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Let D be a bounded Lipschitz domain of R?. We consider the complement value problem

(A+a*A2 +b-V+c)u+ f=0 in D,
u =g on D°

Under mild conditions, we show that there exists a unique bounded continuous weak solution.
Moreover, we give an explicit probabilistic representation of the solution. The theory of semi-
Dirichlet forms and heat kernel estimates play an important role in our approach.
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1 Introduction and Main Result

Let d > 1 and D be a bounded Lipschitz domain of R?. Suppose 0 < a < 2 and p > d/2.
Let a > 0, b = (by,...,bg)* satisfying |b| € L*(D;dx) if d > 2 and |b| € L>®(D;dx) if d = 1,
c € LPV*(D;dx), f € L*P)(D;dz) and g € By(D¢). We consider the complement value problem:

(1.1)

(A+a*A*? +b-V+c)u+ f=0 in D,
u=g¢g on D

The fractional Laplacian operator A®? can be written in the form

P(y) — ¢(x) J

y|d+a

y, ¢ €CIRY,

e—0

AY2¢(z) = lim A(d, —) /{

jo—yl>e} 1T —
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where A(d, —a) := a2° 1742 ((d+a)/2)I'(1—a/2)~ and C=°(RY) denotes the space of infinitely
differentiable functions on R? with compact support.

The problem (IJ]) is analogue of the Dirichlet problem for second order elliptic integro-
differential equations. For these non-local equations, as opposed to the classical local case, the
function g should be prescribed not only on the boundary 0D but also in the whole complement
D¢. The complement value problem for non-local operators has many applications, for example,
in peridynamics [I], 15, 3], particle systems with long range interactions [20], fluid dynamics [14]
and image processing [2I]. The problem has been widely studied by using different approaches
from both probability and analysis. These include, in particular, the semi-group approach by
Bony, Courrege and Priouret [§], the classical PDE approach by Garroni and Menaldi [19], the
viscosity solution approach by Barles, Chasseigne and Imbert [3] and Arapostathisa, Biswasb and
Caffarelli [2], and the Hilbert space approach by Hoh and Jocob [25] and Felsinger, Kassmann
and Voigt [16]. Many results have also been obtained for the interior and boundary regularity of
solutions, see for example, 3], 4, Bl [6, [7, O] 10, 12] 22] 23], 28, 34, 35] and the references therein.

Different from [2], 3], b, ¢, f and ¢ in ([ILT]) are not assumed to be continuous. Also, the second
order elliptic integro-differential operator in ([IL1]) is not assumed to have the maximum principle.
To overcome these complications, in this paper, we will use the theory of semi-Dirichlet forms to
study both the existence and uniqueness of solutions to the problem (LI). Our work is partially
motivated by Guan and Ma [24], which uses the Dirichlet form approach to study the boundary
value problem for regional fractional Laplacians. The heat kernel estimates recently obtained by
Chen and Hu [I1] play an important role in our work.

Denote L := A 4+ a®*A*? + b - V. By setting b = 0 off D, we may assume that the operator
L is defined on R?. By [T, Theorem 1.4], the martingale problem for (L, C>°(R?)) is well-posed
for every initial value z € R% We use ((X¢)>0, (Ft)i>0, (Pr)sere) to denote the strong Markov
process associated with L. Let p > 0. Define

t
qp(t,z):t_d/Qexp< p‘t| )+t_d/2 2 t>0,z€RL

By [II, Theorems 1.2-1.4], X has a jointly continuous transition density function p(t,z,y) on
(0,00) x RY x R, and for every T > 0 there exist positive constants C;,i = 1,2, 3,4 such that

Cige,(t,x —y) < p(t,2,y) < Cage,(tx —y), (t,y) € (0,T) x R x R (1.2)
Define )
e(t) == elo o(Xo)ds ¢ > (),
and 7 := inf{t > 0 : X; € D°. Denote W"*(D) = {u € L*(D;dx) : |Vu| € L*(D;dx)},
Wy (D) = {u € W"3(D) : H{up pen € C°(D) such that u, — u in W3(D)}, and

Wige (D) := {u: ué € Wy*(D) for any ¢ € C2°(D)}.

loc

The main result of this paper is the following theorem.



Theorem 1.1 There exists M > 0 such that if ||c*||pve < M, then for any f € L*PVY(D;dx)
and g € By(D°), there exists a unique u € By(R?) satisfying u|p € W*(D) N C(D) and

loc

(A+a®A? +b-V+c)u+f=0 in D,
u=g¢g on D¢

Moreover, u has the expression
u(z) = E, [E(T)Q(XT) —I—/ e(s)f(Xs)ds} . zeRL (1.3)
0
In addition, if g is continuous at z € 0D then

Hereafter (A + a®A%? +b-V + c¢)u+ f = 0 is understood in the distribution sense: for any
¢ € C2(D),

a®A(d, —a) (u(z) — u(y))(o(z) — o))
/D<Vu, V¢>dm+f/w /R ! P ddy

|z =yl
— b,V dx — dx — dx = 0. 14
Aszx Aw¢x[ﬁ¢x (1.4)

Note that the double integral appearing in ([L4]) is well-defined for any u € By(R?) with u|p €
WL2(D) and ¢ € C=(D).

loc

As a direct consequence of Theorem [[LT] we have the following corollary.

