arXiv:2102.09004v1 [math.PR] 17 Feb 2021

LEVY PROCESSES, MARTINGALES AND UNIFORM INTEGRABILITY

DAVID BERGER, FRANZISKA KUHN, AND RENE L. SCHILLING

ABSTRACT. We give equivalent conditions for the existence of generalized moments
of a Lévy process (X;),>o. We show, in particular, that the existence of a generalized
g-moment is equivalent to uniform integrability of (g(X;));[0,1]- As an application,
it turns out that certain functions of a Lévy process which are integrable and local
martingales are already true martingales.

A generalized moment of a stochastic process (X, ), is an expression of the form IE [g(X,)].
Such moments arise naturally when studying Markov semigroups. For Lévy processes, a
necessary and sufficient condition based on the jumps and the integrability properties of
the jump measure of the process is known (see Section [I]). We will give a new proof of this
result and add a few useful further equivalent conditions; in particular, [ [g(X,)] exists if,
and only if, g(X,) is uniformly integrable for bounded ¢-sets. Our arguments are based on
Gronwall’s lemma and this technique can also be used (see Section [2]) to show that certain
functions of a Lévy process (f(X,)),»o Which are both a local martingale and integrable, i.e.
E|f(X,)| < o0, are already proper martingales. In the last section (Section [3)) we apply our
results to get a short proof of the characterization of infinitely divisible lattice distributions
and a ‘martingale’ criterion for the transience of Lévy processes.

Let us recall a few key concepts and techniques which will be needed later on. Most

of our notation is standard or self-explanatory; in addition, we use |x|§p = ZZ=1 | |P
with the usual modification if p = co. We write || f|;igrag) = Jra |F(X)] g(x)dx for the
weighted L!'-norm (with positive and measurable weight function g : R? — [0, 00)) and
L'(R%,g) :={f : R* > R | f measurable and || ]| 1ga < o}.

Lévy processes. A Lévy process X = (X,),», is a stochastic process with values in R¢,
stationary and independent increments and right-continuous sample paths with finite left-
hand limits (cadlag). Our standard references for Lévy processes are Sato [9] (for proba-
bilistic properties) and Jacob [4] and [3] (for analytic aspects). It is well-known that a sto-
chastic process X is a Lévy process if it has cadlag paths and if its conditional characteristic
function is of the form

E[eé—X) | F ] =e WO 0<s<t, £ €RY,

where F; = o(X,,r < s)is the natural filtration of X. The characteristic exponent : R* —
C is uniquely determined by the Lévy-Khintchine formula
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the Lévy triplet (b, Q,v) where b € R%, Q € R*“ (a positive semidefinite matrix) and v (a
Radon measure on R¢ \ {0} such that fRd\{O} min{|x|?, 1} v(dx) < o) uniquely describe 1.

Using the characteristic exponent we can determine the infinitesimal generator A of the
process X either as pseudo-differential operator

Au(x) = —p(D)u(x) = F [-pFul(x), u € SRY),

where Fu(§) = (27)™ fi.. e *u(x) dx is the Fourier transform and S(R*) is the Schwartz
space of rapidly decreasing smooth functions, or as integro-differential operator

2) Au(x) = Lu(x) + Ju(x) + Ku(x)

where L, J and K are again linear operators: L is the local part, J takes into account the
small jumps and K the large jumps, i.e.

Lu(x) =b - Vu(x) + %V - QVu(x),

Ju(x) = f (u(x + ) — u(x) = y - Vu(e) v(dy),
0<|y|<1

Ku(x) = f (u(x + ) — u(x)) v(dy).
[y|>1

The precise form of the domain D(A) of A (as closed operator on the Banach space of con-
tinuous functions vanishing at infinity (C,(R%),|| - ||.,)) is not known; but both the test
functions C®(R%) and the Schwartz spaces S(IR%) are operator cores. On the other hand,
the expression (@) has a pointwise meaning for every g € C2(R?) and we will continue to
use the notation Ag(x) despite the fact that C2(RY) ¢ D(A).

The transition semigroup (P,),», corresponding to the generator A or the process X is
given by P,u(x) = E [u(x + X,)]. Its adjoint, P;u(x) = E [u(x — X,)] is the transition semi-
group of the Lévy process —X = (=X);o.

