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We study the high temperature phase of a family of typed branching
diffusions initially studied in [Astérisque 236 (1996) 133-154] and [Lecture
Notes in Math. 1729 (2000) 239-256 Springer, Berlin]. The primary aim is to
establish some almost-sure limit results for the long-term behavior of this par-
ticle system, namely the speed at which the population of particles colonizes
both space and type dimensions, as well as the rate at which the population
grows within this asymptotic shape. Our approach will include identification
of an explicit two-phase mechanism by which particles can build up in suf-
ficient numbers with spatial positions near —y¢ and type positions near 1/t
at large times . The proofs involve the application of a variety of martingale
techniques—most importantly a “spine” construction involving a change of
measure with an additive martingale. In addition to the model’s intrinsic inter-
est, the methodologies presented contain ideas that will adapt to other branch-
ing settings. We also briefly discuss applications to traveling wave solutions
of an associated reaction—diffusion equation.

1. Introduction. In this article we will consider a certain family of typed
branching diffusions that have particles which move (independently of each other)
in space according to a Brownian motion with variance controlled by the particle’s
type process. The type of each particle evolves as an Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process
and this type also controls the rate at which births occur. The particular form of
this model permits many explicit calculations, but throughout we will strive to de-
velop techniques that rely on general principles as much as possible, so they might
readily adapt to other situations. This model was previously considered in [12,
13]; these papers form essential foundations for this work, although we will recall
various results as necessary.

We will make some significant applications of the spine theory for branch-
ing processes. Inspired by the series of papers Lyons, Pemantle and Peres [19],
Lyons [18] and Kurtz, Lyons, Pemantle and Peres [16], spine techniques have been
instrumental in recent years in providing intuitive and elegant proofs of many im-
portant classical and new results in the theory of branching processes. In this article
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we use the recent reformulation of the spine method presented in [8], which fol-
lows in similar spirit to the branching Brownian motion study of Kyprianou [17].
For a selection of other applications of spine techniques, for example, see [1, 6, 7,
23] and references therein.

1.1. The branching model. We define N; to be the set of particles alive at time
t > 0. For a particle u € Ny, X, (¢) € R is its spatial position, and Y, (¢) € R is the
type of u. We will label offspring using the Ulam—Harris convention where, for
example, if u = @21 then particle u is the first child of the second child of the
initial ancestor, and we will write v > u if particle v is a descendant of particle u.
The configuration of the branching diffusion at time ¢ is given by the point process
Xp = {(Xu(®), Y (1)) 1u € Nt}

A particle’s type evolves as an Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process with an invariant
measure given by the standard normal density ¢ (y) and an associated differential

operator (generator)
0. < 9* d )

where 6 > 0 is considered to be the temperature of the system. The spatial motion
of a particle of type y is a driftless Brownian motion on R with variance

A(y) := ayz, where a > 0.
A particle of type y particle is replaced by two offspring at a rate
R(y) := ry2 + p, where r, p > 0.

Each offspring inherits its parent’s current type and spatial position, and then
moves off independently of all others. We use P*Y and E*Y with x,y € R to
represent probability and expectation when the Markov process starts with a sin-
gle particle at position (x, y).

We will find the almost sure rate of exponential growth, D(y, k), of particles
which are found simultaneously with spatial positions near —y ¢ and type positions
near k+/t at large times ¢. From this we can deduce the speed of extremal particles
and hence the asymptotic shape of the particle system. The main effort is required
in identifying D(y, k) as the almost sure limit of

t7Hog B Ty, 2 yrtuze i)
ueN;
In particular, the convergence properties of two different families of additive mar-
tingales associated with the branching diffusion will lead directly to the spatial
exponential growth rates and an upper bound on the space-type growth. For the
remaining lower bound, we describe an explicit two-phase mechanism for amass-
ing the required number of particles with prescribed space-type positions. The first
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phase involves building up an “excess” number of particles, each covering a cer-
tain proportion of the required spatial distance. During their second phase, enough
of these particles must succeed in making a difficult and rapid ascent into the re-
quired position. The latter phase is proved using an intuitive change of measure
technique that induces a spine construction.

The family of models we are considering is specific but nevertheless have some
features of fundamental significance that motivate the choices for @g, R and A. If
the spatial motion is ignored, we have investigated a binary branching Ornstein—
Uhlenbeck process in a quadratic breeding potential. In contrast, Enderle and Her-
ing [5] considered a branching Ornstein—Uhlenbeck with constant branching rate
but random offspring distribution. A quadratic breeding potential is a critical rate
for explosions in the population of particles. In a branching Brownian motion on R
with binary splitting occurring at rate x? at position x, the population will explode
almost surely in finite time if p > 2, whereas for p = 2 the expected number of
particles explodes while the total population remains finite for all time with prob-
ability 1 (see [15], Chapter 5.12). The Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process is not only
a canonical ergodic diffusion, but this type-motion has exactly the right drift to
help counteract the quadratic breeding rate. For high temperatures, 6 > 8r, there
is a sufficiently strong mean-reversion in the type processes to ensure that the ex-
pected total population size does not blow up; but for temperatures 6 < 8r, the
quadratic breeding overpowers the pull toward the origin, the expected population
blows up in a finite time and particles behave very differently. Throughout this
paper we consider only high temperatures 6 > 8, deferring the low and critical
temperature regimes to future work. Given other choices, the quadratic spatial dif-
fusion coefficient now becomes very natural, enabling us to find explicit families
of (fundamental) additive martingales since the linearized traveling-wave equa-
tion can be linked to the classical harmonic oscillator equations from physics. The
binary branching mechanism was taken for simplicity; in principle our approach
could extend to general offspring distributions, although new features would arise
from possible extinctions and necessary offspring moment conditions. All these
choices make the models rich in structure, possessing some very challenging fea-
tures whilst remaining sufficiently tractable.

1.2. Application to reaction—diffusion equations. Following in the footsteps
of McKean [20], the solution of the reaction—diffusion equation

(1) fu _1 () +R()(—1>+9<i— a—”)
9 20V youth 25,2 7Y%y

with initial condition f(x, y) € [0, 1] for all x, y € R, can be represented by

) u(t,x,y) = EW( [] fxu. Yua))).

MGN{
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Of great importance for reaction—diffusion equations are traveling-wave solutions
(e.g., see [21]). In the present context, a solution to equation (1) of the form
u(t,x,y):=w(x —ct, y) is said to be a traveling-wave of speed c, where w(x, y)
solves the traveling-wave equation

3 Ly Pw  dw naf Pw  dw 0

3) 3 (y)ﬁ+ca+R(y)w(w— )+5(8—yz_y®)_ .
Fundamental to our study of the branching diffusion are two families of “addi-
tive” martingales, Z)jf (t) [defined at (6)], which are linked to the linearization of
(1). When 6 > 8r, Harris and Williams [13] determined when Z; is uniformly
integrable (see Theorem 17) and then w; (x, y) := E*Yexp(—Z, (c0)) yields a
traveling wave of speed ¢, . This gives the existence of traveling waves for all
speeds ¢ greater than some threshold ¢(0) :=infc, .

Furthermore, combining the McKean representation (2) with the almost-sure
convergence result established in [12] (look ahead to Theorem 18) can give results
on the attraction toward traveling waves from given initial data. For example, if
—1In f(x,y) ~ e*g(y) uniformly in y as x — oo for some suitable g € L(¢),
the solution u(x, y) to (1) with initial conditions f satisfies u(t,x —c, t,y) —
w; (x + X, y) as t — 00, where X is some constant that can be determined from g.

In future work we hope to develop the approach used for standard BBM and the
FKPP equation in [11], and prove that traveling waves of a given speed ¢ > ¢(0)
are unique (up to translation) and that no traveling waves exist for speeds ¢ < c(6).
We anticipate that our new results on the growth rates of particles will aid in es-
tablishing some difficult estimates on the tail behavior of any traveling wave, and
hence assist in proving the conjectured uniqueness. In addition, we expect our
growth rate results will be essential in obtaining broader classes of initial condi-
tions that are attracted toward traveling waves. In each of these problems, difficul-
ties arise from the unbounded type space where, for example, some control must
be gained over the possible contributions to 3, .y, log f (X, (#) — ct, Y, (¢)) from
particles that have large type positions in addition to large spatial positions.

2. Main results. In this section, we will present our main results that identify
the growth rates found within the branching diffusion. We will give an overview for
our proofs, identifying the key ideas and techniques used, as well as introducing
some intuition for the dominant behavior of particles that underpins our approach.

2.1. Martingales. The principal tools used throughout this paper are two fun-
damental families of “additive” martingales, which were introduced in [13].
Before defining the martingales we give some key definitions. Let

6 — 8r

Amin i= —
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Let A € R, with the following convention which we always use for A:

Amin < A < 0.
Also, define
1 I
4 = —/0(0 — 8r — 4a)?), t.__ 4
) w 2J( r —4a’2) y=g
(5) Ef :=p+0y, ¢ = —Ef /.

Will will occasionally write Eit as ET()) in order to emphasize that Eki are really

functions of A; the &£ superscripts will always distinguish these from expectation

operators. Note that A, is the point beyond which p is no longer a real number.
The martingales are Z, and Z;f, defined for A € (Amin, O] as

© ZE0 = Y vE (K )e X OB,

MEN[

where v)jf (y) = exp(t//ki y?) are strictly-positive eigenfunctions of the operator
Qo + 12*A+R,

with corresponding eigenvalues E, < Ef and A, R are the functions defined in
Section 1.1. This operator is self-adjoint on L%(¢) with the inner product (-, oy
where (f, g)¢ := [ fgpdy and ¢ is the standard normal density. Note that v, €
L2(¢), whereas v;f ¢ L2(¢>) SO 18 not normalizable.

The calculations of Section 3 make it easy to see these are martingales, and
throughout the paper we will need a variety of martingale convergence results
which are gathered together in Section 8. In particular, we will need to know pre-
cisely when Z,  is uniformly integrable with a strictly positive limit, some fur-
ther strong convergence results for other closely related sums over particles (also
identifying which particles contribute nontrivially to their limits), and the rate of
convergence to zero of the Z;™ martingales.

2.2. The asymptotic growth-rate of particles along spatial rays. As an es-
sential initial step toward determining the growth rate of particles in the two-
dimensional space-type domain, we first look at the growth rate of particles in
the spatial dimension only.

For y >0 and C C R, define

@) Ni(y; €)= D Ux,()<—yt:Yu()eC)-

ueN;

The limit giving the expected rate of growth,

lim ¢! log E(N:(y; R))
—>00
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can be shown to exist and its value can be calculated to be

A(y):= inf (Ej +x
) xe(iﬁm,m{ » TAv)
® o 1
=t - Z\/a—l(a — 8r)(dy2 + 6a).

