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Abstract

Let {Z** : n > 0} be a discrete-time branching process with circular mechanism a * b. For
mechanism a, the offspring distribution is {a; : j > 0}. For mechanism b, the offspring distribution is

{bj:j=0}. Letm, = }, jajand m, = } jb;. The extinction property of such branching processes
j=0 Jj=0

is first studied. It is proved that W, = Z¢®/T, (T, = (mymp)* forn = 2k and T, = (mamy)*m,
for n = 2k + 1) is an integrable martingale and hence converges to some random variable W. Then,
under assumption that ay = by = 0,a1,by > O and a;,b; # 1 for any j > 1, we study the rates of
convergence to zero as k — oo of
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for £ > 0 and ¢ > 0 under various moment conditions on {a;} and {b;}. It is shown that the rates for
the first two are geometric while the last three rates are always supergeometric under a finite moment
generating function hypothesis.
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1. Introduction

The Markov branching processes (MBPs) play an important role in the classical field of stochastic
processes. The basic property of MBP is the branching property, i.e., different individuals act inde-
pendently when giving birth or death and the system stops when there is no particle in it. The general
discussions of Markov branching processes can be found in Asmussen & Jagers [2]], Asmussen &
Hering [3]], Athreya & Ney [5], Harris [10]. Furthermore, some generalized branching systems are
studied. For example, Yamazato investigated a branching process with immigration which only
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occurs at state zero. Chen and Chen, Li & Ramesh considered general branching processes
with or without resurrection. Li & Chen [[I1] and Li, Chen & Pakes [12] considered branching
processes with state-independent immigration. Li & Liu [14] considered branching process with
migration and immigration. Sevast’yanov [[18] and Vatutin [19] considered the interacting branching
processes. Chen, Li & Ramesh [8]] and Chen, Pollett, Zhang & Li [9] considered weighted Markov
branching process.

It is well-known that the evolution of a branching system is controlled by its branching mecha-
nism. However, in realistic situations, the branching mechanism at different time may be different.
Therefore, the evolution behavior of the system will be controlled by all the branching mechanisms
involved.

In order to clearly describe the model considered in this paper, we first give the following defini-
tions.

Let (QQ, %, P) be a probability space and denote

P =la={a)p: a20,Yk=0and > a =1}, (1.1)

k=0

i.e., & is the set of all probability distributions on Z,. Obviously, /7 is a Borel subset of Banach
space l,. An elementa € &7 is also called a branching mechanism in a branching model, which is
the offspring distribution of the particles in the system. For any a = {a;};2, € &, define

(o)

fla;s) = Zaks", ls] < 1.

k=0

Denote m, = f'(a; 1) = }1-, ka, and p, the smallest nonnegative root of f(a; s) = s.

Let {&, : n > 0} be sequence of measurable mappings from (Q, .%, P) to (<, %), where £ is the
Borel o-algebra generated by the subspace product topology. Obviously, & = {£, : n > 0} can be
regarded as the environmental process.

Definition 1.1. (i) A Z,-valued process {Z, : n > 0} is called a branching process in random
environment &, if it satisfies

E[s"" | Zu©O] = [fEn ), Is1<1, n>0
where
F&) =02, & 0<k<n,i>0)

(i) If &€ = {¢&, : n > 0} is Markovian, then {(Z,,&,) : n > 0} is a Markovian process. {Z, : n > 0} is
called a branching process in Markovian environment &.

Definition 1.2. Let {Z, : n > 0} be a branching process in random environment &, where & = {&, :
n > 0}. If for any n > 0, there exist a”” € £ such that &, = a"™, then {Z, : n > 0} is called a
branching process in deterministic environment {a™} .. In particular, if there further exists m such
that a® = a® if n = k mod(m + 1), then {Z, : n > 0} is called a branching process with circular

branching mechanism, or is simply called an a® = - - - + a”-Galton-Watson process in the following.
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In this paper, we mainly consider the long-time behaviour of a© x - - % a"-Galton-Watson pro-
cesses. For the sake of convenience, we only consider the case of a*b-Galton-Watson processes,
where a,b € &?. The general case can be similarly discussed.

Let {Z%? : n > 0} be an a*b-Galton-Watson process. Obviously, {Z%*% : n > 0} is just the Galton-
Watson process with single branching mechanism a. In the following, {Z7* : n > 0} is rewritten as
{Z® : n > 0} and {Z2" : n > 0} is rewritten as {Z® : n > 0}. The main aim of this paper is to discuss
the extinction property of a*b-Galton-Watson processes and the convergence rates of

axb axb

Z Z!
P2 —myl 2| Z3" = 1), P(—=t —my| 2 €| 25" = 1) (1.2)
Za*b Za*b
2k—1 2k
and
P(W,—W|>e|Zy" =1) (1.3)

as k — oo, where W, = Z,‘:*”/Fk.

Athreya [4] considered the above large deviation rates for supercritical Galton-Watson branching
processes. Based on Athreya [4], Liu & Zhang [[17], Li & Li [15] considered the last decay rates
large deviation results for Galton-Watson process with immigration and show that the last decay rates
are supergeometric. Li, Cheng & Li [13] considered the above three decay rates for single-type
continuous time branching processes.

2. Extinction property of a +b-Galton-Watson processes

In this section, we discuss the basic property and the extinction behaviour of a *b-Galton-Watson
processes. We first give some preliminaries.
The following lemma[2.1]is due to Athreya and Ney [5]] and the proof is omitted.

