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1 F

AU, ILIRRHR S (RA S A5 LT ) L OERRTH 20X [1] 5%
LB, Fv=v 7 ax b EHEa A k& B/MES 28085 % 2 2 ER RS2 5> .

BANZIEE T, Levy BRE X = {X, 1t >0} 252 5. Zidd 2B EOHIEHE OFF
EEAZRT. ZNONL, BEREE I ={RT :t >0} 2L o7z 95. ZITR]
It £ CORGOFEMARERT. Z0 L SHIEHRORM ¢ 128 %8G OTERE R
B2 U7 =X, + R &%, EG[Kq > 0, EHEEFRHIPPD I A M2RIELRE [, 7EH
WACPPDZAAN VI —RECERELZLE WiKr 2L 572 ED A MO
{[EAES

E, [/ e F(UT)dt + C/ eqthf}
0 [0,00)

TRIND. RIFZETIEZ DA% F/MET BRI % RD 72\,

EDBRO % Fi7z 720 Lévy #FEXR A DO %2 Fi7z 72\ Lévy #@fE 2 W2 7r — A2 B 1)
2 FEE R R B S B a5, (2], [1, [11), [4], [3], [8] EDATHIENEET . — 17,
G [7) TIRE L ADOMANZ RO 2 £S5 5 Lévy k2 W2 7r — A 2%\, 5 barrier
strategy DBEMEZER U772, ZHIXIE L EOMANZB O 2 KD 5 % Lévy AR U kI
DEREMEZERUTZAOFRLE VR D.

A (7] TRV 7 MEE R WS Poisson @FE & BR < Lévy #2126 L, ¥REg O
EEEZR U, AREETIERY 7 MHZF72 700 # A Poisson 21259 % barrier
strategy DE#M: %, [7, Theorem 4.1] DFFHZ ZHIZ LD DmR L2\,

2 #EfF

X = {X;: t >0} iZHERER (O, F,P) EIZEHRIND Lévy #fE L §5. Ez iTxtL,
FERAEP, 12 2HRTEXDEAZRTEDL TS, HEDED, PP, 2RTED
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£9%. MER[EP, (resp. P) IZDOWTOHFHEIL, E, (resp. E) TERTHDE T 5. Lévy
HRE X I T OREZRM T & T 5:

RE 2.1. (1) X ORMEREET(OXD
e W) = E[ei/\x’] , AeRt>0,
%7z 3R ) IZIR O & RO
T(\) :/ (1 —e™)I(dz), NER.
R\{0}
772U, Lévy I ITITR\{0} LOMETH D, II(R\{0}) < co 27z .
(i) HDEHO > 0 DFEEL T, X O Lévy #fllJE T 1 fR\{O} P 11(dz) < co %7

F,F={F:t>0 XX IZLoTEBRINIBRR 74V L —Yarve L, X
DbeRIZHLT, 7, =inf{t >0: X, <b} £T 2.

BEABOWEZZEZ5Z8I2ED, bA s BEDILDE E, Pras. T
lsiigm'};s =7, (2.1)

WD DZ EDhrd.
EHDY ZRDEDITEFET S:

DX—{ R:E[ e tzyd} 0}.
ye /0 (Xi=y}dt| #

ZDEE DY FEANALREETHS. e RICHLTEAED, &

DY ={yeR:y—z € D}

D;( —{yGRZEI |:/ l{thy}dt:| 7&0}
0
NS AIRVASH

JAMEKf RS REERFAOIARN VT —RNC c RIFLUTOIRERTEZTH
DET5.

Y55,

RE 2.2. (1) B3 IXMBEBTHS. LoT, fIER LTEMS L 8L OLEMS f %
Fo.
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(ii) B f 1% “polynomial growth in the tail” TH 5. DE D, HDEB ki, ko € (0,00),
N e NDFEL T,

1f(2)] < by + kolz|, z€R, (2.2)

(iil) fi(=o0) < =Cq < fl(o0) &H7cd. I T, fl(—o0) = lim,, o f}(z) € [~00,00),
f+(OO) limg, o f+( ) € (—00,00] THD.

Df ={yeR: fily) # [ ()}
9%, DI dmcaNingEaTths 61, 54D %
D={zeR:DXnD/#£0}
95, ROMEIMFOND.
B 2.3 £AD W, G NALRELATHS.

