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MARTIN BOUNDARY OF A REFLECTED RANDOM WALK ON
A HALF-SPACE

IRINA IGNATIOUK-ROBERT

ABSTRACT. The complete representation of the Martin compactification for
reflected random walks on a half-space Z¢ x N is obtained. It is shown that the
full Martin compactification is in general not homeomorphic to the “radial”
compactification obtained by Ney and Spitzer for the homogeneous random
walks in Z% : convergence of a sequence of points z, € Z%~! x N to a point of
on the Martin boundary does not imply convergence of the sequence zy /|2zn|
on the unit sphere S¢. Our approach relies on the large deviation properties
of the scaled processes and uses Pascal’s method combined with the ratio limit
theorem. The existence of non-radial limits is related to non-linear optimal
large deviation trajectories.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

For an irreducible transient Markov chain (Z(t)) on a countable set E having
Green’s function G(z, z'), the Martin compactification E is the smallest compacti-
fication of the set E for which the Martin kernels

K(z,2') = G(2,2)/G(20, 2")

extend continuously with respect to the second variable z’ for every z € E. A
point n € OF = E \ E is said to belong to the minimal Martin boundary if K(-,n)
is a minimal harmonic function (see Woess [23] for the precise definitions). An
explicit representation of the Martin boundary and the minimal Martin boundary
OmE C OF allows to describe all harmonic functions of the Markov chain (Z(t)) :
by Poisson-Martin representation theorem, every positive harmonic function A is of
the form
h(z) = K(z,n) dv(n)
omE

where v is a positive Borel measure on dy; . Moreover, by convergence theorem,
for every z € E, the sequence Z(n) converges P, almost surely to a random variable
taking the values in Oy E.

An explicit description of the Martin boundary is usually a non-trivial problem.
The most of the existing results in this domain were obtained for the homogeneous
processes (see Woess [23] and the references therein). One of the few results where
the full Martin compactification was obtained for non-homogeneous processes is
the paper of Kurkova and Malyshev [I7]. They considered random walks on a
half-plane Z x N and in the quadrant Z2 = N x N which behave as a homogeneous
nearest neighbors random walk in the interior of the domain and have some different
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(homogeneous) transition probabilities on the boundary. Their results show a very
surprising relationship between the Martin compactification and the optimal large
deviation trajectories described for such processes obtained in Ignatyuk, Malyshev
and Scherbakov [I6]. Let us illustrate this relationship on the example of the
reflected random walks on the half-plane : the results of Kurkova and Malyshev
show that for such a random walk, there are two real values 0 < 6; < 05 < 7 such
that

i) a sequence of points z, € Z x N with lim |z,| = oo converges to a point
7(#) of the Martin boundary if the sequence z,/|z,| converges to a point
e on 52 = {e¥ : 0 € [0,7]};

ii) two sequences z,, z, € Zx N with lim|z,| = lim |z} | = oo, lim z,,/|z,| = €
and lim 2/, /|2,| = ¢’ converge to the same point 1(6) = 1(8') of the Martin
boundary if an only if

— either § = ¢’ € [01,02], mod (27),
—or 6,0 €]0,61], mod (27),
—or 0,0 €lb,7], mod (27).
In [16] it was shown that for every T > 0, the family of scaled random walks
(Z°(t) = eZ([t/¢)), t € [0,T))
satisfy sample path large deviation principle with a rate function Iy 7)(¢) and that
with the same values #; and 65, the following assertions hold.

— For 0 € [61, 0], the optimal large deviation trajectory ¢y : [0, Ty] = Rx R
minimizing the rate function /jg 71(¢) over all T' > 0 and all continuous
functions ¢ : [0,7] — R x R} with given ¢(0) = 0 and ¢(T) = e € S% is
linear : ¢y(t) = e*t/Typ with some Ty > 0;

— while for 6 € [0, 0] U [02, 7], such a trajectory is piece-wise linear and is of
the form

bolt) = Yot/ T} for t € [0, T}]
T Ve (0 — o)t —Tp)/(Ty —T))  for t € [T),Ty)

with some Ty > Tp > 0 where 7y is a unique point on the boundary R x {0}
for which

6

arg(ew . ) _ 6‘1 if g e [O, 6‘1],
Y7 N0, i 0 e [0, 7).

Unfortunately, the method proposed by Kurkova and Malyshev [I7] required very
particular properties of the process : they considered the random walks for which
the only non-zero transitions in the interior of the domain are on the nearest neigh-
bors: p(z,z%e;) = p(Le;) with e; = (1,0) and ez = (0, 1). For such random walks,
the jump generating function is defined by

o(z,y) = plen)z + p(—e)z™" + plez)y + p(—e2)y ™"

and the equation zy(l — ¢(x,y)) = 0 determines an elliptic curve S which is
homeomorphic to the torus. To identify the Martin boundary, a functional equation
was derived for the generating function of the Green’s function and the asymptotics
of the Green’s function were calculated by using the methods of complex analysis on
the elliptic curve S. Such a method seems to be unlikely to apply in a more general
situation, for higher dimensions or when the jump sizes are arbitrary, because the
proof is based on the geometrical properties of the elliptic curve S : even for
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the 2-dimensional case, if a random walk has an additional non-zero transition
p(z, z+u) = p(u) with |u| > 2, the equation 2y(1—¢(x,y)) = 0 is not of the second
order and consequently, the corresponding elliptic curve is not homeomorphic to
the torus.

Since the large deviation methods extend easily for an arbitrary dimension and
for arbitrary jumps, a natural idea is to use them in order to identify the Martin
boundary. The similarities of the results of Kurkova and Malyshev [I7] and the
large deviation results of Ignatyuk, Malyshev and Scherbakov [16] suggest that such
an approach should be possible. The first result in this domain was obtained in
Ignatiouk-Robert [I5] for a homogeneous random walk (Z(t)) on Z? killed upon
hitting the negative half-space Z9~! x (—=N) : the large deviation technique was
combined there with Bernoulli part decomposition due to Foley and McDonald [6].
The main steps of this method can be summarized as follows :

— The first step is a ratio limit theorem: Bernoulli part decomposition was
used to identify the limits of the Martin kernel K(z, z,,) when the logarith-
mic asymptotic of Green’s function for a given sequence (z,,) is zero.

— The logarithmic asymptotics of Green’s function were obtained with the
large deviation technique.

— An appropriated exponential change of the measure was finally used in order
to apply the ratio limit theorem for a twisted Markov process for which the
corresponding logarithmic asymptotic of Green’s function is zero.

In the present paper the large deviation method is developed in order to identify
the Martin boundary for a reflected random walk (Z(#)) on the half-space Z9~! x N.
Such a random walk behaves as a homogeneous random walk in the interior of the
half-space and has some different transition probabilities on the boundary hyper-
plane Z4~! x {0}. Here, the approach of Ignatiouk-Robert [I5] is not only harder to
apply but also it does not work in general because the corresponding twisted process
does not exist. To solve this problem we refine the large deviation technique.

We show that the family of scaled processes (Z¢(t) = eZ([t/c]),t € [0,T]) satis-
fies sample path large deviation principle with a good rate function Ijp 7 and that
the logarithmic asymptotics of Green’s function G(z,z,) of the original process
(Z(t)) when |z,| — oo and z,/|z,| — ¢ are determined by the quasi-potential

10.:0) = 1, o s B gy, 01 (?)
which represents an optimal large deviation cost to go from the point 0 to the point
q. Next, the method of [I5] is used to identify the limit of the Martin kernel K (z, z,,)
when |z,| — oo and the limit z,/|z,| — ¢ belongs to the boundary hyper-plane
R~ x {0}. This is the first step of our proof.

For ¢ ¢ R?~! x {0} we consider a function ¢ : [0,7] — R¢ with #(0) = 0 and
¢(T) = ¢q where the minimum (0, q) is achieved. Such a function ¢ represents
an optimal large deviation path from 0 to g. It is shown that every optimal large
deviation path from 0 to ¢ leaves the boundary hyper-plane R?~! x {0} at some
point v, € R?~! x {0} and that Green’s function G(z, z,) can be decomposed into
a main part determined by <, and the corresponding negligible part. The main
part of G(z,z,) corresponds to the trajectories of the process (Z(t)) that leave
the boundary hyper-plane in a §|z,|-neighborhood of the point v4|2,|. With this
approach we identify the limit of the Martin kernel K(z, z,) when |z,| — oo and
Zn/|2n| — q for any ¢ € R~ x [0, 4-00].
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The reflection on the boundary is not only harder to tackle but also yields very
different and interesting results. Contrary to the case analyzed in [15], here the
convergence to the Martin boundary can be non-radial : a convergence to a point
on the Martin boundary of a sequence (z,) does not imply the convergence of the
sequence zy/|z,| on the unit sphere. We obtain this result as a consequence of the
existence of non-linear optimal large deviation trajectories.

1.1. Main result. We consider a Markov process Z(t) = (X (t),Y(t)) on Z41 x N
with transition probabilities

(11) p(272/) _ {M(Z/ _ z) for z = (.’L’,y),z/ c del « N with y > 0,

N po(2 —2) for z=(x,y),2 € Z% ' x N with y = 0
where o and g are two different probability measures on Z¢ having the means
(1.2) m= Z zu(z) and mo= Z z10(2).

z€Zd z€Zd

Throughout this paper we denote by N the set of all non-negative integers : N =
{0,1,2,...} and we let N* = N\ {0}. The assumptions we need on the Markov
process (Z(t)) are the following.

(HO) p(z) = 0 for z = (z,y) € Z41 x Z with y < —1 and pog(z) = 0 for
z = (z,y) € 2471 x Z with y < 0.

(H1) The Markov process Z(t) is irreducible on Z3~! x N.

(H2) The homogeneous random walk S(t) on Z¢ having transition probabilities
ps(z,2') = u(z' — 2) is irreducible on Z% and the last coordinate of S(t) is
an aperiodic random walk on Z .

(13)

m#0 and n + 1o
Im|

£0.

[mol
(H4) The jump generating functions
(1.3) o) = S u(=)e™ and  gola) = 3 po(z)en
z€Z4 2€7d
are finite everywhere on R?.
Under the above assumptions, the sets
(1.4) D={acR?:p(a) <1} and Dy = {a€R?:py(a) <1}
are convex and the set D is moreover compact (see [12]). The following parts of
the boundary 0D are important for our analysis :
oD = {a € dD: Vyp(a) € R x {01}

0.D ={a€dD: Vo(a) € R x [0, +oo[}
and

O_D ={acdD: Vy(a) € R x] —00,0]}.
For a € D, denote by @ the unique point on the boundary 0_ D which has the same
first (d — 1) coordinates as the point a and let

(1.5) D={aeD:pa<1}.
Remark that under the hypotheses (HO0)-(H1), for any a € D,
po(@) < po(a)
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because the function a = («, 8) — ¢o(a) is increasing with respect to the last coor-
dinate 8 of a = (a, ) € R?. This inequality implies another useful representation
of the set D :

a=(o,B)eDifand only if a € D and o’ = (o, ') € DN Dy for some ' € R

or equivalently,

(1.6) D = (©xR)ND
where
(1.7) © = {aeR": inf max{o(a, £), po(a, f)} < 1}.

The set © x {0} is therefore the orthogonal projection of the set D N Dy onto the
hyper-plane R?~! x {0}. Remark finally that dpD = 9, DNd_D and for a € 9, D,
a =7a if and only if a € 9y D.

It is moreover convenient to introduce the following notations : for a € D=
(© x R) N D, we denote by V(a) the normal cone to the set D at the point a and
fora € DNOLD = (O x R)N A, D we define the function h, on Z4 ! x N by letting

1— _
ell'Z (po(a/) a-z

— me if adpD and @o(a) <1,
a
(1.8)  ha(z) = , agpola) _
v 4+ ——— e if a=a€ JhD and a) <1,
(1~ po(@) b and o)
ev? if go(a)=1

where %gp(a) denotes the partial derivative of the function a — ¢(a) with respect
to the last coordinate 5 € R of a = (o, ).

We denote by Si a half-sphere S NRY™! x R, and G(z,2') denotes Green’s
function of the Markov process (Z(t)).

Our preliminary results show that for any ¢ € S_‘i, there is a unique point a(q) €

DN d.D for which ¢ € V(a(g)) and that for every a € DN 8D,
(1.9)

{eVp(a) :c>0} if either ¢o(@) < 1
Via) = ora=a € dyD,
{e1Vp(a) 4+ c2(Veo (@) + ko V(@) : ¢; >0} if o(a) =1
and a € 0y D
where
- __ Op(a.p) (&p(a,ﬂ))‘l
’ o8 95 (a,8)=a

(see Lemma and Lemma [2.5] below).
The main result of our paper is the following theorem.