Corollary 1.2 If ¢ <0, then for any f € L*PVV(D;dx) and g € By(D*) satisfying g is contin-
uous on AD, there exists a unique u € By(RY) such that u is continuous on D, u|p € WH*(D),
and

(A+a®A? +b-V+c)u+f=0 in D,
u=g¢g on D¢

Moreover, u has the expression

mm=m%mwm+£l@mm®yxew

The proof of Theorem [Tl will be given in Section 3. In the next section, we first present
several lemmas. In particular, we will use an old result of Kanda [27] to prove a key lemma (see
Lemma 27 below), which will be used in proving the continuity of solutions in Theorem 1]



2 Some Lemmas

Throughout this paper, we denote by (-,-) the inner product of L*(R¢;dx) and denote by C a
generic fixed strictly positive constant, whose value can change from line to line. Recall that a
measurable function ¢ on R? is said to be in the Kato class if and only if

(
i lS“pd Jy-ai<ny xffﬂ?'zdy} =9, if d >3,
Y LzeRrd
Sup f{|y—m|§1} |90( )|dy < 00, if d=1.
\ zeR4

Lemma 2.1 Define

E(0,0) = [ou(Vo, Vih)da + “HG=EL [ [y, =G0 dudy

fRd b> ng dea ¢>¢ € D(go)a
D(£%) = W2(RY).

Then, (E° D(E%)) is a regular lower-bounded semi-Dirichlet form on L*(R%dz). Moreover,
((X1)i>0, (Pr)gera) is the Hunt process associated with (E°, D(EY)).

Proof. By the assumption on b and Holder’s inequality, we find that |b|*> belongs to the Kato
class. Then, we obtain by [37, Chapter 7, Lemma 7.5] that there exists 5y > 0 such that

2 .2 1 2 2 1,2 /mod
/Rdwwdx%/ww dx+ﬁo/Rd|¢| dr, Vo € W2(RY). (2.1)

Define
E3(0,9) = E%(¢, ) + B(9,9), ¢,4 € D(E).
Then, (£5, D(£Y)) is a coercive closed form on L*(R% dx) for any 3 > fo.

Denote by Cy(R%) the space of continuous functions on R¢ which vanish at infinity. If ¢ €
C®(R%), then A%2¢ € Cy(R?) (cf. [36, Theorem 31.5]). Moreover, we have A%2¢ € L*(R?; dx).
In fact, suppose supp[¢] C B(0, N) for some N € N, then we get

2
/ IA2G 20y = / (A(d,—a) Mdy) dz
{|z[>2N} {|z|>2N} Ra |y|ite
2
= / (A(d, —a)/ (é(#tg)dy) dx
{lal>2N} fyi>1y 1Yl
2
ol e
{|z|>2N} J {|y|>1} \y\

C’/ ¢2dx/ —dy
R {y>1y 1y]4Fe

< 0Q.

IN

IN



We have
By [38, Theorem 3.1], (%, D(EY)) is a regular lower-bounded semi-Dirichlet form on L?(R%; dz).

We now show that ((X;)i0, (Ps)zera) is the Hunt process associated with (€9, D(E%)). We
will follow the method of [18, Section 4], which relates the Hunt process associated with a semi-
Dirichlet form to a martingale problem. Since b in (L)) is not assumed to be continuous, we
cannot directly apply [I8, Theorem 4.3]. We give the detailed argument below.

Let ((Xf)i>0, (P%)gere) be a Hunt process associated with (€% D(£°)). Suppose that ¢ €
C>(R%). Define

M = 0lXE) - 005 - [ ' Lo(XE)ds.

0

Let ¢ = (1 — L)¢. Then, ¢ € L*(R% dx). Since ¢ = Gy dz-a.e., we get ¢ = R{1) q.e., where G}
and R¢ are the 1-resolvents of £% and X¢, respectively. Hence

t
M = REU(XE) ~ REVOXS) = [ (Bw = 0)(X)ds, PE —as. qe xRS
0

which implies that {M;} is a martingale under P¢ for q.e. € R%

Let ® be a countable subset of C>°(R%) such that for any ¢ € C*(R?) there exist {¢,} C ®
satisfying ||¢n — @||oo, [|0in — 0i@|| 0o, [|0:0j P — 0;0;¢||cc — 0 as n — oo for any ¢, 5 € {1,2,...,d}.
Then, there is an £°-exceptional set of R?, denoted by F, such that {Mf} is a martingale under
P¢ for any x € F¢. Note that

B { / |b-v¢|<X5>ds] < [Vl oo RE bl (2).

We obtain by taking limits that {M;} is a martingale under P¢ for any ¢ € C>°(R?%) and q.e.
r € RY Therefore, by the uniqueness of solutions to the martingale problem for (L,C%°(R?))
(see [II, Theorem 1.4]), we find that ((X:)i>0,(Pr)serae) is the Hunt process associated with
(€9, D(EY). .

