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ABSTRACT. A classical Bocher’s theorem asserts that any positive harmonic function (with
respect to the Laplacian) in the punctured unit ball can be expressed, up to the multiplica-
tion constant, as the sum of the Newtonian kernel and a positive function that is harmonic
in the whole unit ball. This theorem expresses one of the fundamental results in the theory
of isolated singularities and it can be viewed as a statement on the asymptotic behavior
of positive harmonic functions near their isolated singularities. In the paper we generalize
this results to drift perturbed Lévy operators. We propose a new approach based on the
probabilistic potential theory. It applies to Lévy operators for which the resolvent of its
perturbation is strongly Feller. In particular our result encompasses drift perturbed frac-
tional Laplacians with any stability index bounded between zero and two - the method
therefore applies to subcritical and supercritical cases.

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Bécher’s theorem. A classical Bocher’s theorem (see [11]) asserts that any positive
function u on R? (d > 3) that is harmonic in the unit punctured ball:
-Au(z)=0, zeB;~{0}=DB] (1.1)
admits the following decomposition
u(z) = h(z) +alz|*9, xeB(0,1), (1.2)

where h : By - R* is harmonic and a > 0 is a constant. The equality may be viewed as
a result on the local behavior of positive solutions to (1.1) around isolated singularity. If
a = 0 singularity is removable and if @ > 0, we have u(z) ~ |z[>"% when |z| - 0. Further
generalizations of Bocher’s theorem have been made by Hartman and Wintner (see [35])
and Gilbarg and Serrin (see [32]) for classical solutions to

Qijlgz; + iy, + cu=0 in By,

assuming Holder continuity of coefficients (non-divergence form operators), and by Serrin

and Weinberger (see [56]) for positive continuous weak solutions (u € H. (B7)) to

(aijuxi)xj =0 in Bf,
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with merely measurable bounded and uniformly elliptic matrix (a;;) (divergence form oper-
ators, see also [57, 58]). The first result on Bocher’s type theorem for distributional superso-
lutions is due to Brezis and Lions [13]: assume that u e L}, (B}) is positive, Au e L, (B})
in the sense of distributions and

Au<cu+ f a.e. in By,
for some ¢>0 and feL! (By). Then ue L (B;), and

loc loc
-Au=p+ady in 2'(By)
1

for some ¢ € L;, .(B1) and a > 0 (in the paper d > 2, and note that one easily shows that
the result does not hold for d = 1). Noticing that —Alz[>~? = ¢dy in 2'(R?) it is readily seen
that the result by Brezis and Lions is a generalization of the one by Bocher. These kinds of
results became fundamental for the theory of isolated singularities that has been extensively
studied since 1950". We restrict ourself to mentioning Gilbarg and Serrin [32], Serrin [57, 58],
DeGiorgi and Stampacchia [23], Serrin and Weinberger [56], Lions [52], Brezis, Veron [15],
Veron [64, 67|, Aviles [2], Bers [4], Gidas and Spruck [31], Caffarelli, Gidas and Spruck [16],
Congming Li [46], Chen and Lin [20] (here K is not a singleton), Labutin [47], Barras and
Pierre [3], Vazquez and Veron [63], Caffarelli, Yanyan Li, Nirenberg [18], Xiong [68]. For
recent results on Bocher’s type theorems, see e.g. [50, 62, 65] and the references therein.

1.2. Bocher’s theorem for the fractional Laplacian. In the last decade the problem
of local behavior of solutions to semilinear equations with isolated singularities for the
fractional Laplacian has attracted a considerable interest with emphasis on the fractional
Lane-Emden equations and fractional Emden-Fowler equations. We mention here the pa-
per by Caffarelli, Yin and Sire [17], Gonzalez, Mazzeo and Sire [33], DelaTorre, del Pino,
Gonzélez and Wei [24], Chen and Quaas [21], DelaTorre and Gonzalez [25], Jin, de Queiroz,
Sire and Xiong [38], Ao, DelaTorre, Gonzalez and Wei [1], Yang and Zou [69], Li and Bao
[51], Chen and Veron [19]. In most of the papers on the subject and all the papers men-
tioned here except [21] the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension method has been applied. This
method although very fruitful is limited mostly to the fractional Laplacian. In [21] the
authors prove and apply Bocher’s type theorem for the fractional Laplacian.

To the best of our knowledge, there are only two papers devoted to Bocher’s type theorems
for non-local equations. In [48] Congming Li, Zhigang Wu and Hao Xu studied behavior of
positive s-harmonic functions in B (i.e. harmonic with respect to the fractional Laplacian
A% := —(-A)® with s € (0,1)) while in [49] Congming Li, Chenkai Liu, Zhigang Wu and Hao
Xu were concerned with positive distributional solutions to the following inequality:

-A°u+b-Vu+cu20 in By, (1.3)

with s € (1/2,1), b € C'(By) and ¢ € L*(By). They proved that if u € L! (R?), with
wy(x) == 1/(1 + |2|?*2%), is a distributional solution to (1.3), then

~A°u+b-Vu+cu=p+ady in 2'(Br)

for some positive Radon measure p on Bj, with u({0}) = 0, and a > 0. The critical (i.e.
s = 1/2) and supercritical (i.e. s € (0,1/2)) cases have been left as open problems. Their
method, that is a modification of Lions’ proof, falls short of providing the proof of Bocher’s
theorem in the full range of exponent s € (0,1) since for s not exceeding 1/2 the Green
function of A® does not belong to the space I/Vli’cl(Rd), which was one of the crucial points
of the method.
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1.3. A new method for a wide class of local, non-local and mixed operators. In
the present paper we propose a completely new approach to the proofs of Bocher’s type
theorems based on the probabilistic potential theory. The approach allows us to deal with
a wide class of integro-differential operators including, as particular examples,

e the fractional Laplacians A® with any s € (0,1) (see Example 3.1);

e Lévy operators with singular (with respect to the Lebesgue measure) Lévy measure
v (see (1.5)), e.g. cylindrical Lévy operators (see Example 3.2);

e Kolmogorov type operators with degenerate diffusion part (local and mixed, see
Example 3.3);

e mixed local and non-local operators, e.g. A+ A® (see Example 3.4).

In particular, in some instances (e.g. degenerate diffusion matrix) our results are new even
for local operators. We believe that this result may pave the way for studying the problem
of isolated singularities for a much broader class of non-local operators than that determined
by the applicability of the Caffarelli-Silvestre extension procedure.

Let D c R? be a bounded open set and d > 1 (note that we do not impose any restrictions
on the dimension but this is not contradictory to the result by Brezis and Lions; the di-
mension constraint is in a sense forced by a specific operator). We shall study non-negative
solutions to the inequality

—Au+b-Vu+A>20 in 2'(D\K), (1.4)

where A is a Lévy operator, b: D - R? is a bounded and Lipschitz continuous function, \ is
a Radon measure on D and K is a polar compact set. Note that semilinear equations with
isolated singularities for polar sets K not being singletons have been considered by Brezis
and Nirenberg [14], Jin, de Queiroz, Sire and Xiong [38], and Chen and Lin [20]. The class
of Lévy operators consists of Fourier multiplier operators A:

Au(€) = -p()a(s), €eR”, ueCARY),
with a negative definite (in the sense of Schoenberg, see [12, Definition 2.14]) function

¥ : R? - C. Equivalently, by the Lévy-Khintchine formula, the said class consists of linear
operators A of the form

Au(x) =cu—-1-Vu+ %Tr(QDzu(;c)) + _éd(u(:v +y) —u(zx) - qu(x)lB(O,l))l/(dy), (1.5)

where ¢ € R, [ € R%, () is a non-negative definite symmetric matrix and v is a Lévy measure -
positive Borel measure on R? such that v({0}) =0 and [g4 1A |z v(dz) < co. Furthermore,
if we assume additionally that [ = 0 and v is symmetric: v(dx) = v(-dz), then

1
Au(x) = cu+ =Tr(QVu(zx) - Vu(z)) + lim (u(z +y) —u(x))v(dy).
2 eN0 JRI\B,
The only restriction that we make on A is strong Feller property of the resolvent generated
by A-b-V -kl for some k > 0. Recall that K is polar if C'(K) =0, where
C(K) :=sup{u(K) : pu is a positive Borel measure supported in K and Gu < 1},
and G is the Green function of A-0b-V - kl. It is known that C({z}) = 0 if and only if
G(z,z) = co. All the above assumptions are easily verified for A = A® with any s € (0,1]

and K = {z} for any z € R? (see Example 3.1). The method therefore applies to subcritical
and supercritical cases.
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1.4. The main results of the paper. Our main results consist of three theorems. Note
at this point that local integrability of u on D \ K in general is not enough to guarantee
that —Au+b-Vu+ A be a distribution on D\ K. This is due to the presence of the nonlocal
part of A. Therefore, if v = 0, we merely assume that u € Llloc(D \ K), but for the general
case, we introduce in Section 5 the space 7,(D), depending on v, D, that ensures that for
any ue Z,(D)n L (RY), the functional —Au + bVu + ), acting by the following rule

loc

_Au+ bV + A ::f _A+b-V)* f A\, 1eC=(DK),
Aubvus N = [ uCAsbvyns [ ondh neCR(DNK)

defines a distribution on D \ K, in other words, —Au +bVu+ X € 2'(D ~ K). Let fig be a
Radon measure on D \ K that represents positive distribution of (1.4) (Riesz’s theorem).
Let o be the extension of fig to D by letting zero on K: pg(A) := ig(An(D~NK)), Ae B(D).