An outline for this expectation calculation is given in Section 3.
It is now tempting to guess that the asymptotic speed of the spatially left-most
particle, ¢(0), is given by

c(®) = sup{y: A(y) > 0}

2(2 2
6 — 8r

&)

Recall that ¢(f) = infye(,,,,0)¢; 1s also the minimum threshold for traveling
waves. In this particular situation, the guess that “expectation” and “almost sure”
right-most particle speeds agree was first proved rigorously using a martingale
change of measure technique in [13]. In this paper, we extend this connection and
prove that the “expected” and “almost sure” rates of growth of particles with given
speeds (Theorem 1) and given space-type locations (Theorem 3) agree.

THEOREM 1. Lety > 0and yy < y1. Under each P*Y law, the limit
D(y):= lim 1~ log Ni(y: [0. y1])

exists almost surely and is given by

_[AW), 0=y <c@®),
p={22" ik
Note that symmetry in the process means there is a corresponding result for par-
ticles with spatial velocities greater than 4y (corresponding to positive A values).
We may occasionally make use of such process symmetries without further com-
ment. Then, since N;(y; R) is integer valued, the asymptotic speed of the right-
most particle follows immediately:

COROLLARY 2. Almost surely,
lim ¢~ !sup{X,(t):u € N;} = E6).
1—00
This spatial growth rate result is proved in Section 10 using the martingale re-
sults from Section 8. In fact, it is very easy to obtain the upper bound by first

dominating the indicator function with exponentials to reveal that N;(y;R) <
exp{(E, + Ay)t}Z, (¢), recalling that Z, is a convergent martingale, and then
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optimizing over the choice of A. For the lower bound, we will use a strong con-
vergence result obtained in [12], combined with the idea that each uniformly in-
tegrable martingale Z, essentially “counts” only the particles of corresponding
velocity —y.

2.3. The asymptotic shape and growth of the branching diffusion. The main
result of this paper is the almost-sure rate of growth of particles which are in the
vicinity of —yt in space and near k /7 in type position at large times . For y,
k > 0, it can be shown that the limit
(10) lim t_llogE(N,(y; [c+/1, 00)))

t—00

exists and takes the value

A = inf {E7 + Ay — 2yt
(¥, k) xe(iﬁm,m{ W Ay — k7Y
(11)
© —«?)

1
= [ _ 4 2 2 232 .
p+ 490\/9(9 8r)(4ady? + a2(0 + k2)2)

4
An outline of this expectation calculation is given in Section 3. Once again, we will
find that the “almost sure” rate of growth of particles agrees with this “expected”
rate exactly where there is growth in particle numbers.

THEOREM 3. Let y,k > 0 with A(y, k) # 0. Under each P~ law, the limit
D(y, k) := tlirgot_l log Ny (y; [K«ﬁ, 0))

exists almost surely and is given by

Ay, k), if A(y,k)=0,
(12) Dly. )= { — 00, if A(y,«) <O0.

To prove the tricky lower bound of Theorem 3, which amounts to the major
work of this paper, we will exhibit an explicit two-phase mechanism by which
the branching diffusion can build up at least the required exponential number of
particles near to —yt in space and k+/7 in type position by large times .

During the first phase, over a large time ¢ the process builds up an initial excess
of approximately exp(A(a)t) particles with spatial position at least —«z, as is
already known from Theorem 1. In this “ergodic” phase, “typical” particles found
near —at in space will have drifted with a steady spatial speed of o whilst their
type histories will have behaved roughly like OU processes with inward drift of
w,.y for a certain optimal choice A(«) of parameter A.

For the second phase, we will show that the probability any individual parti-
cle has at least one descendant that makes a “rapid ascent” in both space and type
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dimensions from initial position (0, 0) to final position near (—pt, kK /1) is approx-
imately exp(—® (8, k)t), where

200 —8r)(a2ct + 4a0p?)
afd

and the time taken for this “rapid ascent” is an interval [0, T]. We show that this
time 7 can be chosen such that 2, t ~ log?, and hence the additional time is as-
ymptotically negligible in comparison with ¢. Intuitively, we will see that given an
offspring that has successfully made such a difficult “rapid ascent,” it will most
likely have roughly had its type process behaving like an OU process with an out-
ward drift of ;) y and the Brownian motion driving its spatial motion will have had
a drift A [corresponding to a real time spatial drift L A(y) that increases in strength
as the type position y increases], for some optimal choice A(8, k) of parameter A.
The precise result required will be formulated rigorously as a large-deviation lower
bound in Theorem 7 of Section 5, and is proved using a “spine” change of measure
technique intimately related to the Zf martingales.

Combining these two phases and using independence of the particles, we can
see that the number of particles near (—a¢, 0) at time ¢ that subsequently proceed
to have at least one descendant near (—(« + B)t, k+/t) is approximately Poisson
with mean

exp({A(a) — O(B, k)}t).
Optimizing for a fixed overall spatial speed y, some calculus reveals that

(14) ilép {A(@) = OB, k) = A@) — OB, k) = Ay, k),
a+p=y
o, >0

with optimal parameters

3 0 . 2
(15) a:y(6+K2> and ,B:y(ej_l(z)

Thus we will be able to demonstrate an explicit two-phase mechanism producing
the required number of particles, with this outline argument later guiding our rig-
orous proof. In addition, it is interesting to note that the optimal choices for A over
each phase then also coincide at a single value r=A@) = A(B LK.

An informative large deviation heuristic for the rapid ascent can also be found
in Section 4, with this section also containing some essential optimal path calcu-
lations. We actually prove the two-phase mechanism for the lower bound of The-
orem 3 in Section 5, although we defer proving the large-deviation lower bound
until Section 7 after presenting the necessary “spine” background in Section 6.

We prove the upper bound for the space-type growth rate in Section 9, again
making crucial use of martingale results from Section 8. Similarly to the spatial
growth case, we can find an upper bound using the Z;L martingales, that is to




A TYPED BRANCHING DIFFUSION 617

say N;(y; [k+/t, 00)) < exp{(E,\+ + Ay — szf)t}Zf(t). However, as each ZZ“
martingale converges to zero, we must show that its exponential decay rate is
(EiF — E, ) before being able to optimize over the choice of A to obtain the re-
quired upper bound.

Given Theorem 3, and noting symmetries, it becomes straightforward to retrieve
the following:

COROLLARY 4. Forany F C R?, define

N(F) = Y Lok, /.10 00/ e )
UeN;

If B C R? is any open set and C C R? is any closed set, then almost surely under
any P*Y

1
liminf — log N;(B) > sup D(y,«),
t—o00 f ! (]/,K)EB

1
limsup;logd\/t(C)f sup D(y, k),

1—>00 (]/,K)EC

with the growth rate D(y, k) given at equation (12).

We can also recover the almost sure asymptotic shape of the region occupied by
the particles in the branching diffusion.

COROLLARY 5. Let B C R? be any open set. Almost surely, under each P*¥
law,

0, if $NB=0,

‘M(B)_’{+oo, if $NB+0,

where 8 C R? is the set given by
8:={(y.1) e R’|A(y, k) > 0}.

3. Some expectation calculations. This section discusses how the expected
growth rates given in the previous section may be obtained. For this, we use the
“many-to-one” lemma (see, e.g., [8]) and one-particle changes of measure. In
the process we shall start to gain valuable intuition into how particles within the
branching diffusion behave, as well as seeing hints as to which are the “correct”
martingales to use to prove the almost-sure growth rate results.

For simplicity, we assume throughout this section that the branching diffusion
starts with one particle at the origin in both space and type at time zero, unless
otherwise stated. We also introduce a family of single particle probability mea-
sures P, , with associated expectations [E, ; where, under PP, ;, n is an Ornstein—
Uhlenbeck process with variance 6 and drift u, and & = B( fot A(ng) ds) where B
is a Brownian motion with drift A.
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LEMMA 6 (Many-to-one). If f :R? > R is Borel measurable then

t
(16 E Y 0. u0) = Eappoexp( [ RO ds ) £m) ).

ueN;

Using the many-to-one lemma, and changing measure to alter the drift of
Brownian motion, we see that

E D) f(Xu(®),Yu(®)

MGN(

= Eopo(exp( [ Rds) £ (&m)

t 22
_ E9/2,0<€_ks’ exp( /0 {R(m) + 7A(ns)}ds)

X f@t’ 77[) * e)\ét_)“2/2f(§ A(ns)ds)

t A2
_ Ea/z,x<exp<—)»5z +[ { R(n) + 7A<ns>} ds)f(é?t» m).

To perform a further change of measure on the OU process to get rid of the time
integrals in the exponential of the expectation, we recall that
dP,, .

Mt/LA,Q/Z
dPy,.

A
_ 9 - ! 1 2
= exp(tﬂA ny —E;t -I-/O {R(ﬂs) + 5)» A(ns)}ds)
and then

E Y f(Xu®), Yu(®)

ueN;
an = Bo/a(exp(—2& — Y5 17 + E; 0).f Geome) - M%)
=By 0 (exp(—A& — ¥ nf + E; 1) f (& o).

Note that the many-to-one lemma, combined with the branching property, im-
mediately suggests how to get “additive” martingales for the branching diffusion
from single particle martingales—for example, taking f(x, y) =exp{ix + v, N
in equation (17) quickly leads to the martingale Z, .

We may now proceed to calculate the expected growth rates. However, for both
clarity and brevity we will leave rigorous details to the interested reader, noting
that the intuition we will gain from our rough calculations will later be invaluable
in guiding our rigorous proof of the corresponding almost-sure growth rates.
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3.1. The expected rate of growth along spatial rays. We first give the outline
of some calculations to find the rate of growth in the expected number of particles
near —yt in space at time ¢.

Using the formula from (17), for A € (Amin, 0) and any € > 0 we have

E Y Ly, mtye-ee)

UEN;

AE —U T n? -
= EIM»)\(e M i, t]l{t*“g‘,-l—ye(—s,s)})

< e(EkJrAyxe)tEM’A(ewm?; % +y e (—e, 8))
> e(EA+AV+Aa)tEMA’k<e—¢A7);2; % +y e (—s, 8))

where, with some abuse of notation that we shall continue to use throughout this
section, we will abbreviate this to

CNE a2 -
E Y Lixyaye—yt) =By (e 50 B 0 )
UeN;

(1) ] B
~ E(EA +)»V)ZEMA’)\(8_¢)L Uh ; 51‘ ~ —)/l)

with the understanding that any subsequent arguments to identify exponential
growth rates can readily be made rigorous by using the appropriate upper and
lower bounds, and so on.

