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Abstract

We prove Fatou’s theorem for nonnegative harmonic functions with
respect to killed subordinate Brownian motions with Gaussian com-
ponents on bounded C'! open sets D. We prove that nonnegative
harmonic functions with respect to such processes on D converge non-
tangentially almost everywhere with respect to the surface measure as
well as the harmonic measure restricted to the boundary of the domain.
In order to prove this, we first prove that the harmonic measure re-
stricted to 0D is mutually absolutely continuous with respect to the
surface measure. We also show that tangential convergence fails on the
unit ball.
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1 Introduction
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In [15] Fatou showed that bounded classical harmonic functions in the unit disc
converge nontangentially almost everywhere. The nontangential convergence
of harmonic functions is generally called Fatou’s theorem. Later the Fatou’s
theorem for diffusion processes is extended into many directions. The Fatou
theorem is established on more general domains and in [I] the author proved
the Fatou’s theorem for classical harmonic functions on uniform domains. The

other direction is to establish the Fatou’s theorem for more general operators
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than Laplacian. In [9] the authors established Fatou’s theorem for a family
of elliptic operators in the unit ball in C%, d > 2. These results deal with the
nontangential convergence of harmonic functions with respect to operators
that correspond to diffusion processes.

The Fatou’s theorem is also established for pure jump processes. In [4[5]
the authors showed that regular harmonic functions with respect to stable
processes (see for definition of the regular harmonic functions) converge
nontangentially almost everywhere on half-spaces and Lipschitz domains, re-
spectively. The Fatou’s theorem is established for other jump processes and
in [I7] the author proved the Fatou’s theorem for harmonic functions with
respect to censored stable processes on bounded C! open sets.

Recently, there have been many interests about Markov processes that
have both diffusion and jump components. A typical prototype of these pro-
cesses would be an independent sum of a Brownian motion with a symmetric
stable process and their potential theoretical properties have been investigated
in [T0HI2]. In [20] the authors studied subordinate Brownian motions (SBMs)
with Gaussian components and established the boundary Harnack principle
for harmonic functions with respect to such processes, established sharp two-
sided Green function estimates, and identified the Martin boundary with the
Euclidean boundary of C™! open sets.

In this paper we consider subordinate Brownian motions X with a diffu-
sion component and a quite general jump component (see Section [ for precise
definition). The main goal of this paper is to prove that the Fatou theorem
holds true for nonnegative harmonic functions with respect to killed processes
XP (Corollary AI2) on bounded C'! open sets D. We prove that the non-
tangential convergence occurs almost every point with respect to the surface
measure of dD. Note that this is a very different situation from a case when
underlying processes are pure jump processes. For regular harmonic functions
with respect to symmetric stable processes the authors in [4l[5] showed that
the Fatou theorem for stable processes requires more restrictive conditions
than for Brownian motions. For harmonic functions with respect to killed

symmetric stable processes, it is proved that a certain harmonic function is



comparable to §p(x)% !, which can not converge as the point z approaches
a point in 9D in [8, Equation 11].

We prove the Fatou theorem using both analytical techniques and prob-
abilistic techniques that are similar to [I7] or [I8]. However, this process is
not straightforward. In the probabilistic techniques to establish the Fatou
theorem for censored stable processes in [I7] or the relative Fatou theorem
for symmetric stable processes in [I§], the author identified the probabilis-
tic martingale convergence of nonnegative harmonic functions with analytical
nontangential convergence and an oscillation estimate for harmonic functions
on balls of different radii played an important role ( [I7, Proposition 3.9]
and [I8, Proposition 3.11]). The oscillation estimate for harmonic functions
on balls with respect to those processes is quite straightforward due to ex-
plicit expressions for Poisson kernels for balls for stable processes. Such ex-
plicit expressions for the Poisson kernels are not available anymore for general
subordinate Brownian motions with Gaussian components. To overcome this
difficulty, we first establish relative Fatou theorem for harmonic functions with
respect to killed processes (Theorem [BH) and we use the relative Fatou theo-
rem to identify the probabilistic convergence with the analytic nontangential
convergence (Proposition ET).

This paper is organized as follows. In Section Pl we define the subor-
dinate Brownian motions with Gaussian components and state a few prop-
erties about them. In Section [B] we establish the relative Fatou’s theorem
for harmonic functions with respect to X, which asserts the existence of
nontangential limit of the ratio of harmonic functions with respect to killed
processes. In Section Ml we prove the Martin measure of harmonic function
F(z) := Py(X,, € 0D), which represents the probability that the processes
exit the domain through the boundary, is absolutely continuous with respect
to the surface measure (Theorem [L11]) and establish the Fatou theorem for
XD (Corollary EET2). In Section [§] we establish an integral representation
theorem (Theorem [B3) for harmonic functions with respect to X. We also
show that our result is best possible by showing that tangential convergence

of harmonic functions on the unit ball can fail.



In this paper the upper case constants A, Ry, Ry, Rs, C1,Cs, C3, Cy will be
fixed. The value of lower case constants ¢, d, 1, ¢ or ¢y, co, -+ will not be

important and may change from line to line.

2 Preliminaries

In this section we define subordinate Brownian motions with Gaussian com-
ponents and state some properties about them. Recall that a subordinator
S = (St > 0) is an one-dimensional Lévy process taking values on [0, 00)
with increasing sample paths. A subordinator S can be characterized by its

Laplace exponent ¢ through the relation
E[e %] = e M > 0,A> 0.

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

subordinator is a Bernstein function with ¢(0+) = 0 and can be written as

B(N) = bA +/( )(1 —e Mym(dt), X>0,
0,00

where b > 0 and m is a measure on (0, 00) satisfying f(o,oo)(l At)ym(dt) < .

m is called the Lévy measure of ¢. In this paper we will assume that b > 0 in

order to have a nontrivial diffusion part for subordinate Brownian motions.

Without lose of generality we assume b = 1.

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

Af@) + [ (Fa+w) = f0) = V@) ylgyien) )

Rd



where the measure J has the form J(dy) = j(|y|)dy with j : (0,00) — (0, 00)
given by

jlr) = / (47rt)7d/267T2/(4t)m(dt).
0
Throughout this paper we will impose two conditions on ¢ and m.

Condition 2.1 1. The Laplace exponent ¢ of S is a completely Bernstein
function. That is, the Lévy measure m has a completely monotone den-
sity (i.e., m(dt) = m(t)dt and (—1)"D™m > 0 for every non-negative

integer n).
2. For any K > 0, there exists ¢ = ¢(K) > 1 such that
m(r) <em(2r) for re (0, K).

Note that Condition 21]is the main assumption imposed in [20].
There are many important subordinators that satisfy Condition 2] and

we list some of most important examples.

=1

(A

Example 2.2 1. A function £(x) is slowly varying at oo if lim 6(( x))
T—r 00 T

for all A > 0. Let ¢(\) be a complete Bernstein function which satisfies

A+ A2 < G(N) < A+ 20N,

for some constants 0 < ¢1 < ca < 00, 0 < a < 2, and £(\) is slowly
varying at co. It follows from [19, Theorem 2.10] that Conditions[21] are
satisfied for those processes. In particular these classes contain the sum
of Brownian motions and symmetric stable processes, relativistic stable
processes with mass m, and mixed stable processes and the corresponding
B(N) are given by ¢(A) = A+ A2, ¢(A) = A+ ((m¥* +X)*/2 —m),
AN =X+ X2 L N2 0 < B < a < 2, respectively.

