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STABLE PROCESSES CONDITIONED TO HIT AN INTERVAL
CONTINUOUSLY FROM THE OUTSIDE

LEIF DORING AND PHILIP WEISSMANN*

ABsTRACT. Conditioning stable Lévy processes on zero probability events recently
became a tractable subject since several explicit formulas emerged from a deep anal-
ysis using the Lamperti transformations for self-similar Markov processes. In this
article we derive new harmonic functions and use them to explain how to condition
stable processes to hit continuously a compact interval from the outside.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We consider one-dimensional a-stable Lévy processes with scaling index a € (0,2)
killed on entering the interval [—1,1]. In Déring et al. [§] the authors found a posi-
tive invariant function (sometimes called positive harmonic function) for such killed
processes, i.e. a function h: R\ [—1,1] — (0, 00) such that

E* []l{t<T[f1,1]}h'(£t)] = h(l’), Z ¢ [_17 1]7t >0, <1>

where Tp = inf {t > 0: & € B} denotes the first hitting time of an open or closed
set B. The invariant function was used to condition the stable processes to avoid the
interval and to relate the conditioned processes to their h-transformed path measure:

E [nAn{KT[M} h(a:)} = lm P(A|s+t<Ty), =¢[-1,1],t>0,
for A € F;, where (F;);>0 is the natural enlargement of the filtration induced by &.
As for other processes conditioned to avoid sets the conditioned stable processes are
transient. As a counter part, the present article studies the question if stable processes
can also be conditioned to hit the interval continuously in finite time.

*Supported by the Research Training Group ” Statistical Modeling of Complex Systems” funded by
the German Science Foundation.
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In recent years the problem of conditioning processes to hit a given set B continuously
has attracted some attention. As an example take a stable process of index smaller
than 1 and a singleton B = {0}. Moreover, denote p := P({; > 0) and p:=1—p. It
was proved in Kyprianou et al. ﬂﬁ] that

sin(rap)r®? ifx>0

sin(map)|x|*? ifz <0’

e:R\{O}—>(O,oo),:cl—>{

is excessive for the killed process, i.e.

E* [Lyeryyye(é)] <e(z), x#0,t>0,

and the h-transform with e coincides with the stable process conditioned to hit 0
continuously. Indeed, the authors showed that the killing time is finite almost surely
and the left-limit at the killing time is 0. Applications of the conditioned processes
have been found for instance in the study of entrance and exit at infinity of stochastic
differential equations driven by stable processes, see Doring and Kyprianou ﬂﬂ]

In this article we will derive (strictly) excessive functions for the stable process killed
on entering an interval, without loss of generality the interval [—1,1], i.e. functions
v:R\[-1,1] = (0,00) such that

E* []l{t<T[f1,1]}U<£t>} < U(SL’), z ¢ [_17 1]7t > 0. <2>

Unfortunately, the corresponding h-transformed process is not self-similar and hence,
we can not follow the strategy of ﬂﬁ] to show that this process hits the interval con-
tinuously. A second example for a process conditioned to be absorbed by a set due
to Chaumont M] uses another way of showing continuous absorption and it will turn
out that this way is the right one in our setting, too. Under some assumptions the
author conditioned a Lévy process to be continuously absorbed by 0 from above, i.e.
to hit (—oo, 0] continuously from the outside. The tool which was used is again a Doob
h-transform with an excessive function u : (0,00) — (0,00) which has the additional
condition that, for any compact K C (0, c0),

E* [H{TKC<T(7OO,O]}U(€TKC)] =u(r), =¢[-1,1]. (3)

Such an excessive function is called harmonic. In Silverstein ﬂﬁ] it was shown that in
Chaumont’s setting the role of u is played by the potential density of the dual ladder
height process. Considering the h-transformed process which we denote by (£, P?) and
the killing time by ( one sees that

ronks @

This shows that the h-transformed process leaves all compact sets before it is killed.
Chaumont even went further and extended (@) to sets of the form K = [a, c0) which
shows that the h-transformed process hits any set of the form (0,a),a > 0, before
killing, thus, absorption at 0 is continuous.

Pz(TKC < C) =E°* []I{TKC<T(7DO,0]}

Before presenting our results, we introduce the most important definitions. More details
can be found, for example, in Chung and Walsh [5], Bertoin [2], Kyprianou [11] or Sato

[13).

Stable processes: We consider the canonical process ¢ on the space of cadlag paths
equipped with the o-algebra F induced by the Skorohod topology. We denote by P*
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the probability measure on the path space that makes £ a stable process started from
x € R. Stable processes are Lévy processes that fulfill the scaling property

(cbeet)iz0:P*) 2 (&) 120, P) (5)

for all z € R and ¢ > 0, where « is the index of self-similarity. It turns out to be
necessary that a € (0,2] with @ = 2 corresponding to the Brownian motion. The
continuity of sample paths excludes the Brownian motion from our study so we restrict
to o € (0,2). As a Lévy process stable processes are characterised entirely by the Lévy
triplet. For av < 2, the linear and Brownian part vanish and the Lévy measure is

I(a+1) (sin(rap)
T rotl

sin(map
Tzs0y + #MKO}} dz, =eR,

[I(dz) =

where p := P(&; > 0) is the positivity parameter. For o € (0,1) we exclude the case
p € {0, 1}, in which case ¢ is (the negative of) a subordinator. For a € (1,2) it is know
that p € [1/a,1—1/a] and we exclude the boundary cases p € {1/a,1 — 1/a} in which
case & has one-sided jumps. For a = 1 we consider the symmetric Cauchy process
excluding drift. The normalisation was chosen so that the characteristic exponent
satisfies
Ee[e?&1-2)] = ¢ 101" g e R,

An important fact we will use for the parameter regimes is that the stable process
exhibits (set) transience and (set) recurrence according to whether a € (0,1) or a €
[1,2). When a € (1,2) the notion of recurrence is even stronger in the sense that fixed
points are hit with probability one.

Killed Lévy processes and h-transforms: The killed transition measures are de-
fined as

pgil’l]@a dy) =P*(&§ € dy,t < Tj1y)), t=>0.
The corresponding sub-Markov process is called the Lévy process killed in [—1,1]. An
excessive function for the killed process is a measurable function v : R\[—1, 1] — [0, c0)
such that

E” []l{t<T[_1’1]}v(§t)} <w(z), zeR\[-1,1],t>0. (6)

An excessive function taking only strictly positive values is called a positive excessive
function. When v is a positive excessive function, the associated Doob h-transform is
defined via the change of measure

]P%(A,t < C) =FE" |:]1A]1{t<T[171]}@ T e R\[—l, 1], (7)

v(z)d’
for A € F;, where ( is the (possibly infinite) killing time of the process. From Chapter
11 of Chung and Walsh HH], we know that under PPy the canonical process is a strong
Markov process and that () extends from deterministic times to (F;)¢>o-stopping times
T; that is,

PY(A,T < () =E" |:1A]1{T<T[a,b]}%]a z ¢ [-1,1], (8)

for A € Fr. An excessive function v : R\ [—1,1] — (0, c0) which fulfills

E* (11,0 < 0(Eree)| = (@), @ ¢ [=1,1], (9)

for all compact K C R\ [—1,1] is called a positive harmonic function.
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Remark 1.1. The terminology of a harmonic function is not used consistently in the
literature. In many articles (also including [§]) the notion of a harmonic function
coincides with the notion of an invariant function in the sense of (). Here, we will
always use the notion of a harmonic function for an excessive function which fulfills
the additional condition ([@). The crucial point on positive harmonic functions in the
sense of this article is that the h-transform leaves all compact sets before being killed,

see ().

2. MAIN RESULTS

The main results of this article are two-fold. We first identify new harmonic functions
(in the sense of (@) for the stable processes killed in the unit interval. From these
harmonic functions we define h-transformed measures which we then identify as the
limiting measures of suitable conditionings that force the process to be absorbed at the
boundary of the interval. The different possible cases of absorption at the top or the
bottom of the interval will be reflected in the existence of different harmonic functions
and their linear combinations.

