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Abstract
In this paper, we derive the Laplace transforms of occupation times of intervals
until last passage times for spectrally negative Lévy processes. Motivated by [2],
the last times before an independent exponential variable are investigated here. By

applying the dual argument, explicit formulas are obtained in terms of analytical
identities first introduced by Loeffen et al. [13].
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1 Introduction

In the risk theory, ruin occurs at the first time when the surplus process becomes negative.
For a surplus modelled by a spectrally negative Levy process (SNLP) which we shall
denote by X = (X;)i>0, the features at the time of ruin have been throughly studied,
see for example Kyprianou [9]. There are also situations, as studied by [4, 14, 2, 1, 5],
where the moment of ruin may not be the most important character of a risk process.
For example, in the omega model considered in [1] and [5], there is a distinction between
ruin (negative surplus) and bankruptcy (going out of business). A portfolio is assumed to
be one of many that belongs to a company. When the reserve for the portfolio becomes
negative but not too severe, other funds can be brought to support the negative surplus
for a while with the hope that the portfolio will recover in the future. In such situation,
perhaps a more interesting question is how and how long does the surplus stay negative
before bankruptcy takes place. Therefore, a more realistic object to study might be the

last passage time below 0 before a fixed time t, i.e.
o, =sup{0 < s <t, X, <0} (1)
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with the convention that sup () = 0. Motivated by [2], we focus on the last times before
ey, where e, is an exponential variable with mean A\~' and independent of X. In the main

results of this paper, Theorem 3, we identify the following distribution
E,. [e‘L("gA);X(U;) edy,0<o, <7/ /\7'0_} :

where L(-) is the occupation times up to time ¢ which was first considered by [13]:

t
L(t) 12/0 (Plix.g@m) + lix.can })) ds, (2)
where p,¢q>0,d>0>c¢,d>b>a>c, z € (¢,d) and where
f=inf{t >0,X; >} and 7, =inf{t >0,X; < z}. (3)
Using similar techniques, we also find the Laplace transform of L(-) at

of =sup{0<s<ey X, >0} and ol =sup{0<s<ey X, =0}, (4)

ex
with the convention that sup () = 0. Using the convention that eq = oo with probability
L (o}, 0., ai(? }) reduces to the globe last passage times.

In the last few years, several papers have looked at the distribution of functionals
involving occupation times of a stochastic process. [10] computed the Laplace transform
of occupation times of the negative half-line of an SNLP, whereas [8] studied the same
functionals of a refracted Lévy process. On the other hand, [4] found the Laplace trans-
form of the last passage time at a certain level for the classical risk process. Then [14]
and [2] extended the results of the last times for an SNLP. In addition, [11] focused on
time-homogeneous diffusion process. For the occupation time of intervals of an SNLP, as
defined in (2) and initially appeared in [13], [13] obtained the Laplace transform of the
functionals at first passage times. Furthermore, [6] investigated its associating resolvent
measures. More recently, via adopting the Poisson approach and approximation, [12]
studied similar problems about the last passage times where the occupation times on the
negative half-line are considered.

In this paper, a dual argument is applied, which is different from the approach adopted
n [12]. Observing that the last time is dual to the first time by time reversal at ey, we
could avoid dealing with the non-Markov property of the last times and also helps in
distinguishing the events between creeping and jumping in an intuitive way. Making use
of results already known and the strong Markov property, we derive formulas in terms of
the modified analytical identities as shown in Loeffen et al. [13].

The rest of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we present some primary
results related to a Lévy process as well as several nice properties concerning the functional

L. The main results are presented in Section 3. Then in Sections 4 our proofs are given.



2 Premilinaries

We now briefly review some important properties of an SNLP and the associated scale
functions. The reader is referred to the books Bertoin [3] and Kyprianou [9] for an
introduction to the theory of Lévy processes. Here we exclude the case that X is the
negative of a subordinator.

Let X = {X,t > 0} be a spectrally negative Lévy process on (Q, F,{Fi}i>0,P),
namely a process with stationary independent increments and without positive jumps.
The law of X such that Xy = x is denoted by P, and the corresponding expectation by
E,. For A > 0, define

Elexp(AX;)] = exp(tyr(N)).

