arXiv:2502.14246v1 [math.PR] 20 Feb 2025

Asymptotics of the occupation measure defined on a nonnegative
matrix of two-dimensional quasi-birth-and-death type

Toshihisa Ozawa
Faculty of Business Administration, Komazawa University
1-23-1 Komazawa, Setagaya-ku, Tokyo 154-8525, Japan
E-mail: toshi@Qkomazawa-u.ac.jp

Abstract

We consider a nonnegative matrix having the same block structure as that of the transition
probability matrix of a two-dimensional quasi-birth-and-death process (2d-QBD process for
short) and define two kinds of measure for the nonnegative matrix. One corresponds to the
mean number of visits to each state before the 2d-QBD process starting from the level zero
returns to the level zero for the first time. The other corresponds to the probabilities that the
2d-QBD process starting from each state visits the level zero. We call the former the occupation
measure and the latter the hitting measure. We obtain asymptotic properties of the occupation
measure such as the asymptotic decay rate in an arbitrary direction. Those of the hitting
measure can be obtained from the results for the occupation measure by using a kind of duality
between the two measures.
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1 Introduction

We consider a nonnegative matrix having the same block structure as that of the transition prob-
ability matrix of a two-dimensional quasi-birth-and-death process (2d-QBD process for short) and
define two kinds of measure for the nonnegative matrix. One corresponds to the mean number of
visits to each state before the 2d-QBD process starting from the level zero returns to the level zero
for the first time. The other corresponds to the probabilities that the 2d-QBD process starting
from each state visits the level zero. We call the former the occupation measure and the latter the
hitting measure. The stationary distribution of a 2d-QBD process corresponds to the normalized
occupation measure of the transition probability matrix, and its asymptotic properties have been
studied in Ozawa [3], Miyazawa [2], Ozawa and Kobayashi [4] and Ozawa [6] [7], where the asymp-
totic decay rates and exact asymptotic functions of the stationary tail probabilities were obtained.
In this paper, we demonstrate that the same results hold for the occupation measure defined on a
nonnegative matrix of 2d-QBD type. Asymptotic properties of the hitting measure can be obtained
from the results for the occupation measure by using a kind of duality between the two measures.

In the following, we briefly explain our model and results. Denote by .#g the set of all the
subsets of {1,2}, ie., S = {0,{1},{2},{1,2}}, and we use it as an index set. Divide Z2 into
22 = 4 exclusive subsets defined as

B* = {x = (v1,22) € Z3;2; >0 fori € a, z; =0 for i € {1,2} \ a}, a € Is.

The class {B*;a € Jg} is a partition of Z2. BY is the set containing only the origin, and B{1:2}
is the set of all positive points in Zi. Let Sop = {1,2,...,s0} be a finite set. We call Sy the set of
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Figure 1: Transition probability blocks

phases. Let T be a nonnegative matrix represented in block form as T' = (Tm’m/; z,x’ € Z%r), where
Tow = (tw )@ j; -3 € So). The dimension of T is (Z3 x So) x (Z3 x Sp). For fundamental
definitions and properties with respect to nonnegative matrices, see Seneta [9]. We assume 7T has
the same block structure as that the transition probability matrix of a 2d-QBD process has. To
be precise, for a € Fg and i1,i2 € {—1,0,1}, let A?MQ be an sy X sp nonnegative matrix, where
A?l,—l =AY =0, A;.{ll} ;= O and A% — 0 for every i1,ip € {—1,0,1}, then Ty, o is given as

1yio = —1,ig

A%, if x € B for some a € g and &' —x € {—1,0,1}2,
Tpa =4 L@~ (1.1)

0, otherwise,

where O is a matrix of 0’s whose dimension is determined in context. We assume the following
condition throughout the paper.

Assumption 1.1. The nonnegative matriz T’ is irreducible and aperiodic.

Remark 1.1. Since the number of positive elements of each row and column of T is finite, we can
apply the results for nonnegative matrices obtained in Ozawa [3] to T.

Next, we define three nonnegative matrices induced from 7: T{1 = (Tilg,; x,x €L X1Ly),
T2} = (Tf} cx,x’ € Zy x Z) and T2 = (TQ{JI’Q}' x,x' € 7 x 7), as follows.

! !
' x'

ALY ifweZx {0} and @' —m € {—1,0,1} x {0, 1},
1
i =0 Al e ezZxNanda' — e {-1,0,1)2,
0, otherwise,
Ai%}_m, ifee {0} xZand 2’ —x € {0,1} x {-1,0,1},
2
Ti,if = AE_QC}C, ifr€ NxZand 2’ —x € {-1,0,1}2,
O, otherwise,
12} _ Aijfi, if ¢’ —x e {-1,0,1}2,
@' 0, otherwise,

where N is the set of all positive integers. The nonnegative matrices 71}, 712} and 7142} cor-
respond to the transition probability matrices of the Markov additive processes induced from a
2d-QBD process, see Section 1 of Ozawa [6]. We assume the following condition throughout the
paper.

Assumption 1.2. The induced nonnegative matrices T, T2 and T2 are irreducible and
aperiodic.



We consider representations of Markov-additive-process-type (MAP-type for short) for T} and
T2}, They are given by T} = <Til}, ;1,1 € Z) and T12} = (T{Q}, ;Lo xh € Z), where
1,77 T2,Tg

7 _{ AR, il - e {-1,0,1),

.=
N 0, otherwise,

A = (Af) ey ez ),

’i7(.l’2,l’/2)

0 A;,{;z_m, if zo =0 and z, — z2 € {0,1},
Al.’(an’x,Q) = Aii’,:ixz, if zo > 1 and 2, —z9 € {-1,0,1},
0, otherwise,

{2 .
T{Q}l _ Aié}_m, if o, —x9 € {-1,0,1},
T O, otherwise,

AP = (A{Q} = Z+) ,

i,(z1,2])

o Ai?];zl’i, if 1 =0 and 2} —z1 € {0, 1},
Ai,(wl,x’l) = A;{?;filfi’ if £y > 1 and 2} — 21 € {-1,0,1},
0, otherwise.

Let Ail}(zl), Ai2}(22) and Ai,{;z}(zl, z9) be the matrix-valued generating functions defined as

AMay = Y AAl, A= Y Al
11€{-1,0,1} i2€{-1,0,1}
AP )= >0 Al
il,ige{—l,o,l}

Let T1}, {2 and T112 be regions in which the convergence parameters of flil}(e@l), Aiz}(eez)
and Ai}f}(eel,eg?) are greater than 1, respectively, i.e.,

T = {(01,05) € R% ep(AlY (™)) > 1}, T = {(01,60) € R ep(AlP (e2)) > 1},
F{l,?} _ {(01’92) e RZ;CP(AL{;Q}(QGHQGQ)) > 1}a

where the convergence parameter of a nonnegative matrix A with a finite or countable dimension
is denoted by cp(A), i.e., cp(A) = sup{r € Ry;Y 2 r" A" < oo, entry-wise}. We also define F({)l}
and FEQ} as

r§ = (0 e Ryep(A (7)) > 1), T8 = {62 € Ryep(AP (%)) > 1.