2.1. Harmonic functions. In this first section we identify two (minimal) harmonic
functions. Let us define two functions vy, ve : R\ [—1,1] — (0, 00) by

sin(rap) [(:c + D)hap(z) — (a0 — 1) fwap ] if v >1
vi(x) = 2| ;
sin(map) [(\x| — Dpop(|z|) = (@ = 1)4 1f Yap(u } if v < —1

and

sin(map) [(:p — Dthgp(z) — (= 1) 4 fxﬁbw(u) du] ifr>1
v_q(z) = ! || :
sin(map) (2] + Debap(|2l) = (@ = 1)+ [ ap(u)du| i e <1

The appearing auxiliary functions
Yapl@) = (2 = )z + 1), 2> 1,

already played a crucial rule to condition the stable processes to avoid an interval in
B] For the function v, the positivity parameter p is replaced by p, and vice versa.

Here is the main result of this section:

Theorem 2.1. Let £ be a stable process with index o € (0,2) which has jumps in both
directions. Then vy and v_y are harmonic functions for & killed on first hitting the
interval [—1,1].

As described in the introduction a harmonic function is in particular excessive, hence,
a new measure can be defined as an h-transform with the harmonic function. In what
follows we will denote the h-transforms with vy, v_; and v := v; +v_; by Py , P{_ and
Pr.
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2.2. Stable processes absorbed from above (or below). The purpose of this
section is to analyse the h-transformed process (£, P} ). Since all results for (§,IP) )
are analogous (replacing p and p) without loss of generality we only discuss (£, ).
Two questions will be our main concern:

e [s the process killed in finite time and, if so, what is the limiting behavior at
the killing time?
e How to characterize P}, through a limiting conditioning of P*?
The first question can be answered for all o simultaneously using properties of the
explicit form of vy:

Proposition 2.2. Let & be an a-stable process with o € (0,2) and both sided jumps,
then
PP ((<o00,é-=1)=1, x¢[-1,1]

To answer the second question we need to distinguish the recurrent and the transient
cases:

The case o < 1: The probability that £ never hits the interval [—1,1] is positive
because the stable process is transient. To condition £ to be absorbed by [—1, 1] from
above without hitting the interval we first condition on {711 = oo} and then on
some event which describes the absorption from above. The most plausible event is
T(1,1+4¢) being finite for small ¢ > 0. Another possibility refers to the so-called point of
closest reach. Let therefore m be the time such that |€,,| < [&] for all ¢ > 0. Then
&m 1s called the point of closest reach of 0. The polarity of points for a < 1 implies
&m 7 0 almost surely under P* for all starting points « # 0. With these definitions one
could also think of conditioning on the event {,, € (1,1 + )} which is contained in
{Ti-11) = 00, T{(1,14+) < 00} and, indeed, this is the right choice.

The case o > 1: The first hitting time 7{_, ;) is finite almost surely, hence, a different
conditioning is needed. Since T(_;_. 1) is finite as well the good conditioning is to
condition &r,_,__ .. to bein (1,1 +¢) and then let ¢ tend to 0.

The techniques we use for the conditioning center around the recent results on the
so-called deep factorisation of stable processes, see e.g. Kyprianou m] and Kyprianou
et al. M] and hitting distributions of stable processes, see Kyprianou et al. |. In
particular, results on the distribution of the point of closest reach in the case @ < 1
and the distribution of the first hitting time of the interval (—1,1) in the case a@ > 1
are the keys to prove our results.

We come to the first characterisation of the h-transform P} as the process conditioned
to be absorbed by [—1, 1] from above in a meaningful way.

Theorem 2.3. Let £ be an a-stable process with o € (0, 1) and both sided jumps. Then
it holds, for all x ¢ [—1,1] and A € F, that

]P)gl(/\,t <()= y{%li\r(%Px(A’t < T(—(146),144) |&m € (1,14 ¢)).
In fact, we prove a slightly more general statement which has precisely the form of a
self-similar Markov process conditioned to be absorbed at the origin in Kyprianou et

al. ﬂﬂ] and a Lévy process conditioned to be absorbed at the origin from above in
Chaumont [4]:

Py (At < T(—(146),146)) = li\f%ﬂ”w(/\,t < T—a+8),140) | ém € (1,1 +€)) (10)

for all 6 > 0.
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In the case @ > 1 the h-transform belongs to a different conditioned process.

Theorem 2.4. Let & be an a-stable process with o € [1,2) and both sided jumps. Then
it holds, for all x ¢ [—1,1] and A € F, that

P§1 (At < ()= (lsl\r‘% }:1{% PP(At < T(—(146),1+9) |€T(7(1+E),1+5) € (1,1+4¢)).

With this result we can interpret the h-transformed process as the original process
conditioned to approach the interval [—1, 1] continuously from above.

For a > 1 we can even find a second characterisation of PP; as conditioned process.
We need to introduce the stable process conditioned to avoid 0 (see e.g. Panti ] or
Yano [19] for general Lévy processes). For this sake define e : R \ {0} — (0, 00) via

( sin(rap)x®! if x>0
e(x) =
sin(rap)|z|*! ifz <0’

which is known to be a positive invariant function for the process killed on hitting 0
when a > 1. Denote the underlying h-transform by P?, i.e.

e
PE(A) = B [Lpery o], w200 € R

e(x) )’
which can be shown to correspond to conditioning the stable process to avoid the origin.
We can use P? to give a conditioning analogously to the case v < 1 also in the case
a > 1. But here the conditioning does not refer to the original process but to the
process conditioned to avoid 0.

Theorem 2.5. Let £ be an a-stable process with o € (1,2) and both sided jumps. Then
it holds, for all x ¢ [—1,1] and A € F;, that

Py, (At <€) =l ImP(A. £ < Ti—q45)145) [ &m € (1,14 2)).

It is quite remarkable to compare Theorem and Theorem Since conditioning to
avoid a point has no effect for a < 1 both theorems coincide. First condition to avoid
the origin (trivial for @ < 1) then condition to approach 1 from above yields Pj . The
case a = 1 differs from « # 1 in this respect because 0 is polar and the conditioning
to approach the interval from above is not well-defined because §,,, = 0 almost surely.

2.3. Stable processes absorbed without restrictions. In this section we want to
analyse the h-transforms (£, P?) with v = v; +v_;. The two main aspects are the same
as in Section 221 First we want to analyse the behaviour of the paths of (£, P?) at the
killing time if it is finite. Second we give characterisations of the h-transformed process
as the original process conditioned on similar events as in Section [2.2]

In the case v < 1 this works as one would expect, namely the h-transform using v
corresponds to the process conditioned on {|{,| € (1,1 +¢)} for € tending to 0. For
a > 1 we won’t find a representation (£,P?) as a conditioned process. Nonetheless we
can show that the process conditioned to be absorbed by [—1, 1] without any restrictions
on the side of the interval of which it is absorbed, equals (£, Py ) or (£,IP;_ ) depending
on some relation on p. This means that the process conditioned to be absorbed without
any restrictions coincides with one of the processes conditioned to be absorbed from
one side.

Here is the result on the behaviour at the killing time:



Stable processes conditioned to hit an interval 7

Proposition 2.6. Let & be an a-stable process with o € (0,2) and both sided jumps,
then

Pi(¢ <00, [=1) =1, = ¢[-1,1].

As before we want to connect the h-transformed process to some conditioned process.
Again we have to separate the cases @ < 1 and o > 1 and for & > 1 we give an
alternative conditioned process. The event we condition on is bigger than in Section
in all cases.

We start with the asymptotic in the case o < 1 and the characterisation of (£, P?) as
conditioned process as one would expect with the knowledge of Theorem 2.3

Theorem 2.7. Let £ be an a-stable process with o € (0,1) and both sided jumps. Then
it holds, for all x ¢ [—1,1] and A € F, that

PY(At < () = (lsi\r(ltl)li\r(r(l)]Px(A,t < T~ (146),1+5) | ‘fm‘ €(1,1+¢)).

As we already mentioned, in the case a > 1 the process conditioned to be absorbed
by the interval without restriction on the side of absorption is the same as the process
conditioned to be absorbed from one side, the side depending on p.

Theorem 2.8. Let & be an a-stable process with o € [1,2) and both sided jumps. Then
it holds, for all x ¢ [—1,1] and A € F;, that

(lsl\r% E\I%PJC(A t < T-49),140) | €110y 140y & [F11])

PR (AT <) if p <
P (A< ifp>

N= N

We conclude with the alternative characterisation for the h-transform for o« > 1. Again
the conditioning refers to the stable process conditioned to avoid 0 and the event we
condition on is the same as in the case av < 1.

