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In this work, several convergence results are established for nearly criti-
cal self-excited systems in which event arrivals are described by multivariate
marked Hawkes point processes. Under some mild high-frequency assump-
tions, the rescaled density process behaves asymptotically like a multi-type
continuous-state branching process with immigration, which is the unique so-
lution to a multi-dimensional stochastic differential equation with dynamical
mechanism similar to that of multivariate Hawkes processes. To illustrate the
strength of these limit results, we further establish diffusion approximations
for multi-type Crump-Mode-Jagers branching processes counted with vari-
ous characteristics by linking them to marked Hawkes shot noise processes.
In particular, an interesting phenomenon in queueing theory, well-known as
state space collapse, is observed in the behavior of the population structure at
a large time scale. This phenomenon reveals that the rescaled complex bio-
logical system can be recovered from its population process by a lifting map.
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1. Introduction. This paper is concerned with developing a diffusion approximation
for a stochastic dynamical system enjoying self-exciting property. In such a system, events
are likely to not only occur in clusters but also mutually depend on each other. To capture
both the self-exciting property and the clustering effect, we model the event arrivals with
a multivariate marked Hawkes point measure with homogeneous immigration (multivariate
MHPI-measure) on (0,00) x U, denoted by Ny (dt,du) := (N;(dt,du));ep, where U is a
measurable space and H := {1,2,...,d} for some d € Z . To be precise, the random point
measure V;(dt, du) has a predictable intensity A;(t—) - dt - v;(du) in which v;(du) is a prob-
ability law on U and

As(t) = u(®) //(b,t—su)NI(ds du)
(1) +Z//¢Z s u)N;(ds, du), ¢ 0

for some non-negative functional-valued random variable {1i3;(t) := (1;(t))ic : t > 0}, ker-
nel' 3 := (¢;)iep : Ry x U — R%, Poisson random measure N7 (dt, du) on (0, 00) x U with
intensity Az - dt - v7(du) for some constant A\; > 0 and probability law v;(du) on U; more
accurate definitions can be found in Section 2. Usually, 4 is interpreted as the impact of
all events prior to time O on the arrivals of future events. This multivariate MHPI-measure
includes both self/mutually-excited jumps (/N4 ) and externally excited jumps (/N7), which
respectively model the impact of endogenous and exogenous factors of the underlying sys-
tem. It can be considered as an extension of marked Hawkes processes (i.e., U =R, pgy isa
vector and A; = 0) introduced by Ogata [58] for the study of different effects of earthquakes
of different magnitudes on the arrivals of the future earthquakes; see also [14, 15] for the case
of abstract-valued marks. Specially, when U = R and ¢;(t,u) = ue™ % for some /3; > 0,
the embedded point process { Ny (t) := Ny ([0,¢],R+) : ¢ > 0} turns to be a multivariate ver-
sion of dynamical contagion process given in [19]. Moreover, when py is a vector, Ay =0
and the kernel is mark-independent, the point process N reduces to a classical multivariate
Hawkes process, which was firstly introduced by Hawkes [30, 31].

! For different kernels (#i,5)i,jer and (@ 1)ijep(> we can extend the mark space to U:=Ux{1,---,d,I}
and take U; (du) := I/j(dﬂl)(ij(d’EQ) and ¢;(t,u) := ZlE’H ¢Z,l(t ul)l{UQ—l} + gZSZJ(t ul)l{ug—]} fori €
Hand j € ’H u{r}.
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As Hawkes processes are always able to provide convincing interpretations of the cascade
phenomenon and clustering effect that have been widely observed in various fields (e.g., fi-
nancial contagion (see [1]) and credit contagion (see [49])), their applications have nowadays
gone far beyond the original purpose of modeling earthquakes and their aftershocks; read-
ers may refer to [9] for reviews on Hawkes processes and their applications. In particular,
since they were firstly used in the estimation of value-at-risk (see [16]) and modelling market
events (see [11]), various financial models have been established in the Hawkes framework
to investigate the foreign exchange rates (see [33]), mid-quote prices (see [6, 7]), limit order
books (see [35, 56]), stochastic volatility (see [21, 46, 47]) and so on. Readers are suggested
to refer to the seminal references of Bacry, Rosenbaum and their coauthors for various micro-
structure models and macroscopic models.

Different from Hawkes-based models, stochastic models driven by marked Hawkes pro-
cesses/measures are individual-based models, also called agent-based models, in which a
high degree of complexity and differences of events is allowed, and each event has a set of
state variables or attributes and behaviors. An advantage of marked Hawkes-based models
over Hawkes-based models is that they can incorporate any number of event-level mecha-
nisms. Therefore, they are usually more effective in the modelling of complex dynamical
systems. For instance, Horst and Xu [37] used a class of MHPI-measures with exponential
kernel to study stochastic volatility models with self-exciting jump dynamics. In this case,
each order is associated with a mark from the space U = Z x R that describes the changes of
the price in ticks caused by the order along with its impact on the arrival dynamics of future
orders. Because of the significant impact of some orders on the arrivals of future orders, jumps
occur in the high-frequency limit volatility models. This never happens in the high-frequency
limits of Hawkes-based models; see [21, 46]. In another example that illustrates the advan-
tage of marked Hawkes-based models, Xu [73] generalized a classical second Ray-Knight
theorem to a spectrally positive stable process by linking the intrinsic branching structure of
its local time to a MHPI-measure with kernel being a unit step function. More precisely, each
individual in the population is endowed with a mark from the space U =R to represent its
life-length and its survival state is described by the kernel of the form 1y, (i.e., it is alive
when its life-length w« is larger than its age t). Furthermore, to emphasize the necessity of
setting U to be an abstract space, in Section 4 we develop a new way to study the general
branching particle systems by linking them to MHPI-measures, in which the abstract-valued
marks represent individuals’ characteristics, e.g., life-length, reproduction process, impact on
host and so on.

Similar to Hawkes processes, the MHPI-measure Ny (dt, du) can be constructed in collab-
oration with a labeled birth-immigration particle system, in which the embedding multi-type
Galton-Watson process with immigration (GWI-process) has mean matrix ||¢2||z: that is
the L' norm of {¢p2(t) := (¢i;(t))ijer : t >0} with

by (1) = /U it )y ().

By the elementary theory of branching processes; see Chapter V in [5], the GWI-process is
subcritical, critical or supercritical if the mean matrix ||¢yz |1 has spectral radius o < 1,
=1 or > 1 respectively. Furthermore, the stationary distribution exits if it is subcritical or
critical with sparse immigrants (in this case the stationary distribution does not have finite
mean). In the supercritical regime, it grows exponentially to infinity. Therefore, analogous
to Hawkes processes; see [13], the condition g < 1 is necessary for Ny (dt,du) to own an
asymptotically stationary intensity process with finite first moment.

Nowadays, because a significant part of financial transactions is carried out through elec-
tronic order books, high-frequency trading has enjoyed a growing popularity. This has made
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high-frequency financial models including Hawkes-based models receive considerable at-
tention in the probability and financial mathematics literature in recent years. Two types of
typical and important limit theorems have been widely established to study the behavior of
Hawkes-based models at a large time scale. The first one mainly consists of functional law
of large numbers (FLLN) and functional central limit theorem (FCLT), which were firstly
established by Bacry et al. [7] for a multivariate Hawkes process whose kernel enjoys short-
memory property and spectral radius g is strictly smaller than one; also see [36] for the case
of MHPI-measures. Recently, Horst and Xu [38, 39] established a full FLLN and FCLT for
subcritical and critical uni-variate Hawkes processes. The second kind, usually known as
scaling limit theorem, was firstly investigated by Jaisson and Rosenbaum [46] in the study
of asymptotic behavior of Hawkes-based price models in the context of high-frequency trad-
ing. Their results state that under some short-memory condition, the rescaled intensity of
nearly unstable Hawkes process converges weakly to a Feller diffusion (also known as CIR-
model in finance). Different from the deterministic limit in FLLN and the Brownian motion
in FCLT, CIR-model inherits not only the randomness but also the self-exciting property
from Hawkes processes. Under a heavy-tailed condition, they also proved that the rescaled
Hawkes point process converges weakly to the integral of a rough fractional diffusion; see
[47]. A more refined convergence result has recently been established by Horst et al. [40],
which proved the weak convergence of the rescaled intensities, instead of their integrals, to a
rough fractional diffusion. An analogous scaling limit was later established by El Euch et al.
[21] for multivariate Hawkes processes with positive and diagonalizable kernel, see [60] for
the case of trigonalizable kernel. In addition, a jump-diffusion limit was provided in [37] for
MHPI-measures with real-valued mark and exponential kernel.

In the first part of this work, we mainly investigate the behavior at a large time scale of
stochastic dynamical systems driven by asymptotically critical multivariate MHPI-measures,
which corresponds to the assumption that ||¢x2||z: is close to a limit matrix with unit spectral
radius. In addition, compared to the uni-variate case the asymptotic criticality for multivariate
Hawkes processes/measures is much more complicated, since there are infinite possibilities
for the limit matrix and meanwhile the limit of rescaled Hawkes based models varies greatly
for different limit matrix. For instance, in the case of limit matrix being positive and diagonal-
izable, El Euch et al. [21] proved that the rescaled intensity process of multivariate Hawkes
process gradually concentrates in one direction of R? and the limit process is the multipli-
cation of one-dimensional CIR-model by a vector. By contrast, the mean matrix ||¢#:2||z: in
our setting is assumed to converge to an identity matrix. Under some short-memory condi-
tions, we show that the rescaled intensity process asymptotically behaves like a multi-type
continuous-state branching process with immigration (CBI-process) that is defined as the
unique strong solution of a d-dimensional stochastic differential equation (SDE) with linear
drift and 1/2-Holder continuous diffusion.

Our assumption of the convergence of ||¢32||z1 to an identity matrix stems from three
main reasons. Firstly, under this assumption both proofs and statements can be dramatically
simplified. Moreover, by using the rotation method developed in [21, 60], our proofs can
be generalized to the case of trigonalizable limit matrices and the corresponding limit theo-
rems can be established similarly. Secondly, in practice, the self-excitation is generally much
stronger than the mutual-excitation, e.g. market, limit and cancel orders in financial market
are likely to effect themselves (see [8]); the foregoing topic in social media communities is
preferred to be discussed continuously (see [59]). These are consistent with our assumption,
i.e., |||l << ||¢iillz: for i # j. It seems that the mutual-excitation in our setting can be
asymptotically ignored, but its impact on the underlying system still can be observed in limit
process. Finally, the diagonal entries of drift matrix in the limit d-dimensional SDE repre-
sents the net self-excitation. Moreover, the off-diagonal entries are non-negative and can be
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interpreted as the mutual-excitation. Hence, compared with the limit model established in
[21] as the multiplication of one-dimensional CIR-model by a vector, our limit model is a
more natural continuous version analogous in form to the stochastic dynamical system (1).

The main results in the first part of this paper are proved by extending the method de-
veloped in [46], in which the rescaled intensity of Hawkes process is rewritten in the form
of an It6’s SDE and then the limit theorem is proved by using the convergence results estab-
lished in [52] for finite-dimensional stochastic integrals. However, in addition to the technical
difficulties encountered in [21], three main and new challenges are induced by our setting.
Firstly, the high degree of complexity and differences of events gives raise to not only some
additional perturbations in the dynamics of intensity processes but also severe fluctuation
in error processes. These make it much more difficult to establish a rigorous connection
between multivariate MHPI-measures and multi-type CBI-processes. Secondly, as two suf-
ficient conditions for the convergence results in [52], the weak convergence and uniform
tightness of driving noises were proved easily based on the fact that intensities of nearly un-
stable Hawkes processes in [46] are uniformly strictly larger than zero. By comparison, they
are extremely difficult to be identified in our setting, since the exogenous intensity 3 varies
as time goes and the intensity process Ay may hit zero in finite time. Thirdly, the stability
condition, widely considered in the Hawkes literature (see [7, 21, 46, 47]), is not assumed
in this work and MHPI-measures are allowed to be unstable (¢ > 1). In this case, both the
resolvent and the intensity process may grow exponentially to infinity, which make the er-
ror estimates more difficult. To overcome the first two difficulties, we start by reconstructing
MHPI-measures in collaboration with Poisson random measures. The mutual-excitation is
interpreted as the non-local branching mechanism in the corresponding birth-immigration
particle system. Under the assumption that ||¢3:2||z: converges to an identity matrix, we fur-
ther consider it as a state-dependent immigration and translate the mutually-excited jumps
into another kind of externally excited jumps. Inspired by the computations and techniques
applied in [36, 37], associated to the resolvent we introduce a two-parameter function to
describe the average impact of an event with some mark on the future intensity. It enables
us to write the stochastic equation (1) approximately as an Itd6’s SDE driven by an infinite-
dimensional semimartingale. In particular, this semimartingale mainly consists of several
compensated Poisson random measures whose weak convergence and uniform tightness fol-
low immediately from their orthogonal increments. Moreover, with the help of the foregoing
two-parameter function, our error analysis is successfully carried out through investigating
the exact perturbations of each event of various marks in the error processes. The desired
limit theorem for intensity processes is finally obtained by using the convergence results of
infinite-dimensional stochastic integrals established by Kurtz and Protter [53]. For the third
difficulty, the exponential growth of the resolvent and intensity processes of supercritical
MHPI-measures encourages us to modify the self-excited dynamical system by an expo-
nential function. Due to the multiplicative property of exponential functions, the preceding
representations and asymptotic analysis remain valid with some slight modifications.

As mentioned above, the main contribution in the second part of this work is to illustrate
the strength of the foregoing limit results for MHPI-measures by applying them to study the
behavior at a large time scale of multi-type Crump-Mode-Jagers branching processes with
immigration (CMJI-processes). In the realistic pattern, as Peter Jagers [45] pointed out, pop-
ulation models “must be ultimately stochastic [...] individual based [...] life span can have
an arbitrary distribution [...] reproduction should be modelling as it actually occurs”. As a
result, CMJI-processes, as a class of continuous-time and discrete-state stochastic population
models with age-dependent reproduction mechanism, have received considerable attention
in the probability and mathematical biology literature since they were firstly introduced in
[17, 18, 43]. However, because they are generally neither Markov nor semimartingales, the
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instruments provided by modern probability theory are almost out of work and hence re-
searches concerning CMJI-processes are relatively less than those of Markovian population
models; see [5, 44]. To the best of our knowledge, only few asymptotic results have been
established for CMJ-processes up to now, e.g., a scaling limit was established by Lambert
et al. [55] for homogeneous, binary and single-type CMJ-processes without immigration via
connecting them to the local time of compound Poisson processes. However, this connection
can not be generalized to CMJ-processes with general branching mechanism and complex
individual characteristics.

Here we develop a new way to investigate multi-type CMJI-processes by linking them
to multivariate MHPI-measures. More precisely, we translate random point measures
Ny(dt,du) and Ny (dt,du) into the arrivals of immigrants and offspring respectively, and
marks from an abstract space into individuals’ information, e.g., size, type, life-length, re-
production process and characteristic. Different to the existing literature (e.g. [55, 62]) in
which the population size is usually studied in the first place, we start by considering the
asymptotic behavior of total reproduction rate of alive individuals that coincides with the
intensity process of Ny (dt,du). Using the preceding limit results for multivariate MHPI-
measures, we show that with a suitable scaling, the total reproduction rate process behaves
asymptotically as a multi-type CBI-process. Additionally, for a multi-type CMIJI-process
counted with various characteristics (e.g., population size and total progeny), we link it to a
shot noise process driven by Ny (dt, du) and then show that with a suitable scaling, it can be
well approximated by a functional of the multi-type CBI-process. Furthermore, an interesting
phenomenon, known as state space collapse in queueing theory, is observed in the population
structure at a large time scale. In precise, the joint distribution of age and residual life of alive
individuals can be recovered directly from the population size by an appropriate lifting map.
This indicates that when the life-length and the reproduction process enjoy short-memory
property, more detailed information about the population, except the life-length distribution
and the mean/variance of offspring, is not necessary for the study of complex biological
systems.

Organization of this paper. In Section 2 we provide a branching representation as well
as a stochastic Volterra integral representation for multivariate MHPI-measures. A criticality
criterion for their stationarity is also given as a byproduct. In Section 3, we establish sev-
eral limit theorems for stochastic dynamical systems driven by multivariate MHPI-measure,
including the weak convergence of rescaled intensity processes to a multi-type CBI-process
and scaling limits for marked Hawkes shot noise processes. In Section 4 we apply these limit
results for self-excited systems to establish diffusion approximations for multi-type CMIJI-
processes. Section 5 is devoted to the proofs for all limit theorems given in this work.

Notation. Denote by [x] the integer part of the real number x € R and zy = (2;)ien =
(21, ,2q) With |z¢| :=|21]| + - - - + |z4|. Let f * g be the convolution of two functions f, g
on R, and f*" be the n-th convolution of f. For h > 0, we write

A_f(z):=f(z) = flz—) and Apf(z):=f(z+h)—f(z).

Let || f|lTv denote the total variation of f. For any p,q € (0,00], let LP9(Ry) = LP(R4) N
LY(Ry) withnorm || - ||zea :=|| - ||z» + || - || £s. For T > 0, let

T
JRORE
0
u.c.p. a.s. d P

u.c. f.d.d. .
Denote by = ,—, = ,—, — and — the compact convergence, uniform convergence
on compacts in probability, almost sure convergence, convergence in distribution, conver-
gence in probability and convergence in the sense of finite-dimensional distributions. We

[fllLg = sup [f(¢)] and [If||T
te[0,T

q =
T
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also use =, 4 and 2 to denote almost sure equality, equality in distribution and equality in
probability.

Given a measurable space (V, 7), let B(V), C'(V) and Cy(V) be the spaces of measurable
functions on V that are bounded, continuous and continuous as well as vanishing at infinity
respectively. For T' € [0, oo], denote by D([0, 7], V) the space of cadlag functions from [0, 7]
to V furnished with the Skorokhod topology. Let M (V) be the space of finite Borel measures
on V equipped with the weak convergence topology. Let J, be the Dirac measure at point
a € V. Forany ve M(V)and f € B(V), we write

/f v(dx) and f*v—/fw— Ju(dy).
Throughout this paper, we assume the generic constant C' may vary from line to line.

2. Preliminaries. Let (©2,.%,P) be a complete probability space endowed with a fil-
tration {.%; : t > 0} satisfying the usual hypotheses and (U, %) be a measurable space. Let
H:={1,2,--- ,d} for some d € Z. For i € M, let {7; ;};>1 be a sequence of increasing,
(:#)-stopping times and {¢;  }r>1 be a sequence of i.i.d. U-valued random variables with
distribution v;(du) satisfying that ¢; ;. is independent of .7, for any k£ > 1. Associated to
these two sequences we define an (ﬂ})—random point measure on (0,00) x U

(2) N (dt du Z 1{71 REdt, & pEdu}
k=1

We say the random point measure Ny (dt,du) := (N;(dt, du))iey is a multivariate marked
Hawkes point measure (multivariatt MHP-measure) on (0,00) x U with embedded point
process { Ny (t) := (N;((0,t],U))iep : t > 0}, if N;(dt,du) has (% )-intensity A;(t—) - dt -
vi(du) and the (.%;)-intensity process A; is of the form
N;(t)

3) A =R+ D dilt— T &in), t=0,i €M,

JEH k=1
for some non-negative, locally integrable, (.%;)-progressive exogenous intensity Aoy :=
(Ao,i)icy. and some kernel ¢y := (¢i)ien : Ry x U — Rd Specially, we call Ny (dt,du) a
multivariate MHP-measure with homogeneous zmngratzon (multivariate MHPI-measure) if
Ao 7, admits the representation:

N (¢)

“) Aoi(t) == p(t qu —Trkérk), t20,i€H,

where Ny is a Poisson process with rate \; and arrival times {77 }r>1, {{7%}k>1 18 a se-
quence of i.i.d. U-valued random variables with distribution v;(du) and independent of N7,
and p3; 1= (p1;)ien is an Fo-measurable D([0, 0o), R9 )-valued random variable. For i € H,
let

D:=HU{l}, H;:=H\{i} and D;:=D)\{i}.

