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Abstract

We call a multidimensional distribution to be decomposable with respect to a parti-
tion of two sets of coordinates if the original distribution is the product of the marginal
distributions associated with these two sets. We focus on the stationary distribution
of a multidimensional semimartingale reflecting Brownian motion (SRBM) on a non-
negative orthant. An SRBM is uniquely determined (in distribution) by its data that
consists of a covariance matrix, a drift vector, and a reflection matrix. Assume that
the stationary distribution of an SRBM exists. We have two major contributions for
the decomposability of the stationary distribution. We first characterize two marginal
distributions under the decomposability assumption. We prove that they are the sta-
tionary distributions of some lower dimensional SRBMs. We also identify the data
for these lower dimensional SRBMs. Thus, under the decomposability assumption, we
can obtain the stationary distribution of the original SRBM by computing those of the
lower dimensional ones. However, this characterization of the marginal distributions
is not sufficient for the decomposability. So, we next consider necessary and suffi-
cient conditions for the decomposability. We obtain those conditions for several classes
of SRBMs. These classes include diffusion limits of tandem queues and of queueing
networks which have two sets of nodes with feed forward routing between those sets.

We are motivated by applications of SRBM and our recent work. The multidi-
mensional SRBM has been widely used for queueing applications and some other ap-
plication areas including mathematical finance. For them, it is important to obtain
the stationary distribution in a tractable form. However, the stationary distribution
of a multidimensional SRBM is generally hard to obtain except when a certain skew
symmetry condition on the primitive data is satisfied; when the condition is satisfied,
the stationary distribution has a product form. The skew symmetry condition is too
strong in some applications. On the other hand, for the two dimensional SRBM, the
tail asymptotics of the stationary distribution including decay rates have been well
studied. Those decay rates may be used for better approximations as recently shown
for a two dimensional reflecting random walk. Thus, weaker conditions than the prod-
uct form will be useful to facilitate an approximation for a higher dimensional SRBM.
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A decomposability condition that is checkable by modeling primitives will considerably
widen the applicability of a multidimensional SRBM.

Keywords: Semimartingale reflecting Brownian motion, stationary distribu-
tion, decomposability, product form approximation

1 Introduction

We are concerned with a d-dimensional semimartingale reflecting Brownian motion (SRBM)
that lives on the nonnegative orthant R% , where R, is the set of all nonnegative real num-
bers. The SRBM is specified by a d x d covariance matrix ¥, a drift vector p € R?, and
a d x d reflection matrix R. Namely, (X, y, R) is the modeling primitives of the SRBM on
Ri. As usual, we assume that X is positive definite and R is complete-S. For the complete
definition of an SRBM Z = {Z(t);t > 0}, we refer to Section A.1 of [5] (see [18, 19] for
more details). A (X, u, R)-SRBM Z has the following semimartingale representation:

Z(t)=Z(0)+ X(t) + RY (t) €RL, t>0, (1.1)

X ={X(t),t > 0} is a (X, u)-Brownian motion, (1.2)

Y (0) =0,Y(+) is nondecreasing, (1.3)

/ Zi(t)dY;(t) =0fori=1,...,d. (1.4)
0

Our focus is on the stationary distribution of the d-dimensional SRBM. Throughout this
paper, we assume that the stationary distribution exists. As a consequence, the primitive
data satisfies the following condition:

R is nonsingular, and R~y < 0. (1.5)

If R is either a P-matrix for d = 2 or an M-matrix for an arbitrary d > 1, then this
condition is known to be sufficient, but generally not for d > 3 (see, e.g.,[2]).

Let J ={1,2,...,d}. A pair (K, L) is said to be a partition of J if K UL = J and
K NL=(. We consider conditions for the stationary distribution of an SRBM in le_ to
be the product of two marginal distributions associated with a partition (K, L) of the set
J. Such a stationary distribution is said to be decomposable with respect to K and L. We
have two major contributions for the decomposability of the stationary distribution.

We first characterize, in Theorem 1, two marginal distributions associated with a parti-
tion (K, L) under the decomposability assumption. We prove that they are the stationary
distributions of some |K|- and |L|-dimensional SRBMs, where |U| denotes the cardinality
of a set U. We also identify the data for these lower dimensional SRBMs. Thus, under
the decomposability assumption, we can obtain the stationary distribution of the original
SRBM by computing those of the lower dimensional ones.

However, this characterization of the marginal distributions is not sufficient for the
decomposability. So, we next consider necessary and sufficient conditions for the decom-
posability. We obtain those conditions for several classes of SRBMs (Theorem 2 and
Corollary 2). These classes include diffusion limits of tandem queues and of queueing net-
works that have two sets of nodes with feed-forward routing between these two sets. Note



that the decomposability does not mean a complete separation of such a network into two
subnetworks. We illustrate a tandem queue next.

Consider a d-station generalized Jackson network in series, which is referred to as a
tandem queue. In this tandem queue, the interarrival times to station 1 are assumed to
be iid with mean 1/, and squared coefficient of variation (SCV) ¢p. The service times
at station ¢ are assumed to be iid with mean 1/3; and SCV ¢;, i € J (see Figure 1). The
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Figure 1: The d-station tandem queue partitioned into two blocks

diffusion limit of this tandem queue is known to be the d-dimensional SRBM with the
following reflection matrix R, the covariance matrix 3, and the drift vector p.

