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Abstract

Recently it was shown in Kim [26] that Fatou’s theorem for transient censored a-stable
processes in a bounded C''! open set is true. Here we give a probabilistic proof of relative
Fatou’s theorem for (—A)®/2-harmonic functions (equivalently for symmetric a-stable processes)
in bounded k-fat open set where a € (0,2). That is, if u is positive (—A)®/2-harmonic function
in a bounded x-fat open set D and h is singular positive (—A)®/2-harmonic function in D, then
non-tangential limits of u/h exist almost everywhere with respect to the Martin-representing
measure of h. This extends the result of Bogdan and Dyda [7]. It is also shown that, under
the gaugeability assumption, relative Fatou’s theorem is true for operators obtained from the
generator of the killed a-stable process in bounded k-fat open set D through non-local Feynman-
Kac transforms. As an application, relative Fatou’s theorem for relativistic stable processes is
also true if D is bounded C''-open set.
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1 Introduction

Fatou [22] in 1906 showed that bounded harmonic functions in the open unit disk have non-
tangential limits almost everywhere on the unit circle. Later, Fatou’s theorem (in classical sense)
has been extended to some general open sets, up to uniform domains (see [1], [23], [24] and [25] for
analytic approaches). Probabilistic methods can be applied to proving Fatou’s theorem. Through
probabilistic methods, Fatou’s theorem for Brownian motion (classical sense) and for various dif-
fusion processes were proved (see, for example, [2], [I0], [20] and [21]). So far Fatou’s theorem
has mainly been established for elliptic differential operators or equivalently, diffusion processes.
However, recently Fatou’s theorem for discontinuous transient censored stable processes in bounded
C1! open set is proved in Kim [Z6] through a probabilistic method.

Fatou’s theorem can be stated in a more general setting, namely, relative Fatou’s theorem. Doob
[19] in 1959 showed that the ratio u/h of two positive harmonic functions for Brownian motion on
the open solid spheres has non-tangential limits almost everywhere with respect to the Martin-
representing measure of h (see [I8] for non-probabilistic proof). Later, relative Fatou’s theorem
(in classical sense) has been extended to some general open sets (for example, see [32] and the
references therein).

But relative Fatou’s theorem stated above (and Fatou’s theorem) is not true for (—A)*/2-
harmonic functions (see R. Bass and D. You [3] for some counterexamples). In this paper, relative
Fatou’s theorem for (—A)®/2-harmonic functions means the existence of non-tangential limits of the
ratio u/h of positive (—A)®/2 harmonic function u in a open set D and singular positive (—A)®/2
harmonic function h in D (see Theorem for the precise statement).

In K. Bogdan and B. Dyda [7], they prove the relative Fatou’s theorem for a special class of
(—A)a/ 2_harmonic functions in bounded C!'! domains through an analytic method. In this paper,

a/2_harmonic

through a probabilistic method, we show that the relative Fatou’s theorem for (—A)
functions as stated in the previous paragraph holds for much more general open sets, namely,
bounded x-fat open sets, which include bounded Lipschitz open sets. The analogous result is
unknown even in the Brownian motion case.

Since symmetric a-stable process X in a open subset D has discontinuous sample paths, there
is a large class of additive functionals of X which are not continuous. The additive functionals of
the form .

Agerl®) = [ a(XP)ds+ Y F(X2 XP)
0 s<t
constitute an important class of discontinuous additive functionals of X?. Here ¢ is a Borel
measurable function on D and F' is some bounded Borel measurable function on D x D vanishing
on the diagonal. The additive functional defines a Feynman-Kac semigroup

Qef () = Eq [exp (Ag+r (1)) F(XP)] .

The above Feynman-Kac transform is called non-local (see Remark 1 of [I2]). The Feynman-Kac
transform of the above type has been studied by [§], [I1], [I2] [13] and [I5] in connection with
gauge and conditional gauge theorems for a large class of Markov processes. In this paper, we



study the boundary behavior of the ratio of harmonic functions for symmetric a-stable process in
bounded x-fat open set under possibly discontinuous Feynman-Kac perturbation. Under the gauge-
ability assumption, we show that relative Fatou’s theorem is also true under possibly discontinuous
Feynman-Kac perturbation. To our knowledge, the boundary behavior of harmonic function under
non-local Feynman-Kac perturbations has not been studied previously except in Kim [26].

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we recall the definition of symmetric a-stable
process and collect some known facts concerning symmetric a-stable process in bounded k-fat open
set and (—A)®2-harmonic function from [3I]. Section 3 contains the proof of relative Fatou’s
theorem for (—A)®/2-harmonic functions in bounded k-fat open sets. The main idea of our proof is
similar to Kim [26], which is inspired by Doob’s approach (see also Bass [2]). We use Harnack and
boundary Harnack principle obtained in [31] and extend some results in [I6] to bounded x-fat open
set. If the open set is the unit ball in R?, we show that our result is the best possible. In section
4, we recall the definition of new Kato classes from [§], and nonlocal Feynman-Kac transforms
from [8] and [I1]. Then under the gaugeability assumption, we show relative Fatou’s theorem for
non-local operators obtained from a symmetric a-stable process in bounded x-fat open set through
non-local Feynman-Kac transforms. As a consequence, relative Fatou’s theorem for relativistic
stable processes in bounded C'! open set is established.

In this paper, we use “:=" as a way of definition, which is read as “is defined to be”. For
functions f and g, notation “f &~ ¢” means that there exist constants co > ¢; > 0 such that
c19g < f < cag. The letter ¢, with or without subscripts, signifies a constant whose value is
unimportant and which may change from location to location, even within a line.

2 Preliminaries

Let X = {X;}+>0 denote a symmetric a-stable process in R™ with « € (0, 2) and n > 2, that is,
let X; be a Lévy process whose transition density p(t,y — x) relative to the Lebesgue measure is
given by the Fourier transform,

/ eix{p(t,x)dx = e HEI",

Given an open set D C R", define 7p := inf{t > 0: X; ¢ D}. Let X (w) = X;(w) if t < 7p(w)
and set X (w) = 0 if t > 7p(w), where O is a coffin state added to R™. The process X7, i.e., the
process X killed upon leaving D, is called the (killed) symmetric a-stable process in D.

To state Harnack principle for X, we need the following definition.

Definition 2.1 Let D be an open subset of R"™. A locally integrable function u defined on R"™

n+a)

taking values in (—oo, oo| and satisfying the condition f{meR"-\x\>1} |u(z)||x|~( dr < oo is said

to be
(1) (=A)*/2-harmonic in D if

E; [|[u(X,)]] <o  and u(z) =Eg;[u(X.,)], x € B,



for every open set B whose closure is a compact subset of D;
(2) (—=A)?-superharmonic in D if u is lower semicontinuous in D and
E; [u”(Xr)] <oco  and  u(z) > Ey [u(X;,)], x € B,
for every open set B whose closure is a compact subset of D;
(3) regular (—A)*2-harmonic in D if it is (—A)*/2-harmonic in D and for each x € D,

u(z) = Eg [u(Xrp,)];
(4) singular (—A)*/2-harmonic in D if it is (—A)*/?-harmonic in D and it vanishes outside D

Note that a (—A)®/2-harmonic function in an open subset D is continuous on D (See [6] for an
analytic definition and its equivalence). Also note that singular (—A)®/2-harmonic function u in
D is harmonic with respect to XP. i.e.

E, Uu(Xg)H <oo and wu(z)=E, [u(Xg)] , x € B,

for every open set B whose closure is a compact subset of D.

Theorem 2.2 (Bogdan [f|]) Let 1,22 € D, r > 0 such that |x1 — x2| < Mr. Then there ezists a
constant J depending only on n and «, such that

JIM 0y (29) < wlay) < TM™Hu(xy)

for every nonnegative (—A)*/?-harmonic function u in B(z1,7) U B(z,7).

Unlike Brownian motion, the above theorem does not require Harnack chain argument. This

a/2_harmonic function is

observation is one of the reason why relative Fatou’s theorem for (—A)
true in very general open set.
We will often use the results in [31]. For our convenience, their main results are listed here.

First we adopt the definition of k-fat open set from [31].

