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Abstract

We study a space-time Brownian motion with drift B(t) = (to + ¢, yo + W (¢) + ~t) killed at the
moving boundary of the cone {(¢,z) : 0 < x < t}. This article determines the parabolic Martin
boundary and all harmonic functions associated with this process. To that end, the asymptotics
of Green’s functions are determined along all directions. We also find the exit probabilities at the
edges, the probability of remaining in the cone forever and the laws of the exit point and exit time.
From this, we derive an explicit formula for the transition kernel of the process. These results arise
from two different methods initially introduced to study random walks. An analytical approach,
developed in the 1970s by Malyshev and based on the steepest descent method on a Riemann
surface, is used to determine the asymptotics of the Green’s functions. A recursive compensation
approach, inspired by the method developed in the 1990s by Adan, Wessels and Zijm, is used to
determine the harmonic functions.

1 Introduction

Main process and overview of the results Let W(t) be a standard Brownian motion,
v € (0,1) a drift, (t9,yo) a starting point such that 0 < ¢y < yo. We define the space-time Brownian
motion by

B(t) := (to + t,yo + W(t) +11). (1)

Let the cone
C:={(ty :0<y<t} (2)

which defines a two-sided moving boundary, and T the first exit time of the cone
T:=inf{t >0: B(t) ¢ C}. (3)
We also define the exit times on each edge of the cone
Ty :=inf{t > 0: B(t) = (to+t,to+t), t >0} and T :=inf{t >0: B(t) = (to+t,0), t > 0} (4)

and we have T'= T A Ts.
The purpose of the present work is to determine the parabolic Martin boundary associated with
the space-time Brownian motion killed at the boundary of the cone C' (Theorem 10). This result
derives from the asymptotics of Green’s functions (Theorem 4). An explicit expression is given for
all the associated harmonic functions (Theorem 13), that is the positive functions u satisfying
(82 + 40y + Op)u(t,y) =0 for all (t,y) € C, 5)

u(t,y) =0 for all (t,y) € 0C.

We find the persistence probability P*(T" = oo) (Proposition 9) and the probabilities of exit on
an edge P*(Ty < T3) and P*(T> < Ti) (Proposition 15) for the process conditioned to drift in
the direction « via Doob’s h-transform. We also compute the laws of T, T}, T5 and of the law of
the exit point of the process B(T) when T < oo (Theorem 18). Finally, this gives a new original
approach to obtain the transition kernel of the process killed at time T (Corollary 20), which we
note

PGS oy (b 9y =Py ) (B(E) = (to +1,dy), T > t). (6)



Proof strategy and structure of the article Section 2 sets out some fundamental an-
alytical preliminaries for our study. For practical reasons we first transform via a simple linear
application, the space-time Brownian motion in the cone C' into a degenerate Brownian motion
in the quadrant Ri. Then, we find a kernel functional equation (Proposition 1) connecting the
Laplace transform of the Green’s functions of this new process and the Laplace transform of the
exit densities on the axes. Section 3 is devoted to the asymptotics of Green’s functions. In this sec-
tion, the key element of the proofs is the application of the steepest descent method on a Riemann
surface generated by the kernel. Section 4 gives a probabilist interpretation of all the harmonic
functions in the cone in terms of the persistence probabilities of some conditioned processes via
Doob’s h-transform. Then, the full Martin boundary is determined. Section 5 is based on a recur-
sive compensation approach used to determine explicit expressions for the harmonic functions. The
minimal Martin boundary is shown to be homeomorphic to a portion of a certain parabola defined
by the kernel. Persistence and exit probabilities are computed. Finally, Section 6 is dedicated to
the inversion of the Laplace transforms to obtain the law of the exit point and the transition kernel
of the process.

Related literature The literature on Brownian motion and moving boundaries is very rich,
from the 1960s to the present day. The study of the crossing probability of the boundary is at the
heart of many of these articles. The boundary can be one-sided or two-sided, depending on the
problems considered. We cannot claim to be exhaustive here and will simply cite a few articles
related to our problem. In a seminal paper published in 1960 [2], Anderson considers a Brownian
motion between two non-parallel straight lines and determines the probability of crossing one of
the two straight lines before the other for a finite or infinite time horizon. In 1964 [39], see [22, page
306-315] for an English version, Skorokhod founds the probability density of the escape location of
a Lévy process that does not cross two parallel straight lines, which provides the law of the process
killed at the boundary. In 1967 [38] Sheep considered for the first time in the continuous setting
a square-root boundary. This type of boundary will subsequently be the subject of numerous
studies [31]. In the 1970s until recently Novikov solved many interesting related issues [36, 37].

There are also links between moving boundary results and Brownian motion in Weil chambers
and reflection groups. For example, Biane, Bougerol, and O’Connell [4] studied the probability
that a Brownian motion with drift stays forever in a Weyl chamber, also called the persistence
probability. Recently, Defosseux [8] studied space-time Brownian motion in an affine Weyl chamber.
Some of the results of this last paper are found again in the present article using other methods.

Since the seminal work of Martin [34], many books [11] and articles have studied Brownian mo-
tion and random walks in cones, the asymptotics of their Green’s functions, their Martin boundary
and the associated harmonic functions. In the discrete setting, examples include the work of Maly-
shev, Kourkova et al. on the Martin boundary of random walks in a quarter plane [33, 29, 30, 28]
using a saddle point method on a Riemann surface generated by the kernel of a functional equation.
This powerful technique used in the present paper has recently been developed with success in the
continuous setting for reflected Brownian motion in wedges or half-planes [17, 18, 13].

In the higher dimensional case, the famous article of Ney and Spitzer [35] computes the asymp-
totics of the Green’s function of random walks with drift in Z¢ and shows that the Martin boundary
is homeomorphic to the unit sphere. Many other interesting articles by Ignatiouk et al. deals with
the Martin boundary of random walks in half-spaces and orthants [27, 26, 25]. Denisov and Wachtel
study the tail asymptotics for the exit time of a multidimensional random walk in a cone [9]. Duraj
et al. determine the asymptotic of the Green function for random walks without drift confined to
multidimensional convex cones [12]. Garbit and Raschel study the survival probability of multi-
dimensional random walks in pyramids [21]. We also mention the article of Hoang et al. on the
construction of harmonic functions in wedges using Boundary value problems [23].

In the continuous setting, several papers study Brownian motion in cones in higher dimensions
and we mention a few of them here. De Blassie determines the distributions of first exit times of
Brownian motion in cones and computes asymptotics [7]. Bafiuelos and Smits study the asymptotic
behavior of Brownian motion in cones and express their results with infinite series involving its
transition density [3]. Garbit and Raschel study the asymptotics of the tail distribution of the first
exit time of Brownian motion with drift for a large class of cones [20].

Finally, we mention the compensation approach developed by Adan, Wessels and Zijm [1] which
is an inspiration for this paper. The recent article of Hoang et al. [24] uses this method to compute
discrete harmonic functions in the quadrant. The paper of Ichiba et al. [19] also uses this approach
to compute the invariant measure of a degenerate competing three-particle system.



2 Analytical preliminaries

Killed degenerate Brownian motion in the quadrant A simple linear transformation
maps the space-time Brownian motion B() defined in (2) in the cone C onto a degenerate Brownian
motion with drift Z(¢) in the quadrant Ri. To that purpose, we define the linear transform ¢ by

Ut y) =t —y,y) and € H(z,y) = (z+y.y).
Thanks to ¢ we perform the change of variable
=ty +t=x+y.