Theorem 1. Under the hypotheses (HO)-(H/), the following assertions hold :
(i) the Markov process Z(t) is transient;
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(ii) for any a € Dn 0. D and any sequence of points z, € Z4! x N with

(1.10) ILm G(z,2n)/G (20, 2n) = ha(2)/ha(z0), VzeZ¥7! xN
when lim, oo dist(V(a), 2, /|2n|) = 0.

Assertion (ii) proves that a sequence z, € Z%~! x N with lim, . |2,| = 00, con-
verges to a point on the Martin boundary if and only if

lim dist (V(a), zn/|2n]) =0
n—00

for some a € D N9, D. Recall that for a homogeneous random walk on Z% (see
Ney and Spitzer [I8]), a sequence z, € Z% converges to a point of the Martin
boundary if and only if lim,,_, |2,] = oo and the sequence z,/|z,| converges to
a point on the unit sphere S%. For the reflected random walk on the half-space
74=1 x N, Theorem [ provides the existence of non-radial limits : if the mapping
a : Si — Dn 0+D is not one to one then the convergence to a point on the
Martin boundary does not imply convergence of the sequence z,/|z,|. The explicit
representation (L9) of the normal cone V(a) shows that such a mapping is not one
to one in a quite general situation : when ¢o(@) = 1 for some @ € 9_D.

1.2. The overview of the proof. To prove Theorem [I we identify first the
harmonic functions of the process (Z(t)). Since the transition probabilities of
the Markov process (Z(t)) are invariant with respect to the translations on z €
791 x {0} and since the Markov process (Z(t)) is irreducible then the same argu-
ments as in Doob, Snell and Williamson [7] (see the proof of Theorem 5) show that
every minimal harmonic function is of the form

h(z,y) = exp(a-2)h(0,y),  V(r,y) € 27" x N

with some o € R4~!. We prove that the constant multiples of the functions h, with
a=(a,f) € Dn 04D, are the only minimal non-negative harmonic functions of
the Markov process (Z(t)). These arguments prove the first assertion of Theorem/[I]
because under our hypotheses, {0} € DN, D # {0}.

To prove the assertion (ii), we identify first the logarithmic asymptotics of
Green’s function, by using the large deviation method. The results of Dupuis,
Ellis and Weiss [§], Dupuis and Ellis [10] and Ignatiouk [13] [I4] are used to show
that the family of scaled processes (Z°(t) = ¢Z([t/c]), t € [0,T]) satisfies sample
path large deviation principle with a good rate function Ijg 77(¢) having an explicit
form. The quasi-potential (0, ¢) of the rate function Ijg 77(¢) represents an optimal
large deviation cost to go from the point 0 to the point ¢ :

10.9) = fnf L (@)
We show that for any ¢ € R4~! x R, and any sequence of points z, € Z4! x N
with lim |z, | = 400 and lim 2, /|z,| = g, the following equalities hold
(1.11)

lim LlogG(z,zn) = —1(0,q) = sup a-q = alq)-q, VzeZ4 1 x N

n>oo |2, ach

When lim,, 00 2n/|2n| = ¢ € R¥™! x {0} and a(q) = 0, the proof of (LI0) uses the

following arguments :
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— from (CTT)) we obtain the equality

lim %logG(zo,zn) =0

n—o0
— and next, using the ratio limit theorem of [I5] we get (I0I).
To get (LI0) for a sequence z, € Z4™1 x N with lim,, o0 2n/|2n| = ¢ € R4 x {0}

and @ # 0, the above arguments are combined together with the exponential
change of measure : the ratio limit theorem is applied for a sub-stochastic twisted
Markov chain having transition probabilities p(z,2") = p(z,2")exp(a - (2’ — 2))
with a parameter a = a(q).

Similar arguments are used in order to prove (LI0) for a sequence of points

zn € Z771 x N with limy 00 2n/|2n] = ¢ € R4 x R when ¢y (&(q)) < 1. The
only difference is here that there is no suitable exponential change of measure.
Instead of the exponential change of measure we consider a twisted Markov chain
(Z(t)) with transition probabilities p(z,2") = p(z,2")ha(g)(2')/ha(q)(2). For the
twisted Green’s function G(z,2") = G(z, 2 )ha(q)(2')/ha(q)(2), the equality
1 -

lim —logG(zo,zn) =0

n—,oo M
follows from the relations (III) and the explicit form of the harmonic function
ha(

The case when lim,, o 2,/n = ¢ € R¥™! x R% and ¢ (d(q)) = 1 is more

a)-

difficult. In this case, we can not use the above arguments because there is no
harmonic functions h satisfying the equality

lim llog(G(zo,zn)h(zn)) = 0.

n—,oo M

Instead, we use Pascal’s method combined with the renewal equation

(1.12) G(z,2n) = Gi(z,2n) + Z Gz, w)p(w, w" )Gy (W', 2p,).
weE\Z4 ' x {0},
w’' €24 xN*
G4 (z,2") denotes here the mean number of visits of the point 2z’ starting from z
before hitting the boundary hyperplane Z¢~! x {0}. Here, the main ideas of our
proof are the following :

For every point ¢ € R~ x R*, the normal cone V(a(g)) is generated by the
vectors v, and ¢ — v, with some uniquely defined v, € R~1 x {0}. In the large
deviation scaling, the point -y, corresponds to an optimal way from 0 to ¢. Because
of the influence of the boundary, the optimal ways are not linear, an optimal way
from 0 to ¢ € R?~! x R?* follows first a linear trajectory on the boundary hyper-
plane R%~! x {0} before hitting the point v, € R¥~! x {0} and next follows another
linear trajectory from 7y, to ¢ in the interior of the half-space.

The right hand side of the renewal equation (L.I2) is decomposed into a principal
part

S9(e, ) = GaeE) ety Z Gz, w)p(w, w )Gy (W', 2,)
weZ T x{0}:|w—g|zn|[<S|2nl,
w’ €247 xN*
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corresponding to the optimal large deviation way to go from 0 to ¢, and the negli-
gible part

G_;,_(Z,Zn)].{,yq?go} + Z G(Z,u})p(w,w/)G_;,_(w/’Zn)-
weZI X {0}:|w—yq|2n |26 2nl,
w’ €247 xN*
Next, for those ¢ € R4~ x R* for which 7, = 0, we obtain (II0) by using the
results of [15]. When v, # 0, the equality (II0)) is obtained from the convergence

G(z,w)/G(20,w) = ha(y,)(2)/ha(y,)(20)

as |w| — oo and w/|w| — 74 We use here the fact that a(vy,) = d(g) and that
74 € R x {0} (recall that for ¢ € R~ x {0}, the equality (LI0) is proved by
using the ratio limit theorem).

Our paper is organized as follows. SectionPlis devoted to the preliminary results.
The harmonic functions of the Markov process (Z(t)) are identified in Section
In Section Ml we prove that our Markov process satisfies strong communication
condition. This property is needed to establish sample path large deviation principle
for the family of scaled processes and also to apply the ratio limit theorem. Section[dl
is devoted to large deviation results. In Section [l we apply large deviation results
to decompose the right hand side of the renewal equation (I.I2]) into a principal
part and a negligible part. Section [7 is devoted to the ratio limit theorem. The
proof Theorem [l is given in Section [’

2. PRELIMINARY RESULTS

Let 7 = inf{t > 1 : Z(t) € Z%! x {0}} denote the first time when the
process Z(t) returns to the boundary hyper-plane Z4~! x {0}. Recall that for
2,2 € 7971 x N¥,

Gi(z,2) = Y P.(Z(t) =72, 7> 1)
t=0
is Green’s function of a homogeneous random walk Z,(t) on Z%~! x N* having
transition probabilities pg(z, z") = u(z’ — 2z) and killed upon hitting the half-space
7371 x (=N). The homogeneous random walk on Z¢ having transition probabilities
ps(z,2') = p(z' — 2), 2,2 € Z¢, and its Green’s function are denoted by S(t) and
Gs(z,2') respectively. On several occasions we will need the following relations.

Lemma 2.1. Under the hypotheses (H1) and (H2), for any a € D
Gi(z,2") < expla-(z—2"))Gs(0,0) Vz,2' € 2971 x N*.
If moreover pg(a) < 1 then also
G(z,72) < expla-(z—2")G(Z, %) Vz,2' € 2971 x N.

Proof. Indeed, for a € D, the exponential function z — exp(a-z) is super-harmonic
for the Markov process Z, (t). By Harnack’s inequality from this it follows that

G4(z,2")/Gs(0,0) Gi(z,2)/Gs(7,2)
Gi(2,2")/G4 (2, 2) = P, (Z4(t) = 2 for some t € N)
(

exp(a- (z —2"))

+
+

IN A
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for all z,2 € Z4~! x N*. Moreover, for those a € D for which pg(a) < 1, the
exponential function z — exp(a - z) is also super-harmonic for the Markov process
Z(t). Hence, using again Harnack’s inequality we obtain

G(z,2")/G(,2") = P,(Z(t) = 2 for some t € N) < exp(a-(z—2))
for all z,2" € Z~! x N. O
Lemma 2.2. Under the hypotheses (HO) and (H1), for any a € D
exp(a- z) if 2 € Z971 x N¥,
exp(@- 2)po(a) if z € Z971 x {0}.
Proof. Indeed, since Z(1) € Z%~! x {0} then for any a € D and z € Z%~! x N
E.(exp(a-Z(1) —a-2); 7 <o) = E.(exp(@-(Z(r) —2)); 7 < )

because according to the definition of the mapping a — @ € d—D (see Section [II),
a-z=7a-zforall z € Z4 1 x {0}. For z € Z4~! x N*, the right hand side of this
equality is equal to the probability that a twisted homogeneous random walk Z (t)
on Z¢ with transition probabilities p(z,2’) = exp(a@- (2’ — z))u(z’ — 2) starting
from z ever hits the hyper-plane Z4~! x {0}. Such a twisted random walk has a
finite variance (this is a consequence of the assumption (H4)) and mean

E.(Z(1)=2) = Y (Z=2)exp@-(z —2))u(z' —2) = Vo(a).

PR

E, (exp(a - Z(1)); T < oo) = {

The last coordinate of V(@) is negative or zero because @ € 9_D. Since u(z) =0
for all z = (x,y) with y < —1, the twisted random walk Z(t) starting at any point
z € %1 x N* hits the hyper-plane Z9~! x {0} with probability 1 and consequently,

(2.1)  E.(exp(a-Z(7)); 7 <o0) = E.(exp(@- Z(7)); 7 <o0) = exp(a- z)
for every z € Z4~1 x N*. Finally, by Markov property, for z € Z4~1 x {0} we get
E.(exp(a- Z(7)); T < 0) = Z p(z, 2 E, (exp(a- Z(1)); 7 < o0)
2! €73~ xXN*
+ Z p(z,2") exp(a - 2)
21€Zd-1x {0}
= ¢o(a)exp(@ - 2).
The last relation is a consequence of (2] and the equality @ - 2z’ = a - 2’ for
2 € 7471 x {0}. O
By strong Markov property Lemma implies that
Corollary 2.1. Under the hypotheses (H0)-(H1), for all a € D, z € Z91 x N,
1—o(@) texp@-z) if po(@) < 1
S G wela-u) — {( Po(@) ™" exp(@-2) if pol@) < 1,
wEdelx{O} +OO Zf <P0(a’) Z 1'
The last statement together with Lemma 2] implies the following estimate for

Green’s function.

Corollary 2.2. Under the hypotheses (HO)-(H2), for any a € D such that p(a) < 1,
2€Z% 1 x N and 2’ € 24" x N*,

(22) G(z,2)/Gs(0,0) < expla- (= — ') + pola)(1 - ¢o(@) " exp(@-z —a- =)
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Proof. Indeed, let a € D be such that (@) < 1. Then for z € Z?~! x N and
2" € 7471 x N*, from the renewal equation

G(z,2') = Gi(z,7) + Z Z G(z,w)po(w,w )Gy (W', 2")
weZI—1x{0} w’'€Zd—1xN*
combined with Lemma 2.7] it follows that
G /
G2 Copla-(z-2) + Y Glawpolw’ - wyexpla- (u — )
Gs(0,0) =
weZ x {0},
w' €z xN*
<epla-(z-2) + pole) 3 Gz w)expla: (w—2))
weZi—1x{0}
and hence, using by Corollary 2] we get (2.2) O

We will need moreover the following consequence of Lemma

Corollary 2.3. Under the hypotheses (H0)-(H/), every point of the set 9_ D\ 9y D
has a neighborhood in which the function a — Eq(exp(a - Z(1)); T < 00) is finite.

