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KAC REGULAR SETS AND SOBOLEV SPACES IN GEOMETRY,
PROBABILITY AND QUANTUM PHYSICS

FRANCESCO BEI AND BATU GUNEYSU

ABSTRACT. Let 2 C M be an open subset of a Riemannian manifold M and let V :
M — R be a Kato decomposable potential. With Wol’z(M; V') the natural form domain
of the Schrédinger operator —A + V in L?(M), in this paper we study systematically the
following question: Under which assumption on € is the statement

for all f € Wy*(M;V) with f =0 a.e. in M \ Q one has f|o € Wy (Q; V)

true for every such V7 Generalizing a classical result by Herbst and Zhao, who treat the
Euclidean R™ and V' = 0, we prove that without any further assumptions on V', the above
property is satisfied, if €2 is Kac regular, a probabilistic property which means that the
first exit time of Brownian motion on M from 2 is equal to its first penetration time to
M\ Q. In fact, we treat more general covariant Schrédinger operators acting on sections
in metric vector bundles, allowing new results concerning the harmonicity of Dirac spinors
on singular subsets. Finally, we prove that locally Lipschitz regular 2’s are Kac regular.

1. INTRODUCTION

Consider the following three properties that an open subset {2 of a noncompact Riemannian
manifold M may or may not have:

(A) Let V' be a Kato decomposable potential on M and let Hy(V') denote the natural self-
adjoint realization of —A+V in L*(M) and let Ho (V) denote the self-adjoint realization of
—A+V in L*(Q) subject to Dirichlet boundary conditions (also the Friedrichs realization).
For every such V' one has

(1) exp (— t(Hyu (V) + 00 - Iapg)) = exp(—tHo(V)) Py  for allt >0,

where exp (—t(Hy (V) +00-1apq)) is understood as the strong limit of exp (—t(Hy (V) +
n-lyng)) as n — oo, and where Po : L*(M) — L*(2) denotes the natural projection.

(B) Assume M is a geodesically complete Riemannian spin manifold. For every spin bundle
< — M with corresponding Dirac operator D acting on sections of . — M, and every
spinor U € T'p2(M,.7) with DV € T'r2(M,.) and ¥ = 0 almost everywhere in M \ €2,
one has the implication

D*U=0inQ= DU =01in.

(C) The first exit time of Brownian motion from ) equals the ﬁrst penetration time of
Brownian motion to M \ . This property in particular implied] that with P the Rie-
mannian Brownian motion measure with initial point x and X the coordinate process on

IWe will not assume M to be stochastically complete
1
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the path space of M one has
{Xs €Q fora.e. sel0,t] and Xy € M for all s € [0,1]}
=pe {X; € Q forall s € [0,t]} forallzeQ,t>0.

To the best of our knowledge, property (C) has been introduced by D. Stroock [25] in the
Euclidean space R™, and is usually referred to as the Kac reqularity of €2.

While (A), (B) and (C) seem unrelated at first glance, the main results of this paper show
that the above three problems are much more correlated than one might expect: Indeed
we prove that given an arbitrary open subset 2 C M,

(i) (A) is equivalent to
(A’) for all f € Wy*(M;V) with f =0 a.e. in M\ Q one has f|g € W, ?(Q; V)

for every V as in (A); here W, *(M; V) and W,*(€; V) denote, respectively, the
form domain of Hy (V') and Ho(V'),
(ii) (C) is equivalent to (A),
(iii) (C) implies (B),
(iv) If Q is locally Lipschitz regular (cf. Definition 2.14), then one has (C).
While (i), (ii) and a variant of (iv) have been obtained by I.W. Herbst and Z.X. Zhao
in the Euclidean space R™ [13] for V' = 0 (cf. Remark 2.I§)), our analysis is the first
systematic treatment of these questions on manifolds, allowing in addition potentials and
in fact covariant Schrodinger operators. As we only require a very weak regularity on
the potential V', we can also treat Schrodinger operators that appear naturally in quantum
mechanics, having potentials with Coulomb type singularities. In fact, we are going to treat
these problems within the much more general class of covariant Schrodinger operators that
act on sections of metric vector bundles over M, allowing to treat magnetic fields or squares
of geometric Dirac operators simultaneously, making contact with (B). Our proofs rely on
various (partially new) covariant Feynman-Kac formulas.

Acknowledgements: The authors would like to thank Stefano Pigola, Olaf Post, Pe-
ter Stollmann and an anonymous referee for very helpful remarks that have considerably
improved the paper.

2. MAIN RESULT

In the sequel, we work in the smooth category, that is, all differential, topological and
geometric data (like manifolds, bundles, metrics and covariant derivatives) are understood
to be smooth. In addition, any manifold is understood to be without boundary, unless
otherwise stated. Without loss of generality, we will consider only complex function spaces.
Furthermore, for every manifold M and every complex vector bundle E' — M its fibers will
be denoted with E,, x € M, and the corresponding space of sections of £ — M having a
certain regularity & like € = C2° etc. will be denoted with I'x(M, E). The smooth linear
partial differential operator

de : Doo (M, A TEM) — Tooo (M, ANTITEM)
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from A*TEM — M to itself denotes the exterior derivative acting on complexified differ-
ential forms.

Let M be an arbitrary connected Riemannian m-manifold. As such, M is equipped with its
Riemannian volume measure p. Given a complex metric vector bundle £ — M, the scalar
product on the complex Hilbert space I'z2(M, E) of Borel equivalence classes of square
integrable sections of F — M is simply denoted with

i fo) = / (Fr. f2)dn,
with
12 = / | Pdy

the induced norm. Given two such bundles £y — M, E; — M, the formal adjoint of a
smooth linear partial differential operator D mapping sections of Fy — M to sections of
Ey — M with respect to (-,-) is simply denoted with DT. The reader may find the basics
of linear partial differential operators on vector bundles over Riemannian manifolds in [11].
The following conventions will be very convenient in the sequel:

Notation 2.1. If Q2 C M is an open subset and £ — M is a complex vector bundle, we
define
Lo (L E) = {f € 'cee (M, E) . f is compactly supported in Q} Clew(M, E),
and if £ — M is equipped with a metric, then
Lr2(Q,F):={fel(ME): f=0pae in M\Q} CI'2(M,FE).
Then I';2(€2, E) is a closed subspace of I'p2 (M, E), thus a Hilbert space in itself. We denote
with
Py FLZ(M, E) — FLZ(Q, E)

the orthogonal projection onto I'12(€2, E). Note that P is nothing but the restriction map
e flo

Let (t,y) — pa(t,z,y) denote the pointwise minimal solution of the heat equation on the
open subset Q C M with lim;_,o; po(t, x, ) = §,. We recall that the Kato class (M) of
M is defined by all Borel functions w on M such that

2) lim sup / par(t. 2, y) () |dps(y) = 0.

