
ar
X

iv
:2

40
4.

01
76

2v
2 

 [
m

at
h.

PR
] 

 2
 M

ay
 2

02
4

Conditionings to avoid points with various clocks for

Lévy processes

Kohki IBA (Graduate School of Science, Osaka University)
Kouji YANO (Graduate School of Science, Osaka University)

Abstract

We discuss conditionings to avoid two points and one-point local time penaliza-
tions with conditioning to avoid another point, for which we adopt various clocks.
We also give corrections to some of the previous results of Takeda–Yano for one-
point local time penalizations.

1 Introduction

A penalization problem is to study the long-time limit of the form

lim
τ→∞

Px[Fs · Γτ ]

Px[Γτ ]
, (1.1)

where (X = (Xt)t≥0, (Ft)t≥0, (Px)x∈R) is a Markov process, (Γt)t≥0 is a non-negative
process called a weight, (Fs)s≥0 is a process of test functions adapted to (Fs)s≥0, and τ

is a net of parametrized random times tending to infinity, called a clock.

We follow the notations and adopt the assumptions of Iba–Yano [2] (see Section 2 for
the details). In [2], we considered the case where the weight process is given by

Γλa,λb

a,b,t := e−λaL
a
t−λbL

b
t . (1.2)

In this paper, we consider the case where the weight process is given by

Γλa,∞
a,b,t : = lim

λb→∞
Γλa,λb

a,b,t = e−λaL
a
t · 1{Lb

t=0}, (1.3)

Γ∞,∞
a,b,t : = lim

λa,λb→∞
Γλa,λb

a,b,t = lim
λa→∞

Γλa,∞
a,b,t = 1{La

t=Lb
t=0}, (1.4)

where the limit processes may be formally obtained by the limit as λa → ∞ or λb → ∞
of those of (1.2), although the penalization limit should be proven independently.

Two-point local time penalization

For −1 ≤ γ ≤ 1, we say1

(c, d)
(γ)
→ ∞ when c → ∞, d → ∞, and

d− c

c+ d
→ γ. (1.5)

1To describe the penalization limits, our limit (c, d)
(γ)
→ ∞ is more suitable than the limit (c, d)

γ

→ ∞
of the equation (1.9) of Takeda–Yano [3]. See, Section 6.
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Here for the random clock τ = (τλ), we adopt one of the following:

1. exponential clock: τ = (eq) as q → 0+, where eq has the exponential distribution
with its parameter q > 0 and is independent of X ;

2. hitting time clock: τ = (Tc) as c → ±∞, where Tc is the first hitting time at c;

3. two-point hitting time clock: τ = (Tc ∧ T−d) as (c, d)
(γ)
→ ∞;

4. inverse local time clock: τ = (ηcu) as c → ±∞, where ηc = (ηcu)u≥0 is an inverse local
time.

Then, Iba–Yano [2] showed the following:

Theorem 1.1 (Iba–Yano [2]). For distinct points a, b ∈ R, for constants λa, λb > 0, and

for a constant −1 ≤ γ ≤ 1, there exists a positive function ϕ
(γ),λa,λb

a,b (x) such that the
process

(

M
(γ),λa,λb

a,b,s := ϕ
(γ),λa,λb

a,b (Xs)e
−λaL

a
t−λbL

b
t

)

s≥0
(1.6)

is a martingale, and the following assertions hold:

1. exponential clock: lim
q→0+

rq(0)Px

[

Fs · Γ
λa,λb

a,b,eq

]

= Px

[

Fs ·M
(0),λa ,λb

a,b,s

]

,

2. hitting time clock: lim
c→±∞

hB(c)Px

[

Fs · Γ
λa,λb

a,b,Tc

]

= Px

[

Fs ·M
(±1),λa ,λb

a,b,s

]

,

3. two-point hitting time clock: lim
(c,d)

(γ)
→∞

hC(c,−d)Px

[

Fs · Γ
λa,λb

a,b,Tc∧T−d

]

= Px

[

Fs ·M
(γ),λa ,λb

a,b,s

]

,

4. inverse local time clock: lim
c→±∞

hB(c)Px

[

Fs · Γ
λa,λb

a,b,ηcu

]

= Px

[

Fs ·M
(±1),λa,λb

a,b,s

]

,

where rq is the q-resolvent density (see (2.5)), hB is defined by (2.16), and hC is defined
by (2.17).

We write for −1 ≤ γ ≤ 1,

h(γ)(x) := h(x) +
γ

m2
x,

where m2 = P0[X
2
1 ] and the function h is a renormalized zero resolvent (see Proposition

2.1). Then, the function ϕ
(γ),λa,λb

a,b is given explicitly as follows:

ϕ
(γ),λa,λb

a,b (x) = h(γ)(x− a)− Px(Tb < Ta)h
(γ)(b− a)

+ Px(Ta < Tb) ·
h(γ)(a− b)

1 + λahB(a− b)

2



+ Px(Ta < Tb) ·
1

1 + λahB(b− a)
·

1 + λah
(γ)(b− a)

λa + λb + λaλbhB(a− b)

+ Px(Tb < Ta) ·
h(γ)(b− a)

1 + λbhB(a− b)

+ Px(Tb < Ta) ·
1

1 + λbhB(b− a)
·

1 + λbh
(γ)(a− b)

λa + λb + λaλbhB(a− b)
. (1.7)

Note that ϕ
(γ),λa,λb

a,b (x) is symmetric with respect to a and b, i.e., for x ∈ R,

ϕ
(γ),λa,λb

a,b (x) = ϕ
(γ),λa,λb

b,a (x). (1.8)

When m2 = ∞, we have

ϕ
(γ),λa,λb

a,b (x) ≡ ϕ
(0),λa,λb

a,b (x). (1.9)

Therefore, when m2 = ∞, we obtain

M
(γ),λa,λb

a,b,t = M
(0),λa,λb

a,b,t (1.10)

for any −1 ≤ γ ≤ 1.

