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Abstract

For discrete time Markov chains on general state spaces, we provide criteria for non-

ergodicity and non-strong ergodicity. By taking advantage of minimal non-negative solution

theory, our criteria are in terms of the existence of solutions to inequalities involving the

one step transition semigroup of the chain. Based on Dynkin’s formula, Lyapunov-type

conditions for non-strong ergodicity are also obtained.
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1 Introduction

Ergodicity is one of the three fundamental and classical problems (uniqueness, recurrence and

ergodicity) for Markov chains([2]). Ordinary ergodicity, strong ergodicity and so on, are usually

used to characterize the stability of Markov chains, which play important roles in both theoretical

and applied researches([3, 4, 8, 9, 13]). The topic on criteria for various types of ergodicity has

been studied by many authors in the past decades, see [2, 5, 7, 10] etc.. Especially, Lyapunov

(drift) criteria have always been used to provide sufficient and necessary conditions for ergodicity

or strong ergodicity. In principle, these results also provided the conditions for the non-(strong)

ergodicity by stating that there does not exist Lyapunov functions, which is usually not practical.

Due to this reason, Non-(strong) ergodicity criteria with test functions for Markov chains, which

is so-called “inverse problem”, have also been studied specially. We refer the readers to [1, 11, 12]

∗
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for the inverse problem of Markov process in denumerable state space and continuous time

settings, to [14] in denumerable state space and discrete time settings, to [6] in general state

space and continuous time settings. However, to our knowledge, during the existing literature,

there are few results on non-ergodicity or non-strong ergodicity for discrete time Markov chain

on general state space, which will be studied in the paper, presenting the criteria or sufficient

Lyapunov (drift) conditions for its non-(strong) ergodicity.

Consider a homogeneous Markov chain on a general state space X , which is a locally

compact separable metric topological space, endowed with a countably generated σ-field B(X ).

Denoted by

Pn(x,A) = P(Xn ∈ A|X0 = x), n ≥ 0, x ∈ X , A ∈ B(X ),

with P (x,A) = P 1(x,A). The Markov chain {Xn} is called ψ-irreducible if for some σ-finite

measure ψ on (X ,B(X )), such that
∑∞

n=1 P
n(x,A) > 0 for all x ∈ X whenever ψ(A) > 0.

Throughout the paper, we assume the chain {Xn} is ψ-irreducible, where ψ is a

maximal irreducibility measure on (X ,B(X )). The concepts “aperiodicity”, “Feller” and

“ψ-irreducible” coincide with those in [10](see Section 5.4.2 and Chapter 6 therein) and we omit

them here for simplicity. Write Pf(x) =
∫
E
f(y)P (x,dy) for some B(X ) measurable function

f and

B
+(X ) = {A ∈ B(X ) : ψ(A) > 0}.

Denote by ‖ · ‖TV the total variation norm of some measure. The Markov chain {Xn} is called

1) recurrent if
∑∞

n=1 P
n(x,A) = ∞, x ∈ X , A ∈ B+(X ), otherwise we call it transient;

2) Harris recurrent if Px

(∑∞
n=1 1{Xn∈A} = ∞

)
= 1, x ∈ X and A ∈ B+(X );

3) positive if it admits an invariant probability measure;

4) ergodic if there exists a probability measure π such that

lim
n→∞

‖Pn(x, ·)− π‖TV = 0;

5) strongly (or uniformly) ergodic if there exists a probability π such that

lim
n→∞

sup
x∈X

‖Pn(x, ·)− π‖TV = 0.

Refer to [10, 13] for more details on these notions. In general, for aperiodic Harris recurrent

Markov chains, we refer to“positive Harris recurrent chains” as “ergodic chain” ([10, Theorem

13.0.1]). A Harris recurrent chain must be a recurrent chain. Since we are dealing with ergodic

properties, we assume that the Markov chains we considered in the following are all Harris

recurrent without especially pointed. “Harris recurrent” is short for “recurrent” in the paper.

Petite sets and small sets(see [10, Section 5]) are also needed. Precisely, for some A ∈ B(X ),

if there exists an m > 0 and a non-trivial measure νm on B(X ) such that for all x ∈ A,
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B ∈ B(X ), Pm(x,B) ≥ νm(B), then A is called νm-small. A ∈ B(X ) is called νa-petite set if

there exists a probability distribution a = {an} on Z+,

∞∑

n=0

anP
n(x,B) ≥ νa(B), B ∈ B(X )

for x ∈ A, where νa is a non-trivial measure on B(X ). Under the assumption that {Xn} is

ψ-irreducible and aperiodic, a set is a petite set if and only if it is small ([10, Theorem 5.5.7]).

Petite sets are not rare: the compact sets are petite under some mild conditions ([10, Proposition

6.2.8]). For each A ∈ B+(X ), there exists a petite set B ⊆ A and B ∈ B+(X ) ([10, Theorem

5.2.2]).

Now, we declare our results.

Assumption 1 Markov chain {Xn} is ψ-irreducible, aperiodic, Feller and suppψ has

nonempty interior.

