arXiv:2412.00376v1 [math.PR] 30 Nov 2024

Extinction behaviour for a mutually interacting
continuous-state population dynamics

Jie Xion, Xu Yanég and Xiaowen Zhouﬁ

Abstract. We consider a system of two stochastic differential equations (SDEs) with
negative two-way interactions driven by Brownian motions and spectrally positive a-
stable random measures. Such a SDE system can be identified as a Lotka-Volterra
type population model. We find close to sharp conditions for one of the population to
go extinct or extinguishing.
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1 Introduction and main result

Extinction behaviour is a key topic in the study of population models. For continuous-state
branching process (CSBP for short) arising as scaling limits of Galton-Watson branching pro-
cesses, a sufficient and necessary condition, called Grey’s condition, is obtained in [5]. Gener-
alizations of CSBPs have been introduced since. In [9] a class of CSBPs with state-dependent
branching mechanism was obtained by Lamperti type time change of spectrally positive Lévy
processes (SNLPs for short) stopped at the first time of hitting 0. Integral tests for extinction
of such nonlinear CSBPs are obtained in [9] and [7]. The above nonlinear CSBPs were further
generalized in [I0] to solutions to stochastic differential equations (SDEs for short) driven by
Brownian motion and spectrally positive Poisson random measures. Rather sharp conditions
are obtained on extinction/non-extinction for these nonlinear CSBPs, see also [13] for results
on critical cases and [I] for the nonlinear CSBPs with Neveu’s branching. Similar to extinction,
a process goes extinguishing if it converges to 0 but never reaches 0. A criterion in terms of
integral test is found in [8] for the nonlinear CSBP as time changed SNLP to go extinguishing.

The study of extinction behaviour belongs to the class of problems of boundary classification
for nonnegative valued Markov processes where the concern is whether 0 or oo is an entrance,
exit or neutral boundary.

The main approach to develop the criteria for extinction/non-extinction the above work is
an adaption of the approach for Chen’s criteria on the uniqueness problem of Markov jump
processes. These Chen’s criteria are first proposed in [2, 3] and can also be found in [4, Theorems
2.25 and 2.27]. Such an approach typically involves identifying an appropriate test function that
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is applied to the infinitesimal generator of the nonlinear CSBP and proving the desired result
using a martingale argument. It also finds successful applications in studying other boundary
behaviours for Markov processes such as explosion /nonexplosion and coming down from infinity
versus staying infinite. We refer to [14] for a similar approach of study boundary behaviours for
Markov processes.

Compared with the one-dimensional models, the study of two-dimensional interacting popula-
tion dynamics turns out to be much more challenging and there are rather few results available.
In [I6] a stochastic Lotka-Volterra type population dynamical system (X,Y") as solution to a
two-dimensional SDEs with one sided interaction was proposed where the dynamics of process
Y is affected by X. When the continuous-state population X is extinguishing, quite sharp con-
ditions are found for population Y to go either extinct or extinguishing. The main approach of
[16] is again an adaption of that for Chen’s criteria technique from one-dimensional processes
to two-dimensional processes.

Given the previous result on two-dimensional SDE models with one-sided interaction, it is
natural to consider models with two-way interactions. We are not aware of systematic work on
boundary behaviours of two-dimensional stochastic processes, not even two-dimensional inter-
acting diffusions. As a first attempt, in this paper we start with the extinction behaviour of the
following SDE system:
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where the constants Xo, Yo, ri,m; > 0 and 60;,a5,b5,pj,q; > 0 for i = 1,2 and j = 1,2,3.
For i = 1,2, (B;(t))t>0 is a Brownian motions and N;(ds,dz,du) is a compensated Poisson
random measures with intensity dsp;(dz)du. Here p;(dz) = %z_l_aidz,z > 0, for
a; € (1,2),i = 1,2, and I" denotes the Gamma function. We always assume that az+a3 > 0 and
by + bz > 0. We also assume that (Bq(t))i>0, (B2(t))i>0, {N1(ds,dz,du)} and {Na(ds,dz,du)}

are all independent of each other. For process Z = (Z;);>0 and u > 0 define stopping times

7. (Z)=inf{t >0: Z; > u}, 7.0 (Z2) =inf{t > 0: Z; < u},

75 (Z) :==inf{t >0: Z; =0} and 75(2) :=inf{t > 0: Z; = 0o}
with the convention inf ) = co.

We first present the definition of solution to SDE (Il), which is defined up to the time that
any of the two processes first hits 0 or reaches infinity. For the solution (X¢,Y}):>0 to SDE (I.1))
let X = (Xt)tZO and Y = (Y;f)tzo.

Definition 1.1 A two-dimensional cadlag process (X, Y:)i>o is called a solution to SDE (I.1))
if it is defined on the same filtered probability space as the Brownian motions (Bi(t)):>o and
(Ba(t))>0 and compensated Poisson random measures {Ny(ds,dz,du)} and {Na(ds,dz,du)},
and satisfies SDE (L1) up to op := 7, (X) A7y, (Y) A 7 H(X) A T,H(Y) for each n > 1 and
X; =limsup,,_,. Xs,— and Yy = limsup,,_,, Yo, — for t > lim,,_,o 0y,.



The above definition of solution to SDE (LLI]) allows weaker conditions for uniqueness of
solution. In particular, the existence and pathwise uniqueness holds by the same arguments as
in [16, Lemma A.1]. Throughout this paper we assume that the cadlag process (X, Y;)i>o0 is
the unique solution to (1.1), and consequently, the process (X, Y;);>0 has the strong Markov
property. We also assume that Xy, Yy > 0 and all the stochastic processes are defined on the same
filtered probability space (2, .#,.%;,P). We use E to denote the corresponding expectation.

The negative interacting terms represents the negative effects of competition between the two
populations. If ; = 0 in (LI]), then process X is a CSBP with nonlinear branching mechanism.
If py =0,p2 = —1 and ps = 1 — a3, then X further reduces to a CSBP that is a scaling limit
of the classical Galton-Watson branching process. We refer to [6] and [II] for comprehensive
introductions on CSBPs.

The processes X and Y are extinguishing when 71 = 12 = 0. Our aim of this paper is to find
as sharp as possible conditions on the interaction terms for the extinction and extinguishing
behaviours of the mutually interaction nonlinear CSBP (IL1)). Write 7, := 77 (X) A7y (Y),

p = min{p1 114, 201, P21{as 20}, P3L{az201 > ¢ := min{q11y, 20y, G211, 01, 43140520}
and
a:=arlgy, —py +aalyp,—py +a3lp—py, b= bilyg =gy + balyg,=g} + b3l{g=g}

The following theorem is the main result of the paper.

Theorem 1.2 P{7; < oo} =0 iff 61,02 > 1. In addition, the following results hold for Y, and
similar results hold for X by symmetry.

(i) P{ry (Y) < 0o} =0 for 6 > 1.

(i) 0 <P{ry (Y) < oo} <1iff; >1,0<6 <1, and one of the following holds:

iia) p < —£24

(ila) p < F7%;;

(iib) p=¢ =0 and b/a < ka/(1 — 03);
ic) 0
) 0

iic) 61 > 1, 0; — 1 < 224=r,

1=1,q=rk1, and b/m < Kka/(k1 +1— 65).

—~

iid

—~

(ili) P{ry (Y) < oo} =11if6) >1,0<6y<1land 6 —1> H;J(rql__';;) and one of the following
holds:
(iiib) p=¢g =0 and b/a > k2/(1 — 62).

Remark 1.3 Note that neither X nor Y in (L) can reach 0 if i = n2 = 0 by [10, Theorem
2.3(i)]. Therefore, the extinction is caused by the interaction between processes X and Y. If
m = 0, the results of Theorem are given in [16, Example 1.12].

Theorem leaves the extinction behaviors for (X,Y') in several critical cases unsettled for
which we pose the following conjectures.

Conjecture 1.4 P{7; (Y) < oo} =11if 0 <y < 1 and one of the following holds:
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and at least one of the following hold

(ia’) p > q+’i12362;

(ib") p,q¢ >0, p = F#%5 and

1—0o

ey L
alg +a1p— ba) (1 _b92>q+102 ’ (%yﬂf&z

(ic))y p=qg=0and b/a > ks /(1 — 03).

