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Abstract. For general (1+1)-affine Markov processes, we prove the ergodicity and exponential
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1 Introduction

Let m > 0 and n > 0 be integers. A time-homogeneous Markov processes {X; : t > 0} =
{(Y:, Z,) - t > 0} taking values in G := R’ x R" is called an affine Markov process if its
characteristic function satisfies

t
B[] = exp { {z, V(¢ w) + / W(V(su)dsh,  zeGueR™ (LD
0

where V' and ¢ are two complex-valued functions and V' satisfies certain generalized Riccati
equations. The affine property means roughly that the logarithm of the characteristic function
is affine with respect to the initial state. The concept of affine Markov processes enables a
unified treatment of two important Markov classes including continuous state branching pro-
cesses with immigration (CBI-processes) and Ornstein-Uhlenbeck type processes (OU-type pro-
cesses), where the OU-type processes also include Lévy processes as a particular case. Roughly
speaking, affine processes with state space R’} are m-dimensional CBI-processes, and those
with state space R" are n-dimensional OU-type processes. The processes involve rich common
mathematical structures and have found interesting connections and applications in several ar-
eas. The general theory of finite-dimensional affine Markov processes including several equiv-
alent characterizations and common financial applications was given by Duffie et al. (2003)
under a regularity assumption, which requires the functions

t— V(t,u) and t— /Otlp(V(s, u))ds
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are differentiable at ¢ = 0 and continuous at u = 0. The regularity problem asks whether this
property holds automatically for stochastically continuous affine processes. This property was
established in Dawson and Li (2006) under the first moment condition. The problem was finally
settled in Keller-Ressel et al. (2011), where it was proved that any stochastically continuous
affine Markov process is regular. The connection of the regularity problem with Hilbert’s fifth
problem was also explained in Keller-Ressel et al. (2011).

The ergodicity and strong Feller property of CBI- and OU-type processes have been stud-
ied by a number of authors. In particular, a sufficient and necessary integrability condition
for the ergodicity of a one-dimensional subcritical or critical CBI-process was announced in
Pinsky (1972); see Li (2011) for a proof. It was proved in Sato and Yamazato (1984) that
a finite-dimensional OU-type process is ergodic if and only if the eigenvalues of its coeffi-
cient matrix have strictly negative real parts. The coupling property and strong Feller property
of finite-dimensional OU-type processes was studied in Priola and Zabczyk (2009) and Wang
(2011). The ergodicity and exponential ergodicity of such processes in total variation distances
were proved in Schilling and Wang (2012) and Wang (2012). The strong Feller property and
exponential ergodicity in the total variation distance of one-dimensional CBI-processes were
shown in Li and Ma (2015) by a coupling method; see also Li (2020a). In the recent work of
Li (2020b), the ergodicities and exponential ergodicities in Wasserstein and total variation dis-
tances of Dawson-Watanabe superprocesses with or without immigration were proved, which
clearly includes the finite-dimensional CBI-processes.

For general finite-dimensional affine Markov processes with the strictly negative real parts
of eigenvalues of its coefficient matrix, a sufficient condition for ergodicity in weak convergence
was given in Jin et al. (2020). The necessity of the condition was not established in Jin et
al. (2020), so their result partially covers the those in Pinsky (1972), Li (2011) and Sato and
Yamazato (1984). The exponential ergodicity of finite-dimensional affine Markov processes
in the Wasserstein distance was established in Friesen et al. (2020). Zhang and Glynn (2018)
provided sufficient conditions for ergodicity and exponential ergodicity of such processes in the
total variation distance.

The main purpose of this paper is to study the ergodicity of the finite-dimensional affine
processes. For simplicity, we focus on the (1+1)-dimensional affine processes. We prove some
results on the ergodicity and exponential ergodicity of the processes in total variation distances
under natural conditions. Instead of Zhang and Glynn (2018), our approach is based on coupling
methods developed in Schilling and Wang (2012) and Wang (2012); see also Li and Ma (2015),
which answers the question appeared on Jin et al. (2017), pp.1145; see also Friesen and Jin
(2020), pp.646.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we prove the ergodicity of
(1+1)-dimensional affine processes in total variance distances. The exponential ergodic prop-
erty in total variance distances is established under stronger conditions in section 3. Finally, the
strong Feller property is studied in section 4.