Lemma 2.1. For any a = {a;};., € &, f(a;s) is a convex increasing function on [0,1]. If m, < 1
then f(a;s) > s forall s € [0,1) and f(a;s) = s has exactly one root 1 on [0, 1]. Furthermore, if
m, < 1 then 1 is a simple root while if m, = 1, then 1 is a root of multiplicity 2. If m, > 1, then
f(a; s) = s has exactly two roots p, and 1 on [0, 1] with 0 < p, < 1 such that f(a; s) > s for s € [0, p,)
and f(a; s) < s for s € (04, 1). Both p, and 1 are simple.

Fora = {ai};20. b = {bi}ioy € 2, let pu, pp, pap and p, denote the smallest nonnegative roots of
fla;s)=s, f(b;s)=s, f(a; f(b;s)) = s and f(b; f(a; s)) = s, respectively.

Lemma 2.2. (i) pu, = f(@; ppa) and ppa = f(B; pap)-
(1) If my-my <1, thenp, =p,, = 1.
(i) If m, - my, > 1 and p, = py, then
pub = pba = pa'

av) If m, - my, > 1 and p, < py, then

Pa < Pab < Pba < Pb-



4 AUTHOR NAMES
Proof. Define
a(s) = fla; f(b;5)), B(s) = f(b; fla;s))
and () = a(s), an(s) = a(@,-1(5)), n =2 and Bi(s) = B(s), Bu(s) = B(Br-1(s)), n = 2. Then
Pab = @n(Pap) = f(@; f(b; @n1(Pap))) = [(@; -1 (f (B3 pav))-
Noting that 8,1 (f(b; pa»)) = Ppa yields pu, = f(@; ppa). Similarly, pp, = f(b; pap). (1) is proved. (ii)
follows from &/(1) = /(1) = m, - my, < 1.

It m, - my, > 1, then o’(1) = B'(1) = m, - m, > 1 and hence pyp, pp, < 1. If further p, = p,, then
0 = pp < 1 and

a(p,) = f(a; f(b; pp) = fla;pp) = f(@;pa) = Pa-

Similarly, B(p,) = p.. Hence, pup = ppa = pa- (iii) is proved.
Now, we prove (iv). it is obvious that p,;,, pp, < 1 since m,-m;, > 1. If p, < p, < 1, by the property
of f(a; s) and f(b; s),

a(p) = f(a; f(b;pa) > f(@;pa) = pa

and

a(pp) = f(a; f(b;pp)) = f(a;pp) < pp.

Hence, p, < pa» < pp-
If p. < p» = 1, by the property of f(a; s) and f(b; s),

a(p,) = f(a; f(b;pa) > f(@;pa) = pa

and hence, p, < pu» < pp = 1. The proof is complete. O O

Let {ZZ*” : n > 0} be a axb-Galton-Watson process with Zg*” = 1, where a = {a,}. ,.b = {b,}", €
2. Itis easy to see that Z*® can be rewritten as

zeb = 37X k>0
2k+1 i=1 2k,i’ =

gasb  _ Zztzlﬁl X(h) k>0
2k+2 i=1 2k+1,i° =

where {Xg‘zi :k>0,i>1}and {X(b) : k > 0,i > 1} are independent identically distributed random

k1,0
variable sequences with probability distribution P(Xé‘,g1 = j)=ajand P(Xg/)c)+1,1 = j) = bjrespectively.
Moreover, {Xé‘,gi -k >0,i > 1} is independent with {Xg,’;l’i ck>0,i>1}.

Define

folab; s) = s,
fons1(ab; s) = fr,(ab; f(a; s)), n>0, (2.1)
fonsa(ab; s) = foni1(ab; f(b; s)), n>0.
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Theorem 2.1. Let {Zz*” : n > 0} be an axb-Galton-Watson process. Then
(i) The probability generating function of Z*** is given by

E[s""] = f,(ab; s). (2.2)

(ii) The mean and variance of Z°* are given by

k ifn=2k
pizeny =" = (2.3)
m‘m,, ifn=2k+1
and
% +o2 mk, n=2k+1

Var(Zgy = { el - = 0k (2.4)

o, n=1

a’

where 0' = Var(Z}), O'h Var(Zb) m = m,m, and 0 = o> mh + O'bma

Proof. We first prove (). If n = 1, then

E[s“"] = E[s = ) as* = f(@: 5) = filab; ).

k=0

If n = 2, then

E[s4" = z.zill*b x" _ N axb _ >Lox\y (e ) — )
[s2°) = E[s% ] = Y Pz = j)- E[s* %] = f(@; f(b; s)) = fo(ab; s).
Jj=0

Suppose (2.2)) holds true for n. Then, if n = 2k, we have

E[“0] = E[s> Zk‘]_ZP(Za*b—J) (L)) = fulab: f(@: ) = foi (@b 5)

Similarly, if n = 2k + 1, then E [sZgZIiZ] = fusa(ab; s). Therefore, (i) is proved
Now we prove (ii). By Z.1),
(2521 = f(ab; 1) - f'(@; 1) = m, - fo(ab; 1), k>0
(Z52,] = frai@b; 1) - £/(b5 1) = my - fy, (ab; 1), k>0

which implies (2.3) since E[Z¢*] = 1 and E[Z**"] = m,. On the other hand

d? b;
% 1(ab; (@ 5)) - (f'(@: ) + fy(ab; f@;5) - f@s), k>0,
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Denote V, = E [Zz*” (Zz*” —1)]. Then
Vors1 = Vor - mz +mk- (cri -m, + mi), k> 0.
Similarly,
Voriar = Vors - mlz7 + mfm,, - (0'2 —mp + m,%), k> 0.
By the above two equalities,

