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A CLASSIFICATION OF ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIORS OF
GREEN FUNCTIONS OF RANDOM WALKS IN THE QUADRANT

IRINA IGNATIOUK-ROBERT

AsTrACT. This paper investigates the asymptotic behavior of Green functions associated to
partially homogeneous random walks in the quadrant Z2 . There are four possible distributions
for the jumps of these processes, depending on the location of the starting point: in the interior,
on the two positive axes of the boundary, and at the origin (0, 0).

With mild conditions on the positive jumps of the random walk, which can be unbounded,
a complete analysis of the asymptotic behavior of the Green function of the random walk killed
at (0,0) is achieved. The main result is that eight regions of the set of parameters determine
completely the possible limiting behaviors of Green functions of these Markov chains. These
regions are defined by a set of relations for several characteristics of the distributions of the
jumps.

In the transient case, a description of the Martin boundary is obtained and in the positive
recurrent case, our results give the exact limiting behavior of the invariant distribution of a
state whose norm goes to infinity along some asymptotic direction in the quadrant. These limit
theorems extend results of the literature obtained, up to now, essentially for random walks whose
jump sizes are either 0 or 1 on each coordinate.

Our approach relies on a combination of several methods: probabilistic representations of
solutions of analytical equations, Lyapounov functions, convex analysis, methods of homogeneous
random walks, and complex analysis arguments.
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1. INTRODUCTION

For a transient Markov chain (Z(n)) on an infinite countable state space £ determining
all possible limits of the associated Martin kernel, the Martin boundary, is an important and
difficult problem in general. By the Poisson-Martin representation theorem, it gives the Martin
compactification of the state space, an integral representation of all non-negative harmonic
functions. For an introduction to the theory of Martin boundary for countable Markov chains,
see the classical references Doob [5] and Dynkin [6].

The characterization of the Martin boundary for homogeneous random walks in Z? has been
obtained in Ney and Spitzer [23], via a set of technical estimates related to the local central limit
theorem. The Martin boundary has been also identified for random walks on free groups, hyperbolic
graphs and Cartesian products. See Woess [25] for a thorough presentation of boundary theory of
random walks.

There are few results for more general Markov chains. For random walks on non-homogeneous
trees, the Martin boundary has been obtained in Cartier [3]. Doney [4] identified the Martin
boundary of homogeneous random walks (Z(n)) on Z killed on the negative half-line of Z. For
space-time random walks (S(n))=(n, Z(n)) associated to a homogeneous random walk Z(n) on Z
killed on the negative half-line, the Martin boundary is obtained in Alili and Doney [1]. The proof
of these results relies on the one-dimensional structure of these processes.

The Martin boundary for partially homogeneous random walks killed or reflected on a half-space
or a cone of Z% has been identified with large deviation techniques, Choquet-Deny theory and ratio
limit theorems of Markov-additive processes. See Ignatiouk [12, 13, 14].

Random Walks on Z3. In this paper we consider a partially homogeneous random walk (Z(n))
on Zﬁ_ with the following characteristics: the distribution of its jumps is
a) 1 in the interior of Z2; b) po at 0=(0,0);
¢) 1 in {0}x(Z4\{0}); d) 2 i (Z:\{0})x{0};
The possible negative jumps are either 0 or —1 on each coordinate for p, p1 and po.
When it is transient, the Green function G of the Markov chain is, for j, kEZi,

+o0o
G(j. k) = 3" Pi(Z(n)=k).
n=0

The strict hitting time of 0=(0,0) is denoted as

70 < inf{k>0: Z(k)=(0,0)}

and the Green function of the Markov chain killed at 0 is, for jeZ3, k€Z2\{0},

9. k) < ST Pi(Z(n) = k,n<mo).
n>0

Exact Asymptotics of Green Functions. The Martin Kernel being the ratio of two Green
functions, its limiting behavior can be obtained from the exact asymptotics of G(j, k) when k goes
to infinity. Ney and Spitzer [23] determines the Martin boundary of homogeneous random walks
in Z% in this way.

It is easily seen that, for j, keZ2\{0},

G(]a k) = g(j7 k) + G(]v 0)9(07 k) and G(O’ k) = G(Ov 0)9(07 k):

which gives a relation between the asymptotic behaviors of the Green functions k—G(j, k) and
k—g(j, k).

This type of asymptotic analysis can also be used to investigate positive recurrent Markov
chains. The invariant distribution 7 is represented with the Green function of the Markov chain
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killed at 0, for keZ3,

+oo
(1.1) m(k) =m(0) Y Po (Z(n)=k,n<ro) = 7(0)g(0, k),
n=0

The limiting behavior of k—g(0,k) gives therefore the asymptotic behavior of the invariant
distribution of a state k going to infinity.

Convergence to Infinity. For jeZi, we will investigate the asymptotic behavior of g(j,k) as
k=(k1,ko)€Z3 gets large in several ways.
(1) With direction ue€S! ={z=(21,22)€R? : ||z||=2]+23=1},

min(ky, ko) — +00, and |:” — .

(2) Along the axes.
The quantity ko€Z is fixed and k;—+o00, and the symmetrical case by exchanging the
variables k1 and k».

The case (1) is the classical set of asymptotic behaviors considered in general. As we will see, the
asymptotics of the Green function for the case (2) are different from the case (1), they exhibit
interesting behaviors. They have also been considered in Kobayashi and Miyazawa [16] for random
walks with jumps of size 1. Note that there is a slight abuse of terminology for (2) since, strictly
speaking, the cases u=(1,0) and u=(0,1) of (1) are also “along the axes”.

A Functional Equation. A functional equation for generating functions of the Green function
of the Markov chain killed at 0 plays a central role in our study. It is expressed as, for j EZ?|r and
(x,7) in a convenient subset of C2,

(1.2)  (1=P(z,y))(H;(2,y)—H;(x,0)~H;(0,y))
holds, where the quantity (L;(x,y)) is a known function and
(1) (Hj(z,y)) is the generating function of (g(j, k), k€Z2);
(2) P(z,y) is the generating function of p at (z,y), the distribution of the jumps in the interior
of Z2. The quantity Q(z,y)=zy(1—P(z,y)) is in general referred to as the kernel;
(3) For i=1, 2, ¢;(x,y) is the generating function of y; at (x,y).
In most of studies on the asymptotic behavior of Green functions or invariant measures of random
walks in the quadrant, there is always an associated functional equation similar to equation (1.2).

Literature. We now give a brief presentation of the existing asymptotic results for non-
homogeneous random walks in the quadrant.

(1) Nearest neighbor random walks: Jumps of size 0 or 1 on each coordinate.

In this case, the kernel (zy(1—P(z,y))) is a polynomial of degree at most 2 in each variable.
In the positive recurrent case, by using methods of complex analysis on elliptic curves, the
asymptotic behavior of the invariant distribution along lines of Zi has been obtained in
the early work Malyshev [21] in 1973. Following these ideas, extensions of these results
have been established in Kurkova and Malyshev [18], Kurkova and Raschel [19], and Li
and Zhao [20], but, as in the original paper [21], only when positive jumps are of size 1.
See Fayolle et al. [8] for a general presentation and additional references therein.

In the positive recurrent case, Kobayashi and Miyazawa [16] determines the exact
domain of convergence of the generating function of stationary distribution and obtains
the asymptotic behavior of the stationary distribution.

In both cases, [16] and [21], the analysis relies in an essential way on the explicit
representation of the roots of the quadratic function (xy(1—P(z,y))). This is the main
limitation of this type of approach.
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(2) For positive recurrent random walks with unbounded positive jumps, exact asymptotics of
the stationary measure have been investigated in Borovkov and Mogulskii [2] with large
deviation techniques. The asymptotics are considered for interior directions of Sl+. Some
constants do not seem to be explicitly determined in the limit results of this reference. In
particular, it is not clear how the limiting behavior of the invariant distribution of a state
going to infinity depends on the asymptotic direction ueSi_.

(3) Positive recurrent random walks with unbounded positive jumps have also been analyzed
in Kobayashi and Miyazawa [17] from the point of view of tail asymptotics. For these
asymptotics, a line of Zi associated to a fixed vector is going to infinity in the sense that
its distance to (0,0) is going to infinity. The quantity considered for the tail asymptotics
is the invariant distribution of all states of Z3 above this line. The exact domain of
convergence of the generating function of the invariant distribution is obtained and, with
methods of Markov-additive processes, exact tail asymptotics with explicit constants are
derived.

(4) Ignatiouk et al. [15] has investigated transient random walks in the quadrant Z3 with
unbounded positive jumps, the size of negative jumps is not necessarily 1 but bounded.
An additional assumption in [15] is that the random walk escapes to the infinity along
the horizontal axis and the vertical axis. With methods of local Markov-additive processes
and complex analysis arguments, the exact asymptotics of the Green function are obtained.
They are expressed in terms of asymptotics of Green functions of random walks in half-
plane, i.e. with one boundary removed. Our present paper shows that such a result is
wrong in general, both boundaries play a role in fact in several of our convergence results.

A Quick Presentation.
A significant part of our paper is devoted to the definition and the properties of the classification in
eight regions of the space of parameters. It is defined as a set of relations for several characteristics
associated to the distributions of the jumps p, w;, i1€{1,2}. For each region of this classification,
an investigation of the analyticity properties of the generating functions functions Hj, j€ZJ and
the study of the nature of their dominant singularities are achieved. With these results, the exact
asymptotics of the Green function (g(j, k), j, kEN?) are derived. They are stated in Theorems 3
and 4 of Section 2.

We now give a sketch of the general method used to obtain these convergence results. Section 2
gives a much more detailed description of the contributions and also of the methods used.

A first step is of studying some solutions (z,y) of the equation Q(z,y)=ry(1—P(z,y))=0. This
is done by investigating the existence of a function Y (z) defined on a subset of C such that (z, Y (z))
is a zero of Q). By canceling the left-hand side of (1.2), it gives a relation between (H;(z,0)) and
(H;(0,Y(x))). An analogue study is done, by exchanging the roles of x and y, with (X(y),y).
After this step, an analytic continuation of (H;(0,Y (x))) is achieved and, with relation (1.2) it
gives an analytic continuation of (H,(z,0)). This is a difficult point and this is where a convenient
representation of (Y (x)) is crucial. In our approach, the key argument in this step is a probabilistic
representation of the function (Y (z)). Under general conditions, an expression of the functions
(H;(0,y)) and (H;(z,0)) is derived, and therefore an expression of (H,(z,y)), the generating
function of (g(j, k)). The last step uses this representation and, with complex analysis arguments,
one can derive the asymptotic behavior of (¢(j, k)) when k goes to infinity.

2. OVERVIEW OF THE RESULTS

General Notations. Throughout the paper, the following notations are used.

(1) For two points (z1,¥2), (z2,y2)ER?, the line segment in R? with the end-points (x1,ys)
and (z2,y2) is denoted by [(x1,y2), (22, 92)]. The unit circle of R% is

(2.1) SL X fw=(u,v)eR? : ||z|| = u+0v? = 1}.
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(2) For a€C and r>0, we denote by B(a,r) the open disk in C with center a and radius r. A
poly-disc of C? is the product of two open discs.
(3) For ro>r1>0, we let

C(ri,ra) ={x €C: ry <|z| <re} and C(ri,ra)={r€C: ry <|z| <2}
(4) For a subset B of [0, +z0o[?, we denote
def.
(2.2) QB) = {(z,y) € C*: (|, ly|) € B}.
A set B C [0,+00[? is logarithmically convex (vesp. strictly logarithmically convex) if, for

any z, y€B and \€[0, 1], z*y'~*€B, resp. 2 y' ~*€B when z#y. We denote by LogCH(B)
the logarithmic convex hull of B in [0, +o0[?, i.e. the smallest logarithmically convex set
of [0, +0o[? containing B.

To simplify some expressions, we will also use the notations, for a Co-function f on C2,

a:zrf(xvy): g%(m7y)’ ayf($7y) :%(xay)v
82 82 82
07, f (2,y) = T;:(wyy), 92, f(2,y) = axgy (x,y), 05, f(z,y) = afyjzc(wyy)

We now introduce the non-homogeneous random walks investigated in this paper.

2.1. Non-Homogeneous Random walks in Zi: Definitions and Assumptions. The
process Z(n)=(Z1(n), Z>(n)) on Z% is a Markov chain on Z% with transition probabilities given
for j:(jl,]z)eza_ by
w(k) if 71>0 and j2>0,

1(/{3) if 71>0 and 72=0,
,ug(k‘) if jo>0 and j;=0,

:U'O(k) if (j17j2):(0’0)7

where y is a probability measure on Z2, and p1, 2 and pg are sub-probability measures (positive

measures with total mass less or equal than 1) on, respectively, ZxZ,, Z, xZ and Zi.
Their generating functions, defined on their set of convergence in C?, are denoted by

(2.4) Play) = S uliaty®,
j=(J1,j2)€Z?
def. N g . def. . : ;
(2.5) () = > m@)ay?, de(zy) = Y pe(i)a
j=(j1,J2)€Z? i=(j1,J2)€Z?

(2.6) odo(z,y) def. Z ’uo(j)wjlyjz.

J=(J1,j2)€Z>

(2.3) Pj(Z(1) = j+k) &

The level sets D, D1 and D4 of these generating functions are defined as

2.7) D {(z,y) €0, 400> : P(z,y) <1}

and D; & {(z,y) €]0,+00[* : ¢i(z,y) <1}, ie{1,2}.

There are three main assumptions used in our results.
Assumption (A1)
(i) The homogeneous random walk associated to the distribution p is irreducible on Z?;
(ii) The generating function P is finite in a neighborhood of the set D in R?;
(iii) The set D has a non-empty interior.

Assumption (A2)
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(i) For j=(j1,j2)€Z?, u(j1,72)=0 if j1<—1 or jo<—1.

Assumption (A3)
(i) The random walk Z(n)=(Z1(n), Zs(n)) is irreducible on Z%;
(ii) The generating functions ¢1, ¢o and ¢ are finite in a neighborhood of the set D;
(11i) The sets DNDy1 and DNDy have a non-empty interior;
(iv) For j=(j1,j2)EZ?,
= 1, j2)=0 if j1<-1;
= p2(Jr, j2)=0 if j2<—1;
(v) There erxists j=(j1,j2)EZ? with j2>0 such that uyi(j1,72)>0;
(vi) There exists j=(j1,j2)€Z* with j1>0 such that ps(j1,j2)>0.

The Markov chain (Z(n)) killed at 0 and its Green function are now introduced.

Definition 1 (Killed Markov Chain). The return time of the process (Z(n)) to the origin 0=(0,0)
is defined by

o inf{n >1 : Z(n)=(0,0)}
and (Z,(n)) denotes a process with the distribution of the Markov chain (Z(n)) killed at 0. Its
Green function is defined by, for j, keZi,

(2.8) 9G.8) =L ST Pi(Zny(n Z P,(Z(n) =k, 7 > n).
n=0

A non-negative function » : Z2—Ry is said to be harmonic for the Markov chain (Z(n)) killed at
0 if, for jeZ2,
Ej((Z(1)); 70 > 1) = »(j).

The next proposition introduces key quantities used to define the different regions which
determine the asymptotic behavior of the Green function (g(j, k)). Its proof follows from Lemma 4.1
and Lemma 4.2 of Section 4. Figures 1, 2, 3 and 5 in Section C of the appendix illustrate some of
these definitions.

Proposition 2.1. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A3),

(1) the sets D1 and Dy are logarithmically conver and the set D is compact, strictly
logarithmically convex and does not intersect with the azes {(x,y)€R%x=0} and

{(z, y)eR?:y=0};
(2) There exist x%, x5 €]0, +oo[ and x* €]0, +oo such that Tp<zi, x*<z**, and
[z, 25 = {z€]0, +0<>[1 3y€]0,+00[, (z,y)eD},
[z*, 2] = {x€]0, +oo[: Fy€)0, +oo], (z,y)ED N D1}.
(3) There exist functions Y1, Yo : [z, x5 | —=[yp, y5'], such that, for x€[xp, 23], Y1(x)<Ya(x)
and
[Yi(z), Ya(2)] = {y€]0, o0l : (z,y)eD}.
For xe[x*P,w*P*], Yi(z), Ya(z) are the unique positive solutions of the equation P(z,y)=1,
and Yy (z)=Ya(x ) holds if and only if e{ap, vl

(4) There exist yp, Y5 €]0, +00] and y*,y**€]0, —|—oo[ such that yH<yp', y*<y**, and
[yp,yp] = {y€]07+00[ ]0 +oo[, (z,y)€D},

(5) There exist functions X1, Xg:[y};,y}‘; ]H[xp,xp] such that, foryelyp, ye], X1(y)<Xa(y)
and
[X1(y), Xa(y)] = {z€]0, +o0[ = (2,y)eD}.
For yelyp,yp'], X1(y), Xa(y) are the unique positive solutions of the equation P(x,y)=1,
and X1(y)=X2(y) holds if and only if ye{yp, vy}



CLASSIFICATION OF ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIORS OF GREEN FUNCTIONS 7

The relations DND;CD and DNDyCD give the inequalities
(2.9) p <ot <o <o¥ and yh <y <y <y
Note that, since the point (1,1) is an element of DND; and DNDs, one has also
(2.10) r <1<, gyt <1<yt

We now define four curves Sy1 , Si2, S21 and Sao on the boundary 9D of the set D. They are
also used in the definition of our classification.

(2.11) S L {(z,y) €0D : 9,P(z,y) <0, 9,P(z,y) < 0},
(2.12) Si2 & {(z,y) €D : 9,P(z,y) <0, 9,P(z,y) > 0},
(2.13) Sor & {(z,y) €D : 0,P(z,y) >0, d,P(x,y) < 0},
(2.14) Soz & {(z,y) €D : 9,P(x,y) >0, d,P(z,y) >0} .

With Lemma 4.1 of Section 4, these curves can be expressed in terms of the functions X, X5 and
Y1, Ys of Proposition 2.1 as follows,

(2.15) Su = {(z,Y1(2)): z € [zp, Xa(yp)l} = {(X1(y),y) : v € [yp, V1(@p)]},

(2.16) Siz = {(2,Ya(2)) : € [zp, Xa(yp)]} = {(X1(y),9) : vy € M(zp),yp ]}
(2.17) Sor = A{(z,V1(2)) : = € [Xa(yp), 2P|} = {(Xa(y),y) : y € lyp, V1 (@F)]},
(2.18) Sao = {(z,Ya(2)) : w € [Xa(yp'), 2P ]} = {(Xa(y),y) : y € Vi(2p), vp 1},

and the relations X (y5)=Xa2(y5), X1(yp)=Xa2(yy), Yi(zp)=Ya2(2}) and Vi (25 )=Ya2(x}") hold.

2.2. A Partition of the Space of Parameters. The next proposition shows that there is a
partition of eight regions (Ba), a€{0,...,7} for the possible locations of the points x**, Y7 (z**),
Yo(z*), y**, X1(y*™), Xa(y*™*). Its proof is given in Section 5. As it will be seen, the asymptotic
behavior of the Green functions of the Markov chain killed at 0 depends on the region associated
to its parameters. Figures 6, 7, 8 and 9 in Section C of the appendix give an illustration of several
situations.

Proposition 2.2 (Definition of the Classification). Under the assumptions (A1)-(A3), one and
only one of the following cases can occur,

(B0) Xi(y*™*)<ax™*<Xa(y**) and Yi(z™)<y** <Ya(z**);
(B1) Xai(y™)<Xp(y™) =a™<zp, Yi(z™)<Ya(z™) =y <yp and (z7,y"") € Sa;
(B2) Xo(y™)<z™, Ya(a™)<y™ and (2, Yz(2™")), (Xa(y™),y™) € Sa2;
(B3) x** =X1(y™)<zd, Yi(a*)<Ya(z*) =y**, y*<1<Ya(z™) and (z**,y**) € S12;
(B4) x*<Xi(y**)<ap, Yi(z*)<Yo(z**)<y™ , y*<l<Ya(z**) and

(@™, Ya (™)), (Xa(y™),y™") € Siz;
(B5) y™ =Yi(z™)<yp, Xa(y™)<Xo(y™) =2z, 2"<I<Xa(y™) and (z7*,y"™") € Sn;
(B6) y**<Yi(z*)<yp, Xi(y™)<Xo(y™)<az™, z*<1<Xs(y*™*) and

(X2(y™),y™), (&7, Y1(2™)) € Sau;
(B7) = =X1(y*) =1, y*™*=Yi(«*)=1, 0,P(1,1)<0 and 0,P(1,1)<0.
The cases (B0)-(B7) have in fact a simple geometrical interpretation. They are determined by

the location of the line segments [(z**, Y7 (x**)), (z**, Ya(2**))] and [(X1(y*™), y™*), (X2(y**), y**)].
See Figures 5 of Section C of the appendix, where, see Section 5,

— the horizontal line segment represents [(X1(y**), y**), (X2 (y**), y**)];
— the vertical " (2, Y (™)), (™, Ya(x*))].
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The case (B7) corresponds to the case when the Markov chain (Z(n)) is transient and escapes
to the infinity along the each of the axes {0} xN and Nx{0}. See Section A. In this case, the exact
asymptotic of the Green function has been already obtained in the paper [15] by using methods of
Markov-Additive processes. For this reason we will not consider this case.

In the literature, asymptotic results for nearest neighbor random walks in the quadrant are often
formulated either under conditions of positive recurrence, see [8, 20, 21, 22|, or under conditions
of transience, see [18]. As it will be seen in Section A, the classification of Proposition 2.2 is not
defined in such a way. Transience and recurrence properties may hold in each of the regions (Ba),
a€{3,4,5,6}. See Proposition A.1. The recurrence/transience properties of (Z(n)) have in fact a
marginal impact in our investigation of the asymptotic behavior of the Green function (g(j, k)) of
the killed Markov chain.

2.3. Convergence Domain and Functional Equation. For j EZ%F, the generating function of
(9(j, k), k€Z?), defined on its convergence domain in C?, is denoted as

def. ;
k=(k1,k2)€Z3 \{0}

This is a central set of functions in our analysis. A significant part of our work is devoted to
the investigation of their convergence domain and also to determine the nature of the dominant
singularities of the functions x—H;(z,0) and y—H;(0,y). Once it is done, with Tauberian like
theorems and complex analysis arguments, we will able to derive the asymptotic behavior of the
Green function (g(j, k), k€Z2) when k goes to infinity.

Our first important result is that if

(2.20) r {(z,y) € [0, +00[*: z<z’ and y<y' for some (z',y') € D},

where D is defined by (2.7), and

(2.21) 4, def. x** if one of the conditions (B0)-(B4) holds,
. ¢ Xa(y**) if either (B5) or (B6) holds,

(2.22) def. ) Y if one of the conditions (B0)-(B2), (B5) or (B6) holds,
' Y17 Ya(a**)  if either (B3) or (B4) holds.

then, for any j€Z%, the generating function (x,y)—H;(z,y) is analytic on

def.
(2.23) Q) = {(z,y) € UT) : |x|<wa, ly|<ya},
In our next result, we will see that the point x4 (resp. yq) is the dominant singularity of the
functions x—H;(z,0) (resp. of the functions y—H,(0,y)) and that the set Q4(I") is the maximal
domain in C? where all generating functions (z,y)—H;(z,y), j€Z2%, converge.
For jeZ?%, to formulate a key relation for the generating functions (H;(x,y)), we define

(2.24) Qa,y) Eay(l—Plx,y) =ay— Y, aP Tyt
k=(k1,ko)€Z2
and
(2.25) Yi(zy) E el —gi(zy) = — Y R (k),
k=(k1,ko)€Z2
def.
(2.26) Ua(a,y) Lyl = golwy)) =y — > aFryF (k)

k=(k1,k2)€Z2
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(2.27) Loy aliydz — Pj(my < +00) if (j1,72)#(0,0),
e do(x,y) — P(o,0)(10 < +00) if (j1,72)=(0,0),
(2.28) hi(e,y) S ST U (B + 1k + 1)aRrybe,
k:(klykZ)Ezi
def. > . def. > .
(2.29) hij(@) S g0, (ki +1,0)2", and hoj(y) =Y g(j, (0, k2 + 1))y*2.
k}1:0 k}2:0

Under the assumptions (A1)-(A3), the functions (z,y)—L;(z,y), jEZ3 are clearly analytic
in a neighborhood of the set Q(T), see relation (2.2), and the functions (z,y)—Q(x,y) and
(x,y)—=i(x,y), i=1, 2, can be analytically continued to a neighborhood of Q(T').

Theorem 1 (Convergence Domain and Functional Equation). Under the assumptions (A1)-(A4),
for any j€Z2%, the following assertions hold

i) The function x—hq;(x), resp. y—ha;(y), is analytic in B(0,2q), resp. in B(0,yq).

ii) On the set Qq(T") the function (z,y)—h;(x,y) is analytic and the relation

(2.30) Q(z,y)hj(x,y) = Lj(x,y) + 1 (2, y)hij(x) + a2, y)hoj(y)
holds.

When the random walk (Z(n)) is positive recurrent, Theorem 1 has been established in
Kobayashi and Miyazawa [17]. With Proposition 2.2, the transience or recurrence properties do
not play a role in our proof of this result.

Section 6 is devoted to the proof of Theorem 1. We give a sketch of it.

(1) We first prove that the series (2.29) and (2.28) converge in Q(©) for a logarithmically
convex set ©C[0, +0o[? whose boundary contains the line segments [(x4,0), (x4, Y1(z4))]

and [(0,y4), (X1(ya),ya)] and such that ©ND#D and OUD={(z,y)el : x<xq,y<yaq}. See
Proposition 6.1 and Lemma 6.4. An important ingredient of the proof of this step is the
use of Lyapunov functions. See also Figure 10 of Section C of the appendix.
(2) The functional equation (2.30) is established on the set 2(©). From there, we get that, for
j€Z2, the functions (z,y)—Q(x, y)h;(z,y) can be analytically continued to the set Q4(T).
(3) Since the function (x,y)—h;(x,y) is analytic in Q(O) and the function (z,y)—1/Q(z,y)

o
is analytic in Q(D), from these results, we will be able to deduce that the function
(z,y)—h;(z,y) can be continued as an analytic function to the set Qq4(T).

Remark.
Clearly, for jezi and z#0, y#£0,

Hj(I,O) = xhlj(x)v Hj(oay) = yh2j(y)v Hj(x7y)7Hj(va)7Hj(O7y) = thj(it,y),

and the functional equation (1.2) of the introduction is equivalent to relation (2.30). The technical
advantage of the formulation (2.30) is that the functions 11, 9 and @ are also defined when x=0
or y=0. In some cases, however, the expression (1.2) is more convenient.

2.4. Singularity Analysis of H,. Since the set Q4(T") can be represented as a union of the poly-
discs centered at the origin of C?, the above theorem proves that for any jeZ%, the generating
function H;(z,y) converge in Q4(I"). The results of this section establish that the set Q4(I") defined
by (2.23) is the exact domain of convergence of the functions Hj, j GZ?|r7 i.e. the maximal domain
in C? where the series (2.19) converge, and the dominant singularities of the functions x—H;(x,0)
and y—H;(0,y) and their nature are identified.

Before stating these results, in order to have straight assertions, we have to fix a (small) technical
problem related to irreducibility. It must be noted that, even under the assumptions (A1)-(A3), the
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killed Markov chain (Z-,(n)), see Definition 1, is not necessarily irreducible on the space Z3\{0}.
One may have g(j, k)=0 for some j, k€Z%\{0}. The following lemma solves this problem.

Lemma 2.1. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A3), there exist No>0 and a finite subset Ey of
Z2\{(0,0)} such that for j, keZ?,

(2.31) 9(j,k) =0 if jeEy and kZEy,
(2.32) g(j,k) >0 if j¢Ey and ||k||>No.

Consequently, to investigate the asymptotics of g(j, k) as k goes to infinity, it is sufficient to
consider a starting point j outside Ey. The proof of this lemma is given in Section B of the
appendix. From now on, the integer Ny>0 and the set E, satisfying (2.31) and (2.32) are fixed.
When the killed Markov chain (Z,(n)) is irreducible on Z2 \{(0,0)}, the set Ey is of course empty.

Proposition 2.2 and the definition of the points x4 and y4 show that the relations, zq<z** <23
and yq<y**<yp" hold. For j € Zi\EO, we will prove that x4, resp. yq4, is the dominant singularity
of the function x—H;(x,0), resp. y — H,;(0,y). We will see that the nature of the singularity x4,
resp. yq, is determined by the cases (B0)-(B6) and also by several relations between the quantities
x4, ¥ and z3, resp. yq, y** and yp'.

By relation (2.9), the points «** and y** are respectively in [z}, 23] and [y}, y5'], and from
the definition of the functions Y3 : [z%, 25 | =[yh, y5'] and X : [yh, vy ]—[zh, 3], we have

Yo(z™) < yp and Xo(y™) < zp.

Proposition 2.2 gives that y**<yp" if one of the cases (B0),(B1), (B5) or (B6) holds and, similarly,
x** <z if one of the cases (B0)-(B4) holds. This is summarized as follows.

e <ay if one of the cases (B0),(B1), (B3) or (B4) holds,
(2.33) 2= T <Lap with a possible equality z**=x7%", if (B2) holds,
Xo(y™ )=z <z} ” **=x%, if (B5) holds,
Xo(y™)<a** <ty if (B6) holds,
and
Y <yp if one of the cases (B0),(B1), (B5) or (B6) holds,
(2.34) Ya= (TANEST) with a possible equality y**=y5", if (B2) holds,
Ya(z™ )=y <y ” y** =y, if (B3) holds,
Yo(z**)<y**<yp* if (B4) holds.

We now introduce several functions on Zi which will be used to describe the dependence on the
initial state j€Z3 in the asymptotic behavior of g(j, k) when k goes to infinity. Under convenient
conditions, as we will see, these functions are harmonic for the killed Markov chain at 0.

Definition 2 (Functions for the Dependence on the Initial State). For j € Z%,

(2.35) s1(j) o Li(zq,Yi(zq)) + (¢2(za, Yi(za)) — 1) H;(0, Y1 (z4q)),

2.36 524 lef. ay Lj (1’7 y) + (¢2(xa y) - 1) Hj (07 y) ’
(2.36) (7) ( 1= ¢1(z,) > ()= (2 Y (2)
(2.37) 5(5) S L (X1 (ya), ya) + (61(X1 (ya)s ya) — 1) Hy (X1 (ya), 0),

938 502 déf‘ , Lj(xvy)+(¢1(xvy) - I)HJ(ZE,O) ,
(2:35) ) < 1= ¢a(z,y) ) ()= (w3 w3)

(2.39) sy () Ly, y) + (61(x,y) — 1) Hj(x,0) + (¢a(z,y) — 1) H;(0,2),

By Theorem 1, and since the functions 1,2, @ and L; are analytic in a neighborhood of the
set Q(T'), we have
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— s is well defined on Z% if Y (2z4)<wzq, that is, if one of the cases (B0)-(B4) holds;

— " if (B2), zq=a**=23" and ¢ (23", Y1 (2p"))<1 hold;
— " if one the cases (B0)-(B2), (B5) or (B6) holds;

- " if (B2), ya=y™"=yp" and ¢2(X1(yp"), y3")<1 hold;
= H(zy) " for (x,y)eQ(T) such that |z|<zy4 and |y|<yq.

The following theorem gives a complete description of the nature of the singularity x4 for the
function z—H,(x,0). Note that the case (B7) is not considered because, as mentioned before, it
has been already investigated in [15].

Theorem 2 (Singularity Analysis of (H;)). Under the assumptions (A1)-(A3), the following
assertions hold.
i) If one of the cases (B0),(B1), (B3), (B4) holds or (B2) and xq<x% hold, then
— there exists e>0 such that, for any jeZi, the function x—H;(z,0) can be analytically
continued to the set B(0, zq4+e)\{xa};
— the function s of (2.35) is non-negative on Zi, harmonic for the Markov chain
(Z(n)) killed at 0 and positive on the set Z%\ Ey;
~ for any j € Z2,

(2.40) lim (zg—z)H;(x,0) = a1 21 (j),

T—Tq
-1
> ~0.
T=Tq
it) If (B2) and xq=x7 hold, then
— there exists e>0 such that, for any jGZi, the function x—H;(x,0) can be analytically
continued to B(0, x5 +e)\[z3, x5 +e];
— if ¢1(za, Y1(za))=1, then the function » is non-negative Z3., harmonic for the Markov
chain (Z(n)) killed at 0, positive on the set ZZ\Eqy and for any jeZZ,

(242) hm VIg—X Hj(.]?, 0) = az %1(j),

T—Tq

where

(2.41) a; = (;;qﬁl(% Yi(z))

where the limit is taken in the set B(0, x5 +e)\[z 5, 25 +¢] and

> 0;
(z,9)=(za,Y1(zq))

(2.43) ag = (3y¢1(x7y)\/3mp(x,y)/5§yp(x,y))71

—if $1(za, Y1(zq))<1, then the function 3 of (2.36) is non-negative on Z2, harmonic
for the Markov chain (Z(n)) killed at 0, positive on the set Z2\Ey, and for any j€ZZ,

(244) lim \/acd—x%Hj(x,O) = as %1(.]'),

r—xq

where the limit is taken in the set B(0, x5 +e)\[z 5, 25 +¢] and

(2.45) az = %\/amp(x,y) /82, P(x,y) > 0.
(z,y)=(xa,Y1(za))
i) If (B5) and xq<az’y hold, then
— there exists €>0 such that, for any jGZi, the function x—H;(x,0) can be analytically
continued to the set B(0, zq4+e)\{za};
— the function » of (2.37) is non-negative on Zi, harmonic for the Markov chain
(Z(n)) killed at 0, positive on the set Z1\Ey and for any jeZ2,

(2.46) mlingd(xd—x)QHj (z,0) = ay 20(5),
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where

d

1
(2.47) as = (p2(z,y)—1) ((quh(%Y1($))(ZJ¢2(X1(1/),y)dlﬁﬁ(x)) > 0.

(z,y)=(2a,ya)
w) If (B5) and xq=x3" hold, then
— there exists e>0 such that, for any jEZi, the function x — H;(x,0) can be continued
as an analytic functions to the set B(0, x5 +¢)\[rh, x5 +¢];
~ the function x> is non-negative on Z%, harmonic for the Markov chain (Z(n)) killed
at 0 and positive on the set Zi\EO,'
— if ¢1(x4, Yi(24))=1 then for any jeZ3,

(2.48) lim (xqg —x) Hj(x,0) = as »2(j),
T—Tg
where the limit is taken in the set B(0, x5 4¢)\[x3, 23 +¢] and
2 doz -
(249) as = (¢)2(x7y)71)ayyp(x7y) ay¢l(x7y)amp(x,y)Ty(Xl(y)a y) > 0.
(=.y)=(wa,ya)
— if ¢1(xq, Y1(xq))<1 then for any jezi,
(2.50) ILm Vg —x Hj(x,0) = ag »2(j),
T—Tg

where the limit is taken in the set B(0, x5 +¢)\[z5, 23 +¢] and

(<1¢1<x,y>>;‘;¢2<xl<y)7y>) 7 =

(z,y)=(a:ya)

92, P(x,y)

(2.51)  ag = (¢2(z,y)—1) 9,P(z, )

v) If (B6) holds, then
— there exists e>0 such that, for any jEZi, the function x—H;(z,0) can be analytically
continued to the set B(0, zq4+e)\{xa};
~ the function > is non-negative on Z%, harmonic for the Markov chain (Z(n)) killed
at 0, positive on the set Zi\EO and for any jGZi,

(2.52) lim (xg—z)H;(x,0) = a7 (j),
x Tq

where

2539 ar= (oalo.n)-1) (=o)L (a0 Yilo) )

> 0.

(z,y)=(a,ya)

vi) If (B2) holds, then

— the set {(x,y)E€Sas : x<wq, Y<ya} is non-empty;

— there exists a neighborhood V of the set Sao in Rﬁ_ such that, for any jEZi,
the function x—(1-P(x,y))H;(z,y) can be analytically continued to the set
{(z,y)eUV) : |x]|<zq, [y|<ya};

— for any (2,9)e{(x,y)€S22 : ®<x4,y<ya}, the function sz 4 is non-negative on Z7
harmonic for the Markov chain (Z(n)) killed at 0, positive on the set Z2\Eq and for
any jEZi,

(2.54) i (1=P(z,y))H;(x,y) = (3,5 (J)-
z,y)—(2,9)
(w,y)elo)

By symmetry (it is sufficient to to exchange the roles of 2 and y), the analogous results for the
assertions i)-v) of Theorem 2 hold for the functions y—H;(0,y), j€Z3\Eo.

The last assertion of Theorem 2 is obtained as a consequence of Theorem 1. The proofs of the
first five assertions are more demanding as it will be seen.
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Remark.
In the context of the functional equation (2.30), a classical approach of the literature consists in
finding a suitable analytic function z—Y (x) (resp. y—X (y)) satisfying the equation Q(z,Y (x))=0
for any x, resp. Q(X(y),y)=0 for any y, in some domain large enough, in order to inject y=Y ()
(resp =X (y)) in (2.30).

For nearest neighbor random walks, see Malyshev [21], the equation Q(x,y)=0 is quadratic in
x and y, its solutions have therefore an explicit form. In the general case, when the jumps of the
random walk are unbounded, one clearly cannot find the functions ¥ and X in such a way. See
Remark 2.3 of Kobayashi and Miyazawa [17].

Probabilistic Representations of X; and Y;. In our analysis, a part of the technicalities of
the literature related to analytic continuation of the functions (Y (z)) and (X (y)) mentioned above
is avoided via a probabilistic argument.

We show that the functions Yi:[zh, 25| =y, y5'] and X1:[yp, yp'|—[zh, 23], introduced in
Proposition 2.1, have a probabilistic representation. With this result, we are able to prove that
there exists e>0 such that the function Xy, resp Y7, can be analytically continued to the set

{zeCuxp<|a|<ay +e, x|z, v +e[}, resp. {yeCuyp<|y|<yp +e, v€[yp, yp +el}.

From there, several important properties of the analytic continuation of Y7 and X; are then derived.
As a consequence one can inject y=Y7(z) or z=X;(y) in the equation (2.30), and then to establish
Theorem 2.

2.5. Asymptotics of the Green function along the Axes. In this section, we investigate the
asymptotics of the Green function g(j, k) when one of coordinate of k=(ki, k2)€Z2 is fixed, i.e. as
k1—~+o00 with ko fixed or ko—+o00 and k; fixed. By symmetry it is enough to consider only the
first convergence.

We define v4(0)=1 and, for n>1,

def. 1 8n_1 wl (xda y)
(2.55) vi(n) = (n—1)! gyn—1 <Q(l‘d,y)> y=0

where @ and 1, are defined by (2.24) and (2.25) respectively. As the following theorem shows,
the quantity v (k) expresses the dependence on ko in the limiting behavior of k1—g(j, (k1, k2)))
when k;—-+oo.

In Section 8, it is shown that 1 is, up to a multiplicative constant, the invariant distribution
of a twisted version of a random walk on Z x Z obtained by removing the boundary {0}xZ,. It
will show in particular that the coefficients v (n), n€Z., are positive.

The case (B7), already analyzed, excepted, the following result gives a complete description of

all possible cases for the asymptotic behavior of the Green function g(j, (k1, k2)) as k1 — 400 for
a fixed ko€Z.

Theorem 3 (Asymptotics of Green Function with a Fixed Second Component). Under the
assumptions (A1)-(A3), the following assertions hold.

(1) If either one of the cases (B0),(B1), (B3), (B4) holds or (B2) and xq<z? hold, then for
any jJEZ2\Ey and ko€Z, as ki—+00,

(2.56) 904, (k1, k) ~ ayvi(ka)ser(§)z, ™1

where 31(j) > 0 and a; > 0 are defined respectively by (2.35) and (2.41).
(2) If (B2) and xq=x7" hold, then for any j€ZI\Ey and ky€Z, as ky——+00,

(2.57) 9(j, (k1, k) ~ ag vy (ko) s (§) ;™ (\/ Wk1$d>71 if  $1(xq,Y1(xa))=1,
(2.58) 9(7, (k1,k2)) ~ as Vl(kz)kl(j)xgkl (lﬁv '/Tkll'd)_l if ¢1(zq, Yi(za))<l,
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where 1(j) > 0, 31(j) > 0, a1 > 0 and ag > 0 are defined respectively by (2.35), (2.36),
(2.43) and (2.45).
(3) If (B5) holds and xq<z, then for jeZZ\Ey and ko€Z,, as ki—+oo,

(2.59) 90, (k1,k2)) ~ agvn(ke)sea(j)kizg ™ 72,
where »2(j) > 0 and ag > 0 are defined by (2.37) and (2.47).
(4) If (B5) holds and xq=x7, then for jeZZ\Ey and ky€Z, as ky—+oo,
(2.60) 90, (k1 k) ~ asvi(ke)sea(f)ag™ ™" if  di(za, Yi(za))=1,

(2.61) 90, (k1,k2)) ~ agv1(ke)se(j)a; ™ (\/Wkwd)il if  o1(ra, Y1(zq))<1,

where »3(j) >0, as > 0 and ag > 0 are defined respectively by (2.37), (2.49) and (2.51).
(5) If (B6) holds, then for jeZ3\Ey and ko€Z., as ki—r+o0,

(2.62) 90, (ki k2)) ~ azvn(ka)oea(f)zg ™
where 35(j) > 0 and a7 > 0 are defined respectively by (2.37) and (2.53).

For ko = 0, this result is obtained as a straightforward consequence of Theorem 2 by using the
Tauberian-like theorem due to Flajolet and Odlyzko [9], see Corollary VI.1 of [10]). To get this
result for ke > 0, we prove that for any j € Zf_ \ Ep and ko € Z,,

lim g(j, (n,k2))/9(0,(n, ko)) = v1(ka), ko€ Zy,

n——+oo

by using a probabilistic representation of the coefficients v (ks2), k2 € Z. The proof of this result
is given in Section 8.

2.6. Asymptotics of the Green function along Directions of S}F. In this section, we present
the asymptotics of the Green function g(j, (k1, k2)) as min{k;, ko} — oo and k/| k|| —w where w,
the direction, is an element of S! ={(u1,u2)€R? : ui+ud=1}.

For each of the cases (B0)-(B6), we will introduce subsets Wy, Wy and W of S} used to define
the partition of the set of directions in S}F This is achieved by the definitions 3, 4, 5 and 6 in
Section 2.6.2. A critical direction w.=(u,v.) in S}F will play a role in several cases. As it will be
seen this partition will determine a structure of the asymptotics behavior of the Green function
k—g(j, k).

2.6.1. Diffeomorphism between St and Szo. The sets SI and Sy are defined by (2.1) and (2.14).
Under Assumptions (A1), see for instance Ney and Spitzer [23], the Laplace transform
(2:63) (@.8) = Pla. ) L P, )= 0 pkjet i,

k=(k1,kz)€Z2

is strictly convex, the level set D %t {(a, B)€ER? : P(a, B)<1} is strictly convex and compact, the

gradient V3 P(a, ) does not vanishes on the boundary dD of D, and the function
(2.64) (o, 8) = VasP(a, 8)/|[Va,sP(a B)]

determines a diffeomorphism from 9D to the unit circle S'={(u1,u2)€R? : u3+u3=1}.
Since for z=e® and y=e”, one has

(2.65) 0o P(a,B) = 29, P(w,y) and 0sP(a, B) = yd,P(x,y),
for the set D defined by (2.7), it follows that the function
(266) (3373/) —>wD($,y) = (UD(.’L',y),’UD(.’L',y))

d;f. 1
V720, P(x,9))? + y2(9, P(z,y))>
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is a diffeomorphism from 9D to S' and, by the definition of Sz, from S»y to SI. We denote by
w—(xp(w),yp(w)), resp. w—(ap(w), fp(w)), the inverse mapping of the function (2.66), resp.
of (2.64).

Remark that, for wy=(u1, v1) and wa=(us, vg)ES}r, the inequalities w1 <uo and v1>vy are equiv-
alent and, since the set D is strictly convex, ap(uy,vi)<ap(usz,vs2), resp. Sp(u1,v1)<fp(ua,va),
if and only if u; <us, resp. v;>v,. Hence, using again (2.65) for z=e® and y=e”, one gets a similar
property for the diffeomorphism w—(xp(w), yp(w)):

Lemma 2.2. Under Assumption (A1), for any wi=(u1,v1), wa=(uz,v2)€SY, then
xpur,vr) < xplug,v3) & up <us < v1 > v < ypu,vy) > yplug,va).

This elementary property of the diffeomorphism w—(xp(w),yp(w)) will be useful in the next
section.

2.6.2. Regions of directions.

Definition 3. If (B0) holds, we introduce the vector w.=(uc,v.) € SL orthogonal to the vector
(Inz™ —1In X5(y™), In Xo(y*™)— Iny™™)

and we let

(2.67) Wi = {w=(u,v) € SL : u> u.}
(2.68) W = {w=(u,v) € S} : u < u.}
(2.69) Wo = 0.

Since in the case (B0), we have X»(yq)>zq and Ya(zq)>ya4, such a vector w.=(uc,v.) € S}
exists, is clearly unique and has positive coordinates. The sets W; and W, are therefore both
non-empty: W is a part of Slt included in the half-plane

{w=(u,v)eR? : vou>uv} = {w=(u,v)eR? : (In(Xa(yq))— In(zq))u > (In(Ya(z4))— In(yq))v}
and contains the vector (1,0), and W is a part of S_lF included in the half-plane

{w=(u,v) € R? : veu<uv} = {w=(u,v) € R* : (In(Xo(yq))—In(zq))u < (In(Ya(zq))—In(yq))v}
and contains the vector (0, 1).

Definition 4. If(B1) holds, we take w.=(uc,v.)=wp(zq,Y2(xq)) and define the regions Wy, Wy
and Wy in the same way as in the case (B0).

In the case (B1), we have xg<x}, ya<yps' and (x4, Ya(xq))=(X2(z4), ya) €Sa2, hence, similarly to
the case (B0), both coordinates of the vector w,. are positive and the sets of the regions W and Ws
are non-empty: W is a part of S}r included in the half plane {w=(u,v) € R? : u.u>v.v} containing
the vector (1,0), and W is a part of S} included in the half-plane {w=(u,v) € R? : u.u<vcv}
containing the vector (0,1).

Definition 5. If (B2) holds, we define

(2.70) Wo = {w=(u,v)€S} : up(X2(ya), ya)<u<up(za, Y2(za))},
(2.71) Wi = {w=(u,v)€S} : u>up(zq, Ya(za))},
(2.72) W = {w=(u,v)€S} : u<up(X2(ya),ya)}-

By Lemma 2.2, for w=(u,v)€SL, the inequalities up(X2(ya),yqs)<u<up(zq,Ya2(zq)) are
equivalent to the inequalities zp(u,v)<xq and yp(u,v)<yq, and hence, the above definition of
the sets Wy, W; and W is equivalent to

WO = {U)D(-T,y) : (xay) € 8227 l‘<l‘day<yd}a
Wi = {wp(z,y) : (x,y) € S22, x>x4},
Wo = {wp(z,y) : (,y) € S22, y>ya}.
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In the case (B2), we have Xs(yq)<zgs<z and Ya(zq)<ya<yp', hence the set {(z,y)€S22 :
x<xq,y<yq} is non-empty, and consequently, the set of directions Wj is also non-empty: this a part
of the set S} included in the intersection of the two half-planes {w = (u,v)€R? : vp(X2(ya), ya)u >
up(Xa(ya),ya)v} and {w=(u,v) € R? : vp(zg, Ya(xq))u < up(xy, Yo(xg))v}. Similar arguments
show that in this case,

— the set of directions W is empty if and only if z4=27,

- " Wy " if and only if y4=y3".
Definition 6. If either (BS3) or (B4) holds we let Wo = Wy = 0 and we define Wy by
! 1 if (B
SL if (B4) holds.

Similarly, if either (B5) or (B6) holds we take W1=Wy=0 and we define Ws by

SL\{(L,0)}, if (B5) holds

(2.74) We= {si if (B6) holds.

We will see that for any j EZi\Eo, the asymptotic of the Green function g(j,k) as
min{kl, kQ}*)%’OO with (]{31, k’g)/H(k’h kg) H%wGS_l‘_, is
— determined by the simple pole x4 of the function x—H;(xz,0) when w € Wy;
- " Yd " y—H;(0,y) when w € Ws;
— similar to the asymptotic of the Green function of the homogeneous random walk on Z2
associated to the distribution u when weW.

Twisted Homogeneous Random Walks. To formulate convergence results when min{ky, ko }—+00
and (ki,k2)/|[(k1, k2)||—w, for w € Wy, some quantities, also used in the asymptotics of the
Green function of the homogeneous random walk, are now introduced. See Ney and Spitzer [23]
or Theorem 25.15 in Woess [25].

Definition 7. For weS!, we denote by (S (n)) the homogeneous random walk on Z? with
transition probabilities, for m, k=(k1,ke)€Z?,

P (Y (1)=m+k) = (xp(w))* (yp (w))*2 (k).
The vector of first moments and the matriz of second moments of (S)(n)) are denoted respectively

by m(w)=(my (w), ma(w)) and Qw)=(Qi;(w)); _,: fori, je{1,2},

mi(w) = Y ki (@p(w)™ (yp(w))*u(k),

kez?
Qij(w) = Y kikj (xp(w))* (yp(w))* u(k).
kez?

The associated quadratic form at z€R? is denoted by z-Q(w)-z. For w=(u,v)eS!, we define

wr=(—v,u).

We can now state our second set of asymptotic results. The proof of this theorem is given in
Section 9. Recall that here and throughout the paper, for k=(k1, ka)€Z?, we denote wr=Fk/|k||.

Theorem 4 (Asymptotics of Green Function along Directions of Si_) Under the assumptions
(A1)-(A3), for any j € Z2\Ey, the following assertions hold:
1) If min{ky, ko } =400, then, uniformly with respect to wy in any compact subset of Wy,
(2.75) 90 k)~ busa(fag™ T (Yalza) 77
where
-1
) > 0;
T=Tq

d
(276) b1 = (61 (ea, Ya(wa))~1) (ayP@c,y>|(w,y)_(wd,y2(wd)) ~u(a,Yi (@)
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it) If min{ky, ko } =400, then, uniformly with respect to wy in any compact subset of W,

(277) 90, k)~ basea(§)(Xa(ya)) ™y,
where
-1
) ~0
Y=Yd
iii) If (B0O) holds then, as min{ky, ko }—+oc0 and wp—w,,
(2.79) 9(G, k) ~ Croa(f)ay™  (Ya(za)) 527" + Cosea () (Xa(ya))~F Hyg P77,

where b1 >0 and by>0 are given respectively by (2.76) and (2.78).
i) If (B3) and yq<yp' hold, then as min{ky, ko}—+o0 and wp—(0,1),

(2.80) g(j7 k;) ~ %1(]') <b1x;k171 +b3(X2(yd>)—k1—1y;1k2) ydszfl7

where by > 0 is given by (2.76) and

d
(2.78) by = (#2(X2(ya),ya)—1) <6$P(x7y)l(z,y)—(Xg(yd),yd) @¢2(X1(y),y)

(2.81)

d

b = a(on (0, 1) (9P (00) - 0n(Xa0).0) o Vi) X0 0))

dy > 0.

(z,y)=(Ta,ya)

v) If (B5) and xq<xp hold, then, as min{ks, ko }—+o0 and wp—(1,0),
(2:82) 90 R) ~ (i)™ (bakig (Ya(wa) ™72 + bayg ™)
where by > 0 is given by (2.78) and
(2.83)

1
b = w6 1) 1) (0:P(o.0) 1 i) 02X ) 0) Vi)

e > 0.

(z.y)=(va,ya)

vi) if (B2) holds and min{ky, ka}—+o00, then, uniformly with respect to wy in any compact
subset of Wy,

(i)l o Q)
2 [[E[ (zp (wr))¥ (yp (wi))k2

2.6.3. Missing Asymptotics. With the definition of the regions of directions Wy, Wi and W, the
above theorem provides the asymptotics of the Green function ¢(j, k) as min{k;, ks }—+o0 for all
possible directions w except the following singular cases:

— (B1) holds and w=w.=wp (x**, Ya(x**));

— (B2) holds and either w=wp (z**, Ya(2**)) or w=wp(Xa2(y**), y**);

- (B3) and y4=y™*=y}" hold and w=(0, 1);

— (Bb) and z4=z**=2}" hold and w = (1,0).
Getting these missing asymptotics seems to require an additional significant technical effort. Note
the asymptotics for these singular directions has not been derived even in the case of nearest
neighbor jumps. In Kurkova and Malyshev [18] such asymptotic results are obtained but only
along lines of Za_, with a rational direction in particular.

(2'84) g(j7 k) ~ %(wD(wk)ayD(wk))(j)

Remarks on Asymptotic Expressions.

To the best of our knowledge, the asymptotic behaviors iv) and v) have not been established in
the literature, even in the case of nearest neighbor jumps. Note that the asymptotics of the cases
iii), iv) and v) of Theorem 4 are expressed as a sum of two terms. We now discuss the implications
of these asymptotic results.
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Case iii) The asymptotics (2.79) reflect in fact a competition between the geometric decay
determined by the simple pole zq=2** of the function z—H;(x,0) and the geometric
decay determined by the simple pole y4=y** of the function y — H;(0,y). In the case
when (B0) holds and if (k,)=(ki,n,k2,n) is a sequence of points of Z2 going to infinity
such that k,/|kn|—we, since (z4/X2(ya))“=(ya/Y2(zq))" and Xo(yq)>x4, Theorem 4
shows in fact that for jeZ2 \ Ey,

g(j, kn) ~ 01%1(j)l';kl’nil(Yé(.’l?d))_kln_l if ligl(kl,n_kQ,nuC/Uc) = +00
95, kn) ~ Carea()(Xa(ya)) ™1y ™ ™ it Tim (e~ mtie /) = —00
) i) a7 ) e

if hm(kl,n—kg,nuc/vc) —seR.

(2.85) 9, kn) ~ (01”1 ()+C2 (Xz(zd)

The convergence (2.85) exhibits an interesting phenomenon.

(1) If uc/v.€R\Q, then for any c€R, there is a sequence (k,)=(k1n,k2,)EZ2 going
to infinity such that lim, k,/| k.|| 2w, for which o=lim, (k1 ,—k2nuc/v:) and
relation (2.85) holds.

(2) The rational case, i.e; when u./v.=p/q€Q for some p, geN*, relation (2.85) holds if
and only if for n large enough, gki ,—k2,p is constant and, therefore, c€Q is of the
form o=p/q for some peZ. An analogous result has been established in Ignatiouk et
al. [15].

Case iv) The asymptotics (2.80) reflect a competition between the geometric decay determined by
the simple pole z4=x** of the function x—H;(z,0) and the geometric decay multiplied
by a factor ko determined by the pole yy=Ya(x4)=y** of the second order of the function
y—H;(0,y). If (B3) and y4<y} hold and (ky,)=(k1,n,k2) is a sequence of points of Z2%
going to infinity such that ||k,||—+oco and k,/||kn|—(0,1), Theorem 3 shows that for

je€Z3\Ey,
90, k) ~ s (§)Cray Frm Ty e if T ko "/ (Xa(ya)))Fr =0;
9. k) ~ 51 (§)Ca(X2(ya) ™ ey if lim ko m @ /(X (ya)))Frm =o00;
9Uis k) ~ 31(j) (Co+ 0Cayy ) g™ Tlyy T limka g/ (Xa(ya)))Fm =00,

Case v) The asymptotic (2.82) reflects a competition between the geometric decay multiplied by
a factor ki determined by the pole z4=X5(yq)=2** of the second order of the function
x — H;(z,0) and the geometric decay determined by the simple pole yq=y** of the function
y—H;(0,y).
Similar asymptotics hold, by exchanging the roles of « and y in this case when z4<z},
lkn||——+o00 and ki, /|| k. ||—(1,0).

Relations with Homogeneous Random Walks.

The asymptotic relation (2.84) is similar to the exact asymptotics of the Green function of
the homogeneous random walk (S(n)) in Z2, see Ney and Spitzer [23] and Theorem 25.15 of
Woess [25]. The only difference in fact is that in the asymptotic obtained by Ney and Spitzer [23],
the function j=(j1, j1)—(zp(wk))?* (yp (wk))7* = exp(ap (wk ) j1 + Bp (w ) j2), which is harmonic for
the homogeneous random walk, is replaced in our case by the function j — ¢, (wy),yp (wi)) (F);
which is harmonic for the killed random walk (Z,,(n)). Analogous results have been obtained in
Ignatiouk [11] for the Green functions of a homogeneous random walk in Z¢ killed outside of an
open cone and for the asymptotics along the interior directions of the cone.
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Outline of the paper. Our paper is organized as follows :

— In Section 3, our results are used to investigate the Martin compactification of Zi of
the killed Markov chain (Z,,(n)) and also of the original random walk (Z(n)) when it is
transient.

— In Section 4, we show that the points xp, *, 2™, 23", yp, ¥*, ¥**, y5 and the functions Y7,
Yo o (2%, o=y, yp] and X1, Xo : [yh, vy ]— b, 23] are well defined, and we obtain
their first properties;

— Proposition 2.2 is proved in Section 5;

— Sections 6 and 9 are respectively devoted to the proofs of Theorems 1 and 4.

— In Section A, the conditions (B0)-(B7) are compared with the conditions of positive
recurrence and transience for the random walk (Z(n));

3. APPLICATION TO THE MARTIN BOUNDARY

When the Markov chain (Z(n)) is transient, its Green function, for j, k€Z?,

n=0

is related to the Green function g(j, k) of the killed Markov chain at 0 in the following way,

G(j, k) = 9(, k) + G(4,0)9(0, k), for jZ0,
and
G(0,k) = G(0,0)g(0, k).
The Martin kernels have therefore a simple relation

GUE 1 gk GGO)
BD G0k ~ G0.0)9(0.k) T G(0,0) ~ oo =Fee)

9(j, k)
(0,k)

+ Pj(19 < 400),

<

and the Martin compactification of Z2 for the killed Markov chain (Z(n)) at 0 is homeomorphic
to the Martin compactification of the original random walk (Z(n)).

In this section, our asymptotic results, Theorems 3 and 4, are used to obtain the asymptotics
of the Martin kernel of the killed Markov chain (Z(n)) at 0. We do not assume that the original
random walk (Z(n)) is positive recurrent or transient. The Martin boundary of (g(j,k)) is in
fact almost completely described, the four asymptotic cases mentioned in Section 2.6.3 excepted.
Throughout this section, we will assume that the conditions (A1)-(A3) are satisfied.

Since by Lemma 2.1, g(j, k) = 0, for any j € Eo, and k € Z2\Ey, to investigate the Martin
boundary of the killed random walk, it is sufficient to consider j € Zf_\Eo.

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that either (B0) or (B1) holds, and let the vector w.=(u.,v.)€SL be
the critical direction defined in Section 2.6.2 and (kn)=(k1 n, k2.n) be a sequence of Z3 whose norm
goes to infinity. Then for any jeZi\Eo, the following assertions hold.

(1) Ifliminf, k1 ,,/[|kn]|>uc then

. g ka)  a(h)
(3.2) L 9(0,k,) — 3(0)

where s is the function defined by relation (2.35).
(2) Iflimsup,, k1 ./ |lknl<uc then

. g(jvk") — %Q(j)
(3.3) LU 9(0, k)~ 32(0)’

where s is the function defined by relation (2.37).
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(3) If (B0O) holds and lim, ky, /| kn||=w., then

lm 90 Fn) _ b (AT T Hbase ()X
n—+00 g(O, kn) bl%l (0))\{k1_1+b2%2(0))\2_k2_1 '

with My=x4/Xs(yq) and Aa=yq/Ya(xq) and by>0, resp. by>0, is given by relation (2.76),
resp. relation (2.78).

When either (B0) or (B1) holds, Proposition 3.1 implies that the minimal Martin boundary
8mZi, see Proposition 24.4 of [25], contains two points &; and &3, and any sequence of points
(ky) converging to infinity and such that liminf, kg")/Hk(") [[>ue (resp. limsup,, kin)/Hk(") |<uc)
converges in the Martin compactification of Zi to &1 (resp. to &2).

When (B0) holds, with this result one gets that the minimal Martin boundary of Z% relative
for the killed Markov chain at 0 contains exactly two points, and with the same arguments as in
Theorem 3 of [15], we obtain that the full Martin boundary is homeomorphic to Z U {£o0}, resp.
RU{£oo}, if uc/v.€Q, resp. u./v.£Q. By the Poisson-Martin representation theorem, in this case,
any non-negative harmonic function for the killed Markov chain is therefore of the form 67 21 +602 ¢
with for some 61, 02€[0, +-00].

Note that the full Martin boundary is not obtained in the case (B1l) since the asymptotics of
the Green function ¢(j, k) along the direction w. are missing. See Section 2.6.3.

For the region (B2) we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.2. Suppose that (B2) holds, and let (kn)=(k1n,k2n) be a sequence of Z% whose
norm goes to infinity. Then for any jeZi\Eo, the following assertions hold.

(1) Iflimy, ky, /||kn| = w € Wo, then

(3.4) i U En) _ #apw)yow) ()
n—-4oo g(O, k’n) %(ID(U)),Z/D(U)))(O)

where ..y is the function defined by (2.39).
(2) If zg=2% and the sequence (kz,,) is bounded, then
. Lol _ [5a0)/m(0) i ol ) <1
oo 90, ka) ~ a(d)/5a(0) if 1 (e, Vi () = 1.

where 321 is the function defined by (2.36).
(3) If x** <oy and iminf, ki /|| kn||>up (24, Ya(z4)), then

lim g(j>kn) _ %1(j)
n=too g(0,kn)  21(0)

(4) if y**=yp* and the sequence (k1) is bounded, then

94, kn) _ 73(7)/72(0) if p2(X1(yp"),yp") <1,
25(5)/22(0) if d2(X1(yp) yp) =1

where 325 is the function defined by (2.38).
(5) If y** <y and Uiminf, ko /| kn||>vD (24, Ya(z4g) then,

. li
(3.6) oo g0, kn)

I .
n oo g(0, kn)  222(0)

When (B2) holds, this result proves that for any direction wESi in the closure Wy of Wy
there is a point {(w) in the Martin boundary of the killed Markov chain, and that if (k,) is a
sequence of points of Zi whose norm converges to infinity then, for the convergence in the Martin
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compactification,

&(w) for weWy if ky /| kn|—w,
lim k, = ¢ {(wp(xq,Ya(zq))) if Uminf, ki /| knll>up(za, Ya(za)),
§(wp(Xa(ya),ya)) if limsup,, ki n/[lknll<up(X2(ya), ya)-

As explained before, in the case (B2), also due to the missing asymptotics for the singular directions
wp(zq, Y2(xq)) and wp(X2(ya), ya), the full Martin boundary is not completely determined. We
conjecture that in this case it is homeomorphic to Wy.

Proposition 3.3. Suppose that either (B3) and yq<yps' hold or (B4) holds. Then for any
JEZZ\Ey,
Gk _ )
—+o0 g(0,k)  54(0)’

If either (B3) and yq<yj* hold or (B4) holds, the full Martin boundary of Z% of the killed
Markov chain is therefore a single point, and, up to a multiplicative constant, the function ¢ is
the unique non-negative harmonic function.

When the original random walk (Z(n)) is transient and the measures po, w1 and po are
stochastic, since the Martin compactification of Z2 of the Markov chain (Z(n)) is homeomorphic
to the Martin compactification of Z% of the killed Markov chain, we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.4. If the measures pg, p1 and pg are stochastic and the Markov chain (Z(n)) is
transient, then under the hypotheses of Proposition 3.3, for any jeZi,

i CUK)
l[kl|—+oo G0, k)

(3.7)

Proof. Indeed, in this case, using (3.1), Proposition 3.3 and Lemma 2.1, since the set Ey does not
contain the origin, one gets

i CGE)
im

k=400 G(0, k)
and consequently, by the Poisson-Martin representation theorem, up to a multiplicative constant,
for any harmonic function s for the Markov chain (Z(n)), one has

#(§)/#(0) = Po(10 = +00)2¢1(§) + Pj(10 < +00), Vj€ Zi_.
Since in the case when the measures pg, @1 and ps are stochastic, the constants functions are
harmonic for (Z(n)), from this it follows that
(38) Po(TO = +OO)%1(]) + Pj(Tg < -I-OO) =1, VJ S Zi,

and (3.7) holds.
Remark that the identity (3.8) can also be obtained in a straightforward way by using
Proposition A.3 of Section A. O

:Po(T0:+OO)%1(j)+Pj(TO<+OO), VJEZ?‘_,

By symmetry, similar result can be obtained with sz instead of s¢ if either (B5) and xq = 2}
hold or (B6) holds.
We conclude with the case when either (B3) holds with ys=y5" or (B5) holds with z4=z%".

Proposition 3.5. Suppose that (B3) holds with yg=y3" and let (k,,) be a sequence of points of Z3
whose norm converges to infinity. Then for any j € Zi\EO, the convergence

im =
n—r+00 g(oakn) %1(0)
holds in any of the two following cases:

— when liminf,, k1 ,,/||kn|>0;
— when the sequence (ki1 ) is bounded and lim,, ks , = +o0.




22 IRINA IGNATIOUK-ROBERT

When (B3) holds with ys=y}" there is therefore a point & in the Martin boundary of Z2
of the killed Markov chain, such that any sequence of points of Zi satisfying the conditions of
Proposition 3.5 converges in the Martin compactification to .

Similar result with the function sz, instead of »; can be obtained when (B5) holds with z4=x}"

When (B3) holds with yq=y}", resp. (B5) holds with z4=x7", the asymptotics of the Green
function g¢(j, k) when |k||—+occ and k1/| k|| —0, resp. when ||k||—+oo and k2/||k||—0 are not
known. See Section 2.6.3. For this reason, the full Martin boundary is not determined in this case.
We conjecture it is a single point.

4. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

In the following statement, we investigate the set D defined by (2.7): it is proved that the
line segments [z}, x5, [¥p,yp] and the functions Y7,Ys : [zh, 23] — [yp,yp] and X1, X5 :
Y5,y ] — [2h, 23] are well defined, and the first useful for our purpose properties of these
functions are obtained.

Lemma 4.1. Under the hypotheses (A1), the line segments [x%, x5 and [y5, y5'] and the functions
Y1,Y2 0 25, 28] = [yp, y] and X1, Xa : [yp, yp] — (25, 23] are well defined and the following
assertions hold:

1) For any % € [z, 23], Y1(&) and Ya(Z) are the only real positive solutions of the equation
P(i,y) =1,
Yi(2) < Ya(2), 0,P(2,Y1(2)) <0 and 0,P(£,Y2(2)) <0 if zp<Z<ap,
and
Y1(2) =Ya2(2) and 0,P(&,Y1(2))=0 if Z€{ap,ap
2) For any § € [yp,yp'], X1(9) and X2(g§) are the only real positive solutions of the equation

P(z,9) =1,
X1(9) < X2(9), 0.P(X1(9),9) <0 and 0.P(X2(9),9) if yp<9<yp,
and

X1(9) = X2(9) and 0, P(X1(9),9) =0 if §€{yp,yp}.

9) The four points (v5, Yi(e)), (o3, Yi(e)), (Xa(yp)p) and (Xa(yi?), ) are tuo by
two distinct and moreover Y1 (x%), Yl(:cp) Elyb, vy and X1(yh), X1(yp") €]z, 3.

4) The function X; : [yp, Yi(zp)]—[zh, X1(yp)] is stmctly decreasing and its inverse is
Y [2h, Xi(yp)l=lyp, Yi(ap)]-

5) The function X1 : [Y1(2%), y5 =2, X1(yp")] is strictly increasing and its inverse is
Ya : [zp, Xa(yp)]—=[Ya(2p), yp'l-

6) The function Xo : [yp, Y1 (x5 ] =X (yp), 3] is strictly increasing and its inverse is
Vit [Xa(yp) 27 |=lyp, Yi(ap].

7) The function Xo : [Y1(23), y5 | =[X1(y5"), 23] strictly decreasing and its inverse is
Ya: [Xi(yp), 2 ]=M1(2}), yp ]

Proof. To prove this lemma we notice that under the hypotheses (Al) the jump generating
function P : R? — R, defined by (2.63) is strictly convex and finite in a neighborhood of the
set D = {(a,) € R?: P(a, ) < 1}. The set D is therefore strictly convex and compact (see for
instance, Spitzer [24]) and because of the assumption (A1) (iii), it has a non-empty interior. This
implies that

— each of the sets {a € R : infger P(o, 8) < 1} and {8 € R : infaer P(a, ) < 1} is a line
segment with a non-zero length, we will denote them respectively by [ah, ap] and [85, 85°];

— for any & € [}, a}], the set [81(&),B2(@)] = {8 € R : P(& B) < 1} is a non-empty line
segment , the points ,6’1( ) and f2(&) are the only real solutions of the equation lf’(d, B8) =1,

Bi(@) < Ba(&), 9sP(d&, B1(&)) and sP(d, B2(d)) >0 ifap <a<ay
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and
B1(&) = B2(&) and Op P&, B1(4) =0 if & € {ah,
— for any § € |85, B3], the set [a1(8), a2(B)] = {a € R : P(a, ) < 1} is a non-empty line
segment, the points al(B) and as (B) are the only real solutions of the equation P(c, B) =1,
a1(B) < a2(B), 0aP(a1(B),8) <0 and 8aP(az(B),5) >0 if fp < f < By
and
a1(B) = az(B) and duP(en(B),5) =0 if B € {Bp, B

the four points (ap,Bi(ap)), (o, Bi(ay)), (a1(Bp),fp) and (ai(BE), ) are two by two
distinct and a1 (8%), a1 (5°) €lap, o[ and B1(ap), fr(al) €685, 85

€]
= Bt (o, o] =85, BP*} is strictly convex with a minimum S5 at a1 (85) = a2(85);
— Bo: [ab, aP =185, 8] is strictly concave with a maximum S5° at oy (85 )=a2(85);
- aq: [Bp, B —lap, ap] is strictly convex with a minimum o at 81(akh)=02(ab);
— ag: [Bp, B —lap, af] is strictly concave with a maximum o atf; (ol )=0F2(a%).

As a consequence of these properties, one gets that

1: [Bp, ﬁl(aP)} [ah, al(ﬂj‘,)] is strictly decreasing and its inverse function is f31;

— a1t [Bi(ad), 85 —labh, a1 (B i )] is strictly increasing " Ba;

= Bi: [0 (B}), a =[085, f1(a}y] is strictly increasing " ao;

- az [B1(aE), BE]—=laa (85, aP] is strictly decreasing " Ba.
Since the mapping (a, 8)— (2, y)=(e” ,e?) determines a homeomorphism from R? to ]0, +-oc[? and
maps the set D to the set D, these assertions prove our lemma with zp =P, 1% = eoF y}zeﬁg,

—eBr
yP =€ 9
Xi(y) = e @O vy e [yh,y5], i € {1,2},

and

Yi(z) = 5@ vy € o, 23], i € {1,2}.
O
In the following lemma, we investigate the sets D N Dy and D N Ds. It is proved that the line

segments [z*, 2**] and [y*, y**] are well defined. With this result, we will be able to get the first
useful for our purpose properties of the functions © — ¢1(z, Y1 (2)) and y — ¢2(X1(y), y).

Lemma 4.2. Under the hypotheses (A1) and (A3), there exist x*,x** €]0, +oo| such that z* < z**
and

[z*,2"*] = {x €]0,400[: (z,y) € D1 N D for somey > 0}.

Moreover, for any x € [z*,x**], there exists Ya(x) > Y1 (x) such that

{y>0: (z,9) € DiN D} = [Yi(2), Ya(x),
the points Y1 () and Yy(z) are the only real positive solutions of the equation
(41) maX{P(xvy)a¢l(xay)} = 13
and Y1 (x) < Ya(x) if and only if x* < x < x**
Proof. To prove this lemma, we consider the jump generating function P defined by (2.63), the
jump generating function ¢; : R> — R, defined for (, 3) € R?, by

$r(e,B)= Y exp(aky + Bha)u (k)

k=(k1,k2) €22

and the sets D = {(a,3) € R? : P(a, 8) < 1} and Dy = {(, 8) € R? : ¢1 (e, ) < 1}. Recall that
for = e and y = €,

P(Oé,ﬂ):P(’JJ,y), qzl(aaﬁ):(bl(x’y)a
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and that the mapping (o, ) — (z,y) = (e, €?) determines a homeomorphism from R? to ]0, 4+-oc[?
and maps the set D N D; to the set D N D;. Hence, to prove our lemma, it is sufficient to show
that under our assumptions, the following assertions hold

— there exist a*, a** € R such that a* < o** and
[, 0] = {a €R: (o, 8) € Dy N D for some 3 € R}.
— for any « € [a*, a**], there exists Ba() > InY;(e®) such that
{BE€R : (a,8) € DN D} = [InYi(e”), B2(a)],
the points 1 (a) = InY;(e®) and f2(a) are the only real positive solutions of the equation

(42) maX{P<aaﬁ)7&l(aaﬁ)} = 1a
and InY;(e®) < Bo(a) if and only if o < o < a**.
For this we remark that the set D N D; is compact convex and has a non empty interior because

— the function gz~51 is convex and consequently also the set Dy is also convex;

— the set D is convex and compact (see the proof of Lemma 4.1);

— by Assumption (A3)(iii), the set DN Dy has a non-empty interior, and consequently, since
the mapping (a, ) — (z,y) = (e*,e”) determines a homeomorphism from R? to ]0, +-00[?
and maps the set D1 N D to the set D1 N D, the set D; N D has also a non-empty interior.

From this, it follows that the following assertions hold:
— there exist a* > 0 and o** > «* such that
[0, a*] = {a €R :(a,B) € D, N D for some 3 € R},
— for any « € [a*, a**], there exists ,5’1(&),32(04) €]0, 4+o00[ such that Bl(a) < Bg(a),

[Bl(a),ﬁg(a)] ={feR:(¢,p) € D ﬁf)l},
and
max{1(a, 1 (@), P(a, 1 ()} = max{1(a, B2()), P(a, fa(a))} = 1,
— for any « €]a*, o™
Bi() < Ba(a).
Hence to complete our proof, it is sufficient to show that for any a € [a*, a**], the following
relations hold:

(4.3) Bi(a) = InYi(e”),

(4.4) max{P(a, ), d1(0,B)} <1 i Bi(a) <8< fala),
and

(4.5) of <a<a™ if Bi(a) < Baa).

Remark moreover that if (4.4) holds, then any § such that 8;(a) < 8 < Ba(a), the point (o, §)
belongs to the interior of the set DN Dy and consequently, (4.5) also holds. Hence, to complete
our proof, it is sufficient to prove that for any a € [a*, a**], (4.3) and (4.4) hold. To get these
relations, we remark that by Lemma 4.1 and since D N D; C D, one has

[a*, 0] c {a €R:(a,B) € D forsome B eR}=][nzh Inz}]
and that for any « € [a*, a**],
[B1(e), Ba()] € {B €R: (a, ) € D} = Y1 ("), In Ya(e*)].

Since because of Assumption (A3), the function 8 — ¢1(cv, 8) is finite and strictly increasing in a
neighborhood of the line segment [0,1nY2(e®)], one gets therefore that for any o € [o*, a**] and

ﬁ < 52(05)7

¢1(a, B) < 1 (e, Ba(e)) < 1.
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This implies that for any « € [a*, a**], (4.3) holds. Moreover, since by Lemma 4.1, P(a,@) <1
for any 8 €]lnYi(e*),InYa(e®)[, from the last relation it follows that for any 8 €]InY;(e®), B2()],
(4.4) also holds. O

As a consequence of Lemma 4.2 we obtain

Corollary 4.1. Under the assumptions (A1) and (A3), for any z € [z, x5],
(i) = € [z, if and only if é1(z, Yi()) < 1;
(i) ¢1(z,Yi(z)) < 1lifz* <x <a™;

(111) d1(x**, Y1 (™)) =1 if 2™ < 2%,

(i) 12, Vi(e) = 1 if &* > .

Proof. Indeed, since P(z,Y1(x)) = 1 for any = € [z}, 2}, the first assertion of this corollary
follows from Lemma 4.2.

To get (ii), we recall that by Lemma 4.2, for any z* < z < z** one has Y;(z) < Ya(z) and
max{¢ (z, Ya(z)), P(z,Ya(z))} = 1. Since under the hypotheses (A3), for any = € [z*, P,x%],
the function y — ¢1(z,y) is finite and strictly increasing n a neighborhood of the line segment
[0,In Y5(e®)], from this it follows that ¢1(x,Y1(z)) < 1 whenever z* < z < z**. The assertion (ii)
is therefore also proved.

Suppose now that ** < 23°. Then by the first assertion of our corollary,

(4.6) o1(x,Yi(z)) > 1 if 2™ <z <oy,
and by the second assertion,
(4.7 d1(x,Y1(2) <1 if 2% <a<a™.

Since the function ¢; is continuous in a neighborhood of the set D, the function Y is continuous
on [zh,z3] and (x,Y1(z)) € D for any x € [z}, 23], the function = — ¢1(x,Y1(z)) is therefore
continuous on [z}, 3], and consequently, relations (4.6) and (4.7) prove that ¢ (z**, Y1 (2**)) = 1.
The assertion (iii) is therefore also proved. The proof of the assertion (iv) is quite similar. O

5. THE CLASSIFICATION IN EIGHT REGIONS

This section is devoted to the proof of Proposition 2.2 establishing our classification into eight
regions in the set of parameters of the random walk (Z(n)).

5.1. The main idea of the proof. Remark first of all that the cases (B0)-(B7) have a simple
geometrical interpretation : if we denote by [(x,y), (Z,7)] the line segment in R? with the end-
points at (z,y) and (Z,9), then by Lemma 5.1 below, for any x € [z}, 23] and y € [yh, y5], one
and only one of the following assertions holds:

— the line segments [(x, Y1 (x)), (z, Ya(z))] and [(X1(y),v), (X2(y), y)] have the common point

(z,y) € D,

— these line segments are disjoint and (z,y) € D.

The case (B0) occurs when the line segments

(5.1) (=™ Ya(2™)), (¢, Ya(2™))]  and  [(X1(y™),y™), (X2(y™),y™)]

have the common point (z**,y**) in the interior of the set D. The cases (B1), (B3), (B5) and (B7)
occur when these line segments have the common point (z**,y**) on the boundary of the set D:
S22 in the case (B1),

S12  in the case (B3),

S21  in the case (B5),

S11 in the case (BT7).

The cases (B2), (B4) and (B6) occur when the line segments (5.1) are disjoint and (z**,y**) ¢ D.

The nearest to (z**,y**) vertices of these line segments belong to S22 in the case (B2), to Si2 in
the case (B4) and to Sz in the case (B6).
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The main idea of our proof is the following :
First, we show that the point (x**,y**) either belongs to each of the line segments

(5:2) (=™ Ya(2™), (&7, Ya(a™)] and  [(X2(y™),y™), (Xa(y™), y™)]

or does not belong to any of them. With this result we describe all possible cases :

a)  Xi(y™) <z < Xo(y*) and Yi(z*) < y** < Ya(z**)
b) Xi(y**) <™ =Xs(y™) and Yi(2*) <y™ = Yo(z™)
c) x> Xo(y™) and  y** > Yo(a™)

d) _ Xl(y**) and }/1(1,**) < y** _ }/2(13**)

e) < Xq(y*™) and y** > Ya(x*)

0 X <at =X ad gt =K

g) x** > Xz( *) and  y*r <Yi(z™)

h) 2 =X (y) and = V()

() 2 < Xy ()

Next, using (2.10), we prove that the cases (B0) - (B7) correspond respectively to the cases (a)-(h),
and the case i) never holds.

(
(
(
(
(
(
(
and  y** <Yi(z™)

5.2. Preliminary results for the proof of Proposition 2.2. We begin our proof with the
following preliminary results.

Lemma 5.1. Under the hypotheses (A1), for any x € [z%, 23] and y € [yp, Y], the line segments
[(z,Y1(x)), (z,Ya(x))] and [(X1(y),v), (X2(y),y)] are disjoint if and only if the point (x,y) does not
belong to the set D.

Proof. Indeed, by Lemma 4.1, for any z € [zh,2%] and y € [yh,y5], the line segment
[(z,Y1(x)), (z,Ya(x))] is the set of all points (z/,y') € D with 2/ = z, and similarly the line
segment [(X1(y),y), (X2(y),y)] is the set of all points (z',y’) € D with ¢’ = y. Hence, if (z,y) € D
then the both line segments [(z,Y1(z)), (z,Y2(z))] and [(X1(y),y), (X2(y),y)] contain the point
(z,y). Conversely, if these line segments are not disjoint, then the point (z,y) belongs to each of

them, and consequently (z,y) € D. O
Since for any = € [z}, 23] and y € [y5, y5], the point (x, y) is the only point that could belong to
the both line segments [(z, Y1(x)), (z, Ya(z ))] and [(X1(y),v), (X2(y),y)], the above lemma implies

the following statement.

*k

Corollary 5.1. Under the hypotheses (A1), for any x € [xp, 23] and y € [yp, y5], if the point
(x,y) does not belong to some of the line segments [(z,Y1(x)), (z, Ya(2))] or [(X1(v),v), (X2(y),y)]
then (z,y) neither belongs to any of them.

By lemma 4.1, for any = € [z}, 2], the points Y7 (z) and (Yz(z) are the only real and positive
solutions of the equation P(z,y) = 1, and that P(x,y) < 1 for any y €]Y1(x), Ya(z)[. Hence, for
any ¢ € [z, 25, each of the points (z,Y7(x)) and (z, Y2(z)) belongs to the boundary of the set

D, and for any y €]Y7(x), Ya(z)[, the point (x,y) belongs to the interior D of D. Similarly, for any
y € [yp,y5], each of the points (X;(y),y) and (X2(y),y) belongs to the boundary of D and for

any z €]X1(y), X2(y)[, the point (z,y) belongs to D. Using Corollary 5.1 it follows the following
useful for our purpose property of the set D:

Corollary 5.2. Under the hypotheses (A1), for any (z,y) € D, one and only one of the following
assertions holds
— the point (x,y) belongs to the interior of the set D and in this case, X1(y) < x < Xa(y)
and Y1(z) <y < Ya(x);
— the point (x,y) belongs to the boundary of D and in this case, the point (x,y) is an end
point of each of the line segments [(x,Y1(x)), (z, Ya(z))] and [(X1(y),v), (X2(y),y)].
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By Lemma 4.1, for any x € [z, 7], we have
Yi(xz) =Ya(x) if and only if z € {zh,x}
and, for any y € [yp, y5'],
Xi1(y) = Xa(y) ifand only if y € {yp,yp'},

and, the four points (z%,Y1(z}h)), (23, Yi(23)), (X1(yp), yp) and (Xa2(yp'),yp") are two by two
distinct. Hence, the case with z = X;(y) = X2( ) and y = Y3 (z) = Ya(z) is not possible, and as a
straightforward consequence of Corollary 5.1 and Corollary 5.2 one gets

Corollary 5.3. Under the hypotheses (A1), for any x € [z, 23] and y € [yp, Y5, one and only
one of the following cases holds:

(o) Xi(y) <z < Xao(y) and Yi(z) <y < Ya(x)
(b) z=2Xo(y)>Xi(y) and y=7Ya(z)>Ya(x)

(c) x> Xo(y) and y>Ya(x)

(d) r=Xi(y) and Yi(z) <y=Y(x)
(5.4) (e) r<Xi(y) and y>Ya(x)

(f) Xi(y) <z =X(y) and y="Yi(z)

(9) x> Xo(y) and y<Yi(x)

(h) P2 Xi(y) and y=Yi(a)

(i) r<Xuy) and y<Yi(a)

In the case (a) of this statement, the point (z,y) belongs to the interior of the set D, in each of
the cases (b), (d), (f) and (h), the point (z,y) belongs to the boundary of D, and in each of the
cases (¢), (e), (g) and (i), the point (x,y) does not belong to the set D.

When applied with = 2** and y = y**, this statement proves that under the hypotheses (A1),
one of the assertions (a)-(i) of (5.3) holds.

The following statement will be used to investigate the position of the nearest to (z**,y**)
vertices of the line segments (5.2) when the point (z**,y**) does not belong to the interior of D.

Lemma 5.2. Under the hypotheses (A1), for any x € [xp, 2] and y € [yp,y5], the following
assertions hold :

1) If v < X1(y) and Ya(z) < y, then (z,Ya(x)), (X1 (y),y) € Sia.

2) If y < Yi(z) and Xo(y) < z, then (X2(y),y), (z,Y1(x)) € Sa1.

3) If r > Xo(y) and y > Xo(x) then (x,Yg(m)),( 2(y ) Y) € Saa.

) 12 < Xa(y) and y < Yi(a) then (2, Yi(2)), (X1(9).9) € Srr.

Proof. Suppose that = € [zh, 23] and y € [y, y5] and let z < X;(y) and Ya(x) < y. Then
by Corollary 5.3, either z < X;(y) and Ya(z) < y, or x = X;(y) and Y3(z) = y. In the second
case, i.e when x = X;(y) and Ya(z) = y, we have (x,Y2(x)) = (X1(y),y) and consequently, by the
definition of Syo,
(z,Ya(z)) = (X1(y),y) € Sra.

Consider now the case when z < X;(y) and Y5(z) < y. By the definition of the curves (2.11) -

(2.14), we have
(l‘,}/g(l‘)) € S1o U8y  and (Xl(y), y) € 811 U Sqa.

If we suppose that (x, Ya(z)) € Sag, then we will get Ya(z) € [Y1(2%), y5] and consequently, since
Ya(x) < y < yp', we will have also y € [Yi(z}),y5"]. Since the function Y; is strictly decreasing
on [Y1(2%),y5] and since y > Ya(z), it follows that

(5.5) Xo(z) < XooYs(x) ==

where the last relation holds because by Lemma 4.1, the function Xy : [Yi(zF),y5] —
[Xa(y3r), x5 is inverse to the function Y5 : [Xa(y5"), 23] — [Yi(z§), y']. Since Xi(y) < Xa(y),
(5.5) contradicts the inequality < X;(y) and consequently, when = < X;(y) and Y3(z) < y, the
point (z, Ya(x)) belongs to Sy2. Similar arguments show that in this case, the point (X;(y),y) also
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belongs to S12. The first assertion of Lemmab.2 is therefore proved. The proof of the assertions
2)-4) is quite similar. O

To investigate the cases (d) and (e) we will need the following preliminary result.
Lemma 5.3. If the conditions (A1) - (A3) are satisfied and (x**,Yo(x**)) € S12, then
(5.6) Yi(z*) < Yo (2™) and 1< Ya(z™).

Proof. Indeed, under the hypotheses of this lemma, with the definition of S;2 and using (2.9), one
gets

(5.7) rp <zt <z < X (yp) < zh.

Hence, in this case, ** # xp and 2** # 25", and consequently, by Lemma 4.1, Y7 (2**) < Ya(z**).
The first relation of (5.6) is therefore proved. To get the second relation of (5.6), we recall that by
Lemma 4.1, the function Y5 is strictly increasing on the line segment [z}, X1 (y5)], and we remark
that by(5.7) and (2.10) the following relations hold :

rp <1< 2™ < X (yp).
Hence, Y5(1) < Ya(2**) and moreover,
(5.8) Y2(1) < Ya(x™) whenever 1 <™.
Remark now that, with the definition of ¥7(1) and Y>2(1) and since P(1,1) = 1, we have
(5.9) either  Yi(1) =1<Y2(1) or Yi(1) <1=Y5(1).
With these relations and using (5.8), one gets
1 <Yse(z*™) whenever 1<z
Now, to complete the proof of our lemma it is sufficient to show that
1 <Y5(1) whenever 1=a"".

Suppose that 2** = 1. Then from the first relation of (5.6) one gets
(5.10) Yi(1) < Y2(1),
and by Corollary 4.1 and using (5.7), we obtain

61, YA (1)) = 1.

Since the function y — ¢(1, y) is strictly increasing, from the last relation and (5.10) it follows that
¢1(1,Y2(1)) > 1, and since under our hypotheses, ¢1(1,1) < 1, this proves that Y5(1) # 1. Hence,
using again (5.10), we conclude that

Yo(z™) =Ya(1) > Y1(1) = 1.
Lemma 5.3 is therefore proved. g
To investigate the cases (h) and i) the following lemma will be used.

Lemma 5.4. Suppose that the condition (A1) is satisfied and let x € (2%, 23], y € [y, y5'] and
(2',y") € D be such that

(5.11) << Xi(y) and Y <y <Yi(o)
Then
(5.12) r=z=X1(y) and vy =y=Yi().
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Proof. Indeed, suppose that the conditions of our lemma are satisfied and let (5.11) holds. Then
according to the definition of the line segments [z%, 23] and [y5,y5], we have 23 < 2’ < =3
and yp <y < y3r, and by Lemma 5.2, the points (z,Y1(z)) and (X1(y),y) belong to the set Si1.
Using the definition of Sy1, it follows that

(5.13) h <2’ <z < Xi(yp) and yp <y <y < Yi(ap).

Since by Lemma 4.1, the function Y; is decreasing on the line segment [z, X (y}5)] and the function
X, is decreasing on the line segment [y5, Y1(2%)], relations (5.13) imply that Y3 (z') > Y1(z) and
X1(y") = Xi1(y), and consequently, using (5.11) one gets

(5.14) Y <y<Yi(z) <Yi(z') and 2’ <2< Xi(y) < Xa(y).

Under the hypotheses of our lemma, (2',3’) € D and by Corollary 5.1 and the definition of the
line segments [X;(y"), X2(y')] and [Y1(2'), Yao(2')], we have

X1(y) <2’ < Xo(y) and Yi(2') <y < Ya(a').
When combined with (5.14) these relations prove (5.12). O

5.3. Proof of Proposition 2.2. Now we are ready to complete the proof of Proposition 2.2.
Under our hypotheses, by Corollary 5.3 applied with z = x** and y = y**, one and only one of the
cases (a)- (i) of (5.3) holds, and remark that the case (a) is equivalent to the case (BO).

Remark furthermore that the case (B1) implies (b), and conversely, if the case (b) of (5.3) holds,
then by Lemma 5.2 applied with = 2** and y = y**, the point (z**,y**) belongs to the set Saa,
and by Lemma 4.1,

™ <zp  and Y <yp
because in this case, we have Y7 (z**) < Ya(z**) and X1 (y**) < Xa(y*™*), The case (B1) is therefore
equivalent to the case (b).

Similarly, the case (B2) implies the case (c) of (5.3) and conversely, in the case (c), by Lemma 5.2
applied with z = z** and y = y**, the points (z**, Yo(z*™*)) and (Xa2(y**),y™*) belong to the set
Saz. The case (B2) is therefore equivalent to the case (c) of (5.3).

And similarly, the case (B3) (resp. (B4)) implies the case (d) (resp (e)), and conversely,
if (d) (resp. (e)) holds, then by Lemma 5.2 applied with z = 2** and y = y** the point
(x**,y**) = (X1 (y*), y**) = (z**, Ya(a**)) belongs to the set Sy (resp. the points (z**, Ya(x**))
and (X (y**), y**) belong to the set S12), and by Lemma 5.3 combined with Lemma 4.1 and (2.10),
one gets

Yi(2™) < Ya(2™), 2™ <ap and y* <1< Ya(z™).
The case (d) is therefore equivalent to the case (B3), and the case (e) is equivalent to (B4).
Similar arguments (it is sufficient to exchange the roles of # and y) show that the case (f) is
equivalent to (B5) and the case (g) is equivalent to (B6).
Now, to complete the proof of our proposition it is sufficient to show that the case (i) of (5.3)
never holds, and the case (h) is equivalent to (B7). To get this result we apply Lemma 5.4 with
(',y') = (1,1) and (x,y) = (z**,y**). By relations (2.9) and (2.10), we have

(5.15) zp <2’ <1<2™ <2y and yp <y <1<y™ <yp.
Hence, when either (h) or (i) holds, i.e. if
Xi(y™) = 2™ and Yi(z™) >y,
using Lemma 5.4 with z = 2**, y = y** and (2/,y’) = (1,1) we obtain
(5.16) (z*,y*")=(1,1) and X;(1)=Y1(1)=1.

The case (i) is therefore impossible and the case (h) is equivalent to (5.16). Remark moreover that
by Lemma 5.2 applied with z = 2** = 1 and y = y** = 1, from (5.16) it follows that the point
(1,1) belongs to the curve Sy; and consequently, by Lemma 4.1,

(5.17) 9,P(1,1)<0 and ,P(1,1) <0,
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and notice that by (5.16) and using (2.9) and (2.10),
zp<at<ax™=1 and yp<y <y =1L

Since the points (z,y) = (2%, Y1(z}h)) and (2/,y") = (X1(yp),yp) are the only points in Siq
for which 0yP(z,y) = 0 and 9,P(2’,y’) = 0, the last relations show that 9,P(1,1) # 0 and
0yP(1,1) # 0. Using (5.17) we conclude therefore that when (h) holds, we have also 9,P(1,1) < 0
and 0, P(1,1) < 0 and consequently the case (h) is equivalent to (B7).

6. THE FUNCTIONAL EQUATION AND THE CONVERGENCE DOMAIN

6.1. Sketch of the proof of Theorem 1. The main ideas of the proof of Theorem 1 are the
following : By using the method of Lyapunov functions, we first show that the series

(6.1) Hi(z,y)= Y, gkt jezi
k=(k1,k2)€Z2

(and consequently, also the series (2.28) and (2.29)) converge on a suitable polycircular set (O)
closed to the points (x4,0) and (0,y4). This is a subject of Proposition 6.1 below. With this
preliminary result, we will be able to get the first assertion of Theorem 1 and to introduce on the
set Q(©), the functional equation (2.30) (see Proposition 6.3). Next, we show that the functions
at the right hand side of (2.30) are analytic in the set {(z,y) € QUT) : |z| < z4, |y| < ya}, and
we extend in this way, first the function (z,y) = R;(z,y) = Q(z,u)h;(z, y) and next the function
(x,y) = hj(z,y) as analytic functions to the set {(z,y) € Q) : |z] < zq, |y| < ya}.

Definition 8. If one of the cases (B0)-(B2) holds, we define © as the logarithmically convex hull
of the union of the two rectangles [0, z4[x[0,Y1(zq)[ and [0, X1(ya)[X[0,yq| (see Figure 10) :

(6.2) 6 = LogCH{ (0, 2a[x[0, Yi(wa)[) U (10, X1 (ya) X [0, yal) }-

In the case when one of the assertions (B3)-(B6) holds, we let

(6.3) © = [0, z4[X[0, ya[.

Proposition 6.1. Under the hypotheses (A1)-(A4), the series (6.1) converges on the set

(6.4) Q(8) = {(z,y) € C* = (|a],ly]) € O}.

In the case when the random walk (Z(n)) is positive recurrent, this statement follows from the
results of Miyazawa [22]. In Section 6.2, we give another proof of this statement by using the
method of Lyapunov functions. Our proof is valid both for positive recurrent and for transient
random walks.

Since for any j € Z%, and (z,y) €]0, +00[?,
IL’th(I,y) < Hj(x7y)7 Ihlj(‘r) :HJ(I',O) < Hj(xay) and thj(y) :HJ(an) < Hj(‘r7y)7
as a straightforward consequence of Proposition 6.1, one gets

Corollary 6.2. Under the hypotheses (A1)-(A4), for any j € Z2,
i) the series (2.29) converge (and consequently the functions hi; and hg; are analytic)
respectively in B(0,x4) and in B(0,yq), with x4 and yq defined respectively by (2.21) and (2.22);
it) the series (2.28) converge on the set Q(O) and consequently, the function h; is analytic in

Q(0).
With this results, using classical arguments (see Section 6.3) we obtain

Proposition 6.3. Under the hypotheses (Al1)-(A4), for any j € Z? and (z,y) € Q(O), the
functional equation (2.30) holds.
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By the definition of the points x4 and y4, see relations (2.21) and (2.22), and of the sets © and
I, when either (B3) or (B4) holds, we have the relations
g =2, ya="Ya(rqy) and O =[0,z4[x[0,Ya(zq)[={(z,y) €T : = < x4, y < ya},
and when either (B5) or (B6) holds,
ya=9y", x4=Xo(ys) and O =[0,X2(yq)[X[0,z4[={(z,y) €T : & < x4, y < ya}.

Hence, when one of the case (B3)-(B6) occurs, Theorem 1 follows from Corollary 6.2 and
Proposition 6.3.

When one of the cases (B0)-(B2) occurs, the first assertion of Theorem 1 follows from
Corollary 6.2 as well, and to prove the second assertion of Theorem 1 the following proposition
will be used.

Proposition 6.4. If the conditions (A1)-(A3) are satisfied and one of the assertions (B0)-(B2)
holds, then

(6.5) {(y) el o <24, y<wa} COU{(z,y) € D: x <xg, y <Ya}

With this lemma and using our previous results we will be able to show first that the function
(x,y)—hj(z,y) can be continued to the set Q4(7y) as a meromorphic function, and next to show
that it is in fact analytic in this set.

The proof of Theorem 1 is organized as follows:

— Proposition 6.1 is proved in Section 6.2;

— Section 6.3 is devoted to the proof of Proposition 6.3;
— the proof of Proposition 6.4 is given in Section 6.4;

— the proof of Theorem 1 is completed in Section 6.5.

6.2. Proof of Proposition 6.1.

6.2.1. The main idea of the proof. To main tool of our proof of this proposition is the method of

Lyapunov functions. We show that for any (z1,y1) € D N Dy and (22,y2) € D N Dy such that
(6.6) 1> 2y and Y1 < yo,
the function f : Z3 — [0, +o0[ defined by

(6.7) flki ko) = oy + b s>, (ki k) € z:.
satisfies
(6.8) E;(f(Z(1)) <6f(j), VjeZI\E,

with some 0 < 6§ < 1 and for some finite subset E C Zi. This is a subject of lemma 6.1 below.

With this result we are able to prove that for any two points (z1,y1) € DND; and (z2,y2) € DNDs
satisfying (6.6), the series

(6.9) > 90, k) (@1 v1” + 5 5°)

k=(k1,k2)€Z2\{(0,0)}
converges, this is a subject of Lemma 6.2. Next, to prove that the series (6.1) converge for
any (z,y) € O, we show that for any (z,y) € O, there are two points (z1,y1) € 5 N Dol and
(x2,y2) € Dn 132 satisfying (6.6) and such that

(6.10) afrykr Loy 4 abiyb? ) Yk = (ki ko) € Z2.
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6.2.2. Preliminary results for the proof of Proposition 6.1. We begin our analysis with the following
statements.

Lemma 6.1. Suppose that the conditions (A1)-(A3) are satisfied and let two points (x1,y1) €
D N Dy and (x2,y2) € D N Dy satisfy (6.6). Then for some finite set E C Z2, the function
f:Z2 —]0,400| defined by (6.7) satisfies (6.8) with some 0 < 6 < 1.
Proof. Consider two functions f1, f2 : Zi — R defined by
fiG1,g2) = 22y, and  fo(j1,j2) = 2B yd?, V(1. j2) € zz,
and let .
0 = max{¢1(z1,y1), P(x1,y1), ¢2(z2,92), Plz2,y2)}-

Then 0 < 6§ < 1 because (x1,11) € B N D01 and (z2,y2) € D N Dy, and moreover, for any
(] = (jlajZ) € Zi\{O},

0£1(j1.72), - ifa #0,

G2(z1,y1)yi?, ifj1 =0,

E(jl,jz)(fl(Z(l)) < {

and ~
0f2(j1,J2),  ifj2 #0,

E(jl’j2)(f2(Z(1)) < 2(31:52) Jioos ‘2 i

d1(za,y2)adt  if jo = 0.

For the function f = fi 4+ f2, we obtain therefore that for any j = (j1,j2) € Z2\{0},
01 (jr. =) ifji>0and j2 >0
(6.11) Eii.ian (f(Z2(1)) < qyéz + <Z52(951,yl)yi2 ifj1=0
021" + ¢1(wa, yo )zl if jo = 0.
Since under hypotheses of our lemma, 1 > x5 > 0 and 0 < y; < y2, we have moreover
lim(zo/x1) = lim (y1/y2)” =0,
Ji J2—>00
and consequently, for any ¢ > 0 there is N. > 0 such that for any (j1,72) € Zi with jo > N, and
J1=0,
0y + b1, 1)yl < (0 + 2yl = (0+ ) f2(j1, j2) < (0 + ) f(jr, j2)
and similarly, for any (j1,j2) € Z% with j; > N, and j, =0,
07" + d1(wa, y2)ay' < (04 ) f(jr, J2)-
Hence, for € > 0 such that 6+e< 1, letting
E={(j.0)€Z} : ji <NJU{(0,52) € Z% : jo < Ne}
one gets (6.8) with § =0 + & < 1. O

Lemma 6.2. Under the hypotheses of Lemma 6.1, for any j € Z2, the series (6.9) converges.

Proof. Indeed, counsider two points (z1,y1) € 5 N 131 and (x9,y2) € B N D02 satisfying (6.6) and
let the function f : Z%2 —]0, +oo[ be defined by (6.7). Then by Lemma 6.1, for some finite set
E C Z%r and some positive number 6 < 1, (6.8) holds. Without any restriction of generality, we
will suppose that E contains the origin (0,0). Denote by 7g the first time when the process (Z(n))
hits the set E :

g =inf{n > 1: Z(n) € E},
and let

ge(i, k) =Y Pj(Z(n) =k, 75 >n), jE€ZI\E, keZ}.
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Then by (6.8), for any j € Z1\E,
Ei(f(Z(n)); 76 =2 n) <0"f(j), YneN,

and consequently,

(6.12)
> gl R)(ah ol + ok ult) = 7 gl R0 = 3B (F(Z0)s i =) < F(HA -0
kez3 kez% n=1

Using the identity

9(: k) =ge( k) + D> Y. g Z(1) = m)gr(m, k)

te E\{0} meZ2 \E

from the above relation it follows that for any j € Z%\E,

S g a0+ Y Y eU OP(Z() = m)fm)

k=(k1,k2)€Z% LeE\{0} meZ2 \E
1 . .
< (fH+ X 9G.0E(EO)):
Le E\{0}

Since the set F is finite and under the hypotheses (A1) and (A3), E;(f(Z(1))) < 4oo for any
¢ € E, this proves that the series (6.9) converges for any j € Zi\E To prove that this series
converges for j € F, it is sufficient now to notice that for j € F,

Le E\{0} m622 \E
and consequently,

S oGk (o k)

k=(k1,k2)€Z2
< Y g6 Y PUZW=m) Y ge(mk) (Sl +ahh) < oo
teE\{0} mez2\E k=(k1,k2)€Z%

O

Lemma 6.3. Suppose that the conditions (A1)-(A3) are satisfied and let T €]z*,x**[ and
7 €ly*, y**[ be such that

Then for any y1 > Y1(Z) closed enough to Y1(Z) and any x2 > X1(§) closed enough to X1(g), the

points (x1,y1) = (Z,y1) and (x2,y2) = (x2,7) satisfy the conditions of Lemma 6.1.

Proof. Indeed, by Lemma 4.2, for & €]a*, 2™ and § €]y*,y™[, each of the line segments

Y1(2),Y2(2)] ={y > 0: (2,y) € DN D1} and [X1(9),X2(9)] = {z > 0: (2,§) € DN Dy} has
) <

a non-zero length, and for any y; and x such that Y7 (Z y1 < Yo(Z) and X1(9) < 22 < Xg( ),
one has

(:i,yl) EDﬁDl, and (ZL’Q,Z:I) € DN Ds.

Using (6.13), this proves that for any y; and z2 such that Y1(Z) < y1 < min{Y>(Z),7} and
X1(9) < z2 < min{Z, X2(7)}, the points (z1,91) = (Z,91) and (22,y2) = (x2,7) satisfy the
conditions of Lemma 6.1. O

Now we are ready to get
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Lemma 6.4. Suppose that the conditions (A1)-(A4) are satisfied and let

([0, z4[x[0, Y1 (za)]) U ([0, X1(ya)[x[0,ya) if either (BO), or (B1) or (B2) holds
(6.14) ©¢ = < [0, z4[%x[0, Ya(z4a)[ if either (B3) or (B4) holds
[0, X1 (ya)[X[0, yal if either (B5) or (B6) holds.

Then for any (x,y) € Oq, there are two points (x1,y1) and (xa,y2) satisfying the conditions of
Lemma 6.1 and relations (6.10).

Proof. Suppose first that one of the cases (B0), (Bl) or (B2) occurs and let (x,y) €
[0,24[x[0,Y1(2zq)[. The definitions of the cases (B0), (Bl), (B2) and of the points z4 and y,4
(see Proposition 2.2 and relations (2.33), (2.34)), give

max{Xi(yq),x} <xqg=2" and y<Yi(xq) <yqa=vy"",

and by (2.9),

ep <zt <z =z4 and yp <y <y =ya.
Since the functions X7 : [yp,y5] — [zh,25] and Y7 : [z5, 28] — [yp, yp'| are continuous, it
follows that for any & €] max{z*,x}, x4 and § €]y*, yq[ closed enough respectively to x4 and yq
one has

(6.15) 0<z <z, 0<y<Yi(a),

(6.16) X1(§) <& and Yi(d) < 3.

By Lemma 6.3, from (6.16) it follows that for y; > Y31(Z) and x5 > X;(7) closed enough respectively
to Y1(Z) and X1(g), the points (z1,y1) = (Z,11) and (z2,y2) = (z2,7) satisfy the conditions of
Lemma 6.1, and using (6.15) one gets (6.10).

When one of the cases (B0), (B1) or (B2) holds and (x,y) € [0,24[%[0,Y7(2z4)[, our lemma is
therefore proved. For (x,y) € [0, X1(ya)[X[0, ya[, the proof is quite similar.

Suppose now that either (B3) or (B4) holds. The definitions of the cases (B3) and (B4) and of
the points x4 and yg4 (see Proposition 2.2 and relations (2.33), (2.34)), and by (2.9), give

(6.17) rp <ot <z =1z4 < Xa(y"),

(6.18) y* <1 <yq=Ya(za) <y™,

(6.19) (X2(y™),y™), (@77, Ya(2™)) = (24, ya) € S1a,
and

(6.20) Yi(za) < Ya(za)-

From the definition of S;2 and relation (6.19), it follows that X (y**) < X1(y}") and consequently,
by (6.17),

(6.21) rp <t <xg < Xi(y™) < Xa(yp).
Consider now a point (z,y) € ©¢. Then by (6.14) and using (6.21), (6.18) and (6.20),
(6.22) O0<max{z*,z} <zqg < Xi1(yp) and 0 < max{Yi(zq),y",y} <ya=Ya(zq) <y™*

Since the function Y5 is strictly increasing on the line segment [2%, X1 (y5")] and the functions Y;
and Y2 are continuous on [z}, 23], it follows that for any & and Z closed enough to x4 and such
that

(6.23) max{z*,z} < & < T <z =z,

one has
max{Y1(Z),y", y} < Y2(2) < Ya(Z) < Ya(2q) = ya < Y™,
Remark that because of (6.21) and (6.23), the points & and # belong to the line segment

[z5, X1(yp")]. Since the functions X; : [Yi(zh),y5] — [25, X1(yp9)] and Y2 @ [zh, X1(y5)] —
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[Yi(2%),y}"] are inverse to each other, letting § = Y2(Z) we get therefore X4 () = & and using the
above relations we obtain

(6.24) yr<y=Ya(d) <y, N(@) <Ya(@) =9, Xi(y)=2<7,

(6.25) z<i=X1(g) and y<Ys(%)=g.

By Lemma 6.3, from (6.23) and (6.24) it follows that for any y; > Y7(Z) closed enough to Y; (%)
and zo > X;(¢) closed enough to X;(g), the points (z1,y1) = (Z,y1) and (x2,y2) = (x2,7) satisty
the conditions of Lemma 6.1, and using moreover (6.25), we get that for any j = (j1,j2) € Z2,

x]l J2 (Xl( )) ~j2 mélyf m{ly.{2 +$§1y§2.

Hence, in the case when either (B3) or (B4) holds, Lemma 6.3 is also proved. To prove this lemma
the case when either (B5) or (B6) holds, it is sufficient to exchange the roles of z and y. O

6.2.3. Proof of Proposition 6.1. This proposition is a consequence of Lemma 6.2 and Lemma 6.3: by
Lemma 6.3, for any (z,y) € O, there are two points (z1,y1) and (z2,y2) for which the conditions
of Lemma 6.1 are satisfied and relations (6.10) hold. By Lemma Lemma 6.2 and using (6.10), this
proves that

S gkt < Y gk (el abel) < oo
k=(k1,k2)€Z2 k=(k1,k2)€Z2

Hence, for any (x,y) € ©g, the series (6.1) converge. Since the set © is the logarithmically
convex hull of the set Oy, and the domain of convergence of power series with center 0 is always
logarithmically convex, this proves that the series (6.1) converge in (0).

6.3. Proof of Proposition 6.3. Consider first the case when j = (j1,j2) # (0,0). By
Proposition 6.1, the series (6.1) converge on the set Q(0). Hence, for any (z,y) € Q(O) with
non-zero x and y, by the Fubini theorem and using the Markov property, one gets

Hj(w,y) =y + ) ZP ) =k, 1o > n)atiyk
k=(k1,k2)€z3 n=1
(6.26) —altyP 3 g 0B (22 WyB ), 5 > 1)

£eZ2\{(0,0)}
Because of Assumptions (A1)-(A3), for (z,y) € Q(O) with = # 0 and y # 0, we have
“yl2P(z,y) — p(—=1,—1)1ga 1y (01, 62) if ¢4 > 0 and £, > 0,
E, (le<1>y22<1>, o > 1) = & ¢ (2, y) — p(— 1,0)1{(170)}@1,42) if ¢, >0 and £y = 0,
Y’ ¢o(x,y) — /1,2(0, —1)10,1) (41, 42) if /4 =0 and ¢5 > 0.
Using these relations in (6.26), for (z,y) € Q2(0) with non-zero = and y, one gets therefore

H]'(xay) = leij - :u'(_]-v _1)g(j7 (]-7 1)) - Nl(_lvo)g(jv (17 O)) - /~L2(07 _1)g(jv (01 1))

oo o0

FPa) Y a0y + b )S g0 (0 + dalwn)S 9 (0,6))y"
(=(t1,5)€Z2 : =1 o1
A€1>0, £2>0

or equivalently,

Hj(z,y) = Lj(z,y) + zyP(z,y)h;(z,y) + 261 (2, y)h1j(x) + ydo(x, y)hoj(y)
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with

Lj(l‘, y) = leij - /’L(_L _1)9(.77 (17 1)) - /’(‘1(_17 0)Q(.77 (la 0)) - M2(Oa —1)9(], (O? 1))
= gliylz — P;(m0 < 400).
Since clearly H;(z,y) = xyh;(x,y) + xhij(x) + yhe;(y), the last relation proves (2.30) for any

(z,y) € O) and j = (j1,j2) € Z2\{(0,0)}. To get (2.30) for (j1,j2) = (0,0), it is sufficient now
to notice that for any (z,y) € Q(0©),

H0)(z,y) = Z Po,0)(Z(1) = (j1,j2))Hj(z,y)
(41,42)€Z3\{(0,0)}

and

Z Po,0)(Z(1) = (j1,42)) L;(z,y) = E0,0) <$Z1(1)yz2(1); To > 1) —P,0)(1 <19 < +00)
(1,72)€Z2 \{(0,0)}

= ¢o(z,y) — P(0,0)(10 < +00).

6.4. Proof of Proposition 6.4. Suppose that one of the cases (B0)-(B2) holds. Then by
Proposition 2.2 and the definition of the points x4, y4, the following relations hold

(6.27) za=2">X1(ya),  ya=y"" > Yi(za),
and the set © is defined as a logarithmically convex hull of the set
([0, za[x[0, Y1 (x4)[) U ([0, X1 (ya)[x[0, yal)-

The points (z1,y2) = (24, Y1(z4)) and (z2,y2) = (X1(ya), ya) are therefore on the boundary of the
set © and also on the boundary of the set D. Since the set © is logarithmically convex and the
set D is strictly logarithmically convex, it follows that for any 0 < 6 < 1, the point (xg,ys), with

Ty = m?x;(’ and yy = yfy%fe, belongs to the set © N D, and consequently,

Yi(zg) < yp < Ya(xo).
By the definition of the set O, for any 0 < 6 < 1 and y € [0, ys[, the point (xg,y) is in ©, and
for any y €]Y1(xg), Ya(xp)[ and the point (zg,y) is in D. Consequently, for any 0 < § < 1 and
y € [0, Ys(xp)], the point (z4,y) belongs to the set © U ZO), or equivalently, that for any y > 0,

(6.28) y > Ya(wg) whenever (zg,y) €O UD.

Consider now a point (Z,9) € [0, +oo[> with & < z4 and § < y4 and such that (£,9) € (© U D).
Then & > X1 (yq) (because otherwise (£,9) € [0, X1(ya)[x[0,y4)[C ©), and consequently for some
0<6<1,3=uzp=2%X1(ya))' "% Hence, by (6.28), we get § > Y2(2), and with similar
arguments (it is sufficient to exchange the roles of x and y) we obtain & > X»(§). By Lemma 5.2,
these inequalities show that (Z,Ya2(%)), (X2(9),9) € Sa2. Hence, if we suppose that for some
(2',y') € D, the inequalities & < 2’ and § < 3’ hold, then using the similar arguments as in the
proof of Lemma 5.4, we will obtain that & = 2/ = X5(9) and § = ¢y = Y2(&). With the definition
of the set T', this proves that (Z,9) ¢ T.

6.5. Proof of Theorem 1. Now, we are ready to complete the proof of Theorem 1. In the
cases (B3)-(B6), Theorem 1 follows from Corollary 6.2 and Proposition 6.3, and in the cases (B0)-
(B2), the first assertion of Theorem 1 follows from Corollary 6.2 as well.To complete the proof of
Theorem 1 we have therefore to prove its second assertion in the cases (B0)-(B2).

We know that, for any j € Z%, the function (z,y) — Lj;(z,y) is analytic in Q(I'), the
functions (z,y) — Q(z,5) = wy(1 — P(@y), (@,y) = V1(2,y) = 2(é1(z,y) — 1) and (z,5) -
Ya(x,y) = y(1 — ¢2(x,y)) can be analytically continued to the set (T'), and by Corollary 6.2,
the functions hi; and hg; are analytic respectively in the discs B(0,z4) and B(0,yq). Hence for
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any j € Zi_, the function (x,y) — L;(z,y) + ¥1(z,y)h1;(x) + Y2z, y)he;(y) is analytic in the set
{(z,y) € Q) : |x| < x4, |y| < ya}. Since by Proposition 6.3, on the set 2(0),

Q(z,y)hj(z,y) = Lj(z,y) + ¥1(z,y)h1j(x) + Y2(z,y)haj(y),

and since clearly © C {(z,y) € T : « < x4,y < ya}, we conclude therefore that the functions
(z,y) = Q(z,y)h;(x,y) can be analytically continued to the set

def.
Qu(T) =" {(z,y) € Q) : |z| < za, [yl <ya}
and the function (z,y) — h;(z,y) can be continued as a meromorphic function

Lj(z,y) + 1 (2, y)hi; () + Yoz, y)has(y)
Q(,y)

hj(mvy) =

to the set Q4(T"). Since
~ by Proposition 6.1, for any j € Z%, the function h; is analytic in Q(©);

— for any (x,y) € Q(D), by the definition of the set D, we have |P(z,y)| < P(|z|,|y|]) <1
and, consequently, Q(z,y) # 0;
— and by Proposition 6.4, the set Q4(T") is included to the union of the open sets Q(©) and

QD)

we conclude therefore that the function h; can be analytically continued to the set Qq4(T").

7. SINGULARITY ANALYSIS OF GENERATING FUNCTIONS

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 2. Recall that the case (B7) will not be
considered. See Section 2.2. Throughout this section we will assume therefore that

Assumption (A4) one of the cases (B0)-(B6) holds.

7.1. The main ideas and the sketch of the proof. The main steps of our proof are the
following. First, we prove the light version of the assertion (i)-(v) of this theorem, i.e. we get, in
each of the corresponding cases, relations (2.40), (2.44) (2.42), (2.46), (2.48), (2.50), (2.52), and
(2.54) with positive constants given by (2.41), (2.43), (2.45), (2.47), (2.49), (2.51), (2.53). This is
a subject of Propositions 7.10 and 7.12 and Lemma 7.6 below.

With these results we will be able to show that in each of the assertions (i)-(vi) of our theorem,
the corresponding function s¢;, 3; or sz 5) is non-negative on Zﬁ_.

Second, in Proposition 7.13 below, we prove that in each of the assertions (i)-(vi), the
corresponding function s, 3 or s(; gy is harmonic for the random walk (Z-,(n)) and positive
everywhere in the set Z%F\Eo. With this statement, the proof of our theorem will be completed.

The first step of the proof of the last assertion of Theorem 2 is given by Lemma 7.6. This result
is obtained as a traightforward consequence of Theorem 1.

The first step of the proof of the assertions (i)-(v) of Theorem 2 proof is the most difficult. Its
main idea is the following: we extend the function Y; as an analytic function to some domain of
C large enough and we inject next y = Yj(z) to the functional equation (2.30) in order to get the
identity

(7.1) Lj(z, Y1 (2)) + ¢ (2, Yi(2) haj(2) + P22, Yi(2))he; (Y1 (2)) = 0.

Using this result we will be able to extend beyond the point z4 first the function = —
1 (z, Y1 (x))hi(x) = (¢1(x, Yi(x) — 1)H;(x,0) and next the function z — H;(z,0).

Remark that in a difference with nearest neighbor random walks, we have no explicit form of
the function Y;. Moreover, by the implicit function theorem, this function can be extended only to
some neighborhood of the interval 2%, %[ in C which is clearly not sufficient for our purpose. The
first difficulty of our proof is therefore to extend the function Y; to some sufficient for our analysis
domain of C. We perform this first step of our proof by using the probabilistic representation of
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the function Y7 : [z, 23] — [yh, y}3'] obtained in [13]. This is a subject of Proposition 7.1 below.
In this statement, for some ¢ > 0, we extend the function Y; as an analytic function to the set

Ue = Clap,ap +e)\[2p,2p +el,

and a continuous function on the set

(7.2) U. = Clab,a +e\ad, o3 +e[= U. U{ay

It is proved moreover that the extended function Y7 satisfies the identity

(7.3) Q. Yi(2)) =0,

on the set Ue, and that, on the closed annulus C(z%, %), the following relations holds
(7.4) [Yi(2)| < Yi(Jz|) whenever x # |x|.

Another difficulty is that by Theorem 1, we know only that the function y — hg;(y) is analytic
in B(0,yq), and the function (z,y) — h;(z,y) is analytic in {(z,y) € QT) : |z| < zq, |y| < ya}-
Hence, we can inject y = Yj(x) to the functional equation (2.30) only for those z € B(0,x4)
for which |Yi(x)] < ya4. To overcome this difficulty, we use the inequality (7.4). With this
inequality, we are able to show that for some 6 > 0, the function  — (z,Y;(x)) maps the annulus
Cxg—d,xq) ={x € C:aq—0 < |z| < x4} to the set {(x,y) € UT) : |z| < zp, |y| < ya} where
the functions (z,y) = H;(z,y), (z,y) = L;(x,y) + Ya(x,y)he;(y) and (z,y) — Y1 (x,y)hi;(x) are
analytic. This is a subject of Proposition 7.4 below.

In this way, on the annulus C(xq — 0,24), by letting in the functional equation (2.30)
y = Y1(z) and using (7.3) we obtain the identity (7.1) with analytic in C(xzq — d,24) functions
z — Y1z, Yi(x))hij(z) and @ — Lj(z,Yi(x)) and o — oz, Y1 (x))he;(Yi(z)). Moreover, when
one of the cases (B0)-(B4) holds, using again the inequality (7.4), we will be able to show
that for some 6 > 0, the function (z,y) — L;(z,Yi(z)) + ¥2(x, Y1(x))he;(Yi(2z)) is analytic in

Clxzg—0d,2q4+9)N T}s and continuous on C (x4 —J, x4+ 0) NU.. Using this result together with the
identity (7.1), we will extend the function * — —¢1(x,Yi(x))hij(z) = (1 — ¢1(z, Yi(x))H;(z,0)

as an analytic function to the set C(xq — d,24 + §) N U, and a continuous function to the set
C(xzq— 9,24+ ) NU.. This is a subject of Corollary 7.6 below.

Next, in Proposition 7.7, we investigate the function z — 1 — ¢1(z,Y1(z))), and finally, in
Proposition 7.10 and Proposition 7.11 below, when one of the cases (B0)-(B4) holds, we extend
the function x — H,(x,0) beyond the point x4.

In the case when either (B5) or (B6) holds, we begin our analysis by investigating the function
hoj. With the same arguments as in the previous cases (it is sufficient to exchange the roles
of x and y) we obtain that the function hy; can be extended as an analytic function to the set
B(0,yaq + 00)\{ya}. Next we show that for some § > 0, the function x — ho;(Y1(x)) is analytic in
the set C(xq — 6,24+ 6) NU\{zq}. And finally, using again the identity (7.1) we extend first the
function x — ¢ (z, Y1(x))h1;(x) and next the function x — hq;(z) beyond the point z4. This is a
subject of Proposition 7.12 below.

7.2. Analytic continuation and properties of the function x — Yj(x). We begin our analysis
with the following result.

Proposition 7.1. Analytic continuation of the function Y;. Suppose the conditions (A1)
are satisfied and let u(5) = 0 for all j € Z? with jo < —1 (remark that we do not need the whole
condition (A2) to be satisfied). Then

i) the function Yy is strictly convex on the line segment [x%, x5] and for some € > 0, it can
be extended to the set U. as an analytic function in the set U. and a continuous function

on the set U, satisfying there the identity (7.3).
ii) relation (7.4) holds on the set C(z%h, 2%);
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iii) for any & €]X1(yp), x5 [, the function x — (Yi(z) — Y1(Z) does not vanish in the set
C(& — 6,2+ 0)\{z&} for some 6 >0, and has at the point & a simple zero with
d., ..
(1.5 V@) = = 0P ()0, P04y > O
iv) the function x — Y1(x) —Y1(2%) does not vanish in the set C(xs — 06, x5 +0)\[25, x5 +4]
for some 6 >0, and as x — =},
d c

. Y] —Yi(zp) ~ — o= d —Y; ~———
(7.6) 1(x) = Yi(zF) c/rp—x  an T 1(z) NG T

with

= \JOPE )/ Pay)|
z,y)=(Tp , Y1(Tp

7.2.1. The main ideas and the sketch of the proof of Proposition 7.1. To prove this result, we first
get a probabilistic representation of the function Y;. As a consequence, we obtain that the function
Y1 is strictly convex on the line segment [z%, 23] and can be continued as an analytic function
to the open annulus C(z%, 2% ) and as a continuous function to the closed annulus C(x%, z5)
satisfying there the inequality (7.4) and the identity (7.3). This is a subject of the results of
Subsection 7.2.2.

Next, in Subsection 7.2.3, we extend the functions Y7 and Y3 to a neighborhood of 3" as two
branches of a two-valued analytic function having a branching point x5 and we get (7.6). This
result is obtained by using the implicit function theorem and the Morse lemma.

Finally, in Subsection 7.2.4, the proof of Proposition 7.1 is completed: by using the implicit
function theorem and relations (7.4) and (7.3) on the circle {x € C : || = 2}, we extend the
function Y; and the identity (7.3) to the whole set U. = C(a}h, 25 + e)\]|zh, 25 + ¢[ for some
e > 0, and we prove the two last assertions of Proposition 7.1.

7.2.2. Probabilistic representation of the functions Y7 its consequences. Consider the homogeneous
random walk (S(n) = (S1(n), S2(n)) on Z? with transition probabilities

Pi(S(1) = k) = u(k — j), Vh,j €22,
and the first time 7, when the random walk (S(n)) hits the set Z x {0} :
n=inf{n>1 : S(n) € Zx {0}},
By Lemma 2.2 of [13]
Lemma 7.1. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 7.1, for any j = (j1,j2) € Z x N* and

z € [xh, ],
E; (xsl(ﬁ); T < —|—oo) = 271Y; (x)%2.
As a straightforward consequence of this statement one gets the following probabilistic
representation of the function Y; :

Corollary 7.2. Under the hypotheses (A1) and (A2), for any x € [z, 3],
(7.7 Yi(z) = Eq,1) (msl(”); 71 < +oo)
With this result we get

Lemma 7.2. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 7.1, the function Yy is strictly convex on
[z, 23] and can be extended to the set C(xp,x3) as a function

(7.8) Yi(z) = Z Po,1)(S(m1) = (k1,0), 71 < —|—oo)xk1
kiez

which is continuous on C(zh, x5, analytic in C(xh, x%7) and, on the set C(z%, x5 ), satisfies the
inequality (7.4) and the identity (7.3).
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Proof. Indeed, by Corollary 7.2, the series

(9) S Poy(8(m1) = (k1,0), 71 < +00)2" = Eo) (a%7); 71 < +0)
ki1€Z

converges and the identity (7.8) holds for any real « € [z}, z5]. Since the coefficients of the series
(7.9) are real and non-negative, it follows that this series converges also on C(z%,z3). Hence,
by letting (7.8) for x € C(z},x%), the function Y7 can be extended to the set C(z%,2%) as a
function which is continuous on C(z%, 2%") and analytic in C(z%, 2%).

To get (7.4) and to show that the function Y7 is strictly convex on [z%, 2%, we show that all
coefficients of the series (7.9) are strictly positive. For this we recall that under our hypotheses,
the random walk (S(n)) is irreducible on Z? and hence, for any k; € Z, there are n € N and a
sequence of points ly, ..., ¢, € Z* with £, = (0,1) and Y"1, ¢; = (k1,0) such that

w(l;) >0 foranyie{l,...,n}.

Moreover, without any restriction of generality, one can assume that for some j € {1,...,n},
the second coordinate of each of the points ¢1,...,¢; is either zero or positive, and the second
coordinate of each of the points ¢;11, ..., ¥, strictly negative. Then for any j € {0,...,n— 1}, the
second coordinate of the point £y + - - - + £, is strictly positive and consequently,

P071(S(T1) = (k‘l,O), < +OO) > H[L(fz) > 0.
=1

All coefficients of f the series (7.9) are therefore strictly positive.

Since for any k1 € Z, the function  — P20)(S(m1) = (k1,0), 71 < +00)z* is convex on
[2%, z3] and the function @ — P(2,0)(S(11) = (2,0), 71 < +00)a? is strictly convex on [z}, 23],
this proves that the function Y; is strictly convex on [z}, z5]. And using moreover Proposition
P7.5 of [24] we get (7.4).

Remark finally that by relation (7.4), the function x — (z,Y7(z)) maps the closed annulus
C(x%, x3) to the set

Iy ={(z,y) €C*: w e Clap,ap), lyl <Va(|a])}.

Since under the hypotheses of Proposition 7.1, the function

Qey)=ay— Y plkr— 1k — Datry
k=(k1,k2)EN?

is analytic in a neighborhood of the set T';, and the function Y7 is already extended as an analytic
function to the open annulus C(z},z3) and as a continuous function to the closed annulus
C(x%, 2%, it follows that the function z — Q(z, Y1 (x)) is analytic in C(z%,2%") and continuous
on C(x%, z%). Since moreover the identity (7.3) holds for any real x € [x%, 23], by the uniqueness
of the analytic continuation to the set C(x%, %) and by continuity of the function z — Q(x, Y1(z))
on C(z%,x%3), this proves that the identity (7.3) holds also on the whole set C(x%, 25). O

7.2.3. Analytic continuation of the functions Y1 and Ys to a neighborhood of the branching point
xp . Now, we extend the functions Y; and Y5 to a neighborhood of z3 as two branches of a
two-valued analytic function having a branching point " and we get (7.6).

Lemma 7.3. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 7.1, for some € > 0 small enough, the functions
Y1 and Yy can be continued to the disk B(x}3,e) as two branches of two-valued analytic in
B(z,e)\{z5} function such that for any x € Bz}, e)\[zp, 3 +¢],

(7.10) P(z,Y1(z)) = P(z,Ya(x)) =1,
and there is an analytic in B(0,/€) function function Fy such that

(7.11) Yi(z) = Fy (=23 —2), Yo(z) = Fy (Vo — x)



and

(7.12) LBy ()
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> 0.
du

_ [ 0:P(x,y)
—\ a2, P(x,y)
u=0 Yy (x y) (z,y)=(z", Y1 (23))

Proof. By the definition of the point 3" and the functions Y7, Y5, we have
Yi(ap)) =Ya(eF),  Plap,Yi(zp)) =1,

and by Lemma 4.1,

(7.13) Oy P(z,y) y =0, and 9,P(z,y) > 0.

z,y)=(z" Y1 (z}p"))
Hence, by the implicit function theorem, there are a neighborhood V of the point z3° and an
analytic in a neighborhood U of Y7 (z}) function y — 9 (y) such that for any (z,y) € U x V,

Plr,y)=1 <« x=1¢(y),

|($7y)=($}*7Yl €3

ok Kok d
YMEE) =aE, ) =0,
Yoo =y
and
2

e - Gl <0
dy? —vi(2%) 0. P(z,y) ’

y=Yi(zp (z,y)=(z3p",Yi(z3"))

where the last relation follows from the second relation of (7.13) because under the hypotheses
(A1), the real valued function y — P(z}, y) is strictly convex in a neighborhood of Y7 (z}"). Using
the Morse lemma we conclude therefore that for some neighborhood U C U of Y; (%), there is a
C-diffeomorphism w from U to a neighborhood V of 0, with

(7.14) Vi(es) =0 and Loy GraiGY)
. w T = an —w(y =\ =
1zp dy y=Y: (23 0, P(z,y)

(z,y)=(a%",Y1(zF"))
such that V 4+ 2% € V and for any (z,y) € (V 4+ 2%") x U,
Pz,y)=1 & z=ap —u’(y).

Without any restriction of generality, one can assume that w(U) = V = B(0, \/2) with ¢ > 0 small
enough. Then for z € B(z3,e)\[z3, 23 + €], and y € U, from the above relation it follows that

Pzy) =1 & (wy) =g —o o wly)=—-z5 —2)
& (y= wlt(VrE —z) or y= w_l(—m))
with the square root function y/ analytic in C\] — 00,0]. Since the inverse to w function w™=1! is
analytic in B(0,1/¢), and since for real = € [z}, 25| and y > 0,
Plz,y)=1 & (y=Yi(x) or y="Ys(x))

we conclude therefore that the functions Y7 and Y5 can be extended to the set B(x%, €)\ [z}, 25 +¢]
as analytic functions such that either

Yi(z) =w (Vo —2) and Ya(r) =w ™ (—\/aF —1), Vo€ Blap,e)\laF 2y +el,

or

Yi(z) = w H(—/2% —z) and Ya(2) = w1 (y/2F — ), Vo € B(zp,e)\[zp,zp + €.
These relations show that the function w=! is real valued on the interval | — /2, /€[, and hence,
by the second relation of (7.14), it is strictly increasing in a neighborhood of 0. Since the function
Y7 is increasing on the interval [X;(y*), 23] and the function Y5 is decreasing on the interval
[X1(y*), 23], it follows that (7.10) and (7.11) hold with Fy = w™!. Relation (7.12) follows from
(7.14). O
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7.2.4. Analytic continuation of the function Y1 to the set C(a}h, 3 + e)\[z5, 3 + €]. Now we
extend the function Y7 and the identity (7.3) to the set C'(z%, 25 +¢)\[25", 23 +£] for some small
e>0.

Lemma 7.4. Under the hypotheses of Proposition 7.1, for some € > 0 small enough, the function
x — Y1(x) can be analytically continued to the set C(x’p, x5 +e)\[z5, 23 + €[, and satisfies there
the identity (7.3).

Proof. By Lemma 7.2, the function Y; is already extended to the closed annulus C(z%,z%)
as an analytic function in C(z%,23) and a continuous function on C(x%,x3) satisfying there
the identity (7.3), and that by Lemma 7.3, for some ¢ > 0, the function Y; is also already
analytically continued to the set B(z%,e)\[z5,2** + ¢]. Hence, to prove this lemma, it is
sufficient to show that the function Y7 can be analytically continued to a neighborhood of the
set {x € C: |z| = =¥, |z| # z3}. In order to get this result, we use the implicit function
theorem.

By Lemma 7.2, Q(Z,Y1(%)) = 0 for any point & € C with |z| = 23" and remark that under the
hypotheses of Proposition 7.1, the function @ is analytic in a neighborhood of (Z,Y7(Z)). Hence,
by the implicit function theorem, it is sufficient to show that for any such a point z,

(7.15) 0,Q(Z,Y1(Z)) # 0 whenever Z #xp'

To get this relation, we let us remark that according to the deﬁnition (2.24) of the function @ and
using (7.4), for any point & € C with |Z| = 2" and such that & # x}, one has

(7.16) |z —0,Q(Z,Y1(Z Z Z (k2 + Dplkr, ko) (2 )4 Y1 (2) [

k1€Z k=0

< 3037 (e Dl k)@Y (@) = 2 - 9,Q(F Vi)

k1€Z k=0

where

9, Q(ap, Yi(zp)) = ap —ap P(ap', Yi(ep)) — apV1(ep )0, Prp’, Yi(ap)) = 0

because P(z}3, Y1 (2%)) =1 and by Lemma 4.1, 9, P(z}, Y1 (z}3")) = 0. Hence, for any & € C with
|Z| = 2% and such that ity

10,Q(, Y1(2))| = |2 — |7 — 9,Q(Z, Y1(2))| = 2% — |7 — 9,Q(Z, Y1(%))[ > 0
and consequently, (7.15) holds. O

7.2.5. Proof of Proposition 7.1. The first two assertions of Proposition 7.1 are proved by
Lemma 7.2, Lemma 7.3 and Lemma 7.4.

To prove the third assertion of Proposition 7.1, recall that by Lemma 7.2, the function Y; is
analytic in the annulus C'(z%,23") and satisfies there the inequality (7.4) and remark that any
point & €]X1(yp), 25| belongs to the annulus C(zh, 25") because zp < Xi1(yp) < 3. Hence,
for any & €]X;(y}p), 23], the function z — (Y1(z) — Y1(%) is analytic in a neighborhood of the
circle {z € C: |z| = &, and by (7.4), the point & is an only zero of this function in the circle
{z € C: |z| = &. Since the zeros of analytic functions are always isolated, this proves that for any
Z €]X1(yp), 23], there is 6 > 0 for which the function x — (Y1 (z) — Y1(&) does not vanish in the
set C(& — 6,2+ 0)\{z}.

Moreover, we have

— by Lemma 4.1, the real valued function Y; is strictly increasing on the interval | X1 (y5), 23,

— by Lemma 7.2, it is also strictly convex on | X1 (y5), 25 [,
— and by Lemma 4.1, P(%,Y1(z)) = 1 and 0, P(%,Y1(Z)) < 0.
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Hence, for any & €]X;(yp), x5 [, using the implicit function theorem, one gets (7.5). From this
relation, it follows moreover that for any & €)X (yp), 23], the point the point & is a simple zero
of the function z — Y7 (z) — Y1(&). The third assertion of Proposition 7.1 is therefore also proved.

To get the last assertion of Proposition 7.1, recall that by Lemma 7.3 and Lemma 7.4 , the
function Y7 was already extended to the set U, = C(zp,z™ + ¢)\|z5, 25 + €[ as an analytic

function in U, = C(z}h,z** + ¢)\[z}, 2} + ¢[ and a continuous function on U, satisfying there

the inequality (7.4). The function z — Y7 (x) — Y1(z}) is therefore analytic in U, and continuous
on U., and moreover by (7.4), the point 2% is its only zero in the circle {x € C : |z| = z3}. To
complete the proof of the fourth assertion of Proposition 7.1, it is therefore sufficient to get (7.6)
and to show that the point 2% is an isolated zero of the function z — Y3 (z) — Y1(x%"). For this,
we remark that by Lemma 7.3, as x — =3,

(7.17) Yi(z) —Yi(ap) = Fy (=25 —2) — Fy(0) ~ —cy/a —x

and J
c
Bl ¥ ~ =
dx (=) 2y —
with

d
c= —Fy(0 = +/0,P(z,vy)/02, P(x, > 0.
0| = oren@ |

Relations (7.6) are therefore proved, and since the constant c is strictly positive, from (7.17) it
follows that the point z3 is an isolated zero of the function z — Y1 (z) — Y1 (2%).

7.3. The properties of the mapping = — (z,Y;(x)) and their consequences. Remark that
by (7.4), the function z — (x,Y7(x)) maps the closed annulus to the set {(z,y) € C®2: =z €
C(xp,z3), |yl < Yi(|z])}, and under the hypotheses (A1)-(A3), for any j € Z%, the functions
(z,y) = o1(z,y), (z,y) — Y2(z,y) and (z,y) — L,(x,y) are analytic in a neighborhood of this
set. Hence, as a straightforward consequence of Proposition 7.1 one gets

Corollary 7.3. Under the hypotheses (A1)-(A3), for some 6 > 0, the functions x — ¢1(x, Y1 (z)),

x — Yoz, Y1(2)) and x — L;(z,Y1(x)) for any j € Z%, are analytic in the set Us and continuous
on the set Us.

Another consequence of Proposition 7.1 is the following property of the mapping z— (z, Y1 (x)).

Proposition 7.4. Under the hypotheses (A1)-(A4), for some § > 0, the function x — (x,Y1(x))
maps the annulus C(zq — 6,xq) to the set {(x,y) € Q) : |z| < zq, |y| < ya}. Moreover, for
any neighborhood V of the set Q(T) in C? and § > Y1 (xq), there is § > 0, for which the function
x — (x,Y1(x)) maps the set C(xqg — §, x4 + 0) NU: to the set {(x,y) € V : |y| < g}.
Proof. Remark that by (7.4), for any z €]z}, 23],
Y1 (2)] < Yi(Ja]) < Ya(|z]).
Hence, the function z — (z,Y1(x)) maps the set C(z%,2%") to the set
I ={(z,y) €C*: z € Clzp,ap), lyl < Ya(lz])}.

For any = €|z}, 5[, Y1(x) and Ya(x) are the only real and positive solution of the equation
P(z,y) =1, Yi(z) < Ya(z) and for any Y;(x) < y < Ya(z), the point (z,y) belongs to the interior
of the set D = {(z,y) € [0, +oc[*: P(z,y) < 1} (see Lemma 4.1 for more details). Hence for any
(z,y) € T'y), there is a point (z/,3’) € D such that |z| < 2’ and |z| < 3’ and consequently, the set
I’y is included to the set I'. The mapping x — (x, Y1 (x)) maps therefore the set C(zh, z35°) to the
set I'.

Consider now the case when one of the cases (B0)-(B4) holds. In this case, (see Proposition 2.2

and relations (2.33), (2.34)), we have Y(z4) < yq. Since the function z — (z,Y1(x)) maps the
annulus C(x}, z5") to the set I' and by Proposition 7.1, the function Y7 is continuous on U, it
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follows that for some d > 0, the function  — (x, Y7 (z)) maps the annulus C(z4 — d, ) to the set
{(2,) € Q) : |al < 2a, |y| < yal.

When one of the cases (B0)-(B4) holds, the first assertion of Proposition 7.4 is therefore proved.

Consider now the case when (B5) or (B6) holds. In this case (see Proposition 2.2 and relations
(2.33), (2.34)), the point (x4,ya) = (X2(y**),y**) belongs to the curve Sy; = {(z,Y1(z)) : = €
[(X1(yp), 2]y = {(Xa(y),y) =y € [yp, Ya(ap)]} and yp < y* < ya = y™* < yp". Since by
lemma 4.1, the functions Xs : [y5, Y1(25)] = [X1(yp), 23] and Y1 : [X1(y}h), 28] — [yp, Yi(z5)]
are strictly increasing and inverse to each other, it follows that in this case, we have 2% < Xs(yq) =
x4. Hence, for any « € C(z%,z4), using (7.4) one gets

Y1(2)] < Ya(lz]) < Yi(za).

Since we have already proved that the function z — (z, Y1(z)) maps the annulus C(z%, z3) to the
set I, the last relations prove that for 6 = x4—x}% > 0, this function maps the annulus C(xq—9, z4)
to the set {(z,y) € UT) : |z| < zq, y| < ya}

In the case when one of the cases (B5) or (B6) holds, the first assertion of Proposition 7.4 is
therefore also proved.

The second assertion of Proposition 7.4 holds because the function x — (x, Y7 (z)) is continuous
in the set U, including the closed annulus C(x%, 23) and maps C(x%, 23) to the closure of the
set IT".

g

Remark that under the hypotheses (A1)(ii), (A2) and (A3) (ii), (iv), the functions (z,y) —
Q(x7y) = ‘ry(l_P($>y)7 (xay) — ¢1($7y) = $(¢1($, y)_l) and (.’L’,y) - ¢2($7yl2 y(1_¢2($,y))
can be continued as analytic functions to some neighborhood of the set Q(I'). Hence, from
Theorem 1 it follows

Corollary 7.5. Under the hypotheses (A1)-(A4), there is a neighborhood V C C? of the set Q(T')
such that for any j € Z2,

— the function (x

— the function (x

— the function (z,
the set {(z,y) €

(7.18) Rj(z,y) = Lj(w,y) + ¥1 (2, y)h; () + Pa(, y) haj(y)-

When combined together, Proposition 7.4, Corollary 7.3 and Corollary 7.5 imply the following
statement.

,y) = Y1(z, y)haj(x) is analytic in the set {(z,y) € V: |z| < zq} ;
,y) = Ya(z,y)ha;(y) is analytic in the set {(z,y) € V: |y| < ya}
y) = Rj(z,y) = Q(z,y)h;j(x,y) can be extended as an analytic function to

€V: |z <wa, |yl <wya} by letting

Corollary 7.6. Under the hypotheses (A1)-(A4) for some § > 0, and any j € Z2,

i) the functions * — —Yi(x,Yi(x))hij(z) = (1 — ¢1(z,Yi(2)))H;(x,0) and = —
o(x,Y1(x))he;(Y1(x)) are analytic in the annulus C(xq — 0, x4) and satisfy there the identity
(7.19) (1= ¢1(z, Y1 (2))) H; (2, 0) = Lj(z, Yi(x)) + va(x, Y1(2)) he; (Y1 (2));

ii) moreover, if one of the cases (B0)-(B4) holds with xq < x%° (i.e. if either one of the cases
(B0), (B1), (B3) or (B4) holds or (B2) and xq < 3 hold), then for some 6 > 0, the function
x — Lj(z,Y1(x)) + Yo(x, Yi(z))he; (Y1(x)) is analytic in the annulus C(xq — 6,24 + ) and by
(7.19), the function x — nj(z) = (1 —¢1(z, Y1 (x)))H;(z,0) can be extended as an analytic function
to C(xg —d,xq +9).

iii) if (B2) holds with x4 = x}, then for some 6 > 0, the function x — Lj(z,Yi(x)) +

Y(z,Y1(x))he;(Yi(z)) is analytic in the set C(xq — 6,24 + 0) N Tj's and continuous on the set
C(zq— 6,24+ 0) N U, and by (7.19), the function x — n;(z) = (1 — ¢1(x,Y1(x)))H,;(x,0) can be

extended to the set C(xy — 6,24 + 0) N U as an analytic function in C(xy — 6,24 +0) NU: and a
continuous function on C(xq — d, 24+ 0) N U,.
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With this result, when one of the cases (B0)-(B4) holds, the function z — (1 —
¢1(z,Y1(x)))H;(z,0) is therefore already extended beyond the point z4. To extend the function
x — Hj(x,0) beyond the point 24 we need to investigate the function @ — ¢1(z,Yi(2)). This is a
subject of the next section.

7.4. Analytic continuation and properties of the function =z — ¢;1(z,Yi(x)). By
Corollary 7.3, for some § > 0, the function * — ¢1(z,Y1(x)) is already extended to the set

Us as an analytic function in the set Us and a continuous function on the set Us. We will need
moreover the following properties of the function  — ¢1(z, Y1(x)).

Proposition 7.7. Under the hypotheses (A1)- (A3), the following assertions hold:
i) the function © — ¢1(z,Y1(x)) is strictly convez on the line segment [z%, x5 ].
it) for any x € C(z*,x*),

(7.20) |¢1(2, Y1(2))] < o(z], Ya(lz])) < 1;

ii1) if ©** < x5, then for some 6> 0, the point x** is an only and simple zero of the function
x— 1= ¢1(z,Y1(x)) in the annulus C(z*, 2** + 0) and

(7.21) %qsl(x,yl(x)) o

w) if o = a3, then ¢1 (x5, Y1 (zh)) < 1;

v) if & = 2% and ¢ (2, Yi(23)) < 1, then for some § > 0, the function x — 1— ¢y (z, Y1(x))
has no zeros in Us = C(x*, x5 + O\, o + 0[;

vi) if ¥ = 2 and o1 (a5, Yi(ap)) = 1, then for some 6 > 0, the point 3 is an only zero of
the function x — 1 — ¢1(z,Y1(x)) in Us and as x — a3,

0 P(x,y)

> 0.
95, P(z,y)

(z,9)=(=%",Y1(z3"))

(7.22) 1 =1 (2, Y1(2)) ~ /oy —x  with c= Oyp1(z,y)

7.4.1. Outline of the proof of Proposition 7.7. To prove this proposition, we first get a probabilistic
representation of the function  — ¢4 (x, Y1 (z)) similar to those of the function  — Y3 (x). This
is a subject of Corollary 7.8. In Section 7.4.3, as a straightforward consequence of this result,
we get the first and the second assertion of Proposition 7.7. The proof of the third assertion of
this statement is given in Section 7.4.4 and the proofs of the last tree assertions are completed in
Section 7.4.5.

7.4.2. Probabilistic representation of the function x — ¢1(x,Y1(x)). The following probabilistic
representation of the function x — ¢1(x,Y1(z)) is another useful for our purpose consequence of
Lemma 7.1 :

Corollary 7.8. Let (S(n)) be a random walk on the half-plane Z x N with transition probabilities

wG—k)  forall j,k = (ki ks) € Z x N with ks > 0

7.23 PL(S(1) =j) =
(7.23) LS =3 {ul(j—k) for all j,k = (k1,k2) € Z x N with ks =0

and let Ty be the first time when the random walk (S(n) = (S’l(n),gg(n))) hits the boundary
Z x {0} :

Ty =inf{n > 0: S(n) € Z x {0}}.
Then under the hypotheses (A1) - (A3), for any x € C(z%h, %)

(7.24) ¢1(x,Y1(x)) = E(o,0 (xsl ). 1y < —l—oo) .
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Proof. To get (7.24) from Lemma 7.1 it is sufficient to notice that by the Markov property, and

according to the definition of the random walks (S(n)) and (S(n)),

E0.0) (Igl(ﬁ); T < +OO) = > mk)k+ > i1 (k) (251 Ty < 400)
kezZx {0} k=(k1,k2)€ZXN: ka0

S mk)at + > i1 (k)27 Y3 ()72

keZx {0} k=(k1,k2)EZXN: ka0

= d1(z, Y1 (2)).

O

7.4.3. Proof of the first and the second assertions of Proposition 7.7. With Corollary 7.8, by using
the same arguments as in the proof of Lemma 7.2 we get

Corollary 7.9. Under the hypotheses (A1) - (A3), the function x — ¢1(x, Y1(x)) is strictly convex
on [, 2] and satisfies on the set C(x’s, %) the following relation

(7.25) |01(2, Yi(2))] < 1 (||, Ya(lz]), Vo # |2].

Remark that this statement proves the first assertion of Proposition 7.7. Moreover, since by
Corollary 4.1,

(7.26) $1(x,Y1(x)) <1 forany =z €]z™,x™"],
using (7.25) one gets (7.20), and consequently, the second assertion of Proposition 7.7 also holds.

7.4.4. Proof of the third assertion of Proposition 7.7. Suppose now that x** < 3. In this case,
by Corollary 4.1,

(7.27) P1(z™,Y1(2™)) =1 and ¢1(x,Yi(x)) >1 forall =z €lz™, zp].

Using this relation together with (7.20) one get that the point x** is an only zero of the
function z — ¢1(x,Y1(z)) — 1 in the set {x € C : z* < |z| < z*}, and since the function

x — ¢1(z,Y1(z)) — 1 is analytic in the neighborhood Uy of this set, it follows that for some 5>0,
the point 2** is an only zero of this function in the annulus C(z*, z** + §). Moreover, since the
function @ — ¢1(z, Y1(z)) is strictly convex on the line segment [27%, 23] and by (2.9), in the case
when z** < 2%, the point 2** belongs to the interior of this line segment, from (7.26) and (7.27)
it follows that

Lomne)| >0

T=x**
and consequently, the point 2** is in this case a simple zero of the function = — ¢, (z, Y1 (z)) — 1.

The third assertion of Proposition 7.7 is therefore also proved.

7.4.5. Proof of the last three assertions of Proposition 7.7. Suppose now that z** = z3°. Then
by Corollary 4.1, ¢1 (2%, Yi(23)) < 1, and consequently, the fourth assertion of Proposition 7.7
holds.

Moreover, if 2** = 23 and ¢1 (x5, Y1 (z3)) < 1, using (7.25) we get

|p1(x, Y1 (2))] < ¢1(|=|, Yi(|z])) <1, for any xz € C with 2™ < |z| < =},

and consequently, the function  — ¢ (2, Y1(x)) — 1 has no zeros in the set {x € C : 2* < |z| <
3 }. Since the function * — ¢1(z,Y1(z)) is continuous on the set Uy, it follows that, for some
5> 0, it has no zeros in the set Us.

An finally, if ** = 2% and ¢1 (23, Y1(2%)) = 1, using again (7.25) one gets that the point
3 is an only zero of the function x — ¢1(x,Y1(z)) — 1 in the set {z € C : z* < |z] < =}
Moreover, since under our hypotheses, the function (z,y) — ¢1(x,y) is analytic in a neighborhood
of the point (2%, Y1 (z)) and since because of Assumption (A3)(iv),

Iy (zp', Y1(2F)) >0,
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using (7.6) one gets that as © — =},
¢1(,Y1(2)) =1 ~ (2 = 25)0:01(2F, Y1(2F)) — e/ap — 20y ¢ (a5, Yi(aF))
~ —e\/TE — 20y (o, Vi ()

with

c = \/8zp(x,y)/6§yp(x7y) (z,y)=(z%" Y1 (z%*
W)= Y (zh

This proves that the point %" is in this case an isolated zero of the function z — ¢1(z, Y1(x)) — 1
in Us. Since this function is continuous in a neighborhood Uy of the set {x € C : z* < |z| < 23},
and has no zeros in {z € C : z* < |z] < 3} aside of the point =}, we conclude therefore that

for some § > 0, the point 2% is an only zero of the function 2 — ¢, (z, Y1 (z)) — 1 in U;. The last
assertion of Proposition 7.7 is therefore also proved.

> 0.
)

7.5. Analytic continuation of the function 2— H;(z,0), cases (B0)-(B4). In this section, we
extend the function + — H;(z,0) beyond the point x4 when one of the cases (B0)-(B4) holds. The
cases (B0), (B1), (B3), (B4), and the case (B2) with ** < 2} are considered in Proposition 7.10.
The case (B2) with x4 = %" is considered in Proposition 7.11 below.

Proposition 7.10. Suppose that the conditions (A1)-(A3) are satisfied and let either one of
the cases (B0), (B1), (B3), (B4) holds or (B2) and x** < x3 hold. Then for some § > 0

and any j € Zf_, the function © — H;(z,0) can be extended as an analytic function to the set
B(0,zq + 0)\{zq}, and (2.40) holds with 3¢, (j) defined by (2.35) and ay > 0 defined by (2.41).

Proof. Under the hypotheses of this proposition, by Corollary 7.6, for some d; > 0, the function
x — Lj(z,Y1(x)) + 2(z, Y1(x))he; (Y1 (z)) is analytic in the annulus C(xq — 61,24+ d1), and using
the identities

(7.28) (1= @1 (2, Y1(2))) H;(2,0) = =t (2, Y1(2)) ()
(7.29) = Lj(z,Yi(2)) + 2z, Y1(x)) ha; (Y1 ()
the function z — (1 — ¢1(x,Y1(x)))H;(2,0) can be analytically continued to the open annulus

C(z4—61,24+01). Since by Proposition 7.7, for some d2 > 0, the function z — (1—¢1(z, Y1 (z))) ™!
is analytic in the set C(xq — 2, x4 + 62)\{x4} and has at the point 24 a simple pole with

. Tqg—T
lim

p 1
S T (@ @) = (dx¢1($7y1(fﬂ))>

we conclude therefore that the function x — H;(z,0) can be extended as an analytic function to
the set B(0,zq4 + d)\{z4}, and that (2.40) holds with 2, (j) given by (2.35) , and a; > 0 given by
(2.41). O

>0,

T=xq

Proposition 7.11. Suppose that the conditions (A1)-(A3) are satisfied and let (B2) and x4 = xf
hold. Then the following assertions holds.

— If g1 (x5, Y1 (x})) = 1, then for some § > 0, the function x — H;(z,0) can be extended
as an analytic function to the set B(0, x5 + 6)\[x**, 25" + I satisfying (2.42) with s1(j)
defined by (2.35) with x4 = x5 and az > 0 defined by (2.43).

= If o1 (23", Yi(a}p)) < 1, then for some 6 > 0, the function x — H;(x,0) can be extended to
the set B(0, 25 +0)\]|x3, 25 + [ as an analytic function in B(0, 25 +0)\[z5, 25 +4[ and
a continuous function on B(0, x5 + 0)\|x5, 3 + I, satisfying (2.44) with 51 (j) defined
by (2.36) and @y > 0 defined by (2.45).

Proof. Indeed, in this case, by Corollary 7.6, for some 0 < é; < ¢, the function  — L;(z,Y1(x)) +

¥(z,Y1(x))ho; (Y1 (z)) is analytic in C(xq—d1, xd+§1)ﬂ10]€ and continuous on C(zg—01, z4+61)NU,
and using the identities (7.28) end (7.29), the function z — n;(z) = (1 — ¢1(z, Y1(x)))H;(x,0) can
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be extended to the set C'(z4— 1, 24+ 91)NUe as an analytic function in C(xq—01,z4+01)NU. and
a continuous function on C (x4 —d1,24+061)NU.. Since by Proposition 7.7, for some 0 < § < 41, the

function  — 1/(1— ¢1(z, Y1(x))) is analytic in the set C(z4— 0,24+ ) NU., we get therefore that
the function @ — Hj(x,0) can be extended as an analytic function to the set C(xq—0,24+9)NU.
by letting

-1

Hj(x,0) = n;(z)(1 = ¢1(, Y1 (2)))
(7.30) = (Lj(@, Y1 (2)) + al@, Y1 (2))hoj (Yi(2))) (1 — ¢1 (2, Yi(2))) ™

Recall moreover that by Proposition 7.7, when ¢1 (23, Y1(2%)) < 1, the function x — 1/(1 —
¢1(z,Y1(x))) is continuous on C(z4 — J, x4 + ) N U, and when ¢ (x5, Y1 (2z5)) =1,

Ty —T
(7.31)  lim L > 0.

-1
—VIP " (0,61 (z,y)1/0uPx,y) /02, P(x,
a=ay 1 — ¢ (z, Ya(x)) (a0 0r P03, P ) (@)= Vi (3)

Hence, in the case when ¢ (3", Y1(z3)) < 1, the function x — H;(z,0) can be extended as a
continuous function to the set C'(z4 — d,zq4 + §) N Uy, and in the case when ¢, (23", Y1(23)) = 1,
using (7.30) (7.31), one gets (2.42) with s¢;(j) defined by (2.35), and ag > 0 given by (2.43).

Remark finally that when ¢; (23", Yi(23)) < 1, using (7.30) , for € B(0,2%) closed enough
to £, one gets

d d )
%H*(%O) = (@ Vi (@) (1= 61, Vi (@) )

df ((Lj(@, Y1 (2)) + (¢2(z, Y1 (2) — DH;(0,Y1(2)))(1 — 61 (2, Yi(2))) )
=0, ( ¢2($ y) — 1)H7 (0,9)(1 — (bl(m,y))_l)‘yzyl(z)
40, (L5, ¥i(2) + (92l Yi(e) — DHG(0,Y3 ()1~ 615 Ya@) )]y X 11
where by (7.6), as © — =},
Vi) ~ e with e = 2\ [0.P(w,9)/32,P(.1) > 0.

5 ) vy Y
2/ —x 2 (@) =(z" Vi (23))

Since in the case when ¢1 (23, Y1(23")) < 1, the function

is analytic in a neighborhood of the point (23, Y1(x%)), it follows (2.44) with @ > 0 given by
(2.45). O

7.6. Analytic continuation of the function z—Hj;(z,0), cases (B5) and (B6). Now we are
ready to extend the function  — H;(,0) beyond the point x4 when either (B5) or (B6) holds.
This is a subject of Proposition 7.12 below.

Proposition 7.12. Under the hypotheses (A1)-(A3), there is 6 > 0 such that for any j € Z%, the
following assertions hold

i) If (B6) holds, then the function x — H;(x,0) can be extended as an analytic function to the
set B(0,z4 + 0)\{zq} and (2.52) holds with a5 > 0 given by (2.53).

it) If (B5) holds and x4 = x** < z3, then the function x — H,;(x,0) can be extended as an
analytic function to the set B(0,z4 + 0)\{z4} and (2.46) holds with az > 0 given by (2.47).

iii) If (B5), xq = x** = a3 and ¢1 (a3, Yi(z})) = 1 hold, the function x — H;(x,0) can be
extended as an analytic function to the set B(0,xq + 0)\[z4, 4 + 0] and (2.48) holds with as > 0
given by (2.49).

) If (B5), xg = ™ = o and ¢1(x3,Y1(ap)) < 1 hold, the function x — H;(x,0) can be
extended as an analytic function to the set B(0, x4+ 6)\[xa, 24 + [ and (2.50) holds with as given
by (2.51).
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Recall that under our hypotheses, all functions (z,y)—L;(z,y), (z,y)—=¢1(z,y) and
(x,y)—2(z,y) are analytic in some neighborhood V of the set Q(T'). Throughout this section, the
set V will be given.

7.6.1. Preliminary result. We begin the proof of this proposition with the following lemma.

Lemma 7.5. Under the hypotheses (A1)-(A3) and if one of the cases (B5) or (B6) holds, there is
§ > 0 such that for any j € Z2., the function x — (1—¢1(z, Y1 (x)))H;(0,Y1(x)) can be analytically
continued to the set C(xqg — 0,24+ 6) NU. \ {z4}.

Proof. Suppose that either (B5) or (B6) holds. Then by Proposition 2.2 and using relations (2.33),
(2.34)), one gets

(7.32)  Xi(ya) <xa=Xo(ya) <z™, ¥ <ya=y"" =Yi(zq) <yp and (z4,yq) € Sa1,

with x4 = 2** in the case (B5), and x4 < =** in the case (B6). Hence, with the same arguments
as in the proof of proposition 7.10, (it is sufficient to exchange the roles of z and y), one gets that
there exists 8y > 0 such that for any j € Z%, the functions hi; and y — yho;(y) = H;(0,y) and
can be analytically continued to the set B(0,yq + d9)\{ya}, and

ylggd(yd —y)yhaj(y) = ylggd(yd —y)H;(0,y)
(7.33) = o1 (L (X1 (), 9a) + (61 (X (ya), ) — DH; (X1 (9),0))
with
(7.34) o — (;zasz(Xl(y), y>) R

Since by (7.32), yq < yp", without any restriction of generality, we will suppose throughout our
proof that

(7.35) Ya+ 00 < yp
Moreover, by using Proposition 7.1 and the first assertion of Corollary 7.6 we can inject y = Y7 (z)

to the functional equation (2.30):

— by Proposition 7.1, for some € > 0, the function Y; is already analytically continued to U,
and extended as a continuous function to the set U,

— by Corollary 7.6, there is 61 €]0, [, such that any j € Z%, the functions © — L;(z, Y (z)) +
Yo(x, Y1(2))he;(Yi(2)) and z — —¢1 (2, Yi(2))hij(x) = (1 — ¢1(2,Y1(2)))H;(2,0) are
analytic in the set C(xq — 01,24) and for any © € C(xq — d1,xq) the following relation
holds

(7.36) (1 = ¢1(z, Y1(2))) H;(x,0) = Lj(z, Yi(2)) + va(z, Y1(x))ho; (Y1 ().

To complete the proof of Lemma 7.5, the following steps will be performed:

step I: First we will show that for some do €]0,d;[, the function * — L;(z,Yi(x)) +
Yoz, Y1(x))he;(Yi(z)) is analytic in the set

(7.37) {2 € Clag— 63, mq+82) N : Yi(z) # Yi(za)}-

step 2: Next we will prove that for some d3 €]0, d3[, the point x4 is an only zero of the function
x = Yi(x)—Yi(xq) in C(axg—d5, 24+ d3) NU:, and we will deduce from our previous result
that the function z — L;(z,Y1(z)) + ¥2(x, Y1(x))he; (Y1 (x)) is analytic in the set

(7.38) C(xq — 03,24+ 03) VU \ {za}.
With this result and using the identity (7.36) we will be able to complete our proof.
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Step 1: Since because of (7.32), Y1(24) = ya < ya+ do, by Proposition 7.4 applied with § = yq+ do,
we obtain that for some 0 < do < 01, the function z — (z, Y1 (x)) maps the set C(xq—0d2, x4+02)NUs
to the set {(z,y) € V : |y| < ya + do}. Since the function y — H;(0,y) is already analytically
continued to the set B(0,yq + do) \ {ya} and the functions (z,y)—=vs(x,y) and (z,y) = L;(z,y)
are analytic in V, it follows that the function x — L;(x, Y1 (x)) +v2(x, Y1(x))he;(Y1(x)) is analytic
in the set (7.37).

Step 2: by (7.32) and (2.9), we have

yp <Y <ya=y" =Yi(za),

and consequently, (zq4,ya) # (X1(yp),yp). Since by (7.32), (z4,ya) € Sa21, using the definition of
the curve Sa1 (see (2.17)) one gets therefore
Xi(yp) < wa < 7P,

and consequently, using the assertions (ii) and (iv) of Proposition 7.1, we conclude that for
some 0 < 03 < 492, the point x4 is an only zero of the function x — Yi(x) — Yi(z4) in
C(xzq — 03,24 + 03) N U.. Since with our previous result, we have already proved that the
function & — L;(z,Y1(x)) + ¢2(z, Y1 (x))he;(Yi(x)) is analytic in the set (7.37), this proves that
the function @ — Lj(z,Y1(x)) + ¥a(x, Yi(x))he;(Yi(x)) is analytic in the set (7.38). Finally,
since on the annulus C(zg — d1,24), the identity (7.36) holds, this proves that the function
= — 1 (z, Y1 (x)hi(x) = (1 — ¢1(z, Y1 (2)))H;(z,0) can be analytically continued to the set
(C(wq — 03,0q + 03) N Ue)\{za}- O

7.6.2. Proof of Proposition 7.12. To complete the proof of Proposition 7.12, we consider separately
all possible cases :

— when (B6) holds;

— when (B5) holds with x4 = 2** < =}

— when (B5) holds with x4 = 2™ = 23" and ¢1 (2%, Yi(2F)) < 1;

— when (B5) holds with x4 = 2™ = 2} and ¢1 (2%, Yi(2p)) = 1.
Suppose first that (B6) holds. Then by Proposition 2.2 and the definition of x4 (see (2.33)), the
following relations hold
(7.39) rp <zt < Xq1(2™) <xg = Xo(y™) <z™ <2p.
Hence, by Lemma 7.5 and according to the definition of the set U, (see (7.2)), for some & > 0, the
function z — —1(z, Y1 (2))h1(x) = (1 — ¢1(z, Y1 (2)))H;(2,0) is already analytically continued
to the set C(xq — 5, g+ 3)\{a:d} . By Proposition 7.7, for any z € C'(z*, z**),

|01(2, Yi(2))] < ¢1(Jz], Ya(l2])) < 1.

Since by (7.39), 2* < x4 < z**, it follows that for 0 < ¢’ < min{z** — 24,24 — 2™}, the function
x— 1/(1 = ¢1(z,Y1(x)) is analytic in C(zq — &', 24 + ') and
(7.40) 1 — ¢1(zq, Yi(2q)) > 0.
Since the function x — 7n;(z) = —¢1(z,Y1i(2))hi(z) = (1 — ¢1(z,Yi(x)))H;(z,0) is already
extended as an analytic function to the set C(xq—0, z4+06)\{zq}, it follows that for § = min{d’, 4},
the function the function z — H;(x,0) can be analytically continued to C(zq — 6, x4 + 6)\{zq} by
letting
(7.41) Hj(,0) = (1= ¢1(x, Y1(2))) 7 (L; (2, Y1(2)) + tha(, Yi(2))hoj (Y1 (2))).
Remark finally that by (7.32), yq = y** < y}3'. Hence, using exactly the same arguments

as in the proof of Proposition 7.7 (it is sufficient to exchange the roles of = and y), one gets

$2(X1(Ya),ya) = ¢2(Xa1(y™),y™") = 1. Since by (7.32), X1(ya) < X2(ya) = za and Yi(zq) = ya,
and since under our hypotheses (see Assumption (A3)(vi)) the real valued function z — ¢a(z, yq)
is strictly increasing, it follows that

(7.42) $2(za, Y1(7a)) = ¢2(d,ya) = P2(X2(ya), ya) > ¢2(X1(ya),ya) = 1.
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Using these relations together with (7.41), (7.40), (7.33) and (7.5), we obtain
Jim (2q - 2)H;(2,0) = lim (24— 2)(1 - (2, Yi(2))) M (z, Y1(2)hej (Ya ()
= lim (24— 2)(1 = ¢1(z, Y1(2)) " (¢2(2, Y1(2)) — 1) H;(0, Yi(2))

=as (Lj(Xl(yd),yd) + (61(X1(ya),ya) — 1) H; (X1 (ya), 0)) = as2(j)

with

d

as = (6ale,y) — 1) ((1 - (z»l(x,y));ly@(Xl(y),y)n(x))

I > 0.

(z,y)=(za,yd)

The first assertion of Proposition 7.12 is therefore proved.

Suppose now that (B5) holds and let x4 = 2** < 2. Then by Proposition 2.2 and the definition
of x4 and yg4 (see (2.33) and (2.34)), one has

Yya =y =Y1(x™) =Yi(zq) and 2" < Xi(ya) < vq = Xa(ya) = 2™ < 23"

and by Proposition 7.7, for some § > 0, the function z — 1/(1 — ¢1(z, Y1(x))) is meromorphic in
the annulus C(x*, x4 + ¢), and has there a unique and simple pole at the point x4 = 2** with

i Ld v = i T T -
(7.43) xllgldm = (dx¢1( Y ( )))

Here, the only difference with the previous case is that the function z — 1/(1 — ¢1(z, Y1(z)) has
a simple pole at x4 = z**. Using therefore exactly the same arguments as in the previous case we
obtain that for some § > 0, the function + — H;(z,0) can be extended as an analytic function
to the set C(zq — 0,24 + §)\{zq}. And using finally (7.41) together with (7.33), (7.42), (7.5) and
(7.43) we get

T=Tq

lim (zq — 2)°H;(z,0) = a3 (Lj(Xl(yd)a ya) + (01(X1(ya), ya) — 1) H;(X1(ya), 0)) = azs(j)

T—Tq

with

0 = (Gl 1a(0) = 1) ( oo Voo oo () ) 30 ) )

T=Td,Y=Yd

> 0.

T=Td,Y=Yd

= (o) = 1) (por e i) o (a0 Vi) )

The second assertion of Proposition 7.12 is therefore also proved.

Suppose now that (B5), zq = ™ = 25" and ¢1 (3", Y1(23)) < 1 hold. Then by Lemma 7.5 and
according to the definition of the set U, (see (7.2)), by using the identity (7.36), the function = —
—1 (z, Y1(x))h1j(z) was already analytically continued to the set C(" — 8, 25" 4+ 0)\[2%, 2% + 4],
and by Proposition 7.7, for some 0 < § < §, the function 2 — (1 — ¢ (z, Y1 (z)) " is analytic in
Clx — 6,25 + 0)\[z5, 23 + d[ and

Hj(,0) = whyj(z) = an; (@) (1(2, Y1(2) 7 = 0j(2)(1 = ¢1(2, Yi(2)) ™!, Vo € Clap —6,2F).

Hence, by using the identity (7.41), the function z — H;(z,0) can be analytically continued to the
set C(ap — 0,25 +90)\[x3, 23], and using finally (7.41) together with (7.33), (7.6) and (7.32) one
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gets
Jim /@3 —aH(x,0)
= i a1 61 Vi)™ (B Vi) +a(a, Vi () (Vi ()
= im0 61 Vi), Vi @)y (Vi ()
= Jim a1 1 Vi) (6l Va(a)) — D0, Ya(x)
= s (L;(X1(9a): va) + (61(X1(9a): va) = DH;(X1(),0)) = 02 ()
with

as = (¢2(za,Ya) — 1)\/aSyP(xd»yd)/aIP(xdvyd) ((1 - ¢1(xd7yd))jy¢2(X1(yd)»yd)) s 0,

Consider now the case when (B5), xq = #** = 23" and ¢ (25, Y1(25)) = 1 hold. In this case,
with exactly the same arguments as above one gets that for some § > 0, the function z — H;(z, 0)
can be continued as an analytic function to the set C(x% — §, 2% + §)\[z}, 25 by using the
identity (7.41). The only difference is here that now, by Proposition 7.7,

1 C1

1= ¢1(z,V1(2)  Jog —=

with

>0
(@,y)=(zp" Y1 (2zE"))
and consequently, since in this case z4 = 2% and yq = Y1 (25", using (7.41) together with (7.33)
and (7.32), one gets

o = (bte PR

lim (4 — 2)H;(2,0) = a3 (L;(X1 (a): va) + (61(X1(9a): va) = DH;(X:1(32), 0))

T—xq

with

> 0.

(z,y)=(za,ya)

a1 = (6a(e,y) — )32, Pla,y) (ay¢1<x,y)axpu,y);;asz(xl(y),y>)_

Proposition 7.12 is therefore proved.

7.7. Analytic continuation of the function (z,y) — (1 — P(z,y))H;(z,y). The following
Lemma is the first step in the proof of the last assertion of Theorem 2.

Lemma 7.6. If the conditions (A1)-(A3) are satisfied and (B2) holds, then

— the set {(z,y) € Saa: © < x4, y < Yq} is non-empty;

— there exists a neighborhood V of the set Sao in Ri such that, for any jeZi,
the function x—(1—P(x,y))H;(z,y) can be analytically continued to the set {(x,y)eQ(V) :
|z|<wa, [y|<ya};

— for any (&,9)€{(z,y)ESa2 : ©<xq,y<ya}, the function s gy is non-negative on Z% and
for any j € ZZ\Ey,

(7.44) lim (1= P(z,y))(H;(z,y) - Hj(z,0) = H;(0,y)) = .5

(ﬂl,y)—>(i7ﬂ)
(z,y)€D
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Proof. Indeed, by Theorem 1, for any j € Zi and (2,7) € Sqo with & < x4 and § < yg4, there is a
neighborhood V(, 9) of the point (£,§) in R?, such that for any j € Z2, the function

(z,y) = Lj(x,y) + (¢1(z,y) — 1) H;(2,0) + (p2(z,y) — 1) H;(0,y)
= Lj(z,y) +1(x,y)hij(x) + Yoz, y)hoj(y)

is analytic in the polycircular set {(z,y) € C* : (|z|,|ly]) € V(2,9)}, and the function
(z,y) = (1= Pe,y))(Hj(z,y) — H;(2,0) = H;(0,9)) = Q(2,y)h;(z,y) can be continued as an
analytic function to {(x,y) € C?: (|z|,|y|) € V(&,9)} by letting

(1=P(z,y))(H;(z,y)—H;(x,0)—H;(0,y)) = L;(@,y)+(¢1(x,y)—1) H; (z,0)+(¢2(x,y)—1) H;(0,y).
Hence, for any j € Z2 the quantity
Ha,g) = Lj(2,9) + (01(2,9) — 1) H;(2,0) + (2(2,9) — 1)H;(0,9)

is well defined and as (z,y) — (&,9) for (z,y) € D7 (7.44) holds. Moreover, since by Theorem 1,
the function (z,y) — H;(x,y) is analytic in the set Qq(I') = {(z,y) € C* : (|Jz|,|y]) € T, |z| <
%4, ly| < ya}, and since the set Q4(T') is a union of the poly-discs centered at the origin in C?, the

power series
Hj(w,y) — H;(x,0) — Z > 9
ka=1

converge on the set 4(T), and consequently, for (z, y) F such that x < z4 and y < yq,
Hj(z,y) — H;(z,0) — H;(0,y) > 0.

Since for (z,y) € D, P(z,y) < 1, it follows that for any j € Z2, the left hand side of (7.44) is
non-negative and consequently, the function (3,5) 18 non-negative on Zi. O

7.8. Harmonic functions s, ; and s, ,) and their properties. In this section, the second
step of the proof of Theorem 2 is performed (see Section 7.1). This is a subject of the following
statement.

Proposition 7.13. Under the hypotheses (A1) - (A3), the following assertions hold:
i) The function s defined by (2.35) is non-negative on Z2, positive on Z3\Ey and harmonic
for (Z.,(n)) in each of the following cases :
— if one of the assertions (B0), (B1), (B3) or (B4) is valid;
— if (B2) holds and z* < z;
— if (B2) holds, x** =z} and o1(xp, Yi(xp)) = 1.
ii) The function >y defined by (2.37) is non-negative on Z2, positive on Z2\Ey and harmonic
for (Z.,(n)) in each of the following cases :
— if one of the assertions (B0), (B1), (B5) or (B6) is valid;
~ if (B2) holds and y** < y&;
—if (B2) holds, y** = y3" and ¢1(X1(yp),y5") = 1.
iii) If (B2) is valid with ** = x3 and ¢1(x3, Y1(2%)) < 1, then the function 35 defined by
(2.36) is non-negative on Z3_, positive on Z3\Ey and harmonic for (Z.,(n)).
) If (B2) is valid, then for any (&, ) € Sap with & < x4 and § < ya, the function x(; gy defined
by (2.39) is non-negative on Z%, positive on Z2\Ey and harmonic for (Z.,(n)).

To get this result, we first show there that the left hand sides of (2.40), (2.42), (2.44), (2.46),
(2.48), (2.50), (2.52) and (2.54) are non-negative. With these arguments we conclude that each
of the functions defined by (2.35), (2.36), (2.37), (2.39) is non-negative on Z%. Next we show
that each of these functions (in the corresponding cases i)-iv). of our proposition) is harmonic for
(Z+4(n)), and by using suitable Lyapunov functions, we prove that each of them is not identically
zero on the set {j € Z%; [|j|| = No}. With this results and using Lemma 2.1 we will be able to
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show that each of the functions defined by (2.35), (2.36), (2.37), (2.39) (in the corresponding cases
i)-iv). of our proposition) is positive throughout the set Z2% \ E.

7.8.1. Preliminary estimates. We begin the proof of this proposition with the following preliminary
result

Lemma 7.7. Suppose that the conditions (A1)-(AS3) are satisfied and let two points (x1,y1) €

DN Dy and (x2,y2) € D N Dy satisfy (6.6). Then for some constant C > 0 (depending on the
points (x1,y1) € DN Dy and (x2,y2) € D N Dy but do not depending on j € Zf_),

(7.45) Pj(10 < +00) < C (m{lyf + ) y%Q) . VjezZi

and

(7.46) Z 9(4, k) (mlflyfz + x’;ly’f) <C (m{lyiz + x%lyf) , VjeZi.
kez3

Proof. Indeed, if two points (z1,y1) € D N Dy and (x2,y2) € D N Dy satisfy (6.6), then by
Lemma 6.1, for some 0 < § < 1 and some finite subset E of Z% such that (0,0) € E and
the function f : Z2 — Ry defined by f(j1,jo)=2yi*+x3'y3?, for all (ji,j2)€Z2 satisfies the
inequality

E;(F(Z(V)); 75 >1) SOf(5), Y= (jr.j2) € 23,
with 75 = inf{n >0 : Z(n) € E}. By Lemma 6.2, it follows that for any j € Z2, the series
(7.47) > 9GkR) = 3 gGik) (el + 2ol

kez? kez?

converges, and moreover, (see (6.12) in the proof of Lemma 6.2), for
oo
gE(]ak):ZPJ(Z(n):ka TE>n)7 jGZﬁ_\E, kezia
n=0

the following relation holds :

, FG) _ altyl +adyf
. E < = .
kez?

Since (0,0) € E, from the last relation it follows in particular that for any j € Z2\E,

P, (10 < +50) < Py(rp < +00) < (minf(€)> S gnl k) 1K)

ek )
-1 o o
(7.49) < (wipr©) 1 (el + o)

and consequently (7.45) is proved.
Remark finally that for any j = (j1,0) € Z1\E,

DGRk =D geG kR + D ge(0) Y gt k) f(k),

keZ? kez? e E\{(0,0)} kezi
< Y 9 RI(R) + Pi(re < too) max Y g(b. k) f(h).
kez3 kez?

Since the set F is finite and for any j € Z2, the series (7.47) converge, this last relation combined
with (7.48) and (7.49) prove (7.46). O
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Lemma 7.8. Under the hypotheses (A1)-(A3), for any 0 < y < yq there are two points
(z1,11) € DN Dy and (z2,y2) € D N Dy satisfying (6.6) and such that for some C > 0,

(7.50) H;(0,y) < C (afyf? + abih?) . vjezl.

Proof. Indeed, if 0 < y < yq4, then, by the definition of the set ©, the point (0,Y;(z**)) is in ©
and, consequently, by Lemma 6.4 there are two points (x1,y1) € DN Dy and (22,y2) € D N Dy

satisfying relations (6.6) and (6.9) with (z,y) = (0,Y1(«**)). By Lemma 7.7, for these two points
(21,91) and (z2,ys2), one gets (7.46) with (z,y) = (0,y), and consequently (7.50) holds. O

7.8.2. Proof of the first two assertions of Proposition 7.13. Consider first the case when one of the
following assertions holds:

— one of the cases (B0), (B1), (B3), (B4) holds;

— (B2) and z4<z3 hold;

- (B2), zq=2%" and ¢1(z3, Y1(2%))=1 hold.
By Proposition 7.7 and the definition of x4, we have always z4 = x** and

(7.51) $1(xq, Yi(2q)) = 1.

To prove Proposition 7.13 in each of the above cases, we first show that the function ¢ is non-
negative and harmonic for (Z,,(n)). Next we will prove that 3¢ (j1,0) > 0 for all j; > 0 large
enough, and using finally Lemma 2.1, we will conclude that the function s¢; is strictly positive on
the set Z2\ Ej.

Suppose first that either, one of the cases (B0), (B1), (B3), (B4) holds, or (B2) and x4 < z}'
hold. Then, by Proposition 7.10, for any j € Zﬁ_,

lim (zq — x)H;(z,0) = cse1(5)

T—Tq

with ¢ > 0. Since (zg — x)H,;(x,0) > 0 for any real z €]0,2**], it follows that s¢;(j) > 0 for any
j € Z%. When either one of the cases (B0), (B1), (B3), (B4) occurs or (B2) and z** < 3 hold,
the function s¢; is therefore non-negative on Zf_.

Suppose now that (B2), z** = 2% and ¢1(23,Yi(z%)) = 1 hold. In this case, by
Proposition 7.11, for any j € Zi,

lim zg—x H;(x,0) = c(j)

r—xq

with ¢ > 0. Since /zq —x Hj(z,0) > 0 for any real z €]0,z4[, it follows that 3¢ (j) > 0 for any
j € Zi. Hence, in this case, the function ¢ is therefore also non-negative on Zi.

Harmonicity property of the function s for the killed random walk. See Definition 1. For
J = (j1,J2) € Z3, by the definition of the functions (z,y) — L;(z,y) and s : Z2 — R, we have

() = 2t (Yi(24))72 = Pj(1 < +00) + (¢2(za, Yi(2a)) — 1) H;(0, Yy (za)) if j # (0,0),
¢o(xd, Y1(xa)) — P(o,0)(7 < +00) + (¢2(xa, Y1(2q)) — 1) H(,0(0, Y1(zq)) if j = (0,0).

Remark that for any j = (ji,j2) € Z2,
Ej (P2 (T < +00); 7> 1) =P;(7 < +00) — p11(=1,0)1 (0,1} (41, J2) — 112(0, =1)1 (1,093 (1, J2)
— (=1, =1)111)3 (J1552) — £0(0,0) 10,003 (41, J2)
and since the function j — H;(0,Y1(z4)) is potential for (Z,,(n)) (see the properties of potential
for the Markov chains functions in [25]),
Ej(Hz(1)(0,Y1(za)), 7> 1) = H;(0,Y1(za)) — (Y1(2a))*Lgj,20,5250y (1. J2),
where for j, k € Z? we denote
1 ifj =k,

0 otherwise,

1gn() = {
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By the definition of the function Y;, we have P(x4,Yi(xq4)) = 1, and because of (7.51),
¢1(z4,Y1(2q)) = 1. Hence, for any j € Z2,

E; (g (Vi @a) 20 7> 1)

¢o(wa, Y1(xa)) = 110(0,0)11(0,0)3 (41, J2) if j = (0,0),

i or(xq, Yi(2q)) — p1(=1,0)1g0,1)y (J1, J2) if j1 > 0 and j, =0,
(Yi(za))”> ¢2(xa, Y1(xa)) — p2(0, =1) 111,001 (41, J2) if j1 = 0 and j3 > 0,
z) (Yi(xa))? P(2q, Y1(xq)) — (=1, =1)11q 1)y (1, J2)  if 51 >0, j2 >0,

¢Q(l‘de1 (za)) — 10(0,0)11(0,0)} (J1, J2) if j = (0,0),

_ 1‘?11 — ul(—l,O)l{(071)}(j1,j2) if J1 > 0 and Jo = 0,
(Yl(ffd))”@(wd, Yi(7q)) — p2(0, =1)1{(1,0)3 (J1,72) if j1 =0 and jo >0,
i (Yi(zq))?? — (=1, =1)1g1,1)3 (J1, J2) if j1 >0, j2 >0,

With these relations, for any j = (ji1,j2) € Z% with j; > 0, we get

E;(3a(2(1)), 7> 1) = &} (Yi(2a))* — P;(7 < +00) + (¢2(xa, Yi(wa)) — 1)H;(0, Y1 (xa)),
(7.52) = s1(j),
for any j = (j1,j2) € Z2 with j; =0 and j, > 0, we get

E;(5a(Z(1)) = @} (Y1 (2a))* b2 (24, Yi(2a)) — Pj(7 < +00)
+ (¢a(wa, Yi(za)) = 1) (=2} (Yi(2a)) + H;(0,Yi(24)))

(7.53) = s1(j)-
and for j = (0,0), we obtain

Ej(3a(Z(1)) = do(za, Y1(za)) — P(o,0) (T < +00) + (¢2(za, Y1(xa)) — 1)H(0,0)(0, Y1(za))
(7.54) = 5(0,0).

Relations (7.52), (7.53) and (7.54) prove that function s is harmonic for (Z,,(n)).

To show that the function s¢ is strictly positive at some point j = (j1,j2) € Zi, we investigate
an asymptotic behavior of this function as jo = 0 and j; — 4oo0. By Proposition 2.2, in each
of the cases (B0)-(B4), we have 0 < Yj(z4) < yq. Hence, by Lemma 7.8, there are two points
(z1,91) € DN Dy and (z2,y2) € D N Dy satistying (6.6) for which (7.50) holds for y = Y3 (x4) and
consequently, by Lemma 7.7 we obtain (7.45). Using these relations for j = (ji,j2) € Zﬁ_ with
j2 = 0 one gets

(7.55) s1(j1,0) — a7}

<O (af +ad), Vi=(,0) €23,
with some do not depending on j constant C7 > 0. Remark that 0 < zo < x7 because the points

(z1,y1) and (zo,ye) satisfy (6.6), and that z1 < x4 because (x1,y1) € D N D;. Hence, from the
last relation it follows that ‘

»1(j1,0) ~ x'  as j; — oo,
and consequently, there is N; > 0 such that

(7.56) s1(j1,0) >0 for any j = (j1,0) € Z2 with j; > Ny.

Now we are ready to complete the proof of the first assertion of Proposition 7.13: By Lemma 2.1,
there are Ny > 0 and a finite subset Ey of Z% such that (0,0) € Eo and for any j € Z3\Ey and
k € Z2 with ||k|| > No,

g(j,k) = ij(z(n) = k, TO > TL) > 0.
n=0
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Hence, for any j € Z2\Ey and k € Z3 with k|| > No, there is njj € N such that
Pj(Z(ang) =k, 10 > nj)k;) > 0.

For any j € Zi, k € Zi and n € N, since the function s is non-negative and harmonic for the
killed random walk, one has

w1(j) = E;j(3a(Z(n)), 10 >n) = P;j(Z(n) =k, 10 > n)si(k).

Using this relation together with (7.56), for k = (k1,0) € Z3 with k; > max{No, N1}, one gets
that for any j € Z2\E,

%(]) > Pj(Z(nj k) =k, 19> TLjJC)%l(k) > 0,

and consequently, the function s is positive on Z2 2\ Eo-
The first assertion of Proposition 7.13 is therefore proved. To get the second assertion of this
proposition, it is sufficient to exchange the roles of z and y.

7.8.3. Proof of the third assertion of Proposition 7.13. Suppose that (B2) holds and let z** = 2%
and ¢1 (2%, Y1(23)) < 1. By the definition of the point x4, we have here

Ty = o = CC};*,
and remark that in this case,
Y 1 —¢1(z,y) (@)= (@3 Vi (235)) "

To show that the function 3, is non-negative on Z2 , we recall that in this cases, by Proposition 7.11,

lim \/xd—m Hj(z,0) = c1(j)

Tr—xq

with ¢ > 0. Since for real z €]0, z%[, the functlon x — H;(0, ) is increasing on |0, z3'[, it follows
that 5 (j) > 0 for any j € Z%.

Harmonicity property of the function 3 for the killed random walk. For j = (j1,J2) € Z%, we
have

o OGE ) i ol
(757 V= T aernen)? VT T a@r nen Y
with 31 (j) defined by (2.35) and
(7.58) 20(j) = 0yLj(2p, Yi(ap))+(d2(2p, Yi(ap)) — 1)0y H;(0,Yi(zF))
+ 0y2((a", Y1 (2F))) H; (0, Ya(2F)),
where

Hk Hk j2 X ( )jl (Yl( ))jz ! lf] = (jlva) € z3 \{(0’0)}7
O,Ly (¥ Yi(ap) = oy =lnn) €2y
Oydo(ap, Y1(2F)) if j = (j1,42) = (0,0).
Remark now that for any j = (j1,J2) € Zi, with the same arguments as in the proof of the first
assertion of our proposition, one gets

(7.59) E;(a(Z(1)), 70 > 1) = 5a(j) + (61 (25, Yi(aF)) — D(@F) 1, 50,52=0} (71, J2)
(here, an only difference with the proof of the first assertion of our proposition is that
o1 (xp, Yi(23)) < 1). Moreover, since the functions j — H;(0,Y1(2%)) and j — 0,H;(0,Y1(z}))
are potential for (Z,,(n)) (see the properties of potential functions for Markov chains in Woess [25]),
then for any j = (j1,/2) € Z%, one has

(7.60) Ej(Hz)(0,Yi(23)), 70 > 1) = H;(0,Y1(ap)) — (Vi(25))2 15,0250} (1, J2)

and

(7.61)  Ej(9yHz(1)(0,Y1(2F)), 70 > 1) = 0H;(0,Yi(F)) — jo x (Yi(F))* ' Liji=0.52>0}-
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Finally, straightforward calculation shows that
Ej(0y Lz (25, Yi(2F), 70 > 1) = Ej(Zo(1)(@p) M (Vi (2F) 2071 7 > 1)
= 0yo1(ap, 1 (m;‘*))(x;*)jl1{j1>0,j2:()}(]1;,72)
+ (Yi(zp)0y P(ap, Yi(aF)) + P2 Yi(2F)) 2 (2 ) (Vi (ap)) 27
+52(Y1(25)) 27 (Yi(a )0y da (a8, Yi(F)) + Jada (a8, Y1(25))) Lijy=0,5, 503 (1 J2)-
Since Oy Pz, Y1(2**)) = 0 and P(z}, Y1(2**)) = 1, from the last relation it follows that
(7.62) E;(0yLzay(2zp, Yi(zp)), 10 > 1)
= 0y (25, YV1(25)) (@) L, 50,j0=0y (1, J2) + J2(a5) (Y (25))72 7!

+ 52 (Y1 (2p)2 7 (V(25)0y b2 (x5, Yi(25) + G2 (5, Yi(25))) Liji=0,5: >0 (41, J2)-

When combined together, relations (7.57) - (7.61) imply that E;(32(Z(1), 19 > 1) = 51(j) for any
j € Z2, and hence, the function 3 is harmonic for (Z-,(n)).

To show that the function 5 is strictly positive on ZZ\{(0,0)}, we investigate an asymptotical
behavior of this function as jo = 0 and j; — +o0. Remark that for any j = (j1,72) € Z2\{(0,0)}
with ja = 0,

51(j) = C1(aF) + C2Pj(r0 < +00) + C3H;(0, Y1(2)) + Cady H; (0, Y1 (23 )
with
8 Y ok
(763) Ol — y¢1(($1:*7 1(:1:1:*)))2
(1= ¢1(zp, Yi(ap)))
and some Cy,C3,Cy € R do not depending on j3. When (B2) and z** = 2% hold, we have

Tq = {E** = {E?;: and Yl(x}*) < Ya = y** X yP )

Hence by Lemma 7.8, for € > 0 such that Y7 (2**) + ¢ < yq, there are two points (z1,y1) € DN D,

and (z2,y2) € IODODOQ satisfying (6.6) for which (7.50) holds with y = Y; (2**)+¢, and by Lemma 7.7
we get (7.45). Using these relations for j = (j1, j2) € Z2 with j, = 0 we obtain

J1 J1
(7.64) P(.0) (70 < +00) < Cs % Vj = (j1,0) € 22,
and
(7.65) H, (0, Ya(@}) +€) < Colal! + )

with some C5 > 0 and Cs > 0 do not depending on j;. Since the function y — H;(0,y) is equal
on the disk of its analyticity B(0,y4) to its power series with the positive coefficients, we have
moreover
3ij (0, Y1 (IL‘}()*)) C7 (0 Yl( ) + 62)
with some do not depending on j; constant C7; > 0, and consequently, using (7.63), (7.64) and
(7.65), we obtain
|21 (j1,0) — Cr(zp) | < Co(al' + #3'), Vi1 >0,
with some do not depending on j; constant C's > 0. Remark finally that the constant C; defined
by (7.63) is strictly positive because the function y — ¢1 (2%, y) is convex and strictly increasing
on |0, +o00[. Hence, with the same argument as in the proof of the first assertion of Proposition 7.13
we obtain
%1(j1,0) ~ Cl( )Jl as j1 — +o0,
and consequently, 5 (j) > 0 for all j; > 0 large enough.

The function 3 is therefore non-negative, harmonic for (Z,,(n)) and non zero at the points
(j1,0) for all j; > 0 large enough. With this results and using exactly the same arguments as
in the proof of the first assertion of our proposition, we conclude that the function 7 is positive
everywhere in Z2 \ Ey.
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7.8.4. Proof of the last assertions of Proposition 7.13. Suppose now that (B2) holds, and let a
point (Z,4) € Sz be such that & < z4 and § < y4. For such a point (Z,4), by Lemma 7.6, the
function s; 5) is non-negative on Z%r.

The proof of the identity
E; (2,9 (Z(1)), 0 > 1) = 5250 (j), Vi€ Z7,
is straightforward, it uses the arguments quite similar to those of the proofs of (7.52), (7.53) and
(7.54). The function s; 4 is therefore harmonic for the killed random walk (Z-,(n)).

To prove that ;4 (j) > 0 for some j € Z2 we consider the point & = wp(&,§) =
(up(#,9),vp(&,9)) on the unit circle S! defined by (2.66) with = # and y = ¢, and we investigate
an asymptotical behavior of sz 4)(j) as [|j|| = +oco and j/||j|| — .

By the definitions of the functions L; and »; ), for j = (j1,j2) € Z3\{(0,0)},

Hag)(7) = 2797 = Py(o < +00) + (#1(2,9) — 1) H;(#,0) + (62(#,9) — 1) H;(0,9)
Since we assume that § < y4, by Lemma 7.8, there are two points (z1,11) € D N Dy and

(z2,y2) € D N Dy satisfying (6.6) for which (7.50) holds with y = ¢, and by Lemma 7.7 we
get (7.45). With the same arguments (it is sufficient to exchange the roles of z and y, we get that

there are two (x3,y3) € DN Dy and (z4,y4) € D N Dy for which
H,(3,0) < C' (x§1y§2 + xfjlyff?) . VjeZ?,

with some do not depending on j € Z2 constant C’ > 0. Using the last relation together with
(7.45) and (7.50), one gets

4
(7.66) sty () — 0972 | < O Y aly,
i=1

with some do not depending on j constant C1 > 0. For @ = wp(Z,§) = (up (%, 9),vp(Z,§)) defined
by relation (2.66) with z = & and y = ¢, the point (£, §) is an only point in the set D where the
function (z,y) — 2%y achieves its maximum over D. Since non of the points (1, y1), ..., (T4, Y4)
is equal to (Z,9) (recall that the points (x1,y1),. .., (24, y4) belong to the interior of the set D and
the point (Z,3) belongs to the boundary of D), it follows that

4

1 L ) ' ' .

Tz o 0 as gl koo and /] i
i=1

and consequently, using (7.66), we get
gy (7) ~ 397 as ]l = oo and /i) — @
This proves that s 4 (j) > 0 for any j € Z% with [|j|| large enough and j||j]|| closed enough to 4.

The function ;5 is therefore non-negative, harmonic for (Z;,(n)), and non zero at some
points j = (j1,j2) € Z& with [|j|| > No. Hence, the similar arguments as in the proof of the first
assertion of our proposition, we conclude that the function 3 is positive everywhere on Zf_\EO.

7.9. Proof of Theorem 2. Now we summarize the above results in orther to get Theorem 2:

— The first assertion of Theorem 2 follows from Proposition 7.10 and the first assertion of
Proposition 7.13.

— The second assertion of Theorem 2 is a consequence of Proposition 7.11 and the third
assertion of Proposition 7.13.

— Proposition 7.12, Proposition 7.13 and the second assertion of Proposition 7.13 prove the
assertions iii)- v) of Theorem 2.

— The last assertion of our theorem is proved by Lemma 7.6 and the last assertion of
Proposition 7.13.
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8. ASYMPTOTICS ALONG THE AXES

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 3.

For ko=0, the asymptotics (2.56)-(2.62) follows from Theorem 2 and the Tauberian-like theorem
(see Corollary VI.1 of Flajolet and Sedgevick [10]) in a straightforward way. Hence, to complete
the proof of our theorem, i.e. to get the asymptotics (2.56)-(2.62) for ky > 0, it is sufficient to
show that for any j € Z% \ o,

(8.1) lim 90 (1:K2))

n—+oo g(]a (n70))
Before getting this result, let us notice that under the hypotheses (A1)-(A3), the function
y — 1(xq,y)/Q(xq,y) is analytic at the origin y = 0 because the functions y — ¥1(x4,y) and
y — Q(z4,y), see definitions (2.25) and (2.24), are analytic in a neighborhood of the closed disk
B(0,Ys(74)) and with the definition of the function Q (see (2.24))

Qza,0)=— Y ahuk)<o.

k=(k1,k2)€Z:
k2:—1

=vy(ky) >0, VhkyeZ?

For any given n € N*, the quantity (2.55) is therefore well defined and equal to the (n — 1)-th
coefficient of the Taylor expansion of the function y — 91 (x4, y)/Q(z4,y) in a neighborhood of the
origin y =0:

(lEd, /Q Td,y Z

To show that all coefficients v1(n), n € N are p051tlve, and to get (8.1) for kg > 0, we will need a
probabilistic representation of the quantities v1(n),n € N*, in terms of the invariant measure of
the following Markov chain on Z: Define the twisted positive measures ji on Z2 and ji; on Zx Z
by letting

ke, ko) = 2 (Yi(a)) 2k, ba), V(b ko) € 22,

fir (kv k) = ol (Vi(za))P2 1 (kr, k2), (k1 ko) € Z % Z4.
With the definitions of the point x4 and the function Y;, we have
(Z%) = P(xg, Yi(24)) =1 and i (Z x Zy) = ¢1(za, Ya(za)) < 1,

and consequently, the twisted measure [ is stochastic on Z%r and the twisted measure fi; is sub-

stochastic on Z x Z, . Consider now a twisted random walk (Z*(n) = (Zfl) (n), Zél)(n))) onZxZ;
with transition probabilities

a(k —j) if j2 >0,
fu(k—j) if j2=0.
Since the transition probabilities of the twisted random walk (Z'(n) = (Z{l)(n),ZS)(n))) are

invariant with respect to the shifts on (¢,0) for any ¢ € Z, its second component (Zél)(n)) is a
Markov chain on Z (stochastic if ¢1(z4,Y1(24)) = 1 and sub-stochastic if ¢ (x4, Y1(2q)) < 1)
with transition probabilities

P(jl,jz)(Z(l)(l) = (kl,kg)) = {

Someq [k, ko — j2) if jo >0,
~(1
P (280(1) = ko) =

Yopeq fia (K1, ko) if jo = 0.
Recall that a non-negative measure 7y on Z is invariant for (22(1) (n)) if, for any ¢€Z_, the relation

(8:2) m() = > m)Pu(Z (n) = 0)

ez
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holds. The following lemma relates the vector v; = (v1(kz), ks € Z4) with the unique (up to a
multiplicative constant) invariant measure for (Zél)(n))

Lemma 8.1. Under the hypotheses (A1)-(A3), m1 = (m1(n) = v1(n)(Y1(zq))™, n € N) is a unique
up to the multiplication by constants invariant measure of the Markov chain (Zél)(n))

Proof. We prove this lemma in two steps: First we will show that the Markov chain (Zél)(n))
has an invariant measure m; = (m1(n), n € N) with 71(0) = 1, and next we will prove that the
generating function f(y) = > 7 m1(n)(y/Y1(zq))" satisfies in a neighborhood of the point y = 0
in C the identity

fy) = ¢1(xa,y) + P(za,y)(f(y) — 1)

and we will deduce from this identity that m1(n) = v1(n)(Y1(z4))" for any n € N.
To perform the first step of our proof, let us notice that under our hypotheses, the jumps of the
Markov chain (Zél)(n)) are integrable and moreover, for any non-zero £ € Z,

oo

( =/+ Z ko Z Yi(l‘d)) (kil, k‘g) =/{+Y (acd)ﬁyP(a:d, Y, (xd))

ko=—1 ky=-—1

with 9y P(z4,Y1(xq)) < 0. The Markov chain (Zél)(n)) is therefore recurrent if the measure fi; is
stochastic, i.e. if ¢1(zq,Y1(xq)) = 1, and it is transient if ¢4 (g, Y1(2q)) < 1.

In the case when the Markov chain (Zél)(n)) is recurrent, it has a unique invariant measure
(m1(€),¢ € Z1) with m1(0) = 1 and

=S P2 (n) = £, Z§D (k) # 0, Vk < n), V>0,

Suppose now that the Markov chain (Z, m(n)) is transient, and let

ZP ZMm)=10), ktez,.

Then for any k,¢ € Z, such that k > ¢, with a straightforward calculation one gets
k (1 k
(83) > WPz () =0 = w0
ez
Remark moreover that because of Assumption (A2), by the strong Markov property,
k k ¢ ¢
i (€))7 (0) = 717 (0)/m(0), Yk >4,
and Pg/(Zél)(l) = () = 0 for all ¥ > ¢+ 1. Using (8.3), it follows that the measure
m = (m(£), £ € Zy) with 71(0) = 1 and
m(0) =7 0(0)/x9(0), Ve e N,
is invariant for (Zél)(n)) The first step of our proof is therefore completed.

Remark now that for any n € Z, using the identity

l4+n

(8.4) Zm(e')m,(z“ (n) = £) = 71 (€)

0=

with ¢ = 0, one gets

mi(n) < i (0) (Pu(Z8) (n) = 0))*1 <m(0>< 3 ﬂ(k17_1)>

ky=—1
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with

Z ﬂ(kla _1) = Z xsl (Yl(xd))_llu(klv _]-) = _Q(l'dao) > 0.
ki1=—1 ki=-—1
Hence, the generating function f(y) = > oo, m1(n)(y/Y1(zq))™ is analytic in a neighborhood of
the origin y = 0 in C, and by (8.2), for any non zero y, satisfies there the identity

FO) =1 > ik k)(/Yi(@a)*)

(kl ,k2)€Z><Z+

n

@ = FOD( Y Ak k) () Ya(wa))™ ).

(k1,k2)€EZXZ

Since f(0) = m1(0) = 1 and with the definition of the twisted measures i and fi;, for non-zero v,

we have
k2

> ﬁ(kl»kZ)m = P(za,y)

(k1,k2)€ZXZ

and
ka

Z [Ll(kl,kg)(y,l(yxw = ¢1($d,y)7

(k1,k2)EZXZ
this implies that for any non-zero y € C with |y| small enough,

(fly) = 1) = P(za,y)) = d1(za,y) — 1.
By the definition of the functions (z,y) — 91 (z,y) and (z,y) — Q(z,y), from the last relation it
follows that for any y € C with |y| small enough,

(f(y) = DQ(xa,y) = yt1(xa, y)

and consequently, since Q(z4,0) # 0, for any y € C with |y| small enough, we have also

y¥1(ra, y)
fly) =1+ Qza,y)
From the last relation, by the uniqueness of the coefficients of the Taylor expansion at the point
y = 0, it follows that
m(n)(Yi(za))™" =vi(n), VneZy,
and consequently, the measure m; = (v1(n ) 1(xq))", n € Z,) is the unique invariant measure of
the Markov chain (ZQ( )( )) with 71 (0) = O

As a straightforward consequence of Lemma 8.1 one gets the following property of the coefficients
vi(n),n € N:

Corollary 8.1. Under the hypotheses (A1)-(A3), all coefficients vi(n), n € Z, are positive and
(v1(n),n € Z1) is an only positive solution of the system

[ee) n+1
(85) Z /ll(gl, + Z V1 62 Z El,n — EQ) Vl(n), ko € Z+.
l1=1 lo=1 l1=1

Proof. Indeed, since by Lemma 8.1, v1(n) = m(n)(Yi(zq))™™ for any n € Z,, the system
(8.5) is equivalent to (8.2). Under our hypotheses, the Markov chain (Z;l)(n)) is irreducible
on Z; and m(0) = 1 # 0. It follows that m(n) > 0 for any n € Z,, and consequently also
vi(n) =m(n)(Yi(xq))™™ >0 for any n € Z,. O

From this result it follows that to get (8.1), it is sufficient to show that for any
j € Z3\Ey and ky € N*, the sequence (g(j,(n,k2))/g(j,(n,0))) converges and the limits
limy, oo g( (n,k2))/9(7, (n, O))), ko € N, satisfy the system of the equations (8.5). To prove
the convergence of these sequences, the following preliminary results will be needed.
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Corollary 8.2. Under the hypotheses (A1)-(A3), if one of the conditions (B0)-(B6) holds, then
for any j € Zf_

(8.6) lim (3, (k1 +7,0))/9(j, (n,0)) = 1, Vk1 € Zy,
and there are constants c; > 0 and c;- > 0 such that for any k1 > 0,

(8.7) cikiz " < g(j, (k1,0)) < hag™,
where

—1/2  if g = 3" and either (B2) holds with ¢1(xq, Y1 (xq)) =1,
or (B5) holds with ¢1(xq,Y1(xq)) < 1,,

v =14 —3/2 if (B2) holds with x4 = x5 and ¢1(zq, Y1(z4q)) < 1,
1 if (B5) holds with x4 < 3
0 otherwise.

Proof. This result is a straightforward consequence of the asymptotics (2.56)-(2.62) with ke = 0.
These asymptotics follow from Theorem 2 and a Tauberian-like theorem (see Corollary VI.1 of
Flajolet and Sedgevick [10]) in a straightforward way. O

Lemma 8.2. Under the hypotheses (A1)-(A3), for any j € Z3 and ko € Z there are three
constants ¢; > 0, ca > 0 and N (k2) > 0, such that

(8.8) c19(J; (k1,0)) < g(J, (K1, k2)) < 2 93, (k1,0)),
for any ki € Z such that ky > N(ka).

Proof. Remark that for any j,k = (k1,k2) € Z2 and N € N, by using the Markov property one
gets

, (k1 ko)) Z P;( = (k1,k2), Z(N) = (k1,0), 10 > n)

(8.9) > ( ,(kh 0)P(r1,0(Z(N) = (k1, k2), 70 > 0).
Moreover, similar arguments as in the proof of Lemma 7.2 shows that for any ko € Z, there is
N € N* and a sequence (6&0),60)), cee (€§N),£éN)) € Z? such that

(O 4 M ezxz,, VYne{0,...,N},

N N
S =(0,k)  and o ((O) [ u(d™) >0
n=0 n=1

Hence, using Assumption (A2) we conclude that for any (ki,ko) € Z% with k; > N,

N
Pl (Z(n(ka)) = (b1, k2), 70 > 0) > pa ((9) [T w(e™) > 0.

n=1

When combined with (8.9) the last relation proves the first inequality of (8.8) with

N
&1 = (0O T (™).
n=1
The proof of the second inequality of (8.8) is quite similar. O

Now we are ready to complete proof of Theorem 8. Throughout our proof, the starting point
JEZ3\Ep will be given.

Since by Lemma 8.2 for any kg € Z, the sequence (¢(j, (n, k2))/9(j, (n,0)), n > N,,) is bounded
below and above by some positive constants, to get (8.1) it is sufficient to show that for any
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subsequence (N,,) of the sequence of non-zero natural numbers (n), for which the sequence of
functions

(810) k2_>fn(k2) :g(], (Nn,kg))/g(L (Nnao))
converges point-wise in Z, one has
(8.11) lim f,, (k) = v1(ka), Vko €Z,.

Suppose now that for a subsequence (N, ), the sequence of functions (f,,) defined by (8.10) converges
point-wise in Z; and let fo, = lim, f,. By Corollary 8.1, to get (8.11) it is sufficient to show that
the limit function f., satisfies the system of equations

n+1

(8.12) Z w1y, ko) + Z foo(£2) Z wlli, ke —€o) = foolka), ko€ Zy.

le 521 le

To get this result, we consider the sequence of functions F,, : Z x Z; — Ry defined for any
(k1,k2) € Zx Z4 by

Fo(ky, ko) = 9(4, (k1 + Ny, k2))/g(4, (N, 0)) if k1 + N,, > 0,
e 0 otherwise.

Remark that by (8.6), the sequence of functions (F},) also converges point-wise in Z x Z, and for
any (k1,ks) €Zx Z4,

Remark moreover that for any k = (ky, ko) € Z2 \{]}

g(j7 (k17k2)) = Z g(jv (61762))P(51752)(Z(1) = (k17k2)7 To > 1)

(fl ,62)621

kat1 ki1
= > 90 (0, o)) pa (b, k2 — £2) + Y g(G, (62,0)) i (k1 — L1, k2)
lo=1 =1
ki1+1ka+1
+ 0 g0, (b, ) ulky — b1, ky — b).
l1=1 l3=1

Using this relation with k; = N,,, for any n € N such that IV, > j1, one gets

ko+1 Ny,
w(0,k2) = Y Fu(=Nn, lo)pa(Npy ko — o) + > Fo(—L1,0))pa (b1, k2)
52 1 51:71
Ny, k241
+ Z ZF —l1, b)) (b1, ko — C3) Vky € Zy,
li=—142=1

and consequently, using (8.13) we will obtain (8.12) if we prove that for any ko € Z; and
by € {1,..., ko + 1}, the following relations hold

(814) 1lan(—Nn,€2)M2(Nn,k2 - 82) =0
(8.15) hm Z Fo(—£1,0))u1 (€1, ko) = Z hmF (—01,0))p1 (41, ka)
flz— le—
and
N, o)
(8.16) lim > Fu(—ly, ba)p(lr, ke — b)) = Y lim Fy (—C1, £o) (b1, by — L2)-

l1=—1 l1=—1
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To get (8.14) we remark that by Corollary 8.2, there is a constant C' > 0 such that for any N,
large enough,

F(=Nn, 62) = g(j; (0,£2))/9(j, (N, 0)) < 93, (0, £2))C(N,)) ™
and consequently, for any ¢ > 0, there is a constant C. > 0 such that for any N,, large enough,
Fo(=Na, b2) < (5, (0,£2))Cc (1 + &) V)™

Since by Assumption (A3)(ii), the generating function ¢; is finite in a neighborhood of the point
(x4, Y1(xq)), there is € > 0 such that for any ke € Z,

le p1(n, ka)(1+¢)"zf =0.
and consequently, for any ko € Z1 and ¢5 € {1,...,ky + 1}, (8.14) holds.

To get (8.15) we use the implicit function theorem and Corollary 8.2. By Corollary 8.2, there is
a constant Cj; > 0 such that for any N, > 0 and ¢; € Z such that —1 < /{; < N,

9(d; (Nn = £1,0)) (N — 1)
8.17 F,(—(,0) = - <C T
(517 COO =Ty ST A
In the case when v > 0, it follows that for any NV,, > 0 and ¢; € Z such that —1 < ¢; < N,,,
F (—51,0) < Cll‘fll,

and consequently, since F,,(—¢1,0) = 0 for all ¢; > N,,, and since under our hypotheses,

Z wg i (b, kz) < (Ya(wa) ™" Yo 2 (Vi) b, bs) = (x4, Yi(za)) < oo,
=1 0=(01,62)EZXZ,,

by the implicit function theorem one gets (8.15). In the case when v > 0, (8.15) is therefore proved.
Suppose now that v < 0. In this case, using (8.17), one gets that for any N,, > 0 and ¢; € Z
such that —1 < ¢; < N,
Fo(—0.0) < C N L CyNM 2l < o202 i g > N, /2
meh YN, — e)bI Cy2M 24 if £, < N, /2
and consequently, for any € > 0 there is a constant C. > 0 such that N, > 0 and ¢; €
{-1,. — 1}, one has

(8.18) Fu(—61,0) < Co(1 4 &) 2y}
Since F,,(—¢1,0) = 0 for all ¢; > N,,, and since under our hypotheses, for some ¢ > 0 small enough,
>+ aim(l, k) < Vi)™ Y (1+ )2 (Yi(2a)) 2 pa (01, £2)
6=—1 (=(01,02)€ZXZ
(8.19) < (V1(za) 201 (1 + €)zg, Yi(24)) < +o00,

by the implicit function theorem, it follows (8.15). Relation (8.15) is therefore proved.
To get (8.16) we use first Lemma 8.2. By Lemma 8.2, there are two constants N (¢3) and C7 >0
such that for any N, > 0 and ¢; € {—1,...,N, — N({2)},

9(37(Nn_£17£2)) g(.%(Nn_ElvO))
F(—01,05) = - <C -
o) = G W) S G (N 0)
and for £; € {N,, - N({3)+1,...,N, — 1},

Fo(—tr,£) = 9 (Nn — 01, 52)) __ Co
9(3; (Nn,0))  g(4, (Nn, 0))
with Cy = max{g(j, (1,0)),...,9(4, (N(¢2),0)}. Hence with the similar arguments as above one
gets that for any € > 0 there is a constant C. > 0 such that N,, > 0 and ¢; € {-1,..., N, — 1},
(8.18) holds, and consequently, using (8.19) we conclude that (8.16) holds.

Theorem 3 is therefore proved.
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9. ASYMPTOTICS ALONG DHUKHHONS(W‘Si

This section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 4.

9.1. Main ideas and the sketch of the proof. The main ideas of the proof of Theorem 4 are
the following:
By using Theorem 1, we first get an integral representation

(9.1) g(j, k)
(z,y) + (¢1(x,y)— Pz, y)) H; (2, 0)+(d2(2, y)~ P(2, ) H; (0, y) ,
/Iw—x /Iv =9 1=P(z,y) ey

(2mi)2 gFrtlyk+1(1—P(x,y))

for any (&,9) € I’ with & < 24 and § < y4. Next we show that the set {(z,y) € D :x < x4,y < ya}

o
is non empty. By the definition of the set I', the set D is included to the set I', with this result we
[e]
will be able to consider the integral representation (9.1) with & < x4, § < yq such that (&,9) € D.
To prove the first tree assertions of Theorem 4, the integral representation (9.1) is next modified
in the following way: since the functions (x,y) — L;(x,y) and (z,y) — (1—P(z,y)) ! are analytic
[e]

in the polycircular set (D), and, by Theorem 1,

— the function (z,y)—(¢1(z,y)—P(z,y))H;(x,0) is analytic in the polycircular set

{(&, y)eUD):|x|<zat,
— the function (z,y)—(¢2(x,y)—P(x,y))H;(0,y) is analytic in the polycircular set

{(@,1)eQD):ly|<ya},

and since the set (D) does not contain zeros of the function (z,y)—zF1H1y*2+1(1—-P(z,y)), we
can write

9.2) 90 k) = To(j. k) + 11(j, k) + I (j, k)
with
Lj(z,y)
(9-3) Io(j, k) (2mi)2 /|T|—To /y| —go T ’C2+1(1*P(ﬂfay))dxdy’
‘ (¢1(z,y) — P(z,y))H,;(z,0)
(9.4) LGk (2mi)2? /w|—w1 /u ghitlyk (1 — P(z,y)) drdy
and
(95) I2(j, 27_‘_1 /z| i /y .’I,'k1+1yk2+1(1 P(xj,y)) dxdy

for any (Zo,90) € D, (Z1,91) € {(z,y) € D:a < xq}, and (&2,92) € {(z,y) € D :y < ya}.

To prove the first assertion of Theorem 4, it is sufficient to get the asymptotic behavior (2.75)
when min{k, k2} — 400 and wy = k/||k|| = w for any w € W;. In order to get this result,
we identify the asymptotic behavior of I (j, k) by using the residue theorem (applied first for the
integral with respect to  and next for the integral with respect to y), and using next large deviation
estimates of Iy(j, k) and I>(j, k) we prove that the terms Iy(j, k) and I3(j, k) are negligible with
respect to I1(j, k).

The proof of the second assertion of Theorem 4 is exactly the same as the proof of the first
assertion, it is sufficient to exchange the roles of the first and the second coordinates of the points
JkeZi.

To prove the assertions (iii)-(v) of our theorem, we show that the term Iy(j, k) is negligible with
respect to I1(j, k) + I2(4, k) and we identify (in the same way as in the proof of the first assertion
of our theorem) the asymptotic behavior of each term I (j, k) and I (3, k).
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Finally, the last assertion of Theorem 4, is obtained as a consequence of Proposition 1 of the
paper [11].

The proof of Theorem 4 is organized as follows:

The integral representations (9.1) and (9.2) of the Green function ¢(j,k) are obtained
respectively in Lemma 9.1 and Corollary 9.1 of Section 9.2.

Section 9.3 is devoted to the upper large deviation estimates for the integrals In(j, k), I1(j, k)
and I(j, k). These large deviation estimates will be used in order to identify the dominant terms
of the sum Iy(j, k)+1o(4, k)+1o(j, k) of the right-hand side of (9.2).

In Section 9.4 we obtain exact asymptotics of I(j, k) (resp I2(j,k)) as min{ky, ko} — +oo
and k/||k| — w for those w = (u,v) € SL for which u > wup(zq,Ya(xq)) (resp. for which
v > vp(Xa(ya),yq)). This is a subject of Lemma 9.6 and Lemma 9.5 below. Remark that we
do not need the exact asymptotics of I1(j, k) (resp I>(j,k)) when k/|k|| = w = (u,v) € SL
and u < up(xq, Ya(zq)) (resp. v < vp(Xa(ya),yaq)): the large deviation asymptotics obtained in
Section 9.3 will be in this case sufficient.

In Section 9.5 the proof of the first assertion of our theorem is completed. It will be proved there
that for any w € Wy, the inequality v > up (x4, Ya(z4)) holds, and consequently that the results of
Section 9.4 provide the exact asymptotic for I1(j, k) as min{ky, ks } — +oo and k/||k| — w € W;.
A comparison of the exact asymptotics for I1(j, k) as min{ki, ko} — 400 and k/|k|| = w € W
with the asymptotics of I5(j, k) and Iy(j, k) will show that the terms Iy(j, k) and I>(j, k) are
negligible with respect to I (j, k).

The second assertion of Theorem 4 is obtained by using the arguments of the symmetry: to
get this statement, the same arguments as in the proof of the first assertion can be applied if one
exchanges the roles of z and y.

In Section 9.6 and 9.7, we complete the proof of the assertions (iii)-(v) of Theorem 4. It will
be shown in these cases, the exact asymptotics of I1(j, k) and I5(j, k) are given by the results
of Section 9.4 and that the term Iy(j, k) is negligible with respect to the terms I;(j, k) and
I>(j,k). The exact asymptotic of the Green function g(j, k) will be obtained by comparing the
exact asymptotics of I1(j, k) and I»(j, k).

9.2. Integral representation of the coefficients g(j, k).

Lemma 9.1. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A4), the set {(z,y) € D:x< Ta, y < Ya} is non
empty and for any (&,9) € D such that & < x4 and § < yq, (9.1) holds.

Proof. By the first assertion of Theorem 1, the series (2.28) (and consequently also the series (6.1))
converge on the polycircular set {(z,y)eQ(I") : |z|<zq, |y|<ya}. The function (x,y)—H;(z,y) is
therefore analytic in {(z,y)€Q(T) : |z|<zq, ly|<yq} and for any (&, §)el’ with #<x4 and §<yq, one
has

. : 2
(9.6) 90 %) = Gz /Ir x/y Awml k2+1dxdy, Vj, keZ?%

Remark now that under our assumptions, the set {(z,y) € D:x < x4,y < Y4} is non empty:
— when one of the assertions (B0)-(B2) is valid, this is a consequence of the first assertion of
Lemma 6.4 3
— when one of the assertions (B3) or (B4) holds, the set {(z,y) € D : & < x4,y < yq} is non
empty because in this case and =} < zg = 2™ < 2}, yq > Y1(x4) and by Lemma 4.1, any
point of the line segment [(z4,Y1(zq)), (24, Ya(24))], aside of the ends points (x4, Y1 (z4))

and (x4, Y2(x4)) belongs to the interior D of the set D;

— similarly, when one of the assertions (B5) or (B6) holds, the set {(x,y)€D : x<wzq4,y<yaq}
is non empty because yp<ys=y**<yp', x4 > X1(yq) and by Lemma 4.1, any point of line
segment [(X1(ya),Ya), (X2(Ya), ya)], aside of the end points (X1(ya), ya) and (X2(ya), ya)
belongs to the interior of the set D.
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By the definition of the set I', the set B is included to T, it follows that (9.6) holds also for any

o
(Z,9) € D with & < 24 and § < yq.
Furthermore, by the second assertion of Theorem 1, for any j € Zi, on the set
{(z,y)eQT) : |z|<za, |y|<ya}, the function h; satisfies the identity (2.30). Since the set

{(z,y) € UD) : x < 4,y < ya} has an empty intersection with the sets {(z,y) € C*>: 2 = 0} and

{(z,y) € C*: y =0}, it follows that on the set {(z,y)€Q(D) : x<wzq,y<ya}, for any j € Z2, the
relation

(1= P(z,y))(H;(z,y) — Hj(z,0)-H;(0,y)) = Q(z,y)h;(z,y)

Vi@, y)hij(@) + a(z, y)ho; (y)

(¢1(z,y) — 1) H;(2,0) + (¢2(z,y) — 1) H;(0,y),
holds, or equivalently,

(1= P(z,y)Hj(z,y) = Lj(z,y) + (¢1(2,y) — P(x,y))H;(z,0) + (¢2(z,y) — P(z,y))H;(0,y).

Since the function (z,y) — 1/(1 — P(x,y)) is analytic in the set {(z,y) € C*>: (|z|,|y|) € D}, this
implies that, on the set {(x,y) € C*: (|z,|y|) € D, |z| < x4, |y| < ya}, we have also the identity

Li(z,y) + (91(2,y) — P(x,y))H;(x,0) + (¢2(2, y) = P(x, y)) H; (0, y)
1- P(x’y)

The last identity combined with (9.6) proves (9.1). O

Hj(gjay) -

Since the functions (z,y) — L;(z,y) and (z,y) — z~" " 1yk2=1(1 — P(z,y))~! are analytic in
the polycircular set Q(B)7 and by Theorem 1, the functions (z,y) — (¢1(z,y) — P(z,y))H;(z,0)
and (z,y) — (¢2(x,y) — P(x,y))H,;(0,y) are analytic respectively on {(x,y)eQ(B) s |x|<zq} and
{(z,y) € Q(B) . ly| < ya}, as a straightforward consequence of Lemma 9.1 we obtain

Corollary 9.1. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A4), for any jeZ% and k=(ky,k2)€Z3\{(0,0)},
relation (9.2) holds with I(j, k), I1(j, k) and I3(j, k) defined respectively by (9.3), (9.4) and (9.5),

for any (&0, 90)€D, (&1,01){(z,y)€D : x<z4}, and (£2,92)€{(z,y) € D : y<yq}.
9.3. Large deviation estimates of the quantities Iy(j, k), I1(j, k) and I>(j, k).

Lemma 9.2. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A4), for any w = (u,v) € SL, and j,k € Z2, as
Ik]| = oo and k/||k|| — w,

(9.7) lim sup |[&[| " log |Io (j, k)| < — max (um(;z) +U1n(g)),
k (z,9)eD
(9.8) limsup ||k|| " log |11(j, k)| < —  max (u In(Z) + vln(g))).
k (#,9)€D, 2<zq
and
(9.9 limsup |||~ log |I2(j, k)| < —  max (uln(a?) +vln(g))).
k (#,9)€D, §<ya

Proof. Indeed, the definition of I5(j, k) and Cauchy’s inequality give, for any j,k = (k1,k2) € Z3
and (Z,9) € D with § < yq,

with
M(&,§) = max{|(¢a(x,y) — P(x,y))H;(0,y)(1 — P(z,9)) " : (z,9) € C* || = &[y| = §}.
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This proves that as ||k|| — +oo and k/| k|| = w = (u,v),

limsup || k||~ log | I2(5, k)| < — sup (ulog (&) + vlog(y))
g (@,9)eD:g<y,
= - max ulog(z) + vlog(y
opax  (ulog(?) +vlog(p))
where the second relation holds because the function (z,y) — ulnz + vilny is continuous on D.
Relation (9.9) is therefore proved. The proof of (9.7) and (9.8) is quite similar. O

9.4. Exact asymptotic behavior of I;(jk) as min{k;, ks} — oo. To get the exact asymptotic
of I1(jk) as min{ky, ke} — 0o we consider first the following preliminary results.

Lemma 9.3. Under the assumption (A1), for any w = (u,v) € SL, the function + —
uln(z) + vIn(Ya(z)) is strictly increasing in the line segment [x%, xp(w)] and strictly decreasing
in the line segment [xp(w), x3].

Proof. Indeed, recall that under our assumptions, the function (a, 8) — P(a, 8) = P(e®, e?) is
strictly convex and finite in a neighborhood of the set D = {(a, 8) € R? : P(e®,e?) < 1}, and that
for any w = (u,v) € S', the point (ap(w), Bp(w) = (In(xp(w)),In(yp(w))) (see Definition 2.6.1)
is an only point on the boundary of the set D, where the function (e, 3) — ua + v achieves its
maximum over D.

Consider the line segment [a}, a%] = {o € R : infger P(, ) < 1}. We have, see the proof of
Lemma 4.1, ab=xIn(z}), o =In(z}), and that for any « €]at, o[ and f2(a) = In(Ya(e®)), we
have

P(a, B2(a)) =1 and 9P (a, Ba(a)) > 0.

Since the function P is strictly convex, by the implicit function theorem, it follows that the function
B2 is also strictly convex on the line segment [a}, a5

Under our assumptions, the definition 2.6.1 of the mapping w— (ap(w), p(w))=(In(zxp(w)), In(yp(w)))
gives that, if w = (u,v) € S%,

WV

9pP(op(w), Bp(w)) = 0.
By the definition of the function o — B2() = In(Ya(e®)), see the proof of Lemma 4.1, it follows
that,
Bp(w) = Ba(ap(w)),

and that ap(w) is an only point in the line segment [}, a5’] where the function
(9.10) a = ua + vfBy(a) = ua + vIn(Ya(e®))

achieves its maximum over [}, a5]. Since the function (s is strictly convex on [a}, o], the
function (9.10) is also strictly convex on [a}, a}], and consequently, it is strictly increasing on the
segment [}, ap(w)] and strictly decreasing on the line segment [ap(w), aF]. Since the function
x — In(z) is strictly increasing on |0, +o0o[, this proves that the function z — wln(z) + v In(Ya(z))
is strictly increasing on the line segment [z}, zp(w)] and strictly decreasing on the line segment
[zp(w), z3]. O

Lemma 9.4. If condition (A1) is satisfied and let, for some xg €|xp, 25 [, €1 > 0 and €2 > 0, a
function (z,y) — F(x,y) be analytic in the polycircular set

{(z,y) € C*: |zo—|a|| < er,[Ya(wo)—|yl| < e2}
and do not vanish at the point (g, Y2(xo)). Then for any w = (u,v) € SL such that xp(w) > g

and (Z,9) € D such that xog—e1 < & < xo and |Ya(zo) — §| < €2, as min{ky, ka} — +oo and
/K] = w,

1 F(z,y) vy~ G
(9.11) (2ri)? /|x—.”2 /lyl—z) akiyke (2g — 2)(1 — P(x,y)) dz dy g (Ya(zo))k2
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with
F(zx,
(9.12) G = 81272/) i
y (Z‘,y) (z,y):(zo,yz(mo))
and

1 F(z,y)
9.13 _ / / dx dy
(9.13) 2102 J\ajzs Sy 21 9%2 (20 — 2)2(1 — Pz, y))
kiCy B koCs

ag T (Ya(wo))k>  aft (Ya(wo))kat!

with C1 given by (9.12) and

F(2,y)0,P(x,y)
. .
@y P(@,9)" | 2 ) =(o0.va (w0))

(9.14)

N}
|

Proof. Before proving this lemma, remark that under our assumptions, by Lemma 4.1, Y5(xg) >
Y1 (z0) and consequently, without any restriction of generality, we can assume throughout our proof
that

ga < Ya(xo) — Y1(2o).
Because of Assumption (Al), the function (z,y) — 1 — P(z,y) is analytic in a neighborhood V of

the set (D) and does not vanishes in its interior Q(D). Hence, for any m € N*, the function

(z,y) = F(z,y)(xo — x)*maf’“y*kz(l — P(x, y))*1

is analytic in the polycircular sets {(z,y) € Q(lo))7 xo — &1 < |z < @, |Yao(mg) — y| < €2} and
{(z,y) € Q(ZO)), xo < |z|] < 2o + €1, |Ya(z0) — Y| < €2}, and consequently, the function
F(z,y)dxdy

lyll=g @1y (w0 — )™ (1 = P(x,y))

(:E’Q) - Jm,k(jjv A) =

|z|=2

is constant on the set A_ = {(z,y) € D: g — €1 < x < g, |Ya(zo) — y| < €2} and on the set
Ay ={(z,y) € D: xo < <z + €1, |Ya(zo) —y| < ez} We denote
Jm.(k) = Jmk(2,9)  for (2,9) € A,
) = Jmi(&,9) for (Z,9) € Ay.

I (K
Remark now that for any § €]Ya(zg) — &2, Ya(20)[ and § > 0 small enough, the point (z¢ — §,7)
belongs to the set A_, the point (2 + d, ) belongs to the set A} and by the residue theorem, for
any y € C with |y| = g,

/ F(z,y)dx _/ F(x,y)dx _ F(xo0,y)
|z|=x0+6 L 1( \

t0— )1 —P@y)  Juicers @0 -1 P@g) " aE (1= Plzog))

and

/ F(z,y)dx :/ (z,y)dx
jol=sot+s T (w0 —2)?(1 = P(2,9))  Jjs)=ao—s " (w0 —2)*(1 = P(z,y))

+2m-< O.F(@y) ___ kFlro.y) F<x07y>axp<xo,y>>
o' (1= P(zo,y)) 25" (1~ P(xo,y))  a5'(1 — Plao,y))?

Hence, for any § €]Y2(x0) — €2, Ya(x0)],

. 1 F(xo,y)
(9.15) Ji(k) = Ji(k) + 2 2l /y| g YR (1 - P(:co,y))dy
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and

. 1 8mF Xo,
(9.16) Ja(k) = Ja(k) — M /Iyl_@ ykz (1 —(P(Exz), y))dy

ki F(zo,y) 1 F(z9,y)0:P(x0,y)
T R % dy — S —% k 24y
@2ri)zb T Jiyizg v (L= P(z0,y) °  2miakt Jiy=g % (1 — P(x0,v))
Due to Assumption (A1)(ii), the function y — P(x0,y) is analytic in a neighborhood of the closed
annulus {y € C: Yi(zp) < |y| < Ya(xo)}, satisfies the inequality

‘P(l’o,y” < P(l‘o, ‘y|) <1

on the annulus {y € C: Yi(xo) < |y| < Ya(xo)}, and because of Assumption (A1) i) (we use here
Proposition P7.5 of [24]), for any y € C with |y| = Ya(xo),

|P(20,y)| < P(zo,Y2(z0)) =1 whenever y # Ya(zo).

Since by Lemma 4.1,

0P @ Yl @ )= @0, va(w)) > O
this proves that for some § > 0, the point Y3(xo) is an only and simple zero of the function
y — P(zo,y) in the annulus {y € C : Yi(xo) < |y| < Ya(xo) + J). Since we assumed that
Ya(zg) — 2 < Yi(x0), and the functions y — F(xo,y), y — 0.F(xo,y), y — F(xo,y) are analytic
in the annulus {y € C: Ya(zo) —e2 < |y| < Ya(xo) + €2}, this implies that for § > 0 small enough,

the functions
F((EO,@/) 81F<$07y)

y*2 (1= P(z0,y)) y*2(1 = P(xo,y))

are analytic in the set {y € C: Ya(xg) —e2 < |y| < Ya(zo) + 9, y # Ya(xo)} and have at the point
Y2(xo), a simple pole with the residue equal respectively to

7_(}1 and 7_01

(Y2(zo))™ (Ya(wo))ke

and y —

Yy —r

with Cy given by (9.12) and

~ 82F(£E7y)

Gy = &Y .
Oy P (2, Y) | (2.1)=(0,¥2 (0))

Similarly, the function

F(z0,y)0:P(z0,y)

y*2 (1 = P(x0,y))?
is analytic in the set {y € C: Ya(zo) — 2 < |y| < Ya(wo) + 9, v # Ya(xo)} and has at the point
Ys(zp), a pole of the second order with the residue equal to

C ko Co
(Ya(zo))*2  (Ya(mo))*=tt

with Cy given by (9.14) and some constant C' € C does not depending on ky. By the residue
theorem, it follows that for any Ya(xg) — 2 < § < Ya(xg) and Ya(xg) < ys < Ya(x0) + 0)

F(z0,y) _2miCy F(xo,y)
~/|y|—g) o (1— Plzo,y) "~ (Yalzo)) /|y|—y5 y2 (1 — P(ﬂfo,y))dy’

/ 0 F(z0,y) du — 2miCy / 0. F(z0,y) J
lyli=g Y** lyll=ys ¥** (1 = P(z0,9))

(1= P(ao, )"~ (alwo)F2
and
F(zo,y)0:P(2o.y) , o ¢ kG F(x0,y)0:P(20,y)
/Iyl—@ y*2 (1 — P(z9,y))? dy =2 ((Yé(xo))k“’ (}@(xo))kﬁl) /|y|—y5 y*2(1 — P(x0,y))? I
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Using these relations at the right hand side of (9.15) and (9.16) we obtain

- Ch 1 F(zo,y) 3
O ) = e B o = P

and

kC ko C! C
(918)  Jao(k) = =3 o ko k1 — ka+1 k1 k
ro' T (Ya(wo))k2  ap" (Ya(2o)) zo' (Ya(zo))*k2

1 / 0o F (20,y) dy + ks / F(zoy)
omizgt Jiyl=ys ¥*2 (1= Pl20,y)) ~  (2mi)af ™ Jyyy=ys ¥*2 (1 = P(z0,y))

1 / F(z0,y)0:P(x0,y)

Iyli=ys Y"1 = P(z0,y))?

with some constant C' does not depending on k. Remark now that by the Cauchy inequality, for
k= (k1,ko) € Z%, as min{ky, ka} — oo and k/|k| — w = (u,v),

dy + Jo(k
277@'33]51 Y 2(k)

lim sup ||k|| =" log < —(ulog(xo) + vlog(ys))
k

F(l‘o, y)
) ki, k dy
(270) Jiy)=ys 25" y*2 (1 — P(z0,))
< —(uln(zo) + vIn(Ya(zo))),
and with the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 9.2,

limksup l|E|~* log|j1(k)f <—  sup  (ulnd+vIn(Ya(2))) < —(uln(zo) + vIn(Ya(z0)))

To<EKToter

where the last relation holds because under our assumptions, z} < x9 < zp(w) and by
Lemma 9.3, the function x — ulnz + vin(Ya(x)) is strictly increasing on [z, xp(w)]. Since
for k = (ky, ko) € Z3, as ||k|| — oo and k/|[k| — w,

F(.’Eo, YQ(Z‘Q))
25" (Ya(20))*28, P (0, Ya(z0))

lim [|k[| ™" log = —(ulog(wo) + vlog(Ya(x0)))

this proves that as min{ky,k2} — +oo and k/||k|| — w, the second and the third terms in the
right hand side of (9.17) are negligible with respect to the first one. Hence (9.11) is verified, and
with the same arguments, from (9.18) one gets (9.13). O

As a consequence of Lemma 9.4 and Theorem 2, we obtain the following result.

Lemma 9.5. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A3), for any j € ZZ\Ey and w = (u,v) € S§ with
u > up(zq, Ya(zq)), the following assertions hold

i) If either one of the assertions (B0), (B1), (B3),(B4) holds or (B2) holds with x4 < 3,
then for any k = (k1,k2) € Z%, as min{ky, ko} — oo and k/||k|| — w,

(9.19) LG k) ~ crarsa(ay™ ™ (Ya(wa))
where
(9.20) - M >0

P (2, Y)) | (2.9)=(2a. Yo (2a)

and a; > 0 is given by (2.41).
i) If (B5) holds with xq < a3, then for k = (ki,k2) € Z%, as min{ki,ko} — oo and
/K] = w,

C1 a3%2(j)k:1 61 a3%2(j)k2
o P (Ya(za) ket at M (Ya(wa))hat?

(9.21) Ii(5,k) ~
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where ¢; > 0 is given by (9.20),
& = amP(meg(xd))

(0, P(za, Ya(xa)))*

(z,y)=(za,Y2(zq))

and az > 0 is given by (2.47).
iit) If (B6) holds, then for k = (k1,ks) € Z%, as min{ky, ko} — oo and k/||k|| = w,

(922) L k) ~ evas sz (Ya(za) 77
where ¢c1 > 0 is given by (9.20) and as > 0 is given by (2.53).

Proof. Indeed, when either, one of the conditions (B0), (B1), (B3) or (B4) is satisfied, or (B2)
holds with x4 < 23", by the first assertion of Theorem 2 and using Proposition 7.13, one gets that
for some € > 0, the function @ — H;(x,0) can be extended as an analytic function to the set
B(0,z24 +¢)\{zq} and has a simple pole at the point x4 with the residue

—aali) =~ ) (porleaViaa)) <o

Since the function (z,y) — ¢1(z,y) — P(x,y) is analytic in a neighborhood of the set (D), this
implies that the function (z,y) — F(x,y) = (xq — )(¢1(z,y) — P(z,y))H;(z,0) can be extended
as an analytic function to a neighborhood of the set {(z,y) € Q(D) : |z| < xq + €} by letting

Fza,y) = (¢(xa, y) — P(xa, y))ars ().

When either, one of the conditions (B0), (B1), (B3) or (B4) is satisfied, or (B2) holds with x4 < 2},
one has always =3 < x4 = ™" < 3, and consequently, by Lemma 4.1, Y3(z4) > Yi(zq) and by
Lemma 4.1, ¢1(zq,Y1(xq)) = 1. Since the function y — ¢1(x4,y) is strictly increasing, it follows
that ¢ (x4, Ya(x4)) > 1. Since by Theorem 2, a; > 0, we obtain therefore

F(xa, Ya(2a)) = (d1(24, Ya(2)) = P(za, Ya(2a))ar54(j) = (d1(za, Ya(2)) — Dars(j) > 0.

By Lemma 9.4, it follows that for any w = (u,v) € S. such that zp(u) > z4, and as
min{ki, ka} — +oo, (9.19) holds with ¢; > 0 given by (9.20). Since for w = (u,v) € S% the
inequality xp(u) > x4 is equivalent to the inequality v > up(z4, Ya(xq)), the first assertion of our
lemma is therefore proved.

Suppose now that (B5) holds with z4 < 3. Then, by Theorem 2 and using Proposition 7.13,
one gets that for some ¢ > 0, the function x — H;(z,0) can be extended as an analytic function
to the set B(0,zq4 + €)\{zq} and has a pole of the second order at the point x4 with

le (g — x)?H;j(2,0) = agse(j) > 0

T—x0
where ag > 0 is given by (2.47). With the same arguments as above, it follows that the function
(z,y) = F(z,y) = (xa — 2)*(¢1(x,y) — 1)H;(x,0) can be extended as an analytic function to a
neighborhood of the set {(z,y) € Q(D) : |z| < zq+e} by letting F(zq,y) = (¢1(xq,y) — 1)azsa(j)
and that the extended function F' satisfies the assumptions of Lemma 9.4 with zg = z4 and
F(x0,Y2(x0)) = azsa(§)(é1(xq, Ya(zq)) — 1) > 0. Hence, using (9.13) we obtain (9.21) with ¢; >0
given by (9.20). The second assertion of our lemma is therefore also proved.

The proof of the third assertion of our lemma is exactly the same as the proof the first assertion,
with an only difference that now, one should use the fifth assertion of Theorem 2 instead of the
first one. O

Remark finally that if we exchange the roles of x and y, then with the same arguments as above
we obtain the following result.

Lemma 9.6. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A3), for any j € ZZ\Ey and w = (u,v) € S§ with
v > vp(Xa(ya),ya), the following assertions hold



74 IRINA IGNATIOUK-ROBERT

i) If either one of the assertions (B0), (B1), (B5),(B6) holds or (B2) holds with yq < y3',
then for any k = (k1,k2) € Z2, as min{k, ko} — oo and k/||k| — w,

(9.23) Iy(j k) ~ c2barea(5)(Xa(ya)) ™™ (ya) ™"
where
9.24 co = (¢polz,y) — 1) (OuP(z,y)) >0
(9.24) 2 = (¢2(2,9) — 1) (0. P(x,y)) o) (X))
and
d -1
(9.25) 2= (f6:06000))
Y=Yd
i) If (B3) holds with yq < yp*, then for k = (ki,ks) € Z%, as min{ky,ko} — oo and
k/|E| = w,
(9.26) Ig(j,k) N C2 53%1(])k2 02b3%1(j)]€1

(Xa(ya) iyt (Xa(ya))FF2yah>
with co > 0 given by (9.24),

d d d -
(9.27)  ay = (1, y) = 1) | - 2(X1(y),y) b1 (x, Yi(x)) - X1 (y) >0
dy dx dy
(z,y)=(X2(ya) ya)
and some ¢2 € R do not depending on j € Zi\EO.
ii) If (B4) holds, then for k = (k1,k2) € Z2, as min{ky, ko} — oo and k/||k| — w,
(9.28) L(j k) ~ e agea(5)(Xa(ya) ™ (ya) 7"
with co given by (9.24) and
) d d -1
(929) a5 = (d1(z,y) 1) { (1 - ¢2($7y))%¢1(%Yl(x))@Xl(y) >0
(z,y)=(X2(ya),ya)

9.5. Proof of the assertions i) and ii) of Theorem 4. For I;(j, k) the exact asymptotics
as min{ki, ko} — 400 and k/||k| = w = (u,v) € SL were obtained only in the case where
u>up(xq, Ya(zq)). In the following lemma, we show that this inequality always holds when w € W.
The definitions 3-6 give that the set W, is empty if either, one of the cases (B5), or (B6) occurs
or, (B2) and z4=x% hold, we can assume that either one of cases (B0), (B1), (B3) or (B4) occurs
or (B2) and z4 < z7 hold.

Lemma 9.7. If conditions (A1)-(A3) hold and if either, one of cases (B0), (B1), (B3) or (B4)
holds, or (B2) and xq<x3 hold, then for any w € Wy,

(9.30) u > up(xq, Ya(zaq)).

Proof. Suppose first that (B0) holds. Then by Proposition 2.2 and the definition of the points x4
and yq (see (2.33) and (2.34)),

(9.31) X1(ya) < xzg =2 < Xo(ya), Yi(za) <ya=y"" <Ya(zq).

In this case Wi = {w = (u,v) € S} : u > u.} where w, = (u,, v.) is the only point in S such that
(9.32) ueIn(zg) + veIn(Ya(zq)) = ve In(Xa(ya)) + ve In(ya),

or equivalently, such that

(9.33) (In(X2(ya)) — In(x4))ue = (In(Yz(za)) — In(ya))ve-

Since by (9.31) , X5(yq) > x4 and Ya(x4) > yq, the last relation implies that u. > 0 and v, > 0,
and consequently, if up(zq4, Ya(zq)) < 0, one gets

up(xq, Ya(zq)) < ue <u, Yw=(u,v)e€W.
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When (B0) holds and up(z4, Y2(zq)) < 0, our lemma is therefore proved.

Consider now the case when (B0) holds and up(xg,Ya(zq)) > 0. For w = (4,0) =
(up(xq,Ya(xq)),vp (24, Y2(24))), by the definition of the mapping w — (zp(w),ya(w)), the point
(x4, Y2(x4)) is the only point in the set D where the function (z,y) — 4 ln(x) 4+ 9 In(y) achieves its
maximum over the set D. Since in the case (B0), (24, Y2(z4)) # (X2(yd),yad), it follows that for
W = (i,0) = (up (x4, Y2(7a)), vD(Td, Y2(74))),

tln(zq) + 01In(Ya(zq)) > @ 1In(Xa(ya)) + 0 In(yq)
or equivalently that

(In(X2(ya)) — In(za))@ < (In(Yz(za)) — In(ya))o.
Since X5(yq) > x4 and Ya(x4) > y4, and since we assumed that & = up(xg4, Ya(zq)) > 0, the last
inequality shows that & = vp (x4, Ya(x4)) > 0 and consequently, © = v/1 — 42 and

(In(X2(ya)) — In(zq4))a < (In(Yz2(za)) — In(ya)) V1 — a2.

Finally, we have already proved that u. > 0 and v, > 0, and in this case, relation (9.33) is
equivalent to

(In(X2(ya)) — In(zq))ue = (In(Ya2(za)) — In(ya)) v/ 1 — ug.
Since the function v — (In(X2(ya)) — In(zq))u is strictly increasing and the function u —
(In(Ya(zq)) — In(ya))/1 — u? is decreasing on the segment [0,1], the last two relations show
that u. > @& = up(zq, Y2(24)), and consequently using the definition of W; one gets u > wu. >
up (x4, Ya(zq)) for all w € Wy. If (B0O) holds, Lemma 9.7 is therefore proved.

When either, (B1) holds, or (B2) and z4<z% hold, relation (9.30) follows directly from the
definition of the set W; (see Definition 4 and Definition 5).

Consider now the case when (B3) holds. With definition 6, Wy = {w = (u,v) € SL : u > 0}
and by Proposition 2.2 and the definition of the points x4 and y4 (see (2.33) and (2.34)), one has
(x4, Y2(xq)) € S12. By Lemma 4.1 and the definition of the mapping (z,y) — wp(z,y), it follows
that

240y P (24, ya) <0
V(@ad: P(ra,ya)? + (9ady Plea,ya))*
and consequently, for any w = (u,v) € Wy, (9.30) holds.

Suppose now that (B4) holds. Then, with the Definition 6, W; = S and by Proposition 2.2
and the definition of the points x4 and yq (see (2.33) and (2.34)) and using (2.9) one gets

up(za, Ya2(za)) =

(9.34) Xi(ya) =za=2"" <zp, yp <y <1<ys=Ya(zq) <y <yp, (Z4,v4) € Si2-

By Lemma 4.1 and the definition of the mapping (z,y) — wp(z,y), it follows that for any
w = (u,v) € Wy,

2402 P (%4, Ya)
V(240: P(24, ya))? + (yady P (x4, ya))?
and consequently, (9.30) holds. O

up(xq, Ya(xq) = up(2q,yq) = up(X1(za),ya) = <0<,

As a straightforward consequence of Lemma 9.5 and Lemma 9.7, one gets

Corollary 9.2. Under the assumptions of Theorem /4, for any j € Z%_\EO and w € W, as
min{ky, k2} — +oo and k/||k| — w, (9.19) holds.

Now we will show that for any w = (u,v) € W, as min{k;, k2} — +oo and k/|k|| — w, the
terms Io(j, k) and I5(j, k) are negligible with respect to I;(j, k). For this we will use the large
deviation estimates for Iy(k,j), and

— the large deviation estimates of I5(j, k) when

1 1
limsup — InIr(j, k) < lim ——In 11 (4, k),
ko IR il
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— the exact asymptotic of I5(j, k) when
1 1
limsup — In I5(j, k) = lim — In I1 (j, k).
| it
To compare the limit limy, In I1 (, k) /|| k|| with the large deviation estimates for lim sup,, In Iy (4, k) /|| k||
and lim supy, In I5(j, k)/||k||, the following lemma will be useful.
Lemma 9.8. If conditions (A1)-(A3) hold and let w=(u,v)EW,, if one of the assertions holds,

— one of the conditions (B0), (B1) or (B3) holds,
—- (B2) and z** <z} hold,
— (B4) holds and u > 0,

then

9.35 1 1 > ul In(Y; .
(9.35) e (uin(e) +oln(y)) > uln(eg) +vin(Ya(r)

Proof. Consider first the case when (B0) holds. We have, see the proof of Lemma 9.8, X2(yq) > 24

and Ya(zq) > yq, the point (we = (uc,ve) € S7 satisfies (9.33) and Wy = {w = (u,v) € SL 1 u >

uc}. For w = (u,v) € S} with u > u. (and consequently also with v < v.), it follows that
(In(X2(ya)) — In(za))u > (In(Ya(za)) — In(ya))v

or equivalently,

(9.36) uln(Xsa(yq)) + vin(yq) > uln(zq) + vin(Ya(zq)).

Since the point (X2(y4),yq) belongs to the set {(z,y) € D : y < yaq}, this proves that for any

w = (u,v) € S} with u > u,

(9.37) (w’y)reng’xygyd(u In(x) + vln(y)) > uln(Xa(yq)) +vin(ya) > uln(zq) + v In(Ya(zq)),

and consequently, (9.35) holds.
Consider now the case when (B1) holds, we have the relation
Wi = {w = (u,v) € S, : u>up(zq, Ya(za))},
and, by Proposition 2.2 and the definition of the points x4 and y4 (see (2.33) and (2.34)),

(9-38) Xi1(ya) <zqg=2"" = Xa(ya), Yi(wq) <yqa=y"" = Ya(xq)
and (xq, Y2(2q)) = (X2(ya), yd) € Saz. Hence, for any w = (u,v) € Wy,
(9.39) xp(w) > x4 =Xa(yq) and yp(w) < yq = Ya(xq).

The last relations show that the point (xp(w),yp(w)) belongs to the set {(x,y) € D: y < ya4}
and is not equal to (x4, Ya(z4)). Since the point (xp(w),yp(w)) is an only point in D where the
function (x,y) — uln(z) + z In(y) achieves its maximum over D, it follows that

(9.40) (2,@?%@0,(“ In() + v 1n(g)) = uln(zp(w)) + vIn(yp(w)) > uln(zg) + v In(Ya(za)),

and consequently, when the assertion (B1) holds, relation (9.35) is also proved.
Consider now the case when (B2) and 24 < %" hold. By Proposition 2.2 and the definition of
the points x4 and yq (see (2.33) and (2.34)),

(9.41) ra =" > Xo(ya), va=y">Ya(za), (za,Y2(7a)), (X2(ya),va) € Saz,
and with the definition of Wi,

Wy = {w = (u,v) € S, : u>up(zq,Ya(za))}.
Hence, in this case, for any w = (u,v) € Wy,

xp(w) > x4 > Xo(ys) and  yp(w) < Yao(zg) < ya.
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These relations show that the point (zp(w),yp(w)) belongs to the set {(xz,y) € D: y < yq} and
is not equal to (x4, Y2(x4)), and consequently, using exactly the same arguments as in the previous
case, one gets (9.35).

Suppose now that (B3) and y4 < y5* hold. By Proposition 2.2 and the definition of the points
xq and yg (see (2.33) and (2.34)), we have

(9.42) Xi(ya) =za=2"" <zp, ya=y" =Ya2(2a), (Ta,Ya)= (z4,Y2(za)) € S12
and
Wi = {w = (u,v) € S, : u> 0}
Since we assume that y4 < y3° and by (2.9), y** > y* > y5, by Lemma 4.1 and the definition of
the mapping (z,y) = wp(z,y) = (up(z,y),vp(x,y)), from (9.42) it follows that
(9.43) xa=X1(yq) < X2(ya) and wup(zqg,Ya(zq)) = up(za,yq) <O.

Hence, in this case, for any w = (u,v) € Wy,

(9.44) wln(zq) + zln(Ya(zq)) = uln(zq) + vIn(ye) < uln(Xz(ya)) + vin(yq)

< max uln(x) +vin
e 2EX o, (@) V1))

and consequently, (9.35) holds.
Suppose now that (B3) holds and y4 = y3". Then Wy = {w = (u,v) € SL : u > 0} and (9.42)
holds, but now, instead of (9.43) one has

ra=X1(ya) = Xo(ya), ya=y~ =yp and  wp(wa,ya) = (0,1).
Hence, in this case, for any w = (u,v) € Wy,
(9.45) zp(w) > x4 and yp(w) < yqg.

These relations show that the point (xp(w),yp(w)) belongs to the set {(z,y) € D: y < yq} and is
not equal to (x4, Y2(z4)) and consequently, using exactly the same arguments as in the case (B2),
one gets (9.35).

Consider finally the case when (B4) holds. In this case, W; = Sl+ and by Proposition 2.2 and
the definition of the points x4 and yq (see (2.33) and (2.34))

(9.46) Xi(yq) =xqg =2 <ap, y <1<yqg="Yo(zq) <y <yp, (xa,ya)€ Sia.

Hence, in this case, (9.43) holds and consequently, using exactly the same arguments as above, one
gets (9.35) for any w = (u,v) € Wy with u > 0. O

Now we are ready to complete the proof of the first assertion of Theorem 4: Since the right hand
side of (2.75) does not depend on w € W, it is sufficient to show that for any j € Z2\E, and
w = (u,v) € Wy, (2.75) holds as min{ky, ko } — 400 and k/||k|| — w.

Consider first the case when one of the following assertion holds

— one of the conditions (B0), (B1) or (B3) holds
~ (B2) and 2** < 23" hold,
— (B4) holds and u > 0.

By using Lemma 9.2 and Lemma 9.8, as ||k|| — 400 and k/||k|| — w, one gets

limsup ||~ log [lo(j, k) + B2(j, )| < = max _ (uln(@) + vIn())
k (2,9)€D, §<ya
(9.47) < —uln(zq) + vIn(Ya(zq)).

By Corollary 9.2, for any w = (u,v) € Wy and j € Z%\Eq, as min{ky, k2} — +oo and k/| k|| — w,
(9.48) L(jok) ~ erarsa(feg™ (Ya(aa) T
where ¢; > 0 is given by (9.20) and a; > 0 is given by (2.41).
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Comparison of (9.48) with (9.47) shows that the terms Iy (j, k) and I>(j, k) in (9.2) are negligible
with respect to I1(j, k), and consequently, from the integral representation (9.2) and using (9.48)
one gets (2.75).

The set of directions W is empty in each of the following cases:
- (B2) and z4=z% hold;
— (B5) or (B6) holds.

Hence, to complete the proof of the first assertion of Theorem 4 it is sufficient now to prove (2.75)
when (B4) holds and w=(0,1). By Proposition 2.2 and the definition of the points x4 and y4 (see
(2.33) and (2.34)) one has

(9.49) Xi(ya) =wa =2 <ap, Yy <1<ya=Ya(ra) <y™ <yp, (¥a,ya) € Sr2-
and the definition of the point y5* and the mapping w — (zp(w), yp(w)) give, for w = (0, 1),
(9.50) (zp(0,1),yp(0,1)) = (X1(yp'), yp)-

Hence, in this case, yp(0,1) = y3" > ya, and consequently, also 1 > vp(X2(yq), ya). By Lemma 9.6
applied with w = (0,1), it follows that there is C' > 0 such that for any j € Zi\Eo and
k = (k1,k2) € Z3, and as min{ky, ka} — +o0, k/||k|| — (0,1)

(9.51) L(j,k) ~ Coa(j)(Xa(ya)) ™™ ya) "

With Lemma 9.2 applied with w = (0, 1), the definition of the point y3", and using relation (9.49),

(9.52) limsup ||| ~* In|Io(j, k)| < — ( mz)%xD In(y) = —In(yp") < —1In(ya).
k T,y)€

Remark that by relation (9.49) and Corollary 9.2 applied with w = (0,1) € W, for any j € Z3 \ Ej,
as min{ky, k2} — +o0 and k/| k|| — (0,1),
(9.53) L(jk) ~ eravsa(iey™ (Yalea) ™71 = crarsa(f)ay ™y

where ¢; > 0 is given by (9.20) and a; > 0 is given by (2.41).

A comparison of relation (9.52) with relations (9.51) and (9.53) shows that for any j € Z2\Ej
and k = (k1,k2) € Z%, and as min{ky, ka} — +o0, k/||k| — (0,1), the term Io(j, k) is negligible
with respect to I1 (4, k) + I2(j, k) in (9.2), and consequently, using (9.51) and (9.53) one gets

g(i k) ~ LK)+ DG k) ~ eransa()eg™ g™+ Coa () (Xa(ya)) ™ ya) 7=

Since by (9.49), x4 = X1(ya) < X2(ya), this proves (2.75) with by = cya1.
The first assertion of Theorem 4 is therefore proved. The proof of the second assertion is the
same by exchanging the roles of x and y.

9.6. Proof of the assertion iii) of Theorem 4. Suppose first that (B0) holds. In this case, see
the proof of Lemma 9.7,

(9.54) e > up(zq, Ya(zq)) and v > vp(Xa(ya), ya)-

Consider j € Z3\Ey and let min{ky, ko} — +o0 and k/||k|| — w.. Then using the first relation of
(9.54), by Lemma 9.5 applied for w = w. = (ue¢, v.), we get

(9.55) L(j,k) ~ evavsa (fag™ 7 (Ya(ea) ™7

where ¢; > 0 and a; > 0 given respectively by (9.20) and (2.41), and using the second relation of
(9.54), by Lemma 9.6 applied for w = w. = (u¢, v.), we obtain

(9.56) L(j.k) ~ c2aps(f)(Xa(ya) ™™ yg ™!

where ¢y > 0 and as > 0 are defined respectively by (9.24) and (9.25). Comparison of (9.55) and
(9.56) with (9.7) shows that the term Iy(j, k) in (9.2) is negligible with respect to I1(j, k) + I1 (4, k),
and consequently, using (9.2) together with (9.55) and (9.56) one gets (2.79) with by = ¢1a; and
b2 = C202. .
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9.7. Proof of the assertions iv) and v) of Theorem 4. Suppose that (B3) holds, yq < y5'
and let w = (0,1). By Proposition 2.2 and the definition of the points x4 and yg, one has

rp < xq =2 <2, (¥a,Yd) = (T4, Yo(ra)) = (X1(ya),ya) € S12 and yp < ya = y™* < yz". By
Lemma 4.1 and the definition of the mapping (z,y) — wp(x,y) = (up(z,y),vp(x,y)), it follows
that

(9.57) zq = X1(ya) < X2(ya),

(9.58) up(za,Y2(rq)) <0 and  wvp(X2(ya),ya) < 1.
Consider now j € Z%2\E, and let k € Z%, min{k;, ko} — +o0 and k/||k|| — w = (1,0). Then by

by Lemma 9.2 and since yq < yp*, one gets

(9.59) limsup [|k] =" In|Zo(j, k)| < — ( mz)ixD In(y) = —In(yp") < —1In(ya),
k €

by Lemma 9.5, from the first relation of (9.58) it follows

(9.60) LG k) ~ eraa(f)ag™ 7 (Ya(za) ™7 = cram (j)ag ™y,

where ¢; > 0 and a; > 0 are given respectively by (9.20) and (2.41), and by the second assertion of
Lemma 9.6, from the second relation of (9.58) it follows that there exists ¢éa € R do not depending
on j € Z2 \EO such that

ca a1 (f)kz Co azs1(j)k
(Xa(ya))krtiyhat2  (Xa(ya))krt2y k2t

where ¢z > 0 and aj > 0 are given respectively by (9.24) and (9.27).
Comparison of (9.59) with (9.60) shows that the term Iy(j, k) is negligible with respect to
I (4,k) + I(j, k) in (9.2). Using therefore (9.2) together with (9.60) and (9.61) we obtain

C1 a1%1(j) Co aé%1(j)k‘2 62 53%1 (j)]ﬁ
x51+1y§2+1 (X2(yd))k1+1y§2+2 (Xz(yd))k1+2ydk2+1

Finally, by relation (9.57) we have x4<X2(yq), hence, in relation (9.62), the last term is negligible
with respect to the first one and consequently, relation (2.80) holds with b; = ¢ya; and b3 = ¢z aj.
The assertion iv) of Theorem 4 is therefore also proved. The proof of the assertion v) is exactly

the same (it is sufficient to exchange the roles of the first and the second coordinates of the random
walk (Z(n))).

(9.61) Iy (45, k) ~

(9.62)

9.8. Proof of the assertion vi) of Theorem 4. To prove the last assertion of Theorem 4 it is
sufficient to show that for any w € Wy, (2.84) holds uniformly with respect to wy, = m/|jm|| in
some neighborhood of w. For this we use Proposition 1 of [11]. In our setting, this result gives the
following lemma.

Lemma 9.9. Suppose that the Assumption (A1) is satisfied and let w = (u,v)€SL and >0 and
a function (x,y)—F(x,y) be analytic in the polycircular set

(9.63) {(z,y) € c?: ||:1:| — a:D(w)} <eg, ||y| - yD(w)| < e},
and not vanishing at the point (xp(w),yp(w)). Then the integrals

F(x,y) 2
9.64 I( dxd = Z
O8I = /L|—¢/y| AT Pa,g)) T () € 25

are well defined and does not depend on the point (&,7) on the set

(9.65) (@9 €D: |&—apw)| <e, |§—ynw)<e),
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and as ||m|| — 400, uniformly with respect to w,, = m/||m| in some neighborhood of w,

F(zp(wr), yp(wi))\/wi - Q(wk)wj

(9.66) 10m) o 2 Caon) [ p () i ()

By Corollary 9.1, for any (Z,9) € D, with & < z4 and § < yq4, we have

1 Iy
(9.67) 9(j, k) (2mi)? /|x—m/y gkl k2+1((1 Zi)p( ) dxdy.

with

Fj(l'a y) - Lj(x’ y) + (¢1(xa y) - P((ﬂ, y))HJ(xa 0) + ((,bg(iﬂ, y) - P($7 y))HJ(Oa y)
Remark moreover that the set of directions W is non-empty if and only if (B2) holds, and that in
this case, for any w = (u,v) € Wy, one has

(9.68) xp(w) < x4, yp(w) < yq.

By Theorem 1, it follows that for some neighborhood V(zp(w), yp(w)) of the point (zp(w), yp(w))
in RQ; the function (x,y) - Fj(x7y) = Lj(xvy) + (¢1(£L’ y) )HJ( ) (¢2($ y) - I)H (O’y)
is analytic in the polycircular set {(z,y) € C? : (|z|,|y|]) € V(;vD( ), yp(w))}, and by

Proposition 7.13,

F(JTD(U)),?JD(U))) = HA(zp(w), yD(w))(j) > 07 vj € 22 \EO

For any weW, and ]EZ \Ejy, the conditions of Lemma 9.9 are therefore satisfied with F=F},
and consequently relation (2.84) holds uniformly with respect to wr==Fk/||k|| in some neighborhood
of w.
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APPENDIX A. RELATIONS WITH POSITIVE RECURRENCE AND TRANSIENCE CONDITIONS

This section discusses the conditions (B0)-(B7) defining our classification with transience and
positive recurrence conditions of of these random walks. As we will see, the regions of our
classification are in fact not defined in terms of positive recurrence or transience. Transience
and positive recurrence are possible in several regions.

Throughout this section, g, p1 or o are assumed to be stochastic, i.e. probability distributions.
Before getting these results, note that Assumption (A1)‘(ii) is equivalent to the usual Cramer’s
condition for the distribution of the jumps of (S(n)).

(e, B) = P(a, B) et P(e?,ef) = Z pu(k)ekithke
k=(k1,k2)

It is satisfied if and only if the function P is finite in a neighborhood of the set D def.

{(a, B)ER? : P(e®,eP)<1}. Similarly, Assumption (A3) (ii) is satisfied if and only if the generating
functions .
bi(a, B) = ¢1(e”,ef) = Z pi(k)e*+Pk2 - ief0, 1,2},
k=(k1,k2)
are finite in a neighborhood of D. Since (0,0)€D, all jumps of the random walk (Z(n)) are in
particular integrable.
Remark furthermore that because of Assumptions (A1) (i) and (A3) (iv), the mean jumps

(My, Ms) = Z jnG), (Mg, My) = Z jm(j) and (Mf,M3) = Z jp ()
jez? jez? jez2
are non zero, M} >0 and M?>0. Moreover, since with Assumption (A1) (iii), the sets DND; and
DNDy have a non-empty interior, one has also My M3 #Mo M} and Mo M3ZMy M3.
Under our assumptions, the necessary and sufficient conditions of positive recurrence and
transience for the Markov chain (Z(n)), are given in the next proposition. See Theorem 3.3.1
of [7] for example.

Proposition A.1. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A3) then, the following assertions hold for the
Markov chain (Z(n)) on Z2..
(1) Positive recurrence. If and only if one of the following conditions is satisfied:
(RO) My<0, My<0, MyM2<MM} and MoM2<M; M2;
(R1) My<0, My>0 and My M}<M, M ;
(R2) M1<0, M>>0 and MyMZ<MyM3.
(2) Transience. If one of the following conditions is satisfied:
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(TO) M;>0 and My>0;
(T_Z) My<0 and M1M21>M2M11,'
(T2) M,<0 and MyM?>M; M3;

The proposition below studies the relation between conditions of transience and positive
recurrence for the Markov chain (Z(n)) and the location of the points defining the regions (B0)-
(B7). We formulate the conditions (R0)-(R2) and (T0)-(T3) in terms of the location of the points
(x*,Yi(z*)), (Xi(y*),y*), and (z**,Y;(x*)), (X:(y**),y**), i€{1,2}. In Proposition A.4, the
relation with the location of the dominant singularities x4 and y,4 is analyzed.

We first establish a technical lemma.

Lemma A.1. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A3), then

(i) M2<0 if and only if (1,1)€8511US21 and zhH<1<z}.
In this case, Y1(1)=1 and

* if My M} < MyM}
(A1) 1= {0 MM < ML
x** ’Lf M1M2 > M2M1 .

(i1) M1<0 if and only if (1,1)€8511US12 and yp<1<y}.

In this case, X1(1)=1 and

L {y if MoM? < M, M3,

A2

Proof. To prove (i), it is sufficient to remark that M;=0,P(1,1) and that, according to the
definition of the curves S;;, ¢ ,j€{1,2},
S11 U8y = {(.’L‘,y) € 9D : 8yP(.’177y) < 0}
and that by Lemma 4.1, the points (z%,Y1(zh))=(2%, Ya(2})) and (x5, Yi(x3))=(2F", Yi(a}))
are the only points on the boundary 0D of the set D satisfying the relation 9, P(z,y)=0.
Moreover, by relations (2.15) and (2.17), we have S11US21={(z,y) € 9D : y=Yi(x)}. Hence,

when M5<0, one has Y;(1)=1 and therefore ¢;(1,Y7(1))=¢1(1,1) = 1. By Corollary 4.1, it follows
that the point 1 is an end point of the line segment [z*, **], and, consequently, with relations (2.9)
and (2.10), we conclude that one and only one of the following cases occurs:

—rp<z*=1<2"™ L2y,

—rp LT <l=a" <z}

By the implicit function theorem we have, for any z€|zh, 23],

d
%¢1($7Y1(I’)) = 8T¢1(I7y) + ayd’l(l’vy)arp(zay)/ayp(xayﬂ(y:yl(z)) )

hence, when M5<0, the relation

d
Zo@N(@)| = 0:61(1,1) + 9y (1,1)9,P(1,1)/9,P(1,1) = M} — My M, [Ms,
z=1

holds, and, consequently, in a neighborhood of =1, the function x—¢1(z,Y1z)) is

— non-decreasing if M{—MJM; /My > 0,

— mnon-increasing if M{—M3 M /My < 0.
By Corollary 4.1, we have the relation ¢;(x,Y;(x))<1, for all z€]a*, ™[, and ¢1(z,Y1(z))>1,
for ze€zh, 2*[U]a™*, 25]. Hence, when a}h<ax*=1<z**<z}, the function z—¢1(z, Yi(x)) is non-
decreasing in a neighborhood of x=1 and M{ My—MJM;>0, and, when 2% <z*<l=z** <z’ the
function x—¢1(z, Y1 (x)) is non-decreasing in a neighborhood of z=1 and M{ My— Mg M;<0.

The first assertion of our lemma is proved. The second assertion is symmetrical by exchanging

the roles of = and y. O

Proposition A.2. Under Assumptions (A1)-(A3), then
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(i) (RO) holds if and only if (z*,Y1(2*))=(X1(y*),y*)=(1,1), %<1 and yp<1;
(i) (R1) " (z*,Y1(2*))=(1,1) and xp<1;
(i) (R2) " (X1(5"), ") =(1, 1) and y5<1.
(iv) (T0) d (1,1)€8s2, 1<z™ and 1<y™™*.

In this case, Ya(x**)<1 and Xo(y**)<1.
(v) (T1) holds if and only if (1,1)=(**,Y1(z**)) and 1<z
(vi) (T2) ! (L, D)=(X1(y™),y™) and 1<yp’
)-

Proof. The assertions (i)-(iii) and (v)-(vi) follow directly from Lemma A.1.

We have only to establish (iv). By using again the relations M;=0,P(1,1) and M>=0,P(1,1),
when (1,1)€S822, by relations (2.9), (2.10) and (2.18), and with Lemma 4.1, we get the identities
(1,1)=(1,Y>(1))=(X2(1),1) and the relations

(A.3) rp < Xi(yp) <1<z™ <2y and yp <Yi(zp) <1<y™ <yp,
and

(A4) Mi>0 & (L1) # (Xi(i)v5) & 1<yp

(A.5) My>0 & (1,1)#£(2p, Ya(zp)) <& 1l<zp.

Hence, when (1,1)€832, we have 1<z** and 1<y**, the condition (T0) holds.
Conversely, if (T0) holds, then, according to the definition of the curve Ssa,

(A.6) (1,1) = (1,Y2(1)) = (X2(1),1) € Soo
and, by using relations (A.4) and (A.5), we get
1<azp, and 1<y}

By relation (A.3), we have always 1<z** and, if we assume that z**=1, then, by relations (A.6)
and (A.3), we obtain zh<l=z**<z?’. Consequently, by Lemma 4.1 and Corollary 4.1, we have
Y1(1)<Y2(1) and ¢1(1,Y1(1))=

Since under our assumptions (A3) (ii) and (A3) (v), the function y— ¢4 (1, y) is strictly increasing
on the line segment [0,Y7(1)], these relations imply that ¢o(1,Y2(1))>1 and, consequently,
(1,Y1(1))#£(1,1). Since this last relation contradicts relation (A.6), we conclude that z**>1.

By exchanging the roles of z and y, the same arguments prove also that when (T0) holds, the
relation y**>1 holds. By relation (2.18), we have

Sap={(x, Ya(2)) : ze[Xa(yp), 2P [}={(X2(y),y) : yeVi(zF), yp 1},
and, by Lemma 4.1, the functions
Xo: MN(zp),yp =X (yp), 2] and Y2 : [Xa(yp'), 25 | = Y1 (2F), yp]

are strictly decreasing. It follows that Ya(z**)<Y3(1)=1 holds and, similarly, X5 (y**)<X2(1)=1.
The assertion (iv) of Proposition A.2 is proved. O

The following statement give relations between the conditions (B0)-(B7) and the conditions
(R0)-(R2) and (T0)-(T2).

Proposition A.3. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A3), then

(1) both conditions (T1) and (T2) hold if and only if (B7) holds;
(2) (B2) holds if (T0) holds.
(8) If either (B3) or (B4) holds, then
- (T2) is not possible;
- (T1) holds if and only if **=1, and in this case, Y1(1)=1;
- either (R0O) or (R1) or (R2) holds whenever z**>1.
(4) If either (B5) or (B6) holds, then
~ (T1) is not possible;
— (T2) holds if and only if y**=1, and in this case, X1(1)=1;
— either (R0O) or (R1) or (R2) holds whenever y**>1.
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Proof. The first and the second assertions of this statement follow from directly Proposition 2.2
and Proposition A.2.

If either (B3) or (B4) holds, by Proposition 2.2, 1<Y5(z**)<y** holds, and, consequently, by
Proposition A.2, the case (T2) is not possible.

Still under the condition that either (B3) or (B4) holds. By Proposition 2.2 and with
relations (2.9) and (2.10), we have 1<z**<z?. Therefore, by Proposition A.2, (T1) holds if
and only if (1,1)=(z**, Y1 (2**)) holds. Since P(1,1)=1, by Lemma 4.1, either Y;(1)=1 or Y5(1)=1
holds, since, in our case, we have 1<Ys(z**) by Proposition 2.2, it follows that when either (B3)
or (B4) holds, the condition (T1) is satisfied if and only if x**=1.

Under the condition that either (B3) or (B4) holds and that x**>1 holds. We have that either
M5<0 or M;<0, because otherwise (T0) and, consequently, (B2) holds. By Proposition 2.2 and
with relation (2.9), we get the relations 1<Y3(z**)<y**<yp* and 1<a** <z}, and, consequently,
(L D)#A(xp, Yi(ap)) and (1,1)#(X1(yp"),yp ). Since the point (z,y) = (x5, Y1(x})), resp.
(,y)=(X1(y5"),y5") ) is the only point on the boundary 0D of D for which 9, P(z,y) > 0 and
OyP(z,y) =0, resp. 0, P(x,y)=0 and 0, P(x,y)>0) and, since M1=0,P(1,1) and My=0,P(1,1),
we conclude therefore that, either M;<0 or Ms<0. If Ms<0, then, by Lemma A.1, and the
assumption z**>1, we get x*=1 and M; M3 <M,Mji. Similarly, if M;<0, by Lemma A.1 and since,
by Proposition 2.2, 1<Ys(z**)<y** holds, we obtain y*=1 and MyMZ<M;MZ. We conclude that
in the case when either (B3) or (B4) holds and z**>1, one of the conditions (R0), (R1) or (R2) is
satisfied.

The third assertion of Proposition A.3 is therefore also proved. The last assertion follows by
exchanging the roles of x and y. 0

We can now establish the relations with the locations of the dominant singularities x4 and yq.

Proposition A.4. Under the assumptions (A1)-(A3) the following assertions hold:

(i) If the Markov chain (Z(n)) is positive recurrent then xq>1 and yq>1.

(i) If (T0) is satisfied then (B2), xq=x**>1 and ys=y**>1 hold.

(iii) If (T1) is satisfied then
— in the cases (B0)-(B2), relations xq=x**=1<xy and yq=y**>Y1(1)=1 hold;
- in the cases (B3) and (B4), relations xq=x**=1<z% and ys=Y2(1)>1 holds;
~ (B5) and (B6) do not hold.

() If (T2) is satisfied then
— in the cases (B0)-(B2), relations yq=y**=1<y}" and xq=x**>X;(1)=1 hold;
— and (B3) and (B4) do not hold;
— in the cases (B5) and (BG6), relations ya=y**=1<yps" and x4=X2(1)>1 hold.

Proof. Consider first the case when one of the cases (B0)-(B2) occurs. Then by Proposition 2.2
and according to the definition of x4 and yg,

(A7) zg=2z"">X1(y") and yq=y" >V1(z").

Hence, if we suppose moreover that (R0) holds, by Lemma A.1 and using (2.9), we obtain
l=z*<a™=x4 and 1=y* <y™ =yq.

If we suppose that (R1) holds, then by Proposition A.2 and using (2.9), and (A.7),
l=a"<a™ =uz4, and 1=Yi(z")<yq.

And similarly, if we suppose that (R2) holds, then by Proposition A.2 and using (2.9), and (A.7),
l=y"<y™ =yq, and 1=X;(y*) < zq4.

In the case when one of the cases (B0)-(B2) holds, the first assertion of out statement is therefore
proved.
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Suppose now that either (B3) or (B4) holds. In this case, by Proposition 2.2 and according to
the definition of z4 and y4, we have
(A.8) xg=a"" <zp and yg=Ys(z™) > 1
Moreover, by relation (2.10), the inequality 1 < ** always holds, and consequently, in this case,
by Proposition A.3, one of the conditions (R0)-(R2) is satisfied if and only if 1 < z** = x4.
Hence, when either (B3) or (B4) holds, the first assertion of Proposition A.4 is also proved. The
same arguments (it is sufficient to exchange the roles of x and y) prove the first assertion of our
proposition in the case when either (B5) or (B6) holds.

Furthermore, if the condition (TO) is satisfied, then by Proposition A.3, (B2) holds and
consequently, by Proposition A.2 and using (A.7) one gets g4 = =™ > 1 and yq = y** > L
The second assertion of Proposition A.4 is therefore also proved.

Suppose now that the condition (T1) is satisfied. Then by Proposition A.3, the cases (B5) and
(B6) are impossible, and by Proposition A.2,

(A.9) =1 and Yi(z™)=1.

Moreover, if one of the cases (B0)-(B2) holds, then by (A.7), one gets yq = y** > Yi (™) = 1,
and if either (B3) or (B4) holds, then by (A.8) and using the second relation of (A.9), we obtain
ya = Ya(z™*) > Y1 (2**) = 1. The third assertion of Proposition A.4 is therefore also proved. The
proof of fourth assertion is the same, it is sufficient to exchange the roles of x and y. O

APPENDIX B. IRREDUCIBILITY PROPERTIES OF THE KILLED MARKOV CHAIN
Proof of Lemma 2.1. Since by the assumption (A1), the homogeneous random walk (S(n))
with transition probabilities P;(S(1) = k) = u(k — j) is irreducible on Z?, for any k € Z2
there is a sequence of points ¢¢(1) = (¢§(1),¢5(1)),.. .Ek(Nk) = ((%(Ny,), l5(Ny,)) € Z2 such that
H(1) + - -+ £5(Ni) = k and Po(S(Ng) = k) = u((]) x (0¥ (Ny)) > 0.
Let N1 = 1+ max{N1,0), N(1,0), No,—1), No, 1 }. Then because of Assumption (A2), for any
J = (j1.J2) € Z3 with ]1,]2 > Nj and k € {(-1,0),(1,0),(0,—1),(0,1)} the sequence of points
mF(1) = j +£k( )yooo,mF(NE) = 5+ £F(1) 4 - +€k(Nk) does not exit from the set (N*)2, and
consequently
P;j(Z(n) = j+k, for some n < 7) >P;(Z(n) =mF(n), VYne{l,...,N})>0.
This proves that
(B.1) 9(3,k) 2 P;(Z(n) =k, for some n < 7) >0 whenever ji,jo2,k1,ks > Ny.
Consider now a random walk (S(n)) on Z x N with transition probabilities

. w(k —j)  forall j =(j1,72),k € Z x N with js > 0,
P;(S(1) =k) = : o o
wi(k—jg) forall j = (j1,J2),k € Z x N with jo = 0.
Remark that under our hypotheses (see Assumptions (Al) and (A3) (v) and (vi)) such a random
walk is irreducible on Z x N, and consequently, for any jo € N and k = (k1, ko) € Z2 such that
(khk’g +j2) € Z x N, there is a sequence of points £2/5(1) = (¢12%(1), 2% (1)), ... 725 (N, 1) =
(672 %(Nj, 1), 657 (N;, 1)) € Z2 such that for any n € {1,..., Nj, 1},
(0,72) + 727(1) 4 -+ + £2%(n) € Z x N,
and
P0.j2) (S(Nj k) = (0, 2) + k) = P(g s (S(n) — S(n — 1) = ¢2F(n), Yn € {1,...,Nj, x}) > 0.

Letting
No=1+ max{Nj%k : Jo < Ny, (kl,kg) S {(—1,0), (1,0), (O, —1), (0, 1)}, (Iﬁ, ko +_]2) € Z X N}

and using Assumptions (A2) and (A3) (iv), we obtain that for any j = (j1,j2) € Z3 with j; > N,
and any k = (k1, k2) € {(—1,0),(1,0),(0,—1),(0,1)} such that j+k € ZxN, the sequence of points
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mIk(1) = jHe2R (1), mIE (NG, ) = 2R (1) 4 2R (NG, ) = (628 (N, 0), 2 (NG, 1))
does not exist from the set N* x N, and consequently,
P;(Z(n)=j+k for some n <7) > P; (Z(n) =m?2*(n) vn € {1,.. L Nj,k}) > 0.
This proves that
(B.2) g(j, k) >0 whenever j» < Ni,ko < Ni+1and ji,ky = Ny,

and with exactly the same arguments (it is sufficient to exchange the roles of the first and the
second coordinates of the points in Zi), one gets that for some N3 > 0,

(B.3) 9(j, k) >0 whenever j; < Ni,k1 < N1+ 1 and jo, ko > Ns.
When combined together, relations (B.1), (B.2) and (B.3) show that for some Ny > 0,
(B.4) g(j,k) >0 forall jkeZ2 with |j|| > No and ||k|| > No.

Remark now that if ¢ € Z2 is such that g(¢, jo) > 0 for some j, € Z2 with ||jo| > No, then also
P¢(Z(n) = jo, 7 > n) > 0 for some n € N, and consequently, by (B.4) and using the inequality

(B.5) g(t.k)= Y PuZ(n)=j, 7>n)g(G,k) = Pu(Z(n) = jo, T > n)g(jo, k)
Jj€Zi\{0}
we obtain
g(l,k) = Pe(Z(n) = j, 7 >n)g(j, k) >0 forall k € Z3 with ||k[| > No.

Hence, for any ¢ € Z% we have either g(¢,k) > 0 for all k € Z2 with [|k|| > No, or g({,k) = 0
also for all k € Z2 with ||k|| > No, and in the last case, because of (B.4), ||¢|| < Np. Letting
therefore Ey = {¢ € Z% : g(¢,k) = 0 for all k € Z3 with [|k|| > No} we obtain a finite subset of
Z?% satisfying (2.32). Remark moreover that this set satisfies also (2.31) because if suppose that
g(€,j) > 0 for some ¢ € Ey and j € Z%\Ey, then using again the inequality (B.5) and the same
arguments as above we would get g(¢, k) > 0 for all k € ZZ with [|k| > No. Now, to complete the
proof of our lemma, it is sufficient to notice that g(0, k) > 0 for any k € Z%\{0}, because under our
assumptions, the random walk (Z(n)) is irreducible on Z2, and consequently, the point 0 = (0, 0)
does not belong to the set Fj.
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APPENDIX C. FIGURES

(p,0) (2*,0) (z**,0)  (zF,0)
FIGURE 1.
ok *ok : ok
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FIGURE 2.

FIGURE 3.
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FIGURE 5. Possible cases for the location of the line segments [a,b]
[(X1(y™),y™), (Xa(y™),y™)) and [ed] = [(2", Y3 (z77)), (&7, Ya(277))]
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FIGURE 6. All possible configurations for the line segments [a,b] =
(X1 (™), ™), (Xa(y™),y™)] and [ed] = [(z7,Y1(2™)), (z7, Yo(2"))] and the
trace of the set {(z,y) € D : |z| < x4, |y| < ya}. Cases (B0)-(B6).

(X2(ya), ya)

(waq, Y (a))
(0,0)

(xd70)
= gt =

= z7'. In this case, the line segment
[(z**, Y1 (2*)), (x**, Y2 (x**))] is a single point and y4 = y*™* < yp

FIGURE 7. Case (B2) with x4
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0,y5)
(X1(ya); ya) — R
DN Dy D QD%
Ly ///_;//
(0,0) (24,0)

FIGURE 8. Case (B5) with =4 = 2™ = 3. In this case, the line segment
[(z**, Y1 (2*%)), (z**, Ya(2**))] is a single point and y4 = y** = Y1(z4) < y5'.

(0, ya) ‘

poo, >

L — Dn D

(0,0) (za,0)

FIGURE 9. Case (B2) with x4 = ™ = =3 and yq = y** = y}". Here, each of the
line segments [(:II**, Yi(x**)), (IL‘**, )/Q(x**))] and [(Xl (y**)a y**)a (XQ(y**)a y**)] is
a single point.

(0,y™)

— =

@/

g

% :Z‘,'**,Yl(il,‘**))

(0,0) (X:1(u™),0) (z**,0)

FIGURE 10. Set O, cases (B0)-(B2).
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