arXiv:2404.14902v1 [math.PR] 23 Apr 2024

Uniqueness in law for singular degenerate SDEs with respect to a (sub-)invariant measure

Haesung Lee, Gerald Trutnau^1

Abstract. We show weak existence and uniqueness in law for a general class of stochastic differential equations in R^d , d ≥ 1, with prescribed sub-invariant measure ^μ. The dispersion and drift coefficients of the stochastic differential equation are allowed to be degenerate and discontinuous, and locally unbounded, respectively. Uniqueness in law is obtained via L^1(R^d , ^μ)-uniqueness in a subclass of continuous Markov processes, namely right processes that have ^μ as sub-invariant measure and have continuous paths for ^μ-almost every starting point. Weak existence is obtained for a broader class via the martingale problem.

Mathematics Subject Classification (2020): primary; 60H20, 47D07, 60J46; secondary: 60J40, 47B44, 60J35.

Keywords: degenerate stochastic differential equation, invariant measure, uniqueness in law, martingale problem, weak existence.

1 Introduction

The main goal of this work is to provide a detailed analysis for highly singular, possibly degenerate stochastic differential equations (hereafter SDE) on R^d with respect to a prescribed sub-invariant measure ^μ. The analysis comprises weak existence via the martingale problem, L^1(R^d , ^μ)-uniqueness for the corresponding generator, non-explosion results, in particular conditions for ^μ to be an invariant measure, conditional uniqueness in law, and properties of the time reversal with respect to ^μ. Our approach is functional analytic together with probabilistic techniques. In a subsequent work, building on the results developed here, we use additionally elliptic regularity results for PDEs and consider the same equations with some further regularity assumptions on the coefficients to provide a pointwise analysis for every starting point x ∈ R^d .

In order to describe concretely the contents of this work, suppose that the set of assumptions (A) of Section 2 on ρ, ψ, A, B holds unless otherwise stated and consider the SDE

X_t = X_0 + ∫_t 0 ^σ(X_s) dW_s + ∫_t 0 G(X_s) ds, 0 ≤ t < ∞, (1) where W is a d-dimensional standard Brownian motion, ^σ =

√_1 ψ · σ, σ = (σ_{ij} )_{1≤i,j≤d} is any matrix (possibly non-symmetric) consisting of locally bounded and measurable functions such that σσ^T (x) = A(x) for a.e. x ∈ R^d , G = (g_1, . . . , g_d) = β^{ρ,A,ψ} + B, and β^{ρ,A,ψ} is the so-called logarithmic derivative of ρ, associated to A and ψ (cf. (4)). Here the degeneracy of (1) stems from the factor

√_1 ψ . Consider the infinitesimal generator L corresponding to (1) given by (33) below. A main feature that we use for our analysis is the infinitesimal invariance of ^μ = ψρdx for (L, C^∞_0 (R^d )), i.e. ∫ R^d Lf d^μ = 0 for all f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ). (2)

Following the main ideas of [23], the infinitesimal invariance allows us to obtain some closed extension of L on L^1(R^d , ^μ) that generates a C_0-semigroup of contractions (T_t)_{t>0} (also denoted by (T_t)_{t>0} according to the space it acts on) by functional analytic means (cf. Theorem 3.5 below, which extends

1The research of Gerald Trutnau was supported by the National Research Foundation of Korea (NRF) grant funded by the Korea government (MSIP) : NRF-2016K2A9A2A13003815.

[23, Theorem 1.5] for ψ ≢ 1). Note here, that we cannot apply [23, Theorem 1.5] directly, since ψ may not be differentiable. Hereby the generalized Dirichlet form (35) is constructed, which is shown to have some regularity properties (cf. proof of Proposition 3.11) in order to obtain a weak solution to (1) for a.e. starting point X_0 = x ∈ R^d in Theorem 3.13. Here of course, in order to ensure that the solution exists for all times, we need to impose a non-explosion condition (i.e. any condition that implies T_t1 = 1, t > 0, for instance the explicit condition (71) below). The infinitesimal invariance (2) implies further that ^μ is a sub-invariant measure for (T_t)_{t>0}, hence also a sub-invariant measure for the weak solution X (see (64), and [15, Remark 3.44]). It is then easy to present explicit conditions for ^μ to become an invariant measure (for instance (72)), namely invariance is equivalent to the conservativeness of the dual semigroup (cf. Theorem 4.2(i)). We note that the class of coefficients ^σ and G for which we obtain weak existence to (1), at least for a.e. starting point X_0 = x ∈ R^d , is fairly large (see Proposition 4.3). Another interesting feature provided in our approach is the Lyons-Zheng decomposition [29], which holds if both semigroups, the original and the dual one, are conservative (see again (71), (72) for explicit conditions that imply conservativeness of both semigroups). The Lyons-Zheng decomposition has several applications (see for instance [24], [25]). In particular, on any interval [0, T ], the time-reversed process and the co-process are identical in law under ^μ in this framework (cf. [29, Lemma 2.1]).

In order to explain our uniqueness in law result, let us suppose that additionally to the set of assumptions (A), all entries of the diffusion matrix A = (a_{ij} )_{1≤i,j≤d} consist of locally Hölder continuous functions on R^d and that ^μ is a (possibly infinite) invariant measure for (T_t)_{t>0}. Then (L, C^∞_0 (R^d )) is L^1(R^d , ^μ)-unique (cf. Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 4.5). Let ~M be any right process (which is basically a right continuous strong Markov process with some lifetime) with sub-invariant measure ^μ which solves (1) with respect to ^μ (see Definition 5.1(iii)). Then T_t1 = 1, t > 0, and for any v ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b, v ≥ 0, such that ∫ R^d vd^μ = 1, the law of ~M with initial distribution v^μ coincides with the law of the weak solution with initial distribution v^μ constructed by generalized Dirichlet form theory (see Theorem 5.3). Thus if T_t1 = 1, t > 0, and the additional assumptions to (A) hold as above, then we obtain a right process M that solves (1) with respect to ^μ and uniqueness in law for (1) with respect to ^μ (see Definition 5.1(iv)) holds among all right processes which admit ^μ as sub-invariant measure. We note that the conditional uniqueness in law as stated above is not trivial since

√_1 ψ , hence

√_1 ψ · σ_{ij} , 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d, can be discontinuous and even have zeros. In fact, already in dimension one, there exist elementary SDEs with continuous degenerate dispersion coefficient (satisfying our assumptions) for which uniqueness in law fails for every starting point of the state space (cf. e.g. [20] and also references therein) and therefore uniqueness in law, even for only a.e. starting point x ∈ R^d and d = 1, may fail to hold for (1). One is then naturally led to put conditions on the admissible solutions. For instance one can search for solutions in the class of strong Markov processes, and/or processes that spent zero time at the points of degeneracy, etc. (see again e.g. [20]). Here, we are looking for uniqueness in the class of right processes with prescribed sub-invariant measure. Such processes automatically spend for a.e. starting point zero time at sets of Lebesgue measure zero (cf. (65)). By this we provide tractability to highly singular SDEs, where classical techniques to obtain weak existence and uniqueness, for instance the Girsanov transformation, may not be at hand as the drift may merely be in L^2_{loc}(R^d , R^d , dx).

The motivation to consider a partial differential operator L with suitable coefficients by the aid of a given (sub-)invariant measure stems from applications of SDEs, for instance to the sampling of probability distributions or more generally to ergodic control problems (see e.g. [1], [10], [11]). SDEs with prescribed probability invariant measure have been used as a tool for stochastic gradient Markov chain Monte Carlo (MCMC) samplers in [18]. In particular, a main observation of [10], and also [18], is faster convergence to equilibrium ^μ when B ≢ 0 in (1) for certain subclasses of B and coefficients of L. Note here that the equilibrium remains the same if B varies, since B is supposed to be divergence free with respect to ^μ. Right processes with given (sub)-invariant (also called supermedian) measure are extensively studied in [2]. Conditions for convergence towards equilibrium, holding particularly also in the non-reversible case (i.e. when B ≢ 0), were studied in [3] and [15].

This work is organized as follows. In Section 2 we introduce the basic notations, our main assumption

(A), and types of convergences (see e.g. (7) below) that will be used throughout this text. In Section 3, we construct in Theorem 3.5 a generator that a solution to (1) should have. Subsequently, we obtain the corresponding generalized Dirichlet form and then show that it has an associated process in Proposition 3.11, which in fact solves (1) (cf. Theorem 3.13). In Section 4 we investigate the L^1(R^d , ^μ)-uniqueness of the generator constructed in Section 3. Section 5 is devoted to our uniqueness in law results and we present some examples (cf. Example 5.6). In Section 6 we present auxiliary results that do not really fit in the middle of the text and are better presented at the end.

2 Notations, conventions, framework

In this section we will introduce notations, conventions and the framework that will be (if not otherwise mentioned) in force throughout this work. Notations which are not mentioned in this text, will be those as defined in [15].

Definition 2.1 (i) For a (possibly non-symmetric) matrix of locally integrable functions B = (b_{ij} )_{1≤i,j≤d} on R^d and a vector field E = (e_1, . . . , e_d) ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^d , R^d ), we write divB = E if ∫ R^d d∑ i,j=1 b_{ij} ∂_iϕ_j dx = − ∫ R^d d∑ j=1 e_j ϕ_j dx for all ϕ_j ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ), j = 1, . . . , d. (3)

In other words, if we consider the family of column vectors

b_j = b_{1j} . . b_{dj} , 1 ≤ j ≤ d, i.e. B = (b1| . . . |bd),

then (3) is equivalent to ∫ R^d d∑ j=1 ⟨b_j , ∇ϕ_j ⟩dx = − ∫ R^d ⟨E, Φ⟩dx, for all Φ = (ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_d) ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d )^d.

Let B^T = (b^T_{ij} )_{1≤i,j≤d} = (b_{ji})_{1≤i,j≤d} denote the transpose of B. For ρ ∈ H^{1,1}_{loc} (R^d ) with ρ > 0 a.e., we write β^{ρ,BT} := 1 2 divB + 1 2ρ B^T ∇ρ. Here, we adopt the convention that for φ ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^d ),with φ ≠ 0 a.e.,^1_φ denotes any Borel measurable function satisfying φ ·^1_φ = 1 a.e. For ψ ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^d ), ψ > 0 a.e. with^1_ψ ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R^d ), we write β^{ρ,BT ,ψ} := 1 ψ β^{ρ,BT} = 1 2ψ divB + 1 2ψρ B^T ∇ρ (4)

(ii) For B = (b_{ij} )_{1≤i,j≤d}, with b_{ij} ∈ H^{1,1}_{loc} (R^d ), 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d, we define a vector field ∇B = ( (∇B)_1, . . . , (∇B)_d ) on R^d by

(∇B)_i = d∑ j=1 ∂_j b_{ij} , i = 1, . . . , d.

Remark 2.2 (i) For a matrix of locally integrable functions B = (b_{ij} )_{1≤i,j≤d} on R^d and a vector field E = (e_1, . . . , e_d) ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^d , R^d ), assume that divB = E. Let Φ = (ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_d) ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d )^d be arbitrary. Then, there exists an open ball U in R^d such that supp ϕ_j ⊂ U for any j = 1, . . . , d. For each 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d, choose an arbitrary a sequence of functions (b^n_{ij} )_{n≥1} in C^1(U) such that lim_{n→∞} b^n_{ij} = b_{ij} in L^1(U). Then, setting B_n = (b^n_{ij} )_{1≤i,j≤d}, n ≥ 1,

− ∫ R^d d∑ j=1 e_j ϕ_j dx = ∫ R^d d∑ i,j=1 b_{ij} ∂_iϕ_j dx = lim_{n→∞} ∫ R^d d∑ i,j=1 b^n_{ij} ∂_iϕ_j dx

= lim_{n→∞} − ∫ R^d d∑ j=1 (^d∑ i=1 ∂_ib^n_{ij} ) ϕ_j dx,

i.e. for Φ = (ϕ_1, . . . , ϕ_d), it holds lim_{n→∞} ∫ R^d ⟨∇B^T_n , Φ⟩dx = ∫ R^d ⟨E, Φ⟩dx. (5) In particular, if b_{ij} ∈ H^{1,1}_{loc} (R^d ) for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d, we may choose B_n = (b^n_{ij} )_{1≤i,j≤d} in such a way that additionally lim_{n→∞} ∂_ib^n_{ij} = ∂_ib_{ij} in L^1(U) for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d. Hence in that case, we can conclude from (5), holding for arbitrary Φ ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d )^d, that ∇B^T = div B.

(ii) In order to define div B for B = (b_{ij} )_{1≤i,j≤d}, we do not need to impose the condition that b_{ij} ∈ H^{1,1}_{loc} (R^d ) ∪ C(R^d ) for each 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d. For instance, let ζ ∈ L^∞(R) and assume that ζ is discontinuous and ζ /∈ H^{1,1}_{loc} (R). Let b_{11}(x_1, . . . , x_d) = ζ(x_2), b_{22}(x_1, . . . , x_d) = ζ(x_3), . . . , b_{d−1 d−1}(x_1, . . . , x_d) = ζ(x_d), b_{dd}(x_1, . . . , x_d) = ζ(x_1) and b_{ij} = 0 if i ≠ j. Then, it holds that b_{ii} /∈ H^{1,1}_{loc} (R^d ), 1 ≤ i ≤ d, but div B = 0.

Consider the following set of assumptions:

(A): For some d ≥ 1, ρ = φ^2 with φ ∈ H^{1,2}_{loc} (R^d ), ρ > 0 a.e. on R^d and μ := ρdx. ψ ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^d ) satisfies ψ > 0 a.e.,^1_ψ ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R^d ), ψρ ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^d ), and ^μ := ψ dμ. A = (a_{ij} )_{1≤i,j≤d} satisfying div A ∈ L^2_{loc}(R^d , R^d , μ) is a symmetric matrix of measurable functions that is locally uniformly strictly elliptic, i.e. for every open ball B, there exist constants λ_B , Λ_B > 0 such that λ_B ‖ξ‖^2 ≤ ⟨A(x)ξ, ξ⟩ ≤ Λ_B ‖ξ‖^2, for all ξ ∈ R^d , x ∈ B. Moreover, B ∈ L^2_{loc}(R^d , R^d , ^μ) satisfying ψB ∈ L^2_{loc}(R^d , R^d , μ) is weakly divergence free with respect to ^μ, i.e. ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇u⟩d^μ = 0, for all u ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ), (6)

and as fixed notations throughout the text, we set

^A := 1 ψ A, G := β^{ρ,A,ψ} + B.

Remark 2.3 (i) Both measures μ and ^μ occuring in (A) are locally finite and equivalent to the Lebesgue measure dx. Thus L^∞(R^d , ^μ) = L^∞(R^d , ^μ) = L^∞(R^d ) and L^∞_{loc}(R^d , ^μ) = L^∞_{loc}(R^d , ^μ) = L^∞_{loc}(R^d ). Therefore from now on, we will consistently only use the notations a.e., L^∞(R^d ), and L^∞_{loc}(R^d ). (ii) Let r ∈ [1, ∞). Since^1_ψ ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R^d ), we get L^r_{loc}(R^d , ^μ) ⊂ L^r_{loc}(R^d , μ). Indeed, for any bounded open subset V of R^d and u ∈ L^r(V, ^μ), it holds u ∈ L^r(V, μ) and ‖u‖_Lr_{(V,μ)} ≤ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 ψ ‖ ‖ ‖ 1/r L^∞(V ) ‖u‖_Lr_{(V,^μ)}.

Assume (A) and let U be an open subset of R^d . Then, the following bilinear form 1 2 ∫ U ⟨∇u, ∇v⟩ dμ, u, v ∈ C^∞_0 (U) is closable in L^2(U, ^μ) by [19, I. Proposition 3.3]. Indeed, for each u, v ∈ C^∞_0 (U) 1 2 ∫ U ⟨∇u, ∇v⟩dμ = − ∫ U (1 2 Δu + ⟨ 1 2ρ ∇ρ, ∇u⟩ ) vρ dx = − ∫ U ( 1 2ψ Δu + ⟨ 1 2ρψ ∇ρ, ∇u⟩ ) v d^μ and^1_{2ψ} Δu + ⟨^1_{2ρψ} ∇ρ, ∇u⟩ ∈ L^2(U, ^μ).

Definition 2.4 Let ^H^{1,2}_0 (U, μ) be the closure of C^∞_0 (U) in L^2(U, ^μ) with respect to the norm (∫ U ‖∇u‖^2dμ + ∫ U u^2d^μ )_{1/2} . Consequently, u ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (U, μ), if and only if there exists (u_n)_{n≥1} ⊂ C^∞_0 (U) such that lim_{n→∞} u_n = u in L^2(U, ^μ), lim_{n,m→∞} ∫ U ‖∇(u_n − u_m)‖^2dμ = 0, (7)

and moreover ^H^{1,2}_0 (U, μ) is a Hilbert space equipped with the inner product ⟨u, v⟩_{^H}1,2_{0 (U,μ)} = lim_{n→∞} ∫ U ⟨∇u_n, ∇v_n⟩dμ + ∫ U uv d^μ, where (u_n)_{n≥1} and (v_n)_{n≥1} ⊂ C^∞_0 (U) are arbitrary sequences such that (u_n)_{n≥1} satisfies (7) and (v_n)_{n≥1} satisfies the analogue of (7) with u, u_n, replaced by v, v_n, n ≥ 1. Likewise, considering ψ ≡ 1, we can define H^{1,2}_0 (U, μ) as the closure of C^∞_0 (U) in L^2(U, μ) with respect to the norm (∫ U ( ‖∇u‖^2 + u^2 ) dμ )_{1/2} . Now consider a bounded open subset V of R^d . If u ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ), then using Remark 2.3(ii), u ∈ H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ) ∩ L^2(V, ^μ) and there exists (u_n)_{n≥1} ⊂ C^∞_0 (V ) such that

lim_{n→∞} u_n = u in H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ) and in L^2(V, ^μ).

Consider the symmetric bilinear form (E^0, C^∞_0 (R^d )) defined by

E^0(f, g) := 1 2 ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇f, ∇g⟩d^μ, f, g ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ). Then, by Proposition 6.2

E^0(f, g) = − ∫ R^d ( 1 2 trace( ^A∇^2f) + ⟨β^{ρ,A,ψ} , ∇f⟩ ) g d^μ, for all f, g ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ). For each f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ),^1_2 trace( ^A∇^2f) + ⟨β^{ρ,A,ψ}, ∇f⟩ ∈ L^2(R^d , ^μ), hence (E^0, C^∞_0 (R^d )) is closable in L^2(R^d , ^μ) by [19, I. Proposition 3.3] and its closure denoted by (E^0, D(E^0)) is a symmetric Dirichlet form on L^2(R^d , ^μ) (see [19, II. (2.18)]). For each α > 0, let

E^0_α(f, g) = E^0(f, g) + α ∫ R^d fg d^μ, f, g ∈ D(E^0) and let ‖u‖_{D(E} 0_) = E^0_1 (u, u)^{1/2}, u ∈ D(E^0). Denote the corresponding generator of (E^0, D(E^0)) by (L^0, D(L^0)). Then we obtain that C^2_0 (R^d ) ⊂ D(L^0) and for each f ∈ C^2_0 (R^d )

L^0f = 1 2 trace( ^A∇^2f) + ⟨β^{ρ,A,ψ}, ∇f⟩ ∈ L^2(R^d , ^μ). Let (T^0_t )_{t>0} be the sub-Markovian C_0-semigroup of contractions on L^2(R^d , ^μ) associated with (L^0, D(L^0)). By Proposition 6.3(i), (T^0_t )_{t>0}|_L1_{(R}d_{,^μ)b} can be uniquely extended to a sub-Markovian C_0-semigroup of contractions (T^0_t )_{t>0} on L^1(R^d , ^μ). Using Lemma 6.6, (6) can be extended to all u ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_{0,b}, i.e. ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇u⟩d^μ = 0, for all u ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_{0,b}, (8)

and moreover ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇u⟩vd^μ = − ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇v⟩ud^μ, for all u, v ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_{0,b}. Define Lu := L^0u + ⟨B, ∇u⟩, u ∈ D(L^0)_{0,b}. Then, (L, D(L^0)_{0,b}) is an extension of 1 2 trace( ^A∇^2u) + ⟨β^{ρ,A,ψ} + B, ∇u⟩, u ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ). For any bounded open subset V of R^d , define (E^{0,V} , C^∞_0 (V )) by

E^{0,V} (f, g) := 1 2 ∫ V ⟨ ^A∇f, ∇g⟩d^μ, f, g ∈ C^∞_0 (V ). Then, (E^{0,V} , C^∞_0 (V )) is closable on L^2(V, ^μ) by [19, I. Proposition 3.3]. Denote by (E^{0,V} , D(E^{0,V} )) the closure of (E^{0,V} , C^∞_0 (V )) in L^2(V, ^μ). Then, (E^{0,V} , D(E^{0,V} )) is a symmetric Dirichlet form (see [19, II. (2.18)]). Let E^{0,V}_α (f, g) = E^{0,V} (f, g) + α ∫ V fg d^μ, f, g ∈ D(E^{0,V} ) and ‖u‖_{D(E} 0,V_) = E^{0,V}_1 (u, u)^{1/2}, u ∈ D(E^{0,V} ). Then, D(E^{0,V} ) = ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ) since the norms ‖ · ‖_{D(E} 0,V_) and ‖·‖_{^H}1,2_{0 (V,μ)} are equivalent by the uniform strict ellipticity of A on V . Denote by (L^{0,V} , D(L^{0,V} )) the generator of (E^{0,V} , D(E^{0,V} )), by (G^{0,V}_α )_{α>0} the associated sub-Markovian C_0-resolvent of contractions on L^2(V, ^μ), by (T^{0,V}_t )_{t>0} the associated sub-Markovian C_0-semigroup of contractions on L^2(V, ^μ) (see [19, I.2]). Let (T^{0,V}_t )_{t>0} be the unique extension of (T^{0,V}_t )_{t>0}|_L1_{(V,^μ)b} on L^1(V, ^μ), which is a sub-Markovian C_0-semigroup of contractions on L^1(V, ^μ) (see Proposition 6.3). Let (L^{0,V} , D(L^{0,V} )) be the generator corresponding to (T^{0,V}_t )_{t>0}. By Proposition 6.3, (L^{0,V} , D(L^{0,V} )) is the closure of (L^{0,V} , D(L^{0,V} )) on L^1(V, ^μ).