Theorem 2.9. Let £ be an a-stable process with o € (1,2) and both sided jumps. Then
it holds, for all x ¢ [—1,1] and A € F;, that

PY(At < () = (151{(%;1{(1(1)1[))2(/\,75 < T(—(146),144) ||| € (1,1 +¢)).

3. PROOFS

3.1. Harmonic functions. In this section we prove Theorem Il First we give an
idea how to extract the right harmonic functions. The potential measure of £ killed
when it enters [—1, 1] is defined as

T—1.1)

/ ]l{&Edy} dt] y Y ¢ [_17 1]

0

U[fl,l}(xady) = E*

It is known that the potential measure has a density with respect to the Lebesgue
measure (also known as Green'’s function) ie.

U[ 1w, dy) = -1 y(2, y) dy,

where uj_14) : (R\ [-1 oﬁ is explicitely known from Profeta and Simon [16].
Moreover, Kunita and Watanabe showed that x — w_y1j(x,y) is harmonic for all
y ¢ [—1, 1] and, heuristically speaking, the corresponding h-transform should be the
process conditioned to be absorbed by y. Since our aim is to condition the process to
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be absorbed from 1 we will consider the limit when y tends to 1. But from the formulas
of ﬂﬁ] we see immediately that uj_q 1)(z,y) converges to 0 for y tending to 1. So there
are two difficulties. The first one is that we need to renormalise u[_y1j(z,y) such that
it converges pointwise for y N\, 1 to some function in z and second we need to argue
why in this case the limit of the (scaled) harmonic function is harmonic again.
To abbreviate we denote

. o T (ap) 70T (ap)

I'(1—ap) I'(1—ap)

The first auxiliary result establishes a pointwise connection between v; and the po-
tential density u[_;;; which will be very important for the proof of harmonicity of v;.
From Profeta and Simon [16] we know that y — ur—1,1)(z, y) has a pole in x (for v < 1)
but is also integrable at x. Hence, defining uj_1 1j(z, ) := 0 does not change anything
for the potential of the process killed on entering [—1,1].

and  cqp =2

Lemma 3.1. Whenever x >y >1 orx < —1,y > 1, it holds that
u—1,1(z, y)

9(y)
- (sin(waﬁ)]l{wl} + sin(wap)]l{K,l})

vi(z) = 20"3’1004)

z(z,y)

« (1 — Ozpjg)lz)_ y|a*1 / (u B 1)ap(u + 1)@[)—2 du
z |z|
+ (a— 1)+<sin(7roz,5)]l{x>1} /wap(u) du + sin(mop)Liz<—1) /waﬁ(u) du)
1 1

X <%l/waﬁ(u) du — 1),

where g(y) = (y = )™ (y + 1)*"7" = (y = Debap(y).
Proof. We use the explicit expression for u_jj(#,y) from Profeta and Simon NE],
where the expression
zy — 1]
Z(ZL‘,?/): y Y ¢ [_17 ]-]71‘ 7& Y,
|z =y

appears frequently. Before we start we note that

(@+1)(y=1) ifr>y>1
2(zy) =1 =9 gl ifz<—-1,y>1

y—l‘
and
(z=1)(y+1) ifr>y>1
2z, y) + 1 =1 il ifo<—ly>1
y—a ’

Furthermore, with integration by parts we get

z(z,y)

/ Yap(u) du
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z(z,y)

= / (u— 1) (u+ 1) du
1
z(z,y)

1 R 2zy)  ap—1 R
- — 1) 1 ozp—l] _ / — 1) 1 ap—Zd
L=ty o | Py
! . z(z,y)
_ -1 ap 1 ap—l) —ap / -1 ap 1 ap—Zd
23 () = ) Gey) + )07 )+ =8| 1)t 1) du
1
and analogously
z(z,y)
/ Yap(u) du
1
) e
_1)er 1 aﬁ71> — Qp / _1)er 1 a[)72d )
= (o) = D Ceg) #1071 1)

1

We use the explicit form for ui_; 1(x,y) given in NE] and plug in to see, for z >y > 1,

[{ap)T(ap)

5l—a U[—1,1] (z,y)

Z/ gl du— (a1 /% i f st

EEQ%L—<<w> 1)z ) + 1)

L (1=ap) =y
ap

—wa—n+7¢@wwm]¢wwwm

:gﬁuw1Xy—nw«x—nw+1»®*

2(z,y)

/ (uw— 1) (u+ 1)*2 du

z(z,y)

/ (1 — 1)+ 1) du

1

—wa—m+7wMWMu]wMWMu

1
T ap

a—

L (=apa—y)
ap

(y—l)ap(y+1)ap 1< 1 (a—1) /%p du

s1n(7rap)
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z(z,y)

n (I —ap)(z —y)*! / (u—1)*(u + 1)ozﬁ—2 du

ap

—wa—n+7¢wwwm]¢wwwm

Solving the equation with respect to v; and using sin(wap) =

m ylelds the

claim for z >y > 1. For x < —1,y > 1 we get similarly:

sin(rap) D(ap)T(ap)

sin(map) 21—a u-1,1(2, )
B a
/ Vep(u) du — (o — 1) /wap du/waﬂ
= %( (;p’y) — 1)040( (x,y) + 1)ap 1
z(z,y)

L (= ap)(y =)
ap

/(u—1wmu+n@4du

1

(a—1) /¢w /¢w<>

ozlp«‘x| — 1) (y—1)*((Jz] + 1)(y +1))*"
z(z,y)
(1 ~ 04[3) (y — x)“—l ariu =2 qy,
' ap /<u—1) (u+ 1)27-2d
||
(a—1) /wap du/wap
||
! ap ap—1 1 & B u
/)(y — 1) (y + 1) <s1n(7rozp) 1 /d;ap d
z(z,y)

L (1=ap) =y
ap

/Xu—mw@+m@2mt

(a—1) /wap du/xwa,,

Again, solving with respect to vy (x) leads to the claim. O
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Corollary 3.2. [t holds that

. u[fl,l](l‘a y)
= Cop lim 222
v1(7) Cap 00 =0 Tyap

Proof. We consider the expression from Lemma Bl and let y tend to 1 from above. It
is sufficient to show that

zeR\[-1,1].

— <sin(7roz/3)]l{m>1} + sin(wap)]l{K_l})
z(zy)

(I —ap)le —y|*! _1)er(y -2 4y,
« o /(u 1) (u + 1)*%2d

|z

+ (a0 — 1)+<sin(7rozﬁ)1{x>1}/@/}ap(u) du + sin(ﬂa,o)ﬂ{Kl}/@Z)aﬁ(u) du)
1 1

X (%/waﬁ(u) du — 1)

converges to 0 for y ™\, 1. For that it is of course sufficient to show that

z(z,y) Y
— u—1)"u+1)*"*du  and —— [ Yas(u)du—1
9) = 1% (u+1) 9(y) J )
converge to 0 for y N\, 1. Both claims can be seen readily with I’'Hopital’s rule. O

Now we prove harmonicity of v;.

Proof of Theorem [21. To show excessiveness we define the measure
n(dx) =wvi(x)dxr on R\ [—1,1].

We will show that n is an excessive measure for the dual process killed on entering the
intervall, i.e. 7 is o-finite and it holds that

]fDﬂC(gt S A7t < T[*l,l]) U(dx) < 77(14)7
R\[—l,l]

for all A € B(R\ [-1,1]) and ¢ > 0. From Theorem XII.71 of Dellacherie and Meyer

| it is known that if an excessive measure has a density with respect to the duality
measure (which is the Lebesgue measure also for killed Lévy processes, see Bertoin E],
Theorem I1.5), then this density is an excessive function for the dual process killed on
hitting [—1, 1]. Hence, by showing that 1 is an excessive measure for the dual process
killed on hitting [—1,1], it follows that v; is an excessive function for the original
process killed on entering the interval.

