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Abstract

We establish an upper bound of the bottom of the essential spectrum for the generator
associated with a regular Dirichlet form in terms of the rates of the volume growth/decay
and big jump. Using this bound, we discuss how the bottom of the essential spectrum is
affected by the volume growth and coefficient growth.

1 Introduction

We are concerned with the spectral properties of the L?-generator associated with a regular
Dirichlet form. We first establish an upper bound of the bottom of the essential spectrum
in terms of the volume growth/decay rate of the underlying space and the big jump rate for
the Dirichlet form (Theorems 3.2 and 3.6). We then apply this result to a class of non-local
Dirichlet forms. These applications suggest the validity of our upper bound in terms of the
positivity of the bottom of the essential spectrum.

It is well known that an L2-Markovian semigroup is noncompact if and only if the essential
spectrum of the associated generator is nonempty. Hence a noncompact Markovian semigroup
is in fact an infinite dimensional object, and the domain of the corresponding Dirichlet form
is large in this sense. In particular, we can regard the bottom of the essential spectrum as a
characteristic quantity of noncompactness.

On the other hand, the volume growth of the underlying measure is one of the benchmarks
for the global properties of Markovian semigroups such as conservativeness and recurrence.
In fact, there are several criteria in terms of the volume growth rate for the validity of these
properties (see, e.g., [7, 10, 11, 15, 19, 25, 29]).

In connection with noncompactness of Markovian semigroups, it is natural to relate the
bottom of the essential spectrum to the volume growth rate. For the Laplace-Beltrami operator
on a noncompact and complete Riemannian manifold, Brooks [2, 3] established a precise upper
bound of the bottom of the spectrum in terms of the volume growth/decay rate (see also [13, 17]
for refinements). This result was generalized to strongly local regular Dirichlet forms via the
notion of intrinsic metrics ([21]), and to weighted manifolds ([23]). Folz [6] further extended the
result of Brooks [2] to Dirichlet forms on weighted graphs via the notion of adapted metrics.
By using the notion of intrinsic metrics in the sense of Frank-Lenz-Wingert [8], Haeseler-Keller-
Wojciechowski [12] also extended the result of Brooks [2] to regular Dirichlet forms without the
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killing term, with applications to weighted graphs. See [16, Section 13.2 and Note (p. 524)] for
the exposition and related references on these results.

The previous works mentioned above concern regular Dirichlet forms with strong locality
or graph structure. Even though the formulation of Haeseler-Keller-Wojciechowski [12] covers
general regular Dirichlet forms with infinite volume, the use of intrinsic metrics may force the
small and big jump parts to have finite moments of the common order (see [8, Sections 14.3
and 14.4]). On the other hand, for a non-local Dirichlet form, we know necessary and sufficient
conditions for compactness and transience of the Markovian semigroup in terms of the growth
rates of the coefficients for the small and big jump parts ([27, 28]). Therefore, it is natural to
separate the small and big jumps for getting the upper bound of the bottom of the spectrum.
Our objective in this paper is to pursue this approach so that we extend the previous works to
regular Dirichlet forms having non-locality and no graph structure.

We accomplish our objective by following the approach of [25, 26]. More precisely, we divide
the non-local part of a Dirichlet form into the relatively small and big jump parts by introducing
the adapted length and jump height function (see Assumption 2.2). We can then apply the
argument in the previous works ([2, 3, 6, 12, 21, 23]) to the relatively small jump part. We also
extract the big jump rate from the relatively big jump part. Our results (Theorems 3.2 and
3.6) and their proofs are presented in Section 3.

In Section 4, we focus on the relation between the volume growth and the essential spectrum.
As will be mentioned in Remark 4.2, our results provide a nontrivial upper bound of the bottom
of the essential spectrum for a non-local Dirichlet form under the exponential volume growth
condition with respect to the original distance.

In Section 5, we apply our results to two kinds of non-local Dirichlet forms with unbounded
coefficients. We here take into consideration the coefficient growth rate into the adapted length
and jump height function. When the state space is Euclidean space, we know necessary and
sufficient conditions for noncompactness of associated Markovian semigroups in terms of the
coefficient growth rate ([4, 14, 20, 28, 31, 32]). Under the setting as [20, 28, 31|, we further
get a lower bound of the bottom of the essential spectrum by making use of Persson’s formula
([18]) and the Lyapunov method ([27, 28]). Combining this bound with Theorem 3.2, we have
a quantitative characterization of noncompactness in terms of the positivity of the bottom of
the essential spectrum.

In Section 6, motivated by [30], we study the bottom of the spectrum for a non-local operator
related to the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck type. We will see that, even if the volume is finite, the big
jump rate may contribute to the positivity of the bottom of the essential spectrum. See Remark
6.2 for details.

2 Preliminaries

In this section, we set up notation and terminology on the Dirichlet form theory by following
[9]. We also introduce assumptions which will be needed throughout this paper.

Let E be a locally compact separable metric space, and m a positive Radon measure on
E with full support. Let C'(F) be the totality of continuous functions on F, and Cy(E) the
totality of functions in C'(F) with compact support. Let (£, F) be a regular Dirichlet form on
L*(E;m). By definition, F N Cy(E) is dense in Cy(FE) with respect to the uniform norm, and
also dense in F with respect to the norm ||ul|e = (E(u,u) + ||u||%2(E;m))1/2 (u e F).

Let B(E) denote the totality of Borel measurable subsets of E. We impose the next as-
sumption on the Beurling-Deny expression of (€, F) ([9, Theorem 3.2.1]).



Assumption 2.1. For any u € F N Cy(E),

E(u,u) = £ (u,u) /[E i —u(y))? J(z,dy)m(dx),

where
e diag is the diagonal set in £ x E, that is, diag = {(z,y) € Ex E | x = y}.

o (£© FNCy(E)) is a symmetric form with the strongly local property (see [9, p.120] for
definition).

e J(x,dy) is a positive measurable kernel on (E, B(E)) such that the measure J(dx,dy) =
J(z,dy)m(dx) is symmetric, that is,

J(Ax B)=J(BxA), A BEeB(E).

The symmetric form £ can be extended to F ([9, p. 125]). Moreover, for any u € F, there
exists a unique finite measure ui% on F such that

([9, Lemma 3.2.3]). We call ME% the local part of the energy measure of u € F.
We say that a function u on E is locally in F (u € F, in notation) if for any relatively
compact open set (G in F, there exists a function ug € F such that u = ug, m-a.e. on G. For

any u € Floe, we can well define the measure which 1s consistent with the local part of the

energy measure ([9, p. 130]). We use the notation u< also for this measure. When ME )>

absolutely Continuous With respect to the measure m, we write ['®) (u) for the Radon-Nikodym
derivative, that is, u (dx) '@ (u)(x) m(dz).
We further make the following assumption on the existence of a family of length functions

adapted to (€, F).

Assumption 2.2. There exist families {p; },~0 C Fioc N C(E) and {F, },~o C C(F x E) such
that F). is positive and pointwisely increasing in r > 0, and the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) For each r > 0, the measure ,ugf))r) is absolutely continuous with respect to m and
esssup,e il (p,) (1)} < 0.

(ii) For any r > 0,

zeFE

ess sup / (pr(@) — po(y))? I, dy) < o0
0<d(z,y)<Fyr(z,y)

and

ess sup/ J(z,dy) < oo
z€E d(z,y)>Fr(z,y)

Here esssup is the essential supremum with respect to m.

Let {p;}r>0 C Floc NC(E) and {F}, },~0 C C(F x E) satisfy Assumption 2.2. For r > 0, we
define

M (r) = esssup (1) (01} -+ s [ (0(2) — pr(9)” J (2. dy)
zeE 0<d(z,y)<Fyr(z,y)

zeFE
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and
My(r) = ess sup/ J(z,dy).
d(x,y)>Fm(x,y)

zel

For r > 0 and R > 0, we also define
K, (R) = {z € E| p(z) < R}.