2. Geometric stable subordinator

Let ¢(A) = A +1In(1 +X/2), 0 < a < 2. From [20, Theorem 2.4]
Conditions 2] are satisfied. Note that when o = 2 it corresponds to the

sum of Brownian motions and Gamma processes and the corresponding

Lévy density is given by m(t) = et;t



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

the strong Markov property, one can easily check that

pD(t,:E,y) = p(t,x,y) - Ew[p(t - TDvXTDvy);t > TD]v T,y € D

is continuous and is a transition density of X”. For any bounded open set

D c R?, we will use Gp(x,y) to denote the Green function of X i.e.,

Gp(r,y) :=/ pp(t,z,y)dt, x,y€D.
0

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

The Lévy density is given by J(z,y) = j(|z —y|), z,y € R? and it deter-
mines the Lévy system for X, which describes the jumps of the process X: For
any nonnegative measurable function F on Ry x R? x R? with F(s,z,7) =0

for all s > 0 and = € R?, and stopping time T with respect to {F; : t > 0},
T
Ex ZF(85X577XS) :EI / </ F(Svavy)'](XS;y)dy> dS °
=T 0 R4

Using the Lévy system, we know that for any nonnegative function f > 0 and

every bounded open set D we have

B [f(Xo) Xy # %] = [ [ Golan)u2)inf()dz, e D.
(2.1)
We define Kp(z,2) = [, Gp(x,y)J(y,z)dy and (ZI) can be written as

Eo [f(Xrp) Xrp_ # Xop] = /56 Kp(z,2)f(z)dz, =z € D. (2.2)

Now we state the definition of harmonic functions.



Definition 2.3 1. A function u : R* — [0,00) is said to be harmonic in
an open set D C R with respect to X if for every open set B whose

closure is a compact subset of D,

u(x) =E, [w(X;5)] for every x € B.

2. A function u : RY — [0,00) is said to be reqular harmonic in D with

respect to X if

u(z) =Ey [u(X-p)]  for every x € D.

8. A function u : R? — [0,00) is said to be harmonic with respect to XP

if for every open set B whose closure is a compact subset of D,
u(z) =E, [W(XE)] =E, [u(X;,), 75 < 7p] for every x € B.

Note that it follows from strong Markov property that every regular harmonic
function is harmonic.

The following Harnack principle is proved in [20, Proposition 2.2].

Proposition 2.4 There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that for any r € (0,1],
o € R? and any function f which is nonnegative in R and harmonic in

B(xzg,r) with respect to X we have

f@) <cf(y) forallx,y € B(xo,r/2).

Recall that an open set D in R? is said to be a (uniform) C'! open set if
there are (localization radius) Ry > 0 and A such that for every z € 9D there
exist a C'! function ¢ = 1, : R? — R satisfying 1(0,---,0) = 0, Vy(0) =
0,---,0), |V(z) — Vio(y)| < Aoz — y|, and an orthonormal coordinate
system CS, 1y = (y1, -+ ,Yd—1,Yd) := (J,yq) with its origin at z such that
B(z,Ro) N D = {y = (§,ya) € B(0,Rp) in CS, : yq > ¥(§)}. In this paper
we will call the pair (Rg, Ag) the characteristics of the C*! open set D.

We state the result about the Martin boundary of a bounded C''! open
set D with respect to X”. For the definition and its basic properties of the

Martin boundary we refer readers to [2I]. Fix xo € D and define

GD(xvy)
M =" D .
D(Iay) GD(any)7 T,y € ) y7£337$0



A positive harmonic function f with respect to X? is called minimal if, when-
ever g is a positive harmonic function with respect to X with g < f, one
must have f = cg for some positive constant ¢. Now we recall the identifi-
cation of the Martin boundary of bounded C'+! open sets D with respect to
killed processes X with the Euclidean boundary in [20].

Theorem 2.5 ( |20, Theorem 1.5]) Suppose that D is a bounded C** open
set in RY. For every z € 0D, there exists Mp(x,z) := ;g Mp(z,y). Fur-
thermore, for every z € 0D, Mp(-,2) is a minimal harmonic function with
respect to X and Mp(-,21) # Mp(-,22) for 21,22 € OD, 21 # z2. Thus the

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

Thus by the general theory of Martin boundary representation in [21] and
Theorem 5 we conclude that for every harmonic function u > 0 with re-
spect to X P, there exists a unique finite measure p supported on 9D such

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

Finally we observe that the Martin kernel Mp(z, z) has the following two-
sided estimates. Let dp(x) = inf{|z — 2| : z € D°} be the distance of z from
De.

Proposition 2.6 Suppose that D is a bounded CY' open set in RY, d > 2.
Then there exist constants ¢ = ¢1(d, D, ¢) and co = co(d, D, @) such that

op(x op(x
clﬁ SMD(x,z)ggﬁ, x €D, ze€0D. (2.3)
Proof. Let
\zfyl\dﬂ (1 A 5D‘(;Zi]‘32(y)) when d > 3,
gp(z,y) = 5p ()8 ( )‘
log (1 + D‘Tﬁy) when d = 2.

Then it follows from [20, Theorem 1.4] there exists ¢; = ¢1(d, D, ¢) and ¢a =
co(d, D, ¢) such that

cigp(z,y) < Gp(z,y) < cagp(z,y). (2.4)



From Theorem 2.5 the martin kernel Mp(z, z) can be obtained by Mp(x, z) =
li Gp (ZE, y)

im ———~%
y—z Gp(zo,2)
sition. O

. Now from (24]) we immediately get the assertion of the propo-

3 Relative Fatou theorem for harmonic func-
tions with respect to X7

Throughout this section we assume that D is a bounded C™' open set in
R?, d > 2 with the characteristics (Ro, Ag). In this section we prove relative
Fatou’s theorem for nonnegative harmonic functions u and v with respect to
XP. For any finite and nonnegative measure ; supported on D we define

MD,U(I) = MD(IaZ)/L(dZ)a zeD.
oD

Since Mp(+, 2) is harmonic with respect to X for z € D (see Theorem 25,
it is easy to see that Mpu(z) is nonnegative and harmonic with respect to
XD,

Now we define Stolz open sets. For z € 9D and § > 1, let

AP ={z € D:6p(x) < Ry and |z — z| < Bop(x)}.

We say = approaches z nontangentially if 2 — z and z € A? for some 3 > 1.

It is well known that C'! open sets satisfy uniform interior and exterior
ball property with some radius of R (see [2| Lemma 2.2]). By decreasing Ry
in the definition of C1'! open sets if necessary, we may assume R = Ry. In
particular C1:! open sets are x-fat open sets with £ = £2 (see [I§] for the
definition of k-fat open set). It follows from [I8, Lemma 3.9] that for any
z € 0D and B > 125 A% 5 () and there exists a sequence {yx} C A? such
that limg_ oo yx = z. From now on, we will always assume this condition for
8 so that A? # () for all z € OD.

