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Conditioning to avoid bounded sets for a

one-dimensional Lévy processes

Kohki IBA1

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 Fσ-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
τ→∞

Px(Λ| TA > τ) for Λ ∈ Ft, (1.1)

where ((Xt)t≥0, (Ft)t≥0, (Px)x∈R) is a Markov process, TA is the first hitting time of a set
A, and τ 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 Ac. Here, for the random clock τ , we adopt one of the following:

(C) Constant clock: τ = t as t → ∞.

(Ex) Exponential clock: τ = (eq) as q → 0+, where eq has the exponential distribution
with parameter q > 0 and is independent of (Xt).

(OH) One-point hitting time clock: τ = (Tc) as c → ±∞, where Tc is the first hitting
time at c.

(TH) Two-point hitting time clock: τ = (Tc ∧ T−d) as c, d → ∞ and d−c
c+d

→ γ ∈ [−1, 1],

which denote (c, d)
(γ)
→ ∞.

(IL) Inverse local time clock: τ = (ηcu) as c → ±∞, where (ηcu)u≥0 is the inverse local
time.

To solve this problem, we want to find a non-negative harmonic function hA for the
process killed upon reaching A, and a function ρ(τ) such that

lim
τ→∞

ρ(τ)PXt(TA > τ) = hA(Xt) a.s. and in L1(Px) (1.2)
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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:

lim
τ→∞

Px(Λ| TA > τ) = Px

[

1A ·
hA(Xt)

hA(x)
1{TA>t}

]

, (1.3)

for x ∈ {x ∈ R; hA(x) > 0}.

This problem has been studied for various processes and sets:

Paper Process Conditioning Clock

Knight [11] Brownian motion
avoid (−∞, a)
avoid (a,∞)
stay [a,−a]

(C)
(IL)

Lambert [13] s.n. Lévy process stay [0, a] (Ex)
Chaumont [2]

Choumont-Doney [3]
Lévy process stay (0,∞)

(C)
(Ex)

Kyprianou et al. [12] subordinator stay [a, b] (Ex)
Pant́ı [15] Lévy process avoid {0} (Ex)

Döring et al. [5]
Lenthe-Weissmann [14]

stable process avoid [a, b] (Ex)

Döring et al. [6] Lévy process avoid [a, b] (Ex)

Takeda-Yano [18]
Takeda [17]

Lévy process avoid {0}

(Ex)
(OH)
(TH)
(IL)

This paper Lévy process

avoid {a, b}
avoid {a1, ..., an}

(Ex)
(OH)
(TH)
(IL)

avoid bounded Fσ-sets
avoid LZ

(Ex)

We consider a one-dimensional Lévy process (Xt) which is recurrent and for which every
point is regular for itself. For the characteristic exponent Ψ of X , i.e., P0[e

iλXt ] = e−tΨ(λ),

we always assume the condition

(A)

∫ ∞

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

q +Ψ(λ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

dλ < ∞ for q > 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 ≤ γ ≤ 1, we define a function

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

(γ)(b− a), (1.5)
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where h(γ) is defined by (2.8). Then, the following assertions hold:

(Ex) lim
q→0+

Px[Ft| eq < Ta ∧ Tb] = Px

[

Ft ·
ϕ
(0)
a,b(Xt)

ϕ
(0)
a,b(x)

1{Ta∧Tb>t}

]

, (1.6)

(OH) lim
c→±∞

Px[Ft| Tc < Ta ∧ Tb] = Px

[

Ft ·
ϕ
(±1)
a,b (Xt)

ϕ
(±1)
a,b (x)

1{Ta∧Tb>t}

]

, (1.7)

(TH) lim
(c,d)

(γ)
→∞

Px [Ft| Tc ∧ T−d < Ta ∧ Tb] = Px

[

Ft ·
ϕ
(γ)
a,b (Xt)

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (x)

1{Ta∧Tb>t}

]

, (1.8)

(IL) lim
c→±∞

Px[Ft| η
c
u < Ta ∧ Tb] = Px

[

Ft ·
ϕ
(±1)
a,b (Xt)

ϕ
(±1)
a,b (x)

1{Ta∧Tb>t}

]

, (1.9)

for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft 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 a1, ..., an ∈ R, we denote An := {a1, ..., an}. For
−1 ≤ γ ≤ 1, we define a function

ϕ
(γ)
An
(x) : = h(γ)(x− an)−

n−1
∑

k=1

h(γ)(ak − an)Px(Tak = TAn)

= h(γ)(x− an)− Px[h
(γ)(XTAn

− an)]. (1.10)

Then, the following assertions hold:

(Ex) lim
q→0+

Px[Ft| eq < TAn ] = Px

[

Ft ·
ϕ
(0)
An

(Xt)

ϕ
(0)
An
(x)

1{TAn>t}

]

, (1.11)

(OH) lim
c→±∞

Px[Ft| Tc < TAn] = Px

[

Ft ·
ϕ
(±1)
An

(Xt)

ϕ
(±1)
An

(x)
1{TAn>t}

]

, (1.12)

(TH) lim
(c,d)

(γ)
→∞

Px[Ft| Tc ∧ T−d < TAn ] = Px

[

Ft ·
ϕ
(γ)
An
(Xt)

ϕ
(γ)
An
(x)

1{TAn>t}

]

, (1.13)

(IL) lim
c→±∞

Px[Ft| η
c
u < TAn ] = Px

[

Ft ·
ϕ
(±1)
An

(Xt)

ϕ
(±1)
An

(x)
1{TAn>t}

]

, (1.14)

for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft and for x ∈ R such that the denominator is
not zero.

Next, we consider conditioning to avoid bounded Fσ-sets (see, Section 6 for the details).
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Theorem 1.3. Let A is a bounded Fσ-set which contains 0. We define a function

ϕA(x) := h(x)− Px[h(XTA
)]. (1.15)

Then, the following assertion holds:

lim
q→0+

Px[Ft| eq < TA] = Px

[

Ft ·
ϕA(Xt)

ϕA(x)
1{TA>t}

]

(1.16)

for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft 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:

∑

n∈Z

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

q +Ψ(2nπ
L
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

< ∞ for q > 0. (1.17)

We define a function

ϕLZ(x) :=
∑

n∈Z\{0}

1− e
2nπx

L
i

Ψ(2nπ
L
)

. (1.18)

Then, the following assertion holds:

lim
q→0+

Px[Ft, t < eq| eq < TLZ] = Px

[

Ft ·
ϕLZ(Xt)

ϕLZ(x)
1{TLZ>t}

]

(1.19)

for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft and for x ∈ R such that the denominator is
not zero.

