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Conditioning to avoid bounded sets for a
one-dimensional Lévy processes

Kohki IBA!

Abstract

For several classes of bounded sets A, the limit of a one-dimensional Lévy process
conditioned to avoid A up to a parametrized random time which tends to infinity.
For A we take the set of finite points with several clocks and a bounded F,-set with
exponential clock. We also take an integer lattice with exponential clock.

1 Introduction

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

lim P,(A| T4 > 7) for A € F, (1.1)

T—00

where ((X¢)i>0, (Ft)1>0, (Pr)zer) is @ Markov process, T4 is the first hitting time of a set
A, and 7 is a net of parametrized random times tending to infinity, called a clock. In
particular, we call this problem conditioning to avoid the set A or conditioning to stay the
set A°. Here, for the random clock 7, we adopt one of the following:

(C) Constant clock: 7 =1t as t — oc.

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

(OH) One-point hitting time clock: 7 = (T.) as ¢ — £o00, where T, is the first hitting
time at c.

(TH) Two-point hitting time clock: 7 = (T. A T_4) as ¢,d — oo and &< — v € [-1,1],

c+d
which denote (¢, d) % .
(IL) Inverse local time clock: 7 = (n¢) as ¢ — Fo00, where (1S),>0 is the inverse local

time.

To solve this problem, we want to find a non-negative harmonic function h,4 for the
process killed upon reaching A, and a function p(7) such that

lim p(7)Px, (T4 > 7) = ha(X;) a.s. and in L'(P,) (1.2)

T—00
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holds (see, Section 3 for the details). Then, we can express the limit (1.1) via Doob’s
h-transform with respect to ha:

ha(X
lim Pm(/\| Ty > 7') =P, |14 Ml{TANt} , (13)
ha(z)

T—00
for x € {z € R; hu(x) > 0}.

This problem has been studied for various processes and sets:

‘ Paper ‘ Process ‘ Conditioning ‘ Clock ‘
avoid (—o0,a) (€)

Knight [11] Brownian motion avoid (a, 00) (IL)

stay [a, —al]

Lambert [13] s.n. Lévy process stay [0, a] (Ex)
Choi}rlr?(:lril—%lct)n[g/ 8 Lévy process stay (0, 00) (]SX)
Kyprianou et al. [12] subordinator stay [a, b] Ex

Panti [15] Lévy process avoid {0} Ex

Déring et al. [5]

| &\ ||
»
~— [ — ~— ~— [ — | —

Lenthe-Weissmann [14] stable process avoid |[a, b]
Doéring et al. [6] Lévy process avoid |a, b] Ex
Ex
Takeda-Yano [18] , . (OH)
Takeda [17] Lévy process avoid {0} (TH)
(IL)
(Ex)
avoid {a,b} (OH)
This paper Lévy process avoid {ay, .., an} (gg)
avoid bounded F-sets (Ex)

avoid LZ

We consider a one-dimensional Lévy process (X;) which is recurrent and for which every
point is regular for itself. For the characteristic exponent W of X, i.e., Po[e*Xt] = ¢=*¥(V
we always assume the condition

)

(A)/Ooo'q%w’d)\<oo for ¢ > 0. (1.4)

Then, our main theorems are as follows:
First, we consider conditioning to avoid two points (see, Section 4 for the details).

Theorem 1.1. For distinct points a,b € R and —1 <~ <1, we define a function

<p§jg () == h(z — a) — Po(T, < To)A (b — a), (1.5)



where b is defined by (2.8). Then, the following assertions hold:

(0) X
. gpa,b( t)
(Ex) £%1+Px[ﬂ| e, <T,NT,)| =P, | F;- Tl{TaATpt} , (1.6)
1 gpa,b(l‘)
. Pl (X))
(OH) cgrinooIP’x[FH T.<T,NT,)) =P, | F; - T]‘{TaATb>t} , (1.7)
QO(Lb ("L‘)
. Pup (X)
(TH) lim P, [F|T-ANT 4<T,\NT,)) =P, |F;- Tl{Ta/\Tb>t} , (1.8)
(c,d) NS Spa,b ("L‘)
. . Py (X0)
(1L) cll)inoo P, [Ey| ny, < To NTy) =P, | F - Wl{TaATb>t} ; (1.9)
a,b

for all bounded #;-measurable functionals Fy and for x € R such that the denominator is
not zero.
Next, we consider conditioning to avoid n points (see, Section 5 for the details).

Theorem 1.2. For distinct points aq,...,a, € R, we denote A, := {ai,...,a,}. For
—1 <~ <1, we define a function

n—1
gom(:p) =1z —a,) - Z hO (ag — an)Pa(Ty, = Th,)
k=1
— Ko — a) — B (X, — )] )

Then, the following assertions hold:

@f) (Xi)
(Ex) lim P[F)| e, < Ta) =P, |F - 2210, oy, (1.11)
q—0+ ©)
‘PAn(x)
(£1) X
(OH) hm ]P):B[Ft‘ Tc < TAn] = ]P:B Ft . SOAnliM1{TAn>t} y (112)
c—+oo (& )<.§L’
YA,
() X
(TH) lim P[F| T.AT 4 <Ta]=P, |F- %(t)lmn»} , (1.13)
(cd)(lgoo SOX (ZL‘)
(1)
: . P, (Xi)
(IL) lim P,[F|nS < Ta,] =P, |F,- =251, ol (1.14)
c—+oo ()054 )(l‘)

for all bounded #;-measurable functionals Fy and for x € R such that the denominator is
not zero.

Next, we consider conditioning to avoid bounded F,-sets (see, Section 6 for the details).



Theorem 1.3. Let A is a bounded F,-set which contains 0. We define a function
24(2) = h(z) — Pulh(Xr,)] (1.15)

Then, the following assertion holds:

X
lim P,[F)| e, < Ta] =P, |F,- palXe)

1 1.16
q—0+ QOA (x) {TA >t} ( )

for all bounded #;-measurable functionals Fy and for x € R such that the denominator is
not zero.