Now, considering E~ (1) := E, as a function of A, we have from (8) that
A(y) =inficim 0 E~(A) + Ay} = E~ (L)) + Ay, ¥, where A, satisfies

) E N © — 8r)
— =—y, ence Ay = —y | ——s.
ar v 4 "\ 6a2 +4ay?

Of course, choosing this optimal A, value in (18) means that we must have si-
multaneously maximized the expectation K, ; (exp(—y/, ntz); & ~ —yt), and to
confirm that this value is not exponentially decaying in ¢ is now relatively straight-
forward. Under P, 3, n is an Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process with an invariant mea-
sure given by the probability density, ¢, , of the normal distribution N (0, 6/(2,));
and & = B( fot A(ns)ds), where B is a BM with drift A. Note also that by differen-
tiating
(@ + (1/2*A+ R — E; vy ,v; ), =0

with respect to A, using self-adjointness, and observing that ¢; o (v, )2¢, we find
that
dE~ . (AAV, v, )e _s
I (v v e

/Amm@M»
R
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Then almost surely under PP, ,

& B(Jy Ay ds) [y A(ns)ds rab  OE~
2 — = A - =
@0 5 JE Ay ds r ’\/u; Ondy =5 =

and so when we use the optimal A, value we get exactly the desired drift, since
aa%()\y) = —y. Then

By s (e V6 ~ —yt) — lim By (e P")
iy Ay (€ s St 14 t_l)fgo iy Ay (€

= 2
= [ g, may.
R
In this way, we can obtain the exact rate of exponential growth for the expectation,
lim 1~ log E(N:(y: R) = A(y).

The changes of measure used above are actually suggesting a great deal about
the dominant particles that are found in the vicinity of a given ray in space. An
alternative discussion of this expectation result, involving a dual approach via large
deviation theory for occupation densities, can also be found in [13].

3.2. The expected asymptotic shape. We give a rough outline of calculations
that will yield the correct exponential growth in the expected number of particles
both near —y¢ in space and k+/7 in type at large times ¢. Using the formula from
(17) and abusing notation throughout in the same way as Section 3.1, we find that

E ) LX)yt Yu )2k i)

ueN;
= EMN»(e_)@_wmtz+E;tﬂ{€r~—Vt;nt2K«/?})
~ e(E;-i—)\}/—Kzl/f,\_)t]thA(i:t ~—ytin > K\/;)'
Now, from standard bounds on the tail of the normal distribution,
Py (& ~ =yt n = /1)
21 =Py, (0 = /1)y (& ~ =yl = k1)
~ eI, (8 ~ —yiln, = k)

and, since ¥, + (u;/0) = 1//;', this yields

E ) Lx, )yt Ya)=c i)
MEN;

(22) i -
~ Ex TR O (& ~ —yitn, > k1),
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Recalling that A(y, k) :=infj e, 01 E;, +AY — szf}, simple calculus reveals
this infimum is attained at a A value of

66 — 8r)
a’(k? +6)2 +4ay?

and using this optimal value in equation (22) will lead to the upper bound

limsupt_llogE Z Lix, ) ~—yt:Yat)2k) = A5 K).

t—00 ueN;

It is also clear from equation (22) that when minimizing £, + Ay — szf , We
simultaneously maximize the probability Py, ; (& ~ —yt|n: > k+/1). In particu-
lar, to get a matching lower bound, we do not want this probability to have any
exponential decay in time when we choose the optimal parameter for A.

In fact, at least up to the exponential decay rate in time, it can be shown using
large-deviations arguments that

s
P s ~—ytin= KN/) ~ exp(—f:czt).

Indeed, we immediately gain the required upper bound from (21). For the lower
bound, consider the following heuristics where we break paths into two sections:
normal ergodic behavior over large time period [0, ] followed by a rapid ascent
out to type position k /¢ over a much shorter period [, t + T].

(i) Ergodic behavior. Over a large time ¢, the occupation density of n will
most likely have settled close to the invariant measure. Hence for large ¢, almost

surely under Py ,,, ,
1t 0
o ()
t Jo 2

(i1) Rapid ascent. Over a large time t, but where t = o(t), the probability that
1 starts close to the origin and ends near to k /¢, having followed close to the path
y over the entire time period 7, is roughly given by

exp(—% [T66)+myep ds)

under the P;_,, law. See, for example [24], Chapter 6, or [4], Chapter 5.6. After
some Euler-Lagrange optimization, the path

sinh w8
y(s) = K\/;—M
sinh

gives [§ ¥(s)>ds ~ «*t/(21;), with the probability of this path being roughly
exp(—(ua/0)k21).



622 Y. GIT, J. W. HARRIS AND S. C. HARRIS

Combining these two types of behavior, we can find paths with final positions

I+t 0 K2
Netr ~ k1, §i41 NKaf ndeNka(—wL—)t
0 2up 0 2un
and, moreover, when substituting the optimal A value of A(y, k) and simplifying,
this actually gives &, ~ —yt. Further, one of these paths occurs with a probabil-
ity of roughly exp(—(,ui/e)/czt), and note that t + 7 ~ ¢ since T = o(¢). Thus we
see that to exponential order, the probability PM;, (& ~ —yt;m; > k+/t) must be

at least exp(—(u;/@)xzt), as required.
This heuristic argument can be made rigorous to prove, as claimed, that

. -1
ll—l>ne.10t lOgE< Z :n_{XLt(Z)SVI;Yu(l‘)ZK\ﬁ}) = A()/, K)-

MEN[

If we scale all spatial coordinates by r~! and all type coordinates by (+/7)~!
at time ¢, the expected asymptotic shape can be considered to be the region
8 :={(y,k):A(y, k) = 0} where, on average, we have growth in the numbers
of (scaled) particles.

4. Short climb large deviation heuristics. In this section, we give a heuris-
tic calculation that suggests why the probability a single particle manages to have
at least one descendant in the vicinity of (—pt, k+/t) near time t is roughly
exp(—O (B, k)t) for very large ¢, where ® (B, k) is given at equation (13). For
these heuristics, we will think of 7 as large and fixed, but of smaller order than ¢
(later on, in our rigorous approach, we will choose T proportional to logt). We
emphasize that the heuristics in this section are neither meant to be precise nor
made rigorous, yet they will provide invaluable intuition, guidance and motivation
for our rigorous approach later on. Of particular importance will be the optimiza-
tion problem that the heuristics suggest. Indeed, many of the exact calculations in
Sections 4.2 and 4.3 will be essential later in the paper.

Suppose we start the branching diffusion with a single particle at (0, 0). First,
we wish to know the probability that there is at least one particle at time t that has
a spatial position near —f¢ having followed close to the path x(s) for0 <s <t
and a type position near «+/t having closely followed the path y(s) for0 <s <t
for ¢ arbitrarily large.

We recall from large deviation theory of Ventcel-Freidlin (see [24], Chapter 6,
or [4], Chapter 5.6) that the probability a single particle manages to follow closely
both the type path y(s) and the spatial path x(s) for 0 < s < 7 is roughly given by

1 [7/. 0 2 1 (7 x(s)?
24) exp(—%/o (y(s)+§y(s)> ds—i 0 Gy ds)

when x(0) =0, x(7) = —ft, y(0) =0, y(t) = k+/t and ¢ is very large. This prob-
ability will typically be very small, but if such paths are followed by particles in
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the branching diffusion, we have to also take account of the large breeding rates
that are found far from the type origin.

If we let X (s) represent the numbers of particles in the branching diffusion that
are alive at time s and have traveled “close” to the path (x(u), y(u)) for 0 <u <,
then we can get a rough idea of how X might behave by considering the following
birth—death process.

4.1. A birth—death process. For given fixed paths x(-) and y(-), let M be a
time-dependent birth—death process where at time s particles either give birth to
single offspring with breeding rate \.(s) given by

M) =p+ry(s),
or particles die with death rate p(s) given by
1 x(s)?
2ay(s)>

(Note that the probability the initial particle of this birth—death process survives the
entire time period [0, 7] is consistent with the rough large deviation probability for
the branching diffusion at equation (24).)

An important quantity is the effective total death rate up to time ¢ which is
defined by v(s) := [5{u(w) — A(w)}dw, so here

v(s) = J(x,y,s)

e [+ 0) 32 s

The distribution for total number of offspring surviving, M (t), for the time-
dependent birth—death process is well known, for example, see [14]. Then defining

T
W, = e_v(f)<1 +/ wuis)e’™ ds),
0

Upi=1—e"Ow !,

()—i('()+9<>)2+
() =25 (V) + 56

Vei=1-W 1,
we have
P(M(t) =0) = Uy,
P(M(t)=n)=1-U)(1-V)V'~,  n=1,2,...

with EM (1) = e’ and E(M (0)|M () > 1) = W,.
In our particular case, we have

E(M (7)) =exp(=J(x, y, 7).
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Define the largest effective total death rate prior to time t by
L(x,y,t):= sup J(x,y,s)>0.
s€l0,7]
If we are in a case when L(x,y, 7) is very large, suggesting a high chance of
extinction, then
1

(25) ]P)(M(‘L') > 1) = 1+ for M(S)ev(s) ds

~ K;exp(—L(x,y, 1)),

where KT_1 = fot w(s)exp(—{L(x,y, ) — J(x,y,s)})ds. If there is at least one
particle alive, we would then expect to have

E(M(t)|M(z) > 1)~ K. exp(L(x,y,7) — J(x,y,7)).

Thus, we might guess that the probability any particles in the branching dif-
fusion manage to make the difficult, rapid ascent along path (x, y) to finish up
near (—pBt, k+/t) can, very roughly, be estimated by exp(—L(x, y, t)). [To help
see this, try writing x(s) = tf(s) and y(s) = +/tg(s), thinking of f, g as fixed
paths and recall that ¢ is very large and T = o(¢), then the role of K, in (25) is
insignificant next to exp(—L(x, ¥, 7)).]

We might then further guess that the chance any particles manage to stay near
position (—Bt, k+/t) during a very small interval of time close to 7 should roughly
look like

exp(— }Cr}ny(x, v, ‘E)),

where we permit all possible paths x and y satisfying x(0) =0, x(r) = —Bt and
y(0) =0, y(7) = k /1 for the fixed time . (We will state and prove a precise lower
bound that corresponds to this guess at Theorem 7.)