Definition 2.3 Let k € (0,1/2]. We say that an open set D in R"™ is k-fat if there exist R > 0
such that for each z € 0D and r € (0,R), DN B(z,r) contains a ball B(a(r, z), kr). The pair (R, k)
is called the characteristics of the k-fat open set D.

Note that every Lipschitz domain and non-tangentially accessible domain defined by Jerison
and Kenig in [25] are r-fat. Moreover, every John domain is k-fat (see Lemma 6.3 in [29]). The
boundary of a k-fat open set can be highly nonrectifiable and, in general, no regularity of its
boundary can be inferred. Bounded x-fat open set can even be locally disconnected (see examples
immediately following Lemma B9).



Throughout this paper, D is a bounded k-fat open set, n > 2, a € (0,2) and F; is the completed
filtration for X/, that is,
Fy = m o(o(XP:0<s<t)UNT)
zeD

where N7 is the collection of P,-null sets.

Theorem 2.4 (Theorem 3.1 in [31l]) Let D be a bounded open set in R™ which is k-fat for some
k € (0,1/2]. Then there exists constant C = C(n,«a) > 1 such that for any z € D, r € (0, R) and
functions u,v > 0 in R™, regular (—A)*/?-harmonic in D N B(z,2r), vanishing on D® N B(z,2r),
we have

—1I{n+o¢u(a(r7z)) u(‘r) /{—n—au(a(nz)) T z f
Ct ) S v SO ey "EPNB(23):

It is well known that there is a positive continuous symmetric function Gp(x,y) on (D x D)\ d,
where d denotes the diagonal, such that for any Borel measurable function f > 0,

E, { " f<Xs>ds} ~ [ 6ol s v

We set Gp equal to zero on the diagonal of D x D and outside D x D. Function Gp(z,y) is called
the Green function of X?, or the Green function of X in D. For any = € D, Gp(-,r) is singular
(—A)*/2-harmonic in D\ {z} and regular (—A)®/?-harmonic in D\ B(z,¢) for every ¢ > 0. When
D =R", it is well known that

G(‘Tay) = GRn(-Z',y) = A(naa)’x - y’a—n7 T,y € R"

where A(n, ) is a positive constant depending only on n and a.

Fix z¢g € D and set

Mp(x,y) := Cplo.y) T,y € D.

~ Gp(xo,y)
It is shown in [31] that Mp(x,2) := limy_,,cop Mp(z,y) exists for every z € D, which is called
the Martin kernel of D, and that Mp(x,z) is jointly continuous in D x dD. For each z € 9D,
set Mp(z,z) = 0 for x € D¢ The following properties of the Martin kernel and the Martin

boundary with respect to X are established in [31]. We call w € dD a regular boundary point if
P,(rp=0)=1.

Theorem 2.5 (Theorem 4.1 in [31]) For each z € 0D, x — Mp(z,z) is a minimal singular
(—A)a/ 2_harmonic function, and the Martin boundary and the minimal Martin boundary of D can
all be identified with the Euclidean boundary 0D of D. Moreover, Mp(z,z) — 0 as x € D — w for
every reqular boundary point w # z.



XD is a transient symmetric Hunt process satisfying Hypothesis (B) in Kunita and Watan-
abe [27]. Thus non-negative singular (—A)®/2-harmonic functions admit a Martin representation.
Therefore, Theorem implies that, for every non-negative singular (—A)O‘/ 2_harmonic function
u, there is a unique finite measure v on 9D such that

u(z) = Mp(z,2z)v(dz), =z € D. (2.1)
oD

3 Relative Fatou’s Theorem for (—A)*/?-harmonic Functions

In this section, we establish relative Fatou’s theorem for (—A)®/2-harmonic functions in bounded
k-fat open set.
The proof of the next proposition is well known (for example, see [2] and [26] ).

Proposition 3.1 Given 0 < X\ < 1, there exists ¢ = c¢(D,a,\) > 1 such that if y € D and
ly — xo| > 20p(y) then

P, (TB; < TD) > ¢ Gp(xo,y)dp(y)" (3.1)

where B;‘ := B(y,\op(y)), dp(x) = dist(z, D) and Tpy = inf{t >0: X; € B;‘}

Proof. First note that 2o & B(y,dp(y)). Since Gp(wxo,-) is singular (—A)*/2-harmonic in D\ {zo}
, by Theorem 2 there exists ¢ = ¢(D,a, A) > 1 such that

GDlB? (LE()) Z C GD(xo,y)ép(y)”. (32)

Using the strong Markov property, one can easily see that

™D
Gplp) (xo) < Py, (TB? < TD> sup Ew/ 1px (Xs)ds. (3.3)
wEFﬁ 0
Since
™ dv o
E, I1pr(Xs)ds < G(w,v)dv < ¢ = < cip(y) (3.4)
0 v B) B) w — vl
for every w € B_ﬁ where G(w,v) is Green function of X in R", we have (BII). O

Now let (PZ,X?) be the Mp(-,z)-transform of (P, X}), symmetric a-stable process in D.
That is,
Mp(XP, z)
P:(A)=E, | ———~5A
A4 [ Mp(z, z)
if Ae F.

First we show the following simple lemma, which is similar to Theorem 2.4 in [16].



Lemma 3.2 For each z € D, Mp(-,z) is bounded regular (—A)*/?-harmonic in D\ B(z,¢) for
every € > 0.

Proof. Fix z € 9D and € > 0, and let h(x) := Mp(x, z) for € R". By Theorem EZ4l, h is bounded
on R™\ B(z,¢/2). In fact, there exists C' = C(n,«) > 1 such that for every x € D\ B(z,£/2),

. GD (:Ev y)
M = 1 e
plwz) = I o)

croo GD (337 CL)

- GD(:E(])CL)
e G(z,0)
< e Y0077
- GD(:E(])CL)
< CrM@ sup L < 0

2€D\B(z,/2) 1T — a|"T*Gp(x0, a)

where a = a(e/16, z) (see Definition 23]).

Take an increasing sequence of smooth open sets { Dy, }m>1 such that D,, C Dyr1and Uy Dy, =
D\ B(z,¢). Set 1y, := 7p,, and T 1= TD\B(z,¢) - Lhen T 1 Too and limy, 00 X7, = X7, by quasi-
left continuity of XP. Set A = { Tm = Too for some m > 1}. Let N be the set of irregular
boundary points of D. It is well known that Cap(N) = 0 so that

P,(X, €N)=0, ze€D. (3.5)

We also know from [3T] (Theorem EZH)) that if w € 0D, w # z and w is a regular boundary point,
then h(x) — 0 as © — w so that h is continuous on D \ B(z,¢) \ N. Therefore, since h is bounded
on R™\ B(z,¢/2), by the bounded convergence theorem and (BX), we have

: D . _ : .
lim By [A(XP); 7 <7e] = lim E, [h(XTm)lm\N(XTOO) T < Tw}
= E, [h(er)lm\N(Xgo); AC}

— B, [h(X,.); A°].

By the boundedness of h on R™\ B(z,¢/2), we can find two smooth open sets U; and Us such that
D\ B(z,e) C Uy C Uy C Uy and h is the bounded on Us. The rest of the proof is similar to the
proof in Theorem 2.4 in [16]. So we omit it here. O

The following theorem is proved in [I6] for bounded Lipschitz domain. In fact, by a similar
proof with some modifications, it is true for bounded x-fat open set D too.

Theorem 3.3

PZ <lim X =z 1< oo> =1 foreveryx e D, z€ 0D.
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Proof. By 3G theorem (Theorem 6.1 in [31]), there exists a positive constant C' = C(D, a,n) < 0o
such that
sup EZ[tp] < C.
z€D,z€0D

In fact, by Lemma 3.11 in [I6] and Theorem 6.1 in [31], we have

Eilp] = Ei/o Lijerzydt
1 [o¢]
- E, [Mp(XP,2); t < 7p|dt
oy B (Mot <

GD(J), y)MD (yv Z)
/D Mp(z,z) dy

IN

2¢ sup/ |z —y|*"dy < oo.
zeDJD
Therefore PZ(77, < co) = 1 for every € D and z € 9D.

Now we fix z € D and z € 0D and claim that P (limy,2 Xi = z) = 1. The proof of this claim
is well-known (see Theorem 5.9 in [I7] and Theorem 3.17 in [16]). We give a sketch of the proof
here.