1, i=jfori=1,2,...,d,
Ri; = -1, j=i—1fori=2,...,d, (1.6)
0, otherwise,

ci1+c¢, i=jfori=1,2,...,d,
—Ci—1, j=i—1fori=2,...,d,
Yij = ! ] . . (1.7)
-4y j=i+1fori=1,...,d—1,
0, otherwise,

,ui:ﬁi_l—ﬁi forizl,...,d. (18)

For example, when d = 3, R and X are given by

1 0 0 co+ 1 —C 0
R=1]-1 1 0, X= —C1 c1+ c2 —C2
0 -1 1 0 —c c2+c3

We assume that ¥ is nonsingular and condition (1.5) is satisfied, which is equivalent to
Bo < Bi for i = 1,2,...,d. It follows from [9] that the SRBM Z has a unique stationary
distribution 7. For each k € {1,2,...,d — 1}, let

K={1,2,...,k}, L={k+1,...,d}.
See Figure 1 for an illustration of these sets. It will be shown in Corollary 2 that if
co=c¢ fori=1,...k, (1.9)

then the d-dimensional stationary distribution is decomposable with respect to K and L.
We are motivated by applications of SRBMs and our recent work [7]. Multidimensional
SRBMs have been widely used for queueing applications [20] and even for mathematical



finance [17]. For these applications, it is important to obtain the stationary distribution
in a tractable form. However, this is a very hard problem even for d = 2 unless the
d-dimensional SRBM has a product form stationary distribution. A multidimensional
distribution is said to have a product form if it is the product of one dimensional marginal
distributions.

It is shown in [10] that this product form holds for the stationary distribution of an
SRBM Z if and only if the following skew symmetry condition

2%) = Rdiag(R) 'diag(X) + diag(X)diag(R) ' R" (1.10)

is satisfied, where for a matrix A, diag(A) denotes the diagonal matrix whose entries are
diagonals of A, and A" denotes the transpose of A. Furthermore, under (1.10), the one-
dimensional marginal stationary distribution in the ¢th coordinate has the exponential
distribution with mean 1/q;, where column vector a = (av, ..., aq)" is given by

o = —2diag(¥) " tdiag(R)R . (1.11)

Thus, the stationary distribution of Z is explicitly obtained under the skew symmetry
condition (1.10). However, the condition (1.10) may be too strong in some applications.
In particular, (1.11) is independent of covariances 3;; for i # j € J = {1,2,...,d}.
Still, product form based approximation is often used even though its accuracy cannot be
assessed when condition (1.10) is not satisfied; see, for example, [11].

This product form based approximation may be improved by the decomposability. For
example, let us consider the SRBM for the tandem queue depicted in Figure 1, and assume
the decomposability condition (1.9). Then, its | K |-dimensional marginal is of product-form,
which can be computed easily. Its |L|-dimensional marginal is the stationary distribution
of an |L|-dimensional SRBM. When |L| is small, say <= 4, the algorithm in [3] can be
used to compute this marginal distribution quickly. Therefore, the original d-dimensional
stationary distribution can also be computed quickly. On the other hand, if we apply the
algorithm in [3] directly to the d-dimensional SRBM when c;11 # o, there is no computer
that can compute the d-dimensional SRBM stationary distribution at all when |K]| is large.

In recent years, for d = 2, the tail asymptotics of the stationary distribution including
decay rates have been well studied (e.g., see [1, 5, ]) even though condition (1.10) is not
satisfied. Those decay rates may be used for better approximations of a two-dimensional
stationary distribution as recently shown for a two dimensional reflecting random walk in
[13]. We hope that such a two-dimensional approximation can be used to develop better
approximations for the stationary distribution of a high dimensional SRBM. This and the
tandem queue example above motivated us to consider the decomposability.

We are also inspired by geometric interpretations in [7] for the product form charac-
terization. That work focuses on the product form, but considers characterizations that
are different from the skew symmetric condition (1.10). Among them, Corollary 2 of [7]
shows that, for each pair of ¢ # j € J, the corresponding two-dimensional, marginal dis-
tribution is equal to the stationary distribution of some two-dimensional SRBM if the
d-dimensional stationary distribution has a product form, that is, condition (1.10) is sat-
isfied. This motivates us to consider the lower dimensional SRBMs corresponding to the
marginal distributions under the decomposability.



This paper consists of four sections. We present our results, Theorems 1 and 2 and
their corollaries, in Section 2. We discuss basic facts and preliminary results in Section 3.1.
Theorems 1 and 2 are proved in Sections 3.2 and 3.3, respectively. We finally remark some
future work in Section 4.

We will use the following notation unless otherwise stated.

J {1,2,...,d}, and, for U,V C J
AWUV)U| x |V| submatrix of a d-dimensional matrix A.
zV |U|-dimensional vector with 2V = z; for i € U,

where x? is the i-th entry of 2V

1oV d-dimensional vector z with z; = 2/ for i € U
and x; =0 forie J\U

YY) f(12Y) for function f from R to R

(x,y) E?:l x;y; for x,y € R4

Table 1: A summary of basic notation

For  example, for i € U, the 4th entry of AUV g
Ejev[A(U’V)]ijx}/v where both T;; and [T;; denote the (4, j)-entry of a matrix 7.

