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Abstract

We study a Markov chain on Ry x S, where R4 is the non-negative real numbers
and S is a finite set, in which when the R, -coordinate is large, the S-coordinate of
the process is approximately Markov with stationary distribution m; on S. If u;(x) is
the mean drift of the R -coordinate of the process at (z,i) € Ry x S, we study the
case where ) . m;u;(x) — 0, which is the critical regime for the recurrence-transience
phase transition. If u;(z) — 0 for all 7, it is natural to study the Lamperti case where
wi(z) = O(1/x); in that case the recurrence classification is known, but we prove new
results on existence and non-existence of moments of return times. If u;(z) — d; for
d; # 0 for at least some i, then it is natural to study the gemeralized Lamperti case
where u;(x) = d;+O(1/x). By exploiting a transformation which maps the generalized
Lamperti case to the Lamperti case, we obtain a recurrence classification and existence
of moments results for the former. The generalized Lamperti case is seen to be more
subtle, as the recurrence classification depends on correlation terms between the two
coordinates of the process.

Keywords: Non-homogeneous random walk; recurrence classification; Lyapunov function;
Lamperti’s problem.
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1 Introduction

Markov processes (X, n,) on structured state-spaces ¥ contained in X x S are of interest
in many applications. In this paper we are interested in the case where X,, € X = R, and
N, € S a finite set, in which case X is a half strip. Motivating applications include

e modulated queues [10], where X,, represents the queue length and 7, tracks the state

of a service regime or buffer;

e regime-switching processes in mathematical finance, where 7, tracks a state of the

market;

e physical processes with internal degrees of freedom [6], where 7, tracks internal mo-

mentum states of a particle.
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In much of the literature, 7, is itself a Markov chain; in this case (X,,n,) is known as a
Markov-modulated Markov chain or a Markov random walk [3]; in the contexts of strips,
study of these models goes back to Malyshev [9]. The case where 7, is Markov also includes
processes that can be represented as additive functionals of Markov chains [12]. Such models
pose a variety of mathematical questions, which have been studied rather deeply over several
decades using various techniques that take advantage of the additional Markov structure,
and much is now known.

Much less is known when 7, is not Markov. In the present paper, following [2,4], we
are interested in the case where 7, is not Markov but is, roughly speaking, approximately
Markov when X, is large, with stationary distribution m; on S. This relaxation is necessary
to probe more intimately the recurrence/transience phase transition for these models. If
pi(x) is the mean drift of the R, -coordinate of the process at (z,i) € X, then crucial to
the asymptotic behaviour of the process are the asymptotics of the p; in comparison to the
m. If pi(x) — d; € R for each i € S, then the process is transient if > .md; > 0 and
positive-recurrent if ) . md; < 0 [2l4]. The critical case ), md; = 0 is more subtle, and to
investigate the recurrence/transience phase transition it is natural, by analogy with classical
work of Lamperti on Ry [7L8], to study the case where . mu;(z) = O(1/z). In particular,
the law of the increments is non-homogeneous in X,,, which typically precludes n, from being
Markovian, but admits our weaker conditions.

The Lamperti drift case in which every line has u;(z) = O(1/z) was studied in [].
The main focus of the present paper is the generalized Lamperti drift case where p;(z) =
d; + O(1/x) with ), o md; = 0.

We obtain a recurrence classification for the generalized Lamperti drift case, and in the
recurrent case we obtain results on existence and non-existence of passage-time moments,
quantifying the recurrence. We obtain these results by use of a transformation of the process
into one with Lamperti drift, and so we establish new results on existence and non-existence
of passage-time moments in that setting first. Our method is different from that of [4], which
relied on an analysis of an embedded Markov chain, in that we make use of some Lyapunov
functions for the half-strip model.

To finish this section, we present an application of our results to a simple model of a
correlated random walk. Suppose that a particle performs a random walk on Z, with a
short-term memory: the distribution of X,,,; depends not only on the current position X,
but also on the ‘direction of travel’ X,, — X,,_;. Formally, (X, X,, — X,,_1) is a Markov chain
on Zy x S with S = {—1,+1}, with

]P)[(Xn-l-lvnn-i-l) = ('T +.]7.]) | (ann) - (ZI}',Z)] = qu(x)v for Zaj € S
Then for i € S,
Mz(fb’) = IE[Xn+1 - X, | (Xmﬁn) = (Ial)] = Qi,+1(35) - %,-1(@-

The simplest model has ¢;;(z) = ¢ > 1/2 for = > 1, so the walker has a tendency to continue
in its direction of travel.
More generally, suppose that for ¢ € (0,1) and constants ¢_q1,cy; € R and § > 0,

g+ 5 +0@ ) if j = 4;
QZ]<:1:> - ic; 11— P .
l—q—52+0@ ') ifj#i
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Here is the recurrence/transience classification for this model, which includes as the special
case ¢ = 1/2 the recurrence classification in Corollary 3.1 of [4].

Theorem 1.1. Consider the correlated random walk specified by (IL1). Let ¢ = (cy1+c_1)/2.
If ¢ < —q, then the walk is positive-recurrent. If ¢ > q, then the walk is transient. If |c| < q,
then the walk is null-recurrent.

2 Model and main results

2.1 Notation

Let S be a finite non-empty set, and let > be a subset of R, x S that is locally finite, i.e.,
YN ([0,7] x S) is finite for all » € Ry. Define for each k € S the line Ay := {x € R, :
(x,k) € ¥}. Our process of interest is as follows.