(i) 61 =1, ¢ = K1, b/m > Kk2/(k1 + 1 —02) and and at least one of (ia’), (ib’), (ic’) hold.

(i) 6 —1 > 2422 and (ib") holds.
Conjecture 1.5 0 < P{7;(Y) < oo} < 1if §; > 1,0 < 6§ < 1, and one of the following holds:

(i) P,Q>0,P:qﬁ%gz and

@ b )ﬁ(@)ﬁ
qlg+1—0s) 1 -6 q ’
(i) 01 > 1, ¢ > ry, 0y — 1= “20=51) ang

(91 — 1)771 > TIQiIi}gz ) ( b(q — /4,1) ) 1(;’11:9022 .
qg+1—065 2 k1+1—0y

Remark 1.6 Under the setup of SDE (I.1]), both processes X and Y converge to 0, which
facilitate the proofs for extinction/extinguishing. It would be more challenging to show sim-
ilar results when both of the interacting terms are positive. The approach of this paper also
finds successful applications in showing criteria for explosion/non-explosion of solution to one-
dimensional SDE; see [13] and [12]. We expect that it can also be modified to show similar
criteria for two-dimensional models with interaction.

The first assertion of Theorem and Theorem [[2i) are proved in Lemmas B.8 and 3.9]
respectively. The proof for Lemma B.8 is given by using a non-extinction criterion established
in Proposition 2.1l The proof for assertion “P{r, (Y) < oo} >01if 6; > 1,0 < 6y < 1”7 in
Theorem is given in Lemmas B.8 and The proof of Lemma [3.9]is essentially the same as
that of [I6l Theorem 1.5] by using a extinction criterion established in [16] (see Proposition 2.2])
and a complex exponential function (see ([B30)). The proof of Theorem [[2{(iii) is established
by applying an extinction criterion established in [16] (see Corollary 2.3)) to an exponential test
function on a ratio of the two process.

The assertion in Theorem [[.2(ii) for the probability of extinction to be strictly less than one is
proved by a new method different from that of [I6]. To this end, we first prove a criterion for the



extinction probability to be strictly less than one for small initial values by considering a ratio U
of processes Y and X? for which both X and Y; are small but Uj is large; see Proposition
We then construct a test function and verify the criterion; see Subsection .31 We also establish
an irreducibility criterion in Proposition 2.4 comparison theorem in Proposition B.4] and apply
the criterion to show the result for any initial values; see the end of the proof of Theorem [T2[(ii).

Throughout the paper C2((0, 00)) and C?((0, 00) x (0,00)) denote the second-order continuous
differentiable functions spaces on (0, 00) and (0, 00) x (0, 00), respectively. The rest of the paper
is arranged as follows. In Section [2, we prove some preparatory results on finiteness of the
hitting time 7, and irreducibility of (X,Y"). Section contains proofs for the main results.

2 Criteria for the extinction behaviour

In this section we establish some preliminary results for Theorem In the following let
(xt,yt)t>0 be a two-dimensional process where x = (24);>0 and y = (y¢)¢>0 are two nonnegative
processes defined up to the minimum of their first times of hitting zero or explosion. We assume
that zg,yo > 0.

Let £ denote the operator so that for each g € C?((0,00) x (0,00)), the process
t = M, isalocal martingale, (2.1)

where
t
MY = glar ) — 9(x0, o) — /0 Lg(ws,ys)ds

and Ty 1= 7)) A 7,7 with Um = T ym (@) AT, (y) and 75 =71 (x) A7, (y). In this section
we assume that 7, := 7, () A7y (y)-

We first state the non-extinction and extinction criteria which generalize Chen’s criteria for
the uniqueness problem of Markov jump processes. The following criterion is on non-extinction
of process (¢, Yt)t>0-

Proposition 2.1 Assuming that sup,so(z¢ +y:) < 00 a.s., P{ry (z) < 00,75 (y) < oo} =0 and
for any n > 1, there is a nonnegative function g, € C?((0,00) x (0,00)) and a constant d,, > 0

such that

(i) limy—o0gn(u,v) = +oo for all v > 0,

(ii) Lgn(u,v) < dpgn(u,v) for all 0 < u,v < n,
we have P{7; (z) = oo} = 1.

Proof. By (2.1]), there are stopping times 7, so that v, — oo as k — oo and ¢ +— MfATm L isa
martingale, where 7, , &, := Tynn A Y- Thus for all m,n,k > 1,

tATm,n,k
E [gn(xt/\Tm,n s YtA T m ke )] = Gn ($Oa yO) +E |:/ E.gn (':US7 ys)ds]
0

t
= gn(a:o,yo) —l-E{/O »an(xsa?JS)l{S<Tm,n,k}ds]
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t
S gn (x07 yO) + dn / E [gn (xs/\'rm,nyk ’ ys/\Tmyn,k)] dsa
0
where condition (ii) is used in the last inequality. It follows from Gronwall’s inequality that
E [gn (xt/\Tm,n,k ) yt/\Tm,n,k )] S gn(x(), yo)ed”lt‘

By Fatou’s lemma,

E |:g" (‘Tt/\ﬂ'& (z)ATy (y)/\TﬁL ) yt/\T(; (z)ATy (y)/\TﬁL )] =E [ lrlbl’g_lfg 9n (xt/\Tm,n,k ) yt/\Tm,n,k )]

< lim inf E[gn(:ntmm o Ytar k)] < gn(zo0, yo)ed"t.
m,k—o00 o o
In view of condition (i) we obtain
P{ry (z) >tA15 (y) AT =1, t > 0. (2.2)

By the assumption, 7,7 — 00 as n — oo and then letting n,t — co we obtain 7, (z) > 7, (y)
almost surely. Then one concludes the assertion by the assumption P{7, (z) = 7, (y) < 0o} =0
and the definition of (z¢,y:)r>0 before the minimum of their first times of hitting zero. O

The following two criteria on extinction of process (x¢, y¢)i>0 can be found in [16].

Proposition 2.2 ([I6, Proposition 2.2]) Suppose that sup;>q(z¢ +y;) < 00 a.s. and in addition
there exist a nonnegative function g € C?((0,00) x (0,00)) and constants d,, > 0 satisfying the
following conditions:

(1) 0< Supu,v>0 g(u,v) < 005

(i) Lg(u,v) > dng(u,v) for all 0 < u,v < n.
Then P{ry < o0} > g(20,Y0)/ SuPyy>0 (2, ).

Corollary 2.3 ([16, Corollary 2.3]) Suppose that sup;sq(z¢+y) < oo a.s. and g € C*((0,00) X
(0,00)) is a nonnegative function with 0 < sup,, ,~q g(u,v) < oc. If there exist a constant ¢ > 0
and a nonnegative function h on (0,00) so that xg,yo < €,

Lg(@e, ye) = h(@e)g(@e, ye), O<t<rl
and [;° h(zy A €)dt = oo a.s., then

P{r, AT < oo} > g(ug,vg)/ sup g(u,v).
u,v>0

The next result concerns the irreducibility of process (X,Y’) which we need for the proof of
Theorem

Proposition 2.4 For us > u; > 0 and v > v; > 0 let D := [uy,uz] X [v1,v9]. Let 0 < g1 <
u1,0 < g < U1,(51 > UQ,52 > Vo, and g1 < xg < 51,62 < Yo < Oo satisfy (l‘o,yo) ¢ D. Define
stopping time Tp by

7p :=1inf{t > 0: (x4, y:) € D}.

Suppose that there exists a function g € C?((0,00) x (0,00)) satisfying the following conditions:



(i) O <supy,psolg(u, v)| < oo and g(xo,y0) > 0;

(ii) Supa1<u<61762<v<62 \ﬁg(u,v)] < 005

(iii) g(e1,v) = g(z1,v) = g(u,e2) = g(u, z2) =0 for all u,v > 0, z; > 01 and z3 > da;
)

There is a constant d > 0 so that Lg(u,v) > dg(u,v) for all u € (e1,01),v € (2,d2) and
(u,v) ¢ D.

Then P{rp < 00} > g(w0.y0)/ 5Py o l9(u,0).

