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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

P,[F, - T,]
lim —————— 1.1
Hm =y (1.1)
where (X = (X¢)i>0, (Z1)i>0, (Pr)zer) is a Markov process, (I't);>0 is a non-negative

process called a weight, (Fy)s>o is a process of test functions adapted to (Fs)s>0, and 7
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

FAay)‘b

SR e (1.2)

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

)‘avoo P 3 >\ll7>\b _ _AaLa
Tabe = im TG0 = e - Ly, (1.3)
00,00 . AasA . Aa ,00
o= lim IV = lim 7% = 1i7a_jb_ 1.4
a,b,t Ao Ay—300 a,b,t Ag—300 a,b,t {L¢=Ly=0}> ( )

where the limit processes may be formally obtained by the limit as A\, — oo or A\, — oo
of those of (1.2), although the penalization limit should be proven independently.

Two-point local time penalization

For —1 < < 1, we say!

d—
(c,d)(l;oowhenc—)oo,d—)oo, and ¢
c+d

— . (1.5)

!To describe the penalization limits, our limit (c, d) % o0 is more suitable than the limit (c,d) L oo
of the equation (1.9) of Takeda—Yano [3]. See, Section 6.
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Here for the random clock 7 = (1), we adopt one of the following:

1. exponential clock: 7 = (e,) as ¢ — 04, where e, has the exponential distribution
with its parameter ¢ > 0 and is independent of X;

2. hitting time clock: 7 = (7.) as ¢ — £o0o, where T, is the first hitting time at c¢;

3. two-point hitting time clock: 7= (T, AT_4) as (¢, d) o 00;

4. inverse local time clock: 7 = (%) as ¢ — £o0, where n° = (1%),>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 \,, \p > 0, and

for a constant —1 < v < 1, there ewists a positive function gogg’A“’Ab(x) such that the
process

(Mé»;));,\a,/\b - 80((1’“/2,)“1,)\[;(Xs)ef)\aLgf)\bLf> (1.6)
" ’ 5>0
s a martingale, and the following assertions hold:

1. exponential clock: lim r,(0)P, [FS . F)‘“’)"’] =P, [FS . M(O)’/\“’)‘b] ,

g—0+ a,b,eq a,b,s

2. hitting time clock: lim h®(c)P, [FS . F/\“’)‘b] =P, [FS . M(il)’)‘“’/\b} ,

e—stoo a,b, T, a,b,s

3. two-point hitting time clock: lim  h%(c, —d)P, [FS . Fi\fb:)I\{AT,d} =P, [FS MDA

a,b,s
(c,d)(l>)oo

4. inverse local time clock: lim hP(c)P, [Fs . F’\“”\b] =P, [FS . M(il)’A“’A"} ,

C—):l:OO avbvnz a,b,s

where r, is the g-resolvent density (see (2.5)), h®? is defined by (2.16), and hC is defined
by (2.17).

We write for —1 <y <1,

o g
) (z) := h(x) + 3%

where m? = Py[X?] and the function & is a renormalized zero resolvent (see Proposition
2.1). Then, the function @éj’g”\“’)‘b is given explicitly as follows:

P07 (@) = B (@ — a) — Po(Ty < TR (b — a)
™) (a — b)

+P (T, <Ty)- )

E



1 14+ A\ (b = a)

P,(T, < T) - -
e <) 5 =)t e+ AuhhB(a — )

RO (b — a)
P.(T, <T,) -
TPa(Th < T) 1+ \hB(a —b)
1 1+ \h(a —b)
P.(T, <T,) - . . 1.7
R < T T —a) Mt etk —p) 7
Note that cpgg’)‘“’)‘b(x) is symmetric with respect to a and b, i.e., for x € R,
PYSY BYSY
ey (@) = gy (a). (18)
When m? = oo, we have
PYSY () BYS
oy (@) = ey (@), (19)
Therefore, when m? = co, we obtain
AasA 0), A0, A
MR = A (1.10)
for any —1 <y < 1.
Main theorems about conditionings
We define
) (a — b)
()0 ;= Bz — a) = Py(Th < TR (b— a) + Pa(Ty < Tp) - — =\
PP a) = B =) = PalT < TR b= @) + Pa(Th < T 155 e
(1.11)
P () s = M (x — a) — P (T}, < Tu)A (b — a). (1.12)
When m? = oo, we have
,Aa,00 _ 0),\qg,00
PP (2) = (), (1.13)
,00,00 _ 0),00,00
P (z) = 0% (a), (1.14)