3 Existence of an L^1(R^d , ^μ)-closed extension

In this section, we show that there exists a closed extension (L, D(L)) of Lu = L^0u + ⟨B, ∇u⟩, u ∈ D(L^0)_{0,b}, that generates a sub-Markovian C_0-semigroup of contractions on L^1(R^d , ^μ). Since C^∞_0 (R^d ) ⊂ D(L^0)_{0,b}, we thus obtain in particular a closed extension of (L, C^∞_0 (R^d )). The proofs of the following Lemma

3.1, Proposition 3.2, Lemma 3.4, Theorem 3.5 and Theorem 3.7 in order to obtain a closed extension are similar to those of [23, Lemma 1.2, Proposition 1.1, Lemma 1.6, Theorem 1.5 and Remark 1.7(iii)], respectively. But it is nonetheless necessary to check the detailed calculations related to the measure ^μ and therefore the presentation of the proofs is necessary.

Lemma 3.1 Assume (A). Let V be a bounded open subset of R^d . Then, the following hold:

(i) D(L^{0,V} )_b ⊂ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ).

(ii) lim_{t→0+} T^{0,V}_t u = u in ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ) for all u ∈ D(L^{0,V} )_b. (iii) E^0(u, v) = − ∫ V L^{0,V} u v d^μ for all u ∈ D(L^{0,V} )_b and v ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ)_b.

(iv) Let φ ∈ C^2(R), φ(0) = 0 and u ∈ D(L^{0,V} )_b. Then φ(u) ∈ D(L^{0,V} )_b and L^{0,V} φ(u) = φ^′(u)L^{0,V} u + 1 2 φ^{′′}(u)⟨ ^A∇u, ∇u⟩.

Proof (i) and (ii): Let u ∈ D(L^{0,V} )_b. Since (T^{0,V}_t )_{t>0} is an analytic semigroup on L^2(V, ^μ), we get T^{0,V}_t u = T^{0,V}_t u ∈ D(L^{0,V} ) for all t > 0, and hence by Proposition 6.3, L^{0,V} T^{0,V}_t u = L^{0,V} T^{0,V}_t u = L^{0,V} T^{0,V}_t u = T^{0,V}_t L^{0,V} u.

Therefore E^{0,V} (T^{0,V}_t u − T^{0,V}_s u, T^{0,V}_t u − T^{0,V}_s u) = − ∫ V L^{0,V} (T^{0,V}_t u − T^{0,V}_s u) · (T^{0,V}_t u − T^{0,V}_s u)d^μ = − ∫ V (T^{0,V}_t L^{0,V} u − T^{0,V}_s L^{0,V} u) · (T^{0,V}_t u − T^{0,V}_s u)d^μ ≤ ‖T^{0,V}_t L^{0,V} u − T^{0,V}_s L^{0,V} u‖_L1_{(V,^μ)} · 2‖u‖_L∞_{(V )} −→ 0 as t, s → 0 + . Thus (T^{0,V}_t u)_{t>0} is an ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ)-Cauchy sequence as t → 0+, which implies u ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ) and lim_{t→0+} T^{0,V}_t u = u in ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ). Thus (i), (ii) are proved. (iii): Let v ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ)_b. Then by (ii) E^{0,V} (u, v) = lim_{t→0+} E^{0,V} (T^{0,V}_t u, v) = − lim_{t→0+} ∫ V ( L^{0,V} T^{0,V}_t u ) v d^μ = − lim_{t→0+} ∫ V ( T^{0,V}_t L^{0,V} u ) v d^μ = − ∫ V L^{0,V} u v d^μ, hence (iii) is proved.

(iv): By (i) u ∈ D(L^{0,V} )_b ⊂ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ)_b. Since normal contractions operate on ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ), we obtain φ(u) ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ), and φ^′(u) − φ^′(0) ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ). Let v ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ)_b. Then by [19, I. Corollary 4.15], v ( φ^′(u) − φ^′(0) ) ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ)_b and E^{0,V} (φ(u), v) = 1 2 ∫ V ⟨ ^A∇φ(u), ∇v⟩d^μ = 1 2 ∫ V ⟨ ^A∇u, ∇v⟩φ^′(u)d^μ = 1 2 ∫ V ⟨ ^A∇u, ∇(vφ^′(u))⟩d^μ − 1 2 ∫ V ⟨ ^A∇u, ∇u⟩φ^{′′}(u)v d^μ = − ∫ V ( φ^′(u)L^{0,V} u + 1 2 φ^{′′}(u)⟨ ^A∇u, ∇u⟩ ) v d^μ. Since φ^′(u)L^{0,V} u +^1_2 φ^{′′}(u)⟨ ^A∇u, ∇u⟩ ∈ L^1(V, ^μ), (iv) holds by [4, I. Lemma 4.2.2.1]. □ Recall that a densely defined operator (S, D(S)) on a Banach space X is called dissipative if for any u ∈ D(S), there exists l_u ∈ X^′ such that

‖l_u‖_X ′ = ‖u‖_X , l_u(u) = ‖u‖^2_X and l_u(Su) ≤ 0. (9)

Proposition 3.2 Assume (A). Let V be a bounded open subset of R^d . Then, the following hold:

(i) The operator (L^V , D(L^{0,V} )_b) defined by L^V u := L^{0,V} u + ⟨B, ∇u⟩, u ∈ D(L^{0,V} )_b, is dissipative, hence closable on L^1(V, ^μ). The closure (L^V , D(L^V )) generates a sub-Markovian C_0- semigroup of contractions (T^V_t )_{t>0} on L^1(V, ^μ).

(ii) D(L^V )_b ⊂ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ) and E^{0,V} (u, v) − ∫ V ⟨B, ∇u⟩ vd^μ = − ∫ V L^V u · vd^μ for all u ∈ D(L^V )_b and v ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ)_b. (10)

(iii) If f ∈ L^∞(V ) and α > 0, then it holds that G_αf ∈ D(L^V )_b ⊂ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ)_b and that E^{0,V}_α (G_αf, φ) − ∫ V ⟨B, ∇G_αf⟩φ d^μ = ∫ V fφd^μ, for any φ ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ)_b. Proof (i) Step 1: For u ∈ D(L^{0,V} )_b, we claim that ∫ V L^V u1_{{u>1}}d^μ ≤ 0. Let φ_ε ∈ C^2(R), ε > 0, be such that φ^{′′}_ε ≥ 0, 0 ≤ φ^′_ε ≤ 1 and φ_ε(t) = 0 if t < 1, φ^′_ε(t) = 1 if t ≥ 1 + ε. Then φ_ε(u) ∈ D(L^{0,V} ) by Lemma 3.1(iv) and ∫ V L^{0,V} u φ^′_ε(u)d^μ ≤ ∫ V L^{0,V} u φ^′_ε(u) d^μ + ∫ V 1 2 φ^{′′}_ε (u)⟨ ^A∇u, ∇u⟩d^μ = ∫ V L^{0,V} φ_ε(u)d^μ = lim_{t→0+} ∫ V T^{0,V}_t φ_ε(u) − φ_ε(u) t d^μ ≤ 0, (11) where the last inequality followed by the L^1(V, ^μ)-contraction property of (T^{0,V}_t )_{t>0}. Since lim_{ε→0+} φ^′_ε(t) = 1_{(1,∞)}(t) for every t ∈ R, we have

lim_{ε→0+} φ^′_ε(u) = 1_{{u>1}} a.e. on V and ‖φ^′_ε(u)‖_L∞_{(V )} ≤ 1.

Thus by Lebesgue’s Theorem ∫ V L^{0,V} u 1_{{u>1}}d^μ = lim_{ε→0+} ∫ V L^{0,V} u φ^′_ε(u)d^μ ≤ 0. Similarly, since φ_ε(u) ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ), using (6) we get ∫ V ⟨B, ∇u⟩1_{{u>1}}d^μ = lim_{ε→0+} ∫ V ⟨B, ∇u⟩φ^′_ε(u)d^μ = lim_{ε→0+} ∫ V ⟨B, ∇φ_ε(u)⟩d^μ = 0. Therefore ∫ V L^V u1_{{u>1}}d^μ ≤ 0 and Step 1 is proved.

Observe that by Step 1, for any n ≥ 1 ∫ V ( L^V nu ) 1_{{nu>1}}d^μ ≤ 0 =⇒ ∫ V L^V u 1_{{u>} 1_{n }}d^μ ≤ 0. Letting n → ∞ it follows from Lebesgue’s Theorem that ∫ V L^V u 1_{{u>0}}d^μ ≤ 0. Replacing u with −u, we have − ∫ V L^V u 1_{{u<0}} d^μ = ∫ V L^V (−u) 1_{{−u>0}} d^μ ≤ 0, and hence ∫ V L^V u (1_{{u>0}} − 1_{{u<0}}) d^μ ≤ 0. Setting l_u := ‖u‖_L1_{(V,^μ)}(1_{{u>0}} − 1_{{u<0}}) ∈ L^∞(V ) = L^∞(V, ^μ) = (L^1(V, ^μ))^′, (9) is satisfied. Since C^∞_0 (V ) ⊂ D(L^{0,V} )_b, (L^{0,V} , D(L^{0,V} )_b) is densely defined on L^1(V, ^μ). Consequently, (L^{0,V} , D(L^{0,V} )_b) is dissipative.

Step 2: We claim that (1 − L^V )(D(L^{0,V} )_b) ⊂ L^1(V, ^μ) densely. Let h ∈ L^∞(V ) = L^∞(V, ^μ) = (L^1(V, ^μ))^′ be such that ∫ V (1 − L^V )u hd^μ = 0 for all u ∈ D(L^{0,V} )_b. Then, ∫ V (1 − L^{0,V} )u · h d^μ = ∫ V ⟨B, ∇u⟩h d^μ, for all u ∈ D(L^{0,V} )_b. (12) Now consider the map T : ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ) → R given by T u = ∫ V ⟨B, ∇u⟩h d^μ, u ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ). Then, T is continuous on ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, ^μ) since | | ∫ V ⟨B, ∇u⟩h ψρdx | | ≤ ‖h‖_{L∞(V )}‖ψB‖_{L2(V,μ)}‖∇u‖_{L2(V,μ)} ≤ ‖h‖_L∞_{(V )}‖ψB‖_L2_{(V,μ)}‖u‖_{^H}1,2_{0 (V,μ)}. Thus, by the Riesz representation Theorem, there exists v ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ) such that

E^{0,V}_1 (u, v) = T u for all u ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ),

which together with (12) implies that ∫ V (1 − L^{0,V} )u · (h − v)d^μ = 0 for all u ∈ D(L^{0,V} )_b. (13)

Since G^{0,V}_1 (L^1(V, ^μ)_b) ⊂ D(L^{0,V} )_b and (1 − L^{0,V} )G^{0,V}_1 g = g for any g ∈ L^1(V, ^μ)_b, (13) implies h − v = 0. In particular, h ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ) and by [19, I. Theorem 2.13(ii)]

E^{0,V}_1 (h, h) = lim_{α→∞} E^{0,V}_1 (αG^{0,V}_α h, h)

= lim_{α→∞} ∫ V (1 − L^{0,V} )(αG^{0,V}_α h) hd^μ = lim_{α→∞} ∫ V ⟨ B, ∇(αG_αh) ⟩ hψρdx = ∫ V ⟨ ψB, ∇h ⟩ hρdx = 1 2 ∫ V ⟨ B, ∇h^2 ⟩ d^μ = 0, therefore h = 0. Then applying the Hahn-Banach Theorem (see, e.g.[5, Proposition 1.9]), Step 2 is proved. By the Lumer-Phillips Theorem [17, Theorem 3.1], the closure (L^V , D(L^V )) of (L^V , D(L^{0,V} )_b) generates a C_0-semigroup (T^V_t )_{t>0} of contractions on L^1(V, μ).

Step 3: We claim that (T^V_t )_{t>0} is sub-Markovian, i.e. we have 0 ≤ T^V_t f ≤ 1 if f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ) satisfies 0 ≤ f ≤ 1.

Let (G^V_α )_{α>0} be the associated resolvent. Observe that by construction

D(L^{0,V} )_b ⊂ D(L^V ) densely with respect to the graph norm ‖ · ‖_{D(L}V_).

Let u ∈ D(L^V ) and take u_n ∈ D(L^{0,V} )_b satisfying lim_{n→∞} u_n = u in D(L^V ) and lim_{n→∞} u_n = u, a.e. on V . Let ε > 0 and φ_ε be as in Step 1. Then by (11) ∫ V L^V u 1_{{u>1}}d^μ = lim_{ε→0+} ∫ V L^V u φ^′_ε(u)d^μ ≤ 0. Let f ∈ L^1(V, ^μ) and u := αG^V_α f ∈ D(L^V ). If f ≤ 1, then α ∫ V u1_{{u>1}}d^μ ≤ ∫ V (αu − L^V u)1_{{u>1}}d^μ = α ∫ V f1_{{u>1}}d^μ ≤ α ∫ V 1_{{u>1}}d^μ. Therefore, α ∫ V (u − 1)1_{{u>1}}d^μ ≤ 0, which implies u ≤ 1. If f ≥ 0, then −nf ≤ 1 for all n ∈ N, and hence −nu ≤ 1 for all n ∈ N. Thus u ≥ 0. Therefore (G^V_α )_{α>0} is sub-Markovian. Since T^V_t u = lim_{α→∞} exp ( tα(αG^V_α u − u) ) in L^1(V, ^μ) for any u ∈ L^1(V, ^μ) by the proof of Hille-Yosida (cf. [19, I. Theorem 1.12]), we obtain that (T^V_t )_{t>0} is sub-Markovian too.

(ii) Step 1: We claim that D(L^{0,V} )_b ⊂ D(L^V ) and L^V u = L^{0,V} u + ⟨B, ∇u⟩, u ∈ D(L^{0,V} )_b. Let u ∈ D(L^{0,V} )_b. Since (T^{0,V}_t )_{t>0} is an analytic semigroup, T^{0,V}_t u ∈ D(L^{0,V} )_b ⊂ D(L^V ) and L^V T^{0,V}_t u = L^{0,V} T^{0,V}_t u+⟨B, ∇T^{0,V}_t u⟩ = T^{0,V}_t L^{0,V} u+⟨B, ∇T^{0,V}_t u⟩. By Lemma 3.1(ii), lim_{t→0+} T^{0,V}_t u = u in ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ), which implies that lim_{t→0+} L^V T^{0,V}_t u = L^{0,V} u + ⟨B, ∇u⟩ in L^1(V, ^μ),

because ψB ∈ L^2_{loc}(R^d , R^d , μ). Since lim_{t→0+} T^{0,V}_t u = lim_{t→0+} T^{0,V}_t u = u in L^1(V, ^μ) and (L^V , D(L^V )) is a closed operator on L^1(V, ^μ), we obtain u ∈ D(L^V ), L^V u = L^{0,V} u + ⟨B, ∇u⟩ on L^1(V, ^μ).

Thus Step 1 is proved.

Step 2: Let u ∈ D(L^V )_b and take u_n ∈ D(L^{0,V} )_b as in the proof of (i) Step 3. Let M_1, M_2 > 0 be such that ‖u‖_L∞_{(V )} < M_1 < M_2. Then, we claim that lim_{n→∞} ∫ {M_1 ≤|u_n|≤M_2 } ⟨ ^A∇u_n, ∇u_n⟩d^μ = 0. (14) Indeed, let φ ∈ C^1(R) be such that φ^′(t) = (t − M_1)^+ ∧ (M_2 − M_1) with φ(0) = 0. Then by Lemma 3.1(i) and (iv), we have φ(u_n) ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ). Observe that φ^′(u) = 0, a.e. on V and ∫ {M_1 ≤u_n≤M_2} ⟨ ^A∇u_n, ∇u_n⟩d^μ = ∫ V ⟨ ^ A∇u_n, ∇φ^′(u_n) ⟩ d^μ = E^{0,V} (u_n, φ^′(u_n)) = − ∫ V L^{0,V} u_n φ^′(u_n)d^μ = − ∫ V L^{0,V} u_n φ^′(u_n)d^μ − ∫ V ⟨B, ∇φ(u_n)⟩d^μ = − ∫ V L^V u_n φ^′(u_n)d^μ −→ − ∫ V L^V u φ^′(u)d^μ = 0, as n → ∞, where the convergence of the last limit holds by Lebesgue’s Theorem, since

lim_{n→∞} φ^′(u_n) = φ^′(u) = 0, a.e. on R^d and | | | | ∫ V L^V u_n · φ^′(u_n)d^μ − ∫ V L^V u · φ^′(u)d^μ | | | | ≤ ‖φ^′‖_L∞_{(V )} ∫ V | |(L^V u_n − L^V u) | |d^μ + ∫ V |L^V u| · |φ^′(u_n) − φ^′(u)|d^μ −→ 0 as n → ∞. Similarly, ∫ {−M_2≤u_n≤−M_1 } ⟨ ^A∇u_n, ∇u_n⟩d^μ = ∫ {M_1 ≤−u_n≤M_2} ⟨ ^A∇(−u_n), ∇(−u_n)⟩d^μ = 0, hence (14) is proved.

Step 3: Let u, u_n, n ≥ 1 be as in Step 2. Let φ ∈ C^2_0 (R) be such that φ(t) = t if |t| < ‖u‖_L∞_{(V )} + 1 and φ(t) = 0 if |t| ≥ ‖u‖_L∞_{(V )} + 2. Using Step 2 with M_1 = ‖u‖_L∞_{(V )} + 1, M_2 = ‖u‖_L∞_{(V )} + 2 and Lebesgue’s Theorem L^V φ(u_n) = φ^′(u_n)L^V u_n + φ^{′′}(u_n)⟨A∇u_n, ∇u_n⟩ −→ L^V u in L^1(V, ^μ) as n → ∞. Therefore,

E^{0,V} (φ(u_n) − φ(u_m), φ(u_n) − φ(u_m)) = − ∫ V L^V ( φ(u_n) − φ(u_m) ) · ( φ(u_n) − φ(u_m) ) d^μ ≤ 2‖φ‖_L∞_{(R}d_)‖L^V φ(u_n) − L^V φ(u_m)‖_L1_{(V,^μ)} −→ 0 as n, m → ∞.

Thus lim_{n→∞} φ(u_n) = u in ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ) by the completeness of ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ). Then, for any v ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ)_b, E^{0,V} (u, v) − ∫ V ⟨B, ∇u⟩ vd^μ = lim_{n→∞}(E^{0,V} (φ(u_n), v) − ∫ V ⟨B, ∇φ(u_n)⟩d^μ = − lim_{n→∞} ∫ V L^V φ(u_n) · vd^μ = − ∫ V L^V u · vd^μ, which completes the proof of (ii).

(iii) Replacing u and v by G_αf and φ, respectively and using the fact that (α − L)G_αf = f, the assertion follows. □ Remark 3.3 Assume (A). Let V be a bounded open subset of R^d . Define L^{′,V} u := L^{0,V} + ⟨−B, ∇u⟩, u ∈ D(L^{0,V} )_b. Note that −B has the same structural properties as B since ψB ∈ L^2_{loc}(R^d , R^d , μ) and (6) holds. Thus Proposition 3.2 holds equally with B replaced by −B. In particular, there exists a closed extension (L^{′,V} , D(L^{′,V} )) of (L^{′,V} , D(L^{0,V} )_b) on L^1(V, ^μ), which generates a sub-Markovian C_0-resolvent of contractions (G^{′,V}_α )_{α>0} on L^1(V, ^μ) and E^{0,V} (u, v) + ∫ V ⟨B, ∇u⟩vd^μ = − ∫ V L^{′,V} u · vd^μ, u ∈ D(L^{′,V} )_b, v ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ). Let (G^V_α )_{α>0} and (G^{′,V}_α )_{α>0} be the sub-Markovian C_0-resolvents of contractions on L^1(V, ^μ) associated with (L^V , D(L^V )) and (L^{′,V} , D(L^{′,V} )), respectively. By Riesz-Thorin interpolation, (G^V_α )_{α>0}|_L1_{(V,^μ)b} and (G^{′,V}_α )_{α>0}|_L1_{(V,^μ)b} are extended to sub-Markovian C_0-resolvents of contractions on L^2(V, ^μ), denoted by (G^V_α )_{α>0} and (G^{′,V}_α )_{α>0}, respectively. Let (L^V , D(L^V )) and (L^{′,V} , D(L^{′,V} )) be the generators on L^2(V, ^μ) associated with (G^V_α )_{α>0} and (G^{′,V}_α )_{α>0}, respectively. Then, using the same arguments as in the proof of Proposition 6.3, we obtain that (L^V , D(L^V )) ⊂ (L^V , D(L^V )) and (L^{′,V} , D(L^{′,V} )) ⊂ (L^{′,V} , D(L^{′,V} )), hence for any u ∈ D(L^V )_b, v ∈ D(L^{′,V} )_b − ∫ V L^V u · vd^μ = E^{0,V} (u, v) − ∫ V ⟨B, ∇u⟩vd^μ = E^{0,V} (v, u) + ∫ V ⟨B, ∇v⟩u d^μ = − ∫ V L^{′,V} v · ud^μ. (15) Thus, for any f, g ∈ L^∞(V ), ∫ V G^V_α f · gdμ = ∫ V G^V_α f · (α − L^{′,V} ) G^{′,V}_α g d^μ =_{by(15)} ∫ V (α − L^V )G^V_α f · G^{′,V}_α g d^μ = ∫ V f · G^{′,V}_α g d^μ. (16) By the denseness of L^∞(V ) in L^2(V, ^μ), (16) extends to all f, g ∈ L^2(V, ^μ). Thus for each α > 0, G^{′,V}_α is the adjoint operator of G^V_α on L^2(V, ^μ).

