arXiv:2002.01422v2 [math.PR] 16 Aug 2020

On Feller and Strong Feller Properties and Irreducibility of
Regime-Switching Jump Diffusion Processes with Countable
Regimes*

Khwanchai Kunwai and Chao Zhu

Department of Mathematical Sciences, University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee, Milwaukee, WI
53201, USA, kkunwai@uwm.edu, zhu@uwm.edu

January 1, 2022

Abstract

This work focuses on a class of regime-switching jump diffusion processes with a countably
infinite state space for the discrete component. Such processes can be used to model complex
hybrid systems in which both structural changes, small fluctuations as well as big spikes coexist
and are intertwined. The paper provides weak sufficient conditions for Feller and strong Feller
properties and irreducibility for such processes. The conditions are presented in terms of the
coefficients of the associated stochastic differential equations.
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1 Introduction

Motivated by the increasing need of modeling complex systems, in which both structural changes
and small fluctuations as well as big spikes coexist and are intertwined, this paper continues the
study on regime-switching jump diffusion processes with countable regimes. Our focus is on Feller
and strong Feller properties and irreducibility for such processes. We provide weak sufficient con-
ditions for Feller and strong Feller properties and irreducibility.

Roughly speaking, a regime-switching jump diffusion process can be considered as a two com-
ponent process (X(t), A(t)), an analog (or continuous state) component X (¢) and a switching (or
discrete event) component A(t). The analog component models the state of interest while the
switching component can be used to describe the structural changes of the state or random en-
vironment or random factors that are not represented by the usual jump diffusion formulation.
For instance, a regime-switching Black-Scholes model is considered in Zhang (2001), in which the
continuous component X (¢) models the price evolution of a risky asset and the switching compo-
nent A(t) delineates the overall economy state. Regime-switching jump diffusion is also used in
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mathematical biology such as the recent paper Tuong, Nguyen, Dieu & Tran (2019), in which a
stochastic SIRS model subject to both white and color noises is analyzed. We refer to Mao & Yuan
(2006), Shao (2015a,b), Shao & Xi (2014), Yin & Zhu (2010) and the references therein for more
work on regime-switching jump diffusions and their applications.

In the theory of Markov processes and their applications, dealing with a Markov process £(t)
with £(0) = z, for a suitable function f, often one must consider the function P, f(z) := E;[f(£(%))]-
Following Dynkin (1965), the process £(t) is said to be Feller if P, f is continuous for any ¢ > 0 and
limy g P, f(x) = f(x) for any bounded and continuous function f and it is said to be strong Feller
if P,f is continuous for any ¢ > 0 and any bounded and measurable function f. This is a natural
condition in physical or social modeling: a slight perturbation of the initial data should result in
a small perturbation in the subsequent movement. In addition, Feller and strong Feller properties
are intrinsically related to the existence and uniqueness of an invariant measure of the underlying
process; see, for example, Meyn & Tweedie (1992, 1993a,b).

While Feller and strong Feller properties for regime-switching (jump) diffusion processes have
been investigated in the literature, this paper makes substantial improvements over the literature.
It presents weak local non-Lipschitz conditions for Feller and strong Feller properties. A standing
assumption in the literature (such as Nguyen, Yin & Zhu (2017), Shao (2015b), Xi & Zhu (2017),
Yin & Zhu (2010)) is that the coefficients of the associated stochastic differential equations are
(locally) Lipschitz. While it is a convenient assumption, it is rather restrictive in many applications.
For example, the diffusion coefficients in the Feller branching diffusion and the Cox-Ingersoll-Ross
model are only Hélder continuous. For another example, many control and optimization problems
often require the handling of systems where the (local) Lipschitz condition is violated. Motivated
by these considerations, this paper further improves the results in the recent paper Xi, Yin & Zhu
(2019) by presenting weak non-Lipschitz conditions for Feller and strong Feller properties. The
sufficient conditions are spelled out in Theorems 1.4 and 1.7. While certain technical aspects of the
analyses are similar in both papers, the assumptions on the coefficients of the associated stochastic
differential equations in this paper are substantially weakened; see Remarks 1.5 and 1.8 for details.
It is also worth mentioning that the sufficient condition for strong Feller property in Theorem 1.7 is
inspired by Priola & Wang (2006), which deals with gradient estimate for diffusion semigroups. The
extension from diffusions to regime-switching jump diffusions with countable regimes is nontrivial
as the interactions between the analog and switching components add much subtlety and difficulty
to the analyses.

The paper next considers irreducibility of regime-switching jump diffusions. Irreducibility is a
topological property of the underlying stochastic process. Roughly speaking, irreducibility says that
every point in the state space is reachable from any other point in the state space; see Section 1.1
for the precise definition. Irreducibility plays an important role in establishing the uniqueness of an
invariant measure for the underlying Markov process; see, for example, Cerrai (2001), Hairer (2016).
Unfortunately such a property for regime-switching jump diffusions has not been systematically
investigated in the literature yet. In this paper, we derive irreducibility for regime-switching jump
diffusions (Theorem 1.12) by using an important identity concerning the transition probability of
such processes. An intermediate step, which is interesting in its own right, is to show that the sub-
systems consists of jump diffusions are irreducible under weaker conditions than those in the recent
papers such as Qiao (2014) and Xi & Zhu (2019). As an application, we present in Proposition 4.6
a set of sufficient conditions under which a unique invariant measure for regime-switching jump
diffusions exists.

The rest of the paper is arranged as follows. We give the precise formulation of regime-switching
jump diffusion processes in Section 1.1. The main results of the paper are summarized in Section



1.2. Feller and strong Feller properties for regime-switching jump diffusions are established in
Sections 2 and 3, respectively. Section 4 derives irreducibility for regime-switching jump diffusions.
Two examples are studied in Section 5 for demonstration. Appendix A contains several technical
proofs.

1.1 Formulation

Let (U, 1) be a measurable space, v a o-finite measure on U, and S = {1,2,... }. Assume further
that d > 1 is an integer, b : R xS - R% ¢ : R4 xS — R4 and ¢ : R x S x U — R? are
Borel measurable functions. Suppose (X, A) is a right continuous, strong Markov process with left-
hand limits on R? x S such that the first component X satisfies the following stochastic differential
equation (SDE),

dX(t) = b(X(t), A(t))dt + o(X (t), A(t))dW (t) + / (X (t7), A(t7), u)N (dt, du), (1.1)
U
where W is a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion, N is a Poisson random measure on [0, 00) x
U with intensity dtv(du), and N is the associated compensated Poisson random measure. Here the
second component A is supposed to be a continuous-time stochastic process taking values in the
set S and satisfies

P{A(t + A) = [|A(t) = k, X (t) = 2} =

{qkl(az)A +o(A) if k1 12)

14 gu(z)A +o(A) if k=1,

uniformly in R¢, provided that A | 0.

To obtain the structure of the process A, let us consider the family of disjoint intervals {Ag;(z) :
k,l €S,z € R} defined on the positive half of the real line as follows:

Alg (ZE) = [07 Q12($)),

Az(z) = [q12(2), q12(z) + q13(2)),

Agi(z) = [q1(2),q1(z) + g21(2)),

Ags(z) = [q1(x) + q21(x), q1(x) + g21(x) + qo3(x)),
Azi(z) = [q1(z) + q2(2), q1(2) + g2(2) + g31(2)),

where gi () := 37 g\ (k) k() and we set Ay(z) := 0 if g(z) = 0 for k # I. Note that {Ay(z) :
k,l €S,z € R} are disjoint intervals and that the length of the interval Ay () is equal to g(z).
Define a function h: R? x S x Ry — R by

W, k)= D Iag@ (). (1.3)
leS\{k}
In other words, we set

l—k ifre Akl(az)

0 otherwise

h(z, k,r) = {



for each € R% and k € S. As a result, the process A can be described as a solution to the following
stochastic differential equation

A() = A(0) + /0 [ HX ), A7), ) s, ), (1.4)

where N is a Poisson random measure on [0,00) X [0,00) with characteristic measure m(dz), the
Lebesgue measure.

We make the following standing assumption throughout the paper:

Assumption 1.1. For any (z,k) € R% xS, the system of stochastic differential equations (1.1) and
(1.4) has a non-explosive weak solution (X @) A@Fk)) with initial condition (z, k) and the solution
is unique in the sense of probability law.

Consequently we can consider the semigroup
Pof (2, k) i= Eq k[ f(X (1), A®)] = E[f (X P (1), AR (#))],  f € By(R? x S). (1.5)

The main focus of this paper is to investigate the continuity properties of the semigroup P;. We
say that the semigroup P, or the process (X, A) is Feller continuous if P,f € Cy(R? x S) for all
t > 0 and limgyo P f(z,k) = f(x,k) for all f € Cp(R? x S) and (z,k) € R? x S. Furthermore, we
say that the semigroup P; or the process (X, A) is strong Feller continuous if Pif € C,(R% x S) for
every f € By(R? x S) and t > 0.