By Lemma A.1 of Ozawa [5], (:p(f_lil}(e(’))_1 and cp(Ai2}(ee))_1 are log-convex in 6, and the closures
of T{1} and T2} are convex sets; Cp(ﬁil’z}(eel ,e%2))71 is also log-convex in (61, 62), and the closure

of T1H2} is a convex set. Furthermore, by Proposition B.1 of Ozawa [5], I'"?} is bounded under
Assumption We also define the reverse of the regions as follows: for a € {{1},{2},{1,2}},

T'% = {(61,62) € R* (—0;, —6;) € T}
For (z1,22) € Z2, define a set of states, Lz, 25)> 8

Lz, 20) = {(z1,22,7); j € So},



and call it level (z1,72). We call Lo the level zero. Let T be the nonnegative block matrix
obtained by removing the L g)-row and L g )-column from 7', i.e.,

T = (Tya;z, @' €72\ {(0,0)}).
Furthermore, define nonnegative block vectors #o; and #19 as

tor = (T00)e-® € Z3\{(0,0)}), ti0= (Tu 00y € Z7 \{(0,0)}).

We define the occupation measure & = (g, @ € Z2 \ {(0,0)}) of T, which corresponds to the mean
number of visits to each state before a 2d-QBD process starting from the level zero returns to the
level zero for the first time, as

o
v=td=1tu Y 1", (1.2)
n=0

where & is the potential matrix of T For @ € Z2 \{(0,0)}, &g is represented as
Do = (9(0,0,jo) ()} J0, 7 € So) -

We also define the hitting measure g = (gm,x €Z%\ {(0,0)}) of T, which corresponds to the
probabilities that the 2d-QBD process starting from each state visits the level zero, as

o0
g="2tp =) T o (1.3)
n=0

For ¢ € Z2 \ {(0,0)}, g, is represented as

9 = (9(2,)),(0,0,j0): J»Jo € So) -
We assume the following condition throughout the paper.
Assumption 1.3. The potential matrix d is entry-wise finite.

Remark 1.2. We do not consider conditions that ensure Assumption hold true. We just
consider what kinds of asymptotic property of the occupation measure and hitting measure hold if
the potential matriz ® is entry-wise finite.

For 51,59 € R, define regions A1 (s1) and At?}(sy) as
A (s1) = {(01,00) € R%: 01 < 51}, AP (s2) = {(61,65) € R% 0 < 50},
and consider the following optimization problem:

maximize s; + So,
subject to s1 < sup {91 e R;(01,02) € rin A{z}(SQ) N T2 for some 0 € ]R} ,
s9 < sup {92 e R;(0,,02) € A{l}(sl) NI N2 for some 6; € ]R} .

If T AT 2PAr{h2} £ ¢, this optimization problem has a unique optimal solution (s%, s3). Replacing
't {2 and 1142} with Fg}, Fg} and FE’Q}, respectively, we also define the optimal solution
(SE,leR2)’ analogously. In this paper, we demonstrate that, for every discrete direction vector



c € Z2 \ {(0,0)}, the asymptotic decay rates of the occupation measure and hitting measure are
given by

lim 10 700, (ne) = — min{sup{(c,6);6 € Al (s) N2},

n—oo n

sup{(c, 8); 0 € At (s5) N F{l’z}}}, (1.4)

1 . ) |
lim_ 108 f(ne.j) (0.0.o) = — min{sup{(c,0);6 € A (s, ) N TR,

n—oo N

sup{(c, 8);0 € AP (s ,) N TR, (1.5)

where (a, b) is the inner product of vectors a and b. We prove them by using the same approach
as that used in Ozawa [6] [7]. For related works, see Section 1 of [6]. Our model includes transient
2d-QBD processes. With respect to transient stochastic models, see, for example, Franceschi et al.
[1] and references therein. It deals with a transient reflected Brownian motion.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we introduce the potential matrices
of the induced nonnegative matrices and give key equations that the occupation measure satisfy.
We call them the compensation equations. In Section [3| we define several kinds of matrix-valued
generating function for the occupation measure and give relations among the convergence domains
of the matrix-valued generating functions. In Section [4] we obtain the convergence domains of the
matrix-valued generating functions for the occupation measure, see Theorems and and the
asymptotic decay rates and functions for the occupation measure, see Theorems through
In Section 5], we consider a kind of duality between the occupation measure and hitting measure.
The paper concludes with a remark about three-dimensional models in Section [6]

Notation for vectors, matrices and sets. For a matrix A, we denote by [A]; ; the (7, j)-entry of A
and by AT the transpose of A. Similar notations are also used for vectors. For a finite square matrix
A, we denote by spr(A) the spectral radius of A, which is the maximum modulus of eigenvalue of
A. If A is nonnegative, spr(A) corresponds to the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue of A and we have
spr(A) = cp(4)~1. 1 is a column vector of 1’s and 0 is a column vector of 0’s; their dimensions,
which are finite or countably infinite, are determined in context. I is the identity matrix. For
n € Z, Z>y is the set of all integers grater than or equal to n, i.e., Z>, = {n,n+1,n+2,---}. For
a convex set S on R2 [S]* is an extension of S defined as

[S] = {x € R*; 2 < ' for some 2’ € S},
and [S]¢1y and [S]9) are the projections of .S defined as

[S]1y = {71 € R; (w1, 22) € S for some x5 € R},
[S]{2y = {72 € R; (21, 22) € S for some z1 € R}.

C is the set of all complex numbers. For r € Ry, A, is the open disk of radius r and center 0 on
C. For r1,r2 € R4 such that ry < rg, A, ,, is the open annual domain on C defined as

Apry ={2€Ciry < |2| <T2}.

Ay, r, is the closure of A, ..



2 Preliminaries

2.1 Potential matrices
Let ®11} = (@ili,), o2 = ((I)fi) and @112} = ((I)ilf,}) be the potential matrices of 711}, 712}
and T2} respectively, defined as

{1} — Z(T{l})m o2t — Z(T@})n’ {12} — Z(T{L?})n7
n=0 n=0 n=0

and &1} and ®{2} the representations of MAP-type for ®11} and ®{2}, respectively, defined as

{1} _ ({1} . 1 _ (el .

il — (@xl’x,l,ml,:nll € Z) , @xl,xl = ( (o1 022, ),xg,x; € Z+) ,
520 — (2} . / 2 _ (o8

P = (@x%xé,xg,@ € Z) , (I>w2’$2 = ( (21,02), (2 ,),xl,xl € Z+)

For 1,9 € Z, let @E}*( )s @;{Cz}*( ) and <I>8fi2)’(*,*)(z,w) be the matrix-valued generating func-
tions defined as

ORI SEETT I TR S

mlz—oo 172=—OO
{1,2} o al £{1,2}
(p(xl,am) Z Z ZHw 2@ (z1,22),(x]2h)"
x)=—00 xh=—00

