Piis1a(X) = Pi(Psla)(x), A€ B(RY), t,s>0 (19)
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for ma.ex € RY. From the strong Feller property, both sides[of] (19) areinonus,
hence[(IB) holds for every € RY, i.e. the Chapman-Kolmogorov equation holds and
S0 (Py)w0 is @ sub-Markovian transition functio(H2)’ (iii) follows from (i) and (H2)’

(iv) follows from [42, Proposition 3.1].

(iii) Combining (I7) and[{18) we have for amyy € RY, t > 0 ande > 0,

lIx = yiI
exp( - @ o ) (20)

(xY) < e———
Pe(%. Y cm(Bﬁ(y))

Using the joint continuity ofo(-, -), as in (i) we can see th&(L'(RY, m)g) c C(RY).
Let f € LY(RY, m)o. Using [20),

C
ianESUpp(f) m(B \/f(y)) supp(f)

which converges to 0 by Lebesguexas> .
(iv) This is just a reformulation of Proposition 2]13. m|

x—yl|2
I (y)l & @ m(dy)

P f(x)| <

First let us assume that
(y) The transition functionR,).o satisfies H2) with E = R,

Later we will use the Feller semigroup method and the Digtfdrm method for
some typical Muckenhoup, weights to verify {). By the existence aff associated
with (Py)=0, M satisfies the absolute continuity condition. Sipgec Ay, (&, D(&)) is
conservative, i.eTy1(x) = 1 formra.e.x € RY and allt > 0 (seel[[4D, Proposition 2.4]).
It follows

Py({ = ) =1, ¥xeRY, (21)

by [27, Theorem 4.5.4 (iv)] and
Py(t — X is continuous on [Ox)) = 1, ¥x e RY, (22)

by [27, Theorem 4.5.4 (ii)].
Throughout, letf/(x) := xj, j = 1,...,d, x € RY, be the coordinate projections. In
order to be explicit, we further assume the following intgms by parts formula

(IBP) Forf € (f1,..., f9), g e C3(RY)

—8(f,g)=f (Vf.@)gdmf gdv',
Rd 2p Rd

wherev' = ¥, v,i andvf,vlz, k € Z are signed Radon measures (locally of bounded
total variation).
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For a signed Radon measuyreve denote by." andu~ the positive and negative
parts in the Hahn decomposition fari.e. u = u* — u~. Additionally, we assume that

(6) For anyG c RY relatively compact operk € Z andf ¢ {f%,..., f9}, we have

that ls-v*, 16v', Io ", lovy -, lo- @m € Sp and the corresponding 1-potentials

are all bounded by continuous functions.

Theorem 3.4. Supposéa) — (6) and (IBP). Then

t
\Y
xt=x+vvt+f —p(xs)ds+§ LK, t>0, (23)
0 2P kez

Py-a.s. for any xe RY where W is a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion start-
ing from zero, K = (L, ..., L%) and UK j = 1,...,d, is the djference of positive
continuous additive functionals of X in the strict senseaisged with Revuz measure
vl =y @ defined in (IBP) (cf.[[27, Theorem 5.1.3]).

Proof. Given that &) — (6) and (IBP) hold, the assertion follows from [27, Theorems
5.1.3and 5.5.5], Lemma 2112, and Propositlons 3.3and 2.13. m|

For later purpose we add some auxiliary results. Define
1
V, x::f— dy. xeR% >0, 24
9(X) s Xy g(y) dy. n (24)
whenever it makes sense.

Lemma 3.5. Letn € (0,d),0 < 5 — Qp < landge LP(RY, dX) with

fR (A lIyi"lg(y)l dy < co.

Then V,g is Holder continuous of ordey — %

Proof. Seel[32, Chapter 4, Theorem 2.2]. m|

Lemma 3.6. Let&Yx||* < pg(X) < &|x||* for somex € (-d,d), & > 1. Then:

(i) limyoPf(x) = f(x), ¥x € RY, Vi € Co(RY), i.e. (H1) and H2) hold (cf.
Propositior3.3(i),(iii) and Lemmia2.3).

(i) Letd(xy):= W and¥(x,y) := lew Then

cH(@(XY) + P(X Y) Liaecody) < F1(%Y) < C(@(XY) + P(X Y)Liae(-do)) -
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(iii) Let @ € (-d + 1,2) and G c RY any relatively compact open set. Suppose
1 - fIX|* € LP(RY,dX), p> 1with0 < 2 —a — % <landlg- f € LYRY,dX)
with0 < 2—% < 1. Then R(1s-|f|m) is bounded everywhere (hence clearly also
bounded m-a.e. oRY and R (1g|f|m) € LY(G, | f|m)) by the continuous function
felf(y)| (©(,y) + ¥(-,y)) m(dy). In particular, Propositio 2,113 applies and
1 - |f|me Soo.

(iv) Leta € (-d+1,2). Then R(1g - 2lm) is pointwise bounded by a continuous

function for any relatively compact open setc@. In particular 1g - IV"”m €
Soo for any relatively compact open set@GRY.

(v) Leta € (-d + 1,1). Let D c RY be a bounded Lipschitz domain with surface
measurergp. Suppose that is bounded o@D (more precisely the trace pfon
0D, which exists since € HIOC(Rd)) Then R(1g-poyp) is pointwise bounded by
a continuous function for any relatively compact open set 8. In particular
1 - posp € Soo for any relatively compact open 6 RY.