Finally, we consider conditioning to avoid an integer lattice (see, Section 7 for the
details). For the proof, we use a result of Isozaki [10].

Theorem 1.4. Let L > 0 and set LZ = {Ln € R; n € Z}. We further assume the

following:

< 00 for g > 0. (1.17)

D

nez

q+ (&)

We define a function

prz(r) = ) % (1.18)

nezZ\{0} ( L

Then, the following assertion holds:

lim ]P)a:[Fta t < €q| e, < TLZ] =P,

Jim T (119

¢rz(z)

for all bounded #;-measurable functionals Fy and for x € R such that the denominator is
not zero.

|:Ft ) prz(Xe)

Organization

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we prepare some general results of Lévy
processes. In Section 3, we prove general theorem for conditioning problems. In Sections
4, 5, 6, and 7, we discuss the conditioning to avoid a two points, a n points, bounded
F,-sets, and an integer lattice, respectively.

2 Preliminaries

Let ((X¢)t>0, (Ps)zer) be the canonical representation of a one-dimensional Lévy process
with Xy = z, P,-a.s. For t > 0, we denote by .Z~ = o(X,, 0 < s < 1) and write
Fr =\yoy Z5 . For aset A CR, let T be the first hitting time of A for (X,), i.e.,

Ty :=inf{t > 0; X, € A}. (2.1)



For simplicity, we denote T¢, as T, for a € R. For A € R, we denote by W(\) the
characteristic exponent of (X;), i.e., ¥()) is defined by

Py [¢?5] = 7™ for t > 0. (2.2)

Throughout this paper, we always assume ((X;),[Py) is recurrent, and always assume
the condition

(A) /Om'q%w‘dkoo for ¢ > 0. (2.3)

Then, (X;) has a bounded continuous resolvent density r,. It is defined by

/R F(@)ry(x)dz = Py l /0 e f(Xt)dt] for g > 0 and f > 0 (2.4)

(see, e.g., Theorems I1.16 and I1.19 of [1]). It is known that the equation between the
first hitting time of @ and the resolvent density:

rela — )

P, [e77] = (0] for g >0 and x € R (2.5)
(see, e.g., Corollary I1.18 of [1]).
We define
hy(x) :=1,(0) — ry(—2x) for ¢ > 0 and z € R. (2.6)

It is clear that h,(0) = 0, and by (2.5), we have h, > 0. The following proposition plays
a key role in our results:

Proposition 2.1 (Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 of [18]). The following assertions hold:

1. For any x € R, the limit h(x) := lim,04 hy(x) ezists and is finite;
2. h is continuous and subadditive on R.

3. It holds that
lim —* = — € [0, 00), (2.7)
where m? := Py[X?] is a variance of X;.

We call h the renormalized zero resolvent. Further, we define

KO (2) = h(z) + #x for —1<~<L. (2.8)

Note that when m? = oo, h(?) is independent of ~.



We can define a local time at a € R, which we denote by (L{);>¢. It is defined by

a : ]' !
Lt = 81—1>%l+2_€/0 1{|Xs—a|<a}d5- (29)

It is known that (L¢) is continuous in ¢ and satisfies
P, [/ eqtde] =r,la—x) forg>0and z € R (2.10)
0

(see, e.g., Section V of [1]). In particular, from this expression, r,(z) is non-decreasing as
q — 0+ . Moreover, we know that

ql_l)IglJr qrqe(0) =0 (2.11)

(see, e.g., Lemma 15.5 of [19]).

Let (nf);>0 be an inverse local time, i.e.,
n =inf{t >0: LY > 1}. (2.12)

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

P, [ ] = e 7 for [ >0 and ¢ > 0 (2.13)

(see, e.g., Proposition V.4 of [1]).

3 General theorems for the conditioning problems

In this section, we prove a general theory of conditioning problems, since the discussion
of the conditioning problem for each set has some common aspects.

First, we consider the case exponential clock.

Theorem 3.1. Let T be a stopping time. We assume that there exists the non-trivial and
non-negative function ol which satisfies the following:

li%lJr r,(0)Px, (T > e,) = o1 (X,) a.s. and in L*(P,). (3.1)
q—

a

Then, (o1 (Xe)lirsi)iso0 is a non-negative ((F),P,)-martingale, and if *(x) > 0, then
it holds that

) pe (X) Lz
>
ve (@)

lim P.[F| e, < T] =P, | F, (3.2)

for all bounded F#;-measurable functionals F;.



Proof. We define

N} =r (0)P.(T > e, > t|.F), (3.3)
M =r,(0)P, (e, < T|%),

for ¢ > 0. By the lack of memory property of the exponential distribution and by the
Markov property, we have

N =105 P7H(T > e,] €, > t)P.(e, > 1)
= 74(0)Lirsn Py, (T > eg)e @, (3.5)

where P7* means the conditional probability with respect to .%;. Therefore, we obtain by
the hypothesis,

; q9__ T : 1
qlg& N = ¢, (Xi) 1>y as. and in L' (P,). (3.6)

By (2.11), we have
M — N =71 (0)P.(T > e, t > e |F)
= q74(0) /0 t Lrsse™ds
< qr,(0)t =0, (3.7)
as ¢ — 0+ . Therefore, we have

lim M} = ¢l (X;)1ir=s a.s. and in L'(P,). (3.8)
q—0+

Since (M) is a non-negative martingale, its L'-limit (¢! (X;)1{7>s) is also a non-
negative ((:%#;), P, )-martingal (see, e.g., Proposition 1.3 of [4]).

