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Abstract

It is well known that any higher order Markov chain can be asso-
ciated with a first order Markov chain. In this primarily expository
article, we present the first fairly comprehensive analysis of the rela-
tionship between higher order and first order Markov chains, together
with illustrative examples. Our main objective is to address the cen-
tral question as posed in the title.
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1 Introduction

A first order or simple Markov chain, or just Markov chain as is often called
in literature, is a widely used stochastic model in which the future state of a
system is determined by its current state alone via some probabilistic rules,
not by any of its past states. In many real-world problems, however, it often
arises that the future state of a system depends on not only its current state
but also a number of its past states following certain probabilistic rules. A
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higher order or multiple Markov chain is exactly a stochastic model for such
systems and has been adopted in many applied areas [1, 2], [6, 9l 18, 21|, 22|
20, 27, 28, 130, B32]. It is a generalization of the notion of first order Markov
chains.

Formally, first order and higher order Markov chains can be defined in a
unified way as follows. Let m > 2. Then, an (m — 1)th order Markov chain is
a stochastic process {X; : t = 1,2, ...}, where ¢ can be regarded as time and
X, is a random variable representing the state of a system at ¢ while taking
values in the state space S = {1,2,...,n} with n > 2, such that

Pr(Xt—f—l = Z.1|‘X71§ = Z.Qa s 7Xt—m+2 - im; s aXl - it-‘rl) (1 1)
=Pr( X = 0| Xy =i, .., Xymgo = Un) '

forany t > m — 1 and 41,49,...,%m,...,5+1 € 5. In particular, this chain is
called higher order when m > 3. Incidentally, in this definition, X;; can be
interpreted as the future state of the system, X; the current state, and X;_;
through X;_,,.» the m — 2 past states. By reason of the latter, an (m — 1)th
order Markov chain is also said to have memory m — 2 and, especially, to be
memoryless if it is of first order with m = 2.

In addition, throughout this article, a Markov chain is always assumed to
be homogeneous, i.e., the probability in . depends only on 71,49, ...,%,
but is independent of t. Accordingly, we can write there

Pr(Xiv = 0| Xe =do, .., Ximmt2 = m) = Dirig..ims

which is called the transition probability from states (is, ..., %,) to i;. These

probabilities form an mth order, n dimensional tensor, which is denoted by

P = [piriy..i,,) and called the transition tensor. Such a P is stochastic in the

sense that 0 < p; 4, 4, < 1 for all i1,99,...,%4, € S and Zpim__im =1 for
ihes

all 79,...,4,,, € S. For a first order Markov chain, P is relduced toan n X n

(column stochastic) transition matrix, denoted as P or @ in this article.

For brevity, in what follows, we shall refer to a Markov chain of any order
simply as a chain.

From the foregoing unified definition, it is natural to anticipate any result
for higher order chains to extend to the first order case as well. The converse,
nevertheless, is not so clear. Specifically, a key question is whether a problem
regarding higher order chains can be solved by way of first order chains. As
far as we can see, it has been a prevailing perception that the answer to this



question is to a large extent affirmative. For one thing, it is well known that
a higher order chain can be associated with a first order chain [5, [11]. Detail
in the respect will be given in the next section.

The main thrust of this article is to shed light on the above key question.
The importance of this question lies in the fact that it significantly impacts
the methodology of examining higher order chains. Even though such chains
have lately been the focus of many studies, see [3], 4] [7], 8, (10} 23], 24], 29] and
the references therein, this question remains open to a great degree. In light
of this situation, we shall provide, for the first time, a rather comprehensive
answer by synthesizing relevant recent results from [12] 13| 14} 15]. We shall
also give necessary examples to illustrate the results. In particular, we shall
highlight the primary differences between higher order and first order chains.
These differences, to the best of our knowledge, have yet to be presented in
such a collective and systematic way.

To help verify the examples in this article or related works in [12] 13}, [14]
5], the reader may use the HOMC MATLAB package [31], which is publicly
available at

https://neumann.math.siu.edu/homc.

2 Reduced First Order Chains

Let m > 3. Suppose that X = {X;:t=1,2,...} is an (m — 1)th order chain
on state space S = {1,2,...,n} whose transition tensor is P = [pi,i,. 4,.]. It
is well known [5], [IT] that this higher order chain X can be associated with a
first order chain as follows.

