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Semilinear elliptic equations with Dirichlet operator and
singular nonlinearities

Tomasz Klimsiak

Abstract

In the paper we consider elliptic equations of the form —Au = v~ - i, where A
is the operator associated with a regular symmetric Dirichlet form, u is a positive
nontrivial measure and v > 0. We prove the existence and uniqueness of solutions
of such equations as well as some regularity results. We also study stability of
solutions with respect to the convergence of measures on the right-hand side of the
equation. For this purpose, we introduce some type of functional convergence of
smooth measures, which in fact is equivalent to the quasi-uniform convergence of
associated potentials.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2010), 35J75, 60J45.

1 Introduction

Let E be a separable locally compact metric space, (€, D[E]) be a regular symmetric
Dirichlet form on L?(E;m) and let u be a nontrivial (i.e. p(E) > 0) positive Borel
measure on F. In the present paper we study elliptic equations of the form

—Au=g(u)-p, u>0, (1.1)

where A is the operator associated with (£, D[€]) and g : RT\ {0} — R™ is a continuous
function satisfying
a<gu)-u <cy, u>0 (1.2)

for some ¢y, o,y > 0. The model example of (1.1) is the Dirichlet problem

1.3
u=0 on R%\ D, (1:3)

{ A2y =y p, w>0, onD,
where o € (0,2], v > 0 and D is a bounded open subset of R?.
The paper consists of two parts. In the first part we address the problem of ex-
istence, uniqueness and regularity of solutions of (1.1). In the second part we study
stability of solutions of (1.1) with respect to the convergence of measures on the right-
hand side of the equation. The above problems were treated in [4] in case A = A and
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[3] in case A is a uniformy elliptic divergence form operator. Some different but related
problems are studied in [21] in case A is a Leray-Lions type operator. The main aim of
the present paper is to generalize the results of [3, 4] to equations with general (possibly
nonlocal) operators corresponding to symmetric Dirichlet forms. We also refine some
results proved in [3, 4, 21] for equations with local operators.

In the first part of the paper (Sections 3 and 4) we assume that p belongs to
the class R of smooth (with respect to capacity associated with (&£, D[€])) positive
Borel measures on E whose potential is m-a.e. finite (see Section 2 for details). It is
known (see [16, Proposition 5.13]) that Mg, C R, where My, is the class of bounded
smooth measures on E. In general, the inclusion is strict. For instance, in case of
(1.3), R includes smooth Radon measures p such that [, 6%/%(z) pu(dx) < oo, where
d(x) = dist(x,0D) (see [14, Example 5.2]).

The first difficulty we encounter when considering equation (1.1) is to define prop-
erly a solution. Here we give a probabilistic definition of a solution of (1.1) via the
Feynman-Kac formula. Namely, by a solution of (1.1) we mean a quasi-continuous
function u on E such that v > 0 quasi-everywhere (q.e. for short) with respect to the
capacity Cap naturally associated with (£, D[€]) and for q.e. € E,

¢
u(z) = Ex/o g(u)(Xy) dAY.

Here {(Xt)t>0, (Px)zer} is a Hunt process with life time ¢ associated with the form
(€,D[€]), E, is the expectation with respect to P, and A* is the positive continuous
additive functional in the Revuz correspondence with p.

One reason for adopting here the probabilistic definition of a solution is that unlike
problem (1.3), for general A one can not expect that inf,ex u(z) > 0 for every compact
K C E. Therefore the variational definition of a solution considered in [3] is not (at
least directly) applicable to general equations of the form (1.1), because we do not
know whether g(u) - p is a Radon measure. The probabilistic approach allows one to
overcome the difficulty. Another advantage lies in the fact that it allows one to cope
with the uniqueness problem.

In Section 3 we prove several results on existence and uniqueness of solutions of
(1.1) and its generalization (equation with mixed nonlinearities). It is worth pointing
out that the rather delicate problem of uniqueness (see [23]) was not addressed in [3].

Regularity of solutions of (1.1) is studied in Section 4. First, in Proposition 4.5,
we generalize some result proved in [18], and then we use this generalization to prove
that if x is bounded then for every 4 > 0 the function u(*71/2 belongs to the extended
Dirichlet space D[] and there exists ¢() > 0 such that

g(u(7+1)/2,u(~/+1)/2) < c(y)eallpllrv,

where ||]|7v denotes the total variation norm of u. In case of (1.3) the above inequality
gives the estimate of u0'+1)/2 in the norm of the fractional Sobolev space H / 2(D).
In the second part of the paper (Sections 5-7), we study stability of solutions w,, of
the problems
—Aup, = g(up) * fin, Up >0 (1.4)



under different assumptions on the type of convergence of measures u, and the limit
measure p. We always assume that {u,} is a sequence of smooth nontrivial Borel
measures on F such that sup,,~q [[pn|l7y < 0o. As for p, we distinguish two cases:
w € Moy, ie. pis bounded and smooth, and g € My, i.e. p is a general bounded
Borel measure on E.

In Section 5 we start with the study of the general case u € M;. Our main result
(Theorem 5.4) says that if p, — p vaguely then the sequence {v, := g(u,) - un} is
tight in the vague topology and its every limit point is a smooth measure. Moreover,
if v, — v vaguely, then, up to a subsequence, u,, — u m-a.e., where —Au = v.

In Section 6 we address the case p € Myy. We first introduce some type of con-
vergence of smooth measures, which is stronger then the vague and the narrow conver-
gence. At the same time, it is weaker then the convergence in the variation norm, but
nevertheless it preserves the smoothness property. This new concept of convergence of
{pn} to u is defined via some sort of uniform convergence of the sequence of additive

functionals {A#"} to A¥, so we denote it by AP We prove (see Proposition 4.3,

Proposition 6.1) that, up to a subsequence, the convergence i, uAF, 1 is equivalent to
the quasi-uniform convergence of {u,} to u, where u,,u are solutions of the problems

—Auy = iy, —Au = p, (1.5)

respectively. Therefore it is possible to define the convergence pi, uAF, 1 analytically
without recourse to the notion of additive functional from the probabilistic potential

theory. Note that this analytical characterization of the convergence p, uAF, [ may
be viewed as a significant generalization of the stability result proved in [4]. Our

main theorem on stability of (1.4) (Theorem 6.3) says that if p, wAL, i then (up
to a subsequence) u, — u q.e., where u is a solution of (1.1). We also show (see

Proposition 6.7) that if u, uAF, w then {p, } is locally equidiffuse, which again confirms
the usefulness of our new notion of the convergence of measures.

In Section 7 we return to the case of general measure p € M; but we assume
that £ ¢ R? and p is approximated by mollification, i.e. p, = j; /n * [, Where ji/,
is a mollifier. In our main result we also restrict our attention to a class of operators
including A2 o (0,2], as a special case. It is known that p € M, admits a unique
decomposition

M= fe + fq

into the singular part . with respect to Cap (the so-called concentrated part) and an
absolutely continuous part ug with respect to Cap (the so-called diffuse part). The

case e = 0 is covered by results of Section 6, because we show that jy, * pg AL, -
The case . # 0 is much more involved, but can be handled by combining the results
of Section 5 with those of Section 6. Before describing our main result, we first make
some comments on the simplest case A = A.

If A = A then from the inverse maximum principle (see [8]) one can deduce that
the singular part p. (with respect to the Newtonian capacity capsy) is responsible for
explosions of the solution u of (1.1). When u explodes, g(u) is formally equal to zero,
so it seems that in (1.1) the absorption term g forces some reduction of p.. Several
natural question arise here. The first one is whether such reduction really occurs



and whether the whole singular part u. is reduced? Another question is whether in
investigating (1.3) one should consider the Newtonian capacity capg, or, maybe, it is
better to consider other capacities (for example p-capacities)? What happens if A is
replaced by a general Dirichlet operator A? In [3] partial answers to these questions
are given in case A = A. Let u, be a solution of (1.4) with A = A and pu,, = gy, -m with
{gn} C L*°(D;m), where m is the Lebesgue measure on D. In [3] it is proved that if u
is orthogonal to cape, (1.2) is satisfied with v > 1 and p,, — p in the narrow topology,
then w, — 0. For v € (0,1) similar result is proved in case p is orthogonal to the
p-capacity with p > 2 being the Holder conjugate to ¢ = Z(_'Y;:_l ,3 Finally, let us mention
that the same problem of reduction of the singular part of u forced by absorption g is
considered in [21] in case g is bounded and A is a Leray-Lions type operator (i.e. local
operator).

In Theorem 7.3, the main result of Section 7, we prove that in fact g forces the
reduction of the whole singular part u. of pu for every v > 0. To be more specific, we
prove that if u, is a solution of (1.4) with u, = ji/, * i1, then, up to a subsequence,
U, — U m-a.e., where

—Au=g(u) - pg, u>0.

The above result makes it legitimate to define solutions of (1.1) with bounded Borel
measure /. as the solutions of (1.1) with p replaced by ug. With this definition, Theorem
7.3 is the existence theorem for (1.1) with bounded Borel measure p. Finally, note that
Cap = cap,y if A = A and that the capacity caps is absolutely continuous with respect
to the p-capacity for p > 2. Therefore in case v € (0,1) our result strengthens the
corresponding result from [3]. It should be stressed, however, that in [3] more general
approximations {u,} of u are considered.

2 Preliminaries

In the paper E is a locally compact separable metric space and m is a positive Radon
measure on E such that Supp[m] = E. By (&, D[€]) we denote a symmetric Dirichlet
form on L?(E;m). Recall that this means that

(£.1) €: D[] x DIE] — R, where D[€] is a dense linear subspace of L?(E;m),
(£.2) & is bilinear, &(u,v) = E(v,u) and E(u,u) > 0, u,v € D[E],

(£.3) & is closed, i.e. D[] equipped with the inner product generated by the form &;
is a Hilbert space (Here, as usual, for o > 0 we set &, (u,v) = E(u,v) + a(u,v),
u,v € D[E], where (-,-) is the usual inner product in L?(E;m)),

(£.4) & is Markovian, i.e. if u € D[€] then v := (0Vu)A1l € D[E] and E(v,v) < E(u,u).

By Riesz’s theorem, for every o > 0 and f € L?(E;m) there exists a unique function
G.f € L*(E;m) such that

Ea(Gaf.9) = (f,9), g€ L*(E;m).

It is an elementary check that {G,, o > 0} is a strongly continuous contraction resol-
vent on L2(E;m). By {T}, t > 0} we denote the associated semigroup and by (A, D(4))



the operator generated by {7;}. It is well known (see [9, Section 1.3]) that D(A) C D[]
and
E(u,v) = (—Au,v), we D(A),v e D[E].

In the whole paper we assume that (£, D[£]) is regular and transient, i.e.

(£.5) (regularity) the space DIE] N Cy(E) is dense in D[E] with respect to the & -norm
and in Cy(FE) with respect to the supremum norm,

(€£.6) (transience) there exists a strictly positive function g on E such that

/E ju(@)lg(x) m(dz) < [ulle, u € D],

where

lulle = VE(u,u), wue DIE].