Dynkin’s formula. Let (X,),., be a Lévy process and denote by F, = o(X,,s < f) its
natural filtration and (A, D(A)) the infinitesimal generator. Dynkin’s formula states that
for every u € D(A) and every stopping time o with £ [o] < co we have

f Au(X,) ds] .
[0,0)

There are several ways to prove this result, e.g. using arguments from potential theory (as in
[12] Proposition 7.31]), semigroup theory (as in [[8, Proposition VII.1.6]) or by Itd’s formula.
At the heart of the argument is the fact that

3) EluX, +x)]—ulkx)=E

4) MM = u(X, + x) — u(x) - f Au(X,))ds, u e D(A),
[0,£)
is an F,-martingale combined with a stopping argument. There are various ways to extend
the class of functions u for which we have some kind of Dynkin’s formula. It is clear that
formula (@) can be extended to those functions u such that u(X,) € L'(P) and Au(X,,,) €
L'(ds ® IP). Such moment estimates will be given below.
Here we need a Dynkin inequality which we are going to prove for positive g € C2(R%).

Lemma 1 (Dynkin’s inequality). Let (X,),», be a Lévy process with generator (A, D(A)) and
extend A using @) to C*(R%). For every g € C*(R%) satisfying g(x) > 0 and every stopping
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time o the following inequality holds

Q) EgXx) < g0)+ I

f Ag(X,) ds].
[0,tA0)

Proof. Pick a cut-off function yr, € C®(R%) such that 15,0 < Xr < 15, for some
R > 0. Since gy € C2(R%) we know that gyr € D(A), and we see that for any stopping
time o the process (M L8k ., Is a martingale, hence

tAC
f A(ngxxs)ds].
[0,tA0)

If we replace o by the stopping time o A 7z where 7; = inf {s > 0 | |X,| > R}, then we can
use the fact that | X| < Rif s € [0, t Adg Atg). This implies, in particular, that 0*(gyz)(X,) =
0%g(X,), and we see from the integro-differential representation (2) of A that

A(gxr)(X,) = L(gxr)(X,) + J(gxr)(X,) + K(gxr)(X;)

— b0+ 3V QYR + [ (g +3) - 80) —y - VL) (dy)

0<|yl<1

(6) E[(gxr)Xipo)] —g(0) = E

7
+ f ((gxr)X; +y) — g(X)) v(dy);
[y|>1

for the second equality observe that | X;| < R, |X;+y| < R+ 1for|y| < landthatLisa
local operator. Since g is positive, hence gyz < g, we conclude that A(gyz)(X;) < Ag(X,).

Inserting this into (6]) gives
[ ageyds| <l [ lage) ds].
[0,tACATR) [0,tA0)

Since g > 0, we can use Fatou’s lemma on the left-hand side and get (). t

E[(gxr)Xironey)] — 8(0) < E <E

Friedrichs mollifiers. Let j : RY — [0, 0) be a C®-function with compact support
supp j C B,(0) such that j(x) is rotationally symmetric and / j(x) dx = 1. For every ¢ > 0
we define j.(x) := ¢ 4j(x/e), i.e. j. is again smooth, rotationally symmetric and satisfies
supp j. € B.(0) and f j.(x)dx = 1. For any locally bounded function g : RY — R the
convolution

¢ 1= jo # g(x) 1= f ¢(x —)j.0)dy, x € R,

exists and defines a C*-function. Moreover, supp g° C supp g + supp j. C suppg + B.(0).
The function g° is called Friedrichs regularization of g.

Submultiplicative functions. A functiong : R% — [0, c0) is said to be submultiplicative
if there exists a constant ¢ = ¢(g) € [1, o0) such that

Vx,y €R? 1 g(x +y) < cglx)g(y).

In order to avoid pathologies, we consider only measurable submultiplicative functions
Every locally bounded submultiplicative function grows at most exponentially, i.e. there
are constants a, b € (0, o) such that g(x) < ae®*. Since 1 + g inherits submultiplicativity
from g, we may assume that g > 1. The following lemma shows that we can even assume
that a submultiplicative function is smooth.

(1)An example of a non-measurable submultiplicative function is g(x) = e?™. x € R, where a is a non-
measurable solution to the functional equation a(x + y) = a(x) + a(y).
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Lemma 2. Let g be a locally bounded submultiplicative function and g° its Friedrichs regu-
larization. Then g¢ € C* is submultiplicative and it satisfies

®) VxeR? 1 clg(x) < gf(x) < c.g(x)
for some constant ¢, = c.,.
Proof. Submultiplicativity follows immediately from the two-sided estimate (8]):

g(x +y) <c.g(x +y) < ccg(x)g(y) < clegt(x)g ().