Being absent of positive jumps, () is well defined and known as the Laplace exponent

of X. It is a continuous and convex function given by the Lévy-Khintchine formula

1
Y(A) = §U2A2 + YA+ /( - (e — 14+ Azlyzeyy) H(dz),
where II(dx) is called Lévy measure satisfying f(o,w)(l A 2*)II(dx) < oo. The right con-

tinuous inverse of ¥(+) is denoted by

¢(s) = sup{t = 0: 9(t) = s},

In the analysis of an SNLP, the fluctuation theory is closely connected to the two-sided
exit problem as well as the resolvent measures. The so-called scale functions (W@, Z(@)
play a vital role in the exiting formulas. For ¢ > 0, W@ is defined as a continuous and

increasing function satisfying

o 1
e WD (y)dy = ———  for 0 > ¢(q), 5
/ )y = 5= (@ )
and W@ (z) = 0 for all x < 0. Define also
ZD(z)=1+gq / WD (y)dy, xR (6)
0

We write W (z) = WO (z) and Z(x) = ZO(z) = 1 when ¢ = 0.
For ¢ > 0, the process {exp(cX; — ¢ (c)t),t > 0} is a martingale under P. We can
introduce the change of measure which is another useful tool in solving existing problems,

dP(©)
dP

= X VO for every t > 0.
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X is still an SNLP under P(©). Tts Laplace exponent and associatied scale functions under

P(©) are marked with a subscript c. A straightforward calculation shows that:
Ve(s) =(c+s) —(c) and ¢.(s) = d(¥(c) +5) —¢, Vs >0,

and for ¢ > 0, ¢+ ¥(c) > 0,
W) = W), Z0) =14 [ W)y
0

For their limiting behaviours, we have, for ¢ > 0,

(@)
e~@T @) () 5 ¢ (q), é(q)((z)) — ¢(qq) as r — 00. (7)

Applying the fluctuation theory and a change of measure, the following results con-

cerning an SNLP can be found from [9]

Proposition 1. For x > 0, ¢ > 0, regarding one-sided passage times we have

E e_qT;;Tj < oo} —e¢ %@ K, |:6—ng;7_0— < 00| = Z(q)(x) - LW(q)(x).

?(q)

For the two-sided passage times, we have for 0 <z < ¢, q,u,v > 0 with p = u — 1 (v)

W@ ()
—qTZr. + -
E, [e T < T } = 7W(‘1)(c)’

(p)
Ex |:e—u'r(;+vX(T(;); ,7_0— < 7-c+:| — ¥ Zép) (ZIZ’) — Wy’) (l’) Zy (C)
Wi ()
2

o
2
The potential measure of X killed at exiting [0,00) is given by

E, (775 X(75) = 0) = T (W (@) — (@)W ().

R (z,dy) := / e "P(Xy Edy,t <715) = (e_¢(q)yW(Q)(x) — WD (z — y)) dy.
0

Let 7t = inf{t > 0, X (t) = 2} be the first hitting time of level x, then for x € R
@ 1
E [e—qT{ Ve o OO} _ 9@ _ W@ ().
¢'(q)

For the problems concerning the occupation time on intervals, L(-) in (2), [13] found
the Laplace transform of L(-) at first passage times and [6] obtained the associated re-
solvent measure. In both works, the following auxiliary functions introduced by [13] are
useful

W) = W) + (g =) [ WO = ()i,

a
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HED () = W) (1 + (q _p)/ e‘d’(p)ZW(q)(z)dz) :
0

To simplify notations, we prefer to use a similar version with level b included

WED(a,y) = WP (z —y) + (¢ - p) / W (z = )W P (z - y)dz,

b
WD (@, y) = WP(z —y) + (¢ p) / W (z — 2)WPD(z,y)dz,

a

HPD (1) := e?P 4 (g — p)/ W@ (x — 2)e?Pdz,

a

b
HEZZ))(:E) = e?PT 4 (g — p)/ W@ (z — 2)HPD(2)dz,

It can be checked that, ¢/(¢)H"?(z) = lim W ( 1)e® @Y and moreover

(a,b) Y——00
W(pq (z,y) = W(p ) (z — ), ng’q)(x) — e?WP)agy(p.a) (z — a),

mﬁﬂuww=w?@@wwwq—m/"w@mw—@mym@wMA

b

D () = WO =)~ (= p) [ WO = )HO — i
’ b

The following results can be found from [13].

