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BIVARIATE REVUZ MEASURES AND THE FEYNMAN-KAC
FORMULA ON SEMI-DIRICHLET FORMS

LIPING LI AND JIANGANG YING

ABSTRACT. In this paper we shall first establish the theory of bivariate Revuz
correspondence of positive additive functionals under a semi-Dirichlet form
which is associated with a right Markov process X satisfying the sector con-
dition but without duality. We extend most of the classical results about the
bivariate Revuz measures under the duality assumptions to the case of semi-
Dirichlet forms. As the main results of this paper, we prove that for any exact
multiplicative functional M of X, the subprocess XM of X killed by M also
satisfies the sector condition and we then characterize the semi-Dirichlet form
associated with X by using the bivariate Revuz measure, which extends the
classical Feynman-Kac formula.

1. INTRODUCTION

We shall briefly explain the title of this paper first. The original Feynman-
Kac formula is the characterization of the transition semigroup corresponding to
the classical Schrodinger equation. Hence any topic related to this is called a
Feynman-Kac formula. The essential point of Dirichlet form theory is the one-to-
one correspondence between Markov processes and Dirichlet forms. An decreasing
multiplicative functional of a Markov process gives us a subprocess and its transi-
tion semigroup, which corresponds to the generalized Schrédinger equation. The
Feynman-Kac formula means the characterization of Dirichlet form of the subpro-
cess, if it is valid.

Another word in the title we need to explain is semi-Dirichlet form. The classical
theory of Dirichlet form, referring to [7], is the energy form of a Markov process
X which is symmetric with respect to a o-finite measure m on the state space
E. This theory was extended to non-symmetric Dirichlet form where a pair of
Markov processes are dual with respect to m and the bilinear form corresponding
to the infinitesimal generator satisfies so-called sector condition so that theory of
functional analysis can be used. For non-symmetric Dirichlet form, refer to [I5].
More generally, the semi-Dirichlet form is the bilinear form of a Markov process
whose infinitesimal generator satisfies the sector condition with respect to a mea-
sure. The big difference between Dirichlet form and semi-Dirichlet form is that the
measure m is excessive for the associated process in former case, so that the results
in probabilistic potential theory may be used directly, and not for the later case.
For semi-Dirichlet forms, refer to [6].

The main purpose of this paper is to prove that any subprocess of a Markov
process associating with a semi-Dirichlet form satisfies the sector condition and
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to characterize the semi-Dirichlet form of the subprocess. For the Feynman-Kac
formula concerning decreasing continuous multiplicative functionals in symmetric,
non-symmetric and semi-Dirichlet form, refer to [7], [I5] and [6], respectively. For
one concerning decreasing multiplicative functionals (non-local MF’s), refer to [26]
and [27].

We shall adopt the standard notation and terminology of right Markov processes
in [2], [12] and |23]. The symbol “:=’ means a definition. Let (E, B) be a metrizable
Lusin space, and m a o-finite measure on F. Let

X = (QuMwA/ltuXhetqu)

be a right Markov process on E U {A}, where A is the trap of X, with (P;) as
its transition semigroup and ¢ as its life time. Assume that (P;);>o satisfies the
following hypothesis.

Hypothesis 1.1. The semigroup (P;);>0 acts as a strongly continuous contraction
semigroup on L?(E,m).

Note that Hypothesis [I.1] is not trivial because m may not be excessive. The
infinitesimal generator of (P;)¢>¢ is the densely defined operator L given by

Lf = lm(Pf — f)/t,

with the domain D(L) being the class of f € L?(E, m) for which the indicated limit
exists in the strong sense in L?(E, m). The process X is said to satisfy the sector
condition if the following hypothesis holds.

Hypothesis 1.2 (Sector condition). There is a constant K > 1 such that the
bilinear form

E(f,9) == (f.—Lg), [f.9€D(L)
satisfies
E(F.9) < K- (f,(I=L)[)7 - (g,(I — L)g)?
for any f,g € D(L), where I is the identity.

Under the sector condition (£, D(L)) can be extended to a semi-Dirichlet form
(see the appendix) denoted by (£, F) and D(L) is £;-dense in F. Moreover in [6] the
author proved that under a mild assumption (F should be a metrizable co-Souslin
space, see HYPOTHESIS2.1 of [6]) a right Markov process for which the sector
condition holds is necessarily m-standard, m-special and m-tight. In particular its
associated semi-Dirichlet form (€, F) is quasi-regular and X is properly associated
with (£, F). It is well known that (see [10]) similar to the classical case, every
quasi-regular semi-Dirichlet form on L?(E,m) always corresponds to an m-tight
special standard process. However the state space E of a right Markov process is
usually assumed to be a metrizable Radon space. The required assumption, say
HYPOTHESIS2.1 of [6], can be replaced by the following hypothesis. Note that
here we assume that E is separable whereas [6] does not.

Hypothesis 1.3. The space F is a separable metrizable Radon space, and there
is an increasing sequence { K, },>1 of compact subsets of E such that

(1.1) P™(lim Tp\x, < ¢) =0,

where Tp := inf{t > 0: X; € B} for any Borel subset B of E.
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Throughout this paper we always assume that X is a right Markov process on
E satisfying Hypothesis [[1] [.2] .3 whose semi-Dirichlet form (&, F) is quasi-
regular. Denote the semigroup, co-semigroup and resolvent, co-resolvent (see the
appendix) of (&, F) by (T})i>o0, (Tt)tzo and (Gq)a>0, (Ga)azo respectively. All the
other necessary notations and terminologies are given in the appendix.

To formulate Feynman-Kac formula, we need first establish the Revuz correspon-
dence theory, which was first done by Revuz in [19] and [20] for positive continuous
additive functionals (abbreviated as PCAF) under the duality assumption. Then
the similar correspondence results relative to the general positive additive function-
als (not necessarily to be continuous) and the multiplicative functionals under the
duality assumption are formulated in [5], [I0], [11], [22] and [23]. The correspond-
ing theory for PCAF’s in symmetric case was developed by Fukushima in [4] and
[7]. The main result is that each PCAF is in one-to-one correspondence with a
smooth measure (also named by Revuz measure). To discuss the killing transform
by a discontinuous multiplicative functional, we have to use the bivariate Revuz
measures, which were first introduced by Sharpe in [22] in dual case and further
discussed by the second author of this article in [26] and [27].

In this paper we shall consider the similar correspondence in the context of the
semi-Dirichlet forms. The main difficulty is that the reference measure m is not
necessarily excessive for X. However for any co-excessive function h, the measure
h - m is always excessive with respect to X no matter m is or is not excessive.
The co-excessive functions are rich enough so that it is possible for us to deal
with the correspondence theory for semi-Dirichlet forms similarly to the cases with
duality assumption. Actually the correspondence between the PCAFs and the
smooth measures was given in [6], [I7] and [I8] in the context of the semi-Dirichlet
forms. Using the correspondence theory on PCAF’s we shall treat general additive
functionals and define their bivariate Revuz measures on the semi-Dirichlet forms.

The paper is organized as follows. In §2] we shall focus on the transient case.
Although X may not be transient we can consider the 1-subprocess of X which
has the same properties as X for the Revuz correspondence, see Proposition
Then under the transient assumption we can define the bivariate Revuz measures
of the general additive functionals with respect to the reference measure in the
context of the semi-Dirichlet forms. As outlined in Theorem [3.2] and Proposition [3.6]
such bivariate Revuz measure is unique. We shall also give some examples to
characterize the bivariate Revuz measures of some typical additive functionals such
as the Stieltjes logarithm of the multiplicative functional in §3.3

In §4] we shall characterize the killing transform of the semi-Dirichlet forms. The
killing transform of X by a multiplicative functional M is introduced in Appendix[C]
We shall prove in Lemma @Il and .2 that the resulting subprocess XM still satisfies
Hypothesis [[.1] and For the sector condition, i.e. Hypothesis [.2] it will be
more complicated. In Theorem [4.4] and 4.7 we shall give a sufficient condition
to ensure that X™ still satisfies the sector condition and this sufficient condition
is verified for the typical jump-type semi-Dirichlet forms (see Example [L9) and all
multidimensional diffusion processes with jumps outlined in [25] (see Example[Z12).
In particular we can use the bivariate Revuz measure of the stieltjes logarithm of M
to characterize the associated semi-Dirichlet form of X . At last we shall extend
the results in [27] to the semi-Dirichlet forms in §8] which states that the killing
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transform in Markov processes is equivalent to the subordination in Dirichlet forms,
see Theorem

2. TRANSIENCE AND WEAK DUALITY

It is well known that even if X is not transient, its subprocess X° killed by the
MF (e=%);>¢ is transient for arbitrary fixed constant 6 > 0. Clearly we have

X% = (Q,M, (My)e>0, X, 0, Py)

where P is defined by (CI)) with M = (e™°);>0. In this section we shall illus-
trate that there is no difference between X and X° in the context of the Revuz
correspondence.

For the notation and terminology related to MF’s and AF’s, refer to [26]. For
example we use MF(X) to denote the set of exact decreasing MF’s of X and

MF(X) = {M € MF(X) : My = 1};
MF, . (X) = {M € MF(X) : M, > 0 V¢ < C}.
The following lemma follows from (CJJ).

Lemma 2.1. LetT' e M;N(t <) for some t > 0. Then P*(T') = 0 if and only if
Py() =0 for any x € E.

Then the following lemma follows directly from the perfect exact regularization
outlined in (55.19) and (35.10) of [23].

Lemma 2.2. For multiplicative functionals, it holds that
MF(X) = MF(X?)
MF.(X) = MF4(X°);
MFy 1 (X) = MFy1(X°).
Moreover A € AF(X, M) if and only if A € AF(X°, M).