2 Ergodicity in total variance distances

In this and next section, we mainly prove the ergodicity and exponential ergodicity of (1+1)-
affine Markov processes in total variance distances by dividing the progress of two processes
issued from different points into two parts by a natural coupling of CBI-processes. It is well
known that the coupling property along with the existence of a stationary measure can yield
the ergodicity for the process; see, e.g., Wang (2012), which motivates the basic proof in this
section, as well as for section 3. More precisely, we prove the coupling property for the process
in Proposition 2.3 under proper conditions, and show the existence of a stationary distribution
in Lemma[2.4l Based on those results, we prove the ergodic property in Theorem

We first give some notations. Write G = R, x R. Define U = C_ x iR, where C_ =
{a+ib:a € R_,be€ R}and iR = {ia : a € R}. We further define two functions on U as
follows:

d(u) = —ayuy — byug + (a1 + alZ)U% + 2(y/ar1a91 + /0202 Uity

(o + am)il + / (e — 1 — (u, 2)) m(dz),
G

1
Y(u) = aguy — boug + iazug + / (e<u’z> — 1 — zous) n(dz),
G
where a1,b; € R (i = 0,1,2), az,0 € Ry, (a;5)2x2 is a nonnegative matrix, m and n are two
Lévy measures supported on G \ {0} satisfying

/ (zl A2+ |22|2> m(dz) +/ (1 A z1+ |z A |22|2) n(dz) < oo. (2.1)
G G

Denote by {P, : t > 0} the transition semigroup of (1+1)-affine Markov process {X; : ¢ > 0}.
It is well known that { P, : ¢ > 0} can be uniquely determined by

/Ge<“’§> Pi(x,d¢) = exp {(x, V(t,u)) + /Otz/)(V(s, u)) ds},

where
Ba(t,u) = o(V(t,u), VA(0,u) = .

Va(t, u) = e b2tuy.

We can also obtain the process as a unique strong solution to a stochastic integral equation
system. Let (2, F, F;,P) be a filtered probability space satisfying the usual hypotheses. De-
note by W;(ds, du), i = 0, 1, 2 the (F;)-Gaussian white noises on (0, c0)? with intensity dsdu,
M (ds, du,dz) be an (F;)-Poisson random measure on (0, 00)? x G with intensity dsdum/(dz)
and N (ds, dz) an (F;)-Poisson random measure on (0, c0) X G with intensity dsn(dz), the cor-
responding compensated measures are defined by M (ds, du, dz) and N (ds, dz). Let PM(t) =
I3[ [ 2 M(ds,du,dz) and PN(t) = [) [ 2z N(ds,dz) for i = 1,2. We assume those



random elements are independent of each other. Let Yj, Z, be Fy-measurable random variables
and Yy > 0. Let us consider the following stochastic integral equation system:

Ys
Y;IYE) / (a2—a1Y)ds+v20z11/ / W1 ds du)

Ys
+ \/20412/ / Wa(ds, du) + / /z1 (ds,dz)
Yo
/ / /21 (ds, du, dz), 2.2)

Zt ZQ—/(bo+b1Y +b2 )d8+0// WO ds du)

Ys
+ v 20&21/ / Wl dS du + vV 20&22/ / W2 ds du)

Yoo
+/ /zz N(ds,dz)+/ / /zz M(ds, du, dz). (2.3)
0 Je 0 Jo G

Here and in the sequel, we understand that forany a < b € R

b 00
/ = / and / = / )
a (a,b] a (a,00)

The existence of the solution to (Z.2)—(2.3) is a consequence of Theorem 6.2 in Dawson and
Li (2006), where a weakly equivalent stochastic equation system was studied. The pathwise
uniqueness for 2.2)-@.3) follows by modifications of the proofs in Dawson and Li (2006,
2012). Denote by {X; : t > 0} = {(Y}, Z;) : t > 0} the unique strong solution to 2.2)—(@2.3).
Then {Y; : ¢ > 0} is a one-dimensional CBI-process and { X, : ¢ > 0} is an (1+1)-dimensional
affine Markov process.

For z = (z1,29) and y = (y1,92) € G, let {X;(z) : t > 0} and {X;(y) : t > 0} be the
affine processes defined by (2.2)—(2.3) starting from x and y, respectively. Let ¢ = inf{¢t > 0 :
Yi(z1) = Yi(y1)} be the coalescence time of the coupling {(Yi(x1),Y:(y1)) : t > 0}. Given
f € By(G), one can see that

Pf(@) = Pf)] < P{IFCX(@)) = F(Xlw))Tpeq) }
[P X)) — Sz}
20/ 1P{Yilar) # Vi) }
HPLA() = PG Tz} 2.4

For any € > 0, we define a finite measure n. on R such that

n(R+ X B) s if n(R+ X R) < 0

IN

n-(B) =
n(Ry x B.), if n(Ry xR) =00
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where B € B(R) and B, := B\ {23 : |22] < &}.

