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ON THE DUAL REPRESENTATIONS OF LAPLACE TRANSFORMS OF

MARKOV PROCESSES

ALEXEY KUZNETSOV AND YIZAO WANG

Abstract. We provide a general framework for dual representations of Laplace trans-
forms of Markov processes. Such representations state that the Laplace transform of a
finite-dimensional distribution of a Markov process can be expressed in terms of a Laplace
transform involving another Markov process, but with coefficients in the Laplace transform
and time indices of the process interchanged. Dual representations of Laplace transforms
have been used recently to study open ASEP [5, 6] and to describe stationary measures
of the open KPZ equation [3]. Our framework covers both recently discovered examples
in the literature as well as several new ones, involving general Lévy processes and certain
birth-and-death processes.

1. Introduction

Recently, several identities on Laplace transforms of Markov processes have been dis-
covered in investigations of limit theorems. The first such example has appeared in [5].
Let B

ex denote a normalized Brownian excursion [19], and let Y denote the radial part
of a three-dimensional Cauchy process (see (3.10) below for more discussions). Then for
n ∈ N, 0 = s̃0 < s̃1 < · · · < s̃n < s̃n+1 = 1 (we use s̃k to distinguish our convention of sk
throughout the paper), 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tn, we have

(1.1) E

[

e
−

n∑

k=1
(tk−tk−1)B

ex
s̃k

]

=

√

2

π

∫ ∞

0

E

[

e
− 1

2

n∑

k=0
(s̃k+1−s̃k)Y 2

tk |Y0 = y
]

y2dy,

where the left-hand side is the joint Laplace transform of the Brownian excursion at times
s̃1, . . . , s̃n, with coefficients tk − tk−1, k = 1, . . . , n, and the right-hand side is another
joint Laplace transform (with infinite measure though) of the squared process Y 2 at times
t1, . . . , tn, with coefficients s̃k+1 − s̃k, k = 0, . . . , n. In words, the coefficients in the Laplace
transform and time indices of the process swap their roles.

Since then, several identities of such a type as (1.1) were discovered, with the processes Bex

and Y replaced by other processes, and also the measure on the right-hand side
√

2/πy2dy
modified accordingly. We refer to such identities as dual representations of Laplace trans-
forms of the two Markov processes involved. So far, all these dual representations have
played important roles in developing scaling limit theorems for stochastic models with al-
gebraic/combinatorial flavors, notably the asymmetric simple exclusion processes with open
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2 ALEXEY KUZNETSOV AND YIZAO WANG

boundary (open ASEP) in steady state [3, 6, 7, 9]. Proving limit theorems is not our con-
cern here so we only briefly explain the approach behind. For all these models, joint Laplace
transforms of finite-dimensional distributions are explicit and their limit (after appropriate
scaling) is computable. For open ASEP such a key feature is due to the so-called Derrida’s
matrix ansatz [10, 11], a well-known method in the mathematical physics literature, in com-
bination of Markov representation in terms of Askey–Wilson processes [8]. However, by a
straightforward calculation, in the limit the coefficients of the Laplace transform and the
time indices often swap their roles. In the case of Brownian excursion for example, the cal-
culation leads to the right-hand side of (1.1). The translation from the right-hand side to
the left-hand side of (1.1) in some examples may not be straightforward, and sometimes can
be quite challenging. For more details on how the dual representations play a role in limit
theorems, we refer the readers to the aforementioned references.

The goal of this paper is to examine the dual representations of Laplace transforms from
a different aspect. We are motivated by the following, closely related, questions:

(i) What is the mathematical structure behind such representations? How can one
conjecture and prove dual representations of Laplace transforms of Markov processes?

(ii) Are there other examples of dual representations, that is, ones involving other Markov
processes?

(iii) Are there other applications of dual representations besides proving limit theorems?

For the first question, we present a relatively satisfactory answer. The main result of the
paper is to provide a general framework explaining the origin of dual representations. Basi-
cally, we demonstrate that the crucial step in constructing dual representations of Laplace
transforms is to show that the semigroups of two Markov processes are both diagonalized
via certain unitary operators between suitable Hilbert spaces. The conditions are summa-
rized in Assumption 2.1 below, and the main results are Theorem 2.1 and Corollary 2.1.
This general framework then allows us to give an answer to question (ii): in Section 3 we
show how our general framework can explain all known instances of duality identities and
discover new ones. In particular, the example of (1.1) is explained in full details in Section
3.2. We also present two other examples, which are new in the literature: one concerns
dual representations for pairs of Lévy processes in Section 3.1 and the other concerns dual
representations between CIR diffusion and birth-and-death processes in Section 3.3.

For the third question, we are still at the stage of exploration. A promising direction is
to consider, in place of Laplace transform of finite-dimensional distributions of the Markov
processes, the transform of integrals of the Markov processes, see Theorem 2.2. Some concrete
examples involving Lévy processes can be found in Section 3.1. In particular, we hope that
these results might lead to new expressions for Laplace transforms of exponential functionals
of Lévy processes, see Corollary 3.2.

Last but not least, we emphasize that the conditions presented in Assumption 2.1 may
be somewhat relaxed. It is convenient to work with Hilbert spaces and a unitary operator
between them. However, the most consequential example so far does not fit into this frame-
work. This is the example that appeared in the recent groundbreaking work on the stationary
measures of so-called open KPZ equation [9], and the dual representation is established in
[3], relating Yakubovich heat kernel and continuous dual Hahn process. In Section 4, we
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provide a presentation of this example in a simplified version (see Remark 4.1), focusing on
explaining how Assumption 2.1 might be relaxed.

2. Dual representation of Laplace transforms: a framework

Consider two Markov (or sub-Markov) processes X = {Xs}s∈S and Y = {Yt}t∈T with
càdlàg paths, where S and T are two real intervals of the form [0, b] (b > 0) or [0,∞). We
assume that the process X (resp. Y ) takes values in X ⊆ R (resp. Y ⊆ R). Here each
of the sets X and Y is an interval (possibly infinite or semi-infinite) or a countable set.
Associated to processes X and Y are two Markov (or, possibly, sub-Markov) semigroups
{Ps1,s2}s1<s2,si∈S and {Qt1,t2}t1<t2,ti∈T defined via

(2.1) Ps1,s2f(x) = E[f(Xs2)|Xs1 = x], Qt1,t2g(y) = E[g(Yt2)|Yt1 = y],

where f and g are bounded Borel measurable functions on X and Y respectively.
In the following assumption we list the key conditions that allow one to construct dual

representations of Laplace transforms of Markov processes.

Assumption 2.1. There exist

(i) two Hilbert spaces L2(X , µ) and L2(Y , ν), and a unitary operator

F : L2(X , µ) → L2(Y , ν),

where each L2 space is the space of complex-valued functions,
(ii) two continuous functions φ : Y → C

+ and ψ : X → C
+, where C

+ := {z ∈ C :
Re(z) ≥ 0} is the right complex half-plane,

(iii) measurable functions hs(x) : s ∈ S, x ∈ X → (0,∞) and jt(y) : t ∈ T , y ∈ Y →
(0,∞),

such that Markov semigroups of the processes X and Y satisfy

Ps1,s2f(x) =

[

1

hs1
F−1e(s1−s2)φF(hs2f)

]

(x), si ∈ S, s1 < s2,(2.2)

Qt1,t2g(y) =

[

1

jt1
Fe(t1−t2)ψF−1(jt2g)

]

(y), ti ∈ T , t1 < t2.(2.3)

Formulas (2.2) and (2.3) state that the Markov semigroup Qt1,t2 is a switch transform of
the semigroup Ps1,s2, see [17][Section 3.3]. The interpretation of identities (2.2) and (2.3) is
somewhat delicate. By default, the definition of the semigroup Ps1,s2f requires f ∈ L∞(X , µ),
so that the expectation in (2.1) is well-defined. For the right-hand side of (2.2), we request
that f ∈ L2(X , (hs2)2µ), where (hs2)

2µ denotes the measure corresponding to h2s2(x)µ(dx)
(so f ∈ L2(X , (hs2)2µ) is equivalent to hs2f ∈ L2(X , µ)). We have the contraction property

(2.4)
∥

∥F−1e(s1−s2)φFf
∥

∥

L2(X ,µ) ≤ ‖f‖L2(X ,µ),

by our assumptions that F is unitary and also that |e(s1−s2)φ| ≤ 1. As a consequence, we
have

(2.5) ‖Ps1,s2f‖L2(X ,(hs1 )2µ)
≤ ‖f‖L2(X ,(hs2 )2µ),
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first for all

(2.6) f ∈ L∞(X , µ) ∩ L2(X , (hs2)2µ).