For simplicity, we assume that A\ =1 and 7;;, # 7;; a.s. for (,k),(4,]) € D x Z with
(i,k) # (j,1). We also refer all externally excited jumps as type I events. Let ¢p2 1=
(¢ij)ijen and ¢yr := (¢ir)ien with

5) ¢i;(t) /gbltuuj(du) t>0,icH,jeD

be the mean impact functions of a type-j event on the future arrivals of type-i events. In the
sequel, we always assume that

om0 = (1035l 1) jer < oo and - lémr]| = (19l 1) ser, < 00



2.1. Branching representation. In this section we show that the foregoing construction of
multivariate MHPI-measure Ny, (dt, du) can be done in collaboration with a multi-type birth-
immigration particle system defined on the probability basis (Q2,.%, .%;, P) by the following
properties:

(A1) There is an ancestor at time 0, whose successive ages arrive according to a Cox point
process with intensity process {|p2(t)| : ¢ > 0}. Only one child is born at each succes-
sive age. Conditioned on the birth time ¢, the child is type-: and has mark v € U with

probability () - |ua(t)| " - vi(du);

(A2) Immigrants enter into the population according to a Poisson process with rate 1 and
are endowed with a mark randomly and independently according to the probability law
vi(du);

(A3) For each individual (except the ancestor) with mark u € U, it gives birth to a child at
the rate |p3(t,u)| at age t . Moreover, the child has probability ¢;(t,u) - [¢3(t,u)|~* to
be type-i and it picks up a mark according to the law v;(du’). Moreover, all individuals
produce their offspring independently.

Denote by A the collection of all individuals except the ancestor. Associated with each
individual = € A is a random triple (t,,7.,u.) that represents its type, birth time and

mark respectively. Define an (.%;)-random point measure N;,(dt,du) := (N/(dt,du))ien
on (0,00) x U with

N/ dt, du Z 1{t' =i, 7. €dt,u/, €du}-
zeA

The intensity of its embedded random point process { N}, (t) := N},([0,¢],U) : ¢ > 0}, de-
noted by {Af,(t) := (A}(t))ic : t >0}, equals to the total birth rate of children of various
types. In addition, by the branching property, it admits the following representation

6) ALt + Y gt —Thul)+ Y Y dilt—Th,ul), t=0i€H,

z€A; jeEHzEA;

where A7 and A; are the collections of all immigrants and type-j offspring respectively. The
following result can be obtained immediately by comparing (6) with (3)-(4).

PROPOSITION 2.1.  The random point measure Ny, (dt,du) is a realization of the multi-
variate MHPI-measure defined by (2)-(4).

The embedded point process Ny, (or IN,), also can be considered as a cluster process in
which the process of cluster centres is the random point process formed by the arrivals of
immigrants and the successive ages of the ancestor. The cluster at each centre is formed by
all the descendants of an immigrant or a child of the ancestor. These clusters are mutually
independent and identically distributed. Denote by {X,, 7/ := (X, i)ien :n=1,2,---} the
embedded multi-type Galton-Watson process (GW-process) of a cluster produced by an im-
migrant. It is easy to see that elements of X 3, are mutually independent and X ; is Poisson
distributed with rate ||¢;s|| 1. For n > 2, X, ; is the number of type-i individuals in the n-th
generation, which can be written as

Xn_1,j

nz—z Zén,]kw ’iGH,

JEH k=1

with &, ;. ; being the number of type-i children born by the k-th type-j individual in the
(n — 1)-th generation, which is Poisson distributed with parameter ||¢;;||r:. Let ¢ be the
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spectral radius of the matrix ||¢32||z: and I be an d-dimensional identity matrix. The mean
cluster size equals to the mean of total progeny

if:lEan,Hu -

which is finite if and only if ¢ < 1. The next proposition follows immediately from Theorem 3
and Corollary 3.2 in [69].

= ‘(I — Iz llL) ™ Nl dmrl o |,

o0
> ldnellpt - lgrulle
n=1

PROPOSITION 2.2. If g is a non-negative constant vector and ¢ < 1, the embedded
point process Ny is asymptotically stationary.

Drawing from the criticality criterion for multi-type GW-processes, we say the multivariate
MHPI-measure Ny (dt, du) is subcritical, critical or supercritical if p < 1, =1 or > 1. These
correspond to the three phases of a classical Hawkes process: stationary, quasi-stationary or
non-stationary; see [9].

2.2. Stochastic Volterra representation. We now provide a stochastic Volterra represen-
tation for the intensity process Az, which will play a considerably important role in the
following asymptotic analysis. Associated to the sequence {(77,&r%)}k>1 We define an
(:#;)-Poisson random measure

N](ds, du) = Z 1{71,k6d87§1,k€du}
k=1

on (0,00) x U with intensity dt - v7(du) and then rewrite the intensity process Ay, un-
der the form (1). Moreover, following the argument in [41, p.93], on an extension of
the original probability space we can define d mutually orthogonal Poisson point mea-
sures No ;(dt,du,dz), i € H on (0,00) x U x R, independent of Ny(ds,du) such that
No,i(dt,du, dz) has intensity dt - v;(du) - dz and

t t Ai(s—)
@) / / f(u)N;(ds,du) = / / / f(u)Noi(ds,du,dz), t>0,i€H,
0o Ju o JuJo

for any f € B(U). We can thus rewrite the last stochastic integral in (1) as

/ / / ¢i(t — s,u)No j(ds,du,dz), jeH.
0o JuJo

Actually, we can always construct multivariate MHPI-measures in collaboration with some
Poisson random measures on the probability basis (£2,.%,.%;, P); see Section 2 in [36].

REMARK 2.3. If py is a positive constant vector and v;(U) = 0, then Ny (dt, duy)
reduces to a classical multivariate MHP-measure (without immigration) on (0,00) x U. We
now link it to a special multivariate MHPI-measure. For each ¢ € #, let A7 := A; — p1; and

Ny (dt,du) := N ;(dt,du, [0,A7 (t—)),
N;,i(dtv du) = NO,i(dta du, [Af (t_)> Al(t_))
Let N7 (dt,du) := Z?:l N7 ;(dt,du), which is a Poisson random measure on (0,00) x U
with intensity ds - > pj - vj(du). It is obvious that

Ny(dt, du) = N§,(dt, du) + N§ 3,(dt, du)
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and N3, (dt,du) is a multivariate MHPI-measure on (0,00) x U with intensity process A3,
being of the form

t
vw=[ [ ot = s, )N )
(t— s, u)N(ds,du), t>0,icH.
—I-j%;l/o/[uqb( s,u)N; (ds, du) i€

To get the desired stochastic Volterra representation, we need several important quantities
associated to ¢; and ¢;; for i € H and j € D. Let R;; be the resolvent of ¢;; defined by

®) Rii(t) = ¢ui(t) + Rii x ¢3i(t), t>0.

The existence and uniqueness of the solution R;; follow directly from the assumption
lpsillz1 < oo and Theorem 3.1 in [27, p.32]. It is easy to identify that R;; admits the rep-
resentation

o0
Ry(t) = Z orE(t), t>0.
k=1
It is usual to interpret R;; as the mean impact of a type-¢ event and its triggered events on the
future arrivals of type-¢ events. In addition, the mean impact of a type-j € D; event and its
triggered events on the future arrivals of type-i events also can be described as

(9) Rij (t) = ¢z’j (t) + R“ * ¢ij (t), t Z 0.
Similarly, associated to the kernel ¢; we define a two-parameter function
(10) Ri(t,u) = qﬁi(t,u)—l—Rii*qSi(t,u), (t,u) €R+ x U,

to recount the mean impact of an event with mark « and its triggered events on the future
arrivals of type-¢ events. An argument similar to the one in [36, Section 2] deduces the next
proposition immediately.

PROPOSITION 2.4 (Martingale representation). The intensity process Ay is the unique
solution to the following stochastic Volterra integral equation

Al(t) = ,u,(t) + R” * Nz(t) + Z Rij * Aj(t)
JEH:

t t
(11) +/ Ri[(s)dS-I-Z/ /Ri(t—s,u)]\ij(ds,du), ieH,
0 0 Ju

j€D

where Nj(ds,du) := Ni(ds,du) — ds - vi(du) and N;(ds, du) := N;(ds,du) — A;(s—) - ds-
vj(du) for j € H. Moreover, the last stochastic integral with j € H can be replaced by

t Aj(S—) -
/ / / R;(t — s,u) Ny j(ds,du,dz)
0 JuJo

with No ;(ds, du, dz) := Ny j(ds,du,dz) — ds - v;(du) - dz.
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2.3. Examples. In this section, we consider three specific examples, which will be revis-
ited when analyzing scaling limits.

EXAMPLE (Exponential type). Fori e H and j € D, let §; > 0, 4; > 0 and v;(duy,) be
a probability law on R%. The multivariate MHPI-measure Ny (dt,dus;) on (0,00) x R is
said to be of exponential type with parameter (Uy, By, vy, vr) if

wi(t) = d;e Pt and oi(t,uy) = w;Bie Pt i EeH, >0, uy € Ri.

Let M(R) be the space of finite measures on R equipped with the weak convergence
topology and a o-algebra .# (R, ). Let Mo(R4) be the subspace of v(dz) € M(Ry) with
zv(dzx) € M(R4) and #y(R) be the corresponding o-algebra. For any v € My(R4),
denote by L,, the Laplace transform of zv(dz)

Ly(t) ::/0 e ru(dr), t>0.

By Bernstein’s theorem; see Theorem 1.4 in [63, p.3], the function L,, is completely mono-
toneon R .

EXAMPLE (Completely monotone type). For i € H and j € D, let u; € My(Ry)
and vj(duy) be a probability measure on Mo(R, )% The multivariate MHPI-measure
Ny (dt,dugy) on (0,00) x Mo(Ry)? is said to be of completely monotone type with pa-
rameter (Gyy, vy, vy) if

wi(t) =Lq,(t) and  ¢;(t,up) =Ly, (t), i€H,t>0,uy € Mo(Ry )%

EXAMPLE (Convolution type). For ¢ € H and j € D, let u; € M(R,), p; be a non-
negative, bounded, integrable function on R, and v;(duy) be a probability measure on
M(R, )% The multivariate MHPI-measure N (dt,duz) on (0,00) x M(R,)? is said to
be of convolution type with parameter (ty, py, vy, V1) if

pi(t) = pi+ () and  i(t,up) = pi*ui(t), i€M, t>0, up € M(Ry)%

3. Limit theorems for self-excited dynamical systems. We consider in this section
the weak convergence of stochastic dynamical systems driven by nearly critical multivariate
MHPI-measures, which are defined on the common filtered probability space (2,.7, .%;, P).
We start by presenting some basic setting on the self/mutual-excitation. In the n-th model,

(n)
H

we assume that the MHPI-measure N7(_l") (dt, du) has intensity process A;,’ and parameter?

(ugj ), on, ygL )). For i € H and j € D, the mean impact function (bgl) is defined as (5). Here
we are interested in the case in which the impact of each event on the future intensity enjoys
short-memory property and does not fluctuate drastically. In precise,

(H1) There exist a constant o € (1,2) and a function ® on U such that for any i € H, j € D
andu €U,

/0 t- i(t,u)dt + H¢Z(U)HTV <®(u) and ili]i/m |<I>(u)‘2auj(-n)(du) < 00.

2Actually, the kernel ¢4 is allowed to be different in various models, similarly as in footnote 1 we also can
unify them by extending the mark space.
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Actually, this is a less restrictive hypothesis, because in practice, impacts of events on the
arrivals of future events usually decease fast as time goes. By using Fubini’s lemma,

) (n)
(12) i‘iﬁ’/o t-g,; (t>dt+§gH% [y < 0.

For any K > 0, let R be the collection of non-negative functions g on R whose resol-
vent satisfies that

Ry(t):=> g*(t)<K, t>0.
k=1

It is obvious that R x comprises exponential functions in the form of Age™*'* with 0 < \g <
(M A K). Tt also contains the following two kinds of non-negative functions in the form of

e fyxwvinwhichv € M(Ry) with v(R;) <1 and f) is the probability density function of
exponential distribution with rate A < K; see Lemma 4.1 in [50];

° Zzozl(—l)kﬂh*k in which h is a positive, continuous, non-increasing and log-convex
function with ||A[| 71 < oo, e.g., h is completely monotone; see Theorem 1 in [26].

In order to simplify the following asymptotic analysis and error estimates, we also assume an
additional technical hypothesis on the mean self-excitation.

(H2) There exist two constants 3> 0, K > 0 and a non-negative function ¢ with

/oot-¢(t)dt<oo

0
such that for anyn > 1 and t > 0,

OG0 (1) = e P (1) e Ric and (1) < B(2).

3.1. Scaling limit for intensity processes. We provide in this section a limit theorem for
the rescaled intensity processes, which plays a key role in studying the asymptotics of self-
excited dynamical systems. Before giving the theorem, we offer an intuitive description on
how to derive it under the following asymptotic assumptions. The detailed and accurate proof
can be found in Section 5.1.

3.1.1. Asymptotic assumptions. By the criticality for multivariate MHPI-measures; see
Proposition 2.2, the sequence {N7(_l") (dt,du)}n>1 is asymptotically critical when the matrix

H<Z5§.7«3 ||z converges to a limit matrix with spectral radius equals to one. However, compared
to the uni-variate case, the asymptotic criticality for multivariate Hawkes processes/measures
is much more complicated because of the infinite possibilities for the limit matrix. In this
work we mainly consider a special case in which the limit matrix is an identity matrix I.
Compared to classical Hawkes processes, the random marks make additional perturbations
in the convergence of rescaled intensity process via the variances of total self-excitation

an) ::/ Hgbi(u)Hi]Vi(n)(du), 1e€H, n>1.
U
We now give the detailed asymptotic assumptions on the matrix ¢§32) and vector qﬁg_’;}

CONDITION 3.1. There exist a matrix by> := (bi;)ijen and three vectors ay =
(a:)ien €[0,00)%, 03 := (04)ien € (0,00)%, e := (¢;)ien € (0,00)? such that as n — oo,

n(l652llp 1) = b (07 = a
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and

agn) ::/ tqﬁl(-?) (t)dt — oy, cgn) — 2
0

REMARK 3.2. Under this condition, the self-excitation in the underlying system is much
stronger than the mutual-excitation, which is consistent to many practical applications. For
instance, the main influence of market, limit and cancel orders in financial market is on
themselves, which is linked to the well known persistence of order flows and to the splitting
of meta-orders into sequences of orders; see [8]. In social media communities, it is usual
that the discussion of a topic is likely to prompt further discussion as people reply to each
other; see Figure 2(a,b) in [59]. Moreover, the mutual-excitation seems to be asymptotically
ignorable, but it would dominate the limit process by b;; # 0 with ¢ # j.

REMARK 3.3. It is obvious that b; € R and b;; > 0 for 7,5 € H with i # j. Moreover,
the pre-limit models are allowed to be supercritical or unstable. Indeed, if b1; > 0 we have

Hqﬁ&’ll) ||z > 1 for large n and

AP @) > 1 (1) + / / b1 (t — 5, u) Ny (ds, du) + / / b1 (t — 5, u) Ny (ds, du).

Similarly as in the proof of [32, Theorem 1], we have P(Ag") (t) = 00) >0 and Ny (dt, du)
is unstable.

REMARK 3.4. Our asymptotic setting is different to that in Rosenbaum et al.’s works
[21, 46]. In their setting, the kernel matrix in the n-th multivariate Hawkes process has the
form of {a,, - ®(t) :t > 0}, where {a, },>1 is a positive sequence increasing to one, (t) is
a diagonalizable, positive matrix for each t > 0 and || @1 has spectral radius equal to one>.
Because the eigenvalue of largest absolute value of || @||z: is simple and equals to one, the
pre-limit model can be understood as a multivariate Hawkes process with a common intensity.
This gives rise to the weak convergence of the rescaled intensity to the multiplication of one-
dimensional CIR-model by a vector.

For i € H and j € D, the resolvent R(") and R( ") associated to the mean impact function
(b(]) are defined as (8)-(10), i.e., for any (¢,u) € Ry x U,

(13) R (1) =0 (6) + R+ 67 (1),

ij
(14) R (t,u) = ¢i(t,u) + RS = ¢i(t, ).

An argument similar to that in [21, 46] induces that the expectation E[Agj ) (nt)] is of the order
of n and hence it is natural to consider the weak convergence of rescaled intensity process

{Zgl) (t) = (Z-(n)(t))iGH :t >0} with Zi(") (t) = AZ(-") (nt)/n. From Proposition 2.4, we see

(2
that Z7({" ) satisfies the following d-dimensional stochastic Volterra system

(n) ¢
“(nt) + ) /0 nRY (n(t — 5)) 28" (s)ds

(n)
7 () =1 Tf Dy RO
JEH,

3The matrix || ?|| 7,1 is also assumed to be asymmetric in [46].
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t t (n)
) t — ~
(15) + / R (ns)ds + 3 / / o nlt =9 w) g, g ), i e,
0 cp’/0 JU n

where ]\7[(") (n-ds,du) := Nl(n) (n-ds,du) —n-ds-u}")(du) and N;n) (n-ds,du) := Nj(n) (n-

ds,du) —n?- Z](-")(s—) ~ds - y](.n)(du) for j € H.

We now give some asymptotic assumptions on the impact of events prior to time 0 on the
arrivals of future events. Based on our previous argument that the mutual-excitation usually
can be asymptotically ignored, it is understandable to assume that type-i events prior to time
0 make the main contribution to ,ugn). Denote by 7,, <0 and u, the arrival time and the mark
of a typical type-i event x prior to time 0. Because of the lack of information, we may assume

it arrives uniformly before time 0. Then its mean impact function would has the form of

0
Tg7(0) = Bi(t + 70, u2)] = / ds | ¢i(t —s,u)v™ (du)

—00 U

= (bgi")(s)ds, t>0.
t

As the number of events prior to time 0 goes to infinity, by the law of large numbers it is nat-
ural to assume the following condition holds. Recall the constant o € (1,2) in the hypothesis
(H1).