=0+ zeM
Based on the results from [I1] (cf. Chapter VII), we propose:
Definition 2.2. By a Kato-Schrodinger bundle over M, we will understand a datum
(E,V,V) — M
with

e F — M a complex metric vector bundle with finite rank;
e V a metric covariant derivative on £ — M;
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e V: M — End(F) is a Kato decomposable potential, that is, there exist pointwise
self-adjoint Borel sections V. of End(E) — M with Vi (x) > 0 for all z € M and

(3) V:V+—V_, ‘V+| eLlloc(M)u ‘V—| E]C(M)v
where | - | denotes the fiberwise operator norm.

It follows in the above situation that |V_| € LL (M) (cf. Lemma VI3 in [11]) and so
V| € L (M). In view of [§]

loc
/pM(t,x,y)d,u(y) <1 forall (t,x) € (0,00) x M,

it follows that every bounded Borel function w on M satisfies (2)), and the reader may
find various (weighted) L9-assumptions on w that imply (2)) in Chapter VI from [11]. In
particular, every pointwise self-adjoint L -section V of End(E) — M which is bounded

loc

from below, in the sense that for some constant C' € R one has V(xz) > C for all z € M,
satisfies [3). As Lj (M) and K(M) are linear spaces, the sum of two Kato decomposable

loc
potentials is also Kato decomposable, which is seen by decomposing the sum V + W in the

form

V+W=(V,+W,) —(Vo+Wo).
In particular, for V' Kato decomposable, A € [0, 00) and A C M a Borel set, the potential
V + Al 4, where 14 acts as a scalar, is Kato decomposable.

Notation 2.3. In the situation of Definition 2.2] let 2 C M be an open subset. Then
FWOm(Q,E;V,V) is defined to be the space of all f € I'12(Q, E;V,V) which admit a
sequence (f,) C I'cee (@, 5V, V) such that

\fo—fll =0 asn— oo,

/(VTV(fn—fm)a(fn—fm))du+/(V(fn—fm),(fn—fm))du—>0 as m,m — oo.

By Corollary XIII.2 in [I1] the symmetric densely defined sesquilinear form

Lo (L E) x T (2, E) 3 (f1, f2) — /(VTVfl,fz)dM+/(Vf1,f2)d/l eC
is closable and semibounded from below in I'r2 (€2, E). Its closure (-, -)v,v,. has the domain
of definition FW3’2(Qv E;V, V) and is explicitly given as follows: For f, f € FWOLQ(Q, E;V,V)
with defining sequences (f,), (fn) C I'eee (2, E;V, V), one has

(- Frowe = Jim ( [(05 5+ [(h Fa),

and this number does not depend on the defining sequences. The semibounded from below
and self-adjoint operator in I';2 (€2, £) induced by (-, -)v v is denoted with Hqo(V, V).
In addition, FWS,z(Q, E;V,V) becomes a Hilbert space with respect to the scalar product

<f17 f2>V,V = (1 + C)<f17 f2> + <f17 f2>v,v,* )
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where C' > 0 is any constant satisfying

(4) / (VIVS, )+ / (Vi fdu> —C|fI} forall f € Ten (M, E),

noting that any two such constants produce equivalent scalar products.

Note also that Hq(V, V) is nothing but the Friedrichs realization of VIV +V in ['2(Q, E).
Traditionally, if Q # M, one says that Ho(V, V) is the self-adjoint realization of VIV +V
in I'72(92, E) subject to Dirichlet boundary conditions.

To simplify the notation in some special cases, we add:

Remark 2.4. If E — M is the trivial complex line bundle and V is the covariant derivative
which is induced by the exterior differential, then we simply omit V and E everywhere in
the notation. Note that in this case VIV =: —A is by definition the usual Laplace-Beltrami
operator on functions. In case V = 0 we will in addition omit V' everywhere in the notation.
These conventions lead to natural notations such as Wy(Q; V), Ho(V), Wy(Q), L*(),
Hg. In particular, the self-adjoint operator Hg in L?*(2) is —A with Dirichlet boundary
conditions and the integral kernel exp(—tHgq)(z,y) of exp(—tHg) is precisely pq(t, z,y) [8].

Here is an example from quantum mechanics:

Example 2.5. If M is the Euclidean space R? and n = Z;’:l n;da? is a smooth real-valued
1-form on R3 (considered as a magnetic potential), Z € N, and V : R® — R is the Coulomb
potential V(z) := —Z/|x — x| with mass at zo € R3, then with
3
V71 C%(R%) — Dewe (R®, TER?),  V'f = (0;f + V—=1fn;)da’,
j=1

the datum

(R*x C,V", V) — R?
is a Kato-Schrodinger bundle (cf. Proposition VI.14 in [II]). In this case, identifying
sections in R3 x C — R3? with functions on M, the semibounded self-adjoint operator
Hgs(V", V) in L*(R3) is the Hamilton operator of an atom having one electron and a
nucleus having Z protons, in the magnetic field given by

i<j
More generally, one could replace in this example R? with a Riemannian 3-fold M such
that py (¢, x,y) satisfies a Gaussian upper bound of the form

d 2
pu(t,z,y) < Ot exp (—%) . (tyz,y) € (0,00) x M x M,
2

taking
V(z) = —Z/O pu(t, @, xg)dt
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to be the Coulomb potential with mass at xy. One could even take the electron’s spin into
account, as is shown in [10].

Here is an example from geometry:

Example 2.6. 1. A geometric Dirac bundle over M is understood to be a datum
(E;e,V) — M
such that

e I — M is a complex metric vector bundle;
e ¢ is a Clifford multiplication on £ — M, in the sense that ¢ is a homomorphism of
real (!) vector bundles ¢ : TM — End(FE), such that for all X € I'cee (M, T M) one

has ¢(X) = —¢(X)* and ¢(X)*e¢(X) = | X[*;

e V is a Clifford connection on (F;c¢) — M, that is, V is a metric covariant derivative
on £ — M such that for all X, Y € I'gee (M, TM), ¥ € I'ceo (M, E) one has
Vx(c(Y)U) = ¢(VIMY)U + ¢(Y)Vx V.

Then the associated geometric Dirac operator is the first order linear partial differential op-
erator on I£ — M defined by D(c, V) := 37" c(e;) V., where ¢; is any local orthonormal-
frame for TM — M and m = dim M. The operator D(c, V) is formally self-adjoint with
symbol ¢, in particular elliptic. By the abstract Lichnerowicz formula [19] 18],

V(c,V):=D(c,V)? - VIV : M — End(E)
is a smooth potential. In case V(c, V) is Kato decomposable (which is the case, e.g., if
V (e, V) is bounded from below), we call

(E;e,V) — M
a geometric Kato-Dirac bundle, and we get the Kato-Schrédinger bundle
(E,V,V(c,V)) — M.