Now let V be a bounded open subset of R^d . Denote by (G^V_α )_{α>0} the resolvent associated with (L^V , D(L^V )) on L^1(V, ^μ). Then (G^V_α )_{α>0} can be extended to L^1(R^d , ^μ) by

G^V_α f := { G^V_α (f1_V ) on V

0 on R^d \ V, f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ). (17)

Let g ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b. Then G^V_α (g1_V ) ∈ D(L^V )_b ⊂ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ), hence G^V_α g ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ). Note that if u ∈ D(E^{0,V} ), then by definition it holds u ∈ D(E^0) and E^{0,V} (u, u) = E^0(u, u). Therefore, we obtain that

E^0(G^V_α g, G^V_α g) = E^{0,V} ( G^V_α (g1_V ), G^V_α (g1_V ) ) . (18)

Lemma 3.4 Assume (A). Let V_1, V_2 be bounded open subsets of R^d and V_1 ⊂ V_2. Let u ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ), u ≥ 0 and α > 0. Then G^{V1}_α u ≤ G^{V2}_α u.

Proof By approximation in L^1(R^d , ^μ), we may assume u ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b. Let w_α := G^{V1}_α u − G^{V2}_α u. Then, since ^H^{1,2}_0 (V_1, μ) ⊂ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V_2, μ), clearly w_α ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V_2, μ). Observe that w^+_α ≤ G^{V1}_α u on R^d , so that w^+_α ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V_1, μ) by Lemma 6.7. By Lemma 6.5, we obtain ∫ V_2 ⟨B, ∇w_α⟩w^+_α d^μ = ∫ V_2 ⟨B, ∇w^+_α ⟩w^+_α d^μ = 0. Since E^{0,V2} is a symmetric Dirichlet form, E^{0,V2} (w^−_α , w^+_α ) = E^{0,V2} (w^+_α , w^−_α ) ≤ 0. Therefore

E^{0,V2} (w^+_α , w^+_α ) ≤ E^{0,V2}_α (w_α, w^+_α ) − ∫ V_2 ⟨B, ∇w_α⟩w^+_α d^μ ≤ ( E^{0,V1}_α (G^{V1}_α u, w^+_α ) − ∫ V_1 ⟨B, ∇G^{V1}_α u⟩w^+_α d^μ )

− ( E^{0,V2}_α (G^{V2}_α u, w^+_α ) − ∫ V_2 ⟨B, ∇G^{V2}_α u⟩w^+_α d^μ )

≤ ∫ V_1 (α − L^{V1} )G^{V1}_α u w^+_α d^μ − ∫ V_2

(α − L^{V2} )G^{V2}_α u w^+_α d^μ = ∫ V_1 uw^+_α d^μ − ∫ V_2 uw^+_α d^μ ≤ 0. Therefore w^+_α = 0 in R^d , hence G^{V1}_α u ≤ G^{V2}_α u a.e. on R^d . □ We are now going to define a family of operators (G_α)_{α>0} which will turn out to be a strongly continuous contraction reslovent on L^1(R^d , ^μ) that is associated to a closed extension of (L, D(L^0)_{0,b}) (hence also to a closed extension of (L, C^∞_0 (R^d ))).

First, let (V_n)_{n≥1} be an arbitrary but fixed family of bounded open subsets of R^d satisfying V_n ⊂ V_{n+1} and R^d = ⋃ n≥1 V_n, and let f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ) with f ≥ 0 a.e. Using Lemma 3.4, we can define for any α > 0

G_αf := lim_{n→∞} G^{Vn}_α f a.e. on R^d .

Using the L^1-contraction property, ∫ R^d αG V_n α f d^μ = ∫ V_n αG V_n α (f1_{Vn} ) d^μ ≤ ∫ V_n fd^μ ≤ ∫ R^d fd^μ. Thus by

monotone integration, G_αf ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ) with ∫ R^d αG_αfd^μ ≤ ∫ R^d fd^μ, (19) and by Lebesgue’s Theorem, lim_{n→∞} G^{Vn}_α f = G_αf in L^1(R^d , ^μ). For general f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ), define G_αf := G_αf^+ − G_αf^−.

Theorem 3.5 Assume (A). Then (G_α)_{α>0} is a strongly continuous contraction reslovent on L^1(R^d , ^μ) and sub-Markovian. Its generator (L, D(L)) is a closed extension of Lu := L^0u + ⟨B, ∇u⟩, u ∈ D(L^0)_{0,b} on L^1(R^d , ^μ) and generates a sub-Markovian C_0-semigroup of contractions (T_t)_{t>0} on L^1(R^d , ^μ). Moreover, the following properties are satisfied:

(i) For each α > 0 and f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b, it holds G_αf ∈ D(E^0), E^0_α(G_αf, G_αf) ≤ ∫ R^d fG_αfd^μ (20) and E^0_α(G_αf, v) − ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇G_αf⟩v d^μ = ∫ R^d fv d^μ, for any v ∈ H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_{0,b}. (21) (ii) Let (U_n)_{n≥1} be a family of bounded open subsets of R^d satisfying U_n ⊂ U_{n+1} and R^d = ⋃ n≥1 U_n. Let α > 0 and f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ). Then, lim_{n→∞} G^{Un}_α f = (α − L)^{−1}f in L^1(R^d , ^μ) and a.e. Moreover, for f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b, we have lim_{n→∞} G^{Un}_α f = G_αf weakly in D(E^0).

(iii) D(L)_b ⊂ D(E^0) and for all u ∈ D(L)_b, v ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_{0,b} it holds E^0(u, u) ≤ − ∫ R^d Lu · ud^μ, E^0(u, v) − ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇u⟩vd^μ = − ∫ R^d Lu · vd^μ. Moreover, lim_{α→∞} αG_αu = u in D(E^0) for any u ∈ D(L)_b.

Proof First we will show (i) and that (G_α)_{α>0} is a strongly continuous contraction reslovent on L^1(R^d , ^μ) and sub-Markovian. Let α > 0. Then αG_α is a contraction on L^1(R^d , ^μ), since by (19) ∫ R^d |αG_αf|d^μ ≤ ∫ R^d (αG_αf^+ + αG_αf^−)d^μ ≤ ∫ R^d f^+d^μ + ∫ R^d f^−d^μ = ∫ R^d |f|d^μ. Thus, lim_{n→∞} G^{Vn}_α f = G_αf in L^1(R^d , ^μ) and a.e. on R^d .

Clearly, (G_α)_{α>0} is sub-Markovian, since (G^{Vn}_α )_{α>0} is sub-Markovian on L^1(V_n, ^μ) for any n ≥ 1. By the L^1(R^d , ^μ)-contraction property, for any α, β > 0 lim_{n→∞} ‖G^{Vn}_α G_β f − G^{Vn}_α G^{Vn}_β f‖_L1_{(R}d_{,^μ)} ≤ lim_{n→∞} 1 α ‖G_βf − G^{Vn}_β f‖_L1_{(R}d_{,^μ)} = 0. Using the latter and the resolvent equation for (G^{Vn}_α )_{α>0}, we obtain for any α, β > 0 (β − α)G_αG_β f = lim_{n→∞}(β − α)G^{Vn}_α G_β f = lim_{n→∞}(β − α)G^{Vn}_α G^{Vn}_β f = lim_{n→∞} ( G^{Vn}_α f − G^{Vn}_β f ) = G_αf − G_β f in L^1(R^d , ^μ).

Let f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b and α > 0. By (10), G^{Vn}_α (f1_{Vn} ) ∈ D(L^V )_b ⊂ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V_n, μ)_b. Using (18), E^0_α(G^{Vn}_α f, G^{Vn}_α f) = E^{0,Vn}_α ( G^{Vn}_α (f1_{Vn} ), G^{Vn}_α (f1_{Vn} ) ) = − ∫ V_n L^{Vn} G^{Vn}_α (f1_{Vn} ) · G^{Vn}_α (f1_{Vn} )d^μ + ∫ V_n αG^{Vn}_α (f1_{Vn} ) · G^{Vn}_α (f1_{Vn} )d^μ = ∫ V_n (f1_{Vn} ) · G^{Vn}_α (f1_{Vn} )d^μ ≤ ∫ R^d f · G_αfd^μ (22) ≤ 1 α ‖f‖_L∞_{(R}d_)‖f‖_L1_{(R}d_{,^μ)}. Observe that lim_{n→∞} G^{Vn}_α f = G_αf in L^2(R^d , ^μ) by Lebesgue’s Theorem. Thus by the Banach-Alaoglu Theorem, G_αf ∈ D(E^0) and there exists subsequence of (G^{Vn}_α f)_{n≥1}, say again (G^{Vn}_α f)_{n≥1}, such that

lim_{n→∞} G^{Vn}_α f = G_αf weakly in D(E^0). (23)

Since the above line of arguments works also for any subsequence of (G^{Un}_α f)_{n≥1}, i.e. any subsequence of (G^{Un}_α f)_{n≥1} has a further subsequence that converges weakly in D(E^0) to G_αf, (23) holds without referring to a subsequence.

Since the norm E^0_α(·, ·)^{12} is lower semicontinuous with respect to weak convergence, using (22)

E^0_α(G_αf, G_αf) ≤ lim inf_{n→∞} E^0_α(G^{Vn}_α f, G^{Vn}_α f) ≤ ∫ R^d fG_αfd^μ, hence (20) follows. Let v ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_{0,b}. Take N ∈ N so that supp(v) ⊂ V_N . Then, by Lemma 6.6, v ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V_n, μ) for all n ≥ N. Using (23), E^0_α(G_αf, v) − ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇G_αf⟩v d^μ = lim_{n→∞} ( E^0_α(G^{Vn}_α f, v) − ∫ R^d ⟨ψB, ∇G^{Vn}_α f⟩v dμ )

= lim_{n→∞} ( E^{0,Vn}_α (G^{Vn}_α (f1_{Vn} ), v) − ∫ V_n ⟨ B, ∇G^{Vn}_α (f1_{Vn} ) ⟩ v d^μ )

= lim_{n→∞} ∫ V_n (α − L^{Vn} )G^{Vn}_α (f1_{Vn} ) · vd^μ = lim_{n→∞} ∫ V_n fvd^μ = ∫ R^d fvd^μ, and hence (21) follows. Let u ∈ D(L^0)_{0,b} be given and take j ∈ N satisfying supp u ⊂ V_j . Then by Lemma 6.6, u ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V_j , μ). Observe that supp (Lu) ⊂ V_j and for any n ≥ j, u1_{Vn} ∈ D(L^{0,Vn} )_b, L^{Vn} (u1_{Vn} ) = Lu on V_n, hence G^{Vn}_α (α − L)u = u on R^d . Letting n → ∞ we have u = G_α(α − L)u. (24) Note that ‖αG_αu − u‖_L1_{(R}d_{,^μ)} = ‖ ‖αG_αu − G_α(α − L)u ‖ ‖_{L1(Rd,^μ)} = ‖ ‖G_αLu ‖ ‖_{L1(Rd,^μ)} ≤ 1 α ‖Lu‖_L1_{(R}d_{,^μ)} −→ 0 as α → ∞. (25)

Since C^∞_0 (R^d ) ⊂ D(L^0)_{0,b}, the strong continuity of (G_α)_{α>0} on D(L^0)_{0,b} of (25) extends to all u ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ), which shows the strong continuity of (G_α)_{α>0} on L^1(R^d , ^μ). Let (L, D(L)) be the generator of (G_α)_{α>0}. Then (24) implies Lu = Lu for all u ∈ D(L^0)_{0,b}. Thus (L, D(L)) is a closed extension of (L, D(L^0)_{0,b}) on L^1(R^d , ^μ). By the Hille-Yosida Theorem, (L, D(L)) generates a C_0-semigroup of contractions (T_t)_{t>0} on L^1(R^d , ^μ). Since T_tu = lim_{α→∞} exp ( tα(αG_αu − u) ) in L^1(R^d , ^μ), (T_t)_{t>0} is also sub-Markovian, hence all statements including and up to (i) are proven.

(ii) Let (U_n)_{n≥1} be a family of bounded open subsets of R^d such that U_n ⊂ U_{n+1} for all n ∈ N and R^d = ⋃ n≥1 U_n. Let f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ) with f ≥ 0. By the compactness of V_n in R^d , there exists n_0 ∈ N such that V_n ⊂ U_{n0} , so that G^{Vn} f ≤ G^{Un0} f ≤ lim_{n→∞} G^{Un}_α f. Letting n → ∞, we obtain G_αf ≤ lim_{n→∞} G^{Un}_α f. Similarly we have lim_{n→∞} G^{Un}_α f ≤ G_αf. The rest follows as in (i).

(iii) Let u ∈ D(L)_b and (α_n)_{n≥1} be any sequence of strictly positive real numbers with lim_{n→∞} α_n = ∞. Then by (23), α_nG_{αn} u ∈ D(E^0) and by (20) E^0(α_nG_{αn} u, α_nG_{αn} u) ≤ ∫ R^d α_nu · α_nG_{αn} ud^μ − α_n ∫ R^d α_nG_{αn} u · α_nG_{αn} u d^μ = ∫ R^d α_n ( u − α_nG_{αn} u ) · α_nG_{αn} u d^μ = ∫ R^d −α_nL G_{αn} u · α_nG_{αn} u d^μ = ∫ R^d −α_nG_{αn} Lu · α_nG_{αn} ud^μ (26) ≤ ‖Lu‖_L1_{(R}d_{,^μ)}‖u‖_L∞_{(R}d_). Therefore sup_{n≥1} E^0(α_nG_{αn} u, α_nG_{αn} u) < ∞. By the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, u ∈ D(E^0) and there exists a subsequence of (α_nG_{αn} u)_{n≥1}, say (α_{nk} G_{αnk} u)_{k≥1}, such lim_{k→∞} α_{nk} G_{αnk} u = u weakly in D(E^0). Since the argument works for any subsequence, we obtain that lim_{α→∞} αG_αu = u weakly in D(E^0). Consequently, by the property of weak convergence, (26) and Lebesgue’s Theorem,

E^0(u, u) ≤ lim inf_{α→∞} E^0(αG_αu, αG_αu) ≤ lim inf_{α→∞} ( − ∫ R^d αG_αLu · αG_αu d^μ )

= − ∫ R^d Lu u d^μ. The latter further implies E^0(αG_αu − u, αG_αu − u) ≤ − ∫ R^d L(αG_αu − u) · (αG_αu − u)d^μ ≤ 2‖u‖_L∞_{(R}d_)‖αG_αLu − Lu‖_L1_{(R}d_{,^μ)} −→ 0 as α → ∞. Finally, if v ∈ ^H^{1,2}(R^d , μ)_{0,b}, then by (21) E^0(u, v) − ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇u⟩vd^μ = lim_{α→∞} ( E^0(αG_αu, v) − ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇αG_αu⟩vd^μ )

= lim_{α→∞} ( E^0_α(αG_αu, v) − ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇αG_αu⟩vd^μ − α ∫ R^d αG_αu · vd^μ )

= lim_{α→∞} ∫ R^d α(u − αG_αu)vd^μ = lim_{α→∞} ∫ R^d −αG_αLu · vd^μ = − ∫ R^d Lu · vd^μ, as desired. □ Remark 3.6 In the same manner as in Theorem 3.5, one can construct an L^1(R^d , ^μ) closed extension (L^′, D(L^′)) of L^0u + ⟨−B, ∇u⟩, u ∈ D(L^0)_{0,b} from the associated sub-Markovian C_0-resolvent of contractions (G^′_α)_{α>0} on L^1(R^d , ^μ). Let (U_n)_{n≥1} be as in Theorem 3.5(ii). Observe that by Remark 3.3 ∫ R^d G^{Un}_α u · v d^μ = ∫ R^d u · G^{′,Un}_α v d^μ, for all u, v ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b, (27) where (G^{′,Un}_α )_{α>0} is the resolvent associated to (L^{′,Un} , D(L^{′,Un} )) on L^1(U_n, ^μ), which is trivially extended to R^d as in (17). Letting n → ∞ in (27), ∫ R^d G_αu v d^μ = ∫ R^d u G^′_αvd^μ, for all u, v ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b.

The following Theorem 3.7 which shows that D(L)_b is an algebra is one of the main properties that are needed to construct a Hunt process corresponding to the strict capacity (see, SD3 in [28]) and will be used later. The proof of Theorem 3.7 is based on a similar line of arguments as in [23, Remark 1.7 (iii)], but we include its proof since the framework considered here is different and we have to check in detail some approximation arguments.

Theorem 3.7 Assume (A). Let (L, D(L)) be defined in Theorem 3.5. Then, D(L)_b is an algebra and Lu^2 = 2uLu + ⟨ ^A∇u, ∇u⟩ for any u ∈ D(L)_b. Proof Let u ∈ D(L)_b. In order to show that D(L)_b is an algebra, since D(L)_b is a linear space, it suffices to show u^2 ∈ D(L)_b. Let (L^′, D(L^′)), (G^′_α)_{α>0} be as in Remark 3.6 and set g := 2uLu + ⟨ ^A∇u, ∇u⟩. In order to show u^2 ∈ D(L)_b and Lu^2 = g, it suffices to show the following: ∫ R^d (L^′ G^′_1h) u^2d^μ = ∫ R^d g G^′_1h d^μ, for all h ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b. (28)

Indeed, if we can show (28), then ∫ R^d G_1(u^2 − g) hd^μ = ∫ R^d (u^2 − g)G^′_1h d^μ =_{(28)} ∫ R^d u^2(G^′_1h − L^′ G^′_1h)d^μ = ∫ R^d u^2h d^μ, for all h ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b,

hence u^2 = G_1(u^2 − g) ∈ D(L)_b and Lu^2 = (1 − L)G_1(g − u^2) − G_1(g − u^2) = g − u^2 + u^2 = g, as desired. To prove (28), we proceed in two steps.

Step 1: First assume u = G_1f for some f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b. Fix v = G^′_1h for some h ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b with h ≥ 0. Let (U_n)_{n≥1} be as in Theorem 3.5(ii) and u_n := G^{Un}_1 f, v_n := G^{′,Un}_1 h. Note that u, v_n ∈ D(E^0) and uu_n ∈ D(E^0) by Theorem Theorem 3.5(iii) and [19, I. Corollary 4.15]. Then by Proposition 3.2 and

Theorem 3.5, ∫ R^d (L^{′,Un} v_n) uu_nd^μ = −E^0(v_n, uu_n) − ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇v_n⟩uu_nd^μ = − 1 2 ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇v_n, ∇u⟩u_ndμ − 1 2 ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇v_n, ∇u_n⟩ud^μ + ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇(uu_n)⟩v_nd^μ = − 1 2 ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇(v_nu_n), ∇u⟩d^μ + 1 2 ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇u_n, ∇u⟩v_nd^μ − 1 2 ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇v_n, ∇u_n⟩ud^μ + ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇u⟩v_nu_n d^μ + ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇u_n⟩v_nud^μ = − 1 2 ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇u, ∇(v_nu_n)⟩d^μ + ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇u⟩v_nu_n d^μ + 1 2 ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇u_n, ∇u⟩v_nd^μ − 1 2 ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇u_n, ∇(v_nu)⟩d^μ + ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇u_n⟩v_nud^μ + 1 2 ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇u_n, ∇u⟩v_nd^μ = ∫ R^d Lu · v_nu_nd^μ + ∫ R^d L^{Un} u_n · v_nud^μ + ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇u_n, ∇u⟩v_nd^μ. (29) Observe that | | ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇u, ∇u⟩vd^μ − ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇u_n, ∇u⟩v_nd^μ | | ≤ | | ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇(u − u_n), ∇u⟩vd^μ | | =:I_n + | | ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇u_n, ∇u⟩ (v − v_n) d^μ | | =:J_n (30)

Since lim_{n→∞} u_n = u weakly in D(E^0) and v is bounded on R^d , we have lim_{n→∞} I_n = 0. Note that 0 ≤ v_n = G^{′, Un}_1 h ≤ G^′_1h = v, sup_{n≥1} E^0(u_n, u_n) < ∞, |v_n| ≤ |v| ∈ L^∞(R^d ) and

lim_{n→∞} u_n = u a.e. on R^d ,

hence we obtain from the Cauchy–Schwarz inequality, J_n ≤ ( ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇u_n, ∇u_n⟩ |v − v_n| d^μ )_{1/2}( ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇u, ∇u⟩ |v − v_n| d^μ )_{1/2}

≤ √ 2‖v‖^{1/2}_{L∞(Rd)} sup_{n≥1} E^0(u_n, u_n)^{1/2} ( ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇u, ∇u⟩ (v − v_n) d^μ )_{1/2} −→ 0 as n → ∞, where for the latter convergence to zero, which holds by Lebesgue’s Theorem for which we use | ⟨ ^A∇u, ∇u⟩ (v − v_n) | ≤ 2‖v‖_L∞_{(R}d_)⟨ ^A∇u, ∇u⟩ ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ), a.e. on R^d and lim_{n→∞}⟨ ^A∇u, ∇u⟩ (v − v_n) = 0, a.e. on R^d . Therefore it follows by (30) that lim_{n→∞} ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇u_n, ∇u⟩v_nd^μ = ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇u, ∇u⟩vd^μ. (31)

Using Lebesgue’s Theorem ∫ R^d L^′v · u^2d^μ = ∫ R^d ( G^′_1h − h ) u^2d^μ = lim_{n→∞} ∫ R^d ( G^{′,Un}_1 h − h ) uu_n d^μ = lim_{n→∞} ∫ R^d (L^{′,Un} v_n)uu_nd^μ =_{(29)} lim_{n→∞} ∫ R^d Lu · v_nu_nd^μ + ∫ R^d (G^{Un}_1 f − f) · v_nud^μ + ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇u_n, ∇u⟩v_nd^μ =_{(31)} ∫ R^d Lu · vud^μ + ∫ R^d Lu · vud^μ + ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇u, ∇u⟩vd^μ = ∫ R^d gvd^μ. (32) In the case of general h ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b, we also obtain (32) using h = h^+ − h^− and linearity.

