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Multiple space-time scale analysis for interacting
branching models

Donald A. Dawson Andreas Greven

Abstract

We study a class of systems of countably many linearly interacting diffusions whose
components take values in [0,00) and which in particular includes the case of inter-
acting (via migration) systems of Feller’s continuous state branching diffusions. The
components are labelled by a hierarchical group. The longterm behaviour of this system
is analysed by considering space-time renormalised systems in a combination of slow
and fast time scales and in the limit as an interaction parameter goes to infinity. This
leads to a new perspective on the large scale behaviour (in space and time) of critical
branching systems in both the persistent and non-persistent cases and including that
of the associated historical process. Furthermore we obtain an example for a rigorous
renormalization analysis.

The qualitative behaviour of the system is characterised by the so-called interaction
chain, a discrete time Markov chain on [0,00) which we construct. The transition
mechanism of this chain is given in terms of the orbit of a certain nonlinear integral
operator. Universality classes of the longterm behaviour of these interacting systems
correspond to the structure of the entrance laws of the interaction chain which in turn
correspond to domains of attraction of special orbits of the nonlinear operator. There
are two possible regimes depending on the interaction strength. We therefore continue
in two steps with a finer analysis of the longtime behaviour. The first step focuses on
the analysis of the growth of regions of extinction and the complementary regions of
growth in the case of weak interaction and as time tends to infinity. Here we exhibit a
rich structure for the spatial shape of the regions of growth which depend on the finer
structure of the interaction but are universal in a large class of diffusion coefficients.
This sheds new light on branching processes on the lattice. In a second step we study
the family structure of branching systems in equilibrium in the case of strong interaction
and construct the historical process associated with the interaction chain explicitly. In
particular we obtain results on the number of different families per unit volume (as the
volume tends to infinity). In addition we relate branching systems and their family
structure (i.e. historical process) to the genealogical structure arising in Fleming-Viot
systems. This allows us to draw conclusions on the large scale spatial distribution of
different families in the limit of large times for both systems.
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Part A Introduction and main results

0 Basic Multiple Space Time Scale Analysis

a) Motivation and background

In a series of papers Dawson and Greven (1993 a)b)c)); Dawson, Greven and Vaillancourt
(1995), we developed a scheme, the multiple space-time scale analysis, with which it is
possible to study the longterm behaviour of locally and hierarchically interacting systems
each with infinitely many components in the limit of mean-field interaction but in large time
scales. This technique will be used here to investigate some long time - large scale phenomena
occurring in branching systems, including their associated historical processes and to study
the relation between branching systems and systems with evolution by resampling (Fleming-
Viot systems). The branching models we consider are the diffusion limits of branching
random walks, often called super random walk.

The value of this type of analysis lies in the fact that it yields good predictions for the
long time large scale behaviour of systems without passing to the mean field limit and the
fact that it is possible to relate the space-time renormalised system in the mean field limit to
a Markov chain on the state space of a single component the so-called interaction chain. This
chain describes the large scale space-time dependence structure of the model. The transition
kernels of the chain are given in terms of the orbit of a nonlinear operator in function space.
The latter relation allows us to describe universality classes of the longterm behaviour of
the original interacting systems by determining the domain of attraction of a special orbit
of this nonlinear operator. The analytic properties of this operator will be studied in a
forthcoming paper Baillon et al (1995) part 2, which in particular results in identifying the
domains of attraction of the orbit given by a fixed point. In the case of branching models we
are able to execute the whole analysis as well on the level of the historical processes which
we construct for both the interacting system and the interaction chain.

Other models, such as interacting Fisher Wright diffusions resp. interacting Fleming-Viot
processes, have been analysed along these lines in: Dawson and Greven (1993 c), Baillon et
al. (1995) part 1, respectively Dawson, Greven and Vaillancourt (1995). In all these cases
the analysis proceeds in a two step program, of which the first probabilistic part is devoted
to the multiple space-time scale analysis and then a second analytic part in which the study
of the nonlinear map is carried out.

Related renormalisation ideas occur in the study of certain population growth models
(involving interaction of different families), (Durrett (1993), Durrett and Neuhauser (1993)).
Here however renormalised systems are associated with deterministic systems namely partial
differential equations of the reaction-diffusion type and the mean field limit of the system is
obtained by superimposing fast stiring of the components.

In the papers listed above the multiple space-time scale analysis was mainly applied to
systems with interacting components in which the components take values in a compact set.
The models of interest in this context were related to ideas from population genetics. In-
teracting Fisher-Wright diffusions, and interacting (measure-valued) Fleming-Viot processes
were the most important examples. The purpose of the present article is to extend the anal-
ysis to systems where the components take values in a noncompact set (here the interval
[0,00)) and to include the historical process in the analysis.

The point here is twofold. First we identify some new phenomena due to the noncom-
pactness, described later on, and second we obtain some insight into the behaviour of a class
of interacting diffusions containing the important case of interacting systems of Feller’s
continuous state branching diffusions. Concerning the second point we note that although
much is known about various spatial branching models on Z¢ or IR?, nevertheless some
basic questions related to the clustering behaviour of ”lowdimensional “ models and of the
equilibrium family structure (historical process) of the "highdimensional“ models are still



open (compare Shiga (1992), Gorostiza and Wakolbinger (1992)) since many papers on the
subject deal with establishing the dichotomy clustering versus stability rather than giving a
finer analysis of the two regimes. Some analogues of these open questions will be addressed
here in the hierarchical context.

We want to go further and are interested in determining whether the so-called branching
property in population growth models is essential or whether there are wider universality
classes of similar longterm behaviour, this is where the multiple space-time scale analysis
is particularly useful. Recall that the branching property says that every subfamily of the
population evolves independently from any other subfamily.

Here are the three main features of our analysis for the particular class of processes
studied here:

(i) It turns out that the longterm behaviour of an interacting diffusion system on [0, co)
where Q) is a specific countable group, depends to ‘first order’ only on the properties of
the interaction term, which is induced by migration, and not on the diffusive term which
is induced by the population growth. In particular for strong interaction we have stability
and for weak interaction the systems cluster, that is in the first case each possible value
of the spatial population density corresponds to an equilibrium state, while in the second
case as time goes on the mass of bigger and bigger groups of components of the system
goes to zero and on a thin spatial set the components become very large. It is the second
regime which exhibits new features compared to the compact case. The first case shows
interesting similarities and even relations to the compact case. However, both regimes are
studied further using the concept of the interaction chain mentioned earlier.

(ii) First it is the formation of clusters which we analyse further, that is we determine
the rate of growth of growing components and the rate of spatial expansion of such a cluster
of growing components. Depending on the form of the interaction, the spatial shape of the
regions where growth occurs displays a complex behaviour, which we classify and analyse in
great detail. The analysis allows us to give a complete description of the population growth
on the thin set of components where the system is not yet extinct: This growth can be
described by passing to a mass, space and time transformed process with values in [0, o),
where the deterministic time transformation depends on the interaction and the mass trans-
formation on the universality classes of the diffusive term while the space transformation is
just building a block average which involves only the structure of the group indexing the
components. Then taking the limit of large times and mean field migration results in a limit
process the so-called cluster process, which we determine explicitly. Related questions about
clustering in systems with compact components are found in Cox and Griffeath (1986),
Fleischmann and Greven (1994) and Klenke (1995) and in noncompact cases in Fleischman
(1978), Durrett (1979).

We determine classes of diffusive terms, which show the same pattern in the formation
of clusters. These universality classes are described in terms of the properties of the orbit
of a certain nonlinear operation on a cone in a subspace of C([0,00)). The determination
of the corresponding universality classes can be viewed an purely analytic problem and will
be treated in Baillon et al. (1995).

(iii) In the stable case the analysis provides a simpler approzimate description for the
equilibrium measures for the original system (that is, before passing to the mean field limit).
In the case of branching systems we show that the multiple space time scale analysis can be
applied even on the level of the historical process, that is, the process encoding the whole
genealogical structure of the system in equilibrium (see Dawson (1993) for a survey on
the historical process). In other words we construct the historical process associated with
the interaction chain. In particular we obtain the hierarchical mean field approximation
of Kallenberg’s backward tree and hence the Palm measure. This allows us to study, the
density of a single family and the number of different families per volume which make up
equilibrium states. The most important point is the connection and quantitative relations we
find between the family structure of the historical process of branching systems, respectively,
the genealogical structure in Fleming-Viot systems.

QN
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The rest of section 0 contains the description of the models in 0b) and of our basic results
(see (i) above) formulated in Theorems 1 - 4 in Subsections Oc) - 0f). Section 1 in Part A
contains a finer analysis of the long time behaviour of the system presented. It is here the
phenomena which are new to the noncompact component space are presented in Theorems
5-12. The proofs are in Part B Sections 2-6.

b) The model
We shall consider Markov processes X (t) with state space in [0, 00)*¥, where Qy is
the following countable abelian group defined for every N € IN with N > 2:

Onv = {517527"')| gi6{0717"'7N_1}7|{i|§i7é0}|<OO}
(0.1) £+¢ = (L +&mod(N)),--) &€y
d¢,€) = min(K -1]¢=¢ V)= K).

The group Qy is called the hierarchical group of order N. It is natural to use this group to
describe the spatial dependence in the context of genetic models where degrees of relationship
between different colonies £() are important rather than some euclidian notion of distance.
However, interacting systems indexed by Z? rather than Q) can in their longterm behaviour
be well approximated by Qy models with large N. (See DG 1993 b) for a discussion of the
hierarchical group as index set for interacting systems in population genetics.)

The Markov process X (t) = (mév (t))ecay € [0,00)™ will be defined by the following
countable system of stochastic differential equations (we supress N in the components!):

drg(t) = D cr1/N*Hagn(t) — ze(t))dt + 1/ 2g(we (1)) dwe (t)
k=1

1
(0.2) Tek = m Z Te
£:d(¢ )<k
X(O) = Xg€FE.
The ingredients (ck)kemw, g, (we(t))i>o0 and E in (0.2) are as follows:
(0.3) (ck)kenw satisfies: ¢ >0 Vk € IN, chN_k <oo VN >2
k

g:[0,00) = R satisfies: g9(0) =0,9(z) >0 Vz e (0,00)
(0.4) g 1is locally Lipschitz-continuous
g(xr) < Cz+Dx* CeR" Dec(0,1).

The collection of all functions g with the properties required in (0.4) will be denoted by G.

(0.5) {(we(t))e>0}ecan

is an independent collection of standard Brownian motions.

(0.6) E={(z¢)ecan | [[(me)ecan |l < oo},

where the norm | - || is defined by ||(z¢)ecanl] = D, a(é)ze, and where a(-) is a fixed

£eQn
function on Qx with values in (0, co) satisfying the following relations

(0.7) > a@ea(t,¢) < Ma(ze), Y alwe) < oo,
€ €
and a(-,-) is given by:

(0.8) a6, &) =a(0,6' =&,  a(0,§)= > /N

k=d(0,£)



The function « can be constructed from a strictly positive summable function 8 on Qx by
putting a(§) = Y00, Y neay M"a™(&,m)B(n), with M > 1.

Remark The system (0.2) has a unique strong solution in E. The process X(t) has
continuous paths and the strong Markov-property. See Shiga and Shimizu [SS]. (For the
existence of a strong solution in L?(a) see theorem 2.1. Extending this statement to F
is done by standard techniques. For the uniqueness one has to remove the restriction to
bounded intervals using approximation by finite systems together with coupling techniques.)
In the sequel we shall choose as initial state a product measure on [0, 00)®*~  which is
homogeneous and concentrated on E. (This restriction to independent components allows
us to simplify notation, however, homogeneous ergodic laws could be used as well). We
define for such a product measure p a parameter ® and impose a moment condition:

(0.9) 0 = E*(2¢(0)), EF(z¢(0))? < 0.

(Note that we can this way define an initial state on [0, 00)®*> such that the initial states
on [0, 00)*~ are simply the restrictions.

Example An example of a system as defined in (0.2) is a system of interacting Feller’s
branching diffusions (“super random walk”), where

g(x) = const. x.

This model arises as the diffusion limit of a continuous time particle branching model.

Namely, every particle can migrate on 2y according to the transition rates a(-,-) on Qy x

Qn and split at rate 1 into M particles with probability ¢ps such that > gy M = 1 and
M

> qmM? < co. Here the migration kernel is interpreted as follows: pick a block {£]d(0,& <
M

k} at rate (cx—1/N*~1) and a position therein according to the uniform distribution. Writing
cx/N* as a parameter turns out to be suitable later on. Recall in that context that N* is
the volume of the k-ball {£|d(0,£) < k}. In order to pass to the diffusion limit give each
particle mass ¢, increase the number of initial particles like e~! and the branching rate by
e~1. Let ¢ — 0 to obtain a solution of (0.2) satisfying g(x) = const z.

The process with g(x) = dx?,d € (0,00) plays a special role and exhibits some new
phenomena which we cannot treat at this point. Aspects of that model are studied in
Gauthier (1994). We shall therefore assume throughout the rest of this paper the following
hypotheses:

(H) lim, 0g(x)/2? = 0.

c¢) The multiple space-time scale analysis

Our aim in this section is to analyse the infinite system given in (0.2) in various renor-
malised forms for large times and for large N. We first rescale space and pass from
(xe(t))ecan to (zek(t))ecan, i-e. we consider the field of blockaverages over blocks of size
k (volume N¥). Second we rescale time as well and pass from x¢ x (t) to z¢ x(t3;(N)) with
B;(N) = N7. Hence we obtain for each pair (k, j) € IN? a renormalised system

(0.10a) (ze,k(tBj(IN)))eean -

The goal is to determine the limiting dynamics for this system (z¢x(¢5;(IN)))ecay as
N — oo (limit of mean field interaction). The idea behind this limit is that it is expected
that letting first t — oo, then N — oo will result in the same picture and second that the



approximation in N is extremely rapid. This idea has been rigorously verified in some cases
(See Theorems 4, 11 of this paper, Klenke (1995) and Fleischmann, Greven (1994)).

In order to also get some insight in the behaviour during entire large time intervals, this
picture is refined by looking at a renormalisation involving two time scales simultaneously,
a fast and a slow time scale. For each (k,j) € IN? with k < j consider

(0.100) (e k(585 (N) + 6r(N)))i>0 k<j

in the limit N — oo or more convenient s, N — 0o, in such a way that we set s = s(IN) with
$(N) 1 oo but $(N)/N — 0 as N — oc.

In order to describe the limiting dynamics as N — oo of (0.10) we need:

Definition 1  (Ingredients of multiple space-time scale analysis)
(i) time scales B;(N) = N’

(ii) block averages xer=N"F > xe VEEQp.
§:d(£,8')<k

(iii) the quasi-equilibrium T'%(-) on the k-th level, the k-th level associated diffusion Z%*(t)
on [0,00) and k-th level diffusion function F} defined on [0, c0):
- — T'%(-) is the unique equilibrium of the diffusion Y (¢) defined via the SDE

dY (t) = e, (0 = Y (t))dt + /2F(Y (t))dw(t), with w(t) brownian motion

- — Z%*(t) is the stationary solution of above SDE,
- — Z%k(t) is the solution of above SDE with Z%*(0) = 6.

-~ Fy(0) == [ Fr_1(x)I's ' (dz) and Fo(0) = g(f) V0 € [0, 00).
0
(iv) The level k-marginals of the interaction chain of level j

L) = / / ) (d6y)T) " (dba) - -Tf ().

[0,00) [0,00)

Remark The fact that the SDE for Y(¢) in (iii) above has a unique weak solution, will
follow from Lemma (2.2 a)) in Section 2.

We are now ready to formulate our result on the multiple space-time scale behaviour of
XN (t). For that purpose we have to distinguish in (0.10 a) the three cases k > j, k = j and
k < j. Note that Qn C Qpr € {IN U {0}} ¥V as sets if N < M.

We shall focus on the case where we consider z¢ ;(s8;(IV)) for a fixed value of £ € Qy C
{IV U {0}}¥. (It is possible to prove results about the whole field {z¢ x(s8;(N))}ecan
as was done in [DGV] for the case of interacting systems of Fleming-Viot processes and
we refer the reader to the latter paper if he is interested in such an extension.) With
L(YN)s>0) = L((Ys)s>0) we denote weak convergence on the path space C([0, 00), IR).

Theorem 1  (Multiple space-time scale behaviour)
Consider the process X (t) started in a homogeneous product measure satisfying (0.9) .
(a) k>j

(0.11) L((we k(585 (N)))s>0) = Ity (s)=6)-
(b) k=j
(0.12) L((xe,;(s8;(N)))s>0) = L((2%7(5))s>0)-



(c) k<,
for s = s(N) with s(N) 1 oo and s(N)/N — 0 as N — co:

(0.13) L((2er(58;(N) + 161 (N)))e=0) = LUZ%())e20),
where 0, is independent of the evolution and satisfies
L(07) = ™.

Furthermore the spatial correlation length built up in time Br(N) is k, that is

014)  £((@er(sB; (V)5 (N))ezolwe.x(s5;(N)) = 0/, wer(55;(N)) for d(€, €) > k)

= L(Z°*(t))i>0)-

N— oo

O

Remark Theorem 1 shows that blockaverages over blocks of size j need at least time
B;(N) to start fluctuating. In larger time scales the evolution of such a block average is like
a diffusion with a driftfield. The driftfield is a random variable depending on the averages
over large blocks. The convenience in letting s — oo is that all diffusions are then in
equilibrium. Otherwise we would get £(6}) is s dependent and equal to

[ putan

where P, = £(Z%7(s)). Similarly if we let s — oo in (0.12) or replace s08;(N) by s(N)B;(N)+
t3;(N) with s(N) satisfying the conditions in ¢) then we obtain (Z{*/) on the r.h.s. of (0.12).

Remark The crucial object to describe the behaviour of the renormalised system are the
distributions ,ué’k, which are built using the diffusion coefficient functions on the various lev-
els. These diffusion functions can be found by averaging successively the diffusion function
on the previous level with respect to the equilibrium state on that level for frozen higher level
averages. The basic mechanism here is the ”coexistence* of two time scales: In short time
the components relax into a quasiequilibrium, which is dictated by the higher level averages
which themselves remain constant for times of that order and start fluctuating only after
longer times. The limit N — oo then actually separates slow and fast time scales. Taking
N — oo corresponds to taking the rapid stirring limit € — oo in Durrett (1993).

Remark Observe that in the case of interacting Feller’s branching diffusions we have
(0.15) F(0) = Fyp(0) =const § V k € IN.

We shall see later on the implications of this fixed point property, which allows for explicit
calculations.

d) A nonlinear integral operator and its orbit

In the last subsection we saw that the diffusion terms on the various levels in the limit
N — o0, can be calculated recursively. We formalize and extend this point of view now a
bit, in order to be able to later on discuss the question of the universality properties, of the
behaviour of the interacting system as time tends to infinity.

Define for g satisfying (0.4) the nonlinear map:

o0

016)  Fulg) = B’ (g(X)) = / 9(@)T5* (de)
0



where I'g? is the unique equilibrium of the diffusion Y(t) given by

(0.17) dY (t) = c(6 =Y (t))dt + /2 ))dw(t

The distribution I'y? can be calculated explicitly for 6 # 0 as follows:
1 1
0.18 ryd(A) = / e
(018) o' (4) Z(c,9,9) g(x
x

)
T 0—
with Z(c, g, ) O/W (Ce/Tyjyd

For 6 = 0 one has I'y? = do.
Consequently F. is given by an explicit formula as well:

x

p (c/eg(_—y)ydy) dzx, 6¢€(0,00)

(0.19) Fe(9)0) = m/e}{p(c/ og(;yjydy)dm, 6 € (0,00).
0 0

The case 6 = 0 is trivial, here I';? = do and hence F(g) (o) = 0.
For a given sequence (cg)remn we define:

(0.20) FM = F, oF, 0.0 Fey
and obtain this way the orbit of g denoted

(0.21) {F(9)}nen-

The study of this orbit is now in view of (0.19) an analytical problem (see BCGH 1,2). It will
turn out later on that for our purposes it is mainly the “endpieces” of the above sequence
which are relevant. Furthermore much information about the orbit can be obtained from
the special case ¢, = ¢, i.e. F(™ = (Fe)™, on which we focus now.

We shall define subclasses of G = {g : [0,00) — IR"|g satisfies (0.4) and (H) } of which
we shall see later that they correspond to universality classes for the structure of the orbit
(0.21) and at the same time for the longterm behaviour of the interacting systems.

Consider for the moment the sequence ¢, = ¢. We have to distinguish the three cases
(here 0 € (0, 0)).

(A) F™)(g) () diverges as n — oo,

(B) F (”)(g)(g) is bounded away from 0 respectively oo uniformly in n

(C) F™(g)g) converges to 0 as n — oo.

It will be proved later on that these cases correspond to g(x)/z — 00, as x — o0, g(z)/x
remains bounded away from 0 and oo, respectively g(x)/x goes to 0 as z — co. It turns out
that for large n, F (”)(g)(g) is of the form d,f. Therefore fix a sequence (ci)rev satisfying
chzl = oo and let (dy,)nemnv be the sequence of numbers with d,, > 0 for all n € IN which
describe F' (”)(g)(g)ﬂ_l for n — co. We view (d,,) as a representative of the equivalence class
of sequences given by the relation a,, ~ by, iff a,, /b, — 1 as n — oo.

Let us focus on case (B) first. We set

(0.22) G((d) = {9 € G 1(1F ™ (9)(0)/0du] — 1)1((£,00))][oc — 0, V& > O}.
(0.23) G=1J9g(@), g =JG((dn))
d>0

Of particular importance is the class G((1)) resp. G((d)) which contain the case of Feller’s
branching diffusions. Recall (0.15). We shall see in Baillon et al. (1995) part 2 that G
contains all functions in G with g(x)/x converging to the constant d € (0,00) as x — oo .

10



In the case A and C things are more subtle, but in a first step one looks at
(0.22) G((dn)) = {9 € GI(F ™ (9)(0)/0dn — 1) — 0, V8 > 0}.

See Baillon et al. (1995) for more details. It is still open to determine the right notion of
uniformity in this convergence.

e) The interaction chain, its entrance laws and their qualitative behaviour
(i) Entrance Laws

The theorem of the subsection 0.c) showed that the behaviour of the interacting system
(0.2) for large N and large times is regulated by Markov chains on [0, 00) defined as follows:

For every j € IN we define a time inhomogeneous Markov chain on [0, 00) with time
index in {—j — 1, —j4,...,0} denoted

(0.24) (ZD)k=—j—1,..0

with initial state
(0.25) Z, =0

and transition kernel Ki(-,-) at time —k (k € IN) given by (recall Definition 1 below (0.10))
(0.26) Ki(8, dy) = Ty~ (dy)-

We call (Z})g=—;-1,....0 the interaction chain at level j.
We can now strengthen (0.13) in Theorem 1 as follows.

Corollary 1  (Large scale space-time dependence structure)

L([wek(s(N)B; (N) + Y tBi(N)k=j+1.00) = LUZDk=—j-1,.0)- O
i=k

This means we observe the system after a long time s(IN)3; (N) for a number of time points
spaced with distance tG;(N) with ¢ = 0,1,...,5 — 1 and space scaled accordingly. The
dependence structure of this vector, reflecting the correllation in space and time, is described
in the limit N — oo by the level j interaction chain.

In order to control the behaviour of the interaction chain for large levels j, of particular
interest are the entrance laws of that chain. Recall that an entrance law for a sequence of
kernels (Py)rcz- on I x I is a sequence of laws (ay)iez- on I with ag1 = ay Py for all k.
Often we shall use the word entrance law as well when we refer to the stochastic process
starting at —oo which corresponds to (ag)gez- and the transition kernels (Py)kecz-

Theorem 2 (Entrance laws of interaction chain)

(a) For every 0 € [0,00) and Zij_l =0:
L((ZDk=-1,..0) = LUZZ ke z-)

where (Z7° ) ez~ is a time inhomogeneous Markov chain with transition kernels Ky, k €
IN at time —k, see (0.26), and the property klim Zy° exists, is finite and is denoted
——00

7z

(b) All extremal entrance laws of the Markov chain defined by the transition kernels (Ky),
with k € IN are given by the processes L((Z°)rez-) with Z2%, being deterministic
i.e. a constant. m|
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Remark Theorem 2(b) raises the question whether or not to each p € [0, 00) corresponds
an extremal entrance law with Z~3° = p. The answer will depend on the sequence (ck)remn
and will be discussed in the next paragraph.

(ii)  Stability versus clustering
We shall now show that the qualitative behaviour of the interaction chains depends on the
particular values of the coefficients (ci)remnw but not on the choice of diffusion function g
(universality). There are two regimes

o0

strong interaction : E clzl < 00
k=0
o0

weak interaction : g c,?l = +00.
k=0

In the first case the random walk with transition kernel a(-, -) is transient and in the second
recurrent for every N > 2 provided klim ¥cp < N, see [DG, 1993b]. Indeed the system
— 00

exhibits the following dichotomy. (Recall (0.9) for the definition of § and (0.4) for G):

Theorem 3  (Stability versus clustering)
For every g € G the following property holds for the entrance laws defined in Theorem 2a):
o _
(a) Yept<oo implies that  : { ?Zo E_(Oé co)as. VkEZT, if 6>0
— 00 -

(b) et =+oo implies that :ZF =0 ]

Remark In the case of strong interaction to every 6 € [0,00) corresponds an extremal
entrance law, vg®, which is for # # 0 nondegenerate, i.e. it is not concentrated on constant
path and the path stays with probability 1 away from the trap 0. In the case of weak
interaction there is only the trivial entrance law concentrated on the path which is constant
and equal to 0.