We denote B(t) = (to + t,y0 + W(t) +~t) = (¢, Y (¢)) the coordinates of the space-time Brownian
motion. We define the drifted degenerate Brownian motion by

Z(t) = (X(),Y(t)) = €B(t))
= (to —yo — W(t) + (1 = )t,y0 + W(t) +7t)
=z0+ W(t) + put

where W(t) := (=W(t),W(t)) is a degenerate Brownian motion in R? of covariance matrix

(11 _11) and we denote p := (1—7,7) € Ri the positive drift and zg = (zo,%0) := (to— %o, Y0) €

]Rf_ the starting point.
We have ¢(C) = (R%)? where C is defined in (2). The stopping time 7' defined in (3) is equal

to
T =inf{t >0: Z(t) ¢ (R})*}.

It is the first exit time of the quadrant for the process Z(t). The stopping times on each of the
boundaries defined in (4) are equal to

Ty=inf{t >0: Z(t) € {0} xRy} and To=inf{t >0:Z(t) € R}y x {0}}

and we still have T'= T A T.

Figure 1: Space time Brownian motion in C' and degenerate Brownian motion in R%_
Green’s functions and exit densities For a set S C (R%)? we define the Green’s measure
of the process killed at the boundary by

G (S) = / P(Z(1) € S,t < T)dt.
0

Let us remark that for S C (R*)? we have P(Z(t) € S,t <T) =P(Z(t AT) € S). We assume that
this measure has a density denoted

G2 (2)dz = G, (d2).



Let us recall that in (6) we noted pft’ocyo)(t,y) the transition kernel of the space time Brownian

motion killed in the cone C. It is important to remark that, up to the following change of variables,
the Green’s function of the process Z killed at the boundary of the quadrant is equal to the
transition kernel of B the space time Brownian motion killed at the boundary of C :

pﬁf,yo)(t,y) = gz(2)  where 20 = (to — yo,%0) and z = (to + ¢ — y,y). (7)

One may consult the famous Doob’s book [11, Chap IX §17] which explains how Brownian Motion
transition kernel may be seen as Green functions. The exit measures on the boundaries are defined
for S C Ri by

AL (S) =P(Z(1h) € S, Ty <T2) = E(lz(1)eslrm<1),
AQ(S) = P(Z(Tz) (S S, Ty < Tl) = ]E(]]‘Z(TQ)ES]]‘T2<T1))

and the support of the measure A; (resp. Asg) lies on {0} x Ry (resp. R4 x {0}). We denote their
densities fi and f5 defined as follows

fi(y)dydp(de) := Ay (dx,dy), fa(z)dazde(dy) := Aax(dx,dy),

where Jp is the Dirac measure in 0. One may notice that (to +7T)1r<oo = (X(T) + Y (T))1lr<coo =
Y(Th)1r <1, + X (T2) 11, <7, and we deduce that the cumulative distribution function of T is equal
to Fr(t) :=P(T < t) = A1 ({0} x [0,t0 +¢]) + A2([0,t0 + t] x {0}) and then fr the density of T is
equal to

fr(t) = fi(to + 1) + falto + 1) (8)

Note that to lighten the notation we have not noted the dependence at zy for Ay, Ao, f1, fo and f.

Functional equation Let us define the Laplace transform of the Green’s function for (p, q) €

C? by
L(p, q) = //Rz Jzo (:c,y)em‘*‘qydxdy =K (/ e(pvq)'zt]lt<Tdt> )
0
2

Remembering that Z = (X,Y") the Laplace transform of the exit densities are defined by

Li(q) := /0 fi(y)e?dy =E (eqy(Tl)]lT1<T2> . Lao(p) = /0 fa(z)ePdr = E (6pX(T2)1T2<T1) .

Once again, we omit to note the dependence at zy for L, L; and L. One may remark that
L(0,0) = E[T] = oo since P(T = 00) > 0 and

Ll(O) = ]P)(T1 < Tg), LQ(O) = ]P)(TQ < Tl), Ll(O) + LQ(O) = P(T < OO)

Proposition 1 (Functional equation). For (p,q) € C? such that ®p < 0 and Rq < 0 the Laplace
transforms converge and we have

K(p,q)L(p,q) = L1(q) + La(p) — eProtave 9)

where the kernel K is defined by

1
K(p,q) == i(p—q)2+(1 —p + 4. (10)
Proof. We denote
1/0 0\ d B
g'2<8x8y) +(1*7)%+’Y@7j (11)

the infinitesimal generator of Z. We apply Dynkin’s formula, for f twice differentiable we obtain

tAT
Ef(Z(tAT)) = f(z0) + E / GF(Z(s))ds

which can be rewritten

E(f(Z(t ATy <1,) + E(f(Z(EAT2)A1y<1y) = f(20) + E/O Gf(Z(s))ls<rds.



By taking f(x,y) = eP*T% we obtain
t
E (eQY(t/\T1)]lT1<T2) IE (er(t/\T2)]1T2<T1> = eProtavo 4 K (p, q)E (/ e(P"I)'ZS]lKTds) _
0

The two expectations of the left-hand side are bounded by 1 since ®p < 0 and Rq < 0 and then the
expectation of the right-hand side is also finite. By making ¢ tend towards infinity and by definition
of L, Ly and L, we obtain the functional equation (9). O

Study of the kernel and analytic continuation The kernel K(p,q) defined in (10) leads
us to introduce four algebraic functions P, P~, Q1 and Q™ satisfying

K(P*(q),q) = K(p,Q*(p) =0,
analytic on C \ [(1 — v)?/2,00) for P%, on C\ [y%/2,00) for Q*, and defined by

PEg) =y —14+q£/(1-7)2-2¢ and Q*(p):=—v+p++/12—2p (12)

Thanks to the functional equation (9) we can now continue meromorphically L; to the domain
{qg € C:Rq < (1 —7)%/2} by the formula

Li(q) = e @rotavo _ [,(P~(g)).

We just have to verify that RP~(g) < 0 when R¢ < (1—+)?/2 and to remember that L, is analytic
in the complex half-plane with negative real part. In the same way, we extend Lo analytically to
the domain {p € C : Rp < 7?/2}.

PDE and derivative of the Green’s functions Let z = (z,y) € R?. Let us recall that
we defined in (11) the infinitesimal generator G. We now define its dual G* by

170 9\ o 9
* = = —_— = —_ 1 - - — =
g 2 (635 8y> ( 7)856 78y
The Green’s function g,, satisfies the following classical parabolic partial differential equation [11,
Chap IX §17], denoting 4, the Dirac measure in zy € R? we have

{g*gzo =4, on (R})?

Gz =0 on Ry x {0} U {0} x R,. (13)

Proposition 2 (Exit densities seen as derivative of the Green’s function). We have the following

links between the Green’s density and the exit densities:

_ 199z,
2 Ox

_ 19y,
2 Oy

fl(y) (O’y)7 fZ(x) ('7;70)

Proof. A weak formulation of the partial differential equation (13) applied to an exponential test
function leads to a functional equation linking the Laplace transforms of the Green’s function and
their derivatives. To do this, it is enough to integrate the partial differential equation (13) and to
make successive integration by parts on the integral

/ G*g(z0, z)e* PDdz = —e0 P,
R%

Then, defining El(q) = %fooo %(0, y)e?dy and symmetrically Ly (p) we obtain

K(p,q)L(p,q) = El(q) + fg(p) _ ePTotavo.