Recall the following property of the surface measure o, called Ahlfors reg-

ular condition (see [23] page 992]): there exist constants Ry = Ri(D,d),



Cy = C1(D,d) and Cy = C3(D, d) such that for every z € 9D and r < Ry

O™t < Ce(@D N (B(z,r) \ B(z,7/2))) < 0(dD N B(z,7))
< Coo(D N (B(z,7)\ B(z,7/2))) < Cord=1. (3.1)

The next lemma is similar to [23] Lemma 4.4]. Since we are working on C1:!

open sets, the proof is simpler.

Lemma 3.1 Letv(z) = Mpv(z), where v is a finite and nonnegative measure

on 0D. For v-almost every point z € 0D, we have

liminf wv(z) > 0.
AESm—»zE@D

In particular v-almost every point z € D, we have

lim Op(z)
A3z, U (I)

= 0. (3.2)

Proof. If + — z € D nontangentially, there exists a constant 5 > 0 such
that

dp(z) < |z —z| < Bép(x).
Take x € D such that |z — z| < Ry and take w € B(z, |z — z|) N dD. Then
|z —w| < |z —z|+ ]z —w| < 2|z — 2| so that we obtain Mp(z,w) > ¢; Mp(x, 2)
by @3]l This implies

v(xz) > / Mp(z,w)v(dw) > ¢ Mp(z,z)v(B(z,|x — z|) N dD)
ODNB(z,|lxz—2z|)

5D(5E)
—_— —_ >
C2 | |d V(B(Z, |$ Z|) 6D) C3

v(B(z, |z — z]) N (9D)'

|z — z|@-1

Y

By (&I we have o(B(z, |z — 2| N dD)) > ca|lzr — 2|?! for some constant

c4(D, d). Hence we have

o(B(z,|x — z|)NID) > 1
v(B(z,|x — z|)ndD) — 7 wv(x)’

and by [0, Theorem 5] the symmetric derivative

lim su o(B(z,|x — z|) N dD)
oos? U(B(z, |z — 2|) N OD)

10



is finite v-almost every point z € 0D. a

The next lemma is an analogue of [23] Lemma 4.3].

Lemma 3.2 Let z € 0D and v be a nonnegative harmonic function with
respect to X P with Martin measure v. Suppose that yi is a nonnegative finite

measure on 0D. If lim Op(@)
Tz ’U(:Z?)

=0, then for every n > 0 we have

—ulzay Mp (@, w)p(dw)
lim faDﬂ{\ |>n}

=0.
Tz U(x)

If we assume lim Op(2)
Tz ’U(CL‘)

be taken nontangentially.

= 0 nontangentially, then the above limit also need

Proof. If |z —w| > n and |z — 2| < 7n/2, then |z —w| > n/2. Thus from 3]

we have

/ Mp(e,wpldn) < e [ LG
oDN{|z—w| >} oD |z—w|>n} |7 — W]
< en *Sp(z) w(9D).

Hence we have

Jop(js—ujzy Mo (@ w)p(dw) u(@D) op(x)
v(z) - ot u(r)

as T — z. O

Remark 3.3 Note that the condition lim Op(x)
r—z U ,I)

see this, take any points z,Q € 0D with 2 # Q. Let up = v = 4y, be Dirac
measures at z € 0D, v(x) = Mpv(x) = Mp(z,z), and n = |z — Q|/2. Then

1) z,w w
from (Z3)L lim inf o(@) > ¢|z—Q|% > 0. Clearly Loponie-vizm Mo@wnld)
t—Q  v(x) v(z)

= 0 cannot be omitted. To

1 for any x € D.

Suppose that p and v are two measures supported on 9D. It follows
from the Lebesgue-Radon-Nikodym theorem ( [I6, Theorem 3.8]) there exists
ps singular to v and f € LY(0D,v) such that du = fdv + dus. Such a

11



decomposition is called the Lebesgue decomposition. Consider all points z €
0D for which

i fB(z,r)maD (1f(w) = f(2)|v(dw) + ps(dw))
ey v(B(z,7) N D)

= 0. (3.3)

It is well-known that v-a.e. z € 9D (B3) holds true (for example, see [16]
Theorem 3.20 and 3.22]).

The next lemma is the nontangential maximal inequality that is analogous
to [23] Lemma 4.5].

Lemma 3.4 Suppose that p and v are nonnegative finite measure on 0D.
For any x € D and z € D such that |v — z| < tdp(x) there exist constants
c1 =c1(d, D, ¢, t) and ca = co(d, D, ¢, t) such that

¢ inf w(B(z,7)NOD) < faD Mp(z, w)p(dw) < ¢ sup w(B(z,r)NoD)
>0 v(B(z,7)NdD) = [y, Mp(z,w)v(dw) ~— = ;>0 v(B(z,r)NdD)’

Proof. The proof is similar to [23] Lemma 4.5] but we provide the details
for the reader’s convenience. Define B,, = B(z,2"|z — z|) N dD for n > 0
and Ay := By and A, = B, \ B,,—1 for n > 1. Suppose that w € By. Then
|z —w| <|z—z|+]|z —w| <3z — 2] and |z —w| > dp(x) > th;zl Hence it
follows from (23 there exist c3(d, D, ¢) and c4(d, D, ¢) such that

dp(z) 6p(z)
>
|z —w|d — s 3|z — 2|4’

Mp(z,w) > c3

and 5p(x) S ()
D\X t DX

< .
o —wld = Az —

Mp(z,w) < ¢y

Hence for any w,w’ € By we have

op(x) cs3%? c36p(x) c4 3%t
M < eyt = < M N.
(@ w) S |z — 2|4 ez 3x—z|? T ¢ p(,w')

Suppose that w € A,,, n > 2. Then |z—w| < |[z—z|+|z—w| < (2"+1)|z—2z| <
20ty — 2] and |z —w| > |w—z| — |z — 2| > (2"t = 1)|z — 2| > 2" 2|2 — z|.

Hence from @3] we have

op(x) c30p(x)
MD(Iaw) Z CBl(E—’LU|d - (2"+1)d|(b—2|d,

12



and
dp(x) c40p(x)
|z —w|? = (2n2)d|z — 2|4

Hence for w,w’ € A,, n > 2 we have

Mp(z,w) < ¢4

C45D (I) - C423d 035D (CE) C423d

M < -
D(:z:,w) ~ (2"_2)d|.’l,' . Zld c3 (2n+1)d|$ — Z|d - C3

C43dtd C423d
c 7 c3

Set ¢5 := max ( ) Then we have for any w,w’ € 4,, n >0

Mp(z,w) < csMp(z,w'). (3.4)

Set an := sup,ca, Mp(r,w) and b, := supys, ax for n > 0. Clearly
b, > a, for n > 0. Suppose that w € A,, and w’ € Ay with K > n + 1. Then
|z —w| < 2%z — 2| < 27|z — 2| < |z — w'|. Hence from Z3]] there exists a
constant ¢g = ¢(d, D, ¢) > 1 such that

op(x op(x
Mp(z,w') < ca E ﬁ(w3|d <a |3:[i(w)|d < ceMp(z,w).