First, define the set T" of multi-indices of length m — 1, ordered by linear
indexing [26], as

T = {iliZ---im—l : il,ig,...,im_l S S}

Note that the cardinality of T is N = n™!. Next, for t > m — 1, introduce
vector-valued random variables

Y, =[X, X oo X"

Let us denote Y; = 4145 ...0,,_1 when Xy =41, Xy 1 =19, ..., X4_mao = tm_1.
Then, the vector-valued stochastic process Y ={Y;:t=m —1,m,...} isa
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first order chain on state space T', which we shall refer to as the reduced first
order chain obtained from X.
Denote the N x N transition matrix of Y by (). It is more convenient to
write
Q= [Qi1i2---im717j2j3---jm]
in multi-index form with 4125 ...%,_1,J2J3...Jm € T. Then, the entries of ()
can be expressed as, see [15],

Givioi L = Pivia.dim_1jm> e = Je, 622,37,77’71—1,
1020 tm=1,J2)5 - Jm 0, otherwise.

In addition, p;,i,. 4, is located in ) on row
le + n(22 — 1) + ..+ nm72<l-m,1 — 1)

and column
ip +n(iz — 1)+ ...+ 0" 2(i, — 1).

For a third order chain with two states, i.e., m = 4 and n = 2, for example,

we have
T = {111,211, 121,221, 112, 212, 122, 222}

and

I P1111 0 0 0 P1112 0 0 0 ]

P2111 0 0 0 P2112 0 0 0

0 pin 0 0 0 P1212 0 0

0= 0 paonn O 0 0 pa2 O 0

0 0 P1121 0 0 0 pr2 0

0 0 pax 0 0 0 parzo 0

0 0 0 P1221 0 0 0 P1222

| 0 0 0 poon 0 0 0 pooz |

In particular, ) coincides with the transition matrix of X when this chain is
first order, i.e., in the special case m = 2.

Speaking of the connection between a higher order chain and its reduced
first order chain, we mention here the opinion of Joseph Doob, who has left a
profound, lasting impact on the field of stochastic processes. In the seminal
monograph [5], he stated that “the generalization (from simple Markov pro-
cesses to multiple ones) is not very significant, because the (vector) process
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with random variables {Z,}, &, = (2, ..., Tpiv—1) (i.e., Y; in our notation)
has the Markov property ... Thus multiple Markov processes can be reduced
to simple ones at the small expense of going to vector-valued random vari-
ables.” This appears to suggest that problems regarding a higher chain can
be solved through its reduced first order chain.

From what we can gather in literature, different voices have been few and
far between. The most notable argument can be found in the classic treatise
[17] by Marius losifescu, in which he pointed out first that “In this way with
any multiple Markov chain one can associate a simple Markov chain. This is
the origin of the rooted prejudice that the study of multiple Markov chains
reduces to that of simple ones.” and then cited the following example: State
1 can be recurrent in a second order chain but 5 € T' is not recurrent in the
reduced first order chain for any j. This example, albeit useful, falls short to
adequately address why it is a “prejudice” to investigate higher order chains
by reducing them to first order chains, i.e., to fully address the key question
as raised in the introductory section. Having laid out the notion of reduced
first order chains, we can now rephrase this key questions as:

QUESTION 2.1 Can a higher order chain be studied via its reduced first
order chain?

This formal statement clarifies what the first order chain is in the previously
stated approach “by way of first order chains”. It is also easier for us to refer
to this question in the rest of this article.

3 k-Step Transition and Ever-Reaching Prob-
abilities

Let us begin here with some background material.

For m,n > 2, let A = [a;y4,.4,,] and B = [bi,i,. 4,,] be both mth order, n
dimensional tensors. The tensor productE] AX B is introduced in [13] [15] as
an mth order, n dimensional tensor C = [¢;,;,.;,.] such that

n

Citig.iipy, — E a”ilin---imAbjiz---im

=1

!This product was initially denoted by BX A in [I3]. The current notation is consistent
with the special case when A and B are matrices.



for any 1 < iq,149,...,%, <n. When m = 2, in particular, A X B reduces to
a matrix multiplication. Note, however, that the X product is in general not
associative whenever m > 3.

For k = 2,3, ..., the kth power of the mth order, n dimensional tensor A
is defined recursively by

A = AFRA k=1,2,. ..,

with A' = A. By convention, A° = 7 = [§;
sional identity tensor whose entries satisfy

S _ 17 11 = 12,
1172...0m 0
)

otherwise.

Lia.im ], the mth order, n dimen-

It is easy to see that ZX A = A, but in general AKX T # A.

