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Long-time behaviour of supercritical finite circular mechanism branch-
ing processes

Junping Li1,∗, Guangdong University of Science & Technology; Central South University
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Abstract

Let {Za∗b
n : n ≥ 0} be a discrete-time branching process with circular mechanism a ∗ b. For

mechanism a, the offspring distribution is {a j : j ≥ 0}. For mechanism b, the offspring distribution is

{b j : j ≥ 0}. Let ma =
∞
∑

j=0

ja j and mb =
∞
∑

j=0

jb j. The extinction property of such branching processes

is first studied. It is proved that Wn = Za∗b
n /Γn ( Γn = (mamb)k for n = 2k and Γn = (mamb)kma

for n = 2k + 1) is an integrable martingale and hence converges to some random variable W. Then,

under assumption that a0 = b0 = 0, a1, b1 > 0 and a j, b j , 1 for any j ≥ 1, we study the rates of

convergence to zero as k → ∞ of

P(|
Za∗b

2k+1

Za∗b
2k

− ma| > ε), P(|
Za∗b

2k

Za∗b
2k−1

− mb| > ε),

P(|Wk −W | > ε),

P(|
Za∗b

2k+1

Za∗b
2k

− ma| > ε | W ≥ δ), P(|
Za∗b

2k

Za∗b
2k−1

− mb| > ε | W ≥ δ)

for ε > 0 and δ > 0 under various moment conditions on {a j} and {b j}. 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 [20] investigated a branching process with immigration which only
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occurs at state zero. Chen [7] and Chen, Li & Ramesh [8] considered general branching processes

with or without resurrection. Li & Chen [11] 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 (Ω,F , P) be a probability space and denote

P = {a = {ak}∞k=0 : ak ≥ 0,∀k ≥ 0 and

∞
∑

k=0

ak = 1}, (1.1)

i.e., P is the set of all probability distributions on Z+. Obviously, P is a Borel subset of Banach

space l∞. An element a ∈ P is also called a branching mechanism in a branching model, which is

the offspring distribution of the particles in the system. For any a = {ak}∞k=0
∈P , define

f (a; s) =

∞
∑

k=0

ak sk, |s| ≤ 1.

Denote ma = f ′(a; 1) =
∑∞

k=0 kak and ρa the smallest nonnegative root of f (a; s) = s.

Let {ξn : n ≥ 0} be sequence of measurable mappings from (Ω,F , P) to (P ,B), where B is the

Borel σ-algebra generated by the subspace product topology. Obviously, ξ = {ξn : n ≥ 0} can be

regarded as the environmental process.

Definition 1.1. (i) A Z+-valued process {Zn : n ≥ 0} is called a branching process in random

environment ξ, if it satisfies

E[sZn+1 | Fn(ξ)] = [ f (ξn; s)]Zn , |s| ≤ 1, n ≥ 0

where

Fn(ξ) = σ(Zk, ξi : 0 ≤ k ≤ n, i ≥ 0)

(ii) If ξ = {ξn : n ≥ 0} is Markovian, then {(Zn, ξn) : n ≥ 0} is a Markovian process. {Zn : n ≥ 0} is

called a branching process in Markovian environment ξ.

Definition 1.2. Let {Zn : n ≥ 0} be a branching process in random environment ξ, where ξ = {ξn :

n ≥ 0}. If for any n ≥ 0, there exist a
(n) ∈ P such that ξn = a

(n), then {Zn : n ≥ 0} is called a

branching process in deterministic environment {a(n)}∞
n=0

. In particular, if there further exists m such

that a
(n) = a

(k) if n = k mod(m + 1), then {Zn : n ≥ 0} is called a branching process with circular

branching mechanism, or is simply called an a
(0) ∗ · · · ∗ a

(m)-Galton-Watson process in the following.
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In this paper, we mainly consider the long-time behaviour of a
(0) ∗ · · · ∗ a

(m)-Galton-Watson pro-

cesses. For the sake of convenience, we only consider the case of a∗b-Galton-Watson processes,

where a, b ∈P . The general case can be similarly discussed.

Let {Za∗b
n : n ≥ 0} be an a∗b-Galton-Watson process. Obviously, {Za∗a

n : n ≥ 0} is just the Galton-

Watson process with single branching mechanism a. In the following, {Za∗a
n : n ≥ 0} is rewritten as

{Za

n : n ≥ 0} and {Zb∗b
n : n ≥ 0} is rewritten as {Zb

n : 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

P(|
Za∗b

2k

Za∗b
2k−1

− mb| ≥ ε | Za∗b
0 = 1), P(|

Za∗b
2k+1

Za∗b
2k

− ma| ≥ ε | Za∗b
0 = 1) (1.2)

and

P(|Wk −W | ≥ ε | Za∗b
0 = 1) (1.3)

as k → ∞, where Wk = Za∗b
k
/Γk.

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 = {ak}∞k=0
∈ P , f (a; s) is a convex increasing function on [0, 1]. If ma ≤ 1

then f (a; s) > s for all s ∈ [0, 1) and f (a; s) = s has exactly one root 1 on [0, 1]. Furthermore, if

ma < 1 then 1 is a simple root while if ma = 1, then 1 is a root of multiplicity 2. If ma > 1, then

f (a; s) = s has exactly two roots ρa and 1 on [0, 1] with 0 ≤ ρa < 1 such that f (a; s) > s for s ∈ [0, ρa)

and f (a; s) < s for s ∈ (ρa, 1). Both ρa and 1 are simple.

For a = {ak}∞k=0
, b = {bk}∞k=0

∈ P , let ρa, ρb, ρab and ρba denote the smallest nonnegative roots of

f (a; s) = s, f (b; s) = s, f (a; f (b; s)) = s and f (b; f (a; s)) = s, respectively.

Lemma 2.2. (i) ρab = f (a; ρba) and ρba = f (b; ρab).

(ii) If ma · mb ≤ 1, then ρ
ab
= ρ

ba
= 1.

(iii) If ma · mb > 1 and ρa = ρb, then

ρ
ab
= ρ

ba
= ρ

a
.

(iv) If ma · mb > 1 and ρa < ρb, then

ρa < ρab < ρba < ρb.
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Proof. Define

α(s) = f (a; f (b; s)), β(s) = f (b; f (a; s))

and α1(s) = α(s), αn(s) = α(αn−1(s)), n ≥ 2 and β1(s) = β(s), βn(s) = β(βn−1(s)), n ≥ 2. Then

ρab = αn(ρab) = f (a; f (b;αn−1(ρab))) = f (a; βn−1( f (b; ρab)).