In this case, PWOL2(Q, E;V,V(c,V)) is given by all f € T2(Q, E) with D(¢,V)f €
I'12(2, E) in the sense of distributions, which admit a sequence f, € I'c (€2, E), n € N,
with

[fn = I+ D(e, V) fo = D(c, V) f]| = 0.
We have

<f17 f2>V,V(C,V),* = <D(Cv V)flv D(Cv V)f2> )
so that in particular the scalar product on FWOLz(Q, E;V,V(c,V)) is given by

(f1: f2do v ewy = (1 f2) +(D(e, V) f1, D(e, V) fa) -

2. For example, if M is a spin manifold, then every spin structure on M canonically induces
a geometric Dirac bundle over M [18, [19], which is a geometric Kato-Dirac bundle, if the
scalar curvature of M is Kato decomposable.

3. Another example of a geometric Dirac bundle over M (which does not require any
topological assumptions on M) is given by taking £ = ATEM with the metric induced
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by the Riemannian metric on M and V the covariant derivative which is induced by the
Levi-Civita connection on M, and

C(Oé)ﬁ = /\5 - Laﬁﬁv (OAS ch(M7 T(EM)uﬁ S FC‘X’(Mv /\T(C*M)7

where 1,: denotes the contraction with the vector field o which is induced by «a via the
Riemannian metric on M. In this case, one can calculate that D(c,V) = d + d', so that
D(c,V)? is by definition the Laplace-Beltrami operator acting on differential forms. Note
that the restriction of D(c, V)? to O-forms is precisely the usual Laplace-Beltrami operator
—A on functions, and that the restriction of D(c, V) to O-forms can be identified with the
gradient (cf. Proposition 11.2.1 in [I9] for detailed proofs of these facts).

Given a Kato-Schrodinger bundle
(E,V,V) — M,
the inclusion
Dyyae(Q BV, V) C{f € Dyna(M,E;V, V)« flang =0 pace. |

is easily seen to be satisfied without any further assumptions on the underlying data: In-
deed, given v € FWOm (2, E,V,V) we can per definitionem pick a sequence 9, € I'ce (2, )
with ||, — [l — 0, so that [, — ¢[| — 0 and so ¢ = 0 pra.e. in M\ €.

The question we address in this paper is: Under which condition on ) does the reverse
inclusion

(5) Pya2(Q BV, V) D {f € Dyna(M, E;V. V)« flang =0 prae. }
hold true?
By the above, ([]) is equivalent to

(6) FWOW(Q’E; V, V) = {f S FWO1,2(M, BV, V) : f|M\Q =0 p-a.e. }

The validity of (6) turns out to be equivalent to the corresponding Dirichlet heat-flow
of Ho(V,V) on Q being realized as the heat-flow of Hy/(V,V) on M perturbed by the
‘potential’ oo - 11\, for one has:

Proposition 2.7. Let  C M be an arbitrary open subset and let (E,V,V) — M be a
Kato-Schréidinger bundle over M. Then one has (@), if and only if for all t > 0 one has

(7) 11_>II1 GXp( — tHM(V, \% + nlM\Q)) = GXp( — tHQ(V, V))PQ
strongly as bounded operators in I'r2(M, E).

The proof of Proposition 2.7 will be given in Section [l It is a consequence of monotone
convergence results for sesquilinear forms.

As one might guess, the validity of (@) or (7]) should depend on the local regularity of
0€). In order to make precise how (6) or (7)) depend on the local regularity of 0f), the
probabilistic Definition 210 below will turn out to be crucial. To this end, let W (M) denote
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the Wiener space of continuous paths w : [0,00) — M with its Borel-sigma-algebra F,
where M = M U {coy} is defined to be the (essentially uniquely determined) Alexandroff-
compactification of M in case M is noncompact, and M := M if M is compactE In any
case, W(M ) is equipped with the topology of locally uniform convergence. Let

X :[0,00) x W(M) — M, X,(w):=w(t)

denote the coordinate process, and for every x € M, the symbol P* stands for the Rie-
mannian Brownian motion measure on F with

In other words, the transition density of P* with respect to p is given by the natural
extension of exp(—tH ) (z,y) to (0,00) x M x M. We refer the reader to Section 8 in [7]
and the references therein for the definition and the existence of P*.
With F, the filtration of / which is generated by X, the family P*, z € M, has the strong
Markov property for stopping times in F,. If Q C M is an open set, thenl]

ag: W(M) — [0,00], agq =inf{t>0:X, € M\Q}

denotes the first exit time of X from 2. It is well-known that agq is an F,-stopping time.
In particular, if M is noncompact, then the stopping time «; is the explosion time of X,
and in this case the point at infinity coy of M is PP-almost surely (a.s.) absorbing for all
x € M, in the sense that

P* <{aM = oo} U{aM < oo and X; = ooy for all t € [ayy, oo)}) =1 forallze M.

Likewise,

t
Bo :=1inf {t > 0: / Lina(Xs)ds > 0} : W (M) — [0, 00]
0
denotes the first penetration time of X into M \ Q. One trivially has

and again (g induces an F,-stopping time. Note that both a and 8 are pathwise mono-
tonely increasing in €2, and that one pathwise has

Bgzinf{tZO:/th\Q(Xs)ds>O} :inf{tzo: {s€[0,4]: X, ¢ Q] >o},
0

with |{...}| the Lebesgue measure of {...}. If w € W (M) is such that w(0) € €, then one
also gets

Bo(w) > ag(w) =inf {t > 0: w(t) € M\ Q} > 0.
The following regularity result will be very useful in the sequel:

2Note that every open subset of M is also open in M. In addition, the closure of a subset Q of M is
always understood with respect to the topology of M and not the topology of M , noting that both closures
coincide if and only if the closure of 2 in M is a compact subset of M.

3In the sequel the infimum of an empty set is understood to be oc.
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~

Lemma 2.8. Let w € W(M) be such that in case ap(w) < oo one has w(t) = ooy for
all t € [ay(w), ), let Q be an open subset of M, and let 2, C Q, n € N, be open with
Q, C Qg foralln € N, w(0) € Qy and |J,,c 2 = .

a) One has aq, (w) 7 ag(w) as n — co.

b) Assume in addition that for each n € N there exists an open subset Y,, C M such that
T,NQ=Q, and Y=, ny(QANY,). Then one has fo,(w)  Balw) as n — oco.

While Lemma 2.8 a) is well-known, a proof of Lemma 2.8 b) will be given in Section Bl

Remark 2.9. If {T,, : n € N} is a family of open subsets of M such that T, C Y, for
alln € Nand |, oy Tr = M, then the family Q,, := QNYT,, n € N, satisfies the hypothesis
of Lemma 2.8 part b).