(vi) Leta € [-d + 2,d), d = 2. ThenCap(0}) = 0 and the part Dirichlet form
(B, D(EB)) on B:= RY\ {0} satisfies 1), (H2) with transition kernel density
pE = prlexe. Moreover(EB, D(EB)) is conservative.

Proof. (i) From Propositiod 313, we know thaPy)( satisfies K1) and is strong
Feller. Thus LemmBg23 (ii) holds. We will check Lemmal2.3 (it m, := |lyl|*dy,
@ € (-d,d). Fora € [0,d) and 0< v/t < |||, we have

m(B (X)) > ca&* (Xl — VO Vi, (25)
with ¢4 = vol(B1(0)), and fora € (~d, 0) and 0< vt < ||x||, we have
m(B (X)) > & cg VI (2IXI))°. (26)

Since €, D(&)) is conservative andX)o is strong Feller, we havigi1(x) = 1 for
all xe RY, t > 0. Thus by[(25), symmetry qh(x,y) in (x, y), and [20), we get

Xp( Iy )

(Xl - VB
which converges to 0 as— 0. Forx = 0, by (20) and symmetry qfi(-, -), we get

Pef9 - £09] < ¢ [ [F0ce Vi) = 0] o x Ve d

IPF(0)— £(0)] < c f I£(VEy) - 1(0)| exp( I )nyna dy.

which also converges to 0 as— 0. Fora € (-d,0), using [26) instead of (25),
similarly to the case ofr € [0, d) one can show tha®; f(x) — f(X) ast - 0. Thus
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Lemmd2.3 (i) holds.
(i) For @ € [0, d), we have

¢ VB! < m(B ¢(x) < ¢ VE (IX| + VO, (27)
and fora € (-d, 0),
¢ VE (Xl + VB < m(B (%)) < c Vi (28)
By [42, Corollary 4.10] and(20)
— V2 —_vl2
exp(— C”X tY|| )S (% y) < exp( _ [IX 5ty|| )

m(B ()

Let firste € [0,d). Then, forx, y € R? using the first inequality if {27), we get

¥ c lIx = yil?
rl(x,y)sfo (Vod exp(— = )dt.

By standard calculations, using a change of variable wi:thw, we obtain

¢ m(B «(y))

ri(xy) < (29)

||X _ y||w+d—2'

Using the second inequality i (27), we get the lower bound ©X, y),

( ) lIyi? C ( lIx — yHZ) g
rxy = —— expl—-c¢ t
0 Vi (2l t
° c lIx = yiI?
+ ————exp(-c dt.
e Vi (2vE)e ( t )
Hence,
ri(xy) > c( = + 1 )
B =P = il d2 7 fix = yie=2yle )
Fora € (-d, 0), using[28) instead of (27), we get
s <n(xy) < C( L + 1 )
[Ix — yjje+d-2 = nhY = [Ix = ylle+d=2 " JIx = y19=2iylle )

(i) If @ € (-d + 2,2), then the conditions imply that,_, (1 - f||x|*) as well as
V, (1 - f) are continuous by Lemmia 3.5.dfe (-d+1, —-d+2], thenV,_, (1 - f||x||%)
is easily seen to be also continuous and so by (i) foraayr?

Ri(1g - [fIm)(X) < ¢ (Vo—o(ls - ITHIXIV)(X) + Vao(1g - [T)(X)).
(V) Leta € (-d+22) and 0< & < 1 satisfy 2- & > a. Then & - Le|x* =

clg-|IX|*" e LP(RY, dX) for p = (2% >land k- @ =clg - |IXI™t e LIYRY, dx)

)-a =
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forq=&. Fora € (-d+1,-d+2], Vo_y (1G . @Hxna) is continuous. Therefore, the
statement follows as in (iii).

(v) Let G be relatively compact open. There exgtc 9D and Lipschitz continuous
functionsF;, i = 1,...nfor somen € N such thatB; = {x € dD | x = (X, Fi(X)) €
R¥-1xR}andJY, Bi = D. SetB’ = {y e R%1|(y, Fi(y)) € B)}. Letfirsta € [0, 1).
Then, using (ii) we get for every e RY

V1+|VFi(y)?
Ri(ls -poap)(X) < ¢ ez Y
HepID Z:f X -yl
<

d
Zf ||X’ y”w+d2 y
c —d
j; lIx —y||e+d-2 Y.

whereK c RY-! is some compact set. Since the last expression is contirinads
(hence in particular irx) by Lemma3.b, the final statement follows by Proposition
[2.13. Fora € (—d + 1,0) we have for any € RY that

1 1
Ri(1g - posp)(X) < Cf ( + ) IVII* oap(d
1l - poap)() o \IMFIx—yiP2 * x—yeeaz | I oan(@)

1 1
< cC + osp(dX),
faD(HX—YHdZ ||x—y||a+d2) (0¥

and we conclude as before in the case @f [0, 1).