The first main result (see Theorem 6.6) stands that for any positive solution u to (1.4)

measure fio is Radon on D, u e L} (D), and u solves

~Au+b-Vu+A=py+oxg in 2'(D), (1.6)

where ok is a positive Radon measures on D supported in K. The second theorem (see
Theorem 7.4) asserts that if

Dsxrs /DGD(x,y) A\ (y) € LN(D),

then any positive solution u to (1.4) admits finely continuous ¢?-version @ in D~ N, where
N is a polar set described precisely in the assertion, and for any open V cc D there exists
a positive function hy that is harmonic in V' (with respect to —A +b- V) such that

i(@) = hv (@) + [ Gr@y oy + [ Gr@y)ox(dy) - [ Gray)dy), zeV,

where Gy is the Green function for V and —A +b- V. In fact, denoting by Py the Poisson
kernel for V and —A +b- Vv, we have

hv(@) = [ a@)Py(a.dy), aeV.
In particular, if A = ug =0, i.e. —Au+b-Vu=0in Z'(D\NK), and K = {x¢}, then (cf. (1.2))
w(x) = hy(x) + Gy (z,z9), wzeV.

The third main result is a direct consequence of the method we use here. We obtain the
following maximum principle (see Theorem 7.4): let u be a positive solution to (1.4) and
A" =0, then for any open V cc D,

a(z) > inf a(y)wy(x), xeV,
yeD\V
where
wy (x) := Pv(x,D\V):l—fD [‘/Gv(x,y)u(y—dz)dy, zeV

(the last equality is a consequence of the Ikeda-Watanabe formula). In particular if either
strong maximum principle holds for A - bV (e.g. when Gp(z,y) > 0, z,y € D), or more
directly, v(y — D ~V) >0 a.e. in y €V, then

inf 0.
v

Observe that in case A is local, i.e. v =0, we have wy = 1. Thus, interestingly, in this case
we get estimates independent of b (cf. [49, Theorem 1.4]).
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2. PRELIMINARIES, LEVY AND FELLER GENERATORS

Let d > 1 and ¢ denote the Lebesgue measure on R%. By B(RY) we denote the Borel o-
algebra of subsets of R%. Let #*(R%) denote the set of all universally measurable functions
on R%. For any V € B(R?), we let (V) denote the family of all numerical functions f on
V,ie. f:V - R:=Ru/{+0c0}u{-o0}, that are Borel measurable. For given r > 0 and
z e RY we let B.(z) := {y e R : |z —y| < r}, where |z| denote the Euclidean norm. We
also use the shorthand B, := B,.(0). For open sets V ¢ R, we denote by C°(V') the space
of all smooth functions with the support included in V. We write (V') := C°(V). Let
Co(R?) denote the set of all continuous functions on R¢ vanishing at infinity. We equip
Co(R?) with the supremum norm: |u]e = sup,cpd |u(z)], u € Co(R?). For a given class
of numerical functions &/ we denote by pa? the subclass of &7 consisting of non-negative
functions (i.e. [0, +o0] valued).

Recall that a semigroup of bounded linear operators (7;) on CO(Rd), i.e. Ty =1 and
Tsry =Ts0Ty, s,t >0, is called a Feller semigroup provided that:

1) (Markovianity) f e Co(R?) and 0< f <1 implies 0 < Ty f < 1 for any ¢ > 0;
2) (strong continuity) for any f € Co(RY),

A linear operator B on Cy(R?) with a dense domain Z(B) c Co(R?) is called a Feller
generator if it generates a Feller semigroup on Cy(R?). We say that a set C c Co(R?) is a
core of a Feller generator (B, 2(B)) if (B,C) is closable in Cy(R?) and its closure equals
(B,2(B)). Tt is well known (see e.g. [12, Corollary 2.10]) that the closure of (4, C?(R?)),
where A is a Lévy operator, yields a Feller generator.

In what follows A denote a Lévy operator of the form (1.5), with ¢ = 0. Furthermore, by
A* we denote the Lévy operator that admits representation (1.5) with (I, Q,v) replaced by
(I*,Q,v"), where " := = and v*(dx) = v(-dz). We let (A4,Z2(A)), (A*,Z2(A*)) denote
the closures of (A, C2(R%)), (A*,C%(R%)), respectively, and by (S;), (S;) their respective
semigroups on Cp(RY).

Remark 2.1. By [5, Proposition II.1] for any n,1m2 € Z(A) n 2(A*),

fRd Amn = fRd mA (2.1)

provided that the integrals are well defined and finite. As a result

[Rdstm??Q:fRdef?h, t>0

for any 11,12 € Co(R?), provided that the integrals are well defined and finite.

2.1. Drift perturbed Lévy operators. We let I : #*(R?) - %*(R?) denote the identity
mapping and for given x > 0,
Li=A-rI—-b-V.
By [60, Theorem 137], [40, Corollary 2.5,Theorem 3.1] the martingale problem for the
operator (L, C?(R%)) is well posed. As a result, by [41, Theorem 1.1], for any x > 0
there exists a unique Feller generator (Ly, Z(L,)) that is the extension of (L., C?(R%)) in
Co(R?). For
K> Ko, Ko:=|divd|so,
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we let

L;:=A"+(divb-k)I +b- V. (2.2)
By the same arguments as for L, if div(b) € Cy(R?), there exists a unique Feller generator
(L, 2(L,)) that is the extension of (L, C?(R%)) in Co(R?). We let (T}) denote the Feller
semigroup on Co(R?) generated by (L., Z(L.)). Let (Tt[a]"@) denote the Feller semigroup on
Co(R?) generated by (L,[f], .@(L,[f])) which is defined as (Ly, Z(L,)) but with b replaced
by be that is a standard mollification of . Furthermore, let (Tt[a]’ﬁ’*) denote the Feller
semigroup on Cp(R?) generated by (L,[f]’*, .@(L,[f]’*)) where LI is given by (2.2) with b
replaced by b.. By [39, Theorem 19.25] Tt[s]’ﬁf — TFf for any f e Co(R?). By Remark 2.1
for any positive f € Co(R?) and & > kg

JeaTet =ty [ T =t [grs [

Now, by using Riesz-Thorin interpolation theorem, we conclude that for any s > ko (7}")
may be extended to LP-submarkovian semigroup on LP (p > 1): there exists strongly con-

tinuous semigroup (Tf’(p )) on LP(R?) such that

1T f o < 1 £l zr,
and a.e.
TP f=TFf, feCuRY.
We let (L,@f’ ), .@(Lﬁ” ))) denote the operator generated by (Tf’(p )). One easily checks that
L% is the closure of (Le,2(Ly) n LP(RY)). By [53, Corollary 1.10.6] for any p > 1

the dual semigroup (Tf’(p )’*) is a Cp-semigroup of contractions that generates operator

(L,gp)’*, Q(Lgp)’*)) that is the dual of (LQ’), Q(Lgp))) (see, [53, (1.10.1)]). Summing up, for
K> kg and p>1,

159 fle < U fles VTP flow < 1F Lo, f e LP(RY). (2.3)
It is an elementary check that LP"* is the closure of (LY, 2(A* +b-v)n LP(R?)) in LP(RY).

2.2. Markov processes and related semigroups. Let 0 be a one-point compactification
of R? and Q denote the set of all functions w : [0, 00) - R%u {0} = R such that:

a) w is right-continuous on [0, 00) and possesses left limits on (0, 00) (cadlags),
b) if w(t) = 0 for some t € [0,00), then w(s) =0 for any s > ¢.

We equip 2 with the Skorochod metric p (see [7, Section 12]). Then (€2, p) is a Polish space.
We also let
Xi(w)=w(t), weQt>0, FX=0(Xy:s<t).
Throughout the paper we adopt the convention that f(9) = 0 for any function f defined on
a subset of R%. By [8, Theorem 1.9.4] for any Feller semigroup (7}), there exists a unique
family (P, x € ]Rg) of Borel probability measures on €2 such that:
(1) for any f e Co(RY)
Tif(2) =Eof(Xy), weRY ¢20,

(2) for all z e R%, s,t >0, we have Ex, f(X;) = Eo[f (Xoit)|F¥ ]
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The second condition says that (P, z € Rg) is a Markov process (also called a Markov
family). Any family (P, z € Rg) of Borel probability measures on {2 satisfying (1)-(2) for
a Feller semigroup (73) is called a Feller process. Here and in what follows we use the
standard notation of probability theory: for any measurable function ¥ on 2,

E,Y = fQY(w)]P’x(dw).

Furthermore, E,[ f(X4¢)|F7 ] denotes the conditional expectation with respect to P, equiv-
alently, orthogonal projection of function f(X,.¢) € L*(Q, FX,,P,) onto L?(Q, F{X,P,) (see
[44, Section 1.3]). In what follows by (P%, z € R%), we denote the Feller process related to
Ly.

Let (P%, x € R%) denote the Feller process related to the Feller generator A* -bV. By [30,
Theorem 8.4] for any k > ko,

Tf’(p)’*f(:ﬂ) _ E;f(Xt)ejot(divb—m)(Xs)ds a.e.

By [8, Corollary I11.3.16] there exists a Hunt process (Py”,z € R%) (for the definition see
[8, Definition 1.9.2]) such that

ELf(X;)edo @vb-m(ds S prr p(x,), 2 eRY ¢ 0, f e By(RY).

In what follows for non-negative functions f € 2*(R%) we let
Pff(x) =Eif(X0), PP f(a)=Ef"f(X,),  zeR%
For any f € #*(R%), we let PFf(x) = PFf*(x)-Prf (z) if PFf*(x) < 00 or PFf~(z) < oo,
and zero otherwise. We adopt analogous convention for P,"* f. We also let for any positive
fe# (R
REf(x) = / e MPEf(x)dt, RE*f(x):= / e PP f(x)dt,  xeR%
0 0

For each RS f and Ry™ f, with f € 2*(R?), we adopt the convention analogous to that for
(PFf), (P f). Finally, we denote R" := Rfj, R"™* := R("". One easily checks that

Ptn+a _ e—atPt/@’ Ptn+a,>e _ e—atPtFu,*’ Rg+a — Rg, R/SJra,* _ jo* (24)

for any «a,t > 0. Observe that for any € >0

Rf@) = [T R @, R ) = [T et pt f@ydt, e CoRY),

As a result
R (#(RY)) c Z(RY) R (By(RY)) € By (RY). (2.5)

Hypothesis 2.2. Throughout the paper we assume that for some & > kg, (R%)as0, (R&™)as0
are strongly Feller, i.e. for any f € %,(R?) the functions R® f, Ry f belong to Cy(R?) for
each a > 0.

