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Extinction behaviour for a mutually interacting

continuous-state population dynamics

Jie Xiong1, Xu Yang2 and Xiaowen Zhou3

Abstract. We consider a system of two stochastic differential equations (SDEs) with
negative two-way interactions driven by Brownian motions and spectrally positive α-
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 [10] 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 [1] 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 ∞ 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 [16] 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:



























































Xt = X0 −

∫ t

0
[a1X

p1+1
s + η1X

θ1
s Y

κ1
s ]ds+

∫ t

0

√

2a2X
p2+2
s dB1(s)

+

∫ t

0

∫ ∞

0

∫ a3X
p3+α1
s−

0
zÑ1(ds,dz,du),

Yt = Y0 −

∫ t

0
[b1Y

q1+1
s + η2Y

θ2
s Xκ2

s ]ds+

∫ t

0

√

2b2Y
q2+2
s dB2(s)

+

∫ t

0

∫ ∞

0

∫ b3Y
q3+α2
s−

0
zÑ2(ds,dz,du),

(1.1)

where the constants X0, Y0, κi, ηi > 0 and θi, aj , bj , pj, qj ≥ 0 for i = 1, 2 and j = 1, 2, 3.
For i = 1, 2, (Bi(t))t≥0 is a Brownian motions and Ñi(ds,dz,du) is a compensated Poisson

random measures with intensity dsµi(dz)du. Here µi(dz) = αi(αi−1)
Γ(αi)Γ(2−αi)

z−1−αidz, z > 0, for

αi ∈ (1, 2), i = 1, 2, and Γ denotes the Gamma function. We always assume that a2+a3 > 0 and
b2 + b3 > 0. We also assume that (B1(t))t≥0, (B2(t))t≥0, {Ñ1(ds,dz,du)} and {Ñ2(ds,dz,du)}
are all independent of each other. For process Z = (Zt)t≥0 and u > 0 define stopping times

τ−u (Z) = inf{t ≥ 0 : Zt ≥ u}, τ+u (Z) = inf{t ≥ 0 : Zt ≤ u},

τ−0 (Z) := inf{t ≥ 0 : Zt = 0} and τ+∞(Z) := inf{t ≥ 0 : Zt = ∞}

with the convention inf ∅ = ∞.

We first present the definition of solution to SDE (1.1), which is defined up to the time that
any of the two processes first hits 0 or reaches infinity. For the solution (Xt, Yt)t≥0 to SDE (1.1)
let X = (Xt)t≥0 and Y = (Yt)t≥0.

Definition 1.1 A two-dimensional càdlàg process (Xt, Yt)t≥0 is called a solution to SDE (1.1)
if it is defined on the same filtered probability space as the Brownian motions (B1(t))t≥0 and
(B2(t))t≥0 and compensated Poisson random measures {Ñ1(ds,dz,du)} and {Ñ2(ds,dz,du)},
and satisfies SDE (1.1) up to σn := τ−1/n(X) ∧ τ−1/n(Y ) ∧ τ+n (X) ∧ τ+n (Y ) for each n ≥ 1 and
Xt = lim supn→∞Xσn− and Yt = lim supn→∞ Yσn− for t ≥ limn→∞ σn.
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The above definition of solution to SDE (1.1) 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 càdlàg process (Xt, Yt)t≥0 is
the unique solution to (1.1), and consequently, the process (Xt, Yt)t≥0 has the strong Markov
property. We also assume thatX0, Y0 > 0 and all the stochastic processes are defined on the same
filtered probability space (Ω,F ,Ft,P). We use E to denote the corresponding expectation.

The negative interacting terms represents the negative effects of competition between the two
populations. If η1 = 0 in (1.1), then process X is a CSBP with nonlinear branching mechanism.
If p1 = 0, p2 = −1 and p3 = 1 − α1, then X further reduces to a CSBP that is a scaling limit
of the classical Galton-Watson branching process. We refer to [6] and [11] for comprehensive
introductions on CSBPs.

The processes X and Y are extinguishing when η1 = η2 = 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 (1.1). Write τ−0 := τ−0 (X) ∧ τ−0 (Y ),

p := min{p11{a1 6=0}, p21{a2 6=0}, p31{a3 6=0}}, q := min{q11{b1 6=0}, q21{b2 6=0}, q31{b3 6=0}}

and

a := a11{p1=p} + a21{p2=p} + a31{p3=p}, b := b11{q1=q} + b21{q2=q} + b31{q3=q}.

The following theorem is the main result of the paper.

Theorem 1.2 P{τ−0 <∞} = 0 iff θ1, θ2 ≥ 1. In addition, the following results hold for Y , and
similar results hold for X by symmetry.

(i) P{τ−0 (Y ) <∞} = 0 for θ2 ≥ 1.

(ii) 0 < P{τ−0 (Y ) <∞} < 1 if θ1 ≥ 1, 0 ≤ θ2 < 1, and one of the following holds:

(iia) p < κ2q
q+1−θ2

;

(iib) p = q = 0 and b/a < κ2/(1 − θ2);

(iic) θ1 ≥ 1, θ1 − 1 < κ2(q−κ1)
q+1−θ2

;

(iid) θ1 = 1, q = κ1, and b/η1 < κ2/(κ1 + 1− θ2).

(iii) P{τ−0 (Y ) < ∞} = 1 if θ1 ≥ 1, 0 ≤ θ2 < 1 and θ1 − 1 > κ2(q−κ1)
q+1−θ2

and one of the following
holds:

(iiia) p > κ2q
q+1−θ2

;

(iiib) p = q = 0 and b/a > κ2/(1 − θ2).

Remark 1.3 Note that neither X nor Y in (1.1) can reach 0 if η1 = η2 = 0 by [10, Theorem
2.3(i)]. Therefore, the extinction is caused by the interaction between processes X and Y . If
η1 = 0, the results of Theorem 1.2 are given in [16, Example 1.12].

Theorem 1.2 leaves the extinction behaviors for (X,Y ) in several critical cases unsettled for
which we pose the following conjectures.

Conjecture 1.4 P{τ−0 (Y ) <∞} = 1 if 0 ≤ θ2 < 1 and one of the following holds:
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(i) θ1 > 1, q > κ1, θ1 − 1 = κ2(q−κ1)
q+1−θ2

,

(θ1 − 1)η1
q + 1− θ2

< η
q−κ1

q+1−θ2
2 ·

( b(q − κ1)

κ1 + 1− θ2

)

1+κ1−θ2
q+1−θ2

and at least one of the following hold

(ia’) p > κ2q
q+1−θ2

;

(ib’) p, q > 0, p = κ2q
q+1−θ2

and

ap

q(q + 1− θ2)
<

( b

1− θ2

)

1−θ2
q+1−θ2 ·

(η2
q

)
q

q+1−θ2

(ic’) p = q = 0 and b/a > κ2/(1 − θ2).

(ii) θ1 = 1, q = κ1, b/η1 > κ2/(κ1 + 1− θ2) and and at least one of (ia’), (ib’), (ic’) hold.

(iii) θ1 − 1 > κ2(q−κ1)
q+1−θ2

and (ib’) holds.

Conjecture 1.5 0 < P{τ−0 (Y ) <∞} < 1 if θ1 ≥ 1, 0 ≤ θ2 < 1, and one of the following holds:

(i) p, q > 0, p = κ2q
q+1−θ2

and

ap

q(q + 1− θ2)
>

( b

1− θ2

)

1−θ2
q+1−θ2 ·

(η2
q

)
q

q+1−θ2 ;

(ii) θ1 > 1, q > κ1, θ1 − 1 = κ2(q−κ1)
q+1−θ2

, and

(θ1 − 1)η1
q + 1− θ2

> η
q−κ1

q+1−θ2
2 ·

( b(q − κ1)

κ1 + 1− θ2

)

1+κ1−θ2
q+1−θ2 .

Remark 1.6 Under the setup of SDE (1.1), 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 1.2 and Theorem 1.2(i) are proved in Lemmas 3.8 and 3.9,
respectively. The proof for Lemma 3.8 is given by using a non-extinction criterion established
in Proposition 2.1. The proof for assertion “P{τ−0 (Y ) < ∞} > 0 if θ1 ≥ 1, 0 ≤ θ2 < 1” in
Theorem 1.2 is given in Lemmas 3.8 and 3.9. The proof of Lemma 3.9 is essentially the same as
that of [16, Theorem 1.5] by using a extinction criterion established in [16] (see Proposition 2.2)
and a complex exponential function (see (3.30)). The proof of Theorem 1.2(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 1.2(ii) for the probability of extinction to be strictly less than one is
proved by a new method different from that of [16]. To this end, we first prove a criterion for the
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extinction probability to be strictly less than one for small initial values by considering a ratio U
of processes Y and Xβ for which both X0 and Y0 are small but U0 is large; see Proposition 2.5.
We then construct a test function and verify the criterion; see Subsection 3.3. We also establish
an irreducibility criterion in Proposition 2.4, comparison theorem in Proposition 3.4 and apply
the criterion to show the result for any initial values; see the end of the proof of Theorem 1.2(ii).

Throughout the paper C2((0,∞)) and C2((0,∞)×(0,∞)) denote the second-order continuous
differentiable functions spaces on (0,∞) and (0,∞)× (0,∞), respectively. The rest of the paper
is arranged as follows. In Section 2, we prove some preparatory results on finiteness of the
hitting time τ−0 and irreducibility of (X,Y ). Section 1.2 contains proofs for the main results.

2 Criteria for the extinction behaviour

In this section we establish some preliminary results for Theorem 1.2. In the following let
(xt, yt)t≥0 be a two-dimensional process where x = (xt)t≥0 and y = (yt)t≥0 are two nonnegative
processes defined up to the minimum of their first times of hitting zero or explosion. We assume
that x0, y0 > 0.

