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Abstract

The block counting process and the fixation line of the Bolthausen—Sznitman coales-
cent are analyzed. Spectral decompositions for their generators and transition probabil-
ities are provided leading to explicit expressions for functionals such as hitting probabil-
ities and absorption times. It is furthermore shown that the block counting process and
the fixation line of the Bolthausen—Sznitman n-coalescent, properly scaled, converge
in the Skorohod topology to the Mittag—Leffler process and Neveu’s continuous-state
branching process respectively as the sample size n tends to infinity. Strong relations to
Siegmund duality and to Mehler semigroups and self-decomposability are pointed out.
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1 Introduction

Exchangeable coalescents are Markovian processes (II;);>0 with state space P, the set of par-
titions of N := {1,2,...}. These processes have attracted the interest of several researchers,
mainly in biology, mathematics and physics, during the last decades. The full family of ex-
changeable coalescents (with simultaneous multiple collisions) is a class of partition valued
Markovian processes with a rich probabilistic structure and hence important for mathemat-
ical studies. Moreover, coalescents are useful in mathematical population genetics to model
the ancestry of a sample of individuals or genes and therefore important for biological appli-
cations.

Exchangeable coalescents with multiple collisions but without simultaneous multiple collisions
are characterized by a measure A on the unit interval [0, 1] and therefore called A-coalescents.
For further information on these processes we refer the reader to the independent works
of Pitman [26] and Sagitov [30]. The most important coalescent is probably the Kingman
coalescent [16], which allows only for binary mergers of ancestral lineages. In this case the
measure A is the Dirac measure at 0.

For ¢ > 0 let N; denote the number of blocks of II; and let Nt(") denote the number of
blocks of Hg"), where Hgn) denotes the partition of Il; restricted to a sample of size n € N.
The processes (Ny)¢>0 and (Nt(n))tzo are called the block counting processes of (II;);>0 and
(IT{™),50 respectively.

Hénard [13] introduced the so-called fixation line (L¢);>¢ of a A-coalescent. Recently [10] the
fixation line was extended to arbitrary exchangeable coalescents. One possible definition of
the fixation line is based on the lookdown construction going back to Donnelly and Kurtz
[5, [6]. For further information on the fixation line we refer the reader to [10] and [I3]. In the
following (L{"™);>0 denotes the fixation line with initial state L{" = n.

In this article we focus on the Bolthausen—Sznitman coalescent [4], which is the particular
A-coalescent with A being the uniform distribution on the unit interval. The generator @ =
(gij)ijen of the block counting process and the generator I' = (v;5)i jen of the fixation line
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of the Bolthausen—Sznitman coalescent have entries (see, for example, [22] Eq. (1.1)] and [13]
p. 3015, Eq. (2.8) with o = 1])
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— for j < i — for j > 1,
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The block counting process and the corresponding generator @) have been studied intensively
in the literature. In this article we focus on both processes (Ni)i>0 and (Li)r>0 with an
emphasis on the fixation line (L;);>0, which has been studied less intensively so far. We
furthermore stress the duality relation between both processes.

In Section ] the processes (N¢)i>o and (Li)¢>0 are analyzed with an emphasis on spectral
decompositions. These spectral decompositions lead to explicit expressions for several func-
tionals of these processes such as hitting probabilities and absorption times.

Section [ deals with the behavior of the block counting process (Nt(n))tzo and the fixation

line (L,E”))tzo as the sample size n tends to infinity. The main convergence result (Theorem
[B1)) states that both processes, properly scaled, converge in the Skorohod sense as n — oo to
the Mittag—LefHler process and to Neveu’s continuous-state branching process respectively.
The proofs provided in Section M rely on both analytic and probabilistic arguments which
demonstrates the interplay between analysis and probability. A short appendix collects some
results of independent interest used in the proofs.

2 Spectral decompositions and applications

Spectral decompositions are of fundamental interest since they lead to diagonal representa-
tions of the corresponding operators or matrices which simplify many mathematical calcu-
lations and numerical computations significantly. Explicit spectral decompositions for (the
block counting process of) the Kingman coalescent and the Bolthausen—Sznitman coalescent
are provided in [I7] and [22]. We are interested in analog spectral decompositions for the
fixation line. A spectral decomposition of the generator I' of the fixation line of the Kingman
coalescent is provided in the appendix (Lemma [5.2]) for completeness. Our first result (The-
orem [2]) provides an explicit spectral decomposition for the generator T' of the fixation line
of the Bolthausen—Sznitman coalescent. In the following s(i, j) and S(4, j) denote the Stirling
numbers of the first and second kind respectively.

Theorem 2.1 (Spectral decomposition of the generator of the fixation line)
The generator I' = (7;5)i jen of the fization line (Ly)i>o of the Bolthausen—Sznitman coales-
cent has spectral decomposition I' = RDL, where D = (d;;)i jen is the diagonal matriz with
entries dij = —i for i = j and d;; = 0 for i # j, and R = (74;)i jen and L = (L;j)i jen are
upper right triangular matrices with entries
0! -~ i! "

Tij = ﬁ(—l)lﬂs(jvi) and l;; = ﬁ(—l)“”s(j,i), i,j € N. (1)
The following corollaries demonstrate that spectral decompositions are useful to analyze the
underlying processes.

Corollary 2.2 (Branching property/transition probabilities of the fixation line)
(

For the Bolthausen—-Sznitman coalescent, the random variable Lti) has probability generating
function (pgf)

E(z1") = 1—(1—2)°"), |z]<1,t>0,ieN. 2)
Thus, (L¢)i>o is a Markovian continuous-time branching process with state space N and
offspring distribution pr = 1/(k(k — 1)), k € {2,3,...} having infinite mean. Moreover, the

transition probabilities p;;(t) :=P(Ly = j| Lo =1i) = ]P’(L,gi) = j) are given by

i O : Ntk s _ j : i\ (e tk o
pij(t) = (=1)"* ﬁ;S(k,z)e Fs(j, k) = (—1) 1(—1)’“(k)( . ) i,j € N. (3)

P J



Remarks.

1. For ¢ = 1 it follows that L; = Lgl) has pgf E(zX) =1— (1 —2)* = =322, (%) (—2)’
and distribution
al'(j — a)

Il —a)l(j+1)

. ; « .
P =) = i) = (7% (7) = jeN, @
where o := e~*. Note that P(L; = j) ~ a/(I'(1 — a)j**!) as j — oo and that L; has a
Pareto like tail P(L; > j) =T'(j —a)/(T(1—a)T'(j)) ~ 1/(T(1 —)j*) as j — oo. Thus,
E(L{) = >252, "P(Ly = j) < oo if and only if ¢ < a. Particular reciprocal factorial
moments of L; are known explicitly. For example,

1 = I‘j—a «
E = = , keN.

J:1

The distribution @) and similar distributions occur in [I4, p. 9], [I5 p. 225] and [27
p. 70, Eq. (3.38)].

