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On polynomial recurrence property of “Markov-up”
processes

D.O. Kalikaeva*

Abstract

This work is a continuation of [2]. The object of study is “Markov-up processes”
on Z, and the moment of downcrossing a certain barrier. The processes considered
in this paper differ from Markov ones by the presence of a memory in certain parts
of the trajectory. In our previous paper [2] exponential recurrence conditions were
established. In this paper polynomial recurrence properties are considered under
certain new assumptions.
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1 Introduction

Let us recall that about two and a half decades ago, professor Alexander Dmitrievich
Solovyev, in a personal conversation with his students, outlined the idea of a process
that behaves like Markov during periods of growth, but as soon as the process makes
a jump at the bottom, it has a memory and its further behavior depends on the entire
trajectory of a continuous fall to the considered moment. For a long time his ideas were
not implemented, and only recently in [I] apparently the first model of this type was
proposed.

In the real world, complex phenomena can often be observed that resemble the
“domino effect”, where one event leads to a chain of subsequent events. Similar phe-
nomena are observed in economics, ecology and other fields. Special mathematical
models are required to model and analyze such interconnected systems. One of these
models may be the “Markov-up” process considered in this work.

Consider a discrete process X,,n > 0 on Z, or on Z, y, where N € N. Further,
without loss of generality, we assume that the process is defined on Z, . It is assumed
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that the following property holds for the process: with some functions ¢(i,j) and
W(i,...,7), 4, € Zy, and for any n € N

P(Xn—l—l = ,]|-Fn7Xn > Xn—l) = ¢(Xn7j)7

P(Xn+1 :.]|~Fn7Xn S Xn—l) = ¢(XCn7 cee 7Xn7.j>‘

Note that the last function depends on a random number of variables.

Next consider the stopping moment 7, which characterizes the first moment when
the process crosses downwards a certain level N € Z. . Positive recurrence for process
was recently studied in [I]. Under certain assumptions, it was found that E,7 < 2+ (1,
where C] < oo. Exponential recurrence was studied later in [2]. Under reinforced
assumptions, it has been proved that E, e®” < Coe™® for some a > 0, where Cy < oo.

The goal of the paper is to find assumptions under which the existence of finite
polynomial moments for 7 is guaranteed.

2 The model and the assumptions

Let us consider the process X,,, n > 0on Z, (oron Z, 7 = {0, ..., N} for some N € N,
N < o0) and define random variables for N > 0

Gpi=inf(k <n:AX; =X, — X; <0,Vi=k,...,n—1), (1)
Enoi=sup(k>n: AX; =X, —X;>0,Vi=n,....,k—1)Vn, (2)
Xn:=sup(k>n:AX;, =X, 1 —X;<0,Vi=mn,....k—1)Vn, (3)
7:=inf(t > 0: X; < N). (4)
Also, let

A

Xim = X;1(min(Co,n) <i<n),  Fpi=0(Co: Xin : 0< i < n). (5)

Note that fl is not a filtration. And for all n € Z, j:; C Fn, where (F,)nez, is
the natural filtration associated to the process (X, )nez, -

As usual, all inequalities with conditional probabilities and conditional expectations
are understood a.s.

The following assumptions are made:

A1l. Random memory depth: For anyn >0

P(Xoi1 = j|F) = P(Xnsr = j|F0), (6)

This condition distinguishes the proposed process from Markov chain. If n is such that
Xno1 < X, then F,, = 0(X,,) and it may be informally said that at this moment the
process has a Markov property. Yet, if X,,_; > X,,, then F, = 0(Cny Xeyrs - -+, Xp) and
the conditional distribution of the next value X, depends on some nontrivial part of
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the past; informally it may be said that at this moment the behavior of the process is
not markovian.

A2. Irreducibility (local mixing): For any x < N and for all two states y =
r,y=1x+1

P(Xp1 = y[F X =12) > p > 0.

Note that 2p < 1. The assumption A2 will guarantee the irreducibility of the process
in the extended state space where the process becomes Markov.