Let 7, = 1/2™, B,, := B(z,7), Dy := D\ B,, and set T, := Tg,, and R,, = 78,,np. We
may suppose that x € D,,,. By Lemma B2 we have

Mp(z,z) = Ex[Mp(X;, ,2)] = Eg[Mp(Xt,,,2); T < 7p] = Mp(z,2) PL(T;, < 7hH).

It follows that for all m > 1 we have PZ(T7 < 77) = 1. Let L, := SUDye BenD Mp(y, z), which is
finite by Lemma For k < m,

4 z 4 z z Lk
P:E [Tm < D, Rk} e} HT’,% < TD] S WPI(TWL < TD)
(see page 283 in [I6] for details). Since {z} in R™ with n > 2 has zero capacity with respect to X
(for example, see [H] for details), we have
limsupr(Tm < TD) < Px(T{z} < TD) < Px(T{z} < OO) = 0.

m—o0

The rest of the proof is the same as the proof in Theorem 3.17 in [16]. O

The above Theorem implies that P, (limy,, X; € K) = 1x(-) for every € D and Borel
subset K' C 9D. So the next theorem, which is stated for bounded Lipschitz domain in [T6], follows
easily. For positive singular (—A)®/?-harmonic function h in D, we let (P?, X!) be the h-transform
of (P, X}), that is,

P(4) = E, [h,(lg);A}

if Ae F.



Theorem 3.4 Let v be a finite measure on 0D. Define

h(z) = - Mp(z,w) v(dw), =z € D,

which is a positive singular harmonic function in D. Then for x € D,

tTTg

where K is a Borel subset of 0D.

P! <lim Xt e K) = ﬁ/KMD(:E,w)V(dw)

The following result is a easy consequence of the above theorem.

Proposition 3.5 Let v be a finite measure on 0D with v(0D) = 1. Define

h(z) := - Mp(x,w) v(dw), x€ D,

so that h(xo) = 1. If A € F,,, then

z h : h
/ P} (A)v(dz) = Py, (Aﬂ {hn}} X € K}) .
K g
for every Borel subset K of 0D.

Proof. Take an increasing sequence of open sets { Dy, };»>1 such that D,, C D1 and UY_1 Dy, =
D. Set 7, = 7p,, and fix an A € F, . Since M (xg,2) = 1 for z € 9D, by Theorem B2, Fubini’s
Theorem and the strong Markov property for conditional process (for example, see [27]), we have
that for every Borel subset K of D,

/ P: (A)(dz) = / E,, [Mp(X2,2); A v(d2)
K K

_ B, [ Mo(x2 e A}

= E, |h(X2)P%, <lin]}XtheK) ;A
m tTTD

= E! |P%, (lithheK);A

™\ ¢t ?)

= P! [An{lmX/'e K} .
tTT?)

/ Pz (A)v(dz) =Pt (A N {lim Xt e K}) (3.6)
K

T g

Let m — oco. Then

for every Borel subset K of 9D and A € Up,>1F;,,. By monotone class theorem, (B8l is true for

every Borel subset K of 0D and A € . O
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Definition 3.6 A € F,, is shift-invariant if whenever T' < Tp is a stopping time, 1y 0 0 = 14
P.-a.s. for every x € D.

The next proposition is well-known (see page 196 in Bass [2]).

Proposition 3.7 (0-1 law) If A is shift-invariant, then x — PZ(A) is a constant function which
is either 0 or 1.

Proof. For every stopping time T < 7p,

P:(4) = Pi(Aolr) = BiP5; (4) E. [Mp(XP,2)P5p(4)] .

~ Mp(.7)
So Mp(-,z)P?(A) is positive singular (—A)*/2-harmonic and bounded above by Mp(-,z). There-
fore P?(A) is constant by Theorem With D,, and 7, in the proof of Proposition and
B e F,,

P:(ANB) = E; |Py. (4); B| = P3(4)Pi(B).

Let m — oo and let B = A. Then we have PZ(A) = (PZ(A))?. Therefore, PZ(A) = 0 or 1 for
every x € D. O

Now we define the Stolz open set for k-fat open set D. Recall the characteristics (R, k) of D
from Definition

Definition 3.8 For z € 0D and 8 > (1 — k)/k, let

5D(l‘0)
3

AP = {y €D; dply) < min{ ,R} and |y —z| < ﬁép(y)}.
We call A the Stolz open set for D at z with the angle 8> (1 — k)/k.
Since 8 > (1 — k) /k, A% is not empty. In fact, the following is true.

Lemma 3.9 For every z € 0D and > (1 —k)/k, there exists a sequence {yi}r>1 C AS such that

limg o0 Y = 2.

Proof. Fix z € 0D and 8 > (1 — k)/k. For k > 1, let
R R R
Y ‘= a <2—k,z> so that B <yk, /;_k> C B <z, 2—k> NnD.

dp(yr) < min {M,R} for every k > 1.

We may assume

3
Since
R kR kR
ok = e —2l+ 55 and Op(ye) = o,

11



we have
1—«x

lye — 2| < dp(yr) < Bop(yr).

K

Therefore {yg }x>1 C AP Clearly limy_,o Y. = 2 because |y, — 2| < R/2F. O
A simple example of bounded k-fat open set is
(o]
G:={(r,y) eR?; —1<z<1,0<y<1} \ (JE
k=1
where Ej, := {y = 27%}. One can easily see that every B(z,e)NG is not locally connected for every

z€ GN{y =0} and € > 0. In particular, A2 is not locally connected at every z € G N {y = 0}.

Proposition 3.10 Given z € 9D and > (1 — Kk)/kK, there exists ¢ = ¢(D,a, \,xg,3) > 0 such
that if y € AP then
=58 (Tgé < Tg> > ¢

where B;‘ = B(y,\0p(y)), dp(x) := dist(z, D) and ng =1inf{t >0: X} € B;‘}
Proof. Fix z € 9D and 8 > (1 — k)/k. Since Mp(-, 2) is (—A)*/?-harmonic function in D, by the
Harnack principle (Theorem ) and Proposition Bl we have

P:, (ng < le)) ~ E, [MD(XTB?,z); Ty < TD]
c Py, (TBﬁ < TD) Mp(y, z)
cGp(zo,y) 6p(y)" ™ Mp(y,2)

)
o . GD(Z/, U))
¢Gplzoy) o)™ i o )

Y

Y

op
op

(y

Since min{|y — z|, |zo — 2|} > dp(y)/2, by boundary Harnack principle (Theorem 2I),

Gp(y,wr) ~ Gp(y,w2)
Gp(xo,w1)  Gp(zg,ws)

Let 21 := a(dp(y)/8, z) so that

B <21,R5DT@)> c B <z, 5D8(y)> nD

and fix a point z2 in OB(y,dp(y)/8). We see that

1)
for every wi,ws € B <z, Déy)> NnD.

#0p(y) p(y) p(y) p(y)
> oyl =
dp(z1) > 3 S+ op(z2) > 5 |22 — Y| 3
op(y)
|22 = 20| 2 [0 —yl — Iy — 22| 2 dp(z0) ~ dp(y) — 5= > p(y),
é
51— a0l 2 leo — 2|~ e — a1l = dp(ao) - 22 > 5,
1) 1)
and |z1—y| > ly—z|—|z1—2| > dp(y) — DB(y) > D2(y)

12



Thus Gp(y,-) and Gp(zo,-) are (—A)*/-harmonic functions in

#(osn) V2 (= s34

dp(y) dp(y)
8 8 '’
by Theorem [Z2, we have Gp(y, z1) = Gp(y, 22) and Gp(xg,21) = Gp(xg,22) . Therefore

Since

|21 — 20| < |21 — 2|+ |z —y|+ |y — 22| < + Bop(y) +

GD(va) ~ GD(ZJ,ZQ)
Gp(xo,w)  Gp(xo,22)

On the other hand, by Theorem we have Gp(xg,22) ~ Gp(xp,y). Now by Green function
estimate for ball and monotonicity of Green function for X,

)
for every w € B <z, Déy)> NnD.

Gp(Y,22) > GB(zyop(y)/2) Y, 22) > cly —2|*" > cdp(y)*™".

Thus

. G 9
GD(‘TOMU) 6D(y)n_a wélll)n—)z GDDéTyQ ,LZ))) > c > 0.