Hence we have b,, < cga,, for all n > 0.
Since D is bounded there exists ko € N such that D C UM A,,. Hence
it follows from (m and from the fact that b, < cga,, we have

Mp (2, w)p(dw)

oD

ko
= > [ Mo wdn)

n=0"4n

ko ko

n=0 n=0

ko

< bo/l,(Bo) + Z bn (/J'(Bn) - /J'(Bn—l))

ko—1
< Z (bn — bn+1)M(Bn) + bkoM(Bko)

n=0

ko—1

a /L(Bn) ,U(Bko)
< ;(bn_anrl)y(Bn) V(Bn) +bkomy(Bk0)

13



IN
n
=

i)

ko—1
(Z (b, — bn-‘rl)’/(Bn) + bko’/(Bko)>

ko
w(B(z,r)NOD)
<
= ig% v(B(z,r) N9dD) 0 ant/(4n)
ko

pu(B(z,7) N D)
<
< OsCeSND R aD) ZO N Mp(z,w)v(dw)
_ u(B(z,7) N0D)
= cs5c6 iglo) SBNID) Jop Mp(z, w)r(dw)

Now set co := c5c6. The opposite inequality can be proved in a similar way

and this proves the assertion of the lemma. O

Now we state the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 3.5 Let u,v be nonnegative and harmonic functions with respect to
XP. Let u(x) = [, Mp(z,w)u(dw) and v(z) = [, Mp(z, w)v(dw), where
w and v are nonnegative and finite measures on 0D. Let du = fdv + dus be
Lebesgue decomposition of p with respect to v. Then for v-almost every point

z € 0D we have

1 =
I o (2)
as x — z nontangentially. More precisely, the convergence holds for every
)
z € 0D satisfying B3N and lim p(z) =0 as x — z nontangentially.
Tz ’U(CL‘)

Proof. The proof is similar to [23, Theorem 4.2] but we provide the details
for the reader’s convenience. Fix a point z € 9D that satisfies (T2)] and (B3]
Define dji = |f(-) — f(2)|dv + dps. Then given € > 0 we have

ue)
1)
1
= (@) ( - Mp(z, w)(f(w) = f(2))v(dw) + - Mp(z, w)us(dw)) '

- Jop MD(?EU)ﬂ(dw

14



faDﬁ{|w7z|2n} MD(xv w) ﬁ(dw) i faD MD(.’L', w) ﬂ'B(z,n) (dw)
v(x) v(x) ’

where fi| (.. is the truncation of i to B(z,m) N 9D and 1 > 0 is a constant

which will be determined later. Applying Lemma 3.4 to the measures fi|p(..»)
and v, we get
f@D Mp (Ia U)) :[1|B(z,7]) (dw)
v(x)
ﬂlB(ZJ?) (B(Z, T‘) N 8D)
c1sup
r>0 V(B(z,7)NOD)
Fopres (£00) = F)u(dw) + po(dw))
= cijsup ’ .
r<n v(B(z,r) N9D)
Using (B3]} choose 7 so that (5) < e/2. Since |f(-) — f(2)| € L*(dv), for
this n it follows from Lemma we can take 0 such that
Jopriiw—=zny Mp (@, w) fi(dw)
v(z)

for all x € A? with |z — 2| < 6. O

IN

(3.5)

e/2,

4 Harmonic measure and Fatou theorem

In this section we study the harmonic measure that is supported on 9D.
The main result is to show that the harmonic measure supported on 9D is
absolutely continuous with respect to the surface measure of C*!' open sets
D and to find the Radon-Nikodym derivative.

For any Borel subset A of R, we use T4 := inf{t > 0 : X; € A} to
denote the first hitting time of A. The next proposition is an analogue of [I8|
Proposition 3.1], which was stated only for xg but we remove this restriction

and prove the result to hold for all z € D.

Proposition 4.1 For any A € (0,1/2), there exists ¢ = ¢(D,d, ¢, \) > 0 such
that for any x,y € D satisfying |y — x| > 2dp(y) we have

]P)z (TB;} < TD) Z CGD(xvy)5D(y)d725

where By := B(y, Ap(y)).
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Proof. The proof in the case of d > 3 is almost identical to that of [I8]
Propostion 3.1]. We only give the proof in the case d = 2. Since z ¢
B(y,26p(y)), Gp(,-) is harmonic in B(y,2A0p(y)). Define Gplpi(z) :=
ka Gp(z,z)dz = E, U 1y (Xs)ds|. By Proposition 2] there exists a

constant ¢; > 0 such that
Gplpy(x) > e1Gp(@,y)dp(y)*. (4.1)

It follows from the strong Markov property that

TD
Gplpy(z) <P, (TBQ < TD) sup Ew/ 1y (X.) ds. (4.2)
0

wGBié‘
It follows from |20, Theorem 1.4] that for any w € B_lj‘,

Gp(w,v)dv < 02/ In(1+ M)dv.

D
E. 1 Xs)ds =
;e . P

By
(4.3)
Note that for w € B_lj‘, op(w) < |lw—y|+0ply) < (1 + Ndp(y). Hence
using a polar coordinate system centered at w and integration by parts with
du=rdr,v=In(1+ Wiglj(y)z), we see that (@3]l is bounded above by
02/ In(1+ M)dv
B3

lw —of?

2 2
02/ In(1 + w)dv
B(w,226p (1)) |w — v

27 2X0p (y) 2 2
02/ / rin(1+ M)drd@
0 0

r2

IN

IN

IN

(1+2)%n(y)? 20 W)

2
02(277[5 In(1 + - o

2X0p (y) (1+)\)25D( )

2 (L + V% (y
(1+))2
42 )

Er)

(2X\p(y ))
2

IN

ca(2m In(1+

) 2Xp (y)
+or [§<1 +X)20p(y)? n(r? + (14 N0 (y)?) )
0
(14?2 g, AN+ (14 ))2
47/\2) +m(1+A) ln(w)>

IN

c26p(y)? (47T)\2 In(1+
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< e30p(y)*

Combining @I @2 with the display above, we immediately get the asser-

tion of the proposition. O

For any positive harmonic function h with respect to X2 we use (IP’};, Xf)

to denote the h-transform of (]P’m, XtD). That is,
hMXP).
h(z)
In case h(-) = Mp(-,z) for some z € 9D, (Pi X[") will be denoted by

(Pz, X7). Now we prove a proposition that is an analogue of [I8, Proposi-

P (A) :=E, [ A} , A€F.

tion 3.10], which was stated only for zy but we remove this restriction.

Proposition 4.2 Suppose that X € (0,1/2). For any z € 9D and 8 > 1,
there exists ¢ = ¢(D,d, ¢, \,x, B) > 0 such that if y € A? satisfies 20p(y) <
| — yl, then

P: (5 <75) >c.
where By = B(y, \op(y)) and TJZ3§ =inf{t >0: X7 € B,}.

Proof. We only give the proof in the case of d = 2, the proof in the case
d > 3 is similar. Fix z € 0D and § > 1. Since B(y,2Xdp(y)) C D, Mp(-, 2)
is harmonic in B(y,2Adp(y)). By the Harnack principle (Proposition[24]), we
have Mp(Xt,,,2) > c1Mp(y,z) for some constant c¢; > 0. Now it follows
Y
from Proposition 1] that
Pz (T < 75)
1
- Hea™ [MD (XTBﬁ,z) Tp < TD}

Mp(y, 2)
ClMD(:C,z) By <7D

GD(xvy)MD(yv Z)
Mp(z,z)

It follows from [20, Theorem 1.4] that

Y

C2

Gp(z,y) > c3ln (1 + M) .

|z =yl

17



Let diamD := sup{|z — y| : z,y € D} be the diameter of a set D. Since
ye AS, |y — 2| < Bép(y), |x — y| < diamD, and |z — z| > ép(z). Hence from
2.8 we have

Sp(y)? o= bp(a)?
y— 2P e —yP = CB(damD)?’