In the following we give some key estimates. For x = (x1,25) and y = (y1,42) € G, let
{Xi(x) : t > 0} and {X,(y) : t > 0} be the affine processes defined by 2.2)-2.3) starting
from x and y, respectively. In view of (2.2)—(2.3)) we have

t t Ys(.’El)
Zi(x) = Tys — / Ty [bo + by Ya(wr)] ds + v3agr / / T, Wi (ds, du)
0 0 0
t Ys(ml) t 1
+ \/2a22/ / T s Wa(ds, du) +U/ / Ti—s Wo(ds, du)
0 0 0 0

t st(lj) _ t N
—I—/ / /Tt_sz'g M(ds,du,dz)+/ /Tt_SZQ N(ds, dz), (2.5)
o Jo G 0 JG

210) = 2u) = Tira =) = [ T (Yilo) = Yala) s

and

Ys(x1)
+ v 20(21/ / ﬂ SW1 ds du)

s(y1)

Ys(z1)
+ v 20(22/ / ﬂ SWQ ds du)

s y1
Ys—(x1)
/ / / Ti_szo (ds du, dz), (2.6)
—(y1)
where T, = e~ for t > 0.

Lemma 2.1 Suppose 0 < 2by, < aq. Then there exist strictly positive constants C and Cy such
that for any z,y € G

E|Zi(z) — Zi(y)| < Tt<\x2 — o] + Coxy — 1) + /Ci(x1 — yl))u 2.7)

1
B{12(r) = Zuy) > Tonk < Iz =l + Colans =) + VO =) @)
formn > 0.

Proof. Note that E[Y;(z1) — Ys(y1)] = (z1 — y1)e”**. By Martingale inequality and Cauchy-

Schwartz inequality we see that
Ys— (wl Y5 (wl %
E’// / b2822 (dS du dZ) < [ ’// / b2822 (dS du dZ) :|
—(y1)
(2b2—a1)t -1 ) q %
< |l = _
< [t [ [ mao)




< VCOu(z1 =),

similarly,

Ys(z1)

t Ys(xl) t
E‘\/2a21 / / P25 Wy (ds, du) + v/ 2a22/ / P25 Wy (ds, du)’
0 s(yl) 0

s(y1)
e(2b2 —al )t o 1

2b2 — ap

2

N

e(2b2—a1)t _ 1
S 20&21—
2b2 — aq

< Oz — 1),

(21 — yl)} + l20422 (21 — yl)}

and

UGl

b (1 — yl)} < Oy — y1),
2 — aq

lﬂ—mAEMO;@ﬁ—manw}

a1—2bs? a1 —2bo a1 —bs

where C}; = m fG |22 m(dz), Cp = Smax{ @21 @22 } and Cy = 1l By @.6) it
1s not hard to see that

E|Zi(x) = Zi(y)| < (|22 = ol + Calar — ) + v/Cilwr — 1) ).

where '} = 4max{C1;,C12}. The second inequality is an immediate result following from
Markov inequality and (2.7). O

For a bounded measurable function f on R, define the supremum norm || f|| = sup, | f(z)].
Given two bounded measures ; and v on (R, B(R)),let uAv=pu—(p—v)t =v—(v—p)*,
where the superscript ”+” refers to the positive part in the Jordan-Hahn decomposition. It is
easytoseethat uy A\v=vApu=2""(u+v—|u—v|),where |p—v|=(pn—v)"+ v —pnt
is the total variation measure. Let || - ||, denote the total variation norm defined by

[t = Vllvar = sup |u(f) —v(f)l,
IfI<1

where p(f) = [ fdu. For the convenience, we formulate the following conditions:

(A) Denote the branching mechanism of the CBI-processes {Y; : ¢t > 0} by

do(x) = arx + (a11 + ag)x? + /(e_‘”1 — 14 2z)m(dz), x>0.
G

There exists € > 0 such that for any z > 0, ¢(z) > 0, and
/ ¢pt(2)dz < c0.
0
(B) There exist two constants £, 7 > 0 such that

inf n. A (0, xn.)(R) > 0, / |22] n(dz) < o0.
{|z2|>€}

la]<n
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Remark 2.2

(1). Condition (A) is called Grey’s condition; see, e.g., Grey (1974). This condition has
been used to study the exponentially ergodic property in total variance distances and strong

Feller property of one-dimensional subcritical CBI-processes; see,e.g., Li and Ma (2015) and
Li (2020a).