Let L denote the operator so that for each g ∈ C2((0,∞) × (0,∞)), the process

t 7→Mg
t∧τm,n

is a local martingale, (2.1)

where

Mg
t := g(xt, yt)− g(x0, y0)−

∫ t

0
Lg(xs, ys)ds

and τm,n := τ−1/m ∧ τ+n with τ−1/m := τ−1/m(x) ∧ τ−1/m(y) and τ+n := τ+n (x) ∧ τ+n (y). In this section

we assume that τ−0 := τ−0 (x) ∧ τ−0 (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 (xt, yt)t≥0.

Proposition 2.1 Assuming that supt≥0(xt+ yt) <∞ a.s., P{τ−0 (x) <∞, τ−0 (y) <∞} = 0 and
for any n ≥ 1, there is a nonnegative function gn ∈ C2((0,∞) × (0,∞)) and a constant dn > 0
such that

(i) limu→0 gn(u, v) = +∞ for all v > 0,

(ii) Lgn(u, v) ≤ dngn(u, v) for all 0 < u, v ≤ n,

we have P{τ−0 (x) = ∞} = 1.

Proof. By (2.1), there are stopping times γk so that γk → ∞ as k → ∞ and t 7→ Mg
t∧τm,n,k

is a
martingale, where τm,n,k := τm,n ∧ γk. Thus for all m,n, k ≥ 1,

E
[

gn(xt∧τm,n , yt∧τm,n,k
)
]

= gn(x0, y0) +E
[

∫ t∧τm,n,k

0
Lgn(xs, ys)ds

]

= gn(x0, y0) +E
[

∫ t

0
Lgn(xs, ys)1{s<τm,n,k}ds

]
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≤ gn(x0, y0) + dn

∫ t

0
E
[

gn(xs∧τm,n,k
, ys∧τm,n,k

)
]

ds,

where condition (ii) is used in the last inequality. It follows from Gronwall’s inequality that

E
[

gn(xt∧τm,n,k
, yt∧τm,n,k

)
]

≤ gn(x0, y0)e
dnt.

By Fatou’s lemma,

E
[

gn(xt∧τ−0 (x)∧τ−0 (y)∧τ+n
, yt∧τ−0 (x)∧τ−0 (y)∧τ+n

)
]

= E
[

lim inf
m,k→∞

gn(xt∧τm,n,k
, yt∧τm,n,k

)
]

≤ lim inf
m,k→∞

E
[

gn(xt∧τm,n,k
, yt∧τm,n,k

)
]

≤ gn(x0, y0)e
dnt.

In view of condition (i) we obtain

P{τ−0 (x) > t ∧ τ−0 (y) ∧ τ+n } = 1, t > 0. (2.2)

By the assumption, τ+n → ∞ as n → ∞ and then letting n, t → ∞ we obtain τ−0 (x) ≥ τ−0 (y)
almost surely. Then one concludes the assertion by the assumption P{τ−0 (x) = τ−0 (y) <∞} = 0
and the definition of (xt, yt)t≥0 before the minimum of their first times of hitting zero. ✷

The following two criteria on extinction of process (xt, yt)t≥0 can be found in [16].

Proposition 2.2 ([16, Proposition 2.2]) Suppose that supt≥0(xt+ yt) <∞ a.s. and in addition
there exist a nonnegative function g ∈ C2((0,∞) × (0,∞)) and constants dn > 0 satisfying the
following conditions:

(i) 0 < supu,v>0 g(u, v) <∞;

(ii) Lg(u, v) ≥ dng(u, v) for all 0 < u, v ≤ n.

Then P{τ−0 <∞} ≥ g(x0, y0)/ supx,y>0 g(x, y).

Corollary 2.3 ([16, Corollary 2.3]) Suppose that supt≥0(xt+yt) <∞ a.s. and g ∈ C2((0,∞)×
(0,∞)) is a nonnegative function with 0 < supu,v>0 g(u, v) <∞. If there exist a constant ε > 0
and a nonnegative function h on (0,∞) so that x0, y0 < ε,

Lg(xt, yt) ≥ h(xt)g(xt, yt), 0 < t < τ+ε

and
∫∞
0 h(xt ∧ ε)dt = ∞ a.s., then

P{τ−0 ∧ τ+ε <∞} ≥ g(u0, v0)/ sup
u,v>0

g(u, v).

The next result concerns the irreducibility of process (X,Y ) which we need for the proof of
Theorem 1.2.

Proposition 2.4 For u2 > u1 > 0 and v2 > v1 > 0 let D := [u1, u2] × [v1, v2]. Let 0 < ε1 ≤
u1, 0 < ε2 ≤ v1, δ1 ≥ u2, δ2 ≥ v2, and ε1 < x0 < δ1, ε2 < y0 < δ2 satisfy (x0, y0) /∈ D. Define
stopping time τD by

τD := inf{t ≥ 0 : (xt, yt) ∈ D}.

Suppose that there exists a function g ∈ C2((0,∞)× (0,∞)) satisfying the following conditions:
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(i) 0 < supu,v>0 |g(u, v)| <∞ and g(x0, y0) > 0;

(ii) supε1<u<δ1,ε2<v<δ2 |Lg(u, v)| <∞;

(iii) g(ε1, v) = g(z1, v) = g(u, ε2) = g(u, z2) = 0 for all u, v > 0, z1 ≥ δ1 and z2 ≥ δ2;

(iv) There is a constant d > 0 so that Lg(u, v) ≥ dg(u, v) for all u ∈ (ε1, δ1), v ∈ (ε2, δ2) and
(u, v) /∈ D.

Then P{τD <∞} ≥ g(x0, y0)/ supu,v>0 |g(u, v)|.

Proof. Define stopping time τ by τ := τD ∧ τ−ε1(x) ∧ τ
−
ε2(y) ∧ τ

+
δ1
(x) ∧ τ+δ2(y). By (2.1),

Mg
t∧τ := g(xt∧τ , yt∧τ )− g(x0, y0)−

∫ t∧τ

0
Lg(xs, ys)ds (2.3)

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

|Mg
t∧τ | ≤ |g(xt∧τ , yt∧τ )|+ |g(x0, y0)|+

∫ t∧τ

0
|Lg(xs, ys)|ds ≤ Ct.

It thus follows from [15, p.38] that t 7→Mg
t∧τ is a martingale. Taking expectation on both sides

of (2.3) we get

E
[

g(xt∧τ , yt∧τ )
]

= g(x0, y0) +

∫ t

0
E
[

Lg(xs, ys)1{s<τ}

]

ds.

Taking integration by parts we have

e−dtE
[

g(xt∧τ , yt∧τ )
]

= g(x0, y0)− d

∫ t

0
e−dsE

[

g(xs∧τ , ys∧τ )
]

ds+

∫ t

0
e−dsd

(

E
[

g(xs∧τ , ys∧τ )
]

)

= g(x0, y0)− d

∫ t

0
e−dsE

[

g(xs∧τ , ys∧τ )
]

ds+

∫ t

0
e−dsE

[

Lg(xs, ys)1{s<τ}

]

ds.

Now we conclude by condition (iv) that

e−dtE
[

g(xt∧τ , yt∧τ )
]

≥ g(x0, y0)− d

∫ t

0
e−dsE

[

g(xτ , yτ )1{s≥τ}

]

ds.

Letting t → ∞ and using condition (i),

g(x0, y0) ≤ d

∫ ∞

0
e−dsE

[

g(xτ , yτ )1{s≥τ}

]

ds = E
[

g(xτ , yτ )e
−dτ

]

= E
[

g(xτ , yτ )e
−dτ

[

1{τ−ε1 (x)∧τ
−
ε2

(y)<τD∧τ+
δ1

(x)∧τ+
δ2

(y)}

+1{τ+
δ1

(x)∧τ+
δ2

(y)<τD∧τ−ε1 (x)∧τ
−
ε2

(y)}

+1{τD<τ−ε1 (x)∧τ
−
ε2

(y)∧τ+
δ1

(x)∧τ+
δ2

(y)}

]

]

≤ sup
u,v>0

|g(u, v)|P{τD < τ−ε1(x) ∧ τ
−
ε2(y) ∧ τ

+
δ1
(x) ∧ τ+δ2(y)}

≤ sup
u,v>0

|g(u, v)|P{τD <∞},

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

The following result concerns a criterion for the probability of extinction to be strictly less
than one.
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Proposition 2.5 Suppose that

(i) there are a constant β > 0 and a strictly positive function ḡ on (0,∞) so that g(u, v) ≥
ḡ(vu−β) for all u, v > 0.

(ii) there are constants 0 < ε0 < 1 and u∗ > 0 such that for all 0 < ε ≤ ε0,

Lg(u, v) ≤ 0, 0 < u, v ≤ ε, vu−β > u∗ (2.4)

and

inf
z1≤u,v≤z2

g(u, v) > 0 and sup
z1≤u,v≤z2

|Lg(u, v)| <∞, for all z2 > z1 > 0; (2.5)

(iii) supt≥0(xt + yt) < ∞, τ−0 (x) = ∞ a.s. and there are constants C, δ > 0 independent of
0 < ε ≤ ε0 such that

P
{

sup
t≥0

(xt + yt) ≥ ε
}

≤ Cεδ. (2.6)

Then there is a constant 0 < ε1 ≤ ε0 so that P{τ−0 (y) < ∞} < 1 for all x0 = ε1+β−1
and

y0 = u0ε
β+1 for 0 < ε < ε1 satisfying g(x0, y0) < ḡ(u∗) and u0 > u∗.

Proof. Define the process U := (Ut)t≥0 by Ut = ytx
−β
t . Since x0 = ε1+β−1

and y0 = u0ε
β+1,

then U0 = x−β
0 y0 = u0. Under the assumption, there is a constant 0 < ε1 < ε0 so that for all

0 < ε ≤ ε1 we have

1− g(x0, y0)/ḡ(u∗)−Cεδ > 0, (2.7)

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

Mg
t∧γm,n

:= g(xt∧γm,n , yt∧γm,n)− g(x0, y0)−

∫ t∧γm,n

0
Lg(xs, ys)ds

is a local martingale, where γm,n := τm,n ∧ τ−u∗
(U). Let

Hs := g(xs, ys)
−1Lg(xs, ys).