Lemma 2.2
lim sup P, | sup |X; —z| > r) =0, Vr > 0.

t=0 pcRrd <0<s<t

Proof. Let t,r > 0. Define

= sup P Xs—z|>r)= sup / p(s, x,y)dy.
z€R 0<s<t r€RL 0<s<t J B(z,r)¢
By (L2), we get
lim ¢, = 0. (2.2)
t—0



Define
S =inf{t > 0:|X; — Xo| > 2r}.

For € R?, we have

P, (sup | X — x| > 2r)

0<s<t

P.(S <)

< P(|Xi—xz| >r)+ P(S <t X, € B(x,r))

< u+ P(S<tand |X;— Xg| >7)

<yt Ep[lis<y Pxo(| Xies — Xo| > 1)

< 2. (2.3)
The proof is complete by ([2.2)) and ([2.3). O

Let U be an open set of R?. Define
Ty :=inf{t > 0: X, € U°}.

Denote by p¥ (¢, ,y) the transition density function of the part process (X! );>0, (Ps)zer). Define
GY(x,y) = [y e "pY(t, x,y)dt for 2,y € U and > 0.
Lemma 2.3 Let U be a bounded open set of RY.
(1) For any x € U,

P.(my <o0) =1. (2.4)
(2) There exist positive constants 01 and 0y such that

pU(t, z,y) < Oige,(t.x —y), (t,z,y) € (0,00) x U x UL (2.5)

(3) For anyt >0, P.(ty =t) =0 and the function x — P,(1y > t) is upper semi-continuous on
R,

(4) For any x,y € U, the function t — pY(t,x,y) is continuous on (0, 00).

Proof. By ([L2)), similar to [29, Lemma 6.1], we can show that
sup Pp(1py > 1) < 1, (2.6)

zelU

and there exist positive constants 7 and 6 such that
Pt 2,y) < 05D, (L, y) € (1,00) x U x U. (2.7)

By (Z8) and the Markov property of X, we conclude that (24 holds. By (L2]) and (27, we
conclude that (2.5) holds.

The proof of (3) is the same as [33, Theorem 1.4.7 and Proposition 2.2.1]. We now prove (4).
For z,y € U and t > 0, we have

pU(ta xz, y) = p(tu xz, y) - EE [p(t - TU, XTUv Z/)l{mgt}]- (28)
Then, (4) follows from (28], the continuity of p(t, z,y), (L2) and (3). O
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Lemma 2.4 Let U be a bounded open set of R%. Suppose that ¢ is a measurable function on R?
which belongs to the Kato class. Then, we have

hmsupE [/ lo(XY |d8} =

xEU
Proof. We have

t I I/
2N ———— <72 < et exp <—M) if |z —y|? <t, (2.9)

|£L’ _ y|d+a —
lz—y|? 42 ¢
/0 <t : Ix—y\‘”a) «

‘x_y‘z t
—dt
/0 |z — y|dte

1
= — 2.10
2z — y[dto—a ( )

and

IA

Then, we obtain by (2.5]), (27), (2.9) and (2.I0) that there exists C' > 0 such that for any z,y € U,

oy a2 d >3,
Gg(r,y) < {4 Cln <1+‘x—iy‘), d=2, (2.11)
C, d=1.
The proof is complete by Lemma 2.2, (Z.I1]) and [39, Theorem 1]. O
Lemma 2.5 There exists C' > 0 such that
sup E, [/ U(Xs)ds} < Clv|lpovr, Yo e LZN(D). (2.12)
xzeD 0

Proof. We only prove (2I2) when d > 3. The cases that d = 1,2 can be considered similarly.
Let v € L2 (D) and 2 € D. Denote by ¢(D) the diameter of D. By (ZIII), we have

Ea UOTU(Xs)ds} < /DGé’(az,y)v(y)dy

< C /D %d@,
o(frorm)” (o)
- o ([ %)

= vl

IN



where C” and C" are positive constants. ]

Suppose that D C B(0, N) for some N € N. Define

Q = B(0, N). (2.13)

Lemma 2.6 Let v > 0. For any compact set K of Q, there exist § > 0 and 91,75 € (0,00) such
that for any x,y € K satisfying |z — y| < 0, we have

(2.14)

|my|d2<G( )<‘$19ﬁ7 if d > 3,
U In <GQ(:c y) <vpgln—, if d=2.

\x |’

Proof. We only prove (ZI4]) when d > 3. The case that d = 2 can be considered similarly.
Similar to (2-IT]), we can prove that there exists ¥ > 0 such that for any z,y € Q,

Y
|z —y|d=%

G (z,y) <

We obtain by ([L2) and ([2.8)) that there exist C;,Cs, C3,e > 0 such that if 0 < ¢ < e and
x,y € K satisfying |x — y| < € then

C 2
Ptz y) > Cit™ ¥ exp <—M) — Cs.