Now we obtain an explicit representation of the normal cone V(a) for a € D.
Recall that V (a) is the normal cone to the convex set D = {a € D : ¢o(@) < 1} =
(® x R)N D at the point a € D. 1If the point a belongs to the interior of the set
D then clearly V(a) = {0}. It is sufficient therefore to consider the points on the
boundary 9D of D. According to the definition of the set D, a point a belongs to
the boundary 0D if and only if max{p(a),¢o(@)} = 1.

Lemma 2.3. Under the hypotheses (H0)-(H{), for every a € D,

(2.3)
{e1Ve(a) + c2(Veo (@) + kaVe(@)) - ¢; > 0} if p(a) = po(a@) =1
and a & 0y D
V(a) = {e(Vpo(@) + KaVp(@) : ¢ >0} if p(a) < po(@) =1
and a & Oy D
{eVp(a): ¢>0} if either a € Oy.D
or po(a) < ¢(a) =1
with
_ 9o B) (Dp(a, B))
(2'4) e 98 ( 98 > (a,8)=a '

Proof. Indeed, under the hypotheses (H0)-(H4), the set
DN Dy ={acR?: max{p(a),po(a)} <1}
has a non-empty interior because ¢(0) = ¢o(0) = 1 and

Vo) | Vo) _ m o mo
OO

Since DN Dy € D = (0 x R) N D, the set D has also a non-empty interior and
by Corollary 23.8.1 of Rockafellar [19],

(2.5) V(a) = Vp(a)+ Voxr(a), VYaeD

£ 0.
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where Voyr(a) C R4™1 x {0} is the normal cone to the cylinder © x R at the point
a and

2 = {eVe(a): e 0} ifpa) =1
(2.6) Vp(a) {{0} o

is a normal cone to the set D at the point a. Furthermore, recall that © x {0} is
the orthogonal projection of the set DN Dy onto the hyper-plane R?~! x {0}. since
the orthogonal projection onto the hyper-plane R~ x {0} of the point a € D is
the same as the orthogonal projection of the point @ from this it follows that

Voxr(a) = Vexr(@) = Vbpap,(@) N (Rd_l x {0}) Va € D

where Vpnp, (@) denotes the normal cone to the set D N Dy at the point @ € 9_D.
Moreover, since ¢(@) = 1, using again Corollary 23.8.1 of Rockafellar [19] we get

{c1Vg0(6) + CQV(po(a) e > 0} if QDQ(E)

I o =1,
Voroo (@) = Vb(@)+Vo(@) = {{cw(a); ¢ >0} if o (@) < 1

and hence, for any a € 15,

{e(Vpo(@) + kaVep(@)) : ¢ >0} if po(@) =1 anda ¢ dyD,
Voxr(a) = ¢ {cVep(@): ¢>0} ifaedyD,
{0} if po(a) < 1.

Finally, ifa € D and @ € 8yD then clearly a = @, and consequently, the last relation

combined with (Z8) and (28) prove (Z3)). O

The next Lemma is needed to show that the mapping ¢ — a(q) is well defined.
Lemma 2.4. Under the hypotheses (HO)-(H4), the set

© = {aeR"": inf max{p(a, B po( B)} < 1}

is strictly convex : for any two different points o,/ € © and any 0 < 6 < 1, the
point ag = O + (1 — 0)a belongs to the interior of the set ©.

Proof. The set {a € D : po(a) < 1} = {a € R? : p(a) < 1 and ¢o(a) < 1} is
compact and convex because the functions ¢y and ¢ are continuous and convex
on RY. The set © is therefore also compact and convex because © x {0} is an
orthogonal projection of the set {a € D : ¢g(a) < 1} on the hyper-plane R4~1 x {0}.
Furthermore, remark that © C {a € R?¥™! : infgp(a,B) < 1} and that the
mapping a = («, 8) — « determines a homeomorphism between the set d_ D and
the set {a € R47L, infg ¢(a, B) < 1}. Let a — (a, B,) denote the inverse mapping
to such a homeomorphism. Since for every a € R4~1, the function 8 — po(a, B) is
increasing then a point @ € R4~ satisfying the inequality infs (c, ) < 1 belongs
to the set © if and only if po(a, Bo) < 1 and consequently,

0 = {aeR¥! irﬁlfcp(a,ﬁ) <1and go(a, Ba) < 1}.
Under the hypotheses (H2), the set D is strictly convex because the function ¢ is

strictly convex. The set {a € R?¥! : infgzp(a, 3) < 1} is therefore also strictly
convex and hence, to prove that the set © is strictly convex it is sufficient to show
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that the function o — pg(a, B,) is strictly convex on {a € R~ : infg p(a, 8) < 1}.
For this we use Lemma 221 Recall that by Lemma 2.2] for a = (a, 8,) € - D,

wo(a, Ba) = Eo(exp(a-Z(1)); 7 <o0) = Z Po(X (1) =) expla-z)
x€ZI-1

where 7 is the first time when the process Z(t) = (X (¢), Y (¢)) returns to the bound-
ary hyper-plane Z?~! x {0}. Since under the hypotheses of our lemma, the function
o is finite everywhere on R then the series at the right hand side of the above
relation converge on {a € R4™! : infs p(a, B) < 1}. By dominated convergence
theorem, from this it follows that the function o — ¢g (e, 3, ) is infinitely differen-
tiable on {a € R4~ : infs p(a, B) < 1} and that its Hessian matrix

0% po(a, Pa
Qla) = < go(a B ))
Q;0Q; 1<i,j<d—1
satisfies the equality

E-QE = Y e (6-2)’Po(X(7) =)
z€Zi—1
for any ¢ € R?"! whenever infs p(a, 3) < 1. Since the Markov process Z(t) is
irreducible, then for every non-zero vector ¢ € R4™! there is z € Z4~! such that
(€ 2)?Po(X (1) =) > 0 and consequently, £ - Q(a)¢ > 0. This proves that the
function o — @(a, B4) is strictly convex on the set {o« € R4™1: infg (o, 8) < 1}.
Lemma 2.4 is proved. O

We are ready now to get the following statement.

Lemma 2.5. Under the hypotheses (H0)-(Hj), for every nmon-zero vector q €
RI~1 x Ry, there is a unique point a(q) € D N Oy D for which q € V(a(q)).

Proof. Recall that for @ € D, the vector ¢ belongs to the normal cone V() to the
set D if and only if
(2.7) sup a-q = a-q.

aeD
Since under the hypotheses (H0)-(H4), the set D is compact and non-empty, for
every ¢ € S? there is @ = a(q) € D for which this equality holds. It is clear that

for g # 0, such a point a(q) belongs to the boundary dD of the set D. Moreover,
Lemma 23] shows that for ¢ € R4=1x]0, +oo],

d(q) S D n 8+D
For ¢ € R¥~!1x{0}, a point G = a(q) satisfying the equality (Z7) can be non-unique :
if the equality (Z7)) holds for some @ € 9(D) then
sup a-q = a-q
aeh
for all @ € D having the same first d — 1 coordinates as the point G. Remark
however that for every a € 0D, there is a unique point ¢ € D N0y D with the same
first d— 1 coordinates as the point a¢ and hence without any restriction of generality
we can assume that a(q) € DNoLD.
We have shown that for every non-zero vector ¢ € R~! x R, there is a point
a(q) € DN OyD for which ¢ € V(a(q)). To complete the proof of our lemma it
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is now sufficient to show that such a point is unique. Suppose that there are two
different points a(q),a(q) € D N4+ D for which ¢ € V(a(q)) NV (a(q)). Then
sup a-q = a(q)-q = a(q)-q
acD
and consequently, for every 6 € [0, 1],
sup a-q = (6a(q) + (1 —0)a(q)) - q.
aeD
The last equality shows that the point ag= 6a(q) + (1 — 6)a(q) belongs to the
boundary of the set D and that ¢ € V(ag). Recall now that under the hypotheses
of our lemma, the set D is strictly convex and consequently, for 0 < 6 < 1, the
point ap = fa(q) + (1 — 0)a(q) belongs to the interior of the set D. Hence, the
normal cone Vp(ag) to the set D at the point ag is zero and the normal cone V (ap)
to D at the point ap coincide with the normal cone Vgyxgr(ag) to the set © x R at
ag (this is a consequence of Corollary 23.8.1 of [19]). From this it follows that

(2.8) qe V(aa) = V@X]R(ag) c R4 x {0}

For ¢ € R?1x]0, +o0], the point a(q) = a(q) is therefore unique. For ¢ € R?~! x
{0}, 28)) shows that the first d—1 coordinates of the points ag and ag are the same
for all 0 < 6 < 6" < 1 because by Lemma 2.4] the set © is strictly convex. Letting
6 — 0 and 6’ — 1 we conclude that the first d—1 coordinates of the points a(q)) and
a(q) are the same. This proves that a(q) = a(q) because a(q),a(q) € 0+ D and the
orthogonal projection determines a one to one mapping from 9, D to R¥~'x{0}. O

Lemma 23] and Lemma imply the following statement.
Corollary 2.4. Under the hypotheses (H0)-(H}), for every q € R41x]0, +o0|, the

following assertions hold :

1) there is a unique vector v, € R¥~1 x {0} for which the vector ¢ — -, belongs
to the normal cone to the set D at the point a(q) and 4, ¢ —v4 € V(a(q)).

2) vo (@) = 1 whenever v4 # 0.

3. HARMONIC FUNCTIONS

The harmonic function of the Markov process (Z(t)) are now identified. The
main result of this section is the following proposition.

Proposition 3.1. Under the hypotheses (H0)-(H4), the following assertions hold.
1) A non-negative function h is harmonic for the Markov process (Z(t)) if and only
if there is a positive measure vy, on DN O+ D = (© x R)NdLD such that

(3.1) h(z) = / ha(z) dvp(a), Vz e N* x 2471,
(OXR)NO+ D

2) For every a = (a, ) € (0 x R) N9, D with a € R4 and B € R, the constant
multiples of the function h, defined by ([L8) are the only non-negative harmonic
functions for which
(3.2) sup exp(—a-z)h(z,y) < +oo, Yy € N.

z€ERI-T

3) The constant multiples of the functions h, with a € (© x R)NJ4 D, are the only
minimal harmonic functions of the Markov process (Z(t)).
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In order to prove this result we use the properties of Markov-additive processes.
Recall that a Markov process (A(t), M (t)) on a countable set Z? x E with transition
probabilities p((z,y), (z’,y')) is called Markov-additive if

p((z,9), (")) = p((0,), (2" —2,7))
for all z,2’ € Z%, y,y' € E. The first component A(t) is an additive part of the
process (A(t), M (t)), and M(t) is its Markovian part.

According to this definition, the Markov process Z(t) = (X (¢),Y(t)) is Markov-
additive with an additive part X (¢) taking the values in Z¢~! and Markovian part
Y (t) taking the values in N. Under the hypotheses (H1), its Feynman-Kac transform
matrix P(a) = (P(a,y,y'), v,y € N) with a € R*"! and

Pla,yy') = Eqoy (exp(a- X(1)); Y(1) =)
is irreducible and the limit
1
Ma) = 1imsupﬁlog P (a,y,y)

does not depend on 3,7’ € N (see [21]). The quantity e*(®) is usually called spectral
radius and e~ M) is the convergence parameter of the transform matrix P(a). By
Proposition 3.1 of Ignatiouk [I5], every non-zero minimal harmonic function h of
the Markov process Z(t) is of the form

(3.3) h(z,y) = exp(a - 2)h(0,y), V(x,y) € 2471 x N.

with some o € R9~! satisfying the inequality A(a) < 0. The following lemma
identifies the function @ — A(«).

Lemma 3.1. Under the hypotheses (HO0) — (H4),
(3.4) Ma) = én%logmax{cp(a,ﬁ),cpo(a,B)}, Vo € R4
€

Proof. Remark first of all that for any (a, 8) € R?~! x R, the exponential function
f(y) = exp(By) on N satisfies the inequality

P(a)f(y) = E(O,y)(exp(a'X(1)+ﬁy(1))) < max{go(a, B)v 900(047 B)}f(y) Vy € N.