In order to see (8]), we use the definition of g° and fact that g is submultiplicative,

F(x) = f o(x = 1)) dy < cg(x) f o(—9)J. ) dy < ¢ sup g()g()

[yl<e

and

o(x) = f (). dy <c f o(x = )g0)j. (") dy < e sup g0 0

[yl<e

1. GENERALIZED MOMENTS AND UNIFORM INTEGRABILITY

Let (X;),»o be a Lévy process with triplet (b, Q,v). The following moment result for a
locally bounded submultiplicative functions g is well-known, cf. Sato [9, Theorem 25.3, p.
159]:

9) I [g(X,)] < oo for some (hence, all) t > 0 < gy)v(dy) < oo.

[yI=1
Our aim is to show that this is also equivalent to a certain uniform integrability condition.
Although we cast the statement and proof for Lévy processes, an extension to certain Lévy-
type processes is possible; see Remark 4 below. We denote by 7 be the family of stopping
times for the process X equipped with its natural filtration.

Theorem 3. Let (X,),»o be a Lévy process with generator A, transition semigroup (P,);s
and triplet (b, Q,v), and let g be a locally bounded submultiplicative function. The following
assertions are equivalent:
a) [ [g(X,)] exists and is finite for some (hence, all) t > 0;
b) E [sup,_, g(X;)] exists and is finite for some (hence, all) t > 0;
¢) {8€Xo)},er o<, i uniformly integrable for every fixed t > 0;
d) sup .., E[8(X,)] is finite for every fixed t > 0;
€) Jiy>1 8 v(dy) < oo;
f) The adjoint semigroup P; f(x) := E[f(x —X,)] is a strongly continuous operator
semigroup on the weighted L'-space L*(R%, g).
g) The adjoint generator (A*¢)(x) := (A¢)(—x) satisfies A*¢ € L'(RY,g) forall p €
Ce(RY).
h) There exists a non-negative function ¢ € CX(RY), ¢ # 0, such that A*¢ € L*(R4, g).
If one (hence, all) of the conditions is satisfied, then there are constantsc; > 0,i = 1,2, 3, such
that

ElgX)] < ce®, 120,

and

|A* Pl 1 (rag) < €3 <|b|€1 + Q] + (A A ly[H)v(dy) +f

ly|=1

g() V(dy)> lI#llc2ra)-

y#0
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Remark 4. There is a further equivalent condition if x — g(|x|) is locally bounded, sub-
multiplicative and g(r) is increasing:

i) E[g (sup,_, 1X,])] < oo for some (hence, all) t > 0.

The directionfi)=ja)|follows from the assumption that g is increasing. The implication|b)m
does not need monotonicity since we have

g (sup,_, I1X,|) < sup__, g (1X])

at least if x — g(|x|) is continuous. This can always be achieved by a Friedrichs regular-
ization.

Let us also point out that we may replace A* and P; by A and P, if either (the law of) X,
is symmetric or if g is even, i.e. g(x) = g(—x).

The conditions|d) (for deterministic stopping times), )} [)]can be found in Sato [9, Chap-
ter 25]; [b)|is due to Siebert [14] and variants of [g)} [b)] appear first in Hulanicki [3]; their
proofs are cast in the language of probability on (Lie) groups. The streamlined proofs given
in this paper are new.

Some of our arguments carry over to Lévy-type processes whose generators have bounded
coefficients (see [[I, p. 55] for the notation); in particular|e)=ia)|(using the alternative proof

below) =b)=lc)=ld) becomes

sup f gy)v(x,dy) < oo = sup E*[g(X, — x)] < o0
x€R4 J|y|>1 xeRd
= sup E*[supg(X, — x)] < o0
x€R4 s<t
= {8(X, — X)}oer o< is unif. integrable
= sup EY[g(X, —x)] < oo,

ceT, o<t

while [d)=ie)| only yields inf  cgrs S '2(¥) v(x,dy) < oo, and an additional condition of the
type sup cga Jiy o1 g)v(x,dy) < Cinf,cpa f|y|21 g(y) v(x,dy)is needed to get equivalences;
this is partly worked out in [6].

In order to prove this theorem, we need a few preparations.