The next proposition is a variation of Theorem

Proposition 3.11 Given € > 0, there exists \g = Ao(e,a,n) € (0,1) such that whenever u is a
positive (—A)*/2-harmonic function in D,

uw(z) < uly) < (1+e)u(z)
for everyy € D and z € B;‘O := B(y, \odp(v)).

Proof. Fix y € D and let 7, := B By estimates of Poisson kernels of X; and the positivity of u
(cf. [I4]), for every z,w € B;‘O where 0 < Ao < A < 1,

A2 )o‘/2<A+A0

E,[u(X; ) < <)\2 o - AO)”EZ[U(XU)].

Since u is (—A)*/2-harmonic in D, for every z,w € Bé\l we have

A2 )o‘/2<A+A0

uw(w) = BEylu(X,)] < <)\2 )\_)\0> u(z) < (1+¢e)u(z)

_ )\02
if A\g > 0 is small. In particular,

1
1+4¢

u(z) < u(y) < (1+e)u(2)

13



Ao
for every 2 € By°. O

Before proving relative Fatou’s theorem for (—A)®2-harmonic function in D, we need the
following definition.

Definition 3.12 A nonnegative Borel measurable function f defined on D is said to be
(1) excessive with respect to X if for every x € D and t > 0,

B, [f(XP)] < f@) ond  lmE, [/(XP)] = f(z).

(2) superharmonic with respect to XP if f is lower semi-continuous in D, and
fle) > E. [f(X]))], x€B,
for every open set B whose closure is a compact subset of D.

It is well known that f is excessive with respect to X if and only if f is superharmonic with
respect to X (in fact, this result is true in much more general setting, see [T1]).

Now we are ready to show relative Fatou’s theorem for (—A)®/?-harmonic function in D. The
proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 3.10 in [26] but we spell out detail for the reader’s conve-
nience.

/2

Theorem 3.13 Let h be a positive singular (—A)*/“-harmonic function in D with the Martin-

representing measure v. That is,

h(z) = Mp(z,w)v(dw), x€ D
oD
where v is a finite measure on 0D. If u is a nonnegative (—A)O‘/Q—harmonic function in D, then

for v-a.e. z € 0D,
— K

lim exists for every 8 > (3.7)

A*f Sr—z h(l‘)

Proof. Without loss of generality, we assume v(0D) = 1. Since u is non-negative superharmonic
with respect to X7, u is excessive with respect to X . In particular, E;[u(X/)] < u(z) for every

x € D. So by Markov property for conditional process (for example, see [31]), we have for every
t,s >0

(X h(Xh)

u<Xf+s>|fS] _ g [ugm} _ L g fux?)] <MD

14



Therefore, we see that u(X/")/h(X[") is a non-negative supermartingale with respect to P” . there-
fore the martingale convergence theorem gives

h

exists and is finite P” -a.s. |
ttrhs h(X]) o

so by Proposition B3, we have

h
1 = <l E?th) exists and is ﬁnlte)
t

im
s h(X3)

= (hm u(X7)

tTTD (th

exists and is ﬁnite) v(dz).

Therefore, for v-a.e. z € 9D

o u(XF)
Pz 1
<tTTD h(XiZ)

We are going to show that [BX) holds for z € 0D satisfying BH). Fix z € 0D satistying (B8]
and fix a 8 > (1 — k)/k. Let
[ := limsup M

A*fay—xz (y)

exists and is ﬁnite) =1 (3.8)

and assume | < co. Then by Lemma B3, for any € > 0 there exists a sequence {y;}3>, C A2 such
that u(yg)/h(yx) > 1/(1 +¢) and yx — 2. By Proposition BIIl there is \g = A\g(e, @, n) > 0 such
that

u(w) u(yr) !
> > 3.9
h(w) = (1+¢)2h(yx) (1+4¢)3 (39)
for every w € B;)° = B(yr, Aodp(y))-
On the other hand,
P2, <T;;£ <Th i.o.) > hknig;f P <T;;£ < Tf)) > c > 0.
But {T* “ao < 7 1.0.} is shift-invariant. Therefore by Proposition B
By,
P:, (Xf hits infinitely many B;g> = P, (Tgko <13 i.o.> = 1. (3.10)
vk

From (B3)-(BI0), we have

lim U(th) > !
ttrp h(X7F) — (1+¢)3

Letting € | 0,

> limsupu— P; -as. . (3.11)



If [ = oo, then for any M > 1, there exists a sequence {yx}32; C A such that u(yg)/h(yr) > 4M
and yr — z. By Proposition BTl there is A} = A\ (M, a,n) > 0 such that

u(w) M?u(y)

> M
h(w) = (M +1)*h(y)
for every w € Bé‘kl So similarly we have
XZ
lim w(X7) > M Pj -as.

t7E h(Xf)

for every M > 1, which is a contradiction because limy-= u(X7)/h(X7) is finite PZ -a.s.. Therefore
[ < oo0.
Now let

u(y)

m = liminf —% < 0.
Afay—m h(y)

Then for any € > 0, there exists a sequence {z;}7°; C AP such that w(z)/h(z1) < m(1 + ) and
2, — 2. By Proposition BI1,

ey < O +e)? h(zk) < (1+¢P3m (3.12)
for every w € B;‘IS Similarly we have
P7 <th hits infinitely many B;‘:) =1 (3.13)
From ([B8), BI2) and BI3), by letting € | 0 we have
TG R Y L A R (3.14)

trp h(XP) = aisyssh(y)
We conclude from ([BI]) and [BI4) that
lim uy)

—~~ exists and is finite for v-a.e. z € 0D.
Afay—m h(y)

Remark 3.14 Since constant functions in R™ are (—A)®/?-harmonic in D, one can easily see that
the above Theorem is also true for every (—A)®/2-harmonic function « in D either bounded from

below or above.
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Remark 3.15 If D is a bounded s-fat open set with o(0D) < oo where o is the surface measure
on @D, then for every (—A)®/2-harmonic function u in D either bounded from below or above,

u(z)

lim

exists and is finite for o-a.e. z € 0D. 3.15
Afa:c—m faD MD($,'[U)O'(dU)) ( )

In particular, (BIH) is true for bounded Lipschitz open sets. Therefore Theorem extends the
result of Bogdan and Dyda [1].

With an extra condition, we can state relative Fatou’s theorem for (non-singular) (—A)®/2-

harmonic functions.
Corollary 3.16 Let v be a finite measure on 0D and let

h(z) := Mp(z,w)v(dw), x€D
oD

If v is a positive (—A)a/z—harmom'c function in D and for v-a.e. z € 0D

1—
lim @ #0  forv-a.e. z€ 9D and every B > - r

AE Sr—z h(l’)

(3.16)

then for every positive (—A)a/z—harmom'c function u in D,

11—
@) exists for v-a.e. z € 0D and every B > r

lim
AEBm—)z U(gj)

In particular, if D is a bounded C'!'-open set and the Martin-representing measure of h is the
surface measure on 0D, we can replace the conditon (BI6]) to a concrete one.

Corollary 3.17 Let D be a bounded C1'-open set and o be the surface measure on OD. If v is a

a/2

positive (—A)*2-harmonic function in D and there exists ¢ > 0 such that v(z) > cdp(x)*/>~1 for

x € D, then for every positive (—A)a/z—harmom'c function u in D,

11—
lim @) exists for o-a.e. z € 0D and every > g
Afam—xz U(gj) oY
Proof. Let
h(zx) := Mp(xz,w)o(dw), x€ D
oD

where o is the surface measure on 9D. By Corollary B0, It is enough to show that there exists
¢ > 0 such that h(z) < ¢dp(z)*/?~! for x € D. Since D is bounded C! open set, there exists ¢;
depending only on D such that for every x € D and k > 1,

o(0D N B(z,2%0p(x))) < 1 (2%0p ()"t (3.17)

17



where z, € 0D and |z, — x| = dp(x). Let

E,:={w € dD; |w— zy| <20p(x)}
and  Ej:= {w €dD; 2 15p(z) < jw — 2| < 2k5D(:17)} for k > 2.