Thus, for z,y € K satisfying |z — y| < €, we have

Q —~ve ‘ 9]
Goxy) > e v/op (t, 2, y)dt

€ 2
> e‘%/ [Clt‘d/2 exp <—702|xt yl ) - 03} dt
0
[e'e} C _ 2 e}
> e ¢ [/ Clt_d/2 exp <—M) dt — / C’lt_d/2dt — (e
0 €
_ Cy Cs
— g — —C
’ [m —y T & } |

where Cy and C'5 are positive constants. Therefore, there exist 0 < 0 < € and 1¥; > 0 such that if
x,y € K satisfying |z — y| < § then

O

Lemma 2.7 Any point on 0D is a reqular point of D and D¢ for the process ((Xt)i>0, (Pr)zerd)-

8



Proof. We first consider the case that d > 2. Let 8 > (5, (see (2.I))) and €2 be defined as in (2.13).
Denote by ((X{*)i>0, (P))zeq) the Markov process associated with (€9, Wy %(Q)). To prove the
lemma, it is sufficient to show that any point on 9D is a regular point of D and D¢ for the process

(X0, (PY)aecq)-

Let A be a Borel set of Q satisfying A C €. Denote by e4 the 0-equilibrium measure of A
w.r.t (X0, (P?)seq). Then, there exists a finite measure j14 concentrating on A such that
(cf. [32, page 58 and Theorem 3.5.1]),

Pioa <) = ea(o) = [ G3{apualdy) for ae.x €
A

where 04 is the first hitting time of A. Since both () := P (04 < 1) and ¢(z) 1= [ GF(z,y)pa(dy)
are O-excessive functions of ((X{)i>o, (P?)zeq), we have

Phoy < 1) = / G%(z,y)uA(dy), Vo € Q. (2.15)
A

Let z € 0D. By the assumption on D, we know that z is a regular point of D and D¢ for the
Brownian motion in R?. Therefore, z is a regular point of D and D¢ for ((X;)i>0, (Pr)zera) by
Lemma 2.6, (2Z.I5) and [27, Theorem 4.2].

We now consider the case that d = 1. To prove the lemma, it is sufficient to show that for any
r € R, z is a regular point of both (—oo,z) and (z,00). We assume without loss of generality
that © = 0. We will use an idea from [26] to show below that 0 is a regular point of (0, c0). Using
the same method, we can show that 0 is also a regular point of (—o0,0).

Let B be a Brownian motion on R! and Y be a rotationally symmetric a-stable process on
R! that is independent of B. Then, B + aY is the symmetric Lévy process associated with
A + a*A*2. Denote by P and Q the probability measures on D([0, 00), R!) that are solutions
to the martingale problems for (A + a®A%/? C*(R')) and (L,C*(R')) with initial value 0,
respectively. Since |[b] € L>(D;dx), P and Q are mutually locally absolutely continuous (cf. e.g.
[13, Theorem 2.4]). Define

o(w)=inf{t >0:w(t) >0}, ow)=inf{t>0:w(t) <0} forwe D(0,c0),R),

and
S ={we D(0,0),RY : o(w) =0}, S ={we D(0,0),R : 0" (w) =0}

By the Blumenthal 0-1 law, we know that P(S) = 0 or 1. If P(S) = 0, then we obtain by the
symmetry of B + aY that P(S") = 0 also. We have a contradiction. Therefore,

which implies that
P(S¢) = 0. (2.16)

Define
T, = {we D([0,00),R") : 0 < o(w) < n} forn €N,

9



T ={we D([0,0),R") : 0 < g(w) < oo},
R, = {w € D([0,00),R") : 0(w) > n} forn €N,

and
R ={we D([0,0),R") : 0(w) = oc}.

(
Then, (2I6]) implies that P(7,,) = P(R,) = 0 for any n € N. Since Q is locally absolutely
continuous w.r.t. P, we have Q(7},) = Q(R,,) = 0 for any n € N. Then, Q(7") =1 Q(7},) = 0 and
Q(R) =] Q(R,) = 0. Therefore, Q(S) =1—Q(T) — Q(R) = 1, which implies that 0 is a regular
point of (0, 00). 0

Lemma 2.8 Define &(x) = E,[g(X,)] forz € Re. If g is continuous at z € OD, thenlim,_,, £(x) =

§(2).

Proof. Suppose that g is continuous at z € 0D. Let § > 0. We define
={ycR: |jy—z2/ <6}, T=inf{t>0:X,¢€ A5}

For t > 0, we have

lim P, (T < 7) < limsup Py(7 > ¢) + limsup P, (1" < t).

zeD zeD zeD

Then, we obtain by Lemma 2.2 Lemma 2.3 (3) and Lemma 2.7 that

lim P,(T"< 1) = 0. (2.17)

zeD

By the strong Markov property of X, we get

§(2) = Eu9(Xo)lip<my] + Eo[§(X7)1 (o7

Therefore, the proof is complete by the continuity of g at z, the boundedness of g and (Z17).