4.2. Finding the optimal path and probability. We proceed to calculate
}g}yf L(x,y, 1)

over paths x and y satisfying x(0) = 0, x(t) = —Bt and y(0) =0, y(r) = k+/1 for
the fixed time t.
We first note that

(26) ;Cn;fL(x,y,t)z nf sup J(x,y,s)zin;cl(x,y,t)

1
x’yse[O,f]

and we now proceed to calculate infy  J(x, y, 7).
We can easily optimize over the choice of function x given y, finding that

x(s) x ay(s)2 = x(s)=Ara ‘/OS y(u)2 du
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where A is the constant of proportionality and must satisfy
—,BI
27 A= ——

@7 afy y(s)>ds
yielding

17 %(s)? B%1?

| —Q—=ds=—"7F——5—.

2 Jo ay(s)? 2a [y y(s)*ds
This is exactly as anticipated since, when following the path y in type space, the
spatial position of a particle is following a Brownian motion with total amount of
variance over period t given by a f; y(s)? ds. Hence, the probability that a particle
following the path y in type space will also be found near to 8¢ in space at time t
is roughly

_ﬂ2t2

Introducing the notation

0= [ T(%(y‘(s) + gym)z =y (s ) ds,

we are left to find

) /3212
n;f{l(y) + 2a [y y(s)zds}
_ I T
(28) _1ry1f51ip{1(y) zak /0 y(s)“ds A,Bt}

1 T
> supinf{l(y) — —aAZ/ y(s)2 ds — Aﬁt}
A Y 2 0

where the first equality is trivially true by maximizing the quadratic in A, the intro-
duction of which conveniently removes the awkward integral in the denominator.
Some further Euler—Lagrange optimization now gives the optimal path as

inh
(29) Vi) = k/ToB S g <5 < 1),
sinh ;T

where

_ V0(0 —8r —4a)?)
- > ,

208

and then

1 T
supinf{[(y) — —aAZ/ y(s)*ds —A,Bt}
P 2 0

I
2
= t th APt ;.
sgp{x <4 + 9 co ,u,w) B }
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The optimal parameter choice X (which depends on 7 as well as the model para-
meters) then satisfies

—pBt cothpust T
(30) _ =,<2r< Hit _ , Tz >=/ ¥;(5) ds.
a 2p4 2sinh” st 0

Then we have shown that

,32l2

IBZtZ
100+ 5 !

> irylf{l(y) 3 TGP

l T

= infsup{l(y) — —aXZ/ y(s)2 ds — A,Bt}
Yoo 2 0
1 T

> supinf{[(y) — —asz y(s)2 ds — Aﬂt}
ax Y 2 0

1 . T ~
> 1(3;) — yai? /0 v ()2 ds — 3.

and, in fact, we see that the left- and right-hand sides of the above are equal by
recalling (30). It follows that the preceding supremum and infimum can be freely
interchanged, actually preserving equality at the inequality (28).

Then, with the optimal spatial path

s inh?2 5
(31 x5 (8) := )\a/ yx(u)Z du = —Bt sinh 2. oS
0

sinh2p, 7 — 2uat’
and defining % := x3, J := y;, we have

}Cr}ny(x, v, 7)=J(X,y,7)

1
=ts1ip{/<2<z + % Coth;ur) — Aﬁ} —pT

1 h N
= t(K2<Z + /QL_@ACOthMXO — )\,3> — pT.

Finally, it is easy to check that J (X, y, ) = L(x, J, ), whence
}Cr}ny(x, v, 7) > }Cr}ny(x, Y, T),
and, combining with equation (26), we have found that

}({I;CL(x, y,T) =;Cl}§°J(x, v, ) =J(x,y, 7).
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4.3. An important note on the optimal paths. As T — 00, we have
1 -
sup{/ﬂ(é—l + % cothu;\r) - kﬁ} 0 sup{/czl,ﬁ}jr — A8} = szp; — LB,
A A

where the optimizing parameters of the supremums also converge with

A~ - [ 66 —8r) _((K*+6

Note the agreement with previous optimal values at equations (23) and (15).
Then letting

O(B, k) = sup{x*y;t — 1B}
(33) ’

2 06 —8r) (a2t + dabp?)
i 4ab

and writing X := x; and y := y;5, we note that for all ¢, § > 0 there exist 7, © > 0
such thatforallf >0and 7t > 7T

exp(— inyf](x, ¥, 1:)) >exp(—J(x,y, 1))

= exp(—t (;42(;1 + g—é‘ cothpa;ht) - Xﬂ) + ,0T>
> exp(—1(O(B, k) +¢)).
Further (when k > 0), forall s € [t — u, t],
¥($) = (k — V1, x(s) < —(B—dr.

In particular, the paths stay close to the required positions for some fixed length of
time with corresponding probability at least as large as required.

5. Proof of Theorem 3. Lower bound. In this section we will state a precise
short climb probability result and show how to combine it with almost sure spatial
(only) growth rates to prove the lower bound of the growth rate in Theorem 3. This
will make rigorous the two-phase mechanism described in Section 2 and suggested
by the expectation calculations in Section 3.

The first phase requires knowledge of the almost-sure rates of growth of parti-
cles in the spatial dimension only. To this end, we will already make full use of
Theorem 1 throughout this section, deferring its proof until Section 10.

The second phase requires a lower bound for the probability that a single particle
makes a rapid ascent in type-space over the time interval [0, T]. This is the lower
bound found in the heuristics of Section 4, but we require some further notation
before the precise result can be stated. Note, throughout this section, we will only
be interested in the optimal parameter value A = A as introduced in Section 4.3.
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We wish to fix the relationship between sufficiently large t and t as

(34) JO0/Quz) et =kt

and so define t = 7(¢) by

(35) T(I) = { (2//6):)_1 10g(2M;f/9), for 2/1):1' > 0,
] otherwise.
Recall the optimal paths (x, y) over s € [0, 7], where
——

(36) (s) = /7 RS

sinh 3t

 [° inh2u;s — 215

(37) £(s) = ak / Sy dw = g 28 = 2455

0 smh2,u;r — 2#5\-[

with fixed end points y(1) = k+/f and (1) = —pt.
For large times ¢ and §, ¢ > 0, let

(38) Af"s(u)::{ sup  |Yu(s) — ¥(o) <ev/t; sup  [Xu(s) — X ()| <t .
s€[0,7(1)] s€l0,7(1)]
We will use the notation

(39) A= AP
u€N¢ ()

for the event that there exists a particle in the branching diffusion that makes the
short climb. Finally, recalling ® (8, ) given at (33), we can now state the short
climb theorem:

THEOREM 7. Fix any y1 > yo > 0, x € R, and let 9 > 0. Then for any ¢,
8 > 0, there exists T > 0 such that for all y € [yo, y11,

1~ og PV (AF®) > —(©(B, «) + &)
forallt >T.

We will prove Theorem 7 using a spine change of measure. This requires us to
introduce the notation for the spine set-up in detail before proceeding, so this and
further technical issues are postponed to Sections 6 and 7.

REMARK 8. We note that Theorem 7 is actually a stronger result than needed
to prove Theorem 3 because we identify the specific paths followed by particles
that are near position (Bt,«+/t) at time ¢ 4 T, rather than just considering the
particle’s positions close to time t + 7.
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In combining the two phases, we will have a huge number of independent trials
each with a small probability of success, intuitively giving rise to a Poisson ap-
proximation for a large number of successful particles. In fact, in our proof of the
lower bound of Theorem 3 below, we will actually use the following result about
the behavior of sequences of sums of independent Bernoulli random variables.

LEMMA 9.  For each n, define the random variable B, :=}_, ¢, 1E, ) where
the events {E,(u):u € F,} are independent. Let p,(u) := P(E,(u)) and S, =
>_uer, Pn(u) and suppose that, for some v € (1/2, 1),

1
(40) Y g <.
ne (527!

Then the sequence of (possibly dependent) random variables {B1, By, ...} has
| B — Sp| > (Sp)Y for only finitely many n, almost surely.
In particular, for any ¢ > 0, there exists some (random) N € N such that, with
probability one,
B

41) Lo l—¢ foralln > N.
Sn

PROOF. For v € (1/2, 1), Chebyshev’s inequality yields
Zuan Pu(u)(1 — pp(u)) - 1
(S (Sl
and hence the Borel-Cantelli lemmas, combined with hypothesis (40), imply that
|By — Sul > (S,)"

for only finitely many #n, almost surely. Equation (41) now follows on division by
Sy, and noticing the assumption (40) implies that lim,,—, o S, = c0. [

P(1By = Sul > (Sn)") <

PROOF OF THEOREM 3. LOWER BOUND. Define f~!(¢) :=¢ — t(¢), noting
that both f(¢)/t — 1 and f~'(¢)/t = 1 as t — oo. Also, for n € N and u > 0,
define 7, := (n+ 1) . We want to estimate the number of particles that are near the
large position (—(a + B)T,, k+/T,) during time interval [T},_1, T,]. For thls we
will consider particles that travel with a velocity —a over time period [0, f~!(7},)]
before commencing their rapid ascent of (relatively short) duration t(7;,) to be in
final position at time 7,,. Then

inf  Ny((o+ B —8)Ty; [(k — 8)V/Ty, 00))

S€[Ty—1,Tx]
(42) > > 1 (Neerr, 111X ) S—@+B=8) T Y (6)= (=) T}
ueNy,

= D Ligfe o)
ueky
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where

Fe={ue N,y Xu(f(T) < —aTy, Yu(f 7 (Tn)) € [yo. y11}

and, foru € F,

N B,k e

Ny @) =) Y er, i Xo ) =Xo (T S (B=8) Ty Yo (9) = (=)W T )}
vENT,
v=>u

We will now show that the sum at (42) grows as fast as anticipated:

LEMMA 10. For any € > 0, we may choose u > 0 such that there exists a
random N € N where

1
7108 D Lignsi g = A@) = OB, k) —¢

n o
uekg

for all n > N with probability one.