Main theorems about conditionings

We define

ϕ
(γ),λa,∞
a,b (x) : = h(γ)(x− a)− Px(Tb < Ta)h

(γ)(b− a) + Px(Ta < Tb) ·
h(γ)(a− b)

1 + λahB(a− b)
,

(1.11)

ϕ
(γ),∞,∞
a,b (x) : = h(γ)(x− a)− Px(Tb < Ta)h

(γ)(b− a). (1.12)

When m2 = ∞, we have

ϕ
(γ),λa,∞
a,b (x) ≡ ϕ

(0),λa,∞
a,b (x), (1.13)

ϕ
(γ),∞,∞
a,b (x) ≡ ϕ

(0),∞,∞
a,b (x), (1.14)

Note that ϕ
(γ),∞,∞
a,b and ϕ

(γ),λa,∞
a,b are formally obtained by the limit as λa → ∞ or λb → ∞

of those of (1.7), i.e.,

ϕ
(γ),λa,∞
a,b (x) = lim

λb→∞
ϕ
(γ),λa,λb

a,b (x), (1.15)

ϕ
(γ),∞,∞
a,b (x) = lim

λa,λb→∞
ϕ
(γ),λa,λb

a,b (x) = lim
λa→∞

ϕ
(γ),λa,∞
a,b (x). (1.16)

Under the same assumption, our main theorems are as follows (see Sections 3 and 4
for the details):
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Theorem 1.2. For distinct points a, b ∈ R, for a constant λa > 0, and for a constant
−1 ≤ γ ≤ 1, the process

(

M
(γ),λa,∞
a,b,s := ϕ

(γ),λa,∞
a,b (Xs)e

−λaL
a
t 1{Lb

s=0}

)

s≥0
(1.17)

is a martingale, and the following assertions hold:

1. exponential clock: lim
q→0+

rq(0)Px

[

Fs · Γ
λa,∞
a,b,eq

]

= Px

[

Fs ·M
(0),λa ,∞
a,b,s

]

,

2. hitting time clock: lim
c→±∞

hB(c)Px

[

Fs · Γ
λa,∞
a,b,Tc

]

= Px

[

Fs ·M
(±1),λa ,∞
a,b,s

]

,

3. two-point hitting time clock: lim
(c,d)

(γ)
→∞

hC(c,−d)Px

[

Fs · Γ
λa,∞
a,b,Tc∧T−d

]

= Px

[

Fs ·M
(γ),λa ,∞
a,b,s

]

,

4. inverse local time clock: lim
c→±∞

hB(c)Px

[

Fs · Γ
λa,∞
a,b,ηcu

]

= Px

[

Fs ·M
(±1),λa,∞
a,b,s

]

.

Theorem 1.3. For distinct points a, b ∈ R and for a constant −1 ≤ γ ≤ 1, the process

(

M
(γ),∞,∞
a,b,s := ϕ

(γ),∞,∞
a,b (Xs)1{La

s=Lb
s=0}

)

s≥0
(1.18)

is a martingale, and the following assertions hold:

1. exponential clock: lim
q→0+

rq(0)Px

[

Fs · Γ
∞,∞
a,b,eq

]

= Px

[

Fs ·M
(0),∞,∞
a,b,s

]

,

2. hitting time clock: lim
c→±∞

hB(c)Px

[

Fs · Γ
∞,∞
a,b,Tc

]

= Px

[

Fs ·M
(±1),∞,∞
a,b,s

]

,

3. two-point hitting time clock: lim
(c,d)

(γ)
→∞

hC(c,−d)Px

[

Fs · Γ
∞,∞
a,b,Tc∧T−d

]

= Px

[

Fs ·M
(γ),∞,∞
a,b,s

]

,

4. inverse local time clock: lim
c→±∞

hB(c)Px

[

Fs · Γ
∞,∞
a,b,ηcu

]

= Px

[

Fs ·M
(±1),∞,∞
a,b,s

]

.

Organization

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prepare some general results of Lévy
processes. In Sections 3 and 4, we discuss the penalization results with Γ∞,∞

a,b,t and Γλa,∞
a,b,t ,

respectively. In Section 5, we discuss the penalization results with inverse local time clock.
In Section 6, we give some corrections to some results of Takeda–Yano [3].
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2 Preliminaries

2.1 Lévy process and resolvent density

Let (X,Px) be the canonical representation of a real valued Lévy process starting from
x ∈ R on the càdlàg path space. For t > 0, we denote by FX

t = σ(Xs, 0 ≤ s ≤ t) the
natural filtration of X and write Ft =

⋂

s>t F
X
s . For a ∈ R, let Ta be the hitting time of

{a} for X , i.e.,

Ta = inf{t > 0 : Xt = a}. (2.1)

For λ ∈ R, we denote by Ψ(λ) the characteristic exponent of X , which satisfies

P0

[

eiλXt
]

= e−tΨ(λ) (2.2)

for t ≥ 0. Moreover, by Lévy–Khinchin formula, it is denoted by

Ψ(λ) = ivλ+
1

2
σ2λ2 +

∫

R

(

1− eiλx + iλx1{|x|<1}

)

ν(dx), (2.3)

where v ∈ R, σ ≥ 0, and ν is a measure on R, called a Lévy measure, with ν({0}) = 0
and

∫

R
(x2 ∧ 1)ν(dx) < ∞.