2 Main results

To state our main results, we need the following notation. Let
Q=R

For a non-empty set U C J such that QYY) is invertible, define

S(U) = QP HQu") UV (QUY) T, (2.1)
aU) = QYY) (Qu)Y,
R(U) = QW)L

Theorem 1. Assume that R is completely-S and that the d-dimensional SRBM Z =
{Z(t),t > 0} has a stationary distribution 7. Let K and L be a non-empty partition of J.
Assume that Z5(0) and Z*(0) are independent under the stationary distribution 7. Then
(a) QUEE) and QL) are invertible, and their inverse matrices are completely-S.

(b) For U = K and U = L, the |U|-dimensional (3(U), @(U), R(U))-SRBM has a sta-
tionary distribution that is equal to the distribution of ZY(0) under =.

Theorem 1 will be proved in Section 3.2, and the corollary below is proved in Ap-
pendix A.

Corollary 1. Under the same assumptions of Theorem 1, fori € J, assume that Z{i}(O)
and Z7\(0) are independent under the stationary distribution w. Then, Z{%(0) has the



exponential distribution with mean 1/X;, where

Ai = AiQiiy (2.4)

@)
M= sy T %)

and (Q™)® is the ith column of Q".

Remark 1. The parameter \; in (2.4) has a geometric interpretation; see (A.1) in the
proof of Corollary 1. Note that ); uses information on covariance YJ;; in general, so it may
be different from «; of (1.11), although we must have a; = \; if the stationary distribution
has a product form. Since the exponential distribution in Corollary 1 is obtained under the
weaker condition than the product form condition (1.10) for d > 3, it is intuitively clear
that one should use \; instead of «; in the product form approximation of a stationary
distribution. We will further discuss approximations in Section 4.

In general, (a) and (b) of Theorem 1 are not sufficient for Z¥(0) and Z%(0) to be inde-
pendent under the stationary distribution 7. For example, if J = {1,2}, then the marginal
exponential distributions are determined by the mean 1/\; for i = 1,2 by Corollary 1, but
these marginals are not sufficient for the skew symmetric condition, which is equivalent to
that Z{1}(0) and Z{?}(0) are independent. This is because a condition weaker than the
decomposability condition is used in the proof of Theorem 1 and therefore of Corollary 1.
This fact will be detailed in Section 4. Thus, we require extra conditions for necessary and
sufficient conditions for the decomposability. However, to identify these extra conditions is
generally a hard problem, so we consider a relatively simple situation. For this, we consider
SRBMs arising from queueing networks that have two sets of stations with feed-forward
routing between these two sets.

Theorem 2. Assume that R is completely-S and that the d-dimensional SRBM Z =
{Z(t),t > 0} has a stationary distribution 7. We further assume that the reflection matriz
R, the covariance matriz 3, and the drift vector p have the following form

R(K,K) 0 Z(K’K) (E(L,K))T
R= <R(L,K) R(L,L)) ;Y= <2(L,K) n(L,L) > )
ENTOR

p=(u

where K C J and L = J\ K. If ZX(0) and Z*(0) are independent under = and Z*(0) is
of product form under w, then

on(KK) — RIEK) qiag( RUSHK)) L diag (n (K H0)
+diag(SFK))diag(RUCEN) ~1(RUEK))T, (2.6)
on (LK) — RULK) qiag (U K)) djag(RUCFN) L, (2.7)
Conversely, if . and R satisfy (2.6) and (2.7), and the |L|-dimensional (X0 (L), RUE-D))-

SRBM has a stationary distribution, then Z*(0) and Z'(0) are independent under m and
Z%(0) is of product form under =.



This theorem is proved in Section 3.3. The next corollary is for an SRBM arising from
the d station tandem queue, which was discussed in Section 1 (see Figure 1). We omit its
proof because it is an immediate consequence of Theorem 2.

Corollary 2. Assume that the (X, u, R)-SRBM has a stationary distribution 7, where the
reflection matriz R, the covariance matriz 2, and the drift vector p are given by (1.6),
(1.7) and (1.8), respectively. For each positive integer k < d — 1, set K = {1,--- |k}
and L = J\ K. Then Z¥(0) and Z(0) are independent under 7 if co = ¢1 = --- = cg.
Furthermore, for k =1, c¢o = c¢1 is also necessary for this decomposability.

3 Proofs of main results

We will prove Theorems 1 and 2. For this, we first discuss about equations to characterize
the stationary distribution and some basic facts obtained from the decomposability.

3.1 The stationary distribution

Assume the SRBM has a stationary distribution. The stationary distribution must be
unique [3]. Our first tool is the basic adjoint relationship (BAR) that characterizes the sta-
tionary distribution. For this, we first introduce the boundary measures for a distribution
7 on (RL, B(RY), where B(R?) is the Borel o-field on R%. They are defined as

1
vi(B) = E, [/0 HZ(t) € B}dY,-(t)} , BeBRYL), icJ

Our BAR is in terms of moment generating functions, which are defined as

#(8) = Ex[e#O],

1
i(0) = Ex [ / e<9’Z<t>>in<t>] , i€l
0

where E; is the expectation operator when Z(0) has the distribution 7.