Besides the above, the mode-k matricization of the mth order, n dimen-
sional tensor A is defined to be an n by N, with N = n™~!, matrix that has
the mode-k fibers A(i1, ..., 4k 1, ki1, - - -,%m) as columns. These fibers are
arranged in the linear indexing order of 4y ... 4 1igs1 .. .0 [20]. Especially,
the mode-1 matricization of A is formed by arranging A(:,:, i3, ...,9y), i.€.,
the frontal slices of A, side by side via the linear indexing order of i3. .. %,.

As shown in [12, 13} [15], the X product plays a crucial role in the study of
higher order chains. It can be used to formulate various important quantities
such as k-step transition probabilities and ever-reaching probabilities, which
we shall describe next. The mode-1 matricization, meanwhile, is useful when
dealing with the limiting probability distribution problem.

Back to the (m — 1)th order chain X with state space S = {1,2,...,n}

and transition tensor P = [pi,s,..i,.]. Denote PF = [p(k) |. Then, p(k)

1122...0m 11%2...0m
is the k-step transition probability from states (i, ..., %,) to i1 [12], i.e.,
pl(-”-)%im =Pr( Xy = 01| Xy =doy .o, Xoomao = im)-

Accordingly, P* is called the k-step transition tensor.
Continuing, let

Nivigoim =Min{j > 1: Xppii 1 = 01| X1 =42, ..., X5 =i} (3.1)

be the random variable of the first passage time from states (i, ..., %) to
11. Denote the probability for this passage to happen at j = k by

k
fi[lz]%im = Pr(Miyig...ir, = k).
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In the special case when k =1, f‘[llz]g...z‘m = Dirig..i,- Denote FlFl = [f-[k} ],

7 21%2...9m

which is called the k-step first passage time probability tensor. It is known
[12] that
k+1 k
fZ[1’LQ]Zm = Z fi[1;i2...im_1pji2---im’ k = ]" 27 R (32)
JES,j#i1
To express (3.2)) via the X product, for any mth order, n dimensional tensor
(d)

A = [@i,4..4,,), let us define the diagonal tensor Ay = [a, ;, ; | satisfying

a(d) _{ Qiyiyig..ims 01 = 123

i182:im 0, otherwise.
Clearly, (3.2)) can now be written simply as

Fltl = (FH — YR P

The probability of ever reaching i; from (i, ..., %,,) is given by
k
fi1i2~~im = Pr(ni1i2..~im < OO) - Z i[u]z...im’
k=1

or in tensor form, the ever-reaching probability tensor F = [f;,,..:,.] can be

expressed as
Fo 3o
k=1

These results regarding k-step transition probabilities and ever-reaching
probabilities remain valid for first order chains. In the first order case, they
can also be written as P* = [pgc)], the k-step transition matrix, and F' = [f;],
the ever-reaching probability matrix, respectively [11], [19].

In view of Question [2.1, we now raise the question of whether the k-step
transition tensor or ever-reaching probability tensor of a higher order chain
can be obtained from their respective counterpart of the reduced first order
chain. We discuss the k-step transition probabilities here. The ever-reaching
probabilities will be considered in the next section after the introduction of
the notion of ergodicity.

Let us take, for example, a third order chain with transition tensor P =
[Diyisisis] and state space S = {1,2,...,n}. Suppose that Q = [¢i,iyis,j1jojs] 19
the transition matrix of the reduced first order chain, whose state space is
T = {iligig : il,ig,ig € S}



THEOREM 3.1 Under the above settings,

) > 42 i
pZ11223Z4 q11]1127122314

J1ES
and, for k > 3,
p%1121314 2 : z :q11J1J2,Z2Z324 (33>
j2€S j1ES
Proof: From
(2) _ o o
5159i5,515053 Qivizis,k1koks ki koks,j1j253
ki1kokseT

we notice that the terms in this summation are all zero except when ki = is,
k?g = ig = jl, and k?g = jg, i.e.,
)

q112213,13]233 pil’iQiSjQpiQ’iBijS : (34>

It follows that
(2) R (2)
pll7,27,3l4 pll]11213p]112137f4 - qi1j1i2,i2i3i4'
J1€S J1€8
Similarly, we observe that in
(3) _ (2) o
Qiviziz,jrjojs — ;10913 k1 koks Q1 k2ks, j1273 5
kikokseT

all the terms are zero except when ki = i3, ky = j1, and k3 = j», i.e.,

(3) _
i\ ivig . j1jogs — Pivigizji PisisgijoPisgijoess -

Accordingly,
(3) — o (3)
pz1121314 p21j21213p.]21213744 - le]1]212p.71]21213pj27421314 - qi1j1j2,i2i3i4'
j2€S J2E€S j1ES Jj2€S j1€S