Throughout this paper, we always assume (X,P0) is recurrent, i.e.,

P0

[
∫ ∞

0

1{|Xt−a|<ε}dt

]

= ∞ (2.4)

for all a ∈ R and ε > 0, and always assume the condition

(A)

∫ ∞

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

q +Ψ(λ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

dλ < ∞ for each q > 0.

It is known that X has a bounded continuous resolvent density rq:

∫

R

f(x)rq(x)dx = P0

[
∫ ∞

0

e−qtf(Xt)dt

]

(2.5)

holds for q > 0 and non-negative measurable functions f . See, e.g., Theorems II.16 and
II.19 of [1]. Moreover, there exists an equality that connects the hitting time of 0 and the
resolvent density:

Px

[

e−qT0
]

=
rq(−x)

rq(0)
(2.6)

for q > 0 and x ∈ R. See, e.g., Corollary II.18 of [1].
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2.2 Local time and excursion

We denote by D the set of càdlàg paths e : [0,∞) → R ∪ {∆} such that
{

e(t) ∈ R \ {0} for 0 < t < ζ(e),

e(t) = ∆ for t ≥ ζ(e),
(2.7)

where the point ∆ is an isolated point and ζ is the excursion length, i.e.,

ζ = ζ(e) := inf{t > 0 : e(t) = ∆}. (2.8)

Let Σ denote the σ-algebra on D generated by cylinder sets.

Assume the condition (A) holds. Then, we can define a local time at a ∈ R, which we
denote by La = (La

t )t≥0. It is defined by

La
t := lim

ε→0+

1

2ε

∫ t

0

1{|Xs−a|<ε}ds. (2.9)

It is known that La is continuous in t and satisfies

Px

[
∫ ∞

0

e−qtdLa
t

]

= rq(a− x) (2.10)

for q > 0 and x ∈ R. See, e.g., Section V of [1]. In particular, from this expression, rq(x)
is non-decreasing as q → 0 + .

Let ηa = (ηal )l≥0 be an inverse local time, i.e.,

ηal := inf{t > 0 : La
t > l}. (2.11)

It is known that the process (ηa,Pa) is a possibly killed subordinator which has the Laplace
exponent

Pa

[

e−qηa
l

]

= e
− l

rq(0) (2.12)

for l > 0 and q > 0. See, e.g., Proposition V.4 of [1].

We denote ǫal for an excursion away from a ∈ R which starts at local time l ≥ 0, i.e.,

ǫal (t) :=

{

Xt+ηa
l−

for 0 ≤ t < ηal − ηal−,

∆ for t ≥ ηal − ηal−.
(2.13)

Then, (ǫal )l≥0 is a Poisson point process, and we write na for the characteristic measure
of ǫa. It is known that (D,Σ, na) is a σ-finite measure space. See, e.g., Section IV of [1].
For B ∈ B(0,∞)⊗ Σ, we define

Na(B) := #{(l, e) ∈ B : ǫal = e}. (2.14)

Then, Na is a Poisson random measure with its intensity measure ds×na(de). It is known
that the subordinator η0 has no drift and its Lévy measure is n0(T0 ∈ dx).
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2.3 The renormalized zero resolvent

We define

hq(x) := rq(0)− rq(−x) (2.15)

for q > 0 and x ∈ R. It is clear that hq(0) = 0, and by (2.6), we have hq(x) ≥ 0. The
following theorem plays a key role in our penalization results.

Proposition 2.1 (Theorem 1.1 of [3]). If the condition (A) is satisfied, then for any
x ∈ R, h(x) := limq→0+ hq(x) exists and is finite.

We call h the renormalized zero resolvent. Moreover, we introduce the functions hB
q

and hB.

Proposition 2.2 (Lemma 3.5 of [3]). For a ∈ R, it holds that

hB(a) := lim
q→0+

hB
q (a) = P0[LTa

] = h(a) + h(−a). (2.16)

Proposition 2.3 (Lemma 6.1 of [3]2). For distinct points a, b ∈ R, it holds that

hC(a, b) : = P0[L
0
Ta∧Tb

]

=
1

hB(a− b)

{

(h(b) + h(−a))h(a− b) + (h(a) + h(−b))h(b− a)

+ (h(a)− h(b))(h(−b)− h(−a))− h(a− b)h(b− a)

}

.

(2.17)

3 Conditionings to avoid two points

We define

N
q,λa,λb

a,b,t : = rq(0)Px

[

Γλa,λb

a,b,eq
; t < eq

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

, (3.1)

N
q,∞,∞
a,b,t : = rq(0)Px (t < eq < Ta ∧ Tb|Ft) , (3.2)

M
q,∞,∞
a,b,t : = rq(0)Px (eq < Ta ∧ Tb|Ft) (3.3)

for q > 0.

Theorem 3.1. Let x ∈ R. Then, (M
(0),∞,∞
a,b,t , t ≥ 0) is a non-negative ((Ft),Px)-

martingale, and it holds that

lim
q→0+

N
q,∞,∞
a,b,t = lim

q→0+
M

q,∞,∞
a,b,t = M

(0),∞,∞
a,b,t a.s. and in L1(Px). (3.4)

2In Takeda–Yano [3], there is an error in the assertion of Lemma 6.1. Proposition 2.3 corrects that
error. See, Section 6.
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Consequently, if M
(0),∞,∞
a,b,0 > 0 under Px, it holds that

lim
q→0+

Px[Ft| eq < Ta ∧ Tb] = Px

[

Ft ·
M

(0),∞,∞
a,b,t

M
(0),∞,∞
a,b,0

]

(3.5)

for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft.