What does this dichotomy of Theorem 3 mean for the original system? In case (a) the
density 6 of the initial state is preserved by the system in the limit of large times and N,
while in the second case (b) the original density is distributed more and more uneven as
time goes on and large regions of values close to 0 respectively small regions with enormous
values develop (recall the preservation of the mean during the evolution). Case (a) is called
the stable case, case (b) the clustering case. We shall discuss in the subsection below the
relevance of Theorem 3 for the original system in more detail.

Remark The condition for having stability or clustering in terms of the (cx)remv is the
same as for the earlier studied case where the components take values in [0, 1] rather than
[0,00). See [DG,1993b]. Even though the finer analysis will reveal different types of be-
haviour in the two systems, in particular in the clustering case, the same conditions on the
ci, play a role. The reason for this is the similar structure of F(™((0.20)).

Example In the case where g(x) = d - z, i.e. Feller’s branching diffusions, we can cal-
culate the transition kernels and the Laplace transforms of the marginal distributions for
the entrance law explicitly. That is we can identify £(Z,) for every k € Z™* and we
can give an explicit expression for every m-step transition probability of the entrance law
that is £(Z°%,,1Z2°% = 0). Recall first the transition kernel of (Z3°)rez-, K-x(0,) is
given by T5"%(.) and Tg™ is a Gamma distribution with parameters (Oc/d,d/c) (that
is, with density const - 7 1e=F). Define x(\) = (c/d)log(1l + (d/ci)N) and ¥, =
Pi(i—1(-- - (¥k(-)) -+ -). Then:
L£(Z29,) has Laplace Transform exp(—6voo,x(A))

L(Z%% 1 m|Z%5, = p) has Laplace transform exp(—pthx kx—m).O
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(ili) Comparison of Hierarchical and Hierarchical Mean Field Equilibrium Be-
haviours

Finally we consider the question as to what the results obtained in the N — oo limit imply
for the Qn-systems for fixed N but large times. Eventually we hope to carry out a ver-
sion of the multiple space-time scale analysis for fixed N. For the moment let us note that
the prediction of Theorem 3 gives the correct answer for fixed N systems, if the c¢; do not
fluctuate too much and furthermore provides good approximations of the equilibra and the
spatial dependence structure of the equilibria.

Theorem 4  (Mean field approximation)
(a) Assume that lim¥/c, < N. Then for every homogeneous ergodic initial measure pu €
P([0, 00) ™) with

(0.27) E'ze =0 < 00
the following holds (0 means the state ¢ =0)

(i) if . ¢t = oo, then
k=0

(0.28) LXN(t) = .

t—oo T
(&)
(i) if 3 ¢! < oo, then
k=0

(0.29) LXNt) =1},

t— o0

. . . , (N
where vy’ is a homogeneous ergodic measure in P([0,00)?N) with E*o g = 6.

(b) Let 7} denote the law of {mg_k 1k € Z~} induced by vy . Then under these laws

(0.30) 0.76) Var(zg ) —0
uniformly in N, and
~N o)

where vg°® equals L(Z° )kez-)-

For an extensive discussion of the approximation properties as N — oo in particular
for the approximation properties of the equilibrium processes (with marginals f/év ) by vg°
we refer the reader to Dawson, Greven and Vaillancourt (1995), where these questions are
treated for the compact case (specialize to the two type case there) i.e. the state space
[0, 00) is replaced by [0, 1]. Analogous results for these statements can be easily derived.

1 Finer analysis of the large scale behaviour

a) Motivation and description of the problem

In this chapter 1 we discuss the results which are of a different flavour compared to the anal-
ysis of systems with compact components in [DG, 93a)b)c)] and [DGV, 95]. The analysis is
organized in two main parts, in 1b) we discuss the case of weak interaction and the cluster
formation, while in 1¢) we come to the case of strong interaction and the historical process.
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In this section 1a) we start by giving the intuitive background for both situations since some
concepts will involve considerable technicalities.

(i) The case of weak interaction ' '
In the case of weak interaction the processes (Z)rez- cluster in the following sense: Zj
has the property that for large j and as k increases the chain is with high probability close
to 0 and with small probability at very large values. In the limit of j — oo one then obtains
extinction, that is Z;p° = 0. In this case we would like to understand the process of cluster
formation better by observing Z3 for every j on the event of nonextinction at time k = 0
normalizing it suitably and then sending j — oc.

Our main aim is to exhibit the dependence of the above large scale behaviour on the
parameter g on the one hand and (ci)remn on the other. We proceed for that purpose in
two steps. First we do the rescaling reflecting the interaction given by the (cx)rev and then
second we study the process conditioned on nonextinction at the end“. In contrast to the
case of strong interaction the behaviour of the interaction chain for large j is universal if
g € G. However the dependence on (ck)kemn is rather rich and we will see depending on
these coefficients different regimes of clustering.

For the purpose of motivating the notions which we need to describe the interaction
chain, we turn again to our original interacting systems parameterized by (cg)rew and g.
There are two natural questions in view of (0.28) and Ex¢(t) = Ex¢(0):

(i) At what rate do components grow conditioned they are not yet ”extinct“.

(ii) At what rate do clusters of components which are not extinct but grow, increase and
remain correllated even as t — co. (The correllation can be viewed as resulting from
common ancestry, compare the g(z) = z case)

In systems with weak interaction the clusters (i.e. regions of correllated growth) differ first
in their spatial shape and second in the rate of growth in the growing components. This will
lead to a classification of the longterm behaviour in two main regimes for the case of weak
interaction. The way to describe such phenomena is the following. Consider an observer
sitting at the site £ = (0,0,...) (for example) and who sees nontrivial mass at time ¢, that
is, zg(t) > e. Then we ask first at what scale does z¢(t) grow in ¢ on the event {zg(t) > ¢},
which gives us the rate of growth. Second in order to capture the spatial extension of the
cluster we consider balls {{ € Qn|d(&,€) < k} and the average density in this ball, i.e.
Tg x(t). In fact if we want to know at what rate the cluster expands, we should look at
expanding balls {£ € Qu|d(&,€) < fa(t)}, where o — fo(t) is nondecreasing and f, () 1 co
as t — oo and observe whether this density in these growing balls is still of the order of the
value z¢(t) at the center of the ball on the event {z¢(t) > e} and such that the correllation

on that event between z¢(t) and x¢(t) is a nontrivial function of « if d(¢, £) = fa(t).

We can summarize this procedure as follows: Find h(t) 1 oo as t — oo and f,(¢) and
determine the limit of

L(zg g 1y (O)/hB)zg o(1) = €)

as t — oo. If the limit depends in a nontrivial way on a we will see clusters of random order
of magnitude. Namely, consider all components where the value of the limiting field exceeds
a certain fixed value. This will then define the spatial extension of the cluster. Note that
this might be a geometrically quite irregular object.

The case of fixed N is more difficult to analyse and therefore here we pass to the limit
N — oo in suitable time scales. The problem then translates into finding a function j — h(j)
and f,(j) such that

E(Z}'a(j)/h(j)lzé' >€)
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converges as j — oo to a nontrivial limit independent of ¢ which has nontrivial fluctuations
in a.

Both the spatial shape and the rate of growth depend on the strength of the recurrence
of the underlying migration. The rate of growth depends also on the behaviour of g(z) as
x — oo. We first consider a function g € G defined in (0.23) and in this class the cluster
formation is universal.

We now discuss the influence of the (cx)rev on the behaviour. Return to the interacting
system again, i.e. N finite. There are two basic regimes of clustering with fundamentally
different qualitative properties possible. They are characterized by both the expansion in
space and the speed of growth in a component. We shall see later on that the distinction
between the two regimes depends on whether ¢ decays slower than exponential or decays
exponentially fast. We label these regimes I and II, respectively. The dichotomy corresponds
to the d = 2 versus d = 1 cases for systems indexed with Z? instead of the hierarchical
group and in fact the dichotomy can in general be described in terms of the random walk
with transition probabilities ay(.,.) generated by af(-,-). To get a rough idea fix § € (0, 00)
and look at the set of points L, = {&|a:(&,€)/a(€,€) € (6,671)}. Then the question is
whether |Li| ~ t or |L| = o(t), the background for this distinction being that a branching
system needs initial mass of order ¢ in order to survive with positive probability until time
t . Both on the hierarchical group and on the lattice the set L; can be described in terms
of balls around the point £.

In the first regime the heights within clusters grow only slowly and the clusters expand
in space at different (random) orders of magnitude (diffusive clustering). This first regime
displays a well defined growth rate for all components which have a value exceeding some
fixed number € > 0. The time scale is such that for fixed N the growth rate in j is a slowly
varying function of the time.

The second regime displays a more irregular clustering behaviour in the sense that we will
observe more spatial variability in the order of magnitude at which the growing components
diverge as t — 00, there will be various growth rates possible and furthermore colonies with
rapidly increasing mass occur. Rapidly growing means here that the growth rate for fixed N
is not slowly varying as a function of time. In fact in the case ¢ = c¥, ¢ < 1 it is regularly
varying. However these clusters of sites with fast growing components fluctuate hardly at all
in space (concentrated clustering), in the sense that the order of magnitude of such clusters
is deterministic and only a multiplicative factor is random. Furthermore almost all the mass
of one cluster sits at sites, where growth at the "maximal“ rate takes place, even though
almost all components of the cluster show a growth at a slower than the maximal order.

In order to understand this phenomenon of two different regimes on a heuristic level,
assume g(z) = z (and hence obtain a branching system) and note that a unit mass starting
at 0 and evolving according to (0.2) produces a system whose total mass is at time s(N)N7
either 0 or of size Zs(N)N7 for N large with £(Z) = exp(1). The surviving mass has a
possible range of migration at most up to distance j in the time considered. The density
profile of the mass given nonextinction will then depend on cg,ci,...,c;. Note further-
more that for a system started in a homogeneous distribution there will exist in the ball
{£]d(0,&) < j} about N/s(N) colonies such that a unit mass started there is not yet extinct
at time s(IN)N7. Combining the facts given so far we expect that if the c; do not decay
too fast different surviving families will charge a given ball and hence the localization of
the ancestor of the mass surviving until the observation time will not be relevant for the
density profile as a function from the distance of the ancestor and measured by the mass
with which a ball is charged. Otherwise since away from the ancestor we see a dramatic
drop in population density, separated families produce a second regime of cluster formation.

We call these latter clusters concentrated clusters, since most of their mass is going to be
located in a small part of the cluster; the growth of different parts of the cluster will be of
different order of magnitude. The first regime is called diffusive clustering since the clusters
even though they will not cover the whole box will charge balls at every distance from a
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reference point with a spatial extension of random order of magnitude and with components
of a particular deterministic order of magnitude everywhere in space.

These distinctions discussed in the paragraphs above can be translated into a statement
of scaling properties of the interaction chain, which reflects the two regimes. This will be
described in section 1b) in Theorem 5 and Theorem 6 respectively.

(i) The case of strong interaction

Since in the case 3" c; ' < oo we shall see later that the orbit {F(™(g)}nem, recall (0.21),
looks eventually like the constant sequence {go} and this go, does depend on the original g,
we see that the entrance laws themselves are not universal objects. It is only the dichotomy
between a one parameter set of extremal entrance laws versus a single one which is universal.
This means in particular that the equilibrium process of the original system will locally reflect
properties of g strongly. For example the local dependence structure of the equilibrium
state will be different for different g as well as properties of the marginal distribution.
This is different in the clustering case. In the sequel in point 1c) we will focus for a finer
analysis of the stable case at least for g(z) = const. x which has a special structure and is
particularly important for applications since it is a branching system. In order to extract
the universal properties of the equilibrium states on a large spatial scale (as opposed to the
local dependence structure) some additional tools have to be developed which we defer to a
future paper, but we construct here some fundamentals for this enterprise.

The system X (t) for fixed N and g(z) = dz can be analysed by embedding it in a richer
structure, the so-called historical process, which serves as a tool to obtain finer information
about the original system itself as well. This will be contained in Theorem 7, 8 below in
section 1c). Furthermore this analysis reveals a relation between the branching system and
the Fleming-Viot process which is the topic of Theorem 9 and allows us to study the spatial
distribution of families in Theorem 10. In Theorem 11 we discuss the quality of the mean-
field approximation. This is the analogue of Theorem 4 but now on the level of the historical
process.

In order to give an intuitive idea of the historical process we first consider a technically
simpler object, namely, a branching random walk on Q. This is a system in which particles
are located on {2, and hence the state space is (IVU{0})®*~. (A state if the system is often
viewed as a counting measure on ). The particles perform independent random walks
with transition kernel ay (-, -) and they split into two particles or die at exponential rate one.
Consider first the system starting with one particle. The resulting counting measure-valued
process has the form Z;VZ(? d¢; (1) where N(t) is the number of particles at time ¢ and &;(t)
is the location of the jth particle at time ¢. Due to the branching structure, the system
starting in an initial distribution with infinitely many particles is just the superposition of
the processes starting in a single particle.

In order to define the associated historical process at time ¢t we enrich the state space
to encode information on the trajectory which had been followed by each particle (and its
ancestors). This is achieved by considering a counting measure-valued process (HtN ’O)tZQ
given by Z(;il d¢;(-nt)> where &;(- At) is a shorthand for the stopped trajectory &;(s At)ser
which had been followed by the jth particle alive at time ¢. The state of the historical process
is a counting measure in Ey = {g € M(D([0,00), n)) : {u({y : y(t) = &}) tecan € E Vit}.

Of special interest in the description of the evolution is often the Palm distribution, which
is the measure on path space obtained by picking at time ¢ at site £ a random member of
the population (size-biased sampling). The ”family tree* of such randomly chosen particle
is the backward tree.

If the random walk ap (-, ) is transient, then the branching random walk has for every 6 €
IR an equilibrium state which is spatially homogeneous and ergodic and has the expected
number of particles per site equal to 6. In order to describe the analogous equilibrium for
the historical process it is useful to view the process with time parameter set (—oo, 00) and
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to describe the equilibrium at time 0. Furthermore we introduce an equivalence relation on
D((—00,00),2N) by setting y; = ya iff there exists a time s such that y;(u) = ya2(u) Yu < s.
A measure on D((—o00,00),y) concentrated on a single such equivalence class is called
a clan (or family) measure. It can be shown that with probability one, the equilbrium
historical measure can be decomposed into a countable sum of clan measures.

There is a close relationship between the historical process and the genealogical structure
of the branching particle system. However since there is a positive probability that two
independent random walks can stay at the same location for a finite time interval, the
history of a particle does not uniquely determine the genealogy in finite time intervals.
However over infinite time intervals two distinct particles cannot have a common trajectory.
Therefore the historical decomposition is equivalent to a genealogical decomposition that is,
decomposition of the population into families of particles in which any two particles have a
common ancestor.

Some natural questions about the equilibrium process are:

(i) What is the density of a single family in space?
(ii) What is the number of different families per unit volume?
(iii) How does the frequency of different families in large volumes behave?
)

(iv) What can we say about the large scale properties of the clan measure of a randomly
chosen particle (backward tree)?

It is these questions which we shall address for the system of interacting Feller branching
diffusions using multiple space-time scale analysis.

In order to analyse the questions (i)-(iv) for our processes X" (t), which are diffusion lim-
its of branching random walks, we need to decompose x¢(t) and z¢ x(t) into the contributions
coming from different families. (We shall make this precise in Theorem 7 in the sequel).
Suppose we have decomposed z¢ x(t) = >, Mt*fcv (&,4) in a size ordered way (at & = 0). If
we consider as initial mass an equilibrium state and let ¢ — co we have the decomposition
of the equilibrium state into different families. Then we want to know whether we can find
functions k — h(k), h(k) T oo such that

L(h(k) - M33%(€,7))

converges as k — oo. This gives us the asymptotic spatial density profile h(-) of a single
family. Furthermore if we define

J L)
T = inf(G] 3" M (6,0)/ S0 M (60) > 1-9)
1=0 =0

then T}, describes the number of different families within a ball of size k. The question is
whether we can find a scaling function k& — h'(k) with h'(k) 1 +o0o such that L(Tk/h'(k))
converges as k — 00.

The next basic question is to focus on the whole spatial family distribution at a site and
in an increasing sequence of blocks. Since the influence travels from higher levels to lower
level we run the index from bottom to top. In other words look at the P(IV)-valued process
(Q})kez- where for k € IN:

*«N /(- M :o]Yk (57 Z)
Q—k({z}) $§7k(0) .
Finally we are interested in the decomposition of a family of a randomly chosen individual
according to the degree of relationship and the spatial distribution of such subfamilies.

Since these questions are difficult to analyse we pass to the corresponding quantities
for the entrance law (Z;°)rcz- and identify h and h’ in this case as functions of (cx)remn-
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Furthermore we identify the law of (Q})rez- in terms of the entrance law of a well known
system driven by resampling (Fleming-Viot process). Finally we describe the structure of
the limiting object of the backward tree in an explicit way.

b) Results on Cluster formation

In this subsection we study the cluster formation in the case of weak interaction, i.e. clzl =
oo and on the level of the interaction chain i.e. in the limit N = oco. First we introduce the
regimes of clustering discussed for finite NV in subsection (a), now on the level of N = oo
and start by introducing the necessary ingredients in (1.1) - (1.2) below. We shall consider
the process (Zj_k)k:j+17j7.,.7o on the event Zg > e. In order to obtain a description of this
process via a limit theorem we need to define suitable scales for mass and time.

Consider for a g € G((d)) the mass transformation

J
(1.1) Z=7)(Yct)d el kez”
£=0

and the time transformation

~J -

(1.2) Zoi=74 ;) a€[0,1].

Here the scaling functions [0,1] — Z~ are the following:
Let {(fa(4))aclo,1}jemv be a set of functions o — f,(j) which satisfies for every j:

(1.3) foG)==i—-1, fA()=0
(1.4) fa(j) is non-decreasing in «, fo(j) — (—j —1) = 0o as j — oo for a € (0, 1).

We say that (ci)remn belongs to regime I, the so-called diffusive clustering, if we can find
~J

scaling functions as above such that the corresponding process (Z,)aco,1) conditioned on

the event Z} > e converges to a nontrivial limit process which is independent of e. If this

limit is a process with path constant and equal to 0 then (ci)remn belongs to regime II,

which we refer to as concentrated clustering. The limit process in the first regime will be

denoted by (Za)ae[o,1] and is called the cluster process. We shall now discuss in (i) and (ii)
below the two regimes separately.

(i) Regime I (diffusive clustering)

The most important features of the regime 1 for the interacting system is that the spatial
size of clusters have a random order of magnitude after passing to the limit N — co which
is reflected in the fact that Zj can be scaled and conditioned such that we obtain a limiting
diffusion in a. We start with classifying, within regime I, the spatial size of clusters and
defining the candidate for the cluster process.

The spatial distribution of the cluster within the j-block of a component with value at
least size e(e > 0) also depends on the particular form of the (cx)ren and three main cases
have to be distinguished according to the quantitatively and qualitatively quite different
rates of spatial expansion, which is captured in the distinction of |f,(j)|/j converging to 1,
a nontrivial function of o« or 0 as j — oo giving the distinction between large, moderate,
respectively small clusters. This classification depends on the geometry of the hierarchical
group. We collect the classification for further reference:

(1.5) For every a € (0,1) : fo(j)/j — 0 (small clusters)
j—oo
(1.6) fa(j)/j — fa(oo) with fe(co) non constant  (moderate clusters)
j—oo
(1.7) for every a € (0,1) : fo(j)/j — — 1 (large clusters)
j—oo
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The most important case in (1.6) is fy(0c0) = —(1 — ).

~

To describe Z the limit process as j — oo of Z, we need the following time inhomogeneous
diffusion on [0, 0o]. Let (Z())aeo,1) be the diffusion with generator G, at time a and initial
value 0. Here

0 0

(1.8) Ga Zaa(m)%“‘ba(m)(%)Q
with
1l—a
(1.9) ao(z) = 20( )
ba(z) = (22 + an(x)).

This process has paths which start at 0, never return to 0 and end at time 1 at a random
point which has distribution exp (1). The process Z(-) and others obtained by deterministic

time transformation from it will occur as limit process of ZJ as j — oo.

Candidates for regime I are (¢ )remv which do not decay exponentially fast. Within the
regime I we shall now see that how the cluster process looks like depends on whether cj
diverges, converges to 0 or converges to a constant € (0,00), the latter being the critical
case for which we get an explicitly determined clusterprocess. Namely (recall (1.1) — (1.4))

Theorem 5a) (diffusive clusters, moderate cluster size)
For g € G((d)),e > 0 and with fo(j) = [a(j + 1)] — j — 1 the following holds:

(1.10) ¢k — c € (0,00) as k — oo implies diffusive clustering and

~J

L((Za)aelo,)1 2] 2 €) = LUZ())aeio,n), as j — o

(1.11) e ~ const.kP, B e (—o0, 1) implies diffusive clustering and
~J .
(1.12) LU Za)aecp)|Z =€) = LU(Z( ")) acpo,1))- o

If we ask for the implications of above theorem for the N < oo case, we see here that

the height of a cluster (ratio of mass and volume) grows slowly in time, namely it is of order
>4 c, ') at time N7 with 3 ¢, slowly varying as function of N7 ( = time scale) for fixed
N. The profile of the normalized density in space is random and the law of the profile is
given via an explicitly given diffusion. This means in particular for the original interacting
system that the spatial extension of the clusters in space are of different and random order
of magnitude. This is analogous to the compact case of (0.2): g > 0 on [0, 1], where spatial
extensions of clusters of 0’s and 1’s have a random order of magnitude whose law is given
via the Fisher-Wright diffusion (See [DG3], [FG], [K]).
Remark Note that the case ¢y = c is the analogue of the lattice model with dimension
d = 2 and symmetric random walk kernel with finite variance. We obtain for « = 1 as
marginal of the cluster process the exponential distribution that is we have no atom at 0.
This is an unresolved problem in lattice models, see Fleischman (1978), Durrett (1979) for
related results.

In the cases of moderate cluster sizes dealt with in Theorem 5a)

n n
(1.13) 20;1/20;1 —1—aorl—a'? Vaec(0,1].

n— 00
[an] 0

By contrast, the cases of diffusive clustering with small or large cluster size corresponds
to the following two situations:

(&)
e > o0ask —o00, dcl=00
0

(1.14) n n
YNt/ et — 0, Va € (0,1]
[an] 0 noree
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L T
Yo /e —1
0

(1.15) lan] o
Yt /Yt —1 Vme .
0 0 n— oo

We analyse first the case (1.14) and then discuss (1.15). Define a sequence h,, of functions,
(1.16) Bt 0,1] = {0,1,...,n}

with hy,(0) = n, hy(-) is nonincreasing and satisfies

n

(1.17) ( Z cgl)/(zn:clzlhn(O):n,)?H—oil—a.
k=0

hn ()
Define in the case where the (c)rem satisfy (1.14) the following scaling functions:
(1.18) fa(G) = hj(1 =) —j - 1.

Note that hy(a)/n converges to 0 as n — oo, if we are in the regime given in (1.14).
In the case (1.15) we then define the scaling function f,(j) as follows:

[fa(n)]

n
(1.19) Z ce_l/Zce_l — a.
=0 =0 "7

We are now ready to complete the picture from Theorem 5a) as follows:

Theorem 5b)  (diffusive clustering, large and small cluster size)
Suppose that g € G((d)), € > 0 and that either relation (1.14) or relation (1.15) are satisfied
and furthermore use the scaling function f,(j) from (1.18) respectively (1.19). Then

~J

(1.20) L(Zo)acpo)|Z > €) = L((Za)acp,1)-

O
Example An example for large cluster size is ¢, = exp(—bk?), b € (0,00), 3 € (0,1) and
for small cluster size ¢, = k.

Remark Note the different structure of the interaction chain in the following cases:

dp  (small cluster size, ¢, — 00)
K;(0,-) — { nontrivial law (moderate cluster size, ¢, — c)
j—oo .
do (large size, ¢, — 0).

(ii) Regime II (concentrated clustering)

Consider first the interacting system (i.e. N < 00) again. If the ¢, — 0 but do not satisfy
(1.14) or (1.15), for example ¢, = e ¥, we are now in a situation where clusters develop
with enormous peaks so that the structure of the boundary of the cluster of growing and
correlated components becomes very rich. Furthermore different “families” are separated (
this is sit in different balls!). Hence conditioning the interaction chain at 0 to be at least &
and rescaling the mass as in (1.1) does not yield the right description because we will get
qualitatively different behaviour if we are in a situation where 0 is at the boundary or the
center of the cluster.

The Theorem 6 below will formally state the N = co analogue of the fact that a ran-
domly chosen component in a cluster lies with overwhelming probability on the boundary
of the cluster, that is it shows much slower growth of mass than the peaks, but on the other
hand we give a description of the spatial profile of the density occuring in the center of the
cluster, which also describes a typical mass in a very large block (Palm-distribution). This
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reveals in particular that the points where growth occurs at ”maximal“ rate make up only
a assymptotically vanishing fraction of the components of the entire cluster but makes up
asymptotically all the mass. (This explains the name).