Noting that βn−1( f (b; ρab)) → ρba yields ρab = f (a; ρba). Similarly, ρba = f (b; ρab). (i) is proved. (ii)

follows from α′(1) = β′(1) = ma · mb ≤ 1.

If ma · mb > 1, then α′(1) = β′(1) = ma · mb > 1 and hence ρab, ρba < 1. If further ρa = ρb, then

ρa = ρb < 1 and

α(ρa) = f (a; f (b; ρb)) = f (a; ρb) = f (a; ρa) = ρa.

Similarly, β(ρa) = ρa. Hence, ρab = ρba = ρa. (iii) is proved.

Now, we prove (iv). it is obvious that ρab, ρba < 1 since ma ·mb > 1. If ρa < ρb < 1, by the property

of f (a; s) and f (b; s),

α(ρa) = f (a; f (b; ρa)) > f (a; ρa) = ρa

and

α(ρb) = f (a; f (b; ρb)) = f (a; ρb) < ρb.

Hence, ρa < ρab < ρb.

If ρa < ρb = 1, by the property of f (a; s) and f (b; s),

α(ρa) = f (a; f (b; ρa)) > f (a; ρa) = ρa

and hence, ρa < ρab < ρb = 1. The proof is complete. � �

Let {Za∗b
n : n ≥ 0} be a a∗b-Galton-Watson process with Za∗b

0
= 1, where a = {an}∞n=0

, b = {bn}∞n=0
∈

P . It is easy to see that Za∗b
n can be rewritten as



















Za∗b
2k+1
=
∑Za∗b

2k

i=1
X

(a)

2k,i
, k ≥ 0,

Za∗b
2k+2
=
∑Za∗b

2k+1

i=1
X

(b)

2k+1,i
, k ≥ 0,

where {X(a)

2k,i
: k ≥ 0, i ≥ 1} and {X(b)

2k+1,i
: k ≥ 0, i ≥ 1} are independent identically distributed random

variable sequences with probability distribution P(X
(a)

2k,1
= j) = a j and P(X

(b)

2k+1,1
= j) = b j respectively.

Moreover, {X(a)

2k,i
: k ≥ 0, i ≥ 1} is independent with {X(b)

2k+1,i
: k ≥ 0, i ≥ 1}.

Define



























f0(ab; s) = s,

f2n+1(ab; s) = f2n(ab; f (a; s)), n ≥ 0,

f2n+2(ab; s) = f2n+1(ab; f (b; s)), n ≥ 0.

(2.1)
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Theorem 2.1. Let {Za∗b
n : n ≥ 0} be an a∗b-Galton-Watson process. Then

(i) The probability generating function of Za∗b
n is given by

E[sZa∗b
n ] = fn(ab; s). (2.2)

(ii) The mean and variance of Za∗b
n are given by

E[Za∗b
n ] =















mk, i f n = 2k,

mkma, i f n = 2k + 1
(2.3)

and

Var(Za∗b
n ) =



























σ2mk−1(mk−1)m2
a

(m−1)
+ σ2

amk, n = 2k + 1
σ2mk−1(mk−1)

(m−1)
, n = 2k

σ2
a, n = 1

(2.4)

where σ2
a = Var(Za

1
), σ2

b
= Var(Zb

1
), m = mamb and σ2 = σ2

am2
b
+ σ2

b
ma.

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

E[sZa∗b
1 ] = E[sX

(a)

0,1] =

∞
∑

k=0

ak sk = f (a; s) = f1(ab; s).

If n = 2, then

E[sZa∗b
2 ] = E[s

∑
Za∗b

1
i=1

X
(b)

1,i ] =

∞
∑

j=0

P(Za∗b
1 = j) · E[s

∑ j

i=1
X

(b)

1,i ] = f (a; f (b; s)) = f2(ab; s).

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

E[sZa∗b
2k+1] = E[s

∑
Za∗b

2k
i=1

X
(a)

2k,i] =

∞
∑

j=0

P(Za∗b
2k = j) · (E[sX

(a)

2k,1]) j = f2k(ab; f (a; s)) = f2k+1(ab; s).

Similarly, if n = 2k + 1, then E[sZa∗b
2k+2] = f2k+2(ab; s). Therefore, (i) is proved.

Now we prove (ii). By (2.1),

E[Za∗b
2k+1] = f ′2k(ab; 1) · f ′(a; 1) = ma · f ′2k(ab; 1), k ≥ 0,

E[Za∗b
2k+2] = f ′2k+1(ab; 1) · f ′(b; 1) = mb · f ′2k+1(ab; 1), k ≥ 0,

which implies (2.3) since E[Za∗b
0

] = 1 and E[Za∗b
1

] = ma. On the other hand,

d2 f
2k+1

(ab; s)

ds2
= f ′′2k(ab; f (a; s)) · ( f ′(a; s))2 + f ′2k(ab; f (a; s)) · f ′′(a; s), k ≥ 0.
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Denote Vn = E[Za∗b
n (Za∗b

n − 1)]. Then

V2k+1 = V2k · m2
a + mk · (σ2

a − ma + m2
a), k ≥ 0.

Similarly,

V2k+2 = V2k+1 · m2
b + mkma · (σ2

b − mb + m2
b), k ≥ 0.

By the above two equalities,

V2k+2 = m2 · V2k + mkm2
b · (σ2

a − ma + m2
a) + mkma · (σ2

b − mb + m2
b)

= m2 · V2k + mk(m2
bσ

2
a − mmb + m2 + maσ

2
b − m + mmb)

= m2 · V2k + mk(σ2 + m2 − m), k ≥ 0,

which implies

V2k =
mk−1(mk − 1)σ2

m − 1
+ m2k − mk, k ≥ 0

and

V2k+1 =
mk−1(mk − 1)m2

aσ
2

m − 1
+ m2km2

a − mkma + mkσ2
a, k ≥ 0.

Hence,

Var(Za∗b
2k ) = V2k + mk − m2k =

mk−1(mk − 1)σ2

m − 1
, k ≥ 0

and

Var(Za∗b
2k+1) = V2k+1 + mkma − m2km2

a =
mk−1(mk − 1)m2

aσ
2

m − 1
+ mkσ2

a, k ≥ 0.

The proof is complete. � �

Define

Yn = Za∗b
2n , n ≥ 0 and Hn = Zb∗a

2n , n ≥ 0.