Proof. Note that

lim
λa,λb→∞

N
q,λa,λb

a,b,t = N
q,∞,∞
a,b,t a.s. (3.6)

We have by the lack of memory property of an exponential distribution and by the Markov
property,

lim
λa,λb→∞

N
q,λa,λb

a,b,t = lim
λa,λb→∞

rq(0)e
−qte−λaL

a
t−λbL

b
tPXt

[

e
−λaL

a
eq

−λbL
b
eq

]

= e−qtrq(0)PXt

[
∫ Ta∧Tb

0

qe−qsds

]

1{t<Ta∧Tb} a.s. (3.7)

Therefore, we obtain by the equation (3.24) of [2],

lim
q→0+

N
q,∞,∞
a,b,t = lim

q→0+
e−qtrq(0)PXt

[
∫ Ta∧Tb

0

qe−qsds

]

1{t<Ta∧Tb} = M
(0),∞,∞
a,b,t a.s. (3.8)

We have

M
q,∞,∞
a,b,t −N

q,∞,∞
a,b,t = rq(0)Px(eq < Ta ∧ Tb, eq ≤ t|Ft)

= rq(0)1{eq<Ta∧Tb}1{eq≤t} → 0 a.s. (3.9)

as q → 0+. Therefore, we obtain

lim
q→0+

M
q,∞,∞
a,b,t = M

(0),∞,∞
a,b,t a.s. (3.10)

Finally, using Theorem 15.2 of [4], the L1(Px) convergence holds.

We define

N
c,λa,λb

a,b,t : = hB(c)Px

[

Γλa,λb

a,b,Tc
; t < Tc

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

, (3.11)

N
c,∞,∞
a,b,t : = hB(c)Px (t < Tc < Ta ∧ Tb|Ft) , (3.12)

M
c,∞,∞
a,b,t : = hB(c)Px (Tc < Ta ∧ Tb|Ft) (3.13)

for distinct points a, b, c ∈ R.
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Theorem 3.2. Let x ∈ R. Then, (M
(±1),∞,∞
a,b,t , t ≥ 0) is a non-negative ((Ft),Px)-

martingale, and it holds that

lim
c→±∞

N
c,∞,∞
a,b,t = lim

c→±∞
M

c,∞,∞
a,b,t = M

(±1),∞,∞
a,b,t a.s. and in L1(Px). (3.14)

Consequently, if M
(±1),∞,∞
a,b,0 > 0 under Px, it holds that

lim
c→±∞

Px[Ft| Tc < Ta ∧ Tb] = Px

[

Ft ·
M

(±1),∞,∞
a,b,t

M
(±1),∞,∞
a,b,0

]

(3.15)

for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft.

Proof. Note that

lim
λa,λb→∞

N
c,λa,λb

a,b,t = N
c,∞,∞
a,b,t a.s. (3.16)

By the strong Markov property, we have

lim
λa,λb→∞

N
c,λa,λb

a,b,t = lim
λa,λb→∞

1{t<Tc}h
B(c)e−λaL

a
t−λbL

b
tPXt

[

e−λaL
a
Tc

−λbL
b
Tc

]

= 1{t<Tc}h
B(c)1{t<Ta∧Tb}PXt

(Tc < Ta ∧ Tb). (3.17)

Therefore, we obtain by the equation (4.16) of [2],

lim
c→±∞

N
c,∞,∞
a,b,t = lim

c→±∞
1{t<Tc}h

B(c)1{t<Ta∧Tb}PXt
(Tc < Ta ∧ Tb) = M

(±1),∞,∞
a,b,t a.s. (3.18)

The rest of the proof is the same as in Theorem 3.1, so we omit it.

We define

N
c,d,λa,λb

a,b,t := hC(c,−d)Px

[

Γλa,λb

a,b,Tc∧T−d
; t < Tc ∧ T−d

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

, (3.19)

N
c,d,∞,∞
a,b,t := hC(c,−d)Px (t < Tc ∧ T−d < Ta ∧ Tb|Ft) , (3.20)

M
c,d,∞,∞
a,b,t := hC(c,−d)Px (Tc ∧ T−d < Ta ∧ Tb|Ft) (3.21)

for c, d > 0.

Theorem 3.3. Let x ∈ R and −1 ≤ γ ≤ 1. Then, (M
(γ),∞,∞
a,b,t , t ≥ 0) is a non-negative

((Ft),Px)-martingale, and it holds that

lim
(c,d)

(γ)
→∞

N
c,d,∞,∞
a,b,t = lim

(c,d)
(γ)
→∞

M
c,d,∞,∞
a,b,t = M

(γ),∞,∞
a,b,t a.s. and in L1(Px). (3.22)

Consequently, if M
(γ),∞,∞
a,b,0 > 0 under Px, it holds that

lim
(c,d)

(γ)
→∞

Px [Ft| Tc ∧ T−d < Ta ∧ Tb] = Px

[

Ft ·
M

(γ),∞,∞
a,b,t

M
(γ),∞,∞
a,b,0

]

(3.23)

for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft.