P* (ng < Tg) > ¢
Oa

Recall that A € F,, is said to be shift-invariant if whenever T' < 7p is a
stopping time, 14 0 0p = 14 Pg-a.s. for every x € D. The next proposition
is an analogue of [I8, Proposition 3.7]. The proof is identical to that of [I8|
Proposition 3.7] (see also [3, p. 196]) so we omit the proof.

Proposition 4.3 If A is shift-invariant, then x — PZ(A) is a constant func-

tion which is either 0 or 1.
Proposition 4.4 For any z € 0D, we have
P:Z(th <o0)=1, xz€D

and

Pz (lithZ:z,Tf)<oo) =1, zeD.

t7h
Proof. The proof in the case of d > 3 is similar to that of [I8, Theorem 3.3].
We only give the proof in the case of d = 2. First note that by [20, Theorem
1.4] and Theorem and a similar argument as in [I4] Corollary 6.25] we

have

Gp (xv y)MD(y7 Z)
Mp(x, z)

<c ((1 vin(lz —y|™)) + (1 VIn(ly — z|_1)) )
Hence we have

Ei[rp] = E;/o Lit<rzydt
1 o0
- E, [Mp(XP,2);t dt
MD(:C,Z)/O [ (X", 2); <TD}

_ GD('rv y)MD (yv Z)
B /D MD(.’L',Z) =4

18



< o [ (@Il =y + (1 VIn(y =) dy < .

which implies that PZ (7§ < oc0) = 1.

Now we claim that PZ (tl%% X = z> = 1. Note that the Lévy process
X satisfies the (ACP) condition in [25], Definition 41.11]. It follows from [25]
Theorem 43.9] that any single point is polar, hence P, (T{z} < oo) = 0 for
every x,y € R%. Now the rest of the proof is the same as that of [I8, Theorem

3.3], [14, Theorem 5.9], or [13, Theorem 3.17]. O

The theorem above implies that P, (limy,, X, € K) = 1g(-) for every
x € D and Borel subset K C 0D. Hence the next theorem, which is an

analogue of [I8, Theorem 3.4], follows easily.

Proposition 4.5 Let v be a finite measure on 0D. Define

h(z) = Mp(z,w)v(dw), z€ D.
oD

Then for any x € D and Borel subset K of 0D,

1
P! <tl%n}11 X} e K) ) /KMD(:Z:,w)V(dw).
™D

Now the next proposition, which is an analogue of [I8, Proposition 3.5],
follows easily from Proposition The proof is almost identical to that

of [18, Proposition 3.5] so we omit the proof.

Proposition 4.6 Let v be a finite measure on dD and h(zx) = [,, Mp(x, z)v(dz).
If A € F,,, then for any Borel subset K of 0D,

1
h - h _
P2 (Am{tlTlE}l; X/ € K}) = "

Now we state a proposition which will play an important role later.

/K P2 (A)Mp(z, 2)v(d2).

Proposition 4.7 Let u, h be nonnegative harmonic functions with respect to

XP and pu and v be their Martin measures, respectively. Let dy = fdv-+dus be
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Lebesgue decomposition of u with respect to v. Then for every 8> 1, x € D,

and v-almost every z € 0D we have

. u(x) . U(Xt )
PZ 1 _— = =
v <Af§ilz h(z) e h(X7)

(4.4)

Proof. Since u is a nonnegative harmonic function with respect to X7, u
is excessive with respect to X?. Hence we have E,[u(X[)] < u(x) for every

x € D. So by the Markov property for the conditioned process, we have for

every t,s >0
Eh |:u(Xth+s) |]_—:| _ Eh |:U(Xth):| _ 1 E [U(XD)] < ’U,(X;L)
PR e V) BT R N O O

Therefore, u(X*)/h(X}') is a nonnegative supermartingale with respect to P"

and so by the martingale convergence theorem we have that

u(X7)

it (XD

By Proposition 1.6l we have that

exists and is finite ]P’Z—a.s..

e

X/
1 = P'[1lim ( th exists and is finite
tTTg h(Xt )

1 / ( ouw(Xp) . e )
= — PZ [ lim exists and is finite | Mp(z, z)v(dz).
W) Jop = \etrs h(XF) ol 2t

Since P? (hmt% w0} exists and is finite ) < land h(z) = [,, Mp(z, 2)v(d2),

~—

we must have

Pz (lim u(X7) exists and is finite ) =1, (4.5)
trrp M(X7)

for v—a.e. z € 0D.

We will show that ()] holds for z € 9D satisfying (2] @3] and @5
For any 8 > 1, choose a sequence y € A? such that y, — 2. It follows from

Proposition 2] that for any A € (0,1/2),

P> (ngk <rhio) > li inf P (ngk <h)ze>0.
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Since {Téif\k < 74 i.0.} is shift-invariant, by Proposition 3] we have

PZ (X7 hits infinitely many B;\k) =Pz (Tg < TH i.o.) =1

D
Suppose that {tx, k € N} is an increasing sequence of nonnegative numbers
such that X;, € B‘;\k under PZ. By Proposition[d.4] we have tl%qr_né X{ = z under
PZ. Let 8’ = (A+3)/(1 — A). Then it is easy to check that X7 & AP, Since
Pz < lim X7 = z) =1 it follows from Theorem [370]

k— o0
XZ
P;(lim UL i @> =
k—o0 h(th) APsz—z h(CL')

XZ
Since the limit lim wX7) exists under PZ,
17 h(Xf)

via tg. Thus, for any g > 1,

Cw(Xp) o u(XE) Wc))
PZ ( lim —=2£ = lim 2= lim ——= | =1
(tTle) h(th) k—oo h(ka) Afamﬁz I’L(.I)

it must be the same as the limit

O

Now we state the main theorem of this section, which is an analogue
of [18, Thoerem 3.18]. The proof is almost the same with [I8, Thoerem 3.18].
Let u,h be positive harmonic functions with respect to X and g and v
be their Martin measures, respectively. Let du = fdv + dus be Lebesgue
decomposition of p with respect to v. Note that it follows from Theorem [3.5]
that for any 8 > 1, @
) u(x
Su.n(2) == AEI;I;LZ W

is well defined for v-a.e. z € 9D.