We further impose the topological assumption on K, (R), which implies that for any r > 0,
K, (R) /' E as R — oo.

Assumption 2.3. For any r > 0 and R > 0, K, (R) is compact. Moreover, for any r > 0 and
for any compact set K C FE, there exists R > 0 such that K C K, (R).

3 Upper bound of the bottom of the essential spectrum

Let (€, F) be a regular Dirichlet form on L?(E;m). Then there exists a unique nonpositive
self-adjoint operator (L, D(L)) on L?(E;m) such that D(L) C F and

E(u,v) = (—Lu,v), uweD(L),veF. (3.1)

Let 0ess(—L) be the essential spectrum of —L, and let A\, = inf oss(—L). To show the upper
bound of ., we rely on the following Persson theorem:

Proposition 3.1. (see [12, Proposition 2.1] or [16, Theorem E.2|) If there exists a sequence
{fu} € F with || fullr2(m;m) = 1 converging weakly to 0 in L?(E;m), then

Ae < liminf E(fy, fn)-
n—oo

Throughout this section, we impose Assumptions 2.1, 2.2 and 2.3 on (£, F). We will estab-
lish upper bounds of A\, for the infinite volume and finite volume cases, respectively, by using
Proposition 3.1.

3.1 Infinite volume

In this subsection, we assume that m(E) = oco. For r > 0, let

1
i, = liminf = logm(K,, (R)).

R—o0

Theorem 3.2. Assume that p, < oo for some r > 0. Then

r>0

2
Ao < inf <%M1(7’) + 2M2(r)) .

By comparison with the previous works [2, 6, 12, 21, 23|, Theorem 3.2 includes not only
the volume growth rate, but also the big jump rate expressed as My(r). A key point in our
argument is to take into consideration the degree of farness of points in £ by introducing the
function F,(x,y). We can then adapt the approach of the previous works [2, 6, 12, 21, 23] to
the relatively small jump part.

In what follows, we assume that u, < oo for some r > 0. Then there exists a positive
sequence {R,} such that R,, — 0o as n — oo and

1
pr = lim —logm(K, (R,)).

n—oo R,



We fix such a sequence {R,}.
For any a > pu,./2, let w, (n > 1) be a continuous function on [0, 00) such that

aR,/2, 0<t<R,/2,
wp(t) = a(R, —t), R,/2<t<R,,
0, t> R,.

Define h)(z) = wa(p,(2)) and f7(z) = @ — 1. We first prove that we can take the
sequence {f(r)/”f(r)HLz m)} as {fn} in Proposition 3.1.

Lemma 3.3. (i) For anyn > 1, b and £ belong to F N Co(E).
(ii) The sequence {fy(f)/||fy(Lr)||L2(E;m)} is weakly convergent to 0 in L*(E;m). In particular,

<“”’ £

Ae < liminf .
17 172 (o)

n—oo

(3.2)

Proof. We first prove (i). Since A7) and fn belong to Cy(E) by definition and Assumption

2.3, it is sufficient to show that A and fn belong to F.
Since p, € Floe, We can follow the proof of [25, Lemma 3.1] to see that h(r e F. We also
know that |e* — e*| < e*V!|t — s| for any s,¢ € R. Then

(@) = [0 )] = [ = MO) < MR (@) — K ()
< 2D () — hD ()

n

and
@] =140 1] < MO (@) < R (@)

Since ) € F N Co(E), we have fi) € F N Cy(E) by [9, p. 5].
We next prove (ii). Take any v € L*(F;m) with u # 0. Then for any R > 0,

/ufr(f)dm:/uf,(f)ler(R)dm—i—/uf,(L”)ler(R)cdm.
E E E

By the Schwarz inequality;,

1/2 1/2
/Ufygr)le(R) dm’ < (/ u? dm) (/ (fr(zr))21KM(R) dm)
FE E E
1/2 1/2
/ ufMg, (rye dm' < ( / Wk, (r)e dm) ( / ( f,§">)2dm) .
FE E FE

By the definition of fy(f),

and

/ (SO dm > / (O dm = (/2 ~ 1m(K, (Ra/2) = 00, 11— o0, (3.3)
E (z)<Rn/2

Let € > 0. Then by Assumption 2.3, there exists R, > 0 such that

1/2
(/ UJ21KPT(R*)c dm) <
E

bt
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Note that for any n € N with R, /2 > R,,
[ U0 P i < (/2 = 1Pm(E, ().
E

Then, as (3.3) holds and m(E) = oo by assumption, there exists Ny € N such that for any
n Z NO?

., 1/2 r 1/2
(fE(fV(l ))21KPT(R*) dm) _ (fE( " ))21KPT(R*) dm) <

1E 122 [ dm 2[|ull 22 m)

Therefore, for any n > Nj,

/ wfr) dm’ =
E

<

/uf,(f)lKM(R*)der/uf,g”)lKM(R*)cdm’
E E

/ uf,gr) ]_KM (R*)c dm’
E

/ ufM g, (r.) dm’ +
FE

1/2 1/2
< ullzomm ( /E 1k dm) + ( [E i dm) 1E 2

< EHfr(LT)HLQ(E;m)-

This completes the proof of the first assertion of (ii). Proposition 3.1 further yields (3.2). O
We next discuss the upper bound of S(fy(f), ,ST)). Let g = (fy(f) +2)1k, (r,) and

(1 — eot)?

W’ t E R- (3.4)

p(t) =

Then ¢ is even and nonnegative, and strictly increasing for ¢ > 0 such that

2€at a2t2
)=1— < t e R.
SO( ) 1 + €2at — 2 ) e
Lemma 3.4. (i) Foranyn > 1,
(F7(2) = £O W) < ellpr(2) = pr()D (0 () + 90 (y)?), @,y € E. (3.5)

In particular,
(F7 (@) = [ (y)? < %(pr(w) — W)’ (60 (2) + 9 (y)?), wy€EE.

(ii) For anymn > 1,

()2 dm.

n

(90)? dm + 20 (1) /

EFO, £) < oM, (r) /

E

Proof. We omit the proof of (i) because it is the same with that of [12, Lemma 2.5]. Let us
prove (ii). For u € Fioc N C(E), we define

L () = ulx) —u 2 J(x m(dx
e = [[ () ) e dymia)



and

02 (1, u) = / / ) () S, ()

so that
E(u,u) = £ (u,u) + ET ' u,u) + ET2 (u, ). (3.6)

Since wy(t) =0V {a(R, —t)} A (aR,/2) and R, /2 — p, € Fioe, we have by the chain rule
and the contraction property of I'® (29, p. 190]),

£E(f0), ) = / ) dm = / 2un(p )T (11, (p,)) dm
<a / (4)20) (p,) dm < a?sup {T (o, (2))} /E (g0)

zeE

By (i), Fr(z,y) = F.(y,x) and J(z,dy)m(dz) = J(y,dz)m(dy), we also have
(T (r) " x m(dx
103 //(( (10 (@) = 1)) T (. dy)m(d)
=73 / /o<d<x D<oy (or () = pr () (9 ()" + 61 ()?) J (2, dy)m(dx)

—ot [ g%);( / GRS W) m(a)
<atsup | IR CCEOIE W) [ a2

EQ(F10 f0) 4 EDI(f10 F0) < 02My (1) / (g% dm. (3.7)

E

Therefore,

Since f" is nonnegative, F, (x,y) = F.(y,z) and J(z,dy)m(dx) = J(y,dx)m(dy), we obtain
n 7 (r 1&7’ r J ,d d
=[] e 1) i
</ (0@ + S0 (w)%) T dym(d)
d(z,y)>Fr(z,y)

(3.8)
= 2/ i) () (/ J(x,dy)) m(dx)
d(z,y)>Fr(x,y)
<2043(r) [ ()" dm.
E
By (3.6) with u = o, (3.7) and (3.8), we arrive at the desired assertion. O

We finally prove the asymptotic equivalence of the norms of f,(f) and gr(f).