CONDITION 3.5. Assume that

sup By 3. ] < oo and () o= o0

as n — oo with ,&g_?) = (Zi(") (O)I(n) for some random variable Zgl) (0) e R4.

qb,ii)ié?‘l

3.1.2. Asymptotic analysis in intuition. We begin this section with some asymptotic anal-
ysis for the time-scaled resolvents

{RZ(;L)(nt):tZO} and {RE")(nt,u):tZO,UGU}ieH‘

1€H,j€D

From (13)-(14), it is necessary to study {REZ-") (n-) }iep first. Integrating both sides of (13)
over R, with j =4, we have

[ P T P [ P

and hence

= ()
/ R (nt)dt = I Uf) :
0 ”(1_ H¢u HLl)

which is finite for large n if and only if
w1 [6]1.) b > 0.

Otherwise, Rgl) (nt) may increase to infinity. To overcome this difficulty, we first ad-
just the kernel as follows. Choosing the constant 8 in the hypothesis (H2) larger than
)\b = ImaXjey bjj/O’j, we define

o5 () = e MMgi(tu) and @) (8) = e PR (1),
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for (t,u) € Ry x U, ¢ € H and j € D. Their resolvents R(an) ; and R(an) are defined as in (13)

and (14) respectively. The following relationships are obvious

(t) = e_ﬁt/”Rz@) (t) and R(n.)(t,u) = e_ﬁt/"RZ(") (t,u), (t,u)eRyxU.

(n)

B,ij
We first consider the modified process {Z () 2,(t) 1t >0} with
Z,(8) = e P Zy) (1),

Let ,u(") (t) == e Pty (") (t) for t > 0. From (15) and the foregoing notation, it is easy to
identify that Z (n 7)-1 satlsﬁes the following stochastic system

(n) (n) :
() oy P (M) ) g / (1) e B
Zﬁﬂ.(t)—in + Ry i * - (nt)+ [ Ryir(n(t—s))e "ds
t
+Z/ nRS (n(t — 5)) 25" (s)ds
JEH,; 0
" pm) e
(16) —I—Z//Rﬁi(n(t—s),u)TNj (n-ds,du), ic%.
ep’/0 JU

We now start to consider the convergence of the sequence {R(an)z(") },.5, foreachie H.
Notice that -

n(1—[|8gol ) =n( =167 ) +n (o[l — 852 -

Applying the dominated convergence theorem together with the hypothesis (H2) and Condi-
tion 3.1, we have n(Hgb“ HLI — Hqﬁﬁ “HLI) — 0,3 and hence

n<1 - H%?ii”u) —0i8—1b; >0

as n — 0o, which immediately induces that for large n,
¢l

> L)
(17) / RB s(nt)dt = ~
0 n(1 =165 %)

Without loss of generality, in the sequel we will always assume that

lo5hl <1, n>1ien.

Denote by (b ; and R(B ") the Fourier transforms of (b ; and R( ) ; respectively. Taking
the Fourler transform of both sides of (13) and then using the convolutlon theorem, we have

Ry “( )= qﬁﬁ “( )(1+ R(B"Z)Z()\)) for any A € R and hence

RAOVED ‘
n(l— ¢B,ii()\/n))

By the hypothesis (H2) and the dominated convergence theorem, the numerator goes to 1 as
n — oo. Moreover, the dominator can be written as

n(1— |6 ,.) n/wﬁu dt+/0 (e~ 1 ixe /) ) 1.

i n 1. n
/0 MRS, (nt)dt = ER(W)Z.(/\/n) =
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. 2
By the inequality \elﬁt —-1- i%t! < % A % and the dominated convergence theorem, the

last integral vanishes as n — co. By Condition 3.1, we have n(1— ¢, “()\/n)) — 08— by —
io; A\, and hence

1 /OO ixt L (B—biijout
- = ett—e Wt dt,
oif —biy —ioiA  Jo ;i

(nt) can be approximated by o’i_le_(ﬁ_bm/m)t.

(18) / N RO (nt)dt
0 b

which shows that Rg?l

To analyze the asymptotics of the sequence {R(an) (n-,u) }n>1 for any u € U, we take the
Fourier transform of both sides of (14) and obtain with some simple calculations that

oo " o)
/ elAth’li)(ntju)dt: s, (A(n/)n,u) . A€R,
0 n(l—gbﬁ’ii()\/n))

where QBBJ()\, ) is the Fourier transform of ¢ ;(-,u). Like the previous argument, we have
as n — 0o,

/ ei)\tR(Bni)(nt’u)dt . / em\l%(:)HLle—(ﬁ—b”/mndt’
0 ’ 0 i

which induces that Ré"l) (nt,u) can be well approximated by %e_(ﬁ_b”/ i)t For the

rescaled resolvents nR(ﬁ"B J(n) with ¢, j € H and ¢ # j, by the dominated convergence theo-
rem we have

/0 l/\tnR(ﬁnZ)](nt)dt = /UV](-")(du)/O ei/\tnR(ﬁ?(nt,u)dt
nég",’jwn)
n(1 = ¢4 (\/n))
bw 7 iatbis —(B=biijout
UZB IUZ)\_/O c O'Z‘e at,

as n — oo and hence it can be approximated by e —(B=bii/oi)t The same argument also

induces that R(ﬁ 2 ;(nt) can be approximated by e ~(B=bis o)t .
We now turn to analyze the asymptotics of the impact of events prior to time 0 on the future
intensity. A simple calculation together with the hypothesis (H2) shows that as n — oo,

sup/ ‘1—en(St|¢ s)ds—0, ieH
>0

and the first two terms on the right side of (16) can be approximated by ZZ.(") (0) ﬁ(ﬁ"f (nt) with

RO = 1000+ R 10 ) and 153,005 [ oo)ds, t20

Integrating both sides of (13) on [t, c0) and then using Fubini’s lemma, we have

(n) (n) > () ( (n) . (n)
/t Rﬁm( )ds_[(j)ﬁm( )+/t Rﬁm dS H¢BuHL1 +Rﬁu*[¢>ﬁm( )

which induces that

(19) A oty =n(1 = [l ) / Rg(ns)d
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From Condition 3.1 and (18) we can approximate ,u(ﬁ )(nt) with e~ (8=bii/0)t and hence
the sum of first two terms on the right side of (16) is asymptotically equivalent to
Z™ (0)e=(B=bi/o)t,

Plugging all approximations above back into (16), we may have the following asymptotic

equivalence for the process Z (n 7)_,5 fori € H,

Zéni)(t)NZi(n)(O)e—(B—bm/ai)t_’_/ o= (B=bus/o)(t=5) . O —Bs g
’ 0

g;
+Z/ bij —(B-bis/o)(t- s)Z(n)( )ds

JEH;

e Ps
+Z// —(B—bu /o) (t—s) . [Di(w)[Lr )HL e N(" (n - ds, du),

Jj€D

Using the fact that e~(3=0:/00(=8) =1 — (8 — b;;/0;) [, e~ (B=bis/o)("=5) gy and Fubini’s
theorem, we can rewrite it into the following convenient form:

t )
Zé Z)( £) ~ Z(n)(o) /0 (Z_ze—ﬁs_ Z(n Z ZJZ >d$+z;) ﬁzy
je

where Mg (n ) is an (.%,,;)-local martingale with representation

] 58
(20) //H(ZSZ Wz e : j "(n-ds,du), t>0.

By Condition 3.1, for any ¢ € H and j € D; we will show the quadratic variation of M é Z)j

goes to 0 as n — oo and hence the sequence { M ﬁ ij }n>1 converges to (. On the other hand,

(n )

the quadratic variation of M admits the form of

t (n) e—2Bs
[ngg]t:/ S e Pz (s)ds +/ / ”qbl . N (n-ds,du), t>0.
0

g;

Applying Doob’s martmgale inequality to the last stochastic integral, we see that it converges
to 0 uniformly on compacts in probability as n — oo. If Z3 3 is a possible cluster point of

the sequence {Zé";_l }n>1, by Condition 3.1 we will show that
Mé"” le — / —e_BsZg i(s)ds, t>0,ie™H.

By Theorem I1I-7 in [22], we can find an (.%;)-Gaussian white noise W;(ds,dz) on (0, 00)?
with intensity dsdz such that

" e’ 75 :(s) Cz
Mt / / e Wi(ds, dz),

in D([0,00),R). Additionally, the conditional orthogonality of {Nin (ds,dz):i € H} in-
duces the mutual independence among the Gaussian white noises {Wi(ds, dz):i¢€ ’H} .



18

3.1.3. Weak convergence of rescaled intensity processes. With all preparations above,

we are ready to consider the weak convergence of the sequence {Z é"?){}nzl. Letting n — oo,
we may expect the limit process Z3 4 to be the unique solution to the following stochastic
system: for i € H,

zﬁ,i(t)_zi(ow/t(‘“ B _ BZ5.(s) +Z ”Zm (s))ds

6 Z57
/ / ! —BSW(ds dz).

By the fact that Zgl)(t) = eBtZé"})L (t) for any ¢ > 0 and using 1td’s formula to e Zg 3(2),
we can get the following main theorem immediately.

THEOREM 3.6. Under Condition 3.1 and 3.5, ifZgL)(O) % 7y, (0) € R, we have

ARES /)

in D([0,00),R%) as n — oo with the limit process Z3, being the unique strong solution to
t s b
1) Zi(t) = Z;(0) +/ (ﬂ +Y L Z(s) ds+/ / —W (ds,dz), icH.
0 \Ti jen Oi

REMARK 3.7. By the martingale representation theorem in [41, p.84], Theorem 3.6 re-
mains valid with the stochastic integral in the limit model (21) replaced by

t
Ci .
U—Z V Zi(8)dB;(s), i€H,
0 Oi
where By is a standard d-dimensional Brownian motion.

REMARK 3.8. By comparing (21) with (1) or (11), we see that the limit model Zy; is
a natural high-frequency version analogous to the intensity process of multivariate MHPI-
measure. More precisely, we can translate the term fo I(’I—ZZ (s)ds into the net impact of type-i
events on themselves, i.e., as time goes, the impact of past events deceases While new impact
is added. On the other hand, notice that b;; > 0 for j # i, the term fo i(s)ds can be
interpreted as the mutual-excitation of type-j events on the future arrlvals of type 1 events.
Clearly, in the short-memory setting, the intensity process Ay, can be successfully recovered
from the limit process Z3;. The evolution dynamic of Z3; is much simpler than that of Ay.
Moreover, compared with the non-parametric estimation for the exogenous density and kernel
in (1), parameters in (21) are much easier to be estimated from the data; see [72].

REMARK 3.9. From Condition 3.5, the direct impact of events prior to time O in the
scaling limit Z; vanishes immediately after time 0, i.e., ,uz(-") (nt)/n ~ ZZ.(") (O)I(;"Z)Z (nt) ~
Z;(0) -1 {i=0}- If the exogenous density decays slowly in the pre-limit model, then events

prior to time 0 may continue dominating the scaling limit Zy; after time 0. For instance, for
i € ‘H and a non-negative, integrable function g; on R, let gz(") (t) :==gi(t/n) for t > 0 and
n > 1. 1If Condition 3.5 holds with i{") = Z{")(0) - I{""} % 9", then Theorem 3.6 holds with
the first term on the right side of (21) replaced by Z;(0) fot gi(s)ds
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REMARK 3.10. When the identity matrix I in Condition 3.1 is replaced by a diago-
nal matrix diag(A\y) with \; € [0, 1], our previous asymptotic analysis remains valid with
RZ(;L) —0fori€Hey:={l€H: N\ <1} and j € D. Moreover, if Z;(0) =0 for i € H
then the weak convergence in Theorem 3.6 still holds with Z; =0 for i € H;.

REMARK 3.11. Jaisson and Rosenbaum [46] established a scaling limit for nearly un-
stable uni-variate Hawkes processes with a common and constant exogenous density pig.
They approximated the rescaled intensity Z (N") with the solution of an Itd’s SDE with driv-
ing noise of the form fot In - Z(M(s—)|~1/2N()(ds), and then obtained the scaling limit by
using Theorem 5.4 in [52]. As the key condition in [52, Theorem 5.4], the weak convergence
and uniform tightness of driving noises were identified easily by the fact that their jumps are
uniformly bounded*; see the second paragraph in [46, p.623]. By contrast, the exogenous
intensity in our setting may vanish as time goes and the intensity process may hit O in finite
time °. In this case, driving noises may have unbounded jumps and infinite moments, which
makes the proof of their weak convergence and uniform tightness difficult. To get around
these problems, we first approximate the rescaled intensity processes with a sequence of Itd’s
SDEs driven by Poisson random measures, which are then rewritten under the form of It6’s
SDEs driven by infinite-dimensional semimartingales that have been studied in Kurtz and
Protter [53]. Notably, the infinite-dimensional semimartingales are mainly determined by a
sequence of compensated Poisson random measures whose weak convergence and uniform
tightness can be identified by their orthogonal increments; see Section 5.1.4. Finally, the
weak convergence of rescaled intensity processes follows directly from [53, Theorem 7.5];
see Section 5.1.

From the argument in [41, p.163-166], the unique strong solution {Zy(t) :t >0} is a
d-dimensional non-negative strong Markov process with infinitesimal generator .Z given by

i bi; 0 22 52
0 3 G ) o St
i€H JEH eH t v

for any f € C?(R%). Here C%(R%) is the space of all twice differentiable functions on R%

with the first two derivatives being continuous. Define a mapping ¢y := (¢;)ien from Ri
to R? by

2

bij G o d

vi(zy) = — E zj+—22zi, 2y € RY.
‘ o; 20+
JEH ?

From Theorem 2.7 in [20], Zy is a regular affine process with Feller transition semigroup
(Qt)1>0 on RY defined by

[ e Quans du)
- exp{ - Gononlta) - [ t<<ai/az->ieﬂ,w(s,zmms},

where z9y, 23 € Rﬂlr and vy := (v;);e3 is the unique solution to the Riccati equation

0 .
EUH(@ZH):_SDH(UH(LZH)) with  v3/(0, z31) = 2.

4Jurnps of driving noise are proportional to 1/Vn - Z (n) and uniformly bounded by 1/, /uq, since Z (n) >
g/n uniformly.
31f pgy =0, we have P(Ng([0,1]) + Ny ([0,1]) = 0) > 0 and hence P(A;(t) =0,t € [0,1]) > 0.
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Moreover, the conservative Markov process Zy is also known as a multi-type continuous-
state branching process with immigration, which has branching mechanism ¢, and immi-
gration rate ay; see [68, 72].

3.1.4. Examples. In this section, we provide scaling limits for the self-excited dynamical
systems driven by multivariate MHPI-measures considered in Section 2.3. For n > 1, define

S N (L
Cy " cH+n an L

+1,

which is a positive matrix for large n. For simplicity, we assume b%) is positive for any n > 1.

EXAMPLE (Exponential type). For each n > 1, let N;")(dt,duH) be a multivariate

MHPI-measure of exponential type on (0, 00) X Ri with parameter (ﬁg_’; ),ﬁH, y?(_? )

fined by: for ¢ € H,

a§"> = Z;(0) - n, sup/ ‘uH‘zaVi(")(duH) +/ |UH‘2QV](duH) < 00,
R¢ R

n>1 4
/ upvr(duy) = ay, / uyul-(")(duH) = bgz), / u?l/i(n)(duH) = an).
RY RY RY
In this case, we have ||¢; (uy) ||z = wi, ||¢i (un) || Tv = wiBis fooo t - i(t,up)dt =w;/p; and
(bgl) (t) = bg?) Bie~Pit for i,j € H. It is easy to identify that the two hypotheses (H1)-(H2)
and Condition 3.1-3.5 hold. Hence Theorem 3.6 holds with oy = (bi;/5; )icH-

,V[) de-

REMARK 3.12. The state 0 is a polar for the intensity processes of multivariate MHPI-
measures of exponential type, i.e., P(Agn) (t) >0,Vt >0) =1 foreachn >1 and i € H,
but may be not for the limit process Zy;, i.e. P(Z;(t) = 0,3t > 0) > 0 for some i € H.
For instance, when b;; = 0 for j =i, then Z; is a classic CIR-model. In this case, we have
P(Z;(t) =0,3t > 0) > 0 if and only if the Feller Condition holds (2a;0; < c?); see [24]. For
the general multi-type CBI-processes, several sufficient conditions are given in [25] for them
to not hit zero in finite time, but their polarity still remains unclear up to now.

Let x(z) := x+ 1/x for x > 0 and ©(du) be a probability measure on M (R ) satisfying

i(dz) = / ) ) € MR,
Mo(Ry) T

/ lu(x)|**¥(du) < oo and / u(R4)o(du) = 1.
MO(R+) MO(R+)

Let oy, be a positive function on R defined by

P () = /MO(R”Lu(t)z?(du): /0 ot /MO(qu(dx)a(du), £>0,

which is completely monotone with [|7 || z» =1 and [;° tog(¢)dt = a(R4) < co.

EXAMPLE (Completely monotone type). For eachn > 1, let Nq({n ) (dt,dusy) be a multi-
variate MHPI-measure of completely monotone type on (0,00) x Mg(R)? with parameter

@, A" vr), where @) (da) = Z3(0) - n - @(dx) and

vy (duiny) = / S (i) (du),
Mo(Ry4)
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) = [ sy (dupld), e
o(Ry) 7

For each i,j € H, we have ||¢;(uy)|Tv + fooot(bi(t,uy)dt < Cui(x), lloi(up)|l =
wi(Ry), 05 () = b5 o (0), 16 1o = b7, 67|+ = a; and

M%)(t / / oy (da)p(du) = Z3(0) - n - / vr(s)ds.
Mo(Ry) t
These imply that the two hypotheses (H1)-(H2) and Condition 3.1-3.5 hold. Hence Theo-

rem 3.6 holds with
d= [ Jums)
Mo(R4)

EXAMPLE (Convolution type). For each ¢ € H, let p; be the probability density function
of exponential distribution with rate 5; > 0. Let

GO= [ peuin amd 50)=3 60, 120

1€EH

*p(du), i€

For each n > 1, let Ngb )(dt, duy ) be a multivariate MHPI-measure of convolution type on
(0,00) x Mo(R;)? with parameter (agj), PH, ng), vr), where vy and 1/7({") are defined as in

Example 3.1.4,
@E")(dg) =7;(0) -n- / (ﬁi_lu(]RJr)&o(ds) +u(s,00)ds)D(du), i€ H.
Mo(Ry)

For i,j € H, e have [/ (ug)lrv + [~ t - di(t, uge)dt < Cui(X). (|3 (um)ll e = ui(Ry.),

o () = b B (), 6 [ln = b, [t Git)dt = 01, (0) + B and pui(t) = Zi(0) - -
ft ¢;(s)ds. These imply that the two hypotheses (H1)-(H2) and Condition 3.1-3.5 hold.
Thus Theorem 3.6 holds with

oi=0r(0)+ B and ¢ :/ |u(Ry)

Mo (Ry)

*o(du), i€

3.2. Scaling limits for marked Hawkes shot noise processes. In this section we provide
several limit theorems for shot noise processes driven by multivariate MHPI-measures, which
are widely used to model the impact of events of various types on the underlying dynamical
system, e.g., price models [37], risk reserve models [51], workload input models [57] and so
on. They also play an important role in establishing diffusion approximations for the general

branching particle systems in the next section. In the n-th model, we denote by S(Dn )(t) =

(Si(n) (t))iep the total impact of all events of various types at time ¢ with

(22) / / Cilt — 5,u)N™ (ds, du),

where (; : Ry x U+ R, usually known as shape function or response function, is cadlag
in time and can be interpreted as the impact of each type-¢ event on the dynamical system.