(2). Condition (B) is sharp to study the coupling property for the Lévy process (L;)i>o with
Lévy measure n and the Ornstein-Uhlenbeck process driven by (L;)i>o. Intuitively, it is one

possibility to guarantee the sufficient jump activity such that the process admits a successful
coupling; see,e.g., Schilling and Wang (2011,2012) and Wang (2012).

Propositiop 2.3 Suppose that Conditions (A,B) hold and 0 < 2by < a;. Then there exist
constants C', k > 0, such that foranyt > 0,x,y € G, we have

. 1
1P, ) = Pe(y *)l[var < C(l + (0o + D]z =y + Ve — | + |22 — y2|)—,
K4+1 \/%

where v, is the unique solution of the following equation:

d
Evt —¢o(v;), t>0 (2.9

with initial condition vy, = co. Moreover, the mapping t — v, is decreasing.

Proof. Under Condition (A), the solution 7; to (2.9) is unique, and the mapping ¢ — o is
decreasing; see, e.g., Theorem 3.6, Theorem 3.7 and Corollary 3.14 in Li (2020a). Under
Condition (B), for simplicity, we let

¢
sz// 29 N(ds, dz)
0 J{|z2]|>c}

and define a sequence of stopping times Y5 = inf{t > Y _, : L7 # L } with convention
Y5 =0. Fori > 1let7f = Y5 — Y5, and Uf = f{Tf} f{|22\>a} 2y N(ds,dz). Then (77);>1
are i.i.d. random variables which are exponentially distributed with intensity C. = n.(R)
and (Uf);>1 of i.i.d. random variables on R with distribution n. := n./C.. Moreover, the
two sequences (U7 );>; and (77);>1 are independent of each other. Let N = sup{k > 1 :

Zle 7¢ < t}. Then (N} ):> is a Poisson process of intensity C.. Now we can rewrite

// 29 N(ds, dz) ZU€
{|z2]|>¢}

with Z?:1 = 0 by convention. It is not hard to check that

t 00 k
/ / Ty sz N(ds,dz) =0 Lyyenyy + Z Lirs<t<rs, )} ZTt—TgU,
0 J{[z2|2¢c}

k=1 =1



Let us use the following notations for the convenience,
t
Cre = Tt{(bo . / 2 n(dz)) / e s
{|z2|>€}
+a// e25 Wo(ds, du) + // 25 5, N (ds dz)}
{\Z2\<E}
Ys—(z1) B

O (1) = —bl/ ebZSYS(:L"l)deL/ / /eb2822 M (ds, du, dz),

Ys 551

Ys(x1)
+ v 20&21 / / b28 Wl (dS du —l— vV 20&22 / / sz Wg(ds, du)

Moreover, for any ¢t > 0, we denote the distribution of 6;(z1) — 6;(y1) by I'; 4, —,,. In view of

@.3), for any f € B,(G),
N;

Ef (Yi(w1), Zi(w)) = Ef (Yi(ar), Ti(ws + 0, (01)) + e + > Ty Ui )
k=1
= B[/ (Yilw1), Talwa + 0u(21)) + Goe ) Lz

+Ef(Yt (1) Z]-{T5<t<T - }{Tt(ﬂfz + 0y(21)) + Ge + ZTTE })

k=1 7j=1

- E[f (Y;(xl), Ty(zo + 04(21)) + Ct,e) 1{N§=0}]

k+1 —Cg Z 1 t;
+Z/Lﬁh«yHC dty ...t

'thl

X /Rk Ef (Yt(:)sl),Tt(xg +6i(x1)) + Gre + zk:Tzé_lthi> no(dry) ...ng(dry)
=1
— E[f (YQ(Il), Ty(wg + 0y(x1)) + Ct,e) 1{N§:0}]

+ Z/ / k sy Chtle™C Tt dty ...dtgq
t <t<

where the second equality partly follows from formula (2.10) in Schilling and Wang (2012); see
also Lemma 2.2 in Schilling and Wang (2012). Here, ny, _, (dz) is the probability measure on
R, which is the image of the k-fold product measure n. X ... X 1. under the linear transformation
Jitn It (11, ey 1) = T+ oo+ T4 4, 75 Given (21, 22), (y1, ¥2) € G, without loss
of generality, we can assume that z; > ¥y, and we have

E[(/(Xu(2)) ~ FC W) L]

sup
IflI<1




o0 k+1,
1 1 ti<t<>

X sup
IflI<1

_ / Ef (Yi(yr), To(ys + 6:(n)) +<;E+z) N GE)