(iv

Proof. Define stopping time 7 by 7 :=7p A 72, (z) A7, (y) A T;l_($) A 7';; (y). By @),
tAT

M, = g(zenr, Yinr) — 9(z0,Y0) — i Lg(zs,ys)ds (2.3)

is a local martingale. By conditions (i) and (ii), there is a constant C; > 0 so that

tAT
ME| < 19(inms yone)| + lg(z0, 90| + / Lg(ws,ys)lds < Cp.
0

It thus follows from [15] p.38] that ¢ — M7, _ is a martingale. Taking expectation on both sides

of [23]) we get
¢
E [g(xt/\ry yt/\'r)] = g(.Z'(), yO) + /0 E [ﬁg(ms, ys)l{s<r}] ds.
Taking integration by parts we have

e_th [g(xt/\Ta yt/\T)]
t t
= g(l'(), yO) —d / e_dSE [g(xS/\T’ yS/\T)] ds + / e_dsd (E [g(xsl\'ra ys/\T)] )
0 0

t t
= g(xOyyO) - d/ e “E [9($SA77ysA7)] ds + / e_dSE[£9($says)l{s<r}]ds'
0 0

Now we conclude by condition (iv) that

t
e_th [g(xt/\T7 yt/\T)] > g($07 yO) - d/ e_dSE [g(xT7 yT)l{SZT}] ds.
0

Letting t — oo and using condition (i),

o(z0,90) < d /0 BB [g(zr, yr) 1o ]ds = E[g(zr, yr)e 7]

—dr
=E {g(l}-, yT)e [1{7{1 (@2)ATey (Y)<TD /\7';1 (:c)/\'rg; (y)}

it @nrd ) <roirs @)As 0)

Lo <rzy (@)Ar23 T @A @)} ]
sup 19(u, 0)[P{Tp < 72 (x) AT5,(y) ATy (2) A5 ()}
sup [g(u,v)[P{rp < oo},

u,v>0

IA

IN

where condition (iii) is used in the second inequality. One concludes the proof. O

The following result concerns a criterion for the probability of extinction to be strictly less
than one.



Proposition 2.5 Suppose that

(i) there are a constant > 0 and a strictly positive function g on (0,00) so that g(u,v) >
g(vu=P) for all u,v > 0.

(ii) there are constants 0 < g9 < 1 and u, > 0 such that for all 0 < ¢ < ¢y,
Lg(u,v) <0, 0<uv<e, vu’>u, (2.4)
and

inf  g(u,v) >0 and  sup |Lg(u,v)| < oo, for all zy > z1 > 0; (2.5)

Z1Su,vsz) z1<u,v<z)

(iii) supso(ze +yr) < 00, 7y () = 00 a.s. and there are constants C,0 > 0 independent of
0 < e < gqg such that

P{ sup(z¢ +y¢) > E} < Ce°, (2.6)
>0

Then there is a constant 0 < &1 < g¢ so that P{7y (y) < oo} < 1 for all zy = eA and
Yo = upePt! for 0 < e < g1 satisfying g(xo,y0) < §(us) and ug > us.

Proof. Define the process U := (U)o by Uy = ytxt_ﬁ. Since 7y = 47" and Yo = upe’t,
then Uy = z A Yo = ug. Under the assumption, there is a constant 0 < €; < g so that for all
0 < e < g1 we have

1 — g(wo,90)/g(us) — C® > 0, (2.7)

where the constant C' given in (2.6]) does not depend on ¢ > 0. Using (2.1),

tAYm,n
My = G(Ttrymn Yerymon) — 9(T05 Y0) — /0 Lg(xs,ys)ds

is a local martingale, where Yy, p := T A 7, (U). Let
H, = g($sa ys)_lﬁg(xsy ys)'
Taking integration by parts,

tAYm,n
- ™ Hod
g(xmfym,n,ytmm,n)e Jo .

t SAYm,n t _ sN\Yym,n
= g(l‘o, yO) + / g(xs/\'ym,nays/\'ym,n)d(e_ Jo Hvdv) + / € Jo Hﬂdvdg(xs/\'ym,nays/\'ymyn)
0 0

t sAYm,n
— " Hydw
= g(x07y0)_/ g(xs/\’ym,nays/\'ym,n)e fo v Hsl{sgfymyn}ds
0

¢ — SA%n’nH dv
—I-/ e Jo v £g(xs,ys)1{8§mm}ds+Wmm(t)
0
= g(.Z'(), yO) + Wm,n(t)a (28)
where Wy n(t) == [, e Jo " Hedvqpgly, . By @3), supysg [Hulgyer,, 3| < C for some

constant C' > 0. It follows from [I5], p.128] that ¢ — Wy, »(t) is a local martingale. Then there



are stopping times 7y so that v, — oo as k — oo and t — Wy, »(t A7) is a martingale for each
k> 1. Let Ymnk := Ymmn A Y- 1t then follows from (ZJ)) that

tAYm,nk
- Hds ]

g(‘r07 yo) =E |:g("1;t/\7m,n,k ’ yt/\'Ym,n,k )e

By the condition (iii), we have 7; (z) = 75 () = 75 (y) = o0 and 7,,_(U) < 75 (y). Moreover,

im Yk =70 (2) ATy () ATL(@) ATL(Y) ATy, (U) = 7 (U).

m,n,k— 00 b
It thus follows from Fatou’s lemma that

. . _ft/\'ym,n,k H.d
9(zo,y0) = liminf E[g(fntmm,n,kvytmm,n,k)e 0 s s}

t,m,n,k— o0
tA7,
_f() m,n,k Hsds]

v

E |: 11m lnf g(xt/\')‘m n,k’ yt/\ﬁ/m n,k )e
t,m,n,k—o00 o v

v

Tuy (U)
— * Hgds
B [9 (e ) Yo 09 L )20 } ‘

u

Since g(U_- (U)) = g(us) for 7, (U) < oo, then under condition (i),

()

9(wo,Y0) > g(“*)E[l{r;*(U)@o}e 0 Hsds]'

For 0 < e < ¢ and for s < 7, (U) and sup;>q(z¢ +y:) < €, we have H, <0 by ([2.4). Thus

v

Ty (U)
_ *77 Hyd
E [e Jo vl{supszo(xs-i—ys)gavﬂ; (U)<OO}]

> P{sup(xs +ys) <e,7,. (U) < oo},
s>0

9(x0,%0)/g(ux)

which implies

P{TL;(U) :oo} = 1—P{TU_*(U) < oo}

1- P{ ssglg(xs +ys) <e 7, (U) < oo} - P{ sslzlg(xs +ys) > E}

> 1— g(20,90)/g(us) — Ce® >0

v

by (2Z6]) and ([27). Since 7, (z) = oo almost surely under condition (iii), then P{7; (y) = oo} >
0, which concludes the proof. O

3 Proof of Theorem

In this section we use the propositions and corollary in Section [2] to complete the proof of
Theorem We always assume that (X, Y;);>0 is a solution to (LI). For z,y,z > 0 and
g € C%((0,00) x (0,00)) define

Klg(z,y) = g(z +z,y) — g9(z,y) — ghlz,y)2 (3.1)

and
K2g(z,y) = g(z,y + 2) — g(,y) — g (,y)z. (3.2)

9



Let

o0
Lg(z,y) = —aw’”“g;(:v,y)+a2:vp2+2g;’m(w,y)+a3xp3+a1/ Klg(z,y)u(dz)
0

[e'e)
—biy g (2, ) + bay® g (2,y) + bsy® T /0 KZ2g(z,y)pa(dz)

—may" gl (z,y) — ny”a"2 gy (z, y).

For g € C%((0,00)) and x,z > 0 define

K.g(x) :=g(x + 2) — g(z) — ¢'(x)z.

By Taylor’s formula, for any bounded function g with continuous second derivative,

1
g(z+2) —g(z) = Z/o g (z + zv)dv,

and

1
K,g(x) = z2/0 g"(x + 2v)(1 — v)dv.

3.1 Preliminaries

In this subsection we present some lemmas that are needed for the proof of Theorem

Lemma 3.1 For any u,v > 0 and p,q > 1 with 1/p+1/q = 1, we have

u+ v > pl/Pgt iyt ryt/a,

Proof. It follows from the Young inequality immediately.