_ 2 k2 2 2 k 2 2
Vokwo = m™ - Vy+m'my, - (0, —m, +m,) + m'm, - (o, — my, +m;)
= mz-V2k+mk(m,30'§—mmb+m2+ma0'%—m+mmb)

= m* Vo +m(c* +m* —m), k>0,

which implies

m —
and
k=1, k 2 0
m~ (m* - Dmio
Vorst C + m*mE - mm, + ma?, k>0
m—1
Hence,
k=1, k 2
. m~'(m* - 1o
Var(Z§?) = Vo + mh —m* = — > k=0
and
k=1, k 2.0
m~ (m* - Dmio
Var(ZgZil) = Voryy + m*m, — m2km2 = 7  + mkoﬁ, k> 0.
m —
The proof is complete. O O
Define

Y,=27%" n>0 and H, =2 n>0.

It is easy to see that {Y, : n > 0} and {H, : n > 0} are Galton-Watson processes with offspring

generating functions a(s) = f(a; f(b;s)) and B(s) = f(b; f(a; s)), respectively. The probability
generating function «,(s) of Y, is given by

ao(s) = s, ai(s) = a(s), au(s) = ala,(s)), n > 0.
The probability generating function 3,(s) of H, is given by

Bo(s) = 5, Bi(s) = B(s), Bus1(s) = B(Bu(s)), n = 0.

The smallest nonnegative roots of a(s) = s and B(s) = s are p,, and pp,.
The following lemma is due to Athreya and Ney [3]] and the proof is omitted.



Short title 7

Lemma 2.3. Suppose that ay +a,; < 1,by + by < 1.

(1) a(s) and B(s) are strictly convex and increasing on [0, 1];

(11) a,(s) T pap as n — oo for s € [0, pyy), While a,(s) | pap as n — oo for s € (0up, 1); Similarly,
Bu($) T ppa as n — o0 for s € [0, ppa), while B,(s) | ppa as n — oo for s € (ppa, 1).

Theorem 2.2. Let {Z®** : n > 0} be an a*b-Galton-Watson process. Then the extinction probability
of {Z%* : n > 0} with Zg*” = 1 is pup, which is the smallest nonnegative root of a(s) = s.

Proof. By Theorem 2.1l we only need to prove that lim f,(ab; s) = p,, for all s € (0, 1). Without

loss of generality, we assume ag, by < 1. Since

filab; s) = f(a; s)
falab; s) = f(a; f(b; 5)) = a(s).

Recursively,

fon(ab; s) = a,(s),
fons1(ab; s) = a,(f(a; s)).

Since f(a;s) < 1 for all s € [0, 1), by Lemma[2.3] we know that
lim fo,(ab; s) = lim f5,.1(ab; s) = pu.

Hence, lim f,(ab; s) = p,, for all s € (0, 1). The proof is complete. O O

3. Limit properties

In this section, we study the limit properties of Zz*” . Since a and b are fixed, we omit the labels a,
b to rewrite Z%* as Z, in the following.
By Markov property, we have

mg - ZZk’ n=2k

ElZyi | 0(Zo. Z0o -+ . Z)] =
(Z11 | 0(Zo, Z, )] {mb'ZZkH, h 2kt L.

Define
W, = Zn
n_rns
where
r - mt, ifn=2k
"\ mfme,  ifn=2k+1.

It can be proved that W, is an integrable martingale and hence converges to some random variable W.
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Theorem 3.1. Suppose that m,,m;, > 1, 0'2, 0'2 < oo, and Zy = 1. Then
(i) lim E[(W,, — W)*] = 0;

(i) E[W] = 1, Var(W) = -
(iii) P(W = 0) = pap.

Proof. From (2.4)),

E[W?] =

201, —k 2
E[Z2] [+ 41, n=2k+1
= 201k ¢
I?2 M+1,n:2k

m2—m

and hence, sup E [W,%] =limE [W,%] = m‘{—_zm + 1 < co. Now by standard martingale theory [6], (i) and
(ii) follow.
If r = P(W = 0) then E[W] = 1 implies r < 1. Furthermore,

r=1lm P(W, =0) = lim P(Z, = 0) = pg.

n—o0

The proof is complete. O O

By the proof of Theorem 2.2] we know that for any s € [0, 1), f,(ab; s) = p., as n — co. We shall
now study the convergence rate. Define

fa(ab; s) — pap

On(s) = 3.1)
where
_ (@) - B n =2k,
b\ @ pnd) - B pa) ) @ pp),  n=2k+ 1
Theorem 3.2. Suppose that m > 1. Then
lim 0%,(s) = Q'(5) (32)
exists for 0 < s < 1 and Q'(s) > 0 forall s € [0, 1). Furthermore, lim Q'(s) = 1 and
S=Pab
~/ : / ’ f,(a; S)
Q'(s):=lim 05,,,(s) = Q'(f(a; 9) - ———. (3.3)
oo 211 f(@; o)
Proof. Obviously,
, . @, (s) _
Q' (s) = —f" (ab; 5) - [f,(a;pém)k'f,(b;pub)]k’ n =2k, (3.4)
n @ (f(a;s)) @) n=2k+1 :
" [ @ppa)- [ Bipa) @)’ :

Since m = mymy, = f'(a; 1)- f'(b; 1) = @’(1) > 1, by Theorem 1.11.1 of Arthreya [3]], We know that

a,(s)

li =0
b Lf"(@; ppa) - [ (B; pap)]” e
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exists for all s € [0, 1) and Q’(s) > O for all s € [0, 1). Furthermore, lim Q’(s) = 1. Hence, by (3.4),

S=Pab

Q'(s)>0(se[0,1) and lim Q'(s) = 1.