Specially, if {;(t,u) := 1(4>0y for u € U, the shot noise process S(Dn ) reduces to the embedded

point process Ngl).

As a typical application, the shot noise process (22) is usually considered as a natural

n)

model for the delay in claim settlement. Indeed, the process Si( can be interpreted as the
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amount process of type-i claims, in which the response function, being the form of {u; 5 (¢t —
7, %) : t > 0}, represents the pay-off process of the k-th type-i claim with arrival time 7; .
In particular, if w; j is a random non-null, finite measure on R with u; ;(t) = w; ([0, t])
for £ > 0, then SZ-(n) turns to be the total amount process of type-¢ claims. Moreover, when

u; . s differentiable, it is usual to translate the derivative process of SZ.(n) into the total rate

at which the insurance company pays to the type-: claims. In conclusion, here we are mainly
interested in the following two kinds of response functions:

e Cumulative response function: (; is non-negative and non-decreasing in time ¢;
e [nstantaneous response function: (; is non-negative and integrable in time ¢.

By Condition 3.1 and Theorem 3.6, the arrival rates of external, mutually-triggered and
self-triggered events in the n-th model are of the order of 1, 1 and n respectively. Thus
compared to that of self-triggered events, the impact of external events and mutually triggered
events on the dynamical system can be asymptotically ignored. Hence we mainly consider

the marked Hawkes shot noise process ng ). Denote by {Cl(ln ) (t) :t > 0} the mean response
function of a type-¢ event in the n-th system with

:/C,-(t,u)yi(")(du), 1eH.
U

In this section we always assume that the two hypotheses (H1)-(H2) and Condition 3.1-3.5
hold.

3.2.1. Cumulative response function. In this section, we establish a limit theorem for the
cumulative impact of events of various types on the dynamical system. Recall the constant
a € (1,2) in the hypothesis (H1). For each i € H, we assume that the total impact of a type-
i event with mark v € U is finite, i.e., (;(00,u) := limy_,o ;(t,u) < 0o, and satisfies the
following condition.

CONDITION 3.13. For each 7 € H, assume that

SUP/ |Ci(00,u) (du) <oo and lim g,(,”

n>1

Taking expectations on both sides of (22) and then letting n — oo, we may have
E| i" nt)]=n / CZ(Zn s))E [Z(n)( )] ds
~n?- ¢ (o0) - / E[Z"(s)]ds, i€H,
0

which is of the order of n?. Thus a natural scaling in time and space leads us to consider the
rescaled process {S((:r%(t) :t >0} with
1
SU() = = S (nt).
By the locally stochastic boundedness of the sequence {Z (“)}nzl, we see that the foregoing

asymptotic equivalence holds if the mean residual impact {CZ.(;L (t) == CZ(Z" )(00) — CZ.(;L (1) :
t > 0,i € H} satisfies the next condition.

CONDITION 3.14.  For each i € H, assume that sup,,>4 CZ-(;L)C(t) — 0ast— oo.
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THEOREM 3.15. Under Condition 3.13 and 3.14, we have
n) d
S5 Se

in D([0,00),R%) as n — oo with the limit process Sc 3 given by
t
Ses(t) = be. / Zi(s)ds, 1>0,ic M.
0

REMARK 3.16. When (;(t,u) = 1(4>0), the shot noise process S((:"J{ reduces to the

rescaled embedded point process {Ngh) (nt)/n?: t > 0}. In this case, we have (" (c0) =
be;=1forieH and N (nt)/n2 S [ Zy(s)ds in D([0,00), R%) as n — oo.

EXAMPLE. For each i € H, let P¢; be a probability law on M (IR ) satisfying that

/ ‘U(R_i_)‘apc’i(du) < 0.
M(R,)

Suppose that the pay-off processes of claims of various types in the n-th insurance model are
mutually independent and distributed as Pc 3. It is easy to identify that Condition 3.13 and
3.14 are satisfied. Then the rescaled total claim amount process converges weakly to S¢ %
with

bcﬂ‘ = / U(R+)Pc7i(du), 1E€H.
M(R4)

3.2.2. Instantaneous response function. In this section, we consider the convergence of
{ng )}nzl with instantaneous response function that has low volatility and enjoys short-
memory property, i.e.,

CONDITION 3.17. For each i € ‘H, assume that

Sup/ (16 ) + |G w)[[52) ™ (du) < oo

n>1JU

Taking expectations on both sides of (22) and then letting n — oo, we may have

7

nt
E[S-(")(nt)] = n/ Ci(f)(s)E[Zi(n) (t—s/n)]ds
0
~n-E[ZMO] ¢ L, t>0ie .
It is reasonable to consider the rescaled shot noise process {Sg"& (t):t> 0} with

n 1 n
ST (t) = = S (nt)

and also the mean response functions satisfying the next condition.

CONDITION 3.18. For each i € H, there exist a non-negative, integrable function ¢ on
R and a constant by ; > 0 such that for any ¢ > 0,

sup Ci(in) (t)<({(t) and lim H(Z.(Z." — b
n>1

Jm 1
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From the intuitive analysis above, we may conjecture that SY% can be approximated by

%" in which

nt
S () = /0 (M ()2t — s m)ds, 2 0,i € H.

)

Since Z7({" N Z in D([0,00),R%); see Theorem 3.6, it is natural to expect that

SU ()L Sy () :=bri- Zi(t), t>0,i€H.

S0

Unfortunately, this convergence may fail around time 0, because SYZ(O) %20 but Zx(0)

may be positive.
THEOREM 3.19. Under Condition 3.17 and 3.18, we have for any § > 0,
SU 5 S
in D([6,00),R%) as n — oo. Moreover, if Z3/(0) “= 0, this convergence also holds for § = 0.

This convergence result fails around time 0 mainly because the shot noise process (22)
excludes the impact of events prior to time 0 on the dynamical system. In the n-th model,

denote by wgn%t(t) the total instantaneous impact of events of various types prior to time 0 at
time ¢ > 0. An argument similar to that before Condition 3.5 deduces that in the n-th model,
the mean instantaneous response function of each event prior to time 0 admits the form of

() ::/t ™M (s)ds, t>0,icH.

Applying the law of large numbers again, it is natural to assume the next condition holds for

{qﬁ:([???[ }nZO-

CONDITION 3.20. Assume that [\, /n — §{"| % 0 in D([0,00), R?) as n — oo with
¢§n721 = (2"(0)- Igg)z’e%-

THEOREM 3.21. Under Condition 3.17, 3.18 and 3.20, we have {3, (n-) /n + S, %
St in D([0,00),RL) as n — oco.

Let LlTV (R4) be the space of non-negative, integrable and cddlag functions on R, with
bounded variation. It is endowed with the norm || - ||ty + || - || 1. For each ¢ € H, let Py ; be
a probability measure on L1, (R ) satisfying that

[ Gl + ) Peatan) < oo
Liv(Ry)

EXAMPLE. In the n-th insurance model, suppose that there are [Z7,(0) - n] claims at
time 0 and the pay-off rate of claims of various types is distributed as P 3. Here we are
interested in the total rate at which the insurance company pays to claims of various types. It

is described as 57({”) with (¢, u) = u(t) for u € L\, (R ) and t > 0. In this case, we see that

Condition 3.17 and 3.18 hold with (/" () = [,  \ u(t)Pyi(du). Additionally, the pay-off
rate of a typical claim z prior to time 0 with arrival time 7, < 0 is u,(t — 7)) at time ¢ > 0.



SELF-EXCITED SYSTEMS AND GENERAL BRANCHING PROCESSES 25

By the law of large numbers and an argument similar to that before Condition 3.5, the total
pay-off rate process of type-: claims prior to time 0 can be approximated by

Zi(0) / / u(s)Pri(du) = Zi(0)I(t), t>0.
t Liv(R4) ’

Hence Condition 3.20 holds and the rescaled total pay-off rate process converges weakly to
SI,H with

e = / lullzr Pra(du), i €H.
R

tv(R)

4. Limits theorems for multi-type CMJI-processes. In this section, we apply our limit
theorems for self-excited dynamical systems to establish diffusion approximations for multi-
type Crump-Mode-Jagers branching processes (CMJI-processes). In order to clarify the con-
nection between multi-type CMJI-processes and multivariate MHPI-measures, we try to use
the same notation to represent quantities of population that play the similar roles in MHPI-
measures.

4.1. Multi-type CMJI-processes. A d-type CMJI-process is a general branching process
with d kinds of distinguishable individuals. These are usually to be called type-1,2,--- ,d. In
order to illustrate its considerable importance in biology, we give its definition with budding
microbes as a typical example. It is usual to assume that the observation on the population
starts from the appearance of symptoms on the host. The microbes alive at time 0 are consid-
ered as ancestors.

(P1) (Ancestors) The population starts with Z4(0) := (EZ(O))Z en € N? ancestors at time 0.

Compared to binary fission microbes, budding microbes usually live much longer before
dying, being killed or spreading out of the host. Moreover, their life-lengths are rarely expo-
nentially distributed; see [34, Table 4] and [71, Figure 2-4].

(P2) (Life-length) Individuals of type-i have a common life-length distribution Py, ;(dy) on
R with finite first and second moments

IIlLJ‘ Z:/ yPLJ(dy) and VLJZZ/ y277L7i(dy).
0 0

Moreover, different to binary fission in which the fully grown parent cell either dies or
splits into equally sized daughter cells, the mother budding microbes usually produce buds
several times during their lifetime. As so often, the budding rate is low during the growth
stage and then increases to the highest level after separating from the mother cell. As the bud
scars accumulate on the surface, the microbe enters into the senescence state and the budding
rate starts to decrease; see [48, Figure 2]. We collect the possible budding rate functions in

B .= {B:Rib—)l&r:B(t,y):OiftzyandHB(y)HTV—i-/OOOt~B(t,y)dt<oo}

and describe the reproduction process of each budding microbe by a Cox process with inten-
sity process selected randomly in B; see the following properties.

(P3) (Budding rate) Each type-i individual is endowed with a budding rate function ran-
domly according to the probability law Pg ;(dB) on B. The mean budding rate is finite and
light-tailed, i.e.,

Bi(t) 2:/ ,PL,Z(dy) / B(t,y),PB,Z‘(dB) < oo and dBJ‘ 2:/ t- Bi(t)dt < 00.
0 B 0
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(P4) (Successive ages) Conditioned on the life-length y and budding rate function B, the
successive ages 0 < t; <ty < --- < y at which the individual gives birth to offspring
are described by an in-homogeneous Poisson process on (0,y) with intensity B(-,y) and
the mean number of successive ages is HB(y)HL1 := [y B(t,y)dt. The first and second
moments of successive ages are finite, i.e., for i € H,

mp; = /OOPL,Z(dy)/ “B(y)|’L1PB,i(dB)>
Ooo B

vaii= [ PLitdy) [ (B3 Patap).
0 B

Usually, only one bud forms on the mother cell at each successive age. But multiple-
budding is also widely observed in enveloped virus such as HIV and COVID-19; see [65,
p.384].

(P5) (Branching mechanism) At each successive age, a type-7 individual gives birth to a ran-
dom number of offspring of various types according to a probability law p; := {p;(ky) :
ks € N%}, where p;(ky,) is the probability to produce k; children of type-1, ks of type-2,
..., kg of type-d. The first and second moments of offspring of various types are finite

my; = Z k‘i-pj(k,”}.[) and Vij = Z k,’zzpj(k‘q.[), JEH.
k)HENd k‘HENd

In addition to budding, microbes may enter into the host from the external environment or
the neighboring hosts. For simplicity, we assume that

(P6) (Immigration rate) The arrivals of immigrants follow a Poisson point process with a
unit rate ;

(P7) (Immigration mechanism) The number of invading microbes of various types in each
immigration is distributed as a probability law p; := {p;(ky) : ky € N}, where p(ky)
is the probability that k1 immigrants of type-1, ko of type-2, ..., kg of type-d enter into the
population. The mean number of immigrants is finite

m;y = Z ki-pr(ky), i€H.

ky EN4

It is the impact of microbes on the host that has been widely considered in mathematical
biology literature, e.g., releasing toxins and attacking the host cell. For instance, Candida
albicans in the gastrointestinal and genitourinary tract do not only release a kind of toxins
called Candidiasis but also alkalinize phagosome by physical rupture. We refer the impact of
each microbe on the host as its characteristic, which usually is described as a non-negative
function of its age and life-length. Denote by T the measurable space of all possible charac-
teristic functions on R%r.

(P8) (Characteristic) Each type-¢ individual is endowed with a characteristic function ran-
domly according to a probability law Pr ;(dT) on T with

Ti(t) = /OOO ,PL,Z(dy) /TT(t’y),PT’i(dT) <oo, t2> 0.

The branching particle system defined by these properties is a multi-type CMJI-process
with initial state Z4;(0) and parameter (pp, Pr w1, Ps, %, Pr,7). In particular, when pp(1) =1
and Pg 3 (B(t,y) = 1{y>¢) = 1, it is often known as a homogeneous, binary CMJI-process.
Denote by Z; the collection of all type-7 individuals in the population. Associated with each
individual = € Z; is a quadruple (7;,/,,B,,T;) that represents its birth/immigrating time,
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life-length, budding rate function and characteristic function. We are usually interested in the
multi-type CMJI-process counted with random characteristic T (T-CMIJI-process), denoted

by {Ty(t) = (Ti(t))ien : t > 0} with
Z To(t — 72, ls)

z€L;

Specially, if Pr;(T(¢,y) = 1y~ ) = 1, then the T-CMJI-process reduces to the process of
population size, denoted as {=y(¢) : t > 0} with

Ei(t) == Z 1, 5t—r,>0p, t20,0€H.
z€Z;
We end this section with several typical characteristic functions that are widely considered in
biology and mathematics.

EXAMPLE. For each i € H, if Pr; is a probability measure on M (R, ) and T(¢,y) :=
T(t A y) is the mass of T on [0, A y], then T;(t) = > o7 To((t — 72) A £y) is a multi-type
CMIJI-process counted with random measure. In particular,

(1) I Pr;(T(t,y) = Ly>0y) = 1, then T4(t) = > 7 l{s>-,} is known as the total progeny
of type-i up to time ¢;

(2) If Pr(T(t,y) =t* Ay) =1, then T} is the integral of type-i population, i.e.,

T; (t) Z(t_Tx /\ex: Z/ 1{@ >s— 7—z>0}d$—/ \_42( )dS t>0.

€L, z€Z;

EXAMPLE. For each i € H, let Pr; be a probability measure on L. (R). Then
Ti(t) = > per, Ta(t — Tu)ly—r,<¢,) is a multi-type CMJI-process counted with random
integrable function. In particular, for some constant 1 > 0,

(1) T Pr;i(T(t,y) = Ljo<tannyy) = L then Ty() = > .7 1gi—7 clone,)y s the total type-i
population alive at time ¢ which is younger than 7;

(2) If Pri(T(t,y) = 1y<icyy) = L, then Ty(t) = > 7 Lip<i—r <p,} is the total type-i
population alive at time ¢ which is older than 7;

3) If PTJ-(T(t,y) = 1{0<y—tSn}) =1, then Tz(t) = ZJL‘EL 1{0<gz_(t_7-z)§77} is the total
type-i population alive at time ¢ with residual life less than 7.

4.2. Hawkes representation. In this section, we link the foregoing multi-type CMIJI-
process to a self-excited dynamical system driven by multivariate MHPI-measures. Different
to the early literature in which the population size is often studied first, we start by consid-
ering the total budding rate process {By(t) := (B;(t))icy : t > 0}, where B;(t) is the total
budding rate of all type-: individuals alive at time ¢, i.e.,

ZB — T, k. :v

z€Z;

Obviously, the process By is a B-CMJI-process. However, this representation fails to clarify
the population evolution dynamics and is not helpful to explore the long-term behavior of the
population. We now establish a new representation based on a finer classification for individ-
uals of various types. Denote by {77} ;>1 the immigrating times. For i € H, let {7; 1, },>1 be
the successive ages of all type-7 individuals. From property (P4) and the mutual independence
among individuals, we have 7; ;, < 7; 41 and 7; 1, # 7;; a.s. for any (i,k), (j,1) € D x Z
with (,k) # (4,1). According to the origin of each type-i individual, we can split Z; into
three kinds of disjoint sets: for each j € H and k£ > 1,
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e 7, 0: Ancestors of type-i at time 0;

e 7, 1 : Immigrants of type-i entering into the population at the immigrating time 77 j;

e 7, ;1 Offspring of type-i produced by a type-j mother individual at the successive age
T k-

Notice that for each individual z inZ; g or Z; ; , withi € H,j € Dand k > 1, we have 7, = 0

or 7; 1, respectively. Thus we can write the total budding rate of all type-7 individuals alive at

time ¢ as
Bz(t) = Z Bm Tm, x Z Z —TI k7 )

z€Z; 0 Tr <t TEL; 1 1

(23) 3> Y Balt— Tk la).

JEH 751 <t TEL; j i

Here the first sum on the right side of this equation is the total budding rate of all type-i
ancestors. The inner-sum in the second term is the total budding rate of all type-i immigrants
entering into the population in the k-th immigration. Similarly, the second inner-sum in the
last term is the total budding rate of all type-i offspring born at time 7; ;. Repeating the
previous progress, we also can give representation analogous to (23) for T;(¢) by replacing
the budding rate function B, with the characteristic function T.

To get a Hawkes representation for the CMJI-process, it remains to construct two random
point measures to describe the arrivals and characteristics of immigration and reproduction
respectively. Let U := (N x RY x BN x TN)4. For each j € D and k > 1, we introduce a
notation

w; k= (k20, y3, Ba, To) := (Ki)iert, (Wi)ier (Bi)iens (Ti)ien) €U
to describe the new individuals getting into the population at time 7; , where
e k; € N: Number of type-i offspring/immigrants;
o yi:=(Vil)i=1,hk: € lef: Life-lengths of type-: offspring/immigrants;

B; := (Bi1)i=1.. x, € B¥: Budding rate functions of type-i offspring/immigrants;

Ti = (Tit)i=1, k: € T*:: Characteristic functions of type-i offspring/immigrants.

At time ¢, the total budding rate and total characteristic of these new born/immigrating indi-
viduals of type-¢ can be written as

ki

24) > Balt—Tigla) =D Bia(t — mimyia) = Gilt — Tj g jin),
T€L; j k =1
ki

(25) > Tt =Tikole) = D Tialt = Tk via) = Gt = Tj ks k).
CCEZ»;J,;C =1

For each j € D, associated to the sequence { (7, w;x)}x>1 we define an (.%#;)-random point
measure on (0,00) x U

Nj (ds> du) = Z l{Tj,kEds,uj,kEdu}'
k=1
From properties (P3)-(P4) and (P6)-(P7), we see that N;(ds, du) has intensity ds - v;(du)
when j = I or Bj(s—) - ds - vj(du) when j € H, where v;(du) is a probability law on U
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defined by

I/j(du) = Z pj(ny.,g) < Oy, (dky) H HPL,i(in,l)PB,i(dBi,l)PT,i(dTi,l); J€D.

na €N 1€EH =1

We now give a more detailed description for ancestors. For each ¢ € H and ancestor x €
Z; o, its life-length equals to the sum of its age A; , and residual life R; , at time 0. Thus we
can write the total budding rate and total characteristic of all type-¢ ancestors at time ¢t > 0 as

(26) pi(t) == > Bu(t + Aig,Rix + Aiz),
z€L; 0

(27) wz (t) = Z Ty (t + Ai,:(n Ri,x + Ai,:c)-
z€Z; 0

Based on all preparations above, an argument similar to that in Section 2.1 gives the following
Hawkes representations for the total budding rate process By and the T-CMJI-process T.