Lemma 3.2 Given p(dz) := %z_l_adz for 1 < a <2, for B >0 we have
L -8 _afl(a+5-1)
/0 [1—(1+2)""]|zpu(dz) = TG 1 1)
and
= 5 BB+ DI (a+B)
/0 (14 2) 14 Bz]pu(dz) = ORI
Moreover, for 0 < 8 < a« — 1 we have
> 5 _off(a—-pg-1)
/0 [(1+2)" —1]zp(dz) = T - 5)

and for 0 < B < 1 we have

s - Bl (a—p)
(aT(2-8)

/OOO [(1—|—z)5—1—ﬁz]u(dz) =—

10
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Proof. Since the proofs are similar, we only state that of ([B.7]). By integration by parts and
change of variables, we have

/Oo[l — (142" %z = (a - 1)_15/00(1 + z) A llmaqy
0 0

[e'e) 1
— -1 —1 —B—1 -1 l—ad — -1 —1 B+a—2 1 — l—ad
(o )ﬁ/u (u— 1)1 du = (a >5/02 (1 - 2)'adu

BU(B+a—1)T(2 - a)
(a=1L(B+1) 7

which gives the desired result. O

Lemma 3.3 (i) sup;>o(X¢ +Y;) < 0o and 75(X) = 75(Y) = o0 as.
(ii)) Given Xo,Yp > 0, § € (0,1/2) and ¢ > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 independent of
Xo, Yy, € satisfying

P{ sup Xy > 5} < C’e_‘;Xg, P{ sup Y; > 5} < C’s_‘SYO‘S.
>0 >0

Proof. (i) By [10, Theorem 2.3(i) and Proposition 2.6], X; — 0 and ¥; — 0 as ¢t — oo. Then
sup;>o(Xy + ;) < 00 ass.

(ii) The proof is the same to that of [16, Lemma 3.3]. O

In the following we present a comparison theorem for SDE system (I.TI), which is used in the
proof of Theorem [L2[(ii).

Proposition 3.4 (Comparison theorem) If (Xt,Yt)t>0 is another solution to (L) satisfying
Xy > Xo and Yy < Yy, then we have P{X, > X; and Y; <Y, for all 0 < t < 7} = 1, where

=10 (X)ATy (V) AT (X) ATy (V).

Proof. For s > 0 define X, = Xy — Xs and Y, =Y, — Y;. For s > 0 let

Uni(s) := ap (XEH —Xp1+1), Uta(s \/2a xpte \/Qa xpte
U13( ) 1{u<a XPSJFO‘l} {u<a ng*kal}, UQl( )_ bl(}/'s‘h‘l'l }/';Il‘f‘l)7
Unts \/2b2yq2+2 - \/% YT, Uns(s,u) o= 1{ugb3?f§+“2} B 1{u§b3Y£E+az}

and
Vi(s) = m (XY — XDV, Va(s) = (Y2 X2 - Y2 X[2).
For n > 1 define stopping times -, by
Vn = Tn_,l(X) A Tn_,l(X) A Tn_,l(Y) A 7'7:,1(37) AT (X)) A T:(X) ATT(Y) A T:(Y/)

By Lemma B3(i), 74 (X) = 75(Y) = 75(X) = 75(Y) = co. Then lim,, ;00 7 = 7. It follows
from (LI]) that

_ _ t/\'}/n t/\'}/n
Xiryn = Xo—/ [U11(3)+V1(8)]d8+/ U2(s)dBu(s)
0 0

11



tAYn [e’¢) (o) B
+/ / / 2U13(s,u) Ny (ds,dz, du) (3.8)
0 o Jo

tAYn

Yiny, = Yo — /M%[Uzl( ) + Va(s )]d3+/ Usa(s)dBa(s)
/ o / / 2Uss (s, 1) No(ds, dz, dur). (3.9)

and

For m > 1 define
hp = exp{—m(m + 1)/2}.
Let 1, be a nonnegative function on R with support in (hy,, hy—1), f}f:?” tm(z)dr = 1 and

'l/)m(x) S 2m_1x_11(hm7hm71) (:1:)

x y
b () = Lpang) /0 dy /0 m(2)dz

For m > 1 and y, 2z € R put

Din(y, 2) i= dm(y + 2) — dm(y) — 200, (¥),  Vin(y,2) = oy + 2) — dm(y).

Let 1 := V0. By [17, Lemma 2.1] for all x € R,

For x € R and m > 1 let

lim ¢, (z) =2, lim ¢, (z) = Liz>0} |0, (x)| <1 and |z¢l, (x)| < 2/m for m > 1 (3.10)

m—oo m—oo

and

Dpn(x,2) < (2m™12%/x) A (2|2|) for all m > land z > 0 with z(x + z) > 0. (3.11)
By It6’s formula and B38)—(339]) we obtain

¢m(Xt/\fyn) + (Zsm(ift/\“{n 1)t/\
= 6(K0) + bm(To) - /0 (6 (Xe) U1 () + @ (Fa) U (3))dls
2 /0 (61, (X ) Una(s)? + 611 (Va) Una(s)?)ds
+/0 " ds /000 {/000 Dy (Xs, 2Us3(s,u))p1 (dz) +/000 Dm(ﬁ,ngg(s,u))ug(dz)] du
-/ T A (RVA(S) + o (Vo) Va(s)]ds
[T avneame + [ o U
Ot/\’yn 0 "
—1—/0 / / (X, 2Uss(s,u)) N1 (ds, dz, du)

tAYn ~
+/ / / 2V (Ys, 2Uss(s,u)) Na(ds, dz, du).
0 o Jo

12



Since Xy, Yy < 0, taking expectation in the above equation we get

E [(ﬁm ()E/f:/\’yvl )] +E [(bm(}?t/\'}/n )]
= B[ [ 00X (5) + o () ()]

v B [ XUl + 60T
+E[/0M“m ds /000 [/000 D (X, 2U13(s,u)) 1 (d2)
—I—/OOO Dm(Ys,ZU23(S,U))M2(dz)}dU}

B[ [ ORIV ) + V]

= Il,m,n(t) + I2,m,n(t) + I3,m,n(t) + I4,m,n(t)- (312)
By the dominated convergence and (3.10),
ngnoo E [(bm(Xt/\'Yn)] + rr]ignoo E [(bm(}_/t/\’m)] =E [Xt—'/—\’yn + }7{/1\-7”] . (313)
Similarly,
tAYn
dim Ty (t) = ~E| /0 1,50 Ut () + 1 gzs) Ui ())ds| =2 Tua(®) (3.14)
and
tAYn
T Ly n(t) = —E[ /0 [L.50,Vi(s) + 1 {YS>O}V2(3)]ds] = Iua(t). (3.15)

By Taylor’s formula,
Upa(s)? < 2ag|XP2T2 — XP2T2| < 2a9(pg + 2)| XP2H 4 XP2H1) | X (| < dag(pg + 2)nP2 T X

for all s < 4,. It follows from (B.I0) that

Iy mn(t) < 8az(pe + 2)nP>im ™1t (3.16)
Note that
Ulg(s, u) = 1{[13Xp§+a1 <uSa3Xp§+a1} lf XS > 0,
U13(S,u) = —1{a3XpE+a1 <uga3)~{pi+a1} lf Xs < 0.

Then by ([BII) and the dominated convergence again we obtain lim,, o I3 m () = 0. Com-

bining this with [B12)-@I6]) we get

E[X7,, + Y5 ] = Iin(t) + Lia(b). (3.17)
Observe that
Lz, >01Un1(s) 20, 1y 3 Ua(s) >0, s>0.
Thus
L) <0, t>0,n>1, (3.18)

13



If X, >0 and Y, > 0, then using Taylor’s formula again, for s < 7,, we have

“Lxsq)Vils) = m(XPY = XOYE) < XY - Y
< ma XO YR 4 YR, < 2l Y

and

~Ly,soyVa(s) = m(Y2 X0 = V2X[2) < mppV2(X02 = X[?) < 2maronnl2 71X

If X, <0and Y >0, then
10y Vil(s) = LiysopVals) = m(Y2 X2 — V2 X(2) <mpp X2V — V2] <.
Therefore,
L2501 Vi(8) — Lz Va(s) < enl X+ Y1)
with ¢, = 2[m r1n? HF =1 4y rgnf2tls2=11] which implies
Lin(t) <cp /0 t E[X],, +Yk, ]ds.

