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Sample path behaviors of Lévy processes conditioned
to avoid zero

Shosei Takeda*!

Abstract

Takeda—Yano [I3] determined the limit of Lévy processes conditioned to avoid
zero via various random clocks in terms of Doob’s h-transform, where the limit
processes may differ according to the choice of random clocks. The purpose of this
paper is to investigate sample path behaviors of the limit processes in long time and
in short time.
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1 Introduction

For a measure i and for a non-negative measurable or an integrable function f, we write
w[f] for the integral [ fdu for simplicity.

Let {PBest: 2 > 0} (resp. {PB*~: x < 0}) denote the law of (resp. the negative of)
the three-dimensional Bessel process, starting from z. For z € R, let P52® denote the law
of the symmetrized three-dimensional Bessel process starting from z, i.e., it holds that
PsBes — PBes+t for o > 0, PSP = PP~ for © < 0 and PP = 1PP™* 4 1PP=~. Let
r € R\ {0} and let (X = (X;,¢ > 0),P5) be the canonical representation of a standard
Brownian motion starting from x and (F;) denote the right-continuous filtration generated
by the natural filtration. We denote by Ty = inf{t > 0: X; = 0} the first hitting time
of the origin. Then we have the following conditioning limit theorem: for any bounded
Fi-measurable functional Fj}, it holds that

lim PY[F|Ty > s] = P[F. (1.1)

This means that the Brownian motion conditioned to avoid zero up to time ¢ converges
in law to the symmetrized three-dimensional Bessel process. The left-hand side of (LTI
can be regarded as the Brownian motion conditioned to avoid zero. We remark that the
three-dimensional Bessel process is transient and never hits the origin. For x € R\ {0},
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the process P58 can be written via Doob’s h-transform with respect to the non-negative
harmonic function h(x) = |z| of the killed Brownian motion {P2°: x € R\{0}} as follows:

X
PsBes| 2, = Mpfv%, t>0. (1.2)

|z]
Let n® stand for the Brownian excursion measure. Then ]P’(S)Bes can also be written as

X |
pps), = X t>0. 1.3
0 |]:t nBH Xt” n |]:t7 ( )

These results for Brownian motions were generalized to one-dimensional Lévy pro-
cesses. Yano [17] constructed and investigated one-dimensional Lévy processes condi-
tioned to avoid zero under the conditions that the process is symmetric and has no Gaus-
sian part. He also investigated path behaviors of the process. Yano [I8] extended their
results to asymmetric Lévy processes. He also showed the existence of a non-negative
harmonic function for asymmetric killed Lévy processes under some technical conditions.
Panti [10] and Tsukada [14] showed the existence of the harmonic function under more
general conditions and Panti [10] investigated asymmetric Lévy processes conditioned to
avoid zero using h-transform with respect to its harmonic function. Recently, Takeda—
Yano [I3] obtained a family of harmonic functions h(Y) parametrized by —1 < v < 1 for
the killed Lévy process under more general conditions. They also constructed the Lévy
process conditioned to avoid zero, using the h(")-transform.

In this paper, we investigate the path behaviors of Lévy processes conditioned to avoid
zero which is constructed in Takeda—Yano [13].

1.1 Lévy processes conditioned to avoid zero

We shall recall the construction of Lévy processes conditioned to avoid zero in Takeda—
Yano [13]. For more details of the notation of this section, see Section2l Let (X = (X, ¢ >
0), (P,)zer) denote the canonical representation of a one-dimensional Lévy process and
we write P = IPy. Throughout this paper, we always assume the following condition

(A) The process (X, P) is recurrent and, for each ¢ > 0, it holds that

r

where ¥ () denotes the characteristic exponent given by Ple

1
q+v(N)

}d)\ < 00, (1.4)

i)\Xt:I — e—t!p()\)

Let Ty = inf{t > 0: X; € A} stand for the hitting time of a set A C R and we simply
write T, = T, for the hitting time of a point a € R. The condition implies
that P(7y = 0) = 1 and (X, P) is not compound Poisson. In addition, there exists the
g-resolvent density r, for ¢ > 0. For z € R, we define h,(z) = r,(0) — r,(—2z) > 0 and

h(z) = lim h,(x), x€R, (1.5)

q—0+



which is called the renormalized zero resolvent; see (i) of Lemma The function h is
subadditive; see (i) of Lemma We denote the second moment of X; by

m?* = P[X}] € (0, 00]. (1.6)
For —1 <~ <1, define

hO) (2) = h(z) + =

5% T eR. (1.7)

If m? = oo, the functions h(?) coincide with h for all —1 < v < 1. The function h) is
non-negative (see (ZI3)) and subadditive. Let PY denote the law under P, of the killed
process

X, ift<T,
x0= {7 HE=To (1.8)
A if ¢ Z To,

where A stands for a cemetary point. Let n denote It6’s excursion measure normalized
by the equation

n[l —e 0] = q > 0; (1.9)

74(0)’
see Section @ The next lemma says h(?) is harmonic for the killed process.

Lemma 1.1 ([13]). Assume the condition is satisfied. For —1 <~y <1 and z € R,
it holds that

PO RO(X)] = A (z) and n[h(X)] =1, t>0. (1.10)

In particular, the process (R (X,),t > 0) is a non-negative P°-martingale.

The proof of Lemma [T can be found in [I3, Theorem 8.1] and [10, (iii) of Theorem
2.9].

For —1 < v < 1, define H® = {z € R: h®(z) > 0} and 1" = HOU{0}. If m? = o,
we have H® = HO. If m? < oo, we have KV nH{™Y c HY) =R for -1 <y < 1
by (2I3). Adopting Doob’s h-transform approach, we construct the h()-transform by

rO) (X))
— U Py ifxeHD,

POl = | 70 Te (1.11)
A(X,)-n|lr ifz=0.