In order to describe the spatial structure of the “peaks” we need a new object. The
structure we want to use here is that for g(z) = x the equilibria I';? are infinitely divisible
and can be represented using the canonical measure. Define a time inhomogeneous Markov

chain (Z,,)memn. The chain starts at 6 and the transition kernel Km(ﬂ, dp) at time m is
given by (recall ¢ < 1)

K (0,dp) =T% "“(dp), me IN.

This Markov chain is a martingale and Z = Zoo asm — oo with EZ., = 0. The Laplace
transforms Ly, () resp. Loo(A) of L(Z,,) respectively £(Z) have the representation

L (X) = exp(—6 /000(1 - e_)‘“)Rm(du)),

defining a sequence of unique o-finite positive measures (R,).

Finally let X be a random variable with distribution G, then we denote by
dG = (/ yG(dy)) tzdG

the Palm distribution. (For X = Zg this distribution corresponds in the original system
to the following: Take a large block of components at time (3;(IN) and sample a ”typical
particle“. Then look at the distribution of mass at the in this way sampled component,
this is distributed according to the limit G for N — oo of the sequence of Palm distri-
butions.) This definition can be extended to define the Palm measure P of the object
(Z7 5 1 im)me{o,,...j+1} With respect to Z} by simply putting

P(Zi €Ay, 2 € Ay) = B(ZUZ ;1 1 € Ar,. 2010 € A))O70

Now we are ready to formulate our result:

Theorem 6 (Clusterformation in regime II, concentrated clusters)
Assume g € G((d)) and € > 0 and furthermore (ck)kemn satisfies
n—m n
(1.21) et/ chl — B(m) € (0,1) Yme N, [B(m)— 0 asm — .
k=0 k=0
(a) Then for every nondecreasing o — fo(5) € {—j —1,...,0} with
fo)=—3—-1, () = -1 and fo(j) — (—j — 1) = —oco if a € (0,1) the following holds:

J
(1.22) L((Z}, ))acon] e d)Z5 > €) = 0z.=0}-
0
Furthermore
J
(1.23) B((Z—j-1m)| 2, 1 =0) ~ (1—B(m)) > e "
k=0

(b) Assume that ci, = ck, ¢ < 1 and define the rescaled interaction chain at level j by
77, =cZ7,. Then
—k —k

(1.24) E[1 —exp(—AZ3)] ~ cﬂ'o/ooo(l — e M) R (du),
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(1.25) /0Oo R (du) = +o0, /0Oo uRoo(du) =1,

which implies that c_jProb(Zg >¢€) =00 asj — 0.
Furthermore for m € IN

(1.26) El—exp(-A\Z7,_,)] ~ cj@/0 (1 — e )Ry, (du)
(1.27) and R,, = Ro as m — oo.

k

c) Assume ¢, = c®, ¢ < 1. Then there exists a distribution function ﬁoo such that

(1.28) P(Z) > 6) = Fao(6), asj — o0 V6 € (0,00),

where ﬁoo is the Palm measure of the Levy-measure of Zs. The corresponding Laplace
transform is given by:

[e%s) P 0 )\k:
/ e Fuodu) = Y (<12 D

0 0

with Dy, given through the recursion formula in (5.116).
Consider now the Palm distribution of (Zij_1+m)m:0717..,7k (with respect to Z~é) Then

~ ~

(1.29) P((Z ;14 m)m=0,1,....%) i P((Zm)m=01,...k) Vk € IN. 0
Remark The parts a) and b) mean for the N < oo situation, that the clusters at a
particular site have again a height, which creates at a small number of points a density
described by the quantity >5_ c; 'd at time s(N)N7. On the other hand if we study the
system conditioned on a particular component being at least & (see (1.22)) then we see at
this site a positive mass density of smaller order of size than (3 ] c,;l) due to the fact that
the spatial extension of the region where the maximal growth Zé c,;ld is attained, is small
compared to the total extension of the cluster.

Remark Part (c) implies that in regime II the conditional laws £(23|Z~é > €) converge
as j — oo (to an e-dependent limit). Recall that by (b) we know L£(Z}|Z] > ¢) does not
converge to a nontrivial limit.

Remark The above result confirms that also in the regime II the growth of order c¢—J
as j — oo plays an important role if we view things from a different perspective. Namely
suppose we go back to a branching particle system and after a long time we choose from
a large block an individual at random. Then look at the component at which it sits and
around this site. What growth do we see in the case where the random walk is of the form
cx = c¥ with ¢ < 1? The particle should sit within a cloud of maximal growing height, since
even though the boundaries of the cluster are large, they do not contain much mass. On
the mean-field limit level this is (1.28) and (1.29).

(iiif) Extension and questions.

From Theorems 5 and 6 we see that the spatial structure of clusters is determined by
the random walk kernel, i.e. the sequence (c)xem- It is the absolute speed of growth which
reflects the influence of the diffusive term as given by the function g. Hence in order to
understand the finer structure of the longterm behaviour of the system we need to deter-
mine G((dy,)). This question has been resolved in a forthcoming paper by Baillon, Clément,
Greven and den Hollander [BCGH 2].
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The considerations so far raise the question as to what happens, if we have g not in
some G((d)) for d € (0,00). We conjecture that two changes should occur. Assume that
g € G((dm)) where d,, is a sequence which converges to a number in [0, c0]. (In fact, we
are interested in the cases 0 and oo which correspond to g(x)/x — 0 resp. g(z)/x — o0
as * — 00). The first change is now that the rescaling of the mass which was previously

n n
obtained by dividing by (3" ¢;')-const, see (1.5), is now replaced by dividing by d,, - 3" ¢ *
0 0

which is asymptotically different if d,, — 0 or d,, — 0o as n — oo. The second change
is in the spatial distribution of the clusters. In the case g(x)/xz — oo large clusters can
occur easier (if g € G((d,,)) while in the case g(x)/xz — 0 small clusters can occur easier. In
particular we see that the dichotomy of Theorem 3 holds for all g € G and hence is universal
but some of the finer properties of the clusterformation (as clusterheight) should depend in
a crucial way on the shape of g(z) for z very large.

Conjecture It is an open problem to prove the following conjecture about the behaviour
of the interacting system X (¢) for N fixed and t — oc.
(a) In regime I

L((¢, oty (N aep,u|2e0(N*) = €) — L((Za)acpo,11)

t—oo

(b) In regime IT (¢, = c¥,c < 1)

P(zeo((cN)t) > 8¢) — FN(8)

J—0o0

c) Results on the historical process and family structure

This subsection deals with the stable case and in contrast to the last section consideration
is given to both XV (¢) and the N — oo limiting object, that is, (Z3°),cz-. The subsection
consists of five parts. In parts (i) and (ii) we construct the historical processes of the inter-
acting process X ™ (t) resp. the interaction chain (Zg°). Part (iii) relates the family structure
of the branching system with the genealogical structure of the Fleming-Viot systems and (iv)
studies some consequences of (iii) namely the spatial distribution of families. Part (v) relates
the fixed N equilibrium behaviour of the historical process to the corresponding mean-field
limit behaviour associated with (Zg°)gez--

(i) Historical Representation and Family Decomposition I: Interacting Feller
Branching Diffusions

In section la) we introduced the intuitive idea of a historical representation for a branch-
ing particle system and the related backward tree constituted by a randomly chosen family
(Palm distribution). The historical representation then easily allows us to decompose the
state of a component at a finite time ¢ into different clans(families). The objective of this
section is to first obtain an analogous historical representation for our system {mév teeay of
interacting Feller branching diffusions and then in a second step the family decomposition.

The main tool is the historical process which is an enriched version of our infinite inter-
acting system of Feller branching processes. Intuitively it can be obtained by passing to the
diffusion limit of the historical process of the system of branching random walks described
in section la) (see ([D], Theorem 12.3.1.1)). We begin by introducing the basic ingredi-
ents needed for the formal description of the historical process and the equilibrium historical
process.

Consider the random walk, (y;)¢>s, starting at time s on Qy with jump rate 1 and
transition kernel a(-,-) given in (0.8). Denote by II’ , € P(D([s,0),Q2n) the law of the
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random walk started at £ at time s and stopped at time ¢t > s. For convenience we extend
the time domain to (—oo,00) by setting vy, = ys Vu < s. If y := (y(s))semr denotes a
path in Qy then we denote by ¥: := (y(s A t))sem, that is, the path stopped at time t.
The path process (Yi)tem associated to the random walk is a time inhomogeneous Markov

process with state space D((—o0,00),Qy) and time-inhomogeneous semigroup Ss ¢ acting
on Cy(D((—00,0),82N)) by

(s, F) (@) =105, F (r)-

Let E be the set of measures on path space such that the time 0 projection gives an
element in F, the state space of our interacting system:

E={pe M(D((—00,0),Qn) : poy(0)~! € E}.

The subspace of E consisting of measures carried by the set of paths stopped at time ¢ is
denoted by:

={neE:ul{y:y() #y(-AD}) =0

We define now the historical process as follows:

Definition (Historical process)

The historical process {H™ (t)};c m+ is an E-valued Markov process (and HN (t) € E). The
law P, . of HY starting at time s in a point in E, uniquely defined by HN(s) = pu € E*, is
given in terms of its Laplace functional

Psvﬂexp(_ < HN(t)7(I) >) = eXp(— < M;Vs,t(l) >)7 S C+(D((_OO7OO)7QN))7

where V; ;@ is the unique solution to
t
Vy i = Sy 1 — d/ (Vi u®)2du.0
S

Remark The probability laws of the random measures H™ (¢) as well as the equilibrium
measures to be described below are infinitely divisible. This allows us to use as important
tools the canonical representation and the associated Palm distributions. A brief review of
these notions are given in Appendix 2.

Next we come to the equilibrium historical process. In the transient case there exists
an equilibrium measure for this historical process by letting s — —oo for suitable initial
laws. The representation for the equilibrium historical measure for super-Brownian motion
in dimensions d > 3 has been constructed in detail in Dawson and Perkins (1991). We now
reformulate this result for our system of Feller branching diffusions on Qy (super random
walk) in the next theorem. First we construct the needed ingredients.

A system of independent random walks on a countable group has a unique extremal
equilibrium with density 6 (namely a Poisson system with intensity measure = - counting
measure) and hence a unique entrance law. That is, there exists a unique collection of
locally finite measures {Ag s }sem on D((—o0, 00), Qn) such that (i) Ag s is concentrated on
{y:y() =y(-As)}, (i) Mo.s({y : y(s) € A}) = 6| A| where | A| denotes the volume of A, that
is, the number of sites in A, and (iii) for ¢t > s and B € B(D([s, ), 2n))

No.+(B ZAes {y:y(s) = DI ((B).

)

In other words (5\973) s€(—oco,00) 18 an entrance law for the path process associated with the
random walk system.

In order to construct the equilibrium historical decomposition we first consider the his-
torical process (H™*(t))¢>s with initial state given by the measure )y, at time s and law
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P 5 .
$,20,5
a time translation) and therefore for convenience we consider it at time 0. The law of
HN5(0) under the law just mentioned is denoted by PsOS\B (this is a probability measure
on M (D((—o00,00),QnN))).

Since we want to construct a decomposition of the configuration into families, which are
related we need to recall that p € E is a clan measure if there exists a y € D((—o0, 00), Qn)

such that u(((C(y))¢) = 0 where
C(y) :=={y' : Ju such that 3/ (s) = y(s) Vs < u}.

The equilibrium historical structure turns out to be identical at all times (up to

A basic tool which will be used below is the Palm measure associated to the random
measure Hév’_oo at a point y € D((—o00,00),n))). The reader not familiar with canonical
measures and Palm measures may want to look at Appendix 2 before reading parts (c) and
(d) of the next theorem. In the context of the historical process the Palm measure describes
the subpopulation mass which shares a common ancestor with a given individual who has
followed a given path y up to the present.

Theorem 7  (Family Decomposition of the Equilibrium Historical Process)
Assume that Z:io clzl < 00. Then for N > 2 the random walk on Qy is transient:

(a) 15805\9 converges weakly as s | —oo to the law, ﬁeo,equil of an infinitely divisible random

measure, Hév’_oo, on D((—00,00), Qn) with intensity
E(Hg"~(4)) = Xo.0(4)
and Laplace functional
E(eXp(_ < H(])V7_Oo7 (b >)) = eXp(—‘?ON((b)), (b S C+(D((_OO7 00)7 QN))

where

Vo' (¢) = lim [ (V@) (y)Xe.s(dy)
(b) Xév’_oo = IIOHéV’_Oo is a version of the equilibrium random measure for the system of
interacting Feller branching diffusions with density 6 where (Ilop)(A) := p({y : y(0) € A}).
(¢) The canonical measure R]_V(X,’O of Hév’_oo is supported by the set of clan measures and
satisfies

Ja—em=me)RY o(am) = Vo,

.0 Of HY' ™ at y is sup-
ported by the the set of y clan measures, that is, {p: u(({C(y)}¢) = 0} and has the Laplace
functional (here y"(s) = y(s A7)

(d) The Palm distribution, (PN),, of the canonical measure RY,

0

(1.30) / e~ m#) (PN) (dm) = exp(~2d / (V&) (" )dr).

—0o0

Moreover the Palm distribution (PN), of Hév’_oo is defined by the following Radon Nikodym
derivative:

PY . i(dw)p(d . N
_ fB O,iquzl( :u):u'( y), )\070 —as., Be B(E)
Ao,0(dy)

and this Palm distribution satisfies:

(131) (PN)y = ﬁeo,equil * (pN)y

(PM)y(B) :

(where * denotes convolution,). ]
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We conclude now this paragraph by constructing the decomposition of z¢(t) into clans
(families) using Theorem 7. Indeed Part (c¢) of Theorem 7 tells us that the equilibrium
historical H, (])V "~ can be decomposed into a countable superposition of clan measures (fam-
ilies). We shall label the families by the index ¢ € Z and write the family decomposition as
follows:

Hy ™%() =Y Hy (i)
ez
where for each i € Z, H)"~°(i,-) is a clan measure. Then
My (i,€) := Hy (i, {w : w(0) = €})

denotes the mass of the family indexed by ¢ at the site £ € Qn at time 0. The corresponding
normalized measure of the family in a k-block is given by

. 1 . .
MY, (i, ) := ~F Z MY (i,¢") €€Qy, i€l
d(€',6)<k

We have noted above that in the transient case the interacting system of Feller branching
diffusions has a unique equilibrium with density 8. We next describe the associated equi-
librium measure for the historical process H”" on the time interval (—oo,0]. To do this we

s " . N,—8(N)B;(N) _ 3
first set as initial condition at time —S(N)gG;(V), H_S(Ngﬁj)&,g ) — Ag,—s(N)p;(N)- Then
put

(1.32) My (i, €) = Hy SN G fwiw(0) =€})  €eQn, jEN, i€,
i 1 » .
(1.33) MM (i,€) = ~F > My, ¢) ke{0,1,...,5}
d(¢,¢)<k

Then MiV,;j (1,&) is the density of mass of the i-th family in the block around £ of size
k where j specifies the time scale and the corresponding equilibrium quantity is (recall
Bj(N) — 00 as j — 0)
lim MY (i, €) = MY, (i, €).
]LIEO —k (275) —k(z7§)
Under the Palm distribution of Theorem 7(d), the spatial distribution of mass at time 0 of

the family to which a randomly chosen individual at ¢ belongs (and which is contained in a
block of size k), has Laplace functional

[expi-2a | T W o0 )dr) T (dy).

(This follows as in (6.2) of [DP] using the fact that the entrance law Ag o satisfies Ag o({y(—-) €
B,y(0) = £}) = 01I5%(B). The latter fact is a simple consequence of the time reversibility
of the random walk on Qy.) In particular the density of mass at time 0 of the family of a
randomly chosen individual at £ in a block of size k around £, denoted by M i\fk (&), satisfies

(130 Blew ) = [ep(-2 [ TN (Abe) (9 )dr) TS (dy)

where (bk = ﬁld(ﬁ,ﬁ’)ﬁk'

By homogeneity we can let & = (0,0,...) and we will henceforth suppress £ in the
notation.

We next introduce a random relabelling of the families ¢ according to the size of the mass
at level 0, that is, so that M;™ (i) is nonincreasing in i. This way we derive from (1.31)
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new objects the size-ordered family decomposition of the interacting systems, which will be
called

(1.35) (MN9G), i eTy; ke{—j...,0},
(1.36) {MNG),ieTYy; keZ™.

These objects are difficult to analyse directly. However we shall show in Theorem 11 that
the density of a single family in blocks of size k converges in distribution as N — oo to the
size of the single family at time —k in the historical representation of the interaction chain.
In the latter process we can then calculate and estimate the quantities of interest. The
historical enrichment of the interaction chain is constructed in the next subsection below.

(ii) Historical Representation and Family Decomposition II: Interaction Chain

As in the previous subsection for the interacting system we construct also in the case
of the interaction chain first a historical representation and then we are able to give in a
second step the desired family decomposition. In order to understand the construction the
reader should recall (0.17) and that the equation

dxy = (0 — x4)dt +v/2x:dws

can be viewed as the diffusion limit of a subcritical branching particle system with immigra-
tion at rate cf. In a subcritical branching system with immigration the equilibrium state can
be decomposed into clans each consisting of the set of descendents of the same immigrant.
Hence in the diffusion limit x;, the equilibrium state can be written as the sum of jumps of
a process with independent increments, which is called Moran gamma process and will be
constructed explicitely below.

The historical representation of the interaction chain will be obtained by constructing a
particular version of the interaction chain with the help of a collection of the Moran gamma
processes.

First recall that the transition kernels of the entrance law L((Z°)rcz-) are given for
ke IN by K_(0,-) = F;’“‘l’dw, the latter being an infinitely divisible law. Since we shall
fix the function g(x) = dz, we put

_ _1,d
Th=t =T ().

I'} has a Laplace transform of the form exp(—6yy(\)) with ¢ (X) = ¢ /dlog(1 + (d/ck)N).
Such infinitely divisible laws on (0, 00) have Laplace transforms which can be represented
using the Lévy measure Ry (du) (see e.g. Dawson 1993, Section 3.3) as follows:

o

exp(—0ir (N)) = exp ( - 9/(1 - e_)‘“)Rk(du)).

0

In fact we can explicitly give the Lévy measure corresponding to the y:

(1.37) V() = (1- exp(—u)\d/ck))%du

alf

crpu

(1.38) = (1—e™¥Y)

alf

0\8 0\8

Next we consider the subordinator known as the standard Moran gamma process (s),
that is, the nondecreasing process with independent increments and with Lévy measure
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R(du) = %du (cf. A2.3). Then for sy > s1, the increment y(s2) — v(s1) has distribution
with Laplace transform

exp{ —(s2 —$1) /(1 - e_“)‘)ddu}.

u

For each k € Z we then define the process

130) )= Ly

Then it is easy to verify that I's = £(7x(6)) and vx(6) is the sum of a countable set of jumps
of the Moran process in the time interval [0, ).

We are now ready to construct the historical process associated with the interaction chain
as an enriched version of our interaction chain (Z°),cz-. Namely the first step is to define
the enriched version of {Zgo}ke{_jwp} conditioned on Z% and the second step is to let
j — oo. We first build on one probability space a sequence of independent Moran gamma
processes {7 (u) : 0 < u < 00}gez+ defined in terms of the standard Moran gamma process
by (1.39). Next define for k € 0,1,...,j

(1.40) 2 (W) = e (ygr (-5 (w)), w>0

One can prove that with the above objects we get a version of (Zg°)rcz- as follows:
Lemma 1.1  Assume that chzl < oo. Then for k € IN

(a)

2°%(u) := jli}rgo 2, (u)
exists a.s. and has mean E[z%, (u)] = u.
(b) Define for k € IN

(1.41) Z%, = 225,(0).

Then {Z° } ez is a version of the entrance law for the Markov chain with transition ker-
nels K. ]

We shall next in Theorem 8 below construct the historical representation H = (Hp)necz-
associated with the entrance law (Z;°)gez-. This will be a process H with values in the
functions IN — IN x JRT and with time index set Z~. The interpretation is the following.
For the “individual” contributing at time 0 the i-th biggest mass we specify the rank of the
ancestral mass at time —k and it’s mass contribution at this time.

The process H will be constructed on the probability space (2, F, P) generated by the
collection of independent Moran Gamma processes given by (1.39). Each jump of - is
interpreted to be an individual and the set of jumps of ~; occurring in a time interval rep-
resenting a single jump of ;41 is interpreted as the set of descendents at level k of single
individual at level k 4+ 1. We will see later in Theorem 11 that we can reinterpret the latter
in terms of the interacting system as the set of descendents of an individual at distance k+1
from ¢ which immigrate into in a k-block around ¢ in the limit N — oo.

Remark In this section we will complement the methods of infinitely random measures
with relations between Gamma and Beta distributions and also the Poisson Dirichlet distri-
bution, size-biased sampling and the GEM representation. A brief review of the facts that
we will need is given in Appendix 3.

Theorem 8 (Historical Representation of the Entrance Law)

Assume that Y c;' < oco. Then there ezists a (IN x RT)N-valued process {Hn}nez-,
H_p(i) = (G- (i), m_r(G-k(?))), k € IN, defined on the same probability space such that
forke N
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(i) m_r(1),m_g(2),... is a non-increasing sequence

(ii) 250) = 3 m_i(0)

(111) Conditioned on {z°5,(0)}ren- the {mz_fo(.)}keﬂv— are independent and for each k,

oo
—k—1Ck

m_k (i) Yiez has the Poisson Dirichlet distribution with parameter ZT

Z>,

(iv) Go(i) =i and
G_k(il) = G_k(ig) = G_kl(il) = G_kl(ig) V kK >k

(v) conditioned on {H_k—1(-), H_r—2(-),...}, {G_k(j)}jenw are independent and

N m—(i)
P(G_ = (- 1)) =
() = il mia(). ) = A
(vi) conditioned on {m_p_1(-),m_r_2(-),...}, {d2;m-r(i)la_._,()=j}jemw are indepen-
dent and
(1.42) L mok(Dla_, ()=ilm—r—1,m k2,...)

K3
crrim-g-1(j) d

) 'D
d Ck+1

= Gamma(

Definition (Historical representation of the entrance law (Z;°)).
The collection {{G_k(i),m_r(G_k(?))}iemw trem is called the historical representation of
the equilibrium system associated with the entrance law (Zg°)gez-. a

Corollary 1 Ifiy,...,i; belong to different families, then

(1.43) E({(%m_k(G_k(ig)))g=17...7j7k21()K:> independent exponential(1) laws
and for £ € IN,
C .
(1.44) E(gkm_k(G_k(u))) — L 0

We now have the tools to proceed with the second step in (ii) and to give the family
decomposition of (Z3°)rez-. We introduce some equivalence relations on IN such that for
k€ IN, iy =g i2, (resp. 41 = ig) iff G_y(i1) = G_4(i2) for some £ € {—k,...,0}, (resp.
te Z™), (i.e. i1 and iz have a common ancestor of order k, (resp. of some order)). We will
show that under the hypothesis > c,?l < 00, with probability one there are countably many
distinct equivalence classes and we will label the equivalence classes (families or clans) by
the index n € Z. Given i € IN the mass of the family of 7, that is the equivalence class to
which it belongs, at level 0 is defined by

(1.45) My (i) := > mo(0).
{=i

We will now size order the collection {Mj(i)}iev and label the equivalence class by the
integer giving the rank, £(3), of My(%) in this order. This way the labels of the families can
be identified with IN. We then define

(1.46) M (n) := My(*(n)), necZ.
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Thus families are labelled so that the family masses at level 0 are ordered. We now introduce
the corresponding family masses at level k, namely

L47) M) = Y mon(Goi()).

i€l=1(n)
Thus we have now also decomposed the entrance law into clans (or families)

(1.48) ZE = Mi(n), keZ .
nel

Given j € IN we can carry out the same decomposition of the law of {le}ke{—j,...,O}
using the equivalence relation =; instead of =. This yields the collection {1, ,:j (1) }ke{—j,....0}-
However for this object we can pass to the limit j — oo to get the object discussed above:
for each i € Z,

LM ()ket-5,-541,.0) = LG () kez-)-

In the proof of the results a refinement of the above considerations is useful. Note that
M*,(7), the family mass at level k, corresponds to the total mass at level k of a subpopulation
that has a common ancestor at some level £ > k. In order to study the behaviour of M (i)
as k — —oo we now introduce a finer decomposition based on the the notion of last common
ancestor where we say that 41, 2 have a last common ancestor at level |k| if

kE=maz{—C: L€ IN, G_o(i1) = G_4(i2)}.

Then a family mass at level k € IV, can be decomposed into subfamilies. Namely if we are
given the family of ¢ € IN and its mass at level k we can decompose this mass into the mass
contributed by relatives of i or order exactly ¢ which are those masses with index j such
that G_k_g(i) = G_k_g(j) and G_k_g_l(i) #+ G_k_g_l(j).

