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An ergodic theorem for asymptotically periodic time-inhomogeneous

Markov processes, with application to quasi-stationarity with moving
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Abstract

This paper deals with ergodic theorems for particular time-inhomogeneous Markov processes, whose time-
inhomogeneity is asymptotically periodic. Under a Lyapunov/ minorization condition, it is shown that, for any
measurable bounded function f, the time average 3 fo f(Xs)ds converges in LL? towards a limiting distribution,
starting from any initial distribution for the process (X, t)tZO This convergence can be improved to an almost
sure convergence under an additional assumption on the initial measure. This result will be then applied to
show the existence of a quasi-ergodic distribution for processes absorbed by an asymptotically periodic moving
boundary, satisfying a conditional Doeblin condition.
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Notation

Throughout we shall use the following notation:

N={1,2,...,}  and Z, = {0} UN.

M (E) denotes the space of the probability measures whose support is included in E.
B(E) denotes the set of the measurable bounded functions defined on FE.

Bi(E): denotes the set of the measurable functions f defined on E such that || f|lc < 1.

For all u € M1( ) and p € N, LP(u) denotes the set of the measurable functions f : F +— R such that
Je 1f (@) Pu(de) < +oo.

For any pu € M;(E) and f € L!(u), denote
~ [ r@utiz)
E

My (¥) = {p € My(E) : p(¢) < +oo}.

For any positive function 1,

Id denotes the Identity operator.
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1 Introduction

In general, an ergodic theorem for a Markov process (X¢):>0 and probability measure 7 refers to the almost sure
convergence

¢ [ 0as = w0, vr L), (1)

In the time-homogeneous setting, such an ergodic theorem holds for positive Harris recurrent Markov processes
with the limiting distribution 7 corresponding to an invariant measure for the underlying Markov process. For
time-inhomogeneous Markov processes, such a result does not hold in general (in particular the notion of invariant
measure is in general not well-defined), except for specific types of time-inhomogeneity such as periodic time-
inhomogeneous Markov processes, defined as time-inhomogeneous Markov processes for which there exists v > 0
such that, for any s <t, k € Z and z,

BLX; € [X, = 2] = B[Xyix € [ Xosny = al. (2)

In other words, a time-inhomogeneous Markov process is periodic when the transition law between any times s
and ¢ remains unchanged when the time interval [s, ¢] is shifted by a multiple of the period 7. In particular, this
implies that, for any s € [0,7), the Markov chain (Xs1ny)nez, is time-homogeneous. This fact allowed Hépfner
et al. (in [20, 21} 22]) to show that, if the skeleton Markov chain (X, )necz, is Harris recurrent, then the chains
(Xstny)nez,, for all s € [0,7), are also Harris recurrent and

¥

/ f(Xs)ds — 1 ms(f)ds, almost surely, from any initial measure,
t—o00 vy

where 7, is the invariant measure for (Xsiny)nez, -

This paper aims to prove a similar result for time-inhomogeneous Markov processes said to be asymptotically
periodic. Roughly speaking (a precise definition of which will be explicitly given later), an asymptotically periodic
Markov process is such that, given a time interval T' > 0, its transition law on the interval [s, s+7] is asymptotically

"close to" the one, on the same interval, of a periodic time-inhomogeneous Markov process called an auziliary
Markov process, when s — oo. This definition is very similar to the notion of asymptotic homogeneization, defined
as follows in [Il Subsection 3.3]: a time-inhomogeneous Markov process (X¢):>o is said to be asymptotically
homogeneous if there exists a time-homogeneous Markovian semigroup (Q¢):>o such that, for all s > 0,

tlggo sup [|P[X;1s € | Xy = 2] — 5IQS||TV =0, (3)

where, for two positive measures with finite mass p; and po, ||p1 — pz||7v is the total variation distance between
p1 and po:

1 = pellrv == sup [ua(f) — p2(f)l- (4)

feB(E)
In particular, it is well-known (see [I, Theorem 3.11]) that, under this suitable additional conditions, an asymp-
totically homogeneous Markov process converges towards a probability measure which is invariant for (Q¢)¢>0.
It is similarly expected that an asymptotically periodic process has the same asymptotic properties as a periodic
Markov process; in particular an ergodic theorem holds for the asymptotically periodic process.
The main result of this paper provides for an asymptotically periodic Markov process to satisfy

t—o0

/ f(Xs)ds —> / Bs(f)ds, VfeB(E),Yue Mi(E), (5)

whereby Py, is a probability measure under which Xg ~ p, and where 8, is the limiting distribution of the
skeleton Markov chain (Xsqny)nez, , if it satisfies a Lyapunov-type condition, a local Doeblin condition (defined
further in Section [2), and is such that its auxiliary process satisfies a Lyapunov/minorization condition.

Furthermore, this convergence result holds almost surely if a Lyapunov function of the process (X;):>0, denoted
by 1, is integrable with respect to the initial measure:

1 t Po, M—dlmost surely 1
;/0 f(Xs)ds / Bs(f)ds, Ve Myi(y).

t~>oo



This will be more precisely stated and proved in Section 2.

The main motivation of this paper is then to deal with quasi-stationarity with moving boundaries, that is the
study of asymptotic properties for the process X, conditioned not to reach some moving subset of the state space.
In particular, such a study is motivated by models such as those presented in [3], studying Brownian particles
absorbed by cells whose volume may vary over time.

Quasi-stationarity with moving boundaries has been studied in particular in [24} 25], where a "conditional
ergodic theorem" (see further the definition of a quasi-ergodic distribution) has been shown when the absorbing
boundaries move periodically. In this paper, we show that a similar result holds when the boundary is asymptot-
ically periodic, assuming that the process satisfies a conditional Doeblin condition (see Assumption (A’)). This
will be dealt with in Section [3l

The paper will be concluded by using these results in two examples: an ergodic theorem for an asymptotically
periodic Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process, and the existence of a unique quasi-ergodic distribution for a Brownian
motion confined between two symmetric asymptotically periodic functions.

2 Ergodic theorem for asymptotically periodic time-inhomogeneous
semigroup.
Asymptotic periodicity: the definition.

Let (E, ) be a measurable space. Consider {(E¢, &)i>0, (Ps,t)s<t} & Markovian time-inhomogeneous semigroup,
giving a family of measurable subspaces of (E, £), denoted by (Ey, &)>0, and a family of linear operator (Ps¢)s<t,
with Py, : B(E,) — B(E,), satisfying for any r < s <'t,

Ps,s = Id; Ps,t]]-Et = ]]-E's; PT,sPs,t = Pr,t-

In particular, associated to {(Ey, E)i>0, (Ps,t)s<t} is a Markov process (X¢)i>0 and a family of probability meas-
ures (Ps ;)s>0,2ek, such that, for any s < ¢,z € Es and A € &,

]P)sm[XteA] st]]-A( )

We denote Py, := [, P 2. Ps, op(dz) for any probability measure p supported on E;. We also denote by E, , and
Es . the expectations assomated to P, and P, ,, respectively. Finally, the following notation will be used for
e Mi(Es), s<tand f € B(E),

MPs,tf = Es,u[f(Xt)]a MPs,t = Ps,u[Xt S ]

The periodicity of a time-inhomogeneous semigroup is defined as follows. We say a semigroup {(Fi, F)i>0, (@s,t)s<t }
is y-periodic (for v > 0), if, for any s <,

(B Ft) = (Bt Fraky )y Qsit = Qsthy,ttky,  Vhk € Zy.
It is now possible to define an asymptotically periodic semigroup.