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
Fσ-sets, and an integer lattice, respectively.

2 Preliminaries

Let ((Xt)t≥0, (Px)x∈R) be the canonical representation of a one-dimensional Lévy process
with X0 = x, Px-a.s. For t ≥ 0, we denote by FX

t := σ(Xs, 0 ≤ s ≤ t) and write
Ft =

⋂

s>t F
X
s . For a set A ⊂ R, let TA be the first hitting time of A for (Xt), i.e.,

TA := inf{t ≥ 0; Xt ∈ A}. (2.1)
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For simplicity, we denote T{a} as Ta for a ∈ R. For λ ∈ R, we denote by Ψ(λ) the
characteristic exponent of (Xt), i.e., Ψ(λ) is defined by

P0

[

eiλXt
]

= e−tΨ(λ) for t ≥ 0. (2.2)

Throughout this paper, we always assume ((Xt),P0) is recurrent, and always assume
the condition

(A)

∫ ∞

0

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

q +Ψ(λ)

∣

∣

∣

∣

dλ < ∞ for q > 0. (2.3)

Then, (Xt) has a bounded continuous resolvent density rq. It is defined by

∫

R

f(x)rq(x)dx = P0

[
∫ ∞

0

e−qtf(Xt)dt

]

for q > 0 and f ≥ 0 (2.4)

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

Px

[

e−qTa
]

=
rq(a− x)

rq(0)
for q > 0 and x ∈ R (2.5)

(see, e.g., Corollary II.18 of [1]).

We define

hq(x) := rq(0)− rq(−x) for q > 0 and x ∈ R. (2.6)

It is clear that hq(0) = 0, and by (2.5), we have hq ≥ 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) := limq→0+ hq(x) exists and is finite;

2. h is continuous and subadditive on R.

3. It holds that

lim
x→±∞

h(x)

|x|
=

1

m2
∈ [0,∞), (2.7)

where m2 := P0[X
2
1 ] is a variance of X1.

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

h(γ)(x) := h(x) +
γ

m2
x for − 1 ≤ γ ≤ 1. (2.8)

Note that when m2 = ∞, h(γ) is independent of γ.
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We can define a local time at a ∈ R, which we denote by (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
t ) is continuous in t and satisfies

Px

[
∫ ∞

0

e−qtdLa
t

]

= rq(a− x) for q > 0 and x ∈ R (2.10)

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

lim
q→0+

qrq(0) = 0 (2.11)

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

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

ηal := inf{t > 0 : La
t > l}. (2.12)

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

Pa

[

e−qηal
]

= e
− l

rq(0) for l > 0 and q > 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 ϕT

e which satisfies the following:

lim
q→0+

rq(0)PXt(T > eq) = ϕT
e (Xt) a.s. and in L1(Px). (3.1)

Then, (ϕT
e (Xt)1{T>t})t≥0 is a non-negative ((Ft),Px)-martingale, and if ϕT

e (x) > 0, then
it holds that

lim
q→0+

Px[Ft| eq < T ] = Px

[

Ft ·
ϕT
e (Xt)

ϕT
e (x)

1{T>t}

]

(3.2)

for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft.
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Proof. We define

N
q
t : = rq(0)Px(T > eq > t|Ft), (3.3)

M
q
t : = rq(0)Px (eq < T |Ft) , (3.4)

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

N
q
t = rq(0)1{T>t}P

Ft

x (T > eq| eq > t)Px(eq > t)

= rq(0)1{T>t}PXt(T > eq)e
−qt, (3.5)

where PFt
x means the conditional probability with respect to Ft. Therefore, we obtain by

the hypothesis,

lim
q→0+

N
q
t = ϕT

e (Xt)1{T>t} a.s. and in L1(Px). (3.6)

By (2.11), we have

M
q
t −N

q
t = rq(0)Px(T > eq, t ≥ eq|Ft)

= qrq(0)

∫ t

0

1{T>s}e
−qsds

≤ qrq(0)t → 0, (3.7)

as q → 0 + . Therefore, we have

lim
q→0+

M
q
t = ϕT

e (Xt)1{T>t} a.s. and in L1(Px). (3.8)

Since (M q
t )t≥0 is a non-negative martingale, its L1-limit (ϕT

e (Xt)1{T>t}) is also a non-
negative ((Ft),Px)-martingal (see, e.g., Proposition 1.3 of [4]).

Finally, we obtain by the L1-convergence and the martingale property,

Px[Ft| eq < T ] =
Px[Ft, eq < T ]

Px(eq < T )
=

Px[Ft ·M
q
t ]

Px[M
q
t ]

→
Px[Ft · ϕ

T
e (Xt)1{T>t}]

Px[ϕT
e (Xt)1{T>t}]

= Px

[

Ft ·
ϕT
e (Xt)

ϕT
e (x)

1{T>t}

]

, (3.9)

as q → 0 + .

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 ϕT

o which satisfies the following:

lim
c→±∞

hB(c)PXt(T > Tc) = ϕT
o (Xt) a.s. and in L1(Px), (3.10)
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where hB(c) := P0[L
0
Tc
] = h(c) + h(−c) (see, Lemma 3.5 of [18]). Moreover, we also

assume that ϕT
e (x)
x

converges as |x| → ∞. Then, (ϕT
o (Xt)1{T>t})t≥0 is a non-negative

((Ft),Px)-martingale, and if ϕT
o (x) > 0, then it holds that

lim
c→±∞

Px[Ft| Tc < T ] = Px

[

Ft ·
ϕT
o (Xt)

ϕT
o (x)

1{T>t}

]

(3.11)

for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft.