Then the quantity M} (i) can for every i € 7 be decomposed:

(1.49) My (i)=Y My (i), ke
l=k+1

and we can identify the law of this decomposition explicitly:

Corollary 2 (Family Decomposition)

(a) Conditioned on {M*;(i)}iez, {{M}(i)}re(—j...0)}iez is a collection of independent
Markov chains with time index Z~ each with the same transition kernels Ky (k € IN)
at time —k and which are also martingales.

(b) For eachi €T and k € IN,

My () = Z(m-o(G-e(i)), £>k+1

where {ZAg(m_j (G_;(@)))}jen are independent copies of the interaction chain starting at
level j in m_;(G_;(7)).

(ili) Relation to the Interaction Chain associated to a System of Interacting
Fleming-Viot Processes

Using the representation in terms of the Moran gamma processes we will now obtain
rather detailed information about the “entrance law” {M*,(i);i € Z}rez describing the
different family masses in the entrance law. In particular the main objective of this section
is to characterize the law of the sequence of normalized P(IV)-valued random variables

M*,.(Q)
oo ke N

{Q k(i) }iez = {

}ieI’
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where P(IN) denotes the set of probability measures on IN. Those random variables give
the relative proportions the various families contribute to the total mass present at time
—k (which corresponds to the contribution various families give to the mass in a k block at
large times and in equilibrium in the original interacting system).

The first question is to whether these laws {£(Q})}rcz- are again the entrance law of
some Markov chain, at least if we condition on (Z°)rcz-? The answer will be yes and
we will characterize its law in terms of the interaction chain associated with a system of
interacting Fleming-Viot processes. In addition we will compare the family structure of
our branching systems with the type structure of the corresponding systems of interacting
Fleming-Viot processes studied in Dawson, Greven and Vaillancourt (1995).

We now define the ingredients of the interacting Fleming-Viot system. Let © denote the
uniform distribution on [0, 1].

1.50 ASY e P(P([0,1 is defined as:
0
-1

Agt = (- vivew,)
=1

=1

where (U;)jen are i.i.d. ©O-distributed [0, 1]-valued random variables
and the (V;);en are independent Beta(1,c/d) distributed [0, 1]-valued
random variables.

Next define a random sequence (c})gemw by requiring that for given (cx)remw, d and

(Z ez
dy
dhr sy )
For every k € IN define a transition kernel L_(-,-) on P([0, 1]) x P([0, 1]) by setting

(1.52) Low(p, dg) = A% (dy).

Ify < d’“ < 00, then according to [DGV], Theorem 0.5 there exists a unique entrance law for

C;c Ck o0 /
(1.51) 7 = g%k A=
k

the sequence (Lk)rez- starting in © € P([0, 1]). Choose © equal to the uniform distribution

n [0,1]. Then this entrance law is P([0, 1])-valued stochastic process and is denoted by
(U/?o)ke z-- The states of this process are in fact atomic probability measures on [0, 1].
Write (z; is the position of the i-th atom)

(1.53) e =Y mP(i)e,, keZ.

We size-order the collection {mg°(-)} and let (i) denote the rank of mg°(¢) in this order.
Then let

L54)  miG) = mEG), jeNkezZ.
Now define a probability measure ¢; on IN by setting:
(1.55) a.({7}) =mp>0G) JeENkeZ .

With the last object we have the main ingredient for:

Theorem 9 (Relation with Fleming-Viot, family dynamics)
Assume that chzl < 00.

(a) Then Z < 00 and conditioned on (Z7° )kez-, (Qk)rez- 15 characterized by

(1.56) LIQWrez-1(Z ) kez-) = LUK kez-)-
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(b) The chain (qf)rez- can (in addition to (1.54) and (1.55)) also be described as follows:
(g} kez- is a P(IN)-valued time inhomogeneous Markov chain with transition function

i—1

57 Ke(pedeen )= £( Y [VETT -V or,) € PPV))
i £

=1 =1

where

(i) (Uy)iemn is an i.i.d. sequence of IN-valued random variables with marginal distri-
bution {pe}een
(ii) (VF)iemw is an i.i.d. sequence with marginal Beta(1, %)
(iii) (U;)ienv and (VF);env are independent processes. 0

Remark Thus the normalized process (¢} )rez- conditioned on the total mass process Z%,
is the entrance law of the interaction chain associated to the system of interacting Fleming-
Viot processes with migration coefficients (¢},)remnv and sampling coefficients (d},)remv. Note
that this is an analog of the result of Perkins (1991) which states that a measure-valued
branching process conditioned on the total mass process and normalized is a Fleming-Viot
process with time inhomogeneous sampling rate. Also note that even though ¢}, # cx, ¢},/ck
converges as k — 0o almost surely to a constant in (0, 00) if Y c,?l < 00. The background for
this phenomenon is as follows. In a stable branching system, resp. Fleming-Viot system, the
weights of different families at a site are small. Since the evolution of branching and Fleming-
Viot differ only in that the latter is restricted to total sum 1, this difference “disappears”
when considering a fixed number of small subpopulations.

(iv)  Spatial Distribution of Families

Let M, +(+) denote for every k the size-reordered values of M (-) (recall the * indicated
reordering according to the rank for £k = 0). We can then introduce the notion of the number
of types making up a proportion (1 — 4) of the total mass in a k-block:

J
(1.58) Ti(6) = inf(j| Y M*,(i)/2%, > 1-6), € (0,1).
i=1
Theorem 10 (Density of families, number of families)

Assume that 3" ¢ < oo.

a) (1.59) m?XMik(i) — 0.

k—o0

b) Assume that the (cx)remw are of the form ¢ = be® with ¢ > 1. Then the sequences

(1.60) (T et), L))
>k
are tight and limit laws are nontrivial.

¢) For fized i € IN,

BOMY6) |

(1.61) — k2
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Remark The result a) says that a single family surviving indefinitely will have spatial
density 0. Note that (1.60) implies that for any fixed pair iy,42 € IN,

E(M* (i)
B, (i2) o

Therefore in large enough blocks different families have approximately the same mean den-
sity. If ¢ = bc®, ¢ > 1, then the number of different such families in a k-block grows
exponentially in k .

(v) Convergence of the historical representations and family decompositions

In this section we pursue two (related) goals. First we construct and identify the analogue
to the ” Kallenberg backward tree“ for the interaction chain and then we study the convergence
of the historical representation of Xév to that of the interaction chain as N — oc.

Part (b) of Theorem 4 states that the vector of block averages under the equilibrium
measure has laws 7§’ which converge as N — oo to the entrance law v§° of the interaction
chain. In this section we strengthen this to include the convergence of the corresponding
family decompositions and in fact also describe the sense in which the historical processes
converge. This can be made precise using the framework of Palm distributions which describe
the family decomposition of a “randomly chosen family” also known as the backward tree
(refer to Appendix 2 for some basic facts on Palm distributions).

In order to get an intuitive idea of this consider again the Branching Random Walk
on Qp, look at the population in a (k+1)-block {¢ € Qn|d(§,¢") < k + 1}, then choose
an individual at random from the (k+1)-block and finally determine which k-subblock of
this (k+1)-block this individual belongs to. This involves size-biased sampling which means
that k-subblocks which contain more mass will have a higher probability of being chosen.
Size-biased sampling also occurs, if we choose an ”individual“ at £ € Qn at random and
consider the family (clan) associated with this randomly selected individual and the masses
contributed by this family to blocks {£|d(, &) < k}. This latter random object is described
by the Palm distribution of the family represention which we will now introduce rigorously
Again the Palm measure reflects the fact that it is more likely to choose an individual from
a larger family..

In order to consider the Palm distribution of the equilibrium historical process recall
that 15(97 equal 18 the law of the equilibrium historical measure H, (])V "~°° (which is a locally finite
random measure on D((—o00,00),Qy)). For y € D((—o00,0),Qx)) and y(s) = £ Vs > 0,
we denoted by (PY), the historical Palm distribution at y (see A2 for a definition of the
Palm distribution of a random measure). The law (PY), is the law of a random measure on
D((—00,00),2n)) which intuitively corresponds to the family mass of an individual whose
spatial (random walk) trajectory is given by y. What we now want to consider is however
a typical family tree y which is at £ at time 0. This we construct next.

Recall that II5% denotes the law of the random walk started at time 0 at site {. Then ,

based on (PY),, we define the Palm distribution at £ of the family representation of Hév’_oo,
denoted by (PN); o:

Definition (Palm measure of family representation)
Let A € o({MN,(-,)}rez-) and set

(162 (PMeod) = [ TG (dn)(PY), (4) o
This means that we are considering the law of the family of an individual chosen at site £ and
in the above we have averaged the historical Palm distribution over all possible trajectories
that could have been followed by the ancestral individual.

Recall that the backward tree is the family tree of a ”particle“ chosen at random at £ at

time 0 in the equilibrium process. In order to discuss the convergence of the xév backward
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tree to the one of Z;° we have to deal with the following problem: The family decomposition
in the case of the infinite system (mév Jecqay is based on the idea that any two individuals
in the same family have a common ancestor at some time in the past and this information
is contained in the historical process. On the other hand in the case of the interaction
chain the time parameter corresponds to a spatial characterization of the interacting system
(in the limit N — o0). Therefore in order to discuss the convergence of the historical
processes we need to relate the time parameter to the spatial parameter in the historical
representation of the interaction chain. Furthermore we need to describe an analogue of
the Palm distribution representation obtained in Theorem 8. The family decomposition
of a given individual for the infinite system is based on a “backward” (or “bottom-up”)
decomposition of the members of the family according to the times at which they have a
last common ancestor with the given individual. On the other hand the interaction chain is
a “forward description” (or “top-down”). In order to unify the two views discussed above
we consider the decomposition of the infinite family under the Palm distribution of the
family representation for XV (denoted (PY)¢ ) as follows; MOJY_k(-) denotes the spatial
distribution at time 0 of the subfamily for which the time of the last common ancestor lies
in (77, 7] where 7 is the exit time from the ball of radius k for the “backbone” of the
family (or path starting at £). We then have the historical Palm representation of the family
of a randomly selected individual at site &

=D My ,({€}).
/=1

Note that also for the interaction chain we will also use a bar to denote objects such as
M, my under the Palm distribution, which we introduce below in (1.63). Also, without
loss of generality we can consider the site £ = 0.

We now turn to the interaction chain. We will first introduce the analogue of the Palm
distribution (PY), used above. To motivate this definition note that picking a path of
descent at random from a site in the N < oo case introduces a size biasing according to the
family size at this site. The appropriate reweighting in the N = oo limit turns out to be:

Definition (Palm distribution of the historical representation H with respect to Z§°)
Let P be the law of the process (H,),ecz- constructed in our historical representation of
the entrance law (Compare Theorem 8). Then define (P*°) by

(163)  (P™)o(B):=6" / 78 1p(M)P=(dH) for B € o({Hn}nez- )0
In particular the Palm measure (P>)q

is t
(Hu)nez- with Hi(i) = (G_p(3), m_r(G_x(7))
(1.49)):

he law of a (IN x R*)PN-valued process
). Then we can define ( analogously to

o
V. \ ¥
My ="My .
L=k

Recall the interpretation of the historical decomposition: M* “k, _,(4) is the mass at level k
contributed by the relatives of ¢ of order exactly £ but now (bar) under the Palm measure
(P)o. Define: (POO)O = L(( oe)éez )

The law of the decomposition of M*, can explicitly be identified and is now exactly
what corresponds in the limit N — oo to the modified historical Palm distribution in the
interacting system X% (t) introduced above. We start by describing (P>), explicitly.

Theorem 11  (Historical Palm representation and the family representation)
(a) Under the Palm distribution, (P)o the sequence {m_y}rez consists of independent
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exponentially distributed random variables with means %.

(b) The restriction of (P>)o and P> to o{Mg _,} satisfy
(1.64) (P>)y = (P®)g % P>

and Mik has the representation

o

o
(1.65) M2y, = ZMik,—é = Z I]c m—j)
=k

and the Z,i(m_j) are independent and have the same distribution as the interaction chain
at level k started at m_; at level j. |

The next statement shows that indeed (P°°)g is the right object to describe (PY)¢ o in
the limit N — oo.
Theorem 12 (Convergence of Palm representation and the family representation)
(a) (Convergence of the modified historical Palm representations)
The historical decompositions {Mg';(€)};cz- converge weakly as N — oo to the process
{Mg ;}jez . where Mg ; = Z§(m;).
(b) (Convergence of the family representations)

(1.66) LM (i) kef—jm1,—j0}2i € T) = L((M, S0 ke{—j-1,—j,.0p 0 € T),
(1.67) LM (@) ez, iel)ﬁo‘c(MI:(i))keZ—, i) o

Remark In (a) the term ZJ(m_;) denotes the mass of the subpopulation at site 0 for

N
which the “closest common ancestor” is at distance k+1. Recalling that 3 is an exponential
random variable this corresponds to the subpopulation whose last common ancestor appears
in the N* time scale. e
Remark If ¢ = k™ with n > 1, then %%Oandkﬁooandtheﬁél
PNCHE (MZy)
in probability as k — co. On the other hand if ¢; = ¢* with ¢ > 1 then {%}kﬁ is
—k -

asymptotically self-similar as j — co. Note that this limiting behaviour is shared by both the
interacting system of Feller branching diffusions and the system of interacting Fleming-Viot
processes suggesting a new type of universality result for the transient regime.
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Part B Proofs

2 Preparations

In this section we prepare some basic tools needed frequently for the proofs of our theorems.
There are first of all formulas and equations for the moments (first and second) of systems of
interacting diffusions, of certain one dimensional diffusions and of the interaction chain. Sec-
ond there are properties of the map F., F(™ and the map Geg:0— Fg’g which are essential
in many arguments later on. See (0.16), (0.20), (0.17) and (0.18) for definitions. Finally
we establish uniform continuity properties for the kernels appearing in the interaction chain.

a) Moment calculations

Since we shall need during the proofs not only the original system defined in the introduc-
tion we proceed in a sufficiently general setting for our calculations of moments. Consider
a finite or countable group I and a homogeneous transition kernel b(-,-) on I x I. Let g be
as in (0.4). Define a process (Y (t)) through the following system of stochastic differential
equations.

Y(t) = (yi(t))ier
(2.1) dyi(t) =Y b(5, 1) (w5 (t) — i (1)) dt + \/29(yi (1)) dwi(t)
JEI

Yo el (E as in (0.6)).

Lemma 2.1  Define by(-,-) = > e7t- Lb" and b(i, j) = (b(i, §) + b(j,4))/2. Then
n=0

(2:2) By(t) = _ be(i, §)y;(0)

jel

(2.3) E(yi(t)y; () = Y be(i, k)be (4, Dy (0)3:(0)

k,l
b [ 3 by 6 G ) By ().
0 k

If Y (0) is random and this initial law is homogeneous then

E(yo(t)yi(t)) =Zl32t(i,j)Eyo(0)yj(0)+/0 bo(t-)(0,)Eg(yo(s))ds D

J

Proof The proof proceeds via the Ito formula (see Shiga and Shimizu [SS]).

Furthermore consider the diffusion

(2.4) dz(t) = (0 — 2(t))dt + /2g(z2(t))dw(t) 6 € Rt,ce R*.

The unique equilibrium measure I'y?(-) of this process has the property
1
(2.5) / 2T9(d2) = 0 + = Fo(g)(0).
This follows by explicit calculation using Ito calculus (see [DG2] for details.)

Finally we present a formula for the second moments of the interaction-chain at level n
(compare 0.d) for definitions and [DG3], Equation 3.1. for a proof).
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Lemma 2.2  For every 0 € [0,00),j € {0,1,...,n},ne€ N
(2.6) E((Z7 )27 ,_, =0) Zc )FY) (g)g) + 62 0

b) Smoothness properties of the mapping F., G.4

We start by properties of the mapings F., F(™).
Lemma 2.3

a) For every c € (0,00), 8 — F.(g)(9) is continuous on [0,00) and Lipschitz continuous
at 0.

b) for every c € (0,00) and n € IN:

(2.7) eILI&(fC(g)(e)/92) =
(2.8) Jim (F(g)5)/6%) = 0. =

Proof We prove first b) and then we use some of the estimates of that proof to obtain
part a) of the lemma.

Proof of b), (2.7), (2.8) Next observe that (2.8) follows immediately from iterating the
argument leading to (2.7). The measure I'y;? is defined as the marginal of the stationary
solution of the SDE

(2.9) dz(t) = c(6 — z(t))dt + /2g(z(t))dw(t)

The solution of this equation can be represented as follows.
Let ut(z) be the solution of the initial value problem y'(t) = —cy(t), y(0) = z — 6. Then we
decompose z(t) as follows

t

(2.10) x(t) = 0 + u(z(0)) + /ut_s( 2g(z(s)))dw(s) = [0 + u(x(0))] + Mz,

o

into a deterministic part (given (0)) and a stochastic integral. Next use that for square
integrable M; we have (note that u:(-) is linear and Ey(0) = 0)

(2.11) EM? = /0 ur—s(Eg(xs))ds

so that we can calculate

212 Ba0) =6 + B(uu(w(0)* + [ e (Egla(s))ds,
0

Define

(2.13) f(t) = sup E(a*(s))

and choose b(D), D such that b(D) < 2c,
(2.14) g(xr) < Dz +b(D)z*> and b(D) -0 as D — oc.
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We get with these definitions from (2.12) for all D sufficently large the relation:

D 1
(2.15) ft) <(1- b(2—))—1((¢92 + E(x(0) — 0)%e~ 2t + 5. DO)-
c c
Letting t — oo and using (2.5) there exists A; € (0, 00) such that we get the estimate
4cb(D) | o
. < (————+=
(2.16) fc(g)(g) < (2C — b(D))o + A6 V6 e (0,00)
and hence
—_— 9 4cb(D)
. <
(2.17) A F9)O0)/6" = 5y 52O

which proves (2.7).

Proof of a)  First we prove the continuity of § — F.(g)(0) for § € [0, 00). Since g(z)/z?

converges to 0 as £ — oo and since by combining (2.5) and (2.16):
(o)
(2.18) sup /mQFZ’g(dm) < 00,
o<M

the function g is uniformly integrable under I'y?(-) for # < M. Hence it suffices to show:
(2.19) g9 =Ty? if 6, — 6 forn — oco.

The latter follows from the estimate

(2200 |5 ) — (0, F)l < L(HI6 ¥

for every f with |f(z) — f(y)| < L(f)|lx —y| Y,y € [0,00) and with L(f) < oo, since the
latter functions are dense in Cp([0, 00)). The estimate (2.20) follows from Lemma 2.4 below.

The relation (2.20) says that application of the kernel K (z, dy) = I'S9(dy) preserves the
Lipschitz constant. This implies in particular that application of compositions of the kernels
preserve the Lipschitz constant. Then we obtain with (2.7) and (2.5) as in the argument
above for F(g) that also the map § — F(™(g)(6) is continuous.

Finally we prove that F.(g)(g) is Lipschitz at § = 0. Since g(0) = 0 it suffices to prove
that for all 8 € (0, 00):

(2.21) Fe(9)ey < CO* + DO for C,D e 0,00).
However (2.21) follows via (2.16).

(c) Contraction properties of the kernels K ;.

Next we formulate the most significant estimates derived from the coupling of dynamics
with two different initial points by using the same driving brownian motion. That is we
consider the bivariate system (x1(t), z2(t))

(2.22) dz;(t) = (0 — z;(t))dt + v/ 2g(x;(t))dw(t) i=1,2.

(See [DG2] for details.)
Introduce the kernel K. 4(-,-) on [0,00) X [0, 00), defined by

(2.23) Keg4(0,dp) = Tg?(dp).
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Lemma 2.4  Let f:[0,00) = IR be a function satisfying

(2.24) |[f(z1) — f(z2)] < Clz1 — 22| V1,22 € [0, 00).
Then the function f* defined by
(2.25) 6 — (Ty?, f)

has the property
(2.26) |f*(z2) — f*(z2)] < Clzg — 1] V1,22 € [0,00). 0

The functions satisfying (2.24) with some C < co are called Lipschitz functions.

Corollary  Suppose f is as in Lemma 2.4 and f}; is defined by

(2.27) Ji 10— (oK, oy 00 Kepu ).
Then
(2.28) |fi (z2) — fr(z1)| < Cl(z2 — 71)| V1,22 € [0,00). m

3 Proof of Theorem 1

In [DG3] (Theorem 1) (in turn based on results of [DG2]) the analogue of the present
Theorem 1 has been proved for processes with state space [0,1]~. That is the state space
is compact and the components of the system as well as the function g are bounded. These
latter facts were used in the proof at several points. Our task here is to show how to replace
those arguments based on the boundedness of the state space of the components. It turns
out that this can be done using Ls-techniques.

A screening of the proof (in [DG3]) shows that the boundedness of the components was
used essentially at two points were we needed uniform integrability in N of the components
respectively of ) applied to the components of the system X7 (s3;(N)). Here we denote
by (X9 (t)) the system obtained by replacing the sequence (c)remn by (co,c1,- - -, ¢;,0,0,...).
Altogether this means (recall that the assumption g(x)/z? converges to 0 as z — o) that
in order to get Theorem 1 it suffices to prove the Proposition formulated below.

Proposition 3.1  The two sequences

(3.1) {zt"(sB;(N)Iven,  {FV(9)(xg (385 (N))}vem

are for every £ € Qoo, s € [0,00) and j € IN uniformly integrable in N. ad

Proof Using Lemma 2.3b) we see that both statements of the Proposition are implied by

(3.2) SIJirp[E(mév’j(sﬁj(N))V] <oo VjeN,se[0,00), €€ Q.

To prove this, we turn to Lemma 2.1. First note that since Y a(0, ) (recall (0.8)) converges
£
to cg as N — oo, we can neglect the fact that the kernel a(-,-) is not normalized and

use Lemma 2.1. Note that our kernels are symmetric, which is useful in the subsequent

calculation. Integration over the initial distribution p of the equation for second moments

and fixed initial point yields for the kernel b™+ (-, -) on {£]d(0, &) < j) x {£]d(0, &) < j} given

by the restriction of a(-,-) to these subsets of Qp i.e. b™¥7(0,¢) = a(0,€)/ Y. a(0,n):
lInll<J

(3.3) E(ag ™ (sB5(N)))* = > bai ) (€m) b7 ) (€ 1') By (0)27 (0))
n,m’
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s8;(N)
i / D b 91y (& MG vy (6 ) B ()
n

0
< Brali(0)?
sB;(N)
b [ € MO - € B ()
0 n

(From our assumptions on g we know that, using (3.3) we can bound as follows (using
the spatial homogeneity of u! and the Kolmogorov equation for bi\;j (N)—u & m):

sB; (N)
(3.4) E(mé\r] (sBj(N)))> < Const+ Dy / B;\Zgﬁj(N)—u)(&{)du
0
sB;(N)
o / Bé\zgﬁj(N)—u)(&@ . E(mé\’ﬂ (u))2du.
0

Here D; can be made as small as we want (on the cost of Dy, compare (2.14)).

The relation (3.4) has (for fixed ¢,V and j) the form of a renewal inequality in the
macroskopic time variables for the function s — Emé\r” (sB(N))? (see [F]). Choosing Ds
sufficiently small it suffices for (3.2) to hold to show that

8B (N)

(3.5) Sl]irp( / bf’j(&{)du) < 0.
0

For verifying (3.5) we need the behaviour of the transition kernel bY>/ = bN-7 in particular
for w = tB;(N) with ¢ > 0. We prove in fact the stronger result

sB;(N)
(3.6) [ oo —jr1-e,
0

which follows from the two relations:

Kn
I
0
sB;(N)
(3.8) [ oo —1-e,
Kn

where KN/ﬁj(N)N—> 0, Kn/[Bj—1(IN)log N] = 00, as N — oo.

These relations in turn are based on the following facts about the behaviour of random
walks on Qn as N — oo:

69 WEm NI vene{Ce K<)
(3.10) bivéi(N) (£,6)N?_, e=* uniformly in u € [a,b] for 0 < a < b < .
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(3.11) sup ( sup (biv’j(&{)Nj)) 10 as s—=0

N MNKn<t<sB;(N)
(3.12) b (g,€) — e, for allu > 0.
N — oo

These relations are proved using characters below. First we finish the proof. The relation
(3.10) and (3.11) implies (3.8), with (3.9), (3.10) and (3.12) one proves with induction over
Jj relation (3.7).

The relations (3.9) - (3.12) follow via Fourier transformation as follows:
Let Qpn denote

(3.13) {Ak)kew : M €{0,1,...,N —1}}

and abbreviate
27
(3.14) < A€ >=exp (W ;)\kgk).

Then we can consider the transform of the distribution b7 (0,-) : A — D¢ b (0,€) (N, €).

) 1 I >
e i+l
k<jandryg =0 for k> j.

Next introduce the value of the transform on A\; = 0,..., Ax_1 =0, Ax # 0:

) ) ) 1 )
Nj _
(3.15) A R e T VA L AT

Then the transition probabilities can be represented (see Fleischmann and Greven 1994,
(2.11)), by the ”inverse Fourier transform“ as:

S ) )
(3.16) 00,6 = (N —1) 3 N~*e 05 4 (1ppy(¢) — 1) NNl = Fieih)
E>[I€]l
Relations (3.9) - (3.12) are shown by explicit calculation as follows. Observe that f,iv <1
for k < 7 and f,iV’J =1 for k > j. This implies (3.9), by letting tend t — oo in (3.16). The
relations (3.10) respectively (3.12) are implied by (3.16) and the fact that for k < j:

(3.17) NI(1— fN9) — 1 and NI(1— fNF) — NI7FK

N —oco
The latter is found by inspection.

