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Recurrence criteria for generalized Dirichlet forms
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Abstract. We develop sufficient analytic conditions for recurrence and transience of non-sectorial per-
turbations of possibly non-symmetric Dirichlet forms on a general state space. These form an important
subclass of generalized Dirichlet forms which were introduced in [24]. In case there exists an associated
process, we show how the analytic conditions imply recurrence and transience in the classical probabilistic
sense. As an application, we consider a generalized Dirichlet form given on a closed or open subset of RY
which is given as a divergence free first order perturbation of a non-symmetric energy form. Then using
volume growth conditions of the sectorial and non-sectorial first order part, we derive an explicit crite-
rion for recurrence. Moreover, we present concrete examples with applications to Muckenhoupt weights
and counterexamples. The counterexamples show that the non-sectorial case differs qualitatively from
the symmetric or non-symmetric sectorial case. Namely, we make the observation that one of the main
criteria for recurrence in these cases fails to be true for generalized Dirichlet forms.
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1 Introduction

Recurrence and transience of Markov processes, as well as related problems are important topics
in probability theory. These were hence studied by many authors under various probabilistic and
analytic aspects in discrete and in continuous time (see for instance [1I, 2 [3] [4] [6] [7, 8 10} 1T}
12], [13], 15 [17, 20}, 21] and references therein).

Here, we take a rather analytic point of view which fits to the frame of possibly unbounded and
discontinuous coefficients. The main purpose of this paper is to develop recurrence and transience
criteria for (Markov processes M corresponding to) a generalized Dirichlet form which can be
expressed as a linear perturbation of a sectorial Dirichlet form. More precisely, we consider a
nice Hausdorff space F, a o-finite measure p on the Borel o-algebra B(F) of F and a generalized
Dirichlet form £ that can be decomposed as

E(u,v) :50(u,v)+/Equd,u, (1)

where (€%, D(&°)) is a sectorial Dirichlet form on L?(E, i) that is dominated by £ on a subspace
of the diagonal of D(E%) and (N, D(N)) is a linear operator on L?(E, 11). The precise conditions
are formulated in (H1)-(H3) of Section 2 below.

Here as a warning, we emphasize that we use the term “sectorial” exclusively in the sense of
strong sector condition (cf. Remark [B(a) and end of Remark 5(b)).

The class of generalized Dirichlet forms as in () is quite large. It contains symmetric Dirichlet
forms as in [3], sectorial Dirichlet forms as in [9] (and also [15], if the dual semigroup is sup-
posed to be sub-Markovian there) and time-dependent Dirichlet forms as in [14]. After having
introduced the basic notions, for even more general forms as in (II), namely generalized Dirichlet
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forms satisfying (H1)-(H2), we derive some domination principle on the diagonal (see Theorem
[ and Remark[0)) and the existence of a nice reference function in case of transience (see Lemma
[6). Our main result for general forms as in (Il) is Theorem [ and its Corollary 8 which consti-
tute a generalization of the symmetric case of [3] and of the sectorial case of [I5], if (T} )0 is
sub-Markovian there (cf. Remark [).

Recurrence and transience are described through potential operators and the potential operators
can be defined in an analytic way through an underlying Cy-semigroup of contractions as for
instance in (B]) below or in a probabilistic way where the potential operator is defined through an
underlying Markov process M as at the beginning of Subsection In Subsection 2.2] we follow
the main lines of the well-known work [6] to point out the connection of the analytic recurrence
and transience to the probabilistic one. In particular, if the generalized Dirichlet form in () is
associated to a right process M as at the beginning of Subsection 2.2] i.e. if

Gof =E. [/Ooo e_o‘tf(Xt)dt] l-a.e.

for any bounded f € L?(E, ) and a > 0, then the analytic recurrence (resp. transience) of £
can be described probabilistically as in Proposition [l (resp. Proposition [I0). Moreover, if the
transition function (p;)o of M is strong Feller, then the u-a.e. statements of Propositions [I0]
and [IT] can be transformed into everywhere statements as explained at the end of Subsection 2.2
Thus we obtain pointwise recurrence as in the case of (Hélder) continuous or locally bounded
coefficients (cf. for instance [I], [I7]) even though in our situation the coefficients may be dis-
continuous and unbounded. In general only the transition from p-a.e. to £-quasi-everywhere
statements is possible in Propositions [I0] and [I1] through standard Dirichlet form theory argu-
ments.

As an application in Section B, we consider an open or closed subset E of R? and adapting the
arguments of [24] in particular to the case with reflection (cf. Lemma [I3] and its proof in Section
@), we construct a generalized Dirichlet form on L?(E, 1), du = pdx, ¢ > 0 dz-a.e., that extends

E(f.9)= [ (AVF.Va)du~ [ (B.V)gdp )

where A = (a;j)1<i j<d is a possibly non-symmetric matrix of locally p-integrable functions and
B:=(By,...,By) € L (E,RY 1) is p-divergence free (see (I0) below). For the precise conditions,
we refer to Section Bl In particular, we show that the form (2) fits into the frame of (1) and
we obtain first sufficient recurrence and transience criteria for (2)) by applying the results of
Subsection 2] (cf. Corollary [[4] and Remark [I5]). Then following a construction scheme of [3]
that we adapt to the non-sectorial case (cf. Lemmas [0 and [I7]), we show that recurrence of £
in (2) implies recurrence of its symmetric part (cf. Theorem [18)) and conservativeness of £ (cf.
Corollary 20)). For ease of exposition some proofs of Section [3] are postponed to Section [l

In Subsection B we derive explicit conditions for recurrence under the existence of a nice
function p (see beginning of Subsection B.1]) which always exists if E is closed and so in particular
if E =R Our main result here is Theorem [2I] that characterizes recurrence in terms of volume
growth. It can be seen as a generalization of [21I, Theorem 3] in the Euclidean case.

In Subsection we present examples and counterexamples. The counterexamples show that
the non-sectorial case differs from the symmetric and from the non-symmetric sectorial case. In
order to explain the difference, we first recall the well-known sufficient conditions for recurrence



in the sectorial case:

If (€9, D(EY)) is a symmetric Dirichlet form on L?(FE, i), then the existence of (X, )ns1 ¢ D(E°)
such that 0 < x, <1, limy, 500 Xn = 1 p-a.e. and limy, 00 E%(Xn, Xn) = 0 is an equivalent condition
for (analytic) recurrence of (€%, D(£)) (see [3, Theorem 1.6.3] and beginning of Subsection B.1).
In addition, if (%, D(£°)) is a sectorial Dirichlet form and strictly irreducible, then the existence
of (xn)ns1 € D(EY) such that 0 < x, < 1, limy oo Xn = 1 p-ave. and limy, e EY(Xn, Xn) = 0 is
a sufficient condition for recurrence of (£°, D(E%)) ([15, Theorem 1.3.9]). In Subsections B.21]
[B.2.2] we present several counterexamples of generalized Dirichlet forms as in (2)) for which there
exists (xn)n>1 as above with

Ji_g}og()(m Xn) =0,

but £ is not recurrent. In Subsection B.2.3] we discuss concrete examples in the case where the
density ¢ is in some Muckenhoupt class.
Section [l is as already mentioned devoted to the postponed proofs of Section [Bl

2 Analytic and probabilistic characterization of recurrence and
transience

This section consists of two parts. In the first part, we characterize recurrence and transience
analytically in the non-sectorial case and derive an analytic criterion for a generalized Dirichlet
form to be recurrent or more generally non-transient.

In the second part, we show that the analytic characterization of recurrence and transience
indeed implies recurrence and transience in the classical probabilistic sense in case there exists
a process associated with the generalized Dirichlet form.

2.1 Framework and a general criterion for recurrence and transience of a
generalized Dirichlet form

Let F be a Hausdorff topological space such that its Borel o-algebra B(FE) is generated by
the set of all continuous functions on E and let u be a o-finite positive measure on B(E). For
1<p<oo,let LP(E,u) be the space of equivalence classes of p-integrable functions with respect
to p and L®(E, ;) be the space of p-essentially bounded functions. Let further H := L2(E, ut)
with inner product ( , ). The support of a function u on E (=support of |u|du) is denoted by
supp(u). For any set of functions W on E, we will denote by Wy the set of functions u € W
which have a compact support in £ and by W}, the set of functions in W which are bounded
p-a.e. and let Wy, := Wy n W, Let (A,V) be a Dirichlet form (not necessarily symmetric) on
H in the sense of [9, I. Definition 4.5]. So V is a real Hilbert space with respect to the norm
|ul? := A(u,u) + (u,u). Denote the dual space of V by V'. Assume that there exists a linear
operator (A, D(A,H)) on H satisfying the following assumptions:

(H1) (A,D(A,H)) generates a sub-Markovian Cp-semigroup of contractions (U;);s0 on H that
can be restricted to a Cy-semigroup on V.



It follows by (H1) that the conditions (D1) and (D2) in [25, Chapter I] are satisfied. So A :
D(A,H)nV — V' is closable. Let (A, F) be the closure of A: D(A,H)nV — V’. Then F is a
real Hilbert space with corresponding norm

[ull% = Tl + [Aul5.

Let £ be the bilinear form associated with (A, V) and (A, D(A,H)) (see [25] I. Definition 2.9]).
Then & is a generalized Dirichlet form (see [25] I. Proposition 4.7]). In particular, for u € F, v eV,

£ can be written as
g(uv U) = A(u7 U) - V’(Au7 U)V'

Let (Gy)aso and (éa)wo on H be associated with &, i.e. (Gy)as0 is the sub-Markovian Cj-
resolvent of contractions on H satisfying G, (H) c F,

ga(Gafyg):(f,g), f€H7 gEV7

where &, (u,v) = E(u,v) + a(u,v) for a >0 and (Gq)aso is the adjoint Co-resolvent of contrac-
tions of (Gq)as0 (see [25, I. Proposition 3.6]). By [9, I. Proposition 1.5], there exists exactly
one linear operator (L, D(L)) on H corresponding to (Gq)as0- Let (T3)0 and (T})bo be Cp-
semigroup of contractions corresponding to (Gg )as0 and (éa)a>0 respectively. Next, we assume

(H2) (T})0 is sub-Markovian.