Proof. We define

N c
t : = hB(c)Px(T > Tc > t|Ft), (3.12)

M c
t : = hB(c)Px (Tc < T |Ft) , (3.13)

for c ∈ R. By the Markov property, we have

N c
t = hB(c)1{T>t}PXt(T > Tc). (3.14)

Therefore, we obtain by the hypothesis,

lim
c→±∞

N c
t = ϕT

o (Xt)1{T>t} a.s. and in L1(Px). (3.15)

We have

M c
t −N c

t = hB(c)Px(T > Tc, t ≥ Tc|Ft)

= hB(c)Px(T > Tc|Ft)1{t≥Tc} → 0 a.s., (3.16)

as c → ±∞. Since (ϕT
e (Xt)1{T>t}) is a martingale, we have by the optional sampling

theorem, by the hypothesis, and by (2.7),

Px [|M
c
t −N c

t |] = hB(c)Px(T > Tc, t ≥ Tc)

=
hB(c)

c

c

ϕT
e (c)

Px[ϕ
T
e (XTc)1{T>Tc}, t ≥ Tc]

=
hB(c)

c

c

ϕT
e (c)

Px[ϕ
T
e (Xt)1{T>t}, t ≥ Tc] → 0, (3.17)

as c → ±∞. Therefore, we have

lim
c→±∞

M c
t = ϕT

o (Xt)1{T>t} a.s. and in L1(Px). (3.18)

The rest of the proof is the same as in Theorem 3.1.

Next, we consider the case two-point hitting time clock.
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Theorem 3.3. Let T be a stopping time. We assume that there exists the non-trivial and
non-negative function ϕT

t which satisfies the following:

lim
(c,d)

(γ)
→∞

hC(c,−d)PXt(T > Tc ∧ T−d) = ϕT
t (Xt) a.s. and in L1(Px), (3.19)

where hC(c,−d) := P0[L
0
Tc∧T−d

] which can be expressed only by h (see, Lemma 6.1 of [18]).

Moreover, we also assume that ϕT
e (x)
x

converges as |x| → ∞. Then, (ϕT
t (Xt)1{T>t})t≥0 is a

non-negative ((Ft),Px)-martingale, and if ϕT
t (x) > 0, then it holds that

lim
(c,d)

(γ)
→∞

Px[Ft| Tc ∧ T−d < T ] = Px

[

Ft ·
ϕT
t (Xt)

ϕT
t (x)

1{T>t}

]

(3.20)

for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft.

Proof. The proof is the same as in Theorem 3.2, so we omit it.

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 ϕT

i which satisfies the following:

lim
c→±∞

hB(c)PXt(T > ηcu) = ϕT
i (Xt) a.s. and in L1(Px). (3.21)

Moreover, we also assume that ϕT
e (x)
x

converges as |x| → ∞. Then, (ϕT
i (Xt)1{T>t})t≥0 is a

non-negative ((Ft),Px)-martingale, and if ϕT
i (x) > 0, then it holds that

lim
c→±∞

Px[Ft| η
c
u < T ] = Px

[

Ft ·
ϕT
i (Xt)

ϕT
i (x)

1{T>t}

]

(3.22)

for all bounded Ft-measurable functionals Ft.

Proof. Note that for each u ≥ 0, c ∈ R, ηcu is a stopping time (see, e.g., Proposition IV.7
of [1]). We define

N c
t : = hB(c)Px(T > ηcu > t|Ft), (3.23)

M c
t : = hB(c)Px (η

c
u < T |Ft) , (3.24)

for c ∈ R. By the Markov property, we have

N c
t = hB(c)1{T>t}PXt(T > ηcu)

= hB(c)1{T>t}PXt(T > Tc)Pc(T > ηcu). (3.25)

Therefore, we obtain by the hypothesis,

lim
c→±∞

N c
t = ϕT

i (Xt)1{T>t} a.s. and in L1(Px). (3.26)

9



We have

M c
t −N c

t = hB(c)Px(T > ηcu, t ≥ ηcu|Ft)

= hB(c)Px(T > ηcu|Ft)1{t≥ηcu} → 0 a.s., (3.27)

as q → 0 + . Since (ϕT
e (Xt)1{T>t}) is a martingale, we have by the optional sampling

theorem, by the hypothesis, and by (2.7),

Px [|M
c
t −N c

t |] = hB(c)Px(T > ηcu, t ≥ ηcu)

=
hB(c)

c

c

ϕT
e (c)

Px[ϕ
T
e (Xηcu

)1{T>ηcu}, t ≥ ηcu]

=
hB(c)

c

c

ϕT
e (c)

Px[ϕ
T
e (Xt)1{T>t}, t ≥ ηcu] → 0. (3.28)

Therefore, we have

lim
c→±∞

M c
t = ϕT

i (Xt)1{T>t} a.s. and in L1(Px). (3.29)

The rest of the proof is the same as in Theorem 3.2, so we omit it.

4 Conditionings to avoid two points

4.1 Conditioning theorems

We define for distinct points a, b ∈ R and for a constant −1 ≤ γ ≤ 1,

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

(γ)(b− a)

= h(γ)(x− b)− Px(Ta < Tb)h
(γ)(a− b). (4.1)

First, we prove of the a.s. convergence.

Theorem 4.1. The following assertions hold:

(Ex) lim
q→0+

rq(0)Px(Ta ∧ Tb > eq) = ϕ
(0)
a,b(x), (4.2)

(OH) lim
c→±∞

hB(c)Px(Ta ∧ Tb > Tc) = ϕ
(±1)
a,b (x), (4.3)

(TH) lim
(c,d)

(γ)
→∞

hC(c,−d)Px(Ta ∧ Tb > Tc ∧ T−d) = ϕ
(γ)
a,b (x), (4.4)

(IL) lim
c→±∞

hB(c)Px(Ta ∧ Tb > ηcu) = ϕ
(±1)
a,b (x). (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.
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Next, we prove the case of the two-point hitting time clock. We have

hC(c,−d)Px(Ta ∧ Tb > Tc ∧ T−d)

= hC(c,−d)Px(Ta ∧ Tb ∧ T−d > Tc) + hC(c,−d)Px(Ta ∧ Tb ∧ Tc > T−d). (4.6)

By the strong Markov property, we have

Px(Ta ∧ Tb ∧ T−d > Tc)

= Px(Ta ∧ Tb > Tc)− Px(Ta ∧ Tb > Tc > T−d)

= Px(Ta ∧ Tb > Tc)− P−d(Ta ∧ Tb > Tc)Px(Ta ∧ Tb ∧ Tc > T−d)

= Px(Ta ∧ Tb > Tc)− P−d(Ta ∧ Tb > Tc)

× {Px(Ta ∧ Tb > T−d)− Pc(Ta ∧ Tb > T−d)Px(Ta ∧ Tb ∧ T−d > Tc)}. (4.7)

Thus, we have

Px(Ta ∧ Tb ∧ T−d > Tc) =
Px(Ta ∧ Tb > Tc)− P−d(Ta ∧ Tb > Tc)Px(Ta ∧ Tb > T−d)

1− P−d(Ta ∧ Tb > Tc)Pc(Ta ∧ Tb > T−d)
.