Proposition 2 ( Loeffen et al. [13]). Let L be defined by (2), for x € ¢, d],

(»,q) (p,q)
W(a,b) (ZI}', C) and Ex [Q_L(T‘;r); 7_6_;_ < OO] _ % (a,b) (,’L’)

W((f,’f)) (d, c) ’HEa b)) (c)

E, [e‘L(T;);Tj <7 | =
The resolvent measure with respect to L(-) is given below, as one can identify the
formula with that in [6] after some calculations,

Proposition 3 (Guérin and Renaud [6]). For z,y € R
/ E, [e_L(t); X(t) € dy] dt
0

( e~9)(at) ’H(”q( YHE D (a+b—y)
V' (o(p)) f e— ()2 (Pa ( Ydz

—mﬁguwﬁdy (8)

3 Main results

Recall that d > 0 > ¢, d > b > a > ¢ and p,q, A > 0 are fixed constants. Since the
two-sided passage problem is what we are concerned in the paper, we would need the

following resolvent measure which extends the results in [6],
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Theorem 1. Let f be a nonnegative measurable function, we have for x € [c,d]

U((g’g))f(:c) = / E, [e‘L(t)f(Xt);t <7l AT]dt
’ 0
d W(IMI) (SL’, C)
= [ f) [ 2D P (d, )~ W (2,y) | dy. (9)
[ 10 (g e -

We can see that the measure U ((5 ’g)) (z, dy) is absolutely continuous on its support [c, d],

and its density function is given by

W(s’g)(:c,c)
u(ip.y) = <7Wip;;)( o) Ve ) = W) ) (10)
(a,0) \™

When p = ¢, W((s’g)) (z,y) = W®(z — y), and (10) is then reduced to the classical case
as shown in Proposition 1 on [c,d]. We also need u™(dy) defined below which is the

A-capacity measure of R™,

Lemma 1. For A > 0, let p™"(dy) be the measure on R defined by
pN (dy) = A/Ez [e‘W; (—X(15)) € dy, 75 < OO] dz,
R

then ™ (-) is a Randon measure concentrating on [0, 00) and for s > 0

@(S) = /]R+ e~ M (dy) = M;?;%(;)()\_)))\) (11)

Taking s — 0o, we have u™({0}) = "2—2¢(}\).
We are now ready to state our two main results.

Theorem 2. For x € [¢,d], we have for y € [0,d)

E, | M0 X (0 =) € dy, 0 < o, < 7 A | =l @y (dy),  (12)

where ug;;"qﬂ) (x,9) is the resolvent density as in (10) with (p, q) replaced by (p+X, g+ ).

In particular, we have from Lemma 1 that

6)\_

E, [e—wew; X(of =) =0,0< 0}, <7 A T;] - %¢(A)u§§fb;vq+”(x, 0.  (13)

Theorem 3. For x € [¢,d|, we have fory € (c,0)

E, [e‘L("?A);X(ae}) €dy;0 <o, <7 A 7-0_} = )\ugz)’\’q“)(x,y)dy, (14)
—L(og,). - - + - A (p+A,q+N)
E. [e Vi X(o,)=0,0<0, <7/ AT, } = Wu(a’b) (x,0). (15)



Beside the last passage time to a given level, saying 0 here, another interesting last

time would be the last hitting time o} which was also studied in 2].

Theorem 4. For x € [c,d], we have

{0} 1
E. [e‘L(Ueg )0 < ae{g} <TiAT| = (b/(A)ugijg)/\’qJ”\)(x,O). (16)

As a complement, the following results are not hard to find.

Proposition 4. For x € R,

P.(o) =0) = Pu(15 > ex) = (1 — M) 1,

€X

A
P.(o,, =0)=Pu(ry >ex) =1— Z()‘)(:E) + —W()‘)(:E),
$(A)
1
Px(aig} =0) = P,(r1% > ¢y) =1 — ?V7 ¢ ,—W()‘) ().
¢'(A)
Being absent of positive jumps, {X (o) < 0} = {07, = ex} = {X(ex) < 0}, the first
statement in Theorem 3 is not surprising. Similarly, applying Theorem 1 and Theorem
2 on the set {07 = ex} = {X(ex) > 0}, we could have the following joint distributions

when the last positive time is caused by a jump.

Corollary 1. For xz € [c,d], we have for y € (0,d)

E. [6_11(0;\);)((0';—) € dy,o) <ex0<o) <71/ A Tc_]
Ag+A
= u M (@, y) (1Y (dy) — Mdy) . (17)

In our main results, the resolvent density ugi Z; (x,y) plays predominate roles in all the

formulas involved. Here, we provide a second way of studying O'; which could explain the
scenarios for dy-terms. Similar conclusions can be derived for o, and aig}. Therefore,

the events of creeping 0 for the last times are always the heart of the problem.