PROOF. We will be able to apply Lemma 9 given sufficient information about
the growth of | F¥| and decay of the probabilities

pl* ) = P(NP*(u) > 01 F p-1(,,).

where u € FY C N1,y
It follows easily from Theorem 1, f -1 /Ty — 1 and the continuity of A(«)
that
log |FY
0815 Ay - &
T, 4
for all sufficiently large n.
The definition of N,’,S “(u) and spatial translation invariance implies that, for

each u € F, the rapid ascent probability pf " (u) depends only on the initial type
position Y, (f~1(T})).
For §, u > 0, define

By = [ {Xuls) = Xu(0) < —(B = 8)t: Yu(s) = (k — )7}
selt(O)—p.t ()]
and
(43) B = |J B
UEN (1)

Recalling the comments of Section 4.3, there exist ¢/, ' > 0 and we may choose
u > 0 sufficiently small, such that

1 s, -1 ' s _
pg,K(u) = pOYu(f (Tn))(BTnﬂ) > pOYu(f (Tn))(A<’9Tn ) =: pn(u)
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for all u € F;¥ whenever n is sufficiently large. Together with Theorem 7 and since
Yo (f~Y(Ty)) € [yo, y1] for u € F2, this reveals

log pi™“(u) _ log ()
T, - T,

for all for u € F; and all sufficiently large n, almost surely. Then we may combine
the observations above to obtain

1
—log 3 P = M) = O(B.x) %

o
ueky

£
z-0B.)—7

Taking this last line together the assertion of Lemma 9 at equation (41) gives the
result. [J

It is now straightforward to combine Lemma 10 with the inequality at (42) to
see that, given ¢, § > 0, there exists 4 > 0 and a random time 7 such that

t~log Ni((a+ B —8)t; [(k — 8)+/1,00)) > A() — O(B, k) — ¢

forall # > T, almost surely. Since ¢ and § can be taken arbitrarily small, using the
optimal & and 8 according to equations (14)—(15), we find
litminf t~'log Ni(y, [K«ﬂ, 00)) > A(y, k) almost surely,
—00
as required. [It is also interesting to note that A=dg = )_\(y, k) from equations
(19), (23) and (32), so the optimal parameters are in agreement with those of the

expectation calculations in Section 3 and the path large deviations in Section 4.]
O

6. The “spine” setup and results. In this section, we describe how to con-
struct an enriched branching diffusion with an identified “spine” or “backbone”
particle and discuss how to perform some extremely useful changes of measure
(closely related to the additive martingales) that will essentially “force” the spine
perform the short climb, whilst giving birth at an accelerated rate to offspring that
behave as if under the original measure. These spine techniques are at the very
heart of our proof of Theorem 7 in Section 5. Spine ideas were first seen for
branching Brownian motion in [3] and developed for Galton—Watson processes
in [16, 18, 19]. Kyprianou [17] and Englander and Kyprianou [6], developed the
technique for some families of branching diffusions; and more recently the spine
approach has been significantly improved in [8]. This approach uses several dif-
ferent filtrations on an enlarged probability space carrying the branching diffusion,
and permits some very useful techniques and results to be developed. For exam-
ple, “additive” (many-particle) martingales can be represented as suitable condi-
tional expectations of “spine” (single-particle) martingales and consequently there
are clear interpretations for any changes of measure and all measures involved in
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our “spine” setup are probability measures with intuitive constructions. Follow-
ing Hardy and Harris [8], we will first outline the notation and then describe the
changes of measure. The notation described in this section is generalized to allow
each particle u to have 1 + A, offspring, where each A, is an independent copy of
a random variable with values in {0, 1, 2, ...}. The spine techniques developed in
this paper could readily be generalized to such models.

All probability measures are to be defined on the space 7 of marked Galton—
Watson trees with spines; before defining precisely what this space is we need to
set up some other notation. We recall the set of Ulam—Harris labels, €2, defined
by Q:= {0} U U,en(N)", where N := {1, 2,3, ...}. For two words u, v € @, uv
denotes the concatenated word, where we take u@ = Gu = u. So 2 contains ele-
ments such as “@412,” which represents “the individual being the 2nd child of the
1st child of the 4th child of the initial ancestor &.” For labels u, v € 2 the notation
v < u means that v is an ancestor of u, and || denotes the length of u.

We define a Galton—Watson tree to be a set T C €2 such that:

(i) @ € 1, so there is the unique initial ancestor;
(i1) if u,v € 2, then vu € T = v € 7, so t contains all of the ancestors of its
nodes;
(iii) for all u € t, there exists A, € {0, 1,2, ...} such that for j € N, uj € t if
andonlyifl <j <1+ A,.

The set of all such trees is T, and we will use the symbol 7 for a particular tree.
As our work concerns branching diffusions we shall often refer to the labels of t
as particles. Note that for the binary branching mechanism in this paper, P(A, =
1) = 1; of course, here there is only one t € T—the binary tree.

A Galton—Watson tree by itself only records the family structure of the individ-
uals, so to each individual u € T we give a mark (X, Yy, 0,) which contains the
following information:

e 0, € [0, 00) is the lifetime of particle u, which also determines the fission time
of the particle as S, := )", -, 0. We may also refer to the S, as death times;

e the function X, (¢) : [S, — o, Su) — R describes the particle’s spatial motion in
R during its lifetime;

e the function Y, (¢):[S, — oy, Su) — R describes the evolution of the particle’s
type in R during its lifetime.

For clarity we must decide whether or not a particle is in existence at its death
time: our convention will be that a particle dies “infinitesimally before” its death
time—this is why X,, and Y,, are defined on [S,, — oy, S,;) and not [S;, — oy, Sy ]—
so that at time S, the particle u has disappeared and has been replaced by its two
children.

We denote a particular marked tree by (z, X, Y, 0), or the abbreviation (7, M),
and the set of all marked Galton—Watson trees by 7. For each (t, X,Y,0) € T,
the set of particles alive at time 7 is defined as N; :={uet:S5, —0, <t < S,}. For
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any given marked tree (v, M) € T we can distinguish individual lines of descent
from the initial ancestor: @, u1, up, us, ... € t, where u; is a child of u; | for all
i €{2,3,...} and u; is a child of the initial individual @. We call such a line of
descent a spine and denote it by £. In a slight abuse of notation we refer to &
as the unique node in £ that is alive at time ¢, and also for the position of the
particle that makes up the spine at time ¢; that is, & := X, (t), where u € £ N N;.
However, although the interpretation of &; should always be clear from the context,
we introduce the following notation for use where some ambiguity may still arise:

e node;((t, M, §)) :=u if u € £ is the node in the spine alive at time ¢.

It is natural to think of the spine as a single diffusing particle &;, or, strictly speak-
ing, the pair (&, n;), where 7; is the type of the spine at time ¢.

We define n;, to be a counting function that tells us which generation of the spine
is currently alive, or equivalently the number of fission times there have been on
the spine:

n; = node; (§)].

The collection of all marked trees with a distinguished spine is the space T~
on which our probability measures will eventually be defined, but first we define
four filtrations on this space that contain different levels of information about the
branching diffusion.

e Filtration (¥;);>0. We define a filtration of 7 made up of the o -algebras
Fr = O'((I/l, Xu, Yu,04):8u <t;
(“, Xu(s), Yu(s):s €[Sy — ou, t]) it €[Sy —ou, Su)),

which means that ¥; is generated by the information concerning all particles
that have lived and died before time ¢, and also those that are still alive at time .
Each of these o -algebras is a subset of the limit Foo := 0 (U,;>0 F7).

e Filtration (35,),20. We define the filtration (.7?:',),20 by augmenting the filtration
F: with the knowledge of which node is the spine at time ¢; that is, (35’,),20 =
o (¥;,node;(£)) and Foo := o(U;=0 55’,), so that this filtration knows everything
about the branching diffusion and everything about the spine.

e Filtration (G¢):>0. (§1):>0 1s a filtration of 7 defined by G, :=0(&:0<s <
1), and G0 := 0 (U;>0 $:)- These o -algebras are generated only by the spine’s
motion and so do not contain the information about which nodes of the tree T
make up the spine.

e Filtration (g,),>o As we did in going from %; to F, we create (g,),>o from
(41)>0 by including knowledge of which nodes make up the spine: (9,),>0 =
0 (4, node;(£)) and 900 =0(U>0 9,) This means that 9, also knows when
the fission times on the spine occurred, whereas ¢, does not.
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Now that we have defined the underlying space and filtrations, we can define
the probability measures of interest. We let the typed branching diffusion be as de-
scribed in Section 1.1, with the probability measures { P*> : x, y € R} on (T, Foo)
representing the law of this typed branching diffusion when initially started with a
single particle at (x, y).

We recall from [18] that, if f is an ff:,—measurable function, we can write

(44) =Y fulig=u.

ueN;

where f, is F-measurable. Now we can extend P*Y to a measure P*Y on
(T, Foo) by choosing the particle that continues the spine uniformly each time
there is a birth on the spine; more precisely, for any f € m¥; with representation
like (44), we have:

/fdP”(zMg)—/ Y fu [l 3dP (. M.

ueN; v<u

We construct the ?Z,—measurable martingale ;‘(t) as

£@t) = v;(,h)efé{R(nx)+1/2x2A<ns)}ds—Erz « 2 o= Jo R(ns)ds
(45) w M= 1/207 J§ Ans)ds

— v}—\l-(nt)zn,ekét—E;rt.
Observe that this is a product of single-particle martingales, details of which can
be found in [17] or [10]. One can think of these as A-transforms of the P-law of
the spine: the first makes 1 an outward-drifting Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process with
drift parameter u;; the second increases the breeding rate on the spine to 2R(-);
and the third adds a spatial drift to &. _

Using the martingale Z‘(t) we may define a measure Qi’y on ('J:, }:oo) by

XY p —x
dQ; _t0 _ e+ o ()2 P ET
dP*ylz  ¢(0) vy ()

(46)

And since Z(r) is a product of h-transforms, under @;iy the process may be re-
constructed path-wise according to the following description:

e starting from spatial position x and type y the spine (&, ;) diffuses spatially
as a Brownian motion with infinitesimal variance A(#n;) and infinitesimal drift
AA(n:);

e the type of the spine, 1, begins at y and moves in type space as an outward-
drifting Ornstein—Uhlenbeck process with generator

0 92

Ea_yz +MAY5§
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the spine branches at rate 2R (7;), producing 2 particles;

one of these particles is selected uniformly at random;

the chosen offspring repeats stochastically the behavior of its parent;

the other offspring particle initiates a P>"-BBM from its birth position and type.

The change of measure (46) projects onto the sub-algebra ¥; as a conditional
expectation:
d@i’y X

~ +
= = P (v (g2 e B | ),
APy, vl (y) g

and it is a short calculation using the methods of, for example, Hardy and Har-
ris [10] to show that:

THEOREM 11. If we define Qi’y = Qi’ymoo, then @i’y is a measure on Fso
that satisfies
x’y
dP*y A

. Zi @)
=7 () =22,
g Z;(0)

Moreover under Qi’y , the path-wise construction of the branching diffusion is the
same as under Q..

Although the path-wise construction of the branching diffusion is the same un-
der Qi’y and @iy , only the measure @iy “knows” about the spine. It is clear,
however, that we have @iy (A) = Qi’y (A) forany A € F.