(4.8)

By (4.17) and (5.11) of [9], we have

hC(c,−d)Px(Ta ∧ Tb > Tc) =
hC(c,−d)

hB(c)
· hB(c)Px(Ta ∧ Tb > Tc)

=
hC(c,−d)

hB(c)
·
hB(c)Px(Tc < Ta)− Px(Tb < Ta) · h

B(c)Pb(Tc < Ta)

1− Pc(Tb < Ta)Pb(Tc < Ta)

→
1 + γ

2

{

h(+1)(x− a)− Px(Tb < Ta)h
(+1)(b− a)

}

, (4.9)

as (c, d)
(γ)
→ ∞. 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

hB(c)Px(Ta ∧ Tb > ηcu) = Pc(Ta ∧ Tb > ηcu) · h
B(c)Px(Ta ∧ Tb > Tc) (4.10)

Since L0
Ta−c∧Ta−c

has an exponential distribution with parameter 1
hC(a−c,b−c)

(see, the proof

of Lemma 6.3 of [18]), we have

Pc(Ta ∧ Tb > ηcu) = P0(L
0
Ta−c∧Tb−c

> u) = e
− u

hC (a−c,b−c) → 1, (4.11)

as c → ±∞. Therefore, by (4.10) and (4.11), we obtain the limit (4.5).

Next, we prove of the L1(Px)-convergence.

Theorem 4.2. The following assertions hold:

(Ex) lim
q→0+

rq(0)PXt(Ta ∧ Tb > eq) = ϕ
(0)
a,b(Xt) in L1(Px), (4.12)
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(OH) lim
c→±∞

hB(c)PXt(Ta ∧ Tb > Tc) = ϕ
(±1)
a,b (Xt) in L1(Px), (4.13)

(TH) lim
(c,d)

(γ)
→∞

hC(c,−d)PXt(Ta ∧ Tb > Tc ∧ T−d) = ϕ
(γ)
a,b (Xt) in L1(Px), (4.14)

(IL) lim
c→±∞

hB(c)PXt(Ta ∧ Tb > ηcu) = ϕ
(±1)
a,b (Xt) in L1(Px). (4.15)

Proof. Using the limit

lim
q→0+

hq(Xt) = h(Xt) in L1(Px) (4.16)

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

Next, using the limit

lim
c→±∞

hB(c)PXt(Tc < Ta) = h(±1)(Xt − a) in L1(Px) (4.17)

(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.

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

lim
|x|→∞

ϕ
(0)
a,b(x)

x
= lim

|x|→∞

(

h(x− a)

x
−

Px(Tb < Ta)h
(γ)(b− a)

x

)

=
1

m2
. (4.18)

Therefore, Theorem 1.1 holds by Theorems 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 3.4, 4.1, and 4.2.

4.2 Limit measures

We set H
(γ)
a,b := {x ∈ R; ϕ

(γ)
a,b (x) > 0}, and we define a probability measure

P
(γ)
x;a,b|Ft :=

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (Xt)

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (x)

1{Ta∧Tb>t} · Px|Ft for x ∈ H
(γ)
a,b . (4.19)

The measure P
(γ)
x;a,b can be well-defined on F∞ := σ(Xt, t ≥ 0) (see, Theorem 9.1 of [21]).

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

P
(γ)
x;a,b(TR\H

(γ)
a,b

≤ t) = Px

[

1{T
R\H

(γ)
a,b

≤t} ·
ϕ
(γ)
a,b (Xt)

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (x)

1{Ta∧Tb>t}

]

= Px



1{T
R\H

(γ)
a,b

≤t}PXT
R\H

(γ)
a,b

[

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (Xt−s)

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (x)

1{Ta∧Tb>t−s}

]

∣

∣

∣

s=T
R\H

(γ)
a,b





12



= Px






1{T

R\H
(γ)
a,b

≤t}

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (XT

R\H
(γ)
a,b

)

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (x)






= 0, (4.20)

for any t > 0. Thus, we have P
(γ)
x;a,b(TR\H

(γ)
a,b

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

P
(γ)
x;a,b(Ta ∧ Tb > t) = 1 for any t > 0. Therefore, we obtain

P
(γ)
x;a,b(Ta = Tb = ∞) = 1. (4.21)

Thus, the measure P
(γ)
x;a,b is absolutely continuous with respect to Px on Ft, but is singular

to Px on F∞ since Px(Ta ∧ Tb < ∞) = 1.

We set H
(γ)
a := {x ∈ R; h(γ)(x− a) > 0}, and we define

P
(γ)
x;a|Ft :=

h(γ)(Xt − a)

h(γ)(x− a)
1{Ta>t} · Px|Ft for x ∈ H

(γ)
a . (4.22)

We know that H
(γ)
a = R \ {a}, (a,∞), or (−∞, a) (see, p.12 of [17]). Note that

H
(γ)
a,b ⊂ H

(γ)
a ∩ H

(γ)
b . (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 ≤ γ ≤ 1 and x ∈ H
(γ)
a,b , the process ((Xt),P

(γ)
x;a,b) is transient.

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

P
(γ)
x;a,b

[

1

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (Xt)

· Fs

]

=
1

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (x)

Px[Fs; Ta ∧ Tb > t]

≤
1

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (x)

Px[Fs; Ta ∧ Tb > s] = P
(γ)
x;a,b

[

1

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (Xs)

· Fs

]

. (4.24)

Thus, ( 1

ϕ
(γ)
a,b(Xt)

)t≥0 is a non-negative P
(γ)
x;a,b-supermartingale. By the martingale convergence

theorem, limt→∞
1

ϕ
(γ)
a,b(Xt)

exists P
(γ)
x;a,b-a.s. By Fatou’s lemma and recurrence of ((Xt),Px),

we have

P
(γ)
x;a,b

[

lim
t→∞

1

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (Xt)

]

≤ lim
t→∞

P
(γ)
x;a,b

[

1

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (Xt)

]

=
1

ϕ
(γ)
a,b

lim
t→∞

Px(Ta ∧ Tb > t) = 0. (4.25)

Thus, we have limt→∞
1

ϕ
(γ)
a,b(Xt)

= 0 P
(γ)
x;a,b-a.s., and it implies limt→∞ |Xt| = ∞ P

(γ)
x;a,b-a.s.