Note that cpf;/g’oo’oo and gogg’/\“’oo are formally obtained by the limit as A, — oo or A, = 00
of those of (1.7), i.e.,

7>\a7OO ] 7)\a7)‘
P (z) = Jim o (), (1.15)
p—>00
(’7)700700 _ : ('7)7>‘a7)‘b . : ('y),)\a,oo
Pop (@)= im0 (2) = lm o,y (). (1.16)

Under the same assumption, our main theorems are as follows (see Sections 3 and 4
for the details):



Theorem 1.2. For distinct points a,b € R, for a constant \, > 0, and for a constant
—1 <~ <1, the process

,Aa,00 ,Aq ,00 —Aa L&
(Mil),s = P (X e Lfl{LgZO}> (1.17)

s>0

1s a martingale, and the following assertions hold:

1. exponential clock: lim r,(0)P, [FS . F)‘“’OO] =P, [FS . M(O)’/\“’Oo] ,

g—0+ a,b,eq a,b,s

2. hitting time clock: lim h®(c)P, [FS . I’i“boToc] =P, [FS . M(il)’)‘“’oo} ,

c—+oo a,b,s

3. two-point hitting time clock: lim h%(c, —d)P, [Fs . Fi“b’oTo AT d} =P, [FS . Mﬂ);’\“’w
() Whte — sV
(¢,d)~$ 00

4. inverse local time clock: lim hP(c)P, [Fs . FA“’OO] =P, [Fs . M(il)”\“’m} )

C*):l:OO aybynzcl, a,b,s

Theorem 1.3. For distinct points a,b € R and for a constant —1 < vy < 1, the process

(MéXfom = @1(1712’00700(X8)1{Lg:L‘;:0}> (1.18)

s>0

s a martingale, and the following assertions hold:

g—0+ a,b,eq a,b,s

1. exponential clock: lim r,(0)P, [Fs . 1“00700] — P, |:Fs ) M(O),oo,oo] 7

2. hitting time clock: lim hP(c)P, [FS . I‘OO’OO} =P, [FS . M(ﬂ)’oo’oo} ,

c=stoo a,b,Te a,b,s

3. two-point hitting time clock: lim h%(c, —d)P, [FS ) d} =P, [FS . Mévb)’soo’oo
(7) U4 c — ,0,
(¢,d)— o0

C—):l:OO avbvnﬁ a,b,s

4. inwverse local time clock: lim h%(c)P, [FS . I’OO’OO] =P, [FS . M(ﬂ)’oo’oo} .

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 I';;7 and Fi“b"f’,
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].



2 Preliminaries
2.1 Lévy process and resolvent density

Let (X,P,) be the canonical representation of a real valued Lévy process starting from
r € R on the cadlag path space. For ¢ > 0, we denote by X = o(X,, 0 < s < t) the
natural filtration of X and write %, = (,.,.-%;". For a € R, let T, be the hitting time of
{a} for X, i.e.,

T,=inf{t >0: X; =a}. (2.1)
For A € R, we denote by W(\) the characteristic exponent of X, which satisfies
]P)O [eiAXt] — eft\ll()\) (22)

for t > 0. Moreover, by Lévy—Khinchin formula, it is denoted by

1 )
U(N) =iv\+ 502)\2 + / (1 — ™ + iXzlyy<ry) v(da), (2.3)
R

where v € R, ¢ > 0, and v is a measure on R, called a Lévy measure, with v({0}) = 0
and [, (2 A 1)v(dz) < oo.

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

PQ [/ 1{Xt—a<5}dt:| =0 (24)
0

for all @ € R and € > 0, and always assume the condition

o 1
A _ f h .
( )/0 ‘q+q]<)\)‘d)\<oo or each ¢ > 0

It is known that X has a bounded continuous resolvent density 7,:

/R f(@)r(z)dz = P, [ /0 e f(Xt)dt} (2.5)

holds for ¢ > 0 and non-negative measurable functions f. See, e.g., Theorems I1.16 and
I1.19 of [1]. Moreover, there exists an equality that connects the hitting time of 0 and the
resolvent density:

B, [o-0] = Td0) (2.6)

for ¢ > 0 and = € R. See, e.g., Corollary I1.18 of [1].