Denote the transition probability of the process (X, A) by
Pt (2, k), B x {1}) i= Pilpqy (@, k) = P{(X(0), A1) € B x {}|(X(0), A(0)) = (a,k)},

for B € B(R?) and | € S. The semigroup P; of (1.5) is said to be irreducible if for any ¢ > 0 and
(z,k) € R? x S, we have

P(t,(xz,k),Bx{l}) >0
for all I € S and all nonempty open set B € B(R?).

For convenience, we state the infinitesimal generator of the regime-switching jump diffusion
(X, A) as follows:

'Q{f(‘% k) = »Ckf(x7 k) + Q(‘T)f(x7 k)v (16)
for f(-, k) € C?(R?), where

Lof (k) = %tr (a(z, K)Df(x, %)) + (b(z, k), Df (z, k) -
1.7
+ /U (f(x + c(z, k,u), k) — f(x, k) — (Df(x, k), c(x, k,u))) v(du),

and

Q(x)f(ka) ::ZQM(*T) [f(xJ) - f(ka)] = / [f(ka + h(ajvkvz)) - f(ka)] m(dz) (1.8)

les [0,00)

In (1.7) and throughout the paper, Df(z,k) and D?f(z, k) denote respectively the gradient and
Hessian matrix of the function f with respect to the = variable, and (-, -) denotes the inner product.
The HilbertSchmidt norm of a vector or a matrix a is denoted by |a| := /tr(aaT), in which a” is
the transpose of a.



1.2 Assumptions and Statements of Results

We collect the assumptions and the main results in this subsection.

1.2.1 Feller Property

Assumption 1.2. (i) If d = 1, then there exist a positive number ¢y and a nondecreasing and
concave function p : [0,00) — [0, 00) satisfying

dr
/0+ o) = 00, (1.9)

such that for all k € S,R > 0 and z,z € R with |z| V |z| < R and |z — z| < dy,
sgn(z — 2)(b(z, k) — (2, k)) < krp(|z - z), (1.10)
lo(z, k) — o(z, k)|? +/ le(z, kyu) — ez, k,u)*v(du) < kple — 2|, (1.11)
U
where kg is a positive constant and sgn(a) = 1y4501 — lfa<}- In addition, for each k € S,

either
the function x +— x + ¢(x, k,u) is nondecreasing for all v € U (1.12)

or there exists some 8 > 0 such that

|lx — 2z + 0(c(x, k,u) — c(z,k,u))| > Blx — z|,V(x,z,u,0) e R xR x U x [0,1]. (1.13)
(ii) If d > 2, then there exist a positive number ¢y and a nondecreasing and concave function
p:[0,00) = [0,00) satisfying

0<p(r) < (1 +7)2p(r/(1+7)) for r > 0 and /0+ % = 00 (1.14)

so that for all k € S, R > 0 and z, 2 € R? with |z| V 2| < R and |z — 2| < do,
2(x — 2,b(x, k) — b(z,k)) + |o(x,k) — o(z,k)?

1.15
/ le(z, k,u) — e(z, k,u)Pv(du) < kpp(|z — 2|?), (1.15)

where kg is a positive constant.

Assumption 1.3. For each k € S, there exists a concave function 7 : Ry — Ry with 4(0) =0
such that for all z,y € R? with |z| V |y| < R, we have

Y (@) — au)l < srlle = yl). (1.16)

1eS\{k}

for some positive constant xkr (which, without loss of generality, can be assumed to be the same
positive constant as in that (1.10) and (1.11)).

Theorem 1.4. Under Assumptions 1.2 and 1.3, the process (X, A) has the Feller property.



Remark 1.5. We note that Assumption 1.2 is comparable to the corresponding assumption in
Xi, Yin & Zhu (2019), except that the non-local term in (1.11) and (1.15) only requires the reg-
ularity of fU c(z,k,u) — ez, k,u)*v(du). In Xi, Yin & Zhu (2019), the corresponding term is
Jlle(z, k,u) — c(z,k,u) > Az — 2] - |e(z, k,u) — oz, k, u)|Jv(du).

Assumption 1.3 is weaker than that in Xi, Yin & Zhu (2019). Indeed, the paper assumes that
Q(z) = (qri(x)) satisfies

"1;‘ —

Z lgri(z) — qra(y)| < HR/)(w), for each k € S,
1+ [z —y

1eS\{k}

for all z,y € R? with |z| V |y| < R, in which kg > 0 and p is an increasing and concave function
satisfying (1.14). In contrast, the function v; in Assumption 1.3 may depend on k, and is only
required to be concave with ~,(0) = 0. In particular, the non-integrability condition f0+ % = 00
is dropped. This relaxation is significant and renders that the analyses in Xi, Yin & Zhu (2019)
are not applicable.

1.2.2 Strong Feller Property

Assumption 1.6. For every k£ € S the following assertions hold:
(i) For every R > 0 there exits a constant A > 0 such that
(€ a(z. b)) 2 Arlgf,  €€R (1.17)
for all z € R? with |z| < R, where a(z, k) := o(x, k)o(z, k).

(ii) There exist a positive constant g and a nonnegative function g € C'(0, 00) satisfying

/1 g(r)dr < oo, (1.18)
0

such that for each R > 0, there exists a constant kg > 0 so that either (a) or (b) below holds:
(a) If d =1, then
2(x—z,b(x, k) —b(z,k)) / ce(z, kyu) — c(z, k,u) P v(du) < 2kg|z—2|g(|lz—2|), (1.19)
for all z,z € R with |z] V |z| < R and |z — 2| < Jp.
(b) If d > 2, then
loag (T, k) — Oxp (2, K)|* + 2(x — 2,b(2, k) — b(z, k))

/ ’ c(x, kyu) (Z,k‘,u)‘?z/(du) < QHR‘:U _ Z!g(!x . Z‘), (1.20)

for all z, z € R? with |z| V |2| < R and |z — 2| < &y, where oy, is the unique symmetric
nonnegative definite matrix-valued function such that O'E\R (x,k) = a(z, k) — Arl.

Theorem 1.7. Suppose that Assumptions 1.3 and 1.6 hold. Then the process (X, A) has strong
Feller property.



Remark 1.8. We remark that Assumption 1.6 improves significantly over those in the literature
such as Shao (2015b), Xi & Zhu (2017), which require Lipschitz condition for the coefficients of
the associated stochastic differential equations. By contrast, (1.19) and (1.20) place very mild
conditions on the coefficients. It allows us to treat, for example, the case of Holder continuous
coefficients by taking g(r) = P for 0 < p < 1; see Example 5.1. For the case when d = 1, only
the drift and the jump coefficients are required to satisfy the regularity conditions.

1.2.3 Irreducibility

Assumption 1.9. For each k € S and z € R?, the SDE
t t t ~
X®) (1) = 5 + / b(X ™) (s), k)ds + / (X (s, k)W (5) + / / (X (=), k, u) N (ds, du)
0 0 o Ju
(1.21)
has a non-explosive weak solution X *) with initial condition z and the solution is unique in the
sense of probability law.

Assumption 1.10. For any = € R? and k € S, we have
2z, b(z, k)) < k(|z|* + 1), lo(z, k)|> + /U |e(z, k,u)|?v(du) < k(x> + 1), (1.22)
and
(€ a(z,k)E) = Mef®,  €€RY, (1.23)

where A and x are positive constants.

Assumption 1.11. (i) There exists a positive constant k¢ such that
0 < qui(z) < Kol37! (1.24)
forall z € R and k #1 € S.

(ii) For any k,l € S, there exist ko, k1, ..., kn, € S with k; # ki1, ko = k, and k,, = [ such that the
set {x € R?: Qk;k; o (£) > 0} has positive Lebesgue measure for all 1 = 0,1,...,n — 1.

Theorem 1.12. Suppose that Assumptions 1.6 (ii), 1.9, 1.10, and 1.11 hold. Then the semigroup
P, of (1.5) is irreducible.

Remark 1.13. As we mentioned in Remark 1.8, Assumption 1.6 (ii) places very mild regularity
condition for the coefficients of the stochastic differential equations given by (1.1) and (1.4); see
Remark 4.4 for further elaborations. Assumption 1.9 requires each subsystem of (1.1) to be well-
posed in the weak sense. Assumption 1.6 (i) is strengthened to uniform ellipticity in (1.23), which
is a common assumption in the literature for deriving irreducibility of (jump) diffusions, see, for
example, Peszat & Zabczyk (1995), Qiao (2014) and others. In addition, since we are dealing with
a two-component process (X, A), one can expect that the g-matrix Q(x) must satisfy some sort
of irreducibility condition so that (X, A) is irreducible; Assumption 1.11 (ii) is therefore in force.
Finally, the linear growth condition (1.22) as well as (1.24) are imposed to facilitate our technical
analyses.