Comparing this equation with the functional equation (9), we obtain by identification that Zl =14
and Lo = Lo and then we can conclude. O

Remark 3 (Harmonic functions). A function u(t,y) satisfies (5) if and only if h(x,y) := u(x+y,y)
satisfies Gh = 0 on (R%)? and h = 0 on the boundaries Ry x {0} U{0} x R,. We say that h (resp.
u) is harmonic for the killed degenerate Brownian motion Z (resp. is harmonic for the killed
space-time Brownian motion B).



3 Asymptotics via Malyshev’s analytical approach

3.1 Asymptotics of Green’s functions

By using the functional equation (9), inverting the Laplace transform and applying the steepest
descent method, it is possible to compute the asymptotics of Green’s function.

Theorem 4 (Asymptotics of Green’s function and exit densities). Let o € (0,7/2) and z = (z,y) €
R3 . When z — oo and y/z — tan o we have

he(z) e (p(e)ale)

z) ~ 14
9:0(2) V2| /27(cosa + sina) 1)
where the so-called saddle point (p(«),q(a)) is defined by
(p(@), g(a)) := argmax{pcos + gsina : (p,q) € R*, K(p, q) = 0} (15)
_ lZ _ 1 (1 B 7)2 _ 1 (16)
2 214227 2 2(1 + tan a)?

and h® is a harmonic function for the process (i..e Gh® =0 onR? and h* = 0 on Rx {0}U{0} xR)
defined for o € (0,7/2) by

h*(20) := eP(@otal@vo — 1, (g()) — La(p(a)).- (17)
We also have the asymptotics of the exit densities on the boundaries

h™/2(20) e~ va(r/2)
y:oo y3/2 \2m

0 —xp(0)
wnd fow) ~ E)E

fl (y) r—oo  x3/2 \/ﬂ

(18)

where we define

B2 (2) := woe™oP(F/DHv0a(®/2) _ 1] (1(w/2)) and h°(z0) := yoe P W +v0a0) _ L1 (4(0)).

The proof is done below in Section 3.2.

Remark 5 (h° and h™/? as derivatives). It should be noted that for o > 0 we have h® — 0 when
a — 0 (it derives from Proposition 9 below). That is why we have defined h° differently. We can
ol

5 . A similar
9 1q(0)

interpret h° as the q-derivative of h™ when o > 0 evaluated in q(0), i.e. h® =

remark holds for h™/2.

/

Figure 2: The parabola P := {(p,q) € R? : K(p,q) = 0} in blue and the arc of parabola A :=
{(p(a),q(e)) : a € [0,7/2]} C P which parametrizes the Martin’s boundary in red



3.2 Proof of Theorem 4

The proof of Theorem 4 follows the same steps as in [13] and [18]. We will first show asymptotics
for the Green functions g,, (14) and then asymptotics for the exit densities f; and fo (18).

From double to simple integral via the residue theorem The Laplace inversion
formula, see [10, Theorem 24.3 and 24.4] and [5], implies that for € > 0 we have

—e+100 —e+zoo
e~PT=Wdpdq.
gzo 2171’ /e 100 /e 100 ped

We are now going to use the functional equation (9) and the residue theorem to transform the
double integral into a sum of simple integrals.

Lemma 6 (Reduction to simple integrals). The Green’s function satisfies g.,(z) = I + I + I3
where

1 (et Li@ Pt(qa—
Il ‘T 2w J—e—ioco 7/(117)22(16 (@) qdea

=1 —e+tioco L ) +
D= g 202 e TPy, (19)
I3 — 1 —e+ioco epz0+Q+(p)yo eipmiQ-%—(p)ydp.

2im J—e—ioco /72_2;0

Proof. The following equalities are explained below.

1 —e+ioco —e+ioc0 L + Lz(p) _ epwo-‘rqyo
—Pz—qyd d
9(20, 2) @) / o K. e pdq
—e+ioo —e+ioo
Li(q) 7P+(q)95 Wdq + 7/ L2(p) e*prQJ“(p)ydp
T2 )i TP -P(0)° —ico 3(QF(p) —Q(p))

—e+ioc0o T +
B L —eP 0+QT (P)yo e*P$*Q+(P)ydp
2t J__ine 3(QT(p) —Q(p))
=hL+L+13

The first equality above comes from the functional equation (9). The second equality above comes
from the residue theorem applied to an integration contour Cr represented in Figure 3 to obtain
11 (and a similar contour to obtain Iy and I3). In a classic way, the residue theorem implies that

37 Jen ;?1,52 e P Wdp = W%(Q))e—w(q”_qy since PT(q) is the only pole of the integrand

inside Cr. Furthermore, the integral on the red half circle and the blue segments tends to 0 when
. —e+ioco L (q) —q1 T L (q) —q1 . .

R — oo and we obtain that — |_ " ~ K(lp ¢ “PTTWdp = limp oo fCR K(lp e ~Pr=9Ydp taking into

account the orientation of the contour. Details are omitted and one can refer to [18, Lemma 4.1]

or [13, Proposition 5.] which perform similar calculations. The third equality just comes from the

definition of P* and Q% in (12).

—c+iR (Cp

—e —1R

Figure 3: Integration contour Cr and Q™ (p) the only pole of the integrand inside Cg



Steepest descent method We are going to denote by (r,«) € Ry x [0, 7/2] the polar coordi-
nate of the point z = (z,y) € R%, i.e. (z,y) = (rcosa,rsina) and (r, o) = (v/x? + y?, arctan(y/xz)).
Let us define the functions

F(p,a) :=pcosa+ QT (p)sina and G(q,a):= PT(q)cosa + gsina.

The point (p(a), g(a)) defined in (15) is a saddle point for these functions. Indeed, for « € (0, 7/2)
the first derivatives (according to p for F' and ¢ for G) satisfy

Fy(p(a), a) = Gy(g(a),a) =0,
and the second derivatives satisfy

(cos a + sin av)? (cos a + sin av)?
F(p(e),a) = - AL o Grg(a),a) = - BOEIA o (ap)

Lemma 7 (Asymptotics of I1). When r — oo and a — g the following asymptotics holds:

—z-(p(@0),q(0)) 1
e
I — L (o(a ‘o ez'(lﬂ(ao),Q(ao))).
! 1(a(ao)) \/27rr(cosozo+sinoz0) (ﬁ

Similar asymptotics hold for Iy and I3.

Proof. The integral I is typical to apply the classical saddle point method. A famous reference is
Fedoryuk’s book [15, §4]. Starting from (19) we then obtain

~1 —e+ioc0 Ll (q)

I = — —eirG(q’a)dq
207 ) _cino (1—7)2%2-2¢q
~1 Ll( (@) ;|27 Gl +O<1e—7'G(‘J(O¢0)70¢0)>.
;:s:; 2im /(1 — )2 — 2q(ag) \| "Gi(a(c0)) r

Let us give some details about the application of this method. To obtain the asymptotics we shift
the integration contour onto the steepest descent line which passes through the saddle point g(a).
This is possible since the integrand is a meromorphic function and we do not cross the only pole
since q(a) < (1 —)%/2 for a € (0,7/2), see (15). Then, the asymptotics derives from the classical
Laplace’s method, see for example [13, Lemma 16]. To handle the convergence in o — «ag we
just apply a simple parameter-dependent Morse lemma, see [18, Appendix A] which details this
technique. To conclude, a straightforward calculation using (16) and (20) shows that

\/ (1—+~ —2q Gi( ( ) \/277 cosoz—i—sma)

and it just remains to remark that rG(g z - (pla O

Proof of (14). The main asymptotics (14) of Theorem 4 directly derives from Lemmas 6 and 7.
One will compute more explicitly h®(zg) = eP(®)zotal®)vo _ [, (¢(a)) — La(p(c)) in the following
section which will show that this function is non-zero for o € (0, 7/2). O