Finally, we obtain by the L!-convergence and the martingale property,

P.[F;, e, <T]  P.[F;- M

]P)x F, <T|= =
Filea<T1= "5 (e,<T) ~ B
P,[F; - oT(X,)1 Tx
[ t ;05 ( t) {T>t}] - ]P)m Ft : (peT( t) 1{T>t} ) (39>
]P)x[soe (Xt)]-{T>t}] Pe (l‘)
as q — 0+. O

The same general theorem is given below for clocks other than exponential clock, but
note that there are a few more assumptions.

Theorem 3.2. Let T be a stopping time. We assume that there exists the non-trivial and
non-negative function @l which satisfies the following:

lim hP(c)Px, (T > T.) = ¢! (X)) a.s. and in L*(P,), (3.10)

c—*+oo



where hP(c) == Py[Ly] = h(c) + h(—c) (see, Lemma 3.5 of [18]). Moreover, we also

assume that “’6( ) converges as |z| — oo. Then, (@l (X)) lgr=sy)i=0 is a non-negative
((/t),PJC)-martmgale, and if oI (z) > 0, then it holds that

T(x
Spo( t)
cll)m P.[F| T. <T) =P, | F, 2T(2) Lirst) (3.11)

for all bounded F#;-measurable functionals F.
Proof. We define

Nf = hB(e)P(T > T, > t|.%,), (3.12)
M¢ .= hB ()P, (T. < T|.%), (3.13)

for ¢ € R. By the Markov property, we have
Nf = hP()lirsyPx, (T > T.). (3.14)

Therefore, we obtain by the hypothesis,

lim Nf =@l (X;)l{r>y as. and in L' (P,). (3.15)
c—+oo
We have
Mf — hB()P(T > T., t > T,|.%)
= h,B<C) (T > Tc\ﬁ})l{tZTC} — 0 a.s., (316)

as ¢ — Foo. Since (¢! (X;)1l{r>y) is a martingale, we have by the optional sampling
theorem, by the hypothesis, and by (2.7),

P, [|[Mf — Nf|| = P (e)P(T > T,, t > T,)

hB(c) ¢
= P ol (X1.)1 t>T.
c (pz“(c) [Qpe ( Tc) {T>T:}>» el ]
hB(c) ¢ T
_ . (pg(c) ]P)x[(pe (Xt)l{T>t}7 t> TC] — 0, (317)
as ¢ — Fo0o. Therefore, we have
lim M{ = ¢! (X;)1{r=y as. and in L' (P,). (3.18)
c—+oo
The rest of the proof is the same as in Theorem 3.1. O

Next, we consider the case two-point hitting time clock.



Theorem 3.3. Let T be a stopping time. We assume that there exists the non-trivial and
non-negative function @l which satisfies the following:

lim  hY(c, —d)Px,(T > T. AT_4) = o1 (X}) a.s. and in L' (P,), (3.19)

(c,d)(lgoo

where hY (¢, —d) := Po[LY, \y._ | which can be expressed only by h (see, Lemma 6.1 of [18]).

Moreover, we also assume that @ converges as || — oo. Then, (pf (X¢)lirse)iso is @
non-negative ((F;), P,)-martingale, and if oI (x) > 0, then it holds that
T'(x
lim Px [Ft| Tc N T_d < T] = Px Ft . Sptjf t) ]-{T>t} (320)
(c,d)(l>)oo ¥t (:L‘)
for all bounded F;-measurable functionals Fy.
Proof. The proof is the same as in Theorem 3.2, so we omit it. U

Finally, we consider the case inverse local time clock.

Theorem 3.4. Let T be a stopping time. We assume that there exists the non-trivial and
non-negative function ! which satisfies the following:

lim R (e)Px, (T > nS) = ¢} (X;) a.s. and in L'(P,). (3.21)
C—> 00
M ol () T :
oreover, we also assume that == converges as |x| — oo. Then, (¢; (X¢)l{r>n)i>0 5 @
non-negative ((%#;), P,)-martingale, and if oI (x) > 0, then it holds that
T
. ¢ i (Xi)

for all bounded F#;-measurable functionals Fy.

Proof. Note that for each u > 0, ¢ € R, n¢ is a stopping time (see, e.g., Proposition IV.7
of [1]). We define

NE: = hB()P(T > n > t|.7), (3.23)
M= hP ()P, (0 < T|F), (3.24)
for ¢ € R. By the Markov property, we have
N; =15 ()LirsnPx, (T > 75)
= b2 ()= Px, (T > T,)P.(T > nt). (3.25)
Therefore, we obtain by the hypothesis,

lim Nf =] (X;)l{r>y as. and in L' (P,). (3.26)

c—+oo



We have

M = Ni = b2 ()P (T > my, t = 13| F2)
= hP()Po(T > 15| F) Lysney — 0 acs., (3.27)

as ¢ — 0+ . Since (¢! (Xy)1lrss) is a martingale, we have by the optional sampling
theorem, by the hypothesis, and by (2.7),

P, [| My — Nl = hP(e)Po(T > ng, t > 11;)

hB(c) ¢
— Pm T X c 1 c t > ¢
c @g(c) [806( nu) {T>77u}7 - nu]
hB(c) ¢
= Pl (X)1gr=n, t >nS] — 0. 3.28
- SOz'*(c) [(pe( t) {T>t} - nu] ( )
Therefore, we have
lim M{ = @] (X;)1{r=y a.s. and in L' (P,). (3.29)
c—ZFoo
The rest of the proof is the same as in Theorem 3.2, so we omit it. O

4 Conditionings to avoid two points
4.1 Conditioning theorems

We define for distinct points a,b € R and for a constant —1 <y <1,
e () 1 = hO(z — a) — Bo(Ty < T)A (b — a)
= bz —b) = P(T, < Ty)h(a — b). (4.1)
First, we prove of the a.s. convergence.