2. The pgf f(s) := 3 ey Prs® = s+ (1 —s) log(1 — s) of the offspring distribution satisfies

A(ds) _ A(ds) _ A(dx) - .
/(1—5,1) f(s)—s /(1—5,1) (1 —s)log(1—s) /(o,a) rlogx

for all € € (0,1), where A denotes Lebesgue measure on (0, 1). This implies (Harris [12]
p. 107]) that the fixation line (L;);>¢ does not explode, in agreement (see [10]) with
the fact that the Bolthausen—Sznitman coalescent stays infinite.

As a second application we study the probability h(i,j) = ]P’(L,gi) = j for some t > 0) that
the fixation line hits state j € N started from state i € N.

Corollary 2.3 (Hitting probabilities) The hitting probabilities h(i,j) have horizontal
generating function

Zh(i,j)zj’l - (1—2)(—Zlog(1—z))’ ieN,|z| < 1. (5)

In particular h(i,j) = h(1,5 — i+ 1) depends on i and j only via j — i. Moreover, for all
1 €N,

. 1 ¥ 1 )
h(i,j) = - — +0 , — 00, 6
(0,9) logj log?j (10g3j> ! (©)

where v := —T"(1) ~ 0.577216 denotes the Euler—Mascheroni constant. The hitting probability
h(i,j) can be computed via

1

<.

el
Il

where n1, M2, ... are iid random variables with distribution P(n = n) := uy, = 1/(n(n + 1)),
n € N. The hitting probabilities can be also expressed in terms of the Stirling numbers s(.,.)
and S(.,.) of the first and second kind as

o w1 s R)S (ki
EG) = () gy 3 TR )
Jj—i+ . .
_ (_1)j*i (] il)' S(] _Zk+ 17k), 1 i <] (9)
T k=1



Moreover, h(i,j) has representations

1 "I —i+a) o
h(z,j)—(j_i)!/o e ]_Z,Z k:+1 ,  1<i<j (10)

Remark. Concrete values of the hitting probabilities h(i, j) for i =1 and j € {1,...,7} are
provided in the remark after the proof of Corollary 2.3

We now turn to the block counting process (Nt(n))tzo of the Bolthausen—Sznitman n-
coalescent. For n € N and i € {1,...,n} let 7,; := inf{t > 0 : Nt(n) < i} denote the
first time the block counting process (Nt(n))tzo jumps to a state smaller than or equal to i.
Note that 7, := 7,1 is the absorption time of N,

Corollary 2.4 (Distribution function and asymptotics of 7,,;) For alln € N and i €
{1,...,n}, Tn; has distribution function

P(ri <t) = Xi:( 1)"+J<j) (ji__ll), t € (0, 00). (11)

j=1
In particular, for every i € N, 1,,; — loglogn — min(Gy,...,G;) in distribution as n — oo,
where G1,Ga, ... are independent standard Gumbel distributed random variables.

Remark. Note that min(Gy,...,G;) has distribution function Fj(x) := 1 — (1 — F(x))?,
where F(z) := e ¢ ", x € R. For i = 1 we recover the well known convergence result (see
Goldschmidt and Martin [I1], Proposition 3.4], Freund and Méhle [9, Corollary 1.2] or Hénard
[13, Theorem 3.9]) that the scaled absorption time 7, — loglogn is asymptotically standard
Gumbel distributed.

The fact that the distribution function (Il of 7,,; is known explicitly can be further exploited.
For example, the following Edgeworth expansion holds.

Corollary 2.5 (Edgeworth expansion) For every i € N and z € R the following Edge-
worth expansion of order K € Ny holds.

K —k
x 1
P(1p; —loglogn < x) = ckdki(a:)e—k + O<T), n — oo, (12)
P log™ n log" ™ n
where co, 1, . .. are the coefficients in the series expansion 1/T'(1 —x) = > 72 et |z| < 1,
and
Ld\* ‘ A .
dpi(z) = (e"— ) Fi(z) = Z(F(x))ﬂ(—l)J ", keNp,ie Nz eR, (13)
dz = J

with F; and F as defined in the previous remark. Alternatively, do;(z) = Fi(x) and
dii(x Z S(k,))(=1)70);(F(z)) (1 = F(z))™7,  kieNzeR, (14)

where the S(k, j) are the Stirling numbers of the second kind and (i); :=i(i—1)--- (i—j+1).
Remarks.

1. The coefficients ¢k, k € Ny, are related to the moments of the Gumbel distribution (see
Lemma [T]). The concrete values ¢ for k < 3 are provided in the remark after the
proof of Lemma (4.1l

2. For K = 1 Corollary reads P(7,; — loglogn < z) = F;(z) — vF/(z)/logn +
O(1/log®n). In particular, for every x € R, P(r,; — loglogn < z) — Fi(z) ~
—~vF!(z)/logn as n — oo. Thus, the speed of the convergence of 7,; — loglogn to
G; is of order 1/logn.



3 Asymptotics

We are interested in the behavior of the block counting process (Nt(n))tZO and the fixation

line (L§"))t20 of the Bolthausen—Sznitman n-coalescent as the sample size n tends to infinity.
In order to state the main convergence result (see Theorem Bl below) let us recall some
properties of the Mittag—Leffler process X = (X;):>0 and Neveu’s [23] continuous-state
branching process Y = (¥%)¢>0.

The Mittag—LefHler process X is a Markovian process in continuous time with state space
E :=0,00). The name of this process comes from the fact that for every ¢ > 0 the marginal
random variable X; is Mittag-Leffler distributed with parameter e~!. Note that X; has
moments E(X/™) = T'(1 + m)/T(1 + me~*), m € [0,00). The semigroup (7;%);>o of the
Mittag—Leffler process X is given by

TXf(z) = E(f(z° Xy), ta>0,f€ B(E), (15)

where B(FE) denotes the set of all bounded measurable functions f : E — R. Some further
information on the process X can be found in [2] and [21].
Neveu’s [23] continuous-state branching process Y is as well a Markovian process in contin-
uous time with state space E. For every ¢t > 0 the marginal random variable Y; is a-stable
with Laplace transform E(e=*Y%) = ¢=*", X\ > 0, where o := e~*. The semigroup (7)Y );>o of
Neveu’s continuous-state branching process Y is given by

TV g(y) = E(g(y" V),  t,y>0,9€ B(E). (16)

Note that (see, for example, [21]) the Mittag-Leffler process X is Siegmund dual to Neveu’s
continuous state branching process Y, i.e. P(X; < y|Xg = z) = P(V; > z|Yy = y) for all
t,z,y > 0.