(A) Suppose that (X,,n,), n € Z,, is a time-homogeneous, irreducible Markov chain on ¥,
a locally finite subset of R, xS. Suppose that for each k € S the line A is unbounded.

We will typically assume that the displacement of the X-coordinate has bounded p-
moments for some p < oo:

(B,) There exists a constant C), < oo such that for all n € Z.,
E[|Xni1 — Xul? | Xp =2, n, = 1] <G, for all (z,7) € X.
Most of our results will assume that (B,)) holds for p > 2. For (z,i) € ¥ and j € S define
ij(2) == Pl = J | Xo =2, np = 1]
We suppose that 7, is approximately Markov when X, is large, in the following sense:

(Qo) Suppose that lim, . ¢;;(x) = g;; exists for all 4,7 € S, and (¢;;) is an irreducible
stochastic matrix.

Under assumption we can define a new process 1, n € Z,, as a Markov chain on S
with transition probabilities given by g;;. Since ) is irreducible and S is finite, there exists
a unique stationary distribution 7 = (w1, m,...,mg)" on S with m; > 0 for all j € S and
satisfying m; = >, o miq;; for all j € S.

A basic quantity is the one-step mean drift in the X-coordinate on line i:

pi(z) = E[X,1 — X, | Xy =2, mp = i)

note that y;(z) is finite if (B,) holds for some p > 1. In the simplest case, we suppose that
each line has an asymptotically constant drift:

(D) For each i € S there exists d; € R such that p;(z) = d; + o(1) as © — oo.

Then we have the following result.



Theorem 2.1. Suppose that (A) holds, and that (By) holds for some p > 1. Suppose also
that Qo) and (D)) hold. Then the following classification applies.

o If> . codimi >0, then (X,,n,) is transient.
o If> . codim <0, then (X, n,) is positive-recurrent.

Theorem [Z1]is a minor generalization of Theorem 2.4 of [4], which took ¥ = Z, x S; the
proof there readily extends to the statement here, so we omit the proof; earlier versions of
the result, assuming some additional homogeneity, are Theorem 3.1.2 of [3] and the results
of [2,9].

Theorem [2.1] has nothing to say about the much more subtle case where ), ¢ d;m; = 0;
here further assumptions are required to reach any conclusion. One way to achieve
Y icsgdimi = 0is to have d; = 0 for all @ € S. In this case, by analogy with the clas-
sical one-dimensional work of Lamperti [7,[8], the natural setting in which to probe the
recurrence-transience phase transition is that of Lamperti drift, as studied in [4], which we
present in Section 2.2l In this setting we give new results on existence and non-existence of
moments of passage times.

The second possibility, in which d; # 0 for some i € S but nevertheless » . ¢ dim; = 0,
leads to what we call generalized Lamperti drift, which is the main focus of this paper and
is presented in Section 2.3 Here we establish a recurrence classification as well as results on
passage-time moments.

For the remainder of the paper we introduce the following shorthand to simplify notation:

Eoil -1 =E[- | X =2, 1m0 = d].

2.2 Lamperti drift

Define for (z,i) € X,
op(x) = Eyi[(Xn41 — Xn)2]5
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note that o7 (x) is finite if (B holds for some p > 2. The case of Lamperti drift is:

(Dy,) For each i € S there exist ¢; € R and s? € R, with at least one s? non-zero, such
that, as @ — 0o, y;(z) = < +o(z™") and o (x) = s7 + o(1).

To obtain results at the critical point for the phase transition we will need to strengthen the
assumptions (Qo)) and (D) by imposing additional assumptions:

(QZL) Suppose that there exists §y € (0,1) such that max; jes|q;(z) — ¢;5] = o(a™) as
T — 00.

(Di) Suppose that there exist d; € (0,1), ¢; € R, and s? € R, with at least one s? non-zero,
such that for all i € S, as & — oo, pi(z) = < + o(z7' %) and o7 (z) = s? + o(z ™).

In the Lamperti drift setting, we have the following recurrence classification.

Theorem 2.2. Suppose that (A) holds, and that (By) holds for some p > 2. Suppose also
that Qo) and (Dy)) hold. Then the following classification applies.
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o If Y cs(2¢; — sP)m; > 0, then (X, m,) is transient.
o If| > icq20mi| < >.cgsimi, then (X, my,) is null-recurrent.
o If > . s(2¢; 4 s2)m; <0, then (X,,m,) is positive-recurrent.
If, in addition, and (]E:I) hold, then the following condition also applies (yielding an

exhaustive classification):
o If| > icq2emi| = > g 5imi, then (X,,m,) is null-recurrent.

Theorem is a slight generalization of Theorem 2.5 of [4], which took ¥ = Z, x S.
The proof in [4], which made use of Lamperti’s [7l[§] results applied to the embedded process
obtained by observing the X-coordinate on each visit to a reference line, extends readily to
the statement here.

One way to obtain quantitative information on the nature of recurrence is to study
moments of passage times. For x € R, define the stopping time 7, := min{n > 0: X,, < z}.
First we state a result that gives conditions for E[7$] to be finite.

Theorem 2.3. Suppose that (A) holds, and that (By) holds for some p > 2. Suppose also
that Qo) and (Dy) hold. If for some 6 > 0,

> 20+ (20— 1)s7] m <0, (2.1)

i€s
then for any s € [0,6 A L], we have E[r5] < oo for all x sufficiently large.
We have the following result in the other direction.