O Z / / SR ChtleC T dt; ...dtgiq
Sk ti<t<

X II?”llllgl/R ‘ /REf(Yt(yl),Tt(yz +0:(y1)) + Gre + 2)

X 5Tt(902—y2+22) Tty .t (dz)

<27+ Z / / Chtle ¢ S dty ...dtpyy
L <t< ke

/ w Zg,t tl,.. tk)le yl(dZQ)

5 Ok+1 —Cszfillti dt dt I 1= d
+ Z/ / L <t<Y Rty e © ' ! R\W - yl( =

where W = {zy : |22 + 22 — y2| < n} for some 1 > 0 and

W(ZQ,t,tl, .. tk) - ||5Tt {Ez y2+22) * ntl ..... [7 ntl ..... tkHvar-

If we set p(t, x,y) fR\W 't 21—y, (d22), one can see that

Z / / ChHe=C-XE i qty | dtyyy / Tt o)y (d22)
Yk ti<t<Y iy R\W
< p(t,z,y)e —Cet C’kH/ / ty...dt
Z >Z7, 1

=p(t,z,y)Ce(1 —e —Cet ).

By .6), we haveT} '[Z,(z) — Z(y)] = (v2 —ya) +0;(x1) — 0, (y1). It follows that T} | Z,(x) —
Zy(y)| = w2 — y2 + 6u(21) — 6:(y1))|. Then

1
< E<|ZE2 —yo| + Co(x1 —y1) + V/Ci(x1 — yl))> (2.10)

where the last inequality follows from (2.8)). On the other hand, following the proof of Theorem
1.1 in Schilling and Wang (2012), for |xs — yo + 25| < 1,t > t1 + ... + t, and k£ > 1 we can
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find some constants ' ,,, Cs > 0 such that
Ch
w(z, t,ty, ... 1) < —2
( ) vk

and

Cs C.t - k ktly,

2 >007Ct 1N [ L Hlo=CeTiZiti gy, ...

N 20 * / /Zk ti<t<S Iy, Cere At - e
k=1 i=1 1S i=1 i

X/ W(ZQ,t,tl,...,tk)rt@l_yl(ng).
w

In conclusion, we have

1F1Cs 2| flIC:
‘E[(f(Xt(x))—f(Xt(y)))l{tzg}Hg =, A

X <|932 —yo| + Co(x1 —y1) + /Ci(x1 — yl))-

In view of (2.4), for f € B,(G)

1/11Cs
Vi

2y — Yo| + Co(z1 — y1) + /Ci(21 — ?/1))

\Bif(z) = Pof(y)] < 2| flloe(z1 —y1) +
2| f]|Ce
+ o (|

For any s € (0,t), by using the Markov property and (2.7)),

|P.f(z) — P.f(y)|
= [E{ P is(1). Zims (@) — Puf (i), Ziea ()}
L 171G
\/g
. %{MZH(:B) — Zi ()| + [C’lE{Yt_s(:El) - K—S(yl)}}

< 2| FIOE(Y s (1) — Yies(y1))

1
2

+ OE{Yies(a1) = Yios()} )

e
MY

2| FIIC- —ay(t—s
+ ||fn|| {\/Cl(xl _ yl)e—al(t—s) —+ 02(1’1 — yl)e 1(t—s)

< 2| fl|vs (21 — yp)em s

e (= |+ Caler =) + V/Culer — ) }.
which implies that
||Pt($a ) - Pt(ya ')Hvar

10



1
< (4 [1 + (0s + D21 —y1) + Va1 —yn + |22 — yz‘] (e_b2(t_5) v %)
K y 1 )
Vi—s /s
for some constants Cy > Oand kK = 1V % We finally obtain the required assertion by setting

s:ﬁ%ﬂt, C = VK2 +1C,. O

Note that the initial assumptions of Lévy measures m and n in Jin et al. (2020) are weaker
than (2.I). Before we establish the main result in this section, we need the following lemma,
which is a consequence of Theorem 2.7 in Jin et al. (2020).

< 04[1+(@8+1)(:r1 — 1) +VE —yr + |2 —yzl](

Lemma 2.4 Assume that a, > 0,by > 0, (2.1) and
/ log 23 n(dz) < oo (2.11)
{zm=1}
hold. Then the law of X, converges weakly to a limiting distribution T given by

/e<“’y> m(dy) = exp {/ Y(V(s,u)) ds}, ueU,
G 0
Moreover, T is the unique stationary distribution for X.