Assumption 2 The transition kernel P (x,dy) is absolutely continuous with respect to the

maximal irreducibility meausre ψ.

Theorem 1.1 (Non-ergodicity) Assume that Markov chain {Xn} satisfying Assumption 1 and

2 is recurrent. Then {Xn} is not ergodic if and only if there exists a set A ∈ B+(X ) and a

sequence of functions {V (n)(x)}n≥1, V
(n)(x) : X → R satisfies the following conditions:

1) supx∈Ac V (n)(x) <∞, n ≥ 1;

2)
∫
Ac V

(n)(y)P (x,dy) ≥ V (n)(x)− 1, x ∈ Ac, n ≥ 1;

3)
∫
A
supn≥1 V

(n)(y)ψ(dy) = ∞.

Theorem 1.2 (Non-strong ergodicity) Assume that Markov chain {Xn} satisfies Assumption 1.

Then {Xn} is non-strongly ergodic if and only if there exists a set A ∈ B+(X ) and a sequence

of functions {V (n)(x)}n≥1, V
(n)(x) : X → R satisfies the following conditions:

1) supx∈Ac V (n)(x) <∞, n ≥ 1; V (n)(x) = 0, x ∈ A, n ≥ 1;

2) PV (n)(x) ≥ V (n)(x)− 1 , x ∈ Ac, n ≥ 1;

3) supx∈Ac,n≥1 V
(n)(x) = ∞.

Remark 1.3 We release the assumption of Feller and suppψ has nonempty interior in Theorem

1.1 or Theorem 1.2, their sufficiency still holds respectively.

Proposition 1.4 Assume that {En, n ≥ 1} ⊂ B(X ) is an increasing sequence of bounded sets

and X = ∪∞
m=1Em. There exists a continuous function V : X → R, a set A ∈ B+(X ) such

that
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1) supx∈A V (x) <∞; supx∈Ac V (x) = ∞.

2) V (x) is locally bounded and PV (x) ≥ V (x)− 1 for x ∈ Ac;

3) W (x) : X → [0,∞) is continuous, PW (x) ≤W (x) + d1A(x) for some constant d; and

lim
m→∞

sup
x∈Ec

m

V (x)

W (x)
= 0.

Then {Xn}n≥0 is non-strongly ergodic.

2 Proof of criteria for inverse problems

2.1 Recall minimal solution theory

We first recall some useful results in minimal solution theory from [2].

Define H a set of mappings from X to [0,∞]: H contains the constant 1 and is closed

under the nonnegative combination and monotone increasing limit, where the order relation “≥”

in H is defined point-wise. Then H is a convex cone. H : H → H is called a cone mapping

if H0 = 0, and for any nonnegative constants c1, c2, mappings f1, f2 in H ,

H(c1f + c2f2) = c1H(f1) + c2H(f2).

Denote by A the set of all such mappings which also satisfy the following hypothesis: for

fn ∈ H ,

fn ↑ f implies Hfn ↑ Hf.

Definition 2.1 ([2, Definition 2.1]) Given H ∈ A and g ∈ H . We say the f∗ is the minimal

nonnegative solution (abbrev. minimal solution) to the equation

f(x) = (Hf)(x) + g(x), x ∈ X , (2.1)

if f∗ satisfies (2.1) and for any solution f̃ ∈ H of (2.1),

f̃(x) ≥ f∗(x), x ∈ X .

The last property is called the minimum property of f∗.

Lemma 2.2 ([2, Theorem 2.2]) The minimum solution to Equation (2.1) always exists uniquely.

By Lemma 2.2, for each H ∈ A , we may define a map mH from H into itself: mH(g) = f∗.
We mention that for H1, H2 ∈ A , H1 ≥ H2 if and only if H1f ≥ H2f for f ∈ H .

Lemma 2.3 ([2, Theorem 2.7]) mH is a cone mapping. Let {gn}
∞
n=1 ⊂ H , {Hn} ⊂ A , Hn ↑ H

and gn ↑ g. Then g ∈ H , H ∈ H and mHn
(gn) ↑ mH(g).

Lemma 2.4 ([2, Theorem 2.9]) Let H ∈ A , {gn}
∞
n=1 ⊂ H , Define f̃ (1) = g1, f̃

(n+1) =

Hf̃ (n)+gn+1, n ≥ 1. If gn ↑ g (resp.,
∑∞

n=1 gn = g), then f̃ (n) ↑ mHg (resp., mHg =
∑∞

n=1 f̃
(n)).
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2.2 Lower bound for the moments of hitting times and sufficiency

In this section, we prove the sufficiency of Theorem 1.1, Theorem 1.2 and Proposition 1.4 by

taking the minimal solution theory and Dynkin’s formula.

For any set A ∈ B(X ), define the first return time τ+A and first hitting time τA on A,

respectively as follows:

τ+A := inf{n ≥ 1 : Xn ∈ A}; τA := inf{n ≥ 0 : Xn ∈ A}.