In the whole paper we fix ¢ € By(E) such that ¢ > 0, [, ¢dm = 1, and we put
h=Gip, m=p- -m.
Given a Dirichlet form (£, D[£]) we define the capacity Cap: 2¥ — Rt as follows:
for an open U C E we set
Cap(U) = 51(hU, hU),

where hy is the reduced function of h on U (see [19, Chapter III}), and for arbitrary
A C F we set
Cap(A) = inf{Cap(U); AC U C E, U open}.

An increasing sequence {F,,} of closed subsets of E is called nest if Cap(E'\ F},) — 0
as n — oo. A subset N C E is called exceptional if Cap(N) = 0. We say that some
property P holds quasi everywhere (q.e. for short) if a set for which it does not hold is
exceptional.

We say that a function u defined q.e. on E is quasi-continuous if there exists a
nest {F,} such that uz, is continuous for every n > 1. It is known that each function
u € DIE] has a quasi-continuous m-version. From now on for u € D[E] we always
consider its quasi-continuous version.

A Borel measure p on E is called smooth if it does not charge exceptional sets and
there exists a nest {F),} such that |u|(F),) < oo, n > 1. By S we denote the set of all
positive smooth measures on F.

In the paper we also use the capacity CAP considered in [9, Chapter 2]. We would
like to stress that the notions of exceptional sets, quasi-continuity and smooth measures
defined with respect to Cap and with respect to CAP are equivalent. Therefore in the
paper we may use the results of [9, 19] interchangeably.

By Séo) we denote the set of all measures p € S for which there exists ¢ > 0 such

that
/E]u\ dup < cy/E(u,u), ue DIE], (2.1)

For a given Dirichlet form (&, D[£]) one can always define the so-called extended
Dirichlet space D, [€] as the set of m-measurable functions on E for which there exists an
E-Cauchy sequence {u,} C D[] convergent m-a.e. to u (the so-called approximating



sequence). One can show that for u € D[] the limit E(u,u) = limy_oo &(Un, un)
exists and does not depend on the approximating sequence {u,} for u. Each element
u € D.[&] has a quasi-continuous version. It is known that (€, D[€]) is transient iff
the pair (€, D[£]) is a Hilbert space. In the latter case for a given measure u € Séo)
inequality (2.1) holds for every u € D.[£].

In the sequel we say that u : F — R is measurable if it is universally measurable,

i.e. measurable with respect to the o-algebra

B E)= () BB

HEP(E)

where P(E) is the set of all probability measures on E and B*(FE) is the completion of
B(E) with respect to the measure p.

By M; we denote the set of all bounded Borel measures on E and by M, the
subset of M, consisting of smooth measures. We say that a positive Borel measure p
on E is nontrivial if u(E) > 0.

Given a Borel measurable function  on E and a Borel measure o on E we write

(n, 1) = /Endu-

By w - p w denote the Borel measure on E defined as

whenever the integrals exist.

Let us recall that for given measurable spaces (S,S), (T,7T) a function x : S X
T — R U {oo} is called a kernel (from S to T) if for every B € T the mapping
S 3 s k(s, B) is S measurable and for every fixed s the mapping 7 > B + k(s, B) is
a measure. Let us also recall that for given measure p on S and kernel « from S to T
one can consider its product y ® k, which by definition is a measure on S ® 7 defined
as

(ner)(f) = /S /T £(5,1) (s, dt) p(ds).

With a regular symmetric Dirichlet form (&£, D[E]) one can associate uniquely a
Hunt process X = ((X3) +>0, (Pr)zcE, (Ft)t>0,C) (see [9]). It is related to (€, D[E]) by
the formula

Tif(x) = Exf(Xy), t>0, m-ae.,

where E, stands for the expectation with respect to the measure P,. For «,t > 0 and
f € BT (E) we write

¢
Rof(x) = E, /0 eOF(X)dt, pif(x) = Eof(X)), z€E.

It is well known (see [9, Section 5.1] that for each p € S there exists a unique positive
continuous additive functional A* in the Revuz duality with pu. For p € S we write

¢
(Rapt)(x) = E, / e dAl, seE
0

6



For simplicity we denote Ry by R.

By S(()g) we denote the set of all u € S(()O) such that pu(F) < oo and Ry is bounded.
We set

R={ue€S:Ru<ooaqe.}.

It is known (see [16, Lemma 4.3, Proposition 5.13]) that if (£, D[£]) is transient then
M{, € R. Note that by [16, Lemma 4.3], if 1 € R then the function Ry is quasi-
continuous. For an equivalent definition of the class R see remarks following [17, Lemma
3.1].

For a Borel set B we set

O'B:inf{t>0;Xt GB}, DA:in{tZO;Xt GB}, TB = OE\B:

i.e. op is the first hitting time of B, D 4 is the first debut time of B and 75 is the first
exit time of B.
By B" we denote the set of regular points for B, i.e.

B"={x € E;P,(cp >0) =0}.

By T we denote the set of all stopping times with respect to the filtration (F;)i>0
and by D the set of all measurable functions u on F for which the family

{u(X;), 7€ T}

is uniformly integrable with respect to the measure P, for q.e. z € F.
For a Borel measure 4 on F and o > 0 by po R, we denote the measure defined as

(fiwo Ra) = (Raf,p), f € B(E)

and by P, the measure

PH(A):/EPQE(A)M(CZ:E), A€ Fo

Finally, let us recall that a positive measurable function v on F is called excessive
if
pru S u, t 2 07

and w is called potential if it is excessive and for every sequence {T,,} C T such that
T /T =,
lim Eyu(Xrp,) =0.

n—oo

for qe. z € E.

3 Existence and uniqueness of solutions

Let us recall that in the whole paper we assume that (£, D[E]) satisfies (£.1)-(€.6).
As for p and g, unless otherwise stated, in the paper we assume that u € S and
g : Rt \ {0} — RT is a continuous function satisfying (1.2). We also adopt the
convention that g(0) = +o00, g(+00) = 0.



Remark 3.1. The class of forms satisfying (£.1)—(€.6) is quite wide. For instance, it
includes forms generated by divergence form operators considered in [3], i.e. operators

of the form
Au(z) = div(a(x)Vu(x)), =z € D,

where D is a bounded open subset of R? and a is a symmetric bounded uniformly
elliptic d-dimensional matrix. A model example of nonlocal operator associated with
form satisfying (£.1)~(£.6) is the fractional Laplacian A% on D with o € (0,2). For
the above and some other interesting examples see, e.g., [9, Chapter 1].

Definition. We say that a measurable function u : F — R* is a solution of (1.1) if
(a) u is quasi-continuous and 0 < u(x) < oo q.e.,
(b) for qe. x € E,
u(z) = E, /0C g(u(Xy)) dAY. (3.1)

We will need the following hypothesis:

(H) g:R*\ {0} = R" is nonincreasing.

3.1 Existence and uniqueness of solutions of (1.1)

We begin with a comparison and uniqueness result.

Proposition 3.2. Assume that uq, po are smooth measures such that 0 < py < po and
91,92 : RT\ {0} — RT are measurable functions such that g1(y) < ga(y) for y > 0.
Moreover, assume that either g1 or go satisfies (H). If uy is a solution of (1.1) with
data g1, 11 and ug is a solution of (1.1) with data go, pa then uy < ug g.e.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that go is nonincreasing. By the
Meyer-Tanaka formula, for q.e. z € F we have

¢
(u1 —up) ¥ (z) < E:c/o 1wy —up>03 (Xe) (91 (un) (Xy) dAY — ga(u2)(Xy) dA}?)
¢
= Be [ Lpuranmy (X0)gn () (X0) (AL — A1)
0
¢
LB, /0 1 —aao0y (X0) (91 (1) — g2 (1)) (Xy) dAL2

¢
+E, /O L —upo0) (Xe)(g2(u1) — go(u2))(X) dAL.

Since p1 < po, dA* < dAM2 under P, for q.e. © € E by the properties of the Revuz
duality. Therefore the first integral on the right-hand side of the above equality is
nonpositive. The second one is nonpositive since g1 < go and ue > 0. Finally, the
third term is nonpositive due to the fact that go is nonincreasing and ps > 0. Hence
(uy —u2)t(z) =0 for q.e. x € E, which implies that u; < uy q.e. O



Corollary 3.3. Assume that € S and g satisfies (H). Then there exists at most one
solution of (1.1).

In what follows we will also need the following two hypotheses. The first one was
introduced by P.A. Meyer and is called Meyer’s hypothesis (L).

L) For some (and hence for every) o > 0, dr,1 0 Ry, < m for every x € E, where dy,,
{z} {=}
is the Dirac measure on F concentrated at z.

(€.7) For every nearly Borel set B such that Cap(B) > 0, P,(cp < o0) > 0 for q.e.
r el

Remark 3.4. (i) Hypothesis (L) is satisfied if there exists a Borel measurable function
7o : B x E — R such that for every f € L?(E;m),

Raf:/Ef(y)ra(-,y)m(dy), m-a.e.

It therefore clear that operators from Remark 3.1 satisfy (L).

(ii) Hypothesis (L) is also called “absolute continuity condition”. For equivalents for
this property see [9, Theorems 4.1.2, 4.2.4].

Remark 3.5. Observe that if (£.7) is satisfied then Ry > 0 qg.e. for every nontrivial
uw € S. Indeed, let F' be a quasi support of A*. Then by [9, Theorem 5.1.5] it is
also a quasi support of p. Since p is nontrivial, Cap(F) > 0. Therefore by (£.7),
P.(or < ¢) > 0 q.e. Since F is a quasi support of A*, E, fOC dAl > 0 for q.e. x € F.
Hence for q.e. x € E we have

¢
0< EmEXJF/ dAY < Ru(z).
0

Remark 3.6. (i) It is known that (£.7) is satisfied if the form (£, D[€]) is irreducible
(see [9, Theorem 4.7.1]).
(i) (€.7) is satisfied if the form (£, D[E]) satisfies Meyer’s hypothesis (L) and r,(-,-)
defined as ro(,-) - m = g4y © Ry, is strictly positive. Indeed, let F' be a closed set such
that Cap(F') > 0. Then

0< [E ra(@,y) dup(y) = Ropr(z) = 63 (z) = Eye™®F, (3.2)

where pp is the smooth measure associated with the equilibrium ep (see [9, Theorem
2.1.5]). The first inequality in (3.2) follows from the fact that pp is nontrivial (since
Cap(F') > 0) and 74(-, -) is strictly positive. By (3.2) we have P,(ocr < 00) > 0 for q.e.
r e L.

(iii) From (ii) and Remark 3.5 it follows that the operators from Remark 3.1 satisfy
(E.7).

Proposition 3.7. Assume that p € R and g : R — R is continuous and bounded.
Then if g is nonincreasing or (€, D[E]) satisfies Meyer’s hypotheses (L) then there exists
a solution of the equation

—Au = g(u) - p. (3.3)

Moreover, if u is nontrivial, g is strictly positive and (£.7) is satisfied then u > 0 g.e.