Then (T})s0 restricted to LY(E,u) n L?(E, 1) can be extended to a semigroup of contractions
on L'(E, i), which is actually equivalent to (H2). Since (T})ss0 is positivity preserving, so is its
LY(E,p)-version. Let f e L'(E,p) with f >0. Then for 0 < N < M,

N M
0ng thdtsfo T, fdt

and for 0 < B < a,
0< fo e ft < fo e PV fat.

Hence N
o . _ . *O[t
G = Jm_ [, Tigde=limy [Tz ®

is uniquely defined p-a.e. G is called potential operator associated with (7})s0.

We do assume (H1) and (H2) throughout the whole Section 2

DEFINITION 1

(a) (Ty)es0 is said to be recurrent, if for any f € L'(E,u) with f >0 p-a.e., we have

Gf=0 or oo u-a.e.



(b) (T})ss0 is said to be transient, if there exists g € L*(E, ) with g >0 p-a.e. such that

Gg < oo pi-a.e.

(¢) Likewise, we can define recurrence and transience of any operator which is a generator of a
positivity preserving semigroup of contractions on Ll(E, i).

DEFINITION 2

(a) A measurable set B € B(E) is called weakly invariant set relative to (Tt) 0, if
Ti(f-1p)(x) =0 for p-a.e. z€ EX B

for any t >0, fe L*(E,p).

(b) (T})e0 is said to be strictly irreducible, if for any weakly invariant set B relative to (T}) >0,
we have p(B) =0 or u(E ~ B) =0.

REMARK 3 From [8, Section 2], we deduce:
(a) (T})ss0 is transient, if and only if Gf < co p-a.e. for any f € L*(E, ) with f >0 p-a.e.

(b) If g € L*(E,p) with g > 0 p-a.c., then {x € E : Gg(z) = oo} is a weakly invariant set
relative to (T3)ts0. Consequently, if (T} )0 is strictly irreducible, then it is either transient
or recurrent.

(c) If for somet > 0, there exists a u®i-a.e. strictly positive measurable function (p(z,y))a.yeE
with

th(x)=prt(x,y)f(y)u(dy)
for p-a.e. x € E and any f € L>(E, ), then (T}) o is strictly irreducible.

(d) In the symmetric case (cf. [3]), B € B(E) is weakly invariant, if and only if it is invariant
in the sense of [3, Chapter 1.1.6]. Therefore, a symmetric Dirichlet form is irreducible if
and only if it is strictly irreducible.

Now, we shall show that the transience of (7})0 is determined by the symmetric part of the
corresponding generalized Dirichlet form under some domination on the diagonal.

THEOREM 4 If there exists a sectorial Dirichlet form (E°, D(E°)) in the sense of [9, I. Defi-
nition 4.5 and 1. (2.4)] such that D(L), ¢ D(E%) and £°(u,u) < E(u,u) for any u e D(L)y, then
the transience of (Y, D(E%)) implies the transience of (T})ss0.



Proof If we assume (£°, D(E)) is transient, then by Remark B(a), there exists ¢° € L1 (E, u),
with ¢° > 0 p-a.e. such that G%° < oo p-a.e. where GO is the potential operator associated with
(€%, D(EY)). Let g := ¢°/max(G ¢°,1). Then g € L'(E, u)p and [ gG gdu < co. According to
[15, Theorem 1.3.9], there exists a constant K, > 0 depending on g and the sector constant of

(£°,D(&%)) such that
| Iulgdy < K /E0Cu ) @)

for any u € D(EY). Choosing u to be Gog € D(L), in (@) where a > 0, we get

ngGagdu <Kg\E%Gag,Gag) < KV E(Gag, Gag) SKg\/ngGagdu-

Therefore [ 9Gogdp < K g2 for any « > 0, and it follows by B. Levi’s theorem that

2
ngng,u <Kj.

Consequently, Gg < oo p-a.e.

REMARK 5 (a) In this article the term ”sectorial” is exclusively meant in the sense of satis-
fying condition (2.4) of [9, Chapter I. 2].

(b) Let (E°,D(E°)) be a sectorial Dirichlet form on H. Then its symmetric part (E°, D(EY))
is a symmetric Dirichlet form on H (see [4, I. Ezercise 4.6]). By Theorem [{], we obtain:
a sectorial Dirichlet form (E°, D(E%)) is transient, if and only if (E°, D(E°)) is transient.
Note that if (€°, D(E°)) is only assumed to satisfy the weak sector condition as in [9, (2.3)
of Chapter I], then its symmetric part may be recurrent, while (€%, D(EY)) is not. This
can be seen in Erample below.

Since (T})0 is a sub-Markovian Cp-semigroup of contractions on L?(E, ), it can be defined on
L*(E,u). Let f e L*(FE,u), with f >0 p-a.e. and choose an increasing sequence of non-negative
functions (fy,)ns1 € L2(E, 1), converging to f p-a.e. Then for any ¢ > 0,

Tif = lim T fy
n—>oo
exists p-a.e. independently of choice of functions ( fy,)n>1. Furthermore for any ¢, s > 0,
LT f = Tt(hmn»oo Tsfn) =limy, oo T3 fr = limy o0 This fr = Thas f, p-ace.

Consequently, (7)o can be considered as a sub-Markovian semigroup of contractions on
L*(E,u). The potential operator G relative to (7)o can be regarded as an operator on
L*(E,u).

Using an idea from [20, Theorem 15] about invariant sets of discrete semigroups in the proof of
the next lemma, we show that g and Gg in Definition [Ii(b) can be chosen p-uniformly bounded.



LEMMA 6 If (T})sso is transient, then there exists a function g € L*(E, ), with g > 0 p-a.e.
and Gge L= (E, 1).

Proof Fix a function f e L'(E,p), with f >0 p-a.e., £l 2o (uy < 1 and [ fllg1(p) < 1. By Remark
Bl(a), we have

0<Gf <o pa.e.
Define functions for m, k > 1, by
Imk = Gf Am=Tp(Gf Am)

where a A b:=min{a,b}. Then | gk () < m. Moreover, if z € E is such that G f(x) <m, then
since T}, is positivity preserving,

o) = G (2) = TW(GT Am)(2)
> G () ~ TGN @) = [ Tif@dr 0
If z € E is such that Gf (z) 2 m, then since T}, is sub-Markovian, we have
k() = m = T(Gf nm)(2) 2 0.
Consequently, gmnr >0 p-a.e. Define for m, k > 1,
Ap={xeE: (m-1)<Gf(x) <m}

and
Bk::{er: fok_thf(x)dt=0but /Othf(x)dt>0}.

Since (T})¢s0 is transient, up_ Ay, = Up2 By, = E up to some p-negligible set. Without loss of
generality, we may assume that (A, N By) < oo for any m, k > 1. Otherwise, we may subdivide
A, N0 By, in countably many pairwise disjoint sets with finite y-measure and proceed as below.
Let ¢ := max(1, u(A,, n Bg)) and

Imk = Gmk - 1A,,nBy, -

Then H’g’mk”L‘X’(u) <m, Hﬁmkny(“) <m:- ,u(Am N Bk), Tmik >0 on A, N B, and

k
Gl < Gy, = G(GF Am = T(Gf Am)) = fo T,(Gf Am)dt < mk

p-a.e. on E. Consequently,

satisfies the desired properties.



Next, we give a general criterion for recurrence in case the generalized Dirichlet form can be
represented by a linear perturbation of a sectorial Dirichlet form. By this, we mean that there
exist a sectorial Dirichlet form (€Y, D(E°)) in the sense of [9, I. Definition 4.5 and I. (2.4)] with
D(L)y c D(EY) and a linear operator (N, D(N)) on H such that

E(u,v) = (~Lu,v) = E%(u,v) + fEqud,u (5)

for any u € D(L), and v e D(N) n D(E°). Here the linear operator (N, D(NN)) needs not to be
a generator of a Cpy-semigroup of contractions on H. Thus from now on, we assume that the
generalized Dirichlet form & satisfies the following condition:

(H3) & can be decomposed as in (5)) and
E%(u,u) < E(u,u)

for any u € D(L)y.

Let
D:={ueD(N)nD(&%): NueL'(E,u)}.

For the given sectorial Dirichlet form (£°, D(£°)), we define the extended Dirichlet space of
D(EY) as the set of all measurable functions u with |u| < co p-a.e. for which there exists an
E%-Cauchy sequence (uy)ns1 ¢ D(EY) such that

lim u, =u p-a.e.
n—oo

(see [I5, Chapter 1.3]). Since the Dirichlet form (£°, D(E?)) is sectorial, for u in the extended
Dirichlet space,
E%u,u) = lim E%(up, un)

exists and is independent of the choice of (uy, )ns1 € D(EY) (this can be shown as in the paragraph
right before [I5, Theorem 1.3.9]).

THEOREM 7 Suppose (T})iso is transient and let g be as in Lemma [@. Then Gg is in the
extended Dirichlet space of D(E°) and one can define E%(Gg,u) = limg o EY(Gag,u) for u €
D(E%). Moreover, if u e D, then

(u,g) = EO(Gg,u) + /EGg - Nudy. (6)

Proof Suppose that (T})so is transient and let g € L'(E,u), with g > 0 p-a.e. such that
Gge L*(FE, ). Since for every a > 0,

£%(Gag,Gag) < E(Gag,Gag) = - [E LGogGagdp < [Egngu < oo,



there exists an £%-Cauchy sequence (g, )ns1 ¢ D(E?) consisting of a Cesaro mean of (Ga, §)ns1
for o, - 0 as n — oo. Indeed, this follows from the theorems of Banach/Alaoglu and Banach/Saks
applied in the abstract completion of (€%, D(EY)). Consequently, £°(Gg, Gg) = lim, 00 E2(gn, gn)
exists and lim,, o gn = Gg pi-a.e. On the other hand, by the special form of (g, )ns1, E2(Gg, Gg) <
[z 9Ggdp and limy, e E%gn,u) = limy 00 E%(Gq, g,u) for any u € D(E°). By our assumption
for w € D, we have for any n > 1

(9:0) = 0 (Ga, 9, 0) = (~LGia9,0) = £°(Gag,u) + [ Ga,g- Nudp.

