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EXPLOSION BY KILLING AND MAXIMUM PRINCIPLE IN
SYMMETRIC MARKOV PROCESSES

MASAYOSHI TAKEDA

ABSsTRACT. Keller and Lenz [10] define a concept of stochastic com-
pleteness at infinity (SCI) for a regular symmetric Dirichlet form (€, F).
We show that (SCI) can be characterized probabilistically by using the
predictable part (P of the life time ¢ of the symmetric Markov pro-
cess X = (Pg, X¢) generated by (€, F), that is, (SCI) is equivalent to
P, (¢ = (P < o0) = 0. We define a concept, explosion by killing (EK),
by P (¢ = ¢* < 00) = 1. Here ¢ is the totally inaccessible part of ¢.
We see that (EK) is equivalent to (SCI) and P (¢ = co) = 1. Let X*°®
be the resurrected process generated by the resurrected form, a regu-
lar Dirichlet form constructed by removing the killing part from (€, F).
Extending work of Masamune and Schmidt ([15]), we show that (EK)
is also equivalent to the ordinary conservation property of time changed
process of X' by Af, where the Af is the positive continuous additive
functional in the Revuz correspondence to the killing measure k in the
Beurling-Deny formula (Theorem 2.10).

We consider the maximum principle for Schrodinger-type operator
LF = L — p. Here L is the self-adjoint operator associated with (£, F)
and p is a Green-tight Kato measure. Let A\(u) be the principal eigen-
value of the trace of (£, F) relative to . We prove that if (EK) holds,
then A(u) > 1 implies a Liouville property that every bounded solution
to LFu = 0 is zero quasi-everywhere and that the refined mazimum
principle in the sense of Berestycki-Nirenberg-Varadhan [2] holds for
L+ if and only if A(1) > 1 (Theorem 4.9). .

1. INTRODUCTION

In [23], [25], we prove the maximum principle for Schréodinger forms, and
in Kim and Kuwae [14], they extend our results to more general Schrodinger
forms with distributions as potential. Our aim in this paper is to extend
results in [23], [25] to more general class of subsolutions.

Let E be a locally compact separable metric space and m a positive Radon
measure on E with full topological support. Let (€, F) be a transient, reg-
ular and symmetric Dirichlet form on L?(E;m) and X = (P, X;,() the
m-symmetric Hunt process generated by (£, F). Here ( is the life time of X,
¢=1inf{t > 0| X, ¢ E}. We, in addition, assume that X is irreducible and
strong Feller. We take a point A not in F as a cemetery. Any function u on

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification. 60J46, 60G07, 31C25.

Key words and phrases. Conservativeness, Maximum Principle, Dirichlet form,
Schrédinger form, symmetric Hunt process.

The author was supported in part by Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research
(No.18H01121(B)), Japan Society for the Promotion of Science.

1


http://arxiv.org/abs/2406.15974v1

2 MASAYOSHI TAKEDA

E is always extended to a function on Ea(= E U {A}) by setting u(A) = 0.
When F is not compact, we write Fo, for the one point comactification of E.

Let u be a non-trivial measure in the Green-tight Kato class Ko, with
respect to X (For the definition of K, see Definition 4.1 below.) For p € K,
we define a Schrédinger form (£#, F¥(= F)) on L?(E;m) by

5”(u,v):8(u,v)—/z~ﬁdu, u,v € FF.
E

Here w represents a quasi-continuous version of v € F. We denote by Fioc
the set of functions locally in F. Each function u in Fjo. admits a quasi-
continuous version u. In the sequel, we suppose that v € Fo. is already
modified and write u for u simply.

Define a measure on E by
) B = [[ () = ) Idndy), B e AD)

where J is the jumping measure in the Beurling-Deny formula for (£, F) (]9,
Theorem 3.2.1]) and ZA(F) is the set of Borel subsets of E. Following [8], [12],
we introduce a subspace fch of Floc:

7= {u € Fioe

loc

,uzu) is a Radon measure on F } .

We then see that a bounded function in Fj,. belongs to ]-"]LC and that for
we Fi_and ¢ € FNCy(E), E(u, ) is well-defined ([8, Theorem 3.5]). Here

loc
Co(F) is the set of continuous functions on E with compact support.

Define £* as the self-adjoint operator associated with the closed symmetric
form (E1, F™), (—LFPu, v)p = EX(u,v). A function h € Fl._N L2 is called a

loc loc
solution (subsolution, supersolution) to LFu = 0 if
EM(h,p) =0 (<0, >0) forall p € Fy NCH(E).

Here LS. is the set of locally bounded m-measurable functions on E and
for a function space A, A (A_) represents the totality of non-negative (non-
positive) functions in A. We write S#SUP (S#:5UP) for the space of subsolutions

(supersolutions) and define the function spaces:

(12) S = {h e $ | [|hF]|o < 00}
(1.3) 4% = {h € 8" | ||| > —o0}.
(14) S = SHsub A gusup

From now on, we will mainly discuss the space S*S"P because —h € SH-suP
for h € SH5UP,

We set
(1.5) S = {{xn};’f:l CE| lim E,, ()= 1}
and introduce a subspace of S#5"P by

Spsub _ {h €S N C(B) | Tom_ h(wn) <0 for all {,}3, € S} .



MAXIMUM PRINCIPLE 3

Following Berestycki, Nirenberg and Varadhan [2], we define the refined
mazximum principle:

(RMP) If h € 88" then h(z) < 0 for all z € E.

We then obtain the following main theorem:

Theorem 1.1. For u € K, define

(1.6) )\(u):inf{é’(u)‘ u€eF, /Equuzl},
where E(u) = E(u,u). Then
Ap) > 1 <= (RMP).

A(w) is identified with the principal eigenvalue of the trace of (€, F) relative
to w, in other words, the principal eigenvalue of the time changed process,
X,,, v = inf{s > 0| A# > t}, where A} is the positive continuous additive
functional (PCAF in abbreviation) of X in the Revuz correspondence to the
measure 4 (cf. [9, Section 6.2]). In the sequel, for a symmetric form a(u,v)
we simply write a(u) for a(u,u).

The differences between Theorem 1.1 and the corresponding theorems in
[23], [25] are as follows: In this paper we will deal with general Dirichlet forms
with non-local part, while in [23, Theorem 3.2], [25, Remark 4.3] Dirichlet
forms are supposed to be strongly local. Moreover, when general Dirichlet
forms with non-local part are dealt with, each h € S*™ is supposed to be
in Fe NC(E)(C ]—'ILC NC(E) ([25, Theorem 4.1]). Here, F. is the extended
Dirichlet space of (€, F).

Let ~v(u) be the principal eigenvalue of the Schrodinger operator —L#:

(1.7) v(u):inf{f“(u)‘ ue FH, /Euzdmzl}.

If, in addition, the basic measure m belongs to Ko, then it holds that A(u) > 1
if and only if () > 0 (Theorem 4.12). It is shown in [2] that for an elliptic
(not necessarily symmetric) operator in a bounded domain of R?, (RMP)
holds if and only if the generalized principal eigenvalue, an extension of ~(u)
defined through the so-called Donsker-Varadhan I-function, is positive.

We here note that the semi-group of the self-adjoint operator £#, T} :=
exp(tLH), is expressed by the Feynman-Kac semi-group: For f € %,(E) N
L?(E;m)

T/ f(z) =p} f(z) == E, (eAfo(Xt)) m-a.e. T,

where %,,(F) is the space of bounded Borel functions on E. Then the key to
the proof of Theorem 1.1 is as follows: For showing the direction (=), the
first crucial fact is that if h belongs to SE*"", then

(1.8) h(z) < E, (eAZn h*(Xgn)) qe. z.