From this it follows that A(«) < log max{p(a, B), po(a, B)} for all (a, ) € R xR
(see Seneta [21] for more details) and consequently,

@) < inf logmax{e(a, £), ¢o(a £)}, Vo € RN

Furthermore, let 7 denote the first time when the process (Z(t)) hits the boundary
hyperplane Z9=1 x {0}. Then for y,y' > 0, y,3 € N,

. 1
Aa) = limsup - logE g,y (exp(a - X(n)); Y(n)= y')

1
> limsup - log E(o,y) (exp(a X(n));Y(n) =9, 7> n) = éré%log o(a, B)

where the last relation is proved by Lemma 5.1 of Ignatiouk [I5]. For those @ € R4~1
for which the right hand side of ([B.4)) is equal to right hand side of the last relation,
the equality (84]) is therefore verified. Suppose now that

élelﬁmax{so(a,ﬁ),goo(a,ﬁ)} > éIEI%QD(Oé,B)
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In this case, the minimum of the function 8 — max{¢(q, 8), po(c, 8)} is achieved
at a point 5, € R where

o, Ba) = @O(G,Ba) and «, Ba) < 0.

%90(
Under the hypotheses (H0) — (H4), the twisted Markov chain (Y (¢)) on N having
transition probabilities p(y,y’) = Py, y’) exp(Ba(y' —v))/¢(a, Ba) is irreducible
and satisfies the conditions of Foster’s criterion of positive recurrence (see Corol-
lary 8.7 in [20]) with the test function f(y) =y :

Eo(Y(1)) < +oo and E,(Y(1)) = y+ %w(aﬁa) <y, Vy>0.

The Markov chain (Y (¢)) is therefore positive recurrent and consequently,

1
limsup —logp™ (y,5) = 0,  Vy,y €N.
n—oo N
The last relation together with the equality P™ (a,y,y) = 5™ (y,4)(p(a, Ba))"
shows that A(a) = log ¢(e, Bq) from which it follows (B4). O

Lemma Bl proves that A(«) < 0 if and only if a € © and hence, using Proposi-
tion 3.1 of Ignatiouk [I5] we get

Corollary 3.1. Under the hypotheses (H0) — (H4), every minimal harmonic func-
tion h of the Markov process (Z(t)) satisfies the equality B3) with some o € ©.

Now we identify the minimal harmonic functions satisfying the equality (3.3).

Lemma 3.2. Under the hypotheses (H0)-(H4), for every point a = (o, 8) € (O x
R)NO4 D, the constant multiples of h, are the only minimal non-negative harmonic
functions of the Markov process (Z(t)) for which the equality [B3)) holds with a given
a € 0.

Proof. Let a = (o, 5) € (© x R)Nd4 D. Straightforward calculation shows that the
function h, is non-negative and harmonic for the Markov process (Z(t)). Recall
that a non-zero harmonic function h > 0 is called minimal if for any non-zero
harmonic function A’ > 0, the inequality A’ < h implies that A’ = ch with some
constant ¢ > 0. To prove our Lemma it is therefore sufficient to show that if b # 0 is
a minimal non-negative harmonic functions of the Markov process (Z(t)) for which
B3) holds with a given « then

(3.5) h > ch,

with some ¢ > 0. For this we first show that every such a function h # 0 satisfies
the inequality

(3.6) h(z) > h(0)exp(@-z) > 0  forall z € Z4! x N.

Indeed, let h be a non-zero minimal non-negative harmonic functions for which the
equality (3:3) holds with a given a. Then h(z) > 0 for all z € Z9~! x N because
the Markov process Z(t) is irreducible. Moreover, according to the definition of the
mapping a — @, from (B33)) it follows that

(3.7)

h(z) = h(0)exp(a-z) = h(0)exp(@-z) > 0 for any z = (2,0) € 2%~ x {0}.
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Hence, for z € Z3~! x {0} the inequality (B.6)) holds with the equality. Furthermore,
for 7 = inf{t > 0 : Y (¢) = 0}, the sequence h(Z(n A 7)) is a martingale relative to
the natural filtration and h(Z(nA7)) = h(0) exp(a- X (7)) whenever 7 < n. Hence,
for any z = (z,y) € Z97! x N with y > 0 we have

A=) = E.(h(Z(n A7) = h(O)E. (expla- X () 7<n), VneN
and consequently, letting n — oo and using Fatou lemma we obtain
h(z,y) > h(0)E. (exp(a - X(1); T < oo)

The last inequality combined with Lemma 22 proves (3.6)) for z = (z,y) € Z9~!xN
with y > 0. The inequality (30]) is therefore verified.

Recall now that (© x R)NdyD = {a € 01D : po(a) <1} where @ is a point
on the boundary d_ D having the same d — 1 first coordinates as the point a. From
now on the proof of B3] is different in each of the following cases :

— case 1: when ¢o(a) =1,

— case 2: when po(a) < 1.
If pg(a) = 1 then from (L.8) it follows that h,(z) = exp(a - z) for all z € Z9~t x N
and hence, the inequality ([B.6]) proves [B.5]) with ¢ = h(0). For all those a = (o, 8) €
(0 x R) N 94D for which ¢g(a) = 1, Lemma B.2]is therefore proved.

Suppose now that ¢o(@) < 1 and let hy(z) = h(z) — h(0)exp(@ - z). Then
the inequality ([B.6]) shows that the function h. is non-negative, the equality (B
implies that

(3.8) hi(z) = 0,  forany z=(z,0) € Z*! x {0},
and from the equality B3] it follows that
(3.9) hy(z,y) = exp(a - z)h4(0,y), for all z = (z,y) € Z971 x N.

Moreover, straightforward calculations show that for z = (x,0) € Z4~1 x {0},

(3.10) E.(hs(Z(1))) = (1 —o(@))exp(a-2)h(0) > 0, Ve 2zt
and for z = (z,y) € Z%! x N with y > 0,
(3.11)

E.(h4(Z(1)) = h(z) — (@ exp(@- 2)h(0) = h(z) —exp(@- 2)h(0) = hy ()
According to the definition of the Markov process (Z(t)), relations (B.8]) and (311
show that the function h satisfies the equality

(3.12) > uZ = 2)hi(2) = hy(z)  VzeZ'T!x N7,

2/ €221 xN*
and from (BI0) it follows that h4 # 0. Under the hypotheses of our lemma, Propo-
sition 2.1 and Proposition 5.1 of Ignatiouk [I5] prove that the only non-negative

non-zero functions satisfying the equalities (B3]) and (BI2) are the constant multi-
ples of

he s (2) exp(a-z) —exp(@-z) ifa¢ dyD,
a z) =
i y exp(a - z) ifa € 0yD, z = (z,y) € Z¢ x N*.
Hence, hy(7,y) = chq 4 (z,y) for all (z,y) € Z9~ x N* with some ¢ > 0, and
consequently,

h(z) = h(0) exp(a@ - z) + chq +(2) Yz ez x N*,
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To complete the proof of our lemma it is sufficient now to notice that h,(z) =
Cexp(@- z) + hayy(2) with

o {%w(a)/(l—%(a) if a € 9D
(po(a) —@o(@))/(1 — po(@) otherwise
from which it follows that h(z) > min{e, h(0)/C}hq(2). O

Lemma combined with Corollary B] implies the following statement.

Corollary 3.2. Under the hypotheses (H0)-(H4), every minimal harmonic function
of the Markov process (Z(t)) 1is of the form h = ch, with some ¢ > 0 and a €

Proof. To get this statement from Corollary Bl and Lemma [3.2] it is sufficient to
notice that the orthogonal projection onto the hyper-plane R4~ x {0} determines
a homeomorphism from (6 x R) N 9D to © x {0}. O

Proof of Proposition 3.1l The proof of this proposition uses Corollary 3.2 and
the same arguments as in the proof of Proposition 5.1 of Ignatiouk [15]. The main
steps of this proof are the following.

By the Poisson-Martin representation theorem (see Woess [23]), every non-
negative harmonic function of the Markov process (Z(t)) is of the form

h(z) = / K(z,7)dop(v), Vz € 247! x N*
O (241 xN)

with some Borel measure 7, > 0 on the minimal Martin boundary 9,,(Z%~! x N).
Recall that K(z,~) is the Martin kernel of the Markov process (Z(t)), the mapping
v — K(z,7) is continuous on 9,,(Z4~1 x N) for every z € Z4~1 x N and for every
v € Om(Z3! x N), according to the definition of the minimal Martin boundary
(see Woess [23]), the function z — K(z,+) is a minimal harmonic function for the
Markov process (Z(t)) with K(zg,7) = 1. By Corollary B2l we have therefore

K(z,7) = cyha((2) forall z € 2471 x N
with some a(y) = (a(7),B(7)) € (6 x R)N 04D and ¢y = 1/hq()(20). For 2z =
(x0,y0) and z = (z,yo), the mapping

v = K(z7) = exp(a(y) - (& —x0)) > 0

is therefore continuous on 9,,(Z4~% x N*) for any z € Z9~!. This proves that
the mapping v — (%) from 0,,(Z%! x N*) to © is continuous. The mapping
v — a(y) € (© x R)N 9, D is therefore also continuous on d,,(Z%~! x N*) because
the mapping (a, §) — « defines a homeomorphism from (0 x R)Nd; D to ©. From
this it follows that the integral representation (3.1 holds with the positive Borel
measure vy on (O x R) N 94D defined by

(B) = / & din(7)
{y:a(v)€B}

for every Borel subset B C (© x R) N 94+ D. The first assertion of Proposition 3]
is therefore proved.

To prove the second assertion it is sufficient to show that a non-zero harmonic
function h > 0 satisfies (B2 with some a = (a, §) € (© x R) N 94D if and only if

supp(va) = {a}.
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For every a € (© x R) N J4D, the function h, satisfies (8:2)) and is harmonic for
the Markov process (Z(t)). Conversely, if supp(vy,) # {a} for some a = (&, ) €
(© x R) N 94D, then there is an open ball B(ag,¢) in R? centered at some point
ap = (o, Bo) € (0 x R) N 04D and having a radius € > 0 such that v, (B(ag,e) N
(© x R)N 8, D) > 0 and there is xg € Z?~! such that (o — &) - 2o > 0 for all
a = (o, f) € B(ap, ). Using the integral representation (B.I) and Fatou lemma
from this it follows that
sup e *Th(x,y) > limsup e "YTh(nxg,y)

rERI—1 n—00

v

e rop, 1 (0,y) dvy(a)

lim sup /
n—00 B(ao,e)N(O©xR)NI+ D

/ hm en(a—d)'iohm_"_(()’ y) th(a) = +OO
B(ap,e)N(OXR)

No4D n— 00

Y

The second assertion of Proposition [3.1]is proved.

Finally, if a non-negative harmonic function A satisfies the inequality h < h,
for some a € (O x R) N J;1D then for h the inequality (3.2 holds with the same
a and consequently h = ch, for some ¢ > 0. For every a € (0 x R) N d;D, the
harmonic function h, > 0 is therefore minimal and conversely, by Corollary B.2]
every minimal harmonic function of the Markov process (Z(t)) is of the form ch,
with some ¢ > 0 and a € (O x R) N d4D. Proposition Bl is proved.

4. COMMUNICATION CONDITION

Definition : A discrete time Markov chain (Z(t)) on Z¢ is said to satisfy com-
munication condition on E C Z% if there exist > 0 and C > 0 such that for
any z,z' € E there is a sequence of points zg,21,...,2n € E with z9 = 2, z, = 2’
and n < C|2' — z| such that |z; — zi—1| < C and P,,_,(Z(1) = z;) > 0 for all
t=1,...,n.

Proposition 4.1. Under the hypotheses (H0)-(H3), the Markov process (Z(t))
satisfies communication condition on Z%~1 x N.

Proof. Recall that on the half-space Z?~! x N*, the Markov process (Z(t)) be-
haves as a homogeneous random walk (S(t)) on Z? having transition probabilities
p(z,2") = u(2’ — 2). Let (Z,(t)) denote a sub-stochastic random walk on Z4~1 x N*
with transition matrix (p(z,2’) = u(2' — z), 2,2’ € Z%! x N*). Such a Markov
process is identical to the homogeneous random walk (S(¢)) until the first time
when (S(t)) hits the boundary hyperplane Z¢~! x {0} and dies when (S(t)) hits
731 x {0}. By Lemma 4.1 of Ignatiouk [I5], the Markov process (Z(t)) satisfies
communication condition on Z?~! x N* : there exist § > 0 and C > 0 such that for
any z,z € Z%7! x N* there is a sequence of points zo, 21, . .., 2z, € Z% 1 x N* with
20 = 2z, zn, = 2" and n < C|z’ — z| such that

|zi = zi—1| < C  and  pu(z; —zi—1) >0, Vi=1,...,n.