Lemma 3.5. The sequences { f\"} and {g{"} satisfy || f\"” HLQ(E;m)/Hg,(f)HLQ(E;m) —lasn — oo,

Proof. By the definitions of { fr(f)} and {gr(f)},

/ )2 dm = / )2dm + 4 / £ dm + 4m(K,, (Ry)). (3.9)

Then
/ (SO dm > / (SO dm = (/2 — 12m(K, (R,/2)).
E pr(z)<Rn/2
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By the definition of pu,., we see that for any € > 0, there exists R, > 0 such that
m(K, (R)) > e =%  R>R,.
By the definition of {R,}, we can also take N € N with Ry > R, such that

m(K

pr (Rn)) < G(W—Fa/Z)Rna n > N.

Hence if we take € € (0, — p1,-/2), then

m<KPr (Rn)) < m<KPr (Rn>> < e(ﬂr+€/2)Rn
[ ~ (@ = 1Pm(E, (Raf2) ~ (P =1 am
aR, ’
= e T 50 (1 o0).
eqifin _
Since the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields
1/2
[ r0an= [ 00 mpam < ([ @02am) i, ()
E E E
we get by (3.10),
(r) 1/2
JoBPam = (1,7 2am)

Combining this with (3.9), we complete the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 3.2. By Lemma 3.3 (ii), Lemma 3.4 (ii) and Lemma 3.5,

(r) p(r (r d
Ae < lim 1nfM < M (r) (hm M

2
n—o0 f 1g7") 2dm ergel f ( 2dm> +2M2(T) =« Ml(r) +2M2(7«)_

Since r > 0 and « > p,./2 are arbitrary, we arrive at the desired assertion. O

3.2 Finite volume

In this subsection, we assume that m(E) < co. For r > 0, let

—1
= lim inf = log m(K,, (R)).

R—o00

Theorem 3.6. Assume that v, < oo for some r > 0. If (£, F) is recurrent, then

2

v,
<i -
Ae < Tlgg < 1 M (r) + 2M2(r)) .

We note that if m(EF) < oo and (&, F) is recurrent, then any constant function belongs to
F by [9, Theorem 1.6.3 and Theorem 1.5.2 (iii)].

Let us prove Theorem 3.6 by following the arguments of [3, 12] and Theorem 3.2. In what
follows, we assume that v, < oo for some r > 0. Then there exists a sequence {R,,} such that
R, — oo as n — oo and

= lim -1 log m(K,, (R,)°).

n—00 R

We fix such a sequence {R,}.



For any a > 1,./2, let w,, (n > 1) be a continuous function on [0, c0) such that

0, 0<t<R,/2,
wy(t) = alt— R,/2), R,/2<t<R,,
aR,/2, t> R,.

Define i (z) = wy(pr(z)) and £ (z) = @ — 1. We first prove that we can take the
sequence {f,(f)/Hf,(f)HLz(E;m)} as {fn} in Proposition 3.1.

Lemma 3.7. Assume that (€, F) is recurrent.
(i) For anyn > 1, K and f,&” belong to F.

(ii) The sequence {f,(f)/ny(f)|]Lz(E;m)} is weakly convergent to 0 in L*(E;m). In particular,

£ A
)\eghmlnf%
A (V[P

(3.11)

Proof. We first prove (i). Since p, € Floe, we can follow the proof of [25, Lemma 3.1] to show
that aR, /2 — e Fn Co(E). As any constant function belongs to F by assumption, we

have hy) € F. Following the proof of Lemma 3.3, we further obtain f\" € F N Co(E).
We next prove (ii). Take any u € L*(E;m) with u # 0. Then for any R > 0, we have by
the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality,

[ urtan -

<

/ uf{ 1k, (rydm + / uf{ 1k, (R dm‘
FE E

/ uf 1K, (r): dm‘
E

1/2 1/2
< [ull2(mm) (/E(f’(f))?ler(m dm) + I3 22z (/E u' L, (R dm) '
(3.12)

/ ufr(zr)ler(R) dm‘ —+
E

On the other hand, for any € > 0, there exists R, > 0 such that

1/2
(/ U21KM(R*)C dm) < E.
E

In particular, for any n € N with R,, > 2R,, we have f,(f)lKM (r.) = 0 and so

/ (O Lic, i dm = 0.
FE

Hence if we take R = R, in (3.12), then

1/2
[t am| < 10z ([ e dn) <l s
E E

Namely, { /3 /] £ | 22(5;m) } 18 weakly convergent to 0 in L?(E;m). Combining this with Propo-
sition 3.1, we further get (3.11). O

We next discuss the upper bound of £( o, fy(f)). Let i) = (f,&” +2)1k,, (R, 2)c, and let ¢
be as in (3.4). Following the proof of [12, Lemma 2.5], we obtain
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Lemma 3.8. (i) Foranyn > 1,

(@) = 17 W)? < ellpe(@) = o)) (9 (@) + 97 ()?),  w,y € E. (3.13)

In particular,

a2

(£ @) = £7W)? < S or(@) = pe )07 (@) + 7)), @,y € E.
(ii) For anyn > 1,

(S, £0) < My (1) /

(90)2 dm + 2My(r) / (FO)2 dm.
FE

E
Proof. We first prove (i). By symmetry, we may and do assume that p.(z) < p,(y).

(a) Assume that p,(z) < p,(y) < Rn/2 or R, < p(z) < p,(y). Then by definition, we have
F0(2) = £ (y) and so (3.13) follows.

(b) Assume that p,(x) < R,,/2 < p,(y) < R,,. Then

(F7(@) = D) = (el 12

a(pr(y)—Rn /2 2
_ (e (pr(y)=Rn/2) _ 1) 1+ e2a(pr(y)7Rn/2))
1+ eza(Pr(y)_Rn/Q) ’

Since
(ea(pr(y)*Rnﬂ) _ 1)2

ra = Pr(y) = Buf2) < 0lpe(y) — pr(2))

1 + 6204(pr(y

and
1+ e2erW)—Rn/2) < g,(f)(x)Q + ¢M(y)?,

n

we obtain (3.13).
(c¢) Assume that R,/2 < p.(z) < p.(y) < R,,. Then

(fr(Lr) (z) — fér) @))2 - (ea(pr(:v)fRnﬂ) _ ea(pr(y)fRn/2))2

Oérl'_RnQ_Oér —R,/2)\2
(2@ Rn/2) _ plpr(y)=Fn/2)) (20or@P—Rn/2) | (2000 (y) R /2))

- e2a(pr(x)—Rn/2) + e20(pr(y)—Rn/2)
a(pr —pr(x))\2
_ (L= O D) @ Rar2) . 20 f2))
1 + e2a(pr(y)—pr(2))

< @(pr(y) — pr(2)) (g7 (2)* + 9 (y)?).

(d) Assume that p,(x) < R,/2 < R, < p,(y). Then

604Rn/2 _ 1)2

(@) — W) = (e =12 = = ot 1) = o(r ) 1)

Since R,/2 < pr(y) — py(z) and e*Fr +1 < ¢ (2)2 + ¢ ()2, we have (3.13).
(e) Assume that R, /2 < p.(x) < R, < p.(y). Then

(fér) (z) — fT(Lr) (y))2 _ (ea(pr(x)fRn/2) _ eaRn/2>2

_ (6 (pr(2) /2) € / ) (eoan +62@(PT(J»’)_Rn/2))
eaRn + eZa(pr(x)—Rn/Q)

_ (ea(Pr(ﬂc);R,(L))—ngz (eaRn + 62a(py(a:)—Rn/2)).
1 + e2a pr(z)—Rn
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Since

(eopr () —Rn) _ 1)2

1+ e2a(pr@-—Rn) p(pr(z) = Rn) = p(Rn — pr(2)) < 0(pr(y) — pr(z))

and
eaRn +62a(pr(x)—Rn/2) S ggr)(x)Q +g(r)(y)2’

n

we get (3.13).