Denote

L(x,A) =

∞∑

n=1

Px(τ
+
A = n) = Px(τ

+
A <∞).

Before proceeding further, let’s briefly describe the main points in our proofs.

Taking non-strong ergodicity for instance, it has other description ([10, Theorem 16.0.2]):

for aperiodic chain {Xn}, it is strongly ergodic if and only if there exits a petite set C ∈ B(X )

such that supx∈X Exτ
+
C < ∞, and for every set A ∈ B+(X ), we have supx∈X Exτ

+
A < ∞. To

verify it is non-strongly ergodic, it suffices to prove supx∈X Exτ
+
A = ∞ for some set A ∈ B+(X ).

We first get a lower bound for the expectation of return time according to minimal solution

theory (see Proposition 2.7), then an increasing sequence of lower bounds can imply the desired

results. On the other hand, finite approximation method (see Proposition 2.10 and Lemmas 2.13,

2.14) would guarantee the existence of an increasing sequence of lower bounds and therefore the

necessity of our conditions.

Besides, one can also get the lower bound of hitting time for the Markov chain according

to Dynkin’s formula by adding in proper Lyapunov-like type condition. Therefore, we can get

some Lyapunov-like type criteria for non-strongly ergodicity (see (??) below for details).

The following assertion, which releases the nonnegative condition, is a modified version of

[10, Theorem 8.0.2].

Proposition 2.5 The ψ-irreducible Markov chain {Xn} is transient if and only if there exists

such a C ∈ B+(X ), and V (x) : X → R, satisfying infx∈X V (x) > −∞,

PV (x) ≤ V (x), x ∈ Cc,

and {
x : V (x) < inf

y∈C
V (y)

}
∈ B

+(X ). (2.2)

Proof Necessity is obvious by [10, Theorem 8.0.2]. We then prove sufficiency. By [10, Theorem

8.3.6(ii)], it suffices to prove that there exist C and D ∈ B+(X ) so that

Px(τ
+
C <∞) < 1, x ∈ D.
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Without loss of generality, assume that V (x) is nonnegative(otherwise, replace V (x) by V (x)−

infx∈X V (x)). For the set C ∈ B+(X ), denoted by a = infx∈C V (x) and D = {x : V (x) < a}.

By (2.2), a > 0, D ∈ B+(X ) and D ⊆ Cc. For x ∈ D,

a > V (x) ≥ PV (x) =

∫

C

V (y)P (x,dy) +

∫

Cc

V (y)P (x,dy)

≥ aP (x,C) +

∫

Cc

PV (y)P (x,dy)

≥ aP (x,C) + a

∫

Cc

P (y,C)P (x,dy) +

∫

Cc

∫

Cc

V (z1)P (y,dz1)P (x,dy)

= aPx(τ
+
C = 1) + aPx(τ

+
C = 2) +

∫

Cc

∫

Cc

V (z1)P (y,dz1)P (x,dy).

By induction, we get for x ∈ D,

a > V (x) > a

n∑

k=1

Px(τ
+
C = k) +

∫

Cc

· · ·

∫

Cc

V (zn−1)P (zn−2, zn−1) · · ·P (y,dz1)P (x,dy), n ≥ 1.

Then

1 > Px(τ
+
C <∞), x ∈ D

by letting n→ ∞. �

The following minimal solution characterization of the moment of return time is essential

for us to exploit minimal solution theory.

Proposition 2.6 For each A ∈ B(X ), Exτ
+
A 1{τ+

A
<∞} is the minimal solution to the following

equation:

V (x) =

∫

Ac

V (y)P (x,dy) + L(x,A), x ∈ X . (2.3)

Proof We prove it by the second successive approximation scheme for the minimal solution. Set

V (1)(x) = Px(τ
+
A = 1). Consider the induction equation

V (n+1)(x) =

∫

Ac

V (n)(y)P (x,dy) + Px(τ
+
A = n+ 1), x ∈ X .

It has a solution V (n)(x) = nPx(τ
+
A = n), n ≥ 1. Note that

L(x,A) =

∞∑

n=1

Px(τ
+
A = n).

By Lemma 2.4,

V ∗(x) :=
∞∑

n=1

V (n)(x) = Exτ
+
A 1{τ+

A
<∞}, x ∈ X

is the minimal nonnegative solution to (2.3). �
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Notice {Xn} is recurrent if and only if L(x,A) = 1 for all x ∈ X and A ∈ B+(X ) ([10,

Theorem 8.3.6, Propositions 9.1.1, 9.1.7]). The following assertion provides a “lower bound” of

the moment of return time.

Proposition 2.7 Assume that Markov chain {Xn} with one step transition probability kernel

{P (x, ·) : x ∈ X } is ψ-irreducible and recurrent. If there exists a set A ∈ B+(X ), and a

function V (x) : X → R satisfying supx∈Ac V (x) <∞ and

V (x) ≤

∫

Ac

V (y)P (x,dy) + 1, x ∈ Ac, (2.4)

then

1) ψ
(
{y ∈ Ac : V (y) > Eyτ

+
A }

)
= 0.