Proof. First let us assume that p € S(()(o))- Let us put V = (D¢[€], ] - |l¢) and define
V-V, A:V >V by

O(u) = R(g(u) - p), Au=-Au—g(u)-p, uveV.

That ®(u) € V follows from the fact that Ség) C S(()O) and R(S(()O)) C D[], while the

fact that Au € V' is a consequence of the inclusion Séo) C V'. Now we will show some
properties of the mappings A, ®. If ¢ is nonincreasing then

(Au — Av,u—v) = [[u—vlle = (g(u) — 9(v)) - jr,u—v) > u—vlle, wveV.

where (-,-) is the duality pairing between V and V’'. Thus A is strongly monotone,
hence coercive. It is also clear that A is hemicontinuous and bounded. As for &, let us
first observe that || P(u)|lco < [|9]loo||Rtt]|cos w € V. Moreover, @ is continuous. Indeed,
let u, — u and let v, = ®(uy,), v = ®(u). Then

[0 = vnlle = (v = vn, (9(u) = g(un)) - 1) < 2|[Rpllcollglloc /E l9(u) — g(un)| dp.

Since u, — u in &, there exists a subsequence (n’) C (n) such that u,, — u q.e. (see
[9, Theorem 2.1.4]). From this and the above inequality it follows that v,, — v in £.
The above argument shows that for every subsequence (n’) C (n) there exists a further
subsequence (n”) C (n') such that v,» — v in £, which implies that v, — v in €. Also
observe that if (€, D[£]) satisfies Meyer’s hypothesis (L), then ® is compact. Indeed,
let {un} C V. Then

t
lon(®) — peva(@)] < lglloo Es / dAE, £>0 (3.4)
0

for q.e. x € E. By [15, Theorem 2.2, Proposition 2.4] there exists a subsequence (still
denoted by (n)) such that {v,} is convergent q.e. Let v = lim,,_,o, v,,. Then

o = vnlle = (0 — v (9022) — g(2tn)) - 1) < 2glloe /E v — va dp,

which converges to zero as n — co. Now we may conclude the existence result. In case
g is nonincreasing the existence of a solution of (3.3) follows from [25, Corollary I1.2.2].
If (£, D[€]) satisfies Meyer’s hypotheses (L) then the existence follows by the Schauder
fixed point theorem.

Now we turn to the the general case where p € R. There exists a nest {F,} such

that 15, - p € S(()g), n > 1 (see [9, Section 2.2]). By what has already been proved, for
each n > 1 there exists a solution u, € V of the equation

By the definition of a solution,
¢
wnla) = Bx [ glun) 1, (X0) 4!
0

10



for q.e. x € E. Since {F,} is anest, 15, (X;) — 0,t € [0,(), Py-a.s. for q.e. x € E (see
[19, Proposition 1V.5.30]). If g is nonincreasing then by Proposition 3.2 the sequence
{un} is nondecreasing. Therefore u := lim,_,o u, is a solution of (3.3). If (£, D[€])
satisfies Meyer’s hypotheses (L) then by (3.4), which holds with v,, replaced by w,,, and
by [15, Theorem 2.2, Propositions 2.4 and 4.3], there exists a subsequence (n') C (n)

such that {u,/} is convergent q.e. It is clear that u := lim,/_ . u, is a solution of
(3.3). The second assertion of the theorem follows immediately from the assumptions
and Remark 3.5. O

Lemma 3.8. Let € R and let u be defined as
¢
u(m):Em/ dA}, z€E.
0

Then
lim CAP({u > n}) — 0.

n—o0

Proof. Let A, = {u > n}. If 04, < oo then o4, < (. Therefore by the Markov
property and the fact that © € R, for q.e. x € E we have

¢
Pi(oa, <o) < Pr(u(Xoy ac) 2 1) < n_lEx/ dAY,
0

which converges to zero as n — oo. Therefore applying [9, Corollary 4.3.1] we get the
desired result. a

Theorem 3.9. Assume that (€, D[E)]) satisfies (£.7), u € R is nontrivial and g satisfies
(H). Then there exists a solution of (1.1).

Proof. By Corollary 3.3 and Proposition 3.7, for every n > 1 there exists a unique
solution u,, of the problem

—Auy = gn(up) - p, up >0 (3.5)
with g, (u) = g(u+ 2), u > 0 and g,(u) = g(£), u < 0. By Proposition 3.2, {u,}
is nondecreasing. Hence u; < u, for n > 1. Since (€, D[€]) satisfies (£.7) and p is

nontrivial, u; > 0 q.e. Hence u, > u; > 0, n > 1 q.e. Put v = limsup,,_,. u, > 0.
Then u > 0 q.e. By the definition of a solution of (3.5),

¢
n() = Bs [ gnn(X0) 4 (36)
0
for q.e. z € E. By the Meyer-Tanaka formula and (1.2),

¢ ¢
ult(z) < (v + 1)Ex/ gn(un)u) (Xy) dAY < (v + 1)02Ex/ dAl.
0 0

Hence ¢
wlt(z) < (v + 1)02Em/ dA} < 0o
0
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for q.e. x € E. From the above inequality we conclude that u is a potential and u € D.
Let 7% = 7¢,, G = {u1 > k~'}. Observe that for every x € Gy,

9(un(@) + 1) < glur (@) + 1) < —2
n n’ ~ uf(x)

Therefore by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem,

< CQka.

E/ gn(un)(X¢) dAY —>E/ u)(Xy) dAY
as n — 0o. Since for each k£ > 1,
n(0) = Ertn(X) 4 B [ anun)(X0) 4]
for q.e. z € F, it follows that
uw(z) = Epu( Tk+E/ u)(Xy) dAY

for q.e. € E. Since u is a potential, from Lemma 3.8 and [9, Lemma 5.1.6] it follows
that limg_.oo 7 > (. Therefore letting kK — oo in the above equation we conclude that
(3.1) is satisfied for q.e. x € E. O

Theorem 3.10. Assume that (€, D[E]) satisfies (£.7) and Meyer’s hypothesis (L) and
that p € R is nontrivial. Then there exists a solution of (1.1).

Proof. By Proposition 3.7, for every n > 1 there exists a solution w, of (3.5) with
gn(u) = g(u+ 1) for u > 0. By (1.2) and Proposition 3.2,

Up Sup Swp, n>1 qe,

where v,,, w, are solutions of the problems

1 1
—Avy, = 1 (v + ;)_7 S, vp >0, —Aw, = ca(wy, + ;) T, wy, >0 (3.7)

Hence
1 1

1 _ _
g(u, + E) < eo(up + ;) T < eo(v, + E) 7 q.e.
Let v, w be solutions of the problems
—Av=civ " - u, v>0, —Aw=cow 7 -pu, w>0.
From the proof of Theorem 3.9 it follows that {v,} converges q.e. to v. Hence
1
(v + =) NX) = v (X), P,®dA"-as.
n

for q.e. = € E, where P, ® dA" is the product of the measure P, and the kernel dA*
from Q to B(R'). Moreover,

¢ ¢
@) = B [ ealvn + 2700 44 = By [ e adf = o)
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for q.e. x € E, which implies that the family {c2(v,(X)+1)77} is uniformly integrable
with respect to the measure P, ® dA* for q.e. x € E. From this we conclude that
t

lim sup £, In(un)(X;) dAL =0
=0t n>1 0
for q.e. = € E. Therefore
t
lim sup |u,(z) — pruy(z)] = lim sup Ex/ gn(un)(X;)dAF =0 (3.8)
t—0T p>1 t—=0% n>1 0

for q.e. € E. Since u,, < w for n > 1, it follows from [15, Theorem 2.2, Propositions
2.4 and 4.3] that there exists a subsequence (still denoted by (n)) such that {u,}
converges g.e. The rest of the proof runs as the proof of Theorem 3.9. a
3.2 Existence and uniqueness of solutions with mixed nonlinearities
In this subsection we study problems of the form

—Au = (g(u) + h(u)) - u, u > 0. (3.9)

Theorem 3.11. Assume that (£, D[E]) satisfies (£.7), p € R is nontrivial, g, h satisfy
(H) and h : Rt \ {0} — R is a continuous function such that

c1 <h(s)-s° <coy, >0 (3.10)
for some 3> 0. Then there exists a unique solution u of problem (3.9). Moreover,
u< 2—2(2% + 28w), (3.11)
1

where v, w are solutions of the problems
—Av=cv 7, v>0, —Aw=ciw™ pu, w>0.

Proof. Uniqueness follows from Proposition 3.2. To prove the existence of solutions,
let u,, denote the solution of the problem

—Auy = (gn(up) + hn(uy)) -, up >0 (3.12)

with g, (u) = g(u + 1), hp(u) = h(u+ 1) for u > 0. By Proposition 3.2, {u,} is
nondecreasing and
Up < Upy, Wp < U, g.e., (3.13)

where vy, w, are solutions of (3.7). Therefore for each n > 1,
Un +wy < 2u,  q.e.
By Proposition 3.2 the sequences {w,}, {v,} are also nondecreasing. Furthermore,
1 1 1._ 1. _
g(un + E) + h(un + E) < coup + E) T+ co(un + ;) p

1 1 1. _ 1 1 1. _
Scz(gwn—kivn—i-;) V—FCQ(gwn—Fivn—FE) B

1 1
<627 (vn + =)0 228 (wp + ;)—5. (3.14)

13



From the proof of Theorem 3.9 it follows that the sequences {(v, + 2)77(X)} and
{(w, + )77(X)} are uniformly integrable with respect to the measure P, @ dA". Let
u = limsup,,_,, u,. By the definition of a solution of (3.12),

¢
tn() = By /0 (9 () (X0) + o (1) (X)) A (3.15)

for q.e. x € E. By (3.14) the sequence {(gn(un)(X) + hp(uy)(X)} is uniformly inte-
grable with respect to the measure P, ® dA*. Therefore letting n — oo in (3.15) we
get

¢
u(w) = Ex [ (g)(X0) + hu)(X0) dA7.
0
Inequality (3.11) follows easily from (3.14.) O

Theorem 3.12. Assume that (£, D[E]) satisfies (£.7) and Meyer’s hypothesis (L),
w € R is nontrivial and h : RT \ {0} — R* is a continuous function satisfying (3.10)
for some B > 0. Then there exists a solution of (3.9) such that estimate (3.11) holds
true.