By the argument above, the proof of (i) is complete.
We omit the proof of (ii) because it is the same with that of Lemma 3.4 (ii). O

We finally prove the asymptotic equivalence of the norms of f,(f) and gﬁf).

Lemma 3.9. The sequences {fy(f)} and {g,(f)} satisfy ||fy(f) ||L2(E;m)/||g,(f)||L2(E;m) — 1lasn — oc.

Proof. By the definitions of { fr(f)} and {gﬁf)},

/E (g"N2dm = /E (f"N2dm +4 /E 7 dm + 4m(K, (R, /2)°). (3.14)

Then
/(fff))z dm > / (f7)? dm = (e*F/2 —1)°m(K,, (R,)").
FE r(2)>Rn
By the definition of v, we see that for any € > 0, there exists R, > 0 such that
m<Kp7‘<R>c) S ei(yriE)R7 R Z R*'
By the definition of {R,}, we can also take N € N with Ry > R, such that

m(K

oo (Ra)©) 2 e” e > N

Hence if we take € € (0, « — v,./2), then

m(K,, (Rn/2)%) < m(K,, (Rn/2)%) < e =) /2
[t dm = (@ 1P, (Re)) = (@ = et
aRy, ’
o € —(a—vr/2—€)Rn
_—(eaRn/2_1)26 (a=vr/2=e)fn _y () 5 0.
Since the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality yields
1/2
[0 am = [ 00 e am < ([ G02am) mi, (w200
we get by (3.15),
Jp fidm _m(K, (Ry/2))?
ha g = ; iz Y '
Jplh2 dm (1 (402 am)
Combining this with (3.14) and (3.15), we complete the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 3.6. We can follow the proof of Theorem 3.2 by using Lemma 3.7 (ii), Lemma
3.8 (ii) and Lemma 3.9. O

11



4 Volume growth

In this section, we are concerned with the relation between the volume growth and the upper
bound of the bottom of the essential spectrum. Let K, (r) ={y € E | d(x,y) < r} be a closed
ball with center x € E and radius r > 0. Throughout this section, we impose the following
assumption on the regular Dirichlet form (€, F).

Assumption 4.1. (€, F) is a regular Dirichlet form on L?(E;m) satisfying Assumption 2.1
and the next conditions:

(i) There exists a positive symmetric measurable function J(z,y) on E x E such that

J(z, dy) = J(z,y) m(dy).
(ii) For some o € E, the function dy(x) = d(o,z) (z € E) belongs to Fiec.

(iii) For any € E and r > 0, the closed ball K,(r) is compact in E.

4.1 Polynomial volume growth

In this subsection, we discuss the upper bound of A, under the next conditions:

e The measure m satisfies m(E) = oo, and for some positive constants C; and 7,

m(K.(r) <Cyr", ze€E, r>0.

e There exist positive constants Cy, C3, 1, f1 (0 < 1 < 2) and [y such that for any

x,y € B,
Cy
W? (x,y) <1,
J(z,y) < c,
W? (z,y) >1

Take p,.(z) = do(x) and F,.(x,y) = r, and so p, = 0. We first calculate the upper bound of
M;(r). By definition,

zel

M, (r) = esssup / s (0(a) o (9) I p)m(e)

< sup / d(z,y)? Tz, y)m(dy).
0<d(z,y)<r

zeFE

For r € (0, 1],
| ey sy <6 [ g miay),
0<d(z,y)<r 0<d(z,y)<r

Let V,(r) = m(K,(r)). Since

/ d(z,y)* " m(dy) = / 5270 AV, (s)
0<d(z,y)<r (0,r] (42)

— (> IV, ()] — (2= (1 + Bu)) / SOV (5) ds < P,
0

we obtain M (1) < ¢;r?? for r € (0,1]. In the same way, we have M;(r) < cor?2=#2 for r > 1.

12



We next calculate the upper bound of My(r). For r > 1, we have as in (4.2),

| depman <y [ ey 0y < cor (43)
d(z,y)>r d(z,y)>r
which implies that Ms(r) < e3r=?2. For r € (0, 1],

[ dwpm@) < [ gy ) 6 [ ) miay)
d(z,y)>r r<d(z,y)<1

d(z,y)>1
S C4T_ﬁ17

which implies that Ms(r) < cgr™?1.

By the argument above, we obtain

inf (%Ml(r) + MQ(T)) ~0

r>0

and so A\, = 0 by Theorem 3.2.

4.2 Exponential volume growth

In this subsection, we discuss the upper bound of A, under the next conditions:

e The measure m satisfies m(E) = oo, and there exist positive constants Cy, Cs, n and &
such that for any x € F,

cir", 0<r <,
Coe™ r>1.

m(K,(r)) < {

e There exist positive constants Cs, Cy, 81 (0 < S < 2), 53 and A > k such that

Cs
W? 0<d(z,y) <1,
Coe T ) > 1
d(l" y)/32 b 7y *

This formulation is the same as [11, Example 5.7], which is motivated by the fractional Laplacian
on the hyperbolic space. We will explain details about this matter in Remark 4.2 below.

Take p.(z) = do(x) and F,(x,y) = r. We first calculate the upper bound of M;(r). As in
(11),

Mi(r) < sup / d(z,y)? J(z, y)m(dy).
0<d(z,y)<r

zel

Then by following the calculation just after (4.1), we have M;(r) < ¢;7?>=# for r € (0,1].
Assume that r > 1. Let

| dwy? s gmiay
0<d(z,y)<r

- / A, y)? J(z,y)m(dy) + / d(z,y)? J(z, y)m(dy)
0<d(z,y)<1 1<d(z,y)<r
— (1) + (1D).
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Then by the same argument as for r € (0, 1], we have (I) < ¢;. Let V,(r) = m(K,(r)). Then

(I1) < 04/ e M@V d(z, )2 m(dy) = 04/ e 22 dV, (s).
1<d(z,y)<r

(Lr]

By the integration by parts formula, we obtain

/ e 5?2 4V, (s) < 02/ e 5272V (s) ds
(L,r] 1

3P if A =k and 0 < By < 3, (4.4)
SKlogr if A=k and 5y =3,
1 if A >k or By > 3.

Hence for r > 1,
r3=52 if \=kxand 0 < 3 < 3,

Mi(r) < qlogr if A=k and By = 3,
1 if \ >k or By > 3.

We turn to the upper bound of My(r). If » > 1, then by the similar calculation as for (4.4),
we get

J(z,y) m(dy) < 04/ ——— m(dy) = 04/ e M52 AV, (s)
/d(m,y)>r d(z,y)>r d(l‘a y)ﬁ2 (r,00)

< e~ Ommrp=ha4f X > g,

~ B if \=rand f > 1.

Assume that 0 < r < 1. Then
[ dwpman = [ segman s [ gwymia).
d(z,y)>r r<d(z,y)<1 d(z,y)>1

By the calculation as for r > 1, the second term above is finite if A > k, or if A = x and [ > 1.
We also have

1 L |
J(z,y) m(dy SC/ — m(dy :C/—des.
[<d(z,y)§1 ( ) ( ) ’ <d(z,y)<1 d<x7y>n+51 ( ) s r s1tP1 ( )

T

Then by the integration by parts formula,

s"

| 1
- - =B
/r Sn+B dV,(s) < Vo(1) + Ci(n + 51)/r g ds =< r~"1.