Because for each i € J, Y; increases only when Z;(t) = 0, one has ¢;(#) depends on
67\ only. Therefore, '

0i(0) = @i (197\1).

For a (X, u, R)-SRBM, its data can be alternatively described in terms of d-dimensional

polynomials, which are defined as

1
/7(0) = _§<97 29> - </L,9>, 0 S Rda
vi(0) = (RD,0), 0ecRY iel

where R® is the ith column of the reflection matrix R. Obviously, those polynomials
uniquely determine the primitive data, 3, u and R. Thus, we can use those polynomials
to discuss everything about the SRBM instead of the primitive data themselves.

The following lemma is critical in our analysis. Equation (3.1) below is the moment
generating function version of the standard basic adjoint relationship. We still refer to it
as BAR.



Lemma 1. (a) Assume 7 is the stationary distribution of a (X, u, R)-SRBM. For § € R?,
©(0) < oo implies p;(f) < oo fori € J. Furthermore,

d

Y(O)p(0) = i(0)pi(6). (3.1)

i=1

holds for 6 € R such that ¢(0) < co. (b) Assume that 7 is a probability measure on R%
and that v; is a positive finite measure whose support is contained in {x € Ri :x; = 0} for
1 € J. Let ¢ and p; be the moment generating functions of m and v;, respectively. If o,
©1, - .., @q satisfy (3.1) for each 6 € RY with @ < 0, then 7 is the stationary distribution
and v; 1is the corresponding boundary measure on {z € le_ cx; = 0}.

For (a), the fact that (3.1) holds for § < 0 is a special case of the standard basic adjoint
relationship (BAR); see, e.g., equation (7) of [3]. When some components of 6 are allowed
to be positive in (3.1), readers are referred to the proof of Lemma 4.1 (a) in [5] to see how
to rigorously derive the relationship. For (b), we refer to Theorem 1.2 of [4] (see also [12]
for a more general class of reflecting processes). In [4], BAR (3.1) is given using differential
operators; see, for example, again equation (7) of [3]. Under the condition of our lemma,
that BAR (7) is satisfied for all functions f of the form

n
f(z) = E:a,-ewl’gc> for € RY, (3.2)
i=1
where n is any positive integer, a; € R and #° € R? with §* < 0. Using an argument similar
to that in Section 4 of [15], that BAR (7) continues to hold for functions f when 6%’s are
replaced by (z{', e ,zcil) where each zj- is a complex variable with 5)%2;- < 0. This means that
BAR is satisfied for all f that are a finite Fourier series. Since a continuous function with a
compact support is uniformly approximated by a sequence of finite Fourier series (see, e.g.,
Sections 0.42 and 1.14 of [21]), one can argue that BAR (7) in [3] holds for all C? functions
with compact support, which is sufficient for BAR (7) to hold for all C? functions whose
first- and second- order derivatives are bounded.
In the rest of this paper, whenever we write ¢(6), we implicitly assume it is finite.
Let K and L be a non empty partition of J. In this paper, we consider conditions for
Z%(0) to be independent of Z7(0) under the stationary distribution 7. The independence
is equivalent to

p(0) = @™ (0%)p" ("), (3.3)
where, for U C J,
P (8Y) = o(16").
The next lemma shows how the boundary measure is decomposed under (3.3).

Lemma 2. Let K and L be a nonempty partition of J. Assume that Z%(0) and Z*(0)
are independent under the stationary distribution w. Assume ¢(0) < co. Then

0i(0) = o (0%)p"(0"),  jEK, (3.4)

8



where, for U C J,
5 (87) = 0, (167).
Proof. We firs prove that for i # j,

lim ;(0) = 0. 3.5
ejiglooso() (3.5)

By the monotone convergence theorem, we have

1 . .
Jm_i(0) = E- V 0TI ZRED 0N (7,(8) = 0)dYi(t)] -
j+—o0 0

By (1.4), Yi(t) = [, 1(Zi(s) = 0)dY;(s) for all t > 0. Thus,
1 . .
/0 e<9J\{Z’]}7ZJ\{Z’J}(t)>1(Zj(t) — O)dY;(t)
1 o .
- / O ZTET D) (7. (4) = 0, Zi(t) = 0)dY;(t),
0

which equals to zero almost surely by Theorem 1 of [16]. Therefore, we have proved (3.5).
Hence, for each j € J and 6 < 0, dividing both sides of (3.1) by 6; and letting 6; | —oo,
we have

. 1 .

—, lim <§Ejj9j+ﬂj> p(0) = Rjpi(0)+) Ry, Tim ©i(6)
oo iz

= Rjjp;(0). (3.6)

Let 6 = 19X for j € K in this equation, we have

/1
=, lim (5%9;' + uj> P (07) = Ryje5 (07). (3.7)
3 (o]

By the independence assumption, we can write
0(0) = " (0%)p™(6").

Hence, multiplying o (6%) to both sides of (3.7), then (3.6) yields (3.4). O

3.2 Proof of Theorem 1

Because the SRBM Z has a stationary distribution, (1.5) is satisfied. Thus, Q = R™!
exists. Let V(t) = QZ(t) for t > 0. It follows from (1.1) that

V() =QZ(0)+QX(t)+Y (), t=>0. (3.8)

Note that QX is still Brownian motion with drift vector Qu and covariance matrix QXQ”.
To prove the theorem, we first prove the first part of (a) in the following lemma.