It is easy to see that {Yn : n ≥ 0} and {Hn : n ≥ 0} are Galton-Watson processes with offspring

generating functions α(s) = f (a; f (b; s)) and β(s) = f (b; f (a; s)), respectively. The probability

generating function αn(s) of Yn is given by

α0(s) = s, α1(s) = α(s), αn+1(s) = α(αn(s)), n ≥ 0.

The probability generating function βn(s) of Hn is given by

β0(s) = s, β1(s) = β(s), βn+1(s) = β(βn(s)), n ≥ 0.

The smallest nonnegative roots of α(s) = s and β(s) = s are ρab and ρba.

The following lemma is due to Athreya and Ney [5] and the proof is omitted.
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Lemma 2.3. Suppose that a0 + a1 < 1, b0 + b1 < 1.

(i) α(s) and β(s) are strictly convex and increasing on [0, 1];

(ii) αn(s) ↑ ρab as n → ∞ for s ∈ [0, ρab), while αn(s) ↓ ρab as n → ∞ for s ∈ (ρab, 1); Similarly,

βn(s) ↑ ρba as n→∞ for s ∈ [0, ρba), while βn(s) ↓ ρba as n→ ∞ for s ∈ (ρba, 1).

Theorem 2.2. Let {Za∗b
n : n ≥ 0} be an a∗b-Galton-Watson process. Then the extinction probability

of {Za∗b
n : n ≥ 0} with Za∗b

0
= 1 is ρab, which is the smallest nonnegative root of α(s) = s.

Proof. By Theorem 2.1, we only need to prove that lim
n→∞

fn(ab; s) = ρab for all s ∈ (0, 1). Without

loss of generality, we assume a0, b0 < 1. Since

f1(ab; s) = f (a; s)

f2(ab; s) = f (a; f (b; s)) = α(s).

Recursively,

f2n(ab; s) = αn(s),

f2n+1(ab; s) = αn( f (a; s)).

Since f (a; s) < 1 for all s ∈ [0, 1), by Lemma 2.3, we know that

lim
n→∞

f2n(ab; s) = lim
n→∞

f2n+1(ab; s) = ρab.

Hence, lim
n→∞

fn(ab; s) = ρab for all s ∈ (0, 1). The proof is complete. � �

3. Limit properties

In this section, we study the limit properties of Za∗b
n . Since a and b are fixed, we omit the labels a,

b to rewrite Za∗b
n as Zn in the following.

By Markov property, we have

E[Zn+1 | σ(Z0, Z1, · · · , Zn)] =















ma · Z2k, n = 2k

mb · Z2k+1, n = 2k + 1.

Define

Wn =
Zn

Γn

,

where

Γn =















mk, i f n = 2k

mkma, i f n = 2k + 1.

It can be proved that Wn is an integrable martingale and hence converges to some random variable W.
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Theorem 3.1. Suppose that ma,mb > 1, σ2
a, σ

2
b
< ∞, and Z0 = 1. Then

(i) lim
n→∞

E[(Wn −W)2] = 0;

(ii) E[W] = 1,Var(W) = σ2

m2−m
;

(iii) P(W = 0) = ρab.

Proof. From (2.4),

E[W2
n ] =

E[Z2
n]

Γ2
n

=















σ2(1−m−k)

m2−m
+

σ2
a

mkm2
a
+ 1, n = 2k + 1

σ2(1−m−k)

m2−m
+ 1, n = 2k

and hence, sup
n

E[W2
n ] = lim

n
E[W2

n ] = σ2

m2−m
+ 1 < ∞. Now by standard martingale theory [6], (i) and

(ii) follow.

If r = P(W = 0) then E[W] = 1 implies r < 1. Furthermore,

r = lim
n→∞

P(Wn = 0) = lim
n→∞

P(Zn = 0) = ρab.

The proof is complete. � �

By the proof of Theorem 2.2, we know that for any s ∈ [0, 1), fn(ab; s)→ ρab as n → ∞. We shall

now study the convergence rate. Define

Qn(s) =
fn(ab; s) − ρab

γn

, (3.1)

where

γn =















[ f ′(a; ρba) · f ′(b; ρab)]k, n = 2k,

[ f ′(a; ρba) · f ′(b; ρab)]k · f ′(a, ρba), n = 2k + 1.

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that m > 1. Then

lim
n→∞

Q′2k(s) = Q′(s) (3.2)

exists for 0 ≤ s < 1 and Q′(s) > 0 for all s ∈ [0, 1). Furthermore, lim
s→ρab

Q′(s) = 1 and

Q̃′(s) := lim
n→∞

Q′2n+1(s) = Q′( f (a; s)) · f ′(a; s)

f ′(a; ρba)
. (3.3)

Proof. Obviously,

Q′n(s) =
f ′n(ab; s)

γn

=















α′
k
(s)

[ f ′(a;ρba)· f ′(b;ρab)]k , n = 2k,
α′

k
( f (a;s))

[ f ′(a;ρba)· f ′(b;ρab)]k · f ′(a;s)

f ′(a;ρba)
, n = 2k + 1.

(3.4)

Since m = mamb = f ′(a; 1) · f ′(b; 1) = α′(1) > 1, by Theorem 1.11.1 of Arthreya [5], We know that

lim
n→∞

α′n(s)

[ f ′(a; ρba) · f ′(b; ρab)]n
= Q′(s)



Short title 9

exists for all s ∈ [0, 1) and Q′(s) > 0 for all s ∈ [0, 1). Furthermore, lim
s→ρab

Q′(s) = 1. Hence, by (3.4),

Q̃′(s) > 0 (s ∈ [0, 1)) and lim
s→ρba

Q̃′(s) = 1.

The proof is complete. � �

Now define

Q(s) =

∫ s

ρ
ab

Q′(x)dx, f or 0 ≤ s < 1,

Q̃(s) =

∫ s

ρ
ba

Q̃′(x)dx, f or 0 ≤ s < 1.

Then we have

Corollary 3.1. If m > 1. Then,

lim
n→∞

Q2n(s) = Q(s).

and

lim
n→∞

Q2n+1(s) = Q̃(s).

Proof. By the bounded convergence theorem,

Q2n(s) = Q2n(s) − Q2n(ρab) =

∫ s

ρ
ab

Q′2n(x)dx→ Q(s).

and

Q2n+1(s) = Q2n+1(s) − Q2n+1(ρba) =

∫ s

ρ
ba

Q′2n+1(x)dx→ Q̃(s).