Here h™ = hV0 and {0, } is a certain sequence of stopping times such that o, 1
¢. “q.e.” is an abbreviation of “quasi-everywhere” (cf. [9, Section 2.1]). The
proof of (1.8) is given by an application of the Kuwae’s generalized Fukushima
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decomposition to the resurrected Hunt process X' = (P15, Xy, () generated
by the resurrected form (€%, F'%). Here the resurrected form (£7%, F*) is
a regular Dirichlet form constructed by removing the killing part from (€, F)
([4, Theorem 5.2.17]). The life time ¢ of X is written as ¢ = ¢ A ¢* on
{¢ < o}, where (P and ¢* are the predictable part and the totally inaccessible
part of ¢. It holds true that X._ = oo on {( = (¥ < oo} and X, € E
on {¢ = ¢* < oo}. The killing measure k in the Beurling-Deny formula
of (£, F) is identified with the Revuz measure corresponding to the PCAF
(1{ch¢m7<§t})p, the dual predictable projection of 1yx 00, ¢c<iy (cf. [9,
Theorem 5.3.1]). Hence the life time of X" turns out to be a predictable
stopping time because (£, F"*) has no killing part. In other words, the
removal of the killing part from the Dirichlet form (&, F) is equivalent to that
of the totally inaccessible part from the life time ¢. The original process X is
the subprocess of X' generated by the multiplicative functional exp(—AF),
where AF is the PCAF of X' corresponding to the killing measure k ([4,
Theorem 5.2.17]). These facts enable us to imitate the argument in the case
of strongly local Dirichlet forms.

The second crucial fact for the direction (=) is that the condition A(x) > 1
is equivalent with the gaugeability ([3]):
(1.9) Ap) >1<=supE (€A2L> < 0.

rck

Owing to the gaugeability, the reverse Fatou lemma is applicable to the equa-
tion (1.8) and

(1.10) h(z) < Tim E, (eAifn h+(XC,n)) <E, (eA? Tm h*(Xgn)) qe. @
n— o0

n—roo

We will show in Lemma 3.4 that for x € F
{X5,}021 €S Pyas.on Ny {o, <(}.
Hence noting that

lim h(X,,) <0 <= lim h"(X,, )=0,

n—oo n—oo
we see the right hand side of (1.10) equals 0.
For the proof of the opposite direction (<=), we apply the fact that for
i € Koo the extended Dirichlet space F, is compactly embedded in L?(E; ),
which leads us to that there exists a strictly positive function h € F. N C(E)
attaining the infimum of (1.6). Moreover, if A(¢) < 1, then the function h
satisfies pi'h > h (Lemma 4.8) and for any {z,} € S, lim, o h(z,) < 0
(Theorem 4.9). Consequently, the opposite direction is derived and complete
the proof of Theorem 1.1.

As remarked above, the original process X is regarded as a subprocess of
X7 by exp(—AF). As a result, we obtain the following equations:

() Pa(C = ¢ < 00) = B (0744 ¢ < o0)
(1.11) (i) Po(C=(' <o0)=1—Ers (e*Aé)

(i) P,(C = o00) = E (e—A’io;g - oo)
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(Corollary 2.9), consequently
1=P,(¢ <o0)+P,(¢ =00)
(1.12) =P,(¢=¢" <00) + P,(¢ = (" < 00) + P,(¢ = 00)
=E>* (e*Als;C < oo) + (1 -E> (efAE)) +E® (e*Ago;C = oo) .
Keller and Lenz [10, Definition 1.1] define the stochastic completeness at in-
finity (SCI for short) of Dirichlet forms (€, F) on graphs (or the corresponding
symmetric Markov process X). In [11, Section 7.9], they give a probabilis-

tic interpretation of this concept, that is, a probabilistic characterization of
stochastic completeness at infinity is equivalent to that

(1.13) Ere (e*A’E;c < oo) —0.

Masamune and Schmidt [15] call this property the generalized conservation
property and extend Khasminskii’s criterion for the generalized conservation
property. Moreover, they prove the equivalence with the ordinary conservation
property of time changed processes ([15, Theorem 3.5]). We see from (1.11)(i)
that (SCI) is also expressed as

(1.14) (SCI) P,((=¢" <o0) =0,
which make the image of (SCI) concrete probabilistically. As a result of (1.13),
we see that if X' is conservative, PI*®({ = oo) = 1, then X has (SCI). If
X itself is conservative, P, (¢ = co) = 1, then the killing part disappears and
X" is identified with X, consequently X has (SCI).

We see that the next equivalences hold:

(1.15) Po(C =(' < o0) =1 <= E* (e—A’Z) — 0= P (AF = 00) = 1.

When we denote by X™%F the time changed process of X" by AF, A’Z is
regarded as the life time of X% by [19, (65.2)], and thus P (AéC =) =1

implies the conservativeness of X™%F.
Here we define the explosion by killing ((EK) for short) by

(1.16) (EK) P,.((=("<o0)=1

(EK) is equivalent to (SCI) and P, (¢ < oo) = 1. We can conclude from
the discussion above that (EK) of X is equivalent to the conservativeness of
the time changed process of X** by AF. Moreover, we prove in Theorem
2.18 and Remark 4.10 that (EK) is also equivalent to the following Liouville
type theorem: A function h € SP N S*"P, then h(z) = 0 for q.e. 2. Here
Ssub — SO,sub (Ssup — SO,sup)'

For A > 0 define £™) as the self-adjoint operator associated with the closed
symmetric form (Ex(:= & + A(, )m), F), (—LNu,v)p = Ex(u,v). We can
extend the spaces, S*"P and S or the concepts, (SCP) and (EK) to those
associated with (€, F), and denote these by S§*P and S or (SCP,) and
(EK,). Noting that for A > 0

E;® (eiA?;C < oo) =0 < E” (e*A?*AC;g < oo) =0

E;es (e—A’E—)\C) _ O7
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we see that (SCP) is equivalent to (SCPy) or (EK,) for each A > 0, and thus
h € 8™ NSy equals 0 g.e. if (SCP) holds.

Let XP = (PP, X;,() be the absorbing symmetric a-stable process (0 <
a < 2) on a bounded Lipschitz open set D C R% Then P2(¢ < o0) = 1
and PDres(¢ = 00) = 1 for @ < 1 ([1, Theorem 1.1]). Note that in [1] the
resurrected process X 7' of X P is called a censored stable process. Hence
we see that if o < 1, then the Liouville property with respect to X holds
(Example 2.24).

Finally, we would like to make a comment on the strong maximum principle.
In our point of view the strong maximum principle to the operator £(= LY): If
h € S$""NC(E), then h is constant M = sup, ¢ h(x) or h(z) < M for all x €
E, follows from the irreducibility of the Markov process X generated by the
regular Dirichlet form (€, F) (Theorem 3.1). More precisely, if a symmetric
Markov process P, satisfying the absolute continuity condition (AC) (for
definition, see Section 2) is irreducible, then for any Borel set G of positive
capacity

P,(cg <() >0 forallz € E,
where og = inf{t > 0| X; € G}.

2. SUBSOLUTIONS AND SUPERSOLUTIONS

Let E be a locally compact separable metric space and m a positive Radon
measure on E with full topological support. Let (£, F) be a regular symmetric
Dirichlet form on L?(E;m). We denote by u € Fi, if for any relatively
compact open set D there exists a function v € F such that v = v m-a.e.
on D. Let X = (,{Ps}ser, {Xi}i>0,() be the symmetric Hunt process
generated by (€,F), where ¢ is the lifetime of X. Denote by {p;};>0 and
{Ru}a>0 the semi-group and resolvent of X: For a bounded Borel function f
on F

pef () = Eo(F(X)it < O, Rd@ﬂZAmfmmﬂ@ﬁ

Through this paper we assume that X satisfies next two conditions:

Irreducibility (I). If a Borel set A is {p; }+>o-invariant, i.e., p;(1af)(z) =
Lapef(z) m-a.e. for any f € L2(E;m) N %By(E) and t > 0, then A satisfies
either m(A) =0 or m(E\ A) =0.