Asymptotics on the boundaries via Tauberian lemmas
Lemma 8 (Branching point behaviour). When q¢ — ¢ := q(7/2) = (1 —7)?/2 we have

Li(g) = La(g") = (e (mH 0 — Ly(P™ (")) V20T~ 0) +o(Vat —q)
and a symmetrical result holds for Ls.
Proof. Evaluating (9) at (P~ (q), q) and making a Taylor series expansion when ¢ — g we obtain

Lalg) = "0+ — [P~ (g))
= Li(g") + (woe” (1Im0%a w0 — [4(P~(¢"))(P () — P~ (¢")) + o(P~(g) — P~ (q"))

and it just remains to notice that P~ (q)) — P~ (¢") = —/2(¢+ — q). O
Proof of (18). Lemma 8 and classical Tauberian inversion lemmas [10, Theorem 37.1], [6, Lemma

C.2], imply that

-~ P~ (q)zo+qtyo _ 71 (p—(,F ~V2 -3/2 ,—qTy
fi(y) Yoo (zoe Ly(P™(q )))F(—I/Z)y €

and we deduce the asymptotics (18) of Theorem 4 noticing that I'(—=1/2) = —24/7. O



4 Martin boundary and persistence probabilities

4.1 Doob’s h-transform and persistence

In this short section, we give a probabilist interpretation of the harmonic functions A%, found in
Theorem 4, in term of the persistence probabilities of the process conditioned to drift in a given
direction.

For @ € [0,7/2] we consider the probability P* defined by the Doob’s h-transform for the
harmonic function e®P(®)+¥(®) associated to the process Z(t) = zo + W (t) + ut. We have

P*(Z(t) € S) = E(e(p(a)’q(a))'(W(t)+ut)]lz(t)es)
for a set S C R2. Under P® the process Z(t) is a Markov process of transition kernel
ﬁt(zo, z) = e(%‘—ﬂvo)p(a)-&-(11/—1/(1)11(a)plt(ZO7 z)

where P, is the transition kernel of Z(¢) under P. Under P the process Z(t) is conditioned to drift
in the direction « (in the sense of the Doob’s h-transform).
We introduce the corresponding modified Green’s measure, for S C Rﬁ_ we set

G2 (9) = /Ooo P¥(Z(t) € S, t < T)dt

and its density
92 (2) = elz=z0)P()+y=vo)ale) g (),

We define L® the Laplace transform relative to these modified Green’s functions and we have
L(p,q) = L(p + p(a), q + g(a))e 0Pt mwoale),
On the same way, we introduce the modified exit measures
AT(S) :=PY(Z(Th) € S, 71 <Tz) and AS(S):=P*(Z(Tz) € S, T <T1)
and their densities
o (y) == emmop@+=vo)ale) £ (1) and  f§(z) := e@TIP(@)=v0a() £, (4,
We denote their Laplace transforms L{ and L§ and we have
Lt (@) = Lalg + g(a))e™ 7@, L5 (p) = Ly(p-+ p(a))evorte) (@)
One may remark that
LY(0) =PYTh < Ty), L§(0)=P*(Tp <Ty), LT(0)+ L5(0) =PYT < c0).
Proposition 9 (Conditioned persistence probabilities). Let zg = (zo,yo), for o € (0, 7) we have
h%(zg) = e®oP@FWd(IPpY(T = o0) = eoP(M)+woale) _ g(eXrp(@)+¥Yra(@)q, (21)
and
hO(20) = yoe®oP(@+30a(0) _g (yTl a(0)Yr, 1T1<T2) R (z0) = woeoP(T/2)+wa(n/2) R ( Xr, ep<“/2>XTz11T2<T1) .
When xo — oo and yg — oo we obtain

h(z0) ~ eop(@)+yoa(a) hO(zg) ~ yoeroP(0)+v0a(0)  gng h”/Q(zo) ~ xge®oP(T/2) (22)

Proof. By Theorem 4, we have
h(z) = eP(rotalavo — 1, (q(a)) — La(p())
= eP(@zotale)vo(] _ 12(0) — L(0))
= eP(@20+a(@yo (] _ PY(T) < Ty) — PH(Ty < Ty))
_ ep(a)woJrq(a)yo[p)a(T = 0)
= ep(@zota(@)yo _ ep(a)zo+q(a)yo]pa(T < o0)

_ ewop(a)erOQ(O‘) _ E(eXTp(a)+YTq(a)]lT<oo)a



and also

ho(zo) — yoemop(0)+yoq(0) _ Lll (q(0))

_ yoewop(o)-i-yoq(o) o) (YT1€Q(0)YT1 ]1T1<T2) .

We now assume that xg — oo and yg — co. Noticing that P¥(T = co)—1 we obtain the asymptotics
for h* when « € (0,7/2). Remembering that p(0) > 0, ¢(0) < 0 and that Yy, > yo, we see that
E (Yr,e?OY11 1y 7)) = o(yoe®oP(D+v04(0)) and the asymptotics of h° follows. A symmetrical proof
holds for h™/2. O

These asymptotics will be useful in the proof of Theorem 13 to show that the Martin boundary
is minimal.

4.2 Martin boundary

We refer to the classic book by Doob [11] which gives a comprehensive presentation of Martin
boundary theory.

Theorem 10 (Martin boundary). For o € [0,7/2], the function zy — h®(zo) is harmonic for
the process Z, i.e. Gh® = 0 inside the quarter plane and h® = 0 on its boundaries. The Martin

2
boundary of the process Z killed outside of the quarter plane is denoted aj‘i;z and is homeomorphic
to [0,7/2] through the map ® given by

®:00,7] — 0z
h ()
(L, 1)

Proof. We define the Martin’s kernel for the arbitrary point (1,1) € (Ri)z by

k(zo,2) := F202)_ (2)

9(1,1)(3).

By the Martin’s boundary theory in a parabolic context [11, Chap XIX] we have to show that for
a€[0,7/2], z = (x,y), 2 — oo and y/x — tana we have

k(z0,2) — k%(20) := ::((1201)).

For a € (0,7/2) it directly derives from the asymptotics of the Green’s function g,, (14) found in
Theorem 4. For o = 0 or 7/2 it is enough to use formula (18) of Theorem 4 and Proposition 2
and to apply 'Hopital’s rule. The continuity of ® is clear on (0,7/2). The continuity at 0 derives
from Remark 5, noticing that p’(0) = 0, with a simple Taylor approximation we obtain that
h® = aq'(0)h° 4 o(a) when o — 0 and then k® — k° when o — 0. The same reasoning holds for
the continuity at 7/2. The injectivity of ® follows from the asymptotics of h® when zy — oo and
yo — oo which are all different for different values of «, see (22) of Proposition 9. Since [0, 7/2] is
compact and @ is a continuous bijection, ® is an homeomorphism. O

In Theorem 13, we will deduce from the asymptotics (22) that the Martin boundary is minimal.

5 Harmonic functions via the compensation approach

5.1 Minimal harmonic functions

The harmonic function h®(z) defined in (17) has been expressed in terms of the Laplace transforms
Ly and Ly and then interpreted in (21) as a persistence probability of a conditioned process. But
this is not a very tractable expression since these Laplace transforms and these probabilities are not
known explicitly. In this section, we compute explicitly all the harmonic functions h®(z) thanks
to a recursive compensation approach.