$=Pba

The proof is complete. O
Now define |
0(s) = f Q' (x)dx, for 0<s<1,
pub

0(s) = fs Q' (x)dx, for 0<s< 1.
Ppa

Then we have
Corollary 3.1. Ifm > 1. Then,

lim 02,(s) = O().
and

lim Os,1(5) = O(s).

Proof. By the bounded convergence theorem,
Qon(s) = Q2n(8) = Qon(par) = f 0;,(x)dx = O(s).
pub

and

O2n41(8) = Q2411(8) — Q2nr1(0pa) = f 05,1 (0)dx = O(s).

Ppa

The proof is complete. O

Theorem 3.3. (Q(s), O(s)) is the unique solution of the functional equations

O(f(a; 5)) = f'(@; ppa) - O(s),
O(f(b; 8)) = f'(b; pap) - O5),

subject to
0(w) =0, O(ops) = 0and lim Q'(s) =1, lim Q'(s) = 1.
S—Pab

$=Pba

Proof. Substituting f(a; s) or f(b; s) for s in the definition of Q,(s),

Ox(s) =

Yok Y1 f'®ipw) B pw)

Jo(ab; 8) — pap _ fau1(@b; f(B;9)) — par _ Q1 (f(B; S)).

(3.5)

(3.6)

Taking limits on both sides yields the second equality of (3.3). The first equality of (3.3) can be

similarly proved.
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As for the uniqueness, note that if (Q(s), O(s)) and (Qy(s), Qy(s)) are two solutions of (3.3)) subject
to (3.6)), then

10(s) = Oo(s)l = f'(a;pra)” ' 10(f(@; 5)) — Qo(f(@; )|
= f@pp) [ O pw)" - 10(F; fla; 5) — Qo(f(; f(a; 5)))|
= v, |O(f,(ba; 5)) — Oo(f,,.(bas s))|
A O(fox(ba; s)) Oo(fu(ba; 5))
S ] - ="}, 3.7
= 1020 {' Fubas ) —pra T Fulbas ) —pba'} G-D
where ba
O,(s) = m
r_ [f,(b;pab) : f’(a;Pba)]k, n =2k,
LB pw) - @) f B pan), =2k + 1.
Now for any s € [0, 1), for(ba; s) — pp, and
O(fulbass)) <10 - Oo(fulbass) A
koo fo(bas s) — ppa sl_g;u =1 ’}1—{2’ ulba; s) = pra sl_g;u Qo) = 1.
Similarly, we have
A O(for-1(ab; s)) Qo(for-1(ab; s))
- _ {1 = 1- , 3.8
10(s) = Qo($)| < [Q2-1(5)] {| Tr(@bs) —Pab| + | T @b s) —Pab|} (3.8)

and

. O(for-1(ab; s)) S Oo(fu-1(ab;s))
lim = lim Q'(s) =1, lim
k>eo for1(ab; ) — pay,  s—Pa k>eo for1(ab; s) — pay S—’Pub
On the other hand, by a similar argument of Theorem[3.2]and Corollary3.1] we know that lim_,., Qx(s)
and 1imy_, Oo11(s) exist and are finite for all s € [0, 1). Therefore, by (3.7) and (3.8), we have
QO(s) = Qy(s) and O(s) = Qo(s) for all s € [0, 1). The proof is complete. O O

m Qy(s) = 1.

Since Q(s) and Q(s) are limits of power series, we may write

0(s) = qus e[0,1) and Q(s) = qus s e[o,1). (3.9)

k=0

4. Large deviation

We now discuss the large deviation rates of {Z, : n > 0}. By Theorem 2.1 we know that E{s*" |
Zy = 1} = f.(ab; s). In the following, we study the rate of convergence of f,(ab; s) and its inverse
gn(ab; s)as n — oo,

For convenience of our discussion, we assume that

ap=bo=0,a;b;#1,¥j>0and m, = f'(a;1),m, = f'(b; 1) < oo

in the following.
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Proposition 4.1. Let ay = by = 0,a;,by > 0. Then p, = pw = Ppa = p» = 0 and there exist
0<gj<00,0<gj<oo(j=1)withqg, =g =1 such that

 fulabis) 0
Jim TS = ;:1 4,5’ = Q(s) < o0, s€[0,1) 4.1)
and
_ fu(abys) O _ A -
I ey - 277 T 00 < se 0D Y

Furthermore, (Q(s), O(5s)) is the unique solution of the functional equations
O(f(a; ) = a1 O(s)
O(f(b: 5)) = b1 O(s)

subject to
0(0) =0, 0(0) = 0; O(s), O(s) < 003 O(1), O(1) = oo,

Consequently, for all 1 <1, j < oo,

P(Zy, = j|ZO =1) ()

li : 4.3
o (arby)” J )
and P(7 17 .
lim (Zans1 = {| 0 =) _ é*_(i)’ 4.4)
n—00 (albl)mal1 J

where q;(i), Z[;(D satisfy 3,72, qj.(")sj = Q'(s)and 33, Z[;(D s’ = Qi(s) for s € [0, 1).