Under the measure @iy only the behavior of the spine is altered, and combining
this observation with conditioning on the spine’s path and fission-times gives us a
very useful representation for Z; (t) under @iy that we shall refer to as the spine
decomposition:

~ v ~ _t ot
@7 QY (ZF OG0 = D vy (s, )5 E S 4 vk (yetf Bt

u<é;

Throughout the rest of this article we will refer to the two pieces of this decompo-
sition as the “sum term” and the “spine term.” This decomposition is discussed in
detail for a wide variety of branching diffusions in [9], but to derive it we simply
note that the contributions to Zj' (¢) from the subtrees that branch off the spine have
constant @iy -expectation because they behave as if under the original measure P,
and we know that er (t) is a P-martingale. The spine decomposition reduces many
calculations about the behavior of Z;r (1) under @1” to one-particle calculations
about the spine, and this observation is exploited in the spine proofs of .£”-bounds
for some families of additive martingales in [9].
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7. Proof of Theorem 7. The short climb probability. With the spine foun-
dations firmly established in Section 6, we may proceed with the proof of the short
climb probability lower bound from Theorem 7.

First, recall definitions (38) and (39), where Af"S is the event that there ex-
ists a particle that makes the short climb along optimal path (x, y), and Af"s(é)
is the event that the spine makes the short climb. Note that ¢ controls the prox-
imity to x and § the proximity to y. Importantly, we will only be interested
in taking A = A throughout this section, although we will usually just write A
for notational simplicity. Also recall throughout that ¢ and t are related through
(0/(2)) expRusT) = K21,

PROOF OF THEOREM 7. The key step in the proof of this is the following use
of the spine change of measure: for any function g : R™ — R™ we have

]]_ &,8 ]]. &,8 ]]. &,8
, AP <X, Al =X, AN (&)
P =0 (S A ) =@ () 2 @ (512
ZH (1) Zi (1) Z (1)

1

AE,B ~
2O up 20 =)
Z) (t) se[0,1]

(48) > @;"y(

> 071G (4@ sup ZH6) <50
s€[0,7]

Essentially we just have to make the “correct” choice for both A and g in expres-
sion (48), although there will still remain a number of technicalities to resolve.

The first idea is to ensure the (originally rare) event Af’(s actually occurs under
the new measure @i} by making the spine follow close to the required path (x, y);
this is achieved by choosing the optimal value A for A and choosing 7 to be on the
natural time scale it would take the spine to reach position x+/7. In particular, this
choice will mean that in the first line of the above set of inequalities there is no
significant loss of mass when replacing the event Af"S with Af’a (§). Next, we wish
to choose the smallest possible g that will still leave some positive probability on
the last line of the above argument. Hence, we wish to identify the rate of growth
of the martingale Z;\F under @iy , and this will essentially be governed by the
contribution from the spine itself.

With this is mind, and recalling the various properties of the optimal paths and
parameters from Section 4, for &g > 0 we define

2a &0 0
ey (T) 1= exp((m+ +—+ —) (—)eZW — (T + xx))
2up k) \2u;

and recall from (35) that the scaling between ¢ and t is fixed throughout, where
K2t = (9/(2MX))62M5~T for large ¢, hence t + t ~ t. Note that since we are only
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considering the optimal value A = A, we have

(h+ Q;Xﬁ%%”“=ww;—mﬁ:@ww>

Then from (48) we have

49)  PY(AMY) zggo(r)—l@’;’y(Af"s(@; sup 2£() Sgso(f)>-

Our strategy for the rest of this proof is to show that the @iy -probability in (49)
is at least some &’ > 0 for all sufficiently large 7, uniformly for y € [yo, y1], so that
the decay rate part of (49) matches the desired rate in the statement of the theorem.

Conditioning on the spine’s path and birth times, g,oo, and then making use of
some standard properties of conditional expectation we have

@i’y<Af’5(€); sup Zf(s>5gso(r>)

s€[0,7]

=0 (@ (4@ sup 27(9) = g0

s€[0,7]

i~))
= Q7 (14006 Q7 0P 27 9) = 2ey(®)§c ) ),
A7) se[0.7]
since Af"3 (£) is Goo-measurable. We next observe that, conditional on G+, we can
write Z;L (¢) as
(50) 2 = yz““( > e ESZ 5, + f(t)),
u<é&;

where the Z W) are independent copies of Z started from a single particle at
(égu, ns,); and f(t) is the contribution to Z; A (t) from the spine, which, conditional

on 900, is a known function of ¢. Now if we could show, for 0 < &g < &g,

sup f(s) < 85(1) and  sup (Zf(s)— f(s)) < geoz(f)_’
s€[0,7] 5€[0,7]

where f(t) = e_(‘/’ryzﬂx)f(t), we would have supgco o ZZF(S) < &e (7).
Hence, defining ,‘er (s):= 2+ (s) — f(s), we have

Qi’y(ﬂA;ﬁ@)@i’ ( sup Z+(S)<gso(f)’goo>>

€[0,7]

> @i’y<1Af.5(§)@i’y( sup f(s) < ggoz(t)’ sup Z (s) < 8eo(T )‘9m>)

s€l0,7] VG[O 7]
i~))

sup ZZF(S) < geo( 2

s€l0,7]

ALY . AX,Y
=Q; (ﬂAf’S(s)ﬂ{supse[o,z]f(s)sggom/z}(@x (
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since, conditional on goo, the supremum of f on [0, ] is known.
We see from (50) that, conditional on 4o, Z;“(t) is a submartingale. This is
because the Qiy -conditional expectation of each of the Z ;f” in the sum
(51) e—(l//fyz-i—)ux) Z e—E;'Su Z}(\u) (t—S,)
u<é

is constant, so the expectation of the sum cannot decrease, and in fact this expecta-
tion increases every time there is a birth on the spine. Then by Doob’s submartin-
gale inequality we have

@ (sw 2o =E20)g,)

s€[0,7]
—1-4 (sup 7= 005 )
s€[0,1]
>1-— QY (Z (1) 1G00)-
8()( )

We must note here that the expectation on the above line is not a priori finite. How-
ever, the expectation of each term in the sum (51) is bounded by sup;¢o 7 f (s),
which we have control over via an indicator function and so we do not have to
worry about this expectation blowing up.

So we need to show that for all sufficiently large T and all y € [yo, y11,

QY R Y ot
2, <]1Af’5(s>m{supss[o,f]f<s><ggo<r)/2}(1 o ()QA (Z] (f)|9oo)>>

and hence also
@i’y<Af’6(§); sup Zf(s) < geo(r)) > ¢
s€[0,7]

as required. This will follow by combining both parts of the following result.

LEMMA 12. Fix y; > yo > 0 and g9 > &y > 0.

(1) For all sufficiently small ¢, 8~> 0, there exists some ¢ > 0 and T > 0 such
that forall y € [yp, y1land allt > T,

Q; (A“(S) sup f()<g802(’)) %

s€[0,7]

(i1) As T — 00,

X, X, 8()
xy( 7 (T )QAY(ZWT)I%@) S:Elp]f(S)<g°2T >—>0

uniformly over y € [yo, y1].
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Then we have shown that, for any &y > 0, y; > yp > 0, and sufficiently small
g,8 > 0, there exists a T > 0 such that, for all y € [yp, yi] and allt > T,

1~ og PV (AS%) = —(O(B, k) + £0).

Finally, we observe that the probability P*»Y (Af"s) is trivially monotone in-
creasing in both ¢ and &, and so it follows that if the result is true for all suffi-
ciently small ¢ and §, it is in fact true for all &, § > 0. This completes the proof of
Theorem 7. [J

PROOF OF LEMMA 12(i). We will prove Lemma 12(i) in a sequence of other
lemmas, using a convenient coupling for the spine’s type process.
First recall that, under Qi’y , s solves the SDE

dng = \/ést + uansds,

where By is a @A—Brownian motion. Noting that d(e™"*Sn;) = e "5./0 d B, we
can construct e~ #**5, as a time-change of a Brownian motion with

N 9 -
e s —no = ~/5/0 et dBy = |5 ~B(1 - o=2Ma5Y
A

where B is also a Q;Cy -Brownian motion started at the origin.
In this way, we will construct #” under P from a Brownian motion B” started

at yo/2u; /6 where, for s € [0, 00),

7 (s) = ie““By(l _ e—ZMxS)‘
2

To construct simultaneously all type processes n” under the same measure P,
we first construct the process B0 as an independent Brownian motion started
at yo~/2m3 /6. Second, we construct the process BY! by running an independent
Brownian motion started at yj./2/; /60 until it first hits the path of B*°, at which
point we couple the two processes together. Next, for any other y € (yo, y1), we
run an independent Brownian motion BY until it first meets with either the process
BY below or B! above, at which point we couple it to the process it first hits.

Finally, we construct all the corresponding spatial processes £ under P from a
single Brownian motion W by defining

(52) £Y(s) = W(a /0 ny(w)zdw) + Aa /0 7’ (w)? dw,

where W is started at x and is independent of the BY processes.
Constructed in this way, for each y € [yo, y1], the P-law of (£7, Y) is the same
as the Qi’y—law of (£, 7).
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Fixing u € (0, 1) and K > max{y;, 1}, we define the events and stopping times
A = [By(s) c [1 B i},w e(l—p, 1]},
2K 2K
Ty :=inf{r : B () = 0}, Tk :=inf{r: B’ () = K},

A = ANNAY N{Ty > 1} N {Tx > 1}.

Then, clearly ]P’(A~g, k) > 0 and, on the event Ag, K, the coupling gives

, [ 6
0<n*(@s)<n’(s) <n’(s) <K |—e",
2

for all s > 0 and y € [yo, y1]. Note that our construction also ensures that if event
A2’ N AZ' occurs then so must A} for any y € [yo, y1], hence A} D A . O

LEMMA 13. Let e > 0. On event AE,K, there exists a deterministic time so =
so(e) > 0 such that for all T > so,

sup |17 (s) — y(s)| < e/,
s€[0,7]

forall 'y € [yo, y1].

PROOF. Set s| = —ﬁ log i and then, on event AS,K, forall T > s > 51 we

have
ny(s) — iel’b)hs < i ieu‘ls’
21 T 2\ 2,

for all y € [yg, y1]. Writing

— o 21
y(s) = o e"“<1 ¢ ) < ie“”,
24 1 —e72m7 ) 7\ 2,

we see that there exists s = s2(¢) > 0 such that, for T > 5 > 59,

s [T o] < £ [T e
2p; T 2\ 2

Taking s3(e) = max{si, s2(¢)} now yields

(53) ) =5l < 2 Lot <o
K\ 2

for all T > s > s3 and all y € [yg, y1]-
Now consider s € [0, s3]. On AS,K we have

7(5) = F)] < | e (1 4 K),
214

and hence for some s4(g) > 0 we have [nY(s) — y(s)| < e/t for all T > s4, all
s €10, s3], and all y € [y, y1]. Taking so(e) = max{s3, s4} yields the result.
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LEMMA 14. Let § > 0. Then for all sufficiently small ¢, there exists a deter-
ministic Ty = to(g, 8) > 0 such that, on A¢ k, we have

54) sup
s€[0,7]

N N
/ n (w)? dw —/ y(w)Zdw‘ < 8t
0 0
forall T > 19 and all y € [yg, y1].