10



Proposition 11 (Harmonic functions via compensation approach, o € (0,7/2)). For z = (z,y) €
Ri, we define the functions h(Po:9) by

p(Pos90) (32 4)) 1= Z(_l)nexpn‘f’yqn (23)
nez

where (p,,qn) is a recursive sequence of points on the parabola P := {(p,q) € R : K(p,q) = 0}
starting from (po,qo) € A := {(p(a),q(a)) : a € (0,7/2)} the red arc of the parabola, see Figures 2
and /4, and defined by

Dan = Do + 2n(po — qo) — 2n(n +
{ ? 0 ( 0 0) ( 7) and (p2n+17q2n+1) = (p2mQQn+2)~ (24)

G2n = qo + 2n(po — qo) — 2n(n +v — 1)

Then, the functions B(Posa0) gre positive and harmonic for the process Z killed at the boundary of
the quadrant, that is

(25)

Gh(Posw0) — (0  on (Ri)z
hPoa0) — 0 op R x {0} u {0} x RR.

Proof. This sum is typical of the compensation approach. First, we may notice that the convergence
of the sum is trivial since the sequence (py, ¢,,) tends to minus infinity quadratically. Let us notice
that a function f(z) = e*®% satisfies Gf = 0 if and only if K(p,q) = 0, i.e. (p,q) € P. It is
easy to verify that for all n € Z we have (p,,q,) € P, see Figure 4. Therefore, we deduce that
GhPo:) = 0 for z = (x,y) € R3 . Furthermore, using (p2n+1,42n+1) = (P2n: Gont2) we have the
following recursive compensations

=0 when z=0 =0 when z=0

E(Poﬂo)(x, y) = .. 4 eP—-2T+q-2y _ op-1Z+q-1Y + ePoTtqoy _ oP1T+q1y + eP2T+q2y + .-

=0 when y=0 =0 when y=0

and we deduce that h(Po-90) satisfies the boundary conditions of (25).
It only remains to show the positivity. First, there exists ¢ > 0 large enough such that when
x +y >t we have h(Po:9)(2) > 0, indeed

>0 when z+y large enough >0 always

7,(po,90) — pPoZ+qoy p1e+q1y p_1z+q-1y P2nt+q2ny D2n41C+G2n 1Y
h T,y)=e e e + e e
)

N*
>0 always
+ § :ep_znz+q_2ny _ ep_2n_1r+q_2n_1y.
N*

For all starting point zo = (z0,y0) € R2 of the process Z = (X,Y), remembering that X (¢)+Y (t) =
to + t and since h(P2:%) is harmonic, we deduce that
RP0:90) (30, y0) = E[RPo%) (Z(t))] > 0.
U

It remains to define the two harmonic functions associated with the extremal points of the arc

A = {(p(0),4(0)), (p(m/2),q(m/2))}. Indeed, when (po,q0) — (p(0),¢(0)) or (p(7/2),q(m/2)) we
have h(Po-®) — (. That is why we have to define A(P(0):4(0)) and R@(7/2).a(7/2)) {differently.

Proposition 12 (Harmonic functions via compensation approach, « = 0 or 7/2). For z = (z,y) €
R?H we define the function h(P(0):4(0) py
E(P(O),Q(O))(x’ y) = Z(_an + (1 = 2n)y)ePentyazn (26)
neZ

where (Pan, qan) iS a recursive sequence of points on the parabola P starting from (po,qo) =
(p(0),q(0)) = (v*/2, =y +~2/2) € DA, and defined by (24), which means in this case

{pgn =7%/2 - 2n?,

qon ‘= ’}/2/2 -y — 2n(n — 1) (27)

Then, the function h(Posa0) g positive and harmonic for the process Z killed at the boundary of the
quadrant, that is satisfying (25). A symmetric expression holds for h(P(7/2):a(7/2)),

11



(p-1, Q—ld

(P2; 2) (po, ‘ll’): — g (p1, @)
P (ph(h) ,P = (Pm %)
(P-3,9-3) (p-3,9-3)
(p-2,|q-2) = (P, 92) (p3, a3
(P4, @) = (-2 q}2)

(p3; 43)

(P—4:q-1)

- 7

Figure 4: Sequel of the points (pn, gn) on the parabola P := {(p,q) € R? : K(p,q) = 0}. On the left
(po; q0) € A:={(p(a),q(a)) : a € (0,7/2)}, on the right, (po,q) = (p(0),q(0)) € OA.

Proof. First, we again notice that the convergence of the sum is trivial since the sequence (pap, gar)
tends to minus infinity quadratically. Here we cannot compensate in the same way that in the
previous proposition because we would obtain the null function since (pan, g2rn) = (P—2n+1, ¢—2n+1)-
Therefore, we compensate using linear polynomials in front of the exponential terms. With a
straightforward computation we notice that a function f(z,y) = (Az+ A2y)e®PT¥4 satisfies Gf = 0
if and only if K(p,q) = 0 and A\ ((1 =) +p—q) + Aa(y+ g —p) = 0. Tt is easy to verify that
K(pan,gon) =0 and —2n((1 — ) + pan — q2n) + (1 — 2n) (v + q2n — p2n) = 0. Therefore we deduce
that Gh(Po:20) = 0 for z = (z,y) € R2. Furthermore, using the fact that (pa,, g2n) = (P—2n, ¢—2n+2)

we have the following recursive compensations, we obtain that h(P(0),9(0)) (z,y) is equal to
=0 when y=0 =0 when y=0 =0 when y=0

—
yepoiv-‘rQOy _ (Qx + y)€p2x+qzy + (2:1; + 3y)ep72w—quy _ (4.%' + 3y)ep4$+tJ4y + (4x + 5y)ep—4w+Q—4y + .-

=0 when z=0 =0 when z=0

and we deduce that h(*(0):2(0) satisfies the boundary conditions of (25). Positivity is proved in the
same way as in the proof of Proposition 11. It is easy to see that the function h(P(0),9(0)) jg positive
for x + y large enough and we conclude in the same way thanks to the harmonic character of the
function. O

The following proposition shows that the compensation approach actually allows to construct
all positive minimal harmonic functions. This implies a correspondence between minimal positive
harmonic functions and the arc of parabola A.

Theorem 13 (Minimal harmonic functions). For all a € [0,7/2] we have
Rp(@).a()) _ po (28)

where (p(a), q(a)) is the saddle point defined in (15). The Martin boundary given in Theorem 10
is minimal. It is homeomorphic to the arc of parabola A through the map

A — G%Z

R(p(a).q(a)) (20)
(p(oz%(I(oz)) Nh—(f’(o‘)ﬂ(a))(l,l)'

See Figures 2 and 4.
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2
Proof. Recall that the Martin boundary 3;1\2+Z is determined in Theorem 10 and is homeomorphic

to [0,7/2]. In Propositions 11 and 12 we have seen that the functions R(P(@):a(@) are harmonic for
a € [0,7/2]. By Martin boundary theory [11], we have

. "2 R (2)
(p(a),q(e)) — 0
e ) = [ e am (8) (29)
for some measure m, on [0,7/2]. Let zo = (x0,y0) and a € (0,7/2), when zyp — oo and yo — 0o
we have h(P(@):4())(z0) ~ eror(@)+v0a(@) by (23) and hP(zp) ~ e®oP(A+w0a(B) Ly Proposition 9.
For a = 0, we have h(P(0:2(0) (20} ~ yoeorO+40a(0) by (26) and hP(zg) ~ yoeoP(H+voa(B) and a
symetrical result holds for & = m/2. Then, from these asymptotics and (29) we can deduce that
ma = h*(1,1)8, (where 8, is the dirac measure at «) and therefore h((®):2(®)) = pe_ Indeed, it is
not possible to create an exponential asymptotic of a certain parameter by averaging exponential
asymptotics of other parameters. We deduce that these harmonic functions are minimal since there
is a unique measure on the Martin boundary which satisfies (29). The Martin boundary is then
equal to the minimal Martin boundary and is homeomorphic to the arc of parabola A through the
composition between the map ® given in Theorem 10 and the homeomorphism [0, 7/2] — A : a

(p(a), q(a)). O

The same kind of phenomenon appears for non-singular random walks [27] and singular one [24].