Hence the argument above implies that if A\ > k, or if A = k and By > 1, then

e For any r € (0, 1],

My(r) S 777
e For any r > 1,
e Ammrp=Be4f N >
Ma(r) S
r(B2—1) if \=rand py > 1.
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We now focus on the condition that A = k, 51 = @ and Sy = 1+ «/2 for some a € (0, 2).
Then for some C' > 0,

A <O r2 0<r <1,
1{r) S O'x R S |
and
My(r) < © r-, 0<r<l,
r X
2= rTe? > 1.
Therefore,

(K
Ae < 712% (ZM1<T) + 2M2(7’))

( - )1_“/4(5)“ 0 < x < 2./l —a) (45)

2—« 2

(52 )1_“/2(5)“ it 5> 2 /al@a)

<(C x

2—«

Remark 4.2. For n > 2, let H" be the n-dimensional hyperbolic space, and let A be the
Laplace-Beltrami operator on H". We define the distance ball K(r) = {z € H" | p(o,z) < r}
for some o € H" and r» > 0. Let m be the Riemannian volume measure on H". It is known that

R
m(K(R)) = w, / (sinh £ df ~ c,e™ DR, R - 00 (4.6)
0

and

inf G (—%A) - <”_81)2 (4.7)

(see, e.g., [b, Section 5.7]). Note that the constant n— 1 in (4.7) coincides with the exponential
volume growth rate of H" in (4.6).

For a € (0,2), let (€%, F*) be a regular Dirichlet form on L*(H";m) subordinate to (£, F)
with respect to the a;/2-subordinator. Then (€%, F%) is non-local, and its generator is formally
written as —(—A/2)%/2,

(i) By (4.7), we have for any a € (0, 2),

On the other hand, we see by [24, Lemma 3.1] that
! d(z,y) <1
_— x
d(,j(;’ y)n+a ) Y y )
J(:Ea y) = 6_(n_1)d($’y) (49)
, d(x,y) > 1.
da i+ da,gy—ory 1002
Therefore, Theorem 3.2 is applicable to the Dirichlet form (€%, F®) with the following
parameters:

k=A=n-—1, v=n, 0/ =a, 62:1+%.

In particular, we have (4.5) with kK = n — 1, which might seem compatible with (4.8).
However, we do not know how the constant C' in (4.5) depends on the parameter x. Since
the constant C' may affect the upper bound of A, in (4.5), it is unclear whether (4.5) is
sharp or not in terms of the exponential volume growth rate.
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(ii) Let C{P(H") be the totality of Lipschitz continuous functions on H” with compact support.
Then by [22, Theorem 2.1], F* C F* holds for any a, 8 € (0,2] with o < 3, and C3° (H")
is a core of F* for any « € (0,2]. Hence by [8, Theorem 7.3] and the calculation similar
to [8, Subsection 14.4], we see that for any p € (0,a/4), there exists ¢ > 0 such that the
metric p(x,y) := ¢(d(z,y) Ad(x,y)P) is an intrinsic metric for (€%, F*) in the sense of [8].
However, if we define the p-distance ball K,(r) = {x € H? | p(o,z) < r} for o € H? and
r > 0, then (4.6) implies that for all large R > 1,

m(K,(R)) < exp (c’l/p(n —1)RY7).
Since 0 < p < 1, we have

.1
Bl)grolo = logm(K,(R)) = oo. (4.10)

By taking into consideration the calculation in [8, Subsection 14.4], we can regard the
distance p above as a natural intrinsic metric for (€%, F*). However, since (4.10) holds,
it would not follow from [12, Theorem 1.1] that for (€%, F*), the essential spectrum is
non-empty.

5 Coefficient growth

In this section, we focus on the relation between the coefficient growth and the bottom of the
essential spectrum. We here include the coefficient in the jump kernel, or in the underlying
measure of non-local Dirichlet forms. The latter formulation is nothing but the time change of
Dirichlet forms. Throughout this section, we keep Assumption 4.1.

5.1 Coefficient in the jump kernel

In this subsection, we examine how the coefficient in the jump kernel affects the upper bound
of the bottom of the essential spectrum. Let p € [0,2] and ¢ € [0,2), and let

c(z,y) = {1+ do(2))" + (1 + do(y))"} Lagay)<1
{1 +do(2))" + (1 + do(y)) N lagzy)>1, 7,y € E.

We impose the next conditions on the volume growth and jump kernel.

e There exist positive constants C'; and 7 such that

m(K.(r) <Cyr", ze€E, r>0.
e There exist positive constants Cy and S € (¢, 2) such that

c(z,y) .
J(x,y) < Czw, (x,y) € E x E\ diag.

(i) We first prove that if p < 2, then A, = 0. Assume that p < 2. Let 6 > 0 satisfy
p<2(1—=9)and ¢ < p(1—249). For fixed constants > 0 and ¢, € (0,1), we define

pr() = (1+7+do(x))°, z€E

and
Fo(z,y) = co{r + (do(z) V do(y))}' ™, z,y € E.
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Since

we have

sVt 1
K1+r+w“—ﬂ+r+ﬁﬂ:5sm'@17izﬁ3du
o[t — s s,t>0
T (At (sAt))T T ’
dldo(x) — do(y)|
lpr(z) — pr(y)] < (T4 7+ (do(x) Ado(y)))—° (5.1)
5d(x7y) x,y € E.

= Wt r o+ (o) A do(w))

Let us give upper bounds of Mj(r) and Ms(r) in this order. Suppose that d(z,y) <

F,(x,
(a)

y).
Assume that do(z) < do(y). Then

do(y) < do(w) + d(w,y) < do(a) + en(r +do(y))' ™ < dolw) + e{(r + do(y)) V 1}

and so

doly) < ——(do(a) + e, (r v 1).

—1—c,
This yields
Fo(r,y) S (1+r+do(@)'™, wyeE

and
c(z,y) S (U474 do(2)) La@yy<r + (L7 + do(2)) Lo y)>1, 2,y € E.
We also have by (5.1),

od(x,y)
L+7+do(x))=0’

\m@ﬁ—m@ﬂﬁ( z,y € E.

Assume that dy(y) < do(z). Then
1

1—c.

do(z) < (do(y) + cu(r V1))

and so
IL+r+do(y) > 147+ (1—codo(x) —cu(rVv1) > (1—c)(1+r+do(z)).

Hence by (5.1),

pel@) = po(y)] S 2L

€ F.
SOt +do(as Y

We also have
Fo(z,y) = c(r+do(2))'™°, 2,y€E
and

c(z,y) <2(1 4 do(2)) Lagyy<1 + 2(1 + do(2)) La(zy)>1
S (47 +do(2) Laay<t + (L + 7+ do(2)) Va1, ©,y € E.
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By (a) and (b) above, we get for some ¢, > 0,

/ (0r(2) — pr()2 (2, 9) m(dy)
0<d(z,y)<Fr(z,y)

/ d(z, y)* (1 + 7+ do(x))?

0<d(y) <cer (1o (z))i-0 (17 4 do(2))2079) d(x,y)mtH

+ / d(z,y)’ (1 47+ do(x))?
0<d(y) <cen (1 tdo(z))i -3 (17 4 do())2070) d(x,y)mH

S (L7 4 do(2))" 0 4 (L4 4 do ()2 (147 + do ()P

= (147 +do(x)P207) 4 (1 + 7+ do(2))17P179),

<

~

La(z.y)<1 m(dy)

1d(a:,y)>1 m(dy)

which implies that
My(r) < 72079 4 pa-80-0) > )

Since
(L+7+do(y)’ < (L+7r+do(z) +d(z,y)” <2°{(1+7r+do(x)) +d(z,y)"},

we also obtain

(L+ 7+ do(2)) + d(z, )"
Malr) 5 / Lg(a,y)<1 m(dy)
d(z,y)>cx(r+do(z))1=0 d(z,y)nt? ()<
(1+7 4 do(2))? + d(z,y)1
+ / 1d x, 1 m(dy) 52
d(z,y)>cx (r+do(z))1 =9 d(x,y)nts (z,y)> (5.2)

S imsag {147+ do(2)P P07 4+ (14 1 4 do () P~}

+(1
(z

+ (147 +do(2) P00 4 (14 1 + do ()P0,
In particular, if » > 0;1/(1_6), then
My(r) < ra=B0-0) 4 pa=B)(1-0) — pa=B(1-0), (5.3)

By the definition of p,, we have m(K,, (R)) < R"? for R > 1 and so u, = 0. Hence
Theorem 3.2 and (5.3) yield A, < r7=%0-9 for any r > ¢ 079 Since g — B(1—46) <0,
we have A, = 0.