2 Feller Property

This section is devoted to establishing the Feller property for regime-switching jump diffusion stated
in Theorem 1.4. We will use the coupling method to prove Theorem 1.4. To this end, let us first
construct a basic coupling operator .« for o. For f(x,i,2,j) € C2(R% x S x R? x S), we define

o f (i 2,5) = [Da + O + ] f @i, 2, ), (2.1)
where 24, fzj, and (2 are defined as follows. For z, z € R? and i,j €S, weset a(z,i) = o(x,i)o(x,i)
and

: . ., .
i = (g ") o= (§23)
Then we define
f)df(m, i,2,7) = %tr(a(m, i,2,§)D*f(z,i, z,7)) + (b(x,i,2,5), Df(x,i,2,7)), (2.2)
fzjf(m,z', z,J) = /U [f(a: + c(x,i,u),i, 2 + c(z,j,u),j) — f(z,i,2,7)

- <Dxf(x7i7z7j)7c(x7i7u)> - (sz(a;,i,z,j),c(z,j, u)>] V(du),

where Df(z,i,2,j) = (Do f(%,i,2,5), D, f(x,i,2,7)) is the gradient and D?f(x,1, z,7) is the Hes-
sian matrix of f with respect to the variables x and z, and

(NZSf(x,z',z,j) = Z[%l($) - le(z)]+(f($vl7z7j) - f(x,z',z,j))

(2.3)

lesS

+Z%l _qu ]+(f(x7i7z7l) _f(x7i7z7j)) (2’4)
les

+qul /\QJI ](f(ﬂf,l,z,l)—f($,i,2,j))-
les

For any function f: RIx R — R, let f:R%x S x R?x S — R be defined by f(a:, i,2,7) = f(z,2).
Now we denote for each k € S

Lif(x,2) = (B8 + Q") f(2,2) = (D + 2) 2,k 2, k), ¥f € CHR? x RY).

We introduce the following notations. Let (X (), A(-), X (-), A(:)) denote the coupling process
corresponding to the operator o/ with initial condition (x,k, z, k), in which d9 > |z — z| > 0, and
do is the positive constant in Assumption 1.2. For any R > 0, let

TR = inf{t > 0: |X(t)| V|X(#)|VI|A®)| VA1) > R}. (2.5)
In view of Assumption 1.1, limp_.oc TR = 00 a.s. Also denote A; = X(t) — X (t) and

Ss, :=inf{t > 0:|A; > o} = inf{t > 0: [X(t) — X (t)| > do}. (2.6)

Note that A(0) = A(0) = k. We denote by
= inf{t > 0: A(t) # A(t)} (2.7)

the first time when the switching components A and A differ.

We need the following lemma whose proof is arranged in Appendix A:



Lemma 2.1. Under Assumption 1.2, the following assertion holds:

im  E[|Ataraass,ncll =0, V¢ >0. (2.8)

|Z—z|—0

Proof of Theorem 1.4. We need to show that for each (z,k) € RY x S and each f € Cy(R4 x S),
the limit (P.f)(z,k) — (P.f)(z, k) as (Z,k) — (z, k) holds for all ¢ > 0. Since S = {1,2,...} has a
discrete topology, it is enough to consider only (Z, k) — (z, k). First, observe that
(P @, ) = (Pf) (. k)| = [B[f(X (1), A(1))] - E[f
< [E[f(X (1), A(1))] —
+ [E[f(X(1), A(t))] —E f(X(t)vA(t )]l
= [E[(f(X (1), (1)) — F(X (), A)) el
+E[(f(X(1), A(t)) — f(X(
+ [E[f(X(2), A(1))] - ELf(X (1), At
< 2| fllooP{¢ <t} + [E[f(X(1), A®))] — E[f (X (1), A®))][.  (2.9)
We will show that both terms on the right-hand side of (2.9) converge to 0 as Z — x.
Consider the function =(x, k, z,1) := 1,y It follows directly from the definition that

A=,k 2,1) = WE(x, kb, 2,1) <0, if k # L.
When k = [, we have from (1.16) that
JE(x,k:, 2,1) = QE(w, k, 2, k:)
= lari(®) — ai (] Ligny — Ligry) + DO lawi(2) — ars (@) Ly — Lizny)

€S €S
< Y awi(@) — ari(2)] < KRz — y)).
i€S, ik
Hence N
A2z, k, 2,1) < kpo(|z — yl) (2.10)

for all k,1 € S and z, z € R? with |z| V |2] < R.

Note that ( <t A7Tr A Ss, if and only if /I(t ANTR A S5y NC) # At ATr A Ss, A ¢). Thus we can
use (2.10) to compute

]P’{Cﬁt/\TR/\S(gO}
=E[E (X(t/\TR/\S(SO/\O (t/\TR/\S(SO/\O (t/\TRA55O/\C),A(t/\TR/\550/\C))]

tATRASs NG ~
E(MM)H@M TE(X (), A(s), X (), A(s))ds
tATRASs, AC 3
< kiE [ /0 (X (5) = X(s)])ds
< kg /OtEm(\X(s AT A Ssy AC)— X(s ATk A Ss, AC))]ds

t
< H}R/ ’Yk(EUAsATRAS(;OACH)dS
0



where the last inequality follows from the concavity of 7. Since 745(0) = 0, then (2.8) and the
bounded convergence theorem imply

lim P{C <tATpASs}=0. (2.11)

|F—a|—0
Note also that on the set {S5, <t A (A Tr} we have dy < ‘ASJO/\t/\C/\TR" This implies
60P{ S5, <t ACATR} < E[|Atas; ncarr|liss, <tncarat] < EllAtass ncarrll-
Therefore, it follows from (2.8) that
lim P{Ss, <tACATR}=0. (2.12)

|Z—x|—0
Fix an arbitrary positive number e. We have from (2.8) that

E |:|At/\550/\TR/\C|:| .

lim ]P){’At/\sa /\TR/\C‘ > 6} < lim = 0. (213)
|z—x]|—0 0 |Z—x]|—0 €
Since limg_ oo TR = 00 a.s., we can choose R sufficiently large so that
P{rr <t} <e. (2.14)

Then

P{|A;] > e} =P{|A| > e,7r <t} + P{|A] > e,7r > t,{ <t A Ss, N TR}
+P{|A¢| > e, 7R > t,{ >t NS5, N TR, S5y <tANTRAC}
+P{|A¢| > e, 7R > t,{ >t NS5, NTR, S5y >t ANTRAC}
<e+P{{ <tASs;, ANTr} +P{S5, <t ATRAC}+P{|A¢ > e,t < S5y ATRAC}
< e+ P{C <t A S5 ATr}Y +P{S5, St ATRACH+P{|Ans, nrpncl > €}

From (2.11)—(2.13) we have

lim P{|A¢ >¢e} <e.
|F—a|—0

Since € is arbitrary, we conclude that limz_, o P{|A¢| > ¢} = 0. In other words, X(t) = X(t) in
probability as & — . With the metric d on R? x S defined by d((z,%), (y,)) := |z — y| + 1{izj},

we see immediately that (X (t),A(t)) — (X(t), A(t)) in probability as & — z. Because the function
f is continuous, we also have f(X(t),A(t)) — f(X(t),A(t)) in probability as Z — z. Then the
bounded convergence theorem implies

[ELf(X(t), A1))] = E[f(X (), AW = 0 as & — x. (2.15)
Next, we show that limz_,, P{¢ < ¢} = 0 holds. Thanks to (2.14) we can compute
P{C<t}=P{(<trr<t}+P{( <t,7p >1}

<P{rp <t} +P{( <t,7r > 1,55, <t AN +P{{ <t,7r >, S5, >t A}
<e+P{Ss, <tACATR} +P{C <t ATRA S5}

It then follows from (2.11) and (2.12) that limz_, 0 P{¢ <t} < e. Again since € is arbitrary, we
have

lim P{{ <t} =0. (2.16)
|F—z|—0
Finally we plug (2.15) and (2.16) into (2.9) to complete the proof. O
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3 Strong Feller Property

As in Section 2, we will use the coupling method to prove Theorem 1.7. To this end, we first define

a(z,i,2,7) == < “(“’i))T g(“’i’z’j)> and  b(x,4,2,7) = <b<x’?)>

9(@,i, 2, a(z,j) b(z, )
where
g(xv i, Zaj) = )‘R(I - QU(.Z', Z)U(.Z', Z)T) + O-AR('Z'7 i)UAR (Z7j)T7
and u(zx, z) := ‘“’;:;. Then we define the coupling operator o for of of (1.6) as follows:
A [(,0,2,5) = Qa+ 2+ 2 (wd,2,5), feCIR xS xR x§), (3.1)
where 1
Baf . 7.9) = tr (@, §) D2 (2,1, 2,9)) + (bl 2,3), D (wriozng)), (32)

and fzj and (2 are defined as in (2.3) and (2.4), respectively. In addition, as in Section 2, for each
k€S and any F € C2(R? x RY), we write f(z,k, 2, k) := F(x, z) and denote

LiF(,2) = [ + QM) f (0. b, 2,k) = o f(a, k2, k). (3.3)

Note that Ly, is a coupling operator for £, defined in (1.7).