2.2 Local time and excursion

We denote by D the set of cadlag paths e : [0,00) — R U {A} such that

e(t) e R\ {0} for0<t<((e), (27)
e(t) = A for t > ((e), '
where the point A is an isolated point and ( is the excursion length, i.e.,
¢(=C((e):==1inf{t > 0: e(t) = A}. (2.8)

Let Y denote the o-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 L* = (L{);>0. It is defined by

a : 1 '
Lt = 61—1>%1+2_€/0 1{|Xs—a|<e}d5- (29)

It is known that L® is continuous in ¢ and satisfies
P, {/ e_qtdLg} =ry(a—x) (2.10)
0

for ¢ > 0 and = € R. See, e.g., Section V of [1]. In particular, from this expression, r,(z)
is non-decreasing as ¢ — 0 + .

Let n® = (nf")i>0 be an inverse local time, i.e.,
nt =inf{t >0: L} >[}. (2.11)

It is known that the process (n®, P,) is a possibly killed subordinator which has the Laplace
exponent

P, [e] = e 7@ (2.12)
for [ > 0 and ¢ > 0. See, e.g., Proposition V.4 of [1].

We denote ¢} for an excursion away from a € R which starts at local time [ > 0, i.e.,

Xppye  for 0<t<nf—
€ (t) :z{ thi. PPV S P ST T - (2.13)

A for t > ni —ni.

Then, (€}');>¢ is a Poisson point process, and we write n® for the characteristic measure
of €. Tt is known that (D, X, n%) is a o-finite measure space. See, e.g., Section IV of [1].
For B € %(0,00) ® %, we define

NYB) :=#{(l,e) € B: ¢ =e}. (2.14)

Then, N® is a Poisson random measure with its intensity measure ds x n®(de). It is known
that the subordinator ° has no drift and its Lévy measure is n%(T, € dx).



2.3 The renormalized zero resolvent

We define
(@) = 1y 0) = ry(—2) (2.15)

for ¢ > 0 and x € R. It is clear that h,(0) = 0, and by (2.6), we have h,(z) > 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(z) = lim, o4 hy(x) exists and is finite.

We call h the renormalized zero resolvent. Moreover, we introduce the functions hqB
and h”.

Proposition 2.2 (Lemma 3.5 of [3]). Fora € R, it holds that

hP(a) :== lim hl(a) = Po[Lz,] = h(a) + h(—a). (2.16)

q—0+
Proposition 2.3 (Lemma 6.1 of [3]?). For distinct points a,b € R, it holds that
hc(a’a b) - = PO[LEAI)“G/\T,)]

1 {(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) [

= hB(a—b)
(2.17)
3 Conditionings to avoid two points
We define
NG s = (OB, T2 1 < ey 1) (3.1)
Ng:lij’oo r=1y(0)P, (t < eg <Tu NTH|F), (3.2)
MPy™ s =1g(0)P, (e < Ty ATH|F,) (3.3)
for ¢ > 0.

Theorem 3.1. Let x € R. Then, (Mé?b{fo’oo, t > 0) is a non-negative ((F#),P,)-
martingale, and it holds that

lim N&»™ = lim MY = M)y as. and in L'(P,). (3.4)

g—0+ @ =0+ @ a,b,t

2In Takeda—Yano [3], there is an error in the assertion of Lemma 6.1. Proposition 2.3 corrects that
error. See, Section 6.



Consequently, if Mé?b)vgo’oo > 0 under P,, it holds that

M(Ob),too,oo
qli)%l+Pm[Ft| eq < Ta A\ Tb] = ]Px Ft . W] (35)
a,b,0
for all bounded .%;-measurable functionals F.
Proof. Note that
lim  NZpet = NEPO> as, (3.6)

)\a,)\b—mo

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

i AarA : —qt ,—XaL§—N, LY ~AaL& —ApLb
lim N2 = lim 7 (0)e e et lipy [e oleq GQ]
)\a,Ab*)OO 7 )\a,Ab*)OO
TuATy
—qt —qs
=e Tr,(0)Pyx, [/ ge 1 ds] Liter,AT)} @-S. (3.7)
0

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

TuNTy
lim N2Po™ = lim e 97, (0)Pyx, l/ qe_qsds] Lieinnyy = Mfg”too’oo a.s.  (3.8)
0

a,b,t

q—0+ q—0+
We have
M7y = Ny ™ =1 (0)P, (e < Tu ATy, eq < t|F)

= 7¢(0)Lfe,<TunTy} e <ty — 0 as. (3.9)

as ¢ — 0+4. Therefore, we obtain

3 q,00,00 __ (0),00,00
qlg& M7yo™ =M, as. (3.10)
Finally, using Theorem 15.2 of [4], the L*(P,) convergence holds. O
We define

NEYA s = BB ()P, [Fjj;;}f; < T, ,%] , (3.11)
N ™ = hP ()P, (t < T. < Ty AT ) (3.12)
Mype™ o= hP ()P, (T. < T, AT F) (3.13)

for distinct points a, b, c € R.