(ii) We next prove that if p = 2, then A\, < co. Assume that p = 2. For fixed constants r > 0
and c, € (0,1), let

pr(x) =log(r +do(z)), z€FE

and
E(z,y) = c{r + (do(z) Vdo(y))}, =,y €E.

Then as in (5.1), we have

d(z,y)
4 (do(x) Ado(y))’

lpr(z) — pr(y)] < z,y € E. (5.4)

Let us give upper bounds of M;(r) and Ms(r) in this order. Suppose that d(z,y) <
F.(z,y).
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(a) Assume that do(z) < dy(y). Then

do(y) < do(x) +d(w,y) < do() + cu(r + do(y))

and so

do(y) < (do() + 7).

1—c,
Hence
clx,y) S(1+r+ do(llf))Qld(x7y)§1 + (147 + do(2))Lgayys1, T,y €E
and
Fo(z,y) Sr+do(z), xz,y€kFE.
By (5.4), we also have

d(z,y)

BBV Ly e B
r+ do(z) Y

lpr(7) — pr(y)| <

(b) Assume that dy(y) < do(z). Then
o, y) < 21+ do())* Lawy)<t + 2(1 + do(2)) Lz y)>1
and F,.(z,y) = c.(r 4+ do(z)). The latter yields
do(y) = do(x) — d(x,y) > do() = c.(r + do(x)) = (1 = c.)do(2) — cur

and so
rtdoly) = (1= ) (r + do(a)).
Hence by (5.4),

d(z,y) _ 1 d(r,y)

: . x,ycE.
r+do(y) — 1—c. 1+ do(x) Y

lpr(7) — pr(y)| <

By (a) and (b) above, we get for some ¢, > 0,

(pr(x) = pr(y))?J (2, y) m(dy)

d(z,y)* (147 + do(2))?
Li@ <1 m(dy)
/O<d(mvy)ﬁc**(r+do(m)) (r +do(x))?  d(z,y)mP (zy)<

AN

/ d(z,y)? (147 +dy(x))"
0<d(z.g)<can(rdo(x)) (7 + do())?  d(x,y)7P

1 2 (A +do(z))e
5(1+r+daw)'* rt do(0)?

where the last relation follows by the same calculation as in (4.2). Therefore, M;(r) <1
for r > 1. By following the calculation in (5.2) and (5.3), we also see that if r > 1/¢,,
then

+

1d(x,y)>1 m(dy)

Ms(r) < ra=>,

On the other hand, we see by the definition of p, that m(K, (R)) < e™ for R > 1 and
so ptr < 1n. Then Theorem 3.2 implies that for any r > 1/c,,

2
Ae < %Jrrq_ﬁ.

Since ¢ < 3, we obtain A\, < n?/2.



Remark 5.1. We here note the sharpness of Theorem 3.2. Let dz be the Lebesgue measure
on R?. For p > 0 and ¢ > 0, define

c(@,y) = {1+ 2" + L+ ) P agicr +{A+ 2D+ A+ [y pmysr, 7y R
For a € (0,2), let J(x,y) be a positive measurable function on R? x R?\ diag such that

c(r,y)

W’ (l’,y) c Rd X Rd \ dlag

J(x,y) <
Assume that g € [0, «). If we define
D) = {u € L*(R%dz) | //RdXRd\diag(u(x) —u(y))*J(x,y)dedy < oo} ,
e = [[ L (w) ) dedy, e DE)

then Cg°(R?) is dense in D(E) with respect to the norm |ule = (€(u,u) + HuH%Q(Rd;dx))l/Q'
Hence, if we let F be the closure of C5°(R?) with respect to the norm || - ||¢, then (£, F) is a
regular Dirichlet form on L?(R%; dx).

We know from [28, Theorem 1.1] that A\, < oo if and only if p < 2, independently of
the value of ¢ € [0,). We further see by (i) above that A\, = 0 if 0 < p < 2. Let us
assume that p = 2. According to the calculations in [28, Proposition 2.6 and Lemma 2.8],
there exist positive constants Ry and Cy such that for any u € C5°(R?) satisfying u = 0 on
Ky :={z e R?| |z| < Ry},

E(u,u) > Co/ u(z)? dx. (5.5)

|z|>Ro

On the other hand, by [18, Theorem 3.2, Remark 3.3 (c¢) and Corollary 4.3], Persson’s formula
is applicable to (&, F):

Ae = sup inf {S(U,u) | u e Cgo(Rd \ K), H’LLHL2(Rd;dm) = 1} )

K CR4:compact
Combining this with (5.5), we have
Ae > inf {E(u,u) | u € C*(R?\ Ko), |Jullr2maan =1} > Co > 0.

Namely, Theorem 3.2 is sharp in regard to the positivity of A..

5.2 Time change

In this subsection, we discuss how the coefficient in the underlying measure affects the upper
bound of A.. We impose the next conditions on the volume growth and jump kernel.

e There exist positive constants n, C; and C5 such that

Cir" <m(K,(r)) < Cor", xz € E, r>0.

e There exist positive constants C5 and § € (0,2) such that

Cy )
J(%ZDSW, x,yEExE\dmg.
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Let w(z) be a positive Borel measurable function on R? such that for some p > 0,
w(z) < (14+do(x))?, x€FE.

We define a measure p on E by p(dz) = w(x) ' m(dz). Let (F., ) be the extended Dirichlet

space of (F,E) (see [9, p. 41] for definition). Let (£, F) be the time changed Dirichlet form
of (£,F) on E with respect to the measure u (see [9, (6.2.4)] for definition). Since p is of full
support, we know that

F=FN0L¥Byp), Ewu)=Ewuu), ueF (56)

(see [9, (6.2.22)]). In particular, (£, F) is a regular Dirichlet form on L?(E;u) with core
FNCy(E) (]9, Theorem 6.2.1 (iii)]). If we define

J(z,dy) = w(x)J (2,y) m(dy),

then ]
J(z, y) m(dy)m(dz) = J(z,dy)p(dz).

Moreover, we see by (5.6) that for any v € F N Cy(E),

S =Eww = [ o, () ) T 9) gt
[ (o)~ ulw)? S dutea).
ExFE\diag

(i) Assume first that p < 3. Let p,(z) = (r + do(z))° and
Fo(w,y) = efr+ (do(x) Vdo())}'°, wy € E

for some ¢ € (0,1) and § € (0,1) with p < 5(1 — ). Then as in Subsection 5.1 (i), we
have
My(r) < rP=PO=9 0 My (r) < pP7BO=0 0 >,

(a) Assume that p < 7. Then for all sufficiently large R > 1,

(n—p)/d
w(i, () < 4 F (P <),
log R (p=n).

This yields p, = 0 and so A\, = 0 by Theorem 3.2.

(b) Assume that p > 1 and so u(E) < co. Since n < [ by assumption, we can show
that (€, F) is recurrent by [27, Theorem A.3] (see also references therein for previous
results) and by following the calculation in [27, Example A.5]. Hence by [9, Theorem
1.6.3], it follows that 1 € F, and £(1,1) = 0. Since this and (5.6) yield 1 € F,
Theorem 3.6 is applicable to (£, F).