Theorem 2.4. Suppose that (A) holds, and that (B,)) holds for some p > 2. Suppose also
that ([Q)) and (D) hold. If for some 6 € (0, 2],

> 20+ (20— 1)s7] m > 0, (2.2)

i€s
then for any s > 6, we have E[17] = oo for all sufficiently large Xy > x.

In the case where S is a singleton, Theorems and [2.4] reduce to versions of Proposi-
tions 1 and 2, respectively, of [I] on passage-time moments for Markov chains on R

2.3 Generalized Lamperti drift

Now we turn to the main topic of this paper. This case is the most subtle, and the asymptotic
properties of the process depend not only on p;(x) and o?(z) but also on the quantities

pij(2) = By i [(Xns1 — Xo) {01 = 5}

this alerts us to the fact that correlations between the components of the increments are now
crucial. The case of generalized Lamperti drift is the following:
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(Dg) For i,j € S there exist d; € R, e¢; € R, d;; € R and t? € R, with at least one ¢?
non-zero, such that
(a) foralli e S, pi(x) =d; + < +o(x™!) as v — oo;
(b) for alli € S, o?(x) =2 + o(1) as & — oc;
(c) foralli,j €S, p;(xz) =d;; + o(1) as x — oo; and
(d) ZiGS 7T2'd2‘ = 0.
Note that necessarily we have the relation d; = > jes d;j.

As in the Lamperti drift case, we need to have an additional condition at the phase
boundary.

(D&) There exist 6y € (0,1), d; € R, e; € R, di; € R and 7 € Ry, with at least one t?
non-zero, such that
(a) for alli € S, pi(z) = d; + < + o(z7'7%2) as x — oo;
(b) for alli € S, o2(z) = t? + o(z7°2) as x — oo; and
(c) for alli,j € S, p;j(x) = d;j + o(z7%) as z — oo.
We also must impose refined forms of the condition (Q), where now further terms come
into play.
(Qg) For i,j € S there exist v;; € R such that g;;(z) = ¢;; + 22 4 o(z™ '), where (g;;) is an
irreducible stochastic matrix.
(Q&) There exist 5 € (0,1) and ;5 € R such that ¢;;(z) = g;j + 22 + o(z717%),

The fact that } . ¢¢i;(z) = 1 implies, after a calculation, that » . gv; =0 for alli € S.

For understanding the statement of our recurrence classification in the generalized
Lamperti case, we need the following preliminary result on solutions a = (a1,...,as)"
to the system of equations

di + Z(CL]’ — ai)qij = O, for all 7 € 57 (23)
jes
we say that a solution a = (a1,...,as)" is unique up to translation if all solutions a’ =
(ay,....alg)" have aj — a; constant.

Lemma 2.5. Let d; € R and (g;j) be an irreducible stochastic matriz with stationary distri-
bution ™ on S. Then the following statements are equivalent.

® Zies dim; = 0.
o There exists a solution a = (ay,..., )" to 23) that is unique up to translation.

Next we give our main recurrence classification for the model with generalized Lamperti
drift. The criteria involve solutions to (Z3)); as described in Lemma[Z5] such solutions are not
unique, but nevertheless the expressions in which they appear in Theorem are invariant
under translations (see Remark 2.9(c)), and so the statement makes sense.
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Theorem 2.6. Suppose that (A) holds, and that (By) holds for some p > 2. Suppose also
that (Qgl) and ([Dgl) hold. Definea = (a1, ...,as))" to be a solution to [2.3)) whose existence
is quaranteed by Lemma[2.0. Define

U= Z (262- +2 Zaﬂ”) T, and V = Z (tf +2 Zajdi]) .- (2.4)

i€S jes i€S jes
Then the following classification applies.
o IfU >V then (X,,n,) is transient.
o [f|U| <V then (Xn,nn) is null-recurrent.
o [fU < =V then (X,,n,) is positive-recurrent.

If, in addition, and @ hold, then the following condition also applies (yielding an
exhaustive classification):

o If|U| =V then (X,,n,) is null-recurrent.

As in Section 22 we quantify the degree of recurrence by establishing existence and
non-existence of moments of the passage times 7,. First we give conditions for existence of
moients.

Theorem 2.7. Suppose that (A) holds, and that (B,)) holds for some p > 2. Suppose also
that (Qgl) and ([Dgl) hold. Definea = (a1, ...,qs))" to be a solution to [23)) whose existence
is gquaranteed by Lemma 23, If for some 6 > 0, with U and V' as given by (24,

U+ (20— 1)V <0, (2.5)
then for any s € [0, 0N g}, we have E[T7] < oo for all x sufficiently large.

Finally, we give conditions for non-existence of moments.

Theorem 2.8. Suppose that (A) holds, and that (By)) holds for some p > 2. Suppose also
that (Qgl) and ([Dgl) hold. Definea = (a1, ...,as))" to be a solution to [2.3)) whose existence
is guaranteed by Lemmal2.3. If for some 6 € (0,5], with U and V' as given by (2.4),

U+ (20— 1)V >0, (2.6)
then for any s > 6, we have E[12] = oo for all sufficiently large Xy > .