A3. Recurrence-1: There exists N > 0 such that for the conditional probability
of a jump down the following is performed

P(Xpi1 < Xn|Fn, N < X)) > kg > 0, (7)

P(Xpi1 < Xo|Fps N < Xy < Xp1) > k1 > 0,

etc., for allm > m
P(Xpi1 < Xn|Fps N < X < oo < Xpomst) = Koy > 0,¥m > 1. (8)

Note that {x,}2, is a non-decreasing sequence.
Denote ¢ = 1 — kg < 1. Then for the conditional probability of a jump up we have

P(Xpi1 > Xo|Frs N < X)) <1—kg=q< 1.

The next two assumptions differ from initial ones proposed in article [1].
A4. Recurrence-2: [t is assumed that the following series converges Ym < oo

D i1 - k) < oo,

i>1

It is assumed that the following infinite product converges
Foo = | [ i > 0. (9)
i=0

This assumption implies that x; — 1 as ¢ — co. Given that {x;};°, is monotonic, its
convergence to one may be interpreted as follows: the longer the process is falling down,
the higher is the probability that it will continue to fall.

Let § = 1 — koo < 1. This is the upper bound for probability that in one go the
process will not reach [0, N].

A5. Polynomial moment of the value of jump up is limited: For anym < oo

M, := esssupsup E((X, 11 — X,,)7|F,) < oo. (10)
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3 Polynomial moments

Before proceeding to the proof of the main results, we will prove a number of auxiliary
lemmas.

Lemma 1 Under the assumption (A3) for any > N and m < oo

q(1+4q)
E —n)" < My = . 11
Proof. For all i > n let
e;=1(Xiy1 2 X5), 6 = L(Xipn < Xi), I;, = & H er, AX; = Xip — X
k=n
We have, for all i > n
= E,(Po(Xip1 > Xi|Fi, X; > N)|X; > N) < 1— ko =q.
Then almost surely
n+k—1 n+k—1 o0
(& —n)™ Z K™ ik H € = Z K™ ek H e; = > kit
k=1
Using this representation, get
n+k—1 n+k—1
E.(¢§, —n)™=E, Zk ek ] &< Zk‘mE [T e < Zk‘m k=i M, < oco.
=0 i=n k= i=n =1

The series converges Vm on the Cauchy’s root test: /a = /k™q* — ¢, k — oo, since
g < 1 (by assumption (A5)).
Lemma 1 is proved. ([l

Lemma 2 Under the assumptions (A3) and (A4)¥ © > N and m < oo
E.(xn — 1) L(xn < 7) sz (1 — k) =: M3 < 0. (12)
i=1

Proof. As in the previous lemma, in the same notation we have

) n+k—1
(Xn = 1)"L0xn <7) < Y k"enil(n+k—1<7) ] &

So,



E:(xn —n)"1(xn <7) <E. > E"epixlin+k—1<71) [] &<
k=1

00 n+k—1 -
SE"E(n+k—1<7) [] @Bilenin]AX;<On<i<n+k—1)<
kal, TZ—IZ—Z—I 00
EF"E;l(n+k—1<7) J] @l —r) <> k™1 —kKg) = M3 <o0
k=1 i=n k=1
Lemma 2 is proved. O
Lemma 3 Under the assumptions (A3) and (A5) for all x > N and m < oo
sup E,(Xe, — X5)+)™ < My < oo. (13)

Proof. With the same notation we have

Ex((XEn - Xn)-i—)m =E, Z ZZ(X, - Xn)m =E, Z ZZ(X, - Xn)m

i—1 i—1 .
Eoli (X — Xo)™ = Eo(1,(32 AX;)™) = Eo (I, 3 AX,)™ < Egliy(i —n)™ ' 3250, AXT.