Furthermore, to facilitate future presentations, we introduce the following notations. For any
z,z€R%and i,j €S, we let

A($7Z'7Z7j) = CL($,’L') +a(z7j) - 2§(x,z’,z,j),

- 1

Az, i, z,7) = (x — 2, A(x,1,2,j)(x — 2)),

|z — 2
B(z,i,z,j) = (x — z,b(z, i) — b(z, j))-
Lemma 3.1. For all z,z € R? and i,j € S, we have
(i) a(x,i,z,7) is symmetric and uniformly positive definite,
(11) tTA(ﬂj‘,i, Z,j) = |O-)\R($7Z') - O-AR(Z7j)|2 + 4)‘R; and
(iii) A(z,i,2,5) > 4)\g.

Proof. The proof involves elementary and straightforward computations; similar computations can
be found in Chen & Li (1989) and Priola & Wang (2006). We shall omit the details here. O

Now, let ¢ € C?([0,00)). As in Chen & Li (1989), for each k € S and all z,z € R? with = # z,
we can verify that

AP g(la — =) = LA 30 .2 1
¢'(|lz — 2| _ (3.4)
+ m[m‘l(w, kyz,k) — Az, k, 2, k) + 2B(x, k, 2, k)].

11



Moreover, we have

ﬁj(k)(b(’x - Z‘) - /[J(¢(‘x + c(m,k,u) 2= c(z,k,u)]) - ¢(‘x - Z’)

— (3.5)
— M(m —z,c(x, k,u) — c(z, k,u)))v(du).
|z — 2|
Motivated by Priola & Wang (2006), we consider the function G given by
T s KR 1 v KR
G(r):= / exp{ —/ —g(w)dw} / exp {/ —g(u)du}dvds, r € [0,1],
0 0 2AR s 0 2AR
where g is the function given in Assumption 1.6 (ii). Since g > 0, we see that
Gl(r) = e I o dw/ W50y > 0, and @) = -1~ SRg(@'r) <0, (36)
R

Note also that G is concave and lim,_,o G(r) = 0. Since G'(0) > 1 and G(0) = 0, there exists a
constant « € (0, 1) so that
r<G(r) forall rel0,aql (3.7)

Lemma 3.2. Suppose that Assumptions 1.6 holds. Then for any R > 0 and k € S there exits a
positive constant Br > 0 such that

LiG(|z — 2|) < —Br (3.8)
for all x,z € R? with |z| V |z| < R and 0 < |z — 2| < a A &y, where a > 0 is given in (3.7).

This lemma follows directly from straightforward but involved computations. To preserve the
flow of reading, we arrange it to Appendix A.

Throughout the rest of the section, we use the following notations. For any x,T € Rd and k € S,
denote by (X (-), A(-), X (-), A(-)) the process corresponding to the coupling operator o/ with initial
condition (x,k,&,k). As in Section 2, denote Ay := X (t) — X(t) for t > 0. Let 7r, Ss,, and ¢ be
defined as in (2.5), (2.6), and (2.7), respectively. In addition, for each n € N, we define

T, = inf{tzO:]X(t)—X(t)\<l}. (3.9)

n

Then lim,,_ oo T, = T, where 3
=inf{t >0: X(t) = X(t)}. (3.10)

Lemma 3.3. Suppose Assumption 1.6 holds. Then the following assertions hold for everyt > 0:

|5cligl_>()E[G(|At/\TR/\SS/\<|)] = 0, (md (311)
lim E[G(|A¢prpnssac-1)] = 0. (3.12)
|Z—x|—0
In particular,
‘ili;?_}(]EHAt/\TR/\Sg/\Cfu =0, (3.13)

where 0 1= 8y A o, &g is the constant given in Assumption 1.6 (ii), and o € (0,1) is the constant
given in (3.7).

12



Proof. Assume without loss of generality that § > |z — & > 0. We apply Ito’s formula to the
process G(|X(-) — X(-)|) = G(|A.]):

tATRASSAC

BIG(Atncpnsincl)] = G180 + 5| [ £G(A)ds
< G(|Ao|) — BrE[t A TR A S5 A (],
where the last inequality follows from (3.8). Hence
EIG(Aumansinc)] + BRE[ A A S5 A (] < G(Ao]) = Gl — ).

Since lim, 0 G(r) = 0, (3.11) follows. The same argument implies (3.12). Since [Ajzrpasiac—| <
§ < a, it follows from (3.7) that

|Atarpassac—| < G| Aiargassac—1)
and therefore (3.13) follows as well. O
Lemma 3.4. Suppose that Assumptions 1.3 and 1.6 hold. Then
lim P{¢( <t} =0 (3.14)

|Z—x|—0
holds for every t > 0.
Proof. Given € > 0. Choose R sufficiently large so that P{rr <t} < e. Observe that

P{¢ <t} =P{( <t,7r <t} +P{¢ < t,7r >t}
<SP{rr<t}+P{C<t,7p >t,S5 <tACH+P{{ <t TR >1t,S5>tA(}
<e+P{C<t,TR>t,S5<tACI+P{C<t,7R>1t,S;>tA(}
<e+P{Ss <tA(ATR}+P{C <tATRA S5} (3.15)

As in the proof of Theorem 1.4, condition (1.16) enables us to derive

t
P{C <tATRA S5} < rn /0 (B[ A gnrpnsonc—1)ds.

Furthermore, (3.13) implies that

lim P{{ <tATrASs5}=0. (3.16)

|F—a|—0
On the set {S5 <t A (A TR} we have § < |Assntacarg |- Since G is increasing, we have
0<G() < G(|Atassacarrl)-
Thus
G(0)P{S;5 <t ACATR} < E[G(|Aunssacarr)iss<incarsy] < EIG(1Aussacars])]-
This, together with (3.11), implies that

lim P{S5 <tACATR}=0. (3.17)

|Z—x|—0

In view of (3.15), it follows from (3.16) and (3.17) that lim;_, o P{¢ < t} < e. Since ¢ is arbitrary,
we obtain (3.14). O
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Lemma 3.5. Suppose that Assumptions 1.8 and 1.6 hold. Then

lim P{t<T}=0

|2—z|—0

holds for every t > 0.

(3.18)

Proof. We may assume without loss of generality that § > |z — &| > nio > 0 for some ng € N. Let
e > 0 and choose a sufficiently large R so that P{rr < ¢t} < e. For each n > ng, define T;, and T as

in (3.9) and (3.10), respectively.
We first observe that

P{t<T}=P{t <T,7r <t} +P{t <T,7r >t}
<P{rp<t}+P{t<T,7p >t,S5<t}+P{t <T,7p >t S5 >t}
<e+P{Ss <tATANTR}+P{t <T ATR A S;}

=e+P{S; <tAT AR, S5 <} +P{S5 <tANT ANTRg,S5 > (}

+P{t<TANTRANS5,t <} +P{t <T ATRAS5,t>(}

e+P{S; <tATATRACH+P{C <S5 AtAT ATR}

+P{t <T AT A S5 ACH+P{C <t}

IN

=e+P{Ss<tATATRAC}+P{t <T AT AS5A(}+2P{¢ <t}
[T A7r A S5 A(]

E
<e+P{S;<TATRAC}+ "

+ 2P{¢ < t}.

<e+P{Ss<tATATRACI+P{C <t} +P{t <TATRAS;ACH+P{¢ <t}

(3.19)

Note that on the set {S5 < T;, A Tr A (} we have § < |Ass AT, Arracl- Since G is increasing,

0 < G(9) < G(|AssaTnrracl)- Thus
G(O)P{S5 < Tn ATr A C} < E[G(|AssaTu nrpach) sz <tunrmncy] < EIG(|Aszat, arancl)]
S5ATRATRAC
:G(]a:—j’:\)JrE[/O FrGA)ds
< G(lx — Z|) — BRE[Ty, A TR N\ S5 N (],
where the last inequality follows from (3.8). So
G(OP{Ss < T, NTR ANC} + BrE[T, A TR A S5 A (] < G(lx — T).
Passing to the limit as n — oo, we obtain
GO)P{Ss < T ATRAC}+ BRrE[T ATr A S5 A (] < G(|lz — 7).
Then, in view of (3.19), we have

[T'ATR A S5AC(]
t

P{t < T} < e+ P{S; < T ArgAC)+ o

G(z—2z|)  G(z—2|)
S e R T e (08

+2P{¢ < t}

From (3.14) and the fact that lim;_, 0 G(|z — Z|) = 0, we obtain limz_,_oP{t < T} < e. Since

€ was arbitrary, we obtain (3.18).
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Now we are ready to present the proof of Theorem 1.7.

Proof of Theorem 1.7. Given x € R? and k € S. We want to show that for every f € B,(R% x S),
the limit (P, f)(#,k) — (Pif)(x, k) as (&, k) — (z,k) holds for all # > 0. As in the proof of Theorem
1.4, we only need to consider the case when k=k.