Remarks 2.9. (a) The generalization of the state-space ¥ from Z, x S considered in [4] and
previous work is not merely for the sake of generalization; it is necessary for the technical
approach of this paper, whereby we find a transformation ¢ : ¥ — ¥’ such that if (X,,, 7, ) has
generalized Lamperti drift, then ¢(X,,,n,) has Lamperti drift (i.e., the constant components
of the drifts are eliminated). We then apply the results of Section to deduce the results
in Section Even if ¥ = 7Z, x S, the state-space >’ obtained after the transformation ¢
will not be (lines are translated in a certain way).
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(b) The local finiteness assumption ensures that transience of the Markov chain (X, n,)
is equivalent to lim,_,., X,, = 400, a.s., and hence all our conditions on p;(x) etc. are
asymptotic conditions as x — oo.

(c) As mentioned above, the non-uniqueness of solutions to (Z3) is not a problem for the
statement of the theorems in this section, because the quantities in our conditions are un-
changed under translation of the a;. Indeed, Lemma 2.5 shows that if (a;,7 € 5) is a solution
then so is (¢ 4 a4, € 9) for any ¢ € R, and, furthermore, every solution is of this form.
Moreover, the facts that ZjeS Yy =0and ) ZjeS dijTi = ) ;e dim; = 0 guarantee that
replacing every a; by ¢ + a; does not change the quantities U and V' given by (2.4]).

3 Lyapunov function estimates

Our analysis is based on the Lyapunov function f, : 3 — (0, 00) defined for v € R by

f(d) a’ + b if o > g,
x,1) =
o zf + Lhixg 7 if o < o,

where b; € R and zg := 1 + /|v| max;egs |bi].

The following straightforward result, whose proof is omitted, establishes bounds on f,.

Lemma 3.1. Suppose v € R. There exist positive constants ki, ks € (0,00), depending on v
and (b;,1 € S), such that

Ei(142)” < f(z,i) < ko(1+ )", for allz >0 and alli € S.

The next result, which is central to what follows, provides increment moment estimates
for our Lyapunov function in the Lamperti drift case.

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that (B) holds, and that (B) holds for some p > 2. Suppose also
that (Qu)) and (D)) hold. Then for any v € (2 — p, p|, we have, as x — oo,

E:c,i [fV(Xn-‘rla nn—i-l) - fV(er 77n)]

v,

= v 2 (2@ +(v—1)s2+ Z(bj —b)qi; + 0(1)) . (3.1)
JES

The rest of this section is devoted to the proof of Lemma 3.2l Denote A, := X, 11 — X,

and consider the event £, := {|A,| < X$} where ¢ € (0,1). The basic idea behind the proof

of Lemma [3.2]is to use a Taylor’s formula expansion. Such an expansion is valid only if A,, is
not too large; to handle various truncation estimates we will thus need the following result.

Lemma 3.3. Suppose that (By) holds for some p > 2. Then for any ¢ € (0,1) and any
q € [0, p], we have

Eoi[|An]71(ES)] < Cpat@P), (3.2)
Furthermore, if ( € (ﬁ, 1), we have



Proof. For q € [0, p],
[AL|TL(ES) = | A P| AL 1P1(E;) < A, [P X507 (3.5)

The inequality follows as ¢ — p < 0, so under the condition that |A,| > X&, we have
|A,|77P < (X$)@P), Taking the conditional expectation on both sides of (3.5 and using the
condition (B,]), we obtain (B.2]). For the second statement, we use the fact that for r € {1, 2},

E.i [AL] = Eoi [ALL(ER)] + Eqy [ATL(ET)]
where, by the ¢ = r case of (82,
B i [ALL(ES)]| < B [|AL"1(E)] < Gt (3.6)

When r = 1, we choose ¢ € (p%l, 1), so we have ((1 —p) < —1, and then ([(B.6) gives ([B.3)).
When r = 2, we know r — p < 0, and then (3.0) gives (3.4)).

To obtain Lemma B2l we decompose the increment of f,. First note that, for ¢ € (0, 1),

Eoi [fo(Xns1:Mn41) = Fo (X, 00)] = Eai [(fo (Xg1s 1) — [ (X, ) ) L(E)]
+ Eoi [(fo (Xng1s Mng1) — fo (X, ma))L(EL)] . (3.7)

Choose ¢ € (p%l, 1) and x; € Ry such that z; — x§ > xo; then on the event E, N {X, > x}

we have X,, .1 > 21 — x§ > x9. Thus, for all x > z;, we may write

Eoi [(fo(Xng1s Ms1) = fu( X, m)) 1(E))

= Evi [(X0 = X UE)] + 5 B (b X3~ 0, X2 UED] . (39

We proceed to estimate the terms on the right-hand sides of ([B.1]) and (B.8]) separately, via
a series of lemmas.

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that (By)) holds for some p > 2. Suppose also that (Dy]) holds. Let
(e (p%l, 1). Then for any r € R, we have, as x — o0,

By (X000 — X7) 1(E,)] = ra7 ( Pty o<1>) |

Proof. By Taylor’s formula we have that
Eoi [(Xni1 = X0) 1UEa)] = " Eui [((1+271A0)" = 1) 1(E,)]
A, r(r—1) (A

where |Z| < CX,3|A,°1(E,) for some fixed constant C' € R,. To bound the term E, ;[Z],
first we observe that

=z"E,;,; . (3.9)

2] < CX | An*|An|L(En) < ClAP X5
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Taking expectations on both sides of the last inequality, we obtain
E,i[Z]| <E.;|Z] < Cat P E, [|An)"] = O(2¢7?),
using (B,). Since ¢ < 1 this implies E, ;[Z] = o(x~?), so the expression ([B.9) becomes
Eoi [(Xni1 = X0) 1(En)]
(

= ra" By [AL(E,)] + 1)9:’“—2 E,; [A21(E,)] 4+ o0 (2"7?). (3.10)

Then by Lemma together with the facts that, under (D)),

Byl ] = i) = 4 o(™), and Byi[A2) = 02(z) = 52 + o(1),

we obtain
Eri [(Xia = X0) UE)] =10 (S0 (a7)) + rir - D2 (2 4 o(1)) + 0 (7).
from which the statement in the lemma follows. O

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that (B,) holds for some p > 0. Letr € R and ¢ € (0,1), and let
g: S —R. Then, as x — o0,

Ee,i [(g(nn—i-l)X (nn)Xr E)] =z Z i))qij(x) + ofz").

