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Abstract

In this paper, we study properties of the dual process and Schrédinger-type operators of
a non-symmetric diffusion with measure-valued drift. Let u = (u!,...,u?) be such that each
pt is a signed measure on R? belonging to the Kato class Ky 1. A diffusion with drift p is a
diffusion process in R¢ whose generator can be informally written as L + p - V where L is a
uniformly elliptic differential operator. When each ' is given by U’(z)dz for some function
U?, a diffusion with drift p is a diffusion in R? with generator L + U - V. In [I4, [[5], we have
already studied properties of diffusions with measure-value drifts in bounded domains. In this
paper we discuss the potential theory of the dual process and Schrédinger-type operators of a
diffusion with measure-valued drift.

We show that a killed diffusion process with measure-valued drift in any bounded domain has
a dual process with respect to a certain reference measure. For an arbitrary bounded domain,
we show that a scale invariant Harnack inequality is true for the dual process. We also show
that, if the domain is bounded C'!, the boundary Harnack principle for the dual process is true
and the (minimal) Martin boundary for the dual process can be identified with the Euclidean
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boundary. It is also shown that the harmonic measure for the dual process is locally comparable
to that of the h-conditioned Brownian motion with h being the ground state.

Informally the Schrédinger operator we consider is L + p - V + v where L is uniformly
elliptic, p is a vector-valued signed measure in R% and v is a signed measure in R?. Under the
gaugeability assumption, if the domain is bounded Lipschitz, the (minimal) Martin boundary for
the Schrédinger operator obtained from the diffusion with measure-value drift can be identified
with the Euclidean boundary.
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1 Introduction

In this paper, we continue discussing diffusions with measure-valued drift from [I4], [T5].
Throughout this paper, we always assume that d > 3. First we recall the definition of the Kato
class K, for a € (0,2]. For any function f on R? and r > 0, we define

d
MF(r) = sup / M)d_ya, 0<a<2.
zeR J|z—y|<r "T - y’

In this paper, we mean, by a signed measure, the difference of two nonnegative measures at most
one of which can have infinite total mass. For any signed measure v on R%, we use vt and v~
to denote its positive and negative parts, and |v| = v + v~ its total variation. For any signed

measure v on R? and any r > 0, we define

d
M (r) = sup / i) ‘Z)_a, 0<a<2.
zeR J|z—y|<r "T - y’

Definition 1.1 Let 0 < o < 2. We say that a function f on R® belongs to the Kato class Kga
if lim,. o MJ?‘(T) = 0. We say that a signed Radon measure v on R belongs to the Kato class
Ko if lim, o M(r) = 0. We say that a d-dimensional vector valued function V = (V1,--- LV
on R? belongs to the Kato class K if each V' belongs to the Kato class Kio. We say that a
d-dimensional vector valued signed Radon measure p = (pt,--- , u?) on R® belongs to the Kato

class Kg o if each u’ belongs to the Kato class Kiq-



Rigorously speaking a function f in K, may not give rise to a signed measure v in Kg,
since it may not give rise to a signed measure at all. However, for the sake of simplicity we use
the convention that whenever we write that a signed measure v belongs to K, we are implicitly
assuming that we are covering the case of all the functions in K4, as well.

Throughout this paper we assume that u = (u',..., %) is fixed with each p* being a signed

measure on R? belonging to K, 1. We also assume that the operator L is either L, or Ly where

d d
Ll = % Z ai(aijaj) and L2 = % Z aijf)i(‘)j
i,j=1 6j=1
with A := (a;;) being C 1 and uniformly elliptic but not necessarily symmetric.

Informally, when a;; is symmetric, a diffusion process in R? with drift 4 is a diffusion process
in R? with generator L -+ - V. When each p is given by U’(x)dz for some function U?, a diffusion
process with drift p is a diffusion in R? with generator L + U - V and it is a solution to the SDE
dX; = dY; + U(X;) - dt where Y is a diffusion in R? with generator L

To give the precise definition of a diffusion with drift 4 in K1, we fix a non-negative smooth
radial function ¢(x) in R? with supp[p] C B(0,1) and [ ¢(z)dz = 1. For any positive integer n,
we put ¢, (z) = 2"%p(2"z). For 1 < i < d, define

Up(w) = / ula —y)u' (dy).
Put U, (z) = (UL (x),...,Ul(z)).

In the definition below, we assume a;; is symmetric.

Definition 1.2 Suppose = (p',. .., u?) is such that each ' is a signed measure on R belonging
to the Kato class Kq1. A diffusion with drift p is a family of probability measures {P : x € R%}
on C([0,00),R%), the space of continuous R¥*-valued functions on [0,00), such that under each P,
we have

Xe=x+Y + A

where

(a) Ay = lim, fg Un(Xs)ds uniformly in t over finite intervals, where the convergence is in
probability;

(b) there exists a subsequence {ny} such that
t

Sup/ |Un, (Xs)|ds < 00
k Jo

almost surely for each t > 0;

(c) Yy is a diffusion in R® starting from the origin with generator L.



The existence and uniqueness of X were established in [2] (see Remark 6.1 in [2]). For any open
set D, we use 7p to denote the first exit time of D, i.e.,, 7p = inf{t > 0 : X; ¢ D}. Given an
open set D C R?, we define X (w) = X;(w) if t < 7p(w) and X (w) = if t > 7p(w), where 9 is
a cemetery state. The process X is called a killed diffusion with drift 4 in D. In this paper we
discuss properties of X when D is a bounded domain.

When a;; is not symmetric, we use a simple reduction; Let Y; be the diffusion in RY with

generator
1 d
1 > 0il(aij + aji)0;).
ij=1
Note that
d 1 d 1
z:%ﬁa<—§: @w+awaa-—E:g@«%f+%ﬁ@)—§:§@mg+%ﬁ@
i,5=1 ij=1 ij=1 ij=1
and
41
Zla ) Zlamaa + Zl 8;ai5)0; = Zl ~0;((asj + a;3)0;) + Zliai(aij — a;;)0;.
7] 7] 7] 7] 7’7]:

Since, for any bounded domain D,

d d d d
1 1 1 1
(Z 70ilain +ai)lp, - 7ZZai(aid+adi)‘D> and <; 70ilai —a)lp, - 7ZZai(aid_ald)‘D>

=1 =1 i=1

are in K1, we construct X; with a drift which is either

<,u + Z i(ain + ay)|pde, - p 4 Z i (aiq + adl)\Ddx)

or
<M +Z i(ait — ay)|pdz, -+, p +Z i(aid — ald)\DdHJ)

as in the Definition [ Then the generator of the killed diffusion process X in D can be informally
written as L + p - V where L is either

d d
1 1
5 Z &-(aijaj) and 5 Z aijaiﬁj.
i,j=1 i,j=1
with A := (a;;) being C 1 and uniformly elliptic but not necessarily symmetric.
Throughout this paper we assume that X is the process constructed above. In [I4] (also see
section 6 in [T5]), we showed that X has a density ¢(¢,z,y) which is continuous on (0, 00) x R% x R¢

and that there exist positive constants ¢;, ¢ = 1,---,9, such that

cglz—y|?

<qt,z,y) < cgett femE (1.1)

3\»”0 yl?

cle_cﬁt_ 2e”



and
_cglz—y|?

\Vaeq(t, z,y)| < Cresit 5 e (1.2)

for all (¢,z,y) € (0,00) x R x R%. We also showed that, for every bounded C*! domain D (see
below for the definition), X has a density ¢” which is continuous on (0,00) x D x D and that for

any T > 0, there exist positive constants ¢;, ¢ = 10,...,14, such that

M)(l A M)e_ Cll‘xt*y‘z

vi N < Pt 2y) < en(t A 2Dy (1 p Py - (g )

Vi Vi

d
crot 2(1 A

and 2

Va0, 2,9)] < eaa(1 0 LDy 2 (14)

Vit

for all (t,z,y) € (0,T] x D x D, where a A b := min{a, b}, p(x) is the distance between x and 9D.
Using the estimates above we studied the potential theory of X in [I4] and [I5]. More precisely, we
proved the boundary Harnack principle holds for nonnegative harmonic functions of X in bounded
Lipschitz domains and identified the Martin boundary of the killed process X when D is a bounded
Lipschitz domain.