Proof. In the proof of Theorem 3.11 monotonicity of g, h was used only to prove
q.e. convergence of {u,}. As in the proof of Theorem 3.11 we show that the sequence
{(gn(up)(X)+hp(uy)(X)} is uniformly integrable with respect to the measure P, @dA*.
Therefore (3.8) is satisfied, which when combined with [15, Theorem 2.2, Propositions
2.4 and 4.3] implies that {u,} has a subsequence convergent q.e. a

4 Regularity of solutions

Definition. We say that a sequence {u,} of measurable functions is convergent quasi-
uniformly to a function u if for every € > 0,

nh_)n;o CAP({|up, — u| > e}) =0. (4.1)

Remark 4.1. Let u,u,,n > 1, be quasi-continuous. Let us consider the following
condition: for every € > 0,

lim Py (sup |un,(Xy) —u(Xy)| >e) =0 (4.2)
n—oo t>0

for m-a.e. © € E. Condition (4.2) is equivalent to the quasi-uniform, up to a subse-
quence, convergence of {u,} to u. To see this, let us set A5 = {|u, —u| > e} and
for arbitrary nearly Borel set B C E put pp(x) = Py(op < ), © € E. Assume that
(4.2) holds. By the diagonal method there exists a subsequence (still denoted by (n))
such that pp: (z) — 0, m-a.e. for every € > 0, where B;, = (J;~,, A}. Hence, by [9,
Corollary 4.3.1], CAP(B:) — 0 for every ¢ > 0, which implies that u, — u quasi-
uniformly. Now assume that u, — w quasi-uniformly. Then by [9, Theorem 2.1.5],
E(pas,pas) = CAP(A;) — 0. Therefore, up to a subsequence, pa: — 0, m-a.e. Let
us also mention that by the standard argument “m-a.e.” in condition (4.2) may be
replaced by “q.e.”

14



Remark 4.2. Replacing CAP by Cap in (4.1) we get a notion of convergence which is
weaker then the quasi-uniform convergence. In fact, if

nh_)rrolo Cap({|up, —ul >€}) =0 (4.3)

for every € > 0 then by [19, Lemma IV.4.5], u,, — u quasi-uniformly on every compact
set K C E. Therefore the convergence defined by (4.3) may be called a locally quasi-
uniform convergence.

Proposition 4.3. Let p, i, € R and let u = Ry, up = Ry If up, — u quasi-uniformly
then there exists a subsequence (still denoted by (n)) such that for q.e. x© € E,

lim E, Sup|A”" Al =o0.
n—oo
Proof. Since u,(x) = E, foc dAY" — u(x), sup,>; By foc dAl™ < oo, which when
combined with the quasi-uniform convergence of {u,} implies that {u,(X)} satisfies

the condition UT under P, for q.e. © € E (see [13, Proposition 3.2]). Therefore by [10,
Theorem 1.8] (see also [13, Corollary 2.8]), for every ¢ > 0,

lim P,(sup|A/™ — Al >¢e)=0

n—oo t>0

for q.e. x € E. This and the fact that uw, — u, m-a.e. implies that the family {Ag”} is
uniformly integrable with respect to P, for m-a.e. x € E. Applying the Vitali theorem
yields the desired result. g
Lemma 4.4. Assume that p, p, € Séo) and pn, — p strongly in Séo). Let {u,} be
a sequence of quasi-continuous functions such that 0 < u, < c for some ¢ > 0 and
Up — u quasi-uniformly. Then for every positive n € L>(E;m) and every o > 0,

/unRandun%/uRandu. (4.4)
E E

Proof. Since p, — p in S(()O), it is easy to see that Ru, — Ry in the &-norm.
Therefore by [9, Lemma 5.1.1] there exists a subsequence (still denoted by (n)) such
that Ry, — Ry quasi-uniformly. By this and Proposition 4.3, E, sup;~ |A/™" —A}| — 0
for q.e. z € E. Consequently, -

E / Xt dANn — E / Xt) dAg

for q.e. x € E, so (4.4) follows by the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem. O

The following proposition is a generalization of [18, Theorem 1].

Proposition 4.5. Let p € Marb and uw = Ru. If fE uP~rdu < oo for some p > 1 then
uP/? € D.[E] and there exists ¢, > 0 such that

E@WP, u?) < c(w?™, p).
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Proof. Let 0 € D(A) be such that 0 < # < 1 and 6 € L*(E;m). Let us choose a
nest {F,} such that 1, -y, 1puP™t - pu € S(()(O)), n > 1, and by u,(-; A, 0, a) denote a
solution of

—Ayun (X, 0, ) = OaRy iy,

with jt, = 1, -, @ > 0 and Ay = A— A, A > 0. Observe that faRyu, € L*(E;m)N
L>*(E;m). By [18, Theorem 1], uflm()\,e,a) € D[€] and there exists ¢, > 0 such that

E* (X 0,a),ub? (1,0, 0)) < ep(ul 7' (X, 0, 0), 00Rapin). (4.5)
Let uy,(; A, €) be a solution of
—Azun (X, 0) =0 - .

By the very definition of a solution,

¢ ¢
un(z; X, 0,0) = Ex/ e (EXT,/ e dAf”)H(XT)dT
0 0

and

¢ ¢
un(x; A, 0) = Ex/ e MO(X;) dAM = Em/ e MO(X) 1k, (X;) dAY (4.6)
0 0

for q.e. z € E. Therefore by the Markov property and Fubini’s theorem,
¢ ¢
up(x; N, 0,0) = Em/ e AT (Em/ aet=T) dAf”)H(XT) dr
0 r

¢ t
= Ex/ ae_at</ e Nrg(X,) dr) dAY.
0 0
Since § € D[€], t — 0(X}) is cadlag. Therefore by standard calculations,

t t
lim ae‘at/ e Nr9(X,)dr = lim ae e AO(X,) dr = e NO(X)
0

a—00 a—00 0

and .
ae_at/ e NY(X,) dr < 2e™
0
for a > A. Therefore applying the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem we get
Jimuy (24,6, ) = lim_u (23 A, 0)
for q.e x € E. Observe that
b (X0, @)oo < [|Runl := c(n). (4.7)

Indeed, we have

un (75 A, 0, a) < Ry(aRo(pn)) = aRa(Rx(pn)) < aRo([|Rapinlloo) < | Rptnlloo-
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From this and (4.5) it follows that

EP2(N, 0, 0),ul/?(X,0,0)) < cp(ul NN\, 0, @), 0aRq (1))
= cp(aRa (Ul (N, 0,0) - 0), ) < cpe(n)|pllry  (4.8)

and

E(un(A\, 0, a),un (X, 0, a)) < Ex(up(N, 0, a),un (N, 6,a))
< (un(M\ 0, @), aRgptn) < c(n)Y 7Y |||y . (4.9)

Let us fix a sequence {ax} C (0,00) such that ay oo and set

k
Z (z; N, 0, ).

By (4.9) and Mazur’s theorem we may assume that Sg(u,(:; A, 6, ar)) = un(-; A, 0) in
E. Therefore by [9, Lemma 5.1.1] and Remark 4.1 there exists a subsequence (still
denoted by (k)) such that Si(un(X,0,ar)) — up(A,0) quasi-uniformly as k& — oco. It
is an elementary check that ayRa, (itn) — pn weakly in Séo) as k — oo. So, again by
Mazur’s theorem we may assume that Sy (o Ra, tin) — ftn strongly in S(()O). Therefore
by Lemma 4.4, up to a subsequence we have

Sk (un(x; A, 0, )

MH

(57~ (un (A, 0, k) - 0, Sk (g Ry in)) — (ul (X, 0) - 0, ) (4.10)
as k — oo. By [18, Theorem 1],

E(SY (un (.0, 01)), S22 (un(2, 0, 1))
< cp(S7 7 (un (N, 0, 01)), Sk Ry (ptn) - 0). (4.11)

From this and (4.10) we conclude that sup,,>; HSg/z(un()\,H,ozk))Hg < 00, which im-

plies that, up to subsequence, {Si/ 2(un()\,9,ak))} is weakly convergent in £ to some
v € D.[&]. Since by [9, Lemma 5.1.1] and Remark 4.1 strong, up to a subsequence,
convergence in & implies quasi-uniform convergence, by standard reasoning we get

v = uﬁﬂ()\,e). Therefore by (4.10) and [18, Theorem 1],
ECut/>(0,0), 2> (X.0)) < limint £(SP (un (X, 0, 1)), 57 (un (A, 0, 0)))
<e¢p li&gf(sﬁ_l(un(& 0,ax)), Sk(axReay (1)) - 0)
= cp(uh ™ (X, 0) - 0, pn) < cp(u ™ (N, 0) - 0, ). (4.12)

Let us choose 0; € D(A) such that 0 < §; <1 and 6, /1. For instance, one can take
¢, = [Rjef,, where ef, is the equilibrium function for the set Fj (see [9, Chapter 2]) and
{F;} is defined at the beginning of the proof. From (4.6) and the fact that

¢
u(:n):Em/ dAl', z€eE
0
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one can deduce that
n 7 bl é bl 1 1 l n ) 9
un(x; N, 0;) < u llm )\lmnlm un(x; X, 0;) = u(z)

for q.e. x € E. This when combined with (4.12) and the assumptions of the proposition
gives the desired result. g

Theorem 4.6. Assume that u is a solution of (1.1).
(i) If p e S(()g) then u € L*°(E;m) and
lulloo < ea(y + D)YOFV | Ryl ZLOFD.
(i) If p € MG,(E) then w2 € D €] and
[uOFD2 3 < e(v)eallllrv.

Proof. (i) By the very definition of the space S(()(O)), Ru € L*(E;m). By the Meyer-
Tanaka formula and (1.2),

¢
W) < (v + DE, /0 g (X2) dAY < (v + 1) Ru(w),

from which the desired estimate immediately follows.
(ii) Let us put v = g(u) - w and p=1++. Then p > 1 and

_ _ 1
/ wP~ldy < Cz/ w5 dp = o |pllrv
E E u

By the above estimate and Proposition 4.5, w(r /2 ¢ D.[€] and there exists ¢(y) > 0
such that

(D2 0 D/2) < () / W dv < esely) - iz,
E

which completes the proof. O
Example 4.7. Let (£, D[£]) be the form defined by (7.5) with A = A%/2 for some
a € (0,2] and bounded domain D C R¢.

(i) We first give two examples of p € S(()g). Assume that d > a. By [9, Example 2.2.1],
if p € S and
1

sup | ———— p(dy) < o©

xED/D‘m_y’d @ ( )
then p € S(()(o))' For instance, if p = f-m and f € LP(D;m) with p > d/a then
f-me Ség). Now, let @ = 2 and let u denote the Riemannian volume measure on some
(d — 1) dimensional submanifold ¥ of D. Then extending i by zero to the whole D we

get 1 € S(()g) (see [1, Example iv]). In both cases, by Theorem 4.6(i), the solution u of
(1.1) bounded.

(ii) Let « € (0,2 Ad). By [9, Theorem 4.4.4, Eq. (1.5.19)], D.[€] = Hg‘/Z(D), where
Hg/2(D) = {u € L*(R%;dz);u =0 on R*\ D and / [a(z)||z|* dx < oo}
R4
and 4 denotes the Fourier transform of u. Therefore if u € ./\/laf , and u is a solution of

(1.1) then w0172 ¢ Hg‘/Z(D).
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5 Stability: General results I
In Sections 5-7 we study stability of solutions of the problem

—Aup = g(un) - ftn,  up >0 (5.1)

under different assumptions on the convergence of measures i, and the limit measure
. It is known that each measure p € Mj admits a unique decomposition of the form

1= fd + fie, (5.2)

where pg € Moy, e € My and p.LCap. The measure pq is called the diffuse part of
1, whereas . the concentrated part of u.