5.2 Persistence and exit probabilities

From (21), (23) and (28) we find explicitly the persistence probability of the conditioned process:
P*(T = o0) = e~ *0P(®)=%0a(®) e (5). The next remark focuses on the non-conditioned process.

Remark 14 (Persistence probability). Let ay € (0,7/2) such that tanc, = v/(1 — ), we have
(p(ay), q(ay)) = (0,0) and then P = P*. Then, the probability that the process stays in the cone
forever is equal to

Pty ) (V¢ > 0: X, € C) = P(T = 00) = h®9(z9) = h*(z0).

For zo = (z0,y0) = (to — Y0, %0) and remembering equation (24) we obtain

P2n 92n+2
—~ —~
P(T = o0) = E :(_1)n€pnwo+qnyo — § :6P2n930+qzn.7/0 _ § :ep2n+1 zo+q2n+1 Yo
nez nez nez
— n+tazy
_ Z 9sinh <QQn 2612n+2 y0> epznwﬁwyo
nez
=2 g sinh((2n + )yg)e 270,
neEZ

We can also express this quantity in another way to match Defosseux’s result [8, Proposition 2.3].
By noting that p_sn,xo + q—2ny0 = —2n%to + 2nytg — 2nye and pen®o + qant2yo = —2n2to — 2nyto —
2vyg — 2nyo and with a simple change of variable in the sum we obtain

]P’(T — oo) — E eP—2nTotd—2nYo _ § eP2n®otdzn+290

nez neZ
=2 Z Sinh(’Y(yO + 2nt0))672(ny0+n2t0)77y0’
nez

We are now interested in P*(T; < T3) and P*(T» < T7) which are the exit probabilities on each
side of the cone of the conditioned process.

Proposition 15 (Conditioned probabilities of exit on an edge). For « € [0, 7] we have
Li(g(e)) = eP(@rota(@wope(Ty < Tp) = Z (—1)"ttepnrotanyo
ne—N-
and
Lo(p(a)) = #@ma00pa(1, < Ty = Y (~1)Hepanotunme
ne+N*

where (po, qo) = (p(«), q(a)) and the sequence (Pp, Gn)nez is defined in (24).
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Proof. The proof is again based on a compensation method. Let us define
L§(z0) = (—1)Ftepnmotanyo,
ne—N*
Let us verify that the function Z% is harmonic and satisfies the following conditions:
(GLY)(20) =0 for zp € (R%)?,

E(f‘(zo) =0 for zg = (z0,0) € R x {0}, (30)
L9 (20) = e?®v0  for z5 = (0,50) € {0} x R.

The first condition is trivial by the construction of the sequel (p,, ¢,) € P, see Proposition 11. The
boundary conditions can be seen by summing in packets of two (taking into account the first term
which cannot be compensated on one side) as follows

=e9(®)¥0 when x¢=0 =0 when x¢=0 =0 when x¢=0

z‘f(zO) — ep—14730+Q—1y0 — eP—2%0tq-2Y%0 + eP-3T0—4q-3Y%0 _ eP—4To+q—ayo + epfsivo-‘rqfsyyo + .-

=0 when yo=0 =0 when yo=0

With a classical martingale argument we remark that the function zg — L;(g(«)) seen as a function
of zp is also harmonic, i.e. G, Li(gq(e)) = 0. This function also satisfies the same boundary
conditions, to verify it, it is enough to remark that via the Doob’s h-transform we have

Li(g(a)) = eP(@zotale)vo o) = ep(a)wow(a)yopgo (Ty < T)

and of course P(T} < Tp) =0 if zg € R x {0} and P(T} < T») =1 if z5 € {0} x R. The functions
L¢ and Lq(g(a)) seen as a function of zg both satisfy (30) and tend to 0 at infinity. We deduce by
the maximum principle that these functions are equals, i.e. Li(g(a)) = L. O

Remark 16 (Probability of exit on an edge). For a € (0,7/2) such that tana, = v/(1 — ) we
have (p(ay),q(a)) = (0,0) and we find that the probability P(Th < Tb) that the process exit of the
cone by the vertical axis is equal to

P2n 2n+2

~ = —~
P(TQ < Tl) = LQ(O) = Z (—1)n+1ep7l10+qnyo = Z ep2n+1 Zo+42n+1Y%0 _ Z €p2n+2fco+q2n+2yo
neN* neN neN
= Z 2 sinh (p2n_an+2xo> e%mo+qzn,+2yo
neN 2
=2 Z sinh((2n + 1 + y)ag)e” 22 (41t —(r+1zo
neN

where (pg, go) = (0,0). Similarly, we obtain

P(Th <Ty) =2 Z sinh((2n + 2 — 'y)yo)e_(2”+2)("+1_W)to_@_“’)yo.
neN

This result matches with Anderson’s result [2, Thm 4.1].

Corollary 17 (Laplace transform on the boundary). The Laplace transform Li can be extended
analytically on C\ [qT,00) by the formula

Li(q)

— Z 2sinh ((2n — po — qo + v + 1)z0) e(P0+(2n+1)(PO—QO)—2n(n+’Y+1)_V_1)930+(Q+(2”+2)(P+(4)—Q)—(2"+2)(”+’Y))y0
ne—N*

— Z e(Po+2n(po—a0) —2n(n+7))zo+(q0+(2n+2) (Po—g0) — (2n+2) (n+7))yo
ne—N*

— ePo+(2n+2)(Po—a0) = (2n+2) (n+147))m0+(g0+(2n+2) (Po —g0) = (2n+2) (n+7))vo

where (po, qo) = (P*(q),q) and

p2n = P*(q) +2n(P*(q) — q) — 2n(n +7) _
{Q% — g+ 20(PH(q) — q) — 2n(n+~ — 1) and  (P2n+1,G2n+1) = (P2ns G2n+2)- (31)
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Proof. The result directly derives from Proposition 15, the fact that (p(a), ¢(a)) = (P (q()), ¢(«))
and the analyticity of PT on C\ [¢7, 00). Taking (po, q0) = (P (q), q) we obtain that

Li(q) = Z (_1)n+1epnmo+qnyo — Z (P20 _ gP2n+230)p2n+2Y0

ne—N* ne—N*
S 2sinh (m—pzm%) batrangs
ne—N* 2
and we conclude noticing that (24) implies (31). O

6 Exit densities and transition kernel

This last section aims at computing the inverse Laplace transforms of L; and L. to obtain an
explicit expresswn for the exit densities f; and f5. Finally, these expressions are used to calculate
the kernel p(t yo)(t Y).