In general, the process X does not have a dual and therefore results for Markov processes
under the duality hypotheses, like the the general conditional gauge theorems of [B] and [§] or the
stability of Martin boundary under perturbation of [7], can not be applied to X directly. In this
paper we will prove that, for any bounded domain D, X has a dual process with respect to a
certain reference measure and the dual process is a continuous Hunt process on D with the strong
Feller property. By using this duality, we can apply the general conditional gauge theorems of [5]
and [§] and the stability result of [7] to the present situation.

After establishing the existence of the dual process, we study properties of the dual process.
We show that a scale invariant Harnack inequality is true for the dual process. We also show that,
if the domain is bounded C'*!, the boundary Harnack principle for the dual process is true and the
(minimal) Martin boundary for the dual process can be identified with the Euclidean boundary.
One of the interesting fact is that the harmonic measure for the dual process is locally comparable
to that of the h-conditioned Brownian motion with A being the ground state.

In [I7] the concept of intrinsic ultracontractivity was extended to non-symmetric semigroups
and it was proved there that the semigroup of a killed diffusion process in a bounded Lipschitz
domain is intrinsic ultracontractive if the coefficients of the generator of the diffusion process are
smooth. In [I§] we will use the duality proved in this paper to show that the Schrédinger semigroup
of the killed process X P is intrinsic ultracontractive under very weak assumptions on D.

The content of this paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we present some preliminary
properties of the killed process X in an arbitrary bounded domain D; the existence of the dual
process of X P is proved in Section 3; Section 4 contains a result on the comparison of harmonic
measures and a scale invariant Harnack inequality for the dual process which is used in Sections 5

and 6 to study the Martin boundary of the dual process; and in the last section we specialize the



general conditional gauge theorems of [5] and [§] to the present setting and then, using the stability
result of [7], get the stability of Martin boundaries of X? and its dual under perturbations.
Throughout this paper, we use the notation a A b := min{a, b} and a V b := max{a,b}. We will

use the convention f(9) = 0 for any function f on D. In this paper we will also use the following

convention: the values of the constants ci,co, - might change from one appearance to another.
The labeling of the constants c¢1, ¢, - - - starts anew in the statement of each result. In this paper,
we use “:=" to denote a definition, which is read as “is defined to be”.

2 Diffusion with measure-valued drift in bounded domains

In this section we assume that D is an arbitrary bounded domain and we will discuss some basic
properties of XP that we will need later.

It is shown in [T5] that X” has a jointly continuous and strictly positive transition density
function ¢”(t,z,y). Using the continuity ¢”(¢,z,y) and the estimates (), the proof of the next

proposition is easy. We omit the proof.

Proposition 2.1 XP is a Hunt processes and has the strong Feller property. i.e, for every f €
L>®(D), PP f(z) := E.[f(XP)] is bounded and continuous in D.

We know from [T5] that there exist positive constants ¢; and ¢ depending on D via its diameter
such that for any (¢, x,y) € (0,00) x D x D,

calz—y|?

Pt z,y) < et e (2.1)
Let Gp(z,y) be the Green function of X7, i.e.,
Gp(z,y) = /000 qP (t, x,y)dt.
Gp(x,y) is finite for x # y and
Gplz,y) < mf% (2.2)

for some ¢3 = c3(diam(D)) > 0. Now define
hp(zx) := / Gp(y,x)dy and &p(dx) := hp(z)de.
D
The following result says that p is a reference measure for X,

Proposition 2.2 For any bounded domain D, £p is an excessive measure with respect to X7, i.e.,

for every Borel function f >0,

/ f(@)ep(dr) > / E, [f(XP)] €n(da).
D D

Moreover, hp is a strictly positive, bounded continuous function on D.



Proof. By the Markov property, we have for any Borel function f > 0,
| By [rP) Goteniy = B, [ B [1(XF)] ds

_ / TE, [f(XB.)] ds < / f)Gp(z,v)dy, =€ D.
0 D

Integrating with respect to x, we get by Fubini’s theorem,

[ By iy < [ 1whotay
D D

The second claim follows from the continuity of Gp and (Z2). O

We define a new transition density function by

D _ d"(tz,y)

q (t7x7y) T hD(y) .
Let ~ G (z.y)
- L _D x _ D\T,Y
GD(x7y) _/0 q (t7 7y)dt hD(y) .

Then Gp(z,y) is the Green function of X with respect to the reference measure &p.

Before we discuss properties of Gp(z,%), let’s first recall some definitions.

Definition 2.3 Suppose U is an open subset of D. A Borel function u defined on U is said to be
(1) harmonic with respect to XP in U if
_ D
u(z) = By [u(X1)], x € B, (2.3)
for every bounded open set B with B C U;
(2) superharmonic with respect to X if u is non-negative and
u(z) > B, [u(X])],  z€B,
for every bounded open set B with B C D;
(3) excessive for XP if u is non-negative and

u(z) > E, [u(XtD)] and u(zr) = ltiig E, [u(XtD)] , t>0,z €D;

(4) a potential for XP if it is excessive for XP and for every sequence {Uy,}n>1 of open sets with
U, C Up+1 and UU, = D,

n—o0

lim E, [u(ngn)} = 0; ép-a.e. T € D.



(5) a pure potential for X if it is a potential for X and

. D . _
Jim E, [u(X)] =0, ¢p-a.e. © € D.

A Borel function u defined on U is said to be reqular harmonic with respect to XP in U if u is
harmonic with respect to XP in U and (Z3) is true for B = U;

A Borel function u defined on D is said to be harmonic with respect to XP if it is harmonic
with respect to XP in D.

Since X is a Hunt processes with the strong Feller property, it is easy to check that w is
excessive for X if and only if f is lower semi-continuous in D and superharmonic with respect to
XD (See Theorem 4.5.3 in [I3] for the Brownian motion case, and the proof there can adapted
easily to the present case.)

We list some properties of the Green function Gp(z,y) of X that we will need later.

(A1) Gp(z,y) > 0 for all (z,y) € D x D; Gp(x,y) = oo if and only if x =y € D;
(A2) For every x € D, Gp(z, -) and Gp(-,x) are extended continuous in D;
(A3) For every compact subset K of D, [ Gp(x,y)¢p(dy) < oc.

The above properties can be checked easily from Theorem 2.6 in [I5] and our Proposition 22 and
E2) above. Thus XP is a transient diffusion satisfying the conditions in [TT] and [24]. Applying
Theorem 1 in [24], we have that

(A4) for each y, * — Gp(x,y) is excessive for X and harmonic for X” in D\ {y}. Moreover,

for every open subset U of D, we have
Em[aD(Xﬂl%ﬂy)] = aD($7y)7 (ﬂj‘,y) €eDxU (24)

where Ty := inf{t > 0 : X € U}. In particular, for every y € D and € > 0, Gp(-,y) is
regular harmonic in D \ B(y,e) with respect to XP?.

Since the set Z defined in [I1] (equation (12) on page 179) is empty, from Corollary 2 and

Theorems 5-6 in [IT], we have

Theorem 2.4 (1) If u is a potential for XP, then there exists a unique Radon measure v on D
such that
u(e) = Gpr(a) i= [ Cola,y)uldy)
D

(2) If f is an excessive function for XP and f is not identically zero, then there erists a unique

Radon measure v on D and a nonnegative harmonic function h for XP such that f = Gpv+h.



For y € D, let XY denote the h-conditioned process obtained from X? with h(-) = Gp(-,y)
and let EY denote the expectation for XP¥ starting from z € D.

Theorem 2.5 For each y, * — Gp(x,y) is a pure potential for XP. In fact, for every sequence
{Up}n>1 of open sets with U, C Uyyy and U,U, = D,

lim E, [@D(Xfl)}n,y)] =0, T #y.

n—oo

Moreover, for every x,y € D, we have
Jim B, [Gp(X,y)] = 0.