To show that 7 is excessive for the dual process, first note that n is o-finite because v,
is continuous on R\ [—1,1]. Next, for the dual process, we note that

(A][,Ll}(y, do) = ui_yqy(z,y)de, x,y e R\ [-1,1],

where (A][,LH is the potential of the dual process killed on entering [—1, 1] (see Theorem
XIL72 of Dellacherie and Meyer [6] for a general Markov process). Let A € B(R\[—1,1])
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be compact, use Corollary in the first equation and Fatou’s Lemma in the second
one:

1 A
— / Px(gt € A,t < T[fl,l]) T](dl’)

Cap
R\[—Ll}
DT . U[—1,1]<x7y)
= P eAt<T_ lim ——————dz
/ (& [ 1,1})y\1 (5 - 1)
R\[-1,1]
1 .
<liminf —— P* At < T _ d
= A (y —1)or / (& €4, L) (, y) de
R\[-1,1]
1 N R
<liminf ———— P& e At < Ty qy) U ,do
=N (y — 1)er / (& —1,1]) Up—1,1)(y, dx)
R\[-1,1]
7 . )
— liminf — ( / Br(e, € At < T 1q)PY(E, €da,s < T )d
N\ 1 (y_ ]_)ozp/ (gt [ 171]) (6 xz,s [ 1,1]) S
0 R\-LY
lim inf —— 7@@ cAt+s<T_yy)d
= lminl ———- s , S - s
N\ (y — 1) b [~1,1]

0
lim inf — 7@@6A <T_yy)d
=liminl ————— s , S _ s
N\ (y— 1) =]
t

1
< lim inf

R B o
A (y — 1)ap IP) (55 € A, s < ﬂ,171}) dS

— S —y

1
< lim inf

it o e dp—1)(y, ) do

8 o»

§liminf/7u[l’l}( Y)

dax.
N\l (y — 1)

From Corollary B.2] we know that (uj—1 (2, v))/((y — 1)*?) converges for y \, 1 for all
r € R\ [~1,1], in particular the function y — (uf_11(x,y))/((y — 1)**) is bounded on
(1,e) with e < inf AN (1, 00) for all z € A. But since A is compact (ui_1,1(z,y))/((y —
1)?*?) is uniformly bounded for z € A. Hence, we can apply dominated convergence to

deduce:
1 . _up (T, y)
— P*(& € A)n(dx) < [ lim —————dx

Cap N1 (y — 1)
R\[—1,1] A
1
=— [ v(z)de
COép A
1
=—n(A).
%ﬂ()

Hence, we proved that 7 is an excessive measure and as mentioned above it follows
with Theorem XII.71 of ﬂa] that v; is an excessive function.
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Now we show the characterising property of harmonicty, i.e.
E* []I{TKC <T[_1,1]}U1 (éTKcﬂ =0 (SL’), HAS R\ [_17 1]7

for all K C R\ [~1,1] which are compact in R\ [-1,1]. If z € K = (R\ [-1,1]) \ K
the claim is clear. So we assume z € K. The idea is to use the connection between
vy and uj_1 ) from Lemma BI] and Proposition 6.2 (ii) of Kunita and Watanabe [4].
The second tells us that « — wu;_1(x,y) is harmonic on (R \ [-1,1]) \ {y} for all
y e R\ [-1,1], ie.

E* [H{TKC<T[—1,1]}U[—1,1](gTKC ) y)] = U[-1,1] (l‘, y)v T,y € R \ [_17 1]7 x 3& Y,

for all K C R\ [—1, 1] which are compact in R\ [—1,1]\ {y}.

Let us fix ¢ [—1, 1] and since y tends to 1 we can assume x # y and y ¢ K. We use
monotone convergence twice and plug in the result of Lemma [B.1k

Em |:IL {TKC <T[—1,1] }Ul <§TKC ):|

=B [Lie, >14z o er <101 (Erc)]

o B [, e <0 )
. . 2aﬁ_1cap xT
= ll\n% 51{2 WE [ﬂ{éTKC >yte or ér, <71}u[7171](§TKC ’ y)]

— ?{% gl/l\rﬂ E® [( sin(waﬁ)]l{gTKc Syte} T sin(ﬂap)]l{gTKc <1}) (11)
Z(&TKC 7y)
/ (u — 1)%(u + 1) du]

(1 —ap)lér e —yl*"
9(y)

1
- ap
+ 21{%51{2(04 - 1)+<@ l/waﬁ(u) du — 1)

gTKC IgTKC ‘

x E* [Sin(waﬁ)]l{gTKc Sy+e} / Yop(u) du + sin(ﬂa,o)ﬂ{gTKc <—1} / Yap(u) du]
1 1

We care about these three summands separately. We start with the last one which just
appears if & > 1. From the proof of Corollary we already know that

ap [
g(y)l/%p()d !

converges to 0 for y ~\, 0. Furthermore, we get with monotone convergence:

&, l&r, o |

li{rézlli{‘I}Ex[sin(ﬂaﬁ)]l{gTKc>y+€} / Yap (1) du+sin(7rap)]1{5TKc<,1} / Yap(u) du]
1 1

fTKC IgTKC I

:Ex[sin(waﬁ)]l{gTKCM} / Yap(u) du+sin(7rozp)]l{£TKc<,1} / Yop(u) du}

1 1
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™

(1 = ap)T(1 - ap) o [I{TK“THH}MSTKJ ’

where h is the invariant function which appears in Doring et al. B] But since the
h-transformed process with this invariant function is transient with infinite lifetime

(see Theorem 1.3 in that article) it leaves all compact sets almost surely. Hence, we
have

h(ér . .
E* [1{TKC<T[_1,1]}%] = Py (Tke < ()

= ]_’

thus, E* []l{TKc<T[71,1]}h(§TKc)] = h(x) < oco. It follows that the third term of (1] is 0.
So it remains to consider the first and the second sumand of (IIl). With Proposition
6.2 (i) of Kunita and Watanabe E] and Corollary we see for the first term:

‘ ) aﬁ—lca .
i 2 Carpary
B Coly) (Lm0 <misnyti-1.1)(Ere )]
lim Tim 2 Car ey 1
—E%y{qm [ {Tyce<Ti_11} {ETKC6(17y+6)}u[—171}(£TKC’yﬂ
201
= lim —— 2wy (2, y)
N ogly) M
lim lim 2oy I
_ 61\1% y{nl W [ {Tre<Ti—11} {ﬁTKC e(1,y+e)} YU[-1,1] (STKcay)}
- lim lim 2 _Car e[ L
=1 (1‘) — 81\1}(1) yl{‘l} W [ {Te <T1} HHér, €(Ly+e) U[-1,1] (STKC’y)}'

Hence, to prove harmonicity of vy it sufficies to show

. 2(€r, oY)
I x |§TKC - y|a7 ap aﬁ_gd
yl\rqE []]'{TKC <Ti1aplér, o —yl>e} g(y) (u - 1) (u + 1) u] =0

(12)

for all e > 0 and

li T SB[ L7, o <ty Lo, o o) o0 (e 9)] = 0 (13)
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We start with (I2)). First we note that

z(gTKC 7y) Z(&TKC 7y)
/ (1 — 1)+ 1) 2 du < (2(€r,oy) — 1) / (u+ 1) du
1 1

< Cl<z(€TKc7y) - 1)04)
0, Erge +D -1
1 61 o —yl*P
e (ler, o [“)2(y-1)2"
! (&, o —yl*P
(Ir o + 1) (y = 1)

|£TKC __y|ap

(14)

ﬂ?fTKC >y+e

ﬂ?gTKC < -1

>~ 1

where C1 = [(u+1)*7?du < co. With that we get on {[{7 ., —y| > ¢} (without loss
1
of generality we assume y < 2):

2(€r, )
|§TKC B y|a71 / (u - 1)ap(u + 1)0:/3*2 du
9(y) 1
= e = 01" (e |+ 1)y = 1)
>~ 1
9(y) [€rec =yl

= Cilér,e =yl (lér ol + D (y + 1)1

< Clér,e =yl M ere =y + (+ 1))y + 1)
=Ciy+ 1) (|er e —ylI* + e — Iy + 1))
< (431700 (e01 4 3gar )

< Oy 3tFer—ab (ol g gopmly —. O,

Hence, we can use dominated convergence to switch the y-limit and the expectation in
([2). The following calculation on {|¢r . —y| > €} shows that the integrand converges
pointwise to 0 which shows (2)):

Z(&TKC 7y)
|€TKC _-y|a_1 « ap—2
e (1 — 1) (1 + 1)%2 dy
gy /
Z(&TKC 7y)
ap—2 |£TKC - y‘a_l ap

202 |&p . —y|*!
= (2(ér, ¢ y) — 1)
ap+1 gy K¢

2002 ép o =yl ([Er o] + D)y — 1)t
Tap+1(y—1)er(y+ 1)t 7, — y|or Tt

2&ﬁ—2

::(yp'+'1(|€TKC —.y|aﬁ—2(|€TKc|4+71)ap+1(y —-1)(y4+,1)1—aﬁ
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g

where we used the same estimate for z(¢r _,y) — 1 as in ([4]). This shows (I2).