Note that, if m? = oo, we have Pgﬂ) = IP’gCO) for all —1 <~ < 1. By Lemma [[.T], we see that
PO)| 7, is consistent in ¢t > 0 and thus P{) is well-defined and is a probability measure on
Foo; for more details, see Yano [16, Theorem 9.1]. We can see P() (T ) > t) = 0 for all
t > 0 and consequently it holds that P{)(T; R\n(n = 00) = 0. Hence the process (X, PO)
never hits zero. We remark that, for x € £, the measure P{?) is absolutely continuous on
F; with respect to IP,, but is singular on F,, to P, since P{)(Ty = 00) = P, (T < 00) = 1.

The next theorem shows that for # € H), the measure P{) can be obtained as the
limit measure of the Lévy process conditioned to avoid zero via a random clock, i.e., a
certain parametrized family of random times, going to infinity. Let e be an independent
exponential time with mean 1 and we write e, = e/q.
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Theorem 1.2 ([I3]). Assume the condition is satisfied. Let t > 0 and F; be a

bounded F;-measurable functional. Then the following assertions hold:
(i) qlir& P.[F|Ty > e, = PO [F), for z € HO
(ii) lim P.[F|Ty > T,] = PEVIR], for x € HEY;

(iii) _ lim IPJ;[Ft|T0 > Tia ) =PO[F], for -1 <y <1 andx € H.

oo b—

a+b
The proof of Theorem [L.2 can be found in Corollary 8.2 of [13]. Claim (f) of Theorem[L.2]
is also proved in Panti [I0, Theorem 2.7]. If m? < oo, then the limit measure differs
according to the random clock.

We remark that the limit lim, o, P,[F;|Ty > s] via constant clock is determined in
symmetric stable case (see Yano—Yano—Yor [2I]) but the limit is an open problem in
general Lévy case.

The left-hand side of each of (il)—(il) of Theorem can be regarded as Lévy processes
conditioned to avoid zero although the resulting processes may differ according to the
choice of the clocks. We remark that the resulting processes are characterized via Doob’s
h-transform. For related studies, see Chaumont [3] and Chaumont—Doney [4] for Lévy
processes conditioned to stay positive. Yano—Yano [19] for diffusions conditioned to avoid
zZero.

Let D denote the space of cadlag paths w: [0,00) — R U {A}. We denote by 0
the shift operator and by k the killing operator, i.e., we define, for w € D and ¢t > 0,
Oiw(s) = w(s +1), s >0, and define

w(s) if s <t,
kww(s) = {A( ) des (1.12)

For s > 0, we denote by g, = sup{u < s: X, = 0} the last hitting time of the origin up
to time s. Then we have, for 7 > 0,

w(gr+s) if0<s<7t—g,

The next theorem shows that for z = 0, the measure P{Y) = ]P’((f’) can be obtained as the
limit, via a random clock, of a measure similar to the Lévy meander.

Theorem 1.3. Assume the condition is satisfied. Let t > 0 and F; be a bounded
Fi-measurable functional. Then the following assertions hold:

(i) Jim PolF; 0 ke, ., ©0.,] = B [F];

(ii) Nim Po[F, ok, g, ©6,,,] =PV [F);
(iii) a_wlonn_) IP’O [F, 0 kT{a,fb}ng{a’_b} o GQT{G’_b}] =P [Fy], for =1 <~y < 1.
2ty



The proof of Theorem will be given in Section [6l Claim () of Theorem is also
proved in Panti [10, Theorem 2.8].

1.2 Main results

Recall that we always assume the condition (A )]

1.2.1 Long-time behaviors of the process (X, P{))

The proofs of the following Theorems [T.4] and will be given in Section [3|
Theorem 1.4. Let —1 < v < 1 and x € H. Then it holds that

IP’gY)(lim\Xt\ = oo) = 1. (1.14)
t—o0
Consequently, the process (X,P0)) is transient.

We discuss the result when m? < oo. In this case, recall that, by (ZI3), we have
Hé”) =Rfor -1 <y<1.

Theorem 1.5. Assume m? < oo. Then, for v € R and —1 < v < 1, the measure P{)

is equivalent to PO, Moreover, for x € Héﬂ), the measure P(t!

with respect to PO,

) is absolutely continuous

We discuss long-time behaviors of the process (X, P{)) in the case m? < oo. Define

+ ) —
0L = {tllglo X = oo}, (1.15)
0 — {tlggo X, — —oo}, (1.16)
O = {lim sup X; = —liminf X, = oo} (1.17)
t—00 t—00

Then the sets QF, Q. and Q7 are mutually disjoint and {lim; ,,|X;| = oo} C QF U

Q5 UQr~. Hence by Theorem [ it holds that
PO(QL uQ uQhT) =1. (1.18)
If m? < oo, the process (X,P()) drifts to either +00 or —oo with a certain probability.
Theorem 1.6. Assume m? < oo. Then, for —1 < v < 1, it holds that
(14 7) h*D(x)

ifr e HY,
POy =] 2 hO() (1.19)
— if x = 0.
2
Consequently, for x € ?—[(()1) N ?—[(()71), it holds that
PO QL uQy) =PI(QL) =PIV () =1, (1.20)

which implies that P and PCY are mutually singular on Fa.