The proof is complete. � �

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















Q( f (a; s)) = f ′(a; ρba) · Q̃(s),

Q̃( f (b; s)) = f ′(b; ρab) · Q(s),
(3.5)

subject to

Q(ρab) = 0, Q̃(ρba) = 0 and lim
s→ρab

Q′(s) = 1, lim
s→ρba

Q̃′(s) = 1. (3.6)

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

Q2k(s) =
f2k(ab; s) − ρab

γ2k

=
f2k−1(ab; f (b; s)) − ρab

γ2k−1 · f ′(b; ρab)
=

Q2k−1( f (b; s))

f ′(b; ρab)
.

Taking limits on both sides yields the second equality of (3.5). The first equality of (3.5) can be

similarly proved.
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As for the uniqueness, note that if (Q(s), Q̃(s)) and (Q0(s), Q̃0(s)) are two solutions of (3.5) subject

to (3.6), then

|Q̃(s) − Q̃0(s)| = f ′(a; ρba)−1|Q( f (a; s)) − Q0( f (a; s))|
= f ′(a; ρba)−1 f ′(b; ρab)−1 · |Q̃( f (b; f (a; s))) − Q̃0( f (b; f (a; s)))|
= γ−1

2k
|Q̃( f

2k
(ba; s)) − Q̃0( f

2k
(ba; s))|

≤ |Q̂2k(s)| ·
{

|1 − Q̃( f2k(ba; s))

f2k(ba; s) − ρba

| + |1 − Q̃0( f2k(ba; s))

f2k(ba; s) − ρba

|
}

, (3.7)

where

Q̂n(s) =
fn(ba; s) − ρba

γ′n
,

γ′n =















[ f ′(b; ρab) · f ′(a; ρba)]k, n = 2k,

[ f ′(b; ρab) · f ′(a; ρba)]k f ′(b; ρab), n = 2k + 1.

Now for any s ∈ [0, 1), f2k(ba; s)→ ρba and

lim
k→∞

Q̃( f2k(ba; s))

f2k(ba; s) − ρba

= lim
s→ρba

Q̃′(s) = 1, lim
k→∞

Q̃0( f2k(ba; s))

f2k(ba; s) − ρba

= lim
s→ρba

Q̃′0(s) = 1.

Similarly, we have

|Q(s) − Q0(s)| ≤ |Q̂2k−1(s)| ·
{

|1 − Q( f2k−1(ab; s))

f2k−1(ab; s) − ρab

| + |1 − Q0( f2k−1(ab; s))

f2k−1(ab; s) − ρab

|
}

, (3.8)

and

lim
k→∞

Q( f2k−1(ab; s))

f2k−1(ab; s) − ρab

= lim
s→ρab

Q′(s) = 1, lim
k→∞

Q0( f2k−1(ab; s))

f2k−1(ab; s) − ρab

= lim
s→ρab

Q′0(s) = 1.

On the other hand, by a similar argument of Theorem 3.2 and Corollary 3.1, we know that limk→∞ Q̂2k(s)

and limk→∞ Q̂2k+1(s) exist and are finite for all s ∈ [0, 1). Therefore, by (3.7) and (3.8), we have

Q(s) = Q0(s) and Q̃(s) = Q̃0(s) for all s ∈ [0, 1). The proof is complete. � �

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

Q(s) =

∞
∑

k=0

qksk, s ∈ [0, 1) and Q̃(s) =

∞
∑

k=0

q̃ksk, s ∈ [0, 1). (3.9)

4. Large deviation

We now discuss the large deviation rates of {Zn : n ≥ 0}. By Theorem 2.1, we know that E{sZn |
Z0 = 1} = fn(ab; s). In the following, we study the rate of convergence of fn(ab; s) and its inverse

gn(ab; s) as n→ ∞.

For convenience of our discussion, we assume that

a0 = b0 = 0, a j, b j , 1, ∀ j ≥ 0 and ma = f ′(a; 1),mb = f ′(b; 1) < ∞

in the following.
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Proposition 4.1. Let a0 = b0 = 0, a1, b1 > 0. Then ρa = ρab = ρba = ρb = 0 and there exist

0 ≤ q j < ∞, 0 ≤ q̃ j < ∞ ( j ≥ 1) with q1 = q̃1 = 1 such that

lim
n→∞

f2n(ab; s)

(a1b1)n
=

∞
∑

j=1

q js
j ≡ Q(s) < ∞, s ∈ [0, 1) (4.1)

and

lim
n→∞

f2n+1(ab; s)

(a1b1)na1

=

∞
∑

j=1

q̃ js
j ≡ Q̃(s) < ∞, s ∈ [0, 1). (4.2)

Furthermore, (Q(s), Q̃(s)) is the unique solution of the functional equations















Q( f (a; s)) = a1Q̃(s)

Q̃( f (b; s)) = b1Q(s)

subject to

Q(0) = 0, Q̃(0) = 0; Q(s), Q̃(s) < ∞; Q(1), Q̃(1) = ∞.

Consequently, for all 1 ≤ i, j < ∞,

lim
n→∞

P(Z2n = j|Z0 = i)

(a1b1)in
= q

∗(i)
j

(4.3)

and

lim
n→∞

P(Z2n+1 = j|Z0 = i)

(a1b1)inai
1

= q̃
∗(i)
j
, (4.4)

where q
∗(i)
j

, q̃
∗(i)
j

satisfy
∑∞

j=1 q
∗(i)
j

s j = Qi(s) and
∑∞

j=1 q̃
∗(i)
j

s j = Q̃i(s) for s ∈ [0, 1).

Proof. All the assertions excepting (4.3) and (4.4) follow directly from Theorems 3.2-3.3 and

Corollary 3.1. while (4.3) and (4.4) follow from (4.1) and (4.2) since E[sZn |Z0 = i] = (E[sZn |Z0 =

1])i = f i
n(ab; s). � �

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 (∆; g(∆; s)) = s f or 0 ≤ s < ∞, ∆ = a, b.

For 0 ≤ s ≤ 1, g(a; s), g(b; s) are well defined and g(a; s), 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; s0)] and s ∈ [1, f (b; s0)] respectively and

g(a; s), g(b; s) ≤ s. Let gn(ab; s) and gn(ba; s) be the inverse functions of fn(ab; s) and fn(ba; s)

respectively. It is easy to see that



























g1(ab; s) = g(a; s)

g2n(ab; s) = g(b; g2n−1(ab; s)), n ≥ 1

g2n+1(ab; s) = g(a; g2n(ab; s)), n ≥ 0

and



























g1(ba; s) = g(b; s)

g2n(ba; s) = g(a; g2n−1(ba; s)), n ≥ 1

g2n+1(ba; s) = g(b; g2n(ba; s)), n ≥ 0.