2) V (x) ≤ Exτ
+
A + supx∈A V (x), x ∈ X . Moreover, if V (x) = 0 for x ∈ A, then

V (x) ≤ Exτ
+
A , x ∈ X .

Proof 1) Since {Xn} is recurrent, L(x,A) = 1. By Proposition 2.6,

Exτ
+
A =

∫

Ac

Eyτ
+
AP (x,dy) + 1, x ∈ X . (2.5)

Let

Z(x) =
[
Exτ

+
A − V (x)

]
1Ac(x).

Note that Z(x) is well defined since supx∈Ac V (x) < ∞, which also implies that infx∈X Z(x) >

−∞. For x ∈ Ac, by (2.4) and (2.5),

PZ(x) =

∫

Ac

Z(y)P (x,dy)

=

∫

Ac

Eyτ
+
AP (x,dy)−

∫

Ac

V (y)P (x,dy)

≤ Exτ
+
A − L(x,A)−

[
V (x)− L(x,A)

]
,

we get PZ(x) ≤ Z(x), x ∈ Ac. Since {Xn} is recurrent, by Proposition 2.5, we have

ψ

(
{x : Z(x) < inf

y∈A
Z(y)}

)
= 0.

That is ψ(D) = 0 with

D =
{
y ∈ Ac : V (y) > Eyτ

+
A 1{τ+

A
<∞}

}
.

2) Since

PV (x) = P (V 1A)(x) + PV 1Ac(x) ≥ P (V 1A)(x),

7



by Dynkin’s formula and Markov property (see [10, Theorem 11.3.1]), for x ∈ Ac, m ≥ 1,

ExV (Xm∧τA) = V (x) + Ex

[m∧τA−1∑

i=0

(
PV (Xi)− V (Xi)

)]

≥ V (x)− Ex

(
m ∧ τA

)
.

(2.6)

Since {Xn} is Harris recurrent, Px(τA <∞) = 1 for A ∈ B+(X ), x ∈ X . Thus,

Px(τA > m) → 0, m→ ∞, x ∈ X .

Since

V (x) ≤ sup
x∈Ac

V (x) <∞,

we get
limm→∞ExV (Xm∧τA) ≤ ExV (XτA) ≤ sup

x∈A
V (x), x ∈ X .

Moreover, Exτ
+
A + supx∈A V (x) ≥ V (x), x ∈ X by (2.6) and the required assertions hold. �

Proof of sufficiency of Theorem 1.1 We will verify it by finding a contradiction. If

{Xn} is ergodic, by Condition 1), 2) and Proposition 2.7,

ψ
(
Nn) = 0, Nn := {y ∈ Ac : V (n)(y) > Eyτ

+
A }, n ≥ 1.

Denoted by N = ∪∞
n=1Nn. Then ψ(N) = 0 and

Eyτ
+
A ≥ V (n)(y), y ∈ Ac \N.

For x ∈ A, n ≥ 1, based on Assumption 2 and Condition 2),

V (n)(x) ≤

∫

Ac

V (n)(y)P (x,dy) + 1

≤

∫

Ac\N
V (n)(y)P (x,dy) + 1 +

∫

N

V (n)(y)P (x,dy)

≤

∫

Ac

Eyτ
+
AP (x,dy) + 1 +

∫

N

(
V (n)(y)− Eyτ

+
A

)
P (x,dy)

=Exτ
+
A .

Hence,

∞ =

∫

A

sup
n≥1

V (n)(x)ψ(dx) ≤

∫

A

Exτ
+
Aψ(dx),

which is a contradiction with ergodicity. As a consequence, the Markov chain is non-ergodic.�

Proposition 2.8 Markov chain {Xn} is ψ-irreducible. If there exists A,B ∈ B+(X ) such that

{x ∈ A : Exτ
+
B = ∞} ∈ B

+(X ), (2.7)

then {Xn} is non-ergodic.
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Proof If {Xn} is ergodic, by [10, Theorem 11.1.4], there exists a set S, which has a countable

cover {Sn}, is full(i.e., ψ(S
c) = 0), absorbing set(i.e., P (x, S) = 1, x ∈ S) and

sup
x∈Sn

Exτ
+
B <∞, B ∈ B

+(X ).

Therefore,

ψ
(
{x ∈ X : Exτ

+
B = ∞}

)
= ψ

(
{x ∈ S : Exτ

+
B = ∞} ∪ Sc

)
= 0, B ∈ B

+(X ),

which is a contradiction with (2.7). �

Corollary 2.9 Assume that Markov chain {Xn} satisfying Assumption 1 and 2 is recurrent.

Then {Xn} is not ergodic if there exists a set A,B ∈ B+(X ) and a sequence of functions

{V (n)(x)}n≥1, V
(n)(x) : X → R satisfies the following conditions:

1) supx∈Ac V (n)(x) <∞, n ≥ 1;

2)
∫
Ac V

(n)(y)P (x,dy) ≥ V (n)(x)− 1, x ∈ Ac, n ≥ 1;

3)
{
x ∈ B : supn≥1 V

(n)(x) = ∞
}
∈ B+(X ).