9



Proof. Note that

lim
λa,λb→∞

N
c,d,λa,λb

a,b,t = N
c,d,∞,∞
a,b,t a.s. (3.24)

By the strong Markov property, we have

lim
λa,λb→∞

N
c,d,λa,λb

a,b,t = lim
λa,λb→∞

1{t<Tc∧T−d}e
−λaL

a
t−λbL

b
thC(c,−d)PXt

[

e
−λaL

a
Tc∧T

−d
−λbL

b
Tc∧T

−d

]

= 1{t<Tc∧T−d}1{t<Ta∧Tb}h
C(c,−d)PXt

(Tc ∧ T−d < Ta ∧ Tb). (3.25)

Therefore, we obtain by the equation (5.6) of [2],

lim
(c,d)

(γ)
→∞

N
c,d,∞,∞
a,b,t = lim

(c,d)
(γ)
→∞

1{t<Tc∧T−d}1{t<Ta∧Tb}h
C(c,−d)PXt

(Tc ∧ T−d < Ta ∧ Tb)

= M
(γ),∞,∞
a,b,t a.s. (3.26)

The rest of the proof is the same as in Theorem 3.1, so we omit it.

We define

N
c,u,λa,λb

a,b,t : = hB(c)Px

[

Γλa,λb

a,b,ηcu
; t < ηcu

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

, (3.27)

N
c,u,∞,∞
a,b,t : = hB(c)Px (t < ηcu < Ta ∧ Tb|Ft) , (3.28)

M
c,u,∞,∞
a,b,t : = hB(c)Px (η

c
u < Ta ∧ Tb|Ft) (3.29)

for c ∈ R and u > 0.

Theorem 3.4. Let x ∈ R. Then, it holds that

lim
c→±∞

N
c,u,∞,∞
a,b,t = lim

c→±∞
M

c,u,∞,∞
a,b,t = M

(±1),∞,∞
a,b,t a.s. and in L1(Px). (3.30)

Consequently, if M
(±1),∞,∞
a,b,0 > 0 under Px, it holds that

lim
c→±∞

Px[Ft| η
c
u < Ta ∧ Tb] = Px

[

Ft ·
M

(±1),∞,∞
a,b,t

M
(±1),∞,∞
a,b,0

]

(3.31)

for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft.

Proof. Note that

lim
λa,λb→∞

N
c,u,λa,λb

a,b,t = N
c,u,∞,∞
a,b,t a.s. (3.32)

By the strong Markov property, we have

lim
λa,λb→∞

N
c,u,λa,λb

a,b,t = lim
λa,λb→∞

1{t<Tc∧T−d}e
−λaL

a
t−λbL

b
thB(c)PXt

[

e
−λaL

a
ηcu

−λbL
b
ηcu

]

= 1{t<ηcu}1{t<Ta∧Tb}h
B(c)PXt

(ηcu < Ta ∧ Tb). (3.33)

Therefore, we obtain by the equation (6.8) and (6.17) of [2],

lim
c→±∞

N
c,u,∞,∞
a,b,t = lim

c→±∞
1{t<ηcu}1{t<Ta∧Tb}h

B(c)PXt
(ηcu < Ta ∧ Tb)

= M
(±1),∞,∞
a,b,t a.s. (3.34)

The rest of the proof is the same as in Theorem 3.1, so we omit it.
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4 One-point local time penalization with conditioning to avoid
another point

We define

N
q,λa,∞
a,b,t : = rq(0)Px

[

e−λaL
a
eq ; t < eq < Tb

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

, (4.1)

M
q,λa,∞
a,b,t : = rq(0)Px

[

e−λaL
a
eq ; eq < Tb

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

(4.2)

for q > 0.

Theorem 4.1. Let x ∈ R. Then, (M
(0),λa,∞
a,b,t , t ≥ 0) is a non-negative ((Ft),Px)-

martingale, and it holds that

lim
q→0+

N
q,λa,∞
a,b,t = lim

q→0+
M

q,λa,∞
a,b,t = M

(0),λa ,∞
a,b,t a.s. and in L1(Px). (4.3)

Consequently, if M
(0),λa,∞
a,b,0 > 0 under Px, it holds that

lim
q→0+

Px[Ft · e
−λaL

a
eq ; eq < Tb]

Px[e
−λaLa

eq ; eq < Tb]
= Px

[

Ft ·
M

(0),λa,∞
a,b,t

M
(0),λa,∞
a,b,0

]

(4.4)

for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft.

The proof is almost the same as that of Theorem 3.1, and so we omit it.

We define

N
c,λa,∞
a,b,t : = hB(c)Px

[

e−λaL
a
Tc ; t < Tc < Tb

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

, (4.5)

M
c,λa,∞
a,b,t : = hB(c)Px

[

e−λaL
a
Tc ; Tc < Tb

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

(4.6)

for distinct points a, b, c ∈ R.

Theorem 4.2. Let x ∈ R. Then, (M
(±1),λa ,∞
a,b,t , t ≥ 0) is a non-negative ((Ft),Px)-

martingale, and it holds that

lim
c→±∞

N
c,λa,∞
a,b,t = lim

c→±∞
M

c,λa,∞
a,b,t = M

(±1),λa ,∞
a,b,t a.s. and in L1(Px). (4.7)

Consequently, if M
(±1),λa,∞
a,b,0 > 0 under Px, it holds that

lim
c→±∞

Px[Ft · e
−λaL

a
Tc ; Tc < Tb]

Px[e
−λaL

a
Tc ; Tc < Tb]

= Px

[

Ft ·
M

(±1),λa,∞
a,b,t

M
(±1),λa,∞
a,b,0

]

(4.8)

for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft.
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The proof is almost the same as that of Theorem 3.1, and so we omit it.