Theorem 18 (Exit densities on the boundaries). Let zg = (o, y0) the starting point and ty =
To + yo. FExit densities are given by the following formulas:

e—to(1=7)=y07 o—3(1=7)%(y—t0)

_1 ((2n+1)t0*y0)2 2n+1) 72n(n+1)t
fily) = (2n+ )tg—yole 2 vt 1 vo 0
NN TR
fQ(fE) _ e~ tormeoll=7) ¢ (e—to) Z 2’/L+1 ) 17((27L+;)_t00 20) +(2n+1)zo—2n(n+1)to

\/? Vv .’L‘—to nez

Proof. We seek to inverse the Laplace transform of Corollary 17. We have

Ll(Q) — Z(ep—%—ﬂo-i-q_‘znyo _ ep—zn,—2£o+Q—2n—2yo)
neN
= Z e~ (P (@) =a)((2n+1)to—yo)+qto—(2n+2) (n+1=7)to+2(n+1-7)yo
neN
_ o~ (PT(@=a)((2n+1D)to+yo)+ato—(2n+2) (n+1—7)to—(2n+2)yo
- Z e~ ((2n+1)to—yo)/(1=7)?—2q+qto—to (2n(n+1)+1—7)+yo(2n+1—7)
neN
_ e~ (@n+D)to+y0)/(1=7)7—2¢+qto—to (2n(n+1)+1—7) —yo (2n+1+7)

We denote Eq_l the inverse Laplace operator related to the g-variable. For a > 0, b > 0 and y > to
we have -
C—l(e—bva—2q+qto)(y> — b 1 3(aly—to)+5255)

! \/%\/(y—tO)

Taking the inverse Laplace transform of the sum term by term, it reads
e—to(1=7)—vov 1
Var o ly—t)?
S (@20 + 1)ty - yo)e_%((1_7)2(y_t0)+w)672n(n+1)t0+(2n+1)y0

neN

fily) =

_;'_MOML) 72n(n+1)t07(2n+1)y0

. ((2n+1)t0+yo)e_%((1_7) (y—to) i—to

which coincides with the stated result summing over Z. The formula for fo(z) is obtained replacing
—~ by v and y by z. 0

With some tedious computations, one may verify that this result matches with Anderson’s result
[2, Thm 4.3] by deriving its formula (4.32).
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Remark 19 (Density of the first exit time and persistence asymptotics). The previous result gives
an explicit expression for the density of T since we have seen in (8) that fr(t) = fi(to+t)+ f2(to+1).
The persistence probability of the process after a time t is given by

P(T>t)=P(T =o0) + /too fr(s)ds

0 — 22 (t+4t0) /2 —G=02 (140
hP(zg) e 2 h™/%(zp) e” 2

Hoohw(zo)+< 2 + T 37

where the asymptotics derives from (18) and o, is defined in Remark 14.

) (1+0(1))

We now use the previous result about the exit densities to obtain an explicit formula for the
Green’s function of the process Z, and then for the transition density of the space-time Brownian
motion B, see (7).

Corollary 20 (Transition density of the killed space-time Brownian motion in a cone). For (o +
t,y) € C, the transition density defined in (6) is equal to

1 _ (w—yg—t)? 1 _ =Yy —n(t-T)?
2(t—T)

k,C _ - . L :
Pl o) (t:Y) = Vot : Et0,y0) ( ol T)e ]1T<t> (32)

Comta—un )2 " 2
— LE : o~ TIHRHIE o (2ntotyo) _ = (OGO g (2ntotyo) | o—rwo—2nto=2nyo (33)
V2t
neEZ

_ 2
Proof. Let us define pj (y) := \/21?6’ “5”> the transition kernel of the free Brownian motion with

drift «y starting from 0 and recall that we note ;Dl(’ﬂlgocyo)(t7 y)dy = Py, o) (B(t) = (to +t,dy), T > 1)
the transition kernel of the killed space-time Brownian motion in C. A direct calculus based on
the Markov property gives

PEC (G )y = Py o) (B(E) = (0 + £,dy)) — Py 4 (B() = (to + t,dy), T < 1)

= Plaoyo) (B(t) = (to +1.dy)) — / Pt.y0) (B(t) = (to +t,dy)|T = Ty = u) falto + u)du
t
- / Pg,y0) (B(t) = (to +t,dy)|T = Ty = v) f1(to + v)dv
0
- ]P)(toxyo)(B(t) = (to +t,dy)) — A Ptotu,0) (B(t) = (to + t,dy)) fa(to + u)du

t
— [ Bl (B = (t0 + t.dg) filto + o)
0

t t
— | pity—w0) - / DY) falto + u)du — / PYo(y — to — 0) fa(to + v)dv | dy
0 0

=:I5(t) =:I1(t)

and equality (32) follows. We defined in the previous formula the integrals I1(¢t) and I(t) and we
are going to compute these integrals by computing their Laplace transforms. We denote £; the
Laplace transform operator related to the ¢ variable and x the convolution operation. We have

L(I2())(p) = Lo (97 (y) * f2(to +-)) () (p)
= Lt (p] () (p) x Lt (f2(to +1)) (p) (34)
One may compute that
£410) () = e VR (35)

Recalling that Theorem 18 gives

—toy—w0(1-7) o= 57°u a2
e e 2 Z((2n+ 1)to — xo)e_%((%ﬂ)ng 20)° 4 (2n41)zo—2n(n+1)to

/ 3/2
2 u / nezZ

fa(to +u) =
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we compute the following Laplace transform (we note sgn the sign function)

c, (((2n + 1)tg — xo) T ((2n+1):010)2> ) = sgn(n)e*|(2"+1)t0*f”0‘\/m
V2mt3/?

and we obtain

L, (f2 (tO + t)) (p) — efto’yfmo(lffy) Z Sgn(n)efsgn(n)((2n+1)to7m0)\/2(p+72/2)+(2n+1)9c072n(n+1)t0.
neL
(36)
Using (34), (35) and (36) we obtain the Laplace transform of I5. By inverting this Laplace transform
we compute

Ig(t) — e—tofy—xo(l—'y) Z sgn(n)pg(y + sgn(n)((2n + 1)t0 _ xo))e—sgn(n)'y((Qn—i-l)to—x0)+(2n+1)x0—2n(n+1)t0

nez
= 70 3 sgn(n)p (y + sgn(n) (2nto + yo) e >0 s Cntot0)
nez
— W0 Zp?(y 1 2ntg + y0)672n2to72nyo*'y(2nto+yo)
neN
—e Y pi(y — 2nto — yo)e > tom2no by (ntoto)
ne—N*

In the same way, we show that for z 4+ y = tg + ¢t we have

L(t) = e~ (=70 Zpi—W(x + 2nto + xo)e—2n2to—2nro—(1—’v)(2"to+xo)

neN
e~ (1=Mzo Z p%fv(x — onty — mo)e—2n2to—2nw0+(1—7)(2nt0+mg)
ne—N+
——c Zp?(y _ Q(n + 1)t0 + yo)6—2("-0-1)2t0+2(n+1)y0+"f(2(n+1)t0—yo)
neN
— e~ Mo Z 7 (y + 2nto — yo)e—2n2to+2nyo—7(2nto—yo)
ne—N*
— ¢~ Y0 Z P} (y + 2nto + y0)€72n2to*Qn?JO*’Y(QntoerO)
ne—N*
0 Z p7 (y — 2nto — y0)6—2n2t0—2ny0+’y(2nto+y0)
neN*

Since p](“t’ocyo) (t,y) = pi (y —yo) — I1(t) — I2(t) we obtain formula (33) which concludes the proof. [

We find again the result obtained by Defosseux [8, Proposition 2.2].

The approach developed in this article which combines the steepest descent method and a
recursive compensation method allowed us to determine the Martin boundary and all the harmonic
functions associated with the space-time Brownian motion. By using these two methods together,
we also developed a new and original approach which enabled us to recover some interesting results.