Because of space-homogeneity, we have for every x1,xo € Z that

Bi(2) = 278} (2), (2.1)
DL (2) = w2 (w), (2.2)
D gty ooy (5 0) = 20T (2 w). (2.3)

By the definition of the matrix-valued generating functions, their convergence domains are given
by F({)l}v F[{)Q} and I'tH2}] respectively, i.e.,

1"({)1} = the interior of {6; € R; @{1}( ') < oo, entry-wise}, (24)
I‘{2} = the interior of {2 € R; <I>{2}( %2) < o0, entry-wise}, (2.5)
{12} = the interior of {(01,62) € R?; @8 g)}(* *)(661,692) < 00, entry-wise}. (2.6)

2.2 Compensation equations

Let 711 = (Tili,;m,az’ €7 x Z+), T = (Tﬁ/;w,m’ € Zy X Z) and T2} = (T{l 22 € Z2>
be the hybrids of the nonnegative matrix T and the induced nonnegative matrices 711, 712} and
T2} respectively, defined as

Tmm, if x, &’ € Z% \ {(0,0)},
7 = fj ifzeZ\Z, xZ, and @ € Z x Zy,
0, otherwise,



{2} _
Tz,w’ -

~{1,2} _
Tm,m’ -

To be precise,

A _

2 _

x,x’

2y
Taan =

Let 9 = (1,

\

x,x’

x’ —x’

2
A:{t’}—m7
412}
Al

0,

if ¢, &’ € Z% \ {(0,0)},
if €Z+ XZ\Z+ and CB/ €Z+ XZ,
otherwise,

if z, &' € 22\ {(0,0)},
if © EZZ\Z?|r and ' € 72,
otherwise.

if e =(1,0) and ¢’ —x € ({—1,0,1} x {0,1}) \ {(—1,0)},
ifee (Z\{0,1}) x {0} and &’ —x € {-1,0,1} x {0,1},
if ¢ =(0,1) and ' —x € ({0,1} x {-1,0,1}) \ {(0,-1)},
if x € {0} x Z>9 and ' —x € {0,1} x {—1,0,1},

if = (1,1) and ¢’ —x € {-1,0,1}2\ {(-1,-1)},

if z € ((Z\{0}) xN)\{(1,1)} and ' — x € {-1,0,1}?,

otherwise,

if ¢ = (1,0) and &’ — x € ({-1,0,1} x {0,1}) \ {(-=1,0)},
if x € Z>9 x {0} and ' —x € {-1,0,1} x {0,1},

if ¢ = (0,1) and ' —x € ({0,1} x {-1,0,1}) \ {(0,-1)},
if x € {0} x (Z\{0,1}) and ' —x € {0,1} x {—1,0,1},
if = (1,1) and ¢’ —x € {-1,0,1}2\ {(-1,-1)},

if x e (Nx (Z\{0}))\{(1,1)} and ' — x € {-1,0,1}2,

otherwise,

if e =(1,0) and &’ —x € ({-1,0,1} x {0,1}) \ {(—=1,0)},

ifx € Z>g x {0} and '’ —x € {-1,0,1} x {0, 1},

ifx=(0,1) and @’ —x € ({0,1} x {-1,0,1}) \ {(0,-1)},

if x € {0} x Z>9 and ' —x € {0,1} x {-1,0,1},

ifx=(1,1) and ¢’ —x € {-1,0,1}2\ {(-1,-1)},

ifeecz?\ ({0} xZ,UZy x{0}U{(1,1)}) and 2’ — = € {-1,0,1}2,
otherwise.

xeZx Z+>, % = (aif};m €7 x Z) and »{1?} = (19;9’2}@ € Z2> be the

nonnegative block vectors defined as, for a € {{1},{2},{1,2}},

o
vt = {

Furthermore, let 5" =

0,

Ve, x€Z7\{(0,0)},

otherwise.

A1y

iéi}w; x €L X Z+), o1

(

;{2 (42} {1,2}

<t017w; xel, x Z) and tg,

= (&12):2 e 22)

be the nonnegative block vectors defined as, for o € {{1},{2},{1,2}},

~a
tOl,:z:

{T

(0,0),x>

0,

z € 23\ {(0,0)},

otherwise.

Then, we obtain equations called compensation ones in Ozawa [6], as follows.
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Lemma 2.1. For a € {{1},{2},{1,2}},

Y =0T — TP + £, D% (2.7)
Proof. By (1.2]), we have
=0T + 1. (2.8)

Hence, we obtain by the Fubini’s theorem that
v =041 —T%d”
DT — TP + t5, D™, (2.9)

O

By the definition of 711}, 712} and 712} if & ¢ {0} x Z, U {(1,0),(1,1)}, then Tilg, = Tyt

if o ¢ Zy x {0}U{(0,1),(1,1)}, then T2, = Ty o, and if @ ¢ {0} x Zy UZ, x {0}U{(1, 1)}, then
T2 Tw@/. Hence, we obtain from Lemma that, for x € Z x Z,.,

NN {1} o ) L2 il
Vg = _V(170)A—1,0¢(070),.’.l: - V(I,I)A—l,—ICD(O,O),:v
o0 . 2} _ 412} Do A
n Z Z D (0.1) (142'1’1'2 _ Ail,iz )(p(il,k’+i2),il? — V(071)A07_1(I)(070)’a:7 (210)
k=1 iy,is€{~1,0,1}
forx € Z, X Z,
2 {2} &{2} ; (12} {2}
Vo' = —00)40 212000 ~ Y00ANT 012000
00 ) (1 (1,2} 5 {2} ; {1} {2
+) > pwo(ALL — AL )P Getirine ~ Y00A 02000 (211
k=1 41,i0€{-1,0,1}
and for x € Z x Z,
J{12}y . {12} H{1.2}
ve = ALT® 00 .
> ) (2} 4212 ; 2} {12}
+ Z ) (Al-hi2 - AihiQ )(I)(il,k+i2)7:l: - V(o,l)Ao,q(I)(o,o),m
k=1 iy,i2€{—1,0,1}
> 5 (1} 4212 : () gi1.2)
Y D Pao(Al, AL e — P AN 00 o (212)

k=1 i1,ipe{—1,0,1}

Recall that every A;{ll};g and A?L corresponding to impossible transitions are assumed to be zero.
Equations (2.10)) through (2.12)) play a crucial role in the following section.

2.3 Asymptotic decay rates

Let ¢ = (c1,¢2) € Z% \ {(0,0)} be an arbitrary discrete direction vector. For jo € Sy and for
(x,j) € Zi x Sp, define lower and upper asymptotic decay rates §C7j0(m,j) and & j,(x,7) as

. . 1 . - . | .
§ejo(®:3) = —lmsup - 10g ¥(o,jo) (@ne):  Seio(®:5) = —lminf - log Do jo), (@-+ne.)-
By the Cauchy-Hadamard theorem, the radius of convergence of the power series of the sequence

N . . £ . (zg . = . .
{V(O,jo),(ernC,j)}TLZO 1S given by €7C’Jo(m])- If §C,j0 (waj) = §C,j0 (w7j)7 we denote them by SC,jO (waj)
and call it the asymptotic decay rate. Under Assumption [I.2] the following property holds.
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Proposition 2.1. For every (z,j), (2, j) € Z2 x So, §Cj0(:13,j) = §Cj0(m’,j’) and e jo(x,§) =
ECJO (m/’j/)'

For ¢ € N2, this proposition can be proved in a manner similar to that used in the proof of
Proposition 2.3 of Ozawa [6]. In the case where ¢ = (1,0) and ¢ = (0,1), using fl,;-{l} and /_1;-{2}
instead of Ai{ii}, respectively, it can also be proved. We, therefore, omit the proof of Proposition
Hereafter, we denote §c7j0 (x, ), &cjo(x,7) and & j, (, j) by §cvj0, €c.jo and &g j,, Tespectively.