Strong Feller Property (SF). For each t > 0, pi(%y(F)) C Cy(E),
where Cy,(F) is the space of bounded continuous functions on E.

We remark that (SF) implies the following condition ([9, Theorem 4.2.4]).

Absolute Continuity Condition (AC). The transition probability and
resolvent of X is absolutely continuous with respect to m; foreacht > 0, a > 0
and x € F

pM@=éW%WMW@%RJ@=/m@WMW@)

E
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We introduce a subspace ]-"1]; o of Floc by

loc

(21) .7:T = {U € Floc

,u{w is a Radon measure on F } ,

where ,u{w is a positive measure defined in (1.1). Denoting by £ the self-
adjoint operator associated with the Dirichlet form (&, F), (—Lu,v)y; =

E(u,v), we call a function h € ]:;LC N LS, a solution (subsolution, superso-
lution) to Lu = 0 if

(2.2) E(h,9) =0(<0, >0) for all p € FL NCy(E).
For u € ]—'ILC and ¢ € FL NCy(E), E(u, ¢) is well-defined, in other words,

‘//EXE(U(‘T) —u(y))(e(z) — ¢(y)J(dz,dy)| < oo

which is shown by the same argument on the jumping part £/ in the proof of
Lemma 2.3 below.

We write S (S5P, S) for the space of solutions (subsolutions, superso-
lutions) and introduce the function spaces:

(2.3) S5 = {h e 85 | |ht]|s0 < o0},

(2.4) S ={h € S || ||oc > —0}.

We further introduce the function spaces as follows:

25) 8 ={he FL L% | Ih]le < o0, peh > h qe,
(2.6) S = {h e fﬁoc NLE | |h [leo > —00, pth < h q.e.}.

By using the argument in the proof of [16, Theorem 5.1], we have the next
lemma.

Lemma 2.1. Let h € .7:;06 NLY. and ¢ € FNCo(E). Let K = supp|y]
and G a relatively compact open set containing K. Let {1, } be a sequence in
FNCo(E) such that 0 <, <1, ¥, =1 on G, 1, T 1. Then

lim E(hiy,, @) = E(h, p).
n—oo

Proof. On account of hi, = h on G, we see from Beurling-Deny formula [9,
Theorem 3.2.1] that E(hiy,, ) is equal to

; / //KxK h(y))(p(x) — ¢(y))J (dz, dy)

en 42/ /K ) Km)(h( 2) ~ () (o) ~ o(4)) 7 (dr, dy)

2 [[ ()~ b)) S dy) + [ o
K><GC E
Since J(K x G¢) < oo and for h € F|

loc

[ el (@) < .
E
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we see
|(h(z) — h(y)Pn(y))p(z)]
< () = h(2)n(y)|e(x) + [h(2) — h(y)[[¥n(y)e(@)]
< |h(x)]e(x)1ge (y) + [h(x) — h(y)|p(x) € L' (K x G J).

Hence by the dominated convergence theorem, the fourth term of (2.7) tends
to

2 //KXGC(’”L(»"U) = h(y))p(x)J (dz, dy)
=2 //Kxgc(h(x) — h(y))(p(x) — @(y))J (dx, dy)

as n — oo. Hence
E(h,p) = lim E(hiby, @).
n—00
Lemma 2.2. It holds that
giub c SiUb, giup - Siup'
Proof. We only prove that Ssub — gsub,

Let ¢ € F4 NCy(E) and write K for the support of ¢. Take a relatively
compact open set G and a sequence {¢,} C Fy NCy(F) as in Lemma 2.1.

Then for h € 8P, £(htpn, p) < 0. Indeed, since hib, € F and py(htpn) >
pth Z h7

1
E(htpn, ) = lim £ (hton = pe(hibn), ),

1
<l ((h= ), — (peh,9),,) <0,

where (, ), is the inner product of L?(E;m). By Lemma 2.1 we have
E(h,p) = lim E(h,, ) <O0.
n—oo
O

Lemma 2.3. For h € S'°, there exists a smooth positive Radon measure vy,
such that

(2.8) E(h,p) = —/ edvp, ¢ e FNCy(E).

E
Proof. Denote C = F N Cy(E) and define a function I on C by
(2.9) I(¢) = —&(h,¢), ¢e€C.

We confirm in [21, Lemma 4.7] that C is a Stone vector lattice and I(y) is a
pre-integral (For these definitions, see [7, p.143]). We then know from Stone-
Daniell theorem [7, Theorem 4.5.2] that there exists a positive Borel measure
vy, such that

I(go):/cpduh, peC.
E
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We see by the relation (2.8) that v, is Radon. Moreover, we see by the same
argument as in [21, Lemma 4.7], [16, Lemma 4.1] that the measure v, is
smooth. Indeed, let K be a compact set with Cap(K) = 0. Take relatively
compact open sets G' and D such that K C G C G C D C E. Let {¢,} be a
subset of F N Cy(G) such that ¢, > 1 on K, and lim, o E(¢,) = 0. The
existence of such a sequence {¢,} follows from [9, Lemma 2.2.7, Theorem
4.4.3]. Take 1) € F NCy(D) such that ) < 1 and ) =1 on G. Let £¢,&7,&F
be the strongly local part, jumping part, killing part of £ in the Beurling-Deny
formula.
We see from the local property of £¢ and £F that

1E9(hy )| < E(hp)2E%(0n) /2, |EF (B )| < EF (M) 2ER ()2,

The jumping part £7(h, ¢,) equals

by o) / /E ) 1)) (9n(2) — () (de, dy)
[ (@) = 1) () = () . )
GxG
v f /G () = h) ) o (0)) T (),

The first term of the right hand side equals
/ /G (a5 (o) = H ) o) = o) dy) < € (10) 267 )

and the second term is less than 2,u{h> (G)Y/2€7 (p,,)*/?. Hence noting hip € F,
we have

() < [ i = —E(huipn) = = (E°hpu) + (i) + € (i)
< E()2E (pn) V2 + E (W) 287 (0n) 2 + 2040, (G) /2 E7 (p) /2
4 gk(h¢)1/2gk((pn)l/2
< (5(h¢)1/2 + 2u{h>(a)1/2) Een)2 —5 0 asn — .
Therefore the measure vy, is smooth. O

Remark 2.4. Let h € & and kM = h — M, M := |h*|/». Noting that
the constant function M belongs to }'ILC N LS. and that

loc
EhM, ) = E(h,) — MEL ) = E(hg) = M [ b <0,
E
we see that h™ € S5'P. Since

&(h.) = = [ ol — M),

vy, equals v, — Mk. v, looks signed, but it’s actually positive.
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Let {K,} be a sequence of increasing compact sets such that K C K, C
-C K, C Kn+1 C --- and K,, T E, where K is the interior of K. Denote
by T, the first exit time from K,

(2.10) T=inf{t> 0| X, € K,}.
The next lemma is an extension of [25, Lemma 3.18, Lemma 3.19], where a

function in F, is treated.

Lemma 2.5. For h € S there exists a sequence {0,} of stopping times
such that o, < ¢, on 1 ¢ and

(2.11) h(z) < EL® (e_A’:Mnh(XMUHD q.e. .