The following definition is motivated by Herbst/Zhao [13] and Stroock [25], who treat the
Euclidean space R™:

Definition 2.10. An open set 2 C M is called Kac regular, if one has
9) P*{aq = min(fo,an)} =1 forall z € Q.

Note that we do not assume M to be stochastically complete, that is a;; = oo P*¥-a.s. for
all x € M, noting that in the latter case one has

P*{aq = min(Bo, an)} = P {aq = Ba},
and some technical problems are not present, that we will have to deal with. The connection

between problems such as () and Kac regularity is clarified in the following result, which
has been established in the Euclidean space R™ by Herbst/Zhao [13]:

Proposition 2.11. Let Q C M be an arbitrary open subset. The following properties are
equivalent:

e () is Kac regular.

e One has

(10) W (Q) = {f € Wy (M) : flana =0 prae. }.
e Forallt >0 one has

(11) lim exp( — tHM(nlM\Q)) = exp( — tHQ)PQ

n—oo

strongly as bounded operators in L*(M).

The proof of Proposition 2.I1] will be given in Section Ml Note that in our notation
Hy(nlang) is the Friedrichs realization of —A +nlyng in L?(M), and Hg is the Dirichlet
realization of —A in L?*(Q2). The equivalence of (I0) and (II]) follows immediately from
specializing Proposition 2.7 to the scalar case. The equivalence of ([I]) and Kac-regularity
will be established by using a Feynman-Kac formula.

Remark 2.12. 1. The potential theoretic variant of (I0) does not see anything from the
geometry of €, namely [6], for every open @ C M one has

Wy(Q) = {f € W (M) : flana =0 qe.},
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where ‘q.e.” (quasi everywhere) is understood with respect to the capacity associated with
the regular strongly local Dirichlet form

(fi, fa), = /(dfl,dfg)d,u

in L2(M) with domain of definition Wy*(M), and where f denotes the quasi-continuous
representative of f. This again reflects the subtlety of the questions under investigation.
2. It was conjectured in [2I] by B. Simon that open subsets @ C R™ of the Euclidean
space with R™ \ Q perfect satisfy ([I). A counterexample to this conjecture was given by
L.I. Hedberg [12] and P. Stollmann [23] (cf. [24], p.127), who even show that there exists
2 C R™ open with R™ \ 2 compact and

R™\ Q =Rm\ Q

such that (I0) and thus (II]) fails. Note that this counterexample also entails that even for
quasi-continuous f’s the assumption f|yng = 0 a.e. does not imply that f|yne =0 q.e.

In order to formulate our main result, we add:

Definition 2.13. Let 2 C M be an open subset of M. We say that {2 has a locally
Lipschitz boundary, if for every p € Q\ Q =: 99 there exists a pair of open neighborhoods
V, X of p, and a smooth diffeomorphism a: X — A C R™ such that:

(1) VcCX,

(2) V is compact,

(3) a(V N Q) is a bounded Lipschitz subset of R™.

We refer for instance to [4] or to [22] for the definition of open bounded Lipschitz subset
of R™.

Definition 2.14. An open subset 2 C M is called locally Lipschitz reqular, if there exists
a family {€,, : n € N} of open subsets of Q2 having locally Lipschitz boundary and compact
closure in M, such that for all n € N there exists an open subset Y,, C M such that
T,NQ=0Q, and Q=J,4QN7T,).

Note that the local Lipschitz regularity of an open subset and that an open subset has a
locally Lipschitz boundary are both concepts which, by definition, do not depend on the
Riemannian metric on M. This underlines the importance of part b) of our following main
result:

Theorem 2.15. Let 2 be an arbitrary open subset of M.
a) If Q is Kac regular, then for every Kato-Schridinger bundle (E,V,V) — M one has

(@) and (7).
b) If Q is locally Lipschitz regular, then Q is Kac regular.

Using transversality theory in the smooth category one finds:

Corollary 2.16. Fvery open subset 2 C M having a smooth boundary is locally Lipschitz
reqular and thus Kac reqular.
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Proof. The proof of the fact that €2 is locally Lipschitz regular follows from Lemma 18 in
[20]. For the sake of completeness, we provide a sketch of proof: pick a family {WW,, : n € N}
of relatively compact open subsets of M with smooth boundary such that W,, C W, for
all n € Nand (J,cy Wn = M. Let i, : W,, = M be the natural inclusion of W, in M.
Using classical results of transversality theory in differential topology we can find for each
n € N a smooth embedding j, : W,, — M such that j, and i, are arbitrarily close in the
Whitney strong topology and j,(0W,,) is transverse to 9§2. Altogether this tells us that
{jn(W,) : n € N} is a family of open subsets of M such that j,(W,) C jni1(Wyi1) for
all n € N and U, oy jn(Wn) = M in a way that €, := j,(W,) N Q has a locally Lipschitz
boundary. It follows from Remark that the set (2 becomes a locally Lipschitz regular
set. We refer to [I5] and [16] for classical results about transversality theory and for the
definition of Whitney topology. |

Moreover we have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.17. Let Q2 C M be a locally Lipschitz reqular open subset. Then §2 has
locally Lipschitz boundary.

Proof. Let p € 2\ Q and let mq be such that p € T,,,. Let W be any open neighborhood
of p such that W C T,,,. Then it is easy to check that W N (Q\ Q) = W N (g \ Qg ),
where we recall that Y,,, N Q = Q,,. Indeed if ¢ € W N (2\ Q) then for every open
neighborhood U of ¢ with U C W we have UNQ # 0 and thus UNQ,,, = UNT,,, NQ # 0.
Thus ¢ € W N (Qny \ Qg )- On the other hand if 2 € W N (Qyy \ Qg ), by the fact that
W=Wn(Q\Q)UWNQ) and WNQ C Q,,,,, we have necessarily that = € W N (Q\ Q).
Now, as €,,, has locally Lipschitz boundary, we can find a pair of open neighborhoods V/,
X of p, and a smooth diffeomorphism a : X — A C R™ such that V C X, V is compact
and a(V NQ,,,) is a bounded Lipschitz subset of R™. Moreover, without loss of generality,
we can assume that X C W. Therefore, as p is any point in Q\ ©, this shows that 2 is an
open subset of M with locally Lipschitz boundary. [

We expect that also the other implication holds true; more precisely we conjecture that
every open subset of a manifold having a locally Lipschitz boundary is locally Lipschitz
regular. The investigation of this property seems to require an appropriate transversality
theory in the locally Lipschitz category.