Proof. Let z # y € D. First we see that, from (A1)-(A2), the condition (H) in [22] holds. Also
the strict positivity of Gp and (A4) imply that the set W on page 5 in [22] (also the set Z defined
in [IT]) is empty. Thus by Theorem 2 in [22], the lifetime (Y for XP*¥ is finite P%-a.s. and

3 D7y J— y_
}%g} X7 =y PY-a.s.. (2.5)

Let {Dg, k > 1} be an increasing sequence of relatively compact open subsets of D such that
Dy C Dy C D and U2 Dy, = D. Then

E. [Go(XD, )| = Cole.y)Pi(rn, < V).
By ([Z3), we have limg_,o, P%(7p, < ¢¥) = 0. Thus
lim B, [@D(ng,y)] —0. (2.6)

The last claim in the theorem is easy. By (1] and [2), for every =,y € D, we have

_ c dz
E, [Gp(XP,y)] < / ,
[Gp(Xi7y)] t2hp(y) /o 12 —yli?

which converges to zero as t goes to co. O

The proof of the next proposition can be found in the proofs of Theorems 2-3 in [24]. Since we
will refer to the argument of the proof of the proposition later, we include the proof here for the
reader’s convenience.

Proposition 2.6 If h is a nonnegative harmonic function for XP and U is an open subset of D
with U C D, then there exists a Radon measure v supported on OU such that h = Gpv in U. In

particular, every nonnegative harmonic function for X is continuous.



Proof. Using [ZZ) and (A1)-(A2), we see that the properties (a)-(b) in [25] is true for X?. Thus
by Corollary 1 in [25], h is excessive. Let Ty := inf{t > 0 : X € U}. Since h is excessive,
Corollary 1 to Theorem 2 in [TT] implies that there exists a Radon measure v supported on U such
that Ex[h(XTQU)] = Gpv(zx) for all z € D. Since

Gpv(z / Gpl(z,y)v(dy) + Gp(x,y)v(dy) =: hi(x) + ha(z), x €D
oUu

and h; and hg are excessive (Theorem E4)), h; and he must be harmonic with respect to X D Let
K be a compact subset of U. By the harmonicity of hq, we have

E.[h(X7,.)] = 8U50(w,y)1/(dy)-

But, by Corollary 1 to Theorem 2 in [I1], v can not charge the interior of K. Since K is an arbitrary
compact subset of U, we get that h; is identically zero and v is supported by OU. Therefore we
have shown h(z) = Ex[h(XTQU)] = Gpv(z) for x € U. Now the continuity of h follows from the
continuity of Gp(z,y). O

3 Dual of X? in bounded domains

In this section we assume that D is an arbitrary bounded domain. First we show that X has a

nice dual process with respect to £p and then we will study the dual process of XP.

Recall that hp(z) = [, Gp(y,x)dy, Ep(de) = hp(x)dz, 7P (t,z,y) = q[,)lgi@)y) and Gp(z,y) =
%ZC’Z)J) We note that

/ Gp(z,y)ép(de) < ”D”A/ Gp(z,y)dz = ||hpllr. (D) < 0.
D hp

So we have
(A5) for every compact subset K of D, [, Gp(z,y)¢p(dz) < oc.
(A1)-(A5), 2) and Theorem EH imply that the conditions (i)-(vii) and (70)-(71) in [20] (also see

Remark on page 391 in [21]) are satisfied, thus X D has a continuous Hunt process as a dual process.

Theorem 3.1 There exists a transient continuous Hunt process XP in D such that XP is a strong
dual of XP with respect to the measure £p, that is, the density of the semigroup {ﬁtD}tzo of XD
is given by q° (t,x,y) =G (t,y,x) and thus

/ f(@) PP g()ep (dz) = / 9(2)BP f(2)¢p(dx) for all f.g € L3(D.Ep).
D D

10



Proof. The existence of a dual continuous Hunt process XD s proved in [20]. To show XD s
transient, we need to show that for every compact subset K of D, [ Gp(x,y)¢p(dz) is bounded.
This is just (A5) above. O

We will use Zto denote the lifetime of X2. Note that the process XD might have killing inside
D, that is, the probablity of the event XED— € D might be strictly positive.

By (A1), (A2) and (A5), XD is a transient diffusion satisfying the conditions in [24] and [1T].
So by applying Theorem 1 in [24], we have that

(A6) for each y, z — Gp(y,x) is excessive for XP and harmonic in D \ {y}. Moreover, for every
open subset U of D, we have

Ex[ED(yrfj\{)U)] = aD(yax)7 (Ll',y) €eDxU (31)

where Ty == inf{t > 0: X’tD € U}. In particular, for every y € D and € > 0, Gp(y, -) is
regular harmonic in D \ B(y, &) with respect to XD,

Thus the Riesz representation theorem (Theorem 7)) is valid for XD too.

Theorem 3.2 (1) If u is a potential for )?D, then there exists a unique Radon measure v on D
such that

u(x) = éDl/(l‘) = /D@D(y,:n)l/(dy)

(2) If f is an excessive function for XD and f is not identically zero, then there exists a unique

Radon measure v on D and a nonnegative harmonic function h for XD such that f= épu—i—h.

Theorem 3.3 For each y, x — Gp(y, ) is a pure potential for XP. In fact, for every sequence
{Up}n>1 of open sets with U, C Up41 and U,U,, = D,

n—o0 n
Moreover, for every x,y € D, we have
lim E, [@D(y,)?t[));t < Z] = 0.
t—o0

Proof. The first assertion can be proved using an argument same as that of the proof of Theorem
B so we only need to prove the last assertion.
By 1) and (Z3), we have for every z,y € D,

_ ~ ~ Dt z,x) c dz
E, |Gp(y, XP);t < ¢| = / LG ,2)hp(2)dz < / ,
ply XP)t <] = | =G0, 2)hn () T o

11



which converges to zero as t goes to co. O

Note that every nonnegative harmonic function for XD is excessive and continuous by Corol-
lary 1 in [25]. Let {GP2, a > 0} be the resolvent of X2 with respect £p so that éoD(y,dx) =
Gp(x,y)ép(dx).

Proposition 3.4 XD has the strong Feller property in the resolvent semse; that is, for every

bounded Borel function f on D and o > 0, égf(a:) is bounded continuous function on D.

Proof. By the resolvent equation GOD = 65 + aéOD GD. it is enough to show the strong Feller

o

property for GOD . Fix a bounded Borel function f on D and a sequence {y,},>1 converges to y
in D. Let M := | fhpllr..(p) < o0. We assume {y, }n>1 C K for a compact subset K of D. Let
A = infyex hp(y). By Proposition 2 we know that A is strictly positive. Note that there exists

a constant ¢ such that for every § > 0

dz dz 9
=t =z | S 0%
B(y,s) 1T — Y Blyn,26) [T — Unl

Thus by (Z2), there exists a constant cg such that for every § > 0 and y, with y, € B(y, g) C
B(y,2)) € K,

/ G () f(@)ep (d) + / G, yn) f (2)€p (da)
B(y,9) B(y,9)

M
A\ JB(y.s) B(yn 26)

M d d 1
< e / xd—2 +/ - 2| = S c1e2Mé”
A\ Uwe) lz =yl B(yn,26) [T — Ynl A

Given ¢, choose § small enough such that %clch 52 < 5. Then

IN

~ ~ — — €
GG f(y) = GO fya)l < M Gp(2,y) — Gp(@, yn)ldz + 3.
D\B(y,9)

Note that Gp(z,y,) converges to G p(z,y) for every z # y and {Gp(z,y,)} are uniformly bounded
onz € D\ B(y,d) and y, € B(y, %) So the first term on the right hand side of the inequality

above goes to zero as n — oo by the bounded convergence theorem. O

4 Comparison of harmonic measures and scale invariant Harnack
inequality for the dual process

In this section we still assume that D is an arbitrary bounded domain. For any open subset U of D,
we use XU to denote the process obtained by killing X 2 upon exiting U, i.e., )?tD’U(w) = X}P(w) if

12



t < 75 (w) and X’tD’U(w) = 0if t > 75 (w), where 77 = inf{t > 0 : XP ¢ U} and 0 is the cemetery
state. Then by Theorem 2 and Remark 2 after it in 28], XU and XDV are dual processes with

respect to £p. Now we let
qU(t7 Y, x)hD (y)
hp(z)

By the joint continuity of ¢”(¢,z,y) (Theorem 2.4 in [14]) and the continuity and positivity of

P

t,x,y) =

hp (Proposition EZZ), we know that ¢”°U(t,-,-) is jointly continuous on U x U. Thus we have the
following.
Y

Theorem 4.1 For every open subset U, qgPU(t,x,y) is jointly continuous on U x U and is the

transition density of XDU with respect to the Lebesgue measure. Moreover,

Gu(y,z)hp(y)
hD(x)

1s the Green function of XDU with respect to the Lebesgue measure so that for every nonnegative

/O?I?f (XtD) dt] = /U(A;D,U(m,y)f(y)dy.