Proof. Let (7%, F***) be the resurrected Dirichlet form defined in [4, (5.2.25)],
which is a regular Dirichlet form on L?(E;m). We see from [4, Theorem
5.2.17] that F** D> F and F*** N L%(E;k) = F. As a result, we know that

F' N Co(E) = F N Co(E), (F**M)joe D F . and that for h € S5
£ (h, ) = — / o(hdk + dvy), ¢ € F 1 Co(E).
X

Since k is a smooth Radon measure, so is hk.

Let X' = (PI*, Xy, () be the resurrected process of X, that is, the Hunt
process generated by (€7, F*) (cf. [4, Theorem 5.2.17]). We then see from
[16, Corollary 3.3] that

t
h(X) = h(Xo) + M +/ h(Xs)dAF + A t < (¢, PI™-as. qe. z,
0

where M, M e mI0<llig the martingale part of the Fukushima decomposition,

loc
ie. there exist a sequence {S,,} of stopping times with S,, 1 ¢ and a sequence

{Mt"} of square integrable martingale AFs such that
h n
(2.12) Miyps, Hins,<cy = Mins, Litns,<c)

([12, Theorem 4.2]).

Note that X = X¢_(= o), Pi®-a.s. on {¢ < oo} because (£7%, F***) has
no killing part ([9, Theorem 5.3.1]). Consequently, 7, < {, 7, T ¢ on {¢ < co}.
Define 0,, = S, A7,. Then o, < ( and o, T (. We see from [t6’s formula that

tAon tAop
efAan h(Xt/\gn) — h(Xo) _ / e*AEh(XS)dAISC _|_/ 7,4de[ ]
0 0

tAo, . tAop &
- / e A h(X,)dAF + / e~ AsdAun
0 0
(2.13)

tAo, tAop
= h(Xo) + / e~ A danlhl 4+ / e A dAT, P™-as. qe. .
0 0

Noting that foman e~ AL dMS[h] is a square integrable martingale by (2.12) and

foman e~ AL dA¥% > 0, we have this lemma by taking expectation of both sides
of (2.13). O
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Lemma 2.6. It holds that
sub Ssub su osU
s oS, sPPcsit.

Proof. We will only prove that S c Ssub,
On account of h < 0, we see from Fatou’s lemma that

B (e h(X)) = B5 (e R(X0)st < )

=-E;*® ( lim (eiAfN’n (—h)(Xt/\crn)) it < <>
n—r 00

n—oo

(2.14) > B ( lim (eA:fAm(—h)(Xml)))

> lim (B (e Monh(Xin,))) ae w,

n— 00
and thus
h(z) <EX® (G_Afh(Xt)> =ph(z) qe. z.

by (2.11). Applying [4, Theorem 5.2.17] again, we see that the left hand side
of (2.14) is equal to E; (h(X}:)) = pih(x). O

By Lemma 2.2 and Lemma 2.6, we have
Theorem 2.7. It holds that

sub __ gsub Sup __ Qsup
Soub = b gEe G,

Let {7,,} be a sequence of stopping times defined in (2.10). We define

(2.15) QP =Ny {m < (¢ < oo},
(2.16) O = () = (UpZy{mn = ¢ <00} U{( = oo}
Let CP (resp. (') be the predictable (resp. totally inaccessible) part of ¢, that
is,
Ca we QZ)’ . C, w € Qi,
(2.17) = : "'=
00, w e Qzu oo, w e NP,

Then ¢ is written as ¢ = ¢ A ¢*. For the decomposition of the predictable
part and the totally inaccessible part, refer [18, Lemma (13.4)]. Note that

predictability is equivalent to accessibility in case when X is a Hunt process
([18, Theorem 15.1]).

Lemma 2.8. Foru € C(Ex)
(2.18) E,(u(Xc_);¢ = CP < 00) = B (e*A’Zu(XC,);c < oo) .

Here C(E) is the set of continuous functions on the one-point compactifica-

tion Eo of E.
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Proof. Let {7,,} be a sequence of stopping times in (2.10). By [19, (62.13)],
Ex (U(XTH)1{7—7L<C<OO})

) Tn Ak
=E;” (/0 (X7, (ke)) 1z, (ko) <C (k) <00} (—de A*)

_ Ak
+e A”lu(X-,—n)l{Tn<<<oo}).

Here k;, 0 <t < oo is the killing operators (For definition, see [19, Definition
(11.3)]). Since

Tn(ke) < C(kt) <= Th ANt < (Nt <=7, < T,
by [19, Proposition (11.11)], the right hand side equals
E;CS (eiAinu(XTn)l{Tn<<<OO}) .

Note that PI™(¢ < co) = 1 implies P,({ < o) = 1. Hence on account of
P(7, < < o0) =1, we have

Eq (u(Xr, )i 7 < ¢ < 00) = B (e™ % u(X,, );¢ < o0) |
which implies (2.18) by letting n — occ. O
Corollary 2.9. (i) P,(¢ =(? < c0) = EI™® (e*AIE;C < oo).
(ii) Po(¢ = (' < 00) = 1 — B (e—A’Z).
(iii) Py (¢ = o0) = B (e—A’éo;g - oo) .

Proof. The claim (i) follows from Lemma 2.8 by taking v = 1. Since

P.(( =o0) = E;* </OC Lc(ko=oo} (‘de%f) + eA’Z1{<_OO}>
=E> (e_AEO;C = oo)
by ((k:) = ¢ At, the claim (iii) follows. Noting that
P.(C = ¢ < 00) + Py (¢ = 00) = B (0740 ¢ < o) + By (7% ¢ = o)
e (o)
we have
P.((=¢ <00) =1~ (Py(¢ = (P < 00) + Py(( = 0))

im (),

Since
P.(( < 00) +P,(¢ =)
=P, (") + P, (' N {¢ < 00}) + P, (2 N {{ = 0})
=P, ((=C <o0)+P,(¢ =" <00)+P,(¢ =00),
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according to Corollary 2.9
(2.19)

E;>® (e‘AIE;C < oo) + (1 -E® (e_AIE)) +E®® (e_AISO;C = oo) =1.
Since

k

t t
‘/ 1p(X,)e 4 dAf = / 1p(Xo)d(e™ )
0 0

=e M 1p(X) —1- /t e M d(1p(X,))
0

k k
= G_At 1E(Xt) -1+ G_AC 1{C§t}7
we have

(2.20)

t
1= Er™ (e—AhE(Xt)) +EI (/ 1E(XS)6—A’SdA’;> +E (e—A’Z;g < t)
0

CAL
=B (et < () + B < / eA?dA’;> +ER (M50 <t).
0

Keller and Lenz [10] define the stochastic completeness at infinity ((SCI) in
abbreviation) of (£, F) (or the corresponding symmetric Markov process X)

by
k CAt k
1=E (e_Af it < g) +E” / e M dAL
0

t
(2.21) = Er (e—AhE(Xt)) +EI (/ 1E(X5)e_A§dA’;) 1> 0.
0

Note that if dk = Vdm, then AF = fg V(Xs)ds and the equation (2.21) is
written as

1 :ptl—l—/tpsVds, t>0.
By (2.20), the equality (2.21) is equiovalent to
Eres (e*A?;g < t) -0, t>0,
which is equivalent to
(2.22) Eres (e*A’E;g < oo) =0
because
E;>® (e‘AIE;C < t) TE®® (e_AIZ;C < oo) as t — oo.
Moreover, by the irreducibility of X it satisfies i) P1(¢ < oo) = 0 for all
x € FEoril) P(( < o0) >0 for all © € E. For the case i), (2.22) holds and
for the case ii), (2.22)is equivalent to
(2.23) e =0 P:*-as. on {( < 0} <~ P;cs(AéC =0|(<o0) =1

Therefore, we see that (SCI) is equivalent to that i) P1*(( = c0) = 1 or
PI*S(Af = oo|¢ < o0) = 1 ([11, Theorem 7.33]). Here we would like to
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emphasis that using the concepts of predictable part and totally inaccessible
part of the life time, we can make the image of (SCI) concrete probablistically,
that is,

(2.24) (SCI) <= P,(¢ = (P < 0) =0.