We define

N
c,d,λa,∞
a,b,t := hC(c,−d)Px

[

e
−λaL

a
Tc∧T

−d ; t < Tc ∧ T−d < Tb

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

, (4.9)

M
c,d,λa,∞
a,b,t := hC(c,−d)Px

[

e
−λaL

a
Tc∧T

−d ; Tc ∧ T−d < Tb

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

(4.10)

for c, d > 0.

Theorem 4.3. Let x ∈ R and −1 ≤ γ ≤ 1. Then, (M
(γ),λa,∞
a,b,t , t ≥ 0) is a non-negative

((Ft),Px)-martingale, and it holds that

lim
(c,d)

(γ)
→∞

N
c,d,λa,∞
a,b,t = lim

(c,d)
(γ)
→∞

M
c,d,λa,∞
a,b,t = M

(γ),λa,∞
a,b,t a.s. and in L1(Px). (4.11)

Consequently, if M
(γ),λa,∞
a,b,0 > 0 under Px, it holds that

lim
(c,d)

(γ)
→∞

Px[Ft · e
−λaL

a
Tc∧T

−d ; Tc ∧ T−d < Tb]

Px[e
−λaL

a
Tc∧T

−d ; Tc ∧ T−d < Tb]
= Px

[

Ft ·
M

(γ),λa ,∞
a,b,t

M
(γ),λa ,∞
a,b,0

]

(4.12)

for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft.

The proof is almost the same as that of Theorem 3.1, and so we omit it.

We define

N
c,u,λa,∞
a,b,t : = hB(c)Px

[

e
−λaL

a
ηcu ; t < ηcu < Tb

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

, (4.13)

M
c,u,λa,∞
a,b,t : = hB(c)Px

[

e
−λaL

a
ηcu ; ηcu < Tb

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

(4.14)

for c ∈ R and u > 0.

Theorem 4.4. Let x ∈ R. Then, it holds that

lim
c→±∞

N
c,u,λa,∞
a,b,t = lim

c→±∞
M

c,u,λa,∞
a,b,t = M

(±1),λa ,∞
a,b,t a.s. and in L1(Px). (4.15)

Consequently, if M
(±1),λa,∞
a,b,0 > 0 under Px, it holds that

lim
c→±∞

Px

[

Ft · e
−λaL

a
ηcu ; ηcu < Tb

]

Px[e
−λaL

a
ηcu ; ηcu < Tb]

= Px

[

Ft ·
M

(±1),λa,∞
a,b,t

M
(±1),λa,∞
a,b,0

]

(4.16)

for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft.

The proof is almost the same as that of Theorem 3.1, and so we omit it.
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5 The inverse local time clock

In this section, we consider the inverse local time clock with the limit as u tends to infinity
and c being fixed. We define

N
u,λa,λb,c
a,b,t : =

1

Pc

[

Γλa,λb

a,b,ηcu

] · Px

[

Γλa,λb

a,b,ηcu
; t < ηcu

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

, (5.1)

M
u,λa,λb,c
a,b,t : =

1

Pc

[

Γλa,λb

a,b,ηcu

] · Px

[

Γλa,λb

a,b,ηcu

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

, (5.2)

for c ∈ R and u > 0. We further define

M
λa,λb,c
a,b,t := eL

c
tH

c,λa,λb
a,b Γλa,λb

a,b,t , (5.3)

where the constant H
c,λa,λb

a,b is defined by (5.8). Note that the constant H
c,λa,λb

a,b is inde-
pendent of u.

Theorem 5.1. Let x ∈ R. Then, (Mλa,λb,c
a,b,t , t ≥ 0) is a non-negative ((Ft),Px)-

martingale, and it holds that

lim
u→∞

N
u,λa,λb,c
a,b,t = lim

u→∞
M

u,λa,λb,c
a,b,t = M

λa,λb,c
a,b,t a.s. and in L1(Px). (5.4)

Consequently, if Mλa,λb,c
a,b,0 > 0 under Px, it holds that

lim
u→∞

Px

[

Ft · Γ
λa,λb

a,b,ηcu

]

Px

[

Γλa,λb

a,b,ηcu

] = Px

[

Ft ·
M

λa,λb,c
a,b,t

M
λa,λb,c
a,b,0

]

(5.5)

for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft.

Proof. By definition of ηcu, we have

ηcu = inf{s : Lc
s > u}

= inf{s : Lc
s − Lc

t > u− v}
∣

∣

∣

v=Lc
t

= inf{s : Lc
s+t − Lc

t > u− v}
∣

∣

∣

v=Lc
t

+ t

= inf{s : Lc
s ◦ θt > u− v}

∣

∣

∣

v=Lc
t

+ t

= ηcu−v ◦ θt

∣

∣

∣

v=Lc
t

+ t. (5.6)

By the Markov property at t, we have

Px

[

Γλa,λb

a,b,ηcu
; t < ηcu

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

= Px

[

e
−λa(La

ηc
u−v

◦θt+t
−La

t+La
t )−λb(L

b
ηc
u−v

◦θt+t
−Lb

t+Lb
t)
; t < ηcu

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

∣

∣

∣

v=Lc
t
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= Px

[

e
−λa(La

ηc
u−v

◦θt+La
t )−λb(L

b
ηc
u−v

◦θt+Lb
t); t < ηcu

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

∣

∣

∣

v=Lc
t

= 1{t<ηcu}e
−λaL

a
t−λbL

b
tPXt

[

e
−λaL

a
ηc
u−v

−λbL
b
ηc
u−v

]

∣

∣

∣

v=Lc
t

. (5.7)