Lemma 2.9 For anyt >0 and z € 0D, we have

lim <sup pD(t,x,y)) =0. (2.18)

zeD \yeD

Proof. By ([2)), for ¢ < t, we have

pD(tha y) = / pD(g,;L” w)pD(t —&w, y)dw S C(t - E)_d/2px(7— > 5)‘
D

Therefore, we obtain (ZI8) by Lemma 23] (3) and Lemma 27 n

10



Lemma 2.10 Let U be a bounded open set of R® and ¢ € By(R%) with supp|p] C U*. Then, for
dz-a.e. x € U, we have

B lp(Xoy) iy <y] = a® /(// |;j:de+a )dzdy) ds. (2.19)

Proof. Let ¢ € By(R?%) with supp[p] € U and ¥ € B,(R?) with supp[¢] C U. By the quasi-left
continuity of ((Xt)i>0, (Py:)zera), we have

Eyao[p(Xr) ) Liry<tt] = Eyaa[lix,,, ey (Xe) Lim <t

By Lemma 21, we know that (%, W,*(U)) is a regular lower-bounded semi-Dirichlet form on
L?(U;dz) and XV is the Hunt process associated with (£°, W, (U)) (cf. [32, Theorem 3.5.7]).
Let (T)=o be the L%semigroup associated with (£°, W, *(U)). Denote by (IV);>o the dual
semigroup of (T )i>o on L*(U;dz). Similar to [I7, Lemma 4.5.5], we can show that for any
0 € By(R?) with supp[o] C U,

Eypta 00X, )0 (X V] = 0° / < / / TUﬁ_ ‘dﬂf )dxdy> ds.

Then,

E’Lﬁ dx [¢(XTU)1{TU<t}

- [ [ [Tt dxdy)ds
— a®A(d, —a) / / < / / |jfyz|d+ )dzdy) dsdz.

Since 1) is arbitrary, (Z19) holds for dz-a.e. z € U. O

3 Proof of Theorem [1.1]

3.1 Boundedness and continuity of solutions

Let u be defined by (L3). In this subsection, we will show that u € By(R?), u is continuous in
D, and if g is continuous at z € D then lim,_,, u(x) = u(2).

(1) By Khasminskii’s inequality and (ZI2), there exists C' > 0 such that for any v € L7''(D)
satisfying ||v||z-v1 < C', we have

sup E, [efoT ”(Xs)ds} < 00. (3.1)

zeD

In particular, this implies that there exists 6 > 0 such that

sup £, [667—] < 00. (3.2)
xzeD

11



By [2.12), we get

E:c [ / €f05 v(Xt)dtf(Xs)dS :|
0

(e[ o] ) (s [ rvom])

< (B, [oFmemn )" ey,
< o (B [ o)) (B () P 5.3

By BI)-@B3), we know that there exists M > 0 such that if ||¢"||vi < M, then for any
f e L2PVD(D; dx) and g € By(D°), u € By(RY).

IN

(2) Forx € D and t > 0, we have

o) = B[ty + [ o0
B, [0 g + 1y [ els) (X
— B [etmateen + [ er0n]
P |eOipon Bx, [elr)g(X0) + [ el)7(x.pas]|
— B[O o ey + [ ] )
Define
wl@) = B [u(X,).
and
o) = B [ a0y + 6(0) ~ a1y + el e + [ els) (X0

4
-y
=1

Then, we have u = u, +¢;. By ([L2) and the joint continuity of p(t, z,y) on (0, 00) x R% x R?, we
obtain that wu, is continuous in D. By Lemma [2.2] we find that

llr%P (1 <t) =0 uniformly on any compact subset of D. (3.5)
—

Then, we obtain by the boundedness of u and (B.) that sgl) converges to 0 uniformly on any
compact subset of D.

12



Let ¢ =

lim sup £,
xeD

t—0
and

sup F,
xeD

Note that for ¢t < 7, we have

e(t)

By B.0), B1) and B.8), we get

[efot W(XSD)dS} < oo, Vt,r>0.

le| + |f|. By Lemma 2.4 and the assumptions on ¢ and f, we have

(3.6)

Ji t o) o,

(3.7)

1_ (ef; c<x5>dw) '

s=0

t
- / d(ef;c(X£>dw>
0
t t
1+/ els elXw)d
0

XP)ds.

lim sup Ex[Lirsyyle(t) — 1]

IN

limsup E,
t—0 ep

hm sup F,
0zeD

Then, 55/2)

By (B3.3), (31) and the boundedness of g, we obtain that e®

[ e eyl
[ / e|(XP)Exo [efo el (XP)dw }ds}

converges to 0 uniformly on D.

converges to 0 uniformly on any

compact subset of D. Similar to (3.8]), we can show that for ¢ < 7,

oo P(X

By B.4), B.2) and B.3), we get

lim sup
t—0 ep

IN

lim sup F,
t—0 z€D

limsup £,
t—0 ep

lim sup F,
t—0 ep

= 0.

t
)ds :1+/ el PXiDdw o (X DY g,
0

B[ erxa

(3.9)

rprt
/efogo(X )dw (XD)d:|
LJO
rprt
/ef;VJ(X“?)dwap(XsD)ds}
L/ 0

- ‘
/ p(X)Exp [efois“D(Xg)dw} ds]
LJo

13



Then, 55/4) converges to 0 uniformly on D. Therefore, u is continuous in D.