Since limy, oo Ga, g = Gg p-a.e. and Nu e L'(E, 1), we obtain by Lebesgue’s theorem

n—>00

I G -Nd:fG-Nd.
im | Ga,g-Nudp= | Gg-Nudp

Since £4(Gag,Gag) = [ 9Gagdp < [ gGgdp, for any o, >0, we get

@n(Gag:0)] < \fan [ gGodia- [l 2.

Let n - oo (thus ay, - 0) and we obtain ().

COROLLARY 8

(a) If there exists a sequence of functions (Xn)n>1 € D with 0 < xp, <1, limy 00 X = 1 p-a.e.
satisfying

Jim (Eo(g,xn)+ngandu) =0, (7)

for any non-negative bounded g in the extended Dirichlet space of D(EY), then (T})eo is
not transtent.

(b) If (Ti)ws0 is strictly irreducible and there is a sequence of functions (xn)ns1 € D with
0< xn <1, limy oo xn = 1 p-a.e. satisfying (7), then (Ty)e0 is recurrent by Remark[3(b).

REMARK 9 If € is a symmetric Dirichlet form, then we can drop the assumption that (T})sso
is strictly irreducible in Corollary[8(b). Indeed in this case one can use the (weak) invariance of
Egj={xeE: Gg(x) <o}, ge L}(E, i), g >0 p-a.e. and the reduced form on E; in order to
conclude (cf. proof of [3, Theorem 1.6.3]). Thus Corollary [8(b) can be seen as generalization of
the symmetric case [3, Theorem 1.6.5]. However, in our general non-symmetric situation, even
if N =0, Eg is not weakly invariant in general and tools as in the symmetric case are not at
hand. Consequently, strict irreducibility is imposed in Corollary[8(b). Moreover, Theorem[7 is a
generalization [15, Theorem 1.3.9] in case (T})eo is sub-Markovian.



2.2 Connection to recurrence and transience in the classical sense

For all notations, results that may not be defined, proved and cited in this Subsection, we refer
to [3].

Let M = (Q, (F1)20, (Xt) 120, (Py)zer, ) with life time ¢ be a right process with state space E,
resolvent R, f(x) := Ex[fooo e’atf(Xt)dt] and semigroup p.f(z) := Ex[f(Xt)], xeFE, a>0,
t>0, f € B(E)y, where B(FE) denotes the set of Borel measurable functions on E, E, denotes
the expectation with respect to P,. We assume that the measure p is excessive relative to (pt)eo,
i.e.

[E pila(z)u(dz) < p(A), AeB(E).

Hence, (p¢)ts0 can be regarded as a linear operator sending a p-equivalence class to another
p-equivalence class and can be extended as a linear operator on L'(E, ).

We are able to define recurrence and transience of M as in Definition [Il The Markov process M
is said to be recurrent, if for any f e L'(E, ;) with f >0 p-a.e., we have

Ew[ fooo f(Xt)dt] =0 or oo for p-a.e. z € E.

M is said to be transient, if there exists g € L'(E, 1) with g > 0 p-a.e., such that
Em[/ooog(Xt)dt] < oo for p-a.e. x € E.
A p-measurable set B is said to be weakly invariant relative to M, if for any ¢ > 0,
Ex[lB(Xt)] =0 for p-a.e. x € £\ B.

M is said to be strictly irreducible, if for any weakly invariant set B relative to M, we have
w(B) =0or u(E~ B) =0. A function v is said to be excessive, if pyu(x) ~ u(x) as t \ 0 for
all z € E. Here, according to [3, Theorem A.2.5], we will make the assumption that excessive
functions are nearly Borel measurable with respect to M. In particular, we may assume that
sets like {u > 0}, etc., are y-measurable.

For w € Q, define the first hitting time op and last exit time Lg from B by

op(w) :=inf{t>0: Xy(w) e B} and Lp(w):=sup{t>0: X;(w) e B}.
Note that op is F;-stopping time and Lp is F-measurable. Let
pB(x) = Px(O'B < oo)

Now we can characterize recurrence and transience of M in terms of its sample paths behavior
following [6]. More precisely, we have the following:

PROPOSITION 10 M is transient, if and only if there exists a sequence of Borel finely open
sets (Bp)ns1 increasing to E up to some p-negligible set and for any n > 1

P,(Lp, <o0) =1 for p-a.e. z € E. (8)

10



Proof For g e L'(E,p), g >0 pointwise, define
Ryg(x) = Em[fo g(Xt)dt] €[0,00], z€E.

Then Rg = Gg p-a.e. Assume that M is transient. Then by definition there exists g € L' (E, i),
g > 0 p-a.e. such that Ew[ I g(Xt)dt] < oo for p-a.e. x € E. Modifying g on a p-negligible set, we

may assume that g > 0 pointwise, g > 0 p-a.e. and Rg < oo p-a.e. In particular, Rg is excessive,
hence finely continuous and so

1
B, ={zxeE: Rg(x)>—}, n>1,
n

are finely open sets that increase to E up to some p-negligible set. Let (0;)s0 be the shift
operator of M. Since Rg < oo p-a.e., ((Rg(X¢))ts0, (Ft)t=0, Pr) is a positive supermartingale for
u-a.e. x € E. We hence obtain by the optional sampling theorem for positive supermartingales,
which holds for arbitrary (F;)-stopping times, that for n>1 and ¢ >0

2 Ew[RQ(Xthnoet)]
2 EZ‘[Rg(Xt+O'BnO€t) 5 t+ 0B, ° Qt < OO]

1
Z—Pm(t+03n09t<oo).
n

The last inequality followed since X5 op, is in the closure of B, by the right-continuity
of the sample paths and so by the fine continuity of Rg, we have Rg(Xtiop op,) > % Thus
P,(Lp, <o0) =1 for p-ae xekE.

Conversely, suppose there exists a sequence of Borel finely open sets (B, ),»1 increasing to E up
to some p-negligible set satisfying (). Let

Then gp, is excessive and bounded. Set
() = 7 (95,(2) - prgs, ().
g

Using (8) and a similar argument to [6, proof of (3.1) Lemma on p. 404 and proof of (2.2)
Proposition (iii’)=(i) on page 402], we construct

with § > 0 pointwise such that Rg < co p-a.e. Finally, since p is o-finite, there exists h > 0 p-a.e.,
h > 0 pointwise with h € L'(E, ;). Then g:=GAh is in L'(F, ;) and Rg < co p-a.e. Therefore M
is transient.
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A set B c E is called p-polar, if there exists By € B(E), By > B, such that

/EPm(JBO < oo)u(dx) =0.

PROPOSITION 11 Let M be strictly irreducible and recurrent. Then the following holds:

(a) Any bounded excessive function u satisfies for any t >0,

pru(z) = u(x) for p-a.e. v e E.
(b) Any excessive function is constant on E u-a.e.

(¢) If there are two finely open sets G,G c E, with Gn G = @ and u(G),un(G) > 0, then
P.((=00) =1 for p-a.e. x € E.

(d) If B is not p-polar and finely open in E, then

P,(Lp <o00)=0 for p-a.e. veE.

Proof (a) Let u be a bounded and excessive function. Then ¢ - p;u is decreasing as t - oo. Set
() = limy_ e pru(z). Then for any s >0,

psw(l‘) = tli%psﬂfu(x) = ¢($)
Set g :=u —1). Then for any t > 0,

Ptg = Pru — pp) = ppu—

and prg ~ g as t \ 0, since u is excessive. It follows that ¢ is also excessive and bounded.
Furthermore, since p;g(x) - 0 as t - oo and prg(z) — g(z) as t - 0,

gn =1(g = P1/ng)

satisfies Rg, / g as n — oo. If u({z € E : g,(x) > 0}) > 0, then there exists ¢ > 0 with
pu{x e E : go(x)>e})>0.Set A:={xeE : g,(x)>e}. Then €ly < g,. Since p is o-finite, we
may assume that p(A) < co. Thus {x € E : Rl4(x) = oo} is weakly invariant and so by strict
irreducibility and recurrence of M, R14 = co p-a.e., hence Rg, = o u-a.e. However, since g is
bounded, we must have that Rg, is bounded for any n > 1. Thus g, = 0 p-a.e. for any n > 1,
which further implies that g = 0 p-a.e. Equivalently, u = lim;_, o, pru. Since t — pyu is decreasing
and p;u < u, we obtain for all £ > 0,

pru(z) = u(x) for p-a.e. v € E.

(b) Let f be a non-constant excessive function. Then there exist 0 < a < b with A :={z € E:
f(z)<a} and B:={x e E: f(x)>b} satisfying

12



pu(A) >0 and p(B) > 0.

Let C:={x € E: pp(x) =1}. Then for any = € B, we have P,(cp =0) =1, hence B c C' and so
w(C)>0.Set D:={xeE: pg(x)<1}. Since pp is bounded and excessive, D is nearly Borel
measurable and for any ¢ > 0, by (a)

1=pp(z) =pipp(x) = Ex[pp(Xy)], for p-ae xeC.

Consequently, for each t > 0, P.(X; € D) =0 for py-a.e x € C, hence R1p =0 p-a.e. on C. Since
u is o-finite, there exists a p-integrable function h, with 0 < h < 1 p-a.e. If (D) > 0, then
u({z e E : R(h1p)(z)>0}) >0 and so as in (a) by strict irreducibility, we obtain R(hlp) = oo
p-a.e. which further implies that R1p = oo p-a.e. But this is a contradiction, since u(C') > 0.
Thus (D) = 0. Now, for p-a.e. x € A, we have since ((f(X¢t))0,(Ft)t0,Pr) is a positive
supermartingale

a> f(z) 2 E[f(Xsp)] 2bPy(0p < 0) =bpp(x).

This contradicts u(A) > 0. Therefore any excessive function is constant on E p-a.e.
(c) Let (z) = E,[1 - e™¢]. Then

prb(x) = Bu[p(Xy) s t<C]=Ep[1-e D s t<(] ~ (x) as t 0.