(vi) By [27, Example 3.3.2] it holds Cafff}) = 0. Henceu(X) := Px(ogc < ) = 0 for
m-a.e.x € RY. Sinceu is an excessive function aid satisfies the absolute continuity
condition it followsu(x) = O for all x € RY. From this the remaining part of the proof
is straightforward. m]

3.1 Skew reflection on spheres and on a Lipschitz domain
3.1.1 Skew reflection on spheres

In [40], we considered the Dirichlet form determined byl(1#}h concretep and
p=¢&,¢¢ Hloc(Rd) More precisely, our assumptions were the followings: ate |
mp € (0, 00) and (k)kez < (0, Mp), 0 < Iy < Ixy1 < Mo, be a sequence converging to 0 as
k —» —oo0 and converging tong ask — oo, (rg)kez C (Mo, ©0), My < Ik < I;1 < o0, be a
sequence converging to ask — —oo and tending to infinity ak — o, and set

6= (meIac+ % 14) (30)

kez

whereyy , 7 € (0, ), A¢ := B, \ By, , A := By, \ By, ,. We further assumed
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(@) pp € Ao, p = &2, & € H?(RY), p > O dx-a.e.

loc

(b) Ykez | vke1 — yx| + Yo | Vie1 — Y| < o0 and for allr > O there exists & > 0
such thap > 6, dx-a.e. onB,.

(©) (y) is satisfiedRy(L?(RY, m)o) c C(RY), and if¢ # 1 thenRy(1s - por) € C(RY)
for anyG c RY relatively compact open and > 0, whereo, is the surface
measure 0B;.

Under the assumptions (a)-(c), we showed (see [40, TheogtRatM satisfies

t 00 t
Xt:X+Wt+f0V_2§(XS)dS+j; fova(XS)dt"';‘(HXH)n(da),tzO, (31)

Py-a.s. for anyx € RY, whereW is ad-dimensional standard Brownian motion starting
at 0, v, is the unit outward normal on the boundaiB,, ¢2(||X|l) is the symmetric
semimartingale local time & € (0, o) of |[X||, 7 = Ykez(2ak — 1)dg, With (aw)kez C
(0,1) is a sum of Dirac measures at a sequertif c (0, ) with exactly two
accumulation points in [@»), one is zero and the other gy > 0, and @)z and
(d)kez are determined by)iez, (Vidkez, (lkez, and €ikez (see [40]).

Remark 3.7. The assumptions (a)-(c) imply) — (6) and (IBP). However, in compar-
ison to [40], we insist to point out two improvements. The firse is that in(a) p is
only assumed to be in $(RY) instead ofp = £ with ¢ € HE2(RY) in (). (@) allows

to consider weights that increase rapidly toward singuias which are of positive ca-
pacity. A typical example j5(x) = [|X||*, a € (-d+1, —d+ 2] (cf. [27, Example 3.3.2]).
The second improvement is that if) the potentials are only assumed to be bounded
by continuous functions and not to be continuous a&)r(cf. Propositiod 2.113 and
[40, Lemma 4.2, Theorem 4.5]). In particular, replacing (&ixh (8), and (c) with(y)

and(s), we still obtain(31).

Proposition 3.8. (i) Letp(x) = ||X||%, @ € (-d + 1, 2). Let¢ be like in(30), satisfy
(b) and&™! < ¢ < € for somet > 1. If ¢ = € dx-a.e. (i.en(da) = 0) or ¢ # &
dx-a.e. andr € (-d + 1, 1), then(31) holds.

(i) Letp(X) = [IX%, @ € [1,d),d > 2. Lets be like in(30), satisfy (b) and™! < ¢ <
¢ for somet > 1. Then(3J) holds for any xe R® \ {0}.

Proof. (i) The proof follows from Proposition 3.3, Lemrha B.6 (i)yXiand (v), and
Remark 3.
(ii) By Lemmal3.6 (vi) €8, D(EB)), B := RY\ {0} satisfies H1), (H2). Fix a € [1,d).

Let | |
—k+1 1k Mke1 + Tk
—— <Xl < ——

Bk:={xeRd‘ > >

}, k> 1.
Then

by = 6—1(|—k+12+ |—k)a < o6 < 6(f|<+12+ rk)“ .
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on By. Setdy = max(o;l, &), k > 1. Then B)«-1 is an increasing sequence of
relatively compact open sets with smooth boundary such(thatBx = U1 Bk = B
andp¢ € (dlzl, dy) on By wheredy — o ask — co. Moreover||Vp|| € L*(By, dx)
for anyk > 1. We may now apply a localization procedure similarly to ¢ine that is
presented in all details subsequently to Lerimh 5.3 to obtaiassertion. We only note
that by the Nash type inequality of Leminal5.4 we obtain resatikernel estimates as
in Corollary[5.6. These local resolvent estimates are béitmn the global ones of
Lemmd 3.6 (ii). o

3.1.2 Skew reflection on a Lipschitz domain

We consider the Dirichlet form determined hy(15) witfx) = ||X||%, @ € (-d + 1,d)
and

$(X) 1= Blee(X) + (1 - B)1e(X) (32)
whereg € (0,1) andG c RY is a bounded Lipschitz domain. Then the following
integration by parts formula holds fére {f%,..., f}, g € C¥(RY)

_ _ Ve _ P
a(f,g)_fRd(Vf 2p)gdm+(2ﬁ D | viv5dr

wherev denotes the unit outward normal 86 (cf. [46] and [48]). The existence of
a Hunt process associated&dahat satisfies the absolute continuity condition follows
from Lemmd 3.5 (i). Furthermore:

Theorem 3.9. (i) Leta € (-d+1,1). Then

Xs
2|IX1?

t t
Xt=X+V\/t+af ds+(2,8—1)fv(xs)d€s t>0 (33)
0 0

Py-a.s. for all xe RY, where(W,)s is a d-dimensional Brownian motion starting
from zero and )0 € AZ; is uniquely associated to the surface measifren
oG via the Revuz correspondence.