Acknowledgments

This project has received funding from Agence Nationale de la Recherche, ANR JCJC programme
under the Grant Agreement RESYST ANR-22-CE40-0002. The author would like to thank Manon
Defosseux, Kilian Raschel and Pierre Tarrago for interesting discussions related to space-time Brow-
nian motion, the compensation approach and Martin’s boundary theory.

17



References

[1] Adan, I. J-B. F., Wessels, J., and Zijm, W. H. M. (1993). A compensation approach for
two-dimensional Markov processes. Adv. in Appl. Probab., 25(4):783-817.

[2] Anderson T. W. (1960). A modification of the sequential probability ratio test to reduce the
sample size Ann. Math. Statist., vol. 31, March 1960, pp. 165-197.

[3] Banuelos, R., Smits, R. (1997). Brownian motion in cones. Probab Theory Relat Fields, 108,
299-319.

[4] Biane, P., Bougerol, P., O’Connell N. (2005). Littelmann paths and Brownian paths. Duke
Math. J., 130(1):127-167.

[5] Y. Brychkov, H.-J. Glaeske, A. Prudnikov, and V. K. Tuan. Multidimensional Integral Trans-
formations. CRC Press, Jan. 1992.

[6] Dai, J. G., and Miyazawa, M. (2011). Reflecting Brownian motion in two dimensions: exact
asymptotics for the stationary distribution. Stoch. Syst., 1(1):146-208.

[7] DeBlassie, R.D. (1987). Exit times from cones in R™ of Brownian motion. Probab. Th. Rel.
Fields, 74, 1-29.

[8] Defosseux, M. (2016). Affine Lie algebras and a conditioned space-time Brownian motion in an
affine Weyl chamber Probab. Theory Relat. Fields, 165, 649—665.

[9] Denisov D., and Wachtel, V. (2015). Random walks in cones. Ann. Probab., 43(3):992-1044.

[10] Doetsch, G. Introduction to the Theory and Application of the Laplace Transformation.
Springer Berlin Heidelberg, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1974.

[11] Doob, J. (2001). Classical Potential Theory and Its Probabilistic Counterpart. Classics In
Mathematics.

[12] Duraj, J., Raschel, K., Tarrago, P., and Wachtel, V. (2022). Martin boundary of random walks
in convex cones Annales Henri Lebesque 5, 559-609.

[13] Ernst P. A. and S. Franceschi. (2021). Asymptotic behavior of the occupancy density for
obliquely reflected Brownian motion in a half-plane and Martin boundary. The Annals of Applied
Probability, 31(6):2991-3016.

[14] G. Fayolle, R. Tasnogorodski, and V. Malyshev. Random walks in the quarter plane, volume 40
of Probability Theory and Stochastic Modelling. Springer, Cham, second edition, 2017. Algebraic
methods, boundary value problems, applications to queueing systems and analytic combinatorics.

[15] M. V. Fedoryuk. Asymptotic methods in analysis. In Analysis I, pages 83-191. Springer, 1989.

[16] Franceschi, S. (2021). Green’s functions with oblique neumann boundary conditions in the
quadrant. Journal of Theoretical Probability, 34(4):1775-1810.

[17] Franceschi, S. and Kourkova, I. (2017). Asymptotic expansion of stationary distribution for re-
flected brownian motion in the quarter plane via analytic approach. Stochastic Systems, 7(1):32—
94.

[18] Franceschi, S., Kourkova, I., Petit, M. (2023). Asymptotics for the Green’s functions of a
transient reflected Brownian motion in a wedge. arXiv:2310.02673.

[19] Franceschi, S., Ichiba, T., Karatzas, 1., Raschel, R. (2024). Invariant measure of gaps in
degenerate competing three-particle systems. arXiv:2401.10734.

[20] Garbit, R. Raschel, K. (2014). On the exit time from a cone for Brownian motion with drift.
Electronic Journal of Probability, 19, 1-27 no. 63

[21] Garbit, R. Raschel, K. (2023). Random walks with drift inside a pyramid: convergence rate
for the survival probability. ALEA, Lat. Am. J. Probab. Math. Stat. 20, 973-988.

18


http://arxiv.org/abs/2310.02673
http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.10734

[22] Gikhman, I. I., Skorokhod, A. V. (2004). The Theory of Stochastic Processes II. In Classics
in Mathematics. Springer Berlin Heidelberg.

[23] Hoang, V. H., Raschel, K., and Tarrago, P. (2022). Constructing discrete harmonic functions
in wedges. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 375(7):4741-4782.

[24] Hoang, V. H., Raschel, K. and Tarrago, P. (2023). Harmonic functions for singular quadrant
walks. Indagationes Mathematicae. 34, 936-972.

[25] Ignatiouk-Robert, I. (2009). Martin boundary of a reflected random walk on a half-space.
Probab. Theory Related Fields, 148:197-245.

[26] Ignatiouk-Robert, I. (2010). ¢-Martin boundary of reflected random walks on a half-space.
Electron. Commun. Probab., 15:149-161.

[27] 1. Ignatiouk-Robert and C. Loree (2010). Martin boundary of a killed random walk on a
quadrant. Ann. Probab., 38 1106-1142.

[28] Kourkova, I. and Raschel, K. (2011). Random walks in (Z,)? with non-zero drift absorbed at
the axes. Bulletin de la Société Mathématique de France, 139:341-387.

[29] Kourkova, I. A. and Malyshev, V. A. (1998). Martin boundary and elliptic curves. Markov
Processes and Related Fields, 4(2):203-272.

[30] Kourkova, I. A. and Suhov, Y. M. (2003). Malyshev’s Theory and JS-Queues. Asymptotics of
Stationary Probabilities. The Annals of Applied Probability, 13(4):1313-1354.

[31] D. P. Kralchev (2007). On the Moving Boundary Hitting Probability for the Brownian Motion.
Pliska Stud. Math. Bulgar., 18, 183-194.

[32] Lieshout, P. and Mandjes, M. (2008). Asymptotic analysis of Lévy-driven tandem queues.
Queueing Systems, 60(3-4):203-226.

[33] Malyshev, V. A. (1973). Asymptotic behavior of the stationary probabilities for two-
dimensional positive random walks. Siberian Mathematical Journal, 14(1):109-118.

[34] Martin, R. S. (1941). Minimal positive harmonic functions. Transactions of the American
Mathematical Society, 49(1):137-172.

[35] Ney, P., and Spitzer, F. (1966). The Martin boundary for random walk. Trans. Amer. Math.
Soc. 121 116-132.

[36] Novikov, A. A. (1979). On estimates and the asymptotic behavior of nonexit probabilities of
a Wiener process to a moving boundary Mat. Sb. (N.S.), 110(152):4(12) (1979), 539-550; Math.
USSR-Sb., 38:4 (1981), 495-505.

[37] Novikov, A. , Frishling, V., Kordzakhia, N. (1999). Approximations of boundary crossing
probabilities for a Brownian motion. J. Appl. Prob., 36, 1019-1030.

[38] Shepp, L. A. (1967). A first passage problem for the Wiener process Ann. Math. Statist., vol.
38, No. 6 (1967), pp. 1912-1914.

[39] Skorokhod, A. V. (1964). Random processes with independent increments Moscow, "Nauka"
(in Russian).

19



	Introduction
	Analytical preliminaries
	Asymptotics via Malyshev's analytical approach
	Asymptotics of Green's functions
	Proof of Theorem 4

	Martin boundary and persistence probabilities
	Doob's h-transform and persistence
	Martin boundary

	Harmonic functions via the compensation approach
	Minimal harmonic functions
	Persistence and exit probabilities

	Exit densities and transition kernel