Therefore, the process ((Xt),P
(γ)
x;a,b) is transient.
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We define the measures on F∞ as follows:

P
(γ)
x;a := h(γ)(x− a) · P(γ)

x;a for x ∈ H
(γ)
a , (4.26)

P
(γ)
x;a,b := ϕ

(γ)
a,b (x) · P

(γ)
x;a,b for x ∈ H

(γ)
a,b . (4.27)

Note that P
(γ)
x;a and P

(γ)
x;a,b are bounded measures.

Proposition 4.4. Let −1 ≤ γ ≤ 1 and x ∈ H
(γ)
a,b . Then, it holds that

P
(γ)
x;a,b = 1{Tb=∞} · P

(γ)
x;a . (4.28)

Proof. Since ((Xt),P
(γ)
x;a,b) is transient, we have limt→∞ |Xt| = ∞, P

(γ)
x;a,b-a.s. Thus, we

have

lim
t→∞

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (Xt)

h(γ)(Xt − a)
= 1, P

(γ)
x;a,b-a.s. (4.29)

Therefore, we apply to Theorem 4.1 of [21] as Γt = 1{Ta∧Tb>t} and Et = 1{Ta>t}, then the
assertion holds.

Consequently, we obtain

P
(γ)
x;a,b =

h(γ)(x− a)

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (x)

1{Tb=∞} · P
(γ)
x;a. (4.30)

This implies

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (x) = h(γ)(x− a)P(γ)

x;a(Tb = ∞). (4.31)

In particular, we have

P
(γ)
x;a(·| Tb = ∞) = P

(γ)
x;a,b(·). (4.32)

Therefore, P
(γ)
x;a,b is absolutely continuous with respect to P

(γ)
x;a.

4.3 Examples

Brownian motion

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

Px(Ta < Tb) =
b− x

b− a
for a < x < b (4.33)

(see, e.g., Theorem 7.5.3 of [7]).
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1. If x < a, then we have

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (x) = a− x+ γ(x− a) = (1− γ)(a− x). (4.34)

Thus, we obtain P
(γ)
x;a,b = P

(γ)
x;a.

2. If a < x < b, then we have

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (x) = x− a + γ(x− a)−

x− a

b− a
(b− a + γ(b− a)) = 0. (4.35)

3. If b < x, then we have

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (x) = x− a+ γ(x− a)− (b− a + γ(b− a)) = (1 + γ)(x− b). (4.36)

Thus, we obtain P
(γ)
x;a,b = P

(γ)
b;x .

Therefore, we obtain H
(γ)
a,b = (−∞, a) ∪ (b,∞).

Stable process

Let (Xt) be a strictly stable process of index α ∈ (1, 2). Then, we know that

h(γ)(x) =
1

K(α)
(1− β sgn(x))|x|α−1 (4.37)

(see, Section 5 of [20]). Note that h(γ) is independent of γ. By Lemma 3.5 of [18], we have

Px(Tb < Ta) =
(1 + β)(b− a)α−1 + (1− β sgn(x− a))|x− a|α−1 − (1− β sgn(x− b))|x− b|α−1

2(b− a)α−1

(4.38)

for x ∈ R.

1. If x < a, then we have

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (x) =

1

K(α)

{

(1 + β)2

2
(a− x)α−1 +

(1 + β)(1− β)

2
(b− x)α−1 −

(1 + β)(1− β)

2
(b− a)α−1

}

.

(4.39)

2. If a < x < b, then

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (x) =

1

K(α)

(1 + β)(1− β)

2

{

(x− a)α−1 + (b− x)α−1 − (b− a)α−1
}

. (4.40)

3. If b < x, then

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (x) =

1

K(α)

{

(1 + β)(1− β)

2
(x− a)α−1 +

(1− β)2

2
(x− b)α−1 −

(1 + β)(1− β)

2
(b− a)α−1

}

.

(4.41)

Therefore, we obtain H
(γ)
a,b = R \ {a, b} when β 6= ±1, H

(γ)
a,b = (−∞, a) when β = 1, and

H
(γ)
a,b = (b,∞) when β = −1.
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Spectrally negative Lévy process

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

h(γ)(x) = W (x) +
γ − 1

m2
x, (4.42)

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

Px(Tb < Ta) =
W (x− a)−W (x− b)

W (b− a)
. (4.43)

1. If x < a, then we have

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (x) =

γ − 1

m2
(x− a). (4.44)

2. If a < x < b, then we have

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (x) =

γ − 1

m2

{

(x− a)−
W (x− a)

W (b− a)
(b− a)

}

. (4.45)

3. If b < x, then we have

ϕ
(γ)
a,b (x) = W (x− b) +

γ − 1

m2

{

(x− a)−
W (x− a)−W (x− b)

W (b− a)
(b− a)

}

. (4.46)

Therefore, we obtain H
(γ)
a,b = R\{a, b} when m2 < ∞, and H

(γ)
a,b = (b,∞) when m2 = ∞.

5 Conditioning to avoid n-points

5.1 The case of x 6= an

For a sequence a1, a2, ... of distinct points of R, we set An := {a1, ..., an} for n = 2, 3, ....
We define for n = 2, 3, ...,

ϕ
(γ)
An

(x) := h(γ)(x− an)P
(γ)
x;an(TAn−1 = ∞). (5.1)

Note that ϕ
(γ)
A2

(x) is already defined in (4.1). For any t > 0, we have by the optional
sampling theorem,

P
(γ)
x;an(TAn−1 < t) = Px

[

1{TAn−1
<t} ·

h(γ)(Xt − an)

h(γ)(x− an)
1{Tan>t}

]

= Px

[

1{TAn−1
<t} · Px

[

h(γ)(Xt − an)

h(γ)(x− an)
1{Tan>t}

∣

∣

∣
FTAn−1

]]
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= Px

[

1{TAn−1
<t} ·

h(γ)(XTAn−1
− an)

h(γ)(x− an)
1{Tan>TAn−1

}

]

. (5.2)

Letting t → ∞, we have

P
(γ)
x;an(TAn−1 < ∞) = Px

[

h(γ)(XTAn−1
− an)

h(γ)(x− an)
1{Tan>TAn−1

}

]

=
1

h(γ)(x− an)

n−1
∑

k=1

Px

[

h(γ)(XTAn−1
− an)1{Tan>TAn−1

=Tak
}

]

=
1

h(γ)(x− an)

n−1
∑

k=1

h(γ)(ak − an)Px(Tak = TAn). (5.3)

Therefore, we obtain

ϕ
(γ)
An
(x) = h(γ)(x− an)−

n−1
∑

k=1

h(γ)(ak − an)Px(Tak = TAn)

= h(γ)(x− an)− Px[h
(γ)(XTAn

− an)]. (5.4)

Moreover, by a simple calculation, we have

ϕ
(γ)
An
(x) = ϕ

(γ)
An−1

(x)− ϕ
(γ)
An−1

(an)Px(Tan < TAn−1). (5.5)

By the induction and (6.2) of [18], we can express Px(Tak = TAn) only in terms of h. In

particular, we can express ϕ
(γ)
An

(x) as a linear combination of h(γ)(x− a1), ..., h
(γ)(x− an).