Proof. All the assertions excepting (4.3) and (£.4) follow directly from Theorems 3.2H3.3] and
Corollary Bl while @3) and @.4) follow from I) and (.2) since E[s*|Zy = i] = (E[s*|Zy =
1) = fi(ab; s). o o

We shall have occasion to use the inverse functions g(a; s) of f(a; s) and g(b; s) of f(b; s) defined

by
f(Ag(A;5) =5 forO<s<oo, A=a,b.

For0 < s < 1, g(a; s), g(b; s) are well defined and g(a; ), g(b; s) > s. Also since f(a; s), f(b;s) > s
for s > 1, g(a; s), g(b; s) are well defined for s € [1, f(a; so)] and s € [1, f(b; so)] respectively and
gla;s),gb;s) < s. Let g,(ab;s) and g,(ba; s) be the inverse functions of f,(ab;s) and f,(ba; s)
respectively. It is easy to see that

gi(ab; s) = g(a; s) gi(ba; s) = g(b; s)
gonlab; s) = g(b; g2,-1(ab;s)), n>1  and 1 g(ba;s) = ga; gr-1(ba; s)), n>1
gon+1(ab; s) = g(a; gon(ab; s)), n>0 8on+1(ba; s) = g(b; gan(ba; s)), n > 0.

Moreover, g,(ab; s) and g,(ba; s) are nondecreasing with n for s € [0, 1] and nonincreasing with n for
s €[1, f(a; so)] and s € [1, f(b; so)] respectively.
The next proposition shows that the rate of convergence of g,(ab; -) is geometric.
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Proposition 4.2. Let f(a; so) < oo for some so > 1. Then, for 1 < s < f(a; o), we have g,(ab; s), g,(ba; s) |
1 and

Ry(s) :=T - (galab; s) — 1) | R(s), 4.5)
Ry(5) := Ty - (gu(bas s) = 1) L R(s), (4.6)

where T, = m”F;1 and (R(-), R(+)) is the unique solution of the functional equations

s € [, f(a; s)] 4.7

R(f(a; 5)) = m,R(s),
R(f(b; 5)) = mR(s),

subject to

{ 0 < R(s), R(s) < 0 for se[l,fa;so)l, “5)

R(1)=R(1)=0, RR(1)=R(1) =1.
The proof of Proposition[4.2]is similar to that of Theorem 3.3 and is omitted.
We now discuss the decay rates of P(|% —my| > &) and P(|Z§LZZ1 —my| > &).

Theorem 4.1. Ifay = by = 0,a;,b, > 0 and f(a; so) + f(b; so) < o for some sy > 1. Let € > 0. Then
there exists A € (0, 1) such that

$a(n, &) = P(X, —mg| > &) = o(1") as n — oo, (4.9)
op(n, e) = P(|Y, — mp| > €) = o(A") as n — oo, (4.10)
where X, = # being the mean of n i.i.d. rv. {X;} with distribution {a }, and Y, = % being the

mean of i.i.d. rv. {Y;} with distribution {b;}. Furthermore,

. 1 ZZk+l N .
lim —P -my|>elZy=1)= W(J,8)q; < o 4.11
fim “rpP(Z = —mid > 12 =) ;M )a; .11)
and
1imLP(|ﬂ—m|>s|z :1):i¢(j8)51~<oo (4.12)
koo a D\ 2oy ’ 0 = A = ’ '

where {q;} and {G;} are defined via Q(s) = ¥, q;s’ and O(s) = 20 gjs' (0 < s < 1), being the
unique solution of functional equations

O(f(@; $) = a10(s)
O(f(b; 5)) = b1QO(s)

subject to
Q(0) =0, O(0) = 0 and lim Q'(s) =1, lim Q'(s) = 1.
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Proof. First note that

ba(n, &) = P(X,, — my| > &)
S P(aZ;;lXi > an(ma+8)) + P(ﬂz;;lxi >ﬁn(ma_8))
[ fl@: )" + 67" f(@: B))"

forany @ > 1 and B < 1. To prove (4.9)), we only need to show that a(_)(m“S) fla; ap) < 1, Ba(m“_s) f(a;Bo) <
1 for some @y > 1 and By < 1. Indeed, consider

F(a) = f(a;a) — a™*°.

It is easy to know F(1) = 0, and F’(a) = f'(a;a) — & '(m, + £). When « | 1, we have F'(a) —
—(m,+¢€) < 0. Thus, there exists ap > 1 such that f(a; o) < &y, and hence oza(m“s) fla;ap) < 1.
Slmllarly, consider

GPB) = f@,p)-p"*
Then we have G(1) = 0, and G’'(B) = f'(a;8) — B '(m, — ). When 8 T 1, we have G’'(B) —
m, — (m, — &) > 0. Thus, there exists By < 1 such that ,88('"“_8) f(a;Bo) < 1. @.9) is proved. Similarly,
#@.10) holds true.
Next prove (4.11)) and @.12). By branching property,

P( ;"“ mal > o2 = 1) = 3 P2 = PPIZL —myl > &1 23 = J)
2k = Lo
o0 ]
= ) Pz = )P —mg| > &)

1

.
Il

M

P(Zy = )da(J, &)

.
Il
—

Let hy(j) = @u(j, €)P(Zoy = j)a;*bi*. Take C such that ¢,(j, &) < CA/. Then
ho(J) < CAUP(Zoy = jay*bi* =1 ru(j).