In the present section we prove some general results on stability in case p. # 0.
Then in Section 6 we investigate the case where p is smooth, i.e. p. = 0. Finally,
in Section 7 we turn back to the case u. # 0 but we assume that p, are of the form
Hn = Ji/n * ft, Where j is some mollifier, and that A corresponds to some form & on
L?(D;dzx) with D C R,

Lemma 5.1. Let {u,} be a sequence of excessive functions on E such that u, — 0, m-
a.e. Then there exists a subsequence (n') C (n) such that u, — 0 g.e.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that u, < 1, n > 1. Let (n’) C (n)
be such that Y, /-, [puy dr < oo (for the definition of 7 see Section 2). Let E\ B =
{z € E; uy(x) — 0} and let F' be a compact subset of E such that K C B. Then

P.(Dp < () < P(limsup u,(Xp,) > 0) = 0.

n/—o00

Indeed, since u,, is an excessive function,

Pr(un(Xpy) > ) < e By (X)) < / wpy dir.
E
Therefore u,/ (Xp,) — 0, Pr-a.e. by the Borel-Cantelli lemma. Hence Cap(F') = 0 by
[19, Theorem IV.5.28]. Since F' C B was arbitrary, Cap(B) = 0. O

Let us recall that a sequence {u,} of Radon measures on E converges to some
Radon measure on E in the narrow topology if [ f un(dz) — [ f p(dz) for every
bounded continuous f : £ — R. If the last convergence holds true for every continuous
f having compact support then we say that {u} converges to p in the vague topology.

Proposition 5.2. Assume that (€, D|E]) satisfies Meyer’s hypothesis (L) and g satisfies
(1.2) with v =1. Let p € M; be such that pLCap and let {u,} C ./\/l("{b be a sequence
such that sup,~1 |||V < 0o and p, — p in the narrow topology. If u, is a solution
of the problem (5.1) then there exists a subsequence (still denoted by (u,)) such that
u, — 0 q.e.

Proof. Let € > 0. Since (€, D[€]) is regular, there exists . € D[] N C.(E) such
that

0< . <1, ogé(l—we)dugs, Ee,e) < (5.3)
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(see [9, Lemma 2.2.7]). By Theorem 4.6 and [15, Propositions 2.4, 2.11], u,, € D.[£] and
there exists a subsequence (still denoted by (n)) such that {u,} is convergent m-a.e.
and weakly in D,[€] to some function u € D.[€]. Since u,, € D.[£],

5(%,77) = (7779(71%) : Nn)

for every n € D[] N BT (E). For arbitrary but fixed k > 0 set

n= Tk(un)(l - ¢€) = Tk(un) - weTk(un) € De[g]a

where T}, is the truncature operator, i.e. Tx(y) = ((—k) Vy) Ak, y € R. Then

E(tn, Ti(un) (1 —e)) = (Th(un) (1 — ¥e), g(un) - pn)
§C2/Ewdﬂn SC2/E(1_7/}8)d,U*n-

Unp

Also
5(un, Tk(un)(l - ¢€)) = 5(un, Tk(un)) - g(un, Tk(un)we)

Since (£, D[€]) is a Dirichlet form, it is Markovian. Hence
E(Th(un), Ti(un)) < E(un, Ti(un))

for n > 1 and consequently,
(T (), Thl1) < €2 [ (1= 62) dpn + €, Telun))

Since u,, is a potential,

g(um Tk(un)¢€) < k«'g(um ¢€)

Therefore

E(un, Ty (un)00e) < kv/E(tn,un) - VEWe, ) < ke \/E(un, un).

By Theorem 4.6, ¢ := sup,,>1 \/&(un, u,) < co. Hence

E(Th(un), Th(un)) < 3 [Ea o) dpig + ke 2.

Letting n — oo in the above inequality and using (5.3) we obtain
E(Th(u), Ty (u)) < cae + kee'/?

Since k,e > 0 were arbitrary, u = 0. The result now follows from Lemma 5.1. O

Let T € T and A € Fp. Write

ne={ TN

It is well known (see [22, Section II1.2]) that Th € T.
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Lemma 5.3. If u € D.[E] then uw € D and for every {T,,} C T such that T,, /T >,
uw(Xp,) =0, P-a.s.
for qe. x € E.

Proof. Let A = {w € Q : T),(w) < ¢(w),n > 1}. Then A € Fr because A =
Ny>11Tn < ¢} and {T}, < ¢} € Fr, N Fe C Fr. Also observe that T' = Ty A The and
that T} is predictable. Since u™,u~ € D[], we may assume that u > 0. Let v € D[]
be an excessive function such that v > u q.e. (for the existence of such function see [19,

Theorem 1.2.6]). By [9, Theorems 2.2.1, 5.1.1] there exists a positive measure p € Sé )

such that
=F, / dA} (5.4)

for q.e. x € E. By the strong Markov property,

¢ ¢
v(XT,) :/ dAff—/ dM;, P,-as.
T AC TaN¢

for q.e x € E, where

¢
M, = Ex(/ dA;f\ft> —u(Xp), t>0.
0

By (5.4), v € D. Consequently, u € D. Since A" is continuous,

¢
/ dA — 0, P.-as.
TaAC

for q.e. z € E. Moreover,
¢
/ dM, — AMclA = AMr1p = AMp, 15, Py-as.
T AC

for q.e. @ € E. Since the filtration (F;);>0 is quasi-left continuous, every martingale
with respect to it has only totally inaccessible jumps (see, e.g., [9, Theorem A.3.6]).
Hence AMr, 15 =0, P,-a.s. since T is predictable. This proves the lemma. O

The next general stability result will play an important role in the proof of Theorem
7.1, which in turn is used in the proof of our main Theorem 7.3 on existence of solutions
of (1.1) with general bounded Borel measure on the right-hand side. Perhaps it is also
appropriate to make here the following general comments.

In most papers devoted to stability of solutions of semilinear equations with measure
data the following equation

—Au = f(z,u)+p (5.5)

is considered. Let {u,} be an approximation of a nonnegative measure y in the narrow
topology and let u, be a solution of (5.5) with p replaced by p,. Usually the limit u of
{un} depends on the form of the approximation of u (see [20]). To be more precise, the
limit u solves (5.5) with u replaced by some nonnegative Borel measure x4, depending

21



on {j,}, such that pu# < p (u* is called the reduced limit of {u,}). The question
naturally arises whether similar phenomenon takes place in case of equations of the
form (1.1). In [3] it is observed that in the particular case of equation (1.1) with
A=A, g satisfying (1.2) with v > 1 and singular u (i.e. = p.) we have that u, — 0
for any approximation of p by uniformly bounded measures pu,, such that p,, — pin the
narrow topology. In different words, for any approximation of y in the limit equation
the whole singular part of u disappear. We do not know whether similar result holds
true for any v > 0 and/or general Dirichlet operator A. However, in Theorem 5.4
below we are able to prove a related result for general A and bounded measure. It says
that the limit function u satisfies an equation with a measure v on the right-hand side
which is always smooth independently on the approximation of u. But let us stress
that Theorem 5.4 does not imply the result of [3], because even in case u = u, we do
not know whether v = 0. It is also worth mentioning that in Theorem 5.4 we consider
the convergence in the vague topology.

In the proof of Theorem 5.4 we will need the following additional notation. For
every open set U C E we write

D.yl]={ue€ D.[E]:u=0q.e. on E\U}.

It is known (see [9, Theorems 4.4.3, 4.4.4]) that the pair (£, D. 7[€]) is again a regular

transient symmetric Dirichlet form. By {RY,a > 0} we denote the resolvent associated

with (£, D¢,y [€]). For a compact set F' C U we denote by e¥. the equilibrium function

associated with (€, D y[€]) and F. By [9, Theorem 2.1.5], €% is quasi-continuous and
Y =1qe onF, 0<el<1qe, e%¢eD.yll]cCDIE].

The last property implies that e% =0q.e. on £\ U.

Theorem 5.4. Assume that (€, D[E]) satisfies Meyer’s hypothesis (L). Let u € M,
{pn} C M(J)tb be such that sup,>i ||pnllTv < 0o and p, — p vaguely. Let u, be a
solution of (5.1) and let vy, = g(uy) - pn. Then

(i) {vn} is tight in the vague topology and its each limit point v belongs to R,

(ii) if v — v vaguely for some subsequence (n') C (n) then there is a further subse-
quence (n") C (n') such that up» — u, m-a.e., where u is a solution of

—Au = .

Proof. Since u, is a solution of (5.1), it is quasi-continuous, u, € D and by the
Markov property there is a martingale additive functional M"™ of X such that

¢ ¢
U (X,) = /t o) (X,) dA™ — /t dM", te[0,C], Pras.

for q.e. z € E. By the Meyer-Tanaka formula,
¢ ¢
GO+ [ AR =01 [ gl (6 dae
t t

¢
—(v+ 1)/ ul(X,—)dM', te€]0,(], Ppas.
t

22



for some increasing process K7 such that K = 0. Therefore by (1.2),

¢
G et DE( [ darIR), ted, Pras (50)
0

for q.e. z € E. In particular, for every 8 € S(()g),

/E () dB(2) < ea(y + V)| RBlsolinllzv- (5.7)

Observe that C
up(x) = Ex/ dAY"
0

for q.e. x € E. Therefore from (5.7) it follows that for every 8 € S(()(O)),

sup [ RBdv, = sup/ up df < oco. (5.8)
n>1JE n>1JE

Let K C E be a compact set. By [9, Lemma 2.2.6], ex = RSk for some fx € S((]g),
where e is the equilibrium function for K. Since e is positive and ex(x) = 1 q.e.
on K, we conclude from (5.8) that {v,} is tight in the vague topology. Let v denote a
limit point of {v,}. By (5.6) and [5, Lemma 6.1], for every ¢ € (0,1) we have

+1)? ¢ q
E,su u%ﬁﬂ) X)) < ch Ex/ dAkm
tzlo) ( t)_2(1—Q)< 0 t>

for g.e. x € E. It follows that for every § € S((]g) such that S(E) =1,

a v+ 1)¢ ¢ 2\ 4 v+ 1)1
By suplun (01" < ST (5 [*aar) < UL sy 59)
>0 1—-g¢ 0 l—g¢q
where a = ¢(y + 1). By Theorem 4.6,
sup E(u /2 4 0HD/2) < oo, (5.10)

n>1
By [7, Lemma 94, page 306] there exists a subsequence (still denoted by (n)) such that
Up — U, M-a.e., (5.11)

where u is an excessive function. By (5.10), u*t1/2 ¢ D [£]. Therefore by Lemma 5.3,
uHtD/2(X7 ) — 0 for every sequence {T},} of stopping times such that T, * T > (.
This implies that for q.e. x € E,

u(Xp,) =0, Pyas. (5.12)

A key step in showing that v is smooth is the proof that u is a potential. We first prove
the last property in the simpler case where (1.2) is satisfied for some v > 1. Since
u(tD/2 € D[£], it belongs to D by Lemma 5.3. Therefore by (5.12),

Eau0t2(Xp ) =0
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for gq.e. z € E. From this we conclude that if v > 1 then for q.e. x € E,
(Bou(Xr, )02 < B,u0 02X, ) 0, (5.13)

so if (1.2) with v > 1 is satisfied then w is a potential. Now we turn to the case
~v € (0,1). It is perhaps worth explaining why it differs from the case v > 1. To show
that w is a potential we have to know that E,u(X7,) — 0. This may be concluded
from (5.12) if u € D. Unfortunately, the last assertion cannot be concluded from the
fact u(7+1)/2 € DIE] when (1.2) is satisfied with v € (0,1). Now we give an alternative
way to prove that v € D. It is independent of the value of v > 0. For x € E write

)\g = 5{1,} 9] Ra.