Let 711} be a nonnegative block matrix derived from 71} by restricting the state space of the
level to N x Z, i.e., 7} = (Tili/;a:,a:’ e N x Z+>. Analogously define 712} and T2} ie.,

T = (1) 2.0/ € Zy x N) and T2 = (78070, 2/ € N?). For a € {{1},{2},{1,2}}, let

x, )

b = (i)gm,> be the potential matrix of T, i.e.,

o0

o =3 (19)".

n=0
We assume the following condition throughout the paper.

Assumption 2.1. T, T gnd T2 are irreducible and aperiodic.

This condition implies Assumption[I1.2] By Theorem 5.1 of Ozawa [5], we have, for any direction
vector ¢ € N2, every & = (r1,22) € N? such that 1 = 1 or oo = 1, every I € Zi and every
J1,J2 € So,

lim ! log [Ci){l’z} livjo = —sup{(c,0);0 e T{112}, (2.13)

n—oco N, x,nc+l

Analogous results also hold in the case where ¢ = (1,0) and ¢ = (0,1). Hence, we immediately
obtain the following.

Lemma 2.2. We have, for every jo € Sy,
< 5(1,0)4'0 < sup{f; € R; (61,62) € T for some 05 € R}, (2.14)
< 57(071)@ < sup{fhy € R; (61,02) € T for some 6, € R}, (2.15)

£10)

$0140
and for c € N?,

€, < Eego < sup{(c,6);0 € 2y, (2.16)
Remark 2.1. For ¢ € Z4 \ {(0,0)} and jo € Sy, if §C7j0 = &c.jy, we have for every n € N that
Enejo = Néejo-

Remark 2.2. Forc € Z?&- \ {(0,0)} and jo,j € So, let fcj,,i(2) be the generating function of the
sequence {D(O,jo)7(nc7j)}n217 i.e., f&jo,j('z) = Z’Zozl z"l}(07]—0)7(nc7j). In Section we will see that the
point z = e=*Jo is a pole or algebraic branch point of the complex function fe j, j(2). This leads us
tO écij = 60,]'0 °

For ¢ € Z4+ \ {(0,0)}, let §c be the minimum of §C7j0 in jo € Sp and & that of &, in jo € Sp if

it exists, i.e.,

= min . = min i
§c Jo€So §c’]07 e Jo€So é-c’]o

In Section E|, it will be shown that the value of & io does not depend on jjg.
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3 Convergence domains

3.1 DMatrix-valued generating functions of the occupation measure

Let v, (z,w) be the matrix-valued generating function of the occupation measure defined as

oy i x1,,T2
Ui(z,w) = g ZHWTEV (g 20)

(z1,22)€Z3\{(0,0)}
which is decomposed as
V(2 w) = U (4,0)(2) + D (0, (W) + Dy (2, w), (3.1)

where

*0) ZZ V(xlo V(O* Zw VOxQ

xll xo=1

xl
**) 2 w Z Z z 11,12)'

r1=1x9=1
Let D1}, D2} DIL2} and D be the convergence domains of the generating functions defined as

D} = the interior of {(61,69) € R?; 19(*,0)(601) < 00, entry-wise},
D2} = the interior of {(61,62) € R?; 19(0,*)(602) < 00, entry-wise},
D2} = the interior of {(61,60;) € R?; 19(*,*)(6917692) < 0o, entry-wise},
D = the interior of {(61,62) € R 0.(e%, %) < 0o, entry-wise},

where we use moment-generating-function-type expression so that the defined domains become
convex sets. We also define D({)l} and D(EQ} as

Dél} = the interior of {0; € R; 19(*70)(601) < oo, entry-wise},
Déz} = the interior of {2 € R; 19(07*)(602) < 0o, entry-wise}.
By Proposition we have D112} « DU} and D112} ¢ D2} Hence, by , we have
D = Dt 0Dl npit2t = pl2}h (3.2)

Furthermore, in a manner similar to that used in the proof of Theorem 5.2 of Ozawa [5], we obtain
by Lemma [2.2] the following.

Proposition 3.1.

bV ¢ it (3.3)
Di  [rfHe, (34)
pit2  [pithjes q [pi2hjee o [pit2hes, (3.5)

In the following subsections, we obtain relations among the domains.
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3.2 DMatrix-valued generating functions of the potential matrices

Let @il(}* 0)( z) and @f(}o *)( w) be the matrix-valued generating functions of the potential matrices
defined as
W - N gl 2 e S w2l
Oy e0y(2) = Z 'm0y a0 = Z W2 (0,5
Tr1=—00 To=—00

where € Z x Z4 for pl! g* 0)( z) and ® € Z4 X Z for pl? go i (w). The matrix-valued generating

function @1 (2} )(z w) have already been defined in Section [2, Because of space-homogeneity, we
have

{1} Lol {2} _ e gtl)

(xl,xg),(*,o)( ) 1CI)(O CEZ) (* 0) (Z) (I)(fﬂl,iﬂ2),(0,*) (w) = W 2(1)(271,0),(0,*) (U}) (36)

According to Ozawa and Kobayashi [4], we define matrices corresponding to ones called G-
matrices in the queueing theory. For i, j € {—1,0, 1}, define the following matrix-valued generating
functions:

22}( ) = Z zi/A:{,%;.Q}, Al{;g}(w) = Z wj,Az{;’,Q}.

i'e{-1,0,1} j'e{-1,0,1}

Recall that the matrix-valued generating function A{ 2} (z,w) has already been defined in Section

{12}( {1, 2}(

Let x(z,w) be the spectral radius of A w), i.e., x(z,w) = spr(As w)). Since x(z,w) is

1,2 -
the reciprocal of the convergence parameter of Ai,*’ } (z,w) when z and w are positive real numbers,
we have

2 = £(6,05) € R% (e, ) < 11

Under Assumption Ai}f}(l, 1) is irreducible and aperiodic. Furthermore, in a manner similar
to that used in the proof of Lemma 2.2 of [4], we see that I't12} is bounded. Since y(eft,e?) is

convex in (01, 62) € R?, the closure of 12} is a convex set. For i € {1,2}, let @{1’2} and Q;-{m} be
the extreme points of T112} defined as