Hence ¢ is excessive and by (b) there is some ¢ > 0 with Eg[e_c] = ¢ for pra.e x € E. By
assumption, there are two finely open sets G,G c E, with GnG =@ and u(G), u(G) > 0. Since
pc =1 on G, we obtain by (b)

pa(x) =1 for p-a.e. x € E.

Since {og < 0o} = {0 < (}, we obtain for py-a.e. v € E

¢=Ey[e ] = Eule ; 0a <(]
= Bu[e7¢Ex, [e] ; 06 <(]
=cEy[e7¢].

But for x € G, we have E,[e™°¢] < 1. Therefore E,[e™¢] =0 for p-a.e x € E.
(d) Let B be not p-polar and finely open. Using (b), we get pp(x) = 1 for py-a.e. x € E. Since
pp(z) = P.(Lp >0) for every z € E, we get

P(x):=P,(0<Lp<o0)=P,(Lg<oo) for p-a.e. x € E.

Since pyp(x) = Pp(t < Lp < o0) for any z € E, we obtain that ¢ is excessive, bounded and
ptp - 0 as t — oo. By (a) and (b), for some constant ¢

Y(z) =c and ¢ = pic for p-a.e. v e E.

But since pyy) = prc — 0 as t - oo, we must have ¢=0, i.e. P,(Lp <o) =0 for p-a.e. x € E.
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Suppose that the process M is associated with &£, i.e. Ry f is a p-version of G, f for any a > 0,
f e B(E)n L*(E, ;). Then the strict irreducibility and recurrence of (T})so implies the strict
irreducibility and recurrence of M. Consequently, by Proposition [[T[d) for any non-empty and
non-u-polar open set B,

P.(A) =1 for y-a.e. € E,

where A := {w € Q: Lp(w) = oo}. Furthermore, assume that the semigroup p; of M is strong
Feller in the following sense: there exists a measurable function (pi(2,¥));50 ; yep With

B[] = pif @) = [ pula) f)ndy)
for any x € E, f € B(F), and
ptf is continuous for any f € B(E)y.
Since A is a shift invariant set, we can use the argument of [I8, Lemma 7.1] to see that
P.(A) =1 for any x in the support of u.

Consequently, for an arbitrary non-empty and non-p-polar open set B, the sample paths of
(Xt)es0 starting from any point x in the support of u come back to B infinitely often. In
particular, if 4 has full support, then any non-empty open set B, satisfies ;(B) > 0 and is hence
non-p-polar. Thus if p has full support, for any non-empty open set B, the sample paths of
(X¢t)es0 starting from any point = in E come back to B infinitely often.

3 Applications on Euclidean space

Throughout this section, we make the following assumptions:
Let E c R? be either open or closed. If F is closed, we assume dz(0E) = 0 where FE is the
disjoint union of its interior E° and its boundary OF. Let ¢ € Llloc(E,dx) with ¢ > 0 dz-a.e.
and dp = pdz. Then p is a o-finite measure on B(E) and has full support. Let C5°(E) be
the set of infinitely often differentiable functions with compact support in F if £ is open and
CP(E)={ue E—R: JueCP(R?Y) with @ =wu on E} if E is closed. Let d;u denote the weak
derivative of u with respect to z;, Vu := (1u,...,04u), || the Euclidean norm and ( , ) the
Euclidean inner product.
Consider A = (a;;)1<i,j<d € Llloc(E, p) with symmetric part @;; := %(aij +a;;) and anti-symmetric
part a;; = %(aij - a;;) and suppose that for each relatively compact open set V c E, ie. V is
relatively open in E and its closure V is compact and contained in F, there exists v, > 0 such
that .

e < Y ()68 < wlél 9)

ij=1
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for all £ e RY, z € V. We assume further that

EF.9) = [ (A@)VF(@),Tg(@)nlda). f.9¢CF(E)

is closable on L?(E, u) and that (% C5°(F)) satisfies the strong sector condition, i.e. there is
a constant K > 0 such that

E2(f, 9)| < K\/EO(f. F)\/E(g. g) for any f,geC(E).

Denote the closure of (£°,C¢°(E)) on L*(E,u) by (€%, D(EY)). Then (£° D(EY)) is a non-
symmetric regular sectorial Dirichlet form on L%(E, p).

By V cc E, we mean that V is relatively compact open in E. For V cc E, let C°(V) = {u €
C&(E) : supp(u) c V'}. Since (%, C§°(F)) is closable on L2(E, ), for any V cc E, (£°,C¢ (V)
is closable on L?(V, it). Denote its closure by (£%Y, D(£%Y)), then D(E%Y) c D(EY). Further-
more by (@), the £-norm is equivalent to the norm /i, (u2 + [Vu[?)du on D(EV). Let

DE™ )= |J DEM),
VeccFE
ie. feD(EYF), if and only if there exists a subset V cc E such that f e D(E%Y). Note that
D(E%E) c D(£9).
Let (L, D(L")) be the linear operator corresponding to (£°, D(E%)) on L?(E,u). By [0 1.
Proposition 2.16], we know that D(L%) = {u e D(E%) : v —> £°(u,v) is continuous with respect

to v/(v,v) on D(E%)} and that E°(f,g) = (-L°f,g) for any f e D(L°), g e D(E°). Let (T)ss0
be the Cg-semigroup corresponding to (L, D(L?)).

Let B:=(By,...,By) e L?

loc

(E,R%, ;1) be p-divergence free, i.e.

[ (B@). VF(@)u(da) =0 (10)

for any f e C5°(E), hence for any f € D(E%F). Using the same technique as in [24], we can
construct a closed extension (L, D(L)) of

Lu = L% + (B, vu), ue D(L)oy
on L'(E, ;). For this, we need condition
(C) D(L%)gy is a dense subset of L'(E, 1),
which we assume from now on.

REMARK 12 Condition (C) is needed to obtain strong continuity of the resolvent of (L, D(L)),
exactly as it is obtained in [24)] right after display (1.15). It is a weak condition. For in-
stance, consider E = R% and assume that the coefficients of the generator of L are locally
square integrable with respect to the measure v and that there are no boundary conditions. Then
C&(E) ¢ D(L%) oy, cf. e.g. Subsections T2, and Remark [28 below. Condition (C) can
even be obtained when the coefficients are not locally integrable with respect to the measure
(see end of Remark[26). Similarly, one can obtain nice dense subsets of Dy in case of boundary
conditions.
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LEMMA 13 There exists a closed operator (ZLD(E)) on LY(E, 1) which is the generator of a
sub-Markovian Cy-semigroup of contractions (T't)so satisfying the following properties:

(a) (L,D(L)) is a closed extension of Lu = LYu+ (B,Vu), ue D(L%)oy on L'(E, u).
(b) D(L)y c D(EY) and for ue D(L)y, v e D(EYF),, we have

£u, -fB, d:—ff d
(u,v) E( Vu)vdp  Luvdp

and

0 [
E'(u,u) < [ELuud,u.

Lemma [I3 is proven in Section 4. Denote the Cy-resolvent of (L,D(L)) by (Ga)aso. Since
(T¢)¢>0 is a sub-Markovian Cp-semigroup of contractions on L*(E, i) and L' (E, ), c L*(E, 1)
densely, we can construct uniquely a sub-Markovian Cjy-semigroup of contractions (7} )0 on
L?*(E, i) such that T, =Ty for t >0 on L*(E,u) n L*(E, i) (cf. the Riesz-Thorin interpolation
Theorem). Let (L, D(L)) be the generator of (7})i0 and (Gg)aso be the corresponding Cjy-
resolvent. Clearly, G4 = Go for o > 0 on LY (E,p) n L*(E,u). Let (L, D(L)) be the adjoint
operator of (L, D(L)) in L*(E, ). Then

(_Lf7g) fGD(L), g€L2(E,,U,),

S(f,g) ::{ (—fg,f) geD(z), f€L2(E,,U),

is a generalized Dirichlet form on L?(E, ;) according to Subsection 1] with A= 0 on V =H =
L*(E,u) and (L,D(L)) = (A, D(A)) (see also [25, I. Examples 4.9 (ii)]). Thus (H1) is satisfied.
Clearly (H2) holds since (L, D(L)) satisfies the same assumptions as (L, D(L)). In particular,
the co-form

E(f.9) =E&(g,f) for (f,9) € D(L) x L*(E, p) U L*(E, ) x D(L)

is also a generalized Dirichlet form. Though in general £ is neither symmetric nor sectorial, it
has the same fundamental properties as £. Moreover, the bilinear form £ is an extension of

[AAV1.ghdu = [ (B flgdu, f.g€{f € DL Yoy : (B.VS) € LA(E,p)}.

Since the LY(E, pi)-version (T})e0 of (T})ss0 is a sub-Markovian Cp-semigroup of contractions
on L'(E, 1), one can define recurrence and transience of (T})o. Put

Nv:=(B,Vv), ve D(N):= D(E%F),.

Then D = D(N)n D(E% = D(N) = D(E%F), and & satisfies assumption (H3). Indeed, if
uw € D(L), and v € D, then there exists a function f € L?(E,u) such that u = G f. We may
assume that f > 0 p-a.e. Otherwise, we put v = u* —u~ where u* := G1 f* and v~ := G' f~. Choose
an increasing sequence of functions (f,)ns1 ¢ L'(E, i), such that 0 < f,, / f p-a.e. as n A oo.
Then f, - f in L*(E,u) and Gy f, = G1fn = G1f in L?(E,u) as n — co. Furthermore, since
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G\ f, is increasing in n, we obtain u, = G1f, < G1f converges to G1f p-a.e. as n — oco. Thus
(tn)n=1 € D(L)y satisfies

Up = uin L2(E, 1), Lu, - Lu in L*(E, p), up 7 u p-a.e. as n — oo
and (uy)n>1 is uniformly bounded in n. Applying Lemma [I3] we can see that

sup £ (ty, up ) < 00
n>1

and 5o u,, = u weakly in D(EY) as n — oo as well as

E%(u,u) < liminf E°(up, uy)

by [9, I. Lemma 2.12]. Hence using Lemma [[3] and the approximation of u with (uy)n>1, We

obtain
gO(U,U) < g(“?“)? u € D(L)b

and
(—Lu,v):50(u,v)+/E(B,Vv)ud,u, we D(L)y, veD (11)

which achieves the proof that (H3) is satisfied. Consequently, by Theorem @ and Corollary [§ of
Subsection[2.1], we get the following facts.