Step 2: Let u ∈ D(L)_b be arbitrary. Set g_α := 2(αG_αu)L(αG_αu) + ⟨ ^A∇αG_αu, ∇αG_αu⟩, α > 0. By Theorem 3.5(iii), lim_{α→∞} αG_αu = u in D(E^0). Moreover, since ‖αG_αu‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ≤ ‖u‖_L∞_{(R}d_) and lim_{α→∞} L(αG_αu) = lim_{α→∞} αG_αLu = Lu in L^1(R^d , ^μ), it follows from Lebesgue’s theorem that lim_{α→∞} 2(αG_αu)L(αG_αu) = 2uLu in L^1(R^d , ^μ). Therefore, we get lim_{α→∞} g_α = g in L^1(R^d , ^μ). Observe that by the resolvent equation

G_αu = G_1 ( (1 − α)G_αu + u ) and (1 − α)G_αu + u ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b. Replacing u in (32) with αG_αu ∫ R^d L^′ v ( αG_αu )_2 d^μ = ∫ R^d g_αvd^μ. Letting α → ∞, we finally obtain by Lebesgue’s Theorem ∫ R^d L^′v · u^2d^μ = ∫ R^d gvd^μ, which concludes the proof. □ By Theorem 3.5 there exists a closed extension (L, D(L)) of Lf = L^0f + ⟨B, ∇f⟩, f ∈ D(L^0)_{0,b} on L^1(R^d , ^μ) which generates a sub-Markovian C_0-semigroup of contractions (T_t)_{t>0} on L^1(R^d , ^μ). Restricting (T_t)_{t>0} to L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b, it follows by Riesz-Thorin interpolation that (T_t)_{t>0} can be extended to a sub-Markovian C_0-semigroup of contractions (T_t)_{t>0} on each L^r(R^d , ^μ), r ∈ [1, ∞). Denote by (L_r, D(L_r)), r ∈ [1, ∞) the corresponding closed generator with graph norm ‖f‖_{D(Lr)} := ‖f‖_Lr_{(R}d_{,^μ)} + ‖L_rf‖_Lr_{(R}d_{,^μ)}, and by (G_α)_{α>0} the corresponding sub-Markovian C_0-resolvent of contractions on L^r(R^d , ^μ). Also (T_t)_{t>0} and (G_α)_{α>0} restricted to L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b extend to a sub-Markovian semigroup and resolvent on L^∞(R^d ) which are denoted again by (T_t)_{t>0} and resolvent (G_α)_{α>0}, respectively. For f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ), we have Lf = L^0f + ⟨B, ∇f⟩ = 1 2 trace( ^A∇^2f) + ⟨β^{ρ,A,ψ} + B, ∇f⟩. (33)

Define L^′f := L^0f − ⟨B, ∇f⟩ = 1 2 trace( ^A∇^2f) + ⟨β^{ρ,A,ψ} − B, ∇f⟩, f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ). (34) We see that L and L^′ have the same structural properties, i.e. they are given as the sum of a symmetric second-order elliptic partial differential operator L^0 and a divergence-free first-order perturbation ⟨B, ∇· ⟩ or ⟨−B, ∇· ⟩, respectively, with same integrability condition ψB ∈ L^2_{loc}(R^d , R^d , μ). Therefore all that will be derived below and what has been derived above for L holds analogously for L^′ (see for instance Remarks 3.3, 3.6). Let (L^′, D(L^′)) be the closed extension of (L^′, D(L^0)_{0,b}) which generates a sub- Markovian C_0-semigroup and resolvent of contractions on L^1(R^d , ^μ), denoted by (T^′_t)_{t>0} and (G^′_α)_{α>0}, respectively (cf. Theorem 3.5 and Remark 3.6). Analogously to the above (G^′_α)_{α>0} and (T^′_t)_{t>0} restricted to L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b extend to a sub-Markovian C_0-resolvent and to a sub-Markovian C_0-semigroup of contractions on L^r(R^d , ^μ), r ∈ [1, ∞), denoted by (G^′_α)_{α>0} and (T^′_t )_{t>0}, respectively. Denote by (L^′_r, D(L^′_r)) the generator corresponding to (G^′_α)_{α>0} on L^r(R^d , ^μ). We obtain a corresponding bilinear form with domain ( D(L_2) × L^2(R^d , ^μ) ) ∪ ( L^2(R^d , ^μ) × D(L^′_2) ) by E(f, g) := { − ∫ R^d L2f · g d^μ for f ∈ D(L2), g ∈ L 2(R^d , ^μ), − ∫ R^d f · L ′ 2g d^μ for f ∈ L^2(R^d , ^μ), g ∈ D(L^′_2). (35)

E with domain F := D(L_2) is called the generalized Dirichlet form associated with (L_2, D(L_2)) ([22, I.4.9(ii)]).

3.1 The Hunt process associated to the generalized Dirichlet form E

In order to construct a Hunt process with informal generator L, we need to introduce some analytic potential theory related to the generalized Dirichlet form E with domain F = D(L_2). Let us first introduce the notion of 1-reduced function and some notation from [22] and [28].

f ∈ L^2(R^d , ^μ) is called 1-excessive if βG_{β+1}f ≤ f for all β ≥ 0. Choosing β = 0, we see that 1-excessive functions are positive. For V ⊂ R^d , V open and f ∈ L^2(R^d , ^μ) such that there exists u ∈ D(L_2) with u ≥ f1_V , there exists a unique 1-excessive function f_V such that f1_V ≤ f_V ≤ v for any 1-excessive function v with v ≥ f1_V ([22, III. Proposition 1.7]). f_V is called the 1-reduced function of f on V . One easily deduces that for f, g for which f_V , g_V as described above exist, one has that f ≤ g implies f_V ≤ g_V . Moreover, if f is 1-excessive, then f_V = f on V . Furthermore, G_1h is 1-excessive if h ∈ L^2(R^d , ^μ), h ≥ 0. Now let us introduce a space of functions for which we will consider 1-reduced functions and which we will use crucially to contruct the above mentioned process:

G := {u ∈ D(L)_b : ∃u_{dom} ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b, |u| ≤ G_1u_{dom}} ⊂ L^2(R^d , ^μ)_b. (36)

The function u_{dom} above is not unique, so when we use this kind of notation below, we mean by it an arbitrary function with the given property. Obviously, G is a linear space and in order to show that G is an algebra of functions it is hence enough to show that with u ∈ G we also have u^2 ∈ G. But this is clear since by the sub-Markov property and linearity of G_1, |u^2| ≤ ( G_1u_{dom}

)_2 ≤ G_1 ( ‖u_{dom}‖_L∞_{(R}d_)u_{dom} ) , so that we can choose ‖u_{dom}‖_L∞_{(R}d_) · u_{dom} as (u^2)_{dom}, and u^2 ∈ D(L)_b by Theorem 3.7. For f ∈ G and arbitrary V ⊂ R^d , V open, f_V ∈ L^2(R^d , ^μ) exists, since G_1(f_{dom}) ∈ D(L_2) and G_1(f_{dom}) ≥ |f| ≥ f1_V . Let α > 0 be arbitrary. By [22, III. Proposition 1.6]), let f^α_V ∈ D(L_2) be the unique solution to (1 − L_2)f^α_V = α ( f^α_V − f1_V )_− in L^2(R^d , ^μ).

Then f^α_V = G_1(α ( f^α_V − f1_V )_− ) is 1-excessive, hence f^α_V ≥ 0, and moreover f^α_V ↗ as α ↗, and

lim_{α→∞} f^α_V = f_V in L^2(R^d , ^μ) (cf. [22, III. Proposition 1.7]) and its proof). In particular, we deduce

0 ≤ f^α_V ≤ f_V ≤ ( G_1f_{dom} ) V ≤ G_1 ( (f_{dom})^+ ) ≤ ‖G_1 ( (f_{dom})^+ ) ‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ≤ const. In order to further exploit properties of the space G, we need the following lemma.

Lemma 3.8 (i) We have D(L_2) ⊂ D(E^0) and

E^0_1 (f, f) ≤ ∫ R^d (1 − L_2)ff d^μ, ∀f ∈ D(L_2). In particular, since G_1 ( L^2(R^d , ^μ)_b ) ⊂ G_1 ( L^2(R^d , ^μ) ) = D(L_2) densely and C^∞_0 (R^d ) ⊂ D(L_2), we have

that G_1 ( L^2(R^d , ^μ)_b ) ⊂ D(E^0) densely.

(ii) For f ∈ G (G as in (36)), we have f_V ∈ D(E^0)_b,

E^0_1 (f_V , g) − ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇f_V ⟩g d^μ = 0, for any g ∈ D(E^0)_{0,b} with g = 0 on V, and E^0_1 (f_V , f_V ) ≤ 2‖(1 − L)f‖_L1_{(R}d_{,^μ)} ( ‖G_1 ( (f_{dom})^+ ) ‖_L∞_{(R}d_) + 2‖f‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ) . (iii) G (as in (36)) satisfies condition SD3 of [28].

Proof (i) This follows easily form Theorem 3.5(iii) using the denseness of G_1 ( L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b ) in D(L_2).

Indeed for f ∈ D(L_2), we may choose g_n ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b such that lim_{n→∞} g_n = (1 − L_2)f in L^2(R^d , ^μ),

hence lim_{n→∞} G_1g_n = f in L^2(R^d , ^μ), replace u by G_1g_n in Theorem 3.5(iii) and let n → ∞.

(ii) Fix arbitrary α > 0. By (i) and the preliminary facts about f^α_V , it holds f^α_V ∈ D(L_2)_b ⊂ D(E^0)_b,

and sup_{n≥1} E^0_1 (nG_nf^α_V , nG_nf^α_V ) < ∞, hence lim_{n→∞} nG_nf^α_V = f^α_V weakly in D(E^0). By Theorem 3.5(iii),

f ∈ D(L)_b ⊂ D(E^0)_b and by Step 2 in the proof of Theorem 3.7, lim_{n→∞} nG_nf = f weakly in D(E^0).

Thus, using (i)

E^0_1 (f^α_V − f, f^α_V − f) ≤ lim inf_{n→∞} E^0_1 (nG_n(f^α_V − f), nG_n(f^α_V − f))

≤ lim inf n→∞ ∫ R^d (1 − L_2)nG_n(f^α_V − f) nG_n(f^α_V − f) d^μ = α ∫ R^d ( f^α_V − f1_V )_−( f^α_V − f ) d^μ − ∫ R^d (1 − L)f ( f^α_V − f ) d^μ ≤ ‖(1 − L)f‖_L1_{(R}d_{,^μ)} ( ‖G_1 ( (f_{dom})^+ ) ‖_L∞_{(R}d_) + ‖f‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ) . It follows sup_{α>0} E^0_1 (f^α_V − f, f^α_V − f) < ∞. Thus f_V ∈ D(E^0)_b and lim_{α→∞} f^α_V = f_V weakly in D(E^0).

Subsequently,

E^0_1 (f_V , f_V ) ≤ lim inf_{α→∞} E^0_1 (f^α_V , f^α_V )

≤ lim inf α→∞ 2E^0_1 (f^α_V − f, f^α_V − f) + 2E^0_1 (f, f) ≤ 2‖(1 − L)f‖_L1_{(R}d_{,^μ)} ( ‖G_1 ( (f_{dom})^+ ) ‖_L∞_{(R}d_) + ‖f‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ) + 2 ∫ R^d (1 − L)f f d^μ ≤ 2‖(1 − L)f‖_L1_{(R}d_{,^μ)} ( ‖G_1 ( (f_{dom})^+ ) ‖_L∞_{(R}d_) + 2‖f‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ) . Finally, let g be as in the statement of (ii). Then, using (21)

E^0_1 (f_V , g) − ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇f_V ⟩g d^μ = lim_{α→∞} ( E^0_1 (f^α_V , g) − ∫ R^d ⟨ψB, ∇f^α_V ⟩g dμ )

= lim_{α→∞} ∫ R^d ( 1 − L_2 ) f^α_V g d^μ = lim_{α→∞} α ∫ R^d ( f^α_V − f1_V )_− g d^μ = 0. (iii) We already know that G is an algebra. Since G ∩ D(L_2) ⊃ G_1 ( L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b ) and G_1 ( L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b ) ⊂ G_1 ( L^2(R^d , ^μ) ) ) = D(L_2) densely, we obtain that G ∩ D(L_2) is dense in D(L_2). Noting that for u ∈ G, we also have that u − αG_αu ∈ G, with |u − αG_αu| ≤ G_1(u_{dom} + αG_αu_{dom}), we thus get by (ii),

E^0_1 ((u − αG_αu)_Rd, (u − αG_αu)_Rd) ≤ 2‖(1 − L)(u − αG_αu)‖_L1_{(R}d_{,^μ)} ( ‖G_1 ( (u_{dom} + αG_αu_{dom})^+ ) ‖_L∞_{(R}d_) + 2‖u − αG_αu‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ) ≤ const.‖αG_α(1 − L)u − (1 − L)u‖_L1_{(R}d_{,^μ)} −→ 0 as α → ∞. Thus SD3 of [28] holds. □ Definition 3.9 An increasing sequence of closed subsets (F_k)_{k≥1} of R^d is called an E-nest (resp. E^0- nest), if lim_{k→∞} f_F c_k = 0 in L^2(R^d , ^μ) for all f ∈ D(L_2), f 1-excessive (resp. ⋃ k≥1 D(E^0)_{Fk} ⊂ D(E^0) densely, where D(E^0)_{Fk} := {v ∈ D(E^0) | v = 0 on F_k}, k ≥ 1).

Now exactly as in [23, Lemma 3.4], we can show:

Lemma 3.10 An increasing sequence of closed subsets (F_k)_{k≥1} of R^d is an E-nest, if and only if it is an E^0-nest.

In the following proposition, notions related to a strict capacity as defined in [28] are introduced. For further reading, we suggest [28] and [21] (see also the proof of the following proposition).

Proposition 3.11 Assume (A). There exists a Hunt process

M = (Ω, F, (F_t)_{t≥0}, (X_t)_{t≥0}, (P_x)_{x∈R}d_{∪{Δ}})

with life time ζ := inf{t ≥ 0 : X_t = Δ}, shift operator (ϑ_t)_{t≥0}, and cemetery Δ, such that x → R_αf(x) := E_x [ ∫_∞ 0 e^{−αt}f(X_t)dt] is a strictly E-quasi-continuous (in short q.c.) dx-version (which is the same as a ^μ-version by Remark 2.3(i)) of G_αf for any f ∈ L^2(R^d , ^μ), α > 0, and moreover for strictly E-quasi-every (in short q.e.) x ∈ R^d , P_x ({ ω ∈ Ω : X_·(ω) ∈ C ( [0, ∞), R^d_Δ ) , X_t(ω) = Δ, ∀t ≥ ζ(ω) }) = 1.

where R^d_Δ denotes the one-point-compactification of R^d with Δ.

Proof One first shows the existence of a Hunt process and then continuity of its sample paths. The strategy to obtain the Hunt process is to apply [28, Theorem 3]. For this, we need to show the strict quasiregularity of the generalized Dirichlet form (E, D(L_2)) associated with (L_2, D(L_2)) (cf. [28, Definition 2]) and condition SD3. By Lemma 3.8(iii), SD3 is satisfied. Defining E_k ≡ R^d , k ≥ 1, we obtain a strict E-nest. Since C^∞_0 (R^d ) ⊂ D(L_2), it is also clear how to find a countable set of strictly E-q.c. functions in D(L_2) that separate the points of R^d up to a strictly E-exceptional set. However, showing that a dense subset of D(L_2) admits strictly E-quasi continuous dx-versions turns out to be more involved. We therefore follow the strategy of the proof of [28, Theorem 6], which is also applicable here. There the existence of strictly E-q.c. dx-versions is shown from the existence of E-q.c. dx-versions, more precisely from the quasi-regularity of (E, D(L_2)) and the existence of an ^μ-tight special standard process associated with (E, D(L_2)). The quasi-regularity of (E, D(L_2)) and hence the existence of an ^μ-tight special standard process associated with (E, D(L_2)) follows by [22, IV. Theorem 2.2] and [21, Proposition 2.1(i)] from the quasi-regularity of (E^0, D(E^0)), C^∞_0 (R^d ) ⊂ D(L_2) ⊂ D(E^0)) (see Lemma 3.8(i)), Lemma 3.10, and SD3, i.e. Lemma 3.8(iii).

The rest of the proof, i.e. the stated continuity of the sample paths, follows from the strong local property of (E, D(L_2)), exactly as in the proof of [15, Proposition 3.6]. □

Remark 3.12 (i) Since T_tu ∈ D(L_2) for any u ∈ D(L_2), it is easy to see that x → P_tũ(x) := E_x [ũ(X_t)] is a strictly E-q.c. dx-version of T_tu for any strictly E-q.c. dx-version ũ of u, t > 0. However, it is unclear whether for general u ∈ L^2(R^d , ^μ), T_tu has a strictly E-q.c. dx-version. (ii) For every strictly E-q.c. dx-version ũ of u ∈ D(L_2), the process

A^u_t := ũ(X_t) − ũ(X_0), t ≥ 0,

is finite and uniquely defined (i.e. independent of the chosen ũ) P_x-a.s. for strictly E-q.e. x ∈ R^d . (iii) By the strict version of [22, III. Corollary 3.4], R_1f, f ∈ L^2(R^d , ^μ), is strictly E-q.e. independent of the Borel version chosen for f. Thus, using the inequality

E_x [ ∫_t 0 |f|(X_s)ds] ≤ e^tE_x [ ∫_t 0 e^{−s}|f|(X_s)ds] ≤ e^tR_1|f|(x) we see that the integral process ( ∫ t 0 f(X_s)ds ) t≥0 is uniquely defined (i.e. independent of the chosen Borel measurable version f ∈ L^2(R^d , ^μ)) P_x-a.s. for strictly E-q.e. x ∈ R^d . In particular, for u ∈ D(L_2), the process

N^u_t := ∫_t 0 L_2u(X_s)ds, t ≥ 0, is unique P_x-a.s. for strictly E-q.e. x ∈ R^d , no matter which Borel measurable version L_2u is chosen in the integral.

(iv) By [28, Remark 1(ii)] every strictly E-exceptional set is E-exceptional (the strict capacity is in general stronger) and by [28, Lemma 1(i)], we have that every E-exceptional set is strictly E-exceptional, if M is non-explosive for a.e. starting point x ∈ R^d (i.e. if P_x(ζ = ∞) = 1 for a.e. x ∈ R^d ). Thus in the latter case the term “strict” can be dropped in Proposition 3.11.

Theorem 3.13 (i) Let M be as in Proposition 3.11. Let u ∈ D(L_2). Then

M^u_t := u(X_t) − u(X_0) − ∫_t 0 L_2u(X_s) ds, t ≥ 0, is a continuous integrable (F_t)_{t≥0}-martingale under P_x for strictly E-q.e. x ∈ R^d . (ii) Let u ∈ C^2_0 (R^d ). Then the quadratic variation process ⟨M^u⟩ of M^u satisfies for strictly E-q.e. x ∈ R^d

⟨M^u⟩_t = ∫_t 0 ⟨ ^A∇u, ∇u⟩(X_s)ds, t ≥ 0, P_x-a.s. and therefore (cf. Remark 3.12(iii)) (M^u_t )_{t≥0} is P_x-square integrable for strictly E-q.e. x ∈ R^d . (iii) Let G = (g_1, . . . , g_d) = β^{ρ,A,ψ} + B. Consider the Hunt process M from Proposition 3.11 with coordinates X_t = (X^1_t , . . . , X^d_t ). Suppose that M is non-explosive for strictly E-q.e. starting point x ∈ R^d , or equivalently that (T_t)_{t>0} is conservative (sufficient conditions for this can be derived as for instance in [15, Section 3.2.1], or by using Theorem 4.2, or see also (71) below for a standard explicit condition). Let (^σ_{ij} )_{1≤i,j≤d} be any matrix (possibly non-symmetric) consisting of locally bounded and measurable functions such that ^σ^σ^T (x) = ^A(x) for a.e. x ∈ R^d . Then it holds P_x-a.s. and for strictly E-q.e. (hence a.e.) x = (x_1, . . . , x_d) ∈ R^d , and any i = 1, . . . , d, that

X^i_t = X^i_0 + d∑ j=1 ∫_t 0 ^σ_{ij} (X_s) dW^j_s + ∫_t 0 g_i(X_s) ds, 0 ≤ t < ∞, (37) where W = (W^1, . . . , W^d) is a d-dimensional standard (F_t)_{t≥0}-Brownian motion starting from zero and P_x(X^i_0 = x_i) = 1.

Remark 3.14 For any A as in (A), a symmetric positive definite matrix of functions σ with σ^2 = A always exists by [6, Lemma 2.1]. On the other hand, any (possibly non-symmetric) matrix consisting of locally bounded and measurable functions (^σ_{ij} )_{1≤i,j≤d} such that A := ψ^σ^σ^T where ψ, A are as in (A) can be the starting point of our consideration.