PROPOSITION 4.1.  Ny(ds,du) is a multivariate MHPI-random measure on R, x U
with mark distribution v (du) and intensity process By admitting the form of

Bi(t)zui(t)+2/() /U¢,-(t—s,u)Nj(ds,du), t>0,icH.

jED
Moreover, an analogous representation for T, can be obtained by replacing (uy, ¢ ) with

(Y2, (o).

4.3. Scaling limit theorems. In practice, the microbial population usually is very large
and birth/death events occur at a high-frequency. These make the low-frequency biological
models (e.g. CMJ-processes and GW-processes) inefficient and the high-frequency models
popular in the study of microbial population. We introduce a parameter n € Z_ to scale the
population size and assume that individuals are weighted by 1/n. Under some mild scal-
ing assumptions, we now establish several limit theorems for multi-type CMJI-processes by
using the convergence results in Section 3. In the n-th model, the multi-type CMJI-process
starts from ng )(0) ancestors and has parameter (ng ),PIETQ[, 73];25, PY%) Quantities in the
last two sections are defined similarly with superscript (n). Recall the constant o € (1,2) in
the hypothesis (H1).

4.3.1. Scaling limit for total budding rate processes. We first give some sufficient con-
ditions on the initial state and parameters such that the rescaled CMJI-process converges to a
non-degenerate limit. For any 7 € H and u € U, by (24) we have

o)l =D IBiatvin) e o1y <3 [Biinllry
=1

=1

and

00 ki oo
/ t-gi(t,u)dt = Z/ t-Byy(t,yi)dt.
0 =1 0

By Holder’s inequality, the hypothesis (H1) is satisfied under the following condition.
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CONDITION 4.2. For i € H and j € D, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for any
n>1,

VLZ+Z\’€ ky) < C

ky €Nd

[e'e) [e'e) 2c
/0 P (dy) /B ( /O t-B(t,y>dt+HB<y>HTv) P (dB) < C.

This condition means that both the branching and immigration mechanisms satisfy the
light-tailed condition. More precisely, the number of new individuals in each immigration or
born at each successive age is light-tailed distributed. Meanwhile, each individual is likely
to give birth to its offspring in youth. Since individuals give birth to their offspring indepen-
dently, we have for each i € H and j € D,

and

o

o5 (1) =8 (1) iy o =g - mi, / £ 6 (1)t = dg) - m{)

and
2 2
[ 1) =5 )+ (6 ) )

We now provide some asymptotic assumptions on the branching mechanism and immigration
mechanism.

CONDITION 4.3. Assume that hypothesis (H2) holds and as n — oo,
(1) foreach i € H, there exist constants my ;,

(n) * (N)
my ; — my ;,

dg;» v, m;; > 0 and m7; > 0 such that

w
- Vu? Bt - B,i

and

(n) * (n) (n) *
Vg, — Vg, Iy —mj, m; —m;

(2) there exists a matrix b3 := (b};)i,jen such that
n(mgg - diag(l/mé%)) — bype.

The essence of this condition is that the rescaled branching and immigration mechanisms
converge to a non-degenerate limit, i.e., immigrants enter into the population at the rate m},;

and the net growth rate of the population is b3,,. We now provide some sufficient conditions

on ancestors. For each ¢ € ‘H and ancestor x € I(O), denote by A( ") and RZ(’T;) its age and

residual life at time O respectively. Enlightened by the inspection paradox relating to the
fact that observing a renewal interval at time ¢ gives an interval with average value larger
than that of an average renewal interval; see Chapter 7.7 in [61, p.460], we may assume that
the residual life RZ(.Z) is distributed as the excess life-length distribution of PIEZ), also called
forward recurrence time, which is defined by

dy
(n)’

my ;

P (dy) =PI [y, 00)
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For an individual getting into the population at time —¢ < 0, it stays alive at time 0 with

probability PIEZ) [t,00). Since the ancestor z may get into the population at any time prior to
(n)

time 0, we may assume that its age A; ./ is distributed as

P(a" € dt) =P [t,00)

s

(
my ;

Taking these together, we assume that the next condition holds for ancestors.

EZ) and RZ(Z) have joint distri-

CONDITION 4.4. Foreachn >1 and ¢ € H, assume that A
bution
o dt
Phi(dt,dy) =P (a}) € dt, R € dy) = — - P (¢ + dy).
L,i
Actually, Condition 4.4 is consistent with our previous assumptions on the age and

residual-life distributions of ancestors. Indeed, it is easy to identify that the marginal dis-
tribution is

n ~(n n dt 9
(A € dt) = P (dt, Ry) = P [t,00) - —s = Praldt).
my ;

Moreover, for any y > 0 we also have
n ~(n & n dt
PR, >y) = Pygs (R [y,00)) = /0 P +y.00)—5

(28) = / LIt o0) o5
Y

n)

and hence P(R’z(',m
ding rate process.

edy) = 75157? (dy). We now give a scaling limit theorem for the total bud-

THEOREM 4.5.  Under Condition 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4, if sup,,>1 E| ng) (0)/n]?¥] < oo and

ng) 0)/n KN =5,(0) € RY, then the rescaled process {ng) (nt)/n:t >0} converges weakly
to {B3,(t) : t >0} in D([0,00),R%L) as n — oo, where B%, is the unique strong solution to
(21) with

= * *
Z(O) = (0) L mil b = bU
? - * * ) a; = * ) 1y *
and
vi—m
Cj = Vp,; My + 7|m* 2 o;=dg; -my, ,j€MN.

i

4.3.2. Scaling limits for T-CMJI-processes. In this section we study the convergence
of rescaled multi-type CMIJI-processes counted with random characteristic by using the limit
results in Section 3.2. For each 7 € ‘H and j € D, the mutual independence among individuals
induces that in the n-th model, the mean total impact of type-: offspring produced by a type-j
individual at each successive age is

My — [ ¢ (n) _ () (n)
Gij (t)—/UCZ(t,u)l/j (du) =T;(t) -m;;”, t=>0.
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Condition 4.3 tells that the mean arrival rate of type-i immigrants is of the order of 1. From
Theorem 4.5, The mean rate of type-j individuals giving birth to type-i offspring is of the
order of n if j =14 and 1 otherwise. Thus the main contribution to the T-CMIJI-process is
made by individuals whose types are same to those of their parents.

We first establish a convergence result for the rescaled process {TY?_[( t):t>0} with

n 1 n
T, (1) = = T (nt),

in which the characteristic function of each individual represents the instantaneous rate at
which it effects the host, e.g., toxin release rate and population size. From (25), we have

(29) 1™ (w) | = Zum yio)lleo,

(30) 15 () |y < Z ITs 4 (via) v

=1
for any u € U and ¢ € H. It is easy to identify Condition 3.17 and 3.18 by the next condition.

CONDITION 4.6. Assume that
sup [P ) [ (1)1 + 1T ) PR D) < oo, i€ .
n>1J0 T

Moreover, there exist a constant aj ,, € Ri and a non-negative function T € L'(R, ) such
that

_ ok (n) T
nh_)IgOHT HLl =ary and il;};‘TH )| <T(t), t=>0.
THEOREM 4.7. Under Condition 4.2, 4.3, 4.4 and 4.6, we have Tgn;l g T ay n
D([0,00), R%) as n — oo with Ti,:=ai,; mj; B} foreachicH.
As a corollary, we next give a scaling limit theorem for the population size process ng ),

which is a T-CMJI-process with Pﬁrg){(T(t,y) = 1y>¢) = L. In this case, we have for any
t>0andy >0,

IT@) v =1, Tl =y, Tu() =PO(t00), TS [2: = m{T),.

COROLLARY 4.8. Under Condition 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4, we have

* *
L,i My

(1) The rescaled process {Egj) (nt)/n :t > 0} converges weakly to {3, (t) := (m
B (t))iew : t >0} in D([0,00),R%) as n — oo;
) If 771572[ g Py 3, as n — oo, then for any constant 1) > 0, the rescaled processes of total

population which is younger than 7, is older than 7 or has residual life less than n converge
weakly to

(fow(ym)?ii(dy) : E) (fn (y —m)PLi(dy) - Ef )
my ; ien my ; ieH
or

(fo (y AP, (dy) - E7 )ZEH

*
my ;

respectively in D([0, 00), R%) as n — oo.
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We now consider the behavior at a large time scale of the cumulative impact of microbes
on the host, e.g. cumulative toxin release and total progeny. By Corollary 4.8(1), the cu-
mulative impact of individuals with same type as their parents on the host is of the order

of n?. However, the assumption Eg_’; ) (0) ~ Z3%,(0) - n induces that the cumulative impact of
ancestors is of the order of n and can be asymptotically ignored. Consequently, we have

nt
T(" (nt) //g s, )(dsdu) t>0,ieH

as n — oo and hence E[TZ(-") (nt)] is of the order of n2. Thus it is natural to consider the weak
convergence of the rescaled process {T((:T%(t) :t > 0} by using Theorem 3.15, where

n 1 n
TV, (1) = = T (nt).

From (25), we have
ki
= ZTi,l(yi,h vig), wel.

It is easy to see that Condition 3.13 and 3.14 are satisfied under the following condition.

CONDITION 4.9.  Assume that Tgf) (00) > agy € R% as n — oo and sup,,>; |T§f)(oo) -

Tsf ) (t)| — 0 as t — oo. Moreover, assume that

SUP/PT(T?(CZT)/O IT(y,)|*PL (dy) < 00, i€ H.

n>1JT

THEOREM 4.10.  Under Condition 4.2, 4.3, 4.4 and 4.9, we have T("), % T3, in
D([0,00), R%) as n — oo with

t
Tg ) imatmie [ Bihds, 1200,
0

COROLLARY 4.11. Under Condition 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4, the two rescaled processes of total
progeny and integral of population converge weakly in D ([0, o), Ri) to

<mlfl ./OtE;k(s)ds>i€H and (/Ot Ef(s)ds)iEH.

4.3.3. Scaling limits for population structures. In this section, we give some asymptotic
results for the population structure of nearly critical multi-type CMIJI-processes under the
following condition.

CONDITION 4.12.  Assume that P\") % Pz as n — 0o and

sup/0 yzo‘PIET;){(dy) < 0

n>1

In mathematical biology, the population structure is usually described by the age-
distribution and residual-life distribution of all alive individuals in the population. In precise,
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for i € H, denote by ARE? (ds, dz) the joint distribution of age and residual life of all type-i
individuals alive at time ¢ in the n-th model, i.e.

AR (ds d2) = 3 Ljocior<ty - Sro bo—(i-m(ds, d2)
zeZ™

is a measure on R%r with unit mass at the age and residual-life of each type-i individual alive
at time ¢. The two marginal measures

Agz)(ds) = ARZ(-Z) (ds,R;) and Rgz)(dz) = ARE’? (R, dz)
are the corresponding age distribution and residual-life distribution at time ¢. Similarly, the

life-length distribution EE? of all type-7 individuals alive at time ¢ is given by

Egz)(dy) = Z Lio<t—r,<0.10¢, (dy).
xelf")

We establish a scaling limit for the population structure in the next theorem in collaboration
with the following three probability laws

y d
Pl (ds,d2) = o PLi(s + ),
Li
o dy
Pri(dy) =Py, 00) -
L, ( ) L, [ ) |H1L7,~|
D% Yy *
Pri(dy) == —— - PL(dy).
L, ( ) ‘mhi‘ L, ( )

Wherein, Pf; is usually known as the size-biased distribution of Py ;.

THEOREM 4.13.  Under Condition 4.2, 4.3, 4.4 and 4.12, we have as n — oo,
(1) (ARG /212 0} 5 {(E1(0)- P Jien > 0} in D0, 00), M(RS)");
(2) both the two rescaled processes {Ag_y&t /n:t >0} and {jo)m /n:t >0} converge
weakly to {(Z£(t) - P} iew : t > 0} in D([0,00), M(R)?);
n d —x % .
(3) {L5)),/n:t >0} S {(F1(t) - Py )ien + 1> 0} in D([0,00), M(R1)?).

REMARK 4.14. The essence of Theorem 4.13 is that as the rescaled measure-valued pro-
cess ARZL )n /m approaches to the limit, it can be recovered from the diffusion scaled pop-

ulation process Eg_’; ) (n-)/n by the lifting map 75;{&7{ from R to M(IR2 )4, In other words,
in a complex biological system enjoying short-memory property, the evolution of population
can be fully described by the process of population size together with the life-length distribu-
tion, with more detailed information about the population not being necessary. This type of
asymptotic behavior is well known as state space collapse. It was first systematically investi-
gated in [12, 70] in the study of multi-class queueing systems and since then has been widely
observed in heavy traffic limits of various queuing systems; see [28, 64, 67].

REMARK 4.15. Compared to the complex structure of CMJI-processes, the approximat-
ing models in the preceding theorems can be useful for several reasons. Firstly, they have
simpler structures and are easier to be understood than CMJI-models counted with random
characteristic. Each coefficient in the limit models has an intuitive and understandable in-
terpretation. Secondly, their properties are usually consistent with those of CMIJI-processes,
e.g. criticality, extinction and stationarity; see [44, 54, 72]. Thirdly, compared to the non-
parametric estimation of CMJI-models, the approximating models are computationally more
tractable and only few parameters are needed to be estimated.
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5. Proofs. In this section, we give the detailed proofs for the main results in the previous
sections including Theorem 3.6, 3.15, 3.19, 3.21, 4.5, 4.7, 4.10 and 4.13.

5.1. Prooffor Theorem 3.6. By the argument at the beginning of Section 3.1.3, it suffices

to prove the weak convergence of the sequence {Z g;){}nzl to Zg 7. In order to simplify the
following statements and notation, we prove this result with A\, < 0 (equivalently, b;; < 0
for all 7 € H) and 5 = 0. The general case can be proved similarly. The asymptotic analysis

in Section 3.1.2 has shown that the time-scaled functions R\ (n), RE;L) (n+), RE?) (n-) and

RZ(") (n-,u) can be approximated respectively by the corresponding exponential functions.

The errors are denoted as: for i, j € H with i # j and (¢t,u) € Ry x U,

big

S (1):= R (nt) — e e 1) = B () — 5,

g; w7
) (1) = B (nt) — e, s@(t,u):zﬁg”)(nt,) ”%f?”“ e

The sum of the first two terms on the right side of (15) can be approximated by

Zi(") (O)eb”/ 9t and other terms can be approximated respectively by the corresponding
(stochastic) integrals with the integrand replaced by the limit exponential function. Mean-
while, the error processes have the following representations respectively: for ¢,j € H and
t>0,

(n) (n)
n pi (nt n) M n i
) (1) o= 11 )+R§R* Fint) - 2] ><o>eaﬁ,
t e t— -
51('?)@) ::/0 5&2),(3)618, / / R 5u) N )(n ds,du),

€ t—s,u ~(n
55;_1)@) = g—:g?_ *Z]w(t), g—:z(.?)@) ::/ /RTN; )(n.ds’du).
’ 0o Ju

Let EZ( = 5u )+ de’D )+ > jep€ U) Based on these notation, we can write (15)
under the form

Zi(")(t):Zi(")(o)e%t—kEi(")(t)—k/ i gt gg 4 Z/ 2 ¢ 7079 70 () ds
0

JEH,;
+Z// st 10l L g0, g qu), 1> 0,ien.
jeD n i
Using the fact that e%( =) =1 + f e 7 )dr and Fubini’s theorem, we also can write

the foregoing equation into the followmg convenient form:
2{"(t) = 2{"(0) + B (1) + > M 1)
Jj€D
¢ bii (n) a; ’lj .
31) +/ (—EZ (5)+—+ > Lz ())ds, icH,
0 g; g; Jen g;

where Mi(jn) is an (%,;)-local martingale defined as (20) with 5 = 0. By (7) and Proposi-
(n)

tion 2.4, for each j € ‘H we also can write M >/ under the form

Z(n)(s . B
M(n /// ”(bl HL : T;(n ds,du,n-dz), t>0,
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where Né? (n-ds,du,n-dz), j € H are d mutually orthogonal compensated Poisson ran-
dom measures on (0,00) x U x R with intensity n? - dsu](-n)(du)dz respectively and also
independent of N I(n) (ds,du).

We now start to prove Theorem 3.6 by using the convergence results for infinite-
dimensional stochastic differential equations established by Kurtz and Protter [53, Theo-
rem 7.5]. The existence and uniqueness of solutions to (21) follow from Theorem 1 in [74].
We now write (31) into the form of a stochastic integral and differential equation driven by
an infinite-dimensional semimartingale; see Appendix 5.7. Let H := R x (L?(R,))? be a
separable Banach space endowed with a norm || - || defined by ||z||g = |zo| + Zle |z || L2

for x := (xg, 21, ,xq4) € H. For each n > 1, we define a process U(") by
n n n bzz n n i .
U™ (t) = 2" (0) + E! )(t)+/ LM (s)ds+ > MI( b t204€H
0
JjED;

and a standard H#-semimartingle Y™ := (Y {" W™ .. ,WCE")) by Y (#) :=t and

Wi e .//Ilcbz |z 1 ‘~7j( <ds,du,n-dz), t>0,i€H.

We can rewrite the rescaled intensity process (31) as
2 (1) = U () + Fau(Z3) (=) - Y (8),
where F'yy := (F;)icpy ¢ Ri — H? with the function F; defined by

g;

b; .
Fz(xﬂ) :(Z Zjl'j)ov "707%'1{z<mi}707"'70> GHv QZ'HGRZI_
JEH ;,_/

%-th element
By [52, Example 5.3], the function F'y; satisfies conditions in [53, Theorem 7.5]. The
desired weak convergence in Theorem 3.6 follows immediately if the sequence of H#-

semimartingales {Y (™}, 5, is uniformly tight; see Definition A.25, and (U( ),Y(")) =
(Uyp,Y) as n — oo, where

Un(t) == (Zi(0)+%'t>ie7{ and Y™ (t):= (t, Wi ("), , Walt,")).

Actually, they follow directly from the next three claims:

e The two processes ng) and | ng)(s)ds converge weakly to 0 in D([0,00),RY); see

Section 5.1.2.
e For each ¢ € H and j € D;, the local martingale Mi(jn)

D([0,0),R); see Section 5.1.3.

converges weakly to 0 in

e The sequence of ((L?(R;))%)#-local martingales {W;ﬁ}n>1 is uniformly tight and
W7({ ") Wy, 5 see Section 5.1.4.