Moreover, gn(ab; s) and gn(ba; s) are nondecreasing with n for s ∈ [0, 1] and nonincreasing with n for

s ∈ [1, f (a; s0)] and s ∈ [1, f (b; s0)] respectively.

The next proposition shows that the rate of convergence of gn(ab; ·) is geometric.
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Proposition 4.2. Let f (a; s0) < ∞ for some s0 > 1. Then, for 1 ≤ s ≤ f (a; s0), we have gn(ab; s), gn(ba; s) ↓
1 and

Rn(s) := Γn · (gn(ab; s) − 1) ↓ R(s), (4.5)

R̃n(s) := Γ̃n · (gn(ba; s) − 1) ↓ R̃(s), (4.6)

where Γ̃n = mnΓ−1
n and (R(·), R̃(·)) is the unique solution of the functional equations















R( f (a; s)) = maR̃(s),

R̃( f (b; s)) = mbR(s),
s ∈ [1, f (a; s0)] (4.7)

subject to















0 < R(s), R̃(s) < ∞ f or s ∈ [1, f (a; s0)],

R(1) = R̃(1) = 0, R′(1) = R̃′(1) = 1.
(4.8)

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(| Z2k

Z2k−1
− mb| > ε) and P(|Z2k+1

Z2k
− ma| > ε).

Theorem 4.1. If a0 = b0 = 0, a1, b1 > 0 and f (a; s0)+ f (b; s0) < ∞ for some s0 > 1. Let ε > 0. Then

there exists λ ∈ (0, 1) such that

φa(n, ε) = P(|Xn − ma| > ε) = o(λn) as n→ ∞, (4.9)

φb(n, ε) = P(|Yn − mb| > ε) = o(λn) as n→ ∞, (4.10)

where Xn =
∑n

i=1 Xi

n
being the mean of n i.i.d. r.v. {Xi} with distribution {a j}, and Yn =

∑n
i=1 Yi

n
being the

mean of i.i.d. r.v. {Yi} with distribution {b j}. Furthermore,

lim
k→∞

1

ak
1
bk

1

P(|Z2k+1

Z2k

− ma| > ε | Z0 = 1) =

∞
∑

j=1

φa( j, ε)q j < ∞ (4.11)

and

lim
k→∞

1

ak
1
bk−1

1

P(|
Z2k

Z2k−1

− mb| > ε | Z0 = 1) =

∞
∑

j=1

φb( j, ε)q̃ j < ∞, (4.12)

where {q j} and {q̃ j} are defined via Q(s) =
∑∞

j=0 q js
j and Q̃(s) =

∑∞
j=0 q̃ js

j (0 ≤ s < 1), being the

unique solution of functional equations















Q( f (a; s)) = a1Q̃(s)

Q̃( f (b; s)) = b1Q(s)

subject to

Q(0) = 0, Q̃(0) = 0 and lim
s→0

Q′(s) = 1, lim
s→0

Q̃′(s) = 1.
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Proof. First note that

φa(n, ε) = P(|Xn − ma| > ε)

≤ P(α
∑n

i=1 Xi > αn(ma+ε)) + P(β
∑n

i=1 Xi > βn(ma−ε))

≤ [α−(ma+ε) f (a;α)]n + [β−(ma−ε) f (a; β)]n

for any α > 1 and β < 1. To prove (4.9), we only need to show that α
−(ma+ε)

0
f (a;α0) < 1, β

−(ma−ε)

0
f (a; β0) <

1 for some α0 > 1 and β0 < 1. Indeed, consider

F(α) = f (a;α) − αma+ε.

It is easy to know F(1) = 0, and F′(α) = f ′(a;α) − αma+ε−1(ma + ε). When α ↓ 1, we have F′(α) →
ma−(ma+ε) < 0. Thus, there exists α0 > 1 such that f (a;α0) < αma+ε

0
, and hence α

−(ma+ε)

0
f (a;α0) < 1.

Similarly, consider

G(β) = f (a; β) − βma−ε.

Then we have G(1) = 0, and G′(β) = f ′(a; β) − βma−ε−1(ma − ε). When β ↑ 1, we have G′(β) →
ma − (ma − ε) > 0. Thus, there exists β0 < 1 such that β

−(ma−ε)

0
f (a; β0) < 1. (4.9) is proved. Similarly,

(4.10) holds true.

Next prove (4.11) and (4.12). By branching property,

P(|Z2k+1

Z2k

− ma| > ε|Z0 = 1) =

∞
∑

j=1

P(Z2k = j)P(|Z2k+1

Z2k

− ma| > ε | Z2k = j)

=

∞
∑

j=1

P(Z2k = j)P(|
∑ j

i=1
Xi

j
− ma| > ε)

=

∞
∑

j=1

P(Z2k = j)φa( j, ε).

Let h2k( j) = φa( j, ε)P(Z2k = j)a−k
1

b−k
1

. Take C such that φa( j, ε) ≤ Cλ j. Then

h2k( j) ≤ Cλ jP(Z2k = j)a−k
1 b−k

1 =: r2k( j).

Hence
∞
∑

j=1

r2k( j) =

∞
∑

j=1

Cλ jP(Z2k = j)a−k
1 b−k

1 = C f2k(ab; λ)a−k
1 b−k

1 → CQ(λ) < ∞.

Thus
∑∞

j=1 h2k( j) < ∞ and h2k( j)→ φa( j, ε)q j.

P(|
Z2k

Z2k−1

− mb| > ε | Z0 = 1) =

∞
∑

j=1

P(Z2k−1 = j)P(|
Z2k

Z2k−1

− mb| > ε | Z2k−1 = j)

=

∞
∑

j=1

P(Z2k−1 = j)P(|
∑ j

i=1
Yi

j
− mb| > ε)

=

∞
∑

j=1

P(Z2k−1 = j)φb( j, ε).
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Let h2k−1( j) = φb( j, ε)P(Z2k−1 = j)a−k
1

b−k+1
1

. Take C such that φb( j, ε) ≤ Cλ j. Then

h2k−1( j) ≤ Cλ jP(Z2k−1 = j)a−k
1 b−k+1

1 =: r
2k−1

( j).

Hence

∞
∑

j=1

r2k−1( j) =

∞
∑

j=1

Cλ jP(Z2k−1 = j)a−k
1 b−k+1

1 = C f2k−1(ab, λ)a−k
1 b−k+1

1 → CQ̃(λ) < ∞.