Taking integration by parts,

g(xt∧γm,n , yt∧γm,n)e
−

∫ t∧γm,n
0 Hsds

= g(x0, y0) +

∫ t

0
g(xs∧γm,n , ys∧γm,n)d

(

e−
∫ s∧γm,n
0 Hvdv

)

+

∫ t

0
e−

∫ s∧γm,n
0 Hvdvdg(xs∧γm,n , ys∧γm,n)

= g(x0, y0)−

∫ t

0
g(xs∧γm,n , ys∧γm,n)e

−
∫ s∧γm,n
0 HvdvHs1{s≤γm,n}ds

+

∫ t

0
e−

∫ s∧γm,n
0 HvdvLg(xs, ys)1{s≤γm,n}ds+Wm,n(t)

= g(x0, y0) +Wm,n(t), (2.8)

where Wm,n(t) :=
∫ t
0 e

−
∫ s∧γm,n
0 HvdvdMg

s∧γm,n
. By (2.5), supv≥0 |Hv1{v<γm,n}| ≤ C for some

constant C > 0. It follows from [15, p.128] that t 7→ Wm,n(t) is a local martingale. Then there
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are stopping times γk so that γk → ∞ as k → ∞ and t 7→Wm,n(t ∧ γk) is a martingale for each
k ≥ 1. Let γm,n,k := γm,n ∧ γk. It then follows from (2.8) that

g(x0, y0) = E
[

g(xt∧γm,n,k
, yt∧γm,n,k

)e−
∫ t∧γm,n,k
0 Hsds

]

.

By the condition (iii), we have τ−0 (x) = τ+∞(x) = τ+∞(y) = ∞ and τ−u∗
(U) ≤ τ−0 (y). Moreover,

lim
m,n,k→∞

γm,n,k = τ−0 (x) ∧ τ−0 (y) ∧ τ+∞(x) ∧ τ+∞(y) ∧ τ−u∗
(U) = τ−u∗

(U).

It thus follows from Fatou’s lemma that

g(x0, y0) = lim inf
t,m,n,k→∞

E
[

g(xt∧γm,n,k
, yt∧γm,n,k

)e−
∫ t∧γm,n,k
0 Hsds

]

≥ E
[

lim inf
t,m,n,k→∞

g(xt∧γm,n,k
, yt∧γm,n,k

)e−
∫ t∧γm,n,k
0 Hsds

]

≥ E
[

g(xτ−u∗ (U), yτ−u∗(U))1{τ−u∗ (U)<∞}e
−

∫ τ
−
u∗ (U)

0 Hsds
]

.

Since ḡ(Uτ−u∗ (U)) = ḡ(u∗) for τ
−
u∗
(U) <∞, then under condition (i),

g(x0, y0) ≥ ḡ(u∗)E
[

1{τ−u∗ (U)<∞}e
−

∫ τ
−
u∗ (U)

0 Hsds
]

.

For 0 < ε < ε1 and for s ≤ τ−u∗
(U) and supt≥0(xt + yt) ≤ ε, we have Hs ≤ 0 by (2.4). Thus

g(x0, y0)/ḡ(u∗) ≥ E
[

e−
∫ τ

−
u∗ (U)

0 Hvdv1{sups≥0(xs+ys)≤ε,τ−u∗(U)<∞}

]

≥ P
{

sup
s≥0

(xs + ys) ≤ ε, τ−u∗
(U) <∞

}

,

which implies

P
{

τ−u∗
(U) = ∞

}

= 1−P
{

τ−u∗
(U) <∞

}

≥ 1−P
{

sup
s≥0

(xs + ys) ≤ ε, τ−u∗
(U) <∞

}

−P
{

sup
s≥0

(xs + ys) > ε
}

≥ 1− g(x0, y0)/ḡ(u∗)− Cεδ > 0

by (2.6) and (2.7). Since τ−0 (x) = ∞ almost surely under condition (iii), then P{τ−0 (y) = ∞} >
0, which concludes the proof. ✷

3 Proof of Theorem 1.2

In this section we use the propositions and corollary in Section 2 to complete the proof of
Theorem 1.2. We always assume that (Xt, Yt)t≥0 is a solution to (1.1). For x, y, z ≥ 0 and
g ∈ C2((0,∞) × (0,∞)) define

K1
z g(x, y) := g(x+ z, y)− g(x, y) − g′x(x, y)z (3.1)

and

K2
z g(x, y) := g(x, y + z)− g(x, y) − g′y(x, y)z. (3.2)
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Let

Lg(x, y) := −a1x
p1+1g′x(x, y) + a2x

p2+2g′′xx(x, y) + a3x
p3+α1

∫ ∞

0
K1

z g(x, y)µ1(dz)

−b1y
q1+1g′y(x, y) + b2y

q2+2g′′yy(x, y) + b3y
q3+α2

∫ ∞

0
K2

z g(x, y)µ2(dz)

−η1x
θ1yκ1g′x(x, y)− η2y

θ2xκ2g′y(x, y). (3.3)

For g ∈ C2((0,∞)) and x, z > 0 define

Kzg(x) := g(x+ z)− g(x)− g′(x)z. (3.4)

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

g(x+ z)− g(x) = z

∫ 1

0
g′(x+ zv)dv, (3.5)

and

Kzg(x) = z2
∫ 1

0
g′′(x+ zv)(1 − v)dv. (3.6)

3.1 Preliminaries

In this subsection we present some lemmas that are needed for the proof of Theorem 1.2.

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

u+ v ≥ p1/pq1/qu1/pv1/q.

Proof. It follows from the Young inequality immediately. ✷

Lemma 3.2 Given µ(dz) := α(α−1)
Γ(α)Γ(2−α)z

−1−αdz for 1 < α < 2, for β > 0 we have

∫ ∞

0

[

1− (1 + z)−β
]

zµ(dz) =
αβΓ(α+ β − 1)

Γ(α)Γ(β + 1)
(3.7)

and
∫ ∞

0

[

(1 + z)−β − 1 + βz
]

µ(dz) =
β(β + 1)Γ(α + β)

Γ(α)Γ(β + 2)
.

Moreover, for 0 < β < α− 1 we have

∫ ∞

0

[

(1 + z)β − 1
]

zµ(dz) =
αβΓ(α − β − 1)

Γ(α)Γ(1 − β)

and for 0 < β < 1 we have

∫ ∞

0

[

(1 + z)β − 1− βz
]

µ(dz) = −
β(1− β)Γ(α− β)

Γ(α)Γ(2 − β)
.

10



Proof. Since the proofs are similar, we only state that of (3.7). By integration by parts and
change of variables, we have

∫ ∞

0
[1− (1 + z)−β ]z−αdz = (α− 1)−1β

∫ ∞

0
(1 + z)−β−1z1−αdz

= (α− 1)−1β

∫ ∞

1
u−β−1(u− 1)1−αdu = (α− 1)−1β

∫ 1

0
zβ+α−2(1− z)1−αdu

=
βΓ(β + α− 1)Γ(2 − α)

(α− 1)Γ(β + 1)
,

which gives the desired result. ✷

Lemma 3.3 (i) supt≥0(Xt + Yt) <∞ and τ+∞(X) = τ+∞(Y ) = ∞ a.s.

(ii) Given X0, Y0 > 0, δ ∈ (0, 1/2) and ε > 0, there exists a constant C > 0 independent of
X0, Y0, ε satisfying

P
{

sup
t≥0

Xt ≥ ε
}

≤ Cε−δXδ
0 , P

{

sup
t≥0

Yt ≥ ε
}

≤ Cε−δY δ
0 .

Proof. (i) By [10, Theorem 2.3(i) and Proposition 2.6], Xt → 0 and Yt → 0 as t → ∞. Then
supt≥0(Xt + Yt) <∞ a.s.

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

In the following we present a comparison theorem for SDE system (1.1), which is used in the
proof of Theorem 1.2(ii).

Proposition 3.4 (Comparison theorem) If (X̃t, Ỹt)t≥0 is another solution to (1.1) satisfying
X̃0 ≥ X0 and Ỹ0 ≤ Y0, then we have P{X̃t ≥ Xt and Ỹt ≤ Yt for all 0 ≤ t < τ} = 1, where

τ := τ−0 (X) ∧ τ−0 (Y ) ∧ τ−0 (X̃) ∧ τ−0 (Ỹ ).

Proof. For s ≥ 0 define X̄s = Xs − X̃s and Ȳs = Ỹs − Ys. For s ≥ 0 let

U11(s) := a1(X
p1+1
s − X̃p1+1

s ), U12(s) :=

√

2a2X
p2+2
s −

√

2a2X̃
p2+2
s ,

U13(s, u) := 1
{u≤a3X

p3+α1
s− }

− 1
{u≤a3X̃

p3+α1
s− }

, U21(s) := b1(Ỹ
q1+1
s − Y q1+1

s ),

U22(s) :=

√

2b2Ỹ
q2+2
s −

√

2b2Y
q2+2
s , U23(s, u) := 1

{u≤b3Ỹ
q3+α2
s− }

− 1
{u≤b3Y

q3+α2
s− }

and

V1(s) := η1(X
θ1
s Y

κ1
s − X̃θ1

s Ỹ
κ1
s ), V2(s) := η2(Ỹ

θ2
s X̃κ2

s − Y θ2
s Xκ2

s ).

For n ≥ 1 define stopping times γn by

γn := τ−
n−1(X) ∧ τ−

n−1(X̃) ∧ τ−
n−1(Y ) ∧ τ−

n−1(Ỹ ) ∧ τ+n (X) ∧ τ+n (X̃) ∧ τ+n (Y ) ∧ τ+n (Ỹ ).