Since (€, D[€]) satisfies Meyer’s hypothesis (L), AY < m for every x € E . Moreover,
since wu, is a quasi-continuous excessive function, aRyup(z) < u,(z) for q.e € E.
From this and (5.11) it follows that for q.e. z € E,

lim inf u, (z) > liminf aRyup (z) = liminf [ owu,(y)As (y) m(dy)

n—o00 n—o00 n—o0 E
> / au(y) A% (y) m(dy) = aRqu(z). (5.14)
E

Since u**t1)/2 € D[], u is quasi-continuous. Hence aRyu(z) / u(z) for q.e. = € F as
a / 0o. Therefore (5.14) implies that

lim inf u, (z) > u(z) (5.15)

n—oo

for q.e. z € E. By the above, for q.e. x € E we have
u®(Xy) < liminfus(X;), t>0, Pgas.
n—oo

Hence

supu®(Xy) < supliminf u)) (X;) < lim inf sup u;, (X¢).
t>0 t>0 n—o0 n—o0 t>0

By Fatou’s lemma,

Egsupu®(X;) < liminf Egsup u, (X¢) < sup Egsup u, (X¢),
>0 n—oo >0 n>1 >0

so by (5.9),

1)4
Egsupu®(X;) < cgm

IRBIIL (sup [|1nllFy)
t>0 —q n>1

for every 8 € Ség) such that B(F) = 1. Since o > 1, we get in particular that u € D.
Therefore by (5.12), for q.e. = € E,
ExU(XTn) —0

for every {T,,} C T such that T,, /T > ¢, which implies that u is a potential. Therefore
by [2, Theorem IV.4.22] and [9, Theorem 5.1.4] there exists a smooth measure 7 such
that

u(x) = E, /0C dAY (5.16)
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for q.e. x € E. Let § € S(()(o))- Then by (5.7), (5.15) and [6, Theorem 26, page 28] there
exists v € L'(E; B) such that

/ |up, —v|dB — 0.
E

By (5.10), (5.11) and the Banach-Saks theorem,

u?—l—...—l—u;{
n

—u? in (€, D.[E])

as n — oo. By this and [9, Theorem 2.1.4] we may assume that the above convergence
holds qg.e. Hence

ol 0
U, +...+u
4—)117, [B-a.e.

From this we easily deduce that v = u, S-a.e. Consequently,
(RB,vn) — (RB, D). (5.17)
By Dynkin’s formula (see [9, (4.4.3)]) and [9, Section 2.3], for every open U C E,
RYB = Rf — R(B)p\v-

where (3)p\v is the sweeping out of 3 on E'\ U. Since R(8)p\y < R, we have that
B)ew € S(()(o)) because by [16, Lemma 5.4], (8)p\v(E) < B(E). Therefore from (5.17)
it follows that

(RYB,vn) = (RY, 7). (5.18)
Let I = {F C E : F-compact, v(0F) = 0}. Then II is a m-system and o(II) = B(E).
For F € Il let F. = {x € E; dist(x, F') < €}. Since E is locally compact, there exists
e > 0 such that F is relatively compact. By [9, Lemma 2.2.6] and comments following

it, el = RT3 for some 8 € S((]g), so by (5.18) we have
7(Fy) > (eks,7) > lim inf v, (IntF) > v(IntF) = v(F).

Since € > 0 can be made arbitrarily small, it follows that v(F) > v(F') for F' € II. On
the other hand, again by (5.18),

D(F) < (efr,7) < limsup v, (F2) < v(F).
n—0
Hence v(F) < v(F), F € II. Therefore v(F) = v(F) for F' € II, which implies that
v=v. O

6 Stability: General results 11

In the further study of stability an important role will be played by a new type of
convergence of measures of the class R, which we define below. Since this convergence

is related to the uniform convergence of associated additive functionals, we will denote

it by uAl,
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Definition. Let p,,pu € R. We say that u, uAF, w if for every sequence (n’) C (n)
there exists a further subsequence (n”) C (n') such that

lim B sup |Af — A¥| =0

n'’—oo t>0

for qe. z € F.

Proposition 6.1. Assume that (£, D[E]) satisfies hypothesis (L). Let pn,pn € R and
let un,u be solutions of
—Aup = pp, —Au=p. (6.1)

If udF, W then there exists a subsequence (still denoted by (uy)) such that u, — u
quasi-uniformly.

Proof. By the assumption, up to a subsequence we have

E,sup |A}" — A =0 (6.2)
>0

for q.e. € E. By (6.1) and the definition of a solution,

sup |up (Xy) — uw(Xy)| < sup B, (sup |Abn — AR||F).
>0 >0 >

From this and [5, Lemma 6.1], for every ¢ € (0,1) we have
1
Eysup u, (X;) — u(Xe)]9 < ——(E, sup]A”" Al))e.
>

>0 1—g¢q

By (6.2), for q.e. € E the right-hand side of the above inequality converges to zero
as n — oo, which by Remark 4.1 completes the proof. O

Lemma 6.2. Let u be a quasi-continuous function. Then
lim Cap({u > k}) =0.
k—o0

Proof. Let {F,} be a nest such that u is continuous on F,, for every n > 1. Since
(€, D[€]) is a regular Dirichlet form, the capacity Cap generated by (€, D[€]) is tight
(see [19, Remark 1V.3.2]), i.e. there exists a nest {F,} of compact subsets of E such
that Cap(E \ F},) — 0 as m — oo. By subadditivity of the capacity Cap,

Cap(u > k) < Cap(E \ E,) + Cap(E \ F,) + Cap(F, N E,,u > k).

Since F,, N Fm is compact and w is continuous on F},, u is bounded on F;, N Fm. Hence
Cap(F, N Fyp, u > k) — 0 as k — 0o. The other two terms converge to zero by the
definition of the nest. a

Theorem 6.3 below will play a key role in the proof of our main result on existence
of solutions of (1.1) with general p € My (Theorem 7.3). It is worth pointing out that
Theorem 6.3 is new even in case A = A.
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Theorem 6.3. Assume that (€, D[E]) satisfies (£.7) and Meyer’s hypotheses (L). Let
1 € Mg, be nontrivial and let {uun} C Mg, be a sequence such that sup,s ||ty <

oo and fin uAF, . If un,u are solutions of
—Aup = g(up) - pon, up >0, —Au=g(u)-u, u>0 (6.3)

with g satisfying (H) then there exists a subsequence (still denoted by (u,)) such that
Up — U q.e.
Proof. Let g1(u) = g(u) A1, u > 0, and let w,, be a solution of the problem

_Awn =01 (wn),ufna Wy, > 0.

By Proposition 3.2, w, < u, q.e. and w, < v, q.e., where
¢

vp(z) = Em/ dA", x€eE.
0

Put C
U(m):Ex/ dA}, z €E.
0

By Proposition 6.1, up to a subsequence, v,, — v quasi-uniformly. By the Meyer-Tanaka
formula and (1.2), for k > ci/y we have

C1

¢
wW@)ANk>E, [ 1, X)) —— A1)dAar
wp(z) Nk > /0 {wn<k} t)<w;{(Xt) > t

C

- Wn < = x vn < .
{ = } k'\/ t k,fy { = } t

Let {F,,} be a nest such that v, — v uniformly on F,, for every m > 1. For ¢ > 0 let
us choose n(e,m) so that |v,(x) — v(z)| < e for x € F,, and n > n(e, m). Then

¢
C
wn(x) Nk > k’_}yEx/o 1Fm(Xt)1{v§k—€}(Xt) dAéL"

Let n > 0 be such that Rp < 1. Write C}", = F;, N{v < k — ¢} and () =

Tom
E; | e n(X;)dt. Then . € D[E] and . < 1 q.e., ni". =0 q.e. on E\C",. Hence
for n > n(e,m),

¢
c
wp(x) Nk > k—f{Em/O Mo (Xt) dAY"

for q.e x € E. By [19, Theorem IV.5.28] P, (limy ;00 Tom < () =0for qee. x € E.
Hence |

¢
Nhe(T) / Em/ n(Xy)dt >0, for qe. x€FE. (6.4)
0

Let
¢ ¢
" (2) = E, /O LX) dAR @) = E, /O i (X) dAY.
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Then for n > n(e,m),

0< ;;fa(x)l% < un(z) Ak

for q.e. z € E. By the assumptions, up to a subsequence,

lim F, sup|/ Nie(Xr) d(A™ — A)| =0 (6.5)

n—o0 >0

for q.e. z € E. By [5, Lemma 6.1],

t

1 q
Basup [071.(X0) =y (X017 < 7= (Besup| | (X dag — )]
t>0 t>0

This together with (6.5) and Remark 4.1 shows that up to a subsequence,
me — Y7 quasi-uniformly as n — oo. (6.6)

Therefore for every € > 0, m > 1 there exists a nest {F =™ j > 1} such that Upe
" uniformly on FJ for every j > 1. By [T, Lemma 94 page 306] there ex1sts a
subsequence (still denoted by (n)) such that {u,} converges m-a.e. Now we will show
that one can choose a subsequence such that {u,} converges q.e. To this end, for a > 0
set 1 1
By = {wn = =} N F, —{ T2 - = N NFT
and
DI, = AT\ (B AT,

where (E\ A7'.)" is the set of regular points for £\ A7’ (see [9]) and j(g,m) is such
that Cap(E \ F6 o ) < ¢g/m. It is known that Dy, is the fine interior of Apl.. Then

By™ D AL

A n(m,e)

D . . .
and {p, %, t > 0} is a strongly continuous semigroup on L?(D™;

=i ™M), where

Dy,
P u(e) = Bou(X) Lyarpy @ € DY

By the probabilistic definition of a solution of (6.3) we have
t/\TDm
n(2) — Baten(Xinrpy )| = B / (1) (X,) dAB

t/\TD{zns 1 t/\TDm
< 62/ ——(X,)dAk < C2a7/ dAk™,
0 0

|, |7

Hence t

lim sup |u,(z) — E un(Xt,\TDm )| <ey-a” lim supE, [ dAR™.
=0T p>1 =0t n>1 0

Since py, uAF, 1, for every § > 0 there exists ng € N such that for every ¢t > 0,
t t
|Ex/ dAk» —Em/ dAY| <0, n > ny.
0 0
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Therefore

t
lim sup |u, (z) — Ezun(Xiarpm )| < c2a” lim sup E, dAk»

t—0F p>1 =0t n>1 0
< coa” lim sup(d + E,AY) = coa’.
t—0t n>1

Since § > 0 was arbitrary, we get

lim sup |un(z) — Ezun(Xiarpm )| = 0. (6.7)

=0T p>1 a,e
By the definition of the set (£ \ A7.)",

Pm(TD;’fE > 0) =1, =xe€ DZ?&‘ (68)

By the Tanaka-Meyer formula and (1.2), for every stopping time 7 we have

OH(X) < el + y)Em(/OC dAfj”|}'T). (6.9)

It is clear that the family {A’Z"} is uniformly integrable under P, for q.e. x € FE.