Since the Markov process (Z(t)) has the same transition probabilities on the set
731 x N* as (Z4(t)), we conclude that (Z(t)) also satisfies communication con-
dition on Z%! x N* with the same constants C' > 0 and 6 > 0. Moreover, the
Markov process (Z(t)) is irreducible and its transition probabilities are invariant
with respect to the shifts on z € Z9~1 x {0}. Hence, there are w,w’ € Z4~! x N*
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such that p(z,z + w) = po(w) > 0 and p(z + w',z) = p(—w’) > 0 for all
z € 7471 x {0}. From this it follows that the Markov process (Z(t)) satisfies
communication condition on Z4~! x N with another constants C' = C + |w| + |u/|
and ¢ = min{0, puo(w), u(—w’)} : for any 2,2’ € Z4~1 x N there is a sequence of

points zg, 21, . . ., zn € Z971 x N with 29 = z, 2, = 2/ and n < C'|2’ — 2| such that
|zi —zi—1] < C"and P,, ,(Z(1) =2z;) > 0 foralli=1,...,n where z; = z +w if
2 €74 x {0} and 2,1 = 2’ —w' if 2/ € Z¢71 x {0}. O

5. LARGE DEVIATION ESTIMATES

In this section, we obtain large deviation estimates for Green’s function of the
Markov processes (Z(t)) and (Z4(t)) by using sample path large deviation prop-
erties of scaled processes Z°(t) = eZ([t/e]) and Z5 (1) = €Z([t/c]). Recall that
(Z4(t)) is a sub-stochastic random walk on the half-space Z9~! x N* having tran-
sition matrix

(p(z,2") = p(z' = 2), 2,2 € Z471 x N¥).
The random walk (Z (¢)) is identical to the homogeneous random walk on Z? killed
upon hitting the boundary hyper-plane Z4=1 x {0}.

5.1. Sample path large deviation principle for scaled processes. Before to
formulate our large deviation results we recall the definition of the sample path
large deviation principle.

Definitions : 1) Let D([0,T],RY) denote the set of all right continuous with left
limits functions from [0,T] to R¢ endowed with Skorohod metric (see Billingsley [1] ).
Recall that a mapping Ijo 7 : D([0,T],RY) — [0,+00] is a good rate function on
D([0,T],R%) if for any ¢ > 0 and any compact set V. C R?, the set

{¢ € D([0,T],RY) : ¢(0) €V and Iz (p) < c}

is compact in D([0,T],R%). According to this definition, a good rate function is
lower semi-continuous.

2) For a Markov chain (Z(t)) on E C R? the family of scaled processes (Z¢(t) =
eZ([t/e]), t € [0,T)), is said to satisfy sample path large deviation principle in
D([0,T],RY) with a rate function Ij 7y if for any z € RY

' C e . (e > _ .
(5 1) }gr(l) hgi}(%lf z’EE:|1‘€gf—z\<5€10g]P)Z (Z ( ) < O) - ¢601:gf0):z I[O’T] ((b)’
for every open set O C D([0,T],R), and

5.2 lim limsu su clogP, (Z¢() e F) < — inf 1 .
( ) 60 6*>0p z’GE:\sszz|<§ s ( ( ) ) PEF:¢(0)=2 (0.7] ((b)

for every closed set F C D([0,T],R%).
We refer to sample path large deviation principle as SPLD principle. Inequalities
EI) and (B2) are referred as lower and upper SPLD bounds respectively.
Proposition 4.1 of Ignatiouk [I5] proves that under the hypotheses (H2) and
(H4), the family of scaled processes (Z5 (t) = eZ([t/e]), t € [0,T]) satisfies SPLD
principle in D([0, 7], R?) with a good rate function

fOT(log ©)*(A(t))dt, if ¢ is absolutely continuous and
I ry(9) = o(t) € R x Ry for all ¢ € [0,T],

+00 otherwise
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where (log ¢)* denotes the convex conjugate of the function log ¢ :
(log p)*(v) = sup (a -v —log gp(a)).
a€Rd

The next proposition provides the SPLD principle for the scaled processes Z¢(t).

Proposition 5.1. Under the hypotheses (Hy) — (Hy), for every T > 0, the family
of scaled processes (Z¢([t/e]) = eZ([t/e]), t € [0,T)) satisfies SPLD principle in
D([0,T],R%) with a good rate function

fOT L(o(t), o(t)) dt, if ¢ is absolutely continuous and
Ip(9) = o(t) e R x Ry for all t € [0,T),

+00 otherwise.

The local rate function L(z,v) is defined for every z = (x,y),v € R4™1 x R by the
equality

1 * ‘ 0

Lizv) = (log )*(v) ) ny >

(log max{y,po})*(v) ify=0

where (logmax{p, po})* is the convex conjugate of the function logmax{p,po} :
(log max{e, go})*(v) = sup (a-v—log max{¢(a), po(a)}) -
ac
This proposition is a consequence of the results obtained in [8], [0, 13| 14]. The

results of Dupuis, Ellis and Weiss [8] prove that Ijg 7} is a good rate function on
D([0,T],R%) and provide the SPLD upper bound. Because of the communication
condition, SPLD lower bound follows from the local estimates obtained in [I3], the
general SPLD lower bound of Dupuis and Ellis [10] and the integral representation

of the corresponding rate function obtained in [I4]. For the related results, see also
121 9] 16l 22].

5.2. Explicit form of quasi-potentials. For a given rate function Jjp ] on the
Skorohod space D([0, 7], R?), the quantity

J(g,¢) = inf inf J
(0,¢) = jnf senis po (0,7 ()

$(0)=¢,4(T)=4¢
represents the optimal large deviation cost to go from ¢ to ¢’. Following Freidlin
and Wentzel terminology [I1], such a function I : RY x R? — R, is called quasi-
potential. Borovkov and Mogulskii [4] called this function second deviation rate
function.
In this section, we calculate explicitly the quasi-potentials 1(0,¢) and I (¢, q)

of the rate functions Ijo 1) and [, [J&T] respectively.

Proposition 5.2. Under the hypotheses (H2) and (H4), for any ¢',q € R xR, ,
(5.3) I'(¢',q) = supa-(q—4).
a€D

Proof. Indeed, for any T' > 0 and any absolutely continuous function ¢ : [0, T] —
RI~1 x R, with ¢(0) = ¢’ and ¢(T) = ¢,

g )
Lo, (9) = /0 (log )" (¢(t)) dt > T(log)* (q Tq>
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because the function (logy)* is convex. Since the last relation holds with the
equality for the linear function ¢(t) = t(q — ¢')/T, t € [0, T] we obtain

(5.4) I7(0,q) = jnf T(logep)" <q ;q/) .

Furthermore, under the hypotheses (H2) and (H4), the function log¢ is convex
and continuous on R? and hence, it is a closed convex proper function on R%. By
Theorem 13.5 of Rockafellar [19] from this it follows that the support function of
the set D = {a € R? : logp(a) < 0} is equal to the closure of the positively
homogeneous convex function k generated by (log¢)*. For any v € RY we have
therefore
cl(k)(v) = supa-v

a€D
Moreover, under the hypotheses (H2) and (H4), (logp)* is also a closed convex
proper function on R¢ with

0 < (logp)*(0) = — inf ¢(a) < +oo.

acR4
By Theorem 9.7 of Rockafellar [I9] from this it follows that the positively homoge-
neous convex function k generated by (log )* is closed and for any ¢’q € R4~!x {0},
the quantity k(¢ — ¢’) is equal to the right hand side of (&.4). Hence, for any
¢',q € R x {0},

I'(d,q) = k(g—¢) = dk)(g—¢) = Slelga-(q—d)-

Proposition is therefore proved. O

The next proposition identifies the quasi-potential of the rate function Iy 7.

Proposition 5.3. Under the hypotheses (H0)-(H4), for any non-zero vector q €
R~ x R,

5.5 1(0,q) = inf  1(0,y)+I"(y,q) = sup  a-q
(5:5) 0.9 VGRd*lX{O}( ) 4) ac(OxR)ND

Proof. Indeed, the first equality of (&.3]) holds because for any absolutely continuous
function ¢ : [0, 7] — R?~! x R, with 7 = sup{t > 0: ¢(t) € R~ x {0}}, one has

T T T
Loy () = / L((t), d(t) dt = / L($(t), d(t)) di + / (log )" ((1)) dt
= I[O,T] (¢) + I[J&T_T] (¢‘r)

where ¢ : [0,7] — R91 x R, is the restriction of the function ¢ on [0,7] and
ér 1 [0,T — 7] = R4~ x R, is defined by ¢,(t) = ¢(7 +t) for all t € [0,T — 7).
To get the second equality of (B0 we first notice that for any T > 0 and any
absolutely continuous function ¢ : [0, 7] — R?~! x R, with ¢(0) = 0 and ¢(T) =
v € R4=1 x {0}, the following relations hold

T . T )
Loy () = / L(6(t), (1)) dt > / (log max{g, ¢o})* (1)) dt

> T(log max{p, po})" (7).
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The first inequality holds here because according to the definition of the local rate
function,

L(z,v) > (logmax{p,o})*(v), YveR? zeRI™ xR,

The second inequality is satisfied because the function (log max{p, po})* is convex.
Since these relations hold with the equalities for the linear function ¢(t) = tv/T,
we obtain

_ * l d—1
1(0.7) = inf T(log max{p,eo})’ (), ¥y € R x {0},

and using next the same arguments as in the proof of Proposition we conclude
that

1(0,v) = sup a-y = sup a-7, Yy e R x {0}
a: max{p(a),po(a)}<1 a€DNDg
From the last relation it follows that
1(0,7) = sup a-v, vy e R x {0}
acO®xR

because the set © x {0} is the orthogonal projection of the set D N Dy onto the
hyper-plane R%~! x {0}. Using Proposition [5.3] we obtain therefore

inf 1(0,7) + It (v,q) = inf (sup a-y+supa- q—w)
yERI-1x {0} (©.7) r.4) YERE=Ix {0} \acOXR a€D ( )
Moreover, since for v € R? with a non-zero last coordinate on has

sup a-vy = —+00,
ac€O xR
the infimum over v € R4~1 x {0} at the right hand side of the above relation can
be replaced by the infimum over v € RY. Finally, under the hypotheses (HO)-
(H4), the interior of the set D = (© x R) N D is non-empty and consequently, by
Corollary 16.4.1 of Rockafellar [19],

inf <sup a-’y—l—supa-(q—’y)) = sup  a-q.
YERT \acOXR a€D ac(®xR)ND
The second equality of (&.0)) is therefore proved. O

Corollary 5.1. Under the hypotheses (H0) - (H/), the functions ¢ — I*(0,q) and
q — 1(0,q) are convex and continuous everywhere on R4 =1 x R, .

Proof. Indeed, the equalities (53] and (5.5) show that each of these functions is a
support function of a compact set. From this it follows that they are finite, convex
and therefore continuous on R4~! x R, (]

The next proposition investigates the point where the minimum of the function
v = 1(0,7)+11(v, q) over v € R4~ x {0} is attained. Recall that by Corollary 25|
for every ¢ € R%™! x R, there exists a unique point v, € R x {0} for which the

vectors 74, ¢ — 4 are normal to the set D = (© x R) N D at the point a(q) and the
vector ¢ — 7, is normal to the set D at the point a(q).

Proposition 5.4. For ¢ € R?! x R, the point vy, is the only minimum of the
function v — 1(0,v) + I (v, q) on the hyperplane R¥~* x {0}.
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Proof. Indeed, by Corollary 5.1l the functions v — I(0,7) and v — It(y,q) =
I*(0,q — ) are finite and convex everywhere on R?~! x {0}. The function v —
I(0,7) + It (v,q) is therefore also finite and convex everywhere on R?~! x {0}.
By Theorem 23.5 of Rockafellar [19] from this it follows that I(0,7) + I (v,q)
achieves its minimum over R4~% x {0} at the point 4 € R¥~! x {0} if and only if
the differential d(1(0,%) + I (4,q)) of this function at the point 4 contains zero
vector. Theorem 23.8 of Rockafellar [19] proves that
O(I(0,9) +I"(%,q)) = 0I(0,%) + oI (%,q)
where 91(0,4) denotes the differential of the function v — I(0,v) and &I (¥, q) is
the differential of the function v — I (v, q) at the point v = 4. By Corollary 23.5.3
of Rockafellar [19], from (&3] it follows that ¢ € 9I(0,) if and only if @ € D and
I(0,7) = sup a-y = a-y
a€(®xXR)ND
or equivalently, when the vector - is normal to the set (© x R) N D at the point
a € (© x R)N D. Similarly, from (53) it follows that ' = —a € dI*(v,q) if and
only if @ € D and
I(v,q) = sup  a-(¢g—7) = a(¢—7)
ac(OxXR)ND
or equivalently, when the vector (¢ — ) is normal to the set D at the point a € D.
According to the definition of 74, this proves that the function v — 1(0,7)+I" (v, q)
achieves its minimum over the set R4~ x {0} at the point v, € R4~ x {0}.
Conversely, if the function v — I(0,7v) + It (7, ¢) achieves its minimum over the

set R?~! x {0} at some point 4 € R4~ x {0} then there is a point & € (6 x R)N D
for which the following conditions are satisfied :

— the vector 4 is normal to the set (© x R) N D at the point a,

— the vector (¢ — %) is normal to the set D at the point a,

—and 1(0,3) + I+(7.q) = a-3+alg—7) = a-q.
Moreover, from (&.3)) it follows that

10,9)+1T(%,9) = sup a-q
ac(OxR)ND

and consequently,
sup a-q = a-q
a€(©xR)ND
The last relation shows that the vector ¢ is normal to the set (© x R) N D at the
point @ € (© x R)N D. By Lemma 23] from this it follows that ¢ = a(q). The
vectors 7,4, ¢ — 4 are therefore normal to the set D = (@ x R)N D at the point a(q)
and the vector ¢ — v, is normal to the set D at the point a(¢q). By Corollary [23]

this proves that 4 = ,. ([

5.3. Logarithmic asymptotics of Green’s function. Now, we obtain logarith-
mic asymptotics of Green’s functions G(z,2’) and G1(z,2’) for the Markov pro-
cesses (Z(t)) and (Z4(t)).