PROOF. Given any é > 0, we first fix an ¢ > 0 sufficiently small such that

e(2+ f)z’(m < %; this yields a corresponding s3 = s3(g), which is chosen as at

equation (53). Given this s3, we find 71 = 71(¢, §) > 0 such that, for all T > 7y,
536 3
(K* + 1)/ — MW Jy < 1.
0 21 4

We now set 19 = 79(e, §) = max{ss3, r1}. With this choice of ¢ and 1o, we pro-
ceed to show that the inequality (54) is satisfied. Note that 7y is deterministic and
independent of y.

From equation (53) we see that, on Ag, x and for s > s3,

* 53 s e | 0 2
/ ny(w)zdwzf ny(w)zdw+/ <y(w)__ _emw) dw
0 0 53 k\ 2

Y2 VIR P80 uw
2/ y(w) dw—/ y(w) dw—2/ —eMYdw
0 0 53 2K WUy,

3
s 30 t
2/ )'z(w)zdw—/ T gy — (26) 2L
0 0 2,LL)\ 2/,L)\
s S
>/ y(w) dw — —t
0 2

for all T > 79 and all y € [yg, y1]. Similarly

’ 3 s e |0 2
f ny(w)zde/ ny(w)zder/ (y(w)+_ _emw) dw
0 0 53 K\ 2
S_ 2 53 9 2
5/ F(w) dw+/ (K —emw> dw
0 0 205,
S e & 9 2
+ —<2+ —>( —e’“w> dw
s3 K K 2/,L)L

K 530 t
5/ j)(w)zdw—l—Kz/ —ezmwdw—l-s(Z—l- E)K—
0 0 2ux /) 245,

S, S
</ y(w) dw + <t
0 2
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for all T > 79 and all y € [yg, y1]. Finally, for s € [0, s3], on AS’K we have
S R S R
[raran - [ sran] < [+ [ swra
30
<(K2+ 1)/ Y gy < 8t
0 2
forall t > rgp and all y € [yg, y1]. O

LEMMA 15. Let § > 0. Then for all sufficiently small & > 0, there exists
P-almost everywhere on A x a random time Sy = So(8, &) < 00 such that

sup
s€l0,7]

S

£Y(s) — m/ ny(w)zdw‘ < 5t
0

forall y € [yo, y1] and all T > Sy.

PROOF. Given § > 0, choose any §’, 8” > 0 such that §'(|8/A| +8”) < 8. Re-
calling the construction of £” at (52), we see from standard properties of Brownian
motion that there almost surely exists some S| = S1(8’) < oo such that

1
— sup |W(s)| <& forall t > Sj.
s€[0,¢]

W(a/os ny(w)zdw)‘ < 8’(61/(: ny(w)zdw)

for all T such that a for 17y(w)2 dw > S1, and by the coupling construction, on AS, K
this is true for all y € [yg, y1]ifa jof nyo(u))2 dw > S7. Then there exists (IP-almost
everywhere on Ag, k) arandom time S, = $»(8) < 0o, which depends on B and
Sy, such that a [ n¥ (w)?dw > S forall y € [yo, y1] when t > S5.

Now by Lemma 14, given §” and a sufficiently small &, there exists a determin-
istic 79 = 19(¢, 8”) > 0 such that, on AS,K,

Then

(55) sup
s€[0,7]

(56) a/OT n¥ (w)?dw < a/or)_/(s)zds +68"t= ( g +5”)z

for all T > 1o and all y € [yg, y1]. Combining the inequalities at (55) and (56), we
now see that, for T > So = So(e, 8, 8") = max{S,, 10},

W(a /OS ny(w)zdw>‘ < 8t

sup
s€l0,7]

S
&(s) —Aa/ ny(w)zdw' = sup
0 s€[0,7]

forall y € [yo, y1]. U

On combining Lemmas 14 and 15 and recalling the definition of optimal path x
at (37), we obtain the following:
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LEMMA 16. Let § > 0. Then for all sufficiently small ¢ > 0, there exists
P-almost everywhere on Ag x a random time Sy = So(8, €) < 0o such that

sup [&7(s) — x(s)| < 8¢,
s€l0,7]

forall y € [yo, y1], and all T > S'o.

We may now draw everything together to finish the proof of Lemma 12(i). First
we observe that since A < 0, on event Af”S(S),

sup e —( Y 4A) exp(¥; n? 4 rE — Efs)
s€l0,7]

< e WP H0 exp(yif (i + €)% + (=B — O)1),

and so, given &y, we can choose first § and then ¢ sufficiently small so that

A (&) C { sup f(s) < gs‘)(”}

s€l0,7] 2

and, from Lemmas 13 and 16, there exists a random time T = f((? , &) < 00 such
that on A; g we have

sup |7 (s) — ¥(s)| < e/t
s€l0,7]

and

sup [&7(s) — x(s)| <8t
s€[0,7]

for all T > T and all vy € [yo, y1]. That is, AS,K N {f’ <71} C Af"s(éy) for each
y € [yo, y1], with the slight abuse of notation that

Af’a(éy)Z{ sup [17(s) = ¥()| <ev/1; sup ISy(S)—f(S)|<5t}-

se[0,7(1)] sel0,7(1)]

Note also that ]P’(AS,K) > ¢’ for some &’ > 0.
Combining the above, for any y € [yg, y1] we have

3 (4@ sup fio < 0

s€[0,1] 2

) — @7 (AR (£) = P(ASP (&Y))

>P(Aek; T < 1) = P(Ac k)

as T — 00, as required. [J



644 Y. GIT, J. W. HARRIS AND S. C. HARRIS

PROOF OF LEMMA 12(ii). Consider the expectation of the “sum term.” We
have

~ A ~ (V2 A, ot u ~
Q1 (2 (1)|Goo) = e~ WY HOQ] y(Z e EiSiz{0(t - 8,) 900)
u<ér

= "W S B QY (28 (1 — 8| Goo)

u<€;

< e~ WA, max{ewfn<su>2+x5(su)—Ersu u < &)

<n¢ sup f(s)

s€l0,7]
Hence
Q. ( Q7 (ZF(D)1§oo); sup f<s><g€°(r)>
80( ) s€l0,7] 2
57 ~x,y( gé()() ge()(f))
6D =0 8eo(T)’ se[Or]f()< 2

< e O0TIGI ),

and we can now calculate @i’y(n,) = @i’y(@i’y(nﬂgoo)), where G the
o-algebra generated by the path of the spine (not including the birth times).
Conditional on §, n; is a Poisson random variable with mean given by
I 2(r17§ + p) ds, and using Fubini’s theorem we have

@ ([ 2002 + ras)

T ~
_ fo 2r Q5 () ds + 207

r 0 0 r rot
A e W

i \2uL;, 2445, HAT  HUa

r 2y«

LA POl ot P o(7).

Mo, 0
So the @iy -expectation of n, only grows linearly in ¢. Then since g9 — &y > 0,
the expression at (57) tends to 0 as 1 — oco. Moreover, the expectation at (57)
is bounded by the ;' -expectation, and hence the convergence is uniform over

y € [y0, y1], as claimed. [

8. Martingale results. In this section we recall some existing and prove some
new martingale results that are intermediate steps in the proofs of Theorem 1 and
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the upper bound of Theorem 3. We recall from [13] that E, [also written £~ (A)]
and A(y) are Legendre conjugates with

(58) A(y) = Aing{E_(k) + Ay}, E-(0) = su%{A(y) — YA}l
< y>

If, for Amin < A < 0, we write y,, for the y value which achieves the supremum on
the right-hand side of equation (58), then the functions A > y;, from (—Am;ip, 0)
to (0, 00), and y — A, from (0, 00) to (—Amin, 0) are inverses of each other and,
of course, A, is the A value which achieves the infimum on the left-hand side of
equation (58). In addition, we note that

(59) _ aE‘(A)— fa’i?
Y VO =8 —4an2’

that £~ (L) and A(y) are convex functions, and that

c@) =sup{y :A(y) >0} =inf{—E~ (L) /A : Amin < X < 0}

(60)

=inf{c, :Amin <A <0} = Ci_(e)’
where

¢, :=—E, /A and
(61)

_ 2
560) _\/2(9 8r)(0p + 202 +16) € G 0.

a® +4p)?
A formula for ¢(0) is given in equation (9). The following fundamental conver-

gence result for the Z,” martingale was first partly proved in [13], but also see [9]
for a more complete proof using “spine” techniques.

THEOREM 17. Suppose A € (Amin, 0].

) If » e ()1(0), 01, the martingale Z, is uniformly integrable and has an
almost sure strictly positive limit.
(i) If A < A(0), then Z, (00) = 0 almost surely.

The following convergence result was proved in [12] using martingales based
on Hermite polynomials.

THEOREM 18. Let A € (L(0),0] and o < 1/4. For each P*Y starting law and
every continuous bounded function f:R+> R, we have

> F e OO s fy 7 (o0),

ueN;
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where

1/4 » _ 5
62) form (%) [ F@e e gy
R

and ¢ (y) is the standard normal density.

In this paper, we require a corollary to this theorem which specifies more pre-
cisely which particles contribute to the final limit.

COROLLARY 19. Let A € (1(0), 0] and @ < 1/4. For each P*Y starting law
and every continuous bounded function [ :R— R, we have for every ¢ > 0

2 _ET _
63) Y fu(@) T OTIROTELL ) <) —> f0Z5 (00)
ueN; o

where y; = —%E ~(A) and fo is given at equation (62).

This last result will enable us to show in Section 10 that the almost sure growth
rate is at least as large as the expected growth rate, D(y) > A(y). It is easy to
see from Corollary 19 that when Z, (00) > 0, there must exist at least one particle
near to —y;,¢ in space. Further, because of the decay rate of each term in the sum
over particles at equation (63), it will be relatively straightforward to improve this
to get the required exponential numbers of particles, exp(A(y)t), near —y,t for
large times [as long as Z, (oc0) > 0].

The following result concerns the rate at which the martingales Z;" and Z;
converge to zero.

THEOREM 20. Let A € (Amin, 0). For every starting law, P*Y,

log Z (1) N

; )\(ckjE —c}) a.s.

where c)jf is given at (5), and

o= c(0), if )N\min <A< ):(9),
T e, if 2(0) <X <0O.