COROLLARY 14
(a) If (°, D(EY)) is transient, then (Ty)sso is also transient.

(b) If there exists a sequence of functions (Xp)n>1 € D with 0 < xp, <1, imy o0 Xpn = 1 p-a.e.
satisfying

Jim (&%) + [ (B, Vxa)gdn) =0,

for any non-negative bounded g in the extended Dirichlet space of D(EY), then (T})eo is
not transtent.

REMARK 15 If we can construct a sequence of functions (Xn)ns1 € D with 0 < xp, < 1,
limy, 00 Xn = 1 p-a.e. satisfying

T (°0ux) + f, B, Vxald) =0

then (Xn)n>1 satisfies the conditions of Corollary [T(b). Furthermore, since —B satisfies the
same assumptions as B, the co-form is then also not transient.

Since Ty = Ty for any t > 0 on L'(E,pu) n L?(E, i), it follows that the potential operator G
obtained from (7})0 (see paragraph right before Definition [I]) is equal to the potential operator
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obtained from (T)so (cf. Definition {c)). Hence the recurrence (resp. transience) of (7})sso
is equivalent to the recurrence (resp. transience) of (7). Next, we want to show that the
recurrence of (T)so implies the existence of a nice sequence of functions () )ns1. This will be
achieved in Theorem [I8 below.

Let h e L®(E, 1), h >0 p-a.e. and let (£%", D(EY)) be the bilinear form on L?(E, ) defined by

E(1,9)+=€°(£,9)+ [ Fohdu, f.g D(E").
Since the 5? " and E)-norms are equivalent on D(E%), (%" D(£Y)) is also a regular Dirichlet
form on L?(E, i1). Let (L%" D(L%")) be the generator of (%", D(£)). Then D(L%") = D(L°)

and L0y = L% — h - for u e D(L°) = D(L%"). The following construction Lemma [I8 is also
proven in Section 4.

LEMMA 16 There exists a closed operator (Eh,D(fh)) on LY (E, 1) which is the generator of

sub-Markovian Cy-resolvent of contractions (EZ)ODO satisfying the following properties:
(a) (Zh,D(fh)) is a closed extension of L™u:= Lo +(B,vu) ue D(L)oy on L'(E,p).
(b) D(fh)g7 c D(E%) and for ue D(fh)b, ve D(EYE),, we have

Eo’h(u,v)—fE(B,Vu)vdu:—fthuvdu

and .
EOM (u,u) S—fEL uudjs.

(¢) D(I") = D(T) and for f € L'(E, p) with f >0
—h, = —h
Gof = Ga(f = hG,[).
Let € >0 (be a constant) and let h(# ¢) be as in the paragraph preceding Lemma Consider

the Hilbert space L?(E, (h+¢)u). Since

€ (f?f) < (f7f)L2((h+a)u) < (E + HhHL""(u)) ’ (f?f)

for any f e L*(E, ), (€%, D(E°)) is a regular Dirichlet form on L?(E, (h +¢)u) whose Dirichlet
norm is equivalent to the norm of (%, D(EY)) on L?(E, u). Let (L%¢, D(LY¢)) be the generator
of (£°9,D(EY)) on L3(E, (h+¢)p). Then D(LP) = D(LY9) and for f € D(L°) and g e D(EY),

E'(f,9) = (-L°f,9) = (=L £, 9) L2 ((hse))-

It follows that LO€f = ﬁLof for any f e D(L%). For V cc E, since L*(p)- and L2((h +&)pu)-
norms are equivalent and (£°,C¢°(E)) is closable on L*(E, ), (£°,C5°(V)) is also closable on
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L2V, (h + €)u). Denote the closure of (£°,05°(V)) on L2(V, (h +&)du) by (€Y, D(E%V)).
Then it is easy to show that D(£%%Y) = D(E%Y). Let

Bf(x) :=

1
h(z) + 5B(x)'

By (),
fE(Ba,Vf)(h+€)d,u =0

for any f e C°(E).

LEMMA 17 There eists a closed operator (L, ll(fa)) on LY (E, (h+e)p) which is the generator
of sub-Markovian Cy-resolvent of contractions (GZ)ODO satisfying the following properties:

(a) (L7, D(L7)) is a closed extension of Léu := L% u + (B, Vu) u € D(L%%)p on LY(E,(h +
E)).

(b) D(I7), c D(E%) and for we D(L )y, ve D(EYE),, we have

0 _ € - _ €
E” (u,v) fE(B ,Vu)o(h +¢)du [EL uv(h +¢e)dp
and
0 - | IF .
E'N(u,u) < fE uu(h +¢e)du

(¢) D(I7) = D(L) and for f e L'(E,(h+¢)u) with f >0

Gof =Ga((h+e)f+a(l - (h+2)Gof).

Lemma[I7is also proven in Section 4. Lemmas[13] [ and [I7 assert that D(L) = D(Zh) = D(LY)
and for u € D(L)y, we have

/E(fu T hu)vdp = 0, /E(Zu —(h+&)L u)vdp =0,
for any v € D(E%F),. Since D(E%F), c L*°(F, 1) densely, we obtain for any u e D(L),,

fhuzfu—h-u and L u= Lu.

h+e

THEOREM 18 If (T})0 is recurrent, then there exists a sequence of functions (Xn)ns1 in
D(L)y with 0< xn <1 and limy, oo Xn = 1 pi-a.e. satisfying limy, oo (=LXn, Xn) = 0. Furthermore,
limy, 00 —LXn = 0 pi-a.e. and in L (E, p). In particular, (E°, D(E°)) is recurrent (see [3, Theorem
1.6.3] and Lemma[13(D)).
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Proof Let us choose h € L'(E, i), with h >0 p-a.e. and € > 0. Then we know that by Lemma,
[16l, EZ(Ef + fh) € D(L), for any f e L'(E,p), with f > 0. Observe

(1-T)GL(f + fh) =GL(ef + 1)~ =L G(ef + f1)

=@Z(sf+fh) - %ﬁ(fh—s+h+s)@g(ef+fh)

S G f + fh) + — E(sf+fh)-éf(sf+fh) -7

h+

pu-a.e. Consequently @Z(sf+ fh) = @if. Thusif 0< f <1, then 0< ag(ef +fh) <1 forall e >0.
Choosing (fn)ns1 € LY(E, 1)y, fn20for n>1, f, # 1 p-a.e. as n 7 oo, we obtain

0< th = lim ag(fnh) < limsup ag(afn + fah) < 1.

n—oo

Letting ¢ — 0, it follows 0 < G"h < 1 p-a.e. where G" is the potential operator associated with
—h .
(G,)a>0- Then using Lemma [I6l(c), we get

0 < G(h(1 - G")) =lim G.(h(1 - G"h)) = lim G (h - hGrh) = gg%@i‘h =GM"h<1,

Since (T)s0 is recurrent and h(1-G"h) e L' (E, jt)p, hence by Definition [di(b) G(h(1-G"h)) =0
p-a.e. Consequently, G1(h(1 — G"h)) = 0 and by injectivity of G1, G"h = 1 p-a.e. If we put
Xn = E}ih forn>1, then 0<x, <1 and x, # 1 p-a.e. as n 7 co. Moreover for all n > 1,

n

US(—fxn,xn)=—[Ef Eghxndu;fEf E%(h—hé}%h)xndu
1 _
== [ G- hxa)xndia+ [ (h=hxa)xadp
nJE n E

< L h(l - Xn)d:u

and s0 limy, o (=LXn; Xn) = 0.

DEFINITION 19 (T})s0 is said to be conservative if for some (and hence any) t >0, Tyl =1
p-a.e.

It is well known that if the Dirichlet form (£°, D(&°)) is strictly irreducible recurrent, then it
is conservative (cf. [3, Lemma 1.6.5] and [15, Corollary 1.3.8]). We have the following similar
result in the non-sectorial situation of this section.

COROLLARY 20 If (T})ss0 is recurrent, then it is conservative.
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Proof Let f e_Ll(E,,u)b with f > 0. Then by Theorem [I8] there exists (Xn)ns1 € D(L); such
that lim,, e —Lxy = 0 in L'(F, it). Consequently, we obtain

lim £(xn,G1f) = lim —/Efxnélfd,u =0.

From this, the conservativeness of (Tt)t>0 follows by well-known standard arguments.

3.1 Explicit conditions for recurrence

Now, we shall find an explicit sequence of functions to determine recurrence of (7})s. Assume
that there exists a non-negative continuous function p on £ with

Vpe L. (B,RY 1)

such that for r >0
E,:={zeFE: p(x)<r}

is a relatively compact open set in E and U,»oF, = E. For instance, if E is closed and so in
particular if E = R%, we may choose p(z) = |z|. Define for r > 0,

()= [ (A@)Tp(), Tp(@)u(dr). (12

Since E, is increasing in r, we may assume that vy (r) >0 for r > 0. From [2I, Theorem 3], if

[ —dr =, (13)

vy (r)

then the symmetric Dirichlet form (£°, D(E°)) is recurrent. Furthermore, starting from (I3)
we can explicitly construct a sequence of functions (xy)ns1 € D(E%F), such that 0 < x, < 1,
limy, oo Xn = 1 p-a.e. and limy, o0 E2(Xn, Xn) = 0. Indeed, let

nor
n = da
¢ fl v1(7) '

then a, >0, a, is finite for all n > 1 and lim,,_, o a, = . Let

1 0<r<l,
1 1fr L gt 1<r<
= - <r<n,
¥n(r) P )
0 n<r.