Let A € AF(X,M) = AF(X? M) and ¢ € Exc” with some constant 3 > 0.
Define the bivariate potential (US)a>0 of A relative to X by

(2.1) USF(z) = E* /OO e P (X, X¢)dA,
for any F' € b(B x B)4. Since ¢ is B-eieessive the mapping
(2.2) ts %e‘BtEf /tF(Xt_,Xt)dAt
is increasing as t decreases. In particulai

(F s A)y = /Ot F(X,  X.)dAs, >0

is an additive functional relative to the MF M, i.e. F'« A € AF(M). Denote the
limitation of (2.2 when ¢ | 0 by L(F). Then clearly

1 t 1 t
La(F) = }1_{% ;G_BtEg/o F(X,—, X;)dA, = }1_{% ;Eg/o F(X;—, Xy)dA;

and moreover

(2.3) La(F) = lim aU3F.
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Hence there exists the celebrated bivariate Revuz measure, denoted by uf‘, of A on
E x E with respect to £ such that

(2.4) La(F) = [ Fa.y)vfy(dody)
Note that if A is PCAF, ui is concentrated on the diagonal d and

1 t
U (F) = lim ~e Pt ¢ /O Fp(X:)dA;

t—0 t

for any positive F' where Fp(z) := F(z,z) for any « € E. In other words,
Vi(F) = i (Fp)

where ui is the classical Revuz measure of a PCAF A with respect to £. Similarly
let U 4 be the bivariate potential of A with respect to X9, Then for any F € bBx B,
it follows that

USAF(ZC) = P(;w/ e_o‘tF(Xt_,Xt)dAt
0
= E””/ [(/ e U F(X,_, Xy)dAy,) o kg]d(—e™%%)
0 0
0 0

= E””/ e*atF(Xt,,Xt)dAt/ d(—e %)
0 ¢
=USTF(z).
Therefore from [2.3]), (24) we can deduce the following proposition.

Proposition 2.3. Assume M € MF(X) or MF(X?) and A € AF(X,M) or
AF(X?, M). Let ¢ € Exc™(X) C Exc™(X?) and I/g,l/gA the bivariate Revuz mea-

sures of A relative to X and X0 respectively. Then l/f4 = VEA.

Without loss of generality we could always assume that the following transient
assumption holds when discussing the Revuz measures or bivariate Revuz measures
relative to X and the (a-)excessive measure &.

Hypothesis 2.4 (Transience). There is a strictly positive function g € bB such
that Ug is everywhere finite where U is the potential kernal of X.

Since X is transient it follows from [I] or Theorem 3.3.6 of [18] that there exist
a q.e. strictly positive q.c. coexcessive function § € F, and an m-standard Markov
process X such that X and X are in weak duality relative to § - m. Clearly 1 :=
g -m € Exc and it is equivalent to m since g is strictly positive. Thus a property
holds P™-a.s if and only if it holds P™-a.s. Moreover since every semipolar set is
m-polar (equivalently, m-polar) we have the following lemma.

Lemma 2.5. Any M € MF has a decomposition

(2.5) M= ][ (1—<I>(XS,XS))exp{—/O a(X,)dAsH g 7y (1)

0<s<t
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where ® € BxB,0 < ® < 1, ® vanishes on the diagonal d of EX E, a € By, A isa
continuous additive functional of X, B is a Borel subset of E x E which is disjoint
from d and Sy = Jp :=inf{t > 0: (X,_, X;) € B}.

Proof. Since X is in weak duality to X relative to 7 and every semipolar set is
m-polar it follows from Theorem 2.2 of [26] (also see Theorem 7.1 of [22]) that (23]
holds P™-a.s. Hence it also holds in the sense of P™-a.s. ]

Corollary 2.6. If M € MF has the decomposition ([23H)), then the Stieltjes loga-
rithm of M, denoted by [M], is

t
(2.6) Mo = 3 S(Xo, X)lfacsy) + / Lecsyya(X,)dA,.

s<t

3. BIVARIATE REVUZ MEASURE

Throughout this section let X be a right Markov process on E U {A} such that
Hypothesis [T} 2] 3] and 24 hold and its associated semi-Dirichlet form (€, F)
on L?(E,m) is quasi-regular.

3.1. Existence and uniqueness. Fix a multiplicative functional M € MF. First
we have the following definition.

Definition 3.1. An additive functional A € AF(M) is said to be integrable if
v (1) < oo and o-integrable if we can write E x E = U, F;, F; € B x B such that
v (1g,) < oo for each i.

The following theorem is our main result about the existence of the bivariate
Revuz measure of A € AF(M) relative to m. Note that F(z,y) := 0 if either
r=Aory=A.

Theorem 3.2. Let M € MF and A € AF(M). Then there exists a unique positive
measure v4 on B X E charging no m-bipolar sets such that

. A t
[ Flah@vatdady) =tim 227 [FXC XA,
0

= lim a(h,UGF)m

aToo

(3.1)

for any strictly positive ~y-coexcessive function h with some constant v > 0 and

F € (B x B); where h is the q.c. m-version of h defined in Remark[B2 In
particular A is o-integrable if and only if va is o-finite. When A is o-integrable,
B holds for any ~y-coexcessive function h with some constant ~ > 0 which is not
necessarily strictly positive.

Proof. Fix a ~y-coexcessive function h with some constant v > 0. Without loss of
generality we assume that h is quasi-continuous. Then clearly h-m is a y-excessive
measure relative to X. It follows that (see II.1 of [I9] or [II]) the mapping

1 N t
t ;e_”tEh'm/ F(X,_,X,)dA,
0

is increasing as t | 0 and the mapping

a s a(h,USTTF),y,
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is increasing as o« — co. Moreover their limitations are equal (may be infinite) and
we can deduce that

1 ~ t
lim—Eh'm/ F(X,_,X,)dA,
tl0 t 0

1 R t

=lim —e*“Eh'm/ F(Xo, Xs)dAs
tl0 t 0

= lim a(h,USTTF),,

a—r 00

= lim o(h,USF),,

a—r 00

Hence the second equality in (3] holds. To prove the first equality of Bl we
first assume that h is q.e. strictly positive. For any F' € (B x B), define

(3.2) L(F) := lim a(h,UST(F/0))m

a—r0o0

Note that F'/ his q.e. positive. Since the value in the right side of ([8:2) is increasing
as a T 0o, it follows from the monotone convergence theorem that

oo

Uy =Y b

for any F" € (B x B)+, n > 1. Obviously L(0) = 0. Therefore there exists a
positive measure denoted by v4 on E x E such that

(3.3) L(F) = /F(a:,y)VA(d:Edy).
Replacing F by F(x,y)h(z) in B3) we can deduce that
/F (z, y)h(2)va(dady) = Jim a(h, U (F))m.

We claim that v4 is independent of the choice of h. Tn fact let ﬁl,ﬁg be two
y-coexcessive q.e. strictly positive functions in F, and v}, % the corresponding
measures satisfying (3.1)). Note that h; should be ~;-coexcessive for ¢ = 1,2 with
two constants 1, y2 such that v; < 7. But it follows that le is also y2-coexcessive.
Hence hi, hy are both y-coexcessive for v = ;. Take F € b(B x B), and without
loss of generality we can assume that

/F(x,y)ﬁg(:z)yﬁ(dxdy) < 0.
Otherwise [B4]) always holds. Then for any ¢ > 0 it follows that
~ t ~
Eh2'm/ F(X,_,X,)dAs < t/F(x,y)hz(x)Vi(dxdy) < oo
0

and hence

t
fi(z) == E””/ F(X,_,Xs)dAs <00 m-ae. .
0
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On the other hand,

R t A
E’“'m/ e Y F - hy/h1)(Xs_, X,)dAs
0
N t A
_phm / e (ha /) (X o )A(F % A),
0

=EM™ lim Ze YR (B /B ) (X (k1) ) (F % A)ra, — (F % A) k—1)a,.)

n— o0
k=1

where d,, = t/n. It follows from Fatou Lemma and the Markov property of X that

R t A
Ehim / e YF - ho/h1)(X,s_, X,)dA,
0

n—1 2

Slimint 37 e 2 (XK, )(F 5 A, = (P A, )
& .

_1%@2#1“1 [e™1kdx e 2 (Xndy ) (Mya, (F % A)a, ©01a,,)]
n—1

<11nni1£fZEh1m [e ™ " (hy/h1)(Xka, ) (F % A)a, © 0ka,)]
nil

_1%ni£fZEhlme Vhdn (hy /) (X pa, ) EX*4n (F % A) g, ).

Define 1 1
Dj :={fa, <j}m{—. <h Sj}m{3 < hy < j}.
Clearly D; 1 E m-a.e. as j — oo and (fq, - ha/h1) - 1p, € bL*(E,m). Since hy is
~-coexcessive it follows that
Eiu»m[e—vkdn (}iL2/fL1)(Xkdn)EXkdn (FxA)g,]
=M e (fa, b ) (Xka,)
— lim EM e~ Rdn (fy by /hy - 1p;)(Xka, )]

‘]*}OO

= lim (e ™" hy, Pya, (fa, h2/h1 - 1D,))m

‘]*}OO

= lim (e " hy, Tha, (fa, ha/h1 - 1p,))m

_]—)OO

= lim (e """ Tyq, ha, fa,ho/h1 - 1p,)m

‘]*}OO

<(ha, fa, ha/h1)m
ZEﬁz'm (F * A)dn

Thus we have

n—00

~ t ~ ~ i
Bhem / e (F - ha/ln)(Xo, Xo)dAs < liminf nE"™(F + A)g,
0

= tliminf diEi”'m(F * A)g,

n—00 n
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In other words,

R t A R
1E’“'m/ e Y F - hy/h1)(Xs_, X,)dAs < lim EE’”""(F*A)S.
0

t s—0 s
Let t | 0 and we can deduce that

(3.4) / F(,y)ha ()} (ddy) < / F (2, y)ha ()3 (ddy).

Similarly we conclude that
[ Fahanidody) < [ Fophaleidudy).