Note that, if m? = oo, the process X can be oscillating under IP’;V) = IP’;O); see, e.g.,
Theorem [L.12]



1.2.2  Short-time behaviors of the process (X, P())

The proofs of the following Theorems [I.7], [[.8] and [L.I0] will be given in Section [4]

We first deal with differential property at 0 of h, which is used for the discussion of
short-time behaviors. Since h and A are subadditive, it holds that

. h(x) h(xz)
N(0£) = lim —% =4 1.21
(0£) = lig, = == (121
() M (+
RO (04) = lim 2@ g P gy 4 (1.22)
r—0+ €T >0 €T m2
By (@) of Lemma 22| we have
1
IB(04)] = +h/(0+) € [Woo] (1.23)
1+
|KO(0£)] = 200 (0+) € [ 27,00}. (1.24)
m
Theorem 1.7. It holds that
. h(x)+h(—2x) 2
/ / _ —_
h'(0+) + |'(0—)] = i - =€ (0, o0]. (1.25)
Consequently, for —1 <~ <1, it holds that
) (x) + A (—2) 2
(1 M0=) = L S
R (04) 4+ [A7'(0—)| = xlg& . =€ (0, 00]. (1.26)
We remark that Winkel [15, Lemma 1] already showed that
— 2
lip fa@ Fh(=n) 2 (1.27)

z—0+ T o2’

By Theorem [T, we see that o > 0 implies |h/(0+)] < 2/0? < 0o and that ¢% = 0 implies
h'(04+) = oo or —h/(0—) = oo.

Define
Qf = {3tp > 0 such that 0 <Vt < ty, X; > 0}, (1.28)
Qy = {3to > 0 such that 0 <Vt < ty, X; < 0}, (1.29)
Qg™ = {3{t,} with ¢, — 0+ such that V¥n, X; X;,., < 0}. (1.30)

Then QF, Qy and Q'™ are mutually disjoint and we have Qf UQ; UQ ™ = D.

Theorem 1.8. Assume m? < oo and o®> > 0. Then, for —1 < ~ < 1, it holds that
P (Q57) =0,

2 2
By () = TR (0+) and B () = TR (0-)]. (1.31)

Theorem 1.9. Assume m2 < co. If K'(0+) = oo and |W/(0=)| < oo, then P (QF) = 1
for =1 <~ < 1. If (0+) < 00 and | (0=)| = oo, then P (Q5) =1 for —1 <~ < 1.
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In the case |h'(0+)| = oo, we do not obtain general properties. We obtain the oscillating
short-time behavior under some technical assumptions.

Theorem 1.10. Let —1 <~ < 1. Assume the following four assertions hold:

(i) lim inf A (x) > 0 and lim inf A (z) > 0;

T—r—00

(7i) lim hz) _ =00, i.e., W (0+) = —h'(0—) = oo;

z—0 |gj“

he(x +y) — hy(y)
h(x)

h(—x) ] h(—x)
By S s s

) lig(l) = lyy=oy for all ¢ > 0;

< 0Q.

(iv) 0 < hrmnﬁ%lf

Then it holds that IP’ (Q+ ) =

Note that, If m? < oo, (@) of Lemma 22l implies that the condition (i) of Theorem [L.I0
always holds for —1 < v < 1.

1.3 Examples

Before proceeding the proofs of the results, we introduce some examples.

1.3.1 Brownian motions

Assume (X, P) is a standard Brownian motion. Then o2 = m? = 1 and h(z) = |z|. By
Theorems and [LL8] it holds that, for —1 <~y <1,

T+~

Py (L) = PV (Q) = —5— (1.32)
_ R e

Py () = B¢V () = —5— (1.33)

Since the Brownian motion has no jumps, the process (X, P()) also has no jumps. Thus
the avoiding zero process (X, P()) does not change the sign. In fact, we have

1 1-—
IP)(()V) _ 42_7]}»(1)365—!— + 5 Vpges—_ (1.34)

Moreover, by Theorem [L§, it holds that, for —1 <~ <1,
PO(QL) = Lisoy, POUQL) = Lacoy, ©#0. (1.35)

In fact, we have P0) = PBes+ for 2 > 0 and P{) = PP~ for 2 < 0.



1.3.2  Stable processes

Assume (X, P) is strictly stable of index 1 < a < 2. Then m? = oo and the Lévy measure
v can be written as

—1l-a f
v(de) = {c+a: dz  for z € (0, 00), (1.36)

c_|z|717*dx  for z € (—o0,0),
where c; and c_ are non-negative constants such that c¢; + c_ > 0. The characteristic
exponent ¥ can be expressed as
am

W\ = c|w(1 — ifsgn()) tan 7), (1.37)

where ¢ = —(cy + c_)['(—a) cos(ma/2) and 8 = (cy — c_)/(cy + c); see, e.g., [9, Section
1.2]. We write ¢ = —cftan(ar/2). Then as a special case of (2.8)), it holds that

hy () 1/OOR Ll P (1.38)
xr)=— e . :
S S VEN Ry YD
The dominated convergence theorem implies that
1 0 1— ei)\:v
h(x) = —/ — | d\. 1.
() A Re<(c T ic’)|)\|“> (1.39)

Thus we have

) o ei)\x
h(zx) — hy(z) = l/0 Re<( ! g )W> d. (1.40)

c+id) A q + (c+id
Hence it is obvious that

hy(z) = I'(z) +v(z), xeR\{0}, (1.41)
where v(z) is a bounded continuous function. Yano [I8] calculated (L39) and obtained

al'(—a)sin(ra/2)(1 — Ssgn(x))
c(1 + p? tan®(ra/2))

W) = — 2o, (1.42)

see also Panti [10, Example 5.1].