Combining this inequality with (3.17)—(B.I8]) we obatin

t
E[Xt—i/_\'Yn + Xft—/i\_')’n] S cn/O E[X;;\'Yn + }/VS—}_\'Yn]dS’ t 2 O’ n 2 L.

Now by Gronwall’s inequality, X;/r\% = Y;/(% = 0 almost sure for all t > 0 and n» > 1. Thus
letting n — oo and using the right continuity of ¢ — (X,,Y;) and ¢ — (X;,Y;) one gets the

conclusion.

In the following we prove an irreducibility result for SDE system (L.]).

a

Proposition 3.5 Given x93 > x1 > 0, y2 > y1 > 0 and D = [x1,x3] X [y1,y2] for (Xo,Yy) ¢ D

and Tp = inf{t > 0: (X, Y;) € D} we have P{rp < oo} > 0.
Recall ([34). Before proving Proposition B.5], we first prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6 Given 0 < z1 < x93 < x3, @ € (1,2) and

h(z) = e—A/(w—m)—)\M/(rs—r)1{x1<w<m3}, x>0,

then

(i) B (z) < Ah(z)(x —21)"2 for all z; < x < 23 and X\, \; > 0.

(ii) there are constants Ao, A\1,co > 0 so that for all A > \g and all 1 < x < x3, we have

R (z)h(x) ™t > Nep(x — 2p) 2
and

h(z)™! / K. h(x)z" 7%z > Xco(x — z1) 272
0

14
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(iii) there are constants Ao, A1, ¢, ¢ > 0 so that for all A > Ay and all x1 < x < x3, we have

' (@)h(z) ™" > N6 [(x — 21) ™ - &
and

h(x)—l /OOO th(x)z_l_adz > A%, [(x . xl)—2—a _ 51].

(3.21)

(3.22)

Proof. For simplicity we assume that 1 = 1,29 = 2,23 = 3. Observe that for all 1 < x < 3,

W (x) = Ah(z)[(z — D72 - \(z - 3)_2]
and

AT (2)h(x) ™ = Mz — 1) AN (2 —3)74

22\ (z - 1)z —-3) "2 =2 - 1)+ 2\ (z — 3)7.

Then assertion (i) follows. Observe that
27Nz - >2 -1 27N @2 -3) "t > 2@ -3)73,  1<z<3
as A\, A\ > 8. It is easy to check that
[(z = 1)/(x = 3)" + AT = 8\i[(z = 1)/(z = 3)]* > 0
for all 1 < x <5/2 and A\ > 72. Tt follows that for A > 8 and A\; > 72,

R (z)h(x)™t > 47Nz — 1), 1<z<5/2,

(3.23)

(3.24)

(3.25)

(3.26)

which gives (319). For 0 < z < (A\1)7'A27 and 1 < 2 < 2, we have A\ z(3—2—2)"1(3—2)"! <

2 and then h(z + 2z) > h(z)e™2. Thus by ([3.6) and ([3.26), for all for A > 8 and \; > 72,

1/2

0

and

()\)\1)71 ()\)\1)71 1
/ K.h(z)z" 7%z = / R (x + zv)zl_adz/ (1 —v)dv
0 0 o)1 0
> h(m)e_28_1)\2/ (z+ 2z — 1)1z,
0

By a change of variable, for AA\; > 1 and 1 < z < 2,

(A1)t A1 (z—1)] 71
/ (x+2z—1)"17% = (x — 1)_2_0‘/ (1 +u) ul"du
0 0

M)~
> (z—1)"22™ / ™%y = (x —1)7272742 — ) 7L (AN T2
0

It follows that for A > 8 and Ay > 72,
1/2

K. h(x)z7 7%z > e72277(2 — ) IS0\ (@ — 1) 2 %(x), 1<z<2
0
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K.h(z)z 7%z = / h" (x + zv)zl_adz/ (1-v)dv>0, 1<z<2
0 0
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By using (3.23)), for 1 < x < 2,
h(x)_l th(x)z_l_o‘dz > —/ P P (w _ 1)—2)\/ 2%,
1/2 1/2 1/2

Therefore, (3:20) follows.

In the following we prove assertion (iii) and take A\; = 1. By ([324]) and ([B.25]), there are
constants 0 € (0,1/2) and ¢, ¢; > 0 so that for all large enough A > 0,

A2 (z)h(z) T > Gp(x — )7z e (1,14 20) U (3 — 26, 3). (3.28)

Thus, [3.21)) follows. For z € (1,14 6) U (3 —24,3), by (8:28) and the same arguments in (3.27),
we have

6
/ K. h(x)z" 7%z > coA\*h(z)(z — 1)727
0

for some constant ¢ > 0. By the continuity of h, there is a constant ¢y so that |h”(z)| < & for
all 14+ 0 <z <3-0. By (323), for all 1 < x < 3,

h($)_1 / th(ﬂf)z_l_adz 2 —/ z_l_adz — ($ _ 1)_2)\/ Z_adz.
é 5 5

Thus ([B8.22)) holds for all large enough A > 0. 0

Proof of Proposition [3.3. We first assume that Xo € (z1,22), Yo € (0,y1) and y3 € (0,Yp).
For A\, A\, A, A1, 2,y > 0 define

— oM (@=z1)=M\/(22—-12) M (y=y3) =M1/ (y2—y)

91(z)

Loy <a<as)s  92(y) =€ Liys<y<yn}-

Then g1,g0 € C?(0,00). Let g(x,y) = g1(x)g2(y) for z,y > 0 and we use Proposition 2.4 to
establish the assertion. The conditions (i)—(iii) in Proposition 2.4] are obviously. We verify the
condition (iv) in the following. By (3:3) and Lemma[3.6] there are constants A, A, A\;, \; > 0 and
o, C1,Co,d > 0 so that

g(x,y) " Lg(z,y)

> —daj(x — xl)_2:17p1+1 — A (z — xl)_2:1701y'“ + N2cpas [(:17 — xl)_4 — cl]:ztp2+2
+AMegag[(z — 1) T2 — e |aPATO — Ny (y — y3) 2P T = M (y — ys) 2y
+A20ba(y — y3) "ty + X2 Eobs(y — y3) 22yt

> ¢ [A2a2x€2+2(x —x) "+ Aa1a3x1173+0¢1 (x — xl)_z_al]

-2, p1+1 -2..01, K 2 p2+2 p3tou
—Aar(x —x1) “xs' = A (x — ) T Cwg Yyt — cocr [N agah? T + A agah® T

~ g _ 2 - o
+Co [)‘2b2 (y - y3) 4y§2+ 4 \*2 b3(y — yg) 2—a2 yg3+a2]

A\ - 1
Ay —y3) ™ [b1y11>1+ + nzyfzxgz] > d, < <wo, Y3 <Y <Y1

Therefore, condition (iv) in Proposition [24]in confirmed. Now P{7p < oo} > 0 by Proposition
24 One can also get the assertion when Yy € (y1,y2) and Xy € (0,21). By the similar
arguments, one can obtain the conclusion when (Xo,Yy) € ((z1,22) X (y2,00)) U ((x2,00) %
(y1,y2)). Then by the strong Markov property one ends the proof for general Xy, Yy > 0. O
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3.2 Proof of Theorem [1.2[(i)

In this subsection we apply Proposition 2] to prove Theorem [T213i).
Lemma 3.7 If 61V 0y > 1, then P{7, (X) =7, (Y) < o0} = 0.