Remark 1. Actually, on the set {0 < o7 < ey}, X creeps 0 continuously or jumps across
level 0 from somewhere above at the last time o . For the later case, a negative jump
takes place at some time ¢ < ey such that X fails to regain level 0 within the rest of
time (¢,ey), and ¢ is then labeled o by definition. An application of the compensation

formula yields a second formula

€\ — d

E, [e‘L("jA);X(a:A—) €dy,0 <o) <egol <1 A Tc_:|

— /0 E, [e—m Aoy rentonys Xi- € dy, Xo # Xo T < ex A T A T;] dt
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_ UEZ—Z)A’[]-H\)(:C’ y) </ (1 _ efi)()\)(y—z)) H(dz)) dy.
z>y

where 6. is the shifting operator of X. With Proposition 5 applied, we have Corollary 1
proved and so is the dy part in Theorem 2.

We claim that the measures in Corollary 1 and Remark 1 coincide on (0, c0), that is

Proposition 5. Let 1™ (dy) be the measure defined in Lemma 1, for y > 0,

(M(A) (dy) — )xdy) =v(dy) := (/ (1 — ed’(’\)(y_z)) H(dz)) dy. (18)

>y

Proof of Proposition 5. Recall that the Lévy-Khintchine formula is given by

1
Y(s) = 50232 +s+ / (€7 — 1+ szl{y<yy) II(dz), for s > 0.
(0,00)

Taking Laplace transform of v(+) in (18), we have

B(s) = /0 e ( / e H(dz)) dy

_ / ) /0 (e — -2 gy
/Z>0H(dz) ((1 et L - e—W)Z)L)

s s —o(A) s = o(N)

- s e =1+ szl<py B e W — 1+ ¢(N\)21pcy
“lw““>( Gos) W R—pY )
_ ¢(>\)¢(S) —0%?/2 — s Y(9(\) — a?*(N)/2 — yo(N)

s(s — o(N)) s —¢(N\)
_ (b()‘ (w(s> - )‘> . é . O-—QS()\),

which equals to the Laplace transform of (u™(dy) — Ady) 1{,~0} on the left side of (18)
and this completes the proof. O

Integrating with respective to dy in Theorem 2 and 3 over their available domains

gives the joint Laplace transforms of occupation times before last passage times.

Corollary 2. For x € [c,d],

U

B, [ M0 <o < nian | = [l i)
0

_ A 0
E, [e—L(m);o <o, <1 A Tc_] mu&;ﬂ+x)(x,o) + A / u&)%qﬂ)(x,y)dy.



Let A\ — 0+, o7, o7, and a{ } increase to
of =sup{t>0,X, >0}, op =sup{t>0,X, <0} and 0% =sup{t >0, X, =0},

respectively. Then we have

Corollary 3. If¢'(0) =0, then X oscillates, and o, = 0l = o = .
If¢'(0) > 0, X — 0o, then o, = 0o and o = 0 on {o > 0}

E, [e7H02);0 < o, <7 ArT| = 0/ (0)ul)(z,0).
If¢'(0) < 0, X — —o0, then oy, = oo and ot < ol < oo on the set {oL > 0}
N d
B, [0 <ot <7 an ] = [l unldy),

E, [e7H0=050 < ol < 7 A7 | = w(0(0)ul) (@, 0).

where 7i(s) = 29 1/;(5 5 for s> 0.

s(s—¢

With conclusions above, some other occupation times are also available, i.e. (L(of ) —
LN, (Lol = L(z7))" and (L(of) — L(71))*, by applying the strong Markov
property of X. Similar questions on the differences of times are studied by [14] and [2].
With time reversal approach applied, we could also have the distributions of differences

between last times. The following corollaries can be proved following the exact procedures.

Corollary 4. Fory > 0 and z # 0, we have the joint distributions

E, [e—uo;g); X(07) = 0,—X(ex) € dy,0 < oF <7 A T;]

ex
2

a /
= A a0 5 (W () — oW () - dy,

E, [e_L("gA);X(U;) =0,X(ex) €dy,0 <o, <7 A 7'0_}
=\ ug;;‘ﬂ“) (2,0) - e ¥V . dy,
E, [e‘L("ig}); X(ey) € dz,0 < ae{g} <7IA Tc_]

1
= >\ . u(p+)‘7q+)‘) x’ 0 . <€¢(Q)Z _ M/ (>‘) z ) . dz_

In addition, the Laplace transform of the difference between last passage times are

gwen by, for x,y >0 withx #y and d > z > 0

E [eL("ig})_L("jA);XU%_ € dz, —XJJA cdy,—X,, €dz,0< 0{0} <o) <TIAT, ]
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W(p"l')\ lH-)\) d’ >
C A (eSO () - W (g — ) - D) (d, 2)

W(([]ll-li;)\ q+)\) (d, 0)

WM (—c)
V7 wW _ .
X (W(A)(d — C)W (d) W(O)) de dyI1(dz + y).