Clearly, by the resolvent identity, (R%)as0 is strongly Feller for any x > 0. Furthermore,
Rf(2,dy) < dy for any z € R a >0 and x> 0. Let V e B(E) and (S;) be a semigroup
of positive linear operators on pZ* (V). Recall (see [8, Section II]) that a positive function
ue B*(V) is called a-excessive with respect to (S;) provided that:

a) e Suu(z) <u(z), t>0,z€V,
b) lims,o+ Siu(z) = u(z), ze V.
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If o =0 we simply say that u is (S;)-excessive. By [8, Theorem VI.1.4] for any a > 0 and
K > Ko there exists a unique function G € pZ(R? x R?) such that for any f € pB(R?),

Rif@)= [ Gi@nf@dy, Ryf@)= [ Giof@dy, wyeR’, (26
and G%(-,y), GE(z,-) are a-excessive with respect to (Pf), (P[""), respectively for any

z,y € RY. The function G (-,-) is called a-Green’s function for —A + bV + 1.

Fine topology (resp. co-fine topology) on R? is the coarsest topology that makes all the
(Pf)-excessive (resp. (P,"")-excessive) functions continuous. By [59, Proposition 10.8] a
nearly Borel function u: R — [0, 0] is finely-continuous on R? if and only if the process

[0,00) 3¢ = u(X;) €R is right-continuous at ¢ = 0P,-a.s., z € R% (2.7)
For any Borel set B c R?, we let
7p(w) =inf{t > 0: X;(w) ¢ B}. (2.8)

For open set V ¢ R%, we let (P%Y, z e Vu{d}), (P&*Y, x € VU {d}) denote the Markov
processes (see e.g. [8, Theorem II1.3.3] applied to P, and M; = 1f¢ ;,,)(t)) that are built

from (P%, z e RTu{9}), (P5*, x e R4 U {d}) by the killing upon the exit of V, i.e.
BV = (k) BS, BEY = (b )BT,
- push-forwards of measures P% Py through ky, where ky : Q —  is defined as
ky (w)(t) = ()1 itery ()} + Oitsry (w)}-
It is known (see e.g. [8, Theorem II1.3.3] applied to P, and M; :=1[¢ ;,,)(t) again) that
PV f(2) =BV F(X0)] = BEf (XD geryy ] = B2l F(X)Ljrary ),
POV () = BV [ F(X)] = B [F(X) L geryy] = B [ F(X) 1 f1ery ]
define Markov semigroups. We let

K,V K Vo _at K%,V TRy * Vo _at
RYY f(x):=EL e f(Xy)dt, RY™Y f(z)=E] L€ f(Xy)dt, xeV. (2.10)

(2.9)

Observe that
BV f@) = [T p@ya Ry Vi@ = [T Y @yt eV,
One easily checks again (by using (2.9)) that

rk+a,V _  —at pk,V k+a, %,V —at pk,*,V k+a,V _ pk,V kt+a,+,V _ pr*V
prroeV —gratprV o pi = emotprnV pEreV RV RS - RSV (2.11)

for any a,t > 0. Notice that for f € pA(R?), Pt“’vf < PFf for all ¢ > 0. One easily deduces
then (see (2.3)) that for any p > 1, (Pt“’v), (Pf’*’v) can be extended from Cy(V)nLP(V) to

strongly continuous semigroups on LP(V'), that we shall denote by (T:’(p)’v), (Tf’(p)’*’v),
respectively. Furthermore both semigroups are submarkovian, hence, by the interpolation

theorem again, they are contractions on LP(V). We denote by Lip ‘),, ngp ‘)/’* respective gen-

'V”v(p)vv) (7}”7(]’)7*7‘/

erators of (7, ). We further define operators

0 I By(RY) > By(R?)
by
V(@) =B f(Xr), TP (f)(2) =Ef*f(Xr,), zeR%
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By [8, Theorem II1.3.3] applied to P, and M; := e”** one has
ESf(Xy) =B f(X,,), e R (2.12)
It is an elementary calculation (Dynkin’s formula; see e.g. [59, Theorem 12.16]) that
R%Y f(x) = R*f(2) - I\ (R"f)(2), R™*Yf(x) = R* f(z) ~I;"(R*"f)(x), xeR™

By [55, Theorem 3.4] (Rg’v)azo is strongly Feller provided that V' is open. By [8, Theorem
VI.1.16]

/Rd IS RN f = /Rdfn’;*R“v*g.

This combined with the previous equations yields

[ R rg= [ FRY g, figemRY).

R4 R4

By [8, Theorem VI.1.4], for any o > 0 and k > ko there exists a-Green’s function
VotV xV > [0,00], (2.13)

related to (R )as0, and according to [8, Definition VI.1.2] (R%") and (RE™") are in

duality relative to the Lebesgue measure. The role of u,(x,y) considered in [8, Definition

VI.1.2] plays here GY, ,(x,y). From this and (2.5) we obtain [8, (VI1.2.1),(VI.2.2)]. Conse-

quently, the standing assumptions of [8, Section VI] are satisfied and we may freely use the
results contained therein.

We set
GI\{/(x’y) = G@,O(x?y) = SUIO) Gl‘i/,a(x’y) = o}ir{){f G@,a(x’y)'
a> -
By (2.5), Gy, is finite a.e. whenever s > 0.

For any Borel positive measure p on V and a > 0 we let
RV p(a) = [ Ga(ey)n(y). Ry Vu@) = [ Gaa)udy), weV.  (214)

We also use the shorthand notation R 1 = Ry ’Vu, RV = Ry =V Throughout the paper
we adopt the convention that Rg’vu, for any positive Borel measure y on V, is a function
on R? by letting R';’V,u(:c) =0, z e R\ V. For any positive Borel functions f,¢ on R? and
positive Borel measure 1 on R? we let

(f,9) = a9 (mf):fRdfdu-

Lemma 2.3. Let k> kg and p be a positive bounded Borel measure on D. Then R™Pp e
LY(D) and for any n e C3(D),
(R, L) = ().

Proof. As to the first assertion, observe that by (2.14) and (2.4)

D
[ R u(eyde = (R5Pp,1) = (P < PN
D (k= Ko)
For the second assertion, we first note that L*n € C,(R?) and L’n = L,(f]):;*n. Therefore, by
(2.14) again,

(R*Pp, Lin) = (u, R P Lin) = (u, R™O*PLES 0) = (u,m),
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which completes the proof. O

2.3. Polar sets. Recall that R*, x > 0 and R™", k > k¢ are strongly Feller. In probabilistic
potential theory a Borel measurable set B c R is called polar, with respect to (P%), provided
that

Pr(op <o) =0, xeRY (2.15)
where o = inf{t > 0: X; € B}. By [8, Proposition V1.4.3] for any bounded Borel set B c R?,
K> Ko, and x € RY,

Pi(op<w)= sup Ru(x),
peM; (B)

where M 1(B) = {p: R"p<1in RY, 11 is a positive Borel measure supported in B}. Fur-
thermore, there exists a measure pup € M; ;(B) such that P;(op < o) = R°up in RY. The
same notion can be introduced for (Py*), with & > k9. We denote the objects defined above,
but with (P%) replaced by (Pz"), by adding superscript ”*” to the respective expressions.

Now define for B € B(R?) and x> 0 (k > g in case of dual notion),

Cu(B)= swp  p(RY, CI(B)= swp  u(RY)
peMy 1 (B) peM(B)
Then a Borel set B ¢ R? is polar with respect to (P%) (resp. (P5™*)) if and only if C(B) =0
(resp. C(B) =0). By Proposition [8, Proposition VI.4.4]
B e B(R?) is polar with respect to (P%) if and only if it is polar with respect to (P®*).

(2.16)

Finally, by (2.12), for any x>0

P} (05 < o0) = lim Efe™®" = lim Ele(+m)on _ gle-ron 4 e RY,
a—0* a—0*

This shows that polarity of a set does not depend on « > 0, i.e.
for some k>0, Pi(op<o0)=0 <« forany x>0, Pi(op <o0)=0.
On the other hand, by the resolvent identity, one easily deduces that
C.(B)=0forsome k>0 < C4(B)=0 for any s >0.

Consequently, we introduce the following definition.

Definition 2.4. A set B ¢ B(R?) is called polar with respect to the operator A — bV if
C1(B) =0, equivalently,
Po(op <o) =0, zeR%

2.4. Fine topology and co-fine topology. Recall that the fine topology (with respect to
(PF)) on RY is the coarsest topology that makes all the (P})-excessive functions continuous.
This is an intrinsic topology depending on the underlying Markov semigroup. However, the
property (2.7) and further identities (2.9), show that the fine topology is independent of
k> 0 and the fine topology restricted to a Borel measurable finely open set V ¢ R? agrees
with the one generated by (Pf’v) for any x > 0. In other words, denoting by O, the fine
topology generated by (Pf*), we have

Oy=0,, k20,
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and denoting by OV the fine topology generated by (Pf’v), with V € B(R%) n Op, we have
OV =000V, k20.

Consequently, in the whole paper, we use the notion of fine continuity and fine topology
with respect to (P?) without specifying the semigroup in the notation.

Throughout the paper we shall frequently use the following well known fact (see e.g. [59,
Exercise 10.25)). Let V be a finely open Borel subset of R?.

If u,v € B(R?) are finely continuous on V and u = v a.e. then u(z) = v(zx), z e V. (2.17)

All the comments and conclusions of this section hold true for co-fine topology (bearing in
mind, however, that (P,”") is defined for £ > k¢). Applying (2.17) and (2.11) we obtain

Valz,y) =Gy (z,y), z,yeV (2.18)

for any a > 0, kK > Ko.

3. EXAMPLES

In this short section we shall give a few examples of concrete operators which the results
of the present paper may be applied to.

3.1. Operators satisfying Hypothesis 2.2.

Example 3.1 (Fractional Laplacian). Let A = A%, i.e. ¥(&) = |¢[%, for some s € (0,1), then
A - bV satisfies Hypothesis 2.2 (see [42, Theorem 2.2)).