éi{L?} = sup{#; € R; (61,6-) € 12} for some 05_; € R},
QZ{LQ} = inf{6; € R; (01, 602) € 12} for some 05_; € R}.
For 6, € [9{1 2 9{1’2}] let 1,(01) and 7j2(61) be the two real solutions to equation x(e 01 ef2) = 1,

counting multiplicity, where Q2(91) < 7j2(61). We analogously define Ql(ﬁg) and 71 (602). For n>1,
define the following set of index sequences:

k n
I = {’i(n) €{-1,0,1}" > iy > 0for ke {1,2,..,n—1} and ¥ i = _1},
=1 =
where i(") = (41,12, ...,ip), and define the following matrix functions:
Dln Z A£122} A£112}( ) AillQ}( ),
i(n) €S 1 ’
DQ,n(U)) = Z Afll’z}( )A;{;’ 2}( ) Al{:?}( )
i(n)ejn

11



Define matrix functions G1(z) and Ga(w) as
Gi(z) =) Din(2), Ga(w) =) Dyn(w).
n=1 n=1

By Lemma 4.1 of [4], these matrix series absolutely converge entry-wise in z € Ae Qim},eéfl’z} and
w E Aeﬂélg} Py respectively. We call G1(z) and Ga(w) the G-matrix functions generated from
triplets {Aiifl} (z),Ai}dQ}(z),Ai}i2}(z)} and {A{_ll’?*}(w), Aé};Q}(w),Ai};Z} (w)}, respectively. The G-
matrix functions G1(z) and Gy(w) satisfy the following matrix quadratic equations:
A2 (2 + ALY ()G () + AL ()G ()° = G 2), (3.7)
AU () + AL () Ga(w) + AL (w)Ga(w)? = Galw) (38)

12} p{1,2) o
1 et ], the Perron-Frobenius eigenvalue

(1.2} p{L2)

27 e% 7], that of Ga(y)

is given by el (198Y) e spr(Ga(y)) = e (°8Y) By Lemma 4.2 of [4], G1(z) is entry-wise analytic

in the open annular domain A 12 ,11.2) and Ga(w) is entry-wise analytic in A 12y ,1.2p. The
e1 el e2 e 2

From Proposition 2.5 of [4], we see that, for x € [e?

of G1(z) is given by €21°8?) i spr(Gy(z)) = 21°8?) and for y € [e?

convergence domain of G (e1) is given by the open interval [F{lz}}{l} = (Q{LQ}, 5%1’2}) and that of

Gg(eeQ) by [F{LQ}]{Q} _ (Q;LQ},@(L%).
For 7,5 € {0,1}, define the following matrix-valued generating functions:

AlY= = Y Al Alw = 3 WAl
ire{—1,0,1} j'e{-1,0,1}
and consider 1d-QBD-type block matrices K{1}(z) = (KQ‘E}I/2 (2);x9,2h, € Zy) whose nonzero
blocks are given by the twins {Ailo}(z), Ai}1}(z)} and the triplet {Ai}i} (2), Ai’lo’g}(z), Ai}l’g}(z)} and
K (w) = (Kgf}m/1 (w); x1, 2} € Z4) whose nonzero blocks are given by the twins {A({)i}(w)7 Af*} (w)}
and the triplet {A{_ll’?*} (w), A({)}f}(w), Aff} (w)}. For the 1d-QBD-type block matrices K{}(z) and

K12}(2), the hitting measures from level k to level 0 are given by G1(2)* and Go(w)¥, respectively.
Hence, we have

{1} _ kgil} {2} _ kg {2}
©0.1),000)(2) = G1(2)"2(00) (10)(2)s P10, 0,0 (W) = G2(w)" P g ) (00 (w). (3.9)

Hereafter, we denote @8}0),(*’0)(2') and <IJ‘({§7}O)’(O,*) (w) by @il}(z) and @iz}(w), respectively. By

and (2.5)), the convergence domain of @il}(eel) is given by F({)l} and that of ®i2}(ea2) by F({)Q}. By
(3.6)), we have

B w07 = G (), (o1,22) €2 x 2, (3.10)
(1)51},302),(0,*) (w) = waGg(z)mfbiQ}(w), (x1,m2) € Zy X Z. (3.11)

In terms of G1(z) and Ga(2), @il}(z) and <I>i2}(w) are represented as

n

() =3 (A + AR EG) = (1- 406 - AB GG ) (3.12)

n=0

5% (w) = 3 (A (w) + A% )Ga(w) " = (1 - 4P w) A @)Gaw)) " (313)

n=0

12



and this implies that
" = {01 € Ryspr(al (") + A ()G (™)) < 1},
DY = {62 € Rispr(Af () + AP )Ga(e™) < 1).

—

3.14)
3.15)

—

3.3 Convergence domains of the generating functions

By the definition of V%mf 22) and I/gl} 12)7 WE have

o0 o0

- _ Paty; - _ {2}
V(xp)(2) = Z Y (21,0)’ V(0. (W) = Z m’/(om)

r1=—00 Tog=—00

Hence, from ([2.10)), (3.10) and (3.7)), we obtain

Uis0)(2) = —(D(, O)A{l}o + ’9(0,1)14({)%1 + '9(1,1)A£1£,2E1)‘1>il}(2)

- s

AN (2,G1(2)) - Gi(2)Gi(2)F 1ol (), (3.16)

t>

where

AP (2,G1(2) = AP () + AR (2)G1(2) + A (2)G1(2)2, AP () = Y Al
1€{0,1}

and from , and (3.8 ,

Do, (w) = = (D, )A{ }0 + Do, 1)A{ ! (1,1)A{_1£,2_}1)‘I’ﬂ{«2}(w)
+ 5 Doy (AL (Ga(w), w) — Go(w))Ga(w) 10 (w), (3.17)

where

AL} (@a(w),w) = AU (w) + Al ) Go(w) + AT (w)Ga(w)?, A w) = 3 wiall
je{0,1}

By (B.16) and (3.17), the convergence domains D} and D% satisfy the following.

Proposition 3.2. We have
(D N2 arite, ¢ pft (3.18)
D N2 Are, ¢ pi? (3.19)

Proof. For s; € (Qil’Q}, éfm}) = [F{I’Q}]{l}, G1(e®) is entry-wise finite and we have cp(G1(e®!)) =

—1,(s1) (

e see Proposition 5.1 of [4]). Recall that the lower asymptotic decay rate § 0.1 satisfies

bl )

§(0 Ny = sup{fs € R; (01,60:) € DI} for some 6; € R}.