It remains to verify relation (3.11). Here return to (3.16) and use (3.17) to bound the
term k£ = j in the sum. The terms k > j go to zero since N — oco. The terms k < j are
handled using that Ky (1 — fN¥) ~ Ky N~ and hence N7 ~* exp(—KxN~F) converges to
0 by the assumption on K.

This completes the proof of Proposition 3.1 and hence in connection with [DG3] the
proof of Theorem 1.

4 Proof of Theorem 2, Theorem 3 and Theorem 4

We shall prove theorems 2 and 3 together, but we treat the two cases Eclzl < oo and
Eclzl = oo separately.

a) Theorem 2 and 3, Case ¢, ' < oo
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In step 1 and 2 we prove Theorem 2 and in step 3 the Theorem 3. The key here are
second moment estimates in connection with coupling techniques (compare (2.6) and (2.28)).

Step 1  (Proof of Theorem 2).

Start by observing that for m > n > k, L((Z})-k,. . 0lZ2%,-1 = 0) and
E((ij)—k,—kﬂ,...,o |Z™ . = 0) are two time inhomogeneous Markov chains with transition
kernel K_; at time —¢ given by

(4.1) K_¢(¢,d0) =T51(d0) teZ <k
which differ only in their initial distributions. The latter are
(4.2) 0gK_,_10---0K_p_1 resp. 09K_,_10---0K_j_1q,
where o denotes the composition of kernels. Note furthermore that
(4.3) / 0K _¢(p,d0) = Ve IN, ¢ € |0,00).
[0,00)
Hence we can rewrite the moment formula (2.6) as
n
(4.4) Var (2|27 = 0) = Qi NF ™ (9)0)-
k+1

We shall prove below in step 2:

Lemma 4.1

(4.5) chzl < 00 = sup F™(g)(0) < co. O
k n

As a consequence of (4.5) and (4.4) we get

(4.6) sup Var (2%, _4|Z2",_1=0) — 0

which implies in particular that for every n = n(k) > k
L= 0) = b

Use this with the Corollary to Lemma 2.4 in Section 2a) and the fact that the Lipschitz
functions are dense in Cy([0,)) (take z — e** with A € (—00,0]!) to conclude that
(m >n!)

(47) (59K_n_1 o--+oK p 1 —0gK_p,_10-- 'K—k—l) = 0.

n— oo

Finally note that (use (2.26) again) the kernels K_; satisfy: if v, converges weakly to a
measure v such that [ z?v,(dz) is bounded in n (guaranteeing linear functions are uniformly
integrable) then v, K_; converges weakly to #K_;. Hence with (4.7) and again with the
Corollary to Lemma 2.4 we get then that the process:

(4.8) LU(Z%)~k, k41,0127, = 0)

converges to a Markov chain (Z;O)_k7_k+17,..70 with transition kernel K_, at time —£.

Due to (4.3), (4.4), and (4.5) (the latter two implying sup E((Z})?*| 2", _; = ) < o)
n

we have that the Markov chain

(4.9) (Z7%)=—k,—k+1,...0
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is a uniformly integrable martingale with E(Z?°) = ¢, hence by the backward martingale
convergence theorem

(4.10) lim Z% = 72 exists a.s.

j—o0 J
and satisfies
(4.11) E(Zx,)=EZ =6.

The relations (4.8) - (4.11) prove Theorem 2a) for the case Xc,' < co. Note that (4.11)
and (4.6) combined imply (via the lemma of Fatou) that Z>_ = 6 a.s and hence we obtain
an extremal entrance law. Then theorem 2b) is immediate with (2.26), (2.27) via (4.8). It
remains to prove Lemma 4.1.

Step 2 (Proof of Lemma 4.1)

The proof will be based on Lemma 2.2 and the following elementary fact:
Let f and h be functions [0, 00) — [0, 00) which are continuous and satisfy for some a,b € R™

a+bh > f
(4.12) f(x) >0 for >0
h(z)/f(z) — oo.

x— 00

Furthermore let (X,),cv be a sequence of IRT-valued random variables. Then

(4.13) [Eh(X,)/Ef(Xn)] < oo implies that

sup
nelN
{f(Xn)}nenw is uniformly integrable.

Suppose now we establish

(4.14) lirginff”(g)(g) >0, forf>0.

Then by Lemma 2.2 and " ¢;, ' < oo we conclude:
BE((25)%1 22,1 = 0)
(n)

Figr )

(4.15) Slrllp [
Hence with setting h(x) = 22, f(z) = g(z) and L(X,) = L(Z}|Z",,_, = 0) we get from
(4.13) that (recall ™ (g) ) = E(g(Z)| 2", _, = 0))):

(4.16) {9(Xn)}nenw are uniformly integrable

and hence in particular (recall F (”)(g)(g) = Fg(X,)) the following estimate holds:

(4.17) s%p]:(”)(g)(g) <oo 0€[0,00).

which is the desired bound for proving Lemma 4.1.

It remains to verify (4.14). If (4.14) does not hold we get from (4.4) that along a
subsequence nj, where F(™)(g)(6) converges to 0, we must have due to (2.28) that

(418) ,C((Z;Lk)j:_l_17_l7m70|Zﬁ’%k_1 = 9) — 5(97.“79), for alll € IN.
By the Lemma of Fatou this would imply using (F')(s) = E(9(Z3)|2",,_; = 0) that
(4.19) lim inf 7"**(g)(6) > ¢(#) > 0,

k—o0

which is a contradiction. Hence (4.14) holds and (4.5) is proved.
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Step 3  (Theorem 3 in the case where > ¢, ' < cc.)
Recall that (4.11) says that E(Z>2_) = 0.
Since formula (4.6) implies that for >~ ¢, ! < oo

(4.20) Var (Z2,) =0
we get
(4.21) Z%. =160 as.

It remains to show that for 6 > 0, Z7° > 0 for j € Z~. Since we know from the explicit
form of I'}(-) (see (0.18)) that for every £ € Z~:

(4.22) Ki(p,(0,00))=1 for ¢ >0,
it suffices to prove that
(4.23) Prob (Zi‘} =0)<b; bj—0 as j— oo.

This latter relation follows however immediately from the inequality (use (4.4)):

1
(4.24) Prob (|2";~02€|2", 1=0) < ZVar(Z}|2%, ,=0)
P
< E—Q(chl)f( )(9)(0),
k=j

via (4.5) and the assumption "¢, ! < oo.
This completes the proof of Theorem 3 in the case 3" ¢; ' < oo.

b) Theorem 2 and 3, Case ) ¢;' = o0

The key to the argument are consistency considerations based again on (2.6) and (2.28),
which we present now in three steps. '
Step 1. We first note that the weak limit points as j — oo of L((Z}])g=—;—1,—j,..,0) are en-
trance laws. (Recall that since F (Z,JC) = 0, this sequence of measures is weakly relativ com-
pact). Namely, suppose we have a transition kernel K (z,dy) such that  — [ K(xz,dy)f(y)
is continuous for every f € Cp([0,00)). Then < v, f >—=< v, f > for all f € C4([0, 0))
as n — oo implies that < v, K, f >—=< vK, f > for all f € Cy(][0,00)). This relation is
then by iteration extended to vK_j o---o Ky for every k € IN. Since the above continuity
assumption on the kernels is satisfied for K (6, dp) = I'y?(dp), we know

(4.25) Every weak limit point of ,C((Z,Jc)kz_j_17,..70) is

an entrance law for (Kg)pcz--

We denote such an entrance law by (Z7°)gcz-. Since Kj(6,-) has mean 0, (Z°)rcz-, is a
martingale with values in [0, oo]. Hence in particular we know that the following limit exists
almost surely:

(4.26) 7%, = lim Z¥.

We have to prove next in step 2 and 3 in order to obtain Theorem 3:

(o]
(4.27) D et =00 = 2%, =0,
0

Namely, by writing Z° = E(Z§°|Z°, Z° 4, --) we see by letting & — —oo and using
Zp° > 0, the relation Z°%_ = 0 implies (by the uniform integrability of Z°, as a closable,
by assumption, martingale) that almost surely Z3° = 0 and hence almost surely:

(4.28) ZX=0 keZ .
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Step 2. The strategy now is to exclude the possiblity of Z> taking a positive value, by
exhibiting a contradiction to the convergence of Z3° as k — —oo. For this purpose we collect
in the present step 2 first a number of facts.

We start with the following first observation:

(4.29) {Z=_3yN{0>0/limsupF™(g)(0) =0,V e U@} =0, Z>=_ -as.,
n—oo

where U denotes neighbourhood and {X} range of X. Namely note first the following three
relations:

(4.30) F®(9)(0) = E(9(Z5°)| Z%5-1 = 6)
0<6i1;f<6_1g(m) >0 V5e(0,1),

EE(Z3°|2%,_, = 0) = 6.

This implies that starting in a 6 contained in the second set in (4.29) the processes
(Z{])k=—j—1,...,0 converge to a process with Z5° = 0 and hence Z>, = 0 for all k € IN with
this starting point . Combined with the coupling property of Lemma 2.4 this gives (4.29)
by contradiction.

We continue with the second observation. It is clear from explicit form of the transition
kernel (as equilibrium of a diffusion with locally bounded drift, see (0.17)) that Z° cannot
converge to a value 6 for k — —oo if inf F™(g)(f) > 0 in a neighbourhood of # and

n

chzl = +00. Hence almost surely
(4.31) 7% ¢ | J{61liminf 7 (9)(9) > 6, ¥6 € U(6)}.
>0

Step 3. Now we are ready to start the proof. Since the map 0 — I'y?(-) is monotone (in

the stochastic order), recall (0.17) and compare via (2.22) processes starting in ¢; > 6

and with drift parameters 6y, 6, respectively, we know that lim inf F()(g)(f) = 0 implies
n—oo

liminf 7 (g)(#) = 0 for all § < §. Furthermore since g is continuous, strictly positive on

(0,00) and E(Zén)|an_1 =0) =0, we even know by (2.27) that for some € = £(d) > 0:

(4.32) lim inf (™ (g)(8) > § > 0 = liminf F™)(g)() >6/2 Vo€ [0 —¢,0 +¢].

n—oo n—oo

Hence we can define

(4.33) a* = inf(A] lim inf F(™(g)(6) > 0)

n—oo

but we know that

a* = max(6| lim inf F™ (g)(0) = 0)

n—oo

and conclude by (4.32) and (4.31) that
(4.34) Z% ¢ (a*, 0.

On the set [0, a*) we can conclude that for a sequence n(k) 1 co with F**)(g)(a*) = 0
we have F (”(k))(g (9) = 0V < a*, by the monotonicity mentioned above. By the coupling
result of Lemma 2.4 we know therefore that in fact even

(4.35) FM(g)(0) — 0 VO <a”.

Now we use (4.29) to conclude that

(4.36) Z%_ ¢ (0,a").
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Finally we exclude Z% = a* > 0 with positive probability by the coupling Lemma 2.4
which says that an entrance law with Z*_ = a* would have to be arbitrarily close to the
trivial process, which is associated with every 6 € (0, c0)\{a*}.

Altogether with (4.35), (4.36) we have proved (4.28).

Proof of Theorem 4

(a) The proof of (i) (local extinction) can be obtained via Theorem 2 in [CFG]. The proof
of (ii) (persistence) can be obtained by the same argument as in Cox and Greven (1994) or
Proposition 6.1 in Dawson and Perkins (1991).

(b) An elementary calculation involving the application of Ito’s lemma toxe(t)xe (t), and
taking the limit ¢ — oo yields that under the law f/év

20H(1,£ - ¢)

(4.37) Cov(zg, zer) <
co

where H(1,¢) denotes the expected number of visits to zero by the discrete time hierarchical
random walk. However from A4 we have that

H1l,¢e-¢) — 0

d(g,€") o0

uniformly in N. The first statement in (b) then follows as in the proof of Theorem 0.10(a)
in [DGV]. The second statement of (b) follows from Theorem 11 part(c) which is given be-
low. It can also be proved in the same way as in the proof of (0.71) in [DGV] but using (4.37).

5 Proof of Theorems 5 and 6

A) The diffusive clustering case, Proof of Theorem 5

The proof starts with the case g(z) = dx and will make use of techniques and results
obtained by J. Lamperti and P. Ney [1968] to study the behaviour of a critical Galton-
Watson process conditioned on surviving till time n. By developing comparison methods
we are able to study our time inhomogeneous Markov chains (Z,]C)k:j_17..,70 describing IR*-
valued masses instead of particles, based on knowledge about time-homogenous branching
particle systems. Using comparison methods we generalize finally to the case g € G((d)).

In section 5a) we formulate a key statement about systems of time inhomogeneous
branching masses, which is proved in the lengthy section 5b), next section 5¢) proves Theo-
rem 5 in the case g(z) = dx and section 5d) for g € G((d)).

a) Preparations

First we need as a major tool a result on the behaviour of a system of branching masses,
namely the analog to the asymptotics of the extinction probability for IN-valued critical
branching processes.

Suppose that {K4(0, dy), d € (0,00)} is a one parameter set of positive transition kernels
on [0, 00) x [0, 00) satisfying for every d € (0, c0) the following assumptions:

(5.1) K4(6,]0,00)) = 1 and K(0, {0}) = 1

(52) Kd(91 + 05, d(p) = (Kd(el, ) * Kd(eg, ))(d(p) for 61,605 € [0, OO)

with * denoting convolution of distributions

(5.3) /Kd(o, dg)p — 0 for 0 € [0, 00)
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1
(5.4) /Kd(ﬂ, de)p® — 6% = 70

(5.5) sup /Kd(ﬂ, de)p® = 0(d;?) as d.— 0,
d>d.
(5.6) sup /Kd(ﬂ, de)p* = 0(d;?) as d.— 0.
d>d.
Consider now a sequence (dy)ren of real numbers satisfying either of the two conditions
(o)
(5.7) 0<(di) ' <d*<oo VkeN and » d;'=+o0
k=0
or:

J oo
~1 ~1
d; E dy Paviee and E d,” = +oo
k=0 k=0

Now we have all ingredients to formulate a result on the extinction probability of branch-
ing masses.

Proposition 5.1  Assume that {Kq}aer+ satisfies (5.1)-(5.6) and the sequence (dy) re-
lation (5.7). Then for every e > 0 and every 6 > 0

1,/ 1\t
. ~ = — . O
(5.8) (80)Ka, © Ka, , o0 K, (e,0)) ~_ 29(;20 )

Corollary 5.1  For the backward composition we have for € > 0:

(5.9) () Ky o+ Ka, (2,00)) ~ %o(zd_lk)—l, .
k=0

b) Decay of the nonextinction probability, Proof of Proposition 5.1.

Now we come to the proof of the crucial relation (5.8). The problem is that for a realiza-
tion of Z} of the chain starting in 6 at times —j — 1 and transitions according to Ky, at time
—k we know that E(Z,1|le_1 = 0) may be (and is in the case of interest to us) supported
by (0, 00) for all k provided 6 > 0 and hence the point 0 is not reached. On the other hand
the probability of being 0 is the quantity readily read of from the Laplace transform. The
idea of the proof is now to construct a new sequence of transition kernels satisfying on the
one hand K(f,{0} U [e,00)) = 1 but is such that {0} can be hit with positive probability
and such that for ¢ — 0 we get good approximations of the original situation. Here however
we have to consider € of the form eb(j, k) for the chain indexed j at time —k, in order to
achieve this approximation.

Step 1  Construction of the new chain:
Denote by (Z}) the Markov chain with transition kernels Ky, at time k which starts in 6 at
time —j5 — 1. ' '

On the same probability space we shall construct (Z°)g=—;-1,...,0 such that 25 , =6
and such that the following conditions are satisfied

. J -1
(i)  Prob(Z)° #0) ~ %G(kz_:o d;l) (140()) asj—ooande —0

. . J -1
(5.10) (ii) Prob({ [lilllg |Z] — Z]qu > 5) = o(kzodlzl) asj — 00, 6 >0
<j =
(iii) Prob(Zg’6 €(0,0)|2)° > 0) . 0 uniformlyine V§ >0
j—o00
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Then we can finish the proof by observing that as j — oo for all € > 0:

(5.11) Prob(Z >68) = (1+O(c))Prob(Z}° #0) + O(Zdzl)_l
k=0

1~ !
() o,
k=0
which is the desired asymptotic relation.
The next step is therefore to construct the pair ((Z,J;)k:_j_17..,70, Z,J;ﬁ_j_u’m’o) satisfying
5.10). The key to that construction is the following fact. Due to the ”branching property “
y

(5.2) the measures K4(0, -) are infinitely divisible (and supported by [0, c0)!), hence, we can
represent the Laplace transforms of the measures K,4(0, ) as follows:

(5.12) / " K0, dy)e™ = exp(—06a(N),  bal) > 0.

Consequently by using this relation iteratively we get:

(5.13) /000(50de 00 Ko )(dy)e ™ = exp(—0ta, Wa, o (- - (bao (N) - - ).

Using again that the measures K4(6,-) resp. dgKa, o--- o Kgq, are infinitely divisible their
Laplace transforms or better the functons 14 can be represented via the socalled canonical
or Levy measure. Namely there exists a measure Ry on [0,00) such that (recall that our
random variable is nonnegative and hence there is no normal component)

(514 pa(d) = / T (1 - e Ry(du).

Having the relations (5.14) and (5.12), (5.13) in mind we shall specify the law of Z{° by
transition kernels which will be defined via Levy-measures R obtained from R4. This way
we preserve automatically the branching property (5.2) and the property (5.1) for the new
transition kernel.

Define first for a fixed ¢ > 0 and a d = d(¢) the measure R on [0, 00) by
(5.15) R : R5(A) = aR4(AN[e, 00))

where we choose a = a(g) such that
o0
(5.16) / uRG(du) =1, a(e)llase 0.
0
Next let K5 be the kernel such that K5(6, ) has Laplace transform exp(—635(\)) with

(5.17) Wo(A) = /000(1 e MY R (du).

We can give a particular representation for that kernel as follows: Observe that a (gener-
alised) Poisson process on [0, 0c0) with intensity measure R(-) has the property that a real-
(o]

(&)
ization, written as Y d,,, generates a random variable Z = > m,; with Laplace-transform
i=0 i=0
exp(— [;°(1 — e *)R(du)). This proves in particular that exp(—6t3(\)) is Laplace trans-
form of a probability distribution. We define d as the following function of d : d —
(J K5(1,dp)p* — 1)~1. Furthermore from the representation (5.17) it is easily checked that
we have for fixed ¢ that:

(5.18) {K5|d € (0,00)}
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satisfies (5.1) - (5.6). Namely (5.2) follows since (5.17) implies that the law is infinitely
divisible in ©. Furthermore (5.15) and (5.16) give together (5.1) and (5.3). The relation
(5.4) holds by the construction of the function d. Finally the representation of the measures
via Poisson point processes together with the fact that R4 and RS agree on [0, 00) gives (5.4)
and (5.5). o

This makes now the construction of Z,JC, Z,Jf on one probability space work as follows:

We shall construct two point processes on [0, 00). We need the following ingredients:

— Y/ is a Poisson point process with intensity measure p(R4|c,o0)). (Here | denotes
restriction)

- Y;’dp is a Poisson point process with intensity measure p(Rqp,c))-

— Y5/ is the Poisson point process with intensity measure (a — 1)p(Ralc,00))-

~ ~&P
All the above three processes are independent. Define (Yd6 Y, ) as follows

(5.19) Vir = YEruyse
~EP
(5.20) Y, =Y UYs?.

Now we realize an independent collection of these random variables for d = di,ds, . ..
and for fixed j with e of the form eb(j, k) for a given array b and for a particular value of
k. In the notation we will however write ¢ rather than eb(j, k). For a simple point process
Y represented as Y = 3" §,,, we write simply I(Y) = > m,;. We set

K3 K3

7, =7 =0
j o-£,0 j,e ~=0
G2y 2L =I05%) =17
. ~ .7 e z€7Z£’,a
Z]‘Zt—i—l = I(de’_*_lk) Z]‘Z:’—}-l = I(de+1 )

We are now left with verifying (5.10) (i),(ii) and (iii), which is the content of steps 2,3,
respectively step 4 and 5.

Step 2  (Nonextinction probability of the new chain, Proof of (5.10(i)).) In this section we
fix an array e = €b(j, k) as in step 1 and work with a given sequence (dj)rev satisfying (5.7).
We assume b(j, k) < 1 throughout this section. This means we have by the construction of
the previous step a Markov chain (Z{°){xe—j—1,—j,....0} given.

The key to the proof is the analysis of the Laplace transform of the terminal distributions
of the approximating Markov chains:

(5.22) L5 (N) z/ e MP(Z)¢ € du), e [0,00).
0

It turns out to be useful to extend the domain of this function to complex values as well.
For this purpose define

de () :/ RS0, du), 2 €@,)2] < 1.
0

so that L5(\) = (e N).
In order to analyse the expression (5.22) we need the logarithm of the transforms of the
corresponding transition kernels denoted K at time —k — 1:

1

(5.23) 77N = —5log f (e ).
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The function L5(:) can be obtained, due to the branching property (5.2) of the kernels
{K5, d € [0,00)}, as follows:

€ dj,e €
(5.24) L5(N) = exp (=097 % o...o ().
Hence we have the formula (recall ZJ° — 0 in law as j — 00)
(5.25) Prob (Z}° >0)=1— L5 (00) ~ 0GY) (0) as j — oo
with GW(N) = P o ... oyp®5(N).

Therefore the remaining task is now to analyse the behaviour of ng )(oo) as j — oo uniformly
in €.

We define dj(g) as the reciprocal variance of K 3. (1,-) and define K7 (e = =K .- More
generally (cf. (5.18)) we can reparametrize in such a way that we get kernels K§ = K 5 such
that d is the reciprocal variance of Kj(1,-). Since K satisfies (5.2) (which implies we have
a Levy-Khinchine representation) it is easy to verify that K satisfies (5.5) and (5.6).To now
complete the agrument the main tools are the following three lemmata:

Lemma 5.2 Assume that K3 and the sequence (di(e)) satisfies (5.1) - (5.7). Then for
A € (0, 00) uniformly in e:

(5.26) G(n) - %2: zi;d[l(s)) 28 1 — 00. o
Lemma 5.3
(5.27) E(exp(—=\Z)°|Z3° > 0)) e 0 uniformly in €. O
Lemma 5.4
z”: ./ z”: d;'(e) = (1+O(e)) uniformly in n.0
0 0

The relation (5.10) (i) is now obtained as follows. For (di)remv and eb(j, k) we construct
the chain (Z]°)k=—j_1,..,0 as in step 1 and note that dj(e) is such that the conditional

variance Var(Z75, |Z}° = ) in step —Fk is given by 0/dx(e).
Note that with the abbreviation ¢, = Prob (Z5° > 0) we can write

(5.28) LE(A) = (1 - ¢5) + ¢S Eexp (—AZJ°)|Z}° > 0).
Hence we get

(5.29) 1—LE(\) = ¢5(1 — E(exp (—A\Z0°|Z5° > 0)).
According to Lemma 5.3 we know therefore

(5.30) (L= L§N)/(1 = Lj(o0)) - L.

Combining the relations (5.25) and (5.26) gives the desired relation
(recall ¢ d; !(e) diverges as n — o)

. 9 n

Jr€ 1
(5.31) Prob (Z}* > 0) n_~>oo2 g d;
=0

uniformly in e. By applying finally Lemma 5.4 we get (5.10)(i).

Step 3 Proof of Lemma 5.2 and Lemma 5.4:
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The proof consists of two parts (I) and (IT). First we show (5.26) for fixed A € [0, o)
and € > 0. The second part consists in showing the uniformity in € and Lemma 5.4.
(I) Since we keep 6 and ¢ > 0 fixed here we repress it in the notation and write furthermore
instead of wllij (©)e simply 1; and instead of d;(¢) simply d;. In this notation we get the
recursion relation (see 5.24 and 5.25):

(5.32) G = (GUDN) = hj 0h; 1 (GI™DN) =... =9 0...0%(N).

Since we know by assumption (5.6) that [u*K35(1, du) < oo we know that [ u*K5(1, du) <
oo and we can conclude that the function ¢, () is four times differentiable and get (recall

¥n(0) = 0)

(2) (3)
n (0))y2  ¥n (0)
5N+ 5

(5.33) Pn(A) = P (0)A + ( A2+ ya (V). ya(X) = O(NY).