Proposition 4.8 Suppose that u, h are positive harmonic functions with re-
spect to XD and that u/h is bounded. Let v be the Martin measure of h. For
every x € D we have
u(z) = Mp(z, 2)su,n(2)v(dz).
oD
Equivalently, s, n(z) is the Radon-Nikodym derivative of the Martin measure

of u with respect to v.
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Proof. It follows from PropositionE T that for every € D and v-a.e. z € 9D

and 8 > 1,
(@) U(Xf)>
lim = lim =
(Afam—»z h(z) iy h(XF)

Now take an increasing sequence of smooth open sets {D,},>1 such that
D, C D1 and U2 D,, = D. Then we have

IEDZ

x

. (u L u(X7) )
1= P lim (+)(XZ)=1 = Jm o
m(niﬂo(h)( ) = G

z . E z _ . z _
e (i (7) (50) = sunte) fm =)
u
p* ( lim () (X2) = sun (lim Xf))
n—oo \ h n t7h
for v-a.e. z € OD. By Propositions .3 and we have
1 1/192 I (“)(X) lim X7 ) ) Mp(z, 2)v(dz)
= — im (- 2 ) = sy im z, z)v(dz
h(l‘) 9D T \n>oo \h Tn h 73 t b

ph ( lim (3) (th ) = Sun (lim Xf)) .
n—oo \ h Dn, thrh

Therefore, by the bounded convergence theorem and the harmonicity of u/h

with respect to P, we have

- ) (k)] =t () ()] =2 o (131

for every € D. By Proposition .5 we have

Eh llK <lim Xf)] - Mp(z, w)1g (w)r(dw). (4.6)

e h(z) Jop
Clearly (ZB) remains true if 1x(w) is replaced by simple functions of the
form Y | a;14,(w) where a; > 0 and A; C D are disjoint Borel subsets of
0D. Since s, 5, is bounded, there exists a sequence of bounded simple func-

tions fr(w) < sy,n(w) converging to s, p(w). Then it follows from bounded

convergence theorem that

Sup [ im X )| = lim E" | f, | lim X}
tTTg n—00 tTTg
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. 1
= nh_)n;om 8DMD(:E,w)fn(w)u(dw)

1
= L[ Mo w)sen(wm(dw).
h(z) Jop
Now the proof is complete. O

In order to study the harmonic measure supported on 0D, we need auxil-

iary functions. Let

3
5
S~—
i

P, (X,, €9D), xz€D

and

G(z) = Mp(z,z)o(dz), x€D
oD

where o is the surface measure of dD. It is easy to see that F(z) and G(z)

are harmonic with respect to X?. Now we prove that G(z) is bounded on D.

Lemma 4.9 There exist constants Cs, Cy depending only on D,d, ¢, xo such
that
0<C3<G(x) <Cy<o0.

Proof. Recall that D satisfies the Ahlfors regular condition () First
suppose that dp(xz) > R;. Then we have diamD > |z — z| > dp(x) > Ry
for any z € 9D. Hence it follows from Proposition 2.6 we have Mp(z, z) >

5 5 - 1-d
c |f,(:|3i > cigaapyr and Mp(z,z) < 02‘13(52 < e6p()t™4 < Ry

Hence we have

R
G(z) = . Mp(z,2)o(dz) > clmo(ﬁD),
and
G(z) = Mp(z,2)o(dz) < ca0(dD)RI~4.
oD

Now suppose that dp(z) < R;. For each € D let P = P(z) € 9D be a
point such that |z — P| = dp(z). Let A, = A,(x) = {2 €0D :2" |z - P| <
|z — 2| < 2"|x — P|}, n € N. Since D is bounded, there exists N = N(z)
such that 0D C Uﬁle A,,. Note that {z € 0D : |z — P| < |t — P|} C 4
since if |z — P| < |x — P| then |z — z| < |z — P|+ |P — 2| < 2|z — P| and
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| — 2| > |z — P| for any z € dD. Since dp(x) = |x — P| < Ry it follows from

G

G(z) = Mp(z,z)o(dz) > Mp(z,2)o(dz)
oD Aq
dp(x) op(x)
> > _
> 03/A1 |:1:—z|d0(dz) > 04/A1 2d|$_P|do(dz)
op(x)
> ¢ —————0(dz
4/{z€8D:zP|<|mP} 2d|$ - P|d ( )
5D(33)
5D( ) -1
> A e P
= C52d| P|d| P|
Cs
> 5

Now we prove an upper bound. Notice that for any 0 < r < diamD there
exists a constant cg such that (0D N B(z,7)) < cerd=t. If r < Ry this is just
@I If r > Ry then o(dD N B(z,7)) < 0(dD) = csRI™ < ¢er?~!, where
f;__ﬁ?,’i% Since A, C{z€dD:|z—P| < (2"+ 1)z —P|} C {z €D :

|z — P| < 2"z — P}

Cg ‘=

N
G(z) = Mp(z,2)o(dz) < Z/ Mp(z,2)o(dz)
oD n=1"4n
a d
n—1 -
< 672/ |x—z|d o(dz) < 0721/1% §p(z) (2" o — P|) " o(dz)
< C75D 1 dz2 d(n— 1) )
< erdp(z)t dZ2 Vg ({z€0D: |z — P| < 2"z — PJ})
n=1
< csdp(a)'” dZ2 AN e - PT
n=1
N 00
S C822d71 22777, S 0822d71 22771 — 0822d71-
n=1 n=1
Now set C5 := cl(difﬁ)da(aD) A §5 and Cy = caR1 ™4V cg22¢- 1, |
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It follows from Lemma that ggi; is bounded in D. Thus it follows

from Proposition .8 that, for any 8 > 1, the limit

spa(z) = lim Flx) (4.7)

Af Sx—z G(I)

exists o—a.e. z € D and F' can be written as

F(z) = Mp(z,w)sp.q(w)o(dw), =z € D.
aD

Next proposition says as the starting point x approaches 9D, the prob-
ability that subordinate Brownian motions with Gaussian components exit
the domain through the boundary of the domain 0D converges to 1. It was
proved in a more general setting in [24] Theorem 3.2] and we record the fact

here for the reader’s convenience.

Proposition 4.10 Let D be a C%' open set in R?, d > 2. Then for every
point z € 0D

DszhjgleaD Fo (Xop € OD) = 1.

Proof. Subordinate Brownian motions are isotropic processes hence they
satisfy conditions (Hy;R%, «) and (Ha;RY, ) in [24] and all points of D are
possible (see [24] for details). Hence it follows from the remark (c¢) under [24]
Theorem 3.2] lim P, (X, € 9D) = L. O

T—2€0

Now the next result follows immediately from Proposition

Theorem 4.11 For any 8 > 1, the limit

) . F(x) . 1
S zZ) = 1m = 1im v
ne Afsemzcop G(x)  alsemzcop G()

exists o—a.e. z € 0D and 0 < C3 < spg(z) < Cy < 0o. Furthermore, F(x)

can be written as

F(z) = Mp(z,w)spg(w)o(dw), x € D.
oD
As a corollary of Proposition E10] Theorem FETTI] and we can prove

Fatou’s theorem for nonnegative harmonic functions with respect to X 7.
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Corollary 4.12 Let u(z) be nonnegative and harmonic with respect to XP
on D. Then for any S > 1 the nontangential limit
lim  wu(x)
ASBw—)z
exists for co—a.e. z € 0D.
Proof. From Theorem BTl we have F(z) = [,, Mp(x,w)spc(w)o(dw),
x € D. It follows from Theorems and 1T lim

ABsp—z F(I)
z € OD. From Proposition 10 we have lim F(x) = 1. Hence
T—z

exists o-a.e.

lim u(z) exists o-a.e. z € OD.

AES;E—»Z
O
Now we show that
Pp(x,z) := Mp(z,2)spc(z), z€dD (4.8)

is the Radon-Nikodym derivative of the restriction of harmonic measure P, (X, €
-) to 9D with respect to the surface measure o on 0D. In order to do this, we
need a few lemmas. For any z € 9D, we let ¢, be the C1'! function associated
with z in the definition of C1! open set. For any = € {y = (7,ya) € B(z, Ro) :

ya > ¢.(7)} we put p,(x) :=xq — ¢.(Z). For r1,r2 > 0, we define

D.(ri,r2) :={y€D:ri >p.(y) >0,]g] <ra}.
Let Ry := Ry/4(1/1+ (1 + Ag)?). The following result is [20, Lemma 4.3].