Proof This proof differs only in Condition 3) from the sufficiency proof of Theorem 1.1.

Notice that,

V (n)(x) ≤ Exτ
+
A , x ∈ X \N, n ≥ 1.

For B ∈ B+(X ),

{x ∈ B : sup
n≥1

V (n)(x) = ∞} ⊂ {x ∈ B : Eyτ
+
A = ∞} ∈ B

+(X ),

by 3). The required assertion holds immediately by Proposition 2.8. �

Proof of sufficiency of Theorem 1.2 If {Xn} is strongly ergodic, then Px(τ
+
A <∞) = 1

for A ∈ B+(X ), x ∈ X . By Proposition 2.7 and Conditions 1), 2),

Exτ
+
A ≥ V (n)(x), x ∈ X .

Hence,
sup
x∈Ac

Exτ
+
A ≥ sup

x∈Ac,n≥1
V (n)(x) = ∞

by 3). This is a contradiction with supx∈X Exτ
+
A <∞. Therefore, {Xn} is non-strong ergodicity.

�

Proof of Proposition 1.4 By a similar argument to the proof of Theorem 1.2, for x ∈

En \ A, m ≥ 1,

ExV (Xm∧τA∧τEc
n
) ≥ V (x)− Ex

(
m ∧ τA ∧ τEc

n

)
,

9



and

ExW (Xm∧τA∧τEc
n
) ≤W (x). (2.8)

If the chain is strongly ergodic, then Px(τA <∞) = 1 forA ∈ B+(X ). Moreover, limm→∞ Px(τA >

m) = 0 for x ∈ X . By (2.8),

ExW (XτA∧τEc
n
) ≤ limm→∞ExW (Xm∧τA∧τEc

n
) ≤W (x), x ∈ En \A. (2.9)

By the local boundedness of V ,

|V (Xm)|1{m<τA∧τEc
n
} ≤ sup

x∈En\Ac

|V (x)| <∞.

Then limm→∞ExV (Xm)1{m<τA∧τEc
n
} = 0, x ∈ En \ A and

limm→∞ExV (Xm∧τA∧τEc
n
) = limm→∞ExV (XτA∧τEc

n
)1{m≥τA∧τEc

n
} ≤ ExV (XτA∧τEc

n
).

Therefore,

Ex(τA ∧ τEc
n
) ≥ V (x)− ExV (XτA∧τEc

n
). (2.10)

Since W is nonnegative, by (2.9),

Ex

[
W (XτEc

n
)1{τA≥τEc

n
}

]
≤W (x), x ∈ En \A.

Furthermore,

Ex(τA ∧ τEc
n
) ≥ V (x)− ExV (XτA∧τEc

n
)

≥ V (x)− ExV (XτA)1{τA<τEc
n
} −

(
sup
y∈Ec

n

V (y)

W (y)

)
Ex

[
W (XτEc

n
)1{τA≥τEc

n
}
]

≥ V (x)− ExV (XτA)1{τA<τEc
n
} −

(
sup
y∈Ec

n

V (y)

W (y)

)
W (x), x ∈ En \ A.

By τEc
n
↑ ∞,n→ ∞ and 1), we obtain

sup
x∈Ac

ExτA ≥ sup
x∈Ac

V (x)− sup
x∈A

V (x) = ∞,

which is contradict with supx∈X Exτ
+
A <∞. Therefore, {Xn} is non-strong ergodic. �

2.3 Approximation for the moments of hitting times and necessity of Theo-

rem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2

2.3.1 Approximation of Markov chain

Proposition 2.10 Assume that Markov chain {Xn} with Markov semigroup {P (x, ·)} on locally

compact separable metric space (X ,B(X )) is ψ-irreducible, aperiodic, Feller and suppψ has
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nonempty interior. E ⊆ X is a compact set and 0 < ψ(E) <∞. For any A ∈ B+(X ), A ⊆ E

is a compact set, define {P̂ (x, ·)} on (E,B(E)):

P̂ (x,B) =

[
P (x,B) + P (x,Ec)

ψ(B ∩A)

ψ(A)

]
1E\A(x) +

ψ(B)

ψ(E)
1A(x), B ∈ B(E). (2.11)

Then {P̂ (x, ·) : x ∈ E} is a transition probability and the Markov chain generated by {P̂ (x, ·) :

x ∈ E} is ψ-irreducible, aperiodicity. Moreover, it is strongly ergodic.

Proof It is easy to verity that P̂ (x,E) = 1 and {P̂ (x,B), x ∈ E,B ∈ B(E)} is a transition

probability on (E,B(E)). Denoted by {X̂n} the Markov chain on state space (E,B(E)) with one

step transition probability {P̂ (x,B), x ∈ E,B ∈ B(E)}, denote P̂1 = P , P̂n(x,B) = Px(X̂n ∈

B), n ≥ 2 for B ∈ B(E).