Thus
∑∞

j=1 h2k−1( j) < ∞ and h2k−1( j)→ φb( j, ε)q̃ j. The proof is complete. � �

The next theorem and corollary establish (4.11),(4.12) under conditions weaker than f (a; s0) +

f (b; s0) < ∞ for some s0 > 1.

Theorem 4.2. Assume a0 = b0 = 0, a1, b1 > 0 and that there exist constants Cε and r > 0 such

that a1b1(mamb)r > 1, φa(k, ε), φb(k, ε) ≤ Cε/k
r for all k, where φa(k, ε), φb(k, ε) are defined in

(4.9), (4.10). Then (4.11), (4.12) hold.

Proof. Notice that

P(|Z2n+1

Z2n

− ma| > ε|Z0 = 1) =

∞
∑

k=1

φa(k, ε)P(Z2n = k).

By assumption,

h2n(k) :=
φa(k, ε)P(Z2n = k)

an
1
bn

1

≤ Cε

kr

P(Z2n = k)

an
1
bn

1

=: h′2n(k), say.

By (4.1),

h2n(k)→ qkφa(k, ε) =: h(k), say

h′2n(k)→ Cε

qk

kr

.

If we show that
∞
∑

k=1

h′2n(k)→
∞
∑

k=1

Cε

qk

kr
< ∞,

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

(a−n
1 b−n

1 ) · P(|
Z2n+1

Z2n

− ma| > ε|Z0 = 1) =

∞
∑

k=1

h2n(k)→
∞
∑

k=1

h(k) < ∞.

However,
∞
∑

k=1

1

kr

P(Z2n = k)

an
1
bn

1

=
E[Z−r

2n
]

an
1
bn

1

.

For any nonnegative r.v. X and 0 < p < ∞,

E[X−p] = E[
1

Γ(p)

∫ ∞

0

e−tXtp−1dt] =
1

Γ(p)

∫ ∞

0

E[e−tX]tp−1dt.
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Therefore,

E[Z−r
2n

]

an
1
bn

1

=
1

Γ(r)

∫ ∞

0

f2n(ab; e−t)

an
1
bn

1

tr−1dt =
1

Γ(r)

∫ 1

0

f2n(ab; s)

an
1
bn

1

k(s)ds,

where

k(s) =
| log s|r−1

s
.

Since f2n(ab; s)/(an
1
bn

1
) ↑ Q(s), by the monotone convergence theorem

Γ(r)
E[Z−r

2n
]

an
1
bn

1

↑
∫ 1

0

Q(s)k(s)ds.

So the proof of (4.11) will be complete if we show
∫ 1

0
Q(s)k(s)ds < ∞. Denote l(s) := g(b; g(a; s)).

Then l(s) := g(b; g(a; s)) is the inverse of l̂(s) := f (a; f (b; s)). Let lm(s) and l̂m(s) be the m’th iterate

of l(s) and l̂(s), respectively. Then, lm(l̂m(s)) = s, lm+1(s) ≥ lm(s) and for 0 < s < 1, lm(s) ↑ 1 and

l̂m(s) ↓ 0. Fix 0 < t0 < 1. Then tm = lm(t0) ↑ 1. Also since Q(s) satisfies(3.5), (3.6),

Im =

∫ tm+1

tm

Q(s)k(s)ds =

∫ tm+1

tm

Q̃( f (b; s))

b1

k(s)ds

=

∫ f (b;tm+1)

f (b;tm)

Q̃(u)
k(g(b; u))g′(b; u)du

b1

=

∫ tm

tm−1

Q(s)
k(l(s))l′(s)

a1b1

ds

=

∫ tm

tm−1

Q(s)k(s)
k(l(s))l′(s)

a1b1k(s)
ds.

Since l′(s) = 1/l̂′(s) and | log s|/(1 − s)→ 1 as s ↑ 1,

k(l(s))l′(s)

a1b1k(s)
→

1

a1b1mr
amr

b

,

where ma = f ′(a; 1), mb = f ′(b; 1). Thus if a1b1mr
amr

b
> 1, then for any 0 < (a1b1mr

amr
b
)−1 < λ < 1,

there exists an m0 such that k(l(s))l′(s)/(a1b1k(s)) < λ for s ≥ lm0
(t0). Thus, Im ≤ λIm−1 for m ≥ m0+2.

Hence,

∞
∑

m=m0+2

Im ≤ Im0+1

∞
∑

j=1

λ j < ∞.

Therefore,
∫ 1

0

Q(s)k(s)ds ≤
∫ tm0

0

Q(s)k(s)ds +

∫ 1

tm0

Q(s)k(s)ds < ∞.

On the other hand,

P(| Z2n

Z2n−1

− mb| > ε|Z0 = 1) =

∞
∑

k=1

φb(k, ε)P(Z2n−1 = k).
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By assumption,

h2n−1(k) :=
φb(k, ε)P(Z2n−1 = k)

an
1
bn−1

1

≤
Cε

kr

P(Z2n−1 = k)

an
1
bn−1

1

=: h′2n−1(k), say.

By (4.2),

h2n−1(k)→ q̃kφb(k, ε) =: h(k), say,

h′2n−1(k)→ Cε

q̃k

kr

.

If we show that
∑

k

h′2n−1(k)→
∑

k

Cε

q̃k

kr
< ∞,

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

a−n
1 b−n+1

1 · P(| Z2n

Z2n−1

− mb| > ε|Z0 = 1) =

∞
∑

k=1

h2n−1(k)→
∞
∑

k=1

h(k) < ∞.

However,
∞
∑

k=1

1

kr

P(Z2n−1 = k)

an
1
bn−1

1

=
E[Z−r

2n−1]

an
1
bn−1

1

.

For any nonnegative r.v. X and 0 < p < ∞,

EX−p = E[
1

Γ(p)

∫ ∞

0

e−tX tp−1dt] =
1

Γ(p)

∫ ∞

0

E[e−tX]tp−1dt.

Therefore,

E[Z−r
2n−1]

an
1
bn−1

1

=
1

Γ(r)

∫ ∞

0

f2n−1(ab; e−t)

an
1
bn−1

1

tr−1dt =
1

Γ(r)

∫ 1

0

f2n−1(ab; s)

an
1
bn−1

1

k(s)ds,

where

k(s) =
| log s|r−1

s
.

Since f2n−1(ab; s)/an
1
bn−1

1
↑ Q̃(s), by the monotone convergence theorem

Γ(r)
E[Z−r

2n−1
]

an
1
bn−1

1

↑
∫ 1

0

Q̃(s)k(s)ds.