Definition 1 (Asymptotically periodic semigroups). A time-inhomogeneous semigroup {(Ey, &;)i>0, (Ps,t)s<t} I8
said to be asymptotically periodic if (for some « > 0) there exists a y-periodic semigroup {(Fy, F¢)i>0, (@s,t)s<t}
and two families of functions (1s)s>0 and (1/)s)s>0 such that ‘/’er'y = 1), for all s > 0, and for any s € [0,7):

L. U;O:O lek EeiiyNFs # 0;

2. there exists z, € UZOZO ﬂl>k Est1y N Fy such that, for any n € Z,

||6xsps+k'y,s+(k+n)vW)s+(k+n)'y X ] - 6mst,s+n’YW~)s X ']”TV kjo 0. (6)

The semigroup {(F, Fi)i>0, (@s.t)s<t} is then called the auziliary semigroup of (Pst)s<t-



When ¢, = 155 = 1 for all s > 0, we say that the semigroup (Ps:)s<¢ is asymptotically periodic in total
variation. By extension, we will say that the process (X;):>0 is asymptotically periodic (in total variation) if the
associated semigroup {(E¢, &t)i>0, (Pst)s<t} is asymptotically periodic (in total variation).

In what follows, the functions (¢s)s>0 and (1/35)56[077) will play the role of Lyapunov functions (that is to
say satisfying Assumption [I] (ii) below) for the semigroups (Ps:)s<: and (Qs,:)s<: respectively. The introduction
of these functions in the definition of asymptotically periodic semigroups will allow us to establish an ergodic
theorem for processes satisfying the Lyapunov/minorization conditions written below.

Lyapunov/minorization conditions.

The main assumption of Theorem [Il which will be provided later, will be that the asymptotically periodic Markov
process satisfies the following assumption.

Assumption 1. There exist t1 > 0, ng € N, ¢ > 0, 0 € (0,1), a family of measurable sets (Ky)i>o0 such that
Ky C E; for allt > 0, a family of probability measures (Vs) ~q on (Ks)s>0, and a family of functions (1s)s>0, all
lower-bounded by 1, such that: -

(i) For any s >0, x € K, and n > ny,
6mPs,s+nt1 Z Cys+nt1-

(i) For any s > 0,
Ps,s+t1 ¢s+t1 S 9¢s + CV]]-KS

(iii) For any s >0 and t € [0,11),
Ps75+t¢s+t < C"/’s-

When a semigroup (Ps +)s<+ satisfies Assumption [l as stated above, we will say that the family of functions
(1s)s>0 are Lyapunov functions for the semigroup (Ps,)s<¢. In particular, under (i7) and (i44), it is easy to prove
that for any s < t,

C
P, <C (1 + m) Ps. (7)

We remark in particular that Assumption [0l implies an ezponential weak ergodicity in 1, -distance, that is we
have the existence of two constants C' > 0 and x > 0 such that, for all s < ¢ and for all probability measures
H1, p2 € Ml(ES)v

11 Pst = paPstllp, < C'Jpr (v5) + pa(ths)Je "2, (8)

whereby, for a given function 1, ||u — v||y is the ¢-distance defined to be

| = vy = sup [u(f) —v(f)l, VYu,ve Mi(¥).
fl<v

In particular, when ¢ = 1 for all ¢ > 0, the -distance is the total variation distance. If we have weak ergodicity
[@®) in the time-homogeneous setting (see in particular [15]), the proof of [15, Theorem 1.3.] can be adapted to a
general time-inhomogeneous framework (see for example [6 Subsection 9.5] ).

The main theorem and proof.

The main result of this paper is the following.

Theorem 1. Let {(Et, &) i>0, (Ps,t)s<ts (X1)1>0, (Ps,z)s>0.0cE, } be an asymptotically ~y-periodic time-inhomogeneous
Markov process, with v > 0, and denote by {(Fy, Fi)i>0, (Qs,t)s<t} its periodic auziliary semigroup. Also, denote
by (¥s)s>0 and (Vs)s>o the two families of functions as defined in Definition[dl. Assume moreover that:

1. The semigroups (Ps)s<t and (Qst)s<t satisfy Assumptiondl, with (1s)s>0 and (1/35)520 as Lyapunov func-
tions respectively.

2. For any s € [0,7), (Vstny)nez, converges pointwisely to V.



Then, for any p € M1(Ey) such that p(io) < oo,

v t;>007 (9)

1 [t e ]
Hg/o 1Py s[s x Jds — ;/O 8,Qo.[ths % |ds

whereby B € My (Fy) is the unique invariant probability measure of the skeleton semigroup (Qon~)nez, satisfying
B, (1o) < 400. Moreover, for any f € B(E) we have:

1. For any p € M1(Ey),

1t 1 (7
Eo,, ‘; /0 Fexds - 1 /0 8, Q0. fds

2
] = 0. (10)
2. If moreover u(ig) < o0, then

1 [ 1 [

—/ f(Xs)ds — —/ ByQo,sfds,  Po, — almost surely. (11)

tJo t—oo v Jo

Remark 1. When Assumption [l hold for Ky = Ey for any s, then the condition (i) in Assumption [ implies
Doeblin condition.

Doeblin condition. There exists to > 0, ¢ > 0 and a family of probability measure (v;)i>0 on (E})i>0 such that,
for any s >0 and x € E;,
6IPS7S+750 > CVs+ttg- (12)

In fact, if we assume that Assumption [l (i) holds for K¢ = E, Doeblin condition holds by setting tg := noty.
Conversely, the Doeblin condition implies the conditions (i)-(ii)-(iii) with K5 = Es and 9, = 1g, for all s > 0,
so that these conditions are equivalent. In fact, (ii) and (iii) straightforwardly hold true for (Ks)s>0 = (Es)s>0,
(¥s)s>0 = (Lg,)s>0, C =1, any 0 € (0,1) and any t; > 0. Setting t; = ¢¢ and ng = 1, the Doeblin condition
entails that, for any s € [0,%1),

6mP575+t1 Z ClUgttq, Vo € Es.

Integrating this inequality over pu € Mj(E;), one obtains
/'I’PS,S-"-tl 2 ClVstty, Vs € [Outl)uvﬂ € Ml(ES)

Then, by the Markov property, for all s € [0,¢1), © € Es and n € N, we have

51Ps,s+nt1 - (6mPs,s+(n—l)t1)Ps—i-(n—l)tl,s+nt1 Z Clsiqnt;

which is (i).
Theorem [ then entails the following corollary.

Corollary 1. Let (Xy)i>0 be asymptotically y-periodic in total variation distance. If (Xi)i>o and its auziliary
semigroup satisfy a Doeblin condition, then the convergence ([I0)) is improved to

1 1 [
+ [ recgas =2 [ aqusas

sup sup [Eg,
HEM1(Eo) fEB1(E)

2
] — 0.
t—o00

Moreover, the almost sure convergence ([I) holds for any initial measure .

Remark 2. We also note that, if the convergence (@) holds for all z € (J;— ;>4 Es+iy N Fs, then this implies (@)
and therefore the pointwise convergence of (Ys4n)nez, to s (by taking n = 0 in (@)
Proof of Theorem [ The proof is divided into five steps.

First step. Since the auxiliary semigroup (Qs,:)s<¢ satisfies Assumption [l with (1/35)520 as Lyapunov functions,
the time-homogeneous semigroup (Qo,ny)nez, satisfies assumptions 1 and 2 of [15], which we now recall (using
our notation).



Assumption 2 (Assumption 1, [I5]). There exists V : Fy — [0,+00), n1 € N and constants K > 0 and x € (0,1)
such that
QoninV <KV + K.

Assumption 3 (Assumption 2, [15]). There exists a constant o € (0,1) and a probability measure v such that

inf 0;Qo,ny > av(-),

z€CR
with Cr = {x € Fy : V(z) < R} for some R > 2K/(1 — k), whereby ny, K and r are the constants from
Assumption [2.

In fact, since (Qs,¢)s<¢ satisfies (ii) and (iii) of Assumption[I] there exists C' > 0, 8 € (0,1), t; > 0 and (K)s>0
such that ~ ~
Qs,ertlwertl S 91/15 + O]]-Ks; VS Z 0; (13)

and i )
Qs, s+t1/fs+t < Cvs, Vs>0,Vte0,t1).