Now we show (I3)). We define @ = min(inf(X N (1, 00), —sup(K N (—oo, —1)). Sinc y
tends to 1 and € to 0 we can assume a >y +¢. It follows that {7 € (1,y+¢) is just
possible if Tke = T(_, ). So we have
E‘T [1 {TKC <T[—1,1]}]]'{§TKC 6(14/—‘,—6)}”[—1,1} (STKC ? y)j|
S Efl' |:]1{§T( E(l,y-f—a),T(_a’a)<oo}u[—1,1} (é‘T(fa,a)’ y)] .

—a,a)

Further {7, ., =y happens with zero probability and with this follows
B [Lier, , , ecllorelTnm<octti=11(ET 00 )]
=B [Ler, ) Taa<ocyti-11)(E7 00 )]
+E [Ler, e Tam<octU-11 (€N ¥)]-
With the formulas for u_; ;) of Profeta and Simon NE] we get for &7, . € (1,9):

2(ET g 0)Y)

y— é-T(fa,a)>a71 / (u _ 1)04371(“ + 1)@4)71 du
1

11—«

U[-1,1] (ET(fa,a) ! y> - m<

9~ A
S i apTap ¥~ 6rcan)™ ey v) = 1Y

2 - a1 (ErC 0 — Dy +1)\ar
< Sty ¥~ e (5 )
o T
= apl(ap ) Y~ ean)™ Er = 1Y

1

S aAapT(ap) ¥~ Stean) ™ = D,

It follows for > a with Theorem 1.1 of Kyprianou et al. HE] and the scaling property:

E ]1{&(G’G)G(Ly)j(_a,a)@o}w1,11(§T(a,a),y)]

1 apTRT ap—1
T v U A LTSN (i
—sin(myﬁ) z+a)(z —a)*(y — 1) (y —w)! U
= Map)llap) " O (1{) (@t wefa— worle—w)
asin(rap) (x4 a)*(x — a)*? _ hap e 1dy
< oo s Dla— e —p 1" [ =

(L,y)

_ asin(map) (z + a)*(z — a)* o
~ mapl(ep)T(ap) (a + 1) (a — )b (z — y) (y = 1)*(y —1)*.

With this estimate we see immediately
1

o e (e, et U1 (Enan, v)] =0
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for x > 1. For x < —1 we use Theorem 1.1 of Kyprianou et al. HE] in a similar way to
deduce the analogous claim. Similarly we get for &r,_, € (y,y + €) (without loss of
generality y + € < 2):

2(€r, oY)
11—«

B < _ a—1 -1 ap—1 1 ap—1 d
U[—1,1] (ST(_a@)ay) = T(ap)T(oz,é) (gT(_a,a) y) 1/ (u ) (U + ) U

2-ap .
- apl—‘(ap)l"(aﬁ) (ST(—%G) y) (Z(ST(_G’Q) ) ?/) )
2-ar X
= — )t 1)@ (y — 1)@
e ap) &an ~ 9 Eray + D™ = 1)
< Q2-ap3ep ( 1)ap<£ )aﬁfl
= S\ Tlcaay — Y :
apl’(ap)T'(ap) (—a,0)
Define C5 := % and we get again with Theorem 1.1 of NE] forx >1

E$ |:]]' {gT(—a,a) e(yvy+€)7T(7a,a)<Oo}u[7171] (gT(—a,a)’ y)]
S Cz(y - l)apEx []l{gT(_a’a)e(yvy+€)7T(7a,a)<oo}(gT(—a,a) - y)a[)_l}

Coasin(rap) ; / (u —y)or—t
< = W(x—a)®(y—1)* . d
> (ZL’+CL) (.T CL) (y ) (a—i—u)ap(a—u)ap(x—u) u
(y,y+e)
< Geasin(map) (@4 a)¥(e—a)¥(y — )¥ / (1 — )
Q (@ +y)*(a—(y+e)(r—(y+e))
(y,y+e)
_ Chasin(rap) (x4 a)*(z — a)* (y — 1)orees
Q (a+y)?a—(y+e)(x—(y+e) ap
So we have:
- 1 -
ll\l_%il\r% (y — 1)apE []1{TKC<T[_1,1]}1{§TKC 6(17y+6)}u[*1,1]<£TKcay)]
: A ap _ ap .
 Casnlrod) e | (¢ +a)*(z ~ a) o
map oy La+y)er(a — (y +¢))*P(z — (y +¢))
= 0.
The claim for # < —1 follows again similarly. This shows (I3) and hence, we have
harmonicity of v;. O

Remark 3.3. Ifa < 1, another (maybe more elegant) way of proving harmonicity of v,
is to prove that the renewal densities of the MAP which corresponds to the stable process
via the Lamperti-Kiu transform (for explicit expressions see Corollary 1.6 of [14]) are
harmonic functions for the MAP killed on entering the negative half-line. This claim
should be true since Silverstein mj proved the analogous claim for a Lévy process which
does not drift to —oo. One can show that vy and v_y are just these renewal densities
(the argument replaced by the logarithm). Via the Lamperti-Kiu transform one could
obtain harmonicity of vi and v_q for the stable process killed in [—1,1].

3.2. Behaviour at the killing time. Before we start with the proofs we should
discuss more elementary properties of v; and v_;. First, it can be seen immediately
that v; has a pole in 1 and v_; has a pole in —1 and hence v := v; + v_; has poles in
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1 and —1. Further v; is bounded on (—oo0, —1) U (K, 00) for all K > 1. For av < 1 this
is obvious and for e > 1 this can be seen via showing that v; converges for x — +oo
(a similar convergence was shown in [§] in the proof of Lemma 3.3). Similarly v_; is
bounded on (—oco, —K) U (1,00) for all K > 1. It follows obviously that v is bounded
on (—oo, —K;) U (Kj,00) for all Ky, Ky > 1.

For the first results we need to define the potential of the hA-transformed process via

¢
le(ZL‘,dy) - Egl [/ﬂ{ﬁtédy} dt], z,y ¢ [_17 1]7
0

which is the expected time the process (£, ) stays in dy until it is killed. With a
Fubini flip we obtain

v1(y)
vy ()
The following result shows on the one hand that the h-transformed process is almost

surely bounded and second that the expected time the process stays in a set of the
form [—b, —1) U (1, ] is finite.

v (y
Ui_iay(z,dy) = vigx;u[—l,l} (z,y) dy.

Uy, (z,dy) =

Lemma 3.4. Let £ be an a-stable process with o € (0,2) and both sided jumps. Then
it holds for x ¢ [—1,1]:

(1) Py (T oo, ~aujd,o0) < {Vd > 1) = 0.
(11) Uy, (x,[=b,—1) U (1,b]) < oo for all b > 1.

Proof. (i) We already noticed that v; is bounded on (—oo, —K)U (K, 00) for all K > 1.
So we obtain, applying dominated convergence in the last equality,

P (T(—o0,—dujd,o0) < ¢Vd > 1) = dlggo Py (T{—o0,—~duid,o0) < C)

v1(ér, )
. x (—o0,—d]U[d,o0)
= lim E |:1{T(—oo,—d]u[d,oo)<T[—1,l]} ]

d—o0 vl(x)
Ul(éT— - )
o (—o00,—d]U[d,00)
=k |:dll>I£loH{T(—oo,—d]U[d7°°)<T[_l’1]} vi(z) ]

In the case a < 1 we use that vi(y) converges to 0 for y — +oo. If @ > 1 we see
that Ty _0uee<Ti_y) converges to 0 almost surely since (&,P7) is recurrent. This

shows (i).
(ii) It holds

V[

1

v (x
[—b,—1)U(L,b]

Uy, (SL’, [_bv _1) U (17 b]) = Ul(y>u[*171}<x7 y) dy.