Assume in addition that Cy < Cyp(p —n)~1. Then for all sufficiently large R > 1,
n(E,, (R)) 2 ™0,

This implies that v, = 0 and thus A, = 0 by Theorem 3.6.
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(ii) Assume next that p = 5. Let p,.(x) = log(r + do(z)) and
Fr(z,y) = cfr + (do(2) V do(y))}, z,y € E
for some ¢ € (0,1). Then as in Subsection 5.1 (ii),
M (r) S1/rf, My(r) <1, r>1.

(a) Assume that p < 7. Then for all sufficiently large R > 1,

(n—p)R
n(K <R>><{e PP

R, p =1
Hence Theorem 3.2 yields A\, < oo for p < n, and A\, =0 for p = .

(b) Assume that p > n and so u(FE) < co. By the same argument as in (i)(b), we can
apply Theorem 3.6 to (&, F).
Assume in addition that Cy < Cip(p —n)~t. Then for all sufficiently large R > 1,

(I, (R)) 2 e P8,
Therefore, Theorem 3.6 yields A\, < oo.

We now examine the sharpness of the upper bound of A\, for time changed Dirichlet forms.
In what follows, we assume that £ = R%. Let dz be the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure. We
also assume that m(dz) = dz and

J(z,y) < |z —y|" ) (2,y) € R x RY\ diag

for some o € (0,2). Then (£, F) is a regular Dirichlet form on L*(R%; dz) with C5°(RY) as a
core.

Let w(x) be a positive measurable function on R? such that w(x) < (1 + |z|)? (x € RY) for
some p > 0. We then define the measure p on R? by p(dz) = w(z) *dz. Let (£, F) be a time
changed Dirichlet form of (£, F) with respect to u. By [4, 14, 20, 31, 32|, we already know
necessary and sufficient condition for noncompactness of the Markovian semigroups associated
with (£, F). In particular, these conditions are consistent with those in (i) and (ii) of this
section. In what follows, we discuss the positivity of A, for d > a.

For 6§ > 0, let ¢5(x) = (1+ |z|?)~° and

Ay(x) = /| (00l 2) — a0 e

For R > 0, define Ko(R) = {x € R? | |z| < R}. The next proposition states that Theorem 3.2
is sharp in regard to the positivity of ..

Proposition 5.2. (1) Let 6 > 0 and g € C*(R?). Then

//II |ps(z 4 2) — ¢5(2)||g(x + 2) — g(2)||2|” ) dzdz < 0o
>1
and

J[ @te+2) = setote +2) — gl dsdr = =2 | Ags(@lgte)

22



(2) Suppose that d > o and p = «. Then there exist positive constants C' and Ry such that
for any g € C°(R*\ Ko(Ry)),

//||>1<g($ + Z) - g(l’))2‘z|7(d+a) dzdz > C g(x)2 u(dx)

|z|>Ro

(3) Suppose that d > « and p = «. Let A\, be the bottom of the essential spectrum of the
nonpositive self-adjoint operator on L?(R% 1) associated with (£, F) as in (3.1). Then
0< A < 0.

Proof. We first prove (1). Let g € C5°(R%), and let wy be a surface area of the unit ball in R
Then

/ /| st +2) = os@)lgo)l |~ dsde

d
<9 / 9(2)| da / o] ) g = D / l9(2)] d < oo
R |z|>1 @ JRd

and

// |ps(z + 2) — ¢5(£17)Hg(x+2)||2\7(d+a) dzdx
z|>1

< 2/ (/ ‘g(«T—F Z)| d.ﬁlf) |Z‘*(d+a) dz = 2/ ‘g(gj)‘ dx/ |Z‘f(d+a) dz < oo.
=1 AR R |2[>1

We thus arrive at the first assertion.
By the first assertion, we have

_ //I|>1(¢5(:c + 2) — ¢s(x))g(z)] 2|7 dedr = — /Rd Ads(z)g(x) da.

By the translation invariance of the Lebesgue measure and the symmetry of the function
|2|7(4F) | we also obtain

//| |>1(¢5(‘” +2) — ¢5(2)g(x + 2)|2| ") dzda
- //| |>1(¢’5<‘”> — 5w — 2))g(@)|z[ Y dzda
- //II 1(%(96) — sz + 2))g(x) ]| 7 dadz = — Rd Aps(z)g(x) dz.

Hence we get the second assertion.
We next prove (2). It follows by [27, Proposition 3.11] that if d > «, then there exist positive
constants dy, Cy and Ry such that
—Ads,
D5,

Then by (1) and the proof of [28, Lemma 2.8], we have for any g € C5°(R¢\ Ky(Ry)),

// \>l<g<x+ 2) — g(@))*]2|7 @) dada > 2 / AP () g(a)? da

|m|>R0 (b(SO

Co
(14 fa])>

() >

|.T‘ > Ro.

1
220/ g:p27dx2¢:/ g(z)? p(dz).
* Jogor, P T Tl 4 Z 8, 0D
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Therefore, the proof of (2) is complete.
 We finally prove (3). Let {pit}/>0 be the Markovian semigroup on L*(RY; 1) associated with
(€, F). Since {p;}+>0 is ultracontractive by [20, Lemma 4.9], we obtain by [18, Remark 2.2 (c),
Theorem 3.2 and Remark 3.3 (c)| together with (5.6),
Ae = sup  inf {&(u,u) | u € C*(R?\ K), |lullp2a,y =1} - (5.7)

K CR%:compact

On the other hand, we see by (2) that there exist positive constants ¢y, c3 and Ry such that for
any g € C3°(R4\ Ko(Rp))

E(g,9) > c // gz + 2) — g(x))?2]7 @) dzdz > 03/ g(2)? p(dw).
|z|>1 |z|>Ro

Combining this with (5.7), we have
Ae > inf {E(u,u) | u € CF R\ Ko(Ro)), ||ullpe@ay =1} > ¢s > 0.
Since A\, < oo by (ii) (a) in this section, we complete the proof of (3). O

Remark 5.3. When @ > d =1 and p = a, it is unclear if Persson’s formula ([1, Theorem 5.5],
[18, Theorem 3.2]) is applicable to (£, F) at this moment. In particular, we do not know the
positivity of ..

6 Ornstein-Uhlenbeck type operators

In this section, we discuss the bottom of the spectrum of a non-local operator which is related
to the fractional Laplacian with the drift of Ornstein-Uhlenbeck type (see, e.g., the introduction
of [30] and references therein for details on this operator).

Let E be a locally compact separable metric space, and let m be a positive Radon measure
on E with full support. Recall that K,(r) = {y € E | d(z,y) <r} for z € E and r > 0. We
assume that K, (r) is compact for any = € E and r > 0. We also assume that for some positive
constants C7, Cs and 7,

Cir" <m(Ky(r)) <Cyr", ze€E, r>0. (6.1)

Let J(x,y) be a positive measurable function on E x E such that for some positive constants
C3 and S € (0,2),
Cs

= d(z )
Let V/(r) be a positive increasmg function on [0, 00), and let uy (dz) = e~V @) m(dx). We
define the quadratic form (£, D(E)) on L*(E; uy) by

D(E) = {u e (i) | / | o )~ A T (0) < b,

J(x,y) < (r,y) € E x E\ diag. (6.2)

eww = [f o, () =00 @y (d), € D)
For u € D(E), let
&1(u,u) = £, 0) + ullZagzns Nulle = vl u).

Then D(E) is a Banach space with the norm || - ||¢. We also note that, if CiP(E) denotes the
totality of Lipschitz continuous functions on E with compact support, then Cy*(E) C D(E).
Hence if F is the || - ||e-closure of C{P(E), then (£, F) is a regular Dirichlet form on L(E;m).