By (6.5) of [2], we can let

Pc

[

Γλa,λb

a,b,ηcu

]

= e−uH
c,λa,λb
a,b (5.8)

for u ≥ 0. Thus, we have

1

Pc

[

Γλa,λb

a,b,ηcu

] · Pc

[

e
−λaL

a
ηc
u−v

−λbL
b
ηc
u−v

]

∣

∣

∣

v=Lc
t

= eL
c
tH

c,λa,λb
a,b . (5.9)

Therefore, we obtain

lim
u→∞

N
u,λa,λb,c
a,b,t = M

λa,λb,c
a,b,t a.s. (5.10)

Since we have

lim
u→∞

(

M
u,λa,λb,c
a,b,t −N

u,λa,λb,c
a,b,t

)

= lim
u→∞

1

Pc

[

Γλa,λb

a,b,ηcu

] · Px

[

Γλa,λb

a,b,ηcu
; ηcu ≤ t

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

= lim
u→∞

Γλa,λb

a,b,ηcu

Pc

[

Γλa,λb

a,b,ηcu

] · 1{ηcu≤t} = 0 a.s., (5.11)

we obtain

lim
u→∞

M
u,λa,λb,c
a,b,t = M

λa,λb,c
a,b,t a.s. (5.12)

Next, we show that the convergence of (5.10) and (5.12) hold also in the sense of
L1(Px). Since M

λa,λb,c
a,b,t ∈ L1(Px) for all t > 0, by the dominated convergence theorem, we

obtain

lim
u→∞

N
u,λa,λb,c
a,b,t = M

λa,λb,c
a,b,t in L1(Px) (5.13)

for all t > 0. For q > 0, we have by (2.12),

Px(η
c
u ≤ t) ≤ Pc(η

c
u ≤ t) ≤ Pc

[

eq(t−ηcu); ηcu ≤ t
]

≤ eqtPc

[

e−qηcu
]

= eqte
− u

rq(0) . (5.14)

Since rq(0) → 0 as q → ∞, we may take q > 0 large enough so that 1
rq(0)

> H
c,λa,λb

a,b . Thus,

for such q > 0, we have

Px

[

M
u,λa,λb,c
a,b,t −N

u,λa,λb,c
a,b,t

]

=
1

Pc

[

Γλa,λb

a,b,ηcu

] · Px

[

Px

[

Γηcu
; ηcu ≤ t|Ft

]]
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≤
Px(η

c
u ≤ t)

Pc

[

Γλa,λb

a,b,ηcu

] ≤ eqte
u(H

c,λa,λb
a,b

− 1
rq(0)

)
→ 0 (5.15)

as u → ∞. This shows that for all t > 0, we obtain

M
u,λa,λb,c
a,b,t −N

u,λa,λb,c
a,b,t → 0 in L1(Px), (5.16)

which implies

lim
u→∞

M
u,λa,λb,c
a,b,t = M

λa,λb,c
a,b,t in L1(Px) (5.17)

for all t > 0.

We define

N
u,∞,∞,c
a,b,t : =

1

Pc

[

Γ∞,∞
a,b,ηcu

] · Px

(

t < ηcu < Ta ∧ Tb

∣

∣

∣
Ft

)

, (5.18)

M
u,∞,∞,c
a,b,t : =

1

Pc

[

Γ∞,∞
a,b,ηcu

] · Px

(

ηcu < Ta ∧ Tb

∣

∣

∣
Ft

)

(5.19)

for c ∈ R and u > 0. We further define

M
∞,∞,c
a,b,t := eL

c
tH

c,∞,∞
a,b Γ∞,∞

a,b,t , (5.20)

where H
c,∞,∞
a,b := limλa,λb→∞H

c,λa,λb

a,b .

Theorem 5.2. Let x ∈ R. Then, (M∞,∞,c
a,b,t , t ≥ 0) is a non-negative ((Ft),Px)-martingale,

and it holds that

lim
u→∞

N
u,∞,∞,c
a,b,t = lim

u→∞
M

u,∞,∞,c
a,b,t = M

∞,∞,c
a,b,t a.s. and in L1(Px). (5.21)

Consequently, if M∞,∞,c
a,b,0 > 0 under Px, it holds that

lim
u→∞

Px[Ft| η
c
u < Ta ∧ Tb] = Px

[

Ft ·
M

∞,∞,c
a,b,t

M
∞,∞,c
a,b,0

]

(5.22)

for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft.

The proof is almost the same as that of Theorem 3.1, and so we omit it.

We define

N
u,∞,∞,c
a,b,t : =

1

Pc

[

Γλa,∞
a,b,ηcu

] · Px

[

e
−λaL

a
ηcu ; t < ηcu < Tb

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

, (5.23)

M
u,∞,∞,c
a,b,t : =

1

Pc

[

Γλa,∞
a,b,ηcu

] · Px

[

e
−λaL

a
ηcu ; ηcu < Tb

∣

∣

∣
Ft

]

(5.24)

for c ∈ R and u > 0. We further define

M
∞,∞,c
a,b,t := eL

c
tH

c,λa,∞
a,b Γλa,∞

a,b,t , (5.25)

where H
c,λa,∞
a,b := limλb→∞H

c,λa,λb

a,b .
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Theorem 5.3. Let x ∈ R. Then, (M∞,∞,c
a,b,t , t ≥ 0) is a non-negative ((Ft),Px)-martingale,

and it holds that

lim
u→∞

N
u,∞,∞,c
a,b,t = lim

u→∞
M

u,∞,∞,c
a,b,t = M

∞,∞,c
a,b,t a.s. and in L1(Px). (5.26)

Consequently, if M∞,∞,c
a,b,0 > 0 under Px, it holds that

lim
u→∞

Px[Ft · e
−λaL

a
ηcu ; ηcu < Tb]

Px[e
−λaLa

ηcu ; ηcu < Tb]
= Px

[

Ft ·
M

∞,∞,c
a,b,t

M
∞,∞,c
a,b,0

]

(5.27)

for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft.