Hence

(o8]

D) = ) CUPZy = jai'bi* = Cfulab; Vai'bi* — CO) < eo.

j=1 =1
Thus 3772, ho(j) < o0 and hyr(j) = ¢a(js €)g;-

Mg

P(I —mp| >&|Zy=1)= ) P(Zy-1 = J)P(I

1 2kl

_mhl > & | Zog-1 = )
Zok-

.
Il

J

L my| > )

M

P(Zy-1 = )HF(
1

.
Il

M

P(Zy-1 = DPu(Js &).

.
Il
—
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Let hy_1(j) = ¢p(j, )P(Zoy—1 = j)a;*b;**!. Take C such that ¢,(j, &) < CA/. Then

hoi-1(j) < CAP(Zy—y = jay* by =:r, ().

Hence
()= Y CAPZycy = pai*bi™! = Cfuci(ab, Ha* b — COW) < .
=1 =1
Thus Zj’;l hok-1(j) < oo and hy—1 (j) = ¢(Jj, €)G;. The proof is complete. O O

The next theorem and corollary establish @.11)),(@.12) under conditions weaker than f(a; so) +
f(b; s9) < oo for some 59 > 1.

Theorem 4.2. Assume ay = by = 0,a,,b; > 0 and that there exist constants C. and r > 0 such
that aiby(m,mp)" > 1, ¢.(k, &), ¢pk,e) < C./k" for all k, where ¢,(k, &), ¢p(k,e) are defined in
@9), @10). Then @110, @12) hold.

Proof. Notice that

Zon -
PUZ = mi > elzo = 1) = ) dulk. £)PZ, = k).
2n =1

By assumption,

¢u(k, )P(Zy, = k) < Ce P(Zy, = k)
a'bl ~km alby

ho, (k) = =: h),(k), say.

By @.1),

ho(k) = qroa(k, €) =: h(k), say
%me@%

r

If we show that - -
’ gk
D1k = Y Con < oo,
=1 =1
then by a slight modification of the Lebesque dominated convergence theorem, we get that

ZZn+ 1
ZZn

(@"by") - PUZ = mal > lZg = 1) = ) hay(k) > > (k) < oo.
k=1

k=1

However,
O 1 P(Z,=k)  ElZ),
ik ayb) an)

For any nonnegativer.v. X and 0 < p < oo,

E[X"’]:E[%p) e"Xt”‘ldt]:%p) f E[e ™" ' ds.
0 0
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Therefore,

E[Z)] fon(ab; e™) - f fon(ab; s)
g F(r)f R Ve ST

where

Since f,(ab; s)/(a[b}) T O(s), by the monotone convergence theorem

I'(r) "b” T f O(s)k(s)ds.
So the proof of (@.11)) will be complete if we show fol Q(s)k(s)ds < oo. Denote I(s) := g(b; g(a; s)).
Then I(s) := g(b; g(a; s)) is the inverse of i(s) = f(a; f(b;s)). Let [,,(s) and lAm(s) be the m’th iterate
of I(s) and [(s), respectively. Then, /,,(/,,(s)) = s, Ly1(s) = [,(s) and for 0 < s < 1, [,,(s) T 1 and
[,(s) 1 0.Fix0<1ty<1.Thent, =1,(t) T 1. Also since Q(s) satisfies(3.3), (3.6),

=" owkwas= [ L&D z(;b; D (s)ds
Im tm 1
f(bitms1) 5 k b b d k(1 I
:f o) (8( u))g( u)du f 0(s) ((S)l); (S)
fbitm) a\ o
™ k(l(S))l’(S)
= tle( k() ———— a1b k() ds.
Since I'(s) = l/i’(s) and |log s|/(1—s) > lass T 1,
k(I(s)HI'(s) R 1
alblk(s) alblmgm;)’

where m, = f'(a; 1), my = f’(b;1). Thus if a;bym;m;, > 1, then for any 0 < (alblmflm;)_l <A<,
there exists an my such that k(I(s))!’(s)/(a1b1k(s)) < A for s > L, (ty). Thus, I,, < Al,,—; form > my+2.
Hence,

Z I, <1m0+1211<oo

m=mgy+2

Therefore,
tmo

1 1
f O()k(s)ds < Q(s)k(s)ds + O($)k(s)ds < 0.
0

0 -

On the other hand,

P(I

zzn =l > elZo = 1) = Z by, £)P(Zop_y = k).
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By assumption,

¢p(k, &)P(Zry-1 = k) < %P(ZZn 1 k)

th l(k) - a'b'~ r njn—
ayby : k ayby :

=1y, 1 (0,

By @.2),

hon—1(k) = Gedp(k, €) =: h(k), say,
Ky, (k) — cg%.

r

Zhgn 1(k)—>ZC—<oo

then by a slight modification of the Lebesque dominated convergence theorem, we get that

If we show that

ptl o p - Zo=1 =) hy(k h(k .
a, b, (|ZZn—1 mp| > €lZy = 1) ;2 1()*;()<00

However,

i lP(ZZn—l = k) _ E[ZZ_n l]
=k aib! aiby!