Since F is arbitrary, we have h ()} (dzdy) = ho(z)v3 (dzdy) and it follows that
VL= 12,
In particular the measure §(z)v4(drdy) = v’ charges no m-bipolar sets. Then v4
also charges no m-bipolar sets because § is strictly positive. The uniqueness of v4
which satisfies (B.I)) is apparent.
Note that a positive measure is o-finite if and only if there exists a strictly

positive and integrable function relative to this measure. Thus if A is o-integrable
there exists a strictly positive function F' such that

Vi(F) < oo.
On the other hand since

/ 3(2)F(, y)va(dudy) = v (F)

and ¢ is also strictly positive we can deduce that v, is o-finite. On the contrary
we can similarly prove that if v4 is o-finite then A is o-integrable.

Finally if A is o-integrable we assert that ([B.I)) holds for any y-coexcessive func-
tion ~ which is not necessarily strictly positive. To this end define he =h+ €g and
clearly he is ~-coexcessive and strictly positive. Choose some function F' € (Bx B)
such that v} (F) = [ F(z,y)g§(z)va(dzdy) < co. Since ([B1]) holds for he it follows
that

/ Fla)(h() + e(x))va (dedy)

= lim a(h + €§,USF),m

a—r0o0

= lim a(h,USF)m + ¢ lim o(§,UGF) .
a—r 00

a—r00

Let € | 0 we can deduce that
/F(:E, h(x)va(dedy) = lim a(h,USF ).
a— 00
That completes the proof. ([l

Definition 3.3. Let M € MF and A € AF(M). A positive measure v4 on E X E
is called the bivariate Revuz measure of A if (BI]) holds for any strictly positive
~-coexcessive function h, v > 0 and F € (B x B).

We always denote the bivariate Revuz measure of A by v4. When A is integrable,
ie. g-va(l) = v} (1) < oo, we do not have v4 (1) < oo whereas v4 is always o-finite
by Theorem Moreover we have the following useful corollary.
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Corollary 3.4. Let A € AF(M) be o-integrable and F € (B x B);. Then the
additive functional

t
(F*A)t:/ F(Xo  X)dAs, >0
0

is o-integrable and vp,a = F - va.

Proof. Since A is o-integrable we can write £ x E = U2, H; where H; € B x B
such that v7'(1g,) < oo for each i. Let I'; := H; N (F < i) for each i. Then
E x E=U2,T'; and we have

. 1 . [t
V?*A(]‘Fi) = lim _Em/ 1Fi 'F(Xsvas)dAs
0

t—0 t

1 N t
<ilim ;E’"/ 1y, (Xo_, X,)dA,
0

t—0
= iyjl(lHi)
< 0.

Hence F' x A is o-integrable. The second assertion is apparent. O

We can also extend Theorem A.8 of [I7] to the bivariate Revuz measures. Note
that in the following proposition M = 1.

Proposition 3.5. Let A € AF be o-integrable and v, its bivariate Revuz measure.
Then

(3.5) (h,UGF)m = /Cfv':h(x)F(:v,y)uA(dxdy)

for any h € L*(E,m)N By, F € (Bx B); and a > 0. The following formula also
holds

t t
(3.6) E’“"/ F(XS_,XS)dAs:/ (F -va,Tsh)ds
0 0

where (F-va, Tsh) = [ Toh(z)F(x,y)va(dzdy).

Proof. We only need to prove (3H). In fact since Gog is a-coexcessive it follows
from (B that

/ Coh(a)F(z.y)va(drdy) = lim n(Coh U F),,
= nhﬂngo n(h, GaUST" F)
= nli_)rrgo(h,l/{gF —UYTOF),,
= (h,UGF)m.
The third equality is because of the formula (see Proposition 3.4 of [22])
UGF —UYTF = nG UG F.
That completes the proof. ([

The uniqueness of the correspondence of the additive functionals and bivariate
Revuz measures is as follows.
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Proposition 3.6 (Uniqueness). Let A', A2 € AF be o-integrable. Then Al and
A? are m-equivalent if and only if their bivariate Revuz measures are equal, i.e.
Vpalr = Vp2.

Proof. Note that vs1 = v42 if and only if 1/;’;11 =g Vgt = §-Vp2 = VI’Z;B. The
uniqueness is obvious by Proposition 6.2 of [26]. O

Remark 3.7. Note that from Theorem we can deduce that the function § in
the definition of the o-integrable additive functionals can be replaced by any other
strictly positive a-coexcessive function for any a > 0.

Since A does not charge [Sys, 00) it follows that v, is supported on Epy x Ejpy.
If M € MF, then Ej; = E and

Sy =Jp = inf{t >0: (Xt_,Xt) S B}

where B is a Borel subset of E'x E and disjoint from the diagonal d (see Lemma 2.5)).
Hence v4 is supported on B¢. Generally any A € AF(M) can be decomposed by

A=A+ A" 4+ A7

where A° € PCAF(M), A™ is a pure jump natural AF of (X, M) and A9 is a pure-
jump AF of (X, M) which is quasi-left-continuous (q.l.c.) in the sense that every
discontinuity of the mapping ¢ — A{ is also a discontinuity of ¢ — X;. Note that
under the sector condition every natural AF is continuous a.s. and hence we can
write A = A¢+ A% where A® = A°+ A™ is continuous. In particular the continuous
part A€ of A is o-integrable and its bivariate Revuz measure v ;. is supported on the
diagonal d. On the other hand under some appropriate conditions (see Theorem 5.1
of [22]) the pure-jump part A? of A is equivalent to an AF

Cr=> T(Xe, X )M, t>0
s>t
where T € (B x B)4 is a function carried by Ej; X FE)py, finite everywhere and

vanishes on d. In particular under the same conditions A? is o-integrable and thus
A is also o-integrable.

Proposition 3.8 (Proposition 5.6, [22]). Assume that the resolvent U(x,dy) of X
is absolutely continuous with respect to m(dy) for m-a.e. x. If A € AF(M) and
Ay = Ag,,— for any t > Sy, then A is o-integrable.

3.2. Left and right Revuz measures. Let A € AF(M) and h a y-coexcessive
function for some constant v > 0. We can define the left Revuz measure %™ and
right Revuz measure p"™ of A relative to h-m by

. 1 t
(3.7) N () =1l 1 B /0 F(X, )dA,
and

h-m AT 1 h-m ‘
(3.8) o (1) =1 i 5 B /O F(X,)dA,

for any f € By. The left Revuz measure is also called the Revuz measure in
abbreviation. Note that we need to assume that X._ exists in (B.7)) if A charges .
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Similarly to Theorem [3.2] we can deduce that if )\f}"’” is o-finite then there exists a
o-finite measure A4 on E charging no m-polar sets such that
(3.9) NA™(f) = Aa(h- £)

for any 7-coexcessive g.c. function h, v >0 and f € By. We call Ay the Revuz
Measure of A relative to m. We also define the left and right marginal measures
v} and v of v4 on E by

va(f) =va(f®1), vi(f)=va(l®f)
for any f € By. Here (f ® 1)(z,y) := f(z),(1® f)(z,y) := f(y) for any z,y € E.
Clearly v} and v% charge no m-polar sets and it follows from B and (B3) that
Mk £) = X5 (F) =R (F @ 1) = val(fhe 1) = vi(h- f).
Hence we have the following proposition.
Proposition 3.9. A4 = v}.

However we cannot obtain similar results about the right Revuz measures (i.e.

pa =1%). To see this let h and f be above and assume that A does not charge ¢,
ie. Ac — A¢c— =0. Then we have

tw t

i () =1 tim / Fx

= I/A ™1 f)

=va(h® f)

#va(h- f).
However on the other hand if A is continuous then apparently
(3.10) A =vh =13,

In particular the Revuz measure and right Revuz measure of A are the same.
Moreover if A is a PCAF of X then the measure in [BI0) is exactly the smooth
measure corresponding to A introduced in Appendix [Bl

3.3. Examples. In this section we assume that M € MF, has the decomposition

@3) in Lemma 2.5 i.e.
My= [ (1-®(X.-, X,))exp{- / $)dA Y0, (1)

0<s<t
with some functions ®,a, PCAF A and a subset B of E x E. We shall compute the
bivariate Revuz measures of some typical AFs and the primary tool is Lévy system.
Lévy system is used to characterize the discontinuous part of the Markov process.
It is a pair (IV, H) for X where N is a kernel on (E, B) such that N(z,{z}) = 0 for
any ¢ € E and H is a PCAF of X such that the 1-potential of H is bounded and
for any F' € (B x B), any predictable process Y and « € E,

(3.11) E" Y YF(X,,X,) = /YdH/ X.,y)N(X,, dy).

0<s<t
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Let pm be the corresponding smooth measure, i.e. Revuz measure, of the PCAF
H and define

(3.12) v(dxdy) := N(z,dy)py(dz).

The measure v is called the canonical measure of X. Clearly v is a o-finite measure
supported on E x E'\ d and charges no m-bipolar sets. It follows from BI1]) and

(B.I) that for any F € (B x B)1 and ~-coexcessive function h with some constant
720,

7 1 hem
| F i) =g SO )
Let XM = (X, M) be the subprocess of X killed by M. By Theorem 3.4 of [26]
the Lévy system of XM is (N, H) where Ny is given by
No(z,dy) = (1gc — 1ge - ®)(x,y)N(z, dy).
Moreover the canonical measure of XM is
(3.13) vM (dxdy) = (1ge — 1pe - ®)(z, y)v(dedy).

Note that M := 1 — M is an AF of (X, M) and Stieltjes logarithm [M] is an AF
of (X,Sy). Similarly to [26] and the proof of Theorem we can deduce the
following characterizations for vy; and vi-

Proposition 3.10. Assume that M € MFy has the decomposition (235). Then its
Stieltjes logarithm [M)] is o-integrable and the bivariate Revuz measure of [M] is
(3.14) vimy(dedy) = 1pe(2,y) - ©(z,y) - v(dedy) + 6y (dx)aly)pa(dy)

where v is the canonical measure of X defined by B12), 6, is the point mass of {y}
and p 4 is the smooth measure associated with PCAF A. In particular if M € MF,
then

(3.15) vy (dedy) = @(z,y) - v(dzdy) + 6y (dx)a(y)pa(dy).