Then limy, o0 ¥n(r) = 1 dr-a.e. Let x5 (2) = ¥n(p(x)). Since the support of ¥, (r) is [0,n], the
support of x,, is E,. Similarly to [5, Theorem 2.2], we can show that x, € D(£%F);,. We have
Vxn(z) = —ilgn\El(:ﬂ)%Vﬂ(m). Hence by the transformation theorem for n > 1,

7,2

1 n
000 = [, AT (@), Txn@hdn) = o [ g (@)
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where v; is the unique measure on ([0, 00), B([0,00))) which has v; as distribution function. Let
7 be a standard mollifier on R. Set n.(r) = %n(g) so that [ n-(r)dr =1. Let

O fR w1 (r = ). (£)dt.

Then since v; is continuous and strictly increasing, v{ is also continuous and strictly increasing
and v{ uniformly converges to v; as € - 0 on each compact set in [0, 00). Let 5§ be the unique
measure on ([0, 00),B([0,00))) which has v] as distribution function. Then, for any continuous
function f, we have

[ rewitan = [Ty eyar— [T reman
as € —» 0. Consequently,
n 2 n 2
fl ﬁul(dr) =£i£%fl ﬁvf(r)'dr

:li_r)%/l (i )2v1(r) dr

pnydg A
“tim o ey )

n 1 2
= 2/ r dr + -
1 vi(r) vi(1)  vi(n)
Thus, £%(Xn, Xn) < a% + #1(1) Since the last term tends to 0 as n — oo, there exists a sequence

of functions (X )ns1 € D(EYF), with 0 < X, < 1, limyoeo Xn = 1 p-a.e. satisfying

7}1_1)1010 gO(Xna Xn) = 0.

Now, we present an explicit sufficient condition for recurrence of (7})s0. Let
v(r) = [E p(z) - [(B(z), Vp(x))|u(dx) (14)
and v5 be the measure on ([0, 00),B([0,00))) which has vy as distribution function. Let

v(r) = vi(r) +va(r) (15)

and v be the measure on ([0,00),B([0,00))) which has v as distribution function. Then it is
easy to see that v(A) > v;(A) for AeB([0,00)), i=1,2.

THEOREM 21 Let vy, v, v be defined as in (12), (I3) and (I3). If the sequence (ap)n>1 defined

by
ni= | ——dr, n>1,
a [ ’U(?") r,n

satisfies limy, oo a4y = 00 and limy, oo log(vzw 0, then (T})¢s0 is not transient. In particular,

if (T)s0 is additionally strictly irreducible, then (T})tso s recurrent.
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Proof In view of Corollary B(b), the last assertion follows from the first one. Concerning the first
one, it follows from Remark [T5] that it suffices to construct a sequence of functions (x)ns>1 C
D(E%F), with 0 < xp <1, limy 00 X = 1 pr-ace. satisfying

zim (£Con ) + [ (B, Vxa)ldp) =0, (16)

First assume that B is not identically zero with respect to p. For r > 0, let

1 0<r<l,

= 1—L/TLdt 1<r<n

e = 2w srem
0 n<r.

Then limy, 0 ¥ (7) = 1 dr-a.e. Let xn(2) = ¥n(p(z)). Then x, € D(E%F),. We have Vx,(z) =

_%1E»F1( )v(pp((x))) Vp(x). Hence for n > 1,

o)+ [ BIxaldu= [ (A@)Txa(@), Vrn(@)) + (B(@), Txa (@) un(dr)

- é e %(A(m)v,o(:v), Vp(z))u(dz)
L (’;ffgj)) (B(x), Vp(x))lpu(dz)
_ % 1" U(T:)2V1(d7‘) +$/1" U( S0
gé nv(:)zu(d )+ n/ o)
ot S

By our assumptions, the last term tends to 0 as n — oo. Consequently (7})0 is recurrent. If
B =0 p-a.e., then log(va(n) v 1) =0 and ([I8]) also holds.
|

COROLLARY 22 Let v1, ve, and v be defined as in (12), (1)), and (I3). The conditions on
(an)ns1 in Theorem [Z1] are satisfied, if one of the following conditions is fulfilled for sufficiently
large r:

(a) vi(r) <br? and vo(r) < blogr for some constant b> 0,
(b) v(r) <cr® for some constants ¢ >0 and a < 2.

Consequently, if either (a) or (b) holds, then (T})to is not transient. In particular, if (T})tso 1S
additionally strictly irreducible, then (T})io s recurrent.
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3.2 Examples and counterexamples

In this Subsection, we provide explicit examples and counterexamples. We start with several
counterexamples which show that the existence of (xp)n>1 C D(E%) such that 0 < x, < 1,
limy, 00 Xn = 1 p-a.e. and limy, oo E(Xn, Xn) = 0 is not a sufficient condition for recurrence of
(T})t>0 in contrast to the symmetric case where this is always true (cf. [3, Theorem 1.6.3]). At
the end of this Subsection, we discuss recurrence and transience related to Muckenhoupt weights.

3.2.1 A counterexample using results from [24]

Consider the case where E = R and (£°, D(&°)) is given as the closure of
Ef.9)= [ @) @), f.g¢C5(R)

on L*(R,p) where dy := e~ dz. Then it is easy to see that 1 e D(L%), L°1 = 0 and CJ*(R) c
D(LY). In particular, condition (C) is satisfied. Moreover, B(z) := ~6e™” satisfies (@) and so
by Lemma [I3] we can construct a closed operator (L, D(L)) which is a closed extension of
Lu = L% + Bu', ue D(L%)g, on LY(R, ) satisfying (a) and (b) in Lemma [[3 By [24, Remark
1.11 and Example 1.12], (T;)ss0 is not conservative, hence not recurrent by Corollary

Since p(R) < oo, the restriction of (7)o on L2(R, ) coincides with the L2(R, u)-semigroup
(T})ss0- Thus (L, D(L)) is given as the part of (L, D(L)) on L*(R, u), i.e.

D(L) ={ue L*(R,u)nD(L): LueL*R,p)}

and
Lf:=Lf feD(L).

Let D := D(50)07b. Then for f € D(L), g € D, we have by (1),

E(1,9) = (-L.9) = €°(f9)+ [ By fap.

and

ENf ) <EST)

where ¢’ denotes the derivative of g. Thus & satisfies (H1)-(H3). By construction of (L, D(L)),
we have .
D(L%)op € D(L)oyb

and if uw e D(L%)g;, then u € L*(R, 1) and
Lu= L%+ Bu' € L*(R, ).

Consequently, Cg°(R) ¢ D(L%)o, ¢ D(L)op. Choose (Xn)ns1 € CF°(R) such that 0 < x, < 1,
limy, o0 Xn = 1 p-a.e. and | xy, ||y < 2/n. It then follows from (I0), that

lim (=Lxn, Xn) = lim E(xpn, Xn) = lim Eo(xn,xn) =0.
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3.2.2 A generic counterexample

We call the following counterexample generic, since it works for a large class of . We let hence
E =R, ¢ : R > R* be locally bounded above and below by strictly positive constants with
¢ e L2 (R,dzx), du = pdr and B(z) = ﬁ for some constant b # 0. Note that these general

loc

assumptions on ¢ imply that C§°(R) ¢ D(L°)g, ¢ D(L)o, and that

szé ”+(%+B)f’, feCr(R).

These two facts are important for our arguments below. In particular, condition (C) is satisfied.
Using similar arguments as in Subsection [3.2.1] we can construct a generalized Dirichlet form £
satisfying (H1)-(H3) and such that £ is given as an extension of

E(f.9) =5 [ F'@) @)~ [ BE)I@)g@)n(dn), f.9¢ O (R)

on L?(R, ). By the specialties of dimension one, £ can be symmetrized, i.e. there exists a
symmetric Dirichlet form (€, D(€)) whose infinitesimal generator (L, D(L)) coincides with
(L,D(L)) locally. This will be realized in (20]) below.

For n > 1, let V, := (-n,n) be the open interval from —n to n in R and (£%Y», D(£%"")) be the
symmetric Dirichlet form given as the closure of

1 I 0
50"/"(]“,9) - 5/‘; fgdu, f,gGCQ (Vn)

Let (L%V», D(L%"")) be the closed linear operator on L?(V;,, 1) corresponding to (£%V», D(£%Vn)).

Since B satisfies ([I0)), by [24, Proposition 1.1], we can construct a closed operator (an,D(fV”))
which is the closure of LYy = L%V*u + Bu', uw e D(L%Y*), on LY(V,,, ). Let (LY*, D(L'*)) be

the part of (ZV",D(ZV")) on L?(Vy, 1), then we have D(L%"V), ¢ D(L""),

—Va

LY f=T"f=L""f+Bf', feD(L""™"), (17)

and
eV (f.9) [ Bfgdu=- [ LV fgdu, f DLy, g DE).

Let (GY")as0 be the Cy-resolvent of contractions corresponding to (LY», D(L"")). Since the
L%(p)- and L?(dx)-norms are equivalent on V,,, D(%V*) = H}(V},) := the closure of Cg°(V;,)
with respect to the norm \/j’vn(u2 + (u)?2)dx in L?(V,,dx). Thus, u € D(E%V"), if and only if u
is equal a.e. to an absolutely continuous function which has a.e. an ordinary derivative belonging
to L?*(V,,dr) and u does not have a boundary value, i.e. for any v € C5°(V,),

[ u’vdx:—/ wv'dzx.
Va Vn

z o'(s)+2b .
oo ™)

Let

B(w) = exp (18)
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and (€Y, D(E%V")) be the bilinear form on L*(V,,,@dz) defined by
M (fg) =y [ 19, f.ge DEN),

Since the L?(u)- and L2(c25dx)—norn~18 are equivalent on Vi, (€ n D(E%V")) is a symmetric
Dirichlet form on L?(V,,, dz). Let (LY", D(L"")) be the closed linear operator on L?(V;,, Zdzx)
corresponding to (EV», D(E%V)).

LEMMA 23 D(IV) = D(L®V") and for ue D(LV"),
LVru= L%y + Bu'.