Lemma 3. QU is invertible.

Proof. In this proof, we frequently use truncation arguments similarly to those in [6]. To
this end, we introduce the following sequences of functions. For each positive integer n, let

(s+n+2)2 —(n+2)<s<—(n+1),

(s +n)?, —(n+1)<s<—n,
—n<s<n,

—2(s—n)?, n<s<n+l,

n+l<s<n+2,

s<—=(n+2)ors>n+2,

D=

O = = = = =

—~

3

+M|H

[\

|

V2]

S~—

o

and let

fgn u =0,
Julw) { Of gn(s u < 0.

Clearly, for each fixed n, f,,(u) is bounded, twice continuously differentiable, and its deriva-
tives f](u) and f//(u) are bounded by 1 in absolute values. Furthermore, for each u € R,
fl(u) = gn(u) is monotone in n, and for each u € R,

lim f,(u) =u, lim f/(u)=1, lim f/(u)=0. (3.9)

n— o0 n— o0 n—oo

For each ¢ € J and ¢t > 0, we apply It6’s integration formula for f,([QZ(t)];) for each fixed
n, and we have

F(QZ(W))) — F1QZ(0):)
/ F(QZW))A(QX (w)]; + / 1)QEQ wdu.  (3.10)

Setting ¢ = 1 and taking the expectation E,, we have
0= /R . fn((Q1:)[Qulim(dx) + /]R . £([Qx)i)v;(dw) + %[QZQT]% /R i #(1Qz]i)m(dz).

Applying the dominated convergence theorem on the f term and the monotone conver-
gence theorem on two f) terms, by letting n — oo, we have

(Qu)i +vi(RL) =0 icJ. (3.11)

We now assume that Q%) is singular. Then, there exists a non-zero | K |-dimensional
row vector 7 such that

QUK — o, (3.12)
We will prove shortly that (3.12) implies

nQEL) = 0. (3.13)

10



Assuming (3.13), we now show that it leads to a contradiction, thus proving the lemma.
To see this, it follows from (3.8) that

VE@#) = VEW0) + (QX)Kt) + YE(@). (3.14)

Since V() = QZ(t), (3.12) and (3.13) imply that nV ¥ (t) = 0 for all t > 0. Similarly, (3.12
and (3.13) imply that n(QX (¢))* =0 for all ¢ > 0. From (3.8), we now have nY ¥ (¢) =
for all t > 0. Namely,

)
0
S omyEy=o0, t>o.

ieK

Assume 7); # 0 for some j € K. Since Y;X(t) = Y;(t), we have

Zm/ — 0)dYi(u) = 0.

ieK

By Theorem 1 of [16] (see also Theorem 4.2 of [1]), we have
1
/ 1(Zj(u) = 0)dY;(t) =0 almost surely for each pair i # j.
0
This yields
1
77j/ 1(Z;j(u) = 0)dY;(t) =0 almost surely,
0

which contradicts the fact that n; # 0 and that

1
e ([ 120 = 0av;0)) = 5(®D) = ~(@u); > 0

Now we prove (3.13). Note that (QX)¥ in (3.14) is a | K |-dimensional Brownian motion
with drift Q) and covariance matrix

QUEIT(QMHY = (@),

We apply It6’s integration formula to h, (VX (t)), where h,(z) = e~ /(2 for 2 € RIKI,
Then, we have

¥ b - 5 [ 20

€K

0?h(
*3 Z/ axlax]

d(QX);* (u)

:(:—VK(u)

(Q=Q")Ma

7=VE (u)

dYi(u), (3.15)
x=VE(u)

11



where

Ohy ()
ox;

2
%f a(x]) = 11 (9 (0, 2)) + 97,((n, 2))) o ().

= —0ign((n, 7)) I (2),

Setting ¢ = 1 and taking expectation E; on both side, we have

Ohy(x
0 = ZEW[ () ](Qm
ieK Ti la=vE(0)
2
4o Z (Q5Q")! (KK [8 ho ()
,JGK el z=VK (0)
hn ()
+ ) E; dY;(u) (3.16)
Z%; 0 3”51 P=VE (1)
Recall that VE(t) = QUK ZK (¢) + QL ZK (). Let
ME@t) = QML zE (1),
Because nQUSK) = 0, we have nVE(t) = nM*%(t), and therefore, for i € K,
1 1
E. / Ohn(z) viw)| = E, / Ohn(z) 4Yi(u)
0 Ox; x=VE(u) 0 Ox; =M% (u)
= (RDE, Ohn () , (3.17)
i | peprx (o)

where in the second equality, we have used that fact that M (¢) is a functions of Z1(¢)
and Lemma 2. It follows from (3.11), (3.16), and (3.17) that

=0,

1 o (K,K) [52%(96) ]
= > (QEQM); " Eg —
2 ( )” z=VE(0)

0x;0x;
i,jeK bt

or equivalently

= Z i (QEQ) G B (62 ((n, VE(0)) + gl (40, VE(0))) e (VE (0))) = 0.