COROLLARY 21. If A € (Amin, 0), then Z;' (t) — 0 P~V -almost surely.

The rate of convergence of the Z; martingale in part (i) of Theorem 20 is crucial
in Section 9 to obtain the upper bound on the almost sure growth rate, D(y, k) <
A(y, k). We also comment that if Corollary 19 were true for all o < wf , then
we could have gained this upper bound at that point. Although Corollary 19 is
only proven for o < 1/4 (where we can utilize suitable Hermite expansions), we
conjecture that it holds for all ¢ < w; .
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PROOF OF COROLLARY 19. Lete>0Obesmall, u:=A—¢, A, u € (5\(9), 0),
f be a positive, continuous bounded function, a < 1/4 and note that y,, > y;.
Then we have

, .
Yo F @)t e OHROTEI Y <

MENI

B 2 B
< BB TN (1, (1)) OO o sy
MEN[

< < Z f(Yu(t))eotYu(l)2+MXu(l‘)—E;t)e—(E)L—E,I-i—()»—l/«)yu)l.

UEN;

Recall that £~ (A) is convex with aa—;zE_(k) >0 and %E‘(k) = ¥, S0, from the
Taylor expansion,

. .
E; = Ey 4 (e =22 E~()

(w—21?% 9% _
=k (M) +o((n — 1)?).

Then taking ¢ > 0 small enough so that E,” — E,/ + (A — u)y, > 0, and using
Theorem 18, we find that for any § > 0
hm sup Z f(Yu (t))anu(t)2+)Lxu(t)_E;t:ﬂ-{Xu(t)<—(yA+8)[} —=0.
t— 00 ueN,
Similarly, we can show
limsup Y~ f(¥y (f))eay“(t)%XX“(t)_E;tJl{xu(r)>—(n—5)r} =0,
=00 | CN,
and hence the only contribution to the limit comes from the particles near —y, ¢ in

space. Combining this with Theorem 18 we have

- T aYu (242X, ()—E; ¢t
foZ; (00) = lim 3 f(¥u(t))e »

ueN;

. 2 -
= t]_l)rgo Z f(Yu (l))an”(t) +AX, ()—E), t]l{|xu(t)/t+yx\<5}-
UEN; O

PROOF OF THEOREM 20. We use a useful technique brought to our attention
in [22]. Let p € (0, 1) so that, by Jensen’s inequality, Zit(t)l’ is a supermartingale;
then for u, v > 0 we have

(u+v)P <uP 4+0?,
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and hence
p
3 Vi Yu O+ (Xu(D+651)

MGN[

ZE@)P =

< < Z epwf:Yu(z)2+p)»(Xu(t)+Cp)Lt))epk(ci:—cpk)t.
UueN;
For any ¢ > 0, Doob’s supermartingale inequality says

) B EZE(s)P

P( sup Zit(w)p>8p >
e

S<wW=s+t
- YEY, ()24 pr(Xu ()¢, 5) | prlcE—c,)s
SSPEZEP)\MA p u s eP a8
ueNy
and then

P< sup e‘stf(w)>8>

SS<w<s+t

< P( sup  ZiF (w)f > e_p5(5+’)ep)
s<w<s+t
< g—pep& <E Z epllfitYu(S)2+pA(Xu(S)+C,,AS))ep(k(cli—cpk)ﬂ?)s'
UEN
Now, if we can choose p € (0, 1) such that )\.(Ci —c,)+ 68 <0and pwi <
A 2 A
W;A’ we must have % Z)Li(u) — 0 almost surely by using a familiar Borel-

Cantelli argument. [The condition pl//it < w;& guarantees that the expectation
in the last line above tends to a finite limiting value, hence stays bounded over all
times s, as can be checked by using formula (17), for example.]

Forall 0 < p < 1 we find pw;t < w;&. Considering the graph of c;—L we quickly
see that, for A € [i (), 0), taking p as close to 1 as we like gives the best rate. For
A € [Amin, X(@)) we can choose p so that pA = 1(9), which gives the best rate.

Recall from Theorem 17 that Z, (00) > 0 when A € ():(9), 0). Then, so far, we
have proved the following:

LEMMA 22. For every starting law, P*7Y, and for all ¢ > 0, if A € (Amin, 0)
then
e e_A(CKi_CI)IZAi(I) -0 a.s.
where

oo 1 €O, if Amin <A <A(0),
2 ey if A(0) < <0.
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It is clear that this gives the required upper bound of

log Z (1) -

lim sup
—00

)\(ciE —c}).

Now, for any € > 0, if A € (Amin, X(@)] then
oo Z ew;tyu(z)2+x<xu(z)+5(9)t) > HLATOD+er _y o as.
UEN;

since we know th:}t L, :=inf{X,(t) :u € N(¢)} satisfies L;/t — —c(0) a.s. Oth-
erwise, with A € (A(0), 0),

! Z Vi Yu O A (Xu (D+¢51) > ¢ Z (1) — o0 as.

UeN;

since here Z, (c0) > 0 a.s. Thus, in all cases,

log ZE (¢
liminf 28 %@ o

f—00 t

k(cf — ),
which completes the proof of Theorem 20. [J

9. Proof of Theorem 3. Upper bound. The idea for the upper bound proof
is to overestimate indicator function by exponentials, and then re-arrange the ex-
pressions to form martingale terms.

Simply observe that for A € (Apin, 0),

Ne(y, [K\/;v 00)) = Z Lix, (1)y<—yt: Yo (t) =k /)

ueN;

F (Y ()2 =20 4+0(X, (1) +
<> ]l{Xu(t)s—yz;Yu(tﬂzfczt}e%( (DA OFr

UueN;
< o E =Y 3 VY2 H2X, () —ESf 1

u€eN;

(64)

< e—x(c;—c;)zzzr (t)e(E;—i—)Ly—Kzl/,;‘)t’

where Eiﬁ = —kcic.

Recall from equations (11) and (32) that E,” + 1y — ICZW;_ has a minimal value
of A(y, k) achieved when A = X(y, k). Since ¢(0) is the minimal value of ¢,
Theorem 20 implies that

(65) limsupt~'log Z; (1) < A(c) —¢))

t—00

almost surely for all A € (Apin, 0).
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In cases where A(y, k) < 0, we can use the optimal value for A, Theorem 20
and trivially note that N, (y, [k+/t, 00)) is integer valued to deduce that

Z Ly, ()ziev/i:Xu ) <—y1} =0

UEN;

eventually, almost surely. Hence, D(y, k) = —oo almost surely if A(y, k) < 0.
Othgrwise we Igave A(y, k) > 0, which in fact guarantees that y € (0, ¢(6)] and
hence A(y, k) € [L(0), 0). Then since

limsupt~'log N, (y, [k+/1, 00))

—>0o0

<limsupz~! log(e_)‘(cr_ci)’er(t)) +(E, +Ary — szf)

t—00

we can again make use of Theorem 20 and the minimizing A value, A(y, k), to get
the bound

limsupt~'log N, (y, [k /1, 00)) < A(y, k) almost surely,

—00

as desired.

Notice that, when A(y, k) = 0, the right-hand side of the inequality at (64) will
tend to infinity (see Corollary 19). Then, on the boundary, we have only shown
that limsupr~! log N; (y, [k /1, 00)) < 0.

10. Proof of Theorem 1. The spatial growth rate. We first bound the spa-

tial growth rate above. Suppose that C C R is Borel-measurable with [ Vi ¥’ x
¢(y)dy > 0. Let L € (Amin, 0), then

Y Lxw=—yrranec) < Y Ly,mecye KO0

UEN; UEN;

— B+t Z ]l{yu(t)ec}exxu(t)—E;t

UEN;
< e Ex Tz (1),
Recalling equations (8) and (19), we therefore have

> Lxam=—yrv.mec) <€ Z5 ).

UueN;
Now if y > ¢(0), corresponding to A, € (Amin, ):(0)] and having A(y) <0, we
know from Theorem 17 that Z ;y (00) = 0 almost surely. Then,

y>cl) = Z Lix,(t)<—yt:Yu()ec) =0 eventually, a.s.
UeN;
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Otherwise, if y € (0, ¢(9)), corresponding to A,, € ()1(9), 0) and having A(y) > 0,
Theorem 17 tells us that Z ;y (00) > 0 almost surely, hence

limsupr~"log " Lix,0)<—yrvamec) < Aly).

t—00 uen,

Now we bound the growth rate from below. Let ¢ > 0 be small, x0) <1 <0,
32E;

and = A — &. We recall now that E; " is convex so —=

> 0and y, > y,.. Then

Y AKX OTE L e <X ()<= (=)t Va(0)eC)
UEN;

< Y ST e <X ()= (a—)t: Vu(DEC)
UeN;

=TT E TN e < Xu (D= (i)t Va(1)EC)
UEN;

< TN X ()<= (-t Yu (1) C)-
UEN;

Then

t~Mog Y Ty, mecye™ O x4l <e)

MEN{

< =iy —Ef —xe+17og Y Lix,)=—(n—e):Ya)eC)-

UEN;

Letting  — oo, using Corollary 19 and remembering that for 1(9) < A < 0 we
have Z, (00) > 0 a.s., we find

— .. —1
0=—Ayy— E; —2e+liminfs~" log XI:V Lixu()=-(n—o):Yu(DC)
ueiNy

and as € > 0 can be arbitrarily small we have

liminfr =" log Y 1ix,()=-pnv,nec) = E; +Avi.

11— 00
ueN;
Equivalently,
.. -1 —
liminfr~" log ZA:I Lix, (h=—yr:vuec) Z Ex +Ayy = Aly)
ueiNy

and hence the lim sup and lim inf agree as required.
We note that these proofs will easily adapt to cover a multi-type branching
Brownian motion where the types evolve as a finite state Markov chain, such as
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found in [2], where it will also be possible to prove the analogous convergence the-
orem required when we have a finite type space by adapting the proof of Theorem
18 found in [12].

In the standard branching Brownian motion case things are even simpler
to adapt (where, of course, there is no need for any convergence result akin
to Theorem 18). All the information necessary is contained in the martingales
> uen, EXp(AX, (1) — (A2/2 + r)t) studied by Neveu [22] and, as first came to
our attention during discussions with J. Warren, the martingale with parameter A
can only be capable of “counting” particles near y,¢ in space at large times ¢, so
when this martingale is uniformly integrable particles must perpetually be found
with the corresponding speed. Of course, in this case more precise results, in the
spirit of Watanabe [25], also exist.

Acknowledgments. We would like to thank two anonymous referees for pro-
viding extremely helpful and thorough reviews of earlier incarnations of this man-
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