Next, suppose that (3.3)) holds for k = 3,4,...,¢. Then,
(+1) )
Dijigigis, = Z pilkligigpk1i2i3i4
k1€S

©
Z Z Z qll]l]z,kllzlsqk11213712’3’4

J2E€S j1ES k1€S

§ : E : } : O)
qiljljg,klkgkglekaBai2i3i4’

J2E€S j1ES k1kokseT
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where the last equality is due t0 qx, kykg,ivigis = 0 if ko 7 @9 or k3 # i3. Hence,

Z+1 f-l-l
i1i2i3i4 § :z : Z1J1]2 121374 "

Jj2€S j1€S

The conclusion in (3.1)) follows now by induction. O

Theorem provides a connection between the k-step transition proba-
bilities of a third order chain and those of its reduced first order chain. This
result can be extended to a general higher order chain as well. We, however,
shall skip this since the k-step transition probabilities of such a chain can be
obtained directly from P*, whereas the expression for ql(”)Q 1 g gy 11
terms of the entries of P becomes rather complicated and multiple summa-
tions are needed to recover p§f32_.im as m and k increase.

To end this section, let us give one example of the mode-1 matricization
of the transition tensor P, denoted by P. Take a third order chain with two

states just as the one in the previous section, i.e., m = 4 and n = 2. Then,

P1112  P1212
P2112  P2212

P1121 P1221

pP— P1111 P1211
P2121  P2221

P2111 P2211

P1122  P1222
P2122  P2222

Clearly, P coincides with the transition matrix when the chain is first order.

4 Irreducibility, Ergodicity, and Regularity

Let us begin with several well-known concepts for first order chains |11, [19].
Suppose that P = [p;;] is the transition matrix of a first order chain on state
space S. Then:

e The chain is irreducible if for any @ # K C S, there exists p;; > 0 for
some ¢ € K and some j € K. In matrix theory, its transition matrix
P is also said to be irreducible. The chain is said to be reducible if it
is not irreducible.

e The chain is ergodic if for any 7,7 € S, there exists £ > 1, which may
depend on ¢ and j, such that pgc) > 0.

e The chain is regular if there exists some k > 1 such that pgf) > (0 for all
i,j €S, ie., P* > 0. In matrix theory, such P is said to be primitive.
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For a first order chain, it is well known [16] that irreducibility is equivalent
to ergodicity.

The above definitions can be extended as follows to a higher order chain
on state space S, whose transition tensor is P = [p;,i,..i.. |-

e The chain is said to be irreducible if for each ) # K C S, there exists
Diyig..ir, > 0 for some i; € K and some i, ..., i, € K¢ [24].

e The chain is said to be ergodic if for any iy, o, ...,4, € S, there exists
k > 1, which may depend on iy, s, . .., i, such that pgfi)%im > 0 [12].

e The chain is said to be regular if there exists k£ > 1 such that for any
i1y, i €S, P >0, 1e., PE >0 [15].

Unlike the first order case, for a higher order chain, ergodicity is a stronger
condition than irreducibility [12], i.e., an ergodic higher order chain must be
irreducible, but the converse is not true in general. Consider, for example, a
second order chain with three states and transition tensor

000 000 0 01
PG,,)=(1 00}, P:H42)=100 01|, P::3)=10 00
011 1 11 1 10

This chain is irreducible, but not ergodic since pgzi?) =0 forall 1 <iy,73 <3
and k£ > 2.

In order to guarantee the mean first passage times to be well defined and
finite, for example, ergodicity is an important condition no matter the order
of a chain [13, 19]. Following Question [2.1] it is natural to ask whether the
mean first passage times of a higher order chain can be obtained from those
of its reduced first order chain. First and foremost, however, it makes sense
to ask whether ergodicity of a higher order chain carries over to its reduced
first order chain. The answer to the latter question, unfortunately, turns out
to be negative as shown by the following example.