First, we consider the a.s. limits.

Proposition 5.1. The following assertions hold:

(Ex) lim
q→0+

rq(0)Px(TAn > eq) = ϕ
(0)
An
(x), (5.6)

(OH) lim
c→±∞

hB(c)Px(TAn > Tc) = ϕ
(±1)
An

(x), (5.7)

(TH) lim
(c,d)

(γ)
→∞

hC(c,−d)Px(TAn > Tc ∧ T−d) = ϕ
(γ)
An
(x), (5.8)

(IL) lim
c→±∞

hB(c)Px(TAn > ηcu) = ϕ
(±1)
An

(x). (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,

rq(0)Px(TAn > eq) = rq(0)Px(TAn−1 > eq)− rq(0)Px(TAn−1 > eq > Tan)

= rq(0)Px(TAn−1 > eq)− rq(0)Pan(TAn−1 > eq)Px(Tan < TAn−1 ∧ eq)

→ ϕ
(0)
An−1

(x)− ϕ
(0)
An−1

(an)Px(Tan < TAn−1) = ϕ
(0)
An
(x), (5.10)

as q → 0+.

The rest of the proof is the same as the case of the exponential clock, so we omit it.
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Next, we consider the L1(Px)-limits.

Proposition 5.2. The following assertions hold:

(Ex) lim
q→0+

rq(0)PXt(TAn > eq) = ϕ
(0)
An

(Xt) in L1(Px), (5.11)

(OH) lim
c→±∞

hB(c)PXt(TAn > Tc) = ϕ
(±1)
An

(Xt) in L1(Px), (5.12)

(TH) lim
(c,d)

(γ)
→∞

hC(c,−d)PXt(TAn > Tc ∧ T−d) = ϕ
(γ)
An
(Xt) in L1(Px), (5.13)

(IL) lim
c→±∞

hB(c)PXt(TAn > ηcu) = ϕ
(±1)
An

(Xt) in L1(Px). (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

|rq(0)PXt(TAn > eq)− ϕ
(0)
An
(Xt)|

= |rq(0)PXt(TAn−1 > eq)− rq(0)Pan(TAn−1 > eq)PXt(Tan < TAn−1 ∧ eq)

− ϕ
(0)
An−1

(Xt) + PXt(Tan < TAn−1)ϕ
(0)
An−1

(an)|

≤ |rq(0)PXt(TAn−1 > eq)− ϕ
(0)
An−1

(Xt)|

+ |PXt(Tan < TAn−1)ϕ
(0)
An−1

(an)− PXt(Tan < TAn−1 ∧ eq)ϕ
(0)
An−1

(an)|

+ |PXt(Tan < TAn−1 ∧ eq)ϕ
(0)
An−1

(an)− rq(0)Pan(TAn−1 > eq)PXt(Tan < TAn−1 ∧ eq)|

= |rq(0)PXt(TAn−1 > eq)− ϕ
(0)
An−1

(Xt)|

+ ϕ
(0)
An−1

(an)|PXt(Tan < TAn−1)− PXt(Tan < TAn−1 ∧ eq)|

+ PXt(Tan < TAn−1 ∧ eq)|ϕ
(0)
An−1

(an)− rq(0)Pan(TAn−1 > eq)|. (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

lim
|x|→∞

ϕ
(0)
An
(x)

x
= lim

|x|→∞

(

h(x− an)

x
−

n−1
∑

k=1

Px(Tak < TAn)h
(γ)(ak − an)

x

)

=
1

m2
. (5.16)

Therefore, Theorem 1.2 holds by Theorems 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 3.4, 5.1, and 5.2.

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

ϕ
(γ)
An

(x) = h(γ)(x− ak)P
(γ)
x;ak

(TAn = ∞)
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= h(γ)(x− ak)−
n
∑

i=1

h(γ)(ai − ak)Px(Tai = TAn)

= h(γ)(x− ak)− Px[h
(γ)(XTAn

− ak)]. (5.17)

We define

P
(γ)
x;An

|Ft := 1{TAn>t}

ϕ
(γ)
An

(Xt)

ϕ
(γ)
An
(x)

· Px|Ft (5.18)

for x ∈ {x ∈ R; ϕ
(γ)
An

(x) > 0}. In the same way as (4.20), we obtain

P
(γ)
x;An

(TAn = ∞) = 1. (5.19)

The measure P
(γ)
x;An

is absolutely continuous with respect to Px on Ft, but is singular to
Px on F∞. We obtain by the same way as Subsection 4.2,

P
(γ)
x;an(·| TAn−1 = ∞) = P

(γ)
x;An

(·). (5.20)

5.2 The case of x = an

We define the measure

P
(γ)
an;An

|Ft := ϕ
(γ)
An

(Xt)1{TAn>t} · n
an |Ft , (5.21)

where nan is the excursion measure away from an for the process (X,Px). We characterize
this measure as follows:

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

(Ex) lim
q→0+

Pan

[

Ft ◦ keq−g
an
eq

◦ θganeq , TAn−1 ◦ θganeq > eq − gan
eq

]

= P
(0)
an;An

[Ft], (5.22)

(OH) lim
c→±∞

Pan

[

Ft ◦ kTc−g
an
Tc

◦ θganTc , TAn−1 ◦ θganTc > Tc − ganTc

]

= P
(±1)
an;An

[Ft], (5.23)

(TH) lim
(c,d)

(γ)
→∞

Pan

[

Ft ◦ kTc∧T−d−g
an
Tc∧T−d

◦ θganTc∧T−d

, TAn−1 ◦ θganTc∧T−d

> Tc ∧ T−d − ganTc∧T−d

]