Since v; is bounded and wj_j(z,-) is integrable on all compact intervals, the only
points where this integral could be infinite, are the boundary points 1 and —1. From
the explicit formulas of HE] we see that uj_q 1)(z, y) converges to 0 for y — 1. Further
v1(y) behaves as (y—1)*~1 for y \, 1 and as (|y|—1)*" fory ,* —1. Since ap, ap € (0,1)
these arguments shows U, (x, [—b, —1) U (1, ]) < occ. O

Combining the two statements of Lemma B.4] we can show Proposition



Stable processes conditioned to hit an interval 19

Proof of Proposition 22 We show that P} (¢ < oo) = 1 and P§ ({— = 1) = 1 and
start with the first equality. From Lemma B4 (ii) we know

¢

P (/]l{ftE[—b,—l)U(l,b}} dt < oo) =1
0

for all b > 1. By the continuity of probability measures we see
¢

P, (/]l{ﬁtE[b,l)U(l,b}} dt < coVb > 1)
0

b—o0

¢
= lim Pil (/]l{gte[—b,—l)u(l,b}} dt < OO) =1.
0

On the other hand Lemma [B.4] (i) yields
]P)Zjl (Hd >1: T(—oo,—d]u[d,oo) > C) =1.
Since the intersection of two events with probability 1 has again probability 1 it follows:
¢

Pﬁl (g < OO) = ]P)gl (/ﬂ{gteR\[_lvl}} dt < OO)

0
¢
> P;(/]l{&e[b,l)u(l,b}} dt < oo Vb > 1, dd > 1: T(,m,,d]u[d,oo) > g)
0

=1.

To prove P} ({—~ = 1) = 1 we use a procedure which is inspired by Chaumont M]
Using that v; is harmonic (Theorem 21I) we see for « ¢ [—1,1] and

Mgy = (=00, =b) U (—a, —1) U (1,1 +¢) U (b,00)
with 1 < a < band € > 0 (obviously the complement of M, is compact in R\ [—1, 1]):
E* [H{TMa’b<T[f1,1]}'U1 (STNIG’b)} = vi(z).
It follows that

i 1 xT
Pvl (TMa,b < C) = vl($)E []]'{kaa7b<T[—1,1]}vl(STMG’b)] =1

From Lemma [B.4] we know on the one hand
]Pgl (T(—oo,—b)u(b,oo) < CVb > 1) = 0. (15)

On the other hand we see, applying dominated convergence using that v; is bounded
on (—oo, —1),
Py (Ti—q-1) < (Va>1) = Cl}{r% Py (T(—a—1) < C)

1
= lim E*|1 v
o ’Ul(ZL‘) [ {T—a,-1)<Ti—1,11} 1(§T(—a,—1))j| (16)

@ L oy <t ()

= 0.
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In the last step we used that v;(y) converges to 0 for y / —1. Note that this argument
does not work if (—a, —1) is replaced by (1, a) because v; has a pole in 1. Now we plug
in (I3) and (I6) to obtain for all £ > 0:

Py (T a4e) < Q)
= IP’Z,CI({T1 1+e) < g} U {T(—a,—l) <(Va> 1} U {T(—oo,—b)u(b,oo) <(Vb> 1})
= lim hm]P’ ({T(1,1+€) < C} U {T(,a7,1) < C} U {T(,m,,b)u(b,oo) < C})

b—o0 a1

= lim lim Py (T, , < C)

b—o00 a\ 1
=1.

With this in hand we show the final claim that { = 1 almost surely under Py . By
(1,14 0)° we mean as usual R\ [—1,1]\ (1,1 + ).

PP (e =1)=P; (V6 >03e€(0,d] : & € (1L, 14+90)Vt € [Th144),())
= limlim Py (& € (1,14 0)Vt € [T(1,142),())

N0 e\0
= lim I [P (g, € (1,14 0) Vi € [0,0))]
— %%l{%EI [[[Df}f(l,ws) (Taassc = )] (17)
=1- (151\1“% ll\l_‘]%E [P&(l (T zse <0
— 1~ lim Bz, [Bm PO (T e <€)
=1- %i\rgEi [E{‘%P T (Thasse <)

In the second equality we used that T(;14.) < ¢ almost surely and in the third equality
we used the strong Markov property of (£, P} ). Let us consider the e-limit inside the
expectation. Using the definition of P} we see:

1
1 T
P (Taaen <O = v (1+ E)E [1{T(1,1+6)C<T[—1’11}U1<§T(1,1+6)C)}'

Since for fixed 6 > 0 the function v; is bounded on (—oo0,—1) U (1 4 §,00) and
lim.\ o v1(1 +€) = oo it follows that

ll\fj%P (Thi+s) <€) =0

and with (I7) we conclude P§ (§— =1) = 1.
O

Proposition 2.6 can be proved similarly to Proposition 2.2 using the following lemma:
Lemma 3.5. Let & be an a-stable process with o € (0,2) and both sided jumps. Then
it holds:

(1) Py (T(—c0,~diujdec) < (Vd > 1) = 0.

(11) U,(z,[=b,—1) U (1,b]) < oo for all b > 1.
Proof. The proof is analogous to the one of Lemma [3.4 O]

The proof of Proposition consists of combining these two statements as in the proof
of Proposition 2.2
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3.3. Conditioning and h-transform. To connect the h-transform with the condi-
tioned process we need some connection between the harmonic function and the as-
ymptotic probability of the event we condition on. We have to separate the cases a < 1
and o > 1.

3.3.1. The case o < 1.

Proposition 3.6. Let & be an a-stable process with o € (0,1) and both sided jumps.
Then it holds:

0000, )ty Ly e (11+2), o eR\FLI, (9
and
al(1 — ap)T'(1 — ap)

1
= lim —P*(|&,, 1,1 , R\ [—1,1]. 19
i (o) = lm Pl € (L1+2), s eR\[LI. (19)
Proof. The proof is based on Proposition 1.1 of M] where we find an explicit expression
for the distribution of ,,. For z > 1 this gives
zA(1+4¢)

27T (1 — R
(1 —ap) 2w —2)" N+ 2)*dz

P& € (1,1 +¢)) = I(1—a)T(ap)

A(1+¢)
27T( l—ozp ap—l x ap
= —+1)"d
- T'(1—a)l / (z+ )" dz
27T 1—ap
_ ap 1 1) q
- Sar / (= 4+ 1) dz
z/\(1+5)

C2T(l—ap) [ . 1 s
el AR

x
v 1+¢

Applying I’'Hopital’s rule to the first calculation we obtain:

27oT(1 —ap) e\oe ™

1 1
m (1,1+€))=£1\T%g/(1+;)@/}ap(2’)d2’
. x 1+¢
“ Tttt )
- (ZL‘ + 1)¢ap(x)
:%’Ul(l‘).

sin(map)

Since sin(map) = 7/(I'(ap)I'(1 — ap)) this shows ([I8) for z > 1. For z < —1 we first
use duality to deduce:

P(én € (L 1+6) =P (fn € (-1 —¢,~1))

Yap(772)

1—|—5

_2T0—a) [y
T T(1 = a)T(ap) / (1= 2)vas(2) dz,

1v—==2
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where the second equality is verified using a similar calculation as above. Hence, it
follows, for x < —1, that
—x

(1 —a)l'(ap) lim lpx(ﬁm €(l,1+¢)) = lim1 (1— %)waﬁ(z) dz

27oT(1 — ap) \o € - e\O €
TTe
—x I+e¢ —x
= lim —— (1 — ap
61\1%(1+€)2( —x ) p(1+£—:)
= (=2 = D)thap(—17)
1
 sin(rap) vr(®).

Again we use sin(wap) = Tlap T apy [0 obtain 1Y) for x < —1.

Similarly, (I9) can be deduced as follows. Analogously to the proof of the first equation
we can show

WF(I;?S)P_(Z)_ aﬁ)v_l(l’) — E{% é]}pm(é-m c (_(1 +€))’ _1))’ re ]R\ [_1’ 1]

Since we defined v(z) = vy(x) + v_1(z) this shows (9. O

Now we are ready to prove the connection between the h-transform and the conditioned
process.