Lemma 5. Let g be a locally bounded submultiplicative function. If (X, ), is a Lévy process,
then

E

supg(Xs)] =xr < oo implies I

s<T

sup g(Xs)] <x;(1+4cxp) < 0

s<2T

and

E[g(X,)] < oo forsomet >0 implies IE[g(X,)] < oo forallt > 0.

Proof. 1° We have

E <E|supgXy)|+E

s<T

sup g(X;)

s<2T

sup g(XS)] =xr+ E

T<s<2T s<T

sup g(Xs+T)] .
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Since g is submultiplicative, we see g(X.,r) < cgX iy — Xr)g(Xy); moreover, X; and
Xy — X1)s0 ~ (X)»0 are independent and so

< cE |sup g(Xsr — X7)

s<T

I£ [sup g(X4r) I [g(X7)]

s<T

< ¢B | sup g(x,)

s<T

E[gX;)] < cxa.

2° Let t, > 0 such that E[g(X, )] < co. Using the Markov property we see that for any
s < t,

B [606,)] = B8, ~ X, +X)] = [ B[ + 9] PX, € )
Rd
Thus, there is some y such that E [g(X + ¥)] < oo, and we conclude from the submulti-
plicative property that E [g(X,)] < cg(—y)E [g(X; + y)] < oo for all s < ¢,. As before, we
can now show that E [g(thO)] < oo and, by iteration, we see that £ [g(X,)] < oo for all
t>0. O

Lemma 6. Let g be a locally bounded submultiplicative function and denote by g° its reg-
ularization with a Friedrichs mollifier. If A is the generator of a Lévy process given by (2),
then

|Ag€<x>|sc€(|b|w+|cz|fl+ f (1A Iy2) v(dy) + sup g(y) + f g(y)v(dy))g<x>.
ly|>1

Yy#0 ly|<1

Note that the constant C, appearing in Lemmal/6is, in general, unbounded as € — 0.

Proof. Without loss of generality we can assume that g > 1. Otherwise we use g + 1 instead
of g and observe that A(g + 1)° = A(g° + 1) = Ag®. Asin @) wewrite A =L +J + K.
Observe that [0%g*(x)| < ¢, .g(x) holds for every multi-index o € ]Ng. This follows from

|09g(x)| = |(0%j) * g(x)| < f |0%j:(»)| g(x —y)dy < cg(x)supg(y) | |0%j.(¥)| dy.

lyl<e

We can now estimate the three parts of A separately. For the local part we use the above
estimate with |a| = 1 and |a| = 2:

d d
1
1g°| (x) < (2 Ibilec +5 2, |qik|c€,i,k> - 8(0) < c. (Ibler + Q1) - ).
i=1

i,k=1

The large-jump part is estimated using |a| = 0 and the submultiplicativity of g:

(g(x)gy) + gx)v(dy) = c. f (&) + Dv(dy) - g(x).

[y[=1

|Kge(x)| < Cef

[y[=1

(?)We may replace this by the (strong) Markov property if SUP),cd SUPs < EY[g(Xs; — ¥)] < oo. For Lévy
processes the first supremum is always trivial.
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Using Taylor’s formula with integral remainder term we can rewrite the part containing
the small jumps and we see that

d 1
Vg =D, f f 0;0kg°(x + ty)yyi(1 — t) dt v(dy).
i,k=1Y0<|y|<1 Y0
d 1
<o Y e [ [ strmiida-ndidy)
i k=1 0<|yl<1 Y0
d 1
<o Y [ [ etibinda-ndia g
i,k=1 0<|y|<1 Y0
< cesup g(y) lyI? v(dy) - g(x).
[yI<1 o<|y|<1
If we combine these three estimates, the claim follows. O
Proof of Theorem[3] We show |a)={b)= a) and [ODER)C) Through-

out the proof we will assume thatg > 1and g € CZ(IRd) Otherw1se we could replace g by
its Friedrichs regularization g¢, see Lemmal[2 and g + 1, resp., g° + 1.

1° ) => If E[g(X,)] is finite for some ¢t > 0, then Lemma [5shows that E[g(X,)] is
finite for all ¢ > 0. For a, b > 0 we define a stopping time

o =0, :=inf{s| g(X,) > cg(0)e**t}
and observe that we can use the subadditivity of g to get

P (g(X,) > e*) > P (g(X,) > e, g(X,) > cg(0)e**’, o <)
> P (g(X, — X,) < g(0)eb, g(X,) > cg(0)e™*?, o <1).

