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Given a sequence (M, Qp)n>1 of i.i.d. random variables with generic copy (M, Q)
such that M is a regular d x d matrix and Q takes values in R?, we consider the
random difference equation (RDE) R,, = M, R,_1 + Qn, n > 1. Under suitable
assumptions stated below, this equation has a unique stationary solution R such
that, for some x > 0 and some finite positive and continuous function K on S% 1 :=
{z eRe:|z| =1},

lim t"P(zR >t) = K(x) forall z e %!

t—o0
holds true. A rather long proof of this result, originally stated by Kesten at the end
of his famous article [12], was given by LePage [15]. The purpose of this article is to
show how regeneration methods can be used to provide a much shorter argument
(in particular for the positivity of K). It is based on a multidimensional extension
of Goldie’s implicit renewal theory developed in [9].
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1 Introduction

Let (My,Qn)n>1 be a sequence of i.i.d. random variables with generic copy (M, Q) such that
M is a real d x d matrix and Q takes values in R%. Suppose further that

Elog™ || M| < oo (A1)
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where || M|| := sup|g—y [zM|. Then, with II, := M - ... - My, there exists 8 € [—00,00) such
that
B:= lim n 'log|I,| P-a.s.
n—oo

and defines the Liapunov exponent of the RDE
R,=M,R, 1+Qn, n=>1 (1)
If B is negative and
Elog* Q] < oo, (A2)

then this recursive Markov chain has a unique stationary distribution which is given by the
law of the almost surely convergent series

R := Z anlQn (2)

n>1

and is also characterized as the unique solution to the stochastic fixed-point equation (SFPE)
Y LMY +Q (3)

where £ means equality in law and where Y is understood to be independent of (M, Q). This
by now standard result may easily be deduced from a more general one for iterations of random
Lipschitz maps, see e.g. [8] or [6]. Our concern here is the tail behavior of R in the case when
M takes almost surely values in GL(d,R), the group of regular d x d matrices with real entries.

For = € R4\ {0}, we write 2™ for its projection on the unit sphere S := S%~1, thus 2™ := |z| 'x.
Lebesgue measure on the space of real d x d-matrices, seen as RdQ, is denoted as A and the
uniform distribution on S as Ag. Finally, the open d-balls in S and GL(d,R) with centers x
and A are denoted as Bs(x) and Bs(A), respectively.

Theorem 1.1. Consider the RDE ([Il) and suppose that, in addition to (Adl), (A2)) and 5 < 0,
the following assumptions hold:
P(M € GL(d,R)) = 1.
max P((zI1,,)~ € U) > 0 for any x € S and any open ) # U C S.
nz
P(Iln, € -) > v01p,ry) A for some g € GL(d,R), ng € N and ¢, 70 > 0.
P(Mv+ Q =wv) <1 for any column vector v € RY .

There exists kg > 0 such that
E ing lzM|" > 1, E||M|" log™ ||M|| < oo and 0 < E|Q|"° < co. (A7)
Te

Then there exists a unique k € (0, ko] such that

Jim e log B 11, = 0 ()
and
lim t"P(zR >t) = K(z) forallz €S, (5)

t—o00

where K is a finite positive and continuous function on S.



Remark 1. This result (with one extra condition) was stated by Kesten at the end of his
famous article [12] and later proved by Le Page [15] with the help of Kesten’s Markov renewal
theorem [I3] (and without assuming (AH)). Markov renewal theory also plays an essential role
in our approach, but we make use of a different Markov renewal theorem taken from [I] to
show how proofs can be shortened considerably using Harris recurrence, which is the primary
intention of this article. Condition ((Af) plays a crucial role in obtaining () for all z € S. Not
assumed by LePage, he instead imposes the extra condition

E|Q|"" < 0o for some € > 0

to arrive at the same conclusion. A similar result was also derived by Kliippelberg and Perga-
menchtchikov [I4] for a more specialized model. As further references, we mention related work
by de Saporta et al. [5], by Guivarc’h [I0] and, most recently, by Buraczewski et al. [4] who
obtain more precise information on the tails of R under the restriction that M is a similarity
(product of a dilation and an orthogonal transformation).

Remark 2. The most interesting ingredient to our approach may be roughly described as
a suitable combination of Goldie’s implicit renewal theory [9], lifted to the multidimensional
situation, with the technique of sampling along ”nice” regeneration epochs for the considered
RDE (see Sections [@] [1 and [).

Remark 3. Assumption (A6]) is a condition on the dependence of M and @ (there is no need
for independence), and asserts particularly that no Dirac measure solves the RDE. In fact our
assumptions assure a priori, that supp R is unbounded in R? (see Lemma B.T]).

Remark 4. Note that condition Einf,cg [xM|* > 1 in (A7) may be restated as
EAg(MMT)0/2 > 1,

where A\g(MMT) denotes the smallest of the d eigenvalues of the symmetric matrix MM,
This follows because |zM| = (MM Tz T)1/2.

The further organization is as follows: Section [2 discusses the two central assumptions (A4])
and (Af]) in terms of their implications for obtaining Harris recurrence of an intrinsic Markov
chain (X,,),>0 on the sphere (see Section [Bl). We then proceed in Section B with some use-
ful results concerning a whole class of SFPE that are solved by R and obtained via the use
of stopping times. In particular, we explain how geometric sampling allows us to simplify
some assumptions in Theorem [[I] before proving it. Section [ collects some facts about
Harris recurrence and Markov renewal theory which are used in Section Bl to show that
limy o0 t 77 P (sup, ey |[€ My - - - My | > t) exists and is positive. This section further contains all
necessary ingredients for the Markov renewal approach including the crucial measure change

(harmonic transform) also used by Kesten. The proof of Theorem [[] is then provided in
Sections [0l [7 and 8

2 Minorization: Implications of (A4) and (Af)

It is useful to discuss at this early point the implications of the two conditions (A4)) and (A%
in terms of the semigroup (P"),>1 of Markov transition kernels on S, defined by P"(z, A) :=



P((2I1,)~ € A) for z € S and measurable A C S. The pertinent Markov chain being of interest
here will be introduced in Section [5l For compact subsets C' of GL(d,R), we further define the
substochastic kernels PZ(z,-) := P((«II,)~ € -,II,, € C). Let I denote the identity matrix.

Lemma 2.1. Suppose (Ad) and (AD). Then there exists a compact subset C' of GL(d,R) such
that, for each x € S, there are 6,p > 0, m € N, and a probability measure ¢ on Bs(x) satisfying
forally e S.

Proof. Fix any x € S. By (A4) and (AH), we can choose ny > 1, n > 0 and thereupon
0<d<n 0<c¢<candacompact By C GL(d,R) in such a way that

(i) €= infyep, (@) Ppl(y,U) > 0, where U := B, ((2T")™);
(ii) ®(A) := ch(I) 14((zm)~) A(dm) defines nonzero measure on Bs(z);

(i) for any u € U, we have u = (¢F,Ty1)™ as well as F, Ty B.(Tg) D B.(I) for some unitary
matrix F,.
Put C := B;-B.(Tg) := {A1As : Ay € By, Ay € B.(T'g)}, which is a compact subset of GL(d,R)
(as the continuous image of the compact By x B.(I'g)). It then follows for any y € Bs(z) and
measurable A C S that

Py )= [ [ La(m)) B, € dm) PRy, du)
UBC(FO

> / / 14((um)™) A(dm) P2 (y, du)
U B.(T'o)

_ 'yo/ / La((@Fu Ty 'm)™) A(dm) P2 (y, du)
U Be(To)
> 30l det(To)* P (5. 1) [ La((am)™) Adm)
B:(I)
> q0¢|det(To)l! [ La((am)™) A(dm) (®
B.(I)
which proves (MC) for all y € Bs(z) with m = ng + ny and ¢ := ®(Bs(x)) ' ®.