Theorem a) is new even in the Euclidean case, where so far only —A has been treated,
and not even Schrodinger operators —A + V. The proof of Theorem will be given in
Section 4. We continue with remarks on this proof: The proof of Theorem a) relies
on Proposition 2.7 and Proposition 2.1, while both worlds are linked through various
partially new covariant Feynman-Kac formula. We believe it is a very surprising fact, that
no condition on the negative part of V' is needed in Theorem a), as such a condition
is certainly required for the covariant Feynman-Kac formula to hold (roughly speaking,
because Brownian paths have an infinite speed). The point here is that using rather subtle
approximation arguments, one can reduce everything to the case of V’s that are bounded
from below by a constant.



12 F. BEI AND B. GUNEYSU

The proof of Theorem 215 b) relies again on Proposition 211k In a first step , we will give
an analytic proof of the stronger statement
(12) Wo (@) = {f € W' (M) : flana =0 pace. },

under the assumption that €2 is relatively compact with 02 locally Lipschitz, directly
verifying (I0). As usual, W2?(M) is defined to be the space of all f € L?*(M) such that
df € I';2(M,T*M) in the sense of distributions. In a second step we will then combine
this local result with a probabilistic approximation argument, directly confirming (dI).

Remark 2.18. 1. It is false that every open subset 2 C M with smooth boundary satisfied]
(I2). As a counterexample, one can consider the Euclidean ball and its open upper half

M = {(x’y’Z>ER3:x2+y2+z2<1}7 Q:={(z,y,2) € M : z > 0},

with the Euclidean metric.

2. It is shown in [13] that in the Euclidean case Q2’s with 0 having the segment property
are Kac regular. In fact, many comparable Euclidean results can be found in P. Stollmann’s
diploma thesis [23]. The segment property is more general then being locally Lipschitz,
but is also a concept that does not apply to manifolds.

In view of Example 203, the following result includes (when applied to 0-forms) a criterion
for a harmonic function f on an open subset 2 C M with f = 0 p-a.e. in M \ € to have
vanishing gradient in Q (cf. [13] for the Euclidean case):

Corollary 2.19. Let M be geodesically complete and let (FE;c,V) — M be a geometric
Kato-Dirac bundle. Then for every open subset 2 C M which is Kac reqular, and every ¥
with

Velpn(ME), De,V)Vel(ME), V=0 u-ae inM\Q,
one has the implication
D(e, V)T =0 inQ = D(c,V)U=0inQ,
where above the action of D(c,V)?* and D(c, V) is understood in the distributional sense.
Proof. Recall that (E;¢, V) — M induces the Kato-Schrodinger bundle
(E,V,V(c,V)) — M,
As M is geodesically complete one has
(13) LSS AR (M, E;V,V(c,V)),

which in view of the product rule for D(¢, V) (p. 171 in [11]) and a manifold version of
the Meyers-Serrin Theorem (Theorem 2.9 in [14]) can be seen as in the case of functions
[2]. Now ([I3) and the Kac regularity of € imply

Uel i Q,E,V,V(C,V) )
W

4But of course this statement is true by Proposition 211 and Theorem b), if M is geodesically
complete, as then W12(M) = W, *(M) [2).
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and we can pick a sequence ¥, € I'c(Q2, E) with
lim ||\Ifn - \If||v7v(c7v) =0.
n—oo
It follows that
1D(e, V)w[* = lim (D(c, V)¥,, D(c, V)¥)

_ /Q (D(c, V)W, D(c, V)¥)dy — /Q (@, D(c, V)2 W)dy = 0,

where the integration by parts is justified as ¥ is smooth in 2 by local elliptic regularity,
and V¥, is smooth and compactly supported in €2. [

Note that in Corollary 2.19 the geodesic completeness of M was only assumed to guarantee
v e FW&'Q(M’ E;V, V(C, V)),

which one could assume instead.

3. PROOF OoF LEMMA 2.8

Proof of Lemma[Z:8. a) This statement is well-known and elementary to check.

b) As this observation seems to be new, we have decided to add its proof (which is rather
technical): Assume first that there exists ¢y € (0,00) such that fo(w) = to. This means
that the Lebesgue measure of the set {s € [0, %] : w(s) & 2} is zero, briefly

{s €0, %0] : w(s) ¢ O} =0
and moreover that for each € > 0 we have
{s € [0,t0 + €] : w(s) & Q}| > 0.
By the assumptions we can deduce the existence of a sufficiently big index ng > 0 such
that
w([0,20]) N Q2 = w([0, to]) N2y
Indeed let ng > 0 be such that w([0,%,]) N Q C U2, (2N YT;). Then w([0,t]) NQ C
U, (2N 7T;) = Q,,. In this way we have
s € [0,t0] s w(s) & 2} = 0
for each n > ng, because
{s€[0,t] :w(s) & .} ={s€[0,t0] : w(s) & Ly} ={s€[0,t0] : w(s) & Q}
and the latter has Lebesgue measure 0. Moreover we have
{s €[0,tg + 0] : w(s) & Q}| >0
for each 0 > 0 and for each n > ng, because
{s€0,to+6] :w(s) ¢ Q} C{se[0,to+] :w(s) ¢} C{se0,to+0]:w(s)&Q,}

and
{s € [0,to + 0] : w(s) ¢ Q}| > 0.
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Therefore S, (w) = to for each n > ng and hence we can conclude that lim g, (w) = Bao(w)
as n — oo.
Assume now that there is no ¢y € (0, 00) such that So(w) = to. Therefore

{s €[0,00) : w(s) & Q}| = 0.
In this case we set o (w) := co. Consider first the case where w([0, 00)) is compact. Let
A:={se0,00):w(s) ¢ Q}
and let B :=[0,00) \ A. As above we deduce the existence of an integer ny > 0 such that
w(B) C Q. Since w(B) C Q,, we have
w([0,00)) N Q= w([0,00)) N Q,
for each n > ngy. Therefore
{s €]0,00) :w(s) ¢ Q,} =0

for any n > ng and hence we can conclude that lim g, (w) = Bo(w) as n — oo. Finally
consider the case where w([0,00)) is not compact. The sequence fq,(w) is increasing
and unbounded, because given an arbitrarily big ty we can find an integer ng such that
w([0,t0]) N Q2 = w([0,0]) N Qp,. Hence Bq, (w) > to and therefore lim By, (w) = oo as
n — oo. |

4. PROOFS OF MAIN RESULTS
We first introduce some notation that will be relevant in the sequel. Let
(E,V,V) — M
be a Kato-Schrodinger bundle.

Notation 4.1. Given an open subset 2 C M let

(14)

T2(Q, B3V, V) = {re Lyae(M,E;V, V)« flane =0 p-ace. }c Lyae(M, E;V, V),
and let Ho(V, V) denote the self-adjoint nonnegative operator in I';2(€2, E) which corre-
sponds to (-, )y v, With domain of definition Ffwg,z (Q,E;V,V), a closed densely defined
symmetric sesquilinear form in I';2(Q, E)). Again we will follow the conventions from (2.4])

analogously.