(i) Let0¢ 4G anda € [1,d), d > 2. Then(33) holdsPy-a.s. for any xe RY \ {0}.

Proof. (i) Lemma3.6 (iv) and (v) apply. Therefore)-(s) and (IBP) are satisfied and
the assertion immediately follows from Theoreml 3.4.

(i) The proof is similar to the proof of Propositign 3.8 (ifVe therefore only indicate
the sequenced()w-1 and @)k=1.- Fix @ € [1,d) We have either & G or 0 € G If

0 € G, then chooség > 1 such thatG c {x € RY | kgl < ||¥|| < ko} and let

Bii={XxeRY| (ko + Kt <Xl <ko+kl, k>1.
Then
by ;= min(B, 1 - B)(ko + K) ™ < p¢p < max@B,1-B)(ko + K)* =: &
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and we letdy := max(o;l, &), k=1 1f0e G’ then similarly we can find suitable
(Bie1 and @)ie1- o

Remark 3.10. This result was announced ih [40] and extends a result olethiby
Portenko in [37, 111,§3 and§4].

3.2 Skew reflection on hyperplanes

We consider skew reflection on hyperplanes
He:i={xeRY|xq=5l, SeR.

Let (Ikez € (—00,0), —c0 < Iy < lgy1 < 0 be a sequence converging to Okas> oo
and tending te-co ask — —oo. Let (f)kez € (0, ), 0 < r¢ < r;1 < oo be a sequence
converging to 0 ak — —co0 and tending to infinity ak — 0. We consider a function

P(Xa) = Z (Y1 L) (%) + Vit - Lo (X)) (34)
kez

whereyy, ¥, € (0, ) that only depends on thieth coordinate. We shall assume
(d) pp € Az andp(x) = [IXI?, @ € (-d + 1,1).

(€) Zksol Ve = ¥kl + k<o | Virr = Vil < o0 @ndy 1= liMiseo yi, ¥ 1= iMoo ¥
are strictly positive.

The assumptions (d), (e) imply),(8). Therefore, the closure(D(E)) of (@T) is a
symmetric, regular and strongly local Dirichlet form.
The proof of the following proposition is straightforwarddaitherefore we omit it.

Proposition 3.11. The following integration by parts formula holds forgfe Cg’(Rd)

_ 1 Ve Yiel ~ Yk —
—a(f,g)_fRd(zAHVf 2p)gdm+Z 5 fRdadfgpalk(dm)dx

kez

+7‘7f daf gp So(dxa) dX+ )" uf daf gpon(dxg)dx,  (35)
2 Rd 2 Rd

keZ

where &k = dx; - - - dxg_;. The two summations are in particular only taken over figitel
many negative and positive k, respectively since f has conspaport.

Remark 3.12. The integration by parts formula in Proposition 3111 extend f
{f1,..., f9 and to f(x) = |f9(X) — ¢, ce R.

Proposition 3.13. There exists a Hunt proceb$ associated witlP;)»o, i.e. (H1) and
(H2) hold.
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Proof. Using Propositiof3.11 one can see that the functioa<y’(RY) satisfying

8af(X 1) = daf(Xr) = daf(X0)= 0 forallk e Z

and  SAf+vi. e L%(RY, m) (36)

2 2p
are inD(L) wherex = (X, ..., X4-1) € R%-1. For givenr € (0, ), defineS;, to be the
set of function$ € C3(R?) such that

Vh(x) =0, ¥xe€ By, Ogh(X,Xg) =0 if —r<xg<r (37)

andh satisfies[(36). Note that if € S; thenh? is also inS; sinceh? satisfies[(36) and
(37). Furthermore foh € S;, h* € D(L1) by LemmaZb (ii). LetS = Ureoo) Sr-
Sinceforhe S

Lh e L®(RY, m)o,

Ru([(L= "), Ru([(L= L)), Ru([(L = L1)h?*), andR([(L  L1)h? ") are continuous
onRY by Propositioi 313 (i). Furthermore for alle Q¢, £ € Q N (0, 1) we can find
h € S such thath > 1 on B:(y), h = 0 onR?\ B;s(y). Therefore, we can find a
countable subs@& c S satisfying H2)’ (i) and (ii). Therefore, by Propositidn 3.3 (ii)
and LemmaZ19H1) and H2) hold. m]

The assumption
(&t < ¢ <&forsomec> 1

now implies §) as in the proof of Propositidn 3.8. We then obtain the foltayv

Theorem 3.14.Suppose (d)-(f) and Igt:= =L, B, == -2 andp, := =2, k€ Z.

y
y+y Y1 +yk Vier Yk’

(i) The proces3/ satisfies
. . t O
X) = X + W) +f AP (xyds, j=1,...,d=1,
0o 2

X8 =xg + WE + Otai;(xs)ds+Lf$y(da), t>0 (38)

Py -a.s. for any xe RY, where(W?, ..., W) is a standard d-dimensional Brow-
nian motion starting from zero and

o= (@Be= D)6, + (FBy - 1)) + (28— 1) o (39)

kez

where£', £« and ¢° are boundary local times of X, i.e. they are positive con-
tinuous additive functionals of X in the strict sense assed via the Revuz
correspondence (cf [27, Theorem 5.1.3]) with the weiglsedace measures

25



Tt 5 (dxg) dX on H,, 207k o5, (dxg) dX on H, and Y p 6o(dxa) dX on
Ho respectively and related via the formulas

E, [ f etdel R, (7—"*1 A
0 |

5 o (dxe) o) (%),
Ex[f etde
0 ]

By [ f etde?
0 |

which all hold for any x RY, k € Z.