Theorem 3.2. Let © € R. Then, (Mﬁ}t)’oo’oo, t > 0) is a non-negative ((F),P,)-
martingale, and it holds that

lim NO»™ = lim Mo9™ = M) as. and in L'(P,). (3.14)

c—*+oo c—*+oo a,bit

Consequently, if Mévibvlo)’oo’oo > 0 under P, it holds that

(£1),00,00
. a,b,t
cErjtnoo P F| T. < Ty ANT)) =P, | F; - W] (3.15)
a,b,0
for all bounded F#;-measurable functionals F.
Proof. Note that
. CAa Ay €,00,00
/\a,l){llgoo Nopi ™t =Ny ™ as. (3.16)
By the strong Markov property, we have
. ¢\, . Ao L — b Ao L2 — b
lim NS =l ey hPe iRy etk
= Lyerp hP ()L peronmyy P, (Tn < To AT). (3.17)

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

lim N;gioo = cgrinoo 1{t<Tc}hB(C)l{t<Ta/\Tb}PXt (T. < T, \NTp) = Mé’j;}t)’oo’oo a.s.  (3.18)

c—oo
The rest of the proof is the same as in Theorem 3.1, so we omit it. O
We define
Negie = h%(c, ~d)P, [F237,ATiAT,dS t<T. A de)t%} : (3.19)
Nowoo = b9, —d)Py (t < T ANT-q < Ty ATo|.F2) (3.20)
Mo = (e, —d)P, (T, A Tq < Tu NT4|.7) (3.21)
for ¢,d > 0.

Theorem 3.3. Let v € R and —1 < v < 1. Then, (Mﬂifo’oo, t > 0) is a non-negative
(%), P,)-martingale, and it holds that

lim NOEo™ = lim Mop™ = MO as. and in L'(P,). (3.22)

o a,b,t ) a,b,t
(c,d)l>oo (c,d)l>oo

Consequently, if MU(LX’OOO’OO > 0 under P, it holds that

M(v),oo,oo
m P, [F| T AT o< Ty ATy =P, |F, - —2% (3.23)
Gh) M(v),oo,oo
(e,d) =00 a,b,0

for all bounded F#;-measurable functionals Fy.



Proof. Note that

3 7d7>\a7>‘ — 7d7 ;
N l}{:goo Ny = Nyio™ as. (3.24)
By the strong Markov property, we have
; Ay Aas Ny : N LGN LY C —AaLf, —X LY,
)\a,l)gr—l)oo Nopi ™ = Aa,lxlfgoo Lyerar_ e R (¢, —d)Px, [e 7 TeAT—a T AT
= Lyerinr gy Lip<ranyyhE (6, —d)Px (To N T-g < Ty NT}). (3.25)

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

li?l) N;;g{’too’oo = lil(’n) 1{t<TC/\T,d}1{t<Ta/\Tb}hC<Ca _d)PXt (Tc NT g <Ty N Tb)
7, 7,

(¢e,d)~$ o0 (c,d) s 00
= M) as, (3.26)
The rest of the proof is the same as in Theorem 3.1, so we omit it. O
We define
N s = WP (P, Do ¢ < | 7] (3.27)
Ny o= hP ()P, (t <y < Ty NT|F2) (3.28)
Moyoo™ = KB ()P, (0 < T, N Ty|.%) (3.29)
for c € R and u > 0.
Theorem 3.4. Let x € R. Then, it holds that
Jim NEEE = N Mppe = My as and in LB, (3.30)
Consequently, if Mévibvlo)’oo’oo > 0 under P, it holds that
(£1),00,00
. c o . a,b,t
CEI:EOO ]P:B[Ft| Ny < Ta N Tb] - PI Ft M(:l:l),OO,OO] (331)
a,b,0
for all bounded F;-measurable functionals Fy.
Proof. Note that
i Noprate = Nowoo a5, (3.32)
By the strong Markov property, we have
. e a, . A LO—A LY —XaL =Ny LY,
W N = i L ge I O, [
— 1{t<7]a}1{t<Ta/\Tb}h’B (C)]P)Xt (T]ft < Ta /\ Tb) (333)