For any nonnegativer.v. X and 0 < p < oo,

1 o 1 ©
EX? = EF[— f e XPld] = —— f E[e™ ™" dt.
Iﬂ(l?) 0 F(P) 0

Therefore,

E(Z) ] fon-r@@bse™y 1 ' fou-i(ab; s)
-5 f s k(s)ds,

arb! arb! RGN

where

1 r—1
k(s) = LogS
S

Since f>,_1(ab; s)/ a’l’b'f‘1 1 O(s), by the monotone convergence theorem

I'(r) ,,lj;;f 1 f O(s)k(s)ds.

So the proof (@.12]) will be complete if we show fol O(s)k(s)ds < oo. Denote 1(s) := g(a; g(b; s)) and
n(s) := f(b; f(a; s)). Then, n(s) is the inverse of 7(s). Let n7,,(s) and 7,,(s) be the m’th iterate of 7(s)
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and 7(s). Then, 17,,(,,(5)) = 8, Qus1(s) = nu(s) and for 0 < s < 1, p,(s) T 1 and 7,(s) | 0. Fix
0 <ty < 1. Then t,, := n,,(ty) T 1. Also since Q(s) satisfies (3.3)), (3.6),

= [ oskeas= [ wk(s)ds
tm tm 1
F@tr) N n ,
:f Q(u)k(g(a’u))g (a; u)du _ Q(S)k(ﬂ(s))ﬂ (S)ds
f(@stn) ai foe1 aib,
= . O($)k(s) a1b k(o) ds.

Since n'(s) = 1/7/(s) and | log s|/(1 —s) = lass T 1,
(k(m(s)n'(s)/(a1bik(s)) — 1/(abymm,),

where m, = f'(a; 1), m;, = f'(b; 1). Thus if a;bym;m; > 1, then for any 0 < (alblmZmZ)‘l <A<,
there exists an m; such that k(n(s))n’(s)/(a1bik(s)) < A for all s > n,, (). Thus, I,, < Al,_; for
m > m; + 2. Hence,

i Ly < Loy iai < oo,
j=1

m=mj+2
Therefore, 1 1
tm
f Oks)ds < | O(s)k(s)ds + f O(s)k(s)ds < oo,
0 0 tml
The proof is complete. O O

Corollary 4.1. Assume a;, b, > 0 and E[(Z‘f)2’+5|Zg =1], E[(Z’f)2’+5|Zg = 1] < oo for some r > 1 and
§ > 0 such that a\m, bym, > 1. Then @.11)), @.12) hold.

Proof. Since E [(Z‘;)2’+5|Zg = 1] < oo for some r > 1 and 6 > 0, we know that

Y — g
C,i:=supE] \/l;M
k g

a

|2r < 0.

Then by Markov’s inequality,

E\WNkXi = mo)P” _ Cry
(8 \/E)b = gk’

Palk, &) <

Similarly,

Y, —
C,» := sup E| \/%M
k

|2r < 0.
ap

Then by Markov’s inequality,
E|VK(Yy =) Cro
(8 \/12)2’ - 82rkr'
Let C, = max{C,,,C,,}. Hence, we have ¢(k, ), ¢a(k,£) < ==. Then applying Theorem &2 the

g2rer*
proof is complete. O O

dp(k, &) <
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Now we consider the longtime behaviour of W,. Let {Z, : n > 0} be the b+a-Galton-Watson process.
Define

W,=—, n>0,

SN

where I, = m"T";!. Similar as W,, W, is also an integrable martingale and hence converges to some
random variable W.

Theorem 4.3. Assume that f(a; e®), f(b; e®) < oo for some 6y > 0. Then there exists 6, > 0 such that

Cy = sup E[exp(6; W,)] < oo (4.13)

and
C, = sup E[exp(6, W,)] < co. (4.14)

Proof. Since K := f(a; sy) < oo for sy = €%, we know that f>(ab; s) < K if 0 < f(b; 5) < s0, that is,
if 0 < s < g(b; sp). Similarly, f3(ab; s) < Kif 0 < f(a; s) < g(b; s¢), thatis, if 0 < s < g(a; g(b; sp)).
More generally,

fulab;s) < K if 0<s<g,(ba;sp).

Now, since W, = Z,/T,, E[?""|Zy = 1] = f,(ab; ™). Thus
Elexp(6W,)|Zy = 1] < K,

if 0 < T,logg,_(ba; so). Since g,(ba; sy) | 1, logg,(ba; so) ~ (g.(ba; sy) — 1). By Proposition [4.2]
f(a; so) < oo for sy > 1 implies I', log g, (ba; so) — m,R(sy), which is positive and finite. Because
of g,(ba; sy) > 1 for all n > 1, we can choose

6, =infl',log g, (ba; sy) and C, = K.

#@.13) is proved. (@.14)) is similar. The proof is complete. mi i
The next result shows that the decay rate of P(|W,, — W| > &) is supergeometric.

Theorem 4.4. Let f(a;e®) + f(b; e®) < oo for some 6y > 0. Then there exist constants C4 and A > 0
such that
P(W, —W|>¢|Zy=1) < Cyexp(—1*°T}). (4.15)

Proof. First we need two estimates. Denote
¢(0) = E[exp(0W)] and $(0) = E[exp(6W)],
which are finite for all & < ;. So, if (W@}, {W@}* are respectively i.i.d. copies of W and W,

Sp=S (WP -1),5, =3 (WO - 1), then for 0 < 6,

-0/ Vk _
Elexpl0S 1/ V)] = (et oy = (14 LOCNO T 1)

02 k,
N7 K@ )
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y i _ (g, 1@/ N - 1)
Elexp(@(S1/ VI = (B2 = (L4 3 ==

6>k,

However, since

lim(¢(u)e™ — D/u? = %Var(W) < 00

and
~ 1 -
lin3(¢(u)e_” - D/u’ = EVar(W) < 00,
we have
sup |(@p(u)e™ — 1)/u’| =: ¢; < o0
lul<1
and

lstlzzl(é(u)e‘” — D/t =: 3 < oo.