Proposition 5.5. Under the hypotheses (H2)-(HJ), for any ¢ € R~ x R, and
any sequences €, > 0 and z, € 741 x N* with lim, €, = 0 and lim,, e 2, = ¢ the
following relations hold

lim e,logG4(z,2,) = —supa-gq.
n—r oo a€D
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Proof. Indeed, let the sequences ¢, > 0 and z,, € 73=1 % N* be such that lim,, &, = 0
and lim, £,2z, = q. Then by Lemma 2.1 for any a € D,

Gi(z,2n) < expla-(z—2,))Gs(0,0), vneN,z €z x N*
and consequently,
nh_)rrgo enlogGy(z,2n) < —a-q Va€D
from which it follows that

lim e,logGy(z,2,) < —supa-gq.

n—oo acD

The inequality
lim e,logG4(z,2,) > —supa-q

n—oo a€D

was proved in Proposition 4.2 of Ignatiouk [15] by using lower large deviation bound
for the scaled processes Z7 (t) = eZ(t/¢) and communication condition. This proof
is quite similar to the proof of the lower bound (&.6) below. O

Proposition 5.6. Under the hypotheses (HO0)-(HJ), for any ¢ € R x R, , and
any sequences €, > 0 and z, € 741 x N with lim, €, = 0, and limy—00 €nsn = g
the following relation holds :

lim e,logG(z,2,) = — sup a-q, Vz e 2471 x N.
n—00 a€(®xR)ND

Proof. Let two sequences &, > 0 and z, € 71 x N be such that lim,, ¢, = 0 and
lim, £,,z, = q. We begin our analysis with the proof of the lower bound

(5.6) lim e,logG(z,2,) > — sup a-q.
=00 a€(®@xR)ND
For this we use the lower large deviation bound and communication condition.
Denote for B € R¢
G(z,B) = Z G(z,2").
z/€BNZ3~1xN
The large deviation lower bound implies that for any § > 0 and T > 0,

liminf elogG(z,e 'B(g,9)) > liminf elogP, (Z.(T) € B(q,9))
n—oo n—r oo

> — ~inf Io.1)(9)
$€D([0,T] R xR): 6(0)=0, ¢(T)EB(g,5)
> — inf Tio,1)(9)
$€D([0, TR xRy ): $(0)=0, (T)=q
from which it follows that
(5.7) lim liminf elogG(z,6 'B(¢,d)) > —I1(0,q)=— sup a-q
6—=0 n—oo a€(®@xR)ND

where the last relation is proved by Proposition 5.3l Moreover, by Proposition F.1]
the Markov process (Z(t)) satisfies communication condition and hence, there are
6 > 0 and C > 0 such that for any 2’,2” € Z%! x N such that 2/ # 2", the
probability that the Markov process (Z(t)) starting at z’ hits z” before the first
return to 2’ is greater than €12 ==l This proves that for any z, 2’ € Z%~! x N and
neN

G(z,2n) > G(z,z’)@c‘z”_zll
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and consequently, for all those n € N for which |q — £,,2,,| < 0, we obtain
G(z,e; B(q,0)) 2C%/= < Z G(z, 2 )9

2/ €Z4-1xN: z'€e;; ' B(q,6)

Card{z € Z*: z € £,'B(q,0)} G(z, z,)

(2061 + 1) G(z, 2,)

A A

The last inequality shows that
lim e,logG(z,2,) > 2C8logf + liminf e logG(z,e ' B(q,0))
n—o0 e—0

and hence, letting § — 0 and using (5.7)), we get (5.6])
To prove the inequality

(5.8) lim e,logG(z,2,) < — sup a-q
n—0o0 a€(OxR)ND

we use Lemma 2 and CorollaryZ2l Fora € D, z € Z4 ' xNand 2’ € Z4~! x {0},
by Lemma 2.T]

G(z,2") < G(Z',2)exp(a-z—a-2') = G(0,0)exp(@-z—a-2").
Moreover, if ¢o(@) < 1 then for z € Z9~! x N and 2’ € Z9~! x N*, by Corollary 2.2
G 2) <exp(a-(z—2) +pola)(l — (@) texp@- -z —a-2).

Gs(o, 0) —
These inequalities show that for any a € D for which ¢o(@) < 1, one has
nlggo enlogG(z,2,) < —a-q.
The last relation proves (5.8)) because (@ x R)N D ={a € D : po(a) < 1}. O

6. PRINCIPAL PART OF THE RENEWAL EQUATION

Recall that the transition probabilities p(z, z’) of the Markov process (Z(t)) are
the same as transition probabilities p(z, z’) = u(z’ — z) of the homogeneous random
walk S(t) on Z4 for z € Z4~' x N}, and that p(z, 2’) = po(z' — 2) for z € Z1 x {0}.
From this it follows that the Green’s function G(z, z’) satisfies the following renewal
equation

(6.1) G(z,2n) = Gi(z,2,) + Z G(z,w)po(w' —w)Gy (W', 2,).
wez~x {0}
w’ €247 xN*
G4 (z,2") denotes here Green’s function of the homogeneous random walk (Z4(t))
killed upon hitting the half-space Z4~1 x (~N) :

Gi(z,7) = ZPZ(Z+(t) =z)= Z]P’Z(S(t) =zi7>1)
t=0 =
where 7 = inf{t > 1: S(t) € Z~! x {0}}.
In this section we show that for a sequence z, € Z4! x N with lim,, |z,| = co
and lim,, z,/|2,| = ¢ € R¥"1x]0, +o0[ the right hand side of the renewal equation
(1) can be decomposed into a main part

Elzz) = Gizozn) Loy + 3. Glrw)uo(w — w)Ga (w20

weZ¥ T x {0},w' €z xN*:
lw—"ql2n|[<6]|2n]
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and the corresponding negligible part G(z, z,) — Z{(z, z,). Recall that v, is a only

vector on the boundary hyperplane R4~! x {0} for which the vectors v, and g — v,

belong to the normal cone V (a(g)) to the set D = {a € D : ¢'a) <1} = (O xR)ND

at the point a(q) and the vector ¢ — 7, is normal to the set D at the point a(g) (see

Corollary 2.4)). By Propositions 5.3 and [5.4] this is also the only minimum of the

function v — I(0,7v) + I (7, q) on the boundary hyperplane R4~ x {0} where
I(Oa q) = I(Oa’}/q) + IJF(’YQ) CI)-

We begin our analysis we the following lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Under the hypotheses (HO0)-(H4),
1(0,7) + I"(7,0) > 0

Inin = inf
YERI=1x{0}: |y]=1

Proof. Indeed, by Corollary 5], the function
v = 1(0,7) + I (7,0) = 1(0,7) + I"(0,~7)
is continuous. To prove our lemma it is therefore sufficient to show that
(6.2) I(0,) + IT(0,—y) >0,  Vy#0.
To prove this inequality let us notice that

1(0,9) + I7(0,—v) = supa-y+supa-(—7)
a€D a€D
> supa-y+supa-(—y) = supa-y — infa-y >0
a€Dh a€h a€h a€D
where the last relation holds with equality if and only if a -+ = 0 for all a € D.
Under the hypotheses of our lemma, for any non-zero vector v € R? there is a € D

for which a -y # 0 because the set D has a non-empty interior (see the proof of
Lemma [2.5]). The inequality (6.2)) is therefore proved. O

Proposition 6.1. Under the hypotheses (H0)-(H4), for any g € SENRY™1x]0, +o0]
§ > 0 and any sequence z, € 7971 x N with lim,, |2,| = co and lim, 2, /|2z.| = ¢,

(6.3) lim EHz,2n)/G(z,2n) = 1, Vz e 2471 x N.

Proof. Let q € Sff NRY1x]0, +o00[ and let a sequence z, € Z%! x N be such that
|2n] = 00 and 2, /|zn| = g as n — oo. Then by Proposition [(5.4]

. 1
lim —
n—v00 |2,

and hence, to get ([63) it is sufficient to show that

logG(z,2,) = — 1(0,q),

1
lim sup P log(G(z,zn) — Ei(2,2)) < — 1(0,q).
n—00 ZTL
By Lemma 1.2.15 of Dembo and Zeitouni [5], for this it is sufficient to prove the
following three inequalities :

1
(6.4) limsup — log G4 (2, z,) < —I(0,q) when ~,#0,

1
(6.5) limsupﬁ log Z Gz, w)po(w' —w)Gi(w',2z,) < —1(0,q)
n oo ZTL
- weZ¥ Tt x {0},w' €Z T xN*:
|w’ —w|>6"|zn |
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and
(6.6)
lim su 1 1 h— ! -
p— log ) Gz w)po (W' — w)Gy (w!, 2) < —1(0,q)
nree |Zn| weZ¥ 1 x {0},w' €27 xN*:

lw—"qlzn|[>6]2nl, \w'—w\gél\zn\

for some ¢’ > 0 small enough.

Proof of ([©4): This relation is a consequence of Propositions 3] B4 and
Namely, Proposition proves that

1
lim —logGy(z,2,) = — I(0,9)

n—00 |z,

and by Propositions [5.3] and (5.4,
I(0,q9) = 1(0,0)+17(0,q) > I(0,7) + 1" (g,9) = I(0,q) when 74 #0.

Proof of ([6.3): For any a € D for which ¢g(a) < 1, with the same arguments as
in the proof of Corollary 2.2l one gets

Z G(Za w),uo (w/ - w)G+ (wlv Zn) exp(a : Zn)

weZ¥ T x {0},w' €247 xN*:
|w' —w|>6" |2y |

< GS(07 0) Z G(Zv w)MO(w/ - w) exp(a ’ ’LU/)

weZ¥ T x {0},w' €z xN*:
|w’ —w|>6" |2y |

Gs(0,0)exp(a - 2)
1—o(a) 2

to(u) exp(a - u).
UEZI=LXN*: |u|>8"|zn|

Hence, the right hand side of (G.5]) does not exceed

1
— lim a-2,/|zn| + ¢ limsup — log E po(u) exp(a - u)
n—00 R— o0 R
u€Z4=1xN: |u|>R
where
1
li}r%n_)sotip = log E wo(z)expla-z) = —oo

2€ZI=1xN: |z|>R

because under the hypotheses (H4), the function a’ — @g(a+a’) is finite everywhere
in R, Relation (6.5]) is therefore proved.