We see that for k£ > 1
lz—w| > 287 25p(x) if we E. (3.18)

By BID), BI8) and the Martin kernel estimate (Theorem 3.9 in [I6]) ,

hz) < copla)®? / _oldw)_

op |z —w|"

> o(dw)
= 05D$a/2 / —_—
@2 ]

< ¢ op(@)*?) (0D N Bz, 2%0p(x))) (25 %0p(x)) ™"

o

1
< cedp(x)*? (Z 22"_k> 5p(z)™t < ebp(x)**7! for every z € D.

a

If w and h are singular (—A)®/2-harmonic functions in D and u/h is bounded, then u can be
recovered from non-tangential boundary limit values of u/h.

Theorem 3.18 If u is a singular (—A)*/?-harmonic function in D and uw/h is bounded for a
positive singular (—A)a/ 2_harmonic function h in D with the Martin-representing measure v, then

Oy <lim Xth)]
tTTg

uw) 1o

B> ;
K

for every x € D

where

wu(z) ;== lim )
( ) Afam—n h($)

which is well-defined for v-a.e. z € OD. If we further assume that u is positive in D, then

u(x) = [ Mp(z,w) pu(w)v(dw)
oD

That is, @y(z) is Radon-Nikodym derivative of the (unique) Martin-representing measure ji,, with
respect to v.

Proof. Without loss of generality, we can assume w is positive and bounded. Recall that

P <lim X = z> =1

15
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for every z € 0D. Now take an increasing sequence of smooth open sets {D,,}m>1 such that
D,, C Dyy1 and ULY_1 Dy, = D. Then

w(xz ) :
1 = P, | lim Pm/l — lim U(th): lim u(@)
m—)ooh(Xzz ) tTTB h(Xt) A*fax—m h(l’)
D
u(¥5)
= P? lim ———2&£ = ,(2), lim X7 =z
xo m%ooh(sz ) 90() tTTB t
Drm
u(¥5)
= Pz lim ——2% = ¢, | lim X7
a ey e ()
Drm

for v-a.e. z € 9D. By Proposition and zero-one law (Proposition B.7])

U (X fh >
lim — "/

m—co <Xhh >
Do

Therefore, by the bounded convergence theorem and the harmonicity of u/h with respect to P?,

tr ?)

=y (lim XZ‘) Pl-as. for everyx € D.

we have
(@) o (x3,) «(x4,)
% = lm Bb (L = B G | =B g, (lin}Xth>]
z h <Xhh > h <Xhh ) it
Do B
for every x € D. By Theorem B4,
u(z) = [ Mp(z,w)pu(w)v(dw)

Remark 3.19 The above theorem is not true without the boundedness assumption. For example,
fix a boundary point z; € 9D and let u(x) := Mp(x,z1). We let N be the set of irregular boundary
points of D and choose any finite measure v on 9D with v(N U {z1}) = 0. Then u can not have
that representation in Theorem with the positive singular (—A)®/2-harmonic function % in D
with the Martin-representing measure v. In fact, we know from Theorem and its proof that for

every regular boundary point z # 21,

1
wu(z) = lim M: lim wu(z) x lim —— =0.

- AESZ‘—)Z h(l’) AEBx—)z AgBZE—)Z h(‘r)
Therefore

Mp(z,w)p,(w)v(dw) =0 for every x € D,
oD

which is obviously not equal to Mp(z, z1).
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Recall that an open set G € R" is said to satisfy the uniform exterior cone condition if there
exist constant 7 > 0, 7 > 0 and a cone C = {z = (71, ,7,) € R*0 < xp, (23 + - + :v%_l)l/2 <
Ny} such that for every z € 0G, there is a cone C, with vertex z, isometric to C and satisfying
C.N B(z,r) C G°. Tt is well known that for every bounded open set G in R satisfying uniform
exterior cone condition, there is a function Pg(z, 2) defined on G x G such that

Ex[f(XTG)] = e PG(x7Z)f(Z)d27 reG

for every f > 0 on G¢ (for example, see [I6]). The kernel Pg(x, z) is called the Poisson kernel for
the symmetric a-stable process in G. If our D satisfies the uniform exterior cone condition, then we
can state Theorem for positive (—A)*/2-harmonic function in D. Note that if D satisfies the
exterior cone condition and u is a positive (—A)*/2-harmonic function in D, then u(x) — B, [u(X,,)]
is a positive singular (—A)®/2-harmonic function (see the proof of Theorem 4.3 in [16]).

Corollary 3.20 Suppose D satisfies the exterior cone condition. If u is a positive (—A)*/?-

harmonic function in D and
u(z) — BEglu(Xr,)]
h(z)

is bounded in D for a positive singular (—A)a/z—harmom'c function h in D, then for every x € D

u@) = [ Poleputdn+ [ Mpaw)e,tomido)
De D
where Pp(x,y) is Poisson kernel for X in D, v is the Martin-representing measure for h, and
. u(z) 11—k
ou(z) = lim —=% B> ,
AEBSE—)Z h(‘r) R

which is well-defined for v-a.e. z € 0D.

If D is a bounded C''-open set, we have a concrete sufficient condition for the representation
theorem.

Theorem 3.21 Suppose D is bounded C1'-open set. Let o be the surface measure on 0D and let

h(z) := - Mp(z,w) o(dw), =z € D.

If u is positive (—A)*/2-harmonic in D and there exists ¢ > 0 such that u(z) — Ez[u(X,,)] <
c&D(x)a/z_l for x € D, then for every x € D

uw) = [ Poleyutdy+ [ Mol whpu(w)a(du),
c D
where Pp(x,y) is Poisson kernel for X in D and

. u(x 11—k
Ou(z):= lim —=, (> ,
( ) AEBSE—)Z h(‘r) R

~—

which is well-defined for v-a.e. z € 0D.



Proof. It is easy to see that bounded C''-open sets satisfy the uniform exterior cone condition.
Let o be the surface measure on 9D. Since D is a bounded C'™! open set, there exists ¢; depending
only on D such that for every x € D and k > 1,

c1(206p(x))" 1 < 0(dD N B(zs,20p(x))), (3.19)
where z, € 0D and |z, — x| = dp(x). Let
E :={w € oD; |w— z;| <20p(x)}.

We see that
dp(x) < Jx—w| < 3dp(x) ifwekE. (3.20)

By the Martin kernel estimate in [9], (819) and ([B20) we have

h(z) > 5D(x)a/2/ _oldw)_ > ¢op(x)*?> "o(E) > cerdp(z)®/*1 for every x € D.
E

[z —w|*

So

‘ < C < for every x € D.

Therefore by Corollary B201

u(z) = / Po(e,yul)dy + | Mp(e,w)pu(w)o(dw).
D oD

Now suppose that n =2, D = B := B(0,1), 29 = 0 and o7 is the normalized surface measure
on 0B. It is showed in [26] that the Stolz domain is the best possible one for Fatou’s Theorem in
B for transient censored stable processes. Using similar methods, we can show that our Stolz open
set is also the best possible one. First we modify the proof of Lemma 3.19 in [26] using the Martin
kernel estimate for symmetric a-stable process in B.

Lemma 3.22 Let

h(z) = - Mp(z,w)oq (dw).

Suppose U is a measurable function on 0B such that 0 < U < 1. Let

2

u(zx) == Mp(z,w)U(w)oq (dw) = Mp(xz,e)U(e?)do

OB 21 Jo

where x € B. Suppose that 0 < A < 7 and U(e”) =1 for g — X\ < 0 < 0y + X\. Then there exists a
d = d(e,a) such that

0o
L ulpe™)

. <1 ) 1— Xo.
= T(pei) = if p> A0



Proof. First, it is clear that

u(z) 1 1
W) h(z) Jop Bz, w)U(w)o (dw) < W) Jos Bz, w)op (dw)
for every z € B.
LetV::%(U—l) so that ]V\SlandV:OforHo—)\§9§90+)\.If1;)\p<(5<%,

lpe’® — | > [e% — e - (1-p)
> 2|sin (@)‘ — 5|60 — 0]
2
> —|6o — 0] — 06|60 — 0|
™
2
= (= —=9)lfo — 0]

for |§y — 6] > A. So we have, by the Martin kernel estimate for ball,

1 2m ) ) ) 2w ‘V(ew)‘
- M 6o 10 16 < / ' | 1— a/2
o | Mnet et wetas| < o [T a0
2 de
( G 10o—0|>x |00 — 0/

2 9.
< el p)P (2 -0

< b2 - 01— )l
™

Therefore, if § < %,

u(pe®) 11 / °n 0o _i0 i0
. = — M 0 1+2
h(pe®) h(pe®) 27 o p(pe™,e”)(1+ 2V (e"”))do
1 i0 2 2 a/2-1
> 0y 52— 6)2(1 —
> o (M) 2 =020 )
> 1—615.