Proposition 3.11. Under the same conditions as in Proposition [3.10 the additive
functional M is o-integrable and its bivariate Revu measure is

(3.16) vir(dzdy) = (1p + 1pe - @)(z,y)v(dzdy) + 0y(dz)a(y)pa(dy).
In particular if My = 15,1, t-e. ® =0,a =0, then the bivariate Revuz measure
of (Lit<sy})t=0 18
(3.17) vsy, (dzdy) = 15(z, y)v(dzdy).

Since B is disjoint to the diagonal d of E x E it follows from B.13)), B14)), (314)
and (BI7) that

(318) Vir = VM) + VS
and
VM 4 1pepva - v = v
If in addition M € MF then
(319) Vyr = V[M]
In fact (BI8) still holds even if M is only in MF.
Proposition 3.12. If M € MF then vy = v + Vs, -
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Proof. Tt follows from Theorem 4.17(ii) of [26] that Vj%'lm = V?I\;}l + Vg';. Thus by

Theorem B.2] we may conclude that vy, = v + vs,, - O

4. FEYNMAN-KAC FORMULA

Throughout this section let X be a right Markov process satisfying Hypoth-
esis [[1] and whose associated semi-Dirichlet form (£, F) on L?(E,m) is
quasi-regular. When necessarily, we may always take its quasi-continuous version
for any function in F. Further fix M € MF. Then as outlined in Appendix [C] we
use XM or (X, M) to denote the subprocess of X killed by M. Clearly X is a
right Markov process. In fact if X satisfies Hypothesis [Il then the subprocess XM
also satisfies Hypothesis [Tl

Lemma 4.1. Let X be above, M € MF, Ey; the set of all the permanent points of
M and m* := m|g,,. Denote the semigroup of the subprocess (X, M) by (Q¢)t>0-
Then (Qi)i>0 can be extended to a strongly continuous contraction semigroup on
L*(Ex,m*) == {u € L*(E,m) : u|g;, = 0}.
Proof. Note that L?*(Ey, m*) = pL*(En,m*) — pL*(Ey,m*) C L?(E,m). For
any f € pL*(Ey,m*) C L*(E,m) and = € E); we have

Qif () = E*(f(Xe)My) < E*(f(Xy)) = Pif(x) € L*(E,m).
Clearly Q¢f(x) = 0 for any € E$;. Hence Q.f € L*(En,m*). Moreover the
semigroup property of (Qt)i>0, i.e. Q¢tQs = Qi+ for any t, s > 0, is apparent. For
any f € L2(Ep, m*) and x € E)y it follows that

|Quf ()] = [E*(f(Xe)My)| < E*(|f[(X1)) = Pl f(x)

and hence
/ 1Quf (@) Pm* (dz) < / (P12 () < (11150, ey

This is the contraction property of (Q¢):>0. At last we claim that (Q;)>0 is strongly
continuous on L?(Ey;, m*). Since (Q;) is contractive on L?(E, m) we only need to
prove the strongly continuous property of (Q¢);>0 on a dense subset of L3 (E,m)
with respect to L2-norm. Set

C:={U'f:febli(E,m)}

where U? is the 1-potential of X. Clearly C is dense in L3 (E, m) with respect to L*-
norm. Choose an E-nest {F,} such that m(F,) < oo for any n > 1, which may be
constructed by a q.e. strictly positive and q.c function g € F, say F,, := {g > %}
For any u = Ul f € C C F define

Up, ::u—PI}ﬂﬁu e F

where P}. is the balayage operator and it follows that

TFﬁ
un(x) = Ez/o e 'f(X,)dt, =€E,

where Tpﬁ is the hitting time of F¢. Clearly u,, is quasi-continuous, u,| Fre =0,
un, T u m-a.e. and hence u,, — u in L?(E,m). But u is bounded and m(F,,) < co.
Thus we can deduce that u,, € bL'(E,m) and

|Quun(x) - un ()] < [lullos - un € L' (B, m).
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Since uy, (X.) is right continuous it follows that for any « € Eyy,
1;%1 Qrun(z) = ltlJI,IOlE (un(X¢)My) = E lgfg(un(Xt)Mt) = up ().

By the dominated convergence theorem and the contraction property of the semi-
group (Q¢)i>0 we have

i [ (Quta(@) ~ uno))?m” (o)

—tim [ [(Qrtn())? + (un(2))? = 2Quun () - un ()] m* (de)

10
<t [ [2(un(2))? — 2Quun(e) v () ()
— [ 1200 ()2 — 2Qutn, &) - un o)} )
=0.

Since u,, — uin L?*(E,m) it follows from the contraction property of (Q;)¢>o again
that Qiu — v in L?(E,m) as n — co. O

Similarly we can prove that if X satisfies Hypothesis [.3] so does X ™.

Lemma 4.2. If X satisfies Hypothesis[L3, i.e. (ILT)) holds, and M € MF then the
subprocess XM also satisfies Hypothesis [L.3.

Proof. Note that the killing transform by M can be completed in two steps: killing
X by a hitting time T firstly and killing then by a multiplicative functional in
MF . The first step has been discussed in Theorem 5.10 of [6]. Hence we only need
to prove it for M € MF 4. To this end let {K,, : n > 1} be a sequence of subsets
of E satisfying Hypothesis [[3 for X. We can write XM = (Q, M, My, Xy, 0;, Q%)
where Q" is defined by (CJJ). Clearly for any ¢ > 0 we have

{we: nl;rgo Te\K, (ki) < C(kew)} C {w e Q: nhﬁngo Te\k, (W) < ¢(w)}

where k; is the killing operator on §2. Therefore it follows that

o0

n—00 0 n— 00

< Em/ (im Tr\g, < C)d(=My)
0 n o0
= E"( lim Tr\k, <()
=0.
That completes the proof. (I

In the rest of this section we shall discuss the sector condition. It will be outlined
that under some mild condition, say ([8]), X still satisfies the sector condition and
this condition is verified in Example for the typical pure-jump semi-Dirichlet
forms and in Example 12 for the multidimensional diffusion processes with jumps.
In particular it is possible to characterize the associated semi-Dirichlet form of X .

First we assume that M € MF .. Then Ey = E,m* = m and M satisfies

23). Moreover it follows from (BI5) and (3I9) that
vir(dedy) = vy (dady) = @(x,y) - v(dedy) + 6, (d)aly)pa(dy)-
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Recall that (P;)i>0, (U?)g>0 (resp. (Qt)t>0, (V*)ax0) are the semigroup and resol-
vent of X (resp. XM). Since M € MF , we have

(4.1) Uququ—i—U[qM]qu,

(4.2) Ut f = Uhi f +aUP UL f,
for any f > 0,p,q > 0 where

UhnVf(x) == E” /OOO e  "Vif(X,)d[M];, =€ E.
The following lemma is an extension of Lemma 3.7 of [26] but the idea of proof is
different.
Lemma 4.3. It holds that

VY(pL*(E,m)) C F
and for any u € F,g € pL*(E,m),
(4.3) (1 9)m = Ealu, Vg) + vian (@ ® Vog)
where & @ Veg(x,y) := a(x)V*g(y) for any x,y € E.
Proof. Let f € pL?(E, m) and we claim that w = V! f € F. In fact it follows from
(1) and (#2) that
Bw, w—BUw),,

=B(w, U f = Ul V' f = BUPTH U f = Uy V' ))m
Bw,U'f = Upy V' f = BUPTH U f = UV F))m
Blw, U f = BUPHIUNf + BUPT ULV = Uy V' )m
Blw, UM — UGV
<Bw, U f)m
<l[wllz2 - || fl2-

Hence limg_, o B(w, w — BUPTw),, < oo, in other words, w € F. Similarly we can
deduce that VO f =Uf - UGV f € F whereas U*f € F. Thus U,V f € F.
Since [M] has a decomposition (Z8) with Sy, = ¢ it follows that

U[‘}‘V[]Vo‘f(x)

=E") e “VOf(X)P(X,, X,) + B /OO eV f(X,)a(X,)dA,
0

s<t

—E" 3 eV (X)X, Xo) + UL (VS - a)(@).

s<t
Clearly UG (Vf - a) is a-excessive. Then from the fact
UR(Vf-a) <UnyVfeF
and Theorem 2.16 of [16] we obtain that US(V*f - a) € F. It follows from
Lemma [B] that for any u € F,

(4.4) Ea(u, UF(VOf - a)) = pa(a-Vf-a)
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where p14 is the smooth measure associated with A. On the other hand it follows

from (BII) that
E™Y e Ve F(X)P(X,o, Xo)
s<t
t
:Ew/ eTN(® - VOS)(X,)dH,
0
=Ug(N(®-V*f))

where (& - V*f)(z,y) :== ®(z,y)Vf(y) for x,y € E. Similarly we have Ug (N (P -
Vef)) € F and

Eal, UG (N(® - VO 1)) = puna (- N(® - VEf))
- / (@) f (1)@ (., y)v(drdy).
Thus it follows from (@), (£4) and (I that

(u, f)m =Eu(u, U f
Ealu, VO f

(4.5)

5
)+ Ealu, U VO )
Ealu, VOF) + palin- Vo - a) + / )V F ()®(x, y)v(dady)
(u Ve f)+V[M]( ®Vaf).