By Lemma 3.3(i), τ+∞(X) = τ+∞(Y ) = τ+∞(X̃) = τ+∞(Ỹ ) = ∞. Then limn→∞ γn = τ . It follows
from (1.1) that

X̄t∧γn = X̄0 −

∫ t∧γn

0
[U11(s) + V1(s)]ds+

∫ t∧γn

0
U12(s)dB1(s)
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+

∫ t∧γn

0

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0
zU13(s, u)Ñ1(ds,dz,du) (3.8)

and

Ȳt∧γn = Ȳ0 −

∫ t∧γn

0
[U21(s) + V2(s)]ds+

∫ t∧γn

0
U22(s)dB2(s)

+

∫ t∧γn

0

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0
zU23(s, u)Ñ2(ds,dz,du). (3.9)

For m ≥ 1 define

hm := exp{−m(m+ 1)/2}.

Let ψm be a nonnegative function on R with support in (hm, hm−1),
∫ hm−1

hm
ψm(x)dx = 1 and

ψm(x) ≤ 2m−1x−11(hm,hm−1)(x).

For x ∈ R and m ≥ 1 let

φm(x) := 1{x>0}

∫ x

0
dy

∫ y

0
ψm(z)dz.

For m ≥ 1 and y, z ∈ R put

Dm(y, z) := φm(y + z)− φm(y)− zφ′m(y), Vm(y, z) := φm(y + z)− φm(y).

Let x+ := x ∨ 0. By [17, Lemma 2.1] for all x ∈ R,

lim
m→∞

φm(x) = x+, lim
m→∞

φ′m(x) = 1{x>0}, |φ′m(x)| ≤ 1 and |xφ′′m(x)| ≤ 2/m for m ≥ 1 (3.10)

and

Dm(x, z) ≤ (2m−1z2/x) ∧ (2|z|) for all m ≥ 1 and z ≥ 0 with x(x+ z) > 0. (3.11)

By Itô’s formula and (3.8)–(3.9) we obtain

φm(X̄t∧γn) + φm(Ȳt∧γn)

= φm(X̄0) + φm(Ȳ0)−

∫ t∧γn

0
[φ′m(X̄s)U11(s) + φ′m(Ȳs)U21(s)]ds

+2−1

∫ t∧γn

0
[φ′′m(X̄s)U12(s)

2 + φ′′m(Ȳs)U22(s)
2]ds

+

∫ t∧γn

0
ds

∫ ∞

0

[

∫ ∞

0
Dm(X̄s, zU13(s, u))µ1(dz) +

∫ ∞

0
Dm(Ȳs, zU23(s, u))µ2(dz)

]

du

−

∫ t∧γn

0
[φ′m(X̄s)V1(s) + φ′m(Ȳs)V2(s)]ds

+

∫ t∧γn

0
φ′m(X̄s)U12(s)dB1(s) +

∫ t∧γn

0
φ′m(Ȳs)U22(s)dB2(s)

+

∫ t∧γn

0

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0
zVm(X̄s, zU23(s, u))Ñ1(ds,dz,du)

+

∫ t∧γn

0

∫ ∞

0

∫ ∞

0
zVm(Ȳs, zU33(s, u))Ñ2(ds,dz,du).
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Since X̄0, Ȳ0 ≤ 0, taking expectation in the above equation we get

E
[

φm(X̄t∧γn)
]

+E
[

φm(Ȳt∧γn)
]

= −E
[

∫ t∧γn

0
[φ′m(X̄s)U11(s) + φ′m(Ȳs)U21(s)]ds

]

+2−1E
[

∫ t∧γn

0
[φ′′m(X̄s)U12(s)

2 + φ′′m(Ȳs)U22(s)
2]ds

]

+E
[

∫ t∧γn

0
ds

∫ ∞

0

[

∫ ∞

0
Dm(X̄s, zU13(s, u))µ1(dz)

+

∫ ∞

0
Dm(Ȳs, zU23(s, u))µ2(dz)

]

du
]

−E
[

∫ t∧γn

0
[φ′m(X̄s)V1(s) + φ′m(Ȳs)V2(s)]ds

]

=: I1,m,n(t) + I2,m,n(t) + I3,m,n(t) + I4,m,n(t). (3.12)

By the dominated convergence and (3.10),

lim
m→∞

E
[

φm(X̄t∧γn )
]

+ lim
m→∞

E
[

φm(Ȳt∧γn)
]

= E
[

X̄+
t∧γn + Ȳ +

t∧γn

]

. (3.13)

Similarly,

lim
m→∞

I1,m,n(t) = −E
[

∫ t∧γn

0
[1{X̄s>0}U11(s) + 1{Ȳs>0}U21(s)]ds

]

=: I1,n(t) (3.14)

and

lim
m→∞

I4,m,n(t) = −E
[

∫ t∧γn

0
[1{X̄s>0}V1(s) + 1{Ȳs>0}V2(s)]ds

]

=: I4,n(t). (3.15)

By Taylor’s formula,

U12(s)
2 ≤ 2a2|X

p2+2
s − X̃p2+2

s | ≤ 2a2(p2 + 2)|Xp2+1
s + X̃p2+1

s | · |X̄s| ≤ 4a2(p2 + 2)np2+1|X̄s|

for all s < γn. It follows from (3.10) that

I2,m,n(t) ≤ 8a2(p2 + 2)np2+1m−1t. (3.16)

Note that

U13(s, u) = 1
{a3X̃

p3+α1
s− <u≤a3X

p3+α1
s− }

if X̄s > 0,

U13(s, u) = −1
{a3X

p3+α1
s− <u≤a3X̃

p3+α1
s− }

if X̄s < 0.

Then by (3.11) and the dominated convergence again we obtain limm→∞ I3,m,n(t) = 0. Com-
bining this with (3.12)–(3.16) we get

E
[

X̄+
t∧γn + Ȳ +

t∧γn

]

= I1,n(t) + I4,n(t). (3.17)

Observe that

1{X̄s>0}U11(s) ≥ 0, 1{Ȳs>0}U21(s) ≥ 0, s ≥ 0.

Thus

I1,n(t) ≤ 0, t ≥ 0, n ≥ 1, (3.18)
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If X̄s > 0 and Ȳs > 0, then using Taylor’s formula again, for s < γn we have

−1{X̄s>0}V1(s) = η1(X̃
θ1
s Ỹ

κ1
s −Xθ1

s Y
κ1
s ) ≤ η1X

θ1
s [Ỹ κ1

s − Y κ1
s ]

≤ η1κ1X
θ1
s [Ỹ κ1−1

s + Y κ1−1
s ]Ȳs ≤ 2η1κ1n

θ1n|κ1−1|Ȳs

and

−1{Ȳs>0}V2(s) = η2(Y
θ2
s Xκ2

s − Ỹ θ2
s X̃κ2

s ) ≤ η2Ỹ
θ2
s (Xκ2

s − X̃κ2
s ) ≤ 2η2κ2n

θ2n|κ2−1|X̄s.

If X̄s < 0 and Ȳs > 0, then

−1{X̄s>0}V1(s)− 1{Ȳs>0}V2(s) = η2(Y
θ2
s Xκ2

s − Ỹ θ2
s X̃κ2

s ) ≤ η2X̃
κ2
s [Y θ2

s − Ỹ θ2
s ] < 0.

Therefore,

−1{X̄s>0}V1(s)− 1{Ȳs>0}V2(s) ≤ cn[X̄
+
s + Ȳ +

s ]

with cn := 2[η1κ1n
θ1+|κ1−1| + η2κ2n

θ2+|κ2−1|], which implies

I4,n(t) ≤ cn

∫ t

0
E
[

X̄+
s∧γn + Ȳ +

s∧γn

]

ds.

Combining this inequality with (3.17)–(3.18) we obatin

E
[

X̄+
t∧γn + Ȳ +

t∧γn

]

≤ cn

∫ t

0
E
[

X̄+
s∧γn + Ȳ +

s∧γn

]

ds, t ≥ 0, n ≥ 1.

Now by Gronwall’s inequality, X̄+
t∧γn = Ȳ +

t∧γn = 0 almost sure for all t ≥ 0 and n ≥ 1. Thus

letting n → ∞ and using the right continuity of t 7→ (Xt, Yt) and t 7→ (X̃t, Ỹt) one gets the
conclusion. ✷

In the following we prove an irreducibility result for SDE system (1.1).

Proposition 3.5 Given x2 > x1 > 0, y2 > y1 > 0 and D = [x1, x2] × [y1, y2] for (X0, Y0) /∈ D
and τD := inf{t ≥ 0 : (Xt, Yt) ∈ D} we have P{τD <∞} > 0.

Recall (3.4). Before proving Proposition 3.5, we first prove the following lemma.

Lemma 3.6 Given 0 < x1 < x2 < x3, α ∈ (1, 2) and

h(x) = e−λ/(x−x1)−λλ1/(x3−x)1{x1<x<x3}, x > 0,

then

(i) h′(x) ≤ λh(x)(x− x1)
−2 for all x1 < x < x3 and λ, λ1 > 0.