5.1.1. Negligible error functions {552), 5%2 Yier,jep. In this section, we prove the con-

vergence of error functions {aglz Yien jep and {ag?}i <y 0 0in L' or L?. From the hy-
pothesis (H2), we have

(32) Sup HR 0.

il HLOO
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Moreover, by extending the proofs of Lemma 4.2 and 4.4 in [46], we can get the follow-

ing helpful estimates for the Fourier transform qggl) with ¢ € ‘H; readers may refer to Ap-
pendix 5.7 for the detailed proof.

PROPOSITION 5.1.  There exist constants C,Co,ng > 0 such that for any i € H, n > ng
and A € R,

(33) 6N < CLIATIAL) and 11— Y (A)] = Ca(A[ A D).

— 0 asn— oco.

LEMMA 5.2. For eachi € H, we have HES;) HL2

PROOF. We first provide an upper bound for the Fourier transform of Rgl) (n-). By Con-
dition 3.1,

| / R (nt)at| < / R (i)t — —\ i 'JnL) ,
0 0 n(l— ¢ L)

which converges to —1/b;; > 0 as n — oo and hence there exist constants C, ny > 0 such that

sup
n>no

/ MR (nt)dt| < C.
0

On the other hand, by Proposition 5.1 we also have for large n,
S A1)\ AL
‘ / elAtRZ(i”)(nt)dt‘ < ‘(bu AE )/n)‘ < C A ————
0 nl =M /m) — PlAn Al

Putting these two estimates together, there exist two constants C',ng > 0 such that for any
A€ER,

(34) sup

n>ng

/ e R (nt)dt‘ <C(NTAL).
0

Thus the Fourier transforms of RZ(Z" ) (n-) and 5%2 are square integrable. By the Fourier isom-

etry,
leW 112, = / W (1))t = / | / MR (t)dt| d.
0 R'J0

By the dominated convergence theorem, (34) and (18), we can get the desired result immedi-
ately. U
LEMMA 53. ForanyT >0, i € H and j € D;, we have Hegbz [z — 0 asn— oo.

PROOF. Here we just prove this lemma with 4, j € H and ¢ # j. For the case of j = I, it
can be proved in the same way. By Holder’s inequality,

L T R () bij bt
LY S/ ngbi? (nt)dt—l—/ ‘n/ R;! (nt—s)qﬁi? (s)ds — —Lew ‘dt
0 0 0 g

. 00 nt " n bi; biig|2 1/2
< HQSZ('j)HLl +ﬁ</o ‘n/o Rgi)(nt—s)Qng)(s)ds——J'eait‘ dt) .

B

g
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Here the first term on the right side of the last inequality vanishes as n — oo; see Condi-
tion 3.1. By the convolution theorem and Condition 3.1, we have as n — oo,

X g . () (s o) (™) v Z ” -
/0 e t n/o Rm (nt 3)¢zg (S) TL(l - ngzn)(%))

S -
bi; + i\

oo Dio bii
. llt
/ N et
0 i

Moreover, notice that sup,,> |n<;§l(j")()\ /n)| < sup,>4 n||¢gl)\| 11 < 00, by Proposition 5.1
we have

0o nt
Sup‘ / et - n/ Rgl) (nt — s)qSZ(-JT-L)(S)ds‘ <C(AN"tAD).
n>1 0

By the Fourier isometry,

/ / R(n nt —s) qﬁ(" (s)ds ZZ;J oot
_ / ‘ W /m) - ngl (A/n) ‘
o n(1— ¢ (\/n)) bii + sz

By the dominated convergence theorem, it vanishes as n — oo and the proof is completed. [J

2
dt

LEMMA 5.4. There exists a sequence {€, }n>1 vanishing as n — oo such that for any
n>1lL,ucUandieH

<eén-D(u).

ek @l

PROOF. Notice that |e% (¢, u)| < ¢;(nt,u) + AT (t,u)| + [AS (¢, u)], where
t
Agn) (t,u):= / ne;(n(t — 8),u)€§zz(s)ds,
0

t
APy = [ ottt — )0 Lo N0
0

0; 0;

By the hypothesis (H1) we first have

oo
/0 @i (nt, u)|dt <

Moreover, by Young’s convolution inequality and the hypothesis (H1),
1A @)z < lléi(w)llee - )

Taking Fourier transform of Aé") (t,u), we have

o n . L — b A/, u)
1)\tA( ) t — |’¢Z(u)|’L (bl( s
/0 Ay (tu)d b 1 103\

Ig:(wllrv - ds(@llz: _ [ @)

n - n

12 < lew) |12 - @ (u).

and by the Fourier isometry,

2 _ [1leille = di(/n,u) 2
1457 () /‘ bii + ii\ .
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From the facts that [¢'a? — 1| < (|A|t/n) A 2 and |by; 4 i0; A~ < C/(1 + |A]), we also have

g \|L2<C/(/ (BEAr)e, dt‘m
<o [ Eét@auMAwﬂwu)af%g

Al N2 dA C
<¢ [ (5 n) e <o

Putting these estimates together, we can immediately get the desired result with €, := C -
(Hagl) |2 vV n~1/2) for some large constant C' > 0. O

5.1.2. Weak convergence of error processes. 1f Egl) % 0in D([0, 00), R?), by Proposi-
tion 1.17(b) in [42, p.328] we have

u.c.p. u.c.p.

Ey(_?)—>0 andhence/ E( s)ds —0.

For the weak convergence of E(") to 0, by Corollary 3.33 in [42, p.353] it suffices to prove

separately that 552), (-j) (n )

t€HandjeD.

and ¢;;” converge weakly to 0 in D([0,00),R) as n — oo for each

LEMMA 5.5. For eachi € H, we have 5u —E 0asn— oo.

PROOF. Let éfff)( t) = ,ul ( )/n— fi; )( t) for t > 0. We can write 552) under the form
e (t) = i (nt) + B« ") (nt) = 200 ) ot 210 (nt) 4+ B €01 ().
By (32) and Condition 3.5, we have ||&\/”[| 1.~ % 0 and IR « &)

as n — oo. By (19) with 5 =0,

1= <ClEP I S0

)+ R 1 0t) = 2000) -1 = [0 ) [ R ()
By (18) with 8 = 0 and Condition 3.1, we have

1
/ R (ns ds—)/ ~Lebis/ois g — ™ ebii/oit

10

big
and hence ,&(-") (nt) + RZ(Z" ) ,uz(")( t) — ZM(0)e =" ¥ 0. The desired result follows by

2

putting these estimates together. U
LEMMA 5.6. There exist constants C,9 > 0 such that for any t > 0 and n > 1,
E[|Z(6)[*] < ce™.

PROOF. Obviously, it suffices to prove E[|Z ( t)|?*] < C for any t > 0 and n > 1. Tak-
ing expectations on the both sides of (16) with ﬁ 19, we have

E[Zg?(t)] = / Rﬂ snt—s) E {M%Z(S)}ds
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/Rﬁﬂ ns)ds + Z/ nRﬁw —35))E [quf;?(s)]ds.

JEH;

From Condition 3.5 and (32), the first two terms on the right side of this equality are uni-
formly bounded. Moreover, by Young’s convolution inequality,

t
sup/ nRgfi)j(n(t— s)) -E[Z( )( )]ds < HRﬁ ”HLI supE[ZéiLj)(s)].
t>0 J0 s>0
From Condition 3.1 and (17), we have as n — oo,

nfléy LIl bij

(35) REL| L. = ’ - =0
H 19,JHL n(l— |’¢1(9HZ)ZHL1) ;0 — by

Choosing ¥ large enough such that HR gl < 5g L for any n > 1, we have

B[z <c+— B[Z{"
swE(Z} (1) Zigg (5)]

and hence

1
E[Z{" ()] <C+ E[z\")
Db BIZ0] <O+ 5 3 apBIZ )]

which immediately induces that sup;> E[|Z1(9"7){(t)|] < C. Here the constant C' is indepen-
dent of n and ¢. We now start to give an upper bound for the second moment. Squaring both
sides of (16), using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality and then taking expectations, we have

E[|Z§Z)(t)|2] < 22d+2EHN1(97,Lz)(”t) ﬁ +22d+2‘ /t R1(91,1i)l(ns)d8‘2
0

n

+22H2E H /0 : Rfs?i(nt —s) %dsﬂ
+ 5 2| [ r) ote - 2510
JEH, 0

d ¢
(n) ¢
+;22d+2EH/0 /URM (n(t—s),u)

Like the previous argument, we can prove that the first and third terms on the right side of this
inequality are uniformly bounded. Notice that the integrand in the stochastic integral satisfies
that for any u € U,

3 sl R0 < 0y + O (0 < € B0,

;98 ]\7](") (n- ds,du)ﬁ.

By the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and the uniform bound for the first moment of

(25 n>1,
(/ /Rm (t—s), ) N( )(n ds du)ﬂ
<0/ e E[Z5"(s ds/\<1> du) < C.
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Here the constant C' > 0 is independent of n and t. Moreover, by Holder’s inequality and
then Young’s convolution inequality,

supE ‘/ angnlj (t— s))Z("?(s)ds‘Z]

t>0
<R -sup [ 0B (e =)L Z5 0 s

-supB(| 27 (0)]]:

< |[B3L I

Putting all estimates above together, we also have

supE[|Z7 (O] <C+ Y 22| Ry - SHPEUZ( o).
20 JEH;
From (35), we choose 9 > 0 large enough such that 224+2 HRﬁ i H 11 < o and then
d
(n)
E| | Z <C E Z
2 pEll SHOINES R 2?5‘5 1257} ],

These induce that sup;~, E[|Z (n) 2,(t)]?] < C with the constant C' independent of n and ¢.
Similarly, we also can prove that for some ¥ > 0,

supsupEHZﬁH ‘20‘] <C.
n>1t>0

LEMMA 5.7. Fori,j € H withi# j, we have 51('?) “£0and égl) YR 0asn—o0.

PROOF. The first convergence follows directly from Lemma 5.3. For the second one, by
Holder’s inequality we have for any 7" > 0,

(37) sup |5 | <H R” e 1- sup !»sgz)j‘*w](-n)‘a(t).
t€]0,T) t€[0,1]
By Young’s inequality and Lemma 5.6,
2T
(n) o 2 (n)
EH@T v |2 \@)Hq\% L/O E[|Z("(s)[**]ds < O||<)] |2, -

From (13), (32) and Condition 3.1, there exists a constant C' > 0 independent of n such that
2T 00 ) 2T )
/ ‘nR(n (ns) ! ds < Cn/ ‘qﬁgl)(s)‘ ds + C/ ‘nRZ(Z-") * ¢§;L) (nt)|"dt
0 0 0

< Callo Nl 105 ey + Cnllo 12 < ©

and hence sup,,>q H&?gi |22, < oo. Taking this back into (37), from Lemma 5.3 we have as
n — 00,

200—2
a—>0

Bl s 670l <

and this proof is completed. U
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(n)

Foreachi € H and j € D, we now start to prove the error €, vanishes as n — co. Like the
proof of Lemma 5.7 in [36], we can prove the following moment estimate for the stochastic
integral driven by MHPI-measures by using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality.

PROPOSITION 5.8. For any T' > 0, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for any x €
[1,a],i € D, r,h € [0,T) and measurable function f(t, s, u) defined on R2 x U,

r+h N 2
/f(t,s,u)Ni(n)(n-ds,du)‘ ]
r 0] rth
SCnQ/VZ-(n)(du)/ |f(t,s,u)|*ds
U r rth -
(38) 0|2 / o™ (du) / (b5, u)ds| "
U T

COROLLARY 5.9. Foreachi € H and j € D, we have 55?) L4409 as n — oo,

PROOF. Applying (38) together with Lemma 5.4 and (H1) to E [|z—:l(j") (t)]?] , we have for
any 7> 0,

sup B[l 0] <€ [ e @l[fari @) < e [ |00 o),
te[0,T]
which goes to 0 as n — oo and the desired result follows. O

We now start to prove the tightness of the sequence {ng ) }n>1. The tightness of other
sequences can be proved similarly. By Corollary 3.33 in [42, p.353] and the definition of

™ it suffices to prove that { }n>1 is tight and {.J; () }n>1 is C-tight, where

ZZ’

0 (1t —
(39) 1t / / Ry "(nlt = 5) )N(")(n ds, du),

e i (t—s) ~
(40) T ) //||¢z w)l|z: e N (n - ds, du),

From the fact that exp{b#(t —s)} =1+ fs exp{%(r — §)}dr, we can write JZ.(Z.") as

t , .
J(" = ”/ J(n —/ /MNi(n)(n'ds,du), t>0.
0o Ju Oil

Obviously, JZ.(Z.") is an (.%,,;)-semimartingale.

PROPOSITION 5.10. The sequence { }n>1 is C-tight.

PROOF. As a preparation, we firstly give some moment estimates for Ji(i")

constant C' > 0 such that for any n > 1 and 7" > 0,

. The exists a

T
E{ sup |Ji(in)(t)‘2] SCT/ E{ Sup ‘ ‘ ]dt
te[0,T)] 0 s€[0,1]

+C’E[/O ; |’¢Z(2 )Ii: N™ (n-ds,du)

2 i
azn
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T

SCT+C’T/ E[ sup ‘ )ﬂdt.
0 s€[0,t]

Here the first inequality follows from Hoélder’s inequality and (38). The second one follows

from Lemma 5.6 and (H1). By Gronwall’s inequality,

41 supE[ sup !J(n ‘ ] < Q.
n>1  Lte[0,T]

We now prove the tightness of {J“-n For any bounded stopping time 7 < 7T and h €

(0,1), we have

}nZI'

T+h
EHAhJi(in) (7')‘2] < CE[ Ji(in)(s)ds‘z}

(42) +CE HT /T o /U Wﬁf”) (n- ds, du)ﬂ .

From Holder’s inequality and (41), we have

‘/ T (s)ds ]<hE[/T+h|J.(,”) (s)[ds]

<h/T+1 E[|J(s)*]ds < Ch.

Moreover, applying (38) again to the last expectation in (42), it can be bounded by

- /T+h/H¢zn2HL1 N®(n. ds du)]

<cm[ [ 200a] - [ ol

Applying Holder’s inequality, Jensen’s inequality and then using Lemma 5.6, we also have

B [ 2] <vim[( [T 200 as) "]
<Vi( /OT+1 E[\Zz-(")(s)ﬁds)l/2 <V

T+h

Putting all estimates above together, we have E[|A}, Ji(i") (7)|?] < Cvh with the constant C

independent of n and 7. The criterion of Aldous; see [2], yields the tightness of {Ji(?)}nzl
directly.
It remains to prove the continuity of cluster points. For any cluster point J, it sufﬁces to

i

provethat E[}_, o 7y |A-J5 (¢ t)|?%] = 0 for any T > 0. There exists a subsequence of{ P },

still denoted by itself, such that JZ.(Z. n) 4 J:in D([0,00),R). For € > 0, let g, be a continuous
function on R vanishing in a neighborhood of 0 and satisfying that g.(x) increases to |z|>*
as € — 0 for any = € R. By the monotone convergence theorem and then Proposition 3.16 in
[42, p.349],

E[ 3 |A_J;;(t)\2“] :61_i>%1+E[ > gE(A—J;Z(tD}

te[0,T] t€[0,7]

= lim lim E[ Z QE(A_Ji(in)(t))]

e—04+n—o0
te[0,T]
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< lim E[ Z |A_ J(n )‘

T n—oo ]
t€[0,T]

By the hypothesis (H1) and the properties of stochastic integrals with respect to a random
point measure,

E[ Z |A J(n ]—E[/OT UM i (” ds du)] %’

|O' n|2a
t€[0,T]
which goes to 0 as n — oo and hence the sequence {JZ-(Z-") }n>1 is C-tight. O

(n )

We now start to prove the tightness of {I () }n>1. For some 6 > 2, let I be a linear

n)

interpolation of I Z(Z defined as follows

“3) L0 =1} )(hzn_‘;ﬂ>+<n9t ) [ 15" >([9t]7+1> I(n)<[n9])}’

n?
for ¢t > 0. We now start to prove that the sequence {/;; ¢ }»>1 is tight and a good approxima-

tion for {1 Z(Z" ) }n>1. This will induce the tightness of {1 Z(Z" ) }n>1 immediately. As a preparation,
the next proposition gives some upper bound estimates for the shifted resolvent.

PROPOSITION 5.11.  Forany x > 1, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for any v € U
and h € [0, 1],

(44) sup /OO ‘AnhRZ(")(nt,u)|2Hdt < C'|(I>(u)|2n - h.

n>1.J0

PROOF. We first prove this result with £ = 1. By the Fourier isometry,

/00 |AnhR§n) (nt,u)‘zdt :/ ‘(ei)‘h -1) / eiAtREn) (nt,u)dtrd/\.
0 R R

Similarly as in the proof of Lemma 5.2, we can prove that for any v € U and X € R,

[ el |« | [T R ] < -0 (5 01).
0 0

From this and the fact that |e*M — 1| < |\ A 2,

[e9) n 1
/0 | AR, )(nt,u)|2dt§0\¢(u)\2-/R(])\h]2/\1)-(W/\l)d)\.

A simple calculation deduces that the last integral can be bounded by 6k and hence the
inequality (44) holds for x = 1. When s > 1, we have

/ A R (nt, )| dt < 2252 R () |25 / | A B (it )|t
0 0

Then (44) with x > 1 follows directly from (36) and the previous result. O

u.c.p.

PROPOSITION 5.12.  We have ]Ii(f) - I,-%’ — 0 asn — oo.
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PROOF. Here we just prove |IZ(Z" )1 Z(Zn 9)| 2, 0 uniformly on [0, 1]. From the definition of
I;; o and the triangle inequality, we have for any k > 0 and t € [k/n?, (k + 1) /n?),

00~ 130] < 10~ 1)+ 1)~ 1 G~
43) | k+1) ) =1 (kn _9) :
which can be bounded by 3 supy, <, ‘Ahli(;z) (kn_9)| and hence
(46) sup |I(n Il(fg(t)‘ <3 sup |Ahlz~(;z)(kn_€)‘.
te[0,1] ’ k=0, ,[nf];h<n—0

For any u € U, since ||¢;(u)|Tv < oo, we have ¢;(t,u) = ¢ (t,u) — ¢; (t,u), where
+( u) and ¢; (t,u) are two non-negative, non-increasing functions® on R with ¢;" (¢, u) =

¢; (t,u) = ¢; (0,u) for t < 0. From (39), we have |Ahli(i") )] < Ag") (t,h) + A;n) (t,h) +
A(") t,h) + A (¢, 1) for any ¢, h € [0,1] with

t+h
APy = [ V0 (du) / Z0() A R (n(t — 5), ) ds,
U 0
An i(n(t — n

t+h +

n
t+h B

Thus it suffices to prove that for any > 0and j € {1,2,3,4},

(47) lim P su A (k=0 1) >7n) =0.
S P( s AP0 2n)

In the sequel of this proof, the constant C' > 0 is independent of (n,t,u,h) and may vary
from line to line.