We conclude the section by replicating the results in [2] in which p = ¢. For this case,
W((gfbr)’\’q“)(x,y) = WP (z —y), Va,y € R. Specifically, they are demonstrated by the
following examples.

Example 1. For p > 0 and z € R,

I&Fﬁﬂ]:w@f%?igﬂxwwfmﬂm
- (e - 2z - ), (19)
E, [e77] = ¢/(p + Nttt <¢ - s A)) N pi)\ 43 () — ﬁ 43 ()
(1—Z<A (z) + o0 )W“( )), (20)
E, [e_pgg}] _ (1 _ ot mwm (x)) n ¢/(1A) (PP (p 1 A) — W ().
(21)

Proof of Example 1. Tt follows directly from Theorem 4 and Corollary 2 that
1 (WWW\ (x —¢)

E, [0 <ol <rf nrs| = W (d) — W (I)) ,

¢'(A) \W®(d - c)
E, [e‘pggA;O <o, < T /\TC_}
A (WEN(z — )
W (p+2) (d — c)
A WEH) (1 — ¢)
p+ A \WEH)(d — ¢)

(N

W(”“)(d) — Wty (x))

(Z(p“)(d) — Z(”“)(d — C)) — (Z(pﬂ) (z) — 7+ (z — C))) )

Letting d — oo, ¢ — —oo, with the limiting identities (7) of the scale functions, we
replicate the identities (20) and (21) with additional terms from Proposition 4.

While for equation (19), taking the Laplace transform yields

X ) L () _ (N (Y(s) — A)
e = e S
_ P(s) — A P Y(s) A
W) —p=Ns=0N)  pEAR(s)—p—N)s  sp+A)

WEH s N () = ed)(A)ngZ)A) (w) — Pz - 2
p p

+ A
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for u > 0. Thus we have from Theorem 2, for x € [c, d]

(P+N) (o —
—pol, . + WP =) (a0 P op+n A
E, [e777;0 <o/ <7, ATC}_W(Z"")‘)(d—C) (e Z‘i’(’\)(d)_p—i—)\Zp (d)_p+)\

) p A
_ (6450\) Z¢IZ>\) (x) _ mz(p+>\) (x) _ m) L0

With an additional term of P,(c7 = 0) from Proposition 4 and applying the limiting
identity (7), we have (19) holds for z € R. O

4 Proof of main results

This section will be dedicated to showing proofs for our main results discussed in the

previous section.

Proof of Theorem 1. To find the resolvent measure of X killed at exiting [c, d], we apply
the strong Markov property and Propositions 2 to Propositions 3.

Firstly, by applying the strong Markov property at 7, we have
/ E, [e7 ", X (t) € dy,t < 7] dt
0

= / E, [e7"; X (t) € dy] dt — / E, [e7"0; X (t) € dy, 7] < t] dt
0 0

. HED(x) o
= [ E,[e";X(t) € dy]dt — —— x / Eq [e "9 X (t) € dy] dt
/0 HED(d)  Jo
i ()
= (JT))(CZ)W((Z’;) (d7 y) - W(([i’bq)) (Ia y) dy> for x,y S d. (22)
(a.b)

Observe that 71¢, the first hitting time of level ¢ in Proposition 1, is a stopping time,

and more interestingly, as noticed in [7], for an SNLP,
{r7 <71 <oo} = {19 <7f < o0}
Applying the strong Markov property at 71}, we have for z < d
E, _6_L(T;);T;_ < oo] =, _6_L(T;);T;_ < TC_} +E, [6_L(T;);TC_ <7< oo}

=E, -e_L(T;);Tj < 7'0_] +E, _e_L(T;);T{C} <7< oo]

=E, -e_L(T;);Tj < Tc_] +E, _e_L(T{C});T{C} < Tcﬂ E, [e‘L(T;);TJ < oo] :

11



Plugging Proposition 2 into the equation above gives

E, [e 5070 < o] =~

(p.9) ((qu) (p.9) , forx <d. (23)
Hiowm () Hin(©) Wi (d,c)

Finally, substituting (23) into (22) and applying the strong Markov property at i

again, for z,y € [c, d|, we have
U (. dy) = /0 “E, [e7 2O, X (1) € dy,t <7} A7 ] dt
= /Oo (E, [e"D X, e dy, t <7f] —E, [e " X, e dy, 70 <t <7]])dt
0
= / (B [MO; X, € dy,t < 7] — E, [0 X, € dy, 9 <t < 7)) de
0

= / E, [e_L(t);X(t) edy,t <7/]dt
0

where the fact that for y > ¢, {7, <t} = {7{¢ <t} on the set {X(¢) =y} is used in the
third identity and W(((f’bq))(c, y) = 0 is used in the last line. O

Proof of Lemma 1. The Laplace transform of A-capacity measure ;™ (dy) is derived by
applying Proposition 1 and the change of measure.