Lemma 4.13 ( [20, Lemma 4.3]) There exist constants \g > 2Ry ", ko €
(0,1) and ¢ = c(Ro,Ao) such that for every A > Xo, z € 0D and z €
Dz(271(1 + Ao)ilﬂoAil, HoAil) with £ =0,

P, (X

TDz(rpA—1,2—1)

€ D) < eAdp(z).
Lemma 4.14 For any r < Ry and z € 0D we have
lim P, (X, ¢ B(z,7),X,, € 9D) = 0.
rx—z

That is, for any e > 0 there exists a constant 6 = §(¢) > 0 such that for any
x € D with |x — z| < 6 Py (X7, ¢ B(z,7r),X;, €0D) <e.
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Proof. For any r < Ry, we take a large enough \ so that D, (koA™1,A\71) C
B(z,7). Then,

{X:p & B(z,7), X, € 0D} C {Xfozmorl,rl) € D}.
It follows from Lemma that
P, (X,, ¢ B(z,7), X,, € D) <P, (XTDZ(WH,N) € D)

< eMdp(x) <Az — 2.

By taking § = /¢, we arrive at the desired assertion. a

Lemma 4.15 For any continuous function g on 0D, define
ug(x) :=E,; [9(X7,), X, € 0D], x € D.
Then for any z € 0D,

li = .
Jim, @) = (2

Furthermore ug(x) is given by

ug(z) = Mp(z,w)spc(w)g(w)o(dw), z € D.
oD

Proof. For any € > 0, let 61 = d1(¢) > 0 be such that

lg(y) — g(2)| < & whenever |y — z| < d7. (4.9)

Without loss of generality we may assume d; < Ry. Let § be the constant in
Lemma [£.14] so that

P, (X,, & B(z,61), Xr, € D) < ¢ (4.10)

for |x — z| < 4. Tt follows from Proposition FLI0l that there exists d2 > 0 such
that
P, (X,, ¢ 0D) <e¢ (4.11)

for |x — z| < 2. Combining @I-EII) we get that, for any z satisfying
|z — 2| < A da,

|ug(z) — 9(2)|
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Xop), Xz € 0D — g(2))]
X:p), Xep € B(2,61), X7, € OD]
E: [9(X7p), Xopy & B(2,61), Xr,, € 0D)

(2)P; (X,, € B(z,01), X;, € OD)
—9(2)P2 (X7, & B(2,61), X7, € D) — g(2)P (X7, € OD) |
2[|gllocPs (Xrp & B(z,61), Xrp, € OD) + ||gllocPe (X7, ¢ OD)
+Ez [|9(Xrp) — 9(2)], X7y, € 0D, X7, € B(2,61)]

+

-9 (X
(X

IN

< def|glloo-

It follows from M hmap Qg((x))
r—2z€E

D is bounded 9D is compact and ug(z) is bounded. Hence from Proposition
we have

= g(2)sp,g(z) for o-a.e. z € D. Since

ug(x) = Mp(z,w)spg(w)g(w)o(dw), =z € D.
oD

Theorem 4.16 For any (Lebesgue) measurable set A € 0D
P, (X, € A) = / Mp(z,w)spg(w)o(dw), x € D.
A

Proof. Let A be a (Lebesgue) measurable set in dD. Choose bounded and
continuous functions f,(x) converging to 14(x). Then it follows from Lemma
and the dominated convergence theorem

Po(Xrp, € A) =Ex(1a(Xrp)) = Eo(lim fo(Xrp)) = nlggo Eo(fn(X7p))

n—roo

= lim Mp(z,w)spc(w)fn(w)o(dw)

Mp(z,w)spc(w)la(w)o(dw).
oD

O

Combining this with the two-sided estimates on Mp(z,z), we have the

following theorem.
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Theorem 4.17 The function Pp defined in &S is the Radon-Nikodym deriva-
tive of the restriction of the harmonic measure Py(X,, € -) to dD with respect

to the surface measure o on OD. Furthermore, there exist positive constants
C3(D,d, ¢, x0) < Cy(D,d, ¢, x0) such that

op(z) dp(x)

o — =] |z — 2|47

< Iﬁ)(x,z) < Cy ($,Z) € D x 0D.

Therefore the harmonic measure restricted to D is mutually absolutely con-

tinuous with respect to the surface measure o on 0D.

5 Integral representation of harmonic functions
with respect to X

In this section we investigate the integral representation of nonnegative har-
monic functions with respect to X and show that tangential convergence of
harmonic functions with respect to X2 can fail.

Let D be a bounded C'! open set in R%, d > 2. Take a sequence of smooth
open sets {D,}, D,, C D,, C D41, U D,, = D. Let 7, := 7p, be the first
exit time of D,,. We will define some auxiliary sets A, 53,C,D C Q. Let

Az{wEQ:XT]5 #X 1 B=Q\ A,
C={weQ:7, =7p for some n € N},and D =Q\C.
Since X,, € D¢ and XTB € D for z € D we have P,-almost surely
A={weQ: X, eDVY={weQ:X,, ¢ D}
Suppose that w € A\ C. Then 7,,(w) < 7p(w) for all n € N. By the quasi-

left continuity of Lévy processes we have lim X, (w) = X,,(w). But this

™ 1TD

implies X, (w) € D°N D = 9D, which is a contradiction. Hence A\ C = 0)
or A C C. By taking complement we also have D C B.

Finally consider C\ A = {w € Q : 7, = 7p for some n and X, € dD}.
Clearly C \ A C {X,, € 0D for some n}. Note that {X,, € 0D} = {X,, €
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0D and X_- # X, } since D,, C D. Since |dD| = 0 for any C*! open set D,
it follows from (2] we have

Po(X,, € OD) =P,(X,, €9D,X - # X, )= | Kp,(z,2)dz=0.
oD

Hence we conclude that under P, z € D
P.(C\ A) =0.

Hence from now on we will identify all these sets to be equal under P,. That

is we let
{wEQ:XT]S 4 X, ={weQ:X,, €D} ={weQ:7, =1p for some n},
{wEQ:XngXTD}:{wEQ:XTD €D} ={weQ: 7, #1p for all n}.
Let J be
J = {7, = p for some n} = {X,, € D} = {XTB # X}

Lemma 5.1 Let u be a nonnegative function defined on D. For any open set
B C B C D we have

EI[U(XTD)v '-7] = EI[U(XTB)v ™B = TD] + Ew[EXTB (U(XTD), j) ,TB < TD]-

Proof. Take an increasing sequence of smooth opens sets {D,} as in the
beginning of the chapter. For any open set B C B C D we can take an open
set Dy such that B C Dy. Then 75 < 7p,. Hence we have {rg = 7p} C

{mp, = 1p} C J. Hence it suffices to show
Eo[w(Xry), T\ {78 = 70} = Ex[Ex, , (u(X7,),T) .78 < 7D].