Proof of Theorem 3.13 (i) We will use the facts listed in Remark 3.12 without explicitly referring to them. First ∫_t 0 L_2u(X_s) ds, t ≥ 0, is P_x-a.s. for strictly E-q.e. x ∈ R^d independent of the chosen version L_2u. Let f ∈ L^2(R^d , ^μ) and u = R_1f. Then R_1f − f ∈ B(R^d ) is a dx-version of L_2u. Using in particular the Markov property for the second inequality right below, the following estimate for strictly E-q.e. x ∈ R^d E_x [ |M^{R1f}_t | ] ≤ E_x [ R_1|f|(X_t) ] + R_1|f|(x) + E_x [ ∫^t 0 ( R_1|f| + |f| ) (X_s)ds ] ≤ e^tR_1|f|(x) + R_1|f|(x) + e^tR_1 ( R_1|f| + |f| ) (x) (38)

is easily derived. From (38), we deduce that (M^{R1f}_t )_{t≥0} is P_x-integrable for strictly E-q.e. x ∈ R^d and since it is obviously adapted it remains to show the martingale property. For this consider (f_n)_{n≥1} ⊂ L^2(R^d , ^μ)_b, such that lim_{n→∞} f_n = f in L^2(R^d , ^μ). Then (38), the fact that M^{R1f}_t −M^{R1fn}_t = M^{R1(f −fn)}_t , and [22, III. Corollary 3.8], imply that for each t ≥ 0, lim_{k→∞} M^{R1fnk}_t = M^{R1f}_t in L^1(Ω, F_t, P_x) for some subsequence (n_k)_{k≥1} and strictly E-q.e. x ∈ R^d . Therefore, it is enough to show the martingale property of (M^{R1f}_t )_{t≥0}, when f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ), which we assume from now on. We get for strictly E-q.e. x ∈ R^d E_x [ M^{R1f}_t ] = E_x [ E_{Xt} [ ∫^∞ 0 e^{−s}f(X_s)ds ] − ∫_∞ 0 e^{−s}f(X_s)ds ]

− ∫_t 0 ( E_x [ E_{Xs} [ ∫_∞ 0 e^{−u}f(X_u)du] − f(X_s) ]) ds = E_x [ e^t ∫_∞ t e^{−s}f(X_s)ds − ∫_∞ 0 e^{−s}f(X_s)ds ]

− ∫_t 0 E_x [ e^s ∫_∞ s e^{−u}f(X_u)du − e^se^{−s}f(X_s) ] ds, and since − ∫_t 0 e^se^{−s}f(X_s)ds = − ∫_t 0 e^sd ( ∫^s 0 e^{−u}f(X_u)du )

= ∫_t 0 ∫_s 0 e^{−u}f(X_u)du e^s ds − e^t ∫_t 0 e^{−u}f(X_u)du we obtain E_x [ M^{R1f}_t ] = E_x [ e^t ∫_∞ 0 e^{−s}f(X_s)ds − ∫_∞ 0 e^{−s}f(X_s)ds − ∫_t 0 e^s ( ∫^∞ 0 e^{−u}f(X_u)du ) ds =(e^t −1) ∫_∞ 0 e^{−u} f (X_u )du

] = 0.

We have hence derived that there exists a strict E-nest (F_k )_{k≥1} and a set N ⊂ R^d with N ⊂ ∩_{k≥1}F^c_k , such that E_x [ M^{R1f}_t ] = 0 for all x ∈ R^d \ N and t ≥ 0. Since the intersection of two strict E-nests is again a strict E-nest, making (F_k)_{k≥1} smaller if necessary, by [28, Lemma 1(ii)], we may assume that P_x(lim_{k→∞} σ_F c_k = ∞) = 1 for all x ∈ R^d \ N. We thus obtain that

P_x(E_{Xt} [M^{R1f}_s ] = 0) = 1 for all t, s ≥ 0 and x ∈ R^d \ N. (39)

It holds M^{R1f}_{t+s} = M^{R1f}_t + M^{R1f}_s ∘ ϑ_t for any t, s ≥ 0, P_x-a.s. for all x ∈ R^d , since the same is true for A^{R1 f} and N^{R1f} . Then by the Markov property and (39), it holds P_x-a.s. for all x ∈ R^d \ N E_x [ M^{R1f}_{t+s} | F_t ] = E_x [ M^{R1f}_t + M^{R1f}_s ∘ ϑ_t | F_t ] = M^{R1f}_t + E_{Xt} [M^{R1f}_s ] = M^{R1f}_t

and (i) is shown.

(ii) In view of part (i) and Theorem 3.7, more precisely that for u ∈ C^2_0 (R^d ), we have Lu^2 = 2uLu + ⟨ ^A∇u, ∇u⟩, the statement can be proved as in [15, Proposition 3.19]. (iii) This follows as in [15, Theorem 3.22(i)]. □ 4 Uniqueness of the L^1(R^d , ^μ)-closed extension

In order to investigate the uniqueness (in law) of weak solutions to stochastic differential equations, one possibility is to study the L^1(R^d , ^μ)-uniqueness of (L, C^∞_0 (R^d )). We will here follow the standard line of arguments as outlined in [23] but we emphasize that it is necessary to present detailed proofs since in our case, we consider convergences with respect to two measures, μ and ^μ (see for instance (7)). Here, let us recall the definition of L^1(R^d , ^μ)-uniqueness. A densely defined operator (L, D) on L^1(R^d , ^μ) is said to be L^1(R^d , ^μ)-unique if there exists only one closed extension on L^1(R^d , ^μ) that generates a C_0-semigroup on L^1(R^d , ^μ). For D ⊂ D(L^0)_{0,b} such that D ⊂ L^1(R^d , ^μ) densely, it is well-known that the dense range condition is equivalent to the L^1(R^d , ^μ)-uniqueness of (L, D). By a simple application of the Hahn-Banach Theorem the dense range condition is in turn equivalent to the following:

∃ α > 0 such that if h ∈ L^∞(R^d , ^μ) and ∫ R^d (α − L)v · h d^μ = 0 for all v ∈ D, then h = 0 a.e.

For further details on the equivalence mentioned above, we refer to [16, Remark 3.4].

Theorem 4.1 Assume (A). Let (L, D(L)), (L, D(L^0)_{0,b}) and (T_t)_{t>0} be defined as in Theorem 3.5. The following statements (i)–(iv) are equivalent:

(i) There exist α > 0 and χ_n ∈ ^H^{1,2}_{loc} (R^d , μ) (i.e. χ_nϕ ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ) for all ϕ ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d )), n ≥ 1, such that (χ_n − 1)^− ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_{0,b}, lim_{n→∞} χ_n = 0 a.e. and

E^0_α(χ_n, v) + ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇χ_n⟩vd^μ ≥ 0 for all v ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_{0,b}, v ≥ 0. (40)

(ii) (L, D(L^0)_{0,b}) is L^1(R^d , ^μ)-unique.

(iii) ^μ is an invariant measure for (L, D(L)), i.e. ∫ R^d Lu d^μ = 0, for all u ∈ D(L).

(iv) ^μ is (T_t)_{t>0}-invariant, i.e. ∫ R^d T_tud^μ = ∫ R^d ud^μ for all u ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ).

Moreover, if ^μ is (T_t)_{t>0}-invariant, then for any α > 0 there exists χ_n ∈ ^H^{1,2}_{loc} (R^d , μ) such that (χ_n − 1)^− ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_{0,b}, lim_{n→∞} χ_n = 0 a.e. and (40) holds.

Proof ((i) ⇒ (ii)): Assume that (i) holds. Let α > 0 and assume that h ∈ L^∞(R^d ) satisfies ∫ R^d (α − L)v · h d^μ = 0 for all v ∈ D(L^0)_{0,b}.

To show (ii), it suffices to show that h = 0 a.e. First, Lemma 6.8 yields that h ∈ ^H^{1,2}_{loc} (R^d , μ) and E^0_α(v, h) − ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇v⟩h d^μ = 0 for all v ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_0. (41) Now let v_n = ‖h‖_L∞_{(R}d_)χ_n − h. Since ‖h‖_L∞_{(R}d_)(χ_n − 1) ≤ v_n, we get ‖h‖_L∞_{(R}d_)(χ_n − 1)^− ≥ v^−_n ≥ 0, so that v^−_n ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_{0,b}. Substituting v^−_n for v in (40) and (41), we get E^0_α(v^−_n , χ_n) − ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇v^−_n ⟩χ_nd^μ ≥ 0 (42) E^0_α(v^−_n , h) − ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇v^−_n ⟩h d^μ = 0. (43) Subtracting (43) from (42) multiplied by ‖h‖_L∞_{(R}d_), we get E^0_α(v^−_n , v_n) − ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇v^−_n ⟩v_nd^μ ≥ 0. (44) By Lemma 6.5 and (8) − ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇v^−_n ⟩v_nd^μ = ∫ R^d ⟨ B, ∇(−v_n)^+ ⟩ (−v_n)d^μ = ∫ R^d ⟨ B, ∇(−v_n)^+ ⟩ (−v_n)^+d^μ = 0. (45) Furthermore, since (E^0, D(E^0)) is a symmetric Dirichlet form, it holds E^0(v^+_n , v^−_n ) ≤ 0 (see [19, Chapter I. (4.1)]), and hence

E^0_α(v^−_n , v_n) = E^0(v_n, v^−_n ) + α ∫ R^d v_nv^−_n d^μ = E^0(v^+_n , v^−_n ) − E^0(v^−_n , v^−_n ) − α‖v^−_n ‖^2_L2_{(R}d_{,^μ)} ≤ −α‖v^−_n ‖^2_L2_{(R}d_{,^μ)}. (46) Thus, (44), (45) and (46) imply that 0 ≤ −α‖v^−_n ‖^2_{L2(Rd,^μ)}, so that v^−_n = 0, equivalently ‖h‖_L∞_{(R}d_)χ_n ≥ h. Similarly, replacing h with −h, we get −‖h‖_L∞_{(R}d_)χ_n ≤ h. Letting n → ∞, we finally get h = 0 a.e. ((ii) ⇒ (iii)): Let u ∈ D(L^0)_{0,b} and χ ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ). Then, it holds that − ∫ R^d Lu · χ d^μ = − ∫ R^d L^0u · χ d^μ − ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇u⟩ · χ d^μ = ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇u, ∇χ⟩d^μ − ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇u⟩ · χ d^μ. Taking χ so that χ = 1 on supp(u), we get ∫ R^d Lu d^μ = 0, for all u ∈ D(L^0)_{0,b}.

Since (L, D(L)) is the closure of (L, D(L^0)_{0,b}) in L^1(R^d , ^μ), the above implies that ∫ R^d Lu d^μ = 0, for all u ∈ D(L).

((iii) ⇒ (iv)): Using the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus for Bochner integrals, T_tu − u = ∫_t 0 L T_su ds on L^1(R^d , ^μ) for all u ∈ D(L).

Taking integrals with respect to ^μ on both sides above and using Fubini’s theorem, we have ∫ R^d ( T_tu − u ) d^μ = ∫ R^d ∫_t 0 L T_su ds d^μ = ∫_t 0 ∫ R^d L T_su d^μ ds = 0, for all u ∈ D(L), where the last equality follows from (iii) and the fact that T_su ∈ D(L) for all s > 0. Since D(L) is dense in L^1(R^d , ^μ), the assertion follows.

((iv) ⇒ (i)): We will show the final assertion. Let α > 0 be given. For each n ≥ 1, let B_n = {x ∈ R^d : ‖x‖ < n} and χ_n = 1 − αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ), where (G^{′,Bn}_α )_{α>0} is the sub-Markovian C_0-resolvent defined as in Remark 3.3. (Step 1): First, we will show that lim_{n→∞} χ_n = 0 a.e.

Notice that (χ_n)_{n≥1} is decreasing by Lemma 3.4 and χ_n ≥ 0 for all n ≥ 1. Thus, there exists χ_∞ ∈ B_b(R^d ) such that lim_{n→∞} χ_n = χ_∞ a.e. Since ^μ is (T_t)_{t>0}-invariant, Laplace transformation of (T_t)_{t>0} implies that ∫ R^d αG_αg d^μ = ∫ R^d g d^μ for all g ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b.

Thus, for each g ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b, ∫ R^d gχ_∞ d^μ = lim_{n→∞} ∫ R^d gχ_n d^μ = lim_{n→∞} ∫ R^d gd^μ − ∫ R^d g · αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} )d^μ = lim_{n→∞} ∫ R^d gd^μ − ∫ R^d αG^{Bn}_α g · 1_{Bn} d^μ = ∫ R^d gd^μ − ∫ R^d αG_αg d^μ = 0, where Theorem 3.5(ii) and Lebesgue’s theorem are used for the last part. Thus, χ_∞ = 0 a.e. as desired. (Step 2): Note that χ_n ∈ ^H^{1,2}_{loc} (R^d , μ) and (χ_n − 1)^− ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_0 since G^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) ∈ ^H^{1.2}_0 (R^d , μ)_0 with supp ( G^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) ) ⊂ B_n. Now, we will show that (40) is satisfied. Fix n ≥ 1 and let w_β = βG^′_{β+α}αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ), β > 0. Using (20),

E^0_{β+α}(w_β , w_β ) = E^0_{β+α} ( βG^′_{β+α}αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ), βG_{β+α}αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) ) ≤ β ( αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ), w_β ) L^2(R^d,^μ). (47)

Moreover, we have 0 ≤ ( αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) − w_β , αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) − w_β ) L^2(R^d,^μ), which implies that ( αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) − w_β , αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) ) L^2(R^d,^μ) ≥ ( αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) − w_β , w_β ) L^2(R^d,^μ). (48)

Therefore, (47) and (48) lead us to obtain

E^0_α(w_β , w_β ) ≤ β ( αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) − w_β , w_β ) L^2(R^d,^μ) ≤ β ( αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) − w_β , αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) ) L^2(R^d,^μ). (49)

Observe that by using (21), for each v ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_{0,b}

E^0_{β+α}(w_β , v) + ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇w_β ⟩v d^μ = E^0_{β+α} ( βG^′_{β+α}αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ), v ) + ∫ R^d ⟨ B, ∇βG^′_{β+α}αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) ⟩ v d^μ = β ( αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ), v ) L^2(R^d,^μ), which implies that

E^0_α ( w_β , v ) + ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇w_β ⟩vd^μ = β ( αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) − w_β , v ) L^2(R^d,^μ) for all v ∈

^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_{0,b}. (50)

Thus, replacing v with αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) in (50) and using (49) and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it holds

E^0_α(w_β , w_β ) ≤ β ( αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) − w_β , αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) ) L^2(R^d,^μ) = E^0_α ( w_β , αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) ) + ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇w_β ⟩αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) d^μ ≤ E^0_α(w_β , w_β )^{1/2} · E^0_α ( αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ), αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) )_{1/2} + ‖ψB‖_L2_{(Bn,μ)}‖∇w_β ‖_L2_{(Bn,μ)} ≤ E^0_α(w_β , w_β )^{1/2} ( ‖α1_{Bn} ‖_L2_{(R}d_{,^μ)}‖αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} )‖_L2_{(R}d_{,^μ)} + √ 2λ^{−1}_{Bn} ‖ψB‖_L2_{(Bn,μ)} ) ≤ E^0_α(w_β , w_β )^{1/2} ( α^μ(B_n) + √ 2λ^{−1}_{Bn} ‖ψB‖_L2_{(Bn,μ)} ) . Thus, using the Banach-Alaoglu Theorem and the fact that

lim_{β→∞} w_β = lim_{β→∞} βG^′_{β+α}αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} )

= lim_{β→∞} β β + α (β + α)G^′_{β+α}αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) = αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) in L^2(R^d , ^μ), there exists a subsequence of (w_β )_{β>0}, say again, (w_β )_{β>0} such that

lim_{β→∞} w_β = αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) weakly in D(E^0). (51)

Meanwhile, it follows from Lemma 3.4, the resolvent equation and the sub-Markovian property of (G^{′,Bn}_α )_{α>0} that w_β ≥ βG^{′,Bn}_{β+α}αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) = G^{′,Bn}_α (α1_{Bn} ) − G^{′,Bn}_{β+α}(α1_{Bn} ) ≥ αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) − α β + α , β > 0, so that αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) − w_β ≤ α β + α , β > 0. (52)

Hence, we finally obtain that for each v ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_{0,b}, v ≥ 0, E^0_α(χ_n, v) + ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇χ_n⟩vd^μ = α ∫ R^d v d^μ − E^0_α ( αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ), v ) − ∫ R^d ⟨B, αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} )⟩vd^μ =_{by (51)} ( lim_{β→∞} α ∫ R^d v d^μ − E^0_α (w_β , v) − ∫ R^d ⟨B, w_β ⟩vd^μ )

=_{by (50)} lim_{β→∞} ( α ∫ R^d v d^μ − β ∫ R^d ( αG^{′,Bn}_α (1_{Bn} ) − w_β ) v d^μ )

≥_{by (52)} lim_{β→∞} α ∫ R^d v d^μ − βα β + α ∫ R^d vd^μ = 0, as desired. □ Theorem 4.2 Assume (A). Let N_0 ∈ N. Let u ∈ C^2(R^d \ B_{N0} ) ∩ C(R^d ), u ≥ 0 with lim ‖x‖→∞ u(x) = ∞. By obvious interpretation, we can define Lu and L^′u as functions on R^d \ B_{N0} , where L and L^′ are given as in (33) and (34). Then, the following hold:

(i) If there exists a constant M > 0 such that L^′u ≤ Mu a.e. on R^d \ B_{N0} , then ^μ is (T_t)_{t>0}-invariant, equivalently (T^′_t )_{t>0} is conservative, i.e. T^′_t 1 = 1 for some and hence all t > 0 (cf. [16, Lemma 3.3(i)]).

(ii) If there exists a constant M > 0 such that Lu ≤ Mu a.e. on R^d \ B_{N0} , then ^μ is (T^′_t)_{t>0}-invariant, equivalently (T_t)_{t>0} is conservative, i.e. T_t1 = 1 for some and hence all t > 0 (cf. [16, Lemma 3.3(ii)]).

Proof (i) Assume that there exists a constant M > 0 such that L^′u ≤ Mu a.e. on R^d \ B_{N0} .

According to the method in the proof of [15, Lemma 3.26], there exists u_1 ∈ C^2(R^d ) such that lim ‖x‖→∞ u_1(x) = ∞, L^′u_1 ≤ Mu_1 a.e. on R^d .

For each n ≥ 1, let χ_n =^{u1}_n . Then, χ_n ∈ C^2(R^d ) ⊂ ^H^{1,2}_{loc} (R^d , μ) for each n ≥ 1. Since lim_{‖x‖→∞} χ_n(x) = ∞, we get (χ_n − 1)^− ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_{0,b} for each n ≥ 1. Moreover, lim_{n→∞} χ_n = 0 a.e. Since ∫ R^d (Mχ_n − L^′χ_n) v d^μ ≥ 0, for all v ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_{0,b}, v ≥ 0, and n ≥ 1, it follows from integration by parts that E^0_M (χ_n, v) + ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇χ_n⟩v d^μ ≥ 0 for all v ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_{0,b}, v ≥ 0, and n ≥ 1.

Then, by Theorem 4.1, ^μ is (T_t)_{t>0}-invariant.

(ii) Analogously to (i), there exists ^χ_n ∈ C^2(R^d ) ⊂ ^H^{1,2}_{loc} (R^d , μ) for each n ≥ 1 such that lim ‖x‖→∞ ^χ_n(x) = ∞, (^χ_n − 1)^− ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_{0,b} for each n ≥ 1

and that

E^0_M (^χ_n, v) + ∫ R^d ⟨−B, ∇^χ_n⟩v d^μ ≥ 0 for all v ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_{0,b}, v ≥ 0, and n ≥ 1.

Therefore, ^μ is (T^′_t)_{t>0}-invariant. □ The following proposition illustrates that weak existence of a solution to (37) can be obtained for a large class of coefficients.

Proposition 4.3 Let p > d and p ≥ 2. Let A = (a_{ij} )_{1≤i,j≤d} be a symmetric matrix of measurable functions on R^d which is locally uniformly strictly elliptic on R^d and satisfies divA ∈ L^p_{loc}(R^d , R^d ) (which holds for instance if a_{ij} ∈ H^{1,p}_{loc} (R^d ), 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d). Let ψ ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^d ) with^1_ψ ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R^d ), ^A =^1_ψ A and ^G be a measurable vector field with ψ ^G ∈ L^p_{loc}(R^d , R^d ). Then, the following hold:

(i) There exists ρ ∈ H^{1,2}_{loc} (R^d ) ∩ C(R^d ) with ρ(x) > 0 for all x ∈ R^d such that B := ^G − β^{ρ,A,ψ} satisfies B ∈ L^2_{loc}(R^d , R^d , ψρdx), ψB ∈ L^2_{loc}(R^d , R^d , ρdx) and ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇f⟩ρψdx = 0, for all f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ). In particular, defining μ := ρdx and ^μ := ψdμ, (A) is fulfilled.

(ii) Let ^μ be defined as in (i). If there exists a constant M > 0 and N_0 ∈ N, such that − ⟨ ^A(x)x, x⟩ ‖x‖^2 + 1 2 trace( ^A(x)) + ⟨ ^G(x), x⟩ ≤ M‖x‖^2 (ln ‖x‖ + 1) , for a.e. x ∈ R^d \ B_{N0} , (53)

then (T_t)_{t>0} as defined in the paragraph right after Theorem 3.7 is conservative. Moreover, M as in Proposition 3.11 solves (37) with ^σ^σ^T = ^A and G = ^G for strictly E-q.e. (hence a.e.) x ∈ R^d .

Proof (i) First consider the case of d ≥ 2. By [15, Theorem 2.27(i)], there exists ρ ∈ H^{1,2}_{loc} (R^d ) ∩ C(R^d ) with ρ(x) > 0 for all x ∈ R^d such that ∫ R^d ⟨ 1 2 A∇ρ − ρ ( ψ ^G − 1 2 divA ) , ∇f ⟩ dx = 0, for all f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ).

Thus, for all f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ) it holds that ∫ R^d ⟨ ^G − β^{ρ,A,ψ} , ∇f⟩d^μ = ∫ R^d ⟨ ρ ( ψ ^G − 1 2 divA ) − 1 2 A∇ρ, ∇f ⟩ dx = 0. Moreover, ψB = ψ ^G−^1_2 divA−^1_{2ρ} A∇ρ ∈ L^2_{loc}(R^d , R^d ). Since ρ is locally bounded below and above by positive constants and^1_ψ ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R^d ), we get ψB ∈ L^2_{loc}(R^d , R^d , ρdx) and B = (^1_ψ )ψB ∈ L^2_{loc}(R^d , R^d , ψρdx). The assertion hence follows for d ≥ 2. Next, consider the case of d = 1. Then A consists of exactly one function, which we denote by a and moreover divA coincides with the weak derivative a^′. We also write ^g = ^G. Our goal is to find ρ ∈ H^{1,2}_{loc} (R) ∩ C(R) with ρ(x) > 0 for all x ∈ R, with B = 0, i.e. ψB = ψ^g − 1 2 a^′ − 1 2ρ aρ^′ = 0.