In order to extend (MC]) to all y € S, observe that for any y, we can pick e(y) > 0, na(y) > 1
and compact BY C GL(d,R) such that

inf  P2W (2 Bs(x)) > 0.
centt ) T (2, Bs())

By compactness, S = Ule B.(y,)(y;) for suitable y1,...,yx, and a straightforward argument
then shows that inf,es Pp’(y, Bs(x)) > 0 for a suitable ny > max;—; _xn2(y;) and with

By :=J¥_, BY. It is now readily seen with the help of property (i) that
(iv) & :=infyes PR " (y,U) > 0, where B := By - Bs.



By estimating P %" with C := B - B.(Ty) following (@) and utilizing (iv) instead of (i),
we finally obtain (MC]) for all y € S (with the same ¢ and m = ng + ny + n2). Further details
can be omitted. O

Remark 5. It is useful for later purposes (see Lemma [5.6]) to point out that (MC]) is “embed-
ded” in a bivariate condition, obtained via consideration of the bivariate extensions H"(z,-) :=
P(((«l,)~,11,) € -) and Hp(z,-) = P(((«I,)~,11,) € -, II, € C) of P*(x,-) and Pg(z,-),
respectively.

Keeping notation and settings from above and with y; := | det(T'g)| "¢ maxyep | det(m)|? finite,
a similar estimation as in (@) leads to

HgoerJrnz (y’ D)

290 [ [ Ip((ume)™ mimo) Aldmo) ™y, dluma)
Ux B Be(T)

=7 / / 1p((xF, Ty me)™, mymg) A(dmo) Hp 7" (y, d(u, my))
UXB B.(T'o)

> % / / 1D((ﬂcmo)N,m1FoFu_1m0) )\(dmo)HglJr"Q(y,d(u,ml))
! UxB B¢(I)

and thus to the bivariate minorization condition
Hg'0+nl+n2 (yv ) > qw(% ) (BMC)

for all y € S, some ¢ > 0 and a probability kernel ¥(y,-) on S x C. It contains (MC) as a
special case, for P50+ (y, ) = Hrotmtnz(y . x C) and ¢(- x C) = ¢.

3 The stopped RDE and geometric sampling

Geometric sampling and, more generally, the use of stopping times for (M,,, @, )n,>1 provides
a useful technique in our subsequent analysis and is thus briefly discussed next.

3.1 R remains solution to the stopped equation

Let (Gn)n>0 be a filtration such that (M,,Qn),>1 is adapted to it and (My, Qk)k>n is in-
dependent of G, for any n > 0. Consider any a.s. finite stopping time 7 with respect to
(Gn)n>0 which, by suitable choice of the latter, includes the case that 7 and (M, Qp)n>1 are
independent (pure randomization). Then it is readily checked that R defined in (2] satisfies

R=ILR +Q" (7)

where

k=1 k>n \j=n+1

n k-1
Q" = an—le and R":= Z ( H Mj) Qk



for n > 1. But since (Mryn,Qrin)n>1 is a copy of (M,,Qn)n>1 and also independent of

(M, Qn)i<n<s and 7, it follows that R” is independent of (II,Q7) with R” 2 R. In other
words, (the law of) R also solves the stopped SFPE

YLILY +Q (8)
and provides a stationary distribution to the RDE
Yn = MYILYn—l + Q;w n > 17 (9)

where (M), Q! )n>1 is a sequence of i.i.d. copies of (IL;, Q7). Uniqueness follows if (A1), (A2)
persist to hold for the ”stopped pair” (IL., Q™) together with

1
Jim - log |11, || < 0 P-a.s.

where (0,)n>0 denotes a zero-delayed renewal process such that oy = 7 and

(Un —On—1, (Mk‘a Qk‘)o’n71<k‘§0'n) ; n > 1

are i.i.d. For stopping times 7 with finite mean this is indeed easily verified and we state the
result (without proof) in the following lemma.

Lemma 3.1. The law of R forms the unique solution to the SFPE () whenever ET < co.

In order for finding the tail behavior of R, we are now allowed to do so within the framework of
any stopped SFPE (R)) with finite mean 7. The idea is to pick 7 in such a way that (II, @) has
nice additional properties compared to (M, Q). Geometric sampling provides a typical example
that will be used hereafter and therefore discussed next. Another use of this technique appears
in Section [8

3.2 Geometric sampling

Suppose now that (o, ),>0 is independent of (M,,, @, )n>1 with geometric(1/2) increments, that
isP (7 =n) =1/2" for each n > 1. Then not only Lemma Bl holds true but also the following
result:

Lemma 3.2. If (M, Q) satisfies the assumption of Theorem [L1l and thus (MC), then so does

(I, Q) withn =ng =m = 1 in (&), (A5) and (MJ). Also, lim, ,oon log E|II,, ||* =0
implies lim,,_,oo n~log E || IL,||* = 0, i.e. ().

Proof. That (A1), (A2) and lim,, o, n~!log |, || < 0 P-a.s. persist to hold under any finite
mean stopping time 7 has already been pointed out before Lemma .1l As for (A3) to (Af),
we just note that P (Il € -) = >, 27 "P (II,, € -). Assumption (AG]) ensures that the law of
R is nondegenerate. But since R is also the unique solution to (§), (A6) must hold for (IL,, Q")
as well. Moreover,

E inf |2Il;| = 27" E inf |2II
eflellrd = 2 27 E ol



in combination with
E inf |oTL,|% = E (inf @My - oo My 1)~ M50 - |2 M, - .. Mn_l\"“’)
zeS zeS
> . KO | 3 KO
> 8 (100 T
— i KO TR ;i Ko
= Bl oM™ B faf el
n
= ... = (Einf [zM]™)" >1 (10)
TES

for each n > 1 shows the first assertion of (A7) for (II;, Q7). The remaining two moment asser-
tions are again easily verified by standard estimates. We therefore omit further details. Finally,
suppose that lim,, o, n~!log E ||II,, ||* = 0 By subadditivity, £ := lim,, o n ™' log E||IL, || =
inf,,>1 n~tlogE ||IL,||* exists in [—o00,00). Since

1 1 1
~logE [Ty, || = —log Y E[|Tk[[* Plon = k) > — > P(on = k) log E |[TI,|"
k>n k>n

it is not difficult to see that & > —oo. But then we further infer for any € > 0 and all sufficiently
large n that

1 1
—logE 1L, ||* > ~1log > "¢ P(g,, = k) = logE ¢ ~)"
n n k>n

and thus £ < 0 upon taking n — oo and then ¢ — 0. By doing the same in the reverse
inequality

1 1
“logE |, ||* < =log Z ek(E+e) P(o, = k) = 10gE€(£+€)T
n n k>n

finally shows £ = 0 as claimed in (). O

Remark 6. We note for later purposes that for all ,6 > 0, z € S
P (1L || < e, (2IL;)~ € Bs(x)) > 0,
because both, {lim sup,,_, . ||II,]| < e} and {(zII,,)" € Bs(x) i.0.}, are sets of probability one.