JjES

Proof. First observe that

E.. [(Q(ﬂnﬂ)XﬁH - g(ﬁn)XQ 1(En)}
=By [9(0r1) (Xiy — X0) LEW)] + By [(9(s1) — 9(0a)) X 1(E0)] - (3.11)

We deal with the two terms on the right-hand side of (B.I1) separately. First,
where, by Taylor’s formula, given X,, = z,

X — X0 1(E,) = 02" ") = o(a").
On the other hand,

e [(9(tms1) — 9(0n)) X7 1(EW)] = 2" Y (9(5) = 9(0)Pai [{nas1 = 3} N B

jes

Here |P,; [{nnt1 =Jj} N E,] —gij(x)] < Py [ES] — 0, by the ¢ = 0 case of Lemma B3
Combining these calculations gives the result. O

Combining the last two results we obtain the following estimate for the first term on the
right-hand side of ([B.1).
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Lemma 3.6. Suppose that (By)) holds for some p > 2. Suppose also that (Di)) and (Qo)
hold. Let ¢ € ( =, 1). Then for any r € R, we have, as v — oo,

E,;; [(fr(Xn+1777n+1) - fr(Xnvnn)) 1(En)] = gxr_z <2Ci T - 1 8 +Z qw + 0(1)> .

jeES

Proof. In the equation (B.8)) we apply Lemma B4 and Lemma B3 with ¢(y) = b, and r — 2
in place of r; together with (Q.J)) we obtain the result. O

We have the following estimate for the second term on the right-hand side of (B.1).

Lemma 3.7. Suppose that (By) holds for some p > 2. Then for any r € (2 — p,p|, we can
choose ¢ € (0,1) for which, as x — oo,

Ex,i HfT’(Xn-i-la nn—i-l) - fr(Xm 77n)| 1(E1?L):| - O(xr_2)'

Proof. We may suppose throughout this proof that X,, > 1. First suppose that r € (0, p|. If
|A,] < 22 then 22 < X, + A, <332 Thus with Lemma Bl we have, on {|A,| < 22},

3)2(") <O (1+ X)), (3.12)

fr(Xn—i-l 77n+1) k (

for some constant C; € Ry. On the other hand, if |A,,| > X" ,then 0 < X, =X, + A, <
3|A,|. So with Lemma B1] we have, on {|A,| > £z},

fr(Xng1,mnr1) < ko (L4 3|A,])" < Co A" (3.13)
for some constant Cy € R,. Combining the results of (8.12) and ([BI3]), we obtain for r > 0,
fr(Xng1, 1) < Cs (14 X5)" 4 Cs| A", (3.14)

for some C5 € R,. Hence, for r > 0, for some C' € R,
Ea i [(fr(Xnt1, Mor1) = (X, 1)) LED)]| < fio(@, ) Pa [E7] 4+ Eui [| fr (Xngr, 1) [1(E7))]
< C(1+a) Poy [E7] + OBy [[An]L(ET)]

where we have used Lemma [B.1] and inequality (8.I4]). Then, by the ¢ = 0 and ¢ = r € (0, p]
cases of Lemma B3] we have

|Eri [(fr(Xong1s Mg1) = fr( X)) L(ES)]| = O(x’"_pc) 4 O(xC(T—P)) _ O(xr—p<)7

since ¢ < 1. This last term is o(x"2) provided r — p{ <r — 2, i.e., ¢ > 2

Finally, suppose that r € (2 — p,0]. Now by Lemma B we have 0 § f(z,i) < C for
some C' € R, and all z and 4, so that

B i [(fr (Xt Mngr) = fo(Xny ) LED)]| < O [E] = O(l‘_pc)

by the ¢ = 0 case of Lemma[3.3l Since r > 2 —p, we can choose ¢ such that 0 < 22 < ¢ < 1,
which gives —(p <r — 2. O

Now we are ready to complete the proof Lemma

Proof of Lemmal32. The expression for the first moment in (3.1]) is simply a combination
of the r = v cases of Lemmas and 3.7 O
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4 Proofs of results for Lamperti drift

4.1 Some consequences of the Fredholm alternative

In this section, vectors are column vectors on RI®l, 0 denotes the column vector whose

components are all zero, and I denotes the [S| x |[S| identity matrix. We will need the
following well-known algebraic result.

Lemma 4.1 (Fredholm alternative). Given an |S| x |S| matriz A and a column vector b,
the equation Aa = b has a solution a if and only if any column vector'y for which ATy =0
satisfies y'b = 0.