We let ny € N be such that "2C(1 + 1<) < 1. By ([3) and recalling that Y = 1~ for all t > 0, one has for

any s > 0 and n € N,
C

Qs,s+ntﬂ/~)s+nt1 < 0" + 1-0 (14)

Thus, for all ny > [228],

c - C
1_9)¢0+1_97

~ ~ ~ C
QO,’H’YU)O = Qoﬁnl’)'*nzh in'}’*n2tlynl'¥¢n17 < 9712@01”1’7*"275177/}711’)'*”2151 + m < 9”20(1 +

where we successively used the property of semigroup of (Qs +)s<t, ([]ZI) and (7) applied to (Qs,)s<¢. Hence one

has Assumption @ by setting V = o, k := =0"C(1+ 5 e 179) and K := —9

We now prove Assumption [l To this end, we 1ntr0duce a Markov process (Y;);>0 and a family of probability
measures (Ps ;)s>0.zcr, such that

Poo(Y; € A) = Qs la(z), Vs<txzeF,,AcF.

In what follows, for all s > 0 and x € F§, we will use the notation IAES@ for the expectation associated to ]f”s .
Moreover, we define
Tk = 1nf{n S Z+ : Ynt1 S Kntl}-

Then, using (I3) recursively, for all £ € N, R > 0 and = € Cg (recalling that Cg is defined in the statement of
Assumption B]) we have

Bo 2 [¥rty YVies ) Iy k] = Bo o [T >k—1fE(k71)t1 Yoy, (Drty Vet ) L k)]

< B0 [P 1yt Yooy ) L sk—1] < 0%4o(x) < ROF.
Since 1/1“1 > 1forall k € Z4, then for all z € Cg, for all k € Z,

Po. (T > k) < RO".

In particular, there exists kg > ng such that, for all k > kg — ng,

L\:JI)—l



Hence, for all x € Cg,

]i}()—’ﬂ()
5mQO,kot1 = ]P)O,I(Yk()tl € ) 2 Z E0>m(]]‘Tk:iPitl>Xif1 (Ykotl < ))

1=0

kof’n,[)
Z C Z EO,m(]]-TK:i) X Vk?otl

=0

= C]P)Qm(TK < ko— nO)Vkotl

C

Z §Vk0t1 .

Hence, for all ny > fk‘ifl 1, for all z € Cpg,

C
6IQ0,k0t1 Qkotl,nl’y Z Eykotl ngtl,nl'y-

Thus, Assumption B is satisfied taking ny := f"QTtl] v (k‘i%}, a:=§ and v(-) 1= Vrot, Qroty nivy-
Then, by [15, Theorem 1.2], Assumptions [2 and Bl imply that Qo n,, admits a unique invariant probability
measure 3,. Furthermore, there exists constants C' > 0 and 0 € (0, 1) such that, for all u € M;(Fp),

11Q0 sy — Byl g, < Craltho)s™. (15)

Since 3, is the unique invariant probability measure of Qo »,~ and noting that 3,Qo - is invariant for Qo n,~, we
deduce that 3, is the unique invariant probability measure for Qo 4 and, by (IT), for all i such that p(1g) < +o0,

[1Qo0,ny — ﬁv”u}, — 0.

n—00

Now, for any s > 0, note that 6wQ51[%hiEO < 400 for all € F; (this is a consequence of () applied to the
semigroup (Qs+)s<t), and therefore, taking pu = 6sz)[%]v in the above convergence,

102 Qs.ny = Byllg, —2 0

for all x € F,. Hence, since Qm)mﬁiﬁs <C(+ %)@Em by (@), we conclude from the above convergence that

C
||6sz,s+nv - B'yQO,st}S S C(l + m)”ész,nv - ﬁv”{;o — 0. (16)

n—r00

Moreover, (1) < +o0.
Second step. The first part of this step (until the equality ([20)) is inspired by the proof of [I, Theorem 3.11].
We fix s € [0,7]. Without loss of generality, we assume that (), Est1y N Fs # 0. Then, by Definition [I]
there exists x, € ﬂl>0 Es11y N Fy such that for any n > 0, -

||6m3Ps+k'y,s+(k+n)’y[¢S+(k+n)’y X ] - 615Qs,s+n’y[/‘;s X ']”TV kjo 0,
which implies by (I6) that
nlggo klinolo ||5msPs+k'y,s+(k+n)v[ws-i-(k—i-n)'y X ] - ﬂ’yQO,s[i/;s X ']”TV =0. (17)

Then, by the Markov property, (), and (), one obtains that, for any k,n € N and x € ()5 Estiy,

||61PS,S+(k+n)'y - 61P5+k775+(k+n)’)’||ws+(k+n)»y = || (6mPs,s+k’y) Ps+k'y,s+(k+n)'y - 6$P5+k'}’75+(k+n)’)’||ws+(k+n)'y

< '[Py sty sty () + s (2)]e " < O [1hs (@) + 7/1s+k7(13)(]67)’17n7
18



whereby C” := C’ (C (1 + %) Vv 1). Then, for any k,n € N,

||6msPs,s+(k+n)v[ws-i-(k:—i-n)'y X ] - ﬂ’yQO,S[&s X ']”TV
< Cl/[¢5(x) + '@/Js-i-kv (x)]e—mn + ||6CE3PS+k’y,s+(k+n)'y[¢s+(k+n)'y X ] - BWQO,SWJS X ']||TV= (19)

which by (I7) and the pointwise convergence of (954 xy)rez, implies that

lim ||6m3Ps,s+n'y [¢s+n'y X ] _B'yQO,s [’@[;s X ] ||TV = nh—{r;o hl{:n sup ||6LES Ps,s+(k+n)’y[ws+(k+n)'y X ']_ﬁvQO,s[qﬁs X ] ||TV =0.
—00

n—00

(20)
The weak ergodicity (8) implies therefore that the previous convergence actually holds for any initial distribution
€ M1 (Ey) satisfying p(1pg) < 400, so that

||,UPO,s+n’Y[1/)s+n'y X ] - B’YQO,SWNJS X ']HTV — 0. (21)

n—oo

Since || 1Py sty [Vsiny X ] — ByQo.s[ths x J||rv < 2 for all u € My(Ep), s > 0 and n € Z,, 1) and Lebesgue’s
dominated convergence theorem implies that

1 [ ~

_/ ”:UPO,SnLn'yW)ern'y X ] - ﬂ'yQO,SWJS X ']HTVdS — 0,

’y 0 n— o0
which implies that

— 0.

TV n—oo

1 [ 1 i
H;/o PP s +ny [Ystny X ]ds — ;/0 By Qo.s[ths x -|ds

By Cesaro’s lemma, this allows us to conclude that, for any pu € M1(Ep) such that u(¢g) < 400,

1/t 1 [ )
H;/O /LPO,SWJS X -]ds — ;/0 ﬂ’yQO,s[i/}s x -|ds

TV

=]

2+

t
< ﬁ %/07 WP s ky [Vsginy X -]ds — % /O’Y By Qo5 [1hs x -]ds - + %/LLJ pPos[s x -]ds = 0,
7 k=0 v v
which concludes the proof of ([@).
Third step. In the same manner, we now prove that, for any u € Mj(Ep) such that p(wy) < 400,
I I
Hg/o 1Py sds — ;/0 B4Qo,sds - = 0. (22)

In fact, for any function f bounded by 1 and p € M (Ep) such that u(p) < +oo,

] ~ 8.Qo [JJS ‘ %H

S

‘,U'PO,San'y |:1/)s+n'y X ——
ws-i-nv

< ‘,UJPO,SJrn'y |:¢s+n'y X

+

}—BVQO,S [ﬁsx ! }

djs—i-n'y

ﬁ'yQO,s |:1/~}s X ws-if-nv:| - ﬂ'yQO,s |:1/)~5 X é:H

|- hox L
1/)5+n'y:| BWQO)S |:¢5 . 1/; :H -

S

djs—i-n'y

< HMPOvS'i‘"V[d]S‘HVY X ] - ﬁVQO,S[’@[;S X .]HTV + ﬂvQO,s |:’¢;s X

We now remark that, since ¥s4ny > 1 for any s and n € Z,, one has that
Vs

1/}s+n'y

—1‘g1+155.