Example 3.2 (Cylindrical Lévy noise). Let A = Zflzl(aa—;g)si for some s; € (0,1). Then

A - bV satisfies Hypothesis 2.2 (see [45, Theorem 1]). Note that such operators have Lévy
measure singular with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

Example 3.3 (Hormander’s condition). Let A be a Lévy operator with triplet (0,Q, Cyv),
where

a(z)
I/(dZ) = W dz

for some s € (0,1), C'is a d x d matrix, and a € C} (R?) satisfies a(z) = a(-2), i.e.

Au(w) = TH@Du(n)) + [ (i + Cy) = ul) - (Cy, Tu() g0y v(dy).

Let By := Id be the identity matrix and define d xd-matrix-valued function B,,(x) recursively
by

B (x) = b(x) - VB (2) - Vb'(z)- B (z) + %Tr(QDQB;{l(x)), n>l,

where BY, denotes j-th column of B,,. Assume that b is smooth with bounded derivatives
of all orders. If for any z € R? there exists n = n(z) € N such that

Rank [\/@7 Bl(l’)\/7, ) Bn(x)\/a7 C7 Bl (1’)0, ) Bn(w)c] = d7
then A - bV satisfies Hypothesis 2.2 (see [61, Theorem 1.1]).
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Example 3.4. (Mixed Lévy operators) Let ¢ be a Bernstein functions and A := —¢(-A).
If
liminf ¢(u)u™ >0
U—> o0
for some s € (0,1), then A-bV satisfies Hypothesis 2.2 (see [66, Theorem 1.1]). In particular
one can take A = A®' + A% with s; € (0,1],s2 € (0,1).

3.2. Polar sets: some criterions. The fact whether or not a set K is polar must be
examined on the case-by-case basis depending on the structure of underlying operator. Here
we refer to some known results and briefly describe some possible direct methods.

First of all notice that a consequence of the results recalled in Section 2.3 is that, under
Hypothesis 2.2, a Borel set B ¢ R? is polar if and only if R*u is unbounded whenever
is a bounded non-trivial positive measure with compact support contained in B (see the
comments in the first paragraph following [8, Proposition VI.4.3]). In particular a point
{z} is polar if and only if G"(xz,z) = co. As a result, lower and upper on-diagonal bounds
on the heat kernels may decide whether a point is a polar set or not. Consequently, using
[42, Theorem 2.2] yields that {z} is polar with respect to the operator of Example 3.1 for
any s € (0,1) and d>2 or d=1 and s € (0,1/2). For the operators from Examples 3.2-3.4
the reach literature on heat kernels estimate may by utilized (see e.g. [37, Theorem 1], [54,
Theorem 1], [10, Theorem 1.2], [43, Theorem 3.4]). In order to treat other than singletons
compact sets it is useful to have local estimates on Green’s functions and then use intrinsic
Hausdorff measure technique (see [34] and [10, Theorem 1.2] again).

A probabilistic approach on the other hand gives information on polarity of a compact
set K c R?, with respect to A — bV, without recourse to asymptotics of related heat kernels.
It is based on the law of iterated logarithm for Lévy processes. The reasoning below shows
that for the operators in Examples 3.2,3.4 singletons are always polar.

First, by Hypothesis 2.2, we know that £4(A) = 0 implies R"(14)(z) = 0 for any z € R%.
Thus for any f € pA(R?), by [8, Proposition I1.3.5], if £4(R"f = c0) = 0, then B := {R"f =
oo} is polar. Further, observe that for xk > kg + 1,

fRdR“f:fRde“ﬁg/Rdf.

Consequently, in order to prove that K is polar it is enough to find f € p# (Rd) n L' such
that K c {R"f = 00}. Let us note that P? is the distribution of a unique solution to

t
XP=z+ fo b(XT)ds + L,
where (L;) is a Lévy process with symbol 1. Suppose that @ =0 and v is symmetric. Let
Br =inf{a>0: / |z|* v(dx) < 0o}
B

(so called Blumenthal-Getoor index, see [9]). Observe that in Example 3.4 1, > 2s and in
Example 3.2 81, = min{sy,...,s4}. By [9, Theorem 3.1]

Ly
b e =0 (3.1)
for any o> fy,. Let g e R%, d>2, ve (B v 1,d). Set

f(z):= 5 1B1(x0)(33), r e R%,

|z — 20
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Clearly, f e L'. Let 7:=inf{t >0: X[ ¢ B1(x0)}. Then
" p(x dtszLdt.
‘/0‘ f( t ) 0 t’\/-l-ll/tl’y

By (3.1) for any w € and 6 > 1 there exist ¢, , > 0 such that
1
|Li(w)| < c,t98, t<t,.
Consequently, letting 7,, := min{t,,7(w),1} and é&, = (1 +¢,)~!, and taking 6 = v/Br, we

find
te to c tw ¢
fo FXP(w)) dt > &, fo _dt=¢, fo dt = oo.

1Y + 108 tY+¢
As a result R f(xg) = oo, which shows that {xg} is polar.

Analogous reasoning may be proceeded for a (d — 2)-dimensional (or lower) hyperplane
Hy 5 ¢ R (here d > 3). For simplicity, suppose that Hy 5 = {z € R? : TI(x) = 0}, where
(z) = (v1,22,0,...,0). Set f(z):=[(z)["1p,(x), with v € (Br(z) v 1,2). Noticing that
II(L) is again a Lévy process, fryr) < B and f € L', one easily computes that Hy_y is a
polar set for operators from Examples 3.1,3.2,3.4.

4. AUXILIARY RESULTS, EXCESSIVE FUNCTIONS

Throughout the section we fix k1 > kg9 and we consequently drop it in the notation.
Namely, we let

V. K1,V =V . pki1,*,V | ,V Voo 4V o
p/=pY, prV=potV RV =RV ROV ROY R, =EM,

EY =EmY Er=Efr ESV =BV L= LF LY = LR (4.1)
Lg’) - L/(fi),v’ Lg’)’* o Lg)ﬁ;’ Tt(p),V . T[”l’(p)’v, Tt(p),*,V . Ttm,(p),*,v‘

We shall start with the following result that can be found in [28, Lemma II.1] or, under
more restrictive assumptions on b, in [49, Lemma 5.6]. The term j. * (b- Vu) below is
understood as a distribution on D:

(Je * (b-Vu),n) = =(u,div[b(je * n)]), neCZ(D).
Thanks to the assumptions made on b one have that the distribution j. * (b- Vu) is in fact
a locally integrable function.

Lemma 4.1. For any ue L} (D)

loc
b-V(u*je)—je* (b-Vu) >0 a.e. in D,

. r1
and in L;j,,

(D).

By the very definition Gy (-,y) is (P )-excessive for any y € V and Gy (z,-) is (Ptv’*)—
excessive for any x € V. Therefore RV ju (resp. R""*p) is (PY)-excessive (resp. (Ptv’*)—
excessive) for any positive Borel measure 1 on V. Note also that under assumptions that

we made in the previous section any (P) )-excessive function is Borel measurable (see [8,
Proposition V.1.4]).

Lemma 4.2. Let V be an open bounded subset of R% and (Bn), B be bounded positive Borel
measures on V. Suppose that B, — 5 in [Cy(V)]*, then



14 BOCHER TYPE THEOREM

(i) RV B, + RV <0 ge,n>1,
(ii) RV B, = RV 3 a.e. up to a subsequence.

Proof. (i) Let g be a bounded strictly positive Borel function on V. Then
* * 1
(R"B,9) = (B,R*"g) < [R*" glB(V) < . Igllee B(V) < o0,

K1 —
and the same holds true for 3,. Now, the result follows from [8, Proposition VI.2.3].

(ii) By [26, Lemma 94, page 306] there exists a subsequence (not relabeled) and a (PY)-
excessive function w such that RV, - w a.e. Let & € %,(V). By Hypothesis 2.2 R*V¢ ¢
Cy(V) (see also [55, Theorem 3.4]). Thus

(RY Bn,€) = (Bn, B*VE) > (B, R*V€) = (RY 8,).
In other words, RV 3, weakly converges to RV 3 in L'(V'). By the Dunford-Pettis theorem

the sequence (RY B,)ns1 is uniformly integrable. As a result, by Vitali’s theorem, w =
RV 5. O

Lemma 4.3. Let (V,,) be an increasing sequence of open subsets of R and let V = Ups1 V.
Suppose that (wy,) is an increasing sequence of positive Borel functions on R? and wy, is
(PY™)-excessive for each n > 1. Then w = lim, e wy is (PY)-excessive.

Proof. By [8, Proposition 11.2.2] w is (PtV” )-excessive for any n > 1. As a result w is finely
continuous on V' and (see [8, Proposition I1.2.3])
aRw(z) <w(z), xeV, n>1

We have (see (2.10))

% Vno _at

R w(z) =E, [ e Mw(Xs)ds, eV,
0
On the other hand one easily sees that
v, 7 Tv, T — 00.
Therefore, letting n — oo in the above inequality yields
aRYw(z) <w(z), zeV

for any a > 0. By fine continuity of w on V we get that aRY w(x) - w(x), z €V as a X\ 0.
Thus, w is (P} )-excessive (see [8, Proposition 11.2.3] again). O

Lemma 4.4. Let (V,,) be an increasing sequence of open subsets of R and let V = Ups1 V.
Let 3 be a positive Borel measure on V. Then

RV B(z) » RVB(z), zeV.
Proof. By (2.10) for any positive Borel function n on V'
R*Voy(z) = E; fOTVn n(Xs)ds, wzeV,.

Thus,
RV < R*V»1in < R*Vyon V for any n > 1.

Consequently,
(R'™B,1) = (B.R"""n) < (B, R*V"'n) = (R B,n), neB"(RY).
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The same clearly holds true with V.1 replaced by V. By the choice of n we infer that
R""B<R"™18<R"B ae. onV forany n>1. (4.2)
Note that for any m > 1, each of functions R¥*3, n > m and RV j is (Pth )-excessive.
Therefore, by (2.17) the inequalities in (4.2) hold for any € V. Set w(z) := lim,, 0o RV 3(2), x €

RY. By [8, Proposition 11.2.2] w is (PtV" )-excessive for any n > 1. As a result w is finely
continuous on V. Obviously, w < RV 3. Observe that

v, 7 Tv, T — 00.