(3) Define
tAT
My = u(X) Lo + 9O e + [ (74 cu) (X, (3.10)
0

and
Ne = e(t)u(Xy) Lirsiy + e(7)9( X ) 1< +/0 e(s)f(Xs)ds. (3.11)

Let 0 < s < t. By (84), we get

(t—s)A
U(Xs) - EXS 6(t - S)U(Xt—s)l{'r>t—s} + 6(T)g(XT)1{TSt—S} + /0 6(w)f(Xw)dw] s

which together with the strong Markov property of X implies that
E. N, — N,|F]=0.
Then, (NV;);>0 is a martingale under P, for any z € D.

By BI0) and B.I1), we get
t
N = QX)) + DX 1rcy ~ [ els)e(Xg(X) L rcpds

tAT ’

+/ e(s)f(Xs)ds
’ tAT

= UL oy + (9K L +elt) [ (F +eu)(Xo)ds
0

t s

—/ e(s)e(Xs) <U(Xs)1{r>s}+9(Xr)1{r<s}+/ f(Xw)l{r>w}dw) ds
0 0
t t

_/ c(Xuw)u(Xw) Lir>w) (/ e(s)c(XS)ds) dw
0 w

t
= e(t)M, —/ Mde(s). (3.12)
0
By the integration by parts formula for semi-martingales, we have
t t
e(t)M; — u(z) :/ Mde(s) —I—/ e(s)dMs.
0 0

Hence we obtain by ([B12) that (M;);>¢ is a martingale under P, for any « € D. Therefore, we
have

a) = Ex [ulX) ) + 9 (X e + [ T(f+CU)(Xs)ds], ceD. (313)

Define
¢(z) = Ef9(X,)], =e€RY (3.14)

14



and
w(z) = u(r) —&(x), =R (3.15)

By B13), we get
w(z) = E, {w(Xt)l{T>t} +/0 T(f + cu)(XS)ds] , T €D. (3.16)

By the assumptions on f and ¢, the boundedness of u and Lemma 2.4 we have

lim sup E, [/MT |f + cu\(Xs)ds} = 0. (3.17)
0

t—0 z€D

Therefore, we obtain by Lemma 2.8 Lemma and (BI4)-BI7) that if g is continuous at
z € 0D, then lim,_,, u(z) = u(z).

3.2 Existence of solutions

Let u be defined by ([L3]), and ¢ and w be defined by (B.I4]) and ([BIH]), respectively.

We will first show that & € W,2(D) and £°(€, ¢) = 0 for any ¢ € C>°(D). We assume without
loss of generality that ¢ > 0 on D¢. Let {D,}.en be a sequence of relatively compact open
subsets of D such that D, C D,;; and D = U D,,, and {x, }.en be a sequence of functions in
C>*(D) such that 0 < x,, < 1 and x,|p, = 1. Suppose that 8 > [y (see (2.1)). Let e%n be the
B-equilibrium of D, w.r.t. XP. By [32, Lemma 2.1.1], e%n € W,*(D) and e%n =1 dr-a.e. on
D,,. Note that

{(z) = B[§(X,)], zeR” (3.18)

We find that &|p is a B-excessive function w.r.t. XP. Then, we get (||§||Ooe%n) AE € We*(D)
(cf. [30, Theorem 2.6]). Since (HfHooeﬁDn) NE =& dz-a.e. on D,, and n € N is arbitrary, we have
§ € W2 (D).

Suppose ¢ € C°(D,,) for some m € N. By (BI8), we know that ({(Xiar))i>0 is a martingale
under P, for x € D. By the integration by parts formula for semi-martingales, we get

E, [e—B(tArDm)g(XMTDm )] =&(x) — BE, [/OMTDM e‘BSg(XS)ds} )

Then, we have

. §(2) — Byle” P n)€(Xinry,, )]
im ()
t—0 Rd t

de =pf Epdx. (3.19)
Dy,

For n > m, define
() = Eple”™m (Exn)(Xrp, )], @ € RY.

15



We have n,(z) = E,le”?"n)py, (X;p,, )] for t > 0 and @ € D, and n,(z) = Exu(z) for
q.e-x € D¢, By [32] Theorem 3.5.1], we get

ENEXn, &)
. — —B(ATD,) _
— lim QS(I)an Tn Eﬂc[e ((£Xn>(XtATDm) nn(Xt/\TDm>>]dI
t—0 D t
- L, —AUATD) n X T
By B19) and ([3.:20), we get

5°£m“
= tims [ @B Ky, ) (1= X0 (Kir,
- 12%15/ o 1{TD <t}€ ﬁTDmg(Xt/\TDm)(l_Xn(Xt/\'rDm))]dx' (3.21)