For any given € > 0 we can choose a sufficiently large R so that P{rgp <t} < e. Let & € R? be
such that § > |z — x] > 0, where § := 6y A a. Denote the coupling process corresponding to the

coupling operator < defined in (3.1) with initial condition (z,k,Z,k) by (X(t), A(t), X (t), A(t)).
Denote by

=inf{t > 0+ (X (1), A(t) = (X(1), A(1))} (3.20)

the coupling time of (X (t), A(t)) and (X (t),
We make the following observations: (i) T <

(t)). Recall the stopping time 7" defined in (3.10).
nd (ii) 7 < ¢ implies T = T. We then have

A
T, a
Loeqy = Lp<ry + Lirey oy

= lpery + 1{T§t<T,C§t} + 1{T§t<T,C>t}

< Lgery + Le<oy + Yraricc ety

< Lpery + Iy + Ypegiery

< Loery + Yoty + Yypeq oy

< Lgery + Lceny + Lp<ny

=2 Lyery + ey

Then it follows that

(Pf) (@, k) = (Pof) (2, k)| = [E[f(X (1), A(t))] — E[f(X(t), A(t))]]
<E[f(X(t), A(t)) — FX@), A) L gy
+E[IF(X (1), A(t)) - X (@), A6) L]
= E[|f(X (1), A1) — F(X(t), A()) L]
< 2| flloc B[l 79]
2| flloo B2 - Tyery + Lye<py)
= 4[| fllocP{t < T} +2|[fllcP{¢ < t}.

A combination of (3.14) and (3.18) then gives

im |[(Pf) (&, k) — (Pof)(z, k)| =

|Z—x|—0

X
X

This establishes the strong Feller property and concludes the proof. O

4 Irreducibility

This section aims to establish irreducibility for the process (X, A). The general approach can be
described as follows. We first show that for any k € S, the process X*¥) of (1.21) is strong Feller
and irreducible. Then we use a result in Xi, Yin & Zhu (2019) to write P(¢,(x, k), B x {l}) as a
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convergent series in terms of sub-transition probabilities of the killed processes X @), j €8S and the
transition rates gj;(z).

Denote the transition probability of the process X*¥) by
P®(t,z, B) :=P{X®(t) e BIX®(0) =z}, B e BRY).

The corresponding semigroup Pt(k) is said to be drreducible if P*) (t,z,B) > 0 for all nonempty
open set B C R%. We next kill the process X *) with killing rate ¢x(-) and denote the killed process
by X*), that is, we define

. X® @) if t<T,
X(k)(t) - {3 if t>7,

where 7 := inf{t > 0 : A(t) # A(0)} and 0 is a cemetery point added to RY. Then the semigroup
of the killed process X *) is given by

t
P f(o) = Bl EO0)] = B s O 0)exn { [ (x| xO0) |
0
where f € B;(RY). We also denote its sub-transition probability by

PO (t, 2, B) = PP 1p(z) = Ey[15(X® 1)) = P{X® () € BIX®(0) = 2}, B e BRY).
)

Lemma 4.1. Under Assumptions 1.6 and 1.9, the semigroup Pt(k 1s strong Feller.

Proof. Let ()N( (k). X(¥)) be the coupling process corresponding to Ly of (3.3) with initial condition
(Z,2). Suppose without loss of generality that 0 < |Z — z| < dg, where &y is the positive constant
in Assumption 1.6. Define T := inf{t > 0 : X(t) = X(¢)}. Using very similar calculations as those
in the proof of Lemma 3.5, we can show that limz_,—oP{t < T'} = 0. Then, for any f € By, (RY)
and t > 0, we have

E[f(XP0)] - E[f(XB @D < 201 fllocP{t < T} =0,

5
Z
—
S~—
—~
IS
|
Sl
Z
=
&
Il

as & —x — 0. This implies that Pt(k) f is a continuous function and hence completes the proof. [J

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that Assumption 1.10 holds. Then for every T > 0 there exists a constant
K = K(T,X(0)) >0 so that
E[|X ()] < K (4.1)

for allt € [0,T].
Proof. This lemma follows from (1.22) and standard arguments. For brevity, we omit the details
here. O

(k)

To derive irreducibility for the semigroup Ptk , we consider the function F' given by

F(r) = /HT e Jogwidw g r € [0,00), (4.2)
0

where g is the function given in Assumption 1.6(ii). Since g > 0, we see that

”
147

0< F(r) < <1, (4.3)
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o gwdw o = < (4.4)

and

2 9(7)

02 F'0) == |75+ T4 2

In addition, for any = € R?, we have
VF(2|?) = 2F (|2[)z,  VPF(|2?) = 4F"(|2[*)ea™ + 2F"(|2*)1.

)

Lemma 4.3. Under Assumptions 1.1, 1.6 (i), and 1.10, the semigroup Pt(k 18 irreducible.

Remark 4.4. While irreducibility for jump diffusions has been considered in the literature such
as Qiao (2014), Xi & Zhu (2019), it is worth pointing out that Assumption 1.6(ii) is much weaker
than Assumptions (Hj) and (H)}) of Qiao (2014) and Assumption 2.5 of Xi & Zhu (2019). In
particular, as we mentioned in Remark 1.8, Assumption 1.6(ii) allows to treat SDEs with merely
Holder continuous coefficients. The relaxations make the analyses more involved and subtle than
those in the literature. Nevertherless, to preserve the flow of reading, we defer the proof of Lemma
4.3 to Appendix A.

Proof of Theorem 1.12. Given t > 0 and (z,k) € R? x S. We want to show that P(t, (z, k), B x
{1}) >0 for all I € S and all B € B(R?) with positive Lebesgue measure. Under Assumption 1.11
and from Lemma 4.1, as in the proof of Theorem 4.8 of Xi, Yin & Zhu (2019), we can write

P(t,(z,k), B x{l})

= 6 PW (¢, z, B) + Z // Z /"'/p(lo)(thx’dyl)%oh(yl) (4.6)
Rd

—1 l0,11,l2, IS
Ot K et
x PUD(ty —t1,y1,dy2) - iyt Un) P (E =ty Y, B)dtrdty -+ dty,

where dy; is the Kronecker symbol. From Assumption 1.11 (ii), we know that the set {y € RY
@,1,., (y) > 0} has positive Lebesgue measure. Then it suffices to show that P®)(s,y,B) > 0 for
all k €S, s> 0and B € B(RY). We calculate

P,y B) = P{XW(s) € B} = E, [1B<X§’f><s>> exp ( - [ <r>>dr>]
> By, 1B(X§k>(s))e—M] > e MP{x[F)(s) € B} = e PW)(s,y, B).

From Lemma 4.3, the semigroup associated with the process X (%) is irreducible and therefore
P®)(s,y, B) > 0. This completes the proof. O

Proposition 4.5. Suppose that Assumptions 1.1, 1.2, and 1.8 hold. In addition, assume there
exist constants o, B > 0, a compact subset C C R?, a compact subset N C S, a measurable function
f:RExS = [1,00), and a twice continuously differentiable function V : R xS — [0, 00) such that

AV (2, k) < —af(z, k) + Bloxn(z, k), V(z, k) € R? xS. (4.7)

Then the the semigroup Py of (1.5) has an invariant probability measure .
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Proof. Since the proof is very similar to those in Xi (2004) or Xi & Zhu (2019), we shall only give
the sketch here. We first use (4.7) and It6’s formula to derive

t
ot < V(w, k) + ﬁ/ P(s, (x.k),C x N)ds, Vit >0,
0
which, in turn, implies that

1 t

limjnf - / P(s, (2.k),C x N)ds > & > 0. (4.8)
t—o0 t 0 ﬁ

We have shown in Theorem 1.4 that the process (X, A) is Feller under Assumptions 1.1-1.3. Then,

in view of Foguel (1969) and Stettner (1986) (see also the proof of Theorem 4.5 of Meyn & Tweedie

(1993Dh)), (4.8) implies that an invariant measure 7 exists. O

Proposition 4.6. Suppose that Assumptions 1.1, 1.3, 1.6, 1.9, 1.10, and 1.11 hold. If there exists
a twice continuously differentiable function V : R? x S — [0, 00) such that (4.7) holds, then the the
semigroup Py of (1.5) has a unique invariant measure.

Proof. The existence of an invariant measure follows directly from Proposition 4.5. For the unique-
ness, we note that P, is strong Feller and irreducible by Theorems 1.7 and 1.12, respectively.
Then by Cerrai (2001) and also Hairer (2016), P; can admit at most one invariant measure. This
completes the proof. O

5 Examples

Example 5.1. Consider the following SDE

dX(t) = b(X(t),A(t))dt + o (X (), A(t))dW (t) + / (X (t7), A(t™), u)N (dt, du), (5.1)

U
with initial condition X(0) = z € R, where W is a standard 1-dimensional Brownian motion,
N is the associated compensated Poisson random measure on [0,00) x U with intensity dtv(du)
in which U = {u € R : 0 < |u] < 1} and v(du) := IZ%' Note that v is a o-finite measure on

U with v(U) = co. The component A is the continuous-time stochastic process taking values in
S =1{1,2,...} generated by Q(x) = (qxi(z)) where

k 1 .
RN fk#l
gu(z) = { FEAHRED) a |
— > 14 wi(z)  otherwise.