Vi1 + Y _)
Ry (u 61 (dxg) dx) (),

2
Y+
Rl(vzy

p(so(dxd)dxj(x),

(i) (X0, Px) is a continuous semimartingale for any=>R® and
Pu(£d = 3(X%)) =1, VxeR% t>0, ac{0lrk:keZ)

where£?(X9) is the symmetric semimartingale local time dfat a € (~co, )
as defined in[[39, VI.(1.25)].

Proof. (i) Since @)—(5) and (IBP) hold, we may apply Theorém13.4. The identification
of the drift part follows with the help of RematkT. Note that equatiol (88) holds
for allt > O since &, D(&)) is conservative, seE (P1).

(i) The first statement is clear from Lemrhald. In particular, we may apply the
symmetric I1td-Tanaka formula (s€e [39, VI. (1.25)]) andadi

t
IXd —a| =Ixg—al + f sign(X? — a) dxd + 3(x?), (40)
0
Py -a.s. for anyx € RY, t > 0, wheresignis the point symmetric sign function. Let
ha(X) := |Xq — @, a € {0,lx,rk : k € Z}. Thendgh, is everywhere bounded by one

(except ina wheredgh, may be defined as 0). Thus, applyingl[27, Theorem 5.5.5] to
ha, which is inD(E)p0c, We obtain again similarly to (i)

t
X! —a| = |xd—al+f sign(x? — a) dx¢ + ¢2, (41)
0

Py -a.s. for anyx € RY, t > 0. Comparing[{40) and (#1), we get the result. o

Remark 3.15. Similarly to the proofs of Propositidn 3.8 (ii) and Theorerd i), we
can also obtain Theorem 3114 fare [1,d), d > 2 but only for all starting points in
RY\ {O}.
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3.3 Further example of A, weight that satisfies the absolute conti-
nuity condition

In this example, we lep = 1 and
o0 = {1 [log X [, if il < 1
X [Tog X . if IIx)l > 1
g € (—d +1, d), P1 € (—d, d), anday, B2>0.
Thenp € HEL(RY, dX). Moreover, it is known thap € A, if a1, B1 € (=d.d),
a2, B2 € R (seel[30, Example 1.4]). Thereforey)(and (3) are satisfied and the

closure €, D(&)) of (18) is a symmetric, regular and strongly local Dirietflorm. Let
(P)=0 be the transition function defined in Sectidn 3 (see Projoos®.3).

Proposition 3.16. There exists a Hunt proceb$ associated witlP;)»o, i.e. (H1) and
(H2) hold.

Proof. By (@5) the functiond e Cg"(Rd) satisfying
Af+vE- e L%(RY, m)
P

are inD(L). Since

V0 = | 01X IXI72 + azx X Jlogiixi| ™, i fixil < 1,
N - -1 .
p BaxIIXI72 + Box[IXI7* floglixll| ~, if [Ix]| > 1,
we can finch € D(L) such that

heCy[®RY), Vh(0)=0, Vh(x)=0, xe dB,

and Lh = % Ah+ Vh- V—ZZ e L(RY, m)o. (42)

DefineS to be the set of functions € Cg"(Rd) satisfying [42). Clearly, ih € S, then
h? € S. Furthermore foh € S, h? € D(L;) by Lemmd 2.5 (ii). Therefore, fdni e S
Ry([(1-L)h]*), Ru([(1L-L)h]7), Ru([(1 - L1)h?]*), andRy([(1 - L1)h?] ") are continuous
onRY by Propositioi:313 (i). Then, we can show that there existsiatrocess$v
associated withR;):o similarly to Proposition 3.13. m]

4 Weakly differentiable weights with moderate growth
at singularities

Letd > 2. In this section we shall assume
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(€) p e HEYRY, dX), p > O dx-a.e.

loc

(9] @ e LA#(RY, m) for somee > 0, m := pdx

Remark 4.1. (i) (¢) and ) are equivalentto (H1) and (H2) in[6, p.2].
(i) The order of integrability of the logarithmic deriva{ﬁa@ tells us how fast it grows
at its singularities{p = 0}.
We consider the symmetric positive definite bilinear form
&(f,g) = %f Vfi-vgdm f,geCY(RY). (43)
Rd

() implies that [4B) is closable ib?(RY, m). The closure&, D(E)) of (@3) is a reg-
ular, strongly local, symmetric Dirichlet form. ByI[6, Cdlary 2.2] p has a Holder
continuous version oRY that we denote by again. In particular,

E :={xeRY| p(X) > 0}

is open inRY. We can hence consider the part Dirichlet fo@f (D(EF)) of (€, D(E))
on E (see Sectiof]2). Moreover, byl[6, Theorem 1.1, Propositi@h tBere exists a
Hunt process

M = (Q, F, (F)r=0, £, (X)t=0, (Px)xcE)

with transition kernelp(x, dy) (from E to E) and transition kernel densitg(-,-) €
B(E x E), i.e. py(x, dy) = p(x, y) m(dy), such that forf € L4#(E, m)

P(X) 1= f £(y) P y) mdy). x < E

is in C(E) andP;f = T;f ma.e. Note thap(-, ) can be defined oix x E since
CapR \ E) = 0 (see[[6, Proposition 3.2, Lemma 4.1]).