Define the scaled block counting process X (") = (Xt(n))tZO and the scaled fixation line (") :=
(Yt(n))tzo of the Bolthausen—Sznitman n-coalescent via

x™ = 2t and Y™ = 2L t>0,neN. (17)
ne ne

Note that, for n > 2, the processes X (™ and Y (") are time-inhomogeneous because of the
time-dependent scalings n® " and n¢ . We are now able to state the main convergence result.
The proof of the following theorem is provided in Section [4

Theorem 3.1 (Asymptotics of the block counting process and the fixation line)
For the Bolthausen—Sznitman coalescent the following two assertions hold.

a) As n — oo the scaled block counting process XM defined in (I7), converges in
Dg0,00) to the Mittag—Leffler process X = (Xy)i>o0.

b) As n — oo the scaled fization line Y™ defined in (I7), converges in Dg[0,00) to
Neveu’s continuous-state branching process Y = (Y)i>o.

Theorem BI] demonstrates the intimate relation between the Bolthausen—Sznitman coales-
cent, the Mittag—Lefller process and Neveu’s continuous state branching process. We refer
the reader to Bertoin and Le Gall [3] for further insights concerning these relations.
Theorem B] a) is known from the literature |21 Theorem 1.1] and provided here for com-
pleteness. Our proof of Theorem Bl a) is significantly shorter than the proof provided in [21]
and gives further insights into the structure of the scaled block counting process X (™).

Part b) of Theorem Bl is likely to be known from branching process theory, however the
authors have not been able to trace this result in the literature. Note that the offspring
distribution of the branching process (L,En))tzo has pgf f(s) = s+ (1 — s)log(1l — s) and,
hence, infinite mean. For related convergence results for the critical case when the offspring
distribution has mean 1 we refer the reader to Sagitov [29] and the references therein. Note



that in Theorem 2.1 of [29] the space-scaling is n and an additional time-scaling occurs.
Theorem BI1b) may be viewed as a kind of boundary case of Theorem 2.1 of [29] for o — 1.
Similar convergence results for sequences of discrete-time branching processes can be traced
back to Lamperti [I8| [19].

In summary the following commutative diagram holds.

Scaled block counting process N Mittag—Leffler process
(N fne™ )izo (Xi)iz0

I I

Scaled fixation line process N Neveu’s branching process
(L™ /0 )izo (Ye)ezo

Figure 1: Commutative diagram for the block counting process (Nt(n))tzo and the fixation

line (L,En))tzo of the Bolthausen—-Sznitman coalescent. The right-arrows ‘=’ stand for ‘con-
vergence in Dg[0,00) as n — oo’. The vertical updown-arrows ‘J’” stand for ‘duality’, on the
left hand side the duality of the block counting process (Ny)¢>o and the fixation line (L;)i>0
with respect to the Siegmund duality kernel H : N? — {0,1} defined via H(i,j) := 1 for
i < jand H(i,j) := 0 otherwise, on the right hand side the duality of (X;);>0 and (¥;):>0
with respect to the Siegmund duality kernel H : [0,00)? — {0,1} defined via H(z,y) := 1
for x <y and H(z,y) := 0 otherwise.

We finally point out that Theorem 3.1 is strongly related to Mehler semigroups, to self-
decomposability and to the Gumbel distribution. Clearly, Theorem [B1] can be stated log-
arithmically as follows. The process (1ogNt(n) — e 'logn)i>o converges in Dg[0,00) to
X = (X4)i>0 := (log X;);>0 and the process (log Lg") — e'logn);>o converges in Dg[0, c0)
toY := (fft)tzo = (log Y)t>0 as n — oo. Note that the semigroup (TtX)tZQ of X is given by

TXf(z) = E(f(ze ' +X,)), t>0,f€BR),zeR, (18)

whereas the semigroup (T} )¢>o of Y is given by

TV g(y) = E(g(ye' +Y,), ¢>0,g9€ B(R),y€R. (19)

Semigroups of this form belong to the class of so called Mehler semigroups. Note that (IJ])
and ([9)) define the semigroups of X and Y completely, since for every t > 0 the distributions
of the marginals Xt = log X; and Yt = logY; can be characterized as follows. Let E be
standard exponentially distributed and independent of X and Y. Note that G := —log F is

standard Gumbel distributed. From E < (E/Y,) " (see, for example, [31]) we conclude by
an application of the transformation x — —logx that the distribution of Y; is characterized
via the self-decomposable distributional equation

a2 e tG + e Y.

Thus, Y; has characteristic function u — I'(1—4ue?)/T'(1—4u), u € R, and cumulants #;(V;) =
(e’ — 1)k;(GQ), j € N, t > 0, where x;(G) are the cumulants of the Gumbel distribution,
i.e. k1(G) = 7 (Euler-Mascheroni constant) and #;(G) = (=170~ (1) = (j — 1)I¢(4) for
j € N\ {1}, where ¥ and ¢ denote the digamma function (logarithmic derivative of the
gamma function) and the Riemann zeta function respectively.

Similarly, the distribution of X, is characterized via the self-decomposable distributional
equation

S L etS+ X,
where S := —G. Therefore, X has characteristic function u — T'(1+4u)/T'(1+iue™?), u € R,
and cumulants k;(X;) = (=1)7(1 — e ")k, (G), j €N, t > 0.



4 Proofs

Proof. (of Theorem[2T]) Two proofs are provided. The first proof is self-contained and based
on generating functions. The second proof uses duality and the spectral decomposition [22]
Theorem 1.1] of the generator of the block counting process.

Proof 1. (via generating functions)

The proof is similar to that of Theorem 1.1 of [22]. Let D = (d;;); jen be the diagonal matrix
with entries d;; := —vy; = i, ¢ € N. Furthermore, let R = (7r;;); jen be the upper right
triangular matrix with entries defined for each j € N recursively via r;; := 1 and

Tij Z YikTri, G €{j—1,7—2,...,1}. (20)
i k=i+1
Since 7v;; = —7i, ¢ € N, we conclude that r;;v;; = Zi:l YikTk;- Thus, the entries of R are

defined such that RD = I'R. Define L := R™'. Then, the spectral decomposition I' = RDL
holds. Moreover, DL = LI" and, hence, v;;l;; = Efg:i litvrj, 1,7 € N. Since v;3 = —v;, 1 €N,
we obtain for each ¢ € N the recursion l;; = 1 and

ikVkjs j € {i+1,i+2,...}. (21)

Let U := {z € C: |z| < 1} denote the open unit disc. For i € N define the generating function
l; : U — Cvia l;(2) := Z;’;Z lijzj, z € U, and consider the modified function f; : U — C
defined via f;(2) := >272,(j — 9)lij2’, z € U. We have

Z]l”z —zlez = 2li(z) —il;(2).