Now let ρ(x) := exp (∫_x 0 2 a(y) ( ψ(y)^g(y) − 1 2 a^′(y)(y) ) dy ) , x ∈ R. Then, by the fundamental theorem of calculus, B = 0 and ρ ∈ H^{1,p}_{loc} (R) ∩ C(R) with ρ(x) > 0 for all x ∈ R, so that the assertion follows.

(ii) Define u(x) := ln(‖x‖^2 ∨ N^2_0 )+2, x ∈ R^d . Then, u ∈ C^∞(R^d \ B_{N0} ) ∩ C(R^d ). Observe that Lu ≤ Mu a.e. on R^d \ B_{N0} is equivalent to (53) since Lu = −2 ⟨ ^A(x)x, x⟩ ‖x‖^4 + trace( ^A(x)) ‖x‖^2 + 2⟨ ^G(x), x⟩ ‖x‖^2 a.e. on R^d \ B_{N0} .

Thus, the assertion follows from Theorem 4.2(ii). □ The proof of the following Theorem 4.4 is based on the proof of [23, Theorem 2.1], but there are minor differences in details. For instance, unlike the proof of [23, Theorem 2.1], we will not use the resolvent kernel via the Riesz representation theorem. Rather we will use W^{2,p}-regularity results developed by Krylov in [13]. We mention that it may not be possible to directly apply [23, Theorem 2.1] to obtain h ∈ ^H^{1,2}_{loc} (R^d , μ) in Theorem 4.4. Therefore, we present a detailed proof by checking the calculation involving the measure ^μ. Additionally, we consider in Theorem 4.4 h ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R^d ) which is a slightly more general assumption than h ∈ L^∞(R^d ) in [23, Theorem 2.1].

Theorem 4.4 Assume (A) and consider the framework in Section 2. Assume that for each 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d, we have that a_{ij} is locally Hölder continuous on R^d , i.e. for each open ball B there exist L_B > 0 and γ_B ∈ (0, 1] such that |a_{ij} (x) − a_{ij} (y)| ≤ L_B ‖x − y‖^{γB} , for all x, y ∈ B. Let c ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^d , ^μ) and G ∈ L^2_{loc}(R^d , R^d , ^μ) with ψG ∈ L^2_{loc}(R^d , R^d , μ). Assume that h ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R^d ) satisfies ∫ R^d (1 2 d∑ i,j=1 1 ψ a_{ij} ∂_i∂_j u + ⟨G, ∇u⟩ + cu ) h d^μ = 0, for all u ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ). (54)

Then, h ∈ ^H^{1,2}_{loc} (R^d , μ) and E^0(u, h) − ∫ R^d ⟨G − β^{ρ,A,ψ}, ∇u⟩h d^μ − ∫ R^d cuh d^μ = 0 for all u ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_0.

Proof Consider h ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R^d ) as in the statement and let r > 0 and χ ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ) with supp(χ) ⊂ B_r be arbitrarily given. To show the assertion, it is enough to show that χh ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ) since the rest of the assertion follows from integration by parts and the approximation of u ∈ ^H^{1,2}(R^d , μ)_0 as in Lemma 6.6 by C^∞_0 (R^d )-functions. Let L^A =^1_2 ∑_d i,j=1 aij ∂i∂j and p ∈ (d, ∞) be fixed. By [13, Theorems 8.5.3,

8.5.6] and Sobolev’s embedding, there exists a constant c_{d,p} > 0 which only depends on d, p and there exist constants λ_0 > 0 and N > 0 which depend only on λ_{Br} , Λ_{Br} , L_{Br} , p and d such that if α ≥ λ_0 and f ∈ L^p(B_r), then there exists a unique V_αf ∈ H^{2,p}(B_r) ∩ H^{1,2}_0 (B_r) ∩ C(B_r) such that

(α − L^A)V_αf = f on B_r (55) and ‖V_αf‖_{C(Br )} ≤ c_{d,p}N ( 1 + 1 α ) ‖f‖_Lp_{(Br )}. (56) andf it follows from [13, Theorem 11.2.1] that for any f ∈ L^∞(B_r) and α ≥ λ_0, ‖αV_αf‖_{C(Br )} ≤ ‖f‖_L∞_{(Br )}. (57)

Meanwhile, it follows from [8, Theorem 6.8] and [13, Theorem 8.5.3] that for any α ≥ λ_0 and g ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ) we have V_αg ∈ C^2(B_r) ∩ H^{1,2}_0 (B_r). (58) Since h ∈ L^∞(B_r), using a mollification approximation of h1_{Br} , there exists a sequence of functions (f_n)_{n≥1} ⊂ C^∞_0 (R^d ) with supp(f_n) ⊂ B_{2r} such that lim_{n→∞} f_n = h, a.e. on B_r and that ‖f_n‖_L∞_{(Br )} ≤ ‖h‖_L∞_{(Br )}, for all n ≥ 1. (59) Using (58), (56), and Lebesgue’s theorem, we obtain that V_αf_n ∈ C^2(B_r) for all n ≥ 1, lim_{n→∞} V_αf_n = V_αh in C_b(B_r). (60) Moreover, (57) and (59) imply that ‖αV_αf_n‖_L∞_{(Br )} ≤ ‖f_n‖_L∞_{(Br )} ≤ ‖h‖_L∞_{(Br )}, ‖αV_αh‖_L∞_{(Br )} ≤ ‖h‖_L∞_{(Br )}. (61) Observe that χαV_αf_n ∈ C^2_0 (R^d ) ⊂ D(L^0) ⊂ D(E^0), and hence by (57) E^0(χαV_αf_n, χαV_αf_n) = − ∫ R^d L^0(χαV_αf_n) · (χαV_αf_n)d^μ = − ∫ R^d 1 ψ L^A (χαV_αf_n) · (χαV_αf_n)d^μ − ∫ R^d ⟨β^{ρ,A,ψ} , ∇(χαV_αf_n)⟩ (χαV_αf_n)d^μ = − ∫ R^d χ(L^Aχ) · (αV_αf_n)^2dμ − ∫ R^d L^A(αV_αf_n) · (χ^2αV_αf_n)dμ − ∫ R^d ⟨A∇χ, ∇αV_αf_n⟩χαV_αf_ndμ − ∫ R^d ⟨β^{ρ,A}, ∇(χαV_αf_n)⟩ (χαV_αf_n)dμ = − ∫ R^d χ(L^Aχ) · (αV_αf_n)^2dμ − α ∫ R^d (αV_αf_n − f_n)χ^2αV_αf_ndμ − ∫ R^d ⟨A∇χ, ∇(χαV_αf_n)⟩αV_αf_ndμ + ∫ R^d ⟨A∇χ, ∇χ⟩(αV_αf_n)^2dμ − ∫ R^d ⟨β^{ρ,A}, ∇(χαV_αf_n)⟩ (χαV_αf_n)dμ (62) ≤ ‖χ‖_L1_{(Br ,μ)}‖L^Aχ‖_L∞_{(Br )}‖h‖^2_L∞_{(Br )} + 2α‖h‖^2_L∞_{(Br )}‖χ^2‖_L1_{(Br ,μ)} + 2‖χ‖_L∞_{(Br )}‖h‖_L∞_{(R}d_)E^0(χ, χ)^{1/2} · E^0(χαV_αh, χαV_αh)^{1/2} + 2‖h‖^2_L∞_{(Br )}E(χ, χ) + ‖β^{ρ,A}‖_L2_{(Br ,μ)}‖h‖_L∞_{(Br )} √ 2(λ_{Br} )^{−1/2}E(χαV_αf_n, χαV_αf_n)^{1/2} ≤ C_1 + C_2E^0(χαV_αf_n, χαV_αf_n)^{1/2}, where C_1 = ‖χ‖_L1_{(Br ,μ)}‖L^Aχ‖_L∞_{(R}d_)‖h‖^2_{L∞(Rd)} + 2α‖h‖^2_{L∞(Br )}‖χ^2‖_L1_{(Br )} + 2‖h‖^2_{L∞(Br )}E(χ, χ) and C_2 = 2‖χ‖_L∞_{(Br )}‖h‖_L∞_{(R}d_)E^0(χ, χ)^{1/2} + ‖β^{ρ,A}‖_L2_{(Br ,μ)}‖h‖_L∞_{(Br )} √ 2(λ_{Br} )^{−1/2}. Therefore, E^0_1 (χαV_αf_n, χαV_αf_n) ≤ 2C_1 + C^2_2 + ‖h‖^2_L∞_{(R}d_)‖χ‖^2_L2_{(Br ,^μ)}.

Thus, using the Banach-Alaoglu theorem and (60), we obtain that χαV_αh ∈ D(E^0) and lim_{n→∞} χαV_αf_n = χαV_αh, weakly in D(E^0).

Note that −α ∫ R^d (αV_αh − h)(αV_αh − h)χ^2dμ ≤ 0, and hence − α ∫ R^d (αV_αh − h) · αV_αh · χ^2dμ ≤ −α ∫ R^d (αV_αh − h)hχ^2dμ = − lim_{n→∞} α ∫ R^d (αV_αf_n − f_n)hχ^2dμ = lim_{n→∞} − ∫ R^d L^A(αV_αf_n)hχ^2dμ = lim_{n→∞} ( − ∫ R^d L^A(χ^2αV_αf_n) h dμ + ∫ R^d ⟨A∇(χ^2), ∇αV_αf_n⟩hdμ + ∫ R^d L^A(χ^2) · αV_αf_n · h dμ )

= by (54) lim_{n→∞} ( ∫ R^d ψc(χ^2αV_αf_n)h dμ + ∫ R^d ⟨ψG, ∇(χ^2αV_αf_n)⟩h dμ + 2 ∫ R^d ⟨A∇χ, ∇αV_αf_n⟩χhdμ + ∫ R^d L^A(χ^2) · αV_αf_n · h dμ )

= lim_{n→∞} ( ∫ R^d c(χ^2αV_αf_n)h d^μ + ∫ R^d ⟨ψG, ∇(χαV_αf_n)⟩χh dμ + 2 ∫ R^d ⟨A∇χ, ∇(χαV_αf_n)⟩hdμ + ∫ R^d L^A(χ^2) · αV_αf_n · h dμ + ∫ R^d ⟨ψG, ∇χ⟩χαV_αf_n · hdμ − 2 ∫ R^d ⟨A∇χ, ∇χ⟩αV_αf_n · h dμ )

= ∫ R^d c(χ^2αV_αh)h d^μ + ∫ R^d ⟨ψG, ∇(χαV_αh)⟩χh dμ + 2 ∫ R^d ⟨A∇χ, ∇(χαV_αh)⟩hdμ + ∫ R^d L^A(χ^2) · αV_αh · h dμ + ∫ R^d ⟨ψG, ∇χ⟩χαV_αhdμ − 2 ∫ R^d ⟨A∇χ, ∇χ⟩αV_αh · h dμ ≤ ‖χ^2c‖_L1_{(Br ,^μ)}‖h‖^2_L∞_{(R}d_) + ‖ψG‖_L2_{(Br ,μ)}‖χh‖_L∞_{(R}d_) √ 2(λ_{Br} )^{−1/2}E^0(χαV_αh, χαV_αh)^{1/2} + 4E^0(χ, χ)^{1/2}‖h‖_L∞_{(R}d_)E^0(χαV_αh, χαV_αh)^{1/2} + ‖L^A(χ^2)‖_L1_{(Br ,μ)}‖h‖^2_L∞_{(R}d_) + ‖ψG‖_L1_{(Br ,μ)}‖χ∇χ‖_L∞_{(R}d_)‖h‖_L∞_{(R}d_) + 4E^0(χ, χ)‖h‖^2_L∞_{(R}d_) = C_3E^0(χαV_αh, χαV_αh)^{1/2} + C_4, (63) where C_3 := ‖ψG‖_L2_{(Br ,μ)}‖χh‖_L∞_{(R}d_) √ 2(λ_{Br} )^{−1/2} + 4E^0(χ, χ)^{1/2}‖h‖_L∞_{(R}d_) and C_4 := ‖χ^2c‖_L1_{(Br ,^μ)}‖h‖^2_{L∞(Rd)}+‖L^A(χ^2)‖_L1_{(Br ,μ)}‖h‖^2_{L∞(Rd)}+‖ψG‖_L1_{(Br ,μ)}‖χ∇χ‖_L∞_{(R}d_)‖h‖_L∞_{(R}d_)+ 4E^0(χ, χ)‖h‖^2_{L∞(Rd)}. Using (62), the weak convergence, and (63), it follows that E^0(χαV_αh, χαV_αh) ≤ lim inf_{n→∞} E^0(χαV_αf_n, χαV_αf_n) = − ∫ R^d χ(L^Aχ) · (αV_αh)^2dμ − α ∫ R^d (αV_αh − h)χ^2αV_αhdμ − ∫ R^d ⟨A∇χ, ∇(χαV_αh)⟩χαV_αhdμ + ∫ R^d ⟨A∇χ, ∇χ⟩(αV_α h)^2dμ − ∫ R^d ⟨β^{ρ,A}, ∇(χαV_αh)⟩ (χαV_αh)dμ ≤ ‖h‖^2_L∞_{(R}d_)‖χL^Aχ‖_L1_{(Br ,μ)} + C_3E^0(χαV_αh, χαV_αh)^{1/2} + C_4 + 2‖χ‖_L∞_{(Br )}‖h‖_L∞_{(R}d_)E^0(χ, χ)^{1/2} · E^0(χαV_αh, χαV_αh)^{1/2} + 2‖h‖^2_L∞_{(Br )}E(χ, χ) + ‖β^{ρ,A}‖_L2_{(Br ,μ)}‖h‖_L∞_{(Br )} √ 2(λ_{Br} )^{−1/2}E^0(χαV_αh, χαV_αh)^{1/2} ≤ C_5E^0(χαV_αh, χαV_αh)^{1/2} + C_6, where C_5 = C_2 + C_3 and C_6 = C_1 + C_4. Thus, E^0_1 (χαV_αh, χαV_αh) ≤ C^2_5 + 2C_6 + ‖h‖_L∞_{(R}d_)‖χ‖^2_L2_{(Br ,^μ)} =: C_7, where C_7 is a constant independent of α. Hence, by the Banach-Alaoglu theorem, there exist ^h ∈ D(E^0) and an increasing sequence (α_k)_{k≥1} in [λ_0, ∞) with α_k ↗ ∞ as k → ∞ such that

lim_{k→∞} χα_kV_{αk} h = ^h weakly in D(E^0).

Now let u ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ) be arbitrarily given. Then, | | ∫ R^d (^h − χh)udμ | | = lim_{k→∞} | | ∫ R^d χ(α_kV_{αk} h − h)udμ | | = lim_{k→∞} lim_{n→∞} | | ∫ R^d χ(α_kV_{αk} f_n − f_n)udμ | | = lim_{k→∞} lim_{n→∞} | | ∫ R^d χ(L^AV_{αk} f_n)udμ | | = lim_{k→∞} lim_{n→∞} | | ∫ R^d χ ( ψL^0(V_{αk} f_n) − ⟨β^{ρ,A}, ∇V_{αk} f_n⟩ ) udμ | | = lim_{k→∞} lim_{n→∞} | | ∫ R^d ψL^0(χu) · V_{αk} f_ndμ − ∫ R^d ⟨β^{ρ,A}, ∇(χV_{αk} f_n)⟩udμ + ∫ R^d ⟨β^{ρ,A}, ∇χ⟩V_{αk} f_n · udμ | | = lim_{k→∞} | | ∫ R^d ψL^0(χu) · V_{αk} h dμ − ∫ R^d ⟨β^{ρ,A}, ∇(χV_{αk} h)⟩u dμ + ∫ R^d ⟨β^{ρ,A}, ∇χ⟩V_{αk} h · u dμ | | ≤ by (57) lim_{k→∞} 1 α_k ‖ψL^0(χu)‖_L1_{(Br ,μ)}‖α_kV_{αk} h‖_L∞_{(Br )} + 1 α_k ‖β^{ρ,A}‖_L2_{(Br ,μ)} √ 2λ^{−1/2}_{Br} E^0(χα_kV_{αk} h, χα_kV_{αk} h)^{1/2} + 1 α_k ‖β^{ρ,A}‖_L1_{(Br ,μ)}‖χ‖_L∞_{(Br )}‖α_kV_{αk} h‖_L∞_{(Br )} ≤ lim_{k→∞} 1 α_k ( ‖ψL^0(χu)‖_L1_{(Br ,μ)}‖h‖_L∞_{(Br )} + ‖β^{ρ,A}‖_L2_{(Br ,μ)} √ 2λ^{−1/2}_{Br} C_7 + ‖β^{ρ,A}‖_L1_{(Br ,μ)}‖χ‖_L∞_{(Br )}‖h‖_L∞_{(Br )} ) = 0.

Therefore, we get χh = ^h ∈ D(E^0), so that χh ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ), as desired. □ Corollary 4.5 Assume (A) and the Hölder continuity of Theorem 4.4. Let (L, D(L)), (L, D(L^0)_{0,b}) and (T_t)_{t>0} be defined as in Theorem 3.5. Then, (L, C^∞_0 (R^d )) is L^1(R^d , ^μ)-unique if and only if (L, D(L^0)_{0,b}) is L^1(R^d , ^μ)-unique.

Proof It directly follows form the definition that if (L, C^∞_0 (R^d )) is L^1(R^d , ^μ)-unique, then (L, D(L^0)_{0,b}) is L^1(R^d , ^μ)-unique.

Assume that (L, D(L^0)_{0,b}) is L^1(R^d , ^μ)-unique. Moreover, assume that there exists h ∈ L^∞(R^d ) such that ∫ R^d (1 − L)u · h d^μ = 0 for all u ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ).

To show that (L, C^∞_0 (R^d )) is L^1(R^d , ^μ)-unique, it suffices to show that h = 0 a.e. (see beginning of Section 4). Using Theorem 4.4 where G and c are replaced by β^{ρ,A,ψ} + B and −1, respectively, we obtain that h ∈ ^H^{1,2}_{loc} (R^d , μ) and E^0_1 (u, h) − ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇u⟩h d^μ = 0 for all u ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_0.

Using integration by parts on the left hand side above, we get ∫ R^d (1 − L)u · h d^μ = 0 for all u ∈ D(L^0)_{0,b}.

Since (L, D(L^0)_{0,b}) is L^1(R^d , ^μ)-unique, we finially get h = 0 a.e, as desired. □

5 Uniqueness in law

In this section we show how to use the results on L^1(R^d , ^μ)-uniqueness of Section 4 to obtain a conditional uniqueness in law result. We will assume throughout Section 5 that (A) holds. We fix a right process (for the definition of right process used here, cf. e.g. [15, Definition 3.5]) ~M = (~Ω, ~F, ( ~F_t)_{t≥0}, ( ~X_t)_{t≥0}, (~P_x)_{x∈Rd∪{Δ}}) with state space R^d . For a σ-finite measure ν on (R^d , B(R^d )), we define a measure ~P_ν on (~Ω, ~F) by ~P_ν (·) := ∫ R^d ~P_x(·)ν(dx).

Let ~E_ν denote the expectation with respect to ~P_ν . We assume that ^μ (as defined in(A)) is a sub-invariant measure for ~M , i.e. ~P_{^μ}( ~X_t ∈ A) ≤ ^μ(A), A ∈ B(R^d ), t ≥ 0. (64) If in the above inequality “≤” is replaced by “=”, then ^μ is called invariant measure for ~M . Let p^{~M}_t f(x) = ~E_x [f( ~X_t)], f ∈ B_b(R^d ), x ∈ R^d , t > 0, where ~E_x is the expectation with respect to ~P_x. A direct consequence of the sub-invariance of ^μ for ~M and the right continuity of the sample paths of ~M is that (p^{~M}_t )_{t≥0}|_L1_{(R}d_{,^μ)b} uniquely extends to a sub- Markovian C_0-semigroup of contractions (S_t)_{t≥0} on L^1(R^d , ^μ) (see the proof of [15, Proposition 3.57]). Let ( ~R_α)_{α>0} be the resolvent of (S_t)_{t>0}. Then, for each α > 0 and f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ) ~R_αf(x) = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−αt}S_tf(x)ds, for ^μ-a.e. x ∈ R^d . Let w ∈ B_b(R^d ), w ≥ 0 and w^μ := wd^μ. Using the L^1(R^d , ^μ)-contraction property of ( ~R_α)_{α>0}, we get ~E_{w^μ} [ ∫ t 0 |f|( ~X_s)ds ] ≤ ‖w‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ∫ R^d ~E_x [ ∫ t 0 |f|( ~X_s)ds ] ^μ(dx) ≤ e^t‖w‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ∫ R^d ~E_x [ ∫ ∞ 0 e^{−s}|f|( ~X_s)ds ] ^μ(dx) = e^t‖w‖_L∞_{(R}d_) ∫ R^d ~R_1|f| d^μ ≤ e^t‖w‖_L∞_{(R}d_)‖f‖_L1_{(R}d_{,^μ)} (65) Thus, for each f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ), ( ∫_t 0 f( ~X_s)ds)_{t≥0} is well-defined ~P_{w^μ}-a.e. and ~P_{w^μ}-a.e. independent of the chosen Borel measurable version f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ).

Definition 5.1 (i) We say that ~M has continuous paths with respect to ^μ, if ~P_x(t → ~X_t is continuous from [0, ∞) to R^d ) = 1 for a.e. x ∈ R^d , or equivalently ~P_{v^μ}(t → ~X_t is continuous from [0, ∞) to R^d ) = 1 for any v ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b, v ≥ 0, such that ∫ R^d vd^μ = 1. (ii) We say that ~M solves the martingale problem for (L, C^∞_0 (R^d )) with respect to ^μ, if for all u ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ), ~M^u_t := u( ~X_t) − u( ~X_0) − ∫_t 0 Lu( ~X_s) ds, t ≥ 0 is a continuous ( ~F_t)_{t≥0}-martingale under ~P_{v^μ} for any v ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b, v ≥ 0, such that ∫ R^d vd^μ = 1.