See [II] for other formulations and the proof of this theorem. First of all, we shall give
the proof of Lemma 2.5

Proof of LemmalZ3. First we write the system of equations (23) in matrix form. To this
end, denote by @ = (¢;;)i,jes the transition matrix for the Markov chain 7} on S, and denote
column vectors a = (a1, ag, ..., qg)" and d = (di,ds, ..., d|s))". Then (23] is equivalent to

(Q—1a=—d.

Setting A = @ — I and b = —d, Lemma 1] shows that (23] has a solution a if and only
if any column vector y such that (Q — I)"y = 0 satisfies y'd = 0. But (Q — 1)’y =0
is equivalent to y'@Q = y', which implies that y = am (o € R) is a scalar multiple of the
(unique) stationary distribution for ). Thus (23] has a solution a if and only if w'd = 0,
i.e., Y ;cqdim = 0, the special case that o = 0 contributing nothing to the condition.

Finally, we show that any solution a to (23] is unique up to translation. Suppose there
are two solutions, a’ and a”, so that (Q —I)a’ = (Q — I)a” = —d; thus (Q —I)(a’ —a”) = 0.
In other words, Q(a’ —a”) = a’ —a”. As @ is a stochastic matrix, this means that a’ — a”
is a scalar multiple of the eigenvector (1,1,...,1)" corresponding to eigenvalue 1. Thus the
components of a’ and a” differ by a fixed amount. O

A modification of the above argument yields the following statements, with inequalities
instead of equality, which will enable us to show that, under appropriate conditions in-
volving ;, suitable b; exist to construct the Lyapunov function f, satisfying appropriate
supermartingale conditions.

Lemma 4.2. Let u; € R for eachi € S.
(i) Suppose Y ;g uimi < 0. Then there exist (b;,i € S) such that u; + 3, g(bj —bi)gi; <0
for all i.

(i) Suppose  ;cguimi > 0. Then there exist (b;,i € S) such that u;+ ), s(bj — bi)gi; > 0
for all 7.

Proof. We prove only part (i); the proof of (ii) is similar. Suppose that ), g u;m = —¢ for
some € > 0. Then taking ¢; = ﬁ we get Y ..o(u;+¢€;)m = 0. An application of Lemma 2.5]
with d; = u; + ¢; shows that there exist b; such that

u2+62+z bi)g;; =0, for alli € S,

jES

which gives the result since g; > 0. U
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4.2 Proof of Theorem

To obtain existence of moments of hitting times, we apply the following semimartingale
result, which is a reformulation of Theorem 1 from [IJ.

Lemma 4.3. Let W,, be an integrable F,-adapted stochastic process, taking values in an
unbounded subset of R, , with Wy = wq fized. Suppose that there exist 6 > 0, w > 0, and
v < 1 such that for any n > 0,

E[W,s1 — W, | Fu] < =W, on {n < A}, (4.1)

where Ay, = min{n > 0: W,, < w}. Then, for any s € [0, E[X] < o0

=
Now we can give the proof of Theorem
Proof of Theorem[2.3. Set W, := f,(X,,n,) for v € (0, p]; note W,, — oo as X,, — co. We

aim to show that (4J]) holds with v = ”7_2 < 1, for appropriate choice of (b;,7 € §). First
note that, for X, sufficiently large,

v—2
v

Wy = (X0 + Sby, X072)

v—2
v

— X2 (1 + gb%X,jz>
=X+ 0 (XY,

using the fact that b,, is uniformly bounded. In other words, X2 = W) + o(W}), so we
have from Lemma [3.2] that

v
E[Wpi1 =W, | Xo,mn] = §W7'Z <2cnn (v—1)s; + Z by, qnn]) +o(W)). (4.2)

jES

Take v = p A 20 and set u; = 2¢; + (v — 1)s?; then, by 21,

D wim <26+ (20 - 1)) m < 0,

€S €S

so that by Lemma [£.2(i) we may choose (b;,i € S) so that the coefficient of W) on the
right-hand side of (.2) is strictly negative, uniformly in 7, € S. Hence there exists § > 0
such that

E[W,q1 — W, |Xn,nn] < =W, on {W,, > w},

for some w big enough. Note that E = & = 0 A%; thus we may apply Lemma A3 to

conclude that for all w sufficiently large, for any s € [0, A 5}, we have E[\?] < oo, where
Ao = min{n > 0: W, <w}.
It remains to deduce that E[7f] < oo for all = sufficiently large. But Lemma [3.3] shows

that X, < CW,'" for some C € R, so {W,, < w} implies that {X,, < Cw'/*}. It follows
that 70,1/ < Ay, completing the proof of the theorem. O
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4.3 Proof of Theorem 2.4

To obtain non-existence of moments of hitting times, we apply the following semimartingale
result, which is a variation on Theorem 2 from [IJ.

Lemma 4.4. Let Z,, be a F,-adapted stochastic process taking values in an unbounded subset
of Ry. Suppose that there exist finite positive constants z, B, and ¢ such that, for any n > 0,

E[Zps1 — Zn | Fa] > —Zi, on {Z, > z}; (4.3)

n

E[(Zpy1 — Zn)? | Ful < B, on {Z, > z}. (4.4)

Suppose in addition that for some py > 0, the process Zi’/’&z 15 a submartingale, where
A, =min{n > 0: Z, < z}. Then for any r > py, we have E[X] | Zy = z)] = oo for any
20 > 2.

We will apply this result with Z,, := Wa/" = (f,(X,,mn))Y?, for appropriate choice of
(b;,i € S). Thus we must establish some estimates on the first and second moments of the
increments of Z,,; this is the purpose of the next result.