FEHHIZ DWW T, Appendix A 2 i X,

3 THEERIERE

FHIEEg>095. BlEr 2E o7z SOEEMAREZRIMERENEZ R™ = {R] :
t>01 9% DFD B &L o/ EORHE L > 0BT SIEFERI

TRIND. AL, R F-EE, A, Ak, R =0, 5LV

E. [/00 e | f(UF)|dt +/ eqthf} <oo, z€R
0 [0,00)
Zlh7zSHG T DA LTS, Mg T e AITH LT

ve(z) = E, {/ e f(UNdt + C eqthf}
0 [0,00)
& L7z,

U (X)) = 71161}; Un () (3.1)

Zlii7= 3 € ARDIZV. TD XKD Lot ITRBEEE L FIEND.
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3.2 Barrier strategy

FEEOITH L, gt e A RO E2T-THDET 5:
RY =(b—X,)VO0, t>0.

ZDEE, M 7 13ME b TD barrier strategy ZIEIXNS.

BE 3L FEO IR, 7t e ADL Y LD,
Z OMIEDFEIX, [7, Appendix A.2] Tirb Nz L A TH 5.
REETILdD D barrier strategy H° (3.1) 2723 EMIETH S Z L 2 RT.
4 FEfER
TR BIRDODATERT 5
b = inf{Eb UOOO e‘qtf;(U{rb)dt} +C> o} .

REL, OMENESNG 72, b* BERTETHS 2 LITEELTHL
ﬁ%44.£ﬁmmuxﬂﬁE4ﬁ”anqwﬂ

d4<mﬁﬁbﬁa

Z DAIEDFEINIZ, [7, Appendix A 4] L [AERTH 2. BEE f OiMED o, fL IZEFHEL 0
T%D,@ﬁb%E%ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬂwﬁﬁ}%%ﬁ%ﬂ?%%.iof
fi(=00)

. < b
) blillroloEb |;/01 € qtf-ls-(Ut )dt:| = T?

I

MEOND -0, KE 2.2 (iil) LADETY e RAFLNS.
FH2ETHAB LAERED T T, ROEMREMEFOND.

T 4.2. fH b* TD barrier strategy 7 X EOH¥EIETH 5.

5 TEIE 4.2 DiFEA

EHL 4.2 OFEIAIL, [7, Theorem 4.1] DFEH L IFIEFE D SRV, DURKRD HARH 5720,
ZD &S R EFNCEE U CEEHZ ED T WL,
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5.1 (&b OFBEMHE

Z Z T4 T D barrier strategy IZBWT 7 DRETH D Z &, VAN,

v () = llél]g ve(z), z€R (5.1)

LD RMER L.

R 5.1. Fax 2EET S, B — vp(x) IFTHEHTHD. 51T, b4 %22 beR
W2 LT,

lim Vgt (T) — U () _E,

e + OB

/ e LUt

-F, {e“”b_} (Eb UOO e‘qtfi(Ut"b)dt] + O)
0
A VASH

FHRE 5,11, (2.1) WS Z & T, [7, Lemma 3.4] & AROH#ZTWRT ZEMNTE
5. IIh, b B[ e—qtf;(Uﬂb)dt] + O ORIRIZIEE S L, b O BB T
ELZ BT ELPEE S, I, [7, Theorem 3.1] DFFH L MO EITH 2 &
T, (5.1) BRESN5.

5.2 Verification
ZDETIE, B 42 DFEHEIT D . fEFHE L & (2.2) 272 9 E#REH ¢ 123 LT,
Lo = [ (glo+2) - gle)Nldz), xR
R\{0}

2T5. BB (22) BT 2 2 LIGE 21 (i) 105, CIRERIES S L HbD5. ¥
7z, C o, BIROEM %723 DD R LOBEBOES (9,9) PO EAL T 5.

poly
(1) glF (2.2) &7z 3 @RI TH 5.
(ii) ¢ IFEFRIN R TTRIBER CTH 5.

(ili) v <y 2729 EH 2,y I LT, gy = [Vg'(2)dz DD LD,

IR DML, “verification lemma” X IFXNEEDTH 5.
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BB 5.2. “OOBBOES (9.9) € O, B, ROZDODZMELT LT 5:

Lg(r) —qg(x) + f(z) >0, z€R,
Jx)+C >0, z€R. (5.3)

DL E, reRIZHNUT, g(z) < infreqve(x) DD LD,

Z DHIEDZEIIL, [7, Proposition 4.1) DFEIH & IZE A EE DL SR\ 2DEMKT 5. (72
72U, [7, Proposition 4.1] DFEIHT [9, Theorem 11.31, 11.32] & A\ 7= & Cl, [9, Theorem
IV.70] 2 LR L2 D& HWS.) #idE 5.2 X0, BI% v DY Lebesgue JIEIZH LT
BT B R TWT (vpe,vl,.) € O %72 L, 512 (5.2) & (5.3) 2l L %

poly

REITEH 4.2 DFEHIRSE T Lc 2 WA 5.
EPEE . DEET S LR
R 5.3. T 2EET L. BMlvy IR ETHEETH D, ZOEMD v, 1

U;rb,+ (I) =E,

/ e (X,)dt
0

~ CE, [e—%’ } . rER,
LELZENTES.
Z O#EX, [7, Lemma 3.5 (i)] DFEH & FISROFRGR CREIHT 2 2 L P TE 5.