As a result R*Y»n » R*Vn. Therefore
(w,n) = lim (R 3,) = lim (8, R*""n) = (6, R""n) = (R" B,7).
Hence, w = RV 3 a.e., which in turn implies, by (2.17) again, that w = RV 3 in V. O

Lemma 4.5. Let V be an open subset of R and B € B(R?) be a polar closed subset of V.
Furthermore, let 8 be a positive Borel measure on V. Then

RYB(z) =RV BB(z), zeV~B.

Proof. Suppose that we know that
R*Vip(z) =RV By(x), 2eV B (4.3)
for any positive Borel function  on R%. Then
(RYB,n) = (B, R n) = (B, R"V"Fn) = (R P 3,m).

Consequently, RV = RV B3 a.e. Since both functions are (PtV\B )-excessive we have, by
(2.17), that RV 3= RV B3 on V \ B. What is left is to show (4.3). But (see (2.10))

RVoe) =B [ n(X)ds. RV Bpz)=E* [ n(x.)d VB
77(55) €T 0 77( S) 5? 77(33) T 0 77( S) 5’ HAES N\ .

Since B is polar, we have 1y = 7/ g Pi-a.s. for any z € R? (see (2.16)), which implies the
desired equality. O

We close this section by proving a slight generalization of the well known Dynkin formula.

Lemma 4.6. (Dynkin formula) Let B,V be open subsets of R? and B c V. Then for any
positive o-finite Borel measure u,

Ey RV ju(Xry) + RPp(x) = RV p(x), zeB.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may and will assume that p is bounded (general case
then follows by monotone approximation of p by bounded measures). By [59, Theorem
12.16]

Y (R (5RY1)] (Xop)} + [RP (3RY )] (0) - [B (3RS )] @), < B
Hence

E; {[8R5 (R' )] (Xrp)} + [R® (BR5 )] (@) = [R5 (RY )] (), @ eB.
Since RY i1 is (P} )-excessive, we have

,BRX (Rvu) (x) » RV pu(z), zeV.
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Consequently, the most left term in the above equality and the term on the right-hand
side of the above inequality converge pointwise to respective terms in the asserted equality.
From this, we conclude that the second term on the left-hand side of the above equality is
convergent pointwise in B to a positive Borel function that we denote by w. Let n € Cy(B).
By Dynkin’s formula again
E:Y RYVin(X,,) + R*Pn(z) = R*Vn(x), xeR

By [59, Proposition 12.15], V 5 z E;’VR*’VU(XTB) is (Pt*’v)—excessive. Therefore, by
the above equality, R*%7 is a difference of finite finely continuous functions, and thus, it is

finely continuous as well. Consequently, by duality and the Lebesgue dominated convergence
theorem (note that RB(ﬁRX,u) < 2RV 1) for every bounded 1 € pCy(B),

(w,n) = lim (R (BRE ) ) = lim (. SRS R"Pn) = (u, R Pn) = (RP ).

From this one easily concludes the result (see (2.17)). O

5. DISTRIBUTIONAL SOLUTIONS

In the paper we are concerned with distributional solutions to (1.4). This means that we
would like to consider —Au+b-Vu+ A as a distribution on D\ K. In order to do so it is not
enough, in general, to impose merely local integrability of u on D \ K. This is due to the
presence of a nonlocal term in (1.5) which forces some integral properties of v in the whole
R%,

Definition 5.1. Fix an open set V c R For any compact F ¢ V, we let rp := (2dist(F, V¢))A
1 and

pr(z) =v(Br n(F-z))+v(B.. n(z-F)).
We further define the linear space

T, (V) = N L. (RY.

F-compact, FcV

Remark 5.2. Notice that pp, < pr, whenever Fy c F,. Furthermore, in case of the
fractional Laplacian pp, < C(F1,F3)pr,, and as a result, .7,(V) = L})(Rd), with p(z) :=

JB1(ey LA WP v(dy).

Observe that in case v has the full support, Z,(V) c L} _(R?). In general however the
inclusion does not hold (take e.g. v =0).

Lemma 5.3. Let A be a Lévy operator and we Z,(V)n Ll (V). Then

loc
[ ullAn| < o0, yeC2(V).

Proof. Clearly, the above relation holds for operators of the form (1.5) with v = 0. Conse-
quently, we only need to show that for any n e C2(V), Jra [ulxy < oo, where

@) = | [ 0@ =+ 5) g (@) Lp) vldy)| . 7R

Fix n e C2(V) and let r := dist(supp[n], V¢). Notice that for any z €V,

i @) o 5) = 59t o
(r/2)A1

< [ Bl s DU+ 0y)lv(dy) = a (@),
B(rj2)a1 0¢[0,1]
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Clearly xi is compactly supported in V. Now, set
@)= | [ o aes )| s
B(CT/Q)/\l

and observe that x;, < x1+x2 +v(B1 \ B,2)|Vn|. On the other hand

x2(2) < V(B @) + [ i+ y)lv(dy), @ eR

C
(r/2)A1

Consequently,

Xn < X1+ V(Bu~ Brp)[Vn| + v(B( o) a1 )1(2) + [1]leov (B oy 01 0 (supp[n] - 2)), @€ R,

The first three terms on the right-hand side of the above inequality are compactly supported
in V, which combined with fact that u € L}, (V) implies that their sum multiplied by |u| is
integrable over R%. By the definition of the space .7,(V), we have that also the most right
term above multiplied by |u| is integrable in R?. This completes the proof. O

Definition 5.4. We say that u € Z,(D) n L} _(RY) is a distributional solution to (1.4)
provided that (see Remark 2.1)

—_[KduA*n— fRddivbun— fRdub-Vn+ fRdnd)\ >0, nepZ(D\NK). (5.1)
If the above holds we write
—Au+bVu+A20 in 2'(D\K).
In other words —Awu + bVu + A is a positive distribution (see [29, Definition 3.17]).

Remark 5.5. Let us define measure v} (B) := v(z - B), x € R? and B ¢ B(R?). We further
define positive Radon measure V{Z’D(dy) on D by

viP(dy) = [ u(e)v;(dy)do.

A*:f A f dvtP.
fRdu n= | wA'n+ | ndv

Consequently, by Lemma 5.3, I/;:’D is a positive Radon measure on D. Moreover, I/;:’D(K )=
0 whenever K is a closed polar subset of D (see [12, Lemma 2.16] and (2.15)).

Now, notice that

The following two results will be needed later. We denote v (dy) = v} (-dy).
Lemma 5.6. Let n,§ € pAB(E) and supp[n]n supp[&] = 2. Then

L, [on@ewmtdyyde= [ [ e (ay) e (5.2)

Proof. The asserted equality easily follows for smooth and compactly supported n and &
since then the left hand side of (5.2) equals [pa(BE)(x)n(z)dz and the right hand side
equals [pa &(2)(B*n)(z) dz, where B is the Lévy operator with triplet (0,0,v) and B* is
its dual, so with triplet (0,0,2*). The general result is a consequence of the monotone class
theorem. O

Recall that the definition of the measure V:;’D is given in Remark 5.5.
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Lemma 5.7. Let V cc D be an open set, and u be a positive Borel measurable function on
Re. Then for any r > Ko,

ROVl (z) =B [1peu(Xy,,)], zeV.
Proof. The left-hand side of the asserted identity equals

[ @iy = [ [ 6@y ) d-.

On the other hand, by the Ikeda-Watanabe formula (see [36]) the right-hand side of the
asserted identity equals

[Dcu(y)P{ﬁ(x,dy):/Dc u(y)/VG'xi/(x,Z)Vz(dy)dz.

Now, the result follows from Lemma 5.6. O

6. LOCAL BEHAVIOUR OF SOLUTIONS I

Throughout the section, similarly to Section 4, we fix k1 > kg and we drop it in the
notation (see (4.1)). We shall only make one exception from this rule in the assertion of
Theorem 6.6 below where it would be better to keep the full notation for the clarity of the
presentation.

Definition 6.1. We say that Borel measurable function u on V' is g.e. finely-continuous
if the process [0,7y) 3t » u(X;) € R is right-continuous at ¢ = 0 under measure P, for q.e.
xeV.

Remark 6.2. Let V be a Borel measurable finely open subset of R?. Let u be a Borel
measurable function that is g.e. finely continuous on V. Let N be the set of those x € V for
which the mapping [0,7y) 3 t = u(X;) € R is not right-continuous at ¢ = 0 under measure
P,. Since N is polar, we have that V' \ N is finely open again. Thus, u is finely continuous
on V x N. Now applying (2.17) we obtain the following result.

o If u,v are q.e. finely continuous functions on V that are equal a.e., then u = v q.e.
inV.
We shall use this result further in the paper.

Definition 6.3. We say that a (P, )-excessive function h is (P,)-harmonic provided that
for any compact K c V', we have

EYh(X,,.) =h(z), zeV. (6.1)

Remark 6.4. Notice that for any Borel measurable B ¢ V, with compact B that is a subset
of V, and (P))-harmonic function h one has (6.1) with K replaced by B. Indeed, since h
is (PY)-excessive, EY h(X,,) < h(z), x € V (see [8, Theorem I11.5.7]). On the other hand,
by (P))-excessiveness of h again and (6.1) with K = B, one concludes (see [8, Theorem
I11.5.7] again)

EVh(X,,) 2 EY (X, ) =h(z), zeV.