Since (Vsny)nez, converges pointwisely towards 155 and 67Q0751/~15 < 400, Lebesgue’s dominated convergence
theorem implies
f f

o] sanfid

S

— 0.

sup
n—oo

feBi(E)

B'yQO,s |:1Zs X

Then, using (2I]), one has
H,LLPO,ern'y - ﬂ’yQO,SHTV n:>>o 07

which allows us to conclude (22), using the same argument as in the first step.

Fourth step. In order to show the L2-ergodic theorem, we let f € B(E). For any x € Ey and t > 0,

+ [ rovas—mo 1 [ i) 21

=5 | ol 1) = Bl (X )IBa, F(X,)]) duds

= 2 [ [ B ) (700 ~ Boulf D) duds
:t% /0 / Eo.s [£(Xa) (Eax. [ (Xu)] = Eus,p., [F(Xu)])] duds,

whereby the Markov property was used on the last line. By () (weak ergodicity) and (), one obtains for any
s < t,

By . [f(X0)] = B, ., [F(X0)]] < C" [ f loo[trs(X) + o (@)]e ™7, o, — almost surely,  (23)
whereby C” was defined in the first part. As a result, for any x € Fy and ¢ > 0,

2

t t 20" o 3 3
[ rcas—mos [3 [ socas) | | < 2 [ e 0016 (R e duds
" . t _ p—Kt
:%/ ool (X)|(02(X.) + (@) e s
0 K
20" - 20" Ooefnt t
PO e [ [ 100000+ o] - 2= g0 0K (ol
Then, by (@), there exists a constant C > 0 such that, for any x € FEy, when t — oo,
1 1 1 Cllfllee 1
4 [ ot mae 1 [ scoas]| | < U= L My 00 i o (1) 20

Since f € B(E) and by definition of the total variation distance, (22) implies that, for all € Ej,

1 [ 1 [
R I

Then, using ([22)), one deduces that, for any = € Ey and bounded function f,

1 1 [ ?
2| rcos == [ aqugas ]

<2 (Eo,z G /0 s 1 /O tPo,sf(I)>2

— 0.

TV t—o0

1/t 1 [
< ”f”oo H;/ 6mPO,sd5 - ;/ ﬂ'yQO,st
0 0

1 [t 1 [
+ ‘g/o Posf(x) — ;/0 BQo,sfds

2
) .
t—o0




The convergence for any probability measure u € M (Ey) comes from Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem.

Fifth step. We now fix non-negative f € B(E), and p € My (Ey) satisfying p1(1o) < +00. The following proof
is inspired by the proof of [26, Theorem 12].
Since p(to) < +00, the inequality ([24) entails that there exists a finite constant Cy ,, € (0,00) such that, for

t large enough,
2

I I Ctp
]EO,,U, ; f(XS)dS — ]EO,,U, ? f(XS)dS S T
0 0
Then, for n large enough,
I 1 ‘I ¢
I
Eoﬂu F/O f(XS)dS — Eoﬂu lﬁ/o f(XS)dS] S F

Then, by Chebyshev’s inequality and the Borel-Cantelli lemma, this last inequality implies that

L s

One thereby obtains by the convergence ([22]) that

2
1 n
w2 / f(Xs)ds — Eo — 0, Pg,, — almost surely.
0

n—r oo

n—roo

2
/M 1 (7
o / f(Xs)ds — — / B4Qo,sfds, P, —almost surely. (25)
0 0

Since the nonnegativity of f is assumed, this implies that for any ¢ > 0 we have

[VE)? t [Vt]?
Xs)ds < X,)ds < X, )ds.
/0 f()8</0f()s</0 F(X.)ds

These inequalities and (28) then give that

I I
;/ f(Xs)ds A / B4Qo,sfds,  Po,, — almost surely.
0 - 7 Jo

In order to conclude that the result holds for any bounded measurable function f, it is enough to decompose
f=/f+—f-with f4 := fvO0and f_ = (—f) V0 and apply the above convergence to fy and f_. This concludes
the proof of Theorem [Il O

Proof of Corollary Q. We remark as in the previous proof that, if ||f|lcc < 1 and ¥ = 1, an upper-bound for
the inequality (24) can be obtained, which does not depend on f and x. Likewise, the convergence (2I]) holds
uniformly in the initial measure due to ([23)). O

Remark 3. The proof of Theorem[Il as written above, does not allow to deal with semigroups satisfying a Doeblin
condition with time-dependent constant cg, that is such that there exists tg > 0 and a family of probability
measure (14)¢>0 on (E¢)>0 such that, for all s > 0 and z € Es,

02 Ps sty = CottoVetto-

In fact, under the condition written above, we can show (see for example the proof of the formula (2.7) of [9]
Theorem 2.1]) that, for all s < ¢ and pq1, ue € M1(Es),

|5
|1 Pst — poPs ||y <2 H (1 = ci—kig)-
k=1

10



Hence, by this last inequality with gy = 0, Ps s4ky, fl2 = 0s, replacing s by s + kv and t by s+ (k + n)7y, one
obtains
e
||6mps,s+(k+n)'y - 6wps+k'y,s+(k+n)'y”TV <2 H (1 - cS+(k+n)77lt())7
1=1
replacing therefore the inequality (I8) in the proof of Theorem[Il Plugging therefore this last inequality into the
formula (I9), one obtains

3
2

55

||6xPs,s+(k+n)v - B’yQO,sHTV S 2 (1 - Cs+(k+n)'y—lt0) + ||6xPs+kv,s+(k+n)'y - ﬂ’yQO,S”TV-
1

o]

~

Hence, we see that we cannot conclude a similar result when ¢, — 0, as s — +00 since, for n fixed,

%]

lim sup H (1 - Cs+(k+n)’y—lto) =1
=1

k—o0

3 Application to quasi-stationarity with moving boundaries

In this section, (X¢):>o is assumed as being a time-homogeneous Markov process. We consider a family of
measurable subsets (A;);>0 of E, and denote the hitting time

T4 :=1inf{t > 0: X; € A}.

For all s < t, denote by F;; the o-field generated by the family (X, )s<u<t and F; := Fo+. Assume that 74 is a
stopping time with respect to the filtration (F3);>0. Assume also that for any = ¢ Ao,

Py (14 < +o0] =1 and Py x[ta >t >0, Vt>0.

We will be interested in a notion of quasi-stationarity with moving boundaries, which studies the asymptotic
behavior of the Markov process (X;);>o conditioned not to hit (4;);>o up to the time ¢. For non-moving boundaries
(A: = Ag for any t > 0), the quasi-limiting distribution is defined as a probability measure « such that, for at
least one initial measure p and for all measurable subsets A C F,

PO,H[Xt S .AlTA > t] tjo Oé(.A)

Such a definition is equivalent (still in the non-moving framework) to the notion of quasi-stationary distribution
defined as a probability measure « such that, for any ¢ > 0,

Poo[X: € |74 >t = . (26)

If quasi-limiting and quasi-stationary distributions are in general well-defined for time-homogeneous Markov
processes and non-moving boundaries (see [T, 23] for a general overview on the theory of quasi-stationarity),
these notions could be not well-defined for time-inhomogeneous Markov processes or moving boundaries and are
not equivalent anymore. In particular, under reasonable assumptions on irreducibility, it was shown in [24] that
the notion of quasi-stationary distribution as defined by (28] is not well-defined for time-homogeneous Markov
processes absorbed by moving boundaries.