Let P = [pi,inis] be the transition tensor of a second order chain of three
states such that all p;,;,;, are positive except psi; = p312 = ps13 = 0. Let us
simply take

1/2 1/3 1/3
PG, 1) =P(,,2) =P(::3)=| 1/2 1/3 1/3
0 1/3 1/3

10



Since P? > 0, this chain is regular and thus is also ergodic. Its reduced first
order chain has transition matrix

(1/2 0 0 1/2 0 0 1/2 0 0

/2 0 0 1/2 0 0 1/2 0 0

o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 O

0 1/3 0 0 1/3 0 0 1/3 0

Q=] 0 1/3 0 0 1/3 0 0 1/3 0 |,

0 13 0 0 1/3 0 0 1/3 0

o 0 1/3 0 0 1/3 0 0 1/3

0o 0 1/3 0 0 1/3 0 0 1/3
0 0 1/3 0 0 1/3 0 0 1/3

which is clearly not even irreducible due to its third row of all zeros. Hence,
the reduced first order chain is not ergodic.

The above example also justifies that, like ergodicity, regularity does not
carry over either from a higher order chain to its reduced first order chain.

What this example demonstrates is in fact the first obstacle to studying
a higher order chain through its reduced first order chain. We shall demon-
strate later in Section [0] that other difficulties may arise even if ergodicity or
regularity happens to carry over to the reduced first order chain. The issue
of mean first passage times will be addressed there too.

Returning to the question raised in the preceding section concerning the
relationship between the ever-reaching probabilities of a higher order chain
and those of its reduced order chain, we consider below a second order chain
with four states and transition tensor

1/2 0 0 0 0o 0 1/2 1
12010 w0 12 0 0
0 000 1/2 0 1/2 0
01 0 1 000 O
o1 o1/20 L 1110
PEn3) =1 1/2 0 |’ Pl 4) 000 1/2
00 0 O 000 1/2

It is easy to verify P! > 0. Clearly, this chain is regular and, consequently,
ergodic. Tt is shown in [I3] that for such an ergodic chain, its ever-reaching
probabilities f; ;,i, = 1 for all 1 < 4y,49,73 < 4. The associated reduced first

11



Figure 1: Digraph of Reduced First Order Chain

order chain, however, exhibits a noticeably different dynamics as illustrated
by the digraph in Figure [1| that represents its transition matrix (). Starting,
for example, from state 12, the reduced first order chain has zero probability
of reaching state 11. This, nevertheless, does not lead to the conclusion that
state 1 cannot be reached from states (1,2) in the second order chain since
fi12 = 1. This illustrates that the answer to Question [2.1] is negative when
dealing with the problem of ever-reaching probabilities.

It is straightforward, though a bit tedious, to show that the ever-reaching
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probabilities of a higher order chain cannot be determined from those of its
reduced first order chain in a manner as neat as Theorem [3.1l Consider the
same settings as Theorem , ie, m=4and n=2. Let GP = [gg]m&jmjg]
be the 2-step first passage time probability matrix, in multi-index notation,
of the reduced first order chain. Then,
2 o
91[1]1'213,j1j2j3 = DivigigjoPisisjajsr 11923, J1J2J3 € T,

provided j; = i3 and either i; # iy or i # i3 or i3 # js, which is much more
complicated than (3.4)). This also indicates that the answer to Question
is negative as far as ever-reaching probabilities are concerned.

5 Classification of States

Given a first order chain with transition matrix P = [p;;| and ever-reaching
probability matrix F' = [f;], it is well known [I1] that:

[e.9]
o A state ¢ is recurrent if f; = 1. A state ¢ is current iff Z pg‘: ) = 0.
k=1

o0
o A state ¢ is transient if f; < 1. A state ¢ is transient iff Zpgf) < 00.
k=1

e A state ¢ is absorbing if p; = 1.

The example that is cited by [17], see the introductory section, indicates
that the states of a higher order chain cannot be classified according to the
states of its reduced first order chain. A more complete classification scheme
for states of higher order chains is recently proposed in [14]. Here is a brief
description of this scheme. Consider a higher order chain whose state space
is S, transition tensor is P = [pi,i,..i..|, and ever-reaching probability tensor

18 .F = [flllzlm] Then,

e A state ¢ is said to be recurrent if f;;, ; = 1for all ig,...,4, € S. If
o0
state i is recurrent, then Zpiﬁlm = oo for all i3,...,4,, € S.
k=1
o A state ¢ is said to be transient if fi;;, ;. < 1 for some is,... i, € S.

Especially, a state 7 is said to be fully transient if f;;, ;, < 1 for any

13



[o.¢]

13,...,1, € S. When state ¢ is fully transient, Zpgfgzm < oo for all
k=1

13y« vy lm € 5.

o A state ¢ is said to be absorbing if p;;,. ;,, = 1 for all ¢3,...,7,, € S.