Proof. We assume that 67 > 1 and 8 > [(1 — 62)/k2] V 1. Let g,(z,y) = In(n + n?) — In(z + y°)
for x,y > 0. By Lemma [B.1] there are constants 0 < §; < 1 A (k1/8), (1 —602)/8 < da < ka A 1
and ¢y, co > 0 so that for all 0 < z,y < n we have

(x + yﬁ)—1x91ym < clx91—(1—51)yﬁ1—515 < cln91—(1—51)+51—515 —. cl(n)

and

(x_‘_yﬁ)—ly@z—i-ﬁ—lxnz < 62y92+ﬁ—1—(1—525)$ﬁ2—52 < 62n€2+ﬁ—2+526+52—52 _. CQ(TL)
Recall (B)) and (3:2]). By a change of variable,
[e.e] o0
/ K gn(,y)pn(dz) = (z +y%) ™ / (1 +2)7! + 2Ju(dz) =t es(x +y7) ™
0 0

and

>0 o [T v ((1+2)" - 1)
/0 KZgn(z,y)pz(dz) = —y /0 [1H(1+ oy

Y 2By’ 2By°
<y In(1 - d
< -y /0 [n( t ot gh) x+yﬁ}uz( z)

_ ﬁoeyaz(ﬁ—l)(a; + yﬁ)_O‘? / [ln(l + Z)_l + Z]/@(dz)
0

= Gy D (@ 4y

It then follows from (B3] that

Lon(r,y) = (x+y°) ma®y™ +noBy’ 1225 4+ (2 + yP) HaraP T+ by By )
+(z +y°) Paga?t? + by Pyt — (z + yP) TIB(B — 1boy® TP
o0 o0

+agaP /0 K g(a,y)p (dz) + bay®*e? /0 K2g(x,y)pa(dz)

< mer(n) + maBez(n) + arnPt + b1 n® + agnP? + byFZn®
+(cgazn?? + ¢é3bsn®) =: C'(n), 0<z,y<n. (3.29)

Define stopping time 73 by 7% := inf{t > 0 : X; + Y;B < k1Y Let Ymnk = Tmn A T with
Tmm =T _(X)AT _(Y)A7S and 7,7 = 7,7 (X) A7,F (V). Thus, by (LI,

m—1
t/\’Ym,n,k
gn(Xt/\'Ym,n,k ’ }/t/\ﬁ/m,n,k) = gn(XO’ }/0) + / Egn(X37 Y;)ds + mart‘
0
Combining this with (3.29) one obtains
E [gn (Xt/\')/m,n,k: ? X/t/\’)/m,n,k)] S 9n (XO? }/0) + tC(n)

Taking m — oo,

[In(n 4 n?) + mk]P{m, <t A7y AT}
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< E[.gn(X

t/\r(;/\—rj/\rk’yt/\—rg/\—rj/\rk)] < gn(Xo,Yp) +tC(n).
Then for large enough k£ > 1,
P{r, <tA7y AT, }=0.
Taking n,k — oo and using Lemma [B.3[(i) we get P{rg <t A 7;} =0 with 79 = lim_,00 71 =
7, (X) =7, (Y), which completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.8 P{7, (X) < oo} =01if6; > 1, and P{r; (Y) < oo} =0if 65 > 1.

Proof. We first assume that §; > 1. For n > 1 let g, € C?((0,00)) be a nonnegative function
defined as g, (z) = 1—1In(z/n) for 0 < z < n and ¢,,(x) = 0 for all z > n+1. Recall (3.4]). Then
K,gn(x) =0 for all z > n+1 and z > 0. By (3.6]) and a change of variable,

1/2 1/2 1 00
/0 | K. gn(2)|p1(dz) = /0 Z2il(d2)/o (m+zv)_2(1—v)dv§/0 22(x 4 2) 21 (dz)

=z / 22(1 4 2) 2y (dz) =: cra™, 0<xz<1/2
0

and

%) n+1 n+1 1
[ 1w = | T K 02 = / "2+ ela(@s) [ (- e

0

< sup |g/ (v ]/ 22p1(dz) =: cop, x> 1/2.
v>1/2

Observe that for 0 < z <1/2,

n+1 n+1
/ K. gn(x)p1(dz) < sup [gn(z) p1(dz) + 2~ sup / zpn(dz) < ezpa!
1/2 z>1/2 1/2 z>1/2J1/2

for some constant c3, > 0. Thus
o
/ K.gn(x)p1(dz) < cppax™ + C37nl‘_1 + con, z > 0.
0

Let gn(x,y) = gn(x) for z,y > 0. Then by (B.3),

Lgn(z,y) =mz?y™ + Gi(z) <mn® T 4 Gi(n) =t dy < dngn(z,y), 0<z,y<n,

where G1(z) := a1zP' + agaP? + as[c1xz™ + g2~ ! + ca,]2P3T1. Then by Proposition 2]
and Lemmas B.3)(i) and B, P{7, (X) < oo} = 0. By the same argument, we have P{7, (V) <
oo} = 0 for 3 > 1. This concludes the proof. O

Lemma 3.9 If0 < 0y < 1, then P{7r; < oo} > 0.

Proof. For simplicity we assume that 0 < Xp,Yy < 1. We use Proposition to establish
the proof, which is similar to that of [16, Theorem 1.5]. Let 0 < ¢; < ¢ < 1 and § >
(61 —1)V(p+1—61)V1. Let gy € C?((0,1)) satisfy go(z) = 27 for x € (0,¢1) and go(z) = (z—1)72
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for z € (c2,1). We choose function gy so that go, g, and g{ are all bounded in [c;, cp]. For
A, A2 > 1and 0 < p < 1 — 05, define a nonnegative function

g(w,y) = exp{—A1go(v) — Aetan(ym/2)]" 1z y<1}, z,y >0, (3.30)

where we only need the properties of a tan function such that it is equivalent to x near zero
and is infinite at 7/2. Then by the same arguments in the proof of [16, Theorem 1.5], there are
constants A1, Ag,d > 0 so that Lg(x,y) > dg(x,y) for all 0 < x,y < 1. Using Proposition
one gets the conclusion. O

Proof of Theorem [L2(i). By Lemma B9, P{rj < oo} > 0 when 6; A6y < 1. Then one
concludes the conclusion from Lemma [3.8] O

3.3 Proof of Theorem [1.2](ii)

In this subsection we use Propositions [2.4] and 2.5] to establish the proof of Theorem [L.2](ii). For
B>0,0<5< B land0<p<1let

g(x,y) = 2"y~ + .
Lemma 3.10 Let z,y > 0. Then
go(x,y) = By ™0, g (w,y) = =02y~ 4 py! (3.31)
and
Ire(,y) = =B5(1 — B6)x™ 2y ™0, gl (w,y) = 6(0 + )2y ™02 — p(1— p)y?™2.  (3.32)

Moreover,

8501 85 (1 — B8) g5
Tagre—g)  ° ¥ (3:33)

/OOO Klg(z,y)m(dz) = —

and

= _ 00+ D2 46) 55 50y  PA—p)(a2—p) , 4,
/0 KZg(z,y)ua(dz) = (on)T(6 1+ 2) T Tz YT (639

Proof. The assertions (3.31]) and (3:32]) are obvious. By a change of variable and Lemma [3.:2]

/ Y Kooy (dz) = 5 / Pl + )7 — 2 — 35205y (d2)
0 0

B0 B~ B) g5y s

T T(a)D(2 - B0 Y

and
| K2
0 o o
e A R e e T ey R R e R S It
_ 5(5 + 1)P(042 + 5) $56y—6—o¢2 _ ,0(1 B p)F(ag B p) p—a
F(ag)T'(6 +2) [(a2)'(2 — p) '
B33) and ([B:34]) the follow. O
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Lemma 3.11 Suppose that condition (ii) holds. Then there are constants (3, p,cq,€0, 2« > 0
and 0 < § < 87! so that for all 0 < 0 < 09, 0 < z,y < g9 and yr~? > z, we have

Hy(z,y) = 627y °[Ba(l — 0)a? — (1 + 0)by + Bma’ 1y — noy” 2]
+bp(1 — 0)y? T + prpyP 027 R > 0.