In view of the previous lemma we can now make the standing assumption that

If (Ad),[A3),(MC)) and (BMC) hold, they hold with ng =n =m = 1. (SA)

4 Harris recurrence and Markov renewal theory

4.1 Strongly aperiodic Harris chains

Here and in the following subsection let S be a general separable metric space with Borel-o-
algebra S. A Markov chain (X,,)n,>0 on S is called strongly aperiodic Harris chain, if there



exists a set R € S, called regeneration set, such that P, (X,, € R infinitely often) = 1 for all
x € S (recurrence) and, furthermore,

inf P(x,-) > 11

inf P(z,-) 2p¢ (11)
for some p > 0, 7 € N and a probability measure ¢ with ¢(fR) = 1. Strong aperiodicity refers
to the fact that P and not P™ for some m > 2 satsifies (II]). If S itself is regenerative then
(Xn)n>o is called Doeblin chain. A strongly aperiodic Harris chain (X,,),>0 possesses a nice
regenerative structure as shown by the following regeneration lemma due to Athreya and Ney

2].
Lemma 4.1. On a possibly enlarged probability space, one can redefine (X,,)n,>0 together with

an increasing sequence (0y)n>0 of random epochs such that the following conditions are fulfilled
under any Py, x € S:

(R1) There is a filtration G = (Gp)n>0 such that (X,)n>0 is Markov adapted and each oy, a
stopping time with respect to G.

(R2) (0y,—01)n>1 forms a zero-delayed renewal sequence with increment distribution Py (o1 € )
and is independent of o1.

(R3) For each k > 1, the sequence (Xq, n)n>0 is independent of (X;)o<j<o,—1 with distribution
Py ((Xn)n>0 € ).

The o,, called regeneration epochs, are obtained by the following coin-tossing procedure: If
Tn, 7 > 1, denote the successive return times of the chain to R, then at each such 7,, a p-coin
is tossed. If head comes up, then X, i is generated according to ¢, while it is generated
according to (1 — p)~Y(P(X,,, ) — pp) otherwise. Hence, the o, — 1 are those return epochs
at which the coin toss produces a head. More formally, this is realized by introducing i.i.d.
Bernoulli(p) variables Jy, Ji, ... with the following properties:

(R4) For each n >0, Jy is independent of o((Xk)o<k<n)-
(R5) 09:=0 and o, :=1inf{k >0, 1: X1 €R, Jp_1 =1} forn>1.

Note that (X, Jn)n>0, called split chain (see [16]), is also a strongly aperiodic Harris chain
with state space S x {0,1}. Naturally, it depends on the choice of the regeneration set fR.

4.2 Markov renewal theory

Let (X, Up)n>0 be a temporally homogeneous Markov chain on S x R such that
P((Xn+1,Unt1) € A X B|X,,,U,) =P(X,, A X B) as.

for all n > 0 and a transition kernel P. Then the associated sequence (X, V,)n>0 with
Vy, = V14U, for n > 1 is also a Markov chain and called Markov Random Walk (MRW) with
driving chain (X )n>0. This extends the notion of classical random walk with i.i.d. increments
because, conditioned on (X5, ),>0, the Uy, are independent, but no longer identically distributed.
In fact, the conditional distribution of U, given (Xj)r>o is of the form Q((X,—1,X,),-) for
each n > 1 and a suitable stochastic kernel Q. The MRW is called d-arithmetic, if there exists
a minimal d > 0 and a measurable function v : S — [0,d) such that

P U —v(z) +7v(y) €dZ|Xg =2, X1 =y) =1



for Pr((Xo,X1) € -) almost all (z,y) € S?, and nonarithmetic otherwise. As usual, for any
distribution A on S, Py means Py((Xo,Vp) € ©) = A ® dp. The Markov renewal measure
> on>0 PA((Xn, Vi) € +) associated with the given MRW under Py is denoted as Uy.

Being enough for our purposes, we focus hereafter on the case when the driving chain is a
strongly aperiodic Harris chain on compact state space and thus having a unique stationary
distribution, denoted as .

Defining the first exit time N(¢) := inf{n > 0:V,, > t} consider the residual lifetime process
Ry = (V@) — t)1{n@)<oo} and the jump process Z(t) := Xy l{n(t)<oo}- A measurable
function g : S x R — R is called w-directly Riemann integrable if

g(x,-) is A-a.e. continuous for m-almost all z € S (12)

and / sup  |g(z,t)|m(dx) < oo for some § > 0, (13)
nez t€[nd,(n+1)s)

where A denotes Lebesgue measure on R. The following Markov renewal theorem (MRT) is
the main result of [I:

Theorem 4.2. Let (X, Vy)n>0 be a nonarithmetic MRW with strongly aperiodic Harris driv-
ing chain (Xy,)n>0 with stationary distribution . Let o :=E; V3 > 0. If g: S xR = R is
w-directly Riemann integrable then, for m-almost all x € S,

g xUy( (Zg n —Vn)> — i//g(u,v)dvﬂ'(du). (14)
S R

n>0

as t — oo. Moreover, if f: S x (0,00) — (0,00) is bounded and continuous, then

lim E, (f(Z(5), RO)Livp<oe)) = L(f) (15)

t—o00
for m-almost all x € S and some constant L(f) > 0.

Remark 7. The following extension of the above result follows directly upon inspection of
the coupling proof given in [I, Section 7]: If ¢ is any minorizing distribution for the transition
kernel of the Harris driving chain (X,,),>0, then g+ Ug(t) is a bounded function and converges
to the limit given in (I4]). This fact will be used in Section [7}

Remark 8. Note that (V},),>0 satisfies the strong law of large numbers, viz.

lim Yo _ a P-as. (16)

n—oo n,

The number o« = E; V; is called the drift of (X, V;,)n>o0.

5 Measure change and tail behaviour of sup, . |11,

Returning to the model described in the Introduction, we proceed with a short account of the
ideas in [I2] and [15]. Recall that S = S?! and define

X, = (XOHn)N and U, :=log ’Xn—an"



Since Uy, = log | XoIL,,| — log | XoIl,,—1|, the sequence (X, V;,)n>0 forms a MRW on S x R with
initial values (Xg, Vp), and

{N(t) < o0} = {suplog | XoIL,| > t} .
n>1

Under the assumptions of Theorem [T (with ng = n =1 in (Adl) and (AH), (X,,)n>0 is easily
seen to be a strongly aperiodic Harris chain with transition kernel P = P! defined in Section
However, (X, V;,)n>0 does not satisfy the conditions of the MRT, since by (I6),

log [XoTT,| _ . log M|

a = lim =08<0 P-as.

n—00 n T n—oo n

A MRW with positive drift is indeed obtained after a change of measure (harmonic transform)
for which it is crucial that P (log [|M|| > 0) > 0 which in turn follows from assumption (A7).

Theorem 5.1. Under the assumptions of Theorem [I1), there exist k € (0, ko] and a positive
continuous function r: S — (0,00) such that

REZ‘JC(X07 ‘/07 X17 V17 LRI 7Xn7 Vn)
1 &Vn
= T e (r(Xn)e™ f (X0, Vo, X1, Vi, X, Vi) ), (17)

for all bounded continuous functions f and alln > 0, defines a distribution P, for each x € S.
Under "Py, (Xy, Vi)n>o0 s a MRW with positive drift and satisfies the assumptions of Theorem
[7-2. The constant k is the unique value such that (@) holds true, i.e.

lim 7~ 'logE ||TT,,||" = 0.
n—o0

Note that, for each x € S, P, and *PP, are equivalent probability measures on any o ((Xg, Vi) :
k <n),n>0. We often write P-a.s. and *P-a.s. as shorthand for P,-a.s. and “IP,-a.s. for all
x € S, respectively. Moreover probabilities under P without subscript are always understood
as being independent of the initial state und thus the same under any P,.