Assume (X, P) is spectrally positive (resp. negative), i.e., 5 =1 (resp. § = —1). Then
by (L42), we have H = (—o0, 0] (resp. H = [0,00)). On the other hand, assume
(X,P) is not spectrally one-sided, i.e., —1 < § < 1. Then the functions h and h, satisfy
the assumptions of Theorem [LT0. Hence we obtain the following theorem:

Theorem 1.11. Assume (X,P) is a strictly stable process of index 1 < a < 2. If (X, P)
is spectrally positive (resp. negative), it holds that

PY(Q5) =1 (resp. PY(QF) =1). (1.43)
If (X, P) is not spectrally one-sided, it holds that
PY(Qd7) = 1. (1.44)
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Furthermore, we obtain the following long-time behavior:

Theorem 1.12. Assume (X,P) is a strictly stable process of index 1 < a < 2. If (X, P)
is spectrally positive (resp. negative), it holds that

PO =1 (resp. PP () =1). (1.45)
If (X,P) is not spectrally one-sided, it holds that
P (L) = 1. (1.46)

To prove ((L46]), we use the same discussion as the proof of [17, Corollary 1.4].

1.3.3  Recurrent spectrally negative processes

Let (X, P) be a spectrally negative Lévy process, i.e., v(0,00) = 0, satisfying the assump-
tion |(A)l Then, [I0, Example 5.2] says that
x

h(z) = W(z) — — (1.47)

m?’
where W (x) stands for the scale function of X. Since W(x) = 0 for x < 0, we have
h(z) = |z|/m? € [0,00) for 2 < 0. If m? = 0o, we have H) = [0, 00) and hence it holds
that

POQL) =P Q) =1, x€0,00). (1.48)

1.8.4 Symmetric processes

We consider the case (X, P) is symmetric and satisfies the condition [(A)l Then h(z) =
h(—z). If * > 0, we have h/(0+) = —h/(0—) = 1/0? and hence, by Theorem [L8|

1
P () = PE () = 5 1SSl (1.49)

On the other hand, we assume 0? = 0 and A — Re%¥(\) is eventually non-decreasing.
Then, Theorem [[L7] implies that the function h satisfies the assumption () of Theo-
rem [[LT0. Moreover, Lemma 4.4 and (i) of Lemma 6.2 of Yano [17] states that h and
h, satisfy the assumption (i) of Theorem [[L.T0. The function h obviously satisfies the
assumption (Iv)) of Theorem [L.TOL Hence, if () of Theorem [LI0 also holds, it holds that

PYQPT) =1, -1<y<1. (1.50)

1.4 Outline of the paper

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2l we prepare general properties of Lévy
processes and some preliminary facts of the renormalized zero resolvent h. In Sections
and M we prove the main results for long-time behaviors and short-time behaviors, re-
spectively. In Section [il as an appendix, we investigate the resolvent density under ]P’;“’).
In Section [0l as another appendix, we will give the proof of Theorem [L.3l

Acknowledgements. The author would like to express his deep gratitude to Professor
Kouji Yano for his helpful advice and encouragement.
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2 Preliminaries
2.1 General properties of Lévy processes

Let (X = (X, t > 0),P,) denote the canonical representation of a one-dimensional Lévy
process starting from x € R on the cadlag path space D and we write P = P,. For
t > 0, we denote by FX = o(X,,0 < s < t) the natural filtration of X and we write
Fi =Nyt FX and Foo = 0(Uypsg F2)- Tt is well-known that we have

P[eiAXt] _ e—tW(A)’ for t > 0 and A € R, (2.1)

where W(\) denotes the characteristic exponent of X given by the Lévy—Khintchine for-
mula

1 )
() =i+ 502X+ / (1= ™ + iAaLpagen) J(da) (2.2)
R

for some constants v € R and ¢? > 0 and a characteristic measure v on R which satisfies

v({0}) =0 and
/R(:zc2 A 1)1/(d:p) < 00. (2.3)

The measure v is called a Lévy measure. See, e.g., [1,[9]. For a Borel set A C R, we denote
by Ty = inf{t > 0: X; € A} the first hitting time of A and we simply write T, := T{4y for
the hitting time of a point a € R.

We consider the following four conditions:

(A1) The process (X,P) is not a compound Poisson process;
(A2) 0 is regular for itself, i.e., P(T, =0) = 1;

1
A / —  _)dh<ooforall g0
(A3) RRe(qugp()\)) < oo for all ¢ > 0;

(A4) We have either 6% > 0 or /( )|x|1/(d:p) = 00.
—1,1

Then the following lemma is well-known:

Lemma 2.1. The following three assertions hold:

(i) The conditions|(A1) and|(A2) hold if and only if the conditions|(A3) and|(A4)
hold:

(ii) Under the condition |(A8), the condition |(A2) holds if and only if the condi-
tion holds;

(iii) The condition holds if and only if (X,P) has the bounded q-resolvent density

rq, which satisfies

/Rf(:p)rq(x) dr — IP[/OOO e (X)) dt}, >0, (2.4)

for all non-negative measurable functions f. Moreover, under the condition |(A3)|
the condition holds if and only if x — r,(x) is continuous.
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For the proofs of ({l) and ({) of Lemma 2.7, see Kesten [8] and Bretagnolle [2]. For the
proof of (i) of Lemma 2], see Theorems I1.16 and I1.19 of Bertoin [1].

Throughout this paper, we always assume the condition [(A)| This implies that (X, P)
has the bounded continuous resolvent density which is given by

1 00 efi)\z
re(x) = ;/0 Re(m) dA (2.5)

for all ¢ > 0 and z € R; see, e.g., Winkel [I5, Lemma 2] and Tsukada [I4, Colorally

15.1]. Combining this and Lemma 21 we see the condition [(A)| implies [(A1)H(A4)
Tsukada [I4, Lemma 15.5] also proved that the condition |[(A)|implies

[l

d\ < o0; (2.6)

see also [13, Lemma 2.4].