Theorem 4.1. The following assertions hold:

(Bx) lim ro(O)Po(Tu AT, > €) = 0,)(x), (4.2)
(OH) lim WP(eP.(T, AT, > T.) = o530 (), (4.3)
(TH) lim  h(c,~d)P, (T, ATy > T. AT-g) = ) (), (4.4)

(e;d) B oo
(IL) Tim BP(P(T, ATy > n5) = o530 (). (4.5)

Proof. The cases of the exponential clock and the one-point hitting time clock are already
shown in (3.25) and (4.16) of [9], respectively.

10



Next, we prove the case of the two-point hitting time clock. We have

he(c, —d)P (T, ATy > T. ANT-y)
= 1%, —d)P(Ty NTyANT_q > T.) + h(c, —d)Po (T, N Ty AT, > T_g).  (4.6)

By the strong Markov property, we have

PAT,ANTy,ANT_4>T,)
=P (T, ATy > T,) =P (Ty ATy, > T. > T_y)
=P (T, Ty >T,) —P_g(Ty ATy > T)P(Ty NTy AT, > T)
=P (T, ATy >T,) —P_g(T, ATy > T,)
X AP (Ty ATy > T_g) = P(Ty ATy > T_g)Po(Tu ATy ANT_g > T0)}. (4.7)

Thus, we have

]PDx(Ta N1y > TC) — P_d(Ta N1y > TC)PJ;(TQ ATy > T_d)

Po(Ty ATy AT g > T,) =
( b AToa > T) 1—P_y(T, AT, > T)P(T, AT} > T_y)

(4.8)
By (4.17) and (5.11) of [9], we have
he(c, —d)P (T, AT, > T.) = fﬁfgi’(;f) hE()P(T, AT, > T,)
_ 0, —d) WP(P(T. < To) — Po(Ty, < To) - WP ()Py(T. < To)
h¥(c) 1 =Pu(Th < To)Po(Te < T)
— HTV () (x —a) = P(Ty, < T,)R"™ (b —a)}, (4.9)

as (¢, d) 4 . Therefore, by (4.6), (4.8), and (4.9), we obtain the limit (4.4).

Finally, we prove the case of the inverse local time clock. By the strong Markov
property, we have

B ()P (T, ATy, > n°) =Po(Ty ATy, > 0C) - W2 ()P,(T, AT, > T,) (4.10)

. 0 . . . . . 1
Since Ly, .7, has an exponential distribution with parameter ;= =

P (see, the proof
of Lemma 6.3 of [18]), we have

Po(Tu ATy > 1) = Po(L, pq, > u) =¢ oo — 1, (4.11)

a

as ¢ — £oo. Therefore, by (4.10) and (4.11), we obtain the limit (4.5). O

Next, we prove of the L!(IP,)-convergence.

Theorem 4.2. The following assertions hold:

(Bx) Jim ry(O)Px, (T, ATy > e) = PONX,) in LM(P,), (4.12)

11



(OH) lim hP()Px,(T, ATy > T.) = e (X)) in LY(B,), (4.13)

(TH) lim  hC(c,~d)Px, (T, ATy > T. AT_yg) = o) (X,) in L'(P,), (4.14)
(c,d)(lgoo
(IL) Jim hP()Bx, (T, AT, > ) = @3 (X) in L' (B,). (1.15)

Proof. Using the limit

lim hy(X,) = h(X;) in L}(P,) (4.16)

q—0+
(see, Theorem 15.2 of [19]), the case of the exponential clock can be shown.

Next, using the limit

lim AP(c)Px,(T. < T,) = h*Y (X, — a) in L'(P,) (4.17)

c—+oo

(see, (4.27) of [9]), the case of the one-point hitting time clock, the two-point hitting time
clock, and the inverse local time clock can be shown. O

We give the proof of the main theorem for conditioning to avoid two points.

The proof of Theorem 1.1. Note that by (2.7), we have

T T

lim

|z|—o0 X

= (4.18)

m2’

@gog(ic) I (h(:z: —a)  P.(T, < T,)h" (b~ a)) 1
= lim
|z| =00
Therefore, Theorem 1.1 holds by Theorems 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 3.4, 4.1, and 4.2. O

4.2 Limit measures

We set ,%’jl(z) = {r eR; @E;’g (r) > 0}, and we define a probability measure

P (X0
P ()

The measure P, can be well-defined on %, := o(X,, t > 0) (sce, Theorem 9.1 of [21]).

z;a,b

By the strong Markov property of P, and by the martingale property, we have

P (X0) ]
TN 1 {TanTy>t}

PO |5 = Vgangysty - Balz,  forz e 2. (4.19)

() _ ;
Pa};a,b(TR\;g;(z) S t) - ]P)$ 1{TR\‘%0¢1( (v

)<t}
’ﬂ;’ (pa,b (.T)

s=

[9022 (Xt—s)

1{Ta/\Tb>t—S}]
P ()

- Pm 1 T <t ]PX
{ R\}i"a(l)— } TR\%’G(? TR\W('V)
’ a,b

12



—P, |1

TR\%G(;)) <t} (ps/g (l‘) - Oa (420)

™)
for any ¢ > 0. Thus, we have Pxﬂ;’mb(TR\%(’z)
]P>(“/)

viap(Ta ATy > t) =1 for any ¢ > 0. Therefore, we obtain

> t) =1 for any ¢t > 0. In particular, we have

P (T, =Tj = 00) = 1. (4.21)

Thus, the measure IP’gyi , is absolutely continuous with respect to P, on .%#,;, but is singular
to P, on F, since P (T, AT}, < c0) = 1.

We set S = {z € R; h(z — a) > 0}, and we define

h(’Y) (Xt — a)

() S S Sl 27
P |yt T h(‘/)(x — a)

T;a

Lr,sty  Polz,  forze 0. (4.22)

We know that 4" =R\ {a}, (a,00), or (—00,a) (see, p.12 of [17]). Note that
A A N A (4.23)
Although The proof of the following proposition is parallel to Theorem 1.4 of Takeda
[17], we give the proof for completeness of this paper.

Proposition 4.3. For -1 <~y <1 andz € ,%’flfz), the process ((Xt),P(7)7b) is transient.