Proof of (6.6): Lemma 2.1] proves that for any w € Z4=1 x {0}, w’ € Z4~! x N*
and a,a’ € D with (@) <1 and |w' — w| < §'|z,],

G(z,w)Gy (W, 2z,) < G(w,w)Gs(0,0)exp(@- (z —w) +a’ - (W — 2,))
where G(w,w) = G(0,0) and
a-z+ad (W —z)=a-z2+d - (w—qlz|) +d'(glzn] — 2n) + d' (W' — w)
<clz| + c‘q|zn| — zn| + &'c|zn]
with ¢ = maxqep |a|]. Moreover, according to the definition of the mapping a — @,

a-w=a-w
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because w € Z4~! x {0} and consequently,
G(z,w)Gy (W', 2,) < G(0,0)G5(0,0) exp(—a-w —a’ - (q]zn] — w))
x exp(clzn — qlzn|| + clz] + d'cl2al)

Since the last inequality holds for arbitrary a’ € D anda € D = {a € D : p(a@) < 1},
using Propositions and we get

G(Za w)GJr (w/a Zﬂ) < G(Ov O)GS(Ov 0) GXp(—I(O, w) - I+(’UJ7 Q|Zn|))
x exp(clzn — qlzn|| + clz] + 8"c|zn)
from which it follows that

Z G(Za w),UJO (’UJ/ - w)GJr (w/a Zﬂ)
weZ¥ ™ x {0},w' €27 xN*:
8lznl<|w—"qlznl|<Rlznl, |0’ —w|<8|2n]
< Z G(0,0)Gs(0,0) exp(—1(0,w) — I (w,q|za]))
weZ 1t x{0}:
Olzn | <|w—7ql2n||<R|2n],

x exp(c|zn — qlznll + clz| + &'clzn])

and consequently,

. 1
lim sup — log E Gz, w)po(w' — w)Gy (W', 2,)
n—00 |Z"| d—1 I emd—1 %
wEZ x{0},w' €Z xN*:
Slzn|<|w—7qlzn||<Rlznl, |w' —w| <820

< limsup ¢log Z exp(—1(0,w) — I (w,q/e)) + o’
€0 weZ¥ ™ x{0}: s<|ew—v4|<R,

< — inf I(0,7) + I (v,q)) + cd’

N 'yGRd*IX{01}1¢15<I’Yr’Y\SR( 0.7 () e
where the last relation holds because the number of points w € Z4~! x {0} satisfying
the inequality § < |ew — 4| < R does not exceed (1+2R/e)? and for each of them,
I(0,w) + I (w,q/e) = e Y(1(0,7) + I (v,q)) with v = ew. Recall now that the
function v — I(0,~)+1I% (v, q) is convex and continuous on R?~! x {0}, the point -,
is the only minimum of this function at R%~! x {0} and 1(0,v,) + I*(7,) = 1(0,q)
(see Corollary [5.1] and Propositions 5.3 and [B.4]). This proves that

inf (1(0,7) +I*(v,9) = (1(0,7) + I'"(v,9))

inf
yeRY 1 x {0}: YERI=Ix{0}: 0<]vqg—|
0<|vq—7I<R

> 1(0,74) + I (7g,9) = 1(0,q).
and consequently, for any R > 6 > 0 and §’ > 0 satisfying the inequality

0<6/< 'f IO, +I+ , _IO,
O eri ik (B sy OV T 000) = 10 0)

we get

1
lim sup — log Z G(z,w)po(w' —w)Gy (W', z,) < —I(0,q).

n—oo Z’Il
|2l weZ¥ T x {0},w' €z xN*:
Slznl<|w—"ql2nl|<R|znl, |0 —w|<8|2n]
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Now, to complete the proof of (6.6 it is sufficient to show that there is R > 0 such
that

(6.7)
. 1 !/ /
lim sup — log E G(z,w)po(w" — w)G4 (W', z,) < —1I(0,q).

n—oco |Zn
|2l weZ¥ T x {0},w' €27 xN*:
lw="qlzn||>R|znl, \w'—w\gél\zn\

To get this inequality we use again Lemma 2] combined with Propositions [5.2]
and[5.3: for any a,a’ € D, w € Z971 x {0} and w’ € Z9~! x N* with ¢(a) < 1, and
|lw —w'| < §|zy|, from Lemma [ZT]it follows that

G(z,w)Gy (W', 2,) < G(w, w)Gs(0,0)exp(@- (z —w) +a' - (W — 2z,))

= G(w,w)Gs(0,0)exp(—a-w+ad w+a-z+ad (v —w—2,))
< G(w,w)Gs(0,0)exp(—a-w+a' - w+ c|z] + (1 + 6")c|zn|)
(

with ¢ = maxuep |a| and G(w,w) = G(0,0). Using therefore Propositions
and [5.3] we obtain

G(z,w)Gy (W', 2,) < G(0,0)G5(0,0) exp(—1(0,w) — IT(0, —w))
x exp(c|z| 4+ ¢(1 4+ 8")|zn])

from which it follows that

’ /
E G(z,w)up(w' — w)G4 (W', z,)
weZaI™ x {0},w' €z xN*:
lw—"glzn||>Rlznl, |w'—w|<8|2n]

< Z G(0,0)Gs(0,0) exp(_l(()?w) - I+(07 _w))
wGZdilx{O}: [lw—>q|2n||>R|zn|,
x exp(c|z| + c(1 + §8')|znl)
and consequently,
1
lim sup o log Z Gz, w)po(w' — w)Gy (W', 2,)

n—oo
weZa¥™ 1 x {0},w' €z xN*:
[w=>ql2zn||>R|zn], |w/—w|§6/|zn|

< limsup €log Z exp (—1(0,7/e) = IT(0,—v/e)) + (1+&)e.

S0 Jeemi=1x{0}: [y—val >R
Remark finally that
100,7/2) + %0, =v/¢) = (100,7/W) +T*(0, =7/ hl/e = Tminll/e
where by Lemma [6.1]
Lin = inf 1(0,7) + I (0, —y) > 0.
. S (0,7) 0,—)

This proves that the right hand side of (6.7]) does not exceed
limsup elog Z Card{y € eZ: n < |y| < n+ 1} exp(—Lninn/e) + (1 +&')c

=0 n>R=|,|
<limsup elog Z (1+2(n+1)/e)4 Lexp(—Lnmn/e) + (1+68)c
=0 n>R= |

< —Imin(R—|ygl) + (1 +8')e.
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The inequality (6.7) holds therefore for R > |y4| + (1 +¢")c + 1(0,q))/Imin. O

7. RATIO LIMIT THEOREM FOR MARKOV-ADDITIVE PROCESSES

In this section we recall the ratio limit theorem for Markov-additive processes.
A Markov chain Z(t) = (A(t), M(t)) on Z?~! x N with transition probabilities
p((z,y), (2,y)) is called Markov-additive if

p((,y),(@,y) = p((0,y), (=" —=2,y))

for all z,2" € Z4~1, y,y' € N. A(t) is an additive part of the process Z(t), and
M (t) is its Markovian part. The Markovian part M (t) is a Markov chain on N with
transition probabilities

pu(y,y) = Y p((0,9),(z,9)).
z€Zi—1
The assumption we need on the Markov-additive process Z(t) = (A(t), M (t))
are the following.
(A1) There exist # > 0 and C' > 0 such that for any 2,2’ € Z97! x N there is
a sequence of points zg, z1,...,2p, € Z9 ' x N with 2y = 2, 2z, = 2’ and
n < C|z’ — z| such that

|zi — zi—1| < C  and  P,,_,(Z(1)=2;) >0, Vi=1,...,n.
(A2) The function

Pla) = ezsdung E, (exp(a (Z(1) - z)))

is finite everywhere on R%.
(A3) Up to multiplication by constants, there is a unique positive harmonic func-
tion h of the Markov process Z(t) = (A(t), M(t)) such that
(7.1) sup h(z,y) < oo.
z€ZI—1

Remark that the Markov-additive process Z(t) = (A(t), M (t)) is not necessarily
stochastic : in some points z = (z,y) € Z9! x N, the transition matrix can be
strictly sub-stochastic. When the Markov-additive process Z(t) = (A(t), M(t)) is
stochastic, the last assumption means that the only positive harmonic functions
h:Z% ' x N — R, satisfying (Z.I)) are constant.

If the assumption (A1) is satisfied then there is a bounded function ng : N — N*
such that for any z = (x,y) € Z¢! x N,

P ((2,y), (x,9)) > 670 >0
and hence, there is k € N* (for instance, k = n! with n = max, ng(y)) such that
p) (z,z) > gF, Vze Z47 x N
Let k be the greatest common divisor of the set of all integers k > 0 for which

. k
et P2 > 0
then from (A3) it follows that
(A3’) Up to multiplication by constants, there is a unique positive harmonic func-
tion h of the Markov process Z(t) = (A(t), M(t)) satisfying the equality
h(z + kw) = h(z) for all z € Z4' x N and w € Z%~* x {0}.
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We will use the following property of Markov-additive processes. G(z, z’) denotes
here Green’s function of the Markov process Z(t) = (A(t), M (t)).

Proposition 7.1. Let a Markov-additive process Z(t) = (A(t), M(t)) be transient
and satisfy the hypotheses (A1), (A2), (A3). Suppose moreover that a sequence of
points z, € Z' x N is such that |z,| — co and

1
lim inf —logG(zo,zn) > 0.
n—oo |z
Then

lim G(z,2,)/G(2,2,) = h(z)/h(z")

n—r oo

for all z,2' € 73! x E.

For a Markov-additive processes Z(t) = (A(t), M(¢t)) with a one-dimensional
additive part and for 2z, = (n,y) with a given y € N, this property was obtained by
Foley and McDonald [6]. In the present setting, under the hypotheses (A1), (A2)
and (A3’), the proof of this proposition is given in [15].

8. PROOF OF THEOREM [I]

Under the hypotheses (H1)-(H4), the interior of the set D = {a € D : @g(a) < 1}
is non-empty because ¢(0) = po(0) =1, Vp(0) = m # 0 and

Vo) | Veo(0) - m  mo 40

Vo)~ [Veo(0)]  [m] — |mol
From this it follows that Card ((©@ x R)N9dyD) > 1 because the orthogonal
projection of the set {a € D : ¢g(a) < 1} on the hyper-plane R~! x {0} is
homeomorphic to the set (O x R) N 94D where

© = {a e R"": inf max{p(a, B), po(a, B)} < 1}.
BER

By Proposition 3.1 this proves that there are non-constant non-negative harmonic
functions and consequently, by Theorem 6.2 of [21I], the Markov process Z(t) is
transient. The first assertion of Theorem [Iis therefore proved.

To prove the second assertion we have to show that

(8.1) ILm G(z,2n)/G(20, 2n) = ha(g) (2)/ha(q) (20), VzeZ4t xN.

for any non-zero vector q € Si, and any sequence of points z, € Z%~! x N with
lim;, s 00 |2n| = +00 and limy, o0 2n/|2n| = ¢. The proof of ([B1]) is different in each
of the following cases :

— Case 1: g € R¥1 x {0},

~ Case 2: g € R x R%, and ¢g(a(q)) < 1,

~ Case3: g€ R x RY, oa(g)) =1 and v, #0,

Case 4 : g € RI! x R, wo(a(g)) =1 and v, =0,

Recall that a = a(q) is the only point of the set (@ xR)Nd4 D for which ¢ € V(a)
(see Lemma 2.5]). We denote by V(a) the normal cone to the set (O x R) N D at
the point a. By Lemma[2Z3] for every a € (© x R)NJ; D,

V(a) = Vp(a)+ (Vp(@) + Vb, (@) N (R x {0})
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where @ is the only point in the boundary d_D = {a € 9D : Vp(a) € R x R_}
which has the same orthogonal projection to the hyper-plane as the point a,

Vb(a) ={cVyp(a) | c = 0}
is the normal cone to the set D at the point a and
Vprp, (@) = V(@) + Vp, (@) = {c1 V(@) + c2Vipo(@) | c1,c2 = 0}

is the normal cone to the set D N Dy at the point @. For ¢ € R?~! x R?% , according
to Corollary 2.4]

7 € (Vo(@(@) + Vo, (@(@) ) n (R x {0})

is the only vector at the hyper-plane RY~1 x {0} for which ¢ —~,,v, € V(a(q)) and
q¢— 4 € Vb(a(g)). By Lemma 23] for v, # 0 we have therefore

(8.2) a(q) = a(vq) = alg = 7q)-
Recall finally that for every a € (© x R) N 94D,
(8:3) @ =1 and go(@ <1

because @ € 9D C 9D according to the definition of the mapping a — @, and
@ € Dy according to the definition of the set ©.