Using (@.JJ), one can check that XD satisfies the conditions in [I1] and [24]. Thus by repeating
the argument in the proof of Proposition EXfl we get the following.

Gpul(z,y) = (4.1)

Borel function f,

E;

Proposition 4.2 If h is a nonnegative harmonic for XD inU and V is an open subset of U with

V C D, then there exists a Radon measure v supported on OV such that

Gu(y,z)hp(y)

hlw) = ov hp(x)

v(dy), zeV.
In particular, every nonnegative harmonic function for XD in U is continuous.

Using ([LT) and Proposition EZ2, we see that for every compact subset K of D, there exist ¢y,

co and c¢3 such that for every positive £y and 6,

D 2
t,y,x)hp _d . lz—y
sup q (7y7 ) (y) é CleCQto sup t Ze €3
t<toweK la—yl>s () t<to 0k Jo—y|>6
d 52
< cre®suptT2em B < oo, (4.2)

t<to

(E2) implies that for any compact subset K of D,

o 2 d o=yl
sup Po(|X —a| > 6t < () < c1e®®  sup / R dy
lz—y|>6

t<tp,xeK t<tp,xeK
g r2 > 2
= ¢ ec2t0 sup/ t2rd e BT dr < c5et2to / ud e % gy,
t<tg J§ _6
< =
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for some ¢5 = ¢5(d) and ¢ = cg(d) . Thus

lim sup P,(|XP —x|>d:t< () = lim sup P.(X] € D\ B(z,6)) = 0. (4.3)
100 ¢<ty.zeK 100 t<tg,zeK

Using (@3] we can easily prove the next lemma.

Lemma 4.3 For any 6 > 0 and x € D with B(x,20) € D, we have

lim sup Px(?g(m 5 SSA () =o0.
s30 zeD:B(x,26)eD '

Proof. For any ¢ > 0 and any Borel set A in D, we put Ny(z, A) = Px()?tD € A). Then by an
extended version of the strong Markov property (see page 43-44 of [3]), we have for every x € D
with B(z,20) € D,

- . § ~ § ~
Px(?g(m) <sA() <P, (?B(m) < s, X, € B(x, 5)) + P, <X£ € B(x, 5)33 < g>

. s\ . S .
< E, [Ns_?p | (X%(M),B(x, §)> : Tg(wg) < S:| + P, (XSD € B(x, §)c,s < C)

Since X% s € OB(r,0) almost surely on {Tp(; ) < E }, the conclusion of the lemma follows from

E3). ]

A bounded domain U in R? is said to be a C1'! domain if there is a localization radius ro > 0 and
a constant A > 0 such that for every @ € U, there is a C1:'-function ¢ = ¢ : R — R satisfying
#(0) =Vo(0) =0, [|[Vo|loe <A, [Vo(2)—Vo(2)| < Alz—2|, and an orthonormal coordinate system

y=(y1,"" s ¥Ya—1,Ya) = (§,ya) such that B(Q,ro) N D = B(Q,r0) N {y : ya > &(§)}-
Using ([C3), it is easy to show the following.

Proposition 4.4 For any bounded CY' domain U C D with U C D, Xbu satisfies the strong
Feller property in the semigroup sense; that is, for every bounded Borel function f on U ,

E, |f(X7)it <70
is a bounded continuous function on U.

Proof. Fix xp € U and t > 0. Suppose x,, € U converges to xg € U. Let N :=inf,>1 hp(z,) > 0
Then

‘Exn [f()?tD);t < ?ﬂ —Eq, [f()?f));t < ﬂ?”

U U
q (t7y7$n) q (t,y,ﬂj‘())
< e — h d
< o), e~ ot s
U U
q (t,y,zn) q”(t,y,70) U 1 1 >
< ¢ - + t,y,x — d
= 2/U<' ho@n) ol | EY T @ T G |) Y
€2 U U 1 1
< = 1, y,Tn) — by, dy +c - :
N/U\q (t.,20) = " (t.9,20) | dy + 2| s = s
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Given € > 0, choose ng > 0 such that

1 1 5
hp(zn) — hp(zo) SponEne
Let py(y) be the distance between y and 0D. By (L3),

/U ¢V (t,y, 20) — ¢V (£, y, 20) | dy

- / +/ ¢ (t,y, x0) — ¢ (t,y, 0) | dy
{yeU:pu(y)<d}  J{yeU:pu(y) =6}

d+1

C3 |U| ot 2 +

C2

IN

/ |qU(t7y7xn) _qU(t7y7$0)|dy7
{yeU:pu (y) =6}

for some c3. Now we choose 0 small so that cocs|U|N “15— % < . The convergence of the
second term on the right hand side of the inequality above follows from the uniform continuity of
qv(t, -, -) on B(zo, 2pu(wo)) x {y € U : py(y) > 6} (Theorem 3.1 in [14]). Thus we have proved
the proposition. O

Recall that, a point z on the boundary AU of an open subset U of D is said to be a regular
boundary point for X? in U if P.(72 = 0) = 1. An open subset U of D is said to be regular if

every point in AU is a regular boundary point.

Proposition 4.5 Suppose U is an open subset of D with U C D, and z € OU. If there is a cone
A with vertex z such that AN B(z,7) C D\ U for some r > 0, then z is a reqular boundary point
of U.

Proof. Choose a bounded smooth domain D; with U € D; € D; C D. Without loss of generality,
we may assume that z = 0 and AN B(z,r) C D;\U. For n > 1, put r, = r/n. Under Py, we have

ﬁ G {X}) € AnB(0,r)} C {7 = 0}

m=1n=m
Moreover, since D; is bounded smooth and D; C D, by ([C3) there exists a constant ¢; > 0 such
that for v € AN B(0,r) and large n

1 . 2
qP1(t,z,0)hp(x) _d el
> 2 e
hp(0) = Cn "€

Hence

n—oo

Po(77 = 0) > Py <ﬂ J{xP2 e AﬂB(O,r)}) > limsup Po(X2 € AN B(0,7))

m=1n=m

- Di(t, x,0)h
> limsup Po(X' € AN B(0,7)) = 1imsup/ e (4,2,0) D(x)dzn
n—oo n—oo J ANB(0,r) hD(O)
_d _colu)?
> limsupcl/ rn e S da > lim sup cl/ 6_02|y‘2dy > 0.
ANB(0,r) ANB(0,n)

n—oo n—oo
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The assertion of the proposition now follows from Blumenthal’s zero-one law (Proposition 1.5.17 in

[B). O

This result implies that all bounded Lipschitz domains (see below for the definition) are regular
if their closures are in D. Modifying the argument in the second part of the proof of Theorem 1.23

in [12], we get the following result.

Proposition 4.6 Suppose U is an open set subset of D with U C D and f is a bounded Borel

function on OU. If z is a regular boundary point of U for XD and f is continuous at z

lim E, [f ()?%) ;?[l]) < C] f(2).

Usx—z

Proof. With Lemma and Proposition EEAl in hand, the proof is routine. We omit the details.
Od

Let GY be the Green function of a Brownian motion W in D. By Theorem 3.7 in [I5], there
exist constants r; = r1(d, u) > 0 and My = My (d, u) > 1 depending on p only via the rate at which
maxi<;<q M, (1) goes to zero such that for r <7y, 2z € Re, z,y € B(z,7),

]\4’1_1 GOB(z,r) (‘T7 y) < GB(Z,T’) (y7 ‘T) < M, GOB(z,T) (Z’, y) (44)

We will fix the constants r; > 0 and M7 > 0 above in the remainder of this section.