Proof Suppose that u € D(L%Y"). We first show that u € D(L'"), ie. v — EVn(u,v) is

continuous with respect to /(v,v) 12 (v, zdz) O D(E%V). Let

w(a) = exp( [ —ss).

It is easy to see that @ =1 and that vy € D(E%V") for any v € D(E%""). Then

1 1 1
0,Vn _ = ! / _Z 10 - 10
EN (u, ) 5 /Vn u' (v) pdx 5 fv u' v hpdr + 5 /V” u' Y vedr.

n

Consequently, we obtain

b
gv"(u,v):—/v LO’V”u-m/)gpdx—/V ;u'm/}gpdm,

n

hence u € D(L'") and _
LVru = L%y + By,

Conversely, suppose that u € D(L'*) and that v € D(E%"). Then 7 € D(&%") and

&V 1 1 Y’
n( —)—2/ cpda:—éfv u’fu'gpdm—§/v u’fuﬁgpdx

Consequently, we obtain

OV (u,v) :—fv LV %&dx+f %u Egpd:z:

and so u € D(L%").
O

Let (GY")as0 be the Co-resolvent of contractions corresponding to (LY», D(Z"")). By Lemma
23 and (7)), we obtain D(L"") = D(L%"") and for any u € D(L%""),,

LV = LV .
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Since (ZY», D(L"*)) is a Dirichlet operator on L?(V,,,3dxz), we get D(LV"), ¢ D(L"*) densely
and so by Lemma 23]

(1= LY)D(LY)y = (1= L)D(L)y € L2 (Viy, Fdar) = L2 (Vs o)
densely. Consequently, we obtain D(L"*) = D(L"*) and for u e D(L""),
LV =TV .
It follows that for f e L?(Vj,, 1),
Gt f=(a=LY) " f=(a-L") f= Gy f, prace. (19)
The Cp-resolvent of contractions (G )aso of (L, D(L)) is defined by
Gaf = 1im G (f+1v,), p-ace. fe L} (R,p1)

(cf. proof of Lemma [[3]). For the Cy-resolvent of contractions (G )aso of (L, D(L)), it holds
(see right after Lemma [I3))

Gof =Cuf=1lim G (f-1y.) = lim G¥(f-1v.), pace. fe L'(R, 1) n LA(R, p),

hence Gof = lim,co GY"(f - 1v,), f € L2(R, p).

Next, we will construct a symmetric Dirichlet form on L2(R, Zdz) which extends (£V, D(£%V))
for any n > 1. We have already constructed a sub-Markovian Cy-resolvent of contractions
(GY") 50 on L2(V,, @dx). For f e L*(R,3dx), a>0

Gof = lim G (f-1y,)
exists pdz-a.e. and (éa)(po is a Sub—Markov~ian Cy-resolvent of contractions on L?(R, gdx) (ch.
proof of Lemma [T3). Since for each n > 1, (G¥*)4s0 is symmetric, so is (Gg)aso. Let (€, D(E))

be the symmetric Dirichlet form corresponding to (G )aso. Then (£, D(E)) is a closed extension
of

1 ~ oo
5 L F'95ds, f.9¢CE®).
For f e L*(R,p) n L*(R, @dz), using the above and (I9) it holds
Gof = lim G (f-1y,) = lim G (f -1v,) = Gof, p-ace. (20)

Therefore, the potential operators of (G4, )as0 and (Ga)a>0 are the same on L' (R, u)nL' (R, Zdx)
and the recurrence or transience of (G )as0 and (Gg)as0 are equivalent.
REMARK 24 If we choose ¢ and b so that either it holds

o 1 0 1
fo @($)dx<oo or foo(z(:p)da:<oo, (21)

where @ is as in (I8), then it follows similarly to [16, Theorem 3.11] that € is not recurrent.
Consequently, £ 1s also not recurrent. However, as in Subsection [3.2.1], there exists a sequence
of functions (xn)n>1 € C§°(R), such that 0 < x,, <1, limy, e Xp =1 p-a.e. and

lim E(xpn, xn) = 0.

27



For instance, if ¢(z) = e, b= %, then P(x) = e *exp((e® - 1)) for z > 0. Consequently

o) 1 =3 et
—d =/ ——dx =1,
/0 ?(x) = Jo exp(e® - 1) v

and so the criterion (2I]) of Remark 24]is satisfied. Moreover, it is easy to see that for this choice
of ¢ and b, £ has the following additional properties: £ is not conservative and £ does not satisfy
the weak sector condition, i.e. it holds

“u |(=Lu,v)|
p =
uwecs (R)N0} |4l peeoyllvlpeeoy

Replacing ¢(z) = e ¥l by () = min{1, ﬁ} the criterion (2I]) of Remark 24]is still satisfied, but
& becomes conservative and does not satisfy the strong sector condition, i.e. it holds
N (Luw)
p =
uweCe (R)N0} /EO(u, u)\/E0(v,v)

However, in this case, it is not easy to see whether £ satisfies the weak sector condition or not.

EXAMPLE 25 Choosing ¢(z) =1 and B(x) = b for some constant b 0, gives another example
where the criterion (Z21) of Remark[Z]) is satisfied. Hence € is not recurrent, but there exists a
sequence of functions (Xn)n>1 € C5°(R) such that 0 < xp, <1, limy o0 Xn = 1 p-a.e. and

lim g(Xan) =0. (22)

However, by [24, Proposition 1.10(c)], dz is (T;)-invariant. This example shows that even though
(22) holds and the reference measure dx is (T)-invariant, (T)eo does not need to be recurrent.
Obuviously, in this example £ satisfies the weak sector condition, but not the strong sector condi-
tion, i.e. £ is not sectorial in the sense of this paper.

3.2.3 Muckenhoupt weights

In this Subsection, we present a class of examples of ¢ and B applying Corollary 22]and Corollary
[M4(a). We consider the case where E = R? with d > 2 and (%, D(E?)) is given as the closure of

Ef.9) = [ (VS Va)du. f.9¢CF R

on L*(R%, 1), where du = pdz and ¢ is an Ag-weight, 3 € [1,2] (cf. [28, Definition 1.2.2]). Note
that for ¢ € Ag (short for ¢ is an Ag-weight), 5 € [1,2], the closability follows since Ag c A
and é e L} (R dx) for any ¢ € Ay (cf. [28, Remark 1.2.4]). Assume that B e L2 (R4 RY, 1)

loc

satisfies (I0]) and that D(L%)g; is a dense subset of L'(R%, ), i.e. condition (C) is satisfied.
REMARK 26 For instance, if ¢ = &2, ¢ € H"*(R% dz), ¢ > 0 dz-a.e. where H'2(RY, dz)

loc
denotes the usual Sobolev space of order one in L*(R? dx) and Hllo’f(Rd,da;) ={f:f-xc¢€
HY2(RY dx) for any x € CE(RY)}, then C*(RY) ¢ D(LP) and (C) holds. Another example is
given in [3.2.3(c) below, where the drift coefficient may even not be in L} (R, ), i.e. in the
non-semimartingale case.
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Under the present assumptions, we can construct as before a generalized Dirichlet form &£ sat-
isfying (H1)-(H3) and which is an extension of

fRde, Vg)du—fRd<B,Vf)g(w)du, frge{f e DL )op : (B,Vf) e L*(E,p)}.
We consider the following condition on B:

There exist constants M >0 and « € R such that
(B(z), )| < M(1+|z[)*

for p-a.e. sufficiently large |z|.

(a) Let ¢ be a Muckenhoupt A;-weight and d = 2. By [28] Proposition 1.2.7], for r > 1 and some
constant A
vi(r) < Ar?.

Since ¢ € Aj, there exists p > 1 such that ¢” € A; (cf. [26, IX. Theorem 3.5 (Reverse Holder)]).
We may assume that o 1% +2 # 0 (otherwise choose a slightly bigger p). Note that for sufficiently
large r > 1,

valr) = /Br (B (@), 2)lp(w)de < ( fBT ‘F’pdx)%( fBT |(B(x),x)|ﬁdw)p?1

2, 2p-2
<CL+r) 5 5 =C(1+r)**2,

where C is some positive constant. By Corollary 22 if « < -2, then &£ is not transient.

(b) Let ¢ be a Muckenhoupt Ag-weight with 1 <3 <2. Then the assumptions (A), (B) and (C)
in [22] are satisfied on R? for (€%, D(E)) (cf. [19, Lemma 5.2]). Furthermore, by [22, Proposition

2.3] and [23, Section 4], there exists a measurable function (p}(z, Y))150,2,yere and some constant
C > 0 depending on 3, d and A such that

T f(x) = fRd pi(z,9) f(y)p(dy) p-ae. x e RY,

where f € L2(R%, 1) and (T))ss0 denotes the Cp-semigroup of contractions on L2(R?, i) corre-
sponding to (%, D(£°)) and for any t >0 z,y € RY,

LGPy g CUe TR g p
Iy R S A W5 JaB e B ) P(50)

By Remark Blc), (£°, D(£°)) is irreducible. Consequently, by [23, Corollary 4.12], Remark Bi(b)
and (d)

/1 e (23)

if and only if (£, D(£°)) is transient. Hence, by Corollary [4(a), (23) is a sufficient criterion
for transience of £.
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¢) Let () := |27 with —d < 1. Note that then C°(R?\ {0}) ¢ D(L°)g for any n > —d, hence
0 K
(C) holds. Then

vi(r) = fB |z|"dx = Cyrd,
where C7 depends on d and for sufficiently large r > 1,

Co(1 + r)otdn a+d+n+0,

va (1) = fBT|<B(:E),:E)|-|x|77d3:S{ Cylog (1+7) a+d+n=0,

where Cy depends on d and M. For —d < n < d, it is well-known that ¢ € Ay. By (b) (cf. 23)), if
—-d+2<n<d, then & is transient. Moreover by Corollary 22] if one of the following conditions
is satisfied, then £ is not transient.

(cl) d+n=2and a <-2.
(c2) d+ne(0,2) and a+d+n<2.

Similarly to [24, Section 3] one can show that there exists a diffusion process associated with &£
and similarly to [27, Theorem 4.5] one can then derive a semimartingale characterization of this
process. In particular, if d +n € (0,1], then the associated process will not be semimartingale.
Thus (c2) asserts that we are able to determine non-transience or recurrence of this process even
in the non-semimartingale case.