If 6, = min(6;, 1), ¢ = max(cy, c;), then

sup |6(8/ Ve ¥\, sup 168/ Vie™® ¥ < ¢ =: Cs,

[01<6> 101<62

We have used the fact that for x > 0, (1 + x/k)* < e*.
Now we proceed with the proof the Theorem 4.4l We begin by noting that (see Theorem 2 on page
55 of Arthreya [3]])

W—-W,=limW,., —W,)

Zy
1 507 . .
T g‘l(W(}) —-1), ifnisodd,
= 7 .
I_Ln _ZI(W(J) - 1), ifniseven,
j:

where WO (or WY if n is odd) is the limit r.v in the line of descent initiated by the j’th parent of the
n’th generation of {Z,}. By conditional independence,

W(Z,,T,e), if nisodd,

P(W—Wn>8|Z(),Zl,'“,Zn): ' '
',[/(Zn, [e), lf niseven,

where y(k,n) = P(S, > n),y(k,n) = P(S; > n). However,

S 0
PSr=2n) = P(—k > i) < C; exp(—ﬂ) (by our estimate),

Vi Vi Vk
and

_ 0
PS> 1) < C exp(—%).
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Thus,

E[J(Z,,T,&), if nis odd
EW(Z,,T,8)], if nis even

)]

PW—-W, > ¢) = {
021",,8
VZ,

1
= C3E[exp(—026F,ll/2\/—W_n)].

< C3E[exp(—

For A > 0,

00 1
E —A1/ AW )] =2 —Aup
[exp(—=A(1/ VW,))] fo e P( Nooa

n

< u)du

« 1
= ﬂf e "P(W, > —z)du
0

u

« 0
< AC, f e exp(——;)du (by Theoremd.3)
0 u
« 0,12
=C f e exp(—lt—z)dt.
0

Thus,
0,1

2
7,

P(W-W, > &) < C3C, f e 'exp(—
0

where A, = 02.91",1,/ 2, However, for 4 > 0,

PRy R r kD)
I(1) := f e'e N dt = f +f < exp(— )+ e .
0 0 k() k()

Choose k(1) = A>3, Then I(1) < 2 exp(—=A%?). Thus

P(W = W, > &) < 2C5C) exp(—(1/0160,eTV)*3) = Cy exp(-aT3&23),

where Cy = 2C3C;, 1 = (V6,6,)*3. Similar arguments hold for P(W, — W > &). The proof is
complete. O O

The next result shows that, conditioned on W being positive, the rate of decay of P(|% -D,| > ¢&|
W > §) is supergeometric.

Theorem 4.5. Let f(a; e®) + f(b; e®) < oo for some 6y > 0. Then there exist constants Cs and A > 0
such that for all € > 0, 6 > 0, we can find 0 < I(g) < oo such that

Zn+1
—-D,|>e|W2=06) < Csexp(—dyl(e)l,
Z | | ) < Csexp(=oyl(e)l,) 4.16)

+ Cyexp(—=A(S(1 — y)*°TL3),

P(

where
, ifnisodd
D, = {mb ifniso

my, ifniseven
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for every 0 <y < 1 and hence (fory =1/2)

Zn+l

P(——= =Dyl >&| W26 <Cq exp(—=1(5/2)*°T1/3), (4.17)
Proof. 1Itis easy to see that
Z,
P Z“ —D,|>e| W26
Zn+l
= P -D,|>eW>6)——
= > & P > 8)
Z, Z,
= pslP( Z“ —D,| > &, W, <5y, W >6)+ P Z“ - D,| > & W, > 8y, W > §)]

n n

=1 ps(0u1 +0i2),
where 0 <y < 1 and ps = 1/P(W > 6). Clearly,

Z,
6 < P Z“

n

- Dnl > g, Wn > 67) < C5 exp(_dyl(g)rn)a

_ _ _ [
where Cs and I(g) are such that P([Y,] > &) < Cse ™M@, P(X\| > &) < Cse™M® and Y, = 2= (v,

k
J— k .
being i.i.d. as Z* — my, X, = 225 (X,} being i.i.d. as Z¢ — m,. (Such Cs and I(g) exist by Chernoff

type bounds since f(a; e™), f(b; e’) < oo for some 6; > 0). Now

6n1 SP(W—Wn 26(1 _’)/))
< Cyexp(=A(S(1 = y))* T3 (by Theoremd.3).

Therefore,

Zn+l
Z,
< ps(Cs exp(—=6yI(e)l,) + Cyexp(=A(5(1 — )T,

F(| —D,| > &lW > 9)

Since the only condition on ¥y is that 0 < ¥ < 1 and the second term goes to zero slower than the
first term, we can say that there exist C¢ and A (C¢ may depend on vy ) such that

Z,
P(|Z—+1 — D,| > glW > 6) < Csexp(=A(5(1 — y)*°TL).

n

The proof is complete. O O
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