= P
(γ)
an;An

[Ft],

(5.24)

where θ is the shift operator, k is the killing operator, and gas is the last hitting time of a
point a up to time s, i.e., for t > 0 and càdlàg paths ω,

kt−gt ◦ θgtω(s) =

{

ω(gt + s) if 0 ≤ s < t− gt,

a cemetery state if s ≥ t− gt.
(5.25)
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Proof. For s > 0, we define dans := inf{u > s; Xu = an} and Gan := {gans ; gans 6= dans , s >

0}. First, we show the case of the exponential clock. For any q > 0, we have

Pan

[

Ft ◦ keq−g
an
eq

◦ θgan
eq
, TAn−1 ◦ θganeq > eq − gan

eq

]

= Pan

[
∫ ∞

0

qe−quFt ◦ ku−g
an
u

◦ θganu 1{TAn−1
◦θ

g
an
u

>u−g
an
u }du

]

= Pan

[

∑

s∈Gan

∫ d
an
s

s

qe−quFt ◦ ku−s ◦ θs1{TAn−1
◦θs>u−s}du

]

. (5.26)

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

Pan

[

∑

s∈Gan

∫ d
an
s

s

qe−quFt ◦ ku−s ◦ θs1{TAn−1
◦θs>u−s}du

]

= Pan

[
∫ ∞

0

e−qsdLan
s

]

nan

[
∫ Tan

0

qe−quFt1{u>t}1{TAn−1
>u}du

]

= rq(0)n
an [Ft, t < eq < TAn ]

= rq(0)e
−qtnan [Ft · PXt(eq < TAn), t < TAn ] . (5.27)

Since

rq(0)PXt(eq < TAn) ≤ rq(0)PXt(eq < Ta1), (5.28)

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

lim
q→0+

Pan

[

Ft ◦ keq−g
an
eq

◦ θganeq , TAn−1 ◦ θganeq > eq − gan
eq

]

= lim
q→0+

rq(0)e
−qtnan [Ft · PXt(eq < TAn), t < TAn ]

= nan
[

Ft · ϕ
(γ)
An
(Xt), TAn > t

]

= P
(0)
an;An

[Ft], (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].

6 Conditioning to avoid bounded Fσ-sets

Let A be a Fσ-set. Note that the first hitting time TA is a stopping time. We denote
(XA

t )t≥0 by the process which killed by hitting A, and denote pAt by its transition density,
i.e., for x, y ∈ R, we have

pAt (x, y) = pt(y − x)− Px[pt−TA
(y −XTA

); t > TA], (6.1)

where pt is the transition density of ((Xt),P0). For q > 0, we denote rAq by q-resolvent
density of the killed process (XA

t ), i.e.,

rAq (x, y) :=

∫ ∞

0

e−qtpAt (x, y)dt. (6.2)
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Note that rAq (x, y) is continuous in y, since we have by Fubini’s theorem,

rAq (x, y) =

∫ ∞

0

e−qtpt(y − x)−

∫ ∞

0

e−qt
Px[pt−TA

(y −XTA
); t > TA]dt

= rq(y − x)− Px

[

e−qTArq(y −XTA
)
]

.

Lemma 6.1. Let A is a bounded Fσ-set which contains 0. For any q > 0 and x ∈ R, it
holds that rAq (x, 0) = 0.

Proof. We define the q-resolvent operator Rq by

Rqf(x) := Px

[
∫ ∞

0

e−qtf(Xt)dt

]

(6.3)

for a non-negative bounded Borel function f. Then, we have for a stopping time T ,

Px[Rqf(XT ) · e
−qT ] = Px

[
∫ ∞

T

e−qtf(Xt)dt

]

. (6.4)

Indeed, by the strong Markov property, we have

Px[Rqf(XT ) · e
−qT ] = Px

[

e−qT
PXT

[
∫ ∞

0

e−qtf(Xt)dt

]]

= Px

[
∫ ∞

0

e−q(T+t)f(XT+t)dt

]

= Px

[
∫ ∞

T

e−qtf(Xt)dt

]

. (6.5)

Since x 7→ rq(−x) is a q-excessive function, there exists a sequence of non-negative
bounded Borel functions (fn) such that Rqfn(x) ր rq(−x) for x ∈ R as n → ∞ (see, e.g.,
Proposition 41.5 and Theorem 41.16 of [16]). Since TA ≤ T0, we have

Px[Rqfn(XTA
) · e−qTA] = Px

[
∫ ∞

TA

e−qtfn(Xt)dt

]

≥ Px

[
∫ ∞

T0

e−qtfn(Xt)dt

]

= Px[Rqfn(XT0) · e
−qT0]. (6.6)

Thus, by the monotone convergence theorem, we have

Px[rq(−XTA
)e−qTA] ≥ Px[rq(−XT0)e

−qT0 ]. (6.7)

Therefore, we obtain

0 ≤ rAq (x, 0) = rq(−x)− Px[rq(−XTA
)e−qTA]

≤ rq(−x)− Px[rq(−XT0)e
−qT0 ]

= rq(−x)− rq(0) ·
rq(−x)

rq(0)
= 0. (6.8)

The proof is complete.
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The proof of the following proposition is inspired by Proposition 3.7 of Grzywny-Ryznar
[8].

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

lim
q→0+

rq(0)Px(TA > eq) = h(x)− Px[h(XTA
)] =: ϕA(x). (6.9)

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

rq(0)Px(TA > eq) = rq(0)(1− Px[e
−qTA])

= rq(0)− rq(−x)− Px[rq(0)e
−qTA − rq(−XTA

)e−qTA ]

+ rq(−x)− Px[rq(−XTA
)e−qTA]

= hq(x)− Px[hq(XTA
)e−qTA ] + rAq (x, 0)

= hq(x)− Px[hq(XTA
)e−qTA ]. (6.10)

Since A is a bounded set and 0 ≤ hq(x) ≤ hB(x) which is continuous on R (see, e.g.,
(6.19) of [17]), we obtain by the dominated convergence theorem,

rq(0)Px(TA > eq) → h(x)− Px[h(XTA
)] (6.11)

as q → 0+.

Next, we prove of the L1(Px)-convergence.