Proof. Let u = 2%y in the following.
(i) Suppose that condition (iia) holds. Then

p(1 —02) —q(ka —p) =plg+1—02) — Kag < 0,

which implies p/q < (k2 — p)/(1 — 62). Thus, there is a constant 8 > 0 so that p/qg < <
(k2 —p)/(1 — 02), which implies

ke +B(02—1)>p,  Bqg>p. (3.35)

Moreover, there are constants p, p1 > 0 so that

Ba/(1+p1) >p (3.36)

and
p10 > p. (3.37)

For u <y~ we have y < 27/(0%,1) and then

H,(z,y) (5u_6[ﬂa(1 —o)zP — (1+o)by? — ngyez_la:’”]
5u_5[ﬁa(1 —o)a? — (1+ J)b$q5/(1+p1) _ n2u92_1x“2+6(92_1)]

Su P [ﬂa(l —o)— (14 a)bxqﬁ/(le)_p — n2u02_1x”2+5(02_1)_p].

v Iv

By (B.33) and (B30, there are constants z,,ep,09 € (0,1) so that for all 0 < z,y < ey,
0<o<opand z, <u <y P, we have

Hy(z,y) > du=°zP [Ba(l—0) — (1 + J)begﬁ/(le)_p - n2z32_1682+5(02_1)_p] > 0.

For u > y=r1,

Hy(z,y) > 0u[—(1 4 0)by” — noy”™"2"2] + bp(1 — o)y ** + oy T2~ a2
bp(l — U)yP-HJ _ 5(1 + U)byQ+P15 + pn2y0+02—1$n2 _ 5772y62—1+p16$52

by *p(1 — o) = 6(1+ a)y” "] + may” T a2 [p — 6y 7).

v Iv

By ([B337]), there is a constant 1 € (0,&p) so that for all 0 < z,y < €1, 0 < 0 < ¢, we have
Hy(w,y) > y" [p(1 — o) = 6(1 + 0)e* ) + oyt 1™ [p — 60 77) > 0, u >y~ *'. (3.38)

(ii) Suppose that condition (iib) holds. Taking b/a < 8 < ka/(1—62) we have ko+5(62—1) > 0
and fa(l — o) > (1 +0)b for all 0 < o < gp and some oy > 0. Moreover, there are constants
Zs,€0 € (0,1) so that for all 0 < z < g9 and u > z,,

Hy(z,y) > [Ba(l—0) — (1 + 0)b — npul2~ gr2+h02-1)]

[Ba(l1—0) = (1+0)b— n2z52_1682+6(92_1)] > 0.

AVARNY}
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(iii) Suppose that condition (iic) holds. Then

(01 —=1D)(k1 +1—=62) = (k2 +1—01)(q — k1) = (01 — 1)(qg + 1 —02) — Ka(q — K1) <O,

. . 61—1 Ko+1—01 1
which gives e < o Thus there exists a constant § > 0 so that

01 —1 Ko +1—0
<p<zZ-
q— K1 K1+1—10

which implies
/{24—6(92—1) > 01 — 1+ Bk, Bq > 01— 1+ Bk (3.39)
Moreover, there are constants p, p1 > 0 so that

Ba/(L+p1) > 01 — 1+ Bry (3.40)

and (B37) holds. Observe that there is a constant z, > 0 so that for 0 < z, < u <y~ we
have y < z7/(0+,1) and then

Hy(z,y) > ou™"[Bma” " y™ — (1+ o)by? — noy” ']
_ 5u—5[6n1ul€1x91—1+ﬁnl _ (1 + O‘)byq _ n2u92—1$l€2+5(92—1)]
> 5u—6[5mzf1x91—1+5m —(1+ a)ba;BQ/(le) _ mzfg—lxnz—l—ﬁ(ﬁz—l)]

In view of ([B:39) and (B.40Q), there are constants €p,09 € (0,1) so that for all 0 < o < oy,
0<zr<egand 0 < 2z, <u <y P, we have

Ho(z,y)
> gy S0 -1+8m (Bt — (1 + g)bxufizl)—(el—lwm) _ 7]2222—11,.%24-5(02—1)—(91—1+Bm)]

6661521)_(61_1-’_5&1) 92—16324-5(02—1)—(01—1+Bm)] < 0.

> Gy Ogh1HAm Bzt — (1+0) — N9z

By B38), H,(x,y) > 0 for some constant ¢; € (0,69) when 0 < z,y < €1, 0 < 0 < g and
u > y—m,

(iv) Suppose that condition (iid) holds. Taking b/n; < 8 < ka/(k1 +1 —03), we have By > b
and Sk < ko + (02 —1). It follows that there is a constant o € (0,1) so that S —(1+0)b >0
for all 0 < o < 0g. Moreover, there are constants g9 € (0,1) and z, > 0 so that for all 0 < o < oy,
0 <x<egandu> z,, we have

Hy(z,y) > ou™®[u™ [ — (14 o)bla’™ — ppuf>~ g2 t002=1) ]
> du e [u [B — (1 + 0)b] — n2u92—1$ﬁz+5(92—1)—5m]
> ouT M [ B — (14 0)b] — el legr DT s,
This completes the proof. .

Proof of Theorem[1.2(ii). We use Proposition to prove the assertion. In the following we
verify the condition (24]). Let

H(z,y) = 62y Hy(z,y) + py” Ha(z,y)

with

B(1 — Bo)'(ay — B9) a5

Hl(x,y) = a8z + B(1 — ,8(5)(12xp2 + F(al)F(2 — o)
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5(5 + 1)I(ag + 0)

b QB+ 6 xlgl—l K1 _5 Gz—lxng
{aa) T2+ 0) 3y®™ + Bom y 2y

“by™ — (6 + Dbay® —

and

(1 —p)T (a2 —p)

bayd3 02—1 K2
P(ag)F(Q—p) 3y + N2y x

Hy(z,y) == biy™ + (1 — p)y® +

Let H,(z,y) be determined in Lemma[3I1l By Lemmal3.I1] there are constants f3, p, 8, o, £¢, s >
0 so that

H(z,y) > Hy(z,y) >0, 0<z,y<ey yz’>u,.

By (3:3) and LemmaBI0, Lg(z,y) < —H(z,y) for all 0 < z,y < g9 and 275y > u,, which gives
condition (2.4]). The condition (2.5 is obvious and the condition (iii) in Proposition holds
by Lemmas 3.3 and B8 Let ug > u, and 0 < €1 < ¢ small enough so that g(Xo,Yy) < uy® for
Xo =" and Yy = upePt! with 0 < £ < 1. Now by Proposition (23] P{ry (V) < o0} <1
for Xo = e Yy = upePtl and 0 < € < 1.

By the comparison theorem (Proposition [3.4]) and Proposition 23, P{7; (Y) = oo} > 0 for
Xo < 87" and Yy > upeP . For general Xo, Yy > 0let D := {(z,y) : & < ey > yoel 1}
and 7p = inf{t > 0 : (X;,Y;) € D}. It follows from Proposition that P{rp < oo} > 0.
Applying the strong Markov property,

P{ry (V) =00} > P{r; (Y)ol(rp) = o0, 7p < o0}
= BBl ey Lo ot P
= E[P{TO_(Y) = 00| Xp <& v > uosﬁ“}l{m@o}]
= P{ry (Y) = 00| Xp < et Y > upe® 1} - P{rp < 00} > 0,

where é(t) denotes the usual shift operator. This ends the proof. O

3.4 Proof of Theorem [I.2](iii)

In this section we use Corollary 2.3] to prove the assertion. For 0 < r < 1 and 8,\ > 0 let
g(x) := e " and g(z,y) = g(yx?) for z,y > 0.

Lemma 3.12 For z,y > 0 let u := yaz—?. Then

gh(z,y) = Mrpu’gu)a™", g, (z,y) = —Aru"g(u)y ™" (3.41)
and
Goe(@,y) > =ArB(rB+ D" g(w)a™2, gy, (z,y) > Ar(1 —r)u"g(u)y~>. (3.42)
Moreover,
® 4 N oy BB+ 1T (a1 + 1)
/0 Kzg($7y):u1(dz) > Aru'z P(Oél)r(2+7’,8)
and

r(1—r)I(ag — 1)
Fa)T'(2 =)

/ KZ2g(z,y)pua(dz) > Aru"y =
0
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Proof. It is elementary to see that

gh(z,y) = Arpug(w)z™, gl (z,y) = Nr? B2 g(u)z ™ — MrB(rB + Du"g(u)z 2
and

gy(x,y) = =Xru"g(w)y™", gy, (z,y) = Xr2u g(u)y = + Xr(1 —r)u"g(u)y =2,

which give (8:41) and (3:42). Since e* — 1 > z for all z € R, then
g(u) [e—)\yr(w+2)7rﬁ+>\yr':v77"6 11— )\rﬁurzn_lz}

—g(u) [Ny (z + 2)7" — Ny TP 4 Arpuz 2]
—Mg(u) [(L4+2712) 7P — 1+ rBatz].