Firstly, for u,v > 0 with r = u — ¢)(v) > 0 and large ¢t > 0, we have

o0
0

I By e RS A 11
—/0 e (Zv () ¢U(T)Wv (:5)) dx
T

Uyt —v) 1
(t—v)((t—v)=7)  Gu(r) Yt —v) —7
_ W) =) - (o) —v) = (u =) - (t —v)
(t =) (¥(t) —u) - (d(u) —v) ’

Then the identity holds for u,v,t > 0 by analytical extension. Particularly,

/OOO E, [e—mﬁvx(fa);%— < OO} dr — v(u — Qz('vz). (_(;éi;])_((i()“) _ U)‘

Therefore for A, s > 0, we have

—_

puM(s) == )\/Ex [e_Mg“X(T@; 7o < oo] dx
R

12



AL A ule) ) _ 60 ((s) ~ Y
TSN s T s Gt 24

which gives the formula for 4™ (dy) in the Lemma. This completes the proof. O

The proofs of our main results are motivated by the fact that the last times are dual to
the first times by time reversal at e, and greatly rely on the dual argument of an SNLP. It
is well known that, the analytic notion of duality is related to the probabilistic notion of
time reversal for a Markov process. Fortunately, things become much simpler for an SNLP.
In what follows, X = —X denotes the dual process of X and X = (X-s-,0 <5 < t)
is the time-reversed process for some fixed time t. In the mathematical notations, a hat
“is used over the existing notations for the characteristics of the dual process, and ~ for
those of the reversed process. For instance, P stands for the law of —X. For every x € R,
@x denotes the law of x + X under @, that is the law of z — X under P and also the law
of X under P_,.. Before moving onto the main proofs, we need to present the following

propositions first which can be found from Chapter III in [3].

Proposition 6. Let f and g be two nonnegative measurable functions, we have for every
t>0,

/ P f(2)g(x)dz = / F(0)Bg(y)dy.

Proposition 7. For every t > 0, the reversed process (X—g- — X;,0 < s <'t) and the
dual process ()A(S, 0 < s <t) has the same law under P.

Proposition 8. For every x,y € R, the law of reversed process (Xy—g—,0 < s < t) under
P.(|X(t) = y) is a version of the conditional law of (Xs,0 < s <t) under @y(-|Xt = ).

Since the dual argument holds for every ¢ > 0, the Propositions remain valid with
t replaced by an independent e). Thus, we denote by X = (X(ey—t)— 0 < t < ey) the

process reversed at ey instead of ¢ in the following proofs. We also introduce the notation

L(s):= / (X (r))dr = / W(X(er—r)dr = Liex) — L(ex —s),  (25)
0 0
for 0 < s < e, for simplicity. We are now ready to prove our main results.

Proof of Theorem 2. As is often the case, we always focus on the integrals with respect
to arbitrary nonnegative measurable functions f, g on R.

Firstly, we claim that for z € R
/ e ME, (e_L(t)f(X(t));t <TiAT) dE= / f(a:)ugiz))"qﬂ) (z,2)dx. (26)
0 R ’
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where uEp q)) (z,y) is the resolvent density defined in (10). Observing that L(ey) = L(ey),

we have by applying Proposition 6 and 8

/f (M Ng(X(en)sex < 7f A7) da

Equation (26) is proved by applying Theorem 1.
On the set {0 >0} = {7 < ex} = {7, < ex}, we have

ol + T =en X(of o) =X(@), L(od) = Liex) = L(7).

ex

Moreover {0 < o < 77 AT} = {(7/ AT, )00z > ex—7; > 0} by definitions, where 0.
is the shifting operator. The event on the righthand side means that after 7, X doesn’t

eA:Zi|

FE D G (R () (7 ATy ) 00 > ex — T > O’XEA — z}

exit [c, d] before ey. Therefore, we have for z € R

e_L("jA)g(X(U:A—)); 0<ol <71/ AT

8

EH &
8

I
&)