We now make the Ansatz:

- I(A) — 4, % 4 By + Cod+ DpA2 + BN 4+ 6,(\) with 6,(3) = O(3?)

and abbreviate

(5.34)

Wo o)

= (1) = =
(5'35) QA wn (0)7 bn B y Cn 6

We find by inserting (5.33) in (5.34) through comparison of coefficients that

1 b c b2
. An = I Bn = __TL, n = __TL _n
(5.36) o = C a2 + a3
bncn, b2 1 yn(N)
DTL == 2 a% - % - g )\4 5 En = 0
bn y(A
W) = (-2 L et 0D, )
yn(z) 6
()

In order to relate the quantities appearing in (5.35) with the moments of the given laws
K35(1,-) we derive some relations useful later on. Suppose that the random variable X has
a Laplace transform

(5.37) F(\) = Ee

which can be written as F/(A) = exp (—%(\)). Then

(5.38) [(%)’“F] (0) = (-1)*EX*

and

(5:39)  ¥(0) = EX, $?(0) = —Var (X), ¥(?(0) = EX® — (EX)® + 3 Var (X)EX
(5.40) 1/)(4) ) = _ew()\)F(‘l)()\) + 41/)(3) ()‘)1/)(1) )

+ 3P =3P W)+ @D + PN
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Observe next (recall L;j(\) — 1 as j — 00) G(™()\) — 0 as n — oo. Using the relations
(5.32) and (5.34) in connection with (5.36) we are able to expand the function (G(™(\))~!
and we find:

(5.41)

= — + C,G™ D) + D, (G (N)? 4 6,(G D ().

an  G=D(N)
We know that (recall (5.1) - (5.4))
(642 9u(0) =0, ¥PO) =1, ¥ (0) =~

Therefore we obtain by iterating (5.41) and substituting a,, b, via (5.35) the expression:

1 S 1 S i—1
(5.43) S0 ;d_ ; CGID ()
n i DAGEION? + 3 5,(GED(),
=0 =0

We have to show now that the expression

n

(5.44) Ral3) = 3 GGED0) + 37 DG D02 + Y (G D)
=0

=0 =0

satisfies R,(A\) = o(3.7_, d; 1) as n — oo, for every fixed A € [0, 00).

=1 "1
At this point we see that we now need information on ¢, i.e. 1/)%3)(0) . For this purpose
we note first that combining (5.35), (5.39) and Jensen’s inequality that

(5.45) cn > 0.

Therefore we know from (5.36) in connection with (5.35) and (5.42) that:

1
(546) Cn < (d_)27 Cn > —cp
1 yn()‘)
D, < (=) -
O
Yn(A) yn(A)  const
_ 1 1 _2yn()‘)
_ i |_ A2 2 e, AN | 4
) = ) ([ + o (o 2]
1.3 2¢;, yn()‘) _yn()‘) 5
e (— 2,
+[C(dn)+(d)+ >\4+dn2>\4)\
Yn(N)
+ [( =t A(4 ] X).
In order to exploit the (5 46) for general sequences (dy,)nenw We need to use information

on ¢, and y,(\) that is on 1/)(3) and 1/)(4)( A).
With the assumptions (5 5) and (5.6) (and the fact that those relations according to
(5.18) remain true for the approximating kernels) we obtain the following:

(5.47) cn <K(d?V1)+ K, K>1
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v | < K(d,?V1)+K'

In order to estimate R, (\) we discuss separately the two cases

(5.48) 1.0 < d,;l <d"<oo and g d,;l =00
k

. E -1, .

2. dy k;—;OO and dy 2 d; k_mooo

Case 1  We use that G(Y)()\) converges to 0 as i — oo in connection with the bounds
on Cy, Dy, 6,(\) obtained by combining (5.44) - (5.46), (5.36) and bounding ¢, y»(A\) by
(5.47).

Case 2  Since now the terms d;l diverge we have to use the speed at which G®*)())
converges to zero to get out the desired estimate.

Suppose that along a subsequence GW)(\)(37_,d; ") diverges. Then (GU)(N\)~! is
asymptotically smaller than i:o d,;l , at least along a subsequence, This would imply
by (5.43) that R,,(A\) ~ —>;,d; ! along that subsequence, which contradicts the bound
on R,(\) obtained by combining (5.44) - (5.46) and making use of (5.47). Hence we can
conclude

-1

J
(5.49) GYN) <C (Z d,;1> Vj € IN.
k=0
Then the desired relation R, () = o(}_1_, d,;l) follows as above from (5.44) - (5.46), (5.36)

and (5.47) by the fact that for case 2: d; - >7_,d; " — 00 as j — oo.

(IT) We shall now display again € in the notation for dj (), since both dy and dj(g) will
appear. In order to prove the uniformity in € and to prove Lemma 5.4 it suffices to show

that for k € IN: dy(g)/dy, (wi’(i)()\)/w,(j) (M) for ¢ = 3,4 converges as £ — 0 to 1 uniformly
in k.

Note that (recall (5.14) - (5.18))
W = (1 [ e R )
0

WD) = (1 a(e)(-1) /wufe—Mdewu).

Hence we need (as a sufficient condition) in order to get the assertion for dy(e)/dg:

154 o0
/ u’Ryg, (du)// u?Rg, (du) — 0 uniformly in k.
0 0 e—0

This suffices at the same time for the remaining points. This can always be achieved by
choosing € = (4, k) sufficiently small as a function of j uniformly in k.

Step 4 (Proof of Lemma 5.3 and (5.10)(iii))
We know that with a5, = 2 3" d;"'(e) (recall (5.28)),

(5.50) a5(1— LE(N) = aS - q; - (1 — Eexp(—A\Z2°| Z2° > 0))).

The Lh.s. of the equation above converges to 1 for every A € (0, 00) as a consequence of
(5.26) using the definition (5.24), (5.25). Hence

(5.51) a5q;(1 — E(exp(—AZ7°|20° > 0))) — 1.

Jj—oo
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Since the r.h.s. is independent of A\ we can conclude that vague limit points of E(Zj’6|
Zj *® > 0) are convex combinations of dp, do that is have the form 88y + (1 — ). We need

to exclude the case 8 > 0 (recall that £ = - b(j, k), so that we do not have Zj’e >0 >0 for
some 0 for all j € IN!). In the case of the vague limit 85y +(1—3)ds we must have that (along
a subsequence) aZ,g, — (1 —3)~!. In order to establish 8 = 0, it would therefore according
to (5.25) and (5.26) be enough to have uniform convergence of GU)()\) in \, A € [r, 00) for
some r > 0 as j — oco. Note for this purpose that

(5.52) ¥ (0) =0, (¥g?)P(0) =1, (¥g7)P () <0, Y5 (00) < 0.

Suppose now that 157 (co), (the first term in the composition of GU)(-) see (5.25)) is
bounded also in j. Then [0, 00) would be mapped onto [0,157(c0)) under ¢§7 and the
images of the latter interval are bounded intervals in [0, %57 (c0)]. In such an interval we
obtain then immediately (recall (5.33), (5.41)) the desired uniform convergence of GU)(\)
for A € [r,00), r > 0. The strategy of the proof is therefore to modify the last transition of
our chain (Z])r=—;j_1,...0, obtain the result and later remove the perturbation. The simplest
modification is to put the Levy-measure of E(Zg’€|Zi’i = 1) equal to zero on the interval
[0, 8], where § can be made arbitrarily small.

Step 5  Approximation, Proof of (5.10)(ii).

The basic strategy will be to construct an array & = eb(j, k) > 0 such that (5.10)(ii) will
hold. Recall that due to the representation (5.12) and (5.14) the two processes
(Z7 Y k=—j—1,...0 and (Z})x=—j—-1,...0 can be represented via Poisson point processes with
random intensity measure. Since the processes which we compare can be viewed as built
from 3 Poisson point processes we will consider a 3-type branching process, where the two
processes to be compared appear as the sum of two types each (one common) so that
estimating the difference between the processes will amount to estimate the two populations
associated with the types which do not occur in both Z7 and Z7¢, that is in the ones
generated by the following parts of the canonical measures: (1 — a)R4l(c ), respectively
Rdl(oﬁ].

For this purpose we have to choose for fixed j a sequence of e-values determining the
approximation in each step. Hence we have to choose € = {eb(j, k), k < j, k,j € IN}
appropriately. For a branching system generated by the Levy measure R we introduce
masses of three types 1,2,3 according to the following rules:

- The ”offspring“ of mass of type 1 is of type 1, 2 or 3 and is generated by the Levy-
measures R o) (a(e) — 1)R(. o) respectively Rjg.). (R4 is R restricted to [a,b])

- The ”offspring“ of mass of type 2 respectively 3 is generated by the Levy-measures

a(e)R(c,00) Tespectively R(o,o0) and is always of the same type.

We denote by (A7°)_j-1,...0, (B,gj’e))_j_17,,.7o and (C’Igj’e))_j_17,,.7o the population of
types 1, 2, 3 and time k with respect to the mechanism prescribed for given j and &.

To conclude the desired asymptotics of (5.10) (ii) it suffices to prove that (recall that
BJ¢, CJ¢ are submartingales!).

J
€ e € _
(5.53) Prob(B] —or C}* > Z) = o g ;)

=~

However the processes (Bi’e)k:_j_17,.,7j and (C’,];’E)k:_j_17,.,7j have the structure of critical
processes (recall (4.16)) with time inhomogeneous immigration, the latter created by an
independent source. We use Chebychev to estimate

: 1
(5.54) Prob(B}* > i) 56 (Bi°)?

16

Prob(CJ° > =) < = E(C}°)%.

»-lklm
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The r.h.s. can be estimated by decomposing Bg’e, (C’g’e) according to the time the masses
imigrated, which gives a decomposition of the form
-1
(5.55) By =Y Bl (Bl )k=—i...0
k=—j

Here Bie is derived as Bi% from processes Bie which are independent and follow the
branching mechanism of the process B’ but have starting time —k and initial mass ﬁsz
The latter is random but independent of the evolution of B¥¢ and Bgf (£ # k) and is given
by the mass of type 2, which the process A7:¢ generates at time —k. Similarly we proceed

with CJ°.

Then (with Const, Const’ independent of ¢) and with D; = i:o dt:
. J . J ik
(5.56) EBJ)? = Y (E(m}))*+)_ E(m]) 7
k=0 k=0 i=0
j 2 j
< (zmm@) + (Z E(mka)
k=0 k=0
J 2 J
< (Z Eb(j,k:)9> + (Z Eb(j,k)GDJ>
k=0 k=0

Hence if we choose

5.57 b(j,k) = .
(357 G4 72(vD;)2K4116 - (35— dyp 1)?

we can bound the r.h.s. of (5.54) by

(5.58) Const’ .;,

(hmy di)?
which clearly is o((zg d,')~! for every ¢ (uniformly in €).
The same reasoning applies to (C7°)g——j,....0. This finishes the proof.

c¢) Proof of Theorem 5a) and 5b) for the case of branching diffusions

Step 1  We start by recalling a result from the literature on branching and extending it
to our situation of branching masses. In a paper [1968] J. Lamperti and P. Ney proved the
following result:

Let (Uy)nemw be a critical branching process (discrete time) on IV, with Uy = 1 and with
time homogeneous transition mechanism satisfying

(5.59) E{U) =1 EU}) =1+ < 0.

Then the process

(5.60) U™ = Ujany /no?

satisfies (recall (1.8)-(1.9) for the definition of (Z,))
(5.61) LITEaco] 01 > 0) = L((Za)acio,n):

The proof is by evaluating the Laplace-functionals of both sides of (5.61), using only
three properties of the process U,, namely, (i) the branching property, (ii) criticality of the
branching and (iii) the following asymptotics of the time n nonextinction probability:

1
(5.62) Prob(U,, > 0) ~ ﬁn_l as n — 0o,
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1
Prob(Uign) > 0) ~ a 1@” L
A similar asymptotic has been derived by Jagers [J] for a time inhomogeneous transition
mechanism provided offspring distributions in each step are critical, uniformly square inte-
grable and the variances o7 are bounded away from 0 uniformly in k. Namely if EU? = 1407
then

(5.63) Prob (Un>0)~3(X 0})

Now we can get, due to the fact only the properties (i) - (iii) were used in the proof,
with the arguments in Lamperti and Ney the relation (5.61) if we replace (5.60) by

n—1
(5.64) U8 = Ulgan/ D ot
k=0
with
fa(n) n
fa(n): Z U,%/ZU,% n oo
k=0 k=0

Step 2  For us this discussion in step 1 means that all we have to do in order to carry out
the same calculation as Lamperti and Ney [1968] is to establish the relation (5.8), which is
the analog of (5.63) for masses instead of particles. Hence all we need to do now is to verify
the assumptions of Proposition 5.1 which asserts (5.8). Here are the details:

First of all (5.7) is satisfied by assumption for Theorem 5 a). In order to verify (5.1) -
(5.6) we now use that we restrict ourselves in this section to the case g(z) = const. x. This
means the set of kernels we need are given by (w.o.l.g. g(z) = z)

(5.65) Ka(6,-) =Tg" ().

However the distribution Fg’w is the Gamma distribution with parameters (6/d, d). Hence
1
) Fd,w _ -2 _v—1_—z/a
(5.66) o (dz) —F(y)a z" e dz

with v = 0/d and « = d. This distribution is supported by (0, 00) hence (5.1) holds. The
branching property (5.2) holds, which is checked using that the Laplace transform L(\) of
Fg’w(-) given below is multiplicative in 6:

o0

(5.67) L(\) = exp(—0d / (1- e_)‘“/d)%du).
0
. From this expression it can be derived that
(5.68) / 9%(dz)z = 6
i 1, 0
0
/rgvf(z)z?’ = (2 04)(1+0d)
. 0
/rg ()7 = 3+ 0d)(2 +0d)(1 +0d).
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Hence (5.3) - (5.6) hold and we are finished in the case g(x) = const -z.
d) Proof of Theorem 5a) and 5b) for g € G((d)).

The proof is based on a comparison argument for expectations of certain convex functions
with respect to branching and more general diffusions. A small technical problem arises if
g(x) vanishes too fast at 0, which we handle later.

(From [BCGH2] we know that if liin _>i£1f g(z)/2* > 0 then F(™)(g) has positive derivative

at 0 for n > ng. We can furthermore assume under these conditions according to that paper
that F(™)(g)(#)/0 converges to d in the L, norm. We assume for now: g(z)/2z% > § > 0 for
x € 0,¢) and we will later remove the restriction.

For such a function g € G((d)) we can find sequences d,, , d,} such that

(5.69) d,0 < F™(g)g <df0 0>0neN
dt > d,
df — d; —0.

The crucial point now is that we do not have the branching property anymore (only for
large 6 asymptotically). We do have criticality, i.e. the martingale property of the markov
chain. However in order to carry out the calculation needed to show the convergence of
the Laplace transform of the multidimensional distributions (see Lamperti and Ney 1968)
it suflices to establish that the following holds:

. . 0 <
Prob(Z} > E|Zj_j_1 =0)~ 3 chzl as j — 0o
0

0d <
?Z 1|ZJ 1 =0,Z) >¢) = exp(1) as j — occ.
k=0

The last relation is however nothing but the assertion of the theorem for the special one
dimensional marginal distribution at @ = 1. Hence the proof will be completed using the
following, which we shall prove below:

Lemma 5.5 Suppose that g(x) < dx (resp. g(z) > dz). Define fr(z) = e ** for
A€ [0,00), € [0,00). Denote again by

K*9(0,dp) =Tg9(dy).
Then for allm € {0,1,...,n}:

(5'70) 50Kcmf(n)(g) KC"“]: (g)(f)\)( )50Kc,,,dac ..o Kcm,dw(f)\)

n
en F (g) em F iy LA e
(5.71) do K o...0o K@ ([g,00)) 5 ch . ]

To continue the proof we need only to observe that the statements of Theorem 5a),
5b) for g(z) = dx were derived in the previous subsection using Laplace transforms and
therefore we can proceed as follows (recall we only need to prove the result for the o = 1
one dimensional marginal). First introduce

(5.72) Ly™(A) =1— E(exp(=A\Z2,,)| 22,1 =0).
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Then the relation (5.70) implies that for m = m(n) < n:

(5.73) LRV < L™ () < L™ (V).

Consequently, if m(n) and a,, b, are such that for a function L* (depending possibly on
m(n)) which is the Laplace transform of a distribution the following relation holds

(5.74) LZ(:?)x(bn)‘) — L*(\), whenever d(n) — d € (0, 00)
then also for every g € G((d))
(5.75) anLy™ (bnA) — L*(N).

In order to finish from here the proof of Theorem 5 we need that the following is true.
Let (X,,) be R"-valued random variables. A,, be the event (X,, > ¢) with P(4,) — 0 as
n — oo. Then

(5.76) an(1 = BE(exp(-M(Xn/bn)))  —> 1-L(), L(A) = E*(exp(-Az))
is equivalent to
(5.77) L(Xn/bn|An) = p, B*(e7*7) = L(\) and ap ~ [P(4,)7"].
Choose now
(5.78) an = d/2§n:c,;1, by = d/2( i ot
k=0 k=m(n)

Then we can conclude with (5.71) and the fact that we have proved the convergence for the
case g(z) = dx by reading (5.76) from right to left that

(5.79) d/QZc_l )L™ (A zn:g f— LY.

This completes the proof with (5.76).

Proof of Lemma 5.5 We start with proving (5.70). The proof builds on the fact that the
map F is order preserving and F(dz) = dz, see in [BCGH,2], so that for alln € IV g(z) < dx
(resp. >) implies

(5.80) F(g) oy < df  (F™(g)g) = df) 6 € [0,00).

Now we can complete the proof by exhibiting a class M of functions, which contains
{fa]A € ]0,00)} and the following two relations hold:

(5.81) SoKI(f) < 6K (f) V0>0, fe& M whenever: g(z) > dx, Yz € [0, 00),
(5.82) feEM= (08— K> (f) e M forevery g € G).

Now (5.80), (5.81) and (5.82) clearly imply the assertion (5.70).

To complete the proof we have to choose M and verify (5.81) and (5.82). We set
(5.83) M= {f:[0,00) = R"|f is completely monotone and bounded}.

Recall that completely monotone bounded positive functions are Laplace transforms of pos-
itive measures [F]. Then the class M is clearly preserved since if f is Laplace transform
of a distribution v then the new function is Laplace transform of the distribution v K 9.
Furthermore it suffices to verify (5.70) for all fy : fi(z) = e~** where A runs through [0, 00),

58



since the closed convex hull of this family of functions is M (with respect to the supnorm).
That is we should show that

(5.84) S K“I(fr) < 6 K™ ().

We are now going to prove this relation (5.84).

Consider the two semigroups V; and U; which are defined on L*°(IR, dx) by

(5.85) Vi(f) =Ef(Y:)  U(f) = Ef(Xe)
where

(5.86) dYy = c(0—=Y(¢t))dt + v/29(Yz)dw;
(587) dXt = C(G — X(t))dt “+ 2dXtd’LUt

If we know that g(z) > dx, then with Gy, Gy denoting the generators of Uy respectively V4,
we conclude

(5.88) Gv(f) =2 Gu(f) VYfeC(R), ['=0.
For functions f such that U;(f) € V(Gy) N V(Gy) (V = domain) we know that
¢
689 Vi) =)+ [Vieu(Gy = Gu)U.(f)ds.
0
Hence for every function f satisfying
(5.90) Us(f) € C*(IR), Us(f) convex forall s>0, |fl|lo < o0,
we have

(5.91) Vi(f) = Ue().

In particular denoting by IIy, IIy the unique equilibria of the semigroups (Ut)i>0, (Vi)i>o0
we conclude that for every f satisfying (5.90) we know

(5.92) Iy, f) < Iy, f).

In order to prove (5.84) we need in view of (5.92) only prove that the function fy : z —
e~ satisfies the assumptions (5.90). The nontrivial part is to show that:

(5.93) z — E,(exp(—AX%)) is convex for every t € [0,00), A € [0, 00).

The latter will be proved by giving a representation of the function in (4.93) which allows
immediately to read of the convexity.
Define the process (Z;)¢>0 on [0, c0) by:

(594) dZy = —cZy + +/ 2dth’LUt, Zyg =1z € [0, OO)

This is a subcritical branching diffusion, which satisfies by the branching property, respec-
tively, the coupling principle

(5.95) E. 12, exp(=A\Z;) = E,, exp(—AZy)E., exp(—AZ;).

z — E,exp(—AZ;) 1is continuous in z.

Since our process (X¢):>0 is a subcritical branching process (of the above type) with addi-
tional smmigration (at a rate independent of the current state) we have

(5.96) E,exp(—AX:) = E, exp(—\Z;) Eo(exp(—AX%)).
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Combining (5.96) with (5.95) we can write using the branching property for Z;:

(597 Bufexp(-AX))) = exp(—2u(N) exp(~@,()
for a nonnegative function ®(-).

(From the last relation we can conclude immediately

(695 (P E(exp(-AX,)) = (0N - exp(~AX,) > 0

which proves (5.93) and hence completes the proof of (5.84).

Finally we prove (5.71). We use (5.76) and Proposition 5.1, which gives the result for
g(x) = dz. For the latter case observe that the variance of g™ is simply (d/c)© so that
we get (5.71) for g(z) = dx. Now by (5.76) read right to left in combination with (5.74) and
(5.75) we obtain with reading (5.76) left to right the conclusion for g € G((d)).

In the case, where g(x)/x is not bounded below as * — 0 we use for comparison from
below functions gs(x) of the form

gs(x) =d(z —9)".

This generates for fixed § a process (Z,];)k:j_17..,70 with the property that (Z,Jc —0)k=j—-1,...0
is a process generated by dz and then all the arguments carry over since we can choose ¢
arbitrarily small due to the fact that for every z € [0, 00) (see BCGH 2)

F(9)(x), > dz, sup(F™ (g)(z)/dz) — 1 forallé > 0.
(B) Proof of Theorem 6

The key to this theorem is the representation of the interaction chain via the Levy-
measure associated with F’g in the case where g(z) = const x and a scaling argument using
the explicit form of T'4(-) in that case. The generalization to g € G((d)) is as in 5 d) and we
will not give the details again.

Proof of part (a)

The relation (1.23) is a direct consequence of the relation (2.6) and the assumption (1.21).

From here (1.22) is immediate. Since (1.23) implies that the variance of Z; ;) given Z} )
. J

with 0 < a < & < 1 vanishes after scaling with Zé clzl the limiting process is constant.

This constant must be 0 since Z7 j scaled goes to 0.

Proof of part (b) ' '

(i) Assume that g(z) = z first. Consider the Markov chain Z] = ¢Z]; k € {—j —
1,—j,...,0} and denote for k € IV, deviating from earlier conventions, the corresponding
transition kernels at time —k — 1 by K7 ,. We begin by calculating the Laplace transform
of K{k(ﬂ, -). The original chain (Z,i)kz_j_17_j7m70 had transition kernels K_; with the
property that the law K_ (6, -) is infinitely divisible with a Laplace transform Ly ¢(\) given
by

(5.99) Li,0(A) = exp(—0¢r (X))

) = [T e
Hence if we write Liﬂ()\) for the Laplace transform of the transformed kernel K7, (6, -) then
(5.100) i o(A) = exp(—0y7 (V) = exp(—Oc by (7 N)).

Then one has

(5.101) 1/);()\) = /000(1 — e M)k exp(—ck_ju)d—u.

u
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The next step is to investigate the behaviour of the transformed chain. We consider first
a starting point not scaled. For this purpose let (X7)n,=_;_1,—;, .0 be the Markov chain,
which starts in @ with transition kernels K7 - Note that

()-

k—j
,T

(5.102) K7,(0,-) =T
Put
(5.103) X! =x?

n—j—1 n=01,....7+1L

This object we can imbedded in the chain ()/ffl)ne v, which is a Markov chain with initial
value resp. transition kernel
(5.104) Xo=0
K. (0,)=T5 "“(), nel.
We know that
(5.105) X0 =XJ forn=0,1,....5+1
Since ()?z)neﬂ\f is uniformly integrable (Var ()?g) < (M)t =3¢ < oo, e < 1)
and EXY = 0, (X?)nen is a uniformly integrable positive Martingale. Hence

(5.106) X! . X% as. ,EXS =0.

Since ,C()?fl) is infinitely divisible, so is E()/fgo) and we can write due to the branching
property and Var(XZ) > 0 for § > 0:

(5.107) Eexp(—)\)?go) = exp(—0x(X))
W= [ e R

(ii) As a first consequence we get from (5.106) that

(5.108) LIRNZ, =0 = LX)
] — 0

Since
(5.109) B(exp(~AZ3)|Z7;_, = 0) = exp(—0u] o ...y} (M)

we get

(5.110) Plo. oA — 00(1 — e M) Roo(du).
j—o00Jo

Returning to our original problem (recall ZJ_ jo1= cj ) we find

(5.111) 1 — E(exp(—A\Z})|Z] = 6) ~ cfo/ (1 — e ) Roo(du).
j — 00 0

This proves (1.24) in the case g(z) = =.
In order to prove (1.25) we show first that [ Ro.(du) = 4oco. From the explicit form of
the Levy-measure in the case g(z) = dz we know that 1 o... o4y has a representation

Wo.. oui(n) = / (1— e )R, (du)
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with R;([0,€)) = +oco0. The fact that this carries over to Ry follows however from the
historical representation in Theorem 8, which implies that the limiting point process must
also have realizations with countably many points. Therefore we know that lim;_, (1 —
Eexp(—)\Z~3|Z~j_1 = 0) cannot be represented as 1 — L*(\) and L* being the Laplace trans-
form of a probability distribution. If along a subsequence P(Zg > ¢)c™? converges to a
number in (0, 00) then by (5.76) the r.h.s. of (5.11) would be of the form 1 — L*(\) with L*
the Laplace transform of a probability distribution. Due to the assumpotics of (1.23) this
implies ¢/ P(Z} > &) — 0o as j — 0o, which proves (1.25) in the case g(z) = =.