(ii) there are constants λ0, λ1, c0 > 0 so that for all λ > λ0 and all x1 < x < x2, we have

h′′(x)h(x)−1 ≥ λ2c0(x− x1)
−4 (3.19)

and

h(x)−1

∫ ∞

0
Kzh(x)z

−1−αdz ≥ λαc0(x− x1)
−2−α. (3.20)

14



(iii) there are constants λ0, λ1, c̃0, c̃1 > 0 so that for all λ ≥ λ0 and all x1 < x < x3, we have

h′′(x)h(x)−1 ≥ λ2c̃0
[

(x− x1)
−4 − c̃1

]

(3.21)

and

h(x)−1

∫ ∞

0
Kzh(x)z

−1−αdz ≥ λαc̃0
[

(x− x1)
−2−α − c̃1

]

. (3.22)

Proof. For simplicity we assume that x1 = 1, x2 = 2, x3 = 3. Observe that for all 1 < x < 3,

h′(x) = λh(x)
[

(x− 1)−2 − λ1(x− 3)−2
]

(3.23)

and

λ−1h′′(x)h(x)−1 = λ(x− 1)−4 + λλ21(x− 3)−4

−2λλ1(x− 1)−2(x− 3)−2 − 2(x− 1)−3 + 2λ1(x− 3)−3. (3.24)

Then assertion (i) follows. Observe that

2−1λ(x− 1)−4 > 2(x− 1)−3, 2−1λλ21(x− 3)−4 > 2λ1(x− 3)−3, 1 < x < 3 (3.25)

as λ, λλ1 > 8. It is easy to check that

[(x− 1)/(x− 3)]4 + λ21 − 8λ1[(x− 1)/(x − 3)]2 ≥ 0

for all 1 < x < 5/2 and λ1 > 72. It follows that for λ > 8 and λ1 > 72,

h′′(x)h(x)−1 ≥ 4−1λ2(x− 1)−4, 1 < x < 5/2, (3.26)

which gives (3.19). For 0 < z < (λλ1)
−1∧2−1 and 1 < x < 2, we have λλ1z(3−x−z)

−1(3−x)−1 ≤
2 and then h(x+ z) ≥ h(x)e−2. Thus by (3.6) and (3.26), for all for λ > 8 and λ1 > 72,

∫ 1/2

0
Kzh(x)z

−1−αdz =

∫ 1/2

0
h′′(x+ zv)z1−αdz

∫ 1

0
(1− v)dv ≥ 0, 1 < x < 2

and

∫ (λλ1)−1

0
Kzh(x)z

−1−αdz =

∫ (λλ1)−1

0
h′′(x+ zv)z1−αdz

∫ 1

0
(1− v)dv

≥ h(x)e−28−1λ2
∫ (λλ1)−1

0
(x+ z − 1)−4z1−αdz.

By a change of variable, for λλ1 ≥ 1 and 1 < x < 2,

∫ (λλ1)−1

0
(x+ z − 1)−4z1−αdz = (x− 1)−2−α

∫ [λλ1(x−1)]−1

0
(1 + u)−4u1−αdu

≥ (x− 1)−2−α2−4

∫ (λλ1)−1

0
u1−αdu = (x− 1)−2−α2−4(2− α)−1(λλ1)

α−2.

It follows that for λ > 8 and λ1 > 72,

∫ 1/2

0
Kzh(x)z

−1−αdz ≥ e−22−7(2− α)−1λα−2
1 λα(x− 1)−2−αh(x), 1 < x < 2. (3.27)
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By using (3.23), for 1 < x < 2,

h(x)−1

∫ ∞

1/2
Kzh(x)z

−1−αdz ≥ −

∫ ∞

1/2
z−1−αdz − (x− 1)−2λ

∫ ∞

1/2
z−αdz.

Therefore, (3.20) follows.

In the following we prove assertion (iii) and take λ1 = 1. By (3.24) and (3.25), there are
constants δ ∈ (0, 1/2) and c̃0, c̃1 > 0 so that for all large enough λ > 0,

λ−2h′′(x)h(x)−1 ≥ c̃0(x− 1)−4, x ∈ (1, 1 + 2δ) ∪ (3− 2δ, 3). (3.28)

Thus, (3.21) follows. For x ∈ (1, 1+ δ)∪ (3− 2δ, 3), by (3.28) and the same arguments in (3.27),
we have

∫ δ

0
Kzh(x)z

−1−αdz ≥ c̄0λ
αh(x)(x − 1)−2−α

for some constant c̄0 > 0. By the continuity of h, there is a constant ĉ0 so that |h′′(x)| ≤ ĉ0 for
all 1 + δ ≤ x ≤ 3− δ. By (3.23), for all 1 < x < 3,

h(x)−1

∫ ∞

δ
Kzh(x)z

−1−αdz ≥ −

∫ ∞

δ
z−1−αdz − (x− 1)−2λ

∫ ∞

δ
z−αdz.

Thus (3.22) holds for all large enough λ > 0. ✷

Proof of Proposition 3.5. We first assume that X0 ∈ (x1, x2), Y0 ∈ (0, y1) and y3 ∈ (0, Y0).
For λ, λ̃, λ1, λ̃1, x, y > 0 define

g1(x) = e−λ/(x−x1)−λλ1/(x2−x)1{x1<x<x2}, g2(y) = e−λ̃/(y−y3)−λ̃λ̃1/(y2−y)1{y3<y<y2}.

Then g1, g2 ∈ C2(0,∞). Let g(x, y) = g1(x)g2(y) for x, 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 λ, λ̃, λ1, λ̃1 > 0 and
c0, c1, c̃0, d > 0 so that

g(x, y)−1Lg(x, y)
≥ −λa1(x− x1)

−2xp1+1 − λη1(x− x1)
−2xθ1yκ1 + λ2c0a2

[

(x− x1)
−4 − c1

]

xp2+2

+λα1c0a3
[

(x− x1)
−2−α1 − c1

]

xp3+α1 − λ̃b1(y − y3)
−2yp1+1 − λ̃η2(y − y3)

−2yθ2xκ2

+λ̃2c̃0b2(y − y3)
−4yq2+2 + λ̃α2 c̃0b3(y − y3)

−2−α2yq3+α2

≥ c0
[

λ2a2x
p2+2
1 (x− x1)

−4 + λα1a3x
p3+α1
1 (x− x1)

−2−α1
]

−λa1(x− x1)
−2xp1+1

2 − λη1(x− x1)
−2xθ12 y

κ1
1 − c0c1[λ

2a2x
p2+2
2 + λα1a3x

p3+α1
2 ]

+c̃0
[

λ̃2b2(y − y3)
−4yq2+2

3 + λ̃α2b3(y − y3)
−2−α2yq3+α2

3

]

−λ̃(y − y3)
−2

[

b1y
p1+1
1 + η2y

θ2
1 x

κ2
2

]

> d, x1 < x < x2, y3 < y < y1.

Therefore, condition (iv) in Proposition 2.4 in confirmed. Now P{τD <∞} > 0 by Proposition
2.4. One can also get the assertion when Y0 ∈ (y1, y2) and X0 ∈ (0, x1). By the similar
arguments, one can obtain the conclusion when (X0, Y0) ∈ ((x1, x2) × (y2,∞)) ∪ ((x2,∞) ×
(y1, y2)). Then by the strong Markov property one ends the proof for general X0, Y0 > 0. ✷
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3.2 Proof of Theorem 1.2(i)

In this subsection we apply Proposition 2.1 to prove Theorem 1.2(i).

Lemma 3.7 If θ1 ∨ θ2 ≥ 1, then P{τ−0 (X) = τ−0 (Y ) <∞} = 0.

Proof. We assume that θ1 ≥ 1 and β > [(1− θ2)/κ2] ∨ 1. Let gn(x, y) = ln(n+ nβ)− ln(x+ yβ)
for x, y > 0. By Lemma 3.1, there are constants 0 < δ1 < 1 ∧ (κ1/β), (1 − θ2)/β < δ2 < κ2 ∧ 1
and c1, c2 > 0 so that for all 0 < x, y ≤ n we have

(x+ yβ)−1xθ1yκ1 ≤ c1x
θ1−(1−δ1)yκ1−δ1β ≤ c1n

θ1−(1−δ1)+κ1−δ1β =: c1(n)

and

(x+ yβ)−1yθ2+β−1xκ2 ≤ c2y
θ2+β−1−(1−δ2β)xκ2−δ2 ≤ c2n

θ2+β−2+δ2β+κ2−δ2 =: c2(n)

Recall (3.1) and (3.2). By a change of variable,

∫ ∞

0
K1

z gn(x, y)µ1(dz) = (x+ yβ)−α1

∫ ∞

0
[ln(1 + z)−1 + z]µ1(dz) =: c3(x+ yβ)−α1

and
∫ ∞

0
K2

z gn(x, y)µ2(dz) = −y−α2

∫ ∞

0

[

ln(1 +
yβ((1 + z)β − 1)

x+ yβ
)−

zβyβ

x+ yβ

]

µ2(dz)

≤ −y−α2

∫ ∞

0

[

ln(1 +
zβyβ

x+ yβ
)−

zβyβ

x+ yβ

]

µ2(dz)

= βα2yα2(β−1)(x+ yβ)−α2

∫ ∞

0
[ln(1 + z)−1 + z]µ2(dz)

=: c̃3y
α2(β−1)(x+ yβ)−α2 .

It then follows from (3.3) that

Lgn(x, y) = (x+ yβ)−1[η1x
θ1yκ1 + η2βy

β−1+θ2xκ2 ] + (x+ yβ)−1[a1x
p1+1 + b1βy

q1+β]
+(x+ yβ)−2[a2x

p2+2 + b2β
2yq2+2β]− (x+ yβ)−1β(β − 1)b2y

q2+β

+a3x
p3+α1

∫ ∞

0
K1

z g(x, y)µ1(dz) + b3y
q3+α2

∫ ∞

0
K2

z g(x, y)µ2(dz)

≤ η1c1(n) + η2βc2(n) + a1n
p1 + b1βn

q1 + a2n
p2 + b2β

2nq2

+(c3a3n
p3 + c̃3b3n

q3) =: C(n), 0 < x, y ≤ n. (3.29)

Define stopping time τk by τk := inf{t ≥ 0 : Xt + Y β
t ≤ k−1}. Let γm,n,k := τm,n ∧ τk with

τm,n := τ−
m−1(X) ∧ τ−

m−1(Y ) ∧ τ+n and τ+n := τ+n (X) ∧ τ+n (Y ). Thus, by (1.1),

gn(Xt∧γm,n,k
, Yt∧γm,n,k

) = gn(X0, Y0) +

∫ t∧γm,n,k

0
Lgn(Xs, Ys)ds+mart.

Combining this with (3.29) one obtains

E
[

gn(Xt∧γm,n,k
, Yt∧γm,n,k

)
]

≤ gn(X0, Y0) + tC(n).

Taking m→ ∞,

[ln(n+ nβ) + ln k]P{τk < t ∧ τ−0 ∧ τ+n }
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≤ E
[

gn(Xt∧τ−0 ∧τ+n ∧τk
, Yt∧τ−0 ∧τ+n ∧τk

)
]

≤ gn(X0, Y0) + tC(n).

Then for large enough k ≥ 1,

P{τk ≤ t ∧ τ−0 ∧ τ+n } = 0.