On the other hand, by the recursion (2II), we obtain the factorization

filz) = Z (j—i lZJZJ = Z lekﬂ)/kgzj
j=itl j=it1 k=i
B o | o o oo o 00 2=
= Zillk j;l Vij 2’ Ziklzkz j;rl G-RG—F+1)

= Zkllkz Zl Y = zli(2)a(z),

where the auxiliary function a : U — C is defined via a(z) := ) .~ 2" /(n(n+1)) =1—(1—
z)(—log(1—2))/z, z € U. Thus, I; satisfies the differential equation zl}(z)a(z) = zl/(z)—il;(z
or, equivalently,

ZI(Z) _ ’LZZ(Z) _ le(Z) '

' (1—-a(z)z  (1-2z)(=log(l-2))
The solution of this homogeneous differential equation with initial conditions /;(0) = --- =
lgi_l)(O) =0 and ll@(()) =ilis l;(2) = (—log(l — 2))’, i € N, z € U. Here lgj) denotes the
jth derivative of ;. For f(2) = Y272, a;27 let [2/]f(2) := a; denote the coefficient in front of
27 in the series expansion of f. By [Il p. 824], I;(2) = (—log(1 — 2))? = 4! D e |s(4,4)]27 /3!
and, hence,

%(—1)%*] )

which is the second formula in (). Let us now turn to the inverse R = L~! of L. We
have L(z,2%,...)7 = (I1(2),l2(2),...)". Multiplying from the left with R it follows that

Lj = [Z)li(2) = ;—"|s(y,z)| =



(2,2%,..)7 = R(l1(2),la(2),...) T Thus, 2* = 372 rijli(2) = 272, 7ij(—log(1 — 2))7. Re-
placing z by 1 —e™* leads to (1 —e™%)" = 3372 727 =:7i(2), i €N, z € U. The calculations
between Eq. (2.9) and Eq. (2.10) in [22] show that r; has expansion

. > il
ri(z) = (1—e™) = S (=1 =5(,0)#,
=0 7
which yields the formula in () for the coefficient 7;; = [27]r;(2) in front of z7. O

Proof 2. (via duality)

The duality kernel H can be interpreted as a non-singular matrix H = (h;;);, jeN with entries
hij = 1 for j > i and h;; = 0 for j < i. The entries of its inverse H~ ! =: (gi;)i jen
are given by ¢;; = 0;j — 0;+1,;. It is known [22] that the generator matrix Q of the block
countlng process has spectral decomposition @ = RDL, where the matrices R = (Ti5)i,jENs
D= (du)z jen and L= (llj)z jen are given by 7i; = ((7 —1)!/(i = 1))[s(7, j)], dw = (1—=1)d;;
and l;; = (=1)"((j — 1)!/(i — 1)1)S(i,5) respectively. The entries of D = (dij)ijen can
be read from the diagonal of I' and are therefore given by d;; = id; ;. Define the matrices
A = (aij)ijen and B = (bij)i jen by a;; = 6iy1,; and by = §;—1 ;. Clearly D = BDA. This
together with the duality relation HI'" = QH and the spectral decomposition of the block

counting process Q = RDL yields
I'' = H'RDLH = (~H 'RB)D(—ALH).

Hence I' = RDL with R := (—ALH)T and L := (—H 'RB)". It remains to calculate the
entries of R and L. Using the recursion S(i +1,5) = jS(i,j) + S(i,j — 1) we obtain

k=1 1
= ki( 1)”’“]:!5(%/6)+§:(—1)”’“(1€;—!1)!S(i,k—1)
=1 1
7j—1

= ey s - Sy s = il

Using the recursion |s(i + 1,5 + 1)| = |s(¢, 5)| + i|s(¢,5 + 1)| we get
i = (“H'RB)ij = —(H'R)ijr1 = Firr = Tij
_ah . J! . g

O

Proof. (of Corollary22) By Theorem 21l I' = RDL, where R and L = R~ have entries ().
Hence, the transition matrix P(¢) = eI’ has spectral decomposition P(t) = e!?PL = Re!P L.
Thus, p;j(t) = P(Ly = j| Lo = i) = (Re'PL);; = Y7 _, rike 7:'ly;. The first formula in (3)
for p;;(t) follows from v, = k and from (). Recall that a := e~*. Conditional on Ly = i the
random variable L; has probability generating function

oo J

EG:P | Lo=10) = > 2Ipi(t) = Y (- 1+J] > S(k.i)a*s(j, k)

j=i j=t k=1

= (-1)%!23@,@&@ > =
k=i j=k

J!

= (=1)%! iswakw

= (=1)%(e*os(=) _ 1) = 1—(1-2)%, |2/ <1,t>0,ieN.



Expansion leads to

3

st ito=i = 3 (D)oo = 3 (e s ()

k=0 k=0 i=o \J
= j : w0\ [ak
= ey en (D)
, J
§=0 k=0
The coefficient in front of 27 in this expansion yields the second formula for p;;(t). o

Proof. (of Corollary [Z3]) The hitting probability h(i,j) is related to the entry g(i,j) :=
I P(L) = j)dt of the Green matrix via h(i,j) = v,;g(i,7) = jg(i,j) (see, for example,
Norris [24, p. 146]). Thus, for all i € N and |z| < 1,

N X i - *d — i N i
hi(z) = Y h(i,j)7t = / SR =)t dt = / 521@(4):3)2]&.
=i 0 = 0 =i

Plugging in the formula (@) for the pgf of Lgi) it follows that

hilz) = /OOO %“ —(1-2)°")idt = /Ooo i(1—(1—2)° ) et (1—2)° lar.

Substituting x := e~ and noting that dt/dz = —1/x leads to h;(z) = (1 — 2z)~* fol i(1 —
(1 — 2)*)"~1(1 — 2)* dx. Substituting further y := 1 — (1 — 2)* and noting that dz/dy =
1/((1 = y)(—log(1 — 2))) we obtain

i

1 ® B z
<1—z><—1og<1—z>>/o W = e =)

In particular, h(i,j) = k(1,7 — ¢ + 1). The asymptotic expansion (@) follows from Panholzer
[25, Eq. (19)]. Formula (7)) is obtained as follows. Let (Ji)ken, denote the jump chain of the
fixation line (L;);>0. Given this chain is in state ¢ it jumps to state i + j with probability
Vii+s/vi = 1/(7(j+1)) =: u;, j € N. From this property it is easily seen that the jump chain
has independent increments, i.e. Jo =1, J1 = 1+ 11, Jo = 1+ m1 + 12 and so on, where
M1,72, ... are iid random variables with distribution P(m = j) = u;, j € N.For 1 <i < j it
follows that A(i, j) = h(1,j—i+1) = 33\ P(Jr = j—i+1) = 33 P+ -+ = j— ).
Formula (8) for A(i, j) follows from h(i, 7) = jg(i, ) = j [s° P(L” = j)dt and

ieN, |z < 1.