In particular, we first understand (2.2) as the definition of Ps1,s2 for all f satisfying (2.6).
Then we use (2.5) to extend the domain of Ps1,s2 to L2(X , (hs2)2µ), where the same inequality
(2.6) holds. (For the extension, we set Ps1,s2f as the L2-limit of Ps1,s2(fn) as n → ∞ with
fn := f1{|f |≤n}, n ∈ N.)

In summary, throughout the paper we assume that (2.2) and (2.3) hold for

f ∈ L2(X , (hs2)2µ) and g ∈ L2(Y , (jt2)2ν).

Remark 2.1. The reader should keep in mind that whenever they encounter expectations
of the form

ϕf(x) := E
[

ξ × f(Xs2)|Xs1 = x
]

,

where ξ is a bounded functional of the path {Xs}s1≤s≤s2 and f ∈ L2(X , (hs2)2µ), these should
be understood as a result of a two-step procedure: first we extend the operator

f(·) 7→ E
[

ξ × f(Xs2)|Xs1 = ·
]

from bounded functions f to the whole space L2(X , (hs2)2µ) and then we apply this extension
to a specific function f in this Hilbert space. For the extension, as before we take fn =
f1{|f |≤n}, and with C satisfying |ξ| ≤ C almost surely, we have

‖ϕfn − ϕfm‖L2(X ,(hs1 )2µ) ≤ C‖fn − fm‖L2(X ,(hs2 )2µ).

So {ϕfn}n∈N is Cauchy in L2(X , (hs1)2µ) and we let ϕf denote its limit.

We provide some comments on notations and conventions that will be used throughout the
paper. In (2.2), e(s1−s2)φ is understood as a multiplication operator mapping a measurable
function f(x) to e(s1−s2)φ(x)f(x). The same is true for e(t1−t2)ψ in (2.3). When F is an
operator and f is in the domain of F , we write Ff(y) = [Ff ](y) where y is in the domain
of Ff . For a sequence of numbers {uk}0≤k≤n we denote the increments by

∆uk := uk+1 − uk, 0 ≤ k ≤ n− 1.

The following theorem is our first main result.

Theorem 2.1. Let conditions in Assumption 2.1 be true. Let si ∈ S and ti ∈ T be such
that

s0 < s1 < · · · < sn, t0 < t1 < · · · < tn.

Assume that f : X → C and g : Y → C are functions such that hsnf ∈ L2(X , µ) and

(2.7) jtng = F(hsnf).

Denote

F(x) := E

[

e
−

n−1∑

k=0
∆tkψ(Xsk

)
f(Xsn)|Xs0 = x

]

, x ∈ X ,
and

G(y) := E

[

e
−

n−1∑

k=0
∆skφ(Ytk+1

)
g(Ytn)|Yt0 = y

]

, y ∈ Y .
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Then hs0F ∈ L2(X , µ) and the functions F and G satisfy

(2.8) jt0G = F(hs0F) ∈ L2(Y , ν).

Proof. We prove hs0F ∈ L2(X , µ). We compute

hs0(x)F(x) = hs0(x)E
[

e

n−1∑

k=0
(tk−tk+1)ψ(Xsk

)
f(Xsn)|Xs0 = x

]

=
[

hs0e
(t0−t1)ψPs0,s1e(t1−t2)ψPs1,s2e(t2−t3)ψ · · · Psn−2,sn−1e

(tn−1−tn)ψPsn−1,snf
]

(x)(2.9)

=
[

e(t0−t1)ψF−1e(s0−s1)φFe(t1−t2)ψF−1e(s1−s2)φ

· · · F−1e(sn−2−sn−1)φFe(tn−1−tn)ψF−1e(sn−1−sn)φF(hsnf)
]

(x).

We have seen that under our assumption, hsnf ∈ L2(X , µ) implies F−1e(sn−1−sn)φF(hsnf) ∈
L2(X , µ) (by contraction (2.4)). The multiplication by e(t1−t2)ψ is also a contraction by our
assumption. By repeating the argument n− 1 times, we see that hs0F ∈ L2(X , µ).

Using the assumption (2.7), following from the last line above we compute

1

jt0
F(hs0F) =

1

jt0
Fe(t0−t1)ψF−1e(s0−s1)φFe(t1−t2)ψF−1e(s1−s2)φ

· · · F−1e(sn−2−sn−1)φFe(tn−1−tn)ψF−1e(sn−1−sn)φ(jtng)(2.10)

= Qt0,t1e
(s0−s1)φQt1,t2e

(s1−s2)φ · · ·Qtn−1,tne
(sn−1−sn)φg.

In the last step, we used e(sn−1−sn)φ(jtng) = jtn(e(sn−1−sn)φg), exchanging the order of two
multiplicative operators. We recognize the last expression above as a function of y as

E

[

e

n−1∑

k=0
(sk−sk+1)φ(Ytk+1

)
g(Ytn)|Yt0 = y

]

= G(y), as desired. �

The next corollary presents a useful mechanism for obtaining dual representations of
Laplace transforms when the processes X and Y are started at certain initial distributions.

Corollary 2.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1, assume in addition that ℓXinit : X →
C and ℓYinit : Y → C are functions such that ℓXinit/hs0 ∈ L2(X , µ) and

(2.11)
ℓYinit
jt0

= F
(ℓXinit
hs0

)

.

Then

(2.12)

∫

X
E

[

e
−

n−1∑

k=0
∆tkψ(Xsk

)
f(Xsn)|Xs0 = x

]

ℓXinit(x)µ(dx)

=

∫

Y
E

[

e
−

n−1∑

k=0
∆skφ(Ytk+1

)
g(Ytn)|Yt0 = y

]

ℓYinit(y)ν(dy).
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Proof. Formula (2.12) can be obtained from (2.8) by Plancherel’s theorem (the fact that F
is an isometry):

∫

X
F(x)ℓXinit(x)µ(dx) =

∫

X
hs0(x)F(x)

ℓXinit(x)

hs0(x)
µ(dx) =

∫

Y
[F(hs0F)](y)

[

F
(ℓXinit
hs0

)]

(y)ν(dy)

=

∫

Y
jt0(y)G(y)

ℓYinit(y)

jt0(y)
ν(dy) =

∫

Y
G(y)ℓYinit(y)ν(dy).

�

When ℓXinit and ℓYinit are positive functions, formula (2.12) can be interpreted as a dual
representation of Laplace transforms as follows: in the left-hand side we have an expected
value of a functional of X process

e
−

n−1∑

k=0
∆tkψ(Xsk

)
f(Xsn),

where X is started at time s0 at a (possibly infinite) measure ℓXinit(x)µ(dx), and in the
right-hand side we have an expected value of a functional of Y process

e
−

n−1∑

k=0

∆skφ(Ytk+1
)
g(Ytn),

where Y is started at time t0 at a (possibly infinite) measure ℓYinit(y)ν(dy). If one takes f = 1,
then the left-hand side of (2.12) becomes exactly the Laplace transform of (Xs1, . . . , Xsn)
with kernel Ps and initial law ℓXinit, and to obtain the identity one computes on the right-hand
side ℓYend and g explicitly via conditions (2.7) and (2.11). The example (1.1) mentioned in
Section 1 is obtained in such a way, as explained in Section 3.2.