Under the condition |(A)l we denote by L = (L, t > 0) local time at 0 normalized by
the equation

P, [/OOO eqtst] =r,—2), z€R; (2.7)

see, e.g., [1, Section V]. Let n denote the characteristic measure of excursions away from
0, called Itd’s excursion measure (see, e.g., [I, Section IV.4]). Then the equation (L9
holds.

2.2 The renormalized zero resolvent

We define
1 00 1— ei)\m
hy() = 14(0) — ry(—x) = —/ Re( -~y ) (2.8)
0
Since we have

P, o] = 12 5 (2.9)

(see, e.g., Bertoin [1I, Colorally II.18]), the function h, is non-negative. In addition, h, is
subadditive, i.e., hy(z +y) < hy(z) + hy(y) for z,y € R; see, e.g., the proof of Lemma 3.3
in [I0] and the proofs of (ii) and (iii) of Theorem 1.1 in [13].

We denote the second moment of X; by
m? = P[X?] = o? + / w*u(dz) € (0, 00). (2.10)
R

Lemma 2.2 (The renormalized zero resolvent). Assume the condition [(A )| is satisfied.
Then the following assertions hold:

(i) for x € R, the limit h(x) = lim, o4 hy(z) exists and is finite, which is called the
renormalized zero resolvent;
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(ii) h is non-negative, continuous and subadditive (h(x +1vy) < h(z)+ h(y) for z,y € R)
and h(0) = 0;

(7ii) h(x)+ h(—z) = %/OOO Re(%) dA, for x € R;

1 0o 1 — iz
(iv) if m* < oo, it holds that h(x) = —/ Re(——— dA, for x € R;
7 Jo U(N)

(v) Tim &) _ L

€ [0,00);
A x
(vi) lim (h(z +y) ~ h(y)} =+ € R
The proof of Lemma 2.2 can be found in Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 and Lemma 3.3 of [13].

We define, for —1 < v <1,

WO (2) = h(z) + =

>T, x €R. (2.11)
m

By Lemma 22, the function A" is subadditive, (") (0) = 0 and

K (z) 14y

li : 2.12
Y m? (2.12)
By subadditivity of A and by (ZI2)), we also have
1+
A (£x) > —zvx >0, forall z>0. (2.13)
m

For —1 < v < 1, we define H® = {z € R: A (z) > 0} and H" = H® U {0}. By
recurrence of X continuity and subadditivity of h and (LI, S is either R, [0, 00) or

(—00,0]. In addition, if m? < co and —1 < v < 1, then (ZI3) implies that Hév) _

Then we can define the h(Y)-transformed process given by (ILII).

3 The long-time behaviors

We prepare some important P{)-martingale which is used for investigating the path be-
haviors of the process. Recall that we always assume the condition |(A)|

Lemma 3.1. Let -1 <y <1landz € 7-[(()7). Then (m,t > 0) is a non-negative P{Y) -
h(w)(Xt)

RO (X4)? t>

supermartingale. Moreover, if m? < oo, then, for 1,72 € [—1,1], the process (

0) is a non-negative POV -martingale, and its mean is ZE:?;EQ ifv € HOV andis 1 ifz = 0.

Proof. Note that since PJE'Y)(TR\H(V) =o00) =1 forx € 7-[(()7), we have h(X;) # 0, PO)-
a.s. We first assume x € H. Let 0 < s < t and let F, be a non-negative bounded

12



Fsmeasurable functional. Then we have

1 1
P,[F: Ty > t] <
[ 0> 1] hO) (x)

)

o lﬁm’?] @)

. — o) _
P.[Fs; Ty > s] = P [h(“’)(Xs)FS]’

(3.1)

which implies that ( ) ,t > 0) is a non-negative P{)-supermartingale. Suppose m? <

h('v)l(X
oo. Then, by Lemma [T, we have, for 41,7, € [~1,1] and 2 € HO),

Py l%ﬂ - M%Mx)@w O (X)) P Ty > (32)
- h(ml)(:c)]Px P XETy > o (3:3)
(72)
= pw) [Z(j)g; F] , (3.4)
which implies that (#&X’f; t > 0) is a non-negative IP(’h) martingale with mean %
We next assume z = 0. Then we have
Py [h(V)tXt)FS] = n[Fy; Ty > t] < n[Fy; Ty > 5] = B [mFs] (3.5)

)

which implies that (m,t > () is a non-negative IP’((]'Y -supermartingale. Suppose m? <

00. Then, by Lemma [[.1 we have

(2)( X hO2) (X
) | A7 (X) | . Y PYC) . _ o) | P (X))
P [h(th)FS] = n[h0(X,)Fy Ty > t] = n[h0(X,) Fii Ty > 5| = P th)(Xs)FS :
(3.6)
which implies that (hm)( D> 0) is a non-negative IP)(%) martingale with mean 1. [

RO (X))

Proof of Theorem[T1.7. We first proof Theorem [L4lin the case x € H"). Let F, be a non-

negative bounded Fi-measurable functional. Then, since (h(%() t > 0) is a non-negative

P()-martingale by Lemma B.1] we see lim;_, hm( o) exists and its limit is non-negative

xT

P(-a.s. By Fatou’s lemma, we obtain

xT

1
P ll' ] < hm 1nf Py [

1
h(“/)(Xt)] " 0 (2)

here the last equality follows from the fact that (X, P,) is recurrent. Hence it holds that
lim; oo h(W)(X = 0, P{M-a.s. This implies lim;_,,|X;| = oo, P{-a.s. The proof in the
case x = 0 is snmlar Hence we omit it. ]

Proof of Theorem I3, We first consider the case © € H. Let F, be a non-negative
bounded F;-measurable functional. Then we have