5.1 Proof of Theorem B.1t Choice of x and r
Defining the positive operators
T, :C(S) =+ C(S), f()—E (e M f((@M)™)), € (0,n),

we must find s such that T, has maximal eigenvalue 1 with positive eigenfunction r. Due
to our standing assumption, 7T, is even strictly positive in the sense that T, f is everywhere
positive whenever 0 # f > 0. Indeed, for any such f, the set Uy = {f > 0} is nonempty and
open by continuity whence, using (A4]) with n = 1, we infer

Tf@) = [ 1o 10, (5™) S™) BaM € dy) >0

for all x € S. The strict positivity will enable us to provide an elegant proof of the important
Lemma 5.4 below.

10



Lemma 5.2. Let o(3) be the spectral radius of Ty, i.e. o(3) = limp_oo |T7|™. Then T,
has an eigenvalue of maximal modulus equal to o(>).

Proof. The adjoint operator T3 : C(S)* — C(S)*, C(S)* being the space of regular bounded
signed measures on S, is weakly compact, i.e. it maps bounded sets to weakly sequentially
compact sets. This follows by Prokhorov’s theorem because

1T = IToll S E[IM]]* < oo

and S is compact. By [7, Theorem VI.4.8], T, is then weakly compact as well, and by [7,
Corollary V1.7.5], T2 is compact. Hence, by [7, Lemmata VIL.4.5 & 6], the spectrum of T}, is
pure point (maybe except for 0) and T}, possesses an eigenvalue \,, that is maximal in modulus,
ie. [N\ = o(x). O

The following argument shows the existence of k € (0, ko] with o(k) = 1: As one can readily
verify by induction, T} f(z) = E (e”log|xnn‘f((xl'[n)w)), and we infer p(kp) > 1 upon choosing
[ = 15 and using (I0). If o(xp) = 1 we are done, so suppose that o(kg) > 1 and thus ||T}} || > 1
for all sufficiently large n.

Since s — [|T] f]| is log-convex and thus continuous on (0, kp) and lower semicontinuous on
(0, ko] for each f € C(S) and n > 1 (use Holder’s inequality), the same holds true for s — ||T7||
as its pointwise supremum. It follows that HT,’:1 H > 1 for some k; € (0, k) and all sufficiently
large n and therefore p(k;) > 1. But we also have p(k2) < 1 for some k2 € (0,k0) because
B < 0 (and by the Furstenberg-Kesten theorem).

Finally, again as pointwise limit of the log-convex functions » — HTZ}Hl/ " o(3) is log-convex
and thus continuous on (0,xg). Hence, o(k) = 1 for some unique k € (0,x9). That x also
satisfies (@) follows from the following more general lemma.

Lemma 5.3. For each 3 € (0, k),

1 x\1/n
o(%) = lim (B |[TL,[7)"".

Proof. Obviously,

0(>) = lim sup(E |zIT,|*)"/™ < linrggf(EHHnH”)l/”.

For the converse note that, by [3, Prop. 3.2], Z,, := inf,>0 HHnH_l |zoIl,| > 0 a.s. for any
xg € S, whence

E|$0Hn|%

E Ze, M|
E [[TL, [

> E||IL,|I”

supE |21, > E||IL,||”
€S
and therefore (using Jensen’s inequality)

1/n x

; E Z;)" ||TT

o(3¢) > limsup(E |[IL,[|)*™ lim E Za, || [
n—oo

! — i E ||I1,,||7)Y/™.
M TR e E )

which completes the proof. ]
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Lemma 5.4. Let (k) = 1. Then T, has maximal eigenvalue 1 with one-dimensional eigenspace
containing a positive eigenfunction r which further is symmetric, i.e. r(x) = r(—x) for all
xes.

Proof. The following argument goes back to Karlin [11, Section 5] and hinges on the strict
positivity of T,. By Lemma [5.2] T, has eigenvalue A with |A\| = 1. Let f be a corresponding
eigenfunction. Obviously, T, f = Af implies

TelfI =[]

Suppose that T} | f| —|f| # 0. Then, by the strict positivity of T, we have that T,.(Ty | f| —|f])
is positive and thus > 7 for some 7 > 0 chosen small such that, furthermore, T} |f| < 1/n
(S compact). From this we further infer

T2|f = Te|fl > 0> n*Telfl,  hence TZ || > (1 + )T | f]

and thereby T7T,|f| > (1 + n?)"T} |f| for all n > 1 upon iteration. Consequently, ||T7| >
(1 +n?)" for all n > 1 and thus o(k) > 1, a contradiction that leads to the conclusion that
T.|f| = | f] und thus that r := | f| is a positive eigenfunction for the eigenvalue 1.

Now, suppose there is another eigenfunction g, linearly independent of r and w.l.o.g. real-
valued (for, if ¢ is an eigenfunction, then so are its real and imaginary parts if nontrivial).
Pick € such that h := r 4 g is nonnegative, but h(xz) = 0 for some x. By linear independence,
h does not vanish everywhere. Since it is again an eigenfunction, the strict positivity of T
implies that it must be positive everywhere which is a contradiction. Hence r must be the
unique eigenfunction modulo scalars.

Finally, we must prove the asserted symmetry of r. To this end note first that T, maps
symmetric functions to symmetric functions. Its weak compactness entails that 72 is a compact
operator [7, Corollary VI.7.5] and thus maps bounded sequences to sequences with (strongly)
convergent subsequences. As a consequence, any accumulation point g of the bounded sequence
O T,fls, n > 1, is a continuous positive symmetric function with T'g = ¢ and thus a
multiple of r. Hence, r must be symmetric. ]

Now *Pf(z,t) := r(z) 'E (|aM|* f((x M)~ ,t +log |zM|)r((xM)~)) defines a Markov tran-

sition kernel on S x R corresponding to ("P,((Xn, Va)n>0 € -))zes as defined by (7). Its
associated “marginal”

P (e) = s (M F (22))r(@0))) (18)
is the transition kernel of (X,,),>0 under (“Py)zes.

5.2 Proof of Theorem 5.1t Checking the assumptions of the MRT

This section corresponds to [I2, Proposition 2], but provides a much shorter proof, even if
technical details not mentioned here had been included. A random variable T' > 0 is called
geometrically bounded if it has exponentially decreasing tails.

12



Lemma 5.5. Suppose (Ad), (AS) and (SA). Then, for each x € S, there exists some § > 0
such that Bs(z) is a regeneration set with respect to P as well as "P, and the minorization
condition holds with the same probability measure ¢ defined in LemmalZ1. Moreover, (X,)n>0
is a strongly aperiodic Doeblin chain under (Py)yes as well as under ("Py)ycs.

Proof. Let x € S. By (MC)) with m = 1, we know that P(y, ) > Pc(y,-) > p¢ for suitable
3,p,C,¢ and all y € S (see Lemma 2.7], especially (ii) in the proof for the definition of ¢). In
particular, infycg P(y, Bs(x)) > po(Bs(x)) = p > 0 which gives geometrically bounded times
to visit Bs(x) under any P, (uniformly in y € ), thus Bjs(z) is regenerative with respect to
P. In order to get the same with respect to "P, we first note that

r(z1)

= min and = min |zm|*
72 21,2268 1(22) 3 zeS,mEC" |

are clearly both positive (here the compactness of the set C C GL(d,R) enters in a crucial
way). But then we infer

"P(y,A) > "Pc(y,A)

Y

s [l L)) ((om)”) POV € )
C

v

a3 / La((ym)™) P(M € dm)
C

= Y273 Pc(y, A) > praysp(A)

for any measurable A C Bs(z) and y € S and thereby that Bs(x) is regenerative with respect
to ©P as well. O

The stationary distribution of this chain with respect to "P is always denoted as w hereafter.
Note that also (X, Uy)n>0 is a stationary sequence under ("P;)zes.