In the above inequality, we have used the fact that h(pei®) < ¢(1 — p)*/2~1 (see the proof of
Corollary BI7). For any € > 0, § := min {i %} will do. O

c1?

Once we have this lemma, the rest of the details are similar to those in [28]. A curve Cj is
called a tangential curve in B which ends on 9B if CoNIB = {wo} € 0B, Cy\ {wp} C B and there
are no r > 0 and 3 > 1 such that Co N B(wo,r) C Aby N B(wg, 7).

Theorem 3.23 (Theorem in [28]) Let

h(z) := Mp(z,w)oq(dw).
0B
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Let Cy be a tangential curve in B which ends on OB and let Cy be the rotation of Cy about xg
through an angle 0. Then there exists a positive (—A)*/?-harmonic function u in B = B(x,1)
such that for a.e. 6 € [0,27] with respect to Lebesgue measure,

im —= does not exist.
|z|—1,2eCy h(x)

Proof. We observe that for bounded measurable function U > 0 on 9B,
1
— Mp(z, w)U(w)o1 (dw)
h(z) Jop
tends radially to U for almost all # by the uniqueness of the Martin-representing measure and
Theorem So, with the same E} defined in [28], one can show that there exists a singular
(—A)a/ 2_harmonic function wuy, satisfying 0 < u; < 27% such that, for a set E7 equivalent to Ej,

(ie. o1((Bf \ Ex) U (EBx \ Ef)) =0),

—k

lim % =0 radially and limsup % = 27" along one branch of Cjy.

By following the argument in [28], one can check that w := Y-, u; will do. O

4 Relative Fatou’s Theorem under Nonlocal Feynman-Kac Trans-
forms

First we will show the existence of nontangential limit of the ratio of Green function and singular
(—A)*/2-harmonic function. This result will be used later in this section.

Lemma 4.1 Let v be a finite measure on 0D and let

h(zx) := Mp(z,w)v(dw), z€ D.
oD

then for v-a.e. z € 0D and everyy € D,

Gp(x, , 1—
M exists for every B > g

lim
AE Sr—z h(.%')

The above nontangential limit typically depends ony € D but the null set for the limit is independent
ofye D.

Proof. It is well known that (for example, see [2], [16] and [I7])
GD(‘Tv y) = G(x7 y) - ESL‘[G(XTpvy)]
where G(x,y) is the Green function of X in R". Since G(z,xg) is continuous near 9D, for every

€ 0D
i 11—k

lim G(z,z9) = G(z,z9) for every g >
AEBSE—)Z
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Therefore by Theorem BI3l for v-a.e. z € 9D,

1 E.[G(X,,,
im E2@T) L Glemg) - dim PelG(n 20)
AEBSE—)Z h(l’) AEBI—)Z h(l’) AEBSE—)Z AEBx—)z h(‘r)

exists for every 8 > (1 — k)/k. Since

GD(:Evy) —  lim GD(y,ﬂj)

e Seb =M
r—2z€0D GD(QE, 330) r—2z€0D GD(JSO, 33) D(% Z)

for every z € 0D and y € D, we have for v-a.e. z € 9D and every y € D,

lim lim M lim

. GD($7 $0) -k
ABsz—2 h(x) ABsz—2 Gp (LE, LE()) ABsz—z h(‘r)

exists for every 5 >

|

Now we recall the following definitions from Chen [§] and specify them for X P, the symmetric
a-stable process in D. We call a positive measure p on D a smooth measure of XP if there is a
positive continuous additive functional (PCAF in abbreviation) A of X such that

[ st =i [ .1 tf(X?)dAs} dr (41)

for any Borel measurable function f > 0. Here 1 lim;|o means the quantity is increasing as ¢ | 0.
The measure 4 is called the Revuz measure of A. It is known that E,[A;,] = [, Gp(z,y)u(dy).
For a signed measure y, we use pu and p~ to denote its positive and negative parts respectively.
If ptand p~ are smooth measures of X and AT and A~ are their corresponding PCAFs of X7,
then we say the continuous additive functional A := AT — A~ of X has (signed) Revuz measure
. Let d denote the diagonal of D x D.

Definition 4.2 Suppose that A is a continuous additive functional of X with Revuz measure v.
Let A* and A~ be the PCAFs (positive continuous additive functionals) of X with Revuz measures
vt and v~ respectively. Let |A| = AT+ A~ and |v|=vT +v7.

(1) The measure v (or the continuous additive functional A) is said to be in the class Soo(XP)
if for any € > 0 there is a Borel subset K = K(g) of finite |v|-measure and a constant
0 =4d(g) >0 such that

sup / GD(x7y)GD(y7 Z) |I/|(dy) <e
D\K

(2,2)€(Dx D)\d Gp(z,z)
and for all measurable set B C K with |v|(B) < 4,

/ GD(Z', y)GD(y7 Z)
B GD(‘TVZ)

sup
(z,2)e(DxD)\d

lv|(dy) <e.
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(2) A function q is said to be in the class Soo(XP), if v(dz) := q(x)dx is in the class Soo(XP).

Let (NP HP) be a Lévy system for the symmetric a-stable process X? in D, that is, for every
x € D, NP(x,dy) is a kernel on (D, B(Dy)), where 0 is the cemetery point for process X and
Dy = DU {8}, and HP is a positive continuous additive functional of Y with bounded 1-potential
such that for any nonnegative Borel function f on D x Dy that vanishes along the diagonal d,

t
B (S0 xP) | <k ([ [ 50PN apan?)
s<t 2]

for every x € D (see [30] for details). We let pyp(dr) be the Revuz measure for HP.

Definition 4.3 Suppose F' is a bounded function on D x D wvanishing on the diagonal. Let
o) = ( [ 1GNP (o)) o ).

F is said to be in the class Aso(XP) if for any € > 0 there is a Borel subset K = K(¢) of finite
pyp|-measure and a constant 6 = 6(¢) > 0 such that

|F(y7 Z)|GD(Z7w)
Gp(z,w)

GD(-T,y) ND(yadZ)MHD(dy) <e¢

sup /
(zw)e(Dx D)\d J (Dx D)\(K x K)

and for all measurable sets B C K with pp(B) <6,

|F(y7 Z)|GD(Z7 w)
Gp(x,w)

Gp(z,y) NP(y,dz)ugo (dy) < e.

sup /
(z,w)e(Dx D)\d J (Bx D)U(Dx B)

As it is remarked in Chen [§], it follows from measure theory that the Borel set in above
Definitions can be taken to be compact.

For a smooth measure p associated with a continuous additive functional A* and a Borel
measurable function F' on D x D that vanishes along the diagonal, define

eansr(t) i=exp [ A+ > F(XP xPy|, t>o.
0<s<t

In the remainder of this section, let 4 € Soo(XP) and F € A (XP) such that the gauge function
x> By [eanyp(7p)] is bounded. It leads us a Schrodinger semigroup

Qif(x) == E, [eAu+F(t)f(XtD)] , x€D.

For 2,y € D, let EY denote the expectation for the conditional process starting from z obtained
from XP through Doob’s h-transform with h(-) = Gp(-,y). By Lemma 3.9 of Chen [§], the
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Green function for the Schrédinger semigroup {Qq, t > 0} is Vp(z,y) = u(z,y)Gp(x,y) where
u(z,y) = Ef [GA#+F(T%)], that is,

[ votsway = [ T Q) dt =B, [ / e r (0 f(XP) dt

for any Borel measurable function f > 0 on D. Thus Vp(z,y) is comparable to Gp(x,y) on
(D x D)\ d by Theorem 3.10 in [§].