P (Xy)

™) — M Sl 74
FOLE] =P hO)(z)

EFTy >t

h(z) o [A7(X)
~ RO (@Pi)[ hX,) t] (38)

13



Since h(z) > |z|/m? and ) (x) = h(z) + yo/m?, it holds that

() (X,)
h(X3)

h
11—y < <1+l (3.9)

Thus, we have

(1= W) POLE] < PR < (14 D GaesPOIRL (310

By the extension theorem, it holds that
(1= BB <P < (L ey PO, onFe (@)

By the similar discussion, we also have
(1= DBy <BYY < (14 B, on Fu. (3.12)
Therefore we obtain the desired result. O

Proof of Theorem[L.8. We first consider the case x € H). Let y1, 72 € [~1, 1] be different

constants. Since (hm;gt;’

2)(Xt)
RO (Xy)

t > 0) is a non-negative PO")-martingale by Lemma B, the

limit hmt_wO exists and is finite IP’(”) a.s. By (@) of Lemma 22] we see

RO (@) 1y
lim =
r—Fo0 h(’Yl)(gj‘) 1+ Y1

€ [0, 00]. (3.13)

Hence the limits lim,_, o h(:?;Exi and lim,_,_ h(:?;Exi are different. Combining this and (IL.IS),

we have POV (QF UQZ) = 1. Since lim;_, o XD g finite POV-as., we have PV (Q) =

RO (X4)
_ _ )
PCD(Q2) = 1. Suppose —1 < 4; < 1. Then, since Z(i)gg < }J_rm,

xT

we may apply the
dominated convergence theorem to obtain

h(w)(X ) h(w)(X ) h(w)(x)
PO [ lim ———2Y | — lim PO t)] ) 14
@ LE& e (Xt>] Yoot R0 (X,) | T RO (2) (3.14)

By (BI3) and (3.14)), we have

1+ Y2 1-— Yo _ h(ﬂm)(l‘)
— Epomf — BPphQD) = ——=2. 3.15
Since POV)(QL) + POV(QL) = 1, (315) implies that
1+7 R (z) _ 1 —~ hD(x)
PO (QF PU(Q) = : 1
N = St md POves) = 3
The proof in the case x = 0 is similar. So we omit it. O
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4 The short-time behaviors

First, we offer the proof of Theorem [I.7]
Proof of Theorem[L7. We write h°(z) = h(z) + h(—x). Since we have
1
Re?¥(\) = 502)\2 + / (1 — cos Az)v(dz) > 0, (4.1)
R

it holds that Re(zl<) > 0. In addition, it holds that lim, o, 2?¥(\/z) = 02)\?/2. By
7 (X)

(i) of Lemma 2.2, we have

hS(z) 2 qe 1 —cos Az 2 > 1 —cos¢
—=-— Re<w> d)\_;/o Re<m> de. (4.2)

We first assume o2 = 0. By Fatou’s lemma, we obtain

W) 2 e 1 —cosé&
IIJCIE(%Ilf = hxrgégf;/o R6<W> d¢ (4.3)
2 [0 1 —cosé
= 00, (4.5)

which implies (.27]).
We next assume o2 > 0. Since |2°¥(£/x)| > |Re(2*¥(£/x))] > 02£%/2, we have
1 —cosé

R 1 —cosé <
e e ———

e W(§/x) )|~ |22 (§/x)]|
which is integrable in £ > 0. Hence we may apply the dominated convergence theorem to
obtain

211 ¢%)
0-252 ’

(4.6)

. h3(x) 4 o1 —cosé 2
mli}IglJr r 7ol /0 &2 de = o2’ (47)
which implies (L.25). O
Proof of Theorem[1.8. Let 1,72 € [—1, 1] be different constants. Then, since (%,t >
0) is a non-negative ]P(()“ﬂ)_martingale by Lemma [B.1], the limit lim; o % exists ]p(()“ﬂ)_
a.s. for all £ > 0. We have
h02) R0 (04 R (04)] & 2
o 1) _ KOO 0 s
z=02 hO(z)  [ROV(0£)]  [W(0£)] £ 71 /m?
Consequently, the limits lim, o % and lim,_,o_ % are different, which yields
that P{(QF7) = 0. Since the P{"™-martingale (ZEZ?;EQ;J > 0) has mean 1, it holds that
h(’Y2)/(O+) (1) revit |h(’¥2)/(0_)| (71) /e
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Since PS™(QF) + PJ(Q5) = 1 and by Theorem 7], we obtain
2 2
PV (Q) = %h<%>’(o+) and PV (Q5) = %|h(“)’(0—)\. (4.10)
Hence the proof is complete. O

Proof of Theorem[L9. Assume h'(0+) = oo and |[W/(0—)| < oco. Let 1,72 € [—1,1] be
different constants. By the same discussion as the proof of Theorem [L.8, we obtain (4.9).

By the assumption, we also have h2V(04) _ 1 for all =1 <5 < 1. Thus we have

h(71)’(0+)
PYY(QF) =1 and PYV(Qg) =0. (4.11)
The proof in the case h'(0+) < oo and |h'(0—)| = oo is similar. So we omit it. O

Proof of Theorem [.10. Tkeda—Watanabe [7, Theorem 3.3] proved that

P.(Q Ty <o) =1, x€R\{0}, (4.12)
where
O = {3{tn} with t, — Ty— such that ¥n, X;, X,,,, < 0}. (4.13)
This implies that
n((Q7 )N {Ty < oo}) = 0. (4.14)

By time reversal property of excursion paths (see [, Lemma 5.2]), it holds that
n((Qf )N {Ty < o0}) = 0. (4.15)