Masamune and Schmidt [15] call this property the generalized conservation
property ((GCP) for short) and extend Khasminskii’s criterion for the gener-
alized conservation property and prove the equivalence with the ordinary con-
servation property of time changed processes. We see that if P1*({ = c0) = 1,
that is, X is conservative, then X has (SCI). In particular, if X is conser-
vative, P, (¢ = oo0) = 1, then the killing part disappear and X" is identified
with X, consequently, X has the SCI.

As stated in (2.23), if P,(¢ < o0) = 1, then (SCI) is equivalent to

(2.25) P.((=(<o0)=1 > E (e—A’Z) =0
— P (Al =o0) = 1.

Let X™%* be the time changed process of X' by AF. Note that A’Z is

nothing but the life time of X** ([19, (65.2)]). We then see that if X e5F
is conservative, PI*¥({ = co) = 1, then Pfs(AéC = o0) = 1. On account
of the equivalence above, we define a concept on stochastic incompleteness,
explosion by killing ((EK) for short) by

(2.26) (EK) P.((=( <o) =1.

(EK) implies that the Hunt process X explodes by jumping from inside of E
to the cemetery point A almost surely. We then have

Theorem 2.10. The following statements are equivalent:

(') (C = o0) = 0 and (SCI).

iv) Preb(Ak o0) = 1.
v) The time changed process of X by A¥F is conservative.

(ii
(i
(
(

Remark 2.11. Since X is the subprocess of X' by exp(—A¥F),
P.(rn < (<)

¢ . .

= E;CS (/ 1{Tn(k3)<C(ks)§t} (—deAs)> + E;CS (€7A<;< < t)
0
¢ p y

=E” / (—de* ) +E® (e* ¢¢ < t) :

The left and right hand side tend to P, (¢ = ¢? < t) and EI** (e—A’Z;g < t)
respectively by letting n — oo, and thus

(2.27) P.((=¢" <) =B (¢ <)),
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Since
P,((=(<t)=1-P,((>1) - P.(¢=¢ <)
—1-E (> 1) - B (e <),
we have
(2.28) Po((=¢ <t)=1—E (e ).

Corollary 2.9 is regarded as identities obtained by limiting equations (2.27)
and (2.28) as t — .

Remark 2.12. For A > 0, denote by (SCI,)(resp. (EK),)) the stochastic
completeness at infinity (resp. explosion by killing) of (Ex(=E + A(, )),F).
Then we see that

(SCI) Er (e*A’Z;c < oo) —0 <= (SCL,) E* (e*A’E*AC < oo) =0
 (EK,) E'** (e—A’S—M) —0.
Hence, (SCI) is equivalent to (SCI,) and (EKy) for any A > 0.
Lemma 2.13. For h € &P
hw) < B (e R(Xo)st < C)

+ lim EI* (efAsn ht(X,, )t > C) — lim E® (eiA);n h™(X,,);t > C) q.e.

n—0 n—o0

Proof. On account of (2.11) we have for h € S'P

W) < B (e Monh(Xin,)) ae,

Since
i L (e (X))
n—o00

- T (E;es (e_AfAdn h+(—Xt/\G'n);t < C) + E;es (e_Ain h+(Xan)§t > C))
n— oo

— tim (B (e b (Xing, )it < ) + EL (e745nh™(X,, )i 2 €) )
n—oo

< E (e—Ai“h(Xt);t < c) + lim Ei* (e““snhﬂXan);t = C)

n—r00

~ lim B (e (X,, )5t = ()

n—oo
the proof is completed. O
Corollary 2.14. Let h € " N C(EL). Then
(229)  A(@) B (e MR(X)5t < ) +ho)ES (¢t () qe.
Lemma 2.15. If P'*(¢ = o) = 1, then for h € S5P

h(z) < pih(z) qe.

In particular, S C Ssub,
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Proof. It PL*(¢ = 00) = 1, the expectations on {t > (} in the proof of Lemma
2.13 disappear. Hence

hr) < B (eh(X)) = pih(e) ae.

Proposition 2.16. Let h € S$"" N C(Ey). If P,(¢ < 00) = 1, then
(2.30)  h(z) < h(co)E (e*A?;g < oo) (= h(c0)P(C = ¢P < 50)) que.

Proof. The right hand side of (2.29) tends to the right hand side of (2.30) as
t — oo. Indeed,

m B (e h(X0)it < () < 0 B (4% ¢ = o)

t—o0
= W [ocP2(C = 00) =0
and . .
tlim E’®® (efAC it > C) =E;>® (eiAC;C < oo) .
— 00

O
Proposition 2.17. If P,(¢ = (' < c0) = 1, then every h € 8P is non-
positive for q.e. x.
Proof. We see from Lemma 2.13 that

B(@) < [0l (B (450 <€) + B (4522 ¢))

— |Ih" oo (E;CS (efAQO;C = oo) +E;>® (efAICC;C < oo)) , t— 0.
The equation in parentheses equals 0 by Corollary 2.9 and the assumption in
this proposition. 0

Put
(2.31) S =8P nSsup,
Applying Proposition 2.17, we have a next Liouville property:

Theorem 2.18. If P, (¢ = (' < o0) = 1, then every function in S is zero
q.e. x.

Lemma 2.19. The function Egcs(e_Alz;C < 00), E;CS(e’A);o;C = 00) and
E’fs(e*AIS) belong to F

loc®
Proof. Put g(z) = Egcs(e_Alz;C < 00). By the Markov property
peg(z) = EX® (efA?*Alfwt)(ef);t < (,C(0y) < oo)
=E>* (efA?;t <(< oo) <g,

that is, g is pi-excessive. Let o be a strictly positive function in L?(E;m) N
C(E) and define g, = g AnRip. Then g, € L*(E;m), g, < nRip(e F)
and e 'pign < gn, t > 0, and thus g, € F by [9, Lemma 2.3.2]. Since
O,, := {R1p > 1/n} are open sets satisfying O,, + F as n — oo and g = g,

on O, g belongs to Fio.. On account of the boundedness of g, g € Fi

loc*
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By the same argument above, we can show that the other functions belong
to F O

loc*

Lemma 2.20. The functions E’fs(e*Alg;C < 00), E;es(e_Aﬁo;Q = o0) and
Eics(efAlg) belong to S.

Proof. Put g(x) = E;es(e_Aé;C < 0). Let ¢ € FyNCy(E) and {¢,} C
F+ N Cy(E) the sequence defined in Lemma 2.1. Since
pilgun) (@) = B (e MBS (¢ Liccny ) (X))
. _ Ak __ Ak
_ E;es (e Af Ac(et)(et)1{t<(,((0t)<oo}wn(Xt))

= B (e 1 cconn(X0))

(9¥n — pe(g¥n) ©)m = (9 — Pt(9¥n); P)m
= (B2 (ML ccony (1 = (X)) 1)

m

Hence

0 < (g¥n = pe(g¥n), ©)m < (B (1 = ¥n (X)), 0),,
< (1= pi%Yn, ©)m
(Vn = Dy Uns ) ms

and thus 0 < E(gtn, ) < E™(Yn,¢). Noting that 1 € fltc, we see from
Lemma 2.1 that

lim £ (n, ) = £(1, ) = 0

and so limy, 00 £(91n, ¢) = 0. Using Lemma 2.1 again, we have £(g, ) = 0.
By the same argument above, we can show that the other functions also
belong to S. O

Theorem 2.18 and Lemma 2.20 lead to

Corollary 2.21. The next statements are equivalent:

(i) Po(( =¢" <o0) = 1.
(ii) If h € S, then h =0, q.e.