Theorem 4.7 For any bounded domain D, r <ry, z € D and x € B? := B(z,r) € B(z,r) C D,

we have

M2 hp(y)Py (Wrye € dy) < hi(@)Py (X2 € dy 7 < C) < MEhp(y)Py (W, € dy).
(4.5)

Proof. We fix zp € D and r < ry with B(zo,7) € B(20,7) C D, and let B := B(zp,r). The idea
of the proof is similar to that of Theorem 2.2 in [9]. We include the detail here for the reader’s

convenience. Let ¢ > 0 is a continuous function on 9B and let
u(z) = Bylp(X5): 78 < 0.

By Proposition L0, we know that v is harmonic for XP in B and continuous on B. Let B (n) =
Bl(z, (1 = 1)), T, := inf{t > 0 : XP € B(n)} and up(z) := Ex[u(fﬁB)] Then by Proposition
E2 there exist Radon measures v, supported on dB(n) such that

1

un(x) = o) @

/ Gy, ) (dy).
dB(n)
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Let
on() = / G (2, y)vn(dy).
8B(n)

Then by (4,
M v, (2) < hp(@)un(z) < Myv,(z), x € B(n).

Since vy, is a harmonic function in B(m) for m > n, by the Holder continuity of v,, and a diagonal-
ization procedure, there is a subsequence ny such that v, converges uniformly on each B(m) to a

harmonic function v in B. Thus
M w(z) < hp(x)u(z) < Myv(x), x € B. (4.6)

Since B is regular for XD (Proposition E0l), by taking the limit above and using Proposition E.0
we get for every w € 0B

M hp(w)p(w) < liminf v(z) < limsupo(z) < Mihp(w)e(w). (4.7)

B3z—w Baz—w

Let
w(z) = Eg [hp(Wry ) o(Wry )] -

w is a harmonic function in B and continuous in B with the boundary value hp(w)@(w). Thus by
the maximum principle and @), we get M; 'w(z) < v(x) < Myjw(z). So by @H) M, *w(z) <
hp(x)u(z) < M2w(z), which is

M2 [ ow)hp ()P, (W, € dw) < / e(w)hp ()P, (X5, € dw. 7R <)
dB dB B

< M /a plw)hp(w)P, (W, € du).

Let pp(x) be the distance between x and 0D.

Lemma 4.8 Suppose D is a bounded C1* domain. Then there exists a constant ¢ = c¢(D) such

that .
—pp(2) < hp(z) < cpp(2). (4.8)

Proof. Since D is bounded, the Green function estimates for X? ((6.2)-(6.3) in [14]) imply that

pp(Yy) 1 pp(x)
< Gpy,x) < cg————
vy e g2 = Opr) S e pT s

c1pp(z) (LA
for some positive constants ¢; and co. Integrating over y we get
cipp(x)qi(z) < hp(z) < c2pp()g2(x)
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where

pp(Y) 1
q(z) = / (IA ) —dy and @o(z):= / —dy.
D |z —y|? |z — yld=2 p |z =yt
By elementary calculus, we easily see that inf,cp ¢1(z) > 0 and sup,cp ¢2(z) < oc. O

Let 99 be the ground state for the killed Brownian motion in D, that is, ¥g is the positive
eigenfunction corresponding to the smallest eigenvalue of the Dirichlet Laplacian —%A\ p with
I Y3(dx)dz = 1. If D is bounded C!, it is well-known that there exists ¢; such that 01_1 pp(z) <
Yo(x) < c1pp(x). So we get the next result as a corollary of Theorem B and Lemma I8

Corollary 4.9 For any bounded CY' domain D, there exists a positive constant ¢ such that for

everyr <ry, z € D and x € B? := B(z,r) € B(z,7) C D, we have

P, (Wﬁé‘; e dy> <P, (X'gi € dy, 7p: < Z) < ¢P, (W% e dy) (4.9)

TBZ
where W0 is the h-conditioned Brownian motion with h = 1.
In the remainder of this section, we will prove a scale invariant Harnack inequality for XD for

any bounded domain D. First we prove the following lemma. Recall that r; > 0 and M; > 0 are
the constants from (E4).

Lemma 4.10 There exists a constant ¢ = ¢(D, p) > 1 such that for every r < ri and B(z,r) with
B(z,r) C D,

>

p(x) r
"o (0) <e¢ x,y€ B(z, 5)

Proof. Since r < r1, by [Z2) and Z), there exists ¢; = ¢1(D,u) > 1 such that for every
z,w € B(z, )

1
-1 —1 A0
¢y w — 272 < My Gp(.py(w,2) < Gppy(w,z) < Gp(w,z) < @ o — 272
Thus for w € 0B(z, 375) and z,y € B(z,5), we have
d—
GD(wax) < C1 <|w_y|> 2 ! d—2 < 4d_2 C% GD('IU,y) (410)
lw — | lw —y|
On the other hand, from (Z4]), we have
3
hp(x) = / Gpla,x)da = / E, {GD(XT 4 )| da, xEB(z,—T). (4.11)
D D B(=) 4

Since XTB( 3, € OB(z,3), combining ([EI0)-EID), we get
vy

hp(z) < 4972 C%/

E, [GD(XT
D

B(z,3F)

_ r
,y)] da = 4¢ 2 hply), z,y€ B(Z’i)
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Now we are ready to prove the scale invariant Harnack inequality.

Theorem 4.11 (Scale invariant Harnack inequality) There exists N = N(d, ) > 0 such that for
every harmonic function [ of XD in B(zg,7) with r € (0,71] and B(zg,7) C D, we have

sup  f(y) <N inf  f(y
yEB(z0,r/4) ( ) y€B(z0,m/4) ( )

Proof. We fix zp € D and r < r; with B(z,r) € B(z9,r) C D, and a harmonic function f of XxP
in B(zo,7). By the harmonicity of f and Theorem BT, for every = € B(zo, §)
~ ~ M2
_ D - . 1
f@) = B, [f <X?B<zo,s)) "TB(z0.5) < 4] = hD(ﬂf)Em [hD (WTB<207%>) ! <WTB(ZO,%>)}’
Thus by Lemma ET0,

f(z) < cM?E, [f <WTB(ZO’%)>} = cM? g(x)

for some constant c. Since g is harmonic for W' in B(zp, 5), by the Harnack inequality for Brownian

motion (for example, see [I),

1

9w < g(@) < agly), TyeE B(’“’O’Z)

for some constant ¢; > 0. Thus by applying Theorem EE1 and Lemma again, we have that for
every x,y € B(zo, 1),

f(x) < cey MPE, [f (WTB(Zng))] < ¢ M{E, [f ()2%(20’%) ;?B(ZO,%) <l = M f(y).

a

It is well-known that the scale invariant Harnack inequality implies the Hélder continuity of

harmonic function (for example, see section 2.3.2 of [27]).
Corollary 4.12 FEvery harmonic function for XD is Hélder continuous.

5 DMartin representation in arbitrary bounded domains

In this section we assume that D is an arbitrary bounded domain. From Proposition 2.1, Theorem
B and Proposition B, we see that both X? and X P satisfy the conditions (a)-(e) on page 560-561
in [7]. Thus by Theorem 3 in [T9] we can define the Martin boundary for X2. In fact, we have a
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stronger result. We will state here for XD and XP simultaneously. From now on, we fix a point
xg € D throughout this paper.

Define _— -
Gp(zy) _ Gp(zy .
Mp(z,y) = { Gplzoy)  Gpl@oy) ?f z €D andye D\ {x}
1{1‘0}($) if Yy =2xp
and _— e
—~ yxr) __ T T,y .
Mp(z,y) = Tolya) = FoGo)Cooy 12 € Dandye D\ {zo}
Lo} (2) if y =g

By (A4) and (A6), we know that for each y € D \ {zo} and € > 0, Mp(-,y) (]\/ZD(-,y)
respectively) is a harmonic function with respect to X2 (XP respectively) in D\ B(y,¢) and for
every z € D\ B(y,¢)

Mp(@,y) = By [Mp(X5, . )| and Mp(e,y) =By [Mp(XE, , 0)i%o\ppe < |-
(5.1)
Using the Riesz decomposition theorem (Theorem 4] and Theorem B2), Proposition (with
U = D), the Harnack inequality (Corollary 5.8 in [I4] and Theorem ETT]) and the Hélder continuity
of harmonic functions (Theorem 5.5 in [I4] and Corollary EET2)), one can follow the arguments in
[23] (see also Section 2.7 of [ or [29]) to show that the process X ()/f D respectively) has a Martin
boundary 0y D (5MD respectively) satisfying the following properties.