Jj=n Jj=n

Jensen’s inequality was used in the end. Further,

i—1 i—1
E. 32 (AXGE)™ = 37 Buoli, (AX;)™,
j=n

j=n
) i—1 i—1
k=n k=n

J i—1
ESUE]:j+1 (AXJ)m H Ck H Cr’
k=n  K=j+1
J

J i—1 A3
= EI(AXj)m 11 6kE]:j+1 [[ ew < ql_]_lEx(AXj)m IT ex

k=n k'=j+1 k=n
iy j=1 =1 A5 — - Jj—1
= ql_]_ EmE]:j(AXj)m H €ke; = Ex H ekE]j.j(AXj)mej S Mlqz—]— Em H €L
k=n k=n k=n
A3 — ) —
S Mlqz—]—lqj—n — Mlql_n_l-
Therefore,
) =1 __ o —~
Eo((Xe, = X)) = >0 (i=n)"7' 32 Mg ™"t = 37 (i—n)"Mig™"™!
i=n+1 j=n i=n+1

—~ ,
= Mq> i"q" = My < >
i=1



Lemma 3 is proved. O

Now, we can proceed to the main theorem. Let us recall,

Theorem 1 Under the assumptions (A1), (A3)-(A5) Vm there exist constants Cy <
00, Cy < 0o such that
E.7™ < Ci(Cy+2™). (14)

Proof. If x < N, then 7 = 0, this case is trivial, therefore, we assume that =z > N.
Consider the events:

A; = {exactly i — 1 unsuccessful attempts to descend to the floor [0, N], attempt no. i
is successful },i > 1,

B; = {attempt no. j to reach [0, N]| is unsuccessful}, j > 1,
Bf = {attempt no. j to reach [0, N] is successful}, j > 1.

Note that (according to the assumption A3) the probability of any unsuccessful attempt
to cross the floor (that is, event B;) is less then ¢. In this notations for event A; the
following is valid: 7 =1T;, A; = (ﬁ}_:llBj) N B, P(A;) < gL

Case I: at t = 0 the process is falling down. Let us define stopping times:
tO - TO == 0) Tl - Xto? tl - nga T2 - Xt17 t2 = €T27 T3 - tha o

So, from t;_; to T; the process is continuously falling, at 7; the fall is replaced by
growth, and up to t¢; the process continuously runs up. The process will change its
behavior almost surely finitely many times until it reaches the set [0, N]. Note that
T, —ti-1 <X, , and B; € Jr,. Let us estimate

ZE TML(A;) = ZE T I(A:) = ZE T1((M=1B)) N Bf)

- SE( 1B - nEen (I 1m0
= SE(T 1B, BT = S E(I] 105,)Es, LB = ts+ )"
<2m1;E<]1j (B)Er,_ 1(BO(T— ti )™ +2”“Z>ZIE(]H 1(B,)Ex,  1(BO),
< e (U8, 17, + 2’”12>ZlE(jH 1(B)Es, LB,
2t SB[ 180Xy, + 2 E] BB



i—1 i—1

We will evaluate separately E,([] 1(B;))t/"; and Em(]:[ 1(B;))1(B;) X[ .
1)

J=1 J=1

ticy = (tica — Ti1) + (Ticy — tie) + ... + (T — to) + (to — To).

i—1 i—2
<2 O =T+ (Teaa—te)™ < 2" ™ (=T)"+(i=1)""" > (Ter—tx)"]
=0 k=0 =0 k=0
We have
i—1 i—1
E. [T 1(B)j)(ti-n = Ti-1)™ = BEuBry | [T 1(By)(tien — Tia)™
j=1 j=1
i—1 lemmal i—1 .
=E, ]L(Bj)E]-'Tiil(ti—l —Ti)™ < ME, [T 1(B;) < Mag'.
j=1 i=1
Next,
i—1 i—1
Eo [T 1(B)j)(Ti-1 — ti2)™ = BBz, [T L(Bj)(Tim1 — tica)™
=1 =1
1—2 ’ lerrfma2 i—2 .
=E, [1 I(Bj)Ex, 1(Bis1)(Tic1 —tie)™ < MsE, [] 1(B;) < Msg >
j=1 j=1

Consider k£ € N such that 1 < k <. Then we have,
i—1 i—1 k—1
Eo IT 1(Bj)(tk—1 — Tem1)™ = EoEx, | T1 1(Bj)(tk—1 — Thm1)™ = Eo [ 1(B))(te-1 —
j=1 j=1 j=1
i—1 , k—1 , .
T 1)"Er, I W(By) <@7"E, [T 1(B))(te1 — Th1)™ < G Mog ™' = Mag ™",
=k j=1