Proof. The implication from (i) to (ii) follows from Theorem 2.18. On account
of Lemma 2.20, It follow from (ii) that P, (¢ = ¢* < o) = 1 q.e. Noting that
g(x) = Em(e*A?) is an excessive function, pig(z) < g(x) and pig(z) T g(x),
we see that g is finely continuous and conclude that g(z) = 0 for all x € E
and so P,(( =(* <o0)=1—g(z)=1forallz € E. O

Remark 2.22. For A > 0, denote by X = (P, X,.0) be the \-killing
process of X, that is the Hunt process generated by (€, F). By Remark 2.12,
(SCI) of X is equivalent to (SCI,), P (¢ = (¢* < 00) = 1. Hence we see from
Corollary 2.21 that (SCI) of X is equivalent to that if h € Sx(:= S{*P NS'P),
then h = 0, g.e., where S"P and S3"P are the space of subsolutions and
supersolutions associated with (€, F).
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Example 2.23. For a non-negative function k in L{ (RY) define

E(u,v) = %/Rd(Vu, Vv)dx + /]Rd w’k(x)de, ue H'(RY) N Co(RY).

Here H'(R?) is the Sobolev space of order 1. Let F be the closure of the
form above and denote by P, the process generated by (€, F). Then PI° is
the Brownian motion (P2, X;) on R¢ and P, is the killed process of P2 by
the multiplicative functional exp(— fot k(Xs)ds). Since the Brownian motion
is conservative, P, satisfies (SCI), and P, satisfies the (EK) if and only if

PB (/ k(Xt)dt:oo> =1, zeR%
0

Let h be a bounded, twice continuously differentiable function on R? satisfying
—(1/2)Ah(z)+k(x)h(x) = 0, in particular, —(1/2)Ah(z)+Ah(x) = 0 (A > 0),
then h(z) =0 by Corollary 2.21.

If

| (/m k(X,)dt < oo> >0, reRY
0
then P.(¢ = (¢ < o0) > 0 and P,(¢ = (¢’ < o0) + P,(¢ = ) = 1.

Example 2.24. Let E be a compactification of E. Suppose that a subsolution
h is continuous on E and sup,.p h(z)(= max,cph(z)) > 0. If PI%(rp <
o0) = 1, the argument similar to that of Lemma 2.8 and Proposition 2.16
leads that
h(z) < Ey (WMXrp-);TE = T < 00),
where 75 is the first exit time from E; 7 = inf{t > 0 | X, ¢ E}. Since
h(X;,—) € OE :== E\ E on {rg = 75 < oo}, the maximum of h on E attains
at a point in OF:
h(z) < sup h(z), =€ E.
r€0FE

Consider the absorbing symmetric a-stable process X = (P2 X, 7p)
on a bounded Lipschitz open set D C R? (cf. [1]). Write for (€7, FP) the
Dirichlet form generated by X”. Then its killing measure k” is

1
kP (dz) = kP (z)dz, kazc/ —dy |,
(dz) = kP () (x) (Rd\D|x_y|d+a

where C' is a constant depending on d and «. It is shown in [1, Theorem 1.1]
that PD*s(7, < o0) = 1 if and only if @ > 1. Note that in [1] they call
the resurrected process P2"S a cencored stable process and prove that the
two processes are identical ([1, Theorem 2.1]). Let h be a function in S
associated with (P, FP). We see that for o < 1 the resurrected process is
recurrent because of its conservativeness and the finiteness of the Lebesgue
measure of D. More strongly, it is Harris recurrent by Absolute Continuity
Condition (AC) (]9, Lemma 4.8.1]). Hence, it follow from [17, Chapter X,
Proposition (3.11)] that for a <1

ppres (/ kP (Xp)dt = oo) =1,
0
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and so h(z) < 0. If > 1 and h continuous on the closure D of D, then

h(z) < EDwes (e*A’iDh(XTD_)) .

3. STRONG MAXIMUM PRINCIPLE

Let h be a nontrivial subsolution in S'? and put G = {z € E | h(x) < 0}.
Then G is a quasi-open set and so its capacity is positive, Cap(G) > 0. Thus
by the irreducibility (I) and the absolute continuity (AC) of X,

(3.1) P,(og <() >0 forallx € E,
where o = inf{t > 0| X; € G} ([9, Theorem 4.7.1]). As a result,

¢
P, (/ (hlg)(Xy)dt < 0) >0 forallzeFE,
0
and thus by Theorem 2.7

h(z) < /000 e th(z)dt < /000 e 'pih(z)dt < /000 e 'pi(hlg)(x)dt

¢
=E, </ (hlg)(Xt)dt> <0 forallz € E.
0

Theorem 3.1. Suppose that X satisfies (I) and (SF).

(i) Let h € S**PNC(E) and M = sup,cp h(z) > 0. Then h = M or h(z) < M
forallxz € E.
(ii) Let h € S*"PNC(FE) and m = infcp h(x) < 0. Then h =m or h(z) > m
forallxz € E.

Proof. We will only prove (i). Since E(h — M, ) = E(h,p) — ME(1,¢) <0
for any ¢ € Fy N Co(E), h — M is in 8" and so in Ssub by Theorem 2.7.
Therefore, we see from the argument above that h(z)—M < p;(h—M)(x) < 0,
and thus h(z) < M for all z € E. O

Remark 3.2. Theorem 3.1 (i) says that if h € S*P then supp\ i Mz) =
supyp h(x) for any compact set K.

We set

S= {{xn}ff:l CE| lim Py, (¢> €)= 0 for Ve > o}.

Lemma 3.3. ([23, Lemma 3.1]) It holds that

S=S8.
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We introduce
S5 = {h €S NC(E) | Tm h(wn) <0, V)i, € S} .

Note that a function in S§" is supposed to be continuous. Imitating the
definition in [2], we define the refined mazimum principle for L as follows:

(RMP) If h € S5, then h(z) < 0 for all z € E.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that P,(¢ < oo) = 1. For x € E, there exists an
increasing sequence {0,152 1 of stopping times such that

(3.2) {Xo, 1021 €S Pyas. on Ny_y{o, < (}.

Proof. Let {K;}7°, be an increasing sequence of compact sets with U®, K; =
E and 7; the first exit time K;. By the strong Markov property and {7, <
¢} € Frne = Fr ([6, pA415(0)]),

E, ((1-Bx, (79)im <¢) =B (Ba (1 ¢ 00) 10,001 7))
=E, ((1 - e*(gf"l)) i< C) )

Since 7; T ¢ as | — oo, the right hand side above tends to 0, and thus
{Ex,, (e7¢)} converges to 1 in L' (P,;P). Hence there exists a subsequence
{on} of {m}, {Xs,}22, €S Pyas. on Ny=1 {0, <} O

Theorem 3.5. Suppose that P,(¢ < oo) = 1. If X satisfies (I) and (SF),
then (RMP) holds.