From the strong Markov property of X we have

[u(Xrp), T\ {78 =7D}]
o[uW(X7p), T N {18 <7D}
o [E[u(X7p), T N {78 < 7D }|F7,]]
o [E[u(X7p), T Frs], 78 < 7]

e

x

e

E
E
= E
E; Elu
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== EI[EXTB (U(XTD)u \.7) y TB < TD]'

Lemma 5.2 Let u be a harmonic function on D with respect to X. Let
v(x) = u(x) — Ex[u(X,,), J]. Then v(x) is nonnegative and harmonic with

respect to XP on D.

Proof. Take D, C D,, C Dy 41 T D. Since u is harmonic with respect to X
we have

u(z) = Ez[u(X7,)] > Ex[w(X+p ), 7 = 7D].

As n — oo we have {1, = 7p} T J. By the monotone convergence theorem

we have

u(z) > Eglu(Xr,), T
From the harmonicity of u and Lemma 5] for any open set B C D whose
closure is compact in D we have

E.[v(XP

B

= E,fu(X?

TB

(X7p)]
(X5)] ~ Ea [Exp [u(Xr,), T]]
= E:lu(Xr;), 78 <7p] - Ea [EXTB [w(Xzp), T], 78 < TD}
= E.u(Xr,)] ~ Eo[u(Xr,), 75 = 70] ~ E, [Ex,,,
= u(z) — Es[u(X7p), I] + Eo[u(X7,), J]
—Ea[u(Xr;), 78 = 70| — Es [EXTB [wW(X7p), T], 78 < TD}
= v(@) + Eou(Xrp), I] = Ba[u(Xr;), 78 = 7]
~E, [Ex,, [u(X:p), J). 78 < TD}

= o(z).

[w(Xry), T 7 < 7]
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Theorem 5.3 Let u be nonnegative and harmonic on D with respect to X.
Then there exists a unique measure [, supported in 0D so that u(z) can be
written as
uw) = [ u)Ko(pdy+ [ Mo (d),
D oD
Proof. It follows from Theorem and Lemma there exists a unique
measure [, supported on 0D such that

w(@) = Eofu(Xrp), I) = [ Mp(x, 2)pu(dz).
(225

Now it follows from (2] that we have

uw) = [ uKp(dy+ [ Moo, (d),
D oD

O

In [22] it is proved that there exists a bounded (classical) harmonic function
on the unit disk in R? that fails to have tangential limits for a.e. § € [0, 27].
Using the similar method, in [I7,[18] the author showed that the Stolz open
sets are best possible sets for Fatou’s theorem and relative Fatou’s theorem
for transient censored stable processes and stable processes, respectively for
d=2and D= B(0,1).

A curve Cj is called a tangential curve in B(0,1) if CoNdB(0,1) = {w} €
9B(0,1), Co \ {w} C B(0,1), and for any r > 0 and 8 > 1 Cy N B(w,r) ¢
AP N B(w,r). Let Cy be a rotated curve Cy about the origin through an
angle 0. We will adapt arguments in [I7[I8,22] to prove that the Stolz open
sets are best possible sets for Fatou’s theorem for X by showing that there
exists bounded harmonic function u(z) with respect to X B such that the
tangential limit zeclVierﬁr;ﬁzu(x) does not exist, where Cy is a tangential curve
inside B(0, 1).

We start with a simple lemma that is analogue to [22] Lemma 2] (see
also [17, Lemma 3.19] and [18, Lemma 3.22]). Let D = B(0,1) € R? z¢ =

0, and o1 be the normalized surface measure of 9B(0,1). Define hi(x) :=
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P(X;p,, € 0B(0,1)) and ho(z) := faB(o,l) Mp(o,1)(2, z)o1(dz). Tt follows
from Theorem [A.1T]

H(z) = lim (@)
AP32—2€0B(0,1) ha(2)

exists, 0 < ¢1 < H(z) < ¢g < oo for some constants c1, co > 0, and

hi(x) = / MB(QJ)(IE,Z)H(Z)O'l (dz).
aB(0,1)

Lemma 5.4 Let hi(z) = faB(O)l) Mpo,1y (%, 2)H(2)o1(dz) and U(z) be a
nonnegative and measurable function on 0B(0,1), and 0 < U(e?) < 1,
0 € [0,2n]. Suppose that U(e®®) = 1 for g — X\ < 6 < 6y + A for some
0 <A< Letu(zx) = faB(0,1) Mpo,1) (7, 2)U(2)H(2)o1(dz), x € B(0,1).
Then for any € > 0 there exists 6 = 0(g, @), independent of A\, such that
i
1—5§%§1, ifp>1— ).

Proof. Since 0 < U(z) < 1 we have

ok L z,z)U% z)o1(dz
0 < hi(z)  hi(x) /63(0)1) Mpo,1)(z,2)U(2)H (2)o1(dz)
1
= ha () /93(0,1) Mp(o,1)(2, 2)H (2)o1(dz) = 1.

Let V(z) := 229 50 that 0 < V(2) < L and V(e®) = 0 for §p — A < 6 <
0o + . By the triangular inequality we have |e?® — e¥| < |e?fo — peifo| 4+
|pet?o — €| = (1 — p) + |pet® — e%|. Hence

6o —0

pet®o — | > et —¢if| (1 — p) > 2|sin(

>] _5l60—0)

> 2109 — 0] — 5160 — 0]
T
2
= (= —9)lo 9|
for |y — 6] > \. Hence from (Z3)] we have for p > 1 — \J
2

Mpo,1) (pe®, )V (e?)do
0
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27 i60
Vi(e”)
< 1-— —————df
> Cl( p)/O |p€190 — 610|2
2 do
< a(l-p)(= -5)2 =
< al p)(ﬂ ) /990|>>\ |60 — 02

1-p,2
< ayt(C =07

< ¢ L
< 1(% —5
From Theorem ILI1] H (e?) < ¢, for some constant ¢, > 0. Hence if § < < we
have
u(peiéo) _ 1 i 27 o (peiG() ei@)(l _ 2V(610))H(67’0)d9
ha(pe*o) hi(pei®) 2r J, PO ’
1 : 5
[} 0o\ _ 92 o
hl(pewO)( 1(pe™) 6162(% —6)2)
> 1-— 035.

Now for given ¢ take § = % A & and we reach the conclusion of the lemma.

O

Once we have Lemma [54 by adapting the argument in [22] we have the

following theorem.

Theorem 5.5 There exists a bounded and monnegative harmonic function
u(z) with respect to XBOY such that for a.e. 0 € [0,27] with respect to
Lebesgue measure,

lim  w(z) does not exist.
|z|—=1,2€Cq

Proof. Let hy(z) = P, (X

TB(0,1)

€ 0B(0,1)) as in Lemma (4 By following
the argument in [22] there exist nonnegative harmonic functions uy(x) with

respect to X B(1) defined on some E} such that

im k() = 0 radially and  limsup uk ()
z—wedB(0,1) hi(x) e—weaB(0,1) P1(x)

Let u(x) = Zuk (x). For this u(x) by following the argument in [22] with
k=1

Lemma B4 (s_ee also [I8, Theorem 3.23]) we have
u(z)

1
x| —=1,2€Cq hl(x)

does not exist for a.e. 6 € [0, 27].
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It follows from Proposition [£.10] lim hi(xz) = 1. Hence we have

x—2€0B(0,1)

lim  wu(x) does not exist for a.e. 8 € [0, 27].
|z|—=1,2€Cy
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