Set z = e°! for s1 € [I’{LQ}]{l}. By the Cauchy-Hadamard theorem, if QQ(Sl) < §(0 1y the matrix-
valued series in converges entry-wise. The condition that s; € [[{1 2}]{1} and 1, (s1) < § So)

is equivalent to one that s; € [D{% b 2}]{1} (see Fig. 2 ' Furthermore, if s; € F{ b o [F{l}]{l},

{1}( $1) is entry-wise finite. Hence, if s; € [D2 n {12k 0 F{l}]{l}, D (4,0)(€’) is entry-wise finite
and we obtain (3.18]). Inclusion relation (3.19) can analogously be obtained. O
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Figure 2: Convergence domain

{12}

(xra2) W€ have

Next, we consider the domain D. By the definition of ©

[e.9]

(nw)= 33wl

T1=—00 L2=—00

Hence, from (2.12) and (2.3), we obtain
19*(27, ’UJ) = —(19(170)A£11}:0 + ﬁ(O,l)Aé?il + D(l’l)A{ia}jil)q)ilg}(Z, U))
+ 000y () (AL (2 w) — AL 2 w)) @l (2 w)
+ Doy (W) (A (2, w) — AL (2, w) 08 (2, w), (3.20)

where, for o € {{1},{2},{1,2}}, we set AZ.(z,w) = >, i cr-101) z:“uﬂ'?A%’i2 and denote the
{1,2}

matrix-valued generating function @'/ *)(z, w) by @im}(z, w). Since the convergence domain
of @il’Q}(eol,e(h) is given by I'''2} we immediately obtain the following.
Proposition 3.3. We have

DI N D% qril2her (3.21)

4 Asymptotics of the occupation measure

4.1 Identifying the convergence domains

Recall that the convergence domains of @il}(eel), oY (e%2) and @il’Q}(eel,e%) are given by the
regions I‘él}, FéQ} and I'{1:2} respectively. Hence, in order to make it possible that @il}(z), % (w)
and CIDim}(z, w) are simultaneously finite, we assume the following condition throughout the paper.

Assumption 4.1. Tt N nr{h2h £ g,

Furthermore, in order to make it possible that the matrix-valued series in (3.16]) and (3.17)) as

well as &1} (z) and ol (w) are simultaneously finite, we assume the following condition throughout
the paper.

Assumption 4.2. T N D N2 £ ¢ gnd DI 0T N2 £ g,

14



Remark 4.1. The conditions in Assumption [{.3 may be derived from other assumptions.

We

assume it to make our discussion simple. The former condition ensures that the right hand side
of (3.16)) is finite for some positive point z, and the latter one that the right hand side of (3.17)) is

finite for some positive point w.
For ¢ € {1,2}, let é}i} and Qz{i} be the extreme points of I‘({)i} defined as

ol =

)

sup 6;, Q{i}: inf 6;.

. ? i
QiEF({)Z} eiEFé ’

By the definition of F({)l}, F({)2} and T'11:2} we have
ri c gy, i o i)y,
and this leads us to
1,2 1 {1 7{1,2 1,2 2 7{2 7{1,2
o <oft <ol <o, o) <o <o <0t
We introduced the following optimization problem in Section

Maximize s; + s2,
subject to 51 < sup{01 € R;(01,02) € i n A{2}(82) N T2 for some 0y € ]R} ,
59 < Sup{02 € R;(61,602) € A{l}(sl) N T2 N {2 for some 0 € R} )

The restriction of the optimization problem corresponds to

AO(SI) C [F{l} N A{Q}(82> N 1’\{1,2}]?13}7
Ao(s2) € A (sy) D& a2l

(4.3)

(4.4)
(4.5)

where for s € R, Ag(s) = (—o0,s). Under Assumption this optimization problem is feasible.
Since the regions '}, T'{2} and T'{1:2} are convex sets, it has a unique optimal solution (s7,53),

which satisfy

Ao(s7) = [P N A (s5) n 00258,
Ao(s3) = [ (s T F{1,2}]?§}7

and the optimal solution is given as
s1= sup{91 € R; (01,0,) € T A [02her A 112} for some 65 € R} ,

85 = sup{92 € R; (61,60;) € 11 a0 A 112} for some 6 € R} .
By Proposition |3.2] we obtain the following.
Proposition 4.1. Ag(s}) C Dél} and Ao(s3) C Dé2}.
Proof. Define functions fi(s) and fa(s) as

fi(s) =sup {91 € R; (01, 0,) € T n AL () n L2 for some 6 € R} ,

fa(s) = sup {92 € R; (61,05) € A () nT n{h2 for some 6; € R} ,

15

(4.6)
(4.7)



/|11 A2

L

N

g Al L4
Qi} gi}

Figure 3: Function f;(s)

and set fo1(s) = fi(fa2(s)). For some sq in the closure of {1 N 1"{1’2}]{2}, fi(s) is increasing in
s < spand fi(s) = 07%1} for s > sg (see Fig. . For some s, in the closure of [1“{2}(71“{1,2}]{1}7 fa(s)is
increasing in s < s{, and fa(s) = 5;2} for s > s(. Furthermore, since the closure of {42} is a convex
set, fi(s) is concave in s € [} ﬁf{m}]{Q} (see Fig.|3) and fa(s) is concave in s € [F{2}HF{1’2}]{1}.
We have s7 = fi(s3), s5 = fa(s]) and s7 = fa1(s]). Hence, f21(s) is increasing in s < sj and
fo1(s) = st for s > st. Furthermore, since fa;(s) is concave in s € [['{% N F{m}]{l}, we see that if
s < s7, then fa1(s) > s. From the proof of Proposition we also see that if the matrix-valued
generating function f/(*,o)(eal) converges for #; < s, then 19(07*)(692) converges for 6y < fo(s) and
19(*’0)(601) does for 61 < fai(s).

Under Assumption we have §(17 e & nri 2}]{1} Suppose 5 ) < st. Then, we have

fa1(€ (10) ) > §(1,0) and D, o) (e”) converges for 0; < f21(§(170 ). This contradlcts the definition

of § LoV Hence, we must have §(1 0) > 57, ie., Ao(s]) C Dél}, Another inclusion relation can
analogously be obtained. O

By Proposition U(0)(2) is analytic in 2z € AesT
Hence, if z = €1 and w = €2 are singular points of ¥, ¢y(2) and ¥ g ,)(w), respectively, we obtain
the following.

and D« (w) is analytic in w € A .

Theorem 4.1. Dél} = Ao(s7) and D({)Q} = Ao(s3).
Before proving the theorem, we define real values 0} and 3 as

éi‘ = sup{el - R; (91, 92) € [F{Z}]ex N F{1’2} for some 92 S R},
é;‘ = sup{fs € R; (01,02) € [F{l}]em AT2} for some 01 € R}.

Proof of Theorem[{.1 Since this theorem can be proved in a manner similar to that used in Ozawa
and Kobayashi [4] and Ozawa [7], we give only an outline. Denote by a(z) the matrix-valued series
appearing on the right hand side of (3.16)), i.e.,

9=3 v

k=1

ANz Gi(2) = Gi(2)Gi (), (4.10)

t>
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Figure 4: An example of case (C4: s =0}, s3 = @2})

and recall that @il}(z) is represented as a matrix-valued series by (3.12)). According to (4.6, we
consider the following cases (see Fig. 4)):

(C1) st =01,

(C2) st =0 < a1,

(C3) st =0 = g < 911
(C4) st =07 < 0,

where we always have éfl} < 971(1’2} and éf < éflg}.
First, we consider the case of C1. The point z = €1 = e is a brunch point of G1(z) with
order one (see Lemma 4.7 of 4] and Corollary 3.1 and Lemma 3.3 of [7]). Hence, by (4.10) and

(3.12)), z = €*1 is also a brunch point of a(z) and @il}(z), and we see by (3.16) that it is a brunch
point of &, o) (2).