We first prove that the chain {X̂n} is ψ-irreducible, i.e., for x ∈ E, and B ∈ B(E) with

ψ(B) > 0, there exists n ≥ 1, P̂n(x,B) > 0 by [10, Proposition 4.2.1].

1) It is obvious that P̂ (x,B) > 0 for x ∈ A and ψ(B) > 0, B ∈ B(E).

2) We prove that for
∑

n P̂n(x,A) > 0 for x ∈ E∩Ac.(Equivalently, x ∈ E∩Ac, there exists

n ≥ 1, P̂n(x,A) > 0.) If it fails, then there exists x0 ∈ E ∩Ac, P̂n(x0, A) = 0 for n ≥ 1. We will

find a contradiction in the following. Since

P̂1(x0, A) = P̂ (x0, A) = P (x0, A) + P (x0, E
c) = 0,

by (2.11), we have P (x0, E
c) = 0 and P (x0, A) = 0. Moreover, P (x0, A

c∩E) = 1, P̂ (x0, A
c∩E) =

1 and

P̂ (x0, A
c ∩ E ∩ C) = P (x0, A

c ∩ E ∩ C), C ∈ B(X ).

By Chapman-Kolmogorov equation, for C ∈ B(X ),

P̂2(x0, A
c ∩ E ∩ C) =

∫

E∩Ac

P̂ (x0,dy)P̂ (y,A
c ∩ E ∩ C) (since P̂ (x0, A

c ∩E) = 1)

=

∫

E∩Ac

P (x0,dy)P (y,A
c ∩ E ∩ C) (by (2.11))

= P2(x0, E ∩Ac ∩ C) (since P (x0, A
c ∩ E) = 1).

Similarly, P̂2(x,E
c) = 0 by P (x0, E

c) = 0 and Chapman-Kolmogorov equation. Since P̂2(x0, A) =

0, we get P̂2(x0, A
c ∩ E) = P2(x0, E ∩Ac) = 1. Generally, assume that

P̂n(x0, A
c ∩ E ∩ C) = Pn(x0, A

c ∩ E ∩C), C ∈ B(X ), (2.12)
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and P̂n(x0, A
c ∩ E) = Pn(x0, E ∩Ac) = 1 for n ≤ k. Then

P̂k+1(x0, A
c ∩ E ∩ C) =

∫

E

P̂k(x0,dy)P̂ (y,A
c ∩ E ∩ C)

=

∫

E∩Ac

P̂k(x0,dy)P̂ (y,A
c ∩E ∩ C) (since P̂k(x0, A) = 0)

=

∫

E∩Ac

Pk(x0,dy)P (y,A
c ∩E ∩ C) (by (2.11) and (2.12))

= Pk+1(x0, E ∩Ac ∩ C) (since Pk(x0, A
c ∩E) = 1)

Hence, if there exists x0 ∈ E∩Ac, P̂n(x0, A) = 0 for n ≥ 1, then P̂n(x0, A
c∩E) = Pn(x0, E∩Ac) =

1, n ≥ 1. Furthermore,
∞∑

n=1

Pn(x0, E
c ∪A) = 0,

which is contradiction with the irreducible property of {Xn}.

3) We prove that
∑

n P̂n(x,B) > 0 for x ∈ E ∩ Ac and B ∈ B(E) with ψ(B) > 0. Indeed,

by 2), there exists n ≥ 1, P̂n(x,A) > 0. Moreover,

P̂n+1(x,B) ≥

∫

A

P̂n(x,dy)P̂ (y,B) =
ψ(B)

ψ(E)
P̂n(x,A) > 0.

Therefore, {X̂n} is ψ-irreducible.

Since A ⊆ E is a compact set, {X̂n} is weak Feller by definition obviously. Therefore,

it suffices to prove that {X̂n} is aperiodicity according to [10, Theorems 6.2.9, 16.2.5]. Let

measure ν̂1(·) = ψ(·)/ψ(E). Then P̂ (x,B) = ν1(B) for x ∈ A, B ∈ B(E), we get A is ν1-small

by definition (see [10, Section 5.2]). Since, ν1(A) > 0, we get {X̂n} is strongly aperiodic by

definition(see [10, Section 5.4.3 ]). Hence the required assertion holds. �

Example 2.11 Consider Xn+1 = aXn + Wn+1 on R with X0 = 0, |a| < 1. Then for any

m ≥ 1, Em := [−m+ 1
m
,m− 1

m
] ↑ R, its one step transition kernel is {P (x, ·) : x ∈ R} satisfying

P (x,dy) has intensity function p(x, y) = 1√
2π
exp

{
− (y−ax)2

2

}
. Let A = E1, µLeb(A) > 0. Define

p(m)(x, y) =

{
p(x, y) + P (x,Ec

m)
µLeb(A) , x ∈ Em \ A;

1
µLeb(Em) , x ∈ A;

(2.13)

Denoted by P (m)(x,dy) = p(m)(x, y)dy. Then {P (m)(x,dy)} is a transition kernel on Em. Let

{X
(m)
n } be Markov chain generated by {P (m)(x, ·}. Then it is easy to verify that {P (m)(x,dy)}

is irreducible with respect to Lebesgue measure on Em. Furtheromore, {Xn} is strongly ergodic

by [10, Theorems 6.2.9, 16.25].