Based on the Lemma [2.4] and Proposition above, we can prove the ergodicity of the
transition semigroup (F;)¢>o. More explicitly, we have the following result:

Theorem 2.5 Suppose |, (2131} log z1 n(dz) < oo and the conditions of Proposition are

satisfied. Then the affine process (X;);>o is ergodic in the total variation distance. Namely,
there exists a unique invariant measure 7 for the process such that for any x € G,

lim ||Pt(x7 ) - 7T(')Hvar = 0.
t—o0

Proof. By (2.1) and Lemma [2.4] there exists a unique invariant measure 7 for (P;);>o. Fix
x € G, one can see that

1B, ) = 7 oar < / 1B, ) = Py ) ar 7(dy).

For any ¢ > 0, we choose 6 > 0 such that 7{|z; — y1| + |x2 — y2| > d} < €. By Proposition 2.3
we have

HR&(JJ, ) - 71-<'>Hvar
< /G\E 1P, ) = Pe(y, -)llvar 7(dy) + /: 1Pz, ) = Pi(y, )|l var 7(dy)

11



< (1 + (@ﬁt + 15+ Vo + 5) 7(dy) + 2m(2)

/.

< — U_1
S Vi Joe (1+(vmt+1)5—l—\/5—|—5> 7(dy) + 2,

where = = {y : |v1 — y1| + |72 — yo| > 0}. Letting t — oo first and then ¢ — 0, we prove the
desired result. U

Sl

[1]

3 Exponential ergodicity in total variance distances

In this section, we prove the exponential ergodicity of (1+1)-affine Markov processes defined by
@.2)—@2.3) with 2.1)) in total variance distance under proper conditions. Since the exponential
ergodicity implies the ergodicity, it’s reasonable to strengthen the assumptions to guarantee the
exponential ergodicity. We also give the following conditions before moving forward:

(C) There exists € > 0, such that

lim sup
p—0

< 0, |20| n(dz) < oo.

[Sup\alﬁp Ine —
{lz2|>¢}

5(1 * ns”var:|
P

(C') There exists € > 0, such that

[Sup|a\§p Hne - 5(1 * ne”var]
<

p

lim sup
p—0

00, / |22]? n(d2) < oo
{lz2[>1}

Remark 3.1 Condition (C’) plays an important role in characterizing the exponential ergod-
icity. This condition implies [ |22|* n(dz) < oo, so it is stronger than (C). Condition (B) is
weaker than (C); see, e.g., Remark I in Wang (2012) for a proof.

Proposition 3.2 Suppose that Conditions (A,C) hold and 0 < 2by < a;. Then there exist
constants C, ik > 0, such that for any t > 0, x,y € G, we have

1Pz, ) = Py, Vlar < C(1+ (052 + Doy =yl + VVJar — ] + w2 — ol )e ™,

where U, is defined as that in Proposition[2.3]

Proof. Following the arguments in the proof of Proposition[2.3] it implies that on {N; > 1}
/ / Ty sz N(ds,dz) ZTt 1: U
{l22]>¢}

12



For given f € By(G),x € G we have the following decomposition
E[f (Yi(1), Zi(2))] = E[f(Ye(21), Ze(2) L ing=op] + P f (@),
where P f(z) = E[f (Yi(21), Zi(2))1{ns>1y] and

P () = B{ Lngzny £ (Yilwr), Tals + Oulwn)) + Gl + Tior, U ) }

1

= B {1y [ (Vi Bian + Oan)) + G+ Ty 2) mela) .

where

t t 1
Ctl,a = Tt{(bo - / zyn(dz)) / e ds + O’/ / P25 Wy(ds, du)
{lz2|>€} 0

Ni-1

N Tl // N(ds, d
Z Tk |22\<5} > Z)}

We recall again that the distributions of 6;(z1) —0,(y1) i8 ' »,_, . Given z, y € G, without loss
of generality, it suffices to consider the case of xy > ;.