(M1) DU Oy D and DU gMD are compact metric spaces;

(M2) D is open and dense in D U 9y D and in DU Ay D and its relative topology coincides with
its original topology;

(M3) Mp(z, -) can be extended to Oy uniquely in such a way that, Mp(z,y) converges to
Mp(z,w) as y — w € Iy D, the function Mp(z,w) is jointly continuous on D x 9y D,
and Mp(-,wy) # Mp(-,wy) if wy # we;

(M4) ]\/4\D($, -) can be extended to B uniquely in such a way that, ]\/4\D(x,y) converges to

]\/ZD(az,w) as y — w € Oy D, the function Mp(az,w) is jointly continuous on D x 8D,
and Mp(-,wy) # Mp(-,wa) if wy # we;
By repeating the argument in the proof of Proposition 5.1 in [I5], we have the following.
Proposition 5.1 For every w € dyD (w € Oy D respectively), & — Mp(z,w) (x — ]\/ZD(az,w)

respectively) is harmonic with respect to X ()A( D respectively).

Proof. We include the proof here for XD for the reader’s convenience. Fix w € 9y D and a
relatively compact open sets U C U C U; C U; in D. Let § := %dist(U, 0U;). Choose a sequence
{yntn>1in D\ U, converging to w in D U dy, D so that

Mp(az,w) = li_>m ]\/Zp(m,yn).
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Since M, p(+,yn) is harmonic in a neighborhood of U for every n > 1, we have
Using the Harnack inequality (Theorem EZTTI), we have for every z € 9U,

]/W\D(Zuyn) = _(;D(yan) < clgD(yT“xO) = (1, n 2 17

GpWn,z0) ~—  Gp(yn,xo)

for some ¢; = ¢1(0, D) > 0. Thus by the bounded convergence theorem,

n—o0

lim E, []\/ZD()A(%;%);?U < Z] = E, [A?D()?%,w);?(] <Z = ]\/Zp(x,w), zeU.

a

Recall that a positive harmonic function v with respect to X% ()/f D respectively) is said to be
minimal if v is positive harmonic with respect to X P (X' D respectively) and v < u imply that v is

a constant multiple of w. The minimal Martin boundaries of X” and XD are defined as
OmD = {z € Oy D : Mp(-, z) is minimal harmonic with respect to X }

and
OmD ={z € Oy D : ]\/ZD(-, z) is minimal harmonic with respect to X2 }

respectively. Since Mp(xg,y) = 1 for every y € (D Uy D) \ {xo}, using the Harnack inequality
and the Holder continuity of harmonic functions, we can show that, for any compact subset K
of D, the family {Mp(-,w) : w € Oy D} and {]\/ZD(-,w) :w € Oy D} are uniformly bounded
and equicontinuous on K. One can then apply the Ascoli-Arzela theorem to prove that, for every
excessive function f of X, there exist a unique Radon measure v; on D and a unique finite measure
v9 on Oy, D such that

f(x) :/ Gp(z,y)v1(dy) + Mp(z, 2)va(dz), (5.2)
D OmD

and f is harmonic in D with respect to X if and only if 1 = 0. Similarly, for every excessive

function f of XD , there exist a unique Radon measure 1 on D and a unique finite measure po on
Om D such that

f(z) = / Colyo)un(dy) + [ Mpla, 2)(dz), (5.3)
D OmD

and f is harmonic with respect to X P if and only if 1y = 0. (See Section 2.7 of [1])
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6 Martin boundary and Boundary Harnack principle for XD

In this section, we will, under some assumption on the domain, identify the Martin boundary of
the dual process with the Euclidean boundary and prove a boundary Harnack principle for the dual
process.

Recall that a bounded domain D is said to be Lipschitz if there is a localization radius rg > 0
and a constant A > 0 such that for every Q € 0D, there is a Lipschitz function ¢¢ : R 5 R
satisfying |pg(x) — ¢g(2)| < Alx — z|, and an orthonormal coordinate system C'Sg with origin at
() such that

B(Q,T‘O) ND= B(Q,'I"O) N {y = (yh T 7yd—1yyd) = (g7yd) in CSQ 1 Yd > ng(ﬂ)}

The pair (rg,A) is called the characteristics of the Lipschitz domain D.
We first recall the scale invariant boundary Harnack principle for X in bounded Lipschitz

domains from [I5].

Theorem 6.1 (Theorem 4.6 in [15]) Suppose D is a bounded Lipschitz domain. Then there exist
constants Ma,c > 1 and r9 > 0, depending on p only via the rate at which maxi<;<q goes to zero
such that for every @Q € 0D, r < ro and any nonnegative functions u and v which are harmonic
with respect to XP in D N B(Q, Mar) and vanish continuously on 0D N B(Q, Mar), we have

——= < c——=  foranyz,y € DN B(Q,r). (6.1)

It is well-known that for diffusions, the scale-invariant boundary Harnack principle can be used
to prove the Holder continuity of the ratio of two harmonic functions vanishing continuously near
the boundary. We omit the proof of the next lemma. The proof can be found in [I] (see [4] for the

extension to jump processes).

Lemma 6.2 Suppose D is a bounded Lipschitz domain. Then there exist positive constants ro, Mo,
C and a depending on D such that for any Q € 0D, r < r9 and nonnegative functions u,v which
are harmonic with respect to X in D N B(Q, Mar) and vanish continuously on 0D N B(Q, Mar),
the limit impsg_s u(x)/v(z) ezists for every w € 0D N B(Q, ).

In this section we consider two bounded domains U and D with U C D. We will not exclude
the case U = D. Let xy € U (if U = D, zy = x¢) and define

- hp(zu)Gu(y,x)
M (o y) = hg(xstU[(]y,xU) ifreUandyecU\{zy}
’ 1{:(:[}}(‘7:) if Y=y

Note that ]/W\D,U(:E, y) = ]/\ZD(JJ, y) if D = U. Similar to the proof of Proposition EE4] one can show
that XU (with XY as a dual process) satisfies the conditions (a)-(e) on page 560-561 in [7]. Thus
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by Theorem 3 in [19], we can define the Martin boundary gMU for the process XbU, Moreover,
one can prove that for every w € 5MD, T — ]\/ZD,U(az,w) is harmonic with respect to XPinvU
using an argument similar to that of the proof of Proposition Bl Let 5mU be the minimal Martin
boundary of XDU. We also have the Martin representation: for every harmonic function f of XDb
in U, there is a unique finite measure p; on 5mU such that

f(z) = ]\/ZD,U(x,z)ul (dz). (6.2)

OmU

Suppose U is a bounded Lipschitz domain. We observe that for y # s,

hp(zv)Gu(y, ©)

o (@) G s 70)” (6.3)

MD,U(x7 y) =

Gy(-,z)and Gy(-,zy) are harmonic with respect to X U near the boundary. Moreover they vanish
continuously on the boundary by Theorem 2.6 in [I5]. Thus from Lemma 62 we immediately get
the following

Proposition 6.3 Suppose U is a bounded Lipschitz domain. Then ]\/ZD,U(:E,y) converges as y —
w € U.

The proposition above says that the Martin boundary is a subset of OU. We write the limit

above as ]\/ZD,U(x,w) for (z,w) € U x OU. Let Ny (z,w) := limysy—y % so that

hD (a;U)NU(x, w) ‘

]\/ZD,U("va) = hD(ZE)

We will show that the (minimal) Martin boundary OmU with respect to XDU coincides with
the Euclidean boundary if D and U are bounded C™!. Let py(x) be the distance between 2 and
ou.