Second, we consider the case of C2. By , we see that z = e’1 = eefl} is a pole of @il}(z)
with order one (see Propositions 5.3 and 5.4 of [4]). On the other hand, since si < 0%, a(z)
converges at z = e*l and it is analytic at the same point (see Proposition 5.1 of [4]). Furthermore,
we see that a(e®1) is nonzero (see Lemma 5.3 of [4]). Hence, the point z = €1 is a pole of U(x0)(2)
with order one.

Third, we consider the case of C3. In this case, the point z = e*1 = eél{l} = €% is also a pole

512

of @il}(z) with order one (see discussion above). Since we have s§ = 0@2} =1,(s1) < 05, the point
w = 6D is a pole of (0.4)(w), where cp(G(e1)) = ¢ (1) (see the proof of Lemma 5.5 (2) in
[]). Hence, by , we see that z = €1 is a pole of a(z) with order one, and it is a pole of
U (4,0)(2) with order two (see Lemma 5.5 (2) of [4]).

Finally, we consider the case of C4. Since s] < H_il}, @il}(z) converges at z = e1. Because
of the same reason as C3, the point z = ¢*1 is a pole of a(z) with order one, and it is a pole of
U (40)(2) with order one.

As a result, we see that the point z = el is a singular point of 19(*70)(2) in all the cases.
Analogously, we can see that the point w = €2 is always a singular point of U0, (w). O

Let I" be a region defined as

= [F{l}}ea: N [F{Q}]ex N F{1’2}.
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Under Assumption the convergence domains Dél} and Déz} are represented as
1 * 2 *
Df" = (—o0,s1) = [T]5), DI = (00, 3) = [1)55). (4.11)
The convergence domain D is given as follows.

Theorem 4.2. We have
D= [D{l} N D{2} N F{I,Z}}ex _ [F]ex. (412)

Proof. From Proposition we obtain D C [['{121e# Obviously, we have D ¢ DI} n D2},
Hence, we obtain

D c D n D rit2her,
Suppose there exists a point (s1, s2) € R? such that
(s1,s2) € (DI N D2 A r{t2hes)\ (pI} A D A pit2her,

where s1 < s% and s2 < s3. Then, for every (s}, s) € R? such that s; < s} < s} and sy < s < s,
we have (s),sh) ¢ T2 By ([@.6), if s2 < 5, this implies s§ < s1; By ([&7), if s1 < s}, it implies
s5 < s9. Hence, we get a contradiction. As a result, we obtain

D A D A [{L2Ner — (p(1} A D2} A piL2her

and, from (3.21)), the first equality of (4.12)) is derived. By (4.11]), the second equality of (4.12)) is

obvious. O

4.2 Asymptotic decay rates and functions

With respect to the asymptotic decay rates and functions of the occupation measure, we can also
derive the same results as those obtained in Ozawa and Kobayashi [4] and Ozawa [0, [7]. In this
subsection, we summarize them.

We note that the singular points of the matrix-valued generating functions &, o)(z) and (g ,)(w)
that determine the asymptotic nature of the occupation measure are poles and branch points with
a finite order. Furthermore, such a singular point for &, ¢y(2) is common to all the entries of
V(4,0)(2). Hence, the upper asymptotic decay rates in directions (1,0) and (0,1) are identical to
the corresponding lower asymptotic decay rates and they do not depend on the phase state, i.e.,

for every jo € So. £.,0)40 = (1) j, = £(1.0)d0 = €(1,0) and £0,1).0 = So1)jo = S0.1).50 = &o,1)- For

other directions, the same result also holds. From Theorem the asymptotic decay rates & )
and §(g,1) is given as follows.

Theorem 4.3. We have {1 o) = s7 and §(o 1) = 5.

In a manner similar to that used in [6, [7], the asymptotic decay rates & is given as follows (see
Section 4.1 of [6] and Theorem 2.2 of [7]).

Theorem 4.4. For ¢ € N?, we have

e = min{sup{(c, 0);0 c pitn I‘{LQ}}, sup{(c,0);0 € D n F{l’z}}} , (4.13)

where [DU] 1y = DY = 1%, and [P ) = DIY = [1)53,.
Remark 4.2. We can obtain a more specific expression for the asymptotic decay rate &, see
Theorem 2.1 of [7].
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For ¢ € Z%\ {(0,0)}, let he(n) be the asymptotic decay function of the occupation measure
satisfying, for some nonzero matrix g.,
lim Une
n—oo he(n)

=dec-

In a manner similar to that used in the proof of Theorem 2.1 of [4], we obtain the following (also
see the proof of Theorem |4.1|).

Theorem 4.5. If ¢ = (1,0) or ¢ = (0,1), then

nfée_syf”, if s7= 9?1’2}, for some [ € {0,1,3,5,...},
h(1,0) (n) = ne s, if 81 = 9?1} = éf < 9*%1,2}7 (4.14)
e , otherwise,

n_%e*%”, if 55 = %172}’ for somel € {0,1,3,5,...},
h(o,l)(n) =9 ne 52", if 5 = 5;2} =05 < 9_51’2}, (4.15)
—s3n

e otherwise.

In a manner similar to that used in the proof of Theorem 2.2 of [7], we obtain the following.
Theorem 4.6. For ¢ = (c1,c2) € N2, we have
/

_1 - _ _ _ _
hc(n) — n 2e€ £cn7 Zf772<3>{) < 8;; 771(85) < ST and 77/2(81() < _% < 771(33) 17 (416)
eten otherwise.

5 Asymptotics of the hitting measure
From , we obtain

(o]
g' = iroi; = ilTo Z(TT)n- (5.1)
n=0

Hence, the hitting measure of the nonnegative matrix 7" is the occupation measure of the transpose
of T. We know that the potential matrix of the transpose of a nonnegative matrix is identical
to the transpose of the potential matrix of the original nonnegative matrix and the convergence
parameter of the transpose of a nonnegative matrix is identical to the convergence parameter of the
original nonnegative matrix. This implies that the asymptotic properties of the hitting measure
can be obtained by using the results for the occupation measure. Furthermore, the convergence
domains and asymptotic decay rates of the occupation measure defined on the nonnegative matrix
T are given in terms of the regions 11}, T2} and I'{V2}. Hence, in order to obtain asymptotic
properties of the hitting measure, it suffices to demonstrate that those regions correspond to the
regions Fg}, Fg} and FE’Q}, respectively, in the case of T'T.