Case 1 : To get (BJ) in this case we combine the ratio limit theorem and
the method of the exponential change of measure : Proposition [l is applied for a
twisted Markov process Z (t) on Z4~! x N having transition probabilities

Pz, 2) = exp(a-(z' = 2))p(z,7)

{exp (a- (2 —2))po(2' — 2) if z € Z4=1 x {0}

(8.4) - exp(a- (2 —2)pu(z' —2) if z € Z¥71 x N*

with @ = a(q). The infinite matrix (p(z,2’), 2,2’ € Z%! x N) is substochastic

because ¢(a(g)) = 1 and po(a(q)) <1 (see B3)). Green’s function G(z,2') of the
twisted Markov process Z(t) satisfies the equality

(8.5) G(z,72") = G(z,2')exp (@ (2" — z)) , Vz,2' € 27 x N

and hence, using Proposition we get

1 ~ S 1
liminf —— log G(z,2,) = a(q)-q+ lirginf —log G(z, zn,)

n—oo |2y |2n|
(8.6) ~ (@@ - a(@)) ¢ = 0

where the last relation holds because ¢ € Z9~! x {0} and the orthogonal projections
of the points a(q) and a(q) on the hyper-plane R4~! x {0} are identical according
to the definition of the mapping a — @. Furthermore, we have to check that
the twisted Markov-additive process Z(t) satisfies the hypotheses (A1),(A2) and
(A3) of Section Ml For this we first notice that the Markov process Z(t) satisfies
communication conditions (A1) because of PropositionE1l: for any z, 2’ € Z4~1 xN*
there is a sequence of points zg, 21,...,2n € 741 x N* with 29 = 2, 2, = 2’ and
n < C|z’ — z| such that and

|zi —zi1| < C  and P, (Z(1)=2z) > 0, Vi=1,...,n.
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For the twisted Markov process Z(t) we have therefore

P., ,(Z(1) =z;) > exp (—d(q) (2 — zi_l)) 0 > exp (—C }@D 0,

for all i = 1,...,n and consequently, Z(t) also satisfies communication condi-
tion (Al). Next, we remark that by Proposition Bl the constant multiples of
the function hg(,) are the only non-negative harmonic functions of the Markov
process Z(t) for which

sup exp(—a(q) - z)h(z,y) < +oo,  VyeN
rcRd—-1

where &(q) denotes the d — 1 first coordinates of the point a(gq). The constant
multiples of the function

h(z) = exp(=alg) - 2)ha(q) ()
are therefore the only non-negative harmonic functions of the twisted Markov pro-
cess Z(t) for which

sup h(z,y) < +oo Vy € N.
z€eR4—1

Finally, the function

sup E.(exp(a- (Z(1) - 2)) = max {p(a+a(@),po(a+a(@) |
z€Z4—1xN

is finite everywhere on R? because of the assumption (H4). The twisted Markov

process Z(t) satisfies therefore the hypotheses (A1),(A2) and (A3) of Section [1

Using Proposition [[T] together with (86l we get

lim G(z,2,) /G (20, 2n) = h(2)/h(z0), VzeZd™l xN
and hence, using again (B3] we obtain (&1]).

Case 2 : Suppose now that ¢ € R¥™! x R* and ¢ (d(q)) < 1. Here, we apply

Proposition [[1] for a twisted Markov process Z (t) having transition probabilities
P(z,2") = p(2,2)ha(q)(2')/ha(q)(2) and Green’s function

(8.7) G(z,2") = G(z,2')ha() (2') /haca) (2).

Such a Markov process is usually called h-transform of the original Markov process
Z(t). Tt is Markov-additive as well as the Markov process Z(t) because the harmonic
function hg(q) satisfies the equality ha(q)(2,9) = hag)(0,y) exp(a(q) - x) for all
(z,y) € 297! x N. Using quite the same arguments as in the previous case one
can easily show that the new Markov-additive process Z(t) satisfies the conditions
(A1),(A2) and (A3) of Section[7l The last condition (A3) is satisfied here with the
constant harmonic function h(z) = 1. Moreover, from the explicit representation
(LIT) of the harmonic function hs(g) it follows that

1 R
Jim =rloghagg (=) = (@) g

and hence, by Proposition 56

lim inf — logG(z zn) = a(q)- q+11m1nf

log G(z,2,) = 0.
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Using Proposition [[.T] we conclude therefore that
lim G(z,2n)/G(20,2n) = 1, VzeZ¥l xN
n—oo

and using next [87) we get (B1)).

Case 3 : Suppose now that ¢ € R4~ x R, o (d(q)) = 1 and v4 # 0. Recall
that in this case,

(8.8) haq)(2) = exp (@ : z) , VzeZ¥l xN.

Here, we can not use the above arguments because ([8.6]) does not hold and there
is no harmonic function satisfying the equality (871). To prove [BI]) for such a
vector ¢ € R4™1 x R* we use Proposition which proves that for any § > 0 and
z€ 7% x N,

(8.9) G(z,2p) ~ E}(z,2n) asn— o0
where
(8.10) El(z,z,) = Z Gz, w)po(w")Gy(w+w', z)

weZ™ 1 x{0}: [w—>q|2zn||<|2n ]9,
w'€Z4T X N*

In Case 1 , we have already proved that for all z, 29 € Z%~ ! x N,
G(z,w)/G(z0,w) = ha(y)(2)/hacy)(2")

when |w| — oo and w/|w| — /|| € R~ x {0}. For any o > 0 there are therefore
ne > 0 and 6 > 0 such that

(1 = 0)ha(y,) (2)/haty) (20) < G(z,w)/G(z0,w) < (14 0)ha(g)(2)/ha(g)(20)

whenever |w — v4|2n|| < 0|2n| and n > n,. Using these inequalities in (8I10) we

obtain
ha Ej (2, zn hg,
(1-0) (v) (2) < N¢AZ) < (1+0) () (%)
ha(yg)(20) — E5(20,2n) ha(vy) (20)
for all n > n,. Next, letting n — co and using (89) we get
h[z z Eq s ”n G s AN
(1—0)M < hminf,j(ziz) ~ Jliminf SG:2n)
Pa(yg)(20) n—oo E§(20, 2n) n—oo G(z0,2n)
. G(Za Zn) . =5 (Zv Zn) h@(V )(Z)
< limsup ————4% = limsup=—2—""% < (1+4+0)—%~
nﬁoop G(20, zn) nﬁoop E3(20, zn) ( )h&(,yq)(zo)
and finally, letting 0 — 0 we conclude that
nll)ngo G(z,2n)/G(20,2n) = h&(vq) (Z)/hd(vq) (20)-
The last relation combined with (82) proves ([B1]).
Case 4 : Suppose finally that ¢ € RY"1x]0,4+o0[, o (d(q)) = 1 and

vq = 0. Here, the harmonic function h, (g is defined by (88). Since in this case
©0 (d(q)) = ¢ (d(q)) = 1 then without any restriction of generality we can

assume that

(8.11) a(q) = 0.




MARTIN BOUNDARY OF A REFLECTED RANDOM WALK ON A HALF-SPACE 35

Otherwise, all the arguments below can be applied for the twisted Markov process

having transition probabilities (84 with a = a(g). So to get (81) we have to prove
that

(812) hm G(Za Zn)/G(Zlv Z'n,) =1 fOI‘ 3,11 zZ, Z/ e Zdil X N
n— o0

We first prove this relation for the case when 2’ — z € Z4~1 x {0}. For this we
combine Proposition and the results of Ignatiouk-Robert [15]. Recall that

G(z,2n) = Gi(z,2n) + Z Gz, w)po(w")Gy(w+w', z)
weZI—1x{0},w’/€Z4—1 xN*

where G (z,2") is Green’s function of the homogeneous random walk Z(¢) on
73! x N* having transition probabilities p(z,2’) = u(z — 2’) which is killed upon
hitting the boundary hyper-plane Z?~! x {0}. By Proposition 6.1, when n — oo,

G(z,2n) ~ El(z,2n) = Gy (z,20) + Z Gz, w)po(w )Gy (w+ w', zy,)
weZ¥ 1 x {0},w' €z xN*:
lw|<6|zn]

and for any 2’ = z + u with u € Z4~1 x {0},

G, zn) = G(z,2n —u) ~ El(z, 2, — u)

where
=4 - / /
S(rzn—w) = Gi(rzn—w)+ S Gz we(w)Gy (w+ !, 2 — )
weZ¥ T x {0},w' €z xN*:
|w|<8|zn]
(8.13) = Gi(z+u,z,)+ Z G(z,w)po(w") Gy (W' + u, 2, — w)
weZ¥ 1 x {0},w' €z xN*:
|w|<6zn]

Theorem 1 combined with Proposition 2.1 of Ignatiouk [I5] proves that for all
wo, w” € 741 x N*,

Gy (w",v) _, exp(a(g) -w") —exp(a(q) - w")

G (wo,v)  exp(a(q) - wo) — exp(a(q) - wo)
as [v] — oo and v/[v] = ¢ € R¥71x]0,+ocf, v € Z4~1 x N*. Recall that a(q)
denotes the unique point on the boundary 9D of the set D = {a: ¢(a) < 1} where
the vector ¢ is normal to D. In our case ¢ = ¢ — 4 and by Corollary [2.4] the vector
¢ — 7y, is normal to the set D at the point a(¢q). Hence a(q) = a(q) and according
to our assumption (&I,

from which it follows that

Gy (w",v)/G (wo,v) = (exp(a(q) - w') — 1)/(exp(a(q) - wo) — 1)
as |v| = oo and v/[v| — ¢ € R¥"1x]0,+oo[, v € Z?~! x N*. In particular, for
u € Z471 x {0}, from the definition of the mapping a — @ it follows that

a(q) -u=alq)-u=0
and consequently,

(8.14) i G+ U z)

=1 Vz e 241 x N*.
n—oo Gy (2,2n) ’ °c 8
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Moreover, by Lemma 4.1 of Ignatiouk [I5], the Markov process (Z,(t)) satisfies
communication condition on Z%~1 x N* : there exist 0 < # < 1 and C' > 0 such that
for any wo,w” € Z4 1 x N* there is a sequence of points wy,...,w, € Z41 x N*
with w, = w” and n < C|w” — wp| such that

|lw; —w;—1| <C  and  plw; —w;—1) >0, Vi=1,...,n.

The probability that the Markov process Z, () starting at wg ever hits the point
w” is therefore greater than ™ > §C1wo—"l which implies that

Gy (w',0) /G (wp,v) < = Clwo="]

for all v,w”,wy € Z%~! x N*. Since the exponential functions are integrable with
respect to the probability measure p, by dominated convergence theorem from this
it follows that

(8.15)

G’ +u,0) explalg) - (' +u) — 1
n =+ ) /
W) ————— — w -
2. () Gy (wo,v) 2w exp(a(q) - wo) — 1

w’ €Z4—1 xN* w’ €Z4—1 xN*

as [v| = oo and v/[v| = q¢ € R471x]0, +oo[, v € Z4~1 x N*. Remark finally that
the right hand side of the above display is equal to

,exp(alg) - w') — 1 wolalg)) — 1
2 molw exp(a(q) -wo) — 1 exp(alg) - wo) — 1

w’ €Z4—1xN

because d(q) = 0 and according to the definition of the mapping a — @,

alq) - w=a(q) - w
for all w € Z3~! x {0}. Using therefore (814) and (8I5) with v = 2, — w for the
right hand side of (8I3) we obtain

wola(q)) — 1

Zjezn—u) ~ Gelzzm)t Y Gl w)Glwoz—w)

weZI=1x{0}: |w|<b|zn|

when n — oo and 6 — 0. Since the right hand side of the last display does not
depend on u € Z4~1 x {0} this proves that

=q . =q B
lim liminfw — lim hmsupw _ 1

§—0 n—oo :.5(2’, Zn) =0 nooo »—45(27 Zn)

for all u € Z4~! x {0}. The equality 8I2) for z € Z?~! x N and 2’ = z + u with
u € 7471 x {0} follows now from Proposition [6.11

Next, we prove ([8I2) for arbitrary z,z’ € Z?~! x N. Recall that by Proposi-
tion ELT], the Markov process (Z(t)) satisfies communication condition on Z4~1 x N
and consequently, there are 0 < § < 1 and C > 0 such that for any z, 2’ € Z91 x N,
the probability that the Markov process (Z(t)) starting at z ever hits the point 2’
is greater than 6C17=='l | From this it follows that

0°15=*1 < G(z,20)/G(2,2n) < 6 C1=

for all z, 2" € Z9~'xNand n € N. Since under the hypotheses (H4), the exponential
functions are integrable with respect to the probability measures p and pg, by
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dominated convergence theorem we conclude that for any sub-sequence ny for which
the sequence of functions

Kﬂ(z) = G(Z,an)/G(Zo,an)

converge point-wise, the limit

K(z) = lim K, () > e~ 01zl

is a harmonic function for (Z(¢)). Remark now that K(z9) = 1 and
(8.16) K(z+u) = K(2) VzeZd x N, uezit x {0}

because (8I2) is already proved for 2’ = z +u with u € Z9~! x {0}. This implies
that K(z) = 1 for all z € Z9~ x N because by Proposition Bl the only non-
negative harmonic functions satisfying the equality (8I0]) are the constant multiples
of the function hs(4)(2). These arguments prove that the sequence of functions K,
converge point-wise to the function K because the function K does not depend on
the sub-sequence ny. The equality (812)) is therefore proved.
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