So the proof (4.12) will be complete if we show
∫ 1

0
Q̃(s)k(s)ds < ∞. Denote η(s) := g(a; g(b; s)) and

η̂(s) := f (b; f (a; s)). Then, η(s) is the inverse of η̂(s). Let ηm(s) and η̂m(s) be the m’th iterate of η(s)



Short title 17

and η̂(s). Then, ηm(η̂m(s)) = s, ηm+1(s) ≥ ηm(s) and for 0 < s < 1, ηm(s) ↑ 1 and η̂m(s) ↓ 0. Fix

0 < t0 < 1. Then tm := ηm(t0) ↑ 1. Also since Q̃(s) satisfies (3.5), (3.6),

Im =

∫ tm+1

tm

Q̃(s)k(s)ds =

∫ tm+1

tm

Q( f (a; s))

a1

k(s)ds

=

∫ f (a;tm+1)

f (a;tm)

Q(u)
k(g(a; u))g′(a; u)du

a1

=

∫ tm

tm−1

Q̃(s)
k(η(s))η′(s)

a1b1

ds

=

∫ tm

tm−1

Q̃(s)k(s)
k(η(s))η′(s)

a1b1k(s)
ds.

Since η′(s) = 1/η̂′(s) and | log s|/(1 − s)→ 1 as s ↑ 1,

(k(η(s))η′(s)/(a1b1k(s))→ 1/(a1b1mr
amr

b),

where ma = f ′(a; 1), mb = f ′(b; 1). Thus if a1b1mr
amr

b
> 1, then for any 0 < (a1b1mr

amr
b
)−1 < λ < 1,

there exists an m1 such that k(η(s))η′(s)/(a1b1k(s)) < λ for all s ≥ ηm1
(t0). Thus, Im ≤ λIm−1 for

m ≥ m1 + 2. Hence,

∞
∑

m=m1+2

Im ≤ Im1+1

∞
∑

j=1

λ j < ∞.

Therefore,
∫ 1

0

Q̃(s)k(s)ds ≤
∫ tm1

0

Q̃(s)k(s)ds +

∫ 1

tm1

Q̃(s)k(s)ds < ∞.

The proof is complete. � �

Corollary 4.1. Assume a1, b1 > 0 and E[(Za

1
)2r+δ|Za

0
= 1], E[(Zb

1
)2r+δ|Zb

0
= 1] < ∞ for some r ≥ 1 and

δ > 0 such that a1mr
a, b1mr

b
> 1. Then (4.11), (4.12) hold.

Proof. Since E[(Za

1
)2r+δ|Za

0
= 1] < ∞ for some r ≥ 1 and δ > 0, we know that

Cr,1 := sup
k

E|
√

k
(Xk − ma)

σa

|2r < ∞.

Then by Markov’s inequality,

φa(k, ε) ≤ E|
√

k(Xk − ma)|2r

(ε
√

k)2r
≤

Cr,1

ε2rkr
.

Similarly,

Cr,2 := sup
k

E|
√

k
(Yk − mb)

σb

|2r < ∞.

Then by Markov’s inequality,

φb(k, ε) ≤
E|
√

k(Yk − mb)|2r

(ε
√

k)2r
≤

Cr,2

ε2rkr
.

Let Cr = max{Cr,1,Cr,2}. Hence, we have φb(k, ε), φa(k, ε) ≤ Cr

ε2rkr . Then applying Theorem 4.2, the

proof is complete. � �
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Now we consider the longtime behaviour of Wn. Let {Z̃n : n ≥ 0} be the b∗a-Galton-Watson process.

Define

W̃n =
Z̃n

Γ̃n

, n ≥ 0,

where Γ̃n = mnΓ−1
n . Similar as Wn, W̃n is also an integrable martingale and hence converges to some

random variable W̃.

Theorem 4.3. Assume that f (a; eθ0), f (b; eθ0) < ∞ for some θ0 > 0. Then there exists θ1 > 0 such that

C1 = sup
n

E[exp(θ1Wn)] < ∞ (4.13)

and

C2 = sup
n

E[exp(θ1W̃n)] < ∞. (4.14)

Proof. Since K := f (a; s0) < ∞ for s0 = eθ0 , we know that f2(ab; s) ≤ K if 0 ≤ f (b; s) ≤ s0, that is,

if 0 ≤ s ≤ g(b; s0). Similarly, f3(ab; s) ≤ K if 0 ≤ f (a; s) ≤ g(b; s0), that is, if 0 ≤ s ≤ g(a; g(b; s0)).

More generally,

fn(ab; s) ≤ K i f 0 ≤ s ≤ gn−1(ba; s0).

Now, since Wn = Zn/Γn, E[eθWn |Z0 = 1] = fn(ab; eθ/Γn). Thus

E[exp(θWn)|Z0 = 1] ≤ K,

if θ ≤ Γn log gn−1(ba; s0). Since gn(ba; s0) ↓ 1, log gn(ba; s0) ∼ (gn(ba; s0) − 1). By Proposition 4.2,

f (a; s0) < ∞ for s0 > 1 implies Γn log gn−1(ba; s0) → maR̃(s0), which is positive and finite. Because

of gn(ba; s0) > 1 for all n ≥ 1, we can choose

θ1 = inf
n
Γn log gn−1(ba; s0) and C1 = K.

(4.13) is proved. (4.14) is similar. The proof is complete. � �

The next result shows that the decay rate of P(|Wn −W | > ε) is supergeometric.

Theorem 4.4. Let f (a; eθ0) + f (b; eθ0) < ∞ for some θ0 > 0. Then there exist constants C4 and λ > 0

such that

P(|Wn −W | > ε | Z0 = 1) ≤ C4 exp(−λε2/3Γ1/3
n ). (4.15)

Proof. First we need two estimates. Denote

φ(θ) = E[exp(θW)] and φ̃(θ) = E[exp(θW̃)],

which are finite for all θ ≤ θ1. So, if {W (i)}∞
1
, {W̃ (i)}∞

1
are respectively i.i.d. copies of W and W̃,

S k =
∑k

i=1(W (i) − 1), S̃ k =
∑k

i=1(W̃ (i) − 1), then for θ ≤ θ1,

E[exp(θ(S k/
√

k))] = (φ(
θ
√

k
)e−θ/

√
k)k = (1 +

1

k

(φ(θ/
√

k)e−θ/
√

k − 1)

(θ2/k)
θ2)k,
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E[exp(θ(S̃ k/
√

k))] = (φ̃(
θ
√

k
)e−θ/

√
k)k = (1 +

1

k

(φ̃(θ/
√

k)e−θ/
√

k − 1)

(θ2/k)
θ2)k.