Now consider [ € N such that 2 <[ < 4. Then

E. ; L(B;)(Ti-1 — ti2)™ = E.Ezp, E 1(B;)(Ti—1 — ti_s)™
=E j: L(B;)Ea(Ti1 — ti2)"Ery, E L(Bj)(Ti1 = tia)™
<77'E 11:[11 L(Bj)Eo(Ti-1 — tio)™ < ¢7'M3q ™% = ¢ Ms.
j=
i1 izl -2
Em(jl;[l L(B))ty < (20)" 7 My ];0 7'+ (26— 1))m_1M3kE:0T_2

= 2N Mgt + 27 (i — 1) Mg,
2) Note that X;, > X7, and X1, = X;, = =. Hence,
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Xtifl = (Xtifl - Xti—Q) + (th‘fz - Xti—S) +oeeet (th - Xto) + (Xto - I) +x
< (Xtifl - XTiﬂ) + (Xti72 - XTifz) et (th - XTl) + (Xto - XTO) + T,

Xy, . — X7, , > 0forall¢

Xgll < ((Xti—l - XTiﬂ) + (Xti72 - XTifz) +teet (th - XTl) + (Xto - XTO) + x)m

i—1 i—1
<2 (X, — X)) + 20 < (20 Y (X, — Xy )™ 4 2L,
j=0 j=0

Then we estimate,

i—1

e.(I] 1B L) 2<X X" < z E.(I] UBY) (X, - )"
Consider k € N such that 1 < k <i— 1. Then we have,
E(H 1(B,))(X,, — Xp,)" = E,Ep, (H 1(B,)(X,, — Xg,)"
= B[] 1B, — Xa)"Er, (T 1(8) < a+ B[] 15,)(%, ~ Xu)"
= 4B B ([ 105)) (X, = X)" = 0BT 1B, (X~ X"
< T_k_lM4Ex(ﬁl 1(B))) < @ *'Mygt = Myg—*
And for £ = 0 we write,
€. (I1 180X = )" = Exr, (T 108, = )"
(X, — Xp)"En, (H 1(B,)) < FE.(Xyy — X)™ < 7'My
i1 i—1 i1
E.(IT L)X, < E2ntan(TT 1)L + @)~ 3 7
- 2m—1mex(iﬁll 1(B;))1(BE) + 2 1im Mg,

Case II: at ¢ = 0 the process is going up.
Let us define stopping times:

TO = 07 tO = £07 Tl == Xt07 tl = £T17 T2 = Xt17 t2 == gTQ? T3 = Xt27



In this case we are using the same notation as in case Case 1. T} is the end of the
attempt no. i to fall down, ¢;, accordingly, is the moment when the growth is replaced
by the fall. With probability one, the process will change its state only finitely many
times until it reaches the interval [0, N].

In fact, the difference between these cases is only in the meaning of the random
value tg. Since in Case [ tg = Ty = 0, the terms tg —Tj in step 1) and X;, — X7, in step
2) are equal to zero and so, in fact, it was not necessary to take them into account in
Case 1. Yet, the bounds obtained were a bit more general than required for the case,
and, as a result, the estimates are valid in Case II, too.

Now we may complete the proof of the theorem.

i—1
Since Y E.([] 1(B;))1(Bf) = 1, we estimate,
1

>l j=

]

1 i—1
E.rm < 2m70 30 B (T 1(By)) LB, +2m71 30 Eo(T1 1(B)))L(BH) X
=1 i>1 j=1

i>1 i =
S 2m—1 Z(Qm—lz'mM2qﬂ'—l + 2m—1(i _ 1)mM3qﬂ'—2) +22m—2xm + 2m—1 Z 2m—1z'mM4qﬂ'—1
>1 >1
=22m2(g™m + (My 4+ Mz + Myq) > imq ") < Ci(z™ + Cy),
i>1

where C < 0o, (y < 0.
Theorem [ is proved. O
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