For some o € E, let do(z) = d(o,x) (z € E). Let C;”(E) be the totality of bounded
Lipschitz continuous functions on E. To apply Theorem 3.6 for (£, F), we prove
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Lemma 6.1. (i) The function dy belongs to Fiee-

(ii) Suppose that py (E) < co. Then CyP(E) C D(E), and F coincides with the || - ||¢-closure
of CIP(E). In particular, (£, F) is recurrent.

Proof. We first prove (i). For n € N, we define

t, t<mn,
wy(t)=¢n+1—-t, n<t<n+l,
0, t>n+1.

Then there exists a positive constant L such that for any n € N,
|wn(t) —w,(s)| < Lt —s|, s,t € R.
Let vn(x) = wy(do(z)) (z € E). Then for any n € N and x,y € E,
[on(@) = en(y)| = [waldo(x)) — waldo(y))| < Lldo(x) — do(y)| < Ld(,y), (6.3)

which yields ¢, € CiP(E). Since do(z) = @, (z) for any = € E with do(z) < n, we have (i).
We next prove the first assertion of (ii). Assume that py (E) < oo. Then for u € CyP(E),

//E E\di (u(z) = u(y))* J(z, y)m(dy)uy (dz)
N //O<d( (u<x) —u(y))? J(z,y)m(dy) py (dz)

// i) >1 —u(y))® J(, y)m(dy) v (dz)

(// d(z,y)? J (. y)m{dy)ay (dz) // rmdy(as) ).

By (6.2) and the same calculation as (4.2) and (4.3), we have

/ /0<d(x,y)§1 Awv)" I yymidy)uv{da) < 03/E </O<d(x,y)§1 % m<dy)) py (d)

<C2

and

//d(x,y)>1 J(x, y)m(dy)py (dz) < C;»,/E (/d(w)>1 W m(dy)) py(dz) < e

We thus have u € D(E) and so C4P(E) € D(E).

We finally prove the second assertion of (ii). In order to do so, it is sufficient to show
that C;*(F) C F. Let u € CyP(E). Then up, € CiP(E). In particular, if we let v, (z) =
1 —¢,(z) (x € E), then

E1(u — upn, u — upy) = E(uhn, uhy)
- //E P (u(@)n(@) — u(y)Pn(y))® T (z, y)m(dy) v (dz) —|—/Eu(x)2q/;n<x)2ﬂv<dx>.
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Since (6.3) holds and w is bounded and Lipschitz continuous, there exists M > 0 such that for
any n € Nand z,y € F,

(u(@)thn (@) = uly)en(y))* = {u(@) Wu(2) = Yu(y)) + Yaly) (u(z) —u(y)}’
< M(1Ad(z,y)?).

By noting that lim,, . ¥, (z) = 0 for any z € E and

//E o (1A d(z,y)?) J(x,y) m(dy)uy(dz) < oo,

the dominated convergent theorem yields
lim & (u — upn, u — up,) =0
n—oo

and so u € F. Hence the proof is complete. O

Let us discuss the upper bound of A, for (£, F) under the condition that py (E) < co. Note
that (€, F) is recurrent by Lemma 6.1, and so Theorem 3.6 is applicable to (£, F). Define

1
J(w, dy) = S(1+ " @OOVOON) I (2 y)m(dy),  J(dw, dy) = J(x, dy)py (de).
Then J(A x B) = J(B x A) for any A, B € B(E), and for any u € C,*(E),

- % / [EXE<u(x) —u(y))*(1 + " OETVWOD) I (2, y) m(dy)py (de).

In what follows, we assume that for some positive constants d and Cs,
V()

5
e < (r) , 0<s<r<oo. (6.4)

We take p,(z) = do(x) and F,(x,y) = r for r > 0. We first give an upper bound of M;(r). By
assumption,

/ d(z,y)* (. dy) < / d(z, y) (1 1 &)~V o) o dy)
0<d(z,y) 0<d(z,y)<r

< 2B / d(, )2~ 18) V@)=V w) ().
0<d(x,y)

Since the function V' (r) is increasing, we have by (6.4),

/ (i, )2~V o@) =V (o) ()
0<d(=,y)<r, do(y)>do(z)/2

< ¢V (do(@)=V(dofa)/2) / d(z,y)*>~ ") m(dy) (6.5)
0<d(z,y)<r, do(y)>do(x)/2
S / d(, y)*~ " m(dy) =< r*7.
0<d(z,y)<r

On the other hand, if 0 < d(z,y) < r and dy(y) < do(z)/2, then

do(z)
2

r > d(x,y) > do(x) — do(y) >
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and so do(x) < 2r. Therefore, by (6.4),

/ (i, )~ +) Vo)=Y (o) (1)
0<d(z,y)<r, do(y)<do(z)/2

< eV / d(z,y)* P m(dy) < r> PV,
0<d(z,y)<r
Combining this with (6.5), we get
M (r) < 2 PeVn), (6.6)

We next give an upper bound of M;(r). By assumption,

1
J(z,dy) < / —(1+ eV(do(m))fV(do(y))) m(dy)
L(J},y)>r d(ﬂf, y)n+6

d(z,y)>r

1
- =B V(do(x))—V (do(y))
=r "+ / ——e¢ m(dy).
d(z,y)>r d(SL’, y)WJrﬁ
Since .
= =V(do(¥) (d < —(0+B)
eV W) (dy) < D) (6.7
/d(:v,y)>r d(ﬂ?, y)nJrﬁ
there exists ¢; > 0 such that for any x € F with dy(z) <,
1, 1
L V@) V) (dy) < VO / L vaw g
e m(dy) <e e m(dy)
L(J},y)>r, do(y)<do(z)/2 d(.ﬁl}, y)77+[3 d(z,y)>r d(.ﬁlf, y>n+ﬁ

We note that, if dy(y) < do(x)/2, then d(x,y) > do(x)/2 by the triangle inequality. Hence by
(6.7), there exists co > 0 such that for any x € E with dy(x) > r,
1

/d(:v,y)>n do(y)<do(z)/2 d(x, y)r?
1

< V(@) / 1
()2 do ()2 AT, Y) TP

By (6.4), we also have

¢V (@o@) V(o) 1)

e~ V(do(y)) m(dy) < C2d0(x)f(n+6)e‘/(do(r))_

/ #ev(do(m))*v(do(y)) m(dy) < M/ #m@y)
d(z,y)>r, do(y)>do(x)/2 d(.ﬁl}, y)ﬁ"‘ﬁ eV(do(@)/2) d(z,y)>r d(ﬂf, y)n+6
<r P,
Therefore, the argument above yields for r > 1,
My(r) <P 4 sup(s~ eV ), (6.8)

s>r

By Theorem 3.6 together with (6.6) and (6.8), we have

Ae Slimsup (vr? PeV0) 4=tV

r—00

We assume in addition that lim sup,_, . 7~ "#eV (") < 00 and Cy < Cy(n+ B3)B~*. Then for all
sufficiently large R > 1,

wy (Ko(R)) = / e V(@) m(de) > / do(2)~" m(dz) < R7P,
Ko(R)© Ko(R)®
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This yields v, = 0 and so
Ae < limsup (r~(mAeV ) (6.9)

r—00

In particular, if lim, oo 7~ *#eV () =0, then A, = 0.

Remark 6.2. Assume that £ = R? If m is the d-dimensional Lebesgue measure, and if
J(z,y) < |z —y|~@ ((z,y) € R* x R?\ diag) for some a € (0,2), then (6.1) and (6.2) are
satisfied with n = d and § = «. Under this setting, we see by [30, Corollaries 1.2 and 1.3] that
if limsup,_, ., 7~ @9eV(") = oo, then A\, = co. Hence (6.9) provides an effective upper bound
for the bottom of the essential spectrum for (&, F).
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