We will need further information on the behavior of |xM,,, |, which follows from the bivari-
ate minorization condition stated in Remark [l (with ng + ny + ne = 1 due to our standing
assumption).

Lemma 5.6. Let Bs(x) be a regenerative ball with minorizing probability measure ¢ as in
Lemma 211  Then we can choose a sequence of regeneration epochs (oy)n>0 such that, for
suitable € > ¢ > 0,

¢ > |M,, || > ing|yM0n| > ¢ P-a.s. (and thus "P-a.s.) (19)
ye

for all n > 1. As a particular consequence, Uy, = log|Xs,—1Mey,| is P-a.s. bounded, that is
taking values in some finite interval [sy, s*].

Proof. We just note that, by (BMC]), we may generate (X, ,M,,) given X, _1 = y at any

regeneration epoch o, according to 1 (y,-) having first marginal ¢, thus X, 4 ¢. Moreover,
M,, € C P-as. for a compact C' C GL(d,R) which entails ||[M,, || < €, M} < ¢! P-as.
for some constants. Since

nl

1 1
SupmGS |xMOTn1 HMOTnIH’

]

M
inf |xM,, | = inf |2 Mo
zeS z€S ‘xMJnM;nl
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we infer (Id). The P-almost sure boundedness of U,, then follows directly from||M,,||~! <
elUoil < |[M,,]). 0

From now on, we will always assume that (I9) is in force when given sequence of regeneration
epochs (0p,)n>0. The regeneration set will always be some ball Bs(z), the i.i.d. coin-tossing

variables are denoted by J,, so J, 4 Bernoulli(p) for n > 0, and the minorizing measure by ¢
as in Lemma [21] (which naturally depends on Bj(z)).

The following result will be needed in section &

Lemma 5.7. For any sequence (op)n>0 of regeneration epochs as described above, and all
yes
Py (|, [| < 1) > 0.

Proof. Due to geometric sampling, in particular Remark [

Py(HHm” < 1) > Py(HHQH <l,01 < 2)

1 ~
> F (I < g @1 € By(w). s = 1)

1 ~
> pP (I < g ()™ € By(x) ) >0,
where Bs(x) denotes the regenerative ball for (o,,)n>0. O

We now turn to the lattice-type of (X, V;,)n>0, which is the same under (P)zes and ("Py)zes.
Kesten [12] imposes an additional assumption involving so-called feasible matrices in order to
ensure that (X,,V;,)n>0 is nonarithmetic. But in view of assumption (AL) it should be no
surprise that this is not needed here. The following lemma provides the confirmation in an
even stronger form.

Lemma 5.8. Suppose (Ad), (AF) and (SAl). Then (X, Vi)n>0 is nonarithmetic under (Py)zes,
in fact
E,

E (e [Xo, X1 )| < 1
for allt #0 and m-almost all x € S.

Proof. If the assertion fails to hold, there exists a distribution v on S, absolutely continuous
E (eitvl | Xo, Xl)‘ = 1 for some ¢ # 0. As a consequence,

with respect to m, such that E,

E (eitv1|X0,X1) — it (X0, X1) P,-a.s.
for some measurable function f and v-almost all x € S or, equivalently,
P, (Vi € f(Xo, X1) +17'Z) = 1. (20)

W.l.o.g. suppose t = 1 hereafter. Due to (AH]) and (SAl), a nonzero component of P, ((X1,V;) € )
is given by

Au(A x B) = o / 1a((zm)™)15(log [zm]) A(dm)
B.(To)
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for measurable A C S, B C R and any « € S. The mapping m — xm induces an absolutely
continuous measure on R? with some A%density g, say. Switching to spherical coordinates,
there are 1,29 > 0 such that

|zTo|+e1

Au(A x B) = 0 / / La(w) L (s)g(sw)o(dw) 11+d ds

|zTo|—€1 Bey ((2T0)™)NS
where o is a measure on the sphere S. Now, if (20]) were true with ¢t = 1, then

|zTo|+e1

MExB) =0 [ [ L)) ds o) > 0
Be, ((zT0)™)NS |zlo|—e1

for all  which is impossible because the inner integral over a countable set is clearly zero for
any fixed w. O

For the proof of Theorem [B.1] it finally remains to verify that (X, V,)n>0 has positive drift
under “P. The subsequent argument simplifies the original one given by Kesten [12].

Lemma 5.9. Under "P, (X, Vy,)n>0 has positive drift, given by

o= "E, <ﬁ> _1 / %E|an|“log|an|r((3§Hn)N) (dz)

n n

for any n > 1.

Proof. For each n > 1, the function
1
gn() ;:/@E@Hnm((mnm 7(dx)

is finite and thus convex for s € [0, ko]. Moreover g, (k) = 1 and the left derivative at x equals

lim 928 = 9n(®) _

Ttk Tr — K
By convexity, « is positive if we can show that g, (») < 1 for some n and some s < k. To this
end pick any s < k and recall that p(»r) < 1. It follows that

i) = [ 20 Pl () wlan) < gz

r(z 7l

for some C' € (0,00) and all n > 1. As HT}’}HI/” — o(»r), we infer g, (3) — 0 and thus the
desired result. O
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5.3 Tail behavior of sup,,, |1,

With the help of the MRT.2] we are now able to prove the following result on the tail behavior
of sup,,>4 |11, |.

Proposition 5.10. Under the conditions of Theorem[I1 and with r as defined in Lemma [5.],
lim t"P <sup |2IL,| > t) = Lr(x),
t—o00 n>1

for m-almost all x € S and some L > 0.

Proof. The function f : S x (0,00) — (0,00), (y,s) — e "*/r(y) is bounded and continuous
whence, by an application of the MRT,

L(f) = Jim "B, (£(Z(t), RO)L (v (0)<oo) )

exists and is positive. On the other hand, we have

"Ea (f(Z(t), R(t))l{N(t)<oo}) =Y "E, (f(Xn, Vi —t) 1{N(t):n})

:Z e ( X _W"WI{N(”"})

7HV” T(Xn) enVn 1{T(t)n}>

= (N () < 00)

Kt
= P (sup log |z11,,| > t) , (21)
,

n>1

which provides the asserted result upon substituting e’ by t. U

5.4 Tail behavior of sup,,., |z1l,, 1|

Let Bjs(zo) be any regenerative ball with associated sequences (o, ),>0 and (7,,)p>1 of regen-
eration epochs and hitting times, respectively. In Section B we will need and therefore show
below that

lim sup t" P, (sup |z, 1] > t) >0
n>1

t—o00

for m-almost all x € S. The proof hinges on the following proposition similar to Proposition

E.I0 above.
Proposition 5.11. Under the conditions of Theorem [I1l and with r defined in Lemma
there exists L' > 0 such that

tlim t" P, <sup |21, | > t) =L'r(x),
o0

n>1

for m-almost all y € Bs(xo).
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Since V;,, = log |zIL;, | a.s. under P, and "PP,,, we can proceed exactly as in the proof of Propo-
sition (.10, provided that the assumptions of the MRT hold for the sequence (X, V7, )n>0
under ("P,).ecs, which is verified by the subsequent lemma. We note that (IT) extends to

HEmf(X07%7X17‘/17' .. 7X’T'n7VTn)

1
= @ Em (T(X’Tn)e’ivnlf (X07 ‘/07 X17 Vla s 7XTn7 V’Tn) )7 (22)
as one can easily see by applying (7)) to “E,. f(Xo, Vo, X1, V1, ..., X, Vi) 1 {5, =) for each k > 1,
which in turn is possible for the appearing indicator is a function of (Xo, Vo, X1, V4, ..., Xk, Vi).