Next we express the result in Theorem 2.1 in an integral form, which would be more
useful for certain applications. We assume hs = jt = 1 and hence the Markov processes
are homogeneous (and we then let Pt denote the corresponding semigroup). Recall that a
σ-finite measure µ is excessive for the Markov process X , if µPs ≤ µ for all s > 0.

Theorem 2.2. Let conditions in Assumption 2.1 be true and assume in addition that hs =
jt = 1 and the measure µ (respectively, ν) is excessive for the process X (respectively, Y ).
Let s = s(w) : [0, 1] → [0, s] and t = t(w) : [0, 1] → [0, t] be two increasing and right-
continuous functions with s(0) = t(0) = 0, s(1) = s and t(1) = t. Assume that f : X → C

and g : Y → C are functions such that f ∈ L2(X , µ) and g = Ff . Denote

F(x) := E

[

e−
∫
(0,1]

ψ(Xs(w−))dt(w)f(Xs)|X0 = x
]

, x ∈ X ,

G(y) := E

[

e−
∫
(0,1] φ(Yt(w))ds(w)g(Yt)|Y0 = y

]

, y ∈ Y .

Then F ∈ L2(X , µ) and the functions F and G satisfy G = FF.
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Proof. We take an integer n ≥ 2 and define sn,k = s(k/n) and tn,k = t(k/n) for 0 ≤ k ≤ n.
We denote

In :=
n−1
∑

k=0

ψ(Xsn,k
)∆tn,k, I :=

∫

(0,1]

ψ(Xs(w−))dt(w),

Jn :=
n−1
∑

k=0

φ(Ytn,k+1
)∆sn,k, J :=

∫

(0,1]

φ(Yt(w))ds(w).

Due to our assumptions, the functions φ(Yt(w)) and ψ(Xs(w)) are càdlàg functions, thus we
have In → I and Jn → J as n → +∞ almost surely. The rest of the proof is devoted to
extending certain operators to Hilbert spaces. We denote

P(n)f(x) = E

[

e−Inf(Xs)|X0 = x
]

,

Q(n)g(y) = E

[

e−Jng(Yt)|Y0 = y
]

,

and

Pf(x) = E

[

e−If(Xs)|X0 = x
]

= F(x),

Qg(y) = E

[

e−J g(Yt)|Y0 = y
]

= QFf(y).

The above expectations are well-defined for bounded measurable functions f and g (the
random variables functions In, Jn, I and J have positive real part).

Our goal is to show first that P can be extended to an operator on L2(X , µ) and then to
show G = FF. For the second step, it suffices to show the intertwining relation (see [18])

FP = QF
on L2(Y , ν).

We first recall the following facts:

(i) P(n) can be extended as an operator on L2(X , µ) which satisfies ‖Pnf‖2 ≤ ‖f‖2 for
all f ∈ L2(X , µ) (here the norm comes from L2(X , µ)). This can be seen by the
argument presented in Remark 2.1 with ξ = exp(−In) and C = 1. Similar property
holds for Q(n) and L2(Y , ν).

(ii) For any bounded f and every x ∈ X we have

P(n)f(x) → Pf(x), n→ +∞,

and similarly for every bounded g and every y ∈ Y
Q(n)g(y) → Qg(y), n→ +∞.

This follows from the Dominated Convergence Theorem.

Now take f ∈ L2(X , µ) and for l > 0 define fl(x) = f(x)1{|f(x)|≤l}. In the rest of the proof
we write ‖ · ‖2 = ‖ · ‖L2(X ,µ). Applying triangle inequality and property (i) above we get

‖P(n)f −P(m)f‖2 ≤ ‖P(n)fl −P(m)fl‖2 + 2‖f − fl‖2.
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The second term ‖f − fl‖2 converges to zero as l → +∞. Next we estimate

‖P(n)fl − P(m)fl‖22 =

∫

X
E

[

(e−In − e−Im)fl(Xs)|X0 = x
]2

µ(dx)

≤
∫

X
E

[

(e−In − e−Im)2|X0 = x
]

E

[

fl(Xs)
2|X0 = x

]

µ(dx).

The function x 7→ E[fl(Xs)
2|X0 = x

]

is in L1(X , µ), due to our assumption that the measure

µ is excessive:
∫

X
E[fl(Xs)

2|X0 = x
]

µ(dx) ≤
∫

X
fl(x)2µ(dx) ≤ ‖f‖22.

Since e−In → e−I as n → ∞ almost surely and all these random variables are bounded
by 1, the function x → E[(e−In − e−Im)2|X0 = x] is bounded by one and converges almost
everywhere to zero as both m,n → +∞. By the Dominated Convergence Theorem we
conclude that

∫

X
E

[

(e−In − e−Im)2|X0 = x
]

E

[

fl(Xs)
2|X0 = x

]

µ(dx)

converges to zero as m,n→ +∞. This shows that the sequence of L2(X , µ) functions P(n)f
is Cauchy and thus converges in L2(X , µ). Thus we have shown that P(n) converges to some
operator P̃ in strong operator topology. The statement in item (ii) above implies that for
every bounded f ∈ L2(X , µ) we have P(n)f(x) → Pf(x). Since such bounded functions
are dense in L2(X , µ), it means that P̃ is a unique extension of P to L2(X , µ), and we
will denote this extension by the same symbol P. The same argument shows that Q(n)

converges (in strong operator topology) to an extension of the operator Q on L2(Y , ν). Thus
we have obtained extensions of the operators P and Q to the corresponding Hilbert spaces.
Then, for every f ∈ L2(X , µ) by taking the limit of both sides of FP(n)f = Q(n)Ff (the
latter statement follows from Theorem 2.1), we have the intertwining relationship FPf =
QFf . �

3. Examples

In this section we present examples to illustrate the general results presented in Theorems
2.1 and 2.2. We discuss Lévy processes, Brownian excursions and meanders and an example
connecting the CIR diffusion process with a birth and death process.

3.1. Lévy processes. We consider a Lévy process X = {Xs}s≥0 with characteristic expo-
nent Φ, that is

E[eiyXs |X0 = 0] = e−sΦ(y), s ≥ 0, y ∈ R,

and another Lévy process Y = {Yt}t≥0 with characteristic exponent Ψ. Note that in our
discussions a Lévy process may start from a non-zero fixed value. We take L2(X , µ) =
L2(Y , ν) = L2(R, dx), S = T = [0,∞) and consider a unitary operator F on the Hilbert
space L2(R, dx) given by the Fourier transform

Ff(z) =
1√
2π

∫

R

f(x)e−izxdx.
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We set hs(x) = jt(y) = 1 for all s, t ≥ 0 and x, y ∈ R. It is well-known that the transition
operators of a Lévy process can be extended to a contraction semigroup on L2(R, dx) and
that the Fourier transform diagonalizes these transition operators:

Psf(x) = E[f(Xs)|X0 = x] = E[f(x +Xs)|X0 = 0] =
[

F−1e−sΦFf
]

(x), f ∈ L2(R, dx).

Let us denote by Ŷ the dual process of Y , that is Ŷt = −Yt. We have the following identity
for the dual process

Qtg(y) = E[g(Ŷt)|Ŷ0 = y] = E[g(−y − Yt)|Y0 = 0] =
[

Fe−tΨF−1g
]

(y), g ∈ L2(R, dx).

This can be checked by noting that F−1 = SF = FS, where S the operator Sf(x) = f(−x).
Now we can state and prove the following result.

Proposition 3.1. Assume that s = s(w) : [0, 1] → [0,∞) and t = t(w) : [0, 1] → [0,∞)
are two increasing and continuous from the right differentiable functions, such that s(0) =
t(0) = 0. For f ∈ L2(R, dx) we define

F(x) = E

[

e−
∫
(0,1]

Ψ(Xs(w−))dt(w)f(Xs(1))|X0 = x
]

,(3.1)

G(y) = E

[

e−
∫
(0,1] Φ(Ŷt(w))ds(w)Ff(Ŷt(1))|Ŷ0 = y

]

.