Therefore the family {E,( foc dA}™|F;),n > 1} is uniformly integrable under P,, and
hence for fixed 7 € T the family {u,(X;),n > 1} is uniformly integrable under P, for
q.e. z € E. From this and (6.8) it follows that for every x € Dy,

lim Sup|E£BuTL(Xt/\TD;anE) - Emun(Xt)l{KTDm }| < lim Sup/{ }|un(XTDm )| = 0.
N a,e tZTDZ{LE a,e

=0t n>1 =0t n>1

As a result,
lim sup |uy, (z) — pf)“’sun(az)] =0 q.e. on D). (6.10)
t—0 n>1 ’

By (6.9),

uy (@) < a1+ 7)va(@) (6.11)

for q.e. x € E. Since {v,} converges quasi-uniformly, there exists a nest, and we may
assume that it is {F},}, such that {u,} is uniformly bounded on Fj for every k > 1.
Therefore by [15, Theorem 2.2, Proposition 2.4, {u,} has a subsequence (still denoted
by (n)) such that {u,} is convergent and its limit is finite for q.e. = € Dg’.. Let
a, /' oo and let A, = A" D, = D" 1. By F let us denote the fine

a7l7(2a7l)71 ’ a7l7(2an)7

support of p. Since p is nontrivial, Cap(F') > 0. Therefore by (6.4) there exist ng such
that Cap(n;‘g ~, ,F)>0. Since (£, D[£]) satisfies (£.7), we have
) ang
Visay-1 >0, n=>ng qe.
Therefore, by (6.6) and Lemma 6.2,

Cap(w:f’@an)fl <al) < Cap(wz?@ano),l <a;') =0, n— oo
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Since {4, } is a nest, it follows that

li_}rn Cap(F\ A,) = lim E, e fp(Xy)dt =0, (6.12)

n—o0 DE\An

the first equality being a consequence of [19, Theorem IV.5.28]. By [19, Theorem
IV.5.28] again and [19, Lemma V.2.19],
Cap(E\ D,) = E, e to(Xy)dt (6.13)
Dg\p,

for n > 1. Without loss of generality we may assume that the sequence {A,} is
increasing, and consequently that {D,} is increasing, for otherwise we can replace
{A,} by {A,.}, where A,, = U_, Ay, and consider D,, = A, \ (E\ 4,,)" in place of D,,.
Therefore by (6.12), Pr(limy, 0o D\ 4, < ¢) = 0. Since for every B € B(E),

op=Dp on{Dp >0}, (6.14)
we deduce from (6.12) that
Py( lim 74, < ¢) = 0. (6.15)

By [24, Proposition 10.6],
TA, =TD,, Pr-as.

Hence Pr(limy, o0 7p, < ¢) = 0 and by (6.14), Pr(lim, 0o Dp\p, < ¢) = 0. This and
(6.13) show that
li_l)n Cap(E \ D,) = 0. (6.16)

We have proved that for every m > 1 there exists a subsequence (still denoted by (n))
such that {u,} converges q.e. and its limit is finite q.e. on D,,. Therefore by (6.16)
one can find a further subsequence (still denoted by (n)) such that {u,} converges q.e.
and its limit is finite q.e. on E. Let w = lim,,_,o uy q.e. Since {u,} is q.e. convergent,

sup B A" = sup up(z) < oc.
n>1 n>1

Therefore by [12, Section 4] the sequence {u,(X)} is uniformly S-tight under P, for
qe. x € E. Tt is also clear that for every ¢t > 0, u,(X;) — w(X;) in probability P,
for q.e. x € E. Therefore by [11, Theorem 1], the definition of the sets {Aj}’.} and the
Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem,

TAm TA'HL
B, / g(un)(Xy) dAM — B, / (w)(X;) AV (6.17)

as n — oo for q.e. x € K. Moreover, since u, — w q.e.,
Un(Xrym ) = w(Xrym ), Poas. (6.18)

for q.e. © € E. By the definition of a solution of (6.3),

TAG e
’LLn(Xt) = E:BUTL(XTA”GWE) + Em/ g(un)(Xt) dAém
’ 0
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for q.e. « € E. By the above, (6.17) and (6.18),

TAng
w(@) = Bao(Xeyy ) + B / g(w)(Xy) dA" (6.19)
' 0

for q.e. x € E. By (6.11), w is a potential. Therefore replacing A}, in (6.19) by Ay,

letting n — oo and using (6.15) we obtain

¢
wle) = Ex [ gw)(X) df

0

for q.e. z € E. By uniqueness, w = u. O

Proposition 6.4. Let ju,, n € Moyp. If ||ppn — pl|ry — 0 then py udF, L.
Proof. Let up(z) = E; A7, u(v) = E, Ay By [5, Lemma 6.1], for every ¢ € (0, 1),

1 ¢ N
By sup |un (Xy) — u(X)]9 < —(Em/ dal m)
>0 1—gq o

for q.e. x € E, where |u" — u| stands for the total variation of the measure p,, — . Let

B e S(()g) be such that S(E) = 1. Then from the above inequality we conclude that for
every g € (0,1),

1 ¢ AN 1
B sup un (X0) — u(X0|* < 1 (B [ dal" )" < Ryl -
>0 1—gq 0 1—q

By Remark 4.1 there exists a subsequence (still denoted by (n)) such that u, — u
quasi-uniformly. Therefore the proposition follows from Proposition 4.3. a

The following proposition answers the question raised in [3, Remark 3.6].

Theorem 6.5. Assume that g satisfies (H). Let {u,} C R be nontrivial, {v,} C M,
and let un, v, denote solutions of the problems

—Auy = g(up) - pn, up >0, —Av, = g(vp) - (Un + ), vy > 0.

. AF
If w, — 0 in the topology of m-a.e. convergence, sup,>, ||[vn|rv < 0o and vy ~—— v

for some nontrivial v € M;{b then v, — v in the topology of m-a.e. convergence, where
v 18 a solution of
—Av=g)-v, v>0. (6.20)

Proof. By Proposition 3.2, u,, < v, so by monotonicity of g,

¢ ¢
B, /0 9(0a) (X) dAI™ < B, /0 9t (X2) dAP™ =y ().

By the assumptions of the proposition, up to a subsequence,
¢
E, / g(va) (X2) dAE™ 5 0 (6.21)
0

31



as n — oo for m-a.e. x € K. Let w, be a solution of
—Aw, = g(wy) - Vp, wy > 0.

By the Meyer-Tanaka formula,
(@)~ va(@)| < B / sen(wn — va) (X0)(g(wn)(Xe) — 9(v) (X)) dAV
- E, / sgn(wn — va)g(v,)(X,) AL
<E, /O 9(0n)(X,) dAL".

By the above estimate and (6.21), up to a subsequence we have |wy, — v,| — 0, m-a.e.
Since sup,,>1 ||vn|lTv < oo, applying Theorem 6.3 shows that, up to a subsequence,
wy, — v, m-a.e., which completes the proof. O

Proposition 6.6. Let g, {un} satisfy the assumptions of Theorem 6.5 and uy,v, be
as in Theorem 6.5, with {v,} C M{, such that |[v, — v|ry — 0 for some nontrivial

Ve Mgb. Then v, — v in the topology of m-a.e. convergence.

Proof. Follows from Proposition 6.4 and Theorem 6.5. a

We close this section with some results showing that {su,} C Mg is “locally equid-
iffuse” if it converges in the uAF sense. These results will not be needed later on in
our study of stability of solutions of (5.1). However, we find them interesting and we
think that they shed a new light on the nature of the convergence in the uAF sense.

Let us recall that a family {yu;,t € T} C Mgy is called equidiffuse if for every e > 0
there exists § > 0 such that for every A € B(E), if Cap(A4) < § then |u|(A) < e for
every t € T.

Proposition 6.7. Assume that (£, DI[E]) satisfies (£.7). Let p, j1, € Moy, be such that

AF
Sup,,>1 [|pnllry < 0o and pn 25 . Then there exists a bounded excessive function

1 € D[] such that n > 0 and the family {n - p,} is equidiffuse.

Proof. By Proposition 6.1, if u,,u are defined by (6.1) then, up to a subsequence,
u, — w quasi-uniformly. It follows that there exists a nest {Fj} such that for every
k> 1,
sup sup up(x) < 0. (6.22)
n>1xeFy
Since m is a smooth measure, there exists a nest {F},} such that ||R1 7, |l < 00 and

m(F,) < oo for n > 1. Therefore there exists a closed set F such that 7 := R1p > 0,
|IR1Fp|lco < 00, m(F) < co and F C Fy, for some k > 1. It is clear that 7 is excessive
and n € D.[€]. Let 8 := 1p - m. Then for every B € B(E),

¢ ¢
/ Ud/tn = RlF d,un = EB/ lB(Xt) dAf" S Eﬁ dAf". (6.23)
B B 0 Dp
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The family {A“ "} is uniformly integrable under the measure Pg. To see this, let us
first observe that by (6.22),

Sup/|un )|? B(d) —sup/|un dx) < oo.

n>1 n>1

Since u,, — u, m-a.e., it follows that
EﬁAg" = / da: — / EBAM.

On the other hand, since puy, uAF, 1, A‘g” — Aé‘ in measure Pg, which proves that
{Ag”} is uniformly integrable under Pg. The uniform integrability implies that

lim Eﬁ Sup |Afm — Al = 0. (6.24)

n—oo

Suppose that, contrary to our claim, the family {n - u,} is not equidiffuse. Then there
exist € > 0 and a sequence {Bj} of Borel subsets of E such that Cap(By) — 0 and
SUp,,>1 ka ndpy, > €, k > 1. Then by Theorem 1V.5.28 and Lemma 2.19 in [19],

Pg(klim Dp, N¢ = ¢)=1.

—00

From this, (6.23) and (6.24) it follows that sup,,>, ka ndp, — 0 as k — oco. This leads
to the contradiction that {n - u,} is not equidiffuse. O

Corollary 6.8. Let {u,} be as in Proposition 6.7. If (€, D[E]) is strongly Feller then
for every compact K C E the family {1k - un} is equidiffuse.