Lemma 4.2. Let f € B,(E) with compact support, i.esupp(fim) is compact. Then
P;f is an m-version of Ff.

Proof. LetM = ((X)tzo, (@x)xeRd) be the Hunt process associated with regular Dirich-

let form (&, D(&)) andM]g = ((XE )10, (@x)er) be the Hunt process associated with
the regular Dirichlet form&F, D(EF)) (cf. [27, Chapter 7]). Then for anf/ € By(E)
with compact support ant-a.e.x € E

TEHX) = B H(R), t < ores] = B[ £(X0), t < ores] = B[ F(X)] = TeF(0
- f £(y) Py(x. dy),

where the second equality follows from the definition of paicicess and the third since
CapR \ E) = 0 (cf. [31, Proposition 5.30 (i)]) and the last sintés in particular in
L9+ (E, m). o
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By Lemmd42 the Hunt processl is associated withgF, D(EF)) and satisfies the
absolute continuity condition. Fdre {f1,... f9} andg e Cy(E):

_ &E(f,g) = L(Vf -V—Zz)g dm (44)

Theorem 4.3. Let f € L,‘i;f(E, m) for somee > 0 and G be any relatively compact
open setin E. Therg - |flm e Sgo. In particular 1 - |9jp|dX € Sgo, j = 1,...,d.

Proof. Since k- f € L™#(E, m) for somes > 0, we getRy(1¢ - |f[) € C(E) by [6),

Proposition 3.5 (iii)]. The assertion now follows by Projtiosn 2.13. o

Theorem 4.4. It holdsPy -a.s. for any x E
t
\Y
Xt=x+V\/t+f—’0(X3)ds t<¢, (45)
0o 2p
where W is a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion on Eaisdhe life time of X.

Proof. Applying [27, Theorem 5.5.5] toSF, D(EF)) the result follows byl(44), Theo-
rem[43, and [1%). o

Remark 4.5. If (§, D(E)) is conservative, the@35) holds with replaced byeo.

5 Weakly differentiable weights and normal reflection

In this section we show that the Skorokhod decompositiordéf Ean be obtained
pointwise in the symmetric case, i.e. the non-sectoridlpleationB that is considered
in [46] is assumed to be identically zero here. We rely on soaeselts of [9] (cf.

RemarK5.P).
LetG c RY, d > 2 be a relatively compact open set with Lipschitz bound#y Let
p € HY(G,dX), p > 0dx-a.e. and lem := pdx. Set

C*@G)={f :G>R|Age CRY), 0I5 = f}.

Then by [46, Lemma 1.1 (ii)]
&(f,q) = %fo .Vvgdm f,ge C*(G)
G

is closable in_?(G, m). The closure&, D(&)) is a regular, strongly local and conserva-
tive Dirichlet form (cf. [46]).

The following lemma holds also under more general assumgtizan the ones that we
present. But these arefgient for our purposes.
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Lemma 5.1. Suppose thgt = &2, ¢ € HY(G, dX), p > 0 dx-a.e. and thap € C(G).
Then

(i) ItholdsCapG n{p = 0}) = 0.
(ii) Let

8(f,g):=%fGVf-ngm f,ge D,

where
D :={f € C(G) N H-Y(G,dx) | &(F, f) < co}.

loc

Then(&, D) is closable in B(G, m) and its closurg&, D) is equal to(E, D(E)).

Proof. (i) Definingé&, := max(é,e) andf, := —log(&.) for € > 0 the proofis nearly
identical to the proof of [23, Theorem 2]. We therefore orit i

(ii) Clearly, C*(G) c D. Let f € D. Since Capg N {p = 0}) = 0, there exist open sets
Uj > Gn{p = 0} andg; € D(E) such that 0< ¢; < 1 mra.e.,¢; = 1 mra.e. onUj,
jeN,and

jIiﬁrr;ofg(||ws,-||2+|¢,—|2) dm=0. (46)
Definef; := f(1 - ¢;). There exists a subsequence, denoted;again, such that

_Iimf(||V(fj—f)||2+|f,-—f|2) dm= _Iimf(||¢ij+fV¢j||2+|f¢,-|2) dm=0
joe JG joe JG

by (48). Therefore it sfices to find €n=1 C C*(G) such thatf! — fj andVf] —
Vfj in L%G,m) asn — co. Observe thaf; € H%(G, dX) sincep is bounded above
and away from zero 06 \ U; and since supfy ¢ G \ U;. By [19, Theorem 3, Section
4.2], there existsf@”)nzl c C*(G) such thatfj” - fj andejn — Vfj in L%G,dX) as
n — oo. This implies thatfjn — andejn — Vfjin LG, m) ash — co becausg is
bounded above 0B. O

From now on, we assume

() p = &, & € HY(G, dx), p € C(G) (andp > 0 dx-a.e. on the bounded Lipschitz
domainG)

and

(6) There exists an open setc G with CapG \ E) = 0 such that&, D(E)) satisfies
the absolute continuity condition da

By (0), we mean that there exists a Hunt process

M = (Q,F, (Fi)t=0. (XDt=0, (Px)xeE)
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with transition kernelpi(x, dy) (from E to E) and transition kernel densitg(:,-) €
B(E x E), i.e. p(x, dy) = pe(x, y) m(dy), such that

P f(X) := ff(y) p(x,y) m(dy), t>0, xeE, feByE)

with trivial extension taG is anm-version ofTFf forany f € 8y(E), and (I'F)M) de-
notes the semigroup associated&oD(E)). In particularM is a conservative élusion

onE asin[21) and(22).