Then functions F and G are in L2(R, dx) and G = FF.

Proof. We apply Theorem 2.2 and use the fact that the Lebesgue measure is invariant for
any Lévy process. �

Remark 3.1. We would like to present an alternative method for deriving the result of
Proposition 3.1 in the case when both s(w) and t(w) are differentiable functions and f is a
Schwartz class function. For v ∈ [0, 1] and x ∈ R we define

F(v, x) = E

[

e−
∫ v

0 Ψ(Xs(w))dt(w)f(Xs(v))|X0 = x
]

.

The function F(v, y) solves the backward Kolmogorov equation

(3.2) ∂vF = −(t′(v)Ψ + s′(v)LX)F,

with the initial condition F(0, x) = f(x). Here LX is the Markov generator of the Lévy
process X . It is known that the operator LX can be diagonalized via Fourier transform:

LX = F−1ΦF ,
thus the partial integro-differential equation (PIDE) (3.2) can be written in the form

∂vF = −(t′(v)Ψ + s′(v)F−1ΦF)F.

Defining G(v, y) = F [F(v, ·)](y) (here the Fourier transform acts on x-variable) and recalling
that LŶ = FΨF−1 we obtain from the above equation

(3.3) ∂vG = −(t′(v)FΨF−1 + s′(v)Φ)G = −(t′(v)LŶ + s′(v)Φ)G.

We recognize (3.3) as a backward Kolmogorov equation whose solution, with the initial
condition G(0, y) = Ff(y), is given by

G(v, y) = E

[

e−
∫ v

0 Φ(Ŷt(w))ds(w)Ff(Ŷt(v))|Ŷ0 = y
]

,
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and we recover the statement of Proposition 3.1.
We would like to emphasize that the above is not a rigorous proof (at the very least one

would need to ensure uniqueness of solutions of the PIDEs and justify the interchange of
partial derivative ∂v and Fourier transform), however we feel that this discussion merits
inclusion because it highlights the ideas involved in duality identities.

As an application of Proposition 3.1, we derive an expression for the joint Laplace–Fourier
transform

E
[

eiαXs+iβL1(s)−λL2(s)|X0 = 0
]

,

of the triple (Xs, L1(s), L2(s)), where X is a Lévy process with characteristic exponent Φ
and

Lk(s) :=

∫ s

0

(Xu)
kdu, k = 1, 2, s > 0.

We define the kernel pt(y1, y2) via

E

[

e−
∫ t

0 Φ(
√
2λWu−βu)du1{

√
2λWt−βt∈A}|W0 = y1

]

=

∫

A

pt(y1, y2)dy2,

where W is the standard Brownian motion and A a Borel set of R. In the case when the
Lévy process X is symmetric, so that Φ is a positive function on R, we can identify pt(y1, y2)

as the transitional probability density of the Brownian motion with drift {
√

2λWt − βt}t≥0

killed at rate Φ(y). Note that the kernel pt depends on both β and Φ.
In the following two corollaries we need to use identity F = F−1

G in pointwise sense. We
justify it as follows: we show that G ∈ L1(R, dy) and F is continuous. Therefore F−1

G is
also continuous and we have two continuous functions that are equal almost everywhere –
thus they are equal for every x.

Corollary 3.1. For α, β ∈ R and s, λ > 0 we have

(3.4) E
[

eiαXs+iβL1(s)−λL2(s)|X0 = 0
]

=

∫

R

ps(y, α)dy.

Proof. We take Yt = −
√

2λWt+βt, so that Ŷt =
√

2λWt−βt and Ψ(x) = λx2−iβx. We fix an
arbitrary Schwartz class function g(y) and set f = F−1g and we also take s(w) = t(w) = vw.
Denote

F(x) := E

[

e−λL2(v)+iβL1(v)f(Xv)|X0 = x
]

and

G(y) := E

[

e−
∫ v

0 Φ(
√
2λWu−βu)dug(

√
2λWv − βv)|W0 = y

]

.

Proposition 3.1 implies F = F−1
G. Next we show that F is a contiuous function and G ∈

L1(R, dy), so that the identity F = F−1
G holds pointwise, in particular it gives us

(3.5) F(0) =
1√
2π

∫

R

G(y)dy.

To show that F is continuous, we use translation invariance of the Lévy process X and write

F(x) = E

[

e−λ
∫ v

0 (x+Xu)2du+iβ(x+
∫ v

0 Xudu)f(x+Xv)|X0 = 0
]
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The term
e−λ

∫ v

0
(x+Xu)2du+iβ(x+

∫ v

0
Xudu)

is continuous in x and bounded by one in absolute value. Similarly f(x+Xv) is continuous
in x and bounded by some constant (since f is Schwartz function – thus bounded and
continuous). By the dominated convergence theorem we get (for any x0 ∈ R): F(x) → F(x0)
as x→ x0, so F is continuous.

We deal with the function G in a similar way: we write

G(y) = E

[

e−
∫ v

0 Φ(
√
2λ(y+Wu)−βu)dug(

√
2λ(y +Wv) − βv)|W0 = 0

]

,

use the fact that Φ has positive real part, so that the term

e−
∫ v

0 Φ(
√
2λ(y+Wu)−βu)du

is bounded by one in absolute value, and then compute (applying Fubini Theorem)
∫

R

|G(y)|dy ≤
∫

R

E

[

|g(
√

2λ(y + Z) − βv)|
]

dy

= E

[

∫

R

|g(
√

2λ(y + Z) − βv)dy
]

=
1√
2λ

∫

R

g(y)dy.

Here we denoted by Z a N(0, v) random variable. Since g is in Schwartz class, it is in
L1(R, dx) and we see that G is also in L1(R, dx).

Next we introduce

Fv(α, β, λ) := E
[

eiαXv+iβL1(v)−λL2(v)|X0 = 0
]

.

From (3.1) we find

F(0) = E

[

e−λL2(v)+iβL1(v)f(Xv)|X0 = 0
]

= E

[

e−λL2(v)+iβL1(v)
1√
2π

∫

R

eiyXvg(y)dy|X0 = 0
]

=
1√
2π

∫

R

Fv(y, β, λ)g(y)dy,(3.6)

where in the last step we applied Fubini’s theorem. On the other hand, from (3.5) we have

F(0) =
1√
2π

∫

R

E

[

e−
∫ v

0
Φ(

√
2λWu−βu)dug(

√
2λWv − βv)|W0 = y1

]

dy1

=
1√
2π

∫

R

∫

R

pv(y1, y2)g(y2)dy1dy2.(3.7)

Since the right-hand sides in both (3.6) and (3.7) are equal for all Schwartz functions g, we
conclude that (3.4) holds. �

We also use Proposition 3.1 to obtain the following result about exponential functionals
of Lévy processes.

Corollary 3.2. Let N = {Nt}t≥0 be a standard Poisson process. For any Lévy process X
with characteristic exponent Φ and any α ∈ R and λ, v > 0 we have

(3.8) E

[

eλ
∫ v

0
eiαXudu|X0 = 0

]

= eλv
∑

n≥0

E

[

e−
1
λ

∫ λv

0
Φ(α(n−Nu))du1{Nλv=n}|N0 = 0

]

.



12 ALEXEY KUZNETSOV AND YIZAO WANG

Proof. We will prove (3.8) in the special case α = 1. The general case can be obtained by
scaling X 7→ αX . We take Yt = Nt, s(w) = vw and t(w) = λvw where λ and v are positive
numbers. Let

f(x) = fǫ(x) := e−
ǫ
2
x2 ,

for ǫ > 0. We have Ψ(x) = 1 − exp(ix) as the characteristic exponent of Y , and

g(y) = gǫ(y) := Ffǫ(y) =
1√
ǫ
e−

y2

2ǫ .