(Note here that by the discussion above, in particular (65), ( ∫_t 0 Lu( ~X_s) ds)_{t≥0} is ~P_{v^μ}-a.s. well-defined and continuous, independently of the Borel measurable version Lu ∈ L^2(R^d , ^μ)_0 ⊂ L^1(R^d , ^μ) chosen.) (iii) We say that ~M solves (37) with respect to ^μ, if ~M has continuous paths with respect to ^μ and ~M solves (37) with respect to ~P_{v^μ} (instead of P_x) for any v ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b, v ≥ 0, such that ∫ R^d vd^μ = 1. (Note here that analogously to [15, Lemma 3.17(iii)], if ~M has continuous paths with respect to ^μ, then ( ∫_t 0 f( ~X_s) ds)_{t≥0} is ~P_{v^μ}-a.s. well-defined and continuous, for any v ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b, v ≥ 0, such that ∫ R^d vd^μ = 1, independently of the Borel measurable version f ∈ L 1 loc(R^d , ^μ) chosen. In particular, the stochastic integral and drift parts of (37) are well-defined ~P_{v^μ}-a.s. for any v ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b, v ≥ 0, such that ∫ R^d vd^μ = 1, if

~M solves (37) with respect to ^μ.)

(iv) We say that uniqueness in law holds for (37) with respect to ^μ, if uniqueness in law holds for (37) with initial condition v^μ for any v ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b, v ≥ 0, such that ∫ R^d vd^μ = 1. (As we shall see in

Theorem 5.3(ii) below, uniqueness in law of (37) with respect to ^μ is equivalent to uniqueness in law of (37) with respect to δ_x for x ∈ R^d \ N, where ^μ(N) = 0.)

If ~M solves the martingale problem for (L, C^∞_0 (R^d )) with respect to ^μ and (L, C^∞_0 (R^d )) is L^1(R^d , ^μ)- unique, then exactly as in the proof of [15, Proposition 3.57] it follows that

S_tf = T_tf in L^1(R^d , ^μ), for all f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ), t ≥ 0, (66)

and in particular, in this case, ^μ is an invariant measure for ~M and (T_t)_{t>0}.

Proposition 5.2 Suppose that (A) holds. Let ~M be a right process with sub-invariant measure ^μ and continuous paths with respect to ^μ. Then ~M solves (37) with respect to ^μ, if and only if ~M solves the martingale problem for (L, C^∞_0 (R^d )) with respect to ^μ.

Proof Fix arbitrary v ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b, v ≥ 0, such that ∫ R^d vd^μ = 1. If

~M solves the martingale problem for (L, C^∞_0 (R^d )) with respect to ^μ, it follows exactly as in Theorem 3.13(ii) that for u ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ), the quadratic variation process ⟨ ~M^u⟩ of ~M^u satisfies ⟨ ~M^u⟩_t = ∫_t 0 ⟨ ^A∇u, ∇u⟩( ~X_s)ds, t ≥ 0, ~P_{v^μ}-a.s. (67) for any v ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b, v ≥ 0, such that ∫ R^d vd^μ = 1. Therefore, by (65) (

~M u_t )_{t≥0} is ~P_{v^μ}-square integrable and we can obtain that ~M solves (37) with respect to ^μ exactly as in Theorem 3.13(iii) (where P_x is replaced by ~P_{v^μ}) since ~M has continuous paths with respect to ^μ.

Conversely, let ~M solve (37) with respect to ^μ and fix an arbitrary v ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b, v ≥ 0, such that ∫ R^d vd^μ = 1 and u ∈ C ∞ 0 (R^d ). Then by classical stochastic calculus with respect to ~P_{v^μ}, ( ~M^u_t )_{t≥0} is a continuous local ~P_{v^μ}-martingale up to infinity, starting from zero, with quadratic variation as in (67). Since the quadratic variation in (67) is ~P_{v^μ}-integrable by (65), we obtain that ( ~M^u_t )_{t≥0} is a ~P_{v^μ}-square integrable (hence integrable) martingale and the assertion follows. □ The following is our main theorem about conditional uniqueness in law:

Theorem 5.3 (i) Suppose that (A) holds and that (L, C^∞_0 (R^d )) is L^1(R^d , ^μ)-unique (see the definition at the beginning of Section 4). Let ~M be a right process with sub-invariant measure ^μ and continuous paths with respect to ^μ and suppose that ~M solves (37) with respect to ^μ. Then T_t1 = 1 for all t > 0, and ^μ is an invariant measure for ~M and M as in Proposition 3.13, and M solves (37) with respect to ^μ (cf. Theorem 3.11(iii)). Moreover, for any v ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b, v ≥ 0, such that ∫ R^d vd^μ = 1, the laws of ~M and M with initial distribution v^μ coincide, i.e. ~P_{v^μ} ∘ ~X^{−1} = P_{v^μ} ∘ X^{−1} on B(C([0, ∞), R^d )).

Moreover, if ^μ is a probability measure, then (choosing v ≡ 1) ~P_{^μ} and P_{^μ} are additionally to the above mentioned statements stationary measures for ~M and M respectively. (ii) Under the assumptions of (i) there exists a set N ∈ B(R^d ) with ^μ(N) = 0, such that

~P_x ∘ ~X^{−1} = P_x ∘ X^{−1} on B(C([0, ∞), R^d )).

for all x ∈ R^d \ N.

Proof (i) The given statements are all an easy consequence of our previous explanations. We only briefly explain the statement concerning the laws of ~M and M . For this fix v ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b, v ≥ 0, such that ∫ R^d vd^μ = 1. The one dimensional marginals of

~M and M with initial distribution v^μ := vd^μ coincide by (66). Indeed, using (66) we get for any t ≥ 0, f ∈ B_b(R^d ) ~E_{v^μ} [f( ~X_t)] = ∫ R^d S_tf(x)v(x)^μ(dx) = ∫ R^d T_tf(x)v(x)^μ(dx) = E_{v^μ} [ f(X_t) ]

Using the latter, the Markov property and induction, we then see that the finite dimensional marginals of ~X and X with initial distribution v^μ coincide, i.e. for any 0 ≤ t_1 < . . . < t_n, t_i ∈ [0, ∞), f_i ∈ B_b(R^d ), 1 ≤ i ≤ n, n ≥ 1, ~E_{v^μ} [f_1( ~X_{t1} ) · . . . · f_n( ~X_{tn} )] = ∫ R^d S_{t1} (f_1S_{t2−t1} (f_2 · · · S_{tn−1−tn−2} (f_{n−1}S_{tn−tn−1} f_n)))vd^μ = ∫ R^d T_{t1} (f_1T_{t2−t1} (f_2 · · · T_{tn−1−tn−2} (f_{n−1}T_{tn−tn−1} f_n)))vd^μ = E_{v^μ} [ f_1(X_{t1} ) · . . . · f_n(X_{tn} ) ] . (68)

(ii) Let D be any countable dense subset of C_0(R^d ) with respect to the uniform norm. By the measurability of x → P_x(A) and x → ~P_x( ~A) for A ∈ σ(X_t | t ≥ 0) and ~A ∈ σ( ~X_t | t ≥ 0), and (68), there exists N ∈ B(R^d ), such that

~E_x [f_1( ~X_{t1} ) · . . . · f_n( ~X_{tn} )] = E_x [f_1(X_{t1} ) · . . . · f_n(X_{tn} )] (69)

for any 0 ≤ t_1 < . . . < t_n, t_i ∈ Q ∩ [0, ∞), f_i ∈ D, 1 ≤ i ≤ n, n ≥ 1, and

P_x(t → X_t is continuous from [0, ∞) to R^d ) = 1 = ~P_x(t → ~X_t is continuous from [0, ∞) to R^d ) (70)

for any x ∈ R^d \ N. By simple approximation, using (70), (69) extends to arbitrary t_i ∈ [0, ∞) and f_i ∈ C_0(R^d ) (and then f_i ∈ C_b(R^d )), 1 ≤ i ≤ n. Now the assertion follows applying a monotone class theorem to the multiplicative class C_b(R^d ). □ The following corollary is an immediate consequence of Theorems 3.13 and 5.3.

Corollary 5.4 Suppose that (A) holds and consider ^μ as defined there. Suppose further that (L, C^∞_0 (R^d )) is L^1(R^d , ^μ)-unique (see the definition at the beginning of Section 4), and that T_t1 = 1 for all t > 0. Then there exists a right process M that solves (37) with respect to ^μ and uniqueness in law holds with respect to ^μ among all right processes ~M with sub-invariant measure ^μ and continuous paths with respect to ^μ.

The following theorem provides our main explicit result on conditional uniqueness in law of (37).

Theorem 5.5 Assume (A) and that the functions a_{ij} , 1 ≤ i, j ≤ d, are locally Hölder continuous on R^d and suppose further that one of the following additional assumptions (a) or (b) holds:

(a) There exists a constant M > 0 and N_0 ∈ N, such that for a.e. x ∈ R^d \ B_{N0} − ⟨ ^A(x)x, x⟩ ‖x‖^2 + 1 2 trace( ^A(x)) + ⟨β^{ρ,A,ψ} (x), x⟩ + ⟨B(x), x⟩ ≤ M‖x‖^2 (ln ‖x‖ + 1) (71) and − ⟨ ^A(x)x, x⟩ ‖x‖^2 + 1 2 trace( ^A(x)) + ⟨β^{ρ,A,ψ}(x), x⟩ − ⟨B(x), x⟩ ≤ M‖x‖^2 (ln ‖x‖ + 1) . (72) (b) ^μ is finite and either (71) or (72) holds.

Then (L, C^∞_0 (R^d )) is L^1(R^d , ^μ)-unique and T_t1 = 1, t > 0, where (T_t)_{t>0} is defined in the paragraph following Theorem 3.7. In particular, uniqueness in law holds for (37) in the sense of Corollary 5.4 (cf. also Definition 5.1(iv)).

Proof Using Theorem 4.2(i) and (ii), the proof of the conservativeness of (T_t)_{t>0} and (T^′_t )_{t>0} in case of (a) is analogous to the proof of Proposition 4.3(ii). If ^μ is finite, it is enough to show that one semigroup is conservative in order to conclude that both, (T_t)_{t>0} and (T^′_t )_{t>0}, are conservative (cf. [15, Remark 2.13]). But the condition (71) means that (T_t)_{t>0} is conservative and the condition (72) means that (T^′_t )_{t>0} is conservative. Thus the consevativeness of both, (T_t)_{t>0} and (T^′_t )_{t>0}, also follows in the case of (b). Now, the L^1(R^d , ^μ)-uniqueness of (L, C^∞_0 (R^d )) follows from Theorem 4.2(i), Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 4.5. □ The following example illustrates among others Corollary 5.4 and Theorem 5.5, in particular, we consider a finite ^μ.

Example 5.6 (i) Let A = id, B = 0, ρ(x) = e^{−‖x‖2} , ψ ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^d ) with ψ > 0 a.e. and^1_ψ ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R^d ), and ρψ ∈ L^1(R^d ), i.e. ^μ is a finite measure. Then (A) holds and β^{ρ,A,ψ} = −x^1_ψ (x). Thus (71) writes as ( d 2 − 1 ) − ‖x‖^2 ≤ Mψ(x)‖x‖^2 (ln ‖x‖ + 1) for a.e. x ∈ R^d \ B_{N0} . (73)

But for sufficiently large N_0, (73) always holds. Therefore by Theorem 5.5 (T_t)_{t>0} is conservative and (L, C^∞_0 (R^d )) is L^1(R^d , ^μ)-unique.

(ii) Let A, B and ^μ be as in (A). Assume that there exist constants N_0 ∈ N and c, M > 0, such that

^μ(B_{4n} \ B_{2n}) ≤ (4n)^c for all n ≥ 1

and that 1 ψ (x) ⟨A(x)x, x⟩ ‖x‖^2 + |⟨B(x), x⟩| ≤ M‖x‖^2 ln(‖x‖ + 1) for a.e. x ∈ R^d \ B_{N0} . (74)

Then, by a direct consequence of [9, Corollary 10(i)] (see also [15, Proposition 3.31]), (T_t)_{t>0} and (T^′_t )_{t>0} are conservative and therefore using Theorem 4.1 and Corollary 4.5, we obtain that (L, C^∞_0 (R^d )) is L^1(R^d , ^μ)-unique and ^μ is an invariant measure (but possibly infinite). A typical example for a divergencefree vector field B (with respect to ^μ) that satisfies (A) is β^{ρ,CT ,ψ} = 1 2ψ div C + 1 2ψρ C^T ∇ρ, where C = (c_{ij} )_{1≤i,j≤d} is an anti-symmetric matrix, i.e. c_{ij} = −c_{ji}, of locally bounded functions with β^{ρ,C,ψ} ∈ L^2_{loc}(R^d , R^d , ^μ), ψβ^{ρ,C,ψ} ∈ L^2_{loc}(R^d , R^d , μ) (div C ∈ L^1_{loc}(R^d , R^d )). Indeed, for each f ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ) ∫ R^d ⟨β^{ρ,C,ψ} , ∇f⟩d^μ = − 1 2 d∑ i,j=1 ∫ R^d ρc_{ij} ∂_i∂_j fdx − 1 2 ∫ R^d ⟨C∇f, ∇ρ⟩dx + 1 2 ∫ R^d ⟨C^T ∇ρ, ∇f⟩dx = 0.

(iii) Here we present an explicit example satisfying the conditions in (ii) above such that additionally ^μ is finite: we let A = id, ρ(x) = e^{−‖x‖2} , ψ(x) =^1_{‖x‖α} ϕ(x), x ∈ R^d with α ∈ [0, d) and ϕ ∈ L^∞(R^d ) with 1 ϕ ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R^d ) and ϕ(x) > 0 for a.e. x ∈ R^d . In particular the growth condition on ^μ of (ii) is satisfied. Let β ∈ R with 2(β + 1) < d and v(x) := 2 + cos

(_1 ‖x‖^β ) , x ∈ R^d \ {0}, v(0) := 2. Then, v ∈ H^{1,2}_{loc} (R^d ) with ∇v(x) = β sin ( 1 ‖x‖^β ) 1 ‖x‖^{β+1} 1 ‖x‖ x, for a.e. x ∈ R^d .

Now define an anti-symmetric matrix of functions C = (c_{ij} )_{1≤i,j≤d} where c_{1d} = v, c_{d1} = −v and c_{ij} = 0 for all (i, j) ≠ (1, d), (d, 1). Define B := β^{ρ,C,ψ} = 1 2ψ divC + 1 2ψρ C^T ∇ρ. Observe that 1 2 divC = 1 2 (−∂_dv, 0, . . . , 0, ∂_1v) = β 2 sin ( 1 ‖x‖^β ) 1 ‖x‖^{β+2} ( − x_d, 0, . . . , 0, x_1 ) . and 1 2ψρ C^T ∇ρ = − ‖x‖^α ϕ(x) C^T x = ‖x‖^α ϕ(x) v · (−x_d, 0, . . . , 0, x_1). Then, we can check that ⟨B(x), x⟩ = 0 for a.e. x ∈ R^d . Finially, assume that there exist constants N_0 ∈ N and M > 0, such that ‖x‖^α 1 ϕ(x) ≤ M‖x‖^2 ln(‖x‖ + 1) for a.e. x ∈ R^d \ B_{N0} .

Then, α ≤ 2 and the growth condition (74) is satisfied, so that now all conditions of (ii) are met. Thus (T_t)_{t>0} is conservative and (L, C^∞_0 (R^d )) is L^1(R^d , ^μ)-unique. The diffusion coefficient of L, ^A =^1_ψ A = ‖x‖^{α 1}_ϕ (x)id, α ∈ [0, d) can be discontinuous and additionally degenerate at 0. The drift coefficient of L is expressed as

G = β^{ρ,A,ψ} + B = 1 2ρψ ∇ρ + 1 2ψ div C + 1 2ρψ C^T ∇ρ = ‖x‖^α ϕ(x) ( − x + ( β 2 sin ( 1 ‖x‖^β ) 1 ‖x‖^{β+2} + ( 2 + cos ( 1 ‖x‖^β ))) · (−x_d, 0, . . . , 0, x_1) ) . where the L^2-singularities of G arise at x = 0 in the in the term related to^β_2 sin

(_1 ‖x‖^β )_1

‖x‖^{β+2} if β ≠ 0

and α − β − 1 < 0.

6 Auxiliary Results

Proposition 6.1 Let B be an open ball in R^d and f ∈ H^{1,1}(B). Let f_n = (f ∧ n) ∨ (−n). Then,

∇f_n = 0, dx-a.e. {f ≥ n} ∇f, dx-a.e. {−n < f < n} 0 dx-a.e. {f ≤ −n}. Thus, lim_{n→∞} f_n(x) = f(x) and lim_{n→∞} ∇f_n(x) = ∇f(x) for a.e. x ∈ B. Moreover,

lim_{n→∞} f_n = f in H^{1,1}(B).

Proof Let g_n = f ∧ n. Then, g_n = n − (f − n)^−, hence it follows from [7, Theorem 4.4(iii)] that g_n ∈ H^{1,1}(B) and ∇g_n = { 0, dx-a.e. {f ≥ n} ∇f dx-a.e. {f < n}. Likewise, by [7, Theorem 4.4(iii)] f_n = g_n ∨ (−n) = (g_n + n)^+ − n ∈ H^{1,1}(B) and ∇f_n = { ∇g_n, dx-a.e. {g_n > −n} 0 dx-a.e. {g_n ≤ −n}. Note that {g_n > −n} = {f > −n} and {g_n ≤ −n} = {f ≤ −n}, hence

∇f_n = 0, dx-a.e. {f ≥ n} ∇f, dx-a.e. {−n < f < n} 0 dx-a.e. {f ≤ −n}. Thus, lim_{n→∞} f_n(x) = f(x) and lim_{n→∞} ∇f_n(x) = ∇f(x) for a.e. x ∈ B, and hence by Lebesgue’s theorem lim_{n→∞} f_n = f in H^{1,1}(B). □ Proposition 6.2 Assume (A). Then,

E^0(f, g) = − ∫ R^d ( 1 2 trace( ^A∇^2f) + ⟨β^{ρ,A,ψ} , ∇f⟩ ) g d^μ, for all f, g ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ). Proof Let f, g ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ). For each k ≥ 1, let A_k = (a_{ij,k} )_{1≤i,j≤d} be the matrix of smooth functions defined by a_{ij,k} = a_{ij} ∗ ζ_k where ζ_k(x) = k^dζ(kx) and ζ is a standard mollifier on R^d . For each n, m ≥ 1, let ρ_n := (ρ ∧ n) ∨ (−n) and ρ_{n,m} = ρ_n ∗ ζ_m. Then, using integration by parts with Proposition 6.1 and Lebesgue’s theorem, we obtain that

E^0(f, g) = lim_{n→∞} 1 2 ∫ R^d ⟨ρ_nA∇f, ∇g⟩dx = lim_{n→∞} lim_{m→∞} 1 2 ∫ R^d ⟨ρ_{n,m}A∇f, ∇g⟩dx = lim_{n→∞} lim_{m→∞} lim_{k→∞} 1 2 ∫ R^d ⟨ρ_{n,m}A_k∇f, ∇g⟩dx = lim_{n→∞} lim_{m→∞} lim_{k→∞} − 1 2 ∫ R^d ( ρ_{n,m} trace(A_k∇^2f) + ⟨ρ_{n,m}∇A^T_k + A^T_k ∇ρ_{n,m}, ∇f⟩ ) g dx = lim_{n→∞} lim_{m→∞} − 1 2 ∫ R^d ( ρ_{n,m} trace(A∇^2f) + ⟨ρ_{n,m} · divA + A^T ∇ρ_{n,m}, ∇f⟩ ) g dx = lim_{n→∞} − 1 2 ∫ R^d ( ρ_n trace(A∇^2f) + ⟨ρ_n · divA + A^T ∇ρ_n, ∇f⟩ ) g dx = − ∫ R^d ( 1 2 trace( ^A∇^2f) + ⟨β^{ρ,A,ψ} , ∇f⟩ ) g d^μ. □ Proposition 6.3 Assume (A) and consider the framework in Section 2. Then, the following hold:

(i) (T^0_t )_{t>0} restricted to L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b can be extended to a sub-Markovian C_0-semigroup of contractions (T^0_t )_{t>0} with generator (L^0, D(L^0)) on L^1(R^d , ^μ). If f ∈ D(L^0) and f, L^0f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ), then f ∈ D(L^0) and L^0f = L^0f. Set A := {u ∈ D(L^0)∩L^1(R^d , ^μ) : L^0u ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)}. Then (L^0, D(L^0)) is the closure of (L^0, A) on L^1(R^d , ^μ).

(ii) For a bounded open subset V of R^d , (T^{0,V}_t )_{t>0} restricted to L^1(V, ^μ)_b can be extended to a sub- Markovian C_0-semigroup of contractions (T^{0,V}_t )_{t>0} on L^1(V, ^μ). Also if f ∈ D(L^{0,V} ) and f, L^{0,V} f ∈ L^1(V, ^μ), then f ∈ D(L^{0,V} ) and L^{0,V} f = L^{0,V} f. Finally (L^{0,V} , D(L^{0,V} )) is the closure of (L^{0,V} , D(L^{0,V} )) on L^1(V, ^μ).