Remark 5.2. LemmdZ5.M (ii) shows that the Dirichlet form that is consetein [20],
[21], and in [9] in case of bounded G is a special case of theagalized Dirichlet
form for which an explicit Skorokhod decomposition is dedliin [46] for g.e. starting
point. In [9] also unbounded Lipschitz domains are consédeand according ta[9,
Theorem 1.14]4) holds with E= (G U T,) N {p > 0} wherel; is an open subset of
dG that is locally G-smooth, provideél@ e Lh (G n{p > 0}, m) for some p> 2 with

p> g3 andCapG\ E) = 0.

SinceE is open inG, we can consider the part Dirichlet forn8, D(EF)) of
(&,D(&)) onE (see Sectioh]2). Now exactly as in Lemima 4.2, we show theviaiig
lemma.

Lemma 5.3. Let f € By(E). Then Rf is an m-version oftfl_’f.

By Lemmd53 the Hunt processl is associated withgF, D(EF)) and satisfies the
absolute continuity condition.

In addition to ) and @), we assume

(¢) There exists an increasing sequence of relatively congyaen set$By}key C E
such thavBy, k € N is Lipschitz,| i1 Bx = E andp € (dlzl, dy) on Bx where
dk — o0 ask — co.

According to [46] the closure of
e8(t.g=3 [ VF-vgdm f.geC @),
Bk
in L2(Bx,m) = L?(B, m), k > 1, denoted by&gk, D(Sﬁk)), is a regular conservative
Dirichlet form onBy and moreover, it holds:
Lemma 5.4. (Nash type inequality) Letbe as in(:) and ke N.

(i) Ifd > 3, then for fe D(EB)

4
2+3

I35 < o |E%(. ) + 113, I, - (47)
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(i) Ifd =2, then for fe D(E®) and anys > 0

2+ 4 = 4
155" < oc|EB(F. ) +1IfI5g, | IFIITS, - (48)

Here > Ois a constant which goes to infinity ask co.
Proof. The proofis standard by using Holder and Sobolev ineqaalibut we include

it for the convenience of the_reader.
(i) Lete € (0,1). Forf e D(E®),

f 1209 p(x) dx = f P00 1£1°03) p(X) dix
By By

< (ka|f(x)|% P03 dx)l_g (kau(x)m(x)dx)g.

By Sobolev’s inequality o3y (cf. e.g. [1, Theorem 4.12 Case C]) and the fact that
is bounded above and away from zeroRy,

2 a 2 2 7 "
Ifllzg, <cd VI p(X) dx+ [ 1f(XIp(x)dx] Il
Bk By
where 2< £ < 24 anddy is as in (). Therefore,

2E _ EAT
||f||2,Bk < Cze dk

IIVf(X)IIZp(X)dx+L |f(X)|2p(X)dx)||f||lz_zi

By
Settinge = ﬁ, the assertion follows.
4

(ii) The proof is same as in (i) except that we set ;—— wheres > 0 is arbitrary and

that we use the Sobolev’s inequality fde= 2 (cf. e.g. [1, Theorem 4.12 Case Bl
Proposition 5.5. We have for m-a.e., ¥ € By:
() Ifd > 3, the transition kernel densittht(-, -) has the following upper bound

—IIX—YIIZ)

pi(x.y) < Cq/’t %2

exp(t g

where ¢ is the constant iffd7) and Ce (0, o) depends on d.

(i) Ifd =2ands > 0,

pB(x,y) < CA4/2-@r)/2 gyt 4 —[|x — yiI*
COOY) = G 8t ’

where g is the constant irf48) and Ce (0, o) depends only on ¢ 6.
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Proof. (i) By [29, Se_ction 3] and [15, (2.1)] the?(Bx, m)—semigroup'(?k)bo of &8
admits a heat kernepitBk(x, y) which is unique form-a.e.x, y € By. By [15, (3.25)], we
then have foma.e.x, y € By that for some constaf = C(d) € (0, «)

— d/2
pExy) <C(%) “exp(t- WM -yl + 20VuIZ 5 ). t>0  (49)

for anyy e C*(Bx), ¢ is the constant if{47). Choosg, Yo € By as above and let

Xo — Yo
4t

w09 =

)-x, X € By.

Then a2 )
0.0 < (3 explt - POgXE), (50

Since €8, D(EB)) is the part Dirichlet form of &3, D(E®)), it is easy to see that
P (X, y) < ptEk(x, y) for ma.e.x,y € By. (51)

Now combining[(5D) and(31) the assertion follows.

(i) The proof of (ii) is the same as (i) by using (48). m|

Corollary 5.6. We have for m-a.e., ¥ € By

(i) ifd > 3, then

1

By

r(xy) <
1) S O

(ii) ifd = 2, thenforany >0
B
rr(xy) < CW.
Proof. Follows from Proposition 515 by standard calculations. m]

Lemma 5.7. The following integration by parts formula holds foref{f1, ..., f9 and
g€ Cy(Bw:

—aBk(f,g)zlf(Vf -@)gdmﬁf Vf-ngpdo,
2 By Y 2 BNIG

wheren is a unit inward normal vector on BN G ando is the surface measure on
0G.