From Proposition 3.1 we find

F(x) = e−λvE
[

eλ
∫ v

0 e
iXudufǫ(Xv)|X0 = x

]

and

G(y) = E

[

e−
1
λ

∫ λv

0
Φ(−Nu)dugǫ(−Nλv)|N0 = −y

]

=
∑

n≥0

gǫ(y − n)E
[

e−
1
λ

∫ λv

0 Φ(−Nu)du1{Nλv=n−y}|N0 = −y
]

=
∑

n≥0

gǫ(y − n)Hn(y),

where we denoted

Hn(y) := E

[

e−
1
λ

∫ λv

0 Φ(y−Nu)du1{Nλv=n}|N0 = 0
]

.

As in the proof of Corollary 3.1, one can show that F is continuous and G ∈ L1(R, dy), so
that the statement F = F−1

G (which follows from Proposition 3.1) holds pointwise. Thus
we obtain

F(0) =
1√
2π

∫

R

G(y)dy =
∑

n≥0

1√
2π

∫

R

gǫ(y − n)Hn(y)dy.

Note that limǫ↓0 fǫ(x) = 1 and gǫ(y− n)/
√

2π is the density of normal random variable with
mean n and variance ǫ. The functions Hn(y) are bounded and continuous, thus we can take
the limit as ǫ→ 0+ and obtain (3.8). �

Corollary 3.2 could be interesting for applications in the study of exponential functionals
of Lévy processes – these are random variables of the form

Iv =

∫ v

0

eαXudu.

Assume we managed to compute the right-hand side of (3.8) in closed form. Then by
performing analytic continuation in λ and then in α we could obtain an expression for

E

[

eiλ
∫ v

0
eαXudu|X0 = 0

]

,

which is the characteristic function of Iv. We leave investigation of applications of Corollary
3.2 to the study of exponential functionals of Lévy processes for future research.
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3.2. Brownian excursion and meander. We consider the Markov processX = {Xs}0≤s≤1

on X = [0,∞) as the normalized Brownian excursion. This is an inhomogeneous Markov
process with X0 = 0 and X1 = 0 fixed, and with transition probability density function

ps1,s2(x1, x2) =















√
8πhs2(x2)h1−s2(x2), if 0 = s1 < s2 < 1, x1 = 0, x2 > 0,

hs2(x2)

hs1(x1)
p̃s2−s1(x1, x2), if 0 < s1 < s2 < 1, x1, x2 > 0,

where

p̃t(x1, x2) =
1√
2πt

e−
(x1−x2)

2

2t − 1√
2πt

e−
(x1+x2)

2

2t , t > 0, x1, x2 > 0,

is the transitional (sub-)probability density function of Brownian motion killed when hitting
zero, and

(3.9) hs(x) =
x

√

2π(1 − s)3
e
− x2

2(1−s) , s ∈ (0, 1), x > 0.

Note that the functions hs play the role of Doob’s h-transform. Furthermore, the kernel of
killed Brownian motion p̃t(x1, x2) has spectral representation

p̃t(x1, x2) =
2

π

∫ ∞

0

e−
1
2
ty2 sin(x1y) sin(x2y)dy.

This formula can be easily checked by expressing product of sine functions as a sum of
cosine functions and computing the resulting integral, see [5]. To put the process X into our
framework, we consider the Hilbert space L2(X , µ) = L2((0,∞), dx), take F as the Fourier
sine transform

Ff(y) =

√

2

π

∫ ∞

0

f(x) sin(xy)dx,

and φ(y) = y2/2. Note that Fourier sine transform is an involution: F2 = I. With this
setup the transition semigroup of the process X can be written as in (2.2) when restricted
to S = (0, 1).

Next, we take Y = (0,∞) and a process Y = {Yt}t≥0 to be the radial part of a three-
dimensional Cauchy process, that is

(3.10) Yt =
√

Z2
1,t + Z2

2,t + Z2
3,t,

where {Zi,t}t≥0, i = 1, 2, 3 are independent Cauchy processes. The process Y is a time-
homogeneous Markov process with the transitional probability kernel

qt(y1, y2) =
y2
y1

2

π

∫ ∞

0

e−tx sin(y1x) sin(y2x)dx

=
y2
y1

1

π

[ t

t2 + (y1 − y2)2
− t

t2 + (y1 + y2)2

]

, t > 0, y1, y2 > 0,(3.11)

see [15, Corollary 1]. The process Y can also be identified as the square root of the so-called
1/2-stable Biane process, which is a homogeneous Markov process that appeared recently in
limit theorems concerning Askey–Wilson processes [4, 5, 6]. This process also has connections



14 ALEXEY KUZNETSOV AND YIZAO WANG

to free probability [1]. Taking jt(y) = y and ψ(x) = x we see that the transition semigroup
of the process Y is described as in (2.3).

We let Bex denote a normalized Brownian excursion.

Proposition 3.2. Assume that

0 < s0 < s1 < · · · < sn < 1, 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tn.

Let f : (0,∞) → C be g : (0,∞) → C are functions such that hsnf ∈ L2((0,∞), dx) and

yg(y) = [F(hsnf)](y).

Then

(3.12) E

[

e
−

n−1∑

k=0

∆tkB
ex
skf(Bex

sn)
]

= 2

∫ ∞

0

E

[

e
− 1

2

n−1∑

k=0

∆skY
2
tk+1g(Ytn)|Y0 = y

]

y2e−
1
2
s0y2dy.

Proof. To apply Corollary 2.1, we take hs as in (3.9) and jt(y) = y. We set

ℓXinit(x) =
√

8πhs0(x)h1−s0(x), ℓYinit(y) = 2y2e−
1
2
s0y2 .

We check readily that ℓXinit/hs0 ∈ L2((0,∞), dx) and, using
∫∞
0
xe−tx

2/2 sin(xy)dx = πht(y),

or equivalently [F(xe−tx
2/2)](y) =

√
2πht(y), that

(3.13)
ℓYinit(y)

jt0(y)
= 2ye−

1
2
s0y2 =

√
8π[F(h1−s0)](y) =

[

F
(ℓXinit
hs0

)]

(y).

Now (3.12) follows from Corollary 2.1. �

If we set f ≡ 1 in Proposition 3.2, then

g(y) =
1

y
Fhsn(y) =

1√
2π
e−

1
2
(1−sn)y2 ,

and, (3.12) becomes

E

[

e
−

n−1∑

k=0
∆tkB

ex
sk

]

=

√

2

π

∫ ∞

0

E

[

e
− 1

2

n−1∑

k=0
∆skY

2
tk+1e−

1
2
(1−sn)Y 2

tn |Y0 = y
]

y2e−
1
2
s0y2dy.

After regrouping exponential functions, and relabelling with (note that sn is not used in the
re-labelling)

s̃k = sk−1, k = 1, . . . , n, s̃0 = 0, s̃n+1 = 1,

we end up with (1.1), which we recall here for convenience:

E

[

e
−

n∑

k=1

(tk−tk−1)B
ex
s̃k

]

=

√

2

π

∫ ∞

0

E

[

e
− 1

2

n∑

k=0

(s̃k+1−s̃k)Y 2
tk |Y0 = y

]

y2dy.

Next we will discuss the example of Brownian meander. The setup and the computations
here are very similar to that of Brownian excursion, as both processes are related to the
kernel of killed Brownian motion p̃t, but up to different h-transforms.
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This time, we take a Markov process X = {Xs}0≤s≤1 on X = [0,∞) with X0 = 0 and the
transition probability density function

ps1,s2(x1, x2) =



















√
8πh1−s2(x2)h̃s2(x2), if 0 = s1 < s2 ≤ 1, x1 = 0, x2 > 0,

h̃s2(x2)

h̃s1(x1)
p̃s2−s1(x1, x2), if 0 < s1 < s2 ≤ 1, x1, x2 > 0,

with

h̃s(x) =
1

√

2π(1 − s)

∫ x

0

e−
u2

2(1−s) du =
1

2

∫ ∞

0

p̃1−s(x, y)dy, s ∈ (0, 1),

and by continuity h̃1(x) = 1/2. The process X is the Brownian meander, denoted by Bme

below. We take the process Y = {Ys}s≥0 the same as introduced earlier in (3.10).