[EICF(Xal) = PG e Lza]
< C’ia E{l{N§>1}(/Rf(Z1,t,y1,y2) Ne (dzl — TT?V? (22 — ys + 22)>

- [ snsmmmias)|

1 —e @HA
S ( CE) Hf” /l% <|Zl'f2 — y2| + |22|> Ft,xl—y1 (dZQ)a

where

Y

- 6(1 * ne”var
A =sup ]
p>0 P

(2t y1,00) = f(Yt(yl%Tt(yz +0,:(y1)) + ¢+ Tt—T?ngl>'

[SUPIG\SP 722

We have A < oo due to the Condition (C) and the fact that sup ||n. — 0, * 1 ||var < 2C:. Tt
la|<p
together with Lemma 2.1l follow that

Al
Ce

E[(f(Xi(2)) = f(Xe(y)) ez Lisa]| <

{|172—y2|+ Cyi(xy — y1)+02(x1—y1)}-
On the other hand,

E|f(Yi(1), Ze(2)Linz=op Liemey | < [[flle™", ¢ >0, f € By(G),

13



it follows that

E[(f(Xi(x)) = F(Xe(y)))Lg]
< 2| flle” " + CAE ||f“{|$2 — 1| + VCi(z1 — 1) + Coy — yl)}'

Therefore, it together with (2.4) and Theorem 10.3 in Li (2020a) imply that

|Pef(x) — Pef(y)] < 2||f||(17t($1 —y1) +e )

JrHJCH{ (|Jz2 — yo| + v/ Ci(21 — 11 +C2$1—y1))}

Similarly as that in Proposition 2.3] for any s € (0, ¢), by using the Markov property and (2.7)
we have

IPf(2) = Pif(y)]
= B[P (Vislon). Ze (@) = PoF i), Z )]
< 2 FIBELY —e(1) — Yiea(an)] + 2] flle=

Hﬂm{mﬁs() Zoes@)| + { CEYica(1) — Yiea )]}
+ CHE[Y; (1) — }/;f—s(ylﬂ}
< 2| fllos(wr — yr)em ) 4+ 2| flle™

A
n @{e—m(t—s) <|x2 —yo| + Co(x1 — 1)

Cy(zy — y1)> + [C1(zq — yl)e_al(t‘s)]% + Cy(zy — yl)e—al(t—S)}

1
2

it follows that
| Pz, ) = Pi(y, ) |lvar < é(1+(5s+1)($1 — Y1) FVT — Y1+ \562—y2|){e_css\/e_b2(t_s)}7

CaA C1A

. . bot
N oy altr }. Setting s =

Cs +b2 ?

where C' = max{2, 2 we obtain

At
Ce

1P, ) = Py, Ve < C(1+ (052 + 1) = 1) + Va1 = o1+ 22 — 1l )™,

baCe
Cs +b2

where Kk = . Then the required assertion holds. U

Based on Proposition [3.2] we have the following result:

Theorem 3.3 Suppose that Conditions (A,C’) hold and O < 2by, < ay. Moreover, assume that
S (251) 21 n(dz) < oo holds. Then the affine process (Xi)i>o is exponentially ergodic in the
total variation distance.
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Proof. Given x € G, it follows from Proposition[3.2] that
1P, ) = ) e < / 1) = Py, e ()

(1 + (Um + 1)(1’1 +A1 ‘|‘ Vo + A+ |l’2| _I'A?)

where
A - / ypldy), Ay — / el 7 (dy).
G G

In order to prove the exponential ergodic property, it suffices to prove A; and A, are finite. For
u € U, setting u = (uq,0),u; < 0, then

o oVi(s,u ~
[ematan =eo{ ["Poacwas) P = Gwis,)
G 0 S
where P and éo are two functions defined on R_ such that

P(x) = agaH—/

G

(e —1)n(d2), @o(x) = —arz+(an +ap)z®+ /G (€™ —1—2z) m(dz).

Following the proof of Theorem 10.4 in Li (2020a), in the case of a; > 0, we can see that for
we U, lim Vi(s,u) = 0and
S5—00

e[ e
fgmyl (dy)_exp{ /Ou ;(('2 dz}.

By differentiating both sides of above at \; = 0 we get A; = a; '[ay + f«; 21 n(dz)] < co. On
the other hand, {Z;}+>¢ can be constructed by

It implies that

Z, = e 27, +/ “bt=9qrY ¢ >0,
0
where

Yi

1
dLZ = —(bo —+ blm)dt + U/ Wo(dt, du> + V 20[21 Wl (dt7 du)
0

Vi 5
+\/2a22 Wg(dt du) + / 2 N(dt,dz) + / / 2 M(dt, du, dz).
0 G

We assume that 7, = s, Y{) = 1. By Cauchy-Schwartz inequality and the result for the first
moment of CBI-processes; see, e.g., Li (2020a), pp.33, one can see that

—I— |b1 | / e l(l — e_“ls)) ds

a1

t
E| / LY | < Jool
0



1

t
2 2bo s —ais l _ ,—a1s 2
+ [/(},22 m(dz)/o e (yle + o (1—e )) ds}
+ [/ 22n(dz) (e — 1)b2_1} 5,
G
where v = as + [, z1 n(dz). Then