Since (X, P) is recurrent, it holds that n({Ty < 00}¢) = 0. Thus we have n((€2§"7)¢) = 0,
which leads that PS” (™) = 1. O

5 Appendix A: Resolvent density under ]P’gj)

We calculate the resolvent density under P{") and show some Feller property. Recall that
we always assume the assumption |(A)|

Let p;(dx) denote the transition law of X; under P and let pY(x, dy) denote the tran-
sition law of X; under P?. By the Markov property, we have, for z,y € R\ {0},

p?(l', dy) = pt(dy - l‘) - /[O,t} Px(TO € ds)pt—s(dy)' (51)

For t,q > 0 and z,y € R\ {0}, we denote the g-resolvent for killed process by

io(ey) = [ e B, dy) di/dy (5.2)
=y =) = ) 5.3

(5.4)



Note that the second identity follows from (B5.J]) and (Z9). This implies that the killed

process (X,P?) has the continuous g-resolvent density.

Let -1 <~ <1. Forx € ”Hg’) and y € H . we denote the transition law of X, under
P by

h(Y) (y)

()

() P O(x, dy) zeH
) (yn(X, € dy) x=0.

Dz, dy) = (5.5)

Then the g-resolvent density (") (z, y) of (X,P{")) can be expressed as follows: if 2 € H"

i ay) = [ e @, dy) dt/dy (5.6)
() . B
~ B (o) + ) =t =) - D) e

and

[ () r —
r(0.) = [ e p (0. dy) dt/dy = % = hO(y) (1 - %) (5.8)

where the second identity follows from the formula: for any non-negative measurable
function f, it holds that

/O T et f(X,)] dt = /R F(2)By[e "] da, (5.9)

where P, and P, are in weak duality, i.e., the probability measure P, denotes the law of
(—X¢,t > 0) under P_,. For more details, see Chen—Fukushima—Ying [5] and Fitzsimmons—
Getoor [6]. See also Yano—Yano—Yor [20), Theorem 3.3].

Summarize the above, we obtain the following results:

Proposition 5.1. Letq >0 and —1 < v < 1. Let 7’((1” (x,y) denote the g-resolvent density
of (X,PM). Then, for y € HY, it holds that

h(’Y) h ho(—
& hq(x) + hq(—y) — hq(x —y) — M ifx e HO)
r(z,y) = ho)(z) r4(0)
e hy(~y)
RO (y (1— . ifx=0.
) r4(0)
(5.10)
Letting ¢ — 0+ in (5.I0), we obtain the zero resolvent
rg”(z,y) = lim () (,y). (5.11)

q—0+

Note that it holds that lim,_,o+ % = 0 if (X, P) is recurrent; see, e.g., [1, Theorem 1.17]
and [12, Theorem 37.5]. (Recall that we always assume (X, P) is recurrent.)

Corollary 5.2. Fory € H"), it holds that

h(v)( ) ' .
(7)($ y) h('Y)(i) (h(SL’) + h(_y) - h(SL’ - y)) if x € H( )

h (y) if x = 0.

(5.12)
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Set
TV f(2) = POF(X,)], t>0, feBiy(HY), (5.13)

where B+,b(7-l(()7)) denotes the set of non-negative bounded measurable functions. Then

the family {Ttm,t > 0} forms a transition semigroup. We define the resolvent operator
of the semigroup 7" as

RO @) = [T T @, a0, By, (5,14

For Theorem B3], we are inspired by Yano [17, Theorem 1.5].

Theorem 5.3. Assume the conditions (1)-({id) of Theorem [L.10 hold. (Note that (1)
of Theorem and subadditivity of RO imply that ?—[(({Y) = R.) Then the semigroup
(Ttm)tzo enjoys Feller property, i.e.,

(F1) T/ Cy(R) C Co(R);
(F2) [T f = fIl = 0 as t — 0+ for all f € Co(R),
where Cy(R) stands for the class of continuous functions vanishing at infinity.

Proof. Note that the condition () implies that

() ()
lim h(x) =00 and lim W ()
z—0 |x| z—0 h(x)

=1. (5.15)
for —1 <~ < 1. To show Feller property, it is sufficient to show that

(F3) TV f(z) — f(z) ast — 0+ forall z € R, f € Cy(R),

(F4) RYCy(R) C Co(R).

For more details see [IT, Proposition I11.2.4]. Since T\ f(z) = PO f(X,)] and since P
is a probability measure on the cadlag space, |(F3)|is obvious. We proceed the proof
of [(F4)l Let C.(R) stand for the set of continuous functions with compact support on R.

Since ||gR f|| < |If|| and since the closure of C.(R) is Co(R), it is sufficient to show that
RMC(R) C Cy(R). Recall that, for z € R,

R f(x) :/Hm F)rd(@,y)dy,  f € C(R). (5.16)

Since f has compact support and is continuous, and ré’” is continuous in (z,y) € H) x
H), the function R((;f) f(z) is continuous in x € H.

Let the set A C R stand for the support of f. Since T(g“f) (z,y) h) () 9(z,y), it holds

= 10(x) g
that
1
() — () 0
REF@) = 35 Joo TP Whraly) dy (5.17)
1

< () / 0 .
< suph (y)qh(v)(x) o T WTg(@y) dy (5.18)
< sup h(") /] P, [e "4 5.19
< sup b)) P e (5.19)
—0 asx — *oo. (5.20)
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Here we used the assumption ({). Hence R(Y) f(x) vanishes at infinity.