Proposition 3.3. Assume that

0 < s0 < s1 < · · · < sn < 1, 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tn.

Let f : (0,∞) → C and g : (0,∞) → C be functions such that h̃snf ∈ L2((0,∞), dx) and

yg(y) = [F(h̃snf)](y).

Then

(3.14) E

[

e
−

n−1∑

k=0
∆tkB

me
sk f(Bme

sn )
]

= 2

∫ ∞

0

E

[

e
− 1

2

n−1∑

k=0
∆skY

2
tk+1g(Ytn)|Y0 = y

]

y2e−
1
2
s0y2dy.

Proof. This time we take hs = h̃s, jt(y) = y, ℓXinit(x) =
√

8πh1−s0(x)h̃s0(x) and ℓYinit(y) =

2y2e−s0y
2/2. The identity (3.13) remains to hold and (3.14) follows from Corollary 2.1. �

Now we derive the following dual Laplace transform for Brownian meander. Consider 0 =
s̃0 < s̃1 < · · · < s̃n+1 = 1, c1, . . . , cn > 0, cn+1 ≥ 0, and t0 = 0, tk = c1 + · · ·+ ck, k = 1, . . . , n.
Then,

(3.15) E

[

e
−

n+1∑

k=1
ckB

me
s̃k

]

=

√

2

π

∫ ∞

0

E

[

e
− 1

2

n∑

k=0
∆s̃kY

2
tk 1

c2n+1 + Y 2
tn

|Y0 = y
]

y2dy.

The above identity has been obtained in [7, Proposition 4.3 and (4.5)] (therein expressed in
terms of ζt = Y 2

t ). Note that Bme
1 is involved on the left-hand side, and the time indices of

Y process involved on the right-hand side, t0, . . . , tn, do not depend on cn+1.
We derive (3.15) from Proposition 3.3. Note that sn < 1 is required therein, and we need

a small continuity argument to go around it. Take f(x) = e−∆tnx, which is a continuous
function. Therefore, by continuity now (3.14) holds with sn = 1 and the relation yg(y) =

[F(h̃snf)](y) replaced by yg(y) = [F(f/2)](y). We apply this modified identity. By Laplace
transform of sine function, we have

g(y) =
1

y
Ff(y) =

1

2y

√

2

π

∫ ∞

0

sin(xy)e−∆tnxdx =
1√
2π

y

(∆tn)2 + y2
,

In this way, we obtain (3.15).
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Remark 3.2. When the duality representation concerning Brownian meander first appeared
in [5, Theorem 1.2], the formula therein, with cn+1 = 0 (recall s̃n < 1), is in fact one more
step from (3.15) via ‘reversing’ the Markov process Y by conditioning on the value of Ytn
instead. Note that Y is reversible: x2qt(x, y) = y2qt(y, x) (recall qt in (3.11)). So now (3.15)
becomes

(3.16) E

[

e
−

n∑

k=1

ckB
me
s̃k

]

=

√

2

π

∫ ∞

0

E

[

e
− 1

2

n∑

k=0

∆s̃kY
2
tk |Ytn = y

]

dy.

After relabeling we recognize the above as the one in [5, Theorem 1.2] (which was stated in
terms of process ζt = Y 2

t ). For comparison, there it was also established that

E

[

e
−

n∑

k=1
ckB

ex
s̃k

]

=

√

2

π

∫ ∞

0

E

[

e
− 1

2

n∑

k=0
∆s̃kY

2
tk |Ytn = y

]

y2dy.

The proof establishing (3.16) in [5] was different from the one presented here: it was by
working with a Brownian excursion with a randomized end point.

3.3. CIR diffusion and a birth-and-death process. Let X = {Xs}s≥0 be the square-
root diffusion process, also known in the finance literature as the Cox–Ingersoll–Ross process,
see [16]. This process satisfies the SDE

dXs = (α + 1 −Xs)ds+
√

2XsdWs,

where {Ws}s≥0 is a standard Brownian motion. We assume that α ≥ 0, so that zero is an
inaccessible (entrance) boundary for X . The density of the stationary measure is known to
be

µα(x) =
xα

Γ(α+ 1)
e−x, x > 0.

Let L
(α)
k (x) be Laguerre polynomials, see [13, Section 8.97]. When α = 0 we write simply

L
(0)
k (x) = Lk(x). These polynomials satisfy the following properties:

(i) the orthogonality relation
∫ ∞

0

L
(α)
k1

(x)L
(α)
k2

(x)µα(x)dx =
δk1,k2

π
(α)
k2

, k1, k2 ≥ 0,

where

π
(α)
k :=

k!

(1 + α)k
, k ≥ 0,

(ii) the three term recurrence relation

(k + 1)L
(α)
k+1(x) − (2k + α + 1)L

(α)
k (x) + (k + α)L

(α)
k−1(x) = −xL(α)

k (x), k ≥ 0,

with L
(α)
0 (x) = 1, L

(α)
−1 (x) = 0.

(iii) and L
(α)
k (x) is a solution to the ODE

(α + 1 − x)f ′(x) + xf ′′(x) + kf(x) = 0,

for each k ≥ 0.
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The transitional density of the process X is known to be [16]

ps(x1, x2) = cs
(

esx2/x1
)α/2

exp
(

− cs(x1e
−s + x2)

)

Iα
(

2cs
√

x1x2e−s
)

= µα(x2)
∑

k≥0

e−ksL
(α)
k (x1)L

(α)
k (x2)π

(α)
k , t > 0, x1 > 0, x2 > 0.

Here we denoted cs := 1/(1− e−s) and the second equality in the above formula follows from
Hille–Hardy formula, see equation (8.976.1) in [13].

Consider now a birth and death process Y = {Yt}t≥0 that is supported on Z+ :=
{0, 1, 2, . . .} and is specified via the transition probabilities qt(k1, k2) = P(Yt = k2|Y0 = k1)
satisfying, for all k1, k2 ≥ 0 as t→ 0+

qt(k1, k2) =



















(k1 + α)t+ o(t), if k2 = k1 − 1,

1 − (2k1 + α+ 1)t+ o(t), if k2 = k1,

(k1 + 1)t+ o(t), if k2 = k1 + 1,

o(t), if |k2 − k1| > 1.

According to Karlin and McGregor [14], the transitional probabilities for process Y can be
expressed as follows:

qt(k1, k2) = π
(α)
k2

∫ ∞

0

e−txL
(α)
k1

(x)L
(α)
k2

(x)µα(x)dx, k1 ≥ 0, k2 ≥ 0.

Let us now reinterpret the above discussion in the Hilbert space framework of Section 2.
We consider spaces L2(X , µ) = L2((0,∞), µα(x)dx) and L2(Y , να) = L2(Z+, να), where να is
the discrete measure supported on Z

+ having weights

να({k}) = π
(α)
k , k ∈ Z

+.

Define now a transformation Fα, which takes a function f ∈ L2((0,∞), µα(x)dx) and returns
a sequence {Fαf(k)}k≥0 (viewed as an element in L2(Z+, ν)) of coefficients of expansion of
f in Laguerre polynomials:

Fαf(k) =

∫ ∞

0

f(x)L
(α)
k (x)µα(x)dx, k ∈ Z

+.

Orthogonality and completeness of Laguerre polynomials in L2((0,∞), µα(x)dx) imply that
Fα is a unitary operator from L2((0,∞), µα(x)dx) onto L2(Z+, να), and the inverse trans-
formation is given by

F−1
α g(x) =

∑

k≥0

g(k)L
(α)
k (x)π

(α)
k , {g(k)}k∈Z+ ∈ L2(Z+, να).