The strong Markov property yields (for all t < T, T will be determined in the following
step)

P (g(X,) >e%) > f P (g(—X,_o0)) < g(0)e”) P(dw)

o<t

> Hg P (g(—X,) < g(O)eb) -Ploc<Lt)

1
> 5P (sup,_, 8(X;) > cg(0)e*?).

In the last estimate we use that {sups < g(X,) > cg(O)e‘”b} C {o < t}. The factor - comes

from the fact that g is locally bounded and lim,_,, P(|X,| > €) = 0 (continuity in probabll-
ity), which shows that there is some 0 < T' < ¢, such that

P (g(—X,) < g(0)eb) > % forallt <T.
This proves that for ¢’ := cg(0)e?

P (SuPng g(X,) > et7) < 2P(g(X;) > e%).

(®)A direct proof of[e)=fa)is given in the next section.
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We can now use the layer-cake formula to see that

IE | sup g(X;)

s<T

=1 +f P (sup,_, g(X;) > y) dy
1
=1+ er P (SuPng g(X,) > e’e?) e*da
-y

0 <3
<1 +e7f e?da + 2e7/ P (g(X;) > e*)e%da
-y 0
<e’+2eE[g(X;)].
Using Lemma[5we see that I [supsSnT g(X,)] < oo foralln € N, i.e.[p) holds for all ¢ > 0.

2° [b)|= [c)} If sup,_, g(X;) is integrable for some ¢ > 0, then it is integrable for all ¢ > 0,
cf. Lemmal[3 For fixed t > 0, let 0 € J be a stopping time with o < ¢, then

g(X,) <supg(X,) € L'(P).

r<t

Consequently, the family {g(X,)},cs o< is dominated by the integrable random variable
sup,, g(X,); hence, it is uniformly integrable.

3° [c))= |d)} This is immediate from the fact uniform integrability implies boundedness
inL'.

4° [d)|= [e)l We rearrange (7)) and insert it into (6]) to get

/ (L +JD)g(Xy) ds]
[0,tATR)

=g +E f f (&xr(X, +y) — g(X,)) v(dy) ds]
| J[0,iATR) Y]y|21

E[(gxp)Xin)] — E

=g(0)+IE f f gxr(X; +y)v(dy) ds] vyl >21)-E
| J[0,tATR) Y]y|>1

f g(Xy) dS] .
[0,tATR)

Now we use Lemmal@l for the Lévy generator L + J and the estimates

E

f g(Xs)ds]s f E[g(X,)]ds < ¢ sup E [g(X,)]
[0,tATR) [0,6)

s<t

and

E[(gxp)Xine)] < E[gXip,)| < sup E[g(X,)].

ceT, o<t

Because of our assumption |d)} there is a constant C,, not depending on R, such that

C2E f f gxr(X; +y)v(dy)ds|.
[0,tATR) Yy|>1
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Letting R — oo, Fatou’s lemma and yet another application of submultiplicativity yield
/ / 8(X; +y)v(dy)ds
[0,0) Yly|x1 |

1 g() ]
>—F dy)d
K U[)fu g—x) "

1 dP ds
> = . dy).
> ijwse 2(—X) |y|21g(y)V( y)

Since g is locally bounded and s — X; is cadlag, [) follows.

5° [) = [g)} Let ¢ € CX(R?). The reflection P(x) := ¢(—x) is again in CX(RY) and
thus ||[A*¢||, < oo by the representation of A* as an integro-differential operator (2) and
Taylor’s formula. Choose R > 0 such that supp ¢ is contained in the ball Bz(0), then

C,>E

(A*@)(—x) = ¢(x —y)v(dy), |x]=2R.
V#0

Since g is bounded on compact sets, it follows that

fg(x>|(A*$>(x>|dx=( f " f )g<x>|(A*$>(x>|dx
R4 |x|<2R |x|>2R

< [By(0)] sup g(x)||A"||. +f f g(0)[¢(x — y)| v(dy) dx.
|x|>2R Yy#0

[x|<2R

It remains to show that the integral expression on the right-hand side is finite. By Tonelli’s
theorem and a change of variables (z = x — ),

I :=f f g(x)|p(x — y)| v(dy) dx =ff1|Z+Y|>2R]l|z|§R|¢(Z)|g(Z+y)dZ'V(dy),
[x[>2R Yy#0

where we use that supp¢ C Bg(0). The elementary estimate 1ztys2rl 1<k < 155 and
the submultiplicativity of g now yield

19( f |¢<z>|g(z)dz)< f g(y)v(dy>)<oo;
|z|<R [¥I=R

the integrals are finite because of|e) and the local boundedness of g, ¢.