Proposition 6.5. Let V be an open bounded subset of R%. Suppose that h e Z,(V)nL (V)
s a positive (Ptv)—harmom'c function. Then, for any n e C'CQ(V)

fv hL*n = 0. (6.2)
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Proof. We let h =0 on V€. For any positive n € C?(V) we have

(2) n_]}(2)7*7vn
— [ nr* :—th * = i pl=—t 1
Jo = J b= p
-pV h-PVh
S T Al L A T (A LAY
t—-0+* JV t t—-0+* JV t

(in the second equality we used the fact that |n - 1}(2)’*"/77\\00 <ct, te[0,1] for some ¢ > 0).
By the Riesz theorem there exists a positive Radon measure 8 on V such that

- [ L= [ nds, neciv). (6.3)

Let VO = {z € V : dist(z,0V) > 6}. Let p. be the standard smooth mollifier. Then letting
(bVh)e := (bVh) * pe, he := h * p. and (. := 8 * p., and testing p. * 1 in (6.3), we have for
e<d and neC®(V?),

./V Ben = fvne dB = (h,(=A" + k1 1)ne) + (h, (bV)*1.) = (he, (=A™ + k1I)n) + ((bVR):, ).
Set (see the comments preceding Lemma 4.1)
fe:==(bVh)e + bVhe.
Then
- [ phen= [ (57 BIm. meCR (V).
From the above equation and continuity of Lh., f° and S, we infer that
Lhe(z) = f*(x) + B=(z), eV’
Then, by using Dynkin’s martingale formula (see e.g. [44, Theorem 3.9.4]), we conclude
that
§ §
he(z) =Eghe(Xr ;) + RY Be(2) - R" f*(z), zeV’.
Set y0(x) = Eyhe(X7, ). Since h is non-negative we have that 72 is (Ptvé )-excessive (see e.g.
[8, Proposition 11.2.8]). By [26, Lemma 94, page 306], up to subsequence, ('yff:S ) is convergent
a.e.,as € 0, toa (PtW )-excessive function 7%, By Lemmas 4.1,4.2 RV5[3€ - RV6[5’ and
Rvéf8 — 0 a.e. Thus, by using (2.17),

h=2"+R"' 3 inV°. (6.4)

Letting  ~ 0 we obtain, by Lemma 4.4, that RV5,8 - RY3. From this and (6.4), we
conclude, by Fatou’s lemma, that RV 3 < oo q.e. By the said convergence, we have that (75)
is convergent too. Let us denote its limit by v. We thus have

h=v+R"B inV°

Recall that 70 is (Ptvd)—excessive, which implies (see [8, Proposition I1.2.3]) that for any
a>0

aRY (V) () <7 (2), xeV. (6.5)
Let 6 € (6,00). Since Vo c V?, we have Tys < Tys (see (2.8)), which combined with (2.10),

the fact that 4% is non-negative, and (6.5) yields

aRY (V)(2) <7 (2), weV.
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Letting 6 \ 0 and using Lemma 4.2, and next letting 6\ 0 and using Lemma 4.4 give
aRX’y <7, a.e. inV.

Consequently, by [6, Proposition 2.4] there exists a (P )-excessive function 4 such that
4 =~ a.e. We deduce then, by using (2.17), that

h=4+R"B, inV.
By [8, Theorem VI.2.11]
h=hy+RYBy+RYA,

for some positive Borel measure 8y and positive (Ptv )-harmonic function hy. By the unique-
ness of the Riesz decomposition we conclude that Sy = 8 = 0. From this and (6.3) we get
(6.2). O

Theorem 6.6. Suppose that either v £ 0 and u € F,(D) n L. (RY) or v =0 and u €

loc

Llloc(D \ K). Furthermore, suppose that u is a non-negative solution to (1.4). By the Riesz
theorem there exists a positive Radon measure fig on D\ K such that

—Au+bVu+A=fy in 2'(D\K).
We let po(B) = fio(Bn K€), BeB(D). Then

1) we L} (D), po is Radon on D and there exists a positive bounded measure o on D

supported in K such that
~Au+bVu+A=pg+oxg in 2'(D);

2) there exists a g.e. finely continuous 0% -version @ of u that is finite q.e. in D and for any
open set V cc D

a(z) = B a( Xy, ) + R po(x) + R o () = RV AN(@) + s RV u(z)  ge. in V. (6.6)

Proof. The proof of 1) shall be divided into four steps.

Step 1. In the first step we shall show that u admits a probabilistic representation (a
form of Feynman-Kac formula). The reasoning in this step is similar to the one following
(6.3). There is, however, a substantial difference between the arguments. Namely, in the
proof of Proposition 6.5 the function A was compactly supported and so its regularization
by Friedrichs mollifier was in the domain of the Feller generator L. This is, in general, no
longer true under the assumptions of the theorem. Set U := D\ K, and for given ¢, > 0 let

D% :={x e D:dits(z,0D) >0}, U’:=D°~K, U’:={xeU°’:dist(x,K)>e}.

Let pg be as in the assertion of the theorem. Then

—A*I—fd'b—fb /d:fd f 2(17). (6.
fRdu( +r11)n | divbur Dan+ Dn)\ L ndpotry [ neCZ(U). (6.7)

Set & := po — A+ Kk1u (we treat u as a measure u(x)dx here). Let p. be a smooth mollifier
(e.g. Friedrichs mollifier). Testing (6.7) with 7. :=n * p. gives for € <4,

LA b+ [ oy = [ ndg necwd),
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where (bVu). := (bVu) # p. (see the comments preceding Lemma 4.1). Set u? := (1pu) +p. €
C>(R%), and I/;::gD = vl p, (see Remark 5.5). Using symmetry of the convolution
operator, the fact that A* is translation invariant, and Remark 5.5, we conclude that

f]Rd u(-A* + k1I)ne = fRd 1pu(-A" + k1 l)n- + f]Rd 1peu(-A* + k1I)n.
:fRd(lDu)a(—A*+/<;1[)n—_/D775dVZ’D

:_fRd(—A+/<;1[)u£n—fDndV;:5D.

Set & =& * p., and
€ ==(bVu)e + bVu,.
Then
- [aln= [ v D mecEul),

Fix g9 > 0, and let ¢ € (0,£9). From the above equation and continuity of Lul, f¢, & and
V;:é) , we infer that

~LuP(2) = f(2) + &) + v P (2), 2eUL.
Then, by using Dynkin’s martingale formula (see e.g. [44, Theorem 3.9.4]), we obtain that

uP(2) = Equl (X, ) + RV0¢(x) - RV f5(x) + %o P(x), weUS, ce(0,e).
€0

€07
U5
Set 75 _ (z) == EuP (X, . ). Since u is non-negative we have that 75 _ is (P, “°)-excessive
6,0 5 Ugo d,€0 t
(see e.g. [8, Proposition I1.2.8]). By [26, Lemma 94, page 306], up to a subsequence, (73 )

. U2 . . 5 5

is convergent a.e. to a (P, *°)-excessive function ~s.,. By Lemmas 4.1,4.2 RY0¢, » RYeo¢,
S S 5

RV V{:,’é) - RYo I/;’D, and RV f¢—0a.e. Thus,

5 5 .
U=Yoe0 + RY%o¢ + RY0u5P  ae. in UE‘SO.

Step 2 (passing to the limit with €9 - 0). Rearranging the terms in the above equality,

we obtain for a.e. z € Ufo,

u(z) + RPN (2) = g0 () + BP0 pig(z) + R%0u2P () + RV N~ (2) + 51 RV ou(z). (6.8)

By Lemma 4.4 RU0\* RU6A+, R%o\- - RU[S)\*, R%oy - RUéu, RY% vl RUC D
§
and RYo iy — RV’ o as €g N 0. By the assumptions that we made and Remark 5.5 |A|(Us) +

viP(Us) < oo for any § > 0 which combined with Lemma 4.2 gives RU5|)\| + RV upP < oo

g.e. in Uy for any ¢ > 0. From this and (6.8), we conclude, by using Fatou’s lemma, that
RUéuo,RUéu < oo q.e., and since K is polar, we further infer, by using Lemma 4.5, that
RU°) = RDé)\, RU'y = RDéu, RU(sI/;’D = RD(SV{:’D, and RUé,uO = RD(S,uO g.e. in D%. By the
convergences stated after (6.8), we get that (vs5.,) is convergent as €y — 0, too. We denote
its limit by vs. We thus have

u(x) =vs(x) + RD6£(:C) + RD(SV;’D(x) for a.e. x € D°, (6.9)

with all the terms finite a.e. in D°.
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Ué
Step 3 (7s has an excessive version in D?). Recall that s, is (P, “)-excessive, which
implies (see [8, Proposition 11.2.3]) that for any >0

ue
AR (V5.0 () €500 (), T UL (6.10)

Fix &y € (€0,9). Since Ugo cU?

2, we have s <Tus (see (2.8)), which combined with (2.10),

the fact that s, is non-negative, and (6.10) yields

v
ARy (V5.0) () < V560(T), T€ Ufo.
Letting €9 \ 0 and using Lemma 4.2, and then letting £y \ 0 and using Lemma 4.4 give
aRgéfy(g <75, a.e. in Ue.
This in turn, by Lemma 4.5, implies that
aRgS'm <75, a.e. in Do,
Consequently, by [6, Proposition 2.4] there exists a (P} ’ )-excessive function 4s(+) such that
¥5(-) =75(-) a.e. Thus, by (6.9),
u=AHs + RD6§ + RDéy;’D, a.e. in D, (6.11)

From this and [8, Proposition VI1.2.3] we conclude in particular that u e L}, (D) (this is the
part of the assertion in case v = 0).

Step 4 (conclusion of the result). By [8, Theorem VI.2.11]
4s=hs+ R” 05 in D°
for some positive Borel measure o5 and positive (P 6)—harm0nic function hs. Consequently

u=hs+ RDéa(; + RD6£ + RD(SV*’D, a.e. in D°. (6.12)

u

Fix ne Cg(D‘s). Multiplying the above equality by (the bounded continuous function) L*n
and applying Proposition 6.5 and Lemma 2.3 yields

* * 3 * 4 * *
_fD<$UL 77:_/Déh5L 77+_/D6RD osL 77+_/D5RD &L nz_/anda(;JrfDénd&_/Dénduu’D.

Hence
* *, D 2 )
—fDéuLn—[l)énd05+[l)énd§+fmndyu , neCZ(D%).