With these definitions in place, we can now describe the semigroups of process X and Y as
follows:

Ps1,s2f(x) = E[f(Xs2)|Xs1 = x] = [F−1
α e(s1−s2)yFαf ](x), s1 < s2,

Qt1,t2g(y) = E[g(Yt2)|Yt1 = y] = [Fαe
(t1−t2)xF−1

α g](y), t1 < t2,
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where f ∈ L2((0,∞), µα(x)dx) and g ∈ L2(Z+, να). As before, the terms e(t1−t2)x and
e(s1−s2)y stand for multiplication operators: the first multiplies a function f(x) by e(t1−t2)x

and the second sends a sequence g = {g(k)}k≥0 into a sequence {e(s1−s2)kg(k)}k≥0.
Now we can apply Theorem 2.1 and obtain the following result.

Proposition 3.4. Assume that

0 = s0 < s1 < · · · < sn, 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tn.

Assume that g = {g(k)}k≥0 is a sequence in L2(Z+, να) and let

f(x) = F−1
α g(x) =

∑

k≥0

g(k)L
(α)
k (x)π

(α)
k .

Denote

F(x) := E

[

e
−

n−1∑

j=0
∆tjXsj

f(Xsn)|X0 = x
]

, x > 0,

and

G(k) := E

[

e
−

n−1∑

j=0
∆sjYtj+1

g(Ytn)|Y0 = k
]

, k ∈ Z
+.

Then F ∈ L2((0,∞), µα(x)dx) and G = FαF.

Proof. The proof follows by applying Theorem 2.1, we take hs = 1 and jt = 1. �

For example, if we take g(k) = δk,m, then f(x) = L
(α)
m (x)π

(α)
m , F = F−1

G reads as

π(α)
m E

[

e
−

n−1∑

j=0
∆tjXsj

L(α)
m (Xsn)|X0 = x

]

=
∑

k≥0

E

[

e
−

n−1∑

j=0
∆sjYtj+1

1{Ytn=m}|Y0 = k
]

Lk(x)πk.

Let us now consider another example. We take a CIR process X and a birth and death

process Y with α = 0, so that πk ≡ π
(0)
k = 1 for all k ≥ 0 and µ0(x) = exp(−x). We set

g(k) = δk,0 so that f(x) = L0(x)π0 = 1 for all x > 0. Using the series expansion (formula
(8.975.1) in [13])

exp
(

− x
1 − λ

λ

)

= λ
∑

k≥0

Lk(x)(1 − λ)k = F−1
0 g(x), 0 < λ < 1,

with g(k) = λ(1 − λ)k, and by Corollary 2.1 we obtain the following result:

∫ ∞

0

E

[

e
−

n−1∑

j=0
∆tjXsj |X0 = x

]

e−
x
λ dx =

∑

k≥0

E

[

e
−

n−1∑

j=0
∆sjYtj+1

1{Ytn=0}|Y0 = k
]

λ(1 − λ)k.(3.17)

We recognize the left-hand side (up to a multiple of 1/λ) as a joint Laplace transform of
(Xs0, . . . , Xsn−1), where process X starts at the X0 ∼ Exp(1/λ) (an exponential distribution
with parameter 1/λ), and the right-hand side of (3.17) gives us the joint Laplace transform
of (Yt1 , . . . , Ytn) on the event Ytn = 0, where the birth-and-death process Y starts at Y0 ∼
Geo(λ) (a geometric distribution with parameter λ).
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4. Brownian motion killed at an exponential rate and continuous dual

Hahn process

In this section we consider an example that first appeared in [3]. This example does
not fit into the framework presented in Section 2, as we can not work with Hilbert spaces.
Instead, we have to work with certain Banach spaces, which requires relaxing the conditions
in Assumption 2.1. Thus our first goal is to present a more general setup, that will allow
us to describe the duality between a Brownian motion killed at exponential rate and the
so-called continuous dual Hahn process, recently introduced in [9] (see also [2]).

4.1. A more general framework. As before, we start with the two Markov processes
X = {Xs}s∈S and Y = {Yt}t∈T taking values in X ⊆ R and Y ⊆ R respectively. However,
in order to describe their Markov semigroups, we would require the following.

Assumption 4.1. There exist

(i) two Banach spaces A and B of measurable complex-valued functions on X and Y
respectively;

(ii) two continuous functions φ : Y → C and ψ : X → C, and operators F and G such
that for every δ > 0

e−δφFf ∈ B, for every f ∈ A,(4.1)

e−δψGg ∈ A, for every g ∈ B,(4.2)

(iii) measurable functions hs(x) : s ∈ S, x ∈ X → (0,∞) and jt(y) : t ∈ T , y ∈ Y →
(0,∞),

such that Markov semigroups of the process X and Y are given by

Ps1,s2f(x) =

[

1

hs1
Ge(s1−s2)φF(hs2f)

]

(x), si ∈ S, s1 < s2,(4.3)

Qt1,t2g(y) =

[

1

jt1
Fe(t1−t2)ψG(jt2g)

]

(y), ti ∈ T , t1 < t2.(4.4)

The identities (4.3) and (4.4) are assumed to hold for functions f(x) and g(y) for which
hs2f ∈ A and jt2g ∈ B.

Now we are able to state and prove the following analogue of Theorem 2.1.

Theorem 4.1. Let conditions in Assumption 4.1 be true. Let si ∈ S and ti ∈ T be such
that

s0 < s1 < · · · < sn, t0 < t1 < · · · < tn.

Assume that f : X → R and g : Y → R are functions such that hsnf ∈ A and jtng = F(hsnf).
Denote

F(x) := E

[

e
−

n−1∑

k=0

∆tkψ(Xsk
)
f(Xsn)|Xs0 = x

]

, x ∈ X ,
and

G(y) := E

[

e
−

n−1∑

k=0
∆skφ(Ytk+1

)
g(Ytn)|Yt0 = y

]

, y ∈ Y .
Then hs0F ∈ B and the functions F and G satisfy jt0G = F(hs0F).
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Proof. The proof is virtually identical to that of Theorem 2.1. We write down equations (2.9)
and (2.10), but with F−1 replaced by G. The argument that demonstrates that hs0F ∈ A is
the same, except that we use (4.1) and (4.2) so justify that the relevant functions belong to
B or A. �

4.2. An example. We take X = {Xs}s≥0 as a stochastic process defined by the Markov
generator

LXf(x) = f ′′(x) − e2xf(x).

This process can be identified with a Brownian motion, scaled by
√

2, and killed at rate
e2x. It is known [20, Example 3.7] that the transitional probability density function of the
process X is given by

(4.5) ps(x1, x2) =

∫ ∞

0

e−sy
2

Kiy(e
x1)Kiy(e

x2)ν(dy), s > 0

where

ν(dy) :=
2

π2
y sinh(πy) dy,

and Kiy(z) is the modified Bessel function of the second kind, defined as

Kiy(z) =

∫ ∞

0

e−z cosh(u) cos(yu)du, z > 0.

The kernel p introduced above in (4.5) is known as the Yakubovich heat kernel, see [20] and
[3, Section 3.2]. In particular, the Markov semigroup of X can be described in terms of the
Kontorovich–Lebedev transform, defined as

FKLf(y) =

∫

R

f(x)Kiy(e
x)dx, y > 0.

It is known that the operator

(4.6) FKL : L2(R, dx) → L2((0,∞), ν(dy))

is a unitary operator, and its inverse is

F−1
KLg(y) =

∫ ∞

0

Kiy(e
x)g(y)ν(dy).