6° [g)= [ Trivial.

7° [h)]= [a)} This part of the proof draws from a work by Hulanicki [3]]. Take ¢ € CZ(R4)
non-negative such that ¢ # 0 and A*¢ € L'(IR%, g). Let us first assume that g is bounded.
Set

h(t) := | (Pi)(—x)g(x)dx, 20,
Rd
where (P,u)(x) = E[u(x + X,)] is the semigroup. We want to show that |h'(t)| < Ch(t) for

some constant C > 0. An application of Tonelli’s theorem and a change of variables yield

|PAp(—x)|g(x)dx <

Rd

|(AP)(=»)| gy + X,) dy]

Rd

<cE[gX)] | 1(A*))Ig(y)dy < oo;

Rd
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the latter integral is finite because A*¢ € L'(R%, g) and g is bounded. Moreover, Dynkin’s
formula (@) entails that %Ptqb = P,A¢. Consequently, we can use the differentiation lemma
for parameter-dependent integrals, cf. [7, Proposition A.1], to obtain

WO = [ SE@-ngmdr = | @ap-2g00 dx
R4 R4
and, by the above estimate,

(D] < B [gCX)] f (A" dy.

R4

The submultiplicativity of g gives

( ¢(x> ) o) <o f (g — x) dx = c($ * )
R 8 R4

forally € RY,i.e

(10) gy) < (@ * 91);
|I¢|IL1<Rd1/g>
note that
1B llrcrose = "f ; dx € (0, 00)

because g > 1 is locally bounded and ¢ > 0 on a set of positive Lebesgue measure. Using
Q) for y = X,, we get

W] < CE[(¢ * 9)(X)] = C f E[$(X, — x)lg() dx = Ch().
Rd

Hence, by Gronwall’s lemma,
h(t) < h(0)e*, t>0,
for some constant o > 0. Invoking once more (10}, we conclude that
Elg(X)] < ¢El($ * )(X,)] = ¢'h(t) < ¢'h(0)e™.

So far, we assumed that g is bounded. For unbounded g, we replace g by min{g, n} - which
is again submultiplicative - in the above estimates and find that

E[min{g(X,), n}] < c"e*

for some constant ¢” > 0 not depending on n € IN. Thus, by Fatou’s lemma, E[g(X,)] <
"ex forallt > 0.

8° [O)=[) Let f € L'(RY, g). We see that

f P FCO g0odx < B| [ 17 Gc— X)) g(x — X, + X,)dx
R4 Rd

< cE[gXDN I f 1]z ra,g)

which shows that P¥ : L'(R%, g) — L'(R% g) is continuous. Let ¢ € C.(R%) and assume
that supp ¢ is contained in some ball B;(0) with radius R > 0. We show that P;¢ — ¢ in
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LY (R4, g) ast — 0. Since ¢ is uniformly continuous, we can pick € = ¢(5) > 0 in such a
way that |¢(x + y) — $(x)| < n for all x. Thus,

|P{p(x) — ¢(x0)[ g(x)dx < E

190 — X, — 6] g(x)dx]

R4 R4

- E f 10 = X)) — SOOI L e (XN | + f E[|¢Cx — X,) — 300/ x oo g00)dx
Bg4c(0) R4

< |Bg4(0)] | TUI? g(xX) -0+ PUX,| = Pl meg + ¢ E[8X) x 5¢] [18]11(rag)-

Since (g(X,)),<; is uniformly integrable, X, — 0 in probability, and » > 0 is arbitrary, we
obtain that ||P}¢ — ¢|| g g — 0ast — 0. Using that C,(R?) is a dense subset of L'(R, g),
we conclude that (P}),s, is a strongly continuous operator semigroup on L'(R¢Y, g).

9° N> [a)l Let ¢ € C.(RY) n L}(RY, g) such that ¢ > 0 and ¢ = 1 on B;(0). Using g > 1
and the submultiplicative property of g, we see that

IP{®llLirag = E

(8(x + X,))p(x)dx
Rd

1 d(x)dx
_E ‘ ;
> LEg0x,) fR o

this implies that E [g(X,)] < . t

The proof of Theorem [3 contains the following moment result for Lévy processes with
bounded jumps. Alternate proofs can be found in Sato [9, Theorem 25.3, p. 159] or [55,
Lemma 8.2]. If we use in Step 3° the submultiplicative function g(x) := ef*l, § > 0,
x € RY, we get the following corollary.