L,jeK

By the construction of functions g, and f,, g, (u) > 0 except for u € (n,n + 2), in which
g, (u) € [-1,0), and e~ ) monotonically converges to e~* as n — oo and is bounded by
1 for u > 0. Furthermore, g, (u) and g},(u) are bounded by 1 for all u and n. We have

Ex | (g7 ((n, VE(0))) + g1, ((n, VK(0)>))1((7;,VK(0))S0)hn(VK(O))] =0

12



for each n > 1. By dominated converge theorem,

lim Ex | (g2((m, VE(0))) + g4 (1, VEOD)L g0 0150 i (VE(0))]

n—o0
(WK(OD} >0,

=Ex |1 vro)=0e

where the strict inequality follows from the fact that the Lebesgue measure of set {z €
R4 : 2 > 0} is positive and the fact that m(A) > 0 for every measurable set A that has
positive Lebesgue measure [3]. Therefore, we can find a large enough n such that

Ex | (g2, VE(0))) + g1 (. VE@D)hn(VE (0)] > 0.

Thus, we arrive at

1
3 S i (@D =0,

ijeK
Namely,
1
S1QUIS@QHMET = 0.
Since ¥ is positive definite, for this to be true, we must have
nQU7) =0, (3.18)

thus proving (3.13). O

We now return to the proof of Theorem 1. Because VE (t) = QUK 2K (1) + QL ZE(¢)
and QE-K) is invertible by Lemma 3, we have

Z5(t) + WE () = (QUF) TV E()
QU TIVE(0) + (QUF)"H@X)X (1) + (Y)Y K (1), (3.19)

where
W) = (QUF)QUIH ZE (1),
and the second equality follows from (3.14). Note that
(QUFNTHRX) (1)

is a |K|-dimensional Brownian motion with drift vector ji(K) = (QUSf))~1(Qu)¥ and
covariance matrix

S(K) = Q)71 (@) (R (QUEK)) 1)1,

We now apply Ito’s integral formula to f(ZX(t) + WE(t)), where f(z) = ") with
z € RIXI for each fixed % € RIXI and + = v/=T is the imaginary unit of a complex number.

13



(We really apply the Ité formula twice, one for cos((#%,z)) and one for sin((9%,z)).) We
have

FZE@) + W) — f(25(0) + WH(0))
= /0 S 0,0,y £(Z5 (w) + WK () du
ijEK
b 37 02 )+ W )@ QX))
0 ieK
b [0S )+ W ) Y[R Y (w),
0 iek jeK
where
R(K) = (QUF)~1,
Because |f(Z5(u) + W (u)))] < 1, setting t = 1, we can take expectation E, on both

sides of this equation for # € R, we have

1 ~ (0K 7K {0 WK
= 0:60,[S(K)]Ex (e (0%, 25(0)) +0(0% . W (o>>>

1 Z 0, [1(K)J;E (ez(ﬁK,ZK(OD—i-z(GK,WK(O)))

B 1

+1 > O[R(K)]iEx ( / el<9K’ZK<“>>+Z<"K7WK<“>>de(u)> = 0.
ijeK 0

(3.20)

We now use the assumption that Z%(0) and Z%(0) are independent under 7. Since

WHX(0) is a function of Z%(0), ZX(0) and W¥(0) are independent. Thus, applying
Lemma 2 to (3.20), we have

(—% Z 0;0; [E(K)]U +1 Z HZ[Q(K)]Z)EF (ez(eK,ZK(O»)

1,j€K ieK
1
#1 3 OIREE ([ "2 Wy w) <o
(3.21)

Denote the left-hand side of this equation by g(«6) as a function of 0 for # € R¥. If
we replace 0 by a complex vector z = (21, 22, . .. , 2||) such that fz; < 0 for all i € K,
where $z; is the real part of z;. Obviously, g(z1, 29, ... ) 2| K‘) is analytic in each z; such
that Rz; < 0 when z; for j # i is fixed satisfying Rz; < 0. Let ¢ = 1 and fix an arbitrary
6 € RIXI. Since g(z1,16o, . .. ;10| |) converges to g(20) =0 as z1 with Rz < 0 continuously
moves to 2607, we must have

g(21,102, ..., 10| k)) = 0 for Rz <0

14



by the so called boundary uniqueness theorem (e.g., see page 371 of Volume I of [14]). We
then inductively replace 0; by z; with Rz; <0 for i = 2,3,...,|K|, and we have

g(Zl,Zg,...,Zuﬂ):O, %Zi§0f0ri:1,2,...,|K|.

In particular, letting z; = 6; for real §; <0 for i =1,2,...,|K|, we have

5 BBIE + Y BIA]: | ¢ 0) + S BRI (09) =0, (3.22)

i,jEK i€K i,jEK
We are now ready to prove the remaining part of (a) in the following lemma.
Lemma 4. Under the assumptions of Theorem 1, R(K) and R(L) are complete-S matrices.

Proof. For an arbitrarily fixed ¢ € K, let HJK = 0 in @K for j # ¢. We denote this vector
0% as (160,)%. For j # £, let §; = 0 in (3.21) and divide the resulting formula by 6, < 0,
then we have

(OEe+ T ) % (190%) + LR ekl (00%) =0. (329

jeEK

Similarly to (3.6),

= i (GOSN + ) £ ((160%) = (ROl (0°).