; eL(TgL)—L(GA)g(X(TO"")); (7—2_ A\ Tc_) o 497_0+ > ey — Tg— > O’XGA = ZL’:| ’

where Proposition 8 is applied in the last line. Therefore employing Proposition 6, we

have
/f C"fk)g(X(U;—));O < a:A <7 /\7'0_} dx
= // f(l")E:c e_L(“Ex)g(X(a:A—));O <o) <TiNTI|Xe, = z} P, (X, € dz)dx
//f:c PODH) (X 1) (rf AT ) 06 > ex —7if >0‘X }IPZ(XGAEd:c)dz
= [ B X T s A o0 2 e - nf > 0] ds

= [ B [oX() - Bxpy (U X @ier S 7 A7) 17 <] d

where the Markov property of X and the memoryless property of e, is used.
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Finally, taking advantage of equation (26)

/f(a:)Em [e—L(o;&)g(X(a;—));O <o ST A TC_:| dx

= )\/Ez (e—ATJ; —-X(1y) € dy (/f EZ—Z}\ G+ (;E,y)dzz) dz
/ P (dy) / F@)ul (@, y)da,

where 1 is the measure in Lemma 1. Thus,

_ Lot _ Ag+A
E, [0 g(X (0, -))i0 < of, <7 AT = / g(wugry (@, y), u (dy),
and this completes the proof of Theorem 2. O

Similar approach could be adopted to derive formulas in Theorem 3 and 4. In light of

Remark 1, we focus more on the event of creeping in the following proofs.

Proof of Theorem 3. Noting that being exclusive of positive jumps, X is continuous at
o..- 10, = exy = {X(ex) < 0} by definition, then we have for y <0,

E, [e‘L(”gA);X(a;) edy,0 <o, <7 A TC_]
=E, [e7M); X (e)) € dy,ex < 7 AT, ]
= )\/Ooo e ME, [e‘L(t);Xt edyt <7 AT ] =X 8:/\ q+’\)(x,y)dy.
Furthermore, on the set {0 < o_ <ex} ={X(o,) =0} ={0 <7, <ey}, we have
o, +7 =ex and L(o_ )= L(ey) — L(7)).
Making use of the same argument as in the previous proof, we will have
/f C’SA)J((U;A):0,O<U;A ST;/\TC_}dSL’
= / . [e Len=Lmo) f(X (ey));0 < ex— 15 < (1 ATD) 0975] dz
- / (@Z(TO— <ex) B (e MV (X (ey))ien < 7 A T;)) dz
= )\/ IEZ (e_)‘75> dz X /OO e ME (e_L(t)f(Xt);t <75 A 7'0_> dt,
2>0 0

where the Markov property of X, memoryless property of ey, X(7,) = 0 under P, for
z>0and {7y > 0} ={Xy > 0} are applied in the last two lines.
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Considering equation (26) we further have

/f “Hoe) X (0,) = 0,0 < o, STJ/\TC_}dZL'
_ >\/ —(;5()\ ZdZ/f 10+)\ g+X) ( dl‘ o /f 10+)\ q+N) ( ,O)dI,
which gives formula (15), and this finishes the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 4. Again, according to the dual argument, we will have

/fx L) 0<a{0}<7-d/\7'}d:c
_ /IE { —AT{O}/ IE (e—L(eA)f(X(eA));eA < T; /\Tc_):| dz

- ( / flyul it (x,O)d:c) ( /R Ez(e—“”)dz)

Since for y > 0, E_,[e %] = ¢ *¥¥  we have from Lemma 1 that

A/H{;Ez(e—m—{()})dz _ Aoo e—(j)(A)ylu()\)(dy) _ SE(;T(I/\) ¢(8)29(7£(;)()\_>>)\) _ ¢/(¢(>\))

Putting them together gives

_ (o103} _ 1 Ag+A
E, [e Moo <ol <rfnrs| = /(A)ug;) N (2,0),

which proves the desired result. O

Proof of Corollary j. Basically, the joint distributions of (L(:), X(ey)) are direct conse-

quences of the dual argument, by (26) and Proposition 1.

{}

For the differences of the last times, on the set {0 < o¢,” < 0 < ey}, we have

{0<oly <of <} ={7F <a}n{fy <ex—7 <7/ AT }ob,
of +7 =en, ol +7% =, and L(o)) - L(c!™) = L(7; ) 0 O+
The dual arguments suggest that, for x,y, z > 0 with y # z,
/f(u)Eu [eL(Jig}) L(U;&)]'{O<U{O}<Ue>\<7'd o ,},X +_ Edz, —XU; €dy,—X., € dx] du
=E, [f(XeA) ( A T }> 00+ —X o4 €dy, X v €dz, 7 < 6A] dz.