The above auxiliary operator fIQ(V, V') satisfies the following two important results, with-
out any further assumptions on Q:

Proposition 4.2. For every open subset Q2 of M and every t > 0 one has
lim exp( —tHy(V,V + nlM\Q)) = exp( — tﬁg(v, V))PQ

n—o0

strongly as bounded operators in U'p2(M, E).
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Proof. This is a simple application of Theorem .1l a convergence result for quadratic
forms: Regarding nlynq as a bounded multiplication operator we set

Qn = (, '>v,v+n1M\Q,* = (, '>v,v,* + ”/M\Q('> )dp,  Dom(Qy) = FW(}’Z(M’ LV, V).

Then with Sg,,, Qwo, Sg., given as in Theorem [5.] we can conclude as follows: Firstly,
one has
SQn = HM(V, V4 nlM\Q).
It follows that f € FWO1,2(M, E;V,V)is in Dom(Q+) (in the notation of Theorem [B.1]), if
and only if
supn/ |flPdp < oo,
M\Q

neN

which again is equivalent to f = 0in M \ Q p-a.e., and for such f’s one has

Qoo(faf) :nh_g.lan(faf) = <f>.f>V,V,*>
proving Sg.. = Ho(V,V) . [

Let us now prepare the formulation of various covariant Feynman-Kac formulae, that is,
path integral representations of the semigroups corresponding to covariant Schrodinger
operators. Note that the usual Feynman-Kac formula [9, [I7] is for semigroups of the form
exp( —tHy(V, V)), and it is the aim of this section to derive formulae for the semigroups

exp(—tHq(V,V)) and exp(—tHq(V,V)). As these formulae rely on semimartingale theory
and stochastic integrals (through the definition of the Stratonovich parallel transport), one
needs to work here with a filtered probability, which allows to pick continuous versions of
these semimartingales. We refer the reader to [17, [9] for the basics of stochastic analysis
on manifolds. To set the stage, suppose that for every x € M we are given an adapted
Riemannian Brownian motion X(x) on M with

P{Xo(z) = 2} = 1,

which is defined on some fixed filtered probability space which satisfies the usual assump-
tions of completeness and right-continuity. In other words, X(z) is an M-valued continuous
and adapted process defined up to its explosion time, such that the law of X(x) is P*. Given
an open subset Q C M, let ag(x) := aq(X(x)) denote the first exit time of X(z) from €,
and let Bo(z) := Ba(X(z)) denote the penetration time of X(x) to M \ Q. Let //Y(x),
t < ayp(x), be the Stratonovich parallel transport with respect to V along the paths of
X(z), which, V being metric, is a random variable taking values in the unitary maps
E, — Fxu. So far x € M was arbitrary. On the other hand, for p-a.e. x € M, we can
define pathwise for ¢ < ay(z) a random variable @Y (z, t) taking values in End(E,), to be
the unique locally absolutely continuous solution of

(d/dt) ey (x,t) = —ay (2, ) (/ /7 (2) 7V (Xe())/ /7 (@),
WVV(ZIT, 0) = 1End(Ez)~
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The existence and uniqueness of @4y (x,t) is guaranteed by the L. -assumption on V/,

which implies

loc™

P{|V(X(2))| € Lic[0,ns(2))} =1 for prae. x € M,
and so
P{|//¥ (x)"'V(Xe(2)/ /7 (@)| € Li,.[0,anm(z))} =1 for prae. z € M.
We refer the reader to [9] for detailed proofs of these facts.

Proposition 4.3. For every Q@ C M open, t > 0, f € I'12(Q, E), and p-a.e. x € M one
has

(15)  exp(—tHo(V,V)) f(z) = ) (, 1)/ (2) 7 f(Xe())dP.

/{t<min(ﬁg (z),0nr (2))}

Note that the expectation in (I3)) is on the fiber E,, as f(Xi(x)) € Fx,(y) in {t < ay(z)}.
In the scalar case we get

(16) exp( — tflg(w))f(x) = exp( — /0 w(X,)ds) f(X,)dP.

/{t<min(ﬁﬂ(m),aM(w))}
Proof of Proposition[].3. We start by recalling the usual covariant Feynman-Kac formula
9]
exp( — tHu (V, W) f(z) = /{ A0 @) SOl
t<ap(z
which is valid, for example if the potential W is in L (M) is such that for some constant

A € R and all z € M, the eigenvalues of W(z) € End(E,) are > A. In particular, this
statement includes that

(17) / A (2, 8)) /¥ ()7 F (X (2)| dP < oo.
{t<am (z)}

Applying this with W = V + nlynq and using Proposition we have, possibly after
taking a subsequence of
exp( — tHM(V, \% + nlM\Q))f

if necessary, that for p-a.e. x € M it holds that
exp( — tHo(V,V)) f(z) = Jim exp(—tHy(V,V +nlina)) f(x)

— Lim exp(—n /0 t 1M\Q(Xs(x))ds>,;zfvv(x,t)//tv(x)_l F(X,(2))dP.

o0 J{t<an (@)}

For paths from the set
{t < ap(z)} =p {Xs(z) € M for all s € [0,t]}

one has

/Ot Lyna(Xs(2))ds = /Ot Lina(X,(x))ds,
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and fot Lino(Xs(z))ds = 0 is equivalent to t < fo(x). Thus, P-a.s. in {t < ap/(x)} one has

t
lim exp ( — n/ 1M\Q(Xs($))d5) = Lit<go (@)}
0

n—o0
and
t

lim exp (= [ LanalX,0))ds) oS (a,0)//7 (2)(K,(a)) P

00 Jt<on (x)} 0

-/ A3 (07 () FOK )P

{t<min(Ba(z),an ()}

follows from dominated convergence, in view of (7). |

4.1. Proof of Proposition 2.7l

Proof of Proposition [2.7. With the preparations made, there is almost nothing left to
prove: Note first that (@) is equivalent to

(18) Ho(V,V) = Ho(V,V).

(@) = (7): We have (18], so that (7)) follows from Proposition
(1) = (@): (@) and Proposition .2 imply

exp(—tHq(V,V)) = exp(—tﬁg(v, V)) forallt >0,
showing ([I§)).