00 ) 00 a0 d
[pwd =pae = [0S Y sk s b
0 0 =
il O S(k,1)s(5, k)
—  (_pyiti BN 2R DS R

Eq. @) follows from h(4,j) = h(1,j—i+1) and S(k,1) = 1 for all k € N. Moreover, for i =1
we have P(L; = j) = al'(j — «)/(j!T(1 — ) with a := e~ *. Thus,

, > , 1 ['T(G -« 1 ['TG—-1+2)
gl,y:/PL:ydtz_— VT e = = 2T g,
o) = Jy P=D =5 ) ta—a ™ T i T T

and, hence, we obtain the integral representation
1 "I —i+x)
hi,j) = h(l,j—i+1) = (G—i+t1)g(l,j—i+1) = — / dz, 1<i<j.
(2d) = h1j=i+1) = G=i+Dg(Li=it) = = [ o
The last formula for h(i, j) in ([I0) follows from I'(n + z)/T(z) = > j_, |s(n, k)|z*, n € Ny,
x € R. The proof of Corollary 23lis complete. a



Remark. Note that P(m + -+ +nx = j —i) = >, i, -+ u;, where the sum extends
over all iy,...,1; € N satisfying i1 + --- 4+ ix = j — ¢. Hence, concrete values of the hitting
probabilities are h(1,1) =1, h(1,2) = P(n = 1) = uy = 1/2, h(1,3) = P(n1 = 2) + P(m +
e = 2) =uz +ul =1/6+1/4 = 5/12 ~ 0.41667, h(1,4) = P(m = 3) + P(n1 + 12 =
3)+ P +n2+1m3 =3) =ug + 2ugus +ud = 1/12+1/6 + 1/8 = 3/8 = 0.375, h(1,5) =
ua(2uius+ul) +3uus = 1/2041/9+1/8 = 251/720 ~ 0.34861, h(1,6) = 95/288 ~ 0.32986,
h(1,7) = 19087/60480 ~ 0.31559 and so on.

Proof. (of Corollary 2.4) By the definition of 7,,; and the duality of (N;);>0 and (L;)¢>0 we
have P(rn; < t) = P(N™ < i) = P(LY > n) = > e Pij(t). Using the second formula for
pi;(t) in @) yields

P(rni < 1) i(‘l)j il(_l)k (Zr) (e‘f’f)

J

= (e (L),

where the last equality holds since 3°22 (—=1)/(5) = (-1)" (771) for all m € N and all z € R.

Fix 2 € R and define F(z) := e~¢ " for convenience. Assume that n is sufficiently large such
that « + loglogn > 0. Choosing ¢ := x 4 loglogn and noting that for all sufficiently large n

no1f€ =1\ I'(n — ke™®/logn)
(=1) ( n—1 ) ~ T(n)I(1 — ke—*/logn)
I'(n— ke */logn) ke
I(n) -

= (F(x))"*

as n — oo by an application of Stirling’s formula I'(n + 1) ~ (n/e)"V2mn as n — oo, it
follows that
P(7,; —loglogn < z) = P(r, <z +loglogn)
= S (-1 (;) (F@)" = 1-(1-F(x))’, n-oo.
k=1
It remains to note that z — 1 — (1 — F(x))!, x € R, is the distribution function of the
minimum of ¢ standard Gumbel distributed random variables. a

Before we will prove Corollary 2.5 we provide the Taylor expansion of the map z — 1/T'(1—x).
Lemma 4.1 The map  — 1/T(1 — z) has Taylor ezpansion 1/T(1 — z) = Y72, cpak,

|z| < 1, where the coefficients cg,c1,... are related to the moments my = (—1)*T*)(1),
k € Ny, of the Gumbel distribution via co = mg =1 and

k
j=1 k1, kjEN 1 J
R
Alternatively,
k
(—1)F k+1
a = S ([ Jma) ke (23)

=1
where (TY)¥) denotes the kth derivative of the Ith power of T.
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Remark. Concrete values are ¢c; = —m; = —y = —0.577216, c3 = mf —mg/2 = — (72 +
€(2))/2 =~+%/2—72/12 = —0.655878, c3 = —m3/6+mima—m3 = v((2)/2—((3)/3—~3/6 =
72y /12 — ((3)/3 — v3/6 ~ 0.042003 and so on.

Proof. A Gumbel distributed random variable 7 has moment generating function E(e*") =
I'(1 — ), < 1. Thus, the map x + I'(1 — z) has Taylor expansion I'(1 — z) = > 72 axz”
|z| < 1,where ay := my/k! and my = E(7%), k € Ny, are the moments of the Gumbel
distribution. For the reciprocal map 1/T'(1 — x) it follows that

1 ] ] [e%e] [e%e] 7
7 - da-Ta-n) = ;(Z_akxk>

k=1

SRS SED S CUR RNV R
j:1k17~~~;7€j6N

= 1YY Y e = Y a

Jj=1 k=1

ki,oons kj; €N k=0

with ¢g := 1 and ¢, k¥ € N, as given in ([22), since ar = my/k!, k € Ny. Since my =
(=1)*T®) (1), @2) can be rewritten as
k .
) F(kl)(l) . --F(kﬂ)(l)
¢ = Z(_l)ﬁk Z Tl kil
; ! 5!

ko aNjrk J
- >SSy l(l)<r><k><> keN,

where the last equality holds by Lemma 1 in the appendix of [20]. Interchanging the sums

and noting that Z?:z () = (llcjrrll) yields (23). O

Proof. (of Corollary 25) Fix 2 € R and define F(x) := ¢~¢ *. By Corollary 24, for all
sufficiently large n,

: A I'(n —je */logn)
P(7n; — loglogn < z) = > (~1) (" . 24
(rm ~loglogn <.2) = 2 (-1) () rra s e 2y
For every ¢ € R it is easily checked that I'(n+c¢/logn)/T'(n) = e+ 0O(1/(nlogn)) as n — oo.
For ¢ = —je™" we obtain

I'(n—je "/logn) Y 1
() = (F(x)) —1—0( ) (25)

nlogn

Moreover (see Lemma (L)), from 1/T'(1 — z) = >_p- , cxz® we conclude that, for all K € Ny,

e - palien) () @

k=0
Multiplying ([28) with (28] yields

K

rég?@ ie;:/j?glcgm = F@r ) a (1gn>k O(W)

=0

Plugging this expansion into (24]) and exchanging the sums yields

P(7y; — loglogn < x) = Zchk (i)g;)k Zi:(F(x))j(—l)a‘*l (;)g’“ + O(W),

Jj=1

11



which is the desired Edgeworth expansion with coefficients dj;(z) as defined in ([I3). It remains
to verify the alternative representation (I4) of the coefficients dy;(z). It is readily checked by
induction on k € Ny that (t2)*f(t) = Z?:o S(k,7)t7 fO)(t) for every k-times differentiable
function f : R — R, where the S(k,j) denote the Stirling numbers of the second kind.
Applying this formula to f(t) := 1 — (1 — t)* with i € N it follows for all K € Ny and t € R
that

S (e - () S () - () o-no

j=1 j=1
k j
= Y st () a-a-o9
7=0
k
= S(k,0)1— (1 =8)")+ > Sk, )t (=1)771(6);(1 — )",
Jj=1

where (i); := (i —1)--- (i — j + 1). Replacing ¢t by F(z) and noting that S(k,0) = 0 for
k € N shows that (I3) coincides for k € N with (I4). O