Taking account of the Markov property of X and the memoryless property of ey, it equals
to

o~

P (=X +_ € dy, X+ € dz, 7" < ey) E. [e‘L(Tg)f(XeA);TO_ <ex<T; /\Tc_:| dx

To
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=E, (e"\TJ;XT(;_ € dy, —XT(; € dz) -IAEZ [6_L(T‘;);T()_ < ey A Tj A TC_}
x E (f(Xe)sex <) AT, ) da

= RV (z,dy) - TI(dz + y) - E. [e‘”ﬁf ity <exAT } : <A / u (u,0) f (u) dU) dz,
R

where R (x, dy) is the resolvent measure as mentioned in Proposition 1 and u™(z,y) =

uEZJg)’\’qJ”\)(x y) with p = ¢ = 0 from identity (26). Since E, [6_L(T‘;);T()_ < ey /\T;:| =
Wy "(d,2)

W((l]l?-li)-)\ q+>\ (d 0)

as one can check. Coronary 4 is thus proved. O

5 Conclusions

Last passage times are as important as first passage times in studying Markov processes
and can also find their applications in the risk theory. In this paper, the occupation times
of intervals until last passage times for an SNLP are investigated. By applying the dual
argument, we obtain the explicit formulas for their Laplace transforms. The employed
method also helps us to provide a characterisation of other features at the moment of last

passage times.

Acknowledgement

We are grateful for Droctor Weihong Ni at Liverpool University for her fruitful comments
and suggestions, which helped improve the presentation. Both authors acknowledge fi-
nancial supports from the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No.
11501304 and No. 11601243).

References

[1] Hansjorg Albrecher, Hans U. Gerber, and Elias S. W. Shiu. The optimal dividend
barrier in the gamma-omega model. Fur. Actuar. J., 1(1):43-55, May 2011.

[2] E. J. Baurdoux. Last exit before an exponential time for spectrally negative Lévy
processes. J. Appl. Probab., 46(2):542-558, Jun 2009.

[3] Jean Bertoin. Lévy Processes. Cambridge Tracts in Mathematics, 1996.

[4] Hans U. Gerber. When does the surplus reach a given target? Insurance: Mathe-
matics and Economics, 9(2-3):115-119, Sep 1990.

17



[5]

[6]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

Hans U. Gerber, Elias S. W. Shiu, and Hailiang Yang. The omega model: from
bankruptcy to occupation times in the red. Eur. Actuar. J., 2(2):259-272, Jul 2012.

Hélene Guérin and Jean-Francois Renaud. Joint distribution of a spectrally negative

Lévy process and its occupation time, with step option pricing in view. Eprint Arziv,
06 2014.

Jevgenijs Ivanovs and Zbigniew Palmowski. Occupation densities in solving exit
problems for markov additive processes and their reflections. Stochastic Processes
and their Applications, 122(9):3342-3360, Sep 2012.

A. E. Kyprianou, J. C. Pardo, and J. L. Perez. Occupation times of refracted Lévy
processes. Journal of Theoretical Probability, May 2013.

Andreas E. Kyprianou. Fluctuations of Lévy Processes with Applications. Springer
Berlin Heidelberg, 2014.

David Landriault, Jean-Francois Renaud, and Xiaowen Zhou. Occupation times of
spectrally negative Lévy processes with applications. Stochastic Processes and their
Applications, 121(11):2629-2641, 2011.

Bin Li and Xiaowen Zhou. The joint Laplace transforms for diffusion occupation
times. Advances in Applied Probability, 45(4):1049-1067, Dec 2013.

Y. Li, C. Yin, and X. Zhou. On the last exit times for spectrally negative Lévy

processes. ArXiv e-prints, June 2016.

Ronnie L. Loeffen, Jean-Francois Renaud, and Xiaowen Zhou. Occupation times of
intervals until first passage times for spectrally negative Lévy processes. Stochastic
Processes and their Applications, 124(3):1408-1435, Mar 2014.

Sung Nok Chiu and Chuancun Yin. Passage times for a spectrally negative Lévy
process with applications to risk theory. Bernoulli, 11(3):511-522, Jun 2005.

18



	1 Introduction
	2 Premilinaries
	3 Main results
	4 Proof of main results
	5 Conclusions