Klg(z,y)

v

It follows from Lemma [3.2] and a change of variable that

Au"g(u / Klg(z,y)p(dz) > /000 [(1+ el 14 rﬁx‘lz],ul(dz)

g N8 1 4 rBs JR— rB(rp+ 1)I' (a1 + rB)
2 e [ ) = F@)T@ )

Similarly,

[e y-‘rz)”"m*"'ﬁ—i-)\y”"m*"ﬂ 14 )\rury_lz}
g(u [)\ y+2)" — Ay — )\rury_lz]
—)\ur g(u) [(1 +y 1z)r —1- Ty_lz],

KZg(z,y)

v ||

which implies

nguﬂl/ K2g(a, y)pa(d2)

/000 [(142)" =1 —rz]pa(dz) =y r(l — ez — 1)

F(a)T'(2—1)

This ends the proof. O

Lemma 3.13 Suppose that condition (iii) holds. Then there are constants r,e € (0,1), 5 > 0
and ¢y > 0 so that

H(z,y) > co, 0<my<e, (3.43)
where u := 2Py and
H(z,y) = b(r)u"y? + nou’y? 12" — a(r)Bu’ 2P — my fu’ 2~ 1y™
with

(r8+ Dl(a1 +76) |
T(a)T(2+rp) e=r

a(r) = all{plzp} + az(rp + 1)1{p2=p} +as

and

(I=r)T(ag—r1) )
T(ag)l(2—r) =9

b(r) := bilyg =gy +b2(1 = r)l{g—g} + b3
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Proof. Let 0 <r <1 — 63 and

1—92—7’ 1—92 H1+1—92 _5; 5. —1 S5 1—6;
0= ——— Jogi=——Z"— Jai=—=T— = (7)) =3 %1 —6)%b(r)% '
! q+1—92’ 2 q—|—1—02’ 3 q+1—92’ CZ(T) v ( Z) (T) Tl2
for i =1,2,3 and ¢ > k1. By Lemma [3.1]

b(r u?“yq +n2ury92—lxﬁz Z 5—51 1 — 61 01—1 b(r uT’yq 01 . n2ury92—1x52 1-61
! (r+q)
ko (r+q _TB

— Cl(T)x q+1—69 (3.44)
and
b(r)y? +may™ et > 05" (1= ) T [b(r)y ] - [y )
K2
— 62(T)xq+1702 . (345)
Similarly, for ¢ > k1,
b(r)y? + moy®laR2 > 679 (1 — 65)5 7 b(r)y1)% - [mayf2tan2) 0
rko(g—kK1)
= c3(r)utz I, o1 (3.46)

In the following we assume that condition (iiia) holds. Since a,b > 0, there is a constant
71 € (0,1~ 02) so that inf,c g, [a(r) Vb(r)] > 0. Let ro € (0,71) and 3 > k2/(q+ 1 — 02) satisty

ka(ra2 + q)

_ , 3.47
P —, rof3 <0 (3.47)

Under condition (iiia), there is a constant €5 € (0,1) so that ca(r2)[Ba(r2)] tes ™" "> 3 and
ra(a=r1) g )
c3(re)(mB)te, % = > 3. It thus follows from (3.45]) and (3.46]) that

q O2—1, K2 D 1, ——p
b(r2)y? +may™ 2™ = Ba(rz)a” - ca(r)[Balrs)]” weii =

Koq

> Ba(ry)z? - c2(r)[5a(r2)]_152q+1—792_p > 3Ba(ry)x? (3.48)

and

rolg—r7) L 1C St DR
b(ro)y? + 1oy ' > cy(ro)utie i TR > a0ty g (o) gy 8] N ar i 61=1)

0,-1 = CEeY
> mBa T Y eg(ro)[m BT ey

> 3y Bt Lym (3.49)
for some 0 < ez <egand all 0 < e <ezand 0 < x < € when ¢ > k1. When ¢ < k1,

b(r)y + may” ' > b(ro)yt > 3m B Ty, O<y<e
for some 0 < g4 < ez and all 0 < € < 4. When ¢ = k1 and 67 > 1,

b(rg)y? + moy?tak2 > bre)y? > 3m BaP Ty, 0<z<e

for some 0 < g5 < g4 and all 0 < ¢ < e5. Thus (B:49) holds for all 0 < z,y < ¢ < €5. Now by

B44) and BA7)-B48)), for r = ry, we obtain

H(z,y) = 37 b(r)u"y? + mu'y"™ '2™] — a(r)fu’a?
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+37 b "y + mpuy®2 2] — oy Bul Ly
+37 b(r)u"y? + ey a2 > 37 e (r), 0 < z,y <e <es.

This gives (3.43)).

Suppose that condition (iiib) holds. Let r2/(1 —63) < 5 < b/a. Then kg + (62 — 1) < 0 and
b > af. Thus b+ noy??~12%2 > af. Moreover, for 0 < r < 1 — 6y, u"[b + noy?>~122] > af when
u > 1 and

u?‘[b_i_?,nyeg—lxlig] > ?,,2u7“+92—1xl-€2+ﬁ(92—1) > N2, O<z<l1
when 0 < u < 1. It follows that
u"[b 4 oy 1a"2] > (aB) A o, u>0, 0<z<l

By the continuities of r — a(r) and r +— b(r), there are constants r3 € (0,1 — 63), €,e1 € (0,1)
and d; > 0 so that for all 0 < r < r3 and 0 < z,y < €, we have

(1 —2e0)[b(r) + ney®~12"2] > a(r)B, mPBa "Ly < mBe™ < b(r)e;
and
b(r)u" 4 nouy?2 1z > d;.
Thus
H(z,y) = (1—2e1)[b(r)u” + nouy®12"2] — a(r)Bu”
+e1[b(r)u” + nou”y??taR2] — ny ful a1 Ty

ter[b(r)uy? + neu'y” e > endy, 0<a,y <e,

which gives (8.43]). O

Proof of Theorem [1.2(iii). We first assume that 0 < Xo,Yy < g1 < e. It follows from (3.3)
and Lemmas that

Lg(xt,y) > cog(xt, ye), t<1

for some constants ¢p > 0 and € € (0,1). Combining this with Lemma [3.3(i) and Corollary 23]
we obtain

P{ry (X) A7y (V) ArH(X) ATH(Y) < 00} > e 200X "),
By Lemma 3.8 7, (X) = oo almost surely. Then letting A — 0,
P{ry Y)ATF(X)ATH(Y) <00} = 1. (3.50)
By Lemma B.3|(ii) we have

P{rl(X) < oo} =P{supX; > e} < Cle1/e)/* and P{rF (V) < 0o} < Cler/e)/*
t>0

for some constant C' > 0, which gives

P{r (X)) A7 (Y) < 00} < P{r(X) < 00} + P{rF(Y) < o0} < 2C(e1 o) V4.
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Since
P{ry (V) < oo} > P{ry (Y) A7 (X) AT (Y) < o0} = P{7(X) AT (Y) < o0},
then by (B.50),
P{7; (V) = o0} < 2C (e, /)% (3.51)

In the following we assume that Xy > &1 or Yy > 1, and o :=inf{t > 0: X; +Y; > e1}. By
using Lemma B.3)(i) and the strong Markov property,

P{7 (V) =00} = P{r; (V) = 00,0 < o0} = P{r (V) 06(07) = 00,0 < o0}
= E|:E [1{7(;()/)09”(0):00}1{a<oo}|]:0]]
= E[P{TO_(Y) = 00| X+ Yp < 51}1{J<oo}]7

where 0(t) denotes the usual shift operator. Now using (351,
P{ry (V) = 00} < 2C(e1/e)/*P{o < 0o} < 2C(e1/e)"/*.

It means that ([3.51]) holds for all Xy, Y, > 0. Taking ¢; — 0 in (3.51]) one concludes the assertion.
O
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