For x € D and w € 0D, let u(x,w) := EY [eansp(7}5)] where EY is the expectation for the
conditional process of X obtained through h-transform with h(-) = Mp(-,w). One can follow
the argument in Section 3 of [I1] and show that, for any w € 9D and x € D,

u(z,w) = D%iyniw EY [eantr(]h)] (4.2)

and

(u(z, w) — 1) Mp (2, w) = /D Vi (s 2)Mp (2, w)pu(d2)

+/DVD(a:,y) (/D(er,z) —1)MD(z,w)ND(y,d2)> pyo(dy),  (4.3)

which implies that for every w € dD and = € D,

. VD($7 y)
K = 1 — 7
p(@;w) D3ysw Vp(zo,y)

u(x,w)

= Mp(xz,w) ~ Mp(z,w). (4.4)

u(zo, w)

(The above is proved for transient censored stable process in bounded C'''-open set in Section 3 of
[TT]. However, the same proof works for X in bounded x-fat open set D).

Lemma 4.4 Let v be a finite measure on 0D and let

h(z) = - Mp(z,w)v(dw), x€ D.

then for v-a.e. z € 9D and everyy € D,

V] 1-—
lim b(,y) exists for every B > "

AEBx—)z (l‘)

(4.5)
Moreover, for v-a.e. z € 9D

lim ﬁ[ | Vol + [ Voo ) )N dz)pn )| (@46)

AEBm—)z

exists for every (—A)*/2-harmonic function f >0 and every f > (1 — k) /k.
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Proof. Note that the definition of A, (XP?) is symmetric in  and y and so Fe A (XP) where

F(z,y) :== F(y,x). Moreover by the argument in page 60 of [I2] and the symmetric property of
XP it is easy to see that

EY [eanir(Th)] = Ej [eAM+ﬁ(T%)] for z,y € D,

which also implies that Eyle ,,  5(7p)] is bounded by Theorem 3.10 in [§]. Thus by (E2)) with F
instead of F', we have for every y € D and w € 0D,

i ) = i B e8] = B e )]

So (X)) is true by Lemma ET1
Now we will show (B8] with a fixed (—A)*/2-harmonic function f > 0. By Theorem and
(E3), there is a v-null set B C 9D such that for every w € 9D\ B,

1—
lim f(z) and lim M exist for every 8 > —/{,y eD.
K

AP sz—w h(ib)’ AB sz—w h(z) AP sz—w h(z)

Now we fix 8 > (1 — k)/k, wo € 0D \ B and a sequence {xj }r>1 C AP converging to wo. Let

M = sup  EY[eanyr(7h)] < oo and F(y,z) =e"®?) 1
(z,y)eDxD\d
so that elF@Al — 1 > |F(y, 2)| = F*(y, 2) + F~(y, z) where F*(y,z) and F~(y, z) are F’s positive
and negative parts respectively. Given € > 0, by a similar argument to those for Proposition 3.1
in [I2] and Proposition 3.1 in [I5] (also see the remark immediately following Definition EEJ), there
exists a compact subset K = K (e, M) C D such that

ef(z)
/D\K Gp(z,y)fW)lul(dy) < = forallze D

and
ef(z)
2M

/ Gola. (e ") = 1) f (NP (g, d)ugo (dy) <
(DxD)\(KxK)

for all x € D. Thus, for every x € D,

hi UD VD(x,y)f(y)W(dZ)Jr/

Vp(z, y)Ft(y,2) f(2)NP (y, dZ)NHD(dy)]
(z) DxD

L T,z y4 + y4 T,z y4 y4
< a | [ Vo O @) v [ Gt =) Elule)
+/ Vp(@,y)F* (y, 2) f(2)NP (y, dz) pgo (dy)
KxK
+M Gp(z,y) (@A — 1) f(2)NP(y, dZ)uHD(dy)]
(DxD)\(KxK)
< =/ (@) +/ VD(w’Z)f(Z)W(dZ)Jr/ MF+(?J=Z)f(Z)ND(yadZ)NHD(dy)~
K

h(x) h(x) kxix  h(z)
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Since 1p is a excessive function for X, by Proposition 3.1 in [T2] and Proposition 3.1 in [I5], we

can easily see that
{Gp(z, 2)|ul(dz); x € D}

is uniformly integrable in D and
{Gp(@.y) (@~ NPy, dz)pgo (dy); @ € D}

is uniformly integrable in D x D. Thus, since Vp(x,y) is comparable to Gp(x,y) on (D x D)\ d,

VD (a;k, Z) +

—_ 1 dz); k>1

{2 fo ot @) >
is uniformly integrable in D and
Vp(zk,y) ~
{EBED) Bt .20 e 2N 0 o ) 12 1

is uniformly integrable in D x D because f is bounded on K x K and limy_, @ exists. Therefore,

fmsup - [ [ Volor G @)+ [ Volae )P0 2) FNP . de)po <dy>}

k—o0 DxD

. f(zg) . Vp(zg, 2)
e lim + /Kkh_)n;o Wf(z)f(dz)

. Vi (a; 7y) ~
" /KXK s, %FW% 2)f(2)NP(y, dz) o (dy)

_ f(zg) . Vp(zp, 2)
e lim + /Dklingo Wf(z)/ﬁ(dz)

. Vi (x 7y) ~
i /DxD 5 %F F(y,2)f (NP (y, d2)pggo (dy).

Letting ¢ — 0, we have

lim sup @ [ /D Vp(ar, 2)f(2)u* (dz) + /D Vol )P N dyano (dyﬂ

k—o00

. VD(:Ek, Z) . VD(ﬂjkay) =
< /D Jim T () (d2) + /D i SO ) N (g, dyrgo ().

On the other hand, by Fatou’s lemma,

lim inf —-— UD VD(xk,z)f(Z)u+(dZ)+/

o [ Volon )P 1 N s )|

. Vp(ak,2) . Vp(ri,y) =
> [ i Sy + [ i SBEILE () ()N . o ().

Therefore,

! { [ Volaw ) utas) + [ va,y>ﬁ+<y,z)f(z)ND@,dz)uHD(dy)]

lim
k—00 h(ﬂjk) DxD

_ . VD(:Ek, Z) . VD(!Ek,y) =
= /L)klin;o Wf(Z)u*(dZ)Jr/ijDkl;% WFWJ,Z)f(Z)ND(y,dZ)uHD(dy)-

28



Similarly, we have

lim

1 - ——
ka0 To(@r) [ /D Vo(ak, 2)f (2)u™ (dz) + /D  Volawy)F <y,z)f(z)ND@,dz)uHD(dy)]

B . Vpl(ag, 2) _ . Vp(xr,y) =
_ /D Jim S ) (d2) + /D i S () )N (5. g ().

Consequently

im o | [ Volaw et + [

k—oo h(xy) DxD

= [t P e

0 Sr—wo h(:E)

s im YD@Y) (Pw) 1) () NPy, de)juggo (dy)
DxD A2

09:(:—)111() (‘T)

Vo) (@9 — 1) ()N, dz)uHDwy)]

for every sequence {zy}r>1 C A?DO converging to wy. O

To state relative Fatou’s theorem for the Schrédinger operator corresponding to )¢, we need
the following definition.

Definition 4.5 A Borel measurable function u defined on D is said to be (u, F')-harmonic if
E, [eAM+F(TB)|u(X£3)|] <oo and E, [eAM+F(TB)u(X7_DB):| = u(x), x € B,

for every open set B whose closure is a compact subset of D.

In Chen and Kim [I1], an integral representation of nonnegative excessive functions for the Schrédinger
operator is established. Moreover it is shown that the Martin boundary is stable under non-local
Feynman-Kac perturbation. These results hold for a large class of strong Markov processes. We
state a simpler version with respect to X here for later use.