These results from [I4] seem to be parallel to their first order counterparts.
We, however, point out some differences between the higher order and first
order cases. Specifically, for a higher order chain:

e There may exist the scenario where a state ¢ is transient but not fully
transient, i.e., fi, i, is smaller than 1 for some is,...,%, € S but is
equal to 1 for other is3,...,7,, € S. This is indeed at the center of the
key differences between the higher order and first order chains when it
comes to classification of states.

o0
e The condition of whether Z pﬁﬁllm is infinite or finite becomes neces-

k=1
sary, but not sufficient, for characterizing recurrence or full transience;

see the next example.

Before proceeding, we need to introduce a few terms. A state j is said to
be reachable from state ¢, denoted as ¢+ — j, if there exists k > 0, which may
depend on j,4, 3, ..., %y, such that py;)slm > 0 or, equivalently, fjii, i, >0,
for all i3,...,4,, € S. In addition, states ¢ and j are said to communicate,
denoted by ¢ <> j, if © — 7 and 7 — ¢. The <> relationship is an equivalence
relationship and thus it partitions the state space S into equivalence classes
[14].

As illustrated in [14], there are quite a few other differences when we go
from first order to higher order chains regarding classification of states. For

example,

e A first order chain must have a recurrent state, but not so for a higher
order chain. Take a second order chain on three states with transition

tensor
1 0 0 1 0 1/2

PG, 1)=1{0 1/2 1/2 |, P(:,52)={10 1 0 , P(:,:,3) =
0 1/2 1/2 00 1/2

14



1 1/2 3/4 101 3/4 1/2 1
Fe,u)=10 1 1 |, F:u2)=1]011|,F:3)=] 1 1/2 1
0 1/2 1/2 001 1 0 1

For each 1 <7 < 3, its ever-reaching probability f;;;, equals 1 for some
13 and is less than 1 for some other i3. Consequently, none of the states
in this example are recurrent. In addition, we see

oo oo

(k) _ (k)
me?) =00 and Zp33i3 < o0
k=1 k=1

for all 1 <43 < 3, implying that whether Zpﬁﬁllm is infinite or not

k=1
for all 73, ...,4,, € S is only a necessary condition for recurrence or full

transience, respectively.

In a first order chain, a state ¢ is recurrent provided j — ¢ whenever
1 — j. Such a characterization does not apply to a higher order chain.
Consider a second order chain with two states and transition tensor

o T2 o o [0 o12
P(.,.,1)_[0 o | P2 = 1/2}.

It follows

1 1] (11
F(y:1) = {0 1] F(:,:5,2) = 11 ] )
Both states are recurrent since f;;, = 1 for all 4,43 = 1,2. Meanwhile,
2 = 1yet 14 2 since pgﬁ)m > 0 for all 1 <4y,99 <2 and k > 2 but
P =0 for all k > 1.

In a first order chain, both recurrence and transience are class proper-
ties, i.e., the states in an equivalence class must be either all recurrent
or all transient. When it comes to a higher order chain, recurrence and
transience are not class properties anymore. To see this, we examine a
second order chain with three states and transition tensor

1/2 1/3 1/2 10 1/2
PG, )=|1/2 1/2 0 |,P(;:52)=]0 1 1/2 |, P(,:3) =
0 1/3 1/2 00 0
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For this chain, we have

5/6 2/3 1 101
F(,:1) = 1 1 11, F@:5L2)= 1 1171, F@:,3)=
1/2 1/2 1 1/2 0 1

By checking its ever-reaching probabilities f;;;,, state 1 is transient but
not fully transient, and state 3 is recurrent. These states, however, are
in the same equivalence class, i.e., 1 <> 3.

Such differences constitute yet another roadblock to studying a higher order
chain via its reduced first order chain. Thus, as far as classification of states
is concerned, the answer to Question [2.1] is again negative.

The following was conjectured in [I4]. To end this section, we shall prove
it here.

THEOREM 5.1 Let K C S be an equivalence class. Then, it is impossible
to have i,5 € K such that i is recurrent while j is fully transient.

Proof: Let i,5 € K, i # j, with j being recurrent. Then, it suffices to show
that ¢ cannot be fully transient.

Let us fix i3, ...,%,. Since i — j and ¢ # 7, there exists @ > 1 such that
pﬁ%lm > 0. Denote the event “the chain takes o steps to go from 7i3. .. 1%y,
to j7 by A.