WORBTIE, [7) THOWEZIE L B35 505 5.

8 5.4. B v 13 Lebesgue JIIEIZX U TIROEE o, &2 FFD:

Ve () = By { / ) et LU Y|,z eR. (5.4)
0
272U, B e (0,1 iR LD,
o) =Q-)fiy) +ef(y), yeR,
L35,

Proof. [7, Appendix A.5] @ (A.5) £ COFHE RO HEIZ KD, HDFH e € [0,1] B
FELT,

E- Um et (U )dt| = —C (5.5)

0
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MWD SEDZ &b hd. &

!
(%

7Tb,f,_s_(z) =E,

—F,

DENEHE 54 LD, 2 e RIZHLT,

/ e (X,)dt
0

/ Ut (X,)dt
0

+E, [e—Qﬂ Ey- { / e L (UF )dt}
0
| eqtfé*(UZrb*)dt]

b

+E,

WD 0. ¥, 2 ¢ DICR LT,

E, / et (X,)dt
0

N DAY

_Ez

/OTM e Ul (Xt)dt]

= Y (L) - @)K,

yeDINDX

=0

=
/0 eqtl{xt—y}dt]

Ve (@) = E, { /O et (U )dt} (5.

MY LD,

B, | DERRIITH D 2
inf{t >0: XY <a} tHELIZ 21T

YERT. yaeREL>0IZHL, XY = X, +y, 7
+5. %7, RV = —mfseoﬂ{(x(w —b*)/\O

UY = X 4 RW*Y ¢ <. [7, Lemma 3.5] DFFMID (3.20) £ T & AMOHRETS 2

ko, U U e > 012

DWTHFFIADTH D,

X7 =0, telo.n?),

X(r+6) Ut(rJrE)’ te [O T(T+E>)7

Ut(z""e) o

U™ el0,g), telo,r)

Ut o =0, t>1E,

Ve (T +€) =V (2)

—E, [/Tb* et (f (U(z+s)) I (Ut(z))> dt]

e (FLUE) = JLU) dt}

6)

g



MY LD. BEROANEXNL, fL BBEFABNTHLZ L, fL > fL. oo s, fli#
53 X B v FHESTHDZ RO, TOAMMITEFANTH L Z L0 >
72728, [5, Theorem 6.4] & 0, B v XM TH 2 Z &30 HA 5. [10, Proposition
A3.1,A3.2 25 (FEL I, [6, Lemma 4.1] DFEIH & FRk D& E 4T 5 ), BIEK Ve 73R
B v D Lebesgue JIIE IR 2HE LD 2 L hbh b, -4 2.3 L0, B Ve
FHIEEAE WL 25 (56) DLDITHEITH70, (5.4) HBEE v D Lebesgue HllE 12
KT BEELRDLI DN, O

Ba% o, IEEFARIIAR DT, (5.5) L ADET,

Vo (x) > lim 04 (y) = Epe [/ e’qtfé*(Ufb*)dt =-C, zeR, (5.7)
Y—>—00 0
"EoN5.
BB 5.5. (v, v),0) € Ol B ST,

Proof. 7, Appendix A.3] L [HBRDFEFHIZ K D, v £ (2.2) 22T 2 EDDN 5. I,
W 53,54 &0, (v, v),.) € O BESNG. O

poly
HE 5.6. (ROXDIELD LD

Lo (x) — qus () + f(z) >0, xR

Z OMIBEOFEHIX, [7, Lemma 4.2, 4.3]) DFFH L FTH 5.
HifH 5.2,5.5, 5.6 BLU (5.7) &b, TH 42D FEELFEND.

A fHRE 2.3 DA

FE P DEND £D&hi-3Ldsd Z0OLE Hdye DXL ze DIDBFELT,
y+rz=zMEOILD. DFD,
Dc U {reR:y+a=D'}
yeDX

(EBEIE =" TH D) LREDD, DIFELNERESTH 5.
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