Furthermore, suppose the coefficients of (5.1) are given by

c(:z:,k‘,u):ﬂ for (z,k) e R x S and u € U.

O-(x7k7) = l‘% +1, b(l‘,k’) = \/5]{7’

x
2k2’
We make the following observations.

(i) Assumption 1.1 is satisfied. Indeed, one can verify directly that the coefficients of (5.1) satisfy
the linear growth condition and Assumption 2.2 of Xi, Yin & Zhu (2019). By Theorem 2.5
of Xi, Yin & Zhu (2019), (5.1) has a unique strong non-explosive solution. This, of course,
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implies Assumption 1.1. In addition, Assumption 1.10 holds. Indeed, for any k € S and
x € R, we have 2(x,b(x,k)) = —% and

2 f]}'2
\a(x,kﬂQ%—j@\c@gk,uﬂzuﬁho::(ws-+])2+-%£5ja]uﬁu(du)

2
—@h e L

L2
< Afle® +1].
Hence (1.22) holds with x = 4. Since a(z, k) = o%(z,k) = (x% +1)2 > 1, (1.23) holds with
A=1

(i) It is clear that Assumption 1.2 (i) holds true. Next we verify Assumption 1.3. To this end,
we compute

k 1 k 1
Z lari(z) — qra(y)| = Z e SN 5
1es\{k} 1eS\{k} R (L 1af?) 3R (1 +1[yl)
k 1 1 1
~ 3k Z al 2 2
3 S\{k}3 L+llz* 141yl

Z lyl* — |z

S 3 (14121 +|y?)

:Z_ (Iyl + |=DIly| — l=l]
2 L+ 1)L+ TyP)

l 3
§Z§|y—$|zz|x—y|,

leS

where the last inequality follows from the triangle inequality ||y| — |z|| < | — y| and the
observation that

wltlel 7 _ Iy N

1
+ + < — =1.
(T+Uz2)A+Uy2) — 1+1y)2 1+1z2 ~ 1+ y2 14+ |z2 — 2

1
2
(iii)) We can further verify that Assumption 1.6 holds. Indeed, since a(a: k) o?(x,k) = xs +

k) =
225 +1, for each R > 0, we can take A = 1 and oxg(z, k) = (ma +2a;3)2 for all (z,k) € RxS.
Then it is straightforward to verify that for all z,z € R with ||V |z| < Rand k € S

1 1
< 2(z% + 13 —1—2)(,2% —mg) - ﬁ|$—z|2 + ﬁ|$—z|2
2 2
<4(R3 +1)|z — =3
= 4(R5 + )| — 2lg(|a - 2]),

where g(r) = r~3. Note that the function ¢ satisfies (1.18). As a result, (5.1) is strong Feller
continuous by Theorem 1.7.
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(iv) Next we see immediately that Assumptions 1.11 holds and hence (5.1) is irreducible by virtue
of Theorem 1.12.

Example 5.2. Consider the following SDE

dX (t) = b(X(t),A(t))dt + o (X (t), A(t))dW (t) + /Uc(X(t_),/l(t_) w)N (dt, du), (5.2)

X(0) =z € R?,

where W is a standard 2-dimensional Brownian motion, N is the associated compensated Poisson
random measure on [0,00) x U with intensity dtv(du) in which U = {u € R? : 0 < |u| < 1} and
v(du) = \Jl% for some ¢ € (0,2). The component A is the continuous-time stochastic process

taking values in S = {1,2,... } generated by Q(x) = (qxi(z)) with gg(x) = 312(;%1% for x € R?

and k # | € S and gy (z) = —qkk(2) = >, qri(z). The coefficients of (5.2) are given by

lz| +1 B k
1 I, bz, k)= k+1az,

vk u|z
Jit1!

where [ is the 2-dimensional identity matrix and + is a positive constant so that 72 fU lu|?v(du) = 1.

o(z, k)= clx, kyu) =

Detailed calculations as those in Example 5.1 reveal that (5.2) has a unique non-explosive weak
solution, which is strong Feller continuous and irreducible. Next we verify that V(z, k) := |z|> + k
satisfies (4.7) and hence by Proposition 4.6, (5.2) has a unique invariant measure.

Observe that VV (x, k) = 2z and V2V (z, k) = 2I. We compute

AV (k) = %tr (a(e, K)V2V (2, K)) + (b, k), OV (2, B) + S qia(@) [V (2, 0) — V(2 B)]
les

—I—/ (V(z+ c(z, k,u), k) = V(x, k) — (VV(x, k), c(x, k,u))) v(du)
U

1, ((|z] + 1) (2 4 cos(k|z|))(l — k)
< —t 21 2x
—2r< 16 (z +Z 31(2 + sin(|z[2))
s [Py
K1y
~ (Jz|+1)? 2k k 9 2+ cos(k|z|) l—k
- R B L +2+sin(!x\2); 3
< 2|2+ 1 _k w2 + 2+ cos(k:\xJ) 3k
4 E+1 2 + sin(|z|?) 2
< —1\9512 + 5_k
- 4 2 6
< e+ g

for all (z,k) € R%2 x S. Since V(z,k) — oo as |z| V k — oo, this apparently implies (4.7) and hence
a unique invariant probability measure 7 for (5.2) exists.

Acknowledgement. The authors would like to thank the Associate Editor and the anonymous
reviewers for their helpful comments and suggestions.
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A Proofs of Several Technical Results

Proof of Lemma 2.1. We will prove the lemma separately for the cases d =1 and d > 2.

Case (i): d = 1. Let {a,} be a strictly decreasing sequence of real numbers satisfying ag = 1,

lim, 00 @, = 0, and faan”’l % = n for each n > 1. For each n > 1, let p, be a nonnegative

continuous function with support on (a,,a,—1) so that
an—1
/ pn(r)dr =1 and p,(r) < 2(nr)~! for all 7 > 0.
an

For x € R, define
lz| ry
une) = [ [ pule)dzdy. (A1)
o Jo

We can immediately verify that 1), is even and twice continuously differentiable, with

7]
W (r) = sen(r) /0 p(2)dz = sgn(r)|h ()], (A2)
and 5
UL <1 0< ) = Irloa(lrl) < 2, and Tim w(r) = I (A3)

for r € R. Furthermore, for each r > 0, the sequence {t¢,(r)},>1 is nondecreasing. For each n € N,

one can show that v, 1, and ¢! all vanish on the interval (—ay,,ay,). Moreover the classical

arguments using Assumption 1.2 (i), (A.2) and (A.3) reveal that
Lithn(x — 2) = %?/)Z(SE —2)lo(z, k) — oz, k)? + 4 (@ — 2)(b(z, k) — b(z, k))

+ / [Vn(x — 2 + c(z, k,u) — (2, k,u))
U
— tp(z —2) — Y (x — 2)(c(z, kyu) — c(z, k,u))]v(du)
< K=t k(e — ), (A4)

for all z, z with |z| V |z|] < R and 0 < |z — z| < dp, where K is a positive constant independent of
R and n. Then it follows that

E[¢n(Atnss, aranc)] = E[n(X (EA Sy ATRAC) — X (¢ A S5y ATRAC))]
t/\TR/\SJO/\C . :|

— (6 —)+E| Bl X () — X()ds
<untiol 8] [T (enpta + K)ol

t
KR
é ’I;Z)TL(|A0|) + K jt + I{R/ p(EHAS/\TR/\SgO/\CH)dS?
0

where the first inequality follows from (A.4) and the second inequality follows from the concavity
of p and Jensen’s inequality. Then we use the monotone convergence theorem and (A.3) to derive

t
ElAunrpasy rcll < 180] + ki / PEI Asprns, ncl])ds.
0
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Let u(t) := E[|A¢arpass,ncl]. Then u satisfies

0 <u(t) <wo(t):=|Ag| + HR/O p(u(s))ds.

Define the function I'(r) := [/’ % for r > 0. Thanks to (1.9), we can verify that I" is nondecreasing
and satisfies I'(r) > —oo for all 7 > 0 and lim, o I'(r) = —oco. Then we have

I(u(t)) < T(v(t)) =T(|Ag]) + /0 F/(U(s))y’(s)ds =T(]Ao|) + HR/O 225233 ds

t
< T(|Aol) + rr / 1ds = T(|Ao]) + Kt
0

where we use the assumption that p is nondecreasing to obtain the last inequality. Taking the limit
|Ag| = | — x| — 0 we have I'(u(t)) — —oo since lim, o I'(r) = —oo. Moreover, since I'(r) > —o0
for all r > 0 we must have lim|;_,|—ou(t) = 0. This gives (2.8) as desired.