Another asymptotic notion to study is the quasi-ergodic distribution, related to a conditional version of the
ergodic theorem and usually defined as follows.

Definition 2. A probability measure § is a quasi-ergodic distribution if, for some initial measure u € Mj(E\ Ao)
and for any bounded continuous function f,

Eo,, E/O F(X)ds|ra > t] — B(f).

11



In the time-homogeneous setting (in particular for non-moving boundaries), this notion has been extensively
studied (see for example [2] [8] 10 12} 13, [16] 17, 18, 24]). In the "moving boundaries” framework, the existence
of quasi-ergodic distributions has been dealt with in [24] for Markov chains on finite state spaces absorbed by
periodic boundaries, and in [25] for processes satisfying a Champagnat-Villemonais condition (see Assumption
(A’) set later) absorbed by converging or periodic boundaries. In this last paper, the existence of the quasi-ergodic
distribution is dealt with through the following inequality (see [25, Theorem 1]), holding for any initial state x,
s <t and for some constant C,~ > 0 independent of x, s and ¢:

IPo.o(Xs € |74 > t) — Qoo(Xs € )|l7y < Ce 79,
where the family of probability measure (Qs z)s>0,z¢E, is defined by
Q[T == Tlim Ps2[Clta >T], Vs<t,xec E\A,T € Fs,.
— 00

Moreover, [9, Proposition 3.1], there exists a family of positive bounded functions (1;);>0 defined in such that,
for all s <t and x € E,,

Eso(m(Xe)Lri>e) = ns(2).
Then, we can show (this is actually shown in [9]) that
1 (X+)
ns ()

@s,m(l—‘) = Es,w(]]-F,TA>t )

and that, for all u € M;(Ey),

IPou(Xs € -[ra > t) — Qongep(Xs € )|l7y < Ce™ 9,

where ng * p(dz) := %. By triangular inequality, one has
I I C
_/ Pou[X, € lra > t)ds — _/ Qo Xe € 1ds| <. wiso, (27)
t 0 t 0 TV ’Yt

In particular, the inequality (27) implies that there exists a quasi-ergodic distribution § for the process (X;)i>0

absorbed by (A;);>0 if and only if there exist some probability measures p € M1 (Ep) such that 1 fot Qo,nosulXs €

‘|ds converges weakly to 3, when ¢ goes to infinity. In other terms, under Assumption (A’), the existence of a

quasi-ergodic distribution for the absorbed process is equivalent to the law of large number for its Q-process.
Assumption (A’) is now set.

Assumption (A’). There exists a family of probability measures (v¢)i>0, defined on E\ Ay for each t, such that:
(A’1) There exists to > 0 and ¢; > 0 such that

Ps o[ Xstio € -|Ta > s+ to] > C1Vstry, Vs>0,Vz e E\ A,

(A’2) There exists ca > 0 such that

PS1VS [TA > t] > CQ]P)S,I[TA > t], Vs < t,V.I cFk \ AS.

In what follows, we say that the couple {(Xt)i>0, (A¢)i>0} satisfies Assumption (A’) when it holds for the
Markov process (X;):>o considered as absorbed by the moving boundary (A;):>o.

The condition (A’1) is a conditional version of the Doeblin condition (2] and (A’2) is a Harnack-like inequality
on the probabilities of surviving, necessary to deal with the conditioning. They are equivalent to the set of
conditions presented in [T, Definition 2.2], when the non-conservative semigroup is sub-Markovian. In the time-
homogeneous framework, we obtain the Champagnat-Villemonais condition defined in [5] (see Assumption (A)),
shown as being equivalent to the exponential uniform convergence to quasi-stationarity in total variation.

In [25], the existence of a unique quasi-ergodic distribution has been only proved for converging or periodic
boundaries. However, we can expect such a result of existence (and uniqueness) for other kinds of movement for
the boundary. Hence, the aim of this section is to extend the results on the existence of quasi-ergodic distributions
obtained in [25] for Markov processes absorbed by asymptotically periodic moving boundaries.

Now, let us state the following theorem.

12



Theorem 2. Assume that there exists a y-periodic sequence of subsets (By)i>o such that, for any s € [0,7),

E[:=E\ () |JAsy UB. #0

kEZy 1>k
and there exists x5 € Eg such that, for any n < N,

||]P)s+k%ws [Xs+(k+n)'v €,1a>s+(k+N)yl - Ps,ws[Xs-i-vw €75 > s+ N9lllrv kjo 0. (28)

Assume also that Assumption (A’) is satisfied by the couples {(X1)i>0, (Ar)i>0} and {(X1)i>0, (Bi)i>o0}-
Then there exists a probability measure § € M1 (E) such that

‘/f s — ()|

Remark 4. Remark that the condition (28) implies that, for any n € Z,

sup sup IEO "
HEM1(E\Ao) fEBI(E

TA > t] — 0. (29)
t—o00

Potira.lra > s+ (k+1)7] — Poulrs > s +ml.
k—o0
Under the additional condition By C A; for all ¢ > 0, these two conditions are equivalent, since for all n < N,

1Pt by,ze [ Kot (ktn)y € 5Ta > 5+ (k+ N)Y| = Ps o [Xstny € 78 > 5+ N7|l7v
= |Psthy,z. [Xst(ktn)y € 578 < s+ (kK + N)y < 7alllrv
<Psihyz B < s+ (k+N)y <74
= [Pstry,z,[Ta > s+ (k+ NV = Ps o, [15 > s+ N[,

where we used the periodicity of (B;);>o, writing that P, [Xeiny € 7B > 5 + Ny = Psipy . [Xoq (hgn)y €
78 > s+ (k+ N)~] for all k € Z. This implies the following corollary.

Corollary 2. Assume that there exists a y-periodic sequence of subsets (By)i>o, with B, C Ay for allt >0, such
that, for any s € [0,7), there exists x5 € E., such that, for any n < N,

Pothye,[Ta > s+ (k+n)y] — Pog[rp > s+m].

Assume also that Assumption (A°) is satisfied by {(X1)i>0, (Ar)e>0} and {(X)i>0, (Bi)i>o}-
Then there exists 8 € M1(E) such that [29)) holds.

Proof of Theorem[2 Since {(X;)i>0, (Bi)i>0} satisfies Assumption (A’) and (By);>0 is a periodic boundary, we
already know by [25, Theorem 2] that, for any initial distribution s, t — fg Po,u[Xs € |t > t]ds converges
weakly to a quasi-ergodic distribution 5.

The main idea of this proof is to apply Corollary [l Since {(Xt)i>0, (At)e>0} and {(X¢)i>0, (Bt)i>0} satisfy
Assumption (A’), [25, Theorem 1] implies that there exist two families of probability measures (QZ,)s>0zc 5\ 4,
and (Q 2)s>0,0ep\B, such that, for any s <t, x € E\ A,, y € E\ B; and I' € Fy 4,

2.0 = lim P,,[T|ra > 7], and QF,[]= lim P, [I|rp > T].