We have to prove R((I“/) f(zx) is continuous at x = 0. By Proposition (E.], and assump-
tions () and (i), we have r,(x,y) — 7,(0,y) as + — 0. Moreover, since h,, is subadditive,
it holds that, for z,y € H,

hy(@) + hy(—2)
W)

ri(z,y) < hD(y) (5.21)

The conditions (fi) and (iv)) implies that the right hand side of (5.21]) is bounded near
x =0and y € A. Thus we may apply the dominated convergence theorem to deduce that
R((;f) f(zx) is also continuous at x = 0. Hence (7; t(V)) has Feller property. O

6 Appendix B: Proof of Theorem

Recall that we always assume the assumption |(A)]

Lemma 6.1. For any t > 0, it holds that n[h(—X};)] < oco.
Recall that n[h(X;)] = 1 for all ¢ > 0; see Lemma [Tl
Proof of Lemma G2 We write h(z) = h(—z). By the formula (5.9) and by (Z3), we have
/0 T et h(X,)] dt = /]R h(2)P, [T do (6.1)
- /R ﬁ(x)% dz. (6.2)

By [10} (3.20)], the equation (6.2)) is finite. (Note that the assumptions in [10] is stronger,
but this remains true since its proof is valid if Lemma holds.) Hence, for almost any

A

t > 0, it holds that n[h(X};)] < co. Thus for any ¢ > 0, there exists 0 < s < t such that
n[h(X;)] < co. By the Markov property of the excursion measure n, we have

n[h(X;)] = n MX_y): Ty >t — s|]
< 0[Py, [A(X,-)]] (64)
n[Po[h(X, + X)),

g
[

where the symbol ~— means independence. Since h is subadditive, we obtain
n[A(X0)] < n[h(X,)] + Po[A(X;-)]. (6.6)

By Tsukada [14], Proof of Theorem 15.2] (see also Takeda—Yano [I3, Lemma 4.3]), we have

~ ~

Po[h(X;—s)] < o0o. Consequently, it holds that n[h(X;)] < oo for all ¢ > 0. O

For the proof of Theorem [L3], we introduce the following lemma, whose proof is in [13]
Lemmas 3.4 and 6.2].
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Lemma 6.2 ([13]). Fora,b € R\ {0} and a # b, it holds that

h®(a) = Po[Lz,] = h(a) + h(~a), (6.7)
R (a)P,(T, < Ty) = h(x) + h(—a) — h(z — a), (6.8)
]P)Q [LT{Q’_b}]]P)x(T{a,—b} < To) (69)
1 (h(=a) = h(z — a))h(a+ b) + (h(b) — h(z + b)) h(~a — b)
(a+0) — (h(a) = h(=b)) (h(~a) = h(z — a) — h(b) + h(z + b))

(6.10)

Proof of Theorem[1.3. For s > 0, we define dy = inf{u > s: X, = 0}. We also define
G = {933 gs # dg, 5 > 0}-

(@) For any ¢ > 0, we have

PO[FI? o keq_geq © egeq] = IP)O |:/OO qe—tu o ku—gu © egu du:| (611)
0
ds
=P Z e ¥ / qe 1 Ey o kg 0 O du] ) (6.12)
seG $

Using the compensation formula in excursion theory (see e.g., Bertoin [I, Corollary
IV.11]), we obtain

00 Tt
Po[F} 0 key—ge, ©b4..] = Po {/ e % dLS]n [/ ’ qge” " Fyl iy du] . (6.13)
q q 0 0

By (21) and the Markov property of the excursion measure n, it holds that

Po[F} 0 key—ge, © Uge,] = 7q(0)n[Fy;t < e < T (6.14)
=r,(0)e "n[FiPx, [Ty > e,]]. (6.15)

It follows from (Z9)) that
rg(=Xe) _ hg(Xy)

Py, [Ty > e,] =1 —Px,[e" ] =1 — 0 = 0 (6.16)
Hence we have
Po[F} 0 keyge, © b4, = ™ n[Fyhy(Xy)]. (6.17)
By (2.8), (1) and () of Lemma 22] it holds that
hy(X,) < hy(Xe) + hy(—X,) = %/OOO R%%) X (6.18)
<2 /OO Re<w> A\ = h(X)) + h(—X). (6.19)
mJo U(A)

By Lemmas [Tl and 611 the function h(X;) + h(—X;) is integrable with respect to the
measure n. Thus we may apply the dominated convergence theorem to deduce

lim Po[F; 0 ke, ., ©0,.,] = lim e "n[Fh (X,)] = n[Fh(X,)] =P [F]. (6.20)

q—0+ q—0+
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() For a € R\ {0}, we have
PO[Ft e} kTa*gTa e} GgTa] = PO [Z 1{S<Ta<dS}Ft e} kTafs o) 93 . (621)
seG

Using the compensation formula in excursion theory, the Markov property of the excursion
measure n and Lemma [6.2] it holds that

Po[F, 0 kg, gy, © s, ] = Po l /0 " dLs]n[Ft;t < T, <Ty] (6.22)
= ]P)O[LTa]n[Ft]P)Xt(Ta < TQ),t < Ta] (623)
— n[Fy(h(=a) + h(X,) — h(X, — a)):t < T, (6.24)

Since h is subadditive, we have
h(—a) + h(X;) = h(X; — a) < h(Xy) + h(=Xy), (6.25)

which is integrable with respect to the measure n. Thus we may apply the dominated
convergence theorem to deduce

lim Py[F, 0 kr, g, ©6,,,] = n[FAED (X)) = BV [F), (6.26)

here we used () of Lemma 22

(i) By the same discussion as the proof of (i), it holds that

]Po[F’t o kT{a,—b}_gT{aﬁb }] = ]P)O[LT{a’_b}]n[Ft]P)Xt (T{a,fb} < To), t < T{a,fb}]~ (627)

[e]
} egT{a’,b

By Lemma and by the dominated convergence theorem, we obtain the desired result.
(We omit the details.) O
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