Theorem 6.4 Suppose D and U are bounded C*' domains with U C D. Then there exists a
constant ¢ = ¢(D,U) such that

1 py(x) 1

— < ]\/J\ < c—— 6.4

c ]a:—w]d = DvU(‘va) = c\x—wld ( )
and ) 1 )

- < ]\/4\ < ¢c——— 6.5

clz—wld — p(z,w) < C|x—w|d (6.5)

Proof. By the Green function estimates for XV (Theorem 6.2 in [I4]), we have

pu(x)
|z — w4

pu(z)

Cl|
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for some positive constants ¢; and . Thus by [R) and the fact that py(z) < p(z) < diam(D)

1h — h
_ —D(xU)pU(x) < MD U(J}, w) S C 7D(xU) .
c |r—w/ ’ |z — wld

The above implies

Proposition 6.5 If D and U are bounded C%' domains with U C D, ]\/ZD,U( Swy) # ]\/ZDJ]( -, wa)
if w1 # wa.

Moreover, one can follow the argument in the proof of Theorem 4.4 [6] and show that M, p,u(z,w)
is minimal harmonic. Thus the minimal Martin boundary of XDU ig the same as the Euclidean
boundary in the case when D and U are bounded C''! domains with U C D.

Theorem 6.6 Assume that either D and U are bounded C*' domains with U C D or U is bounded
Lipschitz domain with U C D. Then for every harmonic function f of XD in U, there is a unique

finite measure py on OU such that

flz)= ]\/ZD@(az,z)ul(dz), (6.6)
oUu

oD.

Proof. The case when D and U are bounded C'! domains with U C D has already been dealt
with in the paragraph before the theorem. In the case when U is bounded Lipschitz domain with
U C D, ]/\ZD7U($, z) is comparable to Ny (z, z). One can easily modify the argument in page 193-194
of [1] to prove the theorem. We omit the details. O

Now we are ready to prove the boundary Harnack principle for XP. If D is a bounded C11
domain, then it is easy to check that there exists R > 0 such that for any x € 9D and r € (0, R),
B(z,r) N D is connected.

Theorem 6.7 (Boundary Harnack principle) Suppose D be a bounded C*' domain in R and R
is the constant above. Then for any r € (0, R) and zy € D, there exists a constant ¢ > 1 such that
for any nonnegative harmonic functions u,v in D N B(zg,r) with respect to XD with uhp and vhp
vanishing continuously on 0D N B(zp, ), we have

M < Cw for any x,y € DN B(zp,7/2).

v(x) v(y)
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Proof. One can find a bounded C*! domain U such that DN B(zg,2r/3) C U C U C DN B(zg,7).
Fix zyy € U and let

= . hp(zu)Guly, z)
Ms(z,z) == Mpy(z,z) = UIBI;ILZ hp(2)Gy(y, zy)

Since w, v are harmonic in U with respect to XD , by Theorem B0 there exist finite measures fi;
and ;1 on OU such that

u(z) = Ms(z, z)p(dz) and wo(x) = Msy(z, z)v1(dz), xe€U.
ou ou

Let Na(z,2) == limysy . & (;yx )) so that

hp(zv) N2 (z, 2)
hp(x)
Let GY; be the Green function of the Brownian motion W in U. Define the Martin kernel M (z, z)

for the Brownian motion W in U:

Ms(x,z) =

0
Mi(z,z):= lim M
Usy—z GOU (JSU, y)

Since U is bounded C'*!, by Theorem 7.7 in [T4], there exists a constant ¢; = ¢; (2, U) such that
1

C—Ml(x,z) < No(z,z) < ¢ My(z, 2). (6.7)
1

Let

ui(z) := Mi(z,2)p1(dz) and wvy(x) := My (z,2)v1(dz), x€U.
ou ou

By (&), we have for every x € U

U(x) ~ Jou Ma(@, ) (d ) _ Jou No(z, 2)p1 (dz)
faU 2(:1:,z)y1( faUN2(ZE,Z)V1(dZ)

2faU M, (x, z)pa (d2)
Jvi(dz)

c% up(x) < cil u(z

< c .
v1(2) v(x)

S G
Jorr Mi(z, 2)1n

Since u1, v1 are harmonic for the Brownian motion W in U and vanish continuously on U N9OD,

by the boundary Harnack principle for Brownian motion (for example, see [II),
uy (z) < C2U1(y)7
vi(z) v1(y)

for some constant cz > 0. Thus for every x,y € D N B(2o, §)

()

()

x,y € DﬂB(zo,g)

2 ul(y)
=290 o(y)’

< o

Uy
U1
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7 Schrodinger operator in arbitrary bounded domains

In this section we discuss the Schrodinger operator in arbitrary bounded domains. Using results
in the previous sections, one can check that X2 and XP satisfy the condition (a)-(f) and (6.1) in
[7] with the reference measure £p. Thus the main results in [7] are true for X and XD with the
reference measure p. In this section we will use the main results in [7] and state carefully for X
with respect to the Lebesgue measure.

Recall that a measure v on D is said to be a smooth measure of X with respect to the reference
measure £p if there is a positive continuous additive functional (PCAF in abbreviation) A of X7

such that for all bounded nonnegative function f on D,

/f v(dx) —hmEgD[ /fXD dA] (7.1)

The additive functional A is called the positive continuous additive functional of X with Revuz
measure v with the reference measure {p. It is known (see [26]) that for any x € D, a > 0 and

bounded nonnegative function f on D,

E, /0 e~ £(XD)dA, = /0 /D 7”2, ) (9w (dy)dt,

and thus we have any x € D, t > 0 and bounded nonnegative function f on D,

e, | F(xP)dA, = / [ Prnsmtds

Therefore by the monotone convergence theorem we have any x € D, t > 0 and nonnegative

t D = t I S, T 1% S
E, /0 f(XP)dA, = /0 /D 20 (s, ) f (v)v(dy) ds. (7.2)

For a signed measure v, we use v and v~ to denote its positive and negative parts respectively.

function f on D,

If vt and v~ are smooth measures of X with respect to the reference measure £p and AT and
A~ are PCAFs of XP with Revuz measures v+ and v~ respectively with respect to the reference
measure ¢p, then we call A := AT — A~ of XP the continuous additive functional of X with
(signed) Revuz measure v with respect to the reference measure £p.

A measure n on D is said to be a smooth measure of X with respect to the Lebesgue measure if
hpn is a smooth measure of X with respect to the reference measure £p. From now on, whenever
we speak of a smooth measure of X, we mean a smooth measure of X with respect to the
Lebesgue measure unless explicitly mentioned otherwise. If 7 is a smooth measure of X and A
is the PCAF of X with Revuz measure hpn with respect to the reference measure £p, then by
([C2)), we have any x € D, t > 0 and bounded nonnegative function f on D,

E, /0 F(XP)dA, = /0 /D 4P (5,2, 9) f (w)1(dy) ds. (73)
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The additive functional A in the equation above is called the PCAF of X with Revuz measure 7
with respect to the Lebesgue measure. From now on, whenever we speak of an additive functional
with a given Revuz measure, we mean an additive functional with a given Revuz measure with
respect to the Lebesgue measure unless explicitly mentioned otherwise.

Recall K42 from the Definition [Tl

Proposition 7.1 Any measure v in K2 is a smooth measure of XP with respect to the Lebesque

measure, or equivalently, hpv is a smooth measure of X with respect to &p.

Proof. By the definition of K;9 we can easily check that the function

Gp(hpv)(z) = Gpr(z)
is bounded continuous in D. Thus, by Definition IV.3.2 of [3], Gp(hpv) is a regular potential.
Moreover XP and XP are Hunt processes with the strong Feller property and they are in the
strong duality with respect to £p (Propositions Bl and B4l). Consequently hpv charges no semi-
polar set by Theorem VI.3.5 of [3]. Now we can apply Theorem VI.1 of [26] to conclude that hpv
is a smooth measure of X? with respect to &p, or equivalently, v is a smooth measure of X with

respect to the Lebesgue measure. O

If v is a signed measure on D such that v and v~ are smooth measures of X and if AT and
A~ are the PCAF of XP with Revuz measures vt and v~ respectively, we call A := AT — A~ of
XP the continuous additive functional of X with (signed) Revuz measure v.