The proof is almost the same as that of Theorem 3.1, and so we omit it.

6 Corrections to some results of Takeda–Yano [3]

There is an error in the assertion of Lemma 6.1 of [3]. The correct assertion is as follows:

Proposition 6.1 (Lemma 6.1 of [3], corrected). For distinct points a 6= b, it holds that

hC(a, b) : = P0[L
0
Ta∧Tb

]

=
1

hB(a− b)

{

(h(b) + h(−a))h(a− b) + (h(a) + h(−b))h(b− a)

+ (h(a)− h(b))(h(−b)− h(−a))− h(a− b)h(b− a)

}

.

(6.1)

Proof. For q > 0, by the strong Markov property, we have

P

[
∫ ∞

0

e−qtdLt

]

= P

[
∫ Ta∧Tb

0

e−qtdLt

]

+ P[e−qTa ; Ta < Tb]Pa

[
∫ ∞

0

e−qtdLt

]

+ P[e−qTb; Tb < Ta]Pb

[
∫ ∞

0

e−qtdLt

]

. (6.2)

Using (2.10), we have

rq(0) = P

[
∫ Ta∧Tb

0

e−qtdLt

]

+ P[e−qTa ; Ta < Tb]rq(−a) + P[e−qTb ; Tb < Ta]rq(−b). (6.3)

Thus, by Lemma 3.5 of [3], we have

P

[
∫ Ta∧Tb

0

e−qtdLt

]

= rq(0)− P[e−qTa ; Ta < Tb]rq(−a)− P[e−qTb ; Tb < Ta]rq(−b)
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= rq(0)−
hq(b− a) + hq(−b)− hq(−a)− hq(−b)hq(b−a)

rq(0)

hB
q (a− b)

· rq(−a)

−
hq(a− b) + hq(−a)− hq(−b)− hq(−a)hq(a−b)

rq(0)

hB
q (a− b)

· rq(−b). (6.4)

We consider only the numerator of the right-hand side. Then, we have

rq(0)h
B
q (a− b)−

(

hq(b− a) + hq(−b)− hq(−a)−
hq(−b)hq(b− a)

rq(0)

)

rq(−a)

−

(

hq(a− b) + hq(−a)− hq(−b)−
hq(−a)hq(a− b)

rq(0)

)

rq(−b)

= hq(a− b)(rq(0)− rq(−b)) + hq(b− a)(rq(0)− rq(−a))− hq(a− b)hq(b− a)

+ hq(−a)(rq(−a)− rq(−b)) + hq(−b)(rq(−b)− rq(−a))

+
hq(−b)hq(b− a)rq(−a)

rq(0)
+

hq(−a)hq(a− b)rq(−b)

rq(0)

= hq(a− b)hq(b) + hq(b− a)hq(a)− hq(a− b)hq(b− a)

+ hq(−a)(hq(b)− hq(a)) + hq(−b)(hq(a)− hq(b))

+ (hq(−b)hq(b− a))Pa

[

e−qT0
]

+ (hq(−a)hq(a− b))Pb

[

e−qT0
]

→ h(a− b)h(b) + h(b− a)h(a)− h(a− b)h(b− a)

+ h(−a)(h(b)− h(a)) + h(−b)(h(a)− h(b))

+ h(−b)h(b− a) + h(−a)h(a − b)

= (h(b) + h(−a))h(a− b) + (h(a) + h(−b))h(b − a)

+ (h(a)− h(b))(h(−b)− h(−a))− h(a− b)h(b− a)

as q → 0+ . Therefore, letting q → 0+ in the equation (6.4), we obtain the assertion.

Next, there are some errors in the assertion of Theorem 1.7 of [3]. The correct assertion

is as follows ((a, b)
γ
→ ∞ is replaced with (a, b)

(γ)
→ ∞):

Theorem 6.2 (Theorem 1.7 of [3], corrected). Suppose that the condition (A) is satisfied.
Let f be a positive integrable function, x ∈ R, and a, b > 0. Define

N
a,b
t : = hC(a,−b)Px[f(L

0
Ta∧T−b

), t < Ta ∧ T−b|Ft], (6.5)

M
a,b
t : = hC(a,−b)Px[f(L

0
Ta∧T−b

)|Ft]. (6.6)

Then, it holds that

lim
(a,b)

(γ)
→∞

N
a,b
t = lim

(a,b)
(γ)
→∞

M
a,b
t = M

(γ)
t

in the sense of Px-a.s. and in L1(Px), where the process (M
(γ)
t )t≥0 is defined by (1.8) of

[3]. Consequently, if M
(γ)
0 > 0 under Px, it holds that

lim
(a,b)

(γ)
→∞

Px[Ft · f(L
0
Ta∧T−b

)]

Px[f(L0
Ta∧T−b

)]
= Px

[

Ft ·
M

(γ)
t

M
(γ)
0

]

(6.7)
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for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft.

We omit the proof of this theorem because the proof of this theorem in [3] is correct.
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Lévy processes. preprint, arXiv:2404.06759.

[3] Shosei Takeda and Kouji Yano. Local time penalizations with various clocks for Lévy
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