Lemma 5.12. The hit chain (X, )n>0 constitutes a strongly aperiodic Doeblin chain under
("Py)zes with stationary distribution v = (- N Bs(xo))/7(Bs(x0)). Moreover, (X, V7, )n>0
is a nonarithmetic MRW under ("P,)qes with positive drift.

Proof. For the first statement, we just note that {o, : n > 1} C {7, : n > 1}. Next, due
to Lemma [5.8 and the conditional independence of Uy, Us, ... given (X,,)n>0, we find that for

t#0

E, ( ‘E (eWn 1 Xo, Xﬁ)

) < E, <ﬁ |E (eitU’c\XkA’Xk) ‘)
k=1
< 5. (B () < 1

for m-almost all and thus v-almost all z. Consequently, (X, , V4, )n>0 is nonarithmetic under
(P2)zes and ("P,)zcs. Finally, we obtain for o/ :=*E, V,, that

V. Ve ..
o = lim = > lim —"-hmme—n > a-1 >0 "P-as.
n—oo n n—00 g, n—oo n
where Remark [§ should be recalled. O

Proposition 5.13. Let xg € S and § > 0 be such that Bs(xg) is regenerative with associated
regeneration epochs o,, n > 1. Then

liminf t" P, (sup |eIly, —1| > t) >0 (23)
t—o00 n>1

for m-almost all x € Bs(xo).

Proof. Let (7,)n>1 denote the sequence of hitting times of Bs(xp) and observe that it contains
(05, — 1)p>1 as a subsequence. By Proposition [5.11] we have

lim t" P, (sup |xIL,, | > t) =L'r(z) >0,
t—00 n>1

for some L' > 0 and m-almost all x € Bs(zo).

Fix any such z hereafter and put N(t) := inf{n > 1: |21l | > t}, thus

fsuplally, | > 1} = {N(t) < oo}.
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Since {sup,,cy |21y, 1| > €t} contains

A) = | {N() = n, |21l 41| > et, Xr, 11 € By(wo), Jrs1 = 1}

n>1

as a subset, it suffices to show that liminf; ,~, t" P, (A(¢)) > 0 for suitably chosen € > 0. To
this end, we make the following estimation.

P (A(t) = p Y Py (N(t) =mn, |zIl, 41| > et, X5, 41 € B(g(xo))

n>1
~ -~ et
=py P, <N(75) =n, |(2Il;,)"~ Mz, 11| > EST Xr+1 € Bé(ﬂfo))
n>1 Tn

> p 3P (W) =, Wl M| > & X1 € Byfao))
n>1

> inf P, (inf |yM| > e, (uM)™~ € B P, (N(t
> p_inf P (inf M| > < (uM)” € Baan) ) P (W (1) < )

> inf P, (inf [yM,,|>¢e 01 =1|P, (N(t) < o0).
_puegz(mo)u@elsly U >e 01 )x( (t) OO)

Fixing any € € (0, ¢), we now infer from (I9)) in Lemma [(.6] that
P, (irelg\me] >e, 01 = 1) =P,(c1=1)=p>0
y

for any u € Bs(zo), whence we finally conclude

P, (A(t)) > P’ P, (sup |yIL;, | > t)
n>1

for all t > 0 and thus liminf,_,  t" P, (A(t)) > 0. O

6 Proof of Theorem [I.1: Implicit Markov renewal theory

We now turn to the proof of our main result Theorem [T all assumptions of which will therefore
be in force throughout, in fact in strengthened form given by our standing assumption.

Embarking on ideas by Goldie [9] and Le Page [15], a comparison of the distribution functions
of xR and x M R will enable us to make use of a Markov modulated version of Goldie’s implicit
renewal theory. This will prove that K (x) = limy_, o, t"P (xR > t) exists for m-almost all x € S.

We start with a simple lemma, stated without proof, which is just Lemma 9.3 in [9] adapted
to our situation.

Lemma 6.1. Let x € S. If K(x) := limy_,oot ™' [y s" P (xR > s) ds exists and is finite, then
so does limy_,o00 t" P (xR > t) and equals K(z) as well.

Substituting ¢’ for e’ and a change of variables show that t'~! fg/ s*P (xR > s) ds equals

et ffoo eF DS P (R > ¢®) ds which is the form needed in the next result which provides
us with the basic renewal theoretic identity.
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Lemma 6.2. For allt € R,
/(”“'H (xR > €° dS—Z/gy,t—u)"‘]P’ (Xpn €dy,V, € du), (24)
n>0
where §(y,t) := ffoo e==3)g(y, s)ds is the exponential smoothing of

(y)

Proof. For arbitrary n € N, x € S and s € R, consider the following telescoping sum for
P (xR > €°) (recalling independence of R, M, and (M,,),>1)

9(y,s) = [P (yR > e*) =P (yMR > e*)].

M=

[P (2Ilx_1R > ¢€°) — P (Il R > €°)] + P («II,, R > €°)

B
Il
—_

Il
M=

[Px (er—le_lR > 65) —P, (er—le_leR > e)} 4P, (eVanR > 65)

S =
Il
—_

I
(]

[Pm (erXkR > 65) _P, (erXkMR > e)} 4P, (eVanR > eS)

1T
= o

/P (yR>e*™") =P (yMR > ") Py (X}, € dy, Vi, € du)
k

Il
o

1P, (eVanR > es)

Multiply by e"*/r(x) > 0 to obtain

KRS

() P(zR > €%)
n(s w)
_ Z/ P (yR > ™) — P (yMR > ¢* )]
x @e”“ P, (X}, € dy, Vi € du) + — P ( ViX, R>e )
r(y) r(x)

= > /g(y,s — ) "Py (X, € dy, Vi € du) +
k=0

Convolution with a standard exponential distribution then gives

t
1
/ e_(t_s)@e’“ﬂb (xR > e®) ds = g /ﬁ(y,t —u) "Py (X, € dy, Vi € du)

¢
—(t—s) e’ s—Vn
+ / e —r(ac) P, (XnR>e )ds

—00

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, | X, R| < |X,||R| = |R| and thus

P, (XoR > e ™) < By (|XuB| > e ™V) < By (IR > V).
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But the last term converges to 0 as n — oo for any s > 0, because lim,, o, V;;, = —00 P, -a.s.
Hence assertion (24]) follows by an appeal to the dominated convergence theorem. O

Obviously, if *Uy := >",,>0 "Pz((Xy, Vi) € -), then the right-hand side of (24)) equals g “U,(t)
for z outside a m-null set N provided that sum and integral may be interchanged for = & N.
But the latter follows if we can prove hereafter that g is m-directly Riemann integrable which
will also be the crucial condition that ensures applicability of the MRT Indeed, if g has
this property, then, by Equation (5.8) and Lemma A.5 in [I],

G*"Uy(t) = "E, (Z §(Xk,t—Vk))

k>0
= /Z/g\(yat —u)"Py (Xg € dy, Vi €du) < o0
k>0

for all t € R and mw-almost all z € S. Split g in positive and negative part. This yields two
m-null sets Ny, No such that gt x "U,(t) and §~ x "U,(t) are finite for all x € (N7 U No)°
and all ¢ € R. By Fubini’s theorem, sum and integral in (24]) may be interchanged for all
x € (N1 U Ny)¢. This is enough because the MRT asserts convergence of g x “U,(¢) only for z
outside a m-null set.