4.2. Proof of Proposition [2.111
Proof of Proposition[2.11. Note first that one has the Feynman-Kac formula

exp(—tHa) f() = [ fox)ape
{t<aqn}

for all f € L?(Q), t > 0, z € ©, meaning also that the right hand side is the smooth
representative of exp(—tHgq)f. In case 2 is relatively compact with smooth boundary this
is well-known. For the general case we can assume f > 0. Fix x € €2 and exhaust €2 with
a sequence of relatively compact smooth €,’s with = € ;. Then the latter formula is
valid with €2 replaced with €2,,, and we can take n — oo using monotone convergence for
integrals on the probabilistic side, noting that agq, ,* aq by Lemma [Z8 a), and the fact
that (cf. p.213 in [§])

exp(—tHg,)f(x) / exp(—tHg)f(x).
Let us come to the actual proof of Proposition 211l Being equipped with the previously
established results, we can follow the Euclidean proof from [13] from here on:

As we have already remarked, the equivalence of (I0) and (1) follows immediately from
Proposition 2.7
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(I0d) = Kac-regularity: (I0) implies
(19) Hq = Ho,

by comparing the associated forms. In particular, the semigroups coincide and the Feynman-
Kac formulae for the semigroups imply the first identity in

0= [ Gremntimont — Lucon) S0 = [ f(x)ae
{aa<t<fa}

for all f € L3(), t > 0, p-a.e. x € §), where the second equality follows from

L{ag<t<min(Bo,ar)} = L{t<min(Ba,an))} — L{t<aq}n{t<min(Ba,an)}

and ag < fBq and ag < ay. Letting f run through f, := 14,, where {4, : n € N} is a
family of compact subsets of M such that A, C A, for alln € Nand |, .y An = M, we
get

neN

P{ag <t <min(fq,an)} =0 forallt >0, p-ae z €.
Letting ¢ run through Q,

(20) P*{ag < min(Bqg,an)} =0  for p-ae. z €.

In view of an < Bq, the proof of the Kac-regularity of ) is complete, once we have shown
that the bounded function h(z) := P*{aq < min(Bq, )} is continuous in Q. We are
going to prove that for all open relatively compact subsets D C 2 with D C 2 one has

(21) / h(Xo )dP* = h(z) for all 7 € D,

which implies that x — P*{aq < min(fSq, apr)} is harmonic and thus smooth in Q. To see
(210), note first that ap < ag < ay P*-a.s., as the transition density of Brownian motion
is continuous. Now we can calculate

/ h(Xe, )dP*
_ / P¥p {aq < min(fo, an) }dP*

B / 1{0‘0<min(ﬁn,a1w)} (w(aD(w) + .))dPI(w)

/ 1{aQ+aD<min(BQ,aM)+aD} (w)dPx(w)

= / L{ag<min(Bg,an)} (W) dP* (W)
h(x),

where the first inequality holds by definition, the second equality holds by the strong
Markov property of Brownian motion, the third equality holds by elementary consider-
ations, the fourth equality is trivial and and the last equality again holds by definition.
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Kac-reqularity = (1d): By the corresponding Feynman-Kac formulae we immediately find
that Kac-regularity implies

exp(—tHg) = exp(—tHg) for all t > 0,
so that f[g = Hq. [ |

4.3. Proof of Theorem a). We will need the following covariant-Feynman-Kac
formula:

Proposition 4.4. For every Q C M open, t > 0, f € I'12(Q, E), and p-a.e. x € M one
has the covariant Feynman-Kac formula

(22) eXP(—tHQ(VV))f@):/{K - Y (w,0)/ [7 (2) 71 f (Xe())dP.

In case € is relatively compact with smooth boundary and V' is smooth, formula (22]) is
implicitly included in [3]. For general Q’s and V’s (22)) seems to be new.

Proof of Proposition[{.4]. It is enough to prove the formula in case (2 is relatively compact
with a smooth boundary. Indeed, in the general case we can then pick a family of open
subsets {£2, : n € N} of Q having a smooth boundary, such that Q, C Q,,; for alln € N
and (J,cy 2 = Q. Then we have aq, (v) / aq(z) and

(23) /{K ()}«vav(af,t)//tv(x)‘lf(Xt(x))dP—> Y (w,t)/ [7 ()7 f(Xi())dP.

{t<aq(z)}

follows from dominated convergence. Likewise,
(24) exp( — tHq,(V,V)) f(x) = exp( — tHa(V,V)) f()

follows from applying Theorem and Remark thereafter: indeed, define the form @
by

Dom(Q) := FW(}J(Q,E;VaV)a Qfr, f2) = <f1,f2>v,v,*> f1, fo € Dom(Q).

Then the form @’ from Theorem is closable (it has the closed extension (), so that it
remains to prove ' = @, which is easily checked from the definitions.

Thus we can and we will assume {2 is relatively compact and has a smooth boundary. In
case V' is smooth and bounded, the asserted formula is a simple consequence of Ito’s formula
and parabolic regularity up to the boundary (cf. p. 102 in [3]). In case V is bounded, we
can use Friedrichs mollifiers to pick a sequence of smooth potentials V,, : M — End(FE)
with |V,| < |V|and |V,, = V| — 0 p-a.e. in M. Applying (22) with V replaced with V,,
and taking n — oo gives the result in this case. Finally, if V' is bounded from below, we
can use the spectral calculus on the fibers of E — M to define a sequence of potentials

Vo: M — End(FE), V,(z):=min(n,V(z))
then apply (22)) with V replaced with V;, and take n — oo. Each approximation argument

can be justified precisely as in the proof of Theorem 2.11 in [9], which treats the case
M = Q: In each situation one uses convergence results for sesqulinear forms to control
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the left-hand site of (22)) and convergence theorems for integrals to control the right-hand-
side. n

Proof of Theorem a). There is nothing left to prove: We know from Proposition

that
li_)m exp( —tHy(V,V + nlM\Q)) = exp( - tﬁﬂ(vv V))PQ

strongly (without any further assumptions on 2), and
Ho(V,V) = Ho(V,V)

follows from a comparison of the covariant Feynman-Kac formulae for exp(—tﬁ;)(v, V)
and exp(—tHq(V,V)) (cf. Proposition and Proposition 4], using that Q is Kac
regular. ]

4.4. Proof of Theorem b). We recall that given an open subset 2 C M, the space
W12(Q; d) is defined to be the space of all f € L?(Q) such that df € T'z2(2;T*M) in the
sense of distributions. We are going to need a special case of the following result for the
proof of Theorem b):

Proposition 4.5. Let Q2 C M be a relatively compact open subset with locally Lipschitz
boundary. Then one has

Wo?(Q) = {f € W"(M) : flang =0 pae.},
in particular, Q is Kac-reqular.

Proof. Set m := dim M. It remains to prove
Wo(Q) D {f € W(M) : flana = 0 prae.}.