That completes the proof. (I

Our main results on the sector condition related to XM are as follows. Note
that the lower bounded semi-Dirichlet forms are introduced in Appendix [Al

Theorem 4.4. Let X be a right Markov process satisfying Hypothesis [,
and [I3, (€, F) its associated semi-Dirichlet form on L?*(E,m) and M € MF .
Assume that there exist two constants ¢ > % and Ao > 0 such that

(1.6) () 2 ¢ [ (ulz) = uly) v (dady)

for any uw € F. Then the subprocess XM = (X, M) of X satisfies the sector

condition and its associated semi-Dirichlet form (EM, FM) are
(@7 FM = FnIL*(E, V[lM] —i—ufM]),
' EM(u,v) = E(u,v) +vpn(u®v) u,ve FY

where u[lM] and I/[QM] are the left and right marginal measures of vy . In particular

(EMFM) is quasi-reqular and XM is properly associated with it.
Proof. First we assert that under the condition ([6]) it holds that
VYLA(E,m)) c FM.

For any A > )\g and g € pL?(E,m) it follows from Lemma E3] that u := V*g € F.

On the other hand clearly u(z)? +u(y)? > $(u(z) —u(y))?. Then if ¢ < 1 it follows
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from (A6) that
(’U,, g)m :5)\(’[1/, ’U,) + VIm) (u ® u)
1
—e(uw) ~ 5 [ (o) — uly)*vian (dady)

+ % / (u(@)? + u(y)®)var (dedy)

1

—ex(uw) -~ 5 [ (o) — uly)*viag (dady)

4 ((1 —20) + (20— %)) /(u(;v)Q - u(y)?)viar (dedy).

Hence we have

(1.9 = Exww) = 5 [ (ula) = u(w)oqan(dedy)
+( =) [ (o) = u)Pviag (dady)
+ o= 3) [l + uwPan(dsdy)

= &x(u,u) ~ ¢ | (u(o) = uly) Prian (dody)
+ e 3) [ @@? + ulyPwian (dedy)

> (2e = 3) [ (@) + ulw)an(dsdy).

Similarly if ¢ > % we can deduce that

(0.9 2 5 [ (W@ + uly)vian (drdy)

and thus

1 1

a8 = (- )5 ) [ w? + P,

Note that (Z8) still holds for any u € FM. Moreover since (V*g,g)m < oo it

follows that V*g € L%(E, Viar) T Vi) and in particular
VHL*(E,m)) = VML*(E,m)) c FM.

Hence FM is dense in L*(E,m) and &Y (u,u) > 0 for any u € FM.

Secondly we shall prove that (€M, FM) is a lower bounded closed form. Let
A > X be a constant and {u, : n > 1} ¢ FM an E:'iw—Cauchy sequence. It
follows from (L8) that the sequence {uy, : 7 > 1} (C F) is also L*(E, vy + viy)-
Cauchy. Thus there exists a function u € L?(E, V[lM] + V[2M]) such that u,, — u

in L*(E, v + vfyy)- In particular there exists a subsequence {un, : k > 1} of

{up, : n > 1} such that u,, — u, U[lM] + VEM]-a.e. Since

(1.9) an(v )| < 5 [ @) (o) + v (d)
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for any v € L*(E, vy + vfyy), it follows that v ((un — tm) ® (un — tm)) = 0
and {u, : n > 1} is SA—Cauchy. Therefore we can choose a u' € F such that
Ex(un — v uy — ') — 0 as m — oo. In particular Ey(un, — v, up, —u') — 0
as k — oo. Then there exists a subsequence of {u,,}, denoted by {u;}, such
that uv; — v’ q.e. However I/[IM],I/[QM] charge no m-polar sets and hence u; —

u', V[lM] + V[QM]—a.e. It follows that u = u’. Moreover we can deduce that u € FM
and EM (uy, — u, up, — u) — 0 as n — oo.
Now we claim that there exists a constant K, > 0 such that

(4.10) IEM (u,v)| < Ky - EM (u,u)? - EM (v,0)7
for any u,v € FM. In fact it follows from (£8) and (£J) that

(1+ %)Si”(u, u) > & (u,u) + %/(U(ﬂ:)2 +u(y)*)viar (dody)
> Ex(u,u)

where ¢/ = (2¢ — 1) A . Since (£, F) satisfies the sector condition there exists a
constant K} > 0 such that

Ex(u,0)] < K} - Ex(u,u)? - Ex(v,v)?
<KL EM(uu)? - EM (v,0)3

where ¢’ = 1+ 55. By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and ([#3) we obtain

van (@ )] < ( / (@) v (dedy)) ¥ - ( / o(y)Pupag (dedy))
< %&{W(u,u)% -5)1\‘/[(1;,1;)%.

Then (@I0) holds with the parameter Ky := K} - ¢’/ + 2.
Since we have proved that (€M, FM) is a lower bounded closed form, there exists
a unique strongly continuous resolvent (G )a>0 such that

EV(w,Gaf) = (, [)m, weFM, feL?(E,m),\> X.
However from Lemma (3] we can see that
Si\/[(u,VAf):(u,f)m, UEIM7f€L2(E,m),)\>)\Q.

Hence G f = Vf for any a > 0, f € L*(E,m). It follows from Lemma F1] and
A that (EM FM) is non-negative.

Finally we only need to prove that (€M, FM) has the semi-Dirichlet property,
or equivalently, for any f € L?*(E,m) such that 0 < f < 1 it follows that 0 <
aVef <1 for any @ > 0. This fact is apparent because (V%),>¢ is the resolvent
of XM. Hence we have already proved that (€M, FM) is a semi-Dirichlet form. It
follows from Lemma [£1] and that XM satisfies Hypothesis [[1] and L3 In
particular the semi-Dirichlet form (€M, FM) is quasi-regular and X™ is properly
associated with (€M, FM). O
A

Remark 4.5. (1) If M is continuous or X is continuous, i.e. ® =0, then M; = e~

where A} = fot a(Xs)dAs € PCAF and in particular (4.0)) is satisfied. Let pa~ be
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the corresponding smooth measure of A*. Then vy (dwdy) = 6. (dy)pua-(dr) and
the associated semi-Dirichlet form (€47, FA") of (X, M) is

FA = FOL*(E, pa-),
EA (u,v) = E(u,v) + /u(:v)v(:v)um (dx) w,ve FA.

Hence (£47,F4") is exactly the perburbed Dirichlet form of (£, F) by smooth
measure p4«. This has been discussed in §4.3 of [I8] for the cases that the smooth
measure is Radon. The general cases in the context of the semi-Dirichlet forms are
similar to those of the non-symmetric Dirichlet forms, see IV§4(c) of [15]. In §5 we
shall also make some characterizations to the smooth measures in perturbations.

(2) If m is excessive, equivalently X has a dual Markov process relative to m or
(€,F) is a non-symmetric Dirichlet form on L?(E,m), then £ has a Beurling-Deny
type decomposition on the diagonal

E(u,u) = 9 (u,u) + % /(u(a:) —u(y))?v(dzdy) e F,

where the non-negative form £(¢) is the continuous part of X and v is exactly the
canonical measure of X. Hence the condition (L0 is satisfied with the parameters
X =0,c= % because 0 < & < 1.

(3) For the general semi-Dirichlet forms Oshima also gives a decomposition (see

Theorem 5.2.1 of [I8]) for the regular semi-Dirichlet form:
(4.11) E(u,v) = EO) (u,v) + ED (u,v) + /u(x)v(:z:)k(da:),

where k is the killing measure of X and the non-local part £) of the decomposition
is given by:
- 1
£ (u,0) = [ (ule) ~ uly))(v(e) - oy)w(dzdy)
1
B / (v(y) — v(@))u(z)(v(dedy) — v(dydz))

for any u,v € F N C.(E). Since the canonical measure of XM is vM (dzdy) =
(1 = ®(z,y))v(dzdy), it holds that

£ (u,0) =€ (u,0) + 5 [ (u(a) = ul)(v(2) ~ o(y)) (dody)

~ 5 [ 00) ~ v(@)uta) o (dody) ~ v (dyd)

(4.12)

2
+ [ u@el@)k+ X)(da)

where £(9) is the semi-strongly local part in the decomposition of &, k is the killing
measure of X and A(dz) = u[lM] (dz) is the Revuz measure of [M] in ([B9). Hence
roughly speaking, the killing transform by M € MF(X) is essentially to multiply
the canonical measure of X by 1 — ® and to add the (left) Revuz measure of [M]
to its killing measure.

Now let (€%, F*0) be a quasi-regular lower bounded semi-Dirichlet form with
the parameter ag > 0. It always has an associated Markov process denoted by
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X see §3.3 of [I§] for the regular cases on a locally compact separable metric
space. By the quasi-homeomorphism method appeared in [3] or [13], the existence
of X“° can be extended to quasi-regular cases on a Hausdorff topological space.
Clearly the semigroup (P°);>o of X does not satisfy Hypothesis [T (if og > 0)
but (e~ *!Pf);>o does. However in the proof of Theorem 4, we can find that
all other properties are kept if we replace the non-negative property by the lower
boundedness assumption. In other words, there is no essential difference between
the non-negative semi-Dirichlet forms and lower bounded semi-Dirichlet forms when
discussing the killing transforms. Thus we have the following theorem. It proof is
similar to Theorem .4 so we omit it.

Theorem 4.6. Let (£“°,F°) be a lower bounded semi-Dirichlet form with the
parameter ag > 0 on L?(E,m) and X its associated Markov process. Assume that
the semigroup (P{°)i>o of X satisfies that Hypothesis[11], and [L.3 hold for
the semigroup (e~ ' P{*)y>q. Further let M € MF,, (X*) and vjay the bivariate
Revuz measure of the Stieltjes logarithm [M]. If there exist two constants Ao >
Qp, ¢ > i such that

&Amwzc/hm»—mmfmmumw

for any u € F, then the subprocess XM := (X M) of X satisfies the sector
condition and its properly associated quasi-regular semi-Dirichlet form (E%0-M  Fao.M)
is lower bounded with the parameter oy and given by:

FooM — Foon [2(E, V[lM] + V[QM]),

4.13
(4.13) 00 M (4 ) = £% (u,v) + v (u®@v)  u,v € Foo M

where V[lM] and V[QM] are the left and right marginal measures of v|ny)-

The following theorem is an extension of Theorem [£.4] to the general multiplica-
tive functionals. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 4.1 of [26] whereas it also
needs some new techniques outlined in Theorem to deal with the absence of
weak duality assumption. We put its proof into Appendix [Dl Similarly we can also
obtain an extension of Theorem to general multiplicative functionals and the
main assumption (I4) remains. Due to space limiations, we won’t go into details
here.