Case (ii) d > 2. Consider the function f(z,z) := |z — 2z|2. Then Assumption 1.2 (i) implies
that

Lif(x,2) =2(x — 2,b(z, k) — b(z,k)) + |o(z, k) — oz, k)|* + /U le(z, kyu) — ez, k,u)*v(du)
< rrp(le — 2,
for all ,z € R? with |z| V |2| < R and |z — z| < &y. Consequently
E[|Asnrpassyncl’] =BIF(X(EATRA S5y AC), X (EATR A S5, A Q)]

_ fGa)+E [ /0 I R (), X(s))ds]

< iad+] [ S ol (s) = X(o))is

t
< |Ao| + r /O PEAanrgnss acl])ds,

where the last inequality follows from the concavity of p and Jensen’s inequality. Using the same
argument as that in Case (i), we can show that limz_, o EHAU\TR/\S(SO/\CP] = 0; which, together
with Holder’s inequality, leads to (2.8). Combining the two cases completes the proof. O

Proof of Lemma 3.2. Let use first prove the lemma for the case when d > 2. In view of (3.4), it
follows from (3.6) that

(k
2Va(|e - 2))

" _ B 1 _ _
= MA(% k,z, k) + Wm@, ko2, k) — Az, k, 2, k) + 2B(x, k, 2, k)]
r —Z
" _ ! _
cGlr =y %H%(% k) — oan(z, k)2 + 2B(, k, 2, k)]
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G'(|x —
+ %Ham (2, k) = oap (2, k)] +2B(x, k, 2, k)]

k) — B)? +2B(x, k, 2, k
:_QARJF<_"Rg(!x—2\)+‘UAR(x’ ) = oan (2 F)[" +2B(x, k, 2, k)

2]z — 2|

)wa—ay (A.5)

Since the function G is concave, we have G(r1) — G(rg) < G'(rg)(r1 — rg) for all rg,r; > 0. Take
ro = |z — z| and 1 = |z + c(z, k,u) — z — c(z, k,u)| to obtain
G|z —2|)

Gl + el by w) = = = el kyw)]) = Gl = 2)) = =

(x — z,c(x, k,u) — c(z, k,u))
(x — z,c(x, k,u) — c(z, k, u)>>

|z — 2|

<G|z - 2|) (\x +c(x, kyu) — 2z —e(z, k,u)| — |z — 2| —

Furthermore, with a := x — z and b := c(z, k,u) — ¢(z, k,u), we can verify directly that

(a,0) _ —(la+b —la)*+ b _ [
|al 2|al ~ 2ld]

la +b] — |a| —

Hence it follows that
G'(|lz — 2])

G|z + c(x, kyu) — 2z — ez, k,u)|) — G|z — z|) — 7]

g(“@*””_d%hmp>cwx—ay

2|z — 2|

(x — z,c(x, k,u) — c(z, k,u))

Then we have
le(x, k,u) — c(z, k,u)|?

2|z — 2|

WGl - 2]) < G(Jx / v(du). (A.6)

From (A.5) and (A.6), we see that

LiG(|z — 2)) = 2 + 2M1G(jz - 2))
|0-)\R($7Z') - O-)\R(Z7j)|2 + 2B($7 ka Z, k)
2]z — 2|

L)

< -2 r+G'(Jz — 2]) < — krg(lx — 2|) +

< —2ApR.

This gives (3.8) when d > 2.

Finally we look at the case when d = 1. First we notice that
A(x7i7 Z,j) = tTA(ﬂj‘,i, Z,j) = (O-AR(QE’Z.) - 0,\R(z,j))2 + 4Ag.
Using this observation in (A.5) gives us

2Va(|x - 2))
G"(|a - 2))

/ _ —
2 =20 6x A, by 2, k) — Ao, b2, K) + 2B, 2 k)

2|z — 2|
2B(x,k, z, k)
2|z — z|

A(x7 k? Z7 k:) +

g—»R+(ﬂmmu—zn+ >Gﬂw—d) (A7)
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The estimation for (NZj(k)G(|x — z|) is the same as before. It then follows from (A.6), (A.7), and
(1.19) that

LiG(|z — 2|) < —2Xg

2B(x,k, 2, k) + [;; [e(@, k,u) — c(z, k, u)[*v(du)
2]z — 2|

Gl = 2~ raalle =) +
< —2)g,
again establishing (3.8) for the case when d = 1. The proof is complete. O
Proof of Lemma 4.3. Let T > 0,7 > 0 and z,a € R? be arbitrary but fixed. We will show that
PYNT, z, B(a; 7)) = P{{X®N(T) —a| < r| X (0) = 2} >0

or equivalently P{|X®)(T) — a| > r|X*)(0) = 2} < 1. Let us choose some ty € (0,7). For any
n € N, we set Xr(Lk)(to) = X(k)(to)l{‘X(k)(to)‘Sn}. Since lim, 0 F(r) = 0 and 0 < F' < 1, the
bounded convergence implies that

lim E[F(IXM (to) — XM (t)*)] = 0. (A.8)

n—oo

For t € [tg, T], define

T—1
() = g Xa (to) +

a—xP (to)
T —t

t—to
T —to

a, and h"(t):= —b(J"(t), k).

Observe that J"(tg) = xP (to) and J™(T) = a. In addition, J" satisfies the following stochastic
differential equation

J(t) = X (t) + tb(J"(s),k:)der th”(s)ds, t € [to, T).

to to

Consider the stochastic differential equation

Y(t) = X® (k) + / t[b(Y(s),k‘) + B (s)]ds + / ta(Y(s),k‘)dW(s)
! fo (A.9)

+ /to /UC(Y(S)a k,u)N (ds,du), t € [to, T

Also denote A; := Y (t) — J*(t) for t € [to, T]. Note that Ay = X®)(tg) — W (to) and Ap =
Y (T) — a. In addition, A; satisfies the stochastic differential equation

t

Ay = Ay, + / [b(Y (s), k) — b(J™(s), k)]ds + /

to to

t ~
a(Y(s), k)dW (s) + / / c(Y(s),k,u)N(ds,du).
to JU
Consequently the generator of the process Ay is given by

Lf(x) = Laf(x)+ Lif(x)
1

p=gtr (o (Y(s), K)o (Y(s), )TV f (@) + (0(Y (5), k) = b(J" (), k), V.f (2)
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+ /U (f@+e(Y(s), kyu) = f(z) = {Vf(@),e(Y (), k) v(du), f e CHRY).

We compute

LaF (A7) = %tr (0(Y(s), k) (Y (5), k) V2F(|A?) + (b(Y (s), k) = b(J"(5), k), VF(|As[*))
_ %tr (0(Y (), K)o (Y (), k)T [AF"(|A[2)AAT + 2F(|A,2)1])
(Y (5), k) — BT™(5), ), 2F (|AG DA
= 2F"(|AP)AT o (Y (5), k)[> + F'(|1AD]o (Y (s), k)|

(
sV (8), k) = b(J"(5), k), As)
< F(IAG) [lo(Y (), k)P +2(b(Y (5), k) = b(J"(s), k), As)]

where the inequality follows from (4.5). Likewise, the concavity of F'leads to
FUA) = [ (FUA eV (9) )2) = FA) = (VF(A ). ¥ (). k.u))) ()
< [P OARIIA A+ elY (9. h ) = 18] = 2P (0, F) el (5), k)l
= [ FUAPI (s). b)),

Therefore, by adding the above two inequalities, we have

LF(|A?) < F'(1AsP) [!U(WS%’?)\Q +2(b(Y (5), k) — b(J"(s) / (Y (5), k, u)|Pv(du) |

On the other hand, when |Y (s)| < R, |J"(s)| < R and |As| < 0y, we can use (1.20) and (1.22) to
obtain

7V (5): B+ 2007 (5 8) = BT (3). ). A + [ e (). b))
R(IY (s )\2 +1) + 26| As|g(|As]) < Kr + &Y (s)?,
where Kr = k + 2k max, ¢ 5,]{79(r)} < co. Then it follows that
LRAR) < PR Kr + 8lY (5)] < Kn + slY (s) .

In view of (1.22) and (4.1), we can use the standard arguments to show that E[sup;,<.<7 [Y (s)[*] <
K, where K is a positive constant independent of ty. For any R > 0, we define 75 := inf{t > ¢¢ :
Y (t)| vV [J"(t)] > R} AT and S5, := inf{t > to : |Y(t) — J"(t)| > do} AT. Then we can compute

TATRA35O
E{F(Arargnsy, )] = E[F (/A 2)] + E [ / cFoAsP)ds]

to

B (84 +E | [ T et Y (5P|

to

T
BIF (80, )] + KT~ t0) + | [ ¥ (s)as|

to
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<E[F(|Ay D) + (Kr + kK)(T — to). (A.10)

Next we show that

1

B[F(1Ar)] < e

E[F(|ATasy, [*)]- (A.11)

To this end, we note that |ATA550ATR| > §p on the set {S5, < T' A Tr}. Since F is increasing, we
have F(§3) < F(|Arnsy, ). This together with the fact that 0 < F < 1 give the following

]E[F(|AT/\TR/\SJO |2)]

= E[F(|Azar,[*)]

F(d5)
E[F(IA7Arpass, )L irarp<ss, ] + EF(ATAran85, [P Lz arg>s5,)] )
= p — E[F(|Ararg )]
F(5)
E[F(|Arars |2 Lipar + F(P{T ANTR > S
o BE(ATA )L ramesssy)] + OGP AT > Ss} B P

- F(57)

>P{T' ANtr > Ss,} + E[F(‘AT/\TR’2)1{T/\TR§S(5O}] — E[F(|Arnrg|?)]