Instead of m-direct Riemann integrability of g we will actually show the stronger property that

sup > sup |g(y,t)] < oo, (25)
YyES Ly te[nd,(nt1)5)

which can be done by resorting to the methods of Goldie [9], proof of Theorem 4.1] which are
only summarized here. Let L;(R) as usual be the space of Lebesgue integrable functions.

Lemma 6.3. If f € L1(R) and f(t) := ffoo e~ f(u) du, then for any & > 0

sup |F(0)] < 5625/|f(t)| dt < oo.
neZtE[mS,(nJrl)é)

Proof. This is Lemma 9.2 in [9] O

In view of the previous lemma, it suffices to show for (20) that [|g(y,s)| ds is uniformly
bounded in y. First observe that (cf. [9, Corollary 2.4])

/]g(y, s)| ds :/ Te(/;s) IP(yR > e®) —P(yMR > €°)| ds
R R

=/ f(y) P (yMR +yQ > ¢°) — P (yMR > ¢°)| ds
R

:m“l(y) E|(yMB+yQ)*)" — (yMR)*)"

Then a case-by-case analysis with respect to the signs of yM R and y(@) yields that

E|(yMR+yQ)")" = (yMR)*)"

sup

< 00,
y€eS “T(y)

see [9, Theorem 4.1]. Now we are ready to prove
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Lemma 6.4. For w-almost all x € S,

t
—t
lim ~ / ISP (2R > €%) ds = Ko,

t—00 r(x)
—00

where Ko :== = [g le)E (WR)T)" = (yMR)™)*) n(dy) < oo and « as before denotes the drift
of (Xm Vn)HZO'

Proof. Since g is m-directly Riemann integrable, we may exchange sum and integral in (24]) for
m-almost all x € S and apply the MRT. This tells us that the right-hand side of (24) has the
finite limit

1 —t te(’ﬁ_l)s S S
E!/e _ZOW[P(yR>e)—P(yMR>e)]dsdtw(dy)

for m-almost all z. O

7 Proof of Theorem [I.1: Assertion (B) holds for all x € S

So far we have proved our main assertion (Bl (except for the positivity of K (z)) for m-almost
all x € S and thus for all z from a dense subset of S (this is a direct consequence of (Ad).
By employing a refined renewal argument, we will now remove this restriction. To this end,
we fix an arbitrary € S and ¢ > 0 so small that Bs(z) is regenerative for “P with minorizing
distribution ¢ and associated sequence (o, )p>1 of regeneration epochs such that Lemma [5.6] is
in force. Put o := o1. The task is to show that g x "U,(¢) converges to Ky, and we begin by
pointing out that

g+ "Ug(t) ="E, (Z 9( Xt — Vk)) =G(z,t) + 7% "Up(a,)(t) (26)
k>0

where p(z,-) = "P,((X,,V,) € -) and

o—1

Zﬁ(Xkat—Vk)>, (v,t) € S x R.
k=0

G(z,t) :="E, (

As for this last function, we now prove:
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Lemma 7.1. The function G is bounded and satisfies lim;_ o G(y,t) =0 for ally € S.

Proof. By @25), C := sup{|g(y,t)| : y € S,t € R} < oo, and since (X,),>0 is a strongly
aperiodic Doeblin chain, we infer

sup |G(y,t)| < C sup”Eyo < oo.
yeS,teR yes

Just note that the time it takes to hit the regenerative ball Bs(x) pertaining to o from any y
is geometrically bounded (uniformly in y) and that a geometric number of coin tosses (the J,)
of such times determines . Turning to the convergence assertion, we point out that, again by
property (29]), lim; o G(y,t) = 0 for all y € S, which implies the desired result by an appeal
to the dominated convergence theorem. U

In view of (Z26]), we are now left with a proof of g* "U,(, .)(t) — Ko defined in Lemma
This requires one more lemma.

Lemma 7.2. The sequence (Xy, (Xn, Un)n>o) s independent of (Xy—1,Vy—1) under "P, with
distribution given by "Py((Xo, (Xn, Un)n>1) € -).

Proof. The first assertion follows directly when observing that, by regeneration, (Xgin)n>0
and (X,_1,V,_1) are independent under “P,, and the fact that the conditional distribution
of Uy, given (X,,)n>0 only depends on (Xj, Xx—1). The proof is completed by the observation
that HPJ:((XO—Fn)nZO €)= RP(b((Xn)nZO) = ) O

Define V5, := Voyy — Vo, for n > 0 and then

h(z,s,t) := "E, ( > G(Xoqkit —5— Vo1 — mG))
k>0

for s,t € R. Lemma implies

h(z,s,t) = /ﬁ* "Uy(t —s—r)" "Pp(Vo—1 € dr).
R

As g satisfies (25]), we infer from the MRT and the subsequent remark that g "Ug(t) is
bounded and converges to Ky. By the dominated convergence theorem, the same limit holds
for lim; o0 h(x, s,t) for all s.

Finally, the connection between h(x, s,t) and g*"U,, .)(t) becomes apparent after the following
observations: By Lemma (5.6 U, is taking values in some finite interval [s,, s*]. Hence we can
estimate g * “Ug,.)(t) by

%nf ]h(x,s,t) < G*Up,)(t) < sup h(w,s,t)
SE[sx,8* SE[5x,5%]

and thus arrive at the desired conclusion that lim; ., g * ’“[U@(x,_)(t) = K.
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8 Proof of Theorem [1.1: The limit K (x) is positive

A combination of Lemma [6.1], Lemma 6.4 and the result of Section [7] renders convergence of
t"P(zR > t) to the continuous function

K(e)i= Kor(e) = "2 [ ((0R))" = (0MR))) w(d)
S

for all z € S. To complete the proof of Theorem [[.T], it remains to show that K or, equivalently,
K| is positive, which is the topic of this final section.

Clearly, it suffices to show that lim sup,_, . t"P (xR > t) > 0 for some = € S, or equivalently
(since the limit exists) that the liminf is positive. Notice that, as r is symmetric (Lemma [5.4)),
the same holds true for K (z), hence

lim P (2R > t) = lim P(—2R > t) = — lim P ([aR| > 1)
t—o00 t—00 2 t—o0

So it is enough to show that liminf; , t*P (JxR| > t) > 0 for some z. To this end we need
the following lemma, originally due to Le Page [15, Lemma 3.11], which ensures that R and
its "marginals” zR for any z € S have unbounded support. It is this result where the nonde-
generacy assumption (A6]), unused so far, enters in a crucial way. We postpone the proof until
the end of this section.