Proof (i) Since (E^0, D(E^0)) is a symmetric Dirichlet from, (T^0_t )_{t>0} is symmetric on L^2(R^d , ^μ) and sub-Markovian. Let f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b with f ≥ 0. Using the sub-Markovian property of (T^0_t )_{t>0} ∫ R^d T^0_t fd^μ = lim_{n→∞} ∫ R^d T^0_t f · 1_{Bn} d^μ = lim_{n→∞} ∫ R^d f · T^0_t 1_{Bn} d^μ ≤ ∫ R^d fd^μ. Thus, for each f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ) ∫ R^d |T^0_t f|d^μ = ∫ R^d |T^0_t f^+ − T^0_t f^−|d^μ ≤ ∫ R^d T^0_t f^+d^μ + ∫ R^d T^0_t f^−d^μ ≤ ∫ R^d f^+d^μ + ∫ R^d f^−d^μ = ∫ R^d |f|d^μ. Since L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b is dense in L^1(R^d , ^μ), (T^0_t )_{t>0} restricted to L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b uniquely extends to a sub- Markovian contraction semigroup (T^0_t )_{t>0} on L^1(R^d , ^μ). Define

D := {g ∈ L^∞(R^d ) : g ≥ 0 and there exists A ∈ B(R^d ) with ^μ(A) < ∞ and g = 0 on R^d \ A}. Since D is dense in L^1(R^d , ^μ)^+, D −D is dense in L^1(R^d , ^μ). Let f ∈ D −D. Then, there exists A ∈ B(R^d ) with ^μ(A) < ∞, such that supp(f) ⊂ A and f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ)_b. By strong continuity of (T^0_t )_{t>0} on L^2(R^d , ^μ) lim_{t→0+} ∫ R^d 1_A|T^0_t f|d^μ = ∫ R^d 1_A|f|d^μ = ‖f‖_L1_{(R}d_{,^μ)}, hence using the contraction property on L^1(R^d , ^μ), 0 ≤ ∫ R^d 1_Rd_{\A} |T^0_t f|d^μ = ∫ R^d |T^0_t f|d^μ − ∫ R^d 1_A|T^0_t f|d^μ ≤ ‖f‖_L1_{(R}d_{,^μ)} − ∫ R^d 1_A|T^0_t f|d^μ −→ 0 as t → 0 + . Therefore lim_{t→0+} ∫ R^d |T^0_t f − f|d^μ = lim_{t→0+} ( ∫ R^d 1_A|T^0_t f − f|d^μ + ∫ R^d 1_Rd_{\A}|T^0_t f|d^μ ) ≤ ^μ(A)^{1/2} lim_{t→0+} ‖T_tf − f‖_L2_{(R}d_{,^μ)} = 0.

By the denseness of D − D in L^1(R^d , ^μ), we get the strong continuity of (T^0_t )_{t>0} on L^1(R^d , ^μ). Now let f ∈ D(L^0) and f, L^0f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ). Then f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ) ∩ L^2(R^d , ^μ), L^0f ∈ L^1(R^d , ^μ) ∩ L^2(R^d , ^μ), hence we get T^0_t f = T^0_t f, T^0_t L^0f = T^0_t L^0f for every t > 0. Using the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus for Bochner integrals and the strong continuity of (T^0_t )_{t>0} on L^1(R^d , ^μ) T^0_t f − f t = T^0_t f − f t = 1 t ∫_t 0 T^0_s L^0f ds = 1 t ∫_t 0 T^0_s L^0f ds −→ L^0f in L^1(R^d , ^μ) as t → 0 + .

Consequently, f ∈ D(L^0) and L^0f = L^0f. Let (G^0_α)_{α>0} be the resolvent generated by (L^0, D(L^0)). Let C := { G^0_1g : g ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ) } . Then C ⊂ A and one can directly check that C ⊂ D(L^0) is dense with respect to the graph norm ‖ · ‖_{D(L}0_), hence it completes our proof. (ii) It is analogous to the case of (i). □ Lemma 6.4 Consider the framework in Section 2. Let V be a bounded open subset of R^d and f ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ)_b. Then there exists a sequence (f_n)_{n≥1} ⊂ C^∞_0 (V ) and a constant M > 0 such that ‖f_n‖_{L∞(V )} ≤ M for all n ≥ 1 and

lim_{n→∞} f_n = f in ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ), lim_{n→∞} f_n = f a.e. on V.

Proof Take (g_n)_{n≥1} ⊂ C^∞_0 (V ) such that

lim_{n→∞} g_n = f in ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ) and lim_{n→∞} g_n = f a.e. on V. (75)

Define φ ∈ C^∞_0 (R) such that φ(t) = t if |t| ≤ ‖f‖_L∞_{(R}d_) + 1 and φ(t) = 0 if |t| ≥ ‖f‖_L∞_{(R}d_) + 2. Let M := ‖φ‖_L∞_{(R)} and ~f_n := φ(g_n). Then ~f_n ∈ C^∞_0 (V ) and ‖ ~f_n‖_L∞_{(V )} ≤ M for all n ≥ 1. By Lebesgue’s Theorem and (75),

lim_{n→∞} ~f_n = lim_{n→∞} φ(g_n) = φ(f) = f in L^2(V, ^μ) and lim_{n→∞} ~f_n = f a.e. on V.

Using the chain rule and (75) sup_{n≥1} ‖∇ ~f_n‖_L2_{(V,^μ)} ≤ ‖φ^′‖_L∞_{(R)} sup_{n≥1} ‖∇g_n‖_L2_{(V,^μ)} < ∞.

Thus by the Banach-Alaoglu Theorem and the Banach-Saks Theorem, there exists a subsequence of ( ~f_n)_{n≥1}, say again ( ~f_n)_{n≥1}, such that for the Cesàro mean

f_N := 1 N N∑ n=1 ~f_n −→ f in ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ) as N → ∞.

Note that f_N ∈ C^∞_0 (V ), ‖f_N ‖_L∞_{(V )} ≤ M for all N ∈ N. Thus, (f_n)_{n≥1} is the desired sequence. □ Lemma 6.5 Assume (A) and consider the framework in Section 2. Let V be a bounded open subset of R^d and let w ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ)_b. Then, w^+ ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ)_b. Moreover, ∫ V ⟨B, ∇w⟩w^+d^μ = ∫ V ⟨B, ∇w^+⟩w^+d^μ. Proof By Lemma 6.4, we can take a sequence (f_n)_{n≥1} ⊂ C^∞_0 (V ) and a constant M_1 > 0 such that

sup_{n≥1} ‖f_n‖_L∞_{(V2)} ≤ M_1, lim_{n→∞} f_n = w a.e. and lim_{n→∞} f_n = w in H^{1,2}_0 (V, ^μ) .

Moreover, there exists a constant M_2 > 0 such that

‖f^+_n ‖_{^H}1,2_{0 (V,μ)} ≤ ‖f_n‖_{^H}1,2_{0 (V,μ)} ≤ M_2.

By the Banach-Alaoglu Theorem, there exists a subsequence of (f^+_n )_{n≥1}, say again (f^+_n )_{n≥1} such that lim_{n→∞} f^+_n = w^+ weakly in ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ) and lim_{n→∞} f^+_n = w^+ a.e.

By [7, Theorem 4.4 (iii)], ∫ V ⟨B, ∇f_n⟩f^+_n d^μ = ∫ V ⟨B, ∇f^+_n ⟩f^+_n d^μ. (76) For the convergence of the right hand side, observe that | | ∫ V ⟨B, ∇w^+⟩w^+d^μ − ∫ V ⟨B, ∇f^+_n ⟩f^+_n d^μ | | ≤ | | ∫ V ⟨B, ∇(w^+ − f^+_n )⟩w^+d^μ | | =:I_n + | | ∫ V ⟨B, ∇f^+_n ⟩(w^+ − f^+_n )d^μ | | =:J_n .

Since lim_{n→∞} f^+_n = w^+ weakly in ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ), we have lim_{n→∞} I_n = 0. Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, it holds that J_n ≤ ∫ V ‖B‖‖∇f^+_n ‖ |w^+ − f^+_n |d^μ ≤ ( ∫ V ‖∇f^+_n ‖^2 |w^+ − f^+_n | ρdx )_{1/2}( ∫ V ‖ψB‖^2|w^+ − f^+_n | ρdx )_{1/2}

≤ √ 2‖w‖^{1/2}_{L∞(V )} sup_{n≥1} ‖f^+_n ‖_{^H}1,2_{0 (V,μ)} ( ∫ V ‖ψB‖^2|w^+ − f^+_n |dμ )_{1/2} −→ 0 as n → ∞ by Lebesgue’s Theorem. The left hand side of (76) can be treated similarly. We thus obtain ∫ V_2 ⟨B, ∇w_α⟩w^+_α dμ = ∫ V_2 ⟨B, ∇w^+_α ⟩w^+_α dμ. □ Lemma 6.6 Consider the framework in Section 2. Let f ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_0 and V be a bounded open subset of R^d with supp(f) ⊂ V . Then f ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ) and there exists (g_n)_{n≥1} ⊂ C^∞_0 (V ) such that lim_{n→∞} g_n = f in ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ), lim_{n→∞} g_n = f a.e. on R^d .

Moreover, if f ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_{0,b} with supp(f) ⊂ V , then there exists (f_n)_{n≥1} ⊂ C^∞_0 (V ) and a constant M > 0 such that ‖f_n‖_L∞_{(V )} ≤ M for all n ≥ 1 and lim_{n→∞} f_n = f in ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ), lim_{n→∞} f_n = f a.e. on R^d .

Proof Let W be an open subset of R^d satisfying supp(f) ⊂ W ⊂ W ⊂ V . Take a cut-off function χ ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ) satisfying supp(χ) ⊂ V and χ ≡ 1 on W . Since f ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ), there exists ~g_n ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ) such that lim_{n→∞} ~g_n = f in ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ).

Thus χ~g_n ∈ C^∞_0 (V ) with supp(χg_n) ⊂ V and ‖χ~g_n − f‖_L2_{(V,^μ)} = ‖χ~g_n − f‖_L2_{(R}d_{,^μ)} = ‖χ~g_n − χf‖_L2_{(R}d_{,^μ)} ≤ ‖χ‖_L∞_{(R}d_)‖~g_n − f‖_L2_{(R}d_{,^μ)} −→ 0 as n → ∞.

Note that χ~g_n ∈ C^∞_0 (V ) ⊂ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ) and

sup_{n≥1} ‖∇(χ~g_n)‖_L2_{(V,μ)} = sup_{n≥1} ( ‖~g_n∇χ‖_L2_{(V,μ)} + ‖χ∇~g_n‖_L2_{(V,μ)} )

≤ sup_{n≥1} ( ‖∇χ‖_L∞_{(V )} inf_V ψ ‖~g_n‖_L2_{(R}d_{,μ)} + ‖χ‖_L∞_{(V )}‖∇~g_n‖_L2_{(R}d_{,μ)} ) < ∞. By the Banach-Alaoglu Theorem and the Banach-Saks Theorem, f ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ) and there exists a subsequence of (χ~g_n)_{n≥1}, say again (χ~g_n)_{n≥1}, such that for the Cesàro mean

g_N := 1 N N∑ n=1 χ~g_n −→ f in ^H^{1,2}_0 (V, μ) as N → ∞. Take a subsequence of (g_n)_{n≥1}, say again (g_n)_{n≥1}, such that lim_{n→∞} g_n = f a.e. The last assertion holds by the same line of arguments as in the proof of Lemma 6.4. □ Lemma 6.7 Consider the framework in Section 2. Let V_1, V_2 be bounded open subsets of R^d satisfying V_1 ⊂ V_2. Assume f ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V_2, μ), g ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V_1, μ) with g = 0 on V_2 \ V_1. If 0 ≤ f ≤ g, then f ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V_1, μ).

Proof Take (g_n)_{n≥1} ⊂ C^∞_0 (V_2) satisfying supp(g_n) ⊂ V_1 for all n ∈ N and

lim_{n→∞} g_n = g in ^H^{1,2}_0 (V_2, μ).

Observe that for all n ∈ N

supp(f ∧ g_n) ⊂ V_1 and f ∧ g_n = f + g_n 2 − |f − g_n| 2 ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V_2, μ).

By Lemma 6.6, f ∧ g_n ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V_1, μ) for all n ∈ N. Moreover

lim_{n→∞} f ∧ g_n = lim_{n→∞} ( f + g_n 2 − |f − g_n| 2 ) = f + g 2 − |f − g| 2 = f ∧ g = f in L^2(V_1, μ).

Since ( ⟨·, ·⟩_{^H}1,2_{0 (V2,μ)}, ^H^{1,2}_0 (V_2, μ) ) is a Dirichlet form,

sup_{n≥1} ‖f ∧ g_n‖_{^H}1,2_{0 (V1 ,μ)}

= sup_{n≥1} ‖f ∧ g_n‖_{^H}1,2_{0 (V2 ,μ)}

= sup_{n≥1} ‖ ‖ f + g^n 2 − |f − g_n| 2 ‖ ‖_{^H1,20 (V2,μ)} ≤ 1 2 sup_{n≥1} ( ‖f‖_{^H}1,2_{0 (V2 ,μ)} + ‖g_n‖_{^H}1,2_{0 (V2,μ)} + ‖ ‖|f| ‖ ‖_{^H1,20 (V2 ,μ)} + ‖ ‖|g_n| ‖ ‖_{^H1,20 (V2 ,μ)}) ≤ sup_{n≥1} ( ‖f‖_{^H}1,2_{0 (V2 ,μ)} + ‖g_n‖_{^H}1,2_{0 (V2,μ)} ) < ∞. Thus by the Banach-Alaoglu Theorem, f ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (V_1, μ). □

Lemma 6.8 Assume (A) and consider the framework in Section 2. Let α > 0 and h ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R^d ) satisfy ∫ R^d (α − L)u · h d^μ = 0 for all u ∈ D(L^0)_{0,b}.

Then, h ∈ ^H^{1,2}_{loc} (R^d , μ) ∩ L^∞_{loc}(R^d ) and it holds E^0_α(u, h) − ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇u⟩h d^μ = 0 for all u ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , μ)_0. (77) Proof Let α > 0 and h ∈ L^∞_{loc}(R^d ) be as in the statement. Let χ ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ) and u ∈ D(L^0)_b. Take an open ball B so that supp(χ) ⊂ B. Then, χu ∈ D(L^0)_{0,b} with supp(χu) ⊂ B and L^0(χu) = χL^0u + uL^0χ + ⟨A∇χ, ∇u⟩. Thus, for each u ∈ D(L^0)_b it holds that ∫ R^d (α − L^0)u · (χh)d^μ = ∫ R^d (α − L^0)(uχ) · h d^μ + ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇χ, ∇u⟩h d^μ + ∫ R^d uL^0χ · h d^μ = ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇(uχ)⟩h d^μ + ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇χ, ∇u⟩h d^μ + ∫ R^d uL^0χ · h d^μ. (78) Define a map T : D(E^0) → R by T u = ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇(uχ)⟩h d^μ + ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇χ, ∇u⟩h d^μ + ∫ R^d uL^0χ · h d^μ, u ∈ D(E^0). Then, T is continuous with respect to the norm ‖ · ‖_{D(E} 0_) since |T u| ≤ ‖ψB‖_L2_{(R}d_{,μ)}‖χ‖_H1,∞_{(B)}‖h‖_L∞_{(B)} · ( λ^{− 12}_B + α^{−1} ‖ ‖ ‖ 1 ψ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L∞(B)} ) E^0_α(u, u)^{12} + ‖h‖_L∞_{(R}d_)E^0(χ, χ)^{12} E^0(u, u)^{12} + ‖h‖_L∞_{(R}d_)‖L^0χ‖_L2_{(R}d_{,^μ)}‖u‖_L2_{(R}d_{,^μ)}.

By the Riesz representation theorem, there exists v ∈ D(E^0) such that E^0_α(u, v) = T u for all u ∈ D(E^0), (79) which together with (78) imply ∫ R^d (α − L^0)u · (χh − v)d^μ = 0 for all u ∈ D(L^0)_b. (80) Since (L^0, D(L^0)) is the generator of the symmetric Dirichlet form (E^0, D(E^0)), we have (α−L^0)(D(L^0)_b) ⊂ L^2(R^d , ^μ) densely. Therefore, (80) implies χh − v = 0. In particular, χh = v ∈ D(E^0), so that h ∈ ^H^{1,2}_{loc} (Rd , μ). Moreover, it follows from (79) that

E^0_α(u, χh) = ∫ R^d ⟨B, ∇(uχ)⟩h d^μ + ∫ R^d ⟨ ^A∇χ, ∇u⟩h d^μ + ∫ R^d uL^0χ · h d^μ for all u ∈ D(E^0). (81)

Therefore, for each u ∈ ^H^{1,2}_0 (R^d , ^μ)_0 ⊂ D(E^0), choosing a function χ ∈ C^∞_0 (R^d ) with χ = 1 on supp(|u|dx), we obtain (77) from (81), as desired. □

References

[1] A. Arapostathis, V. S. Borkar, M. K. Ghosh, Ergodic control of diffusion processes, Encyclopedia of Mathematics and its Applications vol. 143, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2012.

[2] L. Beznea, N. Boboc, Potential theory and right processes, Math. Appl., 572, Kluwer Academic Publishers, Dordrecht, 2004. vi+370 pp. ISBN:1-4020-2496-7.

[3] L. Beznea, I. Cîmpean, M. Röckner, Irreducible recurrence, ergodicity, and extremality of invariant measures for resolvents Stochastic Processes and their Applications. 128 (2018), 1405–1437.

[4] N. Bouleau, F. Hirsch, Dirichlet forms and analysis on Wiener space, De Gruyter Studies in Mathematics, 14. Walter de Gruyter Berlin, 1991.

[5] H. Brezis, Functional analysis, Sobolev spaces and partial differential equations, Universitext.

Springer, New York, 2011.

[6] Z. Chen, Z. Huan, On the continuity of the mth root of a continuous nonnegative definite matrixvalued function. J. Math. Anal. Appl. 209(1), 60–66 (1997)

[7] L.C. Evans, R.F. Gariepy, Measure theory and fine properties of functions, Revised edition. Textbooks in Mathematics. CRC Press, Boca Raton, FL, 2015.

[8] D. Gilbarg, N.S. Trudinger, Elliptic partial differential equations of second order, Reprint of the 1998 edition. Classics in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001.

[9] M. Gim, G. Trutnau, Conservativeness criteria for generalized Dirichlet forms, J. Math. Anal.

Appl.448(2017), no.2, 1419–1449.

[10] C.-R. Hwang, S.-Y. Hwang-Ma, S.-J. Sheu, Accelerating diffusions, Ann. Appl. Probab. 15 (2005), 1433–1444.

[11] D. Itkin, B. Koch, M. Larsson, J. Teichmann, Ergodic robust maximization of asymptotic growth under stochastic volatility, arXiv:2211.15628.

[12] I. Karatzas, S. Shreve. Brownian motion and stochastic calculus, Second edition. Graduate Texts in Mathematics, 113. Springer-Verlag, New York, 1991.

[13] N.V. Krylov, Lectures on elliptic and parabolic equations in Sobolev spaces. Grad. Stud. Math., 96 American Mathematical Society, Providence, RI, 2008

[14] H. Lee, G. Trutnau, Well-posedness for a class of degenerate Itô stochastic differential equations with fully discontinuous coefficients, Symmetry 12 (2020), no. 4, 570.

[15] H. Lee, W. Stannat, G. Trutnau, Analytic theory of Itô-stochastic differential equations with non-smooth coefficients, SpringerBriefs in Probability and Mathematical Statistics. Springer, Singapore, 2022.

[16] H. Lee, G. Trutnau, Existence and uniqueness of (infinitesimally) invariant measures for second order partial differential operators on Euclidean space, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 507 (2022), no. 1, Paper No. 125778,

[17] G. Lumer, R. Phillips, Dissipative operators in a Banach space Pacific J. Math. 11, 1961, 679–698.

[18] Y.A. Ma, T. Chen, E. Fox, A complete recipe for stochastic gradient MCMC, Advances in neural information processing systems 28 (2015).

[19] Z. Ma, M. Röckner, Introduction to the theory of (nonsymmetric) Dirichlet forms, Universitext.

Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1992

[20] I. Pavlyukevich and G. Shevchenko, Stratonovich stochastic differential equation with irregular coefficients: Girsanov’s example revisited, Bernoulli 26 (2020), no. 2, 1381–1409.

[21] V. Peil, G. Trutnau, Existence and approximation of Hunt processes associated with generalized Dirichlet forms, Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Top. 14 (4) (2011) 613–628.

[22] W. Stannat, The theory of generalized Dirichlet forms and its applications in analysis and stochastics, Mem. Amer. Math. Soc. 142 (1999).

[23] W. Stannat, (Nonsymmetric) Dirichlet operators on L^1: Existence, uniqueness and associated Markov processes, Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup. Pisa Cl. Sci. (4) 28. 1999. No. 1. 99-140.

[24] M. Takeda: On a martingale method for symmetric diffusion processes and its applications. Osaka J. Math. 26 (1989), no. 3, 605–623.

[25] M. Takeda, G. Trutnau, Conservativeness of non-symmetric diffusion processes generated by perturbed divergence forms, Forum Math. 24 (2012), no. 2, 419–444.

[26] N.S. Trudinger, Linear elliptic operators with measurable coefficients, Ann. Scuola Norm. Sup.

Pisa (3) 27 (1973), 265–308.

[27] N.S. Trudinger, Maximum principles for linear, non-uniformly elliptic operators with measurable coefficients, Math. Z. 156 (1977), no. 3, 291–301.

[28] G. Trutnau, On Hunt processes and strict capacities associated with generalized Dirichlet forms, Infin. Dimens. Anal. Quantum Probab. Relat. Top. 8 (2005), no. 3, 357-382.

[29] G. Trutnau: A short note on Lyons-Zheng decomposition in the non-sectorial case. Proceedings of RIMS Workshop on Stochastic Analysis and Applications, 237–245, RIMS Kôkyûroku Bessatsu, B6, Res. Inst. Math. Sci. (RIMS), Kyoto, 2008.

Haesung Lee Department of Mathematics and Big Data Science, Kumoh National Institute of Technology, Gumi, Gyeongsangbuk-do 39177, Republic of Korea, E-mail: fthslt@kumoh.ac.kr

Gerald Trutnau Department of Mathematical Sciences and Research Institute of Mathematics of Seoul National University, 1 Gwanak-Ro, Gwanak-Gu, Seoul 08826, South Korea, E-mail: trutnau@snu.ac.kr