Represent T'" in block form as T'7T = (Um,m/; z,x € Zi), then its nonzero blocks are given as
follows: for & = (0,0),

(A", @ =(0,0),

U(o 0 = (Ag{,oiv x' = (1,0),
o (Ag24) ' =(0,1),
ASP)T 2 =(1,0),
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for = (1,0)
AT, z' = (0,0),
1
. A, 07 @ = (@1,0) € {(1,0),(2,0)}
1,0),x’ —
(o) AP)T, 2 =(0),
1,2
A2 )7 2= @4 D e {2 ), (1L1)
for & = (0, 1),
(Ag,l)Tv T’ = (070)7
D N A ()
01" = (A({)21}—m’2)T7 z' = (0,$/2) € {(0,1),(0,2)},
(AT )T 2l = (Lw) € {(1,2), (1, 1)},
for x = (1,1),
(Aql),l)—rv z' = (0,0),
(Ail—}x’l,l)T’ x = (x/ho) € {(170 ) 270)}7
U(l e = (A‘l{?l}—x,z)—r7 x' = (vaé) S {(07 1), (0, 2)}7
(A2 T @ = () € {(L1),(2,1),(2,2),(1,2))
for = (21,0) € Z>2 x {0},
E}% a' —x = () —1,0) € {~1,0,1} x {0},
Veroner = (A, )T @ - = (o] - o, 1) € {-1,0,1} x {1},

for x = (21,1) € Z>o x {1},

Al )T, ' —x= (2] —x1,-1) € {-1,0,1} x {1},

301 xl,

x7 7 12
: ;El D) @ —w = (@ — ey 1) € {=1,0,1} x {0,1},

for & = (0,22) € {0} X Z>2,

(A T, @ —x = (0,2 —x2) € {0} x {~1,0,1}

UO = 0,22 —xh
(0,x2),x (A{1,2} )‘I’7 = (1’$/2 —29) € {1} x {~1,0,1},

!
—lzo—x5

for € = (1,22) € {1} X Z>o,

(A2 T @ —x = (2] — 1,2 — a2) € {0,1} x {~1,0,1},

U (Aizav}z IQ)T’ x —x= (_171‘/2 - xZ) € {_1} X {_1703 ]-}7
(1,z2),x
1 ml,m—xQ
and for @ = (11, x) € Z2, and for &’ — x = (2] — 1,25 — x2) € {-1,0,1}?,
Upa = (A1, T, (5.2)

11— 1’1,1’2 oc2

The block structure of T'T is slightly different from that of T', but the difference between them
is restricted to near the boundaries and our results for the occupation measure can be applied to
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TT. According to , define blocks B{ 2 for i ,j € {-1,0,1} as B{1 2 = (A{1 2}) and let

Bi,* }(21, z9) be the matrix-valued generating function corresponding to A{ }(zl, z9) of T', defined
as

Bl nm) = 3 Bl = (P et )T

il,ige{fl,o,l} "
For z1,22 € Ry \ {0}, we have
ep(BLH (w1,22)) = ep(ALH (27,25 T) = ep(AL? (a7, 25)), (5.3)
and this leads us to
PR = {(01,0) € R% cp(AlP (70 e ®)) > 1)
= {(61,602) € R ep(BLY (e, %)) > 13. (5.4)

Hence, we see that the region F}{%’ Yor 7T corresponds to the region T'112} for T'. For i € {-1,0,1},

define Bi{l} and BZ{Q} in the same way as that used in defining f_l;-{l} and A;-{Q} in Section |1} To be
precise,

BZ-{l} = (Bf{l} /\; T2, Th € Z+) ,

i,(x2,x5)’
( A{—lgm if zo =0 and 24, = 0,
A{_li’,?l, if 2o =0 and 2§, =1,
{1} A{,li]:l, if 2o =1 and 24, = 0,
i(x2,2h) — A{_liﬁ}—r’g’ if 2o =1 and 2, — 1 € {0,1},
AEl{,?g—:té’ if zo > 2 and 2 — zo € {—1,0,1},
O, otherwise,
B = ( z{?ilx )3 T1, T € Z+)
A({)Z}w if z; =0 and 2} = 0,
A{_112L, if 2y =0 and 2} =1,
12} A?ip if 2y =1 and 2} =0,
i(x1,2)) — Fi} _» ifxp=Tland 2} —1€{0,1},
:’{Cf?ﬁi,—i’ if 27 > 2 and 2} — 21 € {-1,0,1},
0, otherwise.

By the definition, we have Bi{l} = (141{_11-})T and Bi{Q} = (A{_zi})T. Let Bil}(zl) and Biz}(zg) be
the matrix-valued generating functions corresponding to flil}(zl) and Ai2}(22) of T, respectively,
defined as

BMay= 3 ABY =@, B )= 3 AR =)

ie{-1,0,1} ie{-1,0,1}
We have
Fg} = {(61,62) € R cp(A{l}(e 91)) > 1 for some 6y € R}
= {(61,605) € R% cp(BI (€91)) > 1 for some 05 € R}, (5.5)
Fg} = {(01,60,) € R% p(A{2 (e7%)) > 1 for some 0, € R}
= {(61,05) € R% cp(BI¥ (€%2)) > 1 for some 0; € R}. (5.6)
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Hence, we see that the regions Fg} and Fg} for TT corresponds to the regions 'Y} and T'{2} for
T, respectively. As a result, replacing i, v and T2 with Fg}, Fg} and FE’Q}, respectively,
we obtain the asymptotic properties of the hitting measure by using the results in Section [4]

Here we mention only the asymptotic decay rates in directions ¢ = (1,0) and ¢ = (0, 1) for the
hitting measure. Consider the following optimization problem.

Maximize s; + s2,
subject to 1 <supq 6 € R;(01,602) € I‘g} N A{2}<82) N Fg,z} for some #, € R}, (5.7)

s9 < supq 6y € R;(01,09) € A{l}(sl) N Fg} N FEQ} for some 6; € R

Under Assumption this optimization problem is also feasible. Since the regions Fg}, I’g} and

I‘EQ} are convex sets, it has a unique optimal solution (s}‘m, s}‘m), which satisfy

SR1=— inf{91 € R; (61,0) e T 0 [02H)ez F{LZ}} : (5.8)
Sk = —inf{0p € R; (01,05) € M= A aritat}, (5.9)

The asymptotic decay rate of the hitting measure in direction ¢ = (1,0) is given by 8*le and that
in direction ¢ = (0,1) by sp 5.

6 Concluding remark

We defined the occupation measure and hitting measure for a nonnegative matrix having the
same block structure as the transition probability matrix of a 2d-QBD process, and obtained their
asymptotic properties. In the process of analysis, we used the G-matrix functions G1(z) and Ga(z),
defined in Section If z is a positive real number, each of (G1(2)",n > 1) and (G2(2)",n > 1)
corresponds to the hitting measure for a nonnegative matrix having the same block structure as
the transition probability matrix of a one-dimensional QBD process. In other words, we used one-
dimensional QBD-type models to analyze a two-dimensional QBD-type model. Our approach used
in the paper is useful in studying asymptotics of the stationary distribution in a three-dimensional
reflecting random walk (3d-RRW for short) [§], where the asymptotic properties of the hitting
measure for a nonnegative matrix of 2d-RRW type are used. A 2d-QBD process is a 2d-RRW with
a background process and our results can be applied to nonnegative matrices of 2d-RRW type.
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