However, since

lim
u→0

(φ(u)e−u − 1)/u2 =
1

2
Var(W) < ∞

and

lim
u→0

(φ̃(u)e−u − 1)/u2 =
1

2
Var(W̃) < ∞,

we have

sup
|u|≤1

|(φ(u)e−u − 1)/u2| =: c1 < ∞

and

sup
|u|≤1

|(φ̃(u)e−u − 1)/u2| =: c2 < ∞.

If θ2 = min(θ1, 1), c = max(c1, c2), then

sup
|θ|≤θ2

|φ(θ/
√

k)e−θ/
√

k|k, sup
|θ|≤θ2

|φ̃(θ/
√

k)e−θ/
√

k|k ≤ ec =: C3.

We have used the fact that for x > 0, (1 + x/k)k ≤ ex.

Now we proceed with the proof the Theorem 4.4. We begin by noting that (see Theorem 2 on page

55 of Arthreya [5])

W −Wn = lim
m→∞

(Wn+m −Wn)

=































1
Γn

Zn
∑

j=1

(W̃ ( j) − 1), i f n is odd,

1
Γn

Zn
∑

j=1

(W ( j) − 1), i f n is even,

where W ( j) (or W̃ ( j) 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 {Zn}. By conditional independence,

P(W −Wn > ε|Z0, Z1, · · · , Zn) =















ψ̃(Zn, Γnε), i f n is odd,

ψ(Zn, Γnε), i f n is even,

where ψ(k, η) = P(S k ≥ η), ψ̃(k, η) = P(S̃ k ≥ η). However,

P(S k ≥ η) = P(
S k√

k
≥

η
√

k
) ≤ C3 exp(−

θ2η√
k

) (by our estimate),

and

P(S̃ k ≥ η) ≤ C3 exp(−
θ2η√

k
).
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Thus,

P(W −Wn > ε) =















E[ψ̃(Zn, Γnε)], i f n is odd

E[ψ(Zn, Γnε)], i f n is even

≤ C3E[exp(−
θ2Γnε√

Zn

)]

= C3E[exp(−θ2εΓ
1/2
n

1
√

Wn

)].

For λ > 0,

E[exp(−λ(1/
√

Wn))] = λ

∫ ∞

0

e−λuP(
1
√

Wn

≤ u)du

= λ

∫ ∞

0

e−λuP(Wn ≥
1

u2
)du

≤ λC1

∫ ∞

0

e−λu exp(−
θ1

u2
)du (by Theorem 4.3)

= C1

∫ ∞

0

e−t exp(−θ1λ
2

t2
)dt.

Thus,

P(W −Wn > ε) ≤ C3C1

∫ ∞

0

e−t exp(−
θ1λ

2
n

t2
)dt,

where λn = θ2εΓ
1/2
n . However, for λ > 0,

I(λ) :=

∫ ∞

0

e−te−λ
2/t2dt =

∫ k(λ)

0

+

∫ ∞

k(λ)

≤ exp(−
λ2

k2(λ)
) + e−k(λ).

Choose k(λ) = λ2/3. Then I(λ) ≤ 2 exp(−λ2/3). Thus

P(W −Wn > ε) ≤ 2C3C1 exp(−(
√

θ1θ2εΓ
1/2
n )2/3) = C4 exp(−λΓ1/3

n ε2/3),

where C4 = 2C3C1, λ = (
√
θ1θ2)2/3. Similar arguments hold for P(Wn − W > ε). The proof is

complete. � �

The next result shows that, conditioned on W being positive, the rate of decay of P(|Zn+1

Zn
−Dn| > ε |

W ≥ δ) is supergeometric.

Theorem 4.5. Let f (a; eθ0) + f (b; eθ0) < ∞ for some θ0 > 0. Then there exist constants C5 and λ > 0

such that for all ε > 0, δ > 0, we can find 0 < I(ε) < ∞ such that

P(|
Zn+1

Zn

− Dn| > ε | W ≥ δ) ≤ C5 exp(−δγI(ε)Γn)

+C4 exp(−λ(δ(1 − γ))2/3Γ1/3
n ),

(4.16)

where

Dn =















mb, i f n is odd

ma, i f n is even
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for every 0 < γ < 1 and hence (for γ = 1/2)

P(|Zn+1

Zn

− Dn| > ε | W ≥ δ) ≤ C6 exp(−λ(δ/2)2/3Γ1/3
n ). (4.17)

Proof. It is easy to see that

P(|Zn+1

Zn

− Dn| > ε | W ≥ δ)

= P(|Zn+1

Zn

− Dn| > ε,W ≥ δ)
1

P(W ≥ δ)

= pδ[P(|Zn+1

Zn

− Dn| > ε,Wn ≤ δγ,W ≥ δ) + P(|Zn+1

Zn

− Dn| > ε,Wn ≥ δγ,W ≥ δ)]

=: pδ(δn1 + δn2),

where 0 < γ < 1 and pδ = 1/P(W ≥ δ). Clearly,

δn2 ≤ P(|Zn+1

Zn

− Dn| > ε,Wn ≥ δγ) ≤ C5 exp(−δγI(ε)Γn),

where C5 and I(ε) are such that P(|Yk| ≥ ε) ≤ C5e−kI(ε), P(|Xk| ≥ ε) ≤ C5e−kI(ε) and Yk =
∑k

i=1 Yi

k
, {Yi}

being i.i.d. as Zb

1
− mb, Xk =

∑k
i=1

Xi

k
, {Xi} being i.i.d. as Za

1
− ma. (Such C5 and I(ε) exist by Chernoff

type bounds since f (a; eθ1), f (b; eθ1) < ∞ for some θ1 > 0). Now

δn1 ≤ P(W −Wn ≥ δ(1 − γ))

≤ C4 exp(−λ(δ(1 − γ))2/3Γ1/3
n ) (by Theorem 4.4).

Therefore,

P(|Zn+1

Zn

− Dn| > ε|W ≥ δ)

≤ pδ(C5 exp(−δγI(ε)Γn) + C4 exp(−λ(δ(1 − γ))2/3Γ1/3
n ).

Since the only condition on γ is that 0 < γ < 1 and the second term goes to zero slower than the

first term, we can say that there exist C6 and λ (C6 may depend on γ ) such that

P(|Zn+1

Zn

− Dn| > ε|W ≥ δ) ≤ C6 exp(−λ(δ(1 − γ))2/3Γ1/3
n ).

The proof is complete. � �
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