According to Def. 2.T3] this means that for every p € Q\ Q = 9Q there exists a pair of
open neighborhoods V', X of p, and a smooth diffeomorphism o : X — A C R™ such that:
(1) VcX,
(2) V is compact,
(3) a(V N Q) is a bounded Lipschitz set of R™.
Let us consider a finite collection of open subsets of M, W := {Vi,...,V,, W, ..., W,,}, such
that
e for each j € {1,...,n} we have W; C ,
e QCVIU..UV,UW L U...UW,,
e for each i € {1,...,q} there exists another open subset X; such that the pair given
by V; and X; satisfies the conditions (1)—(3) required in the statement.
Clearly such a finite collection of open subsets exists. Let I be an open subset of M such
that 7N Q = () and
M=V,U..UV,UW,U..UW, Ul

Let
W ={W,.., Vo, Wiy o, Wi I}
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and let

{¢1a --'>¢q>w1> "'a,lvbn?T}

be a partition of unity subordinated to W. Given now f € Wh*(M) with flyng = 0
p-a.e., for each i € {1,...,n} we have supp(¢;f) C W;. Therefore there exists a sequence
{B2}pen C C2(W;) such that B2 — ¢ f in Wy *(W;) as p — oo. Indeed, by a Meyers-Serrin
type theorem [I4], we can pick a sequence {5, },en in C(W;) "W 2(W;) such that B, — f
in Wh2(W;). Then, by defining £} := @b,ﬁ;, it is clear that {3}},en C C°(W;) and that
B, — i f in Wol’z(VVi) as p — 00. Let us now consider the other case. Foreachi € {1, ..., ¢}
let Y; := V; N Q. Then we have supp(¢;f) C Y; N Vi. Let A; := ai(X;), E; == a;(V;) and
B; := a;(Y;). Since we assumed that V; C X; we have that (a}g.)|y; is quasi-isometric to
glv, where g, is the standard Euclidean metric on R™ and g the metric on M. In this way
we can conclude that (¢;f) o (a;|v;)™! € Wy 2(E;) and that (¢;f) o (avly;) ™" € WEA(B;),
where of course W12 stands for the various Sobolev spaces that are defined with respect
to g.. Furthermore we know that (¢;f) o (cilyv;) '|anm = 0 because (¢if)|xny; = 0.
Therefore, by extending (¢; f)o(a;]y;) ™! outside its support as the identically zero function,
we can say, with a little abuse of notation, that (¢;f) o (aily,)™' € WL(R™) and that
(¢if) o (avily;) M rm\s; = 0. As B; is a bounded Lipschitz open subset in R™ there exists
a sequence {v)}pen C C°(B;) such that v} — (¢:f) o (aily,)™" in Woljez(Bi) as p — oo.
This latter property follows by the existence of the trace operator, see e.g. [I] Th. 5.37
or [5] Th. 4.6. Finally, using the fact that (ajg.)|y, is quasi-isometric to g|y;, we can
conclude that v = ¢if in Wy?(Y;) as p — oo where v, = v} o (aly,) and clearly
{1 }pen C C2(Yi) by construction. Let us define now the following sequence of functions
Mp =Yy + -+ + B+ -+ B It is clear by construction that {n,},en C C°(€2).
Moreover we have

Iy = Fll = llp 4+ 8+ B4+ B0 =) dif = > eifll
=1 =1
<l = fl+- -+ g = S fl + 185 —nfll + -+ 18y — o fll

and by construction all the terms in the second line tend to zero as p — oo. Hence we
have shown that 1, — f in I'12(2, TEM) as p — oo. Similarly we have

ldn, — df || = lldyy + -+ dy2 +dBy + -+ dBr —d(>_ dif — > wif)l
=1 =1

< ldv, = (@)l + -+ - + lldvg — d(do )l + 1dB, — (Wi )l + -+

+ [ldBy — d(¥n f)]]
and again by construction we know that all the terms on the right hand side of the inequality
tend to zero as p — oco. This tells us that dn, — df in I'12(Q, TEM). In conclusion we have

shown that 7, — f in W'2(Q) and thereby we can conclude that f € W;*(Q) as desired.
|
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Proof of Theorem b). Fix x € Q. Pick a sequence 2, C Q, n € N of relatively compact
open subsets of M with locally Lipschitz boundary, such that x € €y, Q,, C 2,4, for all
n €N, U, ey 2 = Q and such that for all n € N there exists an open subset T,, C M such

that T, NQ = Q for all n € N and |, . (Tn N Q) = Q. Then by Proposition EL5 we have
P*{aq, = min(fqg,,an)} =1 for all n,

so that using ag, — aqg and B, — [q P%-a.s. as n — 00, a consequence of Lemma [2.8]
we arrive at

P*{ag # min(Bo, an)} < P* | J{aq, # min(Ba,, o)} <Y P{aq, # min(f,,an)} =0,
neN neN

completing the proof. [ ]

5. APPENDIX: SOME FUNCTIONAL ANALYTIC FACTS

In this section we collect some facts about the monotone convergence of nonnegative closed
sesquilinear forms which are possibly not densely defined.

Let 2 be a complex separable Hilbert space and let £(#) be the space of bounded
linear operators. Assume that @ is a semibounded from below closed sesquilinear form on
€. Then () is a densely defined semibounded from below closed sesquilinear form on the

Hilbert subspace 73, := Dom(Q)”.”‘% C J and thus there exists a unique semibounded
from below self-adjoint operator Sg on J#; such that

Dom(\/%):Dom(Q), Q(f1, f2) = <\/7f1,\/7f2>

Let then Py : 5 — %, denote the orthogonal projection. Recall also that for semi-
bounded forms @); and ()2 in 7 one by sink investigation has @) < ) if and only if
Dom(®) D Dom(Q2) and Q1(f, f) < Qa(f, f) for all f € Dom(Qs). Given a semibounded
sesquilinear form ) on J¢ there exists a largest (with respect to '<’) closable semibounded
sesquilinear form reg(Q) on 2 (the so called regular part of @), such that reg(Q) < Q.
The following results follow from Theorem 4.2 in [21]:

Theorem 5.1. Let Q1 < Qo < ... be a sequence of closed semibounded from below
sesquilinear forms on €. Then

Qu(f1: f2) = lim Qulf f2)
with
Dom(Qoo) : {f € m DOIIl Qn sup Qn(.f f) < OO} and fl .f2 € Dom(Qoo)

neN neN
s a closed semibounded from below sesquilinear form Qo in F€, and one has

e an P, e Py strongly in L(H) asn — oo, for all t > 0.
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Theorem 5.2. Let Q1 > Q2 > ... be a sequence of closed semibounded sesquilinear forms
on . Define a nonnegative sesquilinear form in 7€ given by

Q(fi, ) = lim Qu(fi, ), Dom(@) = J Dom(Qu), i, /> € Dom(Q)

neN

and let Qo denote the form on F given by the closure of reg(Q') in S. Then one has
e tan Py — e Py strongly in L(H) asn — oo, for allt >0 .

Remark 5.3. Note that in the above situation Q). is the closure of Q' if Q)" is closable,
and Q. = Q' if Q' is even closed.
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