Step 1. We first prove (47) with 5 = 1. By Young’s convolution inequality and Proposi-
tion 5.11,

t+h
sup ‘/ Zi(")(s) . ‘AnhRE )( (t—s) !ds‘
te[0,1]

2 e )
< / 12 () 2dr - / A B (s, )P ds
0 0
2
gc/ 128 (s)|*ds - | (w)|* - h
0
and hence

2
sup |A§")(t,h)|2 SC’/ ‘Z(")(S)‘st-n2_9
h<n=%t€(0,1] 0

®For any non-negative function f on R4 with || f|lpy < oo, by the Jordan decomposition there exists two
non-negative, non-decreasing functions fa’ and f,” on Ry such that f = fa’ - fo fa’ > fo and || fllTyv =
fof (00) = 57 (0) + f (00) — f57(0) < oc. Thus f = f+ — f7, where f* :=||f|py — f; and f~ =

fllTv — fa‘ are non-negative, non-increasing on R .
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From Chebyshev’s inequality and Lemma 5.6,
1 C
P( sup Agn)(k‘n_e,h) > 77) < —2E[ sup ‘Agn) (t,h)‘z] < —2n2_9,
k=0,---,[n°];h<n—0 n h<n—9;tc[0,1] n
which vanishes as n — oo since 6 > 2.

Step 2. We now prove (47) with j = 2. By (32), we have for any ¢, h € [0, 1],
nt
‘Anh(RgL) * gbi(nt,u))! < / Rg?)(sﬂAnh(bi(nt — s,u)‘ds
0

n(t+h)
+/ RE?)(S)@ (n(t +h)— s,u)ds
nt
nh nt
<C ¢z’(s,u)ds+0/ |ps(nh + 5,u) — ¢i(s,u)|ds.
0 0

The first term on the right side of the last inequality can be bounded by C'||¢; (u)||Tv - nh. By
the preceding decomposition of ¢;, the second term can be bounded by

nt

(48) /0 ' (97 (5,u) — & (nh + 5, )] ds + / (67 (s,u) — &; (nh + s, u)]ds,

0
which can be bounded by 4||¢;(u)||Tv - nh. Putting these estimates together, we have
]Anh( *qﬁ,)(nt u)| < C||¢;i(u)||Tv - nh and hence

sup A() / /Hqﬁ, HTV (n-ds,du).

tel0,1];h<n—°
By Chebyshev’s inequality and hypothesis (H1),
1

—E{ sup Agn) (t,h)| <
N Lielo,1];p<n—¢

P( sup Aén)(k:n_g, h) > n) < 2-90

k=0, [n%];h<n 0

s|Q

which goes to 0 as n — oo since 6 > 2.

Step 3. We now prove (47) with j = 3. For the case of j =4, it can be proved in the same
way. Notice that supj,<,,-o Aé") (t,h) = Aé"l) (t)+ Aé"g (t) with

—6

t+n
A= [P [ 20 A nle = 5w,

=" A e (n(t — -
A:(’,n2)(t) ::/0 /U| m—e ¢y (nlt S)’u)|Ni(n)(n-d8,du).

n

By Young’s convolution inequality, we can bound SUPte[o 1 Ag"l) (t) by

49) / (n) (du) - / ‘Anl egb ns,u | ds / |Z

Since QSZT" is non-increasing, we have
2 2
/0 ‘An1—9¢j(ns,u)|2d8 < 2H¢i(u)HTv/0 (6] (ns,u) — ¢ (n(s+ n_e),u)]ds

= 2H<;5i(u)HTV</02 oi (ns,u)ds — /n?+n9 qbf(ns,u)ds)

4 )
<5 lloi|3y
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and hence by hypothesis (H1),

A Z{"(s)]’d
s, R0 =55 (12070

Applying Chebyshev’s inequality again, we have as n — oo

Q c ¢
P g A0 2n) <8 sy O] < 5 =0

Applying (38) to A )( t), similarly as in (49) we also have
2 «
sup E[‘Ag"g(t)!za] SC(/V}n)(du)/ |An179¢;"(ns,u)‘2ds)
t€[0,1] U 0

2
C’n2_2a/ Vz'(n)(dU)/ | Ao (ns,u)|*ds
- 0

< C - (n—aG + n2—2a—€) )
From this and Chebyshev’s inequality,

[n°]
n — 1 n —0 |2
P( sup ‘Aég(k:n 9)‘ 217> < —= EHA:())Q)(k‘n 9)! ]
k=0,---,[n?] i
c 01— 2—2a
< T]ﬂ n ( ) + ),
which vanishes as n — oo since « € (1,2). O
PROPOSITION 5.13. For any T' > 0, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that for any
he[0,1]and n > 1,
(n) 2 2—2a «
sup B|A LY (1)) <C - (n*7** - h+h%).
te[0,7
PROOF. Applying the inequality (38) to Ayl Z(Z" ) (t) and then using Proposition 5.11
EHAhIZ-(ZL) 2a <C‘/ / |AnhR(n) (ns,u) ‘2ds‘a
0
n?-2 (")(du / !AnhR ") (ns u)‘ ds
o a 2a (n
<Ch / |<1> a2 / |®(u) du)
and the desired result follows directly from hypothesis (H1). U

PROPOSITION 5.14. The sequence { I 9}n>1 is tight.

PROOF. From Proposition 10.3 in [23, p.149], it suffices to prove that there exist constants
C >0and e € (0, (2a — 2)/0) such that for any ¢, h € [0, 1],

SupE“AhIZ(an( )‘ a] <C-h'te

n>1
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If jn‘(’ <t<t+h<(j+ 1)n_9 for some j > 0, from (43) and Proposition 5.13 we have
Ahlz.(;ze)(t) =n’h- Anfeli(:) (jn?%) and
n 2c a a n),. — 2
B{[auH0*] — 128 |, ]
< Cn2a9—2a—€+2h2a < Chl—"—ﬁ.

Here the constant C' > 0 is independent of n and h. Similarly, if jn_e <t<(j+ 1)n_9 <
t+h < (j+2)n"% for some j > 0, we also have

B[|an$) 0] < CB[IE) ¢+ ) — 15 (G + 1)n~0) 2]
+CB[[1) i+ )n) — 1) (1) ] < € wie
Finally, if jn =0 <t < (j4+ 1)n % and In=? <t +h < (I +1)n~? for some j < [, we have
EUAhffgg()\ }<C’EU W+ k)~ 1000 }
+CE |15+ 1)n~?) = 1550
+CE[ |17 0= = 175(G + Dn ") ]

From the foregoing two results, the first two terms on the right side of this inequality can be
bounded by C - k€. For the third term, notice that

100 = 15 (G + Dn =) = 15 (in=0) — 117 ((G + 1)n ™),

by Proposition 5.13 it can be bounded by C(h® + n?~2%h) < Ch'*¢. Here we have finished
the proof. U

We now summarize the results in Corollary 5.9, Proposition 5.10, 5.12 and 5.14 to get the
weak convergence of {a }n>1 to 0.

LEMMA 5.15. Foreachi € H and j € D, we have 65?) 40 in D([0,00),R) as n — oc.

5.1.3. Weak convergence of (M,-(j@)ieﬂ,jeu to 0. Foreachi € H and j € D;, we now

prove the weak convergence of {Mi(jn)}nzl to 0 by using the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy in-
equality.

LEMMA 5.16. Foranyi € H and j € D;, we have Mi(f) R0 as n — oo.

PROOF. For any T > 0, by the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality and the hypothesis
(H1) we have

C n
B[ s PO <3 [ ot}

te[0,T

which goes to 0 as n — oo. Similarly, for 7 € H;, by Lemma 5.6 we also have

E{ sup ‘M |]<C’E / /H@MHL1 N; (n ds du)]

te[0,T
< [ ol
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Forany K >0, let Ux :={u € U: ||¢;(u)||z < K} and Uf( be its complement. We have

[l ) < x / o).
vy | i) H2“ al

The first term on the right side of this inequality can be bounded by K ||¢§;L)H L1, Which
goes to 0 as n — oo; see Condition 3.1. By the hypothesis (H1), the second term
can be uniformly bounded by C/K2*~2, which can be ignored for large K and hence

E[supcpo, 7] \Mi(jn) (t)]?] = 0 as n — oo. O

5.1.4. Uniform tightness and weak convergence of {W }n>1 By the mutual indepen-

n)

dency among Wi( , © € H, it suffices to prove the uniform tightness and weak convergence

of L2(R,)#-martingales {W,™},,>, separately for each i € .

LEMMA 5.17. For eachi € H, we have Wi(") = W, as n — oo.

PROOF. By the continuity of W; and Corollary 3.33 in [42, p.353], it suffices to prove
Wi(") (f) N W;(f) in D([0,00),R) for any f € L?(R, ). Similarly as in the proof of Propo-
sition 5.10, we can prove that {W.(")( f)}n>1is C-tight and

supE[ sup ‘W( ft)”<oo, T>0.
n>1 te[0,T7]

We now start to characterize the cluster points. Without loss of generality, we may assume
Wi(") (f) converges to a limit process X ; weakly and hence uniformly on compacts in prob-
ability. By the Skorokhod representation theorem, we may assume Wi(") (f) 25X ¢ a.s. and
hence in L%([0,T]), which induces that

2 2 <, 2 2
AT A e R TG i
7
a.s. and hence in L'([0,T]). Thus both X; and {|X/(t)|> — || f||3. - ¢t : ¢t > 0} are mar-
tingales. In conclusion, we have X is a continuous martingale with quadratic variation
(X¢)e =|fll3 -t for t > 0. By Theorem III-7 in [22], there exists a Gaussian white noise
Wi(ds,dz) on (0,00)? with intensity dsdz such that

// F()Wilds, dz) = Wi(f,1), £ 0,

O

LEMMA 5.18. For each i € H, the sequence of L?(R,)¥-martingales {W }n>1 is
uniformly tight.

PROOF. Let S be the collection of all (.%;)-predictable L?(R )-valued processes. By the
definition of uniform tightness, it suffices to prove that for any 7" > 0,

U{ sup |Wi(")(X,t)|:X€Swith sup ||X(t)||L2§1}

n—1 \t€[0,T] t€[0,T]
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is stochastically bounded. Actually, using Chebyshev’s inequality and then the Burkholder-
Davis-Gundy inequality together with the hypothesis (H1), we have for any n > 0,

P( sup ‘W( (X, t)‘>77><77 2E sup ‘// X(s,2) (dS dz)‘2]
te0.T] tGOT

C C
gﬁ/fmmwmwgﬁf.
= Jo n

This upper bound holds uniformly in n > 1 and X € H with sup;cjo 77 [[ X (¢)[|2 < 1. Thus
the sequence {Wi(")}nzl is uniformly tight. O

5.2. Proof for Theorem 3.15. By Condition 3.14, the rescaled process Sé"% can be well
approximated by S ("715 with

S((:"Z ://Cloou Z(n ds,du), t>0,i€H.

The error process is denoted as Eé;,)_[ = S((:"J{ S((:"J{ By Corollary 3.33 in [42, p.353], Theo-
rem 3 15 follows dlrectly from the followmg weak convergence results for the two sequences

{Sc H}nzl and {Ec H}nzl‘ The first one has been widely studied in [42, Chapter IX] under
Condition 3.13.

LEMMA 5.19. Theorem 3.15 holds with Sén;l replaced by ((:%

LEMMA 5.20. We have 5((;2[ %40 in D([0,00),R?) as n — oc.

PROOF. For ¢t > 0 and u € U, let (f(t,u) := (j(00,u) — (;(t,u). For any € € (0,1), we

split ngi) (t) into the following two parts:

(=" ce(n(t
e (t,e) = / Gilnlt —s),w) ("(tn2 s)u) N® (n - ds, du),

t C
n i t— 9 n
§<(: i)(t’e) 3:/ / il 2 °) U)Nz’( )(n'ds,du).
’ (t—e)*+ JU n

The monotonicity of (f(-,u) induces that

t C
|5((:nz (t,e)l S/ /7& (ng’u”Ni(n)(n-ds,du).
0 Ju n

From Lemma 5.6 and Condition 3.14, we have for any 7" > 0,
E[mw%woﬂg/ W(s))as- [ 16 me )l du) < - (o)
t€[0,T] 0
which vanishes as n — co. Moreover, by the monotonicity of (f(-,u) again,

sup ‘ECz(t €)| < sup / /Cl = u)N(n)(n ds,du)
t€[0,T] t€[0,7] J (t—e)

(j+2)e
sup / /< o0, u) N(n (n-ds,du).
je

N 0<]< (T/€]
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By Chebyshev’s inequality, we have for any n > 0,

P( sup \ECZ (t,€) ]>n> z:P(/(]Jr2 /CZ > U)N(n)(n ds du)>n>

t€[0,T)]
(j+2)e
E/ /Coou i(ndsdu) }
Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality inequality to the last expectation, it can be bounded by
(j+2)e o
C- E ‘/ Z-(")(s)ds/{i(oo,u)ui(n)(du)‘ ]
(j+2)e
+C’-E / /(Zoou (dnsdu)‘],

which also, by (38) and then Holder’s inequality and Lemma 5.6, can be bounded by

(G+2)e U2)e
cet [ BIAY O Yoot gy [ BIA G s 0+ i)

[T/e

(50) <

=0

<.

Taking this back into (50),

P( sup \EC (t,e)] > 77) <Ce* 4 On?2,
t€[0,T]

which vanishes as n — oo and then € — 0+. We have finished the proof. (]

5.3. Proofs for Theorem 3.19 and 3.21. Based on our asymptotic analysis before Theo-
rem 3.19, the rescaled process SY;){ can be well approximated by 5'%){ and the error process

is denoted as EYL?){ Firstly, we prove the weak convergence of {5‘?7){}”21 and {5&"7){}”21 in

the next two lemmas.
LEMMA 5.21. Theorem 3.19 holds with SY;){ replaced by 5'£ 72[

(n)

PROOF. By the Skorokhod representation theorem, we may assume that Z converges
to Zy a.s.in D([0,00),R% ) and hence uniformly on compacts. Thus it sufﬁces to prove that
for each i € H,

/ Cl(ln n t — S/Tl) bI,i . Zz(t)

goes to 0 a.s. in D([6,1], R, ). Subtracting the integral [/’ (Z(Z" (s)ds - Z;(t) and then adding
it back, we can write the preceding quantity into

<51>/ G2t~ s/n) — Zit))ds — 10 (nt) - Zi(t) + (1 12 — bra) Zi(t).

Condition 3.18 implies that the last two terms go to 0 as n — oo uniformly on [d, 1] and [0, 1]
respectively. For any € € (0, 1), the first term can be bounded by

16501, ( sup [20() = Zi(o)| + sup sup [2,2,(0)])
te[0,1] te€[0,1] s€[0,¢]
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—|—Ié72(ne) - sup (Zi(n) (t) + Zi(t)>,
te(0,1]

which goes to 0 a.s. as n — oo, since Zi(") &% Z; uniformly on [0,1] and Z; is uniformly
continuous on [0, 2]. Putting these estimates together, we can get the first desired result. For
the second one, like the preceding argument it suffices to prove that the second term in (51)

converges to 0 uniformly on [0, 1] as n — oco. Indeed, by the fact that sup,,~; HCZ-(Z-" N +
SUpyefo,1) Z (t) < 0o a.s., we have for any € € (0, 1),

sup 17)(nt) - Z(t) < | ¢ - sup zz<t>%—1§2<nf>- sup Zi(t)
tefo,1] te0,€] t€[0,1]

< C sup Z;(t +C/ (s

te[0,¢]

which goes to 0 a.s. as n — oo and then € — 0+ because of the continuity of Z; and the
integrability of (. Here we have finished the proof. U

LEMMA 5.22. We have Egr% %4 0in D([0, 00), R%) as n — oco.

PROOF. By the Burkholder-Davis-Gundy inequality, the inequality (z +1)*/? < ||/ +

|y|®/? and Lemma 5.6, we have for any ¢ > 0,
B[l <C B /m/&———JﬁMW@mmwﬂ
<CE’/M/EL———EL%W@AM}
ﬁngagAH@uHmw’wm.

Notice that

GGz < lG@lizy' - Il < C(léemy + awl)-

(n)

By Condition 3.17, we have EHEY?( | | = 0 as n — oo and hence &; 44 ). We now

start to prove the tightness of {5%) }n>1 on [0, 1] and the general case can be proved similarly.

Since HCz(u) HTV < oo for any u € U, similarly as in the proof of Proposition 5.12, it suffices
to prove the case in which (;(¢,u) decreases in ¢.

(n)

Step 1. We first show that 5%”2) can be well approximated by its linear interpolation

1,i,0

defined as (43), i.e. &; Z) — 5% 2)9 R0, Like (45)-(46), we also have

(52) sup | (1) — el (1) <3 sup [AY) (k=0 0) + ALY (kn 0, 1),
t€[0,1] k=0,---,[n];h<n—°

where

t+h
Ag’ff(t h)=n / Z™ (s)ds / \Anhg (n(t — 5),u) [\ (du),

)
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For any ¢,h € [0, 1], we first have

A( )(t h) < sup Z( )( ) - / (n)(du / |AnnGi(s,u)|ds.
rel0,2] U

Similarly as in (48), we have [ [An4¢;i(s,u)|ds < 2|[¢i(u)|Tv - nh. By Condition 3.17, we
have uniformly in h € [0, 1],

sup Agnl) (t,h) < C sup Zi(n)(r) -nh.
tef0,1] rel0,2]

Since Z; is continuous, we have sup,,~; sup,¢[o | ZZ-(") (r) < oo a.s. and hence as n — oo,

) ALV (k=0 k) < sup 2" (r)-n' 0 S0,
k=0, [n?};h<n=0 ref0,2]

Moreover, like Step 3 in the proof of Proposition 5.12, we can prove that for any > 0,

lim P( sup Ag"g(kn_g, h) > 77) =0.
k=0

oo =0,,[n);h<n =0

Taking these two estimates back into (52), we have sup;cjg |5§n2)( t) — 5% o)l 20 as
n — 0.

Step 2. We now prove the tightness of the sequence {5&”2.)9},21. By (38), there exits a
constant C' > 0 such that for any n > 1 and ¢, h € [0, 1],

t+h a
Bl <o [ v [ e e
C
+W/IU " )(du)/o |AnnCGi(n(t — s),u)|**ds.

Notice that fg+h |ApnGi(n(t — s),u)**ds < 2||¢;(u)||3%; - b uniformly in ¢,h € [0,1]. By
Condition 3.17, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that
E[|Anel) ()] < C- (> 2+ 1),

for any ¢, h € [0, 1] and n > 1. Like the proof of Proposition 5.14, we can prove the tightness
of the sequence {5%) 9}n>1 in the same way. Consequently, the sequence {egni) }n>1 is tight
in D([0,00),R) and the whole proof is end. - O

PROOFS FOR THEOREM 3.19 AND 3.21. By Corollary 3.33 in [42, p.353], we can get
Theorem 3.19 directly from Lemma 5.21 and 5.22. For Theorem 3.21, by Condition 3.20 and
Theorem 3.19 it suffices to prove that

D) (nt) + 85 (t) S by - Zi(),

in D(]0, 1], R ) as n — oo. Like the proof of Lemma 5.21, it suffices to prove that
Z{" (0)1") (nt) / ¢ () 2™ (t — s/n)ds — by, - Zi(t)
= I{a(nt) (Z£"><o> = 2i(0) + (167 = bra) 20
/ CO(s) - [20(t — s/n) — Z(t)) ds
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goes to 0 a.s. in D([0, 1], R). From the proof of Lemma 5.21, the last two terms on the right
side of this equality go to 0 uniformly on compacts. For any € € (0, 1), the first term can be
bounded by

1% (ne) - sup [Z(0) = Zi(t)| + sup 1% (nt) - |Z1(0) — Zi(1)).
tele,1] t€(0,¢]

Since sup;¢je 1) |Zi(n) (0) — Zi(t)| < oo a.s. and Ié"g(ne) — 0, the first term in this sum goes
to 0 as n — oco. Moreover, the second term can be bounded by

<. \z§"><o> - zz-<o>\ +C sup | Zi(0) - Zi(t)],
te[0,€]

which goes to 0 a.s. as n — oo and then € — 04-. The proof is end. U

5.4. Proof for Theorem 4.5. Before proving Theorem 4.5 by using Theorem 3.6, it re-
mains to identify the total budding rate function of ancestors satisfies Condition 3.5. Indeed,

by Condition 4.4, the mean budding rate function of each type-i ancestor, denoted as ﬁgn), is
(53) B (1) = / Py (dB) / B(t + 5,y + )P (ds,dy), t>0.