Theorem 4.7. Let X be a right Markov process satisfying Hypothesis [[1], and
and (€, F) its associated semi-Dirichlet form on L?*(E,m). Fizx M € MF(X)
and m* :=1g,, - m. Assume that there exist two constants A\g > 0,¢c > % such that

(1.14) Exo(u,0) 2 ¢ [ (ula) = u(y) vy (dedy)

for any u € F where vy; is the bivariate Revuz measure of M. Then the subprocess
XM = (X,M) on Ey; satisfies the sector condition and its properly associated
quasi-regular semi-Dirichlet form (EM, FM) on L2(Ey,m*) is given by

(4.15) ‘FM:}—EMQLQ(EM,V%Z—FV%I);

' EM(u,v) = E(u,v) +vg(u®@v) u,ve FM,

where Fg,, :={u € F:u=0q.e on ES} is the restricted space of F on Ej;.
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Note that every quasi-regular semi-Dirichlet form is quasi-homeomorphic to a
regular Dirichlet space on a locally compact separable metric space. We shall
discuss the condition [I4) in the context of regular semi-Dirichlet forms. Assume
that E is such a metric space and m is a Radon measure on E. Recall that if (£, F)
is a regular semi-Dirichlet form on L?(E,m) with a core C and Assumption (J) in
§5.2 of [I8] holds, then (£, F) has a Beurling-Deny type decomposition, i.e. ([@II)
holds for any u,v € C. We refer the details to Theorem 5.2.1 of [18]. Let v be the
canonical measure of the associated Hunt process X of (£, F). Assume further that
the form

Qu,v) = /(U(I) — u(y))(v(z) —v(y))v(dzdy),
o= {ue L*E,m): Qu,u) < o}

(4.16)

is a symmetric Dirichlet form on L2(E,m). For example, v is absolutely continuous
with respect to m x m, i.e.

(4.17) v(dzdy) = j(z,y)m(dz)m(dy)
for some non-negative function j on E X F \ d, see Lemma 1.5.6 of [1§].

Lemma 4.8. Assume that there exist two constants A\g > 0 and ¢ > 1/4 such that
for anyu e C,

(4.18) Eno (u,u) > cQ(u,u).

Then for any M € MF, the condition [I4) holds for any u € F with the same
parameters Ay and c.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that M € MF. Then it follows
from Proposition B.ITl that vy gy g\¢ < v. Thus we only need to prove that (£IS))
holds for any u € F. To this end take a sequence {u, : n > 1} C C such that
Eno(Un — uyuy —u) = 0 as n — oo for some Ag large enough. In particular
{t, : n > 1} is Ey,-Cauchy and hence also Q;-Cauchy. Since u,, — u in L?*(E,m)
we can deduce that u € Fg and Q1 (upn — u, un, — u) — 0 as n — oco. Clearly (m)
holds for any u,,. By letting n — oo we have (£18) also holds for w.

In the end of this section , we shall present two examples of typical semi-Dirichlet
forms which are introduced by other researchers and try to illustrate that the con-
dition ([@I4) is not so awkward. In the first example it will be seen that the (lower
bounded) jump-type semi-Dirichlet form under the assumption [@.I9) always sat-
isfies the condition ([@I4)). In particular [@I9)) is a typical sufficient condition to
obtain the sector condition of jump-type semi-Dirichlet form, see [§], [I8] and [21].

Example 4.9. Let v be a o-finite positive measure on E x E \ d and assume that
the family CY'P(E) of all Lipschitz continuous functions with compact support on
E is a subspace of Fg where (Q,Fg) defined by (£IM) is a symmetric Dirichlet
form on L?(E,m). Moreover for any u,v € CLP(E) define another form

1 1
E(u,0) 1= 5(u,0) + 5 [ (0(0) = vly))uly) ((ddy)  v(dydo)).
Suppose that the following assumption

(4.19) '/(v(fr) —v(y))u(y)(v(dedy) — v(dydr))| < KllullL2(zm) - v v, )
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holds for some constant K which is independent of u,v € CIP(E). Then the domain
of the form & can be extended to some dense subspace F of L2(E,m) and (£, F) is a
lower bounded semi-Dirichlet form on L?(E,m). The typical examples of pure-jump
type Markov processes which satisfy all the above conditions but not the duality
assumption are the stable-like processes, i.e. E = R%, v(dzdy) = j(x,y)dzdy where

jla,y) = w@)lz -y~

and w(z), a(z) satisfy (5.1) and (5.2) of [§]. For more details, see [§], [2I] and §1.5.2
of [18].

Let X be the associated Hunt process of (£, F). Clearly v is exactly the canonical
measure of X. We assert that (€, F) satisfies [{I8) for any u € CHP(E). To this
end fix a constant § < ¢ < 3, Ag := K?/(8 — 16¢) and let

(4.20) A(u,v) := /(U(I) — v(y))uly)(v(dzdy) — v(dydz))

for any u,v € CUP(E). By [@I9) and Hélder inequality we have
Exo (U, )

= cQ(u,u) + (% —¢)Q(u,u) + Ao (u, ) + %A(u, u)

1 1
> cQ(u,u) + (5 —¢)Q(u,u) + Ao (u, u)m — §K||u||L2(E,m) v/ O(u,u)
> cQ(u,u)

for any u € CUP(E). It follows from Lemma L8 that for any M € MF, (4I4) holds
for any v € F with the above parameters A\g and c. In particular XM satisfies
the sector condition and its associated lower bounded semi-Dirichlet form can be
obtained similarly to Theorem [

We use the same notation A as [@20) to denote the antisymmtric part of £()
in the Beurling-Deny type decomposition [@IT]) of (£, F).

Proposition 4.10. Assume that [@I9) holds for any u,v € C with some constant
K which is independent of u,v and there exist two constants c1, 8 such that 0 <
1 <1/4,8>0 and

(4.21) E© (u,u) + 1 Qu, u) + / u(z)?k(dz) + B / u(z)*m(dz) > 0

for any uw € C. Then for any M € MF, the condition [@I4) holds for any u € F
with the parameters ¢ and Ao such that 1/4 < ¢ < 1/2—cy and \g = K?/(8 —16¢ —
1601) + ﬂ

Proof. Fix two constants ¢ and Ay as above. For any u € C we have

Exo(u,u) = £ (u,u) + ¢ Qu, u) + /u(x)2k(dx) + ﬁ/u(m)2m(d:v)
K2

1 1
+ (5 —c—c1)Q(u,u) + §A(uau) + m(%u)m
+ cO(u, u).

It follows from @I9) and @2I) that Ex,(u,u) > ¢Q(u,u) for any u € C. By
Lemma [£.8 we can obtain the conclusion. O
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Note that the semi-local part, i.e. the first and third terms in the right side of
(@11)), is not necessarily non-negative or lower bounded. But clearly we have the
following corollary of Proposition [4.10

Corollary 4.11. Assume that ([EI9) holds for any u,v € C with some constant K
which is independent of w,v. If the semi-local part of (€, F) is lower bounded, then
the condition ([AI4) holds for any M € MF.

The second example is taken from [25] in which the author characterizes the
associated (lower bounded) semi-Dirichlet forms of multidimensional diffusion pro-
cesses with jumps. These semi-Dirichlet forms satisfy the Beurling-Deny type de-
composition. In the following example we will illustrate that any (lower bounded)
semi-Dirichlet form outlined in [25] satisfies the condition (£I4]) for any M € MF.
In particular its killing transform by any MF always keeps the sector condition.

Example 4.12. The authors of [25] considered the following second partial differ-
ential operator with a non-local part:

Lu(x) :=Lou(z) + Lju(x)
d d
:% ijzzl % (aw (:v)%) u(z) — ;bl(a@) a(zlu(x) —c(x)u(zx)
.1
lim g [ () u@) by, 2

where a;5,b; and c are measurable functions defined on an open set G of R? for
i,7=1,2,---,d and k(x,y) is a measurable function defined on G x G\ {(z,x) :
x € G}. Under some appropriate conditions its associated semi-Dirichlet form can
be written as

n(uv U) = n(c) (uv U) + 77(j) (u7 U)?
for any u,v € C’l(G) where

Z / 6;5] dx—l—z / 6;@ Y (z)da

+ /G u(z)v(z)c(x)de,

and the non-local part ) is similar to [@I2) by replacing v with k(z,y)dzdy.

For the uniformly elliptic case, i.e. (a;j)i<i j<a satisfies the uniformly elliptic
condition, under some other assumptions (say (D.1)-(D.3) and (J.1) (J.2) of [25])
the form 7 can be extended from C!(G) x C(G) to F x F to be a regular lower
bounded semi-Dirichlet form (7, F) on L?(G), see Theorem 3.1 of [25]. In particular
ETI3) is satisfied for v = k(z, y)dzdy, u,v € CL(G) (see (2.11) of [§]) and the semi-
local part 7(®) is lower bounded, see the proof of Proposition 3.2 of [25]. Thus it
follows from Corollary [L11] that the condition (@I4) holds for any M € MF.

For the degenerate case on G = R, i.e. (a;j)1<i j<a is only non-negative definite,
under some conditions 7 can also be extended from C}(R?) x C}(R%) to F x F to
be a regular lower bounded semi-Dirichlet form (5, F) on L?(R?), see Theorem 4.1
of [25]. In particular ([@I9) is also satisfied and there exists a constant 5 > 0 such
that

W) + 15 [ (ule) = u(w)? ke p)dady + Bl > 0
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for any u € C}(R?), see the first inequality in the proof of Theorem 4.1 of [25].
From Proposition we can deduce that the condition (£I4) also holds for any
M e MF.