As a result, by Helly’s selection theorem (see e.g. [39, Theorem 5.19]), there exists a positive
Radon measure o on D such that, up to a subsequence, o5 — o in the vague topology (i.e.
[pndos — [pndo for any 1 € C.(D)), which in turn combined with the previous equality

yields
—_/DuL*n:fDndawL_/DndngfDnduz’D neC*(D).

Hence and by Remark 5.5
* 2
—fRduL n—fDnda+fD77d§, e CX(D).

Invoking equality (6.7) we conclude that supp[c] c K. This completes the proof of 1) with
OK ‘=0.

As to 2) let us fix open V cc D. We keep the notation of the proof of 1). Let § > 0 be
such that V c D%, Set Ny :={z eV : RD6|£|(x) + RD(;V;’D(x) = oo}. By Step 2 of the proof
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of 1) the set Nj is polar. Furthermore, by [8, Proposition 11.3.5], N := {x € V : §5(z) = oo}
is polar too. Letting a(x) :=95(z) + RDag(x) + RD(SV;’D(x) for z € V x (N1 U N3) and zero
otherwise we get, by (6.11), that @ is a q.e. finely continuous ¢?-version of u that is finite
qg.e inV (RD 55*, RP 55’, RP 51/;’[), js are excessive, hence finely continuous). This being
so for any open set V cc D, we easily find a q.e. finely continuous ¢?-version @ of u on D
that is q.e. finite in D. Thus, by (6.12) and Remark 6.2, we have

U= hs+ RDéag + RD6£ + RD(SV*’D, q.e. in D°. (6.13)

u

From this, Dynkin’s formula (see [59, Theorem 12.16]) and the definition of a harmonic
function (see Remark 6.4), we conclude that

E2’[6(Xr, )] = B [hs(Xr, )] + EX[R” 05( X, )]
+ED[RY €(X)] + B [RP v P (X, )]
= hs(z) + R? o5(z) - RV o5(2)
+ RP’¢(2) - RVE(x) + RP v P (2) - RV v P(2), qe. in V.
This equality together with (6.13) yield
i(z) = EP’[4(X+)] + RV os(z) + RVé(z) + RV P (2)  qee. in V. (6.14)
By the definition of the measures P2 6, PP we have

B [0(Xn)] = Eala(X ) Liry rpsy] > Eal 08X )1y crpy] = EP[0(Xr, )]
From this, (6.14) and Lemma 4.2 we infer that
a(z) = EP[a(X,, )]+ RVo(z) + RVE(x) + RV v P(x) qe. in V.
Now, using Lemma 5.7 gives the desired equality. U

7. LOCAL BEHAVIOR OF SOLUTIONS II, MAXIMUM PRINCIPLE

In the following section we shall prove that the formula appearing in assertion 2) of
Theorem 6.6 holds true for k1 = 0. The advantage of this refinement is that the term riu
that is present on the right-hand side of the said formula vanishes. The second advantage
is a maximum principle that we can obtain, as a simple corollary, with a constant that in
some instances is independent of the drift b. The said refinement requires an additional
assumption formulated as (7.7) below that is in fact a necessary condition for having all the
integrals in "1 = 0 version" of (6.6) finite.

7.1. Auxiliary results. Let V be an open subset of R?. As we mentioned in the comment
following Hypothesis 2.2, each Rg’v(x,dy) is absolutely continuous with respect to the
Lebesgue measure on V, which in turn implies that R%Y (z,dy) = lima_o-+ jov(:c,dy)
(monotone limit) shares this property too. By [27, Theorem V.58, page 52| for any x > 0
there exists a positive function r.(-,-) € (V) ® B(V) such that

RYY (z,dy) = re(x,y)dy, zeV. (7.1)

As mentioned in Section 2.2 for any k > Ko, @ > 0 there exists Green’s function Gy, of
A-bV+ (k+a)l onV (see also (2.18)). We used at that point the result from [8] that
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required the dual operator (A —bV)* + kI to generate a Markov semigroup. This in turn
holds true provided that & > kg. We shall extend the family (G7;,(-,-)) to x ranging over
the set [0,00). In order to do this, we define (see (2.13) and (2.18))

(.9), a2
GV (2,y) = X“ o . 7.2
V7 GV?O(CC,:U)+(I{(]—OZ)fVT‘a(x,Z)GV?O(Z,y)dZ, Q€ [O’K‘O)' ( )
Proposition 7.1. The family of functions defined by (7.2) satisfies:

) or any x € o> xT, 1S excessive wi respec o T
V,a20, G, ith t to (PFoVeY)y;

}

(ii) for any y eV, a >0, Gy, ,( ,y) is a-excessive with respect to (Pto,v);
(iii) for any x eV, a >0, R&V(m, dy) = G?/,a(x,y) dy;
(v) for any x,y eV, o, >0,

Haly) = G pay) + (B=0) [ Ghale2)CY 50 d

(7.3)
= G%B(x,y) +(6-a) .[V G(‘)/ﬁ(x, z)GQ/,a(z,y) dz.

Proof. From the resolvent identity and (7.1), we conclude that for any «, > 0 and any
xeV,

ra(e,y) =r5(ep)+ (B-a) [ ralw.2)ra(z,y) d=

—rp(wy) + (B-0) [ ra@2)ra(zp)dz, yeViac
When a > kg, we clearly have ro(z,-) = Gy, (x,) ae. (see (7.1) and (2.11)). This
combined with (7.1), (7.2) and (7.4) gives (111) that may be restated as follows

ro(z,-) = G?/a(x,-) a.e. in V for any z eV, a > 0. (7.5)

a+Kg,*,V

(7.4)

As to (i), note that each GY7 (z,-) is excessive with respect to (P ), by the very
definition of the Green function, see (2.6). Observe also that by (7.2) for any a € [0, ko),
GQ,@(&U,-) is excessive with respect to (Pfo’*’v) (due to excessiveness of Gy (z,-) with

respect to (Pfo’*’v)). This establishes (i).

(iv) By (i), we have in particular that Gg{y(x, -) is co-finely continuous for any x € V' and
a > 0. From this, (7.5), (7.4) and (2.17) (for co-fine topology) one easily concludes (iv).

(ii) For any y € V and « > ko, G%a(-,y) is a-excessive with respect to (Pto’v) (again by
the very definition of the Green function G ). What is left is to show that (ii) holds true
for any a € [0,k9). By (7.3)

BROY 5 (G () (@) + G g (,y)
= /8 [ GV,BJra(x?Z)GV,a(Zay) dz + G?/,6+a(xay) = G?/@(.%',y), T,y € V.

As a result, ﬁRgYﬁ(G?/a(-,y))(:c) < GY (z,y) for any o, 20, z,y € V. By the second
equality in (7.3), with 8 = ko, G?/a(-,y) is kg-excessive with respect to (Pto’v), hence finely
continuous on V for any « € [0, ko). Consequently, by [59, Exercise 4.23], for any « € [0, ko),

G% o (1) is a-excessive with respect to (Pto’v). O
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Thanks to the above result we may define function
RV (@)= [ (e uldy). eV (7.6)

for any o > 0 and positive Borel measure p on R? (clearly jov,u = RV for a > Ky, see
(2.14)).

Lemma 7.2. Let V c R? be an open set, and u be a positive Borel measurable function on
R?. Then for any 0 < a< K,

(k= ) (R (Bfu(Xr))) (@) + Bfu(Xr, ) = Ege ™V u(Xp,), weV.
Proof. By making use of the Lebesgue monotone convergence theorem we may and will

assume without loss of generality that v is bounded. By (2.12) and strong Markov property
one has

RV (Efu(Xr, ) (2) = RyY (B[ u(Xy,)]) (z)
_ R0 fo e EY [e " Vu(X,,)] ds

E2 _/OTV e [e_“(TV_S)u(XTV)] ds

= Eg [e“TVu(XTV) [)TV e(r-a)s ds]
1

R—

B [V u(Xn, ) (e —1)].
From this and (2.12) again, we infer the asserted equality. O

Now, thanks to (7.6), we may extend Lemmas 4.4, 4.5 to the case k1 = 0.

Lemma 7.3. Let (V,,) be an increasing sequence of open subsets of R? and let V := Ups1 V.
Let 3 be a positive Borel measure on V. Then

ROV B(x) » ROV B(x), xzeV.

Proof. Let k > kg. By the resolvent identity,
ROV 3(z) = R®V"B(z) + kRO RFVeB(2),  x € V.

By Lemma 4.4 f,(x) = R®V"3(x) » R®VB(z) = f(z),r € V. Hence, there exists g €
p#A (V') such that

RWVeg g, inV.
Clearly, g < R%Y f in V.. On the other hand, for n >m
ROVa g, > ROVaf, A ROV
Letting m — oo yields ¢ > R%Y f. Thus, g = RV f. As a result
ROV 3(z) » R®Y B(z) + kRO RV B(x) = R®V B(x), =xeV.

This completes the proof. O
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Clearly, in order to have the integrals in (6.6) well defined with 1 = 0, we need G?/,o to
be finite a.e., or in other words that

o}ij& va(x,y) = Sli}o) Gg{y(az,y) < oo for a.e. (z,y) eV xV
(0%

The last property is equivalent to (see [22, Theorem 2, Section 3.7])
Po(ry <o0) =1, zeV. (7.7)

The above condition holds whenever v(B¢(0,7)) > 0 for any r > 1 (see [55, Proposition 3.7]),
thus it holds true for operators from Examples 3.1-3.3. For other conditions based on the
Fourier symbol see e.g. [12, Theorem 5.5]. From the result mentioned we may deduce that
(7.7) holds for the operators in Example 3.4. By (7.7) and [22, Theorem 4, Section 3.6] for
any finite (Pto’v)—excessive function f, we have Pto’v f(x) > 0,t - oo for z € V such that
f(x) < oo, which implies that

lin(l) aRYY f(z)=0, zeV, f(z)<oco. (7.8)
a—
We will use this property in the proof of the main theorem of the section.