’ T—o00 7 T—o00
In particular, the quasi-ergodic distribution § is the limit of ¢ +— % fot Q(Jf 41 Xs € -]ds, when t goes to infinity (see
[25, Theorem 5]). Also, by [25, Theorem 1], there exists a constant C' > 0 and k > 0 such that, for any s <t < T,

for any x € E\ Ag,
1Q,[Xe € ] = Po[Xe € |74 > Ty < Ce™ 70,

and for any © € E'\ B,
”Qix[xt €]-Ps m[Xt €-lrg > Tl|lrv < Ce™™ ~(T=t)

13



Moreover, for any s <t < T and z € E,

IPs o[ Xt € |74 > T] =Py o[ Xy € |75 > Tll1v

|| Pse[ Xt €A >T] P [Xe €73 > T
- Poolra >T]  Pyu[rz >T)] v
_ Ps (g >T)Ps (Xt € ,7a>T] PsulXi €73 >T)
T Peu(ra >T)  Poufrg>T]  Pours >T) v
< Pso(tp > T)Psa[Xi € 74 >T]  Psof[Xi €574 > T
T | Psp(ta >T) Ps x5 > T Ps x5 > T v

n Pso[Xo €574 >T] Pyo[Xy €75 > T]

Ps x5 > T Py lm8 > T] TV
|Pso(t >T)— Py y(74 >T)] N IPs.[ Xt € ,7a >T] —Ps o [Xs € 78 > T|l1v
- ]PS@(TB > T) ]PS@[TB > T]
< 2|\]P>Sym[Xt € ,taA>T]—Ps [ Xi €78 > T]||TV, (30)
Ps,m[TB > T]

since |Ps »(78 > T) = Psu(74 > T)| < ||Pso[Xt € ;74 > T) — Ps o[X¢ € -, 78 > T]||7v. Then, we obtain for any
s<t<Tandzé€F.,

IPs 2 [X: € ;74 >T] = Ps [ Xt € -,78 > T|lrv
Ps,x[TB > T] '

12, [X: € ] - QL [X: € Jllzy < 2Ce™ T 42 (31)

s,

The condition (28] implies the existence of x5 € Fy such that, for any n < N, for all k € Z,

lim ||P5+k%zs[Xs+(k+n)7 €, TaA > S+ (k + N)'y] — Ps,xS[Xern'y €, TB > S+ N’Y]HTV =0,

k—o0

which implies by (1) that, for any n < N,

hlIcn sup HQ?-',-]C’Y,LIJS [Xs-i-(k-l-n)v € ] - Qf—i—ky,ms [Xs-l-(k—i-n)'y € ']”TV < 2067“7(1\,7")-
—00

Now, letting N — oo, for any n € Z
Jim Q2 ko [ X st o)y € 1= QF ko [ Xt (hm)y € v = Jim Q2 k. Kot (htmyy € )—QF, (Xoqmy € )lzv = 0.
In other words, the semigroup (Q?)t)sgt defined by

Qf(0) =EL(F(X0), Vs <tVf € B(E\A).Vre B\ A,

is asymptotically periodic (according to the Definition [, with ¢ = z/;s = 1 for all s > 0), associated to the
auxiliary semigroup (Qgt)sgt defined by

B f(x) = EZ,(f(X,), Vs<t,VfeB(E\B) reE\B,.

Moreover, assumptions (A’) satisfied for {(X;)¢>0, (At)i>0} and {(X¢)e>0, (Bt)i>o0} imply that Doeblin condition
holds for these two Q-processes. As a matter of fact, by the Markov property, for all s <t <T and z € F \ As,

Py x,(ta > T)
Poo(Xi €74 >T) =Fss |Lx,cmpot ™
(Xt €|Ta ) o | XE,A>tPS”U‘(TA>T)
[ Ix,cra>t Pix,(ta>T) }
_]P)S,w(TA > t) Pt,gbt,s(#) (ta>T)

I Pt.Xt (TA > T)
=Eyq |Lx,c.—2 >t|. 32
P, Loy (Ta > T) ™ (32)

= Es,m
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y (A]), forall s >0, T > s+tyand v € E'\ Aj,

P5+t07xs+t0 (TA > T)
Pstto,poiig.s@a) (T4 >T)

Pottoy(ra >T)
sttosdetrg,e(52) (TA > T)

TA > S+ 1

Eso | 1xoprpe > /Vs+t0(dy)]P)

that is to say by (32)) that

]P)erto,y(TA > T)
Ps+t01¢s+t0,s(62)(TA > T)

Pua(Xabsy € 14> 1) 2 1 [vissg ()
Letting T'— oo in this last inequality and using [9, Proposition 3.1}, for all s > 0 and 2 € E'\ A,

Ns+t0(Y)
Q?xXSOE'EC/VS o(d .
’ (K ) ' . +to(d9) Pstto,5(0x) (Ms+to)

is then a positive measure whose the mass is lower-bounded by c2 by

The measure [ vy, (dy)—%ﬂjjgg)(gsﬂo)

(A%), since for all s > 0 and T > s + to,

Pt 1(TA > T) >
Vs+tto P T Co.
E\Agteq tode. o (6 )(TA >T)

This proves therefore a Doeblin condition for the semigroup (Qs +)s<t. The same reasoning applies to show also
a Doeblin condition for the semigroup (QF,)s<¢. Then, using 27) then Corollary [I]
t

.1 1t
lim 7/ Po [ Xs € -|Ta >t]ds—tlg£10¥/0 Qéno*u(XS €)ds = hm / QonowX € lds =3,

t—o00

where the limits refer to the convergence in total variation and hold uniformly in the initial measure.
For any € M1(E\ Ay), f € B1(E) and t > 0,

’ /f ds TA>t‘| //IEOH Xu)|Ta > t]duds.

Then, by [25, Theorem 1], for any s < u < ¢, for any p € M (E \ Ap) and f € B(E),

FwW&ﬁMMm>ﬂE&WW&HMHFCWM6 =),

where the expectation EO o+ 18 associated to the probability measure Q(j‘)no* .- Hence, for any u € My (E\ Ap),

f€Bi(F)and t > 0,
MW{]/f w—(ﬁ] //‘ S gy ds

1t ?

wU;Af@Q%—Mﬁ

C(1 — e "t
=kt K2t2

Moreover, since (Qét)sgt is asymptotically periodic in total variation and satisfies the Doeblin condition, like

(QF,)s<t, Corollary [l implies that

TA >t

sup sup EOUO*# U /f )ds — B(f)

HEM 1 (E\Ag) fEBI(E

] — 0.

t—o00

Then . 2
sup sup Eo, U%/O f(Xs)ds — B(f)

HEM(E\Ay) fEB1(E)

TA>t‘| — 0.
t—o00
O

Remark 5. Tt seems that Assumption (A’) can be weaken by a conditional version of Assumption[Il In particular,
such conditions can be derived from the Assumption (F) presented in [6], as it will be shown later by the preprint
[4] in preparation.
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4 Examples

4.1 Asymptotically periodic Ornstein-Uhlenbeck processes

Let (X¢)t>0 be a time-inhomogeneous diffusion process on R satisfying the following stochastic differential equation
dX; = dWy — \(t) X dt,

where (W,);>0 is a one-dimensional Brownian motion and A : [0, 00) — [0,00) is a function such that

sup |A(t)] < +o0
>0

and such that there exists v > 0 such that

s+y
inf / AMu)du > 0.
s20 /g

By It6’s lemma, for any s < ¢,
t t u
X, = e fs A(u)du |:Xs +/ efs >\(’U)d’Uqu:| '

In particular, denoting (Ps ;)s<; the semigroup associated to (X;);>o, for any f € B(R), ¢t > 0 and = € R,

+ t t "
Pouf(@)=E |f e 2@0g 4 o] A“”du\// 20w g av0,1) )]

where A/(0,1) denotes a standard Gaussian variable.

Theorem 3. Assume that there exists a ~y-periodic function g, bounded on R, such that A\ ~;_ g. Then the
assumptions of Theorem [ hold.

Proof. In our case, the auxiliary semigroup (Qs,:)s<: of Definition [l will be defined as follows: for any f € B(R),
t>0and xz € R,

t t t wu
Qsif(x)=E |f|e J. glwydu . 4 o= J. g(u)du\// e2fs 9O gy N(0,1)

In particular, the semigroup (Qs,:)s<: is associated to the process (Y;);>o following
dYy = dW, — g(t)Y,dt.