We refer more specific examples to §6 of [25].

5. KILLING AND SUBORDINATION

In this section we shall extend the results of [27], which states that killing trans-
form in Markoc processes is equivalent to subordination in Dirichlet form, to the
semi-Dirichlet forms. Since the idea of proof is essentially the same, we only state
the results and omit the proofs here.

Let X be a right process on E satisfying Hypothesis [[.1] and [[3land (&, F)
its associated quasi-regular semi-Dirichlet form on L?(E,m). Define a class of
multiplicative functionals of X by

(5.1) MF? := {M € MF : M satisfies (£.14))}.

Note that if m is excessive, then MF’ = MF . For any M € MF", it follows from
Theorem F4] that the subprocess X also satisfies Hypothesis [1], and [[3] and
its properly associated quasi-regular semi-Dirichlet form can be given by (@I5H).
Replacing the Dirichlet form with semi-Dirichlet form in Definition 3.1 of [27], we
can similarly define the subordination of semi-Dirichlet forms. Then we have the
following two properties about the subordinations. Their proofs are completely the
same as Lemma 3.2 and Corollary 3.3 of [27].

Lemma 5.1. (1): If (€%, F?) is subordinate to (E, F'), then there exists an
constant C' > 0 such that £} (u,u) < C - EX(u,u) for any u € F>.
(2): If (€2, F?) is strongly subordinate to (€Y, F'), then any E*-nest is an
E'-nest. Therefore any E*-q.c function is E*-q.c., and if (2, F?) is quasi-
reqular, then so is (€1, F').

The following theorem is an analogy of Theorem 3.4 and 3.5 of [27] which char-
acterize the relationship between Kkilling transform of Markov processes and subor-
dination of Dirichlet forms.

Theorem 5.2. Let X and (€, F) be given above. If M € MF', and (EM,FM)
is the properly associated quasi-reqular semi-Dirichlet form of the subprocess XM,
then (EM | FM) is strongly subordinate to (€, F). On the contrary assume (€', F')
to be another quasi-reqular semi-Dirichlet form on L?>(E,m) and X' its associated
Markov process. If (£, F') is strongly subordinate to (£,F), then there exists an
M € MFy such that X' is the subprocess of X killed by M.
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APPENDIX A. INTRODUCTION TO THE (LOWER BOUNDED) SEMI-DIRICHLET
FORMS

The definition of the semi-Dirichlet form is as follows.
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Definition A.1. Let E be a metrizable Lusin space and m a o-finite positive
measure on the Borel g-algebra B of E. A bilinear form (£, F) on L?(E,m) with
F being dense in L?(E,m) is called a coercive closed form if

1): N, is positive definite and closed on ,m), where
& E,F defi d closed on L?(E h

(A1) E(u,v) := %(E(u,v) +E&(w,u)), w,veF

is the symmetric part of £.
(£2): (Sector condition) There exists a constant K > 0 such that

(A.2) E1(u,v) SKEl(u,u)%gl(v,v)%, u,v € F.

Moreover (£, F) is called a semi-Dirichlet form on L?(E,m) if in addition:

(£3): (Semi-Dirichlet property) For every u € F, u™ A1 € F and
Eu—ut Al,ut Al)>0.

Note that the semi-Dirichlet property (£3) is in accordance with [6] but contrary
to [16] and [18]. In fact in [16] and [I8] the semi-Dirichlet property means that for
every u € F, ut Al € Fand E(ut Al,u —ut A1) > 0. In other words, the
dual form &(u,v) := (v, u) for any u,v € F of the semi-Dirichlet form (€, F) in
Definition [AX] is a semi-Dirichlet form in the context of [16] and [I8]. Denote the
antisymmetric part of € by

(A.3) E(U,v):%(g(u,v)—g(v,u)), u,v € F.

Obviously if (£, F) is symmetric, then & = 0. The extended Dirichlet space of
(€, F) is denoted by Fe. Let (1})i>0, (Ga)a>0 (resp. (Tt)tzo, (éa)azo) denote the
semigroup and resolvent (resp. co-semigroup and co-resolvent) of the semi-Dirichlet
form (&€, F). In particular

(A4) (U, V) = Ealv, Gatt) = Ea(Guu,v), ue L2(E,m),ve F,a>0.

The semi-Dirichlet property (£3) is equivalent to the Markov property: if 0 < u < 1
and u € L?(E,m), then 0 < Tyu < 1 for any t > 0 (equivalently 0 < aG,u < 1 for
any « > 0).

We refer the quasi-notions of semi-Dirichlet forms, say £-nest, £€-exceptional set,
capacity (denoted by Cap), E-quasi-everywhere (E-q.e. in abbreviation), &£-quasi-
continuous (E-q.c. in abbreviation), quasi-regqularity, m-polar and semipolar etc, to
[2], [6], [15], [I6] and [I8]. Note that NN is E-exceptional if and only if Cap(N) = 0.
The £-q.c. m-version of u is usually denoted by 4. Every quasi-regular semi-
Dirichlet form has a properly associated m-tight special standard process X, i.e.
Pyu(z) == E®(u(X4)) is an £-q.c. m-version of Tyu for all u € L?*(E, m). Moreover
if (€, F) is quasi-regular then every function in F has an £-q.c m-version. Under
the sector condition, a semipolar set is m-polar.

Fix a constant o € [0, 00). A positive function v € L?(E,m) is called a-ezcessive
(resp. a-coexcessive) if e~ “*Tyu < u (resp. e~ **Tyu < u) for allt > 0. Note that u is
a-excessive (resp. a-coexcessive) if and only if Gay su < u (resp. SGaypu < u) for
all 8> 0. In particular for any positive function u € L*(E,m), Gou is a-excessive
and Gau is a-coexcessive with a > 0 (o > 0 if X is transient). A 0-(co)excessive
function is always called (co)excessive in abbreviation. The following lemma will
be used to prove Theorem L7l We include the proof here for completion.
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Lemma A.2. Suppose that u € F is a-coexcessive and v € F. Then u Av € F
and

Ea(unv,uhv) < Eu(uNv,v).
In particular if a« > 0 then Eo(uNv,uiv) < K2E,(v,v) for some constant K, > 0.

Proof. Clearly u Av e Fand v=uAv+ (v—u)y. It follows from the property of
the approximating form that

Ea(uAv,v —uAv) :ﬁlim ﬂ(u/\v—ﬁénga(u/\v),v—u/\v)m
—00

= lim BuAv—BGsraluAv), (v —1u)y)m.

B—o0

Note that (uAv)(z)(v—u)s (z) = u(z)(v—u)(z) for any 2 € E and Gy ys(uiv) <
Ga+p(u) because Ga+3 is positivity preserving. Since u is a-coexcessive we can
deduce that 8Ggiqu < u and

Ea(uNv,v —uAv) > 5lirn Blu— ﬂéﬁJmu, (v —u)y)m > 0.
—00

If « > 0 then it follows from the sector condition that there exists a constant
K, > 0 such that

EaluNv,uAv) < Eq(uAv,v) < Kaé’a(u/\v,u/\v)%é'a(v,v)%.
Therefore £, (u A v,u Av) < K24 (v,v). O

The lower bounded semi-Dirichlet form with a non-negative parameter ag is a
weaker form than the (non-negative) semi-Dirichlet form. Its definition is as follows.

Definition A.3. A dense bilinear form (£,F) on L?(E,m) is called the lower
bounded closed form if there exists a constant ay > 0 such that

(£1"): (Lower bounded) &, (u,u) > 0 for any u € F and F is a Hilbert space
with the norm || - [z for any a > aq.
(£2'): (Sector condition) There exists a constant K > 0 such that

Eap(u,v) < K&4, (u, u)%c‘:ao (v, v)%.

Moreover (€, F) is called the lower bounded semi-Dirichlet form with the parameter
ap if in addition (£,F) also satisfies the semi-Dirichlet property (£3) in Defini-

tion [A.1]

For any lower bounded closed form (€, F) there exist two unique strongly con-
tinuous semigroups (not necessarily to be contractive) (T})¢>0, (13):>0 on L?(E, m)

such that [|Ty]] < et ||T}|| < e*' and similarly their corresponding resolvents
satisfy (Ad) for any f € L?*(E,m),u € F and a > ag. Moreover define the
approximating form £¢ by

E¥(u,v) = a(u,v — aGa¥)m, u,v € L*(E,m),
then u € F if and only if limy 0o £ (u, u) < 0o and if u,v € F, then lim, 00 £ (u,v) =

E(u,v). The following lemma is used to prove Theorem 4] and its proof is obvious.

Lemma A.4. Let (€, F) be a lower bounded closed form and T, 1), Gu, Gy the as-
sociated strongly continuous semigroups and resolvents. Then (€, F) is non-negative
if and only if the semigoup (T})i>0 (or equivalently the resolvent (Gy)a>0) is con-
tractive, i.e. ||T¢|| <1 for any t >0 (or equivalently ||aGq|| < 1 for any a >0).
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APPENDIX B. THE CORRESPONDENCE BETWEEN THE PCAFS AND SMOOTH
MEASURES

We refer the definition of the additive functionals (AFs) of X to Definition 3.16
of [6]. Note that two AFs A and B are m-equivalent if and only if P™(A; # B;) =0
for all t > 0.

For any PCAF (A;):>0, there exists a unique o-finite measure 4 on E charging
no £-exceptional sets such that

= 1 ¢ >
(B.1) (o = iy 7BV [ (XA = Jim 8GR U30),

for any non-negative function f and a-coexcessive function h € F with o > 0. The
sequences appeared in (B.J)) are increasing relative to ¢ | 0 or 8 1 co. Here

(B.2) Ugf(:v) =FE° /00 e P f(X)dA;, € E.
0

The unique o-finite measure p 4 relative to (A¢):>o0 is also called the Revuz measure
of the PCAF (A;)t>0. On the contrary a measure p on E charging no £-exceptional
sets is the Revuz measure of a PCAF of X if and only if one of the following
equivalent conditions holds (see Theorem 4.22 of [6]):

(1): There is a q.c. function f such that f > 0 q.e. and p(f) < oo.