Therefore, we obtain by the equation (6.8) and (6.17) of [2],
lim N0 = cgiﬂoo 1{t<nﬁ}1{t<Ta/\Tb}hB ()Px,(n, <Tu ANTy)

c—*+oo ab;t
— MOV g, (3.34)
The rest of the proof is the same as in Theorem 3.1, so we omit it. O

10



4 One-point local time penalization with conditioning to avoid
another point

We define
NE o= rg(0)P, [e’“gq; t<e, < Tb)%} , (4.1)
Mg;‘;oo c=14(0)P, [e_’\“LZQ; e, < Tb’ﬁ}] (4.2)
for ¢ > 0.

Theorem 4.1. Let + € R. Then, (Mé?b)j‘“’oo, t > 0) is a non-negative ((F),P,)-
martingale, and it holds that

lim Nq:;:;,oo = lim Mg;‘;oo = M2 a5 and in L'(P,). (4.3)

g—0+ @ q—0+ a,b,t

Consequently, if Mé?g;o’\”’oo > 0 under P, it holds that

—Xalg,. (0),Aa,00
LT S e nb A L %&’5&4 (14
v » e a,b,0
for all bounded F#;-measurable functionals F;.
The proof is almost the same as that of Theorem 3.1, and so we omit it.
We define
Nepi™ 1 =P ()P, [e*A“L“Tc; t<T, < Tb)%} , (4.5)
M = WP(OP, [e 7 Hes T, < T,| 7] (4.6)

for distinct points a, b, c € R.

Theorem 4.2. Let z € R. Then, (Mévibvlt)’)‘“’oo, t > 0) is a non-negative ((%),P,)-
martingale, and it holds that

lim N((l:;\;oo = lim MC;\;OO = MEVA® a5 and in L'(P,). (4.7)

c—+oo c—+oo a a,bit

Consequently, if Méilo)’)‘“’oo > 0 under P, it holds that

. IP)$ [Ft : e_AaL%C; Tc < Tb]
lim — 7z =
cokoo Pyle Ml T, < T

a,b,t
EE
Ma,b,O

(4.8)

(:I:l),)\a,oo]

for all bounded F#;-measurable functionals F.

11



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

We define
N;’Z’?“’w — 1C(c, —d)P, [eanL“TCAT,d; F< T AT 4 < Tb’yt} ’ (4.9)
MER> = 1 (e, ~d)P, [e““”TcAde; T.AT 4 < Tb’ﬁ}] (4.10)
for ¢,d > 0.

Theorem 4.3. Let x € R and —1 < v < 1. Then, (Mé:z)’{\“’oo, t > 0) is a non-negative
(%), P,)-martingale, and it holds that
lim NP = lim M}

(c,d)(lgoo (c,d)(lgoo o

A0 — NfO)Aae o s and in LY(P,). (4.11)

t a,b,t

Consequently, if Mé}i’o)‘a’oo > 0 under P, it holds that

i Pedfie T TATG<T [ ,Lﬁb{?am] (4.12)
(ed)Doo Pole T Tar TAT 4 < T MO
for all bounded F#;-measurable functionals Fy.
The proof is almost the same as that of Theorem 3.1, and so we omit it.
We define
Nj;;ff“’“ :=hP(c)P, [eiA”Lgﬁ; t<nt < Tb’ﬁt] , (4.13)
Mo s = hP(o)P, [e*“%; G < T, ﬁt} (4.14)
for ce R and u > 0.
Theorem 4.4. Let x € R. Then, it holds that
Jim Ngpe® = lim Mgt = Mg o™ as. and in L'(P,). (4.15)
Consequently, if Méilo)’)‘“’oo > 0 under P, it holds that
P |F- e Mg pe < Tb} MC(L’:E,lt),)\a,oo
S8 Pl P mg < T fe W] (4.16)

for all bounded .%;-measurable functionals F.