Since the left-hand side of this formula is positive by (3.6), its right-hand side must be

positive. Hence, [R(K)]g > 0. Furthermore, we can take sufficiently small 6, < 0 such
that

<%95[2(K)]a + [/?L(K)h) S5 (10,)5) < 0.
By (3.22), we have, for this 6y,

D [RE)ef ((160)") > 0. (3.24)

JjeEK

Since gojK((THg)K) > 0 for all j € K, R(K) is an S-matrix. Let U be a subset of K such
that ¢ € U and U # K, then we can choose 6, such that gpﬁ( ((10,)) is sufficiently small

for j € K\ U. This yields that (R(K))WY) is an S-matrix, and therefore we have proved
that R(K) is a complete-S matrix. O

We now can see that (3.21) is nothing but the BAR for the |K|-dimensional SRBM
with data (2(K), i(K), R(K)) because R(K) is complete-S by Lemma 4. By part (b) of
Lemma 1, the |K|-dimensional (3(K), i(K), R(K))-SRBM has a stationary distribution
that is equal to the distribution of Z%(0) under 7. By the symmetric roles of K and L, the
the |L|-dimensional (X(L), i(L), R(L))-SRBM has a stationary distribution that is equal
to the distribution of Z%(0) under 7.

15



3.3 Proof of Theorem 2

First of all, we will prove if ZX(0) and Z%(0) are independent and Z%(0) is of product
form under 7, then (2.6) and (2.7) hold. According to Theorem 1, the distribution of
Z11(0) under 7 is equal to the stationary distribution of (2({i}), a({i}), R({i}))-SRBM
for i € K. The distribution of Z*(0) under 7 is equal to the stationary distribution of
(3X(L), i(L), R(L))-SRBM. Then by Lemma 1, for § € R? with § < 0,

) (lﬁe- + (RUCR) 71K, ) P0) =1, i€k,

2R
- (; D 002D + Y 0ila(L)] ) = " GIR(D))iek(0").  (3.25)
i,j€L ieL ijeL

By the definition of ¥(L), ji(L) and R(L), we can find they are

(L) = 2L 4 RIK)(RUCK))~ IE(KK ((RUSH))=1yT (RILF))T
—yBE) (RUEK))= )T(R Kyt _ RUK) (RUSK)) =1 (g (LK),
A(L) = pb — REH)(RUCHOY 1)K
R(L) = R,
By the independence assumptions, we have, for i € K,
0(0) = ol (0;) M 7\ = LK (95l (1.

By Lemma 2, we get ¢;(0) = /M (@/\Md) for i € K and ¢;(0) = @K(HK)cp]L(HL) for
j € L. Using the fact that gpz-{i}(O) = 1, we can rewrite (3.25) as

~(Gpse+ (REO) 1)) ) = a0), i€ K (3.26)
- (; S 00,50 +Zez-m<L>]i) = S ORI 0). (327)
i,jEL €L i,j€L
We further modify (3.26) into
~ (0 (RIS, ) 54(0)60) = 2i0)5:0) (3.28)
2 RZZ KA KA (3 . .

Then adding (3.28) for i € K and (3.27), we have

- <Z (G0s+ (R, ) 0



So according to Lemma 1, we have

1(6) = —(Z (G0 + (R 1), ) 0

e
1 ~ -
+5 > 0:0;(S(L))i; + Z&'[M(L)]z)- (3.30)
i,jEL i€l
Comparing the coefficients of 6160; and coefficients of 6; of both sides, we can get
1 B Y Ejj L.
_§(EU + Ejl) = —ER]Z — ﬁijU, 1,] S K, (331)
—5(21']‘ + Eji) = —ER]',', i€ K, YRS L, (3.32)

R(L,K)(R(K,K))—IE(K,K)((R(K,K))—I)T(R(L,K))T
_E(L,K)((R(K,K))—I)T(R(L,K))T o R(L,K)(R(K,K))—I(E(L,K))T = 0. (333)

Observe that (3.31) is equivalent to (2.6), and (3.32) is equivalent to (2.7). Under (2.6) and
(2.7), (3.33) automatically holds. So we have proved if Z¥(0) and Z¥(0) are independent
and Z%(0) is of product form under 7, then (2.6) and (2.7) hold.

Next we will prove that if ¥ and R satisfy (2.6) and (2.7), and the |L|-dimensional
(&L A(L), REL)-SRBM has a stationary distribution, then Z%(0) and Z*(0) are in-
dependent and Z%(0) is of product form under 7. First observe that if (2.6) and (2.7)
holds, then (3.31), (3.32) and (3.33) hold. Therefore, (3.30) holds.

Because the skew symmetry condition (2.6) holds, the (E(K KK RUGK)) . SRBM
has a product form stationary distribution [10]. Let @& (0%) and @& (6%) be the mo-
ment generating functions of the stationary distribution and 1th boundary measure for this
(X(K), i(K), R(K))-SRBM. Then

1 Eii — ~ i ;
‘<§§9i+<<R<K’K>> W%) (@) Ho:) =1, iek.

Because the |L|-dimensional (X5 (L), RE1)-SRBM has a stationary distribution,
¥(L) = 2L and R(L) = RED) | we have

- (; > 0i5[S(L)]i; + Zei[ﬂ(L)]i) = S GIRL)]EH ). (3.34)

i,jeL €L i,jeL

where g% (%) and cﬁ]L (6%) are the moment generating functions of the stationary distribu-
tion and jth boundary measure for (Z(L L) (L), REL)-SRBM.