Proof. Follows from the fact that every excessive function with respect to a strongly
Feller Dirichlet form is lower semi-continuous. a
7 Stability: Approximation of measures by mollification

In this section we assume that  is a nontrivial Borel measure on a subset E of R%. By
putting u(R?\ E) = 0 we may and will assume that p is a Borel measure on R?. We
study stability of solutions u, of (5.1) in case

where j.(7) = e~%j(e712) for x € RY £ > 0 and

{ cexp(py)s |2l <1,

i@ =1, 2] > 1

with ¢ > 0 chosen so that [, j(z)dx = 1. By (5.2), u, is a solution of the equation

—Aup, = g(un) - (]1/n * Hd +]1/n * fhe)- (7.2)

We shall show that for some class of operators Theorem 6.5 is applicable to (7.2). To
this end, we first consider the case ug = 0 in Theorem 7.1 below, and then we show
. AF
that jy /y, * ftd —— fd-
In the proof of the following theorem a key role is played by Theorem 5.4.
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Theorem 7.1. Assume that (€, D[E]) is a form on E C R? satisfying (£.7) and Meyer’s
hypothesis (L). Let pu € ./\/ll'f be a nontrivial measure such that pl Cap. Let u, denote
a solution of the problem

_Aun = g(un) “Un, Up > 0
with py, defined by (7.1). Then u,, — 0 in the topology of m-a.e. convergence asmn — co.

Proof. Let B € B(E) be such that Cap(B) = 0 and u(E \ B) = 0. Since p
is finite, there exists an increasing sequence {Fj} of closed subsets of E such that
w(B\ UrZy Fr) = 0. Let p% = 1p, - p, pk = jij * . Then p = limg_,o0 p¥ and
pin = limy_o0 p1F in the total variation norm. Without loss of generality we may assume
that ||u* — |7y < k7! for k > 1. Let v¥ = g(uk) - ¥, k,n > 1, where u? is a solution
of

—Auf = g(up) - py, up > 0.

By Theorem 5.4, for every sequence (n') there exists a subsequence (still denoted by

(n')) and a smooth measure v* such that v¥, — v* vaguely and u¥, — u*, m-a.e. as

n' — oo, where —AuF = v¥. For a closed set F C E and n > 1 write B(F,n) = {x €
E : dist(z, F) < 1/n}. By the properties of the vague convergence, for every n > 1 we
have

0 = lim inf vF(E\ B(Fy,n)) > v*(E\ B(F,n)).

n’'—oo

Since this holds for every n > 1, v*(E \ F},) = 0. Hence v* = 0, because Cap(F},) = 0
and ¥ is a smooth measure. As a consequence, u¥ = 0. By Proposition 3.2, u'ﬁl < Up.
By the Meyer-Tanaka formula, (H) and (1.2),

i) ~ (@7 (14 )B4 o) 050 42" — gla) (K )
= (0B [ o) (00 o) — g0 (X0
0 Bs [ oun) ()~ (X0 (@A — )
< (s [ o) (X0 @07 — a

¢
< +’y)czEx/ dAlm =l
0

Let g € S((]g). From the above inequality we conclude that

¢ ok
/E = k77 dB < (1+7)e2 By /0 AV < (14 y)ea| RBlloo - 11n — Il
< (1 +7)eal| RB ook ™.

Therefore for every 3 € 5(()8)7

/ U dff < / s — s dB + / uf dB < c(B, v, c)k " + / uyy .
E E E

E
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Letting n’ — oo and then k — oo in the above inequality we see that |’  Unr df — 0 for
every finite 5 € S((]g), which implies that, up to a subsequence, u,, — 0, m-a.e. a

In the rest of the section we confine ourselves to the class of forms defined below.
Let ¥ : R? — R be defined as

1
v(e) = 5(Baa) + [ (1= costa,) ) (73
where B is a d-dimensional nonnegative definite symmetric matrix and .J is a symmetric
Borel measure on RY\ {0} satisfying

||
—J(dr) < 0.
rav{0} 1+ |z

Consider the form (B, D[B]) on L*(R%; dz) defined as

{ B(u,v) = [pa @(2)0(2) () dz, (7.4)
D[B] = {u € L*(E;dx); Jga [a(z) |29 (z) dor < oo}, ’

where 4 stands for the Fourier transform of . It is well known (see [9, Example 1.4.1])
that (B, D[B]) is a symmetric regular Dirichlet form on L?(R?; dx).

An important example of 1 of the form (7.3) is 1(x) = ¢(|z|?), * € R%, where ¢ :
(0,00) — [0,00) is a Bernstein function, i.e. smooth function such that (—1)"D"¢ < 0
for n > 1. In this case the operator A associated with the form (B, D[B]) is equal to
#(A). For instance, A = A2 for ¢(x) = z*/? with « € (0,2].

It is well known (see [9, Example 1.4.1]) that if (B, D[B]) satisfies Meyer’s hypotheses
(L) then the a-Green function G,(+,-) has the property that

Ga(l‘,y) :Ga($—y), x,y GRd

for some real function G, defined on R?.
For an arbitrary open set D C R? let (€, D[E]) denote the part of (B, D[B]) on D,
ie.

D[] ={ue D[B] :u=0, maeonR\ D}, E(u,v)=Bu,v), u,ve D[E]. (7.5)

By [9, Theorems 4.4.3, 4.4.4], (£,D[£]) is a symmetric regular Dirichlet form on
L?(D;dz). For instance, if (B, D[B]) is defined by (7.4) with ¢(z) = |z|*® for some
a € (0,2] and Ap is the operator associated with (£, D[€]) then the solution of the
problem

—Apu=f

with f € L?(D;dz) may be interpreted as a solution of the Dirichlet problem
~A% = finD, wu(zr)=0forzecR\D.

Let us recall that in the whole paper we assume that the forms under consideration
satisfy (£.5), (£.6). We have already mentioned that the form defined by (7.5) satisfies
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(£.5), i.e. is regular. It is known, that it satisfies (£.6) if 1»~! is locally integrable on
RY (see [9, Example 1.5.2]).

For a given Hunt process X on F and an open set D C E we denote by XP the
Hunt process on D which is a part of the process X on D (see [9, Appendix A.2] for
details).

Proposition 7.2. Assume that (£, D[E]) defined by (7.5) satisfies Meyer’s hypothesis
(L). Let p € Moy and py, be defined by (7.1). Then pup, uAF, [L as n — 0o.

Proof. Let us first observe that the proof can be reduced to the case E = R%. This
follows from the fact that if X is a Hunt process associated with the form (&, D[£]) on
E =R% and if A* is an additive functional of X associated with a smooth measure
on D then

Al = Al t>0,

tATD?

where A is the additive functional of X associated with the measure i being the
extension of u to R? by putting zero on R?\ D.
Let u € D [€] and let u. = j. * u. Then

Eluerd) = [ (o) (o) - dla)do = [ [P (o) i o)i(o) do
< /R NP de = Ewu). (T6)

Observe that for every a > 0,

Rou(z) = y Gao(z —y)u(y) dy = (Go * u)(z). (7.7)
Hence
Rous = G x ue = Gy * (u*]s) = Je ¥ (Ga *u) = Je ¥ (Rau)-

In particular, for every u € D(A), je *u € D(A) and
—A(je x u) = je x (—Au). (7.8)
Assume that u € D(A) and write u, = ji, * u. Applying (7.8) gives
un — umlle = (—A(un — Um), up — Um) = (jl/n * (—Au) — jl/m * (—Au), up — um)
< 2| = Aull g2 |lun — wml| 2.
Hence u,, — u in €. Now assume that v € D[€]. Then by (7.6),

lun — ulle < |lun — jl/n * (aRqu)e + ”jl/n * (aRqu) — aRqulle + [[aRqu — ulle
< 2llaRau — ulle + |1 /n * (@Rau) — aRoule.

Letting n — oo and then v — oo we conclude from the above inequality that j ;,,xu — u
in £. Finally, assume that u € D.[€]. Then there exists a sequence {u*} C D[] such
that ||u* — ul|¢ — 0. Using once again (7.6) we obtain

lun = ulle = llun = jijm * uFlle + [1/n * u® = u"lle + flu—ule

< 2llu —uF|lg + [ljijn * u* — uFle.
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Letting n — oo and then k — oo shows that ji/, * u — u in €. Accordingly, for every
u € D[],
Jim*u—u iné&. (7.9)

Let € S(()O) and let u,,u be solutions of the problems
—Aup = Jijn * i, —Au=p. (7.10)
Then by (7.7),
u= Ry, up=R(ji/m* )= jim* (B
Since p € S(()O), Ry € D[&]. Therefore by (7.9),
lim |ju, — ulls = 0. (7.11)

n—oo
From this and [9, Lemma 5.1.1] it follows that for every a € (0,1) and 5 € S((]O),
lim Egsup |up(X:) — u(Xy)|* < e(a, B) li_)m lun, — ulle = 0. (7.12)
tZO n—oo

n—oo

Now let u,u, be solutions of (7.10) with € Myy. Let {Fj} be a nest such that
1p -p € S(()O) for k > 1, and let ¥, u”* be solutions of

_Aufz = jl/n * (1, - 1), —AuF = 1p, - . (7.13)
From the probabilistic interpretation of equations (7.10), (7.13) and calculations leading
to (5.9) it follows that for every 8 € S(()g) such that S(FE) =1 and every ¢ € (0, 1),

Ej sup b (X2) — un (Xe)|? < (g, B)|1F — pllrv,

Egsup u(X;) — u*(X0)|? < g, )" = plirv, (7.14)

where pf = 15, - u. For u € B(E) put |u|£%]p = Egsup;>q [u(X¢)|?. Then by (7.12) and
(7.14),
lq] )

. . k k k k
i — ull8h, < T (fun — b8, + ol — o5, + b — ufd,

sup sup sup
< 2¢(q, B) " — pllrv + lim Juf — ¥l
= 2¢(q, B)ll1* — pllzv.

Letting k& — oo shows that |u, — u|£[§p — 0. The desired result now follows from
Proposition 4.3. O

Combining Theorem 6.5 with Theorems 7.1 and 7.2 we get the following stability
result.

Theorem 7.3. Let (€, D[E]) be the form defined by (7.5) such that (£.7) and Meyer’s
hypothesis (L) are satisfied. Assume that g satisfies (H), p € My, pq is nontrivial and
by un,u denote solutions of the problems

—Au = g(u) - pg, u>0. (7.15)

Then uy, — u in the topology of m-a.e. convergence as n — Q.
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Proof. Follows from Theorem 6.5 applied to the sequences {u, = j; /n * e} and
{¥n = ji/n * pa}. The assumptions of Theorem 6.5 for {u,} are satisfied by Theorem
7.1, whereas the assumptions for {v,,} are satisfied thanks to Proposition 7.2. O

We see that in the limit equation (7.15) the whole concentrated part of u disappear.
This and the fact that (7.15) has a unique solution makes is legitimate to call u satisfying
(7.15) the solution of (1.1). With this definition in mind, Theorem 7.3 may be viewed
as an existence theorem for equation (1.1).
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