Corollary 7. Let Y = (Y,),»o be a Lévy process whose jumps are uniformly bounded. Then' Y
has exponential moments, i.e. E [efV!!] < oo forall B > 0and t > 0.

If Y has a non-degenerate jump part, then moments of the type It [e#¥/"*] do not exist,
cf. [2, Theorem 3.3(c)].

2. DOOB’S CONDITION ([DI) FOR LEVY PROCESSES

Let Y be a stochastic process and J be the family of all stopping times with respect to
the natural filtration of Y. Recall that Y satisfies the condition (DL)) if for each fixed t > 0
the family (Y,,,),c is uniformly integrable, i.e. if

(DL) Vi>0 : lim supf [Yino Ly, sr AP = 0.
R—c0 geg
It is well known, cf. 8, Proposition IV.1.7, p. 124], that a local martingale is a martingale if,
and only if, it is of class DL.
As a direct consequence of Theorem [3] we get the following characterization of the con-
dition (DLJ) for functions of a Lévy process.

Theorem 8. Let X = (X,),», be a Lévy process with triplet (b, Q,v) and g a locally bounded
submultiplicative function. The following assertions are equivalent.

a) The process (8(X,));> satisfies the condition (DL);

b) E[g(X,)] is finite for some t > 0;

©) Jiy21 8 v(dy) < co.
Corollary 9. Let X be a Lévy process and f : R* — R such that | f(x)| < g(x) for some

locally bounded submultiplicative function g. If £ [g(X,)] < oo and if (f(X;)):>o is a local
martingale, then (f(X,));so is a martingale.
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Proof. Theorem [§]shows that (g(X,));o, hence (f(X,));>, enjoys the property (DL); there-
fore the local martingale (f(X,)),>, is already a proper martingale. O

The setting of Corollary[lis quite natural if one thinks of Itd’s formula or the expression
(@) appearing in the discussion of Dynkin’s formula: If A is the (pointwise extension to C?
of the) generator of X, and if Af = 0, then f(X,) is, by Itd’s formula, a local martingale.
Corollary[@thus gives a condition when this local martingale is a true martingale.

A direct proof that Theorem 8lc)| entails b)l Sometimes it is useful to have a direct
proof that existence of the moments of the Lévy measure give generalized moments for
the process. The approach below gives a method using standard ‘household’ techniques
from any course on Markov processes, notably Dynkin’s formula and Gronwall’s inequality;
therefore it applies to more general (strong) Markov processes.

Alternative proof for Theorem resp. Theorem In view of Lemmal2lwe may
replace g by its regularization g°. Combining Dynkin’s inequality (Lemma [I]) and the esti-
mate from Lemma [6]shows
f g(Xy) dSI :
[0,tAC)

The constant C depends on ¢, the triplet (b, Q,v) and on f|y|21 gy)v(dy), see Lemmalal If
we replace o by o A 7 with 7z = inf{s > 0| |X;| > R} and set x; := SUp, i<z g(y), then we
get

E [g°(X,00)] < g°(0) + C22"E

E (X inone,) A Kg] < g9(0) + C2'E

/ 8(X) A xg dS]
[0,tACATR)

< g9(0) + Cb0” f E [§(Xpone.) A e] ds.

[0,)

We may now appeal to Gronwall’s lemma and find
B [8°(Xopone,) A g < g5(0)e!es”

and an application of Fatou’s lemma on the left-hand side proves F [g°(X,,,)] < oo, and b)|
follows, if we take o = t. O

3. MARTINGALE METHODS FOR LEVY PROCESSES

Let us give a further application of Theorem [3[to the recurrence/transience behaviour of
Lévy processes. As a warm-up and in order to illustrate the method, we begin with a very
short proof for the characterization of infinitely divisible random variables taking values
in a lattice; the result as such is, of course, well-known (Sato [9, Section 24]). Recall that a
random variable Y is infinitely divisible if, and only if, there is a Lévy process (X,),>, such
that Y ~ Xj.