Proof. Seel[46, proof of Theorem 5.4]. m]
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Lemma 5.8. (i) 1s,noc - p0 € Sg.
(ii) Let f € L2*¢(By, dx) for somes > 0. Then

1g, - |flme S5

In particular 1g, - [|[Vplldx € Sgg ford=2,3and ford> 4, if ||Vp|| € L%”(Bk,dx) for
somes > 0.

Proof. (i) Letd > 3. Form-a.e.x € By by Corollary[5.6

1
R (1 -po)(X) < su ———(dy).
1 (18naG - p)(X) yeBFk)P(y) X2 (dy)

Since k,ngc - po is a positive Radon measure and since the last term is cantinon
RY by Lemmd3.5 (cf. proof of Lemnia@(v)), the assertion follows from Proposition
[2.13 withE replaced byBx. The proof ford = 2 is similar.

(i) 1, - IfImis a positive finite measure dd and form-a.e.x € By

R*(1g, - IfIM)(x) < supp(y)Vs(La, - 110
YyeByk

by Corollanf5.6 where = 2-¢if d = 2 andy = 2if d > 3. The assertion now follows
from Lemmd3.b and Proposition 2]113. |

In view of Lemmd35.B (ii), we assume from now on
() If d > 4 andk > 1, then||Vpl| € L2**(By, dx) for somesy > O.
Proposition 5.9. The proces31 satisfies
t Vp t
Xe = X+ W + f 2—(Xs)ds+ f n(Xs) dé"g t < Dge (52)
0 <4p 0
Py-a.s. for any xe By where W is a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion stgrtin
from zero and® is the positive continuous additive functional ¥ ¥ the strict sense

associated via the Revuz correspondence [cf. [27, Theorgi8]pwith the weighted
surface measurgpo on B N 4G.

Proof. We apply [27, Theorem 5.5.5] t&f, D(E%)). By Lemmag 57, 538, (12)
and the Revuz correspondence (c¢f.1[27, Theorem 5.1.3])askertion follows (see
Theorent A for details). |

Lemma 5.10. Px(limy-,e Dge = 00) = Py(lime o = 00) = 1forall x € E.
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Proof. By definition {By}k-1 iS an increasing sequence of relatively compact open
sets with| -1 Bx = E. The Dirichlet form €, D(8)) is strongly local and conser-
vative. HencePx(limy,e o = o) = 1 forall x € G\ N by [27, Lemma 5.5.2
(ii)] where N is an exceptional set. Sind¢ is an exceptional sey(x) := Px(on <
o) = 0, ma.e. x. Furthermore, since is an excessive function and the resolvent
kernelRE(x, -) is absolutely continuous with respectrofor eacha > 0 andx € E,
u(x) = lim,_e aREU(X) = O for all x € E. Letx € E = |Jio1 Bk. Thenx e By, for
someky € N. This implies that

IP)x(Ql) =1,

whereQ; = {w € Q| o-BEO(w) > 0}. Forw € Q4, Yk > kg, and smalt = t(w) > 0
oge(w) o b < ope(w).
Therefore, fow € Q4
{m l!m ogg(w) 0 b < l!m g (w).

Thus, for allx € E

IA

Py( l!m ogp < ) Py( Itm l!m ogg 06 < 0) < Iirtn_}iglf Py( l!m o © 6y < 0))
= Ilrerlg\f EX[PX‘QT& oge < o0)] = 0.

The last equality holds true Sin@&([Px, (liMk-e oy < )] = Ex[Px, (liMkseo ope <

o) ; Xi ¢ N] =0forall x e E. o

Lemma 5.11. & = (f*, Vt < o Py-a.s. for all xe By whereff is the positive

continuous additive functional of2<in the strict sense associated 1g, - %‘T € Sgg.

In particular £; := limy_ £5, t > 0, is well defined in /g\lE and related to% via the
Revuz correspondence.

Proof. Fix f € 8(Bx) and forx € By,1 define

W =5 [ et fo ]
0
Sincefy € D(EB) andf, = 0 &-g.e. onB¢, we havef, € D(EB). Forx e B
RY(f 1g, - %T)(x) =By fo “et (X)) dey|.
Then, forg € B;(By) N L3(By, m)
e¥ (f. R*g) = &Y (fi. R¥g)

[ R0 110, B = 63 (RE(1 10 5). Rio).
G
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Therefore fi = RlBk(f 1g, - %’) ma.e. SinceRlBk(f 1g, - %’) is 1-excessive forR) -0,
we obtain for any € By

RA(f 1s, 2)09 = lim R, (RE(f 1s, - 50)) 09

a—00

= lima fB ri.(xy) RlBk(flak-p—g)(y) m(dy)

a—00

= lima f r2. (% y) fily) m(dy) = lim aR>  fi(X).
Bk a—00

Using in particular the strong Markov property, we obtairdingct calculation that the
right hand limit equaldy(x) for any x € Bx. Thus, we showed for ak € By

EX[ f et f(X) dff]:Ex[ f et f(X) det].
0 0

This implies thattf = £f*1, Vt < o Px-a.s. for allx € By (see e.g.[[13, IV. (2.12)
Proposition]). m]

Theorem 5.12. The proces® satisfies

th t
0 2p 0

Py-a.s. for all xe E where W is a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion stgrti
from zero and’ is the positive continuous additive functional of X in thécstsense

associated via the Revuz correspondence [cf. [27, TheoreB]pwith the weighted
surface measurépo- on ENaG.

Proof. Letk — oo in (82). Then the statement follows immediately from Lemmas

and5.101. mi
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