Theorem 4.6 (Theorem 5.16 in [I1]. Also see Section 6 in [11] for a general setting) For every
positive (p, F')-harmonic function u, there is a unique finite measure v on 0D such that

u(z) = Kp(z,z)v(dz). (4.7)
oD

We are now in the position to show relative Fatou’s theorem for (u, F')-harmonic function. The
proof is similar to the proof of Theorem 4.4 in [26] but it requires more works (Lemma Bl and
Lemma ETl). One can see that the complication comes from the irregularity of the boundary of D.
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Theorem 4.7 Let D is a bounded r-fat open set and v be a finite measure on 0D. Let k be a
positive (p, F')-harmonic function with the Martin-representing measure v. That is,

k(x) = - Kp(z,w)v(dw), x€D

where v is a finite measure on OD. If u is a nonnegative (p, F')-harmonic function, then for v-a.e.

z € 0D,
lim —F
AEEx—)z k‘(gj)

exists for every B >

Proof. For z € D and w € 0D, recall u(z,w) = EY [eansr(7/5)] where EY is the expectation for
the conditional process of X obtained through h-transform with h(-) = Mp(-,w). By Theorem
ETl there is a finite measure pq on 9D such that

u(z) = Kp(xz,w)u (dw), =z € D.
oD
Let (dw)
o (dw
:u'l(dw) = u(a:o,w)

which is a finite measure on 9D because of (3.16) in [§]. Using [3)) and (), we have
u(r) = ; Kp(z, w)u(zo, w)i (dw)
D

= Mp(z, w)u(x, w)iy (dw)
oD

= Mp(z,w)m (dw) + Mp(z,w)(u(z,w) — 1)a7(dw)
oD oD

= /| Mp(z,w)m (dw) + /E)D [/D Vp(x, z) Mp(z,w)u(dz)

+ /D Vi (z,y) < /D (eF ) —1)MD(z,w)ND(y,dz)> uHD(dy)] fir(dw).
Let

f(z):= Mp(z,w)i(dw) and h(z):= Mp(z,w) v(dw), =€ D,
oD oD

which are (—A)®2-harmonic in D (and are continuous in D) and let

o) = [ [ [ Vol (e whn(az)
[ Voo ([ (€09 < M)V 0,2) ) o )| ),
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By Tonelli’s Theorem, for every x € D, we have

/aD UD Vb (2, 2)Mp (2, w)|u|(dz)
+/D Vp(z,y) </D(eF(y,z) - 1)MD(Z=w)ND(y,dz)> ,UHD(dy)] ()

- [ Volw sl + |

DxD

Vo(a,y) (0= = 1) F(z)NP(y, dz)ugo (dy)

IA

M | [ GotwarGla) + [ Gl (709 1) NP deno an)|.

DxD

where

M = sup  EY [eanyr(Th)] < o0.
(z,y)eDxD\d

Given ¢ > 0, using an argument similar to that in Lemma B4l there exists a compact subset
K = K(e, M) C D such that

[ Ol < D oraz e
and
J Gl )~ DNy, de)pgn (dy) < 1)
(DXD)\(KxK) 2M

for all x € D. Thus, for every x € D,

/aD [/D Vp(2,2)Mp(z,w)|p|(dz)
et </D(6F(y’z) ~ DMp(z,w)NP(y, dz>> MHD<dy>] i (dw)

< M

/GD($7z)f(Z)IMI(dZ)+/ Gp(x,2)f(2)|ul(dz)
K

D\K

+ /K Gl = 1) FIN (5. o ()
- [ GD<x,y><e'F<yvz>'—1>f<z>ND<y,dz>uHD<dy>]
(DxD)\(KxK)

< MN [/ Gp(z, z)|p|(dz) +/ Gp(x,y)(eF w2l — 1)ND(y,dz),uHD(dy)] + ef(z) < >
K K

x K

where

N :=sup f(y) < oc.
yeK

So by Fubini’s theorem,

o() = [ [ Vol st + [ Volea)ero) - 1>f<z>ND<y,dz>uHD<dy>] |
D D

xD
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Therefore by Lemma B4, for v-a.e. z € 9D

g(x) 1 — K

lim exists for every 8 >

A*fagc—m h(ﬂj)

On the other hand, by Theorem B3] for v-a.e. z € 0D
lim @) 1= H.
K

exists for every 5 >
AEBSE—)Z h(‘r)

This proves that for v-a.e. z € D,

lim —* = Ilim *—< 4+ exists for every § >
APz h($) APseoss h(ﬂj) APsz—z h(ﬂj)

u(a) f@) L 9@ 1-x

In particular, for v-a.e. z € 9D,

I k(x) 1-k
—

exists for every 8 >
Agax—m h(l‘)

Moreover, the above limit is strictly positive by [E4l). Therefore, for v-a.e. z € D, we have

u(z)/h(x) 11— K

lim —= = lim ———= exists for every g >
AEBSE—)Z (.Z') AfB:c—)z k(x)/h(‘r)

Remark 4.8 If D is a bounded Lipschitz open set, then for every nonnegative (u, F')-harmonic
function u,

u(z)

lim

exists and is finite for o-a.e. z € OD. (4.8)
Afaz—m fé)D KD(‘Ta w)a(dw)

Corollary 4.9 Let D is a bounded k-fat open set and v be a finite measure on 0D. Define
k(x) == Kp(z,w)v(dw), x€D
oD

If v is a positive (u, F')-harmonic function in D and for v-a.e. z € 0D

v(x) 11—k

lim —=<#0  forv-a.e. z € 0D and every 3 >
AgBSC—)Z (‘T)

then for every positive (u, F')-harmonic function u in D,

~—

u(z 1—k

lim

g @) exists for v-a.e. z € 0D and every 3 >
A>z—2z VT

32



The next corollary can be proved similarly to Corollary BT using (E2).

Corollary 4.10 Let D be a bounded CV'-open set and o be surface measure on 0D and let

k(x) = - Kp(z,w)o(dw), x€ D.

If v is a positive (u, F)-harmonic function in D and there exists ¢ > 0 such that v(z) > cdp(x)*/>~?

for x € D, then for every positive (—A)a/z-harmom'c function u in D,

u(z) 1 — 5

erists for o-a.e. z € 0D and every 8 >
Afam—xz U(gj)

Now suppose that n =2, D = B := B(0,1), o = 0 and o7 is the normalized surface measure on
0B. Recall that a curve C is called a tangential curve in B which ends on 0B if CyNIB = {wy} €
8B, Cy \ {wo} C B and there are no > 0 and 3 > 1 such that Co N B(wg,r) C Aby N B(wo, 7).
Because of ([dl), we can show that our result is the best possible one using the same argument as
in Lemma and Theorem

Lemma 4.11 Let

k(z) := Kp(z,w)oq(dw).
0B

Suppose U is a measurable function on 0B such that 0 < U < 1. Let
1o i0 i
u(x) == Kp(z,w)U(w)oy (dw) = — Kp(z,e”)U(e")do
oB 2m Jo
where x € B. Suppose that 0 < \ < 7 and U(e®®) =1 for g — X < 0 < 6o + \. Then there exists a
d = d(e, ) such that
u(pe’™)
1—-e< .
© = K(pe)

<1 if p>1— M.

Theorem 4.12 (Theorem in [28]) Let

k(z) := Kp(z,w)oq(dw).
oB
Let Cy be a tangential curve in B which ends on OB and let Cy be the rotation of Cy about xg
through an angle 6. Then there exists a positive (pu, F')-harmonic function u in B := B(x,1) such
that for a.e. 8 € [0,2w] with respect to Lebesque measure,
u(x)

im  ——= does not exist.
|z|—=1,2€Cy k?($)
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Now we assume D is a bounded C1'-open set and let

_1 o0 nT—o S 7'2
Y(r) =2+l <n+a> / s" Lo i g,
0

2

which is a smooth function of 2, and m > 0 be a constant. We define

t
K =exp | Y I+ Ba(X2 XP) = Aln ) [ [ B(X2ayp|XP = ol dyds
0<s<t 0 /D

-/ tq(XSD)ds)

Fon(y) = (mYz —y) — 1 and g(z) = A(n, —a) / Fon(,9)dy.

c

where

In Chen and Song [I3], they obtained X™, relativistic stable process with parameter m > 0
from X through nonlocal Feynman-Kac transform K" for a € (0,2). That is,

E, [f(X[")] = E, [f(XP)K]"]

for every positive Borel measurable function f, and x — E, [KHIL)] is bounded between two positive
constants. Thus as a consequence of Theorem L7l we have the following.

Theorem 4.13 Let D be a bounded C''-open set and v be a finite measure on OD. Define

k(x) = Ky (z,w) v(dw), x€D
oD

where K, (z,w) is the Martin kernel for X™. If u is a nonnegative harmonic function with respect
X™, then for v-a.e. z € 0D,

lim u(z) 1 ; /<;.

exists for every B >
Afax—m h(l’)
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