(2): There is an E-nest {K,, : n > 1} of compact subsets of E such that

w(Ky) < oo for any n > 1.

A positive measure p on (E, B(E)) is called smooth with respect to (€, F), denoted
by u € S, if u(N) = 0 for any E-exceptional set N € B(FE) and p satisfies any of
the above two conditions. The PCAFs of X and the smooth measures of (€, F)
have a one-to-one correspondence (up to the equivalence of PCAFs) by the formula
(B). We refer more equivalent conditions of (B to Theorem A.8 of [I7]. A
characterization to the Revuz measure by P.J.Fitzsimmons in [6] is very useful to
prove Lemma, [£.3]

Lemma B.1 (Corollary 4.16, [6]). Let A be any PCAF of X and pa the associated
Revuz measure of A. Then

(B.3) Ea(h, USS) = na(hf)
for any o> 0, all h € F and all f € BT for which USf € F. If X is transient,

E(h,Uaf) = pa(hf)
for all h € F. and all f € Bt for which Uaf € Fe.

Remark B.2. In fact we can remove the condition h € F in (B, in other words,
(B-I) holds for any non-negative function f and a-coexcessive function h with o > 0
(e =0 if X is transient). To see this, choose an a-coexcessive strictly positive g.c.
function § € F (we refer its existence to Theorem 2.4.8 of [I§] for @ > 0 and
Proposition 3.3 of [1] for a = 0 if X is transient). Set h,, := h Ang € F and h,, is
a-coexcessive by Lemma 1.4.2 of [I8]. Then h,, has a q.c. m-version h,. Define a
quasi-open set ~
Gy = A{x : hp(x) < ng(x)}.

It follows that U2 ; G, = E q.e. and hence the function  defined by ;L(.’L‘) = h ()
for any x € G,,,n > 1 is clearly a q.c. m-version of h. Moreover h,, T h m-a.e. and
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iy 1 h q.e. Since (B) holds for every hy, by letting n — oo, it also holds for h

and its q.c. m-version h.

ApPPENDIX C. MULTIPLICATIVE FUNCTIONALS AND THE KILLING TRANSFORMS

We refer the definition of the multiplicative functionals of X to [26] and [27].
Note that all the equalities or inequalities about MFs and AFs appeared in this
section are in the sense of P™-a.s. Let MF(X) (or MF if X is fixed) be the set of
all exact multiplicative functionals of X. It is convenient to suppose that M; = 0
for t > ¢. Two MFs M, N € MF(X) are m-equivalent provided that for each ¢t > 0,
M; = Ny P™-a.s. on {¢ > t}. For any M eMF, write

Sy =inf{t >0: M, =0}, Ey:={zx€E:P*(My=1)=1},

for the life time and the set of permanent points of M. Clearly E) is also the set
of all irregular points of Sy, i.e. Ey = {x € E: P*(Sy > 0) = 1}. In particular
E); is a finely open set. If E); is nearly optional, M is called a right MF. Further
let
MF, :={M € MF : Sj; > 0 P™-a.s.},
MF,; :={M € MF : M does not vanish, i.e. Spy > P™ -a.s.}.
Then MF,, € MF, Cc MF. If M € MF,, then Ey = E m-a.e., whereas Fjs is
finely open (hence q.e. quasi-open). It follows that Ey; = E q.e.
If M is right, define for each 2 € E)js a probability Q* on (2, M) by

(C.1) Q“(Z) == E* /000 Z o kyd(—M,), Z € bM

where (k¢)i>0 are the killing operators on € defined by kww(s) = w(s) if t > s and
kw(s) = Aif t < s. Then (Q, M, (M), Xy, 0, Q%) is also a right Markov process
with the state space E); and lifetime Sy, which is called the M -subprocess of X (or
the subprocess of X killed by M) and denoted by (X, M) or X*. The semigroup
(Q¢)t>0 and resolvent (V*),>0 of XM can be given by

Quf (x) = E*(f(X) M),
Vef(x) = E””/ e f(Xy) Mydt
0

for z € Ep,t > 0,00 > 0 and Qq(x,-) = V*(x,-) =0 for any © ¢ Ep,t > 0,a > 0.
An (M,)-stopping time T is called a terminal time if T =t + T o 6; identically on
{t <T}. If T is a terminal time, 1fg 7)(t) is an MF of X and Sy is a terminal
time if M € MF(X). Let Exc® (resp. Exc®(M)) denote all of the a-excessive
functions of X (resp. XM) and in particular a will be omitted if it equals 0.
Clearly, Exc® C Exc®(M).

Fix an M € MF. We also refer the definition of the M-additive functionals of
X to [26]. Let AF(X, M) or AF(M) (resp. PCAF(X, M) or PCAF(M)) denote
the set of all M-(resp. continuous) additive functionals. If M; = 1, then CAF(1)
is exactly the set of all the PCAFs of X introduced in Appendix Bl We write
PCAF for CAF(1). For a terminal time T, AF(T) := AF(1jp,1)) and write T-

additive functional for 1(g 7)-additive functional. Further let M; := 1 — M;. Clearly
M € AF(M). Moreover the Stieltjes logarithm of M

d(_Ms)
t>0
Ms— ’ el

(C.2)

t
(C.3) (slogM), ::/ Lis<Su}
0
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is an Sjpr-additive functional. We usually write ([M]:)i>0 for ((slogM)¢)i>0.

APPENDIX D. PROOF OF THEOREM [T

Proof. Similarly to the discussions to the killing transforms in Theorem 4.1 of
[26] it follows from Theorem 5.10 of [6], Proposition and Theorem (4] that
we only need to deal with the case of M; = 1jg.g,,)(t),t > 0 such that Sy is a
terminal time and Sp; > 0 a.s. In particular there exists a subset B C E x E \ d
such that Sy = Jp = inf{¢t > 0 : (X,—,X,) € B}. Without loss of generality
assume that Ej; = F and (@I4) holds for vy = vs,, = 1p -v. Further set
Vif(z) = E® OSM f(Xs)ds, similarly to Theorem H4] it suffices to prove that for
f €pL*(E,m) and u € pF,

(D.1) VifeF, (u,flm=EuV'f)+vs, (ux V).

First assume B C {(z,y) : p(x,y) > ¢} for some constant ¢ > 0 where p is the
metric on E. Then (D)) can be proved for this case similarly to Theorem 4.1 of
[26]. For general B C E x E\ d let

1
Bn :Bﬁ{(;v,y)p(év,y)> 5}7 T" = JBn'

Since Sps > 0 a.s. it follows that {7}, } well converges decreasingly to Sys in the sense
that for any w € ), there exists a constant N = N(w) such that T, (w) = Sy (w)
for all n > N. Denote by (V,2) the resolvent of (X, 7)) and then

Ty

Snr
1 r) = E® e—t . T e—t " —_y! T
02 Vi@ =B [ etas [ et i =V @)

0
as n — oo for any x € E. Clearly we have

VafeF, (u,flm=EwV, f)+vr,(we V, f)

for f € pL?(E,m) and u € pF. Similarly to Theorem 4.1 of [26] that V.1 f — V1 f
weakly in F and in particular V! f € F. Thus we need to prove for f € pL?(E,m)
and v € pF that

lim vy, (u@ VI f) =vs, (u@ Vf).
n—00

Without loss of generality assume X to be transient (see §2)). The notations g, m =
G-m and X are given in the notes before Lemma 25l In particular X and X are
in duality relative to the excessive function m. Note that g € F is a q.e. strictly
positive coexcessive q.c. function. Let B = {(z,y) : (y,2) € B}, Sy = Jp =
inf{t > 0: (X;_,X;) € B} and similarly T, := jBn' Then Sys (vesp. T,) is dual

to Sar (resp. T)) relative to 7 and D?M (resp. D’Tn) is the dual bivariate Revuz

measure of I/glM (resp. I/%l) relative to 1 (see §6 of [26]). Clearly T, well converges
to Sys. It follows from (1.5.10, 1.3.6) of [26] and Theorem B2 that

vr, (w@ Vy ) = (5 vr,)(w/§) @V, f) = vt (w/§) @V, f)

=0 (Vi f @ (u/9)) = (f, i, (u/§)m
where PL (u/g)(x) := P*le™T(u/§)(Xy, )], ¢ € E. From the well convergence of
{T,,} we can deduce that

(D.3)

o, (Ww/9)(@) = Py, (u/§)(x)
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pointwisely. Let wy :=u A kg € F for any k > 1. It follows from Lemma [A2] that
E(wg.wy) < E(wg,u) < ch‘fl(wk,wk) &1 (u, u)
for some constant K7 > 0. Hence
(D.4) Er(wy,wy) < (K1 + 1)2& (u,u), k>1
and it follows from (D.3)) that
v, (wp @V, f) = (f, Pp, (wk/9))n-
On the other hand since f € pL?(E, m) we have

[ sy = [ f@g@mids) < <.

From |wg| < kg and the bounded convergence theorem we can deduce that

vr, (wy ® Vi f) = (f, Pr. (wi/3))m — (f, Py, (wi/3))m
as n — oo. Similarly to (D.3)) it follows that

(f, P§,, (wi/§))m = vy (wr @ V)

and thus (wg, f)m = E1(we, V) +vs,, (we @V f). Since wy 1 u and wy, is weak-&;
convergent to u by (D.4]) (hence a Césaro average subsequence of {wy} is strongly
convergent to u), it follows from the monotone convergence theorem that

(u’ f)m = 51(“’7 Vlf) + VS]\/I(U’ & Vlf)
That completes the proof. ([
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