(s) 47 2|b1|
supE| [ e dL; | < 2
t>0 0 2 — a1

2 [.22m(dz 3
fomdz)
262-&1

y1+ Cs5 + [
for some constants C5 and C. Further, for any £ > 1 and t > 0,
t
E(|Z:(y)| A k) < e ™! ya| Ak + sup E| / e b2lt=9)qLY|,
t>0 0
and so

/ (sl A &) w(dy) < / (gl AR)7(dy) + Cy £ 0, k> 1
G G

for some constant C'; since A; < oo. Letting first t — oo and then k& — oo, it follows from
dominated convergence theorem and b, > 0 that

JAZECORES

That completes the proof. H

4 Strong Feller property

In this section, we study the strong Feller property of (1+1)-dimensional affine Markov pro-
cesses constructed by (2.2)—(@2.3]). We first formulate the following condition:

(D) There exists a nonnegative measurable function gy on R such that
n(]R+ X de) > Uo(dZQ) = QQ(ZQ)dZQ, UO(R) > 0.

For a positive integrally function g defined on R, for £ > 1, let o = (kg A po)(22) dza,
0i(R) := [5(kg A po)(2z2) dz. There exists K > 1 such that for all & > K, the measure oy,
satisfies

Sup|a\§p ||Uk - 5(1 * Uk”var

p

} < 0, /\zz\o—k(dz2) < .
R

lim sup [
p—0

Under Condition (D), o4 (R) < oo for £ > 1. Then for £ > K we can define a compound

Poisson process as follows:
t
LF ::/ /zz Ni(ds,dz),
0 JG
16



where Ny (ds,dz) is a Poisson random measure with intensity dsny(dz) satisfying ng (R, x
dzy) = o1(dzy). We define a sequence of stopping times Y* = inf{t > Tk . LF #£ LF}
with convention Y§ = 0. Fori > 1let 7% = Y¥ — T* | and UF = f{Tk} Jo 72 Ni(ds, dz).

Then it is easy to see that (7F);>; are i.i.d. random variables which are exponentially distributed
with intensity oy (R) and (U});>1 are i.i.d. random variables on R with distribution o /oy, (RR).

Moreover, the two sequences are independent of each other. Let NF = sup{j > 1:> 7 7/ <
t}. Then (NF);>o is a Poisson process of intensity o, (R). Now we can rewrite

t Ny
/ / 2o Ni(ds,dz) = Z ur
076G i=1

with >>7_, = 0 by convention.
Lemma 4.1 Suppose Condition (D) holds. For k > K let P} be defined by

P () = E[f(Yt(:):l), Zt(x))1{,1k§t}], f€By(G), zeG.

Then there exist a constant C g > 0 and non-negative functions t — C,(t) and t — Cy(t) such
that for any given x,y € G,

sup | P/ f(x) — P f(y)l

i<t
< 2 4 Cpe{fas = ol + VO Blar =yl + Ca®) 1 — 1 .

Proof. By a modified proof in Proposition[3.2] we have

sup |Ptkf(x) - Ptkf(y)|

[l flI<1
—ok(R)t A
<207 —— {‘xz Ya| + VC1L(t) |21 — 1| + Co(t) |21 — ‘}7
O‘k(R)
where
(2b2—a1)t __ 1 |b |( (bo—a1)t __ 1)
_ € 1/(€e
Ci(ty=¢c- ——, (Oy(t) =
1( ) ¢ 2b2—a1 ’ 2< ) b2—a1 ’
su 01 — 0g * 01 ||var
c = 41’11&X{8(O[21 V &22),/ \z2|2m(dz)}, Ak = sup [ pMSp || i kH ]
G p>0 1%

by conventions C'(t) = ¢t for 2by = ay and Cy(t) = |by|t for by = a;. And we prove the
required assertion by setting Cj, g = %. U

Theorem 4.2 Suppose Conditions (A,D) hold with oo(R) = co. Then the affine Markov process
(Xt)e>0 satisfies the strong Feller property.
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Proof. Tt follows from ([2.4)) that for =,y € G we have

sup |Pif(z) = Pof(y)] < 20|z — | + Sup \PFf(z) — PFf(y)|, k>K,
<1 <1

which together with Lemma.1limply that

lim sup |P,f(z) — Pf(y)| < Qe_ak(R)t, kEk>K, t>0.

YT flI<1

Since 01 (R) 1 00 as k 1 oo, we conclude the strong Feller property of (X;)¢>o. O
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