Next, denote the event “starting from jjs... j,,, the chain takes [ steps
to return to 57 by B, where js, ..., j,, are given by:

e when o = 1: jgzi,j4:i3,...,jm:im,1

e when o =2: jy =1,J5 =13,...,Jm = pm—2, a0y J3

[ ]

e when a=m —2: j,, =4, any Js, ..., Jm—1

[ ]

Fix j3,..., jm from now on.

Next, denote the event “the chain takes ~ steps to go from jks ... k,, to”
by C, where ks, ..., k,, are determined in the same way as js, ..., j,, above.
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From this point on, let us assume g > m—1. Thus, we can fix ks, ..., k,.
Accordingly, by 7 — i and ¢ # j, there exists v > 1 such that pz(';,zg_“km > 0.
Finally, we observe

pEZ:’B;a) > Pr(ABC)
= Pr(A)Pr(B|A)Pr(C|AB)

_ () ) ()
= Pjiis...imPjjjs...imPijks..km"

It follows that

[e.o]

(y+B+a) 5 () (8) _
plllg Am = pjllg lmpljkg K, Z p]]]s Jmo
B=m—1 B=m—1

since j is recurrent. The above clearly leads to

E p’L’L’Lg Am

The proof is now complete. 0

6 Mean First Passage Times

For convenience, let us use a framework that includes both higher order and
first order chains.

Recall 1,4, i, in ([3.1). For an (m — 1)th order, m > 2, chain with state
space S = {1,2,...,n}, the mean first passage time from states (is, ..., %y)
to iy is defined by

ivig..im = E(Niig...im) kar (Nirig..imy = k).

Accordingly, the mean first passage time tensor is the mth order, n dimen-
sional tensor p = [fti,4,..i,.]-

As shown in [I3], for an ergodic higher order chain of order m — 1 whose
mth order, n dimensional transition tensor is P, its mean first passage times
are finite and are uniquely determined by the following tensor equation:

p=E&+ (p—pa) ¥P, (6.1)
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where £ is the mth order, n dimensional tensor of all ones. Furthermore, as
a linear system, is nonsingular if and only if the chain is ergodic.

Comparing with an ergodic first order chain, the mean first passage time
matrix M satisfies [19]

M =E+ (M — My)P, (6.2)

where E is the matrix of all ones and My = [mgl)] is such that

m

d) _ J M 1= J;
gl 0, otherwise.

Clearly, is a special case of . Because of the resemblance between
(6.1) and , and in the spirit of Question , it is an intriguing question
whether can be derived from using the reduced first order chain.
The answer, however, turns out to be negative, as illustrated by the example
below.

Take a second order chain with three states and

1/3 1/3 1/3
PG, 1) =P(G,,2)=P(::3)=| 1/3 1/3 1/3
1/3 1/3 1/3
By solving ,
3 3 3
WG 1) = 0 2) = s, n3) = | 33 3
3 3 3

On the other hand, observing that the regularity of this second order chain
carries over to its reduced first order chain since Q* = (1/9)E > 0, where £

is the matrix of all ones, and using (6.2)) for the reduced first order chain, we
obtain

9 12 12 9 12 12 9 12 12
6 9 9 6 9 9 6 9 9
6 9 9 6 9 9 6 9 9
9 6 9 9 6 9 9 6 9
M=|12 9 12 12 9 12 12 9 12
9 6 9 9 6 9 9 6 9
9 9 6 9 9 6 9 9 6
9 9 6 9 9 6 9 9 6
| 12 12 9 12 12 9 12 12 9 |

—
0]



Obviously, in this example, p does not follow directly from M. If we look at
my1, for instance, it represents the mean first passage time from state 11, in
multi-index form, to itself. This quantity, however, is different from p17. In
other words, while addressing Question [2.1] other difficulties may still arise
even if ergodicity or regularity does carry forward from a higher order chain
to its reduced first order chain.

One way of working around the discrepancy as shown above between the
mean first passage times of a higher order chain and those of its reduced first
order chain is to resort to certain matricization of the transition tensor [13].
This approach is not as convenient as the direct tensor treatment leading to
. Besides, its result can be easily obtained by matricizing the mean first
passage time tensor from (/6.1)).

7 Limiting Probability Distributions

Having presented a range of differences between higher order and first order
chains in previous sections, we now come to a point where these two appear
to converge to a certain level. Again, we use here a framework that includes
both higher order and first order chains.

Withm > 2, let X ={X;:t=1,2,...} be an (m — 1)th order chain on
state space S = {1,2,...,n} whose transition tensor is P = [p;i, i,,]. The
probability distribution of X at t is given by

z; = [Pr(X; = 1) Pr(X; =2) ... Pr(X; =n)]".