— P{T A > Ssu} — EIF( Ay )L rargssy, |

>P{T' A1 > S0} —E[1- Lirarp>s,,3 = 0.
Consequently we have E[F(|Arar,[?)] < E[F(lAgA(gg)AS&O )
1, the bounded convergence theorem gives (A.11).

Recall that Y satisfies the stochastic differential equation (A.9) for ¢ € [ty,T]. For t € [0, o],
we define Y (¢) := X®)(¢) and X*)(¢) is the weak solution to (1.21) with initial condition z. Then
the process Y satisfies the following stochastic differential equation:

. Since limg_ oo 7r =T a.s. and 0 < F <

Y(t)= a;+/0 [b(Y(s),k) +h”(s)1{s>t0}]ds+/0 o(Y(s), k)dW (s) +/0 /UC(Y(S),k,U)N(dS,dU)

for t € [0,T]. Next we set

H(t) = Lo (Y (£), E)A" (1), and M(t) := exp{ /0 (H(s),dW(s))—% /0 |H(s)|2ds}.

As argued in Qiao (2014), it follows from (1.23) that |H (t)|? is bounded and hence M is a martingale
under P by Novikov’s criteria. Moreover, E[M (T')] = 1. Define

Q(B) := E[M(T)lypy], BeFr

W(t) := W(t) +/0 H(s)ds.

It follows from Theorem 132 of Situ (2005) that Q is a probability measure, W is a Q-Brownian
motion and N(dt,du) is a Q-compensated Poisson random measure with compensator dtv(du).
Furthermore, under the measure Q, Y solves the following stochastic differential equation

Y (t) ::E—I—/O b(Y(S),k?)dS—l—/O U(Y(s),k‘)dW(S)—l—/o /UC(Y(S),k‘,u)N(ds,du)
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for t € [0,7]. By the uniqueness in law of the solution to the SDE, we have that the law of
{X®)(#) : ¢t € [0,T]} under P is the same as the law of {Y'(¢) : t € [0, 7]} under Q. In particular, we
have P{|X®)(T)—a| > 7| X®)(0) = 2} = Q{|Y(T)—a| > 7|V (0) = z}. Since P and Q are equivalent,
the desired assertion P{|X*)(T) —a| > r|X®)(0) = 2} = Q{|Y(T) — a| > r|Y(0) = 2} < 1 will
follow if we can show that P{|Y(T) — a| > r|Y(0) = 2} < 1. To this end, for any ¢ > 0, we first
choose an R > 0 sufficiently large so that P{7r < T'} < €. Sine F is bounded and increasing, we
can use (A.11) and (A.10) to compute

P{[Y(T) = a| > r|Y(0) = a} = P{|Y/(T) — af* > r*|Y (0) = o}
=P{F(IY(T) = af*) > F(r*)[Y (0) = }
(r

E[F([Y(T) — a]?)]
- F(r?)
_ E[F(IA7[*)]
F(r?)
_ ElF30s, )
- F(r)F(%)
E[F(|Arass, nrr ) L rp>Tass, )] + EF(ATAs,, 1)L irp<Tnss, )]
F(r?)F(&3)
< E[F(Ay )] + (Kr + 6K)(T — to) + P{rr < T}
- F(r?)F(53)
_ EF(Ay )] + (Kr + sE)(T —to) + ¢
- F(r?)F(53)
Thanks to (A.8), we have E[F(]Ay|?)] — 0 as n — oo. Therefore we can choose n sufficiently large
and ¢y close enough to T to make the last term less than 1 as desired. O
References

Cerrai, S. (2001). Second order PDE’s in finite and infinite dimension: A probabilistic approach,
volume 1762 of Lecture Notes in Mathematics. Springer-Verlag, Berlin.

Chen, M. F. & Li, S. F. (1989). Coupling methods for multidimensional diffusion processes. Ann.
Probab., 17(1), 151-177.

Dynkin, E. (1965). Markov Processes, volume 121 of Die Grundlehren der Mathematischen Wis-
senschaften. Berlin: Springer-Verlag.

Foguel, S. R. (1969). Positive operators on C(X). Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 22, 295-297.

Hairer, M. (2016). Convergence of markov processes. http://www.hairer.org/notes/Convergence.pdf.
Lecture notes, Univ. Warwick.

Mao, X. & Yuan, C. (2006). Stochastic differential equations with Markovian switching. London:
Imperial College Press.

Meyn, S. P. & Tweedie, R. L. (1992). Stability of Markovian processes. I. Criteria for discrete-time
chains. Adv. in Appl. Probab., 24(3), 542-574.

27



Meyn, S. P. & Tweedie, R. L. (1993a). Stability of Markovian processes. II. Continuous-time
processes and sampled chains. Adv. in Appl. Probab., 25(3), 487-517.

Meyn, S. P. & Tweedie, R. L. (1993b). Stability of Markovian processes. III. Foster-Lyapunov
criteria for continuous-time processes. Adv. in Appl. Probab., 25(3), 518-548.

Nguyen, D. H., Yin, G., & Zhu, C. (2017). Certain properties related to well posedness of switching
diffusions. Stochastic Process. Appl., 127(3135-3158).

Peszat, S. & Zabczyk, J. (1995). Strong Feller property and irreducibility for diffusions on Hilbert
spaces. Ann. Probab., 23(1), 157-172.

Priola, E. & Wang, F.-Y. (2006). Gradient estimates for diffusion semigroups with singular coeffi-
cients. J. Funct. Anal., 236(1), 244-264.

Qiao, H. (2014). Exponential ergodicity for SDEs with jumps and non-Lipschitz coefficients. J.
Theoret. Probab., 27(1), 137-152.

Shao, J. (2015a). Ergodicity of regime-switching diffusions in Wasserstein distances. Stochastic
Process. Appl., 125(2), 739-758.

Shao, J. (2015b). Strong solutions and strong Feller properties for regime-switching diffusion
processes in an infinite state space. SIAM J. Control Optim., 53(4), 2462-2479.

Shao, J. & Xi, F. (2014). Stability and recurrence of regime-switching diffusion processes. SIAM
J. Control Optim., 52(6), 3496-3516.

Situ, R. (2005). Theory of stochastic differential equations with jumps and applications. Mathe-
matical and Analytical Techniques with Applications to Engineering. Springer, New York.

Stettner, L. (1986). On the existence and uniqueness of invariant measure for continuous time
markov processes. Technical Report LCDS #86-18, Brown University, Providence, RI.

Tuong, T. D., Nguyen, D. H., Dieu, N. T., & Tran, K. (2019). Extinction and permanence in a
stochastic STRS model in regime-switching with general incidence rate. Nonlinear Anal. Hybrid
Syst., 34, 121-130.

Xi, F. (2004). Stability of a random diffusion with nonlinear drift. Statist. Probab. Lett., 68(3),
273-286.

Xi, F., Yin, G., & Zhu, C. (2019). Regime-switching jump diffusions with non-Lipschitz coefficients
and countably many switching states: existence and uniqueness, Feller, and strong Feller prop-

erties. In Modeling, stochastic control, optimization, and applications, volume 164 of IMA Vol.
Math. Appl. (pp. 571-599). Springer, Cham.

Xi, F. & Zhu, C. (2017). On Feller and strong Feller properties and exponential ergodicity of
regime-switching jump diffusion processes with countable regimes. SIAM J. Control Optim.,
55(3), 1789-1818.

Xi, F. & Zhu, C. (2019). Jump type stochastic differential equations with non-Lipschitz coefficients:
non-confluence, Feller and strong Feller properties, and exponential ergodicity. J. Differential
Equations, 266(8), 4668-4711.

Yin, G. G. & Zhu, C. (2010). Hybrid Switching Diffusions: Properties and Applications, volume 63
of Stochastic Modelling and Applied Probability. New York: Springer.

Zhang, Q. (2001). Stock trading: an optimal selling rule. SIAM J. Control Optim., 40(1), 64-87.

28



	1 Introduction
	1.1 Formulation
	1.2 Assumptions and Statements of Results
	1.2.1 Feller Property
	1.2.2 Strong Feller Property
	1.2.3 Irreducibility


	2 Feller Property
	3 Strong Feller Property
	4 Irreducibility
	5 Examples
	A Proofs of Several Technical Results