The proof of the relation (1.26) follows by working with )?gq instead of )?go in (5.107)
- (5.111). The relation (1.27) follows from X? — X% ((5.106)) and Eexp(—AX?) =
exp( [y (1 — e )Ry (du).

(iii)  The generalization to g € G((d)) is immediate with the relation (5.73) since everything
is expressed in part b) of the Theorem 6 in terms of the Laplace transform.

Proof of part (c)

The relations (1.28), (1.29) are proved using moment calculations and Laplace transform
methods in conjunction with comparison arguments. First assume that g(z) = z, later we
will generalize.

Start by proving the convergence relation of (1.28). Put L;()\) = Eexp(—AZ}). Then

(5.112) L;(A) = exp( 00’/ e MYR;(du)).
Define by F j the distribution of ZJ under the Palm measure. If we now define the
corresponding Laplace transform L fo _A“F (du), we obtain
~ 8
Li(\) = =07 c9 —L;(\).

(From the above representation and since we already proved in part b) that R; = R
weakly as j — oo:

Loy = /ooue_)‘“Rj(du))eXp(—ch /Ooo(l—e_)‘“)Rj(du))

0
— / e M uRoo(du) 1= Loo(N).
j—o00 Jo

The next observation is that

/0 R (du) = 1

and hence Eoo (M) is the Laplace transform of a probability measure whose distribution
function we call ﬁoo. This proves, (via the characterisation of weak convergence by the
convergence of Laplace transforms and the fact that F. has no positive atoms) the first
part of relation (1.28) for the case g(z) = dz. Again since everything is expressed in
terms of the Laplace transform the comparison methods of section 5d) gives the result for
g € G((d)). (See (5.69) - (5.73)). R

In order to establish the formula for the Laplace transform of F, we prove below the
following behaviour of the k-th moment of Z] as j — oo (the numbers Dy, are defined below).

(5.113) E(Z})* ~ Dpb(c ) '+ Rio(j), k=1,2,...
Jj—0o0

(5.114) FRM .
kt=0 _]—>00
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The numbers (Dg)xe v are determined as follows: Define first the numbers (Afc) j=1,...k, k€
IN by:

(5.115) 0(1+6)...(k—1)+6) = ZA’GJ

Then define Dy, recursively by
(5.116) D=1

1

Dy = l—ck—l(

Ag_lDQ + Ag_QCk_lDQ + ...+ Allcck_le_l).

With the above information we continue as follows. Put
(5.117) Fi (du) = Prob(Zg € du)
and recall that N B '
FI = (EZ}) 'uF?(du).
Then according to (5.113)
oo .
/ uk FI (du) — Dy
0 _]—>00

and with (5.114) we have

oo )\k
—)\u
/0 Fi(du) —s g o —Dit1

j—o0

which completes the proof. It remains therefore to verify the asymptotics of the k-th mo-
ments, as expressed in (5.113) and (5.114).

We consider the case where g(z) = z, since the assertion is as we already proved inde-
pendent of g within G((1)). In the special case where g(z) = x, we can use relation (5.68)
to obtain with A¥ =1 for all k € IN:

. 0
(5.118) /rgv ()" = =t ((k=1)+0d)...(1+6d)
k
= > Ajd*e
j=1

Define for £ € Z~
(5.119) IMM = B(Z)F with 27, =6.
Then we obtain by conditioning on Zg in connection with (5.118) for the k-th moment at
time ¢ + 1, that:

k—1

(5.120) i) = (3 Ax(

1

k—n ]M(n) ]M(k)'
Ce+1) ) ¢

n=1
Now we turn to the representation of Z~g from the previous step of the proof, namely (5.99)
- (5.107). We conclude that for ¢ fixed (note A} =1)

(5.121) MMM

j—o00 ck-1

Then the first asymptotic relation follows by induction over k. The induction is started in
k = 2 which has been asymptotically evaluated already in part a) of the Theorem 5. ;From
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the asymptotic relation for g(x) = = we obtain by scaling (recall Fg’d’c = Fg/ d’x) the result

for g(x) = dz. Then again we generalize with the comparison lemma of section 5 d).

Next we prove the relation (5.114). As before it suffices to consider the case g(x) = .
The agrument proceeds in two steps. First one shows that

(5.122) F[Rkﬂ(j)(c_j)k_l] = 0, for 6 € (0, co) sufficiently small.
k=0 " ~

The next step is to extend the definition of ®;(§) = Eexp(—02]) to values § € @ with
Ref > 0. If we can show that

(5.123) |®,;(6)| < Const |6

then we have a family of holomorphic functions on the right half plane, which is bounded on
compact sets. Combining then relations (5.122) and (5.123) gives the assertion, since such
a family converges uniformly on compact sets if it converges on one interior point.

The two missing estimates in order to establish above relations are obtained as follows:
The relation (recall 5.111)

(5.124) |1 — Eexp(—620)| < |6¢ /(1 e MR, (du)|

together with R; = R, gives (5.123). For the relation (5.122) we want to use Lebesgue
dominated convergence theorem for |f| small enough. Hence we need that we can find a
constant C such that

(5.125) E((Z)*|Z7,_, = 0) < cI*CPkl.

This can be derived from the representation from (5.99) - (5.107) using that E()?fl)k <
E(X%F)F and the variable X  satisfies Eexp(AX? ) < oo for A € (0,¢) with € > 0 suitable.
The latter follows from the explicit form of the transition kernel K,, of (5.104).

In order to prove (1.29) we follow the same strategy as before, that is we use Laplace
transforms in connection with the markovian structure. In particular it suffices to consider
the case g(z) = z. In fact we have already established the asymptotics of the marginal distri-
butions in part b) of this theorem. From the special representation in (5.102) - (5.107) we can
in fact read off immediately that weak limit points of ﬁ((Zij_1+m)m:17.,.7k > (Um)m=1,....k)
is the Markov Process given by the expression of the r.h.s. of (1.29) (Recall the definition
of Palm distributions preceeding Theorem 6). This completes the proof.

6 Proof of Theorems 7 - 12

The main work here has to be done for Theorems 8 - 12, since Theorem 7 can be treated in
analogy to previous work. The most essential tools in this chapter are the properties of the
Gamma distribution and the relation to resampling systems as recalled in the Appendix,
the tools available for infinitely divisible random measures on polish spaces including Palm
measures and finally previous result from the multiple space-time scale analysis in [DGV].

(i) Proof of Theorem 7

The process (X™ (t))i>0 can be viewed as a super random walk with respect to a transient
walk. The transience of the random walk follows from the hypotheses >, i < oo and (0.3)
(cf. Appendix A4). Parts (a)-(d) of Theorem 7 are obtained by a straightforward modifi-
cation of Theorem 6.3 of Dawson and Perkins (1991) for superprocesses on IR? instead of a
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superprocess on the discrete group 2x. The main difference is the replacement of the sym-
metric stable process in IR¢ there by the random walk in Qp in the present case. The state
space E plays the role of the space M, (IR?) there. The key property required of the state
space is that the semigroup associated to the random walk maps the state space into itself.
But the assumption (0.7) implies that for z € E, [la(z)|| = 3_, ; a(é, j)z;a(i) < M||z|| and
hence the semigroup a; of the random walk has, as a map £ — E, norm bounded by e?
so that the random walk semigroup maps the space E continuously into itself.

(ii) Proof of Lemma 1, Theorem 8 and Corollaries 1,2
Proof of Lemma 1
(a) Computing second moments from the Gamma distribution we obtain for £ >k > 0:

(6.1) Bl(25(u) = 254 (u))?)
= B[B[(2%(w) — 255 ()?|2 7 (u)]

Therefore for each u,

théofg? E[(2 (u) — 27 (w))?]

< hm sup const E

e

Then 27, (f) converges in distribution and in L? as j — co. In addition the limit 2> (6) is
a reverse martingale with mean measure . The almost sure convergence follows from the
reverse martingale convergence theorem.

(b) By construction 2> () conditioned on {2 };~) has the gamma distribution F )"
k 1

This means that the sequence {zk to=—j—1,..0 is a Markov chain with Gamma transition
kernels K_;, and therefore is a version of the entrance law for the interaction Markov chain
(25°) ke z- whose existence was established in Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 8

The properties (i) and (ii) are immediate consequences of the following construction: We
begin with the sequence of independent gamma processes (Vg )rem. For each k € Z T let
{m_(i) }icv denote the size ordered jumps in {yx(u) : 0 < u < 2% _,}, that is, m_x(7) is
the ith largest jump of 4 (-) in the interval [0, 2%, _,]. (Note that without loss of generality
we can ignore ties.) Property (iii) follows from the basic property of the Moran gamma
process described in (A3.3) under basic fact. This implies that conditioned on the indepen-
dent gamma processes (7;);j>k the random variable v; (2%, _;(6)) and the random vector
(et k(%)

}iew are independent. Moreover i (225, _;(0)) has the distribution IT'*. (9) and
k-1
{m k(l)

OO
Z_k—1Ck

}iemv has the Poisson Dirichlet distribution with parameter

Property (iv) will follow immediately from the following construction: Starting with level
zero we now make the following definitions introducing the “father-son” relation between
jumps according to the time interval a jump occurs. However for this purpose we have to
consider the size ordered jumps in the father generation, since the canonical measure of
is infinite (near 0) and formally we proceed as follows. For each i € IN, let G(1,4) be the
unique integer n € IN such that the jump of size mg(¢) in vy occurs in the interval

[ mo1(6), > m-1(0))

<n L<n
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Similarly let G(2,4) be the unique integer n such that the jump of size m_1(G(1,17)) in 1
occurs in the interval [, m—_2(£),>,<,, m—2(£)). Continuing in this way we inductively
construct a sequence G(1,14), G(2,1), .. ..

Property (v) is proved as follows. First consider only jumps in the gamma process i —_1
of size € or larger. These follow a Poisson process on the time interval of length 2>, and
the times of jumps are given by i.i.d. uniform random variables in [0, 2>%,]. Therefore the
probability that a given jump of size e or larger occurs in the interval of length m_g(4) is

m_k(i)

equal to —/=—~. We then let ¢ — 0.
~k

Property (vi). Given {m_x_1(-), m_g_2(-), ...}, the collection (3, m_x(i)1a_,_, (i)=j)ienv
is given by the sums of the jumps of v, over disjoint intervals of lengths m_j_1(j) and there-

cryim_k—1(J) d
d

fore are independent I'( ' el

) random variables.

Proof of Corollary 1

We first prove the result when j = 1. By Theorem 8(c,iii), conditioned on the sequence

Z%, —m‘fo(') are independent Poisson Dirichlet with parameters \j := Z-k-1% Moreover by

K 7 a

Theorem 8(v), m_(G(k,1)) is obtained by size-biased sampling from —mZ‘fo('). This means
&

(cf. A3.4) that % has distribution with density
v

(6.2) A(L—p)* 1 0<p<l.

Hence the density of the rescaled random variable )\k% is
—k

(L= 0<p<

k
2% 1
7=

But since ¢, — oo and Z%, — 0, Ay — oco. Noting that — 1, it is then elementary to

verify that as k — oo,

E(C—km_k(G(k, 1)) = Ezponential(1)

d
E(Zm i(Gh1) 1.
We obtain the result for 7 > 1 in a similar way. If i1,...,4; belong to different fam-
ilies, then m_x(G(k, 1)), ..., m_k(G(k,i;)) are obtained by size-biased sampling (without
replacement) from {mZ‘fo(')} and therefore has the same law as vy 1, (1 — vk 1)Vk,2, ..., (1 —

—k
Ug,1) - - - (1—vg j—1)vk,; where vy,  are independent and each of their distributions has density
(6.2) (cf. the GEM representation - A3.4). The proof is completed as above with the addi-
tional observation that max;—1,_;vg; => 0 as k — oo and therefore Hz;}(l —vge) =1
foreach i =1,...,7 and A\yvg; = Exponential(1).

Proof of Corollary 2

(a) This follows from the representation (1.39). Conditioned on {M;(-)}¢<—;, the random
variables {Mi(j_l)(i)}ieﬂ\f are given by the sum of the jumps of the Gamma process -y;_1
which occur in disjoint intervals of lengths {M*;(i)}icv and therefore have independent
Gamma distributions {Fjj\;:lj(i)}ie - This proves that they are independent inhomogeneous

Markov chains with transition functions {Fg_l} jemnv. The martingale property follows since
[ 20} (dz) = 0.
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(b) By definition (in this step j, k, £ € IN and ¢ labels the families)

M) = > mok(Gok(h)-

J=kL=1(9)

that is, M*, (i) consists of the mass of the subpopulation at level k having a common ancestor
at some level ¢ > k. Therefore it can be decomposed as

[e )
=M%y ()
=k

where M*; _,(i) denotes the mass at level k of the subfamily of i which has a last com-
mon ancestor at level £. We will compute the law of the M*, _,(i) conditioned on the
{m_e(G-e(i)) }e>k. We have M*; (i) = m_p(G_x(i)) and M* Tp—e(@) for £ >k de-
notes the mass of the descendents at level k of m_s(G_g(i)) excluding descendents of
m_¢+1(G_¢41(2)). But conditioned on the {m_g(G_¢(?)) }¢>k, the descendents at level £ —1
of m_y(G_4(3)) excluding descendents of m_;1(G_¢41(7)) are given via vy,—1(m_g(G_4(3))
conditioned on the event that v,_1 has a jump of size m_p11(G_¢41(2)) in [0, m_e(G_4(4)).
But (using in A2.3 the relation (P), = P*Q,) and the identification of Q,) the conditional
law satisfies

(6.3 Ll 1 (mo(Ge0))) = me1(G—r1(0)
|v¢—1 has a jump of size m_;11(G_41(1))]
-1
=T ey

At levels ¢/ < ¢ — 1 the mass of these descendents evolve by the interaction chain with
transition function I'*". Therefore Mx, (i) = 7%, (m_e(G_s(4))) where Z*, (m_¢(G_(i))
are independent copies of the interaction chain starting at level £ in m_y (G _4(7)).

(iiif)  Proof of Theorem 9

The key to this theorem are properties of special distributions arising in sampling sys-
tems. By Corollary 2(b), conditioned on {M*,: ¢ > k}, {M*,(j)};ez are independent

Gamma(%ﬁl(]), L) random variables. On the other hand for the case of interacting

Fleming Viot processes the corresponding kernel is given by a GEM-distribution, see (6.8)
below (and the corresponding order statistics have Poisson Dirichlet distribution). We need
some facts about these three special distributions.

We first recall the relation between Beta- and Gamma-distributions. Suppose that X, Y
are both Gamma-distributed with parameter (o, 3), respectively (ag,3) and are indepen-
dent. Then X +Y and X/(X +Y) are independent and X/(X +Y) is Beta-distributed with
parameter (a1, as), while X +Y is Gamma-distributed with parameter (a; + ag, 3).

This means that we can characterize the P(IV)-valued random variable Q; as follows.
IfACIN, let

(6.4) Qr(A):=> Qi(0) kez .

LeA

Then forall AC IN, k€ Z™:

(6.5) Q1. (4) is Beta-distributed with parameter (Qr_1(4)/vk, (1 — Q%_1(4))/vk)
and for any two disjoint subsets Ay, As of IV,
Q7 (A1) .
6.6 w(A1) + Qr(A2) and — - are independent
( ) Qk( 1) Qk( 2) Qk(A1)+Qk(A2)
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Q5 (A1)

and has a Beta distribution with parameter:

Qi(A) + Qi (42)
Z% Z%
(T QL (Ar), TG (4)),

This means that if we divide families into two groups, then the relative frequencies of the
two groups evolve according to a kernel given by a Beta distribution.
It remains to show that (¢j)rez- has the same structure. Under the hypothesis ), i <

00, 4% —>0,d’—>d*where0<d*<ooandc—’“—>£9ask—>ooandhencezd—,’“<
) k k Ck d C

00. Therefore by Theorem 0.5 of [DGV] the associated interacting Fleming-Viot system

has a unique non-degenerate entrance law with mean measure ©. The forward transition
mechanism F;’“’d’“ on P([0,1]) for the interaction chain of the Fleming-Viot system is given

by the GEM representation (see Theorem 0.3, (0.25) of [DGV]) which is defined as follows:

(a) Let (U;)iemv be an i.i.d. sequence with marginal distribution © € P([0, 1]).

(b) Let (V¥);emv be an i.i.d. sequence with marginal Beta(1, Zio’“;ck ).

7

(c) Conmstruct (U;)iem, (V¥)iew as independent processes.

Set

(6.7) o3 v o - vi]éu,) € PP(10,1])).

i=1 j=1
The representation (1.56) of the transition function for (¢;)recz- is then obtained from

(6.7) by taking a decomposition of the interval [0,1] into disjoint subintervals of lengths
{pe}ecv as follows:

By combining the m + 1, m + 2, ... pieces of this partition we obtain a finite partition.
Note that for any such finite partition the distribution is a Dirichlet process correspond-
m—1

ing to the measure {py}s—1,.. m where pp = py if £ < m and p,, =1 -3, ps. Then

Ziok+1ck ~

(&) .
,C( > [Vf Hz-_ll(l - VJk)D has a Dirichlet distribution with parameters a; = —"—p;.

Jj=
i=1
Therefore for any two disjoint subsets Ay, Ay of IV, ¢; (A1) + ¢;(A2) and % are
k k

. 4 (A1) e .
independent and FHENETRED) has a Beta distribution with parameter

VAR N VAR %
(6.8) (%%—1(1‘11)7 %%-1(142))-
To see this, represent ;. (A1), ¢;(A2) and ¢;(INN(A; UA2)°) in terms of independent Gamma
random variables (cf A3.2). Then m and the pair ¢; (A1) + ¢ (A42), ¢4 (IN N (A1 U
As)¢) are independent. This yields the required independence and the fact that %
k k

is Beta follows from the relation between the Beta and Gamma distributions referred to
above.

(iv)  Proof of Theorem 10

(a) By Theorem 9, the % have the same law as the entrance law g;,(¢)rev associated to
k

the interacting Fleming—VEot system with coeflicients (¢},)remv and (d},)xemv where the latter
as given in terms of the (cx)remw and Z%, by (1.51). Therefore, since Z%, — 6 as k — oo,
it suffices to show that

k—o0

max gy (i) — 0.
K]
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But this now follows immediately from Theorem 0.7(a) of [DGV].

(b) Combining Theorem 9 and Theorem 0.7(b) of [DGV], we get

Ole P
fn Jm 557,00
and
Ole P
ali_}ngo kli_}rg(} M*,.(@) =1.

=1

This second equality implies the tightness statement and the first equality implies that the
limit is nondegenerate, that is, not dy.

(c) By Corollary 1, (1.43),

(6.9) E(%m_n(G_i(@) — 1,

d F—soo
and by Corollary 2(c) ,
M2 (i) = Zi(m_o(G—(i))).
Since (Z\ﬁ)k:_g_17,.,7o is a martingale
E[MZ,, ()] = E[(m—e(G—e(2)))]-
Together with (6.11) this yields

(6.10) E(M2(i) = ) B(MZ ()

>k
= Y Em (i)~
>k >kt

(v)  Proof of Theorem 11 and 12
Preparations

We begin with a Lemma that characterizes the interaction chain under the Palm measure
(P>)¢ defined by (1.62).
Lemma 6.1
(i) Under the Palm measure (P*)o defined in (1.62), the interaction chain {Z°}rez- is
a Markov chain with transition functions

(6.11) P(ZF €122, = 0) =T ()

where f'g_l(-) is the Gamma(l + %520, <51 distribution.

(ii) Under the Palm measure (P*°)q, conditioned on {Z°} ez, the {mz_f:.)}kez— are in-

dependent and for each k, {mZ‘fo(i) Yiez has the Poisson Dirichlet distribution with parameter
—k

ZZ5 1k

-
(iii) The transition kernel of the interaction chain under the Palm measure has the following
representation:

(6.12) e l=rklyp
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where Ey_1 is the exponential distribution with mean %. a
Proof (i) Since {Z;°}recz- is both a Markov chain and a martingale, the function h(z) = x
is a harmonic function for all the kernels F'g_l. Hence we can consider the h-transform
of Doob (see Doob, p. 566), that is, the Markov chain with transition kernel p} given
by pl(z,y) = h(y)(h(z)) *pr(z,y) instead of pr. This process has in our situation (i.e.
(Z7°)kez-) exactly the law induced by (P°), as is immediately checked writing down the
probabilities of a path.

Hence we can explicitly determine the h-transformed transition functions as follows. We
write down the calculation for K = —2 first. Let p(o,—1,—2)(20,2-1,2_2) denote the joint
density of Z§°, 2%, Z%%, etc. and by p(Zy|Z_1,Z_3) the conditional density of Z§° given
7%, Z%5 etc.

Under the Palm measure (P*°)g, the conditional density of Z° given Z%% is then given by

eZ—lp(—1|—2)(Z—1|Z—2)
Z—2

Since conditioned on Z%%, Z* has distribution %Gamma(%ZS‘é, 1), this means that
under the Palm measure it has distribution %Gamma(%ZS‘é + 1,1). Continuing in this

way we get that the transition function Z°, — Z>, , is given by Gamma(%52 22 +1, %52).

(ii) Recall from Theorem 8(iii) that the entrance law, conditioned on {Z;°},cz-, has the
m_p m_k(i)

property that the { () }rez- are independent and for each k, { =& }icz has the Poisson
—k —k

oo
S %—1Ck

Dirichlet distribution with parameter z . Let Fy, F5 be bounded measureable functions

defined on c({Z }pez-), o mz%i:.)}kez—); respectively. Then

(6.13) E(POO)O(Fl .FQ) = EP(ZgOFl : FQ)
= EVIEP(Balo({Z ez ) - Z3° FY))
EFT 0 [EP(Ry|o({Z hez-) - F1)]

where EF| E(P™)o denotes expectation with respect to the probability laws P (recall that
the processes i, are defined on (2, F, P)),and (P°)g respectively. Therefore

EF0(Blo({ 28 we-) = BY (Falo({ 2 ke )

which implies (ii).
(iii) This relation follows from the above facts since the sum of two independent random
random variables one exponential with mean %(z Gamma (1, %-1)) and the other

d
Gammay( C’“gle, ck—1) ylelds a Gamma(ckf:lle + 1, %) random variable. This completes

the proof of the lemma.

Remark In fact we get that under the Palm measure the system of gamma processes have
the same parameters but each runs for an additional time interval of length %. If we then
choose a sequence of jumps, the first has the exponential distribution and the remainder
have the same distribution as in the original process. Therefore we can identify the system
under the Palm measure as the sum of two independent random objects, one the family
measure given in the theorem and the other is simply the original historical process. Note
that this is analogous to what we get from the Palm of the historical process at site £ = 0
(cf. Theorem 7(d)).

Proof of Theorem 11 (a)
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We have to show that under the Palm measure, (P™)g, the {fy},cz- are independent

exponential random variables with means ﬁ. By the Lemma 6.1(ii) for £ € IN we have

that conditioned on {Z°}/>k4+1 , £, and {m i )} are independent and have under the

Palm measure (P>)q distribution a(}amma( (k y 1,1) , respectively, the Poisson
%% —1Ck

Dirichlet distribution with parameter . By definition m_j = m_x(G_k(i)) where 4
is the index of a randomly chosen individual at level zero. By Theorem 8(v)

P(G_4(i) = j) = m;gfj).

Therefore, by A3.4, ﬁ;gj has distribution Beta(1, % (k +1)) and is independent of Z°

which has distribution Cd Gamma/(< TL ey 1 1)

Therefore conditioned on the {Z%,} we obtain using A3. 1( ) that the m_j have dis-
tributions C—Gamma(l 1), that is, exponential with means a and therefore they are also
independent of the {Z°%}.

Proof of Theorem 11 (b)

By the construction of M* ket preceeding Theorem 11, it follows that M* kot denotes
the mass of the descendents at level k of the mass m_y(G_¢(7))). Part (b) then follows from
Lemma 6.1, equations (6.12), (6.13) since this says that under the Palm measure the family
masses still evolve via the interaction chain.

In addition, by Lemma 6.1(iii) the interaction chain under the Palm measure is a Markov
chain with transition function f’; ~1. Then starting at level L we obtain

L
M*y = 2(Z2%9 1) + Z%(Eé)
=k
where the 2%, 3¢ are independent copies of the Gamma processes (1.39) and the {Ey)} are
independent exponentlal random variables with means <+ o . Taking the limit as k — oo gives
then the desired decomposition of the entrance law under the Palm measure.
We will denote the law of Y2 2§(E;) by (P>)o. The identification of (P>), as the
Palm measure of the canonical measure of the infinitely divisible measure P*° follows from
the general result relating these two Palm measures (see A2.2).

Proof of Theorem 12 (a)

We start by first preparing the basic ingredients to prove this theorem. By Theorem
7(d) the Palm measure, (PY), of the equilibrium historical process Hév T at y is the
distribution of the sum of two independent random measures on D((—o0, ), y) one of

N,—o0

these has the same law as H and a second which is concentrated on the y — clan and

has law (PN)y defined by (1.30).
We now consider the law of the MOJY_ (&) under the Palm distribution. By the defining

property of the Palm measure if B € U({Mgk(g)}kez—}), then
(6.14) (PM)eo(B) =0 BHy ({4 :4/(0) = €})1p(Hy )]
= £(H)) + [ e (PY), (B).