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

12



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 ¢ being fixed. We define

1
;Z\g,)\b,c - - P, [F27b7,i\7§; t<nt %} , (5.1)
asN\b ‘
P [Fa,bmﬁ]
1
AasApsC AasA
Mg = e B [T | 2 (52)
Pe [Fa:lb:n%]

for ¢ € R and uv > 0. We further define

¢, AayAp

AasA ¢ AasA
MYy = FiHay™ e (5.3)

a,b,t a,b,t

where the constant Hg’g‘“’)‘b is defined by (5.8). Note that the constant Hg’g‘“’)‘b is inde-
pendent of w.

Theorem 5.1. Let © € R. Then, (MO’:‘;):?”’C, t > 0) is a non-negative ((%),P,)-
martingale, and it holds that

lim N*Xe¢ = lim M*N¢ = M2 as and in LY(P,). (5.4)

U—00 a,b;t U—00

Consequently, if MQZ:(’]\”’C > 0 under P, it holds that

P, [F T ] Ao Ao
lim 3 ):7u =P, |F;- ij?t)\bc] (5 5)
il A e M;io"
for all bounded F#;-measurable functionals F;.
Proof. By definition of 7, we have
ne =inf{s: L > u}
=inf{s: L —L{ >u—v}
v=L¢
=inf{s: L, — L >u—wv} L +1
=inf{s: Lo, >u—v} +t
U:Lg
=i, ol . (5.6)

By the Markov property at ¢, we have

P, (T30 ¢ <

a,bng?

L%}:I[”me ,t<77§

b b b
l Na(Le gy DAL Ne(Lhe g —LELE) L%}

—JcC
v=L{
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“Aa(L%  00:+L3) =Xy (L. 06 +LY)
:]P):L' e My —v ¢ Ty —v ¢ 3 t<n5 yt
v=L¢
_y Ta_.Tb —Aal®% =N LP
= 1{t<7]73}6 )\aLt )\bLtIP)Xt e 7773,1, ”l,ii,u . (57)
v=L¢
By (6.5) of [2], we can let
Cc,Aq A
Ao —uHO) M
P, [Ty | = et (5.8)
for u > 0. Thus, we have
1 —AaL%  —X\LP. ehand
[ ]PC e My —v b Nu—v —_ eLgHa,b b. (59)
P PAay)\l; v=L§
¢ a,b,nu
Therefore, we obtain
3 uy)‘(h)‘lnc _ >\a7>‘bvc
Jim Noj i = Myt as. (5.10)
Since we have
. . 1
lim (M5 — NUade) = Jim P, | Te s g < t|.F,
a,b,t a,b,t z a,bns 'l
U—00 e e u=00 o 1—\)\(17)\1, Pl
¢ 17 abng
)\a7>\b
. 0,15
= lim —==2— 1gecy =0 as, (5.11)
u—00 asAb =
P [Fa,bmﬁ]
we obtain
3 uy)‘(h)‘lnc _ >\a7>‘bvc
lim Ma’b,t = Ma’b,t a.s. (5.12)

U—00

Next, we show that the convergence of (5.10) and (5.12) hold also in the sense of
LY(P,). Since Mj;;j v e LYP,) for all t > 0, by the dominated convergence theorem, we
obtain

lim N/ e = M2e in LY(P,) (5.13)

U—»00 a,bit

for all t > 0. For ¢ > 0, we have by (2.12),
P,(nS < t) S Po(n < t) < B, [958 < #] < TP, [ ] = ette 0. (5.14)

Since 7,(0) — 0 as ¢ — oo, we may take ¢ > 0 large enough so that % > H;:,’)\“’)‘b. Thus,

for such ¢ > 0, we have

1
S e e Rl
c a,b,nﬁ}
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P, (ng <t)

C)\a)\bi 1 )

< = < ettt et T R0) 5 (5.15)
P [ ]
as u — 00. This shows that for all £ > 0, we obtain
M2 — NEpeAre 5 0 in LY(P,), (5.16)
which implies
lim Mgy = Moy in L' (P,) (5.17)
for all t > 0. [
We define
1
e (R Tb’,%> , (5.18)
" P, [FOO,;@C]
a? 77711,
1
MU = — — P, <n5 <T, A Tb)%) (5.19)
P. [P“f"c]
a7 7nu
for c € R and u > 0. We further define
M = eLfHSi?’”pzfé;O’ (5.20)

C,00,00 | 13 C7>\a7>‘b
where Ha7b = limy, -0 Ha7b .