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

lim
q→0+

rq(0)PXt(TA > eq) = ϕA(Xt) in L1(Px). (6.12)

Proof. Since hB is continuous on R and A is a bounded set, there exists M > 0 such that
0 ≤ hB(XTA

) ≤ M . Note that 0 ≤ hq(x) ≤ hB(x) (see, e.g., (6.9) of [17]). By (6.10), we
have

|h(Xt)− PXt [h(XTA
)]− rq(0)PXt(TA > eq)|

= |h(Xt)− PXt [h(XTA
)]− hq(Xt) + PXt [hq(XTA

)e−qTA]|

≤ |h(Xt)− hq(Xt)|+ PXt [|h(XTA
)− hq(XTA

)|] ≤ 4M. (6.13)

Therefore, by the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain the assertion (6.12).

We give the proof of the main theorem for conditioning to avoid a bounded Fσ-set.

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

Px;A|Ft :=
ϕA(Xt)

ϕA(x)
1{TA>t} · Px|Ft (6.14)

for x ∈ {x ∈ R; ϕA(x) > 0}. In the same way as (4.20), we obtain

Px;A(TA = ∞) = 1. (6.15)

Similarly to Subsection 4.2, we obtain the following theorem:

Theorem 6.4. It holds that

Px;A = P
(0)
x;0(·| TA = ∞). (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:

∑

n∈Z

∣

∣

∣

∣

1

q +Ψ(2nπ
L
)

∣

∣

∣

∣

< ∞ for q > 0. (7.1)

We define for x ∈ R and q > 0,

Rq(x) :=
∑

n∈Z

e
2nπx
L

i

q +Ψ(2nπ
L
)

(7.2)

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

Px[e
−qTLZ ] =

Rq(x)

Rq(0)
. (7.3)

We define for x ∈ R and q > 0, Hq(x) := Rq(0)− Rq(x). Then, the limit

lim
q→0+

Hq(x) =
∑

n∈Z\{0}

1− e
2nπx

L
i

Ψ(2nπ
L
)

(7.4)

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

Indeed, since |Ψ(u)| → ∞ as |u| → ∞, we have | Ψ(u)
q+Ψ(u)

| → 1 as |u| → ∞. Thus, the

convergence
∑

n∈Z |
1

q+Ψ( 2nπ
L

)
| and

∑

n∈Z\{0} |
1

Ψ( 2nπ
L

)
| is equivalent, and then they converge

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

Hq(x) = Rq(0)− Rq(x) =
∑

n∈Z\{0}

1− e
2nπx

L
i

q +Ψ(2nπ
L
)
→

∑

n∈Z\{0}

1− e
2nπx

L
i

Ψ(2nπ
L
)

(7.5)

as q → 0 + .

Note that the right hand side of (7.4) is the Fourier series of ϕLZ(x). Moreover, ϕLZ(x)
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 x ∈ R, it holds that

lim
q→0+

Rq(0)Px(TLZ > eq) = ϕLZ(x). (7.6)

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

Rq(0)Px(TLZ > eq) = Rq(0)(1− Px[e
−qTLZ ]) = Rq(0)−Rq(x) → ϕLZ(x) (7.7)

as q → 0+. The proof is complete.

Remark 7.2. Since
∑

n∈Z\{0}
1

Ψ( 2nπ
L

)
converges, we have

qRq(0) = 1 +
∑

n∈Z\{0}

q

q +Ψ(2nπ
L
)
→ 1 (7.8)

as q → 0 + . By (2.11), we obtain

lim
q→0+

rq(0)

Rq(0)
= lim

q→0+

qrq(0)

qRq(0)
= 0. (7.9)

Therefore, comparing Proposition 6.2 and Proposition 7.1, the speed of convergence of
Px(TA > eq) and Px(TLZ > eq) is different, where A is a bounded Fσ-set.

Next, we prove of the L1(Px)-convergence.

Proposition 7.3. For x ∈ R, it holds that

lim
q→0+

Rq(0)PXt(TLZ > eq) = ϕLZ(Xt) in L1(Px). (7.10)

Proof. We want to show Hq(Xt) → ϕLZ(Xt) in L1(Px), but this is clear by Hq(Xt) ≤
ϕLZ(Xt) ∈ L1(Px) and by the dominated convergence theorem.

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

The proof of Theorem 1.4. We define

N
q
t := Rq(0)Px(TLZ > eq > t|Ft) (7.11)

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

N
q
t = Rq(0)1{TLZ>t}P

Ft

x (TLZ > eq| eq > t)Px(eq > t)

= Rq(0)1{TLZ>t}PXt(TLZ > eq)e
−qt, (7.12)

where P
Ft
x means the conditional probability with respect to Ft. Thus, we have by

Proposition 7.1 and 7.3,

lim
q→0+

N
q
t = ϕLZ(Xt)1{TLZ>t} a.s. and in L1(Px). (7.13)
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Therefore, we obtain by Proposition 7.1,

Px[Ft, t < eq| eq < TLZ] =
Px[Ft ·N

q
t ]

Rq(0)Px(eq < TLZ)
→ Px

[

Ft ·
ϕLZ(Xt)

ϕLZ(x)
1{TLZ>t}

]

, (7.14)

as q → 0 + . The proof is complete.

Remark 7.4. We define

M
q
t := Rq(0)Px(eq < TLZ|Ft) (7.15)

for q > 0. Since we have by (7.8),

M
q
t −N

q
t = Rq(0)Px(TLZ > eq, t ≥ eq|Ft)

= qRq(0)

∫ t

0

1{TLZ>s}e
−qsds

→

∫ t

0

1{TLZ>s}ds > 0 a.s. and in L1(Px), (7.16)

as q → 0+. Thus, by (7.13), we have

lim
q→0+

M
q
t = lim

q→0+
(N q

t + (M q
t −N

q
t ))

= ϕLZ(Xt)1{TLZ>t} +

∫ t

0

1{TLZ>s}ds a.s. and in L1(Px). (7.17)

Therefore, we obtain

Px[Ft| eq < TLZ] =
Px[Ft ·M

q
t ]

Rq(0)Px(eq < TLZ)

→ Px

[

Ft ·
ϕLZ(Xt)1{TLZ>t} +

∫ t

0
1{TLZ>s}ds

ϕLZ(x)

]

(7.18)

as q → 0 + .

We define

Px;LZ(A, t < ζ) := Px

[

1A ·
ϕLZ(Xt)

ϕLZ(x)
1{TLZ>t}

]

(A ∈ Ft) (7.19)

for x ∈ {x ∈ R; ϕLZ(x) > 0}, where ζ denotes the life time. In the same way as (4.20),
we obtain

Px;LZ(TLZ < ∞) = 0. (7.20)
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