Lemma 4.5. Suppose that (B) holds, and that (B) holds for some p > 2. Suppose also
that (Qu)) and (Di]) hold. Then for any v € (0, p], we have

C; 1 —_
Ex7i[Zn+1 — Zn] = ; + % Z(b] — b,)q,] “+o0 (1’ 1) ; and

jes
Eil(Zut1 — Zn)’] < B,
where B is a constant.
Proof. Again we define the event E, := {|A,| < XS} for ¢ € (0,1); then
BeilZni1 — Zn] = Boi [(Zna — Zn) L(ER)] + Eei [(Znar — Zn) 1(E)] . (4.5)
For the first term on the right-hand side of ([AH), we first notice that for x large enough

1/v .
i = (1 2ha?) " =0t 206

Also, given (X,,n,) = (z,i), on E, we have | X, — X,| < 2¢ so that Z,,,11(E,) =
Xpt1 + b”;% + o(z™'). As a result we get

B [(Znt1 = Zn) WER)] = B (X1 — Xo)1(ER)] + ~ Evi [0,y — by ) 1(En)] +o0(a™)

2x
C; 1 _
=+ = (b —b)a+o(z"), (4.6)
T 2x 4
JjES
where in the last equality we used the r = 1 case of Lemma B4 and the » = 0 case

of Lemma for the first and second term respectively. On the other hand, to bound
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E,;[(Zyt1 — Z,)1(EY)], we can just mimic the proof of Lemma [B.7), inserting additional
powers of 1/v, to obtain

E.i[(Zns1 — Zn) 1(E,)] = 0(1,—1)’

which combined with ({.€]) gives the first statement in the lemma. For the second moment,
given (X,,n,) = (x,7) we have

X — X
(ot = ZoVL(En) < (Xnss — Xo)21(Ep) + Lot = Xal

< Mnt1l 77n|1( )_'_O( )
S (Xn+1 — Xn)2 + 0(1)

Taking expectations, we obtain
Evi [(Zni1 — Zn)*1(E,)] < C,

for some C' € R,. On the other hand, we follow the proof of Lemma B.7, inserting powers
of 2/v and 1/v respectively, to get

E:c,z’ [(Zn—i-l - Zn)21(E:L)} = Ez,i[(ZgH-l - Z’?L)]‘(E;’:L)] - QE:UJ [Zn(Zn-i-l - Zn)l(Efz)]
=o(1).

Combining these estimates the second statement in the lemma follows. O

Now we can complete the proof of Theorem 2.4

Proof of Theorem[2.7). Take v = 20. We will apply Lemma E4 with Z,, = (f,(X,, 7.))""
and py = %; we must verify (£3) and (£4)), and that Z},, is a submartingale. For the latter
condition, it suffices to show that

Elf, (Xns1, Ms1) = fo (X M) | Xy ma] >0, on {Z, > 2} (4.7)

By hypothesis (2.2)) and Lemma F2((ii), writing u; = 2¢; + (20 — 1)s?, we may find (b;,i € )
so that u; + des( — b;)g;; > 0 for all 4, and then (£1) follows from the v = 26 case of
Lemma

Of the remaining two conditions, (4.4]) follows immediately from the second statement in
Lemma (3] provided v < p, ie., § < L. From the first statement in Lemma (.3, we have
that for all x sufficiently large

C
Ew,i[Zn+1 - Zn = — (Cz + - Z qu + 0(1)> > __1 (48>

T X
JES

for all 7 and all = sufficiently large, where C'; € R, depends on the ¢; and b;. Now Lemma [3.1]
implies that Z,, < CyX,, for some Cy > 0, so we deduce condition (43]) from (L.8]).

Thus Lemma 4] shows that E[\]] = oo for X sufficiently large and » > 6. But if (22
holds for some 6 € (0, £], then by continuity (2.2)) also holds for some ¢’ € (0, ), so E[A]] = oo
for r = 0 too. O
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5 Proofs of results for generalized Lamperti drift

5.1 Transformation to Lamperti drift case

The idea behind the proofs of the results in Section is to transform the process (X, 7,)
with generalized Lamperti drift to a process ()Z'n,nn) = (X, + ay,,n,), with appropriate
choices of the real numbers a;, 7 € S, that has Lamperti drift, i.e., the constant components
of the drifts are eliminated; then we can apply the results in Section .2, once we have at
hand increment moment estimates for the transformed process (X,,, 7).

For d;, i € S with ), s mid; = 0 as specified under assumption (Dg), choose a;, i € S as
guaranteed by Lemma 2.5 so that d; + > je g(a; — a;)q;; = 0; since we are free to translate
the a; by any constant, we may (and do) suppose here that a; > 0 for all i € S.