Proof. (of Theorem Bl a)) Let Z(™ := (Xt(n),t)tzo and Z := (Xi,t)i>0 denote the space-
time processes of X (") = (Xt(n))tzo and X = (X;)¢>0 respectively. Note that Z(™) has state
space Sy, = {(j/n® ,t) : j e {1,...,n},t >0} = U,o(Ens x {t}), where B, ; := {j/n¢ " :
j € {1,...,n}}, and that Z has state space S := E x [0,00) = [0, 00)2. The processes Z (™)
and Z are time-homogeneous (see, for example, Revuz and Yor [28] p. 85, Exercise (1.10)]).
In the following it is shown that Z(™) converges in Dg[0,00) to Z as n — co. Note that this
convergence implies the desired convergence of X(™ in D [0,00) to X as n — oo. Define
7 : B(S) = B(Sy) via 7, f(z,s) := f(z,s) for all f € B(S) and (z,s) € S,. By Proposition
B4l it suffices to verify that, for every ¢ > 0 and A\, u > 0,

lim sup sup [T 7w fo (@, 8) = T Tefau(@,s)] = 0,

N=0 s>0x€E,, s

where (Tt(n))tZO and (T})>0 denote the semigroups of the space-time processes Z(™) and Z
respectively and the test functions fy , : S — R are defined via fy ,(z,s) = e ATHS for all
(z,s) € S. Fix t > 0 and A, u > 0. For convenience, define a := e~* and 8 := e~*. We have

T (@, s) = E(fu(XT,s+1)] XM =2)
= (@B)"E(exp(=A/n" N3} [ N = an)
= (aB)PE(exp(-A/nP NI, (2,5) € S,
and

T TLifau(z,s) = E(fau(Xspe,s+1t)| Xy =2x)
(O‘ﬁ)#E(eXP(_)‘XS-‘rt) | Xs=1x)
(aB)*E(exp(—Az* X)), (x,s) € 8.

Thus, we have to verify that

lim sup sup (aﬁ)“|E(exp(—)\/no‘BNt(mB)))—E(exp(—)\xo‘Xtm = 0.

N—=0 s>0x€F, s

Since both expectations are bounded between 0 and 1 and since (aB)* = e #() tends to
0 as s — oo it suffices to verify that, for every so > 0,

lim sup sup |E(exp(—/\/n°‘5Nt(mnﬁ)))—E(exp(—)\xo‘Xt)ﬂ = 0.

N0 5¢(0,50] E€EEn, s
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We will even verify that

lim sup sup|E(exp(—)\/no‘ﬁNt(LmnﬁJ)))—E(exp(—/\xo‘Xt))| = 0.

N0 5¢(0,s0] >0

The difference of the two expectations depends on n and s only via n® = n¢ . Since the
map s — n¢  is non-increasing it follows that the convergence for fixed s € [0, sp] is slower
as s is larger. So the slowest convergence holds at the right end point s = sg. Thus, it suffices
to verify that, for every s > 0,

lim sup|E(exp(—)\/naﬁNt(LMﬁJ))) — E(exp(—Az“Xy))| = 0.

n—r oo >0

The map = — E(exp(—Az*X;)) is bounded, continuous, and non-increasing. Moreover, for
8
every n the map = — E(exp(—)\/no‘BNt( Lon J))) is non-increasing. Thus, by the theorem of

Pélya, it suffices to verify that, for every s > 0 and =z > 0,
: aB pr(lzn]) _ a
nlirrgo E(exp(—A/n“’ N, )) = E(exp(—Az“Xy)).
Note that we have reduced the problem to verify the convergence uniformly for all s > 0 and

x € E, s to the problem to verify the convergence pointwise for all points (s, x) € [0, 00)?.
Define 7 := n®. Using this notation it remains to verify that

m! TOm

TILII;OE(eXp(_A/TaNt(LzTJ))) _ E(exp(—)\ant))_ (27)
We have
E(exp(—)\/Tﬂth(LwTJ))) _ Z( /\? E((Nt ) )

m=0

Note that the series on the right hand side is absolutely convergent, since Nt(LmJ) < xT
and, hence, E(N{"™)ym) < (zr)™. Applying the formula 2™ = S (=)™ 7S (my4) (2],
m € Ny, z > 0, where [z]; :=T'(z 4+ ¢)/T'(2) for z,i > 0, it follows that

E((N;am ) ) — Z(_l)m_ls(mvl)E([]\;am ]1> — Z(—l)m_ZS(m,z)E(XZ) H:f_zgy]lai
=0 1=0

fo% JaNeT)

by Lemma 3.1 of [21]. From [| 27 |]a; ~ (27)% = 2%7% as 7 — oo we conclude that only the
summand i = m yields asymptotically a non-zero contribution and it follows that

(Lz7])\ym
lim E(N - 7)™) = E(X/")z* = E((z*Xy)™).
T—00 Tom
Moreover,
E((Nt(LMJ))m) _ E([Nt(LmTJ)]m) _ E(in)[thJ]am < E(Xfl)[xﬂam.

am

It is readily checked that the map 7 — [£7]am /T
the upper bound

is non-increasing in 7. Thus, we obtain

E((N;Dym)

_ < E(X™M) [”g];;m for all 7> 7.
T 78
Note that
)\_an(Xgn) [,TTo]am _ )\_": m! F(ZCTO + Oém) ~ (i)m(am)mm—l
m! ™ m! T'(1+am) 78T (zm) 7§
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as m — oo. Thus, if we choose 7y sufficiently large such that A/7§ < 1, for example
70 = (2\)/®, then the dominating map m ~— (A\"/m)E(X™)[x70]am/78™ is integrable
with respect to the counting measure on N. Thus, it is allowed to apply the dominated
convergence theorem, which yields

(=)™

m/!

Tli_)rgoE(exp(—)\/To‘Nt(LmJ))) =Y E((z*X,)™) = E(exp(—Az*X})).
m=0

Thus, (271) is established. The proof is complete. a

Before we come to the proof of Theorem BIIb), we provide a recursion for the Laplace trans-
forms of the finite-dimensional distributions of Neveu’s continuous-state branching process
Y = (Yi)i>o-

Lemma 4.2 (Recursion for the Laplace transforms of Y) Let 0 =1tg <1 <ty <---.
Fork € N let ¢y, : [0,00)% — [0, 1], defined via (A1, ..., M) = E(e MY ... e Y0 for all
Ay, A > 0, denote the Laplace transform of Yz, , ..., Y:, . Then, 1y satisfies the recursion
P1(A) = e M for all Ay > 0 and

YAty Ak) = YoM, A2, A1+ /\Z‘k/akfl), ke N\{1},A,..., A\ >0,
where aj :=e7 4,1 <j <k.