Theorem 10. Let (X,),, be a one-dimensional Lévy process with characteristic exponent
and triplet (b, Q, v), see (1). The following assertions are equivalent (for fixed 3 # 0)

a) P(B) = ia for some a € R..

b) |E [eiﬁXf” = 1 for some, hence for all, t > 0.

c) X, +y takesvalues in the lattice 23~ 7 for some t, > 0.

d) X, + af~'t takes values in the lattice 23~ Z for some a € R and all t > 0.

e) suppy C 27 'ZandQ =0and b = —af~' +27p7! Z|k|<ﬁ(2ﬂ)—1 kv({2mB1k}).
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Remark 11. Our proof shows that there is also a connection between y and « in Theorem
T0[c)and[d)} If we use t = t, in[d) it holds that y € af~'t, + 273~ Z.

Proof. [@)=b) This follows from F [e*] = e=¥® for any ¢ > 0.

b=lc)] We fix t, > 0 such that |]E [eiﬁxto” = 1 and apply Lemma[I2to X = X, . This
shows that there exists some y € R such that X is supported in 278717 — y.

cp{d) Letty > Obeasin)and ¢t > 0, t # t,. We see that E [eXi] = (e7¥®)/bo, As
le=%¥®)| = 1, we know that ¢(8) € iR. Lemma[@2lshows that X, is supported in 27377 +
itp(B)B! for every t > 0.

Lett > 0. A direct calculation shows that

E [ei,@X[] — Z ei2ﬂk_im]P(Xt — 277:6—1]c _ Ofﬁ_lt) — e—ioct.
keZ

On the other hand, infinite divisibility entails

e7id = E[efX] = e ¥® forall ¢ > 0.
This is only possible if () = ia. Comparing this with the Lévy—Khintchine formula (),
we infer that b = —aff~ + 278! Z|k|<5(2ﬂ)71 kv({278~'k}), Q = 0 and suppv C 27~ Z.
e)=fa)l This follows from the Lévy-Khintchine formula (). O

The key step in the proof of Theorem [10is the following lemma which is of independent
interest.

Lemma 12. Let X bea real randomvariable. If there exists f € R\{0} such that It [e!*¥] = &
for some 6 € R, then the distribution of X is supported on 27~'7 + f16.

Proof. Without loss of generality we may assume that § = 1, i.e. |]E [eiX]| =lorE[e*9] =
1 for some 6 € [0,27). Let (X;);en be iid copies of the random variable X and define for
everyn € N

1 F o1+ cos(X, —6)
Y, =5 Eu +cos(X, —6) =[] .

2
k=1
Set #, :=o0(Xj,... ,X,) and note that (Y,),cn is adapted to this filtration. We see that
=14 cos(X, —9) 1+ E[cos(X, —0)]
E[Yn | ?n—l] =E H 2 £ I ?n—l = Yn—l 2 = Yn—la

k=1
s0 (Y,),en is a discrete-time martingale. As0 <Y, <1and EY, = 1, we conclude that Y,
converges to 1 in L' and a.s. asn — oo. Thus, Y, = E[1|F,] = 1 a.s., which implies that
X — 0 takes only values in the lattice 277Z. U

Assume now that (X,),., is a Lévy process with which admits an exponential moment
of the form |E [eﬁxt] < oo for some 3 # 0. By Theorem [3] f|y|zl e?v(dy) < oo, and it is
easy to see from the Lévy-Khintchine formula (1) that the exponent 3 has a continuous
continuation to all complex numbers & + iy € C with £ € R and 7 between 0 and 5. In

particular,

E [eﬁxt] — e—t¢(—iﬁ)’ t >0,
which shows that the sets {8 € R | E[efX] = 1}, {B e R |Vt >0 : E[efX] =1}and {8 €
R | ¥(—iB) = 0} coincide.

Theorem 13. Let (X,),s be a one-dimensional Lévy processand A :={£ € R | E [e?*] = 1}.
If B € A\ {0}, then X, is transient.
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Proof. Define Y, = efX:, with B € A \ {0}. With a similar argument as in the proof of
Lemma [I2]we see that Y, is a martingale. Since ¢ — e is positive and right-continuous,
the martingale convergence theorem shows that lim,_, Y, = Y a.s. for some a.s. finite
random variable Y. As 8X, is again a Lévy process, we see that e’X: can only converge if
BX, - —oo ast — o0; thus, X, cannot be recurrent. O

It is clear that Theorem [I3]still holds for a d-dimensional Lévy process if we interpret
£X, and X, as scalar products with £, 3 € R®. By Cauchy’s inequality, |8 - X,|/|8] < |X,I,
and so lim,_,, |X,| = o0, i.e. (X,),»¢ is transient if § - X is transient.
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