Let ¢ > 0. There exists § > 0 such that for any 0 < t < §, 1 —e™?* < . Suppose that D C B(0, N)
for some N € N. Then, we obtain by Lemma .10 that for 0 < ¢ < 4,

IN

IA

<

1 —BT,
. O(2) Ex[Lirp,, < (1 — e7™Pm)E(Xinrp, ) (1 = Xn(Xinrp,, ))]d

€

= | @ 206 K, )L~ X0 Kir, Dl

gawt / [ / /_ ( =) [ %d) dde} o
] o (120 [ 520 ] )

1
ca® A(d, —) ||l o€l so| Do /‘ ————ﬂ1+ﬁ4“®BogNrux), 3.22
( M llooll€ o] \( oawye (pl72)7a ™ |B(0,2N) 1), (3:22)

where ¥ = inf{|x —y| : @ € D,,,,y € DS}, and |D,,| and |B(0,2N) N D¢| denote the Lebesgue

measures of D,, and B(0,2N) N D¢

respectively. Since € > 0 is arbitrary, we obtain by (B2]))

n’

and ([3.22) that

E%6xnd) = lm [ 6Bl <€ (Xin, )1~ o (Kinry, Nz (3.23)

D m

Define

awa—xamu

oy W 2 € Dn. (3.24)
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Then, F,, € By(D,,). By (823), Lemma .10 and ([3.24), we get
5°(€Xn,¢)

L Q.A pPm (s, 2)

= i o[ (- [ ) s
a D

. B pPm(s,x, z)

- 15%7/ @) / ( W=l /Dmip-yw o) o

= i 20T / o(z)pPm F, (x)dxds
D,

= a"A(d, =) | o(x)Fn(z)de

_ /m/ 3¢ ‘x |d+a ) ().

On the other hand, we have
E%(Exn, @)
— [ (T, Vot - / (b, V (€xa))

aA —a // (Exn)(z an())(aﬁ(x)—aﬁ(y))dxdy

|$ _y|d+a

= &% ¢) +aAd, —a / / £y |x — |d+a ygb(:v)d:z.
Thus, we obtain by (325) and ([3.26) that £°(¢, ¢) = 0.

By ([BI0), we have
_ D
lim w(z)w( ©) = prwl )dzz
t—0 t
tAT
Xs)d
t—0 t
= hr%t ( P\f + cul, |wl) ds
= (\f+CU\,\UJ|)
< Q.

Then, w € Wy*(D) and hence u = & +w € W?(D). For ¢ € C®(D), we have
Ew,p) = hm/ o(z “’(5’3 prw() ;.

t—0

= hm/ oy Zetho L f+cu)(Xs)dS]dx

t—0

= hm (ps (f + cu),¢)ds

t—0 t

= (f+ cu, o).

17
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Therefore,

E%u, ¢) = E(§ +w, 0) = (f +cu, 9),
which implies that (L4]) holds.

3.3 Uniqueness of solutions

In this subsection, we will prove the uniqueness of solutions. To this end, we will show that there

exists M > 0 such that if |[¢*||zsv1 < M, then v = 0 is the unique function in By(RY) satisfying
v|p € WE*(D) N C(D) and

&%, ¢) = (cv,9), V¢ € C=(D),

{ v=0 on D (3.27)

Suppose that v € By(R?) satisfying v|p € W,2*(D) N C(D) and B2Z7). Let {Dy}nen be a

loc
sequence of relatively compact open subsets of D such that D, C D,y; and D = U2, D,,, and
{Xn}nen be a sequence of functions in C'°(D) such that 0 < x,, < 1 and x,|p, = 1. We have
vXn € Wy?(D). Note that

/ |(v(y) = v(@) (Xn(y) = Xn(2))]

|$_ |d+o¢

dydr < oco. (3.28)
Let 8> By (see () and ¢ € C2(D). By [B27) and @Z8), we get
E8(vXn, @)
— [ (V(on). Voo - / o, v<vxn>>¢dx
O‘A d - (v v ) —
M) [ [ (0)0) = oot = o)

‘SL’ _ y‘d+a

drdy + (B, vXn9)
= E%v, xno) — /Rd(LXn)vqbda: — 2/Rd<Vv,VXn>¢d:£
Y RCSICIOESECITY PRI

|£L’ _y|d+a

_ ((C + 5)”)(71 o (LXn)'U . 2<VU, VXn> N aO‘A(d, —Oé)/ (U(y) - U())(Xn(y) - Xn('))dy’ ¢)

Rd ‘ ) _y|d+a

= (0,,0). (3.29)

Let n > m and ¢ € C*(D,,). By (3829), we get
(6, 0)
= &%, )+ a®A(d, —« / / |I_y‘d+a ))d yo(x)dz + (58, v¢)

_ <(c + B)v + a®A(d, —c) /D . ”(yﬁ fl_yéfcfy))dy, ¢>) . (3.30)

18



Since ¢ € C°(D,,) is arbitrary, by ([B.30), we find that for n > m,

11— n
0(2) = (c(z) + B)v(x) + a®A(d, —a) / vl >§+iy))dy, z € Dy
DNDg [z —y|
Hence
0,, converges to (¢ + f)v uniformly on any compact subset of D. (3.31)