Proof. (of Lemma E2) Clearly, 11(A\) = E(e=*Y1) = ¢~ for all A; > 0. Moreover, for
all Ay, ... A >0,
V(Mo Ae) = E(em MY em M)
= E(E(G_MYH e Y | Y;flv Tt Kk—l))
= E(e_)‘lytl R E(e_kkyfk |}/tk71))

a

K/
Since E(e ™Y |Y;, ) = e M Y1 almost surely it follows that

wk(/\lv SERE) )\k) = E(B)‘lytl - 6_)\]672Ytk72 e—()\k,1+)\:k/°‘k71)ytkil)
= wk*l()\l"'W)\k*Qa/\kfl +A‘;k/0¢k—1)' 5
We are now able to verify Theorem B b).

Proof. (of Theorem B b)) The proof is divided into two parts. First the convergence of
the finite-dimensional distributions is verified. Afterwards the convergence in Dg[0,00) is
considered. In fact Part 2 does not use results from Part 1, so one could omit Part 1. However,
we think it is helpful for the reader to consider first the convergence of the finite-dimensional
distributions.

Part 1. (Convergence of the finite-dimensional distributions) Fix 0 =ty < #; <ty < ---. For
k,n € N let w,(cn) :[0,00)* — [0,1] and ¥y, : [0,00)* — [0, 1] denote the Laplace transforms
of (Y;(ln), e ,Yt(n)) and (Y%, ..., Ys, ) respectively. In the following the pointwise convergence

k
,(c") — Y as n — oo is verified by induction on k € N.

(n)
Obviously, Lg?) has generating function I[?,(zlL*1 )= (1 -1 —=2z)")" 2z € [0,1], where

ayq := e~ "1, Replacing z; by e~ M/m N with A1 > 0 it follows that
PP = B M) = (1— (1 - e/ ayn,

Clearly, 1 (A1) = E(e= Y1) = e, Using the shortage z := A1 /n'/® and the inequality
|a™ — ™| < nla —b|, |a|, |b] < 1, it follows that

B o (e R L L b I
< nl—(1—e ™) —e | = nle™™ —14+(1—e %)),

a1
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since (1—e~%)* > 1—e "' by LemmaEdl From 1—e * < z,z € R,and e ' =1+t < t2/2,
t > 0, we conclude that
ey i

M (A1) = 1)) < (e —14a™) < n s =5 20 noo
n

Thus, the pointwise convergence z/1§") — 1)1 as n — oo is established.
Now fix k € N\ {1}. The induction step from k — 1 to k works as follows. For convenience
define a; := e~ % for all j € N. For all z1,...,z; € [0,1],

(n) (n) (n) (n)
L L; Ly L; (n) (n)
1 k _ 1 k
E(zy™ oz ™) = E(E(z " oz * [ Ly, o0 Ly L))
(n) (n) (n)
L L L (n)

= E(z" -z, E(z, ™ | Ly )

L™ (n)
Since E(z, ™ |L§:ll) =1-(1- Zk)ak/ak—l)Ltkfl almost surely it follows that
L(") L(n) L(n) L(") L(")
E(z " - 2™ ) = E(z" -+ 2. 5w ),

where ug_1 := 2,1 (1 — (1 — z;,)®*/**-1). Replacing for each j € {1,...,k} the variable z;
by e=%/m""7 with A; > 0 it follows that

n _ (n) _ (n)
l(c )(/\17---7>\k) = E(e Yy e )\kYtk )
=R e e
¢;(£)1 ()\1, ey )\k—2, uk—l(n)), (28)

where y
fr—1(n) == Ay —nt/=1log(1 — (1 — e~ M/ Fyan/a-n),

A technical but straightforward calculation shows that pg_1(n) — Ag_1 —I—)\Zk/ak’l asn — 0o.
Moreover, by induction, 1/),(;1)1 converges pointwise to ¥,_1 as n — oo. It is well known that

the convergence @[1,(;?1 — p_1 of Laplace transforms holds even uniformly on any compact
subset of [0,00)¥~1. Taking these facts into account it follows from (28) that

Tim g Oy A = lim g s e, i1 ()
= POy A2, A1 AT = (A, M),

where the last equality holds by Lemma The induction is complete.
The pointwise convergence g[J,(C") — 9y, of the Laplace transforms implies the convergence
(Yt(n), ey Yt(")) — (Y4, ..., Y:,) in distribution as n — oo.

1 k

Part 2. (Convergence in Dg[0,00)) Recall that E := [0, 00) is the state space of the limiting
process Y. For n € N and ¢ > 0 define E,, ; := {j/n° : j =n,n+1,..}. Note that the
processes Y™ are time-inhomogeneous. In order to obtain time-homogeneous processes let
ZM = (Y™ #)=0 and Z := (Y;,t);>0 denote the space-time processes of (Y;")io and
(Yy)i>0 respectively. Note that Z(™ has state space S, := {(j/n®,t) : j=n,n+1,...,t>
0} = Uyso(Ens x {t}) and that Z has state space S := E x [0,00) = [0, 00)?. According to
Revuz and Yor [28, p. 85, Exercise (1.10)], the processes Z(™ and Z are time-homogeneous.
Define m, : B(S) — B(Sy) via m,g(y,s) := g(y, s) for all g € B(S) and (y,s) € S,. In the
following it is shown that Z(") converges in Dg[0,00) to Z as n — co. For A\, > 0 define the
test function gy, € CA'(S) via gx u(y, s) == e 715, (y,s) € S. By Proposition 5.4 it suffices
to verify that for every ¢t > 0 and A, x> 0,

lim sup sup U m0gr (Y, 8) = Talsgau(y, s)| = 0, (29)
N0 5>0 yeEy,s
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where Ut") : B(S,) — B(S,) is defined via Ut(n)g(y,s) = E(g(Ys(fz,s + t)|YS(") =),
g € B(S,), s> 0,y € E, . Note that (Ut(n))tzo is the semigroup of Z(™),

Fix t > 0 and A\, > 0. As before define a := ¢t and 8 :=e¢7*. Forallm € N, s > 0 and
y E E’n,,sv

Tagan (Y s + 1) | YD = y)
exp(—AY ) — u(s + 1) | Y = y)

UM tgan(y,s) = E(
= E(
(aB)*E(exp(—A/n*/ P LI )| L = ynt/?)

= (aB)"E(exp(—A/n/@H L(ynl/ﬁ)))
(

aB) (1= (1= e /et

and m,Urgx (Y, 8) = Usga (Y, ) = E(exp(=AYsyt — p(s+1)) | Vs = y) = (af) e ¥*". Define
m:=yn'/? € {n,n+1,...} and 2 := \/n/ (@) In the following it is assumed that n > A
which implies that < 1. Using the inequality |a™ — ™| < mr™ |a — b, m € N, where
r := max(|al, |b]), it follows that

d = |(1— (1= e MmO yayunt? _ —uaT
= |- —e))™ = ()"

@

< mrmTH - (1 —eH)Y =,

where 7 := max(1 — (1 —e )%, e ®") = e ®" by Lemma[5.Il Note that r € (0, 1).