T;a

Proof. For 0 < s <t and a non-negative bounded .%,-measurable functional Fy, we have

1
=y [T "
Soa,b (Xt)

1 1
< mw;nAn>ﬂ:W”[————f; (4.24)

z;a,b
P (@) p(X,)

: : ()
)t>0 is a non-negative Pl

Thus, (ﬁ p-supermartingale. By the martingale convergence

(X¢)

theorem, lim; . ——— exists P

) . p-a.s. By Fatou’s lemma and recurrence of ((X3),P,),
lpa,b ¢ sty

we have

1 1 1
P%wbmpjw——lghmpgb[@) ]::(thPAﬂATL>ﬂ:0.(4%)
e Pab (Xt> t=roo Pab (Xt) Pap 7

()

x;mb-a.s.

m =0 IP’:()X0)L7b-a.s., and it implies limy o, | X;| = c0 P

Therefore, the process ((Xt),IP(V) ) is transient. O

z;a,b

Thus, we have lim;_,
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We define the measures on %, as follows:

3@3{73 =h(z —a)- IP’:(B“/U)L for x € ), (4.26)
,@ggb = <p((;2 (x) IP’gygb for z € ,%’Q(Z) (4.27)

Note that @ﬁ% and t@ggb are bounded measures.

Proposition 4.4. Let -1 <~y <1 andx € ,%’jl(z) Then, it holds that

PNy = =0} - P (4.28)
Proof. Since ((Xt),IPg;b) is transient, we have lim; . | X;| = oo, ngi’b—a.s. Thus, we
have
Sogg (Xt) =)
lim ’ =1 Pyl -85 (4.29)

oo KON (X; —a)

Therefore, we apply to Theorem 4.1 of [21] as T'; = Liroamy>ty and & = lyr,~4y, then the
assertion holds. O

Consequently, we obtain

hO)(z — a)
Pg;g,b = ™) 1{Tb:OO} ) ngzl (4-30)
a,b (
This implies
@éﬂg (z) = MY (z — a)IP’:(E'ZC)L(Tb = 00). (4.31)
In particular, we have
POMC| T = 00) = B, (). (4.32)

Therefore, IP’;% » 1s absolutely continuous with respect to IP’;(,;%

4.3 Examples

Brownian motion

Let (X;) be a standard Brownian motion. Then, we know that h()(x) = |z| + v (see,
e.g., Example 3.9 of [18]). Note that

b—=x

P(T, <Ty) = 37—

fora <z <b (4.33)

(see, e.g., Theorem 7.5.3 of [7]).
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1. If z < a, then we have
@) =a—z+7(x—a)=(1-7)(a—2). (4.34)

Thus, we obtain Pg),b =P,

a

2. If a < x < b, then we have
™) r—a

Pap(¥) =2 —a+y(r—a)— b_a(b—a+’y(b—a)) =0. (4.35)
3. If b < z, then we have
P =z —at+y(@—a)—(b-—atyb-a)=0+)(@-b.  (436)
Thus, we obtain IP’g?a’b = ]P)z(;g

Therefore, we obtain %(Z) = (—00,a) U (b,00).

Stable process

Let (X;) be a strictly stable process of index a € (1,2). Then, we know that
1
WO (z) = m(l — B sgu(z))z*! (4.37)
(see, Section 5 of [20]). Note that h?) is independent of 7. By Lemma 3.5 of [18], we have
L+ 8)(b—a) "+ (1 - B sgn(x —a))lz —a]*™" — (1 - B sgn(x — b))|x — b|*~

]P)x(Tb < Ta) = 2<b _ a)afl

(4.38)
for z € R.

1. If z < a, then we have

9022(95)_ 1 {(1+B) (a—{L‘)a_1<|>(1+6)(1_6)(b—1‘)a_1—(1+6)(1_6)(b—a)a_1}.

- K(a) 2 2 2

(4.39)

2. If a <x < b, then

W) = - LFAAZB) 0 et | (et — (h—a)* ). (440)

K(«) 2
3. If b <z, then
90((1713(55) _ Kza) {(1 +B)2(1 _6) (.I’—Cb)ail + (1 _26) (.T}— b)afl o (1 +6)2(1 _B)<b_ a)al} )

(4.41)

Therefore, we obtain jﬁ(z) =R\ {a,b} when § # +1, %(Z) = (—o00,a) when § =1, and
jﬁ(z) = (b,00) when = —1.
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Spectrally negative Lévy process

Let (X;) be a recurrent spectrally negative Lévy process. Then, we know that

v—1
m2

A (z) = W (z) + x, (4.42)

where W (z) is the scale function of (X;) (see, Example 28 of [15]). By Lemma 3.5 of [18],
we have

W(:L’—a)—W(:c—b)_

P.(T, <T,) = 4.4
( b < ) W(b — a) ( 3)
1. If z < a, then we have
v—1
() = o (z —a). (4.44)
2. If a < x < b, then we have
) Y — 1 W(SL’ — a)
_ —aq) — —— " (p— ) 4.4
e = H e - =00 (4.45)

3. If b < x, then we have

PN (@) = Wz —b) +

v—1 W(xr —a)—W(x—0b)
— {(az—a)— Vo= (b—a)}. (4.46)

Therefore, we obtain e%’;(z) =R\ {a, b} when m? < oo, and jﬁ(z) = (b, 00) when m? = oo.