Remark 2.12 It is easy to see that {p(m)(x, y)} in (2.13) is increasing in m to P (x, y). There-

fore, we can verify some properties of {Xn} generated by p(x, ·) by approximation method ac-

cording to the description of Markov chain generated by {p(m)(x, ·)}.
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2.3.2 Necessity

In this subsection, the locally compact separable metric space X = ∪∞
m=1Em, where {Em}m≥1 is

a sequence of increasing compact sets and Markov chain {Xn} with Markov semigroup {P (x, ·)}

on (X ,B(X )) always satisfies Assumption 1(i.e., ψ-irreducible, aperiodic, Feller and suppψ

has nonempty interior).

The following Lemma holds obviously by Proposition 2.10.

Lemma 2.13 A ∈ B+(E1) is a compact set. {X
(m)
n : n ≥ 0} is a sequence of Markov chains on

the state space Em respectively, each of which has one step transition semigroup P (m)(x, ·) defined

as P̂ in (2.11) by replacing E there with Em. Then Markov chain {X
(m)
n } on (Em,B(Em)) is

strongly ergodic.

For a set B ∈ B(Em), define the Markov chain {X
(m)
n } as that in Lemma 2.13, set τ

(m)+
B =

inf{n ≥ 1 : X
(m)
n ∈ B}. Notice Px(τ

(m)+
B <∞) = 1, x ∈ Em. Consider the equation

V (x) =

∫

Bc∩Em

V (y)P (m)(x,dy) + 1, x ∈ Em. (2.14)

By Proposition 2.6, the minimal solution to (2.14) is

V
∗(m)
B (x) := Exτ

(m)+
B , x ∈ Em.

Denoted by

Mm(B) = sup
x∈Bc∩Em

V
∗(m)
B (x) = sup

x∈Bc∩Em

Exτ
(m)+
B .

By Proposition 2.10, we have the following assertion immediately.

Lemma 2.14 A ∈ B+(E1) is a compact set and {Xn} is recurrent. Then the following asser-

tions hold:

(1) Mm(A) is finite for m ≥ 1.

(2) Exτ
+
A = limm→∞ ↑ V

∗(m)
A (x)1Em

(x) for x ∈ X and {Mm(A)}m≥1 is increasing.

(3) {Mm(A)}m≥1 is bounded if and only if {Exτ
+
A : x ∈ Ac} is bounded. That’s supx∈Ac Exτ

+
A <

∞ if and only if supm≥1Mm(A) <∞.

Proof (1) Since {X
(m)
n } is strong ergodicity by Lemma 2.13, A ∈ B+(Em), we get L(m)(x,A) = 1

and Mm(A) <∞ .

(2) Since A ⊂ E1 and {X
(m)
n } is Harris recurrent, by Proposition 2.6, V

∗(m)
A (x), x ∈ Em is

the minimal solution to

V (x) =

∫

Em∩Ac

V (y)P (m)(x,dy) + 1, x ∈ Em.
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Equivalently, Ṽ
∗(m)
A (x) := V

∗(m)
A (x)1Em

(x) is the minimal solution to

V (x) =

∫

Em∩Ac

V (y)P (m)(x,dy)1Em
(x) + 1Em

(x), x ∈ X .

Since Em ↑ X ,

∫

Ac

V (y)1Em
(y)P (m)(x, dy)1Em

(x) ↑

∫

Ac

V (y)P (x, dy), m→ ∞, x ∈ X .

Notice that Exτ
+
A is the minimal solution to the following equation:

V (x) =

∫

Ac

V (y)P (x,dy) + 1, x ∈ X ,

we have limm→∞ ↑ Ṽ
∗(m)
A (x) = Exτ

+
A , x ∈ X by Lemma 2.3. Therefore, V

∗(m)
A (x)1Em

(x) ↑ Exτ
+
A

for x ∈ X and Mm(A) is increasing in m.

(3) By (2), the assertion holds obviously. �

Proof of necessity of Theorem 1.1 Suppose that {Xn} is recurrent but not ergodic, for

any petite sets C ∈ B+(X ),

sup
x∈C

Exτ
+
C = ∞,

∫

C

Exτ
+
C ψ(dx) = ∞.

For any compact set A ∈ B+(X ), without loss of generality, let A ⊂ E1. Denoted by

W (m)(x) :=





0, x ∈ Ec
m,

Exτ
(m)+
A , x ∈ Em ∩Ac,

∫

Em∩Ac

Eyτ
(m)+
A P (x,dy) + 1, x ∈ A.