Taking n, k → ∞ and using Lemma 3.3(i) we get P{τ0 ≤ t ∧ τ−0 } = 0 with τ0 = limk→∞ τk =
τ−0 (X) = τ−0 (Y ), which completes the proof. ✷

Lemma 3.8 P{τ−0 (X) <∞} = 0 if θ1 ≥ 1, and P{τ−0 (Y ) <∞} = 0 if θ2 ≥ 1.

Proof. We first assume that θ1 ≥ 1. For n ≥ 1 let gn ∈ C2((0,∞)) be a nonnegative function
defined as gn(x) = 1− ln(x/n) for 0 < x < n and g′n(x) = 0 for all x ≥ n+1. Recall (3.4). Then
Kzgn(x) = 0 for all x ≥ n+ 1 and z > 0. By (3.6) and a change of variable,

∫ 1/2

0
|Kzgn(x)|µ1(dz) =

∫ 1/2

0
z2µ1(dz)

∫ 1

0
(x+ zv)−2(1− v)dv ≤

∫ ∞

0
z2(x+ z)−2µ1(dz)

= x−α1

∫ ∞

0
z2(1 + z)−2µ1(dz) =: c1x

−α1 , 0 < x ≤ 1/2

and
∫ ∞

0
|Kzgn(x)|µ1(dz) =

∫ n+1

0
|Kzgn(x)|µ1(dz) =

∫ n+1

0
z2|g′′n(x+ zv)|µ1(dz)

∫ 1

0
(1− v)dv

≤ sup
v≥1/2

|g′′n(v)|

∫ n+1

0
z2µ1(dz) =: c2,n, x > 1/2.

Observe that for 0 < x ≤ 1/2,

∫ ∞

1/2
Kzgn(x)µ1(dz) ≤ sup

x≥1/2
|gn(x)|

∫ n+1

1/2
µ1(dz) + x−1 sup

x≥1/2

∫ n+1

1/2
zµ1(dz) ≤ c3,nx

−1

for some constant c3,n > 0. Thus

∫ ∞

0
Kzgn(x)µ1(dz) ≤ c1,nx

−α1 + c3,nx
−1 + c2,n, x > 0.

Let gn(x, y) = gn(x) for x, y > 0. Then by (3.3),

Lgn(x, y) = η1x
θ1−1yκ1 +G1(x) ≤ η1n

θ1−1+κ1 +G1(n) =: dn ≤ dngn(x, y), 0 < x, y ≤ n,

where G1(x) := a1x
p1 + a2x

p2 + a3[c1x
−α1 + c3,nx

−1 + c2,n]x
p3+α1 . Then by Proposition 2.1

and Lemmas 3.3(i) and 3.7, P{τ−0 (X) < ∞} = 0. By the same argument, we have P{τ−0 (Y ) <
∞} = 0 for θ2 ≥ 1. This concludes the proof. ✷

Lemma 3.9 If 0 ≤ θ2 < 1, then P{τ−0 <∞} > 0.

Proof. For simplicity we assume that 0 < X0, Y0 < 1. We use Proposition 2.2 to establish
the proof, which is similar to that of [16, Theorem 1.5]. Let 0 < c1 < c2 < 1 and δ >
(θ1−1)∨(p+1−θ1)∨1. Let g0 ∈ C2((0, 1)) satisfy g0(x) = x−δ for x ∈ (0, c1) and g0(x) = (x−1)−2
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for x ∈ (c2, 1). We choose function g0 so that g0, g
′
0 and g′′0 are all bounded in [c1, c2]. For

λ1, λ2 > 1 and 0 < ρ < 1− θ2, define a nonnegative function

g(x, y) := exp{−λ1g0(x)− λ2[tan(yπ/2)]
ρ}1{x,y<1}, x, 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 π/2. Then by the same arguments in the proof of [16, Theorem 1.5], there are
constants λ1, λ2, d > 0 so that Lg(x, y) ≥ dg(x, y) for all 0 < x, y < 1. Using Proposition 2.2
one gets the conclusion. ✷

Proof of Theorem 1.2(i). By Lemma 3.9, P{τ−0 < ∞} > 0 when θ1 ∧ θ2 < 1. Then one
concludes the conclusion from Lemma 3.8. ✷

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 1.2(ii). For
β > 0, 0 < δ < β−1 and 0 < ρ < 1 let

g(x, y) = xβδy−δ + yρ.

Lemma 3.10 Let x, y > 0. Then

g′x(x, y) = βδxβδ−1y−δ, g′y(x, y) = −δxβδy−δ−1 + ρyρ−1 (3.31)

and

g′′xx(x, y) = −βδ(1 − βδ)xβδ−2y−δ, g′′yy(x, y) = δ(δ + 1)xβδy−δ−2 − ρ(1− ρ)yρ−2. (3.32)

Moreover,
∫ ∞

0
K1

z g(x, y)µ1(dz) = −
βδ(1− βδ)Γ(α1 − βδ)

Γ(α1)Γ(2− βδ)
xβδ−α1y−δ (3.33)

and
∫ ∞

0
K2

z g(x, y)µ2(dz) =
δ(δ + 1)Γ(α2 + δ)

Γ(α2)Γ(δ + 2)
xβδy−δ−α2 −

ρ(1− ρ)Γ(α2 − ρ)

Γ(α2)Γ(2− ρ)
yρ−α2 . (3.34)

Proof. The assertions (3.31) and (3.32) are obvious. By a change of variable and Lemma 3.2,
∫ ∞

0
K1

z g(x, y)µ1(dz) = y−δ

∫ ∞

0
[(x+ z)βδ − xβδ − βδzxβδ−1]µ1(dz)

= −
βδ(1 − βδ)Γ(α1 − βδ)

Γ(α1)Γ(2− βδ)
xβδ−α1y−δ

and
∫ ∞

0
K2

z g(x, y)µ2(dz)

= xβδ
∫ ∞

0
[(y + z)−δ − y−δ + δzy−δ−1]µ2(dz) +

∫ ∞

0
[(y + z)ρ − yρ − ρzyρ−1]µ2(dz)

=
δ(δ + 1)Γ(α2 + δ)

Γ(α2)Γ(δ + 2)
xβδy−δ−α2 −

ρ(1− ρ)Γ(α2 − ρ)

Γ(α2)Γ(2 − ρ)
yρ−α2 .

(3.33) and (3.34) the follow. ✷
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Lemma 3.11 Suppose that condition (ii) holds. Then there are constants β, ρ, σ0, ε0, z∗ > 0
and 0 < δ < β−1 so that for all 0 < σ < σ0, 0 < x, y ≤ ε0 and yx−β ≥ z∗ we have

H̃σ(x, y) := δxβδy−δ[βa(1 − σ)xp − (1 + σ)byq + βη1x
θ1−1yκ1 − η2y

θ2−1xκ2 ]
+bρ(1− σ)yρ+q + ρη2y

ρ+θ2−1xκ2 > 0.

Proof. Let u = x−βy in the following.

(i) Suppose that condition (iia) holds. Then

p(1− θ2)− q(κ2 − p) = p(q + 1− θ2)− κ2q < 0,

which implies p/q < (κ2 − p)/(1 − θ2). Thus, there is a constant β > 0 so that p/q < β <
(κ2 − p)/(1 − θ2), which implies

κ2 + β(θ2 − 1) > p, βq > p. (3.35)

Moreover, there are constants ρ, ρ1 > 0 so that

βq/(1 + ρ1) > p (3.36)

and

ρ1δ > ρ. (3.37)

For u ≤ y−ρ1 we have y ≤ xβ/(1+ρ1) and then

H̃σ(x, y) ≥ δu−δ [βa(1− σ)xp − (1 + σ)byq − η2y
θ2−1xκ2 ]

≥ δu−δ [βa(1− σ)xp − (1 + σ)bxqβ/(1+ρ1) − η2u
θ2−1xκ2+β(θ2−1)]

= δu−δxp
[

βa(1− σ)− (1 + σ)bxqβ/(1+ρ1)−p − η2u
θ2−1xκ2+β(θ2−1)−p

]

.

By (3.35) and (3.36), there are constants z∗, ε0, σ0 ∈ (0, 1) so that for all 0 < x, y < ε0,
0 < σ ≤ σ0 and z∗ ≤ u ≤ y−ρ1 , we have

H̃σ(x, y) ≥ δu−δxp
[

βa(1− σ)− (1 + σ)bε
qβ/(1+ρ1)−p
0 − η2z

θ2−1
∗ ε

κ2+β(θ2−1)−p
0

]

> 0.

For u > y−ρ1 ,

H̃σ(x, y) ≥ δu−δ[−(1 + σ)byq − η2y
θ2−1xκ2 ] + bρ(1− σ)yρ+q + ρη2y

ρ+θ2−1xκ2

≥ bρ(1− σ)yρ+q − δ(1 + σ)byq+ρ1δ + ρη2y
ρ+θ2−1xκ2 − δη2y

θ2−1+ρ1δxκ2

= byρ+q[ρ(1− σ)− δ(1 + σ)yρ1δ−ρ] + η2y
ρ+θ2−1xκ2 [ρ− δyρ1δ−ρ].