Proof. Let h € S and {0, } a sequence of stopping times defined in Lemma
2.5. We can suppose that

{X5, 3021 €S Pyas. on Ny=1 {0, <}
Then by (2.11)

. x) < lim E' (e~ than B+ Xino < E'® e~ Ao bt X,
3.3 h Jim E° 4 ; I ;
—00
=E, (h*(X,,))
and so by the definition of S§'P

h(z) < Tim E, (h"(X,,)) <E, ( lim h*(Xan)) =0.

n—r00 n—00

4. MAXIMUM PRINCIPLE FOR SCHRODINGER FORMS

Under (AC), there exists a non-negative, jointly measurable a-resolvent
kernel r (2, y):

R f() = /E ra(,9) f(y)m(dy), © € E, f € By(E).
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Moreover, rq(z,y) is a-excessive in  and in y ([9, Lemma 4.2.4]). We simply
write r(z,y) for ro(z,y). For a measure u, we define the a-potential of p by

Rople) = [ rale.putdy)
We write Ry for Ropu.

We call a Borel measure p on E smooth in the strict sense if there exists
a sequence {E,} of Borel sets such that for each n, 1g, - u € Soo where Sy
is the set of finite, positive Radon measure of finite energy with bounded
1-potential, sup,cp Rip(z) < oo ([9, Theorem 2.2.4]), and

P,(lim 0, >() =1, Vze€E,
n—oo

where o, = inf{t > 0| X; € F\ E,}. In particular, a Radon measure p with
sup,cp Rip(x) < oo is smooth in the strict sense. We denote by S the set of
smooth measures in the strict sense.

Definition 4.1. Let 4 € S.
(1) w is said to be in the Kato class of X (K in abbreviation) if

lim sup Rypu(x) =0.
a—r 00 r€E
w is said to be in the local Kato class (Ko in abbreviation) if for any
compact set K, 1x -y belongs to K.
(2) Suppose that X is transient. A measure u is said to be in the class Koo
if for any € > 0, there exists a compact set K = K (¢)
sup R(1gep)(x) <e.
rck
uin Ko is called Green-tight.

In this section, we assume that X is transient in addition to (I) and (SF).
For a measure in p € Ko define the Schrodinger form £# by

5“(u):5(u)—/Eﬂ2du, ueF.

Here w is a quasi-continuous version of u. In the sequel, we always assume
that every function w € F is represented by its quasi-continuous version. We
see that for p € K (£, F) is a lower bounded closed symmetric form (]20,
Theorem 3.1]). We denote by £# the self-adjoint operator associated with a
Schrédinger form (E#, F),
(—LFu,v)pm,
It is known that for pu € K the right hand side is a lower bounded closed
symmetric form and the semigroup {p}'} generated by L/ is written as a
Feynman-Kac semigroup

Pl (@) = Ba (4 £(X0)

where A} is the PCAF in the Revuz correspondence to u. p} has also the
strong Feller property ([5]). A function h € fch nLY.
(subsolution, supersolution) to LFu = 0 if

EF(h,9) =0 (<0, >0) for any ¢ € F+ N Cy(E).

is called a solution



22 MASAYOSHI TAKEDA

We write S# (S#54P | §HsUP) for the space of solutions (subsolutions, superso-
lutions) and introduce the function spaces:

(41) 8" ={h eS| |ht|o < oo},

(42) S = {h e SM | |h7||ls > —oo),

(43) S =(heF ALE | [|ht]e < oo, pi'h > hqe.l,
(4.4

loc loc

4 8 = {he AN L [ 1h [l > =00, p'h < h qe.}.

loc loc

Applying Itd’s formula to e*AfAanrAf&Avnh(XMgn), we have the next in-
equality similarly to (2.11):

(4.5) h(z) < EL® (e_A’:Mn"’AfMMnh(XMUn)> q.e. .

Using the equation (4.5), we can extend results in Section 2 and Section 3

to SHSUP and SHSUP (SHSUP and SHSUP). In particular, we have the next
theorem.

Theorem 4.2. It holds that
,sub _ GSp,sub ,SUP _ OM,SU
SHSub — Gsub - ghsup _ Ghsup

Let g"(x) be the so-called gauge function:

(4.6) ¢"(z) = E, (eA? ) :
Define
(4.7) A(p) = inf {E(U)‘ u€eF, / w?dp = 1}.
E
We then know in [3, Theorem 5.1] that for p € Koo
(4.8) AMp) >1 < supg’(z) < oo.
zeE

Lemma 4.3. ([21, Lemma 5.2]) If AN(u) > 1, then the function g is pl'-
excessive, i.e., pi'gh(x) T g"(x) ast ] 0.
Lemma 4.4. ([21, Lemma 5.4]) If A(p) > 1, then g* belongs to ]-";LOC NC(E).

We introduce the function space of strictly positive p}'-excessive functions
by
(4.9) S (u) = {h e Fl _NC(E) | h >0, p'h <h}.

loc

We see that for h € S}'P(u) the bilinear form (£4", F#") on L2(E; h*m)
defined by

wh) = ER(hu
o {s (u) = E¥(hu)

Fil = {y € L*(E;h*m) | hu € F}
is a regular Dirichlet form on L?(E;h?*m). This fact can be proved in the

manner of [9, Theorem 6.3.2]. As a result, if S7’(u) is not empty, then
(&M, F) is positive semi-definite,

EW(u) = EXM(u/h) >0,
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consequently, v(u) in (4.7) is non-negative. Lemma 4.3 and Lemma 4.4 tell
aosup

us that if A(u) > 1, then the gauge function g belongs to S7°F(u). Hence,
we have

Lemma 4.5. For p € K
(4.11) AMp) >1 = ~(u) >0.
Let h € S#5%P. Since for ¢ € ]_.i,g# NCH(E), g*¢ belongs to € F. NCy(E)
by Lemma 4.4, the function h/g* satisfies
9" (h/g", ) = E"(h,g"0) <0, Yo € FI¥" N Cy(E),

that is, h/g" is a subsolution of £#9". Therefore, noting that 1 < g# < M <
00, we see from Theorem 3.1 (i) that

h
sup h(z) =0 < sup —(z) =0
z€E zcE g¥
h h
(4.12) <— —(z)=0or —(z)<Oforallz e F
g g

<= h(z)=0or h(z) <0foralzekFE.

The equation (4.12) can be shown without the condition A(p) > 1. Indeed,
we have

Theorem 4.6. Suppose that X satisfies (I) and (SF).

(i) Let h € 8**"°NC(E) such that sup,cz h(z) = 0. Then h =0 or h(z) < 0
forallxz € E.

(ii) Let h € S"™ NC(E) such that inf,ecp h(xz) = 0. Then h =0 or h(z) >0
forallx € E.

Proof. We will give only the proof of (i). By the same argument as that stated
in the previous paragraph of Theorem 3.1 we can prove it. Suppose that there
exists ¢ € F such that h(zg) < 0. Then G = {z € E | h(x) < 0} is an open
set. Thus by the irreducibility (I) and the absolute continuity (AC) of X,

(4.13) P,(ca<() >0, z€E,
where o = inf{t > 0 | X; € G} ([9, Theorem 4.7.1]). As a result,

¢
P, (/ la(Xy)dt > 0) >0, z€F,
0

Let
Ow) ={t€[0,00) | h(X¢(w)) < 0}.
Then

P, (/ e e n(Xy)dt < / e teA h(X,)dt < 0) >0,
0 O(w)

and thus
E, (/ e—teAt“h(Xt)dt) <0, z€kE.
0
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Noting that p‘h(x) > h(z) for h € S"*"" by the argument similar to that in
Lemma 2.6, we have

h(z) = /000 e th(x)dt < /000 e 'pi'h(z)dt

=E, </ eteAfh(Xt)dt> <0, ze€kE.
0
O

Lemma 4.7. ([25, Lemma 3.16]) For p € Koo with XN(u) = 1, there exists a
positive function h € F. N Cy(E) (C ]:LC NC(E)) such that
EM(h,p) =0 forall p € F.