Proof of Theorems[2:3 and [27]. We start with x > 1. First note for § > ¢ > 0:

PNt < T—(146),146),ém € (1,1 4 €))
=P"(At < T—48),140),t <m, & € (1,1 +¢)).

Now we denote the shift operator in the path space by 6; : D — D, i.e. it holds
(§00)s = &y With the tower property of the conditional expectation and the
Markov property in the version including the shift-operator (see e.g. [3] p. 8) it holds:

PPNt <T(—(4o)140),t <m, & € (1,1 +¢€))
- :]IAE$ []l{t<T(f(1+6>,1+6>}1{£m€(1,1+e)} |E}]
= :]IAEm []l{t<T<—<1+6>,1+6>}(]1{£m6(171+e)} ° 6;) |-7:t”
=K :]IAH{KT(—UM),H&)}EJC [ﬂ{ﬁme(mﬁ)} o0 | ]:t”

= B (Ul juer_ s ron )P (6m € (1, 1+ g))} .

Hence, we have
PPNt < T(—(16)140),ém € (1,14 ¢))
_ E []IA]L{KT(_(H&’H&)}IP’& (€n e (1,1+ 5))], | > 6 > e.
With the help of this application of the Markov property we obtain

PPN ¢ < Ti-io)140) [ €m € (1,1 +€))
Px(/\,t < T(,(1+5)71+5), Em € (1, 1+ 8))
Pr(&m € (1,1 +¢))
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) Pé (&, € (1,1 +€))
= E* | TaLgtar_ 15y iia) Pr(¢, € (1,14 ¢)) }

Now we would like to replace the ratio inside the expectation by vy(&)/v1(z) with
Proposition when ¢ tends to 0. For that we need to argue why we can move the
e-limit inside the integral. Without loss of generality we assume |z| > 14+ > 1 4 €.
Note that for y > 1+ ¢ we have again with Proposition 1.1 of M]

2- aFl—ap
Py 1,1 =2
(ul € (114 2) = 27— /wap

= i(la_r%_&p;( )17

2I7°T(1 —ap) ye ( y )
1+e¢

F(l —a)l(ap) 1 +¢
21721(1 — ap £ v( y )
F(l —a)l(ap) 2sin(rap) \1+e/

Now let € be so small that %g >1+ g and define

Cs = sup v(u),
u|>1+$

which is finite because of the properties of v. So we can estimate on the event
{t < T 1144,& > 1+5}2

1. 27°T(1 - ap) &
E]P)£ (En € (L 1+e)) < I'(1—a)l(ap)s n(ﬂa,o)v(1+5)
27°I(1 — ap)

= (1 — a)l(ap) sm(myp)c
On {t < T—(40)146), & < —(1 + 5)} an analogous argumentation shows
1 27T(1 — ap
gpft(gm €Llte)s (1 — oz)l"Eozp) ;ﬁ)(ﬂozp)
So we can use dominated convergence as follows:
Im P*(A < T—49)14+9) | ém € (1, 1 +€))

19 . T ]P)ﬁt(é' € (171+€))

S B, e (Lot []IA]IWT(*““%H”} c }

€ _ PE(E, € (1,1 4+ 9))

.t E* []1 1 1 2 }
NOPH(E, € (1)) LA EsTeama} Gy 5

i vl(&)
=K [1A]1{t<T((1+6)71+5)}W:| )

=P, (At < T—(145),149))-

In the last step we used Proposition 3.6l This proves Theorem

The proof of Theorem 2.7 is similar. Applying the Markov property in the shift-
operator-version we get

P < Tie(as)140) | [€m| € (1,1 4 €))
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CP(AE< T 1ray1e6)s 6| € (1,14 2))
B P*(|&m| € (1,14 ¢))

Pé (J6ml € (1,1 +8))]
Pr(|&m| € (1,14+¢€)) 1

— E$ |:]]_A1{t<T(_(1+5),1+5)}

In the proof of Theorem we already found an integrable dominating function for
P& (|€n] € (1,1 +¢))/e. So we can use dominated convergence as follows:

lim (At < Taio,100 | [l € (1,1 42)

3

— 1 lio E* 1,1
SoF(JEul € (LT o [ (<o)

Pé (|€ml € (L, 1+ 5))]
9

Ly E* []1 1 I
NP ([l € (L1 +2)) LM HITammmn) S

U(ft)}

=[E* 1A1{t<T(—(1+6),1+6)}m .

=Py(At < T—145)149));

P (|6l € (1,14 6))]

where we used Proposition in the last equality. O

3.3.2. The case o > 1. The strategy for a > 1 is as in the case a < 1. First we need
a relation between v, and the asymptotic probability we want to condition on. This
event looks a bit different from the one in the case oo < 1.

Proposition 3.7. Let £ be an a-stable process with o € [1,2) and both sided jumps,
then

~

1—ap
2arm

: J
vi(x) = lim ——=P"(&r,_ 00, € (1, 14¢€)), zeR\[-11].

Proof. Using the scaling property and Theorem 1.1 of HE] we get for x > 1+ ¢e:

i T
WP <§T(*(1+s),1+s) €(1,1+¢))
T . 1
= 7]P1+5 ( e — 1 )
sin(map) §TC 1 (1 iy )

:(1ie+1)0")( ! —1)“’3/(1+y)—ap(1—y)—aﬁ(
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With I’'Hopital’s rule and the integration rule of Leibnitz we see:
1

/ (L4 4) (1 — )

1
1+4¢

—1
li _ — d
i e Y

= lim - ;) -2 ()
SNol—ap(l+e) l1+e€ 1+e 1+e (21)

lim —= | 1 °(1 / - d

+ [ (A +y) (1 —y) e
tim = [ (1) (1= iy

l-lks
9=ar
= “(z—1)7"
1—ap
and further,
1
1 R
. —ap(1 _ ,,\—op
tin s [ () (1) Py
1j—s
| 1 \-a 1\ —ap (22)

— lim ——— (14 —) "1 - —)

SNO1—ap(l+e)? 1+¢ 1+¢
9o
Cl—ap
Now we plug in (2I)) and ([22) in (20) and get
S
l{% MP (11100 € (L1 +6))
9 : f
=1 _sin(map) | (z + 1) (z — 1)*(z — 1) — (a — 1)/wap(u) du]
1
9o
akp aﬁvl(x)'

For x < —1 we note that
IP’a:(gT(_(HE)’HE) €(l,1+¢) = IP’M(&T(_(HE)’HE) €(—(1+4¢),-1)),

use again Theorem 1.1 of HE] and do a similar calculation as above to deduce

™ X
P (£T<7<1+s>,1+s) €(1,1+¢))

_ 1
1+4¢

:(%%E+UWQ%%—1VP/f1+wﬂﬂl—w”%%%g—wldy

sin(map)

-1

|z 1

1te T 14

—(a—1) / Yap(u) du / (14 y)"*(1 —y)"*" dy.
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A substitution on the integrals and the same limiting arguments as in the case x > 1
show

) T

21{% gl_aﬁPm(éTHHs),Hs) €(L,1+4¢))

a
20

:1_mfmwmﬁﬂﬂ+mw@ﬂ—nw¢m+m1_@%_n/¢wmm4

20

"1 —oz,ﬁvl
O

Proof of Theorems|[2.4) and [2.8. First we note by a similar application of the Markov
property as in the proof of Theorem

PUAE < T (146)146), §T_ 140y 100 € (1, 1+ €))

=[E” []lAll{t<T(f(1+6),1+5)}]P5f (fT(,(HE)’HE) e (1,14 6))]
and hence,

PYAE < T 16)140) [ €1 110040y € (1,14 €))
P (Er_anarn € (L1 46))
Pm(ﬁT(*(Ha),ug) S (17 1+ 8)) ] '

Again we want to move the e-limit inside the integral and use Proposition B.71 First

we use (20):
T
IP’y(gT(i(HE)’HE) €(1,1+¢))

1

B (1—y|r€ * 1)‘”’(13_8 -1)* /(1 +u) (1 —U)_o‘ﬁ(l—f_éj — )" du

= E* [1A]1{t<T(,(1+5),1+6)}

sin(rap)