By (3.37), there is a constant ε1 ∈ (0, ε0) so that for all 0 < x, y < ε1, 0 < σ ≤ σ0, we have

H̃σ(x, y) ≥ yρ+q[ρ(1− σ)− δ(1 + σ)ερ1δ−ρ
1 ] + η2y

ρ+θ2−1xκ2 [ρ− δερ1δ−ρ
1 ] > 0, u > y−ρ1 . (3.38)

(ii) Suppose that condition (iib) holds. Taking b/a < β < κ2/(1−θ2) we have κ2+β(θ2−1) > 0
and βa(1 − σ) > (1 + σ)b for all 0 < σ ≤ σ0 and some σ0 > 0. Moreover, there are constants
z∗, ε0 ∈ (0, 1) so that for all 0 < x < ε0 and u ≥ z∗,

H̃σ(x, y) ≥
[

βa(1− σ)− (1 + σ)b− η2u
θ2−1xκ2+β(θ2−1)

]

≥
[

βa(1− σ)− (1 + σ)b− η2z
θ2−1
∗ ε

κ2+β(θ2−1)
0

]

> 0.
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(iii) Suppose that condition (iic) holds. Then

(θ1 − 1)(κ1 + 1− θ2)− (κ2 + 1− θ1)(q − κ1) = (θ1 − 1)(q + 1− θ2)− κ2(q − κ1) < 0,

which gives θ1−1
q−κ1

< κ2+1−θ1
κ1+1−θ2

. Thus there exists a constant β > 0 so that

θ1 − 1

q − κ1
< β <

κ2 + 1− θ1
κ1 + 1− θ2

,

which implies

κ2 + β(θ2 − 1) > θ1 − 1 + βκ1, βq > θ1 − 1 + βκ1. (3.39)

Moreover, there are constants ρ, ρ1 > 0 so that

βq/(1 + ρ1) > θ1 − 1 + βκ1 (3.40)

and (3.37) holds. Observe that there is a constant z∗ > 0 so that for 0 < z∗ ≤ u ≤ y−ρ1 , we
have y ≤ xβ/(1+ρ1) and then

H̃σ(x, y) ≥ δu−δ [βη1x
θ1−1yκ1 − (1 + σ)byq − η2y

θ2−1xκ2 ]
= δu−δ [βη1u

κ1xθ1−1+βκ1 − (1 + σ)byq − η2u
θ2−1xκ2+β(θ2−1)]

≥ δu−δ [βη1z
κ1
∗ xθ1−1+βκ1 − (1 + σ)bxβq/(1+ρ1) − η2z

θ2−1
∗ xκ2+β(θ2−1)]

In view of (3.39) and (3.40), there are constants ε0, σ0 ∈ (0, 1) so that for all 0 < σ < σ0,
0 < x < ε0 and 0 < z∗ ≤ u ≤ y−ρ1 , we have

H̃σ(x, y)

≥ δu−δxθ1−1+βκ1
[

βη1z
κ1
∗ − (1 + σ)bx

βq
(1+ρ1)

−(θ1−1+βκ1) − η2z
θ2−1
∗ xκ2+β(θ2−1)−(θ1−1+βκ1)

]

≥ δu−δxθ1−1+βκ1
[

βη1z
κ1
∗ − (1 + σ)bε

βq
(1+ρ1)

−(θ1−1+βκ1)

0 − η2z
θ2−1
∗ ε

κ2+β(θ2−1)−(θ1−1+βκ1)
0

]

> 0.

By (3.38), H̃σ(x, y) > 0 for some constant ε1 ∈ (0, ε0) when 0 < x, y < ε1, 0 < σ ≤ σ0 and
u > y−ρ1 ,

(iv) Suppose that condition (iid) holds. Taking b/η1 < β < κ2/(κ1 +1− θ2), we have βη1 > b
and βκ1 < κ2+β(θ2−1). It follows that there is a constant σ0 ∈ (0, 1) so that βη1−(1+σ)b > 0
for all 0 < σ < σ0. Moreover, there are constants ε0 ∈ (0, 1) and z∗ > 0 so that for all 0 < σ < σ0,
0 < x < ε0 and u ≥ z∗, we have

H̃σ(x, y) ≥ δu−δ
[

uκ1 [βη1 − (1 + σ)b]xβκ1 − η2u
θ2−1xκ2+β(θ2−1)

]

≥ δu−δxβκ1
[

uκ1 [βη1 − (1 + σ)b]− η2u
θ2−1xκ2+β(θ2−1)−βκ1

]

≥ δu−δxβκ1
[

zκ1
∗ [βη1 − (1 + σ)b]− η2z

θ2−1
∗ ε

κ2+β(θ2−1)−βκ1

0

]

> 0.

This completes the proof. ✷

Proof of Theorem 1.2(ii). We use Proposition 2.5 to prove the assertion. In the following we
verify the condition (2.4). Let

H(x, y) := δxβδy−δH1(x, y) + ρyρH2(x, y)

with

H1(x, y) := a1βx
p1 + β(1 − βδ)a2x

p2 +
β(1− βδ)Γ(α1 − βδ)

Γ(α1)Γ(2− βδ)
a3x

p3
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−b1y
q1 − (δ + 1)b2y

q2 −
δ(δ + 1)Γ(α2 + δ)

Γ(α2)Γ(2 + δ)
b3y

q3 + βδη1x
θ1−1yκ1 − δη2y

θ2−1xκ2

and

H2(x, y) := b1y
q1 + (1− ρ)yq2 +

(1− ρ)Γ(α2 − ρ)

Γ(α2)Γ(2− ρ)
b3y

q3 + η2y
θ2−1xκ2 .

Let H̃σ(x, y) be determined in Lemma 3.11. By Lemma 3.11, there are constants β, ρ, δ, σ, ε0, u∗ >
0 so that

H(x, y) ≥ H̃σ(x, y) ≥ 0, 0 < x, y ≤ ε0, yx−β ≥ u∗.

By (3.3) and Lemma 3.10, Lg(x, y) ≤ −H(x, y) for all 0 < x, y ≤ ε0 and x−βy ≥ u∗, which gives
condition (2.4). The condition (2.5) is obvious and the condition (iii) in Proposition 2.5 holds
by Lemmas 3.3 and 3.8. Let u0 > u∗ and 0 < ε1 < ε0 small enough so that g(X0, Y0) < u−δ

∗ for
X0 = ε1+β−1

and Y0 = u0ε
β+1 with 0 < ε < ε1. Now by Proposition 2.5, P{τ−0 (Y ) < ∞} < 1

for X0 = ε1+β−1
, Y0 = u0ε

β+1 and 0 < ε < ε1.

By the comparison theorem (Proposition 3.4) and Proposition 2.5, P{τ−0 (Y ) = ∞} > 0 for

X0 ≤ ε1+β−1
and Y0 ≥ u0ε

β+1. For general X0, Y0 > 0 let D := {(x, y) : x ≤ ε1+β−1
, y ≥ u0ε

β+1}
and τD := inf{t ≥ 0 : (Xt, Yt) ∈ D}. It follows from Proposition 3.5 that P{τD < ∞} > 0.
Applying the strong Markov property,

P{τ−0 (Y ) = ∞} ≥ P{τ−0 (Y ) ◦ θ̂(τD) = ∞, τD <∞}

= E
[

E
[

1{τ−0 (Y )◦θ̂(τD)=∞}1{τD<∞}|FτD

]

]

= E
[

P
{

τ−0 (Y ) = ∞|X0 ≤ ε1+β−1
, Y0 ≥ u0ε

β+1
}

1{τD<∞}

]

= P
{

τ−0 (Y ) = ∞|X0 ≤ ε1+β−1
, Y0 ≥ u0ε

β+1
}

·P{τD <∞} > 0,

where θ̂(t) denotes the usual shift operator. This ends the proof. ✷

3.4 Proof of Theorem 1.2(iii)

In this section we use Corollary 2.3 to prove the assertion. For 0 < r < 1 and β, λ > 0 let
g(x) := e−λxr

and g(x, y) := g(yx−β) for x, y > 0.

Lemma 3.12 For x, y > 0 let u := yx−β. Then

g′x(x, y) = λrβurg(u)x−1, g′y(x, y) = −λrurg(u)y−1 (3.41)

and

g′′xx(x, y) ≥ −λrβ(rβ + 1)urg(u)x−2, g′′yy(x, y) ≥ λr(1− r)urg(u)y−2. (3.42)

Moreover,
∫ ∞

0
K1

z g(x, y)µ1(dz) ≥ −λrurx−α1
β(rβ + 1)Γ(α1 + rβ)

Γ(α1)Γ(2 + rβ)

and
∫ ∞

0
K2

z g(x, y)µ2(dz) ≥ λrury−α2
r(1− r)Γ(α2 − r)

Γ(α2)Γ(2 − r)
.

22



Proof. It is elementary to see that

g′x(x, y) = λrβurg(u)x−1, g′′xx(x, y) = λ2r2β2u2rg(u)x−2 − λrβ(rβ + 1)urg(u)x−2

and

g′y(x, y) = −λrurg(u)y−1, g′′yy(x, y) = λ2r2u2rg(u)y−2 + λr(1− r)urg(u)y−2,

which give (3.41) and (3.42). Since ex − 1 ≥ x for all x ∈ R, then

K1
z g(x, y) = g(u)

[

e−λyr(x+z)−rβ+λyrx−rβ

− 1− λrβurx−1z
]

≥ −g(u)
[

λyr(x+ z)−rβ − λyrx−rβ + λrβurx−1z
]

= −λurg(u)
[

(1 + x−1z)−rβ − 1 + rβx−1z
]

.

It follows from Lemma 3.2 and a change of variable that

[λurg(u)]−1

∫ ∞

0
K1

z g(x, y)µ1(dz) ≥ −

∫ ∞

0

[

(1 + x−1z)−rβ − 1 + rβx−1z
]

µ1(dz)

≥ −x−α1

∫ ∞

0

[

(1 + z)−rβ − 1 + rβz
]

µ1(dz) = −x−α1
rβ(rβ + 1)Γ(α1 + rβ)

Γ(α1)Γ(2 + rβ)
.

Similarly,

K2
z g(x, y) = g(u)

[

e−λ(y+z)rx−rβ+λyrx−rβ

− 1 + λrury−1z
]

≥ −g(u)
[

λ(y + z)rx−rβ − λyrx−rβ − λrury−1z
]

= −λurg(u)
[

(1 + y−1z)r − 1− ry−1z
]

,

which implies

[λurg(u)]−1

∫ ∞

0
K2

z g(x, y)µ2(dz)

≥ −y−α2

∫ ∞

0

[

(1 + z)r − 1− rz
]

µ2(dz) = y−α2
r(1− r)Γ(α2 − r)

Γ(α2)Γ(2− r)
.