We first remark that the function 1 : 2 — 1 4+ 22 is a Lyapunov function for (Pst)s<t and (Qs,1)s<¢. In fact, for
any s > 0 and x € R,

st s+ s+ w
Py siq(z) =1+ e’ . Alwyduy2 4 ei2fs A(u)du/ e /. AW gy

S

s+ s+ s+ s+ u
_ 6_2fs k(u)duw(x) +1— 6_2fs A(u)du + 6_2fs )\(u)du/ 62‘[3 k(v)dvdu

< e Cnty)(x) + C,

where C' € (0, +00) and cinr := inf;>g % ftt+7 Au)du > 0. Taking 6 € (e~27¢nt 1), there exists a compact set K
such that, for any s > 0,
Py sy () < 0¢(x) + Clk ().

Moreover, for any s > 0 and t € [0,7), the function P 54¢1/% is upper-bounded uniformly in s and ¢. It remains
therefore to prove Assumption [l (i) for (Ps¢)s<t, which is a consequence of the following lemma.
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Lemma 1. For any a,b_,by > 0, define the subset C(a,b_,by) C M1(R) as
Cla,b_,by) :={N(m,o) : m € [—a,al,o € [b_,bi]}.

Then, for any a,b_,by > 0, there exists a probability measure v and a constant ¢ > 0 such that, for any
ne C(CL, b*v b+>;
> cu.

The proof of this lemma is postponed after the end of this proof.
Since A ~¢,o ¢ and these two functions are bounded on Ry, Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem

implies that, for all s < ¢,
t+ky t
/ Au)du — / g(u)du| — 0.
s+ky s k—oo

In the same way, for all s <,

t+ky u t “
2 A(v)d
[ gy [ 2 g,

s+ky k—=oo Jg

Hence, for any s < t,

t+ky t
— [ Mwdu o~ [ g(wdu

k—o0

t+k'y t-‘rk’y u
S+k7 / A(v)d Udu e S g(u)du / v)dv
+I€’Y k—o0

Using [I4, Theorem 1.3.], for any = € R,

e

)

and

102 Ps iy, t4+ky — 02 Qstky,t+ky |l TV e 0. (33)

To deduce the convergence in ¢-distance, we will inspire from the proof of [I9] Lemma 3.1]. Since the variances
are uniformly bounded in k (for s < ¢ fixed), there exists H > 0 such that, for any k € N and s < ¢,

5mPs+k'y,t+k’y [1/}2] < H and 6sz,tW)2] < . (34)

Since lim ;| o0 121’2((?) =0, for any € > 0, there exists I, > 0 such that, for any function f such that |f| < ¢ and

for any |z| > I,

et(x)?
< .
This implies with (34) that, denoting K, := [, (], for any k € Z,, f such that |f| < ¢ and z € R,

5zPs+k’y,t+k'y [f]]-Kg] <e and 51Qs,t[f]]-Kg] <e.

Then, for any k € Z; and f such that |f| <,

02 Pt iy, trhy f = 02Qst f| < 2€ 4 100 Pyt 1k [f LK) — 02Qs¢[f1K,] (35)
< 26+ (1 + 12|00 Pog oy t4ky — 02 Qs tll7v (36)
Hence, (33) implies that, for k large enough, for any f bounded by v,
100 Ps i ky,t4ky f — 02Qs,t f| < 3e, (37)
implying that
102 Pst-ky t+-ky — 02 Qs tll — 0.
O
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We now prove Lemma [T

Proof of Lemmalll. Defining
_(@—a)? _ (a+a)?

fo(x)=e -7 Ne -7,

we conclude easily that, for any m € [—a,a] and o > b_, for any z € R,

_ (m77n)2

e 22 > f,(x).

Imposing moreover that ¢ < b, one has

1 (@=m)? S 1 £o()
e 20 (),
V2mo T 27y
which concludes the proof. o

4.2 Quasi-ergodic distribution for Brownian motion absorbed by an asymptotically
periodic moving boundary

Let (W;)¢>0 be a one-dimensional Brownian motion and h be a C I_function such that

Bmin = inf h(t) > 0, and  Amax := sup h(t) < +oo.
t>0 >0

We assume also that
—oo < inf A/ (t) < suph/(t) < +oo.
t>0 t>0

Denote by
Th = 1inf{t > 0 : |Wy| > h(t)}.

Since h is continuous, the hitting time 73, is a stopping time with respect to the natural filtration of (W;)¢>o.
Moreover, since sup;~q h(t) < +oo and inf;>g h(t) > 0,

Psolmn < 4o0] =1 and Psylm >t >0, Vs<tVzre[-h(s),h(s).

The main assumption on the function h is the existence of a y-periodic function g such that h(t) < g(t), for any
t > 0, and such that
h ~ o0 g, and A’ ~Nt—oo g/'

Similarly to 73, denote
Tg ==1nf{t > 0: |Wy| = g(¢)}.

Finally, let us assume that there exists ng € N such that, for any s > 0,

inf{u >s:h(u) = %Izlzh(t)} — s < ngy. (38)

This condition says that there exists ng € N such that, for any time s > 0, the infimum of the function i on the
domain [s,4+00) is reached on the subset [s, s + ng7].

We first show the following proposition.
Proposition 1. The Markov process (W;)i>0, considered as absorbed by h or by g, satisfies Assumption (A’).

Proof. In what follows, Assumption (A’) w.r.t. the absorbing function h will be shown. The following proof could
easily be adapted for the function g.
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o Proof of (A’1). Denote T := {s > 0: h(s) = inf;>s h(¢)}. The condition (BY) implies that this set contains
an infinity of times.

In what follows, the following notation is needed: for any z € R, define 7, as
T, = inf{t > 0: |W;| = z}.

Also, let us state that, since the Brownian motion absorbed at {—1,1} satisfies Assumption (A) of [5] at
any time (see [7]), it follows that, for a given ¢y > 0, there exists ¢ > 0 and v € M;((—1,1)) such that, for
any ¢ € (—1,1),

to

2
max

T >

]P)07;E |:W2t—0At0 S

hiax

A to] > cu. (39)

Moreover, regarding the proof of [7, Section 5.1], the probability measure v can be expressed as

1
V= 5 (POJ,E[WQ S '|7’1 > tz] +P0171+€[Wt2 S '|7’1 > tz]), (40)

for some 0 < ty < 42— Atg and € € (0,1).

2
hn]ax

The following lemma is very important for the following.

Lemma 2. For all z € [hmin, Amaz),
Po oWy € |12 > u] > cv,, V€ (—2,2),Yu > to,

where to was evoked before, ¢ > 0 is the same constant as in BY) and

)= [ s,

with v € M1((—1,1)) defined in ([@0).

The proof of this lemma is postponed after the current proof.
Let s € T. Then, for all z € (—h(s),h(s)) and t > 0,

Ps,m[Th(s) > s+

Ps o [Weis € |1 > s+ t] >
aWatt € In ] Ps z[mh > s+ ]

Ps,m[Ws—i-t S '|Th(5) > s+ t],

By Lemma 2 for all z € (—h(s),h(s)) and t > 1o,
Ps x[Wstt € '|7—h(s) >s+t] > CVh(s)s
which implies therefore that, for any ¢ € [to, to + no7],

]P)s,ac[Th(s) > s+t
Pyorn >s+8 M
]P)s,ac[Th(s) > s+ to + ngy]
]PS@[Th > 5+ to]

Ps,m[Wert S '|7-h > s+ t]

Y]

Y]

CVh(s) . (41)

Let us introduce the process X" defined by, for all ¢ > 0,
ho_ Wi

Xt — m.