The Markov semigroup of the process X is given by

(4.7) Ps1,s2f(x) = E[f(Xs2)|Xs1 = x] =
[

F−1
KLe

(s1−s2)y2FKLf
]

(x), 0 ≤ s1 < s2,

for any bounded f ∈ L2(R, dx).
Next, we fix a parameter b > 0, and consider a process Y = {Yt}0≤t≤b defined by transi-

tional probability density function

q
(b)
t1,t2(y1, y2)dy =

1

8Γ(t2 − t1)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Γ

(

t2 − t1 + i(y1 + y2)

2

)

Γ

(

t2 − t1 + i(y1 − y2))

2

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2

× |Γ(1
2
(b− t2 + iy2))|2

|Γ(1
2
(b− t1 + iy1))|2

ν(dy2),
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where yi > 0 and 0 ≤ t1 < t2 ≤ b. The fact that q
(b)
s1,s2(y1, y2) is a transitional probability

density function of a Markov process was established in [3, Appendix B]. In what follows we
will need two integral identities:

∫

R

etxKiy1(e
x)dx = 2t−2

∣

∣

∣
Γ
(t + iy1

2

)
∣

∣

∣

2

,(4.8)

∫

R

etxKiy1(e
x)Kiy2(e

x)dx =
2t−3

Γ(t)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Γ

(

t+ i(y1 + y2)

2

)

Γ

(

t+ i(y1 − y2)

2

)
∣

∣

∣

∣

2

,

where t > 0, y1 > 0 and y2 > 0. These two identities can be found in [12, 6.8 (26)] and [12,
6.8 (48)]. With these identities we can write formally the Markov semigroup of the process
Y as

(4.9) Q(b)
t1,t2g(y) = E[g(Yt2)|Yt1 = y] =

[ 1

j
(b)
t1

FKLe
(t1−t2)ψF−1

KL(j
(b)
t2 g)

]

(y), 0 ≤ t1 < t2 ≤ b,

where ψ(x) = −x and

j
(b)
t (y) = 2b−t−2

∣

∣

∣
Γ
(1

2
(b− t+ iy)

)
∣

∣

∣

2

, y > 0, 0 ≤ t ≤ b.

The squared process {Y 2
t }0≤t≤b (with appropriately specified law for Y0) is called the

continuous dual Hahn process, playing an important role in recent studies of stationary
measures for the open KPZ equation (see [9], also [2, 3]).

We emphasize that although formally this example (in particular (4.7) and (4.9)) looks

similar to those we have discussed in previous sections (with j
(b)
t as above and hs = 1), here

certain integrability is lost and hence one cannot apply Theorem 2.1. Namely, the problem
with (4.9) is that the function e(t1−t2)ψ(x) is unbounded and there is no reason to expect that

e(t1−t2)ψF−1
KL(j

(b)
t2 g) ∈ L2(R, dx) if j

(b)
t2 g ∈ L2((0,∞), ν(dy)). This problem was overcome in

[3] by working with FKL and its inverse on certain L1 spaces in place of those L2 spaces
indicated in (4.6). More precisely, we need the following lemma to check that the processes
X and Y satisfy Assumption 4.1.

Lemma 4.1 (Lemma A.1 in [3]). Let δ > 0.

(i) If f ∈ L1(R, K0(e
x)dx) then e−δy

2FKLf ∈ L1((0,∞), ν(dy)).
(ii) If g ∈ L1((0,∞), ν(dy)) then eδxF−1

KLg ∈ L1(R, K0(e
x)dx).

Now we can show that processes X and Y satisfy Assumption 4.1. We take

A = L1(R, K0(e
x)dx) and B = L1((0,∞), ν(dy)),

define φ(y) = y2 and ψ(x) = −x. It is known that the operator FKL (resp. F−1
KL) can be

extended to A (resp. B), and we let F (resp. G) denote this extension. (It is not clear if
the invertibility relation still holds, but this is irrelevant to the discussions here.) All the
conditions of Assumption 4.1 are satisfied due to Lemma 4.1 and identities (4.7) and (4.9).
We have the following.

Proposition 4.1. Assume that

0 = s0 < s1 < · · · < sn, 0 = t0 < t1 < · · · < tn < b.
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Denote

F(x) := E

[

e

n−1∑

k=0
∆tkXsk

+(b−tn)Xsn |X0 = x
]

, x ∈ R,

and

G(y) := E

[

e
−

n−1∑

k=0
∆skY

2
tk+1 |Y0 = y

]

, y > 0.

Then F ∈ L1(R, K0(e
x)dx) and j0G = FKLF.

Proof. We apply Theorem 4.1 with hs = 1, jt as in (4.2),

f(x) = e(b−tn)x,

and g(y) = 1 (recall (4.8)). It suffices to check f ∈ A. It is known (e.g. [3, Eq.(A4) and
(A5)]) that K0(e

x) = O(exp(−ex)) as x → +∞ and K0(e
x) = O(e−ǫx) as x → −∞ (for any

ǫ > 0). These bounds guarantee that f ∈ A. �

Remark 4.1. There are quite a few places that this example looks quite different from
earlier ones. First, the most remarkable one is probably the fact that the function e(t1−t2)ψ

in (4.9) is unbounded, as discussed earlier. Second, the process Y is not time-homogeneous,
and (its law and the range of its time index) depending the parameter b. Next, the choice
of function f depends also on tn and b.

As mentioned already, the duality formula plays a crucial role in understanding the joint
Laplace transform of the so-called stationary measure of open KPZ equation in [3]. Therein,
a corresponding development of Corollary 2.1 here, and some delicate choices of ℓXinit and
ℓXend, are needed. Also needed is a general version of Parseval’s identity in the form of

∫

R

f(x)Gg(x)dx =

∫ ∞

0

g(y)Ff(y)µ(dy), f ∈ A, g ∈ B.

See [3, Lemma A.1]. We omit the details.
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https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-83309-1_15.

[16] V. Linetsky. Chapter 6: Spectral methods in derivatives pricing. In J. R. Birge and V. Linetsky, editors,
Financial Engineering, volume 15 of Handbooks in Operations Research and Management Science, pages
223–299. Elsevier, 2007. https://doi.org/10.1016/S0927-0507(07)15006-4.

[17] P. Patie. Novel visions in the theory of self-adjoint operators through the lens of algebras. preprint,
2023. http://dx.doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.25673.93281.

[18] P. Patie, M. Savov, and Y. Zhao. Intertwining, excursion theory and Krein theory of strings
for non-self-adjoint Markov semigroups. The Annals of Probability, 47(5):3231 – 3277, 2019.
https://doi.org/10.1214/19-AOP1338.

[19] D. Revuz and M. Yor. Continuous martingales and Brownian motion, volume 293 of Grundlehren der
Mathematischen Wissenschaften [Fundamental Principles of Mathematical Sciences]. Springer-Verlag,
Berlin, third edition, 1999.

[20] R. Sousa and S. Yakubovich. The spectral expansion approach to index transforms and connec-
tions with the theory of diffusion processes. Commun. Pure Appl. Anal., 17(6):2351–2378, 2018.
https://doi.org/10.3934/cpaa.2018112.

Alexey Kuznetsov, Department of Mathematics and Statistics, York University, 4700

Keele Street, Toronto, Ontario, M3J 1P3, Canada

Email address : akuznets@yorku.ca

Yizao Wang, Department of Mathematical Sciences, University of Cincinnati, 2815 Com-

mons Way, Cincinnati, OH, 45221-0025, USA.

Email address : yizao.wang@uc.edu

https://doi.org/10.1214/18-AIHP945
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10955-017-1747-5
 https://doi.org/10.48550/arXiv.2103.12253
https://doi.org/10.4171/022-3/19
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/26/7/011
https://doi.org/10.2307/1992942
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-83309-1_15
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0927-0507(07)15006-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.13140/RG.2.2.25673.93281
https://doi.org/10.1214/19-AOP1338
https://doi.org/10.3934/cpaa.2018112

	1. Introduction
	2. Dual representation of Laplace transforms: a framework
	3. Examples
	3.1. Lévy processes
	3.2. Brownian excursion and meander
	3.3. CIR diffusion and a birth-and-death process

	4. Brownian motion killed at an exponential rate and continuous dual Hahn process
	4.1. A more general framework
	4.2. An example
	Acknowledgement

	References