Theorem 7.4. Assume that for any open V cc D (7.7) holds and R*V \* € L*(V'). Suppose
that u € 7,(D)n L} (R?) (orue L} (DNK) in case v =0) is a non-negative distributional

loc

solution to (1.4). Let o be as in Theorem 6.6 and
U= |J {xeV:R"W\(2)<oo}, N:=D\U.
VeceD

Then N is polar, u has an (*-version 4 that is finely continuous on D ~ N and letting
w(xz) =0, x € N, we have that for any open V cc D,

a(z) + ROV (2) =E2a(X,, ) + R™Y po(z) + RV o () + ROV AN (z) zeV,  (7.9)
and

a(z) + ROV A () > i[r)lfvﬁ(y)]P’g(Tv <7p), wzeV. (7.10)
yeD~

If for any open V cc D there ewists k > 0 such that R%V)ﬁ(x) < oo,z €V, then u has an
(% -version G that is finely continuous in D.

Proof. Observe that (7.10) follows directly from (7.9). Indeed,
a(z) + ROV (2) 2 B2a( Xy, ) 2 B poy (X )(Xry, ) 2 iBfVa(y)IP’g(TV <1p), zeV.
yeD~

The rest of the proof shall be divided into four steps.

Step 1(N is polar). First observe that since R?, as a separable metric space, is second
countable, we may chose a countable base (V},),s1 of open subsets of R?, and for any such
base we have

N=D~ |J {zeV,:R"""\"(x) < oo}.
VnceD
By the assumptions made each R%Y»\* is finite a.e. in Vj,. Consequently, by [8, Proposition
VI.2.3] R%Y»\* < o q.e. in V}, for any n > 1. This in turn combined with the above equality
gives that N is polar.
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Step 2(fine continuity). By Theorem 6.6 there exists @ that is a g.e. finely continuous
¢?-version of u such that for any open V cc D and & > ko,

a(z)+ ROV N (x) = Efa( Xy, )+ RYY po(x) + RYY o (2) +kRYVai(2) + ROV A (x)  qee. in V.

The second term on the left-hand side and each term on the right-hand side of the above
equality is a (Pt“’v)—excessive function, hence finely continuous on V. We denote all the
terms on the right-hand side of the above equality by w;, ¢ = 1,...,5 starting from the most
left term. By the definition of N, RQ’VX’ is finite on D \ N for any open V cc D. Thus,
letting @ := Z?:l w; — RS’VN on V N\ N and zero on N, we have that & =4 q.e. and

a(z) = B a( X, ) + ROV po(z) + ROV o (z) + ROV a(x) - ROV A(x) zeVNN. (7.11)

Denote for a moment so constructed @ by #y. Now let V1 cc D be an open set and V' c V.
Let 4y, be the function constructed in the same way as 4y but with V' replaced by V.
Clearly, iy, is finely continuous on V ~ N. Therefore, by (2.17), 4y = Gy, on V N N.
Consequently, there exists a finely continuous function @ on D such that (7.11) holds for
any open V cc D.

In case for any open V cc D there exists # > 0 such that RV A*(z) < o0, z € V we may
obviously take N = @ in the construction of @ (x may vary when changing V).

Step 3 (main formula: the case \* =0)

We additionally assume that A* = 0. In this case N = @. Let V be an open subset of D
such that V cc D. By the assumption that we made and (7.11) a(z) > kRY  a(z), z € V
for any x > kg. As a result, by the resolvent identity and fine continuity of i, we obtain that
@ is (Pto’v)—excessive. Let @(x) < oo and « € (0,x]. Notice that, by the resolvent identity,
for any positive Borel measure 3 if RYVRYYV B(z) + RYV B(z) < oo, then RYY B(z) < oo.
Consequently, by (7.11) and since aRY" 4(z) < @(z) < o0, one concludes that RYY B(z) < oo
with av € (0,k] and 8 = pg, 0k, A\~. Keeping this in mind, we put R%Y %o both sides of (7.11)
and apply the resolvent identity to get

RYVi(z) = RYY (ErFa( Xy, ) (2)

(RO’VUK(OC) - RyV ok ()

1
+ T(Rg’vﬂo(x) - RYY jo(2)) *

L a(Rovu(az) ROVu(x))+ a(ROVA (z) - ROV A (2))

= [ReV (EFa(Xr,)) (@) - RO VU(ﬂf) o Bal(Xry )]
- E[Rg’vuo(w) +RY JK(ac) - RS’V/\_(HU) +EN(Xr, ) (2) - s Ry a())]

+ —(Rg’v,uo(x) + Rg;VJK(m) + Rg’v)f(x))

[ROV(EW(XTV))(S'?)Jr RO oVa(x) + aEgﬂ(Xw)]— ia@(x)
+ E(R(g’vﬂo(ﬂf) + Rg’VUK(CU) + Rg’vx(ﬁ'?))-
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In the last equation we used (7.11). Consequently, multiplying both sides of the above
equality by (k — «), rearranging the terms and next applying Lemma 7.2 yield

a(x) - aRgVa(x) = [(k - )Ry (Ba(Xr,))(2) + Eoi(Xr, )]
+ Ry po(x) + RYY o () + RYY A (2)
=EY0(X,, ) + ROV po(z) + RSV o (x) + ROV A (2), zeV.
Letting o« - 0 and using (7.8) give (7.9) for any x € V such that @(x) < co. Since both

the left and the right-hand side of (7.9) are (Pto’v)—excessive, hence finely continuous, one
obtains by (2.17) the desired equality.

Step 4 (the general case). Let D. cc D be an open set such that K c D.. Set w.(x) :=
R%P=)\*(2), x € D.. By the assumptions of the theorem w, is finite on D, \ N and w, €
LY(D.). Let ne C>(D.). Applying the resolvent identity one concludes

(we,=Lyn) = (RYPN" + kRYP=we, =Lin) = (\*,n) + k(ws,n).
Consequently,
(w€7_L677):()‘+7n)7 WECCOO(De)
As a result, v. := u + w, is a non-negative distributional solution to
—Lov—-XA">0 in D.\ K.
Therefore, by Step 3, for any V cc D,,
bo(x) =E20. (X7, ) + ROV po(z) + R™V o (x) + ROV A (z) z eV,
(note that o in Theorem 6.6 does not depend on D as long as K c D). Since, by Step 3,
DI (PtO’DE)—excessive, we have
3 - | 0,D¢ (o - i 0,De _— 0,D¢
Ue(z) = lim aR;7°(0:)(x) = lim aRy"*(u+w:)(z) = lim aRy 7 (u)(x) + w.(x)
a—>00 Q—>00 a—>00
for any z € D.\ Nz, where N, := {z € D : w.(z) = 00}. We let Gie(x) := limgoeo aRY"* (1) ()
for any x € D, ~ N, and zero on N (note that N. c N). Clearly, 4. is finely continuous on

D.\ N, as
ﬁE(x) = @e(x) _we(x)a x €D\ N,

both ¥, w. are (PtO’DE )-excessive, hence finely continuous in D, and w, is finite on D\ N¢.
Now, by Lemma 4.6

G (x) + RN (2) = B0 (X7, ) + ROV po(2) + R™Y o (2) + R¥V A (2) 2z eV~ N..

Since 4. and @ constructed in Step 2 are finely continuous ¢%-versions of u in D. \ N, we
conclude by (2.17) that 4. =@ on D~ N. By arbitrariness of D, we get (7.9) on V \ N for
any open V cc D. Of course, (7.9) holds on N as well since on this set the left hand side
gives infinity. O

Remark 7.5. Observe that, letting ¢ = 1, we have
wy () := Pg(ﬁ/ <Tp) = IE%DQD(XTV), zeD.

By [59, Proposition 12.15] wy is a (PtO’D)—excessive function. Thus, whenever the strong
mazximum principle holds for (Pf’D):

fepBy(D), R®Pf(x)=0forsome ze D = R*Pf=0inD, (7.12)
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then there exists ¢ > 0 such that wy(x) > ¢, z € V. Indeed, suppose that wy(zg) = 0
for some zg € D. Since wp is (PtO’D)—excessive , we have aR*Pwy ~ wy in D. Since
wy (z0) = 0 we have aR“Pwy 7 wy (x0) = 0. As a result, by the strong maximum principle,
aR“Pwy =0 in D, which implies that wy = 0. On the other hand wy(z) =1,z DNV, a
contradiction. Therefore wy, is strictly positive in D. By the strong Feller property wy is
lower semicontinuous in D, which in turn gives that inf ey wy (x) > 0.

Remark 7.6. Observe that if for any x € D, Gp(z,y) >0 for a.e. y € D, then (7.12) holds.
Therefore, by [42, Theorem 2.5], inf,ey wy (x) > 0 for the operator of Example 3.1.

Remark 7.7. Observe that
wy (z) =P2(ry <7p) =PUX,, e DNV)2PUX,, e D\V) = fv Gy (z,y)vy(DNV)dy.

If we knew that v, (D~ V) >0 a.e. in y € V, then we would have that wy (z) > 0,z € V.
We see that wy(z) =1, x € (DN V)" (so called regular points for D \ V; see [8, Definition
1.11.1]). By [8, Proposition I1.3.3], (D\V)\ (D\V)" is semipolar, and by the very definition
of regular points, D\V c (DN V)" c (D V) (see the comments following [8, Definition
1.11.1]). We have

D=Vu(D~V) ' u[(D~NV)N(D~NV)"].

Since wy is (PtO’D)—excessive
o [P 0,D
o fo wy (Xs)ds = R¥Pwy (z) < wy(x), xeD.
By [8, Proposition I1.3.4], the set {¢t > 0: X; e (D~V)~ (D~ V)"} is a.s. countable.
Consequently, R?’Dwv(x) > 0, x € D, which implies that wy(z) > 0, z € D. Since wy is
lower semicontinuous, we conclude that infgey wy () > 0. In particular, the last relation
holds true for the operator of Example 3.2.

Corollary 7.8. Let 4 and V' be as in the assertion of Theorem 7.4.

1) If v=0 (i.e. Ais a local operator), then

NN
au(x) > yellrjlfvu(y), xeV

2) In general, we have

a(x) > yeilrjlfvu(y)[l - fv Gv(z,y)vy(D )dy] > yeilrjlfvu(y)[l - 2161‘1/) vy(D )Exrv], xeV.
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