If there exists an n-vector 7, which is independent of the initial probability
distributions x1, xs, ..., x,,_1, such that

lim x; = 7,
t—o0
then 7 is called the limiting probability distribution of the chain X[I5]. It is

clear that 7 satisfies # > 0 and Zm =1.
ics
On the other hand, let Y be the reduced first order chain associated with
X, whose transition matrix is given by (). Then, an N-vector £ is said to
be a stationary distribution of both the chains X and Y if £ satisfies £ > 0,

Z Eivig.iy, = 1, and Q& = £. The subscript for the entries of £ is

1192...0m—1E€T
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written here in multi-index form. Consequently, Q& = £ translates to

E pz‘liQ...im,lj&z...im,lj = fz‘lig...z‘m,l, 01,72, -+ Im—1 € 5,
j€S

which is precisely how a stationary distribution is equivalently defined in [§]
when ¢ is treated as an (m — 1)th order, n dimensional tensor. Obviously, as
a vector, & is just a normalized right eigenvector of () corresponding to the
dominant eigenvalue A = 1, sometimes also called a Perron vector [16].

It is shown in [I5] that if the chain X is regular, then its limiting proba-
bility distribution 7 is guaranteed to exist. In this case, 7 > 0 and

limPF=71®@e® --Qe,
k—o00 —

m—1
where, and in what follows, e is the n-vector of all ones and ® is the outer
product. Without the regularity condition on X, 7 may not exist and there-
fore such a condition is tight.

Regarding a stationary distribution of the chains X and Y, its existence
is guaranteed following the celebrated Perron-Frobenius theorem, yet such a
distribution may not be unique. If, in addition, Y is a regular chain, then its
stationary distribution £ is unique and £ > 0.

The preceding results regarding the limiting probability distribution and
stationary distribution continue to hold when the chain X is first order and
regular [19, [IT]. In this scenario, the limiting probability distribution is the
same as the stationary distribution. To be more specific, on letting P be the
transition matrix, then there exists a unique n-vector m > 0 with Z m=1

ieS

such that klirn P* = 1e’ and, at the same time, Pr = 7 [19]. This appears
— 00

to be the cause of why the nomenclatures “limiting probability distribution”
and “stationary distribution” are at times used interchangeably in works on
higher order chains. Our foregoing description of these concepts clarifies the
difference between them in the higher order case.
Despite the differences, there is a principal connection between them too.
As shown in [I5], when the chain X is higher order and regular, its limiting
probability distribution 7 can be determined via any stationary distribution
¢ through
= PO¢, (7.1)
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where P stands for the mode-1 matricization of the mth order, n dimen-
sional identity tensor. This result does not require the chain Y to be regular.

To illustrate the usage of (7.1)), let us take the same regular second order
chain as in Section M with four states and transition tensor

1/2 0 0 0 0 0 1/2 1
12010 |0 12 0 0
0 00 0 1/2 0 1/2 0
01 0 1 000 O
10120 L1110
Pend) =1 1/2 0 BACHE A I 1/2
00 0 O 000 1/2

The associated reduced first order chain is reducible, which can also be seen
from the fact that the dominant eigenvalue A = 1 of its transition matrix @)
has multiplicity 2. This, of course, implies that the reduced first order chain
is not regular. It is easy to verify that

1 T
z:?[0011200002000010]

is a normalized right eigenvector corresponding to that dominant eigenvalue
above. Hence, the limiting probability distribution of the second order chain
is

1
m=POy = =222 17
Regarding Question [2.1], when it comes to the limiting probability distri-
bution problem of a higher order chain, (7.1 represents its close tie with a
stationary distribution of the corresponding reduced first order chain. This,
along with the k-step transition probabilities in Section [3 is another case in

which Question [2.1] yields a positive answer.

8 Conclusions

In this article, we provide a relatively comprehensive answer to Question [2.1
in order to address a still prevailing perception, or “rooted prejudice” in the
words of Marius losifescu, concerning higher order chains. Our results show
that there can be significant differences between a higher order chain and its
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reduced first order chain in most aspects such as ergodicity, regularity, ever-
reaching probabilities, mean first passage times, and classification of states.
Owing to such differences, the answer to Question is negative in general.
In the meantime, the closest, and also probably the most useful, tie between
a higher order chain and its reduced first order chain is seen in the limiting
probability distribution problem. Overall, it remains a very interesting topic
to further explore whether a reduced first order chain may, or may not, play
a useful role in studying other key quantities for its originating higher order
chain.
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