We recall the definitions of the class of measures from [5] and [§] and specify it for X with
the reference measure £p in an bounded domain D. We also give a definition for a class of smooth

measures with respect to the Lebesgue measure. In the following, d denotes the diagonal of D x D.

Definition 7.2 Let v be a signed smooth measure of X with respect to £p and define |v| :=
vt 4+ v, v s said to be in the class S2(XP) if for any e > 0 there is a Borel subset K = K (¢)
of finite |v|-measure and a constant § = 6(¢) > 0 such that for all (x,z) € (D x D)\ d,

Gp(z,y)Gp(y, 2) Gp(z,y)Gply, 2) |v|(dy)

pk  Gp(z,2) vi(dy) = ok Gp(x,2) hp(y) =° 74
and for all measurable set B C K with |v|(B) < § all (x,z) € (D x D)\ d,
Gp(z,y)Gp(y, 2) _ [ Go(=.y9)Gply.2) [vI(dy)
e = [ e ) < "

A function q is said to be in the class SSL(XP) if v(dx) := q(x)¢p(dx) is in the corresponding
space.

A signed smooth v of XP is said to be in the class Soo(XP) if hp(x)v(dzx) is in the class
S8 (X D).
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For a continuous additive functional A of X with Revuz measure v, we define e4(t) = exp(4,),
for t > 0. For y € D, let X?¥ denote the h-conditioned process obtained from X with h(-) =
Gp(-,y) and let EY denote the expectation for X ¥ starting from = € D. We will use 7'1% to denote
the lifetime of the process X .

In the remainder of this section, we assume that v € Soo(X”) and A is the CAF of X with
Revuz measure v (with respect to the Lebesgue measure). Note that A is also the CAF of X with
Revuz measure hp(z)v(dz) with respect to the reference measure &p.

The CAF A gives rise to a Schrodinger semigroup
QP f(x) =By [eat) F(XP)] .

The function z — Eg[ea(7p)] is called the gauge function of v. We say v is gaugeable if
E;lea(Tp)] is finite for some x € D. From now on we will assume that v is gaugeable. It follows
from [B] and [8] that the gauge function = — E,[ea(7p)] is bounded on D. Note that since
hp(z)v(dx) € S32(XP), it follows again from [5] and [§] that

sup EY [|A|Ty} < 00
(z,y)e(DxD)\d b

(see B]) and therefore by Jensen’s inequality

inf  EY Y31 > 0. 7.6
I Ylea(td)] (7.6)

By Lemma 3.5 of [5], the Green function for the Schrodinger semigroup {QPF,t > 0} with
respect to &p is
Vp(z,y) = Ef [ea(rh)] Gp(=,y), (7.7)
that is, . .
[ Volensmean = [ ePrwa =, | [~ eawsoer) il (78)

for any Borel function f > 0 on D. Let

Vp(z,y) = Vp(z,y)hp(y)

o that /D Vi (2, y)f(y) dy = /OOO QP f(x)dt = E, UOOO ea(t) f(XP) dt] (7.9)

Thus Vp(x,y) is the Green function for the Schrédinger semigroup {QP, t > 0} with respect to
the Lebesgue measure. Since Gp(z,y) = Gp(x,y)hp(y), by Theorem 3.6 in [5] and ([ZH), Vp(z,y)
is comparable to Gp(z,y) on D x D \ d, where d denotes the diagonal of D x D. From Theorem
3.4 [7] and the continuity of hp, we see that Vp(z,y) is continuous on (D x D)\ d.

Let u(z,y) := E¥ [ea(r})] for y € D, and define u(z,w) := E¥ [ea(7]3)] for w € 0D, where
EY is the expectation for the conditional process of X obtained through h-transform with h(-) =
M (-,w). Recall that 9,,, D is the minimal Martin boundary of X?.
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Theorem 7.3 The following properties hold.

(1) For w € 0, D and x € D, impsy s u(x,y) = u(x,w). The conditional gauge function u(x, w)
is jointly continuous on D X 0, D.

(2) For every x € D and w € 0,,D, Kp(z,w) := limpsy—w % exists and is finite. Further-

more,
u(z, w)

Kp(z,w) = MD(m’w)u(azo,w)

(7.10)
and so K(x,w) is jointly continuous on D X Op,D;

(3) Assume D is a bounded C*' domain and let pp(x) be the distance between x and 0D, then
there is a constant ¢ > 1 such that

pp ()

-1 pp(7)
— c—".
|z — w4

“ e —wl

< Kp(z,w) < (7.11)

Proof. (1) and (2) are proved in Theorem 3.4 in [7] (also see section 6 in [7] for the extension).
Estimate ([ZIT) follows directly from (ZI0)) above and Theorem 7.7 in [14]. 0

Definition 7.4 A Borel function u defined on U is said to be v-harmonic for X in an open subset
U of D if

E, [GA(TB)|U(X%)|] <oo and E, [eA(TB)u(Xg)] =u(z), zé€ B,

for every open set B whose closure is a compact subset of U. If U = D, then u is said to be
v-harmonic for XP .

The following two theorems are proved in [f]. (Lemma 3.6, Theorems 5.11-5.12, Theorem
5.14-5.16 [7]. Also see section 6 in [7] for the extension.)

Theorem 7.5 For every z € 0,,D, &+ Kp(x,2) is a minimal v-harmonic function of XP. That
is, if h is a v-harmonic function of X¥ and 0 < h(z) < Kp(z,2), then h(x) = cKp(z,z) for some
constant ¢ < 1. Moreover, for z1 # z3 € 0D, Kp(-,21) Z Kp(+, 22).

Recall that a nonnegative Borel function f defined on D is said to be v-excessive for X if for
every x € D and t > 0, QP f(x) < f(z) and

lim Q7 f(x) = f(x)-

£10
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Theorem 7.6 The minimal Martin boundary for the Schridinger semigroup {QP,t > 0} can
be identified with the minimal Martin boundary 0, D of XP. Furthermore for every v-excessive
function f of XP that is not identically infinite, there is a unique Radon measure p1 on D and a

unique finite measure po on 0D such that
f(x)=/ VD(w,y)ul(dy)Jr/8 Kp(z,2)pa(dz). (7.12)
D i D

Function f is v-harmonic for XP if and only pu; = 0.

Conversely, if p1 is a Radon measure in D such that [, Vp(x,y)p(dy) is not identically infinite
and pe is finite measure on 0D, then the function f given by (7.13) is a nonnegative v-excessive
function of XP that is not identically infinite.

Therefore we conclude that the minimal Martin boundary is stable under Feynman-Kac per-
turbation if v € S, (X?) such the gauge function = +— E, [e4(7p)] is bounded. Furthermore we
see that there is a one-to-one correspondence between the space of excessive functions (the space
of positive harmonic functions) of X” that are not identically infinite and the space of v-excessive
functions (the space of positive v-harmonic functions, respectively) of X that are not identically
infinite through measures p; and us.

Since the Martin measure pg is finite and Kp(z, z) is jointly continuous on D x 9,,D, we have

the continuity for v-harmonic functions of XP.
Theorem 7.7 If u > 0 is v-harmonic for X, then u is continuous in D.

In [15], we have shown that for every bounded Lipschitz domain D, there is a one-to-one
correspondence between the minimal Martin boundary 8, D for X and the Euclidean boundary
0D (see Theorem 5.7 in [I5]). Thus from Theorem [LH we have

Theorem 7.8 For every bounded Lipschitz domain D, the (minimal) Martin boundary for the
Schrédinger semigroup {QP,t > 0} can be identified with the Euclidean boundary. Furthermore,
for every v-excessive function f of X that is not identically infinite, OD there is a unique Radon

measure 1 on D and a unique finite measure py on 0D such that
@)= [ Volwm(dn) + [ Kp(e ). (713)
D D

Function f is v-harmonic for XP if and only pu; = 0.

Remark 7.9 In [I6], by using the Green function estimates and our Proposition [[T], we show that,
in fact, Ky is contained in Soo (X D ) if D is bounded Lipschitz.
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