The map z + 2r*~1, z > 0 takes its maximum at the point z = 1/(—logr) = 1/z®. Thus,
mrm—l < 1/:60‘7“1/””@’1 < 1/z% since r < 1 and z < 1, i.e. 1/2® — 1 > 0. Furthermore,
H—(1—e®)*—e = —14+(1—e®)*<e® —14z% < (2%)?/2. Therefore, we
obtain the upper bound

1 (xa)Q % @ < )\_a

o 2 2 2n¢ T 2n’
Note that this upper bound does not depend on y and s. Thus, for all ¢ > 0, A\, > 0 and all
n € N with n > A,

sup sup U™ gy, 8) — mUigau(y, s)|

50 Y€ By,
A estt 4 e’ )\eit )\a
= sup sup |e M |(1—(1—e M )t — et | < o 50
s>0 yeE, s ~—~— 2n
<1
as n — oo. Therefore, ([29) holds for all ¢ > 0 and all A, > 0. O

5 Appendix

Lemma 5.1 For all z >0 and all a € [0,1] we have (1 —e %) > 1 —e™7".

Proof. Fix a € [0,1]. If > 1 then 2* < z and, hence, (1 —e ™ *)* > 1 —¢e® >1—e ",
Assume now that = € [0, 1]. Then x® > x. The function f(z) := (1—e™%)* —1+e~*" satisfies
£(0) = 0 and has derivative f'(z) = ae=*(1—e *)* ' -z le=*" Wthh is nonnegative on
[0,1], since e=* > e~*" and (1 —e*)** >z~ ! for z € [0, 1]. From f(0)=0and f'(z) >

for x € [0,1] it follows that f(z) > 0 for = € [0, 1], which is the desired inequality. IZ!

Lemma 5.2 (Spectral decomposition of T' for the Kingman coalescent)

The generator I' = (vij)ijen of the fization line (Li)i>o of the Kingman coalescent has
spectral decomposition I' = RDL, where D = (d;;) jen is the diagonal matriz with entries
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dij = —i(i + 1)/2 fO’l“ ) Zj and dij =0 fori 75 j, and R = (rij)i,jeN and L = (lij)i,jeN are
upper right triangular matrices with entries

3G =D+ ))!

o= VTG ey NS (30)
" 1= D12+ 1)
lij = il (i _]'1)]! (j —'Z')! (Z'—I—j'—l— n 1,7 € Nji <. (31)

Remark. Note that l;(z) := 3772, l;;27T! satisfies the differential equation z2(1 — 2)l/(z) =
i(t+1)i(2),1 €N, |z] < 1.

Proof. For a pure birth process the recursion (20) reduces to ri; = vi/(vi — Vj)Ti+1,5, ¢ €

{j —1,7—2,...,1}, with solution r;; = fg;i Y&/ (Y& — 7v;), @ < j. Thus, for the Kingman
coalescent, for all 4,7 € N with ¢ < j,
Jj—1 j—1 o . .
ri =[] E(k+1) -] E(k+1) _ (i GG — D)L+ )
Yo k1) -G+ i (k=) (k4 g+ 1) (7 — )bl (i = 1)1(25)!

Similarly, the recursion [21)) reduces to l;; = vj—1/(v; — vi)lij—1, j € {t + 1,i +2,...}, with
solution [;; = Hi:iﬂ Yi—1/(Vk =), © < j. Thus, for the Kingman coalescent, for all i, j € N
with i < 7,

L k(k —1) o k(k — 1) B GG =112+ 1)!
lij = Hlk(k+1)—z‘(i+1) = H+ CEN I R DD TS

k=i+ k=i+1

O

Let E be locally compact, i.e. every point x € E has a compact neighborhood. A function
f + E — R vanishes at infinity, if for every € > 0 there exists a compact K C FE such that
|f(z)] < eforallz € E\ K. In other words {z € E : |f(z)| > €} is compact. In the following

C(F) denotes the set of all real-valued continuous functions on F vanishing at infinity.

Lemma 5.3 Let d € N. The set D of all functions g : [0,00)? — R of the form g(y) =
S aj, ide’(ilyﬁ”'”dyd) with m € N and a;, ... 5, € R is dense in C(]0, o0)?).

i1,eig=1 i,

.....

Proof. Let g € C([0,00)%). Define f : [0,1] — R via f(z) := g(—logz1,...,—logzy) for
z € (0,1]% and f(x) := 0if z; = 0 for some j € {1,...,d}. Since g is continuous and vanishes
at infinity it follows that f is continuous. For n € N and = (z1,...,24) € [0,1]¢ let

pn(x) = i f(%,...,%) ﬁ (:j)x?(l—xj)"kf.

ki,....kq=1 j=1

denote the nth multivariate Bernstein polynomial of f. Note that the sum runs only over
k= (ki,...,ka) € {1,...,n}? (not as usual over k € {0,...,n}?) since f(z) =0 if z; = 0 for
some j € {1,...,d}. By a d-dimensional version of Bernstein’s approximation theorem (see,
for example, [7, Theorem 8]), p, — f as n — oo uniformly on [0, 1]%. Replacing z; by ™%
it follows that g, — g as n — oo uniformly on [0, 00)%, where g, (y) := pn(e™¥t, ..., e7Ya). It
remains to note that g, € D. O

Proposition 5.4 (Convergence of Markov processes) Let d € N, E := [0,00)? and
X = (X¢)i>0 be an E-valued time-homogeneous Markov process. Furthermore, for every

n €N let X = (Xt(n))tZO be an E,-valued time-homogeneous Markov process with state

space En, C E. Let (T})i>0 and (Tt(n))tzo denote the corresponding semigroups. Define m, :
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B(E) — B(E,) via m,f(z) := f(z) for all f € B(E) and x € E,,. If, for every t > 0 and
A€ N,

lim (7m0 fy = m Dol = lim sup [Tm, fa(@) = maTfa(@)] = 0,
where fy(x) := e~ M) = em(Namittdama) for gll A € N® and x € E, then X™) converges in

Dgl0,00) to X as n — oo.

Proof. By assumption, lim, HTt(n)wnf —m, T f|| =0for all f € D, where D :={f: E —
R: f(z) =Y aie=™) m e N, XA € N4 a; € R} Let f € C(E) and fix ¢ > 0. Since D is
dense in C'(E) by Lemma [5.3 there exists h € D such that || f — k|| < e. It follows that

1T 70 f = maTf | < T 70 = )|+ |1 T b = Tohl| + I To(h — £)|

< NTENIF = Bl AT mh = m Tl + (T [ = £

< 2+ HTt(n)wnh —mpTih|| — 2, n — 0.
Since € > 0 can be chosen arbitrarily we conclude that lim,, HTt(n)wn f—mT:f]| = 0 for
all f € C(E). The result follows from [8 p. 172, Theorem 2.11]. O
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