Moreover, h is p} -invariant, h = pl'h.

Lemma 4.8. For p € Koo with Mu) < 1, there exists a positive function
h € F.NCy(E) such that h € S***® and h < p}'h.

Proof. Noting that by the definition of A(u)

A(A(p)p) = inf {E(u)‘ ueF, )\(u)/Eu2du = 1} =1,

we see from Lemma 4.7 above that there exists a positive function h € F, N
Cy(E) such that

EXWI(h,p) =0 for all p € F N Co(E).

(W -invariant, we have

Since A(u)pn < w and the function h is pi‘
EF(h, ) < ENWE(B, ) =0 for all p € F, N Co(E)

and
h = p?(#)#h < pibh

We introduce
Sposub = {h e S N C(E)| Tm h(zn) <0, Yo}, € s} .
n—00

We define the refined maximum principle for £# similarly to £:

(RMP) If h e 8" then h(z) < 0 for all z € E.

Theorem 4.9. Suppose that P, ({ < o0) = 1. Then for p € K
AMp) >1 <= (RMP).

Proof. Suppose A(u) > 1 and h € S™"°. Let {0,,} be a sequence of stopping
times such that

{Xs,} €S Pyas.on N2, {o, < (}.
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Then on account of (4.8) we can apply the reverse Fatou lemma to (4.5) and
have

h(z) < lim Ereb( ~Afron T Ao, h+(Xt/\an))

t—o0
< E;CS (eiA);n eA’;n th(XUn)) = Em (eAl;n th (XU")) ae

Applying the reverse Fatou lemma again, we obtain

n—r00

0 for all z € E.
and let h be the function in Lemma 4.8. By Holder

which implies h(x)
Suppose A(p) <
inequality

h(z) < hm E, (e enh (X ) <E, (eAZL lim h+(XUn)) =0 qe.
<0
1

. o\ P
o) < B (A100X0) < 07 (sup B () ) Pate < 0,

and sup,cp E; (epA;L) < o0 because of pu € K. Hence for any {z,} € g,

Timy, 00 A(2,,) < 0 and so h belongs to SE*"; however, since h(z) > 0 for all
x € E, (RMP) does not hold. O

Remark 4.10. By the equation (4.5) and the gaugeability, sup,cp g*(z) <
00, every result in Section 2 and Section 3, Accordingly, Lemma 2.15, Corol-
lary 2.17, Theorem 2.18 especially can be extended to S*SuP, SH-sup (g”’sub,
Stsup) under the condition A(p) > 1.

Lemma 4.11. For € Ko define

(4.14) A(9) = 1nf{ ]/ d(p+ Om) _1}, 6> 0.

If the basic measure m also belongs to Koo, then A(6) is continuous.

Proof. We know from [24, Theorem 4.8] that for v € Ko, the extended Dirich-
let space (Fe,&) is compactly embedded in L?(E;v). Hence, for 61,02 > 0
there exist functions uy,us in F, such that

A = E(ua), /Eufd(quelm):L

A(02) = E(uz), / udd(p + Oam) = 1.
E
Put

ky = / uld(p 4 0am) =1+ (0 — 91)/ udm,
E E

ko = / udd(p 4+ 01m) =1+ (0 — 92)/ u3dm,
E E

and vy = uy/Vk1, v2 = uz/vka. We then have

A1) < () = L-A@BR), A:) < E01) = 1-AB),

2
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and thus )
klA(eg) < A(91) < —A(eg)

Therefore, noting that limg, ¢, k1 = 1 and hmgzﬁgl ko = 1, we have

hm A(6‘2) < A(f;) < lim A(62),

92‘)91

which implies the continuity of A(6). O
Write v(u) for the principal eigenvalue of £#:

(4.15) ~v(p) = inf {5“(11) ‘ u€eF, /Euzdm = 1} .

Theorem 4.12. If m and p are in Ko, then
(4.16) Ap) >1 <= ~(p) >0.
Proof. If A(1) > 1, there exists 6y > 0 such that

inf{ ’/ ,u—l—@om—l}—l.

Indeed, denote by ug € F. the function attaining the infimum in (4.14), and
put k = [, ugdm, vg = uo/v/1+ k6. Note that

1
2d(pn+6 _—(/ 2d +9/ 2d)_l.
/Eve (1 +6m) 1+ ko Euo H Euo m

Then since
1 1
A6 < — A
(0) = E(ua) < E(u0) = T w0) = 75 MO),
we have limg_, o A(0) = 0. If A(0) = A(p) > 1, then there exists 6y such that
A(fp) = 1 by Lemma 4.11.
For ¢ € FNCy(E) define
E(ug, + ty)

GO = T e + 9020t 1 Gorm)

Then G’(0) = 0 and thus

E(ugy, @) —/ ugopd(p + 6om) =0 <= E(ug,, ¢) 290/ gy pdm.
E E

Hence 6y equals ~y(u), the principal eigenvalue of the Schrédinger operator
— L, and vy = ug, /||ug,|lm is the normalized principal eigenfunction. Hence

10 = ) = [ addn = ) = 1) [ vpau>o.

Suppose (@) > 0 and let ug be the function attaining A(u). Then

(o)~ [ wddu—r() [ uidm >0,

and thus

(7 U2 m
AMp) = fi(u(%ocgu > 14 Jp o

> 1.
IE updp
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Remark 4.13. We suppose that the basic measure m is finite and, in ad-
dition, that the operator norm ||p:||1 00 of the semi-group p; is bounded by
C(t)(< oo) such that [J° C(t)dt < oo for any § > 0. Here || - [|1,00 is the
operator norm from L'(E;m) to L°(E;m). Then for a compact set K

o0

5
0 )

=5+ (/:o C(t)dt> m(E \ K).

Hence, for any e there exists § > 0 and a compact set K such that the right
hand side above is less than €, which implies m € K. In particular, for a
uniformly elliptic self-adjoint operator £ of form

0 0
L= GrR <az‘j (@@)

in a bounded domain D C R%, the Lebesgue measure is in K. In this case,
for 1 € Koo, ¥(1) > 0 is equivalent with A(p) > 1.

In general, v(p) > 0 implies A(z) > 1; however, the converse does not
always hold (cf. [23, Remark 3.1]).

We set
S" = {{zn}2, C E | For any compact set K, IN s.t. z, ¢ K Vn > N}

and put

M .
(4.17) 0V h = Igéflc ;1\12 h(z),
where IC is the totality of compact sets of E.

Theorem 4.14. Suppose that X satisfies (1), (SF) and let p € Koo with
A(p) > 1. Then for h € S#s"°> N C(E)

OMh <0 <= suph(z) <0.
rzel
In particular, if im, o0 h(z,) < 0 for any {z,} € S, then lim,, o h(z,) <
0 for any {z,} €S'.

Proof. Tt holds that
OMh <0 <= lim h(x,) <0 for any {z,} €S

n—oo
= IL_m h(z,) <0 for any {z,} €S
— suph(z) <0 = dMh <0.
z€E
U

Remark 4.15. Let © = put — p~ be a signed measure. We treat ert =
&+ fE u?dpt and p~ instead of £ and p in the argument above, in other
words, consider k + p the killing measure. Suppose that (5”+,]: N Co(E))
is closable and denote by (E‘ﬁ,}' ”+) the closure. If the Hunt process X '
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generated by the regular Dirichlet form (£#7, F#") satisfies (I) and (SF) and
no € Koo satisfies

(4.18) A(p) = inf {5#*(@ ] uwe FNCy(E), /Eu2d;f = 1} >1,

then the results above can be extended in this case.
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