This ends the proof. ✷

Lemma 3.13 Suppose that condition (iii) holds. Then there are constants r, ε ∈ (0, 1), β > 0
and c0 > 0 so that

H(x, y) ≥ c0, 0 < x, y < ε, (3.43)

where u := x−βy and

H(x, y) := b(r)uryq + η2u
ryθ2−1xκ2 − a(r)βurxp − η1βu

rxθ1−1yκ1

with

a(r) := a11{p1=p} + a2(rβ + 1)1{p2=p} + a3
(rβ + 1)Γ(α1 + rβ)

Γ(α1)Γ(2 + rβ)
1{p3=p}

and

b(r) := b11{q1=q} + b2(1− r)1{q2=q} + b3
(1− r)Γ(α2 − r)

Γ(α2)Γ(2− r)
1{q3=q}.
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Proof. Let 0 < r < 1− θ2 and

δ1 :=
1− θ2 − r

q + 1− θ2
, δ2 :=

1− θ2
q + 1− θ2

, δ3 :=
κ1 + 1− θ2
q + 1− θ2

, ci(r) := δ−δi
i (1− δi)

δi−1b(r)δiη1−δi
2

for i = 1, 2, 3 and q > κ1. By Lemma 3.1,

b(r)uryq + η2u
ryθ2−1xκ2 ≥ δ−δ1

1 (1− δ1)
δ1−1[b(r)uryq]δ1 · [η2u

ryθ2−1xκ2 ]1−δ1

= c1(r)x
κ2(r+q)
q+1−θ2

−rβ
(3.44)

and

b(r)yq + η2y
θ2−1xκ2 ≥ δ−δ2

2 (1− δ2)
δ2−1[b(r)yq]δ2 · [η2y

θ2−1xκ2 ]1−δ2

= c2(r)x
κ2q

q+1−θ2 . (3.45)

Similarly, for q > κ1,

b(r)yq + η2y
θ2−1xκ2 ≥ δ−δ3

3 (1− δ3)
δ3−1[b(r)yq]δ3 · [η2y

θ2−1xκ2 ]1−δ3

= c3(r)u
κ1x

κ2(q−κ1)
q+1−θ2

+βκ1 . (3.46)

In the following we assume that condition (iiia) holds. Since a, b > 0, there is a constant
r1 ∈ (0, 1− θ2) so that infr∈(0,r1][a(r)∨ b(r)] > 0. Let r2 ∈ (0, r1) and β > κ2/(q+1− θ2) satisfy

κ2(r2 + q)

q + 1− θ2
− r2β < 0. (3.47)

Under condition (iiia), there is a constant ε2 ∈ (0, 1) so that c2(r2)[βa(r2)]
−1ε

κ2q
q+1−θ2

−p

2 ≥ 3 and

c3(r2)(η1β)
−1ε

κ2(q−κ1)
q+1−θ2

−(θ1−1)

2 ≥ 3. It thus follows from (3.45) and (3.46) that

b(r2)y
q + η2y

θ2−1xκ2 ≥ βa(r2)x
p · c2(r)[βa(r2)]

−1x
κ2q

q+1−θ2
−p

≥ βa(r2)x
p · c2(r)[βa(r2)]

−1ε
κ2q

q+1−θ2
−p

2 ≥ 3βa(r2)x
p (3.48)

and

b(r2)y
q + η2y

θ2−1xκ2 ≥ c3(r2)u
κ1x

κ2(q−κ1)
q+1−θ2

+βκ1 ≥ η1βx
θ1−1yκ1 · c3(r2)[η1β]

−1x
κ2(q−κ1)
q+1−θ2

−(θ1−1)

≥ η1βx
θ1−1yκ1 · c3(r2)[η1β]

−1ε
κ2(q−κ1)
q+1−θ2

−(θ1−1)

2 ≥ 3η1βx
θ1−1yκ1 (3.49)

for some 0 < ε3 < ε2 and all 0 < ε < ε3 and 0 < x < ε when q > κ1. When q < κ1,

b(r2)y
q + η2y

θ2−1xκ2 ≥ b(r2)y
q ≥ 3η1βx

θ1−1yκ1 , 0 < y < ε

for some 0 < ε4 < ε3 and all 0 < ε < ε4. When q = κ1 and θ1 > 1,

b(r2)y
q + η2y

θ2−1xκ2 ≥ b(r2)y
q ≥ 3η1βx

θ1−1yκ1 , 0 < x < ε

for some 0 < ε5 < ε4 and all 0 < ε < ε5. Thus (3.49) holds for all 0 < x, y < ε < ε5. Now by
(3.44) and (3.47)–(3.48), for r = r2, we obtain

H(x, y) = 3−1[b(r)uryq + η2u
ryθ2−1xκ2 ]− a(r)βurxp
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+3−1[b(r)uryq + η2u
ryθ2−1xκ2 ]− η1βu

rxθ1−1yκ1

+3−1[b(r)uryq + η2u
ryθ2−1xκ2 ] ≥ 3−1c1(r), 0 < x, y < ε < ε5.

This gives (3.43).

Suppose that condition (iiib) holds. Let κ2/(1− θ2) < β < b/a. Then κ2 + β(θ2 − 1) < 0 and
b > aβ. Thus b+ η2y

θ2−1xκ2 > aβ. Moreover, for 0 < r < 1− θ2, u
r[b+ η2y

θ2−1xκ2 ] > aβ when
u ≥ 1 and

ur[b+ η2y
θ2−1xκ2 ] ≥ η2u

r+θ2−1xκ2+β(θ2−1) ≥ η2, 0 < x < 1

when 0 < u < 1. It follows that

ur[b+ η2y
θ2−1xκ2 ] ≥ (aβ) ∧ η2, u > 0, 0 < x < 1.

By the continuities of r 7→ a(r) and r 7→ b(r), there are constants r3 ∈ (0, 1 − θ2), ε, ε1 ∈ (0, 1)
and d1 > 0 so that for all 0 < r < r3 and 0 < x, y < ε, we have

(1− 2ε1)[b(r) + η2y
θ2−1xκ2 ] > a(r)β, η1βx

θ1−1yκ1 ≤ η1βε
κ1 ≤ b(r)ε1

and

b(r)ur + η2u
ryθ2−1xκ2 ≥ d1.

Thus

H(x, y) = (1− 2ε1)[b(r)u
r + η2u

ryθ2−1xκ2 ]− a(r)βur

+ε1[b(r)u
r + η2u

ryθ2−1xκ2 ]− η1βu
rxθ1−1yκ1

+ε1[b(r)u
ryq + η2u

ryθ2−1xκ2 ] ≥ ε1d1, 0 < x, y < ε,

which gives (3.43). ✷

Proof of Theorem 1.2(iii). We first assume that 0 < X0, Y0 ≤ ε1 < ε. It follows from (3.3)
and Lemmas 3.12–3.13 that

Lg(xt, yt) ≥ c0g(xt, yt), t < τ+ε

for some constants c0 > 0 and ε ∈ (0, 1). Combining this with Lemma 3.3(i) and Corollary 2.3,
we obtain

P{τ−0 (X) ∧ τ−0 (Y ) ∧ τ+ε (X) ∧ τ+ε (Y ) <∞} ≥ e−λ(Y0X
−β
0 )r .

By Lemma 3.8, τ−0 (X) = ∞ almost surely. Then letting λ→ 0,

P{τ−0 (Y ) ∧ τ+ε (X) ∧ τ+ε (Y ) <∞} = 1. (3.50)

By Lemma 3.3(ii) we have

P{τ+ε (X) <∞} = P
{

sup
t≥0

Xt ≥ ε
}

≤ C(ε1/ε)
1/4 and P{τ+ε (Y ) <∞} ≤ C(ε1/ε)

1/4

for some constant C > 0, which gives

P{τ+ε (X) ∧ τ+ε (Y ) <∞} ≤ P{τ+ε (X) <∞}+P{τ+ε (Y ) <∞} ≤ 2C(ε1/ε)
1/4.
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Since

P{τ−0 (Y ) <∞} ≥ P{τ−0 (Y ) ∧ τ+ε (X) ∧ τ+ε (Y ) <∞}−P{τ+ε (X) ∧ τ+ε (Y ) <∞},

then by (3.50),

P{τ−0 (Y ) = ∞} ≤ 2C(ε1/ε)
1/4. (3.51)

In the following we assume that X0 > ε1 or Y0 > ε1, and σ := inf{t ≥ 0 : Xt + Yt ≥ ε1}. By
using Lemma 3.3(i) and the strong Markov property,

P{τ−0 (Y ) = ∞} = P{τ−0 (Y ) = ∞, σ <∞} = P{τ−0 (Y ) ◦ θ̂(σ) = ∞, σ <∞}

= E
[

E
[

1{τ−0 (Y )◦θ̂(σ)=∞}1{σ<∞}|Fσ

]

]

= E
[

P{τ−0 (Y ) = ∞|X0 + Y0 ≤ ε1}1{σ<∞}

]

,

where θ̂(t) denotes the usual shift operator. Now using (3.51),

P{τ−0 (Y ) = ∞} ≤ 2C(ε1/ε)
1/4P{σ <∞} ≤ 2C(ε1/ε)

1/4.

It means that (3.51) holds for all X0, Y0 > 0. Taking ε1 → 0 in (3.51) one concludes the assertion.
✷

References

[1] Bai, L. and Yang, X. (2024): Boundary behaviors for a continuous-state nonlinear Neveu’s
branching process. Acta Math. Sin. (Engl. Ser.), 40, 2005–2016.

[2] Chen, M. (1986a): Couplings of jump processes. Acta Math. Sinica, New Series. 2, 121–136.

[3] Chen, M. (1986b): Jump Processes and Interacting Particle Systems (in Chinese). Beijing
Normal Univ. Press.

[4] Chen, M.: From Markov Chains to Non-Equilibrium Particle Systems. Second ed., World
Scientific, 2004

[5] Grey, D. R. (1974). Asymptotic behaviour of continuous time, continuous state-space
branching processes. J. Appl. Probab. 11, 669-677.
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