If x ∈ Em ∩Ac,

∫

Ac

W (m)(y)P (x,dy) =

∫

Em∩Ac

W (m)(y)P (m)(x,dy) = Exτ
(m)+
A − 1,

if x ∈ A,

∫

Ac

W (m)(y)P (x,dy) =

∫

Em∩Ac

Eyτ
(m)+
A P (x,dy) =W (m)(x)− 1,

and if x ∈ Ec
m, due to the non-negativity of W (m),

∫

Ac

W (m)(y)P (x,dy) ≥ 0,
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hence, Condition 2) holds for x ∈ X .

From Lemma 2.14,

sup
x∈Ac

W (m)(x) = sup
x∈Em∩Ac

Exτ
(m)+
A <∞,

which means Condition 1) holds.

Notice that, {Xn} is not ergodic,
∫

A

sup
m≥1

W (m)(x)ψ(dx) =

∫

A

Exτ
+
Aψ(dx) = ∞,

that is to say Condition 3) holds.

Based on these, {W (m)(x) : m ≥ 1} is the sequence of functions that we need for necessity.

�

Proof of necessity of Theorem 1.2 Since the chain {Xn} is non-strongly ergodic, there

exists A ∈ B+(X ), supx∈X Exτ
+
A = ∞. Without loss of generality, we can also assume that A is

a compact set (Otherwise, since supx∈X Exτ
+
Em

= ∞,m ≥ 1 by [10, Theorem 16.0.2, Proposition

6.2.8], one can replace A by the closure of A). Since {P (m)(x, ·)} on (Em,B(Em)) is strong

ergodicity, supx∈Em∩Ac V
∗(m)
A (x) < ∞. Then W (m)(x) := 1Em∩Ac(x)V

∗(m)
A (x), x ∈ X is the

required sequence. Indeed, it is obvious that supx∈Ac W (m)(x) <∞, and

W (m)(x) =

∫

Ac∩Em

V (y)P (m)(x,dy) + 1

=

∫

Ac∩Em

W (m)(y)P (x,dy) + 1, x ∈ Em ∩Ac.

Furthermore, W (m)(x) ≤ PW (m)(x) + 1, x ∈ Ac. By Lemma 2.14,

lim
m→∞

↑W (m)(x) = Ex

(
τ+A 1{τ+

A
<∞}

)
, x ∈ Ac.

Hence, supx∈Ac,m≥1 ↑W
(m)(x) = ∞. �

Acknowledgments

This work is supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (No. 12101186,

No. 12171038) and the National Key R&D Program of China (No. 2020YFA0712900).

References

[1] B.D. Choi, B. Kim, Non-ergodicity crtiteria for denumerable continuous time Markov

process, Operations Research Letters. 32(6) (2004) 574-580.

15



[2] M.-F. Chen, From Markov Chains to Non-Equilibrium Particle Systems. World Scientific,

Singapore, 2nd edition, 2004.
[3] S.F. Jarner, G.O. Roberts, Polynomial convergence rates of markov chains. Annals of

Applied Probability. 12(1) (2002) 224-247.
[4] O.S. Lee, Geometric ergodicity and transience for nonlinear autoregressive monels. Com-

munications of the Korean Mathematical Society. 10(2) (1995) 409-417.
[5] Y.-H. Mao, Algebraic convergence for discrete-time ergodic Markov chains, Sci. China

Ser. A. 46(5) (2003) 621-630.
[6] Y.-H. Mao, T. Wang, Lyapunov-type Conditions for Non-strong Ergodicity of Markov

Processes, Journal of Applied Probability. (58) (2021) 238-253.
[7] Y.-H. Mao, Y.-H. Song, On geometric and algebraic transience for discrete-time Markov

chains. Stochastic Processes and Their Applications 124(4) (2014) 1648-1678.
[8] S.P. Meyn, R.L. Tweedie, Stability of Markovian processes I: criteria for discrete-time

chains. Advances in Applied Probability 24(3) (1992) 542-574.
[9] S.P. Meyn, R.L. Tweedie, Stability of Markovian Processes III: Foster-Lyapunov Criteria

for Continuous-Time Processes. Advances in Applied Probability. 25(3) (1993) 518-548.
[10] S.P. Meyn, R L. Tweedie, Markov Chains and Stochastic Stability(Second edition), Cam-

bridge press, 2009.
[11] L.I. Sennott, H.R.L. Tweedie, Mean drifts and the non-ergodicity of Markov chains.

Operations Research. 31(4) (1983) 783-789.
[12] W. Szpankowski, Some sufficient conditions for non-ergodicity of Markov chains. Journal

of Applied Probability. 22(1) (1985) 138-147.
[13] D. Tjøstheim, Non-linear time series and Markov chains. Advances in Applied Probability,

22 (1990) 587-611.
[14] Z.F. Wei, Inverse Problems for Ergodicity of Markov Chains, Journal of Mathematical

Analysis and Applicationss. 505 (2022) 125483.

16


	Introduction
	Proof of criteria for inverse problems
	Recall minimal solution theory 
	Lower bound for the moments of hitting times and sufficiency
	Approximation for the moments of hitting times and necessity of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2
	Approximation of Markov chain
	Necessity