Lemma 8.1. For allx € S andt € R,

P(zR<t) <1 (27)

What this lemma shows is that, fixing any zg € S, we can choose £ > 0 and then sufficiently
small ¢,n € (0,1) and § € (0,¢) such that

P(zR>¢ >n and P(zR<(1-0¢)¢)>n (28)
for all z € Bs(zp). Notice that
inf 2y >1-4. (29)
z,y€B5(z0)

We continue with a decomposition of 2 R with respect to entrances of (xIlx)" into Bs(zg). In the
following lemma, consider any (sub-)sequence (oy,),>1 of the hitting times (e.g. regeneration
times). Note that (28) particularly holds for z = X, = (zIl,,)". Recall from Subsection B.]

the definition of @™ and R" as well as R™ 2 R for any a.s. finite stopping time 7 with respect
to (Fn)n>0, the natural filtration of (M, Qpn)n>1-

Lemma 8.2. Given any xg € S and sufficiently small 0 < § < 1,
P(|zR| >t) > nP, (sup |zQ™ + € 211, y| > t)
n>1

holds true for all x € S and y € Bj(zo).
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Proof. This is an extension of Levy’s inequality and inspired by [9, Prop. 4.2]. Since R7* 2R
for all £ > 1 we see that (28] holds for R as well. We show first that

n>1

P(xzR>t) > nP, (sup Q7 + Exll,, y > t)
and will consider P (—zR > t) in a second step. Define
. a4 Ok
Ck = {lrg;gck (xQ i+ £wHojy) <t zQ% +&allyy > t}
and Dy :={zIl, R* > {211, y}.
By 29), 0 < («Il,,)" y < 1 for all y € B;s(zo), giving
Dy, = {(2lly,)” R > & (211, )" y} D {(21l,,)~ R%* > £}

and thus P, (Dy|Fy,) > 1 Pp-as. In combination with Jp_,(Cr N D) C {zR > t} and
Cy, € Fy,,, this implies

PR > 1) > Z/ng (Dl F) APy > 7P, <U ck> ,
k=16, k=1
and thus P(zR > t) > nP, (supn21 (xQ7 + &xll,,y) > t) by letting n — oo.

Turning to the respective inequality for P (—zR > t), define

C/

e

= {gffk (—wQ I = £xHajy) <t, —zQ% = Eallyy > t}
and Dy :={—zll, R7* > —£a2ll,, y} = {(z1l,, )~ R7 < & (21l,,)" y}.
Again by 29), («Il,,)"y >1—6 > 1—( for all y € Bs(zo), giving
D}, {(all,,)™ R < (1 - O)¢}

and thus P, (D |Fs,) > n Pg-a.s. Now reasoning as above,
n
. . ! — _ On __
P(—zR >1t) > n Jim P, (kul Ck> nP, <i1£( zQ Exll,, y) > t)

The desired result hence follows by a combination of this inequality with the one obtained for
P(zR >t). O

Proposition 8.3. There exists x € S such that liminf, o t* P(|xR| > t) is positive.
Proof. Pick any regenerative Bs(xo) with J sufficiently small, such that Lemma [82 holds true,
and let 01, 09, ... be the associated regeneration times, thus X, 4 ¢ for n > 1. By Proposition

B.I3] lim inf;_ o t*P, (supn21 |xIl,, 1] > t) is positive for m-almost all x € Bs(zp). Fix any
such z hereafter.
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Define IL;  := M; - ... - My, Q7" := > i 1L k—1Qk and (with op := 0 and any y € Bs(zo), to
be chosen in Lemma [B.7])

T, =zQ™ + £xH0ny,

Ay = Qon_hLLUn & - Hon—l+170n) Y,
U, =2ll,, A,

for n > 1. Then T,, = T;,—1 + U, and {sup,>; [T| > t} D {sup,>5|Us| > 2t}. Lemma
provides us with

P(lzR| > t) 2 nP; (swlTnl > t)
n>1

for some 1 > 0.

By Lemma b6, infyegs |[yMo,| > ¢ a.s. for all n > 1 and a suitable ¢ > 0. Hence, for all ¢ > 0,
P(|zR| > t) > nP, (Sup|Un| > 2t>
n>2
=P <S‘ilf |21, 1| (21, —1)" Mo, | [ Xo, Apt1] > 2t>
nz

n—1
2t
> n Z ]PJJ (ﬂ Ak? ‘xHUn—l‘ > —, ’XUnAn'Fl‘ > 6)

n>1 k=1 te
nl 2t
>n > Py (ﬂ Ay, |2y, 1] > E) Py (| XoA1| > ) (use (R3))
n>1 k=1

2t
> Py (| XoA1| > €) Py <SUP|$Han1| > —> )
n>1 ce

where Ay, = {|zIl,,_1| < 2t/(ce)} for k > 1 and some fixed 0 < ¢ < 1. The proof is finished by
the subsequent lemma will where we show positivity of Py (| XoA1| > €). Together with (23]
this clearly yields the desired conclusion. U

Lemma 8.4. In the situation of Proposition [8.3, there exist ¢ > 0 and y € Bs(xo) such that
(notice here the dependence of A1 on y)

P¢ (|X0A1| > 6) > 0.

Proof. Suppose that XoA; = Xo(Q7 —&(I —1II,)y) = 0 Py-as. for all y € Bs(zg), where
o := 01. Then the same holds true for all 3 in the convex hull of Bs(zg) (as a subset of R%)
which contains a basis of R?. Consequently, the range of Q7 — ¢ (I —1II,) and {tXp : t € R}
are orthogonal Pg-a.s. On the other hand, by Lemma B.7, Py(|[II5|| < 1) > 0 and thus
Q° — & (I —11,) has full range R? on a set of positive probability under P4. This contradicts
our starting assumption and the lemma is proved. ]

We close this section with a proof of Lemma [BT]
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Proof of Lemma[81l. We first show that supp R is not a compact subset of R%. Use @ to
infer for each n > 1,
II,suppR+ Q" =suppR DP-as.

and thus also "P-a.s., for P, and “P, for any = are equivalent probability measures on each
Fn =0((M;,Qj)1<j<n), n > 1. Now assume, that supp R is bounded. By (A€]), there exist at
least two distinct x1,x2 € supp R. Defining v := x1 — x2, it then follows that for all n > 1 and
some C € (0,00)

0] < [z + Q" + Mz + Q") < C "P-aus.

and thereupon for all z € S
C > |zllv| = |21L,| |(211,)v| "P-a.s.
The hitting times 7,, of (zII,)~ in Bs(v) are "P,-a.s.-finite, yielding

li 211, | < ¢ < ¢
1m —
v L T

"P,-a.s.
for all x € S, where (29]) should be recalled for the final bound. Consequently,

V, 1
lim sup —= = limsup — log | XoIl,, | =0 "P,-a.s.

n—oo Tp n—oo Tp

which contradicts Lemma [5.12]

Having thus shown that supp R is not compact in R?, there exist sequences (xn)n>1 C supp R
with lim,,—, |2, = co whence, by compactness of S, the following set is nonempty:

D = {y es 4 (xn)nZI C supp R, nlg%o |xn| = 00, ,}Lnéox; _ y} ‘

Now suppose that P (zgR < ty) = 1 for some (z9,ty) € S x R. For any yo € D, choose a
sequence (zp)p>1 C supp R such that z}, — yo. It follows that zgz, < to for all n and thereby
(since |x,| — 00), that zgyo < 0 for all yo € D. On the other hand, (Mz,, + Q)~ — Myy for
the unbounded sequence (Mz, + Q),>1 (which is P-a.s. a subset of supp R) implies Myo € D
P-a.s. and therefore

P (zoMyo < 0) =P ((xoM) " yo <0) =1,

in particular P((zoM)™~ ¢ Bs(yo)) = 0 for sufficiently small § > 0 which is a contradiction to

(M) (With ng = 1) O
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