Theorem 5.2. Letx € R. Then, (M7, t > 0) is a non-negative (), P, )-martingale,
and it holds that

lim N9 = lim MU0 = M2 a.s. and in L'(P,). (5.21)

U0 a,b,t U0 a,b,t a,b,t

Consequently, if M;y 5 > 0 under P, it holds that

lim P, [Fy| ne < T, NTy| =P,
U—>00

F, . bt (5.22)
Ma,b:O 7

for all bounded F#;-measurable functionals Fy.

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

We define
°,00,00,C 1 —Aa L% c

Nt s = By e < < Tb’ﬁ}} , (5.23)

P, [T ]

a7 7nu

1 \. Ta

MY = — e Py [P < Tb)%} (5.24)

P, [r&gﬂ

a, 777u

for c € R and u > 0. We further define
M;%’:om — eLinij“’oorigio’ (5.25)

A : Ao A
where H;’b“’oo = limy, 00 H;’b‘“ b,
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Theorem 5.3. Letx € R. Then, (M7, t > 0) is a non-negative (), P)-martingale,
and it holds that

lim N9 = lim MU0 = M2 as. and in L'(P,). (5.26)

U0 a,b,t U0 a,b,t a,b,t

Consequently, if M,y o > 0 under P, it holds that

lim
U—00 ]P)x [6

= b reesoe (5.27)
A Ma,b,O

i < T [, M
“Iis me < Ty '

for all bounded F;-measurable functionals Fy.

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 # b, it holds that
h(a,b) : = Po[LY, .7,

1 {(h(b) + h(—a))h(a = b) + (h(a) + h(=b))h(b — a) } |

_|_
—
=
—
2
|
=
=
~—~
~—
—
=
N
=
~—~
|
E\ SN~—

~ hB(a—) —a)) — h(a —b)h(b—a)
(6.1)
Proof. For ¢ > 0, by the strong Markov property, we have
o) TuNTy
P |:/ e_qtst:| =P |:/ e_qtst:|
0 0
+Ple~; T, < TP, {/ e_qtst}
0
+ Ple™; Ty < TP, {/ e_qtst] ) (6.2)
0

Using (2.10), we have
TaNT,
r,(0) =P [ / eqtst} +Ple~e; T, < Tylry(—a) +Ple™; T, < T,]r,(—b). (6.3)
0

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

TauNTy
P [/ e_qtst:|
0

=1,(0) = Ple™; T, < Ty|r,(—a) — Ple™™; T, < T,]r,(—b)
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hylb— ) + hy(—b) — hy(—a) — Matla0-0)

:Tq«)) - hqB(a—b) 'TCI(_CL>

_ hgla =) +hy(=a) = hy(=b) — SO ro(—b) (6.4)
hi(a =) t |

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

O = 0) = (o= 0) + (1) = by (o) = = ) )

—(mm—w+w4ﬂw—m«@—f“‘@%@‘“)m«@
)

r4(0)
(r¢(0) = rg(=0)) + he(b — a)(ry(0) — ro(—a)) — hy(a — b)hy(b — a)
+ hg(=a)(rg(—a) = r¢(=b)) + hy(=b)(rq(=b) — r¢(—a))
hg(=b)hy(b — a)ry(—a) n hy(—a)hy(a — b)ry(—b)
r4(0) r4(0)

hq(b) = hy(a)) + hy(=b)(hy(a) — hy(b))
+ (hg(=0)hg(b — a))Pa [e™*] + (hy(—a)hg(a — b)) Py [e™""°]
— 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)
+ (ha) = h(b))(h(=b) — h(—=a)) — h(a —b)h(b— a)

as ¢ — 0+ . Therefore, letting ¢ — 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) = oo is replaced with (a, b) o 00):

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

NP = h(a, =b)Pu[f (Lo ar,)s < To AT 4| F, (6.5)
M = b (a, =b)Py[f (LY, ar_, )| F4). (6.6)
Then, it holds that

lim N** = lim M =MD

(a,b)(lgoo (a,b)(lgoo

in the sense of Py-a.s. and in L'(P,), where the process (th)tzo is defined by (1.8) of
[3]. Consequently, if Méy) > 0 under P,, it holds that

lim ]P:B[Ft . f(Lg“a/\T_b)] —P . Mt('y)
(a,b)(l>)oo ]P)l"[f(Lg“a/\T_b)] M(S’Y)

(6.7)
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for all bounded %#;-measurable functionals F.

We omit the proof of this theorem because the proof of this theorem in [3] is correct.
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