Let ¥ = {(x 4+ a;,7) : (x,i) € £} denote the state space of the transformed process; then
¥ is a locally finite subset of Ry x .S with unbounded lines A}, = {x € Ry : (z,k) € ¥'}. The
map (z,1) — (z + a;,7) is a bijection, so the Markov chain (X,,7,) has precisely the same
abstract structure as the Markov chain (X,,,n,), in particular, the transformed process is
(positive-)recurrent if and only if the original process is (positive-)recurrent, and so on. Thus
to obtain results for the process (X, ,) it is sufficient to prove results for the transformed
process (X, 1)

For the increment moments of the transformed process, we use the notation

fi(y) = E[Xur1 — X, | X0 = y,00 = i),

5i2(y) = E[(Xn-i-l - Xn)2 | Xn =91 = Z]
Lemma 5.1. Suppose that (A) holds, and that (B) holds for some p > 2. Suppose also
that (Qg)) and ([Dg) hold. Define a;, i € S to be a solution to [23) with a; > 0 for all i,

whose existence is guaranteed by LemmalZ0. FEither (i) set 4 = 0; or (ii) suppose that .
and @ hold and set 64 = 9o N\ 03 € (0,1). Fori € S, define

=e, + Zaﬂ”, and 87 =17 +2 Za]d,] + Z ) qij- (5.1)
Jjes jes jes

Then we have that, as x — oo,

C;

wi(x) = - +o(z7'7%), and () = 87+ o(x™).

Proof. For concreteness, we give the proof when and @ hold; in the other case the
argument is the same but with d4 set to 0 throughout. For the first moment, we have

fi(z) = Eog, i[ X1 — Xo] + ZEm—ai,i [(ann+1 - ann) 1{a77n+1 = J}]
jES

(x —a;) + Z — a;)gij(x — a;).

JES

Now using hypothesis (a) in @ and we obtain

~ Yij _1_
fi(r) = —a;)qij + E —a)—2— +o((x —a;) %)
Tr — a;
]ES JjES
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=di+ Y (a q,]+ L= Zaﬂ”jto( —1=0y,

jes ]GS

since ) ;g7 = 0. By hypothesis (d) in and choice of the a; (cf Lemma [2.1), the
constant term here vanishes, so we obtain the expression for fi;(x) in the lemma.
For the second moment, we have

5?(%) = Ea- aist [(X”'H - X )2} +2E,- aist [(aﬁ +1 aﬁn)(Xn-l—l - Xn)} + Em—ai,i [a2n+1 - a%n}
=5 +QZ (a; — a;)pij(x — a;) + Z (a; — a;)%qij(x — a;) + o(z™%).

Jjes jeSs

Then using hypothesis (¢) in and we obtain

oi(z) = 57 +2 Z( a;)d; + Z )*qij + oz )

jeSs jeS
=57 +2 Zajdij + Z(Cﬁ — a})qij — (d + Z q,]> + o(x™%),
JeSs JjeSs jeSs

which gives the result after once again using the fact that d; + Zje slaj —ai)g; =0. O

5.2 Proofs of Theorems [2.6], 2.7l and 2.8

Armed with our transformation of the process, we can now use the results in Section to
complete the proofs of the theorems in Section

Proof of Theorem [2.0. Lemma Bl shows that if (X, n,) satisfies the conditions of The-
orem 2.0, then (X,,n,) satisfies the conditions of Theorem with ¢; and s? as given
by (BJl). Theorem 2.2 shows that the process is transient if

0< Z[QCZ — 822]7TZ' :Z 26@' -+ 2 Za]‘”yij — (t? -+ 2 Za]‘dij + Z(CL? — CL?)QZ])] Vv

€S €S jeSs jeSs jes
=Y (261' — 42 as( - dij)) m— Y Y (a3 —af)gym,
i€s jes i€S jes

using the expressions at (5.0). Note that the final term here vanishes, because

Z Z q2]7rz - Z a’? Z qij T3 — Z a?ﬂ-i Z 4ij

€S jES JES €S €S jes
_ E 2 E 2 _
= CLjT('j — a; T = O,
JES €S

using the fact that 7 is the stationary distribution for (g;;). This gives the condition for
transience stated in Theorem 2.6
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Similarly, the condition for positive-recurrence is

0> Z[QCZ- + 8?]7%' :Z 2e; + 2 Zaj%'j + (tlz + 2 Zajdij + Z(a? - a?)%‘i)] i
€S €S L jeSs jeS JjeES
= 26i+t?+22aj(%'j+dij)> 7Tz'+ZZ(a? _a?)%’jﬂi
€S j€eS i€S jeS
= 26i+t?+2zag’(%j +dij)> T,
icS jes

which gives the condition for positive-recurrence in the theorem. The case for null-recurrence
and at the critical point follows accordingly by the same calculation. O

Proof of Theorem[2.7. The proof is analogous to the proof of Theorem 2.6} this time applying

Theorem to the transformed process. O
Proof of Theorem[2.8 This time we apply Theorem [2.4] to the transformed process. O

6 Appendix: Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this last section we complete the proof of Theorem [T on correlated random walk given
in the introduction.

Proof of Theorem[I.1. Note first that ¢; = ¢ and ¢;; = 1 — ¢q for j # 4; hence m = (%, %) By
direct calculation, we get ji;(z) = i(2g — 1) + < + O(z~'7%). This gives d; = i(2¢ — 1) and
e; = ¢;. Now we want to solve the system of equations ([23]) for a;, which amounts to

1-— 2q + (CL+1 - a_l)(l - q) =0.

Since the solution (a;) is unique up to translation, without loss of generality we can choose
a_1; = 0 and then we ggt gy = %. Next we observe that d;; = ¢, while if i # j we have
dij =1 —¢q; also, v;; = %+ and t? = 1. Now we calculate

Cy1+C1

Z <26i +2 Z aj%j) Ty = €41+ €1+ ap1V41,41 T Ap1Y-1,41 = 20=q) and
(SN jeS q
Z (tf +2 Z ajdij) mi=14andy g +agpdg = 4
€S jeSs
Then applying Theorem we obtain the desired result. 0
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