Denote by ((X¢)e=0, (PY)sera) the Markov process associated with (£3, W'2(R?)). For n > m,
define

tATD,,
A= / 0,(X)ds and c""(x):= EP[A]™"], t>0, x € D,,.
0

By the joint continuity of p(t, z,y) on (0,00) x R? x R? we know that the function t ~— ¢""(z)
is continuous for any x € D,,. We have ¢"" € L*(D,,;dz) for t > 0 and

e (@) = (@) +pr e (2), ts 20, (3.32)

where (p{""™),> is the transition semigroup of the part process ((X™);0, (P?)zen,,)- By (29),
we get

t

g 10, 147 = i [0, 00ds
= (9nv¢)
= E(vxn, @), Vo € Wy (D). (3.33)
Define
() = B [(0xn)(Xrp, )], © € RY
We have
N (¥) = B [l (Xinrp, )], ¢ >0, € Dy, (3.34)

and 7y, () = vx,(z) for q.e-x € DE,. By [32 Theorem 3.5.1], we get

EY(WXn, @) = EF(VXn — Nns 8), Vo € Wy (Dy). (3.35)

Let (T"P™);=0 be the L?-semigroup associated with (&3, Wy ?(D,,)). Denote by (T/"™),=0
the dual semigroup of (7}7"™);5¢ on L?(D,,; dx). Define

t
Sm ::/ T8Pmds, t>0. (3.36)
0

Similar to [I7, (1.5.5), page 39], we can show that

E5(v, 51"p) = (v, p =177 p), Yo € Wy (Din), p € L (D d). (3.37)
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Then, we obtain by (3:32)), (3.33), B35), B30) and B37) that for ¢ € C>°(D,,) and t,r > 0,
("¢ = TPmg)
1 . . X
= lim — ("™, Sm¢ — THPmSm )
s—0 8§

1 . . .

= lim (", 8¢ — T/ 57¢)

s—0 8§

= Evxn, S0 — TP S1"0)

= SS(UXn = Tlm,n, S;n(ﬁ - Ttﬁpms;n(ﬁ)

- ('UXn = N, ¢ - iTtﬂDmQ5 - ZTTB’DmCZ5 + ﬂ&?7n¢)

D, 78:Dm

= (UXn = N — pf (VXn = Nmn), @ — Trﬁ P ).
Hence [["" == (¢/"" — (vXn — Thmm) + 207" (0Xn — Tm), @) satisfies the linear equation []" =
L= By B33) and (B34), we get limg o ;" /t = 0. Then, {{*" = 0. Since ¢ € C°(D,,)
is arbitrary, we obtain by the continuity of the function t + p?P=(t, x 1), which can be proved
similar to Lemma 23] (4), and the continuity of the function ¢ — ¢;"" () that for dz-a.e. x € D,,,

tATD,,
(00 — ) (@) = E2[(0X0 — n) (Xinep. )] + [ / en<Xs>ds] V>0,
0
By ([B.34), we obtain that for dz-a.e. € D,,,

(o) = B0 X, )+ 2| 6,(X.)ds] . ez 0 (3.38)

Note that v € By(R?) and v = 0 on D¢. Letting n — oo, we obtain by (3.31)) and (B8.38)) that
for dz-a.e. x € D,,,

@) = B, )+ B2 [ [ e+ dpoixas] . w20 (3.3
0
Letting m — oo, we obtain by ([B39) that for dz-a.e. x € D,
o) = B0 e + B2 | [ (e 8 0005] . vz (3.40
0
Define o~
T, = v(Xy)Lirsey + /0 ((c+ Bv)(Xs)ds. (3.41)

By B40), we find that (Z;)s>o is a martingale under P? for dz-a.e. x € D. Define

eg(t) := efg(chﬁ)(Xs)ds, t>0.

The integration by parts formula for semi-martingales implies that

es(t) Ly — v(w) :/0 Zidep(s) +/0 es(s)dZs.
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By (B.41l), we get
es(t)Z, — /0 Zsdes(s)
= ep(t)o(Xe)lirsn + ep(t) /0 T((C + B)v)(Xs)ds — /O ea(s)((c+ B)v)(Xo)lr>syds

t t
- [t it ([ e+ a)0xds ) du
0 w
= eg(H)o(Xy)lrsp
= Js.
Hence (J;)i>0 is a martingale under P? for dr-a.e. x € D. Then, we have
v(z) = Efles(t)o(Xi) 1]
= Ele(t)v(X)1lrsy), do—ae ze€D. (3.42)
By (B]), there exists M > 0 such that if ||cT||z»v1 < M then

sup E, [efOT cﬂX“")dS} < 00. (3.43)

zeD

Therefore, by letting t — oo, we obtain by (3:42)), (3843) and the dominated convergence theorem
that v(z) = 0 for dz-a.e. ¥ € D. Since v|p € C(D), we obtain v = 0 on R%. The proof is
complete. ]
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