Without loss of generality we can take £ = 0 and we will do so below.
Now let P*° be the law constructed in our historical representation of the entrance law.
Then the modified Palm measure of H was defined by the analogue of (6.16), namely,

(6.15) (P®)o(B) := 0—1/Zg° -1p(H) P> (dH).

71



In the following discussion we will consider only the restriction of this measure to

o({MiN(VYeez-)-

We will now prove part (c) of Theorem 11 which asserts that
(PM)eo = (P<)o.

Recall that the above distributions are infinitely divisible and compare A.2.2. By Theorem
10.4 and Lemma 10.8 in Kallenberg (1976), it suffices to show that the mean measures
converge and that the Palm measures of the canonical measures converge, that is,

(PM)eo = (P®)o.

N— oo

Since by construction,
EHY({y :y'(0) = 0})] = 6 = E[Z5]

the convergence of the mean measures is automatic. Therefore we will focus on the conver-
gence of the Palm measures of the canonical measures.

By Theorem 7, part (d) and (1.34) under the Palm distribution the contribution to the
family mass of an individual (that is one chosen at random) has Laplace functional

N
Tk—1

R )

(6.16) (PV), = [ exp(—2d /
k —T,
where y denotes the ancestral “backbone” and T,iv denotes the exit time of the backbone of
the randomly chosen ”individual“ from the ball of radius & (in reverse time). Therefore this
can be represented as the sum of independent contributions, MOJY_ (0), which occur in the
time intervals between the first exits of the “backbone” y from the balls of radii £ + 1 and
k respectively.
The proof is divided in three steps (i) - (iii) and the strategy of proof is as follows:
We will show that the k-th such contribution to the family mass at the fixed site 0,
MY .({0}), converges in distribution to the distribution of Mg _,. To do this we first
show that the (normalized) masses of the families, 'V, , produced in the interval [7{" |, 7}V)
along the backbone converge as N — oo to independent exponential random variables. We
then show that all but a negligible portion of this mass lies at a distance k from 0. Finally
we will show that MON . (0), the descendents at level 0 at site 0 of m®, are described by the
quasiequilibria of T heorem 1 and therefore described by the interaction chain in the limit.
In order to carry this program out we need information about the limiting behaviour of the
random walks as N — oo, and this will be obtained in the first step below.

Step (i) Associate with the random walk on Qx generated by the transition kernel
a(-,-) of (0.8) the continuous time Markov chain on Qx which gives the distance from the
element 0 and then observe it at times of the form s(N)N* with & running through the
natural numbers. (Recall that the transitions within distance k& are uniformly distributed)
Remember that the random walk on Qp with kernel (a, (+,) takes a jump on a randomly
chosen point in a k-block with rate % Recall that 5% denotes the law of the random
walk starting at & at time 0.

Lemma 6.2.

(i)

Nka = FEzxponential(1), E(Nk N),\:)ol’

and
Hgfo(d(o,y(r,iv)) =k+1) — 1.

N— oo
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(i)

N
Tl 1
w — 0 in probability.
T]ftv N —oco
(iii) Define the return times oy = inf{t > 7 ,,y+ € Bx_1}, where By = {£]d(0,&) < k}.
Then
€
P((of —7ly)/N* < m) —0

for any o >0 d.

Proof (i) The random walk exits the ball of radius k& by making a jump to k + £, £ > 1,

. . Ckte—1 c N - . .
and the rate of such a jump is 7F=r. Therefore 7' is exponential with parameter

Zez & V- By our assumptions, ¢ < C2* for some constant C. Therefore

Ck Ck+e—1 Ck 2k 14
NE = Z NE+—1 < Nk +CZ NE+L

>1 >1
Ck 2k+1 1 Ck
< W_FCNk—H@N m as N — oo.

This yields the result. In addition the probabilty that the jump is to £+ 1 is bounded below
by

Ck

NF

Ck 2k+1 1
vt Oy oz

(ii) In the N* time scale the exit time of the ball of radius F, T,iv /N is asymptotically expo-
nential with parameter (c;)~!. During this time it can jump to a lower level with rate cy_.
However if it jumps to any lower level k — ¢ then it returns to level k in a time of order O(%)

(iii) This follows since since (o — 7{¥ ;) dominates an exponential random variable with

Cl—
mean 7.

Remark Lemma 6.2 implies that as N — oo in the time scale N* the embedded discrete
time Markov chain describing the distance of the walk from 0, in the limit has nontrivial
probabilities to leave the point k. Denote with py resp. gi the probabilities to jump from
state k to k + 1 resp. k£ — 1. Then py = ¢ and gx = cx_1 since the probability that a jump
kE — k+m, resp. k — k —m with m > 1 occurs before a jump to k%1 is of order N1,
Therefore the distribution of T,iv — T,iv_ , is asymptotically exponential with parameter iN k.
Part (ii) of the lemma says that in all but a negligible fraction of the interval [0, 7/") the
backbone is at distance k.

Step (ii) We now determine the distribution of the mass, m%, (-) at time —7}¥ , which
arises from the production at rate 2d in the interval [7{Y ,, 7/V).

Lemma 6.3
Let By, :={¢ :d(¢,0) <k}. Then

(6.17) N‘km_k(Bk) ﬁo m_pg
(6.18) N=FEDRN (Biyy) =0
(6.19) N mY(Beo1) =0 u
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Proof

The proof will proceed in three steps labelled 1-3. First we introduce an approximating
system (N — oo) and then in step 2 calculate corresponding log-Laplace transforms which
are then in step 3 used to complete the argument.

Recall the relation (1.30), which tells us that we can express the Laplace transform of
(ﬁ)y in terms of the object V;; defined by the historical process of the original system.
Therefore we now focus on that system first. Note furthermore that for functionals of the
path process which depend only on one time point, the semigroup action of V; ; is given via
the action of the semigroup of the interacting system itself.

Step 1
Return now to the system (w¢(t))¢cqy. The normalized mass in a k-block at time N*t is
given by

yp (t) := e k(N*1)

where x¢ 1, is as defined section 0(c). We shall derive now a one dimensional approximating
(as N — oc0) diffusion in the case where the initial state satisfies mév(O) =0ford(&0) > k+1.
Adding the corresponding equations and changing to time N*t in (0.2) (when g(x) = dx)
yields the equations

(6.20) dyp (1) = —cryp ()dt +/2dy} (¢)dwi(t)

(o]
ce
S ARORS Z m(ye(t) — i (t))dt, ke IN.
t=kt2

This describes the flow of mass in and out of a k-block as well as the branching in the
k-block.

The following calculations which keep track of the mass which has entered and exited
the k-block can be made precise using the historical process or by introducing a multitype
modification of the process but we will carry this out at an informal level. In particular
we will now show that in order to determine the mass in the k-block it suffices to consider
the branching and the flow out of the k-block but that the contribution of the mass that
reenters the k-block is negligible.

We first note that if 3., ¢)~j, ze/(0) = 0, then ¢N(t):=NF D ze(NKt) is a criti-
cal Feller branching diffusion with generator al(a%)2 and hence is a martingale with a law
independent of N and therefore

1
P( sup (Y (t) > K) < const —.
0<t<T K

If initially ;s )51 2e(0) = 0, then at later times ¢ we can get the estimate
3 we (VR < e sup (Y (s),
a(e’€)>k Osest

since the migration mechanism is given by a deterministic system of differential equations.
Recall that the rate of flow of mass from the complement of a k-block back into the k-block
(in time scale N*t) is bounded above by

Cy 26

k k

N E 7 < N*C E 7
{=k+1 £L=k+1

Therefore the total mass to first leave the k-block and then return to this block in the time
interval [0, N*T] is bounded above by

const
——Te*T . sup (N (t).
0<t<T
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Thus we have the evolution of the normalized mass in the k-block, in time scale tN*,
which was denoted y2 (¢) can, if mév(O) =0 for d(0,£) > k + 1, be written in the form

1
N

uniformly in ¢ € [0,7] as N — oo, where yy, is continuous subcritical branching diffusion
(6.22) dyk(t) = —CrYk (t)dt +v/ 2dyk(t)dwk(t).

If we consider our initial states mév (0) we know that z¢ +1(tN¥) (see Theorem 1) con-
verges to the constant path equal to #. In this case we approximate by the system gy (t)
given by the subcritical branching diffusion with immigration:

(6.23) dgk(t) = c0dt — cryx (t) + 2d§k(t)dw(t).

Since our system starts in a configuration with mév (0) positive on all of Qy, we have
to study the process given in (6.24) with additional immigration. Due to the branching
property of the diffusion yy (¢) this is no problem since the g, process can be disintegrated into
independent contributions following an evolution mechanism as given in (6.23). Therefore
it is of particular interest to calculate the probability that yx(t) > 0 as a function of ¢ and
of the initial mass. This will be done in the next step.

Step 2
Then we define for yx(t) log-Laplace function vy (¢,u) by E[(exp(—Ayk(t))|yx(0) = m)] =
exp(—mug (t, A)).

Then the log-Laplace function vy (¢, u) (cf. [D] Section 4.5) satisfies

i
ot

(6.21) yi () = yk(t) + O(

(6.24) = —dv} —cpvp vR(0) = \.

This equation has the explicit solution given by:

cphe ot
ck + Ad(1 — e—cxt)’

(6.25) vt \) =

Using (6.27) we get that the probability that an initial mass m will produce a non-zero
cluster of age t is

(6.26) 1~ lim Bl(exp(~Aye(8)[3(0) = m)
(6.27) = 1— lim exp(—mug(t, A))
A—o0
. meg e ek
= 1-1 —
A e — )

mege” °F? ) mege ok
d(1 — e—cwt) d

As a side remark note that, then (cf. [DP], Prop. 3.3 (b)) the non-zero cluster of age t
has Laplace transform

= l—exp(— as t — oo.

B(e 0Oy (0) = m) — exp(— geke)
(6.28) limy A ()

(e + Md(1 — e—crt))’

d(1—e kKt

Therefore the cluster is exponentially distributed with mean ddze )

Ck
Step 3
We now turn to the Palm distribution and determine the distribution of the normalized
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N)'

mass at time —7;" , produced in a k-block whose last common ancestors lie in [r{¥ ,, T,
By (6.17) the contribution under the Palm distribution (cf. Theorem 7(d)) to M™, (¢) which
arises from the subfamilies that branch off in the interval [T,iv_ . T,iv ) has Laplace transform

N k
—T—1/N
(6.29) exp ( - 2d/ VN~ ¢) (yr)dr).
—rN Nk DT
For special choices of ¢, we can use the approximation result of (6.31) below. Namely if we

let ¢ = ﬁld(gf,g)gk; then since y* remains in the k-block during this interval we obtain
(recall (1.33)) for 0 < a < b:

(630 e (= [ 20V pn) 0

—a

— exp ( - /_b 2dwy (¢, )\)dt)

N
—> oo —a

2
- (ck +Ad(1 ice—ck(b—“)))

Observe that the r.h.s. of (6.31) is a bounded continuous function of the variable (b—a) €
[0,00). Now by Lemma 6.2 [r{/N* — 7| /N*] is exponential with mean c; ' + O(%).
Therefore we get from (6.31) with ¢ = \¢y

_Tliv—l/Nk
(6.31) E(exp ( —/ ‘e 2d(Vs]7V_TéV_1/NkA(bk)(ys))ds))
o 2
32 et o dt
(6 ) 1\:2 0 Ci€ (Ck + )\d(l _ e—th))
— Ck
o ek + Ad

That is, we obtain the Laplace transform of an exponential with mean % thus identical to
the distribution of 7m_j, obtained in (a). This completes the proof of (6.19) of Lemma 6.3.

Since MY, (Bk+1 N Bf) is produced from the mass which emigrates from By, it is of order
O(N*) which implies (6.20).

By (6.28) and Lemma 6.2 (iii) any clusters in Bj_; produced in the subinterval of
[N |, 7V) while the backbone has returned to Bj_; has negligible probability (e=¢*V™)
(with 0 < a < 1) of survival. Moreover by Lemma 6.2(ii) the backbone spends a negligible
fraction of the sojourn time in Bj_;. Hence applying (6.30) and (6.26) with ¢y, replaced by
¢r—1 (and noting that in this calculation we are working with the solution of (6.24) with k
replaced by k — 1 but in the time scale N*t) we get as N — oo

_Tliv—l/Nk
(6.33) B(exp (- / e 2Oy e Adk-1)(y")ds) )
—7o 4 /N¥ e 1 e~ New—1(lsl=m" 1 /N®)
~ E|( exp —/ 2d1g, ,(y°) kol ~ —ds
( ( —rN /NF ( Ck—1+ Ad(1 — e~ New—1(|sl=7g_, /N )) ))
— 0.

The last step follows because 15, , (y*) = 0 for |s| — 7, /N* < 77_, where 77_, is the time
until the first return to By_ after T,iv_ ; and is exponentially distributed with mean 1

—L— (in
Ck—1
the N* time scale). This completes the proof of (6.20) and of Lemma 6.3.
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Step (iii) Recalling the discussion preceding (6.17) we can now complete the proof as
follows.
Lemma 6.4

(6.34) (PM)oolyr = (P™)o|ar-
where | denotes the restriction to the o{Mg _,}ren. ]

Proof We must now compute MOJY_ »({0}), that is, the distribution of the mass of indi-
viduals at site 0, due to the family branches produced in the interval [T,iv_ 1 T,iv ). By Lemma
6.3, in the N — oo limit all but an asymptotically negligible fraction of this mass, ﬁsz (Bg),
belongs to families which broke off while the backbone was at distance k from site 0. Some
mass of these families can reach site 0 by having immigrants enter successively smaller balls
and then producing subfamilies. Now observe that the branching property implies that sys-

~N
tems started in intitial state V(0) and z (0) and evolving independently can be added to

form a version of the system started in £V (0)+ T (0). Furthermore the distribution of the
ancestral mass over the (k 4 1)-block is not relevant for the probability laws governing the
immigration, since the jump distribution to a point depends only on the distance from this
point. Therefore using this relation (6.30) we are back into the setup of Theorem lc and
the successive immigrations will be described in terms of the quasiequilibria which in the
limit as N — oo converge to the interaction chain (cf. 0.13) and (0.14). This has been made
precise in (6.22) - (6.24). Therefore with (6.18) the contribution converges (as N — o) to
L(my(By)) which equals £(2§(Ey)) with Ej being an exponential variable with mean %

thus yielding (6.35).

Proof of Theorem 12(b) Note that (1.66) is a consequence of part (a) since this implies

that the Palm measures converge and as pointed out above the equality of the mean measures
is automatic. The proof of (1.67) then follows along same lines as the proof of (0.70) in section
5(f) of [DGV] and will not be given in detail here. The main additional step involves second
moment bounds uniform in N analogous to (0.68) in [DGV]. The necessary bound is given
by (0.30) in Theorem 4(b).

Appendix 1: Tools from the Laplace transformation.

Define (for b, — oo denoting a sequence increasing to oo) the random variable )?n by
L(Xp/ba| X > €) = L(X,).

Assumption (i) E()/fn)nfooﬁ()?), independent of ¢ (ii) P(Xn =€) - 0 for all e > 0.

(iii) an, = O(bn).
Let F,, denote the distribution of X,, and let a,,! = P(X,, > ¢). Then we set

Lo(\) = /0 T e NE (dr), L) = /0 e p(da),
Next calculate as follows:

La(\) = /0 T MR, (do) + /0 e (da)
hence

|- L) = (1_/06 e_’\”Fn(dm))—/oo e, (da)
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and

an(1 = Ln(A)) = an(1 - / SN (da)) / " e fulde),
0 € Qn
Then
x) a — =a — Ee—M/bn 7)) — Ooe—Aac/bnan(m)
() o= LuW/b) = an(1 = [ e/ ()~ [ T,

By the assumption we know that

/ e/ @) gy

—1
an n— oo

On the other hand rewrite the frist summand on the r.h.s. of (*) as

an[l — (1 —a;b) /06 e~ Ae/bn M]

1—apt

For b, — oo we know that we can rewrite this as

an[l — (1 —a;*t) /06(1 — Az /by,) fﬁ”éf)l Z”

Use a, = o(b2) to get

1 © dFy(x) 1 A ¢ dF,(z)
n(l—1— A — 1+ = Zon\) 1
wl nbn /(Jml—ar_zl+an+bn oml—ar_zl)+o()
1 ¢ an(lr) )\an € an(m)
T 14+ —— 1).
bn)\ /0 ml—a51+ + bn /0 ml_aT—Ll_'_o()

Next use a, = O(b,,) and assumption (ii) to conclude

£ Fn
/ 24 (f)l = B(X,|X, < ¢)
0 1-—- an

0
n—oo

to obtain that the first summand in the r.h.s. of (*) converges to 1 as n — co. Hence:
an(1 = Ln(A/by)), — 1= L(X), L)) = /e_’\”F(dm).

Assumption (i) an(1 — Ln(A/bn)), — 1 — L(A) (ii) L(A) = [e A F(dz). (i) ap —
00, by — 00, an /by ol
Use the same decomposition as in the argument above to get via (i).

—i)\/ man(m) —I—l—l—)\a—n/ man(m) —/ e_)"”/b"w — 1—L(N)
0 0 €

—1

by, —an* bn 1—anp anpt "™
Since L(A) is a Laplace transform i.e. L(A) — 0 we know 4= [~ ¢ 0 and
A—00 n 1—a, n—00

hence
194 Fn
/ mw — 0ie F,(z)= do.
0

Then we must have
/oo . dF,i(lm) o, /oo dFri(lm) L
n— 00 n—r00
5 n € n

This means for ,C()?) = F("),

E(Xn) — E()?), a_ln ~, Prob (X > e).

n—oo
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Appendix 2: Some tools on infinitely divisible random
measures

A2.1 Canonical Representation of infinitely divisible random measures and processes

Let E be a Polish space and let M r(E) denote the space of locally finite (nonnegative) mea-
sures on E. An infinitely divisible random measure on F with no deterministic component
has a canonical representation such that

~log B(e~<X:4>) — / (1 e<"9>)R(dv)
MLF(E)

where the canonical or Lévy measure R is a measure on My p(F) satisfying

Januanren < o
for every bounded set A.

A2.2 Campbell measures and Palm distributions

Let P be the law of a random measure on the Polish space E with locally finite intensity
(denoted M r(E)) Define the intensity measure I by I(B) := [ (B . The associated
Campbell measure P is a measure on Mpp(E) x E.

P(Bx A) = [ uld)P(dy)

The associated Palm distributions {(P), : « € E} are a collection of measures on the
Borel-o-algebra of M r(E) such that
(i) x — (P)4(B) is B(E)-measurable for all sets B € B(Mrp(E)).
(ii) For every x € E : (P),(+) is a probability measure on (Mpp(E), B(Mrr(E))).
(iii) For every measurable bounded function g on Myr(E) x E, the following holds

[ 10d2) [(Prtdwrgtono) = [ Plan. dolots o)

If the random measure, X, is infinitely divisible law P with canonical measure R, then
the Palm distributions of X and R are related as follows (see Kallenberg (1976), Lemma
10.6)):

(P)s = P+ (R)a.

For example, in the case £ = IN, and Z = ) Z;0;, using the representation of the
Laplace transform with the canonical measure we can write:

E(exp(— Z AiZ;)) = exp ( - /(1 — e )‘i“(i)))R(d,u)).

Then
E(ZQ eXp(—Z)\iZi)) 1 8

E[Z] " Bz on B 2N

= /eXp = Aipli ﬂ

E[Z]
exp ( _ /(1 _ 2 Aiu(z)))R(dﬂ))

(#(0) R(dp)) VA
fu(O)R(du) *L(2).

and the last expression is the Laplace functional of

A2.3 Moran Gamma Process
The Moran-Gamma-process was defined in (1.38) and (1.39) as a specific nondecreasing
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jump process with independent stationary increments. We will view this process here as a
random measure on [0, 00) as follows:

Let G be an infinitely divisible locally finite random measure on [0, co) with canonical (Lévy)
measure:

—Uu

R({udy : u € (u1,us],z € A}) = |A|/ eru

where |A| is the Lebesgue measure of A. Consider the law, P, of the random measure G.
Then the Palm distribution (P), can be calculated as follows:

(P)x:P*Qx

where Q.({p = ud, : v € B)} = [z e "du = (R), for B € B(IR").
Then the infinitely divisible process defined by

Y(u) == G([0,u])

is called the standard Moran Gamma process. Note that the random variable X := y(m) is
Gamma(m, 1) distributed (see A.3.1).

Appendix 3: Some tools on sampling systems

A3.1. Beta distribution and its relation to the Gamma Distribution
The Beta(¢, m) distribution on [0, 1] has probability density function

B(t,m) *z 711 — )™ !
where
I'()Ir'(m
B(t,m) = r((£)+(m))
The Gamma (¢, m) distribution on [0, c0) has density
mt
()
Also for this distribution

'L exp(—maz).

1 L
E[X] = o Var[X] = e
Basic Facts
(1) Let X and Y be independent random variables with Gamma distributions I'(¢,1) and
I'(m,1). Then XX? has the Beta(¢, m) distribution.
(2) Let U,V be independent random variables, U have distribution B(¢,m) and V have
distribution Gamma (€ +m,1). Then Z = UV has distribution Gamma (¢). (See Moran p.

330).

A3.2 Dirichlet Distributions The k-variate Dirichlet distribution with parameters o, . .., 041
is a distribution on the simplex {(z1,...,2x) 1 2; > 0,i=1,...,k, Zle x; < 1} with joint
probability density function:

flz, ..., xk)

Dlog 4+ at1) a1 op—1 1
= €T e l_m_..._mkak+1 .
F(Oél) s 'F(Oék+1) ! k ( ! )
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Basic Fact
If Xi,..., Xk41 are independent Gamma(ag, 1),..., Gamma (ag41,1) then
X;

Y; = ,
Xt + Xk

i=1,...k

is k-variate Dirichlet with parameters (a1, ..., ok, ax+1) and independent of Z;tll X;.

A3.3 Poisson Dirichlet Distributions

Assume that (an), ce, X,gn)) is k-variate Dirichlet with parameters (agn), ce, a,gn), oz,(:_?l).

Let (X[(ﬁ), Xg]’), ...) denote the decreasing order statistics of (X{n), ce X,gn)). Assume that
max(ozgn), ce, oz%”)) —0

and that

)\(”)zagn)—l----—l—ozg”)%)\ as n — oo.
Then the joint distribution of (X[(ﬁ) , Xg]’), ...) converges to the Poisson Dirichlet distribution
with parameter .
On the other hand if X [(10]0 )X [(20]0 )| ... has a Poisson Dirichlet distribution with parameter A
and Y; if a sequence of i.i.d. {1, ..., m}-valued random variables with distribution p1, . . ., pm,
then

(o]
X150 mtm
i=1
has a Dirichlet distribution with parameters Ap1, ..., Apm.

A key tool in relating the branching and Fleming-Viot systems is the relation between
the standard Moran gamma process and the Poisson Dirichlet distribution.

Basic Fact
Denote by {Avy(u)}ucjo,x the size-ordered jumps of the nondecreasing process + in the time
interval [0, u]. The distribution of the normalized order jumps {%ﬂ)l}ue[o, »] of the Moran

Gamma process has the Poisson Dirichlet distribution with parameter A and it is indepen-
dent of y(A). (See Kingman (1993), Chapter 9).

A3.4 Size-biased sampling
Let {pr}remw be a random probability vector with the Poisson Dirichlet distribution with
parameter A. Now let NV be a random natural number satisfying

P(N=k)=ps, Vk.

Then the probability mass, ¢; := py of the chosen point has the Beta (1, A) distribution
with probability density function

Al—2) !, 0<z<1

If we chose a sequence ¢i, gz, . . . in this way (“without replacement”) then this sequence has
the GEM representation:

G =v1,q2= (1 —v1)vg,...

where the v; are i.i.d. Beta(1,\) random variables.
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Appendix 4: The hierarchical random walk

We consider the discrete time hierarchical random walk on . The transition probability

E— ¢, Q(E—¢), is given by *% where j = d(£,¢’) and p; resp. ¢; is defined by

~ o
bj _ &G _
NN T T = e ) 2
k=j

Introduce the following transform in the time variable

00 . - 1 sf?
:nz::ls Qn(g):_N + Z 1—;f-2)

j=k+1 J

where k = d(&,0) and

— Dk
e e e e v
Sk
Nk
Pk = = &
k=1 Nk
o
én = Y e lNTCETTU > Ney,
k=m

Sawyer-Felsenstein (1983) proved that the random walk is transient if
IS
1 Ni=11— fJ
But
] - L é Ne
1—f; Z%-FZpk Zconst-ZN—kk Zconst-—J_l
k=j k=j

Therefore

ZNﬂll— < const - Z—

Moreover the mean number of visits to 0 starting at £ is given by

(o] (o] 1
S ICHOEID IEEE S S
n=1 j=k+1 j=d(0,€)

and this is uniform in N.
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