5 Conditioning to avoid n-points
5.1 The case of x # a,

For a sequence ay, as, ... of distinct points of R, we set A, := {ay,...,a,} for n = 2,3, ....
We define for n = 2,3, ...,

PP () == hO (x — a)PO) (T, , = 00). (5.1)

n—1
Note that ‘PE;Q (x) is already defined in (4.1). For any ¢ > 0, we have by the optional
sampling theorem,

PO) (T, <t)=DP, {1{@4

Tian

A (Xt _ an)

o1 <t} " —h(’Y) (x — an) {Tap>t}
h(Y) (Xt _ an)

]:P):L' [1{TAn—1 <t} : ]P!L' [ h(,y) (,I’ — ) 1{Tan>t}

]
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R (X,  —ap)
= ]P)m ll{TAn—1<t} . h(ﬂ/)(l‘";la ) 1{Tan>TAn_1} . (52)

Letting ¢ — oo, we have
R (XTA,H —ay)
WO (=) T

T;an,

PO) (Ty, , < 00) =P, [

@ —a) Z]P [ XTA T an)l{Tan>TAn_1:Tak}]

= ) Z KO (ar = an)Po(To, = Ta,). (5.3)
Therefore, we obtain
n—1
() = 0 (@ = an) = S THO o — 00 Po(Te, = T,)
k=1
=1z —a,) = P [M( Xy, —an). (5.4)

Moreover, by a simple calculation, we have

eD (@) =0 () = 07 (an)Pu(Tu, < Ta, ). (5.5)

By the induction and (6.2) of [18], we can express P, (7,, = T4,) only in terms of h. In

particular, we can express @S’Z(:p) as a linear combination of R (x —a,), ..., K (z —a,,).

First, we consider the a.s. limits.

Proposition 5.1. The following assertions hold:

(Bx) lim ro(0)Px(Ta, > €;) = oV (), (5.6)

(OH) lim hP(P.(Ta, > To) = 1 (@), (5.7)

(TH) lim he (e, —d)P(Ta, > T. ANT-q) = ¢ (), (5.8)
(e, d)l>oo

(IL) T hP(O)R.(Ta, > ) = ¢ (). (5.9)

Proof. First, we show the case of the exponential clock by the induction. The case n = 2
is already shown in (4.2). For general n > 3, we have by the strong Markov property and
by the hypothesis of induction,

7q(0)Po(Ta, > €g) = 14(0)Po(Ta,_, > €g) = 174(0)Po(Ta,_, > e, > Ty,)
= Tq(O)Pm<TAn > eq) - Tq(O)Pan (Ta,_, > eq)P (To, <Ta,_, A eq)

= o) (@) = oY (a)Pe(Th, < T, ,) = ¢y (x), (5.10)
as ¢ — 0+.

The rest of the proof is the same as the case of the exponential clock, so we omit it. [

17



Next, we consider the L!(PP,)-limits.

Proposition 5.2. The following assertions hold:

(Ex) ql—i>%l+ ri(0)Px, (T4, > e€,) = @fZ(Xt) in L'(P,), (5.11)
(OH) Tim hP(e)Px,(Ta, > T.) = ¢ (X,) in L}(P,), (5.12)
(TH) lim (¢, —d)Px,(Ta, > T. AT_q) = (X)) in LX(P,), (5.13)

(e;d) B oo
(IL) lim hP(e)Px,(Ta, > ;) = 4. (X,) in L'(B,). (5.14)

Proof. First, we show the case of the exponential clock by the induction. The case n = 2
is already shown in (4.12). For general n > 3, we have by the strong Markov property

g (0)Px, (T, > ;) — ') (Xy)]

n

= |ry(0)Px,(Ta, , > ey) —1rg(0)Ps, (Ta, , > €)Px,(Tu, <Ta, , Ney)

— o0 (X)) +Px,(Ta, < Tap )¢ (an)
< rg(O)Px, (T, > €) — %) (X))

+ Py, (T, < Tap )@Y (a0) = Px,(Ta, < T,y Aeg)ply (an)]

+ [P, (To, < Tay Ay (an) = 7(0)Pq, (Ta,_, > €)Px,(To, < Ta,_, Aey)|
= rg(OPx,(Tu,_, > e;) — ) (X))

+ ¢ (@)|Px, (T, < Ta,_y) = Px,(To, < Ta,_, Ae,)|

n—1

Py, (Th, < T,y Ae|eD) (a,) = 174(0)Py, (T, , > €,)]- (5.15)

The first term converges to 0 by the hypothesis of induction, the second term by the
dominated convergence theorem, and the third term by Proposition 5.1, respectively.

The rest of the proof is the same as the case of the exponential clock, so we omit it. [
We give the proof of the main theorem for conditioning to avoid n points.

The proof of Theorem 1.2. Note that by (2.7), we have

(0) n—1
x h(z — ay P, (T, < Ta, )b (ar — ay, 1
i P2 <7($ an) _ (To, < Ta, )W (ax = a )> =—. (5.16)
k=1
Therefore, Theorem 1.2 holds by Theorems 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 3.4, 5.1, and 5.2. O

From Theorem 1.2, we obtain for any k =1, ..., n,

(@) = hO(x — ay)PL) (T, = 00)

Tag
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n

= h(’Y) l‘ — ak Z h P (lk (Tai = TAn)

=1
= W (x — ap) — Po[hO (X1, —ap)). (5.17)
We define
()
oA (X
P(W ‘Jt =1y, >0 An( ) P.| 7 (5.18)

(@)
forx € {x e R; @S’i (x) > 0}. In the same way as (4.20), we obtain
=o0) =1. (5.19)

The measure IP)(V) 2, is absolutely continuous with respect to P, on 7, but is singular to

P, on .. We obtam by the same way as Subsection 4.2,
P, (| T,y = 00) =B, (). (5.20)

5.2 The case of x = a,

We define the measure

P(W ‘J = SOXE (Xt>1{TAn>t} -n"| 2, (5.21)

where n is the excursion measure away from a,, for the process (X, P,). We characterize
this measure as follows:

Theorem 5.3. Let F; be a bounded F#;-measurable functional. Then, the following asser-
tions hold:

(Ex) lim B, [Ft 0 koygen 0 Gyen, T, 0 Byan > € — ggg} =P, [F), (5.22)
(OH) lim P, [Ft 0 kr,gan 0 Ggan, Ta,_, 0 0gsn > To — g;;] PEY (R, (5.23)
(TH) % P, [Ft O Krnt gty OOy s Ty 00 > T AT 4= g;gAT_d]

o (5.24)

where 0 is the shift operator, k is the killing operator, and g¢ is the last hitting time of a
point a up to time s, i.e., fort > 0 and cadlag paths w,

w(ge + 5) if0<s<t—gy,
a cemetery state if s >t — g.

iy, © Og0(s) = { (5.25)
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Proof. For s > 0, we define d?* := inf{u > s; X, = a,} and G** := {g; g2 # d",
0}. First, we show the case of the exponential clock. For any ¢ > 0, we have

an O 0 an TAn71

Pa, [Ft o ke g—9ger © 9923 > €q— ggZ]

— Pan |:/ qe_unt o ku—gﬁn O eggn 1{TA 09 gan Su— gun}dU:|
0

asm
= Pan [ Z / qge unt Oku s 09 1{TA 00 >u— s}du] . (526)
seGan

By the compensation formula (see, e.g., Corollary IV.11 of [1]), we have

dgm
P,, [Z / e Fy 0 ks 0 0147, og,5u- s}du]
seGan

o0 Tan
= Pan |:/ equLcsLn:| non |:/ qeuntl{u>t}1{TAn_l>u}du:|
0 0

=71,(0)n*"[F}, t < e, < Thq,]
=r,(0)e""n [F; - Px,(e, < Ta,), t <Ta,]. (5.27)

Since
r4(0)Px, (e < Ta,) <1y(0)Px, (€, < Tay), (5.28)

which is integrable by the proof of Theorem 1.3 of Takeda [17], we have

an, Oe an TA

n—1

lim P, [Ft ok

06 e, — g™
q—0+ 9eq = € geq]

€q—YJeq

= lim r,(0)e "n [F} - Px,(e, < Ta,), t <Ta,]
q—0+

— pan [F L oV(X), Tu, > t] P, [F), (5.29)
by the dominated convergence theorem and Theorem 5.1.

We omit the rest of proof, since it is similar to that of Theorem 1.3 of Takeda [17]. O

6 Conditioning to avoid bounded F)-sets

Let A be a F,-set. Note that the first hitting time T4 is a stopping time. We denote
(XY)>0 by the process which killed by hitting A, and denote p;! by its transition density,
i.e., for x,y € R, we have

Pt (@ y) = pely — 2) = Palpeor, (y — X1); t > T, (6.1)

where p; is the transition density of ((X;),Py). For ¢ > 0, we denote rqA by g¢-resolvent
density of the killed process (X), i.e

Tf(x,y) ::/0 e_qtpf(:p,y)dt. (6.2)
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Note that rqA (x,y) is continuous in y, since we have by Fubini’s theorem,

A, y) = / iy — ) - / P, [p oy — Xn): ¢ > Taldt
0 0
=1y —7) - P, [e_qTArq(y - XTA)] .

Lemma 6.1. Let A is a bounded F,-set which contains 0. For any ¢ > 0 and x € R, it
holds that ri}(x,0) = 0.

Proof. We define the g-resolvent operator R, by

Rif(z) =P, {/ e_qtf(Xt)dt] (6.3)
0
for a non-negative bounded Borel function f. Then, we have for a stopping time T,
P.[R,f(Xr) e ] =P, {/ e_qtf(Xt)dt} . (6.4)
T

Indeed, by the strong Markov property, we have

PR (X)) = B2 [y, | [T g

_p, / et f(Xt)dt} | (6.5)

Since x +— 7r,(—x) is a g-excessive function, there exists a sequence of non-negative
bounded Borel functions (f,) such that R, f,(x) / r,(—x) for x € R as n — oo (see, e.g.,
Proposition 41.5 and Theorem 41.16 of [16]). Since Ty < Tj, we have

PR (X)) e =P | [ e g

Ty

> P, [ [ eqtfn<xt>dt} P Ryfu(Xn) e (66)

0

Thus, by the monotone convergence theorem, we have
Pm[rq(_XTA)eiqTA] > Pw[rq(_XTo)eiqTo]- (6.7)

Therefore, we obtain

The proof is complete. O
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The proof of the following proposition is inspired by Proposition 3.7 of Grzywny-Ryznar
[3].

Proposition 6.2. Let A is a bounded F,-set which contains 0. For x € R, it holds that

lim 7,(0)P.(Ta > e,) = h(x) — P, [R(X1,)] = pa(x). (6.9)

q—0+

Proof. By Fubini’s theorem and Lemma 6.1, we have

0)(1 — P [e~74])

—rg(—z) — Px[rq(o)eiqTA - Tq(_XTA)eiqTA]
ro(—a) = Pulry(—Xr, )e™ 1]

) = Pulhg(Xr,)e 4] + 7 (x,0)

) = Pulhg (X, )e™ ). (6.10)

ro(0)P:(Ta > €g) =

(
a
_'_
hy(z
hy(z

Since A is a bounded set and 0 < h,(z) < hP(z) which is continuous on R (see, e.g.,
(6.19) of [17]), we obtain by the dominated convergence theorem,

ro(0)P. (T4 > €,) — h(x) — P,[h(X1,)] (6.11)

as ¢ — 0+. O

Next, we prove of the L!(IP,)-convergence.

Proposition 6.3. Let A is a bounded set which contains 0. Fort > 0, it holds that

lim 7r,(0)Px, (T4 > €,) = ¢a(X;) in L'(P,). (6.12)
q—0+

Proof. Since h® is continuous on R and A is a bounded set, there exists M > 0 such that
0 < hP(X7,) < M. Note that 0 < hy(z) < hB(x) (see, e.g., (6.9) of [17]). By (6.10), we
have

[h(Xe) = P, [0(X1,)] = 74(0)Px, (T4 > €)]
= [(Xe) = P, [M(X7,)] = g (Xe) + P, [ (X7, e~ "]
< [P(X2) = he(Xe)| + P, [[1(X1,) = hg( X, )[] < 4M. (6.13)

Therefore, by the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain the assertion (6.12). O
We give the proof of the main theorem for conditioning to avoid a bounded F,-set.