Let ¢(0) = g% (05)@l (), ¢:(0) = (HK) L(0F) fori € K and ¢;(0) = @K(HK)QE]L(HL)
for j € L. Then we can see (3.26), (3.27), (3.28) and (3.29) holds with ¢(0), ¢;(f) and
©;(8) replaced by ¢(6), ¢;(f) and ¢;(#). Furthermore, as (3.30) holds, we conclude

d
=3 4(0)7:(6)
i=1
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By part (b) of Lemma 1, we know ¢(0) = 3(0), o (6%) = ¥ (65) and o*(6F) = g (61).
So () = @& (05) " (0%), that is, ZX(0) and Z%(0) are independent under 7. Further-
more, the distribution of Z%(0) under 7 is equal to the stationary distribution of the
| K |-dimensional (S(5K) K RUGSK)) .SRBM. By (2.6), the distribution of Z%(0) is of
product form because the skew symmetry condition (1.10) in [10] is satisfied.

4 Concluding remarks

There are two directions for future study. We first comment on the marginal distributions.
In the proof of Theorem 1, we may only use the following fact to complete the proof.
Random vectors Z%(0) and WX (0) = (QUKN-1QUL) zL(0) are “weakly independent
through convolution” under the stationary distribution 7, that is, for all § € RIEl

E(e 02X O+WEO))) _ F(e0.25 0y (6w 0y (4.1)

where © = /—1 in again the imaginary unit. We also can observe from Remark 1 that this
is indeed weaker than the independence of ZX(0) and Z¥(0) under 7. Thus, it may be
interesting to consider the following questions.

Question 1. What is a class of SRBM satisfying (4.1) ¢ How can we characterize this
class in terms of the modeling primitives ¢ How much is it larger than the class satisfying
the decomposability ¢

Question 2. Can the stationary distributions of Z%(0) and Z%(0) serve good approxima-
tions for the marginal distributions of the original stationary distribution when (4.1) does
not hold ¢ If not, for what class of SRBM can they provide good approximations ¢

Obviously, these two questions are closely related. Question 1 is hard to answer while
Question 2 may be studied through numerical experiments. Furthermore, for d = 2, we
know that the tail asymptotics of the one-dimensional marginals and when their tail decay
rates are identical with HZ-(”) defined in (A.1) (see Theorem 2.2 and 2.3 of [(]). This

may suggest the class of SRBM for which the product form approximation using 92-(”) is
reasonable. Unfortunately, we do not have any explicit results yet for the tail decay rates
for d > 3 except for some special cases. We hope that this tail decay rate problem will be
solved sometime in the future, and Question 2 will be better answered then.

Another question is about sufficient conditions for the decomposability. We partially
answered this question by Theorem 2. It seems hard to extend the arguments in the proof
of this theorem to more general cases. Such an extension is a challenging open problem.
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A Proof of Corollary 1

To prove the corollary, we introduce some geometric objects:

E = {0 € R%:~(0) = 0},
PO = npep {0 € RGyi(6) =03, i€ .

The object E is an ellipse in R%. Since R is invertible and # € P(®) implies that (9, R*)) = 0
for k # i, P must be a line going through the origin. Clearly, for each i, P() intersects
the ellipse E by at most two points, one of which is the origin. We denote its non-zero
intersection by 0" if it exists. Otherwise, let 8(>") = 0. The following lemma shows that
the latter is impossible by giving an explicit formula for 8. Recall that (Q")® be the
ith column of Q*. We refer to the following fact, obtained as Lemma 1 of [7].

Lemma 5. For each i € J,

0l = A Q™) (A1)
where A; > 0 is defined in (2.5).

of Corollary 1. Tt follows from [8] that the stationary distribution of a one-dimensional
SRBM with drift 4 < 0 and variance o2 is exponential with mean 1/\, where

Ao 2K (A.2)
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We apply Theorem 1 to K = {i}. According to the theorem, Z {}(0) under 7 is a one-
dimensional SRBM with variance ¥({i}) and drift g({:}). Set

_2i({ip
(i)

By (A.1) and (A.2), to prove the corollary it suffices to verify that

P =

A =0 (A.3)
We first compute Q and Q%) for this. By Lemma 5, we have
Q= (Al—le(l,r)’ A2—19(2,r)7 o 7A;19(d,r))T7
and therefore
QUi = Ai—lgi(i,r)‘
Hence,
S({i}) = A26) 7 D [Q1 Sk [Qlar
3.k
= 2O Y AT O Sl Qla AT
3k
_ (61(”) —2<9(i,r)729(i,r)>
= —2(6,"") (61, ),

where the last equality is obtained since v(A(*")) = 0. Similarly, we have

al{iy) = (6°°) 16 .

Hence,
LU 60,
E({d})
This completes the proof of Corollary 1. O
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