By It6’s formula, for any t > 0,

taw, LR (s)
Xh:Xh+/ S—/ Xhds.
! 0 o h(s) o h(s)
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Denote by (M} )i>0 == ( fo o) dWS> = By the Dubins-Schwarz theorem, it is well-known that the process
>0

M" has the same law as (Wft 4 ) . Then, denoting I"( fo h2(u du and, for any s <t and for
0 hZ(S) s t>0

any trajectory w,

Elutw) = [0 exp (= (OO = WO + [ w002 = i 0] )
(12)

Girsanov theorem implies that, for all z € (—h(s), h(s)),

]P)s,ac[Th > s+t = EI}L(S)7ﬁ |:55h)8+t0 (W)]lTl>fs+t0 L :| . (43)

) h2(u) u

On the event {1 > fSHO h;ku) du}, and since h and h' are bounded on R, the random variable £, (W)

is almost surely bounded by a constant C' > 0, uniformly in s, such that for all = € (—h(s), h(s)),
N s+to 1
Elh(s)vﬁ |:8575+t0 (W)]].Tl>fos+t0 hzl(u) du:| < O]P)O,ﬁ |:7'1 > /S Wdu] . (44)

Since h(t) > h(s) for all t > s (since s € T), I"(s +tg) — I"(s) < (5)2 By the scaling property of the
Brownian motion and by Markov property, one has for all x € (—h(s), h(s)),

Py 2 [Th(s) > 5+ to] = Po,z[Th(s) > to]
— [ tO
= Poﬁh(ﬂﬂs) _7’1 > hz—(S):|

to s+to 1
Bl e e [ ED ‘/s Ws)ds}

- stto | to stto g
=Po,zz5 |7 >/5 h2(u) du] Poﬁlhws“o)—ﬂl(s)(‘s’ﬂ) [Tl = h2(s) _/S h2(u) du] ’

where, for any initial distribution p and any ¢ > 0,

¢t(ﬂ) = ]P)O,M[Wt S '|T1 > t].

The family (¢t)

>0 satlsﬁes the equality ¢ o ¢ps = ¢y for all s, > 0. By this property, and using that
I"(s+to) — I"(s) >

for any s > 0, the minorization ([B9)) implies that, for all s > 0 and z € (-1, 1),

mdx

(b]h(erto)fIh(s) (6;E) > cv.

Hence, by this minorization, and using that h is upper-bounded and lower-bounded positively on R, one
has for all z € (—1,1),

to st to st
oo oo [ 7oty = ] 2 e i = [ )]

that is to say,

P s > s+t stto
[Th( ) _: ol > cPy,, [7'1 > inf { 27 —/ 5 duH .
PO, L |:7—1 > fs ¢ h2(u)du:| 820 h (S) S h (u)
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In other words, we just showed that, for all x € (—h(s), h(s)),

P :c[Th(s) > s+ to) c to stto
’ > _Py, inf { ——— — ——d 0. 45
Pooim>sttg —C |7 20220 / 2w ™|~ (45)

Moreover, by Lemma [2 and the scaling property of the Brownian motion, for all z € (—h(s), h(s)),

]P)s,w[Th(s) >s+to+ nOW]
]P)s,ac[Th(s) > s+ to]

— ]Po,IP’o,z[WtOG'\Th(s)>t0] [Th(s) > nO'Y]

> cPo,u, [Th(s) > no7]

= c/ v(dy)Ph(s)yyTh(s) > 107]
(-1,1)

no7y
h2

min

> cPy,, {7’1 > } > 0. (46)

Thus, gathering ([@I), (43) and {@G)), for any = € (—h(s), h(s)) and any ¢ € [to, to + no7],

Ps,x[Ws+t € '|Th > s+ t] Z Clyh(s)a (47)

s+
— no% ¢ . 2 1
C1 = CPO)V |:T1 > hQ—] X E]IDO’U |:T1 > ;I;% {hQ—(s) —/s hz—(u)du}} C.

max -

where

We recall that the Doeblin condition [T is, for now, only obtained for s € 7. Consider now s ¢ 7. Then,
by the condition (B8]), there exists s1 € T such that s < s; < s+ ngy. Markov property and {1 implies
therefore that, for any = € (—h(s), h(s)),

Ps o [Wsttotnoy € |Th > s +to + 107 = Ps; .. . [Wsttotnoy € *|Th > 5 +to +n07] > c1vn(sy),
where, for all s < ¢ and p € My((—h(s), h(s))),
br,s(p) =Py, [Wy € |71 > 1.
This concludes the proof of (A’1).
o Proof of (A’2). Since (W;)¢>0 is a Brownian motion, note that, for any s < ¢,

sup P [mn > t] =P ol > t].
ze(—1,1)
Also, for any a € (0, h(s)),
inf]Ps)m[Th > t] = ]IDS@[Th > t].

[—a,

Thus, by Markov property, and using that the function s — P, ¢[7, > t] is non-decreasing on [0,t] (for all
t > 0), one has for any s < t,

Poalmh > t] > Ego[Lrg<sty<rnPro,0lmh > t]] > Psa[t0 < s+ v < m]Pso[mn > t]. (48)

Denoting a := Z“““ by Lemma 2l and taking s1 := inf{u > s : u € T}, one obtains that, for all s < ¢,

)
max

Py [Tn > 1] = /( " v(dz)Ps p(sy )z [Tn > 1
> V([_aaa])Ps,h(sl)a[Th > t]
> V([_a‘v a])Poqhmin [TO <7< Th] sup ]P)s,ac[Th > t].
zE(—h(s),h(s))

This concludes the proof since, using (@0), one has v([—a, a]) > 0.
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We now prove Lemma

Proof of Lemmal[2 This result comes from the scaling property of a Brownian motion. In fact, for any z €
[Mmin, Amax), © € (—2,2) and ¢t > 0, and for any measurable bounded function f,

Bo lF V)l > 6 = B | £ (2% 2Wes, )

= [f(szZLJ Tl>%].

Then, the minorization ([BY) implies that, for any x € (—1,1),

Ty >t}

:EO

to
h2

max

T >
2

max

PO,I |:W tg (SIS

]Zcu.

This inequality holds for any time greater than h2 . In particular, for any z € [Amin, Amax] and z € (—1,1),

]P)O,m [Wt_% (S

to
> = > cu.
z

Then, for any z € [a,b], f positive and measurable, and = € (—z, 2),

EO,w[f(Wt0)|Tz > tO] 2 CVy (f)7

where v.(f) == [, f 5 f(z x z)v(dr). This completes the proof of Lemma

The section is now concluded by stating and proving the following result.

Theorem 4. For any s <t, n € N and any x € R,

Potiny,a[mh <t +ky < 7] kjo 0.

In particular, Corollary[@ holds for (Wy)i>o absorbed by h.

Proof. Reminding (42)), by Markov property for the Brownian motion, one has for any k,n € N and any = € R,

h(t + kv 1
Potbry,almh >t + k] = hET]W;EO,m [GXP <_§Ag,t,k(w)> Lo S 17 (e hy) = I7 (s+ky)

where, for any trajectory w = (wy)u>0,
A?,t,k(w) = h/(t + ky)h(t + kly)w?h(thk'y)flh(erk'y) - h/(s + ky)h(s + ]W)wg

t—s
+ / Win (g s k)10 (skey (R (5 + k7))? = [h(u + 5+ k)b (u + s + kv))']du.
0

t—l—kw t
S—|—k’y k—»oo S

For the same reasons, and using that the function h is bounded on [s 4+ kv,t + k7] for all s < t, Lebesgue’s
dominated convergence theorem implies that

Since h ~; o0 g, one has for any s, € |

It + ky) — I"(s + kv) o () = 17(s)
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for all s <t € [0,7]. Moreover, since h ~;_o ¢ and h' ~;_,o ¢’, one has for all trajectories w = (wy)u>0 and
s<tel0,9],

k—o0

ALk (w) — g (OgOwis ) _1o(s) — 9'()9(s)wl + / wio (g’ (W)? = [g(w)g’ (u))]du.

Since the random variable exp (—%Ag)m(W)) L 17 (t4ky)—I7 (s+kv) 18 bounded almost surely, Lebesgue’s dom-

inated convergence theorem implies that

PS-‘,—]{Z’Y,LE[T}I >t+ k’ﬂ kjo PS,I[T!] > t]’

which concludes the proof. O
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