4 Proofs of Lemmas [13] and 17

Proof (of Lemma [I3) Let V cc E. Then (£°, D(%Y)) is a regular sectorial Dirichlet form on
L*(V,p). Denote by (L% D(L%V)) its generator on L?(V,u). The following results can be
derived similarly to in [24] Proposition 1.1, Theorem 1.5 and Lemma 1.6]. We obtain:

(a) LVu:= L%V + (B, vu), u e D(L%Y), is closable on L'(V,u). The closure (EV,D(ZV))

generates a sub-Markovian Cp-resolvent of contractions (G, )as0-
(b) D(fv)b c D(E%Y) and for u € D(fv)b, ve D(EMY),, we have

Eo(u,v)—fV(B,Vu)vd,uz—/vauvd,u

and v
50(u,u):—/vf uudp.

Define for f e LY(E,p), a> 0
Cuf=Co(f 1v).

Then (EZ)ODO can be extended to a sub-Markovian Cy-resolvent of contractions on L'(E, u).
Indeed, if V; and V5 are relatively compact open sets in E and Vj c Vb, then for f e L'(E, u)
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with f >0 p-a.e. it holds (cf. [24, Lemma 1.6])

@Zlf < a}ff, p-a.e. (24)

Let (V,,)n>1 be relatively compact open sets in E such that Vi Vi forall n>1 and Ups,V, =
E.If fe LY(E,p) with f >0 p-a.e., then

Gof = lim a}flf

exists p-a.e. and is independent of the choice of relatively open sets (V},),>1 by (24]). For general
fe LY E, ), let Gof := Goft = Gaof . Then (Gy)aso is a sub-Markovian Cp-resolvent of con-
tractions on L'(E, u) (cf. [24, Theorem 1.5(a)]). If (L, D(L)) is the generator of (G4 )as0, then
it satisfies conditions of Lemma [[3] (see, [24], Theorem 1.5]).

O

Note that (L, D(L)) is a closed extension of (L, D(L°)g;) on L'(E, i), but not necessarily the
closure.

Proof (of LemmalI6)) Let V cc E. Since £Y- and Elo’h—norms are equivalent on D(E%Y), (%", D(E%V))
is also a regular sectorial Dirichlet form on L?(V,p). Denote by (L%™V, D(L%"V)) its gen-
erator on L2(V,p). Then we obtain D(L%V) = D(L%"V) and LO"Vu = LO0Vu - h - u for

we D(L%V) = D(L%™Y). Furthermore, similarly as in Lemma [[3, we obtain:

(¢) LV = LYyt (B, vu), u e D(L""V), is closable on L'(V, 1). The closure (Zh’v, D(Zh’v))

generates a sub-Markovian Cy-resolvent of contractions (Ea’ )as0-

(d) D(fh’v)b c D(E™Y) and for u € D(fh’v)b, veD(EMY),, we have

Eo’h(u,v)—fV(B,Vu)vd,uz—/th’vuvd,u

and
EVM (u,u) = —/th’vuudu.

(e) D)= D(T") and for u e D(T™"),

Eh’vu = fvu - h-u.

Since the graph norms of L™" and LY are equivalent on D(LO’V), we obtain the last statement

(e).
Define for f e L*(E,p), a>0
G =G ().

.. —h,V .
Then similarly to the above (G )aso can be extended to a sub-Markovian Cy-resolvent of
contractions on L'(E,p). As in the (Gg)aso case, choose relatively compact open sets (Vi )ns1
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such that V,, ¢ V1 for all n.> 1 and U1V, = E. Then for f € L*(E, ) with f >0 p-a.e. Gh o

is 1ncreasmg in n and

f

hVn

af_h a f

exists p-a.e. and is independent of the choice of relatively compact open sets (V,,),>1. For a
general f e L'(E,p), let GZ f= GZ - GZ f~. Then (aZ)mO is a sub-Markovian Cy-resolvent
of contractions on L'(E,p) and its generator (fh,D(fh)) satisfies properties (a) and (b) of
Lemma [T6
Next, we show that D(fh) = D(L). By definition, if v € D(L), then there exists f € L'(E, u)
such that B L

u=Caf = lim Go" (- 11;)

where V,, cc E, V,, ¢ V41 and V,, ~ E. Without loss of generality, we may assume that f > 0.

Since V,, is relatively compact open for n > 1, D(LV") D(L oV

functions (g, )ns1 ¢ L'(E, 1) with supp(g,) ¢ V,, such that

). So there exists a sequence of

Gl (f 1) =G g,

for all n > 1. In partlcular (a- " Vn)GZn(f -1y,) = gn. Since I = Tt b for any
we DT = D(IT™),

gn=F Ly, +h-Go(f-1v,) > 0.

Since G, (f-1y;,) is increasing in n and converges to Gy f p-a.e. and in L'(E, 1), g:=limy, oo gn =
f+h-Gof ex1stsuae
We claim that hm G ' "(g ly,) = hm G gn Since G "(fly,) < Gof, we have gly, > gn,

hence G (g ly,) > G gn and

—=h,Va

|Ga

—h,Vn
(9 1) - Go " galrign = G|

— —V,
W h(Gaf =G (F - 1) |2y
= —Vn
< EHhHL‘”(p) |Gaf =G (f - 1v) 1 wy-
Since limy, e EV"(f 1y, ) Gof in LY(E,p) and limn_,(><> hv”(g ly,) = Gag in LY(E, ), we

—h,
have limy, . G, = Gag in L'(E, ). Since G gn is increasing in n, it converges p-a.e.

«
yVn
«

hence, lim, oo G, " gn = GZg p-a.e. and in L'(E, p). Therefore

Gof = lim EZ’Vngn = lim EZ’Vn (g-1y,) = 629
with g = f + h-Gqf and so D(L) c D(fh).

Likewise, if u € D(fh) such that u = EZf = limn_,(><>
then v € D(L) and aZf = Gog, where g= f —h- Gaf.

hvn(f 1y, ) where f € LY(E, p) with f >0,

|

Proof (of Lemma [7) Consider the real Hilbert space L?(E,(h + ¢)u). Then it is easy to
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see that (%Y, D(E%Y)) is a regular sectorial Dirichlet form on L2(V,(h + €)u). Denote by
(LYY D(L%*V)) the L*(V, (h+¢)u)-generator of (€Y, D(E%Y)) on L?(V,(h+¢)u). Then we
can show D(L%V) = D(L%Y) as before. Furthermore, we obtain:

(f) L5Vu := L%Vu + (B®,vu), u € D(L%V), is closable on L*(V,(h + ¢)u). The closure

< Ea 7V . . el
(L= ,D(L”")) generates a sub-Markovian Cy-resolvent of contractions (G., )aso-

(2) D(fa’v)g7 c D(E%Y) and for u € D(fa’v)b, veD(EYY),, we have

E%u,v) - /V(BE, Vu)v(h +¢e)dpu = - fvfe’vuv(h +e)du

and

E%u,u) = - fvfe’vuu(h +e)dpu.

() D(IT"Y) =D(T") and for ue DT,

If we define for fe LY(E, (h+¢e)p), a>0,
G =T (),

then (Ga )a>0 can be extended to a sub-Markovian Cy-resolvent of contractions on Ll(E (h+
e)it). As in the (Gy)aso case, choose relatively compact open sets (V;,)ns1 such that V,, ¢ Vpuy1

for all n > 1 and U,s1V, = E. Then for f e LY(E, (h+¢)p) with f >0 p-a.e., Ga ' f is increasing
in n and
Gof = lim G Vg

exists p-a.e. and is independent of the choice of relatively compact open sets (V},)n»1. For a gen-
eral f e LY(E, (h+e)p), let aZf = éiﬁ —@Zf’. Then (@Z)wo is a sub-Markovian Cy-resolvent
of contractions on L' (E, (h+¢)p) and its generator (I”, D(L")) satisfies properties (a) and (b) of
Lemma[IT

Next we show D(LZ°) = D(T). If u € D(L°), then there exists f € L'(E,(h + £)u) such that
u=G, of =limp 0 G G o "(f-1y,) where V,, cc E and V,, # E. Without loss of generality, we may

assume that f > 0. Slnce V,, is relatively compact open in F for all n > 1, D(L8 V") = D(LV")

So there exists a sequence of functions (g, )ns1 ¢ L' (E, i) with supp(gy) ¢ V,, such that

Vn
G (1) =G gn

for all n > 1. So we have (a - " "G Vn(f 1y,) = gn. Since 7"y = anu for u € D(an) =

DT, gn = (h+e)f-1v, + a(l - (h+e)C " (f - 1y,). Since hmn%o G o (I v,)=G.f
(h+¢&)p-a.e. and in LY(E, (h+¢e)u), g:=limy 00 gn = (R +e)f +a(l - (h+€))Gaf exists p-a.e.
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We claim that lim,, e @Zn Gn = limy, o0 @Zn (g-1y,).
Indeed,
_Vn _Vn 2 ~ 7Vn
HGa (g ’ 1Vn) - Ga gnHLl(u) < (1 + HhHL""(,u) + E) ’ HGZf - GZ (f ’ 1Vn)HL1(u)

1 — —e,Vn
< E(1+ 1l ey +€) - 1Gaf = G " (F * 1u) 23 (o)

and since limy, o E‘ZV"(f 1y,) = Gof in LYE, (h + ¢)p) and limy,_ e EZ”(g ‘1y,) = Gug in
LY(E, i), we have lim,,_, o GZ”gn =Gogin L' (E, ). Since GZ”gn is increasing in n, it converges

p-a.e. moreover lim, oo G, gn = Gog p-a.e. and in L'(E, ). Therefore,
al . -~ 7Vn . —=Vn -
GZf:JEI(}OGZ (f'lvn)ZJgI(}OGa (g'lvn):Gag-

Likewise, we can show converse that if f € D(L), then there exists a function g € L'(E, (h+¢)p)
such that G, f = GZg.

|
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