1
1+4¢

Yy
1+ 1

~la=1) [ daplw)dw [0 - 0) P du

1

<[ ) - e [ e du] [0 - du
1 1

= v Y w) (1 — u) ™ du.
= ) 1 )b/f1+ )" (1 —u)~*’d

sin(rap 1+¢
1

1+4¢

Further,

1 1
g1 /(1 4 u) (1 — u) " du < 7! /(1 — )" du
1 1

1+ 1+e
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IN

Let be € so small that % > 1+ g and define

Cs = sup wv(u).
u[>1+3
Then it follows

s 1 Yy Cs
z—:lfo‘ﬁpy(gT(‘““)’“g) €l l+e) = 1-— oz,évl <1 + E) = 1—ap

Similarly, we get for y < —(1 + ¢):

™ 1 y
Tl g € (L1+E) < ( )

~U1
1—ap 1+e¢
Cs
“1l—ap

So we can apply dominated convergence to deduce
li{il)Px(Aat < T (146)140) 18T (140040 € (L1 +6))
. gl-op
=lm Po(r_aney € (L 1T 2))
P5t (€T 1ioase € (L, 1+ 6))]
gl-op

X ll\‘l% E” |:1A]l{t<T(7(1+6),1+6)}

’ glfa[)
= l1im
6\‘0 ]P>$ (éT(7(1+E),1+5) S (17 1 + 8))

]P)gt S 17 1+e¢
x [E* |:]1A1{t<T(_(1+6)’1+6)} lim (fT(,(HE)’HE) ( ))}

e\0 El—a[)

! (ft)]

=FE* [1A]1{t<T(7(1+6),1+6)} U1 (:L’)

=P, (At < T—(145),149))5

where we used Proposition B.7] in the second last equality. This finishes the proof of
Theorem [2.4]

To prove Theorem we first not that one can show analogously to the proof of
Proposition BT

1—ap
2007

voq(z), =¢[-1,1].

We assume without loss of generality p < p (i.e. p < 1/2) and in particular it holds
that

iy £ P (611100 € (—(1+2), =) =

li\r_‘rtl)gaﬁ_lp$(€T<—<1+s>,l+s) € (=(1+¢), 1))

_ ll\n% Ea(ﬁ—p)gap—lpx(ST(_(HE)M) € (—(1+¢),-1))

= 0.
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It follows that

Bl € (L1 42)
N0 PP([6r_ 1y 1in | € (1, 1+ 6))

i B i € LT ) P, € (S(142), 1))
N0 P(Er_piyaae € (L1 46)) +P(En_ 10 1hny € (1 +6),—1))
. e TIPNED sy € (L1 +6)) + e P (En_ L1y, € (—(1+6),—1))

N0 e PIPH(Er e € (L1 4€)) + e P2 (Er_ 10y € (—(14€),—1))

o P i € (11 42)

e\O0 P~ 1P( €(l,1+¢))

_ U1(§t)

vy ()

gT(—(1+s),1+s)

For p > 1/2, following the same argument, the first summands vanish instead of the
second. To finish the proof of Theorem the dominated convergence argument can
be transferred from the proof of Theorem 2.4 OJ

3.3.3. The alternative characterisation for a > 1. As before we start with the needed
asymptotic probability of the event we want to condition on which is, as already men-
tioned, the same as in the case o < 1 but under the law of the process conditioned to
avoid 0.

Proposition 3.8. Let & be an a-stable process with o € (1,2) and both sided jumps,

then
2o = lm Derign e (1,140, w¢f-11) 2
and
=) = tim Epe(lenl € (L1 42), z¢[-1,1] (24)
2 eNO € oNIBIm ’ ’ '

Proof. We use the so-called point of furthest reach before hitting 0. Let m be the time
such that |&| < |&| for all ¢ < Tp. The Riesz-Bogdan-Zak (see Bogdan and Zak [3]
for symmetric stable processes, Kyprianou @] for general stable processes and Alili et
al. [1] for self-similar Markov processes) tells us that the process conditioned to avoid
0 is the spatial inverse of the original (i.e. not h-transformed) dual process including a
certain time-change. Since the time change does not play any role for the value & we
can extract the distribution of the point of closest reach of the process conditioned to
avoid 0 from the distribution of the point of furthest reach of the original dual process,
ie.

P € (L1+2) = B (g € (1—i6 ).

Combining this with Proposition 1.2 of Kyprianou et al. ﬂﬂ] where one can find an
explicit expression for the distribution of the point of furthest reach before hitting 0,
we get for z > 1:

2

a—1

P26y € (1,1 +)
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— /1u [(u+1)“”( L /%p ) duw|d

Xz

B [+ E =D == /%p )du

u T T T X

SHE

T+
= / (T (u + 1) (u— 1) — (o — 1) /wap w dw} du

= /gC u_o‘( Dtpop(u) — (@ —1) /wap dw

—_

e / w0y () du.

€T
1V1+8

With I’'Hopital’s rule we get

2 1 1 x T o\ x
G 005 = bt [ () " ()]
a—1le (m € (1, 1+¢)) sm(ﬂap)el\n% (1+¢e)2\1+¢ N\ e

1 1—a
B sin(ﬁaﬁ)x v (@)
_ v ()
e(x)
This shows (23] for z > 1. For x < —1 the equality ([23) follows similarly.

To show the second claim we use

a—1

o) =tm O, € (<040, -1), wg 11

which follows from a computation similar to (23]). Using that v = v; + v_; the second
claim follows. O]

Proof of Theorems[2.4 and[2.9. Since the process conditioned to avoid 0 is a strong
Markov process (this follows by general theory on h-transforms, see e.g. Chung and
Walsh [5]) we can use arguments analogous to the case o« < 1 to obtain, for all x ¢
[_17 1]7

Po(At < T_(146),146) | €m € (1,1 +¢))

- I[Dét(gm (1,1+¢))
=E |:]1A]1{t<T( (1+6)1+5)}]P)x<§m (171_'_8))}

In the proof of Proposition we have already seen that

PY(¢, € (1,1+¢)) = Ll) / w=v (u) du

2sin(map

y
1V1+E
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for y > 1+ e. Analogously we can show

PUtn € (<142 —1) = s [ o) du

for y > 1+ ¢ and hence, we have

pg(|gm\e<1,1+g))—o‘7_1 / wv(u) du

- 2sin(rap)

for y > 1+ ¢e. Now we fix 6 > 0 and assume that ¢ is so small that %‘g > 1+ g. We
define again Cs := SUD)y 142 v(u) which is finite. Note that, for y > 1 + J, we have:

y
a—1 Y
Pi(|ém| € (1,1 +¢)) = m /u v(u) du
l-yks

a-1 v < Y )70[ sup  v(u)
~ 2sin(rap) 1 +e\l+¢ wel ypoo)

1+e”

< Gola—1
~ 2sin(map
Cg(Oz —1
~ 2sin(map)

~—

~—

€
(1 +5)1—0‘y

11—«

~_

e(1+6) 1y

So we can estimate on {t < Ti_(1445)146),& > 1}

P (gn € (L1+2) _ Cila—1)
€ ~ 2sin(rap)

(14 68)> gl

On {t < Ti_(146),144, & < —1} an analogous argument shows

P& (& € (1,14 €)) - Cs(a—1)
€ ~ 2sin(rap)

(1+0)"H&l "

Further it holds that
1

sin(rap

l—«

)Eif Al er e esnyé &) = %Ew S S St ]
< b

~e(x)

and, analogously,

: . 1-a 1
WEO [1A1{t<T[—(1+6),1+6]v§t<—1}|£t| ] < @

So we can use dominated convergence and the Markov property as follows:
li\r‘f(l)Pf(A,t <Ti-(+48),14+6) | ém € (1,1 4 €))

) €
= lim

NoPr(E, € (1,1 +¢))

PS (6m € (1,14 E))]

. x
X ll\‘r% Eo [1A]l{t<T[7(1+6),1+6]} €
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g
f— 1‘
S0P(E, € (1,1 +2))

. P (Em € (1,1+2))
x E? [1A1{t<T[—<1+6>71+51}£\r_‘1t1) G ]

) (w)v1(&)
=E? []IA]I{KT[_(H(S),H&]}%]

U1 (ft)]

= [E* |:1A]]-{t<T[7(1+6),1+6]} v (SL’) .

In the second last second step we used Proposition B.8. Theorem can be proven
similarly using the same dominating function. O
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