The proof of Theorem 1.3. It holds by Theorems 3.1, 6.2, and 6.3. O
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We define

ea(Xe)
P, 4|5 = 222 P, 6.14
¢4|3§ 99/1Cr) {7>;>t} |af ( )

for z € {x € R; pa(x) > 0}. In the same way as (4.20), we obtain
Poa(Ty =o00) =1. (6.15)
Similarly to Subsection 4.2, we obtain the following theorem:
Theorem 6.4. [t holds that
Py.a = Pip(-| Ta = co). (6.16)

7 Conditioning to avoid an integer lattice

Let L > 0 and set LZ := {Ln € R; n € Z}. In this Section, we further assume the
following;:

1

; g+ U(3F)
We define for x € R and ¢ > 0,
2nnx ;
e L "
R () := _— 7.2

Note that ¥(u) = 0 and u = 0 are equivalent. Isozaki [10] showed

P,[e"7t7) = (7.3)
Ry(0)
We define for z € R and ¢ > 0, H,(z) := R,(0) — R,(x). Then, the limit
1— e L
lim Hy(z) = Y —m— (7.4)
=0t nezZ\{0} V()

exists and is finite. Furthermore, if we let ¢ z(z) denote this limit, it is continuous.

W(u
q+é(L)| — 1 as |u| — oo. Thus, the

convergence » |ﬁ2%ﬂ)\ and >, 7 oy |q/(+%)| is equivalent, and then they converge

Indeed, since |¥(u)| — oo as |u| — oo, we have |

by assumption (7.1). Therefore, we obtain by the dominated convergence theorem,

2nma ; 2nma ;

Hir) = R0) = Rer) = Y0 i Y e (09

nez\{0} neZ\{0} L

as q — 0+.

Note that the right hand side of (7.4) is the Fourier series of ¢z (x). Moreover, ¢z ()
is a periodic function with period L and is also an even function.

First, we prove of the a.s. convergence.
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Proposition 7.1. For z € R, it holds that

lim Rq(O)]P)x(TLZ > Bq) = (PLZ(x)- (76)

q—0+

Proof. By Fubini’s theorem and by (7.3) and (7.4), we have

Ry(0)P,(Trz > €g) = Ry(0)(1 — Py[e™ ")) = Ry(0) — Ry(2) = prz(w) (7.7)
as ¢ — 04. The proof is complete. O
Remark 7.2. Since ZnEZ\{O} @ converges, we have
q
R,(0) =1+ ———s— — 1 7.8
n€Z\{0} L

as ¢ — 0+ . By (2.11), we obtain

rg(0) . gry(0)
p— 1 p—
50+ Ry(0) a0t qRRy(0)

(7.9)

Therefore, comparing Proposition 6.2 and Proposition 7.1, the speed of convergence of
P.(T4 > e,) and P,(Trz > e,) is different, where A is a bounded F,-set.

Next, we prove of the L'(IP,)-convergence.

Proposition 7.3. For z € R, it holds that

ql_i)lgl_’_ Rq<0)]P>Xt<TLZ > eq) = @LZ(Xt) m Ll(]P)x) (710)
Proof. We want to show H,(X;) = ¢rz(X;) in L'(P,), but this is clear by H,(X;) <
orz(X¢) € L'(P,) and by the dominated convergence theorem. O

We give the proof of the main theorem for conditioning to avoid an integer lattice.

The proof of Theorem 1.4. We define
N = R, (0)P,(Trz > e, > t|.%;) (7.11)

for ¢ > 0. By the lack of memory property of the exponential distribution and by the
Markov property, we have

N{ = RQ<O>1{TLZ>t}Pft (Trz > eq| g > 1)Pa(eq > t)
= Ry(0) 11,50 Px, (Trz > €g)e™ ™, (7.12)

where P7* means the conditional probability with respect to .%,. Thus, we have by
Proposition 7.1 and 7.3,

ql_i)r(lgl+ N} = 012(X) 11,50 a.s. and in L'(P,). (7.13)
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Therefore, we obtain by Proposition 7.1,

Rq(O)]P)aC(Bq < TLZ)

pra(Xy)
prz()
as ¢ — 0+ . The proof is complete. O

Remark 7.4. We define

]P)x[F’ta t < €q| e, < TLZ] = — P, | F} ]'{TLZ>t} , (714)

M = R,(0)P, (e, < Tiz| ) (7.15)
for ¢ > 0. Since we have by (7.8),
Mtq — th = Rq(O)]P)x(TLZ > €y, t> eq|§t)

¢
= qRq(O)/ Lir,,>se” Pds
0
¢
— / lyry,>s1ds > 0 a.s. and in L'(P,), (7.16)
0

as ¢ — 0+4. Thus, by (7.13), we have

lim M¢ = lim (N{ + (M¢ — NY))

lim

q—0+ q—0+
¢

= r2(Xe) lyr, >0 +/ Lir,,>s3ds a.s. and in Ll(IP’m). (7.17)
0

Therefore, we obtain

P.[F; - M}
Rq(O)]P)x(Bq < TLZ)

]P)x[FH €4 < TLZ] =

X1 Nyp ward
N ]P’m Ft . QOLZ( t) {TLz>t} + fo {TL2> } S (718)
¢rz(r)
asq— 0+.
We define
X,
Porz(A, t<() =P, {1,4 . wl{npt}} (Ae %) (7.19)
¢rz(r)

for v € {x € R; ¢rz(x) > 0}, where ¢ denotes the life time. In the same way as (4.20),
we obtain

Px;LZ(TLZ < OO) = 0. (720)
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