B R2 ’
By Fubini’s theorem and the fact that B(¢,y) =0 for t > y,

“(n 1 [ o n
[ Bt sy P sy = —5 [ Cas [ B<t+87y>7’é,2<dy>
R} mL

(54) / ds/ (s,y)P, dy)

and hence
< (n n 1 * (@
( ds PB (dB) (s,y)?’é ) (dy) = — B! )(s)ds
) ) m(n) ’ i
L
(55) _ Loal®) .
- mm{)

By the law of large numbers, it is natural to believe that ,ugf ) /n can be well approximated by

~(n n n . n E n .
)= (Z000) 10y with 2P0y SOOI gy
my ;1

LEMMA 5.23. WehaveHugg)/n—,&gf) 4 0asn— oo

.
PROOF. Foreachi € H, let 5,(2) = ,ugn)/n — ﬂg"). For any 1 > 0 and K > 0, we have
P([[0]],0 >n) <P(Z7(0)> K) + P[], . > 0.2 (0) < K).
By Condition 4.3 and the assumption that =™ (0)/n -3 Z¥(0) as n — oo,

I}grlmiinP(‘an)(O)‘ > K)=0.
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Thus it suffices to prove this lemma with {EZ(") (0)/n}n>1 being deterministic and uniformly
bounded. The following proof follows closely that of Theorem 4.1 in [4]. In detail, let {Y;.(Z) :

k=1,2,--- ”(" (0)} be a sequence of i.i.d. function-valued random variables with
v () =B (a7 R ) — B (), 120,
From (27), we have

=(n)

=:"7(0)

. . 1

E(r) == - = ==~ > YW, tz0icH
' (Lt

From (53)-(55), we have E [Yi(g) (t)] =0 for any ¢ > 0. By (55), Fubini’s theorem and Con-
dition 4.2, there exists a constant C' > 0 such that forany n > 1 and i € H,

8= [ s e B, =500 <0
0 L,i
Notice that
/0 BI") (¢ + AU} RV} + a0))at < [|BYY (R + A,
and

ig%))‘B t+A(k)7R£71? A(n |<HB(n zk)+Azk |y

By (54), Fubini’s theorem, the inequality 2|zy| < 2 + y? and Condition 4.2,

BB @ + A = [ Pi e [ 8t + )5 Pi i

+
n > d
= [P [ [ Il )
B 0 mL s
= [ Pldae) [ O AP

my ;

é/ (n ),PIEZ (dy) /PBZ dB)/ H H (dy)v
0 m 0 m

L,s Lz

which is bounded uniformly in n > 1 and ¢ € H. Similarly, we also have

SupE[HBEZ zk‘)+A2k HTV] < o0, ZGH

TL

Putting all these estimates together and then using Minkowski’s inequality, we have
swB|[|[V][7, | <00, i€
n>1 ’

For K > 0, by Chebyshev’s inequality and Minkowski’s inequality,

supP(Hs

s 10

s 2 K) < ¢ -supE[ |27
H(n)

1 =7(0)

<_ i

< g

. (n) ¢
swpB(|Y ) <
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which vanishes as K — oco. Thus the sequence {5%)}”21 is tight and hence flatly con-
centrated; see Definition 2.1 in [3]. Notice that L*(R;) U L>(R,) is the dual space of
LY°(R,). Forany f € L'(R,)UL®(R,), we see that {f(YZ(Z)) k=1, "2(71)(0)}n21
is an array of row-wise independent random variables with

E[|/(\)]] < CE[v)|5..) < ¢,

Iz

uniformly in n > 1 and hence this array is uniformly integrable. By using the main theorem
in [29], we have as n — oo,

_ 1
FE == 3 s Bo
k=1
By Theorem 2.4 in [3], it follows that He HLl - 4 0asn — oo, U

5.5. Proof for Theorem 4.7. 1t is obvious that this theorem follows directly from Theo-
rem 3.21 and the following two auxiliary results.

(1) The impact of immigrants and offspring born by parents of different type can be ig-
nored, i.e., for each i € H and j € D;, the rescaled process Egv) defined as below converges

weakly to 0 in D([0,00),R):

nt
e (1) = /0 /UCz(nt—s,U)Nf")(ds,du), t>0.

Here we prove it with j € H;. For the case of j = I, it can be proved similarly. By Lemma 5.6

and Condition 4.6, there exist two constants C,9 > 0 such that sup,,~; E| ngz ) (t)?9] <

Ce? for any t > 0 and
B, 01 <C [ 160l )

—cemy) [P [ 1)1 PE an) < 0om

which goes to 0; see Condition 4.3. Hence agv)w L4409, We now prove the tightness of

{EN,ij}nzl- Because of ||T(y)||Tv < oo for any T € T and y > 0, we have ||(;(u)||Tv < 00
for any v € U. Similarly as in the proof of Lemma 5.22, it suffices to consider the case with

(n) (n)

Ci(t,u) being non-increasing in ¢. Let € Ni o be the linear interpolation of € Nij . defined as
(43). Like the argument in (45)-(46), we have

sup. |<40,6) €0, 50
t€(0,1]

kn~ -
<3 sup / / [BnnGi(n ) u)’N;”) (n-ds,du).
k=0, ,[nf];h<n—° n

Proceeding as in Step 3 of the proof for Lemma 5.12, we have the foregoing supremum goes
to 0 in probability as n — co. Like the proof of Proposition 5.14, we now turn to prove the

C'-tightness of the sequence {sg\?)ij gJn>1. For any t,h € [0,1], using the Cauchy-Schwarz
inequality and then (38),

(n) 2a t+h (n) 2a
EHAhEN,ij(t)| 1< C(”/O dS/U‘AnhQ(n(t— 3)7"‘)‘%‘ (du))
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—|—C’</t+hds/ | ApnGi(n(t — 5),u) \%@’(du))a

t+h 2«
(56) —I-C/+ /|Anh<z n(t—s),u)| )(du)

n2a 2

The monotonicity of ¢;(-, ) induces that

t+h t+h
/0 ‘Anhg(n(t—s),u)‘ds:/ Gi(ns,u)ds < HC,-(u)HTV-h
t
By (30), the first term on the ride side of (56) can bounded by

2c
o( n-h/ i)y ()
<on(n- m<"/ P (dy) /HT My P (am) ™

which can be uniformly bounded by Ch?®; see Condition 4.3 and 4.6. Similarly, the second
term on the ride side of (56) also can be bounded by

C(/UHQ(u)H?Wv](-"’(du))a'h“ <che

and the third term can be bounded by C'h/n?*~2. Putting all estimates above together, we
have E[]Ahs i (0)[?*] < C(h™ 4 h/n**7?). Like the proof of Proposition 5.14, we have

{5N,ij,9}n21 is C’—tlght and so is the sequence {5N7ij n>1.
(2) The impact of ancestors, ¢§.? ), satisfies Condition 3.20. Similarly as in (53)-(55), the
mean instantaneous characteristic of a type-¢ ancestor at time ¢, denoted as TZ(.") (t), equals to

s(n n (1 1 > n
T () = / Py (dt) / T(t + 5,y + 5)Pypy(ds, dy) = = / T (s)ds
T R2 t

and hence ngn) /n can be well approximated by zﬁl(") with

=(n) 0o
2 (n =4 n n)
30w = = [T s
mLz
.—,(n
= S8 [ s = 200, oo
mLz u

Similarly as in proof of Lemma 5.23, we can prove ||1/)§_?)/n — 12),5_7) 1.0 4 0asn— .

5.6. Proof for Theorem4.10. We first consider the cumulative characteristic of all ances-
tors. From Condition 4.4, for any i € H we have _E )(O) O(n) as n — oo and hence
E|supv") (nt)/n?| < E[n 22" (0)] - 11" (c0) 0.
>0
For ¢ € H and j € ‘H;, we now prove that the cumulative impact of all type-: offspring born
by type-j parents can be ignored. Indeed, since (;(¢, ) is non-decreasing in ¢, by Lemma 5.6
we have for j € H,

nt
E sup — /Cz s,u )(ds du <C/¢, (00, u)v (")(du)

te(0,1]



58

=C- Tgn)(oo) -m@),

v

which goes to 0 as n — oo since m( ), 0; see Condition 4.3. Similarly, the cumulative
characteristic of immigrants also can be ignored, i.e.,

nt
E sup — /C, N( )(ds du <—/Cl (00, u) }")(du)

t€[0,1]
C

(n) (n)
== .7 -m'
— T (00) -my;”,

which goes to 0 as n — oco. In conclusion, the asymptotic behavior of Tgn) (nt)/n? is fully
determined by

nt
— / Gi(nt — s, u)Ni(n) (ds,du),
o Ju
whose weak convergence can be obtained by using Theorem 3.15.

5.7. Proof for Theorem 4.13. Let Cp;,(R2.) be the space of Lipschitz continuous func-
tions on Ri with compact support, which is dense in Cy (Ri) From Theorem 9.1 in [23,
p.142], it suffices to prove that the following two claim hold.

(a) The sequence {ARE% /n :t>0},>1 satisfies the compact containment condition, i.e.,
for any 1, T > 0 there exists a compact set I',, 7 C M(R%) such that

1an(n AR("tGFnT fort € [0, T]) >1—n;

n>1

(b) For any f € Cpip(R?), the sequence {ARZ m( )/n :t>0},>1 converges weakly to
Ef(t) - Phri(f) :t >0} in D([0,00),R) as n — oc.

Indeed, forany f € Crip(R%) or f =1, we have ARZ(-Z)(f) =T (¢) with Péz) (T(t,y) =
f(t,y —1t)-1gy_450y) = 1. In this case, we have ||T(y)||: + [ T(y)||Tv < C(1 +y) for any
y > 0. By Condition 4.12, we see that Condition 4.6 is satisfied with

1T = / dt / g — 1) 1m0y P (dy)
/ / £, z>7>§:><t+dz>
_>/ dt/ ftZPLz(t+dZ) mLz PARz(f)

as n — oo. By Theorem 4.7 and Corollary 4.8, we have

= ARE%(meLZm B(1) - Praa(F) = E5(1) - Prna(f),

in D([0, 00), R) as n — oo. Here we have got claim (b). By the Skorokhod representation
theorem, we may assume

{ARZ nt( )/TL t> O}TL>1 a_S> :* PAR z(f)
in D([0,00),R). In particular, by Proposition 1.17 in [42, p.328] and the continuity of =,

a.8. —

{ARznt( )/t > 0> =5 =7 PARZ( ),
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uniformly on compacts. For any 7" > 0 and € (0, 1), there exists a constant X > 0 such that

P< sup — ARE%( )§K> >1—n

te[0,1] T

and hence claim (a) holds. Here we have got the first convergence result in Theorem 4.13.
Similarly as in (28), we have Py ;(dy,R1) = Pyp Z(RJF, dy) = Py ;(dy). Hence the second

n)

desired convergence result follows from the fact that .AZ + and R(t are marginal measures

of AR( . Finally, the third desired convergence result follows directly from the first one
together w1th the facts that

£ (dy) = / Os42(dy) AR\ (ds,dz) and St (dy) Pl i(ds, dz) = Py (dy).
R2 R%
APPENDIX: STOCHASTIC DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS DRIVEN BY
H#-SEMIMARTINGALES

In this section we give a brief introduction to stochastic differential equations driven by
infinite-dimensional semimartingales; readers may refer to [53] for more details. Let H be an
arbitrary, separable Banach space endowed with norm || - ||. We now give the definition of
H# -semimartingales.

DEFINITION A.24. Y is an (.%;)-adapted H -semimartingale, if it is a stochastic pro-
cess indexed by H x R such that

e foreach f € H, {Y (f,t):t >0} is a cadlag (.%;)-semimartingale with Y (f,0) = 0;
e foreacht >0, a1, -, €ERand fq,---, f, € H,

Y<Zakfk,t> =N Y (fiot)
k=1 k=1

Let Hy be a dense subset of H and Sy the collection of H-valued stochastic processes of
the form

m
X(t):=> &(t)er with &(1) Zm ek (), >0,
k=1
where m > 1 ©1, ,cpm € Hp, {T }i>o is a sequence of non-decreasing (.%;)-stopping

times and 77 € Rd is 7 r-measurable. For any X € Sy, we define

- kZ:l /O Euls)dY (1, pr), 120,

The H-semimartingale Y is standard if
Hy = {sup\X_ Y (s)]: X €S, sup || X (s)|lm < 1}
s<t s<t

is stochastically bounded for each ¢ > 0. In this case, for any H-valued cadlag process X, we
can find a sequence { X “}.~o C Sp such that as e — 0,

sup || X(t) - X#®)||[g30 and X_-Y = lim X° .Y
te[0,T] =0+
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exists a.s. in the sense that sup;cjo 77| X - - Y () — X< - Y ()] 2 0. Moreover, the limit
process X _ - Y is cadldg, independent of { X “}.~( and called the stochastic integral of X
with respect to Y. For any (.%;)-stopping time o, we have

X_Y(tNho)=X7-Y(t) and X7(t):= X_(t)l[oﬂ)(t), t>0.
DEFINITION A.25. We say a sequence of H-semimartingales {Y ;,}n>1 is uniformly
tight if {H,, + }»>1 is uniformly stochastically bounded for any ¢ > 0 with #,, ; is defined as

H: with Y replaced by Y,.
Moreover, we say it converges weakly to Y and write Y,, = Y if

(Yol f1)s - Yulfn)) S (Y (1) Y (f)),

in D([0,00),R™) as n — oo, forany m > 1 and fy,--- , f,, € H.

APPENDIX: PROOF FOR PROPOSITION 5.1

We first have |<;3£f)(A)‘ < HQ%ZL) |2 for any n > 1 and X € R. Moreover, for any € > 0 we
can find a nonnegative smooth function ¢.(¢) on R satisfying that Hqﬁgf ) gellzr < e and
gellTv < ||¢§Z") |lrv. Denote by g, the Fourier transform of g.. Then we have

16T O)] < 5 () = eV + 30| < 163 = gellr + [3:)]-

By the differentiation property of Fourier transform, we have

(n)
A L% 0 X lgellrv _ 10" llmv
(M) =+ “=-ge(t)dt andh (M) < < :
Ge(N) )\/0 e 59 (t)dt and hence |ge(N)| By o

From these estimates and the arbitrariness of €, we have \(52") M) < H(b;") |lrv/|A| and hence

18X )] < 16 121 A %

The first inequality in (33) follows directly from (12).
We now start to prove the second inequality in (33). From the hypothesis (H2) and Condi-
tion 3.1, there exist constants ng > 1 and Ty > 0 such that for any n > ny,

0 . oo 1 . i
/ t@(i )(t)dt < / toi(t)dt < g i and / t¢z(.z. )(t)dt > 3 .oy,
0

T() TO 4
Since cos(z) > 1/2 for any |x| < 1, we have for any |\| < 1/Ty,

A vl T e gl
8)\/0 sin(At)e;;’ (t)dt /0 cos(At) - t- ¢y, (t)dt

1w > () 3
> Y _ ( > g
_/0 5 t(;ﬁ“ (t)dt /0 tgb“ (t)dt ~ 16 o

By the mean value theorem, we have for any |A| < 1/Tj,
=800 2| [ sin00el 0| > 501
0

Here we have proved the desired result for |A\| < 1/T}. For |A| > 1/T}, from Proposition 5.1,
there exists a constant Ay > 0 such that

M) <= andhence [1—@MM(\)|>

)

N | —
N | —
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for any n > 1 and |A| > Ag. It is obvious that the desired result follows if 1/7y > A\ and then
the proof ends. If 1/7) < Ao, it suffices to prove (33) holds for A € [1/T}, \o]. Notice that

11— ()] >1- / - cos(M) ™ (#)dt =: 1 — FM()).
0

The continuity of F(™ induces that \,, := arg MAax| \|e[1/To,\o] F(™()) is well defined. For
any 7" > 0, since cos(t) <1 we have

T 00
(57) FM()\,) < / cos(Ant) ™ (£)dt + / o () at
0 T

Using the hypothesis (H2) again, we can choose 7" > 0 large enough such that
sup/ ¢y (H)dt < — / t-¢i(t)dt < =
n>1.JT T Jr 2
and hence
T
- M) (g > L
%gfl/o ¢ ()dt 2 5.
By the periodicity of cos(A,t), we have

[TAn/(27)]

T (2km+7/2) /A
(58) / cos(Ant) o (t)dt < / cos(Ant) o\ (£)dt.
0 (

k=0 2km—m/2)/An

We now start to analyze the maximum of the sum above. Notice that cos(\,,t) is unimodal on
each interval [(2km — 7/2) /A, (2kw + 7/2)/A,,] for any k > 0 with the maximum arrived

at the point 2kx /\,,. Thus the more weight of gbgl) is distributed around the local maximum
points, the larger the sum above will be. To obtain the maximum of the summation in (58) we

should split the weight of fOT (;52(-?) (t)dt uniformly around these maximum points. In precise,
we choose T' > 0 large enough such that

I Y R o
20|65 ey - ([TAn/(2m)] + 1)

From the previous observation and the fact that cos(A,t) < 1, we have for any k& > 0,

(2km+7/2)/An (2km+Rx, )/ An
/ cos(t)off () < 6 lrv [ cos(Ant)dt
(

2km—m/2)/ An (2km—Rx,,)/An
(n) Rx,,
= M/ cos(t)dt
An “R.,

et sin(R,,)
T TA/2m)]+1 Ry,

Taking this back into (58) and then (57), we have
F(y,) < 50 RA / &M ( dt+/ o™

n

and hence

f 11— >1— 11674 1_sm /
|>\‘1>111/T| ¢ ( )‘ - ”(bu ”L +< ¢“
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3

From the fact that \,, € (1/7p, \o) for any n > 1 and sup,,>, Hqﬁgf) |lTv < oo, we have

ngf1 Ry, >0 andhence sup sin(Ry,) <1
nz

n>1 R,

Consequently, there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that for any

inf inf 1= ™) > Co(IAl A1),
n“z“now;nlm‘ P ] 2 GolAIA )

Putting all estimates above together, we can immediately get the desired result with Cs :=
(307/16) A (1/2) A Cyp. O
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