arXiv:2411.11425v1 [math.PR] 18 Nov 2024

Non-equilibrium steady states with a spatial Markov
structure

Frank Redig * ! and Berend van Tol T 2

L2Institute of Applied Mathematics, Delft University of Technology, Delft,
The Netherlands

November 19, 2024

Abstract

We investigate the structure of non-equilibrium steady states (NESS) for a class of
exactly solvable models in the setting of a chain with left and right reservoirs. Inspired
by recent results on the harmonic model [4], [5], we focus on models in which the NESS
is a mixture of equilibrium product measures, and where the probability measure which
describes the mixture has a spatial Markovian property. We completely characterize the
structure of such mixture measures, and show that under natural scaling and translation
invariance properties, the only possible mixture measures are coinciding with the Dirichlet
process found in [4] in the context of the harmonic model.

1 Introduction

The structure of the stationary state of stochastic interacting particle systems driven out of
equilibrium, for instance via boundary driving, is a challenging problem, and very few exactly
solvable models are available. A famous example of an exactly solvable model in this context
is the boundary driven exclusion process, solvable via the matrix ansatz solution, see [§], [9].

Recently, new explicit representations of non-equilibrium steady states (NESS) were dis-
covered in the context of the boundary driven KMP model [14], [2], [7], and in the context of
the boundary driven harmonic model [4], [5]. For a general class of mass transport models,
including both the KMP and the harmonic model on general graphs, such representations were
found via intertwining in [I3]. The integrable structure of the harmonic model was discovered
in [I1], and explicit formulas for the factorial moments in the non-equilibrium stationary state
are given.

An important further development is the discovery that in all these models the NESS can
be written as a stochastic mixture of product measures with equilibrium marginals. E.g. for the
KMP model the equilibrium measures are products of exponentials with identical parameters.
If we then consider the KMP model on a chain with n sites and with left reservoir parameter
0 and right reservoir parameter 6z the NESS reads

o, = / (®i1v0,) MG, 0, (db1, - .. dOy,). (1)
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Here vy, is an exponential distribution with parameter (i.e., expectation) 6;, and A, o> the so-
called mixture measure, is a probability measure on [0, 00)". This mixture measure describes
the distribution of the “hidden parameters” (6q,...,6,). We then recover the equilibrium
measures of the KMP model when ¢, = 0z because in that case the mixture measure Ag, ,
becomes a Dirac measure. Moreover, it turns out that the mixture measure Ay , in () is
itself the stationary measure of a Markovian dynamics on the space of parameters (01, ...,0,)
which is called the “hidden temperature” model [7] or in more general setting, the “hidden
parameter” model [I3]. Other models where the NESS can be written as a stochastic mixture
of product measures include the boundary driven symmetric exclusion process [10], and the
boundary driven inclusion process [13]. In both these models (as well as in the KMP model),
the mixture measure cannot be obtained explicitly as it is the case for the harmonic models (on
the chain), but it can only be characterized implicitly as the stationary measure of the hidden
parameter model.

In the context of the (both discrete and continuous) harmonic model, a representation as
in () exists, and in that context, the measure Af , is available in closed form and given by
the joint distribution of the order statistics of n independent uniforms on the interval [0, 0g]
(where we assume 67, < 0g). In [4], a class of generalized harmonic models is introduced, where
also the mixture measure Ay ,_ is explicit and given by an ordered Dirichlet distribution.

In [13] we provide a probabilistic understanding of the fact that for those harmonic models
the mixture measure can be obtained explicitly, by showing that under the measure Ag, , , the
conditional distribution of ;, given all 8;,j # ¢ is uniform on [6;_1, 6;41], which is exactly the
Markov structure of the joint distribution of order statistics of independent uniforms. As we
showed in [4], this spatial Markov structure of the measure A§, o, also leads naturally to the
additivity principle for the pressure and the corresponding large deviation rate function (cf.
[3]). Therefore, we can think of the spatial Markov structure of the mixture measure A} ,  as
a microscopic counterpart of the additivity principle [3].

In this paper, we want to focus on the precise consequences of the Markov structure of
the mixture measure Ay , . As a first result, we prove that in such a setting the measures
Ag, o, are completely determined by the system consisting of a single site with left and right
reservoirs, i.e., the measures A 4. As a second result we characterise those single site systems
which are “extendable”, i.e., give rise to a Markov family {Aj , ,n € N}. Finally, as a third
result, under natural assumptions of scaling and translation invariance, we prove that the
only possible measures Ay ,  are the ordered Dirichlet distributions which appeared in the
generalized harmonic models [4].

The measures AQL,GR are concentrated on the set of ordered n-tuples 6, < 0, < 6, < ... <
6,, < 0r. Because of this ordering restriction, the standard theory of Markov specifications from
[12] chapter 10 and 11, or the Hammersley-Clifford theorem [6] is not directly applicable as both
assume non-null specifications. We can think of the measures Aj ,_ as the joint distribution
of a Markov bridge, i.e., a joint distribution of the form

XMW= X = x M =6, X" =6
where X{n) = ... ,X,sn) are the first n steps of a Markov process. However, because of the

ordering restriction, this Markov bridge depends on n and therefore cannot be thought of as
the conditioning of an infinite-volume Gibbs measure with nearest neighbor interaction.

The rest of our paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we define the two-sided Markov
property and a notion of symmetry for the measures Ay, , . In section 3 we study their support
properties. In section 4 we provide a way to reconstruct the measure AgLﬁR corresponding to n
sites from the measure corresponding to a single site. Finally, we find two properties concerning
the shift and scale invariance of the measures to characterize the Dirichlet distributions.



2 Structure of the n-site densities

In this section we first introduce the necessary notation and give a formal definition of the
Markovian structure of the mixture measure A7,. We also define a notion of symmetry which
we will assume throughout this text. Next we prove that the Markov property implies a prod-
uct structure for the n-site density and subsequently investigate consequences of the symmetry

property.

Let a,b € RT. We consider a family of probability density functions {A7 ,n>1 corresponding
to random vectors taking values in (/,)", where I,, = (a Ab,aVb). That is, for fixed a, b and
n we have random variables ©1,, ..., ©,,, with joint density Agb:

Po((O1 .y On) € A) = / Ay 2)

for each Borel set A € ZA((1,)") and n > 1 and where )\, denotes the Lebesgue measure on
R™. We assume that, for all values of a,b € R* and n > 1, we have a corresponding density
A7, This then defines the map A" : (a,b) — A}, and we refer to this map as the n-site density.
Moreover, we refer to A7, as the the n-site density with left parameter a and right parameter

b.

Throughout this text we often use the densities of marginals and conditional densities of the
random variables ©;,, 1 <7 <n, which we denote as follows,

AT, / / 501, .,0,, ., 0,)d05 ..dO;_1d0;y...d0, (3)

for the i-th marginal and, for #; € supp (AZ;),

AP (04, .00, ...,0,)
AZ,b<917 ) 971|@Z = el) = 7 n,i : (4)
Aa,b(ei)
We now define what it means for the family A™ to be two-sided Markov. For notational
simplicity we omit the right index n in ©4 ,, ..., ©, , whenever n is fixed, i.e. we write Oy, ..., 0,,.

Definition 2.1. The family {A"},>1 is called

1. Two-sided Markov if the corresponding densities A™,, n > 1 and a,b € R*Y, satisfy the

following two properties

a,b’

(i) Two-sided Markov property:
AZ,b<917 X 9n|@] = 9]) = Ai,_«91<917 ) 9]'*1) ’ Ag;g<9j+17 X3) 911) (5)

for all 0y, ...,0, € I,p. Here we define AJ, = 1.

(i1) Support restriction: Acll’b has support 1,,. Here we define the support of a function
f: X = Rassupp (f) :={zr e X: f(x)#0}.

2. Symmetric if, for alln > 1, a,b € RT and 04, ....,60,, € I,

Z,b<917"'79n) - ZG(GH,...,«%). (6)



Remark 2.2. In this paper we are interested in densities Ay, which concentrate on the set of
ordered n-tuples a < 61 < ... < 0, <b. This is guaranteed via the requirement on the support
of A, as we will prove in proposition [T.2.

Example 2.3. Consider the joint probability density of the order statistics of n i.i.d. uniform
random variables on (a,b) with a < b. More precisely, for n > 1 we consider X7, X, ..., X, ~
U(a,b) and denote the corresponding order statistics by ©1 = Xi.,, 02 = Xou, ..., O = Xy
The joint distribution of ©4, ...,0,, is given by

A (01, 0,) =nl-[b—a| (e <0 <Oy <...< 0, <b). (7)
The marginals are given by

nip\ n! __1—n|h _ pin—ilp _ ,i—1
Aavb(e)_(i—l)!(n—i)!w a|™"b—6]"""0 —al"1(0 € Lp). (8)

The two-sided Markov property now follows from

AZ,b(Hl,...,Hn) B (Z—l)'(’n—z)'
Any(60) b — 0;|"~]0; — a|i~?

Agy(br, ..., 0,10 = 0;) = La<0 <by<..<0,<Db)

(9)

and

4 4 71— Dl(n —1)!
N 0) N Brar o 00) = ( 9-\")2‘\(9- - i‘Hn(a O <Oy<..<O,<b). (10)

We generalize the definition of the order statistics for the case b < a in such a way that the
family {A"},>1 becomes symmetric. I.e. we define

nl-|b—al™l(a<b <by<..<0,<b) ifa<b
nl-lb—al™l(a>60; >0, >...>6,>0b) ifa>b

ap(O1, . 0n) = { (11)
One can show the two-sided Markov property for the case a > b in the same way as is done
above for a < b.

2.1 Product form for two-sided Markov families

In this paper we aim to fully characterize the symmetric families which satisfy the two-sided
Markov property. A first step in this direction is given by the proposition 2.4 below. It states
the equivalence between the two-sided Markov property and the density being a product of
marginals in two distinct ways. These product forms can directly be derived by repeatedly
applying the two-sided Markov property. The converse can be derived by combining the two
product representations.

Proposition 2.4. For notational convenience we write 6y := a and 0,1 := b. The following
statements are equivalent:

1. {A"},>1 is two-sided Markov.



2. Foralln>1, a,b € RY and 64, ...,0,, € I,;, we have

AZ,b<917 ceey en‘@n == en) = AZ;E(GM ceny 9n71)
AZ,b(‘glv EES) en‘@l = 91) = Ag;bl(HQ, ceny Hn)

3. Foralln >1, a,b € R" and b4, ...,0,, € Ly,

A 91,..., HAn Zl z+1 HAZQ:LnHZl n— z (13)

Proof. 1 implies 2: This follows immediately from the definition of the two-sided Markov prop-
erty.

2 implies 3: We use induction. (I3]) obviously holds for n = 1. Assume (I3)) holds for n = k,
then we have, using (I2I),

AFEHO1, .y Opir) = ATV (000) - A

a70k+1 (

01, ..., 00) = ATV (01 HA’“ PR Ge) (14)

a0 +1

and

k
AT O, oo, On) = ASYEH(01) - NS (02, e, Oir) = ALV (61) - HA’;;;J(HM). (15)
=1

3 implies 1: We have the following two expressions for A7 (01, ..., 0,),

AZ7b(01, ceey Qn)
= (AT (00) - Mgy (02) NG (07)] - [Ag 37 (B50) - NG 20 (B32) A, 4 (0)]  (16)

and
AZ (01,0'70 )
= [Mg,(01) - N3G, (02). NS, (0,)] - [AJY (050) - M5 7 (0500) - ALy (6)] (17)

Notice both expressions factor into a part which does not depend on 6, ...,0,_; and a part
which does not depend on 6,44, ...,6,. As a consequence

AZ’zf(@l)-AZf " (02)..p ”“(%)

J lb

_ g, p) - Do Oe) N (Or42) AL On)
T AZY (0501) - A5 (0;40). AL (0,)

a,0j+1

(18)

Vi

for some function C. We tacitly used that the denominators above are non-zero. However if
one of the factors in the denominator of the equation above is zero, then the two-sided Markov
property holds automatically because both left and right hand side of the defining property ([l
are equal to zero. One can now relate the factors of the first and the second expression via C'.
We use this to show the two-sided Markov property.

bt



AG (01, ..., 00)

= (A (01) - NGy (B2) AT (07)] - (MG (O550) - A2 (On) - g 4 (60)] (19)
= C(a,0;,0) - [Ny, (01) - A, (62). AL 71 (0)] - [N (0550) - MG 2 (n) g 4 (60)]

= C(a,0;,0) - Al (01, ..,0,1) - Agjvg(ejﬂ, s 0).

Integrating both sides of this equation with respect to 0y, ...,0;_1,0;.1, ..., 0, yields C(a, 8;,b) =
AZ,{(G ), which then gives us the two-sided Markov property in (I9).
O

Remark 2.5. Proposition (2Z4) will play an important role in later applications since it shows
the whole family is determined by its left and right-side marginals, i.e. {A™'},>1 and {A™"},>1.
More precisely, suppose one has a family up to somem > 0, {A"},>n>1. Then we can construct
a valid density A™' if we can find AT and ALY such that

AP O, oy Oin) = A;’fjl’l(el) G (02, ey On) = AL 01, ....00m) ~Agf;17m+1(9m+1). (20)

a,0m+1 (

for all a,b € RY and by, ...,0m41 € Lop. Indeed, one can substitute the product forms in (I3)
or . Then again has the product form
A7, Then A7) again has the product

m

ATF Oy, -y Oy HA’”“ HO1) = [ A Or), (21)

=0

and hence satisfies the two-side Markov property.

2.2 Implications of the symmetry property

In this subsection we examine some of the consequences of the symmetry property defined in
@). First, we will relate the j-th and the n — j + 1-th marginal. This is done in proposition
2.6l Next we show that the symmetry of a family {A"},>; is completely determined by the
symmetry of A!, provided that the family is two-sided Markov. This result is the content of

2.7
Proposition 2.6. Let {A"},>1be symmetric. Assume a,b € RT, 0 € R andn > 1, then
AL (6) = A 7THO) (22)
forallj €{1,...,n}.
Proof.

/ / 017---, , -7en)del---dej—ldej-i—l---den (23)
== / / Aﬁa(en, ceny 9, ceey 01)d91...de_ldeH...d@n = Azgl_j—i_l(@)

O

Proposition 2.7. Let {A},}n>1 be two-sided Markov with A}, = A,

bas then the whole family
{A7 ,}n>1 is symmetric.



Proof. We use induction. The symmetry of A7, holds for n = 1 by assumption. Suppose the

symmetry holds for n = k and that (61, ...,0k.1) € supp Al;fgl. Notice that, due to the two-sided
Markov property,

Al;;gl(ela 2 9k+1) AZ—ng(el) ’ Algl_ﬁlk (927 2 ek) ’ AZ;kb(ek-l—l)

= == : . (24)
A Ors s On) ATV (Ogn) - MGG (B, s O0) - Ay (1)
We obtain
AV EN(0) _Al;,’ékﬂ(@l) (25)

AP O ) AR (k)

We will use this equation to show the symmetry for n = k£ + 1. Notice that we have symmetry
if

AFTL(01, ., Orn) A’;fb“(el) A (02, Orr)

= =1 (26)
A]g,—ctl(ek'f'l’ Tt 01) Alg,:17k+1(01) ’ Alg,el (0k+17 sy 92)
By the induction hypothesis this is equivalent to
a,b ( 1) —1 (27)

Ayt e (6y)

We will prove (27)) to show symmetry for n = k + 1. We start from (25) and observe that

-1 -1
AME) A6 (Az;’wm) ) <A';;;l<ek+l>> ey

A ) AR (Ok)  \ Al (01) At 00 ) AT (O

For the third equality we use the induction hypothesis and for the last equality we use (23).
One can now separate the equation into a 6;-dependent and a 6 ;-dependent side. That is

Ay M0 AT (Br)

AFEPR @) AT (0h)

=c (29)

for some ¢ independent from both 8; and 6, ,. Integrating A’;jgl’l(ﬁl) =c- Af;l’kﬂ(@l) over 0,
yields ¢ = 1. This yields (27]) and hence concludes the proof. O

3 Support of the densities

In this section we study the support of the densities {Ag,b}nzl. More precisely, we show that

the support of the first marginal AZ; is given by I, for all n € N. The product form from
the previous section then implies that Aj, is supported on the set of ordered n-tuples in the
interval I, .

For two-sided Markov families {A"},>; one can find transition operators transforming on the
marginals. More precise, for suitable ¢, one can find a raising operator P, ;; and a lowering
operator @), ;1 transforming AZ; to AZ:;H and AZ’z_l respectively. The proposition below
states these transition operators explicitly.



Proposition 3.1. Let {A"},>1 be two-sided Markov. For a,b € Rt andn > 1,1 € {1,...,n}
we have

{Am+1 = nH‘lAab forie{l,..,n—1} (30)

AZ,EZ) b= Qn,zflAmb fOTi € {2, ey n}
Here Py i1 1 L'(—00,00) = L!(—=00,00) and Q-1 : L'(—00,00) — L'(—00,00) are given
by

Poinf(@) = [ F0) - Ay @y 1)
an 1f f f y Az,ﬁyliil(x)dy

Proof. 1t is straightforward to show that transition operators P, ;11 and (), ;—1 map L' (—00, )
functions to L'(—o0, 00) functions. Indeed, let f € L!(—o00,00), then

| Rf@ie< [ 1 g @ldvde <11 < (32)
A similar argument can be used to show Q,,;_; map L'(—oc, 0co) functions to L*(—o0, c0).

" A .
We now show that A" = P,;,;A™. On can use an analogous proof to show A"} ™' =

Qn,@el/\z,’é
We use the notation A (Z D 46 denote the joint distribution of ©; and ©,,4, i.e.
AP (0;,0,40) / / 501, ., 0,)d04, ..., d0;_1dB; 15...d6,. (33)

We write AZ:IEZ"Z'H)(y, 0;11|©; = y) for the joint distribution under the condition ©; = y. Suppose
we have

ATy, 0144105 = ) = N (04, (34)

then the result follows directly:

Ay (0;41) :/ Ay - Al (”H)(y, 0i+119; = y)dy (35)

:/ AZ;(?/) : AZ7;i’1(9i+1)d?/

= n,z‘+1AZ;Z(9z‘+1)-

To prove (B4) we compute A}’ S () 0,,110; = 1),

ATy, 0:110: = y)
/ / 91, z 1, Y, 01_’_1, ceey 0n|@z = y)d01d01_1d01+2d9n (36)
/ N 04, ey 031) - NS (01, ey )OOy ..,

/ A" (Bt ooy 0.6,

oo —00

= AZbZ 1( z+1)



O

In the following proposition we make use of the transition operators introduced in 3.1 in order
to prove that the support of A};,b determines the support of the marginals AZ,} and hence via
the product structure the support A7 .

Proposition 3.2. Let {A"},>1 be two-sided Markov and a,b € RT. Then

supp (A;b) =1,, implies supp (AZ;) =1,y (37)
foralln > 1.
Proof. We use induction. For n = 1 the statement holds by assumption. Assume Vm < k:

supp A7 b = I,p. First we show that supp A];ng’l C I,p. This part of the argument doesn’t
rely on the transition operators.

Step 1: the support of Asfgl’l is a subset of I,

Suppose #; € R is in the support of AkJrl 1o de. Aszl’l(ﬁl) # 0. Then,there exist 0, ..., 0,1
such that

AETH(01,0, .., Opir) = At 21 (01) - AG(02)- Mgy (Orn) (38)
= Mgt O) - Mg, (0k)- A, (61) # 0.

Suppose 6; < b, then 0; < 0, < ... < 0,1 < b by the induction hypothesis and the first
line of (38). The second line of (38) tells us that either a < 6; < 6y < ... < O or
a > 0 > 6y > ... > 0. Combining the information from line one and line two gives
a < 0; < b. Similarly we can assume ¢; < b and derive b < 6; < a. We conclude 0, € I,;.
Step 2: 1,; is the support of Al;f’l

We notice that AS}:I’I is a fixed point for Qj41,1P%+12 by virtue of proposition [3.1]

Qrets (P’““’ZA];IM) = Qrradg, 7 = Agy (39)
We simplify notation by writing f for Ak“ g for Ppyy, 2/\k+1 e f = AkJrl "and g ==
P oA

Assume, without loss of generality, that a < b. Then,

- [" - p@ar= [ - (10)

Note that under the induction hypothesis supp Ay:b = [y, b] for y € [a,b] and that supp f C
I, =[a,b]. We see that

supp g = {z € R : ess inf(supp f) < z < b}, (41)

where ess inf(supp f) := inf {z eR: )\((—oo, z] N suppf) + O} with A the Lebesgue measure.
Analogously, we have

oo

b
F(2) = Qerragl() = / 9(y) - AL (2)dy = / 9(y) - AL (2)dy (42)

—00

9



and

supp (f) ={z € R:a < x < ess sup(supp g)} (43)

with ess sup(supp ¢) := sup {z e R: )\([z, 00) N supp g) #+ O}. Notice that supp g can not
be empty since f is a fixed point of Qyi+11Fk112. Indeed, if supp g would be empty then f
would be zero, which is not possible since f = Astl’l is a density function. This implies ess
sup(supp g) = b since the support of g is the interval in (#T)). We conclude supp f = supp
ALY = (a,b) = Loy,

O

Remark 3.3. The support of the first marginals determines directly the support of the joint
density. Indeed, the product expressions for Ay, in proposition [2.4] directly yields that

{1,...0, e R:a< b, <...<0,<b} fora<b

44
{61,....0, e R:a>0,>..>0,>b} forb<a (44)

supp Ay, = {

4 Uniqueness and Recursive construction

In this subsection we attempt to construct families {A"},>; satisfying the two-sided Markov
property. In particular, we are interested in identifying which “one-site systems” A! extend
to a full two-sided Markov family {A"},>;. We call those extendable. So far, in section 3, we
have seen that both symmetry and the support of the first marginal A™! are determined by
A'. One of the results in this section gives uniqueness for extensions of A! which has support
on I, for a,b € R. Moreover, we will use proposition 24 to identify the form of the A* which
are extendable.

4.1 Uniqueness

In the previous subsection we found transition operators with the marginals as fixed points.
Since these operators are defined in terms of marginals of smaller order, one could be tempted
to show uniqueness recursively via a fixed point theorem (e.g the Krein-Rutman theorem).
However, in our setting it appears to be non-trivial to satisfy the condition for such theorems.
Therefore we give a more direct approach below, relying strongly on our knowledge about the
support of the marginals.

Theorem 4.1. Let {A"},>1 be a two-sided Markov family. Then A' uniquely determines
{A"}nz1-

Proof. Suppose we have two families {A"},,>; and {K"}nzl which are both two-sided Markov.
Moreover assume

Acll,b = Kcllb (45)
We show

{A"} o1 = {A"}s1 (46)

using induction. For n = 1, the density functions are equal by assumption. Let a,b € R*,a < b,
be arbitrary and assume that A¥ = A*. For any a < 6; < ... < 0,1 < b we have

10



0 A0, .. Op1) = A’;;M(el) A (62, 0) - A’;;’jb(ekﬂ) (47)
= A’iﬁ””l(@m) NGy (02, Ok) - A’;i:ém(@l)

and
0% A0, oy ) = ATV (01) - Ab 5 (B2 ey 04) - A (Brir) (48)
= Mgt O) - Mgy g, (B2, 0k) - Ay (61).
We find
A6 Ao, (61) (D (49)
AT On) A Bk) AR (04)
Let € > 0 be arbitrary and pick 6x,; = b — €. For all 6; € (a,b — €]
AT EN(0y) K’;,ng’l(el) (50)

AT — o) AR ()

Integration of both sides over ¢, yields that A];’ng’kﬂ(b— €) = K’;’ng’kﬂ(b— ¢) and hence we have
A];jgl’l(x) = betll(w) for © € (a,b — €). Since this holds for arbitrary €, we can conclude that

k41,1 _ Fk+1,1 v -
AFFLE = AL Moreover, we have APT1 = AM1 For b < a a similar argument holds. O

Remark 4.2. The theorem above essentially says that it is impossible for multiple two-sided
Markov families to have the same single site density. However, which A' correspond to a two-
sided Markov family, i.e., which A are extendable is at this point an open question. This
will be the subject of the next subsection, in particular in theorem [{.5 below we give a full
characterization.

4.2 Recursive construction

By virtue of proposition 2.4 we can attempt to recursively construct a family {A"},>; from a
suitable, symmetric, A'. In the proof of the theorem below we find a construction as described
in remark 2.5 i.e. we find suitable left and right marginals to construct A"*! from A™. before
we state this theorem, we first prove two preliminary results.

Lemma 4.3. Let {A"},>1 be a symmetric two-sided Markov family. For arbitrary n > 1 and
y € RT, there exist y-dependent functions f,, g, and h, on (R*)? such that

AP (@) = fula,h) - gulb ) - hole,a) - 1o € L) (51)

for all a,x,b € RT such that x € I, and b € I,,. If a density is of this form we will refer
to it as factorizable.

Proof. By conditioning on 6; and 6,,,; we find

AZ?;Ll(el) ' AZ:,GI,LH(‘%’ s en) ’ AZ{?y(‘gnJrl) = AZ:GInH (91) ’ Ag;;n+1 (927 s 9”) ' AZ,J;LnH(enH)a
(52)

11



where both sides of the equation are equal to AZEl(Gl, eesyOni1). To proceed we need information
on the support of Anyrl. To this end we assume a < y. As a consequence, we can pick

a<b <..<6,.1 <y, then

— _ a,0n+1 a,0n+1
Azzl’l(en—f—l) Agjz;l’n—'—l(en-i-l) Agfy(en"‘l) AZ:él(en-i-l)

The first and third equality use the symmetry property. The second equality follows from (52]).
The same equation can be derived for y < a and 6; > 6,1, hence we continue with general
a,y € R* and 0, € Iog,, 1, Ony1 € 1yy. Notice that in the case a < y we have a < 2 < b <y,
whereas in the case y < a we have y < b < x < a. That is, in the first case y acts as an upper
bound for the interval /,; and in the second case it acts like a lower bound. We observe that

AntL1(g AntL1(g An’l 0 An’l 0
SO AMO) A0 AL (6) 5

A (01) = [ATE (Oni)] - Alg (Bga) - AEH(6)). (54)
One can now take ¢; = x and 6,,1 = b to obtain
Ay () = [ApERL )] 71 Ad(b) - AT (). (55)

We can then define the functions f,,, g, and h,, as follows

fala,b) == [ATERI B, gulb, @) := ADL(D),  ha(z,a) == ALT M (2). (56)
O

Lemma 4.4. Let {A"},>1 be a symmetric two-sided Markov family. For arbitrary z1,zy € RT,
21 < 2z, there exist functions f,g and h on R such that

Aclt,b<x> = f(CL, b) ’ g(b7 SL’) ’ h(.ﬁl], a’) ' ]1(37 € [Ohb) (57)
for all a,b € (21, z2). Moreover, the functions f and g can be chosen to be symmetric.

Proof. Let Z; > 0 and Z; > 0 be such that Z; < z; and 2o < Zy. Let a,b € (Z1,Z5) and
assume a < b. Then b € I, z,, hence proposition .3 gives us functions f,g and h such that
Aso(@) = Fla,b) - Gb,x) - hx,a) - Ux € Lop). (58)

Similarly we can assume b < a, then b € Iz, ,, hence there are functions ]7, g and h such that

ALy(@) = Fla,b) - §(b,2) - Rle,a) - L(x € L). (59)

hence we can define f, g and h as

fla,b) ifb<a

g(x,a) ifxr<a

_ J/‘\(a,b) ifa<b _Jgb,x) ifx<bd B ﬁ(x,a) ifa <
f@@—{ gw@—{Ww)ﬁb<x hm@—{

This show the first part of the lemma, we proceed with general a,b € I, 7, and x € I, Now we

only have to show that we can choose f and g symmetric. We define ¢ (a, z) = \/g(a, x) - h(z, a)
and ¢(a,b) = /f(a,b) - f(b,a). Notice that, using the symmetry of the family {A"},>,
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Abol@) = /AL y(a Aéa> (60)

:\/f avb - f(b, )\/g(a,x)h(x,a)\/g(b,x)h(x,b)
= ¢(a7 b) ’ 1/1(% .T) ’ w(bv SL’)

We now restrict a,b to (21, z2) and claim that

Py, x) _ ca(y)l(z <y) +aly)lly <z

Y(x,y)  al@)l(z <y)+c(r)l(y <)
for some functions ¢; and ¢y and x # y, x,y € (21, 22). Before we prove this claim we demon-
strate how we will use it. If the claim holds, then we have

(61)

(v, @) (62)
for all z,y € (21, 22) with = # y. As a consequence

A;vb(x) = ¢(a,b) - Y(a,z) - P(b,z) - L(x € Ip) = P(a,b) - V(b,x) - vy(a,x) - L(x € I,p). (63)

Here we define v, for o € 1,3, as

Y(a,z) 1 = [e1(z) - 1(a < ) + ca(z) - 1z < a)] Y (a, 7) (64)
= [ei(2) - 1(z < b) + co(z) - 1(b < 2)] M(a, ).

Notice that the last equality relies on the fact that z € I,;. Indeed, forz € I, : a <z <=
r<band b<xr <= x < a. We can pick f = ¢, g = V¥ and h = . Since ¢ and VU are
symmetric, this completes the proof.

Finally, we prove the claim (@1]). Recall that (60) holds on the whole interval (Z;, Z,) rather
than only on the subinterval (2, 22). Let x,y € I, ,,. If we have 2 < y then

A§1122<5L’) Ail y<x> . ¢(Zlay) ' ¢(217x) : w(yvl‘)

= ) 65
()~ ML)~ 002 2) 00 y) - b(a,0) ()
. w(zlvm) . 1/1(227?4) 3
Define C »(x) := BT oo and Cy1(y) :== e The equation above reads then
C.
271(y) _ @Z)(y, l‘) ' (66)
0172(1') ’QZ)(I‘, y)
Now assume y < x, similarly we find
C
172<y) _ w(:% .T}) ) (67)
02,1<x> w('rv y)
Combining these two expressions yields
Yy, x)  Conly) Lz <y)+Ciply) Ly <x) (68)
(z,y)  Cro(z) -1z <y)+ Con(z) - 1(y < x)
We define ¢; = C} 2 and ¢o = Cy; to obtain the required form. This proves (61J). OJ
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We can now state a characterization of the A! which generate a symmetric two-sided Markov
family.

Theorem 4.5. The following two statements are equivalent,

1. The family {A"},>0 is symmetric and two-sided Markov

2. V21,2 € R, a,b € I, ., there exists a symmetric g : R* — R such that

Aay(@) = fla,b) - g(b,2) - g(z,a) - L(z € Loy) (69)

with normalization

fla,b) = (/Ab 9(b,y) -g(y,a)dy> : (70)

Proof. 1 implies 2. Lemma [4.4] states that we can write

ALy(@) = Fa,0) - §i(b.2) - B, a) - L(a € Ly) (71)

with ]? and ¢ symmetric. Using the symmetry of A, we can deduce that h is of the form
h(z,a) = c¢(z) - g(x, a) for some function ¢. Indeed, the symmetry gives

f(a'a b) ' ’g(bv ZL‘) ’ h(xv a’) = f(ba a) ’ g(a'a l‘) ’ h(l‘a b) (72)
for z € I,;. Using the symmetry of ]7, be obtain

iba) o) 73)

h(z,b)  h(z,a)

This then gives us h(z,b) = c(z) - §(b,z). We define g(a,z) := /c(x)-c(a) - §(a,z) and
f(a,b) := f(a,b)/+/c(a) - c(b). Notice that f and g are symmetric. We can now to write A in

the form

Aay(@) = fla,b) - g(a,x) - g(x,b). (74)

Since A}hb is a probability density, f must indeed have the form (70).
2 implies 1. We define the family {A"},>1 recursively. Let zq, 2, € Rt and assume that
for some m > 1, the first marginals Ab!, ..., A™! have the form

AR (@) = fila,b) - gulb, @) - hy(z,a) - Lz € Ly) (75)

for a,b € (z1,22), and 1 < k < m with f; and g, symmetric. Notice that this is true for A' with
fi(a,b) := f(a,b), g1(b,x) := g(b,z) and hy(x,a) = g(z,a). We define AZ?;FLI and A;rf;l’mﬂ as

Ay (@) = fnsa(a,0) - [fn (0, 2)] 7 - i (2,0) - 1w € o) (76)

and

Ay " (@) = Ap (@) = i (b,0) - [fna,2)] - hn(2,0) - L € L) (77)

with f,,11 the normalization
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aVb -1
fmii(a,b) = </ [fin(b,2)] 7" hm(x,a)dx> . (78)

Ab

We show that f,,,1 is symmetric. Assume a < b. Then, using the recursion,

[fnr1(a, b)) (79)

b b b
:/ g(a,xl)/ g(:pl,xg).../ 9(Tma1,0)dTyiq...dradry
ab b bml o
:/ / / gla,z1) - g(x1,72) - oo - 9(Ty1, 0)dTyy g1 dxoday

n

b b b
= / / / la<z <3< ... <xpy1 <) Hg(xi,xi+1)dx1d:p2...dxm+1
d

=0

aln

[fnr1(b,a)] (80)

b Tm41 T2
:/ g(b,xm+1)/ g(:pm+1,xm).../ -g(r1, a)dr1dxs...dT

b Tm+1 T2
= / / / 90, Trmy1) - 9(Tmg1s Tm) - - g(@1, 1)dz1dny.  dTm

b rb b
= / / / ]1(& < T < ) <. < LTm1 < b) Hg(ﬂfi,l’iJrl)d.Tldl’g...d.Terl

i=0
where it is understood that xqg = a and z,,,o = b. This immediately gives the symmetry of
m+1. We proceed to show tha " an ’ indeed yield a densi which is two
1. Wi d to show that A" and A" indeed yield a density A7 which is t
sided Markov. For arbitrary 64, ..., 0,,.1 € RT we calculate

Ay 7 (00) Mg (o ) = A0 - AL (B O) - AL (Brsn)  (81)
= frnr1(a,0) - [fin(6,00)] 7" - b (01,0) - AL L (B, O)
i (0,61) - g (01, Oms1) - Bon(Oms1p) - L(61 € Lap, Oms1 € Loy )
— Fs1(@,) - b (01, 0) - ARG (B, .., Or)

'gm(917 9m+1) : hm<‘9m+17 b) . ]1(91 € [a,bu 9m+1 S [91,b)

and
Ay (01 O A (On) = AT (01) - A (03,0, 0) - AL (Oga)  (82)

=fm(a,0m11) - gm(Ome1, 61) - hn (601, a) - AZ;L7_91n+1(02, ey Om)

Sn1 (b, @) - [fin (@, Omy1)] ™" hen(O1, 0) - (01 € Tap,,.,, 01 € Loy)
=fm+1(a,b) - hy(61,a) - AZTG}Hl(H?’ ey Om)

gm (01, Omi1) - P (01, 0) - 1(01 € Lop, Omir € Loy p)-

Observe that these two are equal. As is explained in remark 2.5 one can use proposition 2.4] to
construct a A™! for which the two-sided Markov property holds. Since A! is clearly symmetric,

the whole family {A"},,>1 is symmetric as is shown in proposition 27 This concludes the proof.
O
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We explicitly state the recursion from the proof of theorem This is done in the definition
below, alongside the introduction of some terminology.

Definition 4.6. A! is called a generating density if it is of the form in ([9) for all z;, z € RT
such that zy < zo and a,b € (21,22). The unique symmetric two-sided Markov family {A"},>1
with first marginals

AZ;(x) = fn(a,b) - gn(b, ) - hp(x,a) - Lz € I,4) (83)

is called the generated family. The functions f,, g, and h, on RT are defined via the recursion
a _ -1
Fra(a0) = (S Un(b, 0] - a(, 0)do)
In+1(b, ) = [fula, )] (84)

hn+1<x7a) = h’('rva) = g(:c,a)

with fi = f and g1 = g. For fized z1, 2o we call (fn, gn, hyn) the n-th order factors generated by
AL The functions f, and g, are symmetric for all n > 1, as is shown in the proof of theorem

[£.3

Remark 4.7. Notice that in the definition above, the n-th order factors are all constructed
from just one function. Indeed, given only g, we know hy and f, since hy is simply defined to
be equal to g1 and fi(a,b) is the normalization of ¢1(b,x) - hi(x,a). The recursive construction
gives the higher order factors.

Example 4.8. We verify that the density of the order statistics are indeed recursively generated
according to ([84)). (8) evaluated in i = 1 yields

AZ;(I) =n-b—a|"b—x" "(x € I,,). (85)
This expression is clearly factorizable for « € I, we can take

bh— n—1
Fad) =llo=al, o) = T b = 1 (56)
We immediately see that f(a,b) = |b—a|™! and g;(b, z) = 1 are symmetric, hence A! is indeed
generating. Moreover f, and g, are symmetric and satisfy the recursion,

aVb aVb n n+1
—1 _ -1 _ b — _ b —al
fn+1(a’7 b) - /ava hl(l‘aa) . fn (b7 l‘)dl‘ - /a/\b n T = (7’L+ 1)' (87)
and
b=z
a2 = [0 = P 59

We conclude that f,,, g, and h,, are indeed the n-th order factors generated by Al.

Example 4.9 (gapped order statistics). In example [L.8 we reconstructed the joint density
corresponding to the order statistics of uniform random variables. In this case we had ¢;(a,b) =
1, defining the whole family. Since g; is indeed symmetric strictly positive, we could have
directly seen that the order statistics are symmetric and two-sided Markov. In fact we recover
related families if we take g;(a,b) = [(s—1)!]7!- |b—a|*~! for any integer s > 1. For this choice
of g1 we obtain the so-called gapped order statistics of the uniform random variables. These
are defined as follows. For fixed n > 1 and a,b € R we define N = s(n + 1) — 1 and consider
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X1, Xoy oo, Xy ~U(aNb,aVDb). Then O := X N, 09 := Xog.n, ..., O, := X,s.n are the gapped
order statistics with gap size s. For a < b, their joint densities and first marginals are known
[15] to be

N! 1 o
[(5—1)']” . |b—a,|n H(@Z—Ql_l) '1((1<01 <..<8@0, <b) (89)

Ava(Ql, vy b)) =
and

(s(n+1)—1)! 1

An,l 0) = .
2 (0) (s —Dl(sn—1)! [b— a|sttD)-

T b= O b= 0| — a0 € Lug) (90)

where it is understood that 6y = a and 6,1 = b. Akin to the density for s = 1 in example
23 the indicator is replaced by 1(b < #,, < ... < 0; < a) in the case where b < a. One can
check that this family is symmetric and two-sided Markov by directly verifying definition 2.1l
We demonstrate the recursion in (84]). Notice that AZ; is indeed factorizable for

s(n —1)!
Flah) = SR 0a00) =

|b_0|sn71 |0_a|371

—— hp(0,a) = —-=—+. 91
o 09 =T (1)
Take n = 1. We can immediately see that fi,g; and h; define a generating density. f, also

follows from the recursion since g, = f, ;.

Example 4.10 (Dirichlet processes). Notice that we can in fact generalize the example above
by taking s € R™ and defining

[(s(n+1))) L _|0—a™!

fn(a,b) = m, gn(b,0) = W, hn(0,a) = W (92)

It is again easy to check that the recursion in (84)) works. These generalized distributions are
known in literature under the name ordered Dirichlet distribution [1]. The joint density is then
given by the analogue of (8Y):

Tsn+1) 1 Tro o o1 )
[F(S)]n ‘b— CL|" H(GZ 9271) ]1( <0 <..<0,< b) (93)

i=1

Ag (01, .., 0,) =

5 Characterizing properties of Dirichlet densities

In this section we find characterizing properties for {A"},,>; corresponding to an ordered Dirich-
let distribution, i.e., the family given in (@3]). In theorem 5, we provided a characterization
of those A' which are part of a two-sided symmetric Markov family {A", n € N}. Due to this
characterization, it is easy to generate a large class of symmetric two-sided families. Indeed,
we can perform the construction in definition for an arbitrary integrable and symmetric
function g : Rt x Rt — R*. However, we will prove that under natural assumptions such
as scaling and shift invariance (detailed below), the only two-sided Markov families are the
Dirichlet processes of example 10l

Definition 5.1. The family {A"},>; is
1. Scale invariant if for all a,b,y € R*, n>1 and 0; € I,p,05 € Ip, p,....0, € Lo, 1 b,
AZb(Ql, ey ) =" A:/L,(m_b(y O,y 0,). (94)
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2. Shift invariant if, for alla,b € RT, v > —(aAb),n>1 and 0y € I,4,05 € Iy, p, ..., 0, €
Ip, b
A0, 00) = ALy (01 + 7,y B 7). (95)
We start with a useful lemma.

Lemma 5.2. Let ¢ : R? x R?2 — R be a continuous symmetric function which satisfies the
following scale and shift properties

o0y 2.7 y) = M(3) - O gz, ) (96)
Gz +7,y+7) = M(y) - 2O (2, y)
or some continuous functions \i, Ag, A1, Ao : — en ¢ 1s of the form
f fi LA )\ )\ :RT R*. Then ¢ f the f
Pz, y)=t-|v -yl (97)

with o,t € R, i.e., Xl(y) =~ M =1and Ay = Ay = 0.
Proof. First we will show that A;(a) = a® and A\s(a) = u(a — 1).
We have the following restriction on A\; and Xy. Let a,b € RT

Au(a)- Ay (b)-e” PP () = G(a-bew,a-bey) = Do(a-b)-e DI G(a,y). (98)
Since this expression must hold for all x and y, we have the two equations for Xl and XQ,

M(a-b) = X(a)- A(b) and Xy(a) b+ Aa(b) = Xo(a-b). (99)
This Ehows that Xl is of the form Xl (7) = 77, for some o € R. The second equation tells us
that Aa(y) =u- (v —1) for u € R. To see this, use ([@9) to write
Xa(@) - b4 Aa(b) = Xa(a-b) = Xa(b) - a + Ma(a). (100)
Assume that Xo(a) - Aa(b) # 0. We divide by As(a) - Ao(b) and separate the equation in a and b,
1 1
LIS S B S (101)
)\2((1,) )\2((1) )\Q(b) )\Q(b)

This implies that A is of the form Ay(7) = u- (y — 1) or Aa(y) = 0. Since Xy(7) is continuous,

we have Aa(7) = u - (v — 1) for some u € R, which might be zero. We can perform a similar
procedure as we did above for the shift property. That is, we start from the requirement

~ ~

Au(a) Ay (b) - e~ PR OH (3 y) = G(a+b+a, atbty) = Aaa+b)-e I gl y).
(102)
Again, we can argue that this equation should hold for all x and y to obtain

Mla+b)=M(a)- A (b) and a(a) + Aa(b) = Aa(a + b) (103)

for arbitrary a,b € R*. The first equation shows that /):1( ) = exp(v - 7v), v € R while the
second equation gives As(y) = w -7, w € R. Now that we know the general form of )\1, )\2, )\1
and Ay, we find an explicit form for ¢ and argue that u,v,w = 0 Assume y > x,then
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o(x,y) = Ni(x) - el 50,y — ) (104)
\(z) - o2 (@)ly—al . )\1( z) - 2 (y—2)ly—al - $(0,1)
VT L oW z(y—x) | (y o .ﬁL’)U . eu(y—mfl)(yfm)

Y

where t := ¢(0,1). We will then show that u = v = w = 0.
By the scaling property,

¢y -2, -y)
= 97 (y— )7 -exp[y(ve —uly — x)) + ¥ (wz(y — ) + u(y —x)*)]  (105)
and
Gy 2,7 y) = () - exp [Pa(V)(y — )] - b, y) (106)

=77 -explu(y —1)- (y — )] - ¢(z, y)
=t-77expluly — 1) (y —2)] - (y — )7 - expl(vr — u(y — 2)) + (wa(y — 2) + uly — x)*)].
These two expressions should be equal for all x,y € R, which is only possible if u,v and w

are zero. In that case we find ¢(x,y) =t - (y — x)?. Clearly this expression satisfies the shift
property. Due to the symmetry assumption on ¢ we have, for general z,y, we finally obtain

oz, y) =t |y —=|” (107)
O

Theorem 5.3. Let {A"},>1 be a symmetric, two-sided Markov family, i.e., A' is of the form

@)

AL(@) = F(a,8) - g(b,2) - g(a,) (108)
with
Flaty = [ g(a.x) - (b x)da (109)

for some symmetric function g : Rf x Ry — RS. We assume g(x,.) to be differentiable on
R\ {z} for all z € RT.

If {A"},>1 is both scale and shift invariant, then, for some s,t € Rt

Aap(@) = fla,b) - (t-|b—[*71) - (t |z —al'™). (110)
That is, we recover the density corresponding to the Dirichlet process with parameter s from

example [£.10.

Proof. Notice that for 6,0, € 1,
A}Lb(el) A'lya'yb< ’ 91)
Aé,b<92) Afly-a,'y-b< ) 92)

Bringing all the factors containing #; to the left hand side and all the terms containing 65 to
the right hand side shows that for any 0 € I,

(111)
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g(CL, 9) ) g<b7 9) _ Aclz,b(e) — % (a
9(7 S,y 9) -g(fy . b,’y . 91) o A}{_a,’y.b(,y . 9) - 1( 7b> ’7)- (112)

Define g(a,0) :=log[g(a,0)/g(~y - a,v - )]. We differentiate with respect to 6 and obtain

7°Y(a,0) + gV (b,0) =0, (113)

where g denotes the derivative of § in the second entry. As a consequence

70D (q,60) = —gOV (b 0 for 6 € 1,
{g (a’7 ) g (a ) or E a,b (114)

00, 0) =GO b.0)  for 0¢ Lo,

This is easily seen as follows. Consider the case a,b < 6 and let ¢ > 6. Then g(®Y(a,0) =

—g%V(c,0) and gV (b, 0) = —g*V(c, 0), so we indeed have g%V (a, ) = GOV (b,0). A similar
argument can be made for the case where a,b > 6. We can now directly infer that
—K for 0
§0(a,0) = {20 er s (115)
Ra(7) for 0 > a.

As a consequence,

—R 0+ K for 6
Ga,6) = 4 20 Ot mla) Horf<a (116)
Ro(y) - 0 + Ry(a,y) for 6 > a.
We now use the explicit form of ¢ to find a scaling property for g. If a < 6, then
9(a,6) ~ ~
log ————— = ky(a,y) + ra(7) - 0. 117
90 a0y e TR (117)
Likewise, if 8 < a, then
9(a,0) ~ ~
log ————— = k3(a,y) — Ka(7) - 6. 118
0C-an ) e TR0) (118)

For now we assume a < 6. Using the symmetry of g we obtain the following relation

K3(a,y) — Ka(7) - 0 = Ka(0,7) + Ka2(7) - @ (119)

We do separation of variables in a and 6. This yields the following expression which is inde-
pendent of # and a

#5(7) = Rs(a,7) = Ra(7) - @ = Ra(0,7) + Ka(y) - 0. (120)
We rewrite log g(a,8)/g(y - a,v - 0) as

9(a,0)
9(y-a,v-0)
Under the assumption 6 < a we find

g9(a,0)

9(y-a,v-0)
Now we have the following relation between g(a, ) and g(vy - a,v - 0)

log = Fs(7) + RFa(7)(0 — ). (121)

log = Ks5(7) + Ra(7)(a — 0). (122)

9(v-a,y-0) = e TRt (g ) (123)
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Notice this scaling property for g is derived from just the scale invariance. Moreover, one can
mutatis mutandis repeat the procedure above to derive a shift property. This leaves us with
the following expressions for scaling and shifts

{g(a + 7, 6+ fy) = e—gs(’Y) . 6—22(“/)"a_9| . g(a, 9) (124)

g('y . a’ 'y . 9) — 67"{5(7) . 67’{2(7)"“70' . g(al’ 0)

Here k5 and Ko are some continuous function of « analogous to k5 and ky. By virtue of lemma
(.2, we can conclude the proof.
O

Remark 5.4. A close inspection of the proofs of lemmal2d and theorem reveals that it is
not enough to only assume one of the properties inla 1. That is, if one only assumes either shift
or scale tnvariance, then there is a much wider class of symmetric two-sided Markov families.
To illustrate this, we recover the specific form of the generating densities which give rise to
scale, respectively shift, invariance.

Scale invariance: Let {A"},>1 be a symmetric two-sided Markov family as introduced in the

statement of theorem [2.3 which only satisfies scale invariance. The proof of the theorem then
shows that g satisfies (123)) i.e.,

9(v-a,y-0) = e Rt g(q ) (125)

for some continuous functions ks and ky. The proof of lemmal2d gives candidates for the form
of these two functions. Indeed, (Q9) gives exp {—Fs5(7)} =° and Ka(y) = u - (v — 1) for some
s,u € R. Now we define p(x) := g(1,x) = g(x, 1), for x € (0,1] and find

~ ~ a 9 and a/\9
) — e Rs(avl)  —Ra(ave)|1- 53] ( a ): V). ewlavi—1)1-CT5] . ( ) 126
9la.6) =e ¢ Nave ave (aVO)-e \ave (126)

This yields the following generating density

1 _ s u(ehby fy aAb 0 ‘
Aby(0) = fla,b) -6 e CFH T (2o (——) 10 € Luy). (127)

Here, f(a,b) is the normalization of A;b. It is straightforward to check that this density is
indeed scale invariant.

Shift invariance: Let {A"},>1 be a symmetric two-sided Markov family as introduced in the
statement of theorem [2.3 which only satisfies shift invariance. As was mentioned in the proof
of theorem 5.3, g also obeys a shift property of a form similar to(I23). That is,

gla+7,0+7) = R0 RO g (q,0), (128)

(I03) in the proof of lemmali yields that Rs(y) = —v -+ and Ra(y) = —w -7, where v, w € R.
Define p(z) := g(0,z) = g(x,0) for x € R, then

gla,d) = e R0 o=Rala) (g g NGO —a ) = e ewardlefl 0 —al).  (129)

This gives the following generating density

Ass(0) = f(a,b) - e (10 — al (16 - B]). (130)

A short calculation reveals that A' is indeed shift invariant.
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5.1 Densities depending on distances

In this subsection we discuss a special case of shift and scale invariant densities where the
factor g1 (b, x) is of the form g¢1(b, x) = ®(|b— z|) for some differentiable function ® : Rt — R*.
Notice that one automatically has shift invariance for densities of this form, whereas the scale
invariance imposes an extra restriction on ®. We provide then a simpler proof to show that
such {A"},,>1 correspond to the Dirichlet processes of example .10l We start with the a lemma
which is a direct consequence of theorem [4.5

Lemma 5.5. Let ® : RT — RT be integrable. Suppose A* is of the form

Agp(x) = fila,b) - B(|b—z]) - (|2 — a]) (131)
with
aVb
fi(a, )™ :/Ab O(|b—x|) - &(|z — a|)dx (132)

for all a,b € R*. Then there exists a symmetric, two-sided Markov family {Kn}n21 with
A= AL

Proof. Clearly Al(a,b) is symmetric and factorizable for fi, g; and hy, where the latter two are
given by

g1z, y) = M(z,y) = 2(lz — yl) (133)
and fi is as defined in the statement of the lemma. Theorem yields the existence of
{A"} 1. O

Theorem 5.6. Let {A"},>1 be a symmetric, two-sided Markov family where A' is of the form

Al y(x) = fi(a,b) - @(|b—z[) - ®(|z — al) (134)
with
fila, b)) = /Ab (b — z]) - (| — af)dz (135)

for some differentiable function ® : Rt — RT. Moreover, assume that {A"},>1 is scale-
invariant. Then, for some s,t € Rt

Agp(@) = fr(a,b) - (t- [b—zf*) - (t- [z —a]). (136)
Proof. We start from the following observation, for a < 6,6, < b,
D01 —a)- Db—0)  AL(B)  Als(r0) (- (61— a) - Dy - (b—61))

D0 ) B0y ALG) AL, () By (O —a) Sy () D

For the second equality we use the scale invariance. We bring the 6; and 0y dependent factors
to the left- and right hand side respectively. This yields

(0 —a) (b—6,) B (0 — a) - D(b — 6y) _,
B0 0 —) 00 b)) 0 () ey (o) e 1)
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Here ¢,5(7y) is a constant which depends only on a,b and v. We introduce a new function
¢ :RT — RT as &(x) = log(®(z)/P(7 - x)). The equation above can be rewritten as

B0 — a) + B(b— 0) = log(cap(7)). (139)
Differentiation with respect to 0 yields

(0 —a) —d'(b—0) = 0. (140)

Given arbitrary z,y € R* we can find a,b and § € R" such that a < 6 < b and v = 6 — q,
y = b— 0. We find that ®'(x) = ®'(y). Since x and y are arbitrary, this means that &' is

constant and hence that ® is of the form

O(z) = a(v) -z +B(7) (141)
which gives
Oy - z) = e 2B P(g). (142)

In what follows we absorb the minuses in «(7) and B(v). Next we differentiate with respect to
v, this gives

@' (7) -2+ ()] (y-z)=2-P'(y- ) (143)

or, substituting z /v for z,

[@'(7) -z +7- B ()] (x) =2 (). (144)
The expression above is an ODE which has solution
() =k - e (V@ g0, (145)

with £ € R an arbitrary constant. Since ® can not depend on 7, we must have that o/(v) = «
and - () are constants. Hence we must have the following form for ®,

d(x) =k-e* 2P (146)

It is straightforward to check that for a function ® of this form the whole generated family
satisfies the homogeneity condition. One should notice that we can set o = 0 because

Aps(®) = fia,b) - ®(lz — al) - 